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Figure 1: Cohort Characteristics
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Figure 2: The Degenerative and Non-degenerative Dementia cohort

Clinical features Degenerative RPD| Non-degenerative RPD . A 12-month time-to-dementia

threshold provided the best diagnostic

Age (mean) 61.0 45.2
Time to dementia

RPD Diagnosis established (years) 1.43 0.84 discrimination for non-degenerative
Seizures (%) 6.1 28.9 RPD
Myoclonus (%) 0 21.1
Baseline cognitive and functional assessment done Focal Neurodeficit (%) 6.1 26.3 References
Table 1. The comparative table of Degenerative vs 1. Acosta, J. N. et al. Diagnosis of rapidly progressive
Nondegeneraive cohorts dementia in a referral center in Argentina. Alzheimer Dis.
Assoc. Disord. 34, 54-58 (2020)
Bl DEGENERATIVE RPD (n = 33) Bl NON-DEGENERATIVE RPD (n = 38) Continuum 22, 510-537 (2016)
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