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Abstract
Background
Type D personality has been associated with a variety of emotional and social difficulties as well as with poor prognosis in patients with established coronary heart disease (CHD). We examined the psychometric properties and validity of the Type D Scale-14 (DS14) and the prevalence of Type D personality among Greek patients with CHD while taking into account demographic; clinical, such as diabetes mellitus, hypertension, and hypercholesterolemia; as well as psychological variables such as depression, anxiety, and psychological stress.

Methods
Ninety-six patients with stable coronary heart disease and 80 healthy participants from the general population completed the Greek version of the DS14 and the Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale (HADS).

Results
Cronbach's α coefficient for the negative affectivity (NA) and social inhibition (SI) subscales was 0.83 and 0.72 for the CHD and 0.88 and 0.76 for the control group, respectively. Internal-structural validity was assessed by a factor analysis (two-factor solution), and the factor structure of the original DS14 was replicated. Using the standardized cutoff point of NA ≥10 and SI ≥10, instead of the median scores, in order to have compatible results with the majority of studies, the prevalence of Type D personality was 51% for the CHD patients and 13% for the control group. Higher NA and SI were connected with higher anxiety, depression, and total psychological stress. Finally, more patients with CHD and Type D personality than those without were diagnosed with type 2 diabetes; however, no differences were observed in hypertension or hypercholesterolemia.

Conclusions
These results indicate that the Type D construct is reliable and valid in a Greek population. The prevalence of Type D personality was higher in patients with stable coronary heart disease than in people from the general population. The DS14 subscales were positively correlated with higher anxiety, depression, and total psychological stress. Regarding other CHD risk factors, only diabetes mellitus was found more frequently in CHD patients with Type D personality.
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Background
Cardiac problems, such as coronary heart disease, myocardial infarction (MI), arrhythmias, and hypertension, are associated with acute and with chronic mental stress
[1, 2]. Depression and anxiety can be generally regarded as factors associated with increased morbidity and mortality of coronary heart disease
[3].
However, studies suggest that the diagnosis itself is not the most decisive factor. Research has also indicated that what defines the depressed feeling, rather than the physical symptoms of depression, is important for coronary heart disease
[4]. These symptoms reflect long-standing psychological attitudes, rather than a specific psychiatric condition. Several other negative emotions, apart from anxiety and depressed mood, have also been associated with coronary heart disease. These include anger, hostility, and physical exhaustion
[5].
Personality is an important determinant of the emotional and physical health of patients with coronary heart disease
[6]. Certain personality traits may promote while some others may hinder the development of social contacts and links, therefore strengthening or weakening a supportive social network, whose absence has been associated with increased morbidity and mortality in heart disease
[4, 7].
In recent years, studies have focused on negative emotions and social isolation as risk factors associated with the diagnosis and development of coronary heart disease, myocardial infarction, and cardiac death
[8]. Thus, there is a research interest on Type D personality, also called 'distressed personality’. This type of personality is defined by two stable traits: negative affectivity (NA) which refers to a range of negative emotions experienced by the individual and social inhibition (SI) which refers to the expression of these negative emotions in social transactions leading to excessive distress. Type D personality has been associated with a variety of emotional and social difficulties as well as increased morbidity and mortality in patients with diagnosed heart disease
[9–11]. Studies have focused on cardiac patients with myocardial infarction and coronary heart disease in general. In these studies, Type D personality was assessed as an independent risk factor for coronary heart disease
[4, 12, 13]. Type D personality has been found to prospectively affect quality of life, poor response to treatment, and mortality in patients with myocardial infarction, chronic heart failure, hypertension, and peripheral arterial disease
[9, 14–16], though negative findings have been reported as well
[17–19].
Taking into consideration the possible impact of personality traits on coronary heart disease, the validation of the scale and its correlation with other parameters would contribute to a more comprehensive control of the disease risk factors for Greek patients.
Aim
The purposes of this study are (1) to assess the reliability and validity of the scale in a Greek population and (2) to assess the relationship between Type D personality and stable coronary heart disease, by taking into account demographic, clinical, and psychological data of the patients.
We hypothesize that people with Type D personality are more prevalent among patients with stable coronary heart disease compared to healthy controls in a Greek population and that this type of personality is related to clinical and psychopathological aspects.


Methods
Subjects
Stable coronary heart disease (CHD) patients who attended the outpatient cardiologic department of the "Attikon" University General Hospital of Athens, from January 2009 to February 2010, were asked to participate in this study, which is part of a wider research project of the cardiologic department regarding the management of dyslipidemia in patients with stable CHD
[20]. Patients were included in the study if they had previously been hospitalized for acute coronary syndrome (ACS) more than 6 months ago, in order to be considered stable, or had undergone coronary artery bypass graft (CABG; >6 months) or coronary angiography for chest pain with documented CHD. Coronary artery stenosis was defined as ≥50% reduction in the lumen diameter of any of the three coronary arteries or their primary branches. Exclusion criteria were ACS or CABG within the previous 6 months, clinical evidence of heart failure (≥class II according to the New York Heart Association, chronic renal failure (creatinine levels >2 mg/dl (176.8 μmol/l)), and coexistent malignancy or inflammatory disease. During the study period (January 2009 to February 2010), cardiologists referred patients who fulfilled the aforementioned criteria. From a total of 152 patients, 39 were excluded due to insufficient knowledge of the Greek language, education level (less than 6 years, corresponding to elementary education in Greece; if there was, additionally, inadequate understanding of the questions), and various degrees of cognitive impairment. Seventeen patients refused to participate. The remaining 96 patients were included in the study. As a control group (CG), we used 80 healthy subjects from the general population matched for sex and age, who were recruited during the same time period. Subjects were not included if they suffered from cardiac diseases and hypertension, diabetes mellitus, hypercholesterolemia, or other life-threatening diseases; had various degrees of cognitive impairment; had a history of psychiatric disorders; or did not have sufficient knowledge of the Greek language in order to understand the questions. The participation of people in the control group was voluntary, without any financial compensation. The study protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee of the "Attikon" University General Hospital of Athens. All participants provided written informed consent, and the study was carried out in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki.

Procedure
For all subjects, demographic data (gender, age) and lifestyle factors, such as smoking and alcohol use, were reported. Clinical data from the patient's medical history, such as diabetes mellitus, hypertension, hypercholesterolemia, previous myocardial infarction, and medication history, were recorded. The following definitions were used: hypertension, blood pressure ≥140/90 mmHg and/or antihypertensive treatment; diabetes mellitus, fasting plasma glucose >125 mg/dl (6.9 mmol/l) and/or glucose-lowering treatment; and hypercholesterolemia, total cholesterol >200 mg/dl (5.2 mmol/l) and/or lipid-lowering treatment
[20].
Type D personality
Two psychiatrists, bilingual in Greek and English, working independently translated the Type D Scale-14 (DS14) from the original English version
[8] into Greek. Then they examined the two drafts and chose the expressions, item by item, that best conveyed the sense of the original. The new Greek text agreed was also given to another Greek psychiatrist, bilingual and fluent in English, who was requested to translate it back into English. The back-translated and original versions were found to be identical in terms of content on all items, with minor grammatical differences. The new Greek text was almost identical to the Greek version of the same scale as translated by Tziallas and colleagues
[21]. It is worth noting that our study started prior to the publication of the aforementioned article including the validated scale in Greek.
All participants, both patients and controls, completed the Type D personality scale. The 14 items are rated on a 5-point Likert scale from 0 (false) to 4 (true). Seven items comprise NA which includes discomfort, anxiety (worry), and irritability, and seven items comprise the subscale SI which involves discomfort in social interactions, taciturnity-reticence, and lack of social poise. Individuals are classified as having Type D personality if both negative affectivity and social inhibition are rated greater than or equal to 10
[8]. The Greek version of the DS14 is presented in Additional file
1.

Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale
The patients also completed the Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale (HADS). This is a short self-assessment scale measuring anxiety and depression, which are the most common emotions that cause psychological distress in patients. The scale consists of two seven-item subscales that assess anxiety or depression excluding somatic symptoms. Responses to items are indicated on a 4-point Likert scale from 0 to 3 (score range 0–21), with a high score indicating more symptoms
[22]. The scale has been translated and validated in Greek
[23]. The total scores of depression and anxiety subscales were estimated separately, as well as their sum, as an assessment of psychological stress.


Statistical analyses
Descriptive statistics were measured by calculating means or medians, standard deviations, minimum and maximum values, as well as absolute and relevant frequencies.
Normality was assessed by Kolmogorov-Smirnov's Z test. We then proceeded with two independent sample t tests. Despite the fact that the plots of both factors were skewed, we present the results of the aforementioned parametric test only; as we checked the comparisons' results with the non-parametric Mann–Whitney U test, they did not differ from those with the t test. Effect size was estimated with Cohen's d coefficient. Correlations were measured by Pearson's r correlation coefficient.
Concerning internal consistency, we calculated Cronbach's alpha coefficient and the corrected item-total correlation coefficients as well as the individual contribution of each item in the central tendency and variance.
The internal-structural validity of the scale was assessed by factor analysis (two-factor solution) in order to investigate whether the factor structure of the Greek version of the scale was the same as that of the prototype one.
The percentage ratio differences of the presence of Type D personality by the presence of CHD were assessed with the chi-square test.
Finally, a hierarchical multiple regression analysis was performed in order to estimate the prediction of HADS and its subscales (dependent variables), mainly from the two factors (NA and SI) of the DS14.


Results
Demographics and baseline characteristics
Ninety-six (mean age 59.03 ± 11.15, 89.6% males) patients with CHD and 80 (mean age 56.09 ± 9.94, 88.8% males) individuals from the general population as CG participated in the study. There were no differences in age or gender between the CHD and the control group (n = 176; age: df = 174, t = -1.86, p = 0.073; gender: df = 1, χ2 = 0.03, p = 0.859). Seventy-five (78%) of the patients with CHD and 64 (80%) of the CG were married (df = 1, n = 176, χ2 = 0.09, p = 0.79).
Concerning smoking, significantly more participants of the CG (41, 51.2%) than the CHD one (21, 21.9%) were smoking (df = 1, n = 176, χ2 = 15.37, p < 0.001). Similarly, more participants of the CG (27, 33.8%) than the CHD one (10, 10.4%) were using alcohol at the time of the study (df = 1, n = 176, χ2 = 14.31, p < 0.001). Ninety-five of the 96 patients were under treatment, with one or more of the following medications: antiplatelet treatment, lipid-lowering medication, beta-blockers, and angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors, at the time of examination.

Type D validity
Concerning the NA factor's internal consistency, the overall sample's Cronbach alpha coefficient equalled 0.88. For the CG and CHD groups separately, the coefficients were 0.88 and 0.83, respectively. For the overall and CG samples, the corrected item-total correlation coefficients were moderate to high ranging from 0.56 and 0.61 for item 2 to 0.79 and 0.75 for item 13, respectively. For the CHD group, the correlation coefficients were rather low ranging from 0.27 to 0.60 for items 2 and 13, respectively. As far as the SI factor's internal consistency is concerned, the overall sample's Cronbach alpha coefficient equalled 0.77. For the CG and CHD groups separately, the coefficients were 0.76 and 0.72, respectively. For all the overall, CG, and CHD group samples, the corrected item-total correlation coefficients were low to moderate and even high for the CG ranging from 0.27, 0.18, and 0.21 for item 3 to 0.45, 0.73, and 0.57 for item 10, respectively.
The internal-structural validity of the two scales' factors was examined for both groups at the same time, through a factor analysis (Table 
1). These two factors clearly reflected the negative affectivity and social inhibition subscales with satisfactory factor loadings ranging from 0.68 to 0.83 for the negative affectivity and 0.38 to 0.80 for social inhibition. NA and SI were positively correlated according to Pearson's r correlation (r = 0.41, p < 0.001).Table 1
                          Two-factor solution's rotated factor loadings, eigenvalues, and variance explained
                        


	Item
	Factor I
	Factor II

	Negative affectivitya
	 	 
	(13) I am often down in the dumps
	
                              0.83
                            
	0.22

	(5) I am often irritated
	
                              0.81
                            
	0.08

	(12) I often find myself worrying about something
	
                              0.78
                            
	0.01

	(4) I often feel unhappy
	
                              0.78
                            
	0.18

	(7) I take a gloomy view of things
	
                              0.71
                            
	0.28

	(9) I am often in a bad mood
	
                              0.69
                            
	0.39

	(2) I often make a fuss about unimportant things
	
                              0.68
                            
	0.02

	Social inhibitionb
	 	 
	(10) I am a closed kind person
	0.11
	
                              0.80
                            

	(8) I find it hard to start a conversation
	0.16
	
                              0.68
                            

	(6) I often feel inhibited in social interactions
	0.26
	
                              0.67
                            

	(14) When socializing, I don't find the right thing to talk about
	0.24
	
                              0.66
                            

	(11) I would rather keep other people at a distance
	0.20
	
                              0.63
                            

	(1) I make contact easily when I meet peoplec
	-0.03
	
                              0.62
                            

	(3) I often talk to strangersc
	0.22
	
                              0.38
                            


aChronbach's alpha = 0.88, eigenvalue I = 4.19, variance explained = 29.94%; bChronbach's alpha = 0.77, eigenvalue II = 1.66, variance explained = 23.02%; creverse-keyed.




Type D prevalence
The median scores of the two factors were 10 for NA and 9 for SI. However, we used the standardized cutoff point ≥10 for both factors in order to discriminate the participants as Type D personalities with a view to having compatible results with the majority of studies which use this cutoff point instead of the medians.
There were significant differences in the presence of Type D personality between the CHD (51%, n = 49) and the control (12.5%, n = 10, χ2 (df = 1, n = 176) = 29.09, p < 0.001) group.
In addition, the control group reported less negative affectivity (M = 6.15, SD = 5.71) as compared to the CHD group (M = 13.71, SD = 6.41) (t (174) = -8.18, p < 0.001). Similarly, the control group reported less social inhibition (M = 7.45, SD = 4.57) in comparison to the CHD group (M = 11.82, SD = 5.68) (t (174) = -5.66, p < 0.001).
Within the CHD group, the people with Type D personality showed a significant increased prevalence of having type 2 diabetes (41% versus 21%, χ2 (df = 1, n = 96) = 4.26, p = 0.039) compared to the non-Type D patients (Figure 
1). There was no difference in previous MI (78% versus 70%, χ2 (df = 1, n = 96) = 0.67, p = 0.412), hypertension (61% versus 68%, χ2 (df = 1, n = 96) = 0.49, p = 0.482), or hypercholesterolemia (18% versus 13%, χ2 (df = 1, n = 96) = 0.57, p = 0.44) between the groups (Figure 
1).[image: A12991_2013_Article_1378_Fig1_HTML.jpg]
Figure 1Type D stratified comorbidity in the coronary heart disease patient group ( n = 96). *p < 0.05.





Hospital Anxiety and Depression Scale
The Pearson r coefficient was also used to assess the correlation between depression, anxiety, and psychological stress (total score of HADS) for the cardiovascular patients. All coefficients were statistically significant (p < 0.001) and of positive direction, particularly anxiety, 0.76 with NA and 0.33 with SI; depression, 0.63 with NA and 0.43 with SI; and total psychological stress, 0.77 with NA and 0.41 with SI. In all cases, higher NA and SI are connected with higher anxiety, depression, and total psychological stress.
We then proceeded by conducting three hierarchical multiple regression analyses in order to estimate the prediction of anxiety, depression, and total psychological stress (dependent variables) from age and sex (first step), NA and SI (second step), and all the possible predictors' interactions (third step) whose contribution was in all cases not significant and thus not presented. Concerning the prediction of anxiety, depression, and psychological stress in patients with CHD, the results of the analysis are presented on Table 
2.Table 2
                          Hierarchical multiple regression analysis for anxiety, depression, and psychological stress in patients with CHD
                        


	Predictors
	Anxiety coefficient
	Depression coefficient
	Psychological stress coefficient

	 	
                              β
                            
	
                              t
                            
	
                              β
                            
	
                              t
                            
	
                              β
                            
	
                              t
                            

	Gender
	0.34
	2.46***
	0.14
	1.41
	0.27
	2.74**

	Age
	-0.08
	-0.87
	0.13
	1.31
	0.02
	0.18

	Negative affectivity
	0.69
	10.22***
	0.58
	7.41***
	0.70
	10.89***

	Social inhibition
	0.16
	2.31*
	0.30
	3.82***
	0.24
	3.77***


Dependent variables: anxiety (method enter): R2 = 0.61, F(4.90) = 37.6, p < 0.01; depression (method enter): R2 = 0.48, F(4.90) = 22.32, p < 0.001; psychological stress (method enter): R2 = 0.64, F(4.90) = 43.07, p < 0.001. *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001.



According to the beta coefficients, only gender contributes significantly to the prediction, with women having higher levels of anxiety (it is noteworthy that the number of females in our sample is small). Finally, according to the beta coefficients, higher levels of both NA and SI are associated with higher levels of anxiety, depression, and psychological stress (Table 
2).


Discussion
The aim of this study was to examine the reliability and validity of the DS14 in patients with stable coronary heart disease. The relationship between Type D personality and stable coronary heart disease based on demographic, clinical, and psychological factors was also examined. The validity of the scale was found sufficient, and the prevalence of Type D personality was higher in patients with stable coronary heart disease than in people from the general population. Higher NA and SI were positively correlated with higher levels of anxiety, depression, and psychological stress. Regarding other coronary heart disease risk factors, only type 2 diabetes was found to be more prevalent in patients with CHD.
The Greek version of the DS14 demonstrated good psychometric properties and a sufficient degree of internal consistency. Factor analysis indicated a two-factor solution. These were labeled as the NA and SI factors in accordance with their corresponding high-loading items. These finding are in accordance with previous studies
[7, 8].
The median scores of the two factors were 10 for NA and 9 for SI. Grande and colleagues
[24] suggested medians of 10 and 9 for the NA and SI subscales, respectively, as well. However, we used cutoff point ≥10 for both subscales in order to have compatible results with the majority of studies which use this standardized cutoff point instead of the median scores
[8].
Using the recommended aforementioned cutoff point to define Type D personality, 51% of the cardiovascular patients, 12.5% of the control group, and 33.5% of the total sample were categorized as having Type D personality. The prevalence of 51% in the cardiac sample of our study was higher than those found in other European and Asian samples. In European countries, the prevalence of Type D personality among patients with coronary heart disease ranged from 15% to 36%
[25, 26], and in Asian countries (China and Korea), it ranged from 26.1% to 31.4%
[27–29]. The current study showed that the prevalence of Type D personality in the control group was 12.5%. In previous research conducted in Europe, the prevalence of the scale in the general population or healthy controls was 13.3% to 38.5%
[30, 31].
Denollet
[8] found that Type D personality was more prevalent in hypertension patients compared with individuals from the general population (53% versus 19%), whereas we did not observe a difference in Type D personality prevalence in the patients with comorbid hypertension.
Also, in Italy, the prevalence of Type D personality was estimated up to 39% in patients attending a program of cardiac rehabilitation
[32]. Moreover, in a recent Greek study, the prevalence of Type D personality for patients who met the diagnostic criteria for the metabolic syndrome was 44%, a percentage significantly higher than that of the control group (15%)
[21].
Finally, according to a recent review article, it seems that Type D personality among patients with ischemic heart disease is more prevalent in southern (37%) as well as eastern (35%) European countries, when compared to western (27%) and northern (24%) European countries
[33]. The above results indicate that the prevalence of Type D personality in patients with CHD varies in different countries. The reason for this variation remains unclear. Some studies report that ethnic and cultural differences among countries may be responsible for variation in Type D personality prevalence
[27, 29, 33]. Depression and other personality traits seem to differentiate across country clusters, with the southern and eastern European ones displaying higher prevalence rates
[33].
In our study, there is a large difference between the prevalence of personality Type D in the control group and cardiac patients. The majority of Greek people, as well as people from other Mediterranean countries, have been described as being both socially and temperamentally more extroverted and also more optimistic about the future. These could justify the low score of those from the general population. On the other hand, in these countries, people with inhibited sociality and negative emotions could be characterized, culturally, as having abnormal features (traits). These individuals have traits that are in contrast to the majority of people around them, and this may contribute to a higher rating than average and, possibly, to an increased vulnerability to a cardiac event.
It should be noted that the study was conducted prior to the onset of the economic crisis in Greece, which gradually started from April 2010.
According to our findings, higher NA and SI are associated with higher anxiety, depression, and total psychological stress. Moreover, higher levels of both NA and SI were correlated with higher levels of anxiety, depression, and psychological stress. In a study
[25], univariable linear and logistic regression analyses were used in order to confirm that Type D personality was associated with an increased risk of anxiety and depression as measured by HADS. In the same study, multivariable linear regression showed that Type D personality remained independently associated with an increased risk of anxiety and depression adjusting for baseline sociodemographic and clinical characteristics
[25]. Furthermore, another recent study using the same scale (HADS) found high correlation between negative affectivity and anxiety and depression
[34].
According to our results, more patients with CHD and Type D personality than those without Type D personality were diagnosed with diabetes mellitus, but no differences were observed in hypertension or hypercholesterolemia. Mommersteeg and colleagues
[35] did not find significant differences in diabetes mellitus, but found differences in two other components of the metabolic syndrome (lipid abnormality and hypertension), between people with Type D and non-Type D personalities. Similarly, Svansdottir and colleagues
[36] found that Type D personality was associated with high prevalence of hypertension, diabetes, blood lipids, wider waist circumference, and elevated body mass index. Nevertheless, several studies did not find differences regarding diabetes mellitus or other usual cardiovascular risk factors among patients with Type D and non-Type D personalities
[25, 28]. Overall, the findings of the studies are inconsistent, and further research is needed to establish an accurate association between the type of personality and other risk factors for CHD.
Some study limitations should be mentioned. The findings of the present study should be interpreted with some caution. The total sample size is not large, and the number of women is particularly low. Thereby, examining the findings separately for sex was not valid. Test-retest reliability could not be assessed in order to confirm the temporal stability of the scale.

Conclusions
In conclusion, the results of the current study in a Greek sample of cardiovascular patients and the general population confirm that Type D is a valid and reliable personality construct, with good psychometric properties and which is compatible with other measures associated with Type D personality. The prevalence of Type D personality was higher in patients with stable coronary heart disease than people from the general population. The subscales of the DS14 were positively correlated with higher levels of anxiety, depression, and psychological stress. Apart from diabetes mellitus, no other coronary heart disease risk factors were found more frequently in CHD patients with Type D personality. Further research is needed to examine whether Type D personality is an independent variable from other risk factors for cardiovascular morbidity and/or mortality in Greek patients.

References
1.
Rozanski A, Blumenthal J, Kaplan J: Impact of psychological factors on the pathogenesis of cardiovascular disease and implications for therapy. Circulation. 1999, 99: 2192-2217. 10.1161/01.CIR.99.16.2192.CrossRefPubMed

2.
Hemingway H, Marmot M: Psychosocial factors in the aetiology and prognosis of coronary heart disease: systematic review of prospective cohort studies. BMJ. 1999, 318: 1460-1467. 10.1136/bmj.318.7196.1460.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

3.
Frasure-Smith N, Lespérance F: Depression and anxiety as predictors of 2-year cardiac events in patients with stable coronary artery disease. Arch Gen Psychiatry. 2008, 65: 62-71. 10.1001/archgenpsychiatry.2007.4.CrossRefPubMed

4.
Denollet J, Brutsaert D: Personality, disease severity and the risk of long-term cardiac events in patients with a decreased ejection fraction after myocardial infarction. Circulation. 1998, 97: 167-173. 10.1161/01.CIR.97.2.167.CrossRefPubMed

5.
Chida Y, Steptoe A: The association of anger and hostility with future coronary heart disease: a meta-analytic review of prospective evidence. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2009, 53: 936-946. 10.1016/j.jacc.2008.11.044.CrossRefPubMed

6.
Denollet J: Type D personality: a potential risk factor refined. J Psychos Res. 2000, 49: 255-266. 10.1016/S0022-3999(00)00177-X.CrossRef

7.
Pedersen SS, Denollet J: Validity of Type D personality construct in Danish post-MI patients and healthy controls. J Psychosom Res. 2004, 57: 265-272. 10.1016/S0022-3999(03)00614-7.CrossRefPubMed

8.
Denollet J: DS14: standard assessment of negative affectivity, social inhibition and Type D personality. Psychosom Med. 2005, 67: 89-97. 10.1097/01.psy.0000149256.81953.49.CrossRefPubMed

9.
Denollet J, Schiffer A, Spek V: A general propensity to psychological distress affects cardiovascular outcomes: evidence from research on Type D (distressed) personality profile. Circ Cardiovasc Qual Outcomes. 2010, 3: 546-557. 10.1161/CIRCOUTCOMES.109.934406.CrossRefPubMed

10.
Denollet J, Van Heck G: Psychological risk factors in heart disease. What Type D personality is (not) about. J Psychosom Res. 2001, 51: 465-468. 10.1016/S0022-3999(01)00230-6.CrossRefPubMed

11.
Pedersen SS, van Domburg RT, Theuns DA, Jordaens L, Erdman RA: Type D personality is associated with increased anxiety and depressive symptoms in patients with implantable cardioverter defibrillator and their partners. Psychosom Med. 2004, 66: 714-719. 10.1097/01.psy.0000132874.52202.21.CrossRefPubMed

12.
Albus C, Jordan J, Herrman-Lingen C: Screening for psychosocial risk factors in patients with coronary heart disease-recommendations for clinical practice. Eur J Cardiovasc Prev Rehabil. 2004, 11: 75-79. 10.1097/01.hjr.0000116823.84388.6c.CrossRefPubMed

13.
Denollet J, Pedersen SS, Ong A, Erdman RA, Serruys PW, van Domburg RT: Social inhibition modulates the effect of negative emotions on cardiac prognosis following percutaneous coronary intervention in the drug-eluting stent era. Eur Heart J. 2006, 27: 171-177.CrossRefPubMed

14.
Denollet J, Sys S, Stroobant N, Rombouts H, Gillebert TC, Brutsaert D: Personality as independent predictor of long-term mortality in patients with coronary heart disease. Lancet. 1996, 347: 417-421. 10.1016/S0140-6736(96)90007-0.CrossRefPubMed

15.
Denollet J, Vaes J, Brutsaert D: Inadequate response in coronary heart disease: adverse effects of Type D personality and younger age on 5-year prognosis and quality of life. Circulation. 2000, 102: 630-635. 10.1161/01.CIR.102.6.630.CrossRefPubMed

16.
Pedersen SS, Lemos P, van Vooren P, Liu T, Daemen J, Erdman R, Smits PC, Serruys PW, van Domburg RT: Type D personality predicts deaths or myocardial infarction after bare mental stent or sirolimus-eluting stent implantation. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2004, 44: 997-1001. 10.1016/j.jacc.2004.05.064.CrossRefPubMed

17.
Pelle AJ, Pedersen SS, Schiffer AA, Szabó B, Widdershoven JW, Denollet J: Psychological distress and mortality in systolic heart failure. Circ Heart Fail. 2010, 3: 261-267. 10.1161/CIRCHEARTFAILURE.109.871483.CrossRefPubMed

18.
Grande G, Romppel M, Vesper J, Schubmann R, Glaesmer H, Herrmann-Lingen C: Type D personality and all-cause mortality in cardiac patients–data from a German cohort study. Psychosom Med. 2011, 73: 548-556. 10.1097/PSY.0b013e318227a9bc.CrossRefPubMed

19.
Coyne JC, Jaarsma T, Luttik M, van Sonderen E, van Veldhuisen DJ, Sanderman R: Lack of prognostic value of Type D personality for mortality in a large sample of heart failure patients. Psychosom Med. 2011, 73: 563-571. 10.1097/PSY.0b013e318228c820.CrossRef

20.
Rallidis LS, Kotakos C, Sourides V, Varounis C, Charalampopoulos A, Zolindaki M, Dagres N, Papadopoulos C, Anastasiou-Nana M: Attainment of optional low-density lipoprotein cholesterol goal of less than 70 mg/dl and impact on prognosis of very high risk stable coronary patients: a 3-year follow-up. Expert Opin Pharmacother. 2011, 12: 1481-1489. 10.1517/14656566.2011.591379.CrossRefPubMed

21.
Tziallas D, Kostapanos M, Skapinakis P, Milionis H, Athanasiou T, Elisaf M, Mavreas V: The association between Type D personality and the metabolic syndrome: a cross-sectional study in a university-based outpatient lipid clinic. BMC Res Notes. 2011, 4: 105-10.1186/1756-0500-4-105.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

22.
Zigmond AS, Snaith RP: The hospital anxiety and depression scale. Acta Psychiatr Scand Suppl. 1983, 67: 361-370. 10.1111/j.1600-0447.1983.tb09716.x.CrossRef

23.
Michopoulos I, Douzenis A, Kalkavoura C, Christodoulou C, Michalopoulou P, Kalemi G, Fineti K, Patapis P, Protopapas K, Lykouras L: Hospital anxiety and depression scale (HADS): validation in a Greek general hospital sample. Annals of General Psychiatry. 2008, 7: 4-10.1186/1744-859X-7-4.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

24.
Grande G, Jordan J, Kümmel M, Struwe C, Schubmann R, Schulze F, Unterberg C, von Känel R, Kudielka BM, Fischer J, Herrmann-Lingen C: Evaluation of the German type D scale (DS14) and prevalence of the Type D personality pattern in cardiological and psychosomatic patients and healthy subjects. Psychother Psychosom Med Psychol. 2004, 54: 413-422. 10.1055/s-2004-828376.CrossRefPubMed

25.
Spindler H, Kruse C, Zwisler AD, Pedersen SS: Increased anxiety and depression in Danish cardiac patients with a Type D personality: cross-validation of the Type D Scale (DS14). Int J Behav Med. 2009, 16: 98-107. 10.1007/s12529-009-9037-5.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

26.
Whitehead DL, Perkins-Porras L, Strike PC, Magid K, Steptoe A: Cortisol awaking response is elevated in acute coronary syndrome patients with Type D personality. J Psychosom Res. 2007, 62: 419-425. 10.1016/j.jpsychores.2006.11.005.CrossRefPubMed

27.
Yu XN, Zhang J, Liu X: Application of the Type D scale (DS14) in Chinese coronary heart disease patients and healthy controls. J Psychosom Res. 2008, 65: 595-601. 10.1016/j.jpsychores.2008.06.009.CrossRefPubMed

28.
Yu DS, Thompson D, Yu CM, Pedersen SS, Denollet J: Validating the Type D personality construct in Chinese patients with coronary heart disease. J Psychosom Res. 2010, 69: 111-118. 10.1016/j.jpsychores.2010.01.014.CrossRefPubMed

29.
Lim HE, Lee MS, Ko YK, Park YM, Joe SH, Kim YK, Han C, Lee HY, Pedersen SS, Denollet J: Assessment of the Type D personality construct in the Korean population: a validation study of the Korean DS14. J Korean Med Sci. 2011, 26: 116-123. 10.3346/jkms.2011.26.1.116.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

30.
Aquarious AE, Denollet J, Hamming J, De Vries J: Role of disease status and Type D personality in outcomes in patients with peripheral arterial disease. Am J Cardiol. 2005, 96: 996-1001. 10.1016/j.amjcard.2005.05.059.CrossRef

31.
Williams L, O' Connor R, Howard S, Hughes B, Johnston D, Hay J, O'Connor DB, Lewis CA, Ferguson E, Sheehy N, Grealy MA, O'Carroll RE: Type-D personality mechanisms of effect: the role of health-related behavior and social suppor. J Psychosom Res. 2008, 64: 63-69. 10.1016/j.jpsychores.2007.06.008.CrossRefPubMed

32.
Sogaro E, Schinina F, Burgisser C, Orso F, Pallante R, Aloi T, Vanni D, Pazzagli A, Fattirolli F: Type D personality impairs quality of life, coping and short-term psychological outcome in patients attending an outpatients intensive program of cardiac rehabilitation. Monaldi Arch Chest Dis. 2010, 74: 181-191.PubMed

33.
Kupper N, Pedersen SS, Höfer S, Saner H, Oldridge N, Denollet J: Cross-cultural analysis of Type D (distressed) personality in 6222 patients with ischemic heart disease: a study from the International HeartQoL Project. Int J Cardiol. 2013, 166: 327-333. 10.1016/j.ijcard.2011.10.084.CrossRefPubMed

34.
Svansdottir E, Karlsson HD, Gudnason T, Olason D, Thorgilsson H, Sigtryggsdottir U, Sijbrands EJ, Pedersen SS, Denollet J: Validity of Type D personality in Iceland: association with disease severity and risk markers in cardiac patients. J Behav Med. 2012, 35: 155-166. 10.1007/s10865-011-9337-5.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

35.
Mommersteeg PMC, Kupper N, Denollet J: Type D personality is associated with increased metabolic syndrome prevalence and an unhealthy lifestyle in a cross-sectional Dutch community sample. BMC Public Health. 2010, 10: 714-10.1186/1471-2458-10-714.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

36.
Svansdottir E, Denollet J, Thorsson B, Gudnason T, Halldorsdottir S, Gudnason V, Van Den Broek KC, Karlsson HD: Association of Type D personality with unhealthy lifestyle, and estimated risk of coronary events in the general Icelandic population. Eur J Prev Cardiol. 2013, 20: 322-330. 10.1177/2047487312441723.CrossRefPubMed



Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors' contributions
CC was a co-designer of the study, wrote the manuscript, and corrected the final draft. AD was a co-designer of the study and revised and made critical corrections in the manuscript. PMCM participated in the data interpretation and revised and made critical and substantial corrections in the manuscript. LR was a co-designer of the study and participated in the data collection. AP did the statistical analysis and interpretation of the data. VE participated in drafting and reviewing the manuscript. GB, CV, PK, and JP participated in the data collection and processing. DThK was a co-designer of the study. LL was a co-designer of the study and gave final approval to the published version. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.


OEBPS/sidebar.gif





OEBPS/A12991_2013_Article_1378_Fig1_HTML.jpg
Figure Caption

W Type D

60%

40%
30%

20%

Percentage prevalence

10%

0%

Figure 1: Type D stratified comorbidity in the coronary heart disease patient group (2=96)
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