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Abstract  

Background and Objectives: Parkinson’s disease (PD) progression can be characterized in terms of 

healthcare utilization by analyzing clinical events across different stages of disease.   

Methods: PD progression was measured by the Hoehn & Yahr (H&Y) clinical rating scale and clinical 

events at each stage were evaluated. Natural language processing and a large language model were used 

to extract H&Y values from real-world data enabling a larger cohort than manually collected studies, and 

multi-state hidden Markov models were used for H&Y progression likelihood. 

Results: Within the one year, most patients in H&Y stages 2-5 remained in the same stage.  Stage 

transitions, when they occurred, were most frequently to the next higher stage.  Higher H&Y stages were 

associated with discharges into long term care and higher rates of additional clinical events. 

Conclusions: Stratifying key clinical events by H&Y score demonstrates the increases of health care 

utilization and economic burden with PD severity. Modelling the progression likelihood establishes a 

progression timeline and emphasizes the unmet need to identify treatment options that stop or slow these 

transitions. 
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Introduction 

As Parkinson’s disease (PD) progresses and symptoms become more severe, a patient’s ability to perform 

daily activities may substantially deteriorate. Patients with advanced PD may not be able to maintain their 

independence and eventually require specialized support in long-term care facilities. As PD advances, the 

increasing healthcare utilization required presents a substantial cost. The total economic burden of the 

disease is an estimated $51.9 billion, with direct medical expenses responsible for $25.4 billion [1]. 

PD progresses gradually and clinicians use The Hoehn and Yahr Scale (H&Y) to quantify 

symptom severity [2]. Patients are scored on a scale of 1 to 5, with 1 indicating mild onset of symptoms 

and 5 indicating severe impairment. The progression through these stages is not linear, and patients may 

advance at different rates or potentially skip stages entirely [3]. In real-world datasets, structured H&Y 

score data is not regularly available.  Manually analyzing free clinical text and assigning H&Y scores is 

arduous and difficult to scale. The use of natural language processing and large language models in 

extracting these values enables the feasible, quantifiable assessment of score transitions in real-world 

datasets at scale.  

Understanding the frequency of progression from one H&Y stage to another would support 

managing appropriate treatment plans and expectations for individuals with PD. Associating clinical 

events and health care utilization data with H&Y stages would develop the characterization of a stage in 

terms of quality of life and economic burden. Using both study level and real-world data, we characterize 

H&Y scores in terms of health care utilization and evaluate the likelihood of progressing from one H&Y 

stage to another. This characterization of PD progression and its connection to healthcare utilization can 

provide an understanding of the potential value of both therapeutic and other treatments aiming to treat 

PD and/or slow disease progression.  

Results  
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This study uses two primary sources of data originally described in Beaulieu-Jones et al.[4], electronic 

medical records (EMRs) from Mass General Brigham (MGB) in addition to a longitudinal cohort study, 

the Harvard Biomarker Study (HBS).Because most real-world data, including MGB and HBS, are 

irregularly sampled, it is not straightforward to use these raw observations directly to assess typical 

progression. To convert from the irregularly sampled H&Y measurements that originate from both 

passively collected EMRs (MGB) and a registry with irregular follow-up patterns (HBS), we modelled 

transition likelihood using multi-state hidden Markov models (Figure 1). Using irregularly sampled data 

as an input, this allowed for an estimate of progression on a fixed interval.  

A patient’s movement from one H&Y stage to another comes with significant changes to their 

impairment and quality of life. Modelling the frequency of this transition allowed us to better understand 

the PD progresses over a year and even suggested the potential benefit that would come with successful 

intervention. Figure 1 and Supplemental Table 1 show the modeled likelihood that a person with PD 

transitioned from one state to the same or another state within one year.  Only transitions with values 

greater than 2.0% are displayed.  In a one-year snapshot of the significantly longer PD progression 

process, the majority of patients who began in stages 2-4 remained in the same stage by the end of the 

period.  In both datasets, the highest frequency of patients transitioning from one stage to another was 

between stage 1 and 2 (48.8% HBS, 37.5% MGB).  

Progression was largely unidirectional. In both datasets, patients who were not already in the final 

stage of disease changed stages with the highest frequency to the adjacent higher stage. For the HBS 

dataset, less than 1% of patients at each stage transitioned from a higher to a lower H&Y score.  For the 

noisier MGB dataset, at least 2.9% of patients at each stage experienced transitions in this direction.   
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Figure 1. Modelled 12-month H&Y transition likelihood using Multi-state Hidden Markov Models of in 
Continuous Time. a.), Harvard Biomarker Study Data. b.), Mass General Brigham (MGB) Electronic 
Medical Record Data. c.), Difference between datasets (HBS – MGB)  
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We analyzed health care utilization and clinical events associated with PD progression according 

to H&Y to associate quality of life and economic costs with H&Y (Table 1). Discharge to long-term care, 

and the rates of falls or fractures, were associated with H&Y score. Overall, these event rates could be 

used to evaluate the potential value of an experimental treatment to slow progression of PD or other 

symptomatic treatments which may reduce specific adverse events (e.g., a treatment which reduces falls 

but does not otherwise effect progression).  

 As H&Y stage increased, patients had higher rates of falls or fractures, urinary disorders, and 

discharges to long term care. Annual inpatient and outpatient visits, and annualized likelihood of 

depression, cognitive decline, and dyskinesia trended upward from H&Y 1 to 3, and then downward from 

H&Y 3 to 4. At H&Y score 4, documented Levodopa initiation reached 92.50%. Data from patients at 

H&Y stage 5 was not included in Table 1 due to sample size and expert clinical guidance that due to 

severity of disease at H&Y, the patient condition is obvious enough that tracking and continued recording 

of H&Y stage was unlikely. H&Y 5 was included in Figure 1 because it allowed for a comparison to the 

actively collected data for the HBS cohort, but clinical utilization cannot be assessed in the HBS cohort. 

Table 1. Health Care Utilization and Clinical Events stratified by Hoehn & Yahr Score (MGB). 

 Rate of Event by Hoehn & Yahr Score 
 1 2 3 4 
Population with 
Extractable H&Y 
Score 

582 2,738 1,896 613 

Documented 
levodopa initiation 

347 (59.62%) 2,189 (79.95%) 1663 (87.71%) 567 (92.50%) 

Average Annual 
Rate of Outpatient 
Visits 

9.40 11.35 13.85 13.33 

Average Annual 
Rate of Inpatient 
Visits 

0.35 0.68 1.13 1.06 

% with clear 
discharge 
disposition who go 
to long-term care 

11.59% 23.14% 51.51% 85.58% 

Prior Depression 15 (2.58%) 57 (2.08%) 79 (4.17%) 34 (5.55%) 
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Dx (%) 
Annualized 
Likelihood of 
Depression Dx 
(%) 

0.34% 0.40% 0.68% 0.65% 

Prior Fall or 
Fracture Dx (%) 

50 (8.59%) 204 (7.25%) 323 (17.04%) 137 (22.35%) 

Annualized 
Likelihood of Fall 
or Fracture Dx 
(%) 

8.59 10.30 
 

27.0 28.06 

Prior Urinary 
Disorder Dx (%) 

84 (14.43%) 261 (9.79%) 346 (18.25%) 140 (22.84%) 

Annualized 
Likelihood of 
Urinary Disorder 
Dx (%) 

11.68 12.96 20.68 27.57 

Prior event of 
cognitive decline 
(%) 

27 (4.64%) 108 (3.94%) 217 (11.45%) 76 (12.4%) 

Annualized 
Likelihood of 
Cognitive Decline 
(%) 

2.92 5.15 13.87 9.79 

Prior Dyskinesia 
Dx (%) 

21 (3.61%) 160 (5.84%) 239 (11.54%) 63 (10.28%) 

Annualized 
Likelihood of 
Dyskinesia Dx 
(%) 

7.56 19.33 24.79 22.35 

 

Discussion 

This study informs our understanding of PD progression particularly in terms of the connection between 

adverse events and H&Y scores. It examines both transition likelihood from one H&Y stage to another as 

well as the characteristics present in patients at each stage. As patients experience gradual progressive 

decline, their symptom severity is characterized by an increasing H&Y score and decreasing capacity for 

independence. This study leverages the advances in natural language processing to extract structured 

information (H&Y scores) from unstructured data (clinical notes) enabling the assessment of H&Y 

progression and characterization of healthcare utilization in real-world data. This is especially important 

when considering striking differences between real-world and research populations[4]. Finally, this work 
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leveraged statistical approaches (Hidden Markov Models) to characterize “typical” progression from 

irregularly sampled data.  

Modelling progression over a 12-month period provides of snapshot of PD progression, which in 

its entirety, may last decades. Because of PD’s slow progression, an extensive time period would be 

required to assess patients across the span of the H&Y scale. This timeline makes using H&Y scores as an 

evaluation metric for clinical trials challenging. Patients can remain in one stage for years, so 

interventions that may result in overall progression abatement may not have results apparent within a 

reasonable window of study.  

The most frequent transition was from stage 1 to stage 2. Consistently, the progression from stage 

1 to 2 has previously been found to have the shortest transition period (median 20 months). For all other 

stages, the majority of patients remaining same stage is consistent with previously documented median 

transition times for these stages of least 2 years [3]. Fewer of these longer transitions are likely to be 

captured in our model given the period of just 12-months.  

While it is plausible and potentially expected that patients at low H&Y scores (e.g., 1-2) may 

improve upon the initiation of therapeutics, particularly levodopa, it is not expected that patients at high 

H&Y scores would show significant improvement. Within the HBS dataset, improvement at high H&Y 

starting points was rare, but we observed more noise in the MGB data. We attribute this to the fact that 

these data are collected as part of standard clinical care, and it is not possible to guarantee that a H&Y 

value recorded in a note means that H&Y was assessed in that specific visit (i.e., prior scores can be copy 

and pasted to future visits etc.). This highlights an important potential limitation in using data collected 

for the purposes of standard clinical care for other purposes in analyses of these types despite attempts to 

filter incorrectly copied scores (e.g., automated detection of incorrect dates).  

To assess impacts on quality of life and healthcare utilization, this work also examines clinical 

factors associated with each H&Y stage. Patients require greater medical care as their H&Y stage 
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increases. At stages 3 and 4, rates of depression, cognitive decline, urinary disorders, and dyskinesia were 

higher than those at stages 1 and 2. Increases in these clinical events such as depression, cognitive 

decline, urinary disorders, and dyskinesia do not only negatively impact patients’ quality of life 

themselves, but also can also exacerbate additional risk of injury. Cognitive impairment, dyskinesia, and 

antidepressant use have been found to be associated with falls [5]. Consistently, we found that as H&Y 

stage increased, patients had higher rates of PD-associated adverse events like falls and fractures.  

We did also observe that within the EMR data and particularly at higher scores, there is a small 

percentage of movement to lower scores. We believe this could potentially be due to therapeutic state 

(e.g., score when “on” or “off” of levodopa or before and after the initiation of therapy), in addition to 

small amounts of measurement error particularly when as the H&Y score rises, the importance and utility 

of tracking it degrades (i.e., it is important to track prior to H&Y 3, less so at 3 and above). The 

combination of clinical events can interfere with patients’ ability to perform everyday tasks and 

eventually threaten their independence. As H&Y stage increases, patients are more frequently discharged 

into long term care. With the availability of facility healthcare, hospital visits might become less 

necessary, and changes in patients’ PD progression may be evaluated less frequently. This is consistent 

with the slight downward trend of some elements of healthcare utilization after H&Y stage 3.  

Using health care utilization as a proxy for economic burden, the substantial cost of PD medical 

care demonstrates the potential value of limiting its development. A robust understanding of PD 

progression is critical to managing expectations and created informed treatment plans for patients. 

Characterizing H&Y scores in terms of progression likelihood and clinical events contributes to this 

understanding and demonstrates the high value of further PD research.  

 

Methods 

Data Sources and Study Population   

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.15.24313708doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.15.24313708


 

 10

Authors had primary access to all data sources used in this study (BKB). The data sources included in this 

study are a subset of those used in Beaulieu-Jones et al., where the detailed data descriptions can be found 

[4]. Cohort characteristics are included in Supplemental Table 2.  

Extraction of Hoehn & Yahr 

The process to extract H&Y scores exactly matched the process described in Beaulieu-Jones et al. 

As previously described “200 notes where the reviewer identified a score, 200 notes where the model 

identified a score, 200 notes where no score was found by the model, and 200 notes where we manually 

identified that no score was found. For the 800 notes, extraction accuracy was 99.75%.”  

Study Design and Analysis 

Analyses were primarily performed in Python 3.7, with the exception of the use of R for Multi-state 

Hidden Markov Modeling using the “msm” package [6,7]. 

Statistical Analyses of Extracted Scores (MGB) 

As a secondary validation of extracted scores, we compared the median transition time between 

H&Y stages with registry-reported values from the Zhao et al., reported in Supplementary Table 5 of our 

prior work, Beaulieu-Jones et al. [3,4]. We expect differences between the scores extracted from MGB 

and the scores presented in Zhao et al. for two primary reasons: 1.) population differences, MGB 

comprises a predominately Caucasian population while Zhao et al. report from the movement disorder 

database at the National Neuroscience Institute in Singapore. 2.) MGB is a passively collected EMR, 

while Zhao et al. derived data from a registry with regularly scheduled appointments. We expect a passive 

Electronic Medica Record would report transitions at a slower rate in general. The similarities between 

MGB and Zhao et al. were within a close range given these expectations.  

Modelling H&Y Transition Likelihood using Multi-state Hidden Markov Models in Continuous Time 
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Because real-world data is passively collected, data are not necessarily collected at fixed time 

points. As such, we modeled the likelihood of H&Y transitions after one year using multi-state Markov 

models. This analysis was performed using the “msm” package in R [6]. In this case, the continuously 

observed processes are patient interactions with the health system as part of their routine care. In HBS, 

the H&Y scores are available as structured data, directly recorded. In MGB, when the scores were 

recorded as part of normal patient care, we extracted the values associated with a particular patient visit 

date. This process allows for the modelling of transition likelihood in one year, which we use to represent 

an average or typical progression pattern.  

Definitions of Health Care Utilization and Clinical Events 

All definitions used to describe healthcare utilization and clinical events are derived from 

Beaulieu-Jones et al. where they are available in full detail in Supplemental Tables 1-3 of the prior work 

[4].  

Within the MGB dataset, it is not always clear based on the discharge disposition if a patient is 

discharged to long-term care. We therefore analyzed discharge dispositions stratified by H&Y scores in 

two ways: 1) all discharge dispositions, 2) including only dispositions that are clearly self-care at home 

and long-term care in a skilled nursing facility (Table 1). Other discharge dispositions including “Home 

Health Service” were excluded because the level of care provided is not available.  
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Supplemental Table 1. Modelled 12-month H&Y transition likelihood using Multi-state Hidden 
Markov Models of in Continuous Time. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

 TO HY     

FROM 

HY 

 1 2 3 4 5 

1 HBS 40.2% 48.8% 10.7% 0.3% 0.0% 

MGB 59.6% 35.7% 4.4% 0.3% 0.0% 

2 HBS 0.0% 83.9% 15.6% 0.5% 0.0% 

MGB 2.9% 77.4% 18.0% 1.6% 0.2% 

3 HBS 0.0% 0.8% 93.2% 5.5% 0.5% 

 MGB 0.2% 11.4% 73.8% 12.5% 2.1% 

4 HBS 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 84.8% 15.1% 

 MGB 0.0% 1.5% 19.0% 59.1% 20.4% 

 HBS 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 0.5% 99.3% 

5 MGB 0.0% 0.2% 3.9% 25.1% 70.8% 
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Supplemental Table 2. Cohort Characteristics for the four included data sources: HBS, MGB. 
Originally reported in Beaulieu-Jones et al. [4]. 
 

 HBS  MGB  

Total Population with PD  935 22,949 

Population with coverage from PD onset (% Male) 935 (67.02%) 13,257 (57.81%) 

Mean Age Onset (years) [25% and 75%] 62.49  

[56.00 – 70.00] 

72.86  

[66.52 – 81.19] 

Mean Years from Diagnosis to Enrollment [25%, 75%] 3.66 [0.00 – 5.00] NA 

Mean Initial H&Y Stage if recorded within 1 year of diagnosis 

(MGB) or at enrollment (HBS) [25%, 50%, 75%]  

2.15 [2, 2, 2.5] 

n=853  

2.33 [2, 2, 3] 

n=1,071 

Mean Length of Follow-up for de novo PD^ (years) [25%, 

75% percentile]  

6.16 [2.00-9.00] 3.84 [0.69 – 5.56] 
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