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HEFT T+ QA H A3 H vlRl= 9%

QA ehiL 21 A 2ot & Aol LT Aol

5823

A o] AFE A2 gAY HEF FAE HET & 5 A 9 A s AREAIE AL, §
e S 1A W A 7] 3 el 3RS WX =] Lo vzt skelth

AT - FAFP Al ey Yo AR 5 E W Sl T Y 67019 o] 4, Korean version of Mini—
Mental State Examination (MMSE—K) 2073 ©]/d?1 ¥ &% 34} 1595 t’d 2 Beck Depression Inventory

(BDID), Korean version of Montreal Cognitive Assessment (MoCA—K), Neurobehavioral Cognitive Status
Examination (NCSE), Fugl-Meyer Assessment (FMA) ¢} Jebsen—Taylor Hand Function TestZ A A3k}
BDI®] 2717 ol A ¢t ]9t O 8 WL, ) 85 § A8 bl A ettt TSk e ® b
7ol EA ekl

A3t ¢ BDISH 1A 2 AATNE el ol g deaAlzE #EE A kgrot, BDI Aa-9] ¥skge NCSE
FMA sl 242t «l 1] Q= A (p<05) E BT &, A7 s A ®sks T skl vls) 27t

B x2

@i'ﬂi F 929 D 29l thok 15 Se] FE oA S 9er e AR MEE

<ol ot ﬁﬂﬂ 7} B est

FA T HEZ, HET ¥ a7, T, VT
.M B L, 2009efl= Q17 108 g 521o] APgst 2o
WERAL SITH(E A1, 2009).
¥ EF (stroke) = A Aol A A} APl o % o] % HEFTS Holl FHEE DA FaE oy A
Z)edAel S AP rh ghashaL 2z g v 8 SAher IR, A, 2 5o 99lel ostel do
Ao w7k s oo aFste Ao g T w#el AVE A7 Aot 1A, o8, 293t

2004). o] 2 Q& YA|A L oA Q] 7]
2 3 ARl 29 st 1 A © U AR} 27 A1 Q) Ao zaahT, 3 Ajele] Ao mo walsl A7) of
dl, 1999958 2009370 EAHY AA 9 3hE AP vk ol A9l B K e 9l =9

%_

o
AE Bo|1 QtH(WHO, 2007). $-glvtete] 49 w25 o]A] A,
'ﬂf 7(:)1 =1 RUREEA %
Zo]2 B WP BAS O 7 Q3 Algo] 29 = 2pA 5l N o5 AT (I A} 2], 2009). HEF
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of = vrebd T (-9 D 9F4, 2009).

I 5 HES SAPF sk e - AR A A=A
7P B2 S 927, Sinyor 5(1986)> HEFT &
&2 o] - tjuntTre} Aaglo] 47%, Caeiro,
Ferro, Santos®} Figueira(2006) = &% 3H419] 46%
7V BAAETE APty Rt HEF &
Z (poststroke depression)o]@ W £ Hal
glo] HET A o] F fEZFo] BT F4-5 del
oF oE g Aske] vls NI =T s (Y S &
2008). HET F =50 WA HHE AR E X
Zoll (Kauhanen et al., 1999), ¥&%9 IdAY, 259
HAY 52 7159, o4, A3 (Andersen, Vester—
gaard, Ingemann—Nielsen, & Lauritzen, 1995), 913, o
SAZ(HAE, 2008) so] Haxar 9lar, el 944
(HE4 &, 2008) ok /o] A|7)= o] grot A9
A iAol whet v AakE Haiskar §lof ob4] =
gro] @ Aot HEFT F $=%> Kavhanen
(1999) el &Jshd w7154 3153} Axto] olar, 4
713H& ATk AL 8F9d ek (Schubert, Burns, Paras, &
Sioson, 1992). B3t 9] 2 8} 58 T7HA7] L 571
= A3IAA 7154 58S 74 (Schubert, Taylor, Lee,
Mentari, & Tamaklo, 1992)A]7]11, AYO 22 BHAE
o2 A st} 313t (Neaua et al., 1998).

% 5 QA Bole 257159 Bl 4g
F T AL Aol o} S Agte] 74 A7
B Aol F shel (R s} S, 2002), AL <
T2 v (29, AAY, 23H % dFA,
1997). HEF $ 252 WY 271 9 QA 753
of Atolo]l Aol flom 53] 7198, nidoA &A
A4 59, A58, A5 5 (psychomotor speed)
Fololl A e QA AP aplv (e, ARzt
HAH 2009). Fultz, Ofstedal, Herzog®} Wallacc
(2003) & HEFT F &2 AV A st dA7}
Atk 45194 31, Kauhanen 5(1999)& $-2%0] 9l
T HET SRl 250 gl HES SR Q1A

|50l FAIA R oJn] QA shrhal B sttt

T3 HEF o]F Y
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A9 ERNE AAR, & A W), A%

B8317] S A9 Pee) o 22 SYHe DB

Z Qe 9ag v Bk 1 PR S Eel o

NABBES 202 B 5 UL PR £5S Wolok 3}

7) ol A A9 AEZE A S8R 4l A
5 , 2000).

2} Age] & Q5 5715 Attt
W3 A 27|15 W BAE TR ofgit
onzalez—Torrecillas, Mendlewicz2} Lobo(1995) =
Shte] SETa ARk #8242 7|, A4
7154 S8 AT sl FdETaL apgle
o A 5= 3L TRl o %
FsAlol Atk fres &(2009) 2] 1l
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(Mini—Mental State Examination; MMSE—K) & ©]
NA7 522 A (S, 719, o] 8«3} vk
1999; fro= &, 2009; SEIE 5, 2010) A7} o
otk B LT85 #] AdTHaA (o] ok, o] A E,
AR udE, 2000) 9 71554 3159 AdHaA (Y
3] &, 2004), &k Aol mjA= FFEF P 7, 2009) F
st 71 715 A 3]l st AN ke o] 9l <l
A &} AFA 7] 3] 2] Y At vl E e Aol
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ol Fefdh ti Ak

1o
]
-z
i
, o
o
0 N

o

L2 2 2o 1T o HE HUopU ule

[e)
Sl HET R

Ak Ao

QB E A i W

%02 9l 20104 1

d 119714 FAF P Ao ey el Al ZA]

= T 67019 o] 32} 1570

A HEF Wy o A

] fla, dA &

Ag EHEatA %&Uﬂ MMSE-K 207 o] (d-g-4 3}
198

2. Ity

W A= HET T 2 s Bk Sl
o] BDI(Beck Depression Inventory) & A8} 11, 2+
A ZALA FES A S 52 5 15 ool $aF Anw
s olek A AAVs H7FH= MoCA-K
(Korean version of Montreal Cognitive Assessment) £}
NCSE (Neurobehavioral Cognitive Status Examination),
XA 7% B7F= Jebsen—Taylor Hand Function Test&}
FMA (Fugl—Meyer Assessment) S A&ttt 7] 3
7FellA BDI 527 104 ]34l 8k $-&57d0] A=

F, 1980) 08 A% S %—%@E@A}f—— A=
o A gaboe solth wa 9920 5 TOE, 105RE $EF0] gl o (Beck, Ward,
ool ALzhg o] Q1| 7] S BAFAl7] ol A A 20 o Mendelson, Mock, & Erbaugh, 1961) 2.2 3}911, ¢
- : F4g0] Q1 D AAY)5el G A=A dobnuA
A 55 W= Sk el A A9 = ot di Ak A ,
ook G o525t 1 e Ul 5} olE] o] o BDI2} MoCA, NCSE, Jebsen—Taylor Hand Function
] ~ Test, FMAS] A#AAE F-aF3le & 27] B7ollA ¢
o AT, Bk A BE AT ARl AT By e i
S e 205 AEaeo sge gy ST i A A 7kA B2 103
vho R AL e Maehy, S8 )
7HE ARk e QAo B E 15} 2o, .
B7HR e BDI A7k 57 o) Hash Ak ¢aado
e gow U, 2210 $E540] a8
sk Qe T 09 Sesl me QA % AR
H 1AM Lot £ (N=15)
ity A5 A (%)
3 = 8(53.3)
o4 7(46.7)
Sk 30ty 2(13.3)
40t} 3(20)
50t 6(40)
60t 3(20)
70ty o] 16.7
A &Y 3(20)
SRR 11(73.3)
=8 A 59 1(6.7)
WHFFE ZZ 2(13.3)
T= 3(20.2)
IE 7(46.7)
<= 3(20.2)
TE71HONE) 1.78 £ 1.49
MMSE-K (8) 26.53 £ 2.85
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o ek vl aakith BE B7ke QY 2d ol
o 49 AYARA] d3) ABS AT, 27197 F 8
F Fol FUH AR FAG P AYIE APt
Gk AR ATE AT Y B 4%
ol AR T Sk FAR ABARE wsket

1) 23 ZAAHBeck Depression Inventory; BDI)
ALY 54 B % AHEE BDLR= 19619 Beckel
i} Ak o) Al57HA 71 de] AREE AL Q= &
1= 59 shelt @+ 5, 1986). vkl
1986 $H& Fo] BDIE Wekete] A1 % (r=.942) 9}
BRI (t=11.39, p<00D) & A%, 22 A4,
OIA A E7|A AE|d =AY Folal= 217H naow
o]5Fo1A qltt. BDIO A2 #E4 <l
A A & 5 glo] AAA oA, 1A S
1;1;].74] 8Fo 2 M u}._x].‘: ]
dA A7 = £95 29 7 3o
)= St A %Olohﬂ g8 ok A
= 0~3%, A4 0~63% Welola, A= 0~93 (F-
o] 3l ), 10~15% OFHE &), 16~23%
(%—f‘& & ), 24~ 63Xq ek & ) o2 T4
= A 3

X
O
[
>
N
_>,L'
2}
[e]

2) st=E 2E2|& QI X|H7HKorean version of
Montreal Cognitive Assessment; MoCA—K)

MoCA-K& ZE&& AAH7FMoCA) +&=< 7}

St 1|2 Shero) 7 *ﬂO&f& AAR, AEAA ol %W
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3) MNAHSEHA OIX| AR A AH(Neurobehavioral
Cognitive Status Examination; NCSE)
1987d Kiernan o] w]=rel|A] /st Q1A o] A
HAARE FgAo] whE . 7RSO AE, F&a
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232193, 1996). NCSEx RE ¢lxodo o] AxtAute] A
b o7 kS v 4= 9l 374H| 9] UubAel 9elE
(JAFE, FARFY, AdE) ) 571419 F23 Q14
7599 (Qo], 74, 719, AL =84 At S =5+
Ao g ZAsE o ook HARRE AlF] T A

4
N
o
S
o
ox
o
Hu
ox
ofl

3] kg ket ol H, A=A
AR A F = B AIG7E 88~1.008 HEE 7HA AL 9
&3} vk, 1999). MMSE—K$} NCSE
o] UATE B wakelS wl NCSE7F 7 =l A) el ol A
o WA EE BT EAF v, 1997).

=
ol
o
=2
A
o

>4
Jg
|z

4) Jebsen—Taylor Hand Function Test

Jebsen—Taylor Hand Function Test= 43 7419
SFHALE Bk o] Q1oL A EelA] 7HE ol AL
fohe & 7o s ek AAR] FrkeTolt) o] B
7}ETE 19699 Jebsen Tl 93l w911, Jebsen
%% o] @A}% o]&g}oq 2=x 7]_‘:x1—oH.E_ =3 2 2}
i, A5l el dojxl 57 47Fsh=
del s 7F7F olekar spgich & 7F %59 AlE
o s 3 273t A5 AA-AHARRE AF 2}
AA ] =l $-Al=L] Aol AF =767 ~.999)
WS 2L, Bl AlES] 75 .60~.929] W9 Zteth
(Jebsen, Taylor, Trieschmann, Trotter, & Howard,
1969). & A7elM= ST A= 198, AL g
El& (2007) 0] H<=3}3t Jebsen—Taylor Hand Fucntion
Test AIAFAAE o] &35t

5) FMA(Fugl—Meyer Assessment)

FMAE ¥&5 0% 1k Hup| #ka}ol| 4] Brunnstrom
o] I FHAE Bietal, 7159 IHYEE Ak 4
3 AFEE 1 9lE ©3E, Brunnstrom®] Hehi] 342}
35 6eAlel W& 507HA 2] AR SA Yl A st
of F7teT5 Wk lth(Fugl-Meyer, Jaasko, &
Leyman, 1975; Mathiowetz & Bass—Haugen, 2002). %3
740 ey o wel 0~27 5, 39AIE Hh o] 3l
om 0 A8 FaliabA] X, 18 iAo R 9
o 28 ol egto R yral, A AaE 0~100

ukAdd, 2008).



Swanson, Stratforder®} Gowland(1993)f 2]&hd Ak#]
AALS] AAARE A E B 960 T

4. Xtz XM

FA ¥ AF = SPSS version 12.02 o] 83 &
WS AAA FA ST oAk dnbA 54
of WE-ES ARSI AL, &3 1A 2 AV
WA= Aot ”4474]%@, (Spearman correlation
coefficient) & #8341 ZAto] 9= i} &=
ol Yl i = —?‘%O] Fd g ?_}‘3311 W3} gl o ke
/A B A7 vlaaty] 8 271987k AR 7bE
Ak, A ghell E5E F 32947 (Wilcoxon
signed—ranks test) & ALt & AH7} Aol A
%7137} Ae] Aolg gk WstEs A7) s
W3 EY A7 (Mann—Whitney test) = AHE-3F% T}

r:i b

m. e 2
1,555 5 9257 % Y 4x7|5HO
Apa

HEF ¥ 23S 3718 BDISH MoCA-K, NCSE,
FMA, Jebsen—Taylor Hand Function Test 7Foll&= -2
o AT HREA kT AV s BFE
MoCA—K¢} NCSE+= 2] 3t A A17F 31213 (p<.05),
A2 71%5& H7138 FMA9} Jebsen—Taylor Hand
Function TestZrl % 23t A7 (p<.01) 7} B2 5
ATHGEE 2).

it H[2E22 QX & ER7|S
5}

0z Ho
> Mo

e Q179 A7)
Aoz felai ol

= 271979} A7t

E ®
, Jebsen— Taylor Hand Function Test A 3}&}
o A (p<.05) 7F ##H AL, FMA W5t
Jebsen—Taylor Hand Function Test ¥ &} = A2
A (p<OD) 7F #HEH QI 18y BDI A42] W 3takol
w2 MoCA—-K&} Jebsen—Taylor Hand Function Test
W sleol| A= 9] 3t A 7} B A oksiTt

=

BDI MoCA—K NCSE FMA Jebsen
MoCA-K —-4217 1
NCSE —124 625 1
FMA -099 100 -058 1
Jebsen —.256 191 -.028 758" 1
P
“p<.05, “p<.01
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B3 PETiHRET 27| - MEIHS X K A7) S H L (P2 N=11, H[R ST N=4)

w0} e 271971 AB7} , )
(M = SD) (M = SD)
BDI S8 23.64 £ 11.28 1255 £ 7.88 —2.666 008
H]9- & 275 = 287 125+ 1.89 -1.090 059
MoCA-K &8 1991 £ 559 2355+ 4.95 —2.504 012
H]9- & 22.00 = 1.83 2475+ 25 -1.604 109
NCSE &8 69.27 = 6.96 7373 £ 9.31 —2.046 041
H)$-g 7150 = 7.12 74.25 = 3.86 -1.890 059
FMA &8 18.73 £ 17.96 28.73 + 2301 —2.524 012
H]9- & 31.50 = 19.40 41.00 + 24.83 —1.604 109
Jebsen ST 83.45 = 24.00 106.64 * 42.76 -2.805 005
H]9- & 113.00 * 40.32 135,50 * 46.55 -1.841 066
B4 SSTIHH|STO| Hale Hn (L2 N=11, H| RS2 N=4)
$87 B } ]
(M = SD) (M = SD)
ZBDI -11.09 £ 978 -150 + 1.00 —1.452 147
AMoCA-K 364 = 3.36 275 £ 222 -725 468
ANCSE 445+ 6.11 2.75 £ 350 -924 356
JFMA 10.00 £ 10.95 950 = 9.75 - 066 947
AJebsen 22.36 + 26.64 22.50 + 10.85 -.392 695
4 AstE=AR7T - 27187
5 BDIZ £H5H 222 3121t 01X U AX|7| ST 4 5120 AR
4BDI AMoCA-K ANCSE ZJFMA AJebsen
AMoCA-K -.3917 1
ANCSE —622 126 1
AFMA ~615 —134 605 1
AJebsen - 503 213 562 746" 1

41 WF=ABARS - 27197485
1 2ssjolgt 3]
*p<.05, #p<.O1

¥
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B6. PEUATI PHskTOl £7] - WIS %] U MRS Bl (SSULF N=7, 2H151Z N=1)
o i 27157} A5 , )
(M £ SD) (M £ SD)
BDI FEA AT 26.86 = 12.40 10.00 £ 6.66 —2.366 018
st 1800 £ 7.62 17.00 £ 8.76 —1.342 .180
MoCA—-K e 21.86 = 4.41 2643 £ 3.31 —2.375 018
gt 16.50 £ 6.40 1850 £ 252 —.736 461
NCSE e 7143 = 7.37 7857 & 6.02 -2.371 018
ik S 65.50 = 4.80 65.25 £ 8.10 .000 1.000
FMA FE AT 24.57 = 20.44 39.29 = 22,57 —2.366 018
skt 8.50 = 451 10.25 = 5.50 —1.000 317
Jebsen e 91.00 = 27.83 125.71 + 43.34 -2.371 018
gt 70.25 £ 222 73.25 £ 2.06 —1.604 .109
4. L2UART} TSR 700] OIK| L AX| S hebthp<05). Teit Faskrel A 271971
IISE4 Hae ol o ABIE MEHLS 1, QA 8 475 A o
W FROL AN FolaA Yk S &
MSET U $g0] AT To ST Wb 9 AT FHIAT 1) QA % A5 AAFE

7197k AR 7 B, B

0, ~16.86%7.20,
= WS Bolt
eI T

& A X

17159 e 2

OF o

Hwal B 5 o 7kl FMAS} Jebsen—Taylor Hand
Function Test®] A Blgk2 fF-o] 5k xfo|7h ol ot
MoCA-K9} NCSE®] A #st#e = 1 toll Zpo)7}

AAFGET).
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FEEET sk p 5
(M = SD) (M = SD)

4BDI —-16.86 = 7.20 -1.00 £ 141 —2.652 008

AMoCA-K 457 £ 1.99 2.00 £ 4.90 —.858 391

ANCSE 714 £ 463 —-.25 £591 —1.894 058

AFMA 1471 £ 11.06 1.75 £ 3.50 —2.198 028

AJebsen 34.71 £ 26.09 75 £ 4.93 —2.652 008

4 AgF=AF e - 27187

V. o & T Aol lvtares & }llaL, H(2008) 9 A
TolARE A9 SAYGRTE HEF F =23 2Ed
WEZS AW AIDZ Q3 Fa w28 oabe] 2y 2ol FFE vIAE AT WerE 1F, wieAE glo]
2 A TSNS Uehd, A g0%elel & EARL A%, ARH] R Blolt A ok Bl
5715 golsh i Rel Qo) Bzk Az-A s S o TP, B A At el ol IRk Al
o2 7M1 A EcHAnderson et al, 1995). o] gt ¢, A BHE AT AR AT R & °‘% 3t
Aoy, 717}, AZH-012|7)% Aol 0] 9|5 W =2 =R} L3 o 5 (2009) 2] Aell ofsha HETHAR
AL FQ AN A7 $e e By HEE s AV Bt wEbA = ou) gl Aol 7t
©9=o0 )2 ulA A st HlE| Hu E} Erh (e AT B sk3l i, Osmon, Smet, Winegarden$}
23897} 8% 2009; 9L =, 2008). Sozae g Gandhavadi(1992) 9] AelAE Q14759 £4o] 3
7] Adtel S5 1 5O A B wo Fog S FAHOE FoR Aol 2 BolH] gom & ]
7 Hh ek BAZE Qlvtar Sl oldt HEF ¥ ¢

H) x| 3 7-g-of] whEhA = 4l
A5 S oA 7ItH= Bt Itk Morris, Raphael, &
Robinson, 1992). King(1996) 3} 7184 5(2002) 2 $-
£50] HET SAFo] 4o dof| YIS vA = Tl 2
Qlolgkar skl ar, 53], 1njs) e} 19 (2003) 2 &
% LJ‘% ol e Hs éok’b“]%] T Ikl ato] &
= 5 A=A AlA7 ]
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a5 AT A= B 9 i A 7
Fofl mEbA v Aol 7} Q=) HET A9 13.6%~
35.2%1 M AA 75 Aoz} ki B 9tk
(Censori et al., 1996; Tatemichi et al., 1994). Fultz =
(2003)& M7 E3 HEF § Fa5de Yalst
7} O‘E‘rﬂ FA3819 17, Kauhanen $(1999)& $$%09|
N HET FAA $250] fle HEF AT <
Xlﬂvol AR ofn] QA Wkl ®arskeitt 1
2y 2 Aol s Ere] vl gew Ry A7 A
T7h SERARE £-2] 3 2fo]= YrEhA] QE9kar, o= 31o]
A Ao 2T SR ALl ol Akt

A7 Geka o f-5E 5(2009) 9 Ao} fAlst)
g ARe] gt A el alelA MMSE-K 2074 o]
o7 A5l A *Olﬁitd hAp 3 Wk op e} A= QX
Al EFEH S vl F &
28] A7) Apol= A L}EMX] A Ao T gt
Aok QAT 25 7F A A 2 7 A A



dele] & 4= Sivka &l gk, /1A el E Fut
T 5 2T BN T ARE AT
S th= Gonzalez—Torrecillas 5 (1995) & ¥.11 %
AT = 2] BigtE} NCSE Hsko] 9
A= 59 A (p<.05)F BRI, 85 2] A7}
2 SR AT E
© 27197kRT AE7reA s B
F-28H et (p<.05). 1§27
JAA AT Mgk Afolg B
7o Wk MoCA-Ke} NCSE2Q
TGS T e Zol 7k gl SEHY F
TFoME ABARR Qs 5] 9o
2 el MMSE-K=2 37k QIA7]50] frelstAl 3
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(Lang et al., 2005). ¥&
H A= kel tisii = LA R 8 EE
© 97do] dntAo]x|nt o}A] =ghe] of 2] 7} ek (74 3]
%, 2004). Gillen, Eberhardt, Tennen, Affleck$}
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Abstract

The Effect of Changes in Post stroke Depression on
Cognition and Upper Extremity Recovery

Han, Yun-Hee", B.Sc., O.T., Lim, Ae-Jin", B.Ed., O.T.,
Kim, Sung-Rye”, B.A., O.T., Kim, Ji-Young"*, M.S., O.T.,
Kam, Kyung-Yoon™**, Ph.D.
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Graduate School, Inje University
“Busan St. Mary’ s Medical Center
“*Dept. of Occupational Therapy & Institute of Aged Life Redesign, Inje University

Objective : The objectives of this research were to investigate the correlation of post—stroke depression with
cognition and upper extremity functions, and to determine whether changes in depression affect the cognition
and upper extremity functions of patients with acute stroke.

Methods : Fifteen patients who had their first stroke within the last 6 months and received rehabilitation in P
rehabilitation hospital in Busan were selected for this study. They scored over 20 points in an Mini—Mental
State Examination—Korean version (MMSE—K) test. The participants completed Beck Depression Inventory
(BDI), Korean version of Montreal Cognitive Assessment (MoCA—K), Neurobehavioral Cognitive Status
Examination (NCSE), Fugl-Meyer Assessment (FMA), and Jebsen—Taylor Hand Function Tests. Data of
the BDI were analysed and sorted into a depression group and non—depression group. After 8 weeks, the
depression group was reassessed, and the data were analyzed for a depression—reduced group and a non—
change group.

Results : Any correlation between BDI with cognitive and upper extremity functions was not found. However,
it was found that a change in BDI score significantly correlates with changes in NCSE and FMA (p<.05). The
depression—reduced group improved their upper extremity functions compared to the group showing no
change in depression state (p<.05).

Conclusion : A reduction in post—stroke depression can influence the functional recovery of the upper

extremities. Therefore, post—stroke depression should be a concerned at the incipient rehabilitation stage.

Key words : Cognitive function, Post—stroke depression, Stroke, Upper extremity function
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