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Abstract

Background—Adenosine A,p receptor antagonists reduce or prevent the devel opment of
dyskinesiain animal models of levodopa-induced dyskinesia.

Methods—We examined the association between self-reported intake of the Ao receptor
antagonist caffeine and time to dyskinesiain the Comparison of the Agonist Pramipexole with
Levodopa on Maotor Complications of Parkinson's Disease (CALM-PD) and CALM Cohort
extension studies, using a Cox proportional hazards model adjusting for age, baseline Parkinson’'s
severity, site, and initial treatment with pramipexole or levodopa.

Results—For subjects who consumed > 12 ounces of coffee/day, the adjusted hazard ratio for the
development of dyskinesiawas 0.61 (95% confidence interval, 0.37-1.01) compared to subjects
who consumed < 4 ounces/day. For subjects who consumed between 4 and 12 ounces/day, the
adjusted hazard ratio was 0.73 (C.I. 0.46-1.15) (test for trend, p = 0.05).

Conclusions—These results support the possibility that caffeine may reduce the likelihood of
developing dyskinesia.

Keywords
Caffeine; adenosine; Parkinson’s disease; PD; dyskinesia

Introduction

Adenosine Aop receptors may play arolein the development of drug-induced dyskinesia.
Co-administration of an A, receptor antagonist with repeated dopamine agonist
administration in MPTP-lesioned primates effectively blocked dyskinesia formation.
Similarly, Ao antagonist co-administration with levodopain unilaterally 6-OHDA-lesioned
mice attenuated the devel opment of sensitized rotational and dyskinetic responsesin a
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model of levodopa-induced dyskinesia 2. In addition, genetic depletion of Ao receptors
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attenuated the development of levodopa-induced rotational sensitization and dyskinesiain
hemiparkinsonian mice 23 4, Increased expression of Ao receptors has been shown in PD
patients with dyskinesias, but it is not known whether the association is causal®’. Although
several human studies have suggested a dlight increase in the frequency of dyskinesia after
treatment with A antagonists in relatively advanced PD 8 910-12 ng trial has yet tested
whether chronic A, receptor antagonism prior to initiation of levodopa therapy will prevent
the development of dyskinesiain PD. Prevention of levodopa-induced dyskinesiais a
clinically important goal, as the treatment options to reduce established dyskinesiaare
limited!3, In this current study we tested the hypothesis that self-reported use of caffeine (a
non-specific adenosine A, receptor antagonist) in subjects who enrolled in the Comparison
of the Agonist Pramipexole with Levodopa on Motor Complications of Parkinson’'s Disease
(CALM-PD) study would be associated with areduced risk of developing dyskinesia

The detailed methods and results of the multicenter randomized, double-blind, placebo-
controlled CALM-PD study 14 15 and CALM Cohort follow-up study 16 have been reported
elsewhere. In brief, 301 patients with early PD requiring initial treatment with dopaminergic
therapy were randomized to either pramipexole or levodopa between October 1996 and
August 1997 (CALM-PD Trial)14. After an initial dose escalation period of 10 weeks,
participants were allowed to take open label levodopa. Sixty-eight percent of all participants
(including those randomized to pramipexole and to levodopa) required open-label levodopa
during the CALM-PD trial amedian of 17 months after study initiation (Supplementary
Table 2)17. Of theinitial trial cohort, 183 completed 4 years of follow-up as part of the
CALM-PD trial. A total of 222 subjects, including subjects who had withdrawn from the
initial study, agreed to extended follow-up for an additional two yearsin an extension study
(CALM Cohort) for amaximum of up to 6 years from enroliment in CALM-PD. Data from
both studies were combined for the current analysis.

Caffeine consumption: a questionnaire assessing both current (“in the past week”) and prior
(“on average over the past 5 years”) caffeine intake was provided to al participantsin the
CALM-PD study amean of 4.6 (S.D. 0.3) years after enrollment. The daily number of
servings of caffeinated coffee (estimated to be 85 mg caffeine/5 oz. serving), tea (36 mg/5
0z. serving) and soda (45 mg/12 oz. serving) were queried. For our analysis, we used self-
reported prior use of caffeine based upon our hypothesis that chronic blockade of adenosine
Ap receptors by caffeine coincident with initial dopamine replacement therapy would
reduce the long-term risk of dyskinesia. Seventy-six percent of CALM-PD participants
(228) completed the survey. A follow-up survey of current (“in the past week”) and prior
caffeine use (“on average over the past year”) was sent to participantsin CALM Cohort
approximately one year later and was completed by 73% (163) of CALM Cohort
participants. Data from this second survey were compared to the CALM-PD survey results.

Statistical Analysis

Time of dyskinesia onset was defined using the completion date of a dopaminergic event
form that captured whether participants had experienced any dyskinesia since the prior visit.
The distribution of time to onset of dyskinesia was analyzed using the Kaplan-Meier method
and log-rank test with caffeine use stratified into tertiles (< 67.5 mg/day, 67.5-206.0 mg/day
and > 206.0 mg/day). A Cox proportiona hazards model was also used to examine the
association between prior caffeine use and time to onset of dyskinesia adjusting for relevant
covariates. Gender, age, PD duration, baseline Unified Parkinson’s Disease Rating Scale
(UPDRS) total score, baseline weight, site and treatment (initial randomization to
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pramipexole versus levodopa) were entered into the model, and a stepwise sel ection process,
with significance levels for both entry and retention in the model set at 0.05, was used to
select the most significant predictors. Prior caffeine use was then added to the selected
model, with atest performed for alinear trend in the log-hazard ratio across the tertiles. To
assess the test-retest reliability of the self-reported survey results, an intraclass correlation
coefficient was used to summarize the association between “current” caffeine consumption
in CALM-PD and “prior” caffeine consumption in CALM Cohort (referring to
approximately the same time period). All analyses were performed using SAS statistical
software version 9.2 (SAS Ingtitute, Cary, NC).

A total of 111 participants experienced dyskinesia during the course of the two studies. The
mean follow-up time for the 228 participants with self-reported caffeine data was 5.5 years
(S.D. 1.3 years). The median (25" and 751 percentiles) of self-reported prior caffeine
consumption from the CALM-PD study was 138 mg (45 mg, 265 mg), and median current
use was 85 mg (21 mg, 192 mg). The median (25! and 75" percentiles) prior caffeine
consumption from the CALM Cohort questionnaire was 111 mg (36 mg, 210 mg). The
distribution of self-reported caffeine intake was highly skewed to the right (Figure 1),
consistent with other studies of caffeine consumption in PD 18, The estimated intraclass
correlation coefficient between current (in the past week) caffeine consumption in CALM-
PD and prior (on average over the last year) caffeine consumption in CALM Cohort,
referring to approximately the same time period, was 0.62 (lower 95% confidence bound =
0.52) which indicates moderate agreement.

The Kaplan-Meier curves for dyskinesia-free survival based upon tertiles of self-reported
caffeine use are shown in Figure 2. The three groups appear to diverge after approximately 4
years of follow-up. The estimated 5-year dyskinesia-free survival rate in the highest tertile
(comparable to > 12 ounces of coffee/day) was 63%, while the rate in the lowest tertile
(comparable to < 4 ounces of coffee/day) was 49%. However the log-rank test was not
significant (p=0.19).

The baseline characteristics of study participants based upon tertiles of self-reported caffeine
use are shown in Supplementary Table 1. The only variable that was significantly different
between the tertiles was age (higher caffeine consumers tended to be younger, p=0.002).
After stepwise selection, the final variables retained in the Cox proportional hazards model
were age, baseline UPDRS total score, site and treatment assignment (to levodopa or
pramipexole). Prior caffeine use (based on tertiles) was then added to the selected
multivariate model. The hazard ratio for subjects in the highest tertile (comparable to > 12
ounces of coffee/day) was 0.61 (95% CI 0.37-1.01) and for subjects in the middle tertile
was 0.73 (95% Cl 0.46-1.15), compared with the lowest tertile (comparable to < 4 ounces of
coffee/day) (test for trend, p = 0.050).

Given the fact that the caffeine survey was retrospective, we performed a sensitivity analysis
of current caffeine use and time to dyskinesia onset after the date of the first survey
(excluding the 77 subjects who experienced dyskinesia prior to the date of the survey).
Consistent with the primary analysis, the estimated 1.5-year dyskinesia-free survival ratein
the highest tertile of current caffeine consumption was slightly higher than the ratein the
lowest tertile (78% and 70%), which was not significant (log-rank test, p=0.23).

To explore other potential sources of confounding, we tested whether participants who
experienced dyskinesiawere more likely to reduce their intake of caffeine after the onset of
dyskinesia (for example, if caffeine were felt to increase their dyskinesia). Both dyskinetic
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and non-dyskinetic subjects reported areduction in caffeine use between the first and second
surveys, which did not differ between the groups (Kruskal-Wallis test, p=0.94). We also
examined whether the observed association could be due to alower requirement for
levodopain subjects with higher levels of caffeine consumption, due to a symptomatic effect
of caffeine or to a synergistic effect of caffeine on levodopa response. However, the
frequency of open-label levodopa use and the time to initiation of open-label levodopa did
not differ significantly between the caffeine tertiles (Supplementary Table 2).

Discussion

These results lend support to the hypothesis posed originally on preclinical evidence 2 3 that
chronic administration of caffeine (or more specific adenosine A,p receptor antagonists)
early in the course of PD may reduce the long-term risk of dyskinesiainduced by levodopa
therapy. Asin animal models, chronic A, receptor blockade may prevent the maladaptive
plasticity triggered by repeated dopaminergic stimulation 14, Interestingly, pairing of
levodopa with an A, antagonist 3 4 or genetic depletion of the Aoa receptor 2 3 in mouse
models of levodopa-induced dyskinesia prevented the late but not initial development of
abnormal responses to levodopa, suggesting a potential biological basis for the apparent lag
in the manifestation of a caffeine-dyskinesia association until after 34 years of
dopaminergic treatment (Figure 2). An alternative explanation for the prevention of
dyskinesia formation might be that caffeine indirectly lowers the risk of levodopa-induced
dyskinesia by reducing the need for dopaminergic medication because of a symptomatic
effect on PD 8-12.19.20 | addition to adjusting for randomization to levodopa, we tested
this hypothesis by examining the use of open-label levodopain each of the caffeine tertiles
and found no association. Therefore we do not believe this to be the primary explanation of
our results.

There are multiple limitations to this study, including the fact that caffeine use was surveyed
an average of 4.6 years after the start of the study, after the onset of dyskinesiain the
majority of the participants. It istheoretically possible that the presence of dyskinesia might
affect the reporting of prior caffeine consumption, although participants were not aware of
this hypothesis when completing the questionnaires. We attempted to address this problem
in three ways: first, by assessing the test-retest reliability of prior caffeine reporting
compared to current caffeine reporting; second, by comparing the difference between self-
reported prior and current caffeine use in participants with and without dyskinesia; third, we
performed a sensitivity analysis limited to subjects who had not yet experienced dyskinesia
at the time of the survey, and the results of this analysis were consistent with our main
findings, although not significant.

We should emphasize that this was an observational study, only designed to explore an
association between caffeine use and time to onset of dyskinesia. Residual confounding may
have occurred because of unmeasured genetic, pharmacol ogic (such as caffeine intolerance
leading to gastric discomfort or insomnia), dietary or other environmental factors, which
may have been associated with both caffeine use and dyskinesiain PD 21, Similarly, reverse
causation cannot be ruled out. Neverthel ess, when taken together with preclinical data, the
present findings strengthen the rationale for investigating caffeine and more specific
adenosine antagonists as early adjunctive therapy, prior to or at the time of initiation of
dopaminergic medication, in an effort to prevent the development of dyskinesia.

Supplementary Material

Refer to Web version on PubMed Central for supplementary material.
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Figurel. Self-reported prior caffeine use from the CALM-PD study

Total milligrams of caffeine use per day from the CALM-PD questionnaire are divided into
100 mg/day increments. Frequency refers to the number of participants. The distribution is
highly skewed to the right with alarge number of participants reporting less than 100 mg of
caffeine use per day. The number of participants reporting 0 mg of caffeine use/day was 19.
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Figure 2. Kaplan-Meier curvesfor timeto dyskinesia stratified by tertile of prior caffeine use
Total number at risk in each tertile is shown at the bottom of the graph. Dashed line: > 206
mg/day of caffeine; solid line: 67.5-206 mg/day of caffeine; dotted line: < 67.5 mg/day of
caffeine (log-rank test, p=0.19).
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