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Abstract 

Introduction: Brain fog (i.e., memory complaints and concentration difficulties) is frequently 

reported during the menopausal transition. There is lack of standardized scales available to measure 

brain fog across the menopause transition. This study aimed to evaluate the factor structure of the 

Everyday Memory Questionnaire-Revised (EMQ-R) and to determine the most commonly reported 

everyday cognitive symptoms in a menopausal population.  

Methods: 417 females, including 107 pre-menopausal, 149 peri-menopausal, and 161 early post-

menopausal, met criteria and were included in the analyses. Memory and attention related symptoms 

were measured using the EMQ-R. Confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) was conducted to test the 

model fit of the bifactor structure (attentional and retrieval) of the EMQ-R in menopausal populations 

and evaluated by Cronbach's alpha test. One way ANOVA and MANCOVA were used to investigate 

the group differences of individual items and two subscales. 

Results: CFA indicated that the bifactor model (retrieval and attentional) of the EMQ-R has a 

good fit in all three groups. A significant difference (with the highest mean score observed in peri-

menopausal group) was identified in the retrieval subscale score (F=3.17, p=0.043) but not in the 

attentional subscale or total scores amongst the three groups. Items (1, 3, 5) related to daily 

information retrieval problems were significantly reported in the peri-menopausal group.  

Discussion: The EMQ-R serves as an instrument to measure memory and attention symptoms, 

referred to as ‘brain fog’ in menopause. Increased memory retrieval complaints reported by peri-

menopausal group suggests a transition-related memory retrieval dysfunction during menopausal 

transition.  
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Introduction 

Everyday memory complaints and difficulty concentrating are frequently reported during the 

menopause transition. Up to 70% of women report attention and memory problems during menopause 

combined with other menopausal symptoms, such as hot flashes, depressed mood, and night-time 

awakening.1-4 Poor memory and poor concentration during menopause can have a significant impact 

on work and life in general.5 In addition, associations between subjective complaints and objective 

measurements of cognition further support the women’s accurate appraisals of their cognitive 

complaints experienced in daily life and their influences on daily functioning.3,6-8 Other than objective 

measures of cognition6,9, subjective cognitive problems are also predicted by lifestyle factors (e.g., 

dietary habit, physical exercise), psychosocial variables (e.g., anxiety, depression, attitude towards 

menopause), and vasomotor symptoms (e.g., hot flashes, night sweats, sleep disturbance).2,3,10 

The term ‘brain fog’ has been widely used in recent years in both popular literature and scientific 

research to describe subjective cognitive symptoms during the menopause transition. Consistent with 

the recent work11,12, this paper defines the brain fog as the constellation of subjective cognitive 

symptoms reported by women with a particular focus on memory and attention complaints. Currently, 

there is no standardized measurement of menopausal-related brain fog and only one available study 

adopted the term ‘brain fog’ as the research outcome which was roughly assessed by the Mini-Mental 

State Exam with a higher score indicating lower likelihood of brain fog.12 Instead of examining the 

brain fog related memory and attention problems independently via various, often unstandardized, 

questionnaires, identifying a validated and standardized questionnaire to assess brain fog in 

menopausal population is necessary. 

 

Subjective Measurement of Cognition 

Several questionnaires have been employed to measure subjective experiences of cognitive 

change during menopause, The Memory Functioning Questionnaire (MFQ) has been in USA 

studies6,13, and the Multifactorial Memory Questionnaire (MMQ) was used in an Australian sample14. 

Both of these questionnaires were initially developed for healthy older adults15,16 and were later 

validated and evaluated in other populations, such as epilepsy17, Multiple Sclerosis18 and Dutch older 

adults19, but not specifically validated in a menopause population. In addition to validated 

questionnaires, some menopause studies used a single ‘yes’ or ‘no’ question (e.g., ‘Do you have any 

memory problems compared to the past’ or ‘Do you have problems with attention/concentration’) to 

measure subjective memory or attention problems.3,20,21 Given the lack of validation studies and 

diverse measurements used to measure subjective cognition in previous menopausal samples, it is 

important to identify a standardized measurement of subjective cognition (i.e., brain fog) targeting 
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both memory and attention problems to allow a more direct comparison and justified summary of 

findings across different studies.  

The Everyday Memory Questionnaire-Revised (EMQ-R) is a subjective measure of memory 

failure in everyday life, which was initially developed as a 35-item questionnaire to investigate the 

effects of closed-head injuries on memory performance.22 Subsequently, this questionnaire was 

reduced by Royle and Lincoln 23 to a 13-item one (EMQ-R) and validated in several clinical 

populations, such as stroke24, chronic pain25 and HIV26 and non-clinical populations, such as 

community younger and older adults27, and Bosnian/Serbian healthy adults28. Although the item 

loadings were slightly different in these studies, two main factors of the EMQ-R were consistently 

observed with one factor relating to memory retrieval and another focusing on attentional process, 

suggesting that the EMQ-R may serve as a better option to measure brain fog due to this bifactor 

structure (Retrieval and Attentional). 

Comparing with other instruments, such as the MFQ consisting of 64 items and a few outdated 

descriptive statements (e.g., keep an appointment book), the EMQ-R was validated more recently with 

a relatively short questionnaire that can be easily implemented in survey or everyday life and decrease 

the drop rate of the questionnaire. Moreover, unlike the four memory-related factors (i.e., general 

frequency of forgetting, seriousness of forgetting, retrospective functioning, and mnemonics usage) 

identified in the MFQ15, the EMQ-R may constitute a more appropriate measurement of subjective 

cognition in menopausal population given its unique attentional factor that can potentially help 

understand the interactions between subjective memory and attention.    

Thus, the goal of this study was to evaluate the factor structure (internal consistency) of the 

Everyday Memory Questionnaire-Revised (EMQ-R) in menopausal population. Based on Royle and 

Lincoln 23, a bifactor structure (Retrieval and Attentional) was expected in the current study. Moreover, 

the current study also aimed to look at the difference in subjective cognition across different 

menopausal stage as well as to determine the prevalence and most commonly reported everyday 

cognitive symptoms in menopausal women based on items and subscales from the EMQ-R, so that to 

further help women and clinicians better understand the brain fog in menopause.   

 

METHODS 

Participants 

This research was approved by the Monash University Human Research Ethics Committees (Ref. 

2021-27653-66980). Online and social media advertisements, from November 2021 to August 2022, 

promoted the research study and sought to identify women who were potentially perimenopausal and 

potentially experiencing symptoms, such as brain fog, hot flashes, and night sweats. Interested women 

were then preliminarily screened based on four initial criterions: a) Aged between 35 and 60 years (to 

better capture the early/late menopausal population); b) Being biologically female; c) Fluent in 

English; and d) Not pregnant or lactating. Exclusion criteria included severe health conditions or 
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neuropsychiatric disorders that significantly impact cognition, unable to give informed consent, or 

unable to demonstrate understandings of the objectives of the study and the questionnaires.  

 

Procedure 

The data was collected as part of a larger Menopause and Cognition online study (Meno-COG), 

which was managed using REDCap hosted at Monash University.29,30 REDCap is a secure, web-based 

and confidential platform for the collection of research data allowing flexible data manipulations and 

export procedures. Preliminary screening was firstly delivered online via REDCap. Once eligibility 

was confirmed, explanatory statement and consent form were sent to participants for reading and 

providing electronic signature. Participants were then required to complete self-reported 

questionnaires regarding their demographic, socio-economic, lifestyle and medical conditions. 

Menopausal related information was also collected including the current and previous use of 

hormonal treatment, the characteristics of menstrual cycle, number of parities, and views about 

menopause. Questions related to menstrual cycle pattern (e.g., Do you currently experience regular 

menstrual cycles? When did your cycles become irregular? When was your last menstrual period?) 

were generated based on the Stages of Reproductive Aging Workshop (STRAW) 31 to help define the 

menopausal stag. After completing questionnaires of basic information, participants were then 

directed to complete the EMQ-R.  

 

Outcome measure  

The EMQ-R was used to measure brain fog in this study.23 It was a 13-item questionnaire where 

each item is a statement describing daily memory (e.g., Having to check whether you have done 

something that you should have done) or attention (e.g., When reading a newspaper or magazine, 

being unable to follow the thread of a story; losing track of what it is about) related behaviors (see 

Supplementary Table for detailed information). Participants were required to rate how often on 

average they think the item happened over the past month on a 5-point scale, with 0 = once or less in 

the last month, 1 = more than once a month but less than once a week, 2 = about once a week, 3 = 

more than once a week or less than once a day, 4 = once or more in a day. The total EMQ score 

(ranging from 0 to 52), and two subscale scores, retrieval (ranging from 0 to 28) and attentional 

(ranging from 0 to 15), were calculated by summing up the corresponding items, with a higher score 

indicating greater presence of brain fog, memory, or attention difficulties.  

 

Data Analysis 

The detailed screening process was shown in Figure 1. Based on the characteristics of menstrual 

cycle (e.g., time of the last menstrual period, the regularity of menstrual cycles), participants were 

stratified into pre-menopausal, peri-menopausal and early post-menopausal groups according to the 

STRAW. One-way ANOVA and non-parametric tests (Kruskal-Wallis rank sum test) were used to 
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explore the significant differences in demographic variables amongst the three groups, if applicable.  

Confirmatory Factor Analysis (CFA) is often used to test how well a hypothesized measurement 

model fits a sample from a different population.32 The hypothesized EMQ-R factor model in this 

study was referred to the bifactor model identified in Royle and Lincoln23, which were the factor 1- 

attentional (items 8,9,11,13) and factor 2 – retrieval (items 1,2,3,5,6,7,10). Item 4 and item 12 were 

not included and classified into any individual factors. Lavaan, a package in R (https://lavaan.ugent.be), 

was employed to evaluate the fit of proposed EMQ-R factor model in pre-, peri- and early post- 

menopausal populations separately by Chi-square statistic (X2). Model reliability and strength were 

further explored and validated through Cronbach's alpha test (α).  

The relationships between the EMQ-R related scores and demographic data were investigated by 

either Pearson Correlation Coefficient or ANOVAs, where demographic variables that significantly 

correlated with the two subscale scores were used as a covariate. One way ANOVA and MANCOVA 

were used to investigate the difference in individual EMQ-R items as well as two subscales across 

three groups and determine the most commonly reported everyday cognitive symptoms in menopausal 

population. The p values were corrected through Bonferroni in multiple comparisons between each 

group to better understand the effect trend. In this study, statistical significance was set at the level of 

p < 0.05. All the analyses were performed in IBM SPSS Statistics (Version 25) and R (Version 4.2.1, 

https://www.r-project.org/). 

 

RESULTS 

In total, 684 women initiated the survey, of which 417 women (107 Pre-menopausal, 149 Peri-

menopausal, and 161 Early post-menopausal) aged 41 to 61 years had complete data and were 

included in the confirmatory factor analysis and group analysis, and 407 women were included in the 

multi-group comparison. 

Sample characteristics 

Descriptive information of demographic variables and differences among groups were 

summarized in Table 1. Age was significantly different across the three groups, indicating an 

increasing trend with the progression of menopausal stage. All other variables were not significantly 

different across the groups. Descriptive analysis results of medical history were displayed in Table 2, 

without any significant difference identified amongst the three groups. 

Confirmatory factor analysis 

The hypothesized bifactor model (Retrieval: including item 1,2,3,5,6,7,10 and Attentional: 

including item 8,9,11,13) was represented in Figure 2. The significant result suggested the good fit of 

proposed models in all three groups: Pre X2(63, 107) = 146.05, p < 0.001; Peri X2(63, 149) = 156.26, p 

< 0.001; Early post X2(63, 161) = 194.67, p < 0.001. The Cronbach α for each subscale with 95 

percent confidence interval were shown as follows, suggesting good internal consistency: Retrieval: 

Pre α = 0.88 [0.832 0.908] Peri α = 0.86 [0.818 0.887], Early post α = 0.88 [0.844 0.908]; Attentional: 
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Pre α = 0.77 [0.653 0.841], Peri α = 0.77 [0.692 0.830], Early post α = 0.79 [0.703 0.842].  

Based on the loaded items, as represented in Figure 2, the Retrieval factor was interpreted as the 

constellation of items concerning the failure of recalling recent events, retrieving words from memory 

and prospective memory, suggesting an information retrieval problem. The Attentional factor was 

defined as the set of items concerning track loss during conversations or readings revealing an 

attentional or working memory problem. The other two items (items 4 and 12) shared little in 

common and no clear interpretation of the processes involved in these items was available. Thus, 

these two items were not included for further analysis. 

 

Item-level analysis 

Significant correlations were observed between retrieval subscale (correlation =0.96, p < 0.001), 

attentional subscale (r = 0.96, p < 0.001) and total scores (r = 0.75, p < 0.001). Furthermore, retrieval 

subscale and attentional subscale scores were significantly correlated with age (r = -0.13, p = 0.009 

and r= -0.14, p = 0.003 respectively) and BMI (Body Mass Index) (r = 0.14, p = 0.003 and r = 0.14, p 

= 0.004 respectively). 

From the one-way ANOVA and MANCOVA, three items (1,3,5) from the Retrieval factor as well 

as retrieval subscale score were found to be significantly different across groups. Other items 

(2,6,7,10) from Retrieval factor, all items (8,9,11,13) loading onto the Attentional factor, as well as 

attentional subscale score and total EMQ-R score were not significantly different across different 

menopausal groups. Detailed ANOVA and MANCOVA results were represented in Supplementary 

Table. 

As shown in Figure 3, significant trends were identified in item 1 (‘Having to check whether you 

have done something you should have done’), item 3 (‘Forgetting that you were told something 

yesterday or a few days ago, and maybe having to be reminded about it’), and item 5 (‘Finding that a 

word is ‘on the tip of your tongue’. You know what it is but cannot quite find it’) between pre- and 

peri-menopausal groups, peri- and early post-menopausal groups, with a consistently highest mean 

score observed in the peri-menopausal group. Specifically, 46.9% of the women in the 

perimenopausal group reported that over the past months, item 5 has happened ‘once or more in a 

day’. This was followed by over one third (37.5%) of perimenopausal women reported experiencing 

item 1 ‘once or more in a day’. However, pre-menopausal women did not significantly differ with 

early postmenopausal women in these three items and a relatively similar mean score was present. 

Other items on Retrieval and Attentional all have a relatively lower prevalence (ranging from 18.7% 

to 1.8%) of daily complaints reported by women in all three groups. 

 

DISCUSSION 

The current study evaluated the factor structure of the EMQ-R in women across the menopause 

transition and investigated which cognitive complaints were commonly reported by women. The 
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hypothesized CFA model has been validated through Cronbach test and indicated that the bifactor 

structure (Retrieval and Attentional) of the EMQ-R has good psychometric properties in pre-, peri- 

and early post-menopausal women. The peri-menopausal group reported increased retrieval 

difficulties, relative to both the pre-menopause and early post-menopause groups, suggesting a 

possible transition-related memory retrieval deficit during peri-menopause. 

Consistent with the findings in multiple sclerosis population and healthy adults23, the bifactor 

model of the EMQ-R has a good fit and internal consistency in menopausal populations. The 

individual EMQ-R items and two factors (Retrieval and Attentional) identified have also indicated a 

good face validity for measuring brain fog. The EMQ-R could be potentially used as a standardized 

instrument to measure brain fog during menopause and future research may conduct a more 

comprehensive psychometric evaluation of the EMQ-R in menopausal population including 

convergent validity, known-groups validity, stability, or responsiveness.  

 

Memory retrieval complaints in menopause 

The findings of the highest mean score in peri-menopausal group compared to pre- and early 

post- groups on three retrieval items and retrieval subscale are consistent with the increased memory 

complaints reported by perimenopausal women in previous research.4,14 A similar score between pre- 

and early post- suggests a temporary increase of memory retrieval difficulties during peri-menopausal 

stage, with a possible improvement to pre-menopausal level when entering into a post-menopausal 

stage. This finding has further reinforced the evidence of non-linear cognitive change trajectory across 

perimenopause as a result of transition stage effect and hormonal fluctuations.13,33 

Items related to lexical or verbal information retrieval were the most commonly reported 

cognitive symptoms by peri-menopausal women. For instance, about half of peri-menopausal women 

have experienced ‘Tip of the tongue’ once or more in a day. Moreover, pre- and early post-

menopausal groups did not significantly differ in these verbal retrieval related items, indicating that 

verbal memory, especially verbal retrieval/recall, may be particularly vulnerable to the menopause 

transition. This finding is consistent with the observed link between subjective memory and objective 

verbal recall from cross-sectional data3,6, as well as the decreased immediate and delayed verbal recall 

along the menopause transition identified in longitudinal study and associated with hormonal changes 

(e.g., dehydroepiandrosterone sulfate, DHEAS).34 Another longitudinal study examining verbal 

episodic memory (i.e., the ability to remember new information related to events or contextual 

information) reported an inverse association between follicle-stimulating hormone (FSH) and 

luteinizing hormone (LH) and memory performance in menopausal women.35  

Other items in Retrieval did not yield a high frequency of daily and weekly reporting or any 

significant difference across groups. One reason is that all these items describe the phenomenon of 

forgetting to do something that targets more on prospective memory (e.g., completely forgetting to do 

things you planned to do) rather than verbal memory (neither verbal information retrieval nor verbal 
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episodic memory), which further supports that menopausal-related cognitive change may be 

particularly related to specific type of verbal memory deficit. Future research may include the 

objective measures of prospective memory (e.g., event-based or time-based episodic memory task) to 

further study whether there are any changes in prospective memory during the menopause transition.  

 

Attentional complaints in menopause 

The lack of reported complaints within the Attentional factor subscale in the peri-menopausal 

group are inconsistent with reduced attention/concentration performances either objectively3,9,33 or 

subjectively3,36 identified in previous studies. These items describe the encoding process that primarily 

relies on attentionally mediated cognitive processes requiring greater concentration effort (e.g., being 

unable to follow the thread of a story when reading). One possible reason for the inconsistency can be 

the different questions used in the current study and previous studies. In previous research, subjective 

attention was mostly measured by a single item question that directly asking the individual’s concern 

about general attention (e.g., Do you have problems with attention/concentration?), whereas the items 

involved in the EMQ-R used in the present study were more related to an exact daily phenomenon as 

described earlier. In this case, participants would be more likely to report that they had problems with 

attention as long as they had experience with any one of the attention-related problems. Although the 

attentional subscale has included four different items to capture daily attention problems, given that 

the item is describing a more specific behavior/circumstance, it is possible that these items could not 

fully cover or accurately depict the problems that each participant encounters in their daily lives. Thus, 

a principal component analysis on a longer version of the EMQ, covering more items describing daily 

attention problems (e.g., EMQ-R 20 or 28 items) would be a potential direction for future research to 

investigate the measurement of brain fog in menopausal population. 

Another potential reason to account for the inconsistent results is that the items in the EMQ-R 

attentional subscale are targeting simple attentional process (i.e., concentrating when encoding 

information) instead of complex attentional process (i.e., controlling, shifting, or dividing attentional 

focus that allows for the manipulation when encoding information) involved in the objective measures 

used in previous studies3,33, such as Digit Span and California Computerized Assessment Package 

Reaction Time. This may suggest that the menopause-related attention change is more evident in 

complex attention rather than simple attention. Future research can further investigate the relationship 

between menopause and different types of attention.  

 

Limitations and future research 

As discussed in previous sections, one potential limitation relating to the content of 13 item 

EMQ-R is that the attentional subscale may not capture more complex attention-related problems that 

perimenopausal women may experience in daily life. Moreover, some of the manifestations of 

menopausal brain fog defined recently by Maki and Jaff11, such as difficulty encoding words or 
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numbers or switching between the tasks, are also not captured by the 13 item EMQ-R. Given that 

significant changes on verbal learning, working memory and psychomotor function during menopause 

transition have been reported with objective cognitive measures33, the EMQ-R may fall short of 

capturing all aspects of brain fog or cognitive complaints. Future research combining the EMQ-R with 

objective neuropsychological testing and possibly neuroimaging could help improve understanding of 

how these perceived/subjective deficits measured by the EMQ-R are associated with 

neuropsychological performance as well as better understand the aetiology of the retrieval problems 

identified in the current study.  

Another key limitation is that the analysis and results interpretation of this study came from 

cross-sectional data, which can only allow for inferences about perceived deficits getting worse for an 

individual during peri-menopause and then improving during post-menopause. Therefore, a 

longitudinal study may help provide the evidence on subjective cognitive changes and brain fog 

characteristics across the menopausal transitional process.  

 

Potential clinical value 

Given the significant cognitive complaints (i.e., brain fog) reported by women during 

menopausal transition, it is necessary to identify an easily implemented and validated self-reported 

scale to measure the level of subjective cognition difficulties in daily life. The bifactor structure of the 

Everyday Memory Questionnaire Revised (EMQ-R) has provided the scope to look at retrieval 

process and attentional process separately, which may provide better understanding of the underlying 

mechanism within the manifestation of brain fog and may lead to the development of more targeted 

treatment methods or coping strategies for women. Moreover, the items in the EMQ-R have provided 

detailed descriptions of daily memory and attention problem examples. By determining the prevalence 

and rating distribution of each item in the EMQ-R, women and clinicians would grasp a more direct 

overview of the most commonly reported symptoms during menopause in daily life, which would 

strengthen their understanding and knowledge in menopausal-related cognitive changes.  

Importantly, the good psychometric properties (i.e., reliability) of the EMQ-R in menopausal 

populations has provided the initial evidence of the potential clinically diagnostic value of mental 

health in menopausal women and yielded valuable information to support the development of a cut off 

score of the EMQ-R to clinically differentiate those whose daily life functioning is greatly influenced 

by brain fog. A more standardized clinical diagnosis of brain fog can help women and clinicians to 

identify the potential risk of neurodegenerative diseases or dementia later in life at a very early stage. 

Currently, there is no available cutoff score for the EMQ-R used in menopausal population. Future 

research may consider the levels of menopausal-related complaints (e.g., quality of life, general well-

being, vasomotor symptoms, psychosocial impacts, etc.) to further define the corresponding the 

EMQ-R cutoff score for the purpose of testing the criterion validity or predictive validity of the EMQ-

R. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

In the current study, the EMQ-R has indicated good psychometric properties (i.e., fit and internal 

consistency) in a menopausal sample. Pre-, peri- and early post-menopausal groups did not 

significantly differ in overall subjective cognition (i.e., brain fog) and subjective attention. 

Significantly higher levels of memory retrieval complaints were observed in peri-menopausal women, 

as compared to pre- and post-menopausal women, with frequent reporting of verbal-related retrieval 

problems. This suggests that the trajectory of subjective cognitive changes across menopause may be 

non-linear and the decrease in memory retrieval may be temporary during peri-menopause with 

subjective cognition returning to pre-menopausal levels in post-menopausal years. This study has 

provided the preliminary evidence for the EMQ-R as a standardized instrument to measure brain fog 

during menopause which can further assist women and clinicians to understand cognitive change 

during menopause transition. 

 

 

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank the people who took time to comment on this 

review. 

 

REFERENCES 

 

1. Brinton RD, Yao J, Yin F, Mack WJ, Cadenas E. Perimenopause as a neurological transition state. Nat Rev 
Endocrinol. 2015;11(7):393-405. doi:10.1038/nrendo.2015.82 

2. Mitchell ES, Woods NF. Cognitive symptoms during the menopausal transition and early postmenopause. 
Climacteric. 2011;14(2):252-261. doi:10.3109/13697137.2010.516848 

3. Schaafsma M, Homewood J, Taylor A. Subjective cognitive complaints at menopause associated with 
declines in performance of verbal memory and attentional processes. Climacteric. 2010;13(1):84-98. 
doi:10.3109/13697130903009187 

4. Hayashi K, Ideno Y, Nagai K, et al. Complaints of reduced cognitive functioning during perimenopause: a 
cross-sectional analysis of the Japan Nurses' Health Study. Womens Midlife Health. 2022;8(1):6-6. 
doi:10.1186/s40695-022-00076-9 

5. Griffiths A, MacLennan SJ, Hassard J. Menopause and work: An electronic survey of employees’ attitudes in 
the UK. Maturitas. 2013;76(2):155-159. doi:10.1016/j.maturitas.2013.07.005 

6. Drogos LL, Rubin LH, Geller SE, Banuvar S, Shulman LP, Maki PM. Objective cognitive performance is 
related to subjective memory complaints in midlife women with moderate to severe vasomotor symptoms. 
Menopause. 2013;20(12):1236-1242. doi:10.1097/GME.0b013e318291f5a6 

7. Burmester B, Leathem J, Merrick P. Subjective Cognitive Complaints and Objective Cognitive Function in 
Aging: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Recent Cross-Sectional Findings. Neuropsychol Rev. 
2016;26(4):376-393. doi:10.1007/s11065-016-9332-2 

8. Maki PM, Weber MT. A research primer for studies of cognitive changes across the menopause transition. 
Climacteric. 2021;24(4):382-388. doi:10.1080/13697137.2021.1905625 

9. Greendale GA, Huang MH, Wight RG, et al. Effects of the menopause transition and hormone use on 
cognitive performance in midlife women. Neurology. 2009;72(21):1850-1857. 
doi:10.1212/WNL.0b013e3181a71193 

10. Zhu C, Thomas N, Arunogiri S, Gurvich C. Systematic review and narrative synthesis of cognition in 
perimenopause: The role of risk factors and menopausal symptoms. Maturitas. 2022;164:76-86. 
doi:10.1016/j.maturitas.2022.06.010 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272


EMQ_R EVALUATION IN MENOPAUSAL WOMEN 

11. Maki PM, Jaff NG. Brain fog in menopause: a health-care professional's guide for decision-making and 
counseling on cognition. Climacteric : the journal of the International Menopause Society. 2022;ahead-of-
print(ahead-of-print):1-9. doi:10.1080/13697137.2022.2122792 

12. Shrividya S, Joy M. Brain Fog among Perimenopausal Women: A Comparative Study. Journal of 
international women's studies. 2021;22(6):11-21.  

13. Weber MT, Mapstone M, Staskiewicz J, Maki PM. Reconciling subjective memory complaints with 
objective memory performance in the menopausal transition. Menopause. 2012;19(7):735-741. 
doi:10.1097/gme.0b013e318241fd22 

14. Unkenstein AE, Bryant CA, Judd FK, Ong B, Kinsella GJ. Understanding women�s experience of memory 
over the menopausal transition: subjective and objective memory in pre-, peri-, and postmenopausal women. 
Menopause. 2016;23(12):1319-1329. doi:10.1097/GME.0000000000000705 

15. Gilewski MJ, Zelinski EM, Schaie KW. The Memory Functioning Questionnaire for Assessment of Memory 
Complaints in Adulthood and Old Age. Psychol Aging. 1990;5(4):482-490. doi:10.1037/0882-7974.5.4.482 

16. Troyer AK, Rich JB. Psychometric properties of a new metamemory questionnaire for older adults. J 
Gerontol B Psychol Sci Soc Sci. 2002;57(1):P19-P27. doi:10.1093/geronb/57.1.P19 

17. Illman NA, Moulin CJ, Kemp S. Assessment of everyday memory functioning in temporal lobe epilepsy and 
healthy adults using the multifactorial memory questionnaire (MMQ). Epilepsy Research. 2015;113:86-89.  

18. Phillips LJ, Stuifbergen AK. The influence of metamemory on the quality of life of persons with multiple 
sclerosis. J Neurosci Nurs. 2006;38(6):428-434. doi:10.1097/01376517-200612000-00007 

19. van der Werf SP, Vos SH. Memory Worries and Self-Reported Daily Forgetfulness: A Psychometric 
Evaluation of the Dutch Translation of the Multifactorial Memory Questionnaire. Clin Neuropsychol. 
2011;25(2):244-268. doi:10.1080/13854046.2010.543290 

20. Armeni E, Apostolakis M, Christidi F, et al. Endogenous sex hormones and memory performance in middle-
aged Greek women with subjective memory complaints. Neurol Sci. 2018;39(2):259-266. 
doi:10.1007/s10072-017-3165-5 

21. Schilder CMT, Seynaeve C, Linn SC, et al. Self-reported cognitive functioning in postmenopausal breast 
cancer patients before and during endocrine treatment: findings from the neuropsychological TEAM side-
study. Psycho-Oncology. 2012;21(5):479-487. doi:10.1002/pon.1928 

22. Sunderland A, Watts K, Baddeley AD, Harris JE. Subjective memory assessment and test performance in 
elderly adults. J Gerontol. 1986;41(3):376-384. doi:10.1093/geronj/41.3.376 

23. Royle J, Lincoln NB. The Everyday Memory Questionnaire - revised: Development of a 13-item scale. 
Disabil Rehabil. 2008;30(2):114-121. doi:10.1080/09638280701223876 

24. Evans FA, Wong D, Lawson DW, Withiel TD, Stolwyk RJ. What are the most common memory complaints 
following stroke? A frequency and exploratory factor analysis of items from the Everyday Memory 
Questionnaire-Revised. Clin Neuropsychol. 2020;34(3):498-511. doi:10.1080/13854046.2019.1652349 

25. Baker K, Gibson S, Georgiou�Karistianis N, Giummarra M. Relationship between self�reported cognitive 
difficulties, objective neuropsychological test performance and psychological distress in chronic pain. 
European Journal of Pain. 2018;22(3):601-613.  

26. Nightingale A, Ratcliffe D, Leonidou L, et al. HIV-related neurocognitive impairment screening: the 
patient's perspective on its utility and psychological impact. AIDS care. 2014;26(8):1036-1041.  

27. Shields GS, Doty D, Shields RH, Gower G, Slavich GM, Yonelinas AP. Recent life stress exposure is 
associated with poorer long-term memory, working memory, and self-reported memory. Stress. 
2017;20(6):598-607.  

28. Stančić S, Dimitrijević S, Subotić S. Evaluation of the Everyday Memory Questionnaire-Revised (EMQ-R). 
EMPIRICAL STUDIES IN PSYCHOLOGY. 2018:9.  

29. Harris PA, Taylor R, Minor BL, et al. The REDCap consortium: Building an international community of 
software platform partners. Journal of Biomedical Informatics. 2019/07/01/ 2019;95:103208. 
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2019.103208 

30. Harris PA, Taylor R, Thielke R, Payne J, Gonzalez N, Conde JG. Research electronic data capture 
(REDCap)—A metadata-driven methodology and workflow process for providing translational research 
informatics support. Journal of Biomedical Informatics. 2009/04/01/2009; 42(2):377-381. 
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2008.08.010 

31. Harlow SDSD, Gass MM, Hall JEJE, et al. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY of STRAW+10: Addressing the 
Unfinished Agenda of Staging Reproductive Aging. Climacteric : the journal of the International 
Menopause Society. 2012;15(2):105-114. doi:10.3109/13697137.2011.650656 

32. Zhang ZW, L. Advanced statistics using R. Granger, IN: ISDSA Press ISBN: 978-1-946728-01-2 2017-2022; 
33. Weber MT, Rubin LH, Maki PM. Cognition in perimenopause: the effect of transition stage. Menopause. 

2013;20(5):511-517. doi:10.1097/gme.0b013e31827655e5 
34. Epperson CN, Sammel MD, Freeman EW. Menopause Effects on Verbal Memory: Findings From a 

Longitudinal Community Cohort. J Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2013;98(9):3829-3838. doi:10.1210/jc.2013-

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272


EMQ_R EVALUATION IN MENOPAUSAL WOMEN 

1808 
35. Kilpi F, Soares ALG, Fraser A, et al. Changes in six domains of cognitive function with reproductive and 

chronological ageing and sex hormones: A longitudinal study in 2411 UK mid-life women. BMC Womens 
Health. 2020;20(1):177-12. doi:10.1186/s12905-020-01040-3 

36. Reuben R, Karkaby L, McNamee C, Phillips NA, Einstein G. Menopause and cognitive complaints: are 
ovarian hormones linked with subjective cognitive decline? Climacteric. 2021;24(4):321-332. 
doi:10.1080/13697137.2021.1892627 

 
 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272


All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272


All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272


All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 15, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.14.23287272


TABLE 1. Descriptives of Demographic Information 

Variable 
Pre (N=107) Peri (N=149) 

Early-post 
(N=161) p-value 

 
Test 

Mean (SD) Mean (SD) Mean (SD) 
Age 49.42 (2.72) 51.17 (3.56) 53.48 (3.83) < 0.001* ANOVA 

No. of Parity 2.46 (1.64) 2.34 (1.59) 2.25 (1.59) 0.563 ANOVA 

BMI_Score 27.17 (7.14) 26.91 (6.82) 26.64 (6.24) 0.814 ANOVA 

BMI_Category                      N = 106 N = 145 N = 161 0.094 
Kruskal-Wallis 
rank sum tests 

 Underweight (BMI<18.5) 0 1 7   
 Normal (18.5≤MBI<25) 46 71 68   
 Overweight (25≤MBI<30) 37 37 50   
 Obese (BMI≥30) 23 36 36   

Marital Status N = 105 N = 148 N = 161 0.396 
Kruskal-Wallis 
rank sum tests 

 Never Married 16 22 15   
 Married /Civil Partnership 67 105 119   
 Divorced /Seperated 21 20 25   
 Widowed 1 1 2   

Ethnicity_Category N = 106 N = 148 N = 161 0.296 
Kruskal-Wallis 
rank sum tests 

 African 2 1 1   
 Americas 4 8 1   
 Americas/African 0 0 1   
 Asian 6 6 1   
 European 37 62 72   
 European/African 1 0 0   
 European/Americas 1 1 0   
 European/Asian 0 0 1   
 Oceanian 50 68 80   
 Oceanian/European 5 2 4   

Education_Category N = 107 N = 148 N = 161 0.640 
Kruskal-Wallis 
rank sum tests 

 Secondary School (incomplete) 0 2 2   
 Secondary School (complete) 12 7 15   
 Tafe or Trade 15 22 23   
 Bachelor degrees 41 62 70   
 Masters 32 45 35   
 Doctorate 7 10 16   

Caffeine_Daily N = 107 N = 149 N = 161 0.513 
Kruskal-Wallis 
rank sum tests 

 Heavy drinkers (3 or more servings) 41 74 82   

 
Mild_moderate drinkers (1-2 
servings) 

61 58 58  
 

 Non_drinkers 5 17 21   

Alcohol Intake N = 107 N = 149 N = 161 0.578 
Kruskal-Wallis 
rank sum tests 

 Never 13 22 20   
 Monthly 28 32 38   
 2-4 times a month 19 32 26   
 2-3 times a week 36 47 51   
 4 or more times a week 11 16 26   

N = number of participants, SD = Standard Deviation. 
* indicated p <0.05. 
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TABLE 2. Descriptives of Medical Information 

Variable 
Pre 

(N=107) 
Peri 

(N=149) 
Early-post 
(N=161) 

p-value Test 

Current Psychiatric Therapy                N=106 N=149 N=160 0.234 
Kruskal-Wallis rank 

sum tests 
 No 85 131 132 

 

 

 Yes 21 18 28   

Current Psychiatric Medication             N=107 N=147 N=159 0.910 
Kruskal-Wallis rank 

sum tests 
 ADHD 0 1 1   
 Antidepressant (Other) 2 3 3   
 Antidepressant (SNRIs) 5 4 9   
 Antidepressant (SNRIs)&ADHD 0 1 0   
 Antidepressant (SSRIs) 15 16 14   
 Antidepressant (SSRIs&Other) 1 0 1   
 Antidepressant (SSRIs)&Benzodiazepine 0 1 0   
 Antidepressant (SSRIs)&Other 0 0 1   
 Not taking 84 121 130   

Current Hormonal Therapy N=106 N=147 N=155 0.234 
Kruskal-Wallis rank 

sum tests 
 Hormonal Contraceptives (HC) 9 6 3   
 Menopausal Hormone Therapy (MHT) 1 33 53   
 HC&MHT 26 0 1   
 Not taking 67 107 93   
 Other 3 1 5   
  1 2 6   

Diagnostic Psychiatric Disorder N=106 N=149 N=161 0.871 
Kruskal-Wallis rank 

sum tests 
 ADHD&ASD 0 0 1   
 ADHD&Mood disorder 1 1 1   
 ADHD&PTSD&Mood disorder 0 0 1   
 ASD&Mood disorder 0 0 1   
 Mood disorder 23 35 35   
 Mood disorder&Eating disorder 0 0 1   
 Mood disorder&PTSD 0 0 1   
 Non diagnosis 80 112 119   
 PMDD 1 1 0   
 PMDD&Mood disorder 0 0 1   
 PTSD 1 0 0   

N = number of participants. 
ADHD, Attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder; SNRIs, Serotonin and norepinephrine reuptake inhibitors; SSRIs, Selective 
serotonin reuptake inhibitors; ASD, Autism spectrum disorder; PTSD, Post-traumatic stress disorder; PMDD, Premenstrual 
dysphoric disorder. 
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