s A 58t3)7] A204 A4
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2012 Vol. 20, No. 4

Electromyographic (SEMG) & AFg-3te] &2 5-9]

715 S, S5 Ars) ok wigh A

Visual Analogue Scale (VAS)S ARE-3FSITh
Av}: FAEC] AL HoldrE E““-&%

AP uuo:_o
T% %E ¥

04, o 20%)S Yo Z surface
el wWE A A9 RS} HiolglS Y]

o me wEo] Ars AP £ el

a

)

BH
N A B 1

ot
¥

4 (suprahyoid)
"?ﬁ& A 52 kS 4

e)%’b

n\i rud

hya
-

(infrahyoid) &
flato] EE (hyoid b

AA A7 3
2 (digastric muscle)
E] 52 (geniohyoid muscle), €
muscle) &2 FAJF o]l o, Huo)

Aol doju= “Estel A=

2= (elevation) A 71
st} HESTS2

o o o o

41

3O F
==

B L BE

SE2 T (stylohyoid muscle),

27 (mylohyoid

A oz}
[e= kol R HS] zsg

A2
=2

=1

WAL AL Bl A (gumanvolt@nate.com)
B =T HAE] =29

St} (Bardan, Kern, Arndorfer, Hofman, & Shaker,
2006). FE9ltso] ofslEd Hi8o $Aqlo] kst
1, AR AT xol o] siubo] AElE o] S4lE0] 7|%
U= E#E50] 7| = A< (penetration) oL}, &<l
(aspiration) ©] ¥HA83}HA] Eth(Easterling et al., 2000;
Kendall & Leonard, 2001).

Z‘] APZ—] EETFF < _1| Z]o] o

Z2=0]:

|| e 2012. 7. 30 || AARL: 2012, 8. 24
| AAEAD: 2012. 11. 12

KSOT Vol. 20, No. 4, 2012 69



4] Tl Ay 7

T o
=
e T
<

<

o]

B
ol
X
o
s

O

o 713stAY, =
A0 A oA B F919] $3Ado] EoliTh(uts]| A}
9} 734, 2002).
R0 AS- AErt TS 59 QT Hel
o]&9] Lq%}%ol Z7VskAl At o]
st 25 240 SR A 2] Aoy
o g 7]i°] #}H(Logemann,
220 A= 7Y JIF719 S4= ol
=}

%(Swallowmg reflex) &4k A|719] AA

w29)
3y

T, H
4, AR ERG R PR Y Sum e 5o g
2 820l F7)o 482 Fr}(Dantas et al., 1990;
Logemann, Rademaker, Kahrilas, & Lazarus,

1994). Astgel BAell 2B HE 4L 7|
F9 AP L o] St aRH o
Foehzvl 71015k (Bach et al., 1989), #219] <14

Zo] é_:x] O}o].I: X‘LQ_‘E)‘]— /\ 011—4__‘:_ xobgo] 9\}\:}
(Logemann, 1998). Eolu} 5459 AwuE 77
A7) WA Qlofub] el g450] & 2 W
A7E Uz FesE AW* & FolFl, $2E AR
So] A2 EolA)4) gkal golelE olFe) Qg B3
1 e 18 ) F b e 54 e
Zo] =% o]3& HtH(Groher, 1987).

s} o] 4719 Al A &2 vIAE
oRlow F4E9 = & F Uth(Freya, Maggie,
Sebstian, Ulrike, & Catherine, 2008). A}g&¥o] 3l o]
Olo] We 2= 9= S AlolL} ehx|o] oke H31 LA
271 593t wdo] JtH(EAR! 5, 2007). 41787
A= o7 SAE9 kS X%x]x% o7 Z7lel9E

A

ho_,—_y 0/&1

(Clave et al., 2006) £97 5(2007) gura o

5219) $1g0] Sl BB AL S8 A o
& FAFTh el A% WA 47 o) ol
ARl Bkl AP B o) $A0T A0S &
AL, QI Ae] okt Sabe] B Sl SABE
A WA Lhro] Ak Q%o S4jo] FaHo] e
A2 & ek sk

o8 S4B FES & HAT A = A
& |RE Wtel, A0 ATES 470] WelE
oe S8 2 Aol that Aol7k A, A Aol
HES} GRS A QRN 2 g5 oelgel ut
SOhEEE, WS, we, o] 73} Hheld, 2000;

Bisch, Logemann, Rademaker, Kahrilas, & Lazarus,
1994; Gumbley, Huckabee, Doeltgen, Witte, &
Moran, 2008; Lazarus et al., 1993). &3S Ho]
& AT 9o $4E HES} F 20 BAEY
A 715 9l ebd sl Ab7lo) oJBES |

bg Ask AL AR} oFel st
gekst SR AAI7E ] ole} stk (Reimers
—Neils, Logemann, & Larson, 1994).
oM 74 AES e E 3459
7%,].;6 o7 zx%g—].—y u}ﬁ]x% oZ ﬁl:ﬂ kS
’\]7] o YJEht=
&ste] S74sto]

S el WS s Salck

d
i'
fr

@

] I A7 ¥he-(oropharyngeal swallowing
response) & 48 A7l 5429 o] T7HE 1 DA OOshLe] AJs 2ol SASS gatoz
AFol, 5219 f3Ado] o= AoE YRt
H 1. AT OjAxtel kNl £4 (N=40)
5 4 M £ SD W9
A (A 20.68 £ 1.20 19 ~ 23
A7 (cm) 167.68 £ 8.28 152 ~ 183
A= (kg) 60.90 = 11.44 40 ~ 85
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A7 ddAES BAlste], A dAk F 4079 88
(207, ©f 20) &= A4kl AgE s3I
ARIAES 27 de el el v ARAE A
aglom, ols & A7 Ashdeld] S, AE A3t
ol &= vlArks A7t Aol gl A7 49l
& AR ARatginh At didAke] Akl 54
> % 19 2

|
A9)s FHAaslely, B2 HolE¥e] 1H4 10emE #
Stk oFZd ko @ 3le] HlolE 9lof Ak Fr
2 A (midline) o] 255 71 €2 okt 37
S AAE 2% § A% DTS FAsta, AA
A7} A7 N A FAVE Foto] SAES AR Fels
o} AR S ES Qletel] HEar Qlt) AlE g0
Folgle o g Mol A7 =5 gttt ol fdEe
A 259 HYeE Y 2 5
e dolg ] AP EE =o]7] st 2 e 17
A= 33] HHEsto] HAE AT t ke
Zyzte] Ao A 331% SAste] & 213]9] AFlS W

Chiara, & Sapienza, 2007).

2= Ao mE F771FE QAT A
<59 &Y A5 SAs7] A8 bmLe &, Edd
QTEE, A AT EE ARgete] AR WA
AARE 8ISt ZF @A Afolel] 5] FAARME F
w2E0 el wE F7INE AFT17A 9] A
=90 A A5 S A8 == ARt 71

=

o+ R FLe W 2HE AAE WEMG-
8 (LXM3208—RF, g4, thd, ¢=)& AH-atsict. &
Aw A5 48 919t A=2 M 38 A=<

Red Dot& AHESIITE % A2l FAHS
(ground electrode), 4= (active electrode) %} 7|
4= (reference electrode) & FJ % nlo]&e} A
Y Aol AT 0R AdEH, o]F Sl YA A
gy B AT Ao FFE A Telescan 2.8 4232
Eglo}E o] gato] AEleialet. B AT Aee] HE
%5 (sampling rate)-& 1,024Hz% AAsFG 1 7]
Ao ok 55 AAB] flste] 60Hz2 =8 H
(notch filter) £}, 20~50Hz%] W= g~ ¥ (band
pass filter) & AT THUTAL A= S
Q1E5ol| XS LTS, ] ofgjo] $1A|g HE
ofgfitgoll H—9 27 1@ Esto] 270 A A
=& FALIITHOE D). A9 95 2ES gAd
Amg SIS AM I S 73] sto] e
=& 29 5 AATNA 3em Holxl 3t VeSS

ok 28] A thE 714 Mgl weEllE abdsbr] flst
AATE Q& ol BAslglom AlFEE F0]7]

st} mE A RIS Hht 1900] FPSE

d

4. Visual Analogue Scale; VAS

Visual Analogue Scale; VASE 27} =7)= F3
Aol B350 A A7t o7 BASo X B3t
S A HkgE £ Qe 3772 (Deloach,
Higgins, & Caplan, 1998), 53421 555 7Aslsta
Agletaat 55 F7HAEE vheo] A8 5 4
o] A&AQ #EH HFWdol AREHSITHMillion,
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Hall, Nilsen, Baker, & Jayson, 1982). VASE 7§¢12]
FHgo] 2= Frlol AR, ARAQ mte) 4
= 2 ATrellA Alg o] Y vk Al HZells A
Al w9 e BiskE SAs)9lE AREEY R Skltt
(Arif et al., 2012; Sakuma & Kida, 2010: Stephanie,
Jacqueline, Ronald, & JoAnne, 2010).

B AT = A8 B 7]EL] Aol 71 %3k
of FA=9 HEel & W3} A A7l e W3kE
Aste FAE e Ak 42 4] s)tell VASE
=439tk o] T4 Zo)7} 100mme] A o2 o] Fo]
A lom, A%y} 9 BE&O] ol 47t “H3-(no effort)”
7 ‘A9 = (extreme effort)” &2 FA|Eo] 11,
We] H45% B o1, et B4
FolA]= Aot (Ostelo & de Vet, 2005). A7 tlid
A7t Bl AR FAFORA A A =89 wist
£ 7155kl & AelM s 712AAS ™ S1E
nhE A Al bEkar ZHgsiit A el didAbe 2t
A Fetell A9} oFe] wigle] whekx VASE S48t
ol F 63]9] S4= skl

N

(@]
>
oo

=

—_

) AHTIHE AL

AN Line Spread Test; LST) & 19400l
7HerE] 91t (Adams & Birdsall, 1946; Grawemeyer &
Pfund, 1943). AAFAZNZARS BuakelA] a7} 94

S

o,
k
ot

H w5t A (thickened—liquid) 9] H =%
2 glato] A T= BE, s Skt wi¢
tekst W 2 sluo|th(Mann & Wong, 1996). A7
NAAA G HAE F-& 5 = Fae dnk glow
ofi oA o] A= FAIse ¢ qloms 7ke] A
(viscometer) & A 5Aov WAwith ]3| 5 7
£ 9 oM Ha w2 dAe) AEE S8 o
T e WHeRE FHHAA L Qh(Glassburn &
Deem, 1998; Mark & JoAnne, 2007).

A NAARE 0.5em (H 0% FAlde] 1%
oflell frejdha Fal A5 2cm, o] 2em?] ol

%
=74

FAshs AR Sml g F % Sof 29 F 150
=

#

2 Ayl

o

o
ol
by

% sfo] o APgO.E 71 WA HR HES 7]

RS
o7 SAgth & AFelxE 43] vk S sto] H
He T (aE 2).
2) BME
(1) Az H3t
A= AeE SAsk7] Qe 7159] el 7] xst
21 5-0] HE= M| (liquid), H2 NA) (thin paste),

A (thick paste) & 3HJth AA= B8 2L o)

QT EES J2|31 ¥ e A A Eg

)
FEA

>0 o 2
wd se oo do

37 2, MATNEARKL ZAR F(A)TH AR (iauid) o] ZAH S(B)
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Skt AAHAAPIA S48 AL &4 2%, &
5.12%+0.25cm, Z8Q TE2E 1.37+0.25cm, A A&
TP 0.50+£0.00cmz 4=t

(2) & #3t

459 ¢ APATelA B 3mL, SmL, 10mL,
20mL, 30mL% 74 v} 9lvH(Adnerhill, Ekberg, &
Groher, 1989; Argon et al., 2004; Castell, Dalton,
& Castell, 1990: Yabunaka et al., 2012). ¥ -]
Ae AAAQ %9 TV #@Rls] flste] 3nmL,
10mL, 20mL& o oz 474 sielth BE 45
& T AA Az Y fAEl o, A9
et $4E flete] Hd) 20mL7HA] W82 B2 F
dE FAVIE ARS8l #7719 el A3 Fefaiint

6. Atz A2 & 24 UY

Z4zZko] At & BAES A E FHst] A
o5 $Y N8 FE¢ F ol fdse AR
o SHEE A B AFZH Root Mean Square;
RMS) o2 AHEE aolrh. A& AL} gl e
T7158 AF7174A9) AR 259 ¢ 2718 vlw
a7 SlElA Zzke] g4 AREE 9
(one—way ANOVA) & -3t 514 sksioH, A
2374 Scheffed A8ttt S2&2 AL} %2
Rl & A A g o] W3lE VASE S35t o

*k

129.56
L

QRN Fafel BARYS ahglom, AFAYel
Scheffe A gatith. A0l EA8HA o4 e A4
a7 sletel folsE 2=06% Aasion $44 4
iy TAIZZ I3 SPSS 12.05 ARk 48ttt

. o 23

1. 842 4=l Mg ==?<2sa 530t
BiAgo s E
A =0

SAE AT nfE BRoTS Blolise & @
S A% A3 FRATHN B B 107.66*
33.48, 8l o TEEE 118.82+34.80, A} AX
#d5+148.81149.76°0.8 B3 Ak AP B 1
2|3 S QT2 ES} A A EoflA] FESITH
o] & @Al frofuldt Alelg HATHE<.0D) (TH 3).
23 ZE] 2T 2EAME FAT et Zjo|E HolA|
gttt Bgoldse ¢ YEE FAES A
e} Blaate] foT whgt 2jo|E Ho|x] gkt

2. aH= g0 ME 559252 5500
agol O BN
LTl - =0

ST ol 1E SRsITHY BReldTael 2 B

12453 117.83
S Os
0.0'0'0"'4
Igsesesese! st
RS BEE9 AE
R
LR BA Axy=

preteletel

K
<o

Q

.
Q>

RERKRA]

>

QR

&
&
0.4

o
K
25

RS

3R
25
&5
0%
bo%
2

9
255
3%
2585
33
28!

o
&
55
o,
3%

o

KD

200

35 160
=

= 120
w

o 30
e

DR

0

529
‘.05, “pK.01

17 3 2AE MO [E 2E92ST SLoRIZSC THAE(%RVC)
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AEE F4% A7 525N & 3mLolA H
100.50%£25.15, & 10mLE 109.42+29.20, &
20mL+ 128.96£43.87% & 3mL$} 20mLeilA 12
3 & 10mL9} 20mLolA 8252 & S0l Qlof
A Frolu|et Aol (pK.0D & K313, & 3mLg} 10mLel
AE ot AlolE wolz] AdtH(IR 4). HEol
5ol 2 SHNEE FAE9] ol e} vlusle] &
3mL9} 20mLeAlA f-2fu|gt Ape]E R ITH(p<.05).

3. e4= dx0| E VAS F=+

T 5 uE VASE F43 A%, 22 B¢

*%k

2.80£1.73, Z& QTEEE 3.3312.10, 2AF A
dEr 7.28%1.81% 23 A A= T2l
ZH 27 2ES} 2R} AZH oA foud Ao E
BtHpK 0D (T8 5). &3 F8 72BN
frofuldt Aol Kol gttt

4. A= Yo ME VAS E5
SAE ¥l WE VAS AFE £ 3mloN B
2.90+1.90, ¥ 10mLE 3.07£1.95 & 20mL:

3.70%2.200.2 S2E2] %l ule} vlwate] §-2u)st
2ol & Helz] et 6).

*k

200
- 145.29
O 160 128.96 12229 13084 i
e
120
= - O3mL
i} R B10mL
M s S
o IRRRK)
z K5 120mL
o Sy
s <0 B
R
0 R e
ZZolgs
*p<.05, “p<.01

O3 4 SME Yol U2 SEATIT SLORYTR| ZHLE(XRVC)

10
9 Kk
|
8
7
L 5
St
S s 0=
3L
A 4 g RAE
< @A Axd=
- -
RN 2e%e%etetetetels!
2 BRI
1 RRRRRRRN
RRRRRRKES]
0 RRRRK

"p<.05, "pK.01

O3 5 SAE H=0 M2 VAS Fe
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b
- 0 W O

VASscore
O = D W o O Dy

X

K2

e

"p<.05, "p<.01

O3mL
E10mL
270 @200l

O3 6. SAIE L0l M2 VAS Ee

v, o &

2489 74 23
SRERERECE S

A0S A% maw A9E

o ya
(e}
o
N
(e
2
N
r
o

s
AH 9] P Bdsle] FAE] A7), A% 2% A
£ 5 Rk 228 SAET AR S s
A&A 07 AuE dFSo] Hals]o|sirt(Bisch et
al., 1994: Huckabee, Butler, Barclay, & Jit, 2005:
Lazarus et al., 1993: Sheela & Johanna, 2009).
Bach 5-(1989) 3 Groher (1987) & HAlFL} 34
o] AE7} F7kshd st WA} dofubr] Aol S 8e]
3 F2 "olA 7|E U2 EFUsHe AP8S EoFn
SAEo] By a0 g FHEF sk o)Fe] vk
3 33l Clave 5(2006)2 4177 #atelA 45
o] 3t HEE AXZF o7 WS o 359 AL
7F w3, ko] Weld45 QIF 4] WS- (oropharyngeal
swallowing response)°] =& 1 gt} 519 ¢
/o] ol WUl o€ AR 7lsol Askd
gt Al Qo] A Al FAES] AL 9 4] wigle
HAF S AT T 247 ZERI)
S AL QL o] Wslel s A 2 8427
9 77 A7) vl GFS sk Ut A7E
o] glo] ghoit, it Aolo] HE 9 el dfst A3
A7} o] FolZ|A] ekokrhs @de] Qloitt. ulehA £
AT E AP G835 3 E AR} &S A%
MNAAS FAPNE ol 8-8te] dsleta, Aoz A

E9 & VA o Uehbs AR 2 849 WEkE
SEMGE S4ste] 32489 HEs} ol g 52512
3} FRolZ {9 WslE F4sta4 slgivh(Dantas
& Dodds, 1990: Dantas et al., 1990; Reimers—Neils
et al., 1994).

£ AT S50 FEE WY AR Al A
59 2 $S S A9 3259 A oy
5 B8R0 < ol folsl Sk, Bt
H50] 2 B2 SAEQ AL uet foAF Aol
Ho|z] gkoktt. o] A Al S48 AETL FobdSF
5 BEATR0] o] & whd, FRok%9
A& Aoleta 4 4 & Ao|th

A4 AReA SAEQ AEd upet A)719] A1
(initiating) % £ &.(terminated) S €Y7 E2old
59 2 $YEE EMGE ST AT S22
HE7} olAFE 41719 Al g2 & 84
o] fou|aiAl F7ketsla, ERolE K] & SEE
FOl3 Aol & HolA] o} & A9 AE AA|Fch
(Reimers—Neiles et al., 1994). 3te]l&, A3, vzl
$-9} BRIZH200D) - AES 77 AF718ke] At
g AR A9 77 AT AR W] 98-S et
€ A9F 2usoly, o] AyeMes A5t sod
T74go] Z7lsle], FEAoz B8BTS0 &5l
7ML #2dEE 7§ dvka ik
(McConnel, 1988; Reimers—Neiles et al., 1994:
Shaker, Cook, Dodds, & Hogan, 1988). o]&% ¢l
S SEME AL STl Wi BT S

9] &do] TrtsloF Fesde] glrk
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omg ol Jh rl
~
%

o= Zlolt}, Clave 5 (2006)2 AZA &4 g4}
o] Aol e 545 S4ES] oS A%
Ao FTMFE w 77RIT A ¥E-8-(oropharyngeal
swallowing response) & AR 43, S241&E2] A&7}
Sh 52159 oFo] WolAH FFolu, 5219 H3Ao]
Zopithar STt A Al SA1E2] A7l A|A A
HEk(5, 10, 20, 30mLe] HA)E Foe W, F=
(ultrasonograpy) & AFHE-sto] H3e] 2584 |
£ Akst ‘?i?"ﬂ"ﬂ SAE2] Qo] Huld w HE-R-AY

o] Hujol X%, Huje] &%, F Aol Fovst du=
Uehfjo] &A% 0] ok} Bao] ©EakA g o] A7k

=2
)
N
N
10

Ev

[e)
< 9+ oH(Chi—Fishman & Sonies, 2002). £9% &
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_/[:
ISl FE i YU b1 54 ¢
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N o glo 1o nid ey
y
e jﬁ i
=
BN
o
e
ro
-
N

Ty 1>
o

:?L_l,
Wi o T o
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Y =M fouet ApolE Kl (pK.01), &
50 ol wE VAS Hella= k] wistel] f-2)ght
5 Holx| ogth # AellA] w2 A Al VAS
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i,
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[t o

Vaiman¥} Na hheh(2009)% A3} Feolv A 7
el 2k s P&bﬂﬂ U= A A 5 EMGE 54
Gl = S8l At b
& Bl Qﬂr EMGQr VAS dlo]Ej7te] oJn|ole= 2
FAIE 8F81 vl 919131, Sakuma)} Kida (2010)+= 4
A w2z el w2 HIAE WSS o SRS
Sioli5e] o &dwstel vigE VASE AHE-sto]
A0 o) WEkE vk AtellA A & 240)

A5 ahglo] A A0 Sl B ATo) fAlR
A5 veplgl

A0 B ATANE S4B e FobAH
5096 2 BYo] F7hhe R0 ek, §4
29| ol 1B HUSTHA Hojrhae 2
I el At e 4 A 21 )
242 59 Qo] YYHE Qs 2RBFo] 37}
S0 sl LAl ol 75 A9 22
7o) B o] A 45 S
Sl ), TRl ks Huel 490
s, AT Ae] AGEe] §4
|

1= Wz Sl 7H dh= 797501‘%, =ele

Ozﬂl{ﬂn

A AEA 2% Sl s u}% agsgol

SR Aol ofelgol gl ARlelEE A7 9
BE YA, S4B Y] 2 2 ofd
o =3

& B9 A} L, 44 29 ok} g

)Id_l

9 33 S48 Pt okl
o Holet $09) 110 ol P9 el
QAskgele] Astel Holg 4 Wl He Hole] 7ol
Eeele AR Z2ARE AT 5 98 Aol



(Clave et al., 2006).

B AT Al o 2= A, Aol EAIZE 9l o
HKLS o skl Wil sk Aelrt Q= IS
o2 SAR 0 ATl oF Wl mE A 9 %}M
S el olgEe] vk =4, a4 F
O, B2 o, 8 W @3 stolsiol, 1A
;}oka} S A 0] AARS ;Hz;)}x]

%0,
[o
>l
e
_E
g;
ol
re,
—U
0, 2,
_>.:
o
O
1o,
=2
_>.:
12
>

:L%OM EJJr ZM
ZEQl QT2 ES} A A

dl=oll Fuelae) 2 DA oA vl

2) A5 ool whE FERITS T Bl &
s BA Ay BRISAM E 3mLe}
I & 10mL9} 20mL°ﬂ/‘1 HEQ]
T 2 Aol Fem]st AlolE Hglal, HiEo}
oM E & 3mLe} 20mLolA vJ Ul@ Zfo]

g ®Sich
3) S48 Hxo wE VAS =4 A3}, B3} 7} A
gEollA] T2lal ZYR1 Q7 2ES) 7 Ay e

A fFemst ztolE Hr.

4) S2E ool W VAS 574 A3} FoJg 1ket jo]

£ wolA] g,
B T4} §4 B P} oSS Buelns
o 2 BYEA} Bobi 2 & 5 glon, 4R

A=
=
o] Wobd 4% B8 TE3} Bolg el T BY

1 A7 71 oﬂ Txﬂﬂ ﬁ& Fe& do =z Aske

mi_&nlgﬁN'jﬂJEmEJ
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R
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e o 2 9
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Abstract

Comparison of SEMG Activation on Swallowing—-Related Muscles
According to the Bolus Viscosity and Volume

Park, Mi-Jin", BH.Sc., O.T., Woo, Hee-Soon™*, M.A., O.T.,
Chang, Ki-Yeon™, Ph.D., O.T., Han, Mi-Yae", M.P.H., O.T.

*Solparan Child Developmental Institute
“Dept. of Occupational Therapy, Woosong University

Objective : This study aims to present the basis of dysphagia rehabilitation treatment and
intervention by objectively investigating the consistency and volume of food in healthy adults, and
measuring the changes in muscle activities when gradually increasing the consistency and volume.

Methods : Forty healthy adults (20 male, 20 female) attending OO University in D metropolis
participated in this study. SEMG was used to measure the amplitude of suprahyoid and infrahyoid
muscle activity from an oral phase to a pharyngeal phase according to the consistency and volume
of food. VAS was used to show the objective numerical value of the swallowing effort changes
according to the food consistency and volume.

Results : The results of this study showed an increase in suprahyoid muscle activity when increasing
the food consistency, and an increase in suprahyoid and infrahyoid muscle activities when
increasing the food volume.

Conclusion : This study will be helpful in determining the food consistency and volume in a dysphagia
diet for patients who have a decreased oral motor control and pharyngeal swallowing reflex.
Moreover, the results of this study will help to guess (assume) the degree of suprahyoid and

infrahyoid muscle activities during the swallowing of food.

Key words : sEMG, Swallowing, Swallowing—related muscles, Viscosity, Volume
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