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 57 

ABSTRACT 58 

Background: It is unknown if ambulance paramedics adequately assess neurological deficits 59 

used for prehospital stroke scales to detect anterior large-vessel occlusions. We aimed to 60 

compare prehospital assessment of these stroke-related deficits by paramedics with in-61 

hospital assessment by physicians. 62 

Methods: We used data from two prospective cohort studies: the Leiden Prehospital Stroke 63 

Study (LPSS) and PREhospital triage of patients with suspected STrOke (PRESTO) study. In 64 

both studies, paramedics scored 9 neurological deficits in stroke code patients in the field. 65 

Trained physicians scored the National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale (NIHSS) at hospital 66 

presentation. Patients with transient ischemic attack were excluded because of the transient 67 

nature of symptoms. Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient (rs) was used to assess 68 

correlation between the total prehospital assessment score, defined as the sum of all 69 

prehospital items, and the total NIHSS score. Correlation, sensitivity and specificity were 70 

calculated for each prehospital item with the corresponding NIHSS item as reference.  71 

Results: We included 2850 stroke code patients. Of these, 1528 had ischemic stroke, 243 72 

intracranial hemorrhage, and 1079 stroke mimics. Correlation between the total prehospital 73 

assessment score and NIHSS score was strong (rs=0.70; 95%CI: 0.68-0.72). Concerning 74 

individual items, prehospital assessment of arm (rs=0.68) and leg (rs=0.64) motor function 75 
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correlated strongest with corresponding NIHSS items, and had highest sensitivity (arm 95%, 76 

leg 93%) and moderate specificity (arm 71%, leg 70%). Neglect (rs=0.31), abnormal speech 77 

(rs=0.50) and gaze deviation (rs=0.51) had weakest correlations. Neglect and gaze deviation 78 

had lowest sensitivity (52% and 66%) but high specificity (84% and 89%), whilst abnormal 79 

speech had high sensitivity (85%) but lowest specificity (65%). 80 

Conclusions: The overall prehospital assessment of stroke code patients correlates strongly 81 

with in-hospital assessment. Prehospital assessment of neglect, abnormal speech and gaze 82 

deviation differed most from in-hospital assessment. Focused training on these deficits may 83 

improve prehospital triage. 84 

 85 

Non-standard Abbreviations and Acronyms 86 

aLVO = anterior large-vessel occlusion 87 

CI = confidence interval 88 

EVT = endovascular thrombectomy 89 

FAST = Face-Arm-Speech-Time 90 

IVT = intravenous thrombolysis 91 

IQR = interquartile range 92 

LPSS = Leiden Prehospital Stroke Study  93 

NIHSS = National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale 94 

PSC = primary stroke center 95 

PRESTO = PREhospital triage of patients with suspected STrOke study 96 

RACE = Rapid Arterial oCclusion Evaluation 97 

rs = Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient 98 

SD = standard deviation 99 

TIA = transient ischemic attack 100 
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TSC = thrombectomy-capable stroke center 101 

 102 

INTRODUCTION 103 

In order to prevent delays in treatment of patients with ischemic stroke due to anterior 104 

circulation large vessel occlusion (aLVO), the AHA/ASA stroke triage algorithm 105 

recommends the use of prehospital aLVO stroke scales to help ambulance paramedics 106 

identify aLVO patients for direct transportation to a thrombectomy-capable stroke center 107 

(TSC).1 However, sensitivity of these scales is relatively low, ranging between 38% and 108 

67%.2,3 A possible explanation for this is that neurological deficits are not adequately 109 

recognized by ambulance paramedics in the field. Ambulance paramedics only encounter 110 

stroke code patients sporadically during their shifts and adequate assessment of neurological 111 

deficits could require more extensive training. Meanwhile, neurological deficits are routinely 112 

assessed with the standardized National Institute of Health Stroke Scale (NIHSS) by 113 

experienced physicians upon arrival at the hospital.4 Some studies have compared the overall 114 

prehospital assessment of aLVO stroke scales by paramedics with assessment of physicians, 115 

but focused on total scores of a single scale and did not evaluate separate items.5-8 Only four 116 

small studies have evaluated to what extent examination of individual neurological deficits by 117 

paramedics matches the in-hospital assessment by physicians.9-12 Furthermore, only two of 118 

these studies included all stroke code patients, including patients with a stroke mimic, and in 119 

only one the paramedical assessment was performed on-site in the prehospital setting.9,10 120 

Further knowledge of the level of agreement could guide training programs for paramedics 121 

and improve prehospital aLVO triage by focusing training on the more challenging 122 

neurological deficits. Therefore, we aimed to compare prehospital assessment of stroke code 123 

patients by paramedics with in-hospital assessment by physicians. 124 

 125 
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METHODS 126 

Patients  127 

We used data from stroke code patients included in the Leiden Prehospital Stroke Study 128 

(LPSS) and the PREhospital triage of patients with suspected STrOke (PRESTO) study.2,3 129 

LPSS and PRESTO were both prospective multiregional observational cohort studies that 130 

included stroke code patients from four ambulance regions in the Netherlands. Together these 131 

regions serve roughly 3.7 million inhabitants with 10 PSCs and 5 TSCs, including 13 132 

ambulance posts with approximately 600 paramedics. Both studies included all patients aged 133 

≥18 years in whom an acute stroke code was activated by ambulance paramedics. A stroke 134 

code was activated in case of a positive Face-Arm-Speech-Time (FAST) test (PRESTO) or 135 

other acute neurological deficits at the insight of the individual paramedic (LPSS). The final 136 

diagnosis was made by local clinicians either at discharge (PRESTO) or after 3 months 137 

(LPSS). In PRESTO an imaging core laboratory committee re-assessed CT angiographies for 138 

presence of aLVO. The complete study designs, procedures and results of the PRESTO and 139 

LPSS studies can be found elsewhere.2,3,13 For this study, we excluded patients with a final 140 

diagnosis of transient ischemic attack (TIA) since the transient nature of symptoms would 141 

hamper a fair comparison. We used the STROBE guidelines for reporting this observational 142 

study.14 143 

 144 

Prehospital and in-hospital assessment 145 

Paramedics scored 9-11 neurological deficits from the NIHSS on-site upon arrival at the 146 

patient and stored these in a web-based application (Table S1). In PRESTO, the following 147 

nine items were assessed: answering questions, following commands, abnormal speech, gaze 148 

deviation, facial palsy, arm motor function, leg motor function, grip strength, and agnosia 149 

(recognition of own arm and/or impairment). In the LPSS, the same items were assessed with 150 
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the addition of sensory deficits and tactile extinction. Completing all items was required in 151 

PRESTO. In the LPSS paramedics could score the items abnormal speech, grip strength, arm 152 

and leg motor function, and tactile extinction as ‘untestable’, e.g. if the patient had a 153 

decreased level of consciousness or was fixed for transport. For this study, all untestable 154 

items were scored as missing. In the Netherlands, ambulance paramedics are registered 155 

nurses, who generally completed an additional 2-year training in either intensive, cardiac, 156 

anesthetic or emergency medical care, plus a one-year training in ambulance care. Prior to the 157 

initiation of each study, they received a brief introductory session (30-45 minutes) focusing 158 

on the use of the application and assessment of the clinical items required for the studied 159 

prehospital aLVO scales. At the emergency department, the NIHSS was assessed as part of 160 

routine work-up by a trained neurologist, neurology resident or emergency physician from 161 

the stroke team. In case NIHSS items were not documented these were reconstructed using a 162 

standardized scoring chart (PRESTO) or validated algorithm (LPSS) based on neurological 163 

examination reports.15 The time between ambulance arrival at the patient location and 164 

hospital arrival (ambulance-arrival-to-door time) was used to estimate the time-interval 165 

between the prehospital and in-hospital assessment. 166 

 167 

Statistical analysis 168 

We analyzed the correlation between the total prehospital assessment score (range 0-15) and 169 

the total in-hospital NIHSS score (range 0-42) using Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient 170 

(rs) and constructed 95% confidence intervals (CIs) using Fisher’s Z transformation. The total 171 

prehospital assessment score was defined as the summation of all scores of the 9 stroke items 172 

that were assessed in both the LPSS and PRESTO. Patients with incomplete prehospital or 173 

NIHSS assessments were excluded from this analysis. To evaluate possible differences in 174 

assessment between diagnoses, this analysis was repeated after stratifying by final diagnosis. 175 

 . CC-BY-NC 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 May 11, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.08.23289702doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.08.23289702
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


 8

Similarly, since spontaneous clinical improvement or deterioration might occur especially in 176 

the first few hours after onset, we also assessed Spearman’s correlation after dividing the 177 

cohort in quartiles based upon the time between onset and ambulance arrival.16-18 A 178 

Spearman’s coefficient of 0-0.19 was regarded as very weak, 0.2-0.39 as weak, 0.40-0.59 as 179 

moderate, 0.6-0.79 as strong and 0.8-1 as very strong correlation.19 180 

Second, to identify more challenging items, we calculated the correlation, sensitivity 181 

and specificity of each prehospital item compared to its corresponding in-hospital item from 182 

the NIHSS. To calculate sensitivity and specificity, we dichotomized all prehospital and in-183 

hospital findings as either normal or abnormal, using the in-hospital NIHSS as reference. We 184 

constructed 95% CIs for sensitivity and specificity using the normal approximation method 185 

based on estimated standard errors. If LPSS and PRESTO used different scoring methods for 186 

the same item, scores were combined and adjusted to match the NIHSS (Table S1). For 187 

correlation, the combined score of LPSS and PRESTO was compared with the NIHSS. 188 

Because prehospital assessment of arm motor function did not include an isolated drift 189 

without paresis in PRESTO, a drift on the LPSS and NIHSS item arm motor function was 190 

scored as normal. Similarly, since both PRESTO and LPSS did not score a drift without 191 

paresis for leg motor function, a drift on this NIHSS item was also scored as normal. The 192 

prehospital item abnormal speech was compared to any symptoms on the language or 193 

dysarthria items on the NIHSS. Prehospital assessment of agnosia was compared with the 194 

NIHSS item neglect. In PRESTO, agnosia was only scored in patients with left sided 195 

hemiparesis, according to the Rapid Arterial oCclusion Evaluation (RACE) scale.20 196 

Additionally, because tactile extinction was also assessed in the LPSS and since the NIHSS 197 

item neglect encompasses more modalities than only agnosia, we also compared neglect with 198 

the combined prehospital assessment of agnosia and tactile extinction in the LPSS cohort. 199 

Patients with missing prehospital or NIHSS assessments were excluded on a per item basis 200 
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for these comparisons. Lastly, grip strength was excluded from the analysis of individual 201 

items, since there is no corresponding item on the NIHSS. 202 

Statistical analyses were performed using R (version 4.1.2) and R Studio (version 203 

2022.2.0.443).  204 

 205 

RESULTS 206 

Of the 3320 included stroke code patients, 470 had a TIA and were excluded (Figure 1). Of 207 

the remaining 2850 patients, 1528 (53.6%) had an ischemic stroke (295 with aLVO), 243 208 

(8.5%) had an intracranial hemorrhage and 1079 (37.9%) a stroke mimic. Median age was 73 209 

years and 49% were female (Table 1). Median ambulance-arrival-to-door time was 29 210 

minutes (interquartile range (IQR) 23-36 minutes). Median total prehospital assessment score 211 

was 2 and in-hospital NIHSS score was 3. These were higher for aLVO ischemic stroke 212 

patients (median prehospital assessment score: 8, NIHSS score: 12) and patients with an 213 

intracranial hemorrhage (prehospital assessment score: 6, NIHSS score: 10) (Table S2). 214 

Spearman’s correlation coefficient between the total prehospital assessment score and 215 

in-hospital NIHSS score was strong (0.70; 95% CI: 0.68-0.72) (Table 2, Figure S1). After 216 

stratification by final diagnosis, correlation was moderate for patients with a stroke mimic 217 

(0.55, 95% CI: 0.49-0.59), strong for patients with non-aLVO ischemic stroke (0.61, 95% CI: 218 

0.56-0.64), stronger for aLVO ischemic stroke (0.76, 95% CI: 0.69-0.81), and very strong for 219 

intracranial hemorrhage (0.83, 95% CI: 0.77-0.87) (Table 2). As can be seen in Table S3, the 220 

correlation was highest in the first quartile, but fluctuated throughout the entire onset-to-221 

ambulance-arrival time range. 222 

Concerning comparison of the prehospital and in-hospital items, Spearman’s 223 

coefficient was highest for arm motor function (0.68, 95% CI: 0.66-0.70) and leg motor 224 

function (0.64, 95% CI: 0.61-0.66). In contrast, correlation was poorest for neglect (0.31, 225 
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95% CI: 0.27-0.35), followed by abnormal speech (0.50, 95% CI: 0.47-0.53) and gaze 226 

deviation (0.51, 95% CI: 0.48-0.54) (Table 3). Sensitivity was highest for arm motor function 227 

(95%, 95% CI: 93-97) and leg motor function (93%, 95% CI: 91-96), and lowest for neglect 228 

(52%, 95% CI: 45-59) and gaze deviation (66%, 95% CI: 61-70). Whilst specificity was 229 

highest for gaze deviation (89%, 95% CI: 88-90), answering questions (87%, 95% CI: 85-230 

88), and following commands (85%, 95% CI: 84-87), and lowest for abnormal speech (65%, 231 

95% CI: 62-67). Furthermore, in patients with neglect on the NIHSS, the prehospital 232 

assessment of neglect was frequently missing (72/269; 27%) (Table S4). Also, the number of 233 

false-positive patients (n=252) was higher than true-positive patients (n=102), resulting in a 234 

very low positive predictive value (102/354 = 29%) of neglect. A complete overview of 235 

prehospital and in-hospital observations per item can be found in Table S4. 236 

The additional analysis of the extended definition of neglect (agnosia with the 237 

addition of tactile extinction) in the LPSS cohort showed an increase in sensitivity of neglect 238 

from 52% to 64%, with a specificity of 79% (95% CI: 77-82). However, due to the low 239 

prevalence of abnormal findings (7%) and low number of complete cases (89/168), the 95% 240 

confidence interval of sensitivity of the extended definition of neglect was wide (54-74%) 241 

(Table 3 and Table S4). Furthermore, 47% of patients with neglect on the NIHSS had a 242 

missing or untestable prehospital assessment of either agnosia or tactile extinction (79/168). 243 

 244 

DISCUSSION 245 

We found that the overall prehospital assessment of stroke code patients by paramedics 246 

correlates strongly with in-hospital examination by physicians, indicating that paramedics 247 

adequately assess stroke-related neurological deficits in the prehospital setting. Correlation 248 

was strongest in patients with a final diagnosis of aLVO ischemic stroke or intracranial 249 

hemorrhage. Concerning individual items, prehospital assessment of arm and leg motor 250 
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function correlated best with in-hospital findings and had the highest sensitivity. In contrast, 251 

neglect, abnormal speech and gaze deviation had weakest correlation. Neglect and gaze 252 

deviation had lowest sensitivity, whilst abnormal speech had lowest specificity. 253 

 The most recent AHA/ASA stroke triage algorithm for ambulance paramedics 254 

recommends the use of a prehospital aLVO stroke scale.1 However, the quality of assessment 255 

of individual stroke-related deficits by paramedics was only studied in four small (n<190) 256 

studies and often in cohorts including only stroke patients rather than in unselected stroke 257 

code patients.9-12 A few other studies evaluated prehospital assessment of complete aLVO 258 

stroke scales by paramedics with assessment by physicians.5-8 One small study found very 259 

good agreement in assessment of the RACE scale by ambulance paramedics on-site and 260 

stroke neurologists using video telemedicine in 31 stroke code patients.5 Three other studies 261 

found that paramedics scored the Field Assessment Stroke Triage for Emergency Destination 262 

(FAST-ED) and Los Angeles Motor Scale (LAMS) similarly to emergency physicians and 263 

vascular neurologists.6-8 However, these studies had smaller sample sizes than our study and 264 

did not investigate separate clinical items. Additionally, the times between both assessments 265 

were generally longer than in our study, and one study compared LAMS assessment only in 266 

selected patients with a final diagnosis of stroke.6 267 

Stratified by final diagnosis, we found that overall correlation was strongest for 268 

patients with an intracranial hemorrhage or aLVO ischemic stroke, who also had highest 269 

NIHSS scores. This indicates that the prehospital assessment by paramedics is especially 270 

adequate in case of severe neurological deficits, which is often the case in patients who 271 

require direct transportation to a TSC. Correlation was poorest in patients with a stroke 272 

mimic, possibly due to more prevalent fluctuations of symptoms in certain mimics, such as 273 

seizures or functional neurological disorders. 274 
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Our findings suggest that neglect is the most challenging item for paramedics to 275 

assess. In almost half of patients in whom neglect was observed in the hospital, this was 276 

missed at prehospital assessment. Furthermore, the positive predictive value of the 277 

prehospital assessment of neglect was very low. These findings are in line with a previous 278 

study in a small subgroup of patients with suspected stroke, in which neglect had the lowest 279 

inter-rater agreement between paramedics and the hospital stroke team.10 Following neglect, 280 

sensitivity was lowest for gaze deviation. Of note, these are both cortical symptoms and 281 

sensitive for aLVO ischemic stroke when assessed by an experienced neurologist, further 282 

emphasizing the importance of correct prehospital assessment of these symptoms for aLVO 283 

detection.21 Our findings suggest that in a setting with relatively well-trained paramedics the 284 

assessment of neurological deficits can still be enhanced, which might improve the value of 285 

the use of aLVO scales in prehospital stroke triage. Future research should address this, 286 

ideally also taking into account efficacy of other aLVO triage modalities, such as mobile 287 

stroke units, telemedicine, dry-electrode electroencephalography or transcranial doppler 288 

systems.22 289 

Strengths of this study include the large sample size of unselected stroke code patients 290 

from multiple ambulance regions with several PSCs and TSCs. In addition, prehospital 291 

assessments were performed by paramedics in the field and implemented in regular 292 

workflow, representing the real-world setting and making results well generalizable for 293 

routine practice. Furthermore, due to the prospective designs, the amount of missing data was 294 

limited. This allowed for extensive evaluation of the separate clinical items, which enabled 295 

identification of the items that are most challenging for paramedics.  296 

Limitations of this study include that subtle motor deficits could not be compared, 297 

since an arm and leg drift was scored as normal. This may in part explain the high sensitivity 298 

of motor function items, although correlation was still strongest for these items. Furthermore, 299 
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we used the prehospital assessment of agnosia for comparison with neglect, whilst this does 300 

not encompass all modalities of the NIHSS definition of neglect. However, even in the 301 

additional analysis in the LPSS cohort with the addition of tactile extinction to agnosia, the 302 

sensitivity of neglect remained lowest. These results should be interpretated with caution 303 

since a high proportion of patients who had neglect on the NIHSS missed prehospital 304 

assessment of agnosia and tactile extinction. This again suggests that assessment of neglect is 305 

challenging, which is in line with previous literature.10 Possibly, since completing all items 306 

was not required in the LPSS, paramedics could have refrained from documenting prehospital 307 

assessment in certain cases, e.g. if patients could not be instructed because of a decreased 308 

consciousness or if patients were fixed for transport. We cannot exclude that this may have 309 

influenced the estimations of correlation, sensitivity and specificity. Furthermore, symptoms 310 

might have altered between the assessments due to spontaneous improvement or worsening, 311 

which may explain some of the disparities.16-18 However, we found no clear or clinically 312 

relevant trend in correlation after stratification for onset-to-ambulance-arrival time, the time 313 

interval between both assessments was relatively short (median 29 minutes) and patients with 314 

a final diagnosis of TIA were excluded. We therefore expect this effect to be limited. Also, 315 

even despite this possible disturbance, the overall correlation between both assessments was 316 

still strong. Furthermore, we would expect that a possible difference over time would apply to 317 

all prehospital items equally and therefore not explain differences between the individual 318 

items. Lastly, in the Netherlands, ambulance paramedics are well-trained registered nurses 319 

who received additional education in ambulance care. This may have improved their 320 

neurological examination and prehospital stroke assessment may be more challenging in 321 

regions where paramedics are less extensively trained. 322 

 323 

CONCLUSIONS 324 
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The overall prehospital assessment of stroke code patients by paramedics correlates strongly 325 

with in-hospital assessment by physicians, indicating that paramedics can adequately assess 326 

stroke-related neurological deficits in a prehospital setting. Prehospital assessment of neglect, 327 

abnormal speech and gaze deviation differed most from in-hospital assessment. Focused 328 

training on these three items may help to improve prehospital stroke triage. 329 
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TABLES & FIGURES 454 

 455 

Table 1. Baseline characteristics of analyzed patients. 456 

Characteristic n=2850 
Age, median (IQR) 73 (61-82) 
Female sex, n/N (%) 1401/2850 (49) 
Premorbid mRS 0-2, n/N (%) 2208/2641 (84) 
History of:  
  atrial fibrillation, n/N (%) 421/2829 (15) 
  hypertension, n/N (%) 1720/2835 (61) 
  hypercholesterolemia, n/N (%) 1470/2828 (52) 
  diabetes mellitus, n/N (%) 579/2830 (21) 
  ischemic stroke or TIA*, n/N (%) 811/2832 (29) 
  myocardial infarction, n/N (%) 316/2825 (11) 
  intracranial hemorrhage, n/N (%) 86/2841 (3) 
Use of antiplatelet medication, n/N (%) 1002/2822 (36) 
Use of oral anticoagulation, n/N (%) 457/2809 (16) 
Primarily presented at a PSC, n/N (%) 1196/2850 (42) 
Primarily presented at a TSC, n/N (%) 1654/2850 (58) 
Onset-to-ambulance-arrival time, in minutes, median (IQR) 91 (30-277) 
Ambulance-arrival-to-door time, in minutes, median (IQR) 29 (23-36) 
Total prehospital assessment score (range 0-15), median (IQR) 2 (1-5) 
Total in-hospital NIHSS score (range 0-42), median (IQR) 3 (1-7) 
 457 

* In PRESTO only information on a history of ischemic stroke was collected. 458 

IQR = interquartile range; mRS = modified Rankin Scale; NIHSS = National Institutes of 459 

Health Stroke Scale; PSC = primary stroke center; TIA = transient ischemic attack; TSC = 460 

thrombectomy-capable stroke center 461 

  462 
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Table 2. Correlation between the total prehospital assessment score (range 0-15) and in-463 

hospital NIHSS score (range 0-42), and stratified by final diagnosis. 464 

 

N* Spearman’s rs  
(95% CI) 

Median total 
prehospital 
assessment 
score (IQR) 

Median total  
in-hospital 

NIHSS score 
(IQR) 

Total cohort 2058 0.70 (0.68-0.72) 2 (1-5) 3 (1-7) 
  aLVO ischemic stroke 211 0.76 (0.69-0.81) 8 (4-10) 12 (6-17) 
  non-aLVO ischemic stroke 959 0.61 (0.56-0.64) 2 (1-5) 3 (2-5) 
  intracranial hemorrhage 153 0.83 (0.77-0.87) 6 (3-10) 10 (4-18) 
  stroke mimic 735 0.55 (0.49-0.59) 1 (0-3) 1 (0-3) 
 465 

* Analyses were performed in patients of whom both complete prehospital assessment and 466 

in-hospital NIHSS scores were available. 467 

aLVO = anterior large vessel occlusion; CI = confidence interval; IQR = interquartile 468 

range; NIHSS = National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale 469 

470 
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Table 3. Comparison of prehospital and in-hospital assessments of individual items. 471 

 N Spearman’s rs* 
(95% CI) 

Sensitivity* 
(95% CI) 

Specificity* 
(95% CI) 

Questions 2735 0.61 (0.59-0.64) 78 (75-81) 87 (85-88) 
Commands 2736 0.55 (0.52-0.57) 74 (70-78) 85 (84-87) 
Abnormal speech 2729 0.50 (0.47-0.53) 85 (83-87) 65 (62-67) 
Gaze deviation 2713 0.51 (0.48-0.54) 66 (61-70) 89 (88-90) 
Facial palsy 2759 0.58 (0.55-0.60) 76 (73-79) 79 (77-81) 
Arm motor function 2443 0.68 (0.66-0.70) 95 (93-97) 71 (69-73) 
Leg motor function 2225 0.64 (0.61-0.66) 93 (91-96) 70 (68-72) 
Neglect (compared to 
agnosia) †  1725 0.31 (0.27-0.35) 52 (45-59) 84 (82-85) 

Neglect (compared to agnosia 
and tactile extinction) ‡ 1249 0.26 (0.21-0.31) 64 (54-74) 79 (77-82) 

 472 

* For correlation, the combined score of LPSS and PRESTO was compared with the NIHSS. 473 

For sensitivity and specificity, items were dichotomized as either normal or abnormal and the 474 

in-hospital NIHSS was used as reference. Values are shown in percentages (%). 475 

† In PRESTO, agnosia was only scored in patients with left sided hemiparesis. 476 

‡ Only shown for the LPSS cohort, because tactile extinction was not examined in PRESTO. 477 

CI = confidence interval  478 
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Figure 1. Flowchart of analyzed patients. 479 

 480 

 481 

LPSS = Leiden Prehospital Stroke Study; PRESTO = PREhospital triage of patients with 482 

suspected STrOke study; TIA = transient ischemic attack 483 
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