Appendix 1 Summary of database search strategy (/ast reviewed 15th September 2023)

Syntax used for NMS and QoL in PD search

PubMed search (Search 1)

("Parkinson disease"[MeSH Terms] OR "Parkinson"[tw] OR "Parkinson’s" [tw]
OR "Parkinsons"[tw]) AND ("quality of life"[MeSH Terms] OR ‘"quality of life")
AND ("questionnaire” OR  "questionnaires” OR "rating" OR "PDQ-39" OR
"HADS-P" OR "UPDRS" OR "NMSS")

Search yielded (1808 ) results

Ovid search (search 2)

1 exp Parkinson disease/ or (Parkinson or Parkinson s or Parkinson’s).ti,ab.
2 exp "quality of life"/ or quality of life.ti,ab.

3 (questionnaire or questionnaires or rating or PDQ-39 or HADS-P or UPDRS
or NMSS).ti,ab.

4 1l1land2and3

Search yielded (4264 )results

Scopus search (search 3)

( TITLE-ABS-KEY ( parkinson OR parkinsons OR parkinson's) AND TITLE-ABS-KEY ( "quality of
life" ) AND TITLE-ABS-KEY ( questionnaire OR questionnaires OR rating OR "PDQ-
39" OR "HADS-P" OR "UPDRS" OR "NMSS")

Search yielded ( 2910 ) results

Total search results (8982)




APPENDIX 2 QUALITY ASSESSMENT OF INCLUDED STUDIES.
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1 Study objectives 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 Study design 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
3 Cognition of studied population 2 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 (2 |2 2 1 2 2 2 1|0 2 2
4 Characteristics of studied ppopulation 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 2 |2 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 2 2
5 Sampling method for recruitment of study population | 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 |2 2 |2 2 2 2 2 |2 2 2
6 Sample size 2 2 1 1 0 1 0 2 1 2 0 2 2 1 2 1 2 2 0 0 1
7 Definition of the concept of HRQoL 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 |1 |0 |0 0 |0 0 0 |0 0 0
8 Justified choice of HRQoL-assessing instrument 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 2 1 |2 2 |2 1 1 2 2 |2 2 2
9 Justified choice of NMS-assessing instrument 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 2 2 1 |2 2 |2 1 1 2 2 |2 2 2
10 Comprehensible statistical methods 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 |1 1 |1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
11 Main factors associated with HRQoL 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 |1 1 |1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
12 Main NMS features associated with HRQoL 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1
13 Agreement / disagreement with other studies 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 (2 |2 2 |2 2 2 2 2 |2 2 2
14 Limitations 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Total score 21 17 18 17 17 15 15 17 16 18 | 17 | 20 | 20 | 17 18 | 17 20 19 | 14 18 19
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(Li et al., 2010)

(Song et al., 2014)

(Wu et al., 2016)

(Hu et al., 2018)

(Kwon et al., 2016)

(Lee et al., 2015)

(Liu et al., 2015)

(Prakash, 2016)

(Azmin et al., 2014)

(Pappala et al., 2019)

(Duncan et al., 2014)

(Skorvanek, 2015)

(Berganzo et al., 2016)

(Rodriguez-Violante et al.,
2013)

(Gulunay et al., 2020)

(Salar et al., 2017)

(Shalash et al., 2018)

(Arabambi, Oshinaike and
Ogun, 2019)
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