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Aabstract

Background: Oropharyngeal dysphagia (OPD) can be functionally debilitating in persons with
multiple sclerosis (pwMS). OPD induces alterations in safety and efficacy of food and/or
liguid ingestion and may incur negative sequalae such as aspiration pneumonia or
malnutrition/dehydration. Early detection and timely management of OPD in pwMS could
prevent such complications and reduce mortality rates. Identifying predictors of OPD relative
to its onset or repeat manifestation will enable the development of care pathways that
target early assessment and sustained management. The aims of this systematic review are
to compile, evaluate, and summarise the existing literature reporting potential predictors
and associated long-term outcomes (e.g., aspiration pneumonia, malnutrition, dehydration,
and/or death) of OPD in pwMS.

Methods: We will undertake a systematic review to identify studies that describe patterns
and complications of OPD in pwMS. Variables of interest include predictors of OPD along
with long-term outcomes. We will search MEDLINE, EMBASE, CINAHL, AMED, the Cochrane
Library, Web of Science, and Scopus. We will consider studies for inclusion if they involve at
least 30 adult participants with MS and report risk factors of OPD and/or its long-term
outcomes. Studies will be excluded if they refer to esophageal or oropharyngeal dysphagia
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induced by causes other than multiple sclerosis. Study selection and data extraction will be
performed by two independent assessors for abstract and full article review. We will present
study characteristics in tables and document research findings for dysphagia-related risk
factors or its complications via a narrative format or meta-analysis if warranted (e.g., mean
difference and/or risk ratios measurements). All included studies will undergo risk of bias
assessment conducted independently by two authors with consensus on quality ratings.
Conclusion: There is a lacune with respect to systematic reviews involving predictors and
long-term outcomes of dysphagia in in pwMS to date. Our systematic review will provide the
means to develop accurate and efficient management protocols for careful monitoring and
evaluation by dysphagia experts. The results of this systematic review will be published in a
peer-reviewed journal.

Systematic review registration: PROSPERO CRD42022340625

Key words: Predictors, oropharyngeal dysphagia, Multiple Sclerosis, Systematic review,
Protocol
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Introduction

Oropharyngeal dysphagia (OPD) is common in multiple sclerosis (MS) [1] due to injury to the
corticobulbar tracts, potentially involving the brainstem, the cerebellum [2,3] and the cortex [4]. [t may
incur severe and multifaceted poor outcomes, such as aspiration pneumonia, malnutrition/dehydration
[3-5], increased psychosocial morbidities [6,7] and even death during periods of medical instability [8].
Identifying predictors for OPD in pwMS will provide the means to develop accurate and efficient
management protocols for careful monitoring and evaluation by dysphagia experts. By extension,
sustained management will permit timely and sustained care to mitigate potential serious complications.

In two recent systematic reviews, the authors provided an estimate of the pooled frequency of
dysphagia in pwMS based on a range of evaluation methods, whether screening, clinical, or instrumental
examination [1,9]. Guan et al. [1] reported a pooled frequency estimate of 36% based on subjective
screenings or cursory evaluations (such as the Dysphagia in Multiple Sclerosis Questionnaire, the water
swallowing test, and various dysphagia check lists from individual clinical swallowing centers) and 81%
based on objective measurements (such as videofluoroscopy or fiberoptic nasoendoscopy). More
specifically, the frequency of dysphagia was 46% in pwMS when Expanded Disability Status Scale (EDSS)
scores were stratified as 4.5 or higher, and 40% for those below 3.0. Similarly, patients with longer disease
duration (over 10 years) were more likely to have dysphagia symptoms compared with shorter disease
duration.

Various individual studies have also shown a higher frequency of dysphagia with greater disability [10—
14] and/or disease duration [14,15]. Nevertheless, a few studies have reported that pwMS with low EDSS
scores still had dysphagia [14,16,17]. To illustrate, Abraham et al. [17] reported that 43% of pwMS had
dysphagia whereby 17% of them had low levels of disability (EDSS score lower than 2.5). In contrast,
Aghaz et al. [9] estimated the pooled frequency of dysphagia as 37.21% based on subjective evaluations
or cursory checklists versus 47% for objective instrumental evaluations respectively. They further studied
the presence of dysphagia according to EDSS-based disease severity, duration of disease, and MS stage
but failed to demonstrate associations for any of the three factors.

Taken together, reported frequencies of dysphagia hover around one-third of pwMS at a given point
in time [1,9]. Varied frequencies might relate to evaluation methods, whether via screening, clinical
assessment, or instrumental evaluation. The most common patient-report tool used to identify dysphagia
in pwMS is the Dysphagia in Multiple Sclerosis Questionnaire (DYMUS) [1,9], involving 10 items with very
good reliability and internal consistency [18]. Frequencies of reported dysphagia based on questionnaires
are lower than those based on standardized tools or instrumental evaluations [1]. In general, instrumental
assessment remains the gold standard for dysphagia and aspiration detection, whether by
videofluoroscopy or fiberoptic nasoendoscopy rather than various types of screening tools or patient
reported questionnaires. Some pwMS may underestimate their dysphagia severity due to altered sensory
appreciation of symptoms, despite instrumental evidence to the contrary.

In addition to our poor understanding of the frequency of dysphagia in pwMS, gaps exist regarding
patterns of associations between disease severity, duration, or stage. Notwithstanding, certain predictive
factors may well routinely accompany the expression of dysphagia in pwMS. Elucidating such information
would require a comprehensive profile of patient groups with known disease severity, duration, and
stage, as well as MS type, neuroanatomical impacts and concomitant deficits or disorders. For example,
dysphagia may be precipitated by co-existing psychological or cognitive impairments [10,17,19].
Therefore, continual monitoring for risk of dysphagia in pwMS who also experience negative mental
health symptoms or cognitive disorders [4,19] is warranted. Furthermore, dysarthria may be a good and
readily identifiable clinical indicator for the presence of dysphagia in persons with neuromuscular diseases
[20]. A systematic appraisal of the literature is required to identify the best available evidence for risk
factors of dysphagia along with ensuing long-term sequelae in pwMS.

A systematic review constitutes the highest level of research evidence, especially if there is a quality
evaluation and meta-analysis. Therefore, establishing the predictors of dysphagia in pwMS, especially
when identified with gold standard evaluation methods (such as instrumental assessment), could
facilitate the development of new tools for screening or assessing dysphagia and inform practice
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guidelines. In addition, a close consideration of associated outcomes over the long term (e.g., pneumonia,
poor social participation, death) could contribute to our understanding of prognostic indicators for
particular patient groups. Consequently, our purpose is to search the existing literature to systematically
identify the predictors and associated outcomes of oropharyngeal dysphagia over the long-term in
persons with pwMS.

Methods

The protocol of this systematic review has been registered in PROSPERO (registration number:
CRD42022340625). We have applied PRISMA-P guidelines to develop this review protocol further. It
serves to direct our search strategy of databases and the grey literature as well as our data extraction and
compilation methods. We will document our article selection results using the PRISMA flow diagram to
delineate reasons for abstract and article exclusion until the final set of articles is identified. We are
submitting the protocol prior to undertaking the full search or any subsequent processes such as abstract
screening and full article evaluation.

Operational Definitions

Dysphagia is defined as body and structure impairment [21] in swallowing evidenced by expert clinical
or instrumental assessment of function from the anterior aspect of the lips to inferior aspect of the upper
esophageal sphincter. Diagnosis of multiple sclerosis is based on accepted criteria for both definite and
probable MS, according to a classification scheme that involves expert clinical and objective evaluations
(such as neuroimaging) [22].

Data sources

We will conduct an electronic search in the following databases for abstracts in languages that the co-
authors can read (English, French, German, Persian, Portuguese, Spanish, and Turkish). No publication
date or study design restrictions will be imposed. Relevant databases will include MEDLINE, EMBASE,
CINAHL, AMED, the Cochrane Library (CENTRAL), Web of Science, and Scopus. The MeSH and search
terms used in the search strategy were developed a priori (Table 1). A research librarian will consult to
enable valid adaptations of the same terms into the other databases. Our Medline search was conducted
in OVID, revealing 189 citations (April 2023). We will also search international grey literature sources (e.g.,
OpenGrey and Dissertation Abstracts) and review the bibliographies and citations for all included articles
in a reiterative manner until no further possible references are identified.

Table 1. MEDLINE search terms for the concepts dysphagia and multiple sclerosis

Concepts Entry Keywords (developed by AM and HF)

Dysphagia* 1 deglutition disorders/
2 deglutition/
3 enteral nutrition/
4 ((enteral or tube or gastric) adj feedS).ti,ab, kf.
5 ((deglutS or swallowS) adj3 (difficultS or disorder$ or abnormal$ or delay$ or

dysfunction$ or impair$ or problem$ or disabilS or disabl$ or deficit$)).ti,ab kf.

6 ((deglutS or swallowS) adj3 (behavior or behaviour or function$)).ti,ab,kf.
7 dysphag$.ti,ab,kf.
8 lor2or3ord4or5or6or7

MS+ 9 exp Multiple Sclerosis/
10 Demyelinating diseases/
11 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "chronic progress*").ti,ab,kf.
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12 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "progress* relaps*").ti,ab,kf.
13 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "progress* chronic").ti,ab,kf.
14 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "relaps* progress*").ti,ab,kf.
15 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "secondary progress*").ti,ab,kf.
16 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "primary progress*").ti,ab,kf.
17 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "relaps* remi*").ti,ab,kf.

18 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "remi* relaps*").ti,ab,kf.

19 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "acute relaps*").ti,ab kf.

20 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "optic* spinal").ti,ab,kf.

21 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "optic spinal").ti,ab,kf.

22 (("multiple sclerosis" or MS) adj3 "acute fulminat*").ti,ab,kf.
23 or\9-22

24 8 and 23

*terms modified from Flowers et al. [23]
+terms from lines 10 to 19 modified from Farinotti et al. [24]
MS: Multiple Sclerosis

Eligibility criteria

Studies will be considered for inclusion if they have observational intent and involve retrospective or
prospective consecutive or randomly selected sampling (either from a particular cohort or population).
Study designs may include case series, cross-sectional, longitudinal, case—control, and/or other
observational investigations as well as the control arm of randomized controlled trials. We will consider
studies with at least 30 adults (18 years or older) with MS. Studies must include an aim to identify risk
factors for oropharyngeal dysphagia (OPD). Corresponding studies that include follow-up time points will
contribute to our interest in long-term outcomes.

During our review of abstracts and full articles, we will apply pre-defined exclusion criteria. That is, we
will exclude studies involving convenience samples, those without extractable data for our outcomes of
interest, and those reporting duplicate data. Any abstracts without corresponding full study publications
will be excluded. We will also exclude articles without a clear sample of at least 30 pwMS and
corresponding OPD (for at least a declared portion of the sample), identified by clinical or instrumental
swallowing assessments. Finally, articles will be excluded if they do not conform to our operational
definitions of OPD and MS or if they refer to oropharyngeal dysphagia induced by causes other than
multiple sclerosis. We will contact authors when we cannot find full articles or when we wish to elucidate
study characteristics such as method of dysphagia assessment. Our full systematic review reporting will
conform to the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) checklist
[25].

Data collection

Study selection from primary articles will be performed in two stages:

I - Initial screening and coding of titles and abstracts whereby relevant abstracts (stage 1) will undergo
full article review (stage 2) (Table 2);

Il - Evaluation and coding of full articles for inclusion in the final sample (Table 2)

The review process will be conducted by two independent reviewers (blind to each other’s coding)
across the two stages. Any discrepancies will be resolved by consensus discussion between the two
reviewers and, when agreement is not possible, a third reviewer (also a member of the research team)
will read the abstract or article independently and contribute to a decision. All references for the excluded
articles will be retained for documentation purposes.

One data extractor will identify pertinent information from the final set of included articles and
compile it into a table or spreadsheet. Extracted data will be verified by a second independent reviewer to
ensure the accuracy of information from the following categories:

i)  Study characteristics: first author’s name, year of publication, country in which the study was
conducted, study design, and size of the sample.
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ii) Study population and participant characteristics: age, gender, MS type, disease duration, and

EDSS score.

ili) Diagnostic assessments for MS and dysphagia

iv) Risk factors for dysphagia: related to MS (e.g., MS type, disease duration, and EDSS score), patient
characteristics (e.g., age, gender, and smoking or alcohol abuse), and/or comorbidities (e.g., psychological
symptoms, cognitive impairments, or dysarthria)

v) Follow-up assessments of dysphagia

vi) Frequency and impact (e.g., severity) of detrimental medical (e.g., aspiration pneumonia,
dehydration, malnutrition, institutionalization, and mortality), activity/participation (e.g., fewer social
engagements around meals), or quality of life outcomes.

Table 2. Proposed hierarchical coding categories for abstract and full article review

Code Category Stage 1: Exclude if abstract Stage 2: Exclude if full article

1 Is clearly a review, commentary or Is clearly a review, commentary or
opinion opinion

2 Clearly does not involve any adults Clearly does not involve any adults (18+
(18+ years) years)

3 Clearly involves a sample size of less Clearly involves a sample with fewer than
than 30 persons 30 pwMS

4 Clearly has no participants with Clearly has no participants with potential
potential MS MS and/or MS diagnosis is outside

operational definition (i.e. expert clinical
diagnosis with instrumental or biomarker
corroboration)

5 Clearly has no mention of dysphagia Dysphagia outside operational definition
or terms relating to swallowing (i.e, esophageal dysphagia or without
structures or physiology clear clinical or instrumental assessment

of swallowing function or OPD induced by
causes other than MS)

6 N/A Outcomes relating to risk factors or long-

term outcomes for OPD clearly absent

7 Clearly involves same data as another | Clearly involves same data as another
abstract article

ACCEPT If no codes apply, consider for full If no codes apply, accept for inclusion
review

OPD: Oropharyngeal Dysphagia

pwMS: persons with Multiple Sclerosis

Risk of bias in individual studies

We will apply appropriate risk of bias evaluations [26] such as the Newcastle-Ottawa Tool (NOS) [27]
for observational studies (tool as our quality evaluation of included articles). To illustrate, the NOS
contains grading for categories of selection (e.g., sample representativeness), comparability, (e.g.,
evaluation of confounders), and outcome (adequacy of follow-up period).

Further, if warranted, the Cochrane Collaboration’s Risk of Bias tool will be used for randomised
controlled trials, based on the domains: sequence generation, blinding of participants, blinding of
outcome measurement, allocation sequence concealment, missing data, selective outcome reporting, and
other biases such as sources of funding and conflicts of interest [28]. For either type of quality appraisal
(observational study quality scale or Cochrane’s risk of bias tool), two authors will independently review
the included studies and resolve discrepancies by discussion and consensus agreement within the review
team.
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Data analysis

We will provide a descriptive synthesis of the findings from the included studies, structured around
target population characteristics, the type of assessments, and outcomes of interest. We will consider
meta-analyses if there is an adequate number of studies and homogeneity of study populations and
assessment methods. Otherwise, we will present a narrative synthesis of the results. We anticipate that
there will be restricted scope for meta-analysis due to differing study populations and/or assessment
methods along with a paucity of existing literature. Where studies have similar sample characteristics
(including potential comparison groups), assessment methods, and corresponding outcomes, we will pool
the results and apply various types of meta-analyses such as mean difference or standard mean
differences for continuous outcomes and risk ratio measurement for categorical outcomes, with their 95%
confidence intervals (Cls) depicted in forest plots.

Assessment of heterogeneity

If there is reason to consider meta-analysis, analyses will be performed using Cochrane’s Revman tool.
Heterogeneity among primary studies will be assessed with the |? statistic [28]. We will interpret the I?
statistic using the following guide: mild (between 0% and 24.9%), moderate (between 25% and 49.9%),
severe (between 50% and 74.9%), and highly severe (between 75% and 100.0%). Nevertheless, we will
subjectively evaluate possible sample heterogeneity before conducting a pooled analysis. Subsequently, if
we proceed to apply the 12 statistic and heterogeneity greater than or equal to 25% is evident, we will
present a qualitative synthesis of the findings.

Analysis of subgroups or subsets

If sufficient data are available, subgroup analyses may be conducted for different OPD assessment
methods (e.g., clinical bedside evaluation, fiberoptic nasoendoscopic evaluation, or videofluoroscopic
evaluation) relative to predictive factors and/or long-term outcomes.

Assessment of publication bias
Publication bias will be evaluated using a funnel plot (ie, plots of study results against precision) and
Begg’s and Egger’s tests if an adequate number of studies (>10) are identified.

Discussion

Our search strategy is extensive compared to other recent systematic reviews in the field of multiple
sclerosis [1,29] given the inclusion of numerous sources and comprehensive search terms. We believe
that it will yield a broad capture of abstracts internationally but that many articles will derive from
western or developed countries. This is important because many underrepresented countries, such as
Iran, have a high and increasing prevalence of pwMS in certain regions [29,30].

Other systematic reviews have undertaken different lines of inquiry such as investigating the
prevalence of dysphagia in pwMS without considering risk factors [1] or long-term outcomes [1,9]. Thus,
we will extend the knowledge base in a new content area (involving predictors and long-term outcomes
of dysphagia in pwMS). Thus, identification of literature in the field of MS will provide new insights into
the repercussions of dysphagia and offer direction for the development of screening protocols and
improved management in pwMS. It will anticipate that as the protocol consider multiple predictors (e.g.,
related to MS, patient characteristics, and/or comorbidities) and outcomes (e.g., medical,
activity/participation, or quality of life), the results of our systematic review may be report in multiple
publication paper.

We anticipate that various limitations will result during our search of the literature. First, studies may
not report the timeframe between dysphagia onset, assessments, and associated outcomes. Second,
dysphagia identification in studies might be based on cursory screenings, patient self-report
nonstandardized questionnaires, and/or subjective clinical assessments rather than from instrumental
reference tests such as videofuoroscopy and fiberoptic nasoendoscopy. Finally, it may be difficult to pool
results from the existing literature for some of the predictors or outcomes if investigations restrict
enrolment to particular types of pwMS, involving subsamples of larger studies, or fail to incorporate
shared definitions and research methods in the field of multiple sclerosis [31].
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Conclusion

Although the frequency of dysphagia in pwMS has been considered within the past two decades [1,9],
a poor understanding of associations to disease-related predictors and negative outcomes remains. Our
proposed systematic review will address such a gap in the literature, as we will attempt to elucidate
predictors of dysphagia and long-term outcomes from observational studies reporting frequencies of
dysphagia over the long-term. Where relevant, we will pool results across studies or extract individual-
level data that may permit us to model predictors of dysphagia and/or its associated long-term outcomes
in pwMS. Our inquiry will offer the means to inform best practices in the early detection of dysphagia and
provide information that can be incorporated into guidelines and clinical practice initiatives for the
management of dysphagia in pwMS.
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