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[ Abstract] Objective To translate the long-term unmet needs after stroke (LUNS) scale into Chinese and to test
its reliability and validity. Methods The Beaton guidelines for cross-cultural adaptation were used to complete the
translation,integration,and back-translation of the scale.The scale was adjusted and revised through expert consulta-
tion and pre-survey.From November 2024 to June 2025,a survey was conducted among 484 stroke patients who had
been discharged from the Neurology Department and Neurosurgery Department of a tertiary A hospital in Suzhou for
6 months or more to test the reliability and validity of the scale.Results The Chinese version of LUNS scale contained
22 items.Internal consistency reliability of the scale was 0.813,and the test-retest reliability was 0.879.The correlation
coefficients between each item and the total score were all =>0.40 (all P<C0.05).The item-level content validity index
(I-CVD ranged from 0.85 to 0.93,and the scale-level content validity index (S-CVI/Ave) was 0.91.Exploratory factor
analysis extracted 4 factors,with a cumulative variance contribution rate of 78.67%. The results of confirmatory factor anal-
ysis indicated that the model fit was ideal.Conclusions The Chinese version of LUNS scale has good reliability and validi-
ty,and can be used as an effective tool to assess the long-term unmet needs of stroke patients in community care settings.
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