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panel sample (low attrition rate)

» Overall

» High sample size

» Less room for bias

?
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Table 1

Respondent R-Paradata

Intercept-
Only

Respondent

Paradata from wave 3

-0.545™""
(0.0891)

Item nonresponse

0.361""
(0.0767)

Interview duration

e

0.448

(0.0907)

Willingness to answer

Ll L

0.272
(0.0679)

Not asked for clarification

0.3225
0.0243
-6780.0

452.14™"

0.3196

0.0253

-6846.5
319.177"

0.3185
0.0237
-7006.1

ICC Iwer

ICC_Agency

Log-likelihood

LR-
BIC

N

t m0

1ns

Test aga

13867.9 13783.5

14041.3

16631 16631

16631

N=667, Agency N=11.

001. Interviewer

T p<0.

T p<0.0l,

s

05

<0

in parentheses;
SHARE wave 4

Standard errors i

Note

ionin

Panel cooperat



=
3
.
g
. |
<4
f—
N
Q
)
=
=
-
5
o
)
=
—
=
—
N
Q
7))
ot
=
=
—_
=
=
3
)
=
S
e
&)
3
ol
<
<4
=

e
g
-

o

-

-
e

=
-
e

-

o

L
.

-

B o
L
o
s
- B

-
-
.

e -

-
-

- -
e -

o L

e .

B

-

o
e
-

i
L
Sesnte
e

i
i
o

e
o
e
yan
T
pay

-

i

:
-

e
2
-
s

.
e
v

e

.

-
-
-

L
.

.
-

o

-

-

-
.
e
E
e
-

s
G

e

e

:
.
-

o i
e
!
e
e
e
e
i
e
BESE RS mmene
L
e e
B
L
L
- .
.. W
srestd st S Gy L
E R
e e n
. e
e G
e S
L
s e,

i

e
1,

-
-

- o
R
e
-~
-
Mo
s
ST
L
. -

-

L
£

i
-

i
o

-
-
=

.
L
-

=

e
S
e
.
.

i
-
o
-
e
.

=

.
-
.

-
-
-
-
-

seil

=
o
L
.
=
=
|
5
=

-

.

-
-

.
-

:
-
e
-
-

2
-

o
e
.

-
=
-
-

:
o
.
-
.

6

=
o
i

.
i

-

.
-

E

A
-
-
ey
.
-
@

-

Bk
.
L e e
. o e
Taa, e L
L T
e e
- ¢ [ §
e G
gk B
. | 3
L )

-

A .
v s . g
e o]

.

SEE
L
S
L
B
it i
L
e
L
.

e

it

-

-
-

-

==
i

-
i
-
-
i

.
s e
B
e . g
B

=

-

i

-

i
:

P
-

-

i

.

-

S

o
|
|

g
e

i

2
i3

L

i

b
.

1
s
i

|
|
|

5 a0
L
L -
-

o
¥

i
-

-

e

..
A

-

S

e
-
e

.

-
N
e
=

o
o
&
| |
%

-
-
s

e
e
-
e
-
-
.

i
e
—
et
SRrsndias

-
-

-

-
-

-
-

.
-
-
.

-

e &

-

i
.
:
-

:
:
:
.

=
i
.
i
i

£
it
i

-
o
e
.
e
o
. -
B
hT g
N

N
.

L
.
-

- 3
5

-

-

s
o

.
=
i

L
s
o
i

-

.

B
T
e

£
e
e

-
e
o

:
.
-

e
e
Stmsatat

i
N
-

Probability of cooperation

Table 1

Respondent R-Paradata Interviewer

Intercept-
Only

Respondent

Paradata from wave 3

Fieldwork wave 4
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Times HH was contacted

Interviewer wave 4 (iwer)
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Table 1

Agency

Interviewer

Respondent R-Paradata

Intercept-

Only

Respondent

Paradata from wave 3

Interviewer wave 4 (iwer)

Agency wave 4

0.163
(0.150)

by agency

oject priority

Pr
(not by

)

interviewer

0.738

Daily contact with iwer

(0.182)

0.2785
0.0040
-6748.1

515.97""

0.2933
0.0263
-6754.7

502.73"""
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-6780.0

452.14™"

0.3196
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-6846.5
319.177"

0.3185
0.0237
-7006.1

ICC Iwer
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Log-likelihood
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13783.5 13771.8 13778

13867.9

14041.3

16631 16631 16631 16631
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Table 1

Agency

Interviewer

Respondent R-Paradata

Intercept-

Only

0.112
(0.0465)

0.109
(0.0464)

0.185
(0.0448)
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(0.0449)
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Intercept

Respondent

Paradata from wave 3

Interviewer wave 4 (iwer)
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» Results

tters

» SHARE-experienced interviewers achieve higher cooperation rates

» Communication between agency and interv

iew experience ma

» Previous interv

[ tant

lewer impor

» SHARE cross-country standardization successful (low agency ICC)

» Further steps/ Where to go?

» How to capture the fieldwork moment at the cooperation attempt?

Indicator for interviewers success vs. failure at time of cooperation

attempt (interviewer-specific cooperation rate)
» Investigate experience of interviewer further

» Benef

it of same interviewer over waves (e.g. Behr et al. 2005, Lynn et

2011)
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