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BERPRAS | BUE AN BE Bl MR, th AN A7 TE P B R — i T )
Wi, VS/UWS J&— P26 3 H A 100 i Jo s HORA i
MCS W FE LR, 76— Y0 FEL N R A X [ 6 70 ] Pl A 5% ikt
H S
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i RA T A A A 32 A T e RA T o 2RAIE , T A5 2R ik
FHATVAN o IR B F AT A i AT R T B ek i 3R
(Glasgow coma scale, GCS). 4= JG Jz v P i 3 (full outline
of un-responsiveness, FOUR) , WHIM (Wessex head injury
matrix) 7t 3¢ il CRS-R 3 (coma recovery scale- revised
scale) .
2.1.1  GCS i3 : GCS # K fe i IR 2 4 SMRH I 22 042
Teasdale Fll Jennett £ H ', G505 7 & IR, 55 18 RO I
MY SNE 3 AN T YA ZS o Tk R R PEAMTE 3—15 3, 1570 B0
R PURASBAS . GCS A& SO A E e M 4 == e i
YRR TR,
2.1.2 FOUR % : FOUR B2 TE 2005 4 i 3 [ i 22 F AT
B2 Wijdicks SFBCH, B4R S 2 AR 2 D5 4, A
TIPS L iz gy, MR AP A 4 D r iR B . %
TR EIME 0—16 73, 73 KUK SR /R SE T FIFR P Y R] RETE 5
Ko AT EUEAR GCS RPPAR W 37 P L™ o8 i 454 3 252 % 1)
HRUKFEY,
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WEEPEAL , EXNATT MBS A48 S8 S, Bkl Sk i
#%(coma near coma scale, CNC)JEXJFRIZETFAE 72 (disabil-
ity rating scale, DRS) (4 &, FH TPk )™ 5 i 451 493 F8 2 4
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AT RS INVER™ I RRG R (disorders of con-
sciousness scale, DOCS) F T ¥4l #2217 g () 4 AR PE 7K -
A RMBCHW S, REVE & 2 LT P67
ol 22 ST ) A 2 i 35 (western neuro sensory  stimulation
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