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AWFRICE O T—Y DM H D A,

S, BPUE S O SOME, WETRE, HEAIETEE
(ADL) OAKTF LB 2 Z &5t [1-
5], LoL, TRmIREOSEE) & THRERES ADL
DE, EOBIEICOWTHEL ZHREZEL 2w
[6,7]. Nii &5 [7] Oo#itix, HEHY N NEY F— 3
VI (8] 12 ARt L 72 ki3 i B D 9 B body
mass index (BMI) %319 kg/m MTH5HOIEFIED S
2 kg DL HAERAD D H > 72 3% 67 Hl 2 HRICL T
REIREDIFEIE L L T Geriatric Nutritional Risk Index
(GNRI) [9] Z JH\wv, ADLKEHE D HE L L <
Functional Independence Measure (FIM) [10] O F]f$ GE
Bt IRf FIM— A BEIRF FIM) < FIM 2038 (FIM F) 15/ 18
BiH%) Z#ELZZbDTHS, 2L T, AbiHic
GNRI 25835 L 72 31 i1k, GNRIZSE L 2o 7
36641 %D b FIMAIfS L FIMAIEREREICKE W
&, FIM B3R EEEASE L EMRIHTICE T
GNRI B HE, ABilRF = 7L ¥ —EHGE, Wi,
HEIEOMATZE éﬁzf%% &, WS [7].
LL, 1HigkicBlT 57 —8 TH S N zHIRIZIE
T Z DIRBEDFFFRME IR L 7255 Tld 2 \ndey &
I BEMDORMDID % 7, DMK 6 FH U K 9 Z2iE
WrHE SN0 8EBH 5, £/, Nii b [7] OFE
FRaHT Tk, HOZAB O 5N 5 BT BE
BED b, NREEEIDPROEVIFELH S,
AWFZEE, [HEDH) ANEY) F— a3 VBT ABEL
765 oA EFZNRICL T, ABER
GNRI % GNRI 3 & FIM 3 & OBRZIH S 20§
LZEZRHNE L7,
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1655 Bl R BE L U, ad, AMEMEC ST M
IR ICE D Il o 7z,
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FIM : Functional Independence Measure

[41.7 % (ﬁf@%@/ﬁ‘ﬁ%ﬁ)] <h 5 [9].
TEDREIEAREFRTE 22 25451213, L%T”O)M@/
R ED L 1129 % [9]. hf‘?ﬁ-@ %, Nii & [7]
O L FRRIC, BE (m)*x22 TR 7,

1591 : GNRI &8 & GNRI JERER D 2 BRI
NREZHZ, HEPY ANEY) 7= a3 VREAREH
IZ GNRI 2583 L 72 109 ] (GNRI 2i3%#£) & GNRI
MAZEDH 5 VIR T L7z 46 5] (GNRI JETLERE) 1S
SV, o 2B, AR, MR, AR oL (16
MIZE, WM, < HFETHIM), FE»S ABEE To
H%, 1Ebi B3, FRAHEE & EERak o Gt iars (L
T, FSHAE), ABERESRENE (RO, &E, &
BIR), SRBERFRIETVE, ABERF T 2oL ¥ —EHUE,
REERE = 2oL X —48BIUE, APBER: GNRI, AP FIM
OFA 5 EHH GRS GRAMFIM), 241 FIM A&, A
Bi If FIM o s 6 13 T H A it s GEB) FiM), 5E 5
FIM FIfHIC B 2223 % >, Mann-Whitney U HiE H
5muﬁﬁﬁﬁ®@%%ﬁot.&%,ﬁukﬁ%
PP ST OB EEIIRE & Lk, JIBEAI I A
BElRg 12 Lﬁéﬁht%ﬁ&(zo MED U ALY F— 3
VST AL & L7,

RET 2 [ ERERHEE) FIM 2t BZE# & U ELRAT

Fhin, ABERHESE) FIM, ABERRRA FIM, 7EBE H %K,
ABEEF GNRI, AEd > GNRI 5%, SN %5 %2
MR E L, BEERRET) FIM Z A% & L cE
oAt %2 47> 7.
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BEEBERE LESERY AT 4 v 7 g%
1o 7. JEE) FIM FIfSE, hIRED 13 HThH-o7% C
EDS, 13K ERZT, 128D TZ0E L.

el 7 b, IBM SPSS Statistics version 23.0 %
W, HEUKIEIL S %A & L7z,

AWFTEIE, AWK RERZ B XD 215
Tiro 7., MO HN%Z &L OFENEICEI§ 2 E#
1%, BENICHRL, S5ICh—L_X— TR %,
BAEHRIETRTT =2 LT, AR ETE R0
XL 72,

R

WREF IG5 W DIARENET—% 2F£ 1 ISR,
ABGEHE GNRI O Hh oL 13 84.9, GNRI 0 2 o v yufig
13 4.1, #HE) FIM FBOHIMElE 13 fiTh o7 (£ 1),

GNRI % #ERE1X, GNRIJESER L D bHEIL, A
BilkE GNRI & ABERSESE) FIM 238> 72 (£2). i
B 2RI CHES 2O 7=, i, MR, FIE»S
AbtEcoH%, fEBiH%, FBEEME, ABiR: &R
BElRs D S 57, ABERE &RBERFO = %)L ¥ —{BHUR,
ABERERRHAN FIM, 320 FIM & Cl, 2#HEcof
HEIXHS 2 Thd o %, GNRI BGEREOHE) FIM F
A (Y 15 55) 1%, GNRIJELEREDEE) FIM F)
2 (FRE 10 ) KD B RE»-%D, HRTIER
hrote (p=0.25),

HEREYFIHTCLE, M2 T 0.8 LMY IX %
C (FEEREZE ), AEATHAIMG o (@<
0.001)., L»L, BEFERDIAGL TR Lok

(Shapiro-Wilk %), LD HEIRER D £ DL
EEFHTE 200% BWT 2ERE R 1%, 0.755
TdHh o (£3)., ABEREEE) FIM, A B IR 58 40
FIM, #EBEHE, b, ABiR GNRI 36 & s 28
BTdh oD, GNRIYGEE (p=0.071) & FIBHEA
¥ (p=0.62) IZEETIE o7, ROl ERE B I3,
AP EE) FIM, ABER K FIM, 1B H#, ABt
I GNRI, GNRIZEETIZIEDOHEM (Zn5BKE
W F EIRBEIRHED FIM 258\, B Cl3 B o #dE (5
i 12 OIRBEHESE) FIM 1248\) Th -7, EEE
BATK T 2 JAB DOFR I 2 BRH O X % BT 5
PR A MR B B 1, ABEIRSEE) FIM, A BERE 25
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1.034, 1.081, 1.089 TH -7 (4).
E%
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x®1. WREE 155 PIOEERBET—%

Wr (BEZE, MHIm, < ST i)
T (%)

PR (B, o)
FEE» o ABtETOHE (H)
EBEHE (H)

ABREAIE (FAREER)

AR A E (FEZEIETR)

AN (5 REERRER)

HE (cm)

65, 45, 45
78.3+7.3 (78)
61, 94
243+154 (21)
87.1+34.2 (89)
25+0.6 (3)
2.4+0.7 (3)
1.9409 (2)
154.9+85 (155)

ABERHAE (Kg)
BEERHAE (Kg)

482+85 (47.8)
47.1+£79 (46.4)

AbeRsdege ik (RH, R, FEEiR)
BB TE (RFEE, #E, RERHIR)

91, 63, 1
110, 45, 0

ABERE = 2L ¥ —{8EUE (keal/H)
BBER = 2oL ¥ — 18R (keal/H)

1,339+287 (1,400)
1,467+304 (1,570)

ABERE 7 L 7" 2 Al (g/dL)
BBERE 7 L 72 Al (g/dL)

32+04 (3.2)
35+0.5 (3.5)

ABEHE GNRI 84.5+6.9 (84.9)
JRPERF GNRI 87.8+6.8 (89.2)
GNRI g2 3.2+6.7 (4.1)
NBGERFERZ FIM (7)) 15.8+8.8 (14)
IR BERFFR FIM (55) 19.4+9.3 (20)
A FIM R () 36+5.1 (3)
ABEIREEE) FIM (54) 30.7+21.3 (20)
IR BERRES) FIM (57) 46.2+275 (43)

) FIM ARG ()

155+16.1 (13)

Bl - Y EEER A (thfiE) & 2\ 0IXHESEE, FIM : Functional Independence Measure,
GNRI : Geriatric Nutritional Risk Index, #IBREAEL @ 1 BA7 O FIBEIRFE IE 20 431,

= 2. GNRIER & GNRI FERERE D 2 BRI LLER

GNRI ERE GNRI FESGERE HEA
BELC () 109 46 —
iy O%) 78.5+6.85 (78) 78.0£8.5 (79.5) 0.70
A (B, k) 42, 67 19, 27 0.74
S (RGREZE, B, < BT Hm) 49, 36, 24 16, 9, 21 <0.05
e o ABEETOHEK (H) 23.9+155 (21) 253+154 (225) 0.60
EREH% (H) 89.94+31.7 (93) 80.3+39.1 (78) 0.11
A% (PT+OT) 50+1.1 (5) 50+1.1 (5) 0.94
ABERESeE A (RO, &%, &R 62, 47, 0 29, 16, 1 0.21
BBERESEE T (R, &8, &iR) 75, 34, 0 35, 11, 0 0.16
AP = 7L X —18HE  (keal/H) 1,337+277 (1,400) 1,344+311 (1,400) 0.67
BPERE = 2oL ¥ —HHE (keal/H) 1,457+304 (1,500) 1,491+307 (1,600) 0.33
ABERF GNRI 82.6+6.0 (83.5) 89.1+6.9 (88.0) <0.001
GNRI 35 6.6+4.4 (5.8) -47+3.9 (-4.0) —
ABEIRERA FIM (55) 15.0+8.5 (13) 17.7+9.1 (14.5) 0.08
FRHN FIM RIS (1) 3.6%51 (2) 3.7+£5.3 (3) 0.85
AR FIM (55) 28.0+18.3 (18) 37.24+26.2 (25.5) <0.05
J#EBH FIM RIS (1) 16.5+16.5 (15) 13.3+15.0 (10) 0.25

AR M, R, SREEHIRE X IO BUE, 2 0SS Mann-Whitney U BUE (p<0.05 2 6%), —: A

RHAEZBGETL Tk,

B v, R, RETTIRIZEER, 2 DA SR (Bl FIRRELAZ S (PT+OT) © BEAAHR

% (PT) EAMEERGE (OT) DOAFHHENEL
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B ® 95 % {SHHIX [H

g PRERERRE(R)  HERR ()

AR S FIM 0.834 0.660
ABEIRE R FIM 0.772 0.402
et H 0.134 0.059
AT iy —0.472 —0.861
ABERE GNRI 0.478 0.050
GNRI S5 0.361 —0.032
AEEA % (PT+OT) —0.515 —2.582

1.008 0.647 <0.001
1.142 0.246 <0.001
0.209 0.167 <0.01
—0.143 —0.125 <0.01
0.907 0.120 <0.05
0.753 0.088 0.071
1.553 —0.021 0.623

SEHOE ¢ —5.280, MR pfiEi : <0.001, PEfRE R :
FRAT 2RI IR AR 2 B DX EASR E LI A~ 7z,

x4, ZEOIRT 4 v IERMT

0.755, felmZAE « BBERRES) FIM,

WEFER B) A Ak T RO 95%EEIKE  HEHEE ()
AR E) FIM —0.011 0.989 0.959~1.020 0.468
B8 %1 FIM 0.141 1.151 1.070~1.240 <0.001
TEBE H % 0.033 1.034 1.017~1.051 <0.001
i —0.048 0.953 0.901~1.009 0.100
APERE GNRI 0.078 1.081 1.004~1.164 <0.05
GNRI e[ 0.086 1.089 1.016~1.169 <0.05
A% (PT+0T) 0.102 1.107 0.772~1.588 0.579

T P BE 1 p<0.001, CHFIFIHER 0 755%, FEEAR B FIM A (0 @ 12 0550F, 1 @13 fiblh).

7275, GNRIUGEREE, ARt 3oL ¥ —EIuE, fKH
Mix, ARERIEOMNZERTH > 7 LM L7, Nii

5 [7]1 D30Tl RT3 X 9 1, MEsh g o Mo
FIREBOUE,) & THRBEES ADL O8GE, L OB
BEFEL MG IBP B, 2o k) Bl E LT,
Nii 5 [7] 23ME—5[H L CT\w2% Ha & [6] DO#HZ,
SRR o BT 2 R R A ARE 58 il &dEH A A
FE66 BT, 3 HBICET S 5 %L KEDE
DU EEEA, quality of life (QOL), 71, fEbtH
Bz 2HEM Tl L 2bDTH B, ZOE, IS
FTNABETITERNAREL D DERIC, 5% LikE
DA L 72 BEEI G 7%, QOL 25 <, EH
RKEho7 [6].

AWFFETIE, GNRI GERE & JESGERED 2 TR i
2B WT, AWK GNRI & AR EE) FIM 126 &7
BHoteZ Lo, HiffilcH#HE) FIM IS % i3 2
ZLIETETY, SEARMTOILELEZ SN, 22
TNii & [7] EFERICEBIFINT ZIT->728 2 3,
IR BE R B FIM 1%, A Bk B FIM, A BE IR 32 0
FIM, EBEHE, FMowEL2ZT 250, 206 %)
ZLTH, ABEF GNRI 235\ IE ERBERSES) FIM
PHBEICEV E W FERIMEo %, —7, GNRIK
EERZEETE 2o (p=0.071), =8, H[FGF
AHNERT ARy 7 BFHRTHLDRED, BEAEZIE
HWaHL Cnishrolz, 22T, 77— ORIPSARIC
HEYVHEIZHIBWEEO P AT 4 v 7 [AIFDIHT
2k BWGET 2T 72, SEE) FIM A (0 @ 12 ST
1 D138 E) B E 35 L, APBEHR GNRI
& GNRIYGEERE X, &b 6 bEEAMNARTHD,
zZ04 v Az ZznFh, 1.081 &£ 1.089 (ABEH:
GNRI % GNRI S EAK E I &, #HB) FIM 503
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13 Rl EICZ DT ) THhot,

ARFZEfE R, THEBY AN Y 5= a Uil
ABEL 72N RS T3, GNRIGGEESRKE VI E
FIMZIFRPRKE V) LW Nii & [7] oG %ER
TE23HDTHoT-.

LL, AWFEENi &6 [7] oW TlE, WD
POMER b A SN, HF 1T, MEROE B
B3z >Twa, Nii 6 [7] OWMETIE, ML
D9, BEEN6THICTH-o7. LrL, HM
IS E W T TR A BEEUE, MO X156 &
INTHH [11], Nii & [7] OFETIE 135 4] (9 x
15) M EoEERIRNERL > bs, —h, &
WF9EClE, MATERDOEIZ 7, BERIZ 155 HITH D,
DR BERZMHHELTVWE, $212, Ni b [7] @
RNREE 67 HloNFHRIE, REE 39 #1, fxHi 16 41,
<O MM 8, MR FIAE 4 HlcdH b, MK RN
JEH & FNTDIIR L, APTETIIR R % Masd
(e, Mdilm, < HEEFHIm) IKRo7c L v )iE
WTH D, W3, HEILRME, BERER, A
DIEAEICET 28O EETH 5. Ni & [7] 3,
M7 ZB0T, ABE GNRI & O BHDRED 1 5 ARl
LTI VRBMI ZHWTW B, LEILEEOA
FEIZ D WL 2 . BEFOHTOL E 2 — [12]
KB WT, EEABUSGERRER FIM 2 w7 33 &0
IERE R 12T 0.65 (0.35~0.82), FIM filf5 %
Fva72 20 W5 0 R* 13FH 0.22 (0.08~0.4) TH 3
DIZH L, FIM B2 72 3o R 1371 0.08
(0.03~0.14) LW ERRENT VS, 201D,
PEIBARIT FIM 2% 2 w7 Nii & [7] @ R* 3%
B0 EEINTVRY, EEOESEICONTD
GhEUE v, B4, AP TERSM AR TH -
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Meyer & [12] 1%, EEYFIHTZ v CaMERKAE
mEEOBRE TR 2 I L 72 27 @5, 63 FHIxic
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STV &7 126 HKD 9 & 63 B2 Rl
SIEBTH o [12], 209 B 5O EoFHIAT
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ABERF FIM (51 FHI D 9 & 46 PRI W TH
7, 46/51), i (30/45), W o PR (5/
10), APEls Barthel index (6/6), & (4/6), &
SEAE (4/6), fEEIE: (4/6), National Institute of
Health Stroke Scale (5/5) D8 > TH -7 [12]. %%
TR BV B HELMEBROBIL, SE 4.1 1 (122
HEffi72 2.5) Th o7 [12]. KEBEDIFE L L T,
MmE 77 2 A2 I, BMI2S 1 FHIAICE
WTOARFAVLNT W [12], JIEFRE I Z @ 63
FHRICEAVSs N TV o7 [12]. GNRI DA
WSNTWid-o s [12], ABEF; GNRI & GNRI
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B &R T 28 3H 5,

AFEDORFLE L TCUTORBZET NS, H 11,
AW TR M A B ET D, Ew ) ETH B,
Meyer 5 [12] D51, ArEERaEE % 5z
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BT BEEZMNEBD X v M TH B Dh I,
EE o TR, ZOROARMIETIE, SCHPEEEN
2 & AT BB 2 EA L, 5212, TGNRIBHEE
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RNREREZS) LR TERVLETH S, W31,
BEAFERB OB E Z DEFEFEICOWTHE L T i
TdH 5. GNRILEED/N S WEE TIEHARE BRI EHE
ETdh 57912, GNRIGGEE b EB) FIM F{§ 3/ X
V(PRSI F) L) WD BETE R
W, 40T, EREBRECIIEHRELSNAL T
LZRTHD, BHEREBLDLNALZTIUL, EREN
FIM FIA3C JUF § 5B 2 IR ISR cE 2724 9
DY, RSB ICE AR LN AL, Z0VEAIT
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INEVBEWBH ISR B A9, 5T, NREHEK
DONETH 5. NREEDS - LT, HMloy
PricEBW»TH GNRIBGEEIHE & 2o 2 nieEr
571259, HE6IT, NREED 1,424 > 5 155 4
A D A F BRI, BERICH D 2R - AlRglET
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