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(HIN)] A a7 % o CE i R o e
HESERIHRE, RTERED T HITIRED & 9 > 25 75N
BZMEICK DS »IcT 22 L,

(7] 4B TR AT WA 238 b 17z 741 Hil 2 %
RE LU, FEEITHIE 77 %, TIRA IS,
AR D% Do 7, BT WEBIRE DOFE R D 5,
TR a7, WETEEOEEE, HERATVEL IE
L 7z. WM FESE o HE FE 1 Dysphagia Severity Scale

(DSS) Calili L 7. #EAREAMEEERAIZ7EY, H
BIX 8D, HEFKITIZ 6D 226 DFERE L 7z,

[(#54R] DSS, BHR a7 L bIchREiz 4 Th o7z,
EfFa P AT 4 v 7 RIT ORI, SFTHH A 2 7 13 L5,
F=%L2a7Ebic, DSS, RSN TA, AR,
IKTICERBICEI#E T 2T Th -7 (p < 0.001),

(fsam] IS AT e o BIE O HESERTRE, KT
BOTFHNICEEHA 2 7IEEHTH o 7,

F—T—F : HANEPEE, W AEIRT, I
27, Dysphagia Severity Scale
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& — FIIHE T NE SR A (videoendoscopic evaluation
of swallowing; VE) & WEFiEMMATH D, VE I
X7 K, Ry FH A FCHifTafeTcdh 5 L)
K h3d % [4, 5]. VE Tlx&EMED & WHEL % i A
L TN WA, "f%ﬂﬁ@ﬁﬂ@’i’ﬁ“ RIZE 25
L CTHEAWETRERE 2 ST 3 2 23, & I ki
WifETH 5.

VE DM 72 3F-AMivE & U C A AR B 2 0T 5
IZ/ERX S 4172 The fiberoptic endoscopic dysphagia severity
scale(FEDSS) 3% %. FEDSS & 6 BHFEDIEFRIETH
D, MERE/IZT 4 — A7 = TOE 2—L %k NI
WEIHIE A RRMED D 25, F/13T 4 — A7 =Tkt
K % W T TRp L2 Uﬁ@&‘z’“{%ﬁﬁfi)\ﬁfh”ﬁ#i@5*%/5}0’
VAN R 3 TR HB IS TTRE &I S 4
% 16, 7). AFTYE L T2 EMENRHIE LA a
7 [8] THH, LRl e L Oz, SRS D
MR IR & PIPHEH SR SO o D 2 D %,
Atk 3 mL WE R IREAT R & U CHET SO o Bt & MR
IVTIVADLO%, ZNEFN0HENPL 3HD4ER
BECRHiid 2 (K1), TR a7 TIERAI7oEVIZ
EEAMWTREIRETHLILERL, F—F L A2
74 RUUT THIUR LR FRBINTIRETH 553,
9 HU DG AITITRENERD NG & S s 2 &3
%\ [8-11]. L L, bbb OB L 7 HilH T3
HEIZ X > TED L) R BHESLKDTEESHERES LS

DFEMZRET LA S N, FEl R RBTEESCKDTE
REZET 570101 VE MERHCHECEEZ A2 2%
COBRBBEEDINIETH 2D, EDLI &ﬁ%%&"%?‘
2 REDPOHWNIBRMET O 2% 28— M N T
LOAESTIEGw», R a2 7I3MERHC Z DY TR S
IGGIRTE52DT, ZOfER»OHERE T 28TV, Koy
RO H 2 FRE TR ChIUSER FEHTH 5.
RO HZ, FEAERZ V- TIEEIC VE RICEE
i N7 EAWE T FREOTEEECHERE T 2 80, K
DEEZEHA a7 2 H TP HNEE»E D »EEB

HINBEHIBIC L DHSICT 2L TH B,
WRERE
AL LD M EE 2O RBE BT T, Y4

BT I3 A T RS AR &Il St AR 138
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1. EEERO7 (XHEL8 £35IHE)
Za7 GEBI%
1 WEDHZALSLIR G M o ME
IEE BB 3 75 0 290
R PR H HE & D 1 307
rhEE QIR D3 2 73, WEFEIMEA DAL 20 2 116
W T RE ST RE T, WA RIS MR AR AT 5 3 28
2 PP 0 S b o A
IS AL I A L 3 721 TR B IR E R I NS 0 370
SCBHZAAL Z B D3 1 243
FERERINLW E23h 5 2 61
S DFE DN D TA R 3 67
3 Wk N o BN
HEOKDHIETRADL D T TE 2DH 0 138
B OIRDIWETHZN I OE T 2 DOPPETE S 1 173
FH K DELRFRIMICE T 2 DT E 2 2 258
EHRDFLRFFEMICE L TH LIZS < 1IHEF S & 2w 3 172
4 BUKWETICX2WHEZ V75 v A
WET e oS (kR 7 L 0 370
EERBRDSIRIE D 253, 2~3 0|22l N -C wash out 415 1 305
BOAER-RH Y, BEERME T 217> T wash out 478\ 2 64
KR DL T, BIEHEICRAT S 3 2

BT REEEME 7213 N EY 5 — 3 YRIERIC
XB2AD ) == TR, FEESSIE ARSI
THEBNC U TAAN F 23R & Bl TR % &
7BICHENRIZ E LT VE2T>T\w3 [12]. Y4t
TIELLET2> S VE TIREARIZ 4 mL 25 2 £ 23%
Wiz, ARFZETIZIEIHA 2 7 L [AEOIEH %k 4
mL Tl L 72, 201744 H7>5 202041 H 124
BET VE % JiifT U 729 IZ 1,435 B CTH - 7. WAk
WA A mL OB G 21T %0 > 7 487 i, #77
BB R TH 2720 F — F 2 —WREDH - 72
207 Bz BRI L 72 741 Bl xtge & L7z, Bk 503 4,
2ok 238 B, FEfm LR UE 77 % (69-84 %) THo
7o, TIRA L AR ER 192 61, s 151 4,
D34 108 B, DA 79 6, il a s B 56 f,
BB HV R L 27 B, w24 4, Z Dfth 104
HIcdH -7,

bitbUIBE T2 %2 Ve 57— a VBHENR,
HARLEERG, SRENEREL, FHEA, BRSE L, HERME
L ED OSBRI N LT — 4 T, Bl
TREEOEEE, #RET 2MAINER &2 LIRETH
ELTHEL TS, VETIRET, Wi, Wido
LafTv, MERITEOIREZBIZZ L, WS T
JH3E 2 il L CIATH D R 2 R 5%, D owTail e
LTEAHAmML, & AHA10mL, #E4mL, Wk
10 mL, #ifkay 78A&, &, *R—2 b, A
HWARDIREW OWHEHE | 72 & 2 H3I)E 0 THOW T,
WETHEZ A, e, WET S oA, W2 ) 7T v
AZMELT WS, bitbiud, WWIH, WEHOBEZE
R 4 mL RGO R» S IRIHA a7 2 EINL
7o, ¥ 7, VE#ICWET I o B i % Dysphagia
Severity Scale (DSS) [13] THIZE L 7. DSS %1 : I
WA, 2 YN, 3 AKATERNE, 4 HSSENE, b
CIWeriing, 6 : dRPERIE, 7 @ IEHETEDE & 7 BB D o1
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RISNBMFFRETSH D mEDMERIZ EE AT REE
DHEETHZ I Laemnd., T 2R ERIETEAIK
i, WRER, 45K, WK, ) —, S5k, FIRaYEE,
R, WHUEHE T f, THEME R & A A, X— A ML
HHE, N—ArE, ¥V—f, HiEroERNL .
HEXET 27K E ABARH, L AHH05%, £AHHA 1%,
EAH15%, EAH2%, KioEED 6 HEHE Lk,
SLU 2 a7 o 435 H o A B BE AR 13 R AH B AR % &
Spearmann D AN AR (R402 FIV TR L 72, JeH A
A7 DEEFR 27, b =7 VR a7 zHYILL,
DSS, #4592 frIPRE, HERE S 2 KTTERER HINAEL
ELTEFERY AT 4 v 72> 7, HEUKEER
5%ICHE L 7o, fEIGRSE (DU HEBH) TR L 7.
MY 7 RIX IMP12 (SAS Institute Japan Inc., Tokyo)
2R, Wya P 2T 4 v 7 BT ORERERE, v
AL, 95 WAFHFEXH, PAEIC DWW TIZT 7 VG
(Social Survey Research Information Co. Ltd., Tokyo)
WK DEML 7%,

R

W E ol T4l lo ABED> & VE F Tl dyefig
16 H (9-32 H) TH-o7. DSSIE 25504, 3%
261 i, 423176, 5236341, 643141 4, 743
50%1CcdH b4 (3-6) TH b, REEDE L
THEETH % DSS1 1A BN o Tz, WA 4 mL iZ
MED D S 97 B, FHMEZ LS 644 HlTH o 7.

SEPHA a2 7 O&BH O Il 13 2R FT R C & 2 IR
AR, SURE MBI 1 (0-1), PSS
PO T (0-1) THh o7z, W PR
TdH M N o 2 (1-2), WHZ Y75 v
Zix1 (0-1) TH-o7 (F1). b—rrRraridh
R4 (2-5) ThHh-7% (K1), RHBIREUIR S /N
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S\ b DYIE I D AR PE-E T S 0.047,
KORKEVDHDOPERITHE-HIH IV 77V AD
0217 THbH, WInbERTH- (F2).
RINLTE, BlEBXOKSIBEIZE S ITRL
7o, WESHEGID A e BRI Y =B e, ¥V —1F
R=ZAMELEAEDETUEFR S AT 4 v 7@ #2175
To. Ele, KITFEABRAE, LAH05-1%, &5
H1.5-2%, KFEDAEH I T, Hyra P A
T4 v VBN OFEE, LI a 7 I3EEEA a7, —
ZIAa7EbIZ, DSS, HEREINATR, e, K
FICEBEICEE T AT TH -7 (p < 0.001) (£ 4),
X 2 i3 A a7, b= 1 xarilicFisn
% DSS, HREMBBEOMEL IMP ZHWTHIL
7o, R A a7, b=Z NV 2a7 EHIZ 0 mDOGE
DB AT REETH 5 DSS2 DifERIZIER 12/
XL, Ra70E L R BIC O TE AR N FEEIIHEE
270, F—=F AR 710 HTIE DSS2 DX
¥50%THot, K, P—=FLZ2arir0mTiE
DSS7 (IEHHIFH) Th 2HEHRD 25% 22 Tz,
T, BEICELTREHA a7PEL 251200k
DARGE LI WIBEDHERE S, P—F L RAa 729
FPLETIER 14 OFERITIZEE S L o Tz, Ky
B L TR 2 2 7030 M TIER 64, F—2 1
AZaT70HTIIH SENE AARETH o708, A
AT7PEL B BICONTEARDLEENEL 2D,
AELE 2 RIBIES AL KDEEDRER B A Ttz

&, BUREOMERITHY & PSR W U o Fitd
YD 2 5% IS 2 DT, WERHFEE 237  WHUHRE
BRI THIUTLFZ0HTH D, DSSIF3 L E
BECKDEL IR W EXTHIZN, LEAAD
AETH HHMERD 0%, ETh b, 7, KifkA
IT7M6 A THIIE, DSSIE 243, TaIFEW
XU =i, ElfRIZ—AMRHHA, —AIR, F
73BT e B ATRELE DS, Kb L AABRET B
TEMBIEALETHS, COZLZBEAT LTVE
TG 2 EBMA2EZ 2L ETH B, 7L,
T O BP0 BN £ T& & 72 2l R E
TdH % DSS % WHIA - WEIHOIRAE, FREEIC KT 2 A
227 CTHEHIT 2D EBEDOTHLSRAENH 2 Z Licid
EREPHETH D,
INFEFTORETEEEF—F VA T7254 5l
TTHIUSLE L RITBISTRETH 2725, 9 bk
DA IR BRI, X511k 7 8 BTl
MEED Y R 7 EWEINTWS [8-11]. K225
b =N Aa7 4T ThIuEsEs, oK
BT ERIFEAELRL, THMETIIKRIICE A
FETIMERPRE L0772, LeL, SHOMEETIZ
F=F NV R2a 79 m ETHRENEEIL & A B
KT VABRETH 7. VETIERSEIIGL TEHED
BFETHREZIT, MERORTELZ TR, HiE

*® 3. EEShICRRRE

ER HEBIE

T KK 35

AR DORERD 6, TIHA a7 & DSS, #HREIN e 212

5 EIVIE, KBS HELBRD S ), JRHA 2 o 350

7 DHRHHORHBIRIEL NS0 2 L W50 L %o Bk 6

o, VE TIREBLE RS T 5 EICIAE, WO RAE % v —if 104

BT 5, SR 2 7 TIRAHIA 37 L L ORI e 34

Al Mty 35

(I L/ €2 131

150 FLAEE 109

WLV T 71 & % 2 178

100 - K= ML 149

=2k 105

i 11111 vy — 4

2Rk 30

0 Koy kAHARE 309

0123 456 7 8 910 0.5% 28

RE237 1.0% 370

H1. REXI7DH% 1.5% 15

LI 4, RBIAIE 3 THo, HAREVIEY 2.0% 6

L LM T REH DRI 5 5 galls 13
K 2. KEAI7OFEROREERY

YW PSR WIS W Y 77 v %

PRl liske

AR 0.168 (p<0.001)
W S A 0.089 (»<0.001)
WHIHZ V77 v A 0.217 (»p<0.001)

0.168 (p<0.001)

0.047 (p=0.001)
0.102 (p<0.001)

0.089 (p<0.001)
0.047 (p=0.001)

0.163 (p<0.001)

0.217 (p<0.001)
0.102 (p<0.001)
0.163 (p<0.001)
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EANDED - REZAITICL2BRIETES T

x4 BEFOYRT 1 v I@EIT

H 2% FHZ L fRlmtese 4 v Xk 95% SR p 1A
Dysphagia Severity Scale  JEUHZFREF A a2 7 —0.503 0.605 0.545-0.671 <0.001
(DSS) By F—% VA7 —0.487 0.614 0.577-0.655 <0.001
EENC SCUHA R R 2 7 —0.467 0.627 0.575-0.684 <0.001

RE M=%V AT —0.408 0.665 0.621-0.712 <0.001
il FHRZEMR R a7 —0.466 0.627 0.570-0.690 <0.001
T b= 1227 —0.423 0.655 0.620-0.692 <0.001
KT LA A a7 —0.466 0.628 0.566-0.696 <0.001
Ty b=V 227 —0.460 0.632 0.580-0.688 <0.001

1) Dysphagia Severity

Scale (DSS)
25
2
o 1 2 3 4 5 6
2 FR
3) &R
%
|oo()
EBHIBL
75 1
4) K5 501 051% £33

k-3

F—=&ILZX7
"EAO7

K2 EBEADAZOZTEESN—YIAIATICRITZEERTEEEERE
HRINDIRBFEEROMEE

Efp a2 27 4 v 7RISR 283, BHAa 738 R bicoh, B
WETRREIZEHBEIC R D, HREINIBFHIILIVMS L RD, KRITDOBYE
EAARWED ER LT

a KA, bUKAR, o4, dBREE - €U -, e TN, UK,
hHEMETH & AR, i R=AFRHD, j =2 - B —,

g MHIEGE T,
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K OKRGICHI PHET 5 2 LT, TE B
DEWEOENEZEHTERETHLEEZONS,
AR DDA D 2, LI A a7 OFH
IZIEHEAR 3 mL 2 V%23, AR 2 OBz
PEE 2 SR 4 mL TOMGET L > TE D, HEICIX
[ U FETRODTHELEOMPUIZITEE LI HETH
%, 2L, BEOBAWTRENGELNSGEICIE
TWRITERMED Y R 7 3EL b0 T, ¥ —%2HwT
iz 256060 [14], FH-E¥IF XY —%
FOTHHII$ 2 568 - By oy iR 2 a7 [156] bR
NTn3, T/, WIRIZEAARKIDEEEL LT WL
Ep o [16-18], MBETIiE VE TIREHE & A HKD
5L RITV, LA BIKTHMER 4 U 7ER TR
BLE2fTh VB I D%\, bbb SPIRTHRE L 72
ABE 3 998 il o VE & 9Tl DSS1 287 %, DSS2
MN31%ThH-o77d [12], SENIHS I K b IR
DIEFI BRI LT g, L) BEEOE AT REE R
FTRWEREE I THO RO LML DT, & AHK
LY —ZHOEEADEIHA a 7120w T H45HMK
MpEE Bbing, SHfT -5 D3 BT HNEIZEE
Z%THD, VEDKE» SR INMBIBEDFE
ThH b, MEHEIIREIICTERENRE L T3k
b, WFREFOEHRECHIHE, HFEEICLDHT
LY EROMBIFELZ KL ThabFTldiw», £
72, S RIOXGHEGNS I ARE R, NSRS <,
JEBERDOBEAHFEIRICE 2 DL BB T 508N D
%, E51g, SHNE 1 EROFERTH % 7- DR 2
HEL T 2 72 DI IS MR TOMS DI L E 7 5
fhE e LG, BAMETEE o iR A THRE,
IKTEEED FIZ, VE 2 & 2 WHEE - WREE D BlE s &
OEEKEWET T 2880 % 5Hli$ 2 WA 2 713E
Thol., 5B, R TORNIEENSD.
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e N AR CcOR AR ERHERM, & e taRkE
FHAY 5% BRERm, (LR SE R BREnm, FiaGsss 4R,
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