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Abstract 

Background: Long-term disability after stroke is standardly assessed 3 months post-onset, using the 

modified Rankin Scale (mRS). The value of an early, day 4 mRS assessment for projecting the 3-month 

disability outcome has not been formally investigated.   

Methods: In this cohort of patients with acute cerebral ischemia and intracranial hemorrhage, we 

analyzed day 4 and day 90 mRS assessments in the NIH Field Administration of Stroke Therapy– 

Magnesium (FAST-MAG) Phase 3 trial. The performance of day 4 mRS, alone and as part of multivariate 

models, in predicting day 90 mRS was assessed using correlation coefficients, percent agreement, and the 

kappa statistics.  

Results: Among the 1573 acute cerebrovascular disease (ACVD) patients, 1206 (76.7%) had acute 

cerebral ischemia (ACI), while 367 (23.3%) had intracranial hemorrhage. Among all 1573 ACVD 

patients, day 4 mRS and day 90 mRS correlated strongly, Spearman’s rho=0.79, in unadjusted analysis 

with weighted kappa of 0.59. For dichotomized outcomes, simple carry-forward of the day 4 mRS 

performed fairly well in agreeing with day 90 mRS: mRS 0-1 (k=0.67), 85.4%; mRS 0-2 (k=0.59), 

79.5%; fatal outcome, 88.3% (k=0.33). Correlations of 4d and 90d mRS were stronger for ACI than ICH 

patients, 0.76 vs 0.71. 

Conclusions: In this acute cerebrovascular disease patient cohort, assessment of global disability 

performed on day 4 is highly informative regarding long-term, 3-month mRS disability outcome, alone, 

and even more strongly in combination with baseline prognostic variables. The day 4 mRS is a useful 

measure for imputing the final patient disability outcome in clinical trials and quality improvement 

programs. 
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Introduction 

Stroke is a disease that disables more often that it kills, and assessment of post-stroke disability is 

crucial to the evaluation of the efficacy of novel treatments in clinical trials and the effectiveness of 

conventional care in standard practice.1,2 Three months is generally recognized as the most appropriate 

time point for assessing functional outcomes after an acute stroke.3,4 By 3 months, most of the recovery in 

function due to neuroplasticity and neurorepair has transpired. While additional recovery may occur in 

some patients over the rest of the first post-stroke year, and beyond, as more time progresses, recurrent 

strokes and other competing causes of morbidity and mortality are more likely to arise, interfering with 

direct assessment of the effects of the index stroke. The 3-month time frame balances these contending 

forces to provide the most informative assessment of post-stroke functional state. Consequently, it is the 

time frame most frequently chosen for measuring primary outcomes in acute stroke trials and quality 

improvement programs.   

However, a challenge to the use of a 3-month assessment is that patients may be lost to follow-up 

in the long interval after their discharge from the acute hospitalization, especially in a mobile society with 

a fragmented system of medical care.5–7 To analyze clinical trial results and to guide quality improvement 

programs, it is important to develop valid methods of imputing 3-month outcomes for patients who do not 

have direct assessments available. The most widely used outcome measure is the modified Rankin Scale 

(mRS), a seven-level global assessment of combined disability and handicap.4 Prior studies have found 

that earlier mRS values, obtained at day 7 or at day 30, are the single most important predictor of the mRS 

value at day 90, and have provided multivariate formula for predicting day 90 mRS that incorporate these 

earlier mRS values.8,9 However, systems of care have changed since the studies from which those 

equations were derived, and the median length of stay for an acute stroke hospitalization is now 

substantially less than in the past.10 For acute ischemic stroke, the median length of stay is 4-5 days, and 

even day 7 mRS assessments would take place after discharge for most patients, when the risk for loss to 

follow-up is higher.10,11 In contrast, day 4 mRS values are more reliably available, as many patients are 
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still in the acute hospital on this date and the remaining patients are only recently discharged and 

generally still motivated to be accessible. Predictive models for day 90 mRS that incorporate the day 4 

mRS would therefore further address data missingness in clinical trials and quality improvement 

programs. Such a very early assessment would also be of value as a dependable early endpoint to drive 

randomization adjustments in clinical trials using adaptive dose-adjustment designs, 12,13 and clinically 

helpful in providing patients and families with long-term prognoses and home care planning.   

Methods   

We analyzed all patients with acute cerebral ischemia and intracranial hemorrhage with both day 

4 and day 90 mRS assessments in the database of the NIH Field Administration of Stroke Therapy– 

Magnesium (FAST-MAG) Phase 3 trial. At both time points, the mRS was assessed by certified nurse 

study-coordinators, in person, or telephonically if patient and caregivers were accessible only by phone.  

Since the primary trial results showed a neutral effect of magnesium sulfate on outcome, without 

an interaction effect between treatment group and mRS score, we combined the placebo and magnesium 

groups in the analysis. Missing data were handled using complete case analysis.   

For the day 90 mRS, raters were required to score the mRS using a formal structured assessment 

tool – the Rankin Focused Assessment (RFA).14 For the day 4 mRS, raters were encouraged but not 

required to use the RFA. In addition, rater instructions for the day 4 mRS were that the score be based on 

the rater’s judgment of what the subject was capable of doing on day 4, using not only patient report, but 

also available information from family, physicians and nurses, physical and occupational therapists, and 

the rater’s own direct assessment including an NIH Stroke Scale and a Barthel Index evaluation.  Raters 

were directed that the scores should indicate their best judgment of what activities the patient could do on 

day 4, not simply what the patients had had an opportunity to do so far. For example, if a patient had fully 

recovered but remained in hospital solely for diagnostic tests, the mRS was scored indicating the patient 

was work-capable.    
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The performance of the day 4 mRS full ordinal 7 levels in predicting day 90 full ordinal 7 mRS 

levels was assessed using correlation coefficients, percent agreement, and the weighted kappa statistic, 

including both unadjusted and multivariate adjusted analyses. The performance of the day 4 mRS levels 

in predicting day 90 mRS dichotomized outcomes was assessed for freedom-from-disability (mRS 0-1) 

and functional independence (mRS 0-2), using correlation coefficients, percent agreement, and kappa 

statistics, including both unadjusted and multivariate adjusted analyses. Kappa values were considered as 

indicating: 0.00-0.20 none to slight; 0.21-0.40 fair, 0.41– 0.60 moderate, 0.61- 0.80 substantial, and 0.81-

1.00 almost perfect agreement. 

The multivariate predictive models examined the predictive ability of the day 4 mRS and other 

clinically relevant predictor variables including NIHSS and age for all the models. The models examined 

the predictive ability of 17 additional demographic and clinical covariates, which were selected based on 

prior studies. The variables with the minimum Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) were purposefully 

included in the model. These candidate predictor covariates included 4 additional continuous variables: 

body mass index, pre-stroke mRS, admission serum glucose, and initial CT/MRI ASPECTS score. The 

model also included 13 dichotomized or categorical variables: sex, race, Hispanic ethnicity, stroke 

subtype (acute cerebral ischemia versus intracranial hemorrhage), hypertension, diabetes, dyslipidemia, 

atrial fibrillation, smoking (current or within past year), myocardial infarction or coronary artery disease, 

prior symptomatic cerebrovascular disease, any current alcohol use, and concomitant alteplase treatment.   

Results  

Among the 1700 patients enrolled in the FAST-MAG trial, 1244 patients had transient ischemic 

attack or acute ischemic stroke, while 387 patients had intracranial hemorrhage (ICH). A total of 67 were 

excluded from the current analysis study due to having a stroke-mimicking condition as the final 

diagnosis for their presenting event, 42 were excluded for not having documented modified Rankin Scale 

(mRS) scores at both day 4 and day 90. Accordingly, univariate analyses were conducted on 1573 

patients, acute cerebrovascular disease (ACVD) patients with documented mRS scores at both day 4 and 
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day 90, including 1206 (76.7%) with acute cerebral ischemia (ACI) and 367 (23.3%) with acute ICH. The 

characteristics of these patients are shown in Table 1. The unadjusted distributions of day 4 and day 90 

mRS scores for patients with ACI and ICH are shown in Table 2 with more severe disability distributions 

for the patients with ICH at both timepoints.   

Among all the 1573 ACVD patients, day 4 mRS and day 90 mRS correlated strongly, Spearman’s 

rho=0.79 (p<0.001), in unadjusted analysis (Figure 1A). Among all 7 mRS levels, simple carry-forward 

of the day 4 mRS to impute a day 90 mRS matched the actual day 90 mRS with the modest observed 

agreement rate of 39.5%.  Day 90 scores were improved (lower) in 38.8%, by 1 level in 18.0%, and by 

more than 1 level in 20.8%. Day 90 scores were worse (higher) in 21.6%, by 1 level in 17.0% and by 

more than 1 level in 4.6%. The weighted kappa, taking into account the ordered ordinal relationship of the 

mRS outcomes, was 0.59, demonstrating moderate above-chance concurrence. For dichotomized 

outcomes, simple carry-forward of the day 4 mRS to impute a day 90 mRS matched the actual day 90 

mRS with considerable rates of agreement rates: mRS 0-1, 85.4%; mRS 0-2, 79.5%; fatal outcome, 

88.3%. The kappa values for these dichotomized outcomes were: mRS 0-1, 0.67; mRS 0-2, 0.59; and 

death, 0.33.  

There were subtle differences among patients with ACI and ICH in the degree of relationship 

between the unadjusted day 4 and the day 90 mRS (Figure 1B, 1C). Spearman’s correlation coefficients 

for day 4 vs day 90 mRS were 0.76 (p<0.001) for patients with ACI and 0.71 (p<0.001) for patients with 

ICH. Among all 7 mRS levels, simple carry-forward of the day 4 mRS to impute a day 90 mRS matched 

the actual day 90 mRS in 41.3% of patients with ACI and 34% of patients with ICH. The weighted kappa 

was 0.71 for ACI and 0.54 for ICH. For dichotomized outcomes, simple carry-forward of the day 4 mRS 

to impute a day 90 mRS matched the actual day 90 mRS at the following observed agreement rates: For 

ACI: mRS 0-1, 85.0%; mRS 0-2, 78.0%; fatal outcome, 87.0%; for ICH: mRS 0-1, 91.8%; mRS 0-2, 

75.5%; fatal outcome, 83.9%. The kappa values for these dichotomized outcomes were: For ACI: mRS 0-

1, 0.61; mRS 0-2, 0.55; and death, 0.33; For ICH: mRS 0-1, 0.31; mRS 0-2, 0.27; and death, 0.46. 
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The pattern of exact matches among the 7 levels of the mRS at day 4 and day 90 were notably 

different for patients with ACI and ICH. For ACI cohort, the most frequent exact match was mRS 0 at 

both day 4 and day 90, occurring in 16% of patients (Figure 1B), while for ICH cohort, the most frequent 

exact match was mRS 5 at both day 4 and day 90, occurring in 17.4% of patients (Figure 1C).   

The multivariate models for predicting day 90 mRS based on day 4 mRS plus baseline covariates 

are shown in Table 3, for the outcomes of mRS 0-1, mRS 0-2, and ordinal mRS distribution. In addition 

to the clinically selected predictor variables included in all models (day 4 mRS, initial NIHSS, and age), 

the Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) additionally selected for incorporation into some of the models 

the variables of: Hispanic ethnicity, current alcohol use, hyperlipidemia, and use of tissue plasminogen 

activator.  

Performance of the predictive models is displayed in Figure 2. Spearman’s correlation 

coefficients for predicted day 90 mRS vs actual day 90 mRS were 0.78 for patients with ACI and 0.80 for 

patients with ICH. Among all 7 mRS levels, the mRS values yielded by the multivariate imputation 

model incorporating day 4 mRS and baseline covariates matched the actual day 90 mRS with observed 

agreement rates of 78.0% for ACI and 42.3% for ICH. The weighted kappa was 0.76 for ACI and 0.78 for 

ICH, demonstrating substantial above-chance concurrence.  

For ACI, for exact matches, the predictive model incorporating day 4 mRS and other 

variables performed similarly to simple carry-forward of the day 4 mRS in forecasting day 90 

mRS, 42.3% vs 41.3%. However, the predictive model outperformed simple carry forward in 

reducing directional bias in non congruent cases. With the predictive model, discrepancies 

showed better outcome than predicted in 25.9% of patients and worse outcome than predicted in 

31.8% of patients, while simple carry-forward showed better outcome than predicted in 36.6% of 

patients and worse outcome than predicted in 22.1% of patients. For ICH, for exact matches, the 

predictive model incorporating day 4 mRS and other variables performed better than simple 

carry-forward of the day 4 mRS in forecasting day 90 mRS, 48.2% vs 34.0%. In addition, the 
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predictive model outperformed simple carry forward in reducing directional bias in non congruent 

cases. With the predictive model, discrepancies showed better outcome than predicted in 27.9% 

of patients and worse outcome than predicted in 23.9% of patients, while simple carry-forward 

showed better outcome than predicted in 46.5% of patients and worse outcome than predicted in 

19.5% of patients. 

Discussion  

In this large, multicenter clinical trial, early modified Rankin Scale assessments, at day 4 

post-stroke, indexed eventual 3-month mRS outcomes with good predictive accuracy. In kappa 

analyses, for acute cerebral ischemia, simple carry forward of the day 4 mRS to day 90 mRS 

showed substantial agreement for freedom-from-disability (mRS 0-1), independence (mRS 0-2), 

and disability level (7-level mRS), and fair agreement for mortality; multivariate predictive 

models incorporating day 4 mRS to predict day 90 mRS showed substantial agreement for all 4 

outcomes. For intracranial hemorrhage, simple carry forward performed somewhat less well, with 

substantial agreement for disability level (7-level mRS) and moderate agreement for mortality, 

but fair agreement for freedom-from-disability (mRS 0-1) and independence (mRS 0-2); 

performance improved with the multivariate model, showing substantial agreement for disability 

(mRS 0-1), disability level (7-level mRS), and mortality and moderate agreement for 

independence (mRS 0-2). With simple carry forward, non congruent values between day 4 vs day 

90 mRS were directionally biased, with more better-than-predicted than worse-than-predicted 

outcomes. But with multivariate modeling, no directional bias was present. 

These findings extend prior studies. Prior investigations of the relation of early to 3-

month mRS values focused solely upon patients with acute cerebral ischemia, and looked at later, 

day 7 and day 30, mRS assessments.8,9 These studies found that mRS status at 1 week and mRS 

status at 1 month were strong determinants of mRS status at 3 months. In the current study, at the 

even earlier time point of 4 days mRS status as a sole variable predicted day 90 mRS moderately 
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well. Comparing the three time points across studies, there is a gradation of predictive value, with 

mRS assessments closer to the 3-month time point showing modestly greater value in forecasting 

the 3-month mRS. The percent perfect agreement rates were: day 4 vs day 90 – 40%; day 7 vs 

day 90 – 47%; and day 30 vs day 90 – 53%. The increasing accuracy reflects patient course 

patterns. In the first days after acute cerebral ischemia onset, when penumbra evolution, edema, 

infectious complications, and other acute events are more prone to occur, patient course is 

variable, with fluctuations in patient status both for good or for ill. Between 1 week and 3 months, 

most cerebral ischemia patients do not worsen further, but some improve as neuroplasticity and 

brain repair restore functional capacity.15 Nonetheless, the current study shows that, though not 

quite as predictive as day 7 and day 30 mRS assessments, an mRS judgment as soon as day 4 has 

substantial predictive value for predicting the 3-month outcome.  

For intracranial hemorrhage, to our knowledge the current study is the first to project 3-

month mRS outcomes on the basis of earlier mRS observations. The day 4 mRS performed fairly 

well by itself in forecasting day 90 disability outcome among patients with ICH, though not as 

well as in patients with ACI. The patients with ICH were more severely impaired at day 4, and, 

from this more unstable starting point, both more often improved to a better day 90 than day 

outcome and more often worsened to a fatal outcome by day 90.   

The predictive value of the day 4 mRS further improved when it was incorporated in 

multivariate models incorporating additional baseline prognostic variables, for projecting the 3-

month outcomes of freedom from disability (mRS 0-1), functional independence (mRS 0-2), and 

mortality (mRS 6). These models determined the final outcome with high accuracy, suggesting 

that they are robust enough to be used for imputing missing, or not-yet-available, data in clinical 

trials and in quality improvement activities. Since data on patient status are always more readily 

available pre-discharge than post-discharge, it is advantageous to be able to project long-term 

outcome based on an assessment prior to patient discharge from the acute hospitalization.  With 
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the continuing reduction in the average length of stay for stroke patients in the US, the acute care 

in the US for ischemic stroke has now shortened substantially over the past three decades.  

 The one baseline variable of added value in all 3 models was the presenting neurologic 

deficit severity (NIHSS stroke score), consistent with the importance of neurologic impairments 

in determining functional disability. Baseline variables of added value in one of the models 

included race-ethnicity. Notably, Hispanic ethnicity was associated with a worse outcome for 

patients with ICH at day 90 post-stroke. Contributing factors may be less access to inpatient and 

outpatient rehabilitation care. Treatment with tPA was associated with worse outcomes at 3 

months for patients with ACI (Table 3a). This can be explained by confounding by indication 

(indication bias). Compared with patients not treated with IV tPA, patients treated with tPA 

systematically differ in having more severe, disabling deficits at presentation. 

Our results are important for routine clinical care and for research studies. For patients, 

family, and caregivers interested in long-term prognosis shortly after stroke onset, the day 4 mRS, 

combined with a few additional readily available variables, can provide valuable insight into 

likelihood of future disability.  For phase 2, dose-optimization phase clinical trials using adaptive 

designs that require rapid feedback of treatment outcomes to drive selection of next tested dose, 

our findings indicate that day 4 mRS can serve as an informative early endpoint.16 Further, even 

in large trials that use day 90 assessment as the primary endpoint, our data provide an important 

strategy for handling the infrequent occurrence of patients being lost to follow-up after discharge 

from the acute care setting. The correlation of day 4 and day 90 values provides some support to 

the technique of last observation carried forward to fill in missing mRS outcome data, and the 

multivariate predictive formula strongly supports the use of multiple imputation techniques 

incorporating the day 4 mRS as an even more precise method for projecting missing final 

outcome data.17 
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This study has limitations. The study was performed in a broad and diverse population at 

60 hospitals, but in a single geographic region. Replication in other geographic settings is 

desirable, as well as validation of the multivariate predictive models in independent populations, 

to confirm generalizability. Also, as studied patients were enrolled in a clinical trial, they may not 

be fully representative of an all-comer stroke population. The FAST-MAG trial had broad entry 

criteria, mitigating this concern; however, the trial did exclude patients with severe pre-stroke 

disability, and these patients will clearly have a different final disability outcome than those here 

investigated.  

In conclusion, in this acute cerebrovascular disease patient cohort, assessment of global 

disability performed on day 4 was found to be highly informative regarding long-term, 3-month 

mRS disability outcome, alone, and even more strongly in combination with baseline prognostic 

variables. As a result, the day 4 mRS is a useful measure for imputing the final patient disability 

outcome in clinical trials and quality improvement programs.   
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Table 1. Baseline Characteristics of Study Patients 

Characteristic 

Acute 
Cerebrovascular 

Disease 
(n=1573) 

Acute Cerebral 
Ischemia 
(n= 1206) 

Intracranial 
Hemorrhage 

(n= 367) 

Age, mean (SD)  69.6 (13.4) 70.9 (13.1) 65.4 (13.4) 
Sex, female, n (%)  669 (42.5) 549 (45.5) 120 (32.7) 
Race, n (%) 
   White 
   Black/African American  
   Asian 
   American Indian/Alaskan Native 
   Native Hawaiian/Pacific Islander 

 1225 (77.9) 
 201 (12.8) 
 131 (8.3) 
 8 (0.5) 
 8 (0.5) 

938 (77.8) 
165 (13.7) 

93 (7.7) 
7 (0.6) 
3 (0.2) 

287 (78.2) 
36 (9.8) 

38 (10.4) 
1 (0.3) 
5 (1.4) 

Ethnicity – Hispanic, n (%)  367 (23.3) 245 (20.3) 122 (33.2) 
BMI, mean (SD) 27.8 (5.7) 27.6 (5.7) 28.3 (5.9) 
Admission NIHSS score  
   Mean (SD) 
   Median (IQR) 

 
11.4 (9.8) 
9 (3-17) 

 
9.28 (8.28) 

7 (3-15) 

 
18.3 (11) 
16 (9-25) 

Hypertension, n (%)  1222 (77.7) 935 (77.5) 287 (78.2) 
Diabetes, n (%)  342 (21.7) 277 (23) 65 (17.7) 
Hyperlipidemia, n (%)  740 (47) 612 (50.7) 128 (34.9) 
Atrial fibrillation, n (%)  350 (22.3) 322 (26.7) 28 (7.6) 
Coronary artery disease or 
Myocardial infarction, n (%) 

 326 (20.7) 282 (23.4) 44 (12) 

Prior ischemic stroke, n (%) 101 (6.4) 91 (7.5) 10 (2.7) 
Prior TIA, n (%) 145 (9.2) 123 (10.2) 22 (6) 
Prior intracerebral hemorrhage, n (%) 19 (1.2) 11 (0.9) 8 (2.2) 
Prior stroke of unknown etiology, n 
(%) 

127 (8.1) 106 (8.8) 21 (5.7) 

Tobacco use, n (%) 274 (17.4) 210 (17.4) 64 (17.4) 
Any alcohol, n (%) 610 (38.8) 443 (36.7) 167 (45.5) 
Admission Serum Glucose, mean 
(SD) 

135 (51.8) 135 (53.1) 137 (47.4) 

Initial CT/MR ASPECTS, mean 
(SD). 

 8.89 (2.2) 8.59 (2.4) 9.87 (0.9) 
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Table 2. Day 4 mRS and Day 90 Distributions Among Acute Cerebral Ischemia and Intracranial 
Hemorrhage Patients 

Characteristic 

Acute Cerebral 
Ischemia 
(n=1206) 

N (%)  

Intracranial 
Hemorrhage 

(n=367) 
N (%) 

P value 
ACI vs 

ICH 

Day 4 mRS Ordinal 

<0.001 

   0 (no symptoms) 269 (22.3) 3 (0.8) 
   1 (no significant disability) 190 (15.8) 10 (2.7) 
   2 (slight disability) 103 (8.5) 15 (4.1) 
   3 (moderate disability) 117 (9.7) 15 (4.1) 
   4 (moderate-severe disability 205 (17) 84 (22.9) 
   5 (severe disability) 302 (25) 207 (56.4) 
   6 (dead) 20 (1.7) 33 (9) 
Day 90 mRS Ordinal 

<0.001 

  0 (no symptoms) 309 (25.6) 4 (1.1) 
  1 (no significant disability) 226 (18.7) 29 (7.9) 
  2 (slight disability) 175 (14.5) 79 (21.5) 
  3 (moderate disability) 142 (11.8) 44 (12) 
  4 (moderate-severe disability) 106 (8.8) 53 (14.4) 
  5 (severe disability) 103 (8.5) 66 (18) 
  6 (dead) 145 (12) 92 (25.1) 

Dichotomized 

  Day 90 Nondisabled (mRS 0-1) 535 (44.4) 33 (9.0) <0.001 
  Day 90 Independent (mRS 0-2) 710 (58.9) 112 (30.5) <0.001 
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Table 3a. Multivariate Predictive Models for Day 90 Freedom-from-Disability (mRS 0-1) for Patients 
with Acute Cerebral Ischemia and Intracranial Hemorrhage  

 Acute Cerebral Ischemia Intracranial Hemorrhage 

Variables 
Log Odds Ratio  

(CI 0.95%) 
P-value Variables 

Log Odds Ratio 
(CI 0.95%) 

P-value 

Day 4 mRS 1 -0.67 
(-1.28,-0.07) 

0.03 Day 4 mRS 1 -18.62 
() 

0.02 

Day 4 mRS 2 
 

-1.76 
(-2.35,-2.98) 

<0.001 
 

Day 4 mRS 2 
 

0.72 
 (0.12-4.27) 

0.72 

Day 4 mRS 3 
 

-2.35 
(-2.98,-1.73) 

<0.001 
 

Day 4 mRS 3 
 

0.15 
 (0.02-0.96) 

0.05 
 

Day 4 mRS 4 
 

-3.30 
 (-3.89,-2.72) 

<0.001 
 

Day 4 mRS 4 
 

0.20 
 (0.04-0.93) 

0.04 
 

Day 4 mRS 5 
 

-5.04 
 (-5.80,-4.27) 

<0.001 Day 4 mRS 5 
 

0.02 
 (0.002-0.14) 

<0.001 
 

Initial NIHSS -0.04 
 (-1.28,-0.07) 

0.002 Initial NIHSS 
 

-0.14 
 (-0.25,-0.03) 

0.03 

Prior Stroke 0.64 
 (-0.02,1.30) 

0.059 Age -0.02 
 (-0.06,0.02) 

0.28 

Male Gender -0.06 
 (-0.39, 0.27) 

0.72 Hispanic 
Ethnicity 

1.33 
(0.17,2.50) 

0.03 

TPA Treatment  0.11 
 (-0.25,0.47) 

0.56    
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Table 3b. Multivariate Predictive Models for Day 90 Functional Independence (mRS 0-2) for Patients 
with Acute Cerebral Ischemia and Intracranial Hemorrhage with Functional Independence (mRS 0-2) 

Acute Cerebral Ischemia Intracranial Hemorrhage 

Variables 
Log Odds Ratio  

(CI 95%) 
P-value Variables 

Log Odds Ratio  
(CI 95%) 

P-value 
 

Day 4 mRS 1 -0.33 
 (-1.77,1.10) 

0.64 
 

Day 4 mRS 0+1 - - 

Day 4 mRS 2 
 

0.19 
 (-1.75,2.14) 

0.84 
 

Day 4 mRS 2 
 

0.64 
 (0.05-8.91) 

0.73 

Day 4 mRS 3 
 

-2.05 
 (-3.44,-0.67) 

0.004 
 

Day 4 mRS 3 
 

0.52 
 (0.04-6.37) 

0.61 

Day 4 mRS 4 
 

-2.39 
 (-3.65,-1.13) 

<0.001 
 

Day 4 mRS 4 
 

0.20 
 (0.02-1.68) 

0.14 

Day 4 mRS 5 
 

-3.91 
 (-5.23,-2.59) 

<0.001 Day 4 mRS 5 
 

0.03 
 (0.003-0.24) 

<0.001 
 

Initial NIHSS -0.09 
 (-0.12,-0.05) 

<0.001 
 

Initial NIHSS 0.91 
 (0.87-0.95) 

<0.001 

Prior Stroke 0.49 
 (0.51,1.51) 

0.33 Prior Stroke 0.09 
 (0.009-0.85) 

0.04 

Age -0.05 
 (-0.07,-0.03) 

<0.001 
 

Age 0.93 
 (0.90-0.95) 

<0.001 
 

Current Alcohol 
Use 

-0.27 
 (-0.82,0.26) 

0.31 
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Table 3c. Multivariate Predictive Models for Day 90 Level of Disability (Ordinal 7-Level mRS) for 
Patients with Acute Cerebral Ischemia and Intracranial Hemorrhage  

Acute Cerebral Ischemia Intracranial Hemorrhage 

Variables 
Odds Ratio  
(CI 95%) 

P-value Variables 
Odds Ratio  
(CI 95%) 

P-value 
 

Day 4 mRS 1 0.41  
(0.21-0.45) 

<0.001 
 

Day 4 mRS 1 
 

0.40  
(0.03-5.51) 

0.50 

Day 4 mRS 2 
 

0.11  
(0.07-0.18) 

<0.001 
 

Day 4 mRS 2 
 

0.22  
(0.02-2.64) 

0.23 

Day 4 mRS 3 
 

0.051 
 (0.03-0.08) 

<0.001 
 

Day 4 mRS 3 
 

0.063  
(0.005-0.79) 

0.03 

Day 4 mRS 4 
 

0.028 
 (0.02-0.04) 

<0.001 
 

Day 4 mRS 4 
 

0.061  
(0.006-0.67) 

0.023 

Day 4 mRS 5 
 

0.006 
 (0.004-0.01) 

<0.001 Day 4 mRS 5 0.006  
(0.001-0.07) 

<0.001 
 

Initial NIHSS 0.95 
 (0.94-0.97) 

<0.001 
 

Initial NIHSS 0.92 
(0.90-0.94) 

<0.001 

Prior Stroke 0.72  
(0.50-1.03) 

0.07 Prior Stroke 0.26 
(0.11-1.63) 

0.003 

Age 0.98 
(0.97-0.99) 

<0.001 Age 0.94  
(0.92-0.95) 

<0.001 

   Hyperlipidemia 1.48 
 (0.95-2.30) 

0.10 
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Figure Legend 

Figure 1, 2. Crosstab tables showing proportion of patients with each of all possible pairs of day 4 and 
day 90 mRS scores. Blue shading indicates exact match, red shading indicates worse day 90 than day 4 
mRS, green shading indicates better day 90 than day 4 mRS. A) All acute cerebrovascular disease 
patients, B) Acute cerebral ischemia patients, C) Intracranial hemorrhage patients.  
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Figure 1A. Day 4 vs Day 90 mRS, Unadjusted, Among All Acute Neurovascular Disease Patients 
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Figure 1B. Day 4 vs Day 90 mRS in Patients with Acute Cerebral Ischemia  
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Figure 1C. Day 4 vs Day 90 mRS in Patients with Intracranial Hemorrhage  
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Figure 2A. Multivariate Adjusted Day 4 vs Day 90 mRS among All Acute Neurovascular Disease 
Patients 
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Figure 2B. Day 4 vs Day 90 mRS in Acute Cerebral Ischemia patients 
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Figure 2C. Day 4 vs Day 90 mRS in Intracranial Hemorrhage patients 
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STROBE Statement—Checklist of items that should be included in reports of cohort studies 

  
Item 
No Recommendation 

 Title and abstract 1 

(a) Indicate the study’s design with a commonly used term in the title or the 
abstract 
Written in Abstract Methods section that the study has a cohort design 
(b) Provide in the abstract an informative and balanced summary of what was 
done and what was found 
Written in Abstract Results section 

Introduction 

Background/rationale 2 
Explain the scientific background and rationale for the investigation being 
reported 
Written in Introduction paragraphs #1-2 

Objectives 3 
State specific objectives, including any prespecified hypotheses 
Written in Introduction paragraph #2. This study did not have prespecified 
hypotheses 

Methods 

Study design 4 
Present key elements of study design early in the paper 
Written in Method paragraph #1.  

Setting 5 
Describe the setting, locations, and relevant dates, including periods of 
recruitment, exposure, follow-up, and data collection 
Written in Method paragraph #1 

Participants 6 

(a) Give the eligibility criteria, and the sources and methods of selection of 
participants. Describe methods of follow-up 
Written in Method paragraphs #1-2 
(b) For matched studies, give matching criteria and number of exposed and 
unexposed 
Not applicable 

Variables 7 
Clearly define all outcomes, exposures, predictors, potential confounders, and 
effect modifiers. Give diagnostic criteria, if applicable 
Written in Method paragraphs #3-5 

Data sources/ 
measurement 

8* 

 For each variable of interest, give sources of data and details of methods of 
assessment (measurement). Describe comparability of assessment methods if 
there is more than one group 
Written in Method paragraphs #3-5 

Bias 9 
Describe any efforts to address potential sources of bias 
Done by Methods citation of the trial primary results paper which provides 
detailed methodologic descriptions. 

Study size 10 
Explain how the study size was arrived at 
Done by Methods citation of the trial primary results paper which provides 
detailed methodologic descriptions. 

Quantitative variables 11 
Explain how quantitative variables were handled in the analyses. If 
applicable, describe which groupings were chosen and why 
Written in Method paragraphs  

Statistical methods 12 

(a) Describe all statistical methods, including those used to control for 
confounding 
Written in Method paragraphs #3-5 
(b) Describe any methods used to examine subgroups and interactions 
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Written in Method paragraphs #3-5 
(c) Explain how missing data were addressed 
Done by Methods citation of the trial primary results paper which provides 
detailed methodologic descriptions 
(d) If applicable, explain how loss to follow-up was addressed 
Done by Methods citation of the trial primary results paper which provides 
detailed methodologic descriptions 
(e) Describe any sensitivity analyses 
Not applicable 

Results 

Participants 13* 

(a) Report numbers of individuals at each stage of study—eg numbers 
potentially eligible, examined for eligibility, confirmed eligible, included in 
the study, completing follow-up, and analysed 
Done by Methods citation of the trial primary results paper which provides 
detailed methodologic descriptions 
(b) Give reasons for non-participation at each stage 
Done by Methods citation of the trial primary results paper which provides 
detailed methodologic descriptions 
(c) Consider use of a flow diagram 
Done by Methods citation of the trial primary results paper which provides 
detailed methodologic descriptions 

Descriptive data 14* 

(a) Give characteristics of study participants (eg demographic, clinical, social) 
and information on exposures and potential confounders 
Table 1 
(b) Indicate number of participants with missing data for each variable of 
interest 
Done by Methods citation of the trial primary results paper which provides 
detailed methodologic descriptions + Result paragraph #1 
(c) Summarise follow-up time (eg, average and total amount) 
Not applicable 

Outcome data 15* 
Report numbers of outcome events or summary measures over time 
Tables 2, 3 and Figures 1, 2 

Main results 16 

(a) Give unadjusted estimates and, if applicable, confounder-adjusted 
estimates and their precision (eg, 95% confidence interval). Make clear which 
confounders were adjusted for and why they were included 
Written in Results section 
(b) Report category boundaries when continuous variables were categorized 
Not applicable 
(c) If relevant, consider translating estimates of relative risk into absolute risk 
for a meaningful time period 
Not applicable 

Other analyses 17 
Report other analyses done—eg analyses of subgroups and interactions, and 
sensitivity analyses 
Not applicable 

Discussion 

Key results 18 
Summarise key results with reference to study objectives 
Written in Discussion section 

Limitations 19 
Discuss limitations of the study, taking into account sources of potential bias 
or imprecision. Discuss both direction and magnitude of any potential bias 
Written in Discussion, second to last paragraph  
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Interpretation 20 

Give a cautious overall interpretation of results considering objectives, 
limitations, multiplicity of analyses, results from similar studies, and other 
relevant evidence 
Written in Discussion section 

Generalisability 21 
Discuss the generalisability (external validity) of the study results 
Written in Discussion section  

Other information 

Funding 22 
Give the source of funding and the role of the funders for the present study 
and, if applicable, for the original study on which the present article is based 
Written in Acknowledgement section 

  

*Give information separately for exposed and unexposed groups. 

  

Note: An Explanation and Elaboration article discusses each checklist item and gives methodological background 
and published examples of transparent reporting. The STROBE checklist is best used in conjunction with this article 
(freely available on the Web sites of PLoS Medicine at http://www.plosmedicine.org/, Annals of Internal Medicine 
at http://www.annals.org/, and Epidemiology at http://www.epidem.com/). Information on the STROBE Initiative is 
available at http://www.strobe-statement.org. 
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