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WE B& WiITAIFEADGBILZTE—E %57 (AISLT) SR T e ki m & H13E 3 e wn
7;;% IR 2024 F1—12 A ER LK FW B R ERELE FAER G A P 6 ks 5% 366 m)ﬂlﬁﬁ
LA F R R A AT IR LR S 535 2 6 /7 (TISLT )40 4= AISLT 203 40, A48 12 4] , TISLT 2Lt 3%
14@] AISLT ZBBL3E 1 4], iR & Tk R Ie & 34 4], F P AP 4 124, TISLT 28 114, AISLT 28 11 4] , T PR 44
ZHAE BB AT B AR EHE ,30 min/ K TISLT 2848 % = 58 97 JA~-F69 TISLT, 120 min/ K ; AIS-
LT #8452 & T AISLT, 120 min/K ;32034 1 :1/d,5 d/}%],a% éﬁz}ﬂo SR T BT BT 2 RGBT
B R RR T K IEERE NI (WAB) M k&2 035 2 e (0 Bh.ik B ) iT A @bt st i o £ 4
B SRR % B % MBS (BNT) 4 B % 4 4 ﬁ‘éi]ﬁﬁ'ﬂiﬁ;;mm B & 7% A ak 3R 2 (CADL) 3T % % 2R
AT R A P RBREAEF R E T A 395 BB AM(SAQOL-39 g) if B4 A E R T #A/T3F 4,
SR LT AT R, R AG LS5 (P<0.05),TISLT 487697 /5 WAB-AQ. A A5 3 M Ak
Fodp 437 5 ¥ 5+ % (P<0.05) , TISLT 4834 57 G 1 AN A A= AISLT 4838 97 )5 .6 97 Ja 1 /N A WAB—AQ. T2 fif |
B R Fedp 453 5 (P<0.05); 5 AR 4L LA, TISLT 4842 AISLT 2078 77 /& WAB—AQ T 2 g | 5 ik Fodp
ZF ¥ & (P<0.05), TISLT 40897 /& 1/~ A WAB—-AQ . 9T 2 % | 88 7% 43 7+ & (P<0. 05) AISLT 2874
FlE 1/~ A WAB-AQ. Uﬁiﬁzﬁiap’rn 23533 (P<0.05) ;5 TISLT 4L rb 3, AISLT 207274 7 J& WAB—AQ
%vi:uir S E(P<0.05), 5i&J7 T a3 400677 )& BNT #4371 & (P<<0.05), TISLTéﬂﬁwAISLTéﬂ
%931/~ AJ6 BNT # \:Vj‘fl-m(P<()05)o Sar R bin, AISLT 4878 77 6 A28 77 /& 1A~ A BNT #4534 7+
2 (P<0.05), 557 AT i, AISLT 407677 )& 7697 /& 1/~ A 89 CADL #4333 (P<0.05) ; 5 3y R 4a b4,
AISLT #0897 )5 8555 1A A CADL## 439 5 (P<0.05) ;5 TISLT 2R3, AISLT 20897 J& 8 7 e 1A
A CADL #4347t % (P<<0.05), 5477 81 W4k, TISLT 44= AISLT 2034 7 J& .76 97 )& 1 A~ A SAQOL—39g #F
533 (P<0.05); 5 3 B AL 4, TISLT 2878 77 6 A= AISLT 4038 77 )& LB 77 B 1 AN A9 ¥ it & (P<
0.05), &# TISLTAAISLT ¥ A XK ERF PG L LB KEREELES DA, {2 AISLT 77 & £
2%
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Wi B4 BT N TR RERY IR AL 5 1R TR 5 IR T X IR A PR TR AE JE 5 T 5 DI RERY )

SRR E A — DR ORI 1 5 R X % o TR 45 4
- B 2 RS TR 5 B 255k, il R AE R
 H RS W B AR D3 S B SR 2 AR
BITHREGRAG o WAT R AT IR, 20 30% B4 ik
Aerp B S Ak R TR AE L A BRAR B G i 01 7T R
450 T3 T AS U A S (O R I
TR BRI, T LT A AT A 15 SR A )
TR R R RTEAE A D RE R A2 BLAT SR B A I A%
P HE 4 B AT ) SR A T A RS A 31
J 0TSk 2 28 B AN 2 Ve Gl SO RO e 1~
6/ TR E] N S R ALTR FRE T
PUEAT I R (E

A TR W], A2 R S F AT A
RIERE B R S e B &0 THZ W a7 )
AN RIS AR IR YT 5 B R T A
S 1 b AR RS S S IR TR LT P AR R R A
MBI ARG TR Rk AT IR
R e i U IR0 BGE R TRAE B H TR E IR R
A BWAE I SR, T TR IR YT M B R A B S R
J7 BT IR R 2 ) 2 1 HA I R )z
b & N\ T8 BE (artificial intelligence, INDENIOERL )
PRI BT AT 5 RS 15 0 IR 3K — Il A X
P TR R AR . B BEIEIESE B TR A ) Bk
AT SR HLA B iR 56T R S8 2 GEAR I Ok
TR AR IR R BRSO AT I R T
Al ) F i - i 5 1/ )7 (Al-based speech—language
therapy , ASLT) 7EJ7 8% b A itk F H 5 #1697 I/ &
B W R T 18 - 15 5 16 JT (speech—language therapy,
SLT)"2 . SR, HHTH: T ALY sRfb J -5 5 h
J7 (Al-based intensive speech—language therapy,
AISLT) 7 2 ATk 2 5 o ik 19 2 A A e 4l HLT7 2%
R EPE il PR B R0 A v R Wt . A
FE B AETRTT AISLT Xk 26 5 SR 1AL J8 5T 5 DI fE
ARSI , LA R 48 T TR R F8 5 1 I PR 32 AR 4
HEEIBRIE LS %
1 IaRE#
L1 B briE
L1l 2 WibsifE
LLL1 AP agWibnfe A5 (O 2o e 1k
i A6 H 2 YR 48 7 2018) A G B 1M i A% R
[ i £ 13236 48 R (2019) )5 3G i HY 1l 1Y) 12 W

P
1.1.1.2 REREZWRHE 56 (DUE R IEIE RS
THYT T FILPO) AT R IBE 2 Wibnifk
1.1.2 AGRHE O R >18 % ;@ 1k kAN
A, HoR e Hp A A Ol s s 1~64- )™
@ ZAMEIT 1Y P4 J5 2 1 AE S8 £ W 55 (western aphasia
battery, WAB) WAL 15 3] 2 15 7 1Y 43 8 <93.7 40
@ DABUE R 5 — B G Bet8 Jo B g 2E 17 7RI
feiiasy AMES 500, &8 A R E 1.
113 HEBRARUE QO A WA DL i 280500 5
B F B ANE F A @ A A ) BERS FT g R
133 @ A ™ FE S AT SO R T F A S
TRTTHE R AR ; @ A 7™ 50 W 3 HAh e
i 323697 1B R
114 b AERE O BF FehZRB 1K
5@ ik B 2R E AR EQ BE
ANEERCA MMNPEZ
1.2 Rt

K H G¥Power 3.1.9.6 A A TREAR AL AL, BEFE
J5 2500 RO R R 0287 Gt sk R 0.8,
T FEVEAKF a 1584 0.05, 3 4 I Fe/IMEAS 54 30481
HIEHN15% BT R A A 1261, BEHL 2024 4F
1—12 A = H R 2= E AR AR Bs B Bl 2 B 2 B B
BRI 26 R I 2 T R 3 36 401, R FH BB HLEC 736043
S HRAL R IR YT A S R AL R -
7 1AJT (traditional intensive speech—language therapy,
TISLT) 41 Al AISLT 41, 40 12 9] . TISLT 41K 3 &
fili 26 v 1 WF ST R TE L5, AISLT 240 IS A8 PAE H
W5 1), B 258 I 344, e v HR A 12 451
TISLTZH 114, AISLTZH 11 151], 3 20— %kt 82,
ER TG H¥E X (P>0.05), HA A e, W1,
AR LI B2 M Jm A 7R B B A6 25 B 2 it o
(F74t 5 :2024K035) .
2 F &
21 iy itk
2.1 XA 2w HE R S RRIA YT M
REE , B BIEh F IR I A T 0 1 X R
7, L35 K IR T T B IR T | A S B IA T
WIERIRYT B FHEIRYT S IRI7 % . 30 min/IK,
1K/d,5 d/J8 580677 2 A o
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F1 3HE-MABLR

Table 1 Comparison of general data in three groups

o 2 AT X
wn o — Eel T 3 A G ) Xi{i’f’?);/ lwi“;/)
X AR ZH 12 7 5 57.00+9.31 3.75+0.92 11.584+4.03 21.83+2.33
TISLT 4 11 7 4 58.45+10.49 3.86+0.89 13.27+2.83 22.184+2.48
AISLTZH 11 10 1 50.91+5.92 3.93+1.07 12.914+3.24 21.45+2.46
L T — -
Wi e TR Rt wal om0 IR
Xt AR ZH 12 11 1 9 1 1 1 2.0(1.0,2.5) 1.0(1.0,2.0)
TISLT 4 11 9 2 10 0 1 0 2.0(1.0,2.0) 2.0(1.0,2.0)
AISLT 4 11 9 2 10 0 1 0 1.5(1.0,2.0) 1.0(1.0,2.0)

7 :mRSJE X K Rankin & (Modified Rankin Scale, mRS) , BDAE J& I -+ 12 Witk 2 B JE RS A (Boston diagnostic aphasia exami-

nation, BDAE) .

Note: mRS is Modified Rankin Scale, BDAE is Boston diagnostic aphasia examination.

2.1.2 TISLT#H  $25Z TISLT VA Y7 N 25 [F) % B4 .
TISLT 40 BE 52 VAT 120 min/¥K, 1 1%/d, 5 4/, 548
RIT 24

2.1.3 AISLTZH %% AISLT, R4 T XF &
PR T WA R R GRIR T I - 5 5 B2
H 2, 120 min/UK, 1 /d,5 d/J8 FRER3697 2 8
2.1.3.1 PMEABITIHRIAE R REE T RFRIT
HI WAB W43 S 26 18 AE 25 Y (4 3k 38 #1444 1
S5 ) WA SE 4> R VG FLAH R IR YT LR . IRIT N A
B w16 NE SR T 1228 m G 5 (n e
WO Gl T H &Y B RERALEE) , 35201 4R
Lo Rl A AR iR T a6, e 44 4
I BB E AT i 44 T EEL A R AR A
I 1 HR S A A2 R 4 IR R R AR H R
MRPER IS R sh 4B

2132 ZHEAEFHERGE HITESEETHE
fie SR ik A BE MBS KIS F e
P, SR 2 R RAT S5 E T

2.1.3.3 AR S R SRS N E R
A WA B, 2 38 B AR TR 7 0 5 o A R A
o ARG B S R S A AT 55 X 2
B 2 3 YIRYT IE W% =80% i, H shE Tt
1T 5 MEE 5 5 TE W R4 22 <60% , R G ARIC N 5
IR R H IR 6T IR T

2134 SEIERNEE TR RYT TR
B W KRS, B SRR A 4 R i A
TR AT S5 AL i 2 B PRI S 518 5 B
2.1.3.5 BT BURIRE S REILE CFARH A
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A AR IR T iR A B A B R B R R e
5T R L BIHRIT I K 5 B ARk R R R
B EE HeA  HEIR YT PTG T IR R A O
R GE 0 FEIRYT NG R S, o T e R N B R
T AFRIAIT .
2.2 Mgk

Ay TFIRIT AT ANAYY 2 B G JRIT AR 1A H
JE BEVIRT , B 28 i BRI [R]— 24 B IR X 34140 T
DI RetebniEA T ITA o
22.1 B IREEAN
22.1.1 IEF YR mIEAE SR WAB X KB GE
(3 DIRE (T UL 32 5 IEA T A TP AG 261 740
FKizWi. WABH HRIES JWrHt R4 41>
F IR A 4 T Y 43 B i R 20 43
2004310043 . 100 43 Hid4iE 4 A~ o Eho 5 0k
i 7 (aphasia auotient, AQ) , T & A& (H L&
5 F TR/ 20+ 28 /10+ 644 /10) X2, IR R H
R WAB-AQ e Wi I 2 THE 1 75 1B = B, 12—
BEURR ORI AT 5 1) 2 T RE 28 A 4 i A o 0
BR300 WAB-AQ 1 5 4378 ALfEACE T I R
A E AR, WAB-AQ B R 10043, 4341
= ARG T IR AT s A O AR SR T U E
W A4 A OTE S DIRE 2 ™
2212 AT SR A 4% M55 (Bos-
ton naming test, BNT) X} £ 35 iy 44 68 J1 47 9P Al , 1%
R Z X a4tz —5 0 AL
fifi I BNT-30, 0 5% 1 30 i 22 R 4k &1, il ad ik
B U6 N AR B3 30 43, A A 44



Wi B4 BT N TR RERY IR AL 5 1R TR 5 IR T X IR A PR TR AE JE 5 T 5 DI RERY )

DIREBLRERE , PP oMl QR A 44 DI REBILAF
222 ZZUAEVRAL SR E R A TS SR AE 1 I
%€ (communicative abilities in daily living, CADL) X
HBE SRR S AT IEAL , CADL 3 22 R R PTAl i A<
TR TR AE SR I SEBR B 5 S TAE 1 S
22 1 (34 NP1 A H AR 16 22 i 3, A5 F A
4 A A GRS BRI TSR R A E R
(SRR LTl i = g O IR 3 2 S B i
73136 73, o3 BuB s AR R TR AE S 1 H R AR T 2
Ui RE BT
2.2.3 AEIEFUEIEAL SRR AS T R A O T
i #2-39 4% H i ] it (Stroke and Aphasia Quality of
Life Scale—39 generic version, SAQOL-39g) X} i ¥ A=
T R AT SAQOL-39g {7 1 A= 38
VAL AL 2 3N HERE, AL 390 [, He A A B
e E 16T H S 4E A& 7T H L 0B
oS 16 NI H o AT I H R 5 90 0
], o8 g s A T B
23 giitEJiik

K 1 SPSS 26.0 GL i AR AF AT R AE o b . 3
BRI M IEZS 2041 LA (s ) F2718 , 41 N 22 B[] 0 L3

SRS 72407 2 3457 5 R
X REAS ¢ K30 2 18] LU BCR I REAS e K 30, T8 %
ORI & 5 DA M (P, o) B 1SS
Ji Fe 3R H Wilcoxon BIC X Bk FES 36, 2H 18] Ho %5k
JH Wilcoxon Bk Ak o THECHRHA L] (%) 1327
AL R T A P<0.05 2% 5 UK 52

3 & R

3.1 341IKYTRIN WAB W5y LEER

ERRYTHT R, X R A 44 V5 R (P<<0.05)
TISLT 413897 )5 WAB-AQ . A & 155 Wi Bl ff &2 ik
Fir 214 FF B (P<0.05) , TISLT 413697 5 14
AR AISLT 43697 )5 36975 1A WAB-AQ T
fift 2R R 24 V3 B T (P<<0.05) 5 S5 0T IRAH L
3, TISLT 41 F1 AISLT 413697 J5 WAB-AQ W 7 |
82k Fird 44 0F 4 3 75 (P<0.05) , TISLT 41367
J& 1/ WAB-AQ Wr # g &2 R P70 ¥ 7 =5 (P<
0.05) , AISLT 41367 )5 141~ H WAB-AQ Wy B Fl iy
Z VT (P<<0.05) 55 TISLT 41 Fb#5, AISLT 4
IGIT G WAB-AQ A iR 41 75 (P<<0.05) . UL
2,

R2 3HEBITHIE WABIES LR (x+s) ax
Table 2 Comparison of WAB scores in three groups before and after treatment (x+s) Scores
21 5] ik s 7] WAB-AQ HEET W HR Bk %4
YRITHT 53.10417.66 9.2543.76  137.75+43.94  60.664-22.36 8.83+7.13
POyl 12 bEb i 54.464-17.97 9.504-3.70  138.91+44.87 61.00+21.72 10.2547.54Y
VWITIE 14 H 53.884:17.02 9.5843.60 138.83+43.04  59.66418.55 9.91+6.92
IRYTHT 52.11+£12.34 9.81+3.25 137.45+27.10 53.27413.35 10.0+5.29
TISLT# 11 RITIE 58.93+13.06"%  10.27+3.31" 155.54+19.28"2 62.45+11.44?  13.09+5.62"%
VWIS 1AM H 58.62+11.839%  10.54+3.55  151.184+21.33"2 67.36+6.42"2 12.54+5.29"
RITRT 55.16+11.45 9.90+2.80  145.45+37.97 61.90+12.08 8.45+3.77
AISLT#H 11 BITIR 64.44410.239%%  10.904+2.46  165.454+33.14"% 71.814+11.99?% 14.18-+4.66"%
WIFE 1AM H 62.0049.8412 10.72+2.72  163.814+24.85"* 65.90+7.70" 13.81+5.83V%

T SIRYTRTEAL, 1) P<<0.05; 5 X RELLF] — WAL HAR, 2) P<<0.05;-5 TISLT 41 [A—f [Alsi b4z, 3) P<<0.05.
Note: compared with that before treatment, 1) P<0.05; compared with the control group at the same time, 2) P<0.05; compared with

the TISLT group at the same time, 3) P<0.05.

3.2 3BT BNT iFor bk

5B Y7 T e, 3 AR YT JE BNT W43 ¥ 7 =
(P<<0.05) , TISLT 2H 11 AISLT 21677 1 H J5 BNT
o3 B (P<<0.05) 5 5 X R LR, AISLT 4136
57 5 MA YT IS 14 H BNT 343 2 71 (P<<0.05) .
L33,

3.3 34iRyrnin CADL T4 LEse

EVRYTRT e, AISLT 4Hi697 5 3697 e 14 H
() CADL P44 TH (P<<0.05) 5 5 %7 B 20 LAz, ATS-
LTA697 5 6975 11 H CADLIF4r 7 (P<
0.05) ; 5 TISLT 41 Fe#% , AISLT 403897 5 AT IE 14
H CADL P43 ¥ 7+ (P<<0.05) . IL3k 4.
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R3 3HBITEIE BNT IS LB (v4s) oy
Table 3 Comparison of BNT scores in three groups before and after treatment (x+s) Scores
Zibill 11%% IRITHT 7 )e R E 1A
papiitEz) 12 8.83+7.13 10.25+7.54" 9.91+6.92
TISLTH 11 10.04=5.29 13.09+5.62" 12.54+5.29"
AISLTH 11 8.45+3.77 14.18+4.66"% 13.81+5.83"%

T SIBYFHT LA, 1) P<<0.05; 5% IREH ] — I 18] i1 L #5, 2) P<<0.05,
Note: compared with that before treatment, 1) P<0.05; compared with the control group at the same time, 2) P<0.05.

®4 3BAITHIE CADL S LB (v+s) i
Table 4 Comparison of CADL scores in three groups before and after treatment (x=+s) Scores
24 % IRITHI R BITIE 1A H
X 2 12 36.08+19.69 37.00+20.34 35.50+15.61
TISLT#H 11 38.09+11.59 41.09+13.44 41.90+£17.52
AISLTHH 11 38.90+11.21 51.09+13.26"2% 50.124£12.27"2%
T SIRYTRTELAE, 1) P<<0.05 5 555X B[R] — b 8] 15 FE 5, 2) P<<0.05 55 TISLT 4[] — B o] 15 U 4%, 3) P<<0.05.

Note: compared with that before treatment, 1) P<0.05; compared with the control group at the same time, 2) P<0.05; compared with

the TISLT group at the same time, 3) P<0.05.

3.4 3HIBYTHIG SAQOL-39g VE4y s
SR YF T LA, TISLT 44 A1 AISLT Hi8Y7 )5 I8
7 A 11 H SAQOL-39¢ #4337 1 (P<<0.05) 5 5%

M g, TISLT 413397 J5 T AISLT 413697 )5 IR JT
Ja 1A H 74 (P<0.05) . WS,

R5 3IARITAIE SAQOL-39g1F 5y Lb 4K (i+s) oy
Table 5 Comparison of SAQOL-39g scores in three groups before and after treatment (x=+s) Scores
41 % IRITHI R A RITIE 1A H
Xf el 12 125.25427.52 127.75427.88 125.334+28.63
TISLT#H 11 130.72+17.55 139.27418.39"% 136.36416.78"
AISLTHH 11 120.27420.41 139.45+24.82Y% 137.63421.89"%

TE - SIRITATHLAL, 1) P<<0.05; 5% IR [ — M ] 5 HE A%, 2) P<<0.05.
Note: compared with that before treatment, 1) P<0.05; compared with the control group at the same time, 2) P<0.05.

4 it i

Hiki 25 v J 2R T ANASO™ H A R TR R A
SRR T, W A E R ) A2 5
A B L, JF G B A 5 R A I Y SR R T
Ko Pk, B H RS AR SLT XM 18 5 )
REPK S P H O VA AR ) s AR T i HAT G
R AR 2 R A Y e E N
OB 1, OB B A R i RE R8T A Y R AR
WBIT R B CHZ , WA Jryr e R
ARV o3 AN R G ST T3 388 IR T I R
TRIT IR e KRS TR B A BIR TT PR A v R B Y
SLT™ . B 5% 2 I, i o B %) SLT 2335 2 o 4 AR
JraRes . AW R IR, JIEAE R I AR E
FRARBE 7155 20~50 h (¥ SLT 58 BEAHC . ARWF5TE
1o AL AR 0 2 (5 B SLTIRYT ) JTISLT
H(FIERIT A S8 TISLT JRYF ) A AISLT 4H (3
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T AL SR AL SLTVAYT , AL Zh 25 B AT 45 2570 5 4k
BE)IRYT 2 8 BARIT e 1A A B9 R, K B TISLT 4
FAISLT 41 35 fig i I A< v Js R 1 ;R Th 5 )
fiE , 1H 7615 5 T RE W 40 4 i b, AISLT 2 &% SR o
il

AHFSE % I TISLT 44 F1 AISLT 40753897 5 M b
JTIE 11 H WAB-AQ P43 1 3 48 4, 4475 TISLT
FE 2P R TR B A TP A Ak s v AISLT 4
WAB-AQ P43 i35 i B TE K, R W] AISLT 7E 5 15 )
RERRSE AL, HAEREDT 1 H 5 i & & BT
A IRATS A5 L 4EFF . 3X 5 BREITENSTEIN %5 ()
WF5E — 20, A2 M 3 AR Y B AL BR85S s
R AT S5 R SRR AT B B RS S U he
PRIZ 5 W g TSR] . ARSI, IR TT 2 4
J& , TISLT 25 F1 AISLT 20 () OC 81 7 T i A2 4% W 2
fiff IR R 24 S R B B s o AISLT 4



Wi B4 BT N TR RERY IR AL 5 1R TR 5 IR T X IR A PR TR AE JE 5 T 5 DI RERY )

FE B RV 5 1T R 3 . FEARHESE R, AISLT
AR B IE S R B A A BRI L 6 & iR Rl
24 B8 7 St e ATORS HE SRR Rl RAERE ISR
i B B B SE R B (AN IE# R H shiA R 524k,
T AR SE 8 5 00 2% 4R B2 1 i 1 R, X AT B
AISLT 475 &2 iR 55 5 i DO fig b ole 38 i B o 3500 T
TISLT 25 () J5E R

AW LR BN A RS 7, AISLT 4134
I7 5 BARVE o YE B IR YT R W AR L (R 25 R
Giiteem Lo HIFHEATREAHR LA R ILA i O A
MR REAR R A IR, S g A 2, T RE S8Rk
eI, @ WAB SR A KIE T BIPFAL 6 55 015
J2 T COneE o e A ) AR 2 T 2 A
BURPE R IR = 2R G F A S iER AL
e, MIHLZ T ARBEGEIER G ALSRILIAYT R 50
FERE T ar 4 W BRAR S 3L AR DI Re 09IR YT,
AT 55 25 F ARG 1 52, e = BC SB35 o 1 58 B R
ERSIERY RS . L, REE R U iR
TR ) F K 38 5 A B, (R T A 2 i
HY 5B RIBAE R AT A R . WANG
G RGLEIR T IR 2 2 16 R E AU ) 8
HERE F5 A B9 R A A SR
P A A L RIE S AL BT 55, I 7R TE RS A N B B E
INE K %ot 1t 22 A6 i B T AR T (IS AT B
A X AT RERS AR T O AR s R A AR
DR E ., KRR ALE S HEE RS 7E A 5
Bl b i — 2 AR A LT B R K £
L H RIS B H A L E S MRS
fiE I PR R

AR AR BN, eV B RE T T, AISLT 41 7E
1RY7 2 8 )5 CADL V43 4 25 & T TISLT 41, LT
ALFRAL S THIE S R A R A 238 Y
SIZALEE 1. X —45 R 5 RAMOS-MURGUIAL-
DAY S 5T — S, AT & PR B AL A 17 35 0
BRAL T B 2 32 T I A T S TR IR YT AR TR
SR . BEAl , ATSLT 2 453 2 it Xk Ak 1) B s 2 15t 5
3 7 M T LA, R R T R VAT SRl
52 58 i g R sh PV £ 3h 2 5 2 W0 2 i
AT 245 Ry 1) A PR 240, 5 TISLT 41 He 4, AISLT
HAE T FLE R 1B Bt CADL PE4r 24 2 B 2%
P, o “FRE "B [ AE I LA T RE SR R AR YT
PR AT R B EALE] o AR S T, ATSLT 41
5 TISLT 40 ¥ 32 8 i b 2 (3% , {H AISLT 41 i $2 7+

2 SO, 3R S AL A AR IR T AT i o B 1
IIRefe At 22 5, T ER TR R A 3 i 3
—HIR R E R A S S AR T R R
HEABIRI L. SR, V67T 2 UG, B A AARAE
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ABSTRACT  Objective

This study aimed to investigate the effects of artificial intelligence-based intensive speech-language
therapy (AISLT) on language function among patients with post-stroke aphasia. Methods

Thirty-six patients with post-stroke apha-

sia who were hospitalized in the Department of Rehabilitation Medicine, Huadong Hospital Affiliated to Fudan University from Jan-
uary to December 2024 were enrolled. The participants were randomly allocated into a control group, a therapist-led traditional inten-
sive speech-language therapy (TISLT) group and an AISLT group via a random number table, with 12 patients in each group. One
patient in the TISLT group and one in the AISLT group withdrew from the study. Finally, 34 patients completed the trial, including
12 in the control group, 11 in the TISLT group and 11 in the AISLT group. The control group received conventional speech-
language rehabilitation combined with health education for 30 min per session. The TISLT group received therapist-led intensive
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