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(k)] wisshasdh g 66 4 (B 39 44, Lok 27
%, 4Rl 6012 % (P S HERE)) 2 MRE LT,
QPPA TOEH%Z 2E 1 & v b TiFo 7=, EHllIZ B
P& BE (Wi=QPPA-UE), T BHE&aE (i B fii =QPPA-
Hip, MBIfi=QPPA-Knee, JEBIffi=QPPA-Ankle) O
4B T, #FiEEe — 7 0% LIEEE L ROORE %
REME L7, 1y FOFHIOBRNEME»S, TN
FHES#% %% (Intraclass correlation coefficient; ICC), ¥ X
O, /A2 L& (minimal detectable change) O
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4.56~6.79% % 1%7-.
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INEY T = a YRR, NI 2ol
1%, IR HEETH 5, [FEERHRRERREE S

(ICIDH; International classification of impairments,
disabilities and handicaps) T I & % % 1% B8 & &
(impairment), #E JJ{K T (disability), #2194 F)
(handicap) D 3JFICTIT 5 Z EZBIBL T3 [2],
idas e R I IR BRI Io S N, BB R L oL
CIRRIEZ WU ETAM L BSRE B 2 X5 2 & ST H
5.

FrRRBE OB 1%, 7 < 13 Twitchell [3] 12 X % 2tk
W B E DM 2GR L R — b THA LN, 20D
%, W{ObDFHEENERINTEL, FiES [4]
W&, WA HR B BERE ST & (O R % 3 2 7 5l
i, QXL [EEE) -7y HEEE) & o) BfE Y — v RESL
FELAFHMEICRIMLTwS, OLLT, [EFHN
A (MMT: Manual Muscle Testing) %°, MMT 2>5 L
T3 %S T % Motricity Index [5] % &23, @&
L C, Brunnstrom Stage [6] 23%51F541%. Brunnstrom
Stage 1, W DDDEESY — 2 DETHGITLD
i, FHE, THi% % stage 1 > 5 stage 6 £TD 6 B
FECRHiT 2 b DTH S, Zofbic, FERELLSL O
Fb 50 7 AR R E T L SR E I N TE D,
Fugl-Meyer scale (BA'F FMA) [7] % Stroke Impairment
Assessment Set (LU SIAS) [8] 23%81F 5015, FMA
Ve [T E ) L SO, T 2 N 2 7 BT IS &
&L, PO @M (range of motion, LA ROM) DFF
filiTd %. — )i SIAS (ZHEIHEAE, WS, &I A,
I, ROM, iR, FERREIMI, =X bERE 2 0 Kl
53RMELBFSRNTRATE EV), X DRAMNAREE
flitkTdh s, LarL, ZTnsiHiikizs, Hzick
2HWIT, V=T 4 v 7 RToTENSFICEEN
BEFRETH 2 L EDLI 2 %2540,
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W WATREYEDYS % L ) RE MR & [9, 10],
Rasch 73#77% & %2 W - MR REANO L, ERN
B BT FROEABHEREI N TWS, 22T,
FHHIEETE 2 F > 72 5 B0 75 TRIRR RUEE S & 2 RREsE STt 12
X0, MERONAF REFM Tz 2 5 2 LW T
E 2o RN X 0 Sl IRE L 22 5 &
Wifrs s, AFROHNIE, =ROuEhfEMREITEE %
FHO 7 F FRELEENRE S o & RIVGHE Z A L, 20
RS X R/ N LR EZ RS T5 2L TH D, &
B, ZoO#H L\ WiHlli%E% Quantified Paralysis Performance
Assessment (BUN QPPA) &R Z EIZL T3,
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AWFZEI3RTIE S 4L L L TiThi, T by —HUE
FRIFERAETEE (5v b b, R E) CcHERB T
TOENRRDTEETH D, FEREIED BRI RE 2234
E L7 B, ay Fa— A ARROEIME, O
AN, WAz HT 55 E, BEEREE L OEHER
HIE IS CHRREMERRE 25 & L 7%,

HESIMADFEZEDOE S N x5 66 %D NI,
B39 44, W27 4, Fhw 6012 (T EHERE
7)) RTHo ., EEONFIE, % 34 4, W
M304, < HIETHIMN2 4, WEIZLEM34 4, 4
32 44, WIBIGHMRE O FEES HECEYE L 173 HT
Hote, MERANODSMCNHT 24 v 74— Fave
v ME, BTONRE F721FZ OFKEEIK L T
LSO fEktEREFcifE S oIk Z Zxk L <
SWREIIFE YT OARREENE I 58w 2T
L8, HHEZD > T -7. 8, AFEIZY
e ZE S 0&Z (5 08-098 5) 2 Tirbis:
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W, FHMEE & U BRI, REERE (B,
TIehEne (BEBIEDS, MBI, BRI Z5HfiL 2. 2
1L Z 11 % QPPA-UE, QPPA-Hip, QPPA-Knee, QPPA-
Ankle & -3,
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= RICENEMANTHE 13 KinemaTracer® (¥ v £ A 2
LTy 78k, AT, HA) Z2BHLZ. o AT
L, BEEEBED CCD A1 X 7% 1 BOIE: - f@hii pC
IZIEEE1394 TEefe L 7272 D> v 7L L BB RE K,
thoTED, avim— A7z FEHWVT
¥y )7L —rarvEite, BiE— 0 2o
BT USEHNZBIRT 2 2 3 TE %, BB L
TlE, 7 JREERIZ60Hz £ L, avtu—
VA T7TY 27 M@ D 120X60X50cm 7 L — 4,
< — A FREEHE 7 30 mm DEeER~—A & L. flf#H
Y2 ERE L TE2TONZENEATTI LI L
7z. CCD A X FIF=Rufbic v EH i mP BB TH 5
2BLL, AAIHELE7L—LTHEEL 2., FHUBR
B2 IR T, %R oiigngE 2
72D Ah X TR 1T m, H X7 —HE %
2m & L7z, 158 —0 ORI, RITORS S0 5
FREE (GHHIED 45° 2o iRy e L 7.
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1. FHAERE
7L—LZHWT - ODCCD A XT7% 1m DIEHET
BlEL TS, #hige 7L — 20 2m, B
M GHU) B 45° 20 6 52,

2. EHEIAE

BORENEIZHER D R BRI E 2 28 12 L7z, B
DY simple task TH 5 Z &, FHMEAL AN ENL T DRSS
PR —HT 22 Lo, BIFEIX SIAS EHE)IHH (SIAS-
Motor; SIAS-M) D Ej{EICH#E L THEE L 72. QPPA-UE
T, FPRMUIOMEICE - F2EE, ’Eh L
T2 R & v 9 SIAS knee-mouth test Z{ThH ¥, 5
IZZDIREED S FAZE LIV BICHIRES L) R
FIFREAZ RE L7z, MAT, O 6 T2 ELOICE
ZEEITIRERBR i<, @< 5 MfThE . TR
BEREAN X M S BIE 2 AA b TRIEIELE T3 2
R L7, BEDMEMEIC 2 D T E T R
TREETH > 77280, SIAS-M 1T 6 - T, Bt
HERTG (QPPA-Hip), MEBIMI#EAERTA (QPPA-Knee),
JE BB AE 3P4 (QPPA-Ankle) % fHANICENIIT 2
& & L 7. QPPA-Hip (ZJBBAI 2 90° ithfz & b K
JEh X & 2 8{E% ATREZRBR D <, @< 5 MlfT b7,
QPPA-Knee (3 R %2 90° Ji th iz 2> & Wf K1y 12 {1
S LEER TR EL, &L 5hfTbe7a, %
72, OB KIBDIG T2 S B s & 9 ITHER L 72,
QPPA-Ankle (3 JEBAfi % 10 EEJEJHE 72> & B % K1
D EE, TELRITIRAETRMNET, YE - K
ZHEEZ R D L 5 lfThH 7.

° — A BN ENE % i ST 2 A FEE L 2.
QPPA-UE T & FBfii~— A (FBIEIS M),
QPPA-Hip 13 EBIffi~— A  CRBRE4MI FHH), QPPA-
Knee (& B i~ — 2 (WEE 455 LT, 2H38),
QPPA-Ankle IZER~— (55 dgiEH) & Lk,
FEOWES &~ — B2 X 2 1R,

QPPA DI~ — h DRE S G DS EHEE (%
HEEE) & RAOHRE (L) &L, 5EEERD
t 3 D% B U 72, RBIASEEE T 5 B {EAHS
FEhiT F 72 EEE, HEATIRECh DR EZ B L 7z,
28 BUREECIX, B DRIIED 72 DI &R ThllE %
7o 7. BARMIZIZ, KinemaTracer™ “C O AT o [
R 5, QPPA-UE I LG (8l ~EeE 3
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2. BREARENY—NMUE

RZHEL), QPPA-Hip (X KIRE (K7~ KIE& 4+
), QPPA-Knee 1 TR CRBEESMII_ B~ 250,
QPPA-Ankle TIZ/H R~ 5 h R EHIHAZFHMIL, %L
FEE % B L 7. QPPA-Knee T, f#% AIC X % T
gt BT h 23 2 b, 2% RIHEEEASA M IR <
DI EDVH ot T, BB — % FEEEEE 5
T, BASEI S OMIEZT> 7. & oIl AGHH
T o NG LR E (QPPA-UE: 1.9, -Hip: 0.9,
-Knee: 0.9, -Ankle: 0.7) TEL 100 23T 22 £ T%
FORE LT, 2 LR AGHIICR & N Tl
(QPPA-UE: 214.1 cm/s, -Hip: 157.9 cm/s, -Knee:
268.8 cm/s, -Ankle: 56.6 cm/s) TErL 100 239 % Z
ETUW%FERNE L7, il (Distance) % D, M (Velocity)
%V & L, QPPA-UE X QPPA-U(D), -U(V), -Hip I¥ -H
(D), -H(V), -Knee I -K(D), -K(V), -Ankle 1% -A(D),
AV) EERBL, s SIEERMHEHL . HRE
X OB — A iE, fFEE2 R 1ITRT,

®1. QPPA DHTREMFE N —NMIE, 1EIR

3. B AE

RNEH D QPPA FHll %2, HZWSHT2[Efr->7. F
W = RICENEMERHTRE I KinemaTracer® % V>, R
JFE D TRE L 7 J5 IS HE v, QPPA-UE, -Hip,
-Knee, -Ankle 25 L 72, 2 BIOFNE, 2?5
HAMEEE (FER 180 HLLN) Tk 3 AMAIC
fro, @RS GBE% 181 i L) <Tid 7 HIM
DWNIAT o7z, F72, FHIE & H-—HIZEHE DA O
FITKD SIAS-M ZaHli L, FREDOZ LD & %
MERR L 7z, Ay s mAHEE CB T, #Eo
25 14 B YL EoFHNRERE % 220 CREGHIm HE
RolGf, Ma—4& LTk, §F91 §HEZ wf5
L7

2 [MIEHE O F— % % v, SR NAHBI R 5

(Intraclass correlation coefficient; ICC), & X O, #&/)
T2 {tE (minimal detectable change; MDC) @ 95%
BRI (DL, MDCys) Z2FLHIL 72, AWISEIEH—
EEIC X 2MENEEEEZ RN T 5274 v Th o7
& ICC IFICC(1, 1) 272, MDCys 1&, I D
HEILSE  (standard error of measurement; SEM) % 3K &,
Droic kB L 7.

MDCgs=SEM X 1.96 X,/ 2

R

IR 0 SIAS-M % % 2 1278 9, Wil 12 U/E
(proximal), L/E (proximal, hip), L/E (proximal,

knee) T score 3, L/E (distal) Tscore 2 TH Y, LE
(distal) 23R HEEZWNREETH > 7.

% QPPA HRIEOWMAER Z X 3, FH L7 1cC(1, 1),
SEM, MDCgs % 2 3 127”87, 1CC(1, 1) 1 0.956~
0989 L w¥Nnd 095 A, HOHHMEZED .
MDCy; & 4.563~6.791 T®H > 7=, 4[A QPPA DIFIE
% RRELTWEDT, MDCy; 2> 5 fRIEA K D

S SR S—— s
IHWOBC L 2 T, WL B
UE S, 2o iR, #CFE | FHmmps | fEEETUD)
%i SR BIER 5 [Ff75 . HRAEE
. WP % 90° Rl & b il = 3 WIE | % LHif—H (D)
-Hip 2RO M, B4 55 NI e =n (v)
T T N I ——s % LHifE—K (D)
Knee | RUEABDMEL, £<5MTI. COB | A (B 50
SRR T 5 B > & 5 11 5, R CHE K (V)
S 10 FEECH i & HES 2 1K 12— 1 72 -
Ankle | $F, THBAVRAWHGET, 98 - 5| paeepa | e A )
i % TR 22 R D 3 < 5 IS AR

% L= 5 mlthoorh 3 o2 EHEEDFY [em] X 100/4 B0 [em]/3H 1 BRAE

(%R u(D)
K(D) : KBEEIMA LR~ S, A(D) :
Sl EBRE U (D) ¢ 1.9, H(D) : 0.9, K(D)

| ISl ~ B 22 IR, H(D) -

10.9,A(D)

RHE T~ KM
AR~ Ao 2 B
1 0.7)

# Ll = 5 [alth o rh 3 M RZE EHRIEDFY [em/s] X 100/ H #2910 [em/s]

(s E S P UV) © 214.1 ecm/s, H(V) -

157.9 cv/s, K(V)

1 268.8 cm/s, A(V) :56.6 cm/s)
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R 3. QPPABIZ0BERKE

2 1 mEGHE, ez 2 mEFH E LA2BfXKZ R, wind 1cc(l, 1) 13 0.95 DL ETEWTH
B2 7%, QPPA-UE £ Lififff=U(D), mA#HE=U(V), QPPA-Hip % [ififf=H(D), mAMH|EL=
H(V), QPPA-Knee % Lifififi=K (D), KM =K (V), QPPA-Ankle % Efiffi=A (D), B AHE=A(V).

R2. FREOFAK O SIAS-M

STAS-M 0 1 2 3 4 5 Total
U/E (proximal) 9 16 11 23 21 11 91
L/E (proximal, hip) 4 15 21 19 17 15 91
L/E (proximal, knee) 4 7 19 27 25 9 91
L/E (distal) 18 12 17 24 10 10 91

%3. QPPA$EEDICC(1, 1), SEM, MDCgs

QPPA 1cc(l1,1) SEM MDCy;

e UMD) 0989 2431 6.738
U(V) 0965 1898  5.260

i  H(D) 0977 2450 6791
HV) 0971 1840  5.101

Koo K(D)  0.956 1843  5.109
K(V) 0976 1645  4.563

A(D) 0965 1911 5.299

-Ankle vy 0978 1994 5528

% DEMIHETH 2% HEWT 5 2 LHITE 3,
R

WA R & 3 2 R T I, EEARNI IR o
FEHEZMETE2RETHS, LrL, MMT:3DE
208 TRHffi# B IcHi L ik cEine s 2 &)
EH D &I, FEEITITEIEIC X - THHli L Tw 5
THH, I IR O FEAT T 1%, s 8 —
v, $hbt, BIEPEHEINS. R OEEZ,
BZ L) TEINZRRSIC X o TEHIi L T 7z, Apf
i, JFREL &\ ) BERBIRE & BRR FE RN 7 ROt EN
fENTIE CHRBINICERLT 2 L) HIWTIT o7, %
KR, Ik I T F BRI E 2 v 22 if

X, THTRZDIZEAEDPSfTZNRELTED

[11], BREERETE L~V o4 2 [12] 1K
Y —FEEOWRE NS [13, 14], EFBEDO D 7%
WISy, Fll e Ry b EREE OFIBERIR D
—fELE L THVO TV S Z ED% W,

ICC 13 HE MR FH =~ D Al UG % D — AT d % Fisher IC
Lo TIE XN, Shrout IZ k> TERELE 7z [15].
ICCizix (1) —~ ANDOBHEDEE DB %2 5 L 72
EFoRENEEN1CC(1,1), Q)EHEOBEIZL-
THEBDO WML 2 E$ % 8546 0 BEREEE 1CC

(2, 1), BXU (3) Koz oME (LEER)
DIAEp RS (fRi, M, W, AR R &8
EL7) (ZEER) ZiHiid 3 & & oRFRIGENME
ICC(3, 1) 2¥b 5. AWIIXHE—#iEIC X 2 BENE
JEME R BT 2 7Y A v 0T, 10C(1, 1) 2w,
B VEMRAT O BB & LT, Wagner 6 [16] D
H03H B, Uk, BYENRREEEH 144 TY —F
EO BT O B2 BRI L TE D, V—F
Figf (ICC : 0.93~0.99), A#HE (0.74~0.95),
KB A EZAL (0.93~0.99) TEWEHEEZEO
FEWELTw S, KFFETH ICC 1 0.956~0.989
EEOCTHBIMEEZ RO, FRROFERE o7k,

SEM % MDC %, ERIRINICEZRD & % /LR

(minimal clinical important difference; MCID) O #i& 22
D—DTH2 [17]. HE, YLV T—va o
DFHIIEICE LTS 206 DMHABITON T 3,
Hiengkaew 5 [18] &, BMHINAHEFICE VT
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T IBBERERTHII OO MDCos 283 LT D, Berg Balance
Scale 1Z 5 fi (2218 10%), Fugl-Meyer Assessment 7
TIBEH X 4 5 (2D 16%) 2o 7 LG LTw 3
B REEDFEME 1%, FEBMEDLT L bR Aol
DREDOBERBEI -0 T 570, K E, T8
722 b2 U 2 BLEICZ kL 2%\ & MCID %
225 ENTER Y, fihs, MERETH S QPPA
FREED MDCy;s 1% 4.563~6.791 (52ED%) TH D),
BEEZZRZPTOEHHIS NS,

AWFFEDRA E LT, —oHIZFH DL sz
55, Hhl, A X IEBDOEMMEE XV ETEROR
R —IC X D ERofGfEZ M ->Twa, Lo,
SIAS-M % Brunnstrom Stage & V> 72§t 2k & J JFRELET
filivks & Helg U CHRIIRCRHic & 213 Tld e <, B
o H BRI LR kO T 75 5 gk 2 5T 9 5
BEDH 5, o HICFHEREIHGi2 2\ 2 L sy
o5, FHREHFEEI ZVNS (, 54Oy
WHREETH 2 7 OARMFICE D IAE e o7, 514,
THEHRER OBYE 2179 FETH 5. =D HICHE
ICX ZMBLOFHEICTH 2 2 EBEIF o5, BffiEE)
DY C 5 2\ ER RO FE 2 EE T, R L o
TLEIHIWREMED D 5. WD HIHMZ 2430601 X
NTwhn I eFEFons, Sh, HIitEe MDC
MEIFAFHIETH 5 Z LIS E o723, fHIE
DIARY D FLR TR R & BRI L TV 2 02 I3 AT H
%, SIAS-M *° Fugl-Meyer Assessment & > 72 fER D
Fr RIBEE A 2 & o HEHEREHL 22 M M D RRGE &2 1T ) A BLAY
H5.

b L, INoHEIBERI UL, BFEFENB LT
FEEE TV NEY T — 3 YRIRHER, RRELR
HTNDRBEDLACDFEM A7 4 —F Ny 7 L LT
QPPA DMFIITE, RN T -9 25252 LIk
52THHII.

e

BRI e 2 iz, Bk O
XA, KEGHETIS A, TEEBEELOEEE XA,
FRrhFILE AIESN 72 L 9. F7, KinemaTracer”
DOEERERE IR uiz¥y L abT vy
THOHOBREEES A, HARMEN S ACEH7- L E T,
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