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A retrospective study in 50 hemiplegic stroke patients admited at Rehabilitation Medicine Department,
1990 - November 30, 1991 was done. FIM-score in UNIFORM-
DATA-SET was used ot assess patient-disability at admission, discharge and 3-5 months follow-up. The result
was that both Admission-score and Follow-up-score were statistically differemt from Discharge-score (p<
0.005). The factors that statistically correlated with Discharge-score (p <<0.05) were Admission score, age,
type of lesion (Hemorrhage or Infarction) and duration from onset to admission at Rehabilitation Medicine
Multiple regression analysis was applied to get the equation that contained correlation between
Discharge-score and Admission-score, age. The result was that Discharge-score could predict the rehabilitation
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