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[ Abstract )
tive dysfunction in patients with brain lesion, and to seek effective methods for rehabilitation of cognitive and move-
Methods

havioral cognitive status exam (NCSE), Brunnstrom stages and Barthel index. The score was compared between the

Objective  To study if the recovery of extremity motor function correlates with severity of cogni-

ment function. Twenty-five patients with brain lesion and 25 healthy subjects were tested with neurobe-
two groups of subjects and then to analyze the correlation between the results with NCSE and Brunnstrom stages, and

the NCSE scores with admission and discharge Barthel index scores. Results All the patients demonstrated some
degrees of cognitive dysfunction. Significant difference between the healthy subjects and the patients in respect to the
subtests results of the NCSE (P <0.01) was also revealed. Significant correlation existed among recovery of ADL
performance and items MEM NAM | CALC . JUD in the NCSE (P <0.05 or 0.01), as well as among functional re-

covery and items COMP NAM ,CONST \MEM CALC SIM and total score of NCSE. Conclusion NCSE is an effec-

tive measure to estimate the functional recovery of patients with brain lesion.
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