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F R phes DI REE BV sE ke

& AR ARRGR!

FBE1475 (spinal cord injury,SCI)J2& Hi 4% Fh Bt K 5| 2 11
HRELEH IRE AL E , WA K LU R R RIS 3
ST FE LI RERAS . BT SCLE M & A= IRINE, 3 5
HI 4 1k, SCIRYIA YT 5 RS ATh 2 BEAR B2 2 i — R A
SCI R Ji A5 497 1 ThT 2 HI 7 28 2 o5 1) E 2R R, &
ML 2 PR SCLARRFE K WG X F 48 A RGBT B &
FEE S A SCHAR SCIM 48 D R g f 3¢ i 5 ik Je il
TTERIR R SCLRIR ARITAL FGY 7 S S E A

1 SCIHETNRETMARAE R AN R R

SCUF i FRAE FE R AR 1 5 2 M 25 SCLIY TN R RS
PRAL T Ot T X RE Ik R . FRAR A BE T BE BEAN BR v N R
BN AT b S WL A R B AN AR AR I IR PR 3 2
FAR VNS R AT LUE 007, 8 T TR R bR . 1 2L
AR L, £ [F 2R F AU TR G SCLAr 212 W7 K ihe
AR BIFRAE R 2%, B R 2 AR ML 2 — & 41 SCI
JE P RETPAN fE 3R M PF AR, PR B P RE TS F
PIMER A TR KR & .

SCIH T RETEM 28 05 T Mg PRV 8] S IF M 1 &
JERIFEAS . 1969 4F, Frankel 55" #2 H ) 201 SCI /) Frankle
G PR FEMEIEN B IR o X FR A G DR BRI SR X
SERTEMRFRUE , X 0 28 D AR Ak i WS e 2 st | PR
THEWRIR BT Z N A o Bl A T — R 5 SCLE 1 421)
AEPFAN 35, 10 1978 4F Bracken & P/IF & 11 SCI ™ H 2 B 43
Gt R 1980 47 11411 ] 285 K 5 BB 4 B 3 | Yale f 3% |
Sunny brook SCIHEFAE, HEFRAYITH N AL 3 5 B8
HLZ BTN & S 452 3l L 8en FBS bk B T e 3 3
ST, FOE A A IR TR 2 T 44k, X Th fg
PR A UBE AT i s o SR, R A Aok R R 45 RIS
[vi] (1) S R S8 R AR R B SCT 2 AR AR BIHES . 51 1984 43¢
el 5 A U b 2> (ASTA) I E T ASIA FR i, [ BR SCIFH 222
RETEIT A T 88— 1P T 2 A1 45 #E (international stan-

dards of neurological classification of spinal cord injury,

ISNCSCD)¥,

1984 41 ASIA 43 hRifErh , 38 Sl 4K 2 SR ] 10
XF LA (5 43 i), 3K Frankel 43 2% 5 | F b o X 2 B 28 15 F
Wro BRUERE R T BGE Y- THT AR A& L (R R X g oE T BB 1A 71T
I7e ZJG ASIABRUHES 1 T Z20AE1T . 1989 4RI ETT A4
o P O B R DX ARE A s SRS -1, (8 FH L 43 ke )
WA 58 42 SCIYIZ Bl F- 1 4/ 5 Frankle 7325 , FOBE A
s 8t iz sl 1R 43U BB 3 (zone of partial preserva-
tion,ZPP) ™5 1992 41 38 il 17 i jef 5 5 R A5 A A 1) SRR B I
a5 I T HRBOR BR A Aok s S 58 4 M BAS 58 42 SCIL,
52 T ASIA #5155 43 ISR 1 Frankle 53 2% 5 1996 4-4&1T
T ASIA 53 9%, I 1 X 431z sl A 58 4 PR A0 1 S SR L
HU 2000 45 B HE—2B B 1738 s R o8 S P 5 s 4R B
HHYE LY BUAT A ASTA 282 4y b i BT iz 2
5 1 % B2 AR WA T PR A G, B E TE 43K A A0 28 %
R 11(C2—S5,54 Fl S5y — Y11 ) 14 1 5 5 2 fih
B (R s5.03 39, 45 0—243) AT Hl S FAR fi e 73 BIPFE43,
43R 112 43 s im ST A R 2 00 10 B oG L (C5—T1L2—
S1)  RHMESGGE TN 1 6 BT AR AP, K5k
10043 ; PEE LS 4 A B.C.D E 1L &, Hi Al 5e 4t
1473 , B N BT BT, C D iz s A S A A
ENIEH .

ASIA B3 e [ il 72 LK, B0 F [ B SCT Z 3 5% .
A 5 ASIA BRIES BE R 7 ETIEGE o |, Bl AN 18
1T, ASTA BRI B R 445 81 T8¢, 2 B R Ta SCI
PEA 3 1 AT SEPERBURR B B R 1 1o Schmitz 45 () Bff
SRR, TE ASIA BRUERY = 2o dabr b, LML 146 2
SNPFo BE S A AT RERE 1 /K-, 845475 (11 T AT,
S W B RE T 0 D RE A ST M4 5, FLIZ Bl P TR AR F
THT B BE S LTI RERE 1Ko SCBEMAE I RIS & B, 7 S 4t
13 5 22 S REVEAS T ASIA S5 S 4> B S0 &
S R, ASTA BRHENE A % G E AR HE B B3R, JEA
R TER B WAIFE IR AL B AR [ ITAE Y
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WFFEIN Ny, L ASIA 5 05°F I 64 T D RE LS 9 EAL AT AR
STHN R v R E B 38 R S A ASBER
BT X A T2 ST BE Y 5 B I 25 5, A RE S
14 2 e SCI A YA YT RIS A4 B D BEMR A 15 150 X 4T
LA ASIA #1405 5394 55 B S AR AR B AR DGRk 7
T A0 A5 I ASIA B 453 53 %t SCI A 532 Bl Dy RE A A
WAL, FEAE X T 50 SV BER0 , 45 0 9 &
B Wl SCIAR B (58 Pk 5 AN5E 4 ) , % SCL 5 AY32 3 g
TEM A R BRA: , 1 @ 0T SCI i 32 I %40 T RE RS
LAY AR , LU 200 S5 iz sl 35475 K - K 340
PRI

DL EBIBFIE 3R, BEE SCIFERE 5 I R4 I7 BIF 92 9 1
B, ASTA (1) Jm B0 0 S 0, B3R A 7 8 s 355 O o 7% 08 P
(P SCLAR B Rl 28 D RBIK S 1 5 % o RN A i 45 43 v
SOV HH N A JRAZS e BN 32 35 A LA R S I B Tk I 1y 5
BRAPEE IR, IR ERE R v g RS 2 s SCIARBE Al
U, DT AT BB A SCT 32 56 S R IA Y T AR A $E A5 0
WA, PRI , A8 BE— AR 2R SCUBTHIIGTT FIREM 75 12 Y ]
I, 97 4 T 1F i B R0 SE FH ASTA 1 SCI 3 2R e, 4% 1) 2
SCUK- Bk iz st oy G w b 645 o

2 SCIEEWFMARERE

R T I — SR A RPN BE RS, T AR A IR R IFFY
O R M A FE = PFE SCLEBVEZ BB . Ji4h,
H A ¢ SCHE A S i s CNS AT P A I A o th 2 T i
I PRAEG B | 0 VI B4 PP BOAR B P I 2 UAE
i ASTA BRAGT U R B R 720 i AR 28 H A= UG A Xof
HRENBEVPAE OB WL, o2 H AR TR 22 D REE PPN 1
Heo AT PPN SCI 4 #2584 31 7 1 R BEAL 452
(DA J#%15 K B3, {37 (somatosensory evoked potential, SEP) ; (2

R (B 5t J B I AR P, B B (LI 5 5 DX 3 8 Bz ot it
AT 2 0 00 SR s DN PR UL A £ 32 31 75 & FL A7 (motor
evoked potential, MEP) , Z=ZE1TA K T A R SR TRk, W] A AT
VERTEN IR T T FE LI T RE A 0o Pl 28 i 2B A0
SR BA AW Rr (TR ER % 2t %
Ap PR A AR R TG R A . Ah BT AR
PRERR PR WA R T — 288 1 | A1 SCI
M4 B PEAL T B .

2.1 SCUESEER IR

211 g AR PR A AE SCBIE E BTN H (1) 0 : SEP
SR DN RS2 25 e ol 5 R ACHETC , SR R A
AT, SRS TR AR Sl K ) b SRS A RO R
FAR IR XD SR M R AL AR {1 B EAF R FL A (seg-
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mental somatosensory evoked potential, SSEP) £ i FH| T #i
ZEME R BRI 1 8 7, T REH W B 43 i e
B WESE K PR, 1V SSEP A6 2% AT LAFRASAT 5 SCI 3% il 5t Ty
AE( ABZFYE) M MER AR . 7EAR 8 2k SCLRF, IRt & I
1E i 22 SSEP il R B IR T B S TR AE 4 . SSEP
FA) 9 FIE P JEE AR I 2k 5 A fih v R 20 AR A OG TR Ut
SSEP 7] L) 28 1 [ WU 5 A1 S RE , A BRI RS e TR (1 1k
INBY RIS BERS AR AE, {H SEP (945 S AN RE 2 th B — i AR
SEBR, PRI AR MR A 2 o BT Be (454

B A R R HLA S R A SR B A R Y
MEARLTHE(AS and C £F4E)fL5E , AT LAR A I dd it 1T
Bro WM AR S BOGTE A H 7 (laser evoked potential,
LEP) il 4% foh #4 % & 1 /i (contact heat evoked potential,
CHEP). LEP J&45i i) A&k Pk i A= BBk b s i 0 v t%
NEFYE TR J2 Jic i 30 A 75 & F Aoz, JH B Jo v AR B A
SSEP #EiR , HAGRRiRIITE , AT LUE EIFHE BEpk e ™, 3%
A S FEL A AR DGR 1) — bl 2 i A B A R
i LR I FH — AR R o e ik PR g Ak ol (70°Cs) L G
A ELARIRGEIN 2 (AS and CEF4), DT W] 76 B2 ot ic S 2] e
{7 A8 . CHEP 19 HH 33k 1 LEP W A&k o 5T
J% I CHEP T LABRAS 56 TR0 5 FI9R 56 20 BB 1) HER B8 L DA
T AT DA R B A AR i 220 28, B T 8 =P
9 728 S T i o g Bt B 5 9 £ A s [l
AT LAAE S — i 2 LTy v Btk SCLJE il 289 IR 77 3L
2 {H CHEP #RYEMERE RO, o275 A IR 3, T — 2B A Bf
FE LI UnAn] 7 i G 5 | S PR N =R ) I 00 T B — A5 O
ERVEHOR 425 CHEP UK 36 . R A W % il 42 =
PRI 85 T AN 2 R B A B2 ) CHEP A6 36, 7531 1
BRI 2 R {HAG 56 CHEP IR FEAN 5 E— IR A
2.1.2  GE BEECHEE K T AE SCI R A PR A b Y YA
Karamehmetoglu ™ & T —F i 52t 1) Bz Ik BHA Uy ik
FHT 5 H WG SCULHURJE R AI/EUAN BE 43 AR 1 SCLR &
HIRSEIRE . R T o SRR BT B I W% S8 35 RN BECE BT
ATEFEAF, GIAT N TR Z I G4 F iR, A
TP DT LSRR | ORI T LA 73% 0 BT 2 4
AT SCLEH o WAL PR X FhS2 56 Jy 58 M LG5 Ry AT
5 B, BFFE A o 2t R BRI 3002 — T 2R B0 8
i AR AFEEM R SCLRE A T H .

7€ 10 B K (quantitative sensory testing, QST) J&—
TP 22 5 | B R o o St T 5 T A 8 ) PR, F2
o W Bz JEK 8 YR R B RO B K S VA IR A 28 1 )
fig. QST REMEXTH A BE . 4H/ NV BEFTC R 22T 4R D fig
PEATRIRGE | L6 s 225200 1) S 12 W Bobft 28993 728 14 7 0
PG R R B T 46 5 T A (i O 28I PRIF I S,
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FRVERTER TR, A 45 R HAT 55 1 U R AT AR
PE R AT E AR, AT RIFSE R QST XA 58 41 SCLER #%
BEAT IR SHARETEI , TN g QST 0] LIy SCIRHE % WL . 72 2 1
SR R o Felix 60 IR 5 8 F il BEAS I K R
58 (B X SCL A 28 AR A EA TR T BE VT , 52 Miatf e F
FER MM AR Bh 58 R (L A 28 P AR SR A, T A
oA FIVA 9 i B L A A AR AN o I B (9 P — B
SRR S 1 QST #4m . WFFTIA N QST B —Fhik
SR RS A S B PR T, P LE S PPN SCLR 4 1 8%
oS o AR QST JCHs T RE R AR 7 (7, M) 32 A7 1
B R R % B T A SCLH R

B, 97t J8% BE [9 {E )  32% (electrical perceptual threshold,
EPT) & — i (1 i s R A H0 R , EPT 32 FH it 19 1E 3%k
FL L A 7 28 2 P 8 DA A BRURR B T R 17 A 25 5 L %
SEP MIQSTIfii &5 , HAT BVE 7 (i BUSMESR | REIEHE 0 2 (0 0
1 6T B RR A . 2006 4F Savie 1 /e EPT T SCI
M PN S R ZE 9T & B, EPT HAT KA (4 5
R, RT A SCTARE AL A2 1 14 J T IS T REAS I,

Savic AP E T EPT A5 SCT BZ ik 15 Bkt Dy RE 11
TR BT R R, AT 41% 14 R 35 R FH EPT o i 11 J8 it -
AT 755 ASTA JERGE P43 P IS T T 1—3 717 B, 48% 11
8 EPT 15 ASIA P45 I (17 1 A AT , 10% 114 J8. 2 EPT £3;
R AV I RV 2 1 18T, DS eI 5 &k EPT J&—
Ty e AT EE A R R A s IR IR B ASTA RS HAT
FH i AR RBUERE TR S I RS A5 AN R K B R A S
i, AIVE A ASTA G RIFAN 9 25 4 78 John S5 1B 5T A1
KB, EPT B4 EPP il dSSEP 7] LU A 5¢ 4P AR 5¢ 4k SCT
4 B A ) BE AR (UG SRR 1) B A A2 S A . Lauschke
SECO% B, EPT RAGHIN P Th7 B VT b B2 19 WG PRI i i
fig 4 F SCIi i Ja RPN IR B2,

AW E R T EPT 5 Semmes-Weinstein L2246 25 1)
15 BE T A] FE VR, B FEE 40 Bilfa BN 4 A4~ 2 15 bt S 5 o5
(C4, T1, T6, LA T, 5550 LT EPT & B 22464 i) (i BE AN 1]
EREMER, AR A B EER, 2R SR,
SV — D AE SCLEH TP RIT EPT {5 % . Savie G %™
% B EPT st SCIA61455 V- 17 AT 14 e 47 et A8 Ak LA 4
A AUEYE . Leong 2P RIS T4 I& ERI A AN EPT (1)
S, % B8 EPT {HAE AN [l 51 [ 47 0 2 25 5 7E<S0 % %
HH 5 5 2oV BPT (E FEAS IS A 0 . 28U RIS e s 1
EPT 40 P R ) v] 842 1k R4, HAT RGP 38%™)

T EPT A4 551 B SUsket &7, T 8 48 PR A0, I A0
EPT 7€ SCIPFA vh 45 8 T4 vz i H . B Ri# F % EPT
Fl S HCh 30z Jr i B, (EL P T O % e — | H R A
TN K EPT R E PN B85 AR TR . I 4E ok — Rl i EPT

FAR I N F G PR, # 4 CPT (current perceptual thresh-
old) , 1 3 3z Ly FH A [v] 118 S 50 A4 3 S X DAt/ P T B i F
AR K )G B 21 4 (R e B i, 5SHz . 250HZ . 2000Hz
P4 1 5% 28 T HL R AT 43 S0 8 C 27 4l L ASET 4 Fl ABEF 4k
1E HATSCF CPT (1 1 J2 B4 b S A 4975 728 112 W fn
PEAL U, 1 8= 7E SCLH IR S

2.1.3  SCIAMRIEGEE PP - AMIEAE R —Fl ol DL ¢
WS LR BB R TE . T AMKBEEZ 31
il H P LR ISNCSCI AR WA I8 5 Dy RIS AT LA
PEFRPEPAN A VR TS FIBT S8 48hR . HRETIGIR
PPN AR BRSE  J  RURE , URBIE 138 ) 8 R B
BTk ke A, D A A 45 R 2 B BRI . Domingo S5 i
Lokomat, — M- X HLER A X R b B AT T
I, AT & T TR IEAS T 9 il 4 1) 52 30 K 1
B SE AP SCLR A I A OGO v o I FH AP
R I v RN ik T B A2 B Bl T I 2 — R
FAE A 2 IE A eI e s Rl . R R
I A2 S ARG CYEAT: 55 T B AT 55 v o7 b TR
W, BT SE HAE I . SCLER A I B PN 45 R
1EH AL, 5T 7R W Lokomat ¥ 5& 15 37 &5 7T BE
S I AR T

2.2 SCLzBIIIREE BEPFIITFEIE I

221 M A PR AE SCLIZ sh DB S F-H v (1 R
MEP & HHIH HI) SCLiZ S DI feE i M Jr i, 2T L
T RE T RE . MEP & 48 1 T o sl 08 Bz g X, 7
A 24AT A AT AL AR B A AR A M [ 2
BN Y IR AL ZEAHR LA R C BN AR, HETIG R
JH 22 fwi i )38 (transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS)iF &
(I MEPVE PR 59k . 24 TMS LAGE 24 (3 BV F iz
Bl R R, W AEXHI B R LA D S 3 MEP. F5E & B, T84
P SCLRZ 5 18 LA T MEP I 2% , AN 58 42 SCTAR 45 i
VLR MEP i BH 58 /N 3R 3 [m] B mT ARSI Hh A iz
)% 51 [A] (central motion conduction time,CMCT) iz 5fj
B{H . CMCT JZ48 MR Bz T 20 B a il F I8 Sh i 2l =
FF i), B T A PR ) MO R A T e i A B e 4
HFECMCT K . 32 3l B R 76 3% 0o fit vh % /0
A 50% IS & H ik IR >S50V BT iS5/ NI B .
R I 5 2 FH T IEA B 0 AR 09 24, SCT S 80U iv
RER Z 512 S BEH BT .

H S 2T SCIRR A RO e HIR SR ERGE2F
32 1) I A A SRR 5 | A B LR B Rz,
U i £ 4 e 3—4 AN BETT B, B RE R 5 ak
FRAS ARG H R ST A 2R o SCLIE 7 BeE H s S 2%, ik
A rh SR TR 2 T B . AR R B, PR H R
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AL SCLiz dh DIRE , 76— 45 0F T 1 6 H SO iR B2, al
DLBA i G AN 58 M SCLIE & i sl fid Tk Hiae , K43 /&
BAEH RS RS 3z Sl B K b P SR, AT
IR BAIESE H 55 SCLiZ s W REZ [ 1 K 2 .

JUURE A S i DR 28 LA A A D i i — i, o 55
il 7775 00 SEP — & 1 FHF SCLId K 25 . B AR WL RN RE L
Fext SCIRYMEGT AR B2 A H KT, (H b T4 — B ILPA) i AF .
PR BT B H R P AR ST , LA 2R i 28 B A O o A UL
HL PRI B, DATTT S B AR (R A AR R o DRI AL, ]
SEE P H AR B ILA Ty 7 X BE R A5 1 B AR
—E MR XM, Li KAFSHE , R L C RIS ASIA
T4 A LI P SCLER A 1938 s T RE , & BV PR A
THRE

iz B 8% H A% 11 (. motor unit number estimation,
MUNE) J&— i€ it I i S — B s L U B9 D RE
19T 18 sl 2o H G L AE BREER B Mecomas T 1971 48
T SedE h IT R A F IR . MUNE 3 53 I 8 47 DI RE 132 3 5
{3 (motor unit, MU)RIEL H A3 BT X i 2 LA B0 A2 W
YR W AT HIRCD . MUNE B34S B — B LA
Hh 4 MU B S 800 GEL 5 2 B IR AT R, 5 LA
A MU IR BB A T A, B AT 53 H as eATLPAL ( MU £
H. MUNE A & M R, 7T LR BT i sh i 400 1%
& AR R IE S P 2 oc B PR TESE . 7€ SCLS #EF 7 MUNE Ml
FE ] R WS S A R B E e g o 5 . Rk
B, A P 4452 403 A B 4y PO I i JULZE AT MUUNEE 000 5 I B
IR [R] AR P A A2 S, 78 SCLR & IR B R ILER T MUNE Il %€ 1
PRIARE B 228 E TA > MUNE AT fe 47 B T %5 SCI 2 W 36
ST RIS 1 VAR
222 SCIHATRESIVEM WEFTHESE 64T D) BRI B B
JESCIHRE M X HMZ —. ASIAWiE ShPEor HARER M
TR SCT H2EA T RE Ty A4k i, HTIG R 3 R 20 E
J5 ¥ U FIM (functional independence measure). Barthel 5
% .SCIM (spinal cord independence measure)ZE34¥5 M A4 T
REJIVERE , (HIX S8 )5 A S 20 A7 BE 1 PPAN 5 A o R A
%, HHEI 1748 8(Walking index for spinal cord inju-
ry, WISCI) 145 86 451 475 2 RE 1 22 47 H 5% (spinal cord injury
functional ambulation inventory,SCI-FAI)+2& VT 4F >k ] F SCI
BELATRE IV M i

WISCI 1 20004 H Ditunno JF Jr &4 H , A5 —4
2 EPR Z PR g R R IS TE BA T X SCTAA T RE
PRE R T 2001 AHEECH WISCE T, WISCL T4
AATRE AU ™ AR, LU PAT 10m BF B I 7522 1 ik
B SRS RES B Ry SEa K P AT RE S 20 21 9, B
e G 0 G (bR UE Ry SR EASRREN L AEAT) B 20 (bR
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W B AT ZE A BT AT 1om DL ). & AT
BE T E AR B B AW . K GBHE I KNS S B R A T
PRI R T PR AR . [ WISCI 3 2% R A1 7380 I RE i
THAE, FEHTIHN SCLUEH RN N1 TR

[ b 22 HU O IFS RS WISCLEAG AR IFRYUE ARSI . (6]
BRI S, FE VT AT DB, WISCI 5 BILSCIM .FIM
FEAE B S 0I5 AR G, B0 A ASTA 4328 vl T WISCI fy 4%
Jiro L WISCUEHA 7 1k AN U AY S b 1T 451 1 RE
ML . A B BT TR SE 4Pk SCLIR 3, WISCL AN g
SEA ML ATRE /178 4k . Ditunno JF Jr 2013 4F42 19,
WISCI 3 55 4547 3 B Ml 40 Timed Up& Go. 10m #4732,
o 6min A TN R B PEAY, DA SE A Hb fz B SCT A1 TEhRE

SCI-FAI J& 13 B %% K 2% Field-Fote EC % T 2011 4 k%
FIPTEH SCIAEATRE 1 (3 AHE AL A S H Bl Bl it i fift
FRZ Al — R SR =30 S-S BT
A 2min AT, PATRE SRS Perry T 5 B4 TRE I
JE WU TR, 2min S50 WA Bl £8 2 (9 204 7 U i L2
SCI B & A1 7R IHE 2N R M S /N I R . 3R
oA AT M T 5 SCLER E AT A R & A K 2= B0
B TR AT SE A . RS R, SCI-FAL
T NER RS BRI SCIEATRE 1T E B 35, IT4ESRTE
SCLIWEATREJIPEG AR 21 7B 43 W FHE
2.2.3 GRASSP I i S REPEI : 2012 4F , Kalsi-Ryan 454
1 1 [E R GRASSP #F5E Ak 4L T & 09— Fp i 58 P Al
ANSE A U e R A L B RR I T Bk R 2 R A
P2 B8 1 10 5 9 PF 4y 1% (the graded redefined assessment of
strength, sensibility and prehension, GRASSP). GRASSP J&
—IRLEA IR 1 A4 S A B0 -t - 15 00 | 4
JEE (v FH Semmes-Weinstein FL 22645 ) | 148 (4F 10 HLJILIA
PEA TR ) IR Gl ) B e P 2 79 7 18 19 3 )
543) . GRASSP K 5 M543 B 45 S n] LASR A 4> 1 A9 Jh o)
BBV, — 30 [ PR 22 RO 9% (1 25 SR 3 BHY , GRASSP 9 I
A TIN5 ) e R A I AT R L e
0.84—0.96 10.86—0.98, GRASSP HJ &Y & [t SCI#1 £52% 4y
25 [ PRARAESNCSCI, B ASIA) 255 H1 50%., T4 5 5
A B 2 37 M PF 91 (spinal cord independence measure,
SCIM) .SCIM [ F& e} it 38 Je b Jl Ty BE [7] 4 (capabilities
of upper extremity questionnaire, CUE)[B]— 44, Horp
L5 CUE o B FIB AT BB — SOk et A R B0 0.57—
0.83. HF5TEIAN GRASSP HA R4 1] 5 B | S5 30U% K —
PR, AT LA A DU RS 2 v I R IR BEJE A R
IR PEI T HAENG IR . {H GRASSP AU T L ETh
A, DRI BR A 7 J i PR o
2.3 SCLERZEE PN IFFE
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FRAE JE SCLAR & I WA K AEZ — , & B R #1620
S0 ADL 7 (S R & S BURFFOR s e
45 A RMER FEIR D B I, 60%11) SCLiE 3 237" A=
FRZE  40% 114 FEL A DR 2 T 5 ) B SV T S

SCLJi W= 2E A B2 I T T 1712 shill 32 315 | it o
ST A . BT SCLE LR ZE M IE M B 1
— BRI R (1) Ashworth fE38 . %532 1964 4 HH Ashworth
B IR TR R . SR Ashworth T F AL R ER L L)
ST BHAZ B P B 1 A A T SRt KA 1
F W7 1 Ko X AR AR AR I B R 0 A DR R A L A2 B —
BRI, 5 I PP B 2206 1 55 98 28 5 2R 2 U 110 e S S5 AR 2,
Hl I R A FH AN 836 7 . Gregson 25594 IE 15 % i R AL
[N Pl R R S Sl BRSPS

AR WU ZE R AR PP Ok RSz AT 16, BT
NPFRE 228 (14 5 TR T KB M AT RS — e
Bk, w PV B A A F O H SO T S S S i A= B
6 B R I WL A 1T BEIN 0l 8l Bl 480 (38 B T4 0T Ren-
shaw 4 K oAb PRI IO TE TR . DO TR REZE Y SEAR
B R FEAL P 0] R, R RIS AT TR
filio 5 —2 AW IV s AR 20 AR T .
FLHr R 58 SR 0 S i PR R A e,
ARG PRIy (O Bh S5 ke B 150 5 2 sl g i 2R afk 1 7
AR AP AE . QN FHAEHRE B liE shul |, Diplshaz ok
T e WAL Ashworth T2 BIEEZE S AL I8 AR AU I RE 71k
BRIy AR R AT AT SRR S L e AR A
by, BT LIS R H Sl A A SR AIIE Bl o AT PR 2R A T VT
1 A Bl N W 2 B3 Y [N A P s e 6]
WFSE IR TR T B VRS 2R 4 0T ml g ik BT 19 28
I BBGEE IR R E W 5 BV R 5

Peng QAT T —Fhi - 28PN B X B OCT 422
PEATE RPN, 2 X R ER ZE AN i 1T LUE f A R
LR AE FEAF . Lorentzen J ST T (1% ph 2z 5h /1
PE RATEEZE AT A A8 eI R G 1 RS 25 A0 v Bt B Al {5
£ o WFITTE 14 5] SCI. 23 1 £ Je M4k Je 40 {51l 1E 5 %} B 35
HHEAT , FTAT R B8 44 VT A TR AR Y AR VT A, 2
SRR BN, X A48 2R 2R AT (S EL AT 50 O B 2 P AR
BN B, 55 S5 7 R I (%) 235 S o) LA et i A ek
(B FEPLE S Bl X R AR B PR AT AN R

R RRZEPEE Oy i LR AR A ik LA S
RN, E 0T USSR E A b 3R SR A2y P A0
BRI VT TR Y T RS ZE BT T B B 7 A Ak Ak

3 SCIEERMAII=RERE
ASIA M2 RS Kbt 2 Z BT A8 E R, 5

TEANZARHERT T P I id AT AT ZEAR A Bs BOR L AR v R
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