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Abstract

Background: Cognitive impairments commonly occur due
to neurological diseases and elderly. Cognitive impairments
in many elderly patients is thought to be related only to
neurological disease. However, it is necessary to investigate
whether this impairment is due to age. Because cognitive
impairment may adversely affect the treatment and care
needs of elderly patients; therefore, it is important to assess
their cognitive functions.

Methods: This was a descriptive study conducted to
identify cognitive impairment and related factors in patients
hospitalized in neurology services. The research sample
comprised 113 patients who received inpatient treatment
at the neurology services of GRU Training and Research
Hospital. Research data were collected between 1
October and 31 December, 2015, using the Demographic
Information Form and the Standardised Mini-Mental Test.
Data were analysed by Mann-Whitney U test, chi-squared
test and multiple linear regression analysis.

Results: Standardised Mini-Mental Test scores were <
24 points in 58.4% of patients. Cognitive impairment was
determined to be more prevalent in patients aged = 65
years than in those aged < 65 years. Cerebrovascular and
cardiac diseases were significantly higher in patients aged
= 65 years than in those aged < 65 years. Multiple linear
regression analysis found age was the strongest predictor
of cognitive impairment (B = 3.67, p = 0.002), followed by
educational status (8 = 2.94, p = 0.006), and level of care
dependency (B = 2.65, p = 0.002).

Conclusions: Patients who are older than 65 years of age,
have low level of education and increased level of care de-
pendency can be said to have more cognitive impairments.
In accordance with this result, it can be recommended that
nurses should evaluate cognitive impairment in patients
aged = 65 years to provide appropriate nursing care to
these patients and that trainings on this subject should be
included in the patient’s discharge plan.
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Introduction

Worldwide, the population of elderly patients aged
> 65 years has been increasing, which has increased
the need for more health services for chronic disease
and functional losses. The fragile elderly population
is a considerable risk group in terms of mortality and
hospitalisation [1]. Along with ageing, this group has
shown an evident increase in the incidence of some
neurological diseases. The most prominent of these
diseases are neurodegenerative diseases and stroke,
both of which cause the deterioration of cognitive
functions in elderly patients. Therefore, the evaluation
of cognitive functions is important during the geriatric
assessment of elderly patients receiving inpatient
treatment [2].

Some risk factors that might be associated with
cognitive impairment in elderly patients have been
identified. Cognitive impairment has been shown to
be higher in elderly patients who are illiterate, are
depressed, have more children, are women and whose
income is equal to or less than the expenses [3,4]. In
a study conducted on patients aged > 60 years, the
prevalence of mild cognitive impairment was higher
in patients who have no formal education, who have
achieved only a primary school educational level,
who are lonely and who have low life satisfaction
[5]. In a study conducted on 104 patients with type 2
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diabetes, diabetes was determined to be a significant
risk factor for cognitive impairment in elderly patients
and cognitive impairment was more common in elderly
patients with diabetic neuropathy [6].

Cognitive impairment in elderly patients s
accompanied by problems such as falling, delirium and
severe nutritional disorders [7-9]. Elderly patients with
cognitive impairment have been found to be unable to
perform activities of daily living, such as bathing and
excretion, using the telephone, taking medications
and managing money [10,11]. These problems may
adversely affect the treatment and care needs of elderly
patients; therefore, it is important to assess their
cognitive functions.

Neurological diseases, together with old age, cause
impairments in the patient’s cognitive and body func-
tions at various levels. Several patients return to their
homes after medical treatment in hospital and contin-
ue to live in their homes with these diseases. When
planning a discharge, nurses should not only focus on
physical functions. Also, it is important for the nurse to
make a planning by taking into account the cognitive im-
pairments of the patient. Nurses should inform families
about the possible causes and consequences of cogni-
tive impairments. Because many patients and relatives
may experience emotions such as fear and anxiety as
cognitive impairment increases. In this process, nurs-
es are responsible for directing and maintaining home
care. With a cognitive assessment, nurses can observe
the deterioration of patients’ cognitive functions early. It
is important for the nurses to provide care in the clinic,
at home or in the community, to evaluate the patient’s
cognitive functions and to try to reduce the factors that
increase the impairments while planning the care. This
study aimed to identify the sociodemographic factors,
such as age, sex, marital status, educational status, fam-
ily structure, residence, employment status, and income
status and health-related factors, such as having chronic
illness and level of care dependency that may be predic-
tors of cognitive impairment in patients hospitalized in
the neurology service.

Methods
Design

This study was conducted with the descriptive and
cross-sectional design.

Setting and sample

The sample of the study included 113 patients
who received inpatient treatment between 1 October
and 31 December, 2015, in the neurology service of
an education and research hospital located in the
north-eastern Black Sea region of Turkey. No sampling
method was used, and all patients who met the study
criteria between the specified dates were included. The
criteria for inclusion were volunteering to participate
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and not having any auditory or physical impairment
that prevents the understanding of what was said and
performing what was required.

Ethical considerations

The study was approved by the ethics committee
of Giresun Public Hospitals Association. Administrative
approval was received from GRU Education and Research
Hospital. All of the participants were informed of the
purpose and design of the study. Participation in the study
was voluntary. The principles of the Declaration of Helsinki
were followed at all stages of the study, and verbal and
written approvals were obtained from patients.

Instrument

The study’s data were collected using the
Demographic Information Form and Standardised Mini-
Mental Test(SMMT).The DemographicInformation Form
comprises two parts; the first part includes questions
determining the patient’s age, sex, marital status, family
structure, educational status, working status, residence
and income, and the second part includes questions
regarding the length of hospitalisation, diagnosis,
presence of chronic diseases, level of care dependency,
status of psychiatric medication uses, medications used
and status of information regarding medicines and from
whom the patients received this information.

The SMMT, developed by Folstein, et al. [12], is
used for the evaluation of cognitive functions in elderly
patients; a Turkish validity and reliability study was
conducted by Gilingen, et al. [13]. It comprises five
main sections, namely orientation, recording memory,
attention, calculation recalling and language, and
includes eleven items that is evaluated fora total of
30 points. Patients with scores < 24 are considered to
have cognitive impairment. In this study, the Cronbach
alpha value of SMMT was determined to be 0.79. SMMT
was used for patients who had a minimum of 5 years of
education; SMMT-E, which is a version for the illiterate,
was used for illiterate elderly patients.

Data collection

The data of the study were collected by face to
face interview in the patient room by the researchers.
Researchers have a PhD degree in psychiatric nursing. The
researchers have been trained in the use of scales such as
mini mental scales in doctoral education. Data collection
from each patient lasted for approximately 20-30 min.

Statistical analysis

The SPSS 16.0 software package was used for data
analysis. The Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test revealed
that the average SMMT scores of patients did not show a
normal distribution (p < 0.05). KS-test was used because
it is a non-parametric measure that actually tests
goodness-of-fit and works well when you are comparing
two samples rather than a sample with standard
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Table 1: Comparison of descriptive characteristics of patients aged < 65 years and those aged = 65 years.

Descriptive Characteristics < 65 years (n = 52) 2 65 years (n = 61) test value p value
n (%) n (%)

Sex

Female 19 (36.5%) 23 (37.7%) 0.016 0.898

Male 33 (63.5%) 38 (62.3%)

Family Structure

Nuclear 42 (80.8%) 42 (68.9%) 2.298 0.317

Extended 10 (19.2%) 19 (31.1%)

Marital Status

Married 41 (78.8%) 41 (67.2%) 14.215 0.003

Single/Widowed/Divorced 11 (21.2%) 20 (32.8%)

Educational Status

llliterate 5(9.6%) 21 (34.4%) 9.755 0.008

Below High School 40 (76.9%) 34 (55.7%)

High School and Over 7 (13.5%) 6 (9.8%)

Residence

Village 17 (32.7%) 33 (54.1%) 5.328 0.070

District 16 (30.8%) 14 (23.0%)

City 19 (36.5%) 14 (23.0%)

Employment Status

Employed 15 (28.8%) 3 (4.9%) 12.001 0.001

Unemployed 37 (71.2%) 58 (95.1%)

Income Status

Income Equal to Expenses 35 (67.3%) 44 (72.1%) 0.492 0.782

Income Less Than Expenses 13 (25.0%) 14 (23.0%)

Income More Than Expenses 4(7.7%) 3 (4.9%)

Table 2: Comparison of SMMT scores of patients aged < 65

years and those aged 2 65 years.

Table 3: Comparison of the diagnosed diseases between
patients aged < 65 years and those aged > 65 years of age.

<65years 265years X2 p

n (%) n (%)
Diabetes Mellitus
Yes 18 (34.6%) 28 (45.9%) |1.481 0.224
No 34 (65.4%) 33 (54.1%)
Cerebrovascular Disease
Yes 18 (34.6%) 35 (57.4%) |5.840 0.016
No 34 (65.4%) 26 (42.6%)
Hypertension
Yes 23 (44.2%) 35 (57.4%) 1.942 0.163
No 29 (55.8%) 26 (42.6%)
Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease
Yes 1(1.9%) 6(9.8%) [3.025 0122
No 51 (98.1%) 55 (90.2%)
Cardiac Disease
Yes 10 (19.2%) 24 (40.0%) |5.684 0.017
No 42 (80.8%) 36 (60.0%)

\X SD zvalue p value
Orientation
<65years (n=52) 8.92+1.25 4.731 p <0.05
>65years (n=61) 6.80+2.67
Language
<65years(n=52) 7.96+150 43.71 p <0.05
>65years (n=61) [6.39+2.36
Recording Memory
<B5years (n=52) 2.73+0.59 1.327 p=0.185
=265years (n=61) 2.49+0.51
Recalling
<65years (n=52) 2.11+0.98 2.371 p <0.05
265years (n=61) 1.55+1.23
Attention
<65years (n=52) 3.23+1.97 3.036 p <0.05
=65 years (n =61) 1.88 £2.21
Total SMMT
<65years (n=52) 2496+3.35 4.754 p <0.05
=65 years (n = 61) 19.13+7.21

distribution. In the data analysis, descriptive statistics,
such as number, percentage, arithmetic average
and standard deviation, were used, and the Mann-
Whitney U test and the chi-squared test were used to
compare the SMMT scores according to the variables.
Multiple regression analysis was done to confirm linear
relationship between sociodemographic characteristics,
such as age, sex, marital status, educational status,
family structure, residence, employment status, income
status and level of care dependency and total SMMT
score and its subscales including orientation, language,
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recording memory, recolling, and attention scores. For
statistical significance, p < 0.05 was accepted.

Results

Table 1 shows the comparison of descriptive
characteristics of patients aged < 65 years and those aged
> 65 years. According to sex, family structure, residence
and income status, there was no statistically significant
difference between patients aged < 65 years and those
aged > 65 years (p > 0.05). But, there was a statistically
significant difference between patients aged < 65 years
and those aged > 65 years according to marital status,
educational status and employment status (p < 0.05).
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The average hospitalisation period of patients was
6.25 * 6.40 days. When the level of care dependency
of patients was assessed, 19.5% were severe and 47.8%
were moderate and 67.3% lived with their spouses
and 16.8% lived with their children. When the clinical
diagnosis of patients was examined, it was determined
that 46.9% had cerebrovascular disease, 40.7% had
diabetes mellitus, 51.3% had hypertension and 30.4%
had cardiac disease. Among the patients, 8.0% stated
they used antipsychotic drugs and 16.8% stated that
they used antidepressant drugs. Further, 56.6% stated
that they had information about the medications that
they used; of these patients, 52.3% stated that they had
received this information from their doctors and 41.5%
stated that they had received it from their nurses,
and 82.8% stated that they were satisfied with the
information that they had received.

The SMMT score was < 24 in 58.4% of patients. Table
2 shows a statistically significant difference between the
average SMMT scores of patients aged < 65 years (X =
24.96 + 3.35) and those aged > 65 years (X = 19.13 +
7.21) (z = 4.754, p < 0.05). There was also a statistically
significant difference (p < 0.05) in the orientation,
language, recall and attention subscales of SMMT
depending on age but not in the recording memory
subscale (p > 0.05).

As shown in Table 3, when the diseases were
compared between patients aged < 65 and = 65 years,
cerebrovascular and cardiac diseases were found to be
significantly higher in patients aged > 65 years than in
those aged < 65 years (x> =5.84, p=0.016; x*=5.68, p =
0.017, respectively).

Findings in Table 4 suggested that three independent
variables significantly predicted total SMMT, with all
variables explained 40.70% of its variance. Age was the
strongest predictor of cognitive impairment (B = 3.67,
p = 0.002), followed by educational status (B = 2.94, p
= 0.006), and level of care dependency (B = 2.65, p =
0.002). Educational status was a predictor of language
(p < 0.05) and attention subscales (p < 0.01). Age was
a predictor of orientation (p < 0.05) and language
subsclaes (p < 0.01). Level of care dependency was a
predictor of orientation (p < 0.01), language (p < 0.05)
and attention (p < 0.05).

Discussion

Among the patients who participated in this study,
58.4% had mild cognitive impairment. In a study
conducted on 144 patients aged > 65 years, severe
cognitive impairment was found in 6.9% and moderate
cognitive impairment in 25.7% [14]. Another study
that assessed cognitive profiles in inpatients aged 2
50 years revealed that 53.7% of patients had mild
cognitive impairment [14]. Another study conducted
on inpatients aged 2 65 years reported that 33.3% of
patients had cognitive and functional impairment, which
may be associated with dementia [3]. In another study
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Table 4: Predictors of cognitive impairment according to multiple linear regression analysis.
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conducted on elderly patients living in nursing homes,
50.6% of patients had mild cognitive impairment and
13.3% had moderate cognitive impairment [15]. The rate
of cognitive impairment in this study was higher than
those reported in previous studies, which may be due
to neurological diseases of patients who participated in
this study. One of the important findings accompanying
neurological diseases in the literature is deterioration in
the cognitive abilities [16].

In other studies, conducted in Turkey using SMMT
to determine mild cognitive impairment, rates in elderly
patients ranged from 17.1% to 44.4% [4,17,18]. Mild
cognitive impairment is a clinical condition between
normal ageing and dementia [19]. It also describes
the characteristics of patients in the prodromal phase
of Alzheimer-type dementia [20]. Thus, the SMMT can
be used as a pre-assessment tool. In another study,
as a result of extensive assessment, 30 of 57 patients
who were diagnosed with cognitive impairment using
SMMT were later diagnosed with cognitive dysfunction
according to the DSM-IV diagnostic criteria [15].
Similarly, cognitive impairment was found in 146 of
742 patients aged > 65 years, and 81 of 146 patients
were diagnosed with dementia according to the DSM-IV
diagnostic criteria [21].

According to another finding in this study, cognitive
impairment scores for patients aged > 65 years did not
significantly differ from those for patients aged < 65
years; the average SMMT score of patients aged > 65
years was 19.13 + 7.21. In one study, the SMMT score
of elderly patients aged 2 65 years was 21.4 + 5.6 [10].
In a study conducted on patients aged > 60 years, the
average SMMT score was 22.05 + 7.46 [18]. According
to another study, the SMMT score was 27.34 + 0.92 for
patients aged 65-74 years, whereas it was 25.65 + 1.20
for those aged 75-88 [22]. Compared with other studies,
cognitive impairment scores were lower in this study,
reflecting higher cognitive impairment in patients aged
> 65 years; this could be related to the fact that these
patients had a chronicillness, such as cerebrovascular or
cardiac disease, that negatively affected the functioning
of the brain.

Another important finding in the study was that
cerebrovascular and cardiac diseases are significantly
more in patients aged = 65 years than in those aged
< 65 years. Some studies have shown that cognitive
impairment is present in patients who have had strokes
[23,24]. Studies conducted on patients who have had a
stroke have revealed atrial fibrillation to be a risk factor
for dementia after stroke [24,25]. Likewise, studies that
investigated the relationship between heart failure
and dementia have shown that atrial fibrillation is an
important risk factor [26,27]. Both diseases reduce
cerebral perfusion and severely impair the patient’s
cognitive functions in the presence of atrial fibrillation.

Several studies have reported diabetes to be a risk
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factor for dementia [6,26,28]; however, no significant
difference was found between the average SMMT
scores of patients with and without diabetes in this
study. According to some studies, insulin use, insulin
resistance and diabetic neuropathy are important
risk factors for dementia [6,28,29]. Therefore, when
assessing cognitive functions in patients with diabetes,
determining the risk factors is important to maintain
cognitive functions at a healthy level so as to take
precautions early.

In the present study, we found that having a low
level of education, increasing age, and having severe
level of care dependency of patients were significantly
associated with the SMMT scores of patients. These
findings were consistent with the studies in Brazil,
Malaysia, China and Poland in which the cognitive
impairment was increased with older age and low level
of education [5,30-32]. According to Millan-Calenti, et
al. [11], cognitive impairment can be a predictor for
functional dependency on activities of daily living. In
another study, it was found that cognitive performance
was the only predictive variable of functional incapacity
for the activities of daily living [33].

Conclusions

Cognitive impairment was found in 58.4% of patients
and was more common in patients aged > 65 years than
in those aged < 65 years. These cognitive impairments
were observed in orientation, language, recalling
and attention. The sample of this study consisted of
patients hospitalized in the neurology service. Only
46.9% of patients had a neurological problem including
cerebrovascular disease, 53.1% of them had no a
neurological problem. But they had diseases, such as
diabetes mellitus, hypertension and cardiac disease
affecting the neurological system, disrupting or slowing
the blood circulation in the brain. In the present study,
another important finding was also that cerebrovascular
and cardiac diseases are two important risk factors
affecting cognitive impairment in patients aged > 65
years. In line with these results, we recommend that
nurses should assess cognitive impairment in inpatients
aged > 65 years, hospitalised in neurology service, and/
or had a chronic disease so as to provide appropriate
care to these patients and that patients’ discharge plan
should include training on this issue.

Limitations

Some limitations of our study were that it was a
cross-sectional study; no detailed scales were used
to evaluate cognitive functions, except SMMT and
only in patients who were treated in neurology clinics
were included and, therefore, our results are only
generalisable to this group.

Conflict of Interest

The authors report no conflicts of interest.

e Page 5 0f 6 e



https://doi.org/10.23937/2469-5823/1510110

DOI: 10.23937/2469-5823/1510110

ISSN: 2469-5823

References

1.

10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Savas S, Akgicek F (2010) Comprehensive geriatric
assessment. Ege Journal of Medicine 49: 19-30.

Keskin AO, Uncu G, Tanburoglu A, Adapinar DO (2016)
Aging and senility related neurologic diseases. Osmangazi
Journal of Medicine 38: 75-82.

Goénen S, Kiigiikgiiglii O, Yener G (2010) Investigating the
prevalence of cognitive and functional impairment which
may be associated with dementia in hospitalized elderly. J
Neurol Sci Turk 27: 446-456.

Arguvanli S, Akin S, Deniz-Safak E, Mucuk S, Oztiirk A, et
al. (2015) Prevalence of cognitive impairment and related
risk factors in community-dwelling elderly in Kayseri,
Turkey. Turk J Med Sci 45: 1167-1172.

Khairiah K, Mooi CS, Hamid TA (2016) Prevalence and
factors associated with mild cognitive impairment on
screening in older Malaysians. Dusunen Adam The Journal
of Psychiatry and Neurological Sciences 29: 298-306.

Gul CB, Gul OO, Cander S, Eroglu A, Hartavi M, etal. (2014)
Relationship between glycemic control, microalbuminuria
and cognitive functions in elderly type 2 diabetic patients.
Ren Fail 36: 1258-1262.

Lee KS, Cheong HK, Kim EA, Kim KR, Oh BH, et al. (2009)
Nutritional risk and cognitive impairment in the elderly. Arch
Gerontol Geriatr 48: 95-99.

Racine AM, Fong TG, Gou Y, Travison TG, Tommet D
(2017) Clinical outcomes in older surgical patients with mild
cognitive impairment. Alzheimers Dement 27: 1-11.

Woo MT, Davids K, Liukkonen J, Chow JY, Jaakkola T
(2017) Falls, cognitive function, and balance profiles of
Singapore community-dwelling elderly individuals: Key risk
factors. Geriatr Orthop Surg Rehabil 8: 256-262.

Demir-Akga AS, Saracl O, Emre U, Atasoy N, Gidil S,
et al. (2014) Relationship of cognitive functions with daily
living activities, depression, anxiety and clinical variables in
hospitalized elderly patients. Noro Psikiyatr Ars 51: 267-274.

Millan-Calenti JS, Tubio J, Pita-Fernandez S, Rochette S,
Lorenzo T, et al. (2012) Cognitive impairment as predictor of
functional dependence in an elderly sample. Arch Gerontol
Geriatr 54: 197-201.

Folstein MF, Folstein SE, McHugh PR (1975) “Mini mental
state”. A practical method for grading the cognitive state of
patients for the clinician. J Psychiatr Res 12: 189-198.

Gungen C, Ertan T, Eker E, Yasar R, Engin F (2002)
Reliability and validity of the standardized mini mental state
examination in the diagnosis of mild dementia in Turkish
population. Turk Psikiyatri Derg 13: 273-281.

Diker J, Etiler N, Yildiz M, Seref B (2001) Altmis bes yas
Uzerindeki kigilerde bilissel durumun guinliik yasam aktiviteleri,
yasam kalitesi ve demografik degiskenlerle iligkisi: Bir alan
calismasi. Anadolu Psikiyatri Dergisi 2: 79-86.

Yaman M, Demirbas H, Arslan D, Cogskuner T, Oru¢ S
(2012) Yatarak tedavi gbéren hastalarda bilissel profil.
Balkan Med J 29: 73-76.

Lok N, Lok S (2016) The relationship between the physical
activity levels and cognitive status of the elders. Yeni
Symposium 54: 21-24.

Kavakeci O, Bilici M, Cam G, Ulgen M (2011) Prevalence of
depression and cognitive impairment in old age in Trabzon.
Anadolu Psikiyatr De 12: 258-265.

Bahadir-Yilmaz and Elvan. Int Arch Nurs Health Care 2018, 4:110

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Karatay G, Aktas B, Erdagi S (2010) Screening of cognitive
function in the population aged 60 years and over in Kars:
A field research. Turk J Geriatr 13: 261-269.

Gurvit H, Bilgic B (2013) Néroloji Temel Kitabi (Neurology
Fundamental Book). (2™ edn), 938.

Bozoglu E (2017) Mild cognitive impairment. Turkiye
Klinikleri J Geriatr-Special Topics 3: 73-80.

Ozbabalik-Adapinar BD, Ozkan S, Susuz C (2012)
Relationship mild cognitive impairment and alzheimer’s
disease. Turkiye Klinikleri J Neurol Special Topics 5: 29-33.

Orug S, Coskun KS, Koyuncu G, Oztiirk S, Yaman M (2016)
Prevalence of dementia in Dinar district of Afyonkarahisar.
Kocatepe Medical Journal 17: 94-98.

Sahin-Onat $ (2013) The effect of sociodemographic
characteristics and cognitive functions on quality of life in
elderly individuals. Turk Osteoporoz Dergisi 19: 69-73.

Bakouni H, Guerra SG, Chudzinski V, Berbiche D, Vasiliadis
HM (2017) One-year prospective study on the presence of
chronic diseases and subsequent cognitive decline in older
adults. J Public Health 39: e170-e178.

Tamam B, Tasdemir N, Tamam Y (2008) The prevalence of
dementia three months after stroke and its risk factors. Turk
Psikiyatri Derg 19: 46-56.

Zhou DH, Wang JY, Li J, Deng J, Gao C, et al. (2004) Study
on frequency and predictors of dementia after ischemic
stroke: The Chongqing stroke study. J Neurol 251: 421-427.

Celutkiene J, Vaitkevicius A, Jakstiene S, Jatuzis D (2016)
Expert opinion-cognitive decline in heart failure: More
attention is needed. Card Fail Rev 2: 106-109.

Coma M, Gonzalez-Moneo MJ, Enjuanes C, Velazquez
PP, Espergaro DB, et al. (2016) Effect of permanent atrial
fibrillation on cognitive function in patients with chronic
heart failure. Am J Cardiol 117: 233-239.

Mogi N, Umegaki H, Hattori A, Maeda N, Miura H, et al.
(2004) Cognitive function in Japanese elderly with type 2
diabetes mellitus. J Diabetes Complications 18: 42-46.

Giri M, Chen T, Yu W, LU Y (2016) Prevalence and
correlates of cognitive impairment and depression
among elderly people in the world’s fastest growing city,
Chongqing, People’s Republic of China. Clin Interv Aging
11: 1091-1098.

Klich-Raczka A, Piotrowicz K, Mossakowska M, Skalska
A, Wizner B, et al. (2014) The assessment of cognitive
impairment suspected of dementia in Polish elderly: Results
of the population-based PolSenior study. Exp Gerontol 57:
233-242.

Umegaki H, Limuro S, Kaneko T, Araki A, Sakurai T, et
al. (2008) Factors associated with lower Mini Mental State
Examination scores in elderly Japanese diabetes mellitus
patients. Neurobiol Aging 29: 1022-1026.

De Castro KC, Guerra RO (2008) Impact of cognitive
performance on the functional capacity of an elderly
population in Natal, Brazil. Arg Neuropsiquiatr 66: 809-813.

-~
—

CLINME

INTERNATIONAL LIBRARY

e Page 6 of 6 e



https://doi.org/10.23937/2469-5823/1510110
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26738363
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26738363
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26738363
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26738363
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25020185
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25020185
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25020185
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25020185
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18160145
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18160145
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18160145
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29318089
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29318089
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29318089
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29318089
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28360637
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28360637
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28360637
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28360637
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21397345
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21397345
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21397345
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21397345
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1202204
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1202204
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1202204
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12794644
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12794644
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12794644
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12794644
http://akademikpersonel.kocaeli.edu.tr/etiler/diger/etiler08.12.2012_02.10.07diger.pdf
http://akademikpersonel.kocaeli.edu.tr/etiler/diger/etiler08.12.2012_02.10.07diger.pdf
http://akademikpersonel.kocaeli.edu.tr/etiler/diger/etiler08.12.2012_02.10.07diger.pdf
http://akademikpersonel.kocaeli.edu.tr/etiler/diger/etiler08.12.2012_02.10.07diger.pdf
http://dergipark.gov.tr/download/article-file/42937
http://dergipark.gov.tr/download/article-file/42937
http://dergipark.gov.tr/download/article-file/42937
http://www.journalagent.com/z4/vi.asp?pdir=osteoporoz&plng=eng&un=OSTEOPOROZ-69875
http://www.journalagent.com/z4/vi.asp?pdir=osteoporoz&plng=eng&un=OSTEOPOROZ-69875
http://www.journalagent.com/z4/vi.asp?pdir=osteoporoz&plng=eng&un=OSTEOPOROZ-69875
https://academic.oup.com/jpubhealth/article-abstract/39/4/e170/2595387
https://academic.oup.com/jpubhealth/article-abstract/39/4/e170/2595387
https://academic.oup.com/jpubhealth/article-abstract/39/4/e170/2595387
https://academic.oup.com/jpubhealth/article-abstract/39/4/e170/2595387
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18330743
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18330743
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18330743
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15083286
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15083286
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15083286
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5490972/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5490972/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5490972/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26686573
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26686573
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26686573
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26686573
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15019599
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15019599
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15019599
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27574409
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27574409
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27574409
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27574409
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27574409
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24937034
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24937034
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24937034
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24937034
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24937034
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17434648
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17434648
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17434648
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17434648
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19099116
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19099116
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19099116

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Methods
	Design
	Setting and sample  
	Ethical considerations 
	Instrument
	Data collection  
	Statistical analysis 

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Limitations
	Conflict of Interest 
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Table 3
	Table 4
	References

