UNAMNILING

=4 =~ a L =~
Lﬂ‘i’ﬂ\iNﬂﬂ‘iZLNuﬁdﬂ'}ﬂT‘iﬂM@’ﬂﬂLﬂ’rﬂﬂﬂN’ﬂs‘i

Stroke Assessment Tools
NNNHNA Wzl gzanatl

Pagamas Piriyaprasarth

NNATINIENINLNIA ADUZAMATANGRNT NUANLNRUFITNANGRT

Department of Physical Therapy, Faculty of Allied Health Sciences, Thammasat University

UNARED
nN19MTIA ﬂizLﬁut}ﬂfamﬂufumuﬁﬁ
ANA AT N9 R Wyuvjmqmﬂmwﬂqﬁmﬂw
ﬁﬂa‘:am%mwﬁ'ﬁﬂLWf]xﬁuﬂmmmmﬁ’gﬂqaLwiax:rfm
filaeTsnvaaniaenanes iufilianguluninis
v A

) = v Y ‘ﬂl
mﬂmwmummuﬂmmuanmumaﬁmmuim

1 1
A =

souriutlymian Auansinaiulllugilausiazes
faqiiuiansuuudsziiudmiuiioalsanann
A dgld o & d‘ o

\enaNes uUnAMNUNdRnLszasANe LUz LLL

dszifiunldlunisnmanazdsziiiugiaelsananan

|
Ay o

wenanagliduniandmiuinnianintdntinlne
Wedennudnglsrasdrall 3an1smsaadsziiiv
FiNe7 NeausanluLnNAINT BgUUNUTIUIB9NIT
~ d v e o o
neqa Usidiu Naenadesiudydainaiivenis
AIUUNNITAINIY AGINANIT UWATHININ
(International Classification of Functioning and

Health, ICF) iNan1smsaauilymnviaszaulaseasng

k2 d‘ a Yo A
BASUUIN LLASNANTTH IMQUQEIEﬂM@ﬂﬂL@‘Bm@N'BQ

Classification of Functioning and Health (ICF) at
the level of body structure and function, and

activity in patients with stroke.

Abstract

Assessment and evaluation are essential
processes in efficient and tailored physical
therapy for all clients. People with stroke are major
clients in physical therapy. Their primary problems
are related to movement dysfunction as well as
other problems, vary from one to another. As
various assessments for patients with stroke are
available, the aim of this article was therefore to
introduce existing assessments in patients with
stroke to Thai physical therapists for their
particular purposes. All assessments included in

this article were based on the International
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structure and function wazszAU activity lutlae
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srelzn199 1 Rua A a9819n91 10 AT w14
AT LTBIANNEBITINITHENI9DENGTInE 2 WATNDL
DNMNUABBAZNRIANN I LN LA WNDAAAINNFIN
ldmanludaaBuFuiAu (acceleration phase) uwae
‘ﬁ')x‘l“n::@'mﬁﬂﬁqmau (deceleration  phase)’'™
giinsnfnldlszneufisauniniduinan LATaswNTe

ANPUATTEENIG WN1937189UANHSILeAs Tun1g
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wiuluiliianunnisansssunlseammnume
dl Y @ v a al o/ [~}
wazangialfiflunisdnsdanauduaaiuizalunng
a Yo = [~% -a; o v
wuaesfilaalsanaanaonanes ANLTINIRH
AN lUIEEENNg 10 WAg Sagnunsn ldLauen

=3 a v
nvAugusnluntsiAulugnrueesilaalsn
= Y v :/I dglé o
NARALABAENad bAANY aliNansulsznauny
ATNAINITDTUNINTIFT ATNAINI9DTUNNS
4 Y
AUANNITIAABUTMY AITNNUNIY warn19ld
qnsnidqesiu® Tnaiedn filaeTsnnannidananas
ALAUAEAIINLTY 0.15 LA/ IUT WATAINLTIN
= 1 a dl o [~1 1 a dl %
Wesnasanisaunaiusdantsnulungusuio
139091 0.8 WA AN © nmegeulupdainyize Ly
vy o o dy d‘ 1 dd’l Adl al
fuauaIaldadninluiui du uandnunies 10
AT anabin1snaaeulussay 6 WATATNAS
{381N91 6 meter walk test 438 5 A"
2.5.2 Functional Ambulation
Classification (FAC) vilutnouainldunenue s
ArnaNnsnlunIiiureslaslsavaaniaan
Y .
ANBIAABAAUENHANUNNIRINI9TTULITaN
= 46, 47 a o | = o
2w TneiasunaInszAunIsaeman 6 seAL
flaus 1 Aa Nonfunctional ambulator — E’iﬂ%ﬂiﬁi
aruenanld huliluunfgauiuvintu vie
% £ % o = 1 A VN =
Fean1an1atinged visanistaaasannidoaiiae
w9t 1 aulunisiauuenunfgauy liauds 6
A4 Ambulator independent — tlaagusaimuls
LRITIILUN NI BWAZNIEANNTEAL ATNAINITO LY

nstlszidiugn wazlunistlssifiuszndneftsviiivey

U

TuszAtge (K = 0.950 uaz 0.905 ANANAL) FAC {
ANANTUETU RMI svazmneiaulEly 6 MWT
LAZANMNENIANT LAZWLSNAZ LWL FAC Pannngn
WAL 4 avN1sninunansAulugNTuTe
filhelsanaemidenanesluiond 6 1 uananids
WUFAZULL FAC 1atuilasmnuaanugntnsnaes
frloe”

2.5.3 Six minute walk test (6 MWT) 1Tl

N191stRANNAINNTD TN S AUARAN TN AN

NMUMIUIRITTULNIG AU laLaz e AR AfaE
Uinaasulugiloanarnisainuliiesdasaiaas 1y
= , a A j& Yy o o o
wisastaenAuvsa lafls ianisdnszaznianiae
wulilunan 6 Wil wuutssiflulignasnsluaniive
lEnmaganANaINisalunIusAanIseannIas
nelufjiaalsananumialaisaiiuazniziala

49 ° v ' ' a
918 gniannldedrsuninatalunisdeziiy
dsz@nsnimaedltlsunsunisiugsinar lugiaelsn
50-52
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2.6 LAFRINAN LG L UNITNARALAINNAINITA LY
N19M1NaInNglsa19U (ADL assessment)

2.6.1 Barthel Index (BI) iflunuvuilssiiu
ANNAIN17D WA NANTINUTEANTY 10 Yade
18uA N1350U192n11481113 N19BILLN NTUINN AT
wplasia n9dudnegaanse nstlaanas nslddiednin

d’ 7 o a Y o
A19ARaBENeAe n19LAUN wazn191dTule Tae
dszifiudngihaaiunsoninanssuiulévisalaisiae
aal @i v o v o A a a
an1sla) 18 warluunaiadedinnsdssifiuiias
A -=l| o ¥ us// 2 IS AN] A A 153
dnAanssuiinlfvu fealfdouvaansala’ &
ASLULAN 100 AZLLL NLAAID9AINNAINTD LTI

o a o o o 1 P = 2
nasfnfadnsdszadusing lifaanuies An1sl4

a dgj 1 1 a
wuudszinuilesnunivatalulsmalng wazi
nslddsznauniswannsainasiusanaafilon
Barthel Index ﬁm’ml,ﬁﬂ\‘izg\‘i (inter-rater reliability;
K = 0.42-1.00, intra-rater; K = 0.47-1.00) Ww6in19g
ﬂﬁzl,ﬁuﬁmmﬁ@LL@ﬁﬂmwmmméwmﬂ FAoa
p s | o A 21 g Ny o o
WenAndviadiedu” wenanfienadidieqndinluy

a dl Yo d‘ U
nsianNANlAsuulaseadlaailaldianiy
wuudsziiuilangldlduuuilssiRiuaudanmae
dll 1@ d’ =
Wagannarliwiunindasuulasaesnzuunlunsl
Ay = = P v
nthainslasuudasaiuainnsniineaanties

2.6.2 Functional Independence Measure
(FIM) Usznavld@qevidalunisdssiiunadne iy
wuLsziAu Barthel Index #9il self-care, sphincter

control, mobility, locomotion, communication,

social adjustment/ cooperation Wag cognition/
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problem solving AZWUUAILA 18-126 AZLUL AN
- A o o & ° o
neusinnslsviiiu A 7 szau Tae 7 Aeazuuudiniy
o -ﬂl 78N ° b % ://
srAuAINAINIToRLLREUoainlFiesrianun
(independent — complete) ldauis 1 AagzAun
filhasiasendunisdosmaesianuna FIM Hdadninly
nsldUsedugiheanarunsanaeuluald wesann
ceiling effect™ Aqwmmnziunslddsziingiaaszes

o ¥ o U 1Y dld
Fudnfnenlulsaneunaninngn  wafaaung

'
v v

mm@miﬂauﬁu‘ﬁ'm‘@nguﬁﬁaqmﬁﬂmmxmaﬁi
An asgniaenldunndiuuutsziiiu Barthel Index
luunetlszina 1 Uszimasaamaide ™ n1slduuy
dszidlin FIM - anunsavinlilaaaeayyialdseiu
an iU ¥TRANIUNEILIA AN Uniform  Data

System for Medical Rehabilitation, a division of UB

Foundation  Activities, Inc. lasiazfenldans
wansnslilnndsziannisldau wasflduuy

UsziiuazfaaliFunistin

3. msusziiudasinaluszaunanssnnadou
é"aadﬁ'uqﬂﬂaa‘u‘] (Participation restriction)
o doe o -
I TS LR IR R ETE LR E TR L R ERY
Ufduiuseesftloaiuynnagu nlegludaqiiy
Cay i - Sa g 4
yadiulfnnssuifivauninddnaacdilon Seana
prauAquiadaaus 1w ICF  fqe 1Hun Stroke
Specific Quality of Life Scale (SS-QOL) * uaz
Stroke Impact Scale (SIS) °° 1flufiw N13NA1TEUN
aa = dl v o o
ANUNNTLR AN ICF  azdipasieadesiuilady

duyAna uar Tade@euanionsiae

A9 1 aglAdngenAfeTesLULlsziULAzIndaN1IRII4

Items FMA  NSA RASP MAS RMI

RMA  MMAS STREAM

10MWT FAC 6MWT BI FIM

Impairment \/ \/ \/ \/ \/

\/

v v

Individual joint ~ N

movement

\/

\/

ROM \

Muscle tone \/

Sensation \/ \/ \/

Cardiovascular

endurance

Activity

< | <2

Functional

mobility

< | <

< | <
|
2| <
<2 | <
< | <
< | <

Gait/ walking \/

< | <2

Upper limb and

hand function

Balance \/ \/

ADL

VA
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limitation 8naideNLULT2iRY STREAM viga LUy
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impairment 814l iadan1InsFaa NLLULTZIRY
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Scale WAREIRWLILLTZANNNNTFY LATAIIN9L
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1a9se9Auandu 3 AUy Tuuna il fenu
=2 AI a % < rd‘
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