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[ Abstract) To explore the reliability and validity of the Wolf Motor Function Test ( WMFT)
for assessing upper extremity motor function ( UEMF ) in patients with stroke, and to analyze internal consistency

(IC) and factors of WMFT. Methods
( Brunnstrom stage at IV or V level) were recruited. The reliability of WMFT was analyzed by videotaping in 12

stroke

Objective

Twenty-two patients with stroke and upper extremity motor deficit

patients. Simple Test for Evaluating Hand Function (STEF) was employed in the same week in order to explore the
test-retest validity of WMFT. Results
were 0.93 and 0.96, and 0. 99 for performance time. IC of WMFT was very high ( Cronbach’s alpha =0.96).
Two main factors were related to the proximal upper extremity function and finger function. There was positive corre-
lation between mean functional ability scores of WMFT and STEF (r=0.75, P <0.001), as well as performance
time of WMFT and STEF (r=0.73, P<0.01).

nalysis, might be an instrument with high reliability, test-retest validity and internal consistency, and maybe redun-

The reliabilities on functional ability scores of intra and inter-examiners

Conclusion WMFT, divided into 3 parts according to factor a-

dancy in its items.
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