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[9]. bibtu, HiEBZ EmNICHHET % 7201,
TR DS BEBLIR VAR D R T A — R 3y 7 RFICHEL
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FULAWEAWTHRERELZET L, ARFON
FUL, MIMEEEE 23 4, BEMNEMERE4 4, Bt
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WHBENIC AN 70— 712 L, mAKEED 80%
DETTHIOZFIIN L TERTZH LA TS 22K
L, 50 ML EokifT %2 HENCHENE L 7.

WEAR Y — A, ZBI4ET (Effortful swallow,
Hard swallow) [18] %7 v/ —sigWe Mk [19] #
ST — 7L, Z2EHE TR R RTE D 60 %
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Tongue pressure pattern exercise
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Subjects maintain tongue
pressure during swallowing
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REMEDAE 43 4 (Dysphasia Severity Scale ; DSS) [22],

EAIRMA 7 — )L (Eating Status Scale ; ESS) [23],

Functional Oral Intake Scale (FOIS) [24], Mann

Assessment of Swallowing Ability (MASA) [25]% Fv>7-,
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Y Z IR RKERE & Uz, HIERHCIEEE N2 7 4 — F
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(2) ERETEERKRNWEEES4E (DSS)

AT BERE o BAE L 1Z, DSS [22] 2wz,
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FOIS [24] 1%, 7 BP0 EF RET, fifds
BRE 1, WERVEBH7 2D, BFELREEROR
YL W9 2 EIBRIEEHT R 7 — L Th 5.

(5) MASA

MASA [25] 1Z4&5F 200 Sis o7 A + T, mE
HMENE SEANE NS EAE & HWT I B, KRR
T, RO IS ZEAW N EEZ HETE 2 H
RN 72T A 77—V TH 5.
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ERERHIIE H 2 LT, A ARTOHIRED JE I R O
FHIEH O 21T > 72, 72, {HONARIEZETO
FAHiE E o g (BENE) 21T-o7:. I 61T A
BN ANOMEMZZ LTl Wiz 2baEe L
T, MEHEIC B 2 LEHiEE o Z g bk (FEH
i) 247V, Wat24T-o 7o, BT L O NS
JEDOMIEMIZE L TlE, 10%LL Lo LR %% & E
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CHE MOy kA4 y F=—D UWER AT,
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RN O RILER P 2 44, WHZEBRR O 25 IRED
Hir14Thot,

2. NARIICEITZ2HREOBERVZTHMEE DL
B (XR1)
SABNCE T 2 B L OHTHIEE O X TIZB »
T, MEEENICHEIENE B2 3RO o 7,

3. WEEEINABICEITZETFMEE DN ARED
BALE (k2)

REHE S O ABED A AHT#2 T D5 AT H o L
ZiTotz, AMABETIIERAERE, W NRAEE, DSS,
ESS, FOIS, MASA (Z#iFlFIICE B AR UGEDN AL N
7= (p<0.01). XHAFETIZ DSS, ESS, FOIS, MASA
T B S R UGER AR S Nz (p<0.01).,
Lo L, AREEROGE T IREE XS 2 ISR UGS
AN o7 (p=0.25, p=051),
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4. WHEREBENABRICK T IZFMEBDETLEDE
FLE (F3)

AT ER O TR EOZ LRI N ARETHEIC
RKE»o7 (p<0.05), L»L, DSS, ESS, FOIS I
B LTI AT BE AR ATEDS R & WIS & 5 D3,
WM EMICEEZIZA SN o7, —J7 MASA @
ZLRTIEINARETERICKRE D> (p<0.05),

I ABETHE L ZLmDS A S 17 MASA D&
S H O Z2 LT OFEM a2 7o 72 (£4).
Z R, HTo#x (p<0.05), HDOHH (p<0.05),
BIDO 7Y 77 A (p<0.05), MESEBEER (p<
0.01), WIHD It (p<0.05) IZHE RN H NI,
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1. EEEEIEOMRICOVT
AW TIE, RN RS RE 2 WRICHES ¥ 84

{LHBGEABRDOWTE 75 4 » & v, HEHLIRHZ

xR 1. IREOBURVORIMER DL

Control group Intervention group

(n=14) (n=17) p Value
Age (years) 74.7+10.9 69.9+11.5 0.25°
Gender (male/female) 10/4 10/7 0.72"
Disease (CVD/other) 9/5 12/5 0.99"
Dysphagia type b
(bulbar/pseudo bulbar/others) 149 3/6/8 0.55
Time since CVD (day) 15 (14-20) 20 (17.75-58) 0.095°
MTP (kPa) 26.1£10.7 184+115 0.066"
STP (kPa) 56+25 40+1.8 0.063°
DSS 3(3-4) 3(2-3) 0.056"
ESS 3.5 (2-4) 2 (1-4) 0.35
FOIS 3.5 (2-4) 2 (1-4) 0.35
MASA 160.3+25.6 143.5+28.8 0.10°

CVD: cerebrovascular disease. MTP: maximum tongue pressure. STP: swallowing tongue pressure.
Mean+SD Median (IQR). *: Student t-test. *: Chi-square test. : Welch’s -test. “: Mann-Whitney U-test.
MR D@ R OEFHEEE O 3R TICB W T, MMal ANERERA SRS T,

&2, RFHMEE DN ARIRDOEALLE

Control group (n=14) Intervention group (7=17)

Mean Mean
Pre Post p Value difference Pre Post p Value difference
(95% CI) (95% CI)
MIP o6 14107 2774119 025 1.6 1844115 235+125 0000%** 50
(kPa) (—=1.3t04.6) (3.3t06.8)
STP 0.3 ok 2.2
6E2, 9=+2, 51° 4.0+1, 243, 002%*
(kpa) 0F25  59x28 05 (—0601.1) HOEL8  62£33 000 (0.9 10 3.5)
DSS 3 (3-4) 4 (3.25-5.5) 0.005%*® — 3(2-3) 3(3-4)  0.000%** —
ESS 3.5 (2-4) 4 (4-4) 0.004**® - 2 (1-4) 4 (3-4) 0.002** -
FOIS 3.5 (2-4) 5 (4-6) 0.001**® — 2 (1-4) 5(3-6)  0.000%**® —
126 20
+ + *kkka . + + kkka
MASA 160.3+25.6 172.9+255 0.000 (8810 16.4) 143.5+28.8 163.5+25.8 0.000 (143 10 25.7)

Mean == SD Median (IQR) . *: Paired -test. ": Wilcoxon signed-rank test. **5<0.01 ***»p<0.001
WHEHED MTP, STP ICHERBGEIZA LN o T,
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% 3. REEE OE(LEDEFRELLE
Control group Intervention group Mean difference
(n=14) (n=17) p Value (95% CI)
MTP * 35
1.6+5.1 1+34 .03™
(kPa) 05 oA 0.03 0310 6.6)
STP * 1.9
+ + a
(icPa) 0.3+1.5 22+25 0.014 (041035)
DSS 1 (0-1) 1 (1-1) 0.57° -
ESS 1 (0.25-1) 1(0-2) 0.71° -
FOIS 1.5 (1-2) 2 (1-3) 0.74° -
7.4
+ + *a .
MASA 12.6+11.0 20.0£11.0 0.04 (0.5 0 14.2)
Mean=£SD Median (IQR). *: Student #-test. : Mann-Whitney U-test. *p<0.05
ZALR N ARDHE D & AT OMEMZ G\ 7 L7, /v ARED MTP, STP,
MASA THREZADA LN (p<0.05),
F 4. MASA DELEBICH T BEIEE D
The Mann Assessment of Swallowing Ability (MASA)
Control Intervention Control  Intervention
p Value p Value
group group group group
Alertness 0.15+0.55 0.50+0.89  0.21" Tongue coordination 0.15+0.55 0.81+1.28 0.14°
Cooperation 0.15+0.56 0.13£0.50 0.89" Oral preparation 0.46+0.88 1.13+1.02 0.10°
Auditory - 154055 0 0.28'  Gag reflex 0.23+0.83 0.06+025 049"
comprehension
Respiration 261+£1.26 212+£1.86 041" Palatalmovement 0.46+0.88 0.63+0.96 0.63"
Respirationrate g5 1 1 04 0634120 0.31°  Bolus clearance 0 094+129  0.01*
after swallow
Aphasia 0.08+0.28 0 0.34"  Oral transit 0 1.13+1.26 0.003%%*:
Apraxia 0 0 No Cough reflex 031+0.75 0.13+050  0.47°
Change
Dysarthria 0.46+0.52 0.25+0.45 0.27* Voluntary cough 1.00+£1.15 1.06+1.43 0.88"
Saliva 0.23+044 069+0.79 0.08" Voice 1544145 150+155 098
management
Lip seal 0.15+£0.38 0.38+0.5 041" Tracheostomy 0 0 No Change
Tongue movement 0.62+0.96 1.38+1.20  0.04™ Pharyngeal phase 1.62+1.39 2.13+1.15 0.14
Tongue strength  0.38+0.96 1.75+1.81  0.02™ Pharyngeal response 1.38+2.18 3.25+1.98 0.01%*
Mean=£SD. *: Student #-test. :Welch’s -test. *p<<0.05 **p<0.01
HOBE, |OFN, Ao 7 ) 77 v A, APLEERRE, WEHO MG CHREENA S L,
B & T AR LM T AR AN R O FEYE NI & i LA 13 31.9+8.9kPa [6] LRnINTED, FHEMOFEBLNE

SIEDSE D DTH B DM R T 72,

W, e, WHEE 2T 3 Ao Fiin E Y
LEEREEDH Y [26], HHEAKIEES UL,
WEIHEAREI 7 U 75 v AR RIC X 2 IHIE®R S % 1
x, BV 27 % BWFB 2 itk s [14], nE
CIZ Robbins & (kM T B RS 126k L ¢ & RPN I
2% LIk 2 HHEOBGIIMZFE/L, FHED L
AEWETHREORELZREL (9], Flfmick?
RAREILEDE T %2380 2 20k FRFG I —E 2o &
WEL T3 [7]. Steele 5 IFHTIF 72 75 1%
FEEL, HHEEEBEOWEEWRE L Twd [27]. A
BEERIZ BT B 70 JRUA o Sl o I K HE o) e HE fili

PEMHEE LRI N T WS [13], KFEORNRED
I AHT DB KT X B E 26.1£10.7 kPa, /i AR
184+11.5kPa EHMEfE L D BIET 2D T/, C
DX HI, BRTIEERIC X DT ICaRI 2 EE % 5
HETELWIEETEMMET T 2401134 7% < 2w,
bbb IR AT & W NI oG o il
AMET B UGEICHRILEE 2 72, Z2DDITiE, B
HRERIC B 2 REEOEA [17] ©F, /5o
LIz 42 Dl ZENET 2 2 LA EE A,
OEEMGHEZEZRL, Eil 7z, —oHIE, kT
SHRT AT ST B I RE LD 72 & DGR
i cd -7, ZoHIZWE TR STk =00
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EHHNY — Vil cd -7,

AR D/ AR OREN R TI1Z, M DSS,
ESS, FOIS, MASA DIHH THEAKEVRA LN, &
bl A MmIcE b & 97, ERagE TEEEF I
TREAWM NI ANECY F—ya otz RT L
MWTE, L L, mAREEKOWE RS/ AR
DA THEREGEEDSH SN Z L, HHERLIIEZ
L L ZEBEPIREVEEZ SN,

S S ICEERLAB O BRI & SR 2R 7201/
AHIEOELREZ i L, Bk EfT-7<E 25,
I ABEDS IR LR TR TEE R OWE T RFEED H
BERUGEITINZ, MASA DERA SN, Ihb
EE LI Z & O 22 FIFEFE ORI L D B
W N EE QW2 L TV A AR 2R L Tw 5 2
EWEZ 6, —J5 MASA DLAt @ DSS, ESS,
FOIS TR EBEENBA S N> - MMIX, DA
F3) =YL, KH T3 —DIEIBN D
FHRTH 2 EBEZL SN, L THERWEIE
537 MASA ICBY L TRl 2 isd 217> 72 & 2 5,
S AFED LIWEA, WASEIIC B 2 5 IHE ICE R R A
fbpsAm oz, HEEXWEHL/HERH L D BRI N, &
JE DRI IERE I I IE BYET o DY B3 2 &
FEZ 565 MASA DYEBHHICEWT, HOHE)Z |,
Foofit,, T&lo7 Y752y, THESEEEH,
PHERGGEZ R L, dHEELHBO OPHR~D A
RERT I EWTEL,

I 51T Palmer 5 X EHERICBEL T 5/5 & L T,
T LRI O ST T A, S AEAHE & N 2 W
LCw3 [2], F78MHS SR &5 Lt
DFEHNICOWLTHRH LTE D, A EIHEBE O
MEOEEZRE L T2 (3], WEDFERICIX
HHRZ TR, HFEHomEic b B3 nagk:
bFEZ 6N, bNbNPBERL HHE Y —illf
i, WETSHRHCE Z O~ LN RRFT 2 2 &
TIHEIRE R oA sl & SN BB M (Effortful
swallow, Hard swallow) [18] %7 v — i ifiWiE s
[19] (i WHETEE) 2 DR 2 Lic &k O s
BOWBIHER, WENRETEOSGEICENS LEZ,
FEME L 72, AR EE T RO SRR 2 Hilc CPEN
WK AN 7T u— 7% Cild 5, T 7%E0mE%
I T EDMERE N, LIESH D% D A AR B 12T
WIEEI2IA Sz, Sl S AREDZE R T MASA
@O TR KE ), TOHEBZYEIS oz, THEE
DRG] 1%, WET O 2 57l L, MRS
DO Y e — VR OERE L7560 ]n % H
Wit 2bo&IN T3 [25]. Robbins & IZHED
i {t 1 & D Penetration-Aspiration Scale (PAS) O (3%
ZHEL [9], bhvbitdy VF TEHTE & IEEERE, 15
SRR L o2 Wt U [12], & & EEE &
O EED A ST, SR, HERLEI
AT ORI REB ) 75 v A% EDLWEZ T
72, EHE EWRE R & OWEIHZE B O R & e L 7z
Z & CHREEIH A N R o &G & e T 2 TREE
ERBETLHLDTHo7,

2. FEANZE - JIEROERKGAICEITT

o OPHIC & D HEM FREEZH) &, HlED
V27 % S % 7o i 1T I REAS B0 AR D R EE T
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PTbis 2 Eh% v, HAMTREREZICE > TH
K D RIZ e TH %Ki, WHEHEDORED & Al
%L, ZRDIKGEBIREOVE T2 E, BikzHw
TWw3 [28, 29], FBFIXBFEEOYMS 21T
HED ) R 73D D BT ASEEE RS Z L% WED
WELALNS [30]. ZOEFEMELET L2
Vg, FRBRIC EEAME MRS O 8GE & X 5 HEEERFE
DT T2 EDREBELEZ OGNS, 2D,
X VIR LI 70 77 L% FEHT 5 T,
ERR I 5I20F, SEEIORIE, SHIE %R E DR R
U, RN T S EBRE % Wi LT <
ZEDHEETH S, kD ofTbi T HEFICK
BAPLHEEITIZ, FIFEEIC X 2 AR O BREHBEIRIC
25 2 ERHO T RN AT TE RN &
MEETH 3, F7, % LIS Mendelsohn T

[18] T [FRRICHB A M B O IIES TlE R0,
—J7, WHEHESEAAT 5 2 &1x, IR RE
DERKTEHLUWE TR A M9 2 2 ik b, jH#HE)
2SBS0 IR O BRGR 2 B U 7 IR T - AR
DEFEEFTH T EDURET, JEE DI % H 22
TLIENAEETH D, B, BT 204D
W P ENEBICEBTE TV I 2R T 2701
W, WE TSR 2 & CHER T 2 LB e o 7z,
X 5 ITNRE OB E % (e T 7 DI 7 4 —
PRy 7205 ZENTELELIFEDEXL 72
FERTE TV B0 25 ICHERTE 5 S THERMER
HwEEZOENS,

AW T - 7 HEBLIIBED 71 79 A3k D i
HOLDLEWE TS VA, I5ICX VIR E
ZRE L, HBEOEAW N, /3BT 5 QoL
DEEZBRR L T ZEBEBELEZ SN,

3. XHARDRFR

AR DR E, NRFOBRFILHEIC B W TBERT
RELTELT, NEEROA+oRNTH S, N
RRY )L a7 X AN T EEE L & oBElic
SRR, JIoEE2s X H AEIC R 2 & &
b, Fi, MEETOEIZAS RGNS
DN A EcoMMDE <, ARNEOMEL KD
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