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Abstract

Objective: To develop and examine the psychometric properties of the the telephone-based cognitive
screening tool in Thai version (Thai-TeBCOG).

Methods: After the development, the content validity of the Thai-TeBCOG based on the judgment of
five experts was evaluated. The internal consistency reliability and the convergent validity of the
Thai-TeBCOG related to the telephone Montreal cognitive assessment (Tele-MoCA) by using Pearson’s
correlation coefficient were examined among 45 healthy Thai adults aged 23 - 80 years.

Results: The Thai-TeBCOG had good content validity (S-CVI = 0.88) and good internal consistency reliability
(Cronbach’s alpha coefficient = 0.83). The Thai-TeBCOG had a significant moderate positive correlation with
Tele-MoCA (r = .61, p < .001).

Conclusion: The Thai-TeBCOG was qualified in terms of validity and reliability.
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