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5q-Spinal muscular atrophy (SMA) is a severely disabling inherited neuromuscular

disease that progressively reduces themotor abilities of affected individuals. The approval

of the antisense oligonucleotide nusinersen, which has been shown to improve motor

function in adult SMA patients, changed the treatment landscape. However, little is known

about its impact on patients’ quality of life (QoL), and there is still a need for adequate

patient-reported outcome measures. In this study, we used the short form of the

Neuro-QoL (Quality of Life in Neurological Disorders) for upper/lower extremity function

to prospectively assess the health-related QoL of 17 adult SMA patients prior to initiation

of nusinersen treatment and 2, 6, 10, and 14 months afterwards. At baseline, Neuro-QoL

scores strongly correlated with motor function scores (Hammersmith Functional Motor

Scale Expanded, HFMSE; Revised Upper LimbModule, RULM), but QoL did not increase

significantly during the 14-month treatment period despite significant motor improvement

as measured by HFMSE. Our results underline the need for novel, disease-specific

assessments of QoL in SMA.
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INTRODUCTION

5q-Spinal muscular atrophy (SMA) is an autosomal-recessive inherited motor neuron disease
caused by homozygous deletions or mutations in the survival of the motor neuron 1 gene (SMN1)
on chromosome 5 encoding the SMN protein (1, 2). The copy number of SMN2, the homologous
copy of SMN1, is considered the most important phenotypic modifier, inversely correlating with
disease severity (3–5). The degeneration of anterior horn cells due to SMN1 loss or mutation
leads to progressive muscular atrophy, tetraparesis and ultimately respiratory failure (6). With an
incidence of ∼1:10,000 (7, 8) it is in its most severe forms a common genetic cause of early infant
mortality, while less affected patients typically reach adulthood. Based on the achievement of motor
milestones and the age at disease onset, SMA is classically categorized into four subtypes (SMA
type 0–3). SMA type 0 applies to severely affected neonates with a life expectancy reduced to <1
month (9, 10), SMA type 1 patients never learn to sit independently (“non-sitters”), SMA type 2
patients learn to sit but not to walk (“sitters”), and SMA type 3 patients learn to walk independently
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(“walkers”) (11). However, this classical view of SMA subtypes
has been challenged in the era of disease-modifying treatments.

For decades, treatment options were restricted to supportive
care. In 2017, the approval of nusinersen for the treatment
of SMA patients of all ages, subtypes, and disease stages
by the US Food and Drug Administration (FDA) and the
European Medicines Agency (EMA) changed the therapeutic
landscape. Recently, the treatment spectrum was broadened
by Onasemnogene abeparvovec, a non-replicating recombinant
adenovirus-associated virus serotype 9 (AAV9) containing the
wild-type SMN1 gene (12), and Risdiplam, an orally applicable
small molecule modifying SMN2 gene splicing (13).

TABLE 1 | Baseline characteristics and demographics of the included SMA

patients.

Age (mean ± SEM, years) 35.82 ± 13.94

Sex 11 male, 6 female

SMA type 4 (23.5%) SMA type 2

13 (76.5%) SMA type 3

Ambulatory 7 (41.2%)

Baseline HFMSE score (mean ± SEM) 23.88 ± 5.77

Baseline RULM score (mean ± SEM) 22.18 ± 3.44

Baseline Neuro-QOL score (mean ± SEM)

for upper extremity function

28.06 ± 2.48

Baseline Neuro-QOL score (mean ± SEM)

for lower extremity function

16.00 ± 2.28

FIGURE 1 | Motor function under nusinersen treatment. Mean HFMSE (left panel) and mean RULM scores (right panel) prior to (baseline) and 2–14 months after

initiation of nusinersen treatment. MEAN ± SEM, *P < 0.05.

Nusinersen is an intrathecally administered antisense
oligonucleotide that increases the production of SMN protein
by modifying the expression of the SMN2 gene (14, 15). It has
been shown to improve survival and motor function in children
(16, 17), and recently published data also proved its efficacy in
adult SMA patients in terms of motor function as assessed by the

TABLE 2 | Changes in motor function scores vs. baseline.

HFMSE RULM

2 months

Mean score (SEM) 24.65 (5.84) 22.87 (3.61)

Mean difference vs. baseline (SEM) 0.76 (0.42) 0.67 (0.90)

P-value >0.999 >0.999

6 months

Mean score (SEM) 24.82 (5.87) 22.47 (3.62)

Mean difference vs. baseline (SEM) 0.94 (0.57) 0.27 (0.47)

P-value >0.999 >0.999

10 months

Mean score (SEM) 25.41 (5.81) 22.93 (3.59)

Mean difference vs. baseline (SEM) 1.53 (0.84) 0.73 (0.67)

P-value 0.516 >0.999

14 months

Mean score (SEM) 27.13 (6.72) 22.53 (3.57)

Mean difference vs. baseline (SEM) 2.87 (0.87) 0.33 (0.59)

P-value 0.049 >0.999
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FIGURE 2 | Quality of life measured by Neuro-QoL for upper extremity function under nusinersen treatment. Mean Neuro-QoL for upper extremity function (± SEM)

during the 14-month treatment period (A) and distribution of differences in Neuro-QoL for upper extremity function from baseline 2 (B), 6 (C), 10 (D), and 14 months

(E) after treatment initiation. Each bar represents the percentage of patients who had improved/deteriorated to this extent.
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Hammersmith Functional Motor Scale Expanded (HFMSE) (18).
However, there are only limited data available about its impact on
the quality of life (QoL) of adult SMA patients, and the selection
of appropriate QoL outcome measures is still a matter of debate
(19), but it is highly relevant for treatment monitoring in clinical
practice and trials as well as for regulatory authorities. Indeed,
identification of novel biomarkers and outcome measures seems
mandatory for optimizing treatment approaches and predicting
treatment response (20).

In this study, we aimed to evaluate the QoL of adult SMA
patients under nusinersen treatment using the short forms of the
Neuro-QoL (Quality of Life in Neurological Disorders) (21) for
lower extremity function and upper extremity function to address
the questions of whether nusinersen treatment improves health-
related QoL in adult SMA patients, whether changes in QoL and
motor function under treatment correlate with each other, and to
what extent the Neuro-QoL questionnaire might be useful in this
patient cohort.

METHODS

Study Design and Participants
All examinations and treatments were carried out at the
Department of Neurology of the University Hospital Essen from
January 2019 until May 2021. Seventeen consecutive patients
with genetically confirmed SMA type 2 or 3 treated with
nusinersen were prospectively included. Health-related QoL was
assessed using the short forms of the Neuro-QoL for upper
and lower extremity function prior to treatment initiation, as
well as 2, 6, 10 (17 patients), and 14 (15 patients) months
afterwards. We concentrated on these subsets of the Neuro-QoL
instead of including more domains to specifically evaluate the
impact of nusinersen on motor function-related QoL and to

TABLE 3 | Changes in health-related QOL vs. baseline.

Neuro-QOL,

upper

extremities

Neuro-QOL,

lower

extremities

2 months

Mean score (SEM) 28.76 (2.25) 16.82 (2.37)

Mean difference vs. baseline (SEM) 0.71 (0.76) 0.82 (0.78)

P-value 0.516 >0.999

6 months

Mean score (SEM) 27.53 (2.63) 17.12 (2.44)

Mean difference vs. baseline (SEM) −0.53 (0.61) 1.12 (0.95)

P-value >0.999 0.415

10 months

Mean score (SEM) 27.29 (2.44) 16.71 (2.37)

Mean difference vs. baseline (SEM) −0.76 (0.64) 0.71 (0.83)

P-value >0.999 >0.999

14 months

Mean score (SEM) 27.53 (2.54) 16.27 (2.62)

Mean difference vs. baseline (SEM) −1.00 (0.86) 0.20 (0.73)

P-value >0.999 >0.999

avoid exhaustion of participants and interference with results
of several other examinations as part of clinical routine. Motor
function was evaluated concomitantly by means of the HFMSE
and the Revised Upper Limb Module (RULM) score. Intrathecal
nusinersen treatment was performed according to the official
prescribing information for at least 14 months.

Questionnaire and Motor Function Tests
The short forms of the Neuro-QoL for upper and lower extremity
function are patient-reported outcome measures comprising 8
items, each referring to the activities of daily living requiring a
certain motor function. Each question is answered on a 5-point
rating scale (1–5), with higher scores (maximum 40) indicating
a higher QoL. The HFMSE and RULM are well-established
rating scales for motor function in SMA patients. The HFMSE
consists of 33 items representing upper and lower extremity
motor function, each scored on a 3-point scale (0–2) with higher
scores (maximum 66) indicating greater motor function, while
the RULM score represents the motor abilities of the upper
extremities only with 18 items scored on a 3-point rating scale
(0–2) and 1 item on a 2-point rating scale (0–1) (maximum 37).

Statistical Analysis
Statistical analyses were performed using GraphPad Prism
(version 9.1.0 for Windows, GraphPad Software, San Diego,
California, USA). All data are presented as the mean, standard
error of the mean, and P-values. Analyses were based on pre-post
comparisons from baseline to months 2, 6, 10, and 14 using the
Friedman test and Dunn’s test as post hoc test. The P-values <

0.05 were considered to be statistically significant. Correlations
were calculated using Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient.

RESULTS

Seventeen patients with genetically confirmed SMA type 2
(23.5%) or type 3 (76.5%) were included in the study (11 male, 6
female, mean age 35.82± 13.94 years). For detailed demographic
characteristics see Table 1 and Supplementary Table 1.

During the 14 months of nusinersen treatment, the mean
HFMSE scores increased (Figure 1; Table 2), which was
significant compared to baseline at 14 months (+2.867 ± 0.867,
p = 0.0488). On the other hand, RULM scores as a measure of
upper extremity motor function did not show any significant
change under treatment (Figure 1; Table 2). Correspondingly,
the mean quality of life measured by the Neuro-QoL for the
upper extremities did not improve during the 14-month period
(Figure 2; Table 3). Changes compared to baseline at 2, 6,
10, and 14 months were not significant. After 14 months of
treatment, 66.6% of patients (10 out of 15) had not improved
on the Neuro-QoL for upper extremity function. In terms of the
Neuro-QoL scores for lower extremity function, there was no
significant change (Figure 3; Table 3) either. The highest results
were reported at 6 months after treatment initiation (mean
difference from baseline 1.12 ± 0.95, p = 0.415). Approximately
40% (7 out of 17) of patients showed an increase of at least 1 point
on the Neuro-QoL for lower extremity function at this time.
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FIGURE 3 | Quality of life measured by Neuro-QoL for lower extremity function under nusinersen treatment. Mean Neuro-QoL for lower extremity function (+SEM)

during the 14-month treatment period (A) and distribution of differences in Neuro-QoL for lower extremity function from baseline 2 (B), 6 (C), 10 (D), and 14 months

(E) after treatment initiation. Each bar represents the percentage of patients who had improved/deteriorated to this extent.
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FIGURE 4 | Correlatio of motor function scores and Neuro-QoL for upper/lower extremity function at baseline. HFMSE score vs. Neuro-QoL for upper extremity

function (A), HFMSE score vs. Neuro-QoL for lower extremity function (B), RULM score vs. Neuro-QoL for upper extremity function (C), RULM score vs. Neuro-QoL

for lower extremity function (D).

At baseline, a strong correlation between motor function
scores (HFMSE/RULM) and Neuro-QOL for upper and lower
extremity function was evident (Figure 4). However, the increase
in HFMSE score as an indicator of motor improvement under
nusinersen treatment did not correlate with the observed changes
in Neuro-QoL during the treatment period (Figure 5).

A subgroup analysis revealed differences between ambulatory
(n = 5) and non-ambulatory (n = 11) patients. The included
ambulatory SMA patients showed a significant increase in
HFMSE scores at 14 months of treatment (+4.167 ± 1.078,
p = 0.025), while the increase in non-ambulatory patients was
highest at 10 months, but not significant (+2.333 ± 1.280,
p = 0.177). RULM scores did not change significantly in both
groups. Furthermore, both groups did not improve in Neuro-
QoL scores over time.

DISCUSSION

Our study did not show an improvement in QoL measured
by the mentioned subsets of the Neuro-QoL under nusinersen
treatment, although HFMSE scores revealed a significant
treatment response regarding motor function.

Several prior studies have shown impaired health-related QoL
in SMA patients due to limitations in physical functioning,
although their QoL in the mental domains seems to be
comparable to that in healthy populations (22, 23). The
available data suggest that during the natural disease course,
the deterioration of motor function does not correlate with
the decrease in QoL as measured by the PedsQL (Pediatric
Quality of Life Inventory) (24) and the SF-36 (Short Form
36 Health Survey) (25), which is similar to the findings
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FIGURE 5 | Correlation of differences in motor function scores compared to baseline (dHFMSE, dRULM) and differences in Neuro-QoL compared to baseline

(dNeuro-QoL) after 14 months of treatment. dHFMSE vs. dNeuro-QoL for upper extremity function (A), dHFMSE vs. dNeuro-QoL for lower extremity function (B),

dRULM vs. dNeuro-QoL for upper extremity function (C), and dRULM vs. dNeuro-QoL for lower extremity function (D).

for Duchenne muscular dystrophy (DMD), another severely
disabling hereditary neuromuscular disease with lower self-
reported health-related QoL than in the general population (26).
In DMD, QoL does not necessarily decline with decreasing
physical abilities or increasing age (27, 28). Treatment with
ataluren, a small molecule delaying motor function loss in
patients with a non-sense mutation in DMD, is not associated
with a significant increase in parent-reported QoL (29). Similarly,
our data do not demonstrate an increase in health-related QoL
measured by the Neuro-QoL questionnaires for upper/lower
extremity function in adult SMA patients in the first year of
nusinersen treatment despite improvements in motor function as
indicated by increasing HFMSE scores. While prior to treatment
initiation self-assessed QoL with regard to motor abilities was
closely related to HFMSE ratings by examiners, the following
changes in HFMSE scores under treatment were not reflected
in the patients’ own Neuro-QoL reports. This discrepancy raises

several questions: Does nusinersen treatment not affect the QoL
of SMA patients at all, although there might be an improvement
in HFMSE scores regarded as clinically meaningful (30), or
do the Neuro-QoL questionnaires miss the relevant effects for
some reason?

Reviewing the literature, data on QoL in SMA patients under
nusinersen treatment are scarce. A recent study investigated
QoL in adult and pediatric SMA patients during the first 6
months of nusinersen treatment using different questionnaires
(31). Mix et al. reported no significant difference in global
QoL and depressiveness as evaluated with the Anamnestic
Comparative Self-Assessment (ACSA) between adult SMA
patients and healthy controls at study entry, while SMA patients
showed reduced health-related QoL measured by the SF-36
in the dimensions “physical function” and “general health.”
Interestingly, in this study, global QoL significantly decreased
within the SMA group under treatment with nusinersen,
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while depressiveness remained stable, and only the scores
in the “general health” dimension of the SF-36 increased
significantly. The latter did not correlate with physical function
represented by HFMSE scores, but Mix et al. demonstrated a
weak negative correlation between HFMSE scores and global
QoL and depressiveness. Unlike our study, no significant
improvement in HFMSE scores was evident in this patient
cohort, which might be due to the higher number of severely
impaired non-ambulatory and SMA type 2 patients and the
shorter observation period, as the HFMSE scores also increased
significantly only after 14 months of treatment in our study.
Furthermore, another study failed to demonstrate significant
differences between patients under nusinersen treatment and
patients with supportive care only based on proxy-reported QoL
measures (32).

Although these data together with our own results allow
for doubts regarding the efficacy of nusinersen treatment on
QoL in adult SMA patients, they are contrary to recent
studies reporting high satisfaction of patients under nusinersen
treatment, especially regarding its effectiveness (33, 34), and
at least transiently reduced fatigue (35). Moreover, treatment
adherence is generally high in this patient cohort despite the
obvious burden of intrathecal treatment. In light of these
findings, it is questionable as to whether the Neuro-QoL is
suitable for QoL assessment in SMA patients, while other disease-
specific outcomemeasures have to be implemented. Although the
Neuro-QoL questionnaires (Supplementary Material) address
issues of autonomy relevant to the patients’ daily life such as
washing oneself, getting in and out of a car, or picking up coins
from a table top, they are presumably insufficiently graded to
capture relevant improvements in SMA patients. Besides, they
do not represent motor functions not related to the extremities
like swallowing which are nevertheless important for the patients’
QoL. Recently, the Spinal Muscular Atrophy Health Index
(SMA-HI) has been proposed as a novel means to capture the
disease burden from a patient’s perspective (36). Apart from
that, treatment expectations have been shown to be even higher
in less severely affected individuals (37), and other individual
psychological factors (38) might have influenced the patient-
reported QoL in our study. In fact, a depression episode was not
evident in any of the included patients during the study. The
small number of patients included might be another limitation
of our study, but the cohort was rather homogenous, comprising
predominantly non-ambulatory SMA type 3 patients, and the
sample size sufficed to detect significant motor improvement.

Furthermore, an observation period of more than 1 year after
the beginning of nusinersen treatment should be sufficient for the
detection of treatment effects.

In conclusion, nusinersen treatment does not lead to an
increase in health-related QoL of adult SMA patients as measured
by the Neuro-QoL for upper/lower extremity function. Disease-
specific questionnaires should be used to re-evaluate the impact
of nusinersen treatment on QoL in future studies.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The raw data supporting the conclusions of this article will be
made available by the authors, without undue reservation.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The studies involving human participants were reviewed and
approved by Ethics Committee of the University Duisburg-
Essen (approval number 18–8285-BO), Robert-Koch-Strasse 9-
11, 45147 Essen, Germany. The patients/participants provided
their written informed consent to participate in this study.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

ATh, TH, and CK: conceptualization. ATh and TH: methodology
and formal analysis. ATh, SB, KK, JM, BS, ATo, CD, and TH:
investigation. ATh, SB, KK, JM, BS, ATo, and TH: resources. ATh:
writing – original draft. ATh, SB, KK, JM, BS, ATo, CD, CK, and
TH: writing – review and editing. All authors contributed to the
article and approved the submitted version.

FUNDING

This work was supported by the Universitätsmedizin Essen
Clinician Scientist Academy (UMEA) and sponsored by Biogen
(Cambridge, MA, USA). The funder was not involved in
the study design, collection, analysis, interpretation of data,
the writing of this article or the decision to submit it
for publication.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

The Supplementary Material for this article can be found
online at: https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fneur.
2021.812063/full#supplementary-material

REFERENCES

1. D’Amico A, Mercuri E, Tiziano F, Bertini E. Spinal muscular atrophy.

Orphanet J Rare Dis. (2011) 6:71. doi: 10.1186/1750-1172-6-71

2. Lefebvre S, Bürglen L, Reboullet S, Clermont O, Burlet P, Viollet L,

et al. Identification and characterization of a spinal muscular atrophy-

determining gene. Cell. (1995) 80:155–65. doi: 10.1016/0092-8674(95)9

0460-3

3. Butchbach MER. Copy number variations in in the survival motor neuron

genes: implications for spinal muscular atrophy and other neurodegenerative

diseases. Front Mol Biosci. (2016) 3:7. doi: 10.3389/fmolb.2016.

00007

4. Swoboda KJ, Prior TW, Scott CB, McNaught TP, Wride MC, Reyna SP,

et al. Natural history of denervation in SMA: relation to age, SMN2 copy

number, and function. Ann Neurol. (2005) 57:704–12. doi: 10.1002/ana.

20473

5. Wirth B, Brichta L, Schrank B, Lochmüller H, Blick S, Baasner A, et al.

Mildly affected patients with spinal muscular atrophy are partially protected

by an increased SMN2 copy number. Hum Genet. (2006) 119:422–8.

doi: 10.1007/s00439-006-0156-7

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org 8 January 2022 | Volume 12 | Article 812063

https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fneur.2021.812063/full#supplementary-material
https://doi.org/10.1186/1750-1172-6-71
https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(95)90460-3
https://doi.org/10.3389/fmolb.2016.00007
https://doi.org/10.1002/ana.20473
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00439-006-0156-7
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology#articles


Thimm et al. QoL in SMA

6. Lunn M, Wang C. Spinal muscular atrophy. Lancet. (2008) 371:2120–33.

doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(08)60921-6

7. Sugarman E, Nagan N, Zhu H, Akmaev VR, Zhou Z, Rohlfs EM, et al. Pan-

ethnic carrier screening and prenatal diagnosis for spinal muscular atrophy:

clinical laboratory analysis of >72,400 specimens. Eur J Hum Genet. (2012)

20:27–32. doi: 10.1038/ejhg.2011.134

8. Verhaart I, Robertson A, Wilson I, Aartsma-Rus A, Cameron S, Jones

CC, et al. Prevalence, incidence and carrier frequency of 5q-linked spinal

muscular atrophy - a literature review. Orphanet J Rare Dis. (2017) 12:124.

doi: 10.1186/s13023-017-0671-8

9. Dubowitz V. Very severe spinal muscular atrophy (SMA type 0): an

expanding clinical phenotype. Eur J Paediatr Neurol. (1999) 3:49–51.

doi: 10.1053/ejpn.1999.0181

10. MacLeod M, Taylor J, Lunt P, Matthews C, Robb S. Prenatal onset

spinal muscular atrophy. Eur J Paediatr Neurol. (1999) 3:65–72.

doi: 10.1053/ejpn.1999.0184

11. Mercuri E, Pera M, Scoto M, Finkel R, Muntoni F. Spinal muscular atrophy -

insights and challenges in the treatment era.Nat Rev Neurol. (2020) 16:706–15.

doi: 10.1038/s41582-020-00413-4

12. Hoy S. Onasemnogene abeparvovec: first global approval. Drugs. (2019)

79:1255–62. doi: 10.1007/s40265-019-01162-5

13. Dhillon S. Risdiplam: first approval. Drugs. (2020) 80:1853–8.

doi: 10.1007/s40265-020-01410-z

14. Hoy S. Nusinersen: first global approval. Drugs. (2017) 77:473–9.

doi: 10.1007/s40265-017-0711-7

15. Wurster C, Ludolph A. Antisense oligonucleotides in neurological

disorders. Ther Adv Neurol Disord. (2018) 11:1756286418776932.

doi: 10.1177/1756286418776932

16. Finkel R, Mercuri E, Darras B, Connolly AM, Kuntz NL, Kirschner J, et al.

Nusinersen versus sham control in infantile-onset spinal muscular atrophy. N

Engl J Med. (2017) 377:1723–32. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa1702752

17. Mercuri E, Darras B, Chiriboga C, Day JW, Campbell C, Connolly AM, et al.

Nusinersen versus sham control in later-onset spinalmuscular atrophy.NEngl

J Med. (2018) 378:625–35. doi: 10.1056/NEJMoa1710504

18. Hagenacker T, Wurster C, Günther R, Schreiber-Katz O, Osmanovic A,

Petri S, et al. Nusinersen in adults with 5q spinal muscular atrophy: a non-

interventional, multicentre, observational cohort study. Lancet Neurol. (2020)

2020:317–25. doi: 10.1016/S1474-4422(20)30037-5

19. Sansone V, Walter M, Attarian S, Delstanche S, Mercuri E, Lochmüller H,

et al. Measuring outcomes in adults with spinal muscular atrophy - challenges

and future directions - meeting report. J Neuromuscul Dis. (2020) 7:523–34.

doi: 10.3233/JND-200534

20. Smeriglio P, Langard P, Querin G, Biferi MG. The identification of novel

biomarkers is required to improve adult SMA patient stratification, diagnosis

and treatment. J Pers Med. (2020) 10:75. doi: 10.3390/jpm10030075

21. Cella D, Lai J, Nowinski C, Victorson D, Peterman A, Miller D,

et al. Neuro-QOL: brief measures of health-related quality of life

for clinical research in neurology. Neurology. (2012) 78:1860–7.

doi: 10.1212/WNL.0b013e318258f744

22. WanH, Carey K, D’Silva A, Vucic S, KiernanMC, Kasparian NA, et al. Health,

wellbeing and lived experience of adults with SMA: a scoping systematic

review. Orphanet J Rare Dis. (2020) 15:70. doi: 10.1186/s13023-020-1339-3

23. Landfeldt E, Edström J, Sejersen T, Tulinius M, Lochmüller H, Kirschner J.

Quality of life of patients with spinal muscular atrophy: a systematic review.

Eur J Paediatr Neurol. (2019) 23:347–56. doi: 10.1016/j.ejpn.2019.03.004

24. Kaufmann P, McDermott M, Darras B, Finkel RS, Sproule DM, Kang PB, et al.

Prospective cohort study of spinal muscular atrophy types 2 and 3.Neurology.

(2012) 79:1889–97. doi: 10.1212/WNL.0b013e318271f7e4

25. Piepers S, Berg Lvd, Brugman F, Scheffer H, Ruiterkamp-Versteeg M, van

Engelen BG, et al. A natural history study of late onset spinal muscular atrophy

types 3b and 4. J Neurol. (2008) 255:1400–4. doi: 10.1007/s00415-008-0929-0

26. Uttley L, Carlton J, Woods HB, Brazier J. A review of quality of life themes

in duchenne muscular dystrophy for patients and carers. Health Qual Life

Outcomes. (2018) 16:237. doi: 10.1186/s12955-018-1062-0

27. Elsenbruch S, Schmid J, Lutz S, Geers B, Schara U. Self-reported quality of life

and depressive symptoms in children, adolescents, and adults with duchenne

muscular dystrophy: a cross-sectional survey study. Neuropaediatrics. (2013)

44:257–64. doi: 10.1055/s-0033-1347935

28. Uzark K, King E, Cripe L, Spicer R, Sage J, Kinnett K, et al. Health-related

quality of life in children and adolescents with duchenne muscular dystrophy.

Pediatrics. (2012) 130:1559–66. doi: 10.1542/peds.2012-0858

29. McDonald C, Campbell C, Torricelli R, Finkel RS, Flanigan KM,

Goemans N, et al. Ataluren in patients with nonsense mutation duchenne

muscular dystrophy (ACT DMD): a multicentre, randomised, double-

blind, placebo-controlled, phase 3 trial. Lancet. (2017) 390:1489–98.

doi: 10.1016/S0140-6736(17)31611-2

30. Pera M, Coratti G, Forcina N, Mazzone ES, Scoto M, Montes J, et al.

Content validity and clinical meaningfulness of the HFMSE in spinal

muscular atrophy. BMC Neurol. (2017) 17:39. doi: 10.1186/s12883-017-

0790-9

31. Mix L,Winter B,Wurster C, Platen S,Witzel S, Uzelac Z, et al. Quality of life in

SMA patients under treatment with nusinersen. Front Neurol. (2021) 12:1–8.

doi: 10.3389/fneur.2021.626787

32. AlRuthia Y, Almuaythir G, Alrasheed H, Alsharif WR, Temsah

MH, Alsohime F, et al. Proxy-reported quality of life and access to

nusinersen among patients with spinal muscular atrophy in Saudi

Arabia. Patient Prefer Adherence. (2021) 15:729–39. doi: 10.2147/PPA.S3

05849

33. Osmanovic A, Ranxha G, Kumpe M, Wurster CD, Stolte B, Cordts I,

et al. Treatment satisfaction in 5q-spinal muscular atrophy under nusinersen

therapy. Ther Adv Neurol Disord. (2021) 14:1–19. doi: 10.1177/17562864219

98902

34. Meyer T, Maier A, Uzelac Z, Hagenacker T, Günther R, Schreiber-Katz O, et al.

Treatment expectations and perception of therapy in adult patients with spinal

muscular atrophy receiving nusinersen. Eur J Neurol. (2021) 28:2582–95.

doi: 10.1111/ene.14902

35. Kizina K, Stolte B, Totzeck A, Bolz S, Schlag M, Ose C, et al.

Fatigue in adults with spinal muscular atrophy under treatment

with nusinersen. Sci Rep. (2020) 10:11069. doi: 10.1038/s41598-020-6

8051-w

36. Zizzi C, Luebbe E,Mongiovi P, HunterM, Dilek N, Garland C, et al. The spinal

muscular atrophy health index: a novel outcome for measuring how a patient

feels and functions.Muscle Nerve. (2021) 63:837–44. doi: 10.1016/j.nmd.2021.

02.006

37. Osmanovic A, Ranxha G, Kumpe M, Müschen L, Binz C, Wiehler F,

et al. Treatment expectations and patient-reported outcomes of nusinersen

therapy in adult spinal muscular atrophy. J Neurol. (2020) 267:2398–407.

doi: 10.1007/s00415-020-09847-8

38. Szczesniak M, Swiatek A, Cieslak M, Swidurska D. Disease acceptance

and eudemonic well-being among adults with physical disabilities: the

mediator effect of meaning in life. Front Psychol. (2020) 11:525560.

doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2020.525560

Conflict of Interest: KK and BS received travel reimbursement and speaker

honoraria from Biogen. CK received honoraria from Biogen and Roche. TH

received honoraria from Novartis, Biogen, and Roche and research support from

Biogen, Roche, and AveXis.

The remaining authors declare that the research was conducted in the absence of

any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a potential

conflict of interest.

Publisher’s Note: All claims expressed in this article are solely those of the authors

and do not necessarily represent those of their affiliated organizations, or those of

the publisher, the editors and the reviewers. Any product that may be evaluated in

this article, or claim that may be made by its manufacturer, is not guaranteed or

endorsed by the publisher.

Copyright © 2022 Thimm, Brakemeier, Kizina, Munoz Rosales, Stolte, Totzeck,

Deuschl, Kleinschnitz and Hagenacker. This is an open-access article distributed

under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY). The use,

distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the original

author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original publication

in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice. No use,

distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Neurology | www.frontiersin.org 9 January 2022 | Volume 12 | Article 812063

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(08)60921-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/ejhg.2011.134
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13023-017-0671-8
https://doi.org/10.1053/ejpn.1999.0181
https://doi.org/10.1053/ejpn.1999.0184
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41582-020-00413-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40265-019-01162-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40265-020-01410-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40265-017-0711-7
https://doi.org/10.1177/1756286418776932
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1702752
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMoa1710504
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1474-4422(20)30037-5
https://doi.org/10.3233/JND-200534
https://doi.org/10.3390/jpm10030075
https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.0b013e318258f744
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13023-020-1339-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpn.2019.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.0b013e318271f7e4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00415-008-0929-0
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12955-018-1062-0
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0033-1347935
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2012-0858
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)31611-2
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12883-017-0790-9
https://doi.org/10.3389/fneur.2021.626787
https://doi.org/10.2147/PPA.S305849
https://doi.org/10.1177/1756286421998902
https://doi.org/10.1111/ene.14902
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-68051-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nmd.2021.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00415-020-09847-8
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.525560
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology
https://www.frontiersin.org
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/neurology#articles


This text is made available via DuEPublico, the institutional repository of the University of
Duisburg-Essen. This version may eventually differ from another version distributed by a
commercial publisher.

DOI: 10.3389/fneur.2021.812063
URN: urn:nbn:de:hbz:465-20220804-113335-3

This work may be used under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0
License (CC BY 4.0).

https://duepublico2.uni-due.de/
https://duepublico2.uni-due.de/
https://doi.org/10.3389/fneur.2021.812063
https://nbn-resolving.org/urn:nbn:de:hbz:465-20220804-113335-3
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Assessment of Health-Related Quality of Life in Adult Spinal Muscular Atrophy Under Nusinersen Treatment—A Pilot Study
	Introduction
	Methods
	Study Design and Participants
	Questionnaire and Motor Function Tests
	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	Supplementary Material
	References


