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Spinal Cord Stimulation for Gait Disorders in Parkinson’s Disease


Supplementary Figure 1. Prisma checklist for systematic reviews & meta-analyses
	Section/topic 
	#
	Checklist item 
	Reported on page # 

	TITLE 
	

	Title 
	1
	Identify the report as a systematic review, meta-analysis, or both. 
	1

	ABSTRACT 
	

	Structured summary 
	2
	Provide a structured summary including, as applicable: background; objectives; data sources; study eligibility criteria, participants, and interventions; study appraisal and synthesis methods; results; limitations; conclusions and implications of key findings; systematic review registration number. 
	2

	INTRODUCTION 
	

	Rationale 
	3
	Describe the rationale for the review in the context of what is already known. 
	3-6

	Objectives 
	4
	Provide an explicit statement of questions being addressed with reference to participants, interventions, comparisons, outcomes, and study design (PICOS). 
	6

	METHODS 
	

	Protocol and registration 
	5
	Indicate if a review protocol exists, if and where it can be accessed (e.g., Web address), and, if available, provide registration information including registration number. 
	X

	Eligibility criteria 
	6
	Specify study characteristics (e.g., PICOS, length of follow-up) and report characteristics (e.g., years considered, language, publication status) used as criteria for eligibility, giving rationale. 
	9

	Information sources 
	7
	Describe all information sources (e.g., databases with dates of coverage, contact with study authors to identify additional studies) in the search and date last searched. 
	7

	Search 
	8
	Present full electronic search strategy for at least one database, including any limits used, such that it could be repeated. 
	32-37

	Study selection 
	9
	State the process for selecting studies (i.e., screening, eligibility, included in systematic review, and, if applicable, included in the meta-analysis). 
	6-8

	Data collection process 
	10
	Describe method of data extraction from reports (e.g., piloted forms, independently, in duplicate) and any processes for obtaining and confirming data from investigators. 
	7-8

	Data items 
	11
	List and define all variables for which data were sought (e.g., PICOS, funding sources) and any assumptions and simplifications made. 
	X

	Risk of bias in individual studies 
	12
	Describe methods used for assessing risk of bias of individual studies (including specification of whether this was done at the study or outcome level), and how this information is to be used in any data synthesis. 
	15, 38-47

	Summary measures 
	13
	State the principal summary measures (e.g., risk ratio, difference in means). 
	X

	Synthesis of results 
	14
	Describe the methods of handling data and combining results of studies, if done, including measures of consistency (e.g., I2) for each meta-analysis. 
	X



	Section/topic 
	#
	›
	Reported on page # 

	Risk of bias across studies 
	15
	Specify any assessment of risk of bias that may affect the cumulative evidence (e.g., publication bias, selective reporting within studies). 
	15

	Additional analyses 
	16
	Describe methods of additional analyses (e.g., sensitivity or subgroup analyses, meta-regression), if done, indicating which were pre-specified. 
	X

	RESULTS 
	

	Study selection 
	17
	Give numbers of studies screened, assessed for eligibility, and included in the review, with reasons for exclusions at each stage, ideally with a flow diagram. 
	16

	Study characteristics 
	18
	For each study, present characteristics for which data were extracted (e.g., study size, PICOS, follow-up period) and provide the citations. 
	11-13

	Risk of bias within studies 
	19
	Present data on risk of bias of each study and, if available, any outcome level assessment (see item 12). 
	38-47

	Results of individual studies 
	20
	For all outcomes considered (benefits or harms), present, for each study: (a) simple summary data for each intervention group (b) effect estimates and confidence intervals, ideally with a forest plot. 
	16-17

	Synthesis of results 
	21
	Present results of each meta-analysis done, including confidence intervals and measures of consistency. 
	X

	Risk of bias across studies 
	22
	Present results of any assessment of risk of bias across studies (see Item 15). 
	X

	Additional analysis 
	23
	Give results of additional analyses, if done (e.g., sensitivity or subgroup analyses, meta-regression [see Item 16]). 
	X

	DISCUSSION 
	

	‹Summary of evidence 
	24
	Summarize the main findings including the strength of evidence for each main outcome; consider their relevance to key groups (e.g., healthcare providers, users, and policy makers). 
	18-22

	Limitations 
	25
	Discuss limitations at study and outcome level (e.g., risk of bias), and at review-level (e.g., incomplete retrieval of identified research, reporting bias). 
	18-22

	Conclusions 
	26
	Provide a general interpretation of the results in the context of other evidence, and implications for future research. 
	23

	FUNDING 
	

	Funding 
	27
	Describe sources of funding for the systematic review and other support (e.g., supply of data); role of funders for the systematic review. 
	X


From:  Moher D, Liberati A, Tetzlaff J, Altman DG, The PRISMA Group (2009). Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses: The PRISMA Statement. PLoS Med 6(7): e1000097. doi:10.1371/journal.pmed1000097 
For more information, visit: www.prisma-statement.org.
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Supplementary Figure 2. Primary Search – ‘Gait’ Focused.
A table showing search period and results yielded by individual databases during the primary database search. For the specific search strategy and key terms applied, see Supplementary Figure 4.

	Database
	Search Period - Start
	Search Period - End
	Studies - Total

	Medline (OvidSP)
	1946
	1/2020
	90

	Embase (OvidSP)
	1974
	1/2020
	226

	Web of Sciences
	1990
	1/2020
	154

	All Databases Combined
	N/A
	N/A
	470

	All Databases - Deduplicated
	N/A
	N/A
	404

	All Databases - Manual Check of Eligibility
	N/A
	N/A
	39

	All Databases - Studies Included for Analysis
	N/A
	N/A
	15





Supplementary Figure 3. Secondary Search – ‘Pain’ Focused.
A table showing search period and results yielded by individual databases during the secondary database search. For the specific search strategy and key terms applied, see Supplementary Figure 5. 

	Database
	Search Period - Start
	Search Period - End
	Studies - Total

	Medline (OvidSP)
	1946
	3/2020
	63

	Embase (OvidSP)
	1974
	3/2020
	232

	Web of Sciences
	1990
	3/2020
	132

	All Databases Combined
	N/A
	N/A
	427

	All Databases - Deduplicated
	N/A
	N/A
	315

	All Databases - Manual Check of Relevance
	N/A
	N/A
	26

	AllDatabases - Studies Included in Analysis
	N/A
	N/A
	4





Supplementary Figure 4. Search strategies used for primary literature search
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Supplementary Figure 5. Search strategies used for secondary literature search
1.  Medline
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Supplementary Figure 6. Critical appraisal of individual case series included in this systematic review

JBI Critical Appraisal Checklist for Case Series 
© Joanna Briggs Institute 2017

Author:  Agari and Date	Year:  2012			      	                      Yes   No Unclear NA*

1. [bookmark: Check1][bookmark: Check2][bookmark: Check3][bookmark: Check4]Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for 
all participants included in the case series?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the 
participants in the study?						         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting 
site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
10. Was statistical analysis appropriate?					         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
*NA = Not applicable


Author:  Cécile et al.		Year:  2017      				        Yes   No Unclear NA		                      
1. Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?	      	        |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |X|     |_|
3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for 
all participants included in the case series?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the 
participants in the study?						         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?	         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?	         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting 
site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?				         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
10. Was statistical analysis appropriate?					         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|


Author:  De Lima Pardini et al./De Souza et al.     Year:  2018/2017      	         Yes   No Unclear NA		                      
1. Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for 
all participants included in the case series?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the 
participants in the study?						         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?	         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting 
site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
10. Was statistical analysis appropriate?					         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|


Author:  Hubsch et al.			Year:  2019     			         Yes   No Unclear NA		                      
1. Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for 
all participants included in the case series?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the 
participants in the study?						         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?	         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting 
site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
10. Was statistical analysis appropriate?		  			         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|


Author:  Ichikawa et al.		Year:  2013      				        Yes   No Unclear NA		                      
1. Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for 
all participants included in the case series?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the 
participants in the study?						         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?	         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting 
site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
10. Was statistical analysis appropriate?					         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|


Author:  Mazzone et al.		Year:  2019 				        Yes   No Unclear NA		                      
1. Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for 
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the 
participants in the study?						         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting 
site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
10. Was statistical analysis appropriate?					         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|


Author:  Mitsuyama et al.		Year:  2013      			        Yes   No Unclear NA		                      
1. Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for
all participants included in the case series?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for 
all participants included in the case series?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the 
participants in the study?						         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?	         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?	         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting 
site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?				         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
10. Was statistical analysis appropriate?		         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|


Author:  Nishioka and Nakajima	Year:  2015      			       	         Yes   No Unclear NA		                      
1. Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?		         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for 
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the 
participants in the study?						         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting 
site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
10. Was statistical analysis appropriate?					         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|


Author:  Rohani et al.			Year:  2017      			        Yes   No Unclear NA		                      
1. Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for
all participants included in the case series?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for 
all participants included in the case series?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the 
participants in the study?						         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?	         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting 
site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
10. Was statistical analysis appropriate?					         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|


Author:  Samotus et al.		Year:  2018      				        Yes   No Unclear NA		                      
1. Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for 
all participants included in the case series?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the 
participants in the study?						         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?	         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting 
site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
10. Was statistical analysis appropriate?					         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|


Author:  Thevathasan et al.		Year:  2010      			        Yes   No Unclear NA		                      
1. Were there clear criteria for inclusion in the case series?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
2. Was the condition measured in a standard, reliable way for
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Were valid methods used for identification of the condition for 
all participants included in the case series?				         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
4. Did the case series have consecutive inclusion of participants?		         |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
5. Did the case series have complete inclusion of participants?		         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was there clear reporting of the demographics of the 
participants in the study?						         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
7. Was there clear reporting of clinical information of the participants?	         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
8. Were the outcomes or follow up results of cases clearly reported?	         |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
9. Was there clear reporting of the presenting 
site(s)/clinic(s) demographic information?				         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
10. Was statistical analysis appropriate?					         |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|



Supplementary Figure 7. Critical appraisal of individual case reports included in this systematic review

JBI Critical Appraisal Checklist for Case Reports 
© Joanna Briggs Institute 2017

Author:  Akiyama et al.		Year:  2017              		 	          Yes  No Unclear NA*				                              
1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described?	            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
2. Was the patient’s history clearly described 
and presented as a timeline?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on 
presentation clearly described?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
4. Were diagnostic tests or methods and the results 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_| 
5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described?	            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|         
7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events 
identified and described?					            |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons?			            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
	                 	        
*NA = Not applicable


Author:  Fénelon et al.			Year:  2011               		           Yes   No Unclear NA				                              
1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described?	            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
2. Was the patient’s history clearly described 
and presented as a timeline?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on 
presentation clearly described?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
4. Were diagnostic tests or methods and the results 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_| 
5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described?	            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|         
7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events 
identified and described?					            |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons?			            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|


Author:  Hassan et al.				Year:  2013          	           Yes   No Unclear NA				                              
1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described?	            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
2. Was the patient’s history clearly described 
and presented as a timeline?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on 
presentation clearly described?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
4. Were diagnostic tests or methods and the results 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_| 
5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described?	            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|         
7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events 
identified and described?					            |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons?			            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|


Author:  Kobayashi et al.			Year: 2018      			           Yes   No Unclear NA				                              
1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described?	            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
2. Was the patient’s history clearly described 
and presented as a timeline?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on 
presentation clearly described?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
4. Were diagnostic tests or methods and the results 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_| 
5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described?	            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|         
7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events 
identified and described?					            |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons?			            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|


Author:  Lai et al.				Year:  2020               	            Yes   No Unclear NA				                              
1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described?	            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
2. Was the patient’s history clearly described 
and presented as a timeline?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on 
presentation clearly described?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
4. Were diagnostic tests or methods and the results 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_| 
5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described?	            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|         
7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events 
identified and described?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons?			            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|


Author:  Landi et al.				Year:  2013               	           Yes   No Unclear NA				                              
1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described?	            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
2. Was the patient’s history clearly described 
and presented as a timeline?					            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on 
presentation clearly described?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
4. Were diagnostic tests or methods and the results 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described?	            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|         
7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events 
identified and described?					            |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons?			            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|


Author:  Soltani and Lalkhen			Year:  2013               	           Yes   No Unclear NA				                              
1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described?	            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
2. Was the patient’s history clearly described 
and presented as a timeline?					            |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on 
presentation clearly described?					            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
4. Were diagnostic tests or methods and the results 
clearly described?						            |_|    |X|    |_|     |_| 
5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described?	            |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|         
7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events 
identified and described?					            |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons?			            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|


Author:  Weise et al.				Year:  2010             	           Yes   No Unclear NA				                              
1. Were patient’s demographic characteristics clearly described?	            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
2. Was the patient’s history clearly described 
and presented as a timeline?					            |_|    |_|    |X|     |_|
3. Was the current clinical condition of the patient on 
presentation clearly described?					            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
4. Were diagnostic tests or methods and the results 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_| 
5. Was the intervention(s) or treatment procedure(s) 
clearly described?						            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
6. Was the post-intervention clinical condition clearly described?	            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|         
7. Were adverse events (harms) or unanticipated events 
identified and described?					            |_|    |X|    |_|     |_|
8. Does the case report provide takeaway lessons?			            |X|    |_|    |_|     |_|
1

2
image1.png
#4 Searches

)
n
12
i

"

3
1
”
®

19

2

xp Parkinson Disease/
imit1 1o engsh language.

(parkinson or parkinsons or parkinson's).mp. [mp=tite, abstract,oriinalttle, name of substance word, subject heading word, floating sub-heading
‘word, keyword heading word, organism supplementary concept word, protocol supplementary concept word,rare cisease supplementary concept
word, unique identifr, synonyms]

imit 3 10 engish language.
2014

oxp Gai

imit 6 10 engish language
Proprioception/

fimit 8 to engiish language
Kinesthesis/

imit 1010 englsh language
Postural Balance/

imit 12 10 englsh language

(gat o proprioception or kinesthes" or balanc” or postur’) mp. [mp=tite, abstract, original e, name of substance word, subject heading word,
floating sub-heading word, keyword heading word, organism supplementary concept word, protocol supplementary Concept word, rare disease
supplementary concept word, unique identifer synonyms|

imit 1410 englsh language
Tor9oritortaorts
Spinal Cord Stimulation/
imit 17 10 english language

((spine or spinal and stimuat’.m. [mp=tits, absiract, riginal e, name of substance word, subject heading word, loating sub-heading word,
keyword heading word, organism supplementary Concept word, protocol supplementary concept word, rae dissase supplementary Concept Word,
unique identife, synonyms)

fimit 190 englsh language

180r20

Sand 16ana 21

Resuts

6ass2
s7a13

115959

104873

104873

21788

26146

758

7

2419

487407

421089

39857

36705

36705

Display Resuits More v
Display Resuits More +

Display Resuits More v

Display Resuits More v
Display Resuits. More +
Display Resuits More v
Display Resuits More v
Display Resuits. More v
Display Resuits Moro v
Display Resuits More v
Display Resuits More v
Display Resuits. More v
Display Resuits More v
Display Resuits More v

Display Resuits More +
Display Resuits More v
Display Resuits More v
Display Resuits More v

Display Resuits More v

Display Resuits More v
Display Resuits More ~

Display Resuits. More v

a0ao 000040 00000000000 Gﬂog




image2.png
1 exp Parkinson Disease/ 147041 Advanced Display Results More ¥

Q

2 limit 1 to english language 136608  Advanced Display Results More v Q
3 (parkinson or parkinsons or parkinson's).mp. [mp=title, abstract, heading word, drug trade name, original ttle, device manufacturer, drug 180751 Advanced Display Results More v Q

manufacturer, device trade name, keyword, floating subheading word, candidate term word]
4 limit 3 to english language. 166809 Advanced Display Results More v Q
5 Bmo 166853  Advanced  Display Results More v Qo
6 expGait/ 51413 Advanced Display Results More v Q
7 limit6 to english language 49434 Advanced  Display Resuits More v Q
8 Proprioception/ 13149 Advanced Display Results More v Q
9 limit8 to english language 12009 Advanced  Display Resuits More v (=]
10 Kinesthesis/ 1927 Advanced  Display Results More + (=]
11 limit 10 to english language 1721 Advanced Display Results More v Q
12 Postural Balance/ 14184 Advanced  Display Results More v Q
13 limit 12 to english language 12849 Advanced Display Results More v Q
14 (gait or proprioception o kinesthes" or balanc* or postur’.mp. [mp=tite, abstract, heading word, drug trade name, original tite, device manufacturer, 500861  Advanced  Display Results More + o

drug manufacturer, device trade name, keyword, floating subheading word, candidate term word]
15 limit 14 to english language 540600  Advanced  Display Results More v Q
16 7or9orilor13or1s 542188 Advanced Display Results More v Q
17 Spinal Cord Stimulation/ 6667  Advanced Display Results More v e
18 limit 17 to english language 6379 Advanced Display Results More v Q
19 (@spine or spinal) and stimulat®.mp. [mp=titl, abstract, heading word, drug trade name, original tte, device manufacturer, drug manufacturer, device 54276 Advanced  Display Results More v Q

trade name, keyword, floating subheading word, candidate term word]
20 limit 19 to english language 51061 Advanced  Display Results More v Q
21 18or20 51061 Advanced Display Results More v Q
22 Sand16and2! 226 Advanced  Display Results More v (=]

[w]

23 5and21 957 Advanced  Display Results More v




image3.png
ew History Bookmarks People Tab Window Help [ = 100% @@

@ Job
View as Analogue
©f  ® NotSecure | apps.webofknowledge.com.libproxy.ucl.ac.uk V View as Digital

i Apps [l Common Timetable Moodle g UCL Mail Portico [ 0Zprévy [ Household ES Food B Work B It Open Date & Time Preferences...

Web of Science

Tools v Searches and alerts

Select a database = Web of Science Core Collection v [
Basic Search Author Search™™  Cited Reference Search Advanced Search Structure Search

parkinson or parkinson's or parkinsons Q Topic v

And + gait or proprioception or kinesthes* or balanc* or postur* Q Topic v

And ¥ (spine or spinal) and stimulat* [x) Topic v m

+Addrow | Reset




image4.png
# A Searches

Parkinson Disease/
limit 1 o english language

(parkinson or parkinsons or parkinson's).mp. [mp=title, abstract, original title, name of substance word, subject heading
word, floating sub-heading word, keyword heading word, organism supplementary concept word, protocol supplementary
concept word, rare disease supplementary concept word, unique identifier, synonyms]

limit 3 to english language
20r4

exp Chronic Pain/

limit 6 to english language

(chronic pain or pain).mp. [mp=title, abstract, original title, name of substance word, subject heading word, floating sub-
heading word, keyword heading word, organism supplementary concept word, protocol supplementary concept word,
rare disease supplementary concept word, unique identifier, synonyms]

limit 8 o english language
7or9

exp Spinal Cord Stimulation/
limit 11 to english language

((spine or spinal) and stimulat*).mp. [mp=title, abstract, original title, name of substance word, subject heading word,
floating sub-heading word, keyword heading word, organism supplementary concept word, protocol supplementary
concept word, rare disease supplementary concept word, unique identifier, synonyms]

limit 13 to english language

5and 10 and 14

Results

65055

58000

117621

106519

106519

13758

12851

703958

615167

615167

956

914

40113

36959

62

Type
Advanced
Advanced

Advanced

Advanced
Advanced
Advanced
Advanced

Advanced

Advanced
Advanced
Advanced
Advanced

Advanced

Advanced

Advanced

Actions
Display Results
Display Results

Display Results

Display Results
Display Results
Display Results
Display Results

Display Results

Display Results
Display Results
Display Results
Display Results

Display Results

Display Results

Display Results

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

Annotations

Q
Q

0040d04a 00008048 a

aa




image5.png
'w Search History (15)

# A Searches

1

2

Parkinson Disease/
limit 1 to english language

(parkinson or parkinsons or parkinson's).mp. [mp=title, abstract, heading word, drug trade name, original title, device
manufacturer, drug manufacturer, device trade name, keyword, floating subheading word, candidate term word]

limit 3 to english language
20r4

exp Chronic Pain/

imit 6 to english language

(chronic pain or pain).mp. [mp=title, abstract, heading word, drug trade name, original title, device manufacturer, drug
manufacturer, device trade name, keyword, floating subheading word, candidate term word]

limit 8 to english language
Tor9

exp Spinal Cord Stimulation/
limit 11 to english language

((spine or spinal) and stimulat‘).mp. [mp=title, abstract, heading word, drug trade name, original tite, device manufacturer,
drug manufacturer, device trade name, keyword, floating subheading word, candidate term word]

limit 13 to english language

5and 10 and 14

Results

148787

138342

183613

169640

169640

59767

54913

1234794

1108074

1108074

6813

6525

54777

51554

231

Type
Advanced
Advanced

Advanced

Advanced
Advanced
Advanced
Advanced

Advanced

Advanced
Advanced
Advanced
Advanced

Advanced

Advanced

Advanced

Actions
Display Results
Display Results

Display Results

Display Results
Display Results
Display Results
Display Results

Display Results

Display Results
Display Results
Display Results
Display Results

Display Results

Display Results

Display Results

More v

More »

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More ~

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

More v

View S

Annotations

a

o0 00000 0OO0OO0O00O0 @006




image6.png
Select a database | Web of Science Core Collection v ‘ Access fr
Basic Search Author Search™™ Cited Reference Search Advanced Search Structure Search

parkinson or parkinson's or parkinsons O Topic v

And ¥ chronic pain or pain 0 ‘ Topic v

And ¥ ‘ ‘ (spine or spinal) and stimulat* €© | Topic v .

+Addrow | Reset




