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Physical, Mental Status and Eating Status of Convalescing Patients
| after Stroke with Gastrostomy

Koji Hara'?®, Haruka Tohara®, Izumi Kondo®, Eiichi Saito?
Takashi Higasiguchi®?, Shinya Hayasaka®, Koichiro Ueda®, Takeshi Kikutani”
Shunsuke Minakutchi? and Toshihiro Ansai®

D Gerodontology and Oral Rehabilitation, Department of Gerontology and Gerodontology, Graduate School of Medical
and Dental Sciences, Tokyo Medical and Dental University
D Department of Rehabilitation Medicine 1, School of Medicine, Fujita Health University
3>Hospita} National Center for Geriatrics and Gerontology
Y Department of Surgery & Palliative Care, School of Medicine, Fujita Health University
5 Department of Health Science, Daito Bunka University
&) Dysphagia Rehabilitation, Nihon University School of Dentistry
" Division of Oral Rehabilitation, Nippon Dental University Graduate School of Life Dentistry
®Division of Community Oral Health Science, Kyushu Dental University

Percutaneous endoscopic gastrostomy need easy operation, and gastrostomy is useful enteral nutrition for dysphagic
patients. Although the guidelines for the application of PEG are established, there are no guidelines for the resumption
of oral ingestion for patients with PEG or removal PEG. Our aim was to investigate the body function and eating status
of convalescing patients after stroke with gastrostomy by multiple centers. 133 patients (men 72, women 61) were
enrolled (mean age were 77.1 £11.3). We investigated the patients’ basic data, Japan Coma Scale ; JCS, cognitive
function, Activities of daily living ; ADL, oral hygiene, the presence of dysarthria and dysphonia, the presence of
tracheostomy, the Eating Status Scale ; ESS at the investigation (the ESS pre-Videoendoscopic evaluation of
swallowing ; VE), the presence of aspiration by VE and the desirable ESS by the result of VE (the ESS post-VE). 61.3
% of the patients lived in their home or nursing home. The cognition and ADL of most patients were poor, but more
than half of them showed favorable oral hygiene. There were many patients with dysarthria and dysphonia. 82.7% of
110 patients were evaluated as non—aspiration by VE. There was a significant difference between the ESS pre-VE and
the BSS post-VE (p<0.01). The present study showed the importance of swallowing evaluation for convalescing
patients with gastrostomy after discharge from hospital

Key words © gastrostomy, PEG, cerebral vascular disease, elderly, visiting treatment
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Development of a simple screening test for sarcopenia in
older adults

Shinya Ishii,' Tomoki Tanaka,* Koji Shibasaki,! Yasuyoshi Ouchi,® Takeshi Kikutani,*
Takashi Higashiguchi,” Shuichi P Obuchi,® Kazuko Ishikawa-Takata,” Hirohiko Hirano,®
Hisashi Kawai,® Tetsuo Tsuji* and Katsuya lijima?

"Department of Geriatric Medicine, Graduate School of Medicine, *Institute of Gerontology, The University of Tokyo. *Federation of
National Public Service Personnel Mutual Aid Associations Toranomon Hospital, *Division of Clinical Oral Rehabilitation, The Nippon
Dental University Graduate School of Life Dentistry at Tokyo, “Tokyo Metropolitan Institute of Gerontology, "Division of Health Promotion
and Exercise, National Institute of Health and Nutrition, Tokyo, and *Department of Surgery & Palliative Medicine, Fujita Fealth
University Scheol of Medicine, Toyoake City, Japan

Aim: To develop a simple screening test to identify older adults at high risk for sarcopenia.

Methods: We studied 1971 functionally independent, community-dwelling adults aged 65 years or older randomly
selected from the resident register of Kashiwa city, Chiba, Japan. Data collection was carried out between September
and November 2012, Sarcopenia was defined based on low muscle mass measured by bioimpedance analysis and
either low muscle strength characterized by handgrip or low physical performance characterized by slow gait speed.

Results: The prevalence of sarcopenia was 14.2% in men and 22.1% in women. After the variable selection
procedure, the final model to estimate the probability of sarcopenia included three variables: age, grip strength and
calf circumference. The area under the receiver operating characteristic curve, a measure of discrimination, of the final
model was 0.939 with 95% confidence interval (CI) of 0.918-0.958 for men, and 0.909 with 95% CI of 0.887-0.931
for women. We created a score chart for each sex based on the final model. When the sum of sensitivity and specificity
was maximized, sensitivity, specificity, and positive and negative predictive values for sarcopenia were 84.9%, 88.2%,
54.4%, and 97.2% for men, 75.5%, 92.0%, 72.8%, and 93.0% for women, respectively.

Conclusions: The presence of sarcopenia could be detected using three easily obtainable variables with high
accuracy. The screening test we developed could help identify functionally independent older adults with sarcopenia
who are good candidates for intervention. Geriatr Gerontol Int 2014; 14 (Suppl. 1): 93-101.

Keywords: disability, rehabilitation, sarcopenia, screening, sensitivity and specificity.

Introduction have been vigorously sought and some interventions,

such as resistance training in combination with nutri-

Sarcopenia is a syndrome characterized by progressive
and generalized loss of skeletal mass and strength with
aging.! A recent realization that sarcopenia is associated
with a risk of adverse events, such as physical disability,
poor quality of life and death, has provided significant
impetus to sarcopenia research.! Effective interventions
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tional supplements, appear promising.”™ It is also
becoming apparent that interventions might be more
effective early rather than late in the course when
patients develop physical disability or functional depen-
dence.** The early stage in the course of sarcopenia (i.e.
without loss of physical or functional independence)
might therefore represent a valuable opportunity to
carry out interventions to decelerate the progress of
sarcopenia and prevent physical disability.

However, patients with sarcopenia are generally
unaware of their sarcopenic state until the gradual
decline in muscle function becomes severe enough to
be pathological, resulting in physical and functional
dependence.*® As patients are unlikely to seek medical
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attention for their sarcopenic state, population screen-
ing to detect sarcopenia before the occurrence of physi-
cal disability could improve the chance of intervention.

Currently, the recommended criteria for the diagnosis
of sarcopenia require the documentation of low muscle
mass and either low muscle strength or low physical
performance.’ Muscle mass is commonly assessed by
dual energy X-ray absorptiometry (DXA) or bioim-
pedance analysis (BIA), muscle strength with handgrip
strength, and physical performance with Short Physical
Performance Battery or usual gait speed.'” Unfortu-
nately, the feasibility of applying the recommended
diagnostic algorithm in the setting of population screen-
ing is limited by the need for special equipment
and training. Hence, a screening test for sarcopenia
simple enough to be carried out on a large scale is
required.

Using baseline data from the Kashiwa study on func-
tionally independent, community-dwelling older adults,
we designed an analysis to develop a simple screening
test for sarcopenia and examine its ability to estimate the
probability of sarcopenia.

Methods

Participants

The Kashiwa study is a prospective cohort study
designed to characterize the biological, psychosocial
and functional changes associated with aging in
community-dwelling older adults. In 2012, a total of
12 000 community-dwelling, functionally independent
(i.e. not requiring nursing care provided by long-term
care insurance) adults aged 65 years or older were ran-
domly drawn from the resident register of Kashiwa city,
a commuter town for Tokyo in Chiba prefecture, Japan,
and asked by mail to participate in the study. A total of
2044 older adults (1013 men, 1031 women) agreed to
participate in the study and comprised the inception
cohort. The sample reflected the distribution of age in
Kashiwa city for each sex.

Baseline examinations were carried out between Sep-
tember and November 2012 at welfare centers and
community centers close to the participants’ residential
area, to obviate their need to drive. A team consisting
of physicians, nurses, physical therapists, dentists and
nutritionists carried out data collection. To standardize
data collection protocol, they were given the data col-
lection manual, attended two sessions for training in
the data collection methods and carried out a rehearsal
of data collection. A total of 73 participants who
did not undergo BIA, usual gait speed or handgrip
strength measurements were excluded, leaving an
analytic sample of 1971 older adults (977 men, 994
women).
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The study was approved by the ethics committee of
the Graduate School of Medicine, The University of
Tokyo. All participants provided written informed
consent.

Sarcopenia classification and measurement of each
component of sarcopenia

We followed the recommendation of the European
Working Group on Sarcopenia in Older People
(EWGSOP) for the definition of sarcopenia.! The pro-
posed diagnostic criteria required the presence of low
muscle mass plus the presence of either low muscle
strength or low physical performance.

Muscle mass measurement

Muscle mass was measured by BIA using an Inbody 430
machine (Biospace, Seoul, Korea).* Appendicular skel-
etal muscle mass (ASM) was derived as the sum of the
muscle mass of the four limbs. ASM was then normal-
ized by height in meters squared to yield skeletal muscle
mass index (SMI) (kg/m?." SMI values lower than two
standard deviations below the mean values of young
male and female reference groups were classified as low
muscle mass (SMI <7.0 kg/m* in men, <5.8 kg/m? in
women).’

Muscle strength measurement

Muscle strength was assessed by handgrip strength,
which was measured using a digital grip strength dyna-
mometer (Takei Scientific Instruments, Niigata, Japan).
The measurement was carried out twice using their
dominant hand, and the higher of two trials (in kilo-
grams) was used for the present analysis. Handgrip
strength values in the lowest quintile were classified as
low muscle strength (cut-off values: 30 kg for men,
20 kg for women).

Physical performance measurement

Physical performance was assessed by usual gait speed.
Participants were instructed to walk over an 11-m
straight course at their usual speed. Usual gait speed
was derived from 5 m divided by the time in seconds
spent in the middle S m (from the 3-m line to the 8-m
line). Good reproducibility of this measurement was
reported previously.’ Usual gait speed values in the
lowest quintile were classified as low physical perfor-
mance {(cut-off values: 1.26 m/s for each sex).

Other measurements
Demographic information and medical history of

doctor-diagnosed chronic conditions were obtained
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using a standardized questionnaire. Physical activity was
assessed using Global Physical Activity Questionnaire
and Metabolic Equivalent minutes per week was com-
puted." Serum albumin was measured at the time of the
visit. Anthropometric measurements were obtained
with the participants wearing light clothing and no
shoes. Height and weight were measured with a fixed
stadiometer, and a digital scale and used to compute
body mass index (BMI). Upper arm, thigh and calf cir-
cumferences were measured to the nearest 0.1 cm
directly over the skin using a measuring tape with the
participant sitting. Upper arm circumference was mea-
sured at the mid-point between the olecranon process
and the acromion of the non-dominant arm with the
participant’s arm bent 90° at the elbow. Calf circumfer-
ence measurement was made at the maximum circum-
ference of the lower non-dominant leg with the
participant’s leg bent 90° degrees at the knee. Thigh
circumference was measured 15 cm above the upper
margin of the patella of the dominant leg.

Statistical analysis

All analyses were stratified by sex. Differences in par-
ticipant characteristics between those with and without
sarcopenia were examined using Student’s f-test or
Wilcoxon rank-sum test. To develop a statistical model
to estimate the probability of sarcopenia, candidate vari-
ables were selected by experts based on cost, ease of
measurement and availability of equipment to measure
them. The candidate variables included age, sex, BMI,
grip strength, and thigh, calf and upper arm circumfer-
ences. Pearson’s correlation between each component
of sarcopenia and the candidate variables was first com-
puted. We then examined the functional form of the
relationships between the variables, and the logit of
sarcopenia probability using restricted cubic spline plots
and the Wald test for linearity.”? We considered
dichotomization, square and logarithmic transforma-
tions if the Wald test for linearity was statistically sig-
nificant, rejecting the assumption of linearity.’* A
multivariate logistic regression model including all the
candidate variables (“full model”) was constructed.
Variable selection with Bayesian Information Criteria
was carried out to make the model parsimonious, and
a multivariate logistic regression model including the
variables selected (“restricted model”) was made.'® A
bootstrapping procedure was used to obtain estimates
of internal validity of the model** and to derive the final
models by correcting the regression coefficients for
overoptimism.'* The final model was presented as a
score chart to facilitate clinical application.”® The score
chart was created based on rounded values of the
shrunken regression coefficients.

The ability of each model to correctly rank order
participants by sarcopenia probability (discrimination
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ability) was assessed by the area under the receiver
operator characteristic (ROC) curve.’*'” The model fit
was verified using the Hosmer-Lemeshow goodness-of-
fit test."

There were no missing values of any variable in the
entire analytic sample.

All analyses were carried out using SAS version
9.3 (SAS Institute, Cary, NC, USA) and R stati-
stical software version 2.15.2 (R Foundation, Vienna,
Austria). Two-sided P < 0.05 was considered statistically
significant.

Results

There were 32.2% of men and 48.9% of women clas-
sified as having low muscle mass, and 14.2% of men
and 22.1% of women were classified as having
sarcopenia. The participant characteristics by the
sarcopenia status in each sex are shown in Table 1.
Those with sarcopenia were older and had smaller body
size compared with those without sarcopenia in each
sex (all £ <0.001). Those with sarcopenia were physi-
cally less active in each sex. Chronic medical conditions
were in general more prevalent in those with sarcopenia,
and a statistically significant difference was observed for
hypertension in women, stroke in men and osteoporosis
in both sexes. Serum albumin was significantly lower in
those with sarcopenia in each sex.

Table 2 shows the correlation between each compo-
nent of sarcopenia and the candidate variables. SMI was
correlated with all the variables, with the highest corre-
lation coefficient observed with calf circumference in
each sex. Usual gait speed was most highly correlated
with age, followed by grip strength and calf circumfer~
ence in the order of the magnitude of correlation, and
this finding was consistent in both sexes.

Visual inspection of the restricted cubic spline plots
and the Wald test for linearity suggested that the
variables were linearly associated with the logit of
sarcopenia probability, except for grip strength in both
sexes and upper arm circumference in women (data not
shown). However, neither dichotomization nor trans-
formation improved the model fit, and we decided to
use linear terms of these variables in the development of
statistical models.

Table 3 shows the unadjusted and adjusted associa-
tions between sarcopenia and the variables. In bivariate
analysis, all the variables were significantly associated
with sarcopenia. In multiple logistic regression with all
the variables (full model), age was positively, and grip
strength and calf circumference were inversely associ-
ated with sarcopenia, whereas BMI, thigh circumference
and upper arm circumference were not significantly
associated. Variable selection resulted in the selection of
age, grip strength and calf circumference, and the three
selected variables were significantly associated with
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