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Abbreviations: KAFO, knee-ankle-foot orthosis; AFO, ankle-foot orthosis.

Jpn J Compr Rehabil Sci Vol 12, 2021



EM F - b BEERBEOSTHIEHE Gait Ability Assessment for hemiplegics (GAA) DERk & REBIEREN - FLHO®RST 3/7

(10.5£3.0 ) O EREE 134/ 2R EL,
L7 20 HH ORI L, TZ2hFnoXEE
&, BMEHEB T THIEEOREZ 0% (F o574
fToTwZRW) 25 100% (TXRT{TF->T3%) DIE
THWYZER)%E L THRALTLEI ) &, M
AR L 72, RS 5, B Z I BFEA ST
TV EEROTIME, EEEEZRIL . T
2125% (0% & 25% DFE¥Ml), 37.5% (26% &
50% D FH¥il), 62.5% (50% & 75% D F-HiH),
87.5% (75% & 100% D) 126 - & BT %
M%ZNZFINGAA D 1 225 4 WY D BARH L LT
WINT 22L& LT,

2. GAA DS - ZHMDIREE
2.1 WHR
X RIF20164EXHYH & 2016 4 X HY+1 H
I, BEHERRALHEERRBEOBHER Y N e ) 7 —
>a VRIS ABEL T iiEiBF 78 H L L,
DI b, HITEHli o R 2% B 17 B2 RV 61 %4
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2.2 FEEBEFERTY 21—

FEBRAESDS 14 fFEH o ekt (DUF, #3 A)
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DFEHIZ GAA ZH W THfTRR AT 2R L 72, £ 7,
GAA FFiili H 12 #i8 A, B DAoL FiH G B2tk 428
ElE, VERI, FHED S GAA FHliH £ TolIi (BITF,

®2 EXER

FIEBR AR, ABEH 25 GAA §THlliH % T (MU,
ABEHAR]) ZFA L, Stroke Impairment Assessment Set

(SIAS) [14] D JFfE B HEHE T & 2 Hip-Flexion
Test, Knee-Extension Test, Foot-Pat Test D&al i (LUF,
SIAS-L/E), FIMB)IHH &5F A (BLF, FIM-M),
FAC, FIM F1THIH, RASTHEEZFML 72, H1T
RES DFEHiMli1E, BREAFESH TR L T 2B A &
FEE A FWTHEML 7.

BB, BHERKREY NEY 7— a VM,
FIM O 7 35 B HE o B0 %2 FTEATG 4 % 40 o 3kl 2 3%
I}, EEES0%L Lzt LTws, AWTH
1T 2 9208 L 72 3iep gk i, wind 2 oilig
GBI LEHETH 7.

2.3 SIRAE

HE BT A W AR T 12 12 SPSS Statistics 19 (International
Business Machines Corp., Armonk, NY, USA) % {#iJf L
7. GAA OREMISHEME% Cohen D k5% [15] &
weighted & fR%CZ IV TR L 72, #i3 A 235l L 72
GAA & SIAS-L/E, FIM-M, FAC, FIM H{7HHH, %
RBATHEE & D Spearman D WAL AH B (28 % H W T
GAA DIEHER 2 1 2 Bt L 72,

R

1. GAA D1EEX
TUr—MERZRIBIOCKLIZRT., M11Z

Fi % S E O FEIC AR, #HiPH 2 2 & LT

WL 7z, BET - T3 EIZFEHE T 25% KT

Number of patients

it

PR (T2 1E)

24 (RBEZE/Mi i < & BT Hifi)
FERERIEL (RIFE/F5E)

JPREEAH - (A /7wt )

AT R, (KAFO/AFO/75 L)
FERERR IR

N

(%) 61

(%) 69.1+11.7 [70]
() 35/26

(%) 37/15/9

(%) 43/18

(%) 24/29/8

(%) 11/16/34

(H) 76.3+45.1 [69]
(H) 40.3+33.1 [29]

A B (],

Abbreviations: KAFO, knee-ankle-foot orthosis; AFO, ankle-foot orthosis.

®3. 77— MNEBOHIECIRERE

WS TFHfE (%) FEHERR 2= (%) FdmEiass THfE (%) PEEHER 2 (%)
R 1 4.2 5.3 P11 135 8.8
YR 2 37.7 19.8 12 54.6 175
2 3 315 18.5 B 13 35.2 24.3
R 4 79.7 95 I 14 70.6 11.2
2R 5 76.5 12.0 P 15 64.1 11.0
2 6 85.9 7.8 M 16 89.7 6.0
2R 7 34.6 21.0 R 17 64.8 13.3
2[4 8 94.1 3.8 18 425 14.8
A9 815 10.9 219 75.3 13.0
e 10 60.5 18.8 e 20 85.2 10.3
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Ho| | | G i % S0 U< oA DR e % 1
s | ' ML7 (%4,
w17 | [ . ]
s — 2. GAA OISR - ZEIEDRIE
s | — W& A, B D GAA RHIifG R 2 R 5 1TR T, kfflk
amal — 75 0.76, weighted Kk fRE250.96 TH D, E\ A
s | ] fSHEMEZR L %2, FAC, FIM $47, IRKSATEE,
saizo| ) FIM-M, SIAS-L/E OV-¥fli% % 6 1789, GAA (B
?,Qﬁ:‘ﬁG- E:l %A) L :h%@%?ﬁﬂi&@ﬁ@g{%%ﬂi, FAC 73 0.95
#m6| ] (M 2), FIM#AZ47HEH»0.95 (K 3), BRASTHE
spas | ] 7230.82 (M4) TH > 7. FIM-M, SIAS-LE & O
. BItR%0230.89 (K15), 0.61 (K6) THDH, »in
0 25 50 75 100 () oA 1 b C 3 o 7.
®1. 77— NEBOEIE L RERE (FIE).
AEEYME, FIRERERZEE R T
= 4. Gait Ability Assessment for hemiplegics (GAA) &%
Score i fifi5 £ L O EARHp1
7 0% S = IYA
6 0% EIEH AT
5b 0% Rl GEfr)
5a 0% il (Gahr)
=g 3 N Z
4 0% < /BB < 25% ﬁ%ﬂ@@iﬁfﬂﬁﬂ FEENRHNTL 202 ERELD55 I3 Mz 1 [Hz
%, BEIFAFO 2L T3, FREHIONR D L IE M2 8 S 2w,
B OIR Y U - SEIZ B 2 BT, BELIIMEMoEB 2 RS,
8 BONSTMIR=S0%  wansiomx 2 aEiT 5. $IE AFO 2L Tu 2
Y o A 200 < EV2
5 509% < /B =75% M & AFO ZfEM L, #EL T, s FEE2RS, MO NTIROBL L7

HCEArn L v X ) ICELMEE 2 MBI 5,

—

75% <A

BEE L3RS BT 23 A TR I LT, KAFO DKRERA 7 % £ > THREL
MDD L, 2T i & RBEEI 2 A BT 5. BOBRIEREESTA S,

Abbreviations: KAFO, knee-ankle-foot orthosis; AFO, ankle-foot orthosis.
= 5. 2 NDEREICELS GAA DHEIx

W B
] 2 3 4 5a 5b 6 7
] 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 0 1 4 1 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 1 8 0 0 0 0
B A 5a 0 0 0 2 19 2 0 0
5b 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
6 0 0 0 0 1 ] 2 0
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
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FAC score (50) 2.8+1.2 [3]
FIM #47 (&) 46+1.8 (5]
IR T R (m/min) 34.4+32.6 [214]
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SIAS-L/E () 85+4.2 [9]

SRS ().

FAC
©

B 2. GAA & FAC O#HER

5 ®
ROk
N OJOXe
T 3} @@
2t @ o o

" ® o

0
T 2 3 4 5 o 6 7
GAA
K 3. GAA & FIM HT0OEH K
ER

AWFFETIE, FIM OFERIEHEL TG L TR TH A
DEALZ WIHEICHEZ 2 72 O D P 1= e AT N3 C &
% GAA ZE XL, GAA OBERIEEM: & 2451 %
AT 2 2 E2HME Lz, R, a2 kg
E LSt GAA OWMERMEHEMEIE L, 857
BEHEHIE E LCOZUMEZH L TWw»5 2 LR
nr,

B & - fh: BEEREEOSTEEAFHE Gait Ability Assessment for hemiplegics (GAA) DERLE RERIEEN - FLEDRET 5/7

140
@]
120
o]
@]
100 F
o @]
<
£
E 8&r o O§
N
% o ©
= 60 | o
ES) o]
(o]
K
b 8 o
40 8 o
o
20 t o]
o o]
§ 8 & B
) 8 © L
1 2 3 4 5a 5b 6 7

GAA
B 4. GAA ERAFITREDHH

91 ¢ @
8 o
78 }
g 8
:
o o o
© 8 o
s
8 ¢
39 o Og
o
g ©
%} o 5 5
8]
13 8
1 2 3 4 5Ba 55 6 7
GAA
K 5. GAA & FIM-M O&#HEX
15 @
14 @
13 F M
: JOIRY0
11
0 } 10) @
W ® ® o O @
J 8t ® o o
<7t ®
el O o
5+ O ®®
4 O O @ 0]
3t O o O
2 10}
1t 10)
0 ®
T 2 5 4 5 s 6 7
GAA

B 6. GAA & SIAS-L/E D&

Jpn J Compr Rehabil Sci Vol 12, 2021



6/7 BE &b NEEREBEEDSITHENFHE Gait Ability Assessment for hemiplegics (GAA) DOYERL & IRETRHSHENE - ZH DR

¥ 9, GAA DIERIC O WTEZET 2, MEH Y
BT = a ISR T S 10 DL 0 E RO
L2/ LU Y T2 a VRIEME2 4
a2 A TR L 7z ERIEER R, R ERd
B EMBVEMAHIE LT EDZUMEROLEZ
55,

RBREHSFEHY FoM kL2 R e LT
Vi — P TIE, GAAL 25 GAA4 O E ARG L 53
RENLEHOBEDT-o T3 EDOTHIHE, 1
FNoOEHTORERME (125%, 37.5%, 62.5%,
875%) LD#EIF 0275 1.6% /NS, FHEHIC
M BRGISEIRTE R &2 6N 5,

KIZ, GAA DM « ZL IO WTEET 5,
RIZEDORREZ ZEHEIAY N E ) 7 — 3 Vi
AbBthc, BITRIZE LT 2O BETH D, %
D 7z W MME N % IEMEICHREE T 2 7201213 2 1)
ZOFHIIHZ 2 2R GEDIT R FUE RS v, K7
a bk a—)LTIEH#E A L BAFHIC GAA % §1fi L
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KRBT — %12 0.21 ~0.40 23 fair, 0.41~0.60 23
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almost perfect & AR I 11T\ % [16]. FAC D]
B O kR8I L, Holden 5 13 0.72 [10],
Mehrholz & I3 MZETREEE 205 & LT 091 [17] &
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e # 7e 4 © DASFEMEFEHE & i 72 L 72 hliZk <13 k 175K
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STl &M% ETh D, MBI EEE
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I SR D, MR Y L L SHTR
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EBATRE I F IS T 2 05 OB [12] 2366/ X
nNCEH, BRIV HELEMETEEZNRE L
LBEWIEZOWENH A9, Fio, FIMBITHEHORK
AR O RN G ENT0B 2 6, H
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T TR T A & 1L 2 2 THE )] & 3Rl U
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