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SR, oo
colloetaL vlstel A2t

oAt HARS S A Re} B nARGATA

2R2E
AAFESEARE 277 259 AH§L A7) A8l 7o} A A 0%E FEHE FA
&z sl F F 507, T 6474 BEHOZ AGHES s ARIPHoIT o] /Ee T,

Research Arm Test(ARA), Wolf Motor Function TesttWMFET), Motor Activity Log(MAL), :LE]
A7 G T AFAAZIAF(TMS) S B3 ZAFESEAEY 837t SBEHAG HZde %

PIREEEARS Y39 48 AR acfsll 3 1072 2350 52 94 540 8¢ 2

c
VTV OHﬂ

4
S PO T
Y40z HolsES st e 48 B

O

rulo
rok

FAO 1 BAFELEAR, AL, G458 vIALE

I.ME Ao WA HEFT A ofet HAdniH])
B9h At
AATA 4o 7 Qg HupH|gAte] AEA 5 9 7154, AR FHs HEH #8531
£ 19159 o]F A&F o7 AxEa 9lom ek ATHBoinfer & Anderson, 2003; Bolanton &
sk 53 WEo] AE51 th(Willis, Morello, Wolf, 1999; Crocker, Mackaylyons, & McDonnell,
Davie, Rice, & Bennett, 2002). ¢]F ZAFESS 1997, Eliasson, Bonnier, & Mrumlinde-Sundbolm,
] & (constraint induced movement therapy, ©|&} 2003; Glover, Matter, Yell, & Speed, 2002
CIMDE H 2 dzt 9 2o F2S Karman, Maryler, Baker, Simpser, & Berger-
Wy Qe A x8WhHY  shuo]tH(Blakeslee, Gross, 2003; Kopp et al, 1999; Kunkel et al,
2001). o] AEHE H7|7HY Ar =& FHo] & 1999; Miltner, Bauder, Sommer, Dettmers, &
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Taub, 1999; Ostendorf & Wolf, 1981; Sterr &
Freivogel, 2003; Sterr et al. 2002a; Taub et al.,
1993; Taub, Uswatte, & Pidikiti, 1999; Wills,
Morello, Davie, Rice, & Bennett, 2002; Wolf,
Lecraw, Barton, & Jann, 1989). ¥ =&dx+= o]
S} Zo] FEL A7t APHAL e

F¥A89 39,
# A2, 295

Sk,

o2 WA, BHH N2 9
A - egel Uil e n s

(

< A= h al—t—rﬂ (1)
T 59 AHAAE 53 859 AAA
(2) 829 TA3Kshaping) 71HE B3 T,
g (3) o] F 2919 A= l;;% Aot} A=l
A =SS A Z(CIMT) Ehe = 1998 o)A

2

= Z2¥ AR(forced use) ,‘Zi 28 oM F
2o & Bl X & (Taub therapy), A= F(CI
therapy, CIT)gh= 807} 34 AMgEx gtk
(Crocker, 1997; Ostendorf, 1980; Wolf, Lecraw,
Barton, & Jann, 1989).

2. O|2H Hi&
BAFEEEA R

Abgel| at

cortical reorganization) o]et= W5

‘sl u|AFE(learned no-

914 274 (use dependent
4 N7AE

rlm r{r

nuse)'#
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4 ATE o84 TAR FaL Ak

A, g vAHE Be s A7l A
FUF Aol 19609 deols e & 4
oA F2EAS T8 & IAE drzst A
2 AT Agde 49 F9 S Ax=sht
Aok B35 5 BYeHUM 55 A @
Ak A E4E S5 ARSHA 3L FA
S Fdsks B4 ES ol8sHl HuA o
Aol wa3} Hof AASA 59 kAol Sw
A= Tkl £ S& AHEA Bethe Aid

o] tHBonifer & Anderson, 2003; Knapp, Taub, &
Berman, 1963; Taub, Uswatte, & Pidikiti, 1999).
olg gt @] H&A} FOE Qg HupH] Al
AT FLeHA HEHEE o5 ALAgY o]&
3} Ao] FAFET=AFo|t)

BARELEAEY] F WA |3 wjF At
£o] wWE IF 2AFA(use dependent cortical
reorganization)’©|t}. ©] o2& <l7te] AlA|HEY
of thet thx s (cortical representation) Z7]7}
ARG ol mlElgte Fkeke, 9E AT A
Tt WA =359 3B Hx FHAo] Yot
= Zo|tHElbert et al, 1998, Nudo Wise,
Sifuentes & Miliken, 1996). °©]A-& &etr] AF
Ve £259 $A9S 2Hse g yEdR
7b guielel] g Athe AFZARe Adsiate]
35 dgt dA7E T SHHUHEDert,
Pantev, Wien- bruch, Rockstroh, & Taub, 1995).
BAFEEEANEE  olHT Véﬁ 7}@/‘3
(neural plastcity)°]&S AA|Z
AHEE Fal i ud Y WEE 1°T af
o A e OEj]EQ] 7&4% 7]
el wslel A AAH
s 3l F%‘O} AtHKopp et al, 1999;
Liepert et al, 1998; Liepert, Bauder, Miltner,
Taub, & Weiller, 2000)



D) BARFEEsAEY At

BAFESEAEE BE AAEA EdAeA
H8E F v AL oYk Taub, Uswatte, &
Pidikiti(1999)« <5< W% (pronation), =3FA17]
A APEA O £5S HA 20° AL

o
Nom F442 4 (metacarpophalangeal ]omt)#
2 Z W4 (interphalangeal joint)< 4 10° 4

N 5 JE BAR PARESEARY F a%

AT ey olggk AdA7IE
gtele A AA| HEF8AY 49 25%
e EHste AFFoR ALtk o%F
Taub & M ms(ZOOl < A4 99 £ =94
AE AR 715 r &5 AAE A9
g F E7FY 10° A, dAETE 10° 9
TS A REUECE Hustgon oy
g FE7IES Ad 16% F 15%AA a3AQ
ANE I 0194 ot o] FFNA A
o Azpe] A7z 2 78
= 217 =7}F Modified Ashworth
Scale 7] 2 vk 212} E=0] A7} visual ana-
log scaleg ©]-&3F AARIA 4 w|qt QA Fo=F
A A8 tHMiltner, Bauder, Sommer, Dattmers, &
Taub, 1999; Page, Levine, Sisto, Bond &
Johnstonl, 2002a; Wolf, Lecraw, Barton, & Jann,
1989).

. A < 5
E(moderate) H< JLZ}E FAoE Aoy
HZo= FZ(severe), o}gAl7] AN AE o)
214531 )k Boinfer & Anderson, 2003; Blanton
& Wolf, 1999; Dromerick, Edwards, & Hahn, 2000;
Kopp et al.,, 1999; Kunkel et al.,, 1999; Liepert et
al, 1998; Liepert, Bauder, Miltner, Taub, &.
Weiller, 2000; Miltner, Bauder, Sommer, Dettmers,

& Taub, 1999; Ostendorf & Wolf, 1981; Sterr &
Freivogel, 2003; Taub et al., 1993; Wolf, Lecraw,
Barton, & Jann,, 1989)(% 1). o}59 A% =2 &
rHHIE A H e HEA obsoll Al 28531
HCrocker, Mackaylyons, & McDonnell, 1997
Eliasson, Bonnier, & Krumlinde-Sundbolm, 2003;
Glover, Mateer, Yell, & Speed, 2002; Karman,
Maryler, Baker, Simpser, & Berger-Gross, 2003;
Sterr, Freivogel, & Voass, 2002c; Wills, Morello,
Davie, Rice, & Bennett, 2002)(3% 2).
0P FAPAG 2R BLEAA B
A= AFESENRE 0|88 AT/ AP
o A9 F$= WA (nonuse)d] THEETE
A5 AH-(miss use)e] NEoz2 BEF AFA
A7} 7V WE (partial weight bearing harness)
g 1§33 EASUAN = Fe HAFAL
DAY e 7Y 52 AAsel ua
3R 5 59 FE 4& F UAHHesse
et al., 1995; Taub, Uswatte, & Pidikiti, 1999).
A § S A SApA A
&8 dAFolMe 7154 g 2
3 AE & AEE T FEA o4 (cosmetic
-3k ko Bl frofetAl &
ol #AaHde ZAES LESUHTaub,
Uswatte, & Pidikiti, 1999). Victor et al.(1999)
e ol SR SetEdA Uehtke
Ay TAZZ(focal hand dystonia) @3l i3]
ARAQ EhEl nE01E FEHES Hn A
230 Uehte 7198 @49l sz det
a =5

o] Z+A&

A

[e]
£9%F
[e]
%%

o) Z A
55 53 =4
o
=
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I 1. YIS MeE St ZHRERSAZE T M+
e AR s A} ATAA A A4S A7
Page et 17%9] w4 BEA7IZA A - AS57E BHo] o bell B «Fugl-Meyer  + GI» Fugl-Meyer, ARA, MAL
al., 2004 &5 A3 Ha (Gl * ARA M FHE B
~G1»7B8 Y EF »single-blinded »GI» H¥H ZAFESEXETE - MAL FuglfMeyerQ} ARAIA G2R
(Ag) randomized -AQdA 5 FARIEE o83 7% o ot SRS 1
-G2»44 9 HZF  controlled trial 7 3= » G2» Fugl-Meyer?t ARAA
(2 10 gt -EYAE: §A &F, AA AHAEE F3lo] YR
A A 8) sG2» AT ABIF + G3> 82 HskE B
-G3»6 9] HEF -1E58A AATEEZ7IH(PNF)
(2 2A8E -A5S o8& BV
A8 ) « G3» 1037 N8BS AAFA &L
Miltner et = 15%9] T4 ES s ASTE 2ol g ol resting + WMFT »XE 7 - F-MAL: effect size;
al,, 199 =% X5 A% A hand splint * MAL 2.15
T 45 6MY 3= Fd A Us -WMFT: effect size; 1.02
7] ~15~20 ZHA (A7 A7) AP Hol
-HA = 7PERE, ket (v, =
Kunkel et +5%¢] 7H4 At B * 15 4 o] Bl <l resting + AAUT i
al, 1999 HEF X7 -3 A} hand splint * MAL YA
AT +F &% F Y 3= Y 2A3) v|E  WMET (AMAT, WMFT, AAUT)
ko -12~167H] B4 &% » AMAT =AY 2
ol R e o (AMAT, WMFT, MAL)
X g 74 #AE 103] AAet
A 4 T TS =
Taub et =999 74 AE A3 A - AF P Zdo] B Qb resting « WMET G- FAsEd gt
al,, 1993 =% T 47 2d hand splint * AMAT ZA4qAM 57159 F=32
-G14% HE%T 35 4 « MAL A 1Y
(A3 GI-7E e 4 7153 B9 FAARE 30% |
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AT AL e =ity A7 A ATNSAH A3
-G2»51 HEF »3EAA7), B5S o] g3 ¥ 297 At A4d
(2T -G2»718 WolA 359 A4 ALE G2AEoN BAFEe FHE&
S TFAHLE AV, AEFS TEHA HYon AZ/|7tlE &3}
s A&
552 EYAR
Wolf et =219 9] vhA 3R VR 1S S o] BulRe(14¢7h) - WMET -5 7 HEFT HERT
al., 1989 Hwjy] 717H63)) F 32 FAS AAEA e o] zpole fle
-HEF EE g A-F A 21 7HAY 3 F 19 74A9)
ey 24 1204 A fog wWee nglo
(WMFT) 147 tj 3-89 a3
7} A4
- 5AA AN fog T
S HolA ¥e
Ostendorf = 1%39] ¥4 - ABA 5 T 2Zo] BU(TY) * quantity, A9 & AellMe W
o} Wolf, — HEF(EF oF -3 FA A @A 329 FALE ANFA & quality & 315 Holx &%
1981 18744) efficiency of + 829 23 glE BEo Ww
functional 9} 7153 AFgo] &7}
behavior T WA 712N e 245
oy A 712 MR TE B
ol Blanton® =199 o}FA7]  «AlEIAF s ASTE AREE (3R] ) * MAL * MAL: Aol F3l0] 2|44
471 Wolf, 199 HEZ(3 49 X5 A - 5 (A=) « WMFT s WMFT: X2 % A% =3
ol) AFE 3704 = &4 A3 79
~BA7L Azsta Y Ao gol &
A A2 A
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EERRRE 25

Boinfers} 199 FZ "4 -
A

Anderson, HZEF(EF Y]
2003 Aol glom iy
% 159 A

At
i
(severe
chronic) Sterrsh 1399 %= ulA
Freivogel, — HvPH|(HE&F, ¥
2003 =4)
- Y A3kt
Liepert et =139 9] A
al., 2000 HEF
27
3%
AT
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—7}x4x]§ JEJ@MEE}O]OM 8 -
-8R} BEA s

*AB A7k AR -
- & 125 A4~ 107}74«1 ?%ﬂﬁ‘r
& 75 B

»ASTE o] Fol Sbell resting = TMS - A
hand splint(12¥)
3= Fu A WEFE

* Washcloth = X8 - %

test -MAL, GWMFT(FAS),

* GWMFT Fugl-Meyer 1

» MAL - AR

* Fugl-Meyer -GWMFT(FAS), Fugl-Meyer

iy N&E
-MAL: 537} §34
- w715 A A F
o] &
« GWMFT(speed): 3} ¢l

« MAL X2 A3
« WMFT -MAL(amount, quality),
* Frenchay Frechency arm test
arm test WMFT(quality) 1
-WMFT &£&2+= W3l gl
nEs

A%
* MAL oEY A7) A5 439
FEHE 7L S
AR



e AR s IR ATAA A A#Z7 A7
Kopp et 4 9] wkA] g A 3 » Z7o] B <to resting hand EEG/MRI 223 AEE dx FAY
al, 1999 HEF AR 3704 splint® F&(AZ) « AAUT A9 (movement-related
A S o] &S BEe) FH - MAL cortical potential)
(37 6A17h) « AMAT : 4529 3= (frontocentral
« WMFT peaks)®] ¥=3 9 &l (biphasic
pattern)
» FAL I A (mean source
locations)
D B 7R
s eSS FH o]F 39
o3t F2& Bl
Liepert et =692 w4 g AT BAFESEAE(EE HEel «TMS e gEdwd 327 1
al,, 1998 HEF MeEo A &s) * MAL 243 1
- 350 ALERIE 1

*WMFT: Wolf motor function test; GWMFET: Graded wolf motor function test
MAL: motor activity log

AMAT: arm motor ability test

AAUT: actual amount of use test

TMS: Focal transcranial magnetic stimulation

EEG: Electroencephalogram
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# 2 O}SEZE HYeZ 8t ZHRERSAE FL o7
A7}, A% o34} AT SAH ARSA Y Az}
Michaud, Klein 5% #Z ¥AJuid] Al A+ A= F& T (solid) B+ bivalved = B-O test 329 5 FA
et al, 2003 o} H&43E3~84) s A & cast(2 or 4 weeks) « PDMS
3= F 315 15~6087H] A= = -+ Jebson hand
S &4
Eliasson et al., 9%¢] #Z Aduln] i]ﬁ?i A 3 «FHE(day camp):3FF TAIZE F 59 «B-O test Qo3 NHA 200D
2003 (13~18A) AFE 50Y 7h 257 AA * Jebson hand o & szaE =
A% TE Rz Fee) A% A& - AMPS f( ﬁoﬂ%) T
P35 T AR Aol & - A H(grip strength) |, . wa 9o
(57, W7, o), 7lEze] 5) - ex% e
(manipulation)
Karman et al, 789 $34 H&} X5 A -5 S T ARCFT AEHoE FE) - AAUT * AAUT A4 37t
2003 oF5(7~17A4) BAAE AT -3 FA gagedeld, ug = &
S(@HF 6717, FEoll AAD
Wills et al, Gl»1299] w4 H X7 A - & A= 4 A XAE(casting) (3 @) « PDMS « GI» PDMS 1263 1
2002 v}y AR St=o] T AAEHA E5 s B dg (A3 74 E3)
G139 vz (1, 6, 7H¥) EE oidAe 9AY 2YAE, A9 « G2» PDMS 254 point 1
(1~8A) AAEE A 152 W AR
Glover et al,  29¢] ¥HAJuH] o} Al AT = Ak 11970€9) - oz s AREAIZE 1
2002 (19, 33704) ~forearm splint(11%9 &<t cHoA s E7E
-HgE CIMT: E8X8, AYAR0Y (F7], W7), FEALE 5)

Zh AAL 7MY =23

= Ak 2(3371€)

-AZE(6F7

-HygE CIMT: 8 241 EeA| g,
AHUAE A4

Strerr et al,  3%¥] ¥4 ABAB s A% P& AN g * WMET -RE BAAAN freldt F
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£ 2 OSEARS (AR B UHRT2SAIZ T2 97

A7}, A% s AT A A A4S Az
2002 (11~194)) BAFESEXNE ZEEZ 2438 = Frenchay-arm test 12 H <

A A& FA AA * nine-hole peg

-3} 1, 2 3 90R7E 2537 AA « %} (grip force)

-3a} 30 3HF 607 47 A
Charles, 39 HS HAIwH] At AT s 4SS FHolE FAE3 F o] F - Jebsen hand 2dllA &5 S
Lavnder, et al., (84, 114, 134])  pre—post test 5o E9(14¥ Bt &F 6417, Hell 9] g 3 BEE 54
2001 (AF5 47 A AN &9 7 T4 (two-point

T, 27, 47, dSFH: 150 F&E AT F 2 -8y 24 discrimination) 5% <3
671€ %) ot A3 Ao wel A2%F &5 (finfertip force FEE RS W gle

g AAg coordination)
Crocker et al, 299 AJn}] ABA A7 « A2 4 restrict: resting splint(35+7F) « PDMS R R R = S I
1997 (2, 34 FBZ] FHLS AAEHA] S s B (E7)E)

* Daily log finger
feeding

Yasukawa, 1359 HE HAvu] Al A+ « 197 inhibitive casting(3+=) 45 - o OPAle)lE Ay FH(Z
1990 29HA): short arm casting(AZ)4F B3 RT aAsd, 3, ARNE, o

3@: bivalved casting(¥=) ©]% Z| A &%)

207 AR Ao} AFAIZ 2 A5 &Y s oA

Edi=lt

B-0 test: bruininks-oseretsky test

PDMS: peabody development motor scale
Jebson hand: Jebson taylor hand function test
AMPS: assessment of motor and process skills
AAUT: actual amount of use test

WMET: wolf motor function test
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(sling) ¢toll A7to|L} resting pan splintE 283}
= WS ARl obsd Aede ARE
(cast)& ©ol&s}7]% 3t tHBoinfer & Ander-
son, 2003; Crocker, Mackaylyons, & McDonnell,
1997; Glover, Mateer, Yell, & Speed, 2002; Kopp
et al, 1999; Kunkel et al, 1999; Liepert et al.,
1998; Liepert, Bauder, Miltner, Taub, & Weiller,
2000, Milner, Bauder, Sommer, Dettmers, &
Taub, 1999; Taub et al, 1993; Wills, Morello,

Davie, Rice, & Bennett, 2002).
=] 7j—°r 7JE ?:50 H}% —I‘E%% A A5}

o] @i@ii '67}"] 7= ?Z]l@]rﬂ‘ﬂ(shaping)%
ARg3FcH(Katzmann & Mix, 1994; Taub, Uswatte,
& Pidikiti, 1999). ZAFE2 52 &L7]17+& 2~3

T FEEo &5 A7) 93 AIREE A 7o
AE AZEY 90%E AN, BAFEFEAE
7} ol FolAE FFE T 6~TAE B B35
9 A =& Fdo] o]FoHtKSterr, Freivogel
& Schmalohr, 2002b). Holl= 43 Fd9 &
AL ZA3} WHEd" FAREFTAZE botu-
liumu toxis? #2& 33H4 AgWa st
Ags A4 E HuEAoKSisto, Page & Johnson,
2000; Page, 2003; Page, Sisto, Levine & McGrath,
2004).

I

& A7, A &7, ¢ A
Ape] AR HA 30 A E ﬂx}g] B g4
2 Brtsiy 6 5u9 ¢A Hxzet 43 i—4153(0 A
e 7‘431 AHESHAl B, 5 A AAAHCE AR
40}91\:} Bomfer & Anderson, 2003). &
MAL)7} @748 8ol 9] a5l
3 = 7}°1Eﬂ k)] 232 2% 758 7HWolf Motor

k=1

Hz %
585274
3
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Function testt WMFT)& X g4dx9] A2
JHe &3 59 2575 s Fhle ETE
A% (mild)°l A A% =(moderate) HEFEAS 3
7ket7] St TR E ATHWOolf et al, 1989). &2=-&
s R FAANTH 715H AHEsE el disl
Arglsly w2 AL, S8 AR F
5 ctHMorris, Uswatte, Crag, Edward I &
Taub, 2001). ©]% ZFZ(moderate)or F35&
(severe)®] &L AW WAES B8]
gt 5H3 @ 2xE71%%7HGraded Wolf
Motor Function Test: GWMFT)7} 7Q& ik
(Bonifer & Anderson, 2003). °]9]o|= 187}4] &
Zog FAR AAAM-ZH 7 Actual Amount of
Use Test; AAUT)® 4AEEeEH7HAm
Motor Ability Test: AMAT)7} ZAFE+FA &
o 3RE FHE A% =FE AREY
(Karman, Maryler, Baker, Simpser &
Berger-Gross, 2003; Kopp et al,, 1997). T3} o]
gt #5715 F3 tigk Bk deo] 249
78714 (neuroimaging technique)s ©]&-3ke] 7
T ¥ AR lcljjr
(elctroencephalogram: EEG) 502 7]4ZQ ®
35 SAGTh F A8 A, "«] &44 1\3_}_?9]
4 4 2719 71 T8 1A WskE 54
ST Bury & Jones, 2002; Liepert, Bauder,
Miltner, Taub, & Weiller, 2000; Kim et al., 1993,
Kopp et al., 1999).

TRz A,

Atk Van der lee, Beckeraman, Lankhorst &
Bouter(199a)= Al FE=t-sx 50 #Hsk A7}
W peE UETS W98 we A%



Kunkel et al.(1999)0] AAJgt E&2Q1 ATt
A7) (effect size) 4ol oist
Aok 1= 66 T3 HEFEAE Yo E o
235 o]&g AN FAfFrEEEAETY &
B vl 1 Ad A Ql
BRE HYloH #59 ARF SUhe dAAL
Z Uehd @dolgta vhbslth £3 AAfE
TEARTE AL} AZFA] (hemineglect)7H
AE BAA Ao R a) g AEA
Ak Van der lee, Berkeraman, Lankhorst &
Bouter, 1999b).

olg AAFELEAEY A ek =4
ClEo] AAZQ 444 289 o foll 3 A

T o]FolH T} Page, Levine, Sistio, Bond, &
Johnston(2002a)& ZAfF=-sA 5] tigh 3}
o} ABAREY AS ZARE AFA ALY
70%7F A% FHe] YAl tigk Frhoz o
£ 3iebA gdvhal BHElvh g 284 68%7F
7 6AIZE AE Y-S ABste Ad dAHY
olg ol A AAEFAMEOE gk At
bR FAIE AAeATE whEkA Page, Sisto,
Levine, Johnston & Hugher(2001)= ©]#{3 A%
A AATEEsARY TAHES A5 949
25 B Rttt MY E AREEEAE
(modified constraint induced movement therapy)
M= 10 F3+ 3% 30 B4 5 33 A7

AJo] = ¥ th(Page, Sisto, Levine, Johnston, &
Hughers, 2001, Page, Sisto, Johnson, Levine,
Hughes, 2002b; Page, 2003; Page, Sisto, Levine,
& McGrath, 2004; Sisto, Page, & Johnston, 2000).
AT AFAQ BAFEEsA5e} HEE A

E’_].—
E¢EARY G2 wud 9P ofF B

ot

HJo

BAFELTAR A 2 FRE BA B
F e A3 AR e A B RIS 2

Sommer, Dettmers, & Taub, 1999; Taub et al,
1993; Taub, Uswatte, & Pidikiti, 1999). X]Z4d]|
Ao YAlH A g6l aX= o] ofdt AN
oA HFAHY AMES Tl qFH, ABAE
A W3ts 48 F At AT ELEAFY

Z(hyper reliance)o.Z 23 HALE ZZ

[13

Sato, Kaji, Tsuru, & Oizum(1999)9] A7+l u}
A AvpH 2 Q) AS vhE AMete $xke F

577%N A 428 3 F(carpal tunnel syndrome)

7] FEt= Ao|tkPage, Sisto, Levine, Johnston,
& Hughers, 2001). =3 A5 A83HA] E3le
g A2 dFl S Fof dojd 7t
s730] Ave Aot iAo g HASE o835t
of SIS YIS ES 74T 5 glA "ol
et dAFo R FYAQ Al AghS Zefst
A ddes o] dHoE AHEHI th(Page,
Sisto, Levine, Johnston, & Hughers, 2001).
mZ 2

—

BAFEEEAEE A 2 2 o) o] g
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Walls, Kurtz, & Varley, 2003)

5% 5497 Be $A50] oF 06%e] Ay
BBVE SPHL A5 Y B39 V5L

skal 9thBroeks, Lankhorst, Rumping, &
Prevo, 1999). ©]2j3t A= Y43 =9
el thgk A Zx=E Qe 38 7hsd 75
ek w8 AERts B el ds) A4
A3 YA FeTtE AlAbetaL )

U 3o A FAFEEEAIs ek A7t
Bo] HuHA= gdston} oy AR H
AP E FAGELEAT FHLo| o]Fo|A1
Aet. A AAA S AN E Tt Sl
o s 713 #RA dFRELTAA T
A BARETEARY a7 o #d AFE

o BasAck

2123
Blakeslee, S. (2001). Therapies push injured

brains and spinal cords into new paths. New
York Times, August 28. Section F, p.6b.

Blanton, S. & Wolf, S. L. (1999). An application of
upper-extremity constraint induced move-
ment therapy in a patient with subacute
stroke. Physical Therapy, 79, 847-853.

Bonifer, N. & Anderson, K. M. (2003). Application
of constraint-induced movement therapy for
an individual with severe chronic upper-ex-
tremity hemiplegia. Physical Therapy, 83,
384-398.
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Broeks, J. G., Lankhorst, G. J., Rumping, K., &
Prevo, A. J. (1999). The long term outcome
of arm function after stroke: Results of a
follow-up study. Disability and
Rehabilitation, 21, 357-364.

Bury, S. D. & Jones, T. A. (2002). Unilateral sen—
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Abstract

A Review of the Constraint Induced Movement Therapy
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Constraint induced movement therapy(CIMT) is intense in that patient’s unaffected arms are re-
strained for 90% of waking hours during a two-week period while they also participate in activity
sessions using the affected arm for 6 hours/day on 10 consecutive weekdays. CIMT trials has been
used for the upper limb of patients with chronic and subacute CVA and patients with chronic trau-
matic brain injury and for the lower limb of patients with CVA, incomplete SCI, fractured hip and
focal hand dystonia of musicians. The mostly, Action Research Arm Test(ARA), Wolf Motor
Function TesttWMFT), Motor Activity Log(MAL), a number of neuroimaging and transcranial
magnetic stimulation studies have shown that the massed practice of CIMT is effective. Although
efficacious, CIMT may be difficult to implement. A recently, Modified CIMT protocol has been de-
veloped that combines structured, 1/2 hour, functional treatment sessions(occupational therapy,
physical therapy) with restriction of the unaffected upper limb 5d/wk for 5 hours, both during a 10
week period. It establishes a bridge between the clinic and the life setting so that the therapeutic

gains made in the clinic transfer to the functional independence of the patient in the real world.
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