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A B S T R A C T

Objectives: Post-stroke fatigue (PSF) is an experience characterized by an early feeling of exhaustion with fatigue, a
lack of energy, and difficulty in exertion, both motor and cognitive. To counteract fatigue and limit its effects on
activities of daily living, the use of vitamins and minerals is known in addition to the pharmacological approach.
However, few studies have evaluated the effect of vitamin and mineral supplementation on fatigue management.
SiderAL1 Med is a food for special medical purposes with a complete formulation containing vitamins, sucrosomal
minerals, copper and algal calcium. The aim of the study is to evaluate whether nutritional supplementation with
SiderAL1 Med improves the symptom of fatigue and motor and cognitive function in stroke patients.
Design: This is a pilot, randomized study with a control group.
Setting: Post-Acute Rehabilitation Unit of the Fondazione Policlinico “A. Gemelli” IRCCS.
Participants: Twenty-four patients with stroke outcomes, admitted to rehabilitation, were recruited and randomized
into the experimental group (Sid-G) and the control group (CG).
Intervention: The Sid-G patients, in association with the pharmacological and rehabilitation therapy foreseen during
hospitalization, took SiderAL1 Med, one sachet per day for 8 weeks, while the CG patients underwent only the
pharmacological and rehabilitation therapy foreseen in the daily routine.
Measurements: All patients were assessed at baseline (T0), after 4 weeks (T1), after 8 weeks (T2) and after 12 weeks
(T3) for motor and cognitive fatigue, balance, walking, functional capacity, cognitive performance, autonomy,
quality of life and body composition.
Results: Both Sid-G and CG patients showed significant improvement on most rating scales between T0-T1-T2-T3 (p
= 0.0001). When comparing the two groups, a statistically significant difference emerged in favor of Sid-G with
regard to motor fatigue (p = 0.007), cognitive fatigue (p = 0.009) and total fatigue (p = 0.034); balance (p <

0.001), functional capacity (p < 0.001); cognitive performance (p = 0.004); bone mineral content (p = 0.005), lean
mass (p = 0.005), total mass (p < 0.001) and percentage of fat mass (p = 0.039).
Conclusion: Nutritional supplementation with SiderAL1 Med, in concert with intensive rehabilitation treatment,
appears to be effective in managing fatigue and improving motor and cognitive performance and body composition,
representing a valuable tool to associate with rehabilitation treatment in stroke patients.
© 2024 Published by Elsevier Masson SAS on behalf of SERDI Publisher. This is an open access article under the CC

BY-NC-ND license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
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1. Introduction

Fatigue, which is commonly defined as a sensation of tiredness during
or after usual activities, or a feeling of insufficient energy to initiate these

activities [1,2], is one of the most common secondary conditions among
patients with stroke [3].

The definition Post Stroke Fatigue (PSF) is controversial because of its
subjective perception. It can be described as a multidimensional motor-
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perceptual, emotional and cognitive experience characterized by a
feeling of early exhaustion with tiredness, lack of energy and difficulty
making efforts. It can develop during physical or mental activity and
usually does not improve with rest [4–7]. The prevalence of PSF in
patients is high, affecting one out of two patients. PSF can have a negative
impact on recovery, affecting participation to rehabilitation training [8].
PSF in the first period after stroke is high and has a significant negative
impact on stroke survivors' activities of daily living [9,10]. In fact, PSF is
characterized by overwhelming tiredness, lack of energy to carry out
daily activities, the need for long periods of rest, greater fatigue in daily
activities compared to the period before the acute event and feeling
unpredictable tiredness for no apparent reason. Recently, the Stroke
Recovery and Rehabilitation Roundtable presented a consensus and a
roadmap for research in post-stroke fatigue underling its importance and
prevalence in stroke survivors [11]. There are no evidences about the
effectiveness of pharmacological treatment on PSF [12]; moreover, non-
pharmacological interventions did not give better findings [13]. To
counteract this type of fatigue and its effects on daily life activities,
benefits are reported from Modafinil, psychoeducational interventions
and neuromodulation therapies [14–16]. A multidisciplinary approach
including drugs, physical exercise and psychological treatment resulted
more effective [7,17–19].

An increasing amount of research suggests that neuroprotective diets
and nutritional supplements may be associated with better brain repair
and outcomes for post-stroke rehabilitation [20]. Malnutrition after a
stroke is associated with lower functional recovery and worse death rates.
Patients should think about nutritional supplementation because there is
a correlation between long-term outcomes after a stroke and nutritional
status [21]. A few pieces of data elucidated the mechanics behind the
connection between stroke and nutrition. For the rehabilitation of
ischemic stroke patients, nutritional supplementation may be beneficial
in certain situations and prevent further complications [22,23].

The use of vitamins and minerals may help in mitigating, among
others, the effects of fatigue [24]. Nutrients provide the energy necessary
to maintain the structural and biochemical integrity of the organism.
Energy is associated with a feeling of well-being, increased resistance and
vitality that often affect the ability to undertake daily physical or
cognitive activities and social relationships, opposite to fatigue [25].

A common feature of fatigue is the "sense of energy depletion", which
can objectively be related to an insufficient amount of energy. Physical
and cognitive tiredness occurs when the continuous demand for energy
from the brain and muscles is not satisfied. In humans, food macro-
nutrients provide the fuel necessary, among other things, to carry out
physical activity [26]. In fact, mineral salts and vitamins are fundamental
for the production of cellular energy, for preventing muscle loss, for the
maintenance of brain structures and for allowing the formation of
intercellular connections [27,28].

When the intake of vitamins and mineral salts is adequate, their
biochemical properties translate into normal physiological functions; a
lower intake of mineral salts and vitamins is associated with lethargy and
physical and cognitive fatigue. However, few studies have evaluated the
effect of vitamin and mineral supplementation for the management of
physical and cognitive fatigue [29–32]. Furthermore, although there is a
clear relationship between malnutrition and stroke, there is no evidence
regarding the role of nutritional supplementation in post-stroke fatigue.

Food for Special Medical Purposes are products formulated for the
dietary management of patients with proven nutritional needs, for whom
modifications to the normal diet are not sufficient [33]. In some situation,
patients may have nutritional needs related to a limited, disturbed or
altered ability to take, digest, absorb, metabolize or eliminate certain
nutrients; in other cases, however, nutritional needs may be determined
by specific clinical conditions [34,35]. Sucrosomial1 technology applied
to minerals, and in particular to iron represents a valid option for
individuals with intolerance to iron salts or those for whom iron salts are
inefficacious with a lower cost and fewer side effects [36–38]. SiderAL1

Med (Pharmanutra SpA; Pisa, IT) is a food for Special Medical Purposes,

with a complete formulation that contains vitamins, Sucrosomial1

minerals (Iron, Iodine, Magnesium, Zinc and Selenium), copper and algal
calcium, with enhanced dosages to meet particular nutritional needs.

As highlighted so far, there are currently few studies evaluating the
effect of nutritional supplementation on fatigue, but none of them
considers post-stroke fatigue. This study therefore aims to try to fill this
gap. Thus, considering the evidences from the literature, the aim of the
present study is to evaluate whether the nutritional supplement with
SiderAL1 Med improves the fatigue symptom, motor and cognitive
function in patients with stroke outcomes. In particular, the primary aim
of the present study is to evaluate the effects of the nutritional supplement
with SiderAL1 Med on physical and cognitive fatigue. Moreover,
secondary objectives of the study are to evaluate the effects of the
nutritional supplement with SiderAl1 Med on motor (balance and
walking) and cognitive performance (sustained attention), quality of life
and bone mineralization status.

2. Methods

2.1. Study design and populations

This is a pilot, randomized controlled study.
Patients with stroke outcomes who met inclusion criteria, admitted to

Post-Acute Rehabilitation Unit of the Fondazione Policlinico “A. Gemelli”
IRCCS, were included in the study.

Patients were divided into two groups by randomization. One group
(experimental group, Sid-G), in association with the pharmacological
therapy, will take the nutritional supplement with SiderAL1 Med (1
sachet per day for 28 consecutive days), while another group will
continue the clinical, pharmacological and rehabilitation treatment as
per the daily routine (control group, CG).

Inclusion criteria were the following: age �55 years; ischemic or
hemorrhagic stroke outcomes documented through neuroimaging
techniques (magnetic resonance imaging or computed tomography);
latency from the acute event between 1 and 6 months; cognitive abilities
that allow you to carry out simple orders and understand the
physiotherapist's instructions [assessed through the Token Test (score
� 26.5)]; ability to walk independently or with little assistance; ability to
understand and sign the informed consent.

On the other side, these are the exclusion criteria: age <55 years;
intake > 3000 IU/day of Vitamin D; therapy with Vitamin K antagonists;
conditions that cause excess blood electrolytes; diagnosis of metabolic
diseases due to mineral accumulation (e.g. hemochromatosis, Wilson);
patients on dialysis; systemic, cardiac, or neurological pathologies,
including conditions other than stroke that make walking risky or cause
motor deficits; oncological pathologies; orthopedic or postural problems;
presence of plantar ulcers; partial or total amputation of segments of the
foot and inability to provide informed consent.

This study was conducted in accordance with the specific national
laws and ethical standards outlined in the 1964 Declaration of Helsinki
and its subsequent amendments. The Territorial Ethics Committee (Prot.
No. 0031523/22, September 29, 2022) approved the study protocol, and
informed consent was obtained from each participant prior to any study
procedure (ClinicalTrials.gov ID: NCT05728229).

2.2. Measurements

At the beginning of the study (T0), the following information were
collected: demographic and anthropometric data (age, sex, education,
body mass index); clinical characteristics (comorbidities, date of the
event, etiology of the event, latency from the event, date of surgery,
current pharmacological therapies).

Clinical and instrumental assessments were done at baseline (T0), at
the end of 4 weeks of hospitalization (T1), after 8 weeks (T2) and after 16
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weeks (Follow-up, T3). The outcome assessors, rehabilitation therapists,
and statistical analyst were blinded to the randomization of patients.

2.3. Clinical evaluation

In detail, the clinical evaluation included: (i) Fatigue, by using
Modified Fatigue Impact Scale (MFIS) [39,40]; (ii) motor performance
and balance, by Motricity Index (MI) [41,42], Berg Balance Scale (BBS)
[43], Time Up&Go (TUG) [44]; Short Physical Performance Battery
(SPPB) [45]; (iii) walking, by using Ambulation Index (AI) [46], Walking
Handicap Scale (WHS) [47], Functional Ambulation Category (FAC)
[48], 10-Meter Walking Test (10MWT) and 6-Minute Walking Test
(6MWT) [49]; (iv) autonomy in ADL and quality of life, by modified
Barthel Index (mBI) [50,51] and EuroQoL- 5D (EQ-5D) [52]; (iv)
cognitive performance, by Stroop Colour Word Test (SCWT) [53], Symbol
Digit Modalities Test (SDMT) [54] and Trial Making Test (TMT) [55].

2.4. Instrumental assessment

In addition, the assessment of body composition (t-score, z-score, bone
mineral content (BMC), total mass, lean mass, fat mass and fat mass
percentage) was performed by means of Dual-Energy X-ray Absorptiom-
etry (DEXA).

2.5. Intervention

All patients deemed eligible and randomized into the two study groups
underwent the time assessments described above. The Sid-G patients, in
addition to the drug therapy required by their clinical condition, took 1
sachet of SiderAl1 Med daily during hospitalization (between T0 and T1)
and during the first month of return home (between T1 and T2). During
the second month of return home (between T2 and T3), Sid-G patients no
longer took the nutritional supplement. The CG patients, on the other
hand, continued to take the medication as required by their clinical
condition and did not take SiderAL1 Med, but were only observed and
evaluated at the various points in time in the study.

All patients, regardless of randomization group, underwent intensive
rehabilitation treatment between T0 and T1, 2 h per day, 6 days per week.
The rehabilitation treatment consisted of activities aimed at improving
motor performance, trunk control, walking and autonomy in performing
activities of daily living, improving cognitive and speech performance.
Thus, the rehabilitation treatment involved a multidisciplinary team
consisting of physiotherapists, speech therapists and occupational
therapists, while therapists not involved in the rehabilitation treatment
carried out the evaluation at the different time points under the study.

2.6. Statistical analysis

As this is a pilot study on a specific subgroup of patients, on whom the
actual usefulness of the SiderAL1 Med has not yet been studied in the
literature, the study was set up as a pilot study. As such, no formal sample
sizing was necessary. However, based on Julious’ rules (2005) of thumb
for clinical pilot studies [56], 12 subjects per group were included for a
total population of 24 subjects. The division into the two groups followed
a randomization algorithm according to the random sorting procedure.
The allocation sequence was generated through PASS2023 software. The
sample was described in its clinical and demographic variables using
descriptive statistical techniques. Quantitative variables were summa-
rized with mean and standard deviation (SD), and median and
interquartile range (IQR) where appropriate. The Shapiro–Wilk proba-
bility test was used to assess the normality of the distributions [57]. The
within-group analysis was based on the application of the Friedman Test
using Bonferroni correction for multiple comparisons for each outcome
measure registered at T0, T1, T2 and T3. The between-group analysis was
performed using The Mann–Whitney U test to compare the changes from

baseline of each outcome for each group, defined as S(T1) - S(T0), where S
is one of the outcome measure.

Statistical significance for each test was set at 0.05. Statistical analysis
was performed with SPSS 25 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA).

3. Results

Twenty-four patients, according to inclusion and exclusion criteria,
were enrolled in the study. Considering the two groups, Sid-G and CG,
both included 12 patients. There are not significant differences between
two groups’ composition and characteristics, except for EQ-5D (p = 0.02)
in favour of Sid-G, and SPPB (p = 0.001) in favour of CG, as seen in
Table 1.

About fatigue, the intra-group analysis showed a statistically
significant difference between the four assessment times (p = 0.0001)
for both groups. Specifically, with regard to the Sid-G between T0 and T1,
a statistically significant difference emerged in the motor (p = 0.002),
cognitive (p = 0.002) and psychosocial subscales of fatigue, as well as in
total fatigue (p = 0.002). Between T1 and T2, significance emerged in
motor (p = 0.009), cognitive (p = 0.001) and in total fatigue (p = 0.003).
Between T2 and T3, on the other hand, statistical significance is only
maintained with regard to total fatigue (p = 0.016). As for CG, on the
other hand, a statistically significant difference emerged between T0 and
T1 with regard to the motor component (p = 0.002), the cognitive
component (p = 0.003) and the psychosocial component (p = 0.002), as
well as in total fatigue (p = 0.002). With regard to the analysis between
T1 and T2, the statistically significant difference was only maintained for
the motor component (p = 0.003) and total fatigue (p = 0.003), whereas
no statistically significant results emerged in the comparison between T2
and T3 (Table 2).

Intra-group analysis on motor performance, balance and walking
showed statistically significant results at all four times (p = 0.0001) for
both groups. Regarding Sid-G, between T0 and T1, statistically significant
results were obtained for the side affected by MI (p = 0.002), BBS (p =
0.002), SPPB (p = 0.002), TUG (p = 0.002), AI (p = 0.002), FAC (p =
0.004), WHS (p = 0.003), 6MWT (p = 0.003) and 10MWT (p = 0.008).
Between T1 and T2, statistically significant differences emerged for BBS
(p = 0.002), WHS (p = 0.014) and 6MWT (p = 0.002), whereas between
T2 and T3, statistically significant differences emerged for TUG (p =
0.006), WHS (p = 0.008) and 6MWT (p = 0.004). As for CG, between T0
and T1 statistically significant results were obtained for MI (p = 0.002),
TUG (p = 0.009), WHS (p = 0.002), 6MWT (p = 0.002) and 10MWT (p
= 0.012). Between T1 and T2, statistically significant differences
emerged for BBS (p = 0.001), SPPB (p = 0.001), TUG (p = 0.001), WHS
(p = 0.014) and 6MWT (p = 0.002); whereas between T2 and T3, no
statistically significant differences emerged for any of the evaluations
(Table 2).

Intra-group analysis on cognitive performance, autonomy and quality
of life showed statistically significant results at all four times (p = 0.0001)
for both groups. In particular, for the Sid-G, statistically significant results
emerged between T0 and T1 with regard to the execution time of the
interference test of the SCWT (p = 0.002) and errors at the SCWT (p =
0.003), the SDMT (p = 0.002) and the TMT (p = 0.006). In addition, the
results of the total EQ-5D (p = 0.002), the VAS component of the EQ-5D
(p = 0.002) and the mBI (p = 0.002) were statistically significant.
Between T1 and T2, SCWT interference test time (p = 0.004) and errors at
SCWT (p = 0.010), SDMT (p = 0.042), total EQ-5D results (p = 0.014),
and mBI (p = 0.002) were statistically significant. Between T2 and T3 the
only statistically significant result was obtained for the errors at SCWT (p
= 0.046), total EQ-5D results (p = 0.035) and VAS component of the EQ-
5D (p = 0.005). On the other hand, for the CG, statistically significant
results emerged between T0 and T1 with regard to the execution time of
the SCWT (p = 0.034) and errors at the SCWT (p = 0.002), the SDMT (p
= 0.009) and the TMT (p = 0.050). Furthermore, the results of the VAS
component of the EQ-5D (p = 0.011), the VAS component of the EQ-5D (p
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= 0.002) and the mBI (p = 0.002) were statistically significant. No
statistically significant results emerged between T1 and T2 and between
T2 and T3 (Table 2). With regard to DEXA parameters, the intra-group
analysis showed no statistically significant differences for most
parameters, with the exception for patients of Sid-G of lean mass (p =
0.017), total mass (p = 0. 032) and fat mass percentage (p = 0.006)
between T0 and T1, between T1 and T2 for BMC (p = 0.003), lean mass (p
= 0.044), total mass (p = 0.002) and fat mass percentage (p = 0.008).
Between T2 and T3, on the other hand, no statistically significant
differences were observed in either Sid-G or CG (Table 2).

Changes from baseline in motor (p = 0.007), cognitive (p = 0.0096)
and total (p = 0.034) fatigue between T0 and T3 favoured the Sid-G
versus the CG (Fig. 1). Specifically, there was a statistically significant
improvement between T0 and T1 and between T1 and T2 for motor
fatigue (p < 0.001 and p = 0.021), cognitive (p = 0.004 and p < 0.001)
and total fatigue (p = 0.001 and p = 0.048). Between T2 and T3, the
statistically significant difference is only maintained for motor fatigue (p
= 0.024) (Table 3).

Regarding motor performance, balance and walking, the comparison
between the two groups between T0 and T3 showed a statistically
significant improvement in BBS (p < 0.001), SPPB (p < 0.001), AI (p <

0.001), FAC (p = 0.017), WHS (p = 0.036), TUG (p = 0.039) and 6MWT
(p < 0.001) in favour of Sid-G versus CG. In particular, there is a
statistically significant improvement in favour of Sid-G between T0 and
T1 in BBS (p = 0.001), SPPB (p=<0.001), AI (p < 0.001), FAC (p = 0.
017), the WHS (p = 0.017), the TUG (p = 0.012) and the 6MWT (p =
0.033); between T1 and T2 for the BBS (p < 0.001), the WHS (p = 0.039),
the TUG (p = 0.039) and the 6MWT (p < 0.001). Between T2 and T3, the
statistically significant difference is only maintained for BBS (p = 0.039)
and 6MWT (p = 0.011) (Table 3).

Considering cognitive performance, autonomy and quality of life, the
comparison of the two groups between T0 and T3 showed a statistically
significant improvement in the SDMT (p = 0.004) and the SCWT time (p
= 0.049) in favour of Sid-G patients, compared with CG patients.
Between T0 and T1, statistically significant differences emerged between
the two groups in favour of Sid-G in SDMT (p = 0.004), the TMT (p <

0.001), the SCWT running time (p < 0.001), the total EQ-5D (p = 0.039)
and the VAS component of the EQ-5D (0.044). Between T1 and T2, on the
other hand, statistically significant differences emerged between the two
groups with regard to the SDMT (p = 0.048), SCWT execution time (p <

0.001), EQ-5D (p = 0.003) and mBI (p < 0.001). Between T2 and T3, no
statistically significant difference emerged between Sid-G and CG
(Table 3). With regard to instrumental assessment, the comparison
between Sid-G and CG showed a statistically significant difference
between T0 and T3 with regard to BMC (p = 0.005), lean mass (p =
0.005), total mass (p < 0.001) and fat mass percentage (p = 0.039).
Specifically, BMC was significant between T1 and T2 (p < 0.001),
whereas between T0 and T1, between T1 and T2 and between T2 and T3,
lean mass (p < 0.001, p = 0.005, p = 0.001), total mass (p < 0.001, p =
0.047) and percentage fat mass (p = 0.015, p = 0.051 and p < 0.001)
were statistically significant (Table 3).

4. Discussion

Despite the growing interest in the role that vitamins and minerals
play in the management of fatigue and motor and cognitive performance
[58–60], as far as the authors know, there is no other work in the literature
using dietary supplements to counteract post-stroke fatigue. Considering
the analyzed data, interesting results emerge from the study. Firstly, the
basic hypothesis that nutritional support with SiderAL1 Med

Table 1
Clinical and demographic characteristics of the population.

Sid-G (n = 12) CG (n = 12) p value

Gender, W vs M n 5 vs 7 6 vs 6 p = 0.755
Age, years Mean � SD 68.92 � 14.54 76.60 � 13.86 p = 0.143
BMI Mean � SD 26.23 � 3.70 26.92 � 4.77 p = 0.799

MFIS Phy Median (IQR) 25 (22–27) 23 (21–24) p = 0.514
MFIS Cog Median (IQR) 20 (17–23) 23 (20–26) p = 0.078
MFIS Psy Median (IQR) 7 (6–7) 6 (4–7) p = 0.347
MFIS Tot Median (IQR) 54 (46–55) 52 (50–56) p = 0.755
MI Affected side Median (IQR) 58 (58–64) 58 (58–64) p = 0.590
BBS Median (IQR) 34 (29–37) 36 (26–38) p = 0.932
SPPB Median (IQR) 3 (3–3) 4 (4–5) p = 0.001
AI Median (IQR) 5 (4–5) 5 (4–5) p = 0.478
FAC Median (IQR) 2 (2–3) 2 (1–3) p = 0.713
WHS Median (IQR) 3 (2–3) 3 (2–3) p = 0.671
TUG, seconds Median (IQR) 27 (20–49) 28 (22–36) p = 0.630
10MWT, seconds Median (IQR) 24 (23–31) 26 (22–27) p = 0.755
6MWT, meters Median (IQR) 85 (68–106) 100 (84–149) p = 0.410
SDMT Median (IQR) 22 (20–31) 16 (12–24) p = 0.128
TMT B-A Median (IQR) 23 (16–31) 24 (17–30) p = 0.755
SCWT, seconds Median (IQR) 85 (75–128) 87 (74–118) p = 0.843
SCWT, errors Median (IQR) 4 (2–6) 7 (4–8) p = 0.078
EQ-5D Median (IQR) 15 (11–17) 11 (10–13) p = 0.020
EQ-5D VAS Median (IQR) 53 (44–56) 45 (26–38) p = 0.671
mBI Median (IQR) 36 (26–43) 32 (26–38) p = 0.630

t-score Median (IQR) �1 (–1 – 1) –1 (–1 – 1) p = 1.000
z-score Median (IQR) 0 (–1 – 1) –1 (–1 – 0) p = 0.887
BMC Median (IQR) 2322 (1824–2506) 3420 (1806–4034) p = 0.457
Fat mass Median (IQR) 21794 (20602–25242) 26054 (20215–26893) p = 0.512
Lean mass Median (IQR) 48736 (35688–55908) 49121 (35681–60561) p = 0.668
Total mass Median (IQR) 70670 (63799–79660) 72000 (63504–79496) p = 0.313
% Fat Median (IQR) 31 (28–36) 33 (27–37) p = 0.624

BMI: Body Mass Index; MFIS: Modified Fatigue Impact Scale; Phy: Physical; COG: Cognitive; PSY: Psycosocial; MI: Motricity Index; BBS: Berg Balance Scale; SPPB: Short
Physical Performance Battery; AI: Ambulation Index; FAC: Functional Ambulation Category; WHS: Walking Handicap Scale; TUG: Timed Up&Go Test; 10MWT: 10-Metre
Walking Test; 6MWT: 6-Minute Walking Test; SDMT: Symbol Digit Modalities Test; TMT: Trial Making Test; SCWT; Stroop Colour Word Test; EQ-5D: EuroQoL-5D; mBI:
modified Barthel Index; BMC: Bone Mineral Content.
In bold the statistically significant p-values for p < 0.05.
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supplementation could somehow positively influence fatigue in older
adults with stroke outcomes was fulfilled. In the first month, in which all
patients underwent the rehabilitation treatment, all patients included in
the study showed a significant improvement. In particular, the Sid-G
patients, who also took the nutritional supplementation, showed a
significant improvement in all clinical scales, as well as in some
instrumental parameters. In particular, the patients showed an increase in
lean and total mass and a decrease in the percentage of fat mass. The CG
patients also showed an improvement at the end of the first month in
almost all examined parameters, with the exception of the DEXA
parameters. In the second month, when the patients were no longer under
intensive rehabilitation treatment, the Sid-G patients (who nevertheless
continued to take the dietary supplement) showed a significant
improvement in fatigue in all components, except psychosocial fatigue.
There was also an improvement in balance, walking and functional
capacity, as well as in the speed of information processing, cognitive
interference management and perceived quality of life. Lean and total
mass also improved significantly and the percentage of fat mass decreased
significantly. In CG patients, on the other hand, there was a significant
improvement in fatigue in all of its components, with the exception of
cognitive fatigue, balance, walking and functional capacity; while no
significant results emerged with regard to cognitive performance, quality
of life and autonomy. In addition, there were no significant changes in
body composition. At the third month, during which nutritional
supplementation with SiderAL1 Med was discontinued, Sid-G patients
showed significant improvement only in the motor component of fatigue
and total tiredness, dynamic balance, walking and functional capacity,
and perceived quality of life.

When comparing the improvements between the two groups, it was
found that throughout the study period, patients taking the dietary
supplement with SiderAL1 Med showed a significant decrease in motor,
cognitive and total fatigue, which was most noticeable during the two
months of taking the dietary supplement. Interestingly, the Sid-G patients
also showed a significant decrease in motor fatigue in the follow-up
month during which they were no longer taking SiderAL1 Med.
Considering motor performance, interesting results emerged: in fact,
the two groups showed a significant difference in the improvement of
balance, which was maintained throughout the study period, as well as
the improvement of functional capacity. The results also suggest that
nutritional supplementation with SiderAL1 Med may also have a positive
impact on cognitive performance, particularly on information processing
speed and attention. Also interesting are the results obtained from the
instrumental assessment of the body component: indeed, it was found that
throughout the study period there was a significant decrease in the
percentage of fat mass, as well as a significant increase in lean mass and
total mass. Interestingly, a change in BMC occurred in the second month
of taking SiderAL1 Med.

It is known in the literature that an inadequate intake of vitamins and
minerals can be associated with physical fatigue, lack of energy or
lethargy, as well as cognitive dysfunctions [61]. The supplementation of
vitamins (A, B1, B2, B6, B12, C, D, E, K) and minerals, such as magnesium
and iron, can counteract fatigue and lead to an improvement not only in
physical performance but also in cognitive performance. It is known, in
fact, that an iron supplement can improve attention, memory and
learning, in young women who have iron deficiency but not anaemia
[61,62].

Table 2
Intra-group post-hoc analysis between the assessment times in the two groups. P-value significance is assessed at p < 0.016 for Bonferroni correction.

Sid-G CG

p-value
T0-T1

p-value
T1-T2

p-value
T2-T3

p-value
T0-T1

p-value
T1-T2

p-value
T2-T3

Fatigue
MFIS Phy p = 0.002 p = 0.009 p = 0.021 p = 0.002 p = 0.023 p = 0.708
MFIS Cog p = 0.002 p = 0.001 p = 0.029 p = 0.003 p = 0.317 p = 1.000
MFIS Psy p = 0.002 p = 0.564 p = 0.129 p = 0.002 p = 0.024 p = 0.317
MFIS Tot p = 0.002 p = 0.030 p = 0.016 p = 0.002 p = 0.021 p = 0.582
Motor performance, balance and walking
MI Affected side p = 0.002 p = 1.000 p = 1.000 p = 0.002 p = 1.000 p = 1.000
BBS p = 0.002 p = 0.002 p = 0.106 p = 0.042 p = 0.001 p = 1.000
SPPB p = 0.002 p = 0.435 p = 0.722 p = 0.026 p = 0.001 p = 1.000
AI p = 0.002 p = 1.000 p = 1.000 p = 0.002 p = 0.023 p = 1.000
FAC p = 0.004 p = 1.000 p = 1.000 p = 0.429 p = 1.000 p = 1.000
WHS p = 0.003 p = 0.014 p = 0.008 p = 0.005 p = 1.000 p = 1.000
TUG, seconds p = 0.002 p = 0.754 p = 0.006 p = 0.009 p = 0.001 p = 0.194
10MWT, seconds p = 0.008 p = 0.049 p = 0.714 p = 0.012 p = 0.078 p = 0.127
6MWT, meters p = 0.003 p = 0.002 p = 0.004 p = 0.002 p = 0.002 p = 0.072
Cognitive performance, autonomy and quality of life
SDMT p = 0.002 p = 0.042 p = 0.098 p = 0.009 p = 0.084 p = 0.192
TMT B-A p = 0.006 p = 0.121 p = 0.143 p = 0.050 p = 1.000 p = 1.000
SCWT, seconds p = 0.002 p = 0.004 p = 0.094 p = 0.034 p = 0.750 p = 1.000
SCWT, errors p = 0.003 p = 0.010 p = 0.046 p = 0.002 p = 0.015 p = 0.317
EQ-5D p = 0.002 p = 0.014 p = 0.035 p = 0.011 p = 0.317 p = 0.317
EQ-5D VAS p = 0.002 p = 0.100 p = 0.005 p = 0.002 p = 0.317 p = 1.000
mBI p = 0.002 p = 0.002 p = 0.068 p = 0.002 p = 0.317 p = 0.317
DEXA
t-score p = 0.134 p = 0.242 p = 0.341 p = 0.001 p = 1.000 p = 1.000
z-score p = 0.106 p = 0.117 p = 0.812 p = 0.653 p = 1.000 p = 1.000
BMC p = 0.691 p = 0.003 p = 0.188 p = 0.859 p = 1.000 p = 1.000
Fat mass p = 0.245 p = 0.350 p = 0.226 p = 0.414 p = 1.000 p = 1.000
Lean mass p = 0.017 p = 0.044 p = 0.126 p = 0.328 p = 1.000 p = 1.000
Total mass p = 0.032 p = 0.002 p = 0.261 p = 0.414 p = 1.000 p = 1.000
% Fat p = 0.006 p = 0.008 p = 0.351 p = 0.918 p = 1.000 p = 1.000

BMI: Body Mass Index; MFIS: Modified Fatigue Impact Scale; Phy: Physical; COG: Cognitive; PSY: Psycosocial; MI: Motricity Index; BBS: Berg Balance Scale; SPPB: Short
Physical Performance Battery; AI: Ambulation Index; FAC: Functional Ambulation Category; WHS: Walking Handicap Scale; TUG: Timed Up&Go Test; 10MWT: 10-Metre
Walking Test; 6MWT: 6-Minute Walking Test; SDMT: Symbol Digit Modalities Test; TMT: Trial Making Test; SCWT; Stroop Colour Word Test; EQ-5D: EuroQoL-5D; mBI:
modified Barthel Index; BMC: Bone Mineral Content.
In bold the statistically significant p-values for p < 0.05.
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Some authors have emphasised the close relationship between fatigue
and vitamins and minerals supplementation; how the effects they produce
at a cellular level then translate at a systemic level into an improvement in
fatigue, both motor and cognitive, and an improvement in motor and
physical performance [63], confirming the results obtained in this study.
It is therefore possible to hypothesise that the steady improvement in
fatigue, especially motor fatigue, is attributable to the change in body
composition and the increase in mobility and functional capacity, i.e. that
by improving the nutritional aspect and lean mass, the patients were also
able to achieve, through rehabilitation therapy, an improvement in motor
performance and consequently a better management of fatigue. This
could have established a 'virtuous circle': improved nutritional intake,
reduced motor and cognitive fatigue, increased motor and cognitive
functions, increased movement and social interactions, improved quality
of life, improved muscular function, reduced motor and cognitive fatigue,
improved motor and cognitive performance, and so on.

What emerged from the study could be easily integrated into clinical
practice. Having evaluated the positive and statistically significant effect
of the association between nutritional supplementation and rehabilita-
tion, SiderAL1 Med could be considered as an adjunct to rehabilitation
treatment. Indeed, by reducing the effects of post-stroke fatigue, it could

emphasize the effects of rehabilitation, promoting its effects and
improving its outcome.

The study has some limitations. One of them is definitely the sample
size; however, since the relationship between SiderAL1 Med and post-
stroke fatigue has never been investigated, this study was set up as a pilot
study. For this reason, it was not deemed necessary to make a formal
sample size estimate, but based on Julious ' rules of thumb for pilot clinical
trials [56], 12 patients per group were included, for a total of 24 patients.
In addition, for phase 2 rehabilitation pilot studies, the guidelines identify
an initial convenience sample of at least six participants [64]. Another
limitation of the study is the lack of a double blind. In fact, in this study,
blinding was considered appropriate for the personnel involved in patient
selection, randomization, assessments, treatment, and statistical analysis,
but not for the patient. However, it is believed that the presence of these
blinded figures did not produce selection or reporting bias.

For these reasons, future research should not only be designed to apply
the blind to patients as well, but also consider a larger sample size. To
corroborate this, a clinical trial is currently underway that, taking into
account the results obtained so far, has included a larger number of
patients. Moreover, we are going to include in the clinical trial
biochemical and bioimpedance analysis to more accurately identify
not only changes that can be objectified with rating scales, but also

Fig. 1. Trend of motor, cognitive, psychosocial and total fatigue in the two groups between T0 and T3.
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Table 3
Inter-group analysis for all evaluation times.

T0
Median (IQR)

T1
Median (IQR)

T2
Median (IQR)

T3
Median (IQR)

p value
T0-T3

p value
T0-T1

p value
T1-T2

p value
T2-T3

Fatigue
MFIS Phy p =

0.007
p < 0.001 p =

0.021
p = 0.024

Sid-G 25 (22–27) 17 (13–19) 13 (11–15) 16 (11–21)
CG 23 (21–24) 20 (17–22) 18 (14–19) 17 (14–20)

MFIS Cog p =
0.009

p =
0.004

p < 0.001 p = 0.089

Sid-G 20 (17–23) 14 (10–16) 11 (8–13) 13 (10–14)
CG 23 (20–26) 19 (14–21) 18 (14–21) 18 (14–21)

MFIS Psy p = 0.378 p = 0.062 p = 0.078 p = 0.219
Sid-G 7 (6–7) 3 (2–4) 3 (2–4) 3 (2–4)
CG 6 (4–7) 4 (2–5) 3 (2–4) 3 (2–4)

MFIS Tot p =
0.034

p =
0.001

p =
0.048

p = 0.072

Sid-G 54 (46–55) 34 (28–36) 28 (24–30) 30 (27–40)
CG 52 (50–56) 40 (33–46) 39 (29–42) 37 (30–43)

Motor performance, balance and walking
MI Affected

side
p = 0.514 p = 0.514 p = 1.000 p = 1.000

Sid-G 58 (58–64) 88 (76–100) 88 (76 –100) 88 (76 –100)
CG 58 (58–64) 100 (84–100) 100 (84–100) 100 (84–100)

BBS p < 0.001 p =
0.001

p < 0.001 p = 0.039

Sid-G 34 (29–37) 45 (43–48) 51 (49–53) 53 (50–56)
CG 36 (26–38) 41 (28–48) 39 (26–46) 39 (26–46)

SPPB p < 0.001 p < 0.001 p = 0.089 p = 0.514
Sid-G 3 (3–3) 8 (8–9) 8 (7–9) 8 (7–9)
CG 4 (4–5) 7 (3–7) 6 (2–6) 6 (2–6)

AI p < 0.001 p < 0.001 p = 1.000 p = 1.000
Sid-G 5 (4–5) 3 (2–3) 3 (2–3) 3 (2–3)
CG 5 (4–5) 4 (3–4) 4 (3–4) 4 (3–4)

FAC p =
0.017

p =
0.017

p = 1.000 p = 1.000

Sid-G 2 (2–3) 3 (3–4) 3 (3–4) 3 (3–4)
CG 2 (1–3) 3 (1–3) 3 (1–3) 3 (1–3)

WHS p =
0.036

p =
0.017

p =
0.039

p = 0.101

Sid-G 3 (2–3) 5 (4–5) 5 (5–5) 5 (5–5)
CG 3 (2–3) 4 (3–4) 4 (3–4) 4 (3–4)

TUG p =
0.039

p =
0.012

p =
0.039

p = 0.068

Sid-G 27 (20–49) 20 (10–33) 19 (13–31) 22 (14–37)
CG 28 (22–36) 26 (18–31) 28 (22–34) 29 (23–33)

10MWT p = 0.551 p = 1.000 p = 0.410 p = 1.000
Sid-G 24 (23–31) 18 (16–23) 14 (12–17) 16 (15–19)
CG 26 (22–27) 17 (17–19) 16 (13–17) 18 (16–19)

6MWT p < 0.001 p =
0.033

p < 0.001 p = 0.011

Sid-G 85 (68–106) 175 (138–218) 245 (205 –290) 245 (198–275)
CG 100 (84–149) 150 (149–190) 140 (130–170) 130 (110–150)

Cognitive performance, autonomy and quality of life
SDMT p =

0.004
p =
0.004

p =
0.048

p = 0.075

Sid-G 22 (20–31) 33 (28–40) 30 (26–38) 31 (26–38)
CG 16 (12–24) 26 (19–35) 25 (17–32) 24 (17–32)

TMT B-A p = 0.671 p < 0.001 p = 0.378 p = 0.942
Sid-G 23 (16–31) 27 (19–44) 14 (13–35) 11 (10–32)
CG 24 (17–30) 71 (49–96) 18 (13–31) 19 (14–32)

SCWT, time p =
0.049

p < 0.001 p < 0.001 p = 0.098

Sid-G 85 (75–128) 75 (62–94) 68 (55–87) 66 (54–85)
CG 87 (74–118) 79 (67–93) 76 (65–91) 76 (64–91)

SCWT, errors p = 0.319 p = 0.178 p = 0.590 p = 0.378
Sid-G 4 (2–6) 1 (0–2) 0 (0–1) 0 (0–0)
CG 7 (4–8) 2 (2–4) 1 (1–2) 1 (1–2)

EQ-5D p = 0.242 p =
0.039

p =
0.003

p = 0.128

Sid-G 15 (11–17) 9 (7–11) 8 (6–10) 10 (8–12)
CG 11 (10–13) 8 (7–10) 8 (7–9) 8 (7–9)

EQ-5D VAS p = 0.590 p =
0.044

p = 0.242 p = 0.241

Sid-G 53 (44–56) 80 (70–81) 78 (75–83) 70 (65–75)

(continued on next page)
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modifications at the biochemical level. In addition, it would also be
interesting to evaluate the effects of SiderAL1 Med on other categories of
patients, in whom fatigue determines a significant impact on motor and
cognitive performance and quality of life.

5. Conclusion

In conclusion, nutritional supplementation with SiderAL1 Med, in
concert with intensive rehabilitation treatment, appears to be effective in
the management of fatigue and in improving motor and cognitive
performance and quality of life, representing a valuable tool to associate
with rehabilitation treatment in stroke patients.
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T1
Median (IQR)
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p =
0.051

p < 0.001
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BBMI: Body Mass Index; MFIS: Modified Fatigue Impact Scale; Phy: Physical; COG: Cognitive; PSY: Psycosocial; MI: Motricity Index; BBS: Berg Balance Scale; SPPB: Short
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S. Giovannini et al. The Journal of nutrition, health and aging 28 (2024) 100256

8

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/S10072-008-0951-0
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0055


[12] Chu SH, Zhao X, Komber A, Cheyne J, Wu S, Cowey E, et al. Systematic review:
pharmacological interventions for the treatment of post-stroke fatigue. Int J Stroke
2023;18:1071–83.

[13] Su Y, Yuki M, Otsuki M. Non-pharmacological interventions for post-stroke fatigue:
systematic review and network meta-analysis. J Clin Med 2020;9:621.

[14] Pacheco RL, Latorraca C de OC, da Silva LDGM, Ferreira DBG de M, et al. Modafinil for
poststroke patients: a systematic review. Int J Clin Pract 201973:, doi:http://dx.doi.
org/10.1111/IJCP.13295.

[15] Poulsen MB, Damgaard B, Zerahn B, Overgaard K, Rasmussen RS. Modafinil may
alleviate poststroke fatigue. Stroke 2015;46:3470–7.

[16] Bivard A, Lillicrap T, Krishnamurthy V, Holliday E, Attia J, Pagram H, et al. MIDAS
(Modafinil in Debilitating Fatigue After Stroke). Stroke 2017;48:1293–8.

[17] Mead G, Bernhardt J, Kwakkel G. Stroke: physical fitness, exercise, and fatigue. Stroke
Res Treat 2012;2012:1–2.

[18] Castelli L, Iacovelli C, Loreti C, Malizia AM, Barone Ricciardelli I, Tomaino A, et al.
Robotic-assisted rehabilitation for balance in stroke patients (ROAR-S): effects of
cognitive, motor and functional outcomes. Eur Rev Med Pharmacol Sci 2023;27:8198–
211.

[19] Caliandro P, Molteni F, Simbolotti C, Guanziroli E, Iacovelli C, Reale G, et al.
Exoskeleton-assisted gait in chronic stroke: an EMG and functional near-infrared
spectroscopy study of muscle activation patterns and prefrontal cortex activity. Clin
Neurophysiol 2020;131:1775–81.

[20] Zieli�nska-Nowak E, Cichon N, Saluk-Bijak J, Bijak M, Miller E. Nutritional
supplements and neuroprotective diets and their potential clinical significance in post-
stroke rehabilitation. Nutrients 202113:, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/
NU13082704.

[21] Ko S-H, Shin Y-I. Nutritional supplementation in stroke rehabilitation: a narrative
review. Brain & NeuroRehabilitation 202215:, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.12786/
BN.2022.15.E3.

[22] Aquilani R, Sessarego P, Iadarola P, Barbieri A, Boschi F. Nutrition for brain recovery
after ischemic stroke: an added value to rehabilitation. Nutr Clin Pract 2011;26:339–
45.

[23] Serra MC. The importance of assessing nutritional status to ensure optimal recovery
during the chronic phase of stroke. Stroke Res Treat 20182018:, doi:http://dx.doi.org/
10.1155/2018/1297846.

[24] Tardy A-L, Pouteau E, Marquez D, Yilmaz C, Scholey A. Vitamins and minerals for
energy, fatigue and cognition: a narrative review of the biochemical and clinical
evidence. Nutrients 2020;12:228.

[25] Ryan RM, Frederick C. On energy, personality, and health: subjective vitality as a
dynamic reflection of well-being. J Pers 1997;65:529–65.

[26] Ross CA, Caballero B, Tucker KL, Cousins RJ, Ziegler TR. Modern Nutrition in Health
and Disease Lippincott Williams and Wilkins (ed). 2012.

[27] Bourre JM. The role of nutritional factors on the structure and function of the brain: an
update on dietary requirements. Rev Neurol (Paris) 2004;160:767–92.

[28] Giovannini S, Brau F, Forino R, Berti A, D’ignazio F, Loreti C, et al. Sarcopenia:
diagnosis and management, state of the art and contribution of ultrasound. J Clin Med
202110:, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/JCM10235552.

[29] Houston BL, Hurrie D, Graham J, Perija B, Rimmer E, Rabbani R, et al. Efficacy of iron
supplementation on fatigue and physical capacity in non-anaemic iron-deficient
adults: a systematic review of randomised controlled trials. BMJ Open 2018;8:
e019240.

[30] Hunt A, Harrington D, Robinson S. Vitamin B12 deficiency. BMJ 2014;349:g5226.
[31] Carr AC, Vissers MCM, Cook JS. The effect of intravenous vitamin C on cancer- and

chemotherapy-related fatigue and quality of life. Front Oncol 2014;4:283.
[32] Suzuki M, Itokawa Y. Effects of thiamine supplementation on exercise-induced fatigue.

Metab Brain Dis 2005;1996(11):95–106.
[33] European Commission Food for special medical purposes. Available at: https://food.

ec.europa.eu/safety/labelling-and-nutrition/specific-groups/food-special-medical-
purposes_en. Accessed February 14, 2024.

[34] Cammarota G, Cesaro P, Cazzato A, Cianci R, Fedeli P, Ojetti V, et al. The water
immersion technique is easy to learn for routine use during EGD for duodenal villous
evaluation. J Clin Gastroenterol 2009;43:244–8.

[35] Gessaroli M, Frazzoni L, Sikandar U, Bronzetti G, Pession A, Zagari RM, et al. Nutrient
intakes in adult and pediatric coeliac disease patients on gluten-free diet: a systematic
review and meta-analysis. Eur J Clin Nutr 2023;77:784–93.

[36] Gómez-Ramírez S, Brilli E, Tarantino G, Muñoz M. Sucrosomial1 iron: a new
generation iron for improving oral supplementation. Pharmaceuticals 2018;11:97.

[37] Gómez-Ramírez S, Brilli E, Tarantino G, Girelli D, Muñoz M. Sucrosomial1 iron: an
updated review of its clinical efficacy for the treatment of iron deficiency.
Pharmaceuticals 2023;16:847.

[38] Elli L, Ferretti F, Branchi F, Tomba C, Lombardo V, Scricciolo A, et al. Sucrosomial iron
supplementation in anemic patients with celiac disease not tolerating oral ferrous
sulfate: a prospective study. Nutrients 201810:, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/
NU10030330.

[39] Fisk JD, Ritvo PG, Ross L, Haase DA, Marrie TJ, Schlech WF. Measuring the functional
impact of fatigue: initial validation of the fatigue impact scale. Clin Infect Dis 1994;18
(Suppl 1):S79–83.

[40] Kos D, Kerckhofs E, Carrea I, Verza R, Ramos M, Jansa J. Evaluation of the modified
fatigue impact scale in four different European countries. Multiple Sclerosis J
2005;11:76–80.

[41] Collin C, Wade D. Assessing motor impairment after stroke: a pilot reliability study. J
Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry 1990;53:576–9.

[42] Cameron D, Bohannon RW. Criterion validity of lower extremity Motricity Index
scores. Clin Rehabil 2000;14:208–11.

[43] Berg KO, Wood-Dauphinee SL, Williams JI, Maki B. Measuring balance in the elderly:
validation of an instrument. Can J Public Health 1992;83(Suppl 2):S7–11.

[44] Podsiadlo D, Richardson S. The timed ‘Up & Go’: a test of basic functional mobility for
frail elderly persons. J Am Geriatr Soc 1991;39:142–8.

[45] Guralnik JM Short Physical performance Battery (SPPB). Available at: https://www.
nia.nih.gov/research/labs/leps/short-physical-performance-battery-sppb. Accessed
February 14, 2024.

[46] Institute NC. Hauser ambulation index functional test. Qeios. 2020, doi:http://dx.doi.
org/10.32388/I4454T.

[47] Perry J, Garrett M, Gronley JK, Mulroy SJ. Classification of walking handicap in the
stroke population. Stroke 1995;26:982–9.

[48] Mehrholz J, Wagner K, Rutte K, Meißner D, Pohl M. Predictive validity and
responsiveness of the functional ambulation category in hemiparetic patients after
stroke. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2007;88:1314–9.

[49] Dobkin BH, Plummer-D’Amato P, Elashoff R, Lee J. International randomized clinical
trial, stroke inpatient rehabilitation with reinforcement of walking speed (SIRROWS),
improves outcomes. Neurorehabil Neural Repair 2010;24:235–42.

[50] Shah S, Vanclay F, Cooper B. Improving the sensitivity of the Barthel Index for stroke
rehabilitation. J Clin Epidemiol 1989;42:703–9.

[51] Collin C, Wade DT, Davies S, Horne V. The Barthel ADL Index: a reliability study. Int
Disabil Stud 1988;10:61–3.

[52] Balestroni G, Bertolotti G. EuroQol-5D (EQ-5D): an instrument for measuring quality
of life. Monaldi Archives for Chest Disease - Cardiac Series 2012;78:155–9.

[53] Brugnolo A, De Carli F, Accardo J, Amore M, Bosia LE, Bruzzaniti C, et al. An updated
Italian normative dataset for the Stroop color word test (SCWT). Neurol Sci
2016;37:365–72.

[54] Smith A. Symbol digit modalities test: Manual Western Psychological Services (ed).
Los Angeles, CA; 1982.

[55] Bowie CR, Harvey PD. Administration and interpretation of the Trail Making Test. Nat
Protoc 2006;1:2277–81.

[56] Julious SA. Sample size of 12 per group rule of thumb for a pilot study. Pharm Stat
2005;4:287–91.

[57] Shapiro SS, Wilk MB. An analysis of variance test for normality (complete samples).
Biometrika 1965;52:591–611.

[58] Giovannini S, Tamburrano A, Sganga F, Serra ML, Loreti C, Coraci D, et al. A new model
of multidimensional discharge planning: continuity of care for frail and complex
inpatients. Eur Rev Med Pharmacol Sci 2020;24:13009–14.

[59] Long SJ, Benton D. Effects of vitamin and mineral supplementation on stress, mild
psychiatric symptoms, and mood in nonclinical samples: a meta-analysis. Psychosom
Med 2013;75:144–53.

[60] Joustra ML, Minovic I, Janssens KAM, Bakker SJL, Rosmalen JGM. Vitamin and
mineral status in chronic fatigue syndrome and fibromyalgia syndrome: a systematic
review and meta-analysis. PLoS One 201712:, doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/
JOURNAL.PONE.0176631.

[61] Scholey A. Nutrients for neurocognition in health and disease: measures,
methodologies and mechanisms. Proc Nutr Soc 2018;77:73–83.

[62] Murray-Kolb LE, Beard JL. Iron treatment normalizes cognitive functioning in young
women. Am J Clin Nutr 2007;85:778–87.

[63] Tardy A-L, Pouteau E, Marquez D, Yilmaz C, Scholey A. Vitamins and minerals for
energy, fatigue and cognition: a narrative review of the biochemical and clinical
evidence. Nutrients 2020;12:228.

[64] Dobkin BH. Progressive staging of pilot studies to improve phase III trials for motor
interventions. Neurorehabil Neural Repair 2009;23:197–206.

* Corresponding author.
E-mail address: silvia.giovannini@unicatt.it (S. Giovannini).

S. Giovannini et al. The Journal of nutrition, health and aging 28 (2024) 100256

9

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0070
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/IJCP.13295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0100
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/NU13082704
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0105
http://dx.doi.org/10.12786/BN.2022.15.E3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2018/1297846
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0160
https://food.ec.europa.eu/safety/labelling-and-nutrition/specific-groups/food-special-medical-purposes_en
https://food.ec.europa.eu/safety/labelling-and-nutrition/specific-groups/food-special-medical-purposes_en
https://food.ec.europa.eu/safety/labelling-and-nutrition/specific-groups/food-special-medical-purposes_en
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0190
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/NU10030330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0220
https://www.nia.nih.gov/research/labs/leps/short-physical-performance-battery-sppb
https://www.nia.nih.gov/research/labs/leps/short-physical-performance-battery-sppb
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0230
http://dx.doi.org/10.32388/I4454T
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0300
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/JOURNAL.PONE.0176631
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1279-7707(24)00343-9/sbref0320
mailto:silvia.giovannini@unicatt.it

	The role of nutritional supplement on post-stroke fatigue: a pilot randomized controlled trial
	1 Introduction
	2 Methods
	2.1 Study design and populations
	2.2 Measurements
	2.3 Clinical evaluation
	2.4 Instrumental assessment
	2.5 Intervention
	2.6 Statistical analysis

	3 Results
	4 Discussion
	5 Conclusion
	Funding
	Conflict of interest
	Acknowledgements
	References


