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AR EFICB W THHETH D, K 78%ICHET
PR LR A TSR 5, MR B D LA
B e (4], —J, BEWoffilzs&t RifrkO
e f@peiRiglx, PEROTN#ERIETE Y R 7{KT &
BYGE L [5, 6], LIWEAr 7 0 FE Ml % o FAE % K
40% WP 2 [7]. 61T, NEHERFZFICEITS
RN 7 70 775 5 DA X O A BB
EMAIELETERELH D [8]. ZokIHIT,
Pt A 50 I VRHRRE 2 B4 - 8972 2 & 3IERTICE
WTh 2,

AT, HEMY ALY F— a VIRAGEREIC
BOWTHPEM 2179 2 L 3ATEE, HEEmEH
(Activities of daily living: ADL) dERED T 7 b A
LAEYGES WD S B [9). ST — % X —
2% B EITIcB LTS, wRHEA: L % EACidE L
TWAREHIUANEY 55— a3 VFIcB WX, JE
B i R & bl L C iR R B ADL % H £ 1895
FOFEAWT L VPRIFTHL I EPRINTVDS
[10]. To k)i, HEBHERM, taRHEELSICX
CI VA5 B I PRt A2 0 I VbR g,  THE - WETRRAE, %
BEREOWESZMEL, METEFITBT 2 MR FE
TP RAFHRE ADL OSGEICH 5T 2 Al H 5.
Lo L, ZFEEEehE s iFicswcon
PEIRFE D3 & ADL I8 I & O BEHIC D W THREE L 7=
WMEFZ L, Bo & ) Iy 7o &k 2 ikzerh iR
FDOMiRFNEF I 2 BEE L 72058 [4] %, hRMEE
L ORLE I & 5 ADL SGERNE % Wk L 72 [10]
13H 2%, MEHEAELEO N A X % LR - ke
BEBE D UGEDS ADL W ICH ST 2 D aEIc N T 3
R IE R e INT LR,

Z2T, MEHY AN F— 3 VIR AR O
I B LT HER A - HEEE &OBRBERE ADL D
e DBRZE IS 22T B 72 DI ARWFSE 2 Sl L 7z,

&

s I BT, WEHK? 2 AX Y FAAF

(Revised Oral Assessment Guide: BA ¥, ROAG & %)

(F£1) T L 7 eG4 - BERE D UGS EE & ORBEIN
Functional Independence Measure (LA, FIM &%) &
DRH A WIS IC X DMGEEL 72, FET7 7 AL
FIM &, K77 bt 4 L5I3BREER FIM &8F ik &
L, UTFTORFIZ OO THE L 7.
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1. W&

AW BE 12 20184E 1 A 1 H & 5 2020 4¢ 12 H 31
HoMIc iz o g ~e) 57— a2 v HINT
I NBEE L 2 E 11,0184 h T, ABEH®
ROAG A a7h5 13 Sl b (FEEMEDH ) &3l
INEFE641 4 (63.0%) T, 209 batkizk
140 44, FECRRE 3 44, fhBiEE Y ~NE) 57— 3
VIR DHERE 2 4, 7EBEHE180 H % #8 2 7 xR
WNEBE 32 492 BB RNRE LT,

2. FHiER

i, MR, TR, FERROHEL Rk, Ve
T = a VEMEN, ERZZOERE, kORI,
Eichner D 778, ARBER D E RDILD L ~)L (Food
Intake Level Scale: DLF, FILS &#%) (£2) [11], A
BEfRE BMI (Body mass index) % #7572,

3. OREREED T
FRERAESL 3~ 15 FDORIEE DRl 4: 1 3 408
ABERE &RBERFIC ROAG DEHli 2T > 7. 2D 95 b

F 1. ROAG (METOREEF7 XX > NAHA R : Revised Oral Assessment Guide) [12-14]

RIEL 227
HH itk
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5 il
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ROAG A a 775 8 Mz A L, 9~12 fASiED & P EEOES b, 13~24 WS HEEDORNEDH H & /34,

] 2. FILS (BEKRDL AL : Food Intake Level Scale) [11]

FEITHENZ L Level 1 | BETFI#ZIT> Tk w
Level2 | B EHOWARVEETIIMAZT>TWw 3
Level 3 | S AEOBYZHWI-HETNI#MZIT> T3
G 1 S a5 ~ [F77 equE:: Y38
gg%?; Eg;g& Level 4 %g;gﬁ;gmbﬁv ND) HET EZFIEIL T 525,
T 2l & 2> Level 5 | 1-2 ADME FAZFEIMTEIL T»a, RFERERTo 0w
PHED Y Lovel 6 | 3 BOMET SEIERMEET, FEAORBEEE FoT 15
FEAEIND A | Level 7 | 3 EICHE M 2R HHEINL Tw 2, ABREIXIT> Tk
Level 8 | FRlERIZS WL DERVT, 3 BKITEIRLTW2
Level 9 | BYOfilRIZ% <, 3BZROIEML Tw3
1 Level 10 | AWk NiEEICBIT 2 RE A L (IEH)
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FRERAE B 15 4F T ROAG 1T B 81 L 72 8§ BHE 24 1 a3 b
D24%ICROAG ZiFE L, SEMTHE2 23Xk
Wik 1 2HB VT A MZFHEEL /2. ROAG I
JPefiiA: - BRE 2 M0 IS B ETii§ 2 v — L [12-
14] ¢hH b, S8IHHTHR I N TS, ROAG A
a7h6 8 HAEME R L, 9~I12 NANRE D S h&
EORES D, 13~24 SBSREEOMED D & 58T
%. ROAG lFEE T IcET ST E b Sk
IRINTW5, ABERF ORI, ABiwI H O30
e A 7 47 ) WS EM L 72, BB ORI, B
Hib 3HMUNICHEM L 72, sBHMEE 1342 AR
HoOED 7w ARX Vb, Tov=v 7R 1pHIC]
HFE L, 2N FNOEZFIGE CHMEZHREL T
CIfefid: - BgaE, RHGSICH AL, wRME A 1235
il URREET U 72 e 7 50, AR, it

S ralE LI EBE N 2 A ATREL I TOFEIC X
DAZEL 72, EBEO Oy 713k 1 H 3\, Ha
PRI EHENT F 7 (3R LS FENE L 7.

4. ADL s

ADL X FIM % f\ TR, MRtz &
LT, ABERE M ABE 3 H LA, SEBERE o F1Al
VORBEY HICREN U 72, M43%MEE% < Ix FIM % IR
PN % 720, RRRREDBENIHE %2 2 L Tk,
RO Y 72 o TUE, 1 KEHl & U CHEER, 1
FEMEAE SR L, 2 REHE LCTAh Y 7 7L v AR
SIMBECREL, X512 3 X3 E L <hsto
FIMHER ZF 7- F — L D ETLEDHER L b D%
L 72,

5. REHERR

R % BPilf ROAG8 s OFE (LT, ROAG R4F
) & 9 ML EDRE (BT, ROAG JEREFRE) 1247V,
2 T OEBERE FIM Ar5F B X O FIM filfS, BBk
FILS % HIZRMITCl L 72, 6 IRERFIM B
K NEBER FILS 2 HINA S & L CHEBYF 20T %2 F4E
L 7z, #ERHENTIZ IX SPSS statistics ver.21 (IBM Japan,
Ltd, Tokyo, Japan) % F\>7z, [EBA§ 2 25K
O £ EEER S, JRIEBA A O AR X O
P 28 B0 FR Ui (Yo Rz i ), 3828 A% (%)
THRRL 72, HERBHTIZAIED 220 ¢ %, Mann-
Whitney O UM, x*BEz2HOTHEML 72, HE
RHEIX 5% AT & L7, SARMNT L L CGRBER FIM
Rl B X FIM FIE 2 HINES L L 72 E Dl ir
ZHEML 72, WEBIZERGES D M0, i,
JED 5 ABEE ToOHE, HimERAS, FIM ABERHE
&l BBERF ROAG2 BE% w7z,

6. YV 7ILYA XEHE

B TN A G IZPower and Sample Size
Calculation software version 3.0 (William D Dupont and
Walton D Plummer, Department of Biostatistics, Vanderbilt
University School of Medicine, Nashville, TN, USA) #H
Wie, SEATCER & D, ROAG RAFHE & JE REFHEDIR
Belks FIM 7% 17 LARGEL, a7 —0.05, #it)
80% & L, HEtOMEY Y 7L ME%594 (G118
4) EHEEL 7.

7. BARHRRE L REEOER

AIFFEE LY v FEFICEEDEGHE L, A WPt
FimBFEREZ B & DAR (K%  NRH-0003) %
CHME L 7o, BRMESEE 2015 5 B 2R
NREED BFH - FIRHRHT S HHEPTIERL, i
MREE L OFKEBHERTE 22 R L 7.

R

W 492 L OIEKREEEREK S ITRT, N2274
(566.3%) HWETH D, FHERIE 75.5511.4 %
THoto, BEERNRTIX, MEZEIRL% L (315 4,
60.4%), D> Thim, < ETHMOIETH - 7.

RNREFED 9 IR B O ROAG B I #E 13 126 %4
(25.6%), ROAG FERIF#EZ 366 %4 (74.4%) TH-
72, ANBBERFD ROAG D72 IZrhyfii—5 (VY5 A7 fiiPH
—6~—4) ThhH, EHFHTETL Tk ROAG
DIHBMTIX, ROAG IERFHICKD L VDL, B -
FEHROMED 2504 (50.8%) THDH, DWTHED
MDY 131 44 (26.6%) TH - 7. TFHFH, KL
BRI CHES 2RO =0, W EES23D
otz FIED & ABEE TOHEUZ ROAG BTt
& ROAG JERUFHED 2 i CEZ RO o, K
B D BN #ERE % 21T T 2 1L ROAG RIFRET
224 (175%), ROAG JERIFHET 1034 (28.1%)
ThY, AEEZRO. ABRFILS IO CER
WETRPLIE, ROAG EAFHE, ROAGIERIFHEE b I
BOBEBNE I IEENLE o7, £, BMIIZ
ROAG RIFHtDiovE <, wWhlZZ o EuoH & T
1% ROAG JERUFRED K D3FH> > 7z, Eichner D73 4HT
DHBEIERD o7, ABERED FIM EB)EH,
FAEH, BAETHCBLWTHEEEZHD .

WNREOT T A L%EFRAITRT, B FIM G
&, EE), AT TOEHICE W THAERICHE R
=% B (p<0.001), B Pi K ROAG B 47 B 13
ROAG JE KL F#E & Hhilig L CRBER FIM & 51 5K,
FIM #13%, FIM FI&ABEREICED» > 72 (p<0.001),
ROAG JERAFHEIZ ROAG RAFRE & Ll L CHEBE H 3K
& o (P 101 H vs114 H, p=0.31).
Tl MR & b I AEEM O EFED% {, ROAG
JERIFHECIINERE DS 3 EEC 2 H D Tz,

%25 BHENT & L C FIM filf3 & L OGRBERE FIM 451
M HNER L U ERRaNr % I L 72, Pk
BEAEIE GG X R, FHn, ABERE FIM &5t i
PENAAT, FERED S ABEE T HE & 13557 L T FIM
FIfFEBHEL T (£56). FMkC, MOPEfL - 5%
HEJESGE LR BER FIM ARt sic it LT fltsz LB
HE R 7 (R R E=—9.889, 95 % {2 #H [X [
—13.499~—6.279). F7-, BBl FILS 2 HVA K
& L Ea o hrc b MPEfAE - BRAE O JEdE 13 B
LTwi (#6).

f
[ DA B I 3 W T R A - BRRE D
& A TREN E O BEE 12 D W OREE L 22558, DUF

QDR E N, B, TR - RO kE IR
FIM FfSICBEE LT\ 7z, i, D - Bako

Jpn J Compr Rehabil Sci Vol 13, 2022



4/7 RAEER - BRIBICKITSOBREE - B BELESF

& 3. WREDARKICE T 2ELREMNE

BEERF ROAG 227

SN FLAFRE I RATHE
H (N=492) (8 1) (9-24 1) Frvalue
(N=126) (N=366)
il P+ iR A 75.47+11.43 72.41+12.07 76.53+11.00 <0.001
R, N (%) 0.148
CEtin 227 (56.3) 64 (50.8) 213 (58.2)
7 215 (43.7) 62 (49.2) 153 (41.8)
BEEHE, N (%) 0.018
Ry 315 (60.4) 75 (59.5) 240 (65.6)
Jid H i 153 (31.1) 39 (31.0) 114 (31.1)
Y i 24 (4.9) 12 (9.5) 12 (3.3)
FRE~ At £ T HE, vhdLfE
(A ) 24 [18-33] 24 [18-35] 24 [18-32] 0.47
JETTENERE, N (%) 0.021
H 125 (25.4) 22 (17.5) 103 (28.1)
L 367 (74.6) 104 (82.5) 263 (71.9)
FIM, HfE (PUsfrapH)
TEBIEH 33 [17-56] 49 [25-63] 30 [15-53] <0.001
ZRAIE H 19 [13-25] 24 [18-29] 17 [11-23] <0.001
wes 53 [31-81] 73 [47-90] 48 [28-76] <0.001
ABERE ROAG, FHyfiE (P53 adipH) 14 [13-16] 13 [13-14] 15 [14-16] <0.001
FILS, Hroefiei (P95 i) 8 [7-9] 9 [8-10] 8 [7-9] <0.001
BMI, 15 + REAE(RE 21.7+34 225+3.7 21.5+3.3 0.004
RZE, N (%) 0.009
H 176 (35.8) 33 (26.2) 143 (39.1)
iz 316 (64.2) 93 (73.8) 223 (60.9)
Eichner 78", N (%) 0.260
AT 118 (24.0) 37 (29.4) 81 (22.1)
B B 186 (37.8) 44 (34.9) 142 (38.8)
(oF ii 188 (38.2) 45 (35.7) 143 (39.1)

FILS, Food Intake Level Scale; FIM, Functional Independence Measure; ROAG, Revised Oral Assessment Guide ; BMI,
Body mass index.

TARE, (ARSI BRE, (WEHMEE  CBE, IR

RIFEEIZOB B FILS 235850 72,

etz - R O 1E, FIM A A = IC B L
Tz, HEMYANEY 7= a3 VIR BT 50847
FFEic BT, TR RE R AR BEIRE FIM O 4lia7 L
7EBARTTH 5 2 & [15], MEEfEA O RIREE
ABER FIM EB#T 2 2 LG I Ts h [16],
AHEFERIZ NS E—HT 25D TH o7, HEH
4 BERE O WE & ADL 233 % 2 & DBEIT IZATH
fETdh 225, HIWERILE - BREEOBIE X ERAEED Y 27
HFThHs I, [K5FHEILADL [ Lo HEEK TH
% [17-19] Z & o {RREBEOFRAE - R P2 L
TADLIA EZ b 756 LTV AAREMENEZE Z 5 3,
M RN BRI R DGR TF-O O &2 THh 503, Jifi
RIGTER IR DR ARE T2 & T 2 L,
CWer 7ic & b e - BRaEDS L3 % &R D FE
JEME T2 2 EP|EINTWS [20], MiRDFE
WEETHT % 2 L322 7 DR Sl
DR, VNEYF—a vy Fad s AOmEDR
DD, BESHRELTYANEYF—varyTus I

Jpn J Compr Rehabil Sci Vol 13, 2022

ZEETELNEIEZED 2 2 EPHEEN S, —T,
el - BERE DB KRR - YL a =7 L
TAAREE DI N CTw s [21] »EHIE 2R
HiE<TH b [22], ADLA LICEHSETE A D= A LI
DWVTIFI SR GEEZ T 5,

CIefie - BERE O FRIFRHDB LR FILS 25500 - 72,
T, DIPefiid: - BRRE O RAFREE, CIHEfid: - BRE o
WEEDE T H B 72 0B BERE FILS O ifit & BY
LCW3 I ENRBE NI,

INFETIT, ML - t56E & ADL B o 51x
Brads, BEEIHY NE Y T =3 a VIERD S HEL
BEET 2 BEFICE LTI OISR O EH AL EAE W
L, AMEBIRGAE T R B\ OB BEER T B
TEFRE NG LT\ B 2k, HEMEE Lo
IO HEEFOWRENEE 2 2 LG I N Tn 3
[23-25]. bNONDOLHTOMIETDH, ABLHFIIEE
HEEDAR R TH % G RERF TR ER O THER D
RETHoLIENREINTWS [26]. F7-, L
PR D 2L 0 JERERE Y 72 T K o Rt AR RE I3 T i
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x4 BERFIcE TS5 ROAGC AV RIFFHEFRIFHDT U MW LADLE

BEERF ROAG 227

axfk FLAFRE I RATHE
H (N=492) (8 1) (9-24 1) Frvalue
(N=126) (N=366)
ROAG, "ULfiE (PYU53 vz #EpH) 1 [0-2] 1 [0-2] 0.019
TEBEH 109 [77-154] 101 [71-151] 114 [79-155] 0.31
U N FEJHAL 963 [665-1,350] 886 [605-1,339] 1013 [687-1,352]  0.27
FIM, "Ll (PUsfrape)
JEBIEH 69 [41-85] 83 [65-89] 61 [34-81] <0.001
ZaEH 25 [18-31] 30 [26-34] 23 [16-29] <0.001
weE 95 [60-114] 112 [94-121] 82 [53-109] <0.001
FIM %3 0.27 [0.14-0.40] 0.32 [0.24-0.44] 0.24 [0.13-0.39] <0.001
FIM Fl{5 27 [15-40] 32 [22-45] 24 [13-38] <0.001
LN <0.001
HE 337 (68.5) 106 (84.1) 231 (63.1)
i 135 (27.4) 18 (14.3) 117 (32.0)
Hit 6 (1.2) 1 (0.8) 5 (1.4)
FRERIR 13 (2.6) 1 (0.8) 12 (3.3)
Z DAl 1 (0.2) 0 (0) 1 (0.3)
FILS, "oefiEi (P95 i) 9 [8-10] 10 [9-10] 9 [8-10] <0.001
IRBERE ROAG, HHfiE (P45 A7 #iFH) 9 [8-11] 8 [8-8] 10 [9-11] <0.001

FILS, Food Intake Level Scale; FIM, Functional Independence Measure; ROAG, Revised Oral Assessment Guide.

& 5. RBEE FIM #liSZ2 BNEKE UcEDROHT

95 % {5 X
FUIAZE (EIEIET2EY P il
TR IR
EE 88.957 52.333 104.653 <0.001
R (Zok) —5.880 —9.072 —2.689 <0.001
R —0.423 —0.573 —-0.274 <0.001
CIPefisa: - BEReIE RIT —9.889 —13.499 —6.279 <0.001
ABERE FIM 8 &51 —0.153 —0.211 —0.095 <0.001
HH I I 2 v 1.807 —1.553 5.167 0.291
- ABEE TOHE —0.222 —0.340 —0.103 <0.001
FIM, Functional Independence Measure.
5 6. BB FILS Z BMZE#H & U ELROT
95 %S4 X [H
PEHZE (FIEPTEEY P i
TR LBR
TERL 8.525 7.502 9.548 <0.001
MR (Zotk) —0.241 —0.448 —0.033 0.023
i —0.020 —0.030 —0.010 <0.001
FIPefig - BEREIE AT —0.294 —0.529 —0.059 0.014
ABERE FIM f8At 0.005 0.000 0.010 0.046
I AL 0.098 —0.120 0.317 0.378
- ABEE TOHEK —0.001 —0.009 0.007 0.810

FIM, Functional Independence Measure.
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ERET 2 EoMEDLH D [27]. INH6D I EDS,
MBI o/ A X D DR AR PR REE sds
T2 & EAMETERE b SGE L 9 2 TREEDS R X e,
EEHIY N E Y 77— 3 VNI B W TR RHE 4
T B, NEEALE GO SIS 7 %
Mid 2 2 &I & b OPEfRE - BREEDOUGEDSIER TE %
TREED YD 5, [EEIHY NEY T —> a3 ViEBIc B
LR oREl L LT, RIS & oEfEo R
FREEZ B3 L & bz, B RIE O S, 11 RefE
RAED 71 7T WMERR, W77 > EDRE - KIE
FREDRINT WS [28]. FEEE, AHMEI ) NE
V75— a3 VIRHIZBWT, EEMEA LD ADNREE
IR FIM > H B o, 1Ebt H5kifE, e
DETEFHEL TWwa 2 EnEancsh [10,
247, EHY NEY T = a3 VIRRICE T 3 ERHE
fili - ERHEE LOREDIRE W LRBENG, F
7o, BHIRRECTOEH#EAY v 7FICk 508 71
IR FEHCHIRNTH 2 2 EbAMSNTWVS [29],
FEMI ) NE Y T = a VRS X 2 5# - i
10 PERICBWTIZHRBIANEr 72 T 5 2 L2
EREINTED, ABREFHD S BREMRCEE -
MR T & L SRR D Vet - BERE 2 3R LA
ATBZEDBHEEL Y, Z0L) BNAAR, BFHEH
POWEEICEE T %2 ADL O HAZJE %2 H, DTl
ErRBRRE - FRABRBE o 1) 1 IC 5T B n R b Wi T
2., LoLads, BEHY ANEY 7= a VIE
IZEWTHWES 755 ADL M BICH 5T 20089 201
KREARHMETH Y, SBISRIMAZET S,
AHFITIZ L O DIRANH 5, I, KT
el « MRS RE O et & Ffi 4 DRI & OB % MiEE
L7 WETZETh D, MBSz WEI 52 LTT
7 A LDEEDBMESNEPICONTIEFE R TER,
Barthel Index X O¥ Mini-Mental State Examination ® &
T, ®77 7 DIRIFIREEDS AR - BERE DT & B
T ELMEINTEYH [30-33], L 723HAL
U CHEMETTHE 72 FRAE CLEME N RERE IR = s L, 1
JPetiiA: - BEREDSRRF S NS WSRO AT HEE b 5 2 o i
[34]. U, S LB BE IR L
T30, BEHYANEY T— a VEic ABEL 72
TR COMAEFEF AR Z IMFTE 2089 3R
BHifETH 5.

fiame LC, MBI REIC BT 5 D -
FERE O E I FIM AIfS o E LB L Tk, &5
ICEAUET R & OB D s Nk, okl
RIFADLEDO I NE Y T—=>a vy 7Y Fhaolfk
ZHMME Lcaic, e - OPSREESGE DB
WEZRT /R0 THL EEZD, 57K
X D EOE KBS iR TZE N AWFE %2 17 9 S EE
WrdHsrE52 5.

I

TSI L T2 & F LRI Y
BV T =y a iRy v 7 OERRICHEH L LT Ed
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