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Abstract 35 

Background: Previous prediction models have predicted a single outcome (e.g. gait) from 36 

several patient characteristics at one point (e.g. on admission). However, in clinical practice, 37 

it is important to predict an overall patient characteristic by incorporating multiple outcomes. 38 

This study aimed to develop a prediction model of overall patient characteristics in acute 39 

stroke patients using latent class analysis. 40 

Methods: This retrospective observational study analyzed stroke patients admitted to acute 41 

care hospitals (37 hospitals, N=10,270) between January 2005 and March 2016 from the 42 

Japan Association of Rehabilitation Database. Overall, 6,881 patients were classified into 43 

latent classes based on their outcomes. The prediction model was developed based on patient 44 

characteristics and functional ability at admission. We selected the following outcome 45 

variables at discharge for classification using latent class analysis: Functional Independence 46 

Measure (functional abilities and cognitive functions), subscales of the National Institutes of 47 

Health Stroke Scale (upper extremity function), length of hospital stay, and discharge 48 

destination. The predictor variables were age, Functional Independence Measure (functional 49 

abilities and comprehension), subscales of the National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale 50 

(upper extremity function), stroke type, and amount of rehabilitation (physical, occupational, 51 

and speech therapies) per day during hospitalization. 52 

Results: Patients (N=6,881) were classified into nine classes based on latent class analysis 53 

regarding patient characteristics at discharge (class size: 4–29%). Class 1 was the mildest 54 

(shorter stay and highest possibility of home discharge), and Class 2 was the most severe 55 

(longer stay and the highest possibility of transfers including deaths). Different gradations 56 

characterized Classes 3–9; these patient characteristics were clinically acceptable. Predictor 57 
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variables at admission that predicted class membership were significant (odds ratio: 0.0–58 

107.9, P<.001). 59 

Conclusions: Based on these findings, the model developed in this study could predict an 60 

overall patient characteristic combining multiple outcomes, helping determine the appropriate 61 

rehabilitation intensity. In actual clinical practice, internal and external validation is required. 62 

 63 

 64 

Non-standard Abbreviations and Acronyms 65 

ADLs; activities of daily living 66 

LCA; latent class analysis 67 

FIM; Functional Independence Measure 68 

NIHSS; National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale  69 

 . CC-BY 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 June 2, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.24.23290504doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.24.23290504
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


5 

 

Introduction 70 

Annually, 15 million people worldwide suffer from stroke, resulting in five million deaths 71 

and five million developing stroke-related disabilities.1) Rehabilitation services are included 72 

as the indispensable mechanism that encourages functional recovery and independence in 73 

acute stroke patients.2) A formal assessment of activities of daily living (ADLs), instrumental 74 

ADLs, communication abilities, and functional mobility is recommended for the 75 

rehabilitation of stroke patients before discharge. The findings should be incorporated into the 76 

care transition and discharge planning process.2, 3) In addition, when considering a discharge 77 

destination from the acute setting, clinicians consider a patient's prognosis of functional 78 

recovery as the most critical factor.4, 5) Therefore, predicting a patient's condition at discharge 79 

based on the assessment results at admission can provide a valuable contribution to 80 

personalized rehabilitation plans. 81 

A recent review6) reported that several tools had been developed to predict the outcomes for 82 

independence,7-9) upper extremity function,10, 11) gait,12-17) and swallowing.18, 19) These 83 

previous studies have predicted a single outcome based on multiple variables. However, from 84 

a clinical perspective, it is crucial to predict overall patient characteristics, incorporating 85 

multiple outcomes at discharge, not just a single outcome. Overall patient characteristics 86 

might be, for example, a patient is expected to be able to walk independently but may need 87 

assistance with communication and cognitive function. Despite the importance of predicting 88 

overall patient characteristics, previous studies have not developed such a comprehensive 89 

prediction model, leaving the problem unresolved. Therefore, developing a prediction model 90 

of overall patient characteristics at discharge in acute stroke patients will provide a new 91 

solution to a problem previous prediction models have not solved. 92 
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We employed latent class analysis (LCA) to solve these problems. LCA is a subset of 93 

structural equation modeling that categorizes heterogeneous classes (segments) from the 94 

study population by associating manifest variables with notions (latent variables) that cannot 95 

be directly measured.20) LCA is useful when differences in the underlying distributions 96 

among variables contribute to heterogeneity within a study population.21) Using LCA, it is 97 

possible to identify classes of overall patient characteristics (such as discharge destination, 98 

physical function, functional abilities, and length of stay) at discharge and to develop a model 99 

that predicts which class the patient belongs based on their characteristics at admission. 100 

Therefore, this study aimed to develop a prediction model of overall patient characteristics in 101 

acute stroke patients using LCA. This prediction model has the potential to predict 102 

conventional functional status and determine appropriate rehabilitation intensity levels 103 

(amount of rehabilitation per day) for individual patients. 104 

 105 

Methods 106 

We conducted a retrospective observational study using the Japan Association of 107 

Rehabilitation Database.22, 23) The need for informed consent was waived because all data 108 

were de-identified. The study was approved by the ethics committee of the Kanagawa 109 

University of Human Services (No. 7-20-30). 110 

 111 

Database 112 

Data from the Japan Association of Rehabilitation Database, voluntarily sampled from 113 

patients admitted to participating hospitals between January 2005 and March 2016,22-24) were 114 

obtained retrospectively. The data were separated into different categories based on the 115 

diagnosis and stage, such as stroke in the medical ward, stroke in the convalescent 116 
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rehabilitation ward, and other conditions. The National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale 117 

(NIHSS) and Functional Independence Measure (FIM) scores, patient age, stroke type, 118 

severity, rehabilitation type, and rehabilitation length are all recorded in the stroke database. 119 

Data from 33,657 patients were collected in 2016, when 80 hospitals participated in the study. 120 

All data gathered on stroke patients admitted to acute care hospitals (37 hospitals, N=10,270) 121 

between the time of admission and discharge were used in this study. 122 

 123 

Participants 124 

Inclusion Criteria 125 

The inclusion criteria of this study were (1) patients with acute stroke admitted to registered 126 

hospitals in the Japan Association of Rehabilitation Database between 2005 and 2015, (2) 127 

those who were aged ≥18 years, and (3) those provided with rehabilitation (physical, 128 

occupational, and speech therapy). 129 

Exclusion Criteria 130 

The exclusion criteria were (1) no data on age at admission, (2) no data on the discharge 131 

destination, (3) age <18 years, (4) no rehabilitation provided during hospitalization, (5) 132 

duration from stroke onset to admission of >7 days, (6) rehabilitation for >9 units (180 min) a 133 

day during hospitalization, because, in the Japanese rehabilitation system, there is a limit of 9 134 

units daily for rehabilitation. Therefore, assuming that a patient receiving >9 units a day is 135 

undergoing a normal rehabilitation program is difficult. (7) length of stay of <1 day or >179 136 

days, (8) no data on all of the items of the FIM and NIHSS at admission and/or discharge, 137 

and (9) no data on all of the items of the FIM both at admission and discharge. 138 

 139 

Outcome Variables at Discharge 140 
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Based on previous studies and clinical perspectives, we selected the following outcome 141 

variables at discharge for classification using LCA: functional abilities, cognitive functions, 142 

upper extremity function, length of hospital stay, and discharge destination. 143 

The FIM assessed functional abilities at discharge. The FIM includes 18 items to determine 144 

the amount of assistance for a person with a disability to perform daily activities safely and 145 

effectively.25) All items were scored using a 7-point scale: 1, total assistance; 2, maximum 146 

assistance; 3, moderate assistance; 4, minimal assistance; 5, supervision; 6, modified 147 

independence; and 7, complete independence. Based on previous studies,26, 27) we classified 148 

these seven scales into three groups: complete dependence (1–2), modified dependence (3–5), 149 

and independence (6–7). Outcome variables extracted as functional abilities were eating, 150 

transfer (bed/chair/wheelchair), toileting, locomotion (walk/wheelchair), and transfer 151 

(shower/bathtub). 152 

Cognitive functions were also described referring to the cognitive subscale of the FIM. Three 153 

items of the FIM cognitive subscale were extracted: comprehension, expression, and social 154 

interaction. Social interaction was identified as a significant predictor of the post-155 

rehabilitation destinations in acute stroke patients.28) Patients with deficits in comprehension 156 

could constitute serious problems in their homes despite the support of their families because 157 

they might not be able to understand the provided information.29)  158 

The upper extremity function was collected from the score on the motor arm, one of the 159 

NIHSS subscales. The NIHSS is a scale highly widely used in modern neurology that rates 160 

deficits.30) The score of the motor arm is from 0 to 4. A high score on this item indicates 161 

severe impairment in the patient’s upper extremities.  162 

Length of hospital stay varies from patient to patient, depending on the stroke’s severity, the 163 

patient’s background influencing their discharge destination, and other factors. Therefore, it 164 
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was classified into the following four categories: 1–14 days, 15–28 days, 29–42 days, and 165 

≥43 days. 166 

Discharge destinations confirmed in the dataset were grouped into five groups: home, 167 

different hospitals, facilities, death, and others. 168 

 169 

Predictor Variables 170 

In this study, the predictor variables were the patient characteristics and functional ability at 171 

admission, expected to contribute to classification at discharge from previous studies and 172 

clinical perspectives. They include age, functional abilities, comprehension, upper extremity 173 

function, type of stroke, and the daily amount of rehabilitation (physical, occupational, and 174 

speech therapies) during hospitalization. 175 

We have included the following functional outcomes in FIM items: eating,28, 31) locomotion 176 

(walk/wheelchair),32) and comprehension.29, 33) Stroke patients had a higher possibility of 177 

being discharged home if admitted with a higher motor FIM score and a lower chance of 178 

being discharged home if they were older or had a cognitive defect.34) FIM toileting was one 179 

of the initial items that predicted disposition in acute stroke patients.31) Based on the motor 180 

FIM score at admission, there was a correlation between locomotion gain and other self-care 181 

in stroke patients. A variation in locomotion gain influenced the improvement in self-care.32) 182 

In addition, aphasia was identified as a strong prognostic factor in post-stroke outcomes.33) 183 

Furthermore, deficits in auditory comprehension, reading comprehension, and oral spelling to 184 

dictation were associated with a higher possibility of discharge to a setting other than 185 

home.29)  186 

The use of the NIHSS score as an early predictor of outcome following acute hospitalization 187 

for stroke has received support.35) The NIHSS score of the affected upper extremity assessed 188 
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at admission was associated with long-term functional outcomes evaluated using the FIM in 189 

patients with middle cerebral artery infarction.36)  190 

The types of stroke confirmed in the dataset were grouped into the following eight categories: 191 

lacunar infarction, atherothrombotic cerebral infarction, cardiogenic embolism, cerebral 192 

infarction (others/unknown), hypertensive cerebral hemorrhage, cerebral hemorrhage 193 

(others/unknown), subarachnoid hemorrhage, and others/unknown. 194 

Regarding the amount of daily rehabilitation, following Japanese health insurance guidelines, 195 

20-minute rehabilitation (physical, occupational, and speech therapies) is defined as 1 unit. 196 

This study categorized the amount of daily rehabilitation provided for each patient available 197 

on the dataset into four groups: <2 units (<40 min), ≥2–<4 units (40–80 min), ≥4–<6 units 198 

(80–120 min), and ≥6 units (>120 min). 199 

 200 

Statistical Analyses 201 

We used the two-step method proposed by Bakk and Kuha37) in developing a prediction 202 

model of LCA for the patient characteristics at discharge. When developing a prediction 203 

model, this method has less bias than other methods and is recommended even when missing 204 

values exist.38-40) The two-step method comprises the following steps: 1) to fit the latent class 205 

measurement model on its own and 2) to maximize the joint likelihood with the measurement 206 

model's parameters and exogenous latent variables' parameters fixed at the first step's 207 

estimated values, allowing only the structural model's remaining parameters to be estimated 208 

in the second step.37) 209 

In the first step, we conducted an LCA with our selected outcome variables to identify the 210 

patient's condition at discharge. The optimal latent model for the number of latent classes was 211 

determined using a combination of Bayesian information criterion (BIC), entropy, Vuong-Lo-212 
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Mendell-Rubin, and class size.41, 42) For the second step, we estimated a prediction model for 213 

the calculated classes in the first step with our selected predictor variables of the patient 214 

condition at admission. In addition, we processed missing data by employing full information 215 

maximum likelihood default in Latent GOLD®6.0.43, 44) We used the Latent GOLD®6.0 216 

(Statistical Innovations, Arlington, MA, USA) for LCA and the calculation of prediction 217 

models. The significance level was set at P<.05. 218 

 219 

Results 220 

Patient Characteristics 221 

After applying the inclusion and exclusion criteria in this study, 6,881 patients were included 222 

(Figure 1), and baseline characteristics at admission and discharge are summarized in Table 1. 223 

The mean age at admission was 73.7 years, and the average length of stay was 29.5 days. The 224 

total FIM scores, scores of all FIM subitems, and scores of the NIHSS improved at discharge 225 

from admission. 226 

 227 

Latent Classes of Patient Characteristics at Discharge 228 

Overall, 6,881 patients were classified into latent classes using LCA based on their outcomes. 229 

Latent class models with 1–12 classes were examined to select the best latent class. Model-fit 230 

statistics for LCA models with 1–12 classes are shown in Table 2. The difference in BIC/AIC 231 

fit between the models showed that it began to decline in the nine-class model. The smallest 232 

class size was <5% after the nine-class model. 233 
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In determining the number of classes, one occupational therapist and two occupational 234 

therapy students selected the nine-class model for this study, based on the interpretability of 235 

the class characteristics, given that a minimum class size of at least 5% is recommended.42) 236 

Table 3 shows the class sizes and item response probabilities for the outcomes at discharge 237 

within each class. For example, a class size of 29% for Class 1 indicates that 29% of all 238 

patients belong to this class and that 97% of the patients within Class 1 would return home as 239 

“Discharge destination.” The overall characteristics of each class indicated that Class 1 was 240 

the mildest (shorter length of stay and the highest possibility of home discharge), and Class 2 241 

was the most severe (longer length of stay and the highest possibility of transfers, including 242 

deaths). Different gradations characterized classes 3–9; these patient characteristics were 243 

clinically acceptable. 244 

 245 

Predictors of Class Membership 246 

All predictors of patient characteristics at admission were significant enough to predict 247 

outcomes at discharge (P<.01), and the standard R-squared, which indicates the goodness-of-248 

fit of the prediction model, was 0.3383 (Table S1, S2). Relatively stronger predictors 249 

relative to Class 1 (maximum odds ratio was >10.0 in a single predictor) were the right/left 250 

motor arm of the NIHSS score. In particular, Class 8 showed extremely high odds of 251 

belonging if the left motor arm of the NIHSS score was 4. Additionally,  Class 9 also showed 252 

particularly high odds if the right motor arm of the NIHSS score was 4. Furthermore, 253 

regarding the amount of daily rehabilitation, the odds ratio tended to decrease in the severe 254 

class and increase in the mild class as the amount of rehabilitation increased. However, this 255 

was not always the case. 256 

 257 
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Model Application 258 

Our prediction model can predict the overall patient characteristics of acute stroke patients at 259 

discharge (Video S1). The predicted results can allow practitioners to provide appropriate 260 

interventions that maximize effectiveness. Our made-up example for the model application is 261 

a patient aged 85 with a cardiogenic embolism and a severe disability on the right side of the 262 

body. The patient is provided 4–6 units (80–120 min) of rehabilitation daily and requires 263 

modified to complete assistance with ADLs. According to the predicted probability, the 264 

patient has the highest possibility of transfer and right moderate upper extremity disability at 265 

discharge. The patient is predicted to require modified to complete assistance with ADLs and 266 

complete assistance with communication and social interaction. 267 

 268 

Discussion 269 

This study used LCA to classify acute stroke patients based on the overall patient condition at 270 

discharge. We also developed a model to predict their class based on patient characteristics at 271 

admission. The results showed that overall patient conditions at discharge were classified into 272 

nine classes, and all the selected predictors at admission were significantly associated with 273 

class memberships. This model was innovative in predicting the overall patient outcomes, 274 

which previous models have been unable to resolve, including the appropriate rehabilitation 275 

intensity and length of stay. 276 

As for the predictors of this study, age, functional abilities, comprehension, upper extremity 277 

function, stroke type, and amount of rehabilitation (physical, occupational, and speech 278 

therapies) per day during hospitalization were significantly associated with class membership 279 

at discharge. These results were similar to those of previous studies.33, 34, 36, 45)  280 
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There are two points of particular note in this study’s findings. The first point was that the 281 

severity of the left and right upper extremities paralysis at admission had different patient 282 

characteristics at discharge. This study showed that Classes 6 and 8 were characterized as 283 

severe to moderate paralysis of the left upper extremity at discharge. Communication in these 284 

classes ranged from independence to modified dependence, although ADLs such as self-care 285 

were modified to complete dependence. These may be due to the influence of unilateral 286 

spatial neglect, which may be a factor causing the need for assistance with ADLs.46, 47) In 287 

addition, Class 9 was characterized as severe to moderate paralysis of the right upper 288 

extremity at the discharge. In this class, communication was complete dependence, and ADLs 289 

such as self-care ranged from modified to complete dependence. These may be due to the 290 

influence of aphasia, which may cause difficulties with communication.48) These results were 291 

clinically convincing, and appropriate rehabilitation could be provided by addressing these 292 

factors from the early stages of admission. 293 

The second point was the intensity of rehabilitation. In some classes, a higher intensity of 294 

rehabilitation did not necessarily lead to better outcomes. It is necessary to reconsider the 295 

currently accepted philosophy "more practice is always better," particularly in the first days 296 

after a stroke.49) The model developed in this study also improves the calculation of how the 297 

overall outcome at discharge is affected by the intensity of provided rehabilitation. Therefore, 298 

by using the model of this study, providing individualized rehabilitation with its intensity 299 

optimized for the patient's characteristics is possible. 300 

 301 

Limitations 302 

There were some limitations in this study. First, we did not conduct internal and external 303 

validation. A prediction model should be validated using original data to examine internal 304 
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validity through methods such as resampling (e.g., cross-validation and bootstrapping) and 305 

using other participants’ data from the same or different institutions or periods to improve the 306 

model’s validity (external validation).50) Therefore, before applying this prediction model to 307 

actual clinical practice, validation of this prediction model needs to be performed. Second, 308 

the dataset we referred to did not contain enough details about interventions provided for 309 

participants. Hence, the difference in interventions among participants might have influenced 310 

the LCA and prediction model results.  311 

Third, other potential predictors that significantly influence the outcomes at discharge can be 312 

available at admission. However, in this study, we selected predictor variables according to 313 

the findings of as many previous studies as possible and our clinical viewpoint. Therefore, we 314 

consider the model the most applicable presently. The model will be more accurate if these 315 

issues are addressed in future validation studies. 316 

 317 

Conclusion 318 

In conclusion, we developed a prediction model of overall patient conditions, including the 319 

appropriate rehabilitation intensity in acute stroke patients using LCA. Before applying this 320 

model to actual clinical practice, internal and external validation would be required to 321 

improve its validity. Further studies could shed light on the potential influence of the 322 

predictors and the appropriate amount of rehabilitation for stroke patients, depending on their 323 

medical characteristics and severity. 324 
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Figure Legend 504 

Figure 1 Flow diagram of the patient section process 505 

The data source was the Japan Association of Rehabilitation Database506 
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507 

Table 1. Patient Characteristics of the Study 508 

Continuous variable  Mean (SD) 

Age, in years 73.7 (12.7) 

Length of stay, days 29.5 (21.4) 

 Admission Discharge 

Motor-FIM (admission: N=6,751, 

discharge: N=6,652) 

33.4 (23.5) 57.0 

(29.7) 

Cognitive-FIM (admission: N=6,774, 

dischargeN=6,676) 

20.8 (11.4) 24.1 

(10.7) 

FIM (total) (admission: N=6,821, 

discharge: N=6,726) 

54.2 (32.6) 80.9 

(39.1) 

NIHSS (total) (admission: N=6,575, 

discharge: N=6,544) 

8.3 (8.9) 6.2 (8.2) 

Category variable  N (%) 

Sex Female 3,046 (44.3%) 

Type of stroke   

Lacunar infarction 1,091 (15.9%) 

Atherothrombotic cerebral infarction 1,697 (24.7%) 

Cardiogenic embolism 1,138 (16.5%) 

Cerebral infarction (Others/unknown) 614 ( 8.9%) 

Hypertensive cerebral hemorrhage 1,169 (17.0%) 

Cerebral hemorrhage 

(Others/unknown) 

400 (5.8%) 
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Subarachnoid hemorrhage 339 (4.9%) 

Others/Unknown 60 (0.9%) 

Missing 373 (5.4%) 

Amount of rehabilitation per day   

Less than 2 units (less than 40 min) 2,277 (33.1%) 

2 or more to less than 4 units (40-80 

min) 

2,329 (33.8%) 

4 or more to less than 6 units (80-120 

min) 

990 (14.4%) 

6 or more units (more than 120 min) 1,285 (18.7%) 

 Admission Discharge 

Motor arm of the NIHSS (right)   

0 4,011 

(58.3%) 

4,657 

(67.7%) 

1 889 

(12.9%) 

584 

(8.5%) 

2 433 (6.3%) 348 

(5.1%) 

3 390 (5.7%) 345 

(5.0%) 

4 687 

(10.0%) 

466 

(6.8%) 

Missing 471 (6.8%) 481 

(7.0%) 

Motor arm of the NIHSS (left)   
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0 3,921 

(57.0%) 

4,527 

(65.8%) 

1 864 

(12.6%) 

599 

(8.7%) 

2 477 (6.9%) 384 

(5.6%) 

3 424 (6.2%) 371 

(5.4%) 

4 723 

(10.5%) 

519 7.5%) 

Missing 472 (6.9%) 481 

(7.0%) 

FIM locomotion (walk/wheelchair)   

Complete dependence (1, 2) 4,995 

(72.6%) 

2,372 

(34.5%) 

Modified dependence (3-5) 1,199 

(17.4%) 

1,557 

(22.6%) 

Independence (6, 7) 610 (8.9%) 2,782 

(40.4%) 

Missing 77 (1.1%) 170 

(2.5%) 

FIM toileting   

Complete dependence (1, 2) 4,157 

(60.4%) 

2,103 

(30.6%) 

Modified dependence (3-5) 1,546 1,414 
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(22.5%) (20.5%) 

Independence (6, 7) 1,099 

(16.0%) 

3,198 

(46.5%) 

Missing 79 (1.1%) 166 

(2.4%) 

FIM transfer (shower/bathtub)   

Complete dependence (1, 2) 6,128 

(89.1%) 

2,982 

(43.3%) 

Modified dependence (3-5) 390 (5.7%) 1,841 

(26.8%) 

Independence (6, 7) 286 (4.2%) 1,885 

(27.4%) 

Missing 77 (1.1%) 173 

(2.5%) 

FIM transfers 

(bed/chair/wheelchair) 

  

Complete dependence (1, 2) 3,888 

(56.5%) 

1,486 

(21.6%) 

Modified dependence (3-5) 2,002 

(29.1%) 

2,083 

(30.3%) 

Independence (6, 7) 921 

(13.4%) 

3,146 

(45.7%) 

Missing 70 (1.0%) 166 

(2.4%) 

FIM eating   
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Complete dependence (1, 2) 3,098 

(45.0%) 

1,454 

(21.1%) 

Modified dependence (3-5) 1,163 

(16.9%) 

1,044 

(15.2%) 

Independence (6, 7) 2,554 

(37.1%) 

4,219 

(61.3%) 

Missing 66 (1.0%) 164 

(2.4%) 

FIM comprehension   

Complete dependence (1, 2) 1,805 

(26.2%) 

1,130 

(16.4%) 

Modified dependence (3-5) 1,828 

(26.6%) 

1,818 

(26.4%) 

Independence (6, 7) 3,153 

(45.8%) 

3,740 

(54.4%) 

Missing 95 (1.4%) 193 

(2.8%) 

FIM expression   

Complete dependence (1, 2) 2,019 

(29.3%) 

1,354 

(19.7%) 

Modified dependence (3-5) 1,730 

(25.1%) 

1,645 

(23.9%) 

Independence (6, 7) 3,036 

(44.1%) 

3,689 

(53.6%) 

Missing 96 (1.4%) 193 
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(2.8%) 

FIM social interaction   

Complete dependence (1, 2) 2,413 

(35.1%) 

1,459 

(21.2%) 

Modified dependence (3-5) 1,474 

(21.4%) 

1,462 

(21.2%) 

Independence (6, 7) 2,916 

(42.4%) 

3,788 

(55.1%) 

Missing 78 (1.1%) 172 

(2.5%) 

Abbreviations: FIM, Functional Independence Measure (range, 

18–126, higher = better); NIHSS, National Institutes of Health 

Stroke Scale (range, 0–42, higher = worse); N, number of 

participants; SD, standard deviation 

 509 
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Table 2. Model-fit Statistics for LCA Models with 1–12 Classes 511 

  

LL BIC ΔBIC AIC ΔAIC df VLMR Entropy R² 

Smallest 

class 

size 

1-Class -82978 166230 - 166018 - 6858  1.00 ー 

2-Class -62502 125561 40669 125130 40888 6826 40952 0.94 46% 

3-Class -56534 113907 11654 113257 11873 6794 11937 0.94 25% 

4-Class -54963 111048 2859 110180 3078 6762 3142 0.92 16% 

5-Class -53875 109155 1893 108068 2111 6730 2175 0.92 13% 

6-Class -53000 107688 1467 106383 1685 6698 1749 0.92 6.8% 

7-Class -52566 107102 586 105578 805 6666 869 0.91 6.0% 

8-Class -52218 106688 414 104945 633 6634 697 0.88 5.6% 

9-Class -51933 106403 286 104440 505 6602 569 0.88 4.5% 

10-Class -51763 106345 58 104164 277 6570 341 0.87 1.5% 

11-Class -51620 106341 3 103941 222 6538 286 0.87 1.5% 

12-Class 
-

51498.6 
106380 -39 103763 178 6498 242 0.86 1.4% 

aBased on model selection statistics, comparison of LCA models with different latent classes. 

 LCA, Latent class analysis; LL, Log-likelihood; BIC, Bayesian information criterion (lower values imply 

better model fit); AIC, Akaike information criterion (lower values imply better model fit); df, degree of 

freedom; VLMR, Vuong-Lo-Mendell-Rubin likelihood ratio test; Entropy, higher values imply better 

classification quality 
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Table 3. Class Sizes Belonging to Each Class and the Item Response Probabilities 512 

  Class 1 Class 2 Class 3 Class 4 Class 5 Class 6 Class 7 Class 8 Class 9 
Over

all 

Class size 29% 15% 11% 10% 10% 9% 6% 6% 4%  

Summary 

Discharge 

destinatio

n: Home 

Length of 

stay: 1–14 

days 

Upper 

extremity 

function: 

Mild 

disability 

Discharge 

destination

: different 

hospitals 

Length of 

stay: ≥4 

weeks 

Upper 

extremity 

function: 

Severe 

Discharge 

destination

: 

Home/diff

erent 

hospitals 

Length of 

stay: 2–4 

weeks 

Upper 

extremity 

Discharge 

destination

: Different 

hospitals 

Length of 

stay: 2–6 

weeks 

Upper 

extremity 

function: 

Mild 

Discharge 

destination

: Different 

hospitals 

Length of 

stay: 2–6 

weeks 

Upper 

extremity 

function: 

Mild 

Discharge 

destination

: Different 

hospitals 

Length of 

stay: ≥4 

weeks 

Upper 

extremity 

function: 

Moderate 

Discharge 

destination

: home 

Length of 

stay: 1 

day–6 

weeks 

Upper 

extremity 

function: 

Mild 

Discharge 

destination: 

Different 

hospitals 

Length of 

stay: 2–6 

weeks 

Upper 

extremity 

function: 

Moderate 

Discharge 

destination: 

Different 

hospitals 

Length of 

stay: 2–6 

weeks 

Upper 

extremity 

function: 

Moderate 
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Functional 

ability: 

Independe

nce 

Communi

cation and 

social 

interaction

: 

Independe

nce 

disability 

Functional 

ability: 

Complete 

dependenc

e 

Communi

cation and 

social 

interaction

: 

Complete 

dependenc

e 

function: 

Mild 

disability 

Functional 

ability: 

Independe

nce 

(Transfer 

of 

shower/bat

htub: 

Modified 

dependenc

e) 

Communi

cation and 

disability 

Functional 

ability: 

Independe

nce or 

modified 

dependenc

e (Transfer 

of 

shower/bat

htub: 

Complete 

dependenc

e) 

Communi

cation and 

disability 

Functional 

ability: 

Modified 

dependenc

e (Eating: 

Independe

nce) 

Communi

cation and 

social 

interaction

: 

Independe

nce 

disability 

(left) 

Functional 

ability: 

Complete 

dependenc

e 

Communi

cation and 

social 

interaction

: Modified 

dependenc

e 

disability 

Functional 

ability: 

Independe

nce 

(Transfer 

of 

shower/bat

htub: 

Modified 

dependenc

e) 

Communi

cation and 

social 

interaction

disability 

(left) 

Functional 

ability: 

Modified/Co

mplete 

dependence 

(Eating: 

Independenc

e) 

Communicat

ion and 

social 

interaction: 

Independenc

e 

disability 

(right) 

Functional 

ability: 

Moderate/Co

mplete 

dependence 

Communicati

on and social 

interaction: 

Complete 

dependence 
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social 

interaction

: 

Independe

nce 

social 

interaction

: Modified 

dependenc

e 

: Modified 

dependenc

e 

D i s c h a r g e 

d e s t i n a t i o n 

          

Home 97% 4% 46% 30% 35% 7% 64% 5% 9% 46% 

Transfer to a 

different 

hospital 

1% 77% 52% 61% 60% 82% 33% 91% 81% 48% 

Transfer to a 

facility 

1% 7% 1% 6% 4% 7% 1% 3% 7% 4% 

Death 0% 7% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 1% 

Others 1% 5% 1% 3% 1% 3% 2% 1% 3% 2% 
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Length of stay           

<2 weeks (1–

14 days) 

55% 8% 6% 16% 19% 9% 21% 5% 6% 24% 

2–4 weeks 

(15–28 days) 

35% 19% 50% 40% 40% 28% 42% 33% 34% 35% 

4–6 weeks 

(29–42 days) 

7% 28% 25% 24% 27% 29% 21% 36% 32% 21% 

>6 weeks (>42 

days) 

3% 44% 19% 21% 14% 35% 16% 27% 28% 20% 

NIHSS score           

Right motor 

arm 

          

0 97% 20% 85% 74% 79% 54% 91% 77% 40% 72% 

1 3% 9% 11% 17% 13% 17% 5% 5% 15% 9% 

2 0% 16% 2% 4% 4% 13% 1% 5% 14% 6% 
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3 0% 17% 2% 4% 3% 9% 1% 9% 16% 6% 

4 0% 37% 1% 1% 1% 7% 1% 4% 15% 8% 

Left motor 

arm 

          

0 96% 24% 81% 77% 72% 37% 96% 35% 84% 70% 

1 3% 11% 12% 15% 14% 12% 2% 17% 11% 9% 

2 0% 15% 3% 4% 6% 14% 1% 16% 4% 6% 

3 0% 16% 2% 3% 6% 16% 0% 19% 0% 6% 

4 0% 35% 1% 1% 2% 20% 0% 14% 0% 8% 

FiM item           

Eating           

Complete 

dependence 

0% 95% 1% 7% 1% 47% 0% 17% 34% 22% 

Modified 0% 5% 3% 42% 16% 45% 7% 39% 45% 16% 
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dependence 

Independence 100% 1% 96% 51% 83% 9% 93% 44% 22% 62% 

Transfer 

(bed/chair/whe

elchair) 

          

Complete 

dependence 

0% 97% 0% 0% 0% 66% 0% 27% 3% 22% 

Modified 

dependence 

1% 3% 2% 97% 88% 34% 7% 73% 96% 31% 

Independence 99% 0% 98% 3% 12% 0% 93% 0% 1% 47% 

Toileting           

Complete 

dependence 

0% 100% 0% 11% 3% 96% 0% 69% 54% 32% 

Modified 

dependence 

0% 0% 5% 86% 73% 4% 13% 31% 46% 21% 

 . 
C

C
-B

Y
 4.0 International license

It is m
ade available under a 
 is the author/funder, w

ho has granted m
edR

xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
(w

h
ich

 w
as n

o
t certified

 b
y p

eer review
)

T
he copyright holder for this preprint 

this version posted June 2, 2023. 
; 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.24.23290504
doi: 

m
edR

xiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.24.23290504
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


37 

 

Independence 100% 0% 95% 3% 23% 0% 87% 0% 0% 47% 

Locomotion 

(walk/wheelch

air) 

          

Complete 

dependence 

0% 99% 1% 27% 15% 97% 1% 86% 56% 36% 

Modified 

dependence 

3% 1% 22% 72% 81% 3% 32% 13% 44% 23% 

Independence 97% 0% 78% 1% 4% 0% 67% 1% 0% 41% 

Transfer 

(shower/bathtu

b) 

          

Complete 

dependence 

7% 100% 5% 57% 32% 99% 11% 90% 76% 45% 

Modified 18% 0% 56% 43% 68% 1% 57% 10% 24% 27% 
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dependence 

Independence 75% 0% 39% 0% 0% 0% 32% 0% 0% 28% 

Communicatio

n 

(comprehensio

n) 

          

Complete 

dependence 

0% 92% 0% 2% 0% 4% 4% 0% 55% 17% 

Modified 

dependence 

1% 8% 0% 92% 4% 91% 87% 9% 43% 27% 

Independence 99% 0% 100% 5% 96% 5% 9% 91% 2% 56% 

Communicatio

n (expression) 

          

Complete 

dependence 

0% 99% 0% 2% 0% 13% 10% 0% 80% 21% 
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Modified 

dependence 

1% 1% 6% 90% 6% 84% 77% 11% 20% 25% 

Independence 99% 0% 93% 8% 93% 3% 13% 89% 0% 55% 

Social 

interaction 

          

Complete 

dependence 

0% 95% 0% 16% 1% 33% 8% 3% 54% 22% 

Modified 

dependence 

3% 4% 7% 65% 17% 56% 54% 25% 35% 22% 

Independence 97% 1% 93% 19% 82% 11% 38% 72% 11% 56% 
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Figure 1 Flow diagram of the patient section process 

The data source was the Japan Association of Rehabilitation Database 

Stroke patients admitted between 2005 and 2015 (n=10.270) 

No data on age at admission (n=8) 

No data on discharge 

destination (n=14) 

Age <18 years 

(n=21) 

Duration from stroke onset to admission of >7 days 

(n=603) 

Provided in >9 sessions (180 min) of rehabilitation per day during hospitalization (n=1,135) 

Length of stay of <1 day or >179 days (n=32) 

No data on all of the items of the FIM and NIHSS at admission and/or discharge (n=406) 

No data on all of the items of the FIM both at admission and discharge (n=1,170) 

Participants for analysis (n=6,881) 
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