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[ Abstract] Objective To analyze the risk factors for malnutrition in patients with nasopharyngeal carcinoma(NPC) un-
dergoing concurrent chemoradiotherapy(CCRT) ,and to establish a nomogram for prediction,so as to provide a practical
tool for early clinical identification and intervention. Methods A total of 251 patients with NPC undergoing CCRT admit-
ted to a hospital from February 2023 to February 2025 were selected by convenience sampling. Malnutrition was assessed
using the Patient-generated Subjective Global Assessment(PG-SGA).A total of 113 patients had PG-SGA=4(malnutrition
group) and 138 had PG-SGA<C4 (non-malnutrition group).Baseline characteristics were collected and malnutrition rates
were compared across different clinical profiles.Multivariate Logistic regression analysis identified independent risk factors
for malnutrition post-chemoradiotherapy, followed by construction of a nomogram prediction model incorporating these
factors.Results  Patients with weight loss™>5% ,moderate-to-severe reduction in food intake, moderate-to-severe metabolic
stress,severe oral mucositis, BMI<(18.5 kg/m’ , albumin (ALLB)<(35 g/L.,and anemia had significantly higher PG-SGA
scores than other patients (all P<Z0.05).Body weight,food intake, metabolic stress,oral mucositis, BMI, ALB,and anemia
were influencing factors of malnutrition after CCRT in NPC patients (all P<C0.05).The nomogram constructed based on
these factors demonstrated good predictive performance,with an AUC of 0.986,a C-index of 0.979,and a calibration curve
close to the ideal curve. The % IncMse of food intake,body weight,and metabolic stress were 48.900% ,43.900% ,and
42.300% , respectively.Conclusions  The nomogram model constructed based on the above factors has high predictive value.
[ Key words] nasopharyngeal carcinoma;malnutrition; patient-generated subjective global assessment; nomogram
[Mil Nurs,2026,43(10):90-93,97]

SRR 2 I PR R DL B S R R R IR B EHsk R, BRI  RE e e T

5l SIE A & yzl1-2]
(B 2025-11-04  [MEEHH] 2026-06-13 %%{?‘Zﬁ;ﬁﬂ}%g’@izjfn%jw”ﬁ‘ H
[ELTBH] ZMFEES*I4 (202007093000 ;) KE 5 HUs(Hﬁ%uﬁ]ﬁEQEEi‘&Eﬁi 'ﬂfsﬁ EﬂLL%

37 JF 3L T BF 55 3 42 (2025 A1515010068) PRI TR R Ak 27 B 2% L% A% #5540 e (HL W) B 25 51
[EE=A] EiE. 84, =00, Bi5.020-87343379 o R A 0 VR o T 7 2 7 O T s R

[EEEH] XA B .020-87341252



g ,
October 2026,43(10)
Mil Nurs

« 9] .

T E B PR E I % W A B o3 AR T R
AR OB IR R AU NG YT 2 A K A B
] 30 7T B 38 6 3A 97 ob T, T Y 0 R A A BE T K
Wor o DRI Il DR 5 BRI R <3 8 WA i ) 20 Ak o A 3
BN RS20 PR 3R O SR BUEE X T 9, DL R
FHHUG . B U R PEAL & 3K (patient-generated
subjective global assessment, PG-SGA) /& i J& & &
B IR VAL 9 5 ] T2, BRIV | o A b ) BT B
AN RFREE, I PUNAR C K RS, % F b AR
B EHEET PG-SGA 143 43 B S W 98 [ 25 itk 97
BFE TN R AR R 2 IF o 1 4 BT R

1 XRE5FE

L1 AR DMEAEE L R 2023 4 2 A =
2025 4F 2 A ERIMGE B9 251 5] S0k 5 1) 26 i ik g7
BRI G, APPREEAR BN E S % T Bl
RURF 52 o ) S5 R B0 AR e o ) B BRI A Y
B AE &R 7 A4, PG-SGA=4 4y ik 113 i, 4
A5 W B 24 8 (events per variable, EPV) A
113/7216.1, 1 £ EPVZ=10 B WK, 6 W RE AR
R DS R P R R AR AR S O R B A2 B
Z B (SL-B2021-456-01) . 99 AbRifE: (D454
ML WibsifE , I 2R B4 2 Wi i izt s (2) 232K
7 BRI s (3D B AEAF I =6 > 5 (O KM
PERAF: O BE RFIRYEEAEFEES ., HERiR
A (DRMERE (O GIF™EL FEERE
VIR 43 & 5 (3) 43 I A WA M 5 (4D 778 3R A 1

PP B LR B IR
1.2 &
1.2.1 #HRARREFEFE R PG-SGA P43

WAL B EERARRE, ZE RO KT EYHE
A AR R OTR A SR AR T B0 B 1A T RE L 90 12
P EEFRFER KR MR A 7 A4 18 4
ZH LIRS =4 0 N EFRA R L% s % Cronbach’s
a Z2EL 0.913. 84 FF 0.905, JRITHI. I B H PG-
SGA WAooy 7 A% H AR R GE 1 A~H W
PR ERIE O B WA AR R A R IR
G 3 M BRI RE B2 W M 5 B R TR R K
MG . PEANRE R A KA DR BRI AU, JOE IR
Sk 0 s B TE AR Ak 0 3 AN 3 IR 5 B L o B O
B4 o0 FH T R BL2T B SRR SR AR AR R KR
SR R LRLAE 205 K M, AR B2 <<1.5 cm AR
ST/ 97 5 ERE IR ARG R A8 Sy T B S M T 9
BTV P R 5L R R AN, h AR BT R AR
(body mass index, BMD), ffi | H 377 LABOSPECT
008 o 4= H sh 4L HT AL CHITACHI, H A & i H

# M4 M (albumin, ALB) . WAl & & A7 7E 30 1m0
I 5 W R 4340

1.2.2 it 4 R SPSS 25.0 Git#i ik, £
AT GERL DL & s ORI A 4 A VR L M
(P s Prs) RN . ANIRVRAIE S0 [ D T AT S8 3 5 57
ANRIAERILBR X K%, UL PG-SGA=4 43 HE
FEARR(Y=1),PG-SCGA<4 M WA KREERAR (Y=
0, RHZHZE Logistic [n115 434 & W8 458 28 25 7 2L %
IR EFRARMAI MR R, T R KM U1.0
) rms B2 740 48 3 51 £ ] i I 455 28U, Jf 3 5 Boot-
strap 3198 — B 48 0 (concordance index, C-index) ,
Bootstrap BEAMEE R H M 1000 K, 22 F TAF #H
2% (receiver operating characteristic curve, ROC) , 318l
28 N i FH (area under the curve, AUC) UL BEA% 5 HY [X 43
AE 1. RJH Bootstrap ¥ 2 H 8 #h £, 317 Hos-
mer-Lemeshow # % , i1 Brier 3¥F 43, LA PFfif A5 A4
KUERE . N randomForest & 77 £ 44 £ B HL 2R bk
BEAY, Bl ML AR AR 2 80 B ntree =500, mtry =2,
nodesize=5,seed=123, KK /KHER N «=0.05,

2 #R

2.1 AR RAFAERBEE R P AT & F 6 PG-SGA
o R E R >5% . BMI<W18.5 kg/m’ (&)
A R D v e R O OIS R T R
R ALB<35 g/ LR AR LAY B 8 IR A RORAE REL
i G R F AL 22 5 Gt L (2 P<C0.05).
ARSI 22 A et 3 Wi L IR 1,

®1 BREBRSHNTEEEFRFIREEBRIN=251,1(%)]

i H x2 P
AREAn=138) ARHAR=113)

A i 125.432 <<0.001
e € =g 108(78.26) 12(10.62)
ER<5% 17(12.32) 17(15.04)
ER>5% 13(9.42) 84(74.34)

BYRA 130.567 <<0.001
To 7B Ak B 4 104(75.36) 11(9.73)
B2 17(12.32) 18(15.93)
vp R U D 17(12.32) 84(74.34)

AR 10 IR 2 135.789 <<0.001
P IIA¢ 102(73.91) 9(7.96)
% 5 N 19(13.77) 20(17.70)
v R T R 17(12.32) 84(74.34)

I Js 0 65 85.234 <<0.001
TCAE AR 96(69.57) 17(15.04)
B 32(23.19) 33(29.20)
W 10(7.25) 63(55.75)

BMI(kg/m?2) 60.123 <<0.001
=18.5 121(87.68) 46(40.71)
<18.5 17(12.32) 67(59.29)

ALB(pp/g+ L1 35.456 <<0.001
=35 111(80.43) 51(45.13)
<35 27(19.57) 62(54.87)

i 23.789 <0.001
% 118(85.51) 67(59.29)
2 20(14.49) 46(40.71)




.« 92 .

P 2026 4F 10 H,43(10)

22 HRBEBHFRI AT EEARRE Y EZ
# % B % Logistic @34 LIERBEAEHRAR
DA g DU 3 a3 B vh 22 S A Gt o
WO A AR R R Z P #E Logistic 15 43 Hr i 1 & 0
IR D AT 5 B IR AN RIS e I 3R 4
IR R W A AR ORI R
2 BMI K ALB K~ 23 1fiL 2 £ WA 938 A8 & [R] 20 i
I7 5 B IR A R A2 K 2 (B P<<0.05), L& 2,

®2 BHEBERSHUTREFTREZMEEN

% A & Logistic B )3 9 #7 (n =251)

2.3 FIL&BAMMBERME KT LELHEK Logistic
[ U G 3 £ 19 7 A 57 5 o R 2R A S TR 2B
HALTT B E IR AN R A MR A 51 2k ] T A
7E R 4.1.0 Bk 4l rms B R AL UE 179 4 K 2
il o B HRE A5 AR 6 R A 43 (points) s BT ]
B K (total points) , MR HE &L 43 X N B T 5 b ROBD
AR AT R KR E IR OR R U AR R DL 1, R
F Bootstrap % #4755 3iF , C-index & 0.979; %2
A M 2 5, R A 3 B ARl 2K . Hosmer-
Lemeshow ¥4 P A 0.638, Brier #4374 0.103, &
ARG HERE RIF . A PG-SGAZ=4 2y HEFHAR

T H B SE  Wald X2 P OR 95%CI
N /2 vh > 77 N 7 P — >
W —4.501 0.593 57.609 0.001 0.011 — #Uﬂi*ﬂ‘fﬁ,ﬂgfﬂ éﬁ T)ﬁ{)ﬂu *EE%L#/{T R()C Eﬁﬂéﬂ?ﬁj\*ﬁo
e y ~5 — Nhil=! fi=a = > ) ==
R 1.201  0.247  23.643  0.001 3.323 2.047~5.393 %%Eﬂ? ’@Jgﬁ & ﬁ(ﬂﬂ%”ﬁ]ﬁ;%% B 5755( ﬂﬁfTLE =
BYWHEA 1.303  0.269  23.467  0.001 3.681 2.173~6.233 R .
REEORE  1.249 0259 23.257  0.001 3.487 2.099~5.793 FARM AUC H 0.986,95% CI 0.976 ~0.996,
[BRE P 0.803 0.223 12,971  0.001 2.232 1.443~3.453 P<C0.001,Cut-off fﬁjﬂ 0.512 ’%F%Egjg 0.974 7iﬁi
BMI 0.901 0.283  10.139  0.002 2.462 1.413~4.289 G S L
ALB 0.851 0.293  8.433  0.004 2.342 1.319~4.159 FEN 0.926, ZBF8 N 0.900, $2 /R AR B 88 419
4 [ —~ N v
2 1fl 0.699 0.271  6.653  0.011 2.012 1.183~3.421 lXﬁ}ﬁEjj *ﬂﬂj‘{ﬂﬂ&ﬁ(ﬁﬁo
Points T T T T T T T T T 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
HEEL T T -
REREm ER<5% E %59
EMEATL | T !
EZfeamm B FRER)
AMEBRS T :
ESuELR BEEN PRER
OREBAFEEE | - -
EER B L1
BMI (kg/m?) T
2185 <185
BEEABEL) T
235 <35
#l | .
& 3
Total Points T T T T T T T )
0 50 100 150 250 300 350 400 450
BATRAR T T D T T T
0.05 0.10 020 030 0.50 0.90 099
E1 BEWERSHUETEEERFAREERKS % EHRNEE

2.4 M AEMAAMRAEA SRS G E SN EE
(percentage increase in mean squared error, % IncMSE)
F155  F BEATRRAE B 2R ARy . o, 31 2P A i 3]
AR O B8 T & AR RS CALB K
F L BMI K BRI E O 2 4%, H 26 Ine MSE 43 5l
J 48.900 % ,43.900 % ,42.300 % ,33.300 % . 24.000 % .
13.700% ,13.700% ,

3 itig

3.1 oM REEALBAEL AMEETL
K2 Logistic [1115 55 B HL A% AR AT R S 5] 8 A, 4K i
MR R A AR L O A IR
BMI ik ALB Bz %% il 2 55 W 98 58 25 [ 25 Ak o7 s

FEAN RS R, X5 SR T R R
fiff ¥ 50 B R R B 7 | R I R AR ST 1 &R G PR R
FRAFE BT REAAE B B B A R J5T dk A2 Ak A
TR AR B e PG-SGA FER AL 4% H L i A BF
FRR AR R E A RINE T PG-SGA=4 47,
PR S B AL A ARS8 e = 28 14 oy 8 1 Y A A TR R
it 2 A1 4% H H S i SO0 A6 BV L O B R ER R Dy
MSrF PG-SGA ZAME I A . & % IncMSE
W2 S PG-SGA B MBI G L& AR
56 4 ST 1 I R T A0 18

3.2 REERTAALTEFEARARRYLARR
ST R E B WA AR EOR S PG-



g
Mil Nurs

October 2026,43(10)

e« 03

SGA T EFRA R BZ .05 B, [ AT 51 & 1
F M RARE AT TG 2 2 — B AR GE B, R
WUEE H o O 1 AN A AR BT & T >5 00 1Y /B A
A B L KRR o AT B I 59 0 i A2 L R
BT ARG REE S A S IH AL T BE , HE 2 R EUE SR
N E A i VATl o R o
WA AR B VAT BE ST IR FE A &
(%) JIE 107 AR UL A 2 20k 42 it fig & L (B R0 e 25 3 3
B VRS 48 B DIAE T B DT 1S I 35 AN R RUBS: e,

I 286 B8 2 2 TROAR T S H L B T RO 2 —
R R R AT AFAE R 2 5t 97 5| KB R
FUR PR, Al RE S R EUR H WD B WA L i HE
Zrae it 7O AT RE I K RGEPMEAU R AL AR B )
RE i L B0 AR B RN R R AR KU

BMI 1 4% B 3 0 Bk 2 B, BMI<<18.5 kg/m®
TR F AR L K BMI 3% 0] B8 20 5
WUEE 1 i 45, A7 I 305 28 1 ] 2 230 S Al g, ap
RE 23 R AR AL T it 52 M A A8 3 AR 2 e ) 32 B
T RGN R TR A ROk A KBS

ALB J&E F7 A K 5 25 i R 2R O B VAl
febn, FE N T H R M T AR E A A A
BCRIR A FERR AR 2 3 3mSR B 33 TR T R, 51 i
K, 405 E A B T B L R B 3R W A T Ak I
W SR TR B AR L ALB A A K, HOx
Sk FR AR AR B R AR X W IS . HLK P A2 25
B TIRE A B SOE OB RS LI A AN o A DL O
Mt SRS IR N FE W) W R, R, e W
WAL ST X — 2Pk N 33T . ALB AR S 0 7 48 bk 4 S50R%
PEA R, W TS5 PG-SGA Bl (8 45 I g 148 1k
RN G . fEARMIE T, ALB<<35 ¢/L {15
BN R A O, 45 s HAE S KO BT il A
MY . AR AT AR P SRR I E N
YN 5 F2 B E AT AR 5T R FH A ) il R 5 3k
TE B R GEORE BT AR S5 48 bR R 3R A R R
W R I B e G A £2 L AN K S U D A R RE AR
it HATF Y 5 7 40 203 1 16 PR P s AR R L e 7% 4 5h
G0 B Y ) T AR R L PG S A AR R AL B R
A AR 3L F1 s 6 R 58 BMILL ALB. %% 1 55 % F1
ATAFAE A 5 53 A0, Hi AR B 2k R AR A T A
TR L R RE A7 R 2 fig S Rk g A5 TR 3R 5 ), B
MPATEA—ERT PG-SGA % H.

IMANIEE FRAREE R, KA G HET &
BN R A5 R R ] o R AR R B R R e
J1 G IVE SR SR TS FE SR 5] R B FRA R, X X )
) PR P A5 A A R AR T RN R A KU A e
3.3 SR EMEE BEZSPHIRET Logis-

tic [m] U9 -+ 31 £& [ DF- Al S 968 W) 25 Ak 9T 28 E 3R

AR, RS RIS AR E R

V43 (DT 2% B2 Bl IR 5T &5t 0] 45 0F 43 v B R 8 5 35 1T

Gy FRAEIZ S B TH AL R GRS E T AT L

PR B % O T P VT A AR T Bl 18 4 AR BF 9 A AR S

ik FUE A& BMILALB, % 1L, PG-SGA ¥4 ik

B AR A AN BORAS R T R R

N, H 5 T AR BUEE , JO 5 Fr R B A% 3 1 o

FE TIIN R T T, R B8 AT A O 4 EE AR 4] AUC

9 0.853, NI IE 4 AUC N 0.891, &b 56 UE 41

AUC 2 0.886; A WF5E 5 2k KB AUC 2y 0.986,

C-index?}y 0.979, $& 75 A< B 50 B B 78 A Hc 4l 4 vh B

AR I oy B (RS T R PRI 5 Y R AR

SCTRIN A 2 A AR SRR M AR AE AN TR  AUC

ANE B ) HR s FLAS B 5T AR A g R R AT A0 5

UE , FLSC bRz AL e 1 5 75 VA

3.4 Rl ARPPRAFEREAEAR. 8 T3

U BESE AT RE 35 B ST 45 R R BE N RFEA L £

T3 AR BEATF 5T LA 43 #r 52 e S W 0[] 20 s Ak 7

BEERARBHEER., AN ARV M AAELT X

R BR (1) 3 728 5 5 AR G A7 A [ 5 22 . PRAS 6

CREBEERARET PG-SGA=4 4. MA A& |

BT B WA A A SR AR &2 PG-SGA

B AFHBCERA 2 HE S, T AR & A L7 15 )

RURE . (2) B AAFEAE 1o BE 4L KUK . A BFSE AUC

Al C-index ¥73k 0.97 LA b, 454 TR R 22 L B b0 &

FEA A BRAE R L S n R T g i R B s R

Bootstrap N #f % E, {H oK i 47 2l 57 4 &6 5 GiF .

(3)Cut-of f {H 7 ERLAR L. 52k &G 7 4% 78 1 TR

Sz ML, HEHNY PG-SGA J5 AT 4> A F, Cut-off

EAN 3G T A B R, R BB B 82 55 7 T PG-SGA 1T

g5 e (A BEATL AR Y b 4 8 A A4 T o A8 AR R AR

I A s B HE Y 32 PG-SGA 4% H R J5 52 i

AN BEH L LB AL Ry Ik ST F PG-SGA Z 41 i F

. OARBFFE R AT B & ARG 5 L

PR it ARAE K T A5 48 b AT R gt e 2 T A

[ 5% ST ik)

[1] Huang H,Yao Y,Deng X, et al.Immunotherapy for nasopharyn-
geal carcinoma:current status and prospects (Review) [J/OLJ.
[2025-10-10 J. https://www. spandidos-publications. com/10.
3892/1j0.2023.5545.D01:10.3892/1j0.2023.5545.

[2] SuZ Y,Siak P Y,LWin Y Y.et al. Epidemiology of nasopharyn-
geal carcinoma: current insights and future outlook[J]. Cancer
Metastasis Rev,2024,43(3):919-939.

(30 TFde . e . 0 6 L 5. B W A% BT U 9 11 R e U 5 2 10
YR AL B AR A, 2024,59(6) : 744-752,

(F#% 97 1)



