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Abstract
A Research Study of the Effects and Strategies in Somatosensory

Stimulation Training for Stroke Patients

Yoo, In—gyu’, Ph. D., O.T., Park, Ji-Hyuk™, Ph.D., O.T.
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Alternative Medicine, Jeonju University

"Dept. of Occupational Therapy, College of Health Sciences, Yonsei University

The purpose of the research study is to confirm in effectiveness of somatosensory stimulation
and to propose ideal training strategy for functional recovery of stroke patients, Through the
previous literatures, our study investigated to the advantages and disadvantages in electrical
somatosensory stimulation for stroke patients, Also, our study suggested to applicable strat—
egies and confirmed to growth direction about new somatosensory stimulation therapy for func—
tional recovery in stroke patients,

Result of research study, although many study demonstrated to the effectiveness about soma—
tosensory stimulation therapy for stroke patients, many therapists have experienced many dif—
ficulties in somatosensory stimulation application for stroke patients in rehabilitation
environments, Thus, few have the therapeutic tools for somatosensory or specific sensory input,
However, apparently the previous literatures showed that effectiveness of somatosensory stim-—
ulation on functional recovery of patients with brain damage. In conclusion, we can be con—
firmed that an ideal somatosensory stimulation program is very effective in promoting recovery
and the integrity of the somatosensory pathway of stroke patients, Furthermore, we anticipate
that using the customized mechanical interface provides to positive effects in rehabilitation of

patients with brain damage,
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