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x£3 FEREEEE (SIAS, FIM, CHART)

i SIAS -M FIM EHIEE FIM P2HN1EH FIM &5t 5
£ (N=52) 61.019.5 14.1%5.9 76.8%15.3 31.2%5.6 107.9119.7
401X (N=9) 43.8+3.9 16.5+5.2 85.9%3.5 33.6%2.4 119.5+4.1
501 (N=11) 56.1%2.8 11.5%6.2 72.5%21.5 295%7.5 102.1+27.8
601t (N=20) 64.3+2.7 15.6£5.6 80.7:+10.6 32.3%4.0 113.0£13.0
708 (N=12) 72.6%4.1 12.5%6.1 68.7+16.2 29.3%6.9 98.0+21.5
BHE T B BEOBS LA  HSNKA  CHART S
£F#H (N=51) 91.5120.2 79.5125.5 41.3%36.1 72.4%28.2 284.8&82.3
401t (N=8) 98.21+4.0 95.1£12.6 74.3£35.0 80.3+27.8 - 347.9£59.0
50fL (N=11) 95.4%9.0 83.7£20.6 42.0%30.5 75.1%26.8 296.4161.7
604% (N=20) 96.7%£7.0 80.0£26.7 39.9+36.8 72.0£29.0 288.64%73.5
7018 (N=12) 76.0%+35.1 65.51%28.3 22.7+28.2 65.9%30.2 230.2+94.9
(1:P<0.01)

*SIAS-M: Stroke Impairment Assessment Set, fd 2= P8 HEFT % BRNIRE R&t =
*FIM: Functional Idependence Measure, H#RERY B 31 FEFL4E
*CHART: Craig Handicap Assessment and Reporting Technique



&4 CHARTEE#S. SIAS. FIMEDIEE (N=52)

BEHEIL %# BfOBI LA Hems CHARTEET R

Fi _ —0.29 —0.35 —0.421 —0.086 —0.411
SIAS-M 0.38 0.631 0.34 0.11 0.471
FIM&&tE 0.60 1 0.711 0.56 1 0.43 1 0.759
FIMGEBNIEE 0.551 0.73 1 0.551 0.371 0.71 9

NI T 0.599 0.69 1 0.47 1 0.30 0.68 1

getas ro—Jl 0.18 0.32 0.29 0.29 0.39 1

BR 0.59 1 0.74 1 0.541 0.29 0.74 1

¥ E 0.50 1 0.841 0.55 9 0.22 0.73-11
FIMEEFNIIHE 0.46 1 0.49 % 0.521 0.471 0.681

AZa=45—3arv 0.48 1 0.45 1 0.48 1 0.45 9 0.64 1

& BIFRAN 0.431 0.50 1 0.551 0.48 1 0691

| (1 P<0.01)

*SIAS-M: Stroke Impairment Assessment Set, iZ2 P BEFT(H% EEHEE

*FIM: Functional Idependence Measure, #EERT B XL FHE S
*CHART: Craig Handicap Assessment and Reporting Technique
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RS FHER-BRFEAM (RTFv T 04 XE) OFER

B R R
(FIME®)) (FIM:EE)) {(FIM:EE)) (FIMEREN) (FIMERHI)

e R? P SE SIASM U747 HEtarbD—) BE-BE d32-5-23> HANSH iy
CHARTE 5T & 0.71 P<0.0001 ~0.43 0.70 0.51 0.54
=171 =i 0.42 P<0.0001 0.88 —0.43 59 40
®E 0.74 P<0.0001 —0.43 1.10 21.56
BEOBILA 0.40 P<0.0001 —0.32 0.49 2.56
HLmms 0.23 P= (.0004 0.48 —7.26

*SIAS-M: & HEESTMIE (Stroke Impairment Assessment Set) EEE &5t S
*FIM: #$EEM H L EFEE (Functional Independence Measure)



