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Abstract 

Background  

There is limited information on the delivery of acute stroke therapies and secondary 

preventive measures and clinical outcomes over time in young adults with acute ischemic 

stroke (AIS). This study investigated whether advances in these treatments improved 

outcomes in this population. 

Methods 

Using a prospective multicenter stroke registry in Korea, young adults (aged 18–50 years) 

with AIS hospitalized between 2008 and 2019 were identified. The observation period was 

divided into four epochs: 2008–2010, 2011–2013, 2014–2016, and 2017–2019. Secular 

trends for patient characteristics, treatments, and outcomes were analyzed. 

Results 

 A total of 7,050 eligible patients (mean age 43.1; men 71.9%) were registered. The mean age 

decreased from 43.6 to 42.9 years (Ptrend=0.01). Current smoking decreased, whereas obesity 

increased. Other risk factors remained unchanged. Intravenous thrombolysis and mechanical 

thrombectomy rates increased over time from 2008–2010 to 2017–2019 (9.5% to 13.8% and 

3.2% to 9.2%, respectively; Ptrend’s<0.01). Door-to-needle time improved (Ptrend<0.001), but 

onset-to-door and door-to-puncture time remained constant. Secondary prevention including 

dual antiplatelets for noncardioembolic minor stroke (26.7% to 47.0%), direct oral 

anticoagulants for atrial fibrillation (0.0% to 56.2%), and statins for large artery 

atherosclerosis (76.1% to 95.3%) increased (Ptrend’s<0.01). Outcome data were available 

since 2011. One-year mortality (2.5% in 2011–2013 and 2.3% in 2017–2019) and 3-month 
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4

modified Rankin scale scores 0–1 (68.3% to 69.1%) and 0–2 (87.6% to 86.2%) remained 

unchanged. One-year stroke recurrence rate increased (4.1% to 5.5%, Ptrend=0.04), but was 

not significant after adjusting for warfarin use. 

Conclusion 

Improvements in the delivery of acute stroke treatments did not necessarily lead to better 

outcomes in young adults with AIS over the past decade, indicating a need for further 

improvement. 
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Introduction 

Young adults, commonly defined as individuals aged 18 to 50, constitute 10–15% of 

the acute ischemic stroke (AIS) population.1 While the incidence of ischemic stroke has 

declined in the general population, it has risen among young adults.2 Moreover, healthcare 

expenses for young adults with stroke are significant as they are 1.6 times greater than those 

for older patients.3 Improving outcomes in young adults with stroke is particularly important, 

given the potential socioeconomic implications associated with increased life expectancy. 

Over the past 15 years, there have been significant advancements in acute 

reperfusion therapy and secondary preventive treatment for ischemic stroke. Intravenous 

thrombolysis (IVT) beyond 3 hours and mechanical thrombectomy (MT) for large artery 

occlusion have become the standard of care.4,5 The CHANCE trial demonstrated the efficacy 

of dual antiplatelet therapy (DAPT) for noncardioembolic minor strokes.6 Direct oral 

anticoagulants (DOACs) have replaced warfarin for atrial fibrillation.7 With the increasing 

use of reperfusion therapies and secondary preventative treatments, real-world data have 

shown improvements in clinical outcomes for the general stroke population.8–10  

However, limited data exist on whether these advanced treatments were applied to 

young patients with stroke and whether their outcomes improved accordingly. Previous 

studies about outcomes in young patients were limited by cross-sectional rather than 

longitudinal designs,11,12 small sample sizes,13,14 or were conducted before 2010, when many 

advanced treatments had yet to be introduced.11,14,15 This study aims to fill the knowledge gap 

on secular trends in treatments and outcomes in young adults with AIS using a multicenter 

stroke registry in South Korea. 
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Methods 

Study Population 

This retrospective analysis was based on data from a prospective, multicenter stroke 

registry - the Clinical Research Collaboration for Stroke in Korea-National Institutes of 

Health (CRCS-K-NIH) registry. The CRCS-K-NIH is a web-based registry implemented in 

2008 to register patients with acute stroke or transient ischemic attack admitted to the 17 

participating stroke centers in South Korea. Detailed information on the CRCS-K-NIH 

registry is provided elsewhere.16 We included patients who were aged 18–50 years at 

presentation, had AIS defined as having ischemic symptoms for more than 24 h or a relevant 

ischemic lesion on diffusion-weighted MRI, arrived within seven days from when patients 

recognized stroke symptoms (first abnormal time [FAT]), and were hospitalized between 

April 2008 and December 2019. 

 

Ethics Statement  

Ethical approval for using the CRCS-K-NIH registry database was obtained from the 

institutional review boards of all participating hospitals (B-2112-728-102). A waiver of 

informed consent was granted because of the use of de-identified data and minimal risk to 

participants.  

 

Data Collection 

Information on demographics, risk factors, blood pressure, laboratory data, 

premorbid disability (modified Rankin scale [mRS]), initial National Institute of Health 

Stroke Scale (NIHSS), stroke subtype according to the Trial of Org 10172 in Acute Stroke 
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Treatment (TOAST) criteria with some modifications,17 FAT, last known well time (LKW), 

diagnostic evaluations, reperfusion therapies, door-to-needle time (DNT), door-to-puncture 

time (DPT), and discharge medications were obtained from the registry database. Risk factors 

were dichotomized into two categories: "newly diagnosed" and "previously known or aware," 

and the "aware" category was further divided into "on medication" and "not on medication" 

based on the treatment status. 

As part of a program aimed at monitoring and improving the quality of stroke care 

and outcomes, functional outcomes and occurrence of clinical events, including recurrent 

stroke and death, were prospectively captured at discharge, 3 months, and 1 year after the 

index stroke through a structured telephone interview conducted by experienced nurse 

coordinators or a direct interview by treating physicians at outpatient clinics according to 

predetermined protocols. Functional outcomes were evaluated using the mRS and were 

dichotomized into mRS scores of 0–1 vs. 2–6 and 0–2 vs. 3–6 or were treated as an ordinal 

variable. Operational definitions of all variables are listed in Table S1. 

 

Statistics 

We described demographics, risk factors, stroke characteristics, diagnostic 

evaluations, and treatments across four epochs: 2008–2010, 2011–2013, 2014–2016, and 

2017–2019. For trend analyses, the ANOVA linear contrast test was applied to continuous, 

and the Cochrane–Armitage test was applied to categorical variables. The Mantel–Haenszel 

chi-square test was used to treat the 3-month mRS as an ordinal variable. The Kaplan–Meier 

product limit method was implemented to estimate mortality and cumulative incidence of 

recurrent strokes, which were subsequently compared across the epochs using a log-rank 

linear contrast test. Among the 63 variables used in the study, 20 variables were found to 
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have one or more missing values, resulting in an overall missing rate of 0.49%. These 

missing values were removed pairwise during the tabulation and analysis. 

Stroke outcomes were analyzed with and without adjustment. Variables for 

adjustment were predetermined as follows: 1) sex, age, and initial NIHSS score for 3-month 

mRS score and mortality, and 2) sex, age, stroke risk factors, and stroke subtypes for 

recurrent stroke. For trend analyses in multivariable models, a linear contrast test was applied 

to binary outcomes in logistic regression models, to survival outcomes in Cox proportional 

hazard models, and to the whole scale of 3-month mRS scores in an ordinal logistic 

regression model. Secular trends were analyzed according to age (18–30, 31–40, and 41–50 

years) and sex subgroups and presented if needed. Furthermore, secular trends in treatments 

and outcomes were demonstrated in subgroups of potential contributing factors. 

A two-tailed p-value of <0.05 was considered statistically significant. All analyses 

were performed using SAS version 9.4 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) and R software 

version 4.0.2 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria). 

 

Data Availability  

The data used in this study may be made available upon request to the corresponding author. 

 

Results 

Demographics, Risk Factors, and Subtypes of Ischemic Stroke (Table 1) 

Of 70,567 patients (age 68.3±13.0 years; men 58.5%) registered with AIS between 

2008 and 2019, 7,050 participants aged 18–50 (10.0%) were selected. Over the 12 years, the 

proportion of men slightly decreased from 74% to 71% (ptrend=0.10), but it remained more 
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than twice that of women. The mean age decreased in both sexes, but this was statistically 

significant only in women. The decrease in mean age in women was attributable to an 

increase in the proportion of women aged 18–30 (Figure 1). 

Regarding traditional vascular risk factors, we observed significant trends in smoking 

and obesity. Current smoking decreased by 13.5% in men but increased by 2.5% in women. 

The increase in obesity (body mass index ≥30 kg/m2) was more than two times greater in men 

and was less evident in women. However, no significant trends were observed regarding 

hypertension, diabetes mellitus, and hyperlipidemia. Awareness and treatment rates of 

hypertension, diabetes, and hyperlipidemia before the index stroke remained unchanged 

except for increased awareness of hyperlipidemia. 

For ischemic stroke subtypes, large artery atherothrombosis (LAA) was the most 

common, followed by small vessel occlusion (SVO) or undetermined etiology (UDE; 

depending on the epoch). Notably, other determined etiology (ODE) increased by 9.0%, but 

LAA, SVO, and cardioembolic stroke (CES) decreased by 2.5%, 5.1%, and 4.3%, 

respectively. Among ODEs, arterial dissection was the most common, followed by intrinsic 

diseases of the arterial wall, such as Moyamoya disease and fibromuscular dysplasia (Table 

S2). Arterial dissection significantly increased in both men and women by 4.7% and 5.1%, 

respectively. The proportion of UDEs remained unchanged throughout the study period. 

 

Clinical Presentation and Treatments (Tables 2)  

Over the 12 years, the onset-to-door time (ODT) remained unchanged; the median 

FAT-to-door ranged between 8.0 and 9.4h, and the median LKW-to-door between 11.1 and 

12.5h. Overall, the proportion of patients hospitalized within 3.5h from LKW was 27.5%. 

However, initial stroke severity decreased significantly, with a reduction in the mean NIHSS 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 20, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.17.23288712doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.17.23288712
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 

8

score and the proportion of severe strokes (NIHSS score 16–42) by 0.8 points and 1.9%, 

respectively.  

The IVT rate increased by 3.8% between the first two epochs but plateaued afterward. 

The DNT followed a similar pattern. The overall increase in IVT rate may be attributed to the 

rise in IVT rate in patients arriving between 3.0 and 4.5 hours from the LKW (from 5.8% in 

2008–2010 to 21.1% in 2017–2019) and in those with severe stroke (from 27.9% to 47.3%; 

Tables S3 and S4). However, it should be noted that the IVT rate remained low in patients 

arriving after 4.5 h and in those with mild stroke (2.4% and 5.0% in 2017–2019, respectively). 

Over the 12 years, the MT rate almost tripled (from 3.2% to 9.2%), but the DPT did 

not improve. The increase in MT rate was evident in patients arriving within 6 hours or 

between 6 and 12 hours and in those with moderate (NIHSS score 5–15) or severe stroke 

(Tables S3 and S4). However, it should be noted that the MT rates in patients arriving after 

12 hours and in those with mild stroke remained low (2.1% and 1.9% in 2017–2019, 

respectively). 

Regarding secondary preventive treatments, the overall use of DAPT and DAPT in 

mild noncardioembolic stroke increased by 20.3% and 22.2%, respectively. The overall use 

of statins and the use of statins in LAA also increased by 19.7% and 19.2%, respectively. 

However, the overall use of anticoagulants and anticoagulants in atrial fibrillation decreased 

by 7.2% and 6.4%, respectively. Among types of anticoagulants in patients with atrial 

fibrillation, DOAC surpassed warfarin in the last epoch. DOAC use in patients with atrial 

fibrillation began to be reimbursed by the Korean government in mid-2015. It should be 

mentioned that in ODEs, the use of anticoagulants decreased by 29.7%, and the use of DAPT 

increased by 20.3% (Table S5).  
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The clinical presentation and treatment trends did not change noticeably in subgroup 

analyses according to age group (not presented here) and sex (Table S6). 

 

Clinical Outcomes (Table 3) 

Outcome data were available in 6,057 patients registered since 2011. The median 

follow-up was 367 days, with 94.6% (n=5,731) of patients having 3-month mRS scores 

available. In-hospital death, proportions of 3-month mRS scores 0–1 and mRS scores 0–2, 

and mortality did not exhibit significant trends before and after adjusting for age, sex, and 

initial NIHSS score. However, ordinal logistic regression revealed a significant increasing 

trend across the whole range of 3-month mRS scores after adjustments (common odds ratio, 

1.18; 95% confidence interval, 1.04–1.33). The incidence of recurrent stroke displayed an 

increasing tendency, but this trend became insignificant after statistical adjustments.  

Further analyses were conducted to identify factors contributing to the lack of 

improvement in outcomes despite improvement in treatments. The proportion of mRS scores 

0–1 increased in patients who received MT and those with severe strokes (from 33.7% to 

47.8% and from 13.2% to 25.0%, respectively; Tables S8 and S9). However, the proportion 

of mRS scores 0–2 and the mortality did not demonstrate significant improvements in these 

subgroups. 

The one-year cumulative incidence of recurrent strokes slightly increased from 4.13% 

in 2011–2013 to 5.47% in 2017–2019 (p=0.041). However, this trend became non-significant 

after adjusting for sex, age, risk factors, and stroke subtypes. Interestingly, adjusting only for 

warfarin use resulted in the loss of statistical significance in the model. Figure 2 demonstrates 

the incidence of recurrent strokes according to the index stroke subtypes. The highest 

recurrence rate was observed in ODE. The increase in stroke recurrence rate in the last epoch 
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was attributable to the increased recurrence rate in CES, ODE, and UDE. Notably, in CES, 

patients who took warfarin had a lower recurrence rate than those who did not (Figure S1, 

p=0.14 on a log-rank test). In ODE, there was no difference in stroke recurrence between 

patients who took warfarin and those who did not (Figure S2). 

 

Discussion 

In our nationwide cohort of young adults with AIS, parameters regarding advanced 

treatments such as IVT and MT rates, DNT, and secondary preventive treatments, including 

DAPT for mild noncardioembolic stroke, DOAC for atrial fibrillation, and statin for LAA, 

improved over the 12 years. However, 3-month mRS score, 1-year mortality, and 1-year 

stroke recurrence rate did not improve. The stroke recurrence rate even increased in the last 

epoch, which was attributed to increased recurrence in patients with CES, ODE, or UDE.  

Functional outcomes at 3 months after stroke did not improve and even worsened 

after adjusting for age, sex, and initial stroke severity in young adults with AIS. The 

proportion of mRS scores 0–2 was 84% in our study, similar to 84–94% in previous studies 

of young patients with ischemic stroke reported between the late 1990s and mid-2010s.11,12,14 

These studies were mostly cross-sectional; thus, further research is warranted to determine 

whether the stagnation or worsening of outcomes is a global trend or a local phenomenon.  

On the other hand, functional outcomes seem to have improved during the last two 

decades in the general ischemic stroke population. Increased proportions of 3-month mRS 

scores 0–2 were reported in China (from 37% in 2002 to 71% in 2016) and Spain (from 49% 

in 2008 to 55% in 2016).18,19 The Riks-Stroke registry and Get With The Guideline Stroke 
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data also demonstrated improving trends in discharge to home as a surrogate measure of 

functional outcome.10,20  

The absence of improvement in functional outcomes between 2011–2013 and 2017–

2019 despite improvement in delivery of treatments may be attributed to a ceiling effect, i.e., 

most young patients were already functionally independent in the early epoch (3-month mRS 

scores 0–2, 83.5% in 2011–2013). No improvement in the IVT rate (13.3% in 2011–2013 vs. 

13.8% in 2017–2019) may be another explanation. The expansion of reperfusion therapy 

significantly contributes to improving outcomes in the general ischemic stroke 

population.8,18–20 Although the MT rate has doubled, the number of beneficiaries was small, 

less than 10% of all AIS patients even in 2017–2019. In addition, the lack of improvement in 

ODT and DPT and the plateaued DNT might contribute to the stagnation of functional 

outcomes. The ODT, DNT, and DPT improved in the general stroke population of the United 

States.21,22  

We demonstrated that the stroke recurrence rate was not reduced in young patients 

and even increased in the last epoch. This finding diverges from decreasing stroke recurrence 

in young adults with AIS in Sweden15 and the general stroke population in the United 

States.23 However, data about trends of stroke recurrence in the young stroke population since 

the late 2000s have not been reported in these countries.  

To identify possible factors contributing to the increase in stroke recurrence in the 

last epoch, we examined changes in risk factors, stroke subtypes, and preventative treatments 

by epoch. During the 12-year observation period, we did not find notable changes except for 

the increase in ODE among ischemic stroke subtypes and the decrease in warfarin use 

(Tables 1, 2 and Table S5). When analyzing changes in stroke recurrence rates according to 

ischemic stroke subtypes, the increase in recurrence was seen in patients with CES, ODE, and 
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UDE (Figure 2). Interestingly, the decrease in warfarin use was most dramatic in the CES and 

ODE groups, with 21.1% and 27.5% reductions, respectively. Among patients with CES, the 

recurrence rate was higher in patients without warfarin use than in those with warfarin use 

(Figure S1). The decrease in warfarin use might be attributed to increased recurrent stroke in 

young adults with AIS. The increasing trend in the crude recurrence rate between 2011–2013 

and 2017–2019 was no longer statistically significant after adjusting only for warfarin use, 

which supports this hypothesis.  

Specific treatment guidelines in young stroke patients with CES and no atrial 

fibrillation, ODE, or UDE are not well-established.24 In some patients with congenital or 

valvular heart disease, warfarin may be superior to antiplatelets or DOACs in preventing 

stroke recurrence by blocking several coagulation pathways simultaneously.25 Further 

research is warranted to verify the recent increase in stroke recurrence in the young stroke 

population and the influence of warfarin use on this increase.  

Awareness of and preventive treatments for traditional vascular risk factors are other 

important areas that require improvement. Only half of the study subjects with hypertension 

or diabetes had been on medication before the index stroke. Recent studies show that vascular 

risk factors in young adults are undertreated, partly because the widely used treatment 

thresholds of these risk factors underestimate the actual risk of stroke in young adults.2 

Over the 12 years, the mean age of young patients with AIS decreased, which was 

attributed to an increase in the proportion of the youngest group (women, 18–30 years) 

(Figure 1B). A recent systematic review reported that the risk of stroke was higher in young 

women (15–35 years) than in young men.26 However, despite the increasing trend in the 

proportion of women in our study, there were more men. A preponderance of young male 

stroke patients has been found in other studies from Asian countries.27 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted April 20, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.17.23288712doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.17.23288712
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


 

 

13

This study has several limitations. First, most participating hospitals are university 

hospitals or regional stroke centers, which might not represent acute stroke care hospitals in 

South Korea. However, our study’s demographics and baseline characteristics are not 

different from those of a previous study based on national claims data28, which covers 98–99% 

of the total Korean population. Second, we could not determine the causal relationship 

between treatments and outcomes due to the retrospective nature of data collection and the 

descriptive study design. Third, since we started to collect outcome data in 2011, we could 

only analyze the trends in outcomes during the last three epochs. Our findings of an increase 

in stroke recurrence in the last epoch could be play of chance; however, it may warrant 

subsequent study with a more extended observation period. Fourth, we do not have 

information on potential confounding risks such as migraine or use of oral contraceptives in 

this population. Fifth, our study was based on a nationwide stroke registry in South Korea. 

Therefore, the generalizability of our findings to other countries and ethnicities is limited. 

In summary, clinical outcomes of young adults with AIS in South Korea did not 

improve between 2011 and 2019 despite increased delivery of AIS and recurrent preventive 

treatments. Early detection and treatment of traditional risk factors, expanded implementation 

and reduction of delay in reperfusion therapy, and establishment of optimal antithrombotic 

strategies in young patients with CES, ODE, and UDE are potential areas of improvement to 

close the clinical gap.  
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Tables  

Table 1 Secular Trends in Demographics, Risk Factors, and Subtypes of Ischemic Stroke  

Variables  
2008–2010 

(n=993) 
2011–2013 
(n=1753) 

2014–2016 
(n=2055) 

2017–2019 
(n=2249) p for trend* 

Men 73.7% 72.4% 71.0% 71.3% 0.10  
Mean age (SD), 
years All 43.6 (6.1) 43.2 (6.6) 43.1 (6.4) 42.9 (6.9) 0.009 

Men 43.7 (5.9) 43.5 (6.4) 43.3 (6.3) 43.3 (6.4) 0.14 
Women 43.5 (6.6) 42.3 (7.0) 42.6 (6.8) 42.0 (7.8) 0.02 

Risk factors 
Current smoking All 53.1% 50.5% 47.6% 42.8% <0.001 

Men 68.2% 65.3% 62.5% 54.7% <0.001 
Women 10.7% 11.8% 10.9% 13.2% 0.32  

Obesity (BMI ≥30 
kg/m2) All 5.2% 7.2% 10.5% 12.0% <0.001 

 Men 5.2% 7.1% 10.6% 13.1% <0.001 
 Women 5.4% 7.7% 10.1% 9.2% 0.053  
Hypertension  All 43.2% 43.7% 40.6% 43.4% 0.77  

Men 47.0% 46.9% 43.9% 47.4% 0.99  
Women 32.6% 35.2% 32.4% 33.3% 0.83 

Aware† 81.4% 76.9% 80.8% 78.4% 0.69  
On medication‡ 60.7% 63.7% 54.6% 63.7% 0.85  

Diabetes mellitus All 20.8% 20.0% 19.8% 20.9% 0.81  
Men 22.1% 20.7% 21.4% 22.4% 0.56  
Women 17.2% 18.2% 16.0% 17.1% 0.70  

Aware† 72.9% 74.6% 74.4% 73.2% 0.91  
On medication‡ 72.8% 72.5% 68.3% 72.1% 0.73  

Hyperlipidemia All 25.2% 28.8% 25.9% 27.0% 0.91  
Men 26.6% 31.5% 28.6% 30.0% 0.48  
Women 21.1% 21.5% 19.2% 19.7% 0.43  

Aware† 35.6% 38.9% 48.1% 51.3% <0.001 
On medication‡ 60.7% 62.8% 53.1% 64.1% 0.66  

Atrial fibrillation  All 6.0% 5.0% 4.9% 4.3% 0.04 
Men 5.2% 4.3% 5.2% 4.3% 0.61  
Women 8.4% 6.8% 4.0% 4.2% 0.003 

Aware† 61.7% 47.1% 50.0% 42.7% 0.0496 
On medication‡ 32.4% 34.2% 40.0% 43.9% 0.24  

Ischemic stroke subtypes 
Large artery 
atherosclerosis All 30.8% 33.5% 30.4% 28.3% 0.008 

Men 32.5% 35.0% 31.6% 30.0% 0.03 
Women 26.1% 29.6% 27.4% 24.0% 0.17 

Small vessel 
occlusion All 26.8% 22.9% 22.1% 21.7% 0.004 

Men 28.3% 25.2% 24.2% 22.9% 0.01 
  Women 22.6% 16.8% 16.8% 18.8% 0.48 
Cardioembolic 
stroke All 14.0% 11.0% 11.2% 9.7% 0.001 

Men 12.8% 9.3% 10.4% 9.2% 0.05 
Women 17.2% 15.5% 13.3% 10.9% 0.01 

Other determined 
etiology All 8.6% 10.4% 12.9% 17.6% <0.001 
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Men 7.9% 9.4% 10.4% 16.0% <0.001 
  Women 10.3% 13.0% 19.2% 21.6% <0.001
Undetermined 
etiology All 19.8% 22.3% 23.4% 22.6% 0.11  

Men 18.5% 21.1% 23.2% 21.9% 0.07  
  Women 23.7% 25.1% 23.3% 24.8% 0.90  
Values are percentages unless indicated otherwise.  

* p for trend by Cochran-Armitage trend test for categorical and by ANOVA linear contrast test for continuous 

variables. 

† Proportion of preexisting risk factors among all patients diagnosed with the risk factor during index stroke 

admission. 

‡ Proportion of patients who had been prescribed medicine for the risk factor among those diagnosed with the 

risk factor before index stroke. 

BMI, body mass index.
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Table 2 Secular Trends in Clinical Presentation and Treatments  

Variables 2008–2010 (n=993) 2011–2013 (n=1753) 2014–2016 (n=2055) 2017–2019 (n=2249) p for trend*

Onset-to-door time 
Median FAT-to-door (IQR), h 8.4 (1.9–29.5) 8.2 (2.4–33.5) 9.4 (2.1–33.6) 8.0 (2.0–31.6) 0.66 
Median LKW-to-door (IQR), h 11.7 (2.8–32.7) 11.1 (3.0–37.1) 12.5 (3.1–38.7) 11.4 (2.8–34.6)  0.62 
LKW-to-door within 3.5h 27.7% 27.8% 26.5% 28.1% 0.92 
Stroke severity 
Mean initial NIHSS score (SD) 4.8±5.5 4.2±5.3 4.2±5.1 4.0±4.9 <0.001 
Median initial NIHSS score (IQR) 3 (1–6) 2 (1–5) 2 (1–5) 2 (1–5) <0.001 

Mild stroke (≤4) 64.9% 71.0% 70.7% 69.8% 0.06 
Moderate stroke (5–15) 28.3% 23.4% 24.0% 25.3% 0.39 
Severe stroke (16–42) 6.8% 5.6% 5.4% 4.9% 0.03 

Reperfusion therapy 
IVT rate 9.5% 13.3% 14.0% 13.8% 0.004 
Median DNT (IQR), min 58 (43–83) 40 (31–54) 37 (26.8–49) 39 (29–55.8) <0.001 

DNT ≤60 min 56.2% 84.2% 86.3% 81.5% <0.001 
MT rate 3.2% 5.3% 7.5% 9.2% <0.001 
Median DPT (IQR), min 113 (88–146) 110 (92–137) 115.5 (87.3–158.5) 106 (85–153.3) 0.84 

DPT ≤90 min 26.1% 23.5% 31.2% 30.9% 0.28  
Discharge medications 
Dual antiplatelet therapy 26.7% 24.8% 32.8% 47.0% <0.001 

In noncardioembolic minor stroke 28.6% 25.0% 35.2% 50.8% <0.001 
Anticoagulation 15.8% 13.1% 9.6% 8.6% <0.001 

Warfarin 15.2% 11.6% 6.8% 4.3% <0.001 
DOAC 0.0% 0.2% 2.3% 3.8% <0.001 

Anticoagulation in AF 78.3% 78.2% 71.0% 71.9% 0.22 
Warfarin in AF 75.0% 72.4% 41.0% 14.6% <0.001 
DOAC in AF 0.0% 4.6% 30.0% 56.2% <0.001 

Statin 71.5% 79.9% 86.9% 91.2% <0.001 
Among LAA 76.1% 86.2% 89.8% 95.3% <0.001 

Values are percentages unless indicated otherwise.  

* p for trend by Cochran–Armitage trend test for categorical and ANOVA linear contrast test for continuous variables. 
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AF, atrial fibrillation; DNT, door-to-needle time; DOAC, direct oral anticoagulant; DPT, door-to-puncture time; FAT, first abnormal time; IVT, intravenous thrombolysis; 

LAA, large artery atherosclerosis; LKW, last known well time; MT, mechanical thrombectomy; National Institute of Health Stroke Scale.
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Table 3 Secular Trends in Clinical Outcomes of Ischemic Stroke  

Variables 2011–2013 (n=1753) 2014–2016 (n=2055) 2017–2019 (n=2249) Unadjusted 
p for trend* 

Adjusted p 
for trend† 

In-hospital death 0.90% 1.50% 1.00% 0.71  0.23‡ 
3-month mRS score 0.16  0.007 

0 39.9% 37.1% 35.9% 
1 27.3% 30.7% 32.7% 
2 16.3% 16.4% 14.5% 
3 8.5% 8.1% 8.7% 
4 4.0% 3.9% 4.1%
5 2.0% 1.5% 2.0% 
6 2.0% 2.3% 2.2% 

Mean (SD) 2.23 (1.42) 2.25 (1.40) 2.27 (1.42)  
Median (IQR) 2 (1–3) 2 (1–3) 2 (1–3)   
3-month mRS scores 0–1 67.2% 67.8% 68.6% 0.37  0.63‡ 
3-month mRS scores 0–2 83.5% 84.2% 83.0% 0.64  0.22‡ 
Mortality 0.50 0.83‡ 

30 days 1.59 (0.99–2.18) 1.83 (1.25–2.41) 1.44 (0.94–1.93)   
90 days  1.95 (1.29–2.61) 2.13 (1.50–2.76) 1.89 (1.33–2.46)   

365 days 2.52 (1.77–3.28) 2.93 (2.19–3.68) 2.32 (1.69–2.95)   
Cumulative incidence of recurrent strokes 0.04 0.22** 

30 days 2.00 (1.33–2.66) 1.59 (1.04–2.14) 2.53 (1.88–3.19)   
90 days 3.34 (2.48–4.21) 2.16 (1.52–2.79) 4.11 (3.28–4.94)   

365 days 4.13 (3.17–5.09) 3.70 (2.86–4.55) 5.47 (4.51–6.44)   
* Unadjusted p-values by Mantel–Haenszel chi-square test for 3-month mRS scores, Cochran–Armitage trend test for categorical, ANOVA linear contrast test for continuous 

variables, and log-rank linear contrast test for survival outcomes. 

†Adjusted p-values by ordinal logistic regression for 3-month mRS score, linear contrast test of logistic regression models for in-hospital death, 3-month mRS scores 0–1 and 

0–2, and linear contrast test for Cox proportional hazard models for mortality and recurrent stroke. 

‡ In-hospital death, 1-year mortality, and 3-month mRS score were adjusted for sex, age, and initial NIHSS score. 
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** The cumulative incidence of recurrent strokes was adjusted for sex, age, risk factors, and stroke subtypes. 

mRS, modified Rankin scale; NIHSS, National Institute of Health Stroke Scale.
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Figure Legends 

Figure 1 Trends in Mean Age Between 2008 and 2019 

(A) Mean age according to sex and calendar year, (B) secular changes in proportions of age 

groups in women, and (C) secular changes in proportions of age groups in men. 

 

Figure 2 Stroke Recurrence According to Epochs and Stroke Subtypes 

Stroke recurrence in (A) overall, (B) large artery atherosclerosis, (C) small vessel occlusion, 

(D) cardioembolic stroke, (E) other determined etiology, and (F) undetermined etiology. 
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