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2. FEHHE
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(1) FRTHICHERTZE L. H1 020w e I B o R bR

(i) Body mass index (BMI) 21.5 kg/m?* Kiifi2>> 1 4[] C 2 kg LA LAFEEAD 2 H 3 2 77
(i) 4 FEETHEIREREHAFECCHNIRBIEE 2RI 2F 2 HmHEI NS

I FraREHSRE ERLMEGRESBEL RO T, L L, Tl Bmml £ 72 13/ i % 5
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KRB, FRRAELSCHTET 2 EHARELIC X Vil 6 » AR 3 MM L 72, #R%R
EEE 1 HE 3EIHKFICRET A XY PREAWCT K4, Wil BFEAH. Fi, KEEK. &
E. tAFE, BML, &< HREREBE,. . B8F s X OEEE R, EBINAE M. SR8 8RO %k
ZINVEL 7 (K1), %#EIRAEIZ Mini nutritional assessment-short form (MNA-SF) % s 7z,
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BB D % B 12 Dietary variety score (DVS) Z#HWCEFHli L 72, 10 %8 (A, . U, K& - K
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BAEEZ, [2IsHEHAERS ] # 1 A, [2 Hic 1 mlax3 ], HEICL, 2083, T3EALEBRA
W 0L L, 10 A i L7 L

I Hra=7orfElkd ) OHE
AR (5 < DIFFRMER, 31 34 om K, LM 33 cm Kii) . 2200 HiET (87, Bk 28
kg A, 201 18 kg Kiif) DOWMITICEEY4T 2F % [V ra=Tomfkd b | LHEL -,

(5) HratfEbT

IWE L7727 — X%, x2WIE, Fisher DEEMEMRE, ~v KA v b= UWKE, McNemar WE .,
Wilcoxon DFFGANANARTE . Kruskal Wallis € % I THENT L 72 p<0.05 ZfaHARIEEMED D & L
77 ¥iatfdbTIC 13, SPSS® Statistics version 26 (IBM) & Fvs 7=,

3. R

(1) FhfEIREREE 1 8] H R T
[ NRE DR

SR BIREOFLEE L 71 B o728 23 ABAREE~OBMEF v v L, T2, EhlAR
Hic 3 MERICTE ad o7z 10 B ZBRE. 38 BTN RE Lz, b, 1 HATEIIE S HITEEH
RO HIE R EM7 > 72,

X RERT Fhnp Ui 81 % (Interquartile range [IQR] 78-84 %) . SEREAIE 1 NES L 34%., K
2 NES L 47%., 7L FAE 8%, —iXE/E 8%. % Dfth 3%, HEHJuEiF 155.1 cm (IQR 149.0-
163.2 cm), fREHUEIL 49.0 kg (IQR 39.4-53.4 kg) . BMI fifiiid 19.1 kg/m? (17.1-21.7 kg/m?),
NEES SR RIZEBIENRR 79%. EWHE 92%., e ANl OB E 47%, v f~ic
s 50%, HEFHIIE S OB 29%, BT LAX¥ —8%., AiEXIE~Y v 8T —H Y T4%., (KEFAL D
R 0 58%., SATHEIL T 68%. HEEIDBFT 34%., FL 2 & 2/< 29%, HAFash 2 578\ 24%,
KECHIRITE 2 L 74%7- 572, [HE, e ANEOBE, HuR-WBRicl v tsni, B
ZHIC p<0.05 DEEE RO (1),

I B EE I MEOY L a~=F Oa[feld v & &I o i@

Frax=T7OuHMD D13 30% (11/37 %) 72 o7z, yrax=T7OrJEEMEOFHIC X 2 2 BRI
DFER, [, BMI, MNA-SF (score), MNA-SF (S£IRFE) | 1T p<0.05 OFELRE2B0 7=, Lk
WREICIIEERELAD 2B I d o7 (£ 2),

M FRERERE 1 EHD DVS & rax=7 Ou[ieEr:d H OfifsT

S E 1 B H DVS @ 3 534713 first tertile (5 5K, n=10). second tertile (5 &, n=12). third
tertile (6 MLl L, n=15)7">7-, DVS @ 3 i L AR T, KT, yrax=7ou[RElEd v &
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1 H & 3 [EHFRRERER % i L 72458, & (ofiE 49.0 kg [IQR 39.4-53.4 kg —HoHiE 50.1
[IQR 41.0-54.5 kg], p<0.01), BMI (3 19.1 kg/m? [IQR 17.1-21.7 kg/m2] —rf 5fiEi 20.0 kg/m? [IQR
17.5-22.1 kg/m?], p<0.01], FBIWEFEIGEFE G L7 0 29%—8%, 2t L : 66%—58%, il
L7z : 5%—34%, p<0.01) ICHEZE%R® 7z (F4), MNA-SF IC X 2 REFMIX. x 2HEIC X 5 @HT
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HIZET o C0ARWwy, BAR-CHAEEEL RIFICHER T2 2 L2 HWIC 7 UL LR BEL 3254
%1, REFETIE, FHFREREICX Y DVS 3AERICERF L, 21%28 7 S E 2R 32%23 7 &
PAEAEKTEZ MR TE R, LT, MR EREIX DVS O ERICHRNENATS 5 Z & 239R
XNz, [TEIC K BEM 70 75 LdEEFH O DVS % LR X ¢ 23RN HIETH B 24, LiLk
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(3) Fra==7 OuREMD ) ~DFFREIEE O E

FATHIZE Tl 65 iUl E o HSE R E IC B T 2 P v a == 7 OuRED ) ORFEFRIZ 2.9% & W
INT0DE 5, RFELCBEF 23 1ra~=TorEEDH Y OREHEIL 30% L HmETH o7/, TNiF. K
HEOMNFIT TS5 MU LTH Y, FERIVZEL TCVERZELCREL TR L VLIEERHELCWELD
tEZLND,

P a=T OR[RetEOFMIC X 2 2 BRI 2 T L 72855, BMI, MNA-SF IZ B W CTHERZE %R
®7-, BMI 18.5 kg/m? £jii & MNA-SF i3 Hra~=7 L FEICEET 2 ERNTH 2 b, %4k
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PR ERER, 40%IC [RfFbIcRWEl], 72, 37%Ic [KicRWE ] BEbhi-, %
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K1 WRE DEMET — %

2k (n=38) B (n=14) 7 (n=24) p-value
im0 81 (78-84) 81 (79-84) 81 (77-84) 1.00
LR 0.90
70 FEAR 34 36 33
80 %l 61 57 63
90 %X 5 7 4
KIGRERL (%) 0.39
—NEL L /KIg_NEL L /T FE / 34/47/8/ 29/57/14/ 38/41/4/
=MRERE /% ot 8/3 0/0 13/4
HE (cm) 155.1 (149.0-163.2) 166.0 (161.5-170.0) 150.0 (145.4-154.7) <0.01
K& (kg) 49.0 (39.4-53.4) 51.5 (44.8-54.4) 43.9 (37.1-52.9) 0.31
Body mass index (kg/m?) 19.1 (17.1-21.7) 18.7 (15.9-20.3) 19.4 (17.3-21.9) 0.74
ENEES SIREE (%)
18R 7R A 79 79 79 1.00
B &Y/l 3S 92 100 88 0.28
B2 AUER O FLE 47 71 33 0.04
BN E_RY DB ERITL W 50 79 33 <0.01
KEMB R DAL 29 36 25 0.71
BT L F— 8 0 13 0.28
B~ v N7 — 74 79 71 0.72
RERD> OBE B Y 58 71 50 0.20
TR T 68 71 67 1.00
L o BEE: 34 36 33 1.00
AR ke 29 36 25 0.71
Hff25h 20 6 72\ 24 36 17 0.25
L HIRIE B 7 L 74 71 75 1.00

H L (Interquartile range) or %
x 2WR7E. Fisher DEEEEVIRE, ~vF 4 v =D URE



K2 ¥rax=7 oo FIEIC X 5 2 FEF R

1o F AR A L = < = 7 O TR

%Y (n=11) %L (n=26) prvalue
R (i, %) 64 65 1.00
i () 84 (81-85) 80 (77-82) <0.01
KRR (—ANED L, Kig 2 NES L, 7t L [FAE, 3 HRERE, 2 oft, %) 46/46/9/0/0 31/50/4/12/4 0.63
&R (B Y, %) 82 77 1.00
YL (B Y, %) 91 92 1.00
B ANEDOEE (H Y, %) 36 54 0.33
BRICCWES (B Y, %) 55 46 0.64
KEMPBELOEBI (HY, %) 36 23 0.44
B TLAX— (HY, %) 9 8 1.00
AES R~ v X7 — (B Y, %) 91 65 0.22
fREJRD OHH (H Y, %) 73 54 0.47
HATHERT (B Y, %) 91 58 0.06
= (B Y, %) 46 31 0.47
FLtzezmE< (BY, %) 18 35 0.45
Hftab2omw» (HY, %) 64 81 0.40
LS CHIENEE) (B Y, %) 9 35 0.22
Body mass index (kg/m?) 17.5 (16.2-19.0) 20.6 (17.5-21.9) <0.01
Dietary variety score (/) 5(3-7) 5 (4-7) 0.71
MNA-SF (score) 10 (8-11) 12 (11-13) <0.01
MNA-SF (REIREE RAT / at risk / {KKEE, %) 9/73/18 50/50/0 0.01
FEHERIE (RS RWw/BEV R AW/ 525 /EHRV/ R, %) 18/18/46/18/0 0/27/27/35/12 0.10

AR R (N /e / e e / i e, %) 0/18/36/46 0/23/62/15 0.15




PP EE (Ao / K/ CRAY / hR/ 2o, %)

HRAZAER GERIC > CTw 5 /A LE->TWw5 /o Ty, %)
B GEEICH>Tw3 /D LIR->Tw3 /HoTniw, %)
HOPNE GEEICH>Tws /A LH->Tw3 /HoTniw, %)
B FFEICH>Tws /A LF->Tw3 /HoTnw, %)

P GEEICN->TWE /D LR ->TWw3 /I o>Twia, %)
FER AT GFE Il soTw2 /A LIHoTWw3 /HoTuwizl, %)
FENEREEBIE P L7 /2L /8L 7, %)

e (BRLEZ/IBH2/-F3CHd/To7k, %)

65/27/4/4/0
0/27/73
0/15/85
0/27/73
0/0/100
0/9/91
0/0/100
46 /46 /9
0/55/46

55/36/0/0/9
12/31/58
0/9/91
4/12/85
0/4/96
12/27/62
0/15/85
19/77/4
8/31/62

0.47
0.45
0.61
0.42
0.51
0.19
0.17
0.17
0.31

th i (Interquartile range) or %
MNA-SF, mini nutritional assessment-short form
x *ME. Fisher DEEMEVE, v~V F4 v P =D UMBE



£ 3. STKEIEE LA D DVS L L a <= 7D Y & 0B

First tertile Second tertile Third tertile
DVS 0-4 DVS =5 DVS 6-10 p-value
(n=10) (n=12) (n=15)
HIAEDKTH Y (%) 19 24 35 0.58
I DIETH Y (%) 14 0.90
YL ax=T oD Y (%) 14 0.90

x 2 HE



# 4. KA 1 WH & 3 FIH oM

RERE 1 [ H AR EIEE 3 W H p-value

RE (kg) 49.0 (39.4-53.4) 50.1 (41.0-54.5) <0.01
Body mass index (kg/m?) 19.1 (17.1-21.7) 20.0 (17.5-22.1) <0.01
5L LI EAFE (cm) 31.0 (29.0-33.3) 31.6 (28.8-33.0) 0.33
BIARRIET (5 < S EEER, B 34 cm K, ZH 33 cm K, %) 78 76 1.00
#1 (kg) 22.0 (18.0-28.5) 21.0 (18.0-29.5) 0.55
AR (B, Bk 28 kg A, 2ot 18 kg K, %) 30 30 1.00
PALARZTDEECDH Y (%) 30 27 1.00
MNA-SF (score) 11 (10-13) 11 (10-13) 0.14
MNA-SF §#ifi (R / at risk / (K2, %) 37/58/5/ 45/55/0 0.13
fREEREE (RS AW/ BHF VRS AW/ 525 /THRV/ RV, %) 5/26/32/29/8 3/16/37/29/16 0.08
AT R (R / 20N / -0l fE / i )E, %) 0/21/55/24 8/11/50/32 0.80
FECEE (A / Rk /€A / HE/ 2 ofh. %) 61/32/3//3/3 61/32/5/0/3 0.32
HRZVERL GEFIC o Tw 3 /A LIR->TWw3 /o T, %) 8/32/61 11/16/74 0.21
By JEFEICH->T W2 /D LE->Tw3 /WoTwiaw, %) 0/13/87 8/8/84 0.16
HOYINE GEHICl>Tw3 /D LE-Tw2 /HoTwiw, %) 3/16/82 5/11/ 84 1.00
B8 JEEICH->T w3 /P LE>TWS /WoTWnRw, %) 0/3/97 0/11/90 0.08
PFEL EHICH-oTw3 /P LI->TWwE /HoTwawn, %) 8/24/68 11/13/76 0.53
PRER T GEF IR oTw3 /A LE>TWw 2 /IloTwni, %) 0/11/90 0/8/92 0.56
FRIWBHEERE P L7z / 2kl /8L 7=, %) 29/66/5 8/58 /34 <0.01
b (BRUEDE /I HB/72Fcdd /o720, %) 0/5/40/55 0/3/34/63 0.16

rhgfifi (Interquartile range) or %

MNA-SF, mini nutritional assessment short form

e 5L B EEHARD A n=37

x 2HE. McNemar #iiE, Wilcoxon O fF 5 £ AN AR E



K 5. SFIRERE 1 HH L 3 HHOKREREDLZL

3 [l H MR TR iy

KEIRAE R AT At risk s
| EH KEIRRE BT 29% 8% 0%
I A s s e At risk 16% 42% 0%
SRRTIREN e 0% 5% 0%

x 2 g p<0.01



Body mass index (kg/m?)

BMIZ{LE (%)
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2. BMI o1t

BM | oZ4t
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0<0.01
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B 99% FRfE 101%  FRE 105%
(min 90% - max 103%)  (IQR 100% - 103%)  (IQR 102% — 110%)

B ZA7 L =yl
(n=3) (n=22) (n=13)

3E B REHER O THENRE BT
3 [l I FA RS AR o S B AT RRFANNC X 5 BMIZE (LK o Mol



% 6. HMKEITE 1 HH & 3 FH OGS X UREHE

REEE 1 [ H AR ERE 3 EH  p-value

—HOBHREEE (o7 BRVHbH 2 /1,2[8 /2,38 /HH 3 £, %) 0/0/8/92 0/0/5/95 0.32
FEOEI (o7 B2 VHbH 2 /1,20 /2,3 [0 /HH 3 £, %) 0/0/16/84 0/0/11/90 0.32
ZER & (100 g A / 100 g / 150 g / 200 g, %) 16 /26/47/11 3/42/42/13 0.17
ME (EovEDY /B BRIGEEO R OEE / fMilhge LT, %) 0/24/55/21 5/16/47/ 32 0.56
KGR (4 MoK /4,58 / 6 LAE, %) 8/42 /50 11/34/55 0.74
R ((EfCTH 5, %) 29 29 1.00
fEREE D (B Y, %) 37 34 1.00
Bl (BHME /EIic45H/E12H/ A 1,20/ 8KE R, %) 21/3/8/3/66 21/0/8/3/68 0.67
BUE (W >Tnb /ol /Wb, Y, %) 5/18/76 5/18/176 1.00
BES) (1A L/ A 1,200 /A1 [E /8Eic 2 BIEAE/12IEEH, %) 26/3/16/24/32 34/8/11/24/24 0.08
SLHAERE (Eickml / A 1,208 /M1 /23Hic 1\ /1gEAEH, %) 5/3/11/45/37 5/3/18/37/37 0.40
fFE&Hw (B3, %) 95 95 1.00
BEOWE (TE W/ EBLLPLWVAETERY/ o0 0wIETES/ TES, %) 3/13/42/42 5/0/34/61 <0.01
BIEOE (& 7w/ BFEV R/ H2REDL /72 SAHD, %) 5/24/58/13
3 B HA& T EFD KA (%)

bz ikeid Lo &85 24

SFEbICRWELARDb T 40

I RWA LR b7z 37

x 2FE. McNemar #iE, Wilcoxon O fF5 £ AR E
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4. DVS o #IHH D24l



2k (n=38) Bt (n=14) T (n=24) ~1EH

B A B ~3[ElE
10 100 100 L
wEfE-1RE # wEEoraE ) # W1 RE §§ f
:
49 - A%a 44 - A8& 50 44 - A%q 0 5
18 (%)
24 4 AT - KEHE R AR RERE
W REEHR Wb RAEHR
o3t E T R

5. XBMDIZITHHERZZEOHGOE



DVSiE =

p<0.01

8B 5 (IQR 4-7)
REEE 1 [EH

6. DVS G 021t

FRfE 7 (IQR 5-8)

REEE 3 [EH






