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=5 A9 & A3k 10 AAF} Box and Block Test,
Fugl Meyer Motor Function Assessment?te] A7)

Fe2%
B2 HEF 32 & IS SAS] A R S AAETE ARSAHA] @l &2 A Yl A
AR & Qle 102 7AH10-Second Test)& A7fdta, A= BEE7F 5% Box and Block Test,
o

Fugl-Meyer Motor Function Assessment Z3}9}e] 4##AAE Lolr 1A} T}

AT : 3T~ HEFOE A HepH] B} 17 % 7AAH10-second Test)9} Box and
Block Test(BBT), Fugl-Meyer Motor Function Assessment(FMA)2] 22| 715 ZHARE AAE 10 2
Al= Finger Individual Movement Test(FIMT), Hand Pronation and Supination Test(HPST), Finger Tapping

o
tlo
=
o
o
il
>

Test(FTTE FAEA =24

g ARt 9598 SPSS 120 Z2aYe o|gate] EAsigic

A} 1 102 A4 ZH A5-dE<] FIMT, HPST, FTT9 BBT, FMA AR AL A5 &2 Fhol= fe
TAZE AATH525~.865). 2F AAR GubAQl 540 & Hu = 102
vhe] gxlo] vl Q2% uviu] $xlo] 715o] o $AEH .

AE 2 A7 2% 102 e 718y & 71 B EFES Y ARiAE

st g
A kel HPSTS FTTOA 92

Hot feluzte] d4ddl

A J7He AAsted dEle A B Alghs WA ohe 102 AARE ABARE Wl itdstA HEF &
A & 7)5s SATOEHN A IEAEE Botetn ARH ARE AN EES F T o
A ztgitk
FAlo] : HEZ ¢ 7WA, 102 AAL Box and Block Test, Fugl-Meyer Motor Function Test
I.M 2 pattern) ol A B2 944 gF¢le] 7 9
5 AA AEAQA #A9Y GAR IEAHSHES
AL £ 715 NG EH 2 AHY] Fs HHEA, 2008). HebH] Stol A YEhE whH S A9
g v T35 FiE F shelth#HAE], st TedNe LA A TS oA SRR
5, 1984). HEF Z7)de Al $40E 29 o AAA S Fololl A ArprS A 75 dig Frt
SHERE ofU g} 2T AstE ] e o] dHE FL WAL F SR gFold k(R 9, 1994 =
TYAQ FAYo] YERA dAY wl¢- m|oFeht, A A2 5, 2004, o9 G, A2, A, ol HEE,
He) Aol wep 21 E7t 5115]”“1 bRty 1999; qu]i@’rS’Jr %5, 2005). A3, A AgH

(synergy movement)S HolA =M FZWH(synergy

WAIAZ} B (ptpark@jj.ackr)

(2003)2 Fugl-Meyer Motor Function Assessment
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Y

(FMA)$} Functional Independent Measure(FIM)Z ©]-& At F e 4 T ol
ato] HArpr] 219 8= AR ¢F Vs IEFES 713]9] A& S0tk HAadH {F29(
TR eSS A s W, FMAY F+ HA ALY H7IEF ARl #e AFolA vt A
FIM®] &&(motor) - @—rﬂ Tr«]ff} BBBAE B HABARSC] FE AMste AAMET = AAPL 1Hs)
ola 3&& HIEGT o)+ 7159 &5 A=t aL, Aze] AAl 8% Aolgtal stk 1Hu
FETE 5 540 & Qt "a"b“ﬂ%%io =44 A AFEEAAL e AAETE Gotd A, 1 F
o2 Fgta Y= As rlsit Fe Bo] doy FESHE AAEFIL dojof st &
AAAR Hrhe AR AARAS & F e 7T b=l Algto] Bo] AQHthe Alghd o] glth
£ ATsn A8 a%E Added =25 Foh &3 Hatanaka 5(2007)¢] 7H&g 102 Ak S5 $9

SAte] F71E S om A JEZTHE Aloldl Hepr] Sxjof A ’\4 78S 57887 g s

e JAatRTY Fio] HIE dth(Fess, Gettle, & ZAtelth AR of AAET glo] 7HA| E5AE

Strickland, 1981). ¥&% &4t8] A 4AY 715& B 1029 &2 At O}Oﬂ AN Fdse 545 AL

7vete WY IdlY dAFEdAME FE Manual Atk o] AFeME 71Ee FAY 7T HIHE A
Function Test(ZAm] %, 1994; ojeld 5 1999; ]34, AF T B er) AZEo da AMLE1 9= BBTY
199%; @A} 45 2005), Jebsen Hand Function FMAS A=A 71% A} 27k} 102 AALY AlRsre 4
Test(A7L, SHEl& AR, 2007, AR, ALF Feote] AFABAE Lot 7] KA AAETh
S, 2007, £0]S 5, 2007, 3elE, ARE, o] AdA <}
A, 1992 shelE, &AASE BAIE, 2004), ehE 0. o471 g
(grip strength)74/\}(5’13‘3]i 5, 2007, SHEE T, 2004),
FMA(ZA3] &, 2003 =P34 5, 2004 &v& 5, 1. o7 CHAF 2 7|2E
2007 BBT(£0 1% %, 2007), Nine Hole Peg Test(£=m]
S 5, 20009 2E AAETES AMEsta o o) 2 A7e 37~15A19 HEFT Hekd] #2178 (Ak
& HAAIE=TE F Brunnstrom StageE 7]Z2Z 3sho] g 109, dzk 79)& tidoz A ST digate] 474
912 FMAE HE%F Fd dojue 535 A% 212 A, HEF RS w2 A =4, 747 A
dXete] B AN HEFT F FA7sE Brlske Aldke W& olsfstal F3E F le A AlA, i
o AMgEojX 1 ItHBoissy, Bourbonnais, Carlotti, 0] 2|9} oA ApH9l XYL Hole AYLh
Gravel, & Arsenault, 1999; Broeks, Lankhorst, A A BE AFUAAEdA AT 537 e o
Rumping, & Prevo, 1999; Deakin, Hill, & Pomeroy, —sHA As & F Ml AT dAtelA 975
2003; Hendricks, Limbeek, Geurts, & Zwarts, 2002 AAEIEY. AE7I17Ee 20089 19 ~299] A=At
Mercier & Bourbonnais, 2004; Woodbury et al., 2007)
BBTE ZANEF9] 227} 7hdsted z9o] 41, AAb 2. A7 HA o ZAF =
o] Thdate] Q1A o] FEeAY FFFE o]
#HE Aede A8e o kAR B, 2004). HEF S A 7159 AAE HEl 2
HH A, o] 53], 24T WA (200008 Aol st Q102 AAFE Fevete] 9 dddA ARE 9,1
AIABAEANAAN F7AET ARG tig Q1240] &3 TAE Fotry] A3l 71E0) A=} BYErt AFH
& Bstal AMEEC] Axd olfre AA, ATE A o] gl= BBTS} FMAS] FAHANE AAlste] ddaA
A B2 A5 Agdoksle I AU = £ Ttk
A, B7teTFE AHEste] Bk A9 A47e] 9t o
3 JEHIEE HTY & gl 3 YRR 1) 10= AAK10-Second Tests)
of Al AN, AA, HEoe, gt 2 gk Hatanaka 5-(2007)0] /&3 HALR HEFO2 QI3
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Hrepr] 3219 A 7RIS
Hejlon S¥g =9 FHo] §

ok Al 7HA] BE Y] #A S 102 %‘?l 7}%?_{ fi “}E
A FHFES ot 479 299 £5 SAH 4
AL AE 1S ARE NS 35 AAE 9rte
t}. Finger Individual Movement Test(FIMT), Hand
Pronation and Supination Test(HPST), Finger Tapping
Test(FTTE ©o]FAA Ut}

(1) Finger Individual Movement Test(FIMT)

AAE7 REH At A 77t Wwio s 747t
o] ¢712ke] F427d ¥4 (metacarpophalangeal joint)S
Z3(flexion) A7 &, WHHE A 717 e el A GAE7}
g o2 &7l Ald(extension) A1k 7 &71e
of 33 AAS 747 3 FHOZ HFste] At &
Zbete] 233 A 7b st ATFEH S velA
gt

(2) Hand Pronation and Supination Test(HPST)

= gk ”Eﬂc’ﬂ’ﬂ A e & Extgol
A= Feles F5 fo 14t A &0 7 &}
g3} £58 Hdgow}wl aﬂ_ﬁs—azi FEHA 1Aska
9l &uge JpEA A z ,] :&]H}(pronation)ﬂ
3] 9] (supination)E 3 2oz
THA] FYSEE A AISY B }‘:oj% Fol=
HA7FEES] WellA Fstes it

(3) Finger Tapping Test(FTT)

e e AAdA AR Fe &5 SHldol
A= Bl s F& 9o nAsta, AAkete &9 &5
< A= M FAERE, 2HeAE R (prox-
imal interphalangeal joint), YA A7+H4 (distal in-
terphalangeal joint)& <7k %*0}04 AAHA Y &
9ol EelEeth *7}3‘
A FEEE ©

2) Box and Block Test(BBT)
¢ 719 A (hand dexterity) & 438t =72 444
2 A7t e IAE Hrlsted AREEHO S

(Mathiowetz, Volland, Kashman, & Weber, 1985). 7A}
WS 1901A] A719 58 3 & AN OE & A
AR 27)e Aoz ztzto] &o] 1E Fob £71 B2
Nee 42 9 HTrombly & Radomski, 2002). 7
A-A AAHtest-retest) AFEE LELLS r=0980]H ¢
£ =042 =} THCromwell, 1976). AAAIE A=
© 28& =100, 94 =092 w$ =2 AAIAE
Holil 9tHMathiowetz et al., 1985). A B} = (con-
current validity)= Minnesota Rate of Manipulation
Test®] ab9 AL B3 A& BtS o r=0910]Utt
(Cromwell, 1976).

¢

al

3) Fugl-Meyer Motor Function Assessment(FMA) :
Upper Extremity Subtest(Z2]7]57AH

FMAE HE&Fo=z  Qlsk  #HAwppl  xjoA
Brunnstrom®] 3| EWAE £/, 75y IJEHEE
A7l $el AREREI e EFo|tHTrombly &
Radomski, 2002). Fugl-Meyer, Jaasko, Leyman, Olsson
3} Steglinds(1975)+ Brunnstrom®] HepH] zle] 38
Aol whE 507FA19 AIFEAQ] A9 st B
PeTE etk BbeES AT wet 0~2
Hg Fogith 082 FastA £, 132 T*‘:’r@.oi
s 24 9A SPso et AR A4
100822 FstAE 25 T3 A4 ?THEL =
e 33FEOE L 66%0lH, 35 AEE ‘iﬂv‘:}
€2 e 5 JHDuncan et al, 1994). & ATt
M HupH 8219 4R 7)5S Brket] sl A
AL FETRS ARSI AR ALY AR S o7l
e A)/olF 188, &5 5aks, &(&7teEh 73, 4
A ¥e&sE 3FEo|AHFugl-Meyer et al, 1975).
Sanford, Moreland, Swanson, Stratford®} Gowland(1993)
T AR AR AEEE 6oE Bustgith

BEAA AT B3}
A el hske] @.“g%}‘}iﬁ}. A7 Felol o o

AT 102 ZARSY
BBTE 78 1049 X_} 2 EA} 198o] Hrletgion,
FMAS] 37 7153 ke 739 10d9] E2A48AF 190]
37tk
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A

3.

HI

10% #AAHFITT, HPST, FTT) BBT, FMA &4 7%
AALS] ARl A duba £ e lo]E B 9
3t =Y t—747‘4(1ndependent t-test)S dlHpoH, 10%
Arte] AREE BBT, FMA AAAN] AlF-ak=9
HAGE Gotry] 98t Foj& FHEAS AN
th 102 72Xk 9 538 589 ol Qg Jake
Haslslr] S5 5 FAYY /05 249 79
Bl &S W4E ARSIHTHMcPhee, 1987). BBTY] A%
N8 8 58] zolg Hasler| flsf $59 75

159 A2 ATk FMA 3AHA] HeE 68
NEEZ sl 100%5 HHeZ si¢lth Age ¢
T8 SPSS 120 ZEaAe AMgste] B4 AEst

to

~
ro

u:\

Aok g Yole H=y o] 8%‘(471% Wﬂ
529%)°|aL, rHH|E-9l = L EZ Jﬂu}ﬂl A}
7} 10”3(588/), Az Hulr] a7} 79 (41.2%)°] AT

HEFT W $ 7 172700l d

)o
78 (

I 1. OIRCHAIRIO| QHR{0| EA

i
AL — T o

2. YurEol S4of mE 10X
FMA AR 7 M4

Z4A}, BBT,

ATt A, B, vhulRge e 10%
AL BBT, FMA A4 A49] Zpol& dopi7] ¢
3 =3 A4S AAsT 102 A4 F FIMT,
HPST, FTTE ¥, 284 el o7} glglen,
HPST AR FTT #AbelA Q8% virlgate] 73§
7150l B A Aoz Yeikth BBTY 4% 4
)], vhHRSe] mE Ajole HolA| @it
FMA BAZAR] AR X o 7l/ 25 4] /o) 2
FEAA gFotr] 8249 750 o A% Aoz u
Bt A ofojell= A, W <el, vpulRejel] uhE Zol
= HolA| ASITHE 2).

3. 10 AAle| ME&=1} BBT, FMA AMX|A
At MFE=1tel Ak
10% 7AALS] AR&EQl FIMT, HPST, FTT AR}
BBT, FMA AR ALY A|5-&=20] o)7)/2tx /o) 2
B SH FE I _-‘7].31- ) = A]—x] %%E_ﬂ] 61-331].

= = 01, 01y O <]

BAE golr 7] e Toj& AREAS YTt
102 Akl BBT, FMA A AL Atolole
Sh A (525~ .943)7F AATHE 3).

0

o)
rUSZ_I

’
€

2

Lo

o)

[
~ &
i r
>

o

£ 4 T WA (%) WEE (%)
A i) 10 588
o 7 41.2

A () 55.0£112° 37~75(H )
el A&y 8 471
=34 9 529
nhu] 5-9) = 10 588
#= 7 412
A& SEE 16 9.1
A& 1 59

HEF W $ R0NE) 15.0+19.0° 1~72089)
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I 2 YENol EMof| WE 10% HAL BBT, FMAQ| H|Wl
AALE A dnkd 54 H+ XA} t 7k
FIMT <) wt 0.33+0.34 1.6
o 0.65+0.38 :
e el HEd 052+ 0.36 0.60
=7 A 0.41+0.41 ‘
wlH] 59 LEE 0.50 + 0.46 0.48
A% 0.40 + 0.30 )
HPST e v 0.51%0.32 556
o 0.60+ 0.34 :
N Ll =& 0.66+ 0.28
102 A4 = A 0.44+ 0.33 1.49
ulH] 59 Lex 0.57 £ 0.40 0.50"
Az 0.48+0.17 )
FTT qH =1 0.33+0.29 183
o 0.62+0.39 |
e il &g 0.43+ 0.32 0.16
=] 73 A 0.46 + 0.39 :
upH] §-$ s 0.41 + 0.42 0.38"
A 0.48+ 0.26 :
<) v 0.31+0.31
B 0% 0.50+ 0.36 LIS
by 91 ol &g 0.46 £ 0.34
b ] 7 A1 032+ 0.34 0.84
T nu] 59 o=z 037+ 0.39 054
D 0.43+ 0.29 '
o} 7 qd L3 69.73+ 19.83 109
o 81.34+24.18 :
e el HEd 73.27 + 24.38 091
= 7 A 75.61 + 20.66 :
wlH] 59 LEex 73.06 + 26.47 0.48"
A% 7870+ 14.56 :
=5 A 23 58.00+ 32.25 0.98
o 62.86 + 39.46 :
v el HEd 68.75 % 28.50 0.99
= 7 A 52.22+ 38.66 :
F upu] -2 Les 53.00+ 40.01 0.93
M 9% 70.00 + 25.30 )
& qd Gl 62.16 + 39.70 0.37
A o) 60.39 + 39.85 :
il &g 76.80 + 35.14 120
=] 73 A 54.76 + 39.94 ‘
ulH] -9 LEZE 60.01 + 41.27 055
A% 71.43 + 38.60 :
Hqe <R v 29.99 + 20.49 505
o 52.40 + 24.41 :
g 9ol HEY 35.41 + 25.89 0.60
A 42,60+ 23.74 :
whH] -9 LEE 36.67 + 28.12 0.59
S 44.45 + 20.20 :

FIMT: Finger Individual Movement Test, HPST: Hand Pronation and Supination Test, FTT: Finger
Tapping Test, BBT: Box and Block Test, FMA: Fugl-Meyer Motor Function Assessment
p<05
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E 310X AR MSE=D) BBT, FMA AX[ZAIR] MRst59| ARl
FIMT  HPST  FTT  BBT ;%.i/l/ ) <¢i’:}) A"ij‘;%
ol & - o
HPST 888"
FTT 84 782
BBT 3 852 808°
o7/ EE A /ol 2 840" T 766" 892"
&8 817" 865" 742 898" 799"
&7 828" 808° 75" 902° 814° 861°
BAHESE 740" 525" 678 795" 875 627 691"
AR AN 884" 837 793 953" 962 903° 931 841
<01
V.o &

Fevgt A EAE] Asshe BrteTe AA
ol ZHAstaL, AJte] AAl Qe ETolvh(Hha
29, 2002 AT AREE 102 BARE
o Q13 HulH] Bxpe] &

2
)

Hatanaka 5(2007)¢] H&%
1S B A AL =72 el E

ZAARE Qo S = Hrtel g
glo|= AHEE & e E7oA 3y oo g%t
Pheget & 5 Aok ol g AETE A
71 sl ol Feld Absla genl A3
w7oe] JRUAE PO 1 FEIFEAE o
A% 5 ok geh ¥E2F A wl Nse H7t
37] Slsked e 102 ks Tel A de) AreE
T SlE BBT, €% %9 wsE 1 2 ddge
Le)7 FMAS) HARNE HAse 2t FEte) 4
/g& o]-o]_lg_olq_

0% 7k} BBTY Yol Ay} FIMT,
HPST, FTTS} BBTY A#ATE 93, 852, 3082 %
SEAY L JHAE KBS FIMT-"4 *ﬂ‘dﬂiiﬂr
BBT7} 7}74 < 4

o)
S

g

ox
tilo
s
re
o
o
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102 Akt FMAA BARA] AA Aot A
S gol A3 FIMT, HPST, FTT<} FMAY] 8AI 4
= 834, 837, 732 HlwF %53 AABAE B}
FIMT$} 718 d8730] A W& FMAS] FA A

A FaHE-E o/ ZEA /B VS B7tslr] fgt
AFEFEo R 84002 Fost AAIAE BAY, &(&
1=h @7}0}71 A3 ARGETE 88T F HAR

3 ARBAE HAh o/ /ol Ze
}6}71 A3 FEI = JAWAE Hole
FA A LTS dLaA A HEME 2
5] FEAol 7127t Hojof dthe AT ARt
dxghal B 4 )2 H(Nicholson, Morton, Attfield, &
Rennie, 2001), <=(£78h) 71%S H718h7] S8 &2
FIMT AAPE AAl &7t &49ds 338t Sl7
w ol s “Y&T&ﬁl% B9tk HPSTE FMA %x}

[o

N

L oro o ro i@
o M

O

Hir
OE, }O\'

N,

el
=
O A

>_\.L

o

r°1‘

71 A% 3 37 741 7} 5255:; L}E}b} ﬁq 3} =]k
S AABAE Hole ACE Utk HSPTY AA
ol syt 39 s WAl sk FAeE T4
gof glo] &89 FAde] 7P Be TS FEE o
2 2ot Xtk & vk FTTS FMA 44|



Bk g A
wgion}, 4R
FBAG7E 618Z Y

B

U %4;]9} = &‘7}3}4 & (opposition) ]
“F&(good)” &9 wAYolgtaL Aost
A2 FIMTE 242t 289 &
As Hrkelr] S HALR 4 &7y =
A7 235 kst 1338k AARI BBT
o} FMAS] A1 AAMEe] @A 7} 9437 8342 =7

FTTE 712e] FEd(tapping)& B7H 3502
Hopy] oA Y P& W] &7 Fud 59
548 w9 Barthel Index Scored] &3+ YAAyEsE

e frofdh AHAATE ol(r=39) YHEEEFY 7
5% JSsh=d =85 Foa s THGroot-Driessen,
Sande, & Heugten, 2006). Groot-Driessen %(2006)2
Hop) 7l g HEZ IS garoz st 7154 2

o] o F AR2AM £718 F=2]7](finger tapping)®

EEE SAT AFA &7 FE-ES AFEY At
25 2Yste Ao® S| w28 2Yde
AL E7MEs Fege 4% A 2 E FEE
S&o| FRtE oot SR J|AAH] 4 AHE AHEE
o7 ZAHANY AL wole He B8] HY H=E
T Ao} o] ZYo| o A eAE e FE
gL 7bsshd HES FE T e 949e E5Es 2
HE ST F Jorz B AFoA A W &
HIE ARGl @il A sAPL #Eet &7 FEd
S5 7153k W] 2ol okt FAoAe Eo
g A% dehdee Aged & A9 2%

= BBT9E= 80R(ksst A#aA), FMAE

JNHE AAAA)S Rt &1

I A9 7)5E Hrke] A3 e o9 2
ABBAS BHYte AL o]AY ATE A
Ayt B 4 9tk

=y —
FEIE &

4N 1o
fr ot
o)

10% 7AAS A9rst Hatanaka S(2007)8] Aol A=
FIMT, HPST, FTT¢] 7 A% 7“}7}91 Azel o

Al FIMTS HPSTZHl= st AaaAzE A
1 FIMT¢} FTT, HPSTS} FTT7P°1] AABA T §

Aot B Ao A= 883, 884, T182F Al A} Aol
T BT RE~4353 AHRAE Bt 102 AARE
Nine Hole Peg Test9}e] Aa@AdA= FIMTS

2,

HPSTYF Aa#A 7} 1910 v Hatanaka et al,, 2007) &
AFolME 102 HARY 3719 S HAF 59 BBTH

AL Zbel frojet daAE
T Aole AMS XFS =Y aolE B 4 e,
BBT®| 7$-9l= Nine Hole Peg Testol]A] AR&3l= 3

T(peg)ell HIF F7] i, &717] 8 BEES /\F‘lo}‘i’i
7] W&oty BES F7] ¢ A 4 &S =

S w9 £5S 3)9-3lste sgo] @A
7F Qdom, ofF AEst &3 7|(tip pinch)7} obd 7]
(gross grip) 2% 7FedtEg &7 FEE| 7oA AME-
e &89 =% AL s8¥4= A7 A Nine
Hole Peg Testol A= o171 #15 7|98 E237]
U A €712 H7)(palmar pinch)7} 7}safioF 3l #1
£ BE(board)ell BEatA 7] SJeA &5 -3
9] Aol QFHER £ES FF-ANFAY F5
AARAE 2324319 &rtEs Fogle TEHEYG
© 7 &M F-AldE £5S Su-39she
A #AZE A7) WEelt.

gutAol EAo| W 7 AA HluE =Y -7

Uehlth 5 el Hel

] &=
T
L=

GE

f

& ANt 25 ANET BFEAE slde

WAE7E AR T SRS BESheTtE Gt
gt HWAA A froFE BbERT & ARE BV
wito] HIESAA Al AR ATRE AASHA
THOlZ3, 2007). AE7} WAl F3 Aol &

Ho|Z kStARE, vH] Rl welAe HPST, HTT
FMA AL & o7/ EEA /ot Es SA317] 918 Al
REgEAA AAe BAW Fog Aol EATh Ed
10 A} 238 153 829 Hlao] glojA & A+

qr e 2WS AL BE oAt 159 750 &
Zo w8 & AH}E HY oy, Hatanaka 5(2007)<]
AFgX e B EA50] Ao Hlg) 459 7]b°]
O & ZA02 Yesth 1 o)fe LE&53oY &

nH] Sapso] tiEEo|lal & 7)ol A9 Q—"i?% )
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AT ARE A7) PEelga st a8y, B

ATANE  tFAE  $20n|(588%)9F  FZvi]
(41.22)01 AL, FAE0] B33k FUTE A7} 64.7%]
gom, vhulZe $E715e] Al A F B4

7} A 2o the 2348 Bgriy 44 47
& BN ANE PYBEAT & 59 U
A B ATo Wy 5 0d Ao A% & 7o)
folahA 2o 23S wol W, 9 F 672 Ao
NE A7t 95 Aoh) B4 85 & V)50, 43 A
vhil B4 15 & 150l fo5h £ A%E Rl
WY 5 A SAEe e & )5 35 Ao}
e wus & ATANE WY F 6719 o)y
o thAHEHE UT Hol Aol Mol A g

AN AL AH-eA] GRoB=E, GO o] Ao
= oY Anpel s g o R 3 U $ A7)
e wHISH PAIEY V)T 385 Aol 5 FolR
7] 9g- A7 Zastele AdEnh

T A de] AR e HlwF igd & 7
#7}2 = BBT9 Nine Hole Peg Test7} %%31(7 1z
I} ALr], 2004; grAAG %S_Oé 2002),
o HwA o Bre 3}% AAo] 9=
o, £F3E HAET So] dasite @Hol Stk
Jebsen Hand Function Test®= “LO] AR EE EFolu
3 AAETTE 288 Bk ofle} Y] sk &
207 FAE TR AARE de 15~3080] &

). E7stE =7 28 glon
&% A9 5 &4 HIE & vt &
A JrteTd FMAE & 359 BdEs B
of d7EHoZ P AHEE L e =7 (Deakin
et al., 2003; Platz et al., 2005, Sanford et al., 1993)°]1}
B7h 21 Bfete] A7HEClAS fAl 2olA Xt
3 $th(Deakin et al., 2003). 5+ -2lyete] E47}
AAG APAEY] Bg7te & 7% AAY] Af €
132 AlgHs Fal UTh(HFYE T oW, 2003). olH g
Agro g Qe M= i]?%ii Qg Hwhu] EA}
o 35 FEE AV Ee SAo weh ARA e
2 Brlste 71581717 g, 73'erE B37tst7] $g
APE AR ARE o wfEste A B 4 22 8
*‘O]‘:} olglg FARE Aty e At &
7155 Wretr] S8l e AAET flolx idst
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Abstract

Correlations Among the 10-Second Test, Box and Block Test, and Fugl-Meyer Motor
Function Assessment for Hand Dexterity Evaluation in Stroke Patients

Kim, Eun-Joo’, M.P.H., O.T., Park, So-Yeon™, Ph.D., P.T.
“Dept. of Rehabilitation, College of Alternative Medicine, Jeonju University
“Dept. of Physical Therapy, College of Alternative Medicine, Jeonju University

Objective : The purpose of this study is to introduce the 10-second test, which can be done in a short time
without using any special devices, to evaluate the hand dexterity of stroke patients and to understand its
possibility for use in—clinic.

Methods : For upper extremity tests, a 10-second test, a Box and Block Test (BBT), and Fugl-Meyer Motor
Function Assessment (FMA) have been conducted on 17 hemiplegic patients between 37 to 75 years of age.
The 10-second test consists of a Finger Individual Movement Test (FIMT), Hand Pronation and Supination
Test (HPST), and Finger Tapping Test (FTT). The collected data have been analyzed using a Windows
SPSS 12.0 program.

Results : There are significant correlations between the detailed categories of the 10-second test, BBT, and
FMA (525 to .865). The functions of right hemiplegic patients are better compared than those with left hem-
iplegia in HPST and FTT when comparing the general characteristics of each examination.

Conclusion : As a result of this study, the 10-second test can assess the hand dexterity of stroke patients
simply and without any special instrument in—clinic; this might be helpful to understand the recovery of pa-

tients and to suggest objective data.

Key Words : Box and Block Test, Fugl-Meyer Motor Function Test, Hand dexterity, Stroke, The 10-second
Test
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