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B U5} tHSuchan & Karnath, 2011), o]&3t
TRAE Qe HEF BA1) 30% HEE uh
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WTHRengachary, He, Shulman & Corbetta, 2011),
T2 A A2 Eole] BA} ohlet 92
M o2 QI8 el P B AN
22191 H|TjAS Ho|+= A2 &(Chica, Bartolomeo
& Valero—Cabre, 2011), ZFZ¥A= ¢l2lof| djjgt &4
b ot W w Zeld o 32 AT
& WA= sl 148HA] Zrah, W S
sto] B Wit 29] -5 APy} gl ofHeE
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Hildebrandt, Reinhart & Ziegler,
2012), wehA HE FIHEARE W R & 37t
it 24 E= Aol iRk Q14 ZAI= Qlsf o
A} ]| A)Zksh H;g

Marquardt,

F
_{

=
210 Gl 242 QA 2

Ao} Bzoz 2 3| Ei WA 2] A}
WA ek, ot WS A= A =t
e & o dom E7Ike o
ZAZIcK(Barer, 1990; Kerkhoff et al,, 2012;

Bernspang, Asplund, Eriksson & Fugl—Meyer,

1987).
2 g Zé FHAe) ek At 2t

2 BTl 93 % 02

= FFAE 8ol wet o] £39] HE
AlZ7F UER 4= Qlek(Vallar, 1998). of® $HA=
AlA9] g He FAIRF=A A4S
S1A] o] e AR AAA, 2] A
&2 AAIFHRSIOIA Al S4Fo] WERHA] 9
P9k B B2 FURAVL A vhe Q143
X SR FA0R LA BHE EAleA 2 &
3 31 SR SO e 5 62
ARSI 7] et $5E TR 4 o
(Ting, Pollock, Dutton, Doubal, Ting, Thompson
& Dhillon, 2011),
HE AR B2 BAL 71RO B

Z(allocentric) ¥} AF7]&41 A (egocentric) F-A|= —TL
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L O o] AEE Ajole] 7k TAE Wl
A=A A (allocentric) FoA] AL Hol=
A5 iRl f1Re] HefA 5 4—7P0ﬂ ot

FoX o) EAI7} ehAgscK(Kerkhoff, 2001), 273
21 & (allocentric) A4S H= Z7HEA] 3419 A
ol 4} Al 341 T 3 Sled, 2ol A
q{—a—ﬁ e gl = 27t tfslh Q1AlS Fale] 24

& e 7)E HS e v Zoeve W wA
A Hck(Halligan, Manning & Marchall, 1990;
Hills, 2006). A}7|%41%](egocentric) F-A| SAS
SHT YT TN F2 Holi= e, )
Aol tisk 37FA Ao AR wWol HZh e

23 4= 9t} =414 (allocentric)

3 F

X2k Aol e AR FHoR R HEe ol
AJ8HA] Hsl= Zlo]th(Hills, 2006). 7L €] X154
Z(object—centered) FA] /=2 3 EA412] ¥ wF
Y 2 Do) dfgr FeliFo] HolAAL i v
2 38 A1) SISHE S ehiCh s,
2006)
2 FURAE Y B S 7|20
2 77} FA|(sensory neglect)?} 25 F-A|(motor
neglect)i T-E35F 4= QItK(Ting, et al., 2011), 732}
B Rk = ”Xﬂ E=F
z

]A—17l—7l— 7817_11» :Lﬂj_r_ /\] _]1-

(e
-r‘_[l

TLA](sensory neglect) =
ol s =
i AT 591 71 AT 16k Eol Ao
2 A7t EE FOE TAS 22 ojlz 4mE
t} 15,18 &% FA|(motor neglect)= A}=of thst
Aafo] At Ao 7150l ShgolE Bt
B H S el AFE 2ol Aol AI7E
UERITHTing, et al., 2011; Hills, 2006).
e
O] H9IE 7Ieo & A9l (personal), AT
(peripersonal) 12]al AlX|LJEH 9 (extrapersonal)
AR e = ek AR fl(personal) FAlE
ApA10] AlAol| A 315 vkl Tt FA] S Kol
= Aer, X 7], A, e S o] ARl
O AAE Rl A 3ok BEEoll sl @2 B

24} 0Al5}tal =35} = Zlo|tKTing, et al., 2011;
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EPdTH(Ting, et al., 2011; Bisiach e
). AL 2] F 9] (extrapersonal) F-A]= 40|

A k= A FREIA o & gl ek A S
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offl

O] A7} VR Kerkhoff, 2001; Halligan, Manning
& Marchall, 1990; Hills, 2006; Caramazza & Hillis,
1990).

HE Ao gt o] &2 F=2J3]%-2](attentional),
A (representational), ¥HEH(transformational),
2|31 tjx]+&(cerebral balance) ©]22] Y| 7}X|
7} 9JtH(Ting, et al., 2011).

F0|35 4 (attentional) 022 F & tji{HH
B R & s ke oS Wz A
o=, 5 Rt 25 Sl gt =27
= ot 25 tuve 24 5 sl tigh
TGS Brhe 549l o2l osiA A
% QJtHHeilman & Van, 1980), $-= tj=¥k19] 1
Hom Qs HH WSl 25 s7toll thigt T2
ZFol A&Ear, HH 52 5wl digh o1
0| =OoXItkTing, et al,, 2011), wabs] B ¥E

S T =S AT Qs Aol ZAI7F A
71A Bzt of23t AR AR o] T
I WAA 57te) 3ol vrehdth(Posner & Diver,
1992).

FAHA (representational) ©]22 717F 2o

J 2 9
QAS AN EAS Zethu Al

x

o

(Bisiach, Capitani & Porta, 1985; Bisiach,
Luzzatti, 1978), AAIZ AR 717} A= = 7]9]

of ofal efted, 2t ool 71ofol Bofats
o] ] e cfelo] W wi) 5 A7 Quol
FS A7) 9ol AeA8-2 FkBisiach,
Pizzamiglio, Nico & Antonucci, 1996), &% 12
of e W i 2 70 Rk 7]01e] ZAo]
£pg Fid) oS B2 A TS 7] o
W)y QS ol ate] TR A
4> JtHGaffan & Hornak, 1997).
W34 (transformational) ][22 AU
0| & JHEH EYE= Zlor HdY
et al,, 2011), FtolA9] S5 A1z, A7, 24
S A2 AAHEESY ™ol WY, T T
L2 AR FEe &5 F8or HgEe ZlofH,
Al ol2fRt 77t AHe| e V)5S gt
(Karnath, 1997; Vallar, 1997; Andersen, 1995).
H2 BA A5 $HY) PHew 2ne
o] SRS ol Aj7t W E710] ehalo] BAE
Holil, Al SAACRHE HHS gt 4230 A
EP At (Andersen, 1995; Lomber
& Payne, 1996; Payne, Siwek & Lomber, 1991).
AP A o] 82 A7|5 A (egocentric) FHA1ol
T Y Eor P RS UER7] wiZol
173542 (allocentric) W =A% %(object—cen—
tered) FAJol gt o] 2o EH thFEA] ¢=TH(Ting,
et al., 2011),

]+t (cerebral balance) ©]2& HWH = tjjy]
WS G4 Sl A TSk T AL
0|9 Bl EH WS FAE HHITHTing, et
al,, 2011), thtE o2l ofshH W = oyt
T2+ A iRkt Afoofl A w A} o lShE
ol W E E3 AFEAgo] WAYT=T](Lomber &
Payne, 1996; Payne et al., 1991), HZ FA|= oF
& B o % o) o] T35 AlolH B
¥ 2Rl AEwe] 95 4% BREo
UepdtH(Payne et al., 1991). thwty ol&2 4
A e T g 2 ool 57 273
2 ABS] BESES U BE BAl2) A7
710 288 4 ItHTing, et al., 2011)

wot ok ¢
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e 94
o z]ole.

et al,,
R=lan i

mE Z7IDA|Q} TS sk o o}, H2lAduior ie- uliZe)=d A5 u] 2 (ventrol ateral
prefrontal cortex) ¥} M FAHAGS AAdH= YA
HE I7HIAE SN0 Wyl 71 WAsH T 2 (superior longditudinal fasciculus)2] &1
o| glon ZrjjijEulo] Aalog olEt 0= rjjuju} QAT M, AT FAH = (superior occipito—
o] HHo] Qle 7S =& WS Mort, Malhotra, frontal fasciculus), H&]E75F1] 4 (ventrolateral
Mannan, Rorden, Pambakian, Kennard & Husain prefrontal cortex) ¥} /91573 (superior tem—
2003). BFANE HZ F7HIA= o) A& (heterogeneous) poral cortex), 5753 (middle temporal cor—
ggoly] el BIE HRaH gelol ofef A% ten) Ao Winsula) S A BTN arcute
Aoz gy 9k fasciculus), B2 (extreme capsule)} 5}¢]
SR =l (voxel —based lesion—symptom S E K inferior occipitofrontal fasciculs)
o 7o) AlA S E 831 A)E51]&(superior temporal cortex)2}
IR} Q= A7) o ST A Y (inferior parietal lobule)S AAdI=
w9 Z7H| =i middle longditudinal fasciculus), HFZ
-5 extreme capsule), O}H A=K inferior
occ1p1tofrontal fasciculs)2 333K Karnath, 2009).
& el il B3 0T SolE
"Hattention network)?] €A1} Hto] QITtHTing,
2011; Corbetta & Shulman, 2011), &%
o= TH(dorsal attention network)S A|Ztu]Zl
(frontal eye field)
5=
3= AR

A=

N

2% BN BAKCE Solslr) tepd

Ll
mapping) 24 o]8% B2
5k ol w2 B
= AFQ|&53] (superior temporal gyrus)2} =7t

[e]
)=}
(visual cortex)d}

Of

4 st
ooy
OF&. A=A N (superior parietal lobe) 12|31 F+

gyrus)

1244 7ho|Eof 23t
, 25 2ol tigk 2
FoRFol Fagt

3] (middle temporal gyrus)©|$ith 1 ¢ 3}
(inferior parietal lobule), ’};]-42‘(1nsular)
e
I,
AU+E(intraparietal sulcus) F
h

ot} &0z dorsal attention network)=
X3 A
]»Eo]*r
7HA]
, 2011; Ferber & Karnath,

va

K
frontal gyrus)
Aj%44e)
Z+52(object—based visual

< AZs}k
tention network)
perception) ¥+ A 214 (recognition)of] =Q3t 7]=

2=
FH4Y
A =3 (inferior  frontal
(inferior temporal gyrus), 414 3](precentral gy—
rus), 41%3)(postcetnral gyrus) “18]al 12
G0 A 7|AH (basal ganglia)©]| =Tt #H
SFAZE Qe W HES SRfellA] SA1A L
2 0035 e HZ]L AF9]&%=3](superior tempo—
23] (middle temporal gyrus)©|
2ol 4] 71 * M (basal ganglia), HE WA A e 3
. 2Jo) AZY RS WolS
47 30 W 2L B
7% 3HTing, et al,
2001), vj&o - E Y (ventral attention network)
AZya) A (visual cortex)d} SFAE3](inferior
or% =LA A (temporoparietal
junction) FZ&, dl9=F%(inferior temporal lobe)
Zolr} wj&FolR =" ventral at—
Fopug 2y, 2

ral gyrus)g} 27k
L, 5 o
Xﬂ amygdala) 12]31 3fjul(hippocampus)”7} O]
Q= Ao eIt Karnath & Rorden, 2012).
Karnath¥} Rorden(2012) 2] 172+ ¢Lo| A L4
¥ e o BAT BE FURAS B
S5k 2 Aok Qefolelal sisich, Aulek
Z (temporo—parietal junction)
/K]-_I_]X
U—]X]
A =419 A7 A
St} wetA 945 "Hattention network)© ] &
AEY Z¥Zy Al E7HA A ZH(visuospatial percep—
tion), Al2-5(visuomotor finction) 2] £4}, E= A]

A}
[e]
o

A

203
Q% F-55F o
7} 554 A Y (inferior parietal lobule),
=52l (superior temporal cortex),
*“J—]X‘(msula) j_rﬂ

(middle temporal cortex),
v =9]= A A =] 2l (ventrolateral prefrontal cor—
). olegt B2 Anet YYS AHdk=
|

tex)S EGFSHCHKarnath, Rennig, Johannsen, &
H|2]AlH|ot T (perisylvian network)-2 EHAFEIA Y
slo] BAE 4=

Rorden, 2010).
(diffusion—tensor imaging)< ©]-&
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214 A\ztel ogt Aeldjel] BAZE T Ting,
et al., 2011; Ferber & Karnath, 2001).

3. W& BRAlS] Bt
H2 FURA B BEH Wlsh 7154 B
A e 4 gl WA BhpEe A8

(pencil—paper test) 2 277 AKcancellation test),
A Xo| B AKline bisection), 718]7] HAHdrawing
test)S E3BHH(Ting, et al., 2011; Kerkjoff,
2001; Halligan, Manning & Marshall, 1990), 47|
AR AU % 71 ol ALGElol AT, Wik
O} AlF =7} HTHMarsh & Kersel, 1993), FHARH

o WehgAel BREATL AME BAAE B
ool ST AefollA] HERAS Wi Fol FAS}

£8 g, B2 TORAV} o B 2REd)
FAE A 5]—1 Ak ERER7} ka2
HE FFAG 527 QE}E}(ng, et al.,
2011; Ferber & Karnath, 2001), Z1A40]2-HA} SA|

AT ARG ABAHAR B SR Rl Al e
7t L Holw, &5 A9 AARAE sk
g 80| H= grloltt FAlo|RAAE 22214

of QLR HAS Bt Fodol T 2 HAe] F
ool Bl AHE FATHES Tk, B2 FHA}
Sk Ak A U AHORRE HE Ei &
207 #HxP} YyeElA EHHTing, et al., 2011;
Ferber & Karnath, 2001), 712]7] AAR= X]JJ74A}
T TSt AlRETE W2 o, Q17 &4o] 4
b SRxjoll A Aol o), HAF WRe: SRt A
AA, A, B9, £ EBe AN 59 sy Bt
o O3 uet 2P gtk HE 3HEAE QL

L 3xl= agle] B bt =& Ajekste] g

(Ting, et al,, 2011; Ferber & Karnath, 2001), ©]
Blat QB el Aol et 4] S v

T3 % Q). vl w7 eln A o) Oy
WY 5 B A B4 BT S Yk A

o] QtHFerber & Karnath, 2001).
71524 B7HPHS 354 F20)13 HAKbehavioral

inattention test, BIT), HZ Fo3159] 7|54 3
71E Yot WSk A% (semi—structured scale
for functional evaluation of hemi—inattention),
WM WAL AHZ(catherine bergego scale,
CBS), A&y mhedlold FA] B7F 14 (Kessler
Foundation  Neglect  Assessment  Process,
KF-NAP)o| 3=t =7 Fo|x= HAKBIT)=
671Ale) ATt 97bAe] A AR T
CHChen, Che, Hreha, Goedert & Barrett, 2015).
AP A w3l 2AkeA, 8 a7, O wet
227, QHOLREAL AREA D27t EaE
WA WA BUFA, AN, AR, 22
A}g, AR g7), 2] T2l waol k)
54 7oiF AAHEIDE BE 24 2Klol
AR B s Sier ARbEo] slen 7]
57 532 WIS 9Ie BN QRIol b
TS &g 4= Q= Aot Hartman—Maeir
& Karz, 1995). T Z0|%)%0] 7|52 B71= ojat
QR 5k A (semi—structured scale for func—
tional evaluation of hemi—inattention)= AIA|H
9] Ao} ASIES) TAS WSt 2714 519)
e g JLEECHZoccolatti & Judica, 1991). AlA|
w19) BAS] ke vl W), /s, o
D EERE EEEEE R S
27], 7= 7], 29 HAF Zga 2 A
7} mRhE, ke W) i Evlo] AsEolof
Bk ol 9oLt A B0z St AL
B7re = qlom, AAI9E 1t diet WS S
AlE 3ol & 4= QItHZoccolatti & Judica, 1991).
AN BT HEORS) S QPYTEA 44 Bt
o) $ T3 B TP Wit Aoz A
A, AATHES, AR FAE At
I A SEEE B
B71el 107H4] o2 wdst]
]

¢

M
oE‘.o
N

1 ‘—- ° ’
71, AARE), AAF 3 AHE, D 3], 5E, aXE
7], AP Al B FoR]Fo] ZaEh
H7Rs0t HARE 3kAte] 4ot 2o Lyt of
o vl 7] opifo] Hol= 2] sl Hibs 24
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¢

Stk E=3F 7R WAL A& (CBS)= A
QF SR} 39 oS QIASHEAIE Bel A
Al 8- 5(anosognosia)of| et B7F7} 7Rs31c
& ghedo)A A 7} 34 (KF-NAP)-S H
HA| 2L HE(CBS)2] 107}H4] ﬁ7}6¥5°ﬂ gk
AAAFT HeE o W HeRt & %
HEA1S] H7HeGto]tHChen et al, 2015)
-o-glo]d TA| Hr} Jﬂf?ﬂ(KF—NAP)%
QF SkRpe] - Fbof| oigh ApAQl 3
AH o phakeh, 5a] APl ¥t ’5'401]/\1
Y52 AlRto] o] FrtellA Ueh=Al, w3t He]
7]. o-]L H]—s}:__i Oxloll—x] =7 40 ‘:01 Jﬂ7]—6]—1:}
(Chen et al., 2015).

S FAFAl]| High 7154 H7ke A AR
Al 4= AAlgk bl W=7} o =L
2ol 7154 3ol HE FAHFAIY] &
A 3 oS0 7l~o—°P’%t
(Kerkhoff,  2001; Azouvi,
Louis—Dreyfus, 2002), E3F HZ #Z}—FA]% L]

EF

y

_I_4

Ao oft,

i

w e

W

mloomﬂiolﬂ_ﬁrﬂéoﬁ,om

e

I;

00::.
i)

¢

N o
ﬁm_ti&

oM]—Aﬂ
3} 7]t
HollA st

Samuel &

W 9119 B7E P Foll wet vEkg 5 e W
o] thgslr] wiizol thefRt 71t ¥ é 27HELA] O]
FaS S| Slalia] A GEE 5ot FA 5
Ao|| gt oFARS Wrs7| o8t AlEela] Hrlv) =

Q3K Chen et al., 2015; Azouvi et al., 2002).

approach) 2} /4] HLRH (bottom—up approach)
o % b Aoz Tk Table 1),

Bjpa) e Bk A Sl iRt A4S
SR, AHERE AN RA] 2 Bkl et ERS §
3 BAF = 3188 )= whHo|tKerkhoff, 2001;
Antonucci, Guariglia, Judica, Magnotti, Paolucci,
Pizzamiglio & Zoccolotti, 1995; Kerkhoff, 1998),
B2 Bl Aol e SRR e Al
ZrFAEH (visual scanning training), ARXS-Z(limb

activation), S-%2=2]7|(trunk rotation), A&l

FOIX=2 H(sustained attention training) 5¢]
EJFETE AR HHE A & e R F
|5-5to] SRR AL & Ftol] Tt A

oh 4= Q=5 feshe WHoR, FA & 37t
of thel Aoy} BA7 s S5l Hths FA
5 SR AlFEe e 38 AEdol, )
TFA A ]ﬁ%x]'—:f(optokmetlc stimulation),
Zdl  ZE]E(fresnel ZZ2-L(prism
adaptation), B-3A}=(neck muscle vibration) %
o] ZFET), 11 Qo] 7M@) (virtual reality) 5=
=35 2|52 A8k

prism),

stk HH(top—down approach) & A2t
AR AR 45 1 50 2454 7
Lowpon BE BAS 2] 9
4] 5 ] Ak AR Sol SRS T
HSFCHTrojano, Moretta, Estraneo & Santoro,
2010). A & S7bol| Al E= B2 SAE Al
oAU weETl7Ieh 22 thE =) st
S o] FA] SAC] S| JERS STHTrojano et al.,
2010; Luukkainen—Markkula, Tarkka, Pitk nen,
Sivenius & H m 1 inen; 2009). AJA %S F
A 2 Brew Wl vk 2 X2 SRlen
2holl thet oli%-S AT Wl
O, ARISES B2 BIHAIY Sl A Z
Ae] o] P A7 ehtel, 4] & g0
FO[uF B gt opfel Wl i) 2 A9 5]
59 SRS eIt Luukkainen—Markkula, 2009;
Robertson, McMillan, MacLeod, Edgeworth& Brock,
2002; Wilson, Manly, Coyle & Robertson, 2000).
Toud7le AAITH HeloA FA] & 3k 7
3 ¢F 15-35= EE2 3)%Isl= EHo|ti(Fong et
al., 2007). wE=7le= g2 559 X
AE A7 Ho| G Tl HE SFAE e
A A AeAlE AT =H A S
SHARI, o] AFtolA wEET7] S FY
A ZAFo] SARTF QAR S SRS W gITH
(Fong et al,, 2007), R|&2]0] FoHSETHL 714

ju o
3} 37V ozl Bolshe A4S AL o

w4 &
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Table 1. Spatial neglect treatments

spatial neglect treatments

author (year)

visual scanning training

Trojano et al, (2010)

Luukkainen—Markkula et al. (2009)

limb activation

Luukkainen—Markkula et al. (2009)

Wilson et al. (2000)

trunk rotation

Fong et al, (2007)

sustained attention training

Wilson et al. (2000)

optokinetic stimulation

Na et al. (2002)

Kerkhoff et al, (2006)

fresnel prism

Hwan—Hee et al, (2007)

Keane et al. (2006)

prism adaptation

Michel et al. (2003)

Pisella et al. (2003)

neck muscle vibraion

Schindler et al. (2002)

virtual reality

Ansuini et al, (2006)

ot (Wilson et al,, 2000), A[&2%<Q1

FUL W2 FURAL Sl Wl o

= ol ZAAl S Fo=N S F

29 2R, o1 AToIN B2 BT
7

o{N rr

7]
2]

I o X

o X N ox

ey

F2 ZRA
1= visko]| A7k A=2S AlEske] 27k
wole o % B
olu|3t A Z4}o] 328 LR HtHWilson
et al., 2000),

AFeFAl H2HPH (bottom—up approach) 5 Al-S-

N
O
=

]_

mw
(o3

%
4o 1IF
ol

it
Jo

o]

EAZo B2 & Higko 2 9ol AL ulet of
TG Sl o, QLA ofaiA A
2t Aol ek A2hs E3l 54 STl 9
S FL olxFel VMo g Ast 4 QItHThimm,

Fink, Kust, Karbe, Willmes & Sturm, 2009). ©]
W AFEON AT B BE TURAE s

EX% LZole H = AL
MR ohE v, AHolEEAel LA
(motor neglect)2] T4 Wl Ao 7 YERFTHNa
et al,, 2002; Thimm et al,, 2009; Kerkhoff,
Keller, Ritter & Marquardt, 2006), |4l iZa|&

o Wl = 0 G T & UL oIl 7
A 2 % 1o T Q1AL ol O E TelEe
QP 20| 1719} Fko] ] Ak Hivan—Hee,

Moon—Young, Jae—Myoung, 2007), oA HLofA]
med ZEE 4% B AGUS Ul B 57
A SAko] sttty B 1181 tHKeane, Turner,
Sherrington & Beard, 2006), XZ]& #-2-2 g
& 132 o]8lo] Wi = WS Yo B4 2 B
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Abstract

A Review of Spatial Neglect:
Types, Theories, Neuroanatomy, Assessments and Treatment

Jeong, Eun—Hwa*, M.S., O.T,
*Dept, of Rehabilitation Medicine, Konkuk University Medicial Center

Spatial neglect is a neurological disorder following stroke, a lesion that usually affects the right
hemisphere, fail to process or attention on the contralateral side of body and space, Functional
neuroimaging studies report that spatial neglect is associated with lesions of large middle cere—
bral artery, perisylvian network and attention network, Spatial neglect is associated with a poor
outcome, For optimal diagnosis and intervention, Types and theories of spatial neglect should
be considered, in addition to clinical assessment with the conventional test and functional test,
The treatment for spatial neglect could be consist of top—down approaches and bottom—up
approaches, Recent trends in rehabilitation intervention for spatial neglect have reported prism

adaptation,
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