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=% 349 79 A 3L E3F oF 20%7} APdet
55%= thet o Aol S AAl H=Hl o] A= 1d
Fo = AL Wso] §laL, AES HEF B4 T & 20%
Hho] A3l o] Thed AR sHETha &
A =) 9tk (Anderson, Linto, & Stewart—Wynne, 1995;
Solomon, Glick, Russo, Lee, & Schulman, 1994). o]&] &k

HET @AY PG H FHTHS PN,

ol
.

<
T

WAIA A} - 7476 (kamlapa@inje.ac.kr)

A1 AR R, EYAE 5Ol
ayHolgt ¢4 9 th(Tangemen, Banaitis, &
Williams, 1990; Trombly & Radomski, 2002).

shARE o] §k A5 50] wuf e A Ade vlF
o F2 347 $ES o E Ay ,
RH37] BApell Al A2 SR AlgE o] Ak AR

2

o]

1 3le

o] ATt (AIAS, 2011; A4, 2010; 29, 2005). 2
= W7 HEFEAES 7PoI Abgle FEo R

Al e 1 Z3A, 3] 3} <R, 2004).
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(telerehabilitation) ©] T}, 14 Aol o] glA|vk 7]
Azt oz g W] o Ao AFS

7} AR F3 ARSI A A 7] &S o]8-5ko
therst Wi ] A MU AE Algskes FAS TSkt
(Burns et al., 1998). o]#]st A A& 217} o

A Sk
A4 7 gkl oA ABAEE S 5 vk Ao
7P 2 AR oE A9 ] FAAE S T8 A7 &
SHC}H(Lai, Woo, Hui, & Chan, 2004). 53] wl}-¢-2-7}
St ofA o] Qlo} Fo] b At A
o] ofefH& =/ Hew, 4SS ol A=
] | AR 9} AT E8ate] aHA AEA R
A (Russell, 2007).
A ghe]] 1‘415} B YA ES 5HE 714
P} Yo7k 7P S T
3l vheFat st Coﬂ A
% S g8tk (o]4&, 2010; ©]
2 2001; HF3 3, 2008; Burdea, Popescy,
Hentz, & Colbert, 2000; Deutsch, Lewis, & Burdea,
2007; Heuser et al., 2007; Placidi, 2007;
Reinkensmeyer, Pang, Nessler, & Painter, 2002). 3}4]
gk ol gk M Aol A ARE-g 717] A &) FAE, 7
Ad FA7)7) = B3st 2R Qe a7kl Bk okyet
719 A7 QA ] $5-& Bl 7 A 2
ok 3= T o] 91t} (Placidi, 2007).
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at7] Sl W o= Bhed<r 5(2008) &) Aol A= A3t
£ ol &3t A ATt W A AT olA A
St A 5ol AghE ALste] a3E dFstls ¥ ol
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g}, Bl §SHelM e avbAgle Bastgivh(dnle ¢
&, 2003; olald, 1719, A2 AAAL, 2004;
Hailey, Roine, & Ohinmaa, 2002; Mistry, 2012). X 3}+=
Qb QIk Aol E oloj T UlE] WA A Fadt
A2 193 G0, S DA FAHE o183
4% tlabke) detol Alsa 4 ok wo] Qd) o
SE EFO ol w2 ol
ek A5 Azte] Higgo] AlAl 291 ©]
2, 2011l TTHJ s} AHEA7} 5,250% S dol
A7, 2007 WEE219193], 2012). o] 9} o]
SAE o] g pejuete] A dAshs @A) A

30 g

o] g-st 94 H XX ﬂx}ﬂ 94 oLler A jeax] o3

A5 B Ak o & ke AR ARIS F3

52 Wle) AA A WgtE o 4 9loH, Aotas
= LA 0] © _/_1;\_

Calfas, Sallis, Oldenburg, & Ffrench, 1997; Marcus et
al, 1992; Rimer et al., 1994).

AL tio] o FA3A=e T A
= 5’4 & A7 H-E 22 o] F8-5kA ARE-E oA L Sl

=53], 2002). 782, A=, 23], vl 2 A A
(2008)4 Aol oabd A ZR I AR
Zuol ok o=tk Aalo] Jlom, &S dhake] o
A&} 7)1 5270 Fabdolal & 5= 9
B2 AP dolM= HEFT ATRE Zil%‘
Agetal vk AReE 2R IS HE

=
%u}w P, WLE, WA, G

A}, 1996; o] A1-9-¢} 414 &, 2008).
o]+ ¢ °J7—% H%OM A7 FER e tst &

7F A S s }:ﬂ AA AFNA HEF F
= TMEE W} 2% 97 A3hE o] &3
AAANGS At cei—?-b o5 Ao, S 2
‘lE ool ks 01%@ AAA e gt AT
ettt ks & de FiHsE ol &et
A7} 72 T #o %0% e THE
7e 9 dHE gl nAe S
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I. ¢4 gk D A -7 N7 el &
5) AA w2717} 7k A
1. 93 7|17l CHA 6) ¥ o] FidstE afe 2
7) 2} W] A1#] (Short Message Service; SMS)AFg-©]
£ A7 20119 699H s 897 FAAA D 7V % A
WA AdaAl CHdel R UdFd v HEF
A2 tjato 7 Q) A A RE gARE oA AT i dA; A7 Al gkt ko] AaldE AXRE Qo
o] =43} W o] tjako] E5-5] Awalgd 11, AT ol o] A2, olelg-3t 7174 (2003) & Aol AAIE A
Zoj=2 ol F NaEy /A AT HEF ARl o, Aolgel gl Al H2t
AT oA A 72 o) 2k Bell= 571545 F8 Slskint. 71 2, dA 9
2 Xt HEF 9 AT AolE 7 1 YIAY HE

1) HZE% why 324709 o) 9 7} T 20] obd Al Sz Al gl shiek.

2) =3k Zko] 421 AFH AHMini Mental State 2t el etk el el we ik 5
Examination—Korean Version; MMSE—K) o] A el eet SAA Aol $ISUTH(p>.05) (£ 1). o] = A A1
2470 ol o7 Q1A o] gl A 48 2089 A AP x2ro R 747} 107

3) Aozt gl A A 2E9] dhdstl on, AT t 2l ANtk 54

H AR LHe £ (N=10)
AT e p
ek} w2t 77 (70.0%) 7 (60.0%) 1000
o1z} 3% (30.0%) 37 (40.0%)
A7 () 535 + 9.54 54.80 + 7.79 742
ahy R 87 (80.0%) 473 (40.0%) 170
=3 27 (20.0%) 674 (60.0%)
710N ) 70.40 + 28.80 48.80 = 17.11 056
I = 69 (60.0%) 6 (60.0%) 170
= 47 (40.0%) 474 (40.0%)
B2 HAG MRS AU £
cHe D p
b At 87 (80.0%) 6 (60.0%) 6.280
oyt 27 (20.0%) 474 (40.0%)
A (A 55.60 * 8.10 52.70 = 9.07 460
Bl 73 59 (50.0%) 793 (70.0%) 650
=g 59 (50.0%) 39 (30.0%)
Y7120 2) 58.3 + 31.04 60.90 = 20.34 872
= 5 87 (80.0%) 474 (40.0%) 1000
= 27 (20.0%) 6 (60.0%)
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7124 APgel Qo] F ek 1k frof gt Aol flE A 83 54, 283 $3 ] AHs
O 2 YERTH(p>.05) (£ 2, 3). et T2 o] o} st Ao
At SRS} ST HEE T
2. A+t 4 gl "Xt o] A} vzt Bl Z o]
T HELES ST}
AR g2 Bl A 7 534 85wt 5 A3t FAE ATl 9l e
TR IRE AT AR T Z 2 IS F g 9 2ol gho] AlFs L, 3o
o] A¥TeAl= FldsE o] &g AAANEE A F3skA of whe} fFAsHA F = e o] AlFA
on, rFolAlE AAR AX RS Folgk & T AAE ] AT A7l 9k A o}, A A
P EE JAHARE AFAt FAY anE ol st 571019l 715 HA 0= v wE
dobry] 8l A G A, Foll FHE vl 25d ASV|ER THoH, st FA AFAES
SAE, W1 79 %, Fugl-Meyer 37} 35, AF#po} L} Aol F3hef FAEAIAS] 71 A3} oA g2 o] o
FEUAALE AAE T B Frhs J 7d FHs A& FAI At SA AlF
QA AL 221ef] oJal] A A= k. FEs A o] = e 2 HE HFoR IPARAESERE
T A A5 3150k AIRES SUSHA Al E Atk SR 6 0 7 TAE T
3.4 &+ 2) Atesz=IY
o dAFEel A AleH A7 P> 5
1) ROIMSIS o] S5t AATE T 53, o LR (2003)3%+ A
APTNA AT FAsE o] &et dAAETAE F(2009 TEHEOR ATt 2
14 13)9] F3fe} 28] FAAIA7F F 53] Al 9l T2 EE 253 AAEE 258 S () &%
o}, B3R 7] A<l ohto} T 4=a)Eh 2 o) FAOR 3 HAY EFor FAH o, F
H 3 EF HEF0| st 7| =5 ARY
oz AT
(M * SD) (M + SD) ' P
MMSE-K" 27.00 £ 2.00 2620 £ 215 862 400
BBS? 39.90 = 8.44 4580 = 14.35 1.121 277
FMA? 28.70 + 21.36 35.40 = 17.06 775 448
Box & Block 11.80 +10.53 22.60 + 1293 2.048 055
ALY QOM® 20.10 £ 19.55 28.00 £ 19.74 899 .380
AOU? 11.00 +12.74 16.60 = 11.24 1.043 311
MBI 74.30 £ 17.76 82.30 + 17.47 1.016 323

DMMSE—K: Mini Mental State Examination—Korean Version

YBBS: Berg Balance Scale,
YFMA: Fugl—Meyer Assessment
YMAL: Motor Activity Log

% AOU: Amount of Use

HQOM: Quality of Movement
MBI: Modified Barthel Index
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2™ El I X 4 (Modified Barthel Index; MBI)
A

T4% vpdR]4= 196539l Barthel2} Mahoney 7}
W3k vl X 42 Shah, Vanclay 2} Cooper (1989)¢] <=

A, g5l EYH YT PAETEN DA B
A2 1008 AY FROR PR £8e) Y] 05
w2 943} 3 Qo0 $9E 100904, 59 e
FrheTe] vls) By, AR, Ay, WaE 29

A Aglel goly %01 Fhe Ao g Qe de] ARE
w2k G 5ol ek 9 Al A7) Fa 9l
CHSmith, 1993). E?A HAF- AL A E = 89, A
AR A E= 959t (Granger, Albrecht, & Hamil
ton, 1979).

2) RSESX| & (Motor Activity Log; MAL)
L EA T 2071 STl tigt 35 A
A A% (Amount of Use; AOU) 3 Ax&%E9] 2
(Quality of Movement; QOM) =4 674 == A7}
=T Tolt)
A ARG 20709 ST S Y
A 8 A A EE SIS :
g5 g 63 AR sto] F 20814 1208744

PRsah, A7t 25 Ag o ks A2 ovla

o

oz 2 s
SLHLHZ|

® “gnges
27
® ‘[} Holgoly 4721 | ® 37|

/22 507

I8 1. XIS T2 0ol of: A | FA 2SR
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+.9350]THHA 4, 2006).
AL AL AR 2009 AIARBES S
gl Slold £49 PHAALEe) AHYES S53) o
v, 5% st AE 4 At Ok w7 A1
S .980] (A4, 2006).

HIAPHEE 7529 d3& Sk WheTR
A 14709] & FEo R FdH o Qv 35 & HA4 07
oA Hof 4312 A&k AA FE5 T sk= °F 15
o] e ¥t I P H T o] A F Frtel A= Al
Zro] zhal Hrrag o] 2hdketrhE A wiizel], IRk
ofue}, MWl ¥ dwh], 71E} 54174
of 2 QIgh 8 Fell & Brter] A =2 g 5
G EEET 484, 2011). 1A FH EE S
W A E =8 SAAF 7 A= e 7E 2b2E 999} 982 A
AFE9} WA B EE 7HA AL 9lom (Berg, Wood—
Dauphinee, & Williams, 1995), 3239 HI7d AT
= SAAY A e} SHARY NF 2o} 242F 9594 97
2 YER T 3 5, 2006).

3) H 138 & = (Berg Balance Scale; BBS)
[e]

X,
rio
ol

4) Fugl-Meyer B7t M=
(Fugl—Meyer assessment; FMA)
Fugl-Meyer 87} H &= ﬂé%ﬂ Z Qs Hrupd| 3}
ko] 871, w9, A, BT, S5l sk
A A& ot 2ZAQ éﬂ‘:?ol‘:}(Fugl Meyer,
Jaasko, Leyman, Olsson, & Steglind, 1975). 2 A~7AHE
T |53} Hlup]S5E 247} 33] AAete] w& ATE
Aeetn, 2ol et 0~285 FofahA Hrt &
ATolM e HEST A A 7e= Bls] I8
AHJAL FEREE ARt (Duncan et al., 1994).
Fugl-Meyer 37} 452 42} 7+ A2 w9} SA A o
AZ == Zbz 949 997 R 121, Sanford,
Moreland, Swanson, Stratford?} Gowland(1993)2] <
ol wEH AR AARES Al ekl E Aol = AR
AFE7F 969 =2 AFS /YA BaEgt
(Glastone, Danells, & Black, 2002).

_|_,
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5) AXIe} LR E A AHBox & Block Test)

A8} »}TEHWWL A WeANE M 2R
HA7V& B Sle e ohieh ok olis
gkake] A9 A HAAR E AREE 21 QITH(Cromwell, 1976;
Smith, 1961; Trombly, 1989). A= 1914 Z7]2 @
150709) o] Gl B=E 3 % Aol TE % A
1% s &7 559 MaE A2 S (Trombly &
Radomski, 2002). AA=AAAL AEEs 285 98, ¢
& 94011, SR AFEE 2EE 1.00, 98 992
Yeht =8 A EE 7Rtk B % o Cromwell,
1976; Mathiowetz, Volland, Kashman, & Weber, 1985).

5 A= &4

S A8 SPSS 19.0 TR IS o] gato] HA
BA9 A

48 QNS DR Dud 5 Ao AFE
gatelon], vedst ATl et 712 A, A

4 B H

T BE Bkl AFTt a
R B0 1= i bl e = Bt P Rl ot e e B R
T AR FE A 93 BE oA A4 fo)3
= A (p>.05), A TreA = ZE Bt
A o= L}Ewiv}(m 05) (% 4,5).

.2 et (p<.05) (& )
Yrof R A thETol u]st @@&W o



B4 el A M

-3 BIEA UL

A A A 5
(M = SD) (M= SD) ' P
BBS 4580 £14.35 49.00 +13.30 5.580 000
FMA 35.40 +17.06 38.50 +17.65 5471 000
Box & Block 92.60 +12.93 95.80 +14.35 2709 024'
va QoM 98.00 +19.74 31.30 +19.84 6.377 000"
AOU 16.60 = 11.24 19.60 1352 3.223 010
MBI 82.30 + 17.46 8490 =17.01 3.881 004"
“p<.05
H5 Ojx7 EA A - $ W4 H@
T S
(M = SD) (M =+ SD) ! b
BBS 3990 + 844 4040 = 829 3.000 015'
FMA 98.70 + 21.36 29.60 + 21.80 2.077 068
Box & Block 11.80 * 1053 12.00 *10.30 408 693
A, QoM 20.10 * 19.56 2050 + 20.13 688 509
AOU 11.00 = 12.74 11.20 = 12.85 612 555
MBI 7430 *+ 17.76 75.20 +12.59 9377 041°
p<.05
H6 A S5 A - S wsi2] ot 24
oz Cibn
(M £ SD) (M= SD) ! b
BBS 0.90 + 1.37 310 = 1.79 3.084 006"
FMA 0.90 * 1.37 310 + 1.79 3.084 006"
Box & Block 0.02 +1.55 320 + 3.74 9.346 031°
a, QoM 0.04 *+1.84 330 + 1.64 3727 002"
AOU 002+ 1.03 300 + 294 2,838 o
MBI 0.90* 1.19 260 + 211 2.209 040"
"p<.05
H7 AR AT - QST D
2 AT
(M *+ SD) (M * SD) ' P
S 309 + 1.00 462 + 043 4.205 001"
MEL 262 + 1.09 401 + 075 3.192 005"

“p<.05
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o0& Foa7 & A 0% YERITH(p.05) (3 7).

v, o &

A oy, A, M54 A A Aeow Jod
TH(Tracy, 2004). 94 3
A QA A", A wAA] A, /IE Y
7P 7Nk A8 AQ) ZRE 7R AT 1, o
of gk B2 A7k Mgl or 1 aaprt dFEH
(Peel, Russell, & Gray, 2011; Harada et al., 2010; Piron
et al., 2009; Lange, Flynn, & Rizzo, 2009).

T2y ol d AN ARG AHES vt
o]a1 B3 AR whEol A7) wlitel $AEo] o]H g

AR ARSSRIL 288k 21 o f th(Placidi, 2007).
et =il AAxgke] A2 A2 2
o] =]} AAERR-cdol g AA 7} ZH01 A
7] wiszoll ARGl Qlof B2 Al o] Atk
upebA] 2 Aol AE BEstE FAFERl Fo st
o] &5t A LGo] A7s W wH A2 el v A=
& dotr izt gt Frjsks o] 2
ShAko} o S A F Aol 5 88k SJAkA

om, 53] i A ge 7HA a1 Q= tid Akl Al Al
Paok, o gu Azt T2 Aol vt (& 3 473,
2002; Nelson, 1991).

A&524 A7t Ao 9 HEST EAElA HE ol &
& dANELS Hd F & 2R st w
W Aol tigh S2HA Q1 tiA °

delof ek ANTE xol 5

= >
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0% RAW FIM ASE X F AATHE<05). ol
A3t MEF BAS PO NS WY Sy 2w
28S B8 444, MEA T2 093 088 47

Age] AFA e} A (Finkelstein, Lapshin,
Castro, Cha, & Provance, 2008; Katz et al., 2005;
Wood et al, 2003). oI5 &3l 3}E o] &3 A4
o T7be] B2 o] 3t A2 ABI} fAR S v}

B o v

3t A BE 7] At FHEES @
ATk o2feh g Bl A1 A} A d
AR 2AAA 5, FelA| 89} A A Hg LRI A
FHG] wiEoleh Al £ Aol A AR AT HE
L2 I BRI R AHo] 9= TAE 3
AIE ool WA 0 % sl A H vk whA o]
et TS Fol 9% nhA| ol A tael wis) 2 g
To] EAH R £ A 0% et Ao} Al g

AR LRI SRS} R A

rr o

oft N
M
2

=
22

Hlal] AdrelA =4 JEebem o]t
o= fFost 207 Yelyttt, Kwakkel, Wagenaar,
Koelman, Lankhorst®} Koetsier (1997) = A &-2] 43
Ao} AT 2T HET S50 wrhe d7d R
T Haskld], ol F wFo] Byl s V)53 5
AZE Qckar g 4= Qlr}, meba FojdskE o]

A3
Ago] H L5 A& 3 3o} s St

feied

3
©

I

g 2 ol AR Frofd sk thdAe] eol
2 H9ho R 2919 5 gl7) witel] AT ek A1)
o] BojRtkaL g = Qlrk. whd, L Q= AlRel obA B
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=
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= o] & Ao AlgHolet & o Qv 1 Ai7HR] g7 AASl AL 1 A IS v A skl

o A gt 45t s ol whE s E A1 S Foke] Tk I A3 izl vlE] dANGS Alwdt AhTelA

gt g o] Algdttes A2 A=Y 4240 & A, A 2 AAE ST Tl folst

Aell gt 24 AE Adsteta, A a3E st A T7FE B0 =M (p<05), FAY 5l st &
T = <

A olelgt Al 52 559 4 ot Als Tk A Z} QS Elskith

olg)3t Ao = Balar B At gl BlE) 2 AT FlellA] theket xS o=, theket
SAE Awe AhTelN A 7E, B E A Wl A AL aE AFehs Bk B <l
g disl FAGCRE Fodt S7HE Btk A T7t Al E ofof 3 F Aol QIS5 AlAket, AAAE
U A X Ftoell A A A A tf gt LS Al =33 & Ul el Agste] 83 5 ole S BAEE
the delA duiAs 7htka 8 4 Qlok s AR bl 7]z A57} H2let Absdr.

5ol 2A1& B Hoh G &A1 AR EE 0]
etk B s 9 3Rk FAG A G A
A8 =RAE FAA 7= Ego] HElg AlE HI1Ed

& o) oabA Areks WA Hd o Ee] dArE e
SATEE AR B FuE S AEEA TEL, A2, v, uhE ) AAN. (2008).
oA Al A ==, o] Zlo] B F 7oA % o] 7] L] A7 Rps 2o go] 753 el n x|
5ol olojA =R el et Tl 25 s Aot} webA SE4USMELSAT 47(1), 331-347.

2 ATolA AR AAAES Y F ST AL (2006). AV Eee S o] 48 A5 A
b o F ARgsttd G849 X525 AY ol HElet A o] Hupn] $xp0] A7) Fell v x| &) of
Zhgct, St7tS5k9| X, 36(2), 403—414.

F5 AEAQ] AN Aol E & ATolA] AL A (2003). 113 Ale] QA FZ R I Ak
4 ﬂh}x}w} Ore oS &8 ATRe) theket AW 117 =& FHORE, SR AE M K83 K|,
of thgh A3} AAZR TREZS o] &5k A7 L8 20(1), 687—694.
gk Ao}, Bk oh 2}t AA AN A g3l ojA] o 94, 2143, ekeks]. (2007). LEAEE L Z 730
A2 ASEs ) ghe) Ao disk ARk 21X ZAM Q0F, B -, s RaA el mA= &
SAFE S8 Ao Bl st A7t AL 0R o] ¥} 2EEALEI(X], 14(2), 109-117.

Fofzjof g o]t} AFE

4, 4743, (2002). Aspdd Z2 o] &
2] A7) EET} A7FEE e vA= G /é._' F
s3] X[, 14(2), 306—314.

L
a
o|7

+0|' rﬁ

V.4 B =718, (2002). fFAkA 77195 TR o] A7t HFE
T @A 1y, oY, dNEE Y, &l v
2 ATEs HES d4 2088 A87 dzTe A= 27 MEZESsHe| K], 5(2), 193-204.
2 BFele] AN AN, #H, QAAEE B9 (2004). ANHES FAE 9 AxdY =2
T FA5E A s 9TS Lopr Al Sk 85 F I A A X HALE Zts s R, 15(2),
QF A3 ol At s e Al AN FAZ, o 218-227.
Zrole AR F R ANS ATt dAAS T AE, A, o] 4E, A5, (2006). VA T A5
A g A F A A, SESEAE, W st WY ABe-F T2 IR A} YEeE
A% Fugl-Meyer 97} A%, AApe} JFEEAAE Tzl g3} CfFFAEXO|8H|, 24(2), 194~
5ol AT, #3043 EE eyl o 199.
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s, A, s, Sule, 24, AAY S

(2008). 59 - AspIEEA7F At Azt
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Abstract

Effect of Telerehabilitation Using Mobile Phone on Motor Function Recovery
in Chronic Stroke Patients

Han, Seung-Hyup®, M.S., O.T., Kim, Dong-In"*, Kim, Jin-Hui"*,
Park, A-Rum®*, Park, Chung-Hwan"*, Lee, Bo-Min**, Lee, Jae-Won**,
Kam, Kyung-Yoon"*, Ph.D.

“Rehabilitation Science Program, Graduate School of Inje University

“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Inje University

Objective : This research aimed to examine the effect of telerehabilitation on the upper—limb motor functions
and equilibrioception (sense of balance) by providing mobile phones to chronic stroke patients.

Methods : This research was conducted on 20 chronic stroke patients. The patients were randomly divided into
an experimental group and a control group. Both groups participated in a self—exercise program at home 5
times per week for 8 weeks. Intervention through the use of a mobile phone was provided to the
experimental group, and a daily self—check list was completed by the control group. The patients’ functional
recovery pre— and post—intervention was measured through FMA: An upper—limb function subtest, BBS,
Box & block, MAL, and MBI

Results : As a result of providing telerehabilitation using mobile phones, the experimental group showed
significant improvements in their upper—Ilimb functionality, equilibrioception, and activities of daily living
(p<.05). The results also showed significant differences in their performance and satisfaction (p<.05)
compared to the control group.

Conclusion : This study demonstrated the effectiveness of telerehabilitation on the functional recovery of
chronic stroke patients by showing an improved performance of upper—limb functionality, equilibrioception,
and activities of daily living. Therefore, the results may be applied to the use of telerehabilitation in a clinical

setting.

Key words : Mobile phone, Self exercise program, Stroke, Telerehabilitation
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