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Abstract: Introduction: With advancing age, the risk of developing nutritional deficiencies increases.
Malnutrition can lead to functional dependency, increases morbidity, mortality, and greater use of health
care resources.

Goal: The goal of our study was to assess the nutritional risk among recently hospitalized elderly in
Secondary healthcare systems by the NSI screening tool and assess indicators of anthropometry
assessment in nutritionally different groups.

Materials and Methods: To the study were enrolled 411 hospitalized elderly patients in secondary
healthcare systems. The study protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee of the HSUM, and written
informed consent was obtained from all study participants. The nutritional status was classified by the
NSI (Nutrition Screening Initiative) into: high risk of malnutrition, moderate risk of malnutrition and without
malnutrition (adequate).

Results: Among the assessed elderly, 8.03% had adequate nutritional status; 32.85% were at a risk of
malnutrition and 59.12% were at a moderate risk of malnutrition. Some anthropometric variables such
as weight, abdominal circumference, calf and mid-arm circumference assessed were significantly more
deteriorated among the malnourished individuals. Among the NSI variables tooth loss/ mouth pain (21.6%),
eating few fruits or vegetables or milk products (14.3%), chronic iliness (13.8%), multiple medicines (13.4%)
or economic hardship (11.3%) were found as the risk of malnourished elderly.

Conclusion: There is an interrelationship between the nutritional status of the elderly and some
anthropometric variables.
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YHpacnan: Xoon TaxaanumiiH 6angan 600 HacTaH XyH
aMbIH 3pYYN M3HAWIT TOOOPXOWOrY YHACSH OANronT
oM. XOONn TIKIAMMAH AyTan ragar 6on 34 3CWIH
X3paryaa OOMOH X00Moop aBy Oy LIMM TIXKIINUIAH
X3P3rN3sHMI X00pOoHA TOHLBIPTAM Oangan angargax
Oue maxboaua waapanaratain Oaiiraa Xaparuaar
XaHrax Yapaxryi Oairaaraac yycd Oariraa amrar

Garigan oM [1]. Xoon TaX33/MMH JyTan SMrar Hb
HacTaH XyH amMblH AyHA an6ar Toxvonggor. CyynmiH
YeuriH cyaanraaHyyaan 65-aac 433l HacTan HacTanz
16%, 85-aac noaw Hacta HactaHg 20% Hb xoon
TOXKIIMUIAH yTanTan Oanraa 6ereeq aH3 Gangan Hb
npax 30 kung ecex xaHanarartar racaH T00 6apumTyya
bangar [2].
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HactaHg xoon TaXsanuilH AyTtan yycax apcaanuir
yHangar AMepkuiiH Xoomn cyananbliH - HUArMIAaT,
OpPXVMH  3MY  HapblH  HUWAMAMNAr,  YHOASCHWNA
HacxXunT cyananbiH - Hururamnaryygaac 1990 oHa
fonoBcpyynaH rapracaH XoOoN TAX33NWUWH JyTang
xyprax apcganuiir yHangar (Nutritional Screening
Initiative (NSI)) copun Hb axmap HacTan Xoon
TOKIANUIAH AyTan YyCax SPCAdMUIAr TOQOPXOWnaor
Gereef yr aMraruiir 3pT UApyynax 30puaroop OoH
yncag epreH xaparnaragar apra tom [3].  HacTHbl
XOOMN TIXIANWUNH JyTan yycoxand Hemeemnx Oyw
3pPCOANT XYYMH 3YWNCYYAUAr 3PT YHIIMK, TOOOPXOM
apra xamxa3 aBCHaap HacTaH XyH aMj YYCCaH apxar
©BYHUI AMUMITTI3HUIA MEHEXMEHTUIAT GONoBCPYyynax,
TSOHWI caliH caxaH Gananbir xagranax, aMmbaparnbiH
YaHapbIr caxpyynaxag YarnarasHa [4, 5].

3opunro: Opyyn maHaunH |l watnanbiH 3MHaMarT
X3BT3H 3MUNyYIDK Oy HaCTHyy[ad XOOmN TIHKIINUIH
AyTan yycax 3pCAdMUIAr YHAMmK, OueniH 6snapbiH
X3MXK33CYYATa XONOOoH cyanax

3opunrt:

1. Opyyn maHAauiH |l waTtnanbiH SMHANAIT X3BTAH
3AMUNYYIMK By HACTHBI XOOM TIXI3MMUIAH XOMCAO0N
YYC3X 9PCANMIAT YHINIX,

2. Xoomn TOXIANMMAH JyTan yYycax 9pCAdNMUIH
Gangnaap Anraataé  HacTHyyAblH  GueniH
BANOPbIH XAMXKIACYYAUVH  3apUM  Y3YYIaNTUIr
XapbLyynaH cygnax.

Matepuan, apra 3yn: Cyganraar Har arlUMHMMiAH
cypanraaHbl 3arBapaap XvMcaH 6a yr cypanraaHa
HUACNANWUIH S QYYPrvAH 3pYYN MAHAWNH HAranyyAss
X3BTOH 9MuUnyyncoH 55-aac gaaw HacHbl 254
3MarTan, 60-aac A33wWw HacHbl 157 9parTon HacTaHr
OMWYUC-nitH BroaHaraaxbiH EC 3yiiH XOpOOHbI
36BLUGBPNUIH  Aaryy cydanraaHf  oponuor4gooc
TaHWyrncaH 3eBLUGPNMINH XyyAcaap 36BLUeepen aBy,
CalH OypblH YHOC3H A33P XaMpyyrncaH.

CyganraaHg Oponuory HacTHbl XOOM TIKIANMIH
6ananbir Xo0n TIKINUAH JyTang Xyprax apCAdnunr
yHangar Nutritional Screening Initiative  (NSI)
COpUINOOP YH3MC3H. bBuag MeH Xoonm T3X33MuiiH
Gangnbir unTrax OuennH GoauT  XAMXKI3CYyaunr
(6rennH xuH, eHgep, byranra, Lyy, X3BMWIH TOWPOT)
X3MXC3H. HacTHbI apbCaH JOOPX 8exneruir kanunep
Garaxuir awwurnad GyranraHbl 60noH ganaH [oopx
apbcaHg xamxcaH. CyaanraaHbl axIblH YP OYHIUAH
cTaTucTuk 6onosepyynanteir SPSS 11.5, Microsoft
Excel nporpaMmmyyabir awurnaH Xuik CTaTUCTUK
ayHoax xamxa3 (M), gyHpax xasannt (SD), Har
XYUMH 3YNNWIAH BapuauuiH winHxknirad (ANOVA),
YH3H MaragnanbiH (p) KpUTepu 33par y3yynanTyyauir
raprax XycHarT, rpaduk, Auarpammaap 3sypar
OYPCRanuiar UNapxXunnaB.

MOHTIOJIbIH AHATAAX YXAAH, 2011, 2 (156)

Yp AyH, xanuamxk: CypanraaHg amartanm 55-aac
099LW, aparTan 60-aac gasw HUAT 411 axmag HacTaH
XamparacaHbl OyHgax Hac 67.27+8.62 »wun 6GaliB.
Cypanraang xampargarcgopir - JOMB-uiiH  HacHsbl
aHrunaneiH garyy 55-59 (n=89), 60-74 (n=235), 75-91
(n=90) racaH 3 Bynart aHruncaH. Opartandyya 38.2%
(157), amartanuyya 61.8%(254) a3amx bans.

Cypanraanbl gyHraac xapaxag NSI oHooHbl garyy
XOO~ TIKINMUIH Bangang YHINraa Xuiixk y33axag Xoorn
TOXI3MUAH ayTanryi HactaH 8.03% (n=33), ayrtan
yycax apcoanton HactaH 32.85% (n=135), paytan
YYC3X eHOdep apcasnTan HactaH 59.12% (n=243)
339k 6annaa. bua cynanraang xampargarcgag xoon
TOXKIIMUAH AyTan WNpPYyngar OfnoH yncag XynasH
3eBweeperaceH MNA copwunoop aytanm wnpaaryi
148 HacTaHg NSI copmnoop Xoon TaKISNUIAH ayTang
XYPrax 9pCAnur yHamaH y3axag 21.6% (n=32) Hb
XOOmn TIKIANMAH OGangan xaBuiH, 52.7% (n=78)
XOON TIXKIAMMAH AyTan yycax apcaantan, 25.7%
(n=38) HacTaH X0O0n TAKINMUWH AyTanTanh Yycax
eHAep apcaanTai baliraa MXa3axaH aHxaapan Tarax
acyynan 6ok 6aHa. Xoon TaMKIAMMUIAH gyTan yycax
3pCAdNMIAH  GananbIr XyWCTIM XapbLyynaH y3Ban
XOOI TIHKIAMUIAH AiyTan Yycax 3pCAan ap aM XyWcaHa
Anraatai 6angan axurnargcanryi (p=0.565).

X0oon TIRKIANMIAH AyTan yycax 3pcadnvinH Gangan,
X00n Tax33anunH aytan Hb  (Figure 1) Hac axumx
TyTam CTaTUCTMK YHOH Maragnanrtan uxacax OanHa
(r=0.377, p<0.0001).
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Figure 1. Malnutritional risk and age correlation

Bug cypanraaHg xampargcaH HacTaHryygbeir Xoon
TOXKIIMUAH  AyTan yycax apchanuiH  Gangneir
OveniiH 3apum  6OONT XIMXKIICUIAH Y3YYNaNTyyanIr
X3AMXUH BYN3r XOOPOHABIH Sinraar Har Xy4YuH 3yNnninH
BapvauuiiH  wnHxunrasHni - (ANOVA)  apraap
TOOOPXONNoOXoa OuAHUA X3IMXKCOH OueuniH Gogut
X3MKIICWIH y3yynanTyyd 6yra cratuctuk maragnan
Oyxun anraatav 6annaa (Table 1).
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Table 1. Anthropometric measurements of elders in different nutritional groups

Nutritional risk score

Anthropometry Normal Moderate risk High risk ANOVA
Weight (kg) 68.29+8.67 69.58+13.01 60.02+12.89 p<0.0001
BMI (kg/m?) 26.99+3.55 27.1345.02 24.19+4.05 p<0.0001
Abdominal circumference (cm) 89.94+9.04 90.33+12.76 83.40 £12.72 p<0.0001
Mid-arm circumference (cm) 26.67+2.27 25.98+3.68 24.05+3.06 p<0.0001
Calf circumference (cm) 32.18+2.08 31.53+2.88 30.0316.37 p=0.007
Triceps skinfold (mm) 13.2445.37 14.1045.85 11.3814.63 p<0.0001

NSI acyymxaap xoonmonTtog Heneemx  Oyin
3PCOdMYYONIAT YHIMSH XOOM TIXI3NUNH AyTan yycax
XYPrax Oy Xy4uH 3yAncumr CyanaH y3axaa Ly yHax,
aMHbl X6HAWNH 6BYMH 21.6%, XYHCHUIA 5 HAp TOPNWIH
OYTI3rAdXYYHUIAr XOHOTWMIH XOOMOHAO0O XaHranTTau

Eat alone most of time
Involuntary weight loss
Elder years above age 80
Eating pooly
Reduced social contact
Needs assistance in self care
Economic hardship
Multiple medicines
Disease

Eat fewer fruits, vegetables
Tooth loss/ mouth pain

X3parnax Yagaxryi Gariraa 6avigan 14.39%, apxar
Xyyd amraryyounH OGavpgan 13.8%, OMOH 3SMMIAH
x3parnad 13.4%, caHxyyruiiH 6apxwaan 11.3% Gairaa
Hb XOOJ TOXIINMNIAH lyTana Xyprax YHAC3H 3pcasnyyan
6ok Ganraa He xapargax 6anna (Figure 2) .
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Figure 2. Risk factors affecting the elder’s malnutrition

bugHuii cyganraaraap X00Nn TAXIANWAH  AyTang
Xyprax apcganunr yHanaar NSI copunoop HacTHbI
XOON TIXKIANMAH Banignbir yHAMaH y33xag 32.85%
(n=135) x00Nn TIKIANMIAH OyTan YYCrax 3pCa3MTaN,
eHgep apcpantan  59.12% (n=243)-wiir Tyc TyC
339k Oaliraa Hb Postner HapbiH AHY-g xuiicaH
cypanraatam xapbuyynaxag Aaywk 6anHa. Xoon
TOKIAMUMAH OyTan yycax 3pCOdNT XYUWH 3ynnyyauinr
XapbLyynaH y3axag bugHui cyaanraani wyg yHax,
aMHbl X6HOWNH ©BYMH, XYHCHMA 5 H3p TepnuviH
BYTI3rAdXYYHUIAr XOHOTWMIH XOOMOHAO0O XaHranTTau
X3parnax 4vagaxryn Oaviraa Gampan, apxar Xxyyd
aMraryyaunH 6aigan, onoH aMUIAH X3Parnad 3aunH
3aCruinH XyHa 6aranbiH TOXMONA0N UMyYTal Heneemx

Garixag [99pX cydanraaHp OfioH SMUIMH X3parnasg,
raHuaapaa x0Onnofor, eepese X00M00 NAIXK, X000
O3NTraX,  XYHCHUA  BGYTIArAaXYYH33  Lyrnyynx
Yyagaxryn, XYHCHWIM 5 HAp TepnuiH GyTaaraaxyyHunr
XOHOTWIH XOOMOHA00 XaHranTTan Xaparnax Yagaxryn
bainraa Gaignyyn axHuii 6arpyyasir 333k 6ariHa [6].
OH3 Hb MaHaii yNncbiH xenkun byypaii, axmag HacTHbI
HWArMWIAH xamraanansiH 6ognoro cyn Galraaraac
WwanTraanx 6aix 6o5ox oM.

OyrHant:

1. Cypanraanp xampargcaH axmag HacTHyyAblH
8.03% (n=33) xo00n TAKIBMUMH AyTaNrywn,
32.85% (n=135) xoon TKINMMNH OyTan yycax
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apcaanTan, 59.12% (n=243) xoononTblH gQyTan
YYC3X eHaep apcaanTtan bannaa.

2. Xoon  TOXIINUAH Gavignaap gnraatam
HacCTHYYyAbIH GUEniH BOOUT X3MXKISCUAH 3apUM
Y3YYIAMTUAr  xapbLyynaH  y39Xxd4  HaCTHbI
BueniiH xuH, BXXW, xaBnuitH Toripor GyranraHsbl
Tovipor, WWNG3HWMI Tonmpor, OyranraHbl 60MoH
[anaH [OOPXN 66X6eH 34MWIAH 3y3aaH XaMXK3acyya
CTaTUCTMK YH3H MaragnanTtan snraatan 6annaa
(p>0.0001).

3. UWya yHax, amHbl XeHAUIAH ©BYMH 21.6%, XYHCHUIA
5 HOp TepnuiiH OyT33rgaXyyYHWAr  XOHOTUIH
XOOMOHA0O0  XaHranTTal X3parnax Yagaxryn
banraa Gavigan 14.39, apxar Xyy4 amraryyauiH
barigan 13.8%, ONoH amuiiH x3parnas 13.4%,
CaHxXyyruiH 63pxwaan 11.3% 6alraa Hb xoon
TOKINUAH JyTang Xyprax YHOC3H 3pcasnyys
6ok 6anHa.

Tanapxan

Yr cypganraar rynuaTtraxag ryH Tycnanuaa y3yyncaH
WYTUC-niAH apyyn MaHZWUIAH TeBUIH nX aMY J1.01oyH,
UnHranTan ayypruviH  Opyyn MSHOUAH  HAr4JWAH
JOTpblH ux amy B.TyHranar, BasiH3ypx AyyprunH
Opyyn M3HAUAH TeBUAH ux amy  M.OwyH4nmar
6onoH gyypryyaviH axmageliH amu (b.Jonropmaa,
A.basipxxaBxnaH) HapT Tanapxan UNapxunsbe.

Howm 3yi

1. Bauer, J.M. and C.C. Sieber, [Significance and
diagnosis of malnutrition in the elderly]. Z Arztl
Fortbild Qualitatssich, 2007. 101(9): p. 605-9.

MOHTIOJIbIH AHATAAX YXAAH, 2011, 2 (156)

Han, Y., S. Li, and Y. Zheng, Predictors of
nutritional status among community-dwelling
older adults in Wuhan, China. Public Health Nutr,
2009. 12(8): p. 1189-96.

Charlton, K.E., T.L. Kolbe-Alexander, and
J.H. Nel, The MNA, but not the DETERMINE,
screening tool is a valid indicator of nutritional
status in elderly Africans. Nutrition, 2007. 23(7-8):
p. 533-42.

Kagansky, N., et al., Poor nutritional habits are
predictors of poor outcome in very old hospitalized
patients. Am J Clin Nutr, 2005. 82(4): p. 784-91;
quiz 913-4.

Guigoz, Y., The Mini Nutritional Assessment
(MNA) review of the literature--What does it tell
us? J Nutr Health Aging, 2006. 10(6): p. 466-85;
discussion 485-7.

Barbara Millen Posner, D., RD, Alan M. Jette, PhD,
PT, Kevin W. and M. Smith, and Donald R. Miller,
ScD, Nutrition and Health Risks in the Elderly: The
Nutrition Screening Initiative. American Journal of
Public Health, July 1993. 83(7): p. 972-978.

TaHunuax, HUlmax caHasn e2CeH:
Akademuy [f1.J1xazea



