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H A T P % (Community-Acquired Pneumonia LA, CAP) ABEf## D 75%73 70
L B EE S, D D5 80.1% IFFRHENEMT K & 2B S v T\ D, CAP ORBFE ) HIT A E
MBS LIX UITRE S 25, e FREEF O H 5 mlind 1L, sRmerEilik 2 5] & & 23 H e
BN 5l REED i < 72 D, W FHERE & DPEHIEE & OBTEMEIR, Pt EAR— LD
BB CRICHIES N TN DD, HIBTEFEOERE CIX7T— 2 N AR LT\ 5D, HUIlCATE

T 5 S lneE OME TREEE & DR OBREZR D Z E 2RO B ET 5,

PIE 3 A0 27 S

AT, 2013 4F 8 A A R 2 D AT DR o & — L 1l U SEHE L 7o, P8I IR IRIE IS
AT — MT XY 70 5L ETHEFHEREDIR T AL D 139 A& Lic, x5O
T #E D S HERPER (Prevotella J&H & (Of Fusobacterium JB#) & AR MER 2 04 L7, mE
THEREIZ. 30 mL O/KHEFT A h(Water Swallowing Test UL F, WST) Cilffi L7-, & M
PeDBERHRRAE, K OVA FEVE IAGTAA © 50 L 7=, DN Prevotella J& @ Colony forming
unit (LN, CFU) /ml, Fusobacterium J&&% ® CFU/ml, ¥ X O4FRMEE OFEZ WST O
A, BEOKRE, HES LU RO RFRRIE DR IZ FE OV T x *HE. Mann-Whitney-
U K& O Kruskal - Wallis i 7E % FIOCHEE L7z, & HIC OFEOHKIERE & iR MEREIZ OV T,
WE T HERRIR T O (WST) ., s, &, M, Fl a2 MK 1L LT, 2ERR VAT 4 v
7 BT ATV BN B 5 TR 2 it L7z, A EKHET 5% K& L, SPSS
vr23 for Windows Z M L7z, ABFZEIZ, 4 iR RFPRFBEE PR O LammBEEZ BRI

Lo TR ENTE UKRE 5 13-139),



Wi REREIL, TRD 2.9% TR, 47.5% TREDEWLFHI SN, ZERT VAT 1 v
7 UG HT H AT > T2 S e FRREDIX T & Prevotella JE B OHIIN & O BTHEAFE O H 7=+
v At [LAF, OR]:8.47, 95% 5 #E XM [BL T, 95%CI] : 1.49-8.11; p<0.01), xHRAJIZ,
Fusobacterium J& B I X%E FHEEEIZBE DN 72 < | sif & B L 7z (OR 2.71:95%CT: 1.28-
5.74;p<0.01), MFIER b FERICHE FESAE & IZRTE S 22 < s ADBIENRH-7- (OR
0.40: 95%CI : 0.18-0.91; p = 0.03), “F#n, M, FEZFEIL, MEE L OFEEIXA LD

S7,

EBE

AWFFEIE, HUSAE R O Rl (70 sl B) 0 1SR 5 & e T Rd o BIR A TA Lo, A0F
ZEXRT R ORIENTIRE O MR BERE SN b Tc, AFZEOREER, W THEEDIK T & 4K
PEE Prevotella J& B OIS A B /2B AR Sl B& M Fusobacterium J& i & 47
SR B e TARRERE E & BRI AR o o, T OFERIE, Hidk T B G U7 i O R
APENAIRE 2 2 2 CRARBEMEIR ZIET 2 Y A7 2@ D AlRetEn o5 2 & ARz LT
B

Fex DmIMDRY T, BFEPMEE & e TREREMRE & OBEICE T 20581358 £\, 1
EOWEITI R A EE THEM S 4L, T REE LA MM E O AL & ORI b7z )
27273, Prevotella J& s, Fusobacterium J& i 2 (2 HEMERI B HIIN & DBE N A ST
%o ABFZETIIME FEEREREE O & 2% Flin T Prevotella B O A1 L0 2 i S 47z,
Prevotella JBE 1%, AFERN & WERD O EITHRIH SN D ERET, e FEE O & EE TRUE
FIObEm<MHEHESNDZ EDMOENT WD, FRlE#EEZE AR —LBEEZHRIC LI 2R
— M T, 1 WMAEY# (Prevotella i35 L O Vironella FEAMES) 1% 1T RS #
(Neisseria fi3s L U Fusobacterium HAVES) 24925 ALV iRBEEDIELT U X7 )&

WZERREINTWDS (NP — REL, 18.9), ZOHWZE T, Prevotella J& Té 5 Prevotella



histicola DEA 1T, FinlFE#EE NAR— LJFEE TR D MR BEEIED BE L fERIK T Th 5
LR L TWD, 2D & 91T Prevotella W& O, Mgk BEIE D EE RGN 11272 5
AIREMED N & 0 | ARFIE T OWE T FEE % (> 7o HUB(E(E Sl T Prevotella J&RE OB,
AREEMERT R DFIE Y A7 @b HAREME A RET 5 L EX bd,

ARBFIETIE Fusobacterium J& pa 1M T FEH & BAEI N e r o 7223, iR DOHFIE T,
Prevotella & & Fusobacterium J& & D& )30 FEHE L BEERH D EWMEL TWD, 2D
EWIE, Prevotella JEH & Fusobacterium J&R O A MESA DEVNTH D00 LALARV, Fill
DHFFE T, Prevotella B#MAM#I3 T Ml OMER & 522 < Fusobacterium J&H A1 #
AR TR Z WA LT 7 —27 ozl ) £ Bohos TS, ARl HEE T H T
ZPNE LTe 2 &M, AWFSE T Prevotella J&H O A Tl FEEREIX T & OBIE DGR & 4L 72 FIHE
PERD D, Fiz, WFFEHRE DFEERIZ OV T, WEOIFIE TITRWII i ax OWE TR DMK
TLELY &/t Th v —T7, ARENIRE O TREE 2 5 HIB(ERE O S ilnE Th
o7z, £V &l CHEE OB T HERERE E 2 H 7 2 milin# Tl Fusobacterium J& [ & Prevotella

JEE O 3 FHEREIZEIE L TV A0t LRV,

I

AWFFEIL, DIERIC X 2 HE FESRE OIR T 23 D EN O PR Prevotella B A ¥ S &, 32
WEVERR DU A 7 % X0 @D 2 Rt Lo, B & I K D Hef A 03 il R F8 0 % ki)
S, BAFR—LBEEOHCY A7 WD S L ORENRH D, —J57. W FHEREFIMIC
K D HE FREREAR T B & iR FE A & OBE AR T D SR E 1A R, ARBFZE DR
BT HUAEE = B OWE FEERE OMERF « M) _L2SRRMEMEMT R D U X 7 2 D 3 AT REM: & TR
LTEY., TORREFMT 2 AP LETH D,

AWFFEDORRFUT, HETHEREDREME & LT, MEOFNEME & IR BEHED DI WST % Af
MU, ERAZRMEEZE 2 VTV Rnizd | B FREE 2/l L T2 ATREMED & 5.

F7o, WE L7 AEME O RER T, Tt DN ESholz, Sk, 5

AL Uiz, X0 &ERZHER X OO ka2 LI EOERMA L EN D,
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Abstract

Background

Increasing incidences of swallowing dysfunction, or dysphagia, a risk factor for aspiration
pneumonia, are being reported in aging populations.

Aim

To investigate the relationship between swallowing function and oral bacteria in
independent, community-dwelling elderly.

Methods

This study recruited 139 community-dwelling individuals aged > 70 years with poor
swallowing function. The presence of anaerobic (Prevotella spp. and Fusobacterium spp.)
and aerobic bacteria was examined in the participants’ oral cavity flora. Swallowing
function was evaluated using a 30 mL water swallowing test. Multivariate logistic
regression analysis was performed to examine the association between oral bacteria and
swallowing function.

Results

Swallowing function was evaluated abnormal in 2.9% and as suspected in 47.5% of the
subjects. The colonyforming units (CFUs/ml) of Prevotella spp. were associated with the
swallowing dysfunction (odds ratio [OR] 3.45, 95% confidence interval [CI] 1.49-8.11).
Further, CFUs/ml of Fusobacterium spp. and aerobes did not correlate with the
swallowing dysfunction but were related with the number of teeth (OR 2.71; 95% CI 1.28—
5.74, and OR 0.40; 95% CI, 0.18-0.91, respectively)

Conclusions

Swallowing dysfunction in community-dwelling elderly is associated with increased
abundance of Prevotella spp., which indirectly may be an increased risk factor for
aspiration pneumonia.

Keywords



Swallowing dysfunction - Older individuals - Aspiration pneumonia - Prevotella spp
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Hitel © A 7T LT i O HRIHEAE T RE O A RRIE, T0~79 5D 7 /L— 7T 16%,
80 L LD T N—TT 33% WG ST D6, HETRETE & Mg oA RIT 4 &
EHITHIMT D LEZ BN TWD,

CAP BH TIXOMEME S LI LIRS 5(7], WETREEDH 5 Elnd 1L, OPEREE
MHEIN L, WS 5] S RRMEMER R A2 5] E i Z R REMED ® < 72 5 (8], Van der Maarel-
Wierink 5%, an=—JB SN APENA T T 4V b 8 2 WITRIRR AT AT 2
JRAR % FRME S 2 T REICOWT I HITHFERMNETH D L LT\ 5 (5], HETHERE L N
WEAREE & OBIHPEIL, TP E AR — LD EREBE THZE S L CE 7228, HIBEED R
WMEFIZBNTE, TOLIRT—FBARRLTND, AIFFEDBINIZ, WETHEREOD D
HISRAEE Sl (ST D DS D2 L 2 Ji . e FREeE & DI ORI E 5 2

(Ewc‘%éo

ik
P
2013 4 8 AEMIRIZH 5 2 AT O TR ERd & > ¥ — & Wi T30 L 7=,

HARTII N ERBRIEICEESE 65 A L OHU(E R 2 UGS & i FHIEAT = »



7 U A RNEEBLTND, 77— T 20 BTLLT 3 f2me M« 2ElTh 5,
(1) 6 PHDEIZEBENEDONENILS KR ? (T - vnz), (2) BRI TE
HLZERHST? (T 0N R), () HOBERRUC/ZRD) (X - »wWnz), 3
2 BIBL RIS NIV ) & B 2 7286, KPR ITIBTERITAT & 2 O T IR #E 2 £ 5 155 70 T HknRe
Thob AL, SRIOWMERNREE Lz, 207 > — N CHE TR EN DA ER
I3 2 M3k T 1,448 A THoT2, TDOH, ZD 1,448 NITH LT, Ko ¥ —ik, NMi#ET
B3 DB % OIS 5 8A & ARFIE~DO SN &L 3@ 2 E B Uiz, ZOft R, 186
ANDE#E (12.8%) BAMFEA~OBINIRE L, 77— FOT7 =B gL Tn% 3

A RRHVE, GOILAE R, R ORI ORGSR B ORI, FinE % 12 A3k
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TRERESC M N B A 5 2 5 ATREMEDS 8 2 To ORRAT R B RS LTz,

i BEAORLREIZ DWW TE, FRTNSHRICHIROMBE - REEF 2 A L, &N H, 2% 7T,
HEEEDHETEDZ O THRAZITV, TORFEEEZREILLZ, REICG > Td&ilns
V) B S IRTHOZALICELE LTz, & BIGRORICOW TSl THIREDO K 21572, 2O
WHIEIE, 4 BREERAREZER O mmEEE XL > Uk she OKE S 13-

139),

Tk

AWFZETIT, RO DPEMERA, WM EERA I MmL, & DO/, BXLU
B AL AVE MG A 21T > 72,
M e R

ST & L CHARMERERFEROTA R7 A4 [I0NCFES & MiRBEND UL LIZoHEE
IN D EEENMEME TH D Prevotella & # (Prevotella intermedia) Colony forming unit/ml
(BLF. CFU / ml & Fusobacterium J&# (Fusobacterium nucleatum ) CFU/ ml, K& U%F&
PRI (AT U Uit E T R ERE  (Methicillin Resistant Staphylococcus Aureus LA R,

MRSA) . A F U U MERE G T R T EKE (Methicillin Sensitive Staphylococcus Aureus LA
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MSSA) D). FIRE, B-EE., MRKE, A 7z oVE, BRIEE,  7F7EH. 2

B

ZVE, BXOH O HXEDEFE L,

HITES % DR O RRIAEREAT 2 BRI, BRI DR 242 5 K O JRICHHA L7z,
Prevotella J&# & Fusobacterium J& B OMRAEE (CFU/ml) (XMER 2 BB LEFAN L 72, %F
BUTH L= % 5 43, % I CHEER A A © oy > IC# & LT, BRELL 72 MEfR
D 0.5 mL ZARA N THEET 2—7IZB L, Fa—T7Z2 Lo EEMAL TRIFHRY 2
B VI AN TRIE L. 45 BT Bio Medical Laboratory (BML) (Z#ik L7=, PCR A
v _X—Z—f (PCR B FHEIE & A o _X—F =SB OMAE D) 28 U S0z §i -~
72o WIEKEIZ1Log =2 —Th o7,

MR, MR E T T D00k E LCHMA Lz, @wRMEAE L3t geo 210 E3R
FHEs 5, 6. 738 (5 2/hHE, 25 1 RFEIH, XU 2 RFEIH) AHNHE, I o &
SR % B A PR T 5 EITEEEE L7z, € LT, Mz 180° DAL T 5 FIERSH 7z
%, WHET 2 —7 I ANz, 2D OfE%Z BML #hOEEBREISED, s ~Pefik b 7 =
VI A F 2= g LT 2448 BRIEEE Lo, Bid, mygsE R, BTB 5
i, a3 l— FNERE, OPA 57, PASA H3#h, ¥~7 v —ZE X (77XT Becton,
Dickinson and Company, Ltd.) ZHMH7z, BEEE L72EEEME 2w =— %, @Y7 EEaEH
EREFy bW Thli L7z, MiEIEL, (=) 2256 (8+) £T. TOMEIREBIZNESTH
L2, SFEOMED 103 H/ml (1 +) LA EOSA M & 53 LT,

WETHERET A b : KERAT R b

T 7o THERET A b & LT 3 ml OKEMM L7-dUEKEK AT A (Modified Water
Swallowing Test LA F, MWST) %17 -7z[11], %42 EBmL) DK A LB L b fikie
LRV LTc, EPENRWEEITIER & Lo, Tii7 A ORI IER O5E13 30
mL DK TR AL T A (Water Swallowing Test LA F. WST) %3 L7-, & TOH,

RE DS MWST 1XIEH CTho7ood, BEIIZITETOx40 30 mL OKZFH LT WST



e L7,

WST TiZ, K43 H » 776 30 mL OKZHFHE-ETIC 10 WU TE#Te[12], T80
DAFAE & Wi FIREFE] 2> O xR OWE MgRE 271 L7z, WST OfERIL 8 2O 7 N —TF T3S
Atz ER (10 BREIZ 830 mL DK Z AR HIE Z A0t R 7200 o HE RS O 50 (%
ZHRTLFITRND | —RUTKZ KA TO RV, E 723K E — BT DIZ 5 L ED D D) |
R (% Zte, oD, F721 30ml OKEKTrDIZ 10 BHLL D)2 5), 30 mL OAKAEEH L
7= WST Tl THERERE (REDEE) &Mt L7z, WST DOREE & R R IT48 % T72%., 67-
70% Th 5 LA I TW5H[12, 13],
HRENERERE, wRs L nEORERBOES

H RIS SIS FRTNCEBIEAT Lz RADFEEO LA L, BEY B ICRiEE s ¥ —T

[E U7z, B, DHAERE, =Y L, Mo, FRRE, PR (iR

z

55) | R e ik THEREIC B R 5.2 D ATREME D & D IERE R A REE T D 72 D OIFEIE, i
EOME 1B 2@EELE, 1A 1E, #BTiEARY) S2EM UL, S5, wWREA 2
W FBEOREEZMAT-,  BARMEIEMSSHEE L QD3R 20 RLLEE T > M AT E
&L 2fET — XA LT [14],
BT SIHT

A EN Prevotella J& ., Fusobacterium JBE, 3 X OGP OIEEZ . WST OF¥A,
BEORE, ERHE KON BEORFRIEOFMIZ ST 4 2/ E, Mann-Whitney- U fR7E
Kruskal-Wallis & % VN T Ebifs L 72, Prevotella J& % . Fusobacterium J& & @ K e &M
WA EIZBE L TWZEERIRW S D080 b, mA~&RIZ WST, i, &2 MK+ & L
oo WIT, ZEEQVRAT 4 v ZEUGGTEAT o7, S HITHER & MR A A& & LTl
L, MEICBE T B8 1A2RE L7, Prevotella J&&(CFU/ml) & Fusobacterium J&
(CFU/mD Z FIMEICIES S B L @l L ARMED 7 v — 7T L, T LTz, SaHiAE

KT 5% AT & L, 2 TOo#HrIE SPSS vr23 for Windows % L 7=,
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SFRAETL 70 Ll ED B 40 AN, 2otk 99 A (70 kil o 32 N 13Fh L FHERE DK T A3 2
LR T2, BRAD T, EEAERNT 76.9 (£ 4.7) M ThHo7lz, 20 KL EOWEAT
HNIE59.1%., HERIE 30.9%, HEIL 41.0%IH Hivtz, WST OfE I IS0 728 T
RBIE. 47.56% (n=66) NRFEDOEE, 29% 0 =4) PRFETHo7Z (&1,
I e B

A AT AR 11 RO 5 B, B TH - 72 NI % o0 25.2% (n = 35)
Tdh-o72(3% 2), MERBREI KD HRD 15.8% M =22), #HWTEED VLB 6.5%
(n=9), HHEHE 4.3%(=6)ThH o7, —ADKENLEEOMENFRFZFEE S-DiT 4
Bl Ch ol HRIEESB H)EHE D P HEB +), MRREEQ HDEEFED X RO +),

RIEFEGH ERRE (1 +), B U FEQ+H)E MSSAQHTH -7, MRSA, B-IFH

B, WRERE, A > 7V YE, BLUOBXLVEIT, EoMBno b olsnenoTz,
PCR-A v =& —EICHS HRKUEBE O30 %, Prevotella JBE 1L, 0.14X105 (+0.50
X10%) CFU/ml, Fusobacterium J&E %, 5.15X105(+5.10X105) CFU/ml Th -7,
PR & e T HeE, o ER & DRIk

Prevotella J& 1%, M FHERER H & ORIH RO bz = 0.02; £ 3), —J7,
Fusobacterium JE ., 4F5VERE L, WE FHEEEREDE & OB IXFRD Lo Tz,

%72, Fusobacterium JE&E X, #E)S 20 ALLE (p<0.01) £E3HFEERH LHERE TS
Molz(p=0.02), AFRPEREIT. EE 20 AR OXIGITL < fFE L Tiz(p = 0.01),

. MR, WST, BBEOAE, KMOWBAEMNIN & LTEEER VAT ¢ v 7 HlFsy
Wratio7-fER (38 4). Prevotella JBE L M THERERETE & BI# L T /2(OR 3.47 : 95%
CI:1.49-8.11 ; p <0.01), —J5. Fusobacterium J& 38 FHEEREICRIEIL 22 < | sk & BEE

LTW/= (OR2.71: 95%CI 1.28-5.74; p <0.01), [AIREIZ, AF&MEE b ME FHEEE & (3B
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E7e <, W ADEENRA ST (OR0.40; : 95%CI10.18-0.91; p=0.03), 4Fiis. PER,
EER SMOMSIEFIE, MEE & OB bR o T,
E5

ARFFEIE, MU TATE LT 2 @il (70 kSR A ERIES # & ol R RERR 3 & DRItk %
A L7, EFAKIHE T, WEFHERBICIRE, H2WIERFOERWRH D NERGE L L,

ZOFER, WETHEBEDIRT & &L Prevotella J& B ORI A E 2 BR 23807, HiK
PE Fusobacterium J& . AF U B I XHE FHERERR 5 & OBSHEITR O bleh o7, ZOfER
(T, HUskCHEIE L T2 @l Ok FEERERRE OF/ED . AR # 4 2b ST, FAmErE
RAZFIEST DY A7 @D LAl H 5 Z L 2R LT 5,

Foxe DAMDRRY TiX, NI # & i T REREE & OB 2 A L7AFRITIE & A E 720,
W BT R AR & R G FED 72 STV T, Bl FIRE &AM SN & oo B
IZH B2 o727, Prevotella J&E(CFU/ml), Fusobacterium J&#(CFU/ml) o i 4 | Z
THERE & OBTELS A STV B 15, AWFSE CIImE FHEREREE O & 2 @il C Prevotella
BEOHBED Z< B STz, BEOHIFTIE, W THRERESE & OBE TIIRW A, &
KHEREICPEE O H 5 @il 26 LIX LIFZ < okt E st s T s (16, 171,

ANRFZE T THERERSE & ORI AR H417- Prevotella B IE, M & G TRt S 4U
5 EERMEO 1 2 TH Y [18], W FREFOEMEE CIIFE LV b L Zatisns
ZEDMHEINTWD, FRIEBHEEZNT—LDOEFEE ZRBI LRl AR T, T 2%
4% (Prevotella 35 L OY Vironella 2 MESS) 13 1T A # (Neisseria S LY
Fusobacterium FEMES) RO ALV MRBEOE LY A7 RENZ L &R L (AT —

KU 227 18.9) [19], Z OHFFETIiL, Prevotella histicola D EHIL, FHIFHE#EEL AA—L)E
EF RIS 2 ik BEAE D B 2R fEIRIA 1 Ch 5 LHER L T\ 5, Fx ORFFEIL, Hilk<H
i LT Dl FHERERE S % 1F o 7= i g T Prevotella JBE BN L TV 5D 2 & 2R L1223,

DT ENRBNENRDFIE Y A2 @D Z EIEN D RN B R BILD,
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AIEOHFZETIX, Fusobacterium J& B3 T IEE & B L7 o 7223 iEDOHIZE TIE,
Prevotella J&# & Fusobacterium J& & i & 230 FiEE L E#EAH L 2 L 2MELTWD, 4
[l DOWFFERE R & OFFIEDOE R & L T&E 2 515 DI, Prevotella J&F & Fusobacterium J&
DAPENDIAADENTH D00 LIV, BLOHFZE T, Prevotella BRI TICH
i OWERR & E12[20, 211, Fusobacterium BN #IT AR N L OWRZ LT 7 —2
FIZ LV Z L HohoTNDI20], £z, Prevotella JEHE L, MERO EELRMAEDHEDOOL
DOTHH[18], AEIOMETIIHA T T — 7 TlEAREREZ AN THRELZZ &8, 4
Prevotella J& & & OBIEAFRH 511, Fusobacterium EHE & OBHENRO Loz 2 &
(B G T RMEN D D, £z, HHERE OFR-CmE T HERRE OFERE & MR L7z W]
REMEN D D, BEDOHITETIZ, REI#ER T, W MEREIMET L7z XV &illin e i 4 f
R LELTWDNR, AEIOMTE TITHIR T BIET 28 O FHEREMR S 211 O @il 2658 &
U7z, e NHSREREE 2 7 2 mili# Tl, Fusobacterium J& % & Prevotella J& & O]
FHETREREICBIE L T2 20 h LivZauy,

e OB TP A Tl AR & ZR RIS ISR 28 — IRAOICBISE S LTV 5 (18], A
FeTIE, MR, o VX HE, FIRE. MSSAE 7 F 7T HEAHERE O 25.2%7 D S
Too ToT2U, MFRMER = v = — 30 FRERERETE & IXBIE L 2o 7o, ARIOMFTER R & [FIER
(2. EBEOHIEIC IO T HAFRNE R T T RS L IRRA R < KDl & BhE L T
Wz[15], MR SIS RRENE G & B L TV D L OBFZEIXH 5 (22, 23103, HFERMEREIC K
% AR o & W TARREFE E & OB 2 /R THFFRI3 58 & A T2 b 22y, Wi FRERERR T & AP
PEREIZ &2 RO 2 v ==k & OBIEIZ DWW TIIE R DB METH D,

W T HSREME T 1. 9972 milin (230 1T 2 RAMEME I R DRER O fERRIN T o 5 (5], 4 B D HF
Feid, MNkmIC & D ue FEERE DA T 28 HEN OB Prevotella J& #2301 &4, ARmEE it
ROV AT P E LA ReMEZ R Uiz, Bk PRI oW T, LB & %o Nk

Ve OUGEEIZ L0 | ROFIER D U124, 25], BAR—LDFEZDELT Y 2 7 M
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TLHIEPREINTNDI24], L L3S, RREEDP 1L & iRIE LR OB IT3T DM T
PERERNTR D2 R A 5N 9~ D AFFEIT £ 72 70 [25], RABEMEAGTR O U A 27 %06 5 372 D12 Hihp
FOWE TR ET 2R EMERT 2 ER DN AFERLETH D,
AIFEDORFUIA T DL Y ThD, & 1ICHIR THEIET 2 &g OB T ERERE O3
B LT, FlMfEME S IHREMEEZEZEL WST ZHWCEHMiL7=Z & Th D, LD HEENRZ
Wi 2 kT D BT A B T RBROHE T 7 7 A N — NS & U 72 BRI &
L TWieny, LE2—[261 K2 & AEDR T EER (Volume viscosity swallowing test
LT, VVVST) 3y YA RARZ Y —=v 7Y — Lt LTHEMN RSN TWS[27],
Serra-Prat 51 70 skl Eo> AL L7z @mlin# s V-VST Z4EH L T 27.2% DO x5 T
DIkEE D T 5 (28], A EIF A~ OB THW - WST ORLEEIX 2462k L TR 7
., WE R AR NG LTV D FTREMERS R E TE AR, EER, ARRFE TIXRE LHE S
7 T HERERE S DBEBRE 1TV e o T, 2 ITARIFSE TR L7- OISR 3 o fEIE . 1k
DI FTETIT NI WL DD ORERE ICRE SN, mERAZ T ) LotriE (16S
rRNA WA —r o X)) AT 5 & RO IFIETITHRE TE RV AN O
U 2 X0 @B ERSE SN H[29, 30, 6o T, HE THSRERE & DEME#E L O
B 2R3 512id, K0 ®ERZKB L OO HEEHER LIEREREE LW EEZ b
%o WBICAZEDOHRE LIV RELRMETRERETZ AT 28R1I0 B TH o7,
F7o. AENIFEEIZE CH 5 72 oM M#EE & DPESE ORRBERIC O W TTbh by, =
9 LIZBRI R 8 212 b #) b FARNFSEIL, W FHERE DR T 2% Prevotella J& B O & B L T
W5 Z & amR L, HIS(EEmEE 31T 20 THERERR S & DR % & OBEICOWTHE

BRIFRERIEL TND EERX D,

e A

AWFFEIL, MR SRS 2BV T, B FREREDIL T 28 Prevotella J&E (CFU) O AN & B
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HLTWAZ AL, Ziut, BETRREDIL T L7- &lsE CTld. Prevotella & 2N HE N
LT, BHEMEAIRZRIET DU AT D EL R D A[REMEZ R LT\ 5, AT, Ml e =i
H O THERE DHERF - ] EASRRMEVERTR DY X7 B O T RREM D RB L TE Y, TR

ZERHl Y 2 I A EREEN D,
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K

K LAROFME (n = 139)

Variable n (%)

Sex

Male 40 (28.8)

Female 99 (71.2)
Age (years) 76.9 £ 4.7°
Tooth brushing frequency (n = 138)

>2 times/day 94 (68.1)

1 time/day 36 (26.1)

Sometimes 6 (4.4)

Almost never 214
Periodontal disease (n = 138)

Present 43 (30.9)

Absent 96 (69.1)
Number of teeth 185+4.72
Coating on the tongue

Present 57 (41.0)

Absent 82 (59.0)
Water swallowing test

Normal 69(49.6)

Suspected 66 (47.5)

Abnormal 4(2.9)

2 Values are reported as mean + standard deviation.
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#& 2. MRS (BROERR)

Number of positive bacteria

Bacteria type n (%) 1+ ot -
Klebsiella pneumoniae 22 (15.8) 7 4 11
Candida spp. 9 (6.5) 7 - 2
Pseudomonas aeruginosa 6 (4.3) 4 2 -
MSSA 1(0.7) 1 - -
Serratia marcescens 1(0.7) - - 1
Total 35 (25.2) 19 6 14

MRSA, p-Streptococcus, Streptococcus pneumoniae, Haemophilus influenzae, and
Branhamella catarrhalis were not detected.
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3. DM & iR - O e AR ER & D BEE (n = 139)

Prevo(tce::lﬁ) SPp. FUSOb?gEUL)Jm SPp. Aerobic bacteria
n ﬁl’g;?n%? P values '2‘\1/827%? P values Ne(g(;)zt)lve Po(%z;ve P values
Water swallowing test
Normal 69 0.07 0.022 5.89 0.51 48.1 54.3 0.55
Suspected 66 0.21 4.33 49.0 42.9
Abnormal 4 0.29 6.02 2.9 25.0
Number of teeth
<20 56 0.09 0.61 3.60 <0.01° 35.0 58.8 0.01°
>20 81 0.18 6.34 65.0 41.2
Brushing frequency
>2 times/day 94 0.17 0.50 5.48 0.24 72.8 54.3 0.11
1 time/day 36 0.10 4.52 22.3 37.1
Sometimes 6 0.03 4.84 2.9 8.6
Almost zero 2 0.00 3.47 2.0 0.0
Coating on the tongue
Present 57 0.12 0.77 6.12 0.022 41.3 40.0 0.89
Absent 82 0.16 4.48 58.7 60.0
Periodontal disease
Present 43 0.21 0.53 5.39 0.85 31.7 28.6 0.73
Absent 96 0.11 5.04 68.3 71.4

ap < 0.05; Pp < 0.01, as assessing using Kruskal Wallis (Prevotella spp, Fusobacterium spp), Mann-Whitney, or Chi-squared tests
(aerobic bacteria).
CFU, colony forming units
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# 4, OFEHIE & e TASRE K OV R - D R AE KRR & DR

Prevotella spp. Fusobacterium spp.

Aerobic bacteria

OR (95% CI) p value OR (95% CI) p value

OR (95% CI)

p value

Age (early and late period) 1.49 (0.54-4.11) 0.44 1.38 (0.65-2.93) 0.40

Sex 1.63 (0.54-4.95)  0.39 1.07 (0.49-234)  0.87

Water swallowing test (normal and
suspected/abnormal)

Coating on the tongue

(present and absent)

Number of teeth (<20 and >20) 1.44 (0.54-3.87) 0.47 2.71 (1.28-5.74) <0.01°

3.47(1.49-8.11)  <0.01°  1.16(0.62-2.19)  0.64

126 (0.50-3.17)  0.62 134 (0.61-2.52)  0.62

1.28 (0.53-3.08)
0.91 (0.38-2.20)
0.86 (0.41-1.80)
0.98 (0.43-2.22)

0.40 (0.18-0.91)

0.58

0.84

0.68

0.97

0.03?

ap < 0.05;°p<0.01, as assessed using multivariate logistic regression analysis
OR, odds ratio; Cl, confidence interval
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