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AR DHGED K D FHEIATA 5 2 EVRR I Tz,

F—"7—NK : &%, Hand-Held Dynamometer (HHD),
i, fEEE, /AT {E (Minimal Detectable
Change: MDC)

EU®IC

Wiz D% C BT HSEOET [1] 2B
fiOWNK 7 & DS RS (B17) 88— DBl

(2], B2V 77 v AT [3] FobfrlEsEz 5
5., MAEPEFEOSITOHERIZ) NEY T—> 2
VIZBUAHMNO 1D [4] THhH, MEHEEDH
T BT, BTEEONNEPRL 2 1V
T2 LIIHEETHL, HMrEEOHREZEET 57
DI % Mo Th T 5208, FTeE 2 RE L
THHELE LTHTHEEIH LGNS Z LS W

[6]. BATHEDME T IZERE ) 2 7 44T H AL,
Quality of life B L T2 [6-8] 7= BB 2 fFiE
THh, EEITL  OWF%TDH main outcome & L T
BATHEDBH G SN T R 2,

AT L (3 EE R O BAELE & BIEEASH 5 L v ) i
& [9] o, EEFRPLL D SE) LB H o7 L v
W [10] bH 2, Fi, WNAPEEZEIINS 28
EHEOMPIBIT 2 X5 7 F Y AT, BREMT
I H D EISHESBTEE S [ 1§ 5 LG ST
W3 [11]. 207k, BTdELA LI 5701213,
JERILH T I D & DRI TR T 238 U Tus 2 D h 3l
ICEHI L, WAL ZRET 2 2 EDEETH 5,

i I DR 3 AE T4 18 AEE (Manual Muscle Testing:
MMT) 2IJESHGSNTY S, MMT BBEHOETT
PH Lz T TR L, 6 BFE DN REECHiid 2 Fik
Ths, shHEESRZ LT, BEICFHET2 2 Lh
HHETH S, Lo L, EBRCHIBHEML TH2DI1ch
Bb5d, MMT TIRZDZMZIASNRNIEDHD
2t [12] 7V —F 4, 5 DOHEZ BN GG S 1
570, HFEMEDOES [13] PRERE L TERINT
V3%, Fugl-Meyer assessment; FMA % Stroke Impairment
Assessment Set; SIAS, MMT T, {il& DFAIZ DT
DFEM 7RI EECdh 2 2 LA <, HPRETH
270, bR EIRRZZDHREETH 2 DHBUR
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ThH5.

i % EBCEHI T 2 1 DOFHEELTR—%
7" )L @ Hand-Held Dynamometer (HHD) % {#if L 7/
JHIED LIE LI fTbi s, HHD O MlE ik o fE Nk
DWW TIIREA R eET S [14-29], flfHEIC
ERTTRE 2 7 ©, ERRBUGCHIACIEH I LT 5,
HgE D 7515 % FE4li 9 % Consensus-based Standards for
the selection of health Measurement Instruments; COSMIN
DF v Z7VAMIBWT, ¥ 7N A X020 £
i DD BT EHE S LT 528 [30], HHD
TOFREEICOVTDY AT T4 v 7L E2—T
X, Y 7NY A X220 RiDOMREDIZFEAETD
% [31].

BN 2 HE S 2%, BEOLUIEMIERE % B
AHIET, BLOTHEHOBLLHMIENG, ZDT
&, SR F R A RIS B T A MERAE RS
PCT BT L, BROMFHNEZIT) LTEHETDH
2. WA G e N A THE R DS FEME DO REGEE I
mz <, w4 &R (Minimal Detectable Change:
MDC) D4orffiz L 7-iitild v, 6108, ZBWHER
BOfE B F 2 W RIC L, HHD % i\ CIEMER I %
FEAM L 72 B, IEGIE E, HIEEENSKELS 2D
MBI TWS [22], L L, HIMPLEHEIC
BwC, #EBREOBIER LHIERE (FiHER O
HIEMEDIES D E) L OBRE T L 7 e,

ARFZETIE, 20 I DAL f AR o je R 2 o JRgEE
BTN B /) %2 AUD CHIE L, (SO RGEE & R/hTT
M bEZE T 5 2 &, BRSO B LA J1H
ERFOMERAZIEEZ 52 50052 L, H1T
L L BT 2 I E D It TS 2 EE2H
e L7,

ik

1. WR

JEINILHE (inclusion criteria) &, 2011 4E3 HA 56
2024 4 9 H DM CTHAER H % 180 H L LAt L T
W 2 AR R B T, PRI FE & 1S C B AR R RE
Al 2 ST 5 2 & 23T & SR BERER AR BE D 44K
BB L7, BRIMHEHRE (exclusion criteria) X, H{2EH
FERERT O H & B TREENC LD H - 72 83, MK
LI R 2 MR 23 5 ZHER, SR kA ko
SRABEREAS T IC X DIERITIG L S U WRERI & L 72,
AW I BEHER R A MEE A Z RS (HM22-
161) OARZETEML 2. HEZITHIICHLD,
REITIZITHEE L OCHICTCEROME £ NE%E 49
WCHH L, CECTRBZE.

2. BREIUCERFIE

FEAMIR ARG, PEA, BERE, RS, FRiERR H K
Stroke Impairment Assessment Set DEBIEHH  (SIAS-m)
[32] Z AL 7=, WG BB, XBET P,
WePEE AR, RPIEIM R, RRPIETRHE, PRI O
1 7% 3G L 72, f5 ) OFFTIC X HHD (uTasF-1, 7
=R ati) 2 AL, RREERMENGEZ 3 P,
2 [\ e CHIE L, &MIERNICIE 50 2 IR 2 B
ATZ. FHEEPEEE OWMGEEE, 1 ADRRFITH L
TREBERD T EH & 6 EHD 2 40 piE L &
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L 5 DRl A FENE L 7z, PSR EEM N, 1 /o
RGF I L CREEHDBIEH ESEHD 24D
MR ST v 4 A DONETRHM L 72,

v —ONEILE TS [25-29] & [ERRIC RS
i, BRBYEi P, BRI 3L T, KB
s, MeBYffsbeE, 2B X AT, RE A
T 2EICFHBLA (K1), 1HHE2EEOHE
MiciZe v —%2/REZE»S 1 EHEL 721, HE, %
L CHIE L 2z, BT iR R E ICE AR FiiE
i, MENRIFCTHo- I ERMERL, ol
BEATo7%, WEEfT-o7, REPHBLL Z2BRiciX
HEZ LIEL 7, 612, Hireel LB oBR%E %
Wi s 2 7- IS PRI T 2 0 L 72, Peidif T i
I3 RRMHTY, R T I0m BT E ST LA M
70 U O T IR EE 2 BN 3B 2 U CRFHiliz FEHE L 72,

3. Bir

Wl (N) Z2&80ROEE (kg) T L CHIEM
(N/kg) ZHEHL 7.

3.1 FHEENEEMSE DRI

- BY £ 8 B o0 Al B REIE 2 REE T 5 72012 2
Il o M E i 1< 2 W CRRNAHBIfR $c1ce (1, 2) =8
HL 7.

3.2 FHMEMEEEE DRI

2 % 0P AT CEHMIEI T E 72ER TR, REHIE O 2
Bl DY 2 JERE & UCERAI L, #5BAEES) o 5Tl
FNEENE 2 BEET 5 72012 2 B OHEMEIZ DOV T
WNHEBIfRE ICC (2, 2) ZHHL 7.

3.3 RMIRZELCEDEEH

S FENEEEO N R 5B 5N F— % & v
T, BN LEOSRNZ T 7. SEBRE O EiE
JE LA DOBER%E NS 5 7% ® 12 SIAS-m & HHD @
T 5E fE O BH 3P 122\ T, Spearman O NEAAH B R %L
R 7o, KB, B v, B NS 1
SIAS-Hip, HEEAEiIfiE 1% SIAS-Knee, J/EBIHITH, &
BE £511 JES J 13 SIAS-Ankle 12D\ T Z 712 41 SIAS-m 4l
WHESV L, SEIEZTo %, WEE (Nkg) 129
W, IEAEOIERIZIZ Shapiro-Wilk BE % 175 7
EREDHER T & W& 1E, Kruskal-Wallis 1€ %
H\, SETICE R R EZDH - 1-35461F, Steel-Dwass
Mgz T, Rz T-o7-.

BN MEMICRMRZED S 2 D0 2R T 5 7%
&, Bland-Altman Z7H7 % FV> T, fIEEE & s
DOWGEEIT o 72, IMERER 2 M OMEMEICOWNT,
Wilcoxon D FF5 1+ & NEAZHGE %2, il it 22 13 [t e
MoEsz2EH L, BIEL 7. RHEELRZLEA
MDCy; 2 FiH L7z, R EO G2 iERE, BA
LT AR EZHEE L 72, FHliic k> TB o
HIEMDHEE I N5 RZDOFFHFHFANTH UL, 2D
ZALIGRRAEIC K 2D LR L, HEE I N BREDTT
HHIPHI T HUTEDZEAL & HlT L 72,

MAEDOBHITIZ, MDC D 5% ZHEX B TH %
MDCqs 23> 5315 728, MDCys 1% 95 %X D
zfEi (1.96) & ZDFYOEHERFE (SD,) ZHWwT
Tz 1 TRk

MDC95 = 1.96><SDd .............................. (;T:ﬁ 1)

ICC ® L H, Bland-Altman 43 §T, MDCgy; O H H #

119 BRI B RSB D 72 8, BHESEIHE U 2w
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a. Hip flexion

FHRIZES
3 i et it
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b. Hip abduction
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c. Hip adduction

KERAZET [25, 26]
KEREAZ M [27]
KIEEA N [28]
TREEAET [25, 27]
2 [29]

R [25, 27]

® 1. MR GHEEAEBEIEORI) OF M

REB] (n=42)

PR ()

Ehs )

HE (cm)

RE (kg)
FAER A% ()
SIAS-Hip (#i)
SIAS-Knee (%)
SIAS-Ankle ()

P AT (km/h)
MAER O #E (1)

Bk 28 k14

56.8+145
163.1+6.9
61.0+£10.9
1,771+1,972
3 [2-3]

3 [2-3]

2 [1-3]

1.29+1.01

Ml 3 Bdh 35 HfrAn 4

SIAS: Stroke Impairment Assessment Set

SEGE R L, @7 24T > 7. SIAS-m & HHD 9l
TEEICAHBE 2SS - 72 HHICBA L TiE, SIAS-m D Z 2
T D MDCys & B L 72, JEB)FRE O BREE & i h
HE IR D N TE R Z DBITR % TS % 72 & 12 X BH i it
Hh, MRBEfisvEE, RO NEL 1 SIAS-Hip &, BB
i} 1% STAS-Knee &, JEBAH i & J2 BY i i i 13
SIAS-Ankle & 45 fif J7 Il & IR @ | 5 52 72 0 B ff %
Spearman DIEMHHBIREZHE L L, o0 L 7%,
3.4 FHHEHTEEDOBR

HIEAE & SITEEDBIRZ HT T % 72 I IXEIH

fi
ih, BPHEINE, RBHEISME, REBIEifRE, B

=

Jith
du
H

=

i, FERAHEE 2 F N 2 [ S E & R T EE O
PR % Spearman DIEMHBIREZEI L, FHrL 72,
HEHEHTICIZ, SPSS Statistics Version 24 (IBM,
Armonk, NY, USA) &JMP 13 (SAS Institute Inc.,
Cary, NC, USA) Z i L, AREAAEL 5% A & L7

fER
1. FHEEAIEEMEDREE

aHiiE NS DT RIS 42 Bl Th o 7 (D).
HEHIE DS 1ICC (1, 2) (BB 0.992,
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A% B Efi A4 T 0.998, BB R T 0.990, B BE i fip
J#C 0.995, BT T 0.989, REHHIE T 0.991
Thot (F3).

2. FHEEFEEEEDRE

S IS OfRNT RIS 12 flTh - 72 (£ 2),
SEAtiE 1 & SEE 2 oFHiiZ EEREM: 1cCc (2, 2) 14,
5% B4 £ e i 0.908, B EH i 445 < 0.874, BB N
iz 0.939, R T 0.932, R < 0.901,
JEPHEE T 0.886 TH o7 (£ 3).,

3. RIARZ{LEDHEE

/NI U e 0 B R PAllE AS SRR 2 17 >
7= 42 Bl ORS¢ L 7. Bland-Altman 53 HT O 5
ZX 212387, & TOEHE TR E KO nERE
F ot (F£4). 261TD MDCys 13 B i<
0.24, Wi EET 0.21, REEENGEE T 0.15, K
fiffiE ¢ 0.24, EBIHiTEE < 0.15, B EE < 0.20
Thot (F4).

4. HIEEDOTISE L EERKE - HITERE & DR
T E A o ST Yo if 1 % BE £ e il ¢ 1.38+0.75, % BY
ffiisbis ¢ 1.55+1.10, JERYHHi K 0.80+0.38, &
B iR IE T 1.74+0.89, JERHfIY)E T 0.96+0.47,
SRR T 1.171£0.66 Th - 7=, B, 1
Bofifh e, REPYEITIE, RPYEIEIE <X, MR O
SIAS MAE 212 &, MIEMBERICE» > 72 (p<
0.05) (X3, #£5). HIEfE & BT EDHBIRENZ
I B i C 0.68, IEBIi /MR T 0.22, B RHET N IE
T 0.46, EEAMifE T 0.60, KRN <062, &

&2 WR GHOEEBEEEDORID) O

BT 045 TH -7 (£ H).

5. EHHEOEEEEOAEHEERINTRELE

TEEIRIE O EAESE (SIAS-m) & St 23 H -
7-RBAE I th, MEBAEiMh e, RBIEITE, fEBIEIE)E
13 SIAS-m ] T?D MDCy; ZHH L7 (£6).

6. EEMEDOEIEE & ZEAMEEROAERE

SEBENFRBL O BHIE L (SIAS-m) & 75 B £ & Bh 0 o Iy
D M 7E 22 DO FHBIR B B B i e Hh < 0.25, Bz BA S
i ¢ —0.24, BPYfTiAEL < 0.20, KEBYfifhE T
0.18, BT E < 0.09, CRfiKET—027 TH -
7o (£7).

R

AWFSETIE, RIS R R R O JERIBA T e
f#iJ1% HHD THlIE L, St iEE & m/hiliiZe(t
mE2EH L, FomThHEHEIRIFTHD, 2
ZNOREEHERNC BT % /N (L EN RN T E 2,

ICC mFEHELX, 113542 —3, 09 LT#ESH, 08
D LcRE, 0.7 Do, 0.6 DICThag, 0.6 &
W CHEEE & I sE4 [33] 0.8 BLET TAlmost
perfect; & IN 245G [34] bH D, HMdmo»T
L £ 9 niglkdsd %238, Bl fEfkEz R olcix
ICC230.75 2 M2 5 ¥ hdH 5 [35]. AW TIE
HHD % FH o> 7 A8 b e JRI8E R 5 oD JRRBLAN T i /130
E IR O FFAl A NI 1CC 12 0.99 DLE, FHii&[EE
HEMEICC 12087 DA LTh D, FHiE NEEME & SHAlh
HHNGHENE & b ICRIFRETH > 72 &M T & 7,

HER] (n=12)

PR (1) Bk 10 k2

i Om) 54.8+129

HE (cm) 167.7£9.4

FkE (kg) 65.6+8.5

FREH HE (H) 2,146+2,206

SIAS-Hip (#i) 3 [2-4]

SIAS-Knee (i) 3 [3-3]

SIAS-Ankle (5i) 2 [2-2]

SIAS: Stroke Impairment Assessment Set
= 3. FHEEREEEE DRI

P A T ST S e
GaliE<m! A 2
Icc (1, 2) Icc (1, 2) Icc (2, 2)

I 540 £ Je iy 0.997 0.998 0.908
JR A £ A 0.999 0.993 0.874
JI% A £ P i 0.999 0.999 0.939
R P e 0.999 0.995 0.932
JEBH AT 0.998 0.998 0.901

JE B 0.996 0.998 0.886

ICC: Intraclass correlation coefficients
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(a) Hip flexion (b) Hip abduction (c) Hip adduction
1.0 1.0 1.0
2 os . g os 2 os
Z Ry S PR Z e St R o e £ .
o 00 [eattpie e o 00 ~eAEla e o 00 sy
ol [ S, |5 2 R S, P PO— L
c . c . c
9 os £ 05 g 05
(5} (5} (3}
[SIEN) 0 10 0O .10
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
Muscle Strength (N/kg) Muscle Strength (N/kg) Muscle Strength (N/kg)
(d) Knee extension (e) Ankle dorsiflexion (f)  Ankle plantar flexion
1.0 1.0 1.0
9 9 9
g e g 0.5 . g 0.5 . .
G 00 lemwmpgiest . 8 00 (B 8 00 jevgads .o
c Ll o000t ] c N EEEEReEEEEEELEEEE, c e R RRREEEEEEEEEEEE
o . o ()
o -0.5 s 05 3 05
2 10 2 10 2 10
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
Muscle Strength (N/kg) Muscle Strength (N/kg) Muscle Strength (N/kg)
2. Bland-Altman 2
1A H & 2R HOMEEM D Bland-Altman 7’12 v b, BOFEIE 2 DD HEIEM DY 2, Mk

Limits Of Agreement (LOA) %37,

4. REEHEBICH T ZAEEDFIE & S5EMN
HEMEOFHE P £ EHER ) Rl 2l MR
1 JalH 2EE  2[HE-1EE  ngase  HBIRGE cc (L2 MDe
(N/kg) (N/kg) (N/kg) pfi R P i ’ .
BT 1.39+£0.76 1.37+0.75 —0.01+0.12 0.83 0.09 059 0.992 0.24
BeBfisbEE  1.55+1.19 1.56+1.21 0.01£0.11 0.80 —0.13 041 0.998 0.21
JEEAENEE 0.81+0.38 0.79+0.39 —0.02+0.08 0.35 —0.12 046 0.990 0.15
JEEEEfE 17342087 1.754+0.90 0.02+0.12 090 —022 018 0.995 0.24
JERIfIYS I 0.96+047  097+0.47 0.01£0.10 0.56 —0.05 0.80 0.989 0.15
SRR 1.16+0.67 1.17+0.67 0.01£0.10 0.10 0.0l 0093 0.991 0.20
ICC: Intraclass correlation coefficients
St 2 47 0 BB IR R 5.2 5 AT IR N RE n3.

DM, YTV AR, FALTE I LOHAED
3OoTHBESbNTw3 [36]. HHMEMIILS
OKERE LT, FRBORRENALE, WFHiOa v
b= VAR, JE97, FRBEEME S Tt Lo
Tl EWEZONDD, KR TIEFIEDLS 180 H
DL ERGE U 718 o B3 & U ko ic o, SHEBRELONE
WIZZE LTzt B2 on, TR %
HolXo 223 wEFE2 7. £/, HHHEICE
W7 b B — R & 2 B, Rl L TfT
I IIE T, RGN RN 2 3% 5 2 & T
DB R/NRBICINAZ Z EEETH L. A
FTIIHEF 2 ERE L, WEMIC+ 22 REERE % 5%
7, HiTHEROEEEZEO S I LW TET
W EFEZONE, X5 ICSTNTHERERRDS BT 7 0
ReWARKAEL U, FHliziT> 72720, fEREE
ARRICEZHEEEZ IV RVWEEZ NS, 2D,
SAHIGE L 72l 22 xR EZE o |02z bk
$, FICHTHMEFMOMERAZZ KL T LEZ S

S DS FENE % WEE 9 290 TlEy v 7 4 X%
D7 &b 30, AIEETHIULE0 ML Bz d 25 2 e
UL weETHh [37, 38], AW TiHiiZEN
B2 WREE L 2oy v 73 4 R 426TH
D, BEEERIET 27-00% v FNY A4 Xidit L
T3 LHWITE 5, — 4 CRHliEREEEOBGEE T
ERED 1241 L A7 L, BEERMEET % I35
WEI 3Tl eh o, SHBRITEGREE IS L 72K
REDIINEITH B EEZ D, BEEEZ M LI Y5201
X7 8 F ANk o THAET IMREDWELREEL,
Z DB RN T 200D 5. SIIFEEE 2 BN S
B % 7 OIFHMi X [ — DFHliE 23T > 7. NRF DI
RS BIFCch oz, iz ) LoRgEms
WEEZIT Lo o —=bAELI ot EZL SN
%, ZDk%H, TAFFOraloFEEIC L TED
ZHERE IRV EEZEZ NS, Db, WRE
D, YTV IA X, FAR7E R ALDOHNED
ETOHHICEWT, MERAEL LT 2 WTREME K
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(a) Hip flexion (b) Hip abduction (e) Hip adduction
op S — op ° op

< g - < g . < g

=4 = H . =

- 3 - 3 ° - 3

s H . s : <

o . o0 o

2’ o R A -

Jre] o . =] s s Jre] * L}
({Jo 1 M (g 1 * . I . » 1 s = '
o ! © r o i

e 0 g 0 ° 0

23 0 1 2 3 4 5 23 0 1 2 3 4 5 23 0 1 2 3 4 5

SIAS -Hip ( point) SIAS -Hip ( point) SIAS -Hip ( point)

(d) Knee extension (e) Ankle dorsiflexion (f) Ankle plantar flexion
~ 5 ~ 5 —~ 5

op p— op op

< < <

= 4 : = 4 L > 4

g 3 i j_g’ 3 — ‘_g 3 . .

o : ) . o s

c 2 . c 2 < 2 . . .
° . H . < « ° 2 s
a1 ! a1 i a1 .3 ! .

o i - o { o . *

o 0 [} 0 [} 0 3 H

(] (7] (%]

> 0 1 2 3 4 5 3 o 1 2 3 4 5 3 0 1 2 3 4 5
= = =

(=]

SIAS -Knee ( point)

3. Steel-Dwass #&%F

SIAS -Ankle ( point)

SIAS -Ankle ( point)

Stroke Impairment Assessment Set T & & DF IED HHL,  Steel-Dwass E TOHKGHREZ R T,

& 5. JRFEEHEFOAEBEDFIHE L EEREDELERE - HITEE & DBIR

S it AT SIAS-m & DR SETHEE & o BR

(N/kg) (kmh)  Spearman OMBIES  pfEi Spearman OMIBIEH  pfH
PepdfE 1.38+0.75 0.65 <0.01 0.68 <0.01
MepdfisbEE - 1.55+1.10 0.01 0.98 0.22 0.16
BN EE - 0.80+0.38 0.24 0.12 0.46 <0.01
WRdEifhE 1742089 1.29E1.01 0.59 <0.01 0.60 <0.01
SRR 0.96+£0.47 0.90 <0.01 0.62 <0.01
EREEE  1.17+0.66 0.46 <0.01 0.45 <0.01

i 2 [MHE U 7RO REM O 2 Fiafi e L7,

7% BAEH 0 EFfE D FEfiE & SIAS-m B X BT EDMBI 2 4347 L 7=

¢, RRIZE T 2 2 MO TOZEENIZ M E 3
TIA—FDEHEZRTEDEEZLNS,

JEB PR FEEL CHNE RS E TN T % 22 % MGE T
27l FEENRE O EAEEE & lE R OBIfR % b
L7z, ZOfEH, S b BB O BIEE & HE
MAEDMICHEZ o te, DI Lo, HEEFRE
DEEEICKAEE T, SHRE L 72 MDCy; (X771 D
BAE LS ZDBED I DOREE LTHEHT 2 &
WTEL0RENDH 5.

Jid 25 Hh B RE R B O BT /7 75 & L U AL [RIE B3 fife
FEE) &) B Y — v E R 2 A R A B
% & LT3 [39], H:[Al 3 BEh-4r i 8 B o FEANL &
FMA *° SIAS-m 7% & O R EEF W TRMIT S v T
% %%, FMA % SIAS-m D MBS U T b B 1235
%% 2 LRSI A I NS, A THIE TN %
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