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= National Institutes of Health Stroke Scale : NIHSS

FFREEEI AT AL 2 WA I LR U FE B A SRR T & A, FRICIRAh AW O E 2 LA %\,
Schlegel &%, EVEMIPE Tl &2 A L7285 R, FEER o NTHSS 5 LT 1349 80% 28 H Rk,
6~13 M TIIHREER ) N Y F—¥ 3 Uik 13 M I D EOa I BEEERICR D2 L 2R L
TwaY, R, SEEY NIHSS 1358 7 HR 3 2 AT ADL & v BiEA S Y, NIHSS
A7 6 MLLFIZRAF R AR ME 2 AT &, NIHSS 16 MU EIZEEORfERED L 3B Ton
BETEATE VW EAb Ao TWAY . KIFRE, KAHEICD W T Pickard 51, B P#% 2 HUNO
N—=2A T4 VB TR RN BERIASN LD o 2D LT, FIER 6 2 HE M TIE 20% DB EIC
KIAH (NTHSS 0 1) AA Sz LTV THET 2 LENH 57,
= The Canadian Neurological Scale : CNS

W e B o BB AE, SRR THE S N 2 BRMERY M AR T 5. CNS IR O R
PEINC BT 2 i REO I B W T Shaflifizy — Ve Sha'?. F72, BEOZEL
ABBTE, BEEZTFNT 22007 =V E LTHMENRTW Y, Zof$ il i 2 7H X ol
TX, FEWHTEEDIRHEZTNTEL L N7, BifiTd 570 LTI OEB AT ICIZE
TWRY 7 $hid 5Y.

m fuZR P EFEE AT —I) (Japan Stroke Scale : JSS)

i 2 2V o0 T B A A B R IR & L CEINTIA KD ARG T WA Y, WIEREIZD
VTR GBI 2 SRTWT, RBIRETOERLDTEEL 2> TW A, ) 2R EHO
137, TEBREREREE 2 TS A D JSS-M 2 LB E IR Tna 2,
® Fugl-Meyer Assessment : FMA

Wb D SRR % Bl53 3 5 Z L AN RE R AFAE T, R MBc oSSR, &KE, YT U X, BT
Bib X ORI 2 A IICEHES 5", Fulk 5", ST 32 HCTHS - R To %
BEICOWTHETLTHBY, T FMA FHHEETIRATHSRIT L NVIE 22058 5, HIRS 7
BAVRATAREL XV (27 ) ~%40) 13 260+58~268 =45 pi, il 7 < BAMRATAHE L X)L 30.2
£34 MEHE LTS, S5 FMA Al RiZ 5 ONEBFEEO THALIHE Th 5 THOGEE) B 6E
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BEREIC DWW, JEBED R WA S 22 BEED v (mRS 0~D AT, 6 2 H%O LT FMA X
90 UL ETBI HIFIFWME 2 L. BELOPHEEORE (MRS 2~3) WAk, E B FMA 7883
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A ORI E T, EERERERE L LC, B - T FMA #5 2 #l LCiii 3 2 2 & 233k
WIZE .

m =R REREE At v b (Stroke Impairment Assessment Set : SIAS)

I ZE v R O BB R SE % ST 5 720 ORATHEIREE TH 217 IR O EE 2Bk E 012
7, RERR IR BB A b 3R L T TR N, Bt 2. SIAS 30 THITETH Y At
5 % Brunnstrom Recovery Stage & HRT, BIEEDOKEIZ LI W EAEHME LTHITFLA LY.
BIH 5%, SIAS & FIM BMEHH ZfH L7222 7 A5 = OfR, £ O H DL BRI 24
e ELIFRE |, BB E B B AR IZART L TV 2 ASIRRRML I B B R AR ER PR RE (X PR 72 T B [ IRIRRMLAN EL i
B, RMLEEBD BRI 2 FERRE MBS RE DT LT B [ RIBE ], i EF LT LT A4
BAHBEIDADD FAY =K TEL I L2 WE LT, BERO FIMEBEH 2 Tl
HEICHIHHTE 5. APl STAS T H 2 MV AR 2 72 P, Akeko FIM B H 7219 7l
T550%, BEKRO FIMEEHE O FIREZ LIF5 2 LG InTtns.

m Stroke Impact Scale : SIS
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= #EERY/\ S > A$E1E (Functional Balance Scale : FBS/Berg Balance Scale :

BBS)

JERLRRNAL « RN BT 7 EOFIIYNT V ARRRE, F¥—, ROWERS, )V —F % EEHNT
VARMAE DR, WRHENRNT U ARETH L. BBICBWT, TORENTE 0% kT
5M2. BIR FIM 7% £ & OMHEAHRE SN, WTFRLRAER {7 ¥ a3 ¥ TEHOHIEAHEA ST
W%, ADLIZDoWTIE, HITUAMNOKEE L OB#EMS H Y, A LVEIMEIL 40~42 mfEEEE ShT
WA EAR ST IERE ADL AT L 2B g, FTHRMEZBRRTWS. RiKT 1 v Th

IBQTQ RiZEREBEICHT HEE - NFAFHEE L TED KD LFHEHER

BBS 25 MLl EDr — &1L, BEERE A VEWEO BB FEINS LIBRTWED, FREEESEGD
HTEEITRELELERLT S, BT ORI ZI1E Lo, ADL & OB#EMEN RN 72D, H
3, FEESLCH Db BHERETO D v M A IHE L HE SR TV B,

m Activities-specific Balance Confidence Scale : ABC Scale

FRNARESE S AFAGEE 16 HEICH LT, 452 & 2 dBE2 BT TRELRIES 0~
100% @ 10 Bz THE ST EMMKTH 57, E\ SIS X OF Falls Efficacy Scale-International (FES) &
DEYUEHFT 51Z2, ABC Scale @ 16 THH O35 FH1%, BESTest OB HEB LKL s T g v
oG E I 5.

m fZEch R EEEH A —J)L (Postural Assessment Scale for Stroke : PASS)

JERL, AL, RIEEIES & OSSR L KRB AERAET D, EARBHEOFHITH S. Benaim
5%, FE9E 30 H% D PASS O 51, 364E 90 H#% D FIM 0455 (r=075), B (r=074), ¥
B (r=071) L B WHBBED SN2 EHME LTS, Yu 5 VI ABEH O PASS O 5 L BEH O
Barthel Index (BI) D5 & OB (»=062), Di Monaco 513 ABE#E D PASS D15 11 & BB
FIM O SIS D 5 E MG LTV A, Arya 5213, PASS O 4 & BiA b o HE T % 7§
% Brunnstrom recovery stages (BRS) % Fugl-Meyer Assessment 7 & & O M#EMEZFHA L, HER
A rs=050~0.63 L HEL T 5.
® Balance Evaluation Systems Test : BESTest

VAT LAHRICHEIVTERENNT Y ARETNETH 2. N5 ¥ R 6 K (EEISMH
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m 5 B BEEY T A b (5-repetition sit-to-stand test)

bedLid, REEEEIITT S THEROMME AL LTiTbh, Gl RUMPERSH
TwaY, L2 EREISER O v b 7R EPRAS STV B,

Mong 5V, YK EFHIC L TSR LED 7 A~ OEEEE R4 ERIEL TV 5.
et WA HETE (ICC = 970~ .976), & SN (ICC=.999) & v 9 HIF 2 RmAa S ohrz. 72, B
T B & ORI o JR i #7570 THE O BIBIAR AT AR S 722, BBS & RS (LOS) ofE R &
EHELREEEEAON D o7z LR RT WS,
= MAS (Motor Assessment Scale)

Jis 7 g o boikee SRS B EIERE ) 2 BIS T 5 2 L AW RE ARl T, BKY, & kAT
D, EAARFE KA BRITO 5 O0EABEIC 3 o0 LIEEREE A, &Y 0N REL M 5.
— N EB R RE ORI 3 T 5725, FEABES HHICENZ D TTHNT 5. EEREHEOHTD
(RN T > A TRERL A 8 Y747 112 B BREE FIM %2 FIM 45 & WA ASA H T w59, Brfikkng
BAERICFHET 2 FMA THWEKTH NI, HEARBEZPLE LA MAS bW e %57,
Brauver 51X, UV NEYF—2 a3 YHITABEL7ZMEREED MASB1TIHEH, ERVEEB LD
AEHE, HEEBET 99%, MRS AR T 333% ST TH B EWE L TwDY,
= Trunk Impairment Scale : TIS

JEAL 2 HUL AR RE 2 BFM S 2 B 0T, B X OB NT VA, ARSI S B WS
L. WAEHRTIE, FREMS S o RGO B)EE & TIS OBIMIEH - A PEE B o & 12 Bk 2538
HHNY. 10m #H47, TUG & TIS AFHEAHE L, FAC, FIM IZ2WTIZZZ &N T TCT 12



MATTISBIYNG > 2% MA S Z L THRERBDI LT 52 BN &k, BEdE
H 162 14T - 72 TIS O Z LA TIX, BB NT Y AT A7 — VIR REH Y,
BRI N T ¥ A AR 7 2 — VL ONERR LIRS Tw B,

m {83 bO—JLFT A M (Trunk Control Test: TCT)

FRY, RE LAY, BEARF R SO FMEH TR S Tw Y. BESS 1 EMUNO
TCT B EA S BRITOHVERFNTETH 2. Veebeek 512k % &, TCT OFH 4 DWlINT ~
A% 30 F I HE & Motricity Index (MD) O RSB 25 25 S UL L DAL, 6 22 A% OS5 H
VA B EMEENTWASY, Duarte 512k 5 &, ABiHEo TCT #54 & BEe# 0 FIM, A1,
10 m AT & OBLEVEA i ShTw b,

m 3k

1) Lord SR, et al : Sit-to-stand performance depends on sensation, using the motor assessment scale on admission @ a prospective,
speed, balance, and psychological status in addition to strength multisite study. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2008 ; 89 : 1061-1065
in older people. ] Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci 2002 ; 57 : 9) AR, B RS ORREEE R & ARATICB U B ki o B
M539-M543 & L O FAEFEIR 2016 ¢ 31 : 445-450

2) Buatois S, et al : A simple clinical scale to stratify risk of recur- 10) Verheyden G, et al : Trunk performance after stroke and the re-
rent falls in community-dwelling adults aged 65 years and older. lationship with balance, gait and functional ability. Clin Rehabil
Phys Ther 2010 : 90 : 550-560 2006 : 20 : 451-458

3) Guralnik JM, et al : Lower-extremity function in persons over 11) Verheyden G, et al : Investigating the internal validity of the
the age of 70 years as a predictor of subsequent disability. N Trunk Impairment Scale (TIS) using Rasch analysis : the TIS 2.0.
Engl J Med 1995 ; 332 : 556-561 Disabil Rehabil 2010 : 32 : 2127-2137

4) Mong Y, et al : 5-repetition sit-to-stand test in subjects with 12) Collin C, et al : Assessing motor impairment after stroke : a pilot
chronic stroke : reliability and validity. Arch Phys Med Rehabil reliability study. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry 1990 ; 53 : 576~
2010 : 91 : 407-413 579

5) Loewen SC, et al : Reliability of the modified motor assessment 13) Smith MC, et al : The TWIST algorithm predicts time to walk-
scale and the Barthel index. Phys Ther 1988 ; 68 : 1077-1081 ing independently after stroke. Neurorehabil Neural Repair

6)  PHHIGEEE, b AR R R o J AR B RE ) 0 BB BENEGLIC D W 2017 : 31 : 955-964
T, PRERDFEAE 1998 0 13 ¢ 73-78 14) Veerbeek JM, et al : In accurate prediction of gait in nonambula-

7) AERETES, M EENEPEEICB S AR 1 2 H KO Motor tory stroke patients possible within 72 hours poststroke? The
Assessment Scale & BRI FIM & o B di—{RAH B 002 & 58 EPOS study. Neurorehabil Neural Repair 2011 ; 25 : 268-274
Bt BHSAEERA2 2016 5 43 1 236-240 15) Duarte E, et al : Trunk control test as a functional predictor in

8) Brauer SG, et al : prediction of discharge destination after stroke stroke patients. ] Rehabil Med 2002 ; 34 : 267-272

BQ 7-4 REHBREICHT HHTESD - BBMHEHRE LTED KD LFFEE
BEhHsH

10(5)m H1TEE (Maximum Walking Speed : MWS)

TN AE L COMHBESIEFICE . RTHEEICOWTIES5m, 11m & EHe AL 575
BEORHRILEBEPSENTIZIOmAHA SN, KESIE, ETEREhEREZHE LR T
LU 72458, BARBAITHED 20 m/5 D L CRbEL EoRE, HoW), BERRLRIT % & ORRES) %
LT HiELTwa?, K513, Bl(Barthel Index) A% 100 MICH 4§ % $ik ADL REE 8 mibl
Lo 5m EARBITHEEMNT56 m/5ThHAH I LR, K ADL & 5m RAKBRITHEIZD W TIEDOMHE
MERZRDLZ R RELTVAY.

= 6 2ESHTT A b (6-Minute Walk Test : BMWT/6MWD)

6 B 72 B D O BB A RE R H ARG CTOMBATRE 2 53l 5. 6 232477 A i Func-
tional Ambulation Category (FAC) 2 27 & &\ AHB A 2. #ATHEEIC B 53 % %25 & i 54T
25, BENT L LT Fugl-Meyer ®3E&) 2 2 7 7 & (F1Z Berg Balance Scale 28Il St TH D,
FHRIZB% EWESNTVEY. 2B, 25HOMELH 5.
= S{THERE 5 8 (Functional Ambulation Classification : FAC)

BEOBIRIEZ M 272 0B EINIRETH L. 0CGRITARE) ~5CGRTHY) T2 40T %
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BQ

6 BB REECIR IS 2 7 2 D TH BT, NPRRLEM ORI, REHRIT R L0 | % Bl
5. BESIE, AR EE 50 BB A FAC &N » 6] - ADL BfE & ok, MEfTco
FIRPEICRE Lf%ﬁ*%ﬁb‘%@ﬁﬁi'i%*ﬁﬁbfc. Lt 5 %12, Berg Balance Scale (BBS), FIM &
B ESA, 10m A THEEZNE L, ThENPEED Lo ERMBEZ R L7 1CC 1 0805
THYECEZR LY. Collen 51&Z DI, KOO L HICB WV TSI WD L,
F724 L BF QMR L TRIFDEEZHE LT3,

= Timed Up and Go Test : TUG

B EASY)  BERAT - = U R EOBIN LR NT  AREIEHII L LCTED T S, B O
WRNHREEL LTHRZ 5N TS, Podsaidlo 5 D#AFIZ X % &, TUG & Barthel Index DA
BwEEINTws, T, BEESEEO TUG I 10 BLUHNICETT 5 2 EAHET, 20 BLLINTH
WIZBARATITREE ShTwb”. Shumway-Cook DHFHIZ X % &, TUG Ol ) 2 7 Tl 7 »
P 7R 135 TH D, TORERHREICONWTIE, 87% EIFFHWICHEL, BEEIBIT L7 —
FARENTVEY,
= EhEE1TEE T X b (Dynamic Gait Index : DGI)

BTSSR 2 IEOBITEICOWT, BT 20N TH 5. BSOS IE, HEMS X
OBERERDRBUC ABE L T 2 M EHLL EOSAT L XV o A s 3% % 5512, DGI & BI & ORI
EOHBBFRDED SNz &R LA (r=082). 72, Lin 54, 44kEILG 18EE H o DGI(H
Pl 13 50) & 52 HHOBL L OBICIEOHBBEAREZRDIZ &2 HE LTS (»=075). DGI I3,
Functional Balance Scale (FBS), Timed Up and Go Test(TUG) & O M ICHME MR ZED TV 5
(FBS : »=0837~0.844, TUG : r= —052~—-0538). 72, 10 m PediAfr#EE & o I b+ LR
EROTVD (r=068~0835) 7.
= Rivermead Mobility Index : RMI

BRLBEICHET 57 A T 15 HH OITEIBIEE S ST 2 — KLl T A b Thap™ ™. 72751,
IREEICB T 2 MEED 2 ST v, Feil 2 Sl P MlE s 2 LB L L v, FC 25l TdH
D, Bk BB CHEICET SRS, HH 1~15 122 TEHEARINT 5 15 HH O REE IR E
7280, MRRICED 2 LA

w 3R
1) M B, CPHEFE  mARHTEE. b ¥, M) - BRREE tional mobility for frail elderly persons. ] Am Geriatr Soc 1991 ;
fili R A A P —38)5 & R AR A >~ b ppl27-133, 1 W BE i H 39 1 142-148
£, 2003 10) Shumway-Cook A, et al : Prediting the probability for falls in
2) REAEE, M AT B E o BB & R ATRBE O . ) community-dwelling older adults using the Timed UP & Go
MNESF 1991 5 28 ¢ 541-547 Test. Phys Ther 2000 : 80 : 896-903
3)  KEkFEA, Al GBHRERAC X A EMER A O K ADL & 11) BEHIEEA, b BB M B #1235 1) % Dynamic Gait Index
KBATHPEZDOWT, FHIEDOAAR 1996 © 7 1 69-71 LBERERE S, N T v ABERE ROV H B AIGIGE) & o B, BREERES
4) Mehrholz ], et al : Predictive validity and responsiveness of the 2008 ; 19 : 20-24
functional ambulation category in hemiparetic patients after 12) Lin JH, et al : Psychometric comparisons of 3 functional ambula-
stroke. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2007 ; 88 : 1314-1319 tion measures for patients with stroke. Stroke 2010 ; 41 : 2021~
5) Pohl PS, et al : Influence of stroke-related impairments on per- 2025
formance in 6-minute walk test. ] Rehabil Res Dev 2002 ; 39 : 13) Alghadir AH, et al : Reliability, validity, and responsiveness of
439-444 three scales for measuring balance in patients with chronic
6) Holden MK, et al : Clinical gait assessment in the neulologically stroke. BMC Neurol 2018 ; 18 : 141
impaired : reliability and meaningfulness. Phys Ther 1994 ; 64 : 14) Collen FM, et al : The Rivermead Mobility Index : a further de-
35-40 velopment of the Rivermead motor assessment. Int Disabil Stud
7)) EAGEEAE T, Al W7 B2 B 1 % Functional Ambulation 1991 ;5 13 : 50-54
Classification O A I - /B OBES. B 2011 5 19 © 21- 15) i EsfHi—HE, b : Revermead mobility Index HARMKDIER & 2D
24 RHIZOWT, #EY 22005 5 33 : 875-879
8) Collen FM, et al : Mobility after stroke : reliability of measures 16) Forlander DA, et al : Rivermead Mobility Index : a brief review
of impairment and disability. Int Disabil Stud 1990 ; 12 : 6-9 of research to date. Clin Rehabil 1999 ; 13 : 97-100

9) Podsiadlo D, et al : The timed“Up & Go” : a test of basic func- 17) Hsieh CL, et al : Validity and responsiveness of the Rivermead



Mobility Index in stroke patients. Scan ] Rehab Med 2000 ; 32 : 140-142

HEEEDH B D

® Glasgow Coma Scale : GCS

kb EoZ Bl E LT, FIRE), RBRSHOLWV), EBEIS (M) 0 3HHE 2 % L)L
AT TRAATILZbDTH L. HHOAH LA THlZ4T) S L 2EplE 2> T b,
BAEAVNS WIZEEEZ/RT. — 121 GCS 13 ML L2 E, 9~12 a2 W EHE, GCS 8§ LT
RENE LSBT A 6 LT IBRINEEE, BB E 2T ARSI ERTA RS
£ > 2015) T, FHIMERPMAILHEAT JCS 1 Hi& ¥R, GCS TIF 15~13 MY T 2. 72,
BRTEARA U THNEDNRR DL Z WD DY,
= Japan Coma Scale : JCS

P OREZ 3BT, SOISHHICHHELERNFMTH LY. 3-3-9E R LS
b, LYPETRERBSOEZPHEABETHIAHEH SN TS, IR EETIE, 1H(,
235 L1310 8ha”. BWELERERAZFIIE 20, 30,100 FTTHI T EddH b, 72751, 3
EBRETCERER D B BT REMEAES <, WPk 2By ROM MEFRIC & &% Y. FIEFI T, BFEIL
NV RBTE LD, BIER TEMREBTRRANE, KiEZHE) B, HEPHL %5, 72,
PR L 72235 ORI ET 57,

B ) yFEY KPR - $#8B AT —)(The Richmond Agitation-Sedation Scale :

RASS)

FEHHEBICBIT 2RI N E ) 7= 3 T, RABBOER, M, TAZEHOLDD,
¥ - SEFREEM Y — V. Confusion Assessment Method for the ICU(CAM-ICU) & Ot %, A D
ZFflli Behavioral pain scale (BPS) 7 & & —#8IZ5FI3 4. FHABER R 51 2> © ORI 72 38 B BH i 2k
#1k, —2<RASS=Z1TH5%. -3LUTFEF v v VHBMNRLMEES. WTFELIANEY) F—T 3 Vi,
-125 1 THHT 5. 2<RASS=<41Z, BEOWIAH T IISEERMG WL S5, [Pain,
Agitation, and Delirium (PAD) %4 N4 »]TlE, Wi —-1~-2, ROEHF-3~-5 HHL
TELHEVTVAED0, HESEEEE -2~0 L LTWwa", —3LIFTId, MByig L B v Bt
WEZITIY. UNEYF—Y a3y A8y 7R TRIHMIETEX 2V, EMCHHEM, 2512133
FIRG & OHEDPIKYITH 5. FARRLE TEISHHEL, &< TREPOBERNCZ Y.

I BQ7-5 MERBREZICHTIELRE, TE - @HOFEELTENESE

m 3k

1) Teasdale G, et al : Assessment of coma and impaired conscious-  7) ¥R WM R BB O ) 2 7 FH, R 2012 ;
ness : a practical scale. Lancet 1974 ; 2 : 81-83 39 1 135-140

2) FHARMM, b Glasgow Coma Scale, Japan Coma Scale, Glasgow — 8)  FIEfikW] « IMA T ofE L ) 2 7 458, FRMER, (i) - 21
Outcome Scale, Disability Rating Scale. [ /& VU 7~ 2005 : 14 : B () — ) RSB AR A, 85 2 B pp30-43, R4 BE,
1040-1044 2018

3) FARWISC: 5% D MBIIRMMEZNC X 5 K HBET I S5R  9)  WRIH  WEkEEE - 2R IRE oM. W, ) - U
SC(H) - AR~ = 2 7 V. pp83-100, FE{LAL, 2006 E) 7 — g VIEPETYE, R ppd9-64, btk 2019

4) HARBAERESWATT A K74 Y RASZER)  HABEM Y N 100 HAREPERESS @) - I ANE) 57— 3 v ofsbimk
) 7= a >y WEERITA N4 2 2015664 2019 HFIE]. He e PR REIC O W BERIC BT 2R N T - 3
pp285-286, Tl 2019 ot/ (I SORGE S PAR N DS PP ST R 8

5) ML WEkkEE. HRME MG - BR OB ) - X pp26-32, PEEIEMINL, 2017
&) i, 45 2 . pp94-101, EE&E#EBE, 2018 11) Barr ], et al : Clinical practice guideline for the management of

6) RKHEHE, b BEEREE P Lo R0 il G — R o =81 (R pain, agitation, and delirium in adult patients in the intensive
3B oW HEMEIZ D W T, NoShinkeiGeka 1974 ;5 2 : 623-627 care unit. Crit Care Med 2013 : 41 : 263-306
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12) Yamashita, K, et al : Effectiveness of new sedation and rehabili-  13) IWFHEK, M T NE Y F— 3 > OFE & HERELO%
tation methods for critically ill patients receiving mechanical B FREET 7 2016 5 15 : 90-93
ventilation. ] Phys Ther Sci 2017 ; 29 : 138-143

I BQ 7-6 RiFhBHICHT B EBSHEFME L TEDKI LFHMIEELHZH

® Fugl-Meyer Assessment of Motor Recovery after Stroke : FMA-Motor

FMA (BRI % ol & U728 BERE S 720 T {, KRB 22 R A 2GR TH 5.
LAL, shRHEbee LTk, B TR oSSR % St LTir) 2 L 2% v, sy
FoFHIL, EPZOEEREDHARNIE L &I L7, Brunnstrom Recovery Stage ¢ i# &)
BEMAANTY LY, HAZ, EEHEHZSRICL2REZFMT L2 L2 BRI TWS. Bk
BHEIIRAANS LTV ARWY, RIS hTw 5.
® Motricity Index : MI

FETR M2 D FEHEZHE - T 0~5 B % £ 72 Medical Research Council( MRC) # W TE%
ENTWE, FREZFEIA vFoTay 220F 385, KT 2HAP DR W20 MR TRT
TEXLIRETH DY, WA R OB B O F T 12, T IRE & 2 & a0 Rk
REWCEHELZDOTHY, MBHEEZETZ, ETHE&~ 100 S ETHREINTH L0 THVBR T
\/\4),
= JIL A O—LOKKHFEREERRESIE (Brunnstrom Recovery Stage : BRS)

EIE, T8 TG EBIRREONEE 6 BBIC ST R R TH 57, E PO RR oo,
MHMEE LTidENTW 5. FMA-Motor ¥ Chedoke-McMaster stroke assessment 72 & DX — 2
ELCEDaA T MILCAMONT WSS, FRHWEME L LTomHEREMIEE 2. =
A&, AR BRS L EH IS 2 MM H S & LTwah. ZAYIEBRS & BEOHITHE
NOBGEMIZOWTRRNT WD, RN 2B T L7720 0T, Rt R Mg X v &
TR T AL LT3,

B F 1 RNy y—v U7 AE—RiFEPFEE (Chedoke-McMaster Stroke Assessment)

B E QIR & LC, b - TGRSO IR b 5 5. BEN, BEHO
FBMEA T, FIM B XU FMA & OB S 0, FHEME e 42 ME ST 5Y. ADL §Hf
HETH 5 Bl EOBRIEIC VTR STV S,
= 1 EEl (muscle strength measure)

SEHPEEBER I X AIIET, IS, AETEE ZHRICHEITHY, FEHTOH v
FA 7R Y b & EMEARG JE 0973 Nm/kg TH 5 LM LTwa"Y, MAEREZZRICL
TR T, NY FANVKFY A FEAXA=F =12 X 5% & motricity index & D15 52 =V AHEY
DAHSN7Y . BV R ORERIE, RERIER, LRI o R S B 5 B TR B A
BoN, FEMEAGEH S Y, BB 283, E 0% - B2 EROD. F72, I
M L D [H7, [ By L REEB O 7 Ehk 2 RIREY D 5. % L OERREYEIE TIE Mo-
tricity Index X° SIAS T ) HiRTHH 2 B EITRET 5 2 L%\,
= BIEFn] BhiEAIE % (Range of Motion : ROM)

M2 BT A BE, RRBEM 22 Tk e S IERMBEM L EIIL, o EfT). F /-,
ADL & ORIHEA & %380 H I L3 2 BEHE g ROM 23048 L Th < Y. 2R P IR 4E i 1 60 DL oo
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MEDVPL VDT, FRMOFEMBOEEL, TOMEMESMEL Z22RET2ILIRYTH
W BAEELS VSR TV 013, HABEBARSEE L BRI NEY 57— g v EEEH T
BIFOR L OICHERE | LTHRELZDDTH B,

" e ERERE (peak VO,)

HHFHEO 7D DEMHRE L LT, Py FINYR, T Tx— 3" TH L. @HEOEM
DT SN VEB B ENSIBRMEEOBZEIHF LT, FHERI v T x—5 s FIH IS, #
(&, ZE R U CHRRARBIE O B A B R O 22T 5 X, BEHIGE 2 SR
MiakER A G L 7. FEMER R T, EAREEZ ) R 7 FHRLEE LT O 720 O BB B IZISH T
XL WREMEZ IR L Tw B Y.

w3k
1) Gladstone DJ, et al : The fugl-meyer assessment of motor recov- PT ¥ % —7)V 2003 ; 37 : 654-660
ery after stroke : a critical review of its measurement proper- 11) Cameron D, et al : Criterion validity of lower extremity Motrici-
ties. Neurorehabil Neural Repair 2002 ; 16 : 232-240 ty Index scores. Clin Rehabil 2000 ; 14 : 213-227
2) Chae ], et al : Upper limb motor function in hemiparesis : con- 12) Eng ]J, et al : Reliability of lower extremity strength measures
current validity of the Arm Motor Ability test. Am J Phys Med in persons with chronic stroke. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2002 ;
Rehabil 2003 ; 82 : 1-8 83 1 322-328
3) Demeurisse G, et al : Motor evaluation in vascular hemiplegia. ~ 13) 4¥#Z, b : HH#AEWEHE(ADL) & ERHRE A€, b
Euro Neurol 1980 ; 19 : 382-389 () : SNTTE2Y Y F OFEEHE pp27-33, HiLE,
4) GERAIA EBEEOFMI—) N T — ¥ 3 YIIB A E@N 1996
HEE A AN = AL 2EE2010 ¢ 34 1 279-281 14) PE0YeI, b HEHE R AR NI B B I B o) B > v T4
5) Brunnstrom S(3) - A MBER, MG « v ks o> 3 B 95 i & B2 k. HAEESRE1979 1 53 ¢ 275-291
pp38-62, EEHEMIER, 1974 15) HARYNEY 77— a YRFLFHIIIEER H & 0 BB R
6) AR L WA O PR FEATEE A RS, B R ek 5 ONSHEDE. ) N EEF 1995 ¢ 32 ¢ 208-217
1987 : 21 : 710-715 16) AT, 1 : Anaerobic Threshold 7> & & 7z i IfiL 4 i 5 I o
7 EH A A B B AR & Al BRI ER A 2007 ¢ BAOEGFAIEHOBES. #4122 1993 1 21 : 585-591
22 1 33-38 17) g G, Al AR 3‘3 ¥ AT LX)V ToOLHFEAT
8) Gowland C, et al : Measuring physical impairment and disability RO R—HAETE & BAEREIC B 2 S, U NEES 1998 5 35 ¢
with the Chedoke-McMaster Stroke Assessment. Stroke 1993 : 485-490
24 : 58-63 18) Monga TN, et al : Cardiovascular responses to acute exercise in
9) Valach L, et al : Chedoke-McMaster stroke assessment and patients with cerebrovascular accidents. Arch Phys Med Rehabil
modified Barthel Index self-assessment in patients with vascular 1988 : 69 : 937-940
brain damage. Int ] Rehabil Res 2003 : 26 : 93-99 19) F 3T  RACH R R O JEARBY PRI B 9 % ) A B Y 1
10) rHHEZE, Al AR S 2 R R IRl & b L —= > 2 28 U NES 1996 ¢ 33 1 49-60

1BQ7-7 BixsSHICHT 2HRERFIME LT EDLS LFMHILIES 55D

= Modified Ashworth Scale : MAS

BE O % MBI B 2 L 22 OB 2 AT % 6 BeBERFi T4 4. Bohannon 5" 13 iAM
B30 AW, NEFHEHOMEELZ 2HOMETHFML-E 25, —3%F 86.7%, Kendall's
tau R 81% 085 & BIFCTh o 72 L iR T W 5. Gregson H21E, 32 % D MMAH BE O B 12 B
W, kB EIE 084 LikR7z. £ 512, Gregson HYIENBEIRMHICINZ T, TSR, L
SR ORI 2 47V, kRS ENRZN 077, 084, 051 & JEBIEIEIER T % B € X WEEMEAE S
N7z, —7, Blackburn 53R EZOMEER, © 7 A%, KERVUEG % 0 412 modified Ash-
worth scale DN, WH B OB Z FR7HER, BN TIHHEDE D5 7225, MEH TIX
EEZE S 72 LW LT 3. MAS OPIMEIIERICE VA, BEEC OV TREGHm TH 5.
= Modified Tardieu Scale : MTS

5 SRR & AR L IR A ER OB M TR T X IR TH 5. I R E B E O LB

BT & kP50, MTS & MAS O BIME & Miad L72F%E T, SV HIB 2 B T 5. MR

BEICBWTHRIRITELZBD LW L, MR 2 WH§ 2 8La Toh A CRMEEN DG
MRER MRS Z B E LA Ly F o 74 E) &, FEMRFNERE 2T 281 E TN
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A Gt~ ORERTE L HREN K2 HIE LA MLy F 0 7k &) o)A ZEIZ MTS 2w
BIENTERLY, F72, KV XABWEORHFHEICBNTMTS ZHWTEITAI LI12X D,
AR L AR A I EZ OB CIHRROR RN ER T 2 e TE BY.

w iR

1) Bohannon RW, et al : Interrater reliability of a modified Ash- 06 ML A s S RV B ) B BB T A o0 BN, BRARE iR
worth scale of muscle spasticity. Phys Ther 1987 ; 67 : 206-207 2006 5 33 : 53-61

2)  Gregson JM, et al : Reliability of the tone assessment scale and 6)  ArINRAT, AL R ARSI S A I A R R R
the modified Ashworth scale as clinical tools for assessing post- RN G- 2 B R IEAE 2 AL Lo RGABRC X 2 fiie R & 7 B
stroke spasticity. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 1999 ; 80 : 1013-1016 TS oM. FAREEAE 2008 5 35 ¢ 13-22

3) Gregson JM, et al : Reliability of measurements of muscle tone — 7)  ArPIMIAT, b o TR S0 R A1 BRS04 e 56 IR 9 A
and muscle power in stroke patients. Age Ageing 2000 ; 29 : H ORI R—H 7 70— T oM, BRSO B AR
223-228 1 & B M. BeAeii Al 2009 5 24 599-604

4) Blackburn M, et al : Reliability of measurements obtained with 8) Aydil S, et al : Effectiveness of multilevel botulinum toxin A in-
the modified Ashworth scale in the lower extremities of people jection with integrated treatment program on spasticity reduc-
with stroke. Phys Ther 2002 ; 82 : 25-34 tion in non-ambulatory young children with cerebral palsy. Med

5)  HrAAffF, b : Modified Tardieu Scale o [ifi R 1947 F Pk o Mg — Princ Pract 2019 ; 28 : 309-314

BQ 7-8 RZFEPBREICHT HIHAEBEEFMEE L TED KD LFHEERD
HadH

m Scale for the Assessment and Rating of Ataxia : SARA

FARBE, SEERE, WA SR SN2 HH, BAFH0 HoEBRRORETDH 5.
SARA O, #47H I, Berg Balance Scale(BBS), ADL & @M AL, AR & 4 <
BB ENBESENTYS™, Choi 51X SARA &1 v b+ 7 K A4 ¥ b A% 8 5 Tk [ 7 (&
88.2%, FFELPE 85.0%), 11.5 miCIM AT B UKEE 920%, JFHIE 862%) L LT3

m 3R

1) Choi SW, et al : Evaluation of ataxia in mild ischemic stroke pa- ~ 3) LI HEK, i : Scale for the Assessment and Rating of Ataxia
tients using the Scale for the Assessment and Rating of Ataxia (SARA) % JH 72 A v 5 S8 ) 2k 3 5 58 3P 0 A7 P LS D
(SARA). Ann Rehabil Med 2018 ; 42 : 375-383 W A 2013 5 35 ¢ 418-424

2) HIEK, Ml WEYLETEZ ) AR EF IS8 28k% 4 Kim BR, et al @ Usefulness of the Scale for the Assessment and
%P3 5 E#REE SARA, FIM, BBS, FACT & otk Bk Rating of Ataxia(SARA)in ataxic stroke patients. Ann Rehabil
iR 2018 5 33 : 251-254 Med 2011 ; 35 : 772-780

BQ 7-9 MZFEHEBEHEICNTS DD - ERFME LTED KD LFHEEIEH B
M

» B2 S D RE (Self rating Depression Scale : SDS®)
IDODAL ) == ZIZHw LB ENE Y, HERARM I ORETH S, Wang 5713,
B H % 9 > (PSD) O e i & JERE 3 (SDS 40~) T BLICAH B4 % 5%, HAM-D € PSD HjE B
S 72E 2 A, NIHSS THH— FIA245 1%, BI T256 {5 ThH o7z L Wi L Tw5b. Sato 57
1X, PSD #% & JE9 0% (ND) BE ORI ZER 2 LKL, SDS 8 XU HAM-D T® PSD BH 2 2
7, FEIOHOATTEIN LEEICE P72 LTWA,. Herrmann 51, ABEHHZ 436 ADEE
ZEH L, BEFE %) DRI, 3 AR T 22% (SDS), 14ERER T 21% (SDS) TRO LMz L7z,
W oERIE, 3HAABLPLEHZRD FIM(r=-031, p<00001) LML Twi(r=-028, »p<
0.001)".
=\ M S DOFFAERE (Hamilton Rating Scale for Depression : HAM-D)
ERHG T DN TSI DHOLIERETH 5. J OWICALNS AR &EOFRGEIR, —
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ey 720 BAREIR, LR D HAREEIR 2 48 2 BHEMBER R D EIE, A% 7% EOREHHEIRZ: &8
ZFNTwA. HAM-D (21, #E bim$E (Structured Interview Guide for HAMD : SIGHD) 25BH %8
S, HARMSIGHD 122w Th, ZOFHMNE 2S5 IMEE ST 3. Vojtikiv-Samoi-
lovska 5912 X 5 &, BEFE, W EHZ D 81%A PSD & B S (HAM-D T8 5L L), 57H
$BIZH 67%23PSD o T 52 AR O BI OZALE (%) & HAM-D Ol 12 56 53 4 B B AR A
B SN (r=—-06969, p=0000). BIEIOTH2SHULEEZ I Y FLTVEDTHEESLET
HAHD, EHOHBEREARO SN TWA. Mutai 5713, EBMETHEZEORMNEL(1~34) 2 #
L, 15 OMHEE QOL (SF-36) A%, HAM-D & FIM 553V EEE2 Z T Tw A LM L Twb.
m {ZEZAEHE;E (Clinical Assessment for Spontaneity : CAS)

CAS IF, BEMOKTRHFREMERMO LX)V OFHli % T HE 72 R Y =TT 7200l Th 5.
MBER, B (B, BISMEM» SRS h, SREREMICEHES 22 AT Y. Mm%
IS 2 EHEEIA 7 — VTl FAEDSOMIBHTH > THOEMRT 27,57, F72, BT
B 5 HHWATEE OB A 77—V Tk, £RHES LONEHEERE D BEMIET 2R3, AF5kiE
B E AR CH BB REDHE AT ICB T 5 BRI T 2L TH L WS DH 57, BES
i, BRI T2 D SR TERMETA L WHEDIT S 2%, BRUIM»E L, RErEiE, BN BB
Hede, FIEkRE, BIUEMEIQ. TEEMERE. ADL OB BIFTH A I EEMELTWSY,

w 3ZHR
1) Zung WWK(ERZEH) - fH—, (0 ARBIER) : SDS®H 2 pression after stroke-results from a prospective study. Open Ac-
VB CRHIRE. =55 cess Maced J Med Sci 2018 : 6 : 824-828
2) Wang L, et al : Association of post stroke depression with social 7) Mutai H, et al : Longitudinal functional changes, depression, and
factors, insomnia, and neurological status in Chinese elderly pop- health-related quality of life among stroke survivors living at
ulation. Neurol Sci 2016 ; 37 : 1305-1310 home after inpatient rehabilitation. Psychogeriatrics 2016 ; 16 :
3) AR, b A% 5 O (Post Stroke Depression) (23 % 185-190
FRARE PR A M. RS ARl A2 4ERE 2006 © 108 © 906-916 8)  INEEIC—HE, Al EE - AR E MR A (SCAA, SCAS) DB 5.
4) Herrmann N, et al : The sunnybrook stroke study : a prospec- RN EEREF 2003 © 23 : 215-218
tive study of depressive symptoms and functional outcome.  9) B C—HE, A BEEEEEMAD (CAT) & A BRI (CAS)
Stroke 1998 ; 29 : 618-624 DL ZORM, ERIEERERT 2006 © 26 : 310-319
5) FRHIEW )  HAMD % v 23— v 300 b &9 DH IR 10) HEECER, b B RE B A BT 5 MAIRES R R S 2 o
J% (HAMD) ofgai L FIHOF51 &, BAMEE, 2014 el B AR 2 (CAS) O H A 3G AT YR A 4 — b % i
6) Vojtikiv-Samoilovska D, et al : Prevalence and predictors of de- LC. HYEFER&PIE 2013 5 47 @ 722-722

TED KD LFHEIERIH B D

= Mini-Mental State Examination : MMSE

FEAIRTE 2 3R O O BRVASRE I L L 2B TH 5. BRAVEDAZ ) —= v 7L LTHIG
HA3nTwa, Y, FE RERESICHET2EMEE THEINS. 24 JL LT ADL #i#H~D
PMBRRERE E O BNI/NE L, R ERAD L. LaL, 238U ToE1E, BBULATREARR
L7, ADL #BBEIMEOITREED B 25", WEE MCIEEE O v o 71l (27/28) H%7%
EENTWASY, Dugica HiE, UNE Y F—3 a3 v O F ) GREER O BI A3 80 Bl L % 7213 A
& DD 40 DL EEE) LaBRE, £ 9 Thho 2B~ T A O MMSE #5256 B8 < 0%
LhEE : 258+337, JeMBE 0 227+347, p<0001), APBil:od MMSE #4013 BEH o BIS M L A5
ZIEOHED D Y (r=0498, p<0.001), MMSE £ AEHBEZ O PHRIGERTTH S 2 & & i
LTwa?,

I BQ 7-10 MZEPFHICHT DHEWINE, BHBEA /- IRELL

21

%
1

=
B
%
L




BQ

n WETRA)IXE S HeEFE A 7 —I) (HDS-R)

BAGED A 7 ) — = AT, PrEREEE <, SlE O F R BRI A D PR S 7z il 7
FHIETH A, WIS T VYA v —HEEOBAREEKTICOWT, KTOMMICIZE VY
RGEEH & Vo 2 TR HEAEIEE) TADL) 2568 S, FRAIRRRIS T O &7 I W EFH P AR
Lo 2 HEARM HE AT E) (BADL) SREESNE 2L 2R LTWAD. BERMEEZZ IS L L
T, HATHSONNO 720 OMBEN 7 SN EOERO S v b & 7% RO AT, FREET
I35 T3 A3 RN D 25% DL I F 7213 HDS-R #4225 25 il Lo G223 2 & T, BATHHEMNT
XD HEMEE RIZL TV AY.
® The Montreal Cognitive Assessment : MoCA

MoCA &, FClE, ZERmRue), ZFITHne, 1)), H£h)), SiB LR YO 6 755 % G
L, EZ2ORAERICHTAAZ ) —= 0 FHETRIRZA LI ENTE d o7, BEOBMERERE
EEROFONLAZY) —= v 7HETH A", Pendlebury 5 id MoCA & MMSE O )5 % 413 %4 O
i Zd F 7213 TIA %o BEICHETT L, MMSE CTIE#H IR O 55 (>27) TdH - 72 58 % O F# A MoCA
TR E 2RI M Th o2 2 L 2l L72Y.

= X2k
1) Folstein MF, et al : “Mini-mental state”. A practical method for ~ 6) KHIEH, Ml WA T IRMLE S O BT H I HEE RT3 EN
grading the cognitive state of patients for the clinician. J Psychi- —RABERE MK T L2 B EZ W RICEDME. AV AT HE—
atr Res 1975 ; 12 : 189-198 o3 v EERIF 2012 5 1 : 93-99
2) ATFSFEL, Al 0 MMSE-] R AR R A —H AR Bk o % 7) Nasreddine, et al @ The Montreal Cognitive Assessment, MoCA :
Mk e S, RRANARLSE 2018 5 20 ¢ 91-110 a brief screening tool for mild cognitive impairment. ] Am Geri-
3) Dusica SP, et al : Stroke rehabilitation : which factors influence atr Soc 2005 : 53 : 695-699
the outcome? Ann Indian Acad Neurol 2015 ; 18 : 484-487 8) Pendlebury ST, et al : Underestimation of cognitive impairment
4)  WUERE], B ET RN S ARl A o — v (HDS-R) O by Mini-Mental State Examination versus the Montreal Cogni-
B EAERSEE 1991 ;5 2 0 1339-1347 tive Assessment in patients with transient ischemic attack and
5) VEI BE, A RRAE O BK BRI X 2K - ATEh O L T stroke : a population-based study. Stroke 2010 : 41 : 1290-1293

®J5#t. ] Rehabili Health Sci 2009 ; 7 : 1-7

IBQ741 REhEEICH T 2 LRSS LT ED &S L FMISENH
by

= Action Research Arm Test : ARAT

ERcRE AR & LTI ST W A EHIEFEEE T B, Chen 5"1&, Motor Activity Log(MAL) ®
amount of use (AOU) IZH} 9% ARAT @ Tl 19 % 24 1 1 o %5 B (moderate) 7° 5 B\ (good) (p =
062, p<0.001) & #H L TWw5b. Hsieh 5713, 57 % OE@BUEHINEREE 255412 LT, ARAT &
FIM OB H & OB ML 2 MGE L 72458, 59V BIEME(p =027, p<0.05) AVR S 7z 2 & & il
LCw5b. Lang 571%, 50 4O HAMNIMAE TS 21212 LT, ARAT & FIM 0#BHEHH & o
B HAE A MEAE L 725 2R, WSRO BIEE (y =04~05)2VREN/2Z & #3EF L T b, van der Lee
51, 56 %DM BE 3 RIC LT, ARAT & MAL @ AOU & o Bk 2 #at L 724
R, HEEORHEE(p =063, p<0001)2RENIZZZ EEZREL TS,

m fiizerh EBE 1% EEME (Manual Function Test : MFT)

A B o L IGEB R GE 2 B ERE S L SR T oMM 2 SEHIiT 5 O TH D, REEFNELD
R, THETN, BETE I ANEICHATE S, MFTIE7 A b®&AFRT, Manual Function
Score (MFS) i MFT O3 %2 7~9. MFS I, BRS MIEE <2 M2 o s~ B E B 4F i (Motor of
Age Test : MOA) & AL D 5. F 72 MFS 1, FSEB RS OREER ONEATE &, HEHIcH
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H MRS Y. MFS 2380 ML EICET UL, HEATRIEE CHATAEZ L XV EHETE
%% MESHEEMERE 7T 7 4 — VKD CHEBR T O T T APBER SN TB Y, BRERIE 2 R 1E%
HHRINDILHEATR ENT VDT,
= Wolf Motor Function Test(WMFT)

A B D EBORIEICIRL L 22 TH 5. $RAE, FATHER & Functional Ability Scale(FAS)
T 75 M TEBT 2Y. AMARICEIH 0BT OFI25 436~105 kb5 5 2 & &,
ZIHA D FAS OFI1553037~15 M3 5 2 L s ED A% & %501,
= Motor Activity Log : MAL

MAL & H % A2 B 1) 250 5% o0 EBIY 2 5T o BE (AOU) &, B AMEved &
(Quality of Movement : QOM) #[X % 7= DA TH 5. AOUIZH LTI, van der Lee 5V %5,
AN BT B R EERO B 5 i/ b (minimal clinically important difference : MCID) & L
T, S ARIBEOZLRED 05 MU EOZLE LTwad, AT 0B {bEZMA 52 LA H
BEp1o&7%4%. MCID Z2MHTIE, FTKRHOFERFMEFTI9M, FASTILO N, FEMEXTF
TI2HESNTHY, UHOHLLRZY,
= 55 L #EERRE (Simple Test for Evaluating Hand Function : STEF)

K=, ¥, af rrfehioEiEzle 52212k, RoEEiRE)), #hE o#
SR FBUYIERE IR T 28HiiTH 5. MZ LEAEREMAT R ARAT & OB TRIRD L35,
FIBCP R DB X A B BICIE, EALEBASERIF T A L WTiAH 5.

= 3Tk
1) Chen HF, et al : Rasch validation and predictive validity of the Tl WEIEERE, 2000
Action Research Arm Test in patients receiving stroke rehabili- 8) Wolf SL, et al : Assessing Wolf motor function test as outcome
tation. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2012 ; 93 : 1039-1945 measure for research in patients after stroke. Stroke 2001 ; 32 :
2) Hsieh YW, et al : Responsiveness and validity of three outcome 1635-1639
measures of motor function after stroke rehabilitation. Stroke 9) Fritz SL, et al : Minimal detectable change score of the Wolf
2009 ; 40 : 1386-1391 Motor Function Test. Neurorehabil Neural Repair 2009 ; 23 :
3) Lang CE, et al : Measurement of upper-extremity function early 662-667
after stroke : properties of the Action Research Arm Test. Arch 10) Lin KC, et al : Minimal detected change and clinically important
Phys Med Rehabil 2006 : 87 : 1605-1610 difference of the Wolf motor function test in stroke patients.
4) wvan der Lee JH, et al : Clinimetric properties of the motor activi- Neurorehabil Neural Repair 2009 ; 23 : 429-434
ty log for the assessment of arm use in hemiparetic patients. 11) Uswatte G, et al : Reliability and validity of the upper-extremity
Stroke 2004 ; 35 : 1410-1414 Motor activity Log-14 for measuring real-world arm use. Stroke
5)  FRUIEH, b REEREORE. LK - FEIEOIIR. P E— 2005 ; 36 : 2493-2496
() © WAEFR DY NEY 7= 3 v, ppld7-165, pp247-270, 7k 12) Lang CE, et al : Estimating minimal clinically important differ-
JFE)E, 1986 ences of upper-extremity measures early after stroke. Arch
6)  ARIIE, AR BB IR L R RE I O AR L. 1SR Phys Med Rehabil 2001 ; 82 : 14-19
#:1990 : 9 : 11-18 13) & B, Al 5 LR RERAEORME. B - P - 197408
7) PRBE—, AR ¢ AP R R (MET) SOT-5000-1 4> 197-204

BQ 7-12 MREFEPBHICHTHHFAZER[EROBREL LTED KD LFFEE
BEhHsDH

= TEIEERIRE (Behavioural Inattention Test : BIT)

AR ZE AR % GRS A 72 OIS S N T, @A LTINS I N TEBY, KE
HBIUOZNZNOBRARM T vy M 7805 5Y. EH S I134A KRR EF 24 112 BIT &
PER DML M B oAy, BRI, BERA) B L OFIM 29 L, ZORHEMEE A
7225, BITHEERIFEN ERAEDLMELT LTV (p<001). F72BIT & FIM 3@ E AT rs
=0.74(p<0.01), FTEIMREE rs=080(p<0.01) & A& R AHMZ R L 727,
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BQ

= Catherine Bergego Scale : CBS

ADL 70 & Pl Z2 MMM O FEEE 2 S C & 2 A CTH 5. BISHT M & H ORI A % F-li 3 2 078
KT, PSR ORI A, WEERL KT 57,

Vanbellingen & &, BZHP A EERIEE BE TRA R 5EIE 30 H DUNIC CBS % 906 C & 724 P Bk
B O LIEREGE OIS CBS OBl Rz iz, 6B%EO LIRS L oMEE2@E L. £
DS, CBS BIBE I FROBRENBE & A IS T2 2 ERWS L olz. 72, F4E 30
HLAIC CBS fZ245 5535 PR, #8771 13kg LE, Nine Hole Peg test 2547 B UL DA, 6
FAIC F B RE DS BAFIC IR L 72 3 LT a Y. RIS BT 5 A0G#P & CBS, BIT 7% &2
2 B ORI N v 7 1) — L OMBEARIH I TB Y, AGHIC BT D 20 22 3 S8 00 FEAf A
HHNAL. CBSIZEKED ADL Z3Hilli§ 5 720, HEKWNHEIITZ 5

m 3R
IOR - R S R o A NP SR PR (3 S NN (3 S Scale. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2003 ; 84 : 51-57
T xy—FIV 20135 27 : 6-21 4) Vanbellingen T, et al : Spatial neglect predicts upper limb use in
2) FEHIEKR, A f 022 AL B 3 % RRE AN 7 O MET-Be- the activities of daily living. Cerebrovasc Dis 2017 ; 44 : 122-127
havioural inattention test(BIT) & fit K DML _EMFE & @ JLRiRET. 5) Oh-Park M, et al : Severity of spatial neglect during acute inpa-
JEE Y IS KRR 2012 5 22 @ 23-29 tient rehabilitation predicts community mobility after stroke. PM
3) Azouvi P, et al : Behavioral assessment of unilateral neglect : R 2014 ;6 : 716-722

study of the psychometric properties of the Catherine Bergego

BQ 7-13 RZxPEHICHT S pusher BROFH & LT ED XS LFFHlHE
BEhH3DH

® Burke Lateropulsion Scale : BLS

TR - JEAT - AT - BT - AT L OBIEE H W T pusher IR O %479 . MuEW - A
EEEE bIcEY, WZMbTHENTEETH 5. BLS 1% AL, Fugl-Meyer N5 ¥ 2 H,
FIM EBEE & A OME2S, FERRBHE L EoMBEI#ME ShTwa?. $72, pusher BLIC
ADL BB MM T EY, fEEEREROMT ML S TWwDY. pusher HG 0 FFfik: % ik L 72 v
AFYTFA v L Ea—Tl& BLS O ZRSAMEIREL LT TV,
® Clinical assessment Scale for Contraversive Pushing : SCP

pusher GBI L, FERLRVAL, HAT% CEIEZ B L CAEliT 27, SRR L i3, 24
R - %Efﬁ@ﬁfﬂﬂ% ENTw3*?Y. Baccini 513, SCP & KB & O—3E 2 MFE L 72h T
Ay METEE SO LS50S EA L, SCP I X 550 IEfEMNEAS M L Lz E#HE L Tw
51
w 3Tk

1) Bayar SR, et al : Clinical examination tools for lateropulsion or case-matched controlled study. Neurorehabil Neural Repair
pusher syndrome following stroke : a systematic review of the 2008 ; 22 : 415-423
literature. Clin Rehabil 2009 ; 23 : 639-650 6) Koter R, et al : Clinical outcome measures for lateropulsion post-
2) Bergmann ], et al : Inconsistent classification of pusher be- stroke : an updated systematic review. ] Neurol Phys Ther
haviour in stroke patients : a direct comparison of the Scale for 2017 : 41 : 145-155
Contraversive Pushing and the Burke Lateropulsion Scale. Clin 7) Karnath HO, et al : The origin of contraversive pushing : evi-
Rehabil 2014 ; 28 : 696-703 dence for a second graviceptive system in humans. Neurology
3) D'Aquila MA, et al : Validation of a lateropulsion scale for pa- 2000 ; 55 : 1298-1304
tients recovering from stroke. Clin Rehabil 2004 : 18 : 102-129 8) Kotor R, et al : Clinical outcome measures for lateropulsion post-
4) Pedersen PM, et al : Ipsilateral pushing in stroke : incidence, re- stroke : an updated systematic review. ] Neurol Phys Ther
lation to neuropsychological symptoms, and impact on rehabilita- 2017 ; 41 : 145-155
tion. The Copenhagen Stroke Study. Arch Phys Med Rehabil ~ 9) {#R2 9, Ml : Pusher LR O 5¢4fi 7% PT ¥+ — F L 2020 ;
1996 ; 77 : 25-28 54 1 644-652

5) Babyar SR, et al : Outcomes with stroke and lateropulsion : a 10) Baccini M, et al : Scale for contraversive pushing : cutoff scores
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for diagnosing “pusher behavior” and construct validity. Phys Ther 2008 ; 88 : 947-955

RiZEREEICHT HERBREEFEL L TED KD LFEERDH
M

= IZ#EFEMEE (Clinical Assessment for Attention : CAT)

IRIRGEC & B EEREZ, 72009 757 A b SR DEEMICHRE - 5HET 2. bAEICE
W, TEEREEICHT 2SN REETH S, I - MR (Visual Cancellation Task,
Auditory Detection Task) TIZHLEIEHRULEE & BREERUHED 2005 5. INSDOWEICEDLDH -
eWh, FEBEOARGTIE L) BRI 2R Z - TEREE L T 2 EMENTH S L &8
NTWwb?. CATOH7F A F®D12TdHAH Span DA TIE, BEEME D HEMD AMEIETLT
WiLlE, EEAERERIVINELS Lo Tws LTSI, AERLIHO L TH —EIZ EADIFR
52559 BYMITEITAREEEINS. F72, Span WIFKREZMEIT R & ENLBFEOKME
OBFEMET LTwWhUE, HEEOFEI ) DHEEOSE - 2 - HIHEGE )RRt IcEENH L LD
EbNTWVAEY. %k, CAT OEM~ = 2 7 VICIZEFERED A B HEBEM 0@ I X 5362 7 —
FHYTFA LT EIHBWSNTBY, FEOMBUCELDY. AVE ORISR EBEHICBI 2 1E
EEEOWREB, S BT 2R L, 7075 A0EOBEITHIENTRTH LY. Ml
fEoEhne, BERMBEEOWENC, EEERESLEO L) ICHRL T2 02 METT 5 2 &A%
BThorLENTWVEY.
® Trail Making Test : TMT Part A, Part B

EEEEOFMEE T Part A & Part B O 2O S % 5. TMT @ Part A 1335tk ER
BIRMEEE Z, Part B3 SAUSI A CTREIRMEE R ORI S S 5Hli L Tw a7, Nl s g
XU CHBHEEEOW RO v b 7HZ TMT DA 76RO ZENTRETH S, HIHL-
B OV TEBEMEO AR ERE La VAT 4 v 7 RS EERL 22 25, TMT-A
PR S N7 v AHIX1.03(p=001), FEHBIZEIL 66.7%. FHEFFGKROSEEZIREEH L LT
TMT-A @ ROC i 2 K, AUCIZ72% CTHRE, #1 v A 7MIZ 1198 (& 1 55%, FRFEHE .
79%) Td - 727,
= 3k
) HARRBRAERE %2 % Brain Function Test KR & () - HA  5) BRIAHS, b : APENIBRERN ML S 12 5 2 MR S 0812

FEUIR BN 557 2 () © BT RS - B REAGRA S, 35 ST, M AL 23k 2015 ¢ 25 © 85-93

BLpEap R RRCRE, 2006 6) PEMEF, A e b o & BERAEEEO b 0SB
2)  hRSEI - BUEEEEMA. Ve ) F—Z 201356 ¢ 38-41 ¥ B WFE—IE R OBLE 2 S, A 2 2010 ¢ 38 1 1169-1174

IBQ 7-14

3)

4)

RIS, i FEEEEOYNE Y F— 3 3 P —HRII A 5.
Brain Med 2008 ; 20 : 321-326

TBEE—HR, A« BEHE R AR (CAT) & BEHE BEAKERAN: (CAS)
DFFE L Z O, HREFEREDF 2006 © 26 : 310-319

e ¥F %% © Trail Making Test(TMT). #HRAMAGH) : ) EY
F—YayiMiF—% 7 v 7. pb56, AR, 2010

WA, Al s I BT 312 350 2 A D P2 i A & 2T e
fili & ORI, =R RERF 2013 5 33 : 270-275
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BQ

HadH

mEAIOI 1245 -3 VEEHME(Communication ADL Test : CADL)

WA KFREMRA LR 2D, CADL ZHEEFEGE COFNG L ETh s, SHEEELZUNET S
1M R A (SLTA) IEZ 3% & CADL EAHR L OMIZiE, meMHBEAZRD SN TR, Mk
&, CADLOIIa=r—vay . LVERESRREOBBEZRE L TBY, BERRE (Al b
GU)DECBAFII 2= — v a YPEAMEH S NIZL XV A~5 D7 — A Th o7z LB T
w52,

m {EHEREEMEMTE (Standard Language Test of Aphasia : SLTA)

SLTA X, EINTOWRMMICEN, KRFEEOHFHERLERENE, RGN ENE AL LB TE L.
SLTADEEREFEM I I 2 =7 — 3 3 VigJMA(CADL) IEERIE, mWHBE»ZRO 5 hTw
Y. SEEMM(EL, RV ETUHEL, FORICEFGEY), HFEE QML L) EED
— I % T B 72 R AL E TH 57
= IZEE R EEMRE (Standard Performance Test for Apraxia : SPTA)

FATRE DNy 7 — & LCTHWON, ZOT4%%ET 5 TOBERREZ FEIZEHG$ 2 2
ENTE D, BEsEEIAT, BIaJAT, HEHEIAELT, HRET, WBEEEOMNTETH S

IBQ745 AR B I T BKE - £THRE L LTED &S L FHEIEED

= 3CHER
D BWBF, M KEHEOSHEEEL 33 2= —Y 3 YighoM R LS & B 4. JSRRIERFZE 1985 5 5 ¢ 709-716
HPE-SLTA 2 a3 A RN 2 NS R O R BB 4 HASKMNAER %42 Brain Function Test ZE & (#) - HA
HEMF 2013 © 33 : 253-261 U R R E 2y (i)« ARE R R R A —JATRE & Pl &
2) MR, M EH I I 2=s - g VRO RS & EREAL. LT, UGETH 2. HrBLpE At 1999

U NESE 1987 5 24 1 103-112 5) BT RATOHDTz. JEHERIYE 2002 ;22 1 225-231
3) BRSO Al RERE S MO Y8y — 2 -SLTA AT

h

m RITHEEREEE R EF D1T8)EEME (Behavioural Assessment of the Dysexecutive

Syndrome : BADS)

BATRERERE RIS X > TE U 2178 O I A HH 1 2 B33 W BERF G & i b Tl
R FEM§ 2 AT, AERIE LB b A S BES 7 XCHETE 5. S, HK
MR e bR o 38 44 = b7 BE & FERE ST IS0 L WAIS-R, RBMT, BADS, CAT, TMT, K% O
ANF A MORBEEILK L. ZO8ER, RGEVOAWTF A+, Tapping Span forward, Visual Can-
cellation Task 2, Memory Updating Test 4 span, 4T, BADS ERifibs s, BI1E 6 %
FHAII BV THBISIERITREDSAFURT 2R L, BIE 6 ERMRAIIMERER ) 2 EHRIIIS % &
% 2 57z (p<0.05). BADS 27 9 % F AT HE R 8 35 B [ 2 (The Dysexecutive Questionnaire :
DEX) ¥, —MICETHAMELEEL TAELLZ DS V—HOMEZIBRVIHT 20 I/ER Sz
0HHOHEMETH 2. BEL L HZHE=HIC DEX & Eifi L725Hlii L, BADS O#7 07 4 —
VBB L O TRRAES S & ZEOMBEARD STV 5BY,

IBQ746 EhEEICHT DEITREETFME LTED LS L FMISENH
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= Xk

D HRRCA, b BidRG# Ot SEURIRDE L gk, R, R E 2 SN % G - R R BADS 47 RE R EE R
TrtkneAT & OBIFR. R BERERT 2008 5 28 1 416-425 DOFTBYEEAN  HAKL BrBEE ki, 2003

I BQ 7-17 RFEPBEICHT BEEREL LTED KD LFEHEIELHHZH

= |)N—3X — N{TE1E218#E (Rivermead Behavioural Memory Test : RBMT)

HEAESTZ2 G L CREL § 5720, iEREEEDO ADL FLofMEZBL L), BH O
TEREE AT H F A 2 A TR 2T X 2", WHSE, 9 ST CIEEBICAIFELE. 7~
9 HTIHENIERENTHE) L3Rl A, 11~14 HTIEAS D ERE L W B#kdd->THH
Cli& 2314, 16~17 8l A L — ANTHPE LD LEEBEAER T I LWL 25 &b
RT3,

m ) 19 A5 —ERIEMREESETIR (Wecheler Memory Scale-Revised : WMS-R)

FlE A — O RLE, EEB X OEF T, SEWEE SR BEFRAEO 5 OO IS
L, ZNENOMEIOVTEHIT 2D O TH 5. BREEICKL DAL S HEANE LokEZFHT
X5%Y, EENEREESZ ORIICOVTOMETIE, BHHyEEO WMS-R O 5B Ak 57 5k
Lozl WEHDH B,

= ek
1) ARHEE:UNCBILT7T Y M LAFHIRERARKRY = 7 25— 3) WEET  WMS-R. #41722016 : 44 : 321-324
LM (WMS-R), HARRRY N— 3 — FITBIEL M (RBMT). 4)  HARER ¢ BRI EORE L FR—Y = 7 X 7 —ERE
[§FR 1) 2~ 2004 ;15 © 672-676 (WMS-R). FFEY 2~ 2009 : 18 : 433-436
2) MTEHELELT, Al RRGEREE (RECS) OAz—) N— 3 = FfF 5) At kSpE, i KB RERE E S OBk RIS BT B kLB
B A 2 W72 B e A7z & diic, BRI Y 2 2012 5 WA DA FPEICDWT, S8 2018 5 37 © 168-178
21 : 48-57

I BQ 7-18 MZEhEEICHT S ADL - IADL Sfi& LT ED &S 4 SfiigiE
DHdH

= N\—tIJL1 7 v X (Barthel Index : Bl)

BHRELBAT, MM UVEIER EHEASIES OERFIHIK - 7-MAET, BIERICBWTZOHEVOM
%, [T&2 ADLICHE§ 5. 10 JHH 100 AN L HETHVRT W EMSY0MEICLH 2
XIICHVICBIT 283 S ) X, BFoHVIEL, Al BEOHZZHELWT — A9 %
. HEIEE B ZBRONE, I FIER AR Y. Granger 51, AEFA 100 S TAH, 60 ATH
SEN, 40 HCRESA, 0820 ML) TEABEERT S LB RTWS. F72, BIELLIR
1260 MU EZENAIE R 20 EEED RAD HH, 40 HUUT 72 L BEhE)E 2 A% 3 2 W HEPE 134K
B EWMELTVEY. BREQ L PHBEETO~35 H2E, bEMIClET 555 AERBKE,
BHoOBANICE EFEHREDSD L. 40~65 HTIE, RN 7T 7Y —8ETO M VEIER
A 80%, AHATHALAKIER TR, AR AL 0% REICE EFE L. 70 mELETIE, BB
T85%, ABIRIFIZHMLERY, ZOFEMM N,
= #ERY B 3 E 51 fi% (Functional Independence Measure : FIM)

ADL#Hii & LTHROAHEINTVEHOT, FEEIZ[L TS ADLIOAB&E 23+ ii§ 5. EB)IH
HEZBAEADS 2%, EHEBZESED/ Y — O PERE > THB Y, 15713 Rasch f#HT %
v, &3, gk Y e — Vo BHVENE L, BEANOWA D REEOHSEE W E BTV
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5. F7-, APBERE FIM £ 00 & BRERE FIM 45301 & OMBDSE W20, b L —= Y ZBEKROF# T
VSN BYY AEPBE O ABENHZO FIM ZH\WC, i, aHE BEL BEE L ORR
A OREBAR & S 2 MG L7, FIM L, WHE—EMAH ), FIM 50034, &00HE BEE
ko TELH 72,

® modified Rankin Scale(mRS)

IR EZ OB TEZMET 55 DT, UNEYF—Ya iR bhnwr—2Ab &0, i
FHEHEEBIIECHH SN TS, mRSIZEEM 2 HHEES R, 50 7% 6 BRI 0 720,
BICERT— 7 DL ) R RHBGFRETRII SN Z L% v, BN TFHROBIEL LT, KIL
2HUTZHAZLANN, 3EUEZALANLVO LI ICHET A D% Kwon 513, mRS
% BI&RIHE TR L7284, 9%5=<MRS(, 1, 2) <100 T&» 1, FIM EBIEHAE ST 62=<mRS
(0,1,2,3)<91 LHIHTEBZ L Z2HELT VDY,
= Frenchay Activities Index(FAI)

F-BEH HH LG TE ) (IADL) 20 & A0 B B (APDL) % #F-fili 3~ % ##E T 5. TADL O AR
ELTREBEN - ZUMEAER S MR E LT, FAIASS RMEMICH 2. Wabe 51d, £ ) fEw
WHLAXLVEZRBEN TS EBRRTWSY, F7-, Functional Independence Measure (FIM) %
Barthel Index (BI) & OB i ST 5",

m 3Tk

1) Mahoney FI, et al : Functional evaluation : the Barthel index. 2001 ; 80 : 586-591
Md State Med J 1965 ; 14 : 61-65 12) Dodd TA., et al : A validation of the functional independence
2) IEMEA, b R EO Y N F— 3 3 Y1281 S ADL measurement and its performance among rehabilitation inpa-
AHI. #1989 5 17+ 689-694 tients. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 1993 : 74 : 531-536
3) Granger CV, et al : Stroke rehabilitation : analysis of repeated 13) Vemmos KN, et al : Prognosis of stroke in the south of Greece :
Barthel index measures. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 1979 : 60 : 14- 1 year mortality, functional outcome and its determinants : the
17 arcadia stroke registry. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry 2000 ;
4) Wede DT, et al : The Barthel ADL index : a standard measure 69 : 595-600
of physical disability? Int Disabil Stud 1988 : 10 : 64-67 14) Bamford J, et al : A prospective study of acute cerebrovascular
5) mEEE, b AN EEO ADL EREO . BE disease in the community : the Oxfordshire Community Stroke
222008 5 36 1 775-781 Project--1981-86.2. Incidence, case fatality rates and overall out-
6) Data Management Service of the Uniform Data System for Med- come at one year of cerebral infarction, primary intracerebral
ical Rehabilitation and the Center for Functional Assessment Re- and subarachnoid haemorrhage. ] Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry
search : Guide for use of the uniform data set for medical reha- 1990 ; 53 : 16-22
bilitation, version 3.0. State University of New York at Buffalo, 15) Kwon S, et al : Disability measures in stroke : relationship
Buffalo, 1990 among the Barthel Index, the Functional Independence Measure,
7)ok A, Al KBE - SEBEREIC B A NI R B o ADL and the Modified Rankin Scale. Stroke 2004 ; 35 : 918-923
TED T —HEREN B VLA (FIM) & VTl ) RS 1996 © 16) Holbrook M, et al : An activities index for use with stroke pa-
33 1 301-309 tients. Age Aging 1983 ; 12 : 166-170
8) Jeong S, et al : Formula for predicting FIM for stroke patients 17) Wabe DT, et al : Social activities after stroke : measurement
at discharge from an acute ward or convalescent rehabilitation and natural history using the Frenchay Activities Index. Int Re-
ward. Jpn J Compr Rehabil Sci 2014 : 5 @ 19-25 habil Med 1985 : 7 : 176-181
9) Sonoda S, et al : Stroke outcome prediction using reciprocal 18) Carter ], et al : Comparison of postal version of the Frenchay
number of initial activities of daily living status. J Stroke Cere- Activities Index with interviewer-administered version for use
brovasc Dis 2005 ; 14 : 8-11 in people with stroke. Clin Rehabil 1997 ; 11 : 1333-1338
10) Iwai N, et al : Discharge index and prediction for stroke patients 19) WeZHEWE—, il A€ ¥ H#H D ADL, SDL, PCI, CEL. A4 :
in the post-acute stage. Jpn ] Compr Rehabil Sci 2012 : 3 : 37-41 JEL A 2B e R B T AR IE ZE PEAF 78 O P 6 4 B
11) Inouye M : Predicting models of outcome stratified by age after DPD268-269, JEABEEE R B A E L FANIEIE, 1995

first stroke rehabilitation in Japan. Am ] Phys Med Rehabil

1BQ7-19 mixhEEIcHT S QOL FHEiE LT ED &S LFEiEEN 53D

= Medical Outcome Study Short-Form 36-Item Health Survey (SF-36)°
fERERIE QOL ZMET 2 BIHMRETH 5. MWEREDHFTIE, a7 7 4 VRIREOWHEY

REWCGETES, £/, TUREICZICHEMTHWAZEPREOOLNTEY, ¥—=F v 1 ed5

QOL DA DMENTHETH 5. TMREE FIM & OMBTIE, SHEREE MBSV, 20
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Mo FRRE & OMBIMENEZRT 2 e D527, ERER SR L BMEEZ 5L T 50
RFFEEAERMEL, BHEZFRPRBELNREIIOVTE, KHRREIRRHDO LN,
= EuroQol-5 Dimensions-5 Levels(EQ-5D-5L)

AR A ARSIV B QOL A (R AH) 2 T2 2 A TE 2", Chen 571, UKL
T—va k2T AMEREED FIM & QOL Ry HME) & o Z A TB Y, MBREAY NE
)7 — 3 VRETE 0255 130703 THAHI LEWIEL TS, 72, Golicki 5%1F, BI & &£HHH
DOHEZATBY, HR/NRIEB L ORE/ 5 S ERhAEDHBEREIMRWZ L Z2#HE LTS,
= Stroke Specific QOL Scale(SS-QOL)

Iz o QOL GFAli AR S N7z, HREFRURETH L. WHWRE LKL T, QOL Tl
W T OB R A AR R E, BERETEE O QOL KT oMt Tw2", HlHfEL FIM
(IR B it 2 R L 72

= 3k
1) fREE—, Ml T a7 7 A VR E (SF-36 % Hih2). b - 1996 ; 37 : 53-72
B, M) RO 720 QOL §F- iy K7 v 7. pp34-44, 5) Chen P, et al : Validity, responsiveness, and minimal clinically
R 2EdERE, 2001 important difference of EQ-5D-5L in stroke patients undergoing
2) SR RK, it ADL ) E2SERERIE QOL 1) MWD o ? — rehabilitation. Qual Life Res 2016 ; 25 : 1585-1596
B NE ) F— 3 3 VIR B E 2B A E. HIERE 6) Golicki D, et al : Validity of EQ-5D-5L in stroke. Qual Life Res
S04 2018 5 52 © 646-646 2015 ; 24 : 845-850

3) McHorney CA, et al : The MOS 36-item Short-Form Health 7) PR, Al AR $E) 2N 2001 5 29 1 709-713
Survey (SF-36) : III. Tests of data quality, scaling assumptions, 8) Lin KC, et al : Psychometric comparisons of the Stroke Impact
and reliability across diverse patient groups. Med Care 1994 ; Scale 3.0 and Stroke-Specific Quality of Life Scale. Qual Life Res
32 1 40-66 2010 : 19 : 435-443

4) Brooks R : EuroQol : the current state of play. Health Policy
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FARERER

2
1k 48 B} 3= (virtual re-
ality) Z BLV2U NE
r—<a>

Rz REE OEBHEOREZBHNIC, T4 70T 1 X—ICBRUHENZRBZEHICEN
TEERBZITORBEZIET.

FRERERE N —Z>
% (task-oriented
training)

BIRETHHEZRFT B0,
DBBERT.

REOHZEZREL LY O BRBECELLREZRELTT

HERNA A7 1 —K

FEBENMOAEREICKVEHAILT, TORCZHERLEHPSBFEET HaREZiET.

/\w 7 (biofeedback)
BB ZAEHRHIEE | EESIAREFRRTHIEICKLLT, MR, HOEBHERELIDETEIFHTHS. EFXAICHL

7% (proprioceptive
neuromuscular
facilitation : PNF)

T, AA=UN=YILEBAMIEREMA LD D, FREREEZBVOTHENT 2882175 FR),
UAIv Y - AZEVE—2a > (FREREZENRT BHMIC, REICEAEZMABFR) REDFHEK
PHEEERS.

BEIT—RKNvy
(visual feedback)

METEFSPEDUBEZNBORAEREICK VAL TZORERENICRE L BHASBFEET DEK
EERL, ROIEHTR)PETTRERESLED.

ﬁﬁ%ﬁ¢ . RiEE R B E R MR RORE S BMIC, TR RE) R0 L TH A SRz CERT 5 A%ER
imb activation +

training) :

RGERRN

(neuromuscular
electrical stimula-

BRZEME LZBRRBO—ETHY, HEIEHOBHIEICSSEPREREZENELLEOT
H%.

tion : NMES)
SREHRIK (vibration B Z= o Fr R DER BRI P EBRE DMTEZ B9IC, RREM ETRRICNA T L —&—Z BRI
stimul[]s) ZAALEY, RBTBTL—bDOEICEO/Y TSI ETEBREEDH L2 RS -8 DIREIRIHAE

(IR

A7YUw MNJL KN R
L v K2 JL(split-belt
treadmill)

MLy RIWT2ARDBIEL LNV NIAUANT EICERDTREETNENELE, EAOREEZELSE
BT EICK ) HITHEREZBNE LIERRB LU TN ERVBREZIET.

B I M B 5 FE = (per-
sistent vegetative
state)

BEMEHBEC . BR - MEICKVEBLDREICEDPDPDSY, IMPALILICHES, OBHES
TEe, OBNEBERTE, OERFERERE OBRKROLHZEETE OBHELUGLHUEOBTEETEE,
®818H 5V IEBHTED 6 BEZ M IREICH D DD Z L\ D (MHENEIER 1976). EBEMICHE
WREEDHWND. 2L, ZITR, ERERREICHD LD ICIEERHBEREIELTVLEOT,
MRIEZZ T ROBHEEISIMAZHE L THBKLE 1 DAL FHR L ERERFICRTREZT
L, FaENREDLNEEE.

R RERE/ %
(repetitive facilita-
tion exercise)

—MRLRECPEHORERFEET, ITEDIEZRT. MWELEFPEZRIEFIRBAR §HIL
TRERLUES (BRER) 2XRBR L, OICEHERETHIETEDERICHELRAMDPSERET
OFFEERERE - MLIDIEZBNELIERRETHS.

HEEFEE N Y K
MHEITNL—Z2T
(Body Weight Sup-
ported Treadmill
Training : BWSTT)

fLy RIER, FETTBENIRDOLEICED, NIV MOEFTEFRMARICEH K Z & TEFIPRICEY
TEUESLUTERD M-V ISR THD. RERFUTIERLEDSMB Y TN MEFRICEE
U, BETHIETHRED—WBERBIHEEDIC, BREIEFHLILRETILY NINZFERTES.

T B & E(ankle-
foot orthosis)

RRPFREZEDSHT ML —Z VT ICEAIND TREBAOSXIFSND TRERZIEL, TOERIEMH
DI

R TR E (knee- MMEFRREEOSRT N —ZV JICERSN D ARBASZHEIND THREEZIEL, ZOBEILM
ankle-foot orthosis) | H A,
AR BRI (ther- | AHENBTRIBEREE L, HH L IEREHBRERIRL THREHZNBIEDZETZO/HD

apeutic electrical
stimulation : TES)

REE
BEOBAULMIEERES S, FARICHERELOENET S N —2V I5AEIET. BESER
R, 22 THREELR

INT 2 ARE
(balance training)

BOEBBEIELY, RELEVTBIRENTVAZRIEHOIETHY, BEMNEFHEIIELE.

RN—ZERICEDL
Za—AaunNeg)F—
arr7O0—F
(neurological
rehabilitation based
upon the Bobath
concept)

1940 FEHICEEDRN—-AXRZBICKYRESINIAEBIE. SENT, BRMEERLL BERNE
T7A—FThY, BHOEHEIUHERZERS LEDOET, WRREZLOBEDNHDT—AIC
XUT, EBEECEEMEEZRARICERTSEDTHS.
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FsE R
KRB EICEZRBEL, FRERAL(T)BRICERERL(T)KROHEREERT, HEDPEMRERADNENT

SERE VB &S REE AR L CRRREOEE AT AR AR IET

AVBINTSIT 1 A | MEREREEDOZESSEOEEEZBMIC, ERICIIAEHHET, BEHELTODIA—JICLDT
(mental practice) BB mD B AEEZEIET.

HEE
(amount of No—Z2 0 (EEh) DEELRELIET.
exercise)

ORFAJANL—Z
>4 (robotic rehabil-
itation)

RiZEhF REEOREREICHENT, BHREOHEAAENLABTHREDOORY M ERA LA USHT
BEZTO ML —Z2 T %Y.

%
1

=
B
E
th

31



Clinical Question 1

FIE 48 RRELIAOMRMERBEICH L CEFEFRE

fTRAH

e [ BIE 48 BRI LINORMZAEHBRE IS U CGERREEITD L2 RH M E THR
5.

DHRBOSRMG )
- HIRERPEFREBHARELTVDHEEETS

O HEDRE | T EHELR OTETVADRE : DEEEICEHELY)
O kT IN—TIREHR
%Eiﬂ)&t:}iﬁ(ﬂ“% é’l%%l\)\tllif(?‘:@f% LBENA - Y#?ﬁi&ﬁjl %ﬁiil\kol éla%l\kf) s L
PR VHESE ST R X9 B ST HERE ST EHERE PR VHESE
0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 9% 0% 0% 0% 0%
CQ D#EmZER (PICO)
P (Patients, Problem, Population)
51 EEBRL Fiip HBEBRL
& - RRE FIE 48 BRI D fzEch ZDfth #HiICkL

I(Interventions) ~ C(Comparisons, Controls, Comparators)®D!) X p

| | RHA(SAE 48 BFRILIMI N A, REIBER COEFRE
C: 12X LBVRLIEHA LR VEZRE

O(Outcomes)DJ R b

Outcome DRE
o1 ADL g&hm E
02 QOL oM.k
03 7EB B EHE
04 SEBNE DYETT B 1 (BERAS A/ BEGL 1S R HA/ ST IS REEA/ ST RSHA) O E
05 HITHEAI DA £
06 WERE T
o7 HHERE TR
08 TR R
09 S DORE
010 BREORE

| e

fcanxsz

WZER B I T A8 50N ) F—2 g Vi, BHEBRO TR F 0BG - BE
BEZEETZZ EMONTWEY . —J, WEThOBBEHINE) F—2 3 VICELTIE 0
BRI TH L) A7 AR EINTWEY, 2070, BAEPA%IC BV TRIED S 48 KRR DL
MO RIHBLF L O RN R R et 2 MR 2 LEN D 5.
| 7> 20w

QWA Y —= v S THI ENFRIZRCT 2/ TH Y, 205 1#(n=243)"12BWVT, 2%



TFHFIVAIZHAD ) B, FIER 6 5 A TOISF-36 1281 5 HRKHIE D QOL ¥~V — 22
7 I[SF-36 i #ifo i QOL ¥~ — A 2 7 |[Barthel Index|® 3 THH CTHEEZAD/Z. LiL,
LIS EBHRTH Y, F—EHERAREHEEOFMOERTE T, NAT AV AZIFHEL T
%. FEIER 6 AR TO SF-36 (251 2 FARMMTE O QOL $< 1) —Z2 2713 MD 64, 95% CI
419~861(p<0.001) TH VY, FEiEFL 6 2 R TP SF-36 (12 BT AR HE D QOL <Y — A2
71X MD 70, 95% CI 449~951(p<0.001), FHEF 6 2> H K 5T Barthel Index & MD 125, 95%
CI 6.83~1817(p<0.001) & X HRBFICHRTHBE LRI EEZ R L 7.

ZDE», ADLOT7 ™ b7 AT 5 35 H %O Barthel Index B & U modified Rankin Scale,
QOL DT M A THAH I H%D SF-36 AN S L OHEMWAmO QOL ¥~y — 227,
ABEHE, WU BERE O UER R IT T I b M IR L IR THBELRRIIR S Lo 7.

=77, FHERRICHET L8 - 957 - HIROAMIIOWTIE, FUHB SRR L R AR
LElE e K, RWHESEREESEERGZOREITEE L W L OSER S L

PLRIZE D, ZEfL 48 R DN O Bk o A3 MECE LT, 77 M A &kiclTs e
7 v ADOMEEEIZIEFICHE L, ARIERR EHREILE L TnD I L2 L LT HERT S L
L7z

| 220350 254

FEIE 1% 48 WEFH) LA 0 RLIIPAA 113, J89iEf% 6 20 #212 ADL ¥ QOL 235 S ¥ 5 WRetEA'dH 1),
TET Y ZAOMFEMEIIEHICHVHETH 572705, AHEHROREIIIFG Lan I LAVRRE N7z
ERS, [BELSUFBAAZIHFTHIE Lz, —J7, #ISTREMEICE L Cid, KA oM
Wz &0 THFRHERDS L &S REBOBEY LR ICED, RBINEY) 77— 3 0B A - #ETIZD
WCERZZ LD LT 2LMME DL b L ICHMT 2 LEPH 5. T72, FIEMR 24 RN O
RIPAEREIC L TR 7 Y ZFHliA SRS N T 720, BIIRRHINIC X o TI#Is 2 HH 12
HWr5 2 LEDPBDH 5.

| szofmbiEs - %2

FEERF M SHEFREEZ MG T 5 2 L 12X ), BERIEZ PRI§ 5 2 EMIfFTE, RIS
ADL % QOL ~FIRDWE M T 5 Z LRI T 5D, —7), FHERFHICE W TEEED&HWIR
DLCIZBEIRE DO Z T AU 2 2 W REE 2 BT 2 L EA D 5.

| EEET
BEPICHEHT 2 a2 MIBAE LR,
1) HARZP SRR AT A ¥4 RES ) - BEhER 7 4 domised controlled trial. Lancet 2015 ; 386 : 46-55
K54 > 2015084 2019 Afis]. A4, 2019 3) Liu N, et al : Randomized controlled trial of early rehabilitation
2) AVERT Trial Collaboration group : Efficacy and safety of very after intracerebral hemorrhage stroke : difference in outcomes
early mobilisation within 24 h of stroke onset(AVERT) : a ran- within 6 months of stroke. Stroke 2014 ; 45 : 3502-3507
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cat

| —mary<y-—

Wi SERE %, 48 IRF I AN 20 & BAEHRIE 2 Bl 4 2 L IC X 2 HM 2 AR I 50 TldH )
FAD, FIEDPD 6 D AROHEAGHE QPR OB EZ &0 5 2 LM shEy. Ly
L. JRED S ORERZZ2 Tid % <, WA OFREER RIS U TR EREOME GG Sh b D
T, WHEMPLHARELICHET S LI LTS v,

| mmrmoza

CQ I MERLHECERR I Ik S B 2 it Sz, 2otk 7)) v 7 axy b&zF 13
ICHEL, 77 A LIREHEZICE ) 7 P A LADEADITOPEN R EN, 201847 H 24 H
W E U TR BB S ICRIN L, KBS,

SRIFEDHHEIZIY CQDH1/3%ATF— P AT MEL, 5D ZiEdEL L.

Z 0%, IR R B OB 2 £12 X 25l % %) 7214, SRED I AT<T 4 v 7 LEa—7%E
o CQ Tirbh, AMa ks (KH - MEERtit) 2 &0 72 R Pse /R L & (2020 4E 8 H 3 H)
W& DHEIE L ROV HSPE STz,

| mEAnRE

FENE 48 I ] AN O s 2 v JE 3 129 2 BEAHR R, IR H R ARG R M B QOL 2 23 &
HHIEDRERENTVEHOD, T NH A ARWLBIIMENTH Y, +5RIET Y AND
HIRPEFFVEEC. T72, SINITERER 24 B DI B0 2 oG L 2 85 3 Bsk S tne s
CLICHMET ALENDH. RINYGETRE ISR 23 A O AE <2 BE HEBRE 20 & KB E 1209 5 5
R, 24 W LINIZBIIR S B B RE DORIR 2 6 ICZ L2 MET T RS TH 5.

I Future Research Question

CQ 11 48 W LA MDA FE 2 O BB DR R Z W S 2275 b D TH 5. 4Fl, IR
EN723FXD ) B 2 NIHANIRE LY Y TV B RES TS TEY), TUOHARRICSKE
CHBLIWREDY DS, £ ARELE T Y PO — VEEOAN AR D7D 1~2 H OEW O RE %2 B
23D THY, MEAERDOEIZIEFIINSIVI EBTHMING. Lo THHBRBIBLRY VTV %
boTHAET A2 ENEELwEEZONS. T2, 3mXPl@wmiE6»rHET74+0 -7 v 7%
LTBY (1Z2D2@mIE3PHET), 3PAKDT 7 b AEEIIE 2 BEH TR 2R o 7205, 6
PHBEOT 7 b AEETIE, BEHPRERICB O THRICEE L2 W) MR/ Oz, Th
&, RHIPAREON AR L) RHIN T M AREISEEE RIZT L 2RRTHH0TH
D, GRIEEMNZT Y P A LAOEAZ GO THRET A2 Z LRI LV EEILNE. 512, Hi
HEERREONEIZO VT O S RERORMAHH EER NS,
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Clinical Question ‘2

RiZerh & (X U CRAETrI BNishERN 3 B R D

e ) FERREICK U CHE BB OREPHITEAOE LDO/ZHIC, BEEIREE
BEDRMZ M E THRET S.

D HBORME  HY)

- EREEE OB EEES)

O HERORE | R TEHER OITEFT>ADES : C(FWY)
0O R T I —TIREER

LZNAICRNT D | BENAILRTTS | HZAA - HIRRAIC EEZIYN) LREIAD ey
PR VHERE S EHER Y BIAS SHESE S EHER BRU\HESS -

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 55.6% 5% 44.4% 44 0% 0%
CQ D#ERE (PICO)
P(Patients, Problem, Population)
TR wELRL Fhis HBEKL
&R - REE i ZReh ZDAth ®L

I(Interventions) ~ C(Comparisons, Controls, Comparators)® ! X b
| BAERI BN BB AR B/C © | ZRAELARWVWEIEHA LAV IBZEE

O(Outcomes)DU R b

Outcome AR
01 RAENR] BN DI A
02 FREREE R DYE
03 ivalzil4
04 HITHEAI DB E
05 INT 2 ABEHDE E
06 ADL gghom £
o7 QOL domEE
08 ERBROEHE

| st

Jcaonus

Wi 7 e B0 LT BN 7 & O BRI HLE BB RE O Sk X ADL OED 72012, HER X D Kk4
BB EE SN TE 2. 2D 1D TH 5 HEITEBER)IE, TS THORRMELZIT) 2 &
THERITEZ IR L, BETEEHIRO P2 B E L THEB SN TE 7. BT By s B A5 A<
B OEBRIEOUE, ADL e ol bz SICHH 2O BE L7z

| TE7> 208w

77 b ATBIEN AT B, ARATRE) (PRBRATHEE), ST ¥ AHEJ), ADL RN ID 4THHEIZOWT
AZTFY AN b, T A ADREHEBEE, )k, QOL, fEbtHE o 4HHEIZD
VTSR R WEZIZIRLTHY, A5 T7FI Y RITbI Aol 79 M A TRTHE
FLORRICET2D0T, ZFELLBVHEICETLTY M2 EhoTz. AFTFY Y ADNK

35

%
1

=
B
x
th




cQz

RELZLPEHHEROBEBTHBEHTH D, TONAC I > THELRIIRIRD 5N7-DIE[H
T By (MD 172, 95% CI 020~324, p=003)"", @447 5% 1 (MD 995, 95% CI 317~16.73,
»=0004)"?, ,NZ > ZHES(MD 4.02, 95% CI 089~7.15, p=001)"?]Td Y, [ADL(MD —3.95,
95% CI—891~1.02, p=0.12)>7 | TIFHRPEIIRE NG 72,

M EEEE ICOWTIRHC TREMES M2 EMT 2 L0, HELZKR— FTomBIK A b
Ly F o 7% 30 E, 208V 7y 7 22 100V EL, Zhz 3ty PET S & TR
B, A7), ADL O ENA SN, AU M EHCREHOMEIN A MLy F v T % 30
BOFs, 108 9 v 7 2T 15 H%#E 3 M, 48k L CRTE, 47880, N v A0
WD Y. WE AL 2 2 B o Bl i 72 B T B BN S BT b 3 I, 4 5E
Mt LT ADL o3, MMiTERoONENROSNLY. F2, BEOMBESICET Y A7
T4 v 7 LY a—CIIBEER, B, BRI T A2RROIET Y AL XVIRIERITRS, FE
HLEOWEIT W,

| zez0150 2EH

A K D TBIE T EhE, Pl AT HEE, NT Y AR IOAREII RSN ZELLRVRIRT
HBHIEG ORI OMBL % E3ZEZ bNT2h, A5 T7FH) VAL LTHERZRL, FiZoWwT
HWNITE e o/z, MATENRELZVE ) ITRESLTEH#HPHZHEST L2 LATEL. IoT
wiEE LR EEZONL.

| Bz omEs - #2

IR B E I B TRATRE)) & ADL BB ) o If) bk, BB EEE A HREE 252 0%, B
FivT B & AR - M B9 A 2 &k, BITEEI & ADL RO EICBEEEZ ObND. ZO—JT,
15 SRR TTAHE R0 BA S ] B I BR & R0 B B 12 B0 2 BASE B G B 13, RO MBLOWREDL E R 5
NBTDEENLETDH 5.

J 32 b o

FHHBERA MLy FR— PR EERERPEEEZ H VAR RMAENC 2 2 b 23025 TR E D 5
FAEI VB ISE S 2 K 5 2 & CHELGER T COMMMPEMH SN WREELH ), TodadBEEM
DIAMDERINLRDBEEZONS,

B e

1) Park D, et al : Effects of a 4-week self-ankle mobilization with on neural and mechanical properties of the spastic medial gas-
movement intervention on ankle passive range of motion, bal- trocnemius muscle in patients with chronic stroke : a random-
ance, gait, and activities of daily living in patients with chronic ized controlled trial. J Stroke Cerebrovasc Dis 2018 ; 27 : 1733~
stroke @ a randomized controlled study. J Stroke Cerebrovasc 1742
Dis 2018 ; 27 : 3451-3459 4) Kluding PM, et al : Effects of ankle joint mobilizations in adults

2) Park D, et al : Four-week training involving ankle mobilization poststroke : a pilot study. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2008 ; 89 :
with movement versus static muscle stretching in patients with 449-456
chronic stroke : a randomized controlled trial. Top Stroke Reha- 5) Prabhu RK, et al : Passive movements for the treatment and
bil 2019 ; 26 : 81-86 prevention of contractures. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013 ;

3) Ghasemi E, et al : The effect of functional stretching exercises (12) : CD009331
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Clinical Question 3
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1) Seo KC, et al : The effects of stair gait exercise on static balance on balance, gait ability, and falls efficacy following stroke. J Phys
ability of stroke patients. ] Phys Ther Sci 2014 ; 26 : 1835-1838 Ther Sci 2016 ; 28 : 82-86

2) Rose DK, et al : A backward walking training program to im- 5) Kwakkel G, et al : Long term effects of intensity of upper and
prove balance and mobility in acute stroke @ a pilot randomized lower limb training after stroke : a randomised trial. J Neurol
controlled trial. ] Neurol Phys Ther 2018 ; 42 : 12-21 Neurosurg Psychiatry 2002 ; 72 : 473-479

3) Park SK, et al : Effects of circular gait training on balance, bal- 6) Puckree T, et al : Balance and stability—focused exercise pro-
ance confidence in patients with stroke : a pilot study. J Phys gram improves stability and balance in patients after acute
Ther Sci 2018 ; 30 : 685-688 stroke in a resource-poor setting. PM R 2014 ; 6 : 1081-1087

4) Park GD, et al : The effects of multidirectional stepping training
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Clinical Question 4
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1) Ivey FM, et al : Strength training for skeletal muscle endurance dynamic balance functions of stroke patients. J] Phys Ter Sci
after stroke. ] Stroke Cerebrovasc Dis 2017 ; 26 : 787-794 2014 5 26 : 1267-1269

2) Son SM, et al : Influence of resistance exercise training to 3) Flansbjer UB, et al : Long-term benefits of progressive resis-
strengthen muscles across multiple joints of the lower limbs on tance training in chronic stroke : a 4-year follow-up. J Rehabili
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Med 2012 ; 44 : 218-221 chronically disabled stroke patients. Arch Phys Med Rehabil

4) Ouellette MM, et al : High-intensity resistance training im- 2015 5 96 : 1291-1296
proves muscle strength, self-reported function, and disability in 8) Coroian F, et al : Upper limb isokinetic strengthening versus
long-term stroke survivors. Stroke 2004 ; 35 : 1404-1409 passive mobilization in patients with chronic stroke : a random-
5) Moreland JD, et al : Progressive resistance strengthening exer- ized controlled trial. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2018 ; 99 : 321-328
cises after stroke : a single-blind randomized controlled trial. 9) Dorsch S, et al : Progressive resistance training increases
Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2003 ; 84 : 1433-1440 strength after stroke but this may not carry over to activity : a
6) Kim C, et al : Effects of isokinetic strength training on walking systematic review. ] Physiother 2018 ; 64 : 84-90
in persons with stroke : a double-blind controlled pilot study. J 10) Ada L, et al : Strengthening interventions increase strength and
Stroke Cerebrovasc Dis 2001 ; 10 : 265-273 improve activity after stroke : a systematic review. Aust J Phys-
7) Zou ], et al : Resistance training improves hyperglycemia and iother 2006 ; 52 : 241-248
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Clinical Question 5
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28 : 873-884 2206-2211

10) Nadeau SE, et al : Effects of task-specific and impairment-based
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RETEDLZ LR, KRERMEEEPHTLIETRELIBRITEIT) TENTELVHICHHVS
TENTEET. TOMBICLD, BFTHELR EORTREEOUENRATNE T, 2L, AR
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W CQ Tirb, SHBA S (R - VESERE L) 2 &0 7380 ¥ A OV 253 (2020 428 H 3 H)
X DR L NV PRE S

| mEAORE
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NOZAFIIEL72TE N I—= VIOV THRATRETH S,
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Clinical Question 8

I - HITEEZR Y PMEPIBEHICH LU TTER
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DHRBEOSRMG )
- STRAOMELEZBICE TREREZFERAT 554
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R fgEm L = fEEn L
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H (Stability Index 4 3HH, Timed Up and Go Test, Stairs Test, Muscle Activity 2 3 H, Functional
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Reach, Timed Up Stairs, Timed Down Stairs, Berg Balance Scale : BBS, #zfl#, fmlRE=*), #4
TReyom k. 4 I H (Walking Speed, Physiological Cost Index : PCI, 6 rRi#475 A b, Function-
al Ambulation Categories), ADL #g¢JJ® ] L 2 36 H (Rivermead Mobility Index, Barthel Index) ®
FE21 HBIZDOWT A Y 7F ) Y AH T4 R, Stability Index (MD —2.92, 95% 15X [ —4.16
~—168)", EHMEFZE T TONT ¥ AHEEED T Muscle Activity : B % MVC (MD - 3.19,
95 % 2 W X [ — 361~ —2.77)" - BEJE 5 % MVC(MD 2.37, 95 % 15 X ¥ 1.82~292)", BBS(MD
6.63, 95% 1= X[ 1.45~11.80)”, Walking Speed (MD 0.16, 95%{3#i[X [# 0.01~0.31)”, PCI(MD
-016, 95%ZHX K —023~-009)" D 6 HHICBWTHERI L - WEFHR S ZNb6
FHHDS L, DB YF Y 2%2R LS DIE Walking Speed D[H ] THh o 72, BN AREIC
B 23T RCETHERICETL200TH A, BTHERLCHETIMIEAZ ) —= v 7Ok
B OH-BREDIATHEAR S A S T FY Y ARERET, AAHRICOCTERHL 2o 7.

B LAEPZET

FamE - SR SN 6 HH I NS v AR, BATHE, HFTRRICEET LD 0TH
0, WEPEZEDO ADLIZEE 3726350 THS. —J, HEFGL LTI T OME - i
B DR NEROREN R EDVEZ SN, A5 T7F) YACBWTINSOHHOFEE T
TELHT, EIZOVWTOHMIINETH 7. AEEAZROIZTRTOHAPNMALZZFTLH0
Tholzlzd, WEEDNT Y ZAOFEE LTI YFEMAZ T2 &l L7

| BzomEs - 52

AL - BATREE 2 AT S WAE P EFICBNT, T VAR, BATRE) R EOZEARMENEICBE L
PRI LT B 2 LB BEOHKAENIIKECHFGTTHEOTH Y, ALK BRRILEF O fi
Bl MEICHEN LB D0 THOTHLEERD.
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2 LSEH, TR RIS B HD o 2 AREE I, T ORMBHRIHLE % £ BB L
FEF B PREE L BT, W% TR N ORI ERET 2 BEND D,

§ ek
1) Lee Y, et al : Effect of ankle—foot orthosis on lower limb muscle ized controlled trial. J Clin Rehabil 2017 ; 31 : 798-808
activities and static balance of stroke patients. J] Phys Ther Sci 3) Erel S, et al : The effects of dynamic ankle-foot orthoses in
2014 ;26 : 179-182 chronic stroke patients at three-month follow-up : a randomized
2) Nikamp CD, et al : Early or delayed provision of an ankle-foot controlled trial. J Clin Rehabil 2011 ; 25 : 515-523

orthosis in patients with acute and subacute stroke : a random-
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W2z & FIRUGEBREL S A2, BN EAZEE L T o2 vz $5 L —=
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TONT Y ARANPMELZZY, REENNET LR E0MEPHFTcEEd. TFrboF kT
TOEVWER(ETHER) Z2MIMELMZ TVIETH, ZHICHTIRIEAWELRESDZ L,
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CQ \ZMERIECHRR I I3k ) BEf 2 i it Sz, 2ok, 7Y v 73Xy M &%17 13
FICHEL, 77 A AANREHMEEICE ) 7Y M A LDOEADTOREN RSN, 201847 H 24 H
IR E L TR B R SICRINL, RSk,

SRIEE DWHFHICEI D CQOM1/3%AF— P A MEL, BBy ZHEIRE L.

Z O, IR Z B OB 2 #12 X 25 &2 2\ 7212, SRUD I AT~<T 4 v 7 L ¥ a—75E
T’ CQ Tirbh, AR (FEh - ME3E#EL) 2 50 -3 gue /4 V433 (2020 48 H 3 H)
WX DHERE L XV HsPeE STz,

IERN

SEAV - BATREE 2 AT B MR EE T 2 P BAEO AR, EICH VRO &
LM T ¥ ARERIIRBATHEE 2 ECHMEATR Sz, L LE TR EOMRBEEIIEAEIC X 28)
YEREIIDZALIZT % b DA% L, GHROMZEIS BV TH AR~ OB 2 2B 2078 b 4
RTHAHEERD. ETRERIOVWTUIRIOH - BEBDIARLTEY, TOHEMEIZOVTH
MRS 5 2 EBWHETH - 72, ROYETISIANT T, RVBEEEOMHIE T 2 & 5 7% 5 MEED E
WThbEERD.

I Future Research Question

A B E DR O R A MET LB, HBSREEORRESHEE 5. P BEICEROM
B3 B D THIIL, FHRBIGEOHIMIIMICHETSH ), RCT OWETHA 2 & 5 2 & IZHEE
Thb. FOD, ST ATIT 4 v 7 LY 2—ThIHLMZICIE, BEEEEECHL, —i
FEBEZER LIBR LT, RV IZREERZBGEARE S &, HEBNBIEE LTS v 2 ko2
DDA D > 7. VRN RBA OB L MEEZH2LESD HH, HRTH.OLTRCT #i%E%x
ToTW5D Z EMHMA LN,

LY ATF<T 4 v 7 LY 2—"Tlid, Barthel Index R L EIIFBELREIREN LD o7
A, A EREICh L D ECKERZ o 7. HHOMIRIZEREEDFH UEBREICED LI IZBMLTH S
I, WA EO L) ICHET D, ELWEFLZ VY, HOBWIIREEZHPLT I L TEORR
HESIORT I EDNTELUREMDL DD EEZ B,
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Clinical Question 9@
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BUOHER RUENEHE | NI BRMEHE ST EHE BUHER -
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CQ D ER (PICO)
P(Patients, Problem, Population)
TR BERL FHp BERL
= - g BITEEEB Y DMEF ZDfth

I(Interventions) ~ C(Comparisons, Controls, Comparators)®'J X b

I ORy hMEERT2IEFERE
C:ORy hEFERALARL, FEEHALEVESEE

O(Outcomes)Dl R b

Outcome AR
01 BHREOYE
02 QOL omEE
03 BB OTENE
04 TR A OSE
05 INT 2 ARSI DE E
06 HITRED OB L
o7 ADL g8 hom L
08 BROME - BE) ORE
09 BHREOYE
| s
fcanws

WA, BT EZ AT AWMEF R REEZORT P L —= 0 7IZBWT, UNEY)TF—Y a3
Ry VEAFEBICEELRST L -2V VRO 12 - TET0A, BUE BARTA K4 0%
IEFVAZOWTOHEZTEHLE, UNEYTF—YaryaRy FogEE LTIE, FITHTE
2 WA R RS O BT IS OMREN TSNS, LA L, impairment L NIV DELE R KT
BERE GREER L2 ) O EIZOWTIZE WML T T Y AATRENT WS bIF Tld v, ok
BRI L > T, DIENLHEPEAT HWRMELD 555, L#ENEZINEY)F—2 3 aKy b
DERDPHERINLDDETIE, FICaRy b7 VR 20D SHEEREISRITREICE 2 58 %
T LD 5.
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AFZTFY Y AOFRKERE LT, F4 impairment L XV Tl&, EEjHEAE D% (Fugl-Meyer As-
sessment D FHIHE)"?, BIXUOHHOBMPIZOWCTIIABELMRERO o7, TRLEDHIE
2Ry P ORI K BB O E LT, impairment L XIVOZEALIZA W EEKBLL TW
B. NF ¥ ZIZOWTId Berg Balance Scale (BBS)V TR LN TWA2S, WEHET AMEIAIEH S DD
DR TRAEBLRIIAONT, SHRIORIMENLETH L. —F, FITEREIZBVTIE,
#4730 ¥ % Functional Ambulation Category (FAC)” TBGH MBI 2 b O DA H 7 #1315 5
Nro7z, HEAFHEY 2 QOLYIZoWTYH, #E1 P2 nzoWiETidz vy, LirL, NI
A EHBATRRBICB W TIIEEEMHI TH 572012, SHOWME I L) HERE RGO N 1R IE S
5. L720557TC, WEROBMIBITIN U THWS L) A& T HESET 5.

| zez0150 2EE

EDPDOHA RS54 VRIEF Y ACBWT, UNEYF—YarafRy boRjRe L a7
BT ONDEH, KFA P74 2 TiE, AROIEEE LTI FAC L%, ZOREYHICTE
Tholz. =7, BITHE R EORITHEIEICOWT, B TIXS B0 T dH 2 25 20E W 13500
Bhpolzd, BEOIVETF Y AZEMEIEL RLHEMBHY, Ry boiEomEicky, 4
%, SOIRIENWFEIC R ATRENED D S, BHOUNEY F— 3 YRy MIKAESESTRT
B o7z h, 4 12%EE R (wearable robot) I Z TETWD. 2D X ) REHRORBERMER IS L
T, LORRMCHR WD D L. —T, FARICHEFRICOWTORELREIERYS 0.

| Bz omEs - #2

BEOMMHEBRHELE LT, BRy PEFHTLI LI VEEZLSAED NCL 8L 21T
FNEEZDREBEET L EEZX L. WTIIILTY, LRI EET 20 THIUTTER Y b
DM EHLT20b Lhawvy, ACQ CRAMAKEIE O ELr o7, UNEYF—Yarn
Ry MPEFICEZARORERA 37 M, EBEEUGE CLEREBEOREA R T 5 2 &
NTELEIH D, KEMBIC L 2B R0, EHREEOBIEA 7 < THHITHEELZLHTE
LWHEMEDH B, EDDOHTA K4 Y TRENTEZTRy bOFITIE, FITETELRVEEI
HLTaRY MEHORBITEAELZ 5252 LI oTHELL EEZL NG, RITHREORINL, K
BRI EEICB T 2 BT ORI BE 52 2EELRRA b TH Y, SHROBEHROWE
VRE S THATHE 7 EORBEINNI R A 52 23D 5.

J 32 b o

WE, BRy MISETH Y, BARORMEERLHRTEIHIZIA P25, 72, Koo
Ry FTIIHHHERCEMCANIT A NPRBEIL LI DD L. T2, o Ry otz
L, WRBICEDLEIEENELEII L L7720, BEOKBIIOWTIIHREPHCLLEND 5.
BRI CIXBH I LT, BFENE IR MIFEL R,
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1) Dragin AS, et al : Gait training of poststroke patients assisted by usual gait training during postacute rehabilitation of stroke pa-

the Walkaround (body postural support). Int ] Rehabil Res tients : a randomized clinical trial. Int J Rehabil Res 2016 : 39 :
2014 ; 37 : 22-28 29-35
2) Watanabe H, et al : Locomotion improvement using a hybrid as- 4) Kim SY, et al : Effects of innovative WALKBOT robotic-assisted
sistive limb in recovery phase stroke patients : a randomized locomotor training on balance and gait recovery in hemiparetic
controlled pilot study. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2014 ; 95 : 2006- stroke : a prospective, randomized, experimenter blinded case
2012 control study with a four-week follow-up. IEEE Trans Neural
3) Taveggia G, et al : Conflicting results of robot-assisted versus Syst Rehabil Eng 2015 ; 23 : 636-642
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SRIEE DIHFEICE Y CQDOW1/3% AT — A MEL, BBy ZHEIEE L.
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o CQ TIrbn, SMBARRE (M - MEEREL) 2 & o -3 I0E X 2 L 53 (2020 458 H 3 H)
WX DHESEL XA S

| mEAOEE

I EH IS 2 0Ky b2 LB, TR N 7 v ABRRE O U 2 A 3 T e
BHbbOD, PRKHTRILETIRIET Y ANH L L EFER e o7, LirL, G bkke ik
OHEFEDSNTEY, SHIVECRHRICOVTOREIHTE SN LW REENH D, S5120
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I Future Research Question

BATREEIIWS T2 TRy OFHEEZRGET 572D L2, ENd N4 TR R
ME L, BOBOER ORI 5T AEho7z EBED LR, Fl&k o mniiEiE o
koohsd, T2, SERMALAETRTOT Y M 2IZBWT, AHEERBRTELH 013 %0
7z AR OFIRAER R S X o TR RSB R 2 WS DH Y, WEEZ EE L 2oL D
Lz,

63

%
1

=
B
%
L




Clinical Question 10

SITREZR T SMEPRFEREICE T HHEER

ERFMERAWEST - BEFL—ZVJ13FUH

e | SITREZR T SREPRAMEREICKNT HEENEIRIBRZAOEHIT
L—Z20%472 ZEIBRHEMETHET S,

DHRBOSRMG  Hl)

- IR B ZROIEVGE
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BR( Vi S T KT DR T S & e 3R VS
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CQ D ER (PICO)
P(Patients, Problem, Population)
R fgEm L = fEEn L
w8 - R SITREEAT BRES Z0fh

I(Interventions) ~ C(Comparisons, Controls, Comparators)®D!) X p

|1 RIS B HAERE R
C : TERICX T 2B BETRIBE R L W RIEHA LR VIEZRE

O(Outcomes)DJ R b

Outcome DRE
01 EBFREOWE
02 QOL oM.k
03 7EBE BB D FEHE
04 TRAHOYE
05 INT > ARSI DR E
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07 ADL ggHDm E
08 BROME - BE) ORE
09 BEFRE DY
| e
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EEETLZEZHLTHOONEZENE L hoTWwh, THEREZEICH L TRD BN L
LT, ETHREROMEHAEH 2%, ERRWESIICE 24 A, BOOMHIZL2EETHL Z &
R A RETIMHTEL I L LWL OPDFENDH D, HEDOTINA AR, XD #HfE
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KRB THIR TETWD. Lo T, BBWESRIMEH VS I LI 23R EWHEICTL L
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R E LA % 2 LIS X 2T EEOZEILE LT, 2575 ¥ AITB VTR THE
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ance Scale (BBS) % Timed Up and Go test(TUG) 2B AZ LI A E TR o7z, IS DR
WOWTRELDPYEEMEMERLTWAS I E05, 5, NI AT % L Bz R 2
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N7hY, WNRH LD V7205 ZHEXREVPLETH 5. WD BIE om0
WERD SN2, WRHLVRONTED, S5LRAVLETHE. HFEFRIIOVTO
WV IC BT, BENELNEE 2wk 0@w RO L h - 7.

I LAEPZET

PR BLRIBM O X 0 BATHEER N T ARBEOLENREAWETH o7z, Lo T,
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HO L ED)PIOVTRBFRNTII—EDMRZH TV ARV, 2220, wWihbyEE iR s h
Twa 7, HICHLTENREERL CGEOE, I LWRHRIZOL 2 WS 5. HE
ATHEE OYEIZ DOV T H @ LBP R W ZOMMEISHROT 5 2 L3 TE RV, HLOHiz @t
572002, HEEFRIISHE LR T word Lkwv, SHUIHIRE T Of 8mA380 s iz 2
Y, BRAMICEI 2D THoTH, HIGHEDOIEILE L WA R®R IS, —HT, AF
HLOFET L) A7 & LTI, ERMHICEDEORIER LD 5720, —HOBFI#EIS LI
CWHREMEIR S 2205, TORAEREPEIZDPONATEREERTH CETHMBIEZ V. Lehio
T, HIEEH 2RO YA IR S THCHERT LI L &5 5.
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BATHEBELCE R R & L CIRERR 2 OMoBATHIBIE & OB O IEIIETIZ WA, BEIZE 5T
FHEBOEEOED L SRENCENCTOREOREED X 5 2 MlEH»HE 2 5 &, HENESHERD
TR T WIEAFEAET 5. FISICoWTIE, BEOENR HHENOIRE, MHRER 2%
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| 32 b o

KERENESMEEEDOHAICI A FPLETHLO LRI, FHMOS =y 7ax e LT,
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SOSEEE MG 2 SN TV ABEAIIZ T A M L,

§ e

1) Dujovié SD, et al : Novel multi-pad functional electrical stimula- cles for chronic hemiparesis. Gait Posture 2015 ; 42 : 73-78
tion in stroke patients : a single-blind randomized study. Neu- 3) Bethoux F, et al : The effects of peroneal nerve functional elec-
roRehabilitation 2017 ; 41 : 791-800 trical stimulation versus ankle-foot orthosis in patients with
2) Cho MK, et al : Treadmill gait training combined with functional chronic stroke @ a randomized controlled trial. Neurorehabil Neu-
electrical stimulation on hip abductor and ankle dorsiflexor mus- ral Repair 2014 ; 28 : 688-697
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Wi e U TERBE R S ICRI L, KBS,
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72T 2MEND HD, WIER Vv, BRI A Z Lk LY. 47, impairment X
activity DRI Z L ISR 2 A ER L LENDH 5.

I Future Research Question

BATREE 03 B BRI TR AR O A I & LT BBS R4 AT 1L 9 F 7213 10 s X2 $-H L TR
FL722S, ARMEERINEDP 72 LI TR ZAZPEL, BOBWIIZRIED R, $72,
BHOUFCH L THRER LI LM E T T Y AL NVIIEHICH L, 54 2P LETH
. TOMDOT T b ALIHLTD, FRISEHRLEPDLRVE EHIINATRA)AZDBHY), 5H%d
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Clinical Question 11

Rz BE X U CRILBERE - HITHRELLE
TTRICXT 2EBEHE(EES L < [3EE) Z15F

TIERERD

i / BZERBREF IS U TRIEERE - STRELEDOTRICHT 5 EHE (BHE
HLULITRE) 218 T L 2R ETHET .

D HBORME  HY)

- EBAEOR EEENE LEBE

O HEDERS | S EHE OTIEFTVADEE ( DEEREICHEL)
O BRI —TIRERR

LENAICRNT D | BENAILRTTS | HZAA - HIRRAIC ZHITAD HFENAD e
PR VHERE S EHER Y BIAAS SHESR S SHES BRU\HESS -

%
1

=
B
x
th

0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 7% 30% 3% 0% 0%
CQ D#ERE (PICO)
P (Patients, Problem, Population)
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Clinical Question 12
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10 : 594-602 8) Kwon OH, et al : Effects of task-oriented treadmill-walking
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control ability, balance and gait of stroke patients. ] Phys Ther 2018 ; 34 : 1300-1303
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Clinical Question 13
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Clinical Question 14
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| BAIEEERICT T RIBEREE(T ) ALTETT7—32)/C 1 2R LAY, FEEHALURVIEEEE

O(Outcomes)D U R b

Outcome DRE
o1 ARREE, FHAITHERONE
02 FREAEE R D E
03 HATRENI DM L
04 ADL gghom L
05 SEBEOIEK
06 gl 0]
o7 BER (DEV)ORE
08 FER (ER) D34
| e
fcanusr

Jidi B TUE B BE AR R0 IR AR RE D BE 0 AT 7 { GRAIBERE © B SR 2P 22 AL R
FBEREE O R T HIEFENTE WA, UNEY F— 3 YA ADL o ICRHMoOMER T &
7BV, [WERHERETA K54 2 2015)7 T RBMEEICHT 20N F— ¥ 3 VIZEAH~OM
I HWET LMD ONTEY, PUZEMELICH T 2ERERDVOPEIO 5N TWn5. HY
PEDNHM LT AEBED 1 DI TV RLT YT TF—aryddbl), TRNETOETLEL—TH N
Y F—a YAIRSKRIE ST E 72785 PEREROEREEOIEPIHEOTEE LT Y M A A
TH L MFEMET e, H17HEJ), ADL fEIOWFHICH LT, —BNHEREO AR L OBRFENIED
e & Wiy L7z,
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2IRAZ ) — =V 7 OMEFETHH SN Z05E1E 54 (W31 d RCT) T, P2t 4847 (Behavioural
Inattention Test : BIT, #4555 ER) O IZB 4 b 022 i f 5 &% 150 44), ADL(Cath-
erine Bergego Scale) T 2 # IR E R 35 4) TH o757, WIFNBEF N THIL RS v T
VYA ZH/RE N, FNA T AY AZPREVHIENT WS, TN Y B —F T 22 i 4
DOEFEE E ADL ~NORRZRF LA T F U ¥ X AfEEEML

PR MR OUEICE LT, BIT TR L72d 0 2, Mo S0 BcifiliLzd 0t 2
M CTdH o7z BIT TOME SN FITHREZE R E %2905 72(SMD 032, 95% CI-0.23~0.87, p
=025). L# L Serino & OfF%Y TR AMNZ, BIEOEHZ ML L L7z Mizuno 5 O#HE" T,
THLEH O@E AR S LI AELEE LR LTV S, MOS0l CcoRa S
FIIAHMEZ RS %72 (SMD—024, 95% CI—092~044, p=048).

ADL fehhom FIZEA L Ti, Catherine Bergego Scale TEHli L 72 DA 2 iR SN z28, e
ENTAERITAIEE RS 2 h 572 (SMD-013, 95% CI-052~027, p=053).

BEOLE 2 —TIiF, Gammeri 51 16 DL Y 2 —TIRIMEBOFEIEEE, ADL & b ITHFICIEDS
DENRALNDLZ L EHEL TWwA. Champod 5”& ADL ~OfbE M HRE L7226 DL E 2 —
T, BICHFHELEFZOYUBINESH LI TV ANHLHE LTS, Yang 5 VI3 5MOLE 2 —
Tl 2% T BIT |2 & 2 WU HOFMA R A SN2 LTWwb. Bowen 5® Cochrane L € 2 —"
WCIEREINSGHERI L Cu R, FYXLT Y 75— a vBaInTiY), HREOEKWz
% ADL D I3 D EBAOEREZ R0 E LTWa GEHIIIZES N B B H 2L LTWw5).

ZOMDT Y DA LA EFRE T B RS0 72 A AEEPEEH 2 Lo ERRICH
LClE, eI RE Az h o 72,

UL TV ALT ST T—2a vOFMEEZEETL L, T NI AERIIETLIZET Y AD
T IER TGN L HIWT SN DA, BREE O 22 LI 3 2 I 2 s R % b & LTy <
"y HE L7

| 520350 254

AR D EREEE R ADL BB D) EIZOWTRFZEIC L D IXS2&E B2 b 0D, Sl & HEALT
LI, FFREW L2 TTETD 0 R b A <, AR ER O HE ShTnik
W NG YRELTRBELL N EZ LELEEZLND.

| 2zomEs - 52

BHIZE S TADLBNDOH ELREETH 205, P BT 2T Y A3 awv. L725E
PLEBFRAE IOV TIER QTR WA 0 A5, P22 R ISl S8 & R HLEB) e D UG 1213
B EASH R S T ) BRI TR . — TR & 2R - AR A EE ST
57, BFICL o THHELZAHEER IS B RVEbNS.

| 3% b o

BEPH AT S 2 MEFsEL R,
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1) Jehkonen M : Impact of neglect on functional outcome after aptation ! a randomized placebo-controlled trial. Restor Neurol

stroke : a review of methodological issues and recent research Neurosci 2008 : 26 : 1-12

findings. Restor Neurol Neurosci 2006 ; 24 @ 209-215 7) Yoneda C : Effects of prism directionality and active movement
2)  HARMERERWAERT A ¥4 YRR @) © M-2-10. 7250k adaptation on the symptoms of unilateral spatial neglect. Jpn J

FEIHTHINEY F—va v WERHERETA IS4 22015 Compr Rehabil Sci 2011 : 2 : 14
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3) Serino A : Effectiveness of prism adaptation in neglect rehabili- sights. Neuropsychiatr Dis Treat 2020 ; 16 : 131-152

tation : a controlled trial study. Stroke 2009 ; 40 : 1392-1398 9) Champod AS : The effects of prism adaptation on daily life ac-
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stroke patients with unilateral spatial neglect : a randomized, view. Neuropsychol Rehabil 2018 ; 28 : 491-514

controlled trial. Neurorehabil Neural Repair 2011 ; 25 : 711-720 10) Yang NY : Rehabilitation interventions for unilateral neglect af-
5) Ten Brink AF, et al : Prism adaptation in rehabilitation? No ad- ter stroke @ a systematic review from 1997 through 2012. Front

ditional effects of prism adaptation on neglect recovery in the Hum Neurosci 2013 5 7 : 187

subacute phase poststroke : a randomized controlled trial. Neu- 11) Bowen A : Cognitive rehabilitation for spatial neglect following

rorehabil Neural Repair 2017 ; 31 : 1017-1028 stroke. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013 ; (7) : CD003586
6) Nys GM : Acute neglect rehabilitation using repetitive prism ad-

| —mmiry=y-

AT, FRICHMMRE T 5 L AMNICTER DS 2 AR EHZ 50552 L2H D £
I Pz EALIIE S EFOLME AT 2 EHEENISEEZ SR ETH, LoTNT VR
LD, Ko RN E) X OFMERE B BPHE IS W T O IR IERE B R T
CEMFHONTWE Y. BFPE TP RIS 2H#E LT, SIBPLGICTRTRRAS T
VAL EDOWRGEERME 72TV AL T YT T —va YiEEHWAIESHNET. ThETHEESH
TR R TRHIREZMGEL TA T &, TOWBRBTIINTG ¥ ARBTICHEREET, HRH T
Y T IOFMEMBER O O L HEAGEE 2G5 2 TS H 2 L ORmICEY L 4
RITS LI AELR Y, PR ERMIRIR SN ZENEINTT.

| rrmoRE

CQ ITERCHECRER 1 HIBT IR 9 BEf &2 b icil Sz, 208, N7 Y v 73Xy M &%) 13
g2 L, 77 b AANREHIEICE ) 77 A L DEADIUTOPREN RSN, 201847 H 24 H
WCERALE L TR BRI L, KRR S

SRIFE DWHEICE Y CQO1/3% AT —hAYMEL, BBy ZHEdEe L.

Z 0%, MBI Z R OB 2 £12 X 25Hi% %) 72k, SRED I AT<T 4 v 7 LE2—7n%E
B CQ Tirbh, A AE (K - MEEEL) 2 G0 R gee SR V& (2020 42 8 H 3 H)
2L DHESEL XV psPeE &z,

| maAORE

P ZE RS AR E LT, TV RLT ST T —3 3 YIZ 1998 ELE, £ oWfgehs#ilt
HINTEL, IZhOEFEL T, ROFFHRREMAE C, ADLISHALT % L OFRBINE <,
FREYTHELRFLETH LI D0, BRTOMHNWIGFIND. —FHT, BILHPHO R 85
EI2HELH Y, B TRBOALAMEZRT LA TE TRV, Ldi> T, FRICHZER
BOHEETH D HAT, BENT VR, ADLNOEEIIET S, TEF VA LNIVOFEWIFZEE A
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2 ISR T A HEE LT, SHEIREN LR AR B MR, limb activation training, 7’
VALTFTT—2a ZEHBRERTER L LTIER2 OO TV S, PRIZE B OBHT
&, CPRZEREROY 75 4 FI2E o T, AARRITEET L2 2 e PMESN TS, T AR
W, MR, AL s TO N ARRISEEEZ 525 2 eVl &b 720, 53,
PR EMBEROT T 5 4 TRNADOKIE > T, EDLIBMROENDLONFIEEDL ) &
NADERNTH DD EMGET 5 ENLF LWEEZ BN, T PIZE B % GR35 5 &) R Fai
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Clinical Question 15

BiZErhBE X U CIEETOEZEFREC =R

FL—Z2JBERD
o BASRBEICH LT, LEEEEROET TORSREETO I L RMME
THET B,

DHRBEOSRMG )
-ADL ¥ IADL, QOL, HTHANOMLEZBNET 256

O HEDRE | T EHELR OTETVADRE : DEEEICEHELY)
O kT IN—TIREHR
UBANCRNT B | UENACRATS | LEAA - SRR LUYAAD LHNAD

RO \HESE S EHEE X9 DM EHELE SR EHELE PR \HESE

0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 3% 56% 5% 1% 1% 0% 0%
CQ D#EmZER (PICO)

P (Patients, Problem, Population)
51 EEBRL Fiip HEERL
& - RRE RiZeeh F DAt TR L

I(Interventions) ~ C(Comparisons, Controls, Comparators)®') X b
| &EIEE 2 SCEE COERSRECERB N —Z2 7
C: EREDONAZERLURWEZIZHA LR VIEEEE

O(Outcomes)DJ R b

Outcome DRE

o1 ADL | E

02 IADL 18 £

03 QOL mE

04 BEBEEML

05 BREORD

06 HITHEA DA E

o7 ENEEOYE

| e

fcaonus

AR ) NE ) F—3 9 T, BRI SICBWTREER & D Y BB AT 2T, B

LU L BB MR T A P EETH L. BEROIVNE ) F— 3 VI3 L R ERD
D, FEETOMFPREREBI N L —= 2 7L, ARPLEFUNDINEY F—2a v 2 TH
D, BE - FEOHLIZAEDLDE CHEYRMALIRMET 2 EPUETH L. A CQ TIE, MFEPHEE
2B B AR A UL TOMPHRERLHERE b L —= Y 7B ER 2 i § 5.

| 7> 20w

T M A5 13 HE (ADL/IADL 6 3HH, QOL 43HH, #4748 E2HHE, BEMEE 1
HE)IWCDWTAZT7F Y Y REAT - 244 %, Barthel Index(MD 7.87, 95 % 18 ¥ X [ 0.80~
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1493)"Y, mRS(V 2 7 H. 143, 95% 15 WX 4 1.03~198)**" ' Katz extended ADL(") 2 7 It
1.30, 95% 15 MEIX [ 1.01~1.67) ", EQ-5D(MD 027, 95% 15 #IX i 0.13~042)*?, SF-36 Physi-
cal Component (MD 547, 95%/5#HIX [ 2.65~829)% %', 6 474477 Z I (MD 31.24, 95%fZ#iIX
1 849~5400)" I BV CTHELLEMN R Z B2, 72720, N4 72 A7 Rk—EHM, Kk
O REPS TV F ¥ A0S IE[IEFIZEE W] LW L7z, —J5, Functional Independence Mea-
sure (FIM) (4 #%), Katz ADL(2#%), Katz Extended ADL(2#&), SF-36 Mental Component (3 ##),
BATHEE G #R) 7 EOFRENZDOWTIE, WEMPICHE L EE RO LD > 7. General Health Ques-
tionnaire (GHQ) (1 ##), HEFMEEE (1H) 122 W TIEN R IAL % HIDSHEETH - 72, FREE
BN DY DWW CTIRRE L 725 S0 Y 72 5 e b o 7o

F72, EROXAZTFY T AE TN LT E A EDPEIIREZ HL AT TORFREICOV
TTHY, EED L —= Y ZORRICOWTIRXEID % L, HEAPREETH - 72,

B LAEPZET

AZTF) TV ATHELREFHMEZ 072 ADL, TADL, QOL, #A7HE) (6 45 HAATT X M) idw
TNOIRE N L=V 2RI LM TH -7 —F, EF L auiERE LTS inms -
WE) DFERHIEEDO LA LR ENEZLNDD, AFTF Y Y RACBWTEOEFENZFHMIE
Nhhot:, BELEZRDLET I PR TRTHAAZZFHFTLIHETH /2700, WEEDNS
Y AF S LTI, TR A% IR 5 ]I L 7.

| BzomEs - 52

XY TF) Y ATHEEWEEROIZT 7 b7 213 ADL, IADL, QOL, BBREIISHET LD
DTHY, AR X DHRIGEFEOAMMER - FLICHEN LR LoTb0LEZ6NL. HY
[T NE) 7= a ¥, ETHERE, whaih b L —= Y FORRUIB VT, HRHE OES)
PREER BT, Kz FOLHRIIEDE AN EEZ AT 2 LEDV D 2. AL TOMY NEY
7= a VIRAIRBEIE T TR ER SN TWDAS, #@Eh) ALY 7— 3 YIZow TR
FPRD LN TV RVIzD, FREERLTOACOPEETH L. EE, MELE %o T b BRIGE
OB S, EHH) N F—Y 3 YOS HBREE L LA TFHRENS.

| 32 b o

HBAEORER) NE) 7= 3 VIZAMRBREIE T TIrbh s 2 9%, B TOHFREIC
DWTIIEBERBE, MHERBETOY AT LD S TwE. —7, EEhYNEY F7— 3 viZonT
EERBEZHESRDO LN T, Tz, BEREOEMCEADIZODEREILEEL %D, —T, )
NE) T =Y a YIEEDE )T TH B Ed, i b L —= 2 ZI X ) @Bl 1S B R R 2
At DOHIFIN R B RED D B .

§ e
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tion : a new approach to home-based therapy after stroke. Clin gram for ischemic stroke upon disability and quality of life : a
Rehabil 1999 ; 13 : 23-33 randomized controlled trial. Clin Neurol Neurosurg 2012 ; 114 :

2) Chaiyawat P, et al : Effectiveness of home rehabilitation for isch- 866-870
emic stroke. Neurol Int 2009 ; 1 : el0 4) Chen ], et al : Effects of home-based telesupervising rehabilita-
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tion on physical function for stroke survivors with hemiplegia : a training compared with usual care on functional walking ability

randomized controlled trial. Am J Phys Med Rehabil 2017 ; 96 : after inpatient stroke rehabilitation : LEAPS Trial. Neurorehabil

152-160 Neural Repair 2013 ; 27 : 370-380
5) Koc A : Exercise in patients with subacute stroke : a random- 12) Holmqvist LW, et al : Use of healthcare, impact on family care-

ized, controlled pilot study of home-based exercise in subacute givers and patient satisfaction of rehabilitation at home after

stroke. Work 2015 ; 52 : 541-547 stroke in southwest Stockholm. Scand ] Rehabil Med 2000 ; 32 :
6) Lincoln NB, et al : Evaluation of a multiprofessional community 173-179

stroke team : a randomized controlled trial. Clin Rehabil 2004 ; 13) von Koch L, et al : A randomized controlled trial of rehabilitation

18 1 40-47 at home after stroke in Southwest Stockholm : outcome at six
7) Lindley RI, et al : Family-led rehabilitation after stroke in India months. Scand J Rehabil Med 2000 : 32 : 80-86

(ATTEND) : a randomised controlled trial. Lancet 2017 ; 390 : 14) von Koch L, et al : Randomized controlled trial of rehabilitation

588-599 at home after stroke : one-year follow-up of patient outcome, re-
8) Mayo NE, et al : There's no place like home : an evaluation of source use and cost. Cerebrovasc Dis 2001 ; 12 : 131-138

early supported discharge for stroke. Stroke 2000 ; 31 : 1016~ 15) Thorsen AM, et al : A randomized controlled trial of early sup-

1023 ported discharge and continued rehabilitation at home after
9) Wang TC, et al : Caregiver-mediated intervention can improve stroke : five-year follow-up of patient outcome. Stroke 2005 ;

physical functional recovery of patients with chronic stroke : a 36 : 297-303

randomized controlled trial. Neurorehabil Neural Repair 2015 ; 16) Olney SJ, et al : A randomized controlled trial of supervised ver-
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11) Nadeau SE, et al : Effects of task-specific and impairment-based

| —mmuryey—

WA CLIEL % 2 EARBER TR ZUHE ST L7010, EBTOHEFERLER, 1~
v b REE % FWT ¢%#%%§%bv—:y7%ﬁ5ﬁ&uﬁﬁ@¢.ﬂ%ﬁ&iﬁ%%bfﬁ
AUNEYF—2 3 T, HERBISUTEMMETO ML —=r 727w 3 L, Wb
ﬁ5:kﬁ@%&ﬁﬂ%ﬁbfwi7.it,ﬁﬁﬂbv—:yﬁwﬁkmﬁtofﬁivbv—7
BB O BMBROMEN D ) 325, B4, MEE Zo TOLBRIHEFROBINAS b, 55
T LB INTVET

| mErRoRE

CQ IMERCHECREIR I HIBT IR 9 BER &2 i Sz, 208, N7 Y v 73Xy M &%) 13
g2 L, 77 b AANREHEEICE D 77 A 2 DEADUTOPREN R EN, 201847 H 24 H
IR E U TR RSN L, RAB I N

SRIFEDHHEICLY CQDF1/3%ATF— AT PEL, 3Ry Z2HEIRE L7

Z D%, ABEHIIZE H OB 2 412 & 25Hii % 2 7214, SRED I AT T4 v 7 L ¥ 2—75%
B CQ Tirbh, A AME (K - MEEEL) 2 G0 R gee /SR V& (2020 42 8 H 3 H)
X DHESRL NV SE S

| mE~OE

EETOMPREREMEL ML —= > 713, HEAREH LR TRIOLHF AN TH S 2 LHUR
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‘ Clinical Question 16 ‘

EBEEEREE 2R T HMEPRBEICKH L TERR
B (HEHETRS, TENS) ZRHWZEEEED
fRD

BEARCHEHESAY, TENS) SIERREOHAMN AL L TR
BHOXE, TRONE, 2HHTOREAEPHHEREONEICSE
BTHY, 157 ERETS.

O EsEEER 100%
| s

Jcanus

TEEPRERERE I3 LT, MBI 2t & L CREAMMRESH WO TW S, BARIHRE &
FAERICESIEZ A5 2 8T, MigEh st (Bot) 35 2 & THIWE R EIEATIBAL 5 & v
VEFBR A ERIICH L2 D TH Y, METHEBDE L2 WHICH L TH AL EREIN TS
AAD1DTH D, —HINHHIBERL R OUE 7 SO L2 BN E 35 b 02k
11 %l 8 (neuromuscular electrical stimulation : NMES) & W\, EfiERHAIHVWONL b D%
% Rz By B AR I (transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation : TENS) &\ 9. &R CQ Tld T
JERFHR DRI T 2 BRI B AR % BT B,

| 7o 20HE

48 i D RCT (1712 %) HMRMT 72 Y AF<F 4 v 7 LE 22— (SR)VTld, Fugl-Meyer Assess-
ment FRFHHIZB W THEEOAEARYLHEIREINTE Y, KEL VL FMBRIE, #EHRE
BRMHD 3 oOMRIBVTHELIROE NI Lo/ LTS,

SR/ WIS 50T B RS B A IR B FT A~ &) S 2 MREE L 72 11 M 0 RCT (432 %) 12 & 5 SR?
T, H 1RBLIN £ 7232 EoBSKAIBIEHEBE 2 0 S8 RIROH %87 2 — 7 3B 10
~36 Hz, 7%V AW 200~250 us, 3 3~7 [0l 4~8 M), AiEHTOMPIZ LV ERE IR TS
7%, B SN NEUS BN T 285 44, AEIGHIT 106 44 LIEBIEIIA T CTh 0, A A%
B 5.

29 #i @ RCT (940 44) ASAHT S N 7288 O AR T % SRYICB VT, BARIM L 12 h D iHH
BOREH L 72356124 B 7 Modified Ashworth Scale MAS) & BASI o] B D el 3 % 3%, B L H
MCTRBEN Do/ LTS, T2, 77 V—THIICBWT, FTHIZIE MAS B & OB
B OUGERI R D 50, FHEIRHICEMEN o728 LTwD, EOD ZHET 2 —51F
FEHU 6 LR 30~50 Hz, %)L A B[ 100~500 us, 1130 5% 8 5 [0, 3~4 BT 5
CETHolzESNTVS, 72721, WM TR HEROE WL EORK 2 I & A
MetE% 3850 %, AR DRI 5 TENS O#) % 4 L 72 10 i RCT (360 %) 12 & % SRVI2H
WTH MASOFBLRWHEARLTEBY, TOREICBVTHRICTR TR D sz LRENTw
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5. EREP O TENS(00 Hz) & » HALEHE D TENS(20 Hz L) T 05H $ IR RS E WA, HE
EI otz 7220, L DOWMETNA T AV AZDBH Y, FIAEBNEPD 5 S A Z R0 5.

RIS Bs 20 L CIEATR @ SR IZB W TUIESM & 132 DBHOPARICAER) & fus 2 hTw
%Y. =T, BEMEEEBHERFICBNT, B MLy F Y7L NMES OflAGbER
sham B4 & IR L CHE L RN 2V ET AT % RCT 23S ShTw Y.

FIBHERE LS 3T 2 5 TR XA TR N > A R 2 AR L 72 26 0 RCT 12X % SRYIZH VTR,
IS INEBIC BT 5 RIBRBE D I 2 BRI R 2 7RO 5 L SN TWw 5. RIS T 2 KEED
TENS (&3 L V) & SRR [0S 7 & O HE R B2 5 o fE O R 2 48 L 72 SRVI2B W T,
1A RE ] @ Timed Up and Go Test(3#® RCT, 133 #1) & REHEIME M Vv 7 4 #» RCT, 158
B R BEBICYWESEDLERENTVEY, AL IE-BEERITIEHEEEZZD 5.

JER RIS L ClE, PRAEMZ WV CTRAICI RS 8ETL H 454, #A5 M, 2 HM%EK
L7221 %D RCTVICHB VT, AERBEEEEOLESRE SN TV LD, TOMO TN 7% <,
FHIEAHTH .

| szofmiEs - %2

B E 2 A L MFE P RE BT, BEHIC X 2 EECH RROUEN RS, ik, ik
5 7% EOBE TR 2 CEIEION§ 2 BF MBI~k Ebh .

| 32 r o

AR SRR TG L 2306, RENI AN 77— 3 YOEREMENICE TS 2
ENL L, EEOBARERIPOHERE L HFHT LI LTI LOMRERT 2 &5 5 EROFILE
WCHREI)DDTH D, FEMMERIELARBEEE D 20 EERT S 2vas, ITE I3 B2 il 72 7 XU
WMEEPBOESNTEY, KRB TEASNDL L) IZH->TETVA.
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1) Yang ], et al : Effectiveness of electrical stimulation therapy in muscular electrical stimulation during rehabilitation does not im-
improving arm function after stroke : a systematic review and a prove range of motion, shoulder pain or function in patients after
meta-analysis of randomised controlled trials. Clin Rehabil 2019 ; stroke : a randomised trial. ] Physiother 2013 ; 59 : 245-254
33 1 1286-1297 6) Monte-Silva K, et al : Electromyogram-related neuromuscular

2) Lee JH, et al : Effectiveness of neuromuscular electrical stimula- electrical stimulation for restoring wrist and hand movement in
tion for management of shoulder subluxation post-stroke : a sys- poststroke hemiplegia @ a systematic review and meta-analysis.
tematic review with meta-analysis. Clin Rehabil 2017 ; 31 : Neurorehabil Neural Repair 2019 ; 33 : 96-111
1431-1444 7) Sharififar S, et al : Adding electrical stimulation during standard

3) Stein C, et al : Effects of electrical stimulation in spastic muscles rehabilitation after stroke to improve motor function. A system-
after stroke : systematic review and meta-analysis of random- atic review and meta-analysis. Ann Phys Rehabil Med 2018 :
ized controlled trials. Stroke 2015 : 46 : 2197-2205 61 : 339-344

4) Marcolino MA, et al : Effects of transcutaneous electrical nerve 8) Kattenstroth JC, et al : Daily repetitive sensory stimulation of
stimulation alone or as additional therapy on chronic post-stroke the paretic hand for the treatment of sensorimotor deficits in pa-
spasticity @ systematic review and meta-analysis of randomized tients with subacute stroke : RESET, a randomized, sham-con-
controlled trials. Disabil Rehabil 2020 : 42 : 623-635 trolled trial. BMC Neurol 2018 ; 18 : 2

5) de Jong LD, et al : Combined arm stretch positioning and neuro-
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FEBTEL2RAZ ) —= Y FOBTRUEFELZHEL TS 5, 5] 4 HIZHERPEZZ T T Web &35
ZiTo72. TOMR, SRPOWEFIZHEITE CQOIHEIEI[ AT — A v MIFRBIZHREL. 2
DORER, KCQAAF—IMAV NELT

CQ 16, 17 Tl&, Ak 1 o0 CQ @ CTHELM B (AL BRI, TENS), REFMZ &, B
DAAFF B WK L CT W N o@EBRESER» 2T 2 FETH 72 LaeL, AALEOR
WAAT) SEDHEEL L, HWHONM AT % CUETE 24 2 B0 A Z L ICHAtko#ERR %
MatL, AR 12TH-72CQ %220 CQIZHITTRiH L 7.

ACQIFHBIERILRICL VIER T A Lotz FATENIEIHA RIAL VRVATRT A v 7
LE2—D%0nZehnd, NYFRYF—FELTYATIYTA v 7 LEa—BIUPAYTHY VA%
RL, 1THPAZ) ==y 7ENni. Z2odhrs, BENELRIEEZEGLORT Y b A7) HHE
Db D, SR DEMEL BEPANER S D, BELZMEZELIO, Er0oREZELLO
EDOHEEEE LD O (BLHH 6 1, REHH 3 1) #BA L-A5 8 2 RAL, A7 —1M AV
PELCEEDBILELR ST

AF—=MA Y bREEL, TERIECHEZ RS, CERHOM—EOME CHREIEN, ML 7
FEg, ERPEOPEZNZ XD 100% DI & > THsE L7z,

| mE~ORE

TE BB AR B 12 9 2 AR R IREY I W 2 oW B L PR L - BRI O R R I T 5
RCT R SRIFZ L, TETFYAPEMENDDH L. LeLEDL, WHST A= OENR &
FRE, I, RERISE S BRRICE L TIRZEWS R THE LY, MKRBEEREZNEEICZET
Wh. RIEGETRACIE, BRI, EREEERI ORI RRME ST X —F D@ X BT METTRET
H5.
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‘ Clinical Question 17 ‘

EBHEEREE 2R/ T HMEPEBEICK U TIRENFI
ZRAVW_BREFEISFTRAD

LHIRBRBPA R L F >0 EGA LIRS 55 SR D
BRRIRBRIAIE, BRI RS 5755 b R ORHREOE
CBRTHDEAEESSY, 75 &5 ICRETS

O etaEE  100%
| st

| canus

TREIFERERE 20 LT, M 2 ek & U CIREIEASH V H T 5. IREDRIIEI 1T IRE) 3
57Ty N7+ —AICHEDLZETEGOR % IRE) S & 5 2 HIREHIL (whole body vibration) & W
I kL, AER O EBVER & B W IZFEDUT BRI IRE) 2 0 2 S R I ARE I (focal muscle vi-
bration) &\ ) HEENDH 5. A S REREIZ FRMERE SR Ta B X OV T#HE, RO RGERIE 2
WU TERERIHOUELR E2 XL TETH S, RFTIRERIEIE, HHT O mifhsE 2 W 5 2 L 12
£ la EEANREREIRB H 2 FH T2 HETH L. ACQ TRUHDNALEEZATYS.

| 7> 20mE

BYERREGNC BT % 118 15 45, 38 3 S IREFMOR R 2 A L7z T » & 2 LB HEER T
(&, WEBIEIME RS )% Chedoke McMaster Stroke Assessment 2 & 2 FRBiHI T IEGEB B RE, 45103
WCHEBRWERRIE R A o 7255, TH® Modified Ashworth scale (MAS) DA B2 W FEEHE L T
%Y.

RS B BT RARBIE O R AR L7V AT~ T 4 v 7 LE2— (SR) T, V) —F8fE
CBWTAHEBRUENRENTWAA, Wolf Motor Function Test % Jebsen-Taylor Hand Func-
tion Test, Box and Block Test &\ 72 HRMEIED S EM RIZ A o728 LT BY. LA LA
5, WARFE—BEEEARMEEZREOTEY, MREZMRTTLILIEITEY, REZEFT VAR
+5ThHb.

2019 4EICHE SN EBEMICH T2 SRICBWVTIE, W2PDIEF Y ABRHFHEIhTwD
D, AZHHRITOLATESL T, XVEOWVRCT BLETHZ LERITORTVWEY. £ D
WFZEI%, FHMETOREIHICE-B SN T VDA, EMEHICERL 226X MLy F 2 7F LT 50 A
ORMEERAELZRCT TIE, A MLy Frr7oRe gL CTHIRRB XA 30 5% 0 FHfHiB
L OB O MAS & F OB EESBME SR T0aY,

AT RE B~ D 4 B AR EY RIS O % S & WRGIE L 72 7 WF 78 (298 SEBI) 12 X %5 SR TliE, I~ bu— )V
&Il UCHER RS ), B ETE A5 )), Berg Balance Scale, 6 7WI2AT7 A MIHERAIHE
Xhdo b MESRTVEY. B, SHICRIIEFRAShAZASYTFY Y AICL D E, HIF
MIZIEN T v AR BRE R B E)1E (10 m 2177 A b % Timed Up and Go Test) IZBWTHE L3 %
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cQ17

DR ENTD, 3PHBROEELMBR Lo WESRTVWEY. LALAdS, wiho SR
S HIEBI T D 7 SRR L ARSI D D, FLRAEINILERCT DA TADOY) A7 EWT L
P, SHRELLRLHELTHA VORCT BLETHLE VRS,

A B IRENHFE B £ CRATIREIRIEIC BT, S THRTIEH 525, DTV, HRFL w7z
B ARIER A G ShTwa. —1T, FALAEREIME STV BRI R, IREYRE
EEREPOEFMOBEICL2bDLEEZLNT, FAHMOMACBOTEMELRZVWEEZ BN
TW3.

| Bz omEs - 52

B E 2 A5 BT EE BT, IRERIEIC & 2 B R 5 Bk O YRR R R 5 57 R IR
Bt 72 EOEE TR B WEITEHISN S 2 BZ OMiEBlix—fk L Bbh 5.

J 32 b oz

BUE, IREEIIRER ) NE) 77— 3 Y OFEBHMBNICE Th, @ OBAFRERL I Oh
BEEHT A LTI JVEEREZRT LN SIEROFRFIZHE)I bDOTHL. YL T—
Vo YENERICHREIRBEEE DS R W EERT S 2 EATTE V. A B IREY R E 3 Y Sl 2
BOTHY, JAL —KOEERISE R L TWD EIXFE R 2WAS, R HIREY R #1227 b
DTERLTVEEDDHL. WTFHIZLTHRHHICH L TREMOFIRZLEE T 2.

B e
1)

Pang MY, et al : The effects of whole-body vibration therapy on vibratory stimuli to the spastic muscles of hemiplegic limbs in

bone turnover, muscle strength, motor function, and spasticity in post-stroke patients : a proof-of-principle study. J Rehabil Med

chronic stroke @ a randomized controlled trial. Eur J Phys Reha- 2012 ; 44 : 325-330

bil Med 2013 ; 49 : 439-450 5) Lu ], et al : Effects of whole body vibration training on people
2) Mortaza N, et al : Upper limb tendon/muscle vibration in per- with chronic stroke : a systematic review and meta-analysis.

sons with subacute and chronic stroke : a systematic review and Top Stroke Rehabil 2015 ; 22 : 161-168

meta-analysis. Eur ] Phys Rehabil Med 2019 ; 55 : 558-569 6) Yang F, et al : Efficacy of controlled whole-body vibration train-
3) Alashram AR, et al : Effectiveness of focal muscle vibration on ing on improving fall risk Factors in stroke survivors : a me-

hemiplegic upper extremity spasticity in individuals with ta—analysis. Neurorehabil Neural Repair 2020 ; 34 : 275-288

stroke : a systematic review. NeuroRehabilitation 2019 : 45 : 7)) HARMERM AL SIRBI B EN e S - WBBEEOBWN AL KI5 1~

471-481 2013. EEHMTRE 2013 5 55 + A105-A122

4) Noma T, et al : Anti-spastic effects of the direct application of

| 27—t x> rERORE

CQ 16, 17 Tid, Ak 1 >0 CQ @ THELM B (F#EH AR, TENS), #REMIMZ &, B
DA EE R L T TMOEBHFEIFH> I 2WET5FPEThHo72. LaL, SAALEDR
WaAT) SEDEEL L, WHON AT % CBUET & 724 2 E O AT L ICH ko %
it L, AR1OTH-72CQ%E 220D CQITHTTREIRL 72,

AATF =P A MU TEHEBERFRICI DT 2 e ko, BITSNETAFTA ~
RUVATRTA v I VLE2—=DPENWIENnD, N RS —FELLTIATYT A v 7L Ea—BX
AZTF) Y AREL, VGEPAZ ) == 7E3Niz. ZOhrs, 7o 8 APHEEORVE D,
SR DEMMEL BIRDBAW R b D, BEHLMELZELLO, Br0RELZELL O, I2OHH
BrELb 0B LA 3ERAL, AT = XV ELTEFEDEILER ST

AT — AV PERERL, TERIECTHREZKD, LHEEHOGK—EOMETHEIEA, Wikl 72

90



R, VERIEOHEEZ XD 100% DRI & o ThE L 72.

| mEAOEE

BB AR BT L5 B IRE I & OF T L 722 BREARIE OB RIZBI§ % RCT R SR IR AFE iy B 3
ATBY, TEFYAPERSNOOH L. L Laehs, KMEHE W, SEREEICBIT 28R
BLTEREHOPICRoTESLT, N TAYAZPEEPL I ENMETH L. T2, &
SREY R & R IRE R Z DSR2 5 L E 2R OGN D720, BIEG 2 IHEICT 5720123
A N = AL EHRAINEEWGET 2 B E 7% RCT 2" HETH 5.

%
1

=
B
E
th
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‘ Clinical Question 18 ‘

RZEPFEICH U THERNMF T —FNN\v I %
RAWZEBEREE TR D

ISR EE I3 L AR AR B HA DB/ 4 7 1 — K
Ny D1E, — RIS & G LB A IC BTN P ER NS Y A
OREHATHY, 1755108272,

O EItEEE  100%
| et

Jcaonus

HEXINA + 7 4 — K23 7 (electrical myographic feedback : EMG-BF) &, # @ _EIZ &Mz 1
D, BHEEICIE LTI 4 = My 7 EG2EY BT OTHS. WMAEREHEIIH LT, FEM L
THZ X VRRGHENT 2223200 LTHESTOATW2Y. L LZoFHIIZ
LI ERFOHBIZRRSLN TS, 22 TEMG-BF & W7 B & — BB ZHIEO A D
PR IR L7208 6, TOBFRMEEZRET L2

| 7o 20mHE

Woodford 5", EMG-BF % > 7z B2 B0 C M5 2 3 3L 13 # (269 %) D A 7 7 F 1) ¥ A & #iily
LTwb. 3XTOM%ED, EMG-BF & —fSi il 2 At b i L, — RSB ED
A %7213 EMG-BF @ sham fl# & M Z 723 0 & % WERKGE L Cw7zas, #ame LTid, EfED L
%<, ZLOWMBETTHA YA THTHY, FHEiTEDHATHLIEND, FRWZV—F 2 H%
MELTEINETOLEIAHRET LI LIETERVE LTS,

Woodford &A%l 4t & L727E 2 B2 2IRAZ ) —= 0 Z RO LT, HITANOREIZON
THELZMEESWMHY, TDHIERCTH2H, HERCTAIMTH-72. TXTOMMEIIB
TT74—=FNy 7 ORRE LHIEMEMRTIEEHCh o7z, hREARLE, FTAE = FIZDOWVT
1R TR (p=02) L HEHER 32 H (p=035) TOHELEMEEZRLTWAYD, Hlo 36T
ENHIRAHE & DR D Lo 7277 S O WA BB ATH R L 72 b o o SiE 0 Z L3R
BHHENTWRWY . BFRIIICOWTIE, BEIBIETH 2 Basmajian Rating Scale Tl&, BB T 5
56 MBETORTRETHFSA TV LOHELDH LY. HI7/87 + —< ¥ 2122V TIE, Timed
Up and Go Test(TUG) Tl3ZhH% T, Borg Scale 12 & BIEHEEICOWTIE, HEEE (p=.05)
LS 3 (p=08) IS BV TRIIREE X V) DARME % R L 720 R0 2o 727

LHONT ¥ AN OPIZOVTHA L2521 1Y <, REMRIEGT b L —= v 7 % A
—E2 B, AMEEEE, BXO—BRNHBREEOADOHED SHETHRIELZE S, VA TORERR
7 A N AR L EBHEMIICBOTRIRERLZE LTV,

ADL NORRIZOWTHFAE LWL 4 O L CHE SN TB Y, 2805 P (W37 b il
RIS ), 2 MA% BB (1 A TSR, 1WA T 2Bt e LTwas, FTRENSLEL
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72 2 M3 w3 D Barthel Index (BI) TREli L TW5 A%, ®hRZRLTwiwv, EiEz05 s LW
JeTid, FHEEG~O EMG-BF & —IHERGEO A, —BIBLERE DO ADRE L RT3
A OHEFIC LY BLTHRLRDRZ RO TV B0, FRMIF~D EMG-BFB & — Iy H 50
BEAI L 7= 4 B 0 iE# i, Functional Independence Measure (FIM) TO A & 450 5% 226 72 Y.

| 520350 251
EMG-BF Z W23 8057 L, 47, BENT Y AHEJ), ADL OFRITDO W T ICHRIZ £
NIESDOEDP A SN, TEkE HER BB REN DB OV THAE LRI AN - S o 72, 15

BRI DI VT R o7z, SO OAEHLIIALNLZWVS DDOERM:
WIS &EDH Y, WEEDONT VARG —ETHRWEHRIEINS.

| szomiEs - %2

— M) 7 ARSI R CIFR BRI 2 B &2 ARG O 1 2 20 offifi 2 ik TH b 2 L, b
V==Y 77 4 =8Ny 72 0 A7 AOFMIZEFPERZIC 2 L%, BRANORBIN 2SN %
L7256 LIROBZIANI LWL H L. — 4T, BRWBAMZ M52 LIZOWTEET S
RN D .

| 32 b o

IBER TR TIRIEHEIED 1 D& L TREZIRNTD D i8I0 55w, dBkEo%a
HIRGIT~NOBE I 2 s 30050 5EM2lH 5. HETHEN L ==V 78 LTI A ICEERD
WACEAPEETEZNL VI NTEHIETIAMIMELLAZLENS.

N e

1) Woodford H, et al : EMG biofeedback for the recovery of motor 5) Intiso D, et al : Rehabilitation of walking with electromyographic

function after stroke. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2007 ; (2) : biofeedback in foot-drop after stroke. Stroke 1994 ; 25 : 1189-
CD004585 1192

2) Mandel AR, et al : Electromyographic versus rhythmic position- 6) Burnside IG, et al : Electromyographic feedback in the remobili-
al biofeedback in computerized gait retraining with stroke pa- zation of stroke patients : a controlled trial. Arch Phys Med Re-
tients. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 1990 ; 71 : 649-654 habil 1982 ; 63 : 217-222

3) Arpa S, et al : Does electromyographic biofeedback improve ex- 7) Dogan-Aslan M, et al : The effect of electromyographic biofeed-
ercise effects in hemiplegic patients? A pilot randomized con- back treatment in improving upper extremity functioning of pa-
trolled trial. J] Rehabil Med 2019 : 51 : 109-112 tients with hemiplegic stroke. J Stroke Cerebrovasc Dis 2012 :

4) Tsaih PL, et al : Practice variability combined with task-orient- 21 : 187-192
ed electromyographic biofeedback enhances strength and bal- 8) Kim JH, et al : The effects of training using EMG biofeedback on
ance in people with chronic stroke. Behav Neurol 2018 ; 2018 : stroke patients upper extremity functions. ] Phys Ther Sci
7080218 2017 ; 29 : 1085-1088

| 27— b x> rERORR

CQ 18~21 Tid, AK 12D CQDOHTHERINAF T4 —=FNv 7, W74 —FnNv s, X
INT T T 4R, N=F X )TYT 4 OEBRDN AT EZ B LTI ho@s#ks A
PIEMEATETFETH o7, L, HWESHEMEICR ) ZHONATTEDEZITH) T 8L <,
HAMD AT 5 CENETE L AFEON AT L ICAHTOMREEZBET L, AR1OTH->
72CQE4DDCQICHITTRIRL TV 5.

2020 47 4 J 29 HIZ/ERSHE - SR RO G R Web ik bfie L, HE3E - 27— b X 2 b - FRICEY
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cQ18

Lk iro7:. TORTIRETETICSRETHBE LTI ATYT A v 27 L Ea—FTEHTE
% 2KA7 ) == 7 ORISR ME L, 5H 4 HIS/ERIEZZ ) T Web Kk 7o 72, Ok
B, SREOMEBIIHEOEL CQOMERI[AF— M XY M[FHBIZIEL, ACQZEAT— A
YREL IR, 2RAZ V==V 7 CHE LMD ZNoxGKRL, AT —FX Y
FEFEOR AT— AV MEERL, ERECTHEZ KD, XERHOBKE MO E cHEE
H, R L22RE, ERIEOHRENZ XY 100% DR EIC X - THE L7z,

| mE~ORE

AP BRI T A BN+ 7 4 — K8y 7 2 7B 412 & 0 BRATRE ) R N
T UVADUHEICHENTHLEDIZET VY AND LA, ¥ TNVERLWETFA VAR5 THY, W
FERFE ISR o T\, BB & 3 28k L LT, MERESRHIIEZHE— LoD, =
ETF YV AVNVOEWIIGEEZRAERQ T LEEH 5.
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‘ Clinical Question 19 ‘

RZERBEHICHLTHRE7r— NNy J &RV
BEEEIERAD

HITH 10 m B eJeER B M EARMZR P B E X U THITRRAPERE/N
FUABBADEEICHRET 1 — RNV I &TDOKDICIRET 3.
ERZERT S ADL DHREICIIRET A — KNV IDOIBEIT—+
FE—ZITOEDICRETS.

O ERaE= 100%

| st

| canus

W7 4 — /¥y 7 (visual feedback : VEB) &, AP EICHBEMHIH TIZH 5 701 2R HEREIC
KL CHERE MM % A5 5 220 ICBHBEN WA VS 7a 2L SRTw2 Y. EER TR OMIZH)
B L7288 CIERIFAN O LI T OEE) 4 2 — P AIRFEM O _LIER T IEF BT 5 & s
#5249 —+%F ¥ — (mirror therapy) b, #HE 74 —F Ny 7ED 1 2L LTHNEDITLRTY
L. L2LZofHiZt I €A FNOHBIICRERLNTWS., F 2T VEB % w72 BlSa ik & —#n
PR O B OEHRN R F LI L2 5eh 5, ZoaMMEE MET L7z,

| 7> 20mE

I CMAPEFICNT S VEB 2 HWiR#ICIE, avYa—dlllishiz7+—A7F v b
7 4 — A L TOIOLE Z TBALT 2 8808 F 2 288, Py F IV EOBITHEICB W T ERL
R B e LA WML T 2 TR, BREGIC X 2EE0BIEE, o3 orHEINhTwS. K
oAU EOBENTIOm ZHNTHRITTEL I LANLOEMEL LTHAL TV .

YHONT 2 AR IZBIT S VEBD A ¥ 7+ Y ¥ A%, Van Peppen &2 A5V AL T O ELENE R Hls
TR, SATRE D O HiWE L7-AIZEa S 8 i (214 £4) THA L T 5. TR, —#k
MIBREHE DO A & AR T VEB IR RICA R AN, AOHEEZRT I ENTE R eI v
5.

Van Peppen 5 OFHlixf RF5E%E < &, BITNORBIZOWTHEL TWLDF 13HWb Y, =
NoEDI HE L OFLTHAREOH LI L T VFBIZ L 2WEHRIRENTR S, LaL, 12
M 4 i CHATHEE IS § 2 A BARMEDRALNT, TP 28 TRIE, 747 A, VHRHEOA
BLRMEDBASN TR, BHNT Y ARIANOFRICOVWTIE, 18MOmLTHEEN, D
9B 13#i T VEB OF B LRI ALNT WD, L L—EOWFEIZB T VEB & — i B 7k
DHRERNRTHELAEZBD TRV, ADLNOFRIZOWTIR 3MTHE SN TS, LEET
'& Functional Independence Measure (FIM) O#&4E pi & B3, BEIHH C—RNWILFREOR & X
THELRUEZBDOTVDEDS, RENT v ARE & AR17H3 ©ld Barthel Index (BI) TOA EZE% 72
DTV,
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cQ19

THAMGE LI T—LF =MD AT TF ) AT, NT VAR, HFITHE, HiECH
WTHBRWHLRLTBY, —EOWEIHHFTE L LERDTI LY. ELOMEIRIETIE,
THEOIS—E S E—2EViEEY 27 DR TAALN OO, TIHREB QBRSO AIT - /-8
LR EBEADPAONE o2 HMELTWEY.

ADL~NDIF—tIFE—DRRIZOVWTIE, FHOIT—t I E¥—ICHLTIE, —BRGEPHEE
EHAT R OEE S ADL OUEICHERMENASNDL EHE L TwDY. I E~NDOR)
RIZOWTIL, B3I 77—t T =25 LIBHERREME O, &L MR THBEREMAA LN Z L 2 Wil
LTw3Y,

| 220150 25

VFB & W 2WE T, #A47, L#HoNT Y AHEJ), ADLICH LTI 9=t I ¥ —id—EDREA
WRECTE 2D, Z0E2OT Y M AT L TUIRRORRIIBEN TH 5. AHMEERE L H A L 7-0F
IRV, FEHRZIIOW TR INE TOMRETERESN TRV, ChbrTedb e, HLE
DINTG Y AIBEL L EVERTHY), VEBEH WA Z ENLRIND LRI L7,

| Bz omiEs - #2

TH—ATFy b 7+—2R b Ly FINVEHWBEHETIE, EEY 2728 TENIE VFBH
RIZIEREYTH D, b=V THDT 4 —F Ny 7 VAT LAOFFICEZPEEE L 2 L5,
EHEANORBN 2 NE L7206 LIGHOREZ MRS ELTRENH L. /237 -k ITE—IZonT
1, FREEE SRS IE R ICE SRR O NS Z L ICHR AL ZEREZLNL. WERY BEO
EBICIE S E I vb o LT Eh 5.

J 32 b o

HOMLEREEINA F 7 4 — FNy 72 W 2RIE T =7 —RGPRETH 5720, MATORE
AGWHETDH 5. ke iR T O O AN IZB M 2 B4 L2 was, @EEOYE12I138E)
DAAIPEZOLNDL., BHEFRLI T I E—READPLMTHY), HETHEMN L —=V 7L L
TAT) BaTHOHRMEHIIRE v,

§ e

1) Walker A, Jr(ed) : Thesaurus of psychological index terms, 8th 4) Lee HJ, et al : The effects of action observation training and

ed. American Psychological Association, Washington, DC, 1997 mirror therapy on gait and balance in stroke patients. J Phys
2) Van Peppen RP, et al : Effects of visual feedback therapy on Ther Sci 2017 ; 29 : 523-526

postural control in bilateral standing after stroke : a systematic 5) Thieme H, et al : Mirror therapy for improving motor function

review. ] Rehabil Med 2006 : 38 : 3-9 after stroke. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2018 ; (7) : CD008449
3) Broderick P, et al : Mirror therapy for improving lower limb mo- 6) Vural SP, et al : Effects of mirror therapy in stroke patients

tor function and mobility after stroke : a systematic review and with complex regional pain syndrome type 1:a randomised

meta-analysis. Gait Posture 2018 ; 63 : 208-220 controlled study. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2016 ; 97 : 575-581

| 27—t x> rEmORE

CQ18~21 Tlx, A 12D CQOITHERNAFT T4 —FNNv 7, HHET4—F R Xvr, AV
INVTFTTT AR, N=F %) )T)T 4 OEBONAFEZLEL T[T @B H
WA TA5FETH o7z, LaL, WM ) ZROMNAFTEOLEEITH) T &L <,
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HARD A AT T3 2 CHRAPINE T E 22K A HHOMNA T L ICHHMOHERZRE L, AR 1OTH-
72CQE 42D CQIZHFITTRBL TV,

2020 4F 4 A 29 HIZPERRIE - SR LD &1 Web iz b L, HE3E - 27— b A2 b - FHRICHS
LlhikzitTo7:. ZORTIIRETETICSRETHAE LTI ATIT 4 v 7 L2 —FTEITE
5 2RAZ) == 7 OETRUFZHEL, 5H 4 HITHERIEZZT T Web Kk afro72. TR
K, SREOMEFICIESE L CQOIIMIRITAT— XY MITFBIZIEL, ACQEAT— A
YhELZ IR 2RAZ ) —= v 7 TH@E L7z 31 MDD Th b & S HIZBIRL, AT —
FAYMEF LD/, AT =AY PERERL, MERIETHEZ KD, XERBOR—MEOMBETH
SRR, FHBAR L RS, RO XD 100% DR IS & o THRE L 72.

| mEAORE

AR BEIIH T % VEB & W 72 BRI SIS L ) BATRE IR LHEN TV AOWHFIZHR) T
HBEDIET Y ANDHBH, HHERTHEEHK AR, PETAMmdE V. 35—t
FE—IZ R E P CENZNARMEEZ R TIRGED D 5205, PRERRERICE > T, HEERE)s
HM LT LHEMEL LT, WERRRFHIEZHK— LoD, TETF UV ALRXLVOEVIIEEZFEAEA
TV LENRD .
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‘ Clinical Question 20 ‘

RiZEREBEICHLTA L ENT 971 ARV
HEREIFAD

MZERBEICH L TAVZIN TSI T 1 ABWEBEEEIE, 51T
REPRBNT D AEHOE EEBIIC, H1T8H(10 m HTHH]
BE) XCRFHA (M) 2Z R L TITD 2 L& IRKT B.

O EItEEE  100%
| et

Jcaonus

EEFEE, HA LT 4= FNy 7S THEEHBREIRY 2 BIEL, FEDAF LV EHIZO
F52&ThHAH. #MURTA— NNy 72Nz 5T L THREEEICHMYRIRE S -0FT 2 L0,
UNEYF—=2a ypRICBW T LWL TR A,

AVINT T 7T 4 A(F7213EF 4 A — T motor imagery) & 1%, #URIELZ 0D 53 b AS
B AT 52 LIS BEH 7O 2" ThH Y, EROEEZE DT ISR RN TR E O %
FHTEH 7o 2202,

WP EE T2 RA I VT T 77 4 AORRERAE L7205, ShE © LGRS E % Uk
DL EDNPHLNE LS TETVEDY, LEETIIHRITIHAL LA VI VT T 7 74 ADEFES
TWh, A A=V THOEBRHTEHNTWSDON% L, WNINA A — ¥ (MEEB)KE) % H
WTWB DL, W - A EZFNBE) A A=V Z2HVT0w2b005 5. E#8E2 A A—-Y LT
WB B, SEEYO A - G A AT ) B R ATERIE R & AT o 2B L (TS ICRE T A 2 &
BHLPZENTBY, UNEY T3 VBT AEHFEHONAFEE LTHEHSNR TV,

ZFITWRAEFBEZICHLTAY I VT T 7T 4 A% V2 8005, ADL, H47hE), BEN
I A, FEREHE, BHEREICATH HH, FLAERRTHIERSAE, KREBLIZOWT, &
NFTRHREINLVATITA v 7 LE2—%2PLIIHGEET 5.

| TE70 208

INFTORWFEHBEIIHLTAYINVT T 7T 4 A ACIZERETIE, HEREIERESO L0
MR305ELTVEGHE LTl bds). HEIZHEIH, 4HMETEL00% . FREND
DOFEMIZ 6 PHUHADOLOFK 6 HZ2 EDTWD. £ OMEEENTREE, 10 m BI7250 ik 2%
TEEEMFELTVAS.

Guerra 5% 37 72 32 M DWFZed 2 ¥ 7+ ¥ A Tl, Functional Reach Test, Timed Up and
Go Test, HITHEDLHENASLNL L LTWAD. LaL, @kE LTHZE7Te b aVIZgdEsH
VHIIROEIZMES, SEOWIEICHET 5 L AEAETHE Lz EHMEL TV A,

Guerra & 25iHilixf R & L7Wi7e 2 b < &, BATREN), BATHVE, BT87 5 =< Y AoV T
WELTCVLZOETHICNTZ2AYINT S 254 ADMIE2MTH S, Kumar 51, Atk 3 2
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HULEORZREE 40 21268 LT, TIHOEEA A —=JIZX2 XV T T 7714 A ETHGE %
PER L7t L, THGEB O A O HRE L TIBME L& 24, 3EMORH CARITHEICH T
FERHRONIZ LW LT 2 (WBHEE . + 14 m/B, dlEE: + 9m/B, p<ol).

ADL, fefeH %, Fithbkae, wBl, AoV THA L2278 AH 725 .

| 520350 251

WMROBEDOESZEZBLARTIIUE, AV INT T 7T 4 AIBITRRING VAERETH L. A
LG L LTIE, EBIA A — VITHMETISRD SN 0 D) S EMRBIT O, BEEMN
DHARFNVHEEET LI Lh s, RSB 2MENL T ELHRTELVWIEENS 5. #HEE
DING ¥ ZZH PN ET D 5.

| szomiEs - %2

RYINT T2 54 AREROBMEL DL TOZNEASOMBEBOND 2 LAWIFSR,
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‘ Clinical Question 21 ‘
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Clinical Question 22
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