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FFFIM) % EDT7D A2 %2FHT2HNTHHIN
Tw3, LaL, ERURSHTO PR IINAET 2 1F
EW L E A, RO EBIRINTE AW PR R
L E 2 — L 7 Heinemann & [2] O TIx, HA)F
B 2 F (P tRsl) 13 046 725 0.73 ETH D,
ZHUIEFE L COEAIEFHITE 2 500, flixD
JEBITOFMDE 2 L) IFETIRRVLL AL EX
n<Tws [3].
EEFIHTIC & 2B FIM (mFIM) 8035 0 Y1 KS
JEEED B0, ABER mFIM 23050 2L <
FHAZS E LW 2 Fik [4], mFIM 8GEE% (mFIM
effectiveness) % Hi[AlJ 3 M1 T FHI L CTIE BERF mFIM
W2 2 Fik [5], ABERE mFIM 23K\ 5 L
WHFE T2 o0 FHIAZEL FiE [6] & &
N7, Lol Insid, mFIM A0 KHSS Ak
F mFIM 2578 W T mFIM IS/ wZ ) &
VI ARk Th Y [7, 8], RAMHDH
%% mFIM BE (ABElF mFIM %3 40~90 fBE) Ic
BOTEFHERBE 2 ERICED 08, KFDRED L
& mFIM # (ABER; mFIM 28 13~39 o B¥%) Tk
FHIKS B 12038 L s b > 72 [8]. K mFIM B < Tl
WEZ B2 7ok, WY agiHERE w5 2
WEEL b3,

IR DG NEY F— 3 VIRBIC ABEL 72
zE e B 12 B> T FIM 8GE % Pl L 72 Bl o#r
(LUF, Mg o FIM g3 %2 Tl L 72 B
) BDOLE 2 —IZB VT, 42 Lo T
Awsi, 20X ETHEETH - HHE KL,
ABERF mFIM (26 X CHE, 29 X CTHWw s il
DIF 26/29), i (23/32), ABgHFZEHAI FIM (cFIM)
7 EORAEEE (15/15), ABtH% (8/14), FfEd
5 ABEE ToHB (9/17), FE4E B modified Rankin
Scale (mRS) (4/5), Fl#iE (3/5), body mass index
(BMI) (3/5), Brunnstrom A7 —3 (2/4) @ 9T
Ho7 19, 10]. HEYANEY 57— a VEESTIE,
A i BT 2 R RIZE - R A1) SHaciE, Bl
SRS, P, BT oI, RO A, R
BT v b BT v b, PRI, REBED 6
MEMLEE LT [11]. X 5I12{& mFIM #E0 P
FHNCIE, AEEEEE [12] % Japan Coma Scale (JCS)
[13] FHEVIFE D HZ. ZD7d Lid 17 H
AA3, M7Ed B o mFIM &35 % Pl § 3 R
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WMITHOWEREFHEB DM E LTENEEZ 6N
%, L»L, 2017 HRTRCTEFHLLNH 7
WEIIRRL 22w, £, EOBERD mFIM W3
WG BB PRECDOP LIS THR,
AWFZEE, MBI ANEY 7— a VIRBUC ABEL
7 FE R E D 9 B ABEIR mFIM 2% 40 AT O B3
ZRgIc UCEMEON 2T, Rl 17 [l o @iHZE
B ENIHEBER mFIM 2N 2B B K E VLD
PrRAS»ICL, TRAEPEERO FIM sz FHl§
ZEMMIFTTHVEREFHEE O v b Z4RE
T5IERHAMNE L.

WREFE

AR TIBER, 2013451 H 1 H~2020 4¢
3 A 31 Hic KRB Y ~NE Y 57— a2 Vsl
WAL 72 iias B E D 9 5, ABLRE mFIM 7Y 13~
39 HEERRE L, PINNREEIC L 5 E
IR DIz, FOBERBRIL 72, < R L,
FRIEDL S ABEE TCOHED 4 AN E 61 HBLE, #
BeH%cAs 29 HBLN & 181 HBLE, mFIM #l[fE03< A
F A, WMFRETH 2. 2 L THE - 72 230 & K5
L L7

FikE, MR, AR, AErR o Rl (EE, i),
BREH (A45), WM T >~ b BT v b T, F8hE
B mRS, FEIED S ABiEToOHE, ABil mFIM, A
BElRs cFIM, BMI, JCS, &M T HZ9 Brunnstrom A 7 —
2, Bz R O %, JSEEE O A, A DRENE,
A, ABEHZO 17 HEH &RBERE mFIM 12D T
SRSk RGBS L . IR, 1HH%D
DI & R O AR (1 6713 20 49)
E L7 VERIo2ENE [14] 13, 830 &b
Br % FEREANEETE, SRNT BRI A b % PEA e & L .

1. BRNEUL 8 T®D mFIM effectiveness

PR, BEAER oL, RREA, v b BTN, g
A DOE M, KEHEOEH, JEMOLEMICB LT,
2 BEE] T mFIM effectiveness % FLifd U 72, 4EHh, FShE
oAbt coHE, APtk mFIM, AR cFIM,
A, AbsHB0E, ohoefiAnm & Rl Lo 2
BERICLEE L 72, ICS 1Z, 100~300 D B&E D72 po
7l ®, 0~3 &£ 10~30 » 2 B LR & L 72, BMI
1%, 18.5 kg/m® Kiifi® underweight, 18.5~27.5 kg/m”
A normal weight & overweight, 27.5 kg/m” L LD
obese [15] D 3REICITT B 2 & % E Z 7273, obese
BEDS 16 6 & D7t o 7272, 185 kg/m® A & 18.5
kg/m® DL o> 2 BEMIEGER & U 72, FEERT mRS (0~1,
2~3, 4~5), B T Brunnstrom A7 —3 (1~
I, M~IV, V~VI) 33RM ikl < %«
mFIM effectiveness (%, mFIM #] /(91 fi— A Bt I
mFIM) T& % [16]. mFIM &% mi$ T & % mFIM
fIRE, RHEDROME LM Z T 52D L,
mFIM 234 T dH % mFIM effectiveness 1%, AR
mFIM D38 % Z 1112 {, mFIM ZGEEDFEICE
T mFIM FfIfSLL RICsEA S Tw 3 [16].

2 PRI LR 11X Mann-Whitney U HiE {1 o 72, %
FEE O Feil 12 13 Kruskal-Wallis #87E % {7\, HEZEDS
HIUT L HE I % Steel-Dwass 15 TIT o 7. HEKIHE
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IFeFnd 5% AN E Lz,

2. Bk mFIM Z BMZEE & U ERGEAM
BE 1D 17HHD ) b HETHEEZEDH > 7% 12
HHZSAZE L L, BER mFIM 2 HINZ#HE L
T EBGERE RO 2T o 72, FES2 M B2 H%)
RAEE UCEIR L 72, i, R o AbtE coH
B, ABEWRE mFIM, ARt cFIM, FllBiE X, Rk
EFHUE & LT AL, FEAERT mRS (0~5) &
WLH T 12 D Brunnstrom A 7 —3% (1 ~VI) 1ZEFR
Eofi: LTHALL, JICS (0, 1, 2, 3, 10,
20, 30) 3 1Hi& 2HIDMITHEIEE L TOAEIKRE
CEMEZ AT 5 2 L IF#YThwvnizod I =251l
L7 [17]. BARmICiZ, JCSO #E#EL L TO, O,
JCS1~3 % 1Hi¥s—& LTI, 0, JCS10~30 %
2Hi7 23— LTO0, 1 &L WMEhoimilix,
BEZE O - B 1, “PRIZ=MmEl, 2L 0. H b 1,
HEAL DL EMEE, ANELEO LET & L7z, BMI &
mFIM 3% 12 X EARBI R 23 722 72 @ [18], BMI 28
18.5 kg/m® K%z 0, 185 kgm* L% 1L L7, %
L CHBHEBIC B W THNEBIC KT 2 BIHE KD
R 22 B O X 2 kT % TR R R0 o
B L7, &8, MY 7 b4 steps T 7 2 IVER
 [19] ZH\w7-,

R

NREGEOHEABE T -y 2L 1ITRT, ABER
mFIM D813 21.0 fiTdh - 7.

17 HEHH D 9 & @RI L 72 #E T mFIM effectiveness
WCEREDBH - DX, i, bR, FE
mRS, FIED 6 AbtE O HK, ABiRE mFIM, At
IRf cFIM, BMI, JCS, JREUH T Brunnstrom A 7 —
Y, Pz, A EE, BIEO 12 HE T
HY, TEWL BREM, v BT, I, ABEHEK
DLHHATIE, HHTOEELEIZHS TR - -
(#£2).
HETEEXADH -7 12 THH DR T, tHEIFRE 0.6
PDEnboixl, ZELEE T R>»-7, 12HHH
ZatHZE S L, BBER mFIM % HIWES L LA
BOBNEMIFON 2179 &, AR TR S Nk
(£3). PEREIX0.707, H S IE 7 A0 E %R
130694 ThHoz, 12HOFHELE DI B, WA
iR, FIED 2 > 2B\ 72 10 823680 72 3
gL UGEIRS N7, BRI R B ofsHih
KEVLDIZ, 4EHE, ABEF cFIM, ABil mFIM, &
JED & At £ ToHE, FIERT mRS, KRBT O
Brunnstrom A 7 —3°, BMI, JEMZEM:, JCS 2Hi¥
S —, PEREEONETH > 7z,

f

AWFEiE, WA EE O FIM & %2 Pl 4 2 &
BRI T I N T AFHHAEE M, HAY
BV 7= a VIEESDEID T 5SS 6 E,
ABEIRE mFIM MR WEZFOFHRETFIICEH E S5
AL E 2, 17 e SAL RO E L, C
D9 B lERMl L 7 #E R T mFIM effectiveness 12 &= 7
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451

R

RN

Rl (feAq)

v ETF

FEFEHT mRS
FehED 6 At £ o HEL
ABERF mFIM

ABERE cFIM

BMI

JCS

JRF T B 9 Brunnstrom A 7 —3°
A 2 A

RERE

JBEAN A

EllEEE

INUASE

IRBERE mFIM

mFIM {5

mFIM effectiveness

B 127, %k 103

7244131 (28~93)

JtEZE 109, MixHi 121

£ 113, K117

5 h 205 FYFT25

(0) 151, (1) 23, (2) 18, (3) 21, (4) 13, (5) 4
17.2+8.1 (5~56)

21.048.8 (13~39)

155+7.8 (5~35)

21.943.7 (14.7~36.2)

(18.5 4m) 38, (185 Bk 275 Kk) 176, (27500 1) 16
(0) 43, (1) 52, (2) 40, (3) 74, (10) 16, (20) 2, (30) 3
(1) 52, (II) 65, (1) 22, (IV) 32, (V) 42, (VD) 17
1143, Y 87

L 141, Y 89

g 177, #5%E 53

5.7+0.8 (4~7)

117.9+33.8 (31~179)

46.4+23.8 (13~90)

25.4+19.8 (0~70)

0.379+0.088 (0~0.982)

Bl - HBEED B DI PY EEEER 22 (R/N~#¢K), FIM: Functional Independence Measure, mFIM: JEH) FIM,
cFIM: i1 FIM, BMI: body mass index, JCS: Japan Coma Scale.

2. BRHELUcBEBTD mFIM effectiveness LB

HH mFIM effectiveness piE
431 WM 0.391£0.295, M 0.364+0.300 0.52
iR 73 A 0.524+0.291, 73 %bA I 0.254+0.241 <0.001
I JRE%E 0.326+0.274, I 0.426+0.310 <0.05
R (AeA7) £ 0.384+0.308, /= 0.374+0.287 0.86
7Y b EF 7>+ 1037620294, 5> T 0.404+0.326 0.68
FEREHT mRS mRS 0-1 0.415+0.301, mRS 2-3 0.281+0.252, mRS 4-5 0.228+0.262 <0.01*
FRED S ABEETOHS 13 HAN 0.482+0.310, 13 HEL k- 0.337+0.282 <0.01
ABERE mFIM 21 A 0.266+20.275, 21 ADL I 0.544+£0.247 <0.001
ABERE cFIM 16 A 0.251+0.252, 16 ALl 0.5364+0.273 <0.001
BMI 18.5 A 0.213+£0.259, 18.5 LA - 0.411+0.294 <0.001
JCS JCS 0-30.396+0.293, JCS 10-30 0.205+0.291 <0.01
PR T e - ., BRSI-10.326+0.294, BRS -1V 0.428+0.288, BRS V-V1 0.438+0.296 ~ <0.05"*
Brunnstrom A7 —¥
2= gl 7L 0.432+0.307, »bh 0.290+0.258 <0.05
PN 721 0.388+0.295, & b 0.364+0.301 0.57
JAEAN £ A58 0.327+0.291, 485 0.552+0.250 <0.001
EllEE 6 HAAZ RN 0.207+£0.226, 6 HiAZDL 1 0.414+0.298 <0.001
ABEH%EL 118 H & 0.3494+0.301, 118 HLA I 0.4064+0.292 0.11

Bl : mFIM effectiveness D F-¥ = BHE(R 2, p fid : FEMILEE (2 BERTIE Mann-Whitney U #3E, 3 #EH1 Kruskal-
Wallis #5E), <0.01*: ZEHEICHE VT mRS0-1 & 2-3, mRSO-1 & 4-5 DEITHEASH D, <0.05**: %H&E
HHICE VT BRS - & V-VI DR THEEZH D .
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& 3. BEF mFIM z BRNE#HE U ZHEREDFDHT

BERIYFREL  WIERE B FEHER 7 F &
A —0.381 —0.691 0.071 94.5
ABERE cFIM 0.298 0.909 0.146 38.9
ABERF mFIM 0.235 0.634 0.148 18.2
FIED o At E TOHE —0.200 —0.591 0.112 27.7
FEREHT mRS —0.135 —2.351 0.692 115
FREBAI T 2 @ Brunnstrom A 57— 0.108 1.547 0.647 5.7
BMI 0.095 6.085 2.440 6.2
JHE 7 22 R 0.089 5.018 2.475 4.1
JCS 2 i % 2 — —0.088 —7.228 3.216 5.1
S RSN —0.058 —2.845 1.987 2.0

EHOE - 72.0, THRD pfiEi: <0.001, PERE R 0.707. FHIZE R R IREEE B 23K Z WIFHIZIE A7z,
T BBERE mFIM= —0.691 X 45 +0.909 X ABglkf cFIM+0.634 X APt mFIM—0.591 X F&fiEh & At ¥ T
D HE—2.351 X FHERT mRS+ 1.547 X BRELHI T % O Brunnstrom 27— +6.085XBMI (18.5 Kiifi%# 0, 18.5

% 1) +5.018 x PEMZE N (0 ALSE -
—2.845 X IR (0L - 1HD).

Motz 12 8% FALEE U CALGRINE RGBT
2119 L, 10{H2YER Rt HZH L L GEIRE N,
Z L ¢, BEERRREEB K E (mFIM G520
T HENRE ) HHLEOIEN L, FhHn, AR
cFIM, APBilR; mFIM, F&iEh 6 AbtECcoHE, Fhi
Hif mRS, FREH] T | @ Brunnstrom A 7 — 37, BMI,
VERT e, ICS, “PHIZEEEETH 5 2 LG 2
iz L7,

AW OF#IE, 1) ABERF mFIM 2% 40 s AN O
BB -T2 &, 2) BREYRSHTICHEAT X EFHHA
EREHBMCEEHR L2 2 &, 3) SRR B
MDREVIEFZHS I L7 ETHD, ol
WTBIMICEE T %,

1. AR mFIM b 40 SREDOEHICK > IcEH

mFIM 83 I SUE T HER OB DR E S IFBHEEIC
ko THREZ (VhDOEERTIZEDH A G
(ADL) L)Lz d—Ics8y 230 cldhw) [12,
20], zol-oEHEERBEINLL TRET 20805 %,
HmFIM BT PHIBE ZE 0 2 FiEPRE IR T
WED [4-6], ZN5DTHEIXE mFIM EETIIELR)
Thhrot [8]. AWI%ETIE, WY Z2F3HL K% M
W3 ZETEmMFIM O FHNEE 205 2 % H
gL 7-.

2. EORARICIRATRNEHATHOTHER

INEY 7= avoRERTIIESHD, BER
JII [21] ORI TIZ60M 232 65 T Ww 3,
Kwakkel &5 [22] 1%, FEBEMEOEFTE 2 FHIK T
X, S, AR OBEE, RS, FOREREGRIEE,
Pt & R o JYEREE, BRELO FREEE, JEAL N T v
A, ABtRid ADL, fL&MEIMR, SIEEHICB T
LHFERDIANTO 7 P EREHETH 2 LWL L T
%, ENRar ik, SHZEBOEX10 H % \»ikx
15 L EoJEfIEnsnEE ENnTE ) [23], AT
LEHE % H PSR 0B N H 5, ik THiH
RN, TEEDPRELEZ LD AW NTED,
SIHABIIMEIC I > TREL A L > TR [9,
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1 25E) —7.228XJCS2#i% 32— (JCSO & 1Hi% 0, JCS2#i% 1)

10]. AWF%iE, ZBIIER L 72 10 i o SiHZ 5
% T2 [A{E A o FIM &2 % ¥l 9 % HE S5 iT
THOEREFHEE DLy by ELTRETSZHD
Th 5,

AW R REFHAEE I0H E V) DD n b v
FHIRZZZ T 200 Ltz Lo L, Iz
D FIM 835 %2 Pl 2 RO 19 5D L E 2 —
[10] T, 4~181H ({75 1) DFEHE %
BRAINED, FETHHAEEOEIZ, 1~
S{E (thofii4ff) T ko, SRD 10D
AR IR L 25y FTHY, WFFEEDBEL
7COERE ZIUSBEMT 2 2 LIZABTH 5.

3. EERRRFEEBHPRZIVIESE

fidZE R RE I o FIM &8 %2 5 % R o b 16
WMEDLE 22— [9] IeBWT, BEEHEFERRARE G 1,
ABEH; mFIM, ABERF cFIM, fEffIC BV TRE W
235 - 7278, M5 T EACEM DR > Tz, AREF
BTLBREL>7TDIL, LEH#, ABER; cFIM, ARt
REmFIM DIETH Y, FERiD B Pid KED» -7

(MFIM B KIE TR AR b K E\»), BRI
mFIM % HINAEE & L 72 PERDITICE VT, ik
HEAR T 28t [ 58 L 72 D 13 AR mFIM %% 19 S
i D B, RABEEE DM RS IR BE L 72 DX ABEIRE
mFIM %8 31~53 riD B, % L THEDNRRG 1258
L72DIx ABERF mFIM 23563 L T EHETH - 7

[12], AREF%E RS %Z ABERE mFIM 28 40 m5A i O
BEICK 7 lois, BEEZERSRE LEHELD D,
EROWEDE S BN S ),

BRI SH5AEREDBERHARH

WAE R R o FIM &8 % 79 % E nl)s 20 BT 35
MOLE2—ICBWTHRTh > i %9 >72 9
A DFIAZEE [9, 10] & AWIETH S 7z 10 D
AL R T 5 & MR, ABERE cFIM, ARt
mFIM, FIED 5 ABEE COHE, FAERT mRS, KRE
" B2 @ Brunnstrom A 7 —3°, BMI @ 7 fiil 1358 L
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Tz,

—J7, ABEH#E LR IEmE < [9, 10], ICS,
VER 2N, PRI B S (KFE) TR 5
nr,

ABEHE PSR WEFIZEETH 201, &2EE%
W E UM T, ABEH 2 FIM &GE DR X
ERPEL 7205 b Livdv, —J7, K mFIM #RICk -
AR T, ABEH T 7z 2 #E[ T mFIM
effectiveness ICH A2 Z B D o 7z,

AFREICBI L Tld, REARRTIRERRZRICE T
85 AR DN HFZE TIZ O HA/HD Y NEY 57—
avaEd 5N 5D, 85K LN R BE TR
GHM/HMN EREINT VS, 2D, s
IR L 2 EEIc > CT\wb, 22T, 845
TOEZFIK > TEMOFAE LT - 7228, JlfEEH
W7 HE R E L GERES NG 7, BAMEHNE
T, AR & mFIM &G5 &L OBIfRTIE %2 <, The
ZDOREICZDOHFREING I N/ Dh £ mFIM &
LLOMBLIPHSLICTELRWE S, ifE
FIM 3% & O BIMR 2 IEREIC 3§ 2 72012 1F, 1~9
BN D AR % (A2 B D A 2 i EWFE 24T 9
B H B

ICS, JEM e, CPZem el B L T, ias
rhlalfEIH o FIM 8035 % P L 72 YR 07 35 oo L
Ea—I2BWn»T, PMEEERIZ 1R THy s
Ty, JCS EJEMLEMIZAV SN T o
[10]. &%, Zh o bEMFIHTICEWTHH SN
L EDEEND,

ABRBTF—I R ZRAVWTFATH LS

ABEIRFIC ADL % P 3 2 kb s 2 2 Riha £
HoE, TS DIERDSABERICEN L 72 BF TR
MBI FIM SET 5 2 L 3h % [24], 2o, Of
TP, RVOBEBR mFIM O FHIRT- 72Tk <,
EVIRBERE mFIM O FHIRFIcb %2 D 9 5. ABilE
VD7 =% % v 7B BERE mFIM @ T30S B2 13
RAEDH 2 2 L6, ABEtk 2380 [25] & 50 iF
1 72> A [26] ® mFIM 38 s 8% St A 50 2
% 2 & TR mFIM O PHIKSELZ B 5 &£ w)F
ELHEIN T3,

R#&IC

AWgEIx, WA RE O FIM &35 % T3 2 &
FFD AT THGERE 10 HOFHZEEZH S 2 L
7o, Gk, ARWIETIREET L Tk wE R &AL
NIZDky MBME N, ERRHIHTOFHEED
SIZEELIEDNEENS,
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