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(=] B HERERES (P | (KERE (BMI) | B EER /KB (MAC/HC) KRS R
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ik A PL. BMIL, MAC/HC K CANS 35X W H AR (9 2 H LA 7= LR 8 FRR A TEA, , IR XT 45 R ik (1 1
T2 AT, R 75 678 2 £ L, PI. BMI. MAC/HC 2 CANS B4 B2 61 4], 102 45 . 47 4],
131 B AR, 75 140 4577 L, PI. BMI. MAG/HC & CANS ¥E/43 B2 W 30 4], 87 14, 9 44, 112 i
FEAR . BMI+CANS AA K LU BIAE R A LRI LA 485008 99.3% . 100%, 5 1 #iJrikAdLl, fges &4 s
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Fetal malnutrition assessment program
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Abstract: Objective  To study the application of ponderal index (PI), body mass index (BMI), mid-arm
circumference/head circumference (MAC/HC), and Clinical Assessment of Nutritional Status (CANS) score in assessing
the nutritional status of neonates at birth, and to find a simple and reliable scheme for the assessment of fetal nutritional
status. Methods PI, BMI, MAC/HC, and CANS were used to assess the nutritional status of full-term infants and
preterm infants shortly after birth. The assessment results of these methods were analyzed. Results ~ Among the 678
full-term infants, 61, 102, 47, and 131 were diagnosed with malnutrition by PI, BMI, MAC/HC, and CANS respectively.
Among the 140 preterm infants, 30, 87, 9, and 112 were diagnosed with malnutrition by PI, BMI, MAC/HC, and CANS
respectively. The combination of BMI and CANS had a detection rate of 99.3% in full-term infants and 100% in preterm
infants. Compared with the single method, the combination significantly improved the detection rate of malnutrition
(P<0.05), while there was no significant difference between the combination of BMI+CANS and the combination of
PI+BMI+CANS (P>0.05). Conclusions The combination of BMI+CANS can reduce the rate of missed diagnosis of
fetal malnutrition. It is therefore a simple and reliable method for the assessment of fetal malnutrition.

[Chin J Contemp Pediatr, 2020, 22(12): 1273-1278]
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AT, EWNIME IR ILE TR ik 2 %
A HEEFEE (ponderal index, P1) | {KTEFEEL ( body
mass index, BMI) . F B % F /3 B ( mid-arm
circumference/head circumference, MAC/HC ) H1H .
I PR 23457 (Clinical Assessment of Nutritional
Status, CANS ) 2% Ezenwa 25 W W T 4 FpAR[E T
X5 e HANE 282 44 2 A LEFRIREIFH RCR
S5 7R CANS S — i f7 5 1)l R VPA G L 7
ANRBYIE, IR CANS 5 BMI AH4ZS & BB
JEE G LEFRA RIKIA, k] CANS P4k
PR ILE TR R IE NS iRE R L 7,

RAEH LRI IG ) LE SR A R G2 7k,
(BB IR, TR 2 iR E IR IE
W LIZE N ERAR, S0 ERARNIGILE
Wik B R A o AW Lk 4 Rk
Xof W ER AR Y LR P LAY SR RS HEA T IPA
It BRI gk Rl i 22 5, AT SR —FfoAE X fa
AT RE R I BN G LB SRR DAL T 48

1 ARSI

1.1 RIS

LI 2018 4F 9 H % 2019 4F 8 H i al 75 1L v 44
JLEE R Be AR I BR G i H ) LABA G B JLAE S i
FEX G A ARG SR TR R A L
HebR . S 818 Bl A LB AR SE, 7 h

LA R = )L S T gE . o 2 A L 678
B (37~<42 J& 675 i, =42 34]), H=IL
140 1] (<32 J& 11 4], 32~<34 J& 35 5], 34~<37
Ji o4 i) o ERFRIEITZ AT, SRR ERK
AP e (RS . 201700118 ), JF
PAF T PTA 2R W AR R
1.2 EFRARIEHEFE
PI. BMI, MAC/HC % CANS 4 FioEAL i L&
FEA RPPAL 7k B ik sl W6 1

GILIHAE Th N, FIHBEREE T2 LFE (3§
R RGN A RA R R AR E &
BK, FIHDEEROR G D58 I F
WA BRATE ) MG LA B R R RSk

Pl= A (g) x100/ 5K (em) *; PI22 glem’
WEFAR, Pl =22gem’ HEFRIFT,

BMI= & (kg) / B, (m) *; BMI<11.2 kg/m’
WEFARE, BMI = 11.2 ke/m” HEFERAIT Y,

MAC/HC= B ERE R (em) /3KkHl (em) ;
MAC/HC<0.27 H'EFHRAR, MACHC = 027 K8
Fr A,

CANS % FERGJLH A 24 h N, 2 S 0S7 Y
NI 2% FLSk e | T, R LR R L AL R
TR M REERHEA TV, REIEE AR 4 DAY,
SRNGE T 1~4 (E, Hd 1 R sz s R A
W25, 49RO EIE SRR, 2 & WINE e
P50 0 - {8 B 28 CANS {H, CANS<25
WEFAR, CANS = 25 WEF R M,

R1 AFMTETERILERFIROMERS

PP AT Pt

B

PI AT (2) x 100 / B (cm)’
FEE YRR
BMI KT (k) HK (m)®
tti [IZ]O

TR S, AR A AR B KA LA e RIS KR AN R

EEFR R, TR LI, S BaR ",

A7 BT, BURER, BN T BRE X TRETAR, FHNEEERAR, 55

MR HCEIE R, 0 i B

MAC/HC B PR (em)/ Sk (em) fATSA5(E, 6 A Destyide ", Skimd: 3 S6alpems (MRS SE ) mZ0a, s LAl g
KOG THRMKE, DHBRB TN Sk " h PEREERARERAERKRE
PRI U7 (0 A7, T S M A 5 oIk RSk BBl N A LT R TR R

B

CANS O HBALAYRIATS, SRAT' EDIL. Wb, LA i) .

AT AR

e TOANERALAE KA W N EURIERE R Y R BE L MO L IR (P TR R [BMI) ARTEEEG [MAC/HC] Fh B A L/ Sk [

[CANS] I RE TR
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1.3 Sit=aih

K SPSS 24.0 AT B SHrHr . T
TERHABIECR E 3% (% ) o, A SR G
XRITKE:, P<0.05 NESAGIFE . R
Venn RN R 7 PP E IR A R 45 3 2 0] 28
S 15 Rk ST VAR B, S LA R PEAL
A Rl

2 R

21 AEFEMEAILEFRESHIEMR

TE 678 2 H L, #R4E PLIEATITAL, 61 {4l
(9.0%) MEFAR; W BMIFEFTIEAL, 102
B (15.0% ) HEFAR; WP MAC/HC #1773
i, 4741 (6.9%) HEFAR; WRIE CANS #17

PEAL, 131 4] (19.3% ) WEFRAR. ANEITEE
25 SR B L A i . BR T P15 MAC/HC Z [H]
ZERANEHAGIEE SN (P>0.05) , HAePLYE
CANS. PI 5 BMI. MAC/HC 5 CANS. MAC/HC
5 BMI, BMI 5 CANS Z 25 HA 52 X
(P<0.05) . W% 2.
22 AEFZEMFEFILEFRREHNIEMSE

FE 140 157 L, #R4E PLIEATIEAS, 30 4
(21.4%) HEFRAR; W BML 1T IE4,, 87
B (62.1% ) NEFAR; R MAC/HC #HATIFAL,
9] (6.4% ) FEFAR; M CANS #F17IF4h,
112 7] (80.0% ) MEFRAR . AR kAl 455
[B] LB A AT s, AR PN AR L, TTAL 2
REZEFBEASI#E L (P<0.05) o W3R 2,

R2 AMTEMNHERNFEILERRAOITERTEEOLE  (F)

JEH L (n=678)

H77 )L (n=140)

Ry X
BREAR  EBERRE O E P 1A BRAR  BERREE P! PE
551 %
PI 61 617 30 110
29.73 <0.001 96.08 <0.001
CANS 131 547 112 28
E P a)
PI 61 617 30 110
11.72 <0.001 47.70 <0.001
BMI 102 576 87 53
ERPo)
Pl 61 617 30 110
1.97 0.160 13.14 <0.001
MAC/HC 47 631 9 131
5 4 XF
CANS 131 547 112 28
4.36 0.038 10.86 <0.001
BMI 102 576 87 53
555 %t
CANS 131 547 112 28
45.63 <0.001 154.40 <0.001
MAC/HC 47 631 9 131
55 6 Xt
BMI 102 576 87 53
22.81 <0.001 96.44 <0.001
MAC/HC 47 631 9 131

T [P ERHEEG [BMI] AREISEG [MAC/HC] "PBERFRL/ S5 [CANS] I FRE R PPAL %

23 4AMEFRAREMAEEANXER

¥ 1 PI. BMI. MAC/HC F1 CANS 4 Fh 77 ¥
WA R A ILE A B3 147 B, 3PAE R LE R
AR 13 ), 722 AILF, XH 2 Morkdl s
TEAL B 95 1 50, L BMI+CANS 4 & PEAG H i

FARFEOI %, ~28Fl; fER™ILd, XH
BMI+CANS 414 7] PEAf H 49 BB FRAR; EHIL
H 4 BV R E SRS R A 29 I, F7L
15 2 4, PI. BMI. MAC/HC F1 CANS 4 Ffi 4[]
5 IR LS FRRAS B PP 25 SR WL 1.
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1 4 AR FTENRILEFRSH TSR Venn

A: TERJTILT, 4 FhJrgad P B g A 3L 147 5] (J&

BBFZH) 5 AL PL, BMI, MAC/HC H1 CANS Hu—ik Al R 3R RAr 5 16, 2 4. 0 6 k& 38 49 (AEE ) 5 h
PL+BMI PG 1 358 B 13 f6], BMI+CANS $EAL 1 28 5, PI+CANS PEAS Y 6 4] (2 Fhor s dEAL 09 F 55100 ) 5 B BMI+MAC/
HC+CANS PEAG HVE SR A R 18 44, PI+BMI+CANS PFA H 12 1) ( 3 Fp5 i EAG TR 2049 )5 4 R ik B8l s F- AN 1 29 6] (4

FJ5 A I B0 )

B: fERTIL, 4 ROy E IR RIL 113 4] (EP A5 Z M) 5 U PI. BMI, MAC/HC Al

CANS B— Pl g E I AR R0 o ). 140, 0% 26 4] (AEEZHH]) ; i BMI+CANS PEASHE FRAN R 49 6] (2 Fior
A EERH] ) 5t BMI+MAC/HC+CANS PEAE HVEFEA R 7 4], PI+BMI+CANS FEAL HY 28 191] ( 3 R 5 i PEAG (0 B2 9] ) 5
A4 BT N E TR 2 ) (4 BhOT G R EEEH) ) o [P EEAEEG [BMI)AEFEE; [MAC/HC) FRBE FRF R /7 Sk

[CANS] I PR FE VAL

2.4 AREFZEBAEIREIVEFREHIEME LR
FEVEAL R A LR = L E SRR B, 2
i A —J7 1, T CANS ¥: 08 35 A8 BLAG HY Lo 41
B A A 2 Fpor 4l A, W) BMI+CANS 41
G R R s A 3 R O A A,
PI+BMI+CANS A i Lo il fems (R3)
4 T LUEH, R A LS TR,
POl ] BMI 325 8% CANS 3 5 BMI+CANS 4 &
R EE R 22 5 HA Gt = L (P<0.05) ,
7~ BMI+CANS 20 G X0 B IR A B H 50 5, 1
PL+BMI+CANS 44 5 BMI+CANS 2H 4 19 REA 45 5
ERTLG I FE X (P>0.05) . A ), BMI+CANS
2 A A HRE S A7 ZCVR b F S BMI % 8 CANS
AN R Z AL, T HAS TR BRI ES 3 ROy vk it —
7 PEAG R LB SRR B, BMI+CANS 41
A 5 (i B BMIL L Z W) 22 5 A it 22 3 X
(P<0.05) , %7~ BMI+CANS 44 % & I8 A R 1)
o th R, IS B fd ) CANS 75 Fil PI+BMI+
CANS 4 & e 2: 3 eseit2# = L (P>0.05) (3R
4) o AU, CANSEREREA ZLVRA BMI VL 7E R ™
JUEFRIRBUPEAG PR, Bl 5

®3 ARFTZEAAXMBILEFTRIEHIERL

AHIL Fp= L
A s BRAR WA ERAR kK

() (%) () (%)

1 Rl
PI 61 415 30 26.5
BMI 102 69.4 87 77.0
MAC/HC 47 32.0 9 8.0
CANS 131 89.1 12 99.1

2 Pk
PL+BMI 109 74.1 87 77.0
PL+MAC/HC 79 537 37 327
PI+CANS 145 98.6 112 99.1
BMI+CANS 146 99.3 13 100
BMI+MAC/HC 102 69.4 87 77.0
MAC/HC+CANS 131 89.1 112 99.1

3P
PL+BMI+MAC/HC 109 74.1 87 77.0
PL+BMI+CANS 147 100 13 100
PLE%?EQNS 145 98.6 112 99.1
BM&E%&S 146 99.3 113 100

e * K] = (BB RN R BB EHRA R
BAT) x 100%, EIRARKL AR, 2EHILN 147 41, B2l
113 il [PT] SEAEAEHL; [BMI RIS SR [MAC/HC] B ERE R/
L [CANS] IR T4l
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R4 AEAFFEEZEEELEROLLE
RHILEFRAR (n=147) H2 ) UEFRAR (n=113)
R 3 X — - . - — .
Ko N REEH B Vel P{H LSRN G N (3 N P! P{H
1%t
BMI 102 45 87 26
49.89 <0.001 29.38 <0.001
BMI+CANS 146 113
55 2 %
CANS 131 16 112 1
14.05 <0.001 1.004 0.316
BMI+CANS 146 113 0
53 %
PI+BMI+CANS 147 0 113 0
1.003 0.316 - 1.000
BMI+CANS 146 1 113 0

TE: [BMIAREFEHG [CANS]IRHRE FRITEAGL; [PI] EikfE4L.

3 it

ARWFGE R 4 Fp oy vE, BRI & 2 05 ik
PL. BMI Fil MAC/HC FIZ54 1AL 73 CANS, XTHI
A 4 678 451 /2 T LA 140 ] = LiEAT T 3R
AREVEAL, X EIRR P . =R G LS 57
AR TR

PL RN BMI AR 2 AT 5 B LU, X
T BMI BB KB, PTEUG R B K A7 T,
DORE PLESIN T SRR R P AEE, iU
BERAREZCHEN RS, it bk
FERARTHERRREE , PLUH T A LB T RIEA,
S R R AF AL ERAR, M
OB KB P ITAG R 77 R AT, SRSl B RAG
AWFoE s, PLEIEPEAL 61 5] 2 H JLF 30 45
FEILHEFRAR, Kt sl sn) 41.5% (61/147)
M26.6% (30/113) , B 1 GE A LA, HAGH
4 ER W BMI VLR CANS VELE R %5 . Adebami 45 1
(B 5 IR R o 7 B — A PT 253 s K, Yelam
TSI PL2&STRAS 61.4% HYE IR KB E
JL. AL, BMI 3% F1 CANS v Bt 10 F RE i A0 %5
Pl ¥, HBRIK ., MAC/HC ¥EHIPAL 1 47 ) 2
AILF 9 B 5= )L EFRA R, 4t BMI 7%
M CANS LA W EFEA R, X5 Georgieff 55 1)
Sharma %5 " Fil Eregie %5 ' IS Ao iF 245 AL,
AT B 45 S 7R MAC/HC 46 B 3R B L
WERRERE . UL, MAC/HC BB G LE SR A B
PEATHERR 2 I, (iR TR B 3, X
AL R 8 5 R A 0B R ) LR i — 2 i A

BMI 5 B AE PFH 8 A L 3R 4 )L TRk
Wl R R P AEFSE T, BMI PR
102 72 7 LA 87 Bl = LA ERAR, 5 HAD
2 AR 25 7 vk He e, BMIAHR 58 v A 1
R, XATRES BMI VAR s IR LS N & B RS
XK. BMILENEBRBBMRE: 25 il
FEREEET, P RN T IR R
TR ERARBILG K AT 2%, &
1R HERUY, (H R TG A B ROR R AR B A
FHREE, X TRXREFRAREE, BMILEE
BEAERARS T, [H CANS BET] ESs I IRRAG:

CANS JEA T/ 3 PRI 4 vk, i
b R A AR J LB AR 9 AN ]S 43 Sl A 7
Ay R FNBEE A LIS R B, AT DATE 4. EDW
oA LS FRE AT PR U R —F A R
PEMBAE LB R AR ", ARBF5EH, CANS
PRAG 131 B2 A LA 112 FlR P2 LR s SRR
K, oo 87 B e A LB 86 Bl 7= )L i Fn
BMI B E A, HikA 54 44 4] /2 H LA 26 ]
FEILBBIE N E IR R . X6 AT BE R 1h T4
BTN ERAR, BILBKAKER LT AL,
BMI HCAEL AR FE T8 M A3E B, e n] i 2 8% BMI
TsH. FTUL, CANS 3EBRERSXT AR &4k 1A
BN FE . Sifianou 25 P AOBIFST 25 SR R A
AN CANS BEA M AR A, AR AR L
EFEA A & I CANS VERIAS H 38 80.0%
X AT RS TR LA Lt A RES 37~40 JE 1Y
LR T G HERL Y B, AR (o, % ) Bl
Wik TN B, X JE CANS B 7E B 7 LS SRS
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PEAG A R R, L, 7EESEmaFss
W T B — P KRBT, e JLREA R
SEXT CNAS YEFE L= LB IR B0 PEAL vb i 1
HATRAISY, DAAXT CANS e ATk B, iz
NS AR LB E SRR

B TR — iR B I A, HET, ARG
D71k LA R R LS T2 RIFAG RIS 18T
M. Soundarya 55 ™ FERFSE HEE H . BMI AN P IE
W, IARRILE TR R, RNSEfH CANS
B PF Al 24 BMI AT PLAR T 0E % {E B, ok H
CANS 0] DR S B T2 R LIPS A sk . 76
A5, {fi 1] BMI+CANS 2H 4 il PL+BMI+CANS
HAERK IR ILESRA R e, g4
ZSm G S, RIHERE & Y BMI+CANS
LA TR TG LS 704

AWF5EE s PI. BMI. MAC/HC i1 CANS 4 #f
LS TR RIEAG ik Z e R K R, BoR
BMI 751 CANS IEERGIPAG iR LS FRA ROE AT
g, HEERBAE T E R (1) HERIEAR
B LY BMIfE, # BMI<11.2 kg/m?, 2Ry &
FARE; (2) & BMI = 11.2kg/m®, WIFEH CANS
i, # CANS<25, ZWrhEHRAR; (3) % BMI
= 112 kg/m” H. CANS = 25, Wi EFHRRE, %
T MR A R T B E A b R B LS SRR
RAEE, Raime, b LA ILIRE 5%
TR T A 25 275, X BT B 0 1) Tl
Bt T e A 8 50 o
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