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Study on the relation between discrepancy of cognitive function test and
temporal change of cognitive function

Fukue, Taro

2,200,000

Early detection of cognitive impairment is an urgent issue in the elderly
society. The study focused on cognitive tests that are already widely used in clinical practice and
are easy to perform. As a result, we examined the possibility of distinguishing depression from
dementia by cognitive function tests. This study examined cognitive functions, which are the risk of

cognitive decline after one year. This study focused on the subordinate items set in each cognitive
function tests, and examined the cognitive functions related to the decline of cognitive function
one year later.
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