134

Chinese Journal of Rehabilitation, Mar 2019, Vol. 34 No. 3

1"} Barthel 5 %0 R e ki 25 b ADL B8 J7 9 8EE I 5E

TR AC B RE L TR RALS R e, F 4 3R

EEY BE V2005 R M K48 H0e & (EBD 3 I A5 b H % AR 060 3 B 0 CADL) B R0 o Ho il PR 7 2 1t
Wi . Frik % 30 B A b B BEAT EBLL I [T AR B (BD Hb 3R L B0 R B G S B (MBD 4 3 i 5 RS itk 245 i
(MMSE) [ 3¥Ali , ¥ EBLiz g Dy G836 2 A M D REFK 43 20 %1 5 BILMBI Al MMSE 347 Spearman Al 56 73 #r LL G %
EBL AU . &R EBLIZ 3T AEH /> 15 BLLMBI &8 K & T2 [ A A 4 5 MMSE 4y B & 5 AH
EBI 5 BI.MBI, MMSE 4041 3¢ R 8055 51 :0. 915,0. 949,0. 879(P<C0. 01, LA B M e, 48 . EBIHA R
TF I RORE  NIEFP R BE B R B 1 i 2 v i3 3 D BE A SRR AR AS T LUSE 4 T SE i A iy ADL fig

(€3 35D I E ST A = O Y 3
[FESES] R49;R743.3 [DOIY 10.3870/zgkf. 2019. 03. 006

Validity of Extended Barthel Index for Assessing Stroke ADL Ability Zhang Xuemin, Bi Sheng, Zhang Simin, et
al. Department of Neurological Rehabilitation, National Rehabilitation Hospital of National Research Center
for Rehabilitation Technical Aids, Beijing 100176, China

[Abstract] Objective: To study the validity of the Extended Barthel Index (EBD to evaluate the activity of daily
living activity (ADL) of stroke, and to provide a basis for its clinical application. Methods: Thirty stroke patients
were evaluated by EBI, the Barthel index (BD, the modified Barthel index (MBI), and the Mini-Mental State Ex-
amination (MMSE). Spearman correlation analysis between EBI and BI, MBI or MMSE was done to test the validi-
ty of EBIL. Results; The motor function part of EBI was highly correlated with BI and MBI in item and total scores.
The cognitive function part of EBI was highly correlated with the total scores of MMSE, and the correlation coeffi-
cient of the total score of BI and MBI, MMSE was 0. 915, 0. 949, 0. 879 respectively (P<C0.01). Conclusion;: EBI

has good standard validity, which reflects the motor function and cognitive function of stroke to some extent, and

can evaluate the ADL ability of stroke more comprehensively.
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