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FHAERIRIT, FERICHEHE R ERACTOREN FTRET, LT 1Y LHEREIK T O T
K+ 1415 & LTHAHEINTND
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BN 2 B A NEKORIE S ETH D, UL 10 HH O B HATEEEIC OV TENME
ZITOBEORELZ TAEHV] 76 THEZRL)] £T10 B> THR2 b0
Tholo, HEILZ D fall efficacy scale & H AN E#nE T IR L, [RIRFIZEIZE
5% 4 BeRE ORI A AW D {E 72 F1EIC s L7z 1D, B B O fall efficacy scale 13
10 HH OBEZATICOWCTHEOREIISL 1 b 4 a5 226D T, ArbAld
10 A5 40 HOHEIPHAZ &V, FEMRVIE E B EATEOBATICRT 5 H & 1A
Tz & &2RT,
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life-space assessment (LLF, LSA) 13 A DAENEOZEFAI 72 IRV &7 9 28R C
b5 8, ZOHMNE, FHEEMATO 1 22H B2 T DE AN D8 OAEIEZEM 2~ 5
D, EIEZE Fﬁk %, HLOHMEICB W TE#RZ F T 5 72D BHFAYICSME L
f:ﬁﬁ%’ﬁ FoTHEEIND, ZD72D, EANBSOERNL T HERE, IO
MRS, £ L CHMOREDORHENZTEND, AEEMOL L-IVITEANDEENS D

HEECRSN, ZHNOAFREMICET L LUILLTO X S IZHAE N5,

life-space 0 : &2 TOB B[R
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life-space 1 : &N O ELH| R

life-space 2 : JEEZEM D Z < 31 < DZEM T ORBELH[R

life-space 3 : HEIT I T OB ENH| R

life-space 4 : BTN T O E) R

life-space 5 : 4L TORBEHIER
ARFEERT, FAEEZEEO L)L T, AEZERORE ( NEvw , Tvhwnz ) ) LHEE

( DE 1R, A1~3E]), HE4~6[E) , [MEH)) LENE ( GEro

B #2425, TMBIRZEM), T—ATTE2]) 2876 0E, SHITAER
HPH L~V 1~ IS LT 1~ OEMPT O/ RE R LD, AatmldETEHHE L~
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U— 7 O—fEHRERIEL,  MEANE L ToOmEmE 2 OIS S o) AN HIBIfR)
& EnD 20, 2006 4EZE DOMEMERE LT 6-item version (LSNS-6) 7% 30 sl A Ci
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HEITL—FA
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Ti¥, QOL D) ECEREF M DIER % b 72 5922, JEE TEN 632 EEROFTE) & 8)
T OV ZIERET 572012, b RIS LI EBfTHAR AT — VRN DS
N5 2, EEITEIAR AT — V1%, Bl - HERHAITIEIC & 0 (SRS O Y PED AR
IHTND 29,
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HEITL—FA
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=

PRAE, TEIE Main Secondary  HFECEIH
Outcome Outcome

HAT 11 26 (CERHI B 37%)

HHIEE (10 m) 2 2

HHIEE (5m) 1 2

WHIEE (Zofth) 1 7

RRHEE (10 m) 1

RKIEE (5m) 1 2

AT« R EE (£ fth) 1 3

step length (m) 1

TUG - &K 1 2

TUG - % (U 7 ) 2 7

HATHER] (4 m) 1

FRERME 2 1 (CCERHIERR 7%)

R AR 1 1

NENEARHITE 1

i (B&R) 77 17 (SCERHEL=R 257%)

#2771 8 3

FAR AR R 7 7 30 11

FR e it 7555 ) 9 1

5 BE i e JR2 775 ) 5

sz BE 551 e il %5 7 3

B B SRR /) 5

i BE B PN R A ) 2

JEJE A 1 3

SRS 5 ) 4

NI LA 1

JEAMR LRG 7 1

e e i 55 ) 1

JHAMEAT /1 1

A JE 1755 ) 2 1

it JeE i1 555 ) 2 1

1017



571 (1RM) 17 (SCHRHIEER 57%)
bench press 1
leg extension 2
leg flexion 1
leg press 5
seated row 1
lateral pull-down 2
back extension 1
abdominal flexion 1
Frx AT LA 1
MR v —2 \U— (1RM KF) 2
#7 (7 4= KTZB) 6 10 (STERHBLR 20%)
chair stand test @ 5 times () 2
chair stand test @ 30 s ([f]) 1
chair stand test @ 1 times () 2
chair stand test (% Ofth) 1 2
Pt B - g R P 1 3
NG R 24 24 (SCERHBLER 80%)
functional reach 4 9
BHIR 2 (sec) 7 (%) X ER30OMETDE
D 2 i
Berg balance scale 5 4
ST BIRAT 2
EOMDINNT AT X | 10 1
FrPE, CR fitness 11 (CERHHEER 37%)
6 73 [RAAT 4
400 m AT
F# /A7) (graded submaximal 1
aerobic treadmill test)
AT R )1 (peak walking 1
time)
I KPR R 5 kiR ERE 3 &
aie




FELOM, HIEEKAE AL T T R ALE LTS D E LT, B ERRRIEE (8 ),
i ORECC I BT 54654 (THR) RO LINTH, ENENOFRREOEBIMES E < (EER
Wi S, EORNOITEIE L, RS, EEEE, falls efficacy scale, THENRES )72 &
ORERERIRAE & ZEE IR TR S LTV D2y, T b EBMERE <, ROBITHIZEL
7
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F4E BHBPEREINAOHESTL—FEIETUOALAL

1. fhigR(GE<TS )

HERIL—FA IETURALARNL2
BEREREE 2 A+ D HUSEEEIRE ISR LT, =T AT 1 v 7 2 RERWE L
(FREE 1T~ P e ) 23 3 BIOMEET 6 HMER L-E 25, TR ok,
BATHERE O |, FEEE OB RS b v,
[ OA AT 2 HIB/F Rl 1 ox LT, HERIOESENY K2 AW sk
J£13 Borg scale 8 “hard”) % 3 [BlOHHE T 16 MR SEHE U2 R, R, TR,
HIRREEE, QOL IZB W CUENTRO LT 2,
FEREREE 24 5 ISR o6 LT, BROE T30 RE W st (G
IRIHIE 8RM 225 10RM % 2 &> MZ) A 3 [5] 10 B[RS L2 /558, TR,
SEHEEY RET), AMTHEE, EEIE ORI (FES) OUGENHR LT D,
HISEESIBE I LT, B 7N REHWZ 4O L, 3FO FROM it (58
FE VI IAR~ FR 25 Borg scale 4/10) 38 3 [A] 8 MM Feki L7 #6558, M ) CIXLGEN A5
ey, QOL Ghil, HIRMRERIIONTIL L) ITHEREINH LNRNoT 9,
OA T X DHBRERE T 2477 2 MU /B @i 439 4 & Xt RICHIE N ROX L%
AWz @i it GREIXPEE~®TRE) 2 3 B 78 WM %M L 7-F5%, disability
AT OWE, WAHAOWE, 6 m BITHEEOUGE, N7+ —~ ZEEDOM LRSS
iz s,
R 2B, EEE N RE W 11RO B RO /5 (REIE 20~95%
1IRM) % 3 5] 6 7 H M FEk L72fER, BMEG ixAERmLE @Ghrr—=07
(R RV L REE AR DR T 55.6%, /1 L —=" JHEMEET 47.8%D
M) BERD LT,
KEBARE R A AT D mE 23R, Hhbbr—=v 78, ABRZEINL—=v7
(ML RIBLT) B, 2o b — A BRCHBEL, i) b —=0 FRECITEEN
v REMWE 5 O TR O 158k (FREEIX 6RM O iR ) 20 3 (8] 12 M FEHE L
ToRER, AW N L — = JRECITRRAATRER O BN R0 5 K 2 B B O ol 23 7
DT, i) F == TR B W TR RBITRE OBINEIA DN b DD, &
INESEI S OL & ANy (WY N
i 2 OE R i & it RIS, BT 30 REHAWZ 10H O E T - (R off sk
(FREE IR ~HEE) OB E ML —=2 7% 3 [0] 12~15 HFEH L7-/5 R, &S
MIZBW Ty he— Bt L e U LB ER OSEN A LI, a3y ha—
JURE & bl U C AR 77 7 Tl 10% M EAYER S Hiiz 9,
55 e A e s, EEEN L N A VTR R )R k. (BREEIT 50~80%) DA E
FL—= 7% 3B 10 @M EM L72FER, i h—=07F B4 I D%
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BH LR, WS bay br— L LT, BRGS0 T 268, N7
Y ARES], WREIROM EIFEERD bR o7z 9,

FRE IEEL AT 5 Mm%z, i/ hv—=v7%F, ADL L —=2 7%,
EFFREREC L, i L —=0 7 T I N FEHWZ 24 1D BT - (K
O 158t GREIIR~FEE) OF—LA7 v/ T AakmH, 26 M L7k E,
29O0 hL—= 7RIV T timed up and go, Y. HEY T A MU CEM A A
HOITDS, AR AEEITRRD IR Do 72 10,

R 2R mim L 2 RIS, =T AT 4 v I N FBIOEREN Y 72 i 3 ok
B, 6FED FROM 50t BREEIX 8[R8 &y hCTE HFRE) 4 3 (8] 12 M L
Torb R, HERVERR R /)T 27%, ERMMIEM )T 22%, #1T 4%, KREHLE
BB NRNT —T 18% DA BREENA LI, LI L, functional reach <CR+<CK )>
ODONLH B0 BESE A RENEZ EOEERR NITIZLGEN A LR o T2 11,
M Sl 2 P31, BN REHWEZ 11O E TR - Kol )5k (GREE
(TR~ EEE) A3 3 8] 14 WA FhE L72fiR, HL—=2 7 HC 0V THEME TR
i RATIR L \ZSGE N A BT DS, S e B I 75 1 0 BB RE T I X 23 F
DIV T2 12,

HIAE R m i B xR, =7 AT v 7 Fa—TEHWiz6fo Lk, 6o FKo
i Al GREES IR~ EEAE) 208 3 8] 12 BRSEM L=/, FLr—=r 28k n
THATHREE, T RS, BIBITRITEER A LNTN, 2 hr—L etk
L CHRREITA LTz 19,

AR DEBYE DA R CEEFH 63 7%, 24 4) xR, B9V REHWEET
e fissft. GREEIZAR~FERE) 208 3 [ 8 MMM L72FER, ML —=027RIC
BWTHESRR) (RKRBFRERED KO 6 oMATIRRE) 3 X OEEEESE QOL (128
WTEEDFR D bz 19,
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2. A NIER(TIY)

HERIL—FA IETFTURALARNL2
iR AFTOE A 10 4 CEXERS 90 %) 125 L, 1RM Ok 80% DATfT AT D
THROEER LV AZ AN L —=0 7% 30, SEMEmLI-L 25, BT EY
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174% b5 L, HlrmfE s R Lz, RBHIMTOREKIZ 14 (FHL5200) Di
T, &Y 94Dty v a M HFEIT 88N ThHoT Y,
B 77 21 DS APTT % 70 Ll EOES Sl 100 4128 L, mAfrih 7
b= T ONRERFET D 72D O EEAE A Al Hrigoe GBS U 72, kI 134
EAIZ, MAMDLVIAZ A N —=0 T E2ATORE, REMBEZITORE, LR
VA== ERBMBOWGT ETOR, TR (2rhr—) BO 4 B
B0 AT S, AR 3 |, 10 BEITON, MAMOLYAZ AN L—=2 7
HEIZ IRM @ 80% DA THE L 72, ik, MAM LY AL A R L —= 7T,
iy, BATHEE, PEBCAREREREED, FERL—=0 7RI L CRRICM ELT 2,
MM AS PR ER: 1 AELA BRI L7z 60 kA oD T4 IZxE L, 1RM D 70% % 2> 2 Wiy
BPL h L —=27(PRT) %3 2 0], 12 8 [# Fhti L7z & 2 5, FIBGH /I3 RRER T 68%,
FERRIEAR T 48% L5 L7-, £7-, repeated chair stand time, motor assessment scale,
Berg balance scale 23\ 3 4L H e L 7= 9,
FEICBT D VYRR A N L—= 2 T ORI EE5EN R & Wi O BAfR 2 MEET
D72, 27 4 Ottt CEEFERS 69.1 %) 2 kG BEE 2 b oo ReER 4 520 L
foo LYRAZ VA N L—=0 7 FEREE, 1IRM O 65~70% DM O FEfHO FL—=
Y7 3 E, 12 AT, fR, FL—=r RO TR ML, av e
—VEETIIZE 0GR b7 hyo 7=, needle biopsies (2 X 5 ZMAIL S D F5 AR T,
h L—=2 ZRED Type 11 fiber area |ZH KNGO HiL7=2%, 2 b — LB TIEZL
NRD BN o72, F£7-, Type I fiber area [Zf#E & HITE(LBRD Lo T
N
60~72 FDFEY BN HIpATEE LTV AHH 20 LICKI LT, BMAMOLYAZ A ML
—=r7 (&K 1RM ® 80%) %3 3[al, 12 @WMEMLI-L Z5, TROMBINEE
WZm kL7, CT AF v AL 2MmWrmfE AL, MiERICE > T Type I, Type II
FRHEZ N ZNDIRDGRD BTz 9,
i & O H IR Z2REE 2 B LT D sl e mlin 2ot 30 4 CEXER 73 %) 2%t
42, high-velocity resistance training (HI) & low-velocity resistance training (LO)
DN R 2 AR 2 L R Tl L7z, WiEE b Ly 77 LA (LP) & =—x7
A7 v av (KE) % 1RM @ 70%DOEMIZT, 8EIOKEE 3 I, #H3[E, 16
WFENM L7z, #5R, LP & KE @ 1IRM ML b RIS R L2, LP O/XU—0
HRIZTHI BN LO EHE L CTHEICRKRE R LE 9,
R HE 7)s O A BEARE D AR R O MU Sl PRIt LT, v v v & W72 /) sidb
(1RM @ 80%) % 3 MO T 10 W EME L7ZfR, #75, AT, 6 ofds
ITERREIC W THEDBO b 7,
AR E O LT, v a vl (IRM @ 75%) Z3 3 [a] 1 41 %
fiL7-& 2 A, M1, Typel 3 OV #RMEDO R EIFE O DTRD H LT 9,
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3)
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5)

6)

f IS Sl (B 12 4, &M 11 4) 2d8IC, <> Ik 5 TSk
LEARn S L —=27 (1RM ® 50%7>5 5RM) % 3 B 9 T 7=f5 %, %«
PEIZ ARG BRI 7], MRI 2 K 5 KERIUSER Wi S O N2 Sz 23, #4
IR TIEFRFEDORER L I o72 9,

MR @l 2 RIS, v C kD hb—=v27 11y ME, 3By MECD
(7 (% 8RM O58fE), 7FEHME 28] 20 I L —= T EAT o TSR, RN )1X
WEECTHEICM EL, 3AT3y MR 1y FELVAEICH ELTWAHEA R
ROONT, HFFATIZBNTEH 3y MERN 1 &y MELVEREICM ELE, 72
B oDsrh B3, 6 m %5417, 400 m BATE L OWBEOIF Y 7 2 b Tlampt
ICHERUGENGRO H AL, 400 m BT CREMICH B ZMNRD bz 10,
50%#%7Mﬁ@%%&@ﬁﬁ4m%%ﬁ%:,ﬁﬁﬁmvyx&yxbv—:yﬁw
HHERIEIZ XD BTV A 7Tk 5082 e T 5 72 O MEE 2 b Frigoch FREER 2 5
mbto%ﬁﬁVV15VXFV—:V7#i]RM@Wk&%wmﬁFv—:yﬁ
Zi 2|l 52D N —=2 T % To7z, 2y b — VRRTEE OTEE) R A HERF L
7o FEEL KEEEB X OEMHOBEEIILCAX AN —= U FRETHEML, a2
Fr— VBT LT, £, iE, M/, BN oAb LY AZ A FL—=r
TRECHRDRD B 1,
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3. HHAEDHE

WEIL—FA IETUALARIL2
BREBEOLV VAL LA N L—=r T EFLE LIAR GBI U AEYF—a D
R RREES 2 T O AR 2L HL O FRERER 2 Tl L 7o, 813, SMEORESCBEIE
FICE > TABE LT 75 bl EOLMBE Th o7, ARHE, v v &7 TEO
VYRAZ A== VLB L LD M == T BT 77 e
FAL ML —= a2 A, 10 EEER L, 2 ha— BT, 8 1ROk
T~DFfil & home-exercise DIFEAZ T2, STAL, T ARRZIWCTHRAMER 7,
Berg balance scale, ZTHENFEICUGE LTc, W20 OFRIT 3 HRB LTI
MHZBRBO LY,
258 72 HUEAE E i 2 o 28R hL—=7 (ET) ORERHIET 5720,
VL (L e AR 2 92 L 7=, ET #E1308 3 1, 9 22 A b L—=1 27 % Fffi L 7=,
9 MHR % 3 A MIC 3 SOBNTAT, 1 IEICITZRkE, ST 2R EORLE LT
NL—=2 2, 2 BIHICIE~ S v A L iieaisst h L—=22 (PRT), 3 #H
WITEANME N L —= 0 PR FEE LT, 2> b a— LB AR O home exercise % £
L7z, fE%, ET FEIZEV T modified physical performance test 72 E N A B I E L
72 2,
68 1D 85 IO HIRIEEE MG 105 4 &2 XIRIZ, LUAX U AN L —=2 FRORFA
PR == T ORRERFET D 72 O R R b bl ok FERER 2 i L 7=, P31
MAELIC~ Y v il LUAX A NL—=0 P %175 (ST) B, HAMERL—=
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YT EATD (ET) B, LOAZ A NL—= 0 TR N L —= T O G %179
(ST+ET) #t, WHFOAEEMRFT L2 hr— (CO) BHIZHIV ST bk, Ir
AT 3 [H], 24~26 WISz, #R, ST Ak L O ST+ET B T FEH /1 0m
EnFRO by, STHET BETIERBME OO B THoTe, —F, BT
VARSI A B RLEFEITRO bR o T2, CO BRI L W £ < DA RZBCERE O
BHHRH T3,
SR BN IR (R 2 O MU (E et i lin & 42 B2 2RIV DA Z VA b == T DR
REMGEET D IO BEA B B 2 E L 72, VIR AN L —= 0 T 21T
IFEL, YA PR —=0 T R0F L, 1IRM O K 80% % 721 5 b
—=v 7% 3E, 6 PHMER Lz, 2> ha—ABHIR b Ly F U /O
W Eh LTz, #ER, 16 OFHMEEE O 5 5 13 HH T ARER EE 72 9,
W EHERET b L —=27 (PRT) 7239 DERDOUE TR D D DINRFET D 7o oD K
VEZ AL g e GABR 2 520 L 7o, P IE D D L 2 S 7 60 5% LL LD 324 Th o 72,
PRT #1795 (PRT) #fi%, 1RM DK 80% &N T HHAMDOL AKX A KL —=
V7% 3E, 10 E%EM LTz, 22 b e — VRRTRREAEICSIN L., &%, PRT
#£1Z Beck depression inventory, Hamilton rating scale of depression 72 & ™ 9 DFF
23 Lz, £72 PRT #TIL QOL O FALRED, KO A, 157), e EiEtkne,
A ATERREE O S\ bdeE Lz, ZEEMITORR, AR 5 D5l
BAOOFRIKFTHDZ ERRINTD,
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1) H)LAXRZ=T (sarcopenia)
MESIZEEY BB L O EDIR T2 L a7 RS, BEGO&ELEEF LT
OFR L L HITEEREIRT2EDZ 0D,

*Rosenberg IH: Summary comments: epidemiological and methodological problems in
determining nutritional status of older persons. Am J Clin Nutr 50: 1231-1233,
1989.

**NIH The significance of sarcopenia in old age. NIH Guide 25: PA No. PA-96=083,
1996.

2) B{RHIEE 58 (physically frail)
FEFIITFE 2 DERPFAET 20, AFAEGEBIIE L TV, FEMNEL R
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FHEREDIE FIZ L D DIZ OV THIRPIETT & M5 **

*American Medical Association: White paper of elderly health: report of the Council
on Scientific Affairs. Arch Internal Medicine 150: 2459-2472, 1990.
**Spirduso WW: Hierarchy of physical function of the old and oldest-old. Physical
dimensions of aging, Human Kinetics, pp228-339, 1995.
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sarcopenia, =X L7aVMAERD, (GEBNGHGE, KR, 2L OEHOKTr57e5
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*Fried LP, Tangen CM, Walston J, et al.! Frailty in older adults: evidence for a
phenotype. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci 56: M146-M 156, 2001.
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*Gibson MJ: Improving the health of older people. Oxford Univ Press, England,
pp296-315, 1990.
HREEBITOEFR E LT, [REICE T 2HABFLDOTHIZONT) HEMREEZESH
HE 22— (CERL 114 3 1) IZ5eH,

5) BKIEE) (physical activities)
B OIEIC L > TEHRFLY L DR F —HRZME D IEE), EH) - AKR—
VIZIRST, FE (U, k), #@E), Jui, #ebo X e B AEEEOmRIE, L
Ty —ig@he LaTr,
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update of activity codes and MET intensities. Med Sci Sports Exerc 2S: S498-S516,
2000.
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*Prochaska JO, DiClemente CC, Norcross JC: In search of how people change:
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7) B 2%h 71X (self-efficacy)
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*Bandura A: Self-efficacy: toward a unifying theory of behavior change. Psychol Rev
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Gerontol 45: 239-243, 1990.
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TEENBE Ot FTREME,
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BRI B 2 HET L CiikERE (B b)) ombEEHET ML —=2 7
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Z DRI 72 0 K U EE) T X 5 A,

11) [E A& § 53 (specific tension)
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SR: systematic review RCT: randomized controlled trial
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b b st R a2 S92 L 7=,
ET #1308 3 [51, 9 HH[# 3k
L7ce 9 HMZ 3 02HMEIZ 3
SOMNZT, 1 W BICIEZHR
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