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(H] AR, BEEEY NEY 7= a YRR
ABE L 7245 BMI Eilif % 1< B\ CEHISe#E L (RD)
LR (DH) ORCED AR & HEESEE L
REEMOB 2B 5 2 L2 HWE L7,

U7ik] MEY ~NEY 57— a VRS K %
2022 FFEFEEFED 7 — ¥ > 6 70 &L, DD Body
Mass Index (BMI) 20.0 kg/m” K D[R Y N E )
7= a WRRABER 1 BUER B IC AR L 7 B E &
XGRE L7, DH DPLEA IS TRD & & ' DH
FLiE R (RD+DH+) & RD HUlEE (RD+DH—) O
2REICTBL, WARMIT &S ERMHT 2T
Functional Independence Measure (FIM) #]#%, BMI O
Z4t, BMI i (= 0.7 kg/m” DRI D& % Hlg
L7.
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5N 05 7223 BMI D2k & BMI 3 %] 41X RD+
DH+ DS RD+DH—FEIC LR BERICE o 7,
BMI @ 224l & BMI &3] 41X RD & DH i o it &
& P ER D 72,

[f&m] BHEH Y NEY 5 —2 3 VIEBICE VT RD
& DH DL E XK BMI Hili % o BMI % 2L X ¢,
YEEICHG-9 5 AR DRI S LTz,

F—D—KR [\HEH)ANEY F—2 a VR, SR
#Hr, wRMEA L, (K BMI, AEHMN

EU®IC

BIEHY ANE Y F— a VB, SUEEaER 2%
AT ZE L7 BT L, Activities of Daily Living
(ADL) OESPE-EOHL, AT - tafEkz
HIFL CTEFZRINEY 7= a v 2 243 2 5
W TH D, HARDZERMITIE CId 2 D’ & Al
JG U THEEE Y NE Y 57— 3 VIRBABERISE T &
NTws, FTHLREHY ALY T = a VAR
BT (BUF, ABSE D) 13 b B L WAEHENIR I LT
B, STEASCHEREL - (ERE L - SEEN
Loy e ) EME, FEM, EEMUE, s
fatkL, HHEERELOREIEE o, BHITE
DY e GHlZ LRRFRF — L THEML, wK 1
H 3 Ikl - 365 H Rl cxin T 2 48 03H 5. F 7%,
—EHEY O EIERE %2 AN, BEEE TICHRE
BEEDHER I NS Z EHEMETH L, ZDkIHI, B
#HHIW TR A2, #a2ERzHETEOEWY NEY
T avoRitrRkosnTwg,
BEWtaTch sz HARICE VT, BEHAY AEY
T = a VRO BEANRITEREETHD, 2D
FEREME I 2 2R O @R EMIEMICKRE (FE5T
5. LaL, UNEYF—va IRHABERZEORN
12.6-66.9% IR ETENTEAE L [1, 2], FICHEmH
TUE, MESICSEE S BAKARET, SRR, 12irR
DOPFFREIC I DEREY A7 BEIHICHET 5, KF
FEIXHE THREE (R T RBENAL R % & OB 22 i A
RBicoznis [3-5] #ZFThl, BBFIBVTIE
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HENY A7 o¥m, MARED LA, Quality of Life
(QOL) DIETFIC OB T 2 Z LB I T2
[6-8]. ZDk®», BEMI NEY F— a3 VIFHE
TIERERE O RE 25 (9] & REE A EN T
2 AEEPEDYES, 2020 4 H A D SR o < il
B NEY 7= a VIEHABRRISRE S 1, AR
Bl 1 DR EHHE I F S OB EE F L O BliE,
FEIAY NEY 7= a VR ABEE 2~5 128 W T
B NEBVPED SN, RET 7 ORFKIIEZ 5T
W3, DPEREDOARRIZEE Y NEY F—2 3
VIRMET 73~85% DEZ IR 5 s [10-12],
EICBWTE, WMERCRE AR S, Dz, vk
HOEZ Ik ) ORI T BEETH Y, =
AUC L&D THIE - HE P ESRESIRE S h, ERROHDP
RAFEICIERET % [13]. IMIMEREEREICE VWU
CIEERRER B2 % SR i [14], Hrax=
7, ARSI OHIOE TN EREL Tw3 [15],
$7, FEIUANEY F— 3 VIEBO AR EICE
2 OPEoRE L, BB ADL, HEREE A, B
WAL, ARSI EBEL [11, 12, 167, MM
PHREBEZEOMREIY NE Y T = 3 VRIcE T 210
[P 15 A= - B HE B 55 O 203% 1 Functional Independence
Measure (FIM) FIf&FEREL CTWw3 [17], 2o %
WiE 2, 2024 4F HAR O SHEHIMN SOE < IR0 % e
BB BREHE R ERE2E S, BT HEED L <1
JREENIC RS RS 2 ME 2 I L & o T\ 5,

FEHIY N E Y 7 —3 3 VR OE BT o5
W, RERAZ V== 7, KEHE, &g 7Rl
FKEHERE, FRE =) v U TR, R, )
NEYF—=2arvhvy7 7Ly ANDOS, B
B 7AEE X OREY U —DOER2H 5 [18].
FEIAY N E Y F— a VRTIR AR X b b AR
WIS R W72 0, EHERELIC X 2 RSl PR =T
TEHE, REE=F Y ¥ SRRSO ICEE
wHHH Y, KAEEH D Body Mass Index (BMI)
DI EF ST 2 u[gend 2 [19]. MA T, [HfE
Y ANEY 7= a VIRTOE IS E L ORLE LK
NEFEORED DIERDKT [20] IR E LA
FRICIAS R BB OB BERF AR SR i & BMI o34 [18]
EBPHEL T3, Fk, REIREOUGE I KEEEM
HE T XK OMKINEREE# O ADL OFlE [21-23]
ERHHIL TR D, KT OMKEIMILIRELR ADL 12
HL v [24], —J, wbHaE Loz,
MBI RE I, TPERRRE - RO R 7 ) —= v )
&S, CERREE LA HWE LAy T a2 S
LDOVERR, $7 7E P THMICBET 2 B8 B
O ZDOFRBE~DIRESH 2 [17], DL & BhE
DIE FIM Al & BEE L, LIefiE & BEaE s R AT
7 7V — 7 1% 3B BE I @D Food Intake LEVEL Scale
(FILS) R a7 i@ - b b [17], ikl
LD AT ADL PHETNHE I DA LSRR I T
%, FRCEE T, (RO & DIEBRREIR T M E AT
ICEZEL, ADLDIEFZIE I 25 2 5, il
FOMEES L hEE L 725,

IN6DT EH 6, BN & EPHE AR N E
SNTOWHTIEAREE I & Ly 7 23900 S e
<, ADL PHREBEMICEEENGZ 5 Twb ]
BHELDH L EEZ NG, KPR TIEIANEY 7—
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T aviEZIFT T NRERZFICE UL
& HaBME AR T ORI G DWE TERREZ X D 8B L 2GS
»% [25]. L2LAads, REH) A NEYTF—2 3
VIBIC B T 2K BMI Hlr RS 2 W e L, ERR
B L R R o EEMAREZAL & ADL 2E D]
7T 5 2 558 R AR I kst U 72 KRR 12 AR e
LCWw3, 2 I TAIIETIZ, {KBMIDEEEE%
RRICERREL L B O RLE & ADL 85G35 8
K ORI OB IC OV TRET L 72,

&

1. BIREESLTHR

AWFZETIE, EERN 2 EREBWIRETH 2 GLIM
AN, HilnE (70Dl E) ICEB 2K BMI DA v
kA 7% BMI20.0 kg/m” Riili L ED T3 I &%
SEITERHTEY R 7 D5E W 70 % BL 5> BMIZ20.0
kg/m® KD BEZ(E BMI S F L ER L. I
1%, ERRE 2 E WV T BMIZ20.0 kg/m® A i A3 A K
TERgE [26] L, HEBEETOYRAZ72E0D5 2L
DATIIRECRENT VSO TH S [27]. K%k
T, FEBYAE Y F— a VIRBIHSTE L 7
2022 fSEEOFER R D S B, ABERE 1 BUEWELIC A
BE L 725 BMI Sl & 2 AR & L 72, IBBERE FIM,
BB BMI 28R¥E L TV 57— ZEBa L7z, ARt
BE1ICBRE L 2 B REH It sy e
V7 —a vk, 77, REEHSONEEZYE L
T20TH2, TREEMNERE, IR
B, Zzofte (oRmAE, FEAERRE, 2 Ofho s
H) 3201887,

2. IR

A DOE MR L (Registered Dietician; RD) £
OB RHME 4+ (Dental Hygienist; DH) R E 1 X HAE
b LCIREMARET LAY EEET 2502 ]KIED
DELl, HitE X OHEERED 0 ADGA % BLE &
LEE®L 72, WMLt oilEA#EIND T, &
Stk X OB AR L ECERE (LUT, RD+DH+#),
RIS AR L)L E S PO RHE R IR ERE (LR,
RD+DH—#f) @ 2HHCHRY 7iF 7. ABikE 1 Dk
FHEC IR E LOEMIEIEHMNIT S hTn s
7o @, RO NGIREEIC B O TE IR E LR ED
WMUIAE L R\, 207, HIREHZEIREL O
HECLEHM (RD+DH—#) TH 2.

3. 7O9MAL
AEDOTIE? 7 b A si%, (1DFIMAIE (2)BMI
DZAL (3)BMI I (= 0.7 kg/m® DEGHN) & L 7=,
BMI 13 35 O ABilR & X CIRBEIRA R (kg) 2 B R
(m)? THEl> CTHEH L, ZEILRBERO BMI 2> 5
ABER D BMI 22 LH[WTEH L7, BMI= 0.7 kg/
m” (¥ BMI ® minimum clinical important difference 2 I
DWFEEERT 2D L L TRITCRE S H IR L
7= [28].

4. 7Y XDHE
YN A4 ZDEHEIE, R (The R Foundation for
Statistical Computing, Vienna, Austria) D 7 7 7 4 1)L«
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I—H— - 4 vH¥—7 2 —ATH%EZR (HIKEFR
REMEI W FERE VY —, BT, HA) 2
7o, 2HEO FIMAIED#EZ 9 [29], 2 i@
#fE%% 185 [30], axJ—% 0.05, % 0.9,
it AB k% 8 [31] & LCEHE L7, By v 7
VYA X%, RD+DH+ T 504, RD+DH— T 400
HDF A0 4D BH L HEE X e,

5. BEIERE
TRTCOMEHAENTIZ, STATA/BE180Y 7+ =7
(Stata Corporation LLC, College Station, USA) %Z v
7o, EHREBIZE AN 7S LB X OEE / REICLBIE
FROE CIERME 2 MR L 7, BB A6 ot 2 U
Vil & BEME(R 2% (standard deviation; SD) €, JEIEBY
A @ e 28 B0 S il & DY 53 47 #E3 P (Interquartile
range; IQR) TFEL, BEMNEHIIFE (%) THEL .
WEHL A0 DR M E 1 e M, FEIE B 49 41X Mann-
Whitney U M8, 77 3V —2813H A 2 bl £ 72
127 4 v ¥ v — DIEMEMERIRE 2 AV TR ICRE
L7, #EF— 2 IR 9 27—l Tw5b E#
Z, FERTICIE—MRALHEE TT RN (Generalized estimating
equation; GEE) % F\>7c, HAZ BN HIWE %%
FIM FJ#3, BMI D%k, BMIWEDOHME L, HAEE
BT 2L 7. SR HNA S FIM F)
5, BMI 0Z1l, BMIKEDHME L, HERITEAT

kB L ORI RS 77 s A s EE2 5.2 2
THEED & 2 Flhn, MER, B, BEOV, FED» S A
HiE coWM, MBI BMIL, ABRRZEM FIM, VM
Pz L7 [20, 32]. AREAKHEX p<0.05 L L7,

6. HEBNEE

AFTEIE, 1964 FED~NLY VX EHEB LN ZDHE
DWIETED & NI HILEICHE > THIES Nz, W
ge7a b anix, 2024410 H 8 HicHEHY ~NE
57— a VIR A DMBEESIC X > TKR I
7o, BB T WO TO AR St TE 5 X 9
KA 7 b7 F oS REL 7.

fBR

KIFZE DR RIS 1T 2022 4EFE D TR REHIE4Y L
720,188 4D 9 b, 70 @A E & Y BMI20.0 kg/m”
DL bEo 7,457 44, ABekl2~5 @ 6,703 4, F—4% K
HoH 3 2699 4% L, 3,329 4D EENE TN
7o, WREZOHANLRHEZR 1 ITRT, 2,056 4

(61.8%) H&MET, FHoHUAE (IQR) 1% 84 %
(78-88 %) T, ABEHEBMI @ H UL (IQR) I
17.9 kg/m2 (16.5-19.0 kg/mz) Thol, FIED oA
) NE ) T = a VIRMUC AT % £ co 4
Jufii (IQR) X 25 H (15-40 H) -, ABHI D

x®1. BERUVNEUT— 3 vER AR 1 ICARRU & BMI SinEE 3,329 Z0EH

AR RD+DH— RD+DH+

e (N=3,329) (N=2,834) (N=431) Pl
S ThYLfE (IQR) 84 (78-88) 83 (78-88) 84 (78-89) 0.112*!
PR () n (%) 2,056 (61.8) 1,762 (62.2) 294 (59.4) 0.237**
ABERE BMI FFULE (IQR) 17.9 (16.5-19.0) 17.9 (16.5-19.0) 179 (16.6-19.0)  0.346™!
ABiEcoHEIME (IQR) 25 (15-40) 24 (15-40) 26 (16-42) 0.045*!
ABEIRE s (IQR) 67 (40-89) 66 (39-89) 72 (44-90) 0.019*!
B n (%) 0.503*2
e 1,257 (37.9) 1,061 (37.5) 196 (39.7)
BB 1,600 (48.2) 1,374 (48.6) 226 (45.7)
Z0fl B+ Z 0+ 0K) 464 (13.9) 392 (13.9) 72 (14.6)
PR R
ABERE (%) 328 (10.4) 278 (10.3) 50 (10.7) 0.839*2
BEERE 1 (%) 268 (8.5) 223 (8.3) 45 (9.6) 0.354*2
FIM #%HHH vhyefii (IQR)
ABEIRE (4214) 53 (35-74) 54 (35-75) 51 (34-71) 0.030*!
i 1% 44 (26-67) 45 (26-69) 39.5 (25-63) 0.068*!
I BLR 60 (44-79) 61 (44-79) 56 (42-78) 0.328*!
RN (2 f) 83 (48-109) 83 (49-109) 80 (48-108) 0.208*!
IS 67 (34-104) 69 (34-105) 62 (32-1005)  0.239*!
BILAELR 94 (65-112) 94 (65-112) 94 (67-112) 0.945*!
Bbide n (%) 0.211*
HE 1,753 (63.6) 1,512 (64.5) 241 (58.5)
Bh1 63 (2.3) 52 (2.2) 11 (2.7)
SEE T 335 (12.2) 276 (11.8) 59 (14.3)
T BE 181 (6.6) 149 (6.4) 32 (7.8)
S NERY 423 (15.4) 354 (15.1) 69 (16.7)

BMI: Body Mass Index, FIM: Functional Independence Measure

*'Mann-Whitney U 80 ** 2 A4 ZE ™ 7 4 v ¥ v —DIEHEERBRE
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Jufi (IQR) 1% 67 H (40-89 H) Th -7,
NREDIE 85.1% (2,834 4) »3RD+DH—#,
129% (431 4) »RD+DH+HEEE o7, AME
TOHEIZRDADH+EET2 H, ABEMIME X RD+
DH+¥ET6 HEEREICED - 72, WEEEEGTIXmEE<T
TG BHE R D3 % 2> > 72, ARtk FIM 1 RD+DH
—HECHBEICE o 7203, BB XM T 2133

ooz,

F2ICFIMAIEE X OBMIZLDfER %2R T,
FIM F)#5 ddefi (IQR) 1& RD+DH—#E 21 (7-35),
RD+DH+#E22 (7-36) LRZTH DB TY 74
k7o 7z, BMIZAL 1 fif (IQR) & RD+DH+
BEAHY0.05 kg/m® (—0.39-0.71 kg/m®) HEITE <,
o T A% 55 B T 213 7 > o 72 DISEETE AL BB B C RD+
DH+ 7% 0.04 kg/m® (—0.39-0.62 kg/m®) HE A >
72. BMI #4413 RD+DH+ A3 6.9% H & 125
$, BIUHRHERETY 64%ERICE P> T,

# 312 RD & DH Ol & FIM FI&E & O BMI &
1, BMIL:% & OB %Z/Rd, GEE # w44
fENTOKEH, RD & DH ORECE X FIM FI{S 2% L B
HWEBD Do 72h, BMIZL (RIE#%% 0.157,
95%(SHEX [ : 0.021~0.294) & BMI & (o v
A 1.399, 95% MK : 1.041~1.879) TR L
TEEE RO 7,

ER
AWFE T, ABEE LI ABEL 2B HIZOWT 2o
DHENE SN, %—I2, RD & DH DA X FIM
ML L T2 b, Fi, mkEon

F 2. FIMAEE LU BMI ELDHER

3 BMI OZ L L SGEICBBEL T2 & Th 5,

HEMYANEY F— 3 VRO BFEIZE W T RD
£ XU DH OELE X FIM FIfR LB L T ied o 7z,
C OFEHITEITIIZEIC BT, RD & DH D i/ A
DHE TR BB ICF G T 5~ T, ADL SGEICIZE
Moot [25] Wi E—T 5. FIM A&,
UNEY T = a vy ORMEESCBEOEREE, R
B, [EEBORBEL L, SIRlchb s HFIcHEIN
%, KWFZ2I2E T RD+DH+#EE RD+DH—#E L B
LT, AMETOHHEE X CABELE <, i
FRBEZICBT 5 ABER FIM bR ETIC S - 7%,
NS DWMIIRED 1, X b HEAEAREE RS RD+
DH+#ICEN I N Z "B L T D, FIMF)
BizEBREbDoNhro—HTHD EEZSNS
[33, 34]. & 213, {K{AHE (BMIIS.S5 kg/m®) @
REE A B ORERERIEA R E BRI L Tv
52 EDMEIN TS [35], £7-, KiFETIE,
JiG A2 FRL D 2\ RS, I IIAE 22 FR D FRLJEE St » ],
W HERE - SRERIRAE - DI fERIRIES T2 i E T
FIM &80 fc LG ST\ 5 [36]. L7dio
T, AWFEICE VT, WHEICET 2 2o O5EHR
FDNT v AP FIM AR 2 5 2 7 i1 &
2. RWFETIEHA LT W RSE o FRERE R 1K
DIEFHRIEAR R D BARN 228 &8 2 BT i > Tw
ToHEEE D BB T 2N H 5,

%5 T.I1C DH it i O £ #E 13 BMI D £A4L & 3% 12 B
LTz, B L 22 WIRERAD Sl E eI
Hon, HERIGEEEOKT, WKW, EWEDL» o /A
IRPARE AT D %282 WREME DS [37] T
VW5, FHCERE T, DR T BEERARD

A+ NS RD+DH— RD+DH+ P
FIM Seph 22 (7-35) 21 (7-35) 22 (7-36) 0.525
g (I‘R) [EAIIREES 17 (3-34) 17 (3-34) 17 (4-33.5) 0.889
Q BN RER 25 (13-37) 25 (12-37) 26.5 (16-39) 0.163
BMI Z4L, KN 0.00 (—0.45-0.47) 0.00 (—0.46-0.47) 0.05 (—0.39-0.71) 0.014
i ﬁ R) o 11 78 R 0.00 (—0.48-0.56) 0.00 (—0.49-0.53) 0.14 (—0.40-0.73) 0.766
Q B ELR 0.00 (—0.44-0.42) 0.00 (—0.46-0.40) 0.04 (—0.39-0.62) 0.027
. &tk 638 (19.2) 514 (18.1) 124 (25.0) 0.005
%7 2
Bgé;icfﬁ?z;g)/m BEFR 274 (218) 222 (20.9) 52 (26.5) 0.203
- ’ B REE 266 (16.6) 216 (15.7) 50 (22.1) 0.019
BMI: Body Mass Index, FIM: Functional Independence Measure
# 3. RD & DH OEE & FIM FIES R0 BMI Z{b & D™
VA7 A i [l R 2 [95% {SHEXIH] IR P fii
FIM Fl]f3 —0.464 —2.576 1.649 1.078 0.667
BMI D %A 0.172 0.044 0.299 0.065 0.008
77 b A Xk [95% {SHXIH] FEEE P fiti
BMI 3% *? 1.399 1.041 1.879 0.211 0.026

BMI: Body Mass Index, FIM: Functional Independence Measure

bt SR & 5 RD+HDH—#E%2 JLHE & L 28540 RD+DH+BEDO SN RHEEE **BMI = 0.7 kg/m” 3%
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TR E 25, 728 218, HESREEDAR B 54,
FEOBEUC T B RE 20, WEKZ &R C T

{2, TORFBERPENT 22 EREEE &
% [38]. 2o XIH)RRIMICEBWT, HHsgHELICK
DA D & B SeBEHICIN Z, R A 13 D e
EDUE, FHOFHE, DFEBREIIZ E2EL <
kgl 7 7 —F9 2 2 T, EIEOIN, O
TIFRFTREDOSEE IS T 2 HEN R TE 2,
SEATIFZECIZEEI Y N E Y F—3 a VIKEIAD RD
BLiE i BMI B & BId 3 2 2 & [18] %, K4
BRI B\ THEBHERC s RHEE Lo A X D BRE
L TV 2 B DAL PR R B D U R BN D 5%
FEAIUROYGE BT 2 W51 H 2 [39]. b
DAL, BHESEEL & R A L o 2SS
BMI ##% O BMI B ICE R TH 3 & v ) AifED
WRE2XRT2H0TH 5,

PPN FEMIC T3 % &, RD & DH Ol fd
NI R E O BMI 20 E X GG I & e %
RO Uo7, EIENBLREFE TIEE R RN
O HNT, AU, BB REFDEE OWE T REE P
R RE R 2 &, K 0 BHE 2 ph R A BER 2 4 5
CIEEREDREZ R Z 5 2 LIS Z, kB & ok
A IERE A A B RITEI BTSN G 2 5 E )
REL, s ofEHPREOBIEORIIEZHE L,
R U CREBNINICHE D ZF I W EnEL SN
5. —J, BEUARREETE, BREEDOFRRIO
PERERE LA O SR SERR (R TTENSHIR) <dh %
728, DHIC X 2 O EREICEB LT v
EEZ NG, DX BMARRIEREDEAIN Y
#iZ kD, DHDRED BMI WEICE 2 5 EE
EMTH o7z &) RIFEOFERIZ, BHTLLDHD
BENAETH L Z L2 BERT 525D TIER\, DH
DOENE BMI E 2 TR <, HPENOEEREEIC
X B EBERMEN R OFE , DA RO UEIC X B
ADL [f] L2 E 4725 [40] 2 &6 bHHS
k9T, AMEOREIZ, NREDEIE LB
WG U 72 & 0 EBIML & e R « SR/ ANINE O 24 B
PEZRBL T2, HlAIR, K BMI & ifEE o R
BWREZICRLTIE, RD & DHIZ X 2/ AICINA T,
SAElE R & oI X 2UET A oL, WETFE
B 1R, EAEREOEHL L, LML X 2
AR 72 7 7 0 — F 95 BMI &E 128893 5 W RE1: % 1
NS B,

AT DRADH 2, 12 DH DRELEIC
BT 257 —213H 57, NMABEEDLHANBICBELT
FEZITHo> TV, DHREWRHICESEL Tw»
ZHEEEPHEL L DHICK D MAZZIT TnLH]
BN DH 5. I, RRBORESER, =2k X
), FEIERE, PHARBSOZHKATICOVWTIET—4
PHELTE ST, BAELSHOMEND 5. HITA
IRBERE D SRITIRAERLEIN T 2L ¥ — P EINY v 8y
BEOTFT—IDBTEL Tz, Seir 7 HEE(
SNTWVLEDFHINIT 5 2 EDITE TR,

fham & LC, K BMI O Sl I B OB RNE
+: & RHE AR ol 2 BLE T % 2 & THRERNINCE
G4 2 a[fetE R SN A3, ADL [l BICBH 4 208
EAHETH > 7, BHRELEEMEELICX 2
ADL SER R % 3l $ 5 72012 id, ELZ2B3 Lo

&I MO N ARPNE, KREFHONE, KA
DEAELE, HPCRER, WRONMADAEEZEEL
TSR DMEPRBETH S,

F=FWEDT-DICEEI I NE Y 7= a VR
WMEDERFATIC T B IIERDO A Y v 7D
BRI L BPE T

3CHR
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