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F 849 A 240] QHABEAY 2 N4 2
HAT 55 WA G

w34, e

st Bash 2913 28}

FE2%

53 B A7e T HEF AE g oE A 2-o| IS S5 2 8% el 2 A4A]7)
s T ojug S vA =R Fotr izt

AHy - B AFE Y5ty fYAE el YT 419 HET SAE YR LE IRELS AANZE
7} A% (Postural Assessment Scale Stroke, PASS), %_1*“339’51} TS

27 T3 (Modified Barthel Index,

MBI), 3% AP HZ(Tone Assessment Scale, TAS), Fugl-Meyer ¥7} 2= (Fugl-Meyer Assessment
scale-upper extremity) 5= ©|-€3l91 A8 HA& 1loj& A#AE X (pearson correlation coefficient), ©A &
o= 3] A& A (stepwise multiple regression)S AAISIH o™ WZ LUAEE LolH 7] 93t Cronbach’s al-
pha CoefficientS TF3l3H}.

A3} 1 PASSTENA 7P 7]50] £ AL AAste] A7|Z UEgoH, 7P 7]s0] Bt AL 507 A
71931, MBIgHE A 71 7150 2 AL JA/F4 olFoH, 7Hd 7150 ¥ A 7152
o} PASSe] & 852 MBI FM-UE, TASS} £23 233 (r=-33~ 91, p<.05~.01)7} o™, FM-U/E
9} MBI(r=.35, p<.05), TAS-2F4(r=-40, p,<.01), AgEE(r=-239, p<.05)9A F28 FHaA 7} = ALz
Uebstth. W3 4A%% Cronbach's a= 862 =l Welst o, PASSS| 93} ZAFA] @5(r=90 p<.01)9]
g, AAgE F5=(r=93, p<0D 2 st FABATE ARoH, AAFA 5o Fa A st F=o
g Zrolle o3k AABA (=69, p<O0L)7F AR PASS &5 & =224 A=o 2 E7)9) H]—‘joﬂ/\i 2
Aol 717k 47t ADLY 4R 71%S didshed 7Hg T3 WMaR =%, R7=56)US & 4 Asih

AE : PASST @S 73 583 2 T B FAV ST bl ol g dadArt 91—: AoRE Y
Bt HEF 349 7154 SHAEE d3E F e A 2 F US Aotk

& =83z

ru[o

FAe] 2 AR, HEF, AA 7T, LeETH, AHEE

WAIAA} ;- ek (ptlovel @hanmail net) || A4 20068.15 | A=Y 2006.10.2
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I.ME
A7) AAE 2A-stE AAle AA, ¢ 28

g9l 37HA] 7)5 st ZHETHRothwell, 1994). ¢l
Ae Faet Ao} SFHE 4o F e IEE
udE 2N 8" $5uEHY BEe e &
e A 2437 FE FA dFds) AAE FA
g #E ok Azt g AR Y] e Atgo] FasirH A
g, oldg], uEa HeA, 2000).

Zﬂéﬂ A 2HEe NTHAAE FASL o] 5dhH,

AN S =2l T Q3 2pkz el Fa) vy &3

?J% FHsla AAE HYFATEH B 3tHDiety,

1992; Johansson & Maqnusson, 1991). ¥Hk&oZ T3

AAA EFORRE A2 MAAL 5 AE Bt

A% 2 04ES A Bubv) BAE S R
ps

rln

B EAZ A A 3
258 AAHSe] B ol ek A4 289 of
s 7 Aol WA Agd 24 g, FE) o)

gt A9 o3l 2% Aol (Yelnik, Albert,
Bonan, & Laffont, 1999), &2 °f3le} g4 A4 &

3" (Bohannon, 1991)52.2 213t 7153l EX—}—’F?@
o otgEFs Aol A e

nd gt HEF B
=g ot} 717t 9 A7 &4 g AL 7SR
e BaA do7IthGregson, Leathley, Moore,
Sharma, Smith, & Watkins, 1999). Hu}r] gxjoA 1}
E}],]._‘: 7}11_Q o:]f;rﬂlu %Jﬂr @rﬁ} oggﬁaoﬂ Oﬂz‘fkg

ToE 4 AU 284S HLOHKL‘:}J— 0}951031(7]1
gk} o5, 1997), A4 A=t 71%5HQl FHzHe
ofn) e #AE YF3

i

= faiMe il =
S/ F AEE H-g dgo] A3t HEF $
Aol ZpM o] v 2T AA 2 AR
Sl TS = 7 don, ofd s Hrlsle A
Ao 7 &4 2—7@ | Fa3t 91:]@'% 3ItH(Gregson
et al 1999) Zﬂ 2pe] v S} H]

H]jﬂ_é‘ A BFA3A
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ﬂﬁﬂ ﬂAQ H@ﬂ ﬂﬂ ZAS Hiaﬁi
(Sh]per Latash, Rao, & Aruin, 2002), W2 A=) 9)A
A YA A 25(FS FoE, H LS Fu)Y 5
A7 vt R st th(Palmer,
Ashby, 1996). 442 £5& F3317] AAE 2%
o] FE2H AT Aol FAFF Fol FaT 9
&5 o FAFFY 2L I A E(stiffness) 2
AA9] oMgAT} A #AI|E FrHKamper &
Rymer, 2001). Levin(1996)& #nrjH] 3kzl9] 3= A
A AdA A Atolo F-gAol Wzt Q“ﬂ
HAN FHAY A% wsto X o] M7 dojut &

298 Bola 4R s £98 oEA etk 8

Downes, &

)J

‘Ed *'J’er ”X] AN FApgox By} 77,
71, 2 F9A =3 A FANH A T
AelA e EeE FEA A0 FFo02 Qs 3
of o]#g°] UAtHRoby-Brami, Feydy, Combeaud,
Biryukova, Bussel, & Levin, 2003). & zpAo| A &4
g 3l TS We TN T A FHAY AR
¥S Aol (Esparza, Archambault, Winstein, & Levin,
2003)9,} };]9] ﬂ% tﬂ\:ﬂ oz 9] 6‘]— 24]7]‘ Z@A O]:Z 7@-
o (Carr, Harrison, & Stephens, 1994)E H°It}.

% A= A TR B8 A 7
9 TS Sl uhet A He AgE A
A4S HoFgal s ok(Slijper et al, 2002). ]E Ay
ste|al gdstE A HE e AT 3
A o] et A A 24E 78 & °l
go] #A3] WolAe Aolth }7], 7], T Wy
g AR Fadh 48 A4 2 FAHLS 7]
A B2 FYA T BEA FS Fofol WskE
AL, TFFE AR A A S-S AT A &
& Y] BRMEAE 2 4 lom, AAxHe
HepH] 5L Yubd oz v A]

Z

Tl F84<

r[r r

olf =~

_1>4 ﬂHN
o ruind—hJN:\QOIr_\;

g
715 A A 3ol QIOW *daﬁz—*.% Z}*ﬂ AL
2 A

B5H9 2olm, 4729

R



7153 NdE Feo] Ju WAL EA G FE 45T
4 9)oH(Feigin, Sharon, Czaczkes, & Rosin, 1996).
NE% B4 27 YA A 22 Bk I
254 FU5YS 38 5 YE ATt 2 5 U,
7549 ER4ARE Bele] o, 7] MEFHA
o A4 %4 Hrieh #BeEle F 238 tHFranchignon,
Tesio, Ricupero, & Martino, 1997, Hsieh, Sheu, Hsueh,
& Wang, 2002). HupH|gzle] AAZd Hrl= w9
e s 438 5 e ARV 2 F glon, o
o th3t 27] Hrte AAA Axle Q3 dREolg
g 4 Stk Z}*ﬂ ZZ&H s #HS = T
OER Z}*ﬂ ‘ﬂﬂ/‘l 71s3 =94
Hrkehs e %:L"*E‘i‘r 23, &
EALE ATE H dolX a3 M7t 2 F dES

o H
2L
g
rulm
:lo
a2 N

ol
_,d
I

Z=35 A7) X

ARV Aol
aeg ol ATdAE A $EA6 BE Bt
flol ghe AA FHE AL 71EA ADLH ol

o]Fo] HoH(Loewen & Anderson, 1990; Sandin &
Smith, 1990), HZF & L7t w& P71} o] Fo]
A A 29k Franchignoni et al., 1997). =3 371€3} 6
Ne @ HEF BAE Yoz Axde ADLYE 7]
4 35 g FHBAC dvke AFAY Bt
ANS Y (Benaim, Perennou, Villy, Rousseaux, &
Pelissier, 1999; Hsieh et al., 2002), Hvjn] $2}e] A<
2Rl 715 352 i WO RRH 670 ojule] ©]
FojAE AR dHA Qo] iR V& dFe ¥

T gAY AE R st AAA Q% 7}

"é% Al ek, A -l wE 2R
03?7} o] FolA] sttt old] £ AFE 6
Z A2 YgAatoz A 2Ho] IAF
A5 2 lo:@wﬁr ELZ_V‘}E ‘?ii]r 2 A7

w7 ek

it

B el e ¥EFos A% dohl Ane v
o A2 FPABYRANN QY ARE e Aop
].

4 T Aol T S AHS eE A7t

gl

< 2005 12€5-F 2006 7€7hA] AAletaieH 99

Ao ARz et 2o,
D) MEF0E Asfel Arhuz ABS B, WY F
6714 o139l 8
2) 39l &5 473 uel glovl o shel 4 9
34 A g B4
3) @3k 7ol AAAE) (Mini-Mental State Exami-

nation-K)oll Al 244 o]del AHALHT} vzt
19%9)
4) AFUES olaliatH JAthFol Thsd S

2 5% 9y Y =7

Aol AR didAte] A, A, W, A 9
FIEAE B3k FledlaL, e Wk 4 ¥ Als

A Aol FArEQer HoiaTe g Aas g
AA ANEA ekgkar, dlgAel Al 2AS BE Hrke
AFAL 103 2HAR8AF 1910 93] AA = Ak

FFI

D) Az 97t s
(Postural Assessment Scale Stroke, PASS)

PASS+ BL Motor Assessment ZHE FAH =74
—L?i"i N4 2 28 A7t Ae HEFT A

| fA A8 F on Lase ARl 1~1022
2 &, 43 A Wk 4 A7) wel] #ep
BAe] HEHE D T F de S JdH =olt
(Mao, Hsueh, Tang, Sheu, & Hsieh, 2002).

PASSE 37FA19] 71241 AAR(E7], &71, A7)
o]Foix] lom A frA T8 53ET AA W F
578508 F R2¥ESE 7450 rk(Benaim et
al, 1999). 4 0ol 1 39S H&3t] F 3670
o 2 A FEE AR glo] 7], AA|EY
71, AA] °*°] A7), AF07 A7) §502 A7)
o 2 wE RS FEAA 507 FolnT,
FEAANAN AF02 Fohw7], FAAeA HolE
7P ARE @), Y710A HolE TP AR w7,
e 2ol A7) A Aol A k], A ZpA el A ut
2ol E3E Hof 7= FAE Yt

PASSE FIM#S] JadAoA s 74 EHY=E
r=73)%F WA AFZ(k=83), AHA-AAA A=
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k=72)5 H Y HBenaim et al, 1999).

2) gAY 4
(Modified Barthel Index, MBI)

Barthel Indexv= 44 E52 AHUEE 7oz
ato] et AeR Y Tlesd wstE §gske
H7pHO LK H-29, 1997). 107FA19] 74421 A4
g d5oz A e, AMAe 2 (self-care
index) 77} &3 71552 (mohility index) 37] &2
2 FEstal don, 2 SRR 59A Y H5E T
Hi 1004S vHEoE 0~248e ¥A & 25~49
e Adl oA, 50~7432 TR AEY, 5~0HS
OF7E oA, 91~PHL HA &, 1008 &d =
HAS et ZAARAZEAL AE =89, AARARE
AT =952 4#A UK Granger, Albrecht, &
Hamilton, 1979).

w
N

4% A H%(Tone Assessment Scale, TAS)
7229 7= 93 MAS(Motor assessment scale)7}
FHLEHA AFEEI glod, MASE #3483 &5
Aol A FHrtellwt NG wa, A tig ¢
A G s W AAS AfEHS, 18 A
AL 2 AT digk AAE YEA R
(Bames & Johnson, 1999). 738 #7}g gfdsia Al
ST 9t Jrte e o[ BEse] vyt 27
T} 7% &4 Aol BAE AFelr] HEixe A
& WA 424 e w77 Bedd Bames &
Johnson(1999)0] &gt TASE QMEAl A, F5&F
of tigh ¥hg, 1ga Ao E FAE HEF BX
o ZA H7tE flalA e b Tol oy
o BAAs W & don T GA A48T & ok
TASE 127} 502 YA A, $F 5o g
B RS 3709 d9o = HFAl Al HA 04
AA 14, % w0l 3 v HA 0HlA 53,
AP Ha 04X 33 EE 13S HE5ho
404e] Hi IFEE AvletH, AF7t FSTE
Ses ougt Hejsst FolA 2002)

Al A9 AFERE GGelA SHAT 2

oo g

™~ o

o2

=
c‘)l_
A

_1[}1«
O_u
2 o

=2
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4) Fugl-Meyer 37} &
(Fugl-Meyer Assessment scale-upper extremity)

AT FAeE s Bhe HEF 849 7]
2 38 =S Hrietr] 9 kgt Fugl-Meyer 3
AFE-EH 9 tHFugl-Meyer, Jaasko, Leyman,
Olsson, & Steglind, 1975). o] 718 x9] A&sd g
& 3% Hes 0L w3 & flv, 132 i
o, 23L& s 3 U
2 FEHA dom 4R 575 Heye 66delth

BAE A/ ERmA oL E, &5, (&7, H8S
goz AEstEo] gk 4 =9 HAke 33 AAls)
o, 7}7‘} =2 A4E stk AAF A 308 A
28 EHY Aeo geMe e 2 }*E‘ A8
o}, Fugl Meyer B7HH 57} 242 7Hr=94), 2=} W
(r-=99) A&7} 52 SRl @Z}Q +E715Y
Hsts Wrleted JAHoRZY AFETEA FHE
urattl . 3193 ok Gladstone, Danells, & Black, 2002)

HEE

ST 5 g

HT

RIS NI 011 daiM = REE4S PASS(AHA =
$5458%5Y), TASEURE), 44
%:—’F &Y (Fugl- Meyer Upper extremity) A=S &olH
7] 98t 7leBAE stelen 1 #EES ¥
HO}O:] ¥]oj& TR (pearson correlation coefficient)
< 3ITE PASS(RHAl 24)9 Al g8 F o= =
o] ADL# A71sadd 7 d&FdS vixeA ¢
ofR7] 9t GAA tF 3] AR (stepwise multiple
regression)= AA|5FG L, PASS A ET9] 7+ 9498
TR FEEY WA dATRE LolE7] {5ty
Cronbach’s alpha CoefficientE T-3t3oH, A4 9
FFL =(bE 39t

. 947 Chfel kol S

AE S Iyl 24w(585%), SAA7F 179 (41.5%)°] A
om d#Ee 30~394 3%(7.3%), 40~494 1078(24.4),
50~594] 179 (41.5), 60~694 99 (21.9%), 704 o] 2



1. 047 CHAIRIO| Qlbixo] EM

=1 o

(N=41)

duky 4 T A=) o1 (%)

9 7} 2% 5385
Aqd

ol 7} 17 415

30~394) 3 73

40~49A) 10 24.4
Sk 50~594) 17 415

60~694) 9 219

704 )% 2 49

73 21 51.2
Ay

A&y 20 438

. = 23 5.1

uhH]5- 8

S Zuln) 18 439

7R ~1d mak 29 70.7
u

1 o4 12 29.3

3(24.9%)01lth. AvEe A0 21%8(512%), HE
o] 207 ( 488% o]Qom whl§Ee ‘,,]-—Evﬂtl]-t]]7}- 7
(56.1%), S-ZHulu]7} 189 (43.9%)0] itk L 6
e - 1d ulnﬂ}% 207 (70.7%), 1\d o]AF-& 12%(29.3%)
OJATHE 1.

2. PASS(XIM| =&), MBI(AMASESAI~3Y
“Ei) TAS(:Z"SE), FM-U/E(AX|7|5

PASSEHEo| M 714 7)50] 2L
(3.00), 7§ 7150] ¥e A& %%—6}11
ERtTh MBIFEOIA 71 71%50] F& AL o#/3%

o] (1449)01, 7} 71%50] H& AL E&3171(20D=
UERATHE 2). TAS] PFAl AA el A& 0.88, 7525
o thak whg-o 702, AguHS-2 222, Z?&-@ 10152 1}
Eldth FM-U/EE 26272 UERTHE

AL ARG A7)

3. PASS(RIM| Z=F), MBI(LAMESEH
S3), TAS(2ZET), FM-UEAX|7|S
Tef) Q| aEhtA

PASS-MP=  PASS-CP(r=.69), PASS-total(r=90),

TAS-Asso(r=-67), TAS-total(r=-.44), MBI(r=.80),
FM-U/E(r=45)7tel 913t 3347 U™ (p<0),
TAS-Pass(r=-35)¢h= W& @A de 202 b
BRI THp<.05). PASS-CPE PASS-total(r=93), TAS-
Asso(r=-52), MBI(r=87), FM-U/E (r=54) 7t <3k
FHABAZE JROH (p<01), TAS-total(r=-37)2=
& AAEATE de ALZ UEsth PASS-total
TAS-Asso(r=-64), TAS-total(r=-.44), MBI(r=91),
FM-UE@=5) ztll #F9g dadArt dlen
(p<.01), TAS-Rest(r=-.33), TAS-Pass(r=-30)¢}&= *&
FHBATY e Ao YEsT TAS-Reste TAS-
Pass(r=50), TAS-Asso(r=.63), TAS-total(r=.64), FM-
U/E(r=-40)Ztel frogt AaaA 7 e 222 Yeist
th(p<0l). TAS-Passt TAS-Asso(r=71), TAS-to-
tal(r=93) 7ol frojst JAAA} A= ALZ el
U, MBI(r=-38)¢h= W& F8dA7t e Aes v
3} TAS-AssoS TAS-total(r=.83), MBI(r=-59) 7t
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I 2. PASS(AIM| ZE), MBI(Y &St ratsD]), TASZZIE

, FM-UEAR)7 sl Hlm

PASS® Pz aa MBI P RFHA
AA|glo] 7] 2.95+0.22 AN 4.15+0.83
A8t A7) 3.00£0.00 28317 207163
12181l A7 2.27+0.67 2Ak817] 951+1.23
AZ3AZ A7) 0.85+0.94 A 871181
HZ3HAZ A7 0.44+0.63 Ao =7 7.63+2.05
I 944+2.17 £917] 8.102.27
FEAAN BZ0E E7) 200£1.12 o) 2] 10.00£0.00
FEAA A 207 B 2.9840.16 EN R 10.00£0.00
FEAA A HolE 7R et 2.76+0.43 H3Y 12.83+2.31
7] AA A HolE 7PgAte el 7 2.88+0.33 /AR o) 14.49+1.14
e ZAol A A7) 3.00£0.00 MBIE} 87.49+11.41
A ZA A 97 2854053
A Al A vhere] B o] &7 0.73+1.30
A § 17.20+2.65
PASSZ% 26.63+4.43
*Postural Assessment Stroke Scale
"Modified Barthel Index
E 3. PASS(RH| =H), MBIZAMEERFSE) TASEZIAT), FM-UEMXZISF8)9| H|n
TASc CEIES IS h FM-U/Ed(3 ¢+ 3584
o 88+0.84
FEeEol o e 7.02+4.79
A kg 2.22+1.42 T
T % 10.15£6.40

“Tone Assessment Scale
*Fugl-Meyer-U/E

frold oAzt e Aoz vehhen, FM-UE
(r=-39)ellM e W& FAHA} de A et
TAS-total2 MBI(r=-.44)

el frofdt AadArE e, MBIE FM-
U/E@=35)014 B dadArt Sle Aoz Yeyt
(% 4).
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1. PASS(RIMIZZ) M8 2| AfzIziio}
s x|

PASSERE A A 259 =90, AH
G2 F-98) 2ol WS Fe T FBRAT U
(P<OD), AAFAE AA BR-LIHE £33

FAZHP<0) YE Aoz UrEME} PASS ZH &9



I 4. PASS(AIM| ZH), MBI(Y eSSt ralsD]), TASZZIE

, FMFUE(ERZ[Sa)o] a2tz

T 7 PASS-MP*  PASS-CP” PASS-total TAS-Rest®

TAS-Pass” TAS-Asso® TAS-total MBI

PASS-CP £

PASS-total Y0 O3

TAS-Rest -30 -30 -.33*

TAS-Pass -.35% -29 -.35%

TAS-Asso — 67 - D2k - .64

TAS-total - et - 37+ - et
MBI B0 B Ol

FM-U/Eg Ao DA DA

D0

B3 e
B4 9 B3
-18 - .38 =99 - et
— A0 -15 -39 -2 3o%

*p< .00, **p<01

*PASS-MP; Postural Assessment Stroke Scale-Maintaining Posture
"PASS-CP; Postural Assessment Stroke Scale-Changing Posture

“TAS-Rest; Tone Assessment Scale-Posturing at rest

4TAS-Pass; Tone Assessment Scale-Response to Passive Movement

“TAS-Ass, Tone Assessment Scale-Associated Reaction
Modified Barthel Index
Fugl-Meyer-U/E

I 5 PASSAIMZEMFE=2| atebet Uy x|z

—

T % PASS-Total PASS-MP PASS(reliability coefficients)
PASS-MP 903
a=.86
PASS-CP 93 69

xp< 05, *xp<01

FAS TG FEEY U AEE golry]
3ty Cronbach’s alpha CoefficientS F3lA<=d o=
86| UTHE 5).

o N

ADL(Y A& 5435 d)?
f)o] PASS 37} Al

7Ur ADLOU* T FEAA A zjﬁgi =7, ¥9 A
Ao 2o E7) ¢k7] AAA HeolE 7} }x].a]

o 7, A AANA 97 £o2 JeEgon(E 6

].
AN 502 F7], %%chﬂv Zﬂ%—ii %71 i}

ERSATHGE 7).

v o #

A 715 oA BA B &Y Tse g EE
o Fg3 AYgsds sl P 8 FROE A
o 75 $3e 7 4 “&‘5"%—} X A k(A

ned, 1994). ¥ BAEY &4
YRGS oHA wEs A F spfolm,
Ao dFAA AU Walate] S gk Wo)
ZZ9] olH&S HOKCirstea & Levin, 2000).
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I 6. ADL{EMESETASH) M dee DlxlE R0l

o

29 3| AA R t R’
FEAA A AFo 7 57 28 445 4 5]
FEAANA BZ07 E7] 3l 76 414 o
7] AN ElolE 7R el 57 21 3.25 2,81
A AR A k7] 14 1.28 2.29%
*p<.05, ##p< 01, *xP< 001
E 7. FIM-UEMZZ S0l &2 ojRl= 29
89 3| A REA} t R2
£ A7 1.89 3.38x
FEAA A BF0 2 F7 49 591 2.32 56
FEAACIM HEe 2 57 -45 438 -197

#p<.00, <01, #x:xP<001

<«
rlo
2
o
lo,
>
i)
ok
s}
olo
Y
ofo
lo,
%%

Roby-Brami 5(200!
A3t #de] FFH AT
£349o] dojdttn BuEYT HEF At
gl glojx Azre] Awdh BAFES HIAgd
S =] gl A YA FAY FAY
aka, AwpH] A Aty AU 24 T
d5d) 2o BAHSS IA 22T
HFdel Avkd TS vFih dubrew
A ofelgE A sl Aehl BA5e v
A, ulwa% AR 7

O
By
2
ox L
XN Lo

-
el re

fo ™

o
o

o 8

= ).i ox, I
off oM = of
LU T N )

o o w ro

=N ZRR e
St=E 4 AAE A A A
7 %?}f} deﬂ Z7o]tH(Johansson & Magnusson, 1991).

Franchignoni 5(1997), Loewen & Anderson(1990),
Sandin & Smith(1990)& &5 A% %7] DA A 2
A 24 HAA ADLA 7154 35 58s A58 &
A 92, Benaim 5(1999)% Hsieh 5(2002)2

=
g HJ ARAD £5 beol B4 atol, ¢
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HEST A AdxAsEo] ADLE 7153 35
o3k AAAAVE ok Bt ol B A3E 6
H HEFT IAE UoE AN -] I
AT 83 204%E W3t 3 FA7s T3
ol FFE Uli]—t—Xl Gotr A} st
Tl e PASS(RHAl 230 A
7P 71l T2 f%}% AA|Qle] g7IeH, 71 7]
Tol W FuE whlS tdel 2 A7t
Oj?ol]/\i‘c W 7150 2L RS AAEhe] A
7], & AAeIM AEoz E7), AA Qo] Yo s
Uehston 71 71%0] Yre AL A Ao A pjE =
g2 A7), vtee] B3 Ho] &8]7], 1508 A
0% yehgth MBIZE & 5851719 Ad 227] &
02 714 7150 e Ao g UEhtr 2835 7)ds
wabe] tigt Belztal 1w AA 758 Abgehs 7}
A AP H0 FRog Axg F3E7] oz Aow
=9 osio} HEo 712
TET gEE 9 =
7HE AR st ddiFoE HE 3 ﬁyq:} v
(e}

T

ook m

(o3

¢

7GRN M B AT e AL xw
Z

=
Aol 853} 3 SAE ShA wale) A 3



% A9} Abgo] AA2 S, A o5
o YAHBEAE T2 WrhZ A ALE] Bl
Z gA7)50] A Aol wste] AAGA 35
veln, Ben gerg 3o aTEtiolds £,
2003; Gowland, Stratford, Ward, Moreland, Torresin, &
Plews, 1993). & &7l|lA MBI &5 5 4 - Wi ]
& oA} - ap o] FHES AFAT| TIAIA Fke
o 9 &5 5940 52 Ao UeRE), 01
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Abstract

The Effects of Postural Control on ADL, Muscle Tone, Performance Function of
Upper Extremity in Chronic Stroke Patients

Park, Chang-Sik*, B.E., O.T., An, Seung-Heon**, M.Sc., P.T.
*Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Division of Health, Seonam University
**Dept. of Physical Therapy, National Rehabilitation Center

Objective : The purposes of this study were to find correlations among Postural Assessment Scale for
Stroke, MBI, Tone Assessment Scale, FM-U/E, and to predict MBI, FM-U/E from subscales of Postural
Assessment Scale Stroke.

Methods : The subjects were 41 stoke patients of the Korea National Rehabilitation Center in Seoul. All pa-
tients were assessed on Postural control was measured with the use of the Postural Assessment Scale
Stroke, ADL(by the Modified Barthel Index), Tone(by the Tone Assessment Scale), performance function of
U/E(by the Fugl-Meyer assessment), The data were analyzed using Pearson product correlation. Postural
Assessment Scale for Stroke(PASS)scale between other clinical and instrumental index, multiple stepwise
regression analyses were performed to identify prognostic factors for ADL incline, Cronbach’s alpha co-
efficient to identify Internal Consistency on PASS scale.

Results : The highest level was standing with support, the lowest level was standing on paretic leg on
PASS scale. The highest level was chair/bed transfer, the lowest level was bathing on MBL All items of
the Postural Assessment Scale, were significantly correlated with MBI, FM-U/E, TAS(r=-33~.91 p<.0
5~.01). There were significant correlations between FM-U/E and MBI(r=.35, p<.05), TAS-rest(r=-.40,
p<.01), TAS-asso(r=-.39, p<.05). The Internal Consistency(Cronbach a=0.86) was very high, indicating that
the PASS is homogeneous and is likely to produce consistent response. Furthermore, the sums of maintain-
ing position items and of changing—position items were strongly correlated(r=.69, p<.01) and there were sig-
nificant correlations between sums of PASS and sums of maintaining position items(r=.90, p<.0l), chang-
ing—position items(r=.93, p<.01). The Supine to nonaffected side lateral and Standing picking up a pencil
from the floor of PASS items was the strongest variance(R2=.95, R2=.56) of the predicting ADL function,
performance of function U/E.

Conclusion : The PASS is suited to the assessment of postural control abilities, it demonstrated an accept-

able for the evaluation of functional recovery of stroke patients in clinical practices.

Key Words : ADL, Function of upper extremity, Muscle tone, Postural control, Stroke
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