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ABSTRACT

The objective of this research was to assess the Sensitivity, Specificity,
Predictive value and Reliability of Cognistat screening test compare to Thai Mental
State Examination (TMSE).

The sample size consisted of 50 Dementia patients from Prasart
Neurological Institute, Thailand and 50 volunteer elderly people from Ban Bang Kae
Social Welfare Development Center for Older Persons and retested to assess the
reliability in a group of 30 using the Cognistat test to evaluate cognitive function and
Thai Mental State Examination, TMSE to evaluate their Dementia condition and a 2Q
test to screen for depression.

Results revealed that Cognistat was found to have superior sensitivity
over TMSE (92% versus 82%) but inferior specificity (34% versus 70%) Cognistat
had a Positive Predictive Value of 58% and a Negative Predictive Value of 80%.
Cognistat had good test-retest reliability (Kappa = .63 and .55) as well as good
internal consistency reliability (o= .829, .769). Results showed that Cognistat was a
qualified screening test, suitable for evaluating cognitive functions in dementia
patients. On the other hand, TMSE was more convenient and accurate. However, the

use of TMSE or Cognistat depends upon the objective of the evaluation.
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