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Importance of informant report measures

• Provide a unique and 
important perspective

• Critical for collecting 
information on those who 
can no longer complete 
cognitive tests (in core 
surveys as well)
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Challenges with administration of 
comparable algorithm in Mex-Cog due 

to exclusion of Jorm IQCODE



Importance of attention to administration 
details

Nichols et al., 2023

Informant Questionnaire on Cognitive Decline in the Elderly 
(IQCODE) in LASI-DAD, ELSA, and HRS

No doesn’t do option in 
ELSA – only spontaneous 

doesn’t do responses
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High rates of “doesn’t do/never did” 
responses in India

Khobragade*, Nichols* et al., 2022
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Correlates of “doesn’t do/never did” 
responses in India (informant generation)

IQCODE Item Risk difference: 
Same generation

Risk difference: Younger 
generation (p-value)

Risk difference: Other 
informant (p-value)

Family/friends (1) Reference -0.00 (0.337) -0.02 (0.000)
Recent events (2) Reference -0.00 (0.436) -0.01 (0.017)
Recent conversations (3) Reference 0.00 (0.320) -0.00 (0.385)

Address and telephone number (4) Reference 0.01 (0.474) 0.00 (0.985)
Day and month (5) Reference -0.00 (0.654) -0.01 (0.400)
Where things usually kept (6) Reference 0.01 (0.040) -0.00 (0.994)
Where to find things (7) Reference 0.00 (0.462) -0.01 (0.002)
Work with familiar machines (8) Reference 0.05 (0.000) 0.07 (0.023)
New gadget or machine (9) Reference 0.03 (0.050) 0.04 (0.277)
New things in general (10) Reference 0.01 (0.408) -0.00 (0.864)
Story in book/TV (11) Reference -0.01 (0.361) 0.04 (0.148)
Making decisions everyday (12) Reference 0.01 (0.088) 0.02 (0.235)

Handling money for shopping (13) Reference 0.02 (0.020) 0.03 (0.184)
Handling financial matters (14) Reference 0.02 (0.139) -0.04 (0.179)

Handling everyday arithmetic (15) Reference 0.01 (0.551) 0.01 (0.657)
Reason through things (16) Reference 0.01 (0.184) -0.00 (0.807)

Khobragade*, Nichols* et al., 2022



Comparisons across countries
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Multiple subpopulations in LMICs
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Repetitiveness is a common complaint 
from field teams
Items on handling money
• Coping with small sums of money (Blessed Test)
• Handing money (10/66)
• Handling money (Jorm IQCODE)
Where things are kept
• Forgets where things are kept (CSID)
• Forgets where things are kept (Jorm IQCODE)



But different question stems
10/66: Have you noticed a change in [insert difficulty]? 
Blessed Test: [Insert difficulty]. Does R have no loss, some loss, or 
severe loss? Is this due to physical reasons, mental reasons, or both? 
CSID: Does R [insert difficulty]?
Jorm IQCODE: Compared with 10 years ago, how is R at [insert 
difficulty]? 

How much do these differences in question stems 
lead to differences in responses? – An answerable, 

empirical question



Some evidence that shortening would not 
lead to loss of information

IQCODE In LASI-DAD

Partial IQCODE: excludes items on “remember address and 
telephone number,” “ability to work familiar machines,” and 
“ability to learn to use a new gadget or machine”

Khobragade*, Nichols* et al., 2022
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Differences in types of informants
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Impact of different types of informants
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Corrections for informant type? 
Step 1: Identify a “reference” informant type in each country 
• The informant type that knows the respondent best
• Identified using the association between objective cognition

Step 2: Estimate the impact of different informant characteristics
• Include interactions? 
• Retain if reach a certain strength and/or significance

Step 3: Apply estimated differences to correct summary scores – 
assess impact of correction on algorithms and associations

Importance for improving cross-country comparisons, and 
longitudinal trajectories when informants change
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Recommendations

CONTENT
• JORM IQCODE and Blessed 

Test are needed for algorithms
• CSID for comparisons to Mex-

Cog
• Can individual batteries be 

shortened, particularly when 
there are potential issues with 
cultural relevance? Maybe!

PROCESS
• Present “doesn’t do/never did” 

options 
• Collect information on informant 

characteristics – work is needed 
to generate adjustments



The Gateway is a free public resource designed to facilitate cross-national and 
longitudinal studies on aging using the HRS international network of studies.

NIA/NIH 2R01 AG030153, also collaborate on 2R24AG048024, 1U24AG072699

Thank you!
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