ABSTRACT

Multiple informant data (MID), which are collected from more than one person when

measuring a construct, are becoming increasingly popular in research methodology due to its

improvement in objectivity, reliability and validity over single-source data. However, in

handling the inevitable discrepancies arising from them, there is no consensus among

researchers in present literature. Common methods to utilize MID include aggregation by

weighted and unweighted means, combination by the “OR” and the “AND” algorithms,

separation of measurement score into various components by mixing and matching contexts

and perspectives, structural equation modeling and multilevel analysis. In light of this, two

Monte Carlo simulation studies are conducted to systematically compare the performance of

the methods mentioned across different conditions. This dissertation begins with the

description of different constituents in an observed measurement collected from multiple

informant data. The second part is a comprehensive review of current techniques for

analyzing MID across disciplines. Then, it comes the two simulation studies, one for the

fixed panel and the other for the random panel situations. Finally, practical guidelines will be

provided to applied researchers based on the results obtained.
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