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Abstract  24 

Background: With the recent ongoing global COVID-19 pandemic and political divide in the 25 

United States (US), there is an urgent need to address the soaring mental well-being problems 26 

and to promote positive well-being. The Warwick-Edinburgh Mental Well-being Scale 27 

(WEMWBS) measures the positive aspects of mental health. Previous studies confirmed its 28 

construct validity, reliability, and unidimensionality with confirmatory factor analysis. Four 29 

studies have performed a Rasch analysis on the WEMWBS, but none of them tested adults in the 30 

US. The goals of our study are to use Rasch analysis to validate the WEMWBS in the general 31 

US population and in adults with stroke. 32 

Methods: We recruited community-dwelling adults and adults with chronic stroke with upper 33 

limb hemiplegia or hemiparesis. We used the Rasch Unidimensional Measurement Model 34 

(RUMM) 2030 software to evaluate item and person fit, targeting, person separation reliability 35 

(PSR), and differential item functioning (DIF) for sample sizes of at least 200 persons in each 36 

subgroup. 37 

Results: After deleting two items, the WEMBS analyzed in our 553 community-dwelling adults 38 

(average age 51.22±17.18 years; 358 women) showed an excellent PSR=0.91 as well as person 39 

and item fit, but the items are too easy for this population (person mean location=2.17±2.00). 40 

There was no DIF for sex, mental health, or practicing breathing exercises. In the 37 adults with 41 

chronic stroke (average age 58±13; 11 women) the WEMWBS had a good item and person fit, 42 

and PSR=0.92, but the items were too easy for this group as well (person mean 43 

location=3.13±2.00). 44 

Conclusions: The WEMWBS had good item and person fit but the targeting is off when used in 45 

community-dwelling adults and adults with stroke in the US. Adding more difficult items might 46 
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improve the targeting and capture a broader range of positive mental wellbeing in both 47 

populations. Our pilot data in adults with stroke needs to be confirmed in a larger sample size.  48 

 49 

Keywords 50 
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Background  54 

In recent years, the global COVID-19 pandemic has resulted in overworked health care workers, 55 

and many adults facing serious health problems, death of loved ones, and fear of losing their 56 

job.[1] Coupled with a rise in violence caused by a political divide, the United States (US) has 57 

seen a 10% increase in prevalence of adults with serious psychological distress in 2020 58 

compared to 2018.[2] Developing positive mental well-being and resilience has therefore 59 

become critically important.  60 

 61 

Positive mental well-being relates to feelings of happiness and life satisfaction (i.e., hedonic 62 

aspects) as well as purpose of life, full functioning of the person with a focus on realizing one’s 63 

own abilities and goals, being productive, coping with daily life stresses, and contributing to the 64 

community (i.e., eudaimonic aspects of life).[3, 4] Purpose in life or meaning plays an important 65 

role in addressing stress, trauma, and adversity.[1]  66 

 67 

The Warwick-Edinburgh Mental Well-being Scale (WEMWBS), developed by Tennant et al. 68 

(2007), assesses positive mental health, covering both hedonic and eudaimonic aspects of 69 

positive well-being.[3] The internal consistency reflected by Cronbach's α was 0.89 and 0.91, in 70 

students and adults, respectively. Confirmatory factor analysis supported the unidimensionality 71 

of the scale.[5] WEMWBS has good high test-retest reliability (r=0.83), good content validity, 72 

moderately high correlations with other mental health scales, and lower correlations with scales 73 

measuring overall health.[6]  74 

 75 
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Aside from these psychometric properties obtained with classical test theory (CTT), four studies 76 

have investigated the structural validity of the WEMWBS in various countries with Rasch 77 

analysis. Rasch Measurement Theory is based on a predictive model stating that a person with a 78 

higher ability on a certain trait should have a higher probability of obtaining a higher score on 79 

the scale.[6–9] The Rasch analysis ranks the item difficulty hierarchically from easy to difficult 80 

on the same logit scale as the person’s ability.[10–12] It also transforms an ordinal scale to an 81 

interval scale providing more measurement precision.[10–12]  82 

 83 

The four studies that analyzed the WEMWBS with Rasch Measurement Theory obtained varied 84 

results in terms of targeting and number of items that remained after the Rasch analysis was 85 

completed.[6–9] Of note, the data on the scale was acquired in different countries with possibly 86 

inherent differences in culture, which could at least partially explain this variation in results. 87 

Stewart-Brown et al. (2009) [6] analyzed data in adults in Scotland. They obtained item fit and 88 

good targeting (person mean location -0.48±1.22). Bartram et al. (2013) [9] analyzed data of 89 

veterinarians in the UK and presented a short 7-item unidimensional scale that fit the model, 90 

called the Short Warwick Edinburgh Mental Well-Being Scale (SWEMWBS). However, the 91 

items were too easy for this group (i.e., person mean location 1.15±1.56). Houghton et al. (2015) 92 

[7] reported on a 10-item scale in adults in Western Australia with 3 misfitting items. Targeting 93 

was not reported. Finally, Wicaksono et al. (2021) [8] reported on the original 14-item scale with 94 

no misfitting items but the items were too easy for adults in Indonesia (i.e., person mean location 95 

2.67±1.56). To our knowledge, there are no studies on WEMWBS data in the US population.  96 

 97 
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Aside from mental health problems in the general adult population, adults who experience a 98 

stroke are particularly vulnerable to depression, with approximately 30% of stroke survivors 99 

experiencing post-stroke depression at any given time.[13] Post-stroke depression is related to 100 

poor rehabilitation outcomes. In contrast, an increase in positive emotions over a 3-month period 101 

post-stroke is associated with an increased likelihood of functional recovery, which may lead to 102 

improved quality of life.[14, 15] Therefore, it is important to measure positive mental well-being 103 

in people with stroke and to assess whether WEMWBS would be a good measure for this 104 

population, but this has not yet been investigated. 105 

 106 

Therefore, our first aim of this study is to assess the structural validity of the WEMWBS with 107 

Rasch in community-dwelling adults in the US. We will compare our findings with prior Rasch 108 

results in other countries. Our second aim is to perform a pilot Rasch validation on the 109 

WEMWBS in adults with chronic stroke.  110 

 111 

Methods 112 

  113 

Participants 114 

For this cross-sectional study, we recruited participants at the Minnesota State Fair and Highland 115 

Fest and through volunteer sampling using research fliers and study postings on relevant 116 

websites. We also emailed the flier to volunteers who expressed interest in research from the 117 

Brain Body Mind Lab at the University of Minnesota. Recruitment occurred from September 27, 118 

2017 till August 12, 2020. For both community-dwelling adults and adults with stroke, we 119 

included adults between 18-99 years of age, English speaking, and able to consent. Additionally, 120 

adults with stroke were included if they had an ischemic or hemorrhagic stroke and were 121 
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medically stable. We excluded participants with stroke who had severe cognitive impairments 122 

(Mini-Mental State Exam-brief version, <13/16)[16], severe aphasia[17] or apraxia[18], or other 123 

medical conditions that would preclude participation in the study.  124 

 125 

All community-dwelling adults gave verbal consent and were quizzed on the comprehension of 126 

the content of the consent form through the University of California, San Diego Brief 127 

Assessment of Capacity to Consent (UBACC).[19] The WEMWBS questionnaire was completed 128 

either on a tablet (at Minnesota State Fair and Highland Fest) or on their personal computer at 129 

home. All completed questionnaires were stored on the secure UMN REDCap platform. Adults 130 

with chronic stroke signed consent and completed the WEMWBS questionnaire on paper as part 131 

of a new scale development research study in the Brain Body Mind Lab. The studies were 132 

approved by the University of Minnesota's Institutional Review Board (IRB# STUDY00005849 133 

and STUDY00000821) and they were in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki. 134 

  135 

Main outcome measures 136 

The Warwick questionnaire covers positive aspects of mental health. All 14 items have a scoring 137 

range from “0-None of the time” to “4-All of the time”. A higher score on each item indicates a 138 

more positive attitude towards life. We collected demographic information, and whether 139 

participants currently practiced mindfulness, breathing exercises, or body awareness exercises 140 

(e.g., Yoga, Qigong, Pilates). We inquired whether they had current pain conditions or current 141 

mental health conditions.  142 

  143 

Statistical analysis 144 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 19, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.18.22274001doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://paperpile.com/c/k2mHqv/Y1nN
https://paperpile.com/c/k2mHqv/Mg4e
https://paperpile.com/c/k2mHqv/Uai8
https://paperpile.com/c/k2mHqv/OjKmV
https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.18.22274001


8 
 

Following the recently accepted guidelines for reporting Rasch analyses, we report on structural 145 

validity and unidimensionality with overall fit, item and person fit, examining the presence of 146 

reversed thresholds, person separation reliability (PSR), differential item functioning (DIF), 147 

principal components analysis of residuals (PCAR), targeting, floor, and ceiling effect.[11, 12] 148 

Unidimensionality refers to the fact that all items should measure one construct. Item-trait 149 

interaction measures the overall fit of the scale to the Rasch model using Chi-square statistics. A 150 

non-significant p-value indicates the scale fits the model. However a large sample size can 151 

influence this p-value even when all items fit the model. Individual person and item fit are 152 

reported through Chi-square statistics. Residuals greater than 2.5 or smaller than 2.5 indicate 153 

item redundancy and item misfit, respectively.[10] Item fit analysis takes into account 154 

Bonferroni corrections for multiple comparisons.[20] Disordered thresholds of scoring categories 155 

can be corrected by merging adjacent categories in order to improve fit to the model.[10, 20]  156 

PSR evaluates how well individuals or groups of different ability levels can be distinguished 157 

from each other.[21] DIF occurs when the hierarchies of items are significantly different between 158 

two sample subgroups (e.g., men versus women) for sample sizes of at least 200 persons in each 159 

subgroup. DIF is calculated with an analysis of variance (ANOVA) with Bonferroni 160 

correction.[20] Further evidence of unidimensionality can be evaluated with the Principal 161 

Component Analysis of Residuals (PCAR), which refers to the extent to which covariance in the 162 

residuals is random and not explained underlying constructs than the one that is being 163 

measured.[10, 22] In that case, the expected eigenvalue is less than 2, and the percent variance 164 

explained by the first component is less than 10%. If those criteria are not met, then dependent t-165 

tests between the 2 subsets of items with positive and negative loadings on the first residual 166 

component are performed. We would confirm unidimensionality if less than 5% of these tests are 167 
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significant. A scale is well-targeted when the person mean location is between -0.5 and 0.5 168 

logits, and thus matching the average difficulty of the items.[23] Floor and ceiling effects need to 169 

be reported when at least 15% of the sample obtains a minimum or maximum score of the 170 

scale.[24] We used Rasch Unidimensional Measurement Model (RUMM) 2030 software 171 

(RUMM Laboratory, Perth, WA, Australia) for all Rasch Measurement Theory analyses. 172 

  173 

Results 174 

We recruited 553 community-dwelling adults and 37 adults with stroke. The characteristics of 175 

the demographic and clinical information of all participants is presented in Table 1. 176 

 177 

Rasch Measurement Theory 178 

The iteration analysis displays the step-by-step approach taken for the Rasch analysis 179 

(Additional file 1). The main results are described below.  180 

For our first analysis in community-dwelling Americans, none of the 14 items displayed 181 

disordered thresholds. Two items were misfitting: item 1 “I have been feeling optimistic about 182 

the future” and item 5 “I have had energy to spare.” After deleting items 1 and 5, all items fit the 183 

model and only 2.71% of persons were misfitting. The hierarchy of the item difficulty is 184 

presented in Figure 1, with the easiest items starting at the top and the hardest items at the 185 

bottom. The item logit location and fit statistics are presented in Table 2. There was no floor or 186 

ceiling effect, but the person mean location ± standard deviation was 2.17±2.00 logits, meaning 187 

that the items were too easy for this population (Figure 2). The PSR was 0.91, indicating that we 188 

can distinguish individuals with different positive mental health levels. PCAR’s eigenvalue was 189 

2.04 with 16.97% variance explained by the first component. The paired t-test revealed that 190 
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7.59% of the persons had significantly different logit locations on the two subtests. These results 191 

presume the existence of two dimensions in the scale. We calculated DIF for sex (men; women), 192 

mental health conditions (yes; no), and current practice of breathing exercises (yes; no) because 193 

they all had subgroup samples sizes of at least 200 persons each. No DIF was found. 194 

 195 

Fig.1. Item threshold map in community-dwelling adults in the US 196 

Legend: The item threshold map shows the hierarchy of the item difficulty levels, with the 197 

easiest item on top (item 11 “I've been able to make up my own mind about things”) and the 198 

hardest item at the bottom (item 3 “I've been feeling relaxed”). The horizontal logit ruler 199 

demonstrates the person's ability level of their positive mental health. 200 

Fig.2. Person-item threshold distribution in community-dwelling adults in the US 201 

Legend: The horizontal logit ruler represents both item difficulty and person ability. The pink 202 

histograms show the frequencies of the person's ability level in terms of positive mental well-203 

being. A higher logit value indicates the person has a higher level of positive mental well-being. 204 

The blue histograms represent the frequencies of item difficulty level, and the items are 205 

organized from the easiest on the left to the hardest on the right. 206 

  207 

We also tested if the fit and unidimensionality would improve if we deleted items to match the 7-208 

item SWEMWBS mentioned in previous studies. There were no misfitting items. The PCAR’s 209 

eigenvalue was 1.86 with 26.53% variance explained by the first component. The paired t-test 210 

revealed that 8.50% of the person logit pairs had significantly different locations. Additionally, 211 

the PSR dropped from 0.92 to 0.82, which would only allow researchers and clinicians to make 212 

group decisions, rather than individual decision-making.[25, 26] Moreover, the items were still 213 
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too easy (person mean location 1.88±1.71). We therefore do not recommend using the 7-items 214 

scale for clinical use. We recommend that the targeting first be solved before it can be used in 215 

the clinic or for research and therefore, we do not provide a revised scoring sheet or score-to-216 

measure table for the 12-item revised scale.  217 

  218 

Our pilot Rasch Measurement Theory analysis in adults with chronic stroke (n=37) revealed that 219 

item 7 had reversed thresholds. After rescoring item 7 to scoring categories [00123], all items fit 220 

(Table 3) and there were no more reversed thresholds (Figure 3). Only 2.70% of the people were 221 

misfitting. There was no floor or ceiling effect, and the WEMWBS had an excellent PSR of 0.92. 222 

However, the person mean location was 3.13±2.00 (Figure 4). Even though these results need to 223 

be validated in a larger study, they seem to indicate that those items are also too easy for adults 224 

with chronic stroke and very few participants choose the lowest category of “None of the time” 225 

or “Rarely” (Table 4). The PCAR analysis revealed an eigenvalue of 2.61 with 18.65% percent 226 

variance explained by the first component. The paired t-test resulted in 16.22% of pairs that had 227 

significantly different person logit locations on the 2 subtests.  228 

 229 

Fig.3. Item threshold map in adults with chronic stroke 230 

Legend: The item threshold map shows the hierarchy of the item difficulty levels, with the 231 

easiest item on top (item 7 “I've been thinking clearly”) and the hardest item at the bottom (item 232 

5 “I've had energy to spare”). The horizontal logit ruler demonstrates the person's ability level of 233 

their positive mental health. 234 

Fig.4. Person-item threshold distribution in adults with chronic stroke 235 
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Legend: The horizontal logit ruler represents both item difficulty and person ability. The pink 236 

histograms show the frequencies of the person's ability level in terms of positive mental well-237 

being. A higher logit value indicates the person has a higher level of positive mental well-being. 238 

The blue histograms represent the frequencies of item difficulty level, and the items are 239 

organized from the easiest on the left to the hardest on the right. 240 

 241 

Similar to above, we deleted items to match the 7-item SWEMWBS reported in prior studies. 242 

After rescoring item 7 to scoring categories [00123], the eigenvalue of the PCAR was 1.79 with 243 

25.51% variance explained by the first component, with paired t-tests showing that 5.41% of 244 

pairs had significantly different person locations. This is very close to demonstrating the 245 

unidimensionality of the scale. However, the PSR dropped to 0.81, which is not reliable enough 246 

for individual decision-making. The person mean location remained high at 3.13±1.84 indicating 247 

that the items were too easy. Similar to above, we do not recommend using the 7-item scale. We 248 

recommend solving the targeting, as well as validating our results in a larger sample, prior to 249 

using the WEMWBS for clinical or research purposes in adults with stroke.  250 

  251 

Discussion 252 

The aims of this study were to investigate the structural validity of the WEMWBS in 253 

community-dwelling adults as well as adults with stroke in the US. The WEMWBS shows good 254 

item and person fit in both these groups. The main problem was the targeting, demonstrating that 255 

the items were too easy for either group. These findings were consistent with the findings in all 256 

other studies that reported on person mean locations with Rasch analysis, except for Stewart-257 

Brown et al. (2009), who reported good targeting. 258 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 19, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.18.22274001doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.04.18.22274001


13 
 

  259 

Of note, item fit in the community-dwelling adult group was obtained after deleting misfitting 260 

items 1 and 5. Deleting item 5 “I’ve had energy to spare” was consistent with earlier studies.[6, 261 

7, 9] In Houghton et al. (2015) item 5 was deleted because DIF was identified for age, while item 262 

5 demonstrated misfit in both Stewart-Brown et al. (2009) and Bartram et al. (2013). Item 1 “I 263 

have been feeling optimistic about the future” was maintained in prior studies. During a 264 

qualitative study on item comprehension of the WEMWBS, a focus group in Pakistan noticed 265 

difficulties in answering “Feeling optimistic about the future”, because there is no translation for 266 

“optimistic” in Pashtun.[27] Teenagers in Northern Ireland also expressed difficulty in answering 267 

item 1.[28] We did not perform a qualitative analysis after this study and thus were unable to 268 

identify the reason for misfit in our US groups. The PCAR analysis pointed to underlying 269 

dimensions underneath positive mental health. The items that loaded positively on the first 270 

principal component – items 4 “I have been feeling interested in other people”, 9 “I have been 271 

feeling close to other people”, and 12 “I have been feeling loved”– all seemed to point to 272 

positive feelings regarding interpersonal relationships. The items that loaded negatively on the 273 

first principal component seem more related to eudaimonic aspects of life in terms of a person 274 

feeling productive regarding their goals and feeling in control of their lives. These were items 6 275 

“I have been dealing with problems well”, 7 “I have been thinking clearly”, and 8 “I have been 276 

feeling good about myself”.  277 

  278 

In our pilot Rasch analysis in adults with chronic stroke, item fit was obtained after rescoring 279 

item 7. The items were too easy for this group as well. Our results in adults with chronic stroke 280 

are consistent with Ostir et al. (2008), who found that a third of adults reported high levels of 281 
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positive emotions after 3 months of stroke.[15] The positively loaded items on the first principal 282 

component were the same as in the community-dwelling adults. The negatively loaded items 283 

were items 1 “I've been feeling optimistic about the future”, 5 “I've had energy to spare”, 8 284 

“I've been feeling good about myself”, and 10 “I've been feeling confident”. Those items seem 285 

to relate to being in control of one’s life after a stroke. It makes sense that the positive feelings 286 

about interpersonal relationships might point to something different than having control over 287 

one’s life.  288 

 289 

Even though studies evaluating the WEMWBS were conducted in different countries with 290 

inherent differences in culture, it is noteworthy that across several studies, including our own 291 

studies, items 11 “I've been able to make up my own mind about things” and 7 “I have been 292 

thinking clearly” were consistently rated as the easiest items, whereas items 5 “I’ve had energy 293 

to spare” and 3 “I've been feeling relaxed” were consistently rated as the hardest items.[7, 9]  294 

 295 

Conclusions 296 

The WEMWBS demonstrated good item fit and person fit in a US population of community-297 

dwelling adults and adults with stroke. However, the items are too easy, which is a consistent 298 

finding across the majority of WEMWBS Rasch studies performed in different countries. Thus, 299 

including more difficult items in a next iteration of the scale could help solve the targeting. 300 

Finally, further studies with larger sample sizes should be performed in adults with stroke, and 301 

perhaps include adults with acute and subacute stroke, to validate our preliminary findings. 302 
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WEMWBS: Warwick-Edinburgh Mental Well-being Scale 305 

SWEMWBS: Short Warwick Edinburgh Mental Well-Being Scale 306 

RUMM: Rasch Unidimensional Measurement Model 307 

UBACC: University of California, San Diego Brief Assessment of Capacity to Consent 308 

PSR: Person separation reliability 309 

DIF: Differential item functioning 310 

PCAR: Principal components analysis of residuals 311 
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 Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristic of participants by group  351 

  

Community-dwelling adults 

(n=533) 

  

Adults with 

chronic stroke 

(n=37) 

Age (years, Mean±SD) 51.22±17.18 57.97±12.97 

Years post-stroke (Mean±SD) N/A 3.76±2.82 

Ischemic/hemorrhagic stroke (n) N/A 29/8 

Sex (n)     

Male 194 26 

Female 358 11 

Other 1 0 

Ethnicity (n)     

Hispanic or Latino 8 0 

Not Hispanic or Latino 545 37 

Racial background (n)     
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American Indian or Alaska Native 2 0 

Asian 30 2 

Black/ African American 11 1 

Hawaiian or other Pacific Islander 0 0 

White 491 31 

Multi-racial 10 2 

Other 9 1 

Pain (n) 113 19 

Mental health conditions (n) 230 3 

Current breathing exercise (n) 225 15 

Current mindfulness exercise (n) 181 N/A 

Current body awareness training (n) 180 N/A 

Legend: N/A = not assessed 352 

  353 
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Table 2. Item fit statistics of the WEMWBS in community-dwelling adults in the US 354 

Item 

number 

Item descriptions Item 

location 

(logits) 

SE Fit 

Residuals 

p-value 

Item 2 I've been feeling useful 0.02 0.07 1.90 0.17 

Item 3 I've been feeling relaxed 0.93 0.07 2.72 0.01 

Item 4 I've been feeling interested 

in other people 

-0.03 0.07 1.24 0.21 

Item 6 I've been dealing with 

problems well 

-0.18 0.08 -0.13 0.84 

Item 7 I've been thinking clearly -0.18 0.08 -0.37 0.84 

Item 8 I've been feeling good about 

myself 

-0.11 0.07 -4.92 0.003 

Item 9 I've been feeling close to 

other people 

0.03 0.07 -0.83 0.71 

Item 10 I've been feeling confident 0.35 0.07 -5.47 0.002 

Item 11 I've been able to make up 

my own mind about things 

-0.56 0.07 2.13 0.05 
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Item 12 I've been feeling loved -0.12 0.07 1.18 0.04 

Item 13 I've been interested in new 

things 

-0.25 0.07 -0.84 0.21 

Item 14 I've been feeling cheerful 0.08 0.07 -4.65 0.04 

Legend: SE = Standard Error  355 
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Table 3. Item fit statistics of the WEMWBS in adults with chronic stroke 356 

Item 

number 

Item descriptions Item 

location 

(logits) 

SE Fit 

Residuals 

p-value 

Item 1 
I've been feeling optimistic 

about the future 

-0.35 0.27 -0.12 0.96 

Item 2 I've been feeling useful 0.53 0.27 0.62 0.66 

Item 3 I've been feeling relaxed 0.09 0.28 0.57 0.97 

Item 4 I've been feeling interested 

in other people 

-0.11 0.26 0.69 0.54 

Item 5 I've had energy to spare 3.24 0.27 1.02 0.20 

Item 6 I've been dealing with 

problems well 

-0.27 0.30 0.30 0.81 

Item 7 I've been thinking clearly -0.71 0.30 2.02 0.001 

Item 8 I've been feeling good about 

myself 

-0.21 0.29 -0.09 0.82 
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Item 9 I've been feeling close to 

other people 

0.005 0.29 0.34 0.79 

Item 10 I've been feeling confident -0.11 0.28 -0.78 0.51 

Item 11 I've been able to make up 

my own mind about things 

-0.52 0.25 -0.01 0.54 

Item 12 I've been feeling loved -0.60 0.26 0.14 0.70 

Item 13 I've been interested in new 

things 

-0.49 0.24 0.18 0.41 

Item 14 I've been feeling cheerful -0.49 0.27 -0.73 0.68 

Legend: SE = Standard Error  357 
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Table 4. Frequency of scoring category responses per item in adults with chronic stroke 358 

Item 

number 

Item description 0 

None 

of the 

time 

1 

Rarely 

2 

Some 

of the 

time 

3 

Often 

4 

All 

of 

the 

time 

Item 1 I've been feeling optimistic about 

the future 

0 2 9 16 10 

Item 2 I've been feeling useful 0 5 13 15 4 

Item 3 I've been feeling relaxed 0 3 15 13 6 

Item 4 I've been feeling interested in other 

people 

0 2 7 17 11 

Item 5 I've had energy to spare 1 7 16 12 1 

Item 6 I've been dealing with problems 

well 

0 1 14 14 8 

Item 7 I've been thinking clearly 0 0 10 16 11 

Item 8 I've been feeling good about 

myself 

0 1 10 16 10 
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Item 9 I've been feeling close to other 

people 

0 1 9 17 10 

Item 10 I've been feeling confident 0 2 11 15 9 

Item 11 I've been able to make up my own 

mind about things 

0 1 6 12 18 

Item 12 I've been feeling loved 0 1 5 12 19 

Item 13 I've been interested in new things 0 3 6 13 15 

Item 14 I've been feeling cheerful 0 2 7 16 12 

  359 
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STROBE Statement—Checklist of items that should be included in reports of cross-sectional studies  
 Item 

No Recommendation 
Page 
No 

Title and abstract 1 (a) Indicate the study’s design with a commonly used term in the 
title or the abstract 

1 

(b) Provide in the abstract an informative and balanced summary 
of what was done and what was found 

2-3 

Introduction 
Background/rationale 2 Explain the scientific background and rationale for the 

investigation being reported 
4-6 

Objectives 3 State specific objectives, including any prespecified hypotheses 6 

Methods 
Study design 4 Present key elements of study design early in the paper 6 
Setting 5 Describe the setting, locations, and relevant dates, including 

periods of recruitment, exposure, follow-up, and data collection 
6 

Participants 6 (a) Give the eligibility criteria, and the sources and methods of 
selection of participants 

6-7 

Variables 7 Clearly define all outcomes, exposures, predictors, potential 
confounders, and effect modifiers. Give diagnostic criteria, if 
applicable 

7 

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 

7 

Bias 9 Describe any efforts to address potential sources of bias 7 
Study size 10 Explain how the study size was arrived at N/A 
Quantitative variables 11 Explain how quantitative variables were handled in the analyses. 

If applicable, describe which groupings were chosen and why 
N/A 

Statistical methods 12 (a) Describe all statistical methods, including those used to 
control for confounding 

7-8 

(b) Describe any methods used to examine subgroups and 
interactions 

N/A 

(c) Explain how missing data were addressed N/A 
(d) If applicable, describe analytical methods taking account of 
sampling strategy 

N/A 

(e) Describe any sensitivity analyses N/A 

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 

N/A 

(b) Give reasons for non-participation at each stage N/A 
(c) Consider use of a flow diagram N/A 

Descriptive data 14* (a) Give characteristics of study participants (eg demographic, 
clinical, social) and information on exposures and potential 
confounders 

9 

(b) Indicate number of participants with missing data for each 
variable of interest 

N/A 
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Outcome data 15* Report numbers of outcome events or summary measures Table 2. 
Table 3. 
Table 4. 
Additional 
file. 

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 

N/A 

(b) Report category boundaries when continuous variables were 
categorized 

N/A 

(c) If relevant, consider translating estimates of relative risk into 
absolute risk for a meaningful time period 

N/A 

Other analyses 17 Report other analyses done—eg analyses of subgroups and 
interactions, and sensitivity analyses 

N/A 

Discussion 
Key results 18 Summarise key results with reference to study objectives 12 
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 

14  

Interpretation 20 Give a cautious overall interpretation of results considering 
objectives, limitations, multiplicity of analyses, results from 
similar studies, and other relevant evidence 

12-14 

Generalisability 21 Discuss the generalisability (external validity) of the study results 14 

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 

16 

 
*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 www.strobe-statement.org. 
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