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Description

The PRMQ (Smith et al., 2000) is a rating scale, designed to assess the
frequency of different types of memory failures. It was developed to
determine the differential effects of normal ageing and Alzheimer’s
disease on various memory processes. The scale also includes an
assessment of level of “frustration” (in the informant) caused by the
memory failures.

The 16-item PRMQ contains 2 items representing each of 8 categories: 4
items for prospective memory (both short-term and long term, self-cued
and environmentally cued) and 4 items for retrospective memory (both
short-term and long-term, self-cued and environmentally cued). An
additional 4 items comprise the informant informant-rated “frustration”
component of the PRMQ.

Iltems are rated on a 5-point scale: 1 (never), 2 (rarely), 3 (sometimes), 4
(quite often), 5 (very often). Results can be derived for prospective or
retrospective, short-term or long-term, self-cued or environmentally cied.
For the frustration component, items are rated on a 4-point scale 1 (not at
all frustrating), 2 (slightly frustrating), 3 (quite frustrating), 4 (very
frustrating).

Mean scores are used (range 1-5), and higher scores represent greater
frequency of memory failures.

Properties

This information was obtained from Tate (2010).

Internal consistency: r = .84 (Smith et al., 2000). Crawford et al (2003):
Self: Total: a = .89 (Prospective = .84, Retrospective = .80). Crawford et al.
(2006): Informant: Total a = .92 (Prospective = .87, Retrospective = .83).

Construct validity: In confirmatory factor analysis there is a tripartite
model with a General memory factor and 2 orthogonal specific factors
(Prospective and Retrospective) (Crawford et al., 2003).

Concurrent validity: Information on discriminant validity is provided for 4
groups (AD, informants, older controls and younger controls). Significant
group differences (F = 561.52) with mean scores across the 8 categories
ranging from: (1) 4.41-4.67 in AD; (2) 1.72-2.38 in informants; (3) 1.91-3.00
in older controls; and (4) 1.78-2.86 in younger controls.




Inter-rater reliability: No information available.

Test-retest reliability: No information available.

Advantages

e s a brief test to sample memory processes.

e |t assesses both prospective and retrospective memory
(considered in other research to be relatively separate constructs.

e Strong normative information is available.

Disadvantages

e [s a subjective self-report test (ie. May not be an indicator of actual
memory performance).

e Concerns have been raised about the ceiling effects that may occur
in AD populations (Smith et al., 2000)
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