





    
      Skip to main content
    

        
      
    
  
    
  
        
            
        [image: medRxiv]      

                

          



  
    
  
                
    
      	Home
	About
	Submit
	ALERTS / RSS

    

  



  
                
    
      
  
    
  
      
  
  
    
  Search for this keyword 
 







  


  
  



  
      
  
  
    Advanced Search  


  
  



  



    

  


  


  

  
  
  	      

    
      
    
      
        
    
  
    
                        
  
                
    
      
	  
  
		
		
			
			  
  
      
  
  
    

  
      Choosing questions before methods in dementia research with competing events and causal goals
  
       View ORCID ProfileL. Paloma Rojas-Saunero, Jessica G. Young, Vanessa Didelez, M. Arfan Ikram, Sonja A. Swanson

  
      doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.01.21258142 

  
  
  


L. Paloma Rojas-Saunero 
1Department of Epidemiology, Erasmus University Medical Center, the Netherlands
MD
	Find this author on Google Scholar
	Find this author on PubMed
	Search for this author on this site
	ORCID record for L. Paloma Rojas-Saunero
	For correspondence: 
l.rojassaunero@erasmusmc.nl


Jessica G. Young 
2Department of Population Medicine, Harvard Medical School and Harvard Pilgrim Health Care Institute, USA
3Department of Epidemiology, Harvard TH Chan School of Public Health, USA
Ph.D.
	Find this author on Google Scholar
	Find this author on PubMed
	Search for this author on this site


Vanessa Didelez 
4Leibniz Institute for Prevention Research and Epidemiology – BIPS, Germany
5Faculty of Mathematics & Computer Science, University of Bremen, Germany
Ph.D
	Find this author on Google Scholar
	Find this author on PubMed
	Search for this author on this site


M. Arfan Ikram 
1Department of Epidemiology, Erasmus University Medical Center, the Netherlands
Ph.D
	Find this author on Google Scholar
	Find this author on PubMed
	Search for this author on this site


Sonja A. Swanson 
1Department of Epidemiology, Erasmus University Medical Center, the Netherlands
3Department of Epidemiology, Harvard TH Chan School of Public Health, USA
Sc.D
	Find this author on Google Scholar
	Find this author on PubMed
	Search for this author on this site




  


  
  



  
      
  
  
    	Abstract
	Full Text
	Info/History
	Metrics
	Supplementary material
	Data/Code
	 Preview PDF


  


  
  



  
      
  
  
    [image: Loading]

  
    
  
      
  
  
    ABSTRACT
Several of the hypothesized or studied exposures that may affect dementia risk are known to increase the risk of death. This may explain counterintuitive results, where exposures that are known to be harmful for mortality risk sometimes seem protective for the risk of dementia. Authors have attempted to explain these counterintuitive results as biased, but the bias associated with a particular analytic method cannot be defined or assessed if the causal question is not explicitly specified. Indeed, we can consider several causal questions when competing events like death, which cannot be prevented by design, are present. Current dementia research guidelines have not explicitly considered what constitutes a meaningful causal question in this setting or, more generally, how this choice justifies and should drive particular analytic decisions. To contextualize current practices, we first perform a systematic review of the conduct and interpretation of longitudinal studies focused on dementia outcomes where death is a competing event. We then describe and demonstrate how to address different causal questions (referred here as “the total effect” and “the controlled direct effect”) with traditional analytic approaches under explicit assumptions. Our application focuses on smoking cessation in late-midlife. To illustrate core concepts, we discuss this example both in terms of a hypothetical randomized trial and with an emulation of such a trial using observational data from the Rotterdam Study.
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