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Dementia describes a syndrome that is characterised by a 
progressive loss of cognition, function and behaviour.1 
Two classes of medications are currently available to treat 

the cognitive symptoms of specific types of dementia (such as 
Alzheimer disease): cholinesterase inhibitors (ChEIs: donepezil, 
rivastigmine and galantamine) and the N- methyl- D- aspartate 
(NMDA) receptor antagonist, memantine.2 Use of ChEIs and 
memantine has been growing in Australia and internation-
ally.2,3 However, about one- third of use is potentially inappro-
priate; that is, the likely harms outweigh the likely benefits to 
the individual.4–7

Clinicians have cited a lack of evidence- based deprescribing 
guidelines as a barrier to optimising medication use in older 
adults.8,9 Deprescribing is the process of withdrawing (or reduc-
ing the dose of) inappropriate medications with the aim of op-
timising medication use and patient outcomes.10,11 ChEIs have 
been identified as a medication class for which an evidence- 
based deprescribing guideline would be of significant benefit 
to clinicians.12 We have developed a guideline for deprescribing 
ChEIs and memantine, which provides specific advice on when 
and how to deprescribe.13 This article summarises the guideline. 
The primary target audience for the guideline is clinicians in-
volved in the care of adults prescribed a ChEI or memantine, 
including but not limited to general practitioners, specialist phy-
sicians, nurses and pharmacists.

Methods

We followed the process developed by the Bruyère Research 
Institute Deprescribing Guidelines in the Elderly project,14 
which was based on a comprehensive checklist for successful 
guideline development (Guideline 2.0),15 the GRADE approach16 
and the AGREE II criteria.17 We also followed the requirements 
for Australian National Health and Medical Research Council 
(NHMRC) external guideline approval.18

The guideline development team (GDT) comprised 10 clinicians 
(geriatrician/clinical pharmacologist, geriatric psychiatrist, GP, 
GPs with aged care accreditation, registered nurse and pharma-
cists) from Australia and Canada with experience in caring for 
people with dementia, research expertise in deprescribing, and 
methodological skills in guideline development. The GDT also 
included two consumer representatives (a person with mild de-
mentia and a carer of a person with dementia).

After establishing the scope of the guideline and the clinical 
questions, the GDT conducted a systematic review and meta- 
analysis of the outcomes of deprescribing ChEIs and meman-
tine. We followed the GRADE method to convert the evidence 
to recommendations.16 This involved consideration of the results 

of the systematic review, the quality of the evidence, the benefits 
and harms of these medications, consumer preferences and re-
source implications.

Following external clinical and methodological review and 
public consultation, final guideline recommendations were ap-
proved by the NHMRC and published in February 2018.13

Recommendations

Box 1 outlines the recommendations, identifying those with the 
least potential for harm from discontinuation and the greatest 
potential for benefit, with advice on how to discontinue treat-
ment. Recommendations were informed by the findings of our 
systematic review on the outcomes of discontinuation, cou-
pled with reviews of the potential benefits and harms of treat-
ment, consumer preferences and resource implications. The 
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Abstract
Introduction: Cholinesterase inhibitors (ChEIs) and memantine are 
medications used to treat the symptoms of specific types of 
dementia. Their benefits and harms can change over time, 
particularly during long term use. Therefore, appropriate use of 
ChEIs and memantine involves both prescribing these medications 
to individuals who are likely to benefit, and deprescribing 
(withdrawing) them from individuals when the risks outweigh the 
benefits. We recently developed an evidence- based clinical practice 
guideline for deprescribing ChEIs and memantine, using robust 
international guideline development processes.
Main recommendations: Our recommendations aim to assist 
clinicians to:
• identify individuals who may be suitable for a trial of deprescrib-

ing ChEIs and memantine (such as those who do not have an ap-
propriate indication, those who have never experienced a benefit, 
those who appear to be no longer benefitting, and those who 
have severe or end-stage dementia); and

• taper treatment and monitor individuals during the deprescribing 
process.

Changes in management as a result of the guideline: 
• Deprescribing ChEIs and memantine through shared decision 

making with individuals and their caregivers by: 
▶ determining their treatment goals;
▶ discussing benefits and harms of continuing and ceasing medi-

cation, from the start of therapy and throughout; and
▶ engaging them in monitoring after discontinuation, while in-

forming carers that the individual will continue to decline after 
discontinuation.

• This approach may reduce adverse drug reactions and medication 
burden, leading to improved quality of life in people with 
dementia.
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recommendations were developed with high value placed on 
minimising the potential for medication- induced harm in a vul-
nerable population.

Clinicians should:

• consider these recommendations within the context of the in-
dividual, and implement them using a shared decision mak-
ing approach;

• base decisions on the goals, values and preferences of the per-
son with dementia and their family or carer; and

• discuss the potential benefits and harms of both continuation 
and discontinuation, and the evidence and uncertainties of 
the benefits and harms; such discussions should occur when 
starting medication and throughout therapy.

Tapering and monitoring
We recommend tapering (Box 1) based on the potential for se-
vere adverse drug withdrawal reactions (identified in case re-
ports),43–45 ability to identify the lowest effective dose (where the 
medication cannot be completely discontinued), and the possi-
bility of reducing the effect of return of symptoms (if they do 
occur) and increasing individual and family or carer comfort.46

As part of this process:

• monitor the individual every 4 weeks (ie, with each dose re-
duction as well as after discontinuation) (Box 1), based on the 
half-lives of the medications, and allowing an appropriate 

period for assessment of change (or no change) in condition 
(rather than day-to-day fluctuations);

• ask the family or carer to monitor how the individual’s over-
all condition (including cognition, function, quality of life and 
behaviour) has changed over the 4-week period;

• alter the tapering process if necessary to suit the individual 
and their family or carer. For example, if it is believed that the 
medication is causing a severe or concerning adverse drug re-
action (eg, seizures, severe bradycardia) then abrupt cessation 
may be appropriate, with more frequent monitoring for poten-
tial adverse drug withdrawal reactions (such as altered level of 
consciousness, hallucinations, delusions, insomnia, increased 
anxiety and agitation, and altered mood);

• ensure that the individual and their family or carer are aware 
of what to monitor and what to do if the condition changes; 
this may differ depending on how long it has been since the 
medication was discontinued. When deprescribing because 
of progression of the condition, inform carers that the person 
with dementia will continue to decline after discontinuation; 
and

• throughout tapering and monitoring after discontinuation, 
assess for other possible causes of any change in condition 
(such as dehydration or infection leading to delirium), and 
rule these out before restarting the medication (Box 2).

For non- pharmacological management and ongoing care of peo-
ple with dementia after deprescribing, including behavioural 
and psychological symptoms, Australian guidelines are 

1 Recommendations for deprescribing cholinesterase inhibitors (ChEIs) and memantine*

For individuals taking a ChEI for Alzheimer disease, dementia of Parkinson disease, Lewy body dementia or 
vascular dementia for > 12 months, we recommend trial discontinuation if:
• cognition and/or function has significantly worsened over the past 6 months (or less, as per the individual);
• no benefit (improvement, stabilisation or decreased rate of decline) was seen at any time during treatment; or
• the individual has severe or end-stage dementia (characteristics include dependence in most activities of daily 

living, inability to respond to environment and/or limited life expectancy)

Consensus- based recommendation: 
strength: strong; level of evidence: low†

For individuals taking a ChEI for an indication other than Alzheimer disease, dementia of Parkinson disease, Lewy 
body dementia or vascular dementia, we recommend trial discontinuation

Consensus- based recommendation: 
strength: strong; level of evidence: low†

For individuals taking memantine for Alzheimer disease, dementia of Parkinson disease or Lewy body dementia 
for > 12 months, we recommend trial discontinuation if:
• cognition and/or function has significantly worsened over the past 6 months (or less, as per the individual)
• no benefit (improvement, stabilisation or decreased rate of decline) was seen at any time during treatment
• the individual has severe/end-stage dementia (characteristics of this stage include dependence in most 

activities of daily living, inability to respond to their environment and/or limited life expectancy)

Consensus- based recommendation: 
strength: strong; level of evidence: very 
low†

For individuals taking memantine for indications other than Alzheimer disease, dementia of Parkinson disease or 
Lewy body dementia, we recommend trial discontinuation

Consensus- based recommendation: 
strength: strong; level of evidence: very 
low†

Deprescribing a ChEI or memantine should be a trial discontinuation, with close periodic monitoring (eg, every 4 
weeks) and re- initiation of the medication if the individual shows clear worsening of condition after withdrawal

Practice point‡

The dose of the ChEIs or memantine should be tapered prior to discontinuation by halving the dose (or by stepping 
down through available dose formulations) every 4 weeks to the lowest available dose, followed by 
discontinuation

Practice point‡

Other situations in which trial deprescribing of CHEIs or memantine can be considered include:
• a decision by a person with dementia and/or their family/carer to discontinue the medication
• a person with dementia’s refusal or inability to take the medication
• non-adherence that cannot be resolved
• drug–drug or drug–disease interactions that make treatment risky
• severe agitation/psychomotor restlessness and non-dementia terminal illness

Practice point‡

* These recommendations apply to adults (aged ≥ 18 years) prescribed a ChEI (donepezil, rivastigmine, galantamine) or memantine, in any care setting (community, residential care, inpatient, 
outpatient). † Consensus- based recommendations are recommendations that result from the systematic review of the evidence when the quality of the evidence is low or very low. While 
the recommendations are classified as consensus, they are still formulated based on evidence (the term “consensus” recognises that, where there is low quality evidence, some expert/
consensus input is required to formulate the recommendations).18 Strength of recommendation and level of evidence are determined using the GRADE approach.16 ‡ Practice points are not 
a direct result of the systematic review; they essentially function to support users to apply and execute the consensus- based recommendations. ◆
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available at http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/de-
mentia-guidelines.php.

Evidence summary of the benefits and harms of ChEIs and 
memantine
Benefits. In people with specific types of dementia (such as 
Alzheimer disease, Parkinson disease dementia and Lewy body 
dementia), the evidence supports a wide range of benefits for 
ChEIs and memantine, particularly for cognition, function (such 
as activities of daily living) and neuropsychiatric symptoms (as 
measured by behavioural scales). However, the evidence shows 
that their efficacy is limited: benefit size on average is moder-
ate, with not all individuals experiencing a benefit, and little evi-
dence on outcomes important to consumers. There is also very 
limited unbiased information on their long term efficacy.2,19,20

Harms. There is a lack of high quality evidence in representative 
populations on long term harms. However, the potential adverse 
drug reactions (such as gastrointestinal problems, insomnia, ag-
itation, somnolence, confusion, headaches, falls, weight loss, uri-
nary incontinence, syncope and bradycardia) may have serious 
sequelae, especially in older adults living with frailty, and may 
significantly affect their quality of life.21 Rare adverse effects of 
ChEIs include dermatological (eg, Stevens–Johnson syndrome) 
complications, Pisa syndrome, seizures, gastrointestinal haem-
orrhage and rhabdomyolysis.

People with dementia may be at a greater risk of adverse drug 
reactions than those without dementia, and such reactions may 
go unrecognised, leading to prescribing cascades (for example, 
urinary incontinence may lead to prescribing an anticholiner-
gic drug to treat this symptom).22 In fact, ChEIs and memantine 
may be the greatest contributors to adverse drug reactions in 
people with dementia.23

Evidence summary on discontinuation of ChEIs and 
memantine
ChEIs. From pooled results of seven randomised controlled tri-
als (RCTs) of discontinuation versus continuation of ChEIs, we 
found that discontinuation can, on average, lead to worsened 
cognitive function across various populations of users; it may 
also increase neuropsychiatric symptoms. However, there ap-
peared to be no significant change in global change outcome 

measures or in function or quality life (although few studies ex-
amined these person- centred outcomes). Most included studies 
had serious bias and findings could not be generalised.13

Based on other studies which reported outcomes of ChEI 
withdrawal (including retrospective reviews, observational 
before–after studies, washout of treatment and placebo after 
completion of an RCT, and crossover studies) where partici-
pants had been on long term therapy or had a non- approved 
indication, there appeared to be minimal clinically significant 
effects on cognition, activities of daily living, neuropsychiatric 
symptoms, carer burden, quality of life and mortality following 
discontinuation.13

Memantine. We identified eight studies of memantine discon-
tinuation, including open prospective discontinuation studies, 
washout of treatment and placebo after completion of RCTs, and 
a retrospective chart review (none were RCTs of continuation 
versus discontinuation). Three studies reported that more par-
ticipants in the discontinuation group had recurrence of symp-
toms than in the control group (with one of these also finding a 
significant worsening in global change), and one study reported 
worse symptom change scores (a score developed for that study). 
There were no other significant differences in cognitive, func-
tional, global change or neuropsychiatric scores.13

Tapering and monitoring. Limited evidence was available to 
inform the process of discontinuation of ChEIs and meman-
tine, particularly tapering and monitoring. Both abrupt discon-
tinuation and dose reduction before cessation (tapering) were 
employed in deprescribing trials. However, owing to the large 
variation in populations, settings and study types, we were un-
able to determine if one approach was safer or more effective 
than another.13

Consumer values and preferences
Previous research has shown that most older adults, their carers, 
and people with dementia would be willing to have a medica-
tion deprescribed if their doctor said it was possible.24–26 Carers 
have reported multiple reasons for considering discontinuation 
of ChEIs and memantine, including limited observed benefit, 
progression of dementia, considerations of cost, dependence 
in all activities of daily living, and a rapid decline in physical 
health.27–31 However, carers have also expressed fear regarding 

2 Guidance on management of change in condition following discontinuation*

Timing of symptoms 
after dose reduction/
cessation Types of symptoms

Action to be taken by family/nurses/
care staff Possible cause†

< 1 week Severe symptoms, including agitation, 
aggression, hallucinations or reduced 
consciousness

Restart previous dose immediately and 
contact responsible health care professional 
as soon as possible

Adverse drug withdrawal event

2 to 6 weeks Worsening of cognition, behavioural 
or psychological symptoms or 
function

Contact responsible health care professional 
and consider restarting previous dose and/or 
make an appointment to see responsible 
health care professional at the next available 
time

Re- emergence of symptoms that 
were being treated by cholinesterase 
inhibitor/memantine

6 weeks to 3 months Worsening of cognition, behavioural 
or psychological symptoms or 
function

Contact responsible health care professional 
at the next available time to make an 
appointment

Likely progression of condition or 
possible re- emergence of symptoms 
that were being treated by cholinest-
erase inhibitor/memantine

> 3 months Any Usual care Progression of condition

* Originally published in Reeve et al;13 permission to reproduce table within this article was given by the copyright authors. † After exclusion of other acute, reversible causes such as delirium 
due to dehydration or infection. ◆

http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/dementia-guidelines.php
http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/dementia-guidelines.php


 
M

JA
 210 (4) ▪ 4 M

arch 2019

177

Guideline summary
M

JA
 210 (4) ▪ 4 M

arch 2019

177

withdrawal of therapy (eg, in case this triggers a rapid decline or 
even precipitates death).27,28

Considering the potential benefits and harms of deprescrib-
ing ChEIs and memantine in the context of what most carers 
and people with dementia report to be important (quality of 
life and function, with less emphasis on the improvement of 
objective measures of cognition),29,30 it is likely that when pro-
vided with this information, with the knowledge that discon-
tinuation is a trial, most would be open to the possibility of 
deprescribing.

Resource implications and cost- effectiveness
Numerous cost- effectiveness studies conclude that prescription 
of ChEIs and memantine are cost- effective (within approved 
indications) from both a health and societal perspective.33–35 
However, there are many limitations to these studies; data on 
benefits often come from pharmaceutical company- sponsored 
studies of short duration (6 months or less), inability to account 
for the complexity in the progression of dementia, variability in 
service use, limited data on costs and important outcome meas-
ures (such as institutionalisation), and indirect data on quality 

of life (ie, based on modelled predictions or ratings of utility 
by people without dementia).33–35 Additionally, international 
evidence suggests ChEIs and memantine are used for longer pe-
riods and outside of indications assessed in cost- effectiveness 
studies.2,3,7

Because of the elimination of medication costs, it is anticipated 
that there will be a cost benefit to deprescribing medications.36 
Cost- effectiveness may be reliant, however, on the ability to 
identify individuals who are suitable for deprescribing; that is, 
those who will experience more benefit than harm after medica-
tion withdrawal.37

Clinical considerations

The full guideline also discusses:

• how to assess benefit and continued need;

• how to conduct deprescribing (including recommended taper-
ing schedule, monitoring, and whether temporary dose reduc-
tion or cessation will cause irreversible harm);

3 Cholinesterase inhibitor and memantine deprescribing algorithm*

* Permission to reproduce image within this article was given by the copyright authors. December 2018: algorithm modified by the authors for publication in the Medical Journal of Australia 
in accordance with the Bruyère Deprescribing Guidelines Research Team’s modification policy. The first page has been retained (unchanged); the modification was to remove the second 
page. Original materials are available at http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/deprescribing-algorithm.php. ◆

http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/deprescribing-algorithm.php
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• alternatives to cessation (switching agents or reducing dose);

• when to consult a specialist or other health care professional;

• how to engage people with dementia and their family or 
carers;

• ethical and legal considerations;

• considerations for Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander peo-
ples, indigenous Canadians and culturally and linguistically 
diverse populations;

• medications outside the scope of this guideline (including an-
ticholinergic and sedative medications); and

• non-pharmacological management and ongoing care after 
deprescribing.

Overcoming barriers to deprescribing

Ideally, clinicians should discuss deprescribing when a 
medication is first prescribed and throughout therapy, with 
periodic review of the individual’s goals of care, values and 
preferences. If the person with dementia and their family or 
carer have discussed situations where they would consider 
deprescribing, this may reduce carer concern when the per-
son with dementia is no longer able to actively participate in 
decision making, as they know it is being done in accordance 
with their loved one’s values and preferences.31 The process of 
initiating, monitoring and ceasing a medication if there is no 
benefit is also what many carers expect in making decisions 
about drug use.32

It can be difficult for clinicians and people with dementia and 
their family or carers to determine the current benefits and 
harms of a medication that they have been taking for years. 
Dementia is a progressive, although fluctuating, condition 
and cognition may not decline at a steady rate, with individu-
als being highly variable in their progression.38,39 The decision 
to deprescribe can be informed by a combination of validated 
tools for cognitive assessment and input from carers and physi-
cians.40,41 If clinicians and family or carers notice a sustained or 
accelerated decline in multiple areas such as cognition, function 
and behaviour, this may indicate that the medication is no longer 
of benefit. There is also potential for harm and burden, espe-
cially in an individual who is frail, multimorbid and/or taking 
multiple medications11,22,42 This highlights the need for regular 
reassessment and discussion with carers and families, balancing 
any benefits (or lack thereof) and potential for harm in the con-
text of the individual’s care goals.

Implementation

A one- page (double- sided) algorithm has been developed for cli-
nicians to aid in implementation (Box 3; http://sydney.edu.au/
medicine/cdpc/resources/deprescribing-algorithm.php).

Gaps in knowledge and future guideline updates

The major gaps in knowledge relate to the limited unbiased, gener-
alisable information on who is suitable for deprescribing of ChEIs 
and memantine. There was limited evidence on person- centred 
outcomes (such as quality of life) in deprescribing and the resource 
cost of deprescribing across different settings (such as time to re-
view appropriateness, communicate with carers and family and 
other health care professionals, and conduct monitoring and fol-
low- up). Outcomes in future research should be clinically mean-
ingful and applicable to cost- effectiveness analyses. Evidence to 
inform the tapering and monitoring processes was also limited. 
Research into how health care professionals can best discuss 
deprescribing and enhance shared decision making with people 
with dementia and their family and carers will be imperative.

Accordingly, the guideline will be updated every 5 years, 
or sooner if a new study is released that may affect the 
recommendations.

Funding: The guideline development, publication, dissemination and implementation 
were funded through an NHMRC- ARC Dementia Research Development Fellowship 
awarded to Emily Reeve (APP1105777). The funding body had no involvement in 
guideline development and, as such, the views and/or interests of the funding body 
have not influenced the final recommendations.

Acknowledgements: We thank Lisa Kouladjian O’Donnell, Judith Godin, Caitlin Lees, 
Emma Squires, Ivanka Hendrix and Robin Parker, who contributed to the systematic 
review which informed the development of the guideline.

Competing interests: Emily Reeve has received support to attend conferences to 
present work related to deprescribing by the NHMRC Cognitive Decline Partnership 
Centre, Canadian Frailty Network, TUTOR- PHC Program (Western University), 
University of Sydney Medical School, Ramsay Research and Teaching Fund (Kolling 
Institute Travel Award, Royal North Shore Hospital Scientific Staff Council), Swiss 
Society of Internal Medicine and the Pharmacy Association of Nova Scotia; has received 
prize money from Bupa Health Foundation; and has received grants from the Canadian 
Frailty Network, CC- ABHI Knowledge Mobilisation Partnership Program and the US 
National Institutes of Health for work related to deprescribing. Barbara Farrell has 
received consultancy fees and grants (including reimbursement for travel for research 
meetings or education sessions) from the Institute for Healthcare Improvement, 
College of Psychiatric and Neurologic Pharmacists, European Association of Hospital 
Pharmacists, Nova Scotia College of Pharmacists, Canadian Society of Hospital 
Pharmacists, and Ontario Pharmacists Association; and has received research grants 
from the Canadian Foundation for Pharmacy, Centre for Aging Brain Health and 
Innovation, Canadian Institute of Health Research, and Ontario Ministry of Health 
and Long- Term Care for work related to deprescribing. Wade Thompson received a 
Master of Science stipend from government of Ontario for work on deprescribing, and 
speaking fees to present at conferences on deprescribing from the Advanced Learning 
in Palliative Medicine Conference, Ontario Long- Term Care Clinicians Conference, and 
Geriatrics in Primary Care conference (University of Ottawa). Nathan Herrmann has 
received consultancy fees for dementia drug development from Lilly, Astellas and Merck; 
grants from Lundbeck and Roche for dementia investigational drug trials; and support 
from the Canadian Consortium on Neurodegeneration in Aging (CCNA) funded by the 
Canadian Institute of Health Research and several partners. Ingrid Sketris receives a 
partial salary stipend from Canadian Institute of Health Research (CIHR) as part of the 
Canadian Network for Observational Effect Studies and has received grants from CIHR 
(including funds utilized to present research results) and the Nova Scotia Department 
of Health and Wellness. Parker Magin has received grants from the Judith Jane Mason & 
Harold Stannett Williams Memorial Foundation Medical Program Grants, and the Royal 
Australian College of General Practitioners: Education Research Grant for potentially 
related work. Sarah Hilmer has received funding from the NHMRC Cognitive Decline 
Partnership Centre to support work related to deprescribing in people with dementia. ■

© 2019 AMPCo Pty Ltd

 1 Alzheimer’s Association. Alzheimer’s disease 
facts and figures. Alzheimers Dement 2016; 
2016(12): 459–509.

 2 Winblad B, Amouyel P, Andrieu S, et al. Defeating 
Alzheimer’s disease and other dementias: a 
priority for European science and society. Lancet 
Neurol 2016; 15: 455–532.

 3 Le Couteur DG, Robinson M, Leverton A, et 
al. Adherence, persistence and continuation 
with cholinesterase inhibitors in Alzheimer’s 
disease. Australas J Ageing 2012; 31:  
164–169.

 4 Lee J, Monette J, Sourial N, et al. The use of a 
cholinesterase inhibitor review committee in 
long- term care. J Am Med Dir Assoc 2007; 8: 
243–247.

 5 Purandare N, Swarbrick C, Fischer A, Burns 
A. Cholinesterase inhibitors for Alzheimer’s 
disease: variations in clinical practice in the 
north- west of England. Int J Geriatr Psychiatry 
2006; 21: 961–964.

 6 Dartigues J, Douet C, Rey M, et al. Prescription of 
cholinesterase inhibitors in Alzheimer’s disease 
in France in 2000- 2001: an assessment of 

compliance with national guidelines for diagnosis 
and follow- up. Rev Geriatr 2005; 161: 957–962.

 7 Vidal J-S, Lacombe J-M, Dartigues J-F, et al. 
Memantine therapy for Alzheimer disease in 
real- world practice: an observational study in a 
large representative sample of French patients. 
Alzheimer Dis Assoc Disord 2008; 22: 125–130.

 8 Anderson K, Freeman C, Stowasser D, Scott I. 
Prescriber barriers and enablers to minimising 
potentially inappropriate medications in adults: 
a systematic review and thematic synthesis. BMJ 
Open 2014; 4: e006544.

http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/deprescribing-algorithm.php
http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/deprescribing-algorithm.php


 
M

JA
 210 (4) ▪ 4 M

arch 2019

179

Guideline summary
M

JA
 210 (4) ▪ 4 M

arch 2019

179

 9 Herrmann N. Cholinesterase inhibitor 
discontinuation: the buck stops here. Am J 
Geriatr Psychiatry 2018; 26: 148–149.

 10 Reeve E, Gnjidic D, Long J, Hilmer S. A 
systematic review of the emerging definition 
of “deprescribing” with network analysis: 
implications for future research and clinical 
practice. Br J Clin Pharmacol 2015; 80: 1254–1268.

 11 Scott IA, Hilmer SN, Reeve E, et al. Reducing 
inappropriate polypharmacy: The process of 
deprescribing. JAMA Intern Med 2015; 175: 
827–834.

 12 Farrell B, Tsang C, Raman-Wilms L, et al. What 
are priorities for deprescribing for elderly 
patients? Capturing the voice of practitioners: 
a modified Dephi process. PLoS One 2015; 10: 
e0122246.

 13 Reeve E, Farrell B, Thompson W, et al. Evidence-
based clinical practice guideline for deprescribing 
cholinesterase inhibitors and memantine. Sydney: 
University of Sydney, 2018. http://sydney.edu.au/
medicine/cdpc/resources/deprescribing-guidelines.
php (viewed Sep 2018).

 14 Farrell B, Pottie K, Rojas-Fernandez CH, et al. 
Methodology for developing deprescribing 
guidelines: using evidence and GRADE to guide 
recommendations for deprescribing. PLoS One 
2016; 11: e0161248.

 15 Schünemann HJ, Wiercioch W, Etxeandia I, et 
al. Guidelines 2.0: systematic development 
of a comprehensive checklist for a successful 
guideline enterprise. CMAJ 2014; 186: E123–142.

 16 Guyatt GH, Oxman AD, Vist GE, et al. 
Rating quality of evidence and strength of 
recommendations : GRADE : An emerging 
consensus on rating quality of evidence and 
strength of recommendations. BMJ 2008; 336: 
924–926.

 17 Brouwers MC, Kho ME, Browman GP, et al. 
AGREE II: advancing guideline development, 
reporting and evaluation in health care. CMAJ 
2010; 182: E839–842.

 18 National Health and Medical Research Council. 
Procedures and requirements for meeting 
the 2011 NHMRC standard for clinical practice 
guidelines. Canberra: NHMRC, 2011. https://
nhmrc.gov.au/sites/default/files/documents/
reports/clinical%20guidelines/meeting-clinical-
practice-guidelines.pdf (viewed Sep 2018).

 19 Guideline Adaptation Committee. Clinical 
practice guidelines and principles of care for 
people with dementia. Sydney: Guideline 
Adaption Committee, 2016. http://sydney.
edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/dementia-
guidelines.php (viewed Sep 2018).

 20 Ngo J, Holroyd-Leduc JM. Systematic review of 
recent dementia practice guidelines. Age Ageing 
2015; 44: 25–33.

 21 Buckley JS, Salpeter SR. A risk- benefit 
assessment of dementia medications: 

systematic review of the evidence. Drugs Aging 
2015; 32: 453–467.

 22 Reeve E, Trenaman SC, Rockwood K, Hilmer 
SN. Pharmacokinetic and pharmacodynamic 
alterations in older people with dementia. 
Expert Opin Drug Metab Toxicol 2017; 13: 
651–668.

 23 Laroche M-L, Perault-Pochat M-C, Ingrand I, 
et al. Adverse drug reactions in patients with 
Alzheimer’s disease and related dementia in France: 
a national multicentre cross- sectional study. 
Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf 2013; 22: 952–60.

 24 Reeve E, Wiese MD, Hendrix I, et al. People’s 
attitudes, beliefs, and experiences regarding 
polypharmacy and willingness to deprescribe. J 
Am Geriatr Soc 2013; 61: 1508–1514.

 25 Sirois C, Ouellet N, Reeve E. Community- 
dwelling older people’s attitudes towards 
deprescribing in Canada. Res Soc Adm Pharm 
2017; 13: 864–870.

 26 Reeve E, Anthony A, O’Donnell LK, et al. 
Development and pilot testing of the revised 
Patients’ Attitudes Towards Deprescribing 
questionnaire for people with cognitive 
impairment. Australas J Ageing 2018; 37: 
E150–E154.

 27 Franchi C, Arosio F, Djade CD, et al. Caregivers’ 
perceptions of the therapeutic benefits of drug 
treatments for dementia. Aging Clin Exp Res 
2013; 25: 677–683.

 28 Smith A, Kobayashi K, Chappell N, Hoxsey D. 
The controversial promises of cholinesterase 
inhibitors for Alzheimer’s disease and related 
dementias: A qualitative study of caregivers’ 
experiences. J Aging Stud 2011; 25: 397–406.

 29 Hutchings D, Vanoli A, Mckeith I, et al. 
Cholinesterase inhibitors and Alzheimer’s disease: 
patient, carer and professional factors influencing 
the use of drugs for Alzheimer’s disease in the 
United Kingdom. Dementia 2010; 9: 427–443.

 30 Karlawish JHT, Casarett DJ, James BD, et al. 
Why would caregivers not want to treat their 
relative’s Alzheimer’s disease? J Am Geriatr Soc 
2003; 51: 1391–1397.

 31 Huizing AR, Berghmans RLP, Widdershoven 
GAM, Verhey FRJ. Do caregivers’ experiences 
correspond with the concerns raised in the 
literature? Ethical issues relating to anti- dementia 
drugs. Int J Geriatr Psychiatry 2006; 21: 869–875.

 32 Manthorpe J, Samsi K, Campbell S, et al. The 
transition from cognitive impairment to 
dementia: older people’s experiences. Final 
report. London: NIHR Service Delivery and 
Organisation programme, 2011. https://www.
kcl.ac.uk/sspp/policy-institute/scwru/pubs/2011/
manthorpeetal2011transitionfinalreport.pdf 
(viewed Sep 2018).

 33 Knapp M, Iemmi V, Romeo R. Dementia care 
costs and outcomes: a systematic review. Int J 
Geriatr Psychiatry 2013; 28: 551–561.

 34 Hyde C, Peters J, Bond M, et al. Evolution of 
the evidence on the effectiveness and cost- 
effectiveness of acetylcholinesterase inhibitors 
and memantine for Alzheimer’s disease: 
systematic review and economic model. Age 
Ageing 2013; 42: 14–20.

 35 Bond M, Rogers G, Peters J, et al. The 
effectiveness and cost- effectiveness of 
donepezil, galantamine, rivastigmine and 
memantine for the treatment of Alzheimer’s 
disease (review of technology appraisal no. 
111): a systematic review and economic model. 
Health Technol Assess 2012; 16: 1–469.

 36 Cros JM, Richard H, Geronimi L, Strubel D. Suivi 
de I’arrêt des traitements antidémentiels au 
stade très sévère de la maladie d’Alzheimer (MA) 
chez 24 patients en institution. Rev Geriatr 2013; 
38: 331–339.

 37 Knapp M, King D, Romeo R, et al. Cost- 
effectiveness of donepezil and memantine in 
moderate to severe Alzheimer’s disease (the 
DOMINO- AD trial). Int J Geriatr Psychiatry 2017; 
32: 1205–1216.

 38 Rockwood K, Fay S, Hamilton L, et al. Good days 
and bad days in dementia: a qualitative chart 
review of variable symptom expression. Int 
Psychogeriatr 2014; 26: 1–8.

 39 Clark CM, Sheppard L, Fillenbaum GG, et 
al. Variability in annual Mini- Mental State 
Examination score in patients with probable 
Alzheimer disease: a clinical perspective of data 
from the Consortium to Establish a Registry 
for Alzheimer’s Disease. Arch Neurol 1999; 56: 
857–862.

 40 Shabbir SH, Sanders AE. Clinical significance in 
dementia research: a review of the literature. 
Am J Alzheimers Dis Other Demen 2014; 29: 
492–497.

 41 Deardorff WJ, Feen E, Grossberg GT. The use 
of cholinesterase inhibitors across all stages 
of Alzheimer’s disease. Drugs Aging 2015; 32: 
537–547.

 42 Maher RL, Hanlon J, Hajjar ER. Clinical 
consequences of polypharmacy in elderly. 
Expert Opin Drug Saf 2014; 13: 57–65.

 43 Singh S, Dudley C. Discontinuation syndrome 
following donepezil cessation. Int J Geriatr 
Psychiatry 2003; 18: 282–284.

 44 Bidzan L, Bidzan M. Withdrawal syndrome after 
donepezil cessation in a patient with dementia. 
Neurol Sci 2012; 33: 1459–1461.

 45 Kwak YT, Han I-W, Suk S-H, Koo M-S. Two cases 
of discontinuation syndrome following cessation 
of memantine. Geriatr Gerontol Int 2009; 9: 
203–205.

 46 Reeve E, Thompson W, Farrell B. Deprescribing: 
A narrative review of the evidence and practical 
recommendations for recognizing opportunities 
and taking action. Eur J Intern Med 2017; 38: 
3–11. ■

http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/deprescribing-guidelines.php
http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/deprescribing-guidelines.php
http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/deprescribing-guidelines.php
https://nhmrc.gov.au/sites/default/files/documents/reports/clinical guidelines/meeting-clinical-practice-guidelines.pdf
https://nhmrc.gov.au/sites/default/files/documents/reports/clinical guidelines/meeting-clinical-practice-guidelines.pdf
https://nhmrc.gov.au/sites/default/files/documents/reports/clinical guidelines/meeting-clinical-practice-guidelines.pdf
https://nhmrc.gov.au/sites/default/files/documents/reports/clinical guidelines/meeting-clinical-practice-guidelines.pdf
http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/dementia-guidelines.php
http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/dementia-guidelines.php
http://sydney.edu.au/medicine/cdpc/resources/dementia-guidelines.php
https://www.kcl.ac.uk/sspp/policy-institute/scwru/pubs/2011/manthorpeetal2011transitionfinalreport.pdf
https://www.kcl.ac.uk/sspp/policy-institute/scwru/pubs/2011/manthorpeetal2011transitionfinalreport.pdf
https://www.kcl.ac.uk/sspp/policy-institute/scwru/pubs/2011/manthorpeetal2011transitionfinalreport.pdf

