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ABSTRACT

Background: While there is considerable epidemiologic evidence that cardiovascular risk factors
increase risk of incident Alzheimer disease (AD), few studies have examined their effect on pro-
gression after an established AD diagnosis.

Objective: To examine the effect of vascular factors, and potential age modification, on rate of
progression in a longitudinal study of incident dementia.

Methods: A total of 135 individuals with incident AD, identified in a population-based sample of
elderly persons in Cache County, UT, were followed with in-home visits for a mean of 3.0 years
(range: 0.8 to 9.5) and 2.1 follow-up visits (range: 1 to 5). The Clinical Dementia Rating (CDR)
Scale and Mini-Mental State Examination (MMSE) were administered at each visit. Baseline vas-
cular factors were determined by interview and physical examination. Generalized least-squares
random-effects regression was performed with CDR Sum of Boxes (CDR-Sum) or MMSE as the
outcome, and vascular index or individual vascular factors as independent variables.

Results: Atrial fibrillation, systolic hypertension, and angina were associated with more rapid de-
cline on both the CDR-Sum and MMSE, while history of coronary artery bypass graft surgery,
diabetes, and antihypertensive medications were associated with a slower rate of decline. There
was an age interaction such that systolic hypertension, angina, and myocardial infarction were
associated with greater decline with increasing baseline age.

Conclusion: Atrial fibrillation, hypertension, and angina were associated with a greater rate of
decline and may represent modifiable risk factors for secondary prevention in Alzheimer disease.
The attenuated decline for diabetes and coronary artery bypass graft surgery may be due to
selective survival. Some of these effects appear to vary with age. Neurology® 2007;69:1850–

1858

GLOSSARY
3MS � revised Modified Mini-Mental State Examination for epidemiologic studies; AF � atrial fibrillation; CABG � coronary
artery bypass graft surgery; CCHS � Copenhagen City Heart Study; CCSMHA � Cache County Study on Memory, Health,
and Aging; CDR � Clinical Dementia Rating; CVD � cardiovascular disease; DM � diabetes mellitus; DPS � Dementia
Progression Study; MI � myocardial infarction; MMSE � Mini-Mental State Examination; SBP � systolic blood pressure.

Vascular factors and diseases have been shown to alter the biologic processes associated
with Alzheimer disease (AD). For example, elevated cholesterol intake increases
amyloid-beta deposition in the brains of transgenic mice expressing human amyloid pre-
cursor protein.1 Additionally, vascular factors are risk factors for AD in longitudinal,
population-based studies, including hypertension,2,3 atherosclerosis,4 atrial fibrillation,5

diabetes,6 and stroke.7 However, some studies have only found these relationships in
certain age or APOE �4 subgroups.8 Because the effects of risk factors may differ at the
various stages of the disease (i.e., stage-specific risk factors), it is not known whether
these vascular factors affect progression once the diagnosis of AD is established. Only
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three studies of selected dementia popula-
tions have examined vascular factors of
AD progression. One study did not find an
association between baseline cardiovascu-
lar risk factors and progression from a
CDR � 1.0 to a CDR � 2.0 over an 18-
month follow-up.9 However, two other
studies reported that decreased cardiovas-
cular reactivity10 and cerebrovascular
events11 predicted cognitive or functional
progression in AD. Thus, it is possible that
vascular factors may modify the rate of
functional and cognitive decline in AD. Be-
cause vascular factors are modifiable, this
association suggests a path for secondary
prevention of the functional progression of
AD and warrants examination in a
population-based sample with a longer
follow-up.

The aim of the current study was to ex-
amine whether vascular factors, including
a vascular index (VI) and individual fac-
tors, modify the rate of decline among pa-
tients with AD in the Cache County
Dementia Progression Study (DPS). The
DPS enrolls incident dementia cases from
the ongoing population-based Cache
County Study on Memory, Health, and
Aging (CCSMHA), and therefore offers
distinct advantages for studying the natu-
ral history of AD in community-dwelling
elderly. In additional analyses, we also ex-
amined possible age by vascular interac-
tions in predicting AD progression because
epidemiologic studies have suggested the
association between vascular factors and
risk of AD may be modified with age.12,13

METHODS Participant screening. The Dementia Pro-
gression Study (DPS) is composed of participants with inci-
dent dementia who are enrolled in the Cache County Study
onMemory, Health, and Aging (CCSMHA). Selection meth-
ods for CCSMHA have been reported in detail elsewhere.14,15

Briefly, of the 5,677 permanent residents of Cache County,
Utah, aged 65 or older on January 1, 1995, 5,092 (90%) en-
rolled in the study and underwent a multistage screening and
assessment. Individuals with prevalent dementia were identi-
fied at the initial study wave (1995 to 1996) and those devel-
oping incident dementia were identified at two follow-up
waves (1998 to 1999 and 2002 to 2003). At each wave, partic-
ipants were screened for dementia using the revised Modi-
fied Mini-Mental State Examination for epidemiologic
studies (3MS16). Individuals whose 3MS scores (adjusted for
education and sensory deficits) fell below 87 out of a possible

100 were studied further using the Dementia Question-
naire.17 Participants with suspected dementia, or its pro-
drome, and members of a designated subsample of
cognitively normal individuals underwent baseline clinical
assessment, including an interview to ascertain medical, cog-
nitive, and demographic history, a brief medical and neuro-
logic examination, and a neuropsychological test battery.

Assessment of dementia and dementia severity. De-
mentia diagnoses have been reported in detail elsewhere.14

Briefly, diagnoses were assigned by a panel of experienced
clinicians in geropsychiatry, neurology, and neuropsychol-
ogy after thorough review of all available information in-
cluding results of the clinical assessment, geropsychiatry
examination, and neuroimaging and laboratory studies. De-
mentia was diagnosed using Diagnostic and Statistical Man-
ual of Mental Disorders, 3rd ed., revised criteria, except that
we did not insist on a demonstrable deficit in both short-
term and long-term memory. AD was diagnosed following
National Institute of Neurological and Communicative Dis-
orders and Stroke–Alzheimer’s Disease and Related Disor-
ders Association criteria,18 with the exception that a
diagnosis of probable AD was deferred for neuroimaging re-
sults if these were forthcoming. Vascular dementia was diag-
nosed following National Institute of Neurological Diseases
and Stroke and Association International pour la Recherche
et l’Enseignement en Neurosciences criteria.19 Individuals
with a dementia diagnosis were followed approximately 18
months after their clinical evaluation to further refine or
confirm their diagnoses.

DPS enrollment and follow-up. Participants with a di-
agnosis of incident dementia (n � 432) over the two waves of
follow-up in CCSMHA had the option of continuing in the
DPS. Of these, 250 participants (58%) had probable or pos-
sible AD without concomitant vascular dementia. DPS par-
ticipants were followed with in-home assessments, similar to
that of the CCSMHA, by an interdisciplinary specialty gero-
psychiatry team. The baseline assessment for the DPS is con-
sidered to be the wave of dementia diagnosis in CCSMHA. A
total of 135 (54%) of the 250 participants with AD had at
least one additional follow-up and, therefore, comprise our
longitudinal sample. A flowchart showing rate of follow-up
and reasons for dropout is presented in figure 1. As the DPS
is an ongoing study of incident cases of dementia in
CCSMHA, participants are continuously being enrolled and
will have a varied number of follow-ups depending on when
they entered the study. Those still in the study (have not died
or refused) and pending another visit are considered to be
censored for descriptive purposes. The DPS was approved by
the institutional review boards at Johns Hopkins University
and Utah State University. All participants and their next of
kin signed an informed consent document for each stage of
the study.

Outcomes. Outcomes reflecting progression include the
Mini-Mental State Examination (MMSE)20 and the Clinical
Dementia Rating Scale (CDR).21 The MMSE is a global mea-
sure of cognition that is widely used in clinical trials assess-
ing potential treatments on AD progression.22 The CDR uses
a seven-point anchored ordinal scale to characterize six do-
mains of cognitive and functional performance: memory,
orientation, judgment, community, hobbies, and personal
care. The CDR is assessed with a semi-structured interview
and has excellent reliability and validity.23 Scores are re-
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ported here both as a composite score (CDR-composite) and
sum of boxes (CDR-Sum), which is the sum of ratings in
each of six domains, with a range of 0 (no impairment) to 30
(maximum impairment in all domains). The primary out-
come was CDR-Sum, which was chosen instead of CDR-
composite because of its greater range and demonstrated
sensitivity to change in MCI and AD as demonstrated in epi-
demiologic24 and functional MRI studies.25 CDR raters were
blind to the diagnosis of vascular risk factors.

Assessment of vascular factors. Information on all
vascular-related variables was obtained at the baseline visit
(i.e., visit at which dementia was diagnosed) via proxy- and
self-report. We examined both the utility of a VI and individ-
ual vascular risk factors in predicting AD progression. The
VI was adapted from the stroke risk profile developed in the
Copenhagen City Heart Study (CCHS).26 This index is simi-
lar to the Framingham Stroke Risk Profile27 but incorporates
more self-reported data and is therefore closer to methods of
the present study. Two modifications were made to the
CCHS VI: 1) left ventricular hypertrophy was excluded be-
cause we did not have information on this condition in the
CCSMHA; 2) age was excluded from the VI in order to study
its effect as a potential confounder or modifier.

Using the same point system as the CCHS, we included
the following variables in a VI: systolic blood pressure (SBP);
history of atrial fibrillation (AF), diabetes mellitus (DM),
smoking, and cardiovascular disease (CVD) (defined as his-
tory of myocardial infarction [MI], angina, or coronary ar-
tery bypass surgery [CABG]); and current antihypertensive
medication use. SBP was measured at the baseline visit by a
nurse while sitting after 5 minutes of rest. Information on
AF, DM, smoking, and CVD was obtained via proxy- and
self report. Ascertainment of medications in this study has
been previously described28 and relied on visual inspection of
all available medication vials at each follow-up. When par-
ticipants were institutionalized, this information was ob-
tained from nursing home records. We classified participants
as current antihypertensive medication users if they were
regularly (�4 times per week) taking a medication from the

following drug classes at baseline: angiotensin converting
enzyme inhibitors, �-blocking antiadrenergics (�-blockers),
calcium ion channel blockers, and diuretics. Each vascular
variable was also examined individually in relation to AD
progression.

Data analysis. At DPS baseline, nine participants did not
have a CDR score and 25 did not have a MMSE, leaving 216
participants with incident AD, 135 (63%) with at least one
follow-up, for the present analyses (figure 1). Differences be-
tween individuals with or without a CDR or MMSE score
were evaluated with t tests and �2 tests. The a priori p value
was set at p � 0.05. Longitudinal analyses were conducted
using linear mixed models, with time specified as a random
effect, to examine baseline vascular factors as predictors of
AD progression. These models are a form of a multilevel
analysis in which repeated observations are nested within
persons, thus controlling for within-subject variation. We
examined baseline vascular factors as predictors of decline
using CDR-Sum and MMSE as the primary outcomes. Each
model included terms for time (in years since baseline), pres-
ence of vascular factors (or VI score), and their interaction.
The term for time indicates the average annual rate of pro-
gression. The term for the VI or vascular factor indicates the
average effect of the vascular variable at baseline. For exam-
ple, it indicates the average difference in baseline CDR-Sum
or MMSE score for a person with hypertension vs without.
The interaction term indicates the average effect of the vas-
cular factor on rate of progression per year. In additional
analyses, we examined possible interactions between vascu-
lar factors (vf) and baseline age by incorporating two addi-
tional terms: vf*age and vf*age*time. Age was treated as a
continuous variable in all analyses.

Covariates were chosen according to 1) statistical signifi-
cance in univariate regression analyses, using p � 0.05 as
cutoff for significance; 2) covariates known to be associated
with AD incidence or progression from the literature. As un-
adjusted and adjusted models did not differ, we have only
presented the adjusted models. Model 1 controlled for demo-
graphics including baseline age, gender, education, any vs no
APOE �4 alleles, dementia duration (years), baseline MMSE
or CDR-Sum, and depression (defined as Neuropsychiatric
Inventory depression subscale [frequency � severity] �4).
Model 2 controlled for variables in model 1 plus all other
cardiovascular variables except for models examining the VI
because the vascular variables were used to determine the VI.
SBP was examined as a continuous variable for the VI, and
when examined as a separate variable, as continuous and
dichotomous using two cutpoints (�140 vs �140 and �160
vs �160). As we did not find associations between SBP as a
continuous variable and when dichotomized at 140 mm Hg
in relation to decline on either the MMSE or CDR, we have
focused on SBP dichotomized at 160 mm Hg.

To assess the effects of mortality on the relationship be-
tween vascular factors and AD progression, we first exam-
ined baseline differences, using t tests and �2 analyses,
between participants who died over the follow-up and those
who did not. We then repeated the longitudinal analyses af-
ter excluding anyone who died in order to obtain the most
conservative relationship between vascular factors and pro-
gression. All analyses were conducted using Stata Version
8.2 (StataCorp, College Station, TX).

RESULTS Of the 216 participants with incident

Figure 1 Dementia Progression Study (DPS)
enrollment and follow-up
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AD and who had baseline CDR and MMSE
scores, 135 (62.5%) had at least one additional
follow-up. These participants were followed for a
mean of 3.0 years (range: 0.8 to 9.5) and 2.1
follow-up visits (range: 1 to 5). Baseline charac-
teristics of these participants are presented in ta-
ble 1. Overall, the 135 participants assessed
longitudinally were predominantly white women
with mild dementia severity (mean Global CDR
score � 1.0). Of the eight vascular factors (AF,
SBP �160, angina, CABG, MI, DM, antihyper-
tensive drug use, and stroke), 51 (37.8%) had no
factors at baseline, 45 (33.3%) had one, 25
(18.5%) had two, and 14 (10.4%) had three or
more. Compared to those with at least one

follow-up visit, participants who did not have a
DPS follow-up visit were older (87.3 vs 84.2 years,
p � 0.01), had a lower MMSE (20.4 vs 22.3, p �
0.01), and a shorter dementia duration (1.7 vs 2.1
years, p � 0.05) but there were no differences
with regards to baseline vascular factors. Mean
baseline CDR-Sum was 6.3 (SD � 3.2) and in-
creased an average of 1.6 points/year (95%CI: 1.3
to 1.6) while mean MMSE was 22.3 (AD � 4.3)
and decreased an average of 1.9 points/year (95%
CI: 1.7 to 2. 1) (figures 2 and 3).

Using linear mixed models to examine vascu-
lar factors as predictors of CDR-Sum and MMSE
progression, the VI was not associated with either
scale at baseline or with rate of decline (tables 2

Table 1 Comparison of baseline information at incident Alzheimer disease diagnosis in participants with
available CDR and MMSE measures and �1 follow-up (n � 135) and participants with no follow-up
(n � 81)

�1 Follow-up No follow-up

Variable Total n Mean (SD) or n (%) Total n Mean (SD) or n (%)

Demographics

Baseline DPS age (t0) 135 84.2 (6.5) 81 87.3 (6.2)*

Female 135 89 (65.9%) 81 60 (74.1%)

White 135 135 (100%) 81 81 (100%)

Education 135 13.2 (2.8) 81 13.4 (2.9)

Married 135 69 (51.1%) 81 41 (50.6%)

Widowed/separated/divorced 63 (46.7%) 40 (49.4%)

Never married 3 (2.22%) 0

Any APOE �4 allele 135 55 (40.7%) 81 37 (45.7%)

Dementia duration, y 135 2.1 (1.3) 81 1.7 (1.2)†

Functional/cognitive measures

CDR Total Score 135 1.0 (0.5) 81 1.1 (0.5)

CDR Sum of boxes 135 6.3 (3.2) 81 6.4 (3.3)

MMSE 135 22.3 (4.3) 81 20.4 (4.8)*

GMHR 135 2.8 (0.6) 81 2.9 (0.7)

Cardiovascular

Vascular index score 135 6.8 (4.9) 78 7.8 (7.3)

Current atrial fibrillation 135 10 (7.4%) 81 9 (11.1%)

Systolic blood pressure (continuous) 135 128.0 (16.9) 80 129.4 (18.9%)

Systolic blood pressure �160 135 10 (7.4%) 80 9 (11.3%)

Current smoking 135 2 (1.5%) 81 0

Ever stroke 135 9 (6.7%) 81 5 (6.2%)

Ever angina 135 14 (10.4%) 81 14 (17.3%)

Ever CABG 135 10 (7.4%) 81 5 (6.2%)

Ever MI 135 22 (16.3%) 81 16 (19.8%)

Ever diabetes 135 25 (18.52%) 81 12 (14.8%)

Any antihypertensive drug 135 49 (36.3%) 81 27 (34.2%)

†p� 0.05; *p� 0.01.
CDR � Clinical Dementia Rating; MMSE � Mini-Mental State Examination; DPS � Dementia Progression Study; CABG �

coronary artery bypass graft surgery; MI � myocardial infarction.
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and 3). However, several individual vascular fac-
tors did predict rate of decline on both measures.
In multivariate analyses controlling for demo-
graphic and other vascular variables (Model 2),
AF and systolic hypertension (SBP �160 mm Hg)
were independently associated with faster annual
rates of decline on both the CDR-Sum and
MMSE compared to participants without these
conditions. Further, a history of DM or CABG
was associated with slower rates of decline on

both measures. Regular use of antihypertensive
drugs at baseline was also associated with less de-
cline on the CDR-Sum (table 2).

As vascular factors are associated with mortal-
ity, we conducted additional analyses to examine
the effect of this type of censoring on our findings.
Of the 216 participants initially enrolled in the
DPS study, 113 (52.3%) died; 59 prior to the first
follow-up (figure 1). Examining the VI and indi-
vidual vascular factors at baseline, there were no
differences (p � 0.05) in the prevalence of these
factors between those who died and those who
did not (data not shown). To further assess the
effects of mortality, we repeated the linear mixed
models excluding those who had died over the
follow-up (tables E-1 and E-2 on the Neurology®

Web site at www.neurology.org). The results
were essentially the same, including the DM and
CABG coefficients, except that a history of stroke
at baseline was now associated with a faster rate
of decline on the MMSE and a history of MI was
associated with a slower rate of decline on the
CDR-Sum.

Possible age interactions were examined with
baseline age as a continuous variable. Using Stu-
dent t tests, there were no differences in mean age
(p � 0.05) for participants with and without each
vascular factor. Using linear mixed models, base-
line age was not associated with rate of decline on
either the CDR-Sum or MMSE, controlling for
sex, education, number of APOE �4 alleles, and
dementia duration. There were, however, interac-
tions between vascular factors and age in predict-
ing rate of decline (table 4). SBP � 160, angina,
and MI were associated with faster decline in
older individuals on both the CDR-Sum and
MMSE. An example of this interaction is ob-
served in figure 4 using age 85 as an arbitrary cut-
off for interpretability and rate of decline using
CDR-Sum. Participants older than 85 with a SBP
� 160 (3.01 point increase per year, 95% CI: 1.78,
4.25) had a faster rate of decline than participants
younger than 85 with a SBP �160 (1.65; 95% CI:
0.99, 2.31), or older than 85 without hypertension
(0.32; 95% CI: �0.02, 0.66). Similar results were
found using the MMSE.

DISCUSSION In this population-based study of
incident AD cases, we found no association be-
tween a VI and rate of progression on either the
CDR-Sum or MMSE. A main reason for this null
finding was that, upon further examination, some
individual vascular factors were associated with
an increased rate of decline whereas others were
associated with a decreased rate. A recent study

Figure 2 Annual mean decline and 95% CI for Mini-Mental State Examination
(MMSE) after diagnosis of Alzheimer disease (AD)

CDR � Clinical Dementia Rating.

Figure 3 Annual mean decline and 95% CI for Clinical Dementia Rating (CDR)–
Sum after diagnosis of Alzheimer disease (AD)

MMSE � Mini-Mental State Examination.
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reported that a vascular risk score calculated in
middle-aged people predicted risk of dementia 20
years later.29 Our findings suggest that combining
vascular factors to create a VI at the time of AD
diagnosis does not predict subsequent progres-
sion, indicating that the benefits of incorporating
a VI may be stage-specific.

Our initial hypothesis, that vascular factors
would increase the rate of progression in AD, was
supported in that systolic hypertension, AF, and
angina were associated with faster rates of decline
on the CDR-Sum or MMSE. Systolic hyperten-

sion and AF have been reported as risk factors for
incident dementia and AD,2,3,5 and our results
suggest that they are also associated with a faster
rate of progression after the diagnosis of AD. In
addition, AD has been associated with small-
vessel atherosclerotic disease and angina is a
likely marker for atherosclerosis throughout the
body; not surprisingly, angina is associated with
faster decline in patients with AD dementia.

We also report that vascular factors including
antihypertensive medication use, CABG, and dia-
betes are associated with less decline on both the

Table 2 Baseline vascular factors as predictors of CDR-Sum decline in Alzheimer disease

Multivariate model 1 Multivariate model 2

Variable coeff (95% CI) coeff � time (95% CI) coeff (95% CI) coeff � time (95% CI)

Vascular index 0.03 (�0.05, 0.10) 0.01 (�0.02, 0.03)

Atrial fibrillation �0.01 (�1.52, 1.50) 1.31 (0.74, 1.88)* �0.08 (�1.61, 1.45) 1.27 (0.70, 1.84)*

SBP (continuous) 0.01 (�0.13, 0.04) 0.01 (�0.004, 0.01) 0.01 (�0.01, 0.04) 0.01 (�0.003, 0.01)

SBP �160 vs �160 �0.10 (�1.59, 1.39) 1.80 (1.23, 2.38)* �0.06 (�1.56, 1.45) 1.78 (1.20, 2.36)*

Angina �0.56 (�1.86, 0.73) 0.55 (0.08, 1.02)† �0.72 (�2.16, 0.71) 0.45 (�0.02, 0.92)†

CABG 0.90 (�0.76, 2.58) �1.52 (�2.30, �0.74)* 0.61 (�1.18, 2.40) �1.46 (�2.24, �0.69)*

MI 0.37 (�0.79, 1.54) 0.07 (�0.37, 0.50) 0.62 (�0.69, 1.94) 0.11 (�0.32, 0.55)

Diabetes 1.00 (�0.15, 2.16) �0.88 (�1.26, �0.50)* 0.57 (�0.62, 1.77) �0.84 (�1.22, �0.47)*

Any antihypertension
medication

0.43 (�0.51, 1.36) �0.54 (�0.96, �0.13)‡ 0.45 (�0.47, 1.36) �0.61 (�1.03, �0.19)‡

Stroke 0.55 (�1.18, 2.28) �0.11 (�0.67, 0.45) 0.75 (�0.98, 2.47) �0.04 (�0.59, 0.51)

Model 1: Controlling for age, sex, education, dementia duration, any APOE �4 alleles, depression (Neuropsychiatric Inventory
� 4), Mini-Mental State Examination. Model 2: Controlling for model 1 � other vascular variables.
*p � 0.001, †p � 0.05, ‡p � 0.01.
CDR � Clinical Dementia Rating; SBP � systolic blood pressure; CABG � coronary artery bypass graft surgery; MI � myocar-
dial infarction.

Table 3 Baseline vascular factors as predictors of cognitive (Mini-Mental State Examination) decline in
Alzheimer disease

Multivariate model 1 Multivariate model 2

Variable coeff (95% CI) coeff � time (95% CI) coeff (95% CI) coeff � time (95% CI)

Vascular index 0.02 (�0.08, 0.12) �0.01 (�0.05, 0.02)

Atrial fibrillation �0.21 (�2.27, 1.84) �1.57 (�2.40, �0.73)* �0.06 (�2.13, 2.02) �1.56 (�2.39, �0.73)*

SBP (continuous) 0.004 (�0.03, 0.04) �0.01 (�0.02, 0.003) 0.002 (�0.03, 0.03) �0.01 (�0.02, 0.003)

SBP �160 vs �160 0.29 (�1.75, 2.33) �2.48 (�3.33, �1.62)* 0.12 (�1.92, 2.17) �2.38 (�3.23, �1.53)*

Angina �0.38 (�2.13, 1.37) �0.35 (�0.99, 0.28) �0.14 (�2.09, 1.80) �0.30 (�0.94, 0.33)

CABG �0.03 (�2.32, 2.27) 1.80 (0.80, 2.80)* 0.82 (�1.67, 3.31) 1.75 (0.76, 2.74)†

MI �0.57 (�2.16, 1.01) �0.51 (�1.07, 0.05) �1.10 (�2.91, 0.71) �0.55 (�1.11, 0.001)

Diabetes 0.07 (�1.49, 1.64) 1.17 (0.68, 1.65)* 0.25 (�1.39, 1.89) 1.13 (0.65, 1.62)*

Any antihypertension
medication 0.12 (�1.13, 1.37) 0.27 (�0.26, 0.80) 0.09 (�1.16, 1.34) 0.32 (�0.21, 0.85)

Stroke 0.40 (�1.96, 2.75) �0.29 (�1.00, 0.41) �0.03 (�2.37, 2.32) �0.34 (�1.04, 0.35)

Model 1: Controlling for age, sex, education, dementia duration, any APOE �4 alleles, depression (Neuropsychiatric Inventory
� 4), CDR-Sum of Boxes. Model 2: Controlling for model 1 � other vascular variables.
*p � 0.001, †p� 0.01.
CDR � Clinical Dementia Rating; SBP � systolic blood pressure; CABG � coronary artery bypass graft surgery; MI � myocar-
dial infarction.
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CDR-Sum an MMSE. Antihypertensive medica-
tions have been reported to decrease the risk of
AD onset in the Cache County Study.30 Our find-
ings further suggest that these medications may
also be important in slowing progression once a
person is diagnosed with AD. However, the asso-
ciation between CABG and slower rate of decline
is somewhat surprising. CABG has been associated
with cognitive impairment and dementia in a previ-
ous report from the Cache County Study31 and oth-
ers,32 although not specifically with AD onset. A
potential mechanism by which CABGmay be asso-
ciated with slower decline is through improved car-
diac output. This could lead to improved cerebral

perfusion, which in turn improves outcome in AD
by enhancing function of marginally functioning
brain regions or by increasing clearance of toxic AD
moieties from the brain including amyloid-beta.
There may also be an inherent bias such that indi-
viduals who undergoCABGmight be health seekers
who are examined and treated aggressively by their
clinicians. As such, they could progress more slowly
because of better general health that might not be
measurable in demographic terms.

The slower decline observed with diabetes is
counterintuitive because type II diabetes is associ-
ated with atherosclerosis and increased risk of
AD.6,33,34 However, other epidemiologic studies8,35-37

have either reported that diabetes does not increase
the risk forADor find an association only in specific
subgroups (specific age groups; APOE �4 negative).
One caveat is that the DPS cohort is elderly with a
mean age of 85 years, and diabetics in the studymay
be hearty survivors not representative of the typical
course of disease. Another possible explanation is
that elderly diabetic patients were taking PPAR-
gamma antagonists, such as rosiglitazone, which
improved cognition and function in a recent AD
clinical trial.38 Alternatively, it is also possible that
individuals who have medical conditions which are
diagnosed and treated may be different from those
who have the same conditions but go untreated. Fi-
nally, it is possible that the effect of diabetes, as well
as CABG, on AD depends on the stage of the dis-
ease. For example, diabetes may be a risk factor for
incident AD, but may not be associated with pro-
gression after the onset.

Epidemiologic studies have highlighted the
timing of hypertension and hypercholesterolemia

Figure 4 Interaction between age and systolic blood pressure in predicting
more rapid decline on Clinical Dementia Rating (CDR)-Sum
progression in patients with Alzheimer disease

Table 4 Vascular and age interactions in predicting progression (vascular factor � age and vascular factor � age � time)

CDR* MMSE†

Variable coeff (95% CI) p Value coeff � time (95% CI) p Value coeff (95% CI) p Value coeff � time (95% CI) p Value

Atrial fibrillation 0.07 (�0.19, 0.33) 0.581 �0.03 (�0.13, 0.08) 0.599 0.14 (�0.22, 0.49) 0.452 0.11 (�0.02, 0.25) 0.103

SBP �160 vs �160 �0.01 (�0.33, 0.31) 0.947 0.20 (0.01, 0.39) 0.040 0.22 (�0.21, 0.65) 0.317 �0.26 (�0.52, �0.01) 0.045

Angina �0.18 (�0.37, 0.001) 0.052 0.14 (0.07, 0.22) �0.001 �0.03 (�0.23, 0.28) 0.847 �0.12 (�0.22, �0.03) 0.013

CABG �0.07 (�0.38, 0.24) 0.639 0.15 (�0.06, 0.36) 0.166 0.02 (�0.41, 0.44) 0.933 �0.01 (�0.26, 0.04) 0.939

MI �0.10 (�0.30, 0.09) 0.297 0.18 (0.09, 0.27) �0.001 0.35 (0.08, 0.61) 0.011 �0.12 (�0.23, 0.002) 0.053

Diabetes �0.03 (�0.21, 0.16) 0.784 0.02 (�0.05, 0.10) 0.529 0.07 (�0.19, 0.32) 0.609 �0.02 (�0.11, 0.08) 0.717

Any antihypertension
medication

�0.13 (�0.27, 0.02) 0.093 0.05 (�0.03, 0.13) 0.207 �0.06 (�0.26, 0.14) 0.537 �0.09 (�0.19, 0.01) 0.087

Positive numbers indicate worse functioning on Clinical Dementia Rating (CDR); negative numbers indicate worse functioning on Mini-Mental State Examina-
tion (MMSE).
*Controlling for age, sex, education, dementia duration, any APOE �4 alleles, depression (Neuropsychiatric Inventory � 4), MMSE, and other vascular
variables.
†Controlling for age, sex, education, dementia duration, any APOE �4 alleles, depression (Neuropsychiatric Inventory � 4), CDR-Sum, and other vascular
variables.
SBP � systolic blood pressure; CABG � coronary artery bypass graft surgery; MI � myocardial infarction.
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in relation to risk of AD. Both factors, when mea-
sured in midlife,2,3,39,40 have been found to increase
the risk of AD but, when measured in late life,
either have no effect or are found to decrease the
risk of subsequent AD.12,13 Interestingly, we also
found age interactions in predicting progression
after the onset of AD. Systolic hypertension, an-
gina, and MI were associated with greater pro-
gression on both the CDR and MMSE with
increasing age. Clearly these risk factors need to
be addressed at younger ages before the onset of
cognitive impairment. Future research is needed
in this area because determination of age-specific
risk factors is important in defining the patient
population in which intervention may lead to ef-
fective secondary prevention of AD.

There are several strengths to this study. This
was a longitudinal population-based study with in-
cident AD cases, thereby attenuating selection bias
found in clinical studies of Alzheimer progres-
sion. Second, the participants have been well-
characterized over many years of observation (from
the Cache County Memory Study and the DPS).
Third, participants with primary or comorbid vas-
cular dementia were excluded so as to prevent circu-
larity with regards to vascular risk factors and
diagnosis of AD.Despite these strengths several lim-
itations warrant consideration. The sample size was
small, especially with regard to multiple follow-ups.
Thus, we may have not had enough power to detect
associations between other vascular factors not
found to be associated with progression. The con-
tinuation of DPS, including additional enrollees and
longer-term follow-up, will provide more data for
future evaluations to clarify these results. Addition-
ally, information on vascular factors was primarily
based on self- and proxy-report. As underreporting
is more likely than over-reporting, these findings are
conservative and, therefore, vascular factors could
play a larger role in AD progression. Finally, dates
of onset for vascular factors were not available. It is
possible, for example in diabetes, that older onset
cases are less severe and therefore may not be as im-
portant in predicting AD progression compared to
earlier onset cases.

This study suggests that the use of a vascular
index to predict rate of progression in AD is not
useful at this stage of the disease. However, the
presence of individual vascular factors at the time
of AD diagnosis does influence rate of cognitive
and functional progression. Specifically, AF, sys-
tolic hypertension, and angina were associated
with more rapid progression and may suggest
strategies for secondary prevention in AD. The
findings that CABG and diabetes were associated

with less decline are counterintuitive and more re-
search is clearly needed before recommendations
can be made. Importantly, we also found that MI,
angina, and systolic hypertension had a greater
affect on decline in the older vs younger partici-
pants. This suggests that these factors may be
age-specific and that there is continued need to
treat these conditions as early as possible. On av-
erage, this population experienced an annual in-
crease of 1.6 points on the CDR-Sum and an
annual decrease of 1.9 points on the MMSE.
Some vascular factors, such as systolic hyperten-
sion, had progression exceeding these levels,
thereby doubling the rate in the presence of this
factor. As vascular variables are potentially mod-
ifiable, these findings suggest means for second-
ary prevention in AD. Further research and
attention to these vascular factors in relation to
AD progression is clearly warranted.
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