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ABSTRACT

This study was designed to test the effects of comprehensive rehabilitation management on functional recovery
after attack of cerebrovascular disease. 16 cerebrovascular disease patients applied comprehensive rehabilitation
management of physical therapy at department of physical Therapy, C medical center in Gwang —ju. The collec-
tion of the data had been executed for 4months(April 15, 2007~July 15, 2007). For evaluating, Functional
Independence measure(FIM) and Somatosensory Evoked Potential(SSEP) were used to assess functional recovery.
The results of this study were as follows: 1. In the comparison of latency of median nerve SSEP before and af-
ter treatment, the lat. N20 and P25 increased, the ampl. P25/N20 was decreased. In the comparison difference
data of median nerve SSEP, however there was no significant difference in the group(p>0.05). 2. In the compar-
ison of latency of Post Tibial nerve SSEP before and after treatment, the lat. P40, P50, P60 increased, the ampl.
P40 was decreased. In the comparison difference data of post tibial nerve SSEP, however there was no sig-
nificant difference in the group(p>0.05). 3. In the comparison of FIM scores of Self—care, Sphincter Control,
Mobility: Transfer, Locomotion before and after treatment, the scores of FIM was significantly increased. In the
comparison of difference of the motor part of FIM, however there was significant difference(p<0.05). 4. In the

comparison of FIM scores of Communication, Social Cognition before and after treatment, the scores of FIM
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was significantly increased. In the comparison of difference of the motor part of FIM, however there was no
significant difference in the group(p>0.05). Based on these results, it is concluded that the comprehensive re-
habilitation management for cerebrovascular disease case was not significant difference in the SSEP, was sig-
nificant difference in the motor part of FIM. Further study should be done to analyze the effect of intervention

duration of treatment, optimal time to apply the treatment in more long period.

Key words : Somatosensory Evoked Potential(SSEP), Functional Recovery
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