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Abstract

Background. Three-dimensional motion analysis represents a quantitative and objective
approach to assess spatio-temporal and kinematic changes in Parkinson’s disease (PD).
However, these parameters, focusing on a specific body segment, provide only segmental
information, discarding the complex whole-body patterns underlying the motor impairment.
We aimed to assess how levodopa intake affects the whole body, large-scale kinematic

network in PD.

Methods. Borrowing from network theory, we used the kinectome framework by calculating
the Pearson’s correlation coefficients between the time series acceleration of 21 bone
markers. Then, we performed a topological analysis to evaluate the large-scale interactions
between body elements. Finally, we performed a multilinear regression analysis in order to
verify whether the kinectome’s topological features could predict the clinical variation before

and after levodopa intake.

Results. PD patients showed lower nodal strength (i.e., lower synchronization) in the upper
body in the medio-lateral acceleration while in on-state with respect to the off state (p-
head=0.048; p-C7=0.032; p-T10=0.006). On the contrary, PD patients in on state displayed
higher nodal strength (i.e., higher synchronization) of both elbows (right, p=0.002; left,
p=0.005), wrists (right, p=0.003; left, p=0.002) and knees (right, p=0.003; left, p=0.039) in
the antero-posterior acceleration. Furthermore, the predictive analysis revealed that the nodal
strength variations of the arms, following levodopa intake, significantly predicted the clinical
variations assessed through the UPDRS-I11 (R2=0.65; p=0.025).

Conclusions. PD patients in the on-state showed less rigidity during walking, proportional to
the UPDRS-III variation. More importantly, we showed that levodopa induces an

improvement of the whole body, large-scale kinematic pattern.



Introduction

Parkinson’s disease (PD) is neuropathologically characterized by the loss of dopaminergic
nigro-striatal neurons 1. However, PD is now recognized as a multi-system, multi-
neurotransmitter dysfunction-related heterogeneous disorder, and this heterogeneity may
probably be mirrored by the different observable clinical phenotypes, culminating in a
complex motor and nonmotor disorder 2.

Motor impairment, which remains predominant in the clinical picture and drastically affects
the quality of life 3, is characterized by several cardinal symptoms, including reduced balance
and hampered coordination which often leads to falls *

To this regard, the assessment of voluntary movement is crucial to achieve early diagnosis, to
estimate motor disability, and to track disease progression, as well as the effects of
rehabilitation and pharmacological interventions. However, the motor evaluation in PD
predominantly relies on the individual expertise of the clinician. To overcome this limitation,
the Unified Parkison’s disease Rating Scale (UPDRS, part 111) is widely used. °. However,
similarly to the clinical evaluation, the UPDRS suffers from several, indisputable, limitations,
which, once again, are related to the subjectivity of the investigator.

Nowadays, the three-dimensional motion analysis (3D-MA), by investigating spatiotemporal,
kinetic and kinematic parameters 88, is considered the gold standard for fine-tuned motor
assessment in PD (as well as other neurological diseases) and, in particular for gait
alterations. For example, it has been shown that PD patients exhibited a reduced step length
and step speed as well as an increased double-limb support time with respect to healthy
controls and, from a kinematic standpoint, a reduction of the ankle joint angular excursion °.
An alternative approach has led to the development of synthetic biomechanical indices that
enable the analysis of more complex characteristics of gait such as the fluidity, the
rhythmicity and the symmetry -3, However, the majority of these methodological
approaches provide only “segmental” information, by selectively focusing only on a specific
body segment such as the trunk or legs. In other words, the major constraint of these
approaches is that they provide synthetic final outcomes that do not take into account the
complex patterns that generated the movement itself, thus leading to a loss of information.
Therefore, an accurate characterization of movement patterns alterations in PD requires not
only precise measurements, but also appropriate mathematical methods able to conceptualize
the movement of the human body as a complex system whose components are highly

interconnected to each other %,
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Network theory is a solid, methodological framework able to describe the relationship
between the elements of a complex system defining not only its properties as a whole, but
also the contribution of each element within the network itself 1°. Hence, network theory
could be a suitable approach able to describe the whole body interactions underlying the
motor patterns in health and motor disease, such as PD . To this regard, the kinectome
framework has been recently developed in order to provide a comprehensive, large-scale
description of human gait kinematics through the analysis of the complex interactions
between the body segments that generated the movement patterns. (Troisi Lopez et al., 2022).
The kinectome stems from the application of network theory to human movement ! and
allows the investigation of the kinematic interactions occurring between anatomical segments
during movement.

In PD, the kinectome analysis revealed that there is a greater dysregulation in the whole-body
movement pattern (i.e., higher variability) during gait with respect to healthy controls. That
is, at the whole body level, PD causes an alteration of the synergies among anatomical body
parts which, more importantly, is correlated with the clinical evolution of disease assessed
through the UPDRS-I1I (Troisi Lopez et al., 2022).

Although the pioneering studies by Hornykiewicz and Birkmayer 8 on the use of levodopa in
the treatment of PD date back to the early 1960s, levodopa remains the gold standard in
therapeutic management (Jankovic, 2008) and its efficacy in improving motor
symptomatology is one of the main diagnostic criteria. For example, the assumption of
levodopa results in a reduction of the variability coefficient of several spatiotemporal
parameters (i.e., the stride length and the swing velocity) *%°. However, while the efficacy of
levodopa in relieving specific aspects of motor impairment, such as bradykinesia, is widely
established, the drug's effects on whole body kinematics are poorly studied, resulting in a lack
of information on the motor aspects that mostly impair the quality of life (i. e., balance
reduction and hampered coordination). To overcome such limitations, Troisi Lopez et al.,
developed a synthetic kinematics index of trunk displacement as a measure of postural
stability, named TDI which measures the displacement of the trunk with respect to the center
of mass (CoM). Nevertheless, the TDI is still not able to evaluate large scale, whole body
dynamic balance alterations during gait. (Troisi Lopez et al., 2021).

To our knowledge, a comprehensive analysis of more complex gait features, such as turning
and subtle balance adjustment during gait, is still lacking 2%, similarly to a whole body
network analysis assessing changes in the kinematic network following the assumption of

pharmacological therapy.
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To this aim, we used a 3D-MA system and reflective markers, to obtain the acceleration time
series of several body segments of twenty-three PD patients who were recorded before and
after the intake of a subclinical dose (half of the morning dose) of levodopa. Hence, we built
the kinectome by calculating the covariance between each pair of bone markers. Then, we
performed a topological analysis to explore a possible variation of the large-scale interactions
among body elements due to the assumption of the antiparkinsonian treatment. Finally, we
performed a multilinear regression analysis to check whether these topological variations

were related to the clinical variations assessed through the UPDRS-III.

Materials and Methods

Participants

Twenty-three patients affected by Parkinson’s disease (17 males and 6 females; mean age
65.3+11.58; education level 10.73+3.84) (Table 1) were recruited from the Movement
Disorder Unit of the Cardarelli Hospital in Naples. The PD diagnosis was defined according
to the United Kingdom Parkinson’s Disease Brain Bank criteria ?. Inclusion criteria were: (1)
minimum age of 45 years or older; (2) Hoehn and Yahr (H&Y) 23 score <3 while at off state
(i.e., without any antiparkinsonian treatment); (3) disease duration <10 years; (4)
antiparkinsonian treatment at a stable dosage (5) absence of any neurological (except for PD)
or psychiatric disorder. Exclusion criteria were: (1) Mini-Mental State Examination (MMSE)
< 24 %, (2) Frontal Assessment Battery (FAB) <12 %5; (3) Beck Depression Inventory Il
(BDI-11) >13 %; (4) assumption of psychoactive drugs; (5) any physical or medical conditions
causing walking impairment. The study protocol was approved by the local ethics committee
“Azienda Ospedaliera di Rilievo Nazionale A. Cardarelli” (protocol number: 0001962) and
all participants provided written informed consent in accordance with the Declaration of
Helsinki.


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?Ityg07
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?K61Dn9
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?XVOoT7
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?kNdcWc
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?tbU6cz

Parameters PD p-value

Sample size 23

Age (years mean + SD) 65.30 (£ 11.58) n. a
Education (mean + SD) 10.73 (£ 3.84) n. a
Gender (M/F) 17/6 n.a

Neuropsychological evaluation

MMSE (mean + SD) 28.27 (£ 1.67) n.a
FAB (mean + SD) 16.96 (£ 1.96) n.a
BDI (mean + SD) 6 (£ 4.15) n.a
Clinical evaluation PD off PD on

UPDRS-III (mean + SD) 29-17 (= 16) 17.04 (£ 10.09) < 0.001

Disease duration (months mean + SD)  81.78 (4 49.92)

Table 1: Participants characteristics. MMSE: Mini Mental State Examination; FAB:
Frontal Assessment Battery; BDI: Beck Depression Inventory; UPDRS-I11: Unified
Parkinson’s disease rating scale part three. n.a: not available

Stereophotogrammetric acquisition

The acquisitions took place in the Motion Analysis Laboratory (MoveNet Lab) of the
University of Naples Parthenope. Gait data were obtained through a stereophotogrammetric
system composed by eight infrared cameras (ProReflex Unit—Qualisys Inc., Gothenburg,
Sweden) with a sampling frequency of 120 frames per second. Fifty-five passive markers
were positioned on the naked skin of participants in specific anatomical landmarks according
to the modified Davis protocol 2”. We asked the participants to walk straight at their preferred
speed through a measured space (10 meters). PD patients were recorded twice: during the
first acquisition, PD patients were in off state (i.e., no antiparkinsonian treatment in the last
14-16 hours). The second acquisition was performed 40 minutes after patients had taken a
subclinical dose (i.e., half of their usual morning intake) of levodopa
(Malevodopa+Carbidopa) (on state). Before each acquisition each participant wes tested
through UPDRS-I11 28, For both conditions (i.e., off state and on state) we recorded four gait
cycles including two complete right and left gait cycles. Hence, we obtained the acceleration

time series for each bone marker.
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Kinectome analysis

Here, we applied the recently developed Kinectome framework ° to provide a comprehensive
description of the large-scale gait features in Parkinson’s disease and to investigate how the
levodopa intake affects the large-scale movements in Parkinsonians. Overall, for each patient,
we obtained six kinectomes (2 conditions x 3 axes), using the acceleration time series
alongside the three axes of movement (i.e., vertical (\VT), anteroposterior (AP) and
mediolateral (ML). The Kinectome is a covariance matrix obtained by calculating the
Pearson’s correlation coefficients between each couple of time series, among 21 bone
markers. Hence, we identified the bone markers as nodes while the links (i.e., the edges) were
defined by the level of synchronization between each couple of nodes (i.e., the corresponding
correlation coefficient). Thereby, we obtained a symmetric matrix containing 420 edges
(Figure 1), where the elements on the diagonal are equal to 1 since they represent the
correlation of a node with itself.
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Figure 1: Pipeline overview. A. Stereophotogrammetric acquisition. 23 PD patients were
recorded through a stereophotogrammetric system before (PD off) and after (PD on) the
assumption of levodopa. Blue and red dots represent the anatomical position of the bone
marker. B. Temporal series. The time series of the acceleration are obtained from the bone
markers’ position during the gait cycle. C. Kinectome matrices. For each patient we
obtained two kinectomes (i.e., ON state and OFF state) alongside the three axes of movement
(VT, AP, ML) by computing the correlation coefficient between each pair of time series. D.
Topological analysis. Bone markers network representation used for the topological analysis.

Topological analysis
Through the kinectome we wanted to conceptualise the whole body as a network in which all
body parts are mutually dependent. Hence, borrowing from graph theory and network

analysis, we performed a topological analysis in order to assess the role of each anatomical
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bone marker with respect to the whole body (i.e., the synchronization level of a body element
with respect to the other ones). Specifically, we calculated the nodal strength which
represents the topological importance of a given node within the kinematic network 2°. The

nodal strength is calculated as:

i#j
N

j=1
where i and j represent two nodes in the network, W is the edge connecting them and N is the

total number of the nodes of the network.

Multilinear regression analysis

We used the topological features obtained from the kinectome analysis in order to predict the
clinical variations induced by the levodopa intake. To this end, we built a multilinear
regression model in which the UPDRS-I111 variations (i.e., A-UPDRS-111) (UPDRS-III in off
condition - UPDRS-III in on condition) represented the dependent variable, while age,
gender, education level, disease duration (expressed in months) and the topological features
of interest were the predictors. Multicollinearity was assessed through the variance inflation
factor (VIF). To validate our approach, we performed k-fold cross-validation, with k = 5 %,
Specifically, k iterations were performed to train our model and at each iteration the k™
subgroup was used as a test set. The cross-validation procedure was repeated one hundred

times to exclude that the result was caused by random sampling.

Statistical analysis

Statistical analysis was carried out in Matlab (Mathworks version 2021a). A two-sided
Wilcoxon signed rank test was performed to compare the topological features between the
two conditions (i.e., PD on state and PD off state). The results were corrected for multiple
comparisons using the False Discovery Rate (FDR) method 3L. Significance level was set at p
< 0.05.

Results

Nodal strength investigation

We performed a topological analysis in order to verify whether the levodopa intake in PD
patients resulted in a change of the synchronization level of a given node (i.e., a bone marker)

with respect to the other body segments. We found statistical differences in ML and AP axes.
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Concerning the ML axis, significant differences were present in the upper part of the body,
showing greater synchronization in PD while in off condition. Conversely, significant results
in the AP axis showed greater synchronization in on condition and involved both upper and
lower limbs. These results highlight a reduction of the ML hyper-synchronization of the trunk
(i.e., rigid oscillations of the upper body), in favour of a better coordination of upper and
lower limbs on the AP axis (Figure 2).

I Higher while OFF
I Higher while ON

Mediolateral Anteroposterior
acceleration acceleration

Figure 2. Visual representation of the statistical differences. The two skeletons highlight the
significant differences of the topological feature between off and on conditions. The left
skeleton displays differences in the mediolateral axis, while the right skeleton displays
differences in the anteroposterior axis. Colored nodes represent significant differences
between off and on conditions (i.e., without and with levodopa medicament, respectively) in
patients with Parkinson’s disease. Blue nodes whether synchronization was higher in off
condition, red nodes whether synchronization was higher in on condition. The size of the
colored nodes depends on the effect size (z value) of the statistical comparison. Gray nodes
represent no significant difference. Furthermore, 25% of the network’s links with the higher
values are displayed. Thickness of the link depends on the respective edge value.

Specifically, on the ML axis, after the levodopa intake, the patients exhibited reduced nodal
strength values with regard to the head (pFDR = 0.048), the 7" cervical vertebra (C7) (pFDR
=0.032), the 10" thoracic vertebra (T10) (pFDR = 0.006) and the right (RAC) and the left
acromion (LAC) respectively (pFDR = 0.040; pFDR = 0.027) (Figure 3). On the contrary,



after levodopa intake, on the anteroposterior axis, the PD patients exhibited higher nodal
strength values of both the right (RLELB) and left (LLELB) elbows (pFDR = 0.002; pFDR =
0.005), the right (RWRB) and left (LWRB) wrist (pFDR = 0.003; pFDR = 0.002) and the left
(LLK) and right lateral knee (RLK) (pFDR = 0.039; pFDR = 0.003) (Figure 4). Therefore,
the levodopa intake resulted in a reduction of the synchronization level of the body segments
at the trunk level (i.e., lower nodal strength values) with respect to the rest of the body, and,
conversely, an increase of the synchronization level (i.e., higher nodal strength values) of
both the right and the left arm and the right and left knee respectively.

ML Acceleration

PD off PD on

Figure 3: Topological comparison in mediolateral acceleration. Violin plots represent the
nodal strength comparison between PD patients in off state and PD patients in on state. PD
patients during the off state showed higher values of nodal strength of the head (HE), the 7"
cervical vertebra (C7), the 10" thoracic vertebra (T10) and the left (LAC) and the right
(RAC) acromion with respect to the PD patients in the on state. *p < 0.05; **p < 0.01.
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Figure 4: Topological comparison in antero-posterior acceleration. Violin plots represent
the nodal strength comparison between PD patients in off state and PD patients in on state.
Following the levodopa intake, PD patients showed higher nodal strength values of the left
(LLELB) and right (RLELB) elbows, the left and right wrists (LWRB, RWRB) and left and
right knees (LLK, RLK) with respect to the PD patients in the on state. *p < 0.05; ***p <
0.001.

Clinical prediction

Based on previous findings ¢, we aimed to test if the clinical variation (A-UPDRS-111) could
be related to the variation of the ML-T10 nodal strength (A-T10). To this end, we built a
multilinear regression model, validated through k-fold cross validation (k = 5) in which A-
T10 was the predictive variabile (among other nuisance predictors such as age, education
level, gender, disease duration) and the A-UPDRS-I11 was the responsive variable. The A-T10
did not predict the A-UPDRS-I111 (p = 0.332; p = 0.320; R2 = 0.17) (data not shown).
However, as we have previously shown, the levodopa intake resulted in a change in the motor
pattern of the PD patients characterised by a decrease of the synchronization at the trunk level

and an increase of the synchronization level of the upper limbs in the AP axis. Hence, we
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wondered whether the clinical changes (A-UPDRS-I111) could be mirrored by the AP
variations of the upper limbs’ nodal strength values (i.e., A-RLELB; A-LLELB; A-RWRB; A-
LWRB). Our result showed that the nodal strength variations of the right elbows and both the
left and right wrist significantly contributed to the prediction of the A-UPDRS (RLELB p =
0.002, p = - 1.052; LLELB p = 0.009, p = -0.768; RWRB p = 0.01, f = 0.888; R2= 0.65)
(figure 5).
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Figure 5: Clinical prediction. Multilinear regression analysis with k-fold cross validation
was performed to verify the ability of the nodal strength of the upper limb to predict the
clinical variation of the UPDRS-I11 before and after the levodopa intake (i.e., PD off - PD
on). The left column displays the explained variance obtained by adding the predictors (age,
education level, disease duration, gender and the nodal strength values of the right and left
elbow and the right and left wrist). The central column displays the comparison between the
predicted and the actual values of the responsive variable validated through the k-fold cross
validation. Finally, in the right column, is displayed the distribution of residuals representing
the standardisation of the difference between the actual and predicted A-UPDRS-II1I values.
The significant predictors are highlighted in bold while the significant p-value is indicated
with * (p < 0.05), **( p< 0.01).



Discussion

In the present study, we used the recently developed kinectome framework to explore how
the assumption of levodopa affects the large-scale kinematic interactions between body
segments during gait in PD. Firstly, starting from the temporal series of the acceleration, we
obtained, for each patient, the covariance matrices (i.e., the kinectomes) which estimated the
level of synchronization between pairs of body segments (through Pearson’s correlation). In
the second place, we performed a topological analysis in order to investigate the role of each
human kinematic element with respect to the other ones during gait and its possible variations
after the assumption of levodopa. Finally we aimed to verify whether these topological
variations could be related to the clinical variation assessed through the UPDRS part I11.

Our results revealed that, while in the on-state, PD patients showed a reduction of the nodal
strength (i.e, lower synchronization) of the trunk (i.e., head, acromions and back) in the ML-
A and, conversely, an increase of the nodal strength (i.,e higher synchronization) of the upper
limbs (wrists and elbows) and the knees in the AP-A with respect to the off state. Hence,
following the pharmacological treatment, PD patients exhibited a lower coordination of the
trunk with respect to the whole body and a greater coordination between upper and lower
limbs during walking. Our results are coherent with our previous findings. Indeed in Trosi
Lopez et al., we found that PD patients in off state, showed an hypersynchronization of the
trunk (i.e., increased nodal strength of the 10th thoracic vertebrae) representative of the
rigidity in PD as confirmed by the positive correlation with the UPDRS-111. Here we
observed that, following the assumption of levodopa, the trunk becomes more independent
(i.e., less synchronized) with respect to the other body segments, showing the ability of
levodopa to improve the rigidity and the smoothness of gait 116:20.2L,

Inter-limbic coordination, which is essential to provide dynamical stability and smoothness
during gait 3, is disrupted in patients with PD 3. Indeed it has been shown that both
ipsilateral and contralateral coordination was altered in PD and appeared to be related to a
worse clinical condition (assessed through the UPDRS-I111) 4. Moreover, Winogrodzka and
colleagues showed that PD patients with enhanced inter limbs coordination deficits were
those in a more advanced stage of disease which displayed greater bradykinesia and rigidity
in contrast with early or drug-naive PD patients who, through the manipulation of gait speed,
showed a better preservation of the inter-limbic coordination °. Our results are in line with a

previous study by Son et al. who showed that the assumption of levodopa led to an increase
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of the phase coordination index which was also related to a PD patients’ better clinical
condition and a greater stability .

Previous studies have demonstrated that levodopa treatment can reduce variability in PD by
acting on the dopaminergic pathways 213738, For instance, Park et. al., suggested that the
nigrostriatal dopaminergic modulation could play a central role in the formation of locomotor
synergies (i.e., a neural organization), which are responsible for the development of
movement pattern and stability 3%4°. Indeed, in another study by Carpinella et al., it has been
shown that Subthalamic Nucleus Stimulation alongside the levodopa assumption led to an
improvement of coordination between upper and lower limbs .

Hence, we can speculate that the improvement of motor pattern synchronization may be due
to the ability of the pharmacological treatment to supply to the impairment of those brain
areas involved in the synchronization and sequencing of movements such as the Basal
Ganglia and/or the Supplementary Motor Area *?~*°. Further investigations are needed to
deepen the actual pharmacological effects of levodopa on cortical areas involved in

movement coordination.

Finally, we performed two multilinear regression analyses to check any clinical relationship
between the topological variations assessed through the kinectome analysis and the UPDRS-
I11. The first predictive model revealed that the A-T10 nodal strength was not predictive of
the UPDRS-III variation (i.e., UPDRS-III off - UPDRS-I111 on). We used the T10 nodal
strength as predictor due to its strong relationship with the clinical assessment of the disease
in the off state °. It is quite expected that the variation T10 nodal strength is not predictive of
the A-UPDRS-III since, when PD patients turn from the off to the on state, the nodal strength
values decrease in a way that is not directly linked to the clinical motor score but that
depends on several factor such as the subject-specific response to levodopa. To this regard, it
is important to highlight that the nodal strength value of a bone marker is representative of
the weight (i.e., the importance) that a node plays in the harmony and fluidity of a movement
pattern compared to the rest of the body segments. This would explain why the nodal strength
variation of T10 does not carry any predictive power.

The second multilinear regression model showed that, among other nuisance predictors, the
nodal strength variations of the arms (i.e., left and right wrist and right elbow) was
significantly able to predict the AUPDRS-III. This means that PD patients in the on-state

showed less rigidity during walking which was proportional to the UPDRS-III variation.
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Hence, the AP acceleration movements of the arms play a fundamental role in enhancing
smoothness in patients with PD.

A converging line of evidence assesses the role of the upper limbs in walking in both health
and disease. Indeed, arms swing is essential to minimize the energy expenditure as well as to
improve dynamic stability “6-4°, Intriguingly, it has been shown that upper limb movement
influences the recruitment of lower limbs during rhythmic activities (e.g., walking) *’. Please
note that arm swing symmetry and coordination is disrupted in PD %%°1, However, in their
study, Warmerdam et al., showed that, following the levodopa assumption, PD patients
exhibited an improved arm swing, especially for what concerned the main amplitude, the
peak angular velocity, coordination and sideway amplitude °2, suggesting, in agreement with
our results, that, following pharmacological treatment, the arm swing may occur to facilitate

gait pattern in PD patients.

Conclusion

In the present work we used the recently developed kinectome framework to explore large-
scale kinematic changes in patients with PD following the assumption of levodopa. Our
results revealed that, at whole body level, the levodopa intake led to an enhanced
synchronization between the upper and lower limbs which was predictive of the UPDRS-III
variation. We hope that this approach may be helpful in monitoring subtle, whole body
changes during walking in PD patients due to the pharmacological treatment and, more
importantly, that future rehabilitative approaches may focus on the upper limbs due to the

role that they play in the fluidity of motor gestures.

Competing interest
The authors declare no competing interest.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank Bronwen Hughes for the english revision of the manuscript.
Funding

This work was supported by the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation
program under grant agreement No. 945539 (SGA3); Human Brain Project, Virtual Brain

Cloud No. 826421 and Ministero Sviluppo Economico; Contratto di sviluppo industriale


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?qJBf12
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?KCSxGP
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?9ZozOj
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?vTLrmS

"Farmaceutica e Diagnostica” (CDS 000606) and European Union “NextGenerationEU”,
(Investimento 3.1.M4. C2), project IR0000011, EBRAINS-Italy of PNRR.

Authors contribution

Antonella Romano and Marianna Liparoti: Conceptualisation, data acquisition, data
processing, writing-original draft preparation; Lorenzo Cipriano, Roberta Minino, Arianna
Polverino, Francesco Ciaramella: data acquisition, results interpretation, manuscript revision;
Anna Carotenuto: enrolment; Domenico Tafuri: results interpretation and manuscript revision;
Giuseppe Sorrentino: study conceptualisation, supervision and funding; Pierpaolo Sorrentino:
Conceptualisation, writing-original draft preparation, study supervision and funding;
Emahnuel Troisi Lopez: Conceptualisation, data processing, writing-original draft preparation

and supervision.



REFERENCES

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Balestrino R, Schapira A h. v. Parkinson disease. European Journal of Neurology. 2020;27(1):27-
42. do0i:10.1111/ene.14108

Titova N, Chaudhuri KR. Personalized medicine in Parkinson’s disease: Time to be precise.
Movement Disorders. 2017;32(8):1147-1154. doi:10.1002/mds.27027

Gokeal E, Gur VE, Selvitop R, Babacan Yildiz G, Asil T. Motor and Non-Motor Symptoms in
Parkinson’s Disease: Effects on Quality of Life. Noro Psikiyatr Ars. 2017;54(2):143-148.
doi:10.5152/npa.2016.12758

Fasano A, Canning CG, Hausdorff JM, Lord S, Rochester L. Falls in Parkinson’s disease: A
complex and evolving picture. Mov Disord. 2017;32(11):1524-1536. doi:10.1002/mds.27195
Disease MDSTF on RS for P. The Unified Parkinson’s Disease Rating Scale (UPDRS): Status
and recommendations. Movement Disorders. 2003;18(7):738-750. doi:10.1002/mds.10473

di Biase L, Di Santo A, Caminiti ML, et al. Gait Analysis in Parkinson’s Disease: An Overview
of the Most Accurate Markers for Diagnosis and Symptoms Monitoring. Sensors.
2020;20(12):3529. d0i:10.3390/s20123529

Mirelman A, Bernad-Elazari H, Thaler A, et al. Arm swing as a potential new prodromal marker
of Parkinson’s disease. Mov Disord. 2016;31(10):1527-1534. doi:10.1002/mds.26720
Sorrentino P, Barbato A, Del Gaudio L, et al. Impaired gait kinematics in type 1 Gaucher’s
Disease. Journal of Parkinson’s Disease. 2016;6(1):191-195. doi:10.3233/JPD-150660

Sofuwa O, Nieuwboer A, Desloovere K, Willems AM, Chavret F, Jonkers I. Quantitative Gait
Analysis in Parkinson’s Disease: Comparison With a Healthy Control Group. Archives of
Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation. 2005;86(5):1007-1013. doi:10.1016/j.apmr.2004.08.012
Bellanca JL, Lowry KA, VanSwearingen JM, Brach JS, Redfern MS. Harmonic ratios: A
quantification of step to step symmetry. Journal of Biomechanics. 2013;46(4):828-831.
doi:10.1016/j.jbiomech.2012.12.008

Lopez ET, Minino R, Sorrentino P, et al. Sensitivity to gait improvement after levodopa intake in
Parkinson’s disease: A comparison study among synthetic kinematic indices. PLOS ONE.
2022;17(5):0268392. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0268392

Lowry KA, Smiley-Oyen AL, Carrel AJ, Kerr JP. Walking stability using harmonic ratios in
Parkinson’s disease. Movement Disorders. 2009;24(2):261-267. doi:10.1002/mds.22352

Troisi Lopez E, Minino R, Sorrentino P, et al. A synthetic kinematic index of trunk displacement
conveying the overall motor condition in Parkinson’s disease. Scientific Reports. 2021;11(1).
d0i:10.1038/s41598-021-82348-4

Mayer-Kress G, Liu YT, Newell KM. Complex systems and human movement. Complexity.
2006;12(2):40-51. doi:10.1002/cplIx.20151


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

Barabési AL. Network science. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A: Mathematical,
Physical and Engineering Sciences. 2013;371(1987):20120375. doi:10.1098/rsta.2012.0375
Troisi Lopez E, Sorrentino P, Liparoti M, et al. The kinectome: A comprehensive kinematic map
of human motion in health and disease. Annals of the New York Academy of Sciences.
2022;1516(1):247-261. doi:10.1111/nyas.14860

Boonstra TW, Danna-Dos-Santos A, Xie HB, Roerdink M, Stins JF, Breakspear M. Muscle
networks: Connectivity analysis of EMG activity during postural control. Sci Rep.
2015;5(1):17830. doi:10.1038/srep17830

Katzenschlager R, Lees AJ. Treatment of Parkinson’s disease: levodopa as the first choice. J
Neurol. 2002;249(2):ii19-ii24. doi:10.1007/s00415-002-1204-4

Blin O, Ferrandez AM, Pailhous J, Serratrice G. Dopa-sensitive and Dopa-resistant gait
parameters in Parkinson’s disease. Journal of the Neurological Sciences. 1991;103(1):51-54.
doi:10.1016/0022-510X(91)90283-D

Bryant MS, Rintala DH, Hou J g., Collins RL, Protas EJ. Gait variability in Parkinson’s disease:
levodopa and walking direction. Acta Neurologica Scandinavica. 2016;134(1):83-86.
doi:10.1111/ane.12505

Smulders K, Dale ML, Carlson-Kuhta P, Nutt JG, Horak FB. Pharmacological treatment in
Parkinson’s disease: Effects on gait. Parkinsonism & Related Disorders. 2016;31:3-13.
doi:10.1016/j.parkreldis.2016.07.006

Gelb DJ, Oliver E, Gilman S. Diagnostic criteria for Parkinson disease. Arch Neurol.
1999;56(1):33-39. doi:10.1001/archneur.56.1.33

Hoehn MM, Yahr MD. Parkinsonism: onset, progression, and mortality. Neurology.
1967;17(5):427-427. doi:10.1212/WNL.17.5.427

Folstein MF, Folstein SE, McHugh PR. “Mini-mental state”. A practical method for grading the
cognitive state of patients for the clinician. J Psychiatr Res. 1975;12(3):189-198.
d0i:10.1016/0022-3956(75)90026-6

llardi CR, Chieffi S, Scuotto C, et al. The Frontal Assessment Battery 20 years later: normative
data for a shortened version (FAB15). Neurol Sci. 2022;43(3):1709-1719. doi:10.1007/s10072-
021-05544-0

Sica C, Ghisi M. The Italian versions of the Beck Anxiety Inventory and the Beck Depression
Inventory-11: Psychometric properties and discriminant power. In: Leading-Edge Psychological
Tests and Testing Research. Nova Science Publishers; 2007:27-50.

Davis RB, Ounpuu S, Tyburski D, Gage JR. A gait analysis data collection and reduction
technique. Human Movement Science. 1991;10(5):575-587. doi:10.1016/0167-9457(91)90046-Z
Goetz CG, Tilley BC, Shaftman SR, et al. Movement Disorder Society-sponsored revision of the
Unified Parkinson’s Disease Rating Scale (MDS-UPDRS): Scale presentation and clinimetric
testing results. Movement Disorders. 2008;23(15):2129-2170. doi:10.1002/mds.22340


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

Rubinov M, Sporns O. Complex network measures of brain connectivity: Uses and
interpretations. Neurolmage. 2010;52(3):1059-1069. doi:10.1016/j.neuroimage.2009.10.003
Varoquaux G, Raamana PR, Engemann DA, Hoyos-Idrobo A, Schwartz Y, Thirion B. Assessing
and tuning brain decoders: cross-validation, caveats, and guidelines. Neurolmage. 2017;145:166-
179.

Benjamini Y, Hochberg Y. Controlling the false discovery rate: a practical and powerful approach
to multiple testing. Journal of the Royal statistical society: series B (Methodological).
1995;57(1):289-300.

Krasovsky T, Banifia MC, Hacmon R, Feldman AG, Lamontagne A, Levin MF. Stability of gait
and interlimb coordination in older adults. J Neurophysiol. 2012;107(9):2560-2569.
doi:10.1152/jn.00950.2011

van Emmerik REA, Wagenaar RC. Dynamics of movement coordination and tremor during gait
in Parkinson’s disease. Human Movement Science. 1996;15(2):203-235. doi:10.1016/0167-
9457(95)00044-5

Roemmich RT, Field AM, Elrod JM, Stegemdller EL, Okun MS, Hass CJ. Interlimb coordination
is impaired during walking in persons with Parkinson’s disease. Clinical Biomechanics.
2013;28(1):93-97. doi:10.1016/j.clinbiomech.2012.09.005

Winogrodzka A, Wagenaar RC, Booij J, Wolters EC. Rigidity and bradykinesia reduce interlimb
coordination in Parkinsonian gait. Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation.
2005;86(2):183-189. doi:10.1016/j.apmr.2004.09.010

Son M, Han SH, Lyoo CH, et al. The effect of levodopa on bilateral coordination and gait
asymmetry in Parkinson’s disease using inertial sensor. npj Parkinsons Dis. 2021;7(1):1-7.
doi:10.1038/s41531-021-00186-7

Plotnik M, Giladi N, Hausdorff JM. Bilateral coordination of walking and freezing of gait in
Parkinson’s disease. European Journal of Neuroscience. 2008;27(8):1999-2006.
doi:10.1111/j.1460-9568.2008.06167.x

Schaafsma JD, Balash Y, Gurevich T, Bartels AL, Hausdorff JM, Giladi N. Characterization of
freezing of gait subtypes and the response of each to levodopa in Parkinson’s disease. European
Journal of Neurology. 2003;10(4):391-398. d0i:10.1046/j.1468-1331.2003.00611.x

Latash ML, Scholz JP, Schéner G. Toward a New Theory of Motor Synergies. Motor Control.
2007;11(3):276-308. doi:10.1123/mcj.11.3.276

Park J, Lewis MM, Huang X, Latash ML. Dopaminergic modulation of motor coordinaton in
Parkinson’s disease. Parkinsonism & Related Disorders. 2014;20(1):64-68.
doi:10.1016/j.parkreldis.2013.09.019

Carpinella I, Crenna P, Marzegan A, et al. Effect of L-dopa and subthalamic nucleus stimulation
on arm and leg swing during gait in Parkinson’s Disease. Annu Int Conf IEEE Eng Med Biol Soc.
2007;2007:6665-6668. doi:10.1109/IEMBS.2007.4353888


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

Buhmann C, Glauche V, Stiirenburg HJ, Oechsner M, Weiller C, Biichel C. Pharmacologically
modulated fMRI---cortical responsiveness to levodopa in drug-naive hemiparkinsonian patients.
Brain. 2003;126(2):451-461. doi:10.1093/brain/awg033

Casarotto S, Turco F, Comanducci A, et al. Excitability of the supplementary motor area in
Parkinson’s disease depends on subcortical damage. Brain Stimulation. 2019;12(1):152-160.
doi:10.1016/j.brs.2018.10.011

Hikosaka O. Basal ganglia — possible role in motor coordination and learning. Current Opinion
in Neurobiology. 1991;1(4):638-643. doi:10.1016/S0959-4388(05)80042-X

Pelicioni PHS, Lord SR, Okubo Y, Sturnieks DL, Menant JC. People With Parkinson’s Disease
Exhibit Reduced Cognitive and Motor Cortical Activity When Undertaking Complex Stepping
Tasks Requiring Inhibitory Control. Neurorehabil Neural Repair. 2020;34(12):1088-1098.
doi:10.1177/1545968320969943

Ford MP, Wagenaar RC, Newell KM. Arm constraint and walking in healthy adults. Gait
Posture. 2007;26(1):135-141. doi:10.1016/j.gaitpost.2006.08.008

Meyns P, Bruijn SM, Duysens J. The how and why of arm swing during human walking. Gait
Posture. 2013;38(4):555-562. doi:10.1016/j.gaitpost.2013.02.006

Yizhar Z, Boulos S, Inbar O, Carmeli E. The effect of restricted arm swing on energy expenditure
in healthy men. Int J Rehabil Res. 2009;32(2):115-123. doi:10.1097/MRR.0b013e32830d3675
Zehr EP, Duysens J. Regulation of arm and leg movement during human locomotion.
Neuroscientist. 2004;10(4):347-361. doi:10.1177/1073858404264680

Huang X, Mahoney JM, Lewis MM, Guangwei Du, Piazza SJ, Cusumano JP. Both coordination
and symmetry of arm swing are reduced in Parkinson’s disease. Gait & Posture. 2012;35(3):373-
377. doi:10.1016/j.gaitpost.2011.10.180

Navarro-Lopez V, Fernandez-Véazquez D, Molina-Rueda F, et al. Arm-swing kinematics in
Parkinson’s disease: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Gait & Posture. 2022;98:85-95.
doi:10.1016/j.gaitpost.2022.08.017

Warmerdam E, Romijnders R, Hansen C, et al. Arm swing responsiveness to dopaminergic
medication in Parkinson’s disease depends on task complexity. npj Parkinsons Dis. 2021;7(1):1-
7. d0i:10.1038/s41531-021-00235-1


https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?klmgRO

