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ABSTRACT
Issue: The Household, Income and Labour Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey has provided researchers and policymakers

with invaluable insights into Australian life for more than two decades. Nevertheless, nonresponse, attrition and shifts in

population coverage can affect how representative the sample is over time.

Methods:We evaluate the HILDA Survey's representativeness by comparing its estimates against those from the Census across

four time periods and four age groups.

Findings: We find strong alignment across many of the variables examined. For the most part, observed differences can be

explained by differences in the questions asked, recall periods or different collection methodologies. Recent immigrants are a

concern as they can only join the sample by living with a HILDA household or be included via a top‐up sample. Sizeable

differences are identified in the proportion of immigrants aged 15–24 and 25–44 in particular, which were corrected in 2011

with the addition of a general top‐up sample.

Implications: We conclude that the HILDA Survey is largely representative of the Australian population and note that the

coverage of recent immigrants is in the process of being addressed. Additional immigrant‐specific samples are being added in

2024 and 2025 and regular immigrant sample top‐ups are needed thereafter.

1 | Introduction

Now in its 25th year, the Household, Income and Labour
Dynamics in Australia (HILDA) Survey has been providing
researchers and policymakers with invaluable insights into the
many different opportunities, challenges and pathways of
Australian life. The HILDA Survey is a nationwide household
panel study that began in 2001, providing longitudinal data on
many aspects of life including employment, income, wealth,
relationships, family formation, health and wellbeing. There
have been over 2000 journal articles published using this data,
with now more than 140 published each year, along with
numerous other publications.1 The HILDA Survey is used
across many disciplines, including economics, sociology, public

health, demography, psychology and environmental studies.
Indeed, the former editor of the Australian Economic Review,
Ross Williams, stated in The Policy Providers that the HILDA
Survey was “one of the most important and influential projects
in economics, and more generally in the social sciences, in
Australia in the last fifty years” (Williams 2012, 144). Not only
providing new data, it has also “stimulated a step change in the
sophistication of empirical analysis in the social sciences in
Australia” (Richardson 2013, p.216).

Given the HILDA Survey's broad applicability, it is important to
systematically review its representativeness. Nonresponse and
attrition can reduce the overall sample size but only introduces
bias if the respondents and nonrespondents are significantly
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different from one another.2 Previous research on nonresponse
and attrition typically finds associations with demographic,
economic and health variables. Non‐respondents are more
likely to be male, either young or elderly, single, less educated,
renters, living in capital cities, and from ethnic minority groups
(Cabrera‐Álvarez et al. 2023; Lynn et al. 2023; Uhrig 2008;
Watson and Wooden 2009). In terms of economic factors, these
individuals tend to have low income (Fitzgerald et al. 1998;
Hill and Willis 2001; Lynn et al. 2023; Watson 2003) and are
less likely to be employed (Gray et al. 1996; Lepkowski and
Couper 2002). Non‐respondents are also more likely to have a
serious long‐term health condition (Cabrera‐Álvarez et al. 2023;
Watson and Wooden 2009). Similar characteristics are associ-
ated with nonresponse in cross‐sectional surveys (Bethlehem
et al. 2011; Groves and Couper 2012).

Moreover, over the last two decades, there have been substan-
tial changes in the Australian population in at least four areas.
First, due to lower fertility rates and increasing life expectancy,
the population is ageing with the median age increasing from
35 years in June 2000 to 38 years in June 2020 (Australian
Bureau of Statistics 2020b). Second, net overseas migration has
outpaced natural increase during this time, with the exception
of 2020–21 where international boarder restrictions were in
place during the COVID‐19 pandemic (Australia Institute of
Health and Welfare 2024). Third, there has been greater par-
ticipation in higher education, with a 20% increase in the last
5 years alone, and lower marriage rates, dropping 15% in the
5 years to 2019 (Australian Bureau of Statistics 2020a, 2022b).
Fourth, the composition of industries that people are employed
in has steadily changed over time, with growth rates slowing for
Accommodation and Food Services, Construction and Retail
Trade industries and an expansion of Health Care and Social
Assistance (Australian Bureau of Statistics 2019). The HILDA
Survey needs to keep pace with these changes so that it can
continue to provide both longitudinal and cross‐sectional data
of high quality.

A key feature of the longitudinal design of the HILDA Survey is
that the sample automatically replenishes itself in the same way
as the population does. New entrants, such as babies, partners
and others, join the households of sample members and the
inclusion probabilities of these households are adjusted down-
wards for the new entrants (apart from babies and recent
immigrants) to allow for the multiple pathways to observing the
household (Watson 2022a). However, there is one obvious area
where the sample will struggle to adequately represent the
changing cross‐sectional population – immigrants. Without a
refreshment sample, the HILDA sample can only incorporate
recent immigrants into the sample if they live with existing
sample members, which is a biased sample of all immigrants.
A general refreshment sample was added in 2011, resulting
in a 30% increase in the overall sample size (Watson and
Wooden 2013). This allowed the immigrants arriving in
2002–2011 to be represented in the sample (albeit with higher
weights than average). Immigrants arriving after 2011 are pres-
ently underrepresented in the available data sets. However, this
is being rectified by a new sample of immigrants being added
in 2024 and 2025.3 In addition to correcting for the number
of recent immigrants, a refreshment sample including immi-
grants will have some flow‐on effects to other survey estimates.

Immigrants tend to be younger, and even when taking age into
account, they also tend to have higher education levels, fewer
children, less wealth and savings, be married, settle in capital
cities (especially inner areas), and work fewer hours per week
(Productivity Commission 2016).

Given these known issues and trends, the question then is how
well does the HILDA Survey estimates align with official sta-
tistics? Comparisons of other household panel surveys to official
statistics have yielded useful insights. For example, Duncan and
Hill (1989) compared the 1980 (wave 13) of the Panel Study of
Income Dynamics (PSID) with the Current Population Survey
(CPS) and found the sample maintained its representation of
the nonimmigrant population of the United States. If anything,
some of the small differences noted in the initial sample (such
as family income) declined over the 13 waves. Fitzgerald et al.
(1998) assessed the representativeness of young adults (aged
20–38) in the 1989 PSID against the CPS and found a few
percentage points of difference in education, marital status and
region. More importantly, Hispanics were underrepresented in
the PSID by half and mean wages and salaries were higher in
the PSID than the CPS. More recently, Duffy and Sastry (2012)
assessed the representativeness of children (aged 0–17) in the
2007 PSID against the American Community Survey (the
replacement for the long‐form in the decennial Census). This is
after the PSID added their first immigrant top‐up sample in
1997. They found generally good representation, apart from
Asian and Hispanic children and those born to foreign‐born
parents. Using the UK's Understanding Society, Borkowska
(2019) compared estimates from wave 8 to the 2017 Annual
Population Survey and found a small under‐representation of
young people, those living in Greater London, and some ethnic
minorities. Some hard‐to‐reach groups (such as, ethnic minority
groups and non‐UK born individuals) were more likely to
drop out of the sample by wave 8, and this was not sufficiently
corrected by weights. These comparisons show how the repre-
sentativeness of the sample can drift over time from the
contemporary population due to nonresponse, attrition and
shifts in population coverage.

In this article, we compare the HILDA Survey estimates with
the 5‐yearly Census for 2006 to 2021. While the Census has
quite a different data collection methodology to the HILDA
Survey, it can provide some useful insights into how the HILDA
sample may be drifting over time. We also draw on a compar-
ison between the HILDA Survey and the General Social Survey
(GSS), which are methodologically closer, to deepen our un-
derstanding of the comparison with the Census. Some of the
differences highlighted through the HILDA‐Census comparison
may be explained by differences in the data collection meth-
odology if the HILDA‐GSS comparison of the variables in
question shows similarities.

2 | Data

The methodological approaches of the HILDA Survey and the
Census differ in several key aspects, but the HILDA Survey
aligns more closely with the GSS methodology. A comparison of
these key methodological differences can be found in Table 1.
These three data sources are described in turn.
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The HILDA Survey is a nationwide household panel study that
began in 2001 (DSS & Melbourne Institute 2023; Summerfield
et al. 2023). It is funded by the Australian Government
Department of Social Services and is managed by the Mel-
bourne Institute of Applied Economic and Social Research at
the University of Melbourne. The fieldwork is conducted by Roy
Morgan Research (from wave 9) and previously by Neilsen
(waves 1 to 8). Annual interviews are conducted with all
household members aged 15 years and older and are predom-
inantly face‐to‐face. Most interviews (95%) are completed
between August and November and include core questions on
families, employment and income. The HILDA Survey sample
is representative of people living in private dwellings (i.e., it
excludes people living in institutions) and excludes those living
in very remote areas. The household response rate in wave 1
was 66%, resulting in 7682 responding households that con-
tained 19,914 individuals. These individuals (termed continuing
sample members [CSMs]) form the basis of the sample that is
followed and interviewed over time. Other people who join the
household of a CSM are temporarily added to the sample.
Babies of CSMs, the other parent of these babies and recent
immigrants are converted to CSMs. A population‐wide top‐up
sample was added in 2011 which importantly included, among
others, immigrants arriving in Australia after 2001 (Watson and
Wooden 2013). The household response rate for the initial wave

of the top‐up sample was 69%, resulting in 2153 responding
households and 5462 individuals being added to the sample.
Reinterview rates (i.e. the percentage of respondents inter-
viewed in one wave that are re‐interviewed in the next, ex-
cluding those who have died or moved abroad) are high in both
samples, rising from 87% in wave 2% to 96% or higher from
wave 9 to 20 and was 94% in wave 21. For the top‐up sample,
the reinterview rates rise from 92% in wave 12 (2012) to 95% or
higher for waves 15–19 and was 94% in waves 20 and 21 (2020
and 2021). In 2021, there were 9358 responding households
containing 16,549 responding individuals (aged 15 and over).

The Australian Census of Population and Housing (referred to
as the “Census”) is conducted by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics (ABS) and occurs every 5 years on the second Tuesday
in August. For the purposes of this comparison, the 2006, 2011,
2016 and 2021 Censuses are used. From 2016, online comple-
tion of the Census has been strongly encouraged, with 59% of
households completing the form online in 2016 and 79% in 2021
(Harding et al. 2022). This is compared to 11% in 2006 and 34%
in 2011. All other households completed the paper form. One or
more individuals fill out the form on behalf of all members of
the household. The response rates are very high (95% or higher)
and missing observations are imputed (Australian Bureau of
Statistics 2022c). The net undercount has fallen from 2.7% in

TABLE 1 | Key methodological features of the HILDA Survey and the Census.

Methodological
feature HILDA Survey Census General social survey

Type Longitudinal survey Census Cross‐sectional survey
Years compared 2006, 2011, 2014, 2016, 2021 2006, 2011, 2016, 2021 2014

Mode of data
collection

Interviewer administered, at least
90% face‐to‐face, up to 10%

telephone
In 2021, 76% completed by
telephone due to COVID‐19

lockdowns and restrictions (24%
face‐to‐face)

Household‐completed (hardcopy
or online)

Interviewer administered
face‐to‐face

Who is interviewed Each person aged 15+ in the
household

One or more persons answer the
questions for each person in the
household, so have some proxy

reports

Randomly selected person
aged 15+ from the

household

Population exclusions People in very remote parts of
Australia and those in non‐

private dwellings

Nonea Very remote areas of
Australia; discrete

Indigenous communities;
non‐private dwellings

Fieldwork period Late July to February/March 2nd Tuesday in August March to June

Response rate Initial wave response: 66% in
2001, 69% for the refreshment

sample in 2011. Reinterview rate
of previous wave respondents:
95% in 2006, 97% in 2011 and

2016, 94% in 2021

96% in 2011, 95% in 2016% and
96% in 2021 (not reported for
2006). The net undercount was
2.7% in 2006, 1.7% in 2011, 1.0%

in 2016% and 0.7% in 2021

80%

Primary sources of
error

Initial wave nonresponse;
attrition

Nonresponse; undercount; proxy
reporting error

Nonresponse

aThe place of Usual Residence database is used, which puts people visiting other locations in Australia back into their usual Mesh‐block and excludes overseas visitors.
The HILDA Survey also uses the concept of usual residence (so visitors are excluded).
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2006 to 0.7% in 2021 and the ABS have adjusted the Census
numbers for this (Australian Bureau of Statistics 2022a). For the
purposes of this comparison, the Place of Usual Residence da-
tabase is used where residents who are visiting other locations
in Australia on Census Night are put back into their usual Mesh
Block (but not to a specific dwelling or family) and overseas
visitors are excluded.4

The GSS is a repeated cross‐sectional survey conducted every
4 years on a range of topics similar to the HILDA Survey. The
estimates used here are drawn from the 2014 survey: even
though the GSS has been conducted multiple times, only the
2014 data are available from TableBuilder (the system used to
extract the estimates). The fieldwork for the GSS is conducted
from March to June. The GSS sample represents people living in
private dwellings, excluding those in discrete indigenous com-
munities or very remote areas. Smaller states and lower socio-
economic areas are oversampled. One person aged 15 and older
was randomly selected from each household, resulting in 12,932
interviews and a response rate of 80% (Australian Bureau of
Statistics 2015).

3 | Methods

To assess the representativeness of the HILDA Survey sample, a
range of estimates across four cohorts are compared to Census
estimates for 2006, 2011, 2016 and 2021.5 The four cohorts
are people aged 15–24, 25–44, 45–64 and 65 and older which
broadly correspond to different life stages. The estimates
include:

• Demographic variables – sex, state, remoteness area,
indigenous status, social marital status, year of arrival,
highest level of school, highest post‐school qualification.

• Employment variables – employment status, industry and
occupation.

Comparisons are also made between the HILDA Survey and the
GSS for 2014 to further our understanding of the results from
the HILDA‐Census comparisons.

All ABS estimates are extracted via TableBuilder (available at
abs.gov.au), which is an online interactive tool to customise
aggregate tables. For the GSS, TableBuilder generates both es-
timates and standard errors that account for the sample design
and nonresponse. The estimates from the HILDA Survey use
the relevant cross‐sectional weight and the standard errors
allow for the sample design, nonresponse and attrition. The
percentage of missing values observed in the HILDA Survey for
these variables are generally very low, less than 0.2%. There are
a few exceptions with up to 2.1% of employed people missing
industry and up to 1.5% of those aged 65 and older missing post‐
school education. Both of these are due to uncodeable responses
rather than refusals. The percentage of missing values in the
Census data items are often substantially higher, typically
between 5% and 10% (see Table A1 in the Appendix). This is
because the ABS creates records for people who did not respond
to the Census and some people may return a form and not
complete some questions. The ABS imputes key demographic

variables (such as age, sex, place of usual residence and regis-
tered marital status) and the remaining variables are left as ‘not
stated’ (Australian Bureau of Statistics 2022c). Also, the Census
uses a self‐complete form where items may be missed or skip-
ped, whereas the HILDA Survey collects data via an individual
interview. The item nonresponse rates in the Census generally
reduce over time as the use of the online form increases as this
helps respondents correctly navigate through the form. The
oldest age group has the highest rate of item nonresponse.

When comparing two estimates, x and y, the standard error of
the estimate of the difference, x ySE( − ) is calculated as:

x y x ySE( − ) = SE( ) + SE( )2 2

where x is the HILDA Survey estimate and y is from the
Census, the standard error of the difference is simply the
standard error of the HILDA Survey estimate.6 This standard
error is used to calculate the 95% confidence interval of the
difference between the HILDA estimate and the Census
estimate.

4 | Results

The difference between the HILDA Survey and Census esti-
mates for 2006–2021 for all variables, apart from industry and
occupation, are given in Figure 1. The results for industry and
occupation are given in Figure 2. A positive difference indicates
that the HILDA Survey estimate is higher than the Census es-
timate, and a negative difference indicates it is lower. For ref-
erence, the HILDA Survey estimates are given in Table A1 in
the Appendix.

For the most part, the estimates for sex, state, remoteness area
and indigenous status align well with the Census across these
four cohorts and four time points. The first two of these vari-
ables form part of the benchmarks used in the construction of
the HILDA Survey weights, so we would expect them to match
closely. The other variables will each be discussed in turn.

4.1 | Social Marital Status

The HILDA Survey has higher estimates of people in de facto
relationships in the youngest two cohorts and of married people
in the oldest cohort compared to the Census. The likely reason
for these differences is way the relationship questions are
structured. Both ask for the individual's registered marital sta-
tus, but the way relationships in the household are identified is
different. The HILDA Survey asks those not married whether
they are living with someone in a relationship. The Census asks
the household to nominate Person 1 (giving some instructions
on how to do this) and then asks about the relationships of
other members of the household to Person 1 and their partner
(who should be listed as Person 2). This will mean that partners
who are away on Census night will be missed along with some
of those living in complex households or where Person 1 and 2
were not selected correctly. The relationship questions asked in
ABS surveys where an interviewer is involved, such as the GSS,
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FIGURE 1 | Difference between HILDA Survey demographic estimates and 2006–2021 Census, by age group.

FIGURE 2 | Difference between HILDA Survey estimates and 2006–2021 Census for industry and occupation of employed persons, by age group.
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have the interviewer help guide the selection of Person 1 and 2
in the household, so will provide a more accurate picture of the
relationships in the household. A comparison between the
HILDA Survey estimates and the GSS is provided in Figure 3
and shows very good alignment for the social marriage and
registered marriage variables.7

4.2 | Year of Arrival

The HILDA Survey does not have a natural mechanism to add
recent immigrants into the sample (aside from immigrants
joining HILDA households or the top‐up sample that was added
in 2011). As a result, we expect to see some drift in the pro-
portion of recent arrivals. In 2006, the HILDA Survey estimate
of the proportion of people arriving in the last 5 years is lower
than reported in the Census. This is concentrated in the two
youngest cohorts as immigrants are typically younger than the
general population.

In 2011, the HILDA Survey estimates for the year of arrival
realign with the Census estimates due to the recent immigrants
recruited as part of the top‐up sample. Note, however, that these
immigrants are given higher weights than other sample mem-
bers as they only have one chance of selection (in 2011) com-
pared to other people who have had two chances of selection (in
2001 and 2011). This results in wider confidence intervals for
the estimates of recent immigrants.

In 2016 and 2021, the gap between the HILDA Survey and
Census estimates for those arriving after 2011 widens. Future
immigrant top‐up samples will address this gap.

4.3 | Highest Year of School Completed

For the most part, there is strong alignment between the
HILDA Survey and Census for the highest year of school
completed. We note two exceptions to this. First, the proportion
of people reporting they have completed Year 12 in the 15–24
age cohort is higher in the HILDA Survey than in the Census.
However, when restricting the analysis to those aged 19–24
these differences are largely eliminated which suggests the
problem is with the 15–18 year olds still at school. Second, there
is a lower proportion of people in the oldest cohort reporting
they have completed Year 12 in the HILDA Survey compared to
the Census. It is not clear why this is, but may be due to the
higher rate of item nonresponse in the Census (see Table A1 in
the Appendix), where those with lower levels of education
being perhaps more likely to miss answering this question.

4.4 | Highest Post‐School Qualification

Comparison of the estimates for the highest post‐school quali-
fication indicates that the HILDA Survey has a higher propor-
tion of people with some form of post‐school qualification than
the Census. This is primarily due to differences in the propor-
tion of people with certificates (for the three oldest cohorts) but
there is also evidence of a slightly higher proportion of people
aged 45–64 with a bachelor (or higher) degree. The difference in
certificates may stem from how the two sources ask about
educational qualifications. In the HILDA Survey, the respon-
dent is asked to list all of their qualifications in their first
interview, and this is added to year‐on‐year as they study and
obtain new qualifications. In the Census, the respondent is

FIGURE 3 | Difference between HILDA Survey demographic estimates and General Social Survey (GSS), 2014, by age group.
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asked to state their highest qualification and that of the other
members of their household. It may be that some qualifications
(the ones that take a shorter amount of time to obtain or per-
haps are less relevant to them now) are forgotten in this process.
There are four pieces of evidence that support this claim.
First, the proportion of certificates and ‘no‐post school qualifi-
cation’ best align in the 15–24 age cohort, thereafter slowly and
increasingly drifting apart as the cohort gets older and are more
likely to forget their certificates. Second, there is a high rate of
nonresponse to this question in the Census of 6%–13% for the
youngest three cohorts and 14%–20% for the oldest cohort
(see Table A1 in the Appendix), thereby indicating people
have difficulty answering this question. Third, the comparison
between the HILDA Survey estimates with those from the GSS
provided in Figure 3 also shows differences in the proportion of
people with certificates, but the differences are not as large as
those found with the Census, suggesting that the presence of an
interviewer to help probe for correct response reduces these
errors. Fourth, the comparison of HILDA Survey and Census
estimates from 2001 (shown in Figure A2 in the Appendix) also
shows the HILDA Survey estimates for people with certificates
are higher than the Census, suggesting that asking about all
qualifications rather than just the highest may elicit a different
result for the highest qualification.

Regarding the higher estimates of people aged 45–64 with a
bachelor degree, this may be due to selective nonresponse in the
HILDA Survey or selective reporting in the Census. In the
comparison of the HILDA Survey to the GSS, we also see a
higher estimate in the HILDA sample for this age group
(HILDA 2014: 0.272; GSS 2014: 0.238; HILDA 2016: 0.279;
Census 2016: 0.242). Both the Census and the GSS ask the
respondent to report their highest qualification, and some
people may report the most relevant qualification (to their
occupation) rather than the highest one, whereas in the HILDA
Survey respondents are asked to report all of their qualifica-
tions, which should help eliminate this problem. If the cause is
selective nonresponse, we would expect to see this same issue in
at least some of the other cohorts. It could actually be a com-
bination of both issues.

4.5 | Employment

The HILDA Survey and Census estimates for employment align
quite well with the exception of the youngest cohort (aged
15–24). The GSS estimates for this youngest cohort; however,
are close to the HILDA Survey estimates (shown in Figure 3).
This indicates that the likely reason for the differences in esti-
mates identified here is due to differences in methodology. The
Census questions are typically answered by one person on
behalf of others in the household, thus the responses are typi-
cally less reliable than asking each person individually (as is
done in the HILDA Survey and the GSS). Moreover, the ques-
tions asked in the HILDA Survey and the GSS to determine
employment status are much more comprehensive than those
in the Census as they seek to tease out various nuances of being
employed, unemployed or not in the labour force. Item non-
response in the Census of around 5% compared to 0.2% in the
HILDA Survey which may also have an impact.

4.6 | Industry and Occupation

The industry and occupation estimates from the HILDA Survey
are similar to those from the Census. Note that the greater
variability in the difference between the two sources for the
youngest and oldest cohorts is due to the smaller number of
people employed in these age groups.

Some small differences may occur due to differences in how
the industry and occupation questions are asked and how the
responses are collected and then coded. In the HILDA Survey,
the interviewer probes the respondent to ensure sufficient
details are provided. For the industry question, the Census asks
for the employer's business name, a description of the industry
and the main goods produced or services provided, whereas the
HILDA Survey asks just for the description of the industry (with
relevant probing). The HILDA Survey and Census questions for
occupation ask for the occupation title along with tasks and
duties (with relevant probing for the HILDA response). These
text responses are then coded to the standardised code frames.
A comparison between the occupation estimates from the
HILDA Survey and the GSS (where the collection methodology
is closer) is provided in Figure 3, and it shows strong alignment
between the two surveys.

5 | Conclusions

In this comparison of HILDA Survey estimates with Census
estimates across four time points and four age groups, we find
strong alignment across many of the variables examined. Some
differences likely occur because of the different questions or
recall periods used (e.g., for certificate qualifications) or differ-
ences in the collection methodology (e.g., employment of
15–24 year olds). Further evidence of the representativeness of
the HILDA Survey was confirmed through comparisons to the
GSS, whose methodology is closer to the HILDA Survey. As a
result of these comparisons with the Census (and the GSS), we
have demonstrated that the HILDA Survey is largely repre-
sentative of the Australian population.

There is, however, one area where the differences between the
two sources are real and of concern. This is the proportion of
immigrants aged 44 and under. This is because the HILDA
Survey does not have a natural way to include recent immi-
grants into the sample unless they live in a HILDA household
or they are incorporated as part of a top‐up sample. A difference
is revealed for these younger age groups as immigrants tend to
be young (Productivity Commission 2016). A correction was
made for this in 2011 in the HILDA Survey with the addition of
the general top‐up sample, but the issue reappears in 2016 and
2021. To address this issue, a large top‐up sample of recent
immigrants is being added to the HILDA Survey sample in 2024
and 2025. Regular immigrant sample top‐ups are needed
thereafter to help ensure the HILDA Survey sample retains its
contemporary representativeness.

A limitation of this article is that the comparisons are purely
cross‐sectional. While we would ideally like to compare the
HILDA Survey estimates to longitudinal data sources, there is a
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paucity of data in this area. Nevertheless, this is changing with
linked administrative data such as ATO ALife and the Person
Level Integrated Data Asset becoming available for research
purposes (Polidano et al. 2020; Productivity Commission 2024).
Fischer et al. (2025) recently compared the ATO Alife Family
File with the HILDA Survey and, although the comparisons
were still only cross‐sectional, they found the comparison
favourable.

Finally, it is worth noting that this article is part of a broader
research agenda comparing the HILDA Survey results to official
statistics. A similar analysis was undertaken for the HILDA
Survey's child sample incorporating those who were too young
to be interviewed in wave 1 and those subsequently born into
the sample (Watson 2022b). Another analysis compared the
rates of moving house in the HILDA Survey to those from
official data sources (Watson 2020). Analyses of the represent-
ativeness of the working age sample members and older age
sample members are underway.
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Endnotes
1For a list of publications that the HILDA team at the Melbourne
Institute are aware of, see https://melbourneinstitute.unimelb.edu.
au/hilda/publications.

2Fortunately, this attrition has not translated to a sizeable drop in the
overall sample size as it has been offset by the inclusion of new
entrants, wave 1 children becoming an age to be interviewed, and
(eventually) new births.

3A small number of immigrant households in New South Wales and
Victoria were added in 2023 via a trial of the method adopted in
2024–2025.

4Mesh Blocks are the smallest geographic area defined by the ABS
with most containing 30 to 60 dwellings.

5A similar comparison to the 2001 Census is provided at the end
of the Appendix for completeness but could not be included with
the results for subsequent Censuses due to differences in the
variables, age groups and tables available. The findings are very
similar.

6The HILDA Survey standard errors are calculated via the Taylor
Series approximation method using the weight, area identifier and
stratification.

7Note the 2021 Census form asked additional questions about in-
dividuals away on Census night including their relationship to Peron
1 and 2. This may help align the Census and GSS estimates for social
marital status.
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