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’ &

BN X OB D I NEY) 57— a VLo My
—10m BfiF A b, 6 A fi7T A+, Timed Up & Go Test DI §HE—
HEE SE, OB R, MEBERE Y
VST AT Bk N 57 BB R 2 R LN 57 KR al A 74 A vk v —hey ey 57— 3 i
DRRNTATEOE NG ) AR R R TLN G SRR R A T4 AN Yy =N ) F—T 3 VF

(PR 29 4 6 H 16 H=24)

EE HIKRE S EEr, 2R ERE, 2R EE O Sl 2 B EH 2B 5 10
m AT, 6 7 TIAATRRER, RN AT B N L OB BB 2 T A 2 L TH 5.
HFGAE Y BEHIR S 7 TN ARE L7z 23 4 (N CHEBIfEiammis: 6 4, AN L& Ui 7
%, BEOWMR6 4, SANTREEERMR44) &L, SN EEOKHERE (1.1),
(2.1), Bkciszs (g, Hplis%) 13 Bland Altman 2947 2 F W CRBT L 72, e N R OB
FEEEE, £ CTOHEHET09 2 L, BWEBEESHER I N 6 5 BT REROMmE MillE 1
IR A F D, ORI E L LS 2 LB D 5.
(HSEBERE, 66 © 105—110, 2018)

—x—7—f—
A47887), Bland-Altman 447, Fiitss

408 B EE O B T 2o g, FHE IR Z /R L ClllE 2

B A DT 28 4 2 HICHER L 7-EEHREICB VT,
NINEFAEZ GHD 72 KIE 9 E LR O TR L, &
EOEEGLELMML CTE 72 BPEEKROERILD
WNOHFTYRED H 2 ILIUN T IEE L2 29.3% & B4
WHohTibE LY, ToPTMEIXIZE#LE 35.6%
CALTUNT O TH & D Sl b2 LW TH 5. 2
DOHIRDOIEHETIZ, ABEFIEEEDLS {, Hkiild
W 28 R E 0 A Be B OEREE 73.7 =135 1% CF
Wl £ ), F2UNEY F— g Y ERERLE
B ORI 768128 M TH o 7. FHEHIHR RO T E
UNEY T =g Y REED Hil (738+150 %) TH
D, MO FITEENERCYGEE ) TlER L, HEIR
EEEL TS b HISNRAT 2 MERE T 2 720 O ATHEE %
TGS B ETH 5. HIRNAAT 2R 51213,
BBy L U CEkid OB THERE & 8 Y) 72 ke
DI M2 4T ) DD BN, EEE ST B
MR ENARETH HY . & 2 TAZETIZ, KB
TIE L & Nl Td 5 10m # 47 KB (10m Walk
Test, LLF 1I0MWT), 6 43-H#A7#ER" (6 Minute Walk
Test, LT 6MWT), #3AATHERHE” (Timed Up &
Gotest, LLF TUG)IZBIL T, wihE o5 Bfp A E
Bl & U CRBRE EARE YT, 2RI, 2R

FER L, BEN R ORE MR 2 8T 5 2 &2 L.
MR ETE

1. A&

R ORPGEREL, 1) FERATE ML LE, 2) FRK 27
E1L AHSFRE 28 4E 3 HOMIZY ") 57— a Vv H
B CEIEHVELRBA © M3 G 7 7 WU IRIR, 3) KB
BRI E I, ZERRIEIM R D L IR
MR, 4) H S & LTifzesine b L7z 8
& L7z BRhbakiEE, 1) G- 2R % A4 U A RO iR,
Btk (Rt 32 kR <), MERR, TEEREGEED
BEE, 2) BAUE, 3) 24725 (Functional Ambulation
Classification®” 2% 4 i), 4) ¥ € DWW TR AN Y) 72
JRiE, 5) RIREDWIFES AT & Hlr, (23445 2 8%
L7

2. RIENER

ABEFEIEANIV 2 > 8 S0 O BRRIFFE B 3 2 f 2
BEHHEV, PIRIA T4 IVt v ¥ —fHEEB S DKE
RECHEN L7z GRAESZ 55 28-09). #elii# D5k
L, BEHERNZHHPNICIBRL, HEHICHENE
OB OCEICTHBL, AEoBRE 8@ LES
OEBTHZESIMCFAE Lz2gE Lz, 72, Bohk:
T = Z LA R 4 b2 L TR E SR E ISR L
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7.

3. FHik

Mo A ISR BR O BB &, BERREBR 34E H 22 5 29
EHOY et 4% (A, B, C, D) & L7z #Hilk
B OWY ST ITERICHE A, B, C, D OEFEFE L7z
¥ 72, BB BB R L Tid, Excel ® RAND
A VOB SR 2 aa it L., & T
DFHMZ, BEE AR 1~5 B ohowshh 2 g
WiL72. 7B, WBEHE—D )L NE T2 EfT
X2 L9102, i EOFIEEI~=27 VLL, V=T
VF—YarONKELHEL.

1) 10MWT

HATHEE OFFAM X IOMWT® 2 F v 72 — %12 IOMWT
T, 10m OFEREEDORIIZ 2~3m DB & A 129k
PEA T, SATHIA UAMTEEE AT U TP A AT
EhoRETENKZIBEERECTHENTH BV,
10m 125 A HFH 2l LATHE (m/sec) # BT
%7 Ruben 53 AKAATHEE & Pudi A AT #E Ol 7
FUETHIERHERLTCVDBENY, YATFIT 4 v
LE 2=k, BERITohPNEFN—2 3 v
K BEBD A b o7z, SRIOWFETIE, *H5E I ik
Th ) FEER R ZERT LI L, & OICHEAAT
AHENF VAL SRV E oWE D B Y PUHEL
WEE R, BRI PR AT R R L7

T, FANCAFRE IR 16m 838 Tm OB H A&
176 (1 8 46m) OBATHAREL, RAO—UiEk A Y —

ZHED AT TBER (3m), FEMEE (10m), Wo#EE (3
m) & L7z HlDR— AT b IR T 2 HETRELE
BATH A A 2 L, PER T2 K Sz Hllo
BS, W RFIEA Y — M D, REOEXTHRITZ
PG L, FEHMEBGBR O T DI 14 v = — 0 —%KiED
—HR AN L 2K CIE 2 4T o 72, SR 3 &
L, TOVHMEEREMELTA MY 7Y+ v FI2T
0.01 B HALTHIE L 72

2) TUG

TUG i Podsiadlo 5212 & DS, b EAD R
BAT R O Tz % G sd 7o — O BB EE ) & B % 3]
BThsb, FTRHFEMEL, 2205635 EdioT3
mANTI— VO YRL, BOKTIES ET
OFEREMEZIET 5. BT, NEod 56571 (46
cm) W [PUETRERNR—Z | THRITT 555, A
FCTIENEZ LT (45em) 2V, BAORMTHEEE L L
7z.

JHE e Uk T2 300 L2 3iNE, R LT o
VLT & FUZ AR G TG BEPIARAT H A 6B 7 A A
BB EWEINDY. OF 0, W Ll RE
FIUEBRNAITTO BV IEEEECH D, BEREDICIZI N
LEGODTHRAMCHET S Z LI Lz, RBTHEE
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2R L7281 HNE, TUG Tla i RT3 B 1L s AT
JEIZHAREBMEDE <, HERE L BLREE R BoR DR
DB E PR TE, X DRI 2 LT L8
HESNTWD97,

FRAALEEIE, D 72CEEC b 72D D Tl R IE KSR
O EICE WA A L Uiz, 2T 23580, —
MOFCTHEZRY, MMOFIIKRED LICE L X9 R
L7z, W, WREOFHRIE S 7onh o7z
POHEEL, HTORIEY S 3m B OMTIZRRE L7
=Wy, b EOMEICHE Y ELRFETHRT L L.
- EE S LCHS LX) HRL (|5 THA &= 5
WRERTIEI 0 ), 02 IR PR e s L 23 P 7 LS i L s B
Hcg D7z, WERBuE 3 & L, AUSE 2 DT %
W¥EHA L TEHEE KD 7.

3) 6MWT

6MWT I 1963 412 Balke 5 IZH#ts & 7= B i) 75 v
OIRETH D7, 6 5P FE VIR 2 TE 572108
CHEVTHLHW, ZolZMZET 5. 6MWT &, fEER
D B VIR AR B DA AAE R OGNS K v
6253 % 78, PEBRERR DB O T i B iR BN O s
FHICHW2 &, FEHMNZ HEAGERSITRAT OF
i %, WEDFHMIIHT A 54 VML 7255, %f
LEIFERCERREM S ZOT, RE%EEEL,
BESINZBMBIOFE DT (“You are doing well” “Keep
up the good work”) 1ZHIFE L, MER D BBk 7-9
ZHEBRE DRI & AL LS v ks,
WERBIIREDWEF K OEEEEZ TR E L, KE
DM EF T 24 KB EOBIBEE H 1) 7.

4, HRETEEMR

B 5172 I0MWT, TUG, 6MWT O#k A4 % % 3K
W5 &L BIZ, Bland Altman 73412 & 0, BN K& O
S ENE 2 00T L7z, WEHFINT I21E, AR a<
Y& — (R281) #Hw, GEKHEIZS% & L7

1) ICC &

Het NS I O 23 HT 13N AHBE AR %L (Intraclass cor-
relation coefficient, UL F ICC(1.1)) %, #& BTN
R PIAI B4R %L (Interclass correlation coefficient, LLF
ICC(21)) ZRD7=", F iz, HAMMHBFREDH % X Lan-
dis 5 O IMEZE V72 (b3 1 000~020, FTFT !
021~040, HEEEE : 041~0.60, M%7 1 061~080, F
LA ESEA 1 081~1.00).

2) Bland-Altman %#7

R AZTBIRIC L B v —E DI % Ff o 23R T
HY, BEREELHREIOBEEINL. I 5 dk
1T Z81912 350 & Bland-Altman 5347 2 H v TGRS L
7o, BERRER, 2 0OIEOZEOFIMED 95% [EHEIX
BINIZ 0 2 & F TSR E#RESH S LHE L7z, 1
BlERAE, B> SRR E R L, BRI a &
DHIUIHBIFRZED D B L HIE L7z, BEREIRED L
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x1 PEBRBOIRY 57T

Mot PG B 3 AT e W AS L AT
B#E A ## B B C ## D MEM A & B
WeE 5 5 4 4 5
E (%) 834+52 856+ 4.6 846+6.7 83.0*6.2 826*49
TR (/) 1/4 1/4 2/2 3/1 2/3
HE (cm) 146.1+3.6 1477+6.0 1489 +12.7 159.1+133 1544 +9.7
#HRiE (kg) 458+9.1 483102 51.1+11.7 53.7+4.7 514+65
BEBRF R, PR FERL
A, O, RE P = B R
£2 10MWT, TUG, 6MWT Dk NS HEYE
Bland-Altman 547
Al <ICC> TE 7 el IR
1.1
1 IE] B 2 [E] E =3 JEE
Mean +SD Mean +SD 95% 1E HHIX 1 EeE [F] 935 AR D1 & eE 3 MDCgs
10MWT (m/sec) WH A 0.81+0.16 082=0.15 097 -0.06 ~ 0.04 L 006 P=072 L 1.73
W& B 1.06 =0.30 1.00+0.27 0.95 -0.07 ~0.19 L 008 P=0.70 L 0.56
W C 0.90=0.18 0.94+0.20 0.95 -0.12 ~ 0.03 L -010 P=055 L 1.19
W D 0.88+0.25 087024 0.99 -0.02 ~ 0.04 L -033 P=070 L 047
TUG (sec) W#H A 122+24 126+26 0.96 -1.12 ~ 045 L -0.08 P=059 L 1.31
W B 106+39 10.0+4.3 0.99 -0.30 ~ 0.65 L 002 P=0.68 L 0.59
& C 127+31 126+27 0.98 —0.64 ~ 0.89 L 012 P=023 L 0.94
W#H D 133+36 134+35 0.99 -053 ~ 045 L 001 P=089 L 0.78
6MWT (m) W# A 3120487 306.2 £46.7 0.95 —1349 ~ 25.08 L 004 P=083 L 30.44
¥ B 341.8+67.1 363.8+65.7 094 -30.72 ~ 13.28 L 002 P=075 L 10.73
& C 295.3+67.7 284.3+81.3 0.96 —16.87 ~ 38.87 L -018 P=022 L 34.32
W& D 311.8+75.3 3204 £ 80.6 0.98 -20.33~ 313 L -006 P=033 L 1852

ICC (L.1) : intraclass correlation coefficient, 10MWT : 10 £ — b )UATkER
TUG : 2 AATREHIGAER, 6MWT : 6 4 BIRATRER, TS : XMl = Frik i s

N%aE, 2 o0MWEMOBMADOFAEFEM (Limit  of
agreement, DLF LOA) ZR7z. HFIFREN RO SN
A, MxtEh 7y MICE L TLOA 2k 5 2
L7 BB, RRET R BRREDARDTED S
NBWEE, w/T % 5 (Minimal Detectable Change,
DUF MDC) %#kdBZ LIzl

w R

BPFOLAE 255 72 U BRAFIEHE NSRG4 L 2 o 72 i BA i
BB LR ERL 23 4 (B9 %, K 144)THD,
HHnid 838 ik 5.1 ik CPIgMH £ #EfR £), & & 1509
+99cm, KHE 498 +84kg Th - 7. Fhli & 7= T,
SN T RERIFIEHA 6 % (26%), N T4 BHIE L4l 7 %
(30%), BHEAM6 % (26%), 4N\ T BE 5 i 461l 4
% (18%) THho7z. MANEEMESIIIZ 18 54, WE
BT 5 O BEEIRY 5072 (E1).

1I0MWT, TUG, 6MWT O PIfE fEE 34 SR % 25
21K L7 3T AME L D ICC (L1) 13 094~099
DOFHFICH o7z, T2, ZTOFMIBWTRHEEREKL
OB R d - 72, IOMWT, TUG, 6MWT O
WS B O AE H2 R 3 IR Lz, 3HE L b ICC(21)

13 0.92~0.98 DHEPHIZH Y, BMWT (2B W\ TREEMAEE
RO T2 B A o 72

z =

75 e LA L O SRR AT A IR 1%, 2 T Mk B A e A
%, BIVEEREIEM % B E I IOMWT, TUG, 6MWT
ZATOBE, EhEThoOBELE LA EOY =27 V%
AL, A—oF)Try5—>ar&itv, [H—oFHfb
HEEHACDZ LX), BVBRE N & O A
PESNT.

e BEOEREERZ LIS L TiE, —#Icize
TV v OREMERER ICC (1.1) KWICC (21) #H
WBIENREW. LaL, TNHIZEBHTRERD
WEAE RN E F 5 8 R 2E R L BlER A 7 & O Rftin2
T A L IIHEETH Y, FBEBOWEMSN
THRAOBRRLHEHOBHRZ ML LB TELRVW?, £
7z, PHBIREUE, WEMHEOE M % FHli$ A R T
HHD, WMEMDIXSOEDHPHZILL b L) ITHRE
35 & ICCIREMEZRTHMAD Y, Rk bERMOM
WA RS % R 2 8 IS RIEESLETH Y. KR
WIETIE, 29 o #PAKIK ML BRIV T 272012, 1€
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%£3 10MWT, TUG, 6MWT O## Sl

Bland-Altman %47
05 fiE (ICC) [ 2 R LiRiIEE BRI
2.1
et A A B = R
Mean - SD Mean = SD 95% 15 #HIX [ A LOA [ AR D18 & A e MDCos
10MWT 0.96+0.18 095+0.17 0.98 -0.06 ~ 0.64 L — -001 P=093 L 0.76
TUG 128 +2.7 126 +25 0.98 -050 ~ 094 L — 0.06 P=0.69 L 113
6MWT 366.6 +51.7 3346585 0.92 —1143 ~-296 H 2.84 ~ 876 -030 P=018 L —

ICC (2.1) : interclass correlation coefficient, LOA : limit of agreement, MDC : minimal detectable change
10MWT : 10 A — PVATIHER, TUG : AT HIER, 6MWT : 6 4;BIAAT3RER, WS : SFI0H = R 22

e SEHBEOR W ICC (1.1) LOTICC (2.1) 12 z,
Bland-Altman 7387 % 380 U C [ 8 ik 7 L O e plin % %
T L7,

4, Bland-Altman AT THIO TH LI R 572D
X, 6MWT OREPE#FEMEE ICC(1.1)094~098, He#E
BEHEME I ICC (21) 092 & EWEAE STV 2Aht
Mot SR S B B R DAL R T & 72, [FlEins
&, WEMEORNIBED S THREHANA L S84 TH
D, SRR T, BEPPERE N6 STHTE L7220
MR E] BT HE, BREIIOMED Y KA
B TIPSR o 72D D 5. [ AR A O BRR IS
HLEOHFEHELYHS 2T 5720I1C1E LOA 2% ET
HUENRH BHY. 6MWT 2B 1F 5 ICC (21) @ LOA
1£284~876 TH - 7D T, WAV EZLNIZE 284~876
FREOMHEIIAEL, 377 L EOZEDED S LI A
RERENLDHEOELHN T2 LA TES. —H,
e, R - AR, MR - JEBRREEB LN 6MWT % i
DEELETFIE, TSRS (BIE%, 2 - B - BB
MR, WEEM), S, ROER WS e RTIEE
WEHRDSHIT LN TS, REFZE T, kIEOHIE E T
W24 REI DL EORIBEZ R TR Y, BiEs R b LIS
L BWHEIIK L, 2 M H TR T3 2% 0 TR % B
FEEDRBIIREMNTD 5. I d RO K X VHEHIE,
I 2 [ S RS IT 6 G RIRATY A 2 LI ER
PHHELIZK VD THA ). FFIZ, EPLRLTED,
[6 7 TEB7Z2FHLAL T L] OFBITA 22827 bH
SV, S SIHTET oM A R WS, HEMIX
RREDIZR DD TH A 9. 6MWT I3HEE O FEHATK
&<, R L, BEBIOWEIEET, Rk bE Tl
EBETHIEL W, o T, HEEELIEED
6MWT Z 3l L, #hk 7 + a—7 v FHC R — Pzt
LA — = Al ABRICITRE R EE 3R 5 %
WS, e 2 PR SRR 2 1T 9 BRIZI1Z LOA %
BUICE  LED D . SRIOWFEER 2 S, WE~ =2
TIVICIIXH R EMETH D a2 HE LML TO6MWT
BATHOWNIEIRR L7228, BRappek LA g b o 72
DIZHEM )T % —#IHE L oTHE, BT oI
ToTHRERVWEREDNS., LA, BRHEICBVT

i, MRBATHEEZED2DIZ, WRICETFRN—Y 3 Y
EHEFES 2008, B EEL AT 5 L THEE
THbHIEHPRBEINT.
BRI O W TR %, 9, BAEEZ %
AL L TV B 5T 5N 5. [EASHE O T,
65 % UL Lo EEnE OF 4 N1 NIERBAVE £ 72137 i
HThsb T, KEGEMHEIBWTIE, BAER
PERTH2HRDLZVEIHETDH V™, SHRITBEIERS D
W L7z NE) 75— a VATEHMIE YT 7OV O f
SERAT) MED B D, KIS, PGB BATKIEE AR
%, BIHEREEIEMN S, ZIREREEENRZTH D,
R 3RS OBV B, Sethik R A
HiEEFHMET2LERH L. T2, SHOBZETIZM
WA 7HRR AR CRRENOBEL R ELTE
D, BEE G ABREOER IR, o7. L L, Wkl
ATHBAAG ™ 5 WE R SV SR B A I g iR s & A
UMD 5.

w

75 DL L o s R RS AL AR £, 2 T e I A A
%, BIMIEREER % BE BT 5, I0MWT, TUG,
6MWT DIRATN K OHe G B 2 BRI 3 5 72912
WEERAT - 72, MBEBNEEME R OREREREMEICE, 3t
WOR=2aTNVEMHL, FA—0F)Tr57—Yal%
TV, F—OFliEZHWA I EIZE D, MENER
P OBeE S HEE AT ICC>09 & mWSTEMEA S S
L EDNHL N E R 5T 72, 6MWT OME S IEN:
ICHERRE R R, LOA & E 8 L CRHilifiE & R 3 % &
B b.

BHEE 7 — RIS T TE 7, S BB AR BB A
&, WHEMREHOEEET 5.
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Interclass and Intraclass Reliability of Gait Ability Assessments for Elderly Patients after
Hip or Knee Joint Surgeries: 10-m Walk Test, 6-min Walk Test, and Timed Up & Go Test

Koji Tanigashira”, Naoki Matsumura® and Kenji Hachisuka®
YRehabilitation Department Moji Medical Center, Kyushu Rosai Hospital, Japan Organization of Occupational Health and Safety
Department of Rehabilitation Moji Medical Center, Kyushu Rosai Hospital, Japan Organization of Occupational Health and Safety

This study aimed to confirm the interclass and intraclass reliability of the 10-m walk test, 6-min walk test,
and Timed Up & Go test for assessing the gait ability of postoperative elderly patients with hip fracture, hip os-
teoarthritis, or knee osteoarthritis. A total of 23 patients hospitalized in a community-based integrated care
ward of our hospital were assessed, of whom 6 had undergone total hip arthroplasty, 7 had undergone bipolar
hip arthroplasty, 6 had undergone osteosynthesis, and 4 had undergone total knee arthroplasty. Gait ability was
assessed using three measurements by four and two raters for intraclass and interclass reliabilities, respec-
tively, and the data were analyzed using the intraclass correlation coefficients [(1.1) and (2.1)] and the Bland-
Altman analysis. The interclass and intraclass reliability of the three tests exceeded 0.9 for all items, but the 6-
min walk test showed a fixed bias in the interclass reliability. Although the three tests were regarded as reli-
able if the method of assessments conformed to our manual provided for this study, it is necessary to consider
the limits of agreement of the interclass reliability in the 6-m walk test.

(JJOMT, 66: 105—110, 2018)
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