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1.1 Amiel-Tison #2224 7%
Amiel-Tison #1252 75 751 ( Amiel-Tison neu-
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[xXZEHS] 1008 -8830(2011)01 —0072 - 05

rological assessment, ATNA) F 1968 4 f{ Amiel-
Tison®E A4 1 ,2002 4F 53 EE TR AL
R IE SRt 40 Ja A L LAT I 2 R G LA EE VT
il Be BEDTMEE o ATNA F2BEAGI ToK 35 5 2F L3 1 fig
T3 BRIy SR T G S R A B i 2
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B R EUE R 3 P 0.1 B¢ 2 43, 54y =35 4y
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i P PE ST 5 182 (0. 81) ™o LA T S BF 2 2
ATNA I HA B 46 % & BN E , B 40 Paro-
Panjan 25 % B, W5 407 5 FE B 4 L, ATNA A 951
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A JLAT i R4l i 36 ( neonatal behavioral as-
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223k i )L B BE B 55 O U BEAR IR AT AT
o BRI ]2 30 ~40 min,

NBAS 3= #4258 5] ke oAl AR T, w] F 337 4R L
AT RE I PR, T IR 2 % R
3 TP 6T i A2 (51 G 4 I = B A
iz I ) 2R AR A | G A AR | HC A K
HEIE (1N S RN 2 K KA 245 55 ) /OB A )Lk
FEAT AV, BT HUG SOR s AR . s
NBAS i FLAT —E B A {8, Ohgi %" B 7245 5
WA )L NBAS rpaz g 3P GRS L 5350
B R8s 2 )L IAT o e RO SE R Y 3R i
] LAY Bl PR e s B Ak L 5 A R RAT
R S AU
1.3 Dubowitz #HIZRFHEE

Dubowitz 1 22 % ¥ %% ( Dubowitz neurologic ex-
amination) F 1981 £ H Dubowitz ZE 4 Hi,1999 4£ &
B o AT A LB LB A LI i 247
NERB A FERIEAE LUK T UK IIAE |
Feit s gl e R AT AR 6 2638 34 T, Wit
HILMKIRARSE A LA E I DL E T IEH S %
fELLA kil PR 58 2 . 2008 4F, Ricei 452 A
B 7RI R IHE A TE L . KA AT
FRERBEARIATE , 7] 2 BRI FO 4R AE R A% B )5 BT
KAty , BV A To 28 50 1) 2 4  JHLDF 4 T 5 32 s vl g
#96% 1 o kA FRURERT 10 ~ 15 ming HEFEAEHT
Az LRI FLIEPIR S I R 617 2 ~ 3 IRE VAT

Dubowitz #fi 282 A 3 %2 82 48 5 VE 1, BR A oF
FEUESE I EPE A3 S 0 508 A ) LBk Ul i 1 A
IR A S I 2 ] R R AE R A L 22 L
AT RERE RS S5 0 i ML SE T 95 MRL A H (1 il 45
Py S i BT ARG A AR S, ) S0 IRTfi 95 4)
M, I Ah, Dubowits il 28 274G A5 34 HLA T30
fEF, Ricei 45 BE %07 15X 157 BIARfE 5L 7 )L
AT TAT 2V PAN I IR ER R VS 2 4F, R 3life
TE R ARG 7 )L Lk o A il Sk AR BE 85 2
FOL5  AHAIBEE B RE 7 H00 5 8 75 5 s Bk 40 49 1)
Lz R 20 MU H SHrE A B 2R, H
XML PG 2%, RERFKEE M X216 i
SR LTy JERED 2 3 & B R R
3 RPETA JLEE S AR K IS A K B AT oy
A EL
1.4 SERFHAEIL 20 BT AHMBNE L

86 PR AR )L 20 34T 4 2800 #5 72 ( neonatal be-
havioral neurological assessment, NBNA) 20 {4 80
UG, IR e T 2L SE RS Brazelton Al

Amiel-Tison {7575, 454 HE &R, &M T2
JUBTHE LR IE NG 40 JAI ARG L. 1990 4E4K
S 12 SR AR LB A DU 2 T AR T
G Hl. KA AT M AE Ty (6 W) g sh LK J) (4
i) LsK Sy (4 31) JEUR R (3 30— Al i
(3 1) 5 D, BWPE R 3 A,
RPO 431 4302 43, Wi 434 40 43,35 - LA N 5
Wo MMy ik, BARMARA % S5 N0
(043143248 3 4rF14 43) "o it AR 22 JH
o) A R AT AR I A 7 v, B R A A AR I
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KT NBNA S B2 PFHI )45 B B H 5 HAth
PREAT Ry 2 K A 5 vk 22 () 1) [) B 25 B8 iR DL 41
., fEFRE NBNA B 2N AT RAIILEL . &
NHECZR AT /N T Ha W8 L& AT Al 2 W 5 98
ffro LA NBNA SEEA—5E BN £F ], Bao 45 %
AR A Z= 2L NBNA FG i (1 ~2 48) i
A7 025 i () SRR R o S PR X R 2o 80% , I T ]
Tk ot g ARV B o RR LI B PR . AR OR I E
GBI T A Vel 2 Ao s e PR R R A LI & B IR
W A B T AR BB v
1.5 FEILEEKIPRENEMZITHAER

A JLEAE I 57 s W 48 4 2847y 3R (NICU
network neurobehavioral scale, NNNS) /£ N 7= 134 1
T WS —&R 53, T 2004 484 [ 57 )L i
PR & 2 25 (NICHD ) NICU #F 5% % 45 il i€
B TESRHE— AT LI ST A T 2R R A
2, HET T VP4l 7 1 25 W 2 88 )R AR LTS
S NNNS K ff 3 #45: D4 2%
TiUH VAL S AR S LK g F Ih B LA S S e
HX S RGN E ; AT HEIH A FIRAS
B RE. Sl SN s Q25 T/ Tt B - G HGE T
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WUBAE LTER A TR AT 2 R AT 20 THAH G 25
GV IR HE ST SN K B 5 AT 2RI
PRAEFEATAT 53, B0 (EAR NG 1 5L R 303 e, A9
PR R R AR . A E T EEL T
FIHEATIAUE T RESERG VAl , H A7 SE E W e 2% |
AR WBEA R, — B A7 30 min, 343
15 min i£4,

NNNS =558 %51 K Ak A1 A, H 35 200 A
5 AT e 2 L Hh e Rl i B ) 4 T 00 E L
TH07 = KR B AR E TSR e I (8, T
LB BE T R e e R B ) PN PP v S LR A T o 2
KB, VL PEAL A4S H fa 5 LI BRI 25 ) R o
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LM SNBSS IESE , B2k JL NNNS $E53 5
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A2 R IR AR G, I AT T i (4. 5 % 1)
BEISERE 7 R R (1Q) ZKF Hi R MR HoA — 5 1
Ja BN
1.6 Einstein 74 )JL#HEZITATMNER

Einstein 3 4 JL# 2247 Jy 31 #i & 5% ( Einstein
neonatal neurobehavioral assessment scale, ENNAS)
1977 4l B R A e 2 PRUBTHCR 2 e B 4 1y,
BN T HERFIVEAL BT 4L LA 24T R 22 R IE % R
M T WEEEH AR L A &1z s A e s T | & is
BRI, E—FibrfE b ™ . R H LR L
G, —IRAEWT BRI 37 ~42 WAL TR
ENNAS f4% 20 B0 001 H K 4 T4k v 0 {158
VR 8 WA A J LA ML ARF ML B8 B &8 Bl 1
DL R XU ) 0 2 F i 68 0 K AR AR LUK
RS e SO 51 & A O, B e R H 63 oo ft
IRPETIH A PF 5338 o 6 R R A LR SR EE (n
A KIz 85 ) LG o, B B B R, 3% IR R
HEMNSH B ETEHE R SR . AR

IAIIE, BRI AT AR BT A LIRS R TG B A s
FEYR A ZIHET 20 ~ 30 min,

ENNAS EA 8@ B PERN R 5 B ( >0.97) {HH
TR LI EAT R 2 R AR e M, 552 £ Fil
P, PR A DA B IR, B F 9 e A
ENNAS HA7 %51 PEAL K B0/ A, T B 48000
FEHT AL, HAEPPAR 3T A2 L 2 R0 & DR 2 A R i L
St () AR A g AR LR e B R A e, B
ARG A B O, {5 A BA P S e i L 2
A JRBE, H B R 7T R I HE A 25 XA T
HICHE A . Majnemer 25 15 X5 78 {4l 5 1
B LT TR 5 4RI Rl T H & B, ENNAS 343
SRR IA SN RE 1 B R A B 4R, - e T
Wi 5 A VLA LA T g 114 R BRE  (H R R A
S P 3455 T AR MRS K HLT A /N R B
HX R et 22 2% B8 1 R B0 A 850 (9 4F) 55 F
ARAAIER GG e 7, LA M PR et s 1) et 42
7~ FHEELA P 36 A 105 A0 {8

BV IR FEA W 1,

R1 HEILMETAFSITMETEE T

Ik EEAE SEIAER KA (min) B WAt
ATNA  HITBUS Rats 40 )81 2-8 T 352 7
Npas O AVRIR R 0-2 30-40  GEHEIDFRGSVERGAE 469, 7 %

IS
A TR S s -
Dubowitz U TS 0~1H 10 ~ 15 Toi 5 34 1, 6 2%
SR REAAT M 1T o 5 o :
~ ity 2 A i,
NBNA TS 0~1H 10 5 2 JE R 20 i, 5 2%
s RIS RMETRERE . e B ——— s i
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~ ~ T i
ENNAS TS 0~1H 20 ~30 Jos gl 24 i

2 FEILEHTEMTE

2.1 £5iEHRETEM

4Bz 3 i PEAY ( general movements assess-
ment, GMsA) |y Prechtl 25 A% i1,2004 48 355,
Je— M T AR GC B LAEA AT AT P AR
WA Y B RIS Sl B0, LU & IR L &
mfa R A UEE S8 BT 5%

BSR4 ARSI, T ERER 2
RKAEEH 3 K&, R 25 20 N 3 4
AN B I S AT 3 YRR A 2 A A B 2R LA R

O, PP S AAEE T I R BB RS, I A s
S BURTA R I H B0, 55 512 2h B S A%
/IR ALEE 7207 1 — e 10 ~30 min, 52
Jiti # 7 8 2k GMs Trust TAYE, J7 B8 #EAT PEAN, 3T 4F
o, TR H 2= M IR LR EE B o T GMsA Hp [
FRIEE b, 28 55 U0 BE 25 30 A 4% I m 345 B GM
TRUST 5 & () A ASIE S, 1% 0y i B e 3R v B
B

GMsA FZL %51 PEAl S 1t fg oA /. 78
R I, GMsA BEE iz F T = & A sk . il
SR SR AR I A L P R . PR R A L A
REWIE ., BHH, Reu ZEHIE, BNAEKIELZE,
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B DRYG B 23 B2 LN R 255 E 55 95 95 1Y il 2227 F
Ao 2Ty v LA B VR (92% ~
97% ) B MG RE ), B 2246 4 (9 A 2k vk L
A5 RV LRE , Spittle 257 & L, L L GMsA
55 MRI A5 4 A ik 5 57 5B IR 8 A ¢, $278 GMsA
1) 58 P g S B 1 BT i 44 . HHETIA ) GMsA
A A FRTINAE FH I ST ik g B 0 5L A
PR B AR A T e R A
HERE RS T B Adde % 4H,
GMsA 7 T5I0 fiki e H 52 S5 FE 5 32 Al 3k 100%
98% , It #p Burger %[29: & Kodric %DO] ¥ % W
GMsATETRIH A LA (1 ~2.5 B ) MARGEKE
oL A REUE (100% ~80% ) S FE 5 B
(100% ~78% ) .
2.2 Bl s

B2 LB B HE SR AT (test of infant motor perform-
ance, TIMP) F- 1995 4 Hy Campbell 257 ,2005 4
FRCY . FEA TGRS 32 R 4 HBIL
B &g LRSI RETETE ShRE S, TIMP £
W13 3 |k O WH & 29 WG H, B
RIIRE DL FEAE” B sRan” SR, it 51
T H F R A S AR DI 12 10 RE T, B AR
7 i P A ) B AR B EE T A I RE T o K
BT AT AR S B LIRS R G R, B RS A
s R, Bt AEBREN0 =4 ~7 5R4H
AN B ZR G N B 58 A BN R T AR Al A T
RV o WA R A NS 2R, B e R
SR R IER ARTIER GefFIER . Stk
I B LB E B BRI Ll A B, AT i b S A
RIEVN IR LUV AR B A%, sl Sl T H &,
it DVD H27, A —MAFERS 20 ~30 min,

TIMP F= 2 HA S 51 PP 1E T, %05 2 B A
e O PEH )45 B S S A B, O 5 Hofl AT S
BB RO B ATz E R IEE S5 EE
FELRAR G 3 F 2L &, BRI 3 A#FIEH =
FAEARE . Snider Z°Y AT T R, H AR G I

<32 By HL L, 7R HHB IR E 2 A 51T TIMP
fli, AT HUM L 12 A4~ H B2 2h e YR 2= B, 38
TIMP 7R HA BN E

2.3 Alberta B)LiIZZhER

Alberta 22 J| iz 35 & 3¢ (alberta infant motor
scale, AIMS) T 1994 FHy Piper ZE3L T & KT M
WHIZBA T NS W, s g A &
B W s R B IR G, AT 4E T R8T
WL EEEAT 0~ 18 MR L. AIMS
SREE A0 B LT EMSE (21 T51) AT EMSE (9 35) LAk
AL (12 350) Fk 67 (16 W) 7 iz shiE o, 2450 H
IR T ZhRES 10 3 Jr I /KT CEFAIIE )
BEI (L 2 B0 43) WS, I
A4S A 2 [R5 R B e B S e AN B H
AT H 43 BOR A 2 S5 4d 43 BN, 5 el i
AL T A 75 21 52 0 B2 ) LA W8 AH X W2 %) 8 431 4
JaHl. AR ULTE 3 kK B AN B %7k
ANTINIE, 25 Pl L H A G S 4R . Kt
—EFERT 15 ~30 min,

AIMS 2 HAG YR XATAVER B A B
WHEERE( >0.96) M MMFRE(0.89 ~0.99) , H.
4k L5 TIMP 254 3 BA B Rk = o i
A LI AMIS ¥l i) 35000 0 6 i K DL B . H Al
AIMS TEH ZZ AR K 2 200 24 %2 )L ST, fif
2REAK Darrah 55 ZEXSAE 100 4]0 ~ 12 7 42
JLEIBEFE R & B, 75% 22 LI AIMS {76 & K8
AJLES S0 ANEMERDE R ik IE R S5 8
A fEHAT HIIX 25 5, T Jeng 25 J% Syrengelas 2"
BRI, & 75 X A i 22 )L AIMS J3 {5 53 A1
BS54 IEE S % EBA B —80E, 2R AIMS
AT AR

R R, F7 LA AR B Be AIMS B 44K T
IEH S22 0, H RS E RIS IS, X Fh 22 S KSR AF
e 3R R Lizdh R E 5 1EW LEA 25, itk
AIMS AR EAZ I T 5L, 0 LA 242 0E

BVEM IR AR 2,

R2 HEILMEEHITEAEET

Jrik EE A SEAVER KA (min) el B
GMsA S BAT Tz 30 5 B 0-41 10-30  WHAUDFRERIGE RS s
TIMP PSSR SRR A %f;w PR 0130 mHHIERIGE 42
AINS AR SR REDEARYE 0~18 ] 15230 KA 581, 4 %

<75 -
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