NVRHATITVR - ANJURT 7 Volume 12, No.2 (2012)

NHMREREE RITE A VASHLEE - A OSHICE KT
AN 72 R 1412 RERCITIT S N ROV Y N U1 e Rt 112 I =10
Influences of masticatory improvement on the body
composition and metabolism
Hiroaki Takeuchi?, Yu KounoV, Kazuko Kobayashi’, Nobuhiro Hanada?

U BRERENAI A BERHE RS, 2 6 R AR R

F—U— 8 IMERERE. AR DETEE. R AU

2 B

B OTERIIHBHERRIR T IS0 %A %0 LA L&A S Bk il CIHMFRE O JEEME AR (ReE) ShTw
WO, MREEOMRIL, HEEBEHMET & 25572

HHE O HEEREERESREO D ICB LI TREETRL 0, Zvatry =2 THOR
R MMRERE D RIFR 2 Z BIRFAN L 720 & O Al ARl Fr O MM REREC a5 00 2R 2 LU BBa¥eAifi L 72,

RIS, MHMEHRREDMET L 724580 2 MBS, fifiaR & it L 7ot TRIETREZ 1720 Rk, 3o
ZALR MR L 72 L 2 A, GBI H7,

IHIBHEREAMN T 35 & FURILE R EWiiE. ¥4 30 IATVOBIEMET L, KEEE (&
Woigite % B < poRkALY) OEREAMT 2 L VW) EHADP RO SN L. ZORMAZEEHREL 2T
IO ARIE ST L & BRI T ) — @R ERERLLE LD, LW EFEHEIZIE, FFERIERE
BT B IHMEHRREINIE & PMERE DM D E TH %o

55,

LI
—IC AR, BT I L. BiETRD

FHAEMEDSAFAE LI S N TV %0 £ 2B

(XS B TRy - WRERDERICHEEEL TV b,

[E& k]

T 230-8501 i % | VR e s B X B 1L 2-1-3
168 SR Bl R R ol o el

AR

TEL : 045580-8461 FAX : 045573-2473
E-mail : hiro-214@xc4.so-net.nejp

ZHH C20124F12H1H

COZ L SRS L, IHEREEE I D CHRBIER O 2% H O 72 23 lHE L 2 V155 L E 2

IHMHRREDME T 5 &\ BRIEA TH 2 EEN
EAWEINL TE A 1) — S DN 2R
T o TOFERAY K v 7 FEBREOIREIZED <o
R, REENT AR D 720 DR B
EHRDLTREGR, ZOROEEONTH L
AR - ACHEGEEIC & o TRITROZEM L b
BV,

NI FERE IR 2 10 ) i 12 . Wb 2 IRl
DRE SN TWIUEL, AEEDELT 2RO %
bIRE NG S5 & 2 IHEE R R & 14
MU - HEE ORISR Z S 22T 5 2 L A% THE
Ll bo HHEDIL. HMEHERERITE & fRIBEFREIC X



IHIEHEEDEN AR - KBONEICHLIFTEE

51@5@ L;jj%%j‘j‘/\7 A — ¥ — DOE %2 4T 1 Wb & RAEHYERAL
LRI BVT 2 IS B (2 B TR % T REBE
. WRE | gp | ww [ LEE | fERE
3“50 il TE5 | TEE
1 50 poS 967
H A 2 | 64 | % -
X GE B RIBRER & L. 50~ 745 D 3 68 = 76543 5
RGO B I% R84 AT 174 L7z (K1), TR AR L
W B L OWERT i M % % L < 7654 | 567
535 HORAT. 1) IHBHIERE. 2 FFQA 5 | 68 | X
B AR 3) FRELE B & OSSR, 4) 6 | 6 = 67
MU 3 & OZEA 2 I I 5E 0 46 H OBt % % 7 61 5 56
L7 (1), 8 67 e e
BB L OWER T i M % F i L o | 4| B et 1ams
537 ADRRET, Z0 9 b 1) IHMEHKEERET 10 46 % 765 67
FUEAL L6 4 D104, 2) FRQEWEL v 2 | =
BERAEIEBIEAL, T 14O 5%, 3) kil 7 T% & L 7
Bl B X OB S L& 34T DD 6 4. 1 26
&) MUES & O B3 4, K] 8| 62 | & 7
A AN S AR 14 | 88 | X 7
15 70 z 75
1. IEIBiEEEARE 16 52 5 4567
BEERE 102 DO WG HI 12 OIS K % 52 L 72 17 | 85 | g 1280145
7 608 %
ol
—_  —
T oo 1
‘ BEAR ? BiEs ‘
% B 14~30H 1% ®
= = =
O] ® ©)
BED BREO REEED BEOQ
:Eﬂéﬁ%ﬁ‘é#ﬁﬁ OHISHEERE Cgﬁg :Eﬂéﬁr&kﬁ&mﬁ
O kAR IE - > e
® LA LRiER @ Bt [ Y =laik
I 8l 5E Qh%%?ﬁ mERIE
i
.IOOg’)" AITyk

1 BEOHN
FRRRT (IR RE & AGHIEL - BEAHT RON— 2T 1 Y 2T 50 ifRB & OPMERFEEHAIC. PR 2 55 L CHIRT %,



NVAYATVR - NJVRT TP

TSNV aA—AERFBE T I E20EIEEL T,
I0mMIOKTER L., 7 IP5KIZER LV
T — AR & OB 1 Tl L7z,

MERBEIZGCH 7V at rH— & w2,
fEws (B3, KEIZDOFI2%) OR—2A
FA VERRBE L7z, HOKIBEOIHMEMIZ, &
FTRIBETIMEIE L, 1ERD thiEx v
WEt L7z

2. BYERYEERZEL (FFQ © Food Frequency

Questionnaire)

THREBT IR G 54412 DT iR e OV
TR OBERTIAE 1 12OV TE L 2 D21l
I L7z, Bt [EWEIUHE T FFQ
g Ver35] V7 MEfEH L7,

200 7V — 7 L 10HEO T F20 & K
ENLMEZC LY 1AM A B L L2 &R
W & ARV EE 2> & Fin ARG - SRFERIEI
e HEERH L 7. REFE L. [HAANOEFE
BEEAE (20104F 00 ] D N — i DIBEL #EA# 12
L TCHOFERE LCHHIG L 720

3. IRHERGEITE & £ OCHET

WeERE 6% DO AR IZ BT 5 BMIL ARHLK.
FEEERGEH =, AR T2,

RAEE, RS v =% 2 23 (Bioelectri-
cal Impedance Analysis : BIA) 12X - Tl L
72o WIETEH T& 5 body weight : BW ({KHE) .
BMI. AEGEE, LBM (KRARRAREE) . ZEREAET.
WIERRG L OV 2D T, lifk G J OV PR i
DHIFHE T, ZOEALIZDWTHRET L 72,

4. MEH L OERZENEAE

WERE AL O EHEomMEx HEL. €0
D Rl MR A 20 7Y 4L
HENMER 2 T 2l - Ao BRIz~ >~
v B TE,

PEIIIE O A 7Y 10mmHg LT %2 I,
10mmHg VL CEE MENRIRZERE . Ay AR
DENY | 20mmHg PLE TIZEES L HWT 5,

Volume 12, No.2 (2012)

5. RfEEE
MRENZT »r— b (F£2) 2FEML. EiHFH
T FoOREE I U CRBIRE 21T o 72, 72,
PRAL I ARG SR 2 & B A L AT B 2 2 1 R O
7T L wFER L.
TEENEIT T oMY TH b,
1) FEH O & MFEHED EFIZonT, BLY
FET &R O/ RO £ K GUHE
M EES S i
2) MRE O & BIUHEE, fSafilRiiE - Afafl
WeliEE D>, b T v AR Z My 5 2 &
n-3 R DB D HELE
3) E¥ I 3xT7) - AVBHEORIGEE &
LEFEOEY H
B e O TEIN & HGFERE & I BIARIE S 5
L EIUFECIZ TR ER &L 18T 5,
4) FEEERH L E R
5) BMIfEB L OHE# %% L 72100gL T —
FA U TFA Ty b X B EREATENR
KL, SISV REE 100g A TEHAIL . F o
7 BWEFCIRINGE T & 2 Wi 22 22 L 2 4T B
DT OV TH Lo FEIT, REREFD
B A VF— A, RIRFEOPREZ &1 &
D, B —TFIRVIREEE 22 B0 SIS LD
Y BERBEETICIE, B 72 &Yoo 7 &%
IMEESNZ DT, KEIRLIEMNT %,
Peo THREFHINE, ¥ GER - PRlttR) &K
(& B O20ET %,
6) ZOMEERE 2 L AKI#E, —hF1 T~
) A L7 EOREIRE A TR L 72,

K2 REETICHET T - FPNE

O REDREEIKE

OFEIR Fr [ (21K - AR B - FEER I E DA )
OEERNE -BRENME-BREE

OB -NEDHE

O K ERE

O 7 AU b DIEEVIKAE

O EHTIE

OLEEE - SEEIE

O KRB



RIEHAEDE DA

& R

1. DEMSHEREMRE

703t =B AR H O HIGHEREE
iE. A 207mg/dl = 51, A2 2 206mg/dl £ 58
(n=12) TH -7z,

FIB B3RS0 9 2 wlifk A A2 b <, A
IR AL 125734 54 + 23mg/dl (n=10) T -7z
CAUSH L. MR TIE 112 + 23mg/dl (p<0.05)
EHAS R LR S (M2), 7o,
RIBEBI O MGHREME % 7~ 3 (M3),

HRFHRMHEL D DA 7T MBI TR
FARBOMHERERE I HE T & [ B2 Loz,

2. FFQEMEREEER L

WeERE 5 OMiF B L O TMETRERNIC B 548
WAV F—Fiiz SN Tz, BEBEZOTL
FIIRE B L OCEIESEBFIEINCTH 5 72, Jaflc
AN I A, EFREDIATLRESY I VA,

(mg/dD) (*P<0.05)
250
200 +—— ] | * |
150 +—— T
100 +——

N v

0 . :

fBEE(n=12) HH#RAT(n=10) & (n=10)

B2 fHE B X ORI R OILEREEM (mg/dD)

(mg/d)
180

160

140

120
100 R
50 " Rk
60 T
20 +—
0

HLERH#HN=5) BTFRIEA(=6) ELRB(n=6) % TR (n=6)
B3 KRIBFHIOMHEFEREE (mg/dl)

- REHOAREICH LT TEE

¥¥3IrvD, ¥¥3IVBl, ¥¥IVChEDES
I VHEL BYREESAE LT (14),

F oA 1 2 oM E L ORISR & oLk
BCIEI NI TL, E¥IVA, E¥IVC &
HicowcdErsA Sz (K5),

3. MERGEITE $ L OCHET

BEERE 6 2 B B A KRR DOZELE RS, 1§
(X608 =15 gA 5591 =12 g l29dd L7z, BMI
13 223% 375 218 = 2129 L 720 RIRI =
(body fat percentage : BFP) &24= 2% 7 5
2+2% WY L. HEEPRO Nz (N=6,
p <005, [X6),

I HERE AT 13464 = 11 ¢ 5 460 = 10 g 123K
AL EREAR R L 21 £ lkcal/kg?r H 22+

(%)

> L a & & fo SO R % o b
);(/*(' A7 T X n\’& 2 = “Q,,; )°\§f )@&_ ;9&_ o 4&: o %@'& s
Pl AR 0

M4 fifs L CREIRERT OB 1) —B LU
REFKOFRH (N=5)

(%)
120 7 ——— — — —

100

80 4 H B b BN R OE R W OES W EE
erOrrrrrrrrrnr AR
B EEHTRE ()
a0 4 ne RIS
20 4 - -
0\%\7%&%&%&@;@%@%\}\;&6& %5 %
4 /«L\,ﬁ{:& i&@n\, %.é)v”_)o_@_)@_ & @o_)c,w_@i@@’&
N N EOUSLE F
o0 o) VY

M5 #ifs L CREREHI R TOER D) —, %
KEFZOFRROILE (N=1)

— 100 —



NVAYATLTVR - NJVRT TP

(%) (*P<0.05)

26

25 *

24

23

22 I
21

20

19

18 -

(n=6) HRWAT FiEiE S

M6 #i#Es L ORERER R CoRETE (%) O
24k (N=6)

(keal/kg)

22

21.5

21

20.5

20
) s R

M7 Hfs & ORI R T o MR =
(kcal/kg) DZAL (N=6)

lkcal/kg (2 LA (N=6, [X7). AT L~k
885200580 =512 L7z

4. MEH L OERZENTAE

FHONGEHEIME I 124 = 10mmHg., R AE
X 71+ 8mmHg. /£ @ I &H # ImE 1x 124 =
16mmHg . FEEM T 1% 72 + 7TmmHg & 1F 5 E
DOFFIZILE o T ize 9 B 25120 T
BT CHA710mmHg TH - 725

£ =

BEHERIGRO T Y KR A » M, IHEHERED
HEE TH—NTHE, LELL. SHRKOON
% A5 Ry 7 FEBEREOBIH L O ) Lok
Bex BT 5L, MRIGEOM ) BN, [HE
NG v AL D720 OIMEHEEERIE | T4
—FHIEE & L. 208 FHMIEE & Low
AL R T EGERECE ORI - RETeE 2

Volume 12, No.2 (2012)

FTEESNLZRELEDNL,

NEL M PR Il 15 e | PR AR E 2 2 L CHERR D <
) DERAFHIET & UL, WRENERO T TOM
PR O EIAE 5128 HERET %0

A5 R JIEGREEUET 57201213, A
BERA L L COMRD AR TH 5o

IEMBHEREETE > 51X - AR EEA

MHMSREREAYME T L 72 AU, i A & He kil
WOEEEIEEZ BRI O — IR EENTD,
FUNRZE Y I N S ATV
PETT %0 o T, EEMTHL ) LA H
Ky Fr—ny, HFE, Sy CHEEREO S
EE2RTEADZH SN TNAEE D, ZOIRETIH
WEFERE D Al 1 S Ch, EEOREMM A HA
WCEET DI TlER L ElcELF—2b %
Vo

MMEEAEIC T ICfE o Th B ) — % LN S
VABEEZR  EREDITL S Nz 51X, THEE
PERERE AR, AN H & s & A iz IR 9
LI E 2 MAE bR - ) 7 —
arnETH D,

L2 L. HEEsERE V) 5= a v
WY A2 DAis £ 37, #ifkonit CIHgHREDS
EDOL N E THIE L 72070 % FEIICEHE$ 5
RATRD H LB

MHISFERE A E T A BV a L rh—% Hw
7o %2 1d. HMSERE A R BIEHIEC X 5, BIfE, %
HEEFBIIRESNTVDEH, ) Lo ES 2
HIUD, FEEMEICH 7270 S, THE R T o
Ll LTHRMWICHE 22T 5 Y AT A%k
HTE D,

TRRIGHEC & 2 ISR M 720 i, R4
RELEANDLERNTED 20555 iEEw
D72\ SRR 4 (IARRIGE CIRMRERE & 17 | <
o, EARE R L0 b IRERE L S L
7ol T, WEBRE DKM L UGS N DR
REB, SO, BEREEYEHETI
PERED AL L T FHBCEEO L5
LML IIB VDTN EATRIBE N,

— 101 —



IRIEHAEDE DA -

fEFEHAR2LOFIC, BEO) OB HELX D
58, L LKRHEEZRELESG. Shb 0%
WIEREETH ) BRSO D~ oliELTL
FIDTH L, WEHERL, R - Aot
BN INT A= — 2 RIS Y T A 552
OFHIEH & L CEHITRETH L, —F., KiE
TeB b 2 FHR LA CHMRoOM Tld, £
HIGER QBB & L COMBIGROEEE L
WSRMEDS, 3 L D B STV B DI Tl v,
CINSIE, EERIC X AEHEOL ) #FTT S
T, EELREETH S,

HELEE —100gLI—F 1> T414ITy D
EA—

REOHFIEIEREOIERTH Y, WITEIFAE
RILHNTARETH S,

100gLa—74 7% 4Ty ME, BREFEED
LT, BEELZHEEOMTHENLATE D
FREIHH CTH %, WIFHT00g 25 lkg 1 NEH) 5
Bz, 29 LB RN 2 AL L CAE
HIEEITRD &, ZE LT EFHEPIAR—T L
Hh. —E—ETLI LIl A,

I3 fHE, 2) Ml (WA, ZLC3) &
HE & BERDEEE, 03007 7 7 ¥ — Tl
ND, BEWS L RITETEFNELLEZ 5,
Wo ) EAFUL, B A A VWA Z
BN, B YA VIVEDHET 5. BORFO
fil, AR—VEBTRo720 . HEEGEEL ISR
L CHEsEEY BiF 5, 100gLa—7+1 754
Iy M. RETTE) L BLOEE R R TO TR
RSO TEIHE D12 TH 5,

SROFERN S RIS ER - AN EE
HO(RMETRE) SEREIICIbIUL, X HICHKE
L 72RO RETH B Z L AVRIBE NI,

HEOREBICHLEIEE

EBARBE O L RMERZOMAS DL, B
R B O LR OFHEEIC R )15 L
Bbns,

FHFRIAHR MG L C R & ARl £
THUARE T 258 N\ BiA S 72k
P—E A, B3R, BT bR FEE L oER
POELFHIENDE THA )0

R DI NS 7 4 4% CIERTTD S —i%HY
RS DIZY 7 P LZITNER B, Bt
DI LNINT T A DNEFESE LT nWEEZ Two,

Kmme LT, FEOIXARMZEIIRT 70 b a—
WERE L, BRERN DV CILMEHERE % [Al1H &
&, MERRE AR FER L 728 2 A, REE - AE
s L RS ER) RS H 7z,

Xk

D) ANRIE A - IR & 2 oWfge. IMRETHE
104FEOWFFER S, EASBE-II5E (80204 M [F1
R—bR—=T L)

2) EE OHE, PRSI eERRIEA SN T 2T
A N CHMEICAT 2 2 HISH R, SRURB R A
SHERE, 59 1 479488, 2011.

3) P ZERREFHINIZEAT (NICE) SIEZ#E AT A F
FA4

4) WHEHVEFES [Lancet] 20120 1.3038#:, #x2t
Y — REFAI AT — E AWERT

5 I 1, WHEFME HERmOE CER ML E
BigE /I 7R EHR LAREOACTEM. Dia
betes Frontier (0915-6593) 6% 1%, 6367, 1995.

6) Wakai K et al : Tooth loss and intakes of nutrients
and foods: a nationwide survey of Japanese dentists.
Community Dent Oral Epidemiol. 38 (1) : 439, 2010.

7) Yoshihara A, Watanabe R, Nishimuta M, Hanada N,
Miyazaki H : The relationship between dietary intake
and the number of teeth in elderly Japanese subjects.
Gerodontology, Dec. 22 (4) : 211-8, 2005.

8) JELEGHEE - fHE H AR 21 T kR ET 4% - HEH AR 21
FEME S T 2RI BT B EIRERES D) EE)
(HEHEAA21) 12DWT #2000

— 102 —



NJVRHATITVR - ANJURST 7 Volume 12, No.2 (2012)

Influences of masticatory improvement on the body composition and metabolism

Hiroaki Takeuchi?, Yu Kouno”, Kazuko Kobayashi’, and Nobuhiro Hanada?
U Takeuchi Dental Clinic

2 Dept. of Translational Research, School of Dental Medicine, Tsurumi University

Key Words : masticatory function, prosthesis, health guidance, body composition, metabolism

Tooth loss leads to functional decline in mastication. However, we could not have evaluated the effect of
prosthesis treatment objectively because there have not been any accepted standard methodology or refer-
ence values for measuring masticatory function.

First, in order to investigate influences of masticatory improvement on systemic health status, we evaluat-
ed objectively the relationship between tooth loss and masticatory function using a portable glucose-testing
device in measuring a performance, called Gluco-sensor. We also evaluated the relationship between prosthe-
sis treatment and masticatory improvement using the device.

Second, the subjects with missing unilateral molar teeth and of low masticatory performance were treated
with prosthesis followed by health guidance, and we found outstanding improvement in their systemic status,
BMI and metabolism at the end of three months after completion of prosthesis and health guidance.

People of low masticatory performance have a significant tendency of poor nutritional intake, such as
antioxidant, dietary fiber, vitamins and minerals, but of increase in glucose and other carbohydrates. Their
consecutive eating behaviors after improvement only in masticatory function lead to excessive calories
intake. Therefore, systemic health promotion requires not only the improvement in masticatory function as
a means for the maintenance of nutritional status, but also provision of health guidance as a knowledge man-
agement.

These findings indicate that the status of body composition may be one of the second outcome measures of
prosthesis treatment.
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