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A New Nutritional Assessment Method in Patients with

Oral and Macxillofacial Malignancies
Guo Chuanbin, Ma Daquan, Zhang Kuihua
School of Stomatology, Beijing Medical University
Abstract
Combined subjective and objective nutritional assessment were performed on adimission in 127 patients with oral
and maxillofacial malignancies. On the basis of the nutritional assessment result, three typical nutritional parameters-
body weight(BW) (x;), mid-upper arm circumference (MAC) (x.), and hand grip strength (HGS) (x;) were used
to establish a new nutritional assessment method that was developed by a computer-based discriminant analysis. The
established models are as follows: y,=—1264+1.09 x,+1. 34 x,+0. 23 x;
y:=—95.6340.96 x;+1.17 x,+0. 19 x,
The new nutritional assessment correlates well with the combined subjective and objective nutritional assessment
with total agreement rate of 88. 2% . With its simplicity and accuracy, the new nutritional assessment deserves a wide

application in clinical situation.
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