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Abstract

Background: Acute and chronic coronary heart disease (CHD) pose different burdens on health-care services and
require different prevention and treatment strategies. Trends in acute and chronic CHD event rates can guide
service implementation. This study evaluated changes in acute and chronic CHD event rates in metropolitan and
regional/remote Victoria.

Methods: Victorian hospital admitted episodes with a principal diagnosis of acute CHD or chronic CHD were
identified from 2005 to 2012. Acute and chronic CHD age-standardised event rates were calculated in metropolitan
and regional/remote Victoria. Poisson log-link linear regression was used to estimate annual change in acute and
chronic CHD event rates.

Results: Acute CHD age-standardised event rates decreased annually by 2.9 % (95 % CI, −4.3 to −1.4 %) in
metropolitan Victoria and 1.7 % (95 % CI, −3.2 to −0.1 %) in regional/remote Victoria. In comparison, chronic CHD
age-standardised event rates increased annually by 4.8 % (95 % CI, +3.0 to +6.5 %) in metropolitan Victoria and
3.1 % (95 % CI, +1.3 to +4.9 %) in regional/remote Victoria. On average, age-standardised event rates for regional/
remote Victoria were 30.3 % (95 % CI, 23.5 to 37.2 %) higher for acute CHD and 55.3 % (95 % CI, 47.1 to 63.5 %)
higher for chronic CHD compared to metropolitan Victoria from 2005 to 2012.

Conclusion: Annual decreases in acute CHD age-standardised event rates might reflect improvements in primary
prevention, while annual increases in chronic CHD age-standardised event rates suggest a need to improve
secondary prevention strategies. Consistently higher acute and chronic CHD age-standardised event rates were
evident in regional/remote Victoria compared to metropolitan Victoria from 2005 to 2012.
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Background
Coronary heart disease (CHD) is the leading cause of
death and a significant contributor to health-care ex-
penditure in Australia and around the world [1, 2]. CHD
accounted for more than $2 billion of health-care expend-
iture in Australia in 2008/09, of which 75 % was directed
towards hospital-admitted patient services [3]. The appro-
priate management protocols for individuals with CHD

are well established. However, these are dependent on
there being available facilities within health-care institu-
tions [4]. Moreover, patients need to recognise the re-
quirement for treatment, be able to access treatment
facilities and comply with treatment plans.
Acute CHD, angina pectoris or acute myocardial in-

farction (AMI), and chronic CHD pose different burdens
on health-care services. Primary prevention programs
are designed to reduce acute CHD development and sec-
ondary prevention programs are designed to treat and
manage the progression of chronic CHD [5]. Given this,
it is important to identify the incidence of different types
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of CHD in order to best inform where CHD health-care
expenditure should be focused. However, there is a pau-
city of evidence investigating the incidence of both acute
CHD and chronic CHD because the majority of inter-
national studies have investigated the incidence of AMI
only or a definition of CHD that encompasses all of an-
gina pectoris, AMI and chronic CHD [6–9].
The geographic presentation of CHD events provides

important information for CHD service providers. Resi-
dents of regional/remote Australia are at a greater risk
of CHD due to higher prevalence of tobacco use, alcohol
consumption, physical inactivity, and obesity compared
to metropolitan Australia [10]. Similarly, higher tobacco
use, alcohol consumption and obesity is present in re-
gional/remote residents of the United States [11, 12] and
Canada [13] when compared to metropolitan or urban
residents. Furthermore, regional/remote areas of Australia
are less well-prepared than metropolitan areas for re-
sponding to cardiac events. Time to treatment is of vital
importance during an acute cardiac event [14], and indi-
viduals living in regional/remote areas of Australia [14] as
well as the United States [15] are required to travel greater
distances to access cardiac services. The prognosis of re-
gional/remote dwellers suffering an acute cardiac event is,
therefore, likely to be poorer relative to individuals living
in metropolitan areas. As such, in order to determine the
suitability of future CHD service provision, it is important
to identify patterns in geographical location of CHD. Fur-
thermore, if the higher prevalence of risk factors in re-
gional/remote Australia truly manifests itself as greater
CHD event rates in regional/remote Victoria, it might
be that service provision for CHD should evolve to ac-
commodate the greater travel distance to cardiac ser-
vices and higher CHD rates faced by regional/remote
residents.
The aims of this study were to investigate the event

rates of acute and chronic CHD requiring hospitalisation
and acute treatment in Victoria from 2005 to 2012 and to
identify differences in acute and chronic CHD event rates
between metropolitan and regional/remote locations.

Methods
Setting
Victoria is a state in the south-eastern corner of mainland
Australia. While a relatively small state in geographical
area (sixth largest geographical area of the eight Australian
states and territories) [16], it is the second most populous
state in Australia with a population of 5.5 million people
recorded in the 2011 census, which represents 24.7 % of
Australia’s population [17]. The majority of Victoria’s
population (4.2 million) is located in the metropolitan re-
gions incorporating the capital city of Melbourne as well
as the smaller cities of Geelong and the Mornington Pen-
insula [18]. The remaining 23.9 % (1.3 million) of the

Victorian population are located in areas classified as ei-
ther regional or remote Australia [18].

Data acquisition and transformation
Ethics approval for this study was obtained from La Trobe
University Human Ethics Committee (ref: 14/125) and ap-
proval to access event admission data from the Victorian
Admitted Episodes Dataset (VAED) was granted by the
Victorian Department of Health. Admission data from the
VAED at the local government area level (LGA) from
2005 to 2012 for each episode of care (event) resulting
from an acute or chronic CHD event were sourced [19].
Events were classified according to the International
Statistical Classification of Diseases and Related Health
Problems, Tenth Revision, Australian Modification (ICD-
10-AM) codes, I20, I21 and I25 and stratified by either a
principal diagnosis of acute CHD (angina or AMI) or
chronic CHD [19].
Events were stratified by LGA into two remoteness

areas, ‘metropolitan Victoria’ and ‘regional/remote Victoria’
according to the Australian Statistical Geographic Stand-
ard Correspondences, July 2011 [20]. In the situation
where a LGA was partly classified as one remoteness area
and partly classified as another remoteness area, it was
classified into the remoteness area that encompassed the
majority of the LGA. The regional/remote Victoria re-
moteness area was an amalgamation of all the individual
remoteness areas not classified as ‘major cities of Australia’
due to the small number of events within those individual
remoteness areas.

Statistical analysis
Age-standardised rates with 95 % confidence intervals
(95 % CI) were calculated for acute CHD and chronic
CHD events in metropolitan Victoria and regional/re-
mote Victoria annually from 2005 to 2012. Rates were
standardised using the direct method to the July 2013
Victorian population [21]. Poisson log-link linear regres-
sion was used to investigate the estimated annual change
in acute CHD and chronic CHD event rates. Models for
calculating annual percent change in acute CHD and
chronic CHD event rates including year (continuous vari-
able), 10-year age categories (categorical variable) and sex
(categorical variable) were calculated using the exponen-
tial of the β-coefficient for year. An alpha value of 0.05
was set for statistical significance. Data analysis was com-
pleted using IBM SPSS Statistics for Windows (Version
22; IBM Corp, Armonk, NY).

Results
A total of 163,895 events with a principal diagnosis of
acute or chronic CHD from 2005 to 2012 were identified.
After controlling for age and sex, there were annual de-

creasing trends for acute CHD age-standardised event
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rates in metropolitan (p < 0.001) and regional/remote (p =
0.039) Victoria. An estimated -2.9 % (95 % CI, −4.3 to
−1.4 %) annual change in acute CHD age-standardised
event rates were found in metropolitan Victoria while a
−1.7 % (95 % CI, −3.2 to −0.1 %) annual change in acute
CHD age-standardised event rates were found in regional/
remote Victoria. In contrast, there was an annual increas-
ing trend in chronic CHD age-standardised event rates in
both metropolitan (p < 0.001) and regional/remote (p =
0.001) Victoria when age and sex were held constant.
Chronic CHD age-standardised event rates were estimated
to increase by 4.8 % (95 % CI, +3.0 to +6.5 %) annually in
metropolitan Victoria and 3.1 % (95 % CI, +1.3 to +4.9 %)
annually in regional/remote Victoria.
Figure 1 shows acute CHD age-standardised event rates

(95 % CI) in metropolitan and regional/remote Victoria
from 2005 to 2012, which were on average 30.3 % (95 %
CI, 23.5 to 37.2 %) higher in regional/remote Victoria
compared to metropolitan Victoria. Figure 2 shows
chronic CHD age-standardised event rates (95 % CI) in
metropolitan and regional/remote Victoria from 2005 to
2012, which was on average 55.3 % (95 % CI, 47.1 to
63.5 %) higher in regional/remote Victoria compared to
metropolitan Victoria.

Discussion
The main findings demonstrate that acute CHD age-
standardised event rates have decreased and chronic CHD
age-standardised event rates have increased throughout
metropolitan and regional/remote Victoria from 2005 to
2012. Both acute and chronic CHD age-standardised

event rates were consistently higher in regional/remote
Victoria compared to metropolitan Victoria.
While many published studies have investigated the

changing incidence of AMI, relatively few studies have in-
vestigated the changing trends in acute CHD incidence
encompassing both angina and AMI. The results of this
study are in agreement with previous studies investigating
the age-standardised incidence rates of acute coronary
syndromes (synonymous with acute CHD) in Canada [6],
the United States [22] and Western Australia [23]. For in-
dividuals aged 20 years or older in Canada, the hospitalisa-
tion rate for acute coronary syndromes decreased by
−3.87 % (95 % CI, −3.86 to −3.88 %) annually from 1994
to 2005. Similarly, a 4 % annual decrease in the acute cor-
onary syndrome discharge rate was found in the United
States from 1996 to 2001 [22]. In Western Australia, the
age-standardised incidence of acute coronary syndromes
for 35 to 84 year olds decreased by −1.7 % (95 % CI, −2.1
to −1.3 %) annually in men and by −1.6 % (95 % CI, −2.1
to −1.0 %) annually in women from 1996 to 2007 [23].
The decline in acute coronary syndromes in these

studies has been linked with marked declines in the inci-
dence of unstable angina, with the decline in AMI inci-
dence playing a lesser role in the overall decline in acute
coronary syndromes [22, 23]. It has been suggested that
the introduction of troponin testing, a sensitive cardiac
biomarker, in the late 1990s/early 2000s for the diagnosis
of AMI has attenuated the decline in incidence and hos-
pitalisation rates of AMI by simultaneously shifting the
diagnoses of unstable angina to AMI [23]. However,
given the classification of acute CHD in this study

Fig. 1 Acute coronary heart disease age-standardised event rates (95 % confidence intervals) in metropolitan and regional/remote Victoria from
2005 to 2012
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including angina and myocardial infarction, the intro-
duction of troponin testing does not explain the annual
decreases in acute CHD shown in this study. Given the
decrease in total acute CHD age-standardised event
rates and the reduction in acute CHD death rates [2, 24]
an alternative explanation is an improvement in the effi-
cacy of primary prevention service provision for acute
CHD. This would theoretically result in decreased acute
CHD event rates via widespread improvement of the risk
factors associated with CHD development.
In contrast to acute CHD, chronic CHD age-standardised

event rates increased on an annual basis from 2005 to
2012 in this study. In the Netherlands from 1998 to 2007,
researchers found annual increasing trends in chronic
CHD hospitalisation rates of 0.7 % (95 % CI, 0.6 to 0.8 %)
in men and 2.1 % (95 % CI, 2.0 to 2.2 %) in women [25].
These results, while suggesting a slower rate, reflect the
findings of the current study that chronic CHD age-
standardised event rates significantly increased annually in
both metropolitan and regional/remote Victoria. The in-
crease in chronic CHD age-standardised event rates might
also be explained by relatively poor referral and uptake
rates for secondary prevention services (cardiac rehabilita-
tion) [26, 27], given that secondary prevention services are
designed to treat and manage the development of chronic
CHD [5].
Geographic differences in age-standardised event rates

in Victoria aligns with previous findings in Quebec [28].
From 1995 to 1997, in individuals 25 years or older,
there was a significantly lower AMI incidence rate of
7.21 per 1000 people in the central metropolitan areas
compared to small urban centres (8.34 per 1000 people),

strong metropolitan influenced zones (7.68 per 1000
people), moderate metropolitan influenced zones (8.10
per 1000 people) and low metropolitan influenced zones
(9.26 per 1000 people) [28]. Interestingly, data from
Scotland has shown a significantly lower relative risk of
CHD in remote small towns and rural areas compared to
urban areas [29]. Data from New South Wales, Australia
from 1991/92 to 1995/96 showed a significantly higher
relative risk for AMI admission of 1.25 (95 % CI, 1.18 to
1.33) for males and 1.43 (95 % CI, 1.35 to 1.54) for females
aged between 35 and 74 residing in rural and remote areas
compared to individuals residing in the capital city after
adjusting for age [30]. Furthermore, the researchers also
found significantly higher relative risks for CHD mortality
in males and females residing in rural and remote New
South Wales over a similar period [30]. Nationwide data
suggested a significantly higher hospitalisation rate due to
CHD with increasing remoteness Australia-wide in the
2007/08 financial year [2]. The current study is consistent
with these findings, which highlight the influence of re-
moteness on AMI admission [30] and CHD hospitalisa-
tion [2]. In addition, the current study extends previous
findings by adding angina events to AMI events, and sep-
arating them from chronic CHD age-standardised event
rates; when this classification was adopted there were
consistently higher acute CHD and chronic CHD age-
standardised event rates in regional/remote Victoria com-
pared to metropolitan Victoria from 2005 to 2012.
Differential access to appropriate cardiac health-care

services is one factor that might explain the differ-
ences in acute and chronic CHD age-standardised event
rates between metropolitan and regional/remote Victoria.

Fig. 2 Chronic coronary heart disease age-standardised event rates (95 % confidence intervals) in metropolitan and regional/remote Victoria from
2005 to 2012
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Individuals residing in metropolitan areas have greater ac-
cess to cardiac health-care services than individuals living in
regional/remote areas [14]. As such, individuals living in re-
gional/remote areas tend to require longer commutes in
order to access appropriate health-care services [31]. There-
fore, longer travel times for individuals requiring cardiac
facilities in regional/remote Victoria might result in individ-
uals being either unwilling or unable to receive necessary
treatment for their cardiac disease or risk factors of cardiac
disease, thereby increasing the acute and chronic CHD age-
standardised event rates in regional/remote Victoria.
There are two main limitations to the present study.

Firstly, the VAED only provided data on episodes of care
from acute and chronic CHD events and record linkage
was not permitted; consequently, an individual with
multiple admissions for CHD would be included more
than once in these analyses. In Western Australia from
1995 to 2005, 36 % of individuals with a nonfatal AMI
from 35 to 84 years of age had previously established CHD,
highlighting the potential impact of double-counting in
this study [32]. However, this limitation was unavoidable
given that record linkage was not permitted. Secondly, al-
though admission codes relating to CHD (ICD-10-AM)
have remained consistent from 2005 to 2012, it is possible
that the application and interpretation of these codes has
changed over time.

Conclusions
This study demonstrated decreases in acute CHD age-
standardised event rates in contrast to increases in chronic
CHD age-standardised event rates throughout Victoria
from 2005 to 2012. Furthermore, age-standardised event
rates for acute and chronic CHD were higher in regional/
remote Victoria compared to metropolitan Victoria. These
results might reflect a discrepancy in access to appropriate
cardiac health-care services between metropolitan and re-
gional/remote Victoria. The changes in acute and chronic
CHD age-standardised event rates could be the result of
increasing efficacy of primary prevention strategies for
CHD without a subsequent increase in the efficacy of sec-
ondary prevention strategies. Improvements in primary
prevention strategies might serve only to prevent the de-
velopment of acute types of CHD, namely angina and
AMI, thereby shifting CHD burden more towards chronic
CHD. It is possible that improved secondary prevention
strategies are necessary to attenuate the increasing trend
of chronic CHD age-standardised event rates. Further-
more, effective strategies are required to reduce the dis-
crepancy that exists in acute and chronic CHD event rates
between regional/remote and metropolitan Victoria.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Ethics approval for this study was obtained from La
Trobe University Human Ethics Committee (ref: 14/125)

and approval to access event admission data from the
Victorian Admitted Episodes Dataset was granted by the
Victorian Department of Health.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Availability of data and materials
Data will not be shared. These data have been obtained
from the State of Victoria. On receipt of these datasets
the authors agreed not to reproduce, distribute or com-
mercialise them, or any product or service derived from
incorporating them or part of them (whether or not
amounting to copyright reproduction). As recipients, the
authors were permitted to publish any analyses of the
data, but not the data itself, subject to the confidentiality
conditions.

Abbreviations
AMI: acute myocardial infarction; CHD: coronary heart disease; CI: confidence
interval; ICD-10-AM: International Statistical Classification of Disease and
Related Health Problems, Tenth Revision, Australian Modification; LGA: local
government area; VAED: Victorian Admitted Episodes Dataset.

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

Authors’ contributions
PX contributed to the conception and design of the study, completed data
analyses, and drafted the initial manuscript. MK and BG conceptualised and
designed the study, oversaw analyses, and critically revised the manuscript.
SB contributed to study design, data analyses, and reviewed the manuscript
providing important intellectual content. VN contributed to study design,
interpretation of data, and reviewed the manuscript providing important
intellectual content. All authors approved the final manuscript as submitted.

Acknowledgements
The authors thank the Victorian Department of Health for providing data
used in the analyses for this study.

Funding
No sources of funding to declare.

Author details
1Discipline of Exercise Physiology, La Trobe Rural Health School, La Trobe
University, Bendigo, Victoria, Australia. 2La Trobe Rural Health School, La
Trobe University, Bendigo, Victoria, Australia. 3Department of Cardiology,
Bendigo Health Care Group, Bendigo, Victoria, Australia.

Received: 11 December 2015 Accepted: 4 May 2016

References
1. World Health Organisation. Cardiovascular diseases (CVDs). WHO Media

Centre 2015. Fact Sheet No. 317 2015. http://www.who.int/mediacentre/
factsheets/fs317/en/. Accessed April 2015.

2. Waters A-M, Trinh L, Chau T, Bourchier M, Moon L. Latest statistics on
cardiovascular disease in Australia. Clin Exp Pharmacol Physiol. 2013;40(6):
347–56. doi:10.1111/1440-1681.12079.

3. Australian Institute of Health and Welfare. Health-care expenditure on
cardiovascular diseases 2008–09 Canberra: AIHW, 2014. (AIHW Cat. No. CVD
65.) http://www.aihw.gov.au/publication-detail/?id=60129546381. Accessed
Nov 2014.

4. Clark RA, Driscoll A, Nottage J, McLennan S, Coombe DM, Bamford EJ, et al.
Inequitable provision of optimal services for patients with chronic heart
failure: a national geo-mapping study. Med J Aust. 2007;186(4):169–73.

Xanthos et al. BMC Public Health  (2016) 16:391 Page 5 of 6

http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs317/en/
http://www.who.int/mediacentre/factsheets/fs317/en/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/1440-1681.12079
http://www.aihw.gov.au/publication-detail/?id=60129546381


5. Grundy SM, Balady GJ, Criqui MH, Fletcher G, Greenland P, Hiratzka LF, et al.
Primary prevention of coronary heart disease: guidance from Framingham:
a statement for healthcare professionals from the AHA Task Force on Risk
Reduction. Circulation. 1998;97(18):1876–87. doi:10.1161/01.CIR.97.18.1876.

6. Ko DT, Newman AM, Alter DA, Austin PC, Chiu M, Cox JL, et al. Secular
trends in acute coronary syndrome hospitalization from 1994 to 2005. Can J
Cardiol. 2010;26(3):129–34. doi:10.1016/S0828-282X(10)70350-0.

7. Kojima S, Matsui K, Ogawa H. Temporal trends in hospitalization for acute
myocardial infarction between 2004 and 2011 in Kumamoto, Japan. Circ J.
2013;77(11):2841–3. doi:10.1253/circj.CJ-13-1011.

8. Koopman C, Bots ML, van Oeffelen AAM, van Dis I, Verschuren WMM,
Engelfriet PM, et al. Population trends and inequalities in incidence and
short-term outcome of acute myocardial infarction between 1998 and 2007.
Int J Cardiol. 2013;168(2):993–8. doi:10.1016/j.ijcard.2012.10.036.

9. Medrano MJ, Alcalde-Cabero E, Ortíz C, Galán I. Effect of cardiovascular
prevention strategies on incident coronary disease hospitalisation rates in
Spain; an ecological time series analysis. BMJ Open. 2014;4(2) doi:10.1136/
bmjopen-2013-004257.

10. Australian Institute of Health and Welfare. Rural, regional and remote health:
indicators of health status and determinants of health. Canberra: AIHW,
2008. (AIHW Cat. No. PHE 97.) http://www.aihw.gov.au/publication-detail/?
id=6442468076. Accessed Jun 2015.

11. Patterson PD, Moore CG, Probst JC, Shinogle JA. Obesity and Physical
Inactivity in Rural America. J Rural Health. 2004;20(2):151–9. doi:10.1111/j.
1748-0361.2004.tb00022.x.

12. Eberhardt MS, Pamuk ER. The importance of place of residence: Examining
health in rural and nonrural areas. Am J Public Health. 2004;94(10):1682–6.

13. Pampalon R, Martinez J, Hamel D. Does living in rural areas make a difference
for health in Québec? Health Place. 2006;12(4):421–35. doi:10.1016/j.health
place.2005.04.002.

14. Clark RA, Coffee N, Turner D, Eckert KA, van Gaans D, Wilkinson D, et al.
Application of geographic modeling techniques to quantify spatial access
to health services before and after an acute cardiac event: the Cardiac
Accessibility and Remoteness Index for Australia (ARIA) project. Circulation.
2012;125(16):2006–14. doi:10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.111.083394.

15. Nallamothu BK, Bates ER, Wang Y, Bradley EH, Krumholz HM. Driving times
and distances to hospitals with percutaneous coronary intervention in the
united states: implications for prehospital triage of patients with ST-elevation
myocardial infarction. Circulation. 2006;113(9):1189–95.

16. Australian Bureau of Statistics. 2011 Census, Australia, Geographical
Description datapack 2011. http://www.abs.gov.au/websitedbs/censushome.
nsf/home/datapacks. Accessed Oct 2015.

17. Australian Bureau of Statistics. 2011 Census, Australia, Population by Region
datapack 2011. http://www.abs.gov.au/websitedbs/censushome.nsf/home/
datapacks. Accessed Oct 2015.

18. Australian Bureau of Statistics. 2011 Census, Victoria, Population by
Remoteness Area datapack 2011. http://www.abs.gov.au/websitedbs/
censushome.nsf/home/datapacks. Accessed Oct 2015.

19. National Centre for Classification in Health (Australia). The international
statistical classification of diseases and related health problems, tenth
revision, Australian modification (ICD-10-AM). Lidcombe: National Centre for
Classification in Health; 2010.

20. Australian Bureau of Statistics. Australian Statistical Geographical Standard
(ASGS): Correspondences, July 2011. 2011. (ABS Cat. No. 1270.0.55.006.)
http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/DetailsPage/1270.0.55.006July%
202011?OpenDocument. Accessed Aug 2014.

21. Australian Bureau of Statistics. Regional population growth, Australia, 2012-
13. 2014. (ABS Cat. No. 3218.0.) http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/
allprimarymainfeatures/2C378BAC330AD848CA257E18000F8881?open
document Accessed Sep 2014.

22. Bertoni AG, Bonds DE, Thom T, Chen GJ, Goff Jr DC. Acute coronary
syndrome national statistics: Challenges in definitions. Am Heart J. 2005;
149(6):1055–61. doi:10.1016/j.ahj.2004.10.040.

23. Nedkoff LJ, Briffa TG, Preen DB, Sanfilippo FM, Hung J, Ridout SC, et al. Age-
and sex-specific trends in the incidence of hospitalized acute coronary
syndromes in Western Australia. Circ Cardiovasc Qual Outcomes. 2011;4(5):
557–64. doi:10.1161/circoutcomes.110.960005.

24. Page A, Lane A, Taylor R, Dobson A. Trends in socioeconomic inequalities in
mortality from ischaemic heart disease and stroke in Australia, 1979–2006.
Eur J Prev Cardiol. 2012;19(6):1281–9. doi: 10.1177/1741826711427505

25. Koopman C, Bots ML, van Dis I, Vaartjes I. Shifts in the age distribution and
from acute to chronic coronary heart disease hospitalizations. Eur J Prev
Cardiol. 2014. doi:10.1177/2047487314544975.

26. Johnson NA, Inder KJ, Bowe SJ. Trends in referral to outpatient cardiac
rehabilitation in the Hunter Region of Australia, 2002–2007. Eur J Cardiovasc
Prev Rehabil. 2010;17(1):77–82. doi:10.1097/HJR.0b013e3283304060.

27. Bunker S, McBurney H, Cox H, Jelinek M. Identifying participation rates at
outpatient cardiac rehabilitation programs in Victoria, Australia. J Cardiopulm
Rehabil. 1999;19(6):334–8. doi:10.1097/00008483-199911000-00001.

28. Loslier J, Vanasse A, Niyonsenga T, Courteau J, Orzanco G, Hemiari A.
Myocardial infarction in Quebec rural and urban populations between 1995
and 1997. Can J Rural Med. 2007;12(2):95–102.

29. Levin KA, Leyland AH. Urban–rural inequalities in ischemic heart disease in
Scotland, 1981–1999. Am J Public Health. 2006;96(1):145–51. doi:10.2105/
AJPH.2004.051193.

30. Taylor R, Chey T, Bauman A, Webster I. Socio-economic, migrant and
geographic differentials in coronary heart disease occurrence in New South
Wales. Aust N Z J Public Health. 1999;23(1):20–6. doi:10.1111/j.1467-842X.
1999.tb01200.x.

31. Bourke L, Sheridan C, Russell U, Jones G, DeWitt D, Liaw S-T. Developing a
conceptual understanding of rural health practice. Aust J Rural Health. 2004;
12(5):181–6. doi:10.1111/j.1440-1854.2004.00601.x.

32. Briffa TG, Hobbs MS, Tonkin A, Sanfilippo FM, Hickling S, Ridout SC, et al.
Population trends of recurrent coronary heart disease event rates remain
high. Circ Cardiovasc Qual Outcomes. 2011;4(1):107–13. doi:10.1161/
circoutcomes.110.957944.

•  We accept pre-submission inquiries 

•  Our selector tool helps you to find the most relevant journal

•  We provide round the clock customer support 

•  Convenient online submission

•  Thorough peer review

•  Inclusion in PubMed and all major indexing services 

•  Maximum visibility for your research

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central 
and we will help you at every step:

Xanthos et al. BMC Public Health  (2016) 16:391 Page 6 of 6

http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/01.CIR.97.18.1876
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0828-282X(10)70350-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1253/circj.CJ-13-1011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijcard.2012.10.036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2013-004257
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2013-004257
http://www.aihw.gov.au/publication-detail/?id=6442468076
http://www.aihw.gov.au/publication-detail/?id=6442468076
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1748-0361.2004.tb00022.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1748-0361.2004.tb00022.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.healthplace.2005.04.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.healthplace.2005.04.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.111.083394
http://www.abs.gov.au/websitedbs/censushome.nsf/home/datapacks
http://www.abs.gov.au/websitedbs/censushome.nsf/home/datapacks
http://www.abs.gov.au/websitedbs/censushome.nsf/home/datapacks
http://www.abs.gov.au/websitedbs/censushome.nsf/home/datapacks
http://www.abs.gov.au/websitedbs/censushome.nsf/home/datapacks
http://www.abs.gov.au/websitedbs/censushome.nsf/home/datapacks
http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/DetailsPage/1270.0.55.006July%202011?OpenDocument
http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/DetailsPage/1270.0.55.006July%202011?OpenDocument
http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/allprimarymainfeatures/2C378BAC330AD848CA257E18000F8881?opendocument
http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/allprimarymainfeatures/2C378BAC330AD848CA257E18000F8881?opendocument
http://www.abs.gov.au/AUSSTATS/abs@.nsf/allprimarymainfeatures/2C378BAC330AD848CA257E18000F8881?opendocument
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ahj.2004.10.040
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/circoutcomes.110.960005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1741826711427505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2047487314544975
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/HJR.0b013e3283304060
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00008483-199911000-00001
http://dx.doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2004.051193
http://dx.doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2004.051193
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-842X.1999.tb01200.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-842X.1999.tb01200.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1854.2004.00601.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/circoutcomes.110.957944
http://dx.doi.org/10.1161/circoutcomes.110.957944

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Setting
	Data acquisition and transformation
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Availability of data and materials
	Abbreviations

	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Funding
	Author details
	References

