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Shaker €50 4153 $2}2] 87|50l u)3|: &3}

=4 1 & AT Shaker £50] HEF A9 Aapy]5ol vIAl= BE dobr A} gl

AT : A3kl B2} 19%S 0% Shaker 5& 67 $1 7 52, 55 3084 AASHATE FA A - F2 )
U e FA] AehARE 2P 5 A1 vH @ FA] AshAk 2o} v]=le) 32 3] Ak k= (American Speech—
Language—Hearing Association National Outcomes Measurement System Swallowing scale; ASHA NOMS scale)
£ AHg81o] Asb 53t Aol dme) Wats waas

A3} Shaker -5 $-0ll 20" 774719} 1771 9] A7 |5 Msh= Q1F7]0llA 128 21o] & HATHp<.001). 15771
ARGER N5k FEATRNE, TEAY TR, oPFEANE, ATFEAAIZ, 52 Gl TrA @
ZJolE BT (p<0D). B_?_P OS_ OV AHES ASHA NOMS st &= o 1 of| Al 1~2%HA] = ST

gk QIF7] ol A7} Q= sl Skt Al Aol aA] S f1sh mahA]Ql A2

wy,
r®
w
jo
é%
Ho
ol
Flo ¢
NPN
Hﬂ
o r

[.AM B 71E 7Fs kAl sk A1 Q1Y) Al 7 Folshs
ot} (44, 2002; Macht, Meininger, & Roth, 2005).
w2Z2o oF AgAS) tEo] 3u) APEel 3 st HET T RN} =S Aol 7 A - 52
E T AR 47.8% 5 x}ﬂ sh G0 o] welal O SAE FE, AT 25 FFY A, S ol
FoANE b 2o AMFES wolw Yrk(BAH, ST FEM ST olwl) a, &1l AT AR
2011). ¥=&F 3419 33~73%+= FHFO R Adhof A9 ol dolut JAFEIAZE A A T 2
= ®olx It} (Paciaroni et al., 2004). A&golzt 221 tekst TS BTt EE, Ads, 14%, oF
S RIS My SS9l o7 FEAT], Al e o} st i, 2005). o] A H Ashdol= ALEHES A
59 Sof o e Wat) Aol oeA ekddzt gt 71AL AL DS Wellst, T Ashe) 2
WS ot ofuet 32k V)54 s S8l A4A AzEe] A 9 oz Aes 2Hd (ALY T
Zo|A] thRolol 3 208 Gl o7 AT Faf 2004). T3 G, AR, FAA A9, A4S d
WA A A} 7147 (kskot@konyang.ac.kr) |l 4% 2012. 1. 30 [| AA}e): 2012. 2. 6
| AlAsAL: 2012. 8. 13
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A At - Ao o] & FE glong 27 vk st
AAe A 55 st Zo| s8] 5, 2009;
Bandeira et al., Horney et al., 2002).

2008; Mc
AN AL AUS] w2 o) b ol 3
% e 4 AR, T B ARG F
2 2 o]Fo) It (Logemann, 2007).
Aoz g A E T4 &5 27 7%, 1+ A=, x}
Al ], A 2 Aol A7) A A&, AT F
259 F8 £ B9 ke AR 7ol $5w
th($-31%:, 2719, ZejEa @ % A, 2009). 5 <15k
7o, A A,

Shaker $5 5o 3100, 444 el s

A #2177

(Kiger, Brown, & Watkins, 2006; Lazarus, Logemann,
Song, Rademaker, & Kahrilas, 2002; Logemann, 1998).

AT} 557 252] 733 W T Shaker 52 Wl
8 AAO A o717 vkl A oA A] oA HElE &
o] ApAe WMES AR WHO 2 Shaker 5(1997)
oSS GPOR & AT BTG e s
SF3itt. Shaker & W E

B E2® 2 (mylohyoid muscle), BEE% L (geniohyoid

¥ (thyrohyoid muscle),

muscle), F3 4k 9812 (anterior belly of diagastric) ©]
25Ese] SuNel TFE o 9 BB $HYS W
SR A% 7PHOE 3 Ytk 1enE SRS
(suprahyoid muscle) ¥} Z%¥o}# <% (infrahyoid
muscle) & &8 7rshe} AH A% 29U (upper

FypHoletal K skl
89 2535, 2005;
Easterling, Grande, Kern, Sears, & Shaker, 2005;
Logemann et al., 2009; Mepani et al., 2009; Shaker et
al., 2002; White, Easterling, Roberts, Wertsch, &
Shaker, 2008).

AT 2l 2974 & (proximal cervical

esophagus), S+

esophageal sphincter) 2] €& o]

G, 3, 978

(cricopharyngeus) 181 &}l
= <=

F4% L (inferior pharyngeal constrictor) &% ©]F 01%_
A 2 o) ek} A E "ﬂ 7}
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ARAE 202 4 (onid) F5E FAsHH, &
AQEZE) o)} o] W e] Sl R FH
EDED

Shaker £-5o $3 ATEL TR AR E 292
o 94Y AW/ e BAE WPOR AT} JAPQlS
l_ﬂ_}— 3t

ez g ATEE JIFHAT(
Easterling, 2008; Easterling et al., 2000; Easterling et
al., 2005; Logemann et al., 2009; Mepani et al., 2009;
Shaker et al.,, 1997; Shaker et al., 2002; Shaker, Lang,
Cook, & Gabb, 1994; White et al., 2008). &&=
Shaker &&3 &2 AskA| 7ol G35 Hlwd A9
Shake & Al & I =9} A& A7 Shaker +52 &
A 9 AN el Bhet A, 18] 3L Shaker &
Fo] At 71% (vocal function) ol 7%= &bl 3t &
TEo] AT 3], 2010; Easterling, 2008;
Easterling et al., 2005; Ferdjallah, Wertsch, & Shaker,
2000; Logemann et al., 2009; Mepani et al., 2009;
White et al., 2008).

U8t 5(2005) & FAAole] ofel ol Qi 4
£ 29T el B4 29% BYOE 67 B
Shaker &5 488 § 77407} 7hsskgivtar B
Sh9ieh. Mepani 5(2000) & 119 Ashgel 842
AFO 2 63 29k Shaker &% 123 AEA AsiAg
w9 BAE vlwst Ay, Aol Bl
(shortening) ©l| F-2]3t AMS- HQl OB M E8
gk opu e} ok 50 28 el anrt 9l
1&FA T Logemann 5(2009) 9] ATAAME A3}
2t 14945 g2 65 &<t Shaker 252
st =] AHE vlast A3} F A5 B
of 34-S AR 53] Shaker & Il
o F<lo] ] Wol At a3E Btk Easterhng =
(2005) &] A-ellA = 26'89] wRlS WFOR 65 &1
Shaker &< 243t A N 127 7ko] E74A] F8s}
o}, AgrellA gebel dldAbE Shaker =52 of#52
EHS SasHA AlEAE Bkt B3k Shaker
fis

HlZ (sternocleidomastoid), S-%o}g|2S, &

J

Nloﬁomza
moHE e d2

30 o

9
L
T
[} =X
AT

1

o
o
==

of
2L
or o

re rﬁ
¢

LP

2 N

rlr
o
¥2 2 o _O,L'

o
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FATAL(SEMG) & F-2ste] T84

A3t Aa} Z7)ol= EHl2o 28I b =9k

2 Shaker $5& 533S uj Eolg*

I} FE TS0 AT I Fksto] HRkEQl &

ekl 2345 RYTHRIER, 2010; Ferdiallah et al.
2000; White et al., 2008).

A ATEL Shaker 52 58 F2 4wl U
AT QA Ael7) Sl IAES U o ® v e
FA] AstiAbE Bal HEm gl 7 83 dRAE X
A A Y-S A4 (biomechanical) 57d¥} 3%
HIEAE WO 2 Shaker %5 &%E 43514

(Ferdjallah et al., 2000; Logemann et al., 2009; Mepani
et al., 2009; Shaker et al., 2002; White et al., 2008). ©]
2] gk A e et st we ] A9 W
3ty 2 YRS ST 5 ds S A
rgat7loll= SAZE 7] wel
% A7 Bo @ E, W vl 1999;
Logemann et al, 2009). 53k $14FellA] Shaker <&
O $7H4) B4 247 B e, T ol
e weQ) A77h AwE Btk rhGeE
2008).

web 2 A7E dakgel) gl vE
24 0= Shaker %%—%

1. AT oA

= A= AZE el st HES dA Tt F
A5 (Videofluoroscopy Swallowing Studies) S
3 AshgelE Aek w2 219 S o= it A
|52 Logemann -5 (2009) ¥} Shaker 5 (2002) 2] 1
= Fusiglon v 2t

Al

{0

Of

o of
N

D) AR ARt Azele] oa) HEFow
e 4

2) A2 39 oS NEFBAR QA7
s gelt Bae 1

| &A9

9 A oHY 5 F L Ak ol

AT ke f19] AT IEE T5ehe A
1, A 7158 Akt Q= Aol 7471 @Al Rt Ak
ol & Kol A= Aol Al AlLleHltHLogemann et al,
2009; Mepani et al., 2009; Shaker et al., 2002). &7 of
AAES A ool sk A7 shla, AAlgte o
£ A3 & &S Gt} AT dAE 5 AE
of Bk k- 143} 1A 758 AstE Hol= 199 o
SRS A8l 197 0] - ATtol| Frofataltt.

AT A2 A 4 127 (63.2%), o1 79
(36.8%) 0.2 FAEH o, F AP 63.634, Hat
18717 451.95% 0130tk A8F7= A0l 117
(57.9%), 80| 8% (42.1%) o1t & ﬂwx}—A
Asl7)%s JEi= ASHA NOMS et E8 AMg-319la
et Aol AlE 3.0511.22%0k MMSE-K S+ %#
£ 24.11% 3.03801UH(E 1).

¢ ;HALX].E,] A4 oqeéi & B }
Al wE A HlH e sk HEe] F
SAAOE Fogk ato| 7} glo} wHA & Rl

2. A+ A & EXt

G A AAF A=A 3 G A (One group pretest—
posttest design) & AF&314 Shaker &3] &35 A}
o] At wel m A= avE A R

2) A7 AR}

EH*JX}%% =P 39} A B2 kAL, Aspof et

#AE A5 DA 240 Shaker &5 338}t
Ath. Shaker &5 AstAE 4ol 3 o]
2z g} 2io] A sttt Aslr)sel ek 7124
S4e 8 12 viH @ FA] Ak 2= 8k, 6
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H 1.7 MR YN £ (N=19)
T AvHA 54 AL 5 (%) M = SD t/FY
3 w 12 (63.2) - 1.05
o] 7 (36.8)
S 30~40t} 4 (21D
50~60TH 7 (36.8) 63.63 = 13.38 1.23
70~80t} 8 (42.1)
K. 1d vl 7 (36.9) 451.95 £192.80 0.90
1d o] 12 (63.1)
AT CER 11 (57.9) ~ 199
=¥ 8 (42.1)
AS;; I;I?EMS 1~7A 19(100.0) 305+ 1.22 0.71
MMSE-K 2411 £ 303
VAmA S0 w2 Al Hit] @ AskAL A F wskte] vig f-24 17
T FA Foll 22k HIT] Q. FA] AsHAAL B S A Rl Al & F QA dFoEA A AR AES
Atk SA A3 $2 v e A AsHIALE EUR 2 7Vs3817 gtk (Logemann, 1998).

o] AAAFANE 4l BT 2 FA] AsHAAF F & (new
Videofluoroscopic Swallowing Study scale) ¢} =)=
13714 3] 91312 & (American Speech—Language—
Hearing Association National Outcomes Measurement
System Swallowing scale) & AF&-3l0] A5}7]53} 2 o]
JEO] WgkE ARSIt HARRE A F SRS 6
A Aol 38l 2A FH& skl & AFelA = A
Bt @ FA] AskAF A ek ASHA NOMS AaHH =9
AR A = 2442 92%9F 94%E B3I

3.9+ =

1) HIC| 2 FAl ASHHAL
(Videofluoroscopy Swallowing Studies; VFSS)

HT] 2. FA] ABHAAHVESS) & AshdelE hdshs
7V ARkstd gulE AREE 4] B7tolth VESSE
FEel S Fko] FAAR A Aol7t ThsEA| of
UAE e o glom, st A EE Foto] 7s &
e FE& Ags & 4 AH(Connor et al., 2006;
Rosenbek, Robbins, Roecker, Coyle, & Wood, 1996).
HE S B4l ASHIARE £4019] $3t A7t 54

|
o FA, FelE gt A 7P Tad R 509 o

O.
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AAE Aol #E vkHr 47171 AP (Logemann,
2007 & Ag3te] &, Q71 E, %, el 2475 AolA
747} 3ee, beeg el BolA AARRRS] A Ao whet 4H]
Al sk3ict.

2) M HIC|2 FA| ASHEAL M =
(new Videofluoroscopic Swallowing Study scale;
new VFSS scale)

AL HIT L FA] SASkAR A= HIT Q. A ddskRiAl
S 7o 2 F 14709 o2 A E o] 0 ellA 1008
7HA WhEolXl Aol ATt e Ashdeld] A
E7F AR owlgit). 7ol thst el a4,
A, A7)s, dstddF, A-T157s, 213
o) 27V E, AR T FEOE A H o
Atk QIF7]e et gHe]

o FEL AN 7 OB R, A5t F e
kel
[e}

rr
o
—Lﬂ
W

N

g
wFA, QEAQAIZ, QFEAAL, F19 T GO
450 ek o] Az it e FA ASHAL A B2
£ 7] 9 A7) Gl ek JiA chguE a

A%

ato] W Frolrt. o] Hme] M 72.0~810%,

50| 70.0~81.0%%F HolH F1°] 59} 2ot A



3) D= HE 23| HsHH =

(American Speech—Language—Hearing

Association National Outcomes Measurement

System Swallowing scale; ASHA NOMS scale)
n]=rle} g 713 AstA = (ASHA NOMS scale) =
ko] o] ol 57 JEE 10 7744 THAR
7 ALRA Y57 e dstgole] Bk A
°
/\o

Nol Aw 1l =] ATz BE AHE L83l
o et O‘D}(O'Nell Purdy, Falk, & Gallo,
]

& HEE g AAelA] 9 ol )7} el A
Se4 HES e Sof AN WL ALES 3
7

€ 502 UYL B el A S &
2 =

Folle 38 AR EolaL, ko] s8 ol 5HA| 7Y
&

oln
_I&

d Shaker 2&
gl HEE 2 ARA oA A7) 7E EEA] G
%01 A2 2] HHES 60% B HTHE $of 1]
o5 yHFal 60% F4< Zteth vkeF 60%
=0l frAI8717F o jivhd gk Afalo]
= A8k} 33] AAlgith
I se7haA s

o
>
rlr
}.11
>

E,o>“ i

w |

S )
i)

O rlr & oo E

2y ot W
o

ﬂjﬂ

12

l

2) S Shaker 25

5214 Shaker 253} $U# AN v}l 5

dol A19] B2 4302 3082 A
w7 ek, ok B2} 45 02 W2l 7] ok
3152 rolA] % 30512 A wit.

Ask= A17E 8l

JFU

12! 1. Shaker 2=

SN Shaker 2=

A1 (32])

D
(@]
I
>
ot
o
3
o
ok

Z18 2. Shaker 23 21
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5. 24 Y

sAEA &
Shaker &9 a3}

3l 2|5 @zl o

AT A= o J’ﬁ. %”‘é
Shaker =29 29& &

A HY L FA @0}7“} = A
(paired sample t—test) &% 413}
ofl st ASHA NOMS A3 &= A4

m S dxt

1) 40|28 M H|L|2 ASIHAL M

o]y 77719} Q7o) 0h2 A

A& SPSS 120 TRIAS AFEE T
of thall dAdAT AFd—-ALS AXES
e ﬁﬂowu}

2) ¢l
13
Qo] A3E npgo g ko] QIF7] 9 AF-aHEe tst
3= 3 33 2tk Al v e 040}74/\} A o) AHaE
Z SF N = Sec(p<001), FAMT S5Fg s H
3 3cc(P<.01) 9} 5ee(p<.01), o]AFERIE 3cc(p<.01),
AFE A7 5ec(p<.001), &9 3cc(p<.01) 9}
5ce(p.001) ErollA] -2 8t Zpo] & Bt

—n
|
=
I
oo
1
nE

N H|C) @ HBIZAF M T Ha

Nr&
m mﬂ

2. ASHA NOMS H5HA T of| 2 AlO|EHA|
#H3}

R

o
(e}
s
toy
rlr
m

4 ASHA NOMS ¢8}# 9]
9} 7L1—4. A a]-x% k=4 ]_)EJ_ %

l-‘>~1
-101

=
ol
Al

&
([?lo ad
>z

A}
o
01‘474]7} %%fr 2 sk Bl

a0
o

%9 57 W3H Shaker %% 39 94 SERER R v. 1 &
F2) 3 Aol = BT 2). w3 of tfgt ¢ls
7 s % T7A7) R} Q%) m 98k 20| 2 HSiTh B ATE HEFOZ Qe dahel 2k 197 o
O % Shaker &&= 67 &t 2&3to] Astr]so] a3
B2 40| HIC| 2 HotAAL A E of (N=19)
= A5 A A5 5 .
(M £ SD) (M + SD)
77 & 3cc 450 £ 4.19 410 £ 4.24 2.04
5 5ee 5.73 £ 4.08 515+ 4.48 1.88
Q71E 3cc 510 £ 3.82 444 £ 433 1.99
Q7 E 5ee 5.65 = 4.09 500 = 4.17 2.13
= 8.07 £ 5.96 721+ 6.27 2.24
W 850 = 5.84 763+ 6.16 2.01
U571 5 3ce 17.94 =10.98 8.55 + 6.80 5.89"™
5 5ee 29.55 = 13.41 17.26 +13.23 7.98"™
Q71E 3cc 20.65 £ 12.45 10.65 £ 859 6.13™
97E 5cc 26.18 £ 14.40 15.00 £ 12.25 9.26™
= 24.97 £ 13.46 12.47 £10.78 7.91™
W 24.55 = 12.50 14.52 £10.75 7.25

*p.05, “p<.01, =*p<.001
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H3. Q5| MFESE M H[C|R HSIGA M T F4 H3t (N=19)
3= e d e ¥ t
(M + SD) (M + SD)
FEAFRAE 3cc 1.68 = 1.20 1.36 £ 0.95 1.83
5ce 294 + 154 1.78 £ 091 497
FFA T 3cc 474 + 461 094 + 283 361"
M AEE 5ce 5.68 + 4.46 2.36 + 4.07 3.24"
o FFRAE 3cc 2.83 + 2.22 1.18 + 2,03 3.20"
5cc 592 + 2.62 284 = 268 145
st F 3cc 047 * 2.06 0.00 = 0.00 1.00
79 9 954 5¢c 3.31 + 446 2.36 £ 4.07 1.45
AFAI AT 3cc 221 + 1.35 189 + 148 1.45
5cc 252 + 1.12 221 + 1.35 1.00
JAFEIHA 3cc 347 + 304 2.84 £ 307 145
5cc 378 + 297 347 + 304 447
0| 3cc 2.53 + 3.64 031 + 1.37 324"
5ce 5.36 = 3.40 221 + 297 447"
*p<05, *p<01, =p<001
E 4. ASHANOMS HSIA 0| IHE Al0| THA| 5} (N=19)
Sl A B ~ A #F B (%) _ F A5
28 A A8 F (M + SD)
1) 2 (10.52) \ - 1.00 £ 0.00
2eH 5 (26.31) \ 2 (10.52) 1.00 £ 0.00
3 4 (21.05) 1 5 (26.31) 1.75 £ 050
47 6 (31.57) 3 1 (5.26) 1.83 = 0.40
5EH 2 (10.52) 4 (21.05) 2.00 = 0.00
6% E \\5 (26.31) -
T - 2 (10.52) =

*p<05, *p<01, =p<001

ojr mlm

dolr girt. 1 A7} Shaker 5 F 7719 A3sh7]
o F2l 3k Aol & KT, AlFEEE g2 $50
FAE, 7S FFEAA, o] 3FTE, JAF
THAIZE FR FFAM T ApolE Bl EF 2
T QT WA A o|d A ol S Bl
A8 A5 Shaker &5 &7HE YA QEA 47
FUZAE P oET £438% H(Ferdjallah et al,
2009; Mepani et al., 2009;

J

2000; Logemann et al.,

Shaker et al., 2002; White et al., 2008). 34|+ 15}9]
B33 33L& 715F o8 AYsd= A7} Q)
m ol 2 AFoM= A S 715 HLE #AR &
A= A vt e FA] At 2 F AFE-8te] Shaker
+F A F9 dYlE WsE AHEITH(FHE T,
1999).

A8t FA] AsHAAL A 22 4 WSk Aopd 7

3719 AF7] FEM 5 FEHIAR AF7] 5
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sl A FAACR o3t atolE Het) o]t
A3}= Shaker 5 (2002) &) -9} A =81, Shaker &
TS B QY] WAl Y o] 7R 754

Q1 Wsts HQl 2105 vehskth webA| Shaker &>
A7N1EG Q7] et 9l Al f-8-8H
4 AR A7, 1778} HE 25 A3l A
% gk
dol7t Sl S0l Al Shaker %%
571 3 Alwdohd Asb)s
o]t} (Logemann et al., 2009).

O it
oS}_‘, 10

1=

N

e e
, N

rir

N

H

o

o

3

-

;O

mﬂéﬁﬂ—u
2

-

Shaker & (1994)& AR 4 oﬂ Hj&l Q5 A4
= 2 ofehat o] A A o] L sl
9 tise] S7F Hrar ﬁ_m}aiv} wpebA ol s} wE
AR 2 o] eheEat HE 9T o] gt
7ol T3k S3iTt. ©]F- Shaker 5(1997)2 4
FeQlE W FHE AT Ses w5
AHE AsAA T o - 9 U 2 A9E S
A ZH 0] Fdlo] FHAE 2UT olghe sk
SRRl Ul A3 Wik #aMA dslss 7M1
F QLS vt} I3 Easterling 5 (2000) & o] AFE9]
o 23} AR 20 A% Aol 7H skl
22 e s S3Y o3 53 wEow 7
Shaker &8 653} 51%6}0% &R 77 Aol7t 7t

Sorth a9E B
Logemann 7(2009)% AeAQ AstAgts 285
IR} Shaker 5 485 1% Sl
A5 Bt & Al A
AR A Q) QIFT] AF-FE T 59 el
£ Holrh E3 1T ARG F SRS lE, &
A% SFEANE A, o) st Q 3
oM A5 A - 5 2ol 9] Foe e B =
ﬁ"%q?i?*«] 5ﬁﬂ“ﬂi} g Q7] S A A
gmoz u

s Gl
%“4@4%%ﬂ&ﬂ%”ﬂ%%ﬂ%%@ﬂ%%°
o] PSS BAT 5 AAHIGL F, 2005
Easterling et al., 2000; Easterling et al., 2005;
Logemann et al., 2009; Mepani et al., 2009; Shaker et

al, 2002). 3}A| 5t Shaker &5 T2 HEISI) A
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YebtHLogemann e
Easterling 5 (2005 )’C S
SEITh el s e s 65 %OJ s
& o 334 FHSH=E oA &
sk aAs Aok, 1 o] 4= AT HAR
Shaker &5 Al & 4% 53 AT
1, &% Al 75 (supervisor) 9] F-A 2 <13 X]é.’ii‘ﬂ
o] ofH 9] A-olA EEHI ol E
(2005) - k2] FEof wheh P E ARl &5 T2
AlEE Aok Qv shgivh whebAd B A 1
Shaker & W12 A 8] 75 St 65 5% 5
SN T FEs o 132 AAsta, AEA
gate] s skl Hfgk & ¢ Sl WA
Ao g AASES ol A AN HEE X“\VJ
ol 2|77} o HAY ZH R R QIS 539 ol
= 3¢ AN e FES B, &5 8
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Shaker 2% § A3}7]50] &gl wpe} BE A}
=2 ASHA NOMS <18t & 2o GAI7} S+ 1~ 2%
HshS Bty Aol 7h ebd k] Kako] Hl g

o7} <t

(nasogastric tube) .2 A4S ¥ LU 194 &=}
=5 Shaker % ol RAFIH oL Aol 245 5
sk 742017} 7k akelnt 5 Al 9] BAtES HHA R
S48 A AHE 4 Q= THAIR YT o]
=kl @Jﬂr% Fod 8k =(2005), Easterling 5 (2000) 3}
(2002) 8] A Ae} dAeh= AOFE
T Astdoll SatE2] Aol wrt & L%%
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iLO] o] Shaker —Sr% 2= AFA A
8|53} vlawsto] ohoh B 4= 9l9lx, AT thakA 57
of A7 A3t é%}é} E| zﬂvw ] 9giek et
Aol o} TAE thokst ¢ ol Qo150 T3t £ 7} o] ol
X A] okorr,

FE ol ol ot v TS 53 Shaker &
Ma B IS A S Fe )l £ o

1’.1

2 Q% At EAES tdoR ATt
7ol A o] Fol ok Zloltk. e A o
2 Ry, QA7) 50] AstE =5 Astel)
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Abstract

Effect of a Shaker Exercise on the Swallowing Function of Stroke Patients

Hong, Deok-Gi*, B.H.Sc., O.T., Kim, Su-Kyoung**, Ph.D., O.T .,
Yoo, Doo-Han***, M.P.H., O.T.
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Wonkwang University Oriental medical Hospital, Jeonju
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Konyang University
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Chonbuk National University Hospital

Objective : The purpose of this study was to investigate effect of a Shaker exercise on the swallowing function
of dysphagia patients after suffering a stroke.

Methods : Nineteen patients experiencing dysphagia after suffering a stroke performed a Shaker exercise for
30 minutes a day, b days a week, for 6 weeks. We conducted an initial Videofluroscopy, and 6 weeks later,
conducted a second Videofluroscopy for an evaluation of the patients’ swallowing function. The data were
analyzed using the New Videofluroscopic Swallowing Study scale (new VESS scale) and American Speech—
Language—Hearing Association National Outcomes Measurement System Swallowiing scale (ASHA NOMS
scale) to determine the patients’ swallowing function and dietary stage.

Results : After the Shaker exercise was conducted, the patients dietary status in the pharyngeal stage
significantly improved (p<.001). An itemized change in their swallowing function showed a statistically
significant difference in terms of the residue in the valleculae, a reduced laryngeal elevation and epiglottic
closure, residue in the pyriform sinuses, pharyngeal transit time, and aspiration (p<.01). All patients improved
on the ASHA NOMS scale from 1 to 2 steps.

Conclusion : A Shaker exercise improved the swallowing function of patients experiencing dysphagia after
suffering a stroke. Therefore, a Shaker exercise can be easily applied and considered a useful treatment

method in occupational therapy for patients with dysphagia.

Key words : Dysphagia, Shaker exercise, Stroke
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