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THITRERIERATHD, FREEZEDY LY T—
TavOHEEE L CORMIEEDm LIZEETH S LE
Ab6N5,

s F TR ORI R, BTICEE T 2 X
FXEBRNRTIA=Y =BT B ERESINT»
% [7-11]. F72, ZohcbniEiiiicEsir 2 2
ST — X v M, FREEE OB I b
T EPREINTEY [12], BT € — X
v b OFEIHICIE, SRS B 5 100 e R B
JEEB) I X D FAET 3 TREZUEE R 7 % L A Mo ik
IRV E—PRETH S I EPREZI N T3 [13].
Z D7, SR OB THUE O UE I IR
HIHC 35 0T 2 JRIBEAHI e e £ 7 Jee S & JRRIBEAHI i e £ JES
JEE—X Y b ORIBEETHE EEZOND,

SR HE S D B4 TR D G 2 3 R TS o o 34T
HEPEETH S I EPREINTE D, RABES
AT X R AR T & P LT, R T 2 A
Fv TR, AT VAL EDUGERIESHE T v
% [14-17]. L2 Lads, mAEESITHEICO
WO U 2 SR TR TR, BRI B o i AR A3
Modified Ashworth Scale (MAS) 1 DL F D # D & % %t
RELTEBD, MASI+DL LD iz 4252 W%R
& LRI 2, FRRBURF IS T 2 R RS ST
I PUER ST L D DB INIC R 5 2 &, BT
T DRI RICAEW T R =0 O i BRI % 2 &
MEZOND, ZDd, RIREEEZICNT 2 RAM
JEBA TR TR S DR D A #EIZ X o T, BT
MEDOYUGERN R R 2 WML H 5. 22T, AW
ZEIEPREE TR =0E O MAS 28 1+ Ll Eo#F & 1B
TOHFITHEEIT O, BRITRT 2 R KEE TS
DT HEDOSGEIC G 2 2B 2 a5 2 L2 HIN
E L7,
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WEIZ, BIEBIYANEY F—2 3 VIREEICABEL 72
WVIFEDORIREEE D S B, BITHBIE L2 w3 RSF
D CHITH R 2 L L, JFREHAT BR AT 2° MAS1
+M EDF 134 (MIF, Kimd h#f) 8L 1T
DFE10% (DT, e LB &Lk, £/, D
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Fefid W BE (n=13) K LEE (n=10) p e
NERZE O MAS 1+:5 AN 226 A 3:3 A 0:4 N 1:6 A
ZWr 4 MREgE -6 AN M. 7 A MagE -4 N B 6 A
JRRIBIAH] 5N KE:8A FH:8N K2 A
i 61.0+10.9 % 55.4+14.3 % 0.40* n.s
sl BTN L6 A HA4AN L6 A 0.81* n.s
Nt A & DFEE H % 148.0+32.8 H 126.0+48.5 H 0.39* n.s
FMA T Jiikng 244428 15 28.4+54 15 0.06° n.s

¥y 4+ BEHEG 7. nus: Not significant, *: Fisher’s exact test, *: Mann-Whitney U test, FMA: Fugl Mayer Assessment,

JE2% 90/60~170/90 mmHg DA ICH 54, I 5
BTS2 5 2 5 i KB AE B T S SR AR AE
H, KPR ARIRE, WIRIESRGREZA L T
WBER SRS L (1),
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1. sHAliCERLEY—A—t vk (Helen Hays
Marker Set). ##R&Z DEIESS BIELE ZIEIL,
ERADOBIE EAOLEENMILE THEOREE
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% B

W7o, R BHETT I A L R B A PR ST
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320 BT A 100% 12 TERUE 2 47V, JRE
M7 IR 30 2 B e B i e RS IR o 7 4 = v
TR 72,
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2B 2N & R RS T R o ST O



RS - 8 R E RN T 3 B ARE ST EEONE 3/5
K2 2HBICHEITIZFENEFEZTTE S OEEDHITEED LK

iEd O (n=13) iz L#E (n=10) pfE
(GBI ) H2 47 .
ﬁfﬁ””’fﬁgg 0.60+0.23 0.92+0.23 0.01
W T ) B 0.77+0.25 1.17+0.30 0.00 *
(m/s)
AL 0.17+0.07 0.26+0.12 007  ns

(m/s)

?Ai’ﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁ@r% <0.05,

TR THEE R A Z RO HH. ns: Not significant,

A DAL - i R TR IS 36 U 2 PLdd LA

frh BT, n"ﬁﬁ\ﬂ D BATIRIE - i OR A TIRE th DB TIRIE, B - I R TR D A T — i

RIREEAATE I

#5313 Wilcoxon DRF S WEALIRE 217> 7. £ 72, Kl
H O RE LK LHEO 2 BEEIC B T 2 UEET & R
W RATH0E T o B T B X OGEREE 22 o iR 1,
Mann-Whitney U FiE 217> 7. RIC, Kigd D #EL
KEfE 2 LD B BENICB T 2 E RO T — 4% 0
i % Wilcoxon DFF SR ME 21T 7. 72, ¥
fad O BE LSRG LEED 2 BERIC BV 2 BUE AT & i
RKEESTHE PO T — 2 OL{LED iK%
Mann-Whitney U i %€ % 17 > 7. #ial f@#rix, SPSS
Statistics 24 ZfHA L, AX 7JUE I5%& L7,

R

1. 2ERBIUBSENICE T 32T EBEERDE

TERE D LB

PRSI O S THEE 3G H D B 0.60£0.23 m/s, £
M L#E0.92£0.23 m/is TH V), MiE DT H g
3G S DB 0.77+0.25 nvs, FfZe LEE1.17+0.30
m/s TH-o7tz, Tz, HEEETEME TR OSTHEICE
U R I BT, BEERT OB THUEL L o
AT IR 2 LRESE R ISE o 72, UE R
LB O S TEEIC B ) B BN IC B VT, iR
BB I A FIEESHM L Twie, Lol
RHIG, MUEET & BT R DS O MUE I R
MRl (£2, 3).

2. BENICEIT2ETHEHETROMET—YDLE
KD D BT TR TOSTREICB W TERE K
LR SN o, KEifiie LHECIIS L, #
@ﬁ TLA, JEREEIE AR, BT R R A
WERREM»RD o, LR KEROY A4 2
TIZOWTRAERICHEL oD (p<0.05), Z oAt
DIEFHIC DLW TIEHARAZ TR s o (B
4).

3. 2HMICK I BRI L HEEROHET—YDE
{LEDLLE

Kifidy 0 BEOHEE S, TLA, JEPHENECIT ML, LR

Hiifme KIS A s, BRSO 5 A4 2 v 7%k

LEPEEIEMEZR L7 (p<0.05), ZOfIEH

1, AELEZRO R (E5).

B 2 i AR T ) T,

xR 3. 2EACKITZREBREHRETOSHTEREDLE
TR Il HHE p i

Kb O #E 0.60+£0.23 0.77£025 0.00 *
e LBE 0922023 1.17£030 0.00 *

FrfiE = BERR 2. p<0.05.
AMANTHE A 2RO HH, ME OB
J# IR LA TIOE AT 36 1 2 PR A T o 4%
ITHIE, BRE T OBTEEL - ROREEA TR th o 4%
frREE, JREEE - RS TIUE OB T L — K
HEEFFTIE RIS 3 1 5 DU EE AT rh D B Tl
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FERDIS, MEEE SIS T O ST L i L
TR THOE b O BRI RIS L T8
D, 7, WEREICE ) 2EELDOLLEE T, BEA
FERBOLP T, TDITEDS, WL DITRAHEE
BITEVIAMEZLGALZENTETED, RASEEHS
THICIEBROAMEICIZEN ot ELONS

AW DFER, B ET & BEBOEICE VT, K

Mz LB SMTHEE BB BERRD sl —7F
T, Kb D HETIIAERUGERRD SNk o T,

J BRI R 3 D A3 4T 5 BT A2 L3 RRIBAR HE SEE ) A3 < BEAR
L, JERBHIHEE 1 3R B ' — % v b &
D BB D TLA D BHFLE T2 2 LB sn
TWwa [19]. F7=, Kifize LHEIZHEE) & TLA I
ﬁﬁ&&%# B SN T, Fid HHETIER
fiEH T — X v b, HEMES), TLA AR IR

&)Bhtmwf’ NSO ENS, MERBIIBWT
TLA DEIMDIE & 7R M 7 U BRI ST o s
R SIS, TLA OEIINDE & e - 73 i

% 0 TR THIE D UEEDSTRD & N edpo 7z,

KA, MEAT & RO AT Th O # R 7 —
F DB TIE, JKifid D HFIZEHTZ UE & i L
T, #EES), TLA, REBIENRIE AL, RBIER RS
fRIE, RBEFIRAKERO Y A v 7 OZLRPHE
WARAE 278 U 7, SZBNC 8 1 2 HTT ~ Dt )&
JEBHET Doy e RIS & O B (Bl HsHh A3 > & BT
HABET 2 LICE>TROND 2 EDHIGNTY
% [20]. %7z, fEETIIBTREREORIMIAES T,
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Kb (n=13) &7z L (n=10)
PRE POST p i PRE POST p
Speed *
) 0.60+£023 0632024 050 ns 0924023  1.13+0.16 001
WL ,EJ;L‘ JE *
}7(}71?\1 {/:g)m”ﬁ HEXE T 006+0.04 0064003 045 ns 0114006 0124006 0.5
Ankle Moment 0914023  088+021 038 ns 1.08+02 0.88+021 049 ns
(N-m/m-kg)

f;ﬁg) 6614287  668+326 100 ns 1076+347 11774353 002 *
Mst Ankle DF angle
(Deg)
Tst Ankle PF angle
(Deg)

P N
’E)Ei?g)ﬁﬁﬁ’m 627842371 62.04+2360 075 ns 792343349 8623+3660 003 *

(51/04’)<‘/7 46.15+6.53 4885+11.65 0.06 ns 44.50+4.40 4270+512 0.03 *

Py = EEEfR 72, p<0.05,

RN THE R A% RO IEE, ns: Not significant, PRE: Fe AH FEEHUE AT O Podi A I, POST: fe AOH L
W OPLEATTHEEE,  BREUHIET T HEME ) - BRELIBIE TN 35 ) 2 RSN #2185 D i Kff, Ankle Moment:
JRIEURI AT I 1 35 1 2 R BAET IR € — X > b DRCKAE, TLA: BB ] IC 3 1) % Trailing Limb Angle,
Mst Ankle DF angle: HLBISCRAIINC 3517 2 BT RN A B, Tst Ankle PF angle: BRI IER I 35 1) 2 & B
JE I A B, R BRI o A s - RN AT U2 3 V) 2 SR B e RS I A B, & A 2 > 7 RN 1 AT R
BT 3 REfi KNS A0 5 L 27,

480£3.15 476413 0.11 ns 8.93%4.30 8.16£4.74 0.13 ns

—396+323 —3.18%+381 007 ns —6.73+3.85 —5.63+741 005 *

&5, EiEH DB UED 2 HBICE T BRI E BRREESHTREOHE T — 5 DELEDOHR

i O EE (n=13) i L (n=7) pfE

JEARIHiT X
R 7 )3 0.01+0.02 0.03+0.02 0.04 *
(N/kg)
Ankle Moment 0.03+0.12 —0.12+0.23 0.47 s
(N-m/m-kg)
TLA 0.91+1.07 2.10+1.59 0.04 *
(Deg)
Mst Ankle DF angle —0.03+0.14 1274187 0.19 s
(Deg)
Tst Ankle PF angle —0.46+2.03 —4.30+4.04 0.01 *
(Deg)

P N

JETAIE 7 A 8.75+7.74 18.97+8.75 0.00 *
(Deg/s)
(570 /4) V7 1.00+3.24 4304430 0.04 .

0

Py = EEEfR 72, p<0.05,

CHRCTER R E2 RO IEH. ns: Not significant, OB /T HEME ST - FREUHIIRTEIIN 1< B 2 BB G2 R
9T DIENAE, Ankle Moment: JFREEIFTEERIELIC 35 1 2 JE ISR € — X > b DI AfE, TLA: BRI 3
I} % Trailing Limb Angle, Mst Ankle DF angle: HHISCREIAIZ 8 1 2 R Bl i K15 A, Tst Ankle PF angle: JFRIBIHI
NEEE I 35 0 2 SR B EC e A B e A RN T IS 35 ) B R BRI N I A, A 2 v o
JREED 1 47N 351 2 REESIRKRE RO 5 4 2> 7,
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A= 3R] o0 JE B AR TS b A s U, R BT R K
WIS B 74 S v 7R E 2 2 Lo~
BIETE M JE DSR2 2 EsFs w3 [7, 8],
X 50T, BN E T B e B A R R =R
Hiz@fEL7ZETILTH S TLA [18] DHEREFE D
—HTH D7D, TLAICHELZ L5252 L08E25
N5, oD Exs, HESRHHICE I 2 AR
WA OB O TLA 12 ¥ Tt 5
ZBAREMEDS R I NG, L LAadss, FEiEIS
IRAFRNC I EEIR DS $ % 720, i & 0 BEIZIEHE 25
UL TR U €, B A T v o 2t PR I A
HWEOHIEIMEMETH > - AREMENEZ SN S, #
DT, FIGHEE TS v I o )2 B
L ORMBEMEMETH - 7k dH H #EZE TLA % X
DI L 22 5B T 2 et o 72 2 8T, JBRELINT
JCHEME ) % 4TI 2 2 EBTE T, 2 DRGE,
FEBICE VTS TLA Lo RELH L L
MmolktEIoNns,
RBICAIIEDIRI L LT, AFRIIRIOEESTT
R DB THE %2 R F DO BB LRSS I L D
ML L, #EE CRTHEE) it ol L oK
FEBRICIED DTN REDFEHNTEE &4 2 9 5 BICHE
L722 D6, IN6DFEMAFEICL > TIARMIL L
FERZBIERBE O N RS EZ oD, 51,
BRHEESTZOODICHER 529 2]F £ LTh
IBERE & EEATID3E 2 5%, ARIFZETI2D iR
EEFZICBIRT 2BEEEE T 2 H IR S RIL,
RO b N A L2 WA L 2235 5
WEFTo 7253, DIFERE & fHFRFA I DEIZ DWW T
S X DEHICHEA LW BEDSH B EEZ NG,

e

AFEDEITICH 7D, 7= DN L <, i
FOBHAD ZWHHE WEEWEHEZ)ANEY) T —va
VIRBEOIMESERE, BRRE, 7, R ZTmhv
1P WENREDIT 2 IS EHOER2HRT S,
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