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6 0 1 0 0 4 42 47 1 Ak - BB OFIMOBR
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2 1 50 25 8 3 1 98 ve su
3 2 21 34 13 10 1 ‘81
4 2 7 6 35 26 6 82
5 1 2 9 27 71 y S
N T T O XBEBROFIM_M, FIM_CO¥AR%
HaH 24 99 72 60 85 79 419

HLART CTORM, TEREK, RBELSBE
FCOMM L ABRBFIM_ME oM A
Loz, ABEEW-CIT 3 BEIZ o) 720

BT Rms, W-CIA1 ~5 HOEEI, wll
POEDOEHE L HVFIM_MPRULHBRAD S
iz

RAEH O ABE T TORH C4BIZ 5 - AR
FEEEOFIM__M, FIMCO#UE % 10, 11

_383._.



B

H
Fix
s
LT
Ly
TS

90
80
10
60
50
40
30
2

Sey

FhmSLEERE 25
BEREFIM_M () - Br=1 BEIRFIM_M ()  Br=
I T ™I
u:o‘cﬁ" 90 ° % I a“mg -
IR RARRRr Y ol
P! 21 70 °z‘ﬂa
60 SRR
7 % §° b?
. ‘g P 50 ;n o?m%'
s1d ;(0) $pi‘°
i <55
- igf 2 &

BERESFIM_M ()  Br=3

80
80
70
60
50
40
30
2

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ABERFIM_M (=)

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 %0
ABBSFIM_M ()

BEREFIM_M () Br=4

H
i

a

%
80
70
60
50

o2 %0
¢

40

30

20

i

i

.20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ABEFIM_M (7)

BEREFIM_M ()  Br=5

90
80
10
60
50
40
30
20

00%e
o

o
eI

1.618

© 1o

ol 1°6

L)

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ABBFIM_M (&)

BEEEFIM_M ()  Br=6

T
bt W{r} - %
U, B 80
o %° 70
0i%0
(-] ° 1 60
L W P o 50
8 i d 40
° L
° P 30
»° 2
-]
{-]

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

ABERFIM_M (5

Eﬂ
%
og ®
o; b
0o °F |
Sl
L4} 4
. ;%’o
o4
<

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ABRFIM_M ()

2 ABEh EBBrunnstrom stage TREFML L 7 AR - BEERFIM_MO B &%

FIM_M : Functional Independence Measure, motor subscore

Br [ Brunnstrom stage



BRERINEY F— ¥ a Y BEORETHICHES 2 HEN O

BEEEFIM_M ()  Br=1

BBTRFIM_M (7))  Br=2

‘ T3 L e
< °‘$3° * o g

80 5 t% (] 80 e ,9°‘ ‘%’B’ J .

oo 70400& | o ﬁ,x §

70 ololyt B i 70 R B

U % 3 o i Bl S 5 B

50 |t oh o Pet : 50 |- &+

0 gt ] e

30 — . o SR S— - 30 i iw

L e | - 20

- | d

BRERFIM_M ()  Br=3

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ABREFIM_M ()

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ABREFIM_M ()

BEEEFIM_M ()  Br=4

:g o+ og °: 7 zg 1 ° ‘ :
| B - 4005100 o2
70 | % J’*i ; 0|4 o o .
60 |- ] 80 1+ ol g
50 f—t-obot R IR =
40 40 °° ® .
30 . S S S 30 °
20 d 2
- a S

BELEFFIM_M ()  Br=5

20 30 406 50 60 70 80 90
ABSSFIM_M (s1)

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ABEBRFIM_M (5)

BECBSFIM_M (&)  Br=6

90 o O%J 9 90 "ol ol J’
oP % %
80 anso Y 80 o7 Q%ﬂ
70 b 0t %o
° °
T ) -t
50 | —Po b A -
p , °
ot 30 of 1 fy
30— 3 30
&
20 % 20 }—i—e- -
° SR S
20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ABEFM_M (&) ABRBFM_M ()
3 ABERFHEBrunnstrom stage TBHME L7z ARl - BEEEFIM_MO B

FIM_M ! Functional Independence Measure, motor subscore
Br ! Brunnstrom stage

— 385~




BEERFIM_M (R)  Br=1

FNRLEEBEE 2T

BEREFFIM_M ()  Br=2

0 Febt | w
80 bol gl L 80
70 e {1
60 % ° . 60
L b
50 8 50
0 P . 40
30 ° k 30
20 O 20

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 9¢

ABRRFIM_M ()
SBRERFIM_M (s3)  Br=3

%
I
—2o0-L

[

o

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ABBFIM_M ()

BEEFIM_M ()  Br=4

90 5o ol %% 90
80 }-—— «..;f"g 80
70 7 e o 1 70
60 ot it gTodt 60
50 |- 2ga-ien 50
40} S 40
b~ %
30} 0 -+ 30
20 }--1-2; 20
r

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

ABRBFIM_M (=)
BREEFM_M () - Br=5

B LIS
L °° o P ?
o
° °
o , ,.,JL,,‘ S -
¢ p
a'v &
oo
° -3
[ s S-S SRS T Tt S M
° NP SO

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ABRRFIM_M (s)

BEEERFIMM (&) Br=6

90 |- : Vwkni
80 2% %30
o 5 o‘5
10 >
-] °°

WF oep | n
30 .
2012

o

4
S8858383=288

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

ABRESFIM_M ()

ot °° gﬂ B S
] £ i
° o ° b
|1 e L
W,,!‘Pe,’.s,'.’ -
e
ST -

20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
ABEBFIM_M ()

4 ABEEE T HBrunnstrom stage CTREFME L7z ABZE < SBEREFIM_MOB#

FIM_M : Functional Independence Measure, motor subscore

Br ! Brunnstrom stage

— 386 —



WD) AEY) F—Y g Y BREORETHRICHET 2 HEROST

iBEEESFIM_C (&)  Br=1 ' BEEEFIM_C (&) Br=2
35 o ©0! 0 - 35 L]
0 0 -] o
30 |- steatels 30 | ' ‘Zﬁ"
25 £l 2% &
. OOOj‘SO
20 e 20 : o
: (-3 e : s°ﬁ
15 |t 4 i ] o i
10 fofrf 10 |-t=3
§ frfd : -
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
ABESFIM_C (%) AREBFIM_C (&)
BESESFIM_C (&)  Br=3 BEEESFIM_C (&)  Br=4
35 ;-s o 3 e :::
MEREEOS N B R
-] 4
25 0 25 1
20 b - : 20 °
. o
15 o 1 15 o
i -]
10 ° 10 -
"O
5 5
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
AREEFIM_C (&) ABEBFIM_C ()
BELEFIM_C (B)  Br=5 sBREESFIM_C (&) Br=6
35 - o 3% B T
] e it R e . Lodelte
° {° s
25 ™ °:° |»7I° % o |8 ¢°%
n. S
20 sl o NE
15 o9 , 15 fp Odo b
10§t 24 R - 10 °
(-} (-]
5 o 5 ;“
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 5 10 15 20 25 30 3
ABEEFIM_C (%) ABESFIM_C (%)

5 AkEs B Brunnstrom stage TRBEML L7 A - BERFIM_CoBIR
FIM_C : Functional Independence Measure, cognitive subscore
Br . Brunnstrom stage

— 387 —



BERBFIM_C (#) Br=1

35
30
25
2

BBERFIM_C (&) Br=3

35
30
2
2
15
10

5

BETESFIM_C (5) - Br=5

35

25
2
15
10

5

-
. : :.\ 5 ] 35 5 A J.g S
30 pof g Tt e % -g-t®
o °°° 1° °?#° L] ° e
BRI I i e R
L]
...... .V_# - 20 S -
° ;?OO 15 - o: O
o0
°° V EI 10 070
o SR S 5hodo

PR EEBE 2T

BREEFIM_C ()  Br=2

i T

-~ 3 o wgs&
o :éz';og; °' . 8%

nd 00 vs’otig 30 Py °" ;;;§

e e 2 s
g o7 2 Sy CHE b
% o o
&b B e
") o°” 10 |o.deo
o 8°
4 5

5 10 15 20 25 30 35
ABEBREFIM_C (55)

5 10_15 .20 26 30 35
ABRBFIM_C (&)

BEIEFIM_C () Br=4

. e 3 S e A
S R N 4 4 e
¢o o °0 of ©
° 25 8.40...L
. 1-9'90 20 b °&
° :'— 7 ol - -
B % ) - 15 sn
°
- : 10 | e
b
J— . o ] 5 B

5 10 15 20 25 30 35
ABRFIM_C (&)

5 10 1520 25 30 35
ABRRFIM_C (&)

SBERRSFIM_C (R)  Br=6

5 10 156 20 25 30 35
ABEBFIM_C ()

5 10 15 20 256 30 35
ABRBFIM_C ()

6 ABcHFHEBrunnstrom stage CREFIML L 72 ABEEE - SBRREFFIM_COBIR

FIM_C : Functional Independence Measure, cognitive subscore

Br : Brunnstrom stage

— 388 —

e



BEFINEY T - g Y BEOBRETFRICEET HEROST

BEEEFIM_C (&)  Br=1 BREEEFIM_C (%)  Br=2
' T
T L] s
® sbtal bl wbbetdats o
% O ¢ 1 e 4
20 ) :‘ . ‘ 20 £-X{-] ) mo . B
o o Soo"
o 1] {-} o io
15 o 15 s
10 Jomdemde B 10 M.,...s‘?..b!? E Y -
5 S N - [ — SRR S SR S——
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 5 10 15 20 25 30 3%
ABBFM_C () , ABBFM_C ()
BBEBSFIM_C (&)  Br=3 BBEESFIM_C (&) - Br=4
35 N B »37 o2 3 o ;e-;-,ﬁ ~~~~~~
30 o b2 30 9.0 0l-2 om0 | .
o ¢ 0}& ) °
25 o X} 25 " °= -0?
04 10 1 ) o o
1-] -3 L ) 0
2 L M B TS -
(-] [-) o, &
18 st T DT T ol S
10 pjeod : 10 fig-9®
3 o
3 SO L S S 5
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
ABBFIM_C () ABERFIM_C (&)
BBERSFIM_C (&)  Br=5 BBERFIM_C (&)  Br=6
' i
e R S R 8 35 ] '*;%,f
30 ! LJ 30 %o
-] \d -
° qO‘M ° :Ao
% o™ 04 © ! % - olo, 197
20 .2 20 ‘ 3 :
B‘oﬂ ° o
16 [l B 15} —toig
10 }mdnBhe. - 10} i@ S
o -]
§ bt : 5
5 10 15 20 25 30 35 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
ABEEFIM_C () ABBFIM_C ()

7 ABEE T Brunnstrom stage TR FIL L 72 Ak - :BEERFIM_CO MR
FIM_C : Functional Independence Measure, cognitive subscore
Br ! Brunnstrom stage

— 389 ~



FMNRLEHEBEE2 T

#z

ABRERFIM_M ()

0
11-13
14-16
17-18
19-21
22-24
25-21

- W

O
Q
O
O
O

P
¢ !
o9

O—o—(-O0—0—0—0
- ODDODDD-o
SE OO+
OIS e
XN DDA

8 8 R 8 8 8 8 &

6 8 10 12 14 16 18
ABrasw-Cl

4

BBERFIM_M ()

1-4
5-8

o
0

9-12

18-21
22-25
26-30
31-34
35-38
39-43

QO 11

0000

! !
i
?
AN -
NN 7
I }\.J\ ™N el D) A
V&mAVAW\ 00— ©
NN Ak DN e
/V VWW T SN AN A (
WN NN P
NG AR
8 8 2 8 8 ¢ 8 8

6 8 10 12 14 16 18
ABeEsw-Cl

4

FIM_M ! Functional Independence Measure, motor subscore

w-CI  weighted-Comorbidity Index

8 ABEHF - BEEREFIM_M & w-CIO B4R



BERUNEY F—3 2 Y BEOBETRICHET 2HEROMH

BRESFIM_M () w-Cl=0 BRBFIM_M () w-CI=1-5 BREFIM_M (53) w-C=6kiL
! Cob o -
9l S R ;.‘ - 90 By ey
o % ® @ o
80 A jo sg ; Bo 1 OD gl) 0:
10 T 70 {- DO A N e
80 60 |-
50 ¢ 50 b
]
L e e e S e s R s s e B 1 B B e e e 30 - o
20 20|t
! L]
20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 %0
ARBFIM_M (5) ABRBSFIM_M () ABBEFIM_M (81)
ERMEFFIM_C () w-01=0 BBEBSFIM_C (&) ~ w-Cl=1-5 BMEEFIM_C () w-Cl=6LL L
5 38 SN -3 P U Y S P pe vy S T T e — -
L] L4 L] °°° 0’ 002“ :°° o a
a0 |- 5.2, T o, 30 | bt LA P ‘Du “.32 ° 30 8t 20808 .
I o g ey
25 | ’ o ;o“ - 25 = "g,, :“’ ° - F13) I —
" o ° edos | o o To°
20 e °°§°° 20 | - ;;’(,.5'2 ... 20 1~ :u
o0 ° 000 o o
15 b 22 " 15 dod »:;o"; 15 s
10 = 10 somnge - 10 s
000 o° °
St 5 ° - 5
i
5 10 15 20 25 30 3 - 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 § 10 15 20 25 3 3
ABREEFIM_C (R) ABRBEFIM_C (1) ABEBFIM_C (&)
9 AkRw-CITEBHLL - ABR - BERFIMOBER
FIM_M : Functiona! Independence Measure, motor subscore
FIM_C : Functional Independence Measure, cognitive subscore
Br : Brunnstrom stage
w-CI : weighted-Comorbidity Index
BMEFIM_M (5 30B%M MRISFIM_M (%) 30-59R BMERSFIM_M (A1) 60-89H MMM (A)  90RLLE
7 T
[} . ,“’,- g el e 90 et e 0.l 90 |- i X
0 s R M ® etV e ol 18-
W oale &, n b Sl 2 1} PR N
") . 2 O ol Tt fot TS AL B A 60 b pfond 8
o ' (1 SO O ) S L DA B 50 WPty - s # oty
4 Q. ’ o‘ ° hd
“ ST LA 3 0 53 @ oo
L) fo ‘0 ¢
Wl e T e e el ul -
;%1. SO SRR AU SO RS U S $ '.' I .
2630405060708096 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 % 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 203040/5080709090
ARHFIM_M () ABKBEFIM_M () ABRBSFIM_M (20 ARESFIM_M ()

F10 BfEd H AR L COMMTHEIME L 2 AR - BEERFIM_MO R

FIM_M : Functional Independence Measure, motor subscore

~391 -

e



BMEFIM_C (&) 30-59A

PGSR B2BE 25

IREESYFIM_C () 60-89R SARBSFIM_C () 90BLLE

ASEBPM.C (%) 30BKM
{ H i i H ]
P i | i

A L R S

| 518 A L X
T N T
P S U SO TR SO D300 N S S ik
=§:8 o 0 ¢ :"’: °s

Tooo 08 O
("%82s 8508

|
!

goggd

t
LI .

ot i
7 0 S S 0 T B L1 S - B B A
i
|

(3

e

-,

got-| 36
8

B S
0% §
°

o 40 ’.0
O ki N B O o
;

§ 10 15 20 25 30 3%
ABRBFAM_C (3)

5 t0 16 20 25 30 3
ABRBFIM_C ()

B

5 10 15 20 26 0 3
ABREFFIM_C (%)

5 10 15 20 26 30 3%
ABREFIM_C (80

B O AR E TORM CREUL L 72 KR - BEEFFIM_Co MR

FIM_C : Functional Independence Measure, cognitive subscore

WCRT . BAERIOHUBICARL-EICBW
THABEDTORMNFEH OUFEOR SN B REH
753‘%75‘0 f:o

EAm % £

4B 3 Brunnstrom stage ¥ FIMD &R 24L
PHEERE, FIMOABRE Y — 2 250f
FIER EOERTRIMLELABA LD L H I
BALE T H0O0ERIT L 2.

HERE X ADLORRE/LICE L TiE, =
AABrunnstrom stage & i 5 19 7 ADLE i 5
EEHWTRELTw %, Brunnstrom stage
SRR O H WAL R R 5 DIEE L
ShaFMETHL. “AICE B E
Brunnstrom stageA5HERFIZstage VLI ET
HbHE, BiEH6HEEIIstage VIIZR D,
TeiEkEstage 1-T1 6 »HBC T-NH% 0
DD, IR DELTVD, RADA
BEERFOEE T, K5O ) SiERSstage
VU EDOBED, SBRICART LN BE
BEH 1 2ARE) TRVIIEo-eE2S
&, TR Y R E o120 RIER ITstage
[-TORFIIBVTD, YBRIZARBET 585
ThstagelP DS L h ol LT, KEOR
BEEZDLEL, TELLTAOEREFEL
ZndbotEZHND, .

FIMI Gt - B SHEasHE 5 CH D,

7 RIETHMIA % ADLEALDHR 2 6 1 5 SRk
THbz0, SR L) RBERERTICE
WEEZZbNh5, FIMEKETRLMEDNT
V3 ADLIMEH:TH ), HXRALOFTHHE
HENRTWBL00, 7XYHIDINEY T
— 3 a ViR ABREAMIEREED, S 1 AU E
o TETWDD, SROKRIFEILOIE
DORFITIEHDIZ v, HARLOHHEE L
Tit, Tsuﬁ), Inougf‘oOﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ), £ mo
FEEOBTRBIUL L 2 WFIM_ MO A BERE
DR (FIM_MPEELERTETH5H
bR ARERRETH A RIBERL
72) i, FRALEIZIZFFREBEOEmERL T
720 FIM__CRRFIM_MX b & ZHt2%54a<,
ABBEOFIM__Ch 5 Z D% OFIM__CHZEAL
PHETLIOREEE Bbhi, ZOFIM_
COZREMEDABRREDEBUT X 2174 TF R
E2zTIFTwa il EzZ b, 2o
BEMEZE & HIZEKRT 220, SEOE2E
LT [FIM_CHABRTAE {ELL 2R
B L TFRRBEDN LT 5] BB R KE
T5H5ZEELL

WCIHR 1 ~ 5 5O%E, ThbbEEOH
HBREXAETHHEEG, HEEOLZVWH LD
FIM__MAMU7z 2 Il L Tid, ABERC
BELEZHLHROONTWTRENZEZ S
b, ZOREREITEIBIT, SHIIK

—392 -




BEFINCYF—Y 3 VAZOBETHRICEET 2 BEN O

ik B,
BEHRBEORE L ADLO LNV o BRIZ
International Classification of Functioning
(ICF) 1= kU, HIER# & HOIHIRO B
Thb, HEEEE L EHHIRICIEIH2EED
BREENEDH D, RENFEETHNIE, ADLA
B 2rEmEzRTIRTE BB, 4N
BEVOMEPEEIE o7, ThIE, &
BOBEBIINEDY F—3 3 ¥ HRORAES
BEZESRAZDDOTHY, BEIENR
Eho, BEHELIISCUNEYF—Ta v
DEINT-BEITRELTEY, 7, #
TEOBER LA TH B LITERT 2
LEz N, CORRERLIE, HEIRED
BELHIUFETFARICHARLZ LI, T
HWHER LICHS vz, BRcidtw
EEZON5,

EHHE &

Bz BB BB, ADLOREERHE%
#& L7z Brunnstrom stage THE S 5 EH)
B ORE IR OHRE L BN L -RR%E R
L 7z. Brunnstrom stage® FIM & O,
BHEOHE X DK<, BT Eah R
DREEEZZOT FMAALOIIHEL BEbh
72

FIM#% F\7-ADL® A BEeE&81Z. FIM
_MPEBALERTET 2 5K EAOdHfak
RREEETLATRaMERL, FIM_C
DERIERTH Y, [FIM_CHUARHPKAE
CEALL7-ERZ B & FHgE R 23 5
EVIHIREERILST A EBVLELEZ R
A

B2E RFEHREICH!T SEMEELADL
DREE '

BiF BB ORI, EEER O &2
DR EZTT B Lk D, BHEN

WRasazr—vavoih, kD,
HEMBAS, BRI EFEETNE, Zh
LOBEFZZ L CHRT 28 Mk LT,
ADLEFi#: ® Functional Independence
Measure (FIZIO\;IZ)2 (F1) BdHsb, BHEEDH
BUNEYF—Ya Y ICKE BT S, -
2T, BN OBEHRYICBVWTY, ¥
DEINCHFT NI EZHEBTE S H,
BZONTEEE 2B TR 2000, Ak
BARIET B, L72doT, UNEYF—
a YEROBRICH RN IR E SEET
%,

AR L HER BB ORI L OBEIE,
T MOMEDFH THRET SN TE S, HE
B TR ClE, B DM ST,
BERRSN  EOFRMFEOMERE LT
LEMEARAV SR TWS, L L, AK
UNEYF—¥a YRERARICEMEEDoWwE
T HEFNE AT HICHED ST AKE
DFHBEEOREOAIIRETFHOEHKE L
THWwWHERTWS, CHIIRETHIOREY
T2ERTHLLEbILL, 4F, &k
RHEE DY EAH L ORERE T BT
AHhERE L-OTHET 5,

1 %

SFHILFR3E 4 A2 5154 9 A0
WZEEYF MY A AR LSRR #2405
% (B384, at1678) ThHa, FHE
#13643+ 1228 (16~91%) T, BEL LA
b F CoOMMIZFEH503H (10~120H, H®
fi45H), FEBEHBIIFEH06H TH o7z B
BoONFUIREZ200%, Miim1s24, < b
BTFHM23B THoT2e HEMPLDF Y ML
WE, U, FREOBEZEDORZREL, MK
B NRRER SR, REO R WIEFIZR
L7z BHEED S ABE T TH5121 0 ML EDFER
HHRP OB L7z ABRFPICEEHRENA
Uiz EOBHTARRADL X ) BEERADL

—393 -



PMET L7EB S RRA & Lo

g2 K [ES

ABEEE 20 S BB O ADL O w81 354 % 17
v, REERICADLEAEH 2 47 o 720 ADLIZ
FIMEBEH AdH A (L TFIM_MEBEY)
EFIMZBAEE AN (A TFFIM_CE )
THVWCHEML, AB2»SBET TORAE
HagwmowzE (LTFIM_C gain 1)
EFHEML 72, NBEBEE I NVTFHEBMICEN,
Nol%stERE, No2#% itH B, Nol%MErE,
NodZEtHE L W) LI ICBEHE2 | 1
AL, 2BIHT GHER2704,
WAEH135%) . ETERENRE LT, HEZE
BUBBERFIM_M, M ZRICER, BIE
POABRETOMM (L Tlagk#d), Ak
BEFIM__M, ABBFIM_ C% v CEREG
S EAT 572, BREFHRNZHWT, B
FIM_MOTFHMEZE ML, &8, R
W& CEEME L SHEEORB 2RI L.
FEREOBRBST AT B, ABRKFIM
_MPEBRETHEESHIIEBAIZIZRY
B &) RAMROFEL S5 H Lok
T 57012, ABRFIM_M#%HIBRL 2w,
ABERFFIM__MAS805 A « 704K + 6045
KWICHE LB TERENRI L7, &
LIz, ABRPIEEL-BAEEOLE LR
25 BHT, ABRBFIM_ M85 KN Th

FNRLEBERBEE2 S

2, FIM__C gainA®5 KK« 4 ME#H - 3
HAT - 2 SRWICHRL - 54 TERES
HEFE L,

RAEH S EERTOBMERIC AT
WERZEDEBEEBRTLDIE, LR
CF/ut AT, HEEURGHOMVERD S
FIM__C%#k\WT, ##s, lag, ABERFIM
MZBVERE L-BEDHE L.

H3IW *
ENRGFRERSIIRT. E5ICFNHE
RA>OEMSNFHEE, RIBEZhEh
B8BTS, BEMELFRMEE OBAK, HE
FEERT (K12, 13, £5). AKKFIM
_ Mo BRI EERRREIIRAT S
fEHIZdH o720 FIM__C gain® LBRE2EL T
%, TbbEmiehoB B AERIz %
PolBMEICRET L L, BEE - RERL
HIZEIME L B EE L OMBREN L D &L
Lol
BERUGEHOBMMERH, S, BAEE AR
RFIM_CRIWERE2E6IIRT. AK
RFIM_Ca® ) 0BG L IZIZFEHEOFHRHR
Y (S '

Hatli % 23

SEOWHFEIC LY, WEPEFICBNTE
BB D AR DEALDS, Tk RIS

WRREIM_M () ABBFIM_M<60

PMMEMM () ARBFM_MBIIZL | BMMEMM () ABSSFM_M<80 MMEEIM_M () ABEBSFIM_M<70
9 ! % 4 % o ) o
% 7, o R -y i |y Yo akdy | ® : e e

2 R e 0 L4 ) tagen | |
I st || " Ry oy de (L Ly age [oFlel
60 R Ve T 60 - O .09:\ 60 N .e:.‘. 60 AT ot
5
% LG -1 3 5 VR 8 - DR
[ YERY A TN Vi d 4% HIM
80 Y S 0 3 0 L
L Ry R L
30 C 30 - 4 30t i 30 P T e e S
2 ;&u- L gﬁ, 2 f. 20 f., e
,,,,, SR - ‘ e -
{ 2 i |
20 30 40 50 60 70 80 % 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 % 20 3 40 50 60 70 80 % 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 9%
HIRFM_M (%) HFM_M (20 HIEFIM_M () HBMFIM_M (20)

12 ARRFIM_M GrEH) 38 s B

FIM_M : Functional Independence Measure, motor subscore

-394 -




WP UNAY Y F - a v BEOBETFHRICIET SHBEHOTH

KEHBT BT EIRENS SHETD
ABEEE B BERE 2 T 2 AR T
T, FENCH D EROABRRTOEL
LT, $%)EESbRCE bl
SEAGEEROBTE, S8, BESSA

MMEFIM_M () FIM_C gain<? — PMIEMM (%) FM Cgain _ MNAEMM (%) FM Coained WHAFIMM () FIM_C gain< ™
% SS  . &‘1" . 90| - [ S ,§'*§ ) £ 6&'&. x - - "W;.
80 - - g 80 foorprfo ,w 80 |~ - - kS w s
2 . ,,a'r Q:.‘i"a ot L ‘.' Y, 4'."{ ot b j,&eu 11} " ;:9;-2,.“, .
60 ,.“’3‘-_9 601~ ,.‘,,=°N.,§ 0 ,;':\ den] 0 o &l
50 =" ,'; ;, ”‘:Y’ . 501 - - '. ;, ?,m 50 |- i . : . Ao 50 i ﬁa-—gwu ;Wﬂ .

401 o o a’o. I i 01l - . ',:..;c % ) A0} %, 5 ;J B N S 40§ - X ':c e
30 ;g‘ & § i 30 |~ ° s &y 1 K1) h" &° 0 .n:n%
0 W % : 20 [T E 2 ud o o Wi
{ N i H
20 30 40 50 60 70 80 %0 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 20 30 40 50 80 70 80 90 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 %0
HIFIM_M () HWHFM_M () HAMFM_M (%) HRAAM_M ()
13 AKBFIM_M<80 (GMER) M &BE
FIM_M : Functional Independence Measure, motor subscore
FIM_C gain : FIMFZAEE o B2 (R
®5 EERSNREHBERY (B F#, lag, FIMM, FIM_O
ABREFIM_M&GIBRYL L ABREFIM_M<80, FIM_C gain<2
T B 8 Y5 HEEBN Lo B B P55 MEEN
Fn -0.028 -0.015 17.76 270 Ei -0.025 -0.012 3.42 114
lag 0.034 0.033 - 0.038 0.042
FIM_M 0.755 0.762 FIM_M 0.743 0.641
FIM_C 0.399 0.162 FIM_C 0.869 0.354
ABREFIM_M<80 ABREFIM_M<80, FIM_C gain<3
= -0.051 -0.027 16.23 236 Fin -0.022 -0.012 4.06 134
lag 0.041 0.042 0.019 0.019
FIM_M 0.853 0.771 FIM_M 0.739 0.647
FIM_C 0.359 0.146 FIM_C 0.848 0.344
ABREFIM_M<70 ABREEFIM_M<80, FIM_C gain<4
Fip -0.062 -0.033 14.16 206 =3 -0.024 -0.013 4.44 156
lag 0.049 0.050 lag 0.055 0.054
FIM_M 0.923 0.761 FIM_M 0.758 0.664
FIM_C 0.373 0.150 FIM_C 0.778 0.313
ABRRFIM_M<60 ABREFIM_M<80, FIM_C gain<5
- -0.024 -0.014 7.77 161 -3 -0.049 -0.026 7.59 169
lag 0.046 0.050 0.052 0.050
FIM_M 1.061 0.739 FIM_M 0.755 0.662
FIM_C 0.398 0.156 FiIM_C 0.759 0.305
ARE REE AR
FIM_M&IfR 2 L 0.891 0.859 lag: REN, L AT TOMH
FIM_M<80 0.881 0.847 FIM_M : Functional Independence Measure, motor subscore
FIM_M<70 0.873 0.817 FIM_C : Functional Independence Measure, cognitive subscore
FIM_M<60 0.852 0.766 FIM_C gain : FIMBAEHE O ABEEZE (F)
FIM_M<80 FIM_C gain<2 0.941 0922 B :REKER (ERRITOEROEY)
FIM_M<80 FIM_C gain<3 0.942 0.906 B EEARERRAE (ERRIC L3 TIREOZEROFS)
FIM_M<80 FIM_C gain<4 0.925 0.898
FIM_M<80 FIM_C gain<5 0.915 0.891

Bk coMZ, AREETICIEDLEY
54 7DERTH B, FIM_M, FIM_Cid
BOBRBEEBLTINEY F—Ta vtk
DRELBLIEETHL, ZhHDOELS
HEHY, LOBBETL-RIELTL0OT
HhF, TOMOELEY AAZZTFRRAA

-39 —



FAmLEREBES 25

®6 EEBINALMBRYE (E¥: F#, lag, FIM_M)

ABRRFIM_MBIRA L

B B YA RMEHN
Fir -0.060 -0.030 1450 270
lag 0.032 0.031

FIM_M 1.036 0.908

ARRRFIM_M<80

Fin -0.090 -0.050 17.23 236
lag 0.033 0.032

FIM_M 1.027 0.900

ABRBEFIM_M<80, FIM_C gain<2

Fih -0.010
lag 0.024
FIM_M 0.865

0.000 0.59 114
0.024
0.695

ABRBSFIM_M<80, FIM_C gain<3

Fi -0.010
lag 0.028
FIM_M 0.821

-0.010 1.04 134
0.028
0.664

ABRBFIM_M<80, FIM_C gain<4

Fip -0.020
lag 0.069
FIM_M 0.821

-0.010 1.47 156
0.068
0.661

ABRBEFIM_M<80, FIM_C gain<5

Fip -0.050 -0.030 469 169
lag 0.065 0.063

FIM_M 0.823 0.663

1HBARH ETWEY  IREER
FIM_M&mRLL 0.885 0.852
FIM_M<80 0.876 0.858
FIM_M<80 FIM_C gain<2 0.921 0.905
FIM_M<80 FIM_C gain<3 0.919 0.893
FIM_M<80 FIM_C gain<4 0.905 0.892
FIM_M<80 FIM_C gain<5 0.895 0.885

lag : BHED & ABT & TORIM

FIM_M : Functional Independence Measure, motor subscore
FIM_C gain : FIMZAEH O AGBEREZE (X))

B ! REFEHE EREXFOEROER

B BREAURBRAR (BEBIC L2 FUKRENORERDES)

YTHRETHSD, Lirl, ZEOHSR
LEELVIE, HBOHALRLVEL b
270, BYAAEOBIS B4 LS TR
PP UOREDEREL->TLEIDTH A,
FIM_ MO E§#%i#1%, Tsuji, Tnoue?: &
ZEDEBREIRTWDEE512, B 128
CHEIKEL, 20BOHRBIIDI R -

Tw{, FIM_M#FHESNS L, 2hiIHE
BRI BEROSREZDIDI R B, *
iz L, FIM_COWFEIMBHEEZ S
Nb. $abb, BABEIPE L IEH®
ZEBTHIEAELL 2 ) MBI R 2
b, RMBEN B IR
WFENREDS LA BDTHD, OB T

— 396 —



REFINEY)F = a YVEBEOBETHICHET 5EEROSN

WP LHY B EFHBESEIED LD
EHIB 7T, G, FEEE OWE I HE
TholzBELERILT, BESWE LI
DHEBEPEALL BB BT B, 24
DEoEF#HTEHEIY, 1 HELIHSR
WA DR DS, THME L BEEOZEI NS L
Holze ThUE, FRARNEHFEEEN
B2 HEIPRENVIEERTEELONS,

T2, COBMEIORERRET A,
RHTE H ARG OV EBICA - T
HILORBEER L2, HR, AKRFIM
_CRBWVWITFCBLTY, FREFEED
AR oNl, 2%, BAEHBOEL
eBEZHR ZEOREIL, Ko A
BREAoTWALDIZRI 5O TIEENnWS
LHPEESh,

UED &) 2RMmEhoRBOBE 283
5L, BEPREFNORELRETLH
WELT, BENR7F-sHEICLY, A
REDOHHOBAL L, EhEtTUEHIC
ANG, Fh3AREEAHOELEZBERL
LR 2 HERHY ) A ThHH9H. %77,
Bae A LT, EEFS T 7% R
FHiZv 7 8¢b v FikdbEZ O,

HEOHEE b #H

A ESMETIRETRICE R 5B
B L7z ThEToFHlRicswe, Ak
REDRMBEN B Z DR E LIREBTH 5 LA
ELT, ERELTHATAZ L TTFRHOR
MY D EMFH I NI R T —
FHER EIZ L BRESLEEEZ bz,

$EIE REHBECS T BHELELADLO
Rtk
BERBEOREFRZYNEY F -V a
VEBRIIBWTHEICEETH S, UL
F—va VBIGRICE R T VEREE T S
TEITED, SO XA E AT R

i, UNEYF—3 3 VARESERE &
Bo IO70, ERRREORE, REREE,
BEE, %, BEEFHE (activites of
daily living : i FADLERSS) L oiREE
AR DR L OMRARI ST, £
NENOEE AR ORI HES 2 = &
WA SN TWBEDY, THHEDERFEH W
RETFNOTFRHEERART b DO Tho T,
FO—HELT, BEFHNET D BIHEIE
(comorbidity) ~DBEEA Lo - HAE 2
BB, MERREDS AHFRL D,
Oy U— L ABBEOREICHEEY S 2
212 bbb PR AR THOERE L
THWONRTZ o720, HFEEDSH
% (EARICIANEYF—Y 3 Y ORERT
ThLHHFER, —~HHICYNEYF—T 3
Y % JRIE 54 2 DAY I I B DR AR
UB PR EANRIEL TV B) 12X B4k
I EDDTHA 9,

S, ReGHHEROSERCET LM
R BEIC B % O L BT 5 OB
A L7 '

E1E N '

HERIT T34 4 A 2 5 FR144E10H D/
LY Y Y AICAR L REREEL28
% (BW78%, TH504) Thd. THER
13624+ 115 (28~89i%) T, RIED O AR
FCOMMAEHS77TH (8 ~1032H, HRr
fB55.5H) Tdh o7z, EHEONFUIRM 41
%, Balbmess, < SETHIM22%TH -7z,
R EESROER %2 5 DI E
Buiteed, 9% BREAzED,
2 K 7%

ABRF IR BZHDADL & SEE O W EE
%17y, BEEE I ADLE R %17 5 720
ADLIxFunctional Independence Measure
(FIM) (%1) OESEE&7HE T
FIM_M&Bs¥) #FVCEHMEL, AB»S

- 397 -



BHPEEZS&
W W o® T 2004

B coE (ITFIM_M gaink #9)
EM L. ABRBOBEEEIL, 41HB% 6
BB OB B T3 % Liu & ®Comorbidity
Scalek HVCHHEL, BAER (R7) oAt
TdH 5 weighted-Comorbidity Index (BLTFw-
CI&wgd) %EME L7 wCIEFIM_ME o
JEALAIRE RS E BN L7z ABEw-CIE FIM
_M gaink AR ER LK Z B L
2o FO%, ABEw-Cl% 3RX4% (w-CI=0,
1~5, 6~16), ABEIEFIM_M gainZ 2 X
4 (FIM_M gain=24BAF, 25BLE) L, x
2FEMEF W THVEOREER T 70

B3I & #

ABEBFIM_ MF35i345.1 £ 2215, BEERy
FIM__M¥3#13600+ 2302, ABEEREFIM__
M gainFE¥id149+ 1185 (—2~54) Tho
720 w-CIOFI#I134.0+33, HgfE3 (0~
16) THhotzo 5BULIZERD Sh - EE
DA E KSIZR T, w-CIEFIM_M®JELL
MR, ABRKR=-0.0024, B
R=-0012, gain R=-0085T& -77c w-Cl
EFIM_M gain DB A R % 141277 F, FIM
_M gain®K & RHEMIE, BFEDLRVwW-
CI=08 L0, wCl=22dlk LBE
CHFENH Sw-Cl= 1 ~58I2£< (K
14), ABERw-CIZ 3 X4, ABEREEFIM__
M gain® 2 K42 L7z y 2 keE (F%9) I
BWTHHEERELZOL (p=004),

ety % £

AR EEBE 25

PERDRERHFE TR FREDFIEEER
L, BFHEELRTERLLELOBBRIRLES
172 b DS Do 720 BIZ1EGresham b 2,
RE T ERE L B U CREFH ISR ILERO
BERE, BRBELEFZVILEEHEL
Roth & 3B ip B3 1S B ML E 0 B RE, Lo if
BERA, BRFOBFENE L, BE~EE
TAOETOERNEENTHL Z L 2HRB
LTw Zsfo Charlson t? {Z The Charlson
Comorbidity Index (CCI) #Awv, 24D
BEICB 2 HEEOREEINETR LMY
THIERRWELTWS,

R OPFFEESE ADLE OBBICELT
i, Liub2w-CINERPER %K, AEk
RFIMARTHEMBETAZEZRLTW A,
EHOT— 5 THEREOFEE NS VDI,
BRERENEED L DADLEEDOR SR W
EBNELBERE L -0EELONL, Bhi
ROBE» S E 512, BEIHERERD S
YAICFIM_M gain® K X REFIDHFET S
CEDHIAL 7. BEAEIZADLIE R HET
BEW) B THHATELVERTH B,

SHOHFEDOEEIZBNTH HLE &M
%#otlﬁt,UAEU?EVEV«®%
BEHEIOVRELSLWHEELFET 5. B
BEOWFETKELRADLUED R SN ER
T, UNEYF—¥a YHEPEREARRIC
BIEOHFAZHBICBEORENER SN,
BEHIASEST L CABEROADLMED - 72 T jE
HHBEZ OIS, ZOBAIZIE, ERBICHE
W EEOEHLEBEN RN NEYF—

%7 Comorbidity Index DGrade E3#

Grade 0 nEHY

Grade 1 BETIH, BROVELL

Grade 2 BROLESHDIN, UNCEUTF—2a>0blknL
Grade 3 UNEYF—=2a 7552 THRE, T8NLE
Grade 4 UNEBYTF—2 3 55X TCRALEE, TESLE
Grade 5 UNEUF=2 3y BRBEARBTREN

FHE—5 (1997) BESBZE OB SIASEFIMOER, pp. 105& D5IH

- 398 —



R UNET F— 3 2 Y BEOBETHRICIET 2 HEEROGH

®8 SHUEHEELAGHFEY AT
igeznd GradeO0 Grade1 Grade2 Grade3 - Grade4 Grade5 GI1~5&%
mIE 60 4 61 3 0 0 68
i 111 [0] 17 0 0 0 17
Thbh 11 0 17 0 0 0 17
Bk 114 0 14 0 0 0 14
WR% 115 3 10 0 0 0 13
&8s MEE 118 1 9 0 0 0 10
LR 119 0 9 0 0 0 9
{6 120 0 4 4 0 0 8
PR R MRS 120 2 6 0 0 0 8
fOHWE 121 2 1 3 1 0 7
LEBERY 122 2 4 0 0 0 6
AR METAE 123 0 2 3 0 0 5
TOHMDOHmAH 123 1 2 2 0 0 5
o> 123 1 3 1 0 0 5
BhieE 123 1 0 3 1 0 5
G : Grade
FIM_Mgain (20 ®O  ABiRw-CI: ABeks - BERFIM_M gain D8
60 ABEsw-Cl
. 0 1~5  6~16  Aft
50 FM_Mgain 2581k 2 20 2 24
.{ . 24T 18 58 30 104
el .. & 18 78 32 128
1 ° 0" 1?=6.40  p=0.04
0d e
T e 8 s w-CI . weighted-Comorbidity Index
et Ty FIM_M gain : ABiA» & 3 COFIMESIE B &5 M08
w44 4 TEo
i ¢ o , : : -
od '3 D Lot a yHMEfTEN, ADLELLUETLLE
cY e o, 51,
NI X IEIONTY
R BSE %
~10 e FREIBREPRETFIICEZ 288 2R
° e ; n ML A L7 BAEEOAI X o TADLE#AH
FINTVREMDFET S0, — B8
BEOWHFELZRETRUAERTLLTHRY
14 ABRBw-CIEFIM_M gain& O#AR

FIM_M gain® K & R, HEEORVWw-CI=
ORIV IBEOHTFENS L wWLI= 1 ~5HILE

Motz

w-CI . weighted-Comorbidity Index
FIM_M gain : FIMEBHE O ABKEZ (5

LiITELRV, L2 L, BFENRETHRY
ERTLLTEEADDHZ L2 MKRLT
RETHETAETHEEEZ ET2FHTE
LEEZ LN, 5, DL LFEN

-399 -



EEBZRER®S
WoRo T2

Sey

FRICEET S5 ZTWAPZREL, RET
WICBT B HIFHEDRN S Z S HITHRET LT
WwE 72, ‘

# i

KL THER WA EE ORI EET
LERELSHEIHE L,

KereEE D P Cld, Brunnstrom stagell &
0 RFEAME L 7 E RS ITADL & OEE KL,
CIRETINCIIRELREBE S ARV THAD
HAPRBE I NIz,

FIMGEHIIH B CaHifi L 72 3B, U
75—V YETICEEERTL2ERTH
0. EEE SBEIRV. LAL, YNnEY
7= a Y AlRHE P OFIMEAEE oiE
WWIEAZEDSIKRE VD, ARG OFIMER
MEBZEOEFHATLCLIIBHETHO
BEZELTHEEZEZON, 2OZ LT,
DHABEOYE L-BELERUGHE TN E
T HETFHREEN LS Z & TEMT SR,

X [

1) BEXEEALMES WHE) (2002) ICFEBEARE
PR - BB E N BESGETIR. UL BH,
R

2) WHO (1980) International classification of impair-
ments, disabilities and handicaps. WHO, Geneva

3) HAYANE Y 57— 3 VEFE4S (1986) ADLEF
fillic>wnC, Y nEEZ. 315.

4 ) Twitchell, T. E. (1951) The restoration of motor
function following hemiplegia in man. Brain 74.
443 —480.

5) TR 37 (1983) WA EEOEEOHEEDHE
(318 R R L REREEER O BEARD
Wige. #AV N11. 465-476.

6) Dam, M., Tonin, P., Casson, S., Ermani, M.,
Pizzolato, G, Iaia, V., and Battistin, L. (1993) The
effects of long-term rehabilitation therapy on
poststroke hemiplegic patients. Stroke 24. 1186 —
1191.

7) Sonoda, S. (2000) Recovery from stroke. Crit. Rev.
Phys. Rehabil. Med. 11. 75— 109.

8) Clarke, P. ], Lawrence, J. M, and Black, S. E.
(2000) Changes in quality of life over the first
year after stroke: findings from the Sunnybrook
stroke study. J. Stroke Cerebrovasc. Dis. 9. 121 —127.

9) AMRE, LBER, HE &K FMEH, kK

FARILEBEBEE 25

BHERBAKICINEY F—Varzill
ETBHEL, ~HHICUNEYTF—Ya Yy
FREE XY, R LEABEREROADLAEG Y
KELTBHALEED A, BHEWELiuD
weighted Comorbidity Idex® 2 sEi# &
IREOWFEZ DOBETRDLN, &
OBFRED I BE L7 £ T, BT
WHHEEZMAALDENH 5,

Sk, ThOSORBHBRFTEREZ, £
BEOBWRERREFHHEREZEEL v
ER A

RERDDIIHID, KRB LD SHRELH
LA R ARVATAR- S A OVAP & % Sk €N 3. RIFX -
BWIFE 3. 4, RFERICEHELT, RAEZIRE
CHIEEBRYEL-REH BRI DELE LS
FE3. SSHIEEAFRORECELTERE IR v
PR R A KE LRSS ) Y ADOKRB
KEAZRRZLDETH)NE) EOERITLD 5 BEH
WwW2LEd, 72, BB hwi2uwizunegy s
— ¥ a VERFHEOBEEFHIESH L LE T,

BT, HBEY—, REAE, EFHA, THE
—, HHERR (1997) BEREH HREREFOADL -
REE4TE) - LEYIRE - QOLICH T 2 ERRE.
HAEFEF24. 61-68.

10) Hamilton, B. B, Deutsch, A, Russell, C, Fiedler, R.
C, and Granger, C. V. (1999) Relation of disability
costs to function: spinal cord injury. Arch. Phys.
Med. Rehabil. 80. 385 —391.

11) Heinemann, A. W, Linacre, M., Wright, B. D,
Hamilton, B. B., and Granger, C. V. (1994)
Prediction of rehabilitation outcomes with disabil-
ity measures. Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 75. 133 —
143.

12) Gladman, J. R. F, Harwood, D. M. ], and Barer, D.
H. (1992) Predicting the outcome of acute stroke:
prospective evaluation of five multivariate models
and comparison with simple methods. J. Neurol.
Neurosurg. Psychiatry 55. 347 — 351.

13) Prescott, R. ], Garraway, W. M, and Akhtar, A. J.
(1982) Predicting functional outcome following
acute stroke using a standard clinical examina-
tion. Stroke 13. 641 —647.

14) Wade, D. T, Skilbeck, C. E, and Langton-Hewer,
R. (1983) Predicting Barthel ADL score at 6
months after an acute stroke. Arch. Phys. Med.
Rehabil. 64. 24— 28,

— 400 —



15)

16)

17

~

18)

=

19

20)

21)

22)

23)

24

=

=

25

26)

27)

RV NEY 7= 2 » BEOBETHRICEES L EEROMT

Mahoney, F. 1. and Barthel, D. W. (1965)
Functional evaluation; the Barthel index. Md.
State Med. J. 14. 61 —65.

Katz, S, Ford, A. B, Moskowitz, R. W, Jackson, B.
A, and Jaffe, M. W. (1963) Studies of illness in the
aged. JAMA 185. 914 - 919.

Schoening, H. A., Anderegg, L., Bergstrom, D.
Fonda, M., Steinke, N., and Ulrich, P. (1965)
Numerical scoring of self-care status of patients.
Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 46. 689 —697.

FEEK—, BHE K, ERRIA (1992) RMEEHE
ZOH L VEMEFIMESIASIZONWT, EDd
WA163. 285 —290.

BH % (1995) 4, UNEUYF—va VEFD
DETIE  BEPEFERAROT R LHR. BE
23, 279 - 285.

Granger, C. V., Hamilton, B. B, Keith, R. A.,
Zielezny, M., and Sherwin, F. S. (1986) Advances
in functional assessment for medical rehabilita-
tion. Top. Geriatr. Rehabil. 1. 59— 74.

Data management service of the Uniform Data
System for Medical Rehabilitation and the Center
for Functional Assessment Research: Guide for
use of the Uniform Data Set for Medical
Rehabilitation. version 3. 1. (1990) State Univ. of
New York, Buffalo

THE—, BFEHT, B % BRMA (1997)
B B E OBRERFE SIASEFIMOER, ¥ a
FUH— T2 TF—7, R

Hamilton, B. B, Laughlin, J. A, Fiedler, R. C,
and Grager, C. V. (1994) Interrater reliability of
the 7-level functional independence measure
(FIM). Scand. J. Rehabil. Med. 26. 115—119.
Ottenbacher, K. J., Hsu, Y., Granger, C. V., and
Fiedler, R. C. (1996) The reliability of the func-
tional independence measure: a quantitative
review. Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 77. 1226 — 1232,
Segal, M. E, Ditunno, J. F, and Staas, W. E.
(1993) Interinstitutional agreement of individual
functional independence measure (FIM) items
measured at two sites on one sample of SCI
patients. Paraplegia 31. 622 —631.

Stineman, M. G., Shea, J. A, Jette, A., Tassoni, C.
J., Ottenbacher, K. ], Fiedler, R., and Granger, C.
V. (1996) The Functional Independence Measure:
tests of scaling assumptions, structure, and reli-
ability across 20 diverse impairment categories.
Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 77. 11011108,
Gosman-Hedstrom, G. and Svensson, E. (2000)
Parallel reliability of the functional independence
measure and the Barthel ADL index. Disabil.
Rehabil. 22. 702~ 715.

28)

29)

30)

~

31

32)

33)

R

34

35)

36)

~

37

o

38

39)

40)

41)

42)

- 401 —

Dodds, T. A, Martin, D. P, Stolov, W. C., and
Deyo, R. A. {(1993) A validation of the Functional
Independence Measurement and its performance
among rehabilitation inpatients. Arch. Phys. Med.
Rehabil. 74. 531 —536.

Granger, C. V, Cotter, A. C, Hamilton, B. B, and
Fiedler, R. C. (1993) Functional assessment scales:
a study of persons after stroke. Arch. Phys. Med.
Rehabil. 74. 133 - 138,

Pollak, N., Rheault, W., and Stoecker, J. L. (1996)
Reliability and validity of the FIM for persons
aged 80 years and above from a multilevel
continuing care retirement community. Arch.
Phys. Med. Rehabil. 77. 1056 — 1061.

Stineman, M. G. and Granger, C. V. (1998)
Outcome, efficiency, and time-trend pattern analy-
ses for stroke rehabilitation. Am. J. Phys. Med.
Rehabil. 77. 193 - 201.

Marquardsen, J. (1969) The natural history of
acute cerebrovascular disease. Acta Neurol. Scand.
45. Suppl. 38.

Feigenson, J. S, McCarthy, M. L, Meese, P. D,
Feigenson, W. D., Greenberg, S. D., Rubin, E,
and McDowell, F. H. (1977) Stroke rehabilitation I
Factors predicting outcome and length of stay —
an overview. N. Y. State J. Med. 77. 1426 — 1430.
Bourestom, N. C. (1967) Predictors of long term
recovery in cerebrovascular disease. Arch. Phys.
Med. Rehabil. 48. 415—419.

Stern, P. H, McDwell, F. M., Miller, J. M, and
Robinson, M. (1971) Factors influencing rehabili-
tation. Stroke 2. 213~ 215.

Boyle, R. W. and Scalzitti, P. D. (1963) A study of
480 consecutive cases of cerebrovascular acci-
dent. Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 44. 19— 28.
Steinberg, F. U. (1973) The stroke registry: a
prospective method of studying stroke. Arch.
Phys. Med. Rehabil. 54. 31 — 35.

Adams, G. F. and Hurwitz, L. J. (1963) Mental
barriers to recovery from stroke. Lancet 2. 533 —
537.

Baker, R. N, Schwartz, W. S, and Ramseyer, J. C.
(1968) Prognosis among survivors of ischaemic
stroke. Neurology 18. 933 —941.

Brunnstrom, S. (1970) Movement Therapy in
Hemiplegia: A neurophysiological approach.
Harper & Row, New York

Liu, M., Domen, K., and Chino, N. (1997)
Comorbidity mesure for stroke outcome
research:a preliminary study. Arch. Phys. Med.
Rehabil. 78. 166 —172. ‘

Liu, M, Tsuji, T, Tsujiuchi, K., and Chino, N,



Nadg

43

44

~

45)

46)

47)

48)

Say

(1999) Comorbidities in stroke patients as
assessed with a newly developed comorbidity
scale. Am. J. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 78. 416 —424.
Deutsch, A, Fiedler, R. C, Iwanenko, W, Granger,
C. V., and Russell, C. F. (2003) The Uniform Data
System for Medical Rehabilitation report: patients
discharged from subacute rehabilitation programs
in 1999. Am. J. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 82. 703 —711.
Deutsch, A, Fiedler, R. C, Granger, C. V., and
Russell, C. F. (2002) The Uniform Data System for
Medical Rehabilitation report of patients
discharged from comprehensive medical reha-
bilitation programs in 1999. Am. J. Phys. Med.
Rehabil. 81. 133~ 142,

Tsuji, T. Sonoda, S, Domen, K, Saitoh, E, Liu, M.,
and Chino, N. (1995) ADL structure for stroke
patients in Japan based on the functional inde-
pendence measure. Am. J. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 74.
432438,

Inouye, M,, Hashimoto, H,, Mio, T., and Sumino, K.
(2001) Influence of admission functional status
on functional change after stroke rehabilitation.
Am. J. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 80. 121 — 125,

Andrews, K, Brocklehurst, J. C., Richards, B,
and Laycock, P. J. (1982) The recovery of the
severely disabled stroke patient. Rheumatol.
Rehabil. 21. 225 — 230.

Feigenson, J. S., McCarthy, M. L., Meese, P. D,

49)

50)

51)

52)

53)

54)

—402 -

FURLERBBE 2

Feigenson, W. D., Greenberg, S. D, Rubin, E,
and McDowell, F. H. (1977) Stroke rehabilitation I.
Factors predicting outcome and length of stay -
an overview. N. Y. State J. Med. 77. 1426 —1430.
Anderson, T. P, Bourestom, N, Greenberg, F.
R, and Hildyard, V. G. (1974) Predictive factors in
stroke rehabilitation. Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 55.
545 ~ 553.

Sonoda, S, Saitoh, E., Domen, K., and Chino, N.
(1996) Prognostication of stroke patients using
SIAS and FIM. In Functional Evaluation of
Stroke Patients. N. Chino, and J. L. Melvin (eds.),
pp. 103 — 114, Springer-Verlag Tokyo, Tokyo
Bourestom, N. C. (1967) Predictors of long term
recovery in cerebrovascular disease. Arch. Phys.
Med. Rehabil. 48. 415—-419.

Roth, E. J. and Noll, S. F. (1994) Stroke rehabili-
tation. 2. Comorbidities and complications. Arch.
Phys. Med. Rehabil. 75. S42 — 46.

Gresham, G. E, Phillips, T. F., Wolf, P. A., and
McNamara, P. M. (1979) Epidemiologic profile of
long-term stroke disability: the Framimgham
study. Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 60. 487 —491.
Charlson, M. E., Pompei, P, Ales, K. L, and
MacKenzie, C. R. {(1987) A new method of classi-
fying prognostic comorbidity in longitudinal
studies: development and validation. J. Chronic
Dis. 40. 373 — 383.

ey e



