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Abstract 

Background The relationship between social support and functional outcomes and health-related quality of life 
(HRQoL) after ischemic stroke (IS) remains unclear, especially in working-aged patients.

Aim To assess the relationship between perceived social support, functional outcomes, post-stroke psychosocial 
symptoms, and HRQoL in working-aged adults three months after IS.

Methods A prospective and correlational design was used. Patients of working age (18–65 years) admitted for first-
ever IS were enrolled in the prospective FRAILTY (Factors Affecting the Quality of Life After Ischemic Stroke in Young 
Adults) study (NCT04839887). HRQoL (using the Stroke Impact Scale, Quality of Life in Neurological Disorders), social 
support (using the Multidimensional Scale of Perceived Social Support), functional outcomes (using a modified 
Rankin Scale—mRS), and post-stroke psychosocial symptoms were assessed three months after IS. Descriptive statis-
tics, Wilcoxon signed-rank test, Spearman’s correlations and multiple linear regression were used for analysis.

Results A total of 121 (54.5% males, mean age 51.7 ± 8.4 years) IS patients were analyzed. Of those, 87.7% had 
excellent clinical outcomes (mRS 0–1) after three months. Patients reported significant improvement in all domains 
of self-reported HRQoL except memory and communication after three months. The overall perceived social sup-
port was not associated with HRQoL domains. Post-stroke depression was negatively associated with all domains 
of HRQoL. Living arrangements (living alone) and post-stroke depression were negatively associated with perceived 
social support after IS.

Conclusions More insight into the relationship between variables of HRQoL in working-aged adults might increase 
their social participation, strengthen supportive relationships, and promote their recovery and rehabilitation pro-
cess. Focusing on the management of emotional problems and supporting functional outcomes may be modifi-
able factors that may represent targets for strategies to improve the HRQoL. Further research is needed to clarify 
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the relationship between pre-stroke perceived social support and its types and post-stroke psychosocial symptoms 
in the long term.

Keywords Ischemic stroke, Health-related quality of life, Social support, Functional outcomes, Working age

Background
Currently, there is an emerging trend of increas-
ing ischemic stroke (IS) in younger adults, as recently 
noted by epidemiologists [1]. A  broad spectrum of 
sociodemographic, clinically related (stroke severity, 
functional outcomes, fatigue, aphasia; [2–6], and psy-
chosocial variables (post-stroke depression and anxi-
ety, cognitive dysfunction, fear from stroke recurrence, 
social support and social network, and return to work; 
[3, 6–11] have been examined as factors contributing to 
health-related quality of life (HRQoL) in working-aged 
adults after IS [12]. Social support and social networks 
have been recognized as independent predictors of 
HRQoL after IS, as they can help reduce the physical 
and psychosocial sequelae of IS [13]. Several theoreti-
cal models have been developed to explain the effect of 
social support, such as the ‘main effect model’ and the 
‘stress-buffering model’ [13].

Patients after IS are at risk of loneliness and losing 
contact with friends and social activities [14, 15], and 
significant associations between social support and 
HRQoL have been found previously [2, 16–18]. Social 
support is crucial for working-aged IS patients with 
regard to their specific needs (rehabilitation goals, early 
return to work) and key familial and social roles [19]. 
However, healthcare professionals usually do not con-
sider or acknowledge these needs sufficiently [19, 20].

Despite extensive evidence about the role of social 
support during the first months after a first-ever stroke 
[2, 21–25], only few studies have included young stroke 
patients under 65 years of age [7, 18]. Most previous stud-
ies have focused on the social consequences of stroke, 
and examined return to work as a proxy for stroke recov-
ery or stroke rehabilitation outcomes. The social conse-
quences of IS in younger patients also include the impact 
on spousal and family relationships (disruption of family 
relations), parenting [26], individual/family finances, or 
social participation (reduced involvement in leisure and 
other social activities; [23, 27].

Previous qualitative studies have highlighted spousal 
and parental tasks [12, 28, 29], feelings of stigma and 
shame [30], or perception of invisible and not well 
accepted impairments in social, community and work 
contexts [31]. Quantitative studies [6, 13, 23] have 
reported inconsistent evidence on the impact of social 
support on HRQoL after IS, and only one cross-sectional 
study has examined this relationship in young adults [6].

The present study aimed to assess the possible rela-
tionship between social support, functional outcomes, 
post-stroke psychosocial symptoms, and HRQoL in 
working-aged adults three months after IS. The findings 
of our study may help explore a possible impact of social 
support on HRQoL, post-stroke psychosocial symptoms 
(depression and anxiety, cognitive function), and recov-
ery after IS in the specific stroke population of working-
aged patients.

Methods
Study sample
Consecutive IS patients enrolled in the longitudinal 
observational cohort study FRAILTY (Factors Affect-
ing the Quality of Life After Ischemic Stroke in Young 
Adults; ClinicalTrials.gov identifier NCT04839887, reg-
istered on April 9, 2021) between April 2022 and April 
2024 were analyzed.

The FRAILTY study was approved by the Ethics Com-
mittee of the University Hospital Olomouc and the 
Faculty of Medicine and Dentistry, Palacký University 
Olomouc (June 2021, no. NU22-09–00021). All enrolled 
patients gave signed informed consent.

The inclusion criteria were as follows: age 18–65 years; 
hospital admission for first-ever IS confirmed by com-
puted tomography or magnetic resonance imaging of the 
brain; ability to understand the content of the question-
naires and to communicate and sign informed consent. 
The exclusion criteria were as follows: transient ischemic 
attack without progression to IS; cerebral infarction 
caused by trauma; hemorrhagic stroke; history of cogni-
tive impairment or communication disorder resulting in 
impaired ability to understand the questionnaires; con-
current severe systemic illness that could affect HRQoL.

The sample size was calculated in G*Power 3.1 pro-
gram a priori for multiple linear regression analysis: 
fixed model,  R2 increase (F-test). Assuming a medium 
effect size of 0.15, a significance level of 0.05, a minimum 
accepted power of 0.80, and 11 predictors for multiple 
regression, the minimum required sample size was 123 
respondents [32].

Data collection
The following groups of variables based on Wilson and 
Cleary’s conceptual model of HRQoL adapted for stroke 
survivors [6] were assessed before discharge from a stroke 
unit and three months after discharge: (1) individual 
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variables (age, sex, education, marital status, number of 
children, household/living arrangements, use of health 
services, return to work); (2) stroke-related physical and 
functional variables (residual neurological deficit, post-
stroke pain, functional status or disability); (3) cognitive 
function; (4) psychosocial factors (post-stroke depres-
sion, post-stroke anxiety); and (5) domains of HRQoL.

Neurological deficit at admission and after three 
months was scored using the National Institute of Health 
Stroke Scale (NIHSS), and functional outcomes after 
three months using the modified Rankin Scale (mRS) 
and Barthel index (BI). Excellent functional outcome was 
defined as mRS 0–1 and a BI of 100 points. The Mon-
treal Cognitive Assessment (MoCA; [33]) was used as a 
standard screening tool for global cognition compris-
ing several domains (e.g., visuospatial abilities, memory, 
attention, orientation) with a recommended cut-off of 26 
for cognitive impairment.

Patient‑reported outcomes at baseline and after a 
three‑month follow‑up: psychosocial sequelae and HRQoL
Post‑stroke pain
The Czech version of the Brief Pain Inventory (BPI; [34]), 
which assesses clinical pain, was used to rate the severity 
and degree to which pain interferes with typical dimen-
sions of feeling and function. The BPI includes items on 
the site of pain, the severity of pain (pain at its worst in 
the past 24 h, pain at its least in the past 24 h, pain on 
average, and pain right now), and how pain interferes 
with the patient’s mood, walking ability, normal work, 
relations with other people, sleep, and enjoyment of life. 
These items are rated on a scale of 0 to 10: a higher score 
means more significant pain or more interference with 
the above activities.

Psychological factors – post‑stroke depression and anxiety
To assess anxiety and depression after IS, a self-report 
screening scale, the Czech version Hospital Anxiety and 
Depression Scale (HADS; [35]), was used. The HADS 
contains 14 items measuring depression (HADS-D, seven 
questions) and anxiety (HADS-A, seven questions). Each 
item has four response options, with a possible score of 
0–3. The total score for each scale is 0–21 points. A cut-
off score of 8 for mild depression/anxiety and a score of 
11 for definite depression/anxiety (11 to 14, moderate; 15 
to 21, high) is considered the cut-off point.

Psychosocial sequelae of IS and HRQoL
Specific HRQoL after IS was assessed with the Czech 
version of the Stroke Impact Scale (SIS), version 
3.0 [36]. The scale, designed to assess multidimen-
sional stroke outcomes, includes the following eight 

dimensions: strength (4 items), hand function (5 items), 
activities of daily living / instrumental activities of daily 
living (ADL/IADL, 10 items), mobility (9 items), com-
munication (7 items), emotion (9 items), memory and 
thinking (7 items), and participation/role function (8 
items). Scores are calculated by generating a summa-
tive transformed score for each domain (ranging from 
0 to 100), with higher scores indicating a lower impact 
of stroke on HRQoL. In addition, an extra single-item 
domain includes a visual analog scale from 0 to 100 
and focuses on stroke recovery assessment. The instru-
ment is recommended for longitudinal monitoring of 
changes after stroke in research or clinical practice.

To measure psychosocial sequelae of IS and HRQoL 
specific for adults with neurological disorders, the 
Czech version of the Quality of Life in Neurological 
Disorders (Neuro-QoL; [37, 38]) was used. The Neuro-
QoL is a set of 13 brief self-report measures. The fol-
lowing Czech versions of Neuro-QoL measures were 
used in the study: v2.0 – ability to participate in social 
roles and activities; v1.0 – anxiety; v1.0 – depres-
sion; v1.0 emotional and behavioral dyscontrol; v1.0 
– fatigue; v1.0 – lower extremity function – mobility; 
v1.0 – sleep disturbance; v1.0 – upper extremity func-
tion – fine motor; v1.0 – satisfaction with social roles 
and activities; v1.0 – cognitive function; v1.0—stigma; 
and v1.0 – positive affect and well-being. According 
to the scoring manuals, the total scores of the neuro-
QoL patient-reported outcomes are calculated and con-
verted to the corresponding T-scores. Each scale ranges 
from 0 to 100, where 50 represents the mean of the ref-
erence population. One standard deviation is 10 points, 
and a change of 0.5 SD is considered meaningful.

Social support
The Czech version of the Multidimensional Scale of 
Perceived Social Support (MSPSS; [39]) was used to 
assess perceived social support after IS. The MSPSS is 
the most widely used one to measure social perception 
provided by an individual’s perception of social support 
from three sources: social support from family, friends, 
and significant others. It includes 12 items divided into 
three subscales addressing a different source of support 
(social support from family, friends, and significant 
others). The MSPSS has been validated as a three-
factor model (social support from family, friends, and 
significant others) using different target groups, most 
frequently chronic patients. Higher scores indicate 
higher levels of perceived social support. Each subscale 
is summed and divided by four, and all the items are 
summed and divided by 12 to provide the total score.
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Use of health services
The use of health care services during a three-month fol-
low-up period (FUP) after discharge was studied by items 
developed by authors. The health or community-based 
services involved nursing home care agencies, physi-
otherapists, speech therapists, occupational therapists, 
psychological care, psychiatric care, social workers, and 
nutrition therapy. The type and frequency of each service 
used during the FUP and its availability were recorded. 
Two 5-point Likert-type scales were assigned to each 
item. The first scale evaluated the frequency of use, and 
the second one the availability of individual health ser-
vices used. Higher scores indicated greater frequency 
and availability. Patients stated for each item how often 
they use each type of health service and at the same time 
evaluated how this type of health service is accessible for 
them.

Return to work
Return to work (RTW) in the FUP was assessed in a 
semi-structured interview with open-ended questions 
during an outpatient clinical examination after three 
months. The interview guide was discussed and revised 
in cooperation with patients after IS. The interview guide 
consists of open-ended questions focusing on current 
occupation, occupation/workplace/working hours before 
and after stroke, experiences of RTW after stroke (cir-
cumstances affecting return process, functioning in work 
nowadays, changes in occupation/workplace/working 
hours before and after stroke etc.). The responses were 
categorised into 3 themes: RTW without changing occu-
pational status, RTW with changing occupational status, 
not RTW.

Data analysis
The study data were analyzed using the IBM SPSS Statis-
tics, Version 23.0 (Armonk, NY: IBM Corp.), with a sta-
tistical significance level set at 0.05. The Shapiro–Wilk 
test assessed the normality of data distribution. The data 
were analysed using descriptive and inferential statistics. 
The Wilcoxon signed-rank tests were used to examine 
changes in perceived social support, stroke-related clini-
cal variables (stroke severity, functional outcomes, cog-
nitive functions), psychosocial sequelae of stroke and 
HRQoL (domains of the SIS 3.0) in three months of FUP.

Spearman’s correlations and multiple linear regression 
analyses were used to explore the relationships between 
independent and dependent variables. A multiple lin-
ear regression analysis was conducted to identify pre-
dictors of stroke impact in young stroke patients and 
to investigate the relationship between HRQoL (opera-
tionalized SIS 3.0 domains) three months FUP (depend-
ent variables) and the following independent variables: 

demographic factors factors (age, gender, living arrange-
ments, marital status, total number of children); stroke-
related factors (severity of stroke operationalized by the 
NIHSS total score before the discharge); functional status 
or disability (measured by the mRS before the discharge); 
baseline MoCA; MSPSS Total score three months FUP; 
post-stroke depression three months FUP (operational-
ized by the HADS-depression total score) and anxiety 
three months FUP (the HADS-anxiety total score). Only 
variables correlated with domain scores were entered 
into individual models for predicting SIS domain scores. 
The number of variables entering the multiply linear 
regression models is closely related to the sample size 
requirements. In regression based on the Enter method, 
there should be at least 20 cases for each variable [40].

To identify significant predictors of the MSPSS Total 
score after three months, a multiple linear regression 
analysis was performed with independent variables: 
HADS anxiety and HADS depression after three months 
of follow-up, age, and living arrangements. These were 
the ones that correlated in the first stage of the correla-
tion analysis.

Preliminary tests of the regression model matrix 
included the assessment of normality, linearity, multicol-
linearity, homoscedasticity, independence of residuals, 
and outliers. The multicollinearity of variables was meas-
ured by correlation coefficients, variance inflation factor 
(VIF), and the tolerance index before the regression anal-
ysis. If the tolerance index is 0.2 or less, or VIF is greater 
or equal to 5, multicollinearity exists in the data. The 
relationships between variables showed homoskedastic-
ity, i.e., homogeneity of variance. Durbin–Watson statis-
tic was used to detect the presence of autocorrelation in 
the residuals (prediction errors) from regression analy-
ses. The Durbin-Watson statistic lies in the range 0–4. A 
value of 2 or nearly 2 indicates no first-order autocorrela-
tion. An acceptable range is 1.50—2.50. Where successive 
error differences are small, Durbin-Watson is low (less 
than 1.50), indicating positive autocorrelation. The Dur-
bin-Watson statistic was low (1.148) only in regression 
analysis of social support predictors, suggesting positive 
autocorrelations. Selected demographic (living arrange-
ments – living alone / living with someone; sex – male 
/ female; age – ≤ 50  years / > 50  years.; total number of 
children—without categorization) and clinical variables 
(NIHSS, mRS, MoCA score) were dichotomized for pur-
poses of regression analysis.

Results
The demographics, baseline, and clinical characteristics 
of participants are shown in Table  1. In a 2-year time 
frame, 146 patients met the inclusion criteria, and 140 
(95.8%) consented to participate. At 3-month follow-up, 
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121 (85.2%) completed the measures (Fig.  1). After 
three months, one hundred and five (87.6%) patients 
had excellent clinical outcomes (mRS 0–1). There were 
54.5% male respondents. Up to 50 years were included 
41.3% of the respondents. Most of the respondents had 
Apprenticeship training (44.6%), followed by secondary 
education (33.1%). Most of the respondents lived with 
spouse/partner (72.7%) and were married (55.4%). Before 
stroke, 89.3% had a full-time job. Return to work with-
out changing occupational status was reported by 56.2% 
of participants, and 15.7% reported RTW with chang-
ing occupational status. The use of health care services 
during a three-month follow-up period was diverse. 
However, only a  minority reported using physiotherapy 
services after discharge from hospital (17.6%).

Changes in perceived social support, stroke‑related clinical 
variables, and psychosocial sequelae of stroke in three 
months follow up
After three months (Table  2), a significant improve-
ment in MoCA score and HRQoL (except Memory and 
Communication dimensions) was observed. There was 
a significant decrease in HADS depression and anxi-
ety (Table  3). However, no changes in the MSPSS scale 
(social support evaluation) were observed during the 
FUP (Table 3).

Table 1 Selected demographic, baseline and clinical 
characteristics of all enrolled patients

BI Barthel index, IS ischemic stroke, IV intravenous, mRS modified Rankin Scale, 
NIHSS National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale, SD standard deviation

Patient characteristics Value

Age—mean (± SD, years) 51.7 (± 8.4)

IS in anterior circulation – n (%) 98 (80.3)

IV thrombolysis—n (%) 62 (50.8)

Mechanical thrombectomy – n (%) 40 (32.9)

Arterial hypertension—n (%) 86 (70.5)

Ischemic heart disease—n (%) 9 (7.3)

Diabetes mellitus—n (%) 12 (9.8)

Atrial fibrillation—n (%) 14 (11.5)

Hyperlipidemia—n (%) 90 (73.8)

Smoking—n (%) 52 (42.7)

NIHSS and mRS score 0 at 90 days after IS—n (%) 94 (77.7)

NIHSS 1 at 90 days after IS- n (%) 9 (6.0)

mRS 1 at 90 days after IS- n (%) 12 (9.9)

NIHSS 2 at 90 days after IS- n (%) 8 (6.6)

mRS 2 at 90 days after IS- n (%) 10 (8.3)

NIHSS > 2 at 90 days after IS- n (%) 9 (6.0)

mRS > 2 at 90 days after IS- n (%) 5 (4.1)

BI score at 90 days after IS—median (range) 100 (70–100)

MoCA score at 90 days after IS – median (range) 26 (13–30)

Fig. 1 Study flowchart of patients’ enrolment for the study analysis
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Patients statistical significantly increased the scores 
of the following SIS 3.0 domains: Strength, Emotion, 
ADL, Mobility, Hand function, and Social participa-
tion (Table  2). Clinically meaningful changes were 
found only in domains of Social Participation, Strength, 
and Emotions. In the present study, we considered it 
to be a positive clinically meaningful change in scores 
when the difference in domain score was + 15 points or 
more; no change when the difference was between −14 
and + 14; and a negative clinically meaningful change 
when the difference in score was −15 or lower [35].

Correlation and regression analyses between perceived 
social support, stroke‑related clinical variables, HRQoL 
and psychosocial sequelae of IS
Social support from family, friends, and other famil-
iars was significantly correlated with emotional aspects 
of HRQoL (SIS 3.0 and NeuroQoL), stigma (Neuro-
QoL Stigma), cognitive functions (Neuro-QoL Cogni-
tive functions) and social participation (SIS 3.0) and 
following domains of NeuroQoL: ’Satisfaction with 
Social Roles and Activities’, ’Ability to Participate in 
Social Roles and Activities’ (Table  4). However, these 

Table 2 Stroke severity, functional outcomes, and cognitive function at baseline and after the three-month FUP

Variable Mean SD Median Minimum Maximum p‑value

NIHSS, baseline 1.8 2.5 1.0 0 14  < 0.0001
NIHSS, 90 days after IS 0.5 1.2 0.0 0 6

NIHSS, difference −1.0 2.0 −1.0 −10 6

mRS, baseline 1.1 1.3 1.0 0 5  < 0.0001
mRS, 90 days after IS 0.4 0.8 0.0 0 4

mRS, difference −1.0 1.0 0.0 −4 2

MoCa, baseline 25.1 4.9 26.0 13 30  < 0.0001
MoCa, 90 days after IS 27.2 2.9 28.0 13 30

MoCa, difference 2.0 4.0 2.0 −6 26

SIS 3.0 dimension
Strength, baseline 69.6 27.1 75.0 0 100  < 0.0001
Strength, 90 days after IS 81.7 19.8 87.5 25 100

Strength, difference 13.6 27.5 6.3 −44 100

Memory, baseline 86.2 17.5 92.9 11 100 0.304

Memory, 90 days after IS 88.8 15.2 92.9 14 100

Memory, difference 3.9 21.8 0.0 −46 100

Emotion, baseline 69.7 16.9 72.5 25 100 0.018
Emotion, 90 days after IS 73.9 16.3 77.5 25 100

Emotion, difference 4.1 17.8 2.5 −40 63

Communication, baseline 88.6 19.8 100.0 11 100 0.074

Communication, 90 days after IS 93.1 10.6 100.0 46 100

Communication difference 5.6 21.1 0.0 −29 100

ADL/IADL, baseline 85.2 25.0 97.5 0 100 0.0001
ADL/IADL, 90 days after IS 93.5 12.4 100.0 33 100

ADL/IADL, difference 9.3 22.0 0.0 −35 95

Mobility, baseline 83.6 26.4 95.8 0 100  < 0.0001
Mobility, 90 days after IS 92.8 12.3 100.0 44 100

Mobility, difference 10.4 24.3 0.0 −50 94

Hand function, baseline 79.3 31.0 100.0 0 100  < 0.0001
Hand function, 90 days after IS 88.6 22.1 100.0 0 100

Hand function, difference 10.3 24.4 0.0 −40 100

Social participation, baseline 72.3 29.3 81.3 0 100 0.021
Social participation, 90 days after IS 77.7 23.8 81.3 3 100

Social participation, difference 5.6 27.3 3.1 −84 91
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correlations ranged from weak to moderate. This study 
also aimed to determine the most important predicting 
variables that explain the largest proportion of variance 
of HRQoL. The detailed results are shown in the Table 5. 
The overall MSPSS score did not predict any HRQoL 
domain (Table  5). These results suggest that HRQoL is 
not strongly associated with perceived social support in 
working-age adults after stroke.

Multiple regression analysis showed an association 
between living arrangements and the perception of 
some domains of HRQoL (Table  5). The mRS baseline 
was a significant negative predictor for ’Overall recov-
ery,’ ’Strength,’ ’Mobility,’ ’Hand function,’ ’ADL/IADL,’ 
and ’Social participation.’ MoCA baseline was a signifi-
cant negative predictor for ’Overall recovery,’ ’Strength, 
’ ’Communication,’ ’Social participation’ and ’Hand func-
tion.’ The HADS depression was a negative predictor of 
all domains of the SIS 3.0.

Predictors of perceived social support
Multiple regression analysis identified only HADS 
depression after three months, and living arrangements 
as negative predictors for social support after IS (Table 6).

Discussion
This longitudinal observational cohort study explored the 
relationship between perceived adequacy of social sup-
port, functional outcomes, post-stroke symptoms, and 
HRQoL in young and working-aged adults three months 
after stroke. Furthermore, predictors of HRQoL in the 

initial recovery process in young stroke survivors were 
examined, including sociodemographic factors, post-
stroke psychosocial symptoms, functional outcomes, and 
stroke-related variables. The perceived adequacy of social 
support as an independent variable was included.

On average, young stroke patients considered them-
selves to be well supported in the first months after IS. 
Perceived social support from family, friends, and signifi-
cant others remained relatively stable over the first three 
post-stroke months. In contrast, perception of HRQoL, 
cognitive function, and functional outcomes increased 
significantly from baseline to three months.

Of concern, only a  minority of the sample reported 
using and accessing of nursing or physiotherapy services 
after discharge from the hospital. Rehabilitation inter-
ventions are commonly provided within the first three 
months after stroke onset. However, findings from quali-
tative studies [29–31] showed that young stroke survivors 
perceived an absence of patient-oriented, age- and mild 
impairment-appropriate rehabilitation interventions sup-
porting their transition from hospital or rehabilitation 
inpatient department to home within the first year after 
IS.

Participants’ perceived social support scores indicated 
they felt well supported by the three sources mentioned 
above (i.e., family, friends, and significant others). Fur-
thermore, self-reported depression and anxiety symp-
tomatology decreased over the FUP. A relatively stable 
level of perceived social support during the first months 
after stroke has been consistently found in observational 

Table 3 Social support, post-stroke depression and anxiety at baseline and after the three-month FUP

 Variable Mean SD Median Minimum Maximum p‑value

MSPSS total, baseline 6.21 1.27 6.58 1 11 0.217

MSPSS total, 90 days after IS 6.18 0.98 6.42 2 7

MSPSS total, difference −0.063 1.215 0.000 −5.17 5.17

MSPSS significant others, baseline 6.35 1.24 7.00 1 7 0.484

MSPSS significant others, 90 days after IS 6.40 0.91 6.75 2 7

MSPSS significant others, difference 0.022 1.160 0.000 −4.00 5.75

MSPSS family, baseline 6.21 1.29 6.75 1 7 0.899

MSPSS family, 90 days after IS 6.27 1.19 6.75 2 7

MSPSS family, difference 0.031 1.210 0.000 −4.83 5.50

MSPSS friends, baseline 6.06 1.83 6.25 1 21 0.762

MSPSS friends, 90 days after IS 6.07 1.15 6.25 2 7

MSPSS friends, difference −0.010 1.956 0.000 −15.00 5.75

HADS anxiety, baseline 1.30 0.60 1.0 1 3  < 0.0001
HADS anxiety, 90 days after IS 0.40 0.70 0.0 0 2

HADS anxiety, difference −0.90 0.80 −1.00 −3 1

HADS depression, baseline 1.30 0.50 1.0 1 3  < 0.0001
HADS depression, 90 days after IS 0.40 0.70 0.0 0 2

HADS depression, difference −0.90 0.70 −1.00 −3 1
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studies [2, 21–24]. The present study did not consider the 
social network size, its elements, or the frequency of con-
tacts. However, some studies have reported that despite a 
reduction in social networks after stroke, the perception 
of being supported remained unchanged [23].

Certain sociodemographic variables (living arrange-
ments, age) were included as independent social sup-
port variables. Depression after three months and living 
arrangements (living alone) were negative predictors for 
perceived social support. To our knowledge, no previous 
literature has studied the perceived adequacy of social 
support as the dependent variable. Our study showed 
that social support did not significantly predict HRQoL 
domains. This finding contrasts previous reports [6, 13, 
23]. In our study, most patients suffered from minor or 
mild IS, and most achieved excellent functional outcomes 
three months later (Table  1). Furthermore, patients in 

our study were substantially younger than those in previ-
ous studies [6, 23]. These facts may have contributed to 
our results. Research into the predictors of HRQoL has 
identified demographic factors, stroke-related factors, 
and social support as independent predictors [23]. How-
ever, many studies are limited by their cross-sectional 
design. Social support has mainly been investigated as an 
independent variable of HRQoL, associated with various 
other variables in multivariate analyses [6, 23]. Significant 
associations between social support and HRQoL have 
been reported in many studies [2, 16–18]. In addition, 
the relationship between specific dimensions (emotional 
support, informational support, tangible support, affec-
tionate support, and social companionship) and sources 
of social support and HRQoL has been investigated. 
Associations between overall perceived social support 
and HRQoL were more significant than between specific 

Table 4 Spearman correlation coefficients (r) between MSPSS and HRQoL (SIS 3.0; Neuro-QoL), HADS, BPI

* p< 0.05

**p< 0.01

***p< 0.001

MPSPSS Total scale MSPSS –
Significant others

MSPSS – Family MSPSS – Friends

SIS 3.0
 SIS—Strength 0.151 0.147 0.103 0.126

 SIS—Memory 0.280 ** 0.278 ** 0.285 ** 0.250 **

 SIS – Emotion 0.441 *** 0.471 *** 0.399 *** 0.393 ***

 SIS – Communication 0.246 ** 0.262 ** 0.246 ** 0.245 **

 SIS – ADL 0.231 * 0.105 0.161 0.281 **

 SIS – Mobility 0.240 ** 0.152 0.228 ** 0.255 **

 SIS – Hand function 0.126 0.117 0.098 0.179

 SIS – Social participation 0.240 ** 0.128 0.245 ** 0.245 **

 Neuro-QoL Anxiety T score −0.308 *** −0.313 *** −0.264 ** −0.282 **

 Neuro-QoL Depression T Score −0.389 *** −0.370 *** −0.367*** −0.362 ***

 Neuro-QoL Fatigue T Score −0.276 ** −0.212 * −0.246 ** −0.239 **

 Neuro-QoL Stigma T Score −0.358 *** −0.314 *** −0.355 *** −0.380 ***

 Neuro-QoL Sleep Disturbance T Score −0.153 −0.131 −0.163 −0.174

 Neuro-QoL Satisfaction with Social Roles and Activities T Score 0.250 ** 0.184 * 0.217 * 0.256 **

 Neuro-QoL Ability to Participate in Social Roles and Activities T 
Score

0.389*** 0.316 *** 0.340 *** 0.408 ***

 Neuro-QoL Lower Extremity Function – Mobility T Score 0.267 ** 0.259 ** 0.234 ** 0.297 ***

 Neuro-QoL Positive Affect and Well-Being T Score 0.461*** 0.431 *** 0.409 *** 0.451 ***

 Neuro-QoL Upper Extremity Function – Fine Motor T Score 0.249 ** 0.169 0.159 0.312 ***

 Neuro-QoL Cognitive functions T Score 0.341 *** 0.345*** 0.343*** 0.334***

 Neuro-QoL Emotional and Behavioral Dyscontrol T Score −0.291*** −0.369*** −0.260 −0.248

HADS
 HADS -Anxiety −0.321*** −0,258** −0.270** −0.281**

 HADS—Depression −0.406 *** −0,409 *** −0.405 *** −0.381 ***

BPI
 BPI Severity −0.058 −0.141 −0.049 0.002

 BPI Interfeence −0.131 −0.190 −0.139 −0.092
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Table 5 Predictors of HRQoL (operationalised SIS 3.0 domains) after three months. Results of multivariate linear regression analysis 
(model Enter)

Dependent variable: Overall recovery (ANOVA p < 0.0001); Adjusted  R2: 0.478

Coefficient B SE Standardized coefficients β 95%CI for B t‑value p‑value

Constant 86.8 2.96 80.93–92.68 29.30  < 0.0001

HADS-anxiety 90 days after IS 0.876 0.439 1.193 0.005–1.748 1.99 0.049

HADS-depression 90 days after IS −2.523 0.435 −0.564 −3.385 to −1.166 −5.80  < 0.0001

NIHSS above 8, baseline −13.03 8.149 −0.125 −29.19 to 3.133 −1.599 0.113

mRS 3–5, baseline −14.37 4.366 −0.267 −23.03 to −5.712 −3.29 0.001

MoCA above 26, baseline 9.734 2.915 0.249 3.953–15.52 3.34 0.001

Dependent variable: Strenght (ANOVA p < 0.0001); Adjusted  R2: 0.413

Coefficient B SE Standardized coefficients β 95%CI for B t‑value p‑value
Constant 88.30 3.09 82.18–94.42 28.6  < 0.0001

HADS-anxiety 90 days after IS 0.576 0.466 −0.127 −1.500 to 0.348 −1.236 0.219

HADS-depression 90 days after IS −1.301 0.462 −0.290 −2.218 to −0.384 −2.81 0.006

NIHSS above 8, baseline −12.40 8.668 −0.118 −29.59 to 4.788 −1.431 0.156

mRS 3–5, baseline −12.68 4.635 −0.234 - 21.87 to −3.493 −2.74 0.007

MoCA above 26, baseline 11.07 3.074 0.282 4.969–17.163 3.60 0.0005

Dependent variable: Memory (ANOVA p < 0.0001); Adjusted  R2: 0.346

Coefficient B SE Standardized coefficients β 95%CI for B t‑value p‑value
Constant 99.20 1.71 95.81–102.6 58.20  < 0.0001

HADS-anxiety 90 days after IS −0.209 0.336 −0.066 −0.876 to 0.458 −0.622 0.535

HADS-depression 90 days after IS −1.570 0.331 −0.499 −2.226 to 0.915 −4.75  < 0.0001

Living arrangement (alone) −9.352 2.966 −0.244 −15.23 to −3.473 −3.15 0.002

Dependent variable: Emotions (ANOVA p < 0.0001); Adjusted  R2: 0.475

Coefficient B SE Standardized coefficients β 95%CI for B t‑value p‑value
Constant 88.6 I.78 85.11–92.17 49.8  < 0.0001

HADS-depression 90 days after IS −1.509 0.345 −0.412 −2.192 to −0.825 −4.374  < 0.0001

HADS-anxiety 90 days after IS −1.215 0.351 −0.327 −1.911 to −0.519 −3.463 0.001

Living arrangement (alone) −6.459 3.095 −0.145 −12.59 to −0.324 −2.087 0.039

Dependent variable: Communication domain (ANOVA p < 0.0001); Adjusted  R2: 0.231

Coefficient B SE Standardized coefficients β 95%CI for B t‑value p‑value
Constant 84.8 6.27 72.36–97.24 13.5  < 0.0001

HADS-anxiety 90 days after IS −0.040 0.279 −0.017 −0.592 to 0.513 −0.142 0.887

HADS-depression 90 days after IS −0.789 0.293 −0.331 −1.370 to −0.209 −2.69 0.008

MPSS Total 1.722 0.928 0.167 −0.117 to 3.561 1.856 0.066

MoCA above 26, baseline 4.15 1.752 0.200 0.672–7.618 2.37 0.020

Dependent variable: ADL domain (ANOVA p < 0.0001); Adjusted  R2: 0.502

Coefficient B SE Standardized coefficients β 95%CI for B t‑value p‑value
Constant 99.4 1.853 95.68–103.03 53.6  < 0.0001

HADS-anxiety 90 days after IS 0.227 0.280 0.077 −0.328 to 0.782 0.812 0.419

HADS-depression 90 days after IS −1.238 0.278 −0.423 −1.789 to −0.687 −4.459  < 0.0001

NIHSS above 8, baseline −9.740 5.204 −0.143 −20.06 to 0.58 −1.872 0.064

mRS 3–5, baseline −16.01 2.783 −0.453 −21.53 to −10.496 −5.755  < 0.0001

MoCA above 26, baseline 2.820 1.846 0.110 −0.540 to 6.481 1.528 0.130

Dependent variable: Mobility domain (ANOVA p < 0.0001); Adjusted  R2: 0.452

Coefficient B SE Standardized coefficients β 95%CI for B t‑value p‑value
Constant 101.4 1.91 97.63–105.2 53.0  < 0.0001

HADS-anxiety 90 days after IS −0.168 0.289 −0.058 −0.741 to 0.405 −0.581 0.563

HADS-depression 90 days after IS −1.307 0.287 −0.454 −1.876 to −0.738 −4.554  < 0.0001

NIHSS above 8, baseline −10.44 5.378 −0.155 −21.11 to 0.219 −1.942 0.055
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dimensions or sources of social support and HRQoL [13]. 
Emotional support was a significant factor contributing 
to higher HRQoL using hierarchical multiple regression 
analysis in a previous study of the stroke population [41]. 
In a study focusing only on stroke survivors with chronic 
aphasia, social companionship and informational support 
were associated with better HRQL [2]. Moreover, com-
bined sources of social support influenced post-stroke 
HRQoL more significantly than support from any single 
source [18].

The results of this study show a weak or moderate, 
albeit generally significant, correlation between func-
tional social support and lower levels of depression and 
anxiety, stigma, emotional and poorly controlled behav-
iors, improved ability to participate in social activi-
ties, and greater satisfaction with social roles/activities 
over the first three months after IS. These findings are 

consistent with recently published meta-analyses and 
empirical studies indicating an inverse independent rela-
tionship between social support and post-stroke depres-
sion [42, 43]. Social support may reduce the negative 
impact of stigma and point to the degree to which stroke 
survivors feel supported, encouraged, and understood 
by society [44]. Significant associations between stroke-
related stigma and social support have been confirmed in 
previous research [44, 45]. Higher levels of stigma were 
influenced by higher levels of depression, lower social 
support, lower functional ability, and stroke recurrence 
[44]. The present study did not find significant associa-
tions between perceived social support and post-stroke 
pain severity and interference. Predictors of HRQoL 
three months post-stroke were functional outcomes 
baseline and level of depression at three months. Further-
more, domain-specific predictors were also identified, 

Table 5 (continued)

Dependent variable: Overall recovery (ANOVA p < 0.0001); Adjusted  R2: 0.478

Coefficient B SE Standardized coefficients β 95%CI for B t‑value p‑value

mRS 3–5, baseline −11.42 2.876 −0.328 17.12 to −5.713 −3.970  < 0.0001

MoCA above 26, baseline 0.794 1.907 0.032 −2.988 to 4.577 0.416 0.678

Dependent variable: Social participation (ANOVA p < 0.0001); Adjusted  R2: 0.422

Coefficient B SE Standardized coefficients β 95%CI for B t‑value p‑value
Constant 89.9 3.649 82.67–97.14 24.6  < 0.0001

HADS-anxiety 90 days after IS −0.082 0.551 −0.015 −1.175 to 1.011 −0.149 0.882

HADS-depression 90 days after IS −2.250 0.547 −0.421 −3.334 to −1.165 −4.114  < 0.0001

NIHSS above 8, baseline −13.53 10.25 −0.108 −33.86 to 6.794 −1.320 0.190

mRS 3–5 baseline −19.87 5.481 −0.308 −30.74 to −9.002 −3.626 0.0004

MoCA above 26, baseline 7.985 3.635 0.171 0.766–15.194 2.196 0.030

Dependent variable: Hand function (ANOVA p < 0.0001); Adjusted  R2: 0.489

Coefficient B SE Standardized coefficients β 95%CI for B t‑value p‑value
Constant 94.4 3.070 88.30–100.4 30.7  < 0.0001

HADS-depression 90 days after IS −0.834 0.355 −0.164 −1.539 to −0.130 −2.347 0.021

NIHSS above 8, baseline −23.95 9.164 −0.201 −42.12 to −5.783 −2.614 0.010

mRS 3–5, baseline −29.39 4.910 −0.477 −39.13 to 19.66 −5.986  < 0.0001

MoCA above 26, baseline 7.948 3.261 0.178 1.482–14.414 2.437 0.016

Table 6 Predictors of the MPSPSS Total score after three months. Results of multivariate linear regression analysis (model Enter)

Dependent variable: MPSPSS Total scale (ANOVA; p < 0.0001); Adjusted  R2: 0.178

Coefficient B SE Standardized 
coefficients β

95%CI for B t‑value p‑value

Constant 6.514 0.162 6.192 to 6.836 40.1  < 0.0001

HADS-anxiety 90 days after IS 0.017 0.027 0.074 −0.036 to 0.070 0.634 0.528

HADS-depression 90 days after IS −0.091 0.027 −0.397 −0.143 to −0.038 −3.404 0.001

Living arrangement (alone) −0.366 0.172 −0.180 −0.708 to −0.025 −2.125 0.036

Age (under 50 years) 0.328 0.169 0.163 −0.006 to 0.662 1.943 0.054
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such as living arrangement on emotions and memory, or 
HADS anxiety on emotions.

Several studies have noted the mediating effect of sev-
eral variables on this relationship. Perceived social sup-
port for stroke survivors improved HRQoL by inducing 
positive rehabilitation motivation [43]. The potential 
mediating roles of social support and hope on HRQoL 
were explored in a longitudinal study using a three-wave 
structural equation model [16]. Hope was predictive in 
mediating the effects of functional impairment and social 
support on emotional distress and HRQoL [16].

Perceived adequacy of social support was not found 
to predict HRQoL at any time in our study. Inconsistent 
findings on the relationship between social support and 
HRQoL have been reported previously [13, 23], espe-
cially in young and working-aged adults [6], with only 
one study reporting a positive association [6]. However, 
we did not find any relevant associations. This might be 
because most of our patients had excellent functional 
outcomes after IS. Furthermore, patients in our study 
were substantially younger than those in previous stud-
ies. To our knowledge, no previous study has examined 
only working-age patients. We also used different study 
designs (longitudinal study), conceptualizations, and 
assessments of social support and HRQoL compared to 
previous studies. These findings raise several questions or 
suggestions for future research. Further research should 
focus on the relationship between perceived social sup-
port and HRQoL and involving patients with more severe 
strokes, residual neurological deficit and poorer func-
tional outcomes.

Study limitations
Our study has several limitations. Firstly, the relatively 
small sample size and single-center study design may 
limit the extrapolation of our results to the general stroke 
population. Secondly, the single-center study design can-
not reflect the variability and availability of health care 
services in different regions and countries. Thirdly, most 
of our patients achieved excellent three-month functional 
outcomes; thus, the need for and impact of social support 
after IS may have been less relevant than expected.

Conclusion
Living arrangements and post-stroke depression were 
found to be the predictors of social support after IS. 
Patients felt well supported by family, friends, and other 
significant familiars. The overall perceived support was 
not the predictor for any HRQoL domains. Functional 
outcomes and cognitive functions baseline and level 
of depression at three months were predictors of some 
domains of HRQoL. Focusing on the managing emo-
tional problems and supporting functional outcomes 

may be modifiable factors representing targets for strat-
egies to improve the HRQoL. Further research focusing 
on the relationship between perceived social support and 
HRQoL and involving patients with more severe strokes 
and poorer functional outcomes may help to understand 
better the role of social support in stroke recovery in 
working-aged patients.

Authors’ contributions
 Conception and design (EG, DB), data collection (ŠS, LŠ), data analysis and 
interpretation (JZ, EG, DB), manuscript draft (EG, DŠ, DB), critical revision of the 
manuscript (EG, DŠ), final approval of the manuscript (DŠ, LŠ, EG, ŠŠ).

Funding
This study was funded by the Ministry of Health, Czech Republic (grant 
AZV MZ CR number NU22-09-00021). The study was conducted as a part 
of the research project the FRAILTY study (Factors Affecting the Quality of 
Life After Ischemic Stroke in Young Adults), registered on ClinicalTrials.gov 
(NCT04839887).

Data availability
The datasets supporting the conclusions of this article are available from 
the corresponding author upon reasonable request. Data are not publicly 
available due to ethical reasons. Further inquiries can be directed to the cor-
responding author.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Approval for the study was granted by the Ethics Committee of the University 
Hospital Olomouc and Faculty of Medicine and Dentistry, Palacký University 
Olomouc: Approval Number NU22-09-00021, dated 6/2021. All enrolled 
patients gave signed informed consent. Confidentiality and anonymity were 
carefully preserved in accordance with the Helsinki Declaration. We are not 
aware of any conflict of interest relating to this article.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Author details
1 Department of Nursing, Faculty of Health Sciences, Palacký University, 
Olomouc, Czech Republic. 2 Comprehensive Stroke Center, Department 
of Neurology, Palacký University Medical School and Hospital, Hněvotínska 3, 
Olomouc 775 15, Czech Republic. 3 Department Medical Biophysics, Faculty 
of Medicine and Dentistry, Palacký University, Olomouc, Czech Republic. 

Received: 9 October 2024   Accepted: 17 January 2025

References
 1. Yahya T, Jilani MH, Khan SU, Mszar R, Hassan SZ, Blaha MJ, et al. Stroke in 

young adults: Current trends, opportunities for prevention and pathways 
forward. Am J Prev Cardiol. 2020;3: 100085. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ajpc. 
2020. 100085.

 2. Hilari K, Northcott S. Social support in people with chronic aphasia. 
Aphasiology. 2006;20:17–36. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 02687 03050 02799 
82.

 3. Maaijwee NA, Arntz RM, Rutten-Jacobs LC, Schaapsmeerders P, 
Schoonderwaldt HC, van Dijk EJ, et al. Post-stroke fatigue and its 
association with poor functional outcome after stroke in young adults. 
J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry. 2015;86:1120–6. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1136/ 
jnnp- 2014- 308784.

 4. Palmcrantz S, Holmqvist LW, Sommerfeld DK, Tistad M, Ytterberg C, von 
Koch L. Differences between younger and older individuals in their 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajpc.2020.100085
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajpc.2020.100085
https://doi.org/10.1080/02687030500279982
https://doi.org/10.1080/02687030500279982
https://doi.org/10.1136/jnnp-2014-308784
https://doi.org/10.1136/jnnp-2014-308784


Page 12 of 13Gurková et al. Health and Quality of Life Outcomes            (2025) 23:8 

use of care and rehabilitation but not in self-perceived global recovery 
1year after stroke. J Neurol Sci. 2012;321:29–34. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jns. 2012. 07. 024.

 5. Schneider S, Taba N, Saapar M, Vibo R, Kõrv J. Determinants of Long-
Term Health-Related Quality of Life in Young Ischemic Stroke Patients. J 
Stroke Cerebrovasc Dis. 2021;30: 105499. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jstro 
kecer ebrov asdis. 2020. 105499.

 6. Yoon S, Kim HY, Kim SR. A prediction model of health-related quality of 
life in young adult patients with stroke. J Clin Nurs. 2021;30:2023–35. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ jocn. 15755.

 7. Daniel K, Wolfe CD, Busch MA, McKevitt C. What are the social conse-
quences of stroke for working-aged adults? A systematic review Stroke. 
2009;40:e431–40. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1161/ STROK EAHA. 108. 534487.

 8. Maaijwee NA, Tendolkar I, Rutten-Jacobs LC, Arntz RM, Schaaps-
meerders P, Dorresteijn LD, et al. Long-term depressive symptoms and 
anxiety after transient ischaemic attack or ischaemic stroke in young 
adults. Eur J Neurol. 2016;23:1262–8. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ ene. 
13009.

 9. Pinter D, Enzinger C, Gattringer T, Eppinger S, Niederkorn K, Horner S, 
et al. Prevalence and short-term changes of cognitive dysfunction in 
young ischaemic stroke patients. Eur J Neurol. 2019;26:727–32. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1111/ ene. 13879.

 10. Westerlind E, Persson HC, Sunnerhagen KS. Return to Work after a 
Stroke in Working Age Persons. A Six-Year Follow Up PloS One. 2017;12: 
e0169759. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1371/ journ al. pone. 01697 59.

 11. Westerlind E, Persson HC, Eriksson M, Norrving B, Sunnerhagen KS. 
Return to work after stroke: A Swedish nationwide registry-based 
study. Acta Neurol Scand. 2020;141:56–64. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ ane. 
13180.

 12. Gurková E, Štureková L, Mandysová P, Šaňák D. Factors affecting the 
quality of life after ischemic stroke in young adults: a scoping review. 
Health Qual Life Outcomes. 2023;21:4. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 
s12955- 023- 02090-5.

 13. Kruithof WJ, van Mierlo ML, Visser-Meily JM, van Heugten CM, Post 
MW. Associations between social support and stroke survivors’ 
health-related quality of life – a systematic review. Patient Educ Couns. 
2013;93:169–76. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. pec. 2013. 06. 003.

 14. Kang SJ, Lee Y. The Association of Resilience and Perceived Social Sup-
port on health behavior compliance in stroke patients. J Korean Acad 
Soc Home Health Care Nurs. 2021;28:36–48.

 15. Hanney J. The experience of mild stroke among young adults and 
their spouses: an interpretative phenomenological analysis. Maynooth: 
National University of Ireland; 2012.

 16. Fong TCT, Lo TLT. Ho RTH (2022) Indirect effects of social support and 
hope on quality of life via emotional distress among stroke survivors: 
A three-wave structural equation model. Front Psychiatry. 2022;13: 
919078. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ fpsyt. 2022. 919078.

 17. Lee Y, Won M. Mediating Effects of Rehabilitation Motivation between 
Social Support and Health-Related Quality of Life among Patients with 
Stroke. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2022;19:15274. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 3390/ ijerp h1922 15274.

 18. Vincent-Onabajo O, Muhammad GMM., Usman Ali M, Ali Masta M, 
Nasiru Aliyu H. Social Support after Stroke: Influence of Source of Sup-
port on Stroke Survivors’ Health-Related Quality of Life. Int Neuropsych 
Dis J. 2015;51:1–9, https:// doi. org/ 10. 9734/ INDJ/ 2016/ 20240

 19. Rhudy LM, Wells-Pittman J, Flemming KD. Psychosocial Sequelae of 
Stroke in Working-Age Adults: A Pilot Study. Journal Neurosci Nurs. 
2020;52:192–9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1097/ JNN. 00000 00000 000523.

 20. Holloway A, Chandler C, Aviles Reinso L, Clarissa C, Putri A, Choi H, et al. 
Young Adults Rehabilitation Needs and Experiences following Stroke 
(YARNS): A review of digital accounts to inform the development of 
age-appropriate support and rehabilitation. J Adv Nurs. 2022;78:869–
882m. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/ jan. 15076.

 21. Hilari K, Northcott S, Roy P, et al. Psychological distress after stroke and 
aphasia: the first six months. Clin Rehabil. 2010;24(2):181–90. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 02692 15509 346090.

 22. King RB, Shade-Zeldow Y, Carlson CE, Feldman JL, Philip M. Adaptation 
to stroke: a longitudinal study of depressive symptoms, physical health, 
and coping process. Top Stroke Rehabil. 2002;9:46–66. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1310/ KDTA- WELC- T2WR- X51W.

 23. Northcott S, Moss B, Harrison K, Hilari K. A systematic review of the 
impact of stroke on social support and social networks: associated fac-
tors and patterns of change. Clin Rehabil. 2016;30:811–31. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1177/ 02692 15515 602136.

 24. Tsouna-Hadjis E, Vemmos KN, Zakopoulos N, Stamatelopoulos S. First-
stroke recovery process: the role of family social support. Arch Phys 
Med Rehabil. 2000;81:881–7. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1053/ apmr. 2000. 4435.

 25. White JH, Alston MK, Marquez JL, Sweetapple AL, Pollac MR, Attia J, 
et al. Community-dwelling stroke survivors: function is not the whole 
story with quality of life. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 2007;88:1140–6. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. apmr. 2007. 06. 003.

 26. Harris GM, Prvu BJ. Parenting after stroke: a systematic review. Top 
Stroke Rehabil. 2018;25:384–92. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 10749 357. 
2018. 14523 66.

 27. de Bruijn MA, Synhaeve NE, van Rijsbergen MW, de Leeuw FE, Mark 
RE, Jansen BP, et al. Quality of Life after Young Ischemic Stroke of 
Mild Severity Is Mainly Influenced by Psychological Factors. J Stroke 
Cerebrovas Dis. 2015;24:2183–218. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jstro kecer 
ebrov asdis. 2015. 04. 040.

 28. Kuluski K, Dow C, Locock Lm Kyibs RF, Lasserson D. Life interrupted 
and life regained? Coping with stroke at a young age. Int J Qual Stud 
Health Well-being. 2014;9:22252, https:// doi. org/ 10. 3402/ qhw. v9. 22252

 29. Šaňáková Š, Gurková E, Šobrová K, Čáp J, Bartoníčková D. How to 
restart myself? The lived experience of young stroke patients after first 
ischemic stroke: an interpretative phenomenological analysis. Kontakt. 
2024;26:38–44. https:// doi. org/ 10. 32725/ kont. 2024. 015.

 30. Immenschuh U. Being left alone – younger people who have suffered 
a stroke. PR-Internet Pflege. 2003;6:426–31.

 31. Wolfenden B, Grace M. Vulnerability and Post-Stroke Experiences of 
Working-Age Survivors During Recovery. Sage Open. 2015;5, https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 21582 44015 612877

 32. Faul F, Erdfelder E, Buchner A, Lang AG. Statistical power analyses using 
G*Power 31: tests for correlation and regression analyses. Behav Res 
Methods. 2009;41(4):1149–60.

 33. Nasreddine ZS, Phillips NA, Bédirian V, Charbonneau S, Whitehead 
V, Collin I, et al. The Montreal Cognitive Assessment, MoCA: A Brief 
Screening Tool For Mild Cognitive Impairment. J Ame Geriatr Soc. 
2005;53:695–9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1532- 5415. 2005. 53221.x.

 34. Cleeland CS. Pain assessment in cancer. In: Osoba D, editor. Effect of 
Cancer on Quality of Life. Boca Raton: CRC Press; 1991. p. 293–305.

 35. Zigmond AS, Snaith RP. The hospital anxiety and depression scale. Acta 
Psychiatr Scand. 1983;67:361–70.

 36. Duncan PW, Bode RK, Min Lai S, Perera S. Glycine antagonist in neuro-
protection Americans investigators Rasch analysis of a new stroke-spe-
cific outcome scale: the Stroke Impact Scale. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 
2003;84:950–63.

 37. Cella D, Riley W, Stone A, Rothrock N, Reeve B, Yount S, et al. The 
Patient-Reported Outcomes Measurement Information Sys-
tem (PROMIS) developed and tested its first wave of adult self-
reported health outcome item banks: 2005–2008. J Clin Epidemiol. 
2010;63:1179–94.

 38. Cella D, Lai JS, Nowinski CJ, Victorson D, Peterman A, Miller D, et al. 
Neuro-QOL: brief measures of health-related quality of life for clinical 
research in neurology. Neurology. 2012;78:1860–7.

 39. Zimet GD, Dahlem NW, Zimet SG, Farley GK. The Multidimensional 
Scale of Perceived Social Support. J Personal Assessment. 1988;52:30–
41. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1207/ s1532 7752j pa5201_2.

 40. de Vaus DA. Analyzing social science data: 50 key problems in data 
analysis. Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE Publications; 2002.

 41. Butsing N, Tipayamongkholgul M, Ratanakorn D, Suwannapong N, 
Bundhamcharoen K. Social support, functional outcome and quality 
of life among stroke survivors in an urban area. J Pacific Rim Psychol. 
2019;13, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1017/ prp. 2019.2

 42. Bi H, Wang M. Role of social support in poststroke depression: A meta-
analysis. Front Psychiatry. 2022;13: 924277. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ 
fpsyt. 2022. 924277.

 43. Wang X, Zhang ZX, Lin BL, Jiang H, Wang W, Mei YX, et al. Mediation 
role of perceived social support between recurrence risk perception 
and health behaviour among patients with stroke in China: a cross-
sectional study. BMJ Open. 2024;14: e079812. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1136/ 
bmjop en- 2023- 079812.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2012.07.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2012.07.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jstrokecerebrovasdis.2020.105499
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jstrokecerebrovasdis.2020.105499
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.15755
https://doi.org/10.1161/STROKEAHA.108.534487
https://doi.org/10.1111/ene.13009
https://doi.org/10.1111/ene.13009
https://doi.org/10.1111/ene.13879
https://doi.org/10.1111/ene.13879
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0169759
https://doi.org/10.1111/ane.13180
https://doi.org/10.1111/ane.13180
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12955-023-02090-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12955-023-02090-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2013.06.003
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2022.919078
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph192215274
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph192215274
https://doi.org/10.9734/INDJ/2016/20240
https://doi.org/10.1097/JNN.0000000000000523
https://doi.org/10.1111/jan.15076
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269215509346090
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269215509346090
https://doi.org/10.1310/KDTA-WELC-T2WR-X51W
https://doi.org/10.1310/KDTA-WELC-T2WR-X51W
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269215515602136
https://doi.org/10.1177/0269215515602136
https://doi.org/10.1053/apmr.2000.4435
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apmr.2007.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/10749357.2018.1452366
https://doi.org/10.1080/10749357.2018.1452366
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jstrokecerebrovasdis.2015.04.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jstrokecerebrovasdis.2015.04.040
https://doi.org/10.3402/qhw.v9.22252
https://doi.org/10.32725/kont.2024.015
https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244015612877
https://doi.org/10.1177/2158244015612877
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1532-5415.2005.53221.x
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa5201_2
https://doi.org/10.1017/prp.2019.2
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2022.924277
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyt.2022.924277
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2023-079812
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2023-079812


Page 13 of 13Gurková et al. Health and Quality of Life Outcomes            (2025) 23:8  

 44. Deng C, Lu Q, Yang L, Wu R, Liu Y, Li L, et al. Factors associated with 
stigma in community-dwelling stroke survivors in China: A cross-sec-
tional study. J Neurol Sci. 2019;407: 116459. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
jns. 2019. 116459.

 45. Li C, Hu M, Yang T, Shao X, Zheng D. Correlates of stigma for poststroke 
patients: A meta-analysis. J Clin Nurs. 2023;32:1952–62. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1111/ jocn. 16250.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2019.116459
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2019.116459
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.16250
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.16250

	Relationship between social support, functional outcomes and health-related quality of life in working-aged adults at three months after ischemic stroke: results from the FRAILTY study
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Aim 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Background
	Methods
	Study sample
	Data collection

	Patient-reported outcomes at baseline and after a three-month follow-up: psychosocial sequelae and HRQoL
	Post-stroke pain

	Psychological factors – post-stroke depression and anxiety
	Psychosocial sequelae of IS and HRQoL
	Social support
	Use of health services
	Return to work
	Data analysis

	Results
	Changes in perceived social support, stroke-related clinical variables, and psychosocial sequelae of stroke in three months follow up
	Correlation and regression analyses between perceived social support, stroke-related clinical variables, HRQoL and psychosocial sequelae of IS
	Predictors of perceived social support

	Discussion
	Study limitations
	Conclusion
	References


