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ABSTRACT 

Objective 

To assess in adult spinal muscular atrophy (SMA) patients the construct validity and 

responsiveness of several outcome measures. 

Methods 

Patients older than 15 years and followed-up at least for 6 months, between October 

2015 and August 2020, with one motor function scale (Hammersmith Functional Motor 

Scale Expanded, HFMSE; Revised Upper Limb module, RULM) in five referral centers 

were included. Bedside functional scales (Egen Klassification, EK2; Revised 

Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis Functional Rating Scale, ALSFRS-R) were also 

collected when available. Correlations and regression models were performed to 

evaluate the construct validity. The monthly slopes of change were used to calculate 

their responsiveness. 

Results 

The study included 79 SMA patients, followed up for a mean of 16 months. All scales 

showed strong or very strong correlations with each other. A floor effect in motor 

function scales was found in weakest patients (HFMSE < 5 and RULM<10), and a 

ceiling effect in stronger patients (with HFMSE >55 and RULM > 35), when compared 

with other scales. ALSFRS-R (B=0.72) showed a strong discriminating ability between 

walkers, sitters, and non-sitters, and HFMSE (B=0.86) between walkers and sitters. The 

responsiveness was overall low, although in treated patients a moderate responsiveness 

was found for ALSFRS-R and HFMSE in walkers (0.69 and 0.61 respectively), and for 

EK2 in sitters (0.65) and non-sitters (0.60). 

Conclusions 
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This study shows the validity in SMA adult patients of commonly used scales. Overall, 

bedside functional scales showed some advantages over motor function scales, although 

all scales showed low responsiveness in untreated patients. 
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Introduction 

5q spinal muscular atrophy (SMA) is a genetic neurodegenerative disease, causing 

progressive muscular weakness and atrophy, followed by respiratory insufficiency, 

dysarthria and dysphagia.1 According to the age of symptoms onset and to the highest 

acquired motor milestone, SMA children are typically classified in type 1-3. SMA type 

1 patients will never be able to sit unsupported, while SMA type 2 patients will never be 

able to walk independently.1 The rare type 4 patients typically start after 30 years old 

and will not present any noteworthy disability.2 Since SMA is a progressive disease, the 

SMA type does not reliably inform about the actual functionality in the adulthood. 

Therefore, adult SMA patients, are preferably functionally classified in non-sitters, 

sitters and walkers.1,3 

In the last few years, two genetic-based therapies (nusinersen and risdiplam) have been 

approved for the treatment of adult SMA patients. However, high quality evidence of 

their efficacy in this subpopulation is lacking. One major drawback is how to measure 

changes in adult SMA patients.  

On the one hand, motor function scales assess the ability of a patient to perform certain 

tasks in the clinic, which are used as proxies of day-to-day patients’ functionality.2 The 

Hammersmith Functional Motor Scale Expanded (HFMSE) and the Revised Upper 

Limb Module (RULM) are probably the most widely used motor scales in late-onset 

SMA patients.3–7 However, they require qualified staff, appropriate facilities and are 

time-consuming.2 Moreover, they have been developed and validated in paediatric 

populations and its construct validity or sensitivity in adult patients has not been 

formally assessed.2,3 Other motor scales frequently used in adults SMA patients are the 

muscle strength measurement and the 6 Minute Walk Test (6MWT).8–13 Nevertheless, 
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there is no consensus on how to measure the muscle strength and the 6MWT can only 

be used in ambulant SMA patients. 

On the other hand, bedside functional scales measure patients’ disability, based on a 

rater’s scoring of certain signs or symptoms. Compared with motor function scales, they 

are usually faster and easier to administer. Consequently, they are frequently used as 

outcome measures in both clinical practice and research in adult patients with 

neurodegenerative diseases. The Egen classification 2 (EK2) scale, the revised version 

of Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis Functional Rating Scale (ALSFRS-R) and the SMA 

Functional Rating Scale (SMAFRS) are the most frequently used bedside functional 

scales in adult SMA patients.3 They are reliable, fast, and easy to use, but data on their 

construct validity and responsiveness (i.e. sensitivity to change) in adult SMA patients 

are lacking or scarce.7,10,12,14  

Therefore, this study aimed to assess the construct validity and responsiveness of a set 

of motor function (HFMSE, RULM, 6MWT) and bedside functional (EK2 and 

ALSFRS) scales in adult SMA patients.  These properties could help to define their 

usefulness for both clinical trials and clinical practice. 

Methods 

Study design and participants 

For this prospective observational study, SMA patients from 5 centres in Spain were 

included (Hospital la Fe, Hospital Sant Joan de Deu, Hospital de Bellvitge, Hospital 

Virgen de la Arrixaca, Hospital de Basurto). The inclusion criteria were: a) genetically 

confirmed SMA (biallelic mutation in SMN1); b) older than 15 years old at the baseline 

visit; c) data on at least one functional and motor scale at the time of the study closure 

(August 10th 2020). Some patients were treated with nusinersen according to the routine 
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clinical practice. When available, retrospective data of untreated patients were also 

collected from October 2015. 

Procedures 

Motor and functional scales were administered every 6-12 months by experienced 

and/or trained neurologists and physiotherapists. Although all centres shared the same 

protocol, some tests were missing in some visits. Moreover, not all scales are applicable 

to all patients (see below). Consequently, the number of subjects varies as per scale and 

visit. 

Clinical variables and outcomes 

Age, gender, and age at symptom’s onset and the presence of severe scoliosis (>45º 

Cobb angle) and/or scoliosis surgery were recorded in all the patients upon recruitment. 

Patients were classified in type 1 to 4 as defined elsewhere,2 as well as in functional 

subgroups:1 walkers (able to walk at least 5 steps without assistance), sitters (able to sit 

without assistance nor head support for more than 10 seconds) and non-sitters.  

For this study, following scales were collected: 

1. HFMSE consists of 33 items, with a maximum of 66 points (higher scores 

indicating better function). It was originally designed for the assessment of high 

functioning type II and type III SMA patients, that is, sitters and walkers.15 It has 

been validated in SMA children.16 Although its content validity and clinical 

meaningfulness has also been explored in adults,17 a significant floor effect has 

been found in these patients.13   

2. RULM: It includes 20 items with a maximum score of 37 (higher scores 

indicating better function).18 Although it has been validated in both ambulant 

and non-ambulant patients, it shows ceiling effect in up to a third of ambulant 
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SMA type 3 patients (without upper limb weakness)19 and floor effect at least in 

a proportion of non-sitters.6  

3. 6MWT: It measures the distance a patient is able to walk within 6 minutes, and 

it has been validated in ambulant adult SMA patients.11 

4. EK2 is a functional scale that includes 17 items on 8 daily-life categories 

(wheelchair use, wheelchair transfers, trunk mobility, eating, swallowing, 

breathing, coughing, fatigue). Each item is scored from 0 to 3 for a maximum of 

51 points (higher scores indicating worse function). EK2 was designed for non-

ambulatory SMA patients, and its convergent validity has been shown in SMA 

patients with different age ranges, including older adults.20–22  

5. ALSFRS-R is a functional scale that includes 12 items on 4 domains (bulbar, 

upper limbs, lower limbs, respiratory). Each item is scored from 0 to 4 for a 

maximum of 48 points (higher scores indicating better function). It was designed 

for ALS patients, but it has also been used to assess disability in SMA 

patients,10,23 although a formal validation is lacking. 

6. The percent-predicted forced vital capacity (FVC%). 

Statistical analysis 

Data were summarised as means, standard deviations, medians, and first and third 

quartiles for the continuous variables, and as relative and absolute frequencies for the 

categorical variables. Exploratory descriptive analyses were used to assure the quality of 

the data. 

Convergent validity of the different scales was assessed by means of a correlation 

matrix, using Spearman’s rho correlations. The strength of correlation was quantified as 

moderate when rs = 0.50 to 0.69, strong when rs = 0.70 to 0.89 and very strong when rs 
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> 0.90. Scatter plots with trend lines were estimated by local regressions’ analysis to 

assess possible floor and ceiling effects of the different scales. 

For the discriminant validity assessment either logistic (EK2, HFMSE) or ordinal 

(ALSFRS-R, RULM, FVC%) regressions models were performed for each scale, using 

as response variable the functional classification (walker, sitter, non-sitter). We then 

assessed the concordance between the predictions made by these models and the actual 

classification, using the Bangdiwala’s observer agreement card for ordinal variables.24 

The agreement was quantified as moderate when B = 0.50 to 0.69, strong when B = 

0.70 to 0.89 and very strong when B > 0.90.24 

The responsiveness of each scale was studied by analyzing their monthly slopes of 

change between the baseline and last available follow-up, using a linear regression. 

These slopes were then expressed as standardized response means (SRMs) by 

calculating the ratios of the mean slopes to their SDs.25 Responsiveness was considered 

low if < 0.50, moderate if ranging from 0.50 to 0.79, and large if > 0.80.25 

All analyses were pre-specified before looking at the data. P values < 0.05 were 

considered statistically significant. All the statistical analyses and graphs were 

performed with the R software (version 4.0.3). 

Ethical approval 

The study was approved by the Ethics Committee for Biomedical Research of Instituto 

de Investigación Sanitaria la Fe and Fundació Sant Joan de Déu. All the participants 

gave written informed consent. 

Results 

Patients’ characteristics 
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The study included 79 SMA patients. Their demographic and clinical characteristics are 

summarised in Table 1. As expected, patients’ functional subgroups differed in their 

clinical characteristics, although there was a considerable overlap in the SMA types and 

SMN2 copy number.  

Convergent validity 

All motor function and bedside functional scales showed either strong or very strong 

correlation with each other (Figure 1). The greatest correlations were between EK2 and 

ALSFRS-R (rs = -0.96) and between HFMSE and ALSFRS-R (rs = 0.89). The weakest 

correlations were between FVC and HFMSE (rs = 0.5) and between FVC and 6MWT 

(rs = -0.04).  

Compared with ALSFRS-R, EK2 and RULM, a floor effect of HFMSE was found in 

weakest sitters (HFMSE < 5, Figure 2A and 2B and 2G). Moreover, a ceiling effect was 

apparent for walkers with HFMSE >55, when compared with 6MWT (Figure 2C). 

Regarding RULM, a floor effect was found in patients with RULM < 10, when 

compared with ALSFRS-R and EK2 (Figure 2D and 2E); and a ceiling effect in patients 

with RULM > 35 when compared with ALSFRS-R, 6MWT and HFMSE (Figure 2D, 

2F and 2G). ALSFRS-R and EK2 showed no apparent floor or ceiling effect, when 

compared with each other (Figure 2H) or with motor scales (Figure 2A, 2B, 2D, 2E and 

2I). 

Discriminant validity 

All scales discriminated between functional subgroups, although with considerable 

overlap in most of them. Among those tests applicable to all subgroups of patients, only 

ALSFRS-R showed a strong discriminating ability (B = 0.72, Figure 3A). RULM 

showed moderate discriminating ability (B = 0.62, Figure 3B) and FVC low (B = 0.35, 
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Figure 3C). Among those scales applicable only to two subgroups of patients, HFMSE 

showed strong discriminating ability between walkers and sitters (B = 0.86, Figure 3D) 

and EK2 moderate between sitters and non-sitters (B = 0.68, Figure 3E). 

Responsiveness 

Both treated and untreated patients were followed up for a mean of 16 months. In 

untreated patients the responsiveness was overall low (Table 2): in walkers no measure 

appeared to adequately capture worsening during follow up, while ALSFRS-R was the 

most responsive measure in sitters (-0.43) and FVC in non-sitters (-0.37). In treated 

patients, the responsiveness was overall low too, with some exceptions (Table 3). 

Moderate responsiveness was found for ALSFRS-R and HFMSE in walkers (0.69 and 

0.61 respectively), and for EK2 in sitters (0.65) and non-sitters (0.60). 

Discussion 

In this longitudinal study, we addressed for the first time the validation of a set of motor 

and functional scales frequently used in the clinical practice to evaluate both the natural 

history and the efficacy of nusinersen in adult SMA patients.5,6,10,26 Until recently, adult 

SMA patients had been frequently disengaged and neglected from both health services 

and research studies.27–29 The approval of disease-modifying treatments has resulted in a 

substantial rise of referrals, and an increasing interest of research in adult SMA 

patients.29,30 At present, motor function scales most frequently used in adult SMA 

patients have been designed and validated in children. However, both populations 

present considerable differences (e.g., in disease progression rate, contractures and 

scoliosis, comorbidities, etc.…) that could diversely affect the performance of motor 

scales. Moreover, few data on functional scales are available in SMA, despite they are 
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frequent outcome measures in both clinical practice and research in most 

neurodegenerative diseases.31 

Both valid and responsive scales are warranted to improve research in adult SMA 

patients. Therefore, we used longitudinal data of a multicentre cohort of adult SMA 

patients to assess the main properties of motor function and bedside functional scales, 

which will be discussed hereafter. 

HFMSE 

HFMSE was designed to evaluate type 2 and 3 SMA patients and has been widely used 

in clinical practice and research. Although its content validity and clinical 

meaningfulness has been shown in adult SMA patients,17 its construct validity has not 

been formally assessed in adult SMA patients. Consistently with previous results in 

children,14,16,32 we found that HFMSE strongly correlates with other motor function and 

bedside functional scales, and discriminated well between sitters and walkers, 

suggesting its convergent and discriminant validity also in adult patients. However, it 

correlated only moderately with FVC%, suggesting less convergent validity in more 

severely affected patients (weakest sitters). Indeed, it showed a floor effect in weakest 

sitters (HFMSE < 5) when compared with other motor and functional scales (ALSFRS-

R, EK2 and RULM). Interestingly, a similar floor effect has been recently described in 

type 2 and type 3a adults, when compared with the muscle strength.13  Moreover, we 

found some ceiling effect in highly functioning walkers (HFMSE > 60), when HFMSE 

was compared with 6MWT. Remarkably, the floor and ceiling effect together with some 

pitfalls in their psychometric properties (such as a strong differential item functioning 

with age) had been previously suggested and led to a new version, the Revised 

Hammersmith Scale (RHS).33,34 Finally, we found a moderate responsiveness in treated 
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walkers, suggesting that it could be useful to detect the effect of new treatments in this 

subgroup of patients, as has been previously shown.5,6 

RULM 

RULM was designed with the help of Rasch analysis, to evaluate upper limb function in 

type 2 and 3 SMA patients.18 Its convergent validity was demonstrated by showing 

strong correlation with HFMSE, ALSFRS-R, EK2 and FVC in a study with type 2 and 3 

SMA patients of mixed ages, but mostly children.19 However, it correlated only 

moderately with 6MWT, suggesting less convergent validity in strong walkers. We 

confirmed these findings in adult patients and found a ceiling effect in patients with 

RULM > 35, when compared with ALSFRS-R, HFMSE and 6MWT. Moreover, a mild 

floor effect was also found in weakest patients scoring <10 in RULM, when compared 

with ALSFRS-R and EK2. RULM showed only moderate discriminant validity, since 

sitters scores were very variable. Its responsiveness after 16 months of follow up was 

overall low in all patients, confirming that few changes can be expected in short time 

periods (less than two years),19 even after treatment with nusinersen. 

6MWT 

This study confirms the convergent validity of 6MWT in ambulant adult SMA patients, 

which had been recently suggested.11 Moreover, it has been found useful to detect 

improvements in motor function and fatigability after nusinersen treatment.5,6,10,35 

However, the 6MWT is only applicable to walkers. Furthermore, its responsiveness and 

reliability have been found to be lower than other clinical outcome measures in this and 

previous studies,12,26,36 probably limiting its utility, when compared with other 

measures. 

EK2 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted June 15, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.12.21258357doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.12.21258357


14 

Vázquez et al 

 

14 

 

The construct validity of EK2 has been previously suggested in a study including a 

large proportion of adults.37 This study confirms its convergent validity, by showing 

strong correlations with HFMSE, RULM, ALSFRS-R and FVC%. Moreover, neither 

floor nor ceiling effect was found when compared with these scales. It also showed a 

moderate discriminating ability between sitters and non-sitters. Remarkably, it showed a 

consistent responsiveness in both sitters and non-sitters, which was moderate in the case 

of treated patients. This is in agreement with previous studies, which showed EK2 

ability to detect treatment-related changes in non-ambulant patients.14 Despite these 

encouraging data, a Rasch analysis found some pitfalls in this scale that must be 

considered.34 

ALSFRS-R 

Although not formally validated, ALSFRS-R has been widely used to assess disability 

in adult SMA patients,10,23,38 suggesting its content validity in them. Here, we 

demonstrate its construct validity. Strong correlations were found with all motor and 

functional scales, and neither floor nor ceiling effect was apparent, when compared with 

them. Furthermore, it showed a strong discriminating ability and a moderate 

responsiveness in treated walkers. This is in contrast with previous studies,10,38 which 

failed to detect improvements in ALSFRS-R in ambulant adult SMA patients after 

nusinersen treatment. However, these studies were probably underpowered since they 

included only a few patients with short follow-up. 

FVC% 

The convergent validity of FVC% has been previously assessed in a large cohort of 

SMA patients, mostly children.39 This study confirms moderate correlations of FVC% 

with functional scales, albeit its discriminating ability and responsiveness was overall 
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low. However, it may still be useful in non-sitters, in whom its responsiveness is higher 

and respiratory endpoints are particularly clinically meaningful. 

Selecting the best outcome measures 

Selecting the best outcome measures in adult SMA patients is of the utmost importance 

to assess the efficacy of new treatments in both the clinical practice and clinical trials. 

However, the huge heterogeneity of adult patients (in both age and function), the slow 

decline rate and the scarcity of natural history studies are major challenges to be 

considered. All scales analysed here have their strengths and limitations. However, 

bedside functional scales have some advantages over motor function scales. Firstly, in 

comparison to most motor function scales, they are faster, cheaper and easier to 

administrate. Secondly, they can encompass and distinguish a great range of functional 

states, reducing the floor and ceiling effects of motor scales, as shown above. Thirdly, 

important items that are not covered in motor scales (e.g., fatigue and bulbar or 

respiratory problems) are addressed in functional scales. Fourthly, self and telematic 

administration of functional scales such as ALSFRS-R have been shown reliable and 

reproducible,40 facilitating patients’ follow up. Finally, bedside functional scales 

provide a unique insight into the clinical relevance of a score change at an individual 

level, which could be only inferred with motor scales.  

Accordingly, an overall good validity and responsiveness has been found in bedside 

functional scales, when compared with motor outcomes in this and other pilot studies in 

adult SMA patients.11,12,37,41 However, they are not without limitations. Reliability 

problems might appear if items are not clearly delimited. Moreover, some pitfalls, such 

as multidimensionality, have been found after a Rasch analysis of EK2 and ALSFRS-

R.34,42 Nevertheless, these limitations can be addressed with the use of different 

statistical approaches,43 or the development of new functional scales.42  
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Regarding motor function scales, those designed and validated in SMA children (such 

as HFMSE and RULM) showed overall acceptable construct validity also in adult 

patients. However, when compared with functional scales, they showed floor and 

ceiling effects in patients at the ends of the clinical spectrum. They also showed lower 

responsiveness in this and another study.12 Moreover, most of them are time-

consuming, require training and infrastructure, and are probably not useful in all 

functional subgroups. Overall, both motor and functional scales showed low sensitivity 

in untreated patients to detect changes after a median of 16 months. This is not 

surprising since SMA is a very slowly progressing disease in the adulthood. 

Interestingly, quantitative and semi-quantitative strength measures have shown very 

promising results in ambulant and non-ambulant adult SMA patients in natural history 

studies.11–13 These and the recently developed RHS33 warrant further studies in the adult 

population. 

Future studies should also assess the minimal detectable change and minimal clinically 

important change of the different scales.44 These parameters can help to quantify 

individual responses to treatment, guiding decisions about treatment discontinuation in 

the clinical practice or serving as endpoints in clinical trials. 

Given the complexity of measuring changes in adult SMA patients, we believe that the 

combined use of several outcome measures will be needed. Ideally, all measures should 

be applicable to all functional subgroups of patients (for example pinch strength, 

ALSFRS-R or FVC), unless the research is focused in one or two subgroups. Moreover, 

since each test may be more responsive in a different functional subgroup, stratification 

is recommended whenever possible. Finally, both patient reported outcomes45 and 

biomarkers should probably be incorporated into the research protocols. Thus, the use 
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of composite multimodal scores is an interesting approach that has been already 

tested.12 

Strengths and limitations 

The main strength of this study is the thorough evaluation of adult SMA patients that 

allowed us to validate several scales simultaneously. However, it also has several 

limitations, which are common in real-world studies in rare diseases. A greater sample 

size would have been desirable for the stratified results of responsiveness, especially for 

bedside functional scales and FVC% that were not routinely collected in all centers. 

Moreover, not all patients were visited at the same intervals and baseline patients’ 

characteristics were somewhat different in treated and untreated groups. All this can 

affect the responsiveness and, consequently, these results must be interpreted with 

caution. However, the statistical analysis was designed to minimize these limitations, 

for example by calculating the responsiveness based on the slopes of change. 

In conclusion, in this multicenter study we showed the validity in SMA adults of those 

scales most used to assess late-onset SMA. Overall, bedside functional scales showed 

some advantages over motor scales, although all analyzed scales showed limited 

responsiveness. New outcome measures should probably be developed and/or validated 

in adult SMA patients. Meanwhile, this study provides a framework for the selection of 

the most relevant scales in the evaluation of adult SMA patients in both the clinical 

practice and research. 
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Variable 
 

Non sitter 

(n = 30) 

Sitter 

(n = 25) 

Walker 

(n = 24) 

Age (years)  Mean (SD) 26.66 (12.77) 34.16 (12.71) 35.84 (14.34) 

 Median 

(IQR) 

21.55 (16.83, 

34.38) 

33.48 (25.14, 

43.59) 

33.51 (22.23, 

48.55) 

Male sex N (%) 15 (50%) 8 (32%) 14 (58.33%) 

SMA 

type 

  

2a 
N (%) 21 (70%) 1 (4%) 0 (0%) 

  

2b 
 3 (10%) 5 (20%) 0 (0%) 

  

3a 
 4 (13.33%) 13 (52%) 6 (25%) 

  

3b 
 2 (6.67%) 6 (24%) 15 (62.5%) 

  4  0 (0%) 0 (0%) 3 (12.5%) 

SMN2 

copies 

   1 N (%) 1 (3.33%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

2  5 (16.67%) 1 (4%) 1 (4.17%) 

3  22 (73.33%) 20 (80%) 8 (33.33%) 

4  2 (6.67%) 4 (16%) 15 (62.5%) 

Disease 

duration 

(years) 

Mean (SD) 25.45 (11.88) 30.21 (10.64) 25.19 (16) 

Median 

(IQR) 

20.88 (16.22, 

33.1) 

27.8 (22.47, 

39.1) 

23.44 (8.83, 

37.61) 
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NIV use N (%)    

  No  10 (34.48%) 20 (80%) 24 (100%) 

  8h  18 (62.07%) 5 (20%) 0 (0%) 

  24h  1 (3.45%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Gastrostomy N (%) 1 (3.33%) 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 

Severe 

scoliosis 
N (%) 30 (100%) 16 (64%) 1 (4.17%) 

Nusinersen N (%) 10 (33.33%) 16 (64%) 13 (54.17%) 

Salbutamol N (%) 20 (66.66%) 12 (48%) 9 (37.5%) 

HFMSE Mean (SD) NA (NA) 10.04 (8.84) 49.95 (11.54) 

 Median 

(IQR) 
NA (NA, NA) 6.5 (3.75, 16.5) 53.5 (44.75, 57) 

RULM Mean (SD) 6.69 (6.35) 19.03 (9.17) 33.35 (4.95) 

 Median 

(IQR) 
5 (1, 10.12) 19 (12.5, 25.5) 36 (30.75, 37) 

6MWT Mean (SD) NA (N) NA (NA) 342.06 (147.27) 

 Median 

(IQR) 
NA (NA, NA) NA (NA, NA) 

362.75 (221.25, 

454.5) 

ALSFRS-R Mean (SD) 18 (5.42) 30.58 (4.14) 42.25 (2.87) 

 Median 

(IQR) 
19 (16, 21) 31 (28, 32.5) 42.5 (40, 43.75) 

EK2 Mean (SD) 26.88 (8.75) 14.31 (6.92) NA (NA) 
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 Median 

(IQR) 

26.5 (21.25, 

32.5) 
14 (8.75, 19.25) NA (NA, NA) 

FVC% Mean (SD) 32.42 (17.06) 76.55 (37.62) 101.11 (17.23) 

 Median 

(IQR) 
31.6 (18.5, 40.5) 70.2 (49, 105) 

102.5 (88.78, 

110.75) 

Follow-up 

(months) 
Mean (SD) 16.19 (9.66) 14.95 (5.45) 16.64 (7.67) 

 Median 

(IQR) 
15.17 (9.8, 22.1) 

14.47 (11.43, 

17.73) 

15.3 (12.07, 

21.68) 

Table 1. Demographic and baseline clinical characteristics of SMA patients included in 

the study. ALSFRS-R: Revised version of the Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis Functional 

Scale; EK2: Egen Klassifikation 2; FVC%: Percent-predicted Forced Vital Capacity; 

HFMSE: Hammersmith Functional Motor Scale Expanded; RULM: Revised Upper 

Limb Module; 6MWT: 6-Minutes Walk Test. 
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Untreated 

patients 

RULM 

(n = 36) 

HFMSE 

(n = 21) 

6MWT 

(n =10) 

EK2 

(n = 24) 

ALSFRS-R 

(n = 19) 

FVC% 

(n = 33) 

Global  -0.13 0.15 0.25 0.24 -0.19 -0.39 

Walker -0.03 0.27 0.25 NA 0.37 NA 

Sitter -0.13 0.04 NA 0.21 -0.43 -0.16 

Non-sitter -0.18 NA NA 0.25 -0.30 -0.37 

 

Table 2. Standardized response means of each scale in untreated patients, globally and 

by functional subgroup. ALSFRS-R: Revised version of the Amyotrophic Lateral 

Sclerosis Functional Scale; EK2: Egen Klassifikation 2; FVC%: Percent-predicted 

Forced Vital Capacity; HFMSE: Hammersmith Functional Motor Scale Expanded; 

RULM: Revised Upper Limb Module; 6MWT: 6-Minutes Walk Test. 

 

Treated 

patients 

RULM 

(n = 39) 

HFMSE 

(n = 29)  

6MWT 

(n = 12) 

EK2 

(n = 14) 

ALSFRS-R 

(n = 31) 

FVC% 

(n = 39) 

Global  0.37 0.50 0.37 -0.69 0.38 0.18 

Walker 0.45 0.61 0.37 NA 0.69 0.18 

Sitter 0.36 0.37 NA -0.65 0.30 0.21 

Non-sitter 0.17 NA NA -0.60 -0.06 0.41 

Table 3. Standardized response means of each scale in treated patients, globally and by 

functional subgroup.  In bold, those scales showing moderate responsiveness. ALSFRS-

R: Revised version of the Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis Functional Scale; EK2: Egen 

Klassifikation 2; FVC%: Percent-predicted Forced Vital Capacity; HFMSE: 
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Hammersmith Functional Motor Scale Expanded; RULM: Revised Upper Limb 

Module; 6MWT: 6-Minutes Walk Test. 
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Figure 1. Graphical representation of correlations between outcome measures. Colors 

represent the strength of correlations and numbers correspond to Spearman’s rho 

correlations. 

Figure 2. Correlations of HFMSE and ALSFRS-R (A); HFMSE and EK2 (B); HFMSE 

and 6MWT (C); RULM and ALSFRS-R (D); RULM and EK2 (E); RULM and 6MWT 

(F); RULM and HFMSE (G); EK2 and ALSFRS-R (H); 6MWT and ALSFRS-R (I). 

Scatter plots with trend lines were estimated by local regression to analyse possible 

floor and ceiling effects of the different scales. ALSFRS-R: Revised version of the 

Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis Functional Scale; EK2: Egen Klassifikation 2; HFMSE: 

Hammersmith Functional Motor Scale Expanded; RULM: Revised Upper Limb 

Module; 6MWT: 6-Minutes Walk Test. 

Figure 3. Boxplots of ALSFRS-R (A), RULM (B), FVC% (C), HFMSE (D), and EK2 

(E), according to functional subgroups to represent the discriminating ability. ALSFRS-

R: Revised version of the Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis Functional Scale; EK2: Egen 

Klassifikation 2; FVC%: Percent-predicted Forced Vital Capacity; HFMSE: 

Hammersmith Functional Motor Scale Expanded; RULM: Revised Upper Limb 

Module. 
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