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FAST  Enderby, 1987* SLP,FCP,sS §) 173 HG:123;AS:50 S - 8(1—36)
O'Neill,, 1990° SLP,sS ,BDAE Y 105 HG:51;AS:54 24

Al-Khawaja, 1996 SLP,SST N 50  Suspected A:50;includeTBI:8 At
Enderby, 1996 MTDDA,FCP N 25 PSA:25 21—42
FAST-mast Choi,2015"" L7/piibevigl] N 60 PSA:30;PSN:30 A
K-WAB,K-FAST
AASP  Crary, 1989* WAB N 48 APSA:48 3—30
UAS  Thommessen, 1999%Y  SLP,NGA Y 37  AS:37 3—8
MAST  Kostalova, 2008 SLP Y 437 HG:243;PSA:149;PSN:45 5. 4.5(1—46)
Romero,2012% SLP;BDAE,TT N 118 HG:60;PSA:29;PSN:29 P
Nursi, 2018 SLP N 239 HG:126;PSA:50;PSN:63 2—4
ScreeLing Doesborgh,2003%" TT,IBF ¥R, U 63 AS:63 2—I11
PR A
LAST  Flamand-Roze,2011% BDAE Y 404 AS:300;CS:104 1
INEIE 201407 ABC U 296 AS:207;CS:89 Eira=s
Koenig-Bruhin,2016""  sTT Y 101 AS:101 FHME 11
Yang, 2018 WAB Y 261 AS:154;CS:107 1—3
ART  Azuar,2013 BDAE,NIHSS N 161  AS1:91;AS2:702 AS1:8;AS:1
Buivolova, 2020 SLP,TT N 160 CPSA:51;AS1:43;AS2:16;HG:50 AS1:1—12;AS2:3—14
QAB  Wilson,2018™" WAB Y 83 HG:14;APSA:28;APSN:25;CPSA: 16 3

1 FCP: D RB MRS I s S« f % W Schuell Jlli; MTDDA : BJE ik RiB S G2, K-FAST: 61 FAST; K-WAB:: i1 WAB; SST: i 4E /R
TEIRASVETE 7 I s BDAE : I LI TEAE 2 Wik A s NGA - I it 25 15 R ; WAB : FEIF 2018 AR ; ABC - B AL 1EH A 1 s NTHSS «
S [ N DA BE A A 28 s TT  ARic i s sTT « i i3k 147 266 i

HG flFE2H ; AS : AVEINZE 5 CS B PEN A 5 PSA L K26 15 2638 s PSN I 25 P A 2618 s APS A APl - i 2618 ; APSN: Ak iz Al
SR 1E  CPSA LN A5 5 F 2518 s Suspected A - BE(ZE1E ; TBI: fikiZMdi .

HiAth . Y S N U AT AE .

224

www.rehabi.com.cn



tAAEE 1S

2023 4F 55 38 4, 45 2. 48]

R3 WIErARKNEFIEHR
i 7% (B3 B TPURRSE RS
FAST Enderby, 1987% 5 : Kendall W=0.97 FAST Y FCP #% UM RAE A h 20 H MU : SS=1,SP=0.77
WA 15 1 : Kendall W=0.97 W1 =087, TEIS PR IERE B H . 484 M: SS=1,SP=0.9
=0.96
O'Neill,, 19905 n/a n/a T H :38=0.96,SP=0.61
%L H :SS=1,SP=0.79
Al-Khawaja,1996%7  n/a SST 5 FAST #H % :7=0.89, FAST i SS=0.87,SP=0.80
435 SOMC #5% :1=0.86, Barthel 4§
B FAST A6 :=0.59
Enderby, 1996 n/a FAST 45 FCP #12¢:7=0.73 n/a
FAST 5 MTDDA #5 :/=0.91
FAST-mast  Choi,2015"" 5 K-FAST i —%:1CC=0.995 5 K-WAB M AQMHAHX:=0.752  S$S=0.90,SP=0.733
PN EB— % : Cronbach «=0.88 Ay EAEE :=0.997,1CC=0.999
AASP Crary, 1989 WA EAE R :=0.95(0.75—1) 535 WAB (19 AQ {EAHE :7=0.93, n/a
EIERE :=0.98(0.94—1) FHiH 5 WAB F I H M % .=
0.61—0.95
UAS Thommessen, 199927 PE/F[0]{5 3 : KW=0.83 n/a SS=0.70,SP=0.90
MAST Kostalova, 2008 43 % ] {5 F : Bland-Altman /37 MAST 5 WAB 46 :7=0.93 $S=0.96,SP=0.89
— kR4
Romero, 2012 PEor AE ) . 1CC=0.99 MAST 5 TT #§5€ : =0.7, MAST 5§ $8=0.90,SP=1
HEPIFERE :1CC=0.99 BDAE " S8 /-9 AH G :1=0.8
Nursi, 20185 N #B—F P : Cronbach a=0.885— FRAEMRZEN : IC $S=0.89,SP=0.80
0.947 HAR AL : TE
ScreeLing  Doesborgh,2003"" n/a n/a SS=0.86,SP=0.96
LAST Flamand-Roze,2011%  RIA(FE : 1CC=0.96; PEAr &5 1 . RAEHUEN : JC s HUARASON; - TG 5 4544 SS=0.98, SP=1
ICC=0.998 ; N B —E1H: : Cronbach KL : AT /n—4kgt#y ; 1 H
«=0.88 JUAY :1<0.8
VeI, 201417 RIAAE B 1CC=0.95; oy B G B . X PR Bl ST FEAR TR0 2 1R 2 SS=0.81, SP=0.77
ICC=0.98; N #F — B : Cronbach V3500 /NTF ARSI s 45 R 50%
@=0.909 B a2 P ey |
Koenig-Bruhin,2016""  fl A5 B : 1ICC=0.91; N FHB— 2tk . RAEHBON - JC s HoARKN - TC; 4544 n/a
Cronbach o=0.74 B« 3 LAY S AT I8 — R
LAST 5 sTT A% :7=0.74
Yang,2018" Bl A A5 FE . 1CC=0.991; ¥4 {5 W H T4 :p=0.3-0.9; RAEWEY . a/b fRAS $S=0.97/0.94( {Ik L
B 1CC=1; N ¥ — B : Cronbach TG ; HUARALN : T G5 H0E < IR T4 7 R+ 0.94/0.94) 5 a/b LA
a =0.965/0.956(a/b) iR — 4254 5 X 4330 . Mann- SP=0.88/0.90( Ik % & 72 i .
Whitney UAGHAEJRIHAG B 1/1)
T T ARTE A 5 AN - 5 WAB A
X, p=0.92/0.92(a/b)
ART Azuar,2013% PP EE  1CC=0.99; KW=0.93 ART 5 NIHSS # 3¢ : 5 — K . = 55/ KM ART/ME, F5 LT
0.64, %5 /\ K :1=0.53; AHS 5 BDAE #H:SS=0.939,SP=0.838;Tii/7
JEEE AR A A OE . KW=0.89 AR :SS=0.933,SP=0.891
Buivolova,2020%" T : Wilcoxon Signed f5 58 JLAJ 8% « ZE48 P 17 B 1 ART SS=1,SP=0.98
Krgh o B 3 22 5 5 W — 3k . R TTAHSC : p=-0.87; 1 A M1 i 35
Cronbach «=0.766; 11/ FHIFHEE : o ART Fl TT #156 : p=-0.97; K 28
p=0.95, KW=0.93 1k : Wilcoxon Signed 755 #4646 1
JE R 2
QAB Wilson, 2018 TS ICC=0.98; PEAF (5 . B0 5 WAB I AQE 5 EHHE .= $S=0.91,SP=0.95

1CC=0.99

0.94; T H 5 WAB F 3 H A 3¢
P :=0.79-0.95

112 : SOMC: & 7€ ) i 2 S 3 2 M 3L, Short Orientation, Memory and
ICC: ZHNHH3E 7%, intraclass correlation coefficient; Kendall W:575/R W 5%, Kendall's W test; Mann-Whitney U test: = -BR¢ e UK %
KW AR WA R HL, weighted kappa; p:3i B2 /R 24 9¢ R %L, Spearman correlation coefficient;n/a: not applicable, Aidi .

Concentration test; SS: fUB ¥ | sensitivity ; SP: $: 5% J& |, specificity;
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