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Prediction of the Outcome for Walking Ability in Thalamic Hemorrhage
Patients from Initial Information — The Effect of the Rehabilitation
System —

Yasutoshi Fukiishi

Clinically and statistically, a highly accurate prediction equation of the outcome

for walking ability was obtained from 44 cases of thalamic hemorrhage in an

. urban emergency hospital. Initial information included six items: age, laterality

of the lesion, CT classification, hematoma volume, the consciousness level and the

severity of motor paralysis of affected leg at the time of admission. This data
was analysed by a multivariate analysis, the first method of quantification.

Secondly, the outcomes of 30 cases of thalamic hemorrhage in a rehabilitation

_ teaching hospital were predicted from a prediction equation obtained from the
~urban hospital.

The author thought that the deviation of the prediction value and the actual
one suggested the effect of rehabilitation, and that the effect was indicative of
the success of a controlled rehabilitation system and its program.

The results were as follows: 14 cases improved, 12 cases unchanged, 4 cases
worsened. In comparing the results at the urban hospital and those at the teaching
hospital, the stage of walking ability improved clearly from “supervision gait” to
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“independent gait” and from “ maximal support gait or wheel chair transference ”
to “ minimum support gait ”. (Accepted on January 4, 1988) Kawasaki Igakkaishi 14(2):

200—206, 1988
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Table 2. The prediction value and actual one of 44 cases

in T-hospital
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