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INTRODUCTION

Recent studies have demonstrated that people with spinal 

cord injuries (SCIs) are at higher risk of developing Al-

zheimer’s disease.1) The prevalence of cognitive impairment 

in people with SCI ranges between 10% and 60% and affects 
different aspects of cognition such as memory, learning, and 
emotions.2–4) Cognitive impairment affects the quality of life 
(QoL) of people with long-term neurological conditions such 

as Parkinson’s disease and stroke.5,6) However, the impact of 
cognition on the QoL of people with SCI is not clear. A study 

by Dudley-Javoroski et al. showed that cognitive impair-

ment did not impact QoL of people with SCI. The authors 

attributed this to the “recalibration” of goals by people with 

SCI.7) Most of the currently used neuropsychological assess-

ments involve performing tasks such as drawing and writing, 
which require intact hand function. People with cervical SCI 

often have weakness of the hands and therefore are unable 

to complete such tests.4) The aim of this study was to test 

the cognitive function of people with SCI and to assess the 

impacts of cognitive dysfunction on their QoL.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

In this cross-sectional observational study, the Edinburgh 
Cognitive and Behavioral Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis 
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Objectives: The aim of this study was to assess the cognitive abilities of people with spinal cord 

injury (SCI) using the Edinburgh Cognitive and Behavior Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis Screen 
(ECAS), a tool designed for testing cognition in individuals with limited hand motor function. The 
impact of cognitive dysfunction on quality of life was also assessed. Methods: Forty-one patients 
with SCI were assessed using ECAS, the brief version of the World Health Organisation Quality 
of Life questionnaire (WHOQOL-BREF), and the Spinal Cord Independence Measure. Results: 

Overall, 28 of the 41 participants scored below the cut-off threshold for normal population in 
ECAS. The domains affected were language, 63%; memory, 51%; executive function, 44%; verbal 
fluency, 44%; and visuospatial skills, 24%. On multiple regression analysis, the ECAS total score 
moderately strongly explained the variance in the WHOQOL-BREF psychological (β = 0.428, t 
= 2.958, P = 0.005) and environmental (β = 0.411, t = 2.819, P = 0.008) domains. ECAS memory 
scores independently influenced WHOQOL-BREF physical (β = 0.398, t = 2.67, P = 0.011) and 
environmental (β = 0.37, t = 2.697, P = 0.010) domains. WHOQOL-BREF psychological scores 
were significantly influenced by ECAS executive scores (β =  0.415, t = 2.85, P = 0.007), whereas 
the social domain was not significantly influenced by ECAS scores. Conclusions: It was feasible 

to use ECAS in individuals with SCI. Cognitive ability influenced the quality of life of people 
with SCI.
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screen (ECAS) was used to assess the cognition of people 
with SCI. The participants were recruited from the Princess 

Royal Spinal Injuries Unit, a tertiary SCI center at the North-

ern General Hospital, Sheffield, UK. The study was carried 
out over a period of 3 months in 2015. We approached all 
the individuals who attended the outpatient spinal injuries 

clinic on the days the researcher was present in the clinic. 

Patients between 18 and 80 years of age who sustained their 
SCI more than 3 months previously were included in this 

study. Patients with known causes of cognitive dysfunction, 
such as traumatic brain injury, dementia, and learning dif-
ficulties, were excluded from the study. A consultant in SCI 
screened all the patients and reviewed their medical notes. 

Information regarding the location, level, severity, and date 
of the SCI and any neurological illness prior to, along with, 
or after the SCI was collected. The level of SCI and the 

injury severity were measured using the American Spinal 

Injury Association (ASIA) impairment scale.

The ECAS is a brief battery of cognitive tests that assesses 
five areas of cognition and behavior, namely, language, vi-
suospatial awareness, memory, verbal fluency, and executive 
functioning. The ECAS has been specifically designed for 
individuals with amyotrophic lateral sclerosis and can be 

completed by people without hand motor function. The test-

ing takes 15–20 min. The ECAS has been validated and can 
be administered in a clinical setting.8) In the current study, 
the ECAS was used to assess the cognition of participants. 
Permission from the copyright holders of this screening 

tool was obtained prior to the study commencing. The same 

researcher administered the test for all participants, and the 
test was performed in a separate room for outpatients and at 

the bedside for inpatients. All the responses were transcribed 

and entered in an electronic database. The guidelines for 

administration and scoring ECAS provided by Abrahams et 
al. were followed throughout.8) As suggested by Abrahams 

et al., a total ECAS score of less than 105 was used as the 
cut-off for cognitive impairment.8)

QoL was assessed using the World Health Organization 
Quality of Life Brief (WHOQOL-BREF) questionnaire, 
which comprises 26 items and focuses on perceived QoL 

over the previous 2 weeks.9,10) Two questions refer to per-

ceptions of general QoL and health, whereas the remaining 
24 items can be categorized into four domains: physical 

health, psychological wellbeing, social relationships, and 
environment. Each item is rated on a 5-point Likert scale and 
summed to 100, with higher scores indicating a better QoL. 
This questionnaire was self-administered by respondents 

wherever possible; however, assistance from the investigator 

was available if required.

Activity limitation was measured using the Spinal Cord 

Independence Measure (SCIM) version III, a comprehensive 
functional rating scale measuring the ability of people with 

SCI to conduct everyday tasks.11) SCIM covers 19 tasks, 
grouped into functional subscales: self-care (scored 0–20), 
respiration and sphincter management (0–40), mobility in 
room and toilet (0–10), and mobility indoors and outdoors 
(0–30).

Statistical analysis was conducted using SPSS version 22 

(IBM, 2013). Correlations between measures were analyzed 
using Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient (ρ). We inves-

tigated the effect of the ECAS total score on WHOQOL-
BREF domains, after adjusting for age, and on SCIM total 
score using stepwise linear regression. The regressions were 

repeated using the subscales for ECAS and SCIM in place 
of the totals. Assumptions for the normality and homosce-

dasticity of residuals were met, and the partial scatterplots 
were verified by visual inspection. All P-value scores (except 
for the regressions) were corrected for multiple comparisons 

using the Benjamini-Hochberg correction, which controls 
for the false discovery rate.12) The correction was applied 

batch-wise to P-values from each type of statistical test. For 
the correlations, a batch was considered to be a series of cor-
relations between the sub-scores of one scale and those of 

another.

Good Clinical Practice research guidelines were followed, 
and ethical approval was obtained from NRES Committee 
Southwest, Frenchay, United Kingdom, REC reference: 15/
SW/0053, IRAS ID: 174664. All applicable institutional and 
governmental regulations concerning the ethical use of hu-

man volunteers were followed during this research. Written 
informed consent was obtained from all 45 participants.

RESULTS

We approached 47 patients with SCI, of which 45 gave 
consent to participate in the study. Two patients chose not 

to participate: one of these individuals cited time restraints, 
whereas the other gave no specific reason. Four participants 
who had associated traumatic brain injury in addition to the 

SCI were excluded. Of the 41 subjects, 34 were men and 7 
were women and their ages ranged from 20 to 88 years (mean 
± SD 58.5 ±16.0 years, median 60 years). The age at the time 
of SCI varied between 15 and 86 years (mean 39.4 ± 20.5 
years, median 36 years). The mean time elapsed since the 
SCI was 228.5 ± 189.6 months (median 180, range 7–696 
months). In total, 38 subjects had traumatic SCI and 3 had 
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non-traumatic SCI. Injury severity on the ASIA scale was 

A (complete impairment) in 16 subjects, B (incomplete with 
only sensory function below the level of SCI) in 2 subjects, C 
(incomplete with motor function below the level of SCI and 

more than half of key muscles having a Medical Research 

Council [MRC] power grade < 3) in 2 subjects, D (incom-

plete with motor function preserved with more than half of 

the key muscles below the level of SCI having a MRC power 

≥ 3) in 18 subjects, and E (normal sensory and motor func-

tions below SCI) in 3 subjects. The levels of the injuries were 

cervical in 6 subjects, thoracic in 20, and lumbar in 15. On 
review of the medical records, nine participants had neuro-

logical and psychiatric disorders (stroke in two, epilepsy in 
two, and depression in five).

All 41 patients completed the ECAS questionnaire. The 
scores for the ECAS sub-domains and their comparison with 
scores for healthy volunteers as reported by Abrahams et al. 

are given in Table 1a.8) Overall, 28 of the 41 (68%) patients 
had an ECAS total score below 105, the threshold for general 
population. The WHOQOL-BREF scores were below the 
population norms in the physical domain in 32 (78%) sub-

jects, in the psychological domain in 22 (54%), in the social 

domain in 28 (68%), and in the environmental domain in 17 
(41%) (Table 1b). The mean total SCIM score was 52.4 ± 

22.3 (median 56, range 14–100). The scores for the different 
domains were self-care, 12.8 ± 6.5 (median 16, range 0–20); 
respiration and sphincter management, 22.8 ± 10.2 (median 
25, range 4–40); and mobility, 16.8 ± 10.1 (median 17, range 
3–40).

Correlations of ECAS domains with the domains of 
WHOQOL-BREF and SCIM are shown in Table 2. The 

correlations between ECAS scores and WHOQOL-BREF 
scores ranged from very weak to moderate.

The results of multiple regression analysis are shown in 

Table 3. The ECAS total score could moderately strongly 
explain the variance in scores on the WHOQOL-BREF 
psychological domain and the WHOQOL-BREF environ-

mental domain. The ECAS memory scores independently 
influenced the WHOQOL-BREF physical domain and the 
WHOQOL-BREF environmental domain. The WHOQOL-
BREF psychological scores were significantly influenced 
by the ECAS executive scores. The social domain was not 
significantly influenced by any of the ECAS domains.

Prog. Rehabil. Med. 2023; Vol.8, 20230001 3

Table 1a. Comparison of the ECAS scores of people with spinal cord injuries with those of the general population

ECAS Mean (SD) Median Range Threshold n (%) below 

thresholda

W P

Total 95.7 (19.2) 97* 43–124 105 28 (68%) –2.583 0.023*
Language 24.2 (3.5) 25* 15–28 26 26 (63%) –2.746 0.017*
Verbal fluency 14.4 (5.7) 16 0–22 14 18 (44%) 0.785 0.550

Executive 33.8 (8.8) 35 13–48 33 18 (44%) 0.943 0.533

Memory 12.2 (5.1) 13 1–19 13 21 (51%) –0.077 0.939
Visuospatial 11.1 (1.6) 12** 4–12 10 10 (24%) 4.024 0.000**
SD, standard deviation; n, number of participants with scores below the normal threshold; W, one-sample Wilcoxon signed-

rank test.
aCut-off levels for abnormality based on values more than 2 SDs from the mean for general population.
*P < 0.05, **P < 0.001.

Table 1b. Comparison of the WHOQOL BREF scores of people with spinal cord injuries with those of the general popula-

tion

WHOQOL-BREF Mean (SD) Median Range Threshold n (%) below 

thresholda

W P

Physical 54.8 (22.3) 56** 6–94 73.5 32 (78%) –4.185 0.000**
Psychological 67.0 (22.9) 69 19–94 70.6 22 (54%) –0.396 0.807
Social 60.4 (18.6) 69* 0–94 71.5 28 (68%) –2.750 0.017*
Environmental 76.9 (16.8) 81 31–100 75.1 17 (41%) 0.877 0.533
aCut-off levels for abnormality based on values more than 2 SDs from the mean of normative data for the general popula-

tion.
*P < 0.05, **P < 0.001.
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DISCUSSION

Rehabilitation following SCI requires familiarization with 

new information and the acquisition of new skills. Cognitive 

dysfunction can interfere with participation in rehabilitation 

following SCI. People with SCI and concomitant traumatic 

brain injury had poorer outcomes following rehabilitation 

than those with SCI alone.13) Most cognitive screening tools 

require tests of drawing and writing, which limit their use 
in people with SCIs. In a previous study, 9 of the 33 people 
with SCI were unable to complete neuropsychological tests 

because of physical constraints.4) In the present study, all 
participants were able to complete the ECAS, suggesting that 
this test overcomes the practical limitations (such as hand 

motor function) associated with the administration of other 

neuropsychological tests to people with SCI. The current 

findings imply that it is feasible to use ECAS as a cognitive 
test in people with SCI.

A recent systematic review on cognitive impairment in 

individuals with SCI reported that people with SCI demon-

strated lower cognitive abilities than those without SCI.14) In 

the current study, 28 of the 41 participants scored below the 
cut-off for the total score for cognitive impairment on ECAS. 
These findings are consistent with previous research sug-

gesting that people with SCI perform lower than expected on 
neuropsychological tests.14) In our study, language was the 
most affected domain; English was the first language of all 
the participants. Previous research using ECAS also found 
the language domain to be the most frequently impaired.7,15)

The findings of this study are consistent with previous 
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Table 3. Multiple regression analysis on impact of cognitive impairments on quality of life.

Beta 

standardized

Beta 

unstandardized  

coefficient

Standard  

error

t P

WHOQOL-BREF  
Psychological domain

ECAS Total score 0.428 0.512 0.173 2.958 0.005

ECAS Executive score 0.415 1.086 0.381 2.85 0.007

WHOQOL-BREF 

Physical domain
ECAS Memory score 0.398 1.756 0.648 2.708 0.010

WHOQOL-BREF  
Environmental domain

ECAS Total score 0.411 0.360 0.128 2.819 0.008
ECAS memory score 0.37 1.224 0.454 2.697 0.010

Table 2. Correlations between ECAS sub-scores and WHOQOL-BREF and SCIM domains

ECAS  
Total

ECAS  
Language

ECAS  
Verbal fluency

ECAS  
Executive

ECAS  
Memory

ECAS  
Visuospatial

WHOQOL  
Physical

ρ 0.351b 0.239b 0.307b 0.271b 0.509c 0.123a

P-value 0.061 0.200 0.087 0.139 0.024* 0.560

WHOQOL  
Psychological

ρ 0.373b 0.356b 0.346b 0.343b 0.335b 0.111a

P-value 0.061 0.061 0.061 0.061 0.066 0.565

WHOQOL  
Social

ρ 0.110a 0.008a 0.016a 0.068a 0.172a 0.308b

P-value 0.565 0.963 0.962 0.734 0.375 0.087
WHOQOL  
Environmental

ρ 0.463c 0.347b 0.381b 0.411c 0.450c 0.178a

P-value 0.024* 0.061 0.061 0.048* 0.024* 0.375

SCIM  

Self-care

ρ 0.173a 0.036a 0.115a 0.116a 0.197a 0.087a

P-value 0.487 0.859 0.633 0.633 0.476 0.703

SCIM Respiration and 

sphincter management

ρ 0.272b 0.265b 0.293b 0.291b –0.061a 0.117a

P-value 0.416 0.416 0.416 0.416 0.768 0.633

SCIM  

Mobility

ρ 0.227b 0.102a 0.215b 0.153a –0.001a 0.218b

P-value 0.422 0.667 0.422 0.544 0.993 0.422

ρ, Spearman's rank correlation coefficient.
aVery weak correlation, bweak correlation, cmoderate correlation.
*Significant at P < 0.05.
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research suggesting that the QoL of people with SCI is lower 

than that of the general population.16,17) In the current study, 
78% of participants scored below the population norm for the 
physical domain of WHOQOL-BREF. This is consistent with 
findings of previous research suggesting that QoL deficits in 
the SCI population are most pronounced in the domains of 

physical functioning and physical role limitations.18) Craig et 

al. found that 6 months after discharge, approximately 55% of 
people with SCI had difficulties with social participation.19) 

In our study, 68% of participants scored below the expected 
value of the general population in the social domain.

In our cohort, the WHOQOL-BREF psychological domain 
scores were similar to the population norms. Kennedy et al. 
also reported that 72% of people with SCI were satisfied with 
their psychological health.20) Barker et al., however, reported 
reduced psychological health in people with SCI.21) One 
reason for this discrepancy is the difference in time since 
SCI. Participants in the current study have had their SCI for 

almost 20 years, whereas participants in the study by Barker 
et al. had had an SCI for a much shorter time.21) As time 

goes on, people with disabilities cope by adjusting their life 
goals.22) On multiple regression analysis, ECAS executive 
functioning scores moderately strongly explained the vari-
ance in WHOQOL-BREF psychological domain scores. 
Executive functions such as cognitive flexibility and reason-

ing may be required for adequate psychological adaptation 

following SCI.

On multiple regression analyses, ECAS memory scores 
were found to strongly explain the variance in WHOQOL-
BREF environmental scores. Cognitive functioning, particu-

larly in the domain of memory, has an important influence 
on a person’s interaction with their environment. Those 

with better memory are more likely to learn skills to over-

come environmental barriers. Multiple regression analysis 

demonstrated that memory scores were able to explain the 
variance moderately strongly in physical domain scores of 

WHOQOL-BREF. The ECAS scores did not explain the 
variance in the WHOQOL-BREF social domain.

Cognitive ability has an impact on activities of daily living 

in long-term neurological conditions such as stroke and Par-

kinson’s disease.6) Our results indicate that activity limitation 
measured using SCIM was not significantly influenced by 
the ECAS scores. The SCI itself results in significant limita-

tion of physical activity; therefore, the cognitive impairment 
may not significantly add to activity limitations.

This study has several limitations, some of which highlight 
the difficulties in conducting studies involving cognitive 
testing in people with SCI. The study had a small sample 

size and was conducted at a single spinal injuries center in 

the UK. The design excluded those who were not engaging 
with spinal injury services. The study did not investigate the 

etiology of the cognitive dysfunction in this cohort. People 

with SCI face a unique set of barriers to cognitive assess-

ments. Sandalic et al. highlighted the need for a specialized 

cognitive screening tool to pick up minimal cognitive im-

pairment in this group.23) We used ECAS because it does not 
include drawing tasks. However, it has not been evaluated 
for validity and reliability in people with SCIs. The data are 

cross-sectional; therefore, the directions of causality in the 
relationships cannot be demonstrated based on the analysis 

itself. Another limitation is that we used the general pop-

ulation-based cut-off for ECAS and WHOQOL BREF, not 
the clinically meaningful cut-offs. The regression analyses 
for relationships between cognition and QoL measures were 

adjusted for very few factors, thereby leaving a considerable 
possibility of residual confounding.

The current study demonstrated that ECAS is a good 
screening test for assessing cognitive functions in people 

with SCI in a clinical setting and showed that cognitive 

impairment adversely affected the QoL of this cohort. Future 
research on the decline of cognitive functions with aging and 

its impact on independence, the burden of care, and QoL of 
people with SCI is warranted.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank Professor Thomas H. Bak, Human 
Cognitive Neuroscience, Centre for Cognitive Ageing and 
Cognitive Epidemiology, School of Philosophy, Psychology 
and Language Sciences, University of Edinburgh, United 
Kingdom, for permission to use ECAS. We acknowledge 
the services of Daniel Wilson, Theoretical Neuroscience, 
Sheffield Robotics, University of Sheffield, Sheffield, United 
Kingdom, for his help with statistical analysis of the data. 
This research was supported/funded by the NIHR Sheffield 
Biomedical Research Centre/NIHR Sheffield Clinical Re-

search Facility. The views expressed are those of the authors 
and not necessarily those of the NHS, the NIHR, or the 
Department of Health and Social Care.

FUNDING

The study was supported by the University of Sheffield 
through a student grant. This research was also supported 

by the NIHR Sheffield Biomedical Research Centre (BRC) / 
NIHR Sheffield Clinical Research Facility (CRF). The views 

Prog. Rehabil. Med. 2023; Vol.8, 20230001 5



Copyright © 2023 The Japanese Association of Rehabilitation Medicine

expressed are those of the author(s) and not necessarily those 
of the NHS, the NIHR or the Department of Health and 
Social Care (DHSC). 

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

Dr KPS Nair received funding from GWS Pharma and 
Pharma Olan for drug trials on spasticity in multiple sclero-

sis. He also received funding from the National Institute of 

Health and Care Research UK, Medical Research Council 
UK, and the MS Society UK. The other authors declare that 
there are no competing financial interests in relation to the 
work described.

REFERENCES

 1. Mahmoudi E, Lin P, Peterson MD, Meade MA, Tate 
DG, Kamdar N: Traumatic spinal cord injury and risk 
of early and late onset Alzheimer’s disease and related 

dementia: large longitudinal study. Arch Phys Med 

Rehabil 2021;102:1147–1154. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

apmr.2020.12.019, PMID:33508336
 2. Davidoff GN, Roth EJ, Richards JS: Cognitive deficits 

in spinal cord injury: epidemiology and outcome. Arch 

Phys Med Rehabil 1992;73:275–284. PMID:1543433

 3. Dowler RN, Harrington DL, Haaland K, Swanda RM, 
Fee F, Fiedler K: Profiles of cognitive functioning in 
chronic spinal cord injury and the role of moderating 

variables. J Int Neuropsychol Soc 1997;3:464–472. 
h t t p s: //doi .o rg /10.1017/S13556177970 0 46 45, 
PMID:9322406

 4. Hess DW, Marwitz JH, Kreutzer JS: Neuropsychologi-
cal impairments after spinal cord injury: a compara-

tive study with mild traumatic brain injury. Rehabil 

Psychol 2003;48:151–156. https://doi.org/10.1037/0090-
5550.48.3.151

 5. Nys GM, van Zandvoort MJ, van der Worp HB, de 
Haan EH, de Kort PL, Jansen BP, Kappelle LJ: Early 
cognitive impairment predicts long-term depressive 

symptoms and quality of life after stroke. J Neurol 

Sci 2006;247:149–156. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.

jns.2006.04.005, PMID:16716359

 6. Reginold W, Duff-Canning S, Meaney C, Armstrong 
MJ, Fox S, Rothberg B, Zadikoff C, Kennedy N, Gill 
D, Eslinger P, Marshall F, Mapstone M, Chou KL, 
Persad C, Litvan I, Mast B, Tang-Wai D, Lang AE, 
Marras C: Impact of mild cognitive impairment on 

health-related quality of life in Parkinson’s disease. 

Dement Geriatr Cogn Disord 2013;36:67–75. https://

doi.org/10.1159/000350032, PMID:23774742

 7. Dudley-Javoroski S, Lee J, Shields RK: Cognitive 
function, quality of life, and aging: relationships in 
individuals with and without spinal cord injury. Phys-

iother Theory Pract 2022;38:36–45. https://doi.org/10.1

080/09593985.2020.1712755, PMID:31914347
 8. Abrahams S, Newton J, Niven E, Foley J, Bak TH: 

Screening for cognition and behaviour changes in 

ALS. Amyotroph Lateral Scler Frontotemporal De-

gener 2014;15:9–14. https://doi.org/10.3109/21678421.2
013.805784, PMID:23781974

 9. World Health Organization: WHOQOL-BREF: intro-

duction, administration, scoring and generic version of 
the assessment. WHO, Geneva, 1996.

 10. Hawthorne G, Herrman H, Murphy B: Interpreting the 
WHOQOL-Brèf: preliminary population norms and 
effect sizes. Soc Indic Res 2006;77:37–59. https://doi.

org/10.1007/s11205-005-5552-1

 11. Catz A, Itzkovich M, Tesio L, Biering-Sorensen F, 
Weeks C, Laramee MT, Craven BC, Tonack M, Hitzig 
SL, Glaser E, Zeilig G, Aito S, Scivoletto G, Mecci 
M, Chadwick RJ, El Masry WS, Osman A, Glass CA, 
Silva P, Soni BM, Gardner BP, Savic G, Bergström 
EM, Bluvshtein V, Ronen J: A multicenter international 
study on the Spinal Cord Independence Measure, ver-
sion III: Rasch psychometric validation. Spinal Cord 

2007;45:275–291. https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.sc.3101960, 
PMID:16909143

 12. Benjamini Y, Yekutieli D: The control of the false 
discovery rate in multiple testing under dependency. 

Ann Stat 2001;29:1165–1188. https://doi.org/10.1214/

aos/1013699998
 13. Macciocchi S, Seel RT, Warshowsky A, Thompson 

N, Barlow K: Co-occurring traumatic brain injury 
and acute spinal cord injury rehabilitation outcomes. 

Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2012;93:1788–1794. https://doi.

org/10.1016/j.apmr.2012.01.022, PMID:22480549

6 Houldsworth,  C, et al: Cognition and QoL in Spinal Cord Injury

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2020.12.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2020.12.019
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33508336?dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=1543433?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1355617797004645
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=9322406?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1037/0090-5550.48.3.151
https://doi.org/10.1037/0090-5550.48.3.151
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2006.04.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2006.04.005
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16716359?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1159/000350032
https://doi.org/10.1159/000350032
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23774742?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593985.2020.1712755
https://doi.org/10.1080/09593985.2020.1712755
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31914347?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3109/21678421.2013.805784
https://doi.org/10.3109/21678421.2013.805784
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23781974?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-005-5552-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11205-005-5552-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.sc.3101960
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16909143?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1214/aos/1013699998
https://doi.org/10.1214/aos/1013699998
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2012.01.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2012.01.022
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22480549?dopt=Abstract


Copyright © 2023 The Japanese Association of Rehabilitation Medicine

 14. Sandalic D, Craig A, Tran Y, Arora M, Pozzato I, 
McBain C, Tonkin H, Simpson G, Gopinath B, Kaur J, 
Shetty S, Webber G. Cognitive impairment in individu-

als with spinal cord injury: findings of a systematic re-

view with robust variance and network meta-analyses. 

Neurology 2022 Publish Ahead of Print. https://doi.

org/10.1212/WNL.0000000000200957.

 15. Niven E, Newton J, Foley J, Colville S, Swingler R, 
Chandran S, Bak TH, Abrahams S: Validation of the 
Edinburgh Cognitive and Behavioural Amyotrophic 
Lateral Sclerosis Screen (ECAS): a cognitive tool for 
motor disorders. Amyotroph Lateral Scler Frontotem-

poral Degener 2015;16:172–179. https://doi.org/10.3109/
21678421.2015.1030430, PMID:25967542

 16. Dijkers MP: Quality of life of individuals with spinal 

cord injury: a review of conceptualization, measure-

ment, and research findings. J Rehabil Res Dev 
2004;42(Suppl 1):87–110. https://doi.org/10.1682/
JRRD.2004.08.0100, PMID:16195966

 17. Boakye M, Leigh BC, Skelly AC: Quality of life in per-
sons with spinal cord injury: comparisons with other 

populations. J Neurosurg Spine 2012;17(Suppl1):29–37. 
ht t ps://doi.org /10.3171/2012.6.AOSPI NE1252 , 
PMID:22985368

 18. Murray RF, Asghari A, Egorov DD, Rutkowski SB, 
Siddall PJ, Soden RJ, Ruff R: Impact of spinal cord 
injury on self-perceived pre- and postmorbid cogni-

tive, emotional and physical functioning. Spinal Cord 
2007;45:429–436. https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.sc.3102022, 
PMID:17228355

 19. Craig A, Nicholson Perry K, Guest R, Tran Y, Middle-

ton J: Adjustment following chronic spinal cord injury: 

determining factors that contribute to social participa-

tion. Br J Health Psychol 2015;20:807–823. https://doi.

org/10.1111/bjhp.12143, PMID:26037456

 20. Kennedy P, Lude P, Taylor N: Quality of life, social 
participation, appraisals and coping post spinal cord in-

jury: a review of four community samples. Spinal Cord 

2006;44:95–105. https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.sc.3101787, 
PMID:16130026

 21. Barker RN, Kendall MD, Amsters DI, Pershouse KJ, 
Haines TP, Kuipers P: The relationship between qual-
ity of life and disability across the lifespan for people 

with spinal cord injury. Spinal Cord 2009;47:149–155. 
https://doi.org/10.1038/sc.2008.82, PMID:18594553

 22. Nair KP, Wade DT: Changes in life goals of people with 
neurological disabilities. Clin Rehabil 2003;17:797–
803. https://doi.org/10.1191/0269215503cr679oa, 
PMID:14606748

 23. Sandalic D, Tran Y, Craig A, Arora M, Pozzato I, 
Simpson G, Gopinath B, Kaur J, Shetty S, Weber 
G, Benad L, Middleton JW: The need for a special-
ized neurocognitive screen and consistent cognitive 

impairment criteria in spinal cord injury: analysis of 

the suitability of the neuropsychiatry unit cognitive 

assessment tool. J Clin Med 2022;11:3344. https://doi.

org/10.3390/jcm11123344, PMID:35743411

Prog. Rehabil. Med. 2023; Vol.8, 20230001 7

https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.0000000000200957
https://doi.org/10.1212/WNL.0000000000200957
https://doi.org/10.3109/21678421.2015.1030430
https://doi.org/10.3109/21678421.2015.1030430
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25967542?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1682/JRRD.2004.08.0100
https://doi.org/10.1682/JRRD.2004.08.0100
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16195966?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3171/2012.6.AOSPINE1252
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=22985368?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.sc.3102022
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17228355?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjhp.12143
https://doi.org/10.1111/bjhp.12143
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26037456?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.sc.3101787
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16130026?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/sc.2008.82
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=18594553?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1191/0269215503cr679oa
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=14606748?dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm11123344
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm11123344
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35743411?dopt=Abstract

