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Effect of Meridian Balancing on Speech Disorder after Cerebral Palsy ZHAO Hong-ying, LUO Jia-mei, LIU Min, et al. Children's
Hospital of Three Gorges Central Hospital, Chongqing 404000, China

Abstract: Objective To observe the effect of meridian balancing on speech disorder in children with cerebral palsy. Methods 130 chil-
dren aged 1.5~7 years old were divided into the control group (n=62) and treatment group (n=68). The control group received routine reha-
bilitation while the treatment group received meridian balancing in addition. Results The rate of improvement was 89.7% in treatment
group and 79% in control group (P<0.05). The rate was more for those with language retardation than with anarthria in the treatment group
(P<0.01). Conclusion The meridian balancing is effective on speech disorder in children with cerebral palsy, especially for those with lan-
guage retardation.
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