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[HE] HE RN EE DR (PEG) XA W F AT B A W I e &8 F R, ik
JB AT TR BHIIR B 43 14T PEG 357 19 BB I R OB, AR 3T 3 iR R LRI A 7 i 2 45 SR % PEG A
A ARG BRI R A R T g IR IR SR AR A 245 X R PEG AR ARG S IR 488 (WML 21 & (MK
I3 BV K IS AR KT LS FT U FKTAF ) 4T Fe 3 I/ Be I AR 20 1Y) PEG AR5 I & 5E
KB ETWIRER T 00T, 8 5 PEG RATAHLL , &S 451 WoR PEC ARG B E I Wi it e
TR R FEAR (75.0% vs 25.0% ,P<0.05) , {H B35 ARET ARG 28 B8 3BT LA (91.7% vs 83.3% ) FASAR Xt
FE(66.7% vs 25.0% ) BRI R 22 3 G027 X (P>0.05) ; PEG R AT ARG B E 86 (ML E G
KIE(121.0217.1) g/L vs (119.4+12.7) g/L ML B K (63.3+4.3) ¢/L vs (62.8+6.2) g/L ML 12 K
T (36.5+3.5) g/L vs (36.3+3.9) ¢/L MLIEHT 18 /KT (218.9£61.8) ¢/L vs (216.0£70.0) ¢/L # ., 22 7 058
P25 L (P>0.05) . PEG ARSI &AM K AE 3 H 23.3% ;A B ADULEL B 9.3% (1) 1 F R & 56 4 4 1 2 fig
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J1,16.3% R ERER N E O HEERE ), &it
L PE AN &,
(€335 ) ] =

BEHA; ERRL

£ BL Ij\] %ﬁ % &N 7k ( percutaneous endoscopic gastrostomy ,
PEG) JERE M BES | 5 T, 2R Bk 27 ) i P, AR 5l
B i E SR T IRy By, BEEAFsE Xt PEG & Akt
FIRIROUFAE S, X PEG J5 A7 WA ) RE S 75 B0 1 A 58 20
HE o ABFFEIBIE 3T T PEG X i 7 WA B 0 8 35 14 7 A 2
RE LB FRRDLA 1T, BURE T

XREFE

— WEEXT 4

ATERRE : O [ J7 &5 T 3000 6 WA 2 BE A5 2 i it
IR M Sk SR T A S5 4 5 Q)77 A 7 A PR M7 3 AL
EINRE M AR ;OB BELE>1 M H AR BEREREHRE
T @R 32 20 2 e B i OR ;@B B g R Z

HERR bR . D ABEHTC & PEG % ; Q7 BETH 32 22 Bz N 45
HiEA,

PEHL 2011 4E 7 A = 2016 4F 6 AfEREMERIGY A4 £
WARAE N LTS T AT PEG A9 B3 43 ), Hodh 38 36 4], % 7
1] AEY 14~90 2,1 (57.6219.6) % AEBemf (] 29~ 192 d; H:
RS A R 41 1] (95.3%) , /D EIHARE B H 2 f)
(4.7%) s BPESR IR 85 17 41 (39.5% ) , ELAEBRIBRIT 4 19
%i1(44.2%) ,7 191(16.3% ) & R BUH G 4L i &30 6 90
T WHAHSC LR 7 4 Ak M S DI TF 838 A 17 B1(39.5%) . 238
AT PEG ARy B [H) BE BR & 5 AR5 R B[R] Ry 121 ~ 256 d, 17
PEG A f) 75 A i 15 £ 5 B R Pl 28 L3R 1, ARTFSE b 1L
KRS = BEBE R 2 AR B 51 2,
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PEG AT LBt v WA e £ A8 25 O A7 A S A, RGBSR

R 43 PIAE R B ISR o AL A

JE R A Al [ELkA MR (%)
I I P 2 e 16 37.2
IR i A 9 20.9
ERIE BT AR S 6 14.0
Ji5 A S MG 3 7.0
e it A A9 3 7.0
LS NE] 1 23
Wb 29 AR 1 2.3
EEBIEAG 1 2.3
NP U2 ST I 1 23
SMERR O A B 1 2.3
FN I 1 2.3

BRSO b

WA P R D 5 2 L B 30 T ) o R 5308 R, f 455 4R
i M B s BRTE s A s SR RO R R R 12
Wr R A TAIFRE VI | B ERBRI ml (B 1 BR R 58 45
— e Bl B FIC SR AL PEG ARHETHI PEG AR J5 9% 57
PRI L RE L B B 1) PEG AR S5 I &0 R AR I g
L

LB FRRB B FRAIGPRIGITEAN  4E . OPEG RET ARJF 1Y
M1 H ( hemoglobin, Hb) 7K 3, 1E # {8 41 55 P 120~ 160 ¢/L,
Mk 110~ 150 g/L; @ IfiL ¥ & 2 13 ('serum total protein, STP) 7K
- IEHAE R 60~ 80 /L @I IE 1 4 (albumin, ALB) /K-, IE
HAEHR =35 ¢/L; @Il 1 F 2 [ (prealbumin, PA ) 7K, IEH#
{849 200~ 400 mg/L,

2 A7 M ) RE « 2R FH AT A W 15 52 46 25 ( videofluroscopic swal-
lowing study, VFSS) "' AT 77 D REEA , A FITE M £ 5 X6 R
AR B (535000 1 SXF R 2 X R 3 5% L)) 19
RIAEL
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T Y S ARG A kL e 609 i TR IR B9 ( 200 ¢ ALK 5
286 ml KB il 11 A% ) XoF EF , -5 A [5] 4538 198 268 [ 308 ol B A
A MR EE I 40 5, Horp 1 S U3 A 60% B R TR 2 R
50 ml,2 “5XF LA 60% B FR BT 50 ml JinABE TR 15 o)
il B B e R BRI 4, 3 5% EEFRI A 609% i ik BUTR B V50 ml
JIAEE BB 30 ¢ PR RER DGR & ¥, 5 Toshiba DBA-
300 FUIE P AUR E Ml X RHLIE TS kA, KA Bk
W T B 1.2 3 St LFEH &Y 3.5 # 10 ml, {8 #
PR 3 ml & AR B I R0 D052 ke A 20T B3, P B A R R R
WG R —XF L ks b AT i A, SR B RS 5 R R
St LLAERD 30 Mot i) R0 S R A B DE A T A R e R R AT
ST

3ARMIE LA IEAY - 2 IR H R o) B i R K A
FEAXE LR AR AT RE AT T TLAR A 65 0 1R W (5 0% Mk S
I FBEMER T (TEER R ) o

= Gk

i SPSS 13.0 WSS T 844 XF B A5 5008 47 48 122 0 i
REER T EREIRM IEZS A 2R (7+s) Feom, 4 18] LR H
X Gk ¢ 56 AN R AN IE 785 4 A 2R FH A A5 85 ( O 4 o7 25 )
BE ) $ A, 2 1) Bb A SR IC ) ) Bk AN 56 5 1 00 L R 3R
AN 4L BE A SR FH I X X RS 5, P<0.05 3 22 S A S 32

# R

— PEG RATHIAR G B & 1 EFRE bR

34 41(79.1% ) & F PEG ARHI 7~ 13 d 58 M & I8 br ki
2, H 16 BlIRE T PEG RJF 11~32d EAE FRiEnE 4,
X 16 Bl #F 1) PEG AT AR J5 5 I 48 bn BR R 1 L3k 2,
PEG ARHi Hb STP ALB & PA /K76 1E % {8 R, PEG RJ5F Hb
KRR T 1E %, STP ,ALB K PA /K F-HI1E I % {6 [, PEG A&
BI5 PEG RJ5 HE:, 22 ST G 575 L (c {H 5510 0.582,
0.310.0.188.0.146, P>0.05) ,

Fz2 16 HlEH PEC RIS RIGHEFRIEIR LI

451 B% Hb(g/L)  STP(g/L) ALB(g/L) PA(mg/L)
PEG AR 16 121.0£17.1  63.3:x4.3  36.5+3.5 218.9+61.8
PEG RJG 16 119.4£12.7 62.8#6.2  36.3+3.9  216.0+70.0

= PEG RETFIA G 70 1 A A

26 $1(60.5% ) 35 T PEG AT 10~56 d 58 i 7 W 15 52 £
7,14 il F T PEG RJF 28~99 d 58 )W A A (KRG 14
Bl A 2 BIFE PEG RATARITHEMEZKGA) . R ARF
Y52 AT Y R 1 R Ol 12 B, R R A R R IR O LR
3. PEG ARHG, 1 1.2 Fl 3 5XF HLFI4T VFSS #r i, 12 i &
FANTRIRE LU R 2 1R R 22 B B TR = L (P>0.05) ;
PEG ARJ5 1 H 1 51 3 5% Lb i, B A= R 5514
83.3% 25.0% , ¥ PEG AR [F] — % b 5 46 25 B 09 ( 7390 4
91.7%F 66.7% ) A PR {022 R L2 L (P>0.05) ;1M
PEG ARJGHH 2 5% LUK A 8 35 A9 IR IR N 25.0% , B A%
F PEG RHi1(75.0%) , HZ 56 Gt # & L (P<0.05) . PEG R
J& M 2 50 3 5% HUFRIAG A 1Y) B A TR U R R B R AT

1 5% UG A 45 5 (P<0.01)

F3 12 BIEH PEG RATHAIA G AR LR 2 i
TR L

1 5% L] 2 EXT LA

3 S0 LE5H)

215 B R RMCR RN ERR R R
Bk (%) B% (%) B% (%)

PEG AT 12 11 91.7 9 75.0 8 66.7
PEG RJ5 12 10 83.3 3 25.0% 3 25.0°

.5 PEG RJ5 1 SXF R g, * P<0.01; 5 PEG AR —X}
LKA L, P P<0.05

= \PEG RJ5 I &4E S 4

43 il FE PEG R 12~ 134 d S K FE R 10 4] ( &
23.3%) , Hoi 5 Bl (11.6%) f 3 kA R BRI 2 ] (4.7%) =
UG DR ZER A 24 T2l 2R Ah 2k B s Ak BR T
JERIRA RAF, 1 H1(2.3%) 835 H PEG 187 T LIk, 1 4
(2.3%) BE T PEG 45 S0 A T LA 45 1 41 (2.3%) IR
HATH PEG &4k, FLIEE

BE BRI SR 0 B B .32 1) (74.4%) 35 58 4
% PEG BUHER;7 #1(16.3% ) BFETT LT /M2 O dkESLEE &
PEG 4 ;4 1(9.3% ) B#H MY bk PEC &, KB 4Nt E, %
Y 4 A 0 R N i D A RER R JE | T AR
VIR A 5 FA Sk 1L 5 AV i R0, P 4R IR S 51.8 B R B
PEG %t I B[] K 157 d.

5 I

PEG R EXEFMARGELEIREE LM (>4 ) NESR
SRRV IR 5 30 A S X Gy o 2 A A A R
R ERE B RS 6 A JG1E% PEG, EMAHF" &
N, BRI AL AR AT W PR 1 2R 3 PEG 1T B4 26 0 (9 s ] 43 1)
F1~6 A 1~20 A RN PEG BFEl, AT AR
MR & PEG 763K E 2 B B AL, A A R B R B &
G ON Y  R [E LW N -2 R S e
PEG WF7,

B SRR X B R AR IR 1) 4 A, (0 B A P A A SC B
ST 14 A LR A 3 B PEG AR S AR D BEDEA T P-AL AR 18
Terai "4 A8 W 3 524G A5 FH T B AR AR AR JE & 19 PEG R
RIPEAL, AR B R A I i A A 4T PEG R AT &R G
BE A RESE T L, BB PEG RJGBE T UL 2 B4 He s
AT T IR R A2 2N [ T 1.3 5% R 2 i R R ke A 3
ToHA A, Ui PEG RS BE A RTIREFR K E . 2 Z Xt
LU AR & AE T BT B 4 SRR A« o 28 Y 1 7 A e i A 3
BRI BT 2 AR DR 8 T, 1 0B 1 b R T A R i 0 B A
TG BE R B RS S B A e Ak

LN IHGE PEG B4 7 W BE S U254 AT il 15 3
BAETWHIREMIKE , SAB A EL, HoTae A . O
PEG AR i T 1 AHES S A5 A B, A AT A il s E I
2 R A F IE R RS i @PEG ARG 3 il 48 1 & A2 1L
A BRE A2 )11 e 1% 0] 00560 58 4 o 384 0, 78 ) 1 48 v U R
QPEG Bl AT 7 (8, 55 7T LA f b g A 2B 38 Rt 2536 37
HHRTRHRE

AR AR AN R Wang 26 BURFSEIN R, PEG 55 8 H 1R
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FHARLE , 225 TG 2 L (P>0.05) , B PEG F5: H &
PR s A B FR R0, Sadasivan 55 XoF 3k 2503 i e
BE R EFRBUIATII S, Z B PEG AR5 1, B0 s A&
FIZKOF LT 2R K | R S G A LM L, 25 S G 12
L (P>0.05) ;PEG ARJF 6 Ji, BBH [ M LT 8 (K7 |
T, T ML A RS IGHE I, B PEG RS I A B 5
R CE T BEANER B, ARBFST R, PEG RAET(1~2 ) ARJF
(3~5 J8) JBRAE ML | VR L3 AR 1 5 SR e An 22
SIGIT#E X (P>0.05) , HILALEIEHIEFIN, UL PEG 5
5 EHRENGE B B TR HE N PEG 1YL A
%, 5 A 58 AR —5

ARWFFTINERE] PEG 1Y H WIE R AE A5 B IR 5 111 A 2
Wik PEG %Ak 3G9 LA %N 23.3% , 5 F 745
A AL A H LT KRE U 1 Bl EATIR R PEG &, &
BRAWRE ., FRIFREHER, SXELA B S PEG
ARG,

AWFFEH 4 41(9.3% ) B EH MK ER PEG &, WK E B %
HEE;7 4 (16.3%) BFIRE T o4& O, (HARRREE
Crisan Z517THN Tekenstein 2601 #4590 R A /N I AS AR R
W B PEG & KA 2 DR B E R, A5, 4 41
FRE IR R e A R N AR 2 A i A R MR L
T SRR B ERR LN,

25 1Tk, PEG A F T2 WA ) 58 B &2 31 25, 7 Bl 3% 78 Rk
BT T 5 B A AR AR 2, ELIF A /D, T 4R Sy 7 W B i 28
K E TR LR E e, AFEAY AR L 2 A e FREAS 4
/N, LN BRI 5, 478 SR AS S5 8 M AT BRI e R R Ay, T
— TR ERT S, % PEG AR5 2 B D BE A Fomk
SLBCEG U HEA T R, AGE SR AT M i 5 PEG AR il PRIV .
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