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Highlights 

• Subjective difficulties with turning in bed are a prodromal PD symptom. 

• Impaired bed mobility predicts synucleinopathy phenoconversion in at-risk groups. 

• Impaired bed mobility predicts development of motor complications in de novo PD. 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted March 10, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.08.22272005doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.08.22272005


 

 3 

 
Abstract 

Background 

Wearable technology research suggests that nocturnal movements are disturbed in early 

Parkinson’s disease (PD). In this study, we investigate if patients also already experience 

impaired bed mobility before PD diagnosis. Furthermore, we explore its association with 

motor and nonmotor features and its value for phenoconversion and disease progression 

prediction. 

 

Methods 

PPMI data were downloaded for de novo PD subjects, subjects at-risk for developing a 

synucleinopathy (with isolated REM sleep behavior disorder, hyposmia or a pathogenic 

mutation) and controls. Impaired bed mobility was assessed with the MDS-UPDRS part 2 

item 9. A frequency analysis was performed. Multivariable logistic regression analyses were 

used to investigate the association with other PD variables. Cox proportional-hazards models 

were used to test if difficulties with turning in bed could predict phenoconversion. Linear 

mixed models were used to evaluate if difficulties with turning in bed could predict disease 

progression. 

 

Results 

Of the at-risk subjects, 9.2-12.5% experienced difficulties with turning in bed vs. 25.0% of de 

novo PD subjects and 2.5% of controls. Impaired turning ability was associated with MDS-

UPDRS motorscore (axial signs in the at-risk group, bradykinesia in the de novo PD group) 

and SCOPA-AUT score (gastrointestinal symptoms). In addition, difficulties with turning in 
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bed were a significant predictor for phenoconversion in the at-risk group and for 

development of motor complications in the de novo PD group.  

 

Conclusion 

Our findings suggest that difficulties with turning in bed can be helpful as clinical symptom 

for a prodromal PD screening and for motor complication prediction in early PD. 
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1. Introduction 

Sleep disturbances are disabling features of Parkinson’s disease (PD) and related 

disorders. Some of these symptoms, such as REM sleep behavior and excessive daytime 

sleepiness, are regarded as early or prodromal symptoms [1]. In contrast, nocturnal impaired 

bed mobility (impaired turning ability and supine body position during sleep) is considered to 

be a symptom of advanced disease [2]. However, recent studies using wearables or 

polysomnographies already show disturbances of body position and turning speed/ability in 

early and prediagnostic PD compared to control subjects [3,4]. These results suggest that 

impaired bed mobility is a very early PD sign. This raises the question if these differences are 

only detectable using wearables or if patients also experience impaired bed mobility in the 

prodromal phase. If so, this symptom might contribute to phenoconversion prediction in 

populations at-risk. Furthermore, impaired bed mobility is regarded as a nocturnal motor 

symptom and “off” phenomenon in advanced PD [2]. However, the association with other 

motor and nonmotor symptoms in early PD and its possible impact on disease progression is 

less investigated. 

In this study, we investigate the frequency of subjective difficulties with turning in 

bed in patients with de novo PD and patients at-risk for developing a synucleinopathy. 

Furthermore, we investigate the factors associated with turning in bed in both groups. 

Finally, we investigate if impaired bed mobility predicts phenoconversion to a 

synucleinopathy in the at-risk group and if impaired bed mobility influences disease 

progression in the de novo PD group. 
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2. Methods 
 
2.1 Population 

The PPMI is an ongoing international multicenter observational cohort study 

investigating disease progression in PD with several PD populations and populations at-risk 

for developing PD and related disorders [5,6]. The methodology and details of the study 

assessments are available on the PPMI website (ppmi-info.org). The Institutional Review 

Board approved the PPMI program of each participating site and all participants gave their 

written informed consent to participate in the program.  

 

For our study, we included three study groups:  

1. Subjects with de novo PD. Inclusion criteria were a clinical diagnosis of PD [7] (resting 

tremor and/or bradykinesia and rigidity; or an asymmetric resting tremor/asymmetric 

bradykinesia), an age of ³ 30 years at the time of PD diagnosis, time since diagnosis < 2 

years, Hoehn and Yahr (H&Y) stage 1 or 2 [8], not expecting to require medication £ 6 

months from baseline and a dopamine transporter deficit on neuroimaging. Exclusion 

criteria were the use of PD medication £  60 days prior to baseline. 

2. Unaffected subjects at-risk for developing a synucleinopathy with either: 

- a prodromal PD feature [9]: either a polysomnographic confirmed isolated REM sleep 

behavior disorder (RBD) or a University of Pennsylvania Smelling Identification Test (UPSIT) 

confirmed hyposmia [10]. Inclusion criteria were an age  ³ 60 years. Exclusion criteria were a 

clinically ni significant neurological or psychiatric disorder (including a clinical diagnosis of PD 

or dementia), a Geriatric Depression Scale (GDS) score  ³ 10 [11], a State-Trait Anxiety 

Inventory (STAI) score ³ 54 [12] at baseline and a previously obtained MRI scan with 

evidence of a clinically significant neurological disorder. 
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- a pathogenic mutation [LRRK2, GBA or SNCA]. Inclusion criteria were age  ³ years 45 for 

LRRK2 and GBA and  ³ 30 years for SNCA mutation carriers. Exclusion criteria were a clinical 

PD diagnosis. 

3. Control subjects. Inclusion criteria were ³ 30 years at screening. Exclusion criteria were a 

clinically significant neurological disorder, a first-degree relative with idiopathic PD and a 

Montreal Cognitive Assessment (MoCA) score £ 26 [13]. 

Exclusion criteria for all groups were use of medication that could interfere with 

dopamine transporter imaging £ 6 months of screening, use of medication or medical 

conditions that were contra-indicated for a lumbar puncture, usage of investigational drugs 

or devices £ 60 days prior to baseline and development of an alternative diagnosis during 

follow-up. 

 

2.2 Clinical assessment 

The following demographics were evaluated: age, gender and time since diagnosis. 

Disease stage and severity were assessed with the H&Y stage and total scores of the 

Movement Disorder Society Unified Parkinson’s Disease rating scale (MDS-UPDRS) part 1 

(nonmotor aspect daily living), 2 (motor aspect daily living) and 3 (motor examination) [14]. 

The nonmotor assessment included total scores of MoCA (cognition) [13], Scales for 

outcomes in Parkinson’s disease - autonomic dysfunction (SCOPA-AUT) [15], STAI (anxiety) 

[12], Epworth Sleepiness Scale (ESS) [16], RBD screening questionnaire [17], UPSIT (smell) 

[10] and GDS (depression) [11]. For the MDS-UPDRS part 3 and SCOPA-AUT, subscores were 

calculated: MDS-UPDRS part 3 tremor (items 15-18), rigidity (item 3), bradykinesia (items 2, 

4-9 and 14) and axial (items 1, 9-13). SCOPA-AUT gastrointestinal symptoms (items 1-7), 

urinary dysfunction (items 8-13), cardiovascular dysfunction (items 14-16), thermoregulation 
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(items 17-21) and sexual dysfunction (items 22-23 for males and 24-25 for females). 

Difficulties turning over in bed at baseline were assessed with the MDS-UPDRS part 2 item 9 

and a score ³ 1 was classified as positive. Subjects with missing data on this item were 

excluded. Follow-up visits were scheduled every 3 months in the first year and every 6 

months afterwards. Data were downloaded in January 2021. We used the baseline data of 

all groups and the follow-up data for 5 years for the de novo PD group and follow-up data for 

4 years for the at-risk group. 

 

2.3 Statistical analyses 

Frequency differences in bed-turning difficulties between groups at baseline were 

tested with a Chi-square test. Within the at-risk group and the de novo PD group, differences 

in motor and nonmotor variables scores were compared between subjects with and without 

bed-turning difficulties. Kolmogorov-Smirnov tests were used to test the distribution of all 

variables. In addition, t-tests were used for normally distributed continuous variables, Mann 

Whitney U-test for non-normally distributed continues variables and Chi-square tests for 

categorical variables. 

To investigate which motor and nonmotor variables were associated with bed-

turning difficulties, a multivariable logistic regression model with a forced entry design was 

used for the at-risk and de novo PD groups. Impaired turning ability in bed was used as 

dependent variable and all variables that showed a significant difference in mean/median 

scores between groups were used as independent variables. MDS-UPDRS part 1 and 2 scores 

were not included because of their overlap with other nonmotor scales and the dependant 

variable. For the independent variables that had a statistically significant association with bed-
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turning difficulties, post-hoc multivariable logistic regression analyses were performed to test 

which subscores were associated with bed-turning difficulties.  

The at-risk group was followed up for 4 years and cox proportional-hazards models 

were used to test if impaired turning in bed at baseline could predict phenoconversion to a 

synucleinopathy (PD, dementia with Lewy bodies or Multiple System Atrophy). 

Phenoconversion was defined as an event when the diagnosis was consistent for ³ 2 visits or 

occurred at the most recent visit. Time to event was defined as the period from baseline 

until event in years. In the absence of a conversion event, data were censored at the most 

recent visit. First, a univariable Cox proportional-hazard model with bed-turning difficulties 

at baseline as a variable was used. Secondly, we performed a multivariable Cox proportional-

hazard model with also nonmotor variables (MOCA, SCOPA-AUT, STAI, ESS, RBD screening 

questionnaire, UPSIT and GDS) and age at baseline as covariates. Thirdly, a Cox proportional-

hazard model with both motor variables (MDS-UPDRS part 3 total score) and nonmotor 

variables at baseline as covariates were used. Hazard ratios with 95% intervals were 

calculated and Kaplan-Meier estimates and curves were generated.  

Linear mixed models (LMM) were used to test if impaired turning in bed at baseline 

could predict disease progression over 5 years in the de novo PD cohort. We fitted 3 

restricted maximum likelihood LMMs with an autoregressive covariance structure and as 

dependent variables: 1. UPDRS part 3 total score, 2. MoCA and 3. UPDRS part 4 total score. 

To improve normality of distribution of the residuals, testing was based upon log-

transformed values for the MoCA and UPDRS-4 scores. Difficulties with turning in bed and 

gender were included as fixed factors. Time, age, Levodopa equivalent daily dose (LEDD) and 

baseline scores of SCOPA-AUT, STAI, ESS, RBD screening questionnaire, UPSIT and GDS were 

added as fixed covariates. For the MDS-UPRDS-3 and MDS-UPDRS-4 model, the MoCA score 
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at baseline was also added as a fixed covariate and for MoCA and UPDRS-4 models, the 

UPDRS-3 score at baseline was at baseline added as a fixed covariate. Finally, the interaction 

between time and difficulties with turning in bed and between time and LEDD were included 

as fixed factors. Random intercepts were used for each subject, and time and LEDD were 

also included as random factors.  

A Bonferroni correction was used for multiple comparison correction, when 

appropriate. All analyses were performed with IBM SPSS Statistics for Mac (Version 26.0. 

Armonk, NY: IBM Corp.) 
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3. Results 
 
3.1 Cross-sectional analyses 

At baseline 421 subjects fulfilled the inclusion criteria in the de novo PD group vs 487 

subjects in the at-risk group (64 subjects with a prodromal PD feature and 423 subjects with 

a pathogenic mutation) and 195 subjects in the control group (figure 1). The frequency 

analysis results are summarized in table 1. The de novo PD group had the highest frequency 

of difficulties with turning in bed (57.6%), followed by subjects with a prodromal PD feature 

(12.5%), subjects with a genetic mutation (9.2%) and controls (2.6%), p<0.001. Differences in 

clinical parameters between subjects with and without difficulties with turning in bed are 

summarized in table 2 for the at-risk group and table 3 for the de novo PD group. 

The logistic regression analyses results are summarized in table 4. There was a significant 

effect of MDS-UPRDS-3 score (OR 1.1, p<0.001 de novo PD group; OR 1.1, p=0.001 at-risk 

group) and SCOPA-AUT score (OR 1.1, p=0.003 de novo PD group; OR 1.1, p=0.003 at-risk 

group) on difficulties with turning in bed in both groups. Using MDS-UPDRS 3 subscores, the 

effect was explained by axial symptoms in the at-risk group (OR=1.7, p<0.001) and by 

bradykinesia in the de novo PD group (OR 1.1, p=0.005). Using SCOPA-AUT subscores, the 

effect was explained by gastrointestinal symptoms in the de novo PD group (OR=1.2, 

p=0.001) with a trend towards significance in the at-risk group (OR 1.2, p=0.025 

uncorrected). 

 

3.2 Longitudinal analyses 

In the at-risk group, cox proportional-hazard models were used to investigate if turning 

difficulties at baseline could predict phenoconversion to a synucleinopathy within 4 years. 71 

subjects converted. Using a univariable model, difficulties with turning bed were a significant 
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predictor of phenoconversion (HR 2.40, CI 1.28-4.45, p=0.006, figure 2). The effect remained 

significant when controlling for nonmotor variables, age and gender (HR 2.40, CI 1.20-4.78, 

p=0.013). However, when also correcting for UPDRS motor score, the statistically significant 

effect disappeared (HR 1.43, CI 0.67-3.05, p=0.358), indicating that difficulties with turning in 

bed are a predictor of phenoconversion independent from nonmotor symptoms but 

dependent on motor signs during the day. 

In the de novo PD group, LMMs were used to test if impaired turning in bed at 

baseline could predict disease progression over 5 years. The results are summarized in table 

5 and figure 2. There was a significant effect of difficulties with turning in bed on UPDRS-3 

score (ß 4.40, p<0.001) without a significant effect of the interaction between difficulties 

with turning in bed and time (ß -0.01, p=0.939): indicating that subjects with difficulties with 

turning in bed at baseline have more severe motor signs (at baseline and during follow up) 

without faster motor progression. There was no significant effect of difficulties with turning 

in bed or the interaction with time on the MoCA score (ß 0.02, p=0.139 and ß 0.00, p=0.103). 

There was no significant effect of difficulties with turning in bed on UPDRS-4 score (ß -0.21, p 

0.015) with a statistically significant interaction between difficulties with turning in bed and 

time (ß 0.05, p<0.001): indicating that subjects with difficulties with turning in bed at 

baseline develop more severe motor complications within 5 years. 
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4. Discussion 

In this study, we investigated the frequency, associated symptoms, and predictive 

value of subjective difficulties with turning in bed in patients with the novo PD and patients 

at-risk to develop a synucleinopathy. Our main findings were a higher frequency of 

difficulties with turning in bed in both groups (25% and 9.2-12.5% vs 2.5% in the control 

group). In addition, difficulties with turning in bed were a predictor of phenoconversion in 

the at-risk group and a predictor of development of motor complications in the de novo PD 

group. Furthermore, difficulties with turning in bed were associated with motor signs (during 

the day) and autonomic symptoms. These findings combined suggest that difficulties with 

turning in bed are a very early PD symptom, that is easy to ask to patients and may be useful 

in clinical practice as part of prodromal PD screening and in disease progression prediction. 

 

4.1 Associated symptoms 

 Our results show an association between difficulties with turning in bed and motor 

signs (evaluated by MDS-UPDRS 3) and autonomic dysfunction (assessed by SCOPA-AUT). 

These findings are in line with Mirelman et al. [3], who described an association between 

reduced nocturnal movements and turning velocity (evaluated by sensors) in early PD. Our 

results additionally show that this association also relates to subjective turning difficulties 

and is already present before PD diagnosis.  

The association with motor signs during the day confirms that turning bed difficulties 

are an early nocturnal motor symptom and both are correlated. Using motor subscores, 

difficulties with turning in bed were mainly associated with axial signs in the at-risk group 

(OR 1.7, P<0.001). This seems logical considering the role of axial movements in turning in 

bed and is in line with the previously described correlation between impaired bed mobility 
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and axial signs in PD [2,18]. Difficulties with turning in bed in the de novo group were mainly 

associated with bradykinesia (OR 1.1, p=0.005), suggesting nocturnal bradykinesia as 

etiology. This might also be explained by the higher frequency of bradykinesia in the de novo 

PD group, since bradykinesia is an essential criterion for PD diagnosis. 

 The relation between impaired bed mobility and autonomic dysfunction is not clear. 

Previous studies showed a negative influence of autonomic dysfunction on sleep 

disturbances [19] and an association with RBD [20]. This influence might also involve sleep-

related and nocturnal movements. When using autonomic subscores, difficulties with 

turning in bed were mainly associated with gastrointestinal dysfunction (p=0.001 in the de 

novo group and p=0.025 [ uncorrected] in the at-risk group). This might suggest a 

pathophysiological involvement of the gut-brain axis [21].  

 

4.2 Disease progression 

 Our results show that patients that are at-risk of developing a synucleinopathy and 

who experience difficulties with turning in bed, more often phenoconvert than patients at-

risk without difficulties with turning in bed within 4 years (HR 2.4, P=0.006). These findings 

are in line with Fereshtehnejad et al., who showed that patients with isolated RBD who 

phenoconvert, start to develop difficulties with turning in bed around 4 years prior to PD 

diagnosis compared to healthy control subjects without RBD [22]. Our findings additionally 

show that this is also the case for other (genetic) at-risk groups and suggest that difficulties 

with turning in bed might be useful as a phenoconversion predictor within at-risk groups. 

When controlling for other features, difficulties with turning in bed were a significant 

predictor independently of nonmotor features. However, when controlling for MDS-UPDRS-

3 score, the significant effect disappeared: suggesting that motor signs during the day 
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modulate the predictive effect. This may be explained by the association between both as 

described above. This finding highlights the clinical relevance of evaluating extrapyramidal 

signs, especially axial signs, in patients who complain about difficulties with turning in bed in 

sleep medicine.  

Within the de novo PD group, patients who experienced difficulties with turning in 

bed developed more severe motor complications than patients without difficulties with 

turning in bed within 5 years (ß =0.05, p<0.001), independent of other motor and nonmotor 

variables and LEDD. Previous studies described that several factors can predict development 

of motor complications in PD: medication factors (LEDD and therapy response), 

neuropsychiatric factors (apathy, mood changes and anxiety), motor factors (MDS-UPDRS-2 

total score) and patients related factors (age at onset, BMI, education status) [23,24]. Our 

study adds difficulties with turning in bed as an independent predictor. This might increase 

specificity in identifying which patients are at-risk of developing motor complications, which 

could have therapeutic consequences in clinical practice. 

The relation between difficulties with turning in bed and the development of motor 

complications is unclear. In a cross-sectional study, Schaeffer et al. reported that MDS-

UPDRS 4 score predicts subjective nocturnal immobility [25]. Our longitudinal results, 

however, suggest an inverse relation. This could be a causal relation, in which impaired bed 

mobility reduces sleep quality, that might influence development of motor complications. 

However, until now no other sleep-related symptoms have been associated with 

development of motor complications. Alternatively, patients that experience difficulties with 

turning in bed, might be more aware or focused on their motor symptoms and might notice 

motor complications earlier, since both MDS-UPDRS 2 and 4 are subjective scales [25]. 
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Future studies that use objective outcome measures (such as sensors) might give more 

insight in this relation.  

 

4.3 Limitations 

Our study has several limitations. First, our study aimed to investigate subjective 

nocturnal immobility, in which nocturnal immobility was evaluated using the MDS-UPDRS-2 

questionnaire. Although our results clearly show that a significant amount of patients are 

aware of this symptom in both groups, the frequency is lower than in studies that used 

objective measures such as sensors and polysomnographies [3,4]. Consequently, our results 

may be an underestimation of true nocturnal bed immobility in (prodromal) PD. Usage of 

additional sensors would probably increase sensitivity and specificity and correct for 

misperception in nocturnal bed immobility evaluation. 

Furthermore, the relative high number of missing follow-up data in the at-risk group 

could have caused a selection bias for the survival analysis. The relatively low sample size of 

LBD and MSA subjects also did not allow us to discriminate between the different 

synucleinopathies. Finally, the follow-up data are limited to 4 and 5 years, so no conclusions 

can be drawn about long-term prediction.  

 

5. Conclusion and further directions 

In conclusion, our study confirms that subjective impaired bed mobility is an early PD 

symptom, that predicts phenoconversion in patients at-risk to develop a synucleinopathy 

and predicts the development of motor complications in patients with de novo PD. Future 

studies should evaluate the additional value of subjective and objective impaired bed 
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mobility in the general population as prodromal PD signs and explore the association 

between impaired bed mobility and development of motor complications. 
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6. Figures 

Figure 1: Overview of included PPMI subjects 

 

Flowchart of included subjects. PPMI=Parkinson Progression Marker Initiative, 

PD=Parkinson’s disease, N=number. 
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Figure 2: Longitudinal analyses results 

 

Differences in disease course between subjects with and subjects without difficulties with 

turning in bed. A. is a Kaplan-Meyer curve that shows the probability of phenoconversion to a 

synucleinopathy in the at-risk group. B. shows the mean results of motor progression in the de 

novo PD group. C. shows the mean results of the development of motor complications in the 

de novo PD group. PD=Parkinson’s Disease. MDS-UPDRS=Movement Disorder Society-Unified 

Parkinson’s Disease Rating scale. 
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7. Tables 
 
Table 1. Frequency analysis results 

 
 Total (N) Bed turning 

difficulties 
No bed turning 

difficulties 
Percentage (95% 

confidence interval) 

Controls 195 5 190 2.6%   (CI 1.1%-5.9%) 

Prodromal PD 64 8 56 12.5% (CI 6.5%-22.8%) 

Genetic 
unaffected PD 

423 39 384 9,2%   (CI 6.8%-12.4%) 

De novo PD 421 108 313 25.6% (21.7-30.0%) 

De novo PD after 5 
years follow up 

314 181 133 57.6% (52.1-63.0%) 

 

Table 1. describes the different frequencies of bed turning difficulties in each group. 

PD=Parkinson’s disease,  N=number of subjects, CI= confidence interval. Differences between 

groups were tested with a Chi-square test: p<0.001.  
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Table 2. Clinical characteristics of the at-risk group 
 

Variable No turning difficulties 

N= 440 

 

Turning difficulties 

N= 47 

P value 

Age (years) 62 (56-67) 66  (61-72)   0.001 

Gender (F/M)* 241/199 26/21   0.534 

Hoehn and Yahr 0   (0-0) 0     (0-0)   0.001 

MDS-UPDRS 1 4   (2-7) 10   (4-12) <0.001 

MDS-UPDRS 2 0   (0-1) 4     (1-8) <0.001 

MDS-UPDRS 3 1   (0-4) 3.5  (1-9) <0.001 

MoCA 27 (25-29) 26   (24-28)   0.137 

RBD screening  3   (1-5) 4     (3-7)   0.002 

UPSIT 33 (29-36) 33   (26-36)   0.625 

SCOPA-aut 7   (4-11) 11   (6-20) <0.001 

Geriatric Depression 1   (0-3) 2     (1-4)   0.001 

STAI 58 (48-70) 64   (46-80)   0.196 

QUIP 0   (0-1) 0     (0-1)   0.070 

ESS 5   (3-7) 5     (3-9)   0.271 

 
Table 2. describes the baseline clinical characteristics of the at-risk group with and without 

bed turning difficulties. F=female, M=male, MDS-UPDRS=Movement Disorder Society-

Unified Parkinson Disease Rating Scale, MoCA= Montreal Cognitive Assessment, RBD=REM 

sleep behavior disorder, UPSIT=University of Pennsylvania Smell Identification Test, SCOPA-

AUT=Scales for outcome in Parkinson’s Disease- Autonomic dysfunction. STAI=State-Trait 

Anxiety Inventory, QUIP=questionnaire for Impulsive-Compulsive Disorder, ESS=Epworth 

Sleepiness scale. Mann Whitney U tests were used to test group differences for non-

normally distributed continues variables and Chi-square tests* for categorial variables. A 
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Bonferroni correction for multiple comparison was used (0.05/14=0.003) and significant P 

values are shown in bold. 
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Table 3. Clinical characteristics of the de novo PD group 
 

Variable No turning difficulties 

N= 313 

Turning difficulties 

N=108 

P value 

Age (years) 62  (54-69) 63  (55-68)   0.384 

Gender (F/M)* 101/212 43/65   0.154 

Hoehn and Yarh 2    (1-2) 2    (1-2)   0.005 

UPDRS 1 4    (2-6) 7    (5-10) <0.001 

UPDRS 2 4    (2-6) 9    (6-13) <0.001 

UPDRS 3 18  (14-24) 24  (18-30) <0.001 

MOCA 28  (26-29) 27  (26-29)   0.461 

RBD screening  3    (2-5) 5    (3-7) <0.001 

UPSIT 22  (17-28) 23  (14-30)   0.958 

SCOPA-aut 8    (5-11) 11  (8-15) <0.001 

Geriatric Depression 1    (0-3) 2    (1-3) <0.001 

STAI 61  (50-75) 67  (52-80)   0.017 

QUIP 0    (0-0) 0    (0-0)   0.947 

ESS 5    (3-8) 6    (3-9)   0.063 

Time since diagnosis 

(months) 

4    (2-8) 4    (2-9)   0.534 

 
Table 3. describes the baseline clinical characteristics of the novo Parkinson’s disease (PD) 

group with and without bed turning difficulties. F=female, M=male, MDS-UPDRS=Movement 

Disorder Society-Unified Parkinson Disease Rating Scale, MoCA= Montreal Cognitive 

Assessment, RBD=REM sleep behavior disorder, UPSIT=University of Pennsylvania Smell 

Identification Test, SCOPA-AUT=Scales for outcome in Parkinson’s Disease- Autonomic 

dysfunction STAI=State-Trait Anxiety Inventory, QUIP=questionnaire for Impulsive-

Compulsive Disorder, ESS=Epworth Sleepiness scale. Mann Whitney U tests were used to 

test group differences for non-normally distributed continues variables and Chi-square 
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tests* for categorial variables. A Bonferroni correction for multiple comparison was used 

(0.05/15=0.003) and significant P values are shown in bold. 
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Table 4. Predictors of bed turning difficulties 

 

Table 4. describes the different clinical variables that predict bed turning difficulties in the de 

novo Parkinson’s disease (PD) group and the at-risk group. MDS-UPDRS=Movement Disorder 

Society-Unified Parkinson Disease Rating Scale, RBD=REM sleep behavior disorder, SCOPA-

variable De novo PD group 

OR (95% CI)                                      P 

At-risk group 

OR (95% CI)                                        P 

MDS-UPDRS 3  1.1 (1.0-1.1)                   <0.001 1.1 (1.1-1.2)                        0.001 

RBD screening questionnaire 1.1 (1.0-1.2)                     0.012 1.1 (1.0-1.2)                        0.354 

Geriatric Depression scale 1.1 (1.0-1.2)                     0.211 1.1 (1.0-1.3)                        0.392 

SCOPA-AUT 1.1 (1.0-1.1)                     0.003 1.1 (1.0-1.1)                        0.003 

STAI 1.0 (1.0-1.0)                     0.848 1.0 (1.0-1.0)                        0.467 

Post-hoc subscore analyses   

MDS-UPDRS 3   

Tremor 1.0 (0.9-1.0)                     0.323 1.1 (1.0-1.3)                        0.333 

Rigidity 1.1 (1.0-1.2)                     0.042 1.0 (0.7-1.5)                        0.936 

Bradykinesia 1.1 (1.0-1.1)                     0.005 1.1 (1.0-1.2)                        0.195 

Axial signs 1,1 (1.0-1.3)                     0.076 1.7 (1.3-2.3)                      <0.001 

SCOPA-AUT   

Urinary 1.1 (1.0-1.2)                      0.079 1.0 (0.9-1.2)                       0.426 

Cardiovascular 1.3 (1.0-1.8)                      0.085 1.3 (0.9-1.8)                       0.155 

Sexual 1.0 (0.8-1.1)                      0.577 1.2 (1.0-1.4)                       0.118 

Gastrointestinal 1.2 (1.1-1.5)                      0.001 1.2 (1.0-1.3)                       0.025       

Thermoregulatory 1.0 (0.9-1.2)                      0.994 1.0 (0.9-1.2)                       0.500 
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AUT=Scales for outcome in Parkinson’s Disease- Autonomic dysfunction, STAI=State-Trait 

Anxiety Inventory. Multivariable logistic regression analyses were used with a Bonferroni 

correction for multiple comparisons (main analysis: 0.05/5=0.010, MDS-UPDRS-3 subscore 

analysis: 0.05/4=0.013, SCOPA-aut subscore analysis: 0.05/5=0.010). Significant P values are 

shown in bold. 
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Table 5. The influence of bed turning difficulties on disease progression 

Variable ß (SE) CI P value 

MDS-UPDRS 3    

Time   0.83 (0.17)   0.49 - 1.18 <0.001 

Bed turning difficulties   4.40 (1.03)   2.37 - 6.43 <0.001 

Time x Bed turning difficulties - 0.01 (0.18) - 0.34 - 3.62   0.939 

MocA    

Time - 0.01 (0.00) - 0.00 - 0.01   0.020 

Bed turning difficulties   0.02 (0.01) - 0.01 - 0.04   0.139 

Time x Bed turning difficulties   0.00 (0.00) - 0.01 - 0.00   0.103 

MDS-UPDRS 4    

Time   0.08  (0.01)   0.05 - 0.11 <0.001 

Bed turning difficulties - 0.21  (0.08) - 0.04 - 0.04   0.015 

Time x Bed turning difficulties   0.05  (0.01)   0.03 - 0.07 <0.001 

 
Table 5. describes the linear mixed model results of the de novo Parkinon’s disease (PD) 

group. MoCA= Montreal Cognitive Assessment. MDS-UPDRS=Movement Disorder Society-

Unified Parkinson Disease Rating Scale. The analyses describe the effect of time, bed turning 

difficulties and their interaction on disease progression (motor progression [MDS-UPDRS-3], 

cognitive deterioration [MoCA] and motor complications [MDS-UPDRS-4]). The analyses 

were adjusted for gender, age, Levodopa Equivalent Daily Dose, baseline scores of Scales for 

outcome in Parkinson’s Disease- Autonomic dysfunction, REM sleep behavior disorder 

screening questionnaire, University of Pennsylvania Smell Identification Test, State-Trait 

Anxiety Inventory, Epworth Sleepiness scale and Geriatric Depression scale, the interaction 

between time and LEDD, MDS-UPRDS 3 (for MDS-UPDRS 4 and MoCA) and MoCA (for MDS-

UPDRS 3 and 4). A Bonferroni correction was used for multiple comparison (0.05/9=0.006) 

and significant P values are shown in bold. 
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