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A 5 S5 8 I ( hemiplegic shoulder pain, HSP) {9 % /= BN
16% ~84% il H K AAE WA 2 i ~2 A~ A2, HSP 1y
2 R M B IR T e AR I 4% I B RE iR & T
R O RS S 8077 3 RIE | 5 i g ) BRI, 51 & AR
1626, AR IR IR YT 2l LR ARSI S TR
JE PN STAYT HSP 838 S — @ s, MARE T

— X5k

FEHL 2015 4F 6 H & 2017 4F 10 A T e #E & B # R B 59
HSP (35 100 4], 9556 4 5 4 YO 4508 27 AR 23 1L 7€ 1Y
AR AS 2 T s o B o A A B B 32 W AR T I 28
CT 55, MIR 2k 5% 5 12 W Sy 204000 JRE A 8 9 1) 90 i i 2 v O £
A HSP; BEM AR . QT <80 & fi<e TH ;@4
AARAETAS , BUUERE  JO™ 5 A D A RS B B AR VAT IR Y ]
HIRAIFREE BT OB MG R E B, Hibrtadi. OHB
JEl & SIURERS | o s 72w Co JVLBRE 28 46 TR 28 I 351 JB i s @™
O il S A T B A BT e e R S, R R VR
7 s QBEIM T RE WA SR A A B R IR IO AT SR IT
WA &5 M Z 78 E RIR YT A8 Rk, R B HLECT 3R 50

BHELSLE LR 1, RPEARL G407 LU, 21 W] 22 7 B o 48
TR L(P>0.05) , BA AT LMk, TSR FRBE BE =B B2 22 01 4%
{1 8

2 H B E LG T 2 W RE VR T LR A RS T T, i
FEEVEE , BT A AR YT % . BRI 45 . O R 42
A, R R R ZE ; @A JBEBE # 42 IL AR 3897 5 ( propriocep-
tive neuromuscular facilitation, PNF ) Z5 #2218 £ AR EAT B AR T
REVIZR, TG SRR S8 25 A 28N 45, A RAEIRYT
@ftF M BRI, BH LK BRRT S 4,3 1A
IR

TR ATE B EER TR IEE S 515 T R SC T IE N TESHRYT
WIS AR ES, BENF 8551 5k A H A Konica Minolta
INTEHEFERY Sonimage HS1 BUME A I2M R 40, L18-4 BUZ MRk .
AR ML, R0 LB I R, R SRR LT
FPETHMX L, BN 2247183 LA W s 8 1 5 s pn
BRI E  HRLH 3 R, B A SRR IR R A N R AhE T
WE, 7 SNSRI BT A 515 R R P i A A 5
25 d R AL S Z 8], [k e L, T S TR R Ty, B AT 2248

IR A BOMRST AR HRAL, AL 50 i), 2 AR E R TR TR ST W o0 BE TR R & A A5 T A R 10 mg ( ALAS S ml .
Fz1 2B HE TR
N PERI (B B4y - H e T B RNy
o] #

4151 %k ] T (% xxs) (H ,x=s) (m,x#s) (kg,%+s)
RIT A 50 26 24 62.47+5.75 3.00+2.86 1.64+0.08 65.94+7.83
*of B4 50 25 25 59.23+9.95 4.00+1.49 1.65+0.08 67.21+6.47

. " I AR PE T (1)) I 250 551 (f51]) Brunnstrom 43 ] (7+s)

a5 i TREAE (R il I
HRITA 50 30 20 27 2.48+1.05 1.92£0.90
*f A 50 32 18 26 2.48+1.02 2.00+0.90
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50 mg, WITTALTEHI 25 B A BRA T +2% 3L WA 22 < R 91
5 ml(HAE 5 ml:0.1 g, (LRI 25 ety A PR A W) ) +0.9% 42 38
K14 mlPIRAW 20 ml, A B [Fl S 5757 0 AR, Dl i
T a2 g AR R T AT AR B G 2 EE 1 B
Yk, BRI RS 2, B H AR SR KRR (B
1), ERVEITER 1K IBYT 3IK,3 YO 1 AMFRE, 1 NP
PSR,

WITHT (L6 19 A d)s)
Bl 1 A5 TR R ERGST

975 (RS A8 AT 259))

Xk BRI N JRLR R, — RAE RO R/ Y 455 (]
) R WETT 22T il K TR o VS 2 TS TR 4 s U T R
10 mg+2%ih IR A £ P SR 2.5 ml+0.9% 4= #ER 7K 6.5 ml
MR A0 ml, A ST 1~2 ml, FRIEIFARE 1k, a7
3,3 UCH VAR, L AT R R TR 74K

SRS HIA 1 AP RIBIT A RE (IRIT IR ) AR
I E A ST Y B TR 2R F R0 A S AL ADL DY 53 15 (visual
analogue scale, VAS) RTAER Fugl-Meyer BRI E =
F( Fugl-Meyer assessment, FMA ) R 4 itk B Y Barthel 38
%7 ( modified Barthel index, MBI) ¥F-43 %} 2 4H B2 3 14 )8 Jig R E
JB 5715 9% 307 3175 il ( passive range of motion, PROM) | |- iz
FINBE | B H A 15 1 3 (activities of daily living, ADL) fig J1 #£47
WE

ABFFE AT VORI DL (225) o, Bl SPSS 22.0
WRGETHE A AT GE i o A PR TR BORER T 0 K,
THECZOR LR FH X K50, P<0.05IA N 22 A G240 3L,

.
2 HHRFIRITRTAY VAS .PROM  FMA MBI 34340 6] L #5¢
SBHG I L (P>0.05), 2 HHEFIRIT L NFREN
VAS . PROM FMA MBI #F43 840 iR Y7 T A BH e, H 2=
SRAGIFE L (P<0.05) ;1697 )5, 16 I7 411 VAS, PROM

FMA MBI iP5 T X R 4H , 22 %A S it 2# B L (P<0.05) , 1F
k2,

=.ite

HSP 1) ZFii5 PR 24 S L 2% 1 & o DL 4 HSP AR sk
AR, R LT E AR BEREE R T R R TER
HAE WK S S8 R AIE ARz 00 Hodh Rl iE
PERE AT RER AN 2 P E HSP 19 FEHIH 2 —, RAEHEH
50% L 47

JB T R AN MRS (R ES OCT, BB 4 25% WY ik B 3k,
T BREEE A 2 22 LA R0 AR R LR kL IR RO I
WUk 7 AR, T3k SC 8 61T, th T F 8 i = 4R H I S 30U8
S 2 e H PR Ut BE A2 5 99 A R R AR RSk de e
WIMLRITE 7, 5 f8 2 S s il R BB RN S e |, i — 25
L ST B B R R A7, R ST L DL R
Al R TR AR, TEE AR ZE NS JE R LR B e 2R
SHUB B SRR AR R P P IE , BEIR TR &7 A1 R i
AT S IS A 7R 8 T Is I kB 3k 5 A Bl 80 5 7k
P IR ) k2L N TR SRR, JE T R
Jei , SEECTCR PR ARAE | JE G 48 P T RS R o 5 TR O R 0 U
DR RIESE IR, i 2 0 B, ) S Ikt A o L R 208
FERF S B Y LAV, T R E PR TR R R R
SRR, RIR B 2Rz 2, S R R . BES I S
GRFNZELE NS INEE R G RG AR R O I B IR, 9K
it — FEGE S WY S G IR, 550 HSP A ™
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PR IR TR R DG 4 4R G2 HSP SR i 23Ry
M7 JE 717 s P e S 2 BRI k2 — . W LR R e
PERATIE ST s P ST, AR RO 238 K 6 A0 1 ) 2 57 % A2
RAFTEW 25 5, SCHRHIE 26.8% ~91.0% "% X 5| S HEM
A AR (RAEE R R G T 7 5 5 R 17 i 5T, B
FAAF] 100% " AT EITALR A SIS TR
i PR R G 2 0 T R T ST P L SRR R TR BB A
SR, WX e 2R RS2 A B TR, SR R 5 S m i
JA SR P IR S M SR I8 L 3 T o e S
1B VAR FE BT LR & A 5 RT3 2o 3 S 9 ) v
Ik VR, 40 3710 s P A AL ZURS 3 | 380 00 19 T 2 A, s i
SRR 1T HE YRR T R B B 3N L, 9% R 4 R
KATEER EFNAIT HSP M EH K, AP AR EL 1
AFFRRRITIE B PR SRR B B L iEsh g H
LR T R RN BIGT T T S X IR 2 XA B e, 5 A S

R 2 2 4UBHEIRTRG S TE R AR LA (s )

45 % VAS(41) i PROM(*) I FMA (43) MBI( %)
RITH

JRYTHT 50 6.13+2.10 92.65+8.72 105.91+7.46 32.60+4.72 40.97+3.32

BT 50 1.87£0.48% 126.22+7.52% 137.56+7.88* 43.10+4.72% 53.30+3.46%
X R4

IRYTHT 50 6.23+2.14 91.85+9.01 106.36+8.41 33.01+3.08 41.83+2.37

BT 50 4.03+0.45" 103.41+7.58" 116.55+9.57° 37.40+4.58" 48.91+3.45°

. S NIBITRT L, P<0.05 ; 5% BAHIGYT T iR, P P<0.05
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