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(1] EHEEZEOEBRILIEATE ) RRELAGTHOBEIRE IR WS, KEELTX
BCTERO—D & LTEFENEOK TR o, OERESZEL 52 DR H 5 L&
ZHNTWh, BRiEEANRE LR CIIEOIEIITFABIRE L FEBIUZEL LI L T 5
CEDPHE SN TWE D, BMEE BT 2#EEID v, 22T, MEENTEE 2BV CRERF
ili 2 47 W B HCKRI & BAEs 3 & OB ESEZ L 20235 2 L 2 BIICHE LR 1T - 720

[J7i:] EATEBERB MBS 5 MEAT B 1104 % M RICEET =N, &ML, mid s
A, FARERIOWEES XL O TOENOIRROMAE 21TV, ZOBEIZ DWW THEBME 2175 72,
[REH] SR EIZFER6S2: 1165, BHTFEISEIIE T, REHENEIT T AV F—w306%65 kcal/
kg IBW. 72AIE<E10£03g/kg IBW TH o720 T D9 b Geriatric nutritional risk index (GNRI)
912K D EHTIE. AREIFHERIF L EMELED2 o720 TANF—EHRNER AL HE
WEIIAEFIID R, % BERFHIMEIXETOHB THEIK L. 6 ¥ ARIOKREZILEIIHE IR
LTz, BIFEERER) CHEGT 5 &, normalized protein catabolic rate (nPCR) % % creatinine
generation rate (% CGR) & GNRI ®IZAE B R IEOHE #3807z, BFEHRE L 72 A X< E, IRE.
s, el TIX, WA, IS, WA, RSO ROBIUCEE MMl A LN,
2 HOMKREBMFEDN 6 % LOEENE L. 6 r HEOKRELZIEIZAE I LT,
[a] MEEN EEICBV RO L VIHE L3 AR R - BFNEICR L I L TR
153 7 RARBPCRPUAN 72 ) REBEEOERKIC RV ) 2D D %o Wik EOIMEREEE 2 ZE L
T RBNADLENED D B .

X—7— KN ENEE. REMEE, Geriatric Nutritional Risk Index (GNRI). AIHIEECIRK

o NT05 Y, BEEEOTFIYEERIZ6795%. #r

BUEABE OPIGEH1369.25% & EHTEE DO

HASENTE AR OB L D &, 201548 Wb ATV D, MEFRRENTEE T, &%

RO 07 E D&Y EAT 7 H 13324986 A ZREEEDNFEEL, KEBRBRH O S §HE
THh) . TDOKE5%DCE5HLLLETH B L5 S AERPREGHEE 2> T D,
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T2 PEE R O FRIRAE L, EIRE R AR
R4 (International Society of Renal Nutri-
tion and Metabolism : ISRNM) . [EEE a5
(International Society Nephrology : ISN) (2 X
D, A CHE AV F—HFEIREE (Protein
Energy Wasting : PEW) &SN TEBD,
TR 7 & ORE A O & I & T O
W) KEIREEZ BT 520, bEORER
X, 148~171% & 5 SN, FEICE S
BIXUOEWENEBRZE TORERIEL Z>TW
571, S5\, MLENTEEOREIRED LR
SAEMTRCEIHER S L B L, REEIREE
RNEOENEEDOFHEZ BT LD KT
ThhHIEIFHLNTH DS, KEREOR
B, B2 Bh& & WEE 70 BRYYE & FSIE
FTAHEKE 1300 T L, BEHOHEREIC
L VBEHEBEE AR CRR L 2 D19, 19~26%
DFENTHEE T HEENINE) (activities of daily
living: ADL) O#§rebEE %A L. 65l Fodk
MTHEZEDE2% T ADL IZEEZ 4 U 5 & S
NTW B, FERZ Geriatric nutritional risk
index (GNRI) MKW & B ARATAHEEE 722 1
RFVEWIIREDLH LY, BEY L REEH L
179 T L I3EMmTPHREY BIHFICRD ) A THET
HHEEZLN, ZO70IE#EY) R B %
KEFMAZAT ) LEDPRH L EEZ BN T WD,

BITEE TIEERHRE S OENIZLRO 5
N5 Z &R, WERZ EOEREOARN R s
SN TWDY, F7-HEEIRARREACT . A5
IRRPEEHIOIRH % &0 S EN O IR % 72 L
RFTWE ZEnS S RO EA» TS S
. HHENBRBE O ALK R RO BRI 2 5 1]
REMEDEZE Z BN TWb, Lo, ETEEDR
FEIRAE & LIERS AR & B i i3 e v,
IS x. BHTEE T, EBESIALTICAR
% & GNRII 12845143 AEIMKMEEZ /R L 72
R LT A8, BHERURI L ORENE
IZOWTIIMHRF STy, $72. 3 E5 1,
WHE, A, HEEOBIURE A PEW SIE
E DR R LT A 0SERIZA S A Tld %
WEHRE LTS,

AR T, Sl 2R E L2z nT
VX DAL HHRCIRIC & S ARIREE & ORI
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DWTHGES L72i 3% <. TR 5K
FER KRB EE L 5 2 T A REMEARIE
ENTWBEY,

Z 2 CL AR, BTEE LRSI, GNRI I
L) REEEDY A7 G ATV, KET LA
AV MBI 2 BAREHAME, A iE, &
O EFHEIURIICOWTHET L7z, €512, B
TEr$ & SRR, AHFIRICIRIL & OB 2 F
L. BROTEEDMRRIRIRAE ISR S 5 20 % B
LT LI ERHE L TARMZEEZIT- 720

I. ¥REFE

1. AEMR

20174F 9 2. ZAEANOFFELZ @ o1l
WENTEZ D) B, EMEN6 2 ALLET, A
3|l (1104 FER) . g R HERR LB AT %
ZHRLTOWIZEBEZRRE Lz BIZES IOk
IR LT, todrEsHERS L Twan
B BELESRAZAT LB AT
FICL VR B S H 2 LW, R
Zoh O BTN L 720

2. AEAR

1) EFEERNEHHA

EERHE R, [ 7 vV RES &Y
R FTE FFQg Ver.35]) # vy, Hitd
LIy R A4 FCHZICX D FEBL 7z, B
FHOHRIC & 2 EERE LA IO W TR
TITHERR L . BHRAEL O L I\ THERDH
FHMICEEA LT2e —HB72 1) ORFERENE
BLOEMEEIENEZHE L L 72,

2) KB LG RIRDURAS ., A bt s

MREOFERT—F L LT, MR, Fi, &
£, BWHiIHBEO NI A7 124~ (dry weight :
DW). body mass index (BMI). FE&EMNH 2 H
IS & A AREEINE., TR, BEERE. 6201
i H OFREOZ b, DO & THEN
DR E LT, HWEHBROTE T 720

ARG E LT, JEY v~ Milo bR E B
& (arm circumference : AC) &4 ¥ —7—
7 L =S BT IR IE (triceps skinfold
thickness : TSF) (&7 74 KA =% —% H\\T
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RO OFENTHICEHI L. 22 2 [EHIL
FHEEr R L7z, e oWEMED S
5 Bl (arm muscle circumference : AMC) B
L O LREfn A (arm muscle area : AMA) %
HB L7z 2o DfEx HARAND S AREHIIEE 4
fiE (Japanese anthropometric reference date
2001 : JARD 2001) 2V {278 S 7z - AF# X 0 &
EDOHYLEZE VT % AC. % TSF. %AMC. %
AMA #HHH L7z,
Mg, BRI GENTBHAGED) ONE 7
ovy AY 7Yy bMREH, MET VT
YORERER. VLT F = )T A EY
v, CRUsMEEE (creactive protein:CRP) %
L7z 2o L0, EiEfbETE (Kt/V).
BNAT RO MPIREZEERDOEEN S 72 AIEL
HExEd 2 EEET R (normalized
protein catabolic rate:nPCR)#?, %2 L 75 =
VAR E (% creatinine generation rate @ %
CGR) =HH L7,
KALFHMIE, SEE 2R e LB %
FEHIEE & L CIL < W b T w5 Geriatric
nutritional risk index (GNRI) # & Protein Energy
Wasting (PEW) O Wik % Fiv 7z, GNRI i,
GNRI=14.89 % Alb (g/dL) x 10+41.7 x [DW/IBW
BW= &% (m)*x22)] oL Hh&HELEL, DW
PEEEARE (IBW) X ) REWE1d DW/IBW
=1& L. Yamada 5% O 7% v b+ 71E912% b
ARl L9120 B K EEED ) 2
HY & L7zo PEW OHE L. EIRRENEAEEH
4 (ISRNM) OF£#ED ([2HEv, 1) AL
SAEIEITE 7OV 7 X E38g/dL K. 2) 1A%
TR & LC BMI 185kg/m* K. 3)fiAEE L
T% AMA 7°90% A, 4) AFEIGEIIE L
CIEH 272 AL CBEEBOKT (F2A1FL
Ei08g/kg/ HAG) D4HH %ML, 9 b
3oL RGN L7 BE % PEW & HE L 72,

3. IRETEEAR

SR EAREEAT Y 7 EZR(Easy R) Version
L3372 L7222, IEH G 7 — & X P9 +
R AT, AT — & (Zhdufl (14
frgip) CTHILL7zo 2HMOIEIZIE, HE
DI A ZFMRE L . FIEOZEDORKEILIE
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HWoAE DA MR T #%E & Mann-Whitney U ##
EERITo 720 HIERE L B4R OB OMEIC
\¥ Spearman NARZAHRAFR 2 V. A EKHEDS
5%AKIMGE L7z

4. fmIERVECE

Kitge e EfT 212H72 0 EFEAMILA
MM EBRROKEER/L & & B ITHRE IR
FOHW, TERLAFRLIHNINE L 27— 5
FEH LW &, IESIMICEES 52 &1
LB FERREIE L 2\ T L2 X B AFIZRH
Z &, MERICHEET TH > THIHIZHES
TAHWENDP DB I L ER TS L UEHETH
Wz, FEZSTERL7Z.

. #&R

A FEEIE S N 11560 (BIke4r], 4«
VESARY, FIGEWG682 £ 11658, BHTEE 94
(2-144E)) WG & LTz, BEZRYT Kt/V
X315 (12~18) THY . THEDOENH
RENTWD,

1. GNRIIZLZFH@ICH T 2 EEE RO

XF 5B 1154 1 GNRI O FF-MIC & ) SR
EDY AT HHLHHEHE (GNRI<IL2) 1X18%
(157%) %4 L7z, BET =LA KL -RE
*RIIRLC, RERED) A BH DY) A
ZHEZY) A7 % LRI R TR, BITRRIEE
HEIZEMETHY) . BMIL, AREZLE (6 7 H).
%AC. %TSF. %AMC. %BAMA 7 & D FKET
HEIE A ZEIEEEZ R L7 (p <005). — A,
PRI R PRI O A M O BHPE (X HER CH B2
RO LN Ho Tz, BIERBULTH215+454K
T, VAIHETHEEBEIIY o7,

F 2\ IMERTAE B & OEAT B IR Ot 5
NIz VAR LB LT, VAR
2BV, BEH. INET VTV, ZLTF
= IiE) VITAEEIEE . CRP IZFEIC
EEZR L7 (p<001)s PEW O REEZRITY
A7 BETHEIZE L (p<001). KEFFMIGE
Tb &5 nPCR. % CGR b AE KM Z R L7
(p <00D)s



®R1 BEERHIUEMAHEHAIE

21K R B YR LB

(n=115) (n=18) (n=97)
S/t 151l 61/54 8/10 54/43
F#n % 68.2+11.6 69.4+8.5 64.549.5 *
EIE : 9 (2-14) 10 (5-16) 8 (2-14) *
HERBDEE % 31.8 33.5 30.8
& cm 161.0£7.9 160.6+8.6 159.9+9.7
FSA4oTAk kg 55.1+15.6 54.1+10.7 55.6+11.8
Body mass index kg/m? 22.8+5.4 20.8+2.4 22.5£3.6 *
ARELZIERGOGHA) % 0.01 (-1.2-0.9)  -0.12(-1.3-0.5)  0.80(-0.8-0.8) * *
%AC % 97.8+13.3 89.9£16.2 99.5+17.2 *
%TSF % 90.1£14.2 75.9+35.2 94.2+45.0 *
%AMC % 98.5£12.5 85.2+10.2 101.5£12.5  *
%AMA % 101.5+24.2 87.2+18.2 103.2420.0  *
WA X 21.5+4.5 14.245.6 20.5+4.6 *

*: p<0.05 **: p<0.01
T—REFEHHAZERE . MA—toT—D)  FdhRE (MO &) ELTERT
%AC=%arm circumference
%TSF=triceps skinfold thickness
%AMC=arm muscle circumference

%AMA=arm muscle area

x2 MBEREES L OEREEER

21K YROE YROTELUEE
(n=115) (n=18) (n=97)

wER g/dL 6.8£0.6 6.3+0.9 6.9+0.8 *
FIVIZY g/dL 3.740.5 3.3+0.5 3.8+0.5 *
ANESFBEY g/dL 10.9+0.8 10.4+0.9 10.9+1.0
ATk % 33.0+2.7 32.443.6 33.1+2.8
REER mg/dL 61.0£12.6 55.848.6 62.149.7
ILTFZ= mg/dL 11.542.6 9.0+3.2 11.9+3.8 *
H)o L mEq/dL 22.845.4 4.6+0.9 4.9+0.9

> mg/dL 5.3+1.1 4.7+0.6 5.240.9 *
CRP mg/dL 0.3(0.1-0.4) 0.4 (0.2-0.5) 0.1(0-0.3) *
nPCR g/kg 0.94+0.19 0.82+0.21 1.02+0.12 *
B E (KvV) % 1.5+0.3 1.540.2 1.5+0.3

%CGR % 99.5+6.3 92.5+5.7 101.246.5 *
gL % 49.8+4.7 50.6+4.6 49.9+4.1

PEW % 24.8 28.2 5.6

*: p<0.05 ***: p<0.001
TAEFEHHRERE . ROt T—D)  FFhRE(EHRER) ELTRT
CRP= C - reactive protein
nPCR= normalized protein catabolic rate
% CGR= % creatinine generation rate

PEW= Protein Energy Wasting
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2. GNRI & 2EFMfiCH 1T 2 EBEEIRRD
Jodt: 5
FAEFLENEB L O EREIBIGE o L
*FR3. RAIWRL, VAZEIZBWT, T
PVF— T2AEHE IRE. AR, v >~
H) A, Bk ¥¥IUBl, E¥IVB2,
BB BINEPHBICERMETH o 72 ) A
JHICB VT, TRV F—ERE 131,498 +401
kcal/day Td 1) . 1@MEEN BH O LF P
#E20144EW?" D (30~ 35keal/kg IBW/day

TR ->TWiz, JVAZEE, ) A2 7% LEEOW
BEE LA EENEIAFRELETDH D
09~12g/kg IBW/day ##8HL T\ 7z, EIEE
WEIZOWCIE, WL D AFHBEEETH L
6 g/day Kiii & Ll > Tz, & EERIERCE
DI TIE, B EHEHE, WIRE, AN
WHE, FLELE, ROEGER. ETEHOBEIDY
A7 HICBWTHEICRMEZ R L 72,

%3 GNRIICEBREXTY —Z L JILLBRERZENENHSE (—AHKY)

. EXCN YR8 YROTELEE
(n=115) (n=18) (n=97)
IRILF— keal 1,638+341 1,498+401 1,697+321 *
IBW IRJL¥—  kealkg 30.6+6.5 28.9+7.8 30.8+5.9 *
f=AIEKE g 58.5+12.3 48.9+13.5 60.1+11.6 **
IBW fzAIEKE  g/ke 1.00+0.3 0.91+0.3 1.11+0.4 **
fEE g 49.2+14.3 40.9+10.2 49.9£18.5 *
KL g 238.3£69.2 218.5+48.6 241.5£78.6 *
Ko mL 13254215 1301321 1333+411
HILry L mg 321+103 300105 328+145
) mg 794+156 621+189 7974169 *
H)o L mg 1,845+382 1,601402 1,902+298 *
% mg 6.8+1.8 5.442.0 6.9+1.7 .
LF/—ILEE Hg 422+418 4334321 420+492
E43Y Bl mg 0.74+0.55 0.62+0.42 0.75+0.32 *
E432 B2 mg 0.92+0.46 0.77£0.23 0.93+0.51 *
E4z> C mg 76.2+40.7 70.0+35.9 79.9+45.7 *
BEEMRLE g 7.542.2 7.442.0 7.542.1
Bt g 12.6%5.5 11.545.1 13.5+4.9 *
BRI % 45.149.3 44.6+10.0 452493
ALK& % 14.1£6.9 13.1+5.5 14.3+7.0 *

IBW= ideal body weight
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*: p<0.05 **: p<0.01 ***: p<0.001
T—AIEFEHHEERETRT



x4 GNRIICEBREBEXVY - FJICL2BIENENEDES (—HAH:Y))

. 2K YR8 YROLEE
ﬁnnﬁ
(n=115) (n=18) (n=97)
3] g 378+100 328+142 388+126 *
W58 g 22.8423.3 21.9429.9 23.04£22.8
mEARR g 87.3+86.0 71.5496.1 88.5+46.3 *
ZTOMDEHFE ¢ 121.0£71.6 103.5+85.3 122.6489.6
RS g 1.4+4.0 0.8+2.6 1.543.8
=58 g 28.1+15.6 2424227 28.7+11.8
BNEE g 58.3+30.6 46.8+28.6 60.0+£35.6 o
Sk g 60.5+35.2 42.6+28.6 61.5+40.2
on¥E g 37.5423.6 30.3+31.5 38.2435.4
258 g 40.2469.8 28.5+51.5 41.5+44.6 *
% g 56.3+68.8 50.6+78.3 58.9+90.9
FE T R g 459.6+303.1 551.44362.3 417.74269.5 *
RORESE g 9.2+7.2 8.249.0 9.549.4
RS g 1.1£5.6 0.8+0.6 1.245.6 *
HiE%E g 14.6+8.6 11.9+7.6 15.3+9.7 *
SAnk-FEHIE ¢ 53.3+39.3 48.6+£20.3 55.5+26.1
*: p<0.05 **: p<0.01 ***: p<0.001
T—ATFEHHEERFETRT
®5 HAENEKREBHEIESORE
WL nPCR FILITIY GNRI %CGR AREELER REHEME
HTEE 1.000 0.214+ 0.188+ 0.167+ 0.182+ 0.260* 0.192+
nPCR 1.000 0.198 0.161 0.211 0.312* 0.082
FILTIY 1.000 0.789xx 0.181 0.333+* 0.159
GNRI 1.000 0.211+ 0.321+ 0.123
%CGR 1.000 0.369+* 0.147
AREZEILE 1.000 0.151
AREHEME 0.140 1.000

*: p<0.05 **: p<0.01
Spearman B 4HEE R 2K
nPCR= normalized protein catabolic rate
GNRI= Geriatric nutritional risk index

%CGR= % creatinine generation rate
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3. MW ERERZE. REEDUAR & DORE

BAE s E & IR L OB Z R 5 1IR L
720 BITEBRELE RAIBIECH S nPCR, TV 7
3 V.GNRI. % CGR & O EE = IEOFHE
= iR 72 (Spearman NEMZAHBEIMEE. p <0.05),
F 7. BUfEsR B s REA LR, RERINE L ©
b A B R Z D7,

BUE R & R RIBICIRI & 0B % {72
L2 A, AT EERE (7 =0.386, p <0.01).
P B HCE (»=0186, p <0.186). #:IEH &
(r =0.231, p <0.05) & OMIZHERIEOHE%
RO, T AT CEBERULEREEOMIZOAEDIE
DDA ST (r =0256, p <0.05), FinH
PR E TIE, W (» =0580, p <0.01). &
4 (r=0194. p <005). FEEFH (» =0184.
p <005), #EEHE (»=0201, p <0.05). FEHfH
B3 (r =0.205, p <0.05) OIBEE & BER K
EOMICEEDOIEOHBE % RO,

V. Z%

AIFFEIZ BT, @B MEENT EE D157%
IREREEY) 27 H 0 WS, PEW O
BER2U48%TH 5H Z & h b BN EEIEHET
RRFRIREE ) A 7 28D 72 RERED) X7
PR & LTy BTEBR TS E L T 2 1T BB 2T
RS N7z,

GNRI # HWTREA I ) ==V T xR ATo 72
fEA. 18% (15.7%) MSRAEREE ) A 7L H)
E &, PEW FEEZRIZ248% & HATHIZE L D
RREVHE TH o 720 EIBE A=A
23 (ISRNM) D A & ff#fr Tl 18 1B s
(CKDA7—3Y3~5) ® PEW OHHEIZ11%
~54% . BT EE D PEW OFEE 1 FFJLit43%
25% B L UT75% /85—t > ¥ A )VEIZ28~54% &
WEL TR, Wiz LA, PEW &N
BEOTFEARETTH S Z LRI PEW
DREBRZEMSELERE LTEZLNTW
22200 h ., EikbAEENTEE DR
BHAAT) 9 A TRENEEFMEZITV. MA
WUEE L EEZ BN, 72, ) A TR
BOWTHRAEOFHLE L THWS LS % AMA
RIVLTF=V, % CCGRVBAEEIKMETH Y |
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EWDE <. BMI, 773 % GNRI &2 £ D
KERESEMEEZ R L, RELLER LA EITH
BLTWze ZVLTF=VIXERHCTELESN
B Z LML ENEIOMmME S L7 F = X
FREOIRE S 72 0 . s, M, R X
DIET 42 EHME IR TWBEY, Afge Tl
FENIBIFAREIE L TV nAs, e, ER
bEEGERDEH 722 oL AV EEICE
W, XD BT RO DET LTV AT EE
PEATRIE S, RELZIEROBAIIHARETH
LUREMENE 2 b/, DAETIX, SRS
DOERILIZIHZETH Y, Y aR=T OB
O LFAICHMIEET LI ENEZLNRTWY
232, BITEEOF I ARZT OFEZRIZI27
~335%. 7 LA NVEREFEIII0~46% & HEFRIZ
B LB BE 2 EmE Ic T rax=7
LTI I DA AR EE R AR
BYRE DAY MEIRIR 72 & OB 1B SE
A 22 YUk, REET7 > = 2, €S
SUVDARE. LT UIUF T Y U RDTLE
e EEBOBERD G URBIEIC & 2 e
HEEDMK T, PEW 20 b O LaxR=7
DFRIZZ Y 253638 Z L s d BRI AT
HIEDNEETHDENWZ D, GNRIDY A7
ZRE LT, SERLBAREIIAZICHEL
TW7eAs, BATIE & B B % JBRaET L7 &
ChH, HERZEIAON o T2 BHTORM
fLIdkk 4 R APHEZ T X L) B 7-01E MK
JEZ &R EBL7:) 2 TREEHIT-> T (
VERH DL EEZ HINTz,

D ISE O BT BE O R FER B EHE
gt O L HRFEFLEMOFPH N TH 5 H 41,
IANVF—H456%. 72 AL E162%., &I
325%. K453188% . /11) 7 2631%. ') ~806%
ERGFOBHTREZOANBEYENEZE L C
W EHE SN TWDEY, RIFZEIZBWT D,
DAZBECIAVFE—, 72AELH, IRE. #*
KW, ) o AT A B EYI VBl E
¥ 3V B2, EWlHOBIE) A EIKMET
Hotzo EMBEIEIEO LI CIL, BHE,
FEH, IR, . WL FLEE. REEG
B3, ETHOBINDY A7 HIZBWTAEIS
BN L o720 ) A7 EETIE IBW T4



F—13289kcal/’kg TH 1)  BEEEIH I3 2
PRI TR SN BT O FLHEfE D),
TOENETH> 72, BNEZETITIEGRm LD D
BWE ) DI NIRRT IRARER & S, I
INT Ry 7 A0 T A F—EHEURNEIZ D EE
I VEND Lo KRS, VA ZEETIE AL

CEENESHEEZE I CRETH 72206, 72
AE S EOBIE DA DT A4V F— BTN E
WO TnbbnkEZ LN, 72,
BNTEE TIL. WM, TEOBIUEE MR
HICHRTHERID W EoHELH B, &
HriE TR OIMEEE T Oz00) Y ERIZ
L0 HEIESIBEOBIRA D - T 5 1] 1B
b H D HEFEH 2 RAERE ATV, #IE &
FHEIUORITLZENEETHLEEZ BN
72

SKFEFEM i & LT SGA (subjective global
assessment) *’ X MIS (malnutrition-inflamma-
tion score) * % 1L U 4 O 4 FFMl /7 53
EREINTWD, TNHITEE, FREE LIS
F L BNRERETH ) AP0
AR POFEEFRLE OB b HE STV E®
AT INT Xy DIENIT. ek A 1E (total iron
binding capacity) O Hl7E R EEI 25 TH 5
CENOREBREAET2EOMENSH L. —H,
GNRI iZIiE7 V7 2 V. HE. DW OAT
BT E % 2 &2 fifE CHEBERY 72 51 1235
NI EDVUEEE VR D, DAEEOIHEIZB W
THEMTPHEOTHRFICA) 22028, &
RHERER quality of life DIRIZIZ 72 D 155 & DR
HOL B D I EE, HLREBE OENT B
BWT, GNRI Z%#EA 7 ) —= 2V ZIHHD—
DL LCEHMliZ4T) 2 & RIICIRAR L 7
% B % 7T & ZTRETEDS AR GE 0 & b IR
7z,

PRC284F AR B RE A 12 X B &L O
R CT— NP R D204 TH 1) . 4EHH
FL LI EHOREN S EMEIN TS
ZEnH, FICEREDS IwDER TR
(KR A &2 TIRIICH A LI SN D,
ERE BT B RE ) I XFRAF R E D v 3
S, HBRENIAMEWIZ E = AL F—BHE
WL L9 LB O L L IR A
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F— KA. K, EFHOBIDL 25,
WM, E5 30, BEYENEID Lnwie L
G SN T2, BN E D AECE
R EE OB E L WM, TS, R,
Fr i OB R OB E (AR A B N2 &
25 L BITEHIZB VTS BERE) T AFE
R Z &2 L TWA I EREZ B/,
T 72, 1l S O Tld, BIE#K L nPCR
EDOMICHEELRMBEMRE RS, FHERTBOE A
FHEAR 45 7 B 1 nPCR £50.8g/kg/ H Aiii 12
B ATDK2ERETH B E L TW5E, KR
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Abstract

Missing teeth is associated with food intake and nutritional status
in patients undergoing hemodialysis

Chiharu Uno"?, Kiwako Okada"?, Eiji Matsushita®,
Motoji Kitagawa"? and Masafumi Kuzuya*®

[Purpose] Elderly patients undergoing hemodialysis are increasing, and malnutrition is related to poor prog-
nosis. Lack of teeth in elderly is associated to reduce nutritional intake, and could cause malnutrition, but only
a few reports in dialysis patients. We aimed to clarify the relationship between the nutritional status and lack
of teeth in patients undergoing hemodialysis.

[Method] Nutritional assessments, including history taking, meal intake, oral status anthropometric and bio-
medical measurements were performed on 115 hemodialysis patients at an outpatient facility.

[Results] The mean age was 68.2+11.6y, and the mean duration of dialysis was 9.8 + 9.1y. The mean calorie
intake was 30.6 = 6.5 kcal/kg IBW, and protein intake was 1.0 + 0.3/kg IBW. Patients with lower geriatric
nutritional risk index (GNRI) (less than 91.2) had significantly higher age and longer duration of dialysis
than patients with higher GNRI. Intake of calorie and protein, and results of anthropometric measurements in
patients with lower GNRI were significantly lower, and body weight significantly decreased at 6 months later.
The number of remaining natural teeth had a significant positive correlation with normalized protein catabolic
rate (nPCR), % creatinine generation rate (% CGR) and GNRI. Also, the number of remaining natural teeth
had a significant positive correlation with intake of protein, lipid and iron, and with intake of meat, fish and
shellfish, seeds, seaweeds and green-yellow vegetables. Most of dialysis patients gain 6% or more body weight
on the 2nd day after dialysis, and their body weight significantly decreased at 6 months later.

[Conclusion] In hemodialysis patients, decreasing of remaining natural teeth caused insufficient nutritional
intake, which could be a factor of malnutrition. Appropriate nutritional support is necessary for elderly dialysis

patients with lack of natural teeth.

Key Words: Hemodialysis patients, malnutrition, Geriatric Nutritional Risk Index (GNRI), nutritional intake
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