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There is an association between stress and dementia. However, less is known about dementia among persons
with varied stress responses and sex differences in these associations. We used this population-based cohort
study to examine dementia among persons with a range of clinician-diagnosed stress disorders, as well as the
interaction between stress disorders and sex in predicting dementia, in Denmark from 1995 to 2011. This study
included Danes aged 40 years or older with a stress disorder diagnosis (n = 47,047) and a matched comparison
cohort (n = 232,141) without a stress disorder diagnosis with data from 1995 through 2011. Diagnoses were culled
from national registries. We used Cox proportional hazards regression to estimate associations between stress disor-
ders and dementia. Risk of dementia was higher for persons with stress disorders than for persons without such diag-
nosis; adjusted hazard ratios ranged from 1.6 to 2.8. There was evidence of an interaction between sex and stress
disorders in predicting dementia, with a higher rate of dementia among men with stress disorders except posttrau-
matic stress disorder, for which women had a higher rate. Results support existing evidence of an association
between stress and dementia. This study contributes novel information regarding dementia risk across a range of

stress responses, and interactions between stress disorders and sex.

cohort study; dementia; stress disorders, traumatic

Abbreviations: Cl, confidence interval; PTSD, posttraumatic stress disorder.

Stress disorders, particularly posttraumatic stress disorder
(PTSD), occur frequently and are associated with significant
costs to individuals and society (1). Similarly, dementia is an
increasingly costly public health concern (2), with prevalence
growing annually (3). Given the ubiquity of these conditions,
a deeper understanding of their association could have a signifi-
cant public health impact.

An association between stress and dementia has been docu-
mented across population-based studies (4-9). For exam-
ple, self-reported experiences of everyday life stress during
middle age were related to dementia diagnosis in a longitudinal
population-based study of women in Gothenburg, Sweden (4).
Work-related stress was associated with dementia in a population-
based sample of Swedish twins (5). In the United States, in a
study based on longitudinal data from the Kaiser Permanente
Northern California health system, PTSD was associated with
a 2-fold increased risk of dementia in men and a 1.6-fold
increase in women (6). In a predominantly male sample of
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veterans using US Department of Veterans Affairs health care,
veterans with PTSD had 1.7 times the rate of dementia of ve-
terans without PTSD (95% confidence interval (CI): 1.7, 1.9)
(7). A smaller study of US veterans compared risk of dementia
among veterans with PTSD who had received a Purple Heart
medal (awarded to US service members wounded in combat)
with that among veterans without PTSD or a Purple Heart.
Interestingly, a higher odds ratio of dementia was found among
veterans who had a PTSD diagnosis but no Purple Heart com-
pared with those who had neither (adjusted odds ratio = 2.3,
95% CI: 2.0, 2.7) (8). Dementia symptoms were also higher
among persons aged 65 or older with major housing damage
from the 2011 Great East Japan Earthquake and Tsunami (9).
Although most published studies on the subject have docu-
mented an association between stress and dementia, unanswered
questions remain with regard to understanding of the association
between dementia and a range of stress responses. Similarly, few
studies have examined the gender differences in the association
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between stress and dementia in a single source of data. A recent
review of stress and dementia called for well-designed longitu-
dinal studies to further examine this association (10). Thus, the
aim of the current study was to examine the risk of dementia
among persons with stress disorders, which capture a wide range
of stress reactions (including acute stress reaction, PTSD, adjust-
ment disorder, and 2 unspecified stress diagnoses). Furthermore,
we examined the interaction between stress disorders and sex in
predicting the rate of dementia.

METHODS
Setting and design

The source population for this nationwide cohort study was
the entire population of Denmark (approximately 3.59 million
persons), between 1995 and 2011, aged 40 years or older.
Denmark’s many nationwide registries collectively contain
diverse social and medical data, providing an optimal setting
for population-wide epidemiologic research (11, 12). Data from
all registries can be linked using a unique personal identifier (the
central personal registry number) assigned to all Danish resi-
dents (13).

Stress cohort

We previously published a detailed description of the original
stress cohort (14). In brief, the original stress cohort contained
all Danish-born residents of Denmark with a reaction to severe
stress disorder diagnosed at a psychiatric treatment facility
between January 1, 1995, and December 31, 2011. For the
purposes of the current study, we restricted the sample to
persons aged 40 years or older (n = 38,386). The date of the
first recorded diagnosis was defined as a cohort member’s
index date. All cohort members were characterized according
to their incident stress diagnosis.

Data on stress diagnoses at psychiatric treatment facilities
were drawn from the national Danish Psychiatric Central Research
Registry, which has recorded inpatient and outpatient psychiatric
encounters since 1969 and contains up to 20 diagnoses per treat-
ment episode (15, 16). A validation study showed moderate
to high validity across stress diagnoses when compared with
an independent reassessment of symptoms (17).

Since the original stress cohort was developed, it has been
augmented with persons who received their stress diagnosis
only at a somatic treatment facility (n = 8,661) between Janu-
ary 1, 1995, and December 31, 201 1, increasing the total stress
cohort to 47,047 persons. Data on stress diagnoses at these
hospitals were obtained from the Danish National Patient
Registry. The Danish National Patient Registry has covered
all inpatient treatment in general hospitals in Denmark since
1977 and outpatient clinic and emergency room Visits since
1995 (18).

Comparison cohort

We created a comparison cohort of Danish-born residents
of Denmark who had not received a stress disorder diagnosis
at the time of their matched stress cohort member’s diagnosis,
aged 40 years or older (n = 232,141). Comparison cohort

members were individually matched to stress cohort members
in aratio of 5 to 1 on sex and exact age on the index date. The
comparison cohort was sampled from the Danish Civil Regis-
tration System, which contains demographic data and registers
all changes in residence and vital status (13, 19).

Covariates

Data on sex and marital status were obtained from the Danish
Civil Registration System (12). The Danish Psychiatric Cen-
tral Research Registry and Danish National Patient Registry
provided data on psychiatric comorbidity prior to a stress disor-
der diagnosis, including depression diagnoses, anxiety diagno-
ses, alcohol abuse and dependence diagnoses, and drug abuse
and dependence diagnoses. We used the Danish National Patient
Registry to compute a Charlson Comorbidity Index (CCI) score
for each person included in the study. The Charlson Comorbid-
ity Index score provides a measure of overall hospital-diagnosed
comorbidity burden. The measure was modified in this study to
exclude diagnoses of dementia (20).

Outcome data

We obtained data on dementia diagnoses from the Danish
Psychiatric Central Research Registry and Danish National
Patient Registry. The International Classification of Diseases,
Tenth Revision, codes for all variables included in the analyses
are listed in Web Table 1 (available at https://academic.oup.
com/aje).

Analyses

We conducted descriptive and stratified analyses to examine
important demographic variables and baseline comorbid disor-
ders across categories of stress diagnoses. We followed all stress
cohort and comparison cohort members until the occurrence of
a dementia diagnosis, emigration, death, or December 31, 2011,
whichever came first. We restricted all analyses to persons with-
out dementia at the start of follow-up, who were aged 40 years or
older. Only outcomes occurring 1 year or more after a stress diag-
nosis were examined, to reduce the potential bias from reverse
causation.

We calculated the risk of dementia over the 17-year study
period for each stress disorder and comparison cohort as the
number of persons who developed dementia divided by the
number of persons at risk. We used stratified Cox propor-
tional hazards regression to estimate hazard ratios with 95%
confidence intervals for the unadjusted and adjusted associa-
tions between each stress disorder type and dementia. Vari-
ables were chosen for adjustment based on current knowledge
and restricted to those measured before the stress diagnosis.
This restriction helped to ensure that they were not on the causal
pathway from the stress diagnosis to dementia. Associations
were adjusted for the following variables: sex and age (by match-
ing); marital status; diagnoses of depression, anxiety, alcohol
abuse/dependence, and drug abuse/dependence; and the Charl-
son Comorbidity Index score. To examine the interaction
between stress disorders and sex in predicting dementia, we
calculated the interaction contrast as a measure of the depar-
ture from additive effects (21). Results are not presented for
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instances in which there were fewer than 5 dementia cases in
either the stress disorder cohort or comparison cohort for a given
analysis.

A potential major threat to the validity of our results is that
underlying cerebrovascular disease might influence the risk
of receiving a stress disorder diagnosis and subsequent vul-
nerability to dementia (22). To address this, we conducted a
sensitivity analysis to assess differences in the adjusted hazard
ratio across 3 follow-up periods (1-5 years, 610 years, and
11-17 years after a stress disorder diagnosis) to examine
whether the adjusted hazard ratio attenuates with longer pas-
sage of time between incident stress diagnosis and dementia
diagnosis. The rationale was that an adjusted hazard ratio that
is higher when stress disorder and dementia occur more proxi-
mally could indicate a possible shared underlying cause.

Another threat to validity is misclassification of dementia
diagnosis. The sensitivity of dementia diagnoses in the Danish
registries is 86%; it is unknown whether this differs according
to stress disorder status (23). It is possible that persons with
stress disorders more frequently encounter the medical system
than persons without stress disorders do, and that they are thus
more likely to receive a dementia diagnosis or receive it earlier
in the clinical course. We conducted a bias analysis to under-
stand the potential impact of these forms of misclassification on
our observed associations (24). We assumed for these analyses
that specificity of dementia diagnosis was 100% (i.e., all persons
without dementia are correctly classified as not having demen-
tia). For the assessment of nondifferential misclassification of
dementia by stress disorder, we set sensitivity of dementia diag-
nosis to 86%. For the assessment of differential misclassification
of dementia by stress disorder, we set sensitivity of dementia
diagnosis to 90% for the stress disorder cohort and 70% for the
comparison cohort.

This work was approved by the Institutional Review Board
of Boston University, the Danish Health and Medicines Author-
ity, and the Danish Data Protection Agency (record no. 2012-
41-0841).

RESULTS

We identified 4,389 persons with an acute stress reaction,
2,189 persons with PTSD, 27,100 persons with an adjustment
disorder, 1,394 persons with other stress reactions, and 11,975
persons with unspecified stress reactions without prevalent
dementia. Persons with stress disorders had a median of 6.1
years follow-up, while persons in the comparison cohort had a
median of 6.8 years follow-up. Median age at time of cohort
entry was 51 years. During the study period, 1,364 persons
in the stress cohort were diagnosed with dementia. Table 1 pre-
sents additional descriptive characteristics of the stress and com-
parison cohorts.

Risk of dementia

The risk of dementia during the 17 years of follow-up ranged
from 3.9% for persons with acute stress reaction to 6.2% for
persons with adjustment disorder and unspecified stress disorders
(Table 2). The risk of dementia over the 17-year study period
was consistently higher in the stress cohort than in the com-
parison cohort.
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Associations between stress disorders and dementia

An association with dementia was found for each stress disor-
der diagnosis after adjustment for sex, baseline age, marital
status, depression diagnoses, substance abuse/dependence diag-
noses and Charlson Comorbidity Index score. Persons with acute
stress reaction had 1.6 times the rate of dementia compared with
comparison cohort members (95% CI: 1.2, 2.1). Persons diag-
nosed with PTSD had 2.0 times the rate of dementia compared
with members of the comparison cohort (95% CI: 1.3, 3.2),
while persons diagnosed with adjustment disorder had 2.4 times
the rate of dementia compared with members of the comparison
cohort (95% CI: 2.2, 2.7). The adjusted associations between
the unspecified stress disorders and dementia were 2.8 (95% CI:
1.5,5.1)and 2.2 (95% CI: 1.8, 2.6) for other stress reactions and
unspecified stress disorders, respectively (data not shown).

Table 3 displays the sex-stratified dementia rates and the
interaction contrasts describing the interaction between stress
disorders and sex in relation to dementia. There is evidence of
interaction between sex and each stress disorder, with the excep-
tion of PTSD, such that men with stress disorders experience a
higher rate of dementia than would be expected based on the
individual associations of sex and stress disorders on dementia.
Interestingly, for PTSD, the interaction contrasts indicate that it
is women with stress disorders who experience a higher rate of
dementia than is expected (104 extra cases per 100,000 person-
years).

Sensitivity analyses

In the sensitivity analysis to assess differences in adjusted haz-
ard ratios across 3 time periods within the overall study period,
we found no consistent pattern of changes in magnitude over
time across types of stress disorders or across time intervals. In
some instances, the effect was strongest when a stress disorder
and dementia diagnosis occurred within 1-5 years of each other.
In many other cases the strongest effect was found for the middle
or last period or was consistent across time periods (Web Table 2).

We conducted a second sensitivity analysis to examine the
impact of nondifferential and differential misclassification of
dementia diagnosis. Web Table 3 displays the uncorrected and
bias-adjusted estimates under the different bias scenarios. Assum-
ing a valid bias model, these results indicate that nondifferential
misclassification of dementia diagnosis by stress disorder would
have negligible impact on our observed associations. Results fur-
ther show that differential misclassification of dementia diagnosis
by stress disorder would have caused some inflation away from
the null in our observed estimates but still would not account
for our entire observed associations between stress disorders
and dementia.

DISCUSSION

We examined the risk of dementia among persons with a
range of stress disorders in a single population-based sample
with nearly complete follow-up. Risk of dementia during the
study period was higher for persons with stress disorders than
for persons without these diagnoses, and this finding was consis-
tent across stress diagnoses. Further, persons with stress disor-
ders had a higher rate of dementia when compared with a cohort
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Table 1.

Baseline Characteristics (%) in Stress Disorder Cohorts and Associated Comparison Cohorts, Denmark, 1995-2011

Other Stress Reactions

Unspecified Stress Disorder

Acute Stress Reaction Comparison PTSD Comparison Adjustment Disorder Comparison Comparison Comparison
Characteristic . . Adjustment Other Stress . Unspecified .
RAche Stress Comparison PTSD Comparison Disorder Comparison Cohort Reactions Comparison Stress Disorder Comparison
eaction Cohort Cohort Cohort Cohort Cohort (n = 133,621) Cohort Cohort Cohort Cohort
(n = 4,389) (n=21,679) (n=2,189) (n=10,853) (n = 27,100) (n = 1,399) (n=6,911) (n=11,975) (n =59,077)
Sex
Female 57 57 59 59 61 61 71 71 63 63
Male 43 43 41 41 39 39 29 29 37 37
Age group, years
40-59 80 80 87 87 76 76 85 85 75 75
>60 20 20 13 13 24 24 15 15 25 25
Marital status
Married/ 48 65 64 66 45 65 57 65 61 65
partnered
Divorced 25 13 23 13 26 13 22 15 23 13
Widowed 9 55 7.2 45 11 7.4 5.2 5.1 9.3 6.8
Never married 14 13 13 13 13 11 13 13 14 13
Unknown 3.8 3.0 3.1 3.4 4.0 3.3 2.6 2.6 3.4 2.7
Depression 12 0.5 9.9 0.5 16 0.5 9.4 0.4 11 0.6
diagnoses
Alcohol abuse/ 11 1.3 6.8 1.3 13 11 6.8 1.3 10 1.3
dependence
diagnoses
Drug abuse/ 3.7 0.3 2.9 0.3 3.9 0.3 1.1 0.3 3.2 0.4
dependence
diagnoses
Anxiety diagnoses 3.8 0.2 4.6 0.3 5.3 0.2 3.1 0.3 4.0 0.3
CCl score >1 22 13 20 11 24 13 20 12 28 15

Abbreviations: CCI, Charlson Comorbidity Index; PTSD, posttraumatic stress disorder.
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Table2. Risk of Dementia Among Persons With Subtypes of Stress
Disorders and Their Associated Comparison Cohorts, Denmark,
1995-2011

Subtype Group and Comparison Fclillllit\‘nil:?p Dementia Risk®
Cohort years %  95%Cl

Acute stress reaction 5.6 39 3.0,49
Comparison cohort 6.2 29 25,34
PTSD 6.6 48 31,70
Comparison cohort 6.8 24 1.8,3.1
Adjustment disorder 71 6.2 5.7,6.7
Comparison cohort 8.0 35 33,37
Other reactions to severe stress 5.4 58 34,89
Comparison cohort 5.6 3.0 19,46
Unspecified stress disorders 4.7 6.2 46,81
Comparison cohort 5.0 36 3.1,4.1

Abbreviations: Cl, confidence interval; PTSD, posttraumatic stress
disorder.

@ Risk was calculated as the number of persons who developed
dementia divided by the number of persons at risk.

not diagnosed with stress disorder. This was true across all 5
stress disorder diagnoses. This study extends previous work in
this area by examining stress disorders that have both a poten-
tially severe and chronic course (e.g., PTSD) and stress disorders
that likely represent subsyndromal “catch-all” groups of persons
who are experiencing distress following a stressful or traumatic
event but do not meet diagnostic criteria for one of the other dis-
orders (e.g., unspecified stress disorders).

Another way in which the current study extends existing evi-
dence is by examining the interaction between sex and stress
disorders in association with dementia. For almost all stress
disorders, we observed an excess number of dementia cases
among men compared with what would have been expected
based on the observed association in women. Conversely, an
excess number of cases of dementia was found among women
with PTSD. In the United States, a study using longitudinal
data from the Kaiser Permanente Northern California health

system reported similar relative associations between PTSD
and dementia for men and women (6). The calculation of the
interaction contrast, as the departure from additive effects,
accounts for potential differences in the background rates of
dementia in men and women (which would affect the calcula-
tion of stratum-specific relative estimates) and provided evi-
dence of a higher rate of dementia among women with PTSD.
Many potential mechanisms for the association between stress
disorders and dementia have been hypothesized. These include
hippocampal atrophy resulting from stress, which increases risk
for cognitive deficits; alterations in the hypothalamic-pituitary-
adrenal axis and proinflammatory cytokines; and changes in
health-related behaviors such as exercise, management of
chronic diseases, and smoking (10, 25). It also has been hypothe-
sized that stress, specifically combat-related PTSD, and dementia
might share a causal antecedent (e.g., intelligence (26)) that
explains the observed association. We thus conducted a bias
analysis to examine whether a causal antecedent of both stress
disorder and dementia might partly explain our results. We as-
certained whether associations were strongest when stress dis-
order and dementia diagnoses occurred close together in time.
The pattern of results indicated that it is unlikely that a com-
mon underlying cause of both stress disorders and dementia
could fully account for the observed associations. It will be im-
portant for future research to address both precipitating factors
that might potentiate risk for both diagnostic responses to stress
and dementia and also mechanisms through which persons
with stress disorders might be at increased risk of dementia.
Strengths of this study include use of clinician-derived data
from a nationwide cohort with a substantial follow-up period
and limited loss to follow-up. In addition, use of prospective
data gleaned from clinical diagnoses ensures that recall bias
did not influence our results. In addition to limitations described
above, others are important to note. It is possible that detection
bias explains some of our results (i.e., dementia might have
been more frequently diagnosed among persons with stress
disorders who were receiving treatment). Our bias analysis
demonstrates that while this type of bias might have caused
a slight inflation away from the null, it does not fully account
for our observed associations (assuming a valid bias model).
We used a specificity of 100% in these bias analyses. Using
a specificity less than 0.99 in our bias analyses generated

Table 3. Rates and Interaction Contrasts for Sex Differences in the Association Between Stress Disorders and Dementia, Denmark, 1995-2011

Dementia Rate According to Sex/100,000 Person-Years

Stress Disorder Men Women? IC Per 103,000 Person- 95% Cl
: - ears

Stress Comparison Stress Comparison

Cohort Cohort Cohort Cohort
Acute stress reaction 415.0 174.6 275.2 194.4 159.6 5.0,314.3
PTSD 204.9 107.4 345.7 1441 -104.1 —-285.0,76.8
Adjustment disorder 478.2 171.0 532.1 251.4 26.4 —-43.2,96.1
Other stress reactions 505.7 171.7 335.2 130.7 129.4 -218.6,477.4
Unspecified stress 476.8 166.9 434.9 210.0 85.0 -32.4,202.4

disorder

Abbreviations: Cl, confidence interval; IC, interaction contrast; PTSD, posttraumatic stress disorder.

#Women were used as the reference group for the interaction-contrast calculation.
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negative cell counts in the bias-adjusted data. Specificity of
99% implies a false-positive risk of 1%, which would mean
that between one-half and one-third of our observed demen-
tia cases in the comparison cohorts (where risks were about
2% or 3%) would have been false cases. This proportion of
false diagnoses seems implausible, which explains why
using specificity of less than 99% resulted in implausible
bias adjustments. The specificity of dementia in a Medicare
claims data set has been found to be 0.89 (27), a specificity
that would imply 11% false-positive disease risk, which exceeds
the observed risk in all of our exposure categories. This value for
the specificity is clearly incompatible with our results.

Another concern was that we were unable to examine all
associations of interest due to sample size constraints. Medica-
tion data and data on education were not available in the data
source used for the current project, and thus we were unable to
examine the potential impact of these variables on observed as-
sociations between stress disorders and dementia. It is unclear
how adjustment for these variables would have altered our
observed associations. Finally, it is possible that there are addi-
tional confounders of the association between stress disorders
and dementia for which we were unable to adjust. The impact of
potential unmeasured confounding on the observed results in
also unknown.

Taken together, our study results support previous evidence
indicating an increased risk of dementia among persons with
stress disorders. The study also contributed novel information
regarding associations across a range of stress responses and
interactions with sex.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Author affiliations: Department of Epidemiology, Boston
University School of Public Health, Boston University,
Boston, Massachusetts (Jaimie L. Gradus); Department of
Psychiatry, Boston University School of Medicine, Boston
University, Boston, Massachusetts (Jaimie L. Gradus);
Department of Clinical Epidemiology, Aarhus University
Hospital and Aarhus University, Aarhus, Denmark (Jaimie
L. Gradus, Erzsébet Horvath-Puh6, Timothy L. Lash, Vera
Ehrenstein, Victor W. Henderson, Henrik T. Sgrensen);
Department of Epidemiology, Rollins School of Public
Health, Emory University, Atlanta, Georgia (Timothy L.
Lash); Population Health Sciences Center, Stanford
University, Stanford, California (Suzanne Tamang);
Department of Psychiatry, University of California, San
Francisco, San Francisco, California (Nancy E. Adler);
Clinical Excellence Research Center, Stanford University,
Stanford, California (Arnold Milstein); Department of
Epidemiology and Biostatistics, University of California,
San Francisco, San Francisco, California (M. Maria
Glymour); Department of Health Research and Policy,
Stanford University, Stanford, California (Victor W.
Henderson); and Department of Neurology and Neurological
Sciences, Stanford University, Stanford, California (Victor
W. Henderson, Henrik T. Sgrensen).

This work was funded by the National Institute of Mental
Health (grants IROIMH110453-01A1 (PI: J.L.G.) and

1R21MHO094551-01A1 (PI: J.L.G.)) and the Lundbeck
Foundation (grant R248-2017-521).
Conflict of interest: none declared.

REFERENCES

1. Kessler RC. Posttraumatic stress disorder: the burden to the
individual and to society. J Clin Psychiatry. 2000;61(suppl 5):
4-12.

2. Hurd MD, Martorell P, Delavande A, et al. Monetary costs of
dementia in the United States. N Engl J Med. 2013;368(14):
1326-1334.

3. Ferri CP, Prince M, Brayne C, et al. Global prevalence of
dementia: a Delphi consensus study. Lancet. 2005;366(9503):
2112-2117.

4. Johansson L, Guo X, Waern M, et al. Midlife psychological
stress and risk of dementia: a 35-year longitudinal population
study. Brain. 2010;133(8):2217-2224.

5. Andel R, Crowe M, Hahn EA, et al. Work-related stress may
increase the risk of vascular dementia. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2012;
60(1):60-67.

6. Flatt JD, Gilsanz P, Quesenberry CP Jr, et al. Post-traumatic
stress disorder and risk of dementia among members of a health
care delivery system. Alzheimers Dement. 2018;14(1):28-34.

7. Yaffe K, Vittinghoff E, Lindquist K, et al. Posttraumatic stress
disorder and risk of dementia among US veterans. Arch Gen
Psychiatry.2010;67(6):608-613.

8. Qureshi SU, Kimbrell T, Pyne JM, et al. Greater prevalence
and incidence of dementia in older veterans with posttraumatic
stress disorder. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2010;58(9):1627-1633.

9. Hikichi H, Aida J, Kondo K, et al. Increased risk of dementia in the
aftermath of the 2011 Great East Japan Earthquake and Tsunami.
Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2016;113(45):E6911-E6918.

10. Greenberg MS, Tanev K, Marin MF, et al. Stress, PTSD, and
dementia. Alzheimers Dement. 2014;10(3 suppl):S155-S165.

11. Frank L. When an entire country is a cohort. Science. 2000;
287(5462):2398-2399.

12. Frank L. The epidemiologist’s dream: Denmark. Science.
2003;301(5630):163.

13. Schmidt M, Pedersen L, Sgrensen HT. The Danish Civil
Registration System as a tool in epidemiology. Eur J
Epidemiol. 2014;29(8):541-549.

14. Gradus JL, Bozi I, Antonsen S, et al. Severe stress and
adjustment disorder diagnoses in the population of Denmark.
J Trauma Stress. 2014;27(3):370-374.

15. Mors O, Perto GP, Mortensen PB. The Danish Psychiatric Central
Research Register. Scand J Public Health. 2011;39(7 suppl):54-57.

16. Munk-Jgrgensen P, Kastrup M, Mortensen PB. The Danish
psychiatric register as a tool in epidemiology. Acta Psychiatr
Scand Suppl. 1993;370:27-32.

17. Svensson E, Lash TL, Resick PA, et al. Validity of reaction to
severe stress and adjustment disorders diagnoses in the Danish
Psychiatric Central Research Registry. Clin Epidemiol. 2014;7:
235-242.

18. Schmidt M, Schmidt SA, Sandegaard JL, et al. The Danish
National Patient Registry: a review of content, data quality, and
research potential. Clin Epidemiol. 2015;7:449-490.

19. Heide-Jgrgensen U, Adelborg K, Kahlert J, et al. Sampling
strategies for selecting general population comparison cohorts.
Clin Epidemiol. 2018;10:1325-1337.

20. Thygesen SK, Christiansen CF, Christensen S, et al. The
predictive value of ICD-10 diagnostic coding used to assess
Charlson Comorbidity Index conditions in the population-based

Am J Epidemiol. 2019;188(3):493-499



Stress Disorders and Dementia 499

21.

22.

23.

Danish National Registry of patients. BMC Med Res Methodol.
2011;11:83.

Greenland S, Lash TL, Rothman KJ. Concepts of interaction.
In: Rothman KJ, Greenland S, Lash TL, eds. Modern
Epidemiology. 3rd ed. Philadelphia, PA: Lippincott, Williams
& Wilkins; 2008:71-86.

Pendlebury ST, Rothwell PM. Prevalence, incidence, and
factors associated with pre-stroke and post-stroke dementia: a
systematic review and meta-analysis. Lancet Neurol. 2009;
8(11):1006-1018.

Phung TK, Andersen BB, Hggh P, et al. Validity of dementia
diagnoses in the Danish hospital registers. Dement Geriatr
Cogn Disord. 2007;24(3):220-228.

Am J Epidemiol. 2019;188(3):493-499

24.

25.

26.

217.

Lash TL, Fox MP, Fink AK. Applying Quantitative Bias
Analysis to Epidemiologic Data. New York, NY: Springer;
2009.

Magri F, Cravello L, Barili L, et al. Stress and dementia: the
role of the hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis. Aging Clin Exp
Res.2006;18(2):167-170.

Pitman RK. Posttraumatic stress disorder and dementia:
what is the origin of the association? JAMA. 2010;303(22):
2287-2288.

Taylor DH Jr, @stbye T, Langa KM, et al. The accuracy of
Medicare claims as an epidemiological tool: the case of
dementiarevisited. J Alzheimers Dis. 2009;17(4):
807-815.



	Stress Disorders and Dementia in the Danish Population
	METHODS
	Setting and design
	Stress cohort
	Comparison cohort
	Covariates
	Outcome data
	Analyses

	RESULTS
	Risk of dementia
	Associations between stress disorders and dementia
	Sensitivity analyses

	DISCUSSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	REFERENCES




