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ABSTRACT 

Background: Understanding geographical variation of dementia could highlight important 

modifiable socio-environmental risk factors. A previous systematic review (2012) identified 

an increased risk of Alzheimer dementia in in rural living in High-Income Countries (HICs), 

with a dearth of studies in Low to Middle-Income Countries (L-MICs).  We updated this 

review to examine geographical variations in dementia, to encompass the growing number of 

studies in this field.  

Methods: We systematically reviewed the literature for cross-sectional or longitudinal 

observational studies that compared dementia incidence or prevalence between two or more 

geographical areas including rural and urban settings.  

We conducted a narrative synthesis of included papers. Where possible, we undertook meta-

analysis, generating odds ratios for rural versus urban dementia prevalence and stratified the 

analysis by HICs and L-MICs.  

Results: We identified 38 relevant papers, encompassing approximately 98,502,147 people. 

Twenty-seven papers were included in the quantitative synthesis. Study methodologies varied 

widely.  Dementia rates varied geographically (0.43-38.5%).  Overall, rural living was 

associated with small increased odds of dementia (OR, 1.20, 95% CI 1.03-1.40; P value = 

0.0182). Stratification by HICs and L-MICs demonstrated further variation, with increased 

odds of dementia in rural areas in L-MICs but not HICs.  

Conclusions  

There is some evidence of geographical variation of dementia.   Rural living was associated 

with small increased odds of dementia, with stratification showing evidence in rural areas of 

L-MICs but not HICs.  We believe this has not been reported previously.  Future research 
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must consider life course geographical exposure and addressing heterogeneity in definitions 

of ‘rural’ and ‘urban.’ 

Keywords: Dementia, Alzheimer disease, epidemiology, geography 

What this study adds 

We confirm that rural living (compared to urban living) is associated with a small increased 

odds of dementia (OR 1.20, 95%CI 1.03-1.40).  We demonstrate for the first time that this is 

driven by increased odds of dementia in rural areas in Low to Middle-Income Countries (L-

MICs) rather than High Income Countries (HICs), and that the odds of dementia were higher 

in urban areas in large studies in HICs.  Future studies need to carefully consider study 

setting, method of dementia ascertainment, when exposures may occur, and risk of bias, to 

understand the role of environment and geography in dementia risk. 

  

INTRODUCTION 

Dementia is a growing worldwide public health concern. The epidemiology of this complex 

syndrome is not yet fully understood.1 Age and known genetic, health, and lifestyle risk 

factors play an important role in dementia incidence, but together they do not fully explain 

dementia aetiology. Life course geographical variation might influence dementia risk or 

protective factors.  

A systematic review in 2012 found “evidence of geographical variation in rates of dementia in 

affluent countries at a variety of geographical scales.”2 Furthermore, an increased risk of 

Alzheimer’s dementia was associated with rural living (Prevalence OR 1.50, 90% CI 1.33-

1.69), with early life rural living further increasing this risk to approximately double (OR 

2.22, 90%CI 1.19-4.16). However, these results were based on very few studies, and there 
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have been several subsequent studies. We therefore updated this systematic review2 to reflect 

the developing body of evidence in this field. In our present systematic review, we report a 

comprehensive overview of the literature specifically examining the influence of rural and 

urban living on risk of dementia. 

 

METHODS  

Registration and reporting 

We prospectively registered the protocol with PROSPERO, reference CRD42016050323 

(http://www.crd.york.ac.uk/) and report the review in accordance with the Preferred Reporting 

of Items in Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) guidance.3,4  

 

Information sources 

We searched multiple databases on 18th-31st October 2018 for papers since the published 

review2 search date of 15th April 2010: search information and indicative search strategies 

were developed with an Information Specialist (CF), (Appendix 1). 

 

Eligibility criteria 

Eligible studies included: cross-sectional or longitudinal studies of any duration comparing 

primary dementia rates (prevalence or incidence) between two or more different geographical 

sites. Our initial search was broad then focused to rural/urban; therefore, many studies (117) 

were excluded as ‘wrong comparator.’ 
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We excluded studies purely on young onset dementia (<60 years old) or mild cognitive 

impairment. We did not restrict to English language (Appendix 2). 

 

Study selection and data collection 

Two reviewers (from KEW, JKB, and TCR) independently screened all titles and abstracts 

using Covidence,5 and two then reviewed full text with conflicts resolved by discussion. 

Google translate was used for data extraction from papers not in English. 

Two of KEW, LAM, CD, or DG extracted data using a bespoke and piloted form with 

discrepancies resolved by discussion and reference to the original paper. 

Where articles did not report odds ratios for dementia risk in rural and urban areas,6-16 we 

computed these if the relevant raw data were reported or contacted authors9,17-20 : data 

provided by two authors.18,19 We contacted authors regarding full-text publications from 

abstracts identified, and overlap between studies. When both unadjusted and multivariable-

adjusted odds ratios were reported, we report unadjusted odds ratio. When both DSM-IV and 

10/66 method were used for dementia ascertainment, we report the 10/66 results21-23 (as this 

has shown greater dementia ascertainment in LICs and LMICs24,25) except when the 10/66 

data were incomplete.26  
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Strategy for data synthesis 

Where sufficient data were available, we conducted a random effects meta-analysis of odds 

ratios. Post-hoc we decided to explore the data by stratifying by Higher Income Countries 

(HICs) and Low to Middle-Income Countries (L-MICs)27 (Appendix 3), and further by study 

size. We recognise this classification of country income can change with time (Appendix 3).   

Between-study heterogeneity was assessed by the I2 statistic. Studies which could not be 

combined quantitatively were reported in a narrative synthesis. 

 

Risk of bias assessment in individual studies 

KEW, SDS, and TCR assessed the risk of bias using an adapted Risk of Bias Assessment 

Tool for Non-Randomized studies (RoBANS), (Appendix 4), with disagreements resolved by 

discussion. 
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RESULTS 

The narrative synthesis includes 38 new papers (Table 1), 27 of which – including 33 cohorts 

- could be meta-analysed (Figure 1).  

Geographical locations and sample sizes 

Studies were predominantly in the Americas (N=11) and Western Pacific region (especially 

China, N=11), and also Europe (N=9) South-East Asia (N=4), Africa (N=3), and   Eastern 

Mediterranean region (N=2) (one study covered three areas). Of the meta-analysis papers, 12 

papers (13 studies) were based in HICs and 15 papers (20 studies) in L-MICs. 

In the 35 papers that included a sample size, this ranged from 90 to 73,000,000 people, 

median 2170. Of 27 papers in the meta-analysis, study samples ranged from 300 to 

21,624,228 people, median 2162.6-11,13,15,16,18,19,21,22,28-39   The definition of ‘rural’ and ‘urban’ 

was heterogeneous. Too few papers included information on education, deprivation, or other 

socio-economic factors in relation to rural or urban settings and subsequent dementia risk to 

include in the meta-analysis.  Three papers considered childhood and adulthood rural or urban 

residence and risk of dementia,18,40,41 only one was included in the meta-analysis.18 
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Dementia diagnosis  

There was considerable heterogeneity in dementia ascertainment methodologies (Appendix 5, 

Supplementary Table 1), mostly using surveys/interviews, clinical assessment and ICD 

codes.  Dementia prevalence ranged from 0.43%-38.5% of the study populations in all 

studies, and 2.4-21% in the meta-analysis studies.  Few identified dementia subtype. Most 

papers compared dementia against non-dementia or ‘normal’, with some including cognitive 

impairment/MCI in the ‘no dementia’ group, and others excluding those with MCI. 
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  1 

Figure 1: PRISMA flowchart detailing selection of studies for inclusion in the review: 2 

rural/urban differences in dementia 3 

  4 
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Table 1: Executive summary of studies meeting inclusion criteria: rural/urban differences in dementia 7 

Author 

Year 

(data collection) Country Age (years) 

Study Population 

(n) Urban n (% of total) 

Dementia n (% of 

total) 

Abner 2016*28 2007-2013 USA Any 1,209,976 766,250 (63.3) 82,278 (6.8) 

Astell_Burt 2018*29 2006-2009 Australia >=45  261,669 

Major cities = 139,071 (53.1%) 

Inner regional area = 92,734 (35.4) 3046 (1.2) 

Chammartin 201642  2008-2012  Switzerland Any 60,388 N/A 1,510 (2.5) 

Chen 201730* 2001-2013 Canada 55–85  2,066,639  1,674,591 (81.0) 257,816 (12.4) 

Chen 201231 Anhui 

study (a)* 2001-2003  China >=65  2,917 1,736 (59.5) 210 (7.2)  

Chen 201231 Four 

provinces study 

(b)*  2008-2009 China  >=60  3,327  1,787 (53.7)  341 (10.2)  

Contador 201541 1994-1998 Spain 

>=65  

(mean 72.9 +/-

6.1) 2,711  852 (31.4)  91 (3.4)   
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Author 

Year 

(data collection) Country Age (years) 

Study Population 

(n) Urban n (% of total) 

Dementia n (% of 

total) 

Cornutiu 2010
43

 1980-2006 Romania Any Unclear N/A N/A 

Deng 2018*32 Oct-Dec 2015  China ≥60  1,781 464 (26.1) 195 (10.9)  

Fronza da Silva 

201344 July-Oct 2007 Brazil 

>=60  

(mean 72.3 +/- 

7.7) 229 131 (57.2) 11 (4.8)  

Ganesh 201017 2003 USA  any 31,660 N/A 427 (1.3) 

Goncalves-Pereira 

2017*21 N/A  Portugal ≥65 1,405 690 (49.5) DSM IV: 51 (7.4)  

Goodman 2017*33 2011-2013  USA  >=68 21,624,228 16,477,662 (76.2) 3,110,654 (18.9) 

Guerchet (a) 

2013*26 2011-2012 

Central 

African 

Republic    ≥65 973 500 (51.4) 72 (7.4) 

Guerchet (b) 

2013*26 2011-2012 

Republic of 

Congo   ≥65 1,029 500 (48.5) 63 (6.1) 
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Author 

Year 

(data collection) Country Age (years) 

Study Population 

(n) Urban n (% of total) 

Dementia n (% of 

total) 

Hendrie 2018*
18

 1992-2009 USA  >=70 3,259 2326 (71.4) 285 (8.7) 

Huang 201445 1997-2007  Taiwan 

Any 

(mean 58.7 +/- 

14) 142,744  41,458 (29.0)  612 (0.43) 

Jia 201438*  2008-2009 China  ≥65 10,276 6,096 (59.3) 528 (5.1)  

Khedr 20156*  2011-2013  Egypt  >=60  691   35 (5.1) 

Kim 2011*39 2008 South Korea  >=65 1,673 N/A  351 (21.0) 

Koller 201015* 2004-2006 Germany ≥65 9,216 6,578 (71.4) 1846 (20.0) 

Nadel 201440 2011 Costa Rica 

>60  

(mean 76.8+8.1) 90 N/A 2 (2.3) 

Nunes 2010*34 2003 Portugal 55-79  1,146 713 (62.2) 31 (2.7) 

Pilleron 201513 (a)* 2011-2012 

Central 

African 

republic ≥65 973 452 (46.4) 72 (7.5) 
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Author 

Year 

(data collection) Country Age (years) 

Study Population 

(n) Urban n (% of total) 

Dementia n (% of 

total) 

Pilleron 201513 (b)* 2011-2012 

Republic of 

Congo ≥65 1,029 479 (46.6) 63(6.1) 

Poddar 201112* Unclear  India ≥50 2890 793 (27.4) 147 (5.1) 

Prince 201222* (a) 2003-2010 Peru >=65  

(mean age 

follow-up 75.7-

78.6) 

1933 1381 10/66: 69 (3.6) 

DSM-IV: 53 (2.7) 

Prince 201222* (b) 2003-2010 Mexico  >=65  

(mean age 

follow-up 75.7-

78.6) 

2003 1003 10/66: 121 (6.0) 

DSM-IV: 67 (3.3) 
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Author 

Year 

(data collection) Country Age (years) 

Study Population 

(n) Urban n (% of total) 

Dementia n (% of 

total) 

Prince 201222* (c) 2003-2010 China 

>=65  

(mean age 

follow-up 75.7-

78.6) 2162 1160 

10/66: 161 (7.4) 

DSM-IV: 106 (4.9) 

Raina 20147* unclear  India >60 1000 500 (50) 

2 

3 (2.3) 

Rodríguez-Agudelo 

201123* 2011 Mexico >65 2003 1003 (50.1) 171 (8.5) 

Samba 20159* 2012-2014 

The Republic 

of Congo    ≥65 966 467 (48.3) 

After 2 years follow 

up, dementia =23 

(2.38) 
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Author 

Year 

(data collection) Country Age (years) 

Study Population 

(n) Urban n (% of total) 

Dementia n (% of 

total) 

Sharifi 201635* 2012 Iran 

>=60  

(mean age 69.2 

years, 68.7-69.7) 1257 681 (54.2) 99 (7.9) 

Taylor 201746 1999-2014  USA Any age Unclear  Unclear 

1999= 44,536 

2014 = 93,541 

Tengku Aizan 

201010* 2004-2005 Malaysia 

>=60  

(average age 

70.5, SD = 7.22) 2980 1635 (54.9)  418 (14.0)   

Tola-Arribas 

201311* 2009-2010 Spain 

>=65  

(mean age 76.5 

+/- 7.8) 2170 1459 (67.2) 184 (8.5) 

Tornau 201520 

Unknown 

(published 2015 

as abstract)  Germany >59 Unclear Not specified  Not specified 
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Author 

Year 

(data collection) Country Age (years) 

Study Population 

(n) Urban n (% of total) 

Dementia n (% of 

total) 

Tripathi 2012
36

* 2003-2005 India  44-85 300  190 (63.3) 150 (50) 

Weden 2018
37

 (a)* 2000 USA >=55 16,386 12,096 (73.8) 958 (5.8) 

Weden 2018
37

 (b)* 2010  USA >=55 16,311 12,410 (76.1) 727 (4.5) 

Wu 201716* 2008-2011 England >=65   7505  5951 (79.3) 328 (4.4) 

Yin 201647 2006-2012  China >65 73 million approx. Unclear  Unclear   

Yuan 20168* 1997-2002 China >=55  12,881 5687 (44.2) 311 (2.4) 
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Author 

Year 

(data collection) Country Age (years) 

Study Population 

(n) Urban n (% of total) 

Dementia n (% of 

total) 

Zhao 2010
48

 1997-1998  China >=55 

1235 completed 

phase 3 Unclear    475 (38.5) 

AD = Alzheimer's Disease; ADRD = Alzheimer's Related Dementia; N/A = not available (unable to extract). Grey = not in meta-analysis 8 

Additional information: Studies separating geographical areas e.g. “100% urban” and “mixed urban”, multiple different metropolitan sizes or 9 

conurbation and urban, were combined together as “urban”. One study35used rural areas as the referent, and we reversed the results using 10 

natural logarithms. One study18 had two cohorts but only raw data from authors available for one cohort to calculate Odds ratios.    11 

 12 
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Quantitative synthesis  13 

Overall, rural living was associated with small increased odds of dementia, compared to urban 14 

living (OR, 1.20, 95% CI 1.03-1.40, P value = 0.0182; N=25,274,741, NDementia=3,462,039; 15 

33 studies), Figure 2. However, stratifying by HICs and L-MICs status revealed a difference, 16 

with HICs studies showing no effect of rural vs urban (1.01, 0.88 to 1.16, P value = 0.8842; 17 

N=25,221,600, NDementia=3,458,633; 13 studies) and L-MICs suggesting increased odds of 18 

dementia in rural areas (1.33, 1.06 -1.68, P value = 0.0141; N=53,141, NDementia=3406 20 19 

studies). There was high heterogeneity: I2 value = 99.78% (for all studies), 99.72% (for only 20 

HICs studies) and 87.64% (for only L-MICs studies).  21 

Sensitivity analysis to explore the impact of potential overlap in L-MICs study 22 

participants9,13,22,23,26 did not significantly affect the results: rural living was still linked with a 23 

slight increase in dementia risk (1.35, 1.02-1.79, P value = 0.0354, I2 = 90.69%).  Including 24 

studies from the previous systematic review also showed a slight increased risk of dementia in 25 

rural areas, (1.18, 1.01-1.37) (Appendix 6). 26 

Further stratifying HICs and L-MICs by study size confirmed in larger L-MICs studies 27 

(N>10,000) higher odds of dementia in rural areas (or lower in urban areas; 1.56, 1.20-2.02; 28 

N=23,157, NDementia=839; 2 studies), unchanged when moderate-sized studies (N>1000) were 29 

included (1.50, 1.017-1.93; N=48,439, NDementia=2856; 14 studies). However, larger HICs 30 

studies (N>1,000,000) showed lower odds of dementia in rural areas (0.88, 0.84-0.92; 31 

N=24,900,843, NDementia=3,450,748; 3 studies). This effect was reduced when moderate-sized 32 

studies (N>10,000) were included (0.93, 0.76-1.13; N=25,195,209, NDementia=3,455,479; six 33 

studies). Studies in L-MICs were generally smaller than those in HICs. 34 

 35 
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36 

  37 

Figure 2: Forest plot showing meta-analysed rural/urban odds ratios of dementia 38 

stratified by HICs/L-MICs status and size of study: rural/urban differences in dementia1
39 

                                                           
1
 Guerchet 2013, Pilleron 2015, Prince 2012 (Mexico only) Rodríguez-Agudelo 2011 and Samba 2015: unclear if 

there is overlap in these L-MICs papers (as more than one similar study in the same country).  Sensitivity 

analysis removing the smaller cohorts (Pilleron 2015, Rodríguez-Agudelo 2011 and Samba 2015) shows no 

significant change in result   
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 Narrative synthesis of non-meta-analysis studies 40 

The 11 heterogeneous papers not included in the meta-analysis, were undertaken in Europe 41 

(Switzerland, Romania, Germany and Spain),20,41-43 South-America (Brazil),44 Central 42 

America (Costa Rica),40 North America (USA)17,46 and Asia (Taiwan and China).45,47,48 43 

between 1993 and 2012. One study investigated dementia in diabetic patients,45 the other 44 

studies investigated dementia in general. Five studies had no age restriction, 17,42,43,45,46 the 45 

others included people >55/59 years or >60/65 years.20,40,41,44,47,48, with sample size from 90 to 46 

approximately 73 million (median, 17,186).   47 

The dementia ascertainment methodologies varied greatly: data linkage with ICD codes; 48 

17,20,42,43,45-47 cross sectional incidence surveys; questionnaires; structured interviews and/or 49 

screening by clinical assessment.40,41,44,48 50 

Just over half of these studies reflected the findings of the meta-analysis, with an increase of 51 

dementia in rural areas.41,43,44,46-48  The results were unclear in several of these studies,20,40 and 52 

showed no difference in one study investigating the variation of AD drug dispensing17.  Of the 53 

two studies suggesting an increase in urban areas, one was specifically investigating dementia 54 

(AD) deaths, 42 and the other newly diagnosed diabetic patients.45 55 

Most studies only assessed the relationship between residence at one time point and 56 

subsequent dementia, but one study41 investigated childhood and adulthood residence, finding 57 

childhood rural residence was linked with a non-significant trend for risk of dementia (HR = 58 

1.52, 95% CI = 0.93-2.49, p=0.08), which became significant in adulthood (HR 1.61, 95% CI 59 

1.06-2.46, p<0.05).41, but there was no association in late-life (HR 0.78, 95% CI 0.49-1.23, 60 

p=0.29).41   61 

 62 
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Risk of Bias 63 

Figures 3 and Appendix 7 show the risk of bias assessments for included studies. There was 64 

great variation in the risk of bias and, in particular, high risk in measurement of exposure 65 

(geographical location) in approximately half of the studies.  66 

 67 
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 68 

Figure 3. Summary of Risk of Bias assessment: rural/urban differences in dementia 69 
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DISCUSSION 

Overall, rural living was associated with small increased odds of dementia compared to urban 

living (OR, 1.20, 95% CI 1.03-1.40, P value = 0.0182; N=25,274,741, NDementia=3,462,039; 33 

studies).  Further stratification by HICs and L-MICs showed this difference was mostly driven 

by L-MICs (1.33, 1.06 -1.68, P value = 0.0141; N=53,141, NDementia=3406 20 studies). In 

large HICs, odds of dementia were higher in urban areas (0.88, 0.84-0.92).  To our 

knowledge, this difference has not been reported before, and has important implications for 

research and policy in this area. Studies were heterogeneous in the definition of ‘rural’ or 

‘urban’ and identification of dementia, and there was high risk of bias in the exposure 

(geographical variation).   Studies often did not report when in the life-course the 

geographical exposure was measured, and whether this changed across their lifetime, and the 

association between rurality and dementia prevalence and incidence may change with at 

different ages.  

Increased risk of dementia in those living in rural areas may be due to specific aspects of 

living in these geographical locations, such as access to healthcare services/dementia 

diagnosis, air pollution or social connections, or may be confounded or mediated by education 

or socio-economic status.1  There is a complex interplay between the environment and the 

individual living in it.  For dementia risk, this includes direct and indirect associations 

between the environment, and cognition, and noting that both of these can change across the 

life course.49   

Dementia prevalence can vary country to country, influenced by the drive to seek a dementia 

diagnosis as well as the different the methodologies used for dementia ascertainment. A 

recent systematic review recommends using multiple sources, including access to medical 

records, to ascertain dementia to improve consistency in methodologies between studies.50,51 
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For example, in another systematic review52 which found a mixed picture between green 

space exposure and dementia risk, green space exposure was associated with higher incidence 

of dementia measured by anti-dementia medication and reversed if the other methods for 

detecting dementia were used.53  It is therefore essential that the method(s) of dementia 

ascertainment is clearly reported and the potential limitations and biases of this 

acknowledged.  

When comparing multiple studies it is important that the dementia ascertainment rate for the 

study population is calculated and compared with an expected rate.51  Dementia diagnosis, 

particularly in L-MICs, can still be challenging, and there is ongoing debate about the best 

criteria for dementia diagnosis:54 criteria (such as the 10/66 criteria) may have greater 

accuracy than DSM-IV in low levels of literacy.54 Furthermore, in rural areas in general, or L-

MICs, there may be limited access to diagnostic assessment, 55 especially if services are 

centralised.56  Our systematic review did not show an increased risk of dementia in urban 

settings to suggest this bias, but this needs considered when data are included from more 

countries.  

There may be increased cognitive reserve in people living in urban areas 49,57,58, particularly 

during childhood, which influences dementia variation between rural and urban living. The 

impact from social deprivation may be higher than that from rural or urban location (e.g. the 

odds of a cognitive disorder were twice as high in those living in poor-quality rural 

environments, than those in rural areas).16 

Education influences dementia risk, 59  but few studies investigated education in relation to 

the geographical area across time.  Socio-economic status (SES) also influences dementia 

prevalence rates50,60.  Our systematic review was unable to assess for SES in influencing the 

difference in rural versus urban dementia risk.  Whilst education, SES and other variables for 
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overall dementia risk were often reported, these variables were rarely considered in relation to 

rural or urban areas. Further work is required to understand the complex interplay between 

geographical location, education, socioeconomic circumstances, prior cognitive ability and 

dementia risk: whether there are critical time points in a person’s life where individual or 

combined factors influence dementia risk.  Future studies should include more detailed 

information on participants’ education, SES measures in relation to geographical area, as well 

as the different definitions of geographical categorisation. 

 

Comparison with other literature 

This large and comprehensive systematic review builds on a previous systematic review in 

2010 which showed, in 25 rural versus urban studies, that there was some evidence of greater 

all-cause dementia odds with rural living [prevalence OR = 1.11, 90% CI 0.79-1.57; incidence 

OR = 1.20, 90% CI 0.84-1.71], and that the association between rurality and dementia risk 

was stronger in studies only including people with Alzheimer Disease (OR=1.50, 90% CI 

1.33-1.69), but weaker in studies only including people with vascular dementia (OR= 1.09, 

90% CI 0.65-1.83). The review also suggested that exposure to rural living early in life further 

increases the risk of subsequent dementia. 

In comparison, our subsequent review which included 38 new papers was unable to 

investigate the dementia sub-type risk, or the life course effect of geographical location, as too 

few studies which reported adequate data on these predictors to undertake meaningful meta-

analysis. Most studies used dementia as a ‘blanket’ term encompassing different sub-types of 

dementia, and did not provide adequate data for the life course effect of geographical location 

on dementia risk. The previous review investigated dementia prevalence and incidence at a 

number of geographical scales (country-to-country comparisons, rural to urban comparisons, 
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and regional comparisons), but there has been a rapid increase studies published on this topic, 

therefore our current review focussed on rural to urban comparisons.  

 

Limitations and strengths: of the systematic review 

The literature search for this comprehensive systematic review was developed with an 

information specialist and used a validated comprehensive search strategy from our previous 

review, with a pre-registered protocol, and was reported according to PRISMA guidance.  At 

least two reviewers independently reviewed titles and abstracts, and extracted and analysed 

the studies with high levels of agreement using proforma which was produced and trialled for 

data extraction, and risk of bias (adapting the ROBANS tool).  Authors were contacted for 

additional information, to increase data available for meta-analysis.  The language was not 

limited to English to minimise bias in selecting papers for review.  

The limitations of this study include that despite a comprehensive search strategy including 

forward citation of included studies; it is possible that relevant papers may have been missed, 

as we did not search for grey literature. There is also significant variation within and between 

countries of the level of geography which is recorded. 

The Risk of Bias assessment tool was based on ROBANS and whilst it did assess the quality 

of the method of dementia ascertainment, for the studies using big data and ICD-10 codes it 

was not possible to assess the quality of that dementia diagnosis.  

 

Limitations and strengths: of the included studies 

We identified 38 new relevant papers in the last 5 years, and were able to extract, or calculate, 

odds ratios for 27 papers (33 studies) for the meta-analysis, including studies from a range of 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 11, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.11.23299178doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.11.23299178
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


27 
 

L-MICs and HICs.  The sample sizes were overall large (range 90 to 73,000,000, median 

2170 for all papers, and 300 to 21,624,228, median 2162, for those in the meta-analysis) and 

the method of defining dementia was reported in the studies. 

The individual studies were heterogeneous in their methodologies. In particular, there was 

significant heterogeneity in of the definition of ‘rural’ and ‘urban’, and how this translates at 

an international level for comparison. Too few studies reported the impact of geographical 

location at different time points in a person’s life to include in meta-analysis.  This means 

there could be confounding or bias influencing the risk of dementia.  

There is a need for standard definitions of urbanisation and rurality, and a clearer definition of 

“place.”49  Despite proposed quantifiable measures of urbanisation through population density 

and sprawl and further evaluation of physical characteristics of proximal environments,49 

none of our included papers considered these factors.    

It is also important to acknowledge that diagnostic coverage, those diagnosed with dementia 

rather than the true dementia prevalence, can be low61 and therefore missed cases (particularly 

within studies using large big datasets of routinely collected data62) may introduce bias, 

potentially under-reporting, in interpreting geographical variation of dementia versus 

traditional face-to-face epidemiological studies.  

 

Implications 

There has been a rapid increase in interest in the geographical predictors of dementia, 

therefore this study, limited only to urban versus rural geographical variation, confirmed 

previous findings of increased odds of subsequent dementia for people living in rural areas. 

The heterogeneity of the studies means understanding rural versus urban risk of dementia is 

complicated.  To ensure a future robust study to investigate the geographical variation of rural 
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versus urban living and dementia risk (given our finding of OR of 1.16 to 1.26), the sample 

size would need to be approximately 1000-4 000 people.   

Further consensus on the term ‘geographical location’ with clear definitions of ‘rural’ and 

‘urban’ that is translatable across, and within, different countries is important to understand 

the complex interplay between the environment and the individual in relation to dementia 

risk.  Future large-scale studies must also include detailed information about the area 

(including a measure of deprivation, greenspace, access to services etc.) and a person’s 

geographical location across time.  

We know the incidence and prevalence of dementia is rising in L-MICs, but larger studies in 

this systematic review are in HICs, where they are more likely to have healthcare systems 

with routinely collected data allowing larger scale studies.  Whereas, L-MICs are more likely 

to use traditional (smaller scale) face-to-face epidemiological studies.  As these research 

methods are more costly than analysing nationally collected data, it results in fewer studies in 

L-MICs, with lower numbers of participants, but likely to provide more detailed analysis.  

Finally, the definition of LIC, HMIC and HIC has the potential to change with time, which is 

important to consider given the longitudinal aspect for dementia risk.   

 

Conclusions 

Overall, rural living was associated with small-increased odds of dementia, compared to 

urban living (OR, 1.20, 95% CI 1.03-1.40, P value = 0.0182).  Stratifying by HICs and L-

MICs suggested increased odds of dementia in L-MICs rural areas, (1.33, 1.06 -1.68, P value 

= 0.0141). However, methodological differences complicate combining the extant literature. 

Therefore, better-designed studies with careful consideration of mediating and confounding 

variables are required to answer this important question definitively.  
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