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Abstract. [Purpose] In this study, we aimed to determine the components of activities of daily living that de-
cline easily during hospitalization. [Participants and Methods] We performed a prospective cohort study of 2,819
inpatients who were hospitalized and discharged. We prospectively evaluated the Barthel Index at admission and
discharge, age, length of hospital stay, clinical department, and rehabilitation type. We divided the inpatients into
two groups based on the Barthel Index score at admission and compared the items of the index at admission and
discharge to analyze the characteristics of decline in activities of daily living. [Results] Forty-nine inpatients (2.0%)
had declined in activities of daily living. There were no significant between-group differences in age, length of
hospital stay, clinical department, or ratio of individual rehabilitation. However, transfer and toilet use remarkably
decreased in the group with Barthel Index scores at admission <85, and bathing and ascending/descending remark-
ably decreased in the group with Barthel Index at admission >85. [Conclusion] The characteristics of decrease in
each activity of daily living vary, and our results suggested the components that easily declined when inpatients
were divided based on their performance of activities of daily living at admission.
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INTRODUCTION

We provide rehabilitation for inpatients to improve their activities of daily living (ADL). Although inpatients are hospital-
ized for the treatment of illness, hospitalization has a detrimental effect on patients’ condition. One of those detrimental
effects is deconditioning, which is a complex process of physiological changes that often results in functional decline®.
Function includes movement and ADL. Hospitalization can result in complications that are unrelated to the condition that
led to the admission, even if the condition is cured or repaired?. Furthermore, acute hospitalization can result in significant
functional decline that is unrelated to a specific neurologic or orthopedic insult®. About 31% of inpatients experienced
ADL decline compared with the baseline levels at preadmission®). Functional decline occurs early, starting from admission,
and 65% of inpatients experienced functional decline in mobility within 3 days of admission®. Functional decline that is
associated with acute hospitalization has been described as part of a clinical sequela that was historically termed as not only
“deconditioning” but also “hospital-associated deconditioning” 9.

Functional decline due to hospital-associated deconditioning increases the length of hospital stay”) and is a factor that
hinders functional recovery after discharge®. Functional decline at discharge was associated with poor 1 year functional
mobility thereafter®). Therefore, functional decline caused by hospital-associated deconditioning should be prevented by
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appropriate rehabilitation. Inpatients’ functional status is an important predictor of hospital outcomes!?, and recovery and
prevention of functional decline during hospitalization are important targets for clinical intervention'). Evidence indicated
favorable functional recovery of inpatients with hospital-associated deconditioning who participate in acute inpatient reha-
bilitation®).

Identifying patients at risk for functional decline is the first step in assessing the degree of risk to determine the risk factors
and prevent functional decline'?. Concerning risk factors of functional decline, many inpatients’ function at discharge is
worse than their function at admission, and the risk of functional decline increases markedly with age® '), The variables that
are most often identified as predictors of functional decline are age and lower ADL, followed by lower cognitive function,
lower preadmission instrumental ADL, depression, and hospital length of stay'?. We suggested that functional decline was
correlated to inpatients’ diseases and conditions such as pain, low postoperative physical fitness, malignant neoplasm, and
new-onset cerebral stroke!?. Several studies have investigated the risk factors of functional decline. In identifying patients
at risk for functional decline, it is important to analyze what ADL can worsen during hospitalization. However, to our
knowledge, only a few reports have analyzed the components of functional decline in detail. Therefore, this study aimed to
determine the components of ADL decline during hospitalization to predict which ADL component can easily decline.

PARTICIPANTS AND METHODS

We included inpatients who were admitted to the ward of a hospital in Gunma after September 2014 and discharged from
the hospital by March 2016. The ward was a mixed unit, consisting of several clinical departments for surgery, cardiovascular
disease, and cerebrovascular surgery. Individual or exclusive rehabilitation was provided to all inpatients in this ward. In
conventional rehabilitation therapy, individual exercises are often provided to individual inpatients, termed as “individual
rehabilitation therapy” to prevent hospital-associated deconditioning. Individual rehabilitation is ordered by the rehabilita-
tion doctor for inpatients with functional disorder caused by illness and hospital-associated deconditioning. An exclusive
rehabilitation therapy does not provide one-on-one exercise, but it is implemented to manage inpatients’ functioning through
consultation, education, and group exercises. An exclusive working physical and occupational therapist evaluates and in-
structs inpatients and their families on how to perform ADL, prepares an environment to prevent falls, offers information to
inpatients and their families to achieve a safe and comfortable living environment not only during hospitalization but also
after discharge, and participates in conferences held in wards to collaborate with other specialists in the management of
inpatients’ conditions.

To analyze ADL decline, deceased participants were excluded, even if we could collect enough data from their medical
records. A total of 2,819 inpatients were hospitalized and discharged. Of these 2,819 inpatients, 359 were excluded because
they died before hospital discharge (n=127) or not enough data could be extracted from their medical records (n=232);
subsequently, 2,460 inpatients were included.

As a prospective cohort study, inpatients were assessed for their Barthel Index!®), both at admission and discharge. The
Barthel Index evaluates the ADL in 10 items: feeding, transfer, grooming, toilet use, bathing, mobility, ascending/descending
stairs, dressing, bowel control, and bladder control. Each item was evaluated in increments of 5 points, with the lowest score
being 0 and the highest score ranging from 5 to 15 points depending on the item. The total score ranged from 0 to 100, with
a higher score indicating better ADL.

The Barthel Index is calculated easily and is a widely accepted measurement. Given that inpatients’ abilities could be
evaluated using the Barthel Index, we were able to investigate ADL decline in these individuals. A Barthel Index at discharge
that was >5 points lower than that at admission indicated ADL decline. The participants in this study were inpatients with
ADL decline. We obtained information from medical records about the inpatients’ age, lengths of hospital stay, clinical
department, and rehabilitation type (individual or exclusive rehabilitation therapy).

To analyze the differences between the item scores of the Barthel Index at admission and discharge, the Wilcoxon signed-
rank test was used. Participants were divided into two groups according to their Barthel Index at admission to analyze in
detail the characteristics of ADL decline, that is, Barthel Index <85 (low ADL group) or Barthel Index >85 (high ADL group).
Barthel Index of >85 was indicated as a cutoff to define successful rehabilitation for stroke!®, hip fracture!’~!), and chronic
obstructive pulmonary disease®”. To analyze the differences between the two groups, t-test was used for age and length of
hospital stay, and y? test was used to determine the clinical department and proportion of individual rehabilitation. The Wil-
coxon signed-rank test was used to analyze the difference between item scores at admission and discharge between the two
groups. The number of participants whose item score at discharge was >5 points lower than that at admission were recorded,
and the proportion of participants with reduction item in the two groups were calculated. Data analyses were conducted using
SPSS version 24.0 for Windows (SPSS Japan Inc., Tokyo, Japan), and a p-value of 0.05 indicated statistical significance.

All procedures were approved by the Ethics Committee of our hospital (reference number 188), and the study was per-
formed in accordance with the ethical principles of the Declaration of Helsinki. We obtained inpatients’ consent to participate
in the research upon admission.
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RESULTS

There were 49 participants with ADL decline (2.0% of the total inpatients). The mean age of the participants was 75.3 years,
and the mean length of hospital stay was 37.9 days (Table 1). The median Barthel Index at admission and discharge was 70.0
and 35.0, respectively. All 10 items of the Barthel Index significantly differed at admission and discharge (Table 2). There
were significant differences in all items of the Barthel Index.

Participants were divided into two groups based on the Barthel Index at admission, that is, <85 group (low ADL group;
n=27) and >85 group (high ADL group, n=22). There was no participant with zero Barthel Index at admission because there
was no decrease in Barthel Index at discharge. No significant differences in the mean age, length of hospital stay, clinical
department, and percentage of individual rehabilitation were observed (Table 3). With regard to the items of the Barthel
Index, many items had significant differences in scores between admission and discharge (Table 4). The reduction rate in
all participants ranged from 24.5% (feeding and grooming) to 46.9% (dressing, Table 5). The tendencies of score reduction
vary between the two groups. In the low ADL group, transfer and toilet use had more than 50% of reduction at admission.
Meanwhile, in the high ADL group, bathing and ascending/descending stairs had more than 50% of reduction. Items with
declining scores varied based on the participants’ Barthel Index at admission.

DISCUSSION

In this study, to prevent ADL decline effectively by predicting which component declines easily, we analyzed components
of ADL decline of inpatients. The scores of all items of the Barthel Index at discharge decreased from the score at admission
and showed significant difference. The characteristics of items of the Barthel Index were still unclear. Therefore, we could
not determine clearly which ADL item easily declined in all participants.

To analyze which item of ADL easily declines, we classified the participants’ ability level at admission. We divided them
into two groups based on the Barthel Index at admission as follows: the low ADL group has Barthel Index <85 and the high

Table 1. Characteristics of inpatients with decline in activities of Table 2. Difference in Barthel Index at admission and discharge
daily living (n=49)

At admission At discharge
Age (years) 75.3£10.2 (50-92) Feeding 10.0 10.0
Length of hospital stay (days) 37.9 +£30.8 (4-144) [10.0-10.0] [5.0-10.0]
Clinical department Transfer 15.0 10.0™
Surgery 22 (44.9) [10.0-15.0] [0.0-15.0]
Cardiovascular disease 24 (49.0) Grooming 5.0 0.0""
Cerebrovascular surgery 3(6.1) [0.0-5.0] [0.0-5.0]
Provided individual rehabilitation 34 (69.4) Toilet use 10.0 5.0
Barthel Index [5.0-10.0] [0.0-10.0]
At admission 70.0 [37.5-100.0] Bathing 0.0 0.0**
At discharge 35.0[10.0-82.5] [0.0-5.0] [0.0-0.0]
Values are presented as mean + SD (range), n (%), or median [lst Mobility 10.0 0.0""
quartile—3rd quartile]. [0.0-15.0] [0.0-15.0]
Ascending 0.0 0.0"
/descending stairs [0.0-10.0] [0.0-0.0]
Table 3. Characteristics of the inpatiént.s divided in the two groups Dressing 10.0 50"
by the Barthel Index at admission
[5.0-10.0] [0.0-10.0]
Barthel Index at admission Bowel control 10.0 5.0
5-80 85-100 [5.0-10.0] [0.0-10.0]
(n=27) (n=22) Bladder control 10.0 5.0
Age (years) 76.3+99 74.0 £ 10.1 [5.0-10.0] [0.0~10.0]
Length of hospital stay (days) 36.8+£302 3924£307 Values are presented as median [1st quartile-3rd quartile].
Clinical department *p<0.05, **p<0.01.
Surgery 14 (41.7) 8 (63.6)
Cardiovascular disease 10 (41.7) 14 (27.3)
Cerebrovascular surgery 3(16.7) 0(09.1)

Provided individual rehabilitation (%) 19 (70.4) 15 (68.2)

Values are presented as mean + SD or n (%).
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Table 4. Median score of the items of the Barthel Index in the two groups divided by the Barthel Index at admission

5-80 (n=27) 85-100 (n=22)
At admission At discharge At admission At discharge
Feeding 10.0 5.0 10.0 10.0
[5.0-10.0] [5.0-10.0] [10.0-10.0] [10.0-10.0]
Transfer 10.0 5.0" 15.0 15.0%
[5.0-10.0] [0.0-10.0] [15.0-15.0] [10.0-15.0]
Grooming 0.0 0.0* 5.0 5.0%*
[0.0-5.0] [0.0-0.0] [5.0-5.0] [0.0-5.0]
Toilet use 5.0 0.0%* 10.0 10.0*
[0.0-5.0] [0.0-5.0] [10.0-10.0] [5.0-10.0]
Bathing 0.0 0.0 5.0 0.0™
[0.0-0.0] [0.0-0.0] [5.0-5.0] [0.0-0.0]
Mobility 0.0 0.0 15.0 15.0%*
[0.0-5.0] [0.0-0.0] [15.0-15.0] [0.0-15.0]
Ascending/descending stairs 0.0 0.0 10.0 2.5%*
[0.0-0.0] [0.0-0.0] [10.0-10.0] [0.0-5.0]
Dressing 5.0 5.0™ 10.0 10.0%*
[5.0-5.0] [0.0-5.0] [10.0-10.0] [5.0-10.0]
Bowel control 5.0 0.0%* 10.0 10.0%**
[5.0-10.0] [0.0-5.0] [10.0-10.0] [0.0-10.0]
Bladder control 5.0 0.0%* 10.0 10.0*
[0.0-10.0] [0.0-5.0] [10.0-10.0] [3.8-10.0]
Total 40.0 20.0%** 100.0 85.0%*
[25.0-60.0] [10.0—40.0] [100.0-100.0] [48.8-90.0]

Values are presented as median [1st quartile—3rd quartile].
*p<0.05, **p<0.01.

Table 5. Inpatients with reduction items divided in the two groups by the Barthel Index at admission

Barthel Index at admission

Item Total (n=49)
5-80 (n=27) 85-100 (n=22)
Feeding 12 (24.5) 9(33.3) 3 (13.6)
Transfer 22 (44.9) 16 (59.3) 6(27.3)
Grooming 12 (24.5) 5(18.5) 7 (31.8)
Toilet use 21 (42.9) 14 (51.9) 7 (31.8)
Bathing 17 (34.7) 0(0.0) 17 (77.3)
Mobility 13 (26.5) 5(18.5) 8(36.4)
Ascending/descending stairs 17 (34.7) 1(3.7) 16 (72.7)
Dressing 23 (46.9) 13 (48.1) 10 (45.5)
Bowel control 21 (42.9) 13 (48.1) 8(36.4)
Bladder control 18 (36.7) 11 (40.7) 7 (31.8)

Values are presented as n (%).

ADL group has Barthel Index >85. There were no significant differences in age, length of hospital stay, clinical department,
and ratio of provided individual rehabilitation between the two groups, indicating that the two groups had almost similar
characteristics. However, there were significant differences in the score of items at admission and discharge. In the low ADL
group, the rate of decline in bathing, mobility, and ascending/descending stairs did not show significant difference. However,
in the high ADL group, the rate of decline in all items, except feeding, showed significant difference. Only the independent
group had significant difference in bathing, mobility, and ascending/descending stairs. The proportion of participants with
reduction item was also different between the two groups. The low ADL group had decreased Barthel Index of more than 50%
in transfer and toilet use, and the high ADL group had decreased Barthel Index of more than 50% in bathing and ascending/
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descending stairs. Participants in the high ADL group at admission were able to take a bath and ascend/descend stairs, but
these tasks were difficult and were not performed by the participants in the low ADL group. For example, physical movement
required during bathing is more difficult than that during other ADLs because it requires walking, standing and sitting on
a wet floor, and striding across for bathing. If swallowing function is not an issue, the patient needs only to sit on chair
safely and exert upper limb effort for independent feeding. Bathing may be more difficult than feeding. Bathing, mobility,
and ascending/descending stairs require locomotion stability to prevent fall and require complex movement compared to
other items. We suggested that the level of independence of inpatients at admission influenced their score reduction in all
items. In the low ADL group, patient’s ability to transfer and use the toilet can easily decrease during hospitalization, and
we should consider basic ADLs, such as transfer and toilet use than bathing or ascending/descending stairs. Conversely,
we should consider bathing and ascending/descending stairs of inpatients with high ADL. Previous studies* %21 indicated
that ambulatory function or the ability to perform basic ADL, or both, declined in at least one-third of older (70 years old)
inpatients. Hirsch et al.>) suggested that a statistically significant decline in the overall functional score and individual scores
for mobility, transfer, toileting, feeding, and grooming. At this time, we could only show the individual characteristics, not
the overall characteristics, by dividing participants according to their state at admission.

This study had several limitations. First, we could not perform a multivariate analysis because the number of participants
was insufficient. Among inpatients, one of the detrimental effects is hospital-associated deconditioning, which causes a
complex process of physiological changes that can affect multiple systems within the body and often result in functional
decline?. The relationship between ADL and idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis was examined??> 23, Koyama et al.?*) analyzed
ADL decrease in idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis survivors with acute exacerbation and suggested that persistent hypoxemia
was related to ADL decline. We simply investigated the tendency of ADL decline at this time; thus, a large sample size is
needed to increase the accuracy of the analysis for ADL decline. Second, the relationship between ADL decline and detailed
components of rehabilitation was not inspected. Because rehabilitation during hospitalization was provided to improve ADL
of inpatients with hospital-associated deconditioning, volume and components of rehabilitation were related to ADL decline.
The effectiveness of specific inpatient rehabilitation interventions to reduce functional decline with hospital-associated de-
conditioning has not yet been investigated®>). Finally, we analyzed inpatients in within a limited period. Improvement of ADL
should not stop at discharge, and ADL may be improved after discharge.

In this study, we indicated the declining components of ADL in inpatients. The characteristics of decrease of each ADL
varied, and we suggested which components can easily decline when inpatients were divided according to their ability to
performing ADL at admission. To prevent functional decline effectively, we have to understand this relationship to predict
which component can easily decline. Further studies with a larger sample size and investigations in other rehabilitation
facilities are expected to provide more evidenced-based strategies to prevent functional decline.

Funding and Conflict of interest
We have no financial or personal relationships to disclose.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

We would like to thank 2018 Editage edit grant.

REFERENCES

1)  Hoenig HM, Rubenstein LZ: Hospital-associated deconditioning and dysfunction. J Am Geriatr Soc, 1991, 39: 220-222. [Medline] [CrossRef]

2)  Creditor MC: Hazards of hospitalization of the elderly. Ann Intern Med, 1993, 118: 219-223. [Medline] [CrossRef]

3)  Kortebein P: Rehabilitation for hospital-associated deconditioning. Am J Phys Med Rehabil, 2009, 88: 66—77. [Medline] [CrossRef]

4)  Sager MA, Franke T, Inouye SK, et al.: Functional outcomes of acute medical illness and hospitalization in older persons. Arch Intern Med, 1996, 156:
645—652. [Medline] [CrossRef]

5)  Hirsch CH, Sommers L, Olsen A, et al.: The natural history of functional morbidity in hospitalized older patients. ] Am Geriatr Soc, 1990, 38: 1296-1303.
[Medline] [CrossRef]

6) Falvey JR, Mangione KK, Stevens-Lapsley JE: Rethinking hospital-associated deconditioning: proposed paradigm shift. Phys Ther, 2015, 95: 1307-1315.
[Medline] [CrossRef]

7) Ingold BB, Yersin B, Wietlisbach V, et al.: Characteristics associated with inappropriate hospital use in elderly patients admitted to a general internal medicine
service. Aging (Milano), 2000, 12: 430—438. [Medline]

8)  Rudberg MA, Sager MA, Zhang J: Risk factors for nursing home use after hospitalization for medical illness. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci, 1996, 51: M189—
M194. [Medline] [CrossRef]

9)  Walter LC, Brand RJ, Counsell SR, et al.: Development and validation of a prognostic index for 1-year mortality in older adults after hospitalization. JAMA,
2001, 285: 2987-2994. [Medline] [CrossRef]

10) Covinsky KE, Justice AC, Rosenthal GE, et al.: Measuring prognosis and case mix in hospitalized elders. The importance of functional status. J Gen Intern

817


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1991956?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.1991.tb01632.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8417639?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-118-3-199302010-00011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18688198?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/PHM.0b013e3181838f70
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8629876?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/archinte.1996.00440060067008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2123911?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.1990.tb03451.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25908526?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.2522/ptj.20140511
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11211952?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8808987?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gerona/51A.5.M189
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11410097?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jama.285.23.2987

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)
16)

17)

18)

19)

20)

21)

22)

23)

24)

25)

Med, 1997, 12: 203-208. [Medline]

Fortinsky RH, Covinsky KE, Palmer RM, et al.: Effects of functional status changes before and during hospitalization on nursing home admission of older
adults. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci, 1999, 54: M521-M526. [Medline] [CrossRef]

Hoogerduijn JG, Schuurmans MJ, Duijnstee MS, et al.: A systematic review of predictors and screening instruments to identify older hospitalized patients at
risk for functional decline. J Clin Nurs, 2007, 16: 46—57. [Medline] [CrossRef]

Covinsky KE, Palmer RM, Fortinsky RH, et al.: Loss of independence in activities of daily living in older adults hospitalized with medical illnesses: increased
vulnerability with age. J] Am Geriatr Soc, 2003, 51: 451-458. [Medline] [CrossRef]

Shinohara T, Tsuchida N, Yamane T, et al.: Causes of functional decline in elderly hospitalized patients receiving either individual or exclusive rehabilitation
therapy: a cohort study. Int J Physother, 2018, 5: 178—-183.

Mahoney FI, Barthel DW: Functional evaluation: the BI. Md State Med J, 1965, 14: 61-65. [Medline]

Kotila M, Numminen H, Waltimo O, et al.: Post-stroke depression and functional recovery in a population-based stroke register. The Finnstroke study. Eur J
Neurol, 1999, 6: 309-312. [Medline] [CrossRef]

Di Monaco M, Castiglioni C, Vallero F, et al.: Concomitant upper limb fractures and short-term functional recovery in hip fracture patients: does the site of
upper limb injury matter? Am J Phys Med Rehabil, 2015, 94: 366-372. [Medline] [CrossRef]

Di Monaco M, Castiglioni C, De Toma E, et al.: Handgrip strength is an independent predictor of functional outcome in hip-fracture women: a prospective
study with 6-month follow-up. Medicine (Baltimore), 2015, 94: ¢542. [Medline] [CrossRef]

Di Monaco M, Castiglioni C, Vallero F, et al.: Men recover ability to function less than women do: an observational study of 1094 subjects after hip fracture.
Am J Phys Med Rehabil, 2012, 91: 309-315. [Medline] [CrossRef]

Yohannes AM, Roomi J, Waters K, et al.: A comparison of the Barthel index and Nottingham extended activities of daily living scale in the assessment of
disability in chronic airflow limitation in old age. Age Ageing, 1998, 27: 369-374. [CrossRef]

Inouye SK, Wagner DR, Acampora D, et al.: A predictive index for functional decline in hospitalized elderly medical patients. J Gen Intern Med, 1993, 8:
645-652. [Medline] [CrossRef]

Kozu R, Senjyu H, Jenkins SC, et al.: Differences in response to pulmonary rehabilitation in idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis and chronic obstructive pulmonary
disease. Respiration, 2011, 81: 196-205. [Medline] [CrossRef]

Kozu R, Jenkins S, Senjyu H: Evaluation of activity limitation in patients with idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis grouped according to Medical Research Council
dyspnea grade. Arch Phys Med Rehabil, 2014, 95: 950-955. [Medline] [CrossRef]

Koyama K, Sakamoto S, Isshiki T, et al.: The activities of daily living after an acute exacerbation of idiopathic pulmonary fibrosis. Intern Med, 2017, 56:
2837-2843. [Medline] [CrossRef]

Timmer AJ, Unsworth CA, Taylor NF: Rehabilitation interventions with deconditioned older adults following an acute hospital admission: a systematic review.
Clin Rehabil, 2014, 28: 1078-1086. [Medline] [CrossRef]

J. Phys. Ther. Sci. Vol. 31, No. 10, 2019 818


http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9127223?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10568535?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gerona/54.10.M521
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17181666?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2702.2006.01579.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12657063?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1532-5415.2003.51152.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14258950?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10210911?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1468-1331.1999.630309.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25251255?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/PHM.0000000000000191
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25674760?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/MD.0000000000000542
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22311061?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/PHM.0b013e3182466162
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ageing/27.3.369
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8120679?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02598279
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20516666?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000315475
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24502840?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2014.01.016
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28943534?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.2169/internalmedicine.7875-16
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24844238?dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/0269215514530998

