Brain—-Machine Interface ZffF L= LER#SEESN @GN
E{E HAMX 2 ch R AE I D F e BB RE IC R XTI RICDOINT
-EX MY ALY FO—ILEFE-

fE BEE ST, R TEER S, ED TR, 9K BRAT MY
BTES B2 ®°, bR IEMZ Y, JEWE EKRR Y, A B

"HEERENIE B A T—YartkrZ— U T—3 a5 BERRER
EREREALE B AT Y v a vy s — R AT YT s AR
SHEAEREEANALE B AT —va vtk Z— UABEUTF—3 g U (EEEER
¥R &4 LIFESCAPES  ZE2EHEIE 5

CEREREALS: Y ACYF—va sy s — BEE UAEY Ty R

25 [BM] TATHHE ISz ER I3 L C, Brain-Machine Interface (BMI) % ffH L 7= _ER#EREFIFEZ 10
AT 5 & & CREERENYGE Lz, ARIFZE I, [EEHIMAETESNZ 1T 2 BML IO R EH S0 T 2720
2, EX MU ay be— (BMIEARD &EREGFT 5. [HE] BMIBEOGIE, BEESRRIABE L 72zt
JEFID 5 H BMI Gz =i L7z 184 L Liz. —FTar be—aAfE (CONRE) Oxtgid, BMIEARNIIEEE L 7= ER]
DH B, i FBIEH S ORIE A% - pre i D Fugl-Meyer Assessment (FMA) EGEENEE 2~ v F o 7 SH7-
134 & L7z, /A& LT, BMI Bfix BMI 258 % V72 E B4 A — 3 (BMI ) % 1 H 404y, 2 M 10 AH
Fehi L7z, BMI Fliditz 1L BMI B ARTD D F20E L TN FIFE (e i B ST <o 7 FE SR B AL 25 Sl I & OF T U 72 b Ickiéne
AR & &I 2 AEER Lz, BMIBEOFMIER X FMA & L, pre #i4fi (JrARBTH) & post 74l (pre 24> 5 30
H#) o 2% L7z, CON #ix 30 A RO EHZHE2H FMA f5R %2\ 2, BEEHLEE & U R HEIE — oo & 5y Hk
DI EIT->Te. REERARS - HE, FHEMREE L THBERICHIGOH D t BEE AW, ABEKETS%E L.

(551 BMI #I#& THESIT 10/ 13 44 (76.9 %) 7% EMG-NMES %4 % ()t ] L 7= FIEHSREIIRRICRAT L=, FMA T
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2T, BERTRIC LD T 4 — RNy 7 L LT, BRI
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B BRENIRF LR A3 AE U 7 WEIBHIZ 38 1 5 J5c KR i - e &
L7z. BMI JIBRIT 2 S oM & FiaRES) A A —V 57
M4 1B & LCEM L7z, ZFH D Sensorimotor Rhythm
(SMR) 1= xf L Ti#E &) 4 A — ¥ H O Event-Related
Desynchronization (ERD) TR MIfEZE 2 5 &, NMES <
BEERICE D7 4 — R w M Thhvic. 74— Ry
7 ORfEIE, BMI ZEEIC XV 10 By ORFERS L ONE
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BMI #ifi#% » FREBEREIIBIC W CTH, 5 [ OHEE T
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ST, FATHIE D #5512, H&AYIZ EMG-NMES #5& /3 F
fRMRIEB)RIZ EDC O FiEB) 4 B I RE D MfERs L 7o, s
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HEREFNH 21T - 7=. EMG-NMES 3£ (2% IVES® (IVES+
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DO EILE B H 20Hz, 7~/ A1 50usec (3 @SV R) DOXf
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# EMG-NMES & [RIERIZ, Xt H ORI & o1 T NMES
BRI S U < iXatsfs B & o AR 217 - 72,
FHr AR v ML AMADEO® (IR-T-10587, Tyromotion
GmbH, 77—, #—A MU 7T) ZHi=. AMADEO®
DR TEIZIL Force Control E— RZfEH LT, Ffakith &
D b — L Fl7R EXERE ORRIC A DR THEIE L
7-.
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(1) BMIZI#EHARE % DEMG-NMESFE1THK R

JEATHIFGE D I, 2 T 10 Ho BMI #2175 =
L G, EMG-NMES % ffH L7z 3IBRICRA T3 2 IE B A3 iR
SN, TR TH BMI FIEHIMAE THAR T,
EMG-NMES #£i# % N CFHE M EETREIZ EDC 2> 5 iihilE

R SN D I E R Lz, B L 72 EMG-NMES
KRBT AL FERIC IVES 2 L, &EIIFI ST —T v
Z hE— FZHW=. EMG-NMES OEH; X EDC (285 L
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“El5% BMIE2R (& 134), pre abflile A ChEERY 7R
T EB S N 2%t 5% (SIAS =AHE 0, 1A: 4
11 4), pre FEAMRE AL CRIEMH /R B BRE@ 23N HBL L 72
*&#E (SIAS ENIEA 1B : ©224) ZEICHHLE.
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MR SN TEBY, FMA HIGESIER O&EFHT 0-66
ROFPHTH 5. BMIEEL CON BEE H 12, FMA 1 2 [1] (pre
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AT HIZATVY, post FEAMIL pre #FMiA 5 30 HEAIZIEM L7z,
CON #ED FMA EIZRIEND 30 HEIZFHAIL T 5 E#
P25 FMA OFHER A Lz, i3 57 —# 1%
X1 o@Y, FBERENS 13060 HE] HLLIE, T60 -
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7o (Z208 1 BPRE, 90 %A — "—F v 7). 2Dk, atr (8-13
Hz) BLOBH (14-30 Hz) DOHh»s, E#A A — P KH
W2 1F DK ERD R % 7R~ U7z 3 Hz 18 0 J8 5t % B0
JARERE UTEAZ SRR L, & JE I ET IR 1) % il
A A—VXEIZE T D ERD M8 &2 R B EICE H L7z, JIfE
H#5® ERD 381X, Yi%AlFE H O TORELITIS T 5 ERD
G RRIESY/NYE Y

2.5 fRETFRIRAT
(1) HEARIEIRE pre Tf FMA DEERIE

BMI #f & CON FEDIEARIERITIR Y B2V iR 57z
I, i - MBI (B L) - 24 (REZE/N i) -
WL (Z2/45) - FMIER 2D pre 7l B £ TORE HEIZ
st UCRERM bR 2 U7e, Pl & Rl B EUIxHe D& 5 t i
& W THERHBT 24T o 72, PERI « W4 « FRBRIZ
Fisher O IERERESRIRE 21T o7, £72, pre il FhER)
HEREIZHR L CHO MM ZO R BE2HER L. £079DIZ, pre
PO FMA 7B (///aiE, FEIE, F4a, Witk



#1 BMIBEE CONFEDEARNEMH & pre iFM 0 - HGEEHHERE

BMIEE CONE# pfE

Fin (%) 65.00+12.68 67.53+10.87 p = 0.589
MR (B &) 3/10 6/7 p=0.411
PUrE (ANEZE / iNLm) 8/5 8/5 p = 1.000
FREERl (2 1 A) 6/7 4/9 p =0.688
FHKAEED SprefiiH & coOKERE (H) 54.85+38.22 53.08+13.16 p =0.876
presFii-FMA (5=)

B/ B/ 5k 8.00+7.07 8.23+5.09 p=0.925

F R 0.00+0.00 0.46+1.39 p = 0.243

Fi5 0.92+0.86 0.92+0.86 p = 1.000

WA/ AE—R 0.15+0.55 0.15+0.55 p = 1.000

EREESE 9.08+7.52 9.77+6.47 p = 0.803

FMA: Fugl-Meyer Assessment scale

#2 BMIFfE CON BEICRBIT 5 EEEEKEE DL

preZTh postEih plE
FMA ()
=R A BMIEf :8.00+6.79 BMIAE :13.77+10.00 HER :p=0.534
CONZ#f : 8.23+4.89  CON#f : 10.08+ 581 KKHEER ©p<0.001%*
HERAKFHEZER : p=0.056
F A BMIZ :0.00£0.00 BMIE : 1.00+2.18 HER i p=0.707
CONEf : 0.46+1.34  CONEf : 0.92+1.59 (SEEE] : p =0.049%
HERxKHEZER : p=0452
Fi5 BMIZ :0.92+0.83 BMI& :2.77+2.19 HER ‘p=0.214
CONZf : 0.92+0.83  CONZEf : 1.46+1.39 RrEZERE :p<0.001%*
BHERREZER : p=0.025*
W/ AE— K BMIBE :0.15£0.53 BMIE¥ :0.38+1.08 HER :p=0.681
CONZf : 0.15+0.53  CONZ#f : 0.15+0.53 REZER ip=0.177
HER<KEER  p=0.177
EREENSE BMIZf :9.08+7.22 BMIE :17.92+12.87 HHER :p=0.504
CONZf : 9.77+6.22 CONZf:12.62+ 8.01 KKHEER :p<0.001%*
HERxREZER : p=0.033*

FMA: Fugl-Meyer Assessment scale; *: p < 0.05, **: p < 0.01

JAE—F) & EMA LEGEBAFHIH LT, THHRIS
Do B RIEEATo 1.

(2) BMI £ - CON #t o> FEEEIHAELE (L

BMI fif & CON ¥ _ERCEEERE D2 L % Fied 2 72012,
FMA Y7 IHH & FMA LIEGEEAFHIR LT, 2t
FHRIT AT o 72, WRHENTICIE, B (BMI ¥, CON ) &
FE (pre 74T, post #EAM) % ZE[A & U7z —Jold & =R E
DM EAT T, REEMZRBDTHEITIE, FHERIC
ERHS D t REZRITY, FEFRERICEIEOH 5 t
EEFHRREE L TITo 7.

(3) BMIAEICK HBREEBHFHEEMHDEL

BMI FI##IZ & 2 R E s B B M D Z b 2 5T 5 7
DIZ, 1 B H & 10 A H O ERD #REECR LT, &8
B (0 #f, BH) TGO D tREEITo7=. 270,
R ORI 1 B E S L<IX 10 A H® ERD 5RE %t
L T Sminorv-Grubbs f&E # 1T\, AMUEE L TR L
KGEOT — 21X, EFEROHTN LRI L.

ETOMEHFNTIZIBNT, HFFY 7 b EZR (version 1.54)
O ZAEH L, AEAKUEIT 5 %E L., £, PIRER
Hedges’g fitir # FHIWCTHH L, 0.2-0.5 2/, 0.5-0.8 ZH1,



(A) (B)

FMA F4518H FMA EBOEENS T
(Il\\) (ﬁ)
6 - 35 *
" %3k
5 . 30
25
4
20 BMIE -O-
3 -
15 CON# @
2 4 ... @
10
. @
11 5
0 0
pres¥F{ii postsFii pre T post:F{
X2 TIHEEEGE & EEGEBRE O AL
BMI £ & CON BEIZEBIT 5 (A) FMA FHEHE & (B) FMA EHGESHGFHOZ{LERT.
EALEMR BMIBE2 R L, RIS CON A FET. *:p<0.05, **:p<0.01
3 BMIFEICH T D45 B @ ERD @& 251k
1H B ERD&E 10H B ERD3&E plE
BEIDEREL
o ( 8-13Hz) -13.64+16.83 -3.26+£14.35 p =0.149
B (14-30 Hz) -14.72+23.41 2.23+13.39 p =0.032*

ERD: Event-Related Desynchronization; *: p < 0.05

1BANIEE U TETH SRS

0.8 LLEZKE L7z, BMIF - CON #f FEGEBIEREZ L
WZOWT : AERZAEREZRDT FMA HEIZX LT,
AR HRHER O R ELFH L2, BMI I XL
7 R B B BB DL ARIZ OV TR, KRR TR R
BEHEHLE.

3. &R
3.1 EFRIEIRE pre STE FNA D EERIE

BMIHf & CONBED AN ) & predHATilZ 3815 HFMADE
FRUTRT. E#H, FE A 2> Sprealffi H & TORGHE A 4K,
preaf i OFMAMEIZxE L C, A BB ZE TR 7205 72
Fio, BERICET DR, B4, BRI O ABUZOWT
b, AERETHER IR ST

3.2 BMI FIfH#ARA# D EMG-NMES F81T4K:R
BMI I © EMG-NMES BTk & FatioRd.

BMIHI R4 TR CA21344 H1104 (76.9 %) SEMG-NMES
B & P U RIEASRERIIC AT LT, preafflile s ChE
B e PR RER) ) W et R #5114 Tlx, 84 (72.7 %)
JSEMG-NMES% & % fFH U 7= L IEgReRdicBiT Lz, —
J77C, preilile R CRFR MR B BREENAMENC HEL L 7ot
GEL T, 24 L B (100.0 %) EMG-NMESH: & o ff F I
HIZBAT L.

3.3 BMI B - CON ¥ o> LR EBN#kAEZ 1L

BMI ## & CON #£IZ351) % pre 2l & post #EAH D FMA fi
#2177 . FMA FH5HEH & FMA EIGEB SO AE
B HEREZRST-. —5 T, FMA E/M/AiEER &
FMA FRAfE B3R BRI 20 RIF3RD 7228, A2 HAEA
IIFER S e o T,

FMA FHIEHA (X 2A) & FMA REOEE&H (X 2B)
OFERAZM 2 1\ T. FRBEOHKE, FMA FHEAX



BMI B0 2 pre 2l & L LT post 34l CA & 72880 % 58
»7- (BMIE : p=0.001, CON# :p=0.110). —FT,
post FHli > FMA SFH51HH O F#5EI%, BMI D 555 CON
LD bEECH o, ARAHMEITRD RN (p
= 0.094). AHEORMZERICBET 2R EIL, BMIFETRK
%<, CON BT/~ o7z (BMIEE : g=1.14, CON ¥ :
g=0.48).

FMA FRGEBNAFHE BMI B & CON B & 112, pre 7
L LbER U T post FHli CHE 2NN A G897 (BMLAE : p =
0.003, CON f :p = 0.028). F7=, post iHli>o FMA LJ&
EENG O FHMHEIL, CON FEL Y BMI BERE D 7228,

BB ZEIIRD 2o 72 (p=0.237). KBEORFH R
WBT 28 R &, BMIEECAE <, CON BUFHEET -
7= (BMI & : g=1.03, CONEf : g=0.69).

3.4 BMIFIfEIC k2 REEEESFHEENDLEIL
RBEDHH 1 LIZBWT, 10 A HO B H ERD JREEA

BRANVEE L CGED LN (p<0.001). T, f#
Mk 1 A5 L7Z 12 £ D5 — % TiT>7=. BMI BHZRIT

HEEPEHAFO1IHE L 10 H EH O ERD R 2 % 312737
B+ ERDIEEIX1 HA LY 10 HE THEICHM L.
—FC, 1 BAL 10 HH® o #f ERD EICBWVWTHER
ZIIRO e h o 72 ERD TREZLOBREREIL o HT/HhE 0
SN, BHITREN -T2 (aHf:g=045, fH:g=0.71).

4. EER

ARFIETIL, [ AE R REE G263 2 BMI I
ZPFH U7 ERRERIFR O H 4, BMI ZEEE ARTDO b A
N U ANT— & &R L. EORER, BMI RO 30
H#& D FMA FHEHEE MR EH T2 LR Rm@Ene. 36
(2, CON BEDZhFE & bl L ¢ BMI BEO R EIT R E <

(CON Ef : /Iy, BMIFf : K), BMI i H3NI#EAS FMA F45
HEOWMEICB W B Z 5 2 =R H 5. —H T,
FMA EEGEBAFHT post FEMIRE SO BEM 221372 0> o 72723,
BMI B & CON B & $1230 HZIC
FEREONRE L U, BMI #£1X CON #£ X v & FMA LEES)
BRFOBFEICEWVEER S - - ATREME B 5 (CON B :
BMI #:°K) . FMA L& #) & 50D minimal detectable change
(MDQ) X 52 S EWMESNTEY 19, BMI HEOLEEIX
8.84 /%, CON BHED L FEFE 1L 2.85 S TH Y, BMIFED 72 MDC
B HEENRD o=, D, BMIBEOLHIE-R S
B2 5 FEESREOUERH - T-EEXDOND. WS T,
FHEB) R & 592 [RIE BN A R RELE B2 35\ T 2
JFIT 10 HE O BMI AR Z OFH 35 Z & 1%, 1 7 A%
FHEBEE L & T FGESISREOUFICRWHIRNH 5
EEZBND. FRIZ, BMI OO EIEGEEERED
Th, PREDBEOKEBICRVWEREE 525 LfREN
5.

sz LbrRanik.

AWFFERBRE OFGBIZFE Y4 3 5 di A ME N 2E oA RgE
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Abstract

In a previous study, hand function improved in patients with chronic stroke after 10 days of upper-extremity functional
training using a Brain-Machine Interface (BMI). In this study, we compared BMI training effects with those of a historical
control group (before BMI introduction) to assess its impact on patients with subacute stroke. The BMI group included 13
patients, while the control (CON) group comprised 13 patients discharged before BMI implementation, matched for age, time
since onset, and pre-evaluation Fugl-Meyer Assessment (FMA) upper-limb motor scores. As an intervention, the BMI group
performed BMI training for 10 sessions (40 minutes/day) over 2 weeks. In weeks 3—4, upper-extremity functional training
was conducted using either an electromyogram-controlled neuromuscular electrical stimulation (EMG-NMES) device or an
NMES device if EMG-NMES was unavailable (40 minutes/day, 10 sessions). Upper-extremity motor function was assessed
using the FMA. The BMI group was evaluated at pre-evaluation (day before intervention) and post-evaluation (30 days after
pre-evaluation). The CON group used FMA results from periodic evaluations at 30-day intervals. Statistical analysis included
repeated-measures two-way analysis of variance. In the case of interactions, a paired t-test to the time factor was used as a
post hoc test. The significance level was set at 5%. At the end of the BMI period, 10 of 13 patients (76.9%) transitioned to the
EMG-NMES device. FMA hand scores in the pre- and post-evaluation groups were 0.92+0.83 and 2.7742.19 for the BMI
group and 0.92+0.83 and 1.46+1.39 for the CON group, respectively, with a significant interaction (p = 0.025). Post hoc
analysis showed a significant increase only in the BMI group (BMI group: p = 0.001; CON group: p = 0.110). These results
suggest that upper-extremity functional training combined with BMI improves hand motor function in patients with subacute
stroke after 1 month.
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