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Abstract
BACKGROUND: Multiple System Atrophy (MSA) is a rapidly progressive and fatal
neurodegenerative disease, with no effective treatment. Estimating the placebo and
nocebo responses will help better design and interpret clinical trials.
Objective: To estimate the placebo and nocebo responses in MSA and explore their
determinants.
METHODS: Electronic databases were searched up to November 2020.
Randomized, blinded, placebo- or sham-controlled trials of patients with MSA were
included if quantitative data were extractable on the placebo arm. The primary
outcomes were: placebo response, defined as the within-group change from
baseline, using any scale measuring motor outcomes; and nocebo response, defined
as the proportion of patients experiencing adverse effects in the placebo arm.
Random-effects meta-analyses were used to pool data. Several predetermined
subgroup analyses and metaregressions were performed. PROSPERO registration
number: CRD42021222915.
RESULTS: We included 21 randomized controlled trials (614 participants). Pooled
placebo response was an increase in the Unified MSA Rating Scale (UMSARS) parts
I and II of 9.09 points (95% CI 7.78 to 10.31, I2=94.00%, 9 studies, 304
participants). Pooled nocebo response was 63,88% (CI 95% 41.15 to 84.05, I2

=93.03%, 13 studies, 331 participants). Both placebo and nocebo responses were
greater in trials with longer duration, whereas nocebo response was also higher in
studies testing pharmacological interventions when compared with
non-pharmacological interventions.
CONCLUSIONS: There may be a favorable response associated with the placebo,
but this data needs to be compared with a “no treatment group” in order to validate
its real impact. The nocebo response is high and should be considered in future

clinical trial design and interpretation.



Supplementary Materials

Full Methodology
Standard protocol approvals and registrations: We report this systematic review
and meta-analysis according to the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic
Reviews and Meta-Analyses Guidelines.1 The protocol was prospectively registered
with PROSPERO (registration: CRD42021222915).

Eligibility criteria: We included randomized controlled trials (RCTs), of parallel or
crossover design, double- or single-blinded, studying the effects of therapeutic
interventions in people with MSA. We accepted trials that were published or
registered with results. All studies had to be placebo or sham controlled.
Participants had to be adults (i.e. ≥ 18 years of age) with a clinical diagnosis made
by any physician, specialist or otherwise, of MSA. Due to small study bias, studies
including less than five participants with MSA were excluded. There were no
restrictions regarding the disease state, the number of recruitment centres,
language, setting, duration, or year of publication. Studies had to report quantitative
data on at least one of the following outcomes, measured by validated instruments,
within the placebo arm:

Primary Efficacy Outcome: The primary efficacy outcome was “placebo
effect response”, defined as the within-group change from baseline, using any
rating scale measuring the motor domain

Primary Safety Outcome: The primary safety outcome was “nocebo effect
response”, defined as the proportion of patients experiencing adverse effects in the
placebo arm.

Secondary Efficacy Outcomes: The secondary safety outcomes were
within-group change from baseline, using any rating scale measuring the following
domains: functional ability, autonomic features, quality of life, and subjective
impression of change rated by the patient or clinician.

Secondary Safety Outcomes: The secondary safety outcomes were
proportion of withdrawals, and proportion of patients experiencing serious adverse
effects in the placebo arm.

Information Sources: We searched MEDLINE, EMBASE and the Cochrane Register
of Controlled Trials (CENTRAL) and FDA’s Clinical Trials Database from inception to

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


November 2020. Searches through reference lists of located trials and of review
articles were also conducted to increase the sensitivity of our research strategy.

Search: For the identification of studies considered for inclusion, a detailed search
strategy was developed for each database searched. All search strategies included
Multiple System Atrophy, and database-specific search filters were included to
select RCT.2–4 Below you will find the MEDLINE, CENTRAL and EMBASE strategy.

Selection Process: Two independent reviewers screened the references identified
by the search strategy, reading each of the titles and abstracts and excluding
references not applicable according to the eligibility criteria. If the abstract was not
available for screening, we opted to retrieve the full text of such study. When
disagreements arose, they were resolved through discussion or, when necessary, by
a third author.Two independent reviewers assessed the full-text articles to see if the
studies fulfilled the inclusion criteria. Again, disagreements were resolved through
discussion or, if necessary, through the consultation of a third author.

Data collection process: Two independent reviewers extracted data to a
predetermined and piloted electronic data extraction form. The forms were
cross-checked for accuracy.

Risk of bias in individual studies: We used the Cochrane Risk of Bias tool to assess
the overall methodological quality of each study5. This tool was constructed to
incorporate several sources of bias such as selection bias, performance bias,
detection bias, attrition bias, reporting bias and other biases. Effectively, we rated a
low, unclear or high risk of bias to the seven following items: random sequence
generation, allocation concealment, blinding of participants and personnel, blinding
of outcome assessment, incomplete outcome data, and selective reporting; to what
selective reporting regards, we classified as high risk of bias any study that did not
report on all our predefined outcomes, both primary and secondary. As for general
risk of bias, we classified as moderate risk a study that did not have all items
classified as low risk, and as high risk a study that any item deemed as high risk.
Two authors independently assessed each risk of bias domain and disagreements
were solved by discussion and, if necessary, by a third author.

Summary Measures: For the study of placebo and nocebo responses, we only
considered RCTs where the control arm was a placebo intervention. Furthermore,
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only the data regarding the placebo arm was collected and analysed. The placebo
and nocebo data was derived from the last measured within-group response in the
placebo arm. The effect measures chosen for continuous variables were the raw
values or the effect size according to the Hedges g corrected for small-sample
bias6,7, and for dichotomous variables we used the relative frequencies in the form
of percentages.
In case of insufficient reported data, we contacted authors as a first approach. In the
lack of a positive response, absent mean changes from baseline and SDs were
extracted from unpublished material. In some trials, SD was obtained from standard
error or confidence intervals (CI). When such values were not reported, imputation
methods were applied. If variances or standard errors or standard deviations of
mean differences were not available, they were imputed using a change from
baseline standard deviation using a correlation coefficient8,9. When only a baseline
or a final visit measure of dispersion was available but not the corresponding final
visit or baseline value, correspondingly, we imputed the missing value as equal to
the existing one, and used a conservative correlation coefficient. When necessary,
medians and ranges were converted to means and standard deviations according to
the methods developed by Hozo et colleagues10.For cross-over trials, we included
data from the placebo period only. If placebo data was provided by treatment period
we only included the first placebo period. If neither of these were available, we
excluded the studies from the analyses.
We calculated the allocation ratio for each study dividing the number of patients
allocated to placebo by the number of patients allocated to the
Data was combined using random-effects meta-analysis techniques, namely the
Dersimonian-Laird (Dersimonian and Laird 1986) model for (inverse-variance)
weighted analysis for continuous and categorical variables. Permutational
meta-regressions with 1,000 repetitions were used to explore association with
continuous and categorical variables (i.e. meta-regression and subgroup analyses).
Heterogeneity between results was assessed using the I2 performed to quantify
inconsistency across studies.
We performed the statistical analysis with the statistical package Stata 16.0
(Houston, Texas). All results are presented with a 95% confidence interval (95%
CI).

Additional analysis: We performed subgroup analyses for the following areas,
independently of the presence or not of significant heterogeneity: publication status;
data imputation status; risk of bias; and study design (i.e. parallel versus

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?VrCwoD
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cross-over). Meta-regressions were planned according to: year of publication,
follow-up duration, allocation ratio, participants’ stage and age, and other baseline
characteristics. These analyses were exploratory.



Search Strategies

MEDLINE

1 exp Multiple System Atrophy/ (3598)

2 MSA.ti,ab.

3 (multiple adj3 system$ adj3 atroph$).ti,ab.

4 (multisystem$ adj3 atroph$).ti,ab.

5 (striatonigral adj degeneration).ti,ab.

6 (shy-drager adj3 syndrome$).ti,ab.

7 (olivopontocerebellar adj3 atroph$).ti,ab.

8 (olivoponto adj3 cerebellar adj3 atroph$).ti,ab.

9 or/1-8

10 randomized controlled trial.pt.

11 controlled clinical trial.pt.

12 randomized.ab.

13 placebo.ab.

14 clinical trials as topic.sh.

15 randomly.ab.

16 trial.ti.

17 or/10-16

18 exp animals/ not humans.sh.

19 17 not 18

20 and/9,19



Embase

1 exp Shy Drager syndrome/

2 MSA.ti,ab.

3 (multiple adj3 system$ adj3 atroph$).ti,ab.

4 (multisystem$ adj3 atroph$).ti,ab.

5 (striatonigral adj degeneration).ti,ab.

6 (shy-drager adj3 syndrome$).ti,ab.

7 (olivopontocerebellar adj3 atroph$).ti,ab.

8 (olivoponto adj3 cerebellar adj3 atroph$).ti,ab.

9 or/1-8

10 (random$ or placebo$ or single blind$ or double blind$ or triple blind$).ti,ab.

11 RETRACTED ARTICLE/

12 or/10-11

13 (animal$ not human$).sh,hw.

14 (book or conference paper or editorial or letter or review).pt. not exp randomized
controlled trial/

15 (random sampl$ or random digit$ or random effect$ or random survey or random
regression).ti,ab. not exp randomized controlled trial/

16 or/13-15

17 12 not 16

18 and/9,17



CENTRAL
#1 MeSH descriptor: [Multiple System Atrophy] explode all trees

#2 multiple NEAR/3 system* NEAR/3 atroph*

#3 multisystem* NEAR/3 atroph*

#4 striatonigral NEAR/3 degeneration

#5 shy-drager NEAR/3 syndrome*

#6 olivopontocerebellar NEAR/3 atroph*

#7 olivoponto NEAR/3 cerebellar NEAR/3 atroph*

#8 #1 OR #2 OR #3 OR #4 OR #5 OR #6 OR #7 in Trials



Full Search Results
Publications: The electronic search returned 952 records (274 from CENTRAL, 301
from MEDLINE, 377 from EMBASE, and none from other database sources),
resulting in 621 records after all duplicates were removed. Through abstract
screening, 565 records were removed, and after the application of inclusion and
exclusion criteria to full-texts, 21 publications were included. Figure 1 shows the
flowchart of the search. The detailed reason for exclusion for the 24 studies
excluded in full-text review can be found below.

Suppl Fig. 1 - Search flowchart.11

Trial Characteristics
Publications: A total of 21 studies, 20 publications12–31 and 1 clinical trial

registration with results32, were included, with 16 studies14–16,18,19,21–27,29,31–33

including only MSA patients and 512,13,17,20,30 including MSA and other conditions. All

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?1PGp9c
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reports were written in English. A resume table with the study characteristics can
be found in Appendix e-4.

Study Design: These trials were conducted between 1986 and 2020. Only
12 studies were multicentric12,16,19,20,22–25,29–32, and of these only 5 were
international12,16,19,20,31, and the remaining 9 were single-center13–15,17,18,21,26,27,33. All
the 21 trials were controlled with placebo12–14,16,18–27,29–32 (18 studies, n=571) or
sham15,17,33 (3 studies, n=43) intervention; 6 trials were cross-over13,14,17,27,29,30

(33,3%) and the remaining12,15,16,18–26,31–33 (n=15, 66,7%) had a parallel design.
Regarding outcomes, 13 studies (61,9%)15–19,21,23,24,27,29–31,33 had a primary motor
outcome, 5 (23,8%)12,22,25,26,32 had safety and tolerability as their primary outcome
and 2 (9,5%)14,20 had autonomic features as their primary outcome; 1 study (4,8%)13

had cerebellar symptomatology as its primary outcome.
Study Participants: The included studies enrolled a total of 1,221

participants, with 614 (50,2%) in the placebo arm. Regarding the participants
included in the placebo arm, among those studies which declared such information
(19 studies, n=596), 60% were males (n=359). The mean age in the placebo arms
varied between 44 years13 and 71 years14. Among the studies which provided a
mean baseline evaluation of motor symptoms in total UMSARS score (I + II), the
variation was between 2724 and 5526.

Therapeutic Interventions: The majority of clinical trials studied
pharmacological interventions12–14,16,18–27,29–32 (N=18, 85,7%) whereas only 3
trials15,17,33 (14,3%) assessed non-pharmacological studies. (Table 1).

Intervention Number of Studies (%)

Amantidine29 1

AZD324132 1

Droxidopa20 1

Epigallocathechin gallate23 1

Growth-Hormone19 1

Hydroxytryptophan30 1

Inosine 5’-Monophosphate22 1

Lithium26 1

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?YOLlYv
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?06RjSy
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?J75opv
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https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?SSlNNQ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?MWw6vS
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?s2dj2E
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https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?vOInix
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?7aFPIZ
https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?Eu6Vkp


Mesenchymal Stem Cells21 1

Minocycline16 1

Octreotide14 1

Paroxetin18 1

PD01A/PD03A25 1

Rasagiline31 1

Rifampicin24 1

Riluzole12,27 2

Repetitive transcranial
magnetic stimulation15,17,28

3

Vigabatrin13 1

Suppl Table 1 - Interventions included in the included studies

Risk of Bias: The extent of the methodological detail reported in the trials
was not consistent, and several quality indications were not entirely considered in
many publications (fig. 1). Only 12 studies12,16,17,19–26,31 (57,1%) clearly described the
process of random sequence generation; no studies were deemed to be at high risk,
and 9 studies13–15,18,27,29,30,32,33 (42,9%) were considered to be at an unclear risk for
this criteria.
Regarding the allocation concealment process, only 11 studies12,16,17,19–24,26,31

(52,4%) described an adequate process and therefore were rated as having a low
risk of bias, whereas the remaining 10 studies13–15,18,25,27,29,30,32,33 were assessed as
having an unclear risk (47,6%).
As for blinding of participants, 20 studies12–26,29,31–33 (95,2%) were deemed as
having a low risk of bias; the other study27 (4,8%) failed to provide an adequate
blinding, being therefore considered at a high risk of bias; concerning the blinding of
outcome assessment, all 21 studies (100%) were considered at a low risk of bias.
Incomplete assessment of outcomes was evaluated to be at a low risk on only 9
trials14,15,17,20,27,29,30,32,33 (42,8%), whereas the remaining had an unclear21,24 (n=2,
9.5%) or high12,13,16,18,19,22,23,25,26,31 (n=10, 47.6%) risk of bias.
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Finally, regarding selective outcome reporting data, all the 21 studies (100%) were
deemed at a high risk of bias, because none reported all the criteria that we deemed
necessary to our evaluation.

Suppl Fig. 2. Review author’s judgements about each bias, presented as percentages across all
studies.34

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?vNSWq0


Included Trials Characteristics
Article Intervention Trial Design n total n placebo Follow-u

p
%
males

Mean
age

Motor scale Mean motor
classification

Bensimon
200812

Riluzole Parallel, double-blinded,
multicentric and international

404 201 156 54,7% 62,26 Short Motor Disability Scale 6,1

Bonnet 198613 Vigabatrin Cross-over, double-blinded
and single centric

5 5 16 40% 44 . .

Bordet 199514 Ocreotide Cross-over, double-blinded
and single centric

9 9 immediate 33,3% 71 . .

Chou 201515 Repetitive
Transcranial
Magnetic
Stimulation

Parallel, double-blinded and
single centric

19 10 2 52,6% 55 UMSARS-II 20

Dodel 200916 Minocycline Parallel, double-blinded,
multicentric and international

63 31 48 46% 62,02 UMSARS-I+II 42,99

França 202017 Repetitive
Transcranial
Magnetic
Stimulation

Cross-over, double-blinded
and single centric

8 8 8 37,5% 61,1 Scale for the Assessment and
Rating of Ataxia

14

Friess 200618 Paroxetine Parallel, double-blinded and
single centric

20 11 2 50% 65,05 UPDRS 27,78

Holmberg
200719

Growth Hormone Parallel, double-blinded,
multicentric and international

33 21 52 60,5% 60,1 UMSARS-I+II 49,9

Kaufmamn
201420

Droxidopa Parallel, double-blinded,
multicentric and international

33 11 1 . . . .

Lee 201221 Mesenchymal
Stem Cells

Parallel, double-blinded and
single centric

33 17 51 63,6% 54,95 UMSARS-I+II 39,79

Lee 202022 Inosine Parallel, double-blinded and 55 25 24 54,5% 63,1 UMSARS-I+II 53,28
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5’-Monophosphate multicentric

Levin 201923 Epigallocathechin
galate

Parallel, double-blinded and
multicentric

92 45 52 59,8% 63,1 UMSARS-I+II 43,01

Low 201424 Rifampicin Parallel, double-blinded and
multicentric

100 50 52 61% 61 UMSARS-I+II 28,5

Meissner
202025

PD01A and
PD03A

Parallel, double-blinded and
multicentric

30 6 52 63,3% 59, UMSARS-I+II 59,5

Poewe 201531 Rasagiline Parallel, double-blinded,
multicentric and international

174 90 48 57,5% 65 UMSARS-I+II 37,22

Saccá 201326 Lithium Parallel, double-blinded and
single centric

9 5 52 77,8% 64 UMSARS-I+II 55

Seppi 200627 Riluzole Cross-over, double-blinded
and single centric

10 10 12 30% 62 UPDRS-III 38

Song 202033 Repetitive
Transcranial
Magnetic
Stimulation

Parallel, double-blinded and
single centric

50 25 1 58% 53,15 Scale for the Assessment and
Rating of Ataxia

18,35

Wenning
200529

Amantadine Cross-over, double-blinded
and multicentric

8 8 7 75% 64,7 UPDRS-III 35

Wessel 199530 Hydroxytryptophan Cross-over, double-blinded
and multicentric

7 7 90 . . . ..

AZD3241
201632

ADZ3241 Parallel, double-blinded and
multicentric

59 19 12 70,7% 59 . .
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Trials excluded in Full Text Review and reason
Article Intervention Reason for exclusion

Armstrong
199135

Ocreotide No information regarding blinding of patients, therefore no assurance that there
was any.

Aschoff
199636

Physostigmine Absence of isolated data for the MSA group

Bier
200337

Ondaserton Absence of isolated data for the MSA group

Botez
199638

Amantadine
Hydrochloride

Wrong outcome - only measuring reaction and movement time, without using any
comparable scales.

Chaudhuri
199439

Alcohol Study had the intent of measuring the effect of alcohol ingestion, rather than
studying any intervention therapy

Chou
201540

Repetitive
Transcranial
Magnetic
Ressonance

Duplicate from another study already included.15

Fouad-Tar
azi 1995 41

Midodrine The study only included 1 patient with MSA, therefore not meeting the minimum
number of MSA subjects

Freeman
199642

DL-DOPS Absence of isolated data for the MSA group

Freeman
199943

DL-DOPS Absence of isolated data for the MSA group

Hussain
200144

Sildenafil Absence of isolated data for the MSA group

Isaacson
201645

Droxidopa Absence of isolated data for the MSA group

Jordan
200246

COMT No information regarding blinding of patients, therefore no assurance that there
was any.

Jordan
199847

Multiple
vasopressor
agents

Absence of data for the placebo group.

Kaufman
200348

L-DOPS Absence of isolated data for the MSA group

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?rvvOzt
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Lee
200849

Autologous
Mesenchymal
Stem Cells

Absence of any sort of blinding.

Lipp
200350

Riluzole Absence of any sort of blinding.

Mancini
200351

Botulinum Toxin
Type A

Absence of isolated data for the MSA group.

Mullen
201852

AZD3241 Only abstract available; information duplicated from another study, already
included.32

Park
201653

Mesenchymal
Stem Cells

Duplicate from another study already included.21

Pollak
198754

Apomorphine
and
Domperidone

The study only included 2 patients with MSA, therefore not meeting the minimum
number of MSA subjects

Singer
201455

Rifampicin Duplicate from another study already included.24

Singer
200656

Pyridostigmine Absence of isolated data for the MSA group.

Sunwoo
201457

Mesenchymal
Stem Cells

Longitudinal non-blinded study.

Wang
201658

Repetitive
Transcranaial
Magnetic
Stimulation

Duplicate from another study already included.40
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Efficacy Outcomes

Subgroup analysis for Primary Efficacy Outcomes



Forest Plot for Autonomic Function

Forest Plot for Functional Ability





Safety Outcomes

Subgroup analysis for Primary and Secondary Safety
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