etag 5857 AlL6H A4z
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HEF B UF A7 24 74 2 QANLE B7h mre wa
; PASS, TCT, BBS, FM-B, MBI
A5, 4R

QECLERLEE LS
“rguishn Belx 2ol

AToM HEF BFAY AT 2H(PASS, TCDH3 T3(BBS, FM-B) 2 434852 (MBD = #
AT 2t WEEFHY] 9 S dotr iz 3T
A7y B A7e HEFOE A3 drpH] AdS e 32 89S ddoz Az 2 H7HPostural
Assessment Scale for Stroke : PASS, Trunk Control Test : TCT), #8 ¥7HBerg Balance Scale : BBS,
Fugl-Meyer Assessment - Balance : FM-B), ¥4A&8%2 37 Modified Barthel Index : MBS o]-4-3}
A, A B4 g0l A B4 (Pearson correlation coefficient)® ©HA|2] th 3] 784 (stepwise multi-
ple regression)& O]%O}ﬁq
A7} PASS AA FA], A4 i, 3L TCTY r=78~H(p< 0.2 Azt 24 Hrp =77ko] ff$ f23
FHABAI}E JE ASZ Yeldt PASS, TCT+ BBS, FM-B(r=65~.82), MBI(r=.75~.79)9| A4 23 Aa
A7 AR eH(p<01), BBS, FM-BE MBI(r=77~.78)% -+ 3 A##A 7 JATHp<01). FM—BQ} BBS=
r=84(p<0DE 73 FAAA7L e A2 Yeistth MBIS B3 3HEo0] PASS ZHAG-A|, A4S 33,
FM-B(p<.001), TCT, BBSl| 7} 93 & F£ A2 el om(p<0l), PASSS] AA|gle] A7) &Fo)
MBI FM-B, TCT, BBSe| 7} |8%8& F& 222 Jebdthp<00l). PASS £3-2 MBI 7M 938 &
Fv A2E YETHp<0D). PASS AF &5 F A 94, S837], 334 AR, Ad 227), 1) o
A 23 olEe AA glo] M717F 7 4EFE v RA2Z YEREOH (p<00D), AAR7|E F2AA d A |l
ol 7HEAtelel &71(p<00D), £Y7IE BE 02 FolEvI(p< o7t 7ME FFgHE F= Ao2 YEhT
A& : PASS, TCT, BBS, FM-B, MBIzt #o¢ #84& ER 0w HFERS] AfRA BAS F3d 4F
7Fed WrES A St B8 8219 7154 IEH AR N5 F AHE dSIAY 9FE £ 5 Uv
Mg Folo] o tid FFAQ A 59 o] B AFH AY XFE A3 Mgo] & = S A
ojtt. 3 YA Ht=TEAM AFHA B8 1 F844 g A7t Besh

[‘l‘

>

FAo] : 7Y, 123, QIVESA, A2, W7}

I.M 2 o $HE F1 dve v Ay 3B U AHEL
FAlEo]  $th(Verheyden, Nieuwboer, Winckel, &
HEF 5 A B F2 AAY A 715 JE Weerdt, 2007). A7He A uHeT 2N AAH 9 =

AL 008 12.10
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A4S 3y @
< 23T +# A
Shepherd, 1997).

Az 2-L AA ZH 59 43 289 Al
g} Hsle & Qo dubdeg FHAAA £402 9
& HEF e B +F HEg 2 IFEY
37t #99 d¥dsks £4Y 753 dxA 9 Al
2 Q3 A A 2 FP9 ogRs A=
(Bobath, 1990). BE& A4 A-§o] & o]Fo| 27| ¥7|
Bl #3% JE FAE JHAA Hol 54 -3 A
A ZHo] "g oJ@A ok ddFQ AT 2EY 7
F AL S ASAY 75 Aad tEo 714
o} Az}, AA BgEe Ale] 2 F gloH, o]xFHe
2 #¥2A B, 5%, L4 sFxH, A7, A
& 4tk & £ QItK(Davis, 1990).

ALE 23 F de 8L HEF ¥49 ADL
FY7} 5 ZANA AP olof e AFHYU L4F
A ANAQ 715 AR 24 #¥o] glom B
o] AAHT S-S Hrlete Hd=E FLsit
(Benaim, Peennou, Villy, Rousseaux, & Pelissier, 1999;
Liaw, Hsieh, Lo, Chen, Lee, & Lin, 2007).

% 349 7154 AEg 458 ¢ HFEA A
7+ ZZ(Postural Assessment Scale for Stroke-Trunk
Control)& ¥l ADLE dZsh=dl AoIA 45~71%
o] Mg zZevy 9 th(Hsieh, Sheu, Hsueh, &
Wang, 2002). 0]79] A7l ©2W HEF et A%
A0S U o s AT Yoo mE vlwA A =
H FYFEL F OF BT AU okFA7IeH v
A HEF FAE 13 AT 24 FY5H] A3 7
23190 38t Verheyden, Nieuwboer, Feys, Thijs,
Vaes, & De Weerdt, 2005). = th& d7tdl| oad A7t
Z4 599 wzke 7154 JE5RY, 7)) A2 F
AR Fo3 #Ado] ok FAHYEH, AT
w2007, Wang, Hsueh, Sheu, Yao, & Hisieh,
2005).

A 284S Hrlshe A} =79+ sitting balance
scale(Nieuwboer, Feys, De Weerdt, Nuyens, & De
Corte, 19%)°] low A7t S5 FA Hrlerxe
G NIAEE By, A7 289 A4S e
T4 Q43 AHFsieted AMgstan ok dE S

[
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Rivermead Motor Assessment(Lincoln, & Leadbitter,
1979)9] A9 Azt &= Motor Assessment Scale
(Carr, Shepherd, Nordholm, & Lynne, 1985)¢] %& 7}
Al 78 &5, Chedoke-McMaster Stroke Assessment
(Gowland et al., 1993)9] A4 24 3= 718]31 Stroke
Impairment Assessment Set(Tsuji, Liu, Sonoda,
Domen, & Chino, 2000)8] 424, W& B5 28 A
FES0] Aok

Hole Azt 24 Y& Hrised AdTd
AFSATAA A4S A o8 FrizTEo] NesH
oA gk

Trunk Control Test(TCT)= T H&F #x9 W
2T B3 A A9 2FHA WEE ] olda
(Collin & Wade, 1990), S=AZ &4 3F& o A7
483 7 Ax (=32~ 50) AFFA7} o TCT
o HAE #A3 FAPs) HM e AZE 2Yo] o=
A% Festa 3% tHBohannon, 199%). IHAE &
T3 AA - 32 FEH7Ee} PASS, Trunk Impairment
Scaletd] HFE ZA}F FAdA A 22E Hrlshe
ETE @ol AHSEA v

Postural Assessment Scale for Stroke(PASS)E &
7, 97), A Alsk 2ol ks Aol B4 - 5H
AA 2477 %7 & 5 9low, 3ude) HER 47
3t ALEE HE Hojd A= HYEE Ad Bt
E7olthWang et al, 2005). 3 PASS BBS= A7t
27 Wi 29 EAsked QoA A% ¥ A
453 QKChien, Hu, Tang, Sheu, & Hsieh, 2007,
Liaw et al, 2007, Mao, Hsueh, Tang, Sheu, & Hsieh,
2002).

73S HWiste #HAF TF9+= Berg Balance
Scale(Berg, Wood-Dauphinee, & Williams, 1995),
Functional Reaching Test(Duncan, Weiner, Chandler,
& Studenski, 1990), Timed Up and Go test(Podsiadlo
& Richardson, 1991), Fugl-Meyer-Balance scale
(Fugl-Meyer, Jaasko, Leyman, Olsson, & Steglind,
1975), Motor Assessment Scale-Balance scale(Malouin,
Pichard, Bonneau, Durand, & Corriveau, 1994),
Tinetti-balance scale(Tinetti, 1986) &°| Ut}

Berg #8 A=® A3 ¢8 8% 54 8 54
S ABHoR ZHs ETEAN GYAEM by

R}



02 FYHT A F=59 7154 FAEE FAHA
A3, B =9 HEF FAE B H3 wheo
Aow 3Eo R FAHS HAFT Jnf 3 =9
o golAE st o] &HH, A5aHE Frishe
Hx o]fHCHO'Sullivan & Schmitz, 2001). BBS$}
FM-Be g4elA o3 58$& Friste o /M 8ol
o] &= 1 glom BBS, FM-BY A2|EA A dTd
A AR, g3%, SRENA AU d+AnE
B3 Blum & Bitensky, 2008).

FM-Bt H&%9 5ol47 Az 2A% A 5
P& Frlsle TFEA % 2 3l A AA A=
A F TR BARES R o]fofA ot $E AAd
A A e BlgEE Holta ¢ tHMalouin et
al, 1994). o= H&F & g wme Prig 44
FlE 7L AU 7150 2 HEF FASY W
3t AxE rhsrlde BAgeta SFATHBlum et
al, 2008). Hsueh, Mao, Huang® Hsieh(2001)= FM-B
o] gk A4 3 FEE £ Bt BBSS FM-B
o AAAAE 2A A9 =842 =/ Jeigtin B
3

FM-B$} PASSE BBSol vis| ©@esta waA 37
g 4 Qe olHe] 3loH BBSE F /A #H7t =19
B =72A AG 2233 FAPA] HRAQY FHoE
o] &% 4 Utk Y Wang et al,, 2005).

HEF A 98T AYEE Hrhshe Modified
Barthel Index(MBD)9} Functional Independent Measure
FIM< 7% 334 WHske wgste H7b wolth
MBI FIME o2 434Q 37t =79 71 88 &
B FAAN 7 Bol AEE YF BF Fo g
ojt}y, 53] g By} =+ vl3] Hrie] Hg F&
B8, 44, AR 183 BAAYY &olF T
2 98] AREHY Az €53 544 U 4 A
A%7}F 51 o (Smith, 1993).

A AFolA 2+ Yot =79 AESATHY AT
7t &3] FgE T glor Hrt =79 FAFE A4
sta AA3| £4 Bgste dAelA xte 715F
FEE Yrlsted g8 AHEHI gl

a3y dA AR Ha e Wt = E 7 53
QB @7} o] FAXA Fa o] Byt &= Tl
AAZ ol BFSHE AT7F Basi) of2Y YNNG

B & 5 Qe AT 24 5EY 48 B
4 a2l 2 9 7Y WeE ol AzlE ¢
olRE AL v e Ao AAXY wA E 4
Foll A& PASS, TCT, BBS, FM-B, MBI®] 4##7S
AN 7 AFETe) JFAE BAS HEF B4
g 71%5A £ 58 Hrll 28 F1A Gk

. o172 ek
1. 917 CHAMA}

B AT gL HEFoR A3 oy Agg
< Az FUAGHAAA dY AgE ¥ Hop
2 5 a7 T A 438 S e
A58 2008 79742 Ao AARENL te
2.

7t HEFOE Q3 ArpHIE AdS vy Wy §
670 € o]l #x}

W FUHEE olaEty ata ol Jhed St

t}. HZE A4 (Unilateral neglect)©] $ie 84}
(Hillis, 2006)

gt 7o 4TS FT FES 58A ¥dv A

ok &9 &5 A7 WHol glom & A HFd
23R 3ol gle A

£ Aes ddAeIA AASA] &9kt Postural
Assessment Scale for Stroke(PASS), Trunk Control
Test(TCTE L2 87} ¢ 250 Hrlol wiE &
945 A&7 A8t 2089 HES F1 SR
Bkttt UMAl 7191 Modified Barthel Index
(MBI), Berg Balance Scale(BBS), Fugl-Meyer Assessment
“Balance(FM-B)E T2E2 H28317] 93t ast
B 9350 2%e) AX AASHTE tPgRel Al A
BEE Wk HEF 849 A8 B3 94 7Y 84
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o) BeARA} 123 54 ol AAAEA] 1)
of o) AN B AT 67K o4 BAE
Wz s/l AR F3 7] i Adsgon
A4 7o BE )5 8] te Bk 8§44 Bagd

7} Postural Assessment Scale for Stroke : PASS

PASS+E Fugl-Meyer Motor AssessmentZ5E 4
H SASTEAN AL 24 F47t e SAAA AE
7Fs 3, dol=rt e Wb FEOR o]FoA S§lof

% 49 AL 24 9 FYE Yristed W%
3 HJrb = e ST E A8 e Alzto] 1~10
o2 A, g rdstA 9k & 7] wiEd 9
op] #ate] AEE A & 4 Qe F83 I =
T-o]tHBenaim et al, 1999; Mao et al, 2002). PASSE
37HA 9] 71BAQ AA (7], R0, A7DE o]Fo|A S
I AARA 535 A wE 780 E F 12880
2 A eH, Hd 0olA H1 3¥E FEsto
% 36%o] ¥HHo|tl. PASS+ Functional Independent
Measure?}e] A@#A NN & 74 BHEEr=73)%
HAAARZE A8 (k=88), HARAAAL A= (k=T2)F
B YHBenaim et al, 1999). #¥%FH .- =4 774
Smart Balance Master ©]8-8}4] PASS9| 4le|543s}
A9 EAL Hud A7} PASSE SBMI S4AL - =
A A%, SHE, dF gB=dA =4 Ueiy o
% 3AY AA 288 Fristed oA v AE
& et FrkeFeka 3FHChien et al., 2007).

Lt Trunk Control Test : TCT

Collin 5-(1990)0] 73t TCTE= A5 Eg=ol o]
A utan A8 SHTToH HEF e A7
23 J7HAREA dE AMEY $ith(Verheyden
et al, 2007). TCTE FEAA AN 53 508
27], FAAAA &7], e AAEZAM 302 o)
Fro] Awo] g2 Ae)dA w8 7] 4744 FEo
Z 7459 Qloh Ha 03dA ) BHeE F 100
Hol ko g o]FolA glon 04 § flo] §4
A& 3T F §la 1282 v S AR

SAYS 73 T don BYe PR ¢4
d& &3 & & Aok TCTY WA A== Y94 a
=86, H94 a=83l91em, TCT= FM r=76, 4¥A
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FIM r=70, ¥4 FIM r=79¢] 1 Franchignoi, Tesio,
Ricupero, & Martino, 1997).

C}. Berg Balance Scale : BBS

Berg #8 A% =919 715382 719 788 34
ke A0 A 7], A7l A, A4 Hske] 34EY

o2 ojolA k. H& 0N Hd 44E& H&3to
147) & 3 3 s6Holt AR FE5 33
© fole & 1580 285, A5/t 2458 734
Tl 2& AR BRI o] 2HLTE A Y
N5} 247 7+ N %r} 47 r=99¢) r=BEHR =
< AF= W HYEE 7HA3 itkBerg et al,
1995).

2}, Fugl Meyer Assessment-Balance : FM-B

Bz} F858 Y7 Fugl-Meyer $(1975)0] ¥
&% 849 7154 AEAEE Hsh] Hs uks
Fugl-Meyer H7H4 58 ARSIQTH o] H7HHE9 A
739 F5L 33 3o 032 73 & 8, 1A
< FEHOR £YT F U, 24 A+
T A2 E FEHA glon 7F HAE e A4
oA 37, A AAeA 48] R A HFe 14
Zoltt. Fugl-Meyer?] 8 3%o] 7|53 51 57
A Fe ARBAr=6~927F AAL SAHA Hr=9H),
232 W(r=99) AF=7} E=eHFong, Chan, & Au,
2001).

O}, Modified Barthel Index : MBI

Barthel Indexe 43 EEH AHEE B7VIEoR
st JfEet Ao FAY VFed WEE wYsie
BJrpgoltk. 107k49] FAAA 3 E5o2 T
AEo] gledl, AW 52K (self-care index) 770 35
7} 755 9 (mobility index) 37 FEog TR 9
on 7t FAER 5dAY AFE FA H 108S
o 0~244L2 ¢A &M, B~498L2 Y &
A, B0~74E& F& AEA, 5~ A Y&,
91~9942 A& oA 1004 43 SJA4L e
o} AA-AAAL AT =89, AT A% =952
a# % 9 thGranger, Albrecht, & Hamilton, 1979).



A

3.

HI

39 28 E Window SPSS version 11.0 $4 Z&
IS AMEEY GRHAQl B4 disiM e NEEAE
PASS, TCT, BBS, FM-B, MBI¢| 34 =& do}r 7|
g5t 71EBAE Ao Bt =73 #EHL 7
o]& AR A (pearson correlation coefficient)S 3FATH
MBIY| A% FE(EHHF)F o= §Fo] PASSAHA
A, 24 #3838 FM-B, TCT, BBS(Z4:4)0]
FFE PA=A golrgtt Ed PASSY AR =
(5¥HF)T o" d&o] MBI FM-B, TCT, BBS(£%
Ap)o] FEFEE v =R goprgton, 7t Hrh =7
% o= g&o] ADLY F¥HE FA Fokr7] 93
9AA 39 EA(stepwise multiple regression)g
AXNFAT FI% FF =062 a5tk

E 1. 917 CHle) Quisiol S

. o=+ 21

1. o7t RS dEtXel S

ELe gATE 289(6651%), AA7E 157 (34.9%)019
o AL 304 ol 1%(23%), 31~394] 4%8(93%),
40~4941 1279(27.9%), 50~59A1 12%(27.9%), 60~69A]
137%(30.3%), 704 14 18(23%)°1eh. Avg L HE
o] 19%8(44.2%), X 2N UBEER%)INCH, vl
Fe HASHvHH7} 199442%), FS5ARHIE 247
(55.8%)°1%tt. 717 6709 ol ~1d m|Te 26
3(605%), 1 ol4H-& 17%(395%)0] ATHE 1).

2. PASS, TCT, BBS, FM-B, MBie| &7} Ax}
PASS-MP¥ 10.193, PASS-CPE 18054, PASS &

e W34, TCTE 66934, BBSE 40704, FM-B&
9024, MBIE 87.724 I ATHGE 2).

Qs 54

A (%)

28(65.1)
A
15(349)
304 °]3 1(23)
3] - 39 4(9.3)
40 - 49 12(279)
Lk
50 - 59 12(279)
60 - 69 13(30.3)
704 o] 1(2.3)
REX 19(44.2)
A
A 24(55.8)
H=Hoju) 19(44.2)
oj 2] .
S ZHojn) 24(5.8)
671Y oA ~ 1d mut 26(60.5)
71
19 o) 17(395)
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I 2. PASS, TCT, BBS, FM-B, MBI2| £X7t (N=43)

Bt &5 BE+REBA 39
PASS-MP* 10.19+2.71 6~16
PASS-CP® 18.05+3.46 11~23
PASS % 28.35:5.96 17~38

TCT* 65.93+25.75 12~100
BBS* 40.70£9.73 23~56
FM-B° 9.02+2,09 3~13
MBI 87.72+10.69 46~100

*PASS-MP; Postural Assessment Stroke Scale-Maintaining Posture

"PASS-CP; Postural Assessment Stroke Scale-Changing Posture

°TCT; Trunk Control Test BBS: Berg Balance Scale °FM-B: Fugl Meyer-Balance
MBI, Modified Barthel Index

F 3. PASS, TCT, BBS, FM-B, MBIQ| AfZA4 (N=43)
PASS A% 8"
PASS %% 90" 9%
TCT 84 19" 8"
MBI 79" 7B 79" 76"
BBS 8" a2 79" a2 8"
FM-B 76" 6" a2 3" a7 84
“p<.01
3. PASS, TCT, BBS, FM-B, MBIQ| AMZIZHA| 4. PASSQ| XIM| K|, XM &t &8t
FM-B, TCT, BBSOl| ¥&t2 O|X[= R0l

PASS AA §A), AA W FFE TCTY r=7
8~96(p<0Doz A 2 Bt ©F ol wWl$ {9 MBLY] %7} A% &5 F ojd d5o] PASSY A4
3 ARdAZ de RAeE yehytth PASS, TCTE HA, 24 g 23 FM-B, TCT, BBSol 932 F+
BBS, FM-B(r=65~.82), MBI(r=.75~.79)%1A fr<Jg 4 A golr7] 3t dAH 3ALHE g 23} PASS
ABA7L dem(p<0l), BBS, FM-BE MBI(r=7  AAFAdME =3, E&3p7] ¢o2 Yegon,
7~78)% 9% AHBALE ANHp<OD). FM-BS  PASS zpAugelx e B3, /HUHA, PASS FqlA
BBSE r=84(p<0DE o3 A#BA Qe ez € HY JRINN, B43] €22 Yyt FM-BO
YERRTHE 3). He B8, Ad 227) TCTAME B 794,
BBSeM= B, A A o2 UETHE 4).
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I 4 PASSS| RHM| RA, KM HE &

St
H,

FM-B, TCT, BBSOf| ¥gk2

0xlz 22

EYHSFMB) FEWS IAAS ¥Z23 t R F
13 A2 1 3.939™
PASOS . 52 22.49
24837 A -] 53 22 2.442"
B3 51 11 480™
PASS_ mn 49.40
MA914 A S 115 29 391
13 88 15 576"
PASS
R .- 133 39 351" 81 59.00
(RER 23
£83}7] 73 2 266"
B3 41 93 436™
FM-B . 73 55.19
A 227 70 21 343
13 6.80 1.81 375"
TCT . 58 2875
R 190 66 2.89
B3 1.10 31 359"
BBS . 69 49
sHAA AME 1.82 53 342
p<.05, "p<01, T p<o0L
E 5. MBI, FM-B, TCT, BBSOf| @&k Ojx|= 9!
EYHS(PASS) 2294 IPAAF EFeA t R’ F
2R glo] A7) 9.09 1.18 7
Bzoz Eol5] MBI 22.79 492 463™ 86 67.29
g=o07 A7 327 115 283
ZA flo] A7) 1.26 19 651"
gzog Ay FM-B 393 33 447 82 60.27
gxog ZolEy) 1.04 28 373"
AA gle] A7) 967 201 480™
. TCT . 59 29.72
=07 HolE7) 647 193 335
A2 glo] A7 582 & 685"
o BBS . 67 4083
g=om A7) 191 2 2.34
p<.05, “p<.01, T p<.001
5. MBI, FM-B, TCT, BBSO{| ¥&k2 O|X|= Q01  ARME & 27 MBI: AA o] A7), $&08 &
o7, &0 2 A7] o2 JYehgow FM-BE A

TCT, BBsoﬂ Fe FA Lotr 7] ke dAZ 3

A el A7), 502 MY, §502 Fohgv), TCT
= AA flo] M7, 8F02 Eokg7), BBSE A4
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of A7), 207 Ay £og
EFSTHE 5).

6. MBIof| H&2 O

PASS AAHA, AHA| 3 3 FM-B, BBS, TCT

I 6. MBIO| HEk2 O|X|= ol

N

K3

F

% ol MBI A& FER 2oh7] 4

9AA 3AENS 3 A3 PASSEE, FM-B&

FE FE AR YEHTHA 6).

YW (PASS) & FAAF EZRF t R’ F
PASS %3 115 36 322"
MBI . 20 6451
FM-B 297 94 316
* p<05, ™ p<ol
7. MBIOf| Y&k o[xlE 291
EPEEPASS)  CUT  gaae  mzen ‘ R? F
(MBD) ,
A2 o] A7) 79 18 442
AZzo7 EolE] 2.25 A7 483" .
" A9 . 5 3061"
A 2o A k7] -36 12 -296
gzo2 A7) 25 10 2.39™
AA glo] A7 82 19 435"
.2 i " 68 4309
gzoz Ay B 30 3.16
FEAA A Ho| &
e 9] . 104 2 397
. 2 A}a}7 5 4125
$202 Eolk) 300 62 486
AR Qo] A7) 53 12 454"
A7 glo] A7) 1.02 19 524
=07 A7) A AR 54 18 198" 76 34.00™
Az07 Bol F7) 439 97 454
AA| flo] M7 2.17 2 988"
. A 227 . 76 6522
gxog Ay ] ! 533 1.28 417
g202 Eo} F7 36 27 318"
AZ02 A7) 2917 1.05 27 392" 7 3653™
AZzo 2 Eo} §7) 324 1.24 262"
AA glo] A7) 2.33 30 772
B3 g1 107.85™
A5t A7) 361 92 395
A A Qo] A7 o) 2%} R 16 6.03 .
i O _El_ ; 34 ok Kok
TEAHIA HelE o5 117 2 281" =

7R 97

* p<0B, ™ p<OL, ™ p<.001
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7. MBIo| Fet2 O[xl= K2

PASS H¥3E F ojd 3FEo] MBI ¥F2
A dopry] 95t TAF A S 3 A
AL AR glo] A7), AF 0.2 Eohg], ARA %
7], 502 A7] 07 YEgen, 5437 A
slo] A7, BFo = A7 AAksy]e F2AA A
o) & 7R ¥7), BF 02 Fobgv), AA glo] A
7] o2 Yehgt) 344 AM-ES AA glo] A7, &
Z08 A7, 4F08 Eolwvl &olleH, AT 22
71 AA Glo] A7), FF0 2 A7, 2UVe #50E
olg7l, AZoE AY| 1F2& Folg7], B A
A glol A7), AAE A7), 9z A ol AA
glo] A7), FEAAAA HlolE 71Atee] ¢
2 YEPTHE 7).

r
= X

2 rfr de
o

fuft

7] &0

V.o &

D7 AFAES AESAEY 54E 7 #@A
8 715 aE s WikE A Al\— 7t WS
AHE-3= Aol B8 3 Pietrobon, Coeytaux, & Carey,
2002). 715 E5Y 34 &% HHd #3 JEe d
FEAG I B Fa3 JTE 517) WEolrhets
&, wgAE o]dE, 2007). FYdA = Z} B7teT-9
Ageet 71E #d g§R3E vl 74 18 37t &
& TS S AHE o] 83 *‘3]"145}751"] AT
T Bt =7 dig AR 1 e dig d7e
gt AW QrH(Verheyden et al, 2007). 22t
FUME HEF B9 A7t 24 S 25 Hri=
T AR AT glom A 289 7E E 93N
37 el 3 T AT =S nF3ith

£ dFA HEF B2 A7 2-H(PASS, TCT)
3 FH(BBS, FM-B) 2 YAMTEHMBDHe] B
A 7 AFEHY] JIE S golr iz [k

AT 27 PASS9F TCTS dd#A A PASS AHA]
A= AA HBr=78)3 PASS F3¥(r=90), PASS 7}
Al 32 PASS F3H(r=96)91A Fg da3aA7 3l
At TCTE= PASS ZAfFA(r=84), PASS AAwd
(r=79), PASS Fd@=83)A g @A} d=
AOE Yeht At 24 Bt =4 7he] WS fo%

AB#BA 7L AT Benaim §(1999)& PASSAHA 4]
o & AA WA T 3 ARBA (=86~ 89
7} AP0k A3, ks 5(2007)9] TFIME PASS
e A FA(=87), A BE(=95), AAFAE 2
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Abstract

Trunk Control After Stroke and the Relationship With Balance, Activity Daily Living
; PASS, TCT, BBS, FM-B, MBI

An, Seung-Heon", M.Sc., P.T., Lee, Suk-Min™, Ph.D., P.T.
‘Dept. of Physical Therapy, The Graduate School, Sahmyook University
“Dept. of Physical Therapy, Sahmyook University

Objective : The purpose of this study was to find the correlations among Postural Assessment Scale for
Stroke (PASS), Trunk Control Test (TCT), Berg Balance Scale (BBS), Fugl-Meyer Balance (FMB)
Assessment, and Modified Barthel Index (MBL).

Methods : The subjects were 43 chronic stoke patients of the Korea National Rehabilitation Center in Seoul.
All patients were assessed on trunk control measured using PASS and TCT, on ADL using MBI, and on
balance using BBS and FM-B. The data were analyzed using a pearson product correlation. MBI & PASS
scale among other clinical and instrumental indexes, and multiple stepwise regression analysis, were pe-
formed to identify the prognostic factors for PASS-subscale, FM-B, TCT, BBS, and ADL incline.

Results : The results of this study were as follows: There were significant correlations between PASS and
TCT (r=79~.96), PASS & TCT, BBS, FM-B (r=.65~.82), and MBI (r=75~.79). There were also significant
correlations between BBS & FM-B (r=.77~.78) and FM-B & BBS (r=.84)(p<.01). The walking item in the
MBI subscale showed the strongest variance in PASS-Maintaining Posture, Changing Posture, Total, FM-B
(p<.001), TCT, and BBS (p<.01). The unsupported standing item in the PASS subscale showed the stron-
gest variance in ADL, FM-B, TCT, and BBS(p<.001). The PASS Total score was the strongest variance of
the ADL (p<.l). The unsupported standing item of the PASS subscale showed the strongest variance in
personal hygiene, bathing one's self, toilet, stair climbing, ambulation, and chair - bed transfer (p<.001), while
supine to the affected side lateral and supine to sitting up on the edge of the table items showed the stron-
gest variance in dressing(p<.001) and feeding (p<.01).

Conclusion : The use of both quantitative and qualitative scales was shown to be a good measuring instru-
ment for the classification of the general performance of stroke patients. Further study on PASS, TCT, BBS,
FM-B, MBI is needed using a longitudinal study design.

Key Words : Activities of Daily Living, Assessment, Balance, Stroke, Trunk control
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