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L F M ZEMEE Multiple System Atrophy : MSA) 1%, HfftifEd, —F% V=X
I, /NP EEEN R & Bk & T D IR RO AV EARR A MIRE CH D, LI
(ZHNE U L2l A T L PR R RZRIEBTH S |, 7D T, Shy-Drager JEFERE,
PRARRIVEZSME, AU — 7R NIMZERBIE & L CRllx DR L SHUTUVZA3, 1969 4R
[ZMSA & W) REBBEEDEE S %, 1989 AR TGl 2 BT L & L CZ 2B
RO ENICRESRME MAD B LS °, TOTFERERIXa > X7 L, Th
%2 N 1998 T BN S, IR B AR EE A S & LT, AR
BL7MEEDN N—F L = AL THDHEH D% MSA-P (Parkinsonian type) . /PMMISHHIE
IRTHDHEH DA MSA-C (Cerebellar ataxia type) & LT 2Bl oriT A{HEA & 72> T
WD BICKTIZMSA-P <, BHAR T U7 TIEMSA-C BAEW STl &6 7]
il & DBIE R FRR O BEITE 2 B b, MSA OZWiE Gilman © @ Second
consensus statement® (ZFEDWTITHOINTIE Y, “Definite”lLFIRIT o THIHEAHRRE
FRDOLHEDZ JEEBHENIC o X 7 LA VR AR E TR, BB R S L
NIV —TH/IMR O ZEMERT L2 5 1 D, “Probable” | BN A AR (R
PR he— U ARHE. BHOEAITEIRA S, b L <ITEN% 3 LN e
< &b MEAUGHERD 30 mmHg, IR 15 mmHg (K N4 AESIMHRIME) 12z, LR R
ISAIED 7 3—=F 2 = X0 (i, ik, & U <IXEBSCHIEE A 1F S B EEE)
F I IIER OIS PR DU, & U < U3vMIMMERRER EBIRE A1 5 15
IGRAMAAT) # 29D B D, “Possible”l I A—F 0 VY = AL F T MWEREZ R L, H
AR PR A e 9 2 R URIRIARBH O JR B EE  BER . FRIR YOS S IEhE A4,
t, L < 1% Probable MSA MDFIUEAii 7= & 22\ VL DN HHARILE) 2472 < & 6 —38
B, BT EH OO MSA OFHEMRT T, H/ MK #&. IMKOZE
#Man3dn %, FDG-PET THgdk, Mdir, /INMORGHOIK T2 H 572 8) iz T H D, & S
D, HAFTHERFIZEI L Tld Probable $ L < (X Possible IZi%4 T 5703, FHiR2Hr
[EREETH U IRREBHAAIR AT MSA ORI IR AIHYIZ /2 > T D LB 2 bid,

MSA DJFERIFARTIZITAB T, IRARRZRIGRINE T2V, ITHE MSA DOIRRERET &
LT, Z2EERBMEICBITAa> X7 LA DOEEE . tubulin polymerization
promoting protein {Z& 2 a VX7 LA URENEHE °, SIEMEORT 1, MSA BT
1T 5 COR2FESLT-V393A 85 & —ERDMSA INEHH L TWD E DR Lo =8 LUV
AL E L, BET LB S TS S TE TS ¥ 47 MSA
TR GEIRAE e b= B IAARPERR Py 7 m 7 ) R R ERE
Coenzyme Q10, FHIZERESHIZIAEE °, 1PS MIEIAEE 1© & W o 728 LU BT IO BIFRE Y
HrEsh s,



MSA V&, EHEAIIZIEMRT CORED TGS MAIEE 5 R & S D s,
—H DB RE MM ZAEMEEIZ I WL O AZZEO 5 2 8 bbb b, BRI TIE
MSA DRZIREE & 2\ NITREMNARRE S 2 & 5 7 RIEHR AV AR L2 3 A zL<7~7a~
ITRFE SN TN EWZ D, ZORT, SH%OBRESIAICE &, BIEFHLY
TERDOEALZHIEIZHE 2. D Z LN TE HZEAEEOFEEE. O F O S e kE i R 7 —
IVOBEEENENE B X HIVD, HERITRE & —AROYRY 25 R E R B ER
FEAREFTRIEE T, MSA AN 11, 956 44, ALHHEPN T 663 44 OXERITH D73,
ZITH MSA IR RBTH Y | IBBRICEBWTEEOIER AR T2 2 LITFES T
20N, LU 6, MSA DIREI R Z R8T D7Dl %&Wﬂ%&%ﬁfﬁ%ﬁ L7t

(2B TR, 80%DIRHE /1D & T 206 DINRAMER T D 72 IT1T 455 A EE Sh
TEL B DL THEL OIERFIZTRERIZELD iAA, 75“3553%\75?/} R THIEPEE
TH b, LTHEEIREZMEER LT WEEEZ WS Z E b AHTH L L EZX BID,
LD XD TRRBUTINT, fEDOFBRERGHM A 7 — sk b Tnd, 29
Wo BRIk A R L LT, AT —~Z2IRE LT,

ZAVE T MSA OFHIIZ WV BTV D ERFEATG 2 7 — /L & L CiE, Unified
Multiple System Atrophy Rating Scale (UMSARS)Y. Unified Parkinson’s Disease
Rating Scale (UPDRS)?. Scale for the Assessment and Rating of Ataxia (SARA)?.
Multiple System Atrophy health-related Quality of Life scale (MSA-QoL)#*. Scales
for Outcomes in Parkinson’s Disease—Autonomic questionnaire (SCOPA-AUT)?
Neuroprotection and Natural History in Parkinson Plus Syndromes (NNIPPS) A /-
— L LWV T OB D, UMSARS 1L MSA 252 7 DIZITHE A < AV BTN D
MR IR A r—)L T D 1) ZHULUPDRS X° International Cooperative Ataxia Rating
Scale (ICARS)?. Composite Autonomic Symptom Scale (COMPASS)®7¢ &% % &iz. BK
N> MSA =7 — MFFFE (BMSA) D781 2004 ARIZBAFE S/ ', Part 1 OFERSMKIC
DWCORMZ, Part 2 OEEMERDZEL, Part 3 OENMHRMEDOFHE, Part 4 O
ADL O 5 Befatii, &> D PNAD SRER S LTV D, UMSARS (3 MSA DJEIR 4 ﬁx%r%%ﬁ
THOIUTIAHATERL TV DENASH D EWVZ DA, RHEEZFHET 5 720121% 20
DREEZET HT2D, ZIURASKIRIZIB W TR E AT O OIXREET, F‘a’ﬁ@iﬁx T
JVEITFE X720, Part 1 & Part 2 [ZBW T EEEILIZAROEA bH Y . HEH
DOEFIOME B HUEORIILH 5,

UMSARS LIFMD A4 —/UZBA L CE ZUE, UPDRS (33— R OMBREN) 72 AT D
7o DIZ 1987 FRZBIFE ST A —/L T2, /X—F% Y AEROFHMIZIZRE T TRV |
RICKIZZ U MSA-P DRHliiZ I3 L TV D & 2 AIEH D SO, /MM A+
3 CH %, SARA I IMIMFRIEIR 2 (B SR 2 72601 2006 4FICBHIE SHue @ LA
AT ICARS 723 K < FHW G AU7223, SARA 1 ICARS D 3 3@ 1 DRFfETE AL & [RIZE DR
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IMFRECH Y | Aol BEBVAIVEDIERFHI AN SND K912k o7c, AR - TV
TIZENMSA-C DFHIIZITAZN TH D LB Z HNDHD, /—F 2 VIEROFHIH AR
+43E Nz B, Berg Balance Scale (BBS) L., /3T v A[EELZ I D72 DD A r—
JLC 1989 AR THEE X% RR M AS ORI BRI I B W TR IV BT E 72,
PR MIR RIS B W T E 72 S TIWRNA, 23—=F Y YR TN 0D
WHECTHWLNTEY # FILX SR N\T U AEELZET HH00I1E, MSA (23T
LAY 25 EEZ B, ARICTERY EiF5 2 & & Lz, MSA-QoL i3 MSA |2
LU= A A ARA r—L & UCRR S iv7e #, MSA-Qol. (DEEIER 2 3§~ 556
S7IEIMSARS & [FIEDOFRMED B & OWENH Y * BEOFH LR TRATE 58
b AV hD—DE Nz 5, 2721, ERMEEIZ 40 &% %0y, SCOPA-AUT |3/ X—
X Y AR D B E A T 5 72 DI BE%E S B 2 ER ARA A —L B,
MSA IZH FHWTFZED & 0 ' MSA-QoL [RIERIZA H T B FIREMEDNE 2 b, 72E.

B AR ORHIML 21 COMPASS & &> % 73, UMSARS D673 COMPASS 722 AEH AL TUY
5728, AlaliE COMPASS & 1X 5 7e HFEIE A V5 Z & & L7z, SCOPA-AUT |3 B ik
fEE 2 AT 5720, MR HIEBFEROFHmIIA+77 & 72 5, NNIPPS (3 1A%
EPEIRRIL & MSA-P ZRIGUZ ) v — B B LT BRRERI Z R W TR S A —
JLC. standardized response mean (SRM) &9 FEEtEiEZ WS Bl L CuNd
“y NNIPPS 27— UIZIGIC o7 DIERZFHE CE 5 DD, DT _XTEITH &
3040 EET D728, fEEEEBET D EAREICITE L Qe &b, Bt
L7z, 72720, SRM & WD FEEEISEATHIZE ® THARINTVND L 1T, effect size
ZIID 0 IBROEEZ TS DI2IFEN T D EE X BT, SRE &) Tk
ISR L CTHIEAAT S 2 & & LT, E7EROMISE T H B AISEWED R A S
T 5 Barthel index H&%&fEHE L CRIE L7,

MSA ZiHiid 2 A —/VlRl LA BT 2% K O Zeigtl L ZivE Tlaldze <, SR
E DA —)LIMSA G B Bt L TN D DIEFED 6D 5 72812 ARFZE TlL UMSARS,
SARA, BBS, MSA-QoL. SCOPA-AUT ZZDfEfil LC, Hlaa1T-72,

RO A —/LD 9 5, UMSARS, SARA, MSA—QoL &, JEASH BRI E Al
SEEAMR B E AR ZE D EB)CHIE DR REAF & 1R REBAT I EE T D78
HHZIBW T HAZERRAMERE ST, BBS IZOWTIZ HAEERR * 28R S v T
7oy, FOEHEMEIE R S TE DT, SCOPA-AUT [ZOWCIXHAGERR HAFAE L
TWiehoTe, T, AWFRICHIEET 5/ T, BBS HAGERROEEMORE. £
L "C SCOPA-AUT HAGERRDOVERE L OV DEHEMEORBRT BT 2 & & Lz,



ADL o o o o o Activity of Daily Living

BBS +« « - - < Berg Balance Scale

COMPASS

.
.
.

Composite Autonomic Symptom Scale

ICARS + - « « International Cooperative Ataxia Rating Scale

ICC = ¢ = = - Intraclass Correlation Coefficient

MRI « « « < < Magnetic Resonance Imaging

MSA « « - - < Multiple System Atrophy

.

MSA—QoL Multiple System Atrophy health-related Quality of Life scale
NNIPPS < < ¢« Neuroprotection and Natural History in Parkinson Plus Syndromes

SARA « ¢ « ¢« « Scale for the Assessment and Rating of Ataxia

SCOPA-AUT - - + Scales for Outcomes in Parkinson’s disease

—Autonomic questionnaire

SRM « « o o Standardized Response Mean

UMSARS + + - < Unified Multiple System Atrophy Rating Scale

UPDRS =+ + ¢« ¢ Unified Parkinson’s Disease Rating Scale
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A AW BIAAT D RIERE & LT, 2V E CAREERFARENENI I T, BRARIEIR
A & — L A AR Rk L CWO D IERT 24 L. & D RO A1 7RI e
8 LT2, 2006 4F722 6 2011 4 F TITAMRE R FARENFHI AT E 72 138Pt L, UMSARS,
SARA, Barthel index Z#9J 1 AEDHAM 235 C 2 [AAIE L7 IS JEFIZxH L L=, 4%
A 27 O (IMSARS part 1 = 48 4%, part 2 = 56 s, part 4 = 5 s, SARA = 40
s, Barthel index =100 &) % 100%& L THER L, TOYHDOMHE 27T 7 TR LT,

B. BBS HAGREIRO(EHEMZ MG 2HF5E L LT, 2012 4F9 A D [REE 10 it T
ACHRE R FIRBEARENEL O ABTEF 2 GG M A1 T > 72,

KGR 13 & O HERERE S 2 A3 AR L 2 sz 33 4 Th 5, b
B R FIRGRENEHC AR CRIE ORI EE 288k LT, MRRNEEEFIE D
I A & BIOMHENEIRRE £ 7ol AN IIHE P O ERTZ5Hi#E B & L TEk
E LT, FTRHIEE A 23 BBS HAGEIR ® CREZFHMM L. [FHOFGE B 25 BBS HA
FEIRCT 2 A1 H Ol A4TV . EH R IZFHEE A 25 BBS AAGEIR CRERHME 21T > 72,
P A & BILE BIZT T A R CRHMlZRLE L7z Figure 1), 7455 HmIER U5
(] 7 R—=F% 2 IR T4 T On B Cliti 79 2) & L. iEEER OB K
TUVVEMEERIBI IR A T/ 2 & & Uie, PR EiER W CL 1EaT
DIEFHEDO I H I T - T,

FEEHAEATIZ IMP® Pro 10.0.0 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) % FH\VNCHEfT
L7z, Ml A & B Ol Hds L ORHlEPIEEEME, RS MEIZ OV T, BBS @
Bat s & TE B AORNABENERL (ICC) & Cronbach O a3z B UEHE L7z, PIRVEL
GPEDOEAE R & LTI, Cronbach @ aff¥ > 0.8 ZEfE & ilE Lz, [EHtEOEEYE
L LTICC > 0.8 % almost perfect, 0.8 > ICC > 0.6 % substantial, 0.6 > ICC >
0.4 % moderate, 0.4 > ICC > 0.2 % fair, 0.2 > ICC & slight SHE L=,

ABFFEFARE R TR H FRERITE R B S ORGRZ S THEm L, #Hii7— 2 1308
i TRERE AL U CERRE LARHT L 7=,



Figure 1

The assessment procedure used in this study

Inter-rater

Intra-rater

A few days later

—




C. SCOPA-AUT HAGERMODIEIEM: A G929 L LC, 2012 4F 10 H2BRAFE 11 Al
AT CABHEE KRR NARNC ABE £ 72138 i@t iR OB & i RIG M 21 T- 7=,

SCOPA-AUT H AGEIE. SCOPA-AUT HRBIRAEB DR LT b DA RGEDOFA T 4
TAE—I—PER L, HRAEIEELT> CTER L7, SCOPA-AUT HAGERODERL & ff
B LT, 47 D SCOPA research group DFFA] #1577,

KFGEBE NI 5 7D B AR E 2 A 3 DR 31 4, RIE %27 LT/l
F Gk L, SCOPA-AUT HAGERROEMZEIZ B (FT2I3FHEOREE) NFEA LI O
ZEULL, T2 ZHEME LT, 1 EROFHMEA T 721%, 1~4 B O#IR AT 2 1]
HOFHMZIT o7z, ENEIOFHNIL, BE ORI E L CO SR T
77

WEEHAENTIX IMP® Pro 10.0.0 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) & FVNChafT
L 72, SCOPA-AUT A AGERR DA Fmds L OMEE 812 ICC & Cronbach @ o {85 HIH L,
ERMEDFEIE L Lic, WHEEEMEDOHAEE L L TIE, Cronbach @ afffl > 0.8 % &
E&HIE LT, Bl EAEL LT I0C > 0.8 % almost perfect, 0.8 > ICC > 0.6
% substantial, 0.6 > ICC > 0.4 % moderate, 0.4 > ICC > 0.2 % fair, 0.2 > ICC
% slight LHIE L=,

AR TAHRE R TR B ERRRA 7 E R B R OAGER 215 THER L, 77— & 13
FEATRERE AL U CHERE LARAT L 7=,

D. MSA DIEIRZFHUIL T 272D A r— b LT, SebAMAREELZH LTS Z L
Z HHJIZ, UMSARS, SARA, BBS. MSA—QoL, SCOPA-AUT % W NTRIGHRANC thishaat4
1To7,

A KR BER X OV DBEERE (T ALIRRRE. AL ERRE, oA
AIRE, SIS SESWE, N NARA-F0B5E, TiSZEREEERE, FEPNTINZRE) T MSA & 32l
SNT-HBEZBGE LT, M IIERRD 5 SO A —) )L Tt E % 6 » HEICkERY
W LR L CRedk L7z, MSA D2 2008 4EIZ385 S 7= MSA 2Wric B> % Second
consensus statement® (2SN T o7, FEE ORAWSHENEE A AT HBE I L
Too RHMIETX 74T, 2217 EIOFHN A 7534 Uic, FHlEEIEHME — A 472 3 [H]
225 163 [1] (1 4 OFHIE X 5 DOIFFEZ HEE LTI 0 FHiiREI £ < 72 o70).,

HEEHENTIZ IMP® Pro 10.0.0 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC, USA) Z U NClhitifT
L7z, KA —/VOZEEIT SR TRl L7, SRM IE effect size ZaHilid 2 fate &
LTHWONTEY, FreoRZ TR SIS,

AHIAE o P
R L DB

SRM =
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ENENDIERFHI A 77— UZDOWT, FIEEHMEO 7 A B) 2>5 2 [B1E OFH (6 4
H B2 TOARr— ViR 2 k% © & ZHH L7z SRM % SRM6 & ZKRE L., FllElRE
i (0 » A H) 2>5 3 [0 H OFHH (12 4 H B) I TOAr—ViHiiSE 2 b a2 b S IE
H L7= SRM % SRM12 & #5t L7,

SRM DFEHAEE UCTlE, SRM > 0.8 % large, 0.8 > SRM > 0.5 % moderate, 0.5 > SRM
Z small EHE LY, KA r—/L EMmiii], 27—/ OFEESI Spearman DAHES
123> Jonckheere—Terpstra FE * % Calfili L7z, M5, pifall, HEmbinl, e
FERRIDSBRIAT 1T o770 A4 —/LI33E H 45 (UMSARS part 1 = 12 ZHH, UMSARS
part 2 = 14 JHH, SARA = 8 THH, BBS = 14 JHH, MSA-QoL = 41 THH, SCOPA-AUT = 25
HH) OFFA S Ro LIRS T2, E70, B TfRIciidil S QW5 EHE
KB E2BEI, REIREHERT DT ODNEY TN A AOEHBIT-7=,

ABFFEFARE R TR H R E R B S OGRS THEm L, 37— 1308
fEATREEA AL U CHERE UARAT L 7=,
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Figure 2 ® X 912 1 FIHIB L2 [BIH DA — WA i (0RoR) & 777 71258%
L7z, Barthel index OAJERIEAVIZ L > CTEEIME T T HAT—LThHoTz, &
DAr—)L 3 1 HFRE ORI T 10-20%F2E O 2L A Fek L7223, A7 —) UIHC s
LRI EELZRD 7207,

Figure 2
Score changes of each scale (n = 18)

Mean scoring rate and standard error of first and second assessment
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B. BBS HAGER DGR EORRRT

ARHFFECIE, 33 2 DEE (B 15 44/ &t 18 4 THJAFEH 62. 8 + 14. 8 7% [28-82 7% )

DGRz, ERBE LTI, ZRMBERIE6 44, /S—F Y b4, Wiz
PEISRAEVIE 3 4, ZHMEREUIE 3 44, BIEATIEIIE 2 44, 73— 2 VIERE 2 44,
HEATIERZ B 1 44, BB NEMEE 1 4, 7aA4 Y7V h - P71
A, INEPEMRERE R 1 4, INEEZE 1 44, IMIMAER 1 4, BRER 14, BBEY 7 JiEkE
PIZEIEAE 1 44, HTLV- 1 BREEFREIE 1 44, FrstEaRiiE 1 4. A PEAEE 1 4.
RAEE 1 4, ThoT,

1 [BDOZERCEE U= HERITER 10. 4121 4y Tdh o7, BBS BFF4IL Table 1 IR
TIEY T, 1EEE 2 [FHE 3 BIHOKAFHAORICHEH FR A BRI
72 (p = 0.2925-1.00), Table 2 Ti&, #Hii#& A [EIEFHL) OREROSAZR LT,
i B2 [B1H) B L OGHlE A ER) OFEE S FREO 5 Th-7-, HHE 31HIFL
A EDBREDN T4 55 LFHESITEY, ALOZEMRIIRIZNTND LWV S FERT
bolz, ETMFEEROBBS LFEERIC, THE 3 2R ATOHEBIZBWTEERED
MR EIIEE CH -7, £IHE & maﬂﬁﬂiob YT ICC & Cronbach @ af%ElE
Table 3 |Z7RTHY T, BBS AEFEIZOWTOME R L OWE NG 1CC & Cronbach
D o fFZH T 0.9 L ETH -7, BBS DA 14HERDH S 12 THH Tl i*’\%lf”ﬁ:vsot(ﬁ#%
WD ICC1X0.6 A ETH o7z, HH 3 DMFN ICCITFIR Y 7 h=T —D7=HOIZE T
T&ERR)-oT-, 2HEHED Cronbach @ aff#% 0.9 L ETH -7~

_12_



Table 1

The mean scores + standard deviation (SD) for each item and the total BBS score

The first and third assessments were conducted by evaluator A, and the second

assessment was performed by evaluator B.

First assessment (A) Second assessment (B) Third assessment (A)

Item Score + SD Score + SD Score + SD
BBS1 Sit to stand 3.697 +0.521 3.606 + 0.851 3.576 +0.698
BBS2 Standing unsupported 3.394+1.043 3.636+1.010 3.364 +1.039
BBS3 Sitting unsupported 3.909+0.378 3.909+0.514 3.909 +0.287
BBS4 Stand to sit 3.364 £ 1.096 3.545 +0.988 3.424 +0.922
BBS5 Transfers 3.636+0.771 3.576 +0.780 3.606 + 0.886
BBS6 Standing with eyes closed 3.212 +1.008 3.424+1.016 3.273 +1.023
BBS7 Standing with feet together 3.000 +£1.044 3.182+1.167 3.152+1.019
BBS8 Reaching forward while standing 2.485+1.019 2.645+1.123 2.515+0.957
BBS9 Retrieving object from floor 3.455+1.076 3.455+1.233 3.485+1.158
BBS10 Turning trunk (feet fixed) 3.394+1.099 3.364+1.201 3.394+1.043
BBS11 Turning 360° 2.545+1.373 2.818+1.486 2.727+1.377
BBS12 Placing alternate foot on stool 2.848 +1.373 3.121+1.451 3.030+1.359
BBS13 Tandem standing 2.182+1.749 2.091 +1.781 2.212+1.719
BBS14 Standing on one leg 1.758 +1.634 2.061 +1.536 2.000 +1.670
Total 42.879+11.793 44.273+12.790 43.667 + 11.990

_13_



Table 2

Distribution of scores for evaluator A (first assessment)

Score
Item 0 1 2 3 4
BBS1 0 0 1 8 24
BBS2 2 0 2 8 21
BBS3 0 0 1 1 31
BBS4 0 5 1 4 23
, BBS5 0 2 0 6 25
§ BBS6 2 0 2 14 15
% BBS7 2 0 6 13 12
% BBSS8 2 3 9 15 4
u% BBS9 2 1 0 7 23
5 BBS10 1 2 4 2 24
% BBS11 3 4 12 0 14
g BBS12 4 2 4 8 15
BBS13 11 2 3 4 13
BBS14 13 3 3 7 7
Sum 42 24 48 97 251
(%) (9.09) (5.19 (10.39)  (21.00)  (54.33)
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Table 3

Inter-rater and intra—rater ICCs and Cronbach’ s « coefficients for the BBS

Inter rater Intra rater
Ttem 1CC Cronbachsa  ICC Cronbach’s a
BBS1 0.5560 0.9560 0.6930  0.9498
BBS2 0.7814 0.9532 0.8233  0.9458
BBS3 Notcalculated  0.9603 0.2099  0.9592
BBS4  0.8127 0.9550 0.8278  0.9478
BBS5 0.8043 0.9543 0.5928  0.9473
BBS6  0.7880 0.9538 0.8859  0.9465
BBS7 0.7377 0.9522 0.7938  0.9448
BBS8 0.7530 0.9539 0.7131 0.9475
BBS9 0.9121 0.9522 0.9411 0.9453
BBS10 0.6771 0.9534 0.7688  0.9472
BBS11 0.8513 0.9529 0.8917  0.9454
BBS12 0.8183 0.9532 09218  0.9451
BBS13 0.7493 0.9573 0.9070  0.9499
BBS14 0.8385 0.9569 0.8824  0.9491
Total  0.9337 0.9493 0.9772 0.9416
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C. SCOPA-AUT HAFEARDAGHEMEDHET

AMFFETIZ Y] 32 £ DEFE 2B LT=0N, 1 ZIEaHl T /E B OS2 OG0T
Bk L. 314 (5 16 44/ 2t 16 44, PR 64. 8 +12. 9 73% [30-82 7k ]) DB T
I U7, SRR L LCIE, ZRMEHREIE 9 4., 73— Y Vi 8 44, FREIE 5 44
PN AR 344 ZFIEELIE 3 4. FRER 1 A, BBEIMAME 1 4, M
PrEAARRADIE 1 4 ThoTo, MBEHIZBO T, BE O B & ATEENEFR A
HEICE LW BEEZ 52 512 £ OBEEO A ARREE IR R o7,

Table 4 Ci SCOPA-AUT HAGERROFES AR LTc, AatAOFNE 1 [BIH A 15. 677
+7.091 [6-31] 45, 2[E1H A 13.580 £ 6. 534 [329] i TH-7=, AFFAD ICC 1T 0. 644
C Cronbach @ a$8341% 0. 877 TdH -7z, AIHH D Cronbach ® at83513 0.8 LI L& E
ETHoT, 72720, WRhEIZEE 1 aIH A3EF 45 48 (22 3 h+ [T —F L2 fEH
LTWA ] F720E PYTITESRW 42 4) T, 2 [ B I3F 53 14 (224 6 -+ [T —
TNWEFEHAL TS F720E RYTUIELRW 4T ) Thotz, T b OEhRE
BRI E O o T, BIEE L, HHE 8 205 13 OHFREEIZEIH 2 ERIIZB W
TE T =T NZER LTS Z2BRT5H 2 LATE, HE 227005 25 OVERKEE
FEFIZEADLERNCBWTL P TTE LR S0 BIRZ RS Z LN TE,
FEICMEREREEICBI L TlE, 4 62 D EIEHUTKT L CofARIEESI, 1 [FIH T 20
. 2 BIHTIX 19 tFCThHoTz, O OFRIEIERIT, 2K T 31.5%., BHETIE
36. 7%, 2Tl 26.6% Th o7z, MEREREEOHEBIZBWT Y TEELRY &
BeA TR CT5E0 « B 67, 6 i, ZeME68. 4 7% 13, MFHFIICA B CTIE -7
. BRI A Ul B CEYES « BE5S. 1k, &t 60. 3 %) Il TElin Tdh -
77

ICCIZoWTC, THH 7, 15, 22, 23, 25 1% almost perfect TH Y, AitmIs LUHE
H2, 4. 8 9. 11, 13, 14, 19X substantial, ¥H 1, 3. 6, 10, 12 X moderate.
THH 5, 18, 20, 211 fair, A 17 1L slight TH-o7z, HA 16 & 24 (T TORIK
DN 10 SSR=IEIRDRN ] TH 7272 ICC IFFEH TE 72Tz, [FRMDIEIRE F &
WA RAA v A THE ORI EICH BB, £ RA AL 1T
AtE L IEOEI %R LTz, Table 4 ISR SAUAE Y | 1CC 1 Aot ERERERSE (THE 24,
25) . APEVERSRERE S CHA 22, 23), OAEFREE (HE 14-16) . HGEE (EE 1-7)
M FLARERR S (CHE 19) . HEIREEE (HE 8-13), AIRFAHEEE (HE 17, 18, 20, 21)
TEfETH o7, & FAA T Cronbach ® afREIEETH T,
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Table 4
Statistical parameters of the Japanese version of the Scales for Outcomes in

Parkinson’ s Disease—Autonomic (SCOPA-AUT) questionnaire

First assessment Second assessment
Item Mean SD MA __ Mean SD MA ICC Cronbach's a coefficient
1 Swallowing/choking 0.677  0.832 0 0.581 0.620 0 0.550 0.888
2 Sialorrea 0.321  0.541 0 0.321 0.541 0 0.667 0.890
3 Dysphagia 0.387  0.715 0 0.226 0.425 0 0.591 0.887
4 Abdominal fullness 0.500  0.731 1 0.677 0.909 0 0.611 0.888
5 Constipation 1.548 1.060 0 1.355 1.018 0 0.341 0.889
6 Straining for defecation 1.452 1.207 0 1.194 1.046 0 0.550 0.888
7 Fecal incontinence 0.194  0.601 0 0.194 0.601 0 0.911 0.891
8 Urinary urgency 0.800 _ 0.805 1 0.600 0.724 1 0.653 0.888
9 Urinary incontinence 0.742  0.855 0 0.552 0.632 2 0.740 0.886
10 Incomplete emptying 0.645  0.950 0 0.467 0.571 1 0.597 0.889
11 Weak stream of urine 1129  0.957 0 1.167 0.910 1 0.677 0.886
12 Urinary frequency 1032 0912 0 0.900 0.662 1 0.428 0.886
13 Nocturia 1.710  0.902 0 1.621 0.942 2 0.653 0.891
14 Lightheadedness (standing up) 1.000 1.095 0 0.742 0.815 0 0.663 0.888
15 Lightheadedness (standing for some time) 0.774 0.921 0 0.633 0.809 1 0.803 0.888
16 Syncope 0.000 _ 0.000 0 0.000 0.000 0 * 0.896
17 Hyperhidrosis (day) 0.452  0.723 0 0.548 0.810 0 0.199 0.891
18 Hyperhidrosis (night) 0.433  0.728 1 0.323 0.653 0 0.369 0.892
19 Oversensitive to bright light 0.419  0.620 0 0.355 0.551 0 0.624 0.890
20 Cold intolerance 0.387  0.615 0 0.267 0.521 1 0.392 0.896
21 Heat intolerance 0484 0677 0 0.516 0.769 0 0.222 0.890
22 Erection problem 1571 1.134 8 1.667 1.211 9 0.942 0.883
23 Ejaculation problem 1.600 1517 10 2.000 1414 11 1.000 0.884
24 Vaginal lubrication 0.000 0.000 12 0.000 0.000 11 * 0.896
25 Problems with orgasm 0.250  0.500 12 0.250 0.500 12 1.000 0.888
Total 15677 7208 45 13580 6,642 53 0644 0.877
Gastrointestinal 5065  3.463 1 4.548 3.139 0 0.625 0.882
Urinary 6.032  3.755 1 5.065 3.010 8 0.494 0.883
Cardiovascular 1774 1944 0 1.355 1.539 1 0.800 0.887
Thermo 1.742 1.483 0 1.645 1.836 1 0.089 0.888
Pupillomotor 0.419  0.620 1 0.355 0.551 0 0.624 0.890
Sexual function, male 2714 2563 18 3.000 2.683 20 0.988 0.883
Sexual function, female 0250  0.500 24 0.200 0.447 23 1.000 0.888

Items 22 and 23 were intended only for men, and items 24 and 25 were intended only for women.
Abbreviations: MA, Missing answers, SD, standard deviation, ICC: intraclass coefficient.

*The ICCs of items 16 and 24 could not be calculated because their variances were zero.
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D. HIHHREIMSA R4 — L bt

ARFFETIT Y] 87 44 D MSA FBFE %585k L7275, 2 Z T2 Wi Rl & D 7= DI ZBstk Lz,

1 IEIE@%W& 185 44 (1% 38 44/ Lk AT 44 V)44 63. 8 + 8. 3 7% [41-82 73%]) TIT

. 6 7 Ao 2 [alH OFHii 16 4 DBEDRZZ TH 712720 69 4 TfToTz, &
% 126 » H%D 3 [HIH LTI, 3ADEBENIEL L, 3ADEFIIRZZ T, 63412
TRH 21T o7z, 1[EH & 2 a1 H OFHlO IR L) 184.5 + 13.1 HT, 1\IH & 3
[6] H ORFIREIEE) 363.8 £14.9 H TH o 7=,

BB R, MSA-P 28 25 44 (29. 4%) . MSA—C A3 60 44 (70. 6%) T - 7=, FIFEIERIT
MSA-P Gl FHERERE 32 < | MSA-C TIIHATREEN L) 72, PIERHIRE S COWN
fARZE L LT MSA-P Tl L-Dopa 23 $26 < MSA-C TIFZ VT L U Ui b STz,
F7~. UMSARS part 1 & part 2 DEEHEILIMSA-P IZBWCAEICEETH-T-. HEIR
HARTIE 2-3 AEN 26 < . FEIEFINIE 60 I N0 M b 2V VM T~ 72,

KA — NV HBma T 5 & R ORSEITHE > T, UMSARS part 1, part 2, part
4. SARA, MSA-QoL, Tl S8y F5- L, BBS & Barthel index TIXEEDME T L T4,
ZAIVBIXMSA O BINEAZ I L TN D, F 7=, UMSARS part 2. part 4, SARA. BBS,
MSA—QoL., Barthel index % 12 # H I CHEGHFRICA B2 SBZELEZ R LTZDN,
Wilcoxon NIENIARTE Tl E DA r— V3 B 822 b2 R L= E 2 2 RET 5
Z EIXTERD T, Jonckheere-Terpstra FRTE HIT-o THATZN, ZILH [FEEODHE R
ThH-oT-,

UMSARS part 1. part 2. part 4. SARA. BBS., MSA—QoL. Barthel index | F&/m i
EHFHBALTHY . A —/ I b A BERERE 2RO T,

B A —)VAFED SRUIZOUWTIL, 6 4TI UMSARS part 4 @ SRM A3 H K&
<. 12 » AMITIL SARA @ SRM 3 b KE Do 7e, HHEATEENE activity of daily
living (ADL) AME7-HUTUWA R (IMSARS part 4 =< 3, OF W AMTAIHE/REE) 12
TE L TH% & UMSARS part 2, part 4, SARA, BBS @ SRMZFRERIZAKZ <, BBS mﬁ%
LT, L LG, ADL OREVWVEEIZIUNTIL UMSARS part 4 @ SRM (/)
=<, SARA & UMSARS part 2 @ SRMIZKE o7z, ZD K 9 7B 123V Tlid UMSARS
part 4 (X FE V(L L7722 L2335 72, BBS O SRM & FJEFHnIL Spearman JIE( R
B CTH BB ZRDZ(p = 0.26, p = 0.03),

JEREHTC b ERL & REROFERIVR ST, A —/v® SRUIIMHERINC X % 721372
<. MSA-P, HERHIM] 4 AR, FEIEAH 62 A ORI IV TR E < R DM &
277,

ENENDO R —)VERERT D BEICEEZ SRI 2/ L TOtr Lz 24, F
DIGHIGEEN, LN T & V> T2 THEH O SRIBEAE T o 72, T D X 9 72IH H 82 (SARAL:
4T, BBSH: F&FE, UMSARS part 2-8: $§4 . UMSARS part 1-3: T, BBST: X
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Fi7e LBAIISTAT, BBS10: JH#E LRV IR Y, BBS1L: 360°0>J7[ite, UMSARS part
2-13: BEAHHESE) O SN D Pilot 27— L (fH'H L, Simple MSA Scale:
SIMSAS &%) 2 VT SRM &t % &\ & BICRE 722 SRU 7R L2, Aatmiod SRY
L6 4 HT0.990, 12 7 HTIX1.285 LBEfFO EDA T —L L L EfETH -T2, =
OFRERIL ADL DIRT=N TV B EE TN TIM B2 Th o7z, 7288, 20 SiMSAS 135
I L7 BEAF D2 o — 1 & BARTRARBIA RO T2, & DIC, TR ORI LB
P TN A ZEFHE L THD & 80%DHHSID Y & 20% DTGB B2+ 5 1=
OIZ 220 AT H 2 LR STz, ZHUT IMSARS Z VTR S 72 et ThiFFED
P TN A X (0 = 455) LD H/hE <P ABFZED UMSARS part 2 Z W55 0
VINAA X (n = 314) £V b E DT,
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A RITHIRIRHE

B ITHRAN A TlE. UMSARS =2 SARA 28D JL 72 2 A — )L & HelE ™ 2 B8, UFmdD
A AT EAERR 18 Bl & N DIEBETIIAEAED DD E W ) NI Lz, Z D720,
FEMFIEZHT= D RITHAGHEIZIBWTIE, effect size 25 L TAa 7 (L&
UNTRHI T & 5 L9 bR 242 & & b, FHMIEGEE < 5120 L TiE-
LWLER DD LB X BT,

B.  BBS HAGEMROEEM DT

BBS HAEZERRODOAFHAIZOWTIL, ICC & Cronbach @ affdié HITEETH T,
ZOZEFBRT A R - VT A MEEMR L OWNHEEAMEE R LTV D, BBS AR
FERR AT DT E A EDIEA T ICCIEEMMTH Y | Cronbach @ afRHUTATEE T
EEZ R LTe, ZOREFIIMSEERD BBS Ol & 58T 2 b D Th o7 ™ % * 0

41

ZHVETBBS 1, FITHE#E, MO BIPARIRED /T o ZGHIZ AV B
T&E Tz, AWFFETIEBBS MEARAMREEDORMIIC b A TH D Z LRSI, 72
B, AWENEERE B b A%, BREEDANGEEE ThHo72Z L Th D, BEfé
AT ADL D 720D LAVRVDS, AR BBS FERRCE DI04 1 3B & [R5
—/6%07?‘: 37, 38, 39, 40, 410

HH 3122\, IHFEEN 4 SOoFE N BRI EHERFT 5 Z L TE 720,
BZENSE LD B REL o TLEV, I0C 8~ A F AT o7, ICCITIEF 0 225 1
DA & HOT, HH 3 OIE LW ICCITIFH T&E Zehodz, THH 3IXEEN 45T
HoTBERLH Y B P B OWRE TIIERSESHVEEZ R 72IHA Th 5
EEZ LN,

HE 1 &3 & 51X ICCHMEETH o722, ZivbOHEHE OIWE)SIE 3.5 LA ETH-
72 TDX DT ICC HMEL , Cronbach @ affE @ VEB I ETH - 72723, 5 B
A — VORISR kT 5 £ W2 D, %< OTEH CRHMIE T OREAINEIZTR
U CTholomt, VHOEHE Th o> THREROERNA LD & ZITIE, 160 2MEL
Cronbach @D afZENKENE W BIZNA T 5,

BBS 13 H 72 2 r—/LClddd D8, EDSHILS 5, FHlET I L OSHE# P 100
23 0.8 LA & @EWH B BBS DTN, T O OBWEI A LV NAE RS F
NTND, HESFE DB EMEI IS 215 0 /3 DRI IS, 2 E Clcfiis)
HIBBS #BEZT HRADNR SN ERHDHN ™ P, ZiuliL Table 3 T/RLTZ ICC
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DEWEE NEEA->TWD, 2O Eid, 1CC MESM BBS Zitd DRI
SLNWH T LERLTVA,

C. SCOPA-AUT HAGERRODEHAM:DRET

AL TIISAR R BB 2 3D CRHME AT o 7oy, 7 3—F 2V Ui &R
1T BEHR & RIREORE BN D AT-, SCOPA-AUT 13 & b &/ 3—F 0 Y LR E
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PR A I A BRI BRSO Z E VRSN, F BB Tl SCOPA-AUT 237 Y
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LT T D= I O OMRIRB ORI CTHH TH 5 Z LR S T,
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%o AWFZETIFEEDOZEML 0.4 205 0.8% TH Y . FLSORIEIN T 2 BREIEIL
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FRCIE TS TIEE S22 DEEFAM T 56. 9%, BT 10.6%" Thoiz, HGED
SCOPA-AUT JERR CIXZEMiN 13% T, RYTIXE SR M 50% THh-o72 #, ZDOJFIA
E LTI, MITAD S — N —RECERIN LA Uiz &) BRI BB )R >
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