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£ 1. HREOEXFEBRB LTIV NEY T—L 3 VT

ERRH
(n=143)

HERNEREE
(n=31)

BERNFEREE
(n=112)

E#h (%)

HA (B % )

BMI (kg ./ m?)
FREAIEREREESH T (Nm .~ ke)
FERERISERMEREBER N (Nm  ke)
SIAS FEEEI&ET ()
THEARERIR ()

TEAE (=)

TEREERE (5)

EEME (F)

fEm (=)

RZEMRE (5

MMSE (52)

FAB (=)

TCT (=)

TUG ()

10m R REITHRE (B)
FIMZBEBE AR (R)
FIM BHIEE & R (R)
EREOEE (R)
BROFRE (R)
ERPOERER (E)

68.4 = 13.0 (71.0)
90 ./ 53
226 = 3.1 (22.7)
1.2 +05 (1.1)
1.5 = 0.6 (1.5)
133 =25 (14.0)
2.7 £ 0.7 (3.0)
26 = 0.6 (3.0)
25+ 0.3 (3.0)
29 %03 (3.0)
24 +08 (30)
29 £ 04 (3.0)
28.0 = 2.8 (29.0)
140 =35 (15)
93.6 = 13.2 (100)
11.5 = 6.9 (10.0)
8.8 =59 (7.0)
86.2 = 5.3 (88.0)
33.0 =238 (34.0)
1.8+ 1.0 (2.0)
1.8 1.0 (1)
05 =*=1.0 (0)

70.9 + 12.8 (72.0)
16 /15
224 + 32 (22.7)
0.9 =05 (0.8)
14 £05 (1.2)
11.5 = 3.0 (12.0)
21 +09 (20)
2.2 + 038 (2.0)
2309 (30)
28 + 06 (3.0)
21 +08 (20)
28 + 06 (3.0)
275 £ 3.1 (29.0)
13.9 = 3.9 (15.0)
85.5 =+ 20.4 (87.0)
168 = 9.6 (15.1)
131 £ 94 (9.7)
826 = 7.3 (84.0)
325 + 3.3 (33.0)
22+ 1.1 (20)
1.9 = 1.1 (2.0)
14 +16 (1.0)

67.7 = 13.0 (70.0)
74 ./ 38
227 £ 3.1 (22.7)
1.3 +05 (1.2)
1.6 =05 (1.6)
13.8 =20 (14.0)
28+ 05 (3.0)
27 *05 (3.0)
27 +05 (3.0)
30*02 (3.0)
24 £0.7 (30)
29 +02 (30)
282 £ 27 (29.0)
140 = 3.4 (15.0)
95.8 = 9.0 (100)
10.1 = 5.0 (9.0)
7.6 =36 (6.9)
87.2 = 4.0 (88.0)
332 * 26 (34.0)
1.7 =09 (1.0)
1.5 +09 (1.0)
0.3 =06 (0)

EWELIZERE (PRIE) BMI : Body Mass Index. MMSE : Mini Mental State Examination.

FAB : Frontal Assessment Battery. SIAS : Stroke Impairment Assessment Set. TCT : Trunk Control Test.

Test.

TUG : Timed Up & Go

n=234
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ABEBEBBHICT —2XEID - 1-HE
n=291

BAEE Y A BT RE
n=143
(Ex@EFEn = 31,/ FF&EAIEN = 112)
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]
Ela ]

n=114
21.9% (n=25)
78.1% (n = 89)

TUG

14.58 K% 1458
[ |
n=95 n=19
E] 115% (n=11) Ei] 73.6% (n=14)
JEERE  88.5% (n=284) JEEE  264% (n=5)
3.5 ERP D 3.5mLE 24.5kg/m?K % 24.5kg/m?Ll £
EHIER
n=94 n=1 n=17 n=2
= 10.6% (n=10) E 100% (n=1) e 82.3% (n=14) Er 0% (h=0)
JEE 89.4% (n=84) ES ] 0% (n=0) ¥l 17.7% (n=3) JEAE 100% (n=2)
32.5kg/mk “ 32.5kg/m?l k£ 93,585k 9358k
n=093 n=1 n=10 n=7
L] 9.6% (n=9) L] 100% (n=1) 5fE) 100% (n=10) A 57.1% (n=4)
JFERE 904 % (n=284) ESRe] 0% (n=0) FeentE 0% (n=0) IRt 42.9% (n=3)

TUG : Timed Up & Go Test, BMI : Body Mass Index, TCT : Trunk Control Test.
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