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Objectives:
To identify studies that used PRO tools to assess caregiver burden and caregiver-specific quality of life, and to assess their patterns of use.

Methods: heoro.com
* The heoro.com database indexes publications available on PubMed according to several
ontologies. . — e o — e
* Using the PRO filter, we identified studies in the database that were published between i ST
1960-2018 that used an instrument to assess caregiver-reported outcomes. o mw e S
* We also limited the search to generic caregiver instruments. - “ - o e (A s .
Results: S
e The ontology included 51 generic caregiver-reported outcome instruments e
* The search identified 169 independent publications Pubicadon Yu

2018

Publication dates: from 1989 to 2017 (more than half after 2010)
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Conclusions:

* Only 8 PRO instruments were cited in the abstracts of 5 or more papers

 The majority of abstracts mentioned neurological and long-term degenerative diseases such as dementia, stroke and Parkinson’s disease
* Nearly half of the studies found assessed the reliability, responsiveness or validity of an instrument
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