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<Abstract>

The purpose of this study was to identify effects of virtual reality(VR) program related to standing postural
control on balance, gait and brain activation patterns in chronic hemiplegic stroke patients.

Subjects were assigned randomly to either VR group (n=12) or the control group (n=12) when the study
began. Both groups received conventional physical therapy for 2 to 3 times per week. In addition to
conventional physical therapies, VR group trained 3 types of virtual reality programs using IREX for standing
postural control during 4 weeks (4 times/week, 30 minutes/time).
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Subjects were assessed for static and dynamic balance parameters using BPM, functional balance using

Berg Balance Scale related to movement of paretic lower limb before and after 4 weeks of virtual reality

training.
The results of this study were as follows.

1. Following VR training, VR group demonstrated the marked improvement on dynamic mean balance,
anteroposterior limits of stability (AP angle) and mediolateral limits of stability (ML angle).
2. Following VR training, both groups scored higher on Berg Balance Scale. However, a comparison of

mean change revealed differences between groups.

In conclusion, these data suggest that the postural control training using VR programs improve dynamic and

functional balance performance in chronic hemiplegic stroke patients.
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7] e FHAlg 879 A 71-E A2 AN
FTHE AABAL Aolshe A2 7153 &5 4448

& goske ol QolM 7HY 328 £F A} 845 F
@ FHReleh. olg FYeletn Aolsted, 2¥e A4

3tz gle B JAYE JE d4d AN 2HEY T
2L Aojste AL Yu]ss (MacKinnon® Winter,
1993), 924 4AA £AE 1] 94¥4Q FE:A e
gl dojA wi¢ F235icH(Nashnerst McCollum,
1985: Yang &, 1990). V

Qagel TS EdHoln HEHoR sl
Aste] 7e) AUAL, AAAIOIN B WAL HAS

FPshs FANA T G2 AAFHAE FAEAY 23
4 o, dYAY g T X FAS S AY UE
o, B3ehe B¢ 7 FadA O FAZ A E o|F
& wjeo] eyt 73] Aojrt 87, 4Ry &47]
¢ vj2| 579 AL EFEE she BU LA H
€ Ag FHAY A M= F2 GER-N o
BHAd e & GFo2A FYe A7} Holdth
(Bouisset® Duchenne, 1994: Vandervoort, 1999).
¢HE AAE FASD Aojdhe v AAHU &
F71e9 433 93T B¥Ae] o s A
o] EA 837 ¥el8 4 1M (Carr®t Shepherd.
1998). E3 29, #39] 7H5dd 22 g8 8
&, 2UF5S Ao 84 &% ¥g9 84 a7

7 5% 92 F Uoksia 7Y 82450 sl 9%
£ wretd(Horak 5, 1997).

HAANN FEE & & A2 AZL o|5ehe 5
Yz 2P BAo] YU, ol 715AY HBATH L
AHEE Q9sheEl Yol B52Aoln], o) oA,
olgarl, A7, Wk vy, A 927 5o B5S
3t F83HEng® Chu, 2002).

PREe) HEF WASL HES o|F WY 25
A, 2R AR, AAAA BASE A8 A 7
e Ao} she ) o) A ol go] AR =n
@Y £33t 2y $YA vhlFoz A Vle 5
o 22 veide. o2 A8 ¥rh HEF BAEL
%3 BE PAEE J93he o SlolH AP B
#Hz} olglg-g =704,

Goldie 5(1996a)<2- ¥ (force platform)& o] &3
Aol Ao B AT7oIM, HEF BB M7}
Ae)A sl S Sx 2 ERue) A4S Yehion, b
02 A2 A o7l 5 B¢ 2AUUS L BT
A}, "ol HE3F BRolA g oz AF ¥
g FEF Q7SS Anhy) @S] vl Bak opy)
2} wjo) & SR 2R 4SS ol Fahe Sl APe
ehdicha 3t H(Dettman 5, 1987: Di Fabio$t
Badke, 1990: Goldie ¥, 1996b: Turnbull &,
1996). .

wEZ gxte] BAGE 24 H o (postural control)
o AZE SHL AL AL Aol HEF 84
o} 49 AL Eole ¥l YA g Fosid, N15E
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FHFoA FadtA aEjof & Mg Bl Hol
o} Hepu] gxle] vIH A AA Aojet AFEME
47| At o2 478 ol A5Hn AR
AEHZ e FAYHE /M dEAd diES
YXEE Edt o] FolA= =A X E HIH (Wong
5. 1999), d#E o] &3 = FH(Cheng 5.
2001: Engardt %, 1993: Geiger ¥, 2001
Hocherman %, 1984) 1elx % Ao &34 4
(task-specific training) (Dean %, 2000: Duncan %
1998: Visintin ¥, 1998) & € ¥ vl ol v
o G2 o7 71l wet v FsA ALE T 3l
= Aol

o] Eof FEte] v HHH A 7] Eo}
of Agsoled sMIdde] A FNE I BAE A
L2 F71eHEE AT FA 7N TYH 1 gl
o, 2 7FeA T AEA g $UT A7t R
33Ut SVEEAL AFe2RE 309 | A ul5 &
F+EFA ol FFFRAA L] BAA AT Al
A AZTE FHo2 S ¢ n AHEHAT o2
PR A g, AA/MA A FH, 43998, 4
Ay g, 218 R 2%, A8, agn 5
Zu] § ookt Ropol da] Aldsolem glon] 2
B9 7MEEA S Jlee BANYC HAEH oj23]
e, AFA, 2004). A2 B9 A9 G479
AFH 71& 227 D8 Aol Aol 7H3dA
o 213 Al FMFEA T FEALE 4 e DA
7HA] o233, T ¥ d ARY oA MEA Ve
Eo] BN ES 7% FIE AT B FA9 =72
A A4-E7] A#stltH{Cunningham¥ Krishack,
1999a). @A 7ML HES, 3N H&, B2
4, A&, Folg 2 Fof, ey, iy 73
3}F, 293 Foll, 2eln g2dolnd F tUdt
AL AN E BFHoR JFEYH Fopf Y= 2
B35 7ol tig B A7s 44d Axrt 73
H3 gle Folth(Broeren 5, 2004: Christiansen %,
1998: Grealy 5, 1999; Rizzo$} Buckwalter, 1997:
Rose &, 1999).

£ AFE HEF #A2] A Ao SHelA P
o] zte T FHES HEF BAEY AA A
Yo ML AT FA £Eo2 F 43 ol HES
A2 FF AR 28R TH A2 73 £ %
A 29 3 S oyt I viX= X & A7t

< s+

I. 72N

a7 ERL2 AA M AR - FA3F A
A g3e F3E £, EX, ML FA A -
F 53 AAA 2RAA AFEue AN FHFA
o F3E BAsta, AA, 7ML FA A - R 0193
9 732 A5k o i+

1. 97 7k

£ A7 EFE A sl 438 e o
=3 2

D 2 A, Ja3t /MR 22098 o8 &
d A A - Fo) A AR 7Y beEde Aozt
A& Role

2) 4 A, A /MIEL FR S A - ¥ B
AAA 38 AFEde Jol7t U& Aol

3) 4 A, A /ML FR FA A - F /1%
A 13 AgE Aol7t 3lE Aol

I o744

£ d7e PR g2 442 2 $AaE AR-
ARS AL A 7] 238k Al SSiTt

€ A7 49 doh] SRS des MIEAd
A9 dojr7zlg o] B T W29 A FolF
< A=Y F e /PR 22 aREE F3k A4
oA &4 BAES TR FA0] Aoy HEF A
o B A 233 A AAA 18 R 7153 2%
o mHE IS vlAE AE BHAHUH. ol Aslo
AN B 7180 FHohe HEFo2 AT 44
"o g2 548 tide s 20049 11€ 1954 11
4 309717 uAEE AR BAEE Ht FR 8
20059 14 1959 2¢ 28U7A AT dAdAS ol
2 438E AAsn

1. oiatA
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2 AFe HEFoE J% Holig Agg w3 o
odigtn 2gY A 7% JEL A3ld A
B8 91 e $AE F & Ad7A A 72 77
e 2499 FAEL e 715 FES s o
FolAle 71&9 ZA A 712 7H3EAY FH L A
Y3 /A4 FALT 718 BeXRE vm M
A FAL YA gL dxTos Bistn 4 A
of 1294 AR st 2 AFeA F3 gAY
22L& 3 23k

1) H&Foz A& HUrpurt €2 138 o4 AHF
T HEF SA2 ALY gle A

2) AlopA <3} AR 7Rl o] ie] glom, AR ZFAL
E79 4914 MVPT(motor free visual perception
test) 2 H71E& o v Fo 2 A1 ZTAIFFZ (visual
neglect syndrome)o] 13 AR Z FEo] FdHF
&g 7

3) & ¢} Azt FAATHA A o] Y= A

4) ER19] =3 glo] 30% o] A A7} 7Fedt A

5) A3A7t AA e W4 olsistn ©E £ 2
v 47 ApLH o2 FAde 7

2. 4Y

DAE =T

£ AT E /PIRES B8 £4E FAFdeR
AHEEl) S1Et] AAEA, AR, LeolnF, FY
Qlx, w014 AY Foz A FFNe} 7153 A
T2 71 829 7% P H3le] ngtEle] =A3
oz Av|de 7/MIRAY FAL FEE # 3
Interactive Rehabilitation and Exercise System
(IREX, JesterTek Inc., Canada)® °l€3ldcH (23
1, A). IREX®& o8} a9 93382 B3lodr 2 &
4571 AAE vt QA P2 Bl FAEE M
A4 A 2" (video-based virtual reality system)o]th
(Burdea, 2003: Cunningham¥® Krishack, 1999b:
Sveistrup, 2004: Weiss 5, 2004). o] A|2&le] 4
& AR A MR Fodste JPEEAE 4E
58 + UEE n9E 5T A2} o] A2y
2 847} gohliol & dole e 7MY B gEalok
g IAE 82} Yol FAdE AT BYUEC JeR
20 ZUE foA B2 g s E @ o] vt e

A7t tidAe] F4-& Fohllm 71de] A &
< 94E ZAN BAL 73S Fite] SOl E B
AAZ Edehe Ao Ui &9, AFHe 553
AZEOE B3l $A9] ARAE FAHM MY &
A At AARH7 BheAE AdAY &F
g2 ASE s Brt. o] FPL 7HIEA £9A o]
Folz & Alde] JPof tis] 3ol B3 A9 5
zte] Yoo B ASE F G ATt Fo] 7M3E
Az Qg 24 g0 AFEA 38T T+ U=
£ #Eo A2dL ezl ddRE vE o s
Aoz AHEHE F49 237 gvls s Xl ¢
F4E FAFZN ALY AAE Alleln, HMoz
AXE vl 2343 §xle] AA A o|vA & Y&}
£ 54 ool UE AAET ] M7 Aol o] 43,
WHog AT S0% AFE L ol FHoz 4
AANA verd ¢ JA SEeh 4D AFETE A 9
HAE AR5 & vk A AA 598 A
o] AL AAE X9 A2l RYE Wi ojd
29 =A27t W, oA, TEA 5 77 & 19
& Uehierte 53491 HASE ol &aA 248
"ot 234 A FAFEI B 7 AR 9 #Ao] ol
o d=7tE gA HE, grele] AX g P IE A
A 9] 2A2IZke] FA Al oA Alits i),

IREXE o]8j3t Weloz gxle] B8 53 Wao
2 AZstn BAsle] A3l 8xle) $3L P A
B F AEE =0l BaleA dag A{ M
d4 Zeaydn doling AFR=E oET. B
A AFE 7PFEA 2P A @ #AdgA
AANAR & 715702 FE 5 U= Fv a2 BT
EEZ2 a0t dAAES AES] A7} wddE
7P B4 Hlx, AR E o] 83k oo B
AE FAY, & Boz /M4 kg gHsIx &,
@3] JHdel WAk (virtual teacher) st w8 X% gl
t}. o]d A 2RlE FEle] Az AMlo] Ao 4%
7 X589 EX FP}EF JAT /MY 223
< A38 & 4 don, Y Yo IS FFA
2 F AEE Tz it gAE B8 AL
W3 AFd £ 4 3o} didAs AHlol £3ole §
g Falad 2399 =Z7], AFGH, 4% 59 I
FAF 22 S 22 a3 Mol AXA HR &
&5 Bat] AFEE 4tk
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7MY Fa =20y

IREX® ¢ 209 7149} 7M3874 €& A 3e 5 2zt
9 g74e ¥y A4S Za Yo 2 ¥Hse M
EAEY TR SE8 WEE Aojsin A7 84
e Fishe g 25 8 E A4  A=S
dEct. & 7 "ol HEF 849 vdiFFHoln
HlEEA AR Alole] BAIE FMEddleke FA
F&E 0|83 FHAJ}EE ugHUT). web B A7
o 284 7HEA =20y HEF A Jeht
€ 532 AAA Alojel EAE s 23ly] fsted Azt
A Aol & 873k FASol £FE 7R FPEA
Z2aPE udEE AR Adsed. o ==
IREL UET 22 AA 54& /A1 i

1) 7P38 AN A =84 AF A=]71A D o
3 ThgRt Yo ® AFol T2 878 A

2) 3A £PA 712 daf TEAA, F58A, o
QAR 233 A S 878k A

3) ZA el o A AH T A4A A=
43 P& 34A 24N L AF e AR

4) 827t A& FPche © oA vEHer 3
o3ta 0 =2 4 Sl A

(1) 29 &71/H87] =Y (step up/down
program)

o] 22L& TUEE F3lod 73 mA} degst
€ 532 g2t galsieS a9d /MY Te2ay
€ ¥ shuolrh IREX 7384 32 o8] 7kA1g Al
Eelold Z2aPL AT v 2 3 27 L7/
27] TP Aol A AAIRE AuAFE S T3l
A7} A gdA G2 ER9) AH-E fAE el

& &£ 3A9] JP#d, FETd, $E58He 233
AR B2E B3] HAZ 251E Ao & 4 e FY
z2aoln.

25 g7i/Mel7] Z2aPdA AR didale %
1 oAl 2 Heln Eulg M AAE FAEEE §
o}, 28l Y¥] 60x40cm, ¥°] 8cme] W2 Al L
£ ¥ 10cmE e A £l gxle 2UES 713
PALZE APt B3] Lo A 7bs g Ak A
1S A8t ESYE 3 4d} 3 AHA 2o Bg
of % A2 U o B o ¥ % A= GEHH
U ZEFo] 7150 ¢ & w7lx] AxFH o] &4

%

x
—
=
=
9

v

AEE FAYC LA P deoz Yz e I
7t #8280 AA 9] dolx& 7Hde] A B Y2 &
rhx vl e SFs S224 Ao 3l o] X
E23Y0M & A2 298 SEn vee Bl &
€ e 7H3e mALE Bdlo ehlislolAn, ke
ANZAAQA hflol] metA F2E £ 5 o, AF
2 FEE 43R YA B¢ AFAA =94
ol AF€ER(a¥ 1, B).

(2) 2929 =2 33 (snowboarding program)

o] Z2OWPL FL& A A& HAlR 2x9HEE
B Wi7ke RS A3 AY3) A 8% 220y
oje}. o] Ade] EFL M) TR SR TN
2] FFo] FHES HHA 753 B 4] A=y
£ BHdke A& 843

B2 AR U BUEHE Bu F T o7 Yol
2 33 e Zulz A 7] AAE AP 55
H3 < B3l #A2 A7 AFH A 1 FA} A9
2ol 442 Aso] o] #Adsle 2713 &2
Zo] el HlREo Nole AXNY d2dn Z2
o] AR dibe Dot FAEES HEin A
ZgE FHY £2EE el MR AN AN
FAE FL2 o) B3l A g Bl F- B 24 Y
4 31en] A thdzte] FAYAE o] & FAISA et
g dolxe 22X Y ee £59 A g Ase
2R EY JF3F ez 5T A xde] Agrt e Al
ZH4Q =99l oz AgdtH(ad 1, C).

(3) 2eivl7 2% (sharkbait program)

o] Z2 YL o], AP A], 28ln dE FHY
A ER B0l Y AL uit} £2 fYshe 27 o
o4& ke 8L A ¥ 7MEgAIT of AY
9] 43 FYL AN L Hal7e 73] 3 87
d 283k 9EE 7% Bol §Saule Aot} ¢
oF §Ar} Aol @A =W Zole uiz #RE A
7F oAl et wef $ixlrt A7 g gols) e
B B B £38 e A7) Ho £3Y F ¢
A Bt FAle] dojxe 7MY &dshe dolgt
A7 9 $FHEY 4, duge] By Je2
ZA8a1, dols Wele 1944 10eHA7A] & &o]
7Fs3, 3o dig ZE"d 3R] Yehte 3
4 A2 AZdcay 1, D) 3 AR 53
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Beop Megzwrempsy

Fhasy §2 Sewgd peyide 1he step

a8 1. IREX program for VR training. A. IREX system, B. step up/down program, C.
snowbording program, D. sharkbait program.

3) A= &3

1) 28 A= 24

(© Balance Performance Monitor(BPM)

el &5 @A Y BAE 94 A=s
337 939 BPM(Dataprint software 5.3, SMS
Healthcare Inc., UK) % ©] £33t}

BPME vt A1t @ A7 f=w g AFshes &3
43 YL 2] 98 =72 %8 Aladle
2 AR5 o159 FHE Fer. o 2FE AFH
318 5o MAAE el A2 A3E ol A
FAF7] AT =g FR 2 FYE . F E ]
YE BBe %o Fed F /le Wz A4S0
UL 2 AR Yol &) Bofo] TejA glen 1 §)d
o] whakat F2lo] s Mo HAls ol FEg g 9
g § 4 A=E AFHAcH BPME AAF4e] ¥
% T8z, AR, F8&%, 54F7] 55 AFHY
¥ 333 A3 B3N A3 A FE Fol YAl
MNE 788 Ag FTETH PIIETEA Bl AMEH &
3 UtH(Sackley$t Baguley, 1993).

E A7 e HEF 89 A4 #39& 3 A
AA oEE 53 AAA FHoz o] 235940

B AAA TP 21%9(2000)9) AFolM} St
Al BPM9| iz 3] glo] Wyt o 49149 =
LA AW 1m Y $F9] wx0l9] & 15 ¢ AAd
28 A7 3eme] Al NS a3 A2 AUt
Al 3023 Asle AAE SR8k B oS 31X
#|Z3518 (weight bearing in paretic side), T84
(sway area), F872)(sway path) 22|l HT8%
%(maximal sway velocity)E Z33ct. 8 Az
A FEE FAEE0999)9] A7 TAH ez F
A QA S} TEG AN AF st A AA71A
wel W3 glo] 71sd P BANM dojvte T2E
A3l HEDHGM Y FHANE o] &3 Fxpr} £
AA 71 HAP 22 3024 A - F L .02 F
de] A9 AF 0|5 FAHS W HT AFEuE
(3 HF #%: dynamic mean balance), AF <A
4 SAE WYgste AF FS87ZH(anteroposterior
angle) 22|32 ¢ AR FAE wgse 5 8
ZHmediolateral angle)$ &4 3t

@ Berg 73 3%
ool U 7153 P9 A=F 2] Ao
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HEF FAE AT TI9 =2 A x99 g}
213 ¥ Berg 8 X E o839t (Berg 5, 1989,
1992: Botner &, 2005: Wee &, 2003).

Berg #% A% 14719 3Eo 2 FAH %71, A
7], AR 37 g9z A Y 4 Utk AL 0
oM H1 44E Aestn 14 FE AP 2L
563 olt}. 8] FE-L ozl Fidolol iR %3 )
& AR 71, A7) gReze A g3 A, §
5 21 FA g2 M), F e Boln A ¥n
X371, & 2 A7, 9% e EFRC R FHEoly
7], vt Qe B1E Jo] £7], L Yol G2
£ YAE T3 A7, AAAGN dog TS ol )
°7], st gEo 2= gk AANA Do), A
ZAA 71, iAol ARZ o) Fdlr], AR oA
360° 2Msl7], 9BE wolel ¥ fo & wdE
¥712 T4 itk HA §ES 3P dede ¢
15%0] 428830t} o] 2FETE 2A W A=
QA T A=t 242 r=0.99, r=0.9824 #¥g
Hrlehe o 2 Az WH g9eE s gig
(Berg 5, 1989: Bogle Thorbahn¥} Newton, 1996).

3. lEER

Al gA APt A7 229 39 A7 2
A g Ao Ui o] 2AQ wiE AES NPT
F AT e 7MY FH S A9 siin, B2dT
A 192 BPM# Berg 738 %o g ABE 243}
Al Ben, 192 GAITRite, MMAS, 10m 23 A
Abel] e FEE SHNEE , YA 192 8}
o] 54 718 sta @33 Rad] A ABE +P3
o Fe=s st 23T By dg JEE &
The RE ATAEL /MEA FRER gz2eEs ¢ 5
A=Z st B A7 sl E olF diada A
elAle 79 53 2 Ay di M55 34
A Bl F BE gl A U7 SR Agat
At

dA FALT U2 BFE gdes s &
ol B A8 FASHTE. B AAA FH
# 2FHAU A8E 471 A3k BPME ol &4 3
& AAA T8E TH A 2L 236 34
Az F3-L 827t BPMe £ 71988 w4 30%
¢ AR M B AA T4 58 YL =

Al FA 8 Mgle A e v & AT
(weight bearing in paretic side), ELHH (sway
area), 242 (sway path), %245 (maximal
sway velocity) & 43l vlwatgda, B4 AAA &
L 8} fold oz JgAss AHER] g e
Aguh-g AL GEA A WM 302 B¢ AR F
2 27} Hetah A4S A 24Y U=
£ 3lo 2 97 7% (dynamic mean balance), A¥
% 8 7t (anteroposterior angle), &% ¥187
(mediolateral angle)< £33, 89 7154 §
Bede] FH L Berg 3 HEE |43l 2F35Y
o} FdFoz Aud 12944 7129 % F4E
X0z gl BeXB(F 33, 13] 4084) #7134
o2 IREXE °] 4§37 7ML EEL 4300 AA(F
43, 13| 30%, 7t =239 7 108¥4) F g3t 7}
A4 FE Z2 0] ks 45 Fo 7Y B
AAE APAT TYslA AAEI ol F3lo] de A
d F SEUEST AYAY SHUETD vz st ol
ZTHE v walglch. 7 FAL 3k 334 A3 Ao
Ba%E o183}t

IREX7} Algshe 7H3a4d 229 83 FA)
'IE Lol g3l SPSS/Window(version 12.0)
£ o] &al BAH At /MIEA FQo) HEF @
e} 9 ol ujX= Gl A EA3] sl
B AT A 34, §4 183 7% 1% 53
AFES ol FHTFH tiz2F 7 JgoA 74Ed
Fd Azt 3o FY FYd oA el vlmaly
2, % Ao 78 8 HEEd) A} JEAE F
3t AP d2T Aol vlw FAIU. & A
o PEd FE A - F Y aE fsldM BPME &
g A A el 4 AAM A9 AFRuie 9%
e g HAAF FES 7158 F39 Berg 78 3:
AorE deHE ¢ 4R & B3l vlm BN, F4
=3 dzFe] T8 £ H4Sd o A4 24
A-F YFAvaEe EPIE t A3 L B EAM8)
. AL fo £E& AFH] I FdrEe
059 012 A3,
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V. vz
1. 9T CHaiAtel SY

D) 97 e QA 54

AT 3 64, 47 6oz 2R 129U
o, B o} 52,454, AF 59.50kg, 71 162.00cm
ojdt}. HMEF 9UL HEHE 89, HBY 49|%x,

v EE $5 79, FF S9olen, WWolF {3
71zke B 25917090l 2L L dA 79, o
7 5oz RS 129012, R vo] 51.754,
F 62.2bkg, 7] 165.08cmeiAtt. ¥ EF WAL A%
¥ 5%, ¥734 79U, vhHIEL 9% 59, A5 7
golglen, Wyl {48 7|k M 24.25/H€ I
THE 1).

¥ 1. Baseline characteristics of subjects in virtual reality(VR) groups and the control groups

VR group Control group
(n=12) (n=12)
Age (yn)* 52.42+10.09 51.75£7.09
Genger
“Male 6 7
Female 6 5
Body weight (kg)* 59.50+7.50 62.25+7.30
Body height (cm)* 162.00+7.83 165.08+9.89
Type of stroke
Hemorrhage 8 5
Infarction 4 7
Paretic side
Right 7 5
Left 5 7
Time from onset (mo)* 25.91+9.96 24.25+8.87

* values given as mean = standard deviation (SD)

Fob

#o| =HES #xtel Tl of

b

2. 7HatEA
1= s

rnro

ol

D7/ FA A - FRAF{ TP s v

BPM9] 5% 719§ 23] 302 B¢ 34 ARMA
T3E fAsD g o, 7MY EHET 2T
o 7P E8 A - F FF 7Y wiseE] BIUs
H @ e o ZRHE 2).

FAFA o) & AF W FH318 (weight bearing
in paretic side)& F8 A 45.00%, ¥4 ¥ 48.56%
2 BAgH oz {9 Aol At (p).05). 8%
A (sway area)< ¥4 A 479.08mm2, ¥¥ %
291.58mm22.2 FAEHoR @ Aolrt YR}
(p€.05)(2q 2). 3847 (sway path)e F& A

398.25mm, ¥ ¥ 231.08mm= FAH g {9
& Aol7t UAF (p{.05)(2F 3). HFLLEE
(maximal sway velocity) 8 A 55.50mm/s, ¥
H F 31.42mm/sE BATHLE {43 o)t YA
THp<.05) (LR 4).

HWZTAA & AFREL T8 A 4747%, &
H F 48.66%=2 FATHZ {7 Aol AT
(p>.05). Eamxe 4 A 298.33mm2, ¥4 ¥
353.33mm22 2 EAH o2 7 Aol At
(p>.05). E8AZE ¥4 A 377.6Tmm, ¥H ¥
321.00mmZ EATAH 2 F9% ol AT
(p).05). AlEe&EE ¥4 A 67.50mm/s, TA ¥
55.00mm/s2 EARAR 498 ol YA}
(p>.05).
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¥ 2. The comparison of static balance parameters between pretest and post-test for VR group

and the control group

VR group Control group
Parameters Pre/Post t p Pre/Post t p
Welght l')ea?'mg 45.00110.58 -1.310 0.218 47 471425 1319 0.216
in paretic side (%) 48.56+2.56 48.66+4.08
Sway area (mm2)  479.08+336.31 298.33+177.80
2.884 0.015 -0.869 0.403
291.58+218.75 353.33+£277.53
Sway path (mm) 398.25+186.40 377.67+247.13
2.2 .043 . 137
231.08+107.73 85 00 321.00+142.33 1.603 0.13
Maximal sway 55.50+40.36 67.50+54.86
2.324 0.040 0.991 0.343
velocity (mm/s) 31.42+35.28 55.00+44.17

Pre: pretest, Post: post-test, mean -1 standard deviation.

)R P A A JA FE A - F
Bz} vl
AT U2 A 4 Wpd U@ FE A
F B} vl ae o2 2RHE 3).
& AFreEe FATOIN 35500, thzo)
A 1.192 BAH o2 falF Fole AR (p).05).

FARAL FAFAM -187.5003, hZ A
55.0022 A o2 FoAg Aol fIATHp).05).
F8AE FAFNAM 16717013, AZZIA -
56.672 SAHo2 937 Aole UATHp).05).
AT 8EEE FETN 24,0801, R2FAA -
12.502 A4 02 Gold Aol UTH(p).05).

¥ 3. The comparison of mean changes for static balance parameters between VR group and

the control group for mean difference

VR group Control group df t P
Weight bearing 3.55+9.43 1.19+3.14 22 0825 0418
in paretic side
Sway area -187.501+345.28 55.00+416.33 22 -1.751 0.440
Sway path -167.17+13943  -56.67+248.46 22 0300  0.767
Maximal 2408+21.00  -12.50+43.69 22 0133 0911

sway velocity

e
Fost

Sway area {mm¥)

Controt group

VR group

a8 2. Sway area of VR group and the
control group. Bar graphs are group mean
and standard deviation(£). Pre: pretest,
Post: post-test, *: p{.05.

e
Post

Sway path (mm)
N Ca -3
=3
=3

Conlrol group

a3 3. Sway path of VR group and the
controf group
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Control group

a8 4. Maximal sway velocity of VR group and the control group

FMEL FEA - F FH Y s vl

BPM9] Fi 719§ @ado AA 8zt g ASE
AHgER] G 30% Bt YR A - F # -+ 4
goz AAFH ol5S 3%E o BPMe o8] 53
B3 AAA TEgelA, /MR FALT dixZedAY
7P FE oA - F 34 38 ¥S5Ey g vag
Ade gad R 4).

FA87AM 54 P 73 (dynamic mean balance)
< wH| 2o ¥ A 40.90%, ¥4 ¥ 45.48%= ¥
AgH oz foF atolst UNR(pC.01)(2d 5). A
$8Z(anterior angle)2 ¥4 A 3.80°, ¥& ¥
5.05°2 BAgAH 2 g Aoj7t AATHpS.01) (2
¥ 6). 3 ¥22(posterior angle) 8 ¥ 125, &
A F1.98°2 FAFHE /G o7t ATt
(p€.01)(2¥ 6). ¥ F8Z(anteroposterior angle)
€ A A 505, F4 37032 AR fo
F Aoj7t AAF(p<.01) (¥ 6). #H & 527
(paretic angle)2 ¥3 A 198, ¥38 £ 438=2 %
AgH oz {og zo]7} AQHpC.01) (2] 7). vint

H|Z 28 ZH(nonparetic angle)& &8 A 424, ¥d
F 541°2 SAACR fAF Aolst UATH
(poD(E 7). % F87Z(mediolateral angle)&
Fd8 A 622, FH X 9792 BAgH R foFt
o7} AKRATHPL.O(ZHE 7).

dExFA B4 JiE 782 F4 A 43.35%, ¥4
F 43.94%2 FAEHo2 FF oy AT
(p).05). A B8zte §H W 378, ¥4 F+3.92°=
FARAo2 Rl dlols ANTHp).05). ¥ F8Z
< ¥FU A 149, T ¥ 1552 BAgH02 #9
g Aole gtHp).05). BF T84 FA A 52T,
FE F 5472 BAFHE foAF Aole AT
(p).05). vhu|& Fazte & A 3.02°, ¥4 %
344’2 ARAE Rol g Aol7l JAATHp(.05) (2
@ 7). vl gazte FW W 455, $H 3498
2 BAGH R folgt Aol gIATH(p).05). Y F
87te £33 A 757 FY ¥ 8422 FAgAce
o1 8 Aol YATHP).05). '

¥ 4. The comparison of dynamic balance parameters between pretest and post-test for VR

group and the control group

VR group Control group
Parameters Pre/Post t P Pre/Post t p
s G asapszee ST 008 oS oS 06
e S0A8 o S ow om
eme . loseors 08 0002 (T 0am 06w
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AP angle 5.05+1.24

-3.833
(degree) 7.03+1.83
Pareti ! 1.98+1.
aretic angle 06 7,094
(degree) 4.38+0.82
N ti il 4.24+0.82
onparetic angle 5 169
(degree) 541+0.60
ML i! 22+1.
angle 6 42 7598
(degree) 9.79+1.34

5.27+1.45

. -2.082  0.061
0.003 547+1.36
: 3.02+0.82
0.000 -2.927  0.014
3.44+0.80
0.000 4.550.95 -2.070  0.063
' 4.98+0.68 ' '
0.000 757174 -0.306  0.765
' 8.42+2.25 ' '

AP: anteroposterior, ML: mediolateral

DR TR AT N AT FAL - ¥ 3
A} v

Fd2H dz2ce] ¥4 4% ded WY ¥ A
F gz} vae oa ZAcHE 5).

T4 g 99 FATAA 458013, hETA
0.50% FAFH=2 {AF o]z} UATH(.05) (22
¥ 5). A e FATNN 1.25013, dzFIA
0.142 FARH 2 {oF Aol7} AATHpC.01) (2L
3 6). ¥ ¥87te FATNA 0.740|1, tzFolA
0.062 FAFHoE RofF Aozt AAH(p(.01)(2

¥ 6). 3% 872 FHULAA 1,980, hRFlA
0.202 BAgHR Fo7 Aozt UAHP(.01) (2
d 6). & Faze FATNA 24001, AEF
A 0432 FAgH o= F9% o7 AU
(.01 (TR 7). vnlH] & B84 FHTAA 1.179]
1, BRI 0432 FATHLZE {OlF Aol7t
AHp .05) (2 7). FF 5872 F-ATA] 3.579]
i, hEToAM 0.852 SATH 2 {97 Jol7t
AcHpd O (2™ 7).

® 5. The comparison of mean changes for dynamic balance parameters between VR group

and the control group for mean difference

VR group Control group daf t p

Dynamic mean 4.58+4.28 0.59+4.06 22 2.345 0.028
balance

Anterior angle 1.25+0.57 0.14+0.88 22 3.686 0.001
Posterior angle 0.74+0.62 0.06+0.41 22 3.143 0.005
AP angle 1.98+1.20 0.20+1.00 22 1.593 0.002
Paretic angle 2.40+0.97 0.43+0.50 22 4.962 0.000
Nonparetic angle 1.17+0.78 0.43+0.73 22 2.391 0.026
ML angle 3.57+1.40 0.85+2.88 22 3.046 0.008

5)7M3EA FE A - F 54 7Y e

Berg #% 3ATE o] &3 /MIEY TS =T
oMo FE A F 754 7Y 8 AAS vag 2
e 83 2% 6).

Fd PN Berg 78 Ax Aee ¥4 A 44429,

Fd £ 5118322 BAFgALZ {7 Aol7} U
H(p<.01)(2¥ 8).

274 Berg 78 A= Ao 4 A 46.674,
Fd ¥ 48.25%0 02 BATHCR Fo7 Zolr} A
Hp{.01) (2 8).
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¥ 6. The comparison of Berg Balance Scale(BBS) between pretest and post-test for VR group

and the control group

VR group - Control group
Parameters Pre/Post t p Pre/Post t P
4442+ 5.99 46.67x=3.75
BBS -6.502 0.000 -4.710 0.001
51.18+4.02 48.25+4.22

6) 7153 39 Asd g ABR A A -
B} v
832 dF29] Berg #8 AT o] 83 7153

T8 T dg Ed A - F FFA) e adAs
TAA 6.750]|x, dixTolA 1.582 FAdH= f
o} g 2kl 7+ AR (p  O1I(E T (2™ 8).

¥ 7. The comparison of mean change for BBS between VR group and the control group for

mean difference

VR group Control group df t P
BBS 6.75+3.60 1.58+1.16 22 4735 0.000

&
S Pra
§ 45 @ e
: o5t
]
g 42
e
&
g. 28
Ea
38
VR group Control group

&l 5. Dynamic mean balance of VR group
and the control group. *: p{.05, **: p{.01.

*

W e
Fost

o @ om B R

&
¥

Mediofatersl anghs (degroe)

YR group Contrad grovp

1% 7. Mediolateral angle of VR group and
the control group. Par: paretic angle, NP:
nonparetic angle, ML: mediolateral angle.
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Anteropadierior angle {degrea)
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W o

1% 6. Anteroposterior angle of VR group and
the control group. Bar graphs are group mean
and standard deviation(£). Pre: pretest, Post:
post-test. A: anterior angle, P: posterior angle,
AP: anteroposterior angle.

Bery Balance Scale

R group:

Control group

1% 8. Berg Balance Scale of VR group and
the control group



V.o #

HEF @A A Aoj9 FAE ddste AL 2
A Al 2A HEF A 75 PEE A% F23
EH7} Elo] ston], Bl 7 Rolof QlojME fEH S
2 A7A2A ¥ (neurofacilitation model)& TAZ
ke X BAM 9% =4AQ X8, WS o] &3
A&, A2E 28& IAZ sl 54 A ¥5E &
d 59 oz HEF At 7L AFYsH] 9%
oFE FA Y Eol Alxso g},

<ol o] 7MEEA FoE 7 BAEY A%
ELZ §7] A% A8 FAY =72 1457 AF
At 7MEA L B8 AR A e 2ANYE
o vlg] FoiA o2 4 §HA ol EANH ] LolA,
A dolze] dAA AE 5 o W Fd A
F, AAFA) A ASstn AP A=l A7,
AHAE BN 27t e 713 AF, AR T
#7274 59 3¢ #eHJack 5, 2001: Rizzosh
Buckwalter, 1997: Rose %, 1999: Schultheis %,
2001, 2002). :

2 47 /MEAE ol 88 HEF 849 A A
ol ¥AXNZ BHog IREX/} Al@shs 7MEA =
Z2aYE o] 43y} IREXE 200] 7k 9 thekg 714
Y FE Z2aP8 AFslerl, 2 3 HEF ¥
o] ZA Aoje] AAE 9% T BHoz B Ao
A AR EP S File] Mg ZeaPe ¢ e27)/
W2 7] (step up/down), 2398 (snowbording), 4
o717l (sharkbait) Z2 eIt} 2% 227/0¥]
71 Z2a9& 7Mde] FANvirtual teacher)7t 583t
€ 28 $4E g Alg §2E U E il
Hlwdie] 33 FA Waoz T2 oy Ak FA
A1z} o1& =99 Ale] (feedback control)7} 8.7
B, 2%2895 Jojuly] T2 WL FAE 4337
A8t o)A o2 B4 A WA AN E A
ol 3AY B EE B3] 5ie] weHo ALY o E
A Aol g A7 nl2YY Ao (feedforward control)
7t a7 B 7o JMAN Z2aWe &5 Ao
O|BE F HAl9 EHE HFs] st A 2zt Al
258 9] 33282 Bl AREE Ak By
22 o]FolxlE A|£F] o] E(system theory)ol x|kt
€ 5% A4 FHE $E AP g3 T3y
ojlt}, ¥E3}F 0|82 ZHM T TP oA &

5580 tid 23} 24 (knowledge of result)e] Al
3, 344 77 HYYd g B3 FA e ABHe
A A 59U (immediate feedback) )3} 2 X2
B9 Axtel 3 3 FHI} nA S A 54 2
#e] wolg g I ATHe BF WY
(summary feedback) ¥2lel BAldl AZH= 58
& ozt & 4= ok

€ A7E HEF 89 ARA AoE AN 9
3] fo AF 53 Aol FE MR e

< 0|8 4F(FZ 48], 3T 30R)9) A3HA &
ol T HEF Bl B4 787 54 dY € 7%
A @l v 9ol Fa) Lolrsgict HFEA F
H4A-F 7Y £9& vwsly] 95l BPME o] 83}
of Al XS] HFEu S A 58 L &
3L, Berg Y ALE o| 8319 7153 78 43¢
23384t

A2 AAA 73L& BPMY) ER9A of we) 713 4
AR el 2 HAEA Me A A 30% ¢t uy)
& A9 AR AN F4A9) T2 F4L UM
F€ T8, 5o, %8 £58 Tl vim
33t BPMS A# ARA ol 73y FdE
o B A gYelA oS SA ) AF e &
d A 45%04 £8 ¥ 48.56% 2 FAHAXNT EA
o2 fodt alol & Uehiz] skt EAZNM B
894 (sway- area)2 ¥ A 479.08mm2, ¥ ¥
291.58mm22 187.50mm2 #4d%5, F8A%
(sway path)t ¥d A 398.25mm, ¥4 %
231.08mmE 167.17mm Z4s¥ 1, dE8&E
(maximal sway velocity)e &3 A 5550mm/s, &
d ¥ 31.42mm/s2 24.08mm/s Freljt ZFarl e
v, diz23e] g@a} vlaede fog 2ol ey
A skt

Horak $(1997)& 33 A=RAAM 9] 4L &
8ol B AR QL) AFFoh} Yol A%
I A ARBATE dE R ol van ge
3 AFIe ARl Ao SYe}. o= 3 A
Aol 2 F 89 ZHast Aol FHAIe] 3L wheg
e 84+ oheta 3. Carrst Shepherd
(1998)& 4% H&d galdAA Bidsle AAELe]
Fae T8 Y0 Frhe AL NSk o] ol
N &4 olF dojFol U Bezls BT 7Y
H&37] A% w0 vehhe Aatoln), A7 Mzl

- 363 -



RN AL Hele AMTLE Hole HEF B8R

£ 23]3) Al oA 4A dod £ 3le &

Bo| rix sk, & d7oA 7H3Ed & FARol
A BA AAA 78 b4 599H, F8A8, HuF
5% gloA fol@ #AE YERIAA Y d2EH
o] vlmof| A F2J % Aeo)7l YAEH, ole FHA A
F89 A& 873k 7MIEA FA9] BA FAo) B
A HAzHE FAB) Q8] a7Ee AAFLY A
T e BAY §4& AYx U7 BEelga 7t
213

A MM g¥-e BPMS dtolM A MM &
B $YT AN JERSFE AR g TEA
g o] 43 3023 FofHog HAY £ HF
S AF 2 FH$2 Y o|FAHS U SA HA T
3 g eF7] azln A% € 299 58742 5
A AAE A

£ 43 29 MEA FdAe 54 9T 79
(dynamic mean balance)& uhd]Ze4 A A
40.90%914 FH F 4548% % 4.58% Z7F5 e
A viae} A vimolr SAgH o2 {2}
o]& Yehligit}. Nashner(1990)& A4 A9 494
g H A ARG A - F M4 e 1270 F
£ <3 e 1672 S =3 ded, HEA
(1996)-& 20tk A<o] B4 FAAA 493 Fire @
A 714AA A AF A fdAE 11.72°19, 3¢
A Al 15.10° k2 skt AT E(1999)L
% AE AF HFAY FAE 53671, H%

A e 7.92° 2 33U vig) & FaE BAG

2 A} £ AFoN FATLMY FA A A% A
4 A= 5.05 o1, FHF A FAE 6.22°0|A
on, gz FA A A% IFY A 5.27
oj, FH§ A FAE 7572 FFE(1999)9]
A7 AR Z3E e PR FHE TN
JHEEY T F AF AN A= 7032 FEA
%} vjws} 1.98° 7189w, - A fA= 8.42°
2 %4 A7 vxs) 357 SUteed, de vla
o JGN v e BATH SR {ofF /M VEMI
t}h o]de] A= JPIEA S 7 AM o] HEF
kel B4 Az 73 Aol 2A 9v] gl IS
7R e A7E A A FAD.

T8 Y& Ykl 98ty 7153 443485
£ 83l S0l Berg ¥ ATv 27 =9 EE

ZFd Foliz} Je FAES o2 3RlE] ALEEH
o] gto vk (Berg &, 1989), AT & ATl 28

£F $AY 7193 28 79 YL B {4
=324 9] AMHe 23 v (Botner &, 2005
Geiger &, 2001: Walker &, 2000; Wee %, 2003).
Berg 78 Axv +EFY Alagg ol &sld 48
A BAXR et 4G 0] ke &
Hol sVl AT, 41 v fo] Ex gon HAE 7)
% ddke 715 ¥l Ui M) shssite B
ol At

& AT A7 Berg 8 A=x A5 /HEY R
oM 8 A 444274, F4 F 51.183 22 9+t 6.75
ol Z71 Aoz ey, d2Fe ¥4 A 46.67
A, ¥4 ¥ 48.254 02 Y 1.58%0| F7e A
Uebton], 5 g 25 oA BAIgH o2 Fo3 F7)
& veniglon, ¥ Jazte} F7#3) v ez S48
Aoz {3 Aol & vehiigict. whebA sPgEA F4
< X &F 829 Berg 8 AxolA Avisle S
7t LE Rog A=Y,

V.2 &

2 A7E ¥4 2 H2YES QY HEFos I
Wn oodgtm ey AgelstdA Y T o
S0z 7% 38e 2Ao2 s BYARE a3
8RS 3 2 A7 Yazde 335k Hoh o
22 97} 249 L o2 JHHEA TATY YR
2 27} 1294 RA A F Qe Urn, $d
ZAA MRS T2 1YL 7Y [REXE o] 43
o M Aolst BAY I 4R T2aYe
47700 ZA TANZ 7PN T A% A A
A, $4 QA4 281 7)15H #9522 v BY
@ 23 0w ge Ae g A

1 7M3dd 2203 FA7e AF 8 AN
EAIg A o2 fol@ Aol & YERIIAIT(pC.05), ti&
Z3e] B@a vadde /4T Aot G
(p>.05).

2. 738 T2 oy FiFe BF 8 AN
EATH o fo@ lo] & YERNUAITHpC.05), T
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Ze FFA v @AM E FF AAolzt AN
(p>.05).

3. 7MY =2 e FAFY g 58 £EA
EAgA o8 ot Aol & JERHIATH(p(.05), =
3o FFA vzdME F& Aolrl AR
(p).05).

4. 71384 e ade AT $3 BFE TN
EAGAH o= Fof3 Aol & YeRAon(p(.05), =
=39 PFa vHlmdME {7 Aolzt JAAT
(p<.05).

5 7138 20 FEEY A, 3 A% 34
A NN FATH0R {27 AojE VeEhlieH
(p€.05), tizTa}e] FFA HRAME BF F2 3
o]7} AATHp<.05).

6. 7334 2oy e FALY F, & F A
AN BAGALZ FoF AolE YERA ST
(p€.05), tiZTT}e] HoA HadME 25 Fol& 2
°o]7F AR THp<.05).

7. 734 Zgage FALY g&F EF Berg
28 HudA EAHoz {3 olE Yehlide
o (p(.05), Azt Fa A vim T Fol g Aol7t 9
AtH(p<.05).

ey, 7P3EA 2oL B HEF 8AY F
2 AR 7383 7158 28 $HE NI E TR
724 237t e A2 & HUH.
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2te] B3 AN FF viXe g HztE o
T thehel MALES A=, 2000.

vgu|e AEA - MR =29 AFH -
Y &S 8AY 3A 7% BB vH e 9.
x5 ak3A], 16(4), 687-698, 2004.
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