Supplemental Material

Search strategy
The following search was carried out on OVID to search the PsycInfo, Embase, and MEDLINE

databases:

(stroke* or cerebrovascular accident® or ischemic stroke* or hemorrhagic stroke* or embolic
stroke™ or brain stem infarct® or thrombotic stroke* or paralytic stroke* or lacunar stroke* or
completed stroke* or cardioembolic stroke* or syndrome of little stroke*, neurological or
cerebellar stroke™ or progression stroke* or occlusive stroke* or thromboembolic stroke* or
stroke test response* or infarct* or cerebrovascular disease* or acute stroke* or CVA* or
cerebrovascular apoplexy or vascular accident®, brain* or cerebrovascular stroke*).mp
AND

(neglect® or hemi#neglect™* or sensory neglect™ or visual neglect* or visuospatial neglect* or
visual#spatial neglect or hemi#sensory neglect® or spatial neglect* or neglect of left side of
body or hemi#motor neglect® or decreased spatial neglect® or unilateral neglect® or unilateral
spatial neglect or hemi#sensory neglect or inattenti* or motor neglect®* or vis* spatial
percept®).mp

AND

((cogniti* assessment® or cogniti* test or cogniti* task or neuropsychology* test* or
neuropsychology® assessment® or neuropsychology* task* or cancellation task* or target
cancel* or copy*) and draw* task*) or copy™ or clock test* or line bisect® or visual field task*
or Catherine Bergego Scale or CBS or stroke impact scale or SIS or national institutes of health
stroke scale or NIHSS or stroke impact scale or SIS or behavioural inattention test or BIT or
oxford cognitive screen or OCS or Semi-structured Scale for Functional Evaluation of Hemi-

Inattention or measure o measur*).mp

Sensitivity analyses

Sensitivity analyses excluded all studies rates as low quality on the JBI (n = 6). Meta-analyses
indicated a recovery rate of 38% (CI = 20-58%, I = 88%) in the early phase (0-3 months),
based on 10 studies with 242 stroke survivors. Recovery rates increased to 53% (CI = 32-72%,
P = 91%) at 6 months post-stroke across 9 studies of 395 patients. There were no further
changes in the late recovery phase (>6 months), with an estimated pooled prevalence of 56%

(CI1=41-71%, I = 78%) following analyses of 9 studies with 213 stroke survivors.



Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl

Early recovery

Cassidy (1998) 13 19 —l— 0.68 [0.43; 0.87]
Farne (2004) 2 23 — 0.09 [0.01; 0.28]
Jehkonen (2007) 14 18 —— 0.78 [0.52; 0.94]
Kamakura (2017) 12 18 —E— 0.67 [0.41: 0.87]
Klinke (2017) 0 23 B— 0.00 [0.00; 0.15]
Marsh (1993) 4 9 L 0.44 [0.14; 0.79]
Nijboer (2013) 28 51 —l— 0.55 [0.40; 0.59)
Timbeck (2013) 2 B ] 0.33 [0.04; 0.78]
Umarova (2016) 8 24 —— 0.33 [0.16; 0.55]
Vanbellingen (2017) 13 51 —— 0.25 [0.14; 0.40]
Random effects model 242 —_— 0.38 [0.20; 0.58]
Heterogeneity: I = 88%, T = 0.0809, p < 0.01

Mid recovery

Appelros (2004) 4 i W 0.13 [0.04; 0.31]
Demeyere (2019) 73 04 —- 0.78 [0.68; 0.86]
Jehkonen (2007) 12 18 —E— 0.67 [0.41; 0.87]
Kettunen (2012) 8 10 —E— 0.80 [0.44; 0.97]
Klinke (2017) 3 23 —W— 0.13 [0.03; 0.34)
Levine (1986} 2 12 —— 0.17 [0.02; 0.48]
Moore (2021) o8 142 - 0.60 [0.61; 0.76]
Mijboer (2013) el 51 —l— 0.61 [0.46; 0.74]
Nurmi (2018) 11 14 —E— 0.79 [0.49; 0.95]
Random effects model 304 —_— 0.53 [0.32;0.72]

Heterogeneity: I = 91%, T = 0.0800, p < 0.01

Late recovery

Appelros (2004) 3 26 —— 0.12 [0.02; 0.30]
Jehkonen (2007) 14 18 —u— 078 [0.52; 0.94]
Johannsen (2004) 15 25 —l— 0.60 [0.39; 0.79]
Karnath (2011) 16 24 —— 0.67 [0.45; 0.84]
Lunven (2015) 10 27 —— 0.37 [0.19; 0.58]
Mattingley (1994) 10 13 —m— 0.77 [0.46; 0.95]
Nijboer (2013) 31 51 —— 0.61 [0.46; 0.74]
Nurmi (2018) 9 14 —E— 0.64 [0.35; 0.87]
Samuelsson (1996) 9 15 —— 0.60 [0.32; 0.84]
Random effects model 213 —_— 0.56 [0.41; 0.71]
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Heterogeneity: I = 78%, T = 0.0367, p < 0.0 |
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Figure S1. Forest plots of neglect recovery stratified by phase for studies of moderate and high quality



