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A L RERN, HEAFDE (ADL) 865 &L DB
M2 REET 5.

[(Fik] AFEEH) NEY 7= a > (V) il
5 2 THEME S 1172 D D “Algorithm for Post-stroke
Patients to improve oral intake Level (APPLE)” study IZ
O F N D REERENERES O 7 — & Z e LR L
7o, MHAIEHEIZ =40 7%, body mass index (BMI) %3H
ANDFFERERESREAR & L7, MR D 9
LEHERELORBE =)V HEEINE 1 1 7Z -5
o2 (WMAEE) & H 1o 3fig (MM #) (<
B\ TBMIH M, 3B Bt I} Functional Independence
Measure (FIM) % Fhig L 7z,

(RG] N5 WM BE 37 4 (k18 4, ¥ 77
%), MM EE29 %4 (19 4, F¥5787%). ABil:
BMI, FIM, W& THEREEICHEA RO T, WM
MM H#E X D ABeth o BMI SR E < (+0.2vs. —0.5,
p = 0009), ZEBROBTEEE»->7 (81.1% vs.
44.8%, p = 0.002), Z%ZBRHTTlZ WM £ i3 BMI £
b £ EBERF FIM Oy L 73R T- & 7o 72,

(f&am] 1 MREE =% ) » 713 BMI#I & ADL
M) I B S 2 ATREME DR IR S 47z,

F—T—F D EEHYANE Y T2 a VR, RRER
=, Iserh, R9E, RET=s UV
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EU®IC

I Ac e R IR DR K 62% IR0 S [1],
RO PHERLE, PR, EEa AN, W
BRAEINfE 7 EIC LB 2 KUF T [2-5]. W&
DIERTIZ L NIk DAL [6, 7], FricEEW T
[EE TN EEZZ ST 3 [7], BRELZ &g,
2R R BRI BT 2 1B A R &R L o B
i, AMME D s EENIcEwTEHETH B [7].
ZD7- ERWETEELZ AT 2P EEICNT 558
FHE— ML, FECBLWCEYEETHZ LED
na. —J, RREEHIHRL, R, EIEE
AL s, EANEEE2ELT 2 WRENTIB I N
Tw3 [8], E5ICEETIE, 2HE L OHET M
OV NaAR=ZPIC X > TEL 2EAM FEE (YL
AR T OEAWTRE) O&EHZED TV
[9, 10]. F2B%, EERRIEY A 7 XA EFEIC
BWTROEBIUELORERTFTH % [4]. 2D
DINS DEHFITHT HHET R — ME, HKEIRER
ORI GT, EAMWET AL B BRSO N8 1< Bk
T LAY D B

BHAELICEBHE TS v OMIRIIER T + A
LEWESIESE, EHAEERHICE TR 2L
X = AE REIGE, RERMEBHEL [11],
SEPIBERMIC B IR KRB0 RWBHmC = 2 v
F—EHIEMIN BT 2 2 EBMEINT VD
[12]. Y7 - R OKE T 7 v OHfESEIF N
EFrBLOT I EBHIFTE R, METEHICE,
TIFEHRELIC X 2HKE T 7 OISR % WGk L 7- 8%
e, INe OBFICHEY) R FIETRET ARV
FEREL TV ARELIZDT2 11% THH [13],
K77V OHERDPKIEUE L 126 T0 L9 D IE A
HiETH 5.

FEHT Y R B VLR, TERHEDSR L, BE
DIGHIEPRELLFH T L0, KET ARV
b, B=F ) v IREIRIEICE A BB KR E B
WY BT =) v S OB IRIMEE S LT 02,
AT, AFEEHY) R CIEREY K — 255808
W EEHMT S N TE 5, OB RSE L2 SR E
LT 2iiEi 20% BETh 2 2 L2206 [14],
S R — MEFIDIA A3 R DSEIE T 5 AR EDS
TETE 3, FEEE, [EY VR ICE T 2 KR E
BEOHEIAIZ, AR (22.8%) X 03BEEH (24.8%)
DFE L [14], w2 REmY R — b P2 T
22 LIZEHERT Y NERUIC B T 2 B HETH 5.
Z ORI T, [HERIY o VERRIC B 1 % R
BT OMERBRFICB N, FEE=Y Y VIO
L, SREBIRMEB X W ADL 1A L & OBF#IC O \WTHR
GEL 7=,

Ik

1. F—IR—-2R

AWF%EE TEIENAERETELZE TV & LIREY
B BARREIICBIT 2 7L T XL DRFE, B
OREITERURBB OSBRI F DOEE  (Algorithm for Post-
stroke Patients to improve oral intake Level: APPLE) | I
Lo THEMS N —EDWED ) b D DB
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(AT T, 1) OfERZEHE L CTTL 72, %k
132014 4E 1 H2 5 10 B ORI MG Y iz
ABEL 72, SEHEEFTICH 5 65~80 DR
iz R 2% (body mass index[BMI] = 18.5 kg/m2 F7-
RIME7 V7 3 < 3.5 g/dL) ZRRE L 7-EE
e Td 2. NRMFIXIOEL Y NFEE A T 2 20
52T o¥EbE (HR, Rk, g, dufg, BI) <
WD [ Y R ABEEEAR T 2 FE LT
5. W 1 OFEAEEMEZ T~ F P ROT IR 2
T2, BELRREREOMEIG (a¥ Fr— L RE
DOFERIE, RUMEMEE AL L), MLEEEERE (K
FEVERGR B R 7 &), S IIRE D 5 i
FRHE L HANC RN T 2 ERNE T EETH - 72,
eI 2011 4£ 3 H & h 2013 4 3 H £ TlceH
25 DI Y EFETEM S N, B REEMT
I2H 2 A0 LA EOMAE R RFEENR E LB A M E
ak—rETH D, FHFTTICREIN TS
[4]. W78 1 O M5 M IEMEIIIc B W TH A
NRIEHETH o7, W% 1 IZHF%E 50 5 Mk o fa
ZESTEY, MR TIEFRAEER O MIZE I
Y mEENS LCEMLZ, PIZE T - iddtic 928
ROEEEBZET 2IENAMIETHY, £ 777 b
I X DR DEFEMZ IR L, PFERREBHE~DH
NEEETE2E2ES XML 7.

2. TYDHE LBITHREOHHESE

AR TIEARETL, UDT—F R—AZHEL 7D
b, WFZE 1 940 5 Mgk ic B 1) 5, 40 Dl Lo Kk S
BET =Y 2MET = X—=22 6 L 72, K{kHE
EHARAD R EIIUERE (2015 FFERR) THEREI N
% BMI #iF O TR Z FCEF L 7. (< 50 %, BMI <
18.5 kg/m* 1 < 70 %, BMI < 20.0 kg/m” : = 70 Ji&,
BMI < 21.5 kg/m® [15]). F&4EH> & A T 60 H
A&, fEBEE % 30 HoRu 2 BV L7z, Fiil,
PR, BZEHRTY R, AR AR, A OPE, 76
RED S ABEE TOHBUIMIET - ME bICHAEINT
Wi, BB IANRECEERICEIT 227 A MED
EREANBIIIE L - DOEMRIIFHEINTVE
Mot ZDOARMNTTE, REEEE LTk
BT BTN ) ~FRAERE R (BRAPeE, (RSB,
SEEIEIE) L Bl (Physical therapist: PT),
fEZEHE VL L (Occupational therapist: OT), 5 ai A 1
(Speech-language-hearing therapist: ST) DTEFE A%,
[ 1] ) NI 22 0 2011 4E~2014 4E £ TOHEX
FREFET—2 [16] »ohhiiL, SMEHTNSE I
T2 EEO PN ) R B L0 7 E A ME
FENBE AT L CRRATL 72,

3. EZSVVIEE

AIEWTCIE R 2B E=5 ) V7 FIREZEMA L <
W B A ) NEBRRE IS B W T T P A LRI L
7o, WRZERIR B D 9 b 2 fiik (3 B Bl 1
R 1 A ERCE L TB Y, 3 MR TIIEBDON
FRE 72 1330 & OIffE & L T BSEE L 2E L <
Wiz, T 2 BER TR 1 a3 B L R
BEZY Y VIR EMT 2FMEE (DIT, 2 fEikoxt
R % Weekly Monitoring: WMt & 3 %), 72D 3
HCTRREHA 1 MoEe=%) v 7% id % FlE%
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WAL Twe (BT, 3% o xR & % Monthly
Monitoring: MM Bt & 9°%). SKET =% Y ¥ 71K
PR, REEIGE, SEEH, MRz & olH %
GATO, KR LEERELIRET =YY VT
IHEDE, R E 7 RO REN S (CRER G R,
KL — b, RIEREAOMRERE, OO
Bl 7 &) ZIREL 2. BRI B8 XTI OHEM
Mg, FTRTOMRICELTHRES T b a—LIFEH
SNt I LRMER LT, B, FERNRMHRIC
BOTREE=2 ) v UHNOERICL D ) I
DL T n I E2RT 5720, Ao FEEH
#[16] F—% D9t BMI ZHEHHICEA TV
2016 SEEF — % 2w T, JEBWwEEE BMI=
18.5 kg/m*) DB FIM Flf3 3 & OFRAI FIM Il %
BB LU L 72,

4, REREREE

IRV X = A EENEIZ ALK 7H
Ml (F%e 1) 7125 HE (%8 1) DFdskic kb
B L7, BMIIZABEREE X R ICAE (kg) +
BE m)?oRickhHHL A, miE7 L7 3 V1l

(Alb) X ABEHIE 7 Ao 7 —% 20U L 72, Hea%
VAZHEDT=, PLTDRIZ LD Geriatric Nutritional
Risk Index (GNRI) [17] Z&HIL 7.

GNRI = (14.89 X Alb [g/dL]) + 41.7 x (B{KE
[kel/ BEARAE [ke])
XHUAE = HE (m)® x 22

BUAREPHBAER Lo 723854, BURE/BLEA
HILiZ 1 &AL [17]. HH L7 GNRI 2 302,
R 2 7 2 BT (< 82), HEHE (82~< 92),
HRJE (92~< 98), ML (=98) D 4 Fhic/rHE L 7=,

5. HaeREiEE

Functional independence measure (FIM) (& 5-CyLH
INTWw2% ADL iEETH 5. FIM (X 13 OB H,
SODRFHBE T I 1, & 1 & Rl »6
7 GEAREN) FTOTEBETHEMAL, AR
18 fi/p 5 126 pi & 70 % [18]. HAME NSRRI RS
OHET 7L —F (FSG) %z M\ Cakili L 7. FSG 132
L—F1 (BEWTY NO#EEZL) 256 10 (IEH
AT RS o 10 BERETH Y, AT
ISRV ST 2 [19], ARHFZETIE =k HHEE
D% FSGT UL ETH 5 2 L &, RFITEHGET%E
L 72 &) D OFRRIRG I & O HER L 7.

6. R/IAIRE(LLE
KIFFEEAED T — 5 R— R % Fl\» IR ATRITC b
DY TVEBEES N TR, Y TP A R
FHELIEATD T, b D ICBITNRARIC X - T/ AT
W24 & (minimal detectable difference) % H.H L 7=,
il % 12 1% Power and Sample Size Calculation software
(version 3.0, 2009, William D. Dupont and Walton D.
Plummer) % f\>72. JEATHFRICHD & BMI 2L D
i % 1.5 kg/m® [4], HTWEE (66 4) OBERH
34 11, 0.8, a5 —0.05 L{5E L, BMI
Z:4t.? minimal detectable difference 1& 1.1 kg/m* & #EiHl]

L7.

7. HETERIERIT

IEBL AR DRV - IR T, JEIER O
ZEH L AP 22 503 Al - DYy 7 PR TR L 7.
WM #, MM HEH O 2B AT 213 Student’s r-test,
Mann-Whitney’s U test, chi-squared test 3 X O Fisher’s
exacttest Z i\ 7z, REE=S V) Y JHENT T M A
L E ST L TR 2 2 2 5T 5 7 o, BMI £
EORBERF FIM % HINZA & L 72 IR BT % F4 06
L7, E20ROTEROME IS L T EHr Y A
T4 v 7N R T o 72, p<0.05 DA E AN
HEAR LT,

R

MEL - TOEF—2 669409 L, Wil £HE
W% D7 —% 508 £ %2 L TT—% A LT,
RIZBMIZHEDL B RWMETH > 72734, 77k
A LR 8 4, FIED 5 ABEE TOM 60 AL LoD
14 £ %A L, REBITNREZ66 4 Tho7 (X
1), EREEFHRDOL 5 E A - U BRI,
1 fEg% DA 2011 07— % 3RPTH - 7=

# L ITHREDOFEARIEEZ T, WM #IE 37 4 (X
P18 4), MM EEIZ 294 (LM 194) TH-o ik,
WA HR B, AR D IEAE, s 7L 772 IO
TIHARML T, 66409 b NIEE% 36 4, M
I 23 %, < HETHIMS A TH -7, WM ERIZD
FEillEREEOHEE L (p = 0.049), AL
HENEDD % (p=0.013), {EZERIE D FEHER K]
DEL (p = 0.044), SREFERIEILE O RN 2
ot (p < 0.001), RV NZEHRAL 2 PT, OT,
ST O ANEX, WMEETH 11.6 4, 1004, 5.1
4THY, MMEETIZ 9844, 844, 634 TH- -,

FERERHE T — 7 IO F, JE2\EEE (WM B :
n=66, MMt : n=116) IZBI} 2V DEHEDIEE%
Eelg U7z & 2 2, i) FIM FIAS (e fil (a3 7 &b ] -
16.5 [7.8-28] vs 16 [5.3-28], p = 0.549) L X O
FBAMFIM A S (F:4.5 [0-83]vs3 [0-7], p=
0.195) DX 5 & bHMTHESZ2RD o1,

WM # 13 MM B & Ll L CH I BMI TR A
=< (p=0009), =BROENETEOHEE =
0.002) SEBH) FIM 235> 72 (p = 0.018) (£ 2).
KREDH 7D ORBEAR & 2 O RIITRTE% 3
D% Tpo e, HEBEIUE O HOHE 2 1 WM BEDS MM
FELHARTEWHEAICH 72 (2L F— 1218+
362 kcal vs. 114 + 313 keal[p = 0.223] ; 7z A &
9.1+134¢gvs.41+11.8g[p=0.114]).

BIERROTOREE, Bl RoREE=FV VT
lEBMIZ b (B =0.733, 95%12 18 X R [c1l:
0.245-1.220) & EBEF FIM (8 = 12.306, 95% CI:
1.448-22.180) DM L 2= FHR T £ 22 o7z, Lo L
SERITEROME ISR L RN 2T
(F v R 5417, 95% CI : 0.558-52.593) FSG O
ARWHIART-E o7 (Fv Xk 2593, 95% CL:
1.226-5.482) (#3).

Jpn J Compr Rehabil Sci Vol 9, 2018



4/8 ALK - i ERENERBECETZRET=Y U VT EAFEEM

WZe I (n=30) WFZe I (n=639)
EERETE TERETE
iz~ o 2B 35 (65~ 80 &%) ¥z o B35 (= 40mR)

<fE4->
o BT 1 ENERESS
L4y F —42 (n=508)

y

k.

hZE I ErhEsRD
F—% (n=131)

<f&4>
* BMI = 18.5 kg/m? (<{ 50 &%)
F7-1d = 20kg/m? (<70 7%)
Fiold = 21.5kg/m? (= 701%)

AR T (n=66)
WMEE (n=37)
MMEE (n=29)

v

Fi= (28 (n=73)

+ EFRRFBMI, FSGE- (332 OB
JEACHRAE] (n=8)

o FFELS A RE TO HRME
60H Ll F(n=14)

B1. AR | - I OF—YDHESLONRT—FHmE 70—
BMI : body mass index, FSG: BEDHE T/ L —K, WMBE:BI1ERE=Y )Y TH,

MME : B1EE=Y Y 7H#
R

AWEICE Y ZODHABF SN, BT 1
FOXRKEE=F YV ITELVRET T VORI,
BMI BN & B L Tz, B0, REE=F Y v
T3 E - BAER ORI L GBS 2 2 LAVRR X
nr-.

B REEI N oA BE IR 2 EH%RE L)
BAGE T FREBEE=S Y v 7 ERET T VR,
DT BMLUE CFH 0.2 kg/m®) & BI#Y 2 AlHE
PR ST, AR RILEE O EITIIR &L —BF
% [11-13, 20], HHRELOREE=F ) T L
T 3 RN A DG EIE ISV S 0, BRI AR
WA % FHiT AR BHRFCE S 2 L6, KNI
AU FERTH D EEZ NS [21], EEck b
FOUX —HER IR R —HEROMEERED
TiebZH LT [22], ADL & LHHRH R IZ R
CHHBIT 2 [23]. AWML, ADL Z{boE L
W) ANEBABEEF IC B W T, BARDRES Y
NAFRICHES T L) ESEICKRE 7T v ot E
19 2Ly, REMINCELG T2 L2 RRT2H0
Thb., LpLids, MEPEEDBMIIZOWT
FEIRINE D H % /N % (minimal clinically important
difference: MCID) 1Z#R&ESINTE ST, #HE D BMI
# (0.7 kg/m®, & 160 cm DA KE 1.8 kg 1224
T3) DEKNERICOVCTEIAWETH 270, 5
BOBGENLEEFN S,

Jpn J Compr Rehabil Sci Vol 9, 2018

AW TIEHER T BMI 2 22RO 72 b DD,
REBEIGE I CHEENED SN o Tz, RE
IADNRICB T 2EHEDRFEMNL E 2 —IicBW»T
&, VN ENAT LSRR AL, SRR RN T
2 b DD BMI ML HERESGE DS 6 17 v L v ) i
DHAPIE SN TS [24], RUFSLRE R EATH
FEEAR K o HEIEAHIETH 25, EM O
Bed# (B3 143 H) 3EL, =2 V¥ —EIEO
DT RMEESERE I, BMI¥MZ 7256 L
AR E A oD, Fio, RENED S RIEH
BATIRRICILT S N 2 WET I a1, BHCEER
A 7evy (926 keall H) [25] 23, BHEBE LN ZD
BATHICHEICREE =5 ) v 7 2T\, W ageE
WK EPEET 2 2 LT, (RERIN & B NEEE DU
RSS2 INTHELH L. ZOMERGEET
27z, EHIY NEBUABEH O R T oL ¥ — 3
w & BMI 2L & OB % 5§ % X & 72 2 W% hsk
DHHND,

GERBIICED, HIMDE=%Y v 7 Ix &
FRHE, SRABRHEDUGE EBIHL 5 % 2 RS Nk,
HUIRAE CTIlE AP RE RS M RE MR T §2 2 L 13 &
CHILINLTWD [26, 27]. & 6 IZHEFIRFEDUGEE,
FriofREMERF 13 ADL & & B 2 [28, 29], &
PRSI 2N e DBITIIEEFHE L 2 0bDTH -
To. =, B2 ) v 7BE L ZARIHERUE D
WL 2o 2 EICBHL T, WREDHE) 2 7R
RS RTHoZ LIck b —{FiHEThH 5. &
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xR AREBOEXEML

EXIN WM MM B p-value
n 66 37 29
iy, %, P (SD) 77.5 (8.4) 76.8 (9.2) 78.4 (7.4) 0.442"
PERL, A% (%) 0.171%
Bk 29 (43.9) 19 (51.4) 10 (34.5)
7k 37 (56.1) 18 (48.6) 19 (65.5)
BWit, ANBC (%) 0.160%
fitigE (7 27 ) 4 (6.1) 3(8.1) 1(3.4)
fiigE (75 v — L liket) 9 (13.6) 7 (18.9) 2 (6.9)
JREgE (L J5:) 17 (25.8) 13 (35.1) 4(13.8)
iRE%E (2 Dfth) 6 (9.1) 3(8.1) 3(10.3)
b CafEd:) 12 (18.2) 5 (13.5) 7 (24.1)
i (% oAih) 11 (16.7) 3(8.1) 8 (27.6)
< HET HIm 5 (7.6) 2 (5.4) 3(10.3)
ANHH 2 (3.0) 1(2.7) 1(3.4)
WEHL O AEL (%)" 0.136%
Fv bk 56 (86.2) 34 (91.9) 22 (75.9)
FYIFF 6 (9.2) 2 (5.4) 4(13.8)
FY b LT 1(1.5) 0 1(3.4)
A 2(3.1) 0 2 (6.9)
WA D, AB (%) 0.377%
HhH 24 (36.9) 15 (40.5) 9 (31.0)
L 41 (63.1) 21 (56.8) 20 (69.0)
FIED S At E TOHE, H 0.070"
¥ (SD) 38.1 (12.8) 35.6 (12.6) 41.3 (12.5)
FIM, 9¢E (IQR)
SEIEH 13 (13-15.3) 13 (13-17) 13 (13-14.5) 0.131"
FAEH 8 (5-11.3) 8 (5-12.5) 8 (5.5-10.5) 0.808"
BEERE, AB (%)
BE R 14 (21.2) 7 (18.9) 7 (24.1) 0.607%
TR 32 (48.5) 16 (43.2) 16 (55.2) 0.336"
DS 17 (25.8) 13 (35.1) 4(13.8) 0.049%
D 2 5 (7.6) 4(10.8) 1(3.4) 0.262%
JR 8 SEE 4(6.1) 2 (5.4) 2 (6.9) 0.801°%
JFREZE 1(1.5) 0 1(3.4) 0.255%
Z DA 3(45) 3(8.1) 0 0.117%
Mg 7V 7 2 v AH, g/dL! 0.080""
g (SD) 3.3(04) 3.4 (04) 3.2(04)
BMI, kg/m® - (SD) 185 (2.1) 18.4 (2.0) 185 (2.2) 0.838"
sk ) 277 A% (%)1 0.141%
i 21 (32.3) 10 (27.8) 11 (37.9)
rhEE 38 (58.5) 20 (55.6) 18 (62.1)
(35S 4 (6.2) 4(11.1) 0
L 2(3.1) 2 (5.6) 0
BN, P (SD)
IENLF¥— (kcal /KT kg/H) 26.5 (6.0) 285 (8.4) 275 (5.1) 0.517""
T AEE (gikE kg H) 1.1 (0.3) 1.1 (0.4) 1.2 (0.2) 0.013"
AME PR, AB (%) 0.790%
i 49 (74.2) 27 (73.0) 22 (75.9)
rhEE 17 (25.8) 10 (27.0) 7 (24.1)
HEE R Y N FEIER R, /H, ThoefE (IQR)S
LA 74 (74-80) 74 (74-80) 66 (64-82) 0.806"
(=338 66 (66-68) 66 (66-68) 64 (61-68) 0.044"
G RN 48 (42-62) 48 (42-48) 62 (56-66) < 0.001"

WMEE 1 Rle =%V > 7, MMHF: H1HE=%Y ~ 78, FIM: functional independence measure, BMI : body mass
index, SD : fHHERIZE, TQR © VU HEPH

"Geriatric Nutritional Risk Index (GNRI) 2 2 7I1C X DLLTD Xk FICHIMT L 72 5 TEE : <82, W& 1 82~< 92, #RE : 921t0 <
98, %z L : =98

TREOUWET 7L — FIZk O UF O & 5 IHINI L 7 5 BEE 1 1~3, H%fE 1 4~6

S ) N E Y T — > a VIEHITAIC & 2 2011 H~2014 EDERFEREFT T — 7 12 T 2 0 R ik Dy ) Tk %
HEEf e L7z

T %M, "Student’s t-test, *chi-squared test, SSFisher’s exact test, ""Man-Whitney U test

Jpn J Compr Rehabil Sci Vol 9, 2018
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&2, OEHY/EERERKOBEEEEE BRETES, KREENEK LU BMI

SIS WM MM #f p-value
n 66 37 29
1EBEHE, ¥ (SD) 143.3 (36.8) 138.1 (40.6) 150.0 (30.8)  0.180™
FIM, H&fid (IQR)

BN H 27 (14-448) 34 (15-555) 18(135-32)  0.018°

AAEH 125 (8-20) 16 (8-21)  10(75-155)  0.238°
B TRE, A% (%) 0.002°

T 13 (19.7) 6 (16.2) 7 (24.1)

AR 10 (15.2) 1 (2.7)* 9 (31.0)*

W 7o I3 M L 43 (65.2) 30 (81.1)* 13 (44.8)*
SHRREOERC, A% (%) 43 (65.2) 30 (81.1) 13 (44.8) 0.002°
g e, A8 (%)° 14 (21.2) 8 (21.6) 6 (20.7) 0.939%
SeFEENGR, 7 (sp)!

I3 ¥— (kcal/fKHE kg/H) 30.6 (8.6)  30.5(6.7)  30.7 (10.5) 0.949"

7 AESCE (gikE kg/H) 1.2 (0.3) 1.2 (0.3) 1.3 (0.4) 0.220™
S HERRZ, ¥ (SD)T

I NVF— (keal fAH keg/H) 3.9 (8.2) 4.2 (7.6) 3.7 (9.0) 0.803"

7 AEE (gik®E kg/H) 0.2 (0.3) 0.2 (0.3) 0.1 (0.3) 0.554"
BMI, kg/m’, *F-¥ (SD) 184 (2.1) 18.6 (2.0) 18.1 (2.2) 0.294"
BMI ZAt, kg/m® P (SD) — 0.1 (1.0) 02(1.0) —05(1.0) 0.009"

BMI : body mass index, WMAE 1 1 [ml€=% ) v 7#, MMA: H1HE=%" > 7#, IQR : VU HiPH,
SD : FEHEfR 7=

TREOMET 2L — FICK D BIT D X H IR L7 5 B 1 1~3, 18 1 4~6, BEE/IEML 1 7~10

WET 2L — F=7 B X CHEO = AR B OGO BT 12 & 0 Kk L 7

S22k, "1 4%, T'Student’s t-test, “*Man-Whitney’s U test, SSchi-squared test *BERIICHEZH ) (p < 0.05)

&R 3. ZEEMNICEL S BMIZML, BERFIMB8LUC=8ROBIRICNT KRBT UV THEDELE

R o R 95% fEHHIX [H]
VAN A Ty v HEE B FEEA v XL p-value
TR LR

BMI 2L’ S 1 [ 0.733 — 0.245 1.220 0.004
(R =0.125) H 1 (ZHKLHE) — — — — —
REER FIM* 31| 12.306 — 1.448 22.180 0.015
(R*=0.613) H 1 (ZELHE) — — — — —
SERIEERS B — 5.417 0.558 52.593 0.145

(R* = 0.335) H 1l (ZHadkE) — — - — —

BMI: body mass index, FIM: functional independence measure.

TR T ¢ AR, P OABERE BMI IS X b s

SR ¢ A, VEN, RRHEEMEN U RO (PR, RSSOk, SEEMERENEL), AR FIM 12 X
UEik

STIHR Y AT 4 v VRN © ABIRSIRE OWET 2L — F, HEE S EEERORIR AN RIC X D R, SRR ERO
WESZIZBERS OMET 7L — P 7 5l bTh 5 2 & &, RO = AR OHEIEHEZO AR X D HWT L %
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JERSREE Y 2 2 10%, AR oE AR NEE, MigkFt,
FIED» o At E TOHE, FHIEATADL & & bIZ =R
FEITEIR O M, L - ARl T <bh 5 [4]. AiFHED
WREFZIEIELFHEORBEY 272G LTk
D, REBNADNBICHELBH 7 ENELOENS,
flDFIBENE & LT, MR <V 5 B Rk FR ALy
BUZEDBRD SN Lo, F/EE=Y ) v JHHE

EDMNCHEIFRENEL, RET =5 v 7 OR)HE
BHEINIZZELR/ETE R\, 5%, EBEDY
PR ) NG, & 5 EX NRFHE, U AED
BB E 2 LB LS 5 R ABASBETH 5 ),

AFITIZ A O DRANH 5. i, RET
=8V v TREDUNDTER, HlZIEHEHRT EDYND
BICEHT28E (YRS y 7 DFGHRE, FEED Y
PROLRE 20 &) PR\ T ORI T 5 8FE (CREY
R— b+ F—LDOFERIHEHNGE 2 E) 72 EDERED T
7R A LB L TR AEEED D B, 4B TIE S
@Bﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ@“%f &b, D VEEFED Y NEEDNE

RETANZR G 2L, WU NGRERRR & A
SN A CHERMRNT % FhE L 7228, AKIH T D5
MERIIZBATERL LIS A 0, 5%, Y 0E
DIE L RHEMICE T 3 5 v 8 AR, fEf
AaT7EHOCIEBINCE D RET=F ) v T ORIHR%
WEES 2 2 EEEND, IS, BIEETH D%
DITRBE=F Y VIHHEL 77 A L L ORIEEIR
WIS KRTE R, B VB 7%, Ml
IR 103N S v, P, BMIIZREIREEZ O
RITERT EIZES v, BMLIZSRERMEE L T4L
DRBEAZY—=v 7Y=L s TWi 5D
[30], KROBELCKIEKIGICL > THEEHT S, 2
DOBHEZ RIS 2 72 03RO 2 5 2 L8
YEnb,

M e LT, BHAEIC X 2 RIEHE 1 Ao g
BZH )T LREE TS v OHEREIL, RSP
DR EMA R RF I B W CHRERIN EBPEL Tw»
7o Fi, RBToYY VI3 E0R - BARSRENGE L
B 2 TREIES R S . AFERIIRSE =S
Vv TR EEFEDO T b A LA BGET B E MG
TEILRLMEDORMEELD FZ2HDTH S,

e

AR L TS, fREv by e
V7= a VRIS ORE, 7 — 2 IUERIC T
Nef2E F L) eV 75— a Vb, 77
ke, RiGY ~NE Y 7 — a Rk, LR LR,
BRIV NEY T — a VREOERICHEHP L LT
T, Fh, FRMMEESZRMGCZE LRSS
A5 L OA — 2 IRGRASHIEH L B E9,
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