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Abstract

Background: Developed countries are experiencing an unprecedented increase in life expectancy that is
accompanied by a tremendous rise in the number of people with dementia. The purpose of this paper is to report
on the study design and methodology of an Italian population-based study on brain aging and dementia in the
elderly. This multi-domain study is structured in two phases. Our goal is to gather sufficient data to estimate the
prevalence (phase I: cross-sectional study), the incidence and the progression of dementia and its subtypes as well
as cognitive impairment (phase II: follow-up study) and to identify socio-demographic, clinical, and lifestyle factors
associated with dementia and the quality of brain aging in people aged 70–74 years, a crucial point between late
adulthood and old age.

Methods/Design: We chose to contact all 1773 people born between 1935–39 residing in Abbiategrasso, Milan,
Italy. Those who agreed to participate in the “Invece.Ab” study were enrolled in a cross-sectional assessment and
will be contacted two and four years after the initial data collection to participate in the longitudinal survey. Both
the cross-sectional and longitudinal assessments include a medical evaluation, a neuropsychological test battery,
several anthropometric measurements, a social and lifestyle interview, blood analyses, and the storage of a blood
sample for the evaluation of putative biological markers.

Discussion: Now at the end of the recruitment phase, the evaluable population has amounted to 1644 people.
Among these, 1321 (80.35%) of the participants have completed phase I. This high return rate was likely due to the
style of recruitment and personalization of the contacts.

Trial registration: ClinicalTrials.gov, NCT01345110
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Background
Brain aging and dementia: a public health emergency
Brain aging is characterized by numerous physiological,
structural, functional and neurocognitive changes with a
large variability among the aging population. Aging in-
creases the risk of disabilities such as dementia, i.e., the
gradual deterioration of mental function affecting the
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performance of normal daily activities [1]. The preva-
lence of dementia in people over sixty five has been esti-
mated between 5.9% [2] and 8% [3] in the Italian
population. In European countries, the prevalence of de-
mentia is about 6.4% in people over 65 years, and this
percentage doubles every five years after this age [4].
Considering the recent increase in longevity, dementia is
expected to affect a large number of people in the fore-
seeable future. This increase will likely have a dramatic
impact on the quality of life of the affected population
and on the social costs of caregiving. For this reason,
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improving the health and well-being of dementia pa-
tients is a top priority [5].
The differences in the reported prevalence of demen-

tia, according to the aforementioned study, depend on
several factors. One important aspect is that most of the
studies that estimated the prevalence of dementia were
conducted with cohorts with a wide age range. Once the
study population is stratified by age group, the sample
size is often not sufficient to reach powerful statistical
conclusions. Large multicenter studies or meta-analyses
[6] may reduce this problem. However, these studies are
inevitably conducted in different geographical areas, thus
introducing variability that might impact the interpret-
ation of the data. Another important issue, thought to
contribute to prevalence estimate heterogeneity, is that
the majority of the studies, at least in Europe, adopts a
two-phase approach, which consists of a screening phase,
generally administering MMSE, followed by a diagnos-
tic phase that include clinical and neuropsychological
examination [7].
To overcome these limitations, a population-based study

(“Invece.Ab” Invecchiamento Cerebrale in Abbiategrasso,
i.e., Brain aging in Abbiategrasso), coordinated by the
Golgi Cenci Foundation (GCF), was conducted in people
living in Abbiategrasso (Milan, Italy) who were born
between 1935 and 1939. This study consisted on a multi-
dimensional assessment including a clinical and neuro-
psychological examination extended to the whole
population in a single-phase fashion.
In the past 30 years, prospective population studies on

dementia have highlighted multiple risk factors besides
aging (e.g., family history of dementia years of educa-
tion). Lifestyle changes (e.g., physical and social inactiv-
ity, diet, alcohol consumption, or smoking) that can
reduce risk, even in late adulthood, are very useful in de-
veloping preventive strategies. In this regard, multidi-
mensional observational approaches are useful to depict
an exhaustive risk profile of unsuccessful brain aging.

Risk factors for dementia
Socio-demographic factors
Educational level has repeatedly been reported to have an
inverse relationship with dementia [8]; while there is less
evidence to demonstrate the influence of occupation [9].

Clinical risk factors
Vascular risk factors (heart disease, stroke, hypertension,
central obesity, diabetes, and elevated plasma homo-
cysteine and cholesterol concentrations) are known to
increase the risk of dementia and accelerate the asso-
ciated cognitive decline [10-15]. In addition, apolipo-
protein E (ApoE) is currently considered to be an
important genetic marker for late onset Alzheimer’s
disease. The ε4 allele of the ApoE gene is associated
with an increased risk of both familial and sporadic
forms of Alzheimer’s, accounting for 20–50% of the
attributable risk [16,17].
Anthropometrics measures
Both a low and high BMI are considered to be risk fac-
tors for dementia [18], whereas the influence of over-
weight health status and metabolic syndrome are still up
for debate [19,20]. A smaller head circumference has
been associated with an increased risk of developing
Alzheimer's disease [21]. Moreover, AD patients with a
larger head circumference perform better on cognitive
tasks than patients with a smaller head circumference
who have similar brain pathology [22].
Environmental and lifestyle factors
Participation in cognitively stimulating activities and the
maintenance of an active and socially integrated lifestyle
have both been found to delay the onset of dementia
[23-25]. In addition, consuming relatively high levels of
vegetables and fish (n-3 polyunsaturated fatty acids)
has been associated with a reduced risk of incident
Alzheimer’s disease [26]. The moderate consumption of
alcohol has been observed to be a protective factor in
non-ApoE ε4 carriers, whereas heavy drinking may accel-
erate the onset of Alzheimer’s disease [27]. Caffeine con-
sumption has been associated with a reduction in the
number of white matter lesions and potentially the delayed
onset of dementia [28]. In previous research, nicotine in-
take had been associated with a decreased risk of dementia
[29], but a more recent meta-analysis found the results
produced by case–control and cohort studies to be incon-
clusive with respect to the direction of this relationship
[30]. Sleep disorders appear to be frequent among those
with early dementia, although self-reported sleep difficul-
ties in late adulthood are questionable as predictors of
cognitive decline [31]. Despite the clear relevance, there
exist few prospective studies of the relationship between
sleep disorders and dementia. Furthermore, the feeling of
being older than one’s actual age is a predictor of poor
general health. In particular, higher perceived age is associ-
ated with increased mortality [32]. Mental stress associ-
ated with one’s primary occupation is thought to influence
cognitive performance in late adult life. Adverse life events
are well known risk factors for depression [33]. Consider-
ing the role of mood in the onset of dementia, increased
stress associated with negative life events may also be a
risk factor for dementia [34].
Engaging with technological devices such as cell phones,

computers, and remote controls has been correlated with
activation of neuropsychological systems, and therefore
the cognitive profile can also have an effect on everyday
use of technology [35].



Guaita et al. BMC Geriatrics 2013, 13:98 Page 3 of 9
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2318/13/98
Aims of the “Invece.Ab” study
The goals of the “InveCe.Ab” study are as follows:

1) Estimate the prevalence and incidence of dementia
and its subtypes, mild cognitive impairment (MCI),
and cognitive impairment with no dementia (CIND)
in people 70–74 years of age at baseline;

2) Investigate the potential risk or protective value of
various epidemiologic, clinical, and biological factors
as determinants of the quality of cognitive aging and
dementia onset. Special attention is given to
understanding how modifiable risk factors impact
cognitive impairment with and without dementia. In
this paper we describe the study design and
methods, together with the preliminary recruitment
results of the “Invece.Ab” study.

Methods/Design
Study design
The Invece.Ab study is structured in two phases:

1) Cross-sectional study. The aims of this sub-study
were to investigate the prevalence of dementia with
subtypes as well as the rate of cognitive impairment
and to investigate the influence of several potential
Figure 1 Map of the area of the “InveCe.Ab” study.
risk factors in our target population. In this regard, we
used biological, social, clinical, and neuropsychological
measures to collect data from our participants.

2) Follow-up study. After 2 and 4 years each
participant will be re-examined using procedures
that are identical to those used in the cross-sectional
study. The primary goal of the longitudinal
evaluation is to establish the incidence of dementia
and its subtypes, as well as the level of cognitive
impairment. In addition, we wish to assess whether
the investigated parameters have predictive value
with respect to the quality of brain aging as well as
dementia onset and\or progression.

Study area and participants
The “Invece.Ab” study is set in Abbiategrasso, a small city
in the province of Milan (North Italy; see Figure 1) with
30,000 inhabitants. The eligible population comprises all
people born between 1935 and 1939 who were residents
living in Abbiategrasso on the start date of the study
(1.773). This included people who were institutionalized.
Following a single age quintile in a longitudinal study

format allows us to minimize the confounding effect of
age. The study is being conducted in a specific geographic
area; hence, the recruited cohort is homogeneous with
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respect to age and ethnicity. Moreover, the choice to study
individuals aged 70–74 years is based on the observation
that this is considered to be a "transitional age" between
late adulthood and old age, especially in terms of cognitive
function [36], and that social and lifestyle factors still in-
fluence cognitive aging during this time [36].

Recruitment
A list of eligible people was obtained from the municipal
registry office. Prior to conducting follow-up measures,
this list will be updated for relevant changes (e.g. hospi-
talizations, deaths, and others) with the help of local
health authorities, municipality, hospitals and general
practitioners.
The study procedures were in accordance with the

principles outlined in the Declaration of Helsinki of
1964 and the following amendments. The study protocol
was submitted to and approved by the Ethics Committee
of the University of Pavia. Each phase of research was
under the supervision of the “Federazione Alzheimer Italia”,
the key association supporting those affected by dementia
and their relatives in Italy.
Recruitment was conducted with the involvement of

local social networks and voluntary associations [37].
The design and aims of the survey were described in
local newspapers and discussed in meetings with general
practitioners, parishes, and volunteer organizations. All
eligible individuals received a letter inviting them to at-
tend a public presentation about the “Invece.Ab” study.
Public presentations about the survey were carried out
separately for each cohort by birth-year (1935, 1936,
1937, 1938, 1939). During these meetings the first volun-
tary candidates were recruited. Those who did not vol-
unteer to participate during the meetings received a
letter explaining the study aims and inviting them to
participate with a confirmed appointment date. They
were also contacted by phone if their phone number was
available.
The evaluable population excluded those who were

not residing in the study area during the baseline study
period, had permanently moved away, were deceased,
and those who could not be located despite several
phone calls and three letters sent to the address pro-
vided by the Municipality. All participants provided writ-
ten informed consent for the use of personal data and
agreed to provide a blood sample that would be used for
biological analyses and DNA extraction. For participants
with severe cognitive impairments, written informed
consent was obtained from their relatives or caregivers.
The longitudinal phase will include all participants

who participated to the cross-sectional assessment, ex-
cluding those who have since passed away, have moved
to another city, or those who are no longer willing to
participate to the study.
Study development
Each participant underwent a comprehensive clinical
evaluation that incorporated social, medical and psycho-
logical examinations. All assessments were carried out at
the GCF with the exception of examinations of partici-
pants with significant health problems, which took place
at their homes. The assessments were divided into two
appointments. The first was about 1.5 hours in duration
and included blood sampling, a social questionnaire, and
an evaluation of walking speed. The second appointment
was about 2 hours in duration and included a medical
examination and a neuropsychological assessment of
mood and cognitive functions. Following these evalua-
tions each participant received a letter with the results
of the hematologic analyses and neuropsychological
tests. The first follow-up assessments are scheduled to
take place approximately 24 months after the first exam-
ination, the second after 48 months. The entire study is
expected to run until 2014.
A pilot study was conducted prior to the main experi-

ment. This was necessary to evaluate the feasibility of
each instrument (e.g., the medical and social question-
naires and the neuropsychological test batteries) on a
sample of people with a similar age and geographic area
who were attending social and sanitary services. In
addition, a pilot study was useful for training the inter-
viewers responsible for administering the social ques-
tionnaires, and allowed us to generate guidelines for
compiling the questionnaires in a way that would guar-
antee homogeneity in the data collection.
At each step of the follow-up, responders will be com-

pared with non-responders with respect to certain cru-
cial characteristics (sex, age, birth region, health, and
education) that are available at the registry office of
Abbiategrasso, to detect any non-response bias.

Endpoints and diagnostic criteria
The main anticipated endpoints of the study are demen-
tia syndrome and cognitive impairment. Each participant
will receive a diagnosis of normal cognitive function, de-
mentia, Mild Cognitive Impairment (MCI), Cognitive
Impairment No Dementia (CIND), depression, or psych-
osis at each study phase.

Dementia
The presence/absence of dementia was defined using the
Italian version of the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of
Mental Disorders IV (DSM IV-TR) [38]. After syndromic
diagnosis, dementia subtypes were defined as follows.
Alzheimer’s disease was assessed using the NINCDS/
ADRDA criteria for probable, possible and definite diag-
nosis [39], as well as the guidelines of the European Feder-
ation of Neurological Societies [40]. Vascular Dementia
was assessed using the NINDS-AIREN criteria, which are
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considered to be more pertinent for research purposes
than the ADDTC criteria, as well as being useful for other
care settings [41]. Dementia with Lewy Bodies was
assessed using the criteria outlined in the third report of
the DLB Consortium [42]. Frontotemporal Dementia was
evaluated using the clinical criteria of the Manchester
Royal Infirmary group, having been revised and confirmed
by HJ Rosen [43].
MCI and CIND
Cognitive impairment without dementia was defined as
MCI using Petersen’s criteria [44], requiring a subjective
memory complaint, impaired performance on objective
memory tests, a non-demented status and absence of de-
pendency or need help attributable to cognitive impair-
ment, while might have been present some difficulties (no
“zero” score in ADL and IADL scale). When no self-
report of cognitive problems was present, the concept of
CIND was applied [45]. Subtypes of cognitive impairment
were defined as per the description of MCI by the Work-
ing Group of the European Consortium on Alzheimer's
Disease [46]. The definition of “cognitive impairment” was
applied on the basis of neuropsychological and clinical ex-
aminations. A cognitive test score was considered “abnor-
mal” when was under the threshold value of normality
gathered from normative studies. The neuropsychological
tests and the relevant normative studies are reported in
the “Assessment methods” section of this article. The
presence of two or more tests below the cut off level was
considered a criterion for definition of MCI and CIND. In
case of clinical instability and serious language disorders
no definite cognitive diagnosis was applied. People with
depression and psychosis have been so labeled. To define
cognitive status of people with hearing and visual prob-
lems only the tests which did not specifically involved the
impaired function were considered. In case of low literacy,
people could be labeled as “normal” or as “no definite
diagnosis” taking into consideration the whole assessment.
Few individuals where considered cognitively impaired,

although in the presence of a single abnormal result,
only whether there was an agreement between the doc-
tor and the neuropsychologist.
Depression
A diagnosis of depression was assigned when the clinical
evaluation confirmed the presence of at least three of
the following criteria: 1) a history of depression, 2) anti-
depressant therapy, 3) a score of 8 or more out of 15 on
the Geriatric Depression Scale [47], and 4) the positive an-
swer to two key questions on depressed mood, which were
derived from the CES-D scale and have been used in epi-
demiological studies [48]. Otherwise the presence of “de-
pressive symptoms” were considered to be “subthreshold
depressive symptoms”, as described by the National Insti-
tute of Clinical Excellence (NICE) [49].
Psychosis
This diagnosis was assigned only if it was present in the
available anamnesis. This category was comprehensive of
a wide range of conditions (ICD 10: F20 – F29).
In the case of participants with unstable clinical condi-

tion or where there was insufficient information, no
diagnosis was defined.
Assessment methods
Geriatric evaluations were based on the medical history
of the participant and a complete physical examination,
with special attention given to past neurologic events as
well as to present neurologic signs and symptoms. The
mental status of the participant was informally evaluated
by the physician by asking specific questions based on
the DSM IV definition of dementia syndrome, as well
as evaluating the ability of the participant to report
his or her own medical history. Family doctors and
relatives were sometimes interviewed to verify specific
information.
Neuropsychological assessments addressed several cog-

nitive areas using the applicable instruments, as listed
below. Unless otherwise indicated, normative data were
derived from a battery standardized for the Italian popula-
tion [50]. Global cognition was assessed using the Mini
Mental State Examination (MMSE) [51]. MMSE was
corrected for age and years of education following the nor-
mative data published by Magni et al. [52]. Verbal episodic
memory was evaluated using the revised version of the
Babcock Story Recall Test and the Rey Auditory-Verbal
Learning Test [53]. Language was assessed using the
Phonemic Verbal Fluency Tests [54] and Semantic Verbal
Fluency Test. Executive functions were gauged using
Raven’s Coloured Matrices [55] and Clock Drawing Test
[56]. Simple and divided attention, and attentional control
were tested using the Attentional Matrices and Trail Mak-
ing Test [57]. Finally, visuospatial skills were evaluated
using the Rey-Osterrieth Complex Figure (copy and recall)
[58]. Each evaluation session was preceded by an informal
interview to evaluate potential interfering factors and to
help the participants feel at ease.
Functional evaluations of activities of daily living were

assessed using the Katz Activity of Daily Living scale
[59]. The Instrumental Activities of Daily Living scale
was adopted to investigate eight more complex daily
tasks such as the ability to use the telephone, prepare
meals or handle finances [60].
A final diagnosis was assigned by the Research Dir-

ector after reaching an agreement between the neuro-
psychological and geriatric examinations.
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Social, clinical and lifestyle parameters
We conducted a comprehensive clinical assessment,
where we obtained individual medical histories and
performed a full physical examination of each partici-
pant. The following anthropometric measurements were
obtained: height, knee height (the distance between the
upper ridge of the patella and the heel) [61], weight
(measured to the nearest 100 g), waist (measured at the
end of normal expiration at the midway between the
lower rib and the iliac crest) and head circumference
(measured just above the supraorbital ridges) [62].
We also conducted the Talking While Walking Test in

which walking speed was recorded during a single and
dual action task [63]. Participants were asked to rise
from a chair and to walk back and forth along an indi-
cated distance of 5 meters with no pausing, and to sit
down again. They were then asked to perform the same
movements while listing personal names in a loud voice
(female names for men and male names for women).
Figure 2 Flow chart of the “InveCe.Ab” study.
Data regarding social and lifestyle factors were collected
using a specific questionnaire. First, we gathered demo-
graphic information such as gender, age, and education.
To assess occupational history, different occupations were
categorized into four classes that were derived from the
nine classes used by the Italian Statistical Institute [64].
We also recorded the reported levels of physical and men-
tal stress associated with the primary occupation for each
participant. To assess socio-economic status, we asked
seven questions that probed the past and current eco-
nomic status, social relationships, hobbies, leisure activ-
ities, and interests of each individual. Adverse life events
were measured using the "Geriatric Assessment Life
Events Scale (GALES)", a scale developed and validated
for the geriatric population. The number of events, level
of stress, and personal responses to these events were
recorded [33]. We also assessed alcohol, coffee, and tea
consumption using simple and reliable questions about al-
cohol consumption, which in Italy is mainly that of wine
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[65]. To obtain information about smoking habits we in-
cluded questions about the type (cigarettes, cigar, pipe),
daily frequency, and years of smoking. To assess diet we
asked 13 questions about perceptions of change in appe-
tite and food consumption, with special attention to fish
[66] and fresh vegetables [67]. Physical activity and exer-
cise were measured by evaluating physical activities related
to daily needs separately from leisure time activities. The
weekly frequency of different physical activities was
recorded. Sleep quality was evaluated using a reliable set
of questions [68] concerning duration of sleep, insomnia,
the use of sleep medication, sleep apnea, and other sleep
disorders. In measuring perceived health and perceived
age, health was self-rated as “very good”, “good”, “fair”,
“poor”, or “very poor”, [69,70] together with any perceived
changes in the last year. Perceived physical age and per-
ceived mental age were rated either as feeling younger, the
same, or older in comparison with one’s chronological age
[32]. Finally, technology use was evaluated by asking ques-
tions about use of simple technological instruments such
as remote controls, credit cards, and computers [35].
Biological markers were investigated using a blood

sample collected from each participant while in a sitting
position. Part of the blood sample was used to assess
thyroid function (TSH), cyanocobalamin, folate, and
blood cell count, while the remaining part was drawn and
stored for other biological analyses. Specifically, from a
12 ml EDTA blood sample, 1.5 ml was stored at −80°C for
DNA extraction and about 10 ml was centrifuged at
2500 rpm for 15 minutes to obtain plasma that was then
stored at −80°C. The remaining blood sample was diluted
with phosphate buffered saline (PBS, GIBCO) and the
lymphocytes were isolated using a Ficoll-Paque PLUS gra-
dient according to the manufacturer's instructions (GE
Healthcare) and stored at −80°C.

Discussion
The cross-sectional phase of the study was completed at
the end of 2010 and a progress flow-chart is given in
Figure 2. In detail, the extraction of data about the eli-
gible population from the registry office in November
2009 identified 1773 people; a total 1644 of whom we
were able to contact (some had moved away, changed
residence, or passed away before we were able to contact
them). A total of 1321 people out of the 1664 participated
in the cross-sectional study. Our study had a considerable
response rate of 80.35%, while other population studies of
those over 65 years of age in Italy have had a return rate
of 75% at most [71].
This high return rate was likely due to the style of re-

cruitment and personalization of the successive contacts.
Among the participants, 543 (47%) volunteered to partici-
pate during the initial presentation meetings, 621 (41.1%)
agreed to participate after one attempt at personal contact
had been made (via a letter and telephone call), and the
other 157 (11.9%) participated only after receiving several
letters and telephone calls. Among the 1321 participants,
1267 (95.9%) were fully assessed and only 54 (4.1%) were
partially assessed. All responders, whether completely or
partially assessed, represent the eligible population for the
follow up phase of the study.
The prospective investigation of a population can sig-

nificantly increase understanding of the relationships be-
tween age, cognitive decline, and dementia, as well as a
wide array of factors associated with healthful cognitive
aging. A major challenge in the quest to promote health-
ful aging is to uncover the determinants of cognitive de-
cline and identify risk factors that lead to dementia.
Adding further evidence to the available data pool re-

garding the influence of lifestyle and biology on cogni-
tive aging and dementia may help us develop strategies
to delay aging-associated cognitive loss; an attainable
goal with a considerable public health impact.

Organizational structure
Our multidisciplinary study group includes diverse pro-
fessionals (geriatricians, neuropsychologists, biologists,
social workers and statisticians) who are able to offer dif-
ferent perspectives regarding the selection of data and
interpretation of results.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contribution
AG, principal investigator, was responsible for the study design and drafted
the manuscript; MC and SFV conceived the medical section and helped to
draft the manuscript.; RV conceived and carried out the neuropsychological
evaluations; SF planned the execution of the study and helped to draft the
manuscript; GF participated in the design of the study; LP and AD carried
out the collection of blood samples, plasma separation and lymphocytes
extraction and helped to draft the manuscript; VVF and SV participated in
the design of the study, planned epidemiological and statistical design and
helped to draft the manuscript. All co-authors reviewed the manuscript and
approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgments
The authors are deeply indebted with “Federazione Alzheimer Italia”, Milan,
for partially funding the study and for having supervised the correctness of
the execution of the study.

Author details
1“Golgi Cenci” Foundation, Corso San Martino 8, 20081 Abbiategrasso, Italy.
2“Mario Negri” Institute for Pharmacological Research, Via La Masa 19, 20156
Milan, Italy. 3“C.Golgi” Geriatric Institute, Piazza Golgi 11, 20081 Abbiategrasso,
Italy. 4Biostatistics and Clinical Epidemiology, Department of Public Health,
Neurosciences, Experimental and Forensic Medicine, University of Pavia, Via
Mondino 2, 27100 Pavia, Italy.

Received: 25 October 2012 Accepted: 18 September 2013
Published: 24 September 2013

References
1. Knopman DS, DeKosky ST, Cummings JL, Chui H, Corey-Bloom J, Relkin N,

Small GW, Miller B, Stevens JC: Practice parameter: diagnosis of dementia
(an evidence-based review). Report of the Quality Standards



Guaita et al. BMC Geriatrics 2013, 13:98 Page 8 of 9
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2318/13/98
Subcommittee of the American Academy of Neurology. Neurology 2001,
56:1143–53.

2. Ravaglia G, Forti P, Maioli F, Sacchetti L, Mariani E, Nativio V, Talerico T,
Vettori C, Macini PL: Education, occupation, and prevalence of dementia:
findings from the Conselice study. Dement Geriatr Cogn Disord 2002,
14:90–100.

3. Prencipe M, Casini AR, Ferretti C, Lattanzio MT, Fiorelli M, Culasso F:
Prevalence of dementia in an elderly rural population: effects of age,
sex, and education. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry 1996, 60:628–33.

4. Lobo A, Launer LJ, Fratiglioni L, Andersen K, Di Carlo A, Breteler MM,
Copeland JR, Dartigues JF, Jagger C, Martinez-Lage J, Soininen H, Hofman A:
Prevalence of dementia and major subtypes in Europe: A collaborative
study of population-based cohorts. Neurologic Diseases in the Elderly
Research Group. Neurology 2000, 54:S4–9.

5. Association A’s: Alzheimer’s disease facts and figures. Alzheimers Dement
2010, 6:158–94.

6. Berr C, Wancata J, Ritchie K: Prevalence of dementia in the elderly in
Europe. Eur Neuropsychopharmacol 2005, 15:463–71.

7. Misiak B, Cialkowska-Kuzminska M, Frydecka D, Chladzinska-Kiejna S, Kiejna A:
European studies on the prevalence of dementia in the elderly: time for a
step towards a methodological consensus. Int J Geriatr Psychiatry 2013. in press.

8. Gatz M, Prescott CA, Pedersen NL: Lifestyle risk and delaying factors.
Alzheimer Dis Assoc Disord 2006, 20:S84–88.

9. Karp A, Kåreholt I, Qiu C, Bellander T, Winblad B, Fratiglioni L: Relation of
education and occupation-based socioeconomic status to incident
Alzheimer’s disease. Am J Epidemiol 2004, 159:175–83.

10. Peila R, White LR, Petrovich H, Masaki K, Ross GW, Havlik RJ, Launer LJ: Joint
effect of the APOE gene and midlife systolic blood pressure on late-life
cognitive impairment: the Honolulu-Asia aging study. Stroke 2001, 32:2882–9.

11. Razay G, Williams J, King E, Smith AD, Wilcock G: Blood pressure, dementia
and Alzheimer’s disease: the OPTIMA longitudinal study. Dement Geriatr
Cogn Disord 2009, 28:70–4.

12. Stewart R, Asonganyi B, Sherwood R: Plasma homocysteine and cognitive
impairment in an older British African-Caribbean population. J Am Geriatr
Soc 2002, 50:1227–32.

13. White L, Launer L: Relevance of cardiovascular risk factors and ischemic
cerebrovascular disease to the pathogenesis of Alzheimer disease: a
review of accrued findings from the Honolulu-Asia Aging Study.
Alzheimer Dis Assoc Disord 2006, 20:S79–83.

14. Cereda E, Sansone V, Meola G, Malavazos AE: Increased visceral adipose tissue
rather than BMI as a risk factor for dementia. Age Ageing 2007, 36:488–91.

15. Helzner EP, Luchsinger JA, Scarmeas N, Cosentino S, Brickman AM, Glymour
MM, Stern Y: Contribution of vascular risk factors to the progression in
Alzheimer disease. Arch Neurol 2009, 66:343–8.

16. Seripa D, Panza F, Franceschi M, D’Onofrio G, Solfrizzi V, Dallapiccola B,
Pilotto A: Non-apolipoprotein E and apolipoprotein E genetics of
sporadic Alzheimer’s disease. Ageing Res Rev 2009, 8:214–36.

17. Ashford JW: APOE genotype effects on Alzheimer’s disease onset and
epidemiology. J Mol Neurosci 2004, 23:157–65.

18. Anstey KJ, Cherbuin N, Budge M, Young J: Body mass index in midlife and
late-life as a risk factor for dementia: a meta-analysis of prospective
studies. Obes Rev 2011, 12:e426–37.

19. Forti P, Pisacane N, Rietti E, Lucicesare A, Olivelli V, Mariani E, Mecocci P,
Ravaglia G: Metabolic syndrome and risk of dementia in older adults.
J Am Geriatr Soc 2010, 58:487–92.

20. Fitzpatrick AL, Kuller LH, Lopez OL, Diehr P, O’Meara ES, Longstreth WT,
Luchsinger JA: Midlife and late-life obesity and the risk of dementia:
cardiovascular health study. Arch Neurol 2009, 66:336–42.

21. Schofield PW, Logroscino G, Andrews HF, Albert S, Stern Y: An association
between head circumference and Alzheimer’s disease in a population-
based study of aging and dementia. Neurology 1997, 49:30–7.

22. Perneczky R, Wagenpfeil S, Lunetta KL, Cupples LA, Green RC, Decarli C, Farrer
LA, Kurz A: Head circumference, atrophy, and cognition: implications for
brain reserve in Alzheimer disease. Neurology 2010, 75:137–42.

23. Morgan GS, Gallacher J, Bayer A, Fish M, Ebrahim S, Ben-Shlomo Y: Physical
Activity in Middle-Age and Dementia in Later Life: Findings from a
Prospective Cohort of Men in Caerphilly, South Wales and a Meta-
Analysis. J Alzheimers Dis 2012, 31:569–80.

24. Rovio S, Kåreholt I, Helkala E-L, Viitanen M, Winblad B, Tuomilehto J, Soininen H,
Nissinen A, Kivipelto M: Leisure-time physical activity at midlife and the risk
of dementia and Alzheimer’s disease. Lancet Neurol 2005, 4:705–11.
25. Landau SM, Marks SM, Mormino EC, Rabinovici GD, Oh H, O’Neil JP, Wilson
RS, Jagust WJ: Association of Lifetime Cognitive Engagement and Low
β-Amyloid Deposition. Arch Neurol 2012, 69:623–29.

26. Barberger-Gateau P, Raffaitin C, Letenneur L, Berr C, Tzourio C, Dartigues JF,
Alpérovitch A: Dietary patterns and risk of dementia: the Three-City
cohort study. Neurology 2007, 69:1921–30.

27. Lee Y, Back JH, Kim J, Kim S-H, Na DL, Cheong H-K, Hong CH, Kim YG:
Systematic review of health behavioral risks and cognitive health in
older adults. Int Psychogeriatr 2010, 22:174–87.

28. Ritchie K, Artero S, Portet F, Brickman A, Muraskin J, Beanino E, Ancelin M-L,
Carrière I: Caffeine, cognitive functioning, and white matter lesions in the
elderly: establishing causality from epidemiological evidence. J Alzheimers
Dis 2010, 20(Suppl 1):S161–6.

29. van Duijn CM, Hofman A: Relation between nicotine intake and
Alzheimer’s disease. BMJ 1991, 302:1491–4.

30. Almeida OP, Hulse GK, Lawrence D, Flicker L: Smoking as a risk factor for
Alzheimer’s disease: contrasting evidence from a systematic review of
case–control and cohort studies. Addiction 2002, 97:15–28.

31. Jelicic M, Bosma H, Ponds RWHM, Van Boxtel MPJ, Houx PJ, Jolles J:
Subjective sleep problems in later life as predictors of cognitive decline.
Report from the Maastricht Ageing Study (MAAS). Int J Geriatr Psychiatry
2002, 17:73–7.

32. Uotinen V, Rantanen T, Suutama T: Perceived age as a predictor of old
age mortality: a 13-year prospective study. Age Ageing 2005, 34:368–72.

33. Devanand DP, Kim MK, Paykina N, Sackeim HA: Adverse life events in
elderly patients with major depression or dysthymic disorder and in
healthy-control subjects. Am J Geriatr Psychiatry 2002, 10:265–74.

34. Gao Y, Huang C, Zhao K, Ma L, Qiu X, Zhang L, Xiu Y, Chen L, Lu W, Huang
C, Tang Y, Xiao Q: Depression as a risk factor for dementia and mild
cognitive impairment: a meta-analysis of longitudinal studies. Int J Geriatr
Psychiatry 2013, 28:441–49.

35. Colombo M, Vitali SF, Vaccaro R, Malnati M, Cutaia C, Abbondanza S, Valle E,
Fossi S, Guaita A: Current technology usage and neuropsychological functions
in older persons attending a memory clinic. Gerontechnology 2010, 9:204.

36. Fratiglioni L, Paillard-Borg S, Winblad B: An active and socially integrated lifestyle
in late life might protect against dementia. Lancet Neurol 2004, 3:343–53.

37. Bonk J: A road map for the recruitment and retention of older adult
participants for longitudinal studies. J Am Geriatr Soc 2010, 58(Suppl 2):S303–7.

38. Andreoli V, Cassano GB, Rossi R: DSM-IV-TR. Manuale diagnostico e statistico
dei disturbi mentali. Milano: Elsevier; 2007.

39. McKhann G, Drachman D, Folstein M, Katzman R, Price D, Stadlan EM:
Clinical diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease: report of the NINCDS-ADRDA
Work Group under the auspices of Department of Health and Human
Services Task Force on Alzheimer’s Disease. Neurology 1984, 34:939–44.

40. Hort J, O’Brien JT, Gainotti G, Pirttila T, Popescu BO, Rektorova I, Sorbi S,
Scheltens P: EFNS guidelines for the diagnosis and management of
Alzheimer’s disease. Eur J Neurol 2010, 17:1236–48.

41. Wiederkehr S, Simard M, Fortin C, van Reekum R: Validity of the clinical
diagnostic criteria for vascular dementia: a critical review. Part II.
J Neuropsychiatry Clin Neurosci 2008, 20:162–77.

42. McKeith IG, Dickson DW, Lowe J, Emre M, O’Brien JT, Feldman H, Cummings J,
Duda JE, Lippa C, Perry EK, Aarsland D, Arai H, Ballard CG, Boeve B, Burn DJ,
Costa D, Del Ser T, Dubois B, Galasko D, Gauthier S, Goetz CG, Gomez-Tortosa
E, Halliday G, Hansen LA, Hardy J, Iwatsubo T, Kalaria RN, Kaufer D, Kenny RA,
Korczyn A, et al: Diagnosis and management of dementia with Lewy bodies:
third report of the DLB Consortium. Neurology 2005, 65:1863–72.

43. Rosen HJ, Hartikainen KM, Jagust W, Kramer JH, Reed BR, Cummings JL,
Boone K, Ellis W, Miller C, Miller BL: Utility of clinical criteria in
differentiating frontotemporal lobar degeneration (FTLD) from AD.
Neurology 2002, 58:1608–15.

44. Petersen RC: Mild cognitive impairment as a diagnostic entity. J Intern
Med 2004, 256:183–94.

45. Chertkow H, Massoud F, Nasreddine Z, Belleville S, Joanette Y, Bocti C,
Drolet V, Kirk J, Freedman M, Bergman H: Diagnosis and treatment of
dementia: 3. Mild cognitive impairment and cognitive impairment without
dementia. CMAJ 2008, 178:1273–85.

46. Portet F, Ousset PJ, Visser PJ, Frisoni GB, Nobili F, Scheltens P, Vellas B,
Touchon J: Mild cognitive impairment (MCI) in medical practice: a critical
review of the concept and new diagnostic procedure. Report of the MCI
Working Group of the European Consortium on Alzheimer’s Disease.
J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry 2006, 77:714–8.



Guaita et al. BMC Geriatrics 2013, 13:98 Page 9 of 9
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2318/13/98
47. Wancata J, Alexandrowicz R, Marquart B, Weiss M, Friedrich F: The criterion
validity of the Geriatric Depression Scale: a systematic review. Acta
Psychiatr Scand 2006, 114:398–410.

48. Whooley MA, Avins AL, Miranda J, Browner WS: Case-finding instruments
for depression. Two questions are as good as many. J Gen Intern Med
1997, 12:439–45.

49. The treatment and menagement of depression in adults. http://www.nice.org.
uk/nicemedia/live/12329/45888/45888.pdf.

50. Spinnler H, Tognoni G: Standardizzazione e taratura italiana di test
neuropsicologici. Ital J Neurol Sci 1987, 8:44–6.

51. Folstein MF, Folstein SE, McHugh PR: “Mini-mental state”. A practical
method for grading the cognitive state of patients for the clinician.
J Psychiatr Res 1975, 12:189–98.

52. Magni E, Binetti G, Bianchetti A, Rozzini R, Trabucchi M: Mini-Mental State
Examination: a normative study in Italian elderly population. Eur J Neurol
1996, 3:198–202.

53. Carlesimo GA, Sabbadini M, Fadda L, Caltagirone C: Different components
in word-list forgetting of pure amnesics, degenerative demented and
healthy subjects. Cortex 1995, 31:735–45.

54. Carlesimo GA, Caltagirone C, Gainotti G: The Mental Deterioration Battery:
normative data, diagnostic reliability and qualitative analyses of
cognitive impairment. The Group for the Standardization of the Mental
Deterioration Battery. Eur Neurol 1996, 36:378–84.

55. Basso A, Capitani E, Laiacona M: Raven’s coloured progressive matrices:
normative values on 305 adult normal controls. Funct Neurol 1987, 2:189–94.

56. Mendez MF, Ala T, Underwood KL: Development of scoring criteria for the
clock drawing task in Alzheimer’s disease. J Am Geriatr Soc 1992, 40:1095–9.

57. Giovagnoli AR, Del Pesce M, Mascheroni S, Simoncelli M, Laiacona M,
Capitani E: Trail making test: normative values from 287 normal adult
controls. Ital J Neurol Sci 1996, 17:305–9.

58. Caffarra P, Vezzadini G, Dieci F, Zonato F, Venneri A: Rey-Osterrieth
complex figure: normative values in an Italian population sample. Neurol
Sci 2002, 22:443–7.

59. Katz S, Downs TD, Cash HR, Grotz RC: Progress in development of the
index of ADL. Gerontologist 1970, 10:20–30.

60. Lawton MP, Brody EM: Assessment of older people: self-maintaining and
instrumental activities of daily living. Gerontologist 1969, 9:179–86.

61. Chumlea WC, Guo S: Equations for predicting stature in white and black
elderly individuals. J Gerontol 1992, 47:M197–203.

62. Mortimer JA, Snowdon DA, Markesbery WR: Small head circumference is
associated with less education in persons at risk for Alzheimer disease in
later life. Alzheimer Dis Assoc Disord 2008, 22:249–54.

63. Camicioli R, Howieson D, Lehman S, Kaye J: Talking while walking: the effect
of a dual task in aging and Alzheimer’s disease. Neurology 1997, 48:955–8.

64. Istat.it. http://nup2006.istat.it.
65. Williams R, Vinson DC: Validation of a single screening question for

problem drinking. J Fam Pract 2001, 50:307–12.
66. Morris MC, Evans DA, Tangney CC, Bienias JL, Wilson RS: Fish consumption

and cognitive decline with age in a large community study. Arch Neurol
2005, 62:1849–53.

67. Solfrizzi V, Panza F, Frisardi V, Seripa D, Logroscino G, Imbimbo BP, Pilotto A:
Diet and Alzheimer’s disease risk factors or prevention: the current
evidence. Expert Rev Neurother 2011, 11:677–708.

68. Stenholm S, Kronholm E, Bandinelli S, Guralnik JM, Ferrucci L: Self-reported
sleep duration and time in bed as predictors of physical function
decline: results from the InCHIANTI study. Sleep 2011, 34:1583–93.

69. Wannamethee G, Shaper AG: Self-assessment of health status and
mortality in middle-aged British men. Int J Epidemiol 1991, 20:239–45.

70. Trentini C, Wagner G, Chachamovich E, Figueiredo M, da Silva L, Hirakata V,
Fleck M: Subjective perception of health in elderly inpatients. Int J Psychol
2012, 47:279–86.

71. Ravaglia G, Forti P: The conselice study of brain ageing. Immun Ageing
2010, 7(Suppl 1):S2.

doi:10.1186/1471-2318-13-98
Cite this article as: Guaita et al.: Brain aging and dementia during the
transition from late adulthood to old age: design and methodology of
the “Invece.Ab” population-based study. BMC Geriatrics 2013 13:98.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

http://www.nice.org.uk/nicemedia/live/12329/45888/45888.pdf
http://www.nice.org.uk/nicemedia/live/12329/45888/45888.pdf
http://nup2006.istat.it

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods/Design
	Discussion
	Trial registration

	Background
	Brain aging and dementia: a public health emergency
	Risk factors for dementia
	Socio-demographic factors
	Clinical risk factors
	Anthropometrics measures
	Environmental and lifestyle factors

	Aims of the “Invece.Ab” study

	Methods/Design
	Study design
	Study area and participants
	Recruitment
	Study development
	Endpoints and diagnostic criteria
	Dementia
	MCI and CIND
	Depression
	Psychosis

	Assessment methods
	Social, clinical and lifestyle parameters

	Discussion
	Organizational structure

	Competing interests
	Authors’ contribution
	Acknowledgments
	Author details
	References

