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¢ ¢j§£
AIEFRFRALASPM 2 A K G (Medical adhesive-related skin
injuries, MARSIs) & i fxB #2% L+ ¥R LA K § T > TRk B i
Re R TP ERESDORI PG &Y L1 L REA K Rivgd
e~ LKL R CREEAEAGEARGT O PHEARGT A B e
BAML'YE > TEIF AR A R O R B R RES AL
KA S HFHE A R HMARSISE 0 fF 0 2 BN b R g R A1 L2
ARG AR 2 LR Rikdpil > R A 1A HHLER SR LR
“ % (nasal continuous positive airway pressure, NCPAP) ¢ B 2 MARSIs# #

FAMERTFIFAEFTY o

Brha i F A1 A WHZ SR G FE RS B Y K S MARSIs2
FA X2 A AR FF o

Pi*&:ipiﬁwﬁ%ﬁpmfa’%§<wfgvﬁwﬁ§%é@ﬁ’
FrHeidr gh N o Rere B2 0-12 B2 B2x ek Hix2 FE@iF
2020 # 6 % 3 2021 & 12 * {7k o T ENnCPAPH s B9 2 & = { %
I AL ERIRZRY - BT d 24 KRR E & (Neonatal Skin
Condition Score, NSCS) & 7 & F Rk ini®=im 5 ek > g & N4 | 322
(Modified Delphi method ) % & " B @G f 5% § & B2 B ¥ B2 MARSIs
TEE A, A AEEAHHIYMARSIsZ BB REFT L L RN

SPSS 28.0.0 st & ;‘@\ R ?&‘7}‘]‘/40\ ¥ o

-

BE AP RN 374 2282, B 29594 (55.8%) -~ £

v

T

|2 ]2 30 % ik 78.8% A 5 A BV TSR H A A (63.7%) ~
MR A H WA R 27 4 (827%) TGl Hk: 63 % 5 MR BT R
* X #ch 6.3 % o NSCSeREZA P ¢ > & Fick e 4 5 5 635% (33 4 ) »
fepaegF 4 55 100% (52 4 ) ~ 4§ s 4 5 5 100% (52 4 ) 5 &NSCS
EREARREA S G o0 LIS 56 AL S FIenT s dEF (5.1
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~5864) ~+%%E=x2 (488-5794 ) ~ 2% FE K (472-571% ) ;
ERERANL > EIEY RAREGOFLFNL 75-865% 2R A
RAF et 2 55 135 - 25% 0 b i FLAT R nCPAPR * 4 1 L ARAEHTE
IMARSIs# 2 5 5 100% > * ¢ #F 2 £ R A K4 § o ~ 1TMARSIs2Z 4p i 7]
28744 (p=.029) ~nCPAP# * X £ (p<.001) ~ * 31 & { #=x#F
(p<.001) P34 FH G h'44%% 5 7 248 (p=.010) % nCPAP# * =
Hh (p<.001) e A K4 b G RF -

HwmE BHm AL HFREL IR CHF AT RIS B AREY §F 2
MARSIs » * &3 @ e 2 52 BE R RREL AL 55 0 EH A
1A {482 nCPAP® * X i B Fp bl 715 > A R RBHI LA LG H 0
W RS B R 0 I PR Y AT SRR |
P~MARSIstg b 5ot > 0 3 0 & eh{ #0180 MR R F R AL A &
AT N2 ARG R E o
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Abstract

Background: Medical adhesive-related skin injuries (MARSIS) are common yet
oftentimes neglected cutaneous injuries in hospitalized neonates and infants. Despite
routine clinical uses of hydrocolloid dressings to prevent pressure injuries on the skin
caused by ventilator tubing, skin injuries such as erythema, dermatitis, blisters, and skin
tears still occur. These adhesive-related skin injuries not only increase the risk of device
dislodgement, but also contribute to subsequent infection, prolonged hospitalization, and
increase of healthcare cost and expenses. Many healthcare workers are not aware of the
severity of MARSIs. No reference is available to guide the use of hydrocolloid dressings
in preventing MARSIs and the wound care for MARSIs. No studies have been published
on the use of hydrocolloid dressings in the securement of nasal continuous positive airway

pressure (NCPAP) tubing as well as the associated incidence and risk factors of MARSISs.

Purpose: This study investigates the incidence and risk factors of MARSIs caused by
hydrocolloid dressings in the securement of NCPAP tubing.

Method: The subjects of prospective study included infants aged from 0 to 12 months
who used nCPAP and their nurses at the Infant Intensive Care Unit in National Taiwan
University Children’s Hospital between June 2020 to December 2021. Photos of the
subjects’ skin were taken prior to the placement of nCPAP and each time the hydrocolloid
dressings were changed. The skin condition was evaluated using the Neonatal Skin
Condition Score (NSCS). To evaluate the knowledge and care routine of the nursing staff,
the nCPAP-related MARSIs Nursing Knowledge Scale was developed using the modified
Delphi method. The study results were analyzed using IBM SPSS Statistics Version
28.0.0 software.

Result: This study included 52 neonates and infants, 29 of whom were male (55.8%).
The majority of the subjects were younger than 30 days old (78.8%). The most common
diagnosis of the subjects were cardiac conditions (63.7%), and the second most
common being respiratory or other conditions (32.7%). The average hospitalization

length was 6.3 days, and the average ventilator usage was 6.3 days. In the scoring items
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of the NSCS, the respective incidences of “Dryness”, “Erythema” and
“Breakdown/excoriation” were 63.5%, 100%, and 100%. Most regions received
scoring of 5 to 6. The nasal region received the highest score (5.1-5.86), followed hy
the right cheek (4.88 — 5.79). The area receiving the lowest score was the left cheek
(4.72 —5.71). The overall incidence of mild to moderate skin injury is 75 — 86.5%, and
that of severe skin injury is 13.5 — 25%. The results showed that after the usage and
removal of hydrocolloid dressings with nCPAP, the incidence of MARSIs was 100%,
and severe skin injury was possible. Analysis of factors associated with MARSIs
showed that female(P=.029), using longer period of nNCPAP (p < .001), and frequency
replacements of hydrocolloid dressing (p< .001) had a higher risk of nasal skin injury.
In addition, the younger (p=.010) and using nCPAP in a longer period (p<.001) were

significantly associated with higher risk of skin injury on the cheeks.

Discussion and Conclusion: This study demonstrated that MARSIs always occur with
the use of nNCPAP in neonates and infants, and the incidence in this study is higher than
previously reported. Age, frequency of dressing change, and duration of nCPAP use
were significantly associated with the occurrence of MARSIs. Guidelines for the
nursing care of nCPAP securement should be devised in the future. Further efforts
should be focusing on related training courses for the nursing staff to promote
knowledge related to MARSIs, reduce unnecessary replacements, and prevent skin

injury related to the use of medical adhesive products.

Keywords: Medical adhesive-related skin injuries, nasal continuous positive airway

pressure, hydrocolloid dressing, infant
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$

F- % ETER
FRAMLA SARM A % 48 % (Medical adhesive-related skin injuries, MARSIS,
N AMARSIS) Edrp kY Ll K G A2 02 EpH e Td (A
BAGHE O RLRIMAEN A/ L BASE LR E =7 fr ¥ AL AR (Lund, 2014,
McNichol et al., 2013; Nist et al., 2016) - %%»ﬁb]ﬁé_e—; (medical adhesive ) ¥ i %
EATFREELFERY > SRR I s TR0 SeRb S R LR T
i~ Pe3EF (McNichol etal., 2013) » 3 i * % if § ehdkjiv > o F RALREZ 1 hif
fd o R ERAFARNETRLE  E ARG BAG RS ol
K L F BE A K45 5 (Farris et al., 2015; Lund, 2014; McNichol et al., 2013) -
EEEEEY o Fp LR X g SR FRALA Sk r o AR
LERSPEEF R CATFRRE KA FR O o TRTE 2§ R
SRl RABRBLERRA VARG E A F PR 9
#5 ¢ 2 g ¥ F BFE 2 MARSIs:ok & { H (de Oliveira Marcatto et al., 2021,
Kimetal., 2019; Wang et al., 2019) ; &4 % R & F e B 5 h A By ¥R
WEASTAMARE GRS > ST F 2 FF p#F 2 MARSIsh )
5 34% 3 25.0% (Farrisetal., 2015) o @ #74 2% 224 & K 4§ cOh th s 4

P

BOSHFATAAESTE AL T4 FE},% ( Neonatal Intensive Care Unit,
NICU) % 23 4c§§£:f,;3 % (Pediatric Intensive Care Unit, PICU) * MARSIs® & % &
g § i E 2 - > aMishra% £ (2021) 3 477 7 ® MARSIsehg 4 5 5 30%
(Mishra et al., 2021) ; Habiballah (2017 ) g% 169 & #7424 2% BMARSIse3 4 ¥
% 26.6% (Habiballah, 2017) ; Kim% 4 (2019) # % 414 =23 2 MARSIs=hg 4
F % 58.3% (Kim et al., 2019) ; de Oliveira Marcatto % + (2021) # & 46 =374 2
H MARSIs=z 4 & % 19.5% (de Oliveira Marcatto et al., 2021) ; Wang % 4

(2019) # & 212 =524 MARSIs# # & % 23.53% 1 54.17% (Wang et al.,
2019) ; Chin% 4 (2021) g% 152 =23 MARSIs% # F 5 12.5% (Chin et al.,
2020) ; ¥ - A A 2R X o BOR £ iR MARSIsg 2 5 5 60.3% (Crespo et
al., 2022) ; it = /?:é% MARSIs:3¢ 2 5 %) 5 12.5-60.3%

1
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il

dptV aeiE e R AL A SRR R PRI S S ARG o ST L e

BF B A LanF it K 4p i (King etal., 2014) » MARSIs# & ¢ 514 7 5
FrRAFLEdD 4’Jg%*%&ﬁi%§?\&£&%%@’ﬁ%§
PR Fop A h o GFFRTRAER 0 DR G ¥ TR % 0 B Ll
LA R ’Lﬂ%%‘t&ﬁlﬁﬁﬁ?éw?*’)ﬁ? LE R E R iR -
(Fumarola et al., 2020; McNichol et al., 2013) » ]t 7 f2MARSI2 3 24 & 27 4a B 7]

% > #3EP MARSISE 40 & & & e o

=

52

Jh

5

F-§ FreBIELR

‘-\w

iﬁiﬁhaﬂéﬁ%mﬁhﬁx%’* TEpE mhRY Ly 7
B FFERLREFF IR FEFIU YRR @ PR R
RoZRYFIFRAAYVER IR T F A ?i&‘uriﬁ» % 45 % (Kim et
al., 2019; Nistetal.,, 2016) ; @ &2 £k B = oiE@ RERB Y - & X R § =%
AEREE R FORALLE Ko BT ER F XS R ALEIOR &R € & 70 - 90%:h 4
AAG @ F RARREZE 307 ¢ BRI BE hA F A 1 (Sardesai etal., 2011) © 7
ﬂfalﬂ Mafe@i s Tl K45 ot 5% iE 43% (King et al., 2014) > ¥ 50%:1

LARHGHFENEFRHRERA S FRWOLF L > It FR A0
60.1% 5 € & e F] > B X 788% 2 G H N R E (nasal
continuous positive airway pressure, N"CPAP ) # B (King et al., 2014; Nist et al., 2016;
Sardesai et al., 2011) °

SHFBFE BRI BL A T AL HHL AL A E IR NRE > AR
* nNCPAPH R chl J§ 4F 1 & 5 20% 1 60% (Newnam etal., 2013) > & # & ¥ % &
BEERBE R LEIORREAR RO RAPL RIS ¥ AR
kgt (Hydrocolloid dressing) % fL4 1 & 175 2% » * RIR3E ~ B3l 4 0
R Mt AR % 3 g B G E (Black et al., 2015; Ottinger et al., 2016; Shikama
etal, 2018) - Fesk + ¥ 11 A 1 A % FRALLIOR AR A 18 R B A
MG AR A S (Ao LRl s FRRE ) FRAIAL P UHEERE K
A E 4R 4 M4 i (Chenetal., 2017; Clark et al., 2014; Imbulana et al., 2018) ;
B o AL LS R - BFRALAE RYRY F REFRAN T F RS
2
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MARSIs > i& @ 3 4e B % 2 g % 9k & (Boyar, 2020; Brandon et al., 2018;
Camillo Ribeiro et al., 2020) -

MARSIs & T F B2 24 #i’guﬁ@@A;$¢%xm{§T#¢@¢,
1990 # A Bt I F * 4k & A4 4 (medical adhesive stripping) » & ] 2013

# 4 d McNichol # 4 357 P FENT & > dp I F R AHEA S5 AR Y § PdEpE2
R AT o L E AR € L E A R A f:@z\MARSIs’ Ialde B Lt

& ¢3¢ F¥(Lund, 2014; McNichol et al., 2013) = 32 4 J % % - SRR L 0 $30
MARSIs:Hig b { £F £ 3 f > 3 & MARSISeHER T 374 92 B2 i 4
RG22 B pe %3 BRRAVIEP IR S MARSIssh# 2 L Hp e F e f2
A2 RF] > BEAAF L FRERIARIEG ~ FERRZFHFLELF L
H 4 F3E 4 R HMARSIsHmzs 0 0 fEMARSISf § 41 > 34k si o ee ¥
5 2 EI R o UIE T MMARSIseE 2 0 g A e I RGE R T (de
Faria et al., 2022; Fumarola et al., 2020; Lund, 2014; McNichol et al., 2013) -

¥z & FyPpin

42 R k4 g (Hydrocolloid dressing) /i3 * & o is g 2 3B ¥ &
RES AR PG > AP EREC e A 1A R EAF RO
FHERSBIFG B UG AN B R Beh  PEF o r g
B A K AE i & R F12 - (Camillo Ribeiro et al., 2020; Ottinger et al., 2016; Xie,
2014) = = jrdp IMARSIs? & J B =2 5 RARRrd SE R A Sz 0 TR
§ONRRREA D R SN A D A SHEFARDE LR R P D ER
s R & Bkl g A #7 3 3% (de Oliveira Marcatto et al., 2021) - @ Fsk + 3

ERFRFD RIS FERIBEFCOL R RES S AT RERL RS
R OBREINAEBAZLHEY AR o A2 L gEREE #ﬁ“,ﬁ%iﬁ*ﬁ i
iR 2 R B T E RS 0 R B ARSTMARSISTR R P 5t £ 2 B
Bend MArHIE R R > 2 G FFHA R SR NG AL BE S b g H
A K 48 % <0k & (Lund, 2014; McNichol et al., 2013) -

FiE AR AFPMARSIST § £ 2 & £33 5MARSIs ~ i § E# el
FEig %%%&»ﬁé’r_r‘% N %&»E&%“f 7 N F o iR P MARSIseE 4 o e ’3’@:%5 #
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% B AP K o4 naet # 4 gk (McNichol etal, 2013) 5 — 3 A 3 R F &+ f ande
+ 8T 0 53 31%hFE A | 4o MARSIs (Ousey & Wasek, 2016) @ flk 7= £ ke
oo BT ORAREA SR LR YN RB B S 03 5 FE L | HMARSIsEr LA v
5 & FMARSIss7 4 5 ik % 4% i 5 (de Faria et al., 2022; McNichol et al.,
2013) > w ¥ p oA B b2 I,?’%*ﬁMARSIS_'rh?E B3 - 4 (general) swuE ik
(Newnam et al., 2013) » & & &~ 38 25 &2 ?ﬁﬁ #* A1 4 FINCPAPE Bl K R
REdp sl 2 HR T E R 0 % IR X MARSIsE 2 0 77 g 4p B SPMARSISH
AFBERFIFALTT -
AT RAE AL AT A LG B L R B F MARSIs2

AFZPMFE > MEBARFEA LAY HT LA R R EF R
BRAEAR G 2 A g 0 B PES SRR F 3 4 R HTMARSIsiu o SR 5

g B % 2 &"'ZMARSISW’? ) WL

la:E' & FJ;EFFE'&E
lzi-‘b%ﬁﬁ’“ Bzt @2 /Fﬁ’“ P 34T
1 @S @D R B A1 4 RE A i $MARSIsEE 2 F L 2

2. % A4 R ANFHELE ﬁ Vi, §L)§ViVAW %\ﬁiﬁifﬁ'%m&@‘ﬁ_)ﬁaxﬁ7
3. P AIAPHHLLHANEF D R Big FMARSIseiip b F1F 5 P2

1% FPiBEX

1L % A1 A * W HTEANBFDE RIS EFE € S MARSIS -
2. BAPALAFNHILANEF I RERB IR EE N e i A FHF G o

3. @ AL A NHEGH N F D RS B 2 MARSIs® 4 2 F) % (¢ 3
RS RS LA £ SN A
4. @ AT A R FLGH NG F LR A B2 MARSISE FRFlE (¢ 7

EERIT BHELET S AL L {HSdE) M-
5. ™AL AN NHTLH B L R F B2 MARSIseha £ 5 2 L F 48
B RAREILETH F R AR A A ML R 2 (8 g A @

ALRED N L ;ﬁ:‘&;\iﬁ/v s Tink iR L) 3 B o
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¥ 8 LWEAR
E‘P?I%é‘brié:_ w40 B A K 45 % (Medical adhesive-related skin injuries,
MARSIs) & 2@ % FRaeiLE w8 KR o mg%g% LG FRAE
;igréléiﬁﬂﬁ/?#ﬁi’;’#@¢ﬁ%“ff“é s30 AR L EFFALEREY 0 e
REB o~ dopms ke ~ 2L 208 a0 2B UAHAGE
(McNichol et al., 2013) ; #»#* 7 FMARSIs & 45 7 TNCPAP§ B2 * 1 A # i
ferrig g~ a2 AF G 2 L KRR RIR
Vi R B (Nasal continuous positive airway pressure, NCPAP )
Lo AR R B 0ef f R R IR RS 2 R B A
e YRR WA H A AR o it d F EIEY 5 ¥ ONIEH KR T > -
PRt fed fpidet e frin > §¥ % WX FPE F T2 R4 SZanet o srd e
% i 2_ 35 (Beker et al., 2014; Newnam et al., 2013) °
A gkt gt (Hydrocolloid dressing ) @ &— fa4k & & i & cjE 4 2
o Fo A e B A RARH AL KL 0 BT Ao o B iR
% > 4rDuoderm® -~ Hydrocoll® % > fe/& + * *tgg & 1 ¢ R I v ik
AR FOR KR s1AcHR 4 (247§ (Dhivya et al., 2015; Morris et al.,
2015) ; AFF 2 4 1 A A * 3 nCPAP§ B B iRk i Sl
B2 (Infant) @ 5 M2 3 Aik- k2 B
ic% (Dryness) : 15 A72 QA Fen& FASET 2 22 @i A IrE
A2k R T 4 A »"@Bf R AAME A EAFEFTELFREIELAL
BEPH A KA S B EF OB AGEA RS TA g A FieE 0 F &
FRATEL B R B Y R b nF VAR RRNR AR
oo &% > VORI & A W (Visscher, 2014) -
jewr (Erythema) st & FIA 2 ~ 4 K rsldecd B4 5 2 s F
PHoE oL R H Al A R F g e R~ B % & TP B R
(Visscher, 2014) ; 4% 3 2. osa &_H 45 "f AL RSB EB
% & 43 (Epidermal stripping) @ 2_i¢ * ¥ ~ fopl % FRAIA ST “f
o ER- KRR TIRG  Ga FE R RRAGK - Ry
XEZ AR 0V PG fZpafe-kie A = (Cutting, 2008) -
5
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¥R o paEe
F-® FRALASEMARYS

¥ RARILA SR B A % 45 % (Medical adhesive-related skin injuries, MARSIs,
T AEMARSIS) v R FoRAE A SR KR ML F ST 0 2013
#d McNichol # 4 8 J i § SR AMARSISE & 5 0 2fb'f FRabLR D 1
KR R ol = o) B I8 N SEPIR I B 7 SR SN S NI LAY 2 - L £ T B -

< & #4 5 % (McNichol et al., 2013) -

F R AL 4 & (medical adhesives) # i & F R ki @ > B2 #20 F R Ak
MA &G P maT A ¥ L @4 & & (adhesives ) ~ & jisi}
(adhesive surgical tape ) ~ ## 7% (bandages) -~ Zx#! (dressing) -~ %5 * L & R
(medical adhesive) ~ ¥ * %7 (medical adhesive tape) ~ ¥ * &4 (medical
bandage ) * (McNichol et al., 2013) » % ® & & f-% 4 ¢ 4] 5 (Food and Drug
Administration) f 1980 # 3% 2001 & 37#-F * %74 feaid (Medical adhesive
tape and adhesive bandage) T & & : [ - fE* ST F R P A E o o M

oRE et B A g E At P Ao o A RLE Sok - R ARE
Ao R FERREG e > RBARG OG- AT AFIM Gt
Fop W E LA KL o (FDA, 2022) 5 5] 2013 # 4 d McNichol # 4 #-%
FASENREL - AN RT G C BN (e S B s
oMY v BE) HEs A K 94 & (McNichol etal., 2013) -

FRAbEA & (medical adhesive) d 7 & gffie g = F % R4 ~ Jopt 2 %R

-

73 FRAcALE A HALE R AT A S o 2 A oot ? ¥ R
* 7 % pefa (acrylates) ~ # % (silicones) ~ k4% (hydrogels) ~ -k %48
(hydrocolloids) fe® & fn (polyurethanes) - 122 X RHI 54 (natural-rubber
latex) & 7z 7 % i 4% (zinc oxide) %k & & > £ & 2§ L ehfufl 4o K Eopd
(hydrocolloids dressing ) ~ -k & % % ( hydrogel sheets ) ~ i P & % fx 4l
(Tegaderm) ~ -k ol (hydrofiber dressings) % (McNichol et al., 2013) -
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EFFAALE S HF VR L R RS REY o RAREFTA NP A
BB MR AL R L o FREERER > REAERE LK A ARA TH
%%%Wﬁﬁﬁ’%@ﬂg%%ﬁ,%ﬁiﬁg@%aﬁﬁﬁ,%ggéﬁﬁg
U AN US| Bf SR E AR R L EAEDORFR{foE R § F17 A
g4 5@ £ (Lund, 2014; McNichol et al., 2013) o — #* #& §it (h4E & &l 4o ¥
(silicones) » & i ehd & 564 ¥ b gL A L F B > 355 % P o3 4o
3 4p e Akt 4 (Grove et al., 2014) - @ B © & & e[ ARy (acrylates)
BA KA GIE® ol > &P EFRT N H g F S B A D B T E
A #& (Fumarola et al., 2020; McNichol et al., 2013) ©

REFRALESEARIE DT F e AR/ Al ~fgk - AR
R % ¢ * pE % (Farris et al., 2015; Lund, 2014; McNichol et al., 2013) > H 3k' 4 ¢
REE R R PER A 4 0§ ARESROY A mre PeniE pE s g 3 4 N ROEUR > 3
wawre it B F R FRTEE A EAa A K L (rritant contact  or allergic
dermatitis ) (McNichol et al., 2013; Zulkowski, 2017) ; = 4§ chfjfc & i & 4 § fosk
RHN AR EE AFREERAFS A G P Ea A f X
(folliculitis) (McNichol et al., 2013)  #* b » LPFALAL A Schiide? - 4§ %
PRI BRI AL RAKFZAK RS AAEEA KA Y ERAKA
B oooxg 4 K A8 (skinstripping) £ A K #4 5 (skintear) (Groveetal., 2014;
King etal., 2014; McNichol etal., 2013) : % & ix § P &g chflje » 454 B AL ¥ § i
R AL e KT F R DARRE OB 0 M LR L TR L
(Fumarola et al., 2020; McNichol et al., 2013; Zulkowski, 2017) -

g FRAEE S EF R TR R O T RE T R
FoFF R ORRESPE NN FROL R o B o g
FACRNFRF AR TR e RES AP EZER S &5 B4 L o
B B FI R K 0% 2402 F & T (King et al,, 2014; Lund, 2014; Zulkowski, 2017)
McNichol & + (2013) ip 213 4t MARSIs b *& PFE LG (1) pRFEE 2
ehnEds (5 A 92372 @fck & L) ~ 5% s L RR (ke s LK
ki) A RTDFRRR (R A ARAFE) S F R LR RE S

(2) &Pl e AR ERRE - LDFRELEBF Y ~HTESF (Ioing
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KEHM - CRES) A BB AR RIS FEFIR Y §
AR BRI AL 2 L8 > F 5 M4 L F 5§ 7k "k (de Fariaetal., 2022;
Fumarola et al., 2020; McNichol et al., 2013) -

Flet o EIE AR R A IERF TP S MARSIs A 24 0 5oL & a0 i
MARSIs=R 38 2 Fpf7 5 T erfp B oglt > BRI RE L o M I FEen S AR fo B
FFRIMLAS THRUARNFGDRRGHL > &5 26 LD Fi=k o ol
Kihpggd ~hpfe M FE A ARG o G o g dl s P o GG
ok b r s PRI AIRATEFG C FERE > NEFGEY
MARSIsZ . i 7 g % | (de Faria et al., 2022; Fumarola et al., 2020) °

& FE B MARSIS™ 6 > i &t FE i * o fd ‘,’TT ?f%%é‘]if}_ FheEE 2 }I%
Eok it FRALEA S AR FRCR o kA R AR A2 AR

DAEES RARRE A b o AR EOR AR 8 A F A A R & W (de
Faria et al., 2022; Zulkowski, 2017) ; # “fﬂi‘ P EER Y B AR A e B Y A
oo P b b L ARETR § i ¥ A4 K 4 42(Cherry & Vasko, 2019;

-

McNichol et al., 2013; Zulkowski, 2017) ¥ ¢t > i % & * AL K £ 3T 4EF H) 1§
T2APMAS > EARFRAMLAESD TR AN R oL K R
Gl FA R o AARRECR AN REA AT S hRERER 0 A K £ 1A
F A0 T (McNichol et al., 2013) 5 & A5 'f F R AILA SpF7 @ % ip R A hoif B
B EF R o R e BRI A & B B BT S A K
1F % fe% 7§ (Fumarola et al., 2020; Lund, 2014; McNichol et al., 2013) - & i AN
OFTATE QT 2P A ARET T PR DA KRR e ERE
A EWE e A 5 A AR A KL AR R A R T R
et IR o R A S A R AL > R R e r L BT F
EATREREDF T > O FHfd & v k3 "f B o @ £ MARSIs g 24

e

E)
A

(Brandon et al., 2018; Lund, 2014; McNichol et al., 2013) -
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¥ 8 A g HAREER

A gk Etd (Hydrocolloid dressing) &_— f84k & & v & 4 & 4] S o
DY ) R Y BRI S A= L EVEY TRELE B RS
(carboxymethyl cellulose ) ~ # 4 %% (gelatin) ~ %% (pectin) fo& & 4L (4o
SEMA AL ) b A d o REUE A G £ G AR 0 A A £ 2 (Dhivya et
al,, 2015) * Fop b 2 AL E AT B ER S B ALK Lo B RFERE  FEY B R A
it e L A & PR (Dhivya et al., 2015; McNichol et al., 2013) » F]gt * v 5 &
AT TR A R R R R b TR AR R g 4 30 T 60 ) 0 v i ol
&g 4% A 4 k14 (Convatec, 2023) -

BKHEALFIE  FAes e g R K e BT B N 0 3
P iRGER T s fRAk Y MR T Y RZ N i ¢ s (Convatec, 2023,
Dhivya et al., 2015) » 7= ¥ * >t 5[ ¥ & F 5142 HR 4 (445§ (Black et al., 2015;
Camillo Ribeiro et al., 2020) = f— 38 \* S&NCPAP/» R P B @ % 227 & * iR 4 Iz
FPR R G ALY o % BOREEGR T L R IO L KA S5 34%
moAR T EMEG A R4S S5 56% 0 Bt R M IO G Sk
% "% “(Imbulana et al., 2018) ; ¥ ¢t fe— JEREW TRAE F B ¢ 0 M RGLR P EGH
( Hydrocolloid ) f=# #% (silicone) ¥t 374 52 @ * 2Lz 4L B (Non-
Invasive Ventilation, NIV) g1+ A R3F i »c% » T 25 - AF G54 544
5k Eotd (36.36% ) ~ & % (81.81%) frid# % (72.72%) » #F Ak
PECR A RERTE Sl K E G R EFE S 0 A KA E 4 S (Camillo
Ribeiro et al., 2020) -

Ba o ARMAE YRR IOR p R A B G S AR R SR
A KA G o Matsumura® 4 (2013) #- fEARIEG v FORAERE A% G R I R
Wreni b o ARRE 24 P PESBTEOR YR AL R > B % A ol et b B

~

;:E.

EioiE v Ak £ A (acrylic adhesive) ¢ 3.398% = B » H =t 5 Mok Eol
%k & A (hydrocolloid adhesive ) % 2.017%F & % >+ 2 i £ (Matsumura et al.,
2013) ° Fi & Matsumura$ 4 (2014) #-4E B = 4 L Fehd A A& L 277 g >
RIEAN A AL o SORGERE R K 2 FERFRETEMT R H AL E
5 Bgor MK Mot & = & (composite hydrocolloid film) #% T N RS

9
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12.7%:04 K & & 5% (Matsumura et al., 2014) » 3§ Aok 5ol 4 % 0% § B
BaFR A ER S A oG FAEIOR F RARRET A AR R A
Feiple 8 £ o SR ROL R A3 R AR DL RRAAEIR > FR-S R
A o &g R 3 E g A K L (Matsumura et al., 2014; McNichol et al., 2013) -

MoK IOR AR L K R iR ol o R IT S L AFRALA R E FR
REALFTL SHnCPAP~ FE#p - AT 2 * AP ERCPARHFG > #
THT 5 89.4%:RTE 2 SR R A A SR WA F R BERE S G T

H 4 &) 51.8%i¢ * MoK ECE T L Rk ok > MRa frid g iR ahig 2k
.rifﬁ,# v F @ ¢ B 4 MARSIsik "% (Acorda, 2015; Brandon et al., 2018) - ¥ ¢ »
FAT Y A it ¥ nCPAPATA 52 & & 6 % MoK ISR B i PO 4 AR eng
A5 oA {HPFHHE> 2 ARG > L AR ERROPIBRLT > 4
§ NMALA T 4 0 2 L T AT b ' (Boyar, 2020) ¢ Tl @ R e v & Bk
Pk o F e gm e AR TR R ] o AT SURRRER H
MRS B OB AERER #ﬁ“f Zb1 Eopd ig = cOMARSIs(Brandon et al., 2018; McNichol et
al., 2013) °

$ =8 B it R

ARAAMESDEF > P MR frE & BF A aehflpig 3 o
A e P IR B A AR~ J}%E?%ﬁ/\ o A &R o T AoF (Teresa et
al.,, 2015) ; @ & F imfe R AR S = B o Tl 34 A A A A 2
BB R A - LK i e g ®ibrg T = 2 (Stamatas et al., 2010;
Teresa et al., 2015; Visscher et al., 2015) » & #4724 22 B 2chg Frv 2 4 { % 4
RICEQ R 4 o wwaF L K o FREATE Q2 B0y L& o
FIRTA S22 QA FAETrH RS S ALK R0 B REE TR Rk
Pk TR imre > BAFA LG SRR A e A 4 B E e o)
W 78 3¢ O pob-7 BE (Stamatas et al., 2010; Visscher et al., 2015) = $* #F > £ K &
& (stratum corneum ) E_# A B ¢F  enna - B0 S B2 G A KA fT 4
(transepidermal water loss, TEWL ) fo#8:8 %% > F PFic @ L o2 5 ~ & ~ a7
RiziBAea & ool ¥ 3k L8 o B %2 (McNichol et al., 2013; Stamatas et al.,
10
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2010; Visscher et al., 2015) ; @ #74 S22 B 2 F) & F A 7 ik g e KRt o R
LA ER A0% 3 60% 0 0 AR BB A B AR RS Fined faf
Attt o AR RES AL FERIIR L 0 P AL KA 2 B E
408 0 AL KA % 03 b & *%¥(Lund, 2014; Stamatas et al., 2010) -
ARG EE SRR B R Lh% BERAAPRAfHLEF - B
€ B e W pE 2 ¥R ¥ * % (Lund, 2014; Nist et al., 2016) » & % .@i:ﬁégwﬂ)&ﬁc‘ ,
FrA QLA KGO S5 02591 431% hEFIR e HFRRE - E
{8 £ (Augustetal., 2018) ; B« 522 6 ¥ Lend 4G ¢ 2R+ B G ~ oo
AEEHNG s Aefer 3% B9 it 404% 5 5% Lend R G230 4
AR ERA (524%) 2 H @ FRRA (2L1%) #rig ¥ HEX S AR
#AG (114%) > H @ 5550 L F R AL A S8 F @ » i L 4425 (Nist et al,,
2016)  ti- EBA2UT LBAA WG > AW GF 5 312% 0 HP K
15% % A K414 - 2 FhRE LS FATL QA K G AL L R F(August et
al.,2014) ; ¥ - FEAEFE%E 85 LATA 2 §T72.9% N RE F?J% REAPR L 2
AR G o R A XA 1 64.7% 5 B Loengd 4R § 3] i (de Fariaetal., 2019) ;
Wang% + (2019) = 7 # A K 4 gfod A2 254 Lond K I G 43
i G20 (54.97%) 3 4 F 5 & (Wang etal., 2019) °
peh o F S AT S HIRR  E AR TR G HA R SR AL
PR B ARG Ph e d RSB REGORFER R R
BRI R GRS AR ATEE - FHREZ XA FF M(Lund, 2014; Nist et
., 2016) > MeEEK A H w%%% SARRF] AP 2 0 g# N R
Bk 78.8% 5 B K B0 TR B KA AR Y frd FF AT UE L KR
e A 2 7 B (Black et al., 2015; Nist et al., 2016) ©
Fobo AFang Rk 808 AN TER ALK G > T F oy £ ¢ 45 L
Fent a2~ 3 AP BORT E P o is 0 AR FHF Tioad oo PR
% & A F 0 & 2 4 (McNichol et al., 2013; Zulkowski, 2017) 5 #7 3 45 11 % §
®F o Fe i LK R # o B i B4R R AF 0 F (Pappas et al.,
2016) > F LB ML FAcm A FAS B2 FC P B MBS s Y

11
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FE- B ARl e gkl g AEE o c REP ERAFfrEHEEF
i+ & K {(Pappas etal., 2016) -

BARARERE S 5 > ERTRFLPBRY EREAFILG > ALK kA8
g R A K Fc% 2w %2 524 (McNichol etal., 2013; Teresa et al., 2015) : i %
kAR ARRIR ALK RFT SARR e G OB MR ARP
feiF > FEPRERBBRF Y CHMAAL R ERERSE > $EE T
FLARE 2 TRIpRMHEDT 0 sl F g ek (Visscher, 2014;
Zulkowski, 2017 )

Flpt oo BB R 4 X e 7 B 1R T nCPAPs & &
R TR P RARR * nCPAPR ¥ 2R FpF o 3 R O RV A slAe R T’S#F"}
Z AP FE o RE NG R I B R R A RO AR R L F RN T84
PR oEERE A ARG T T A F AMARSISZ b '%G > FFIEED
MARSIsz % 2

R T EEY §9 318

T A B E (Nasal continuous positive airway pressure, NCPAP )
- AR ER MR > e S ) e § {ort § R B B RS 2 R R

dooae oA m T 29§ A LB (Positive end expiratory pressure, PEEP)
H 4v 5 %42 % 4 (Functional Residual Capacity, FRC) # & 3 § 18 < 3% 12 gt -5 ot
SRR ~ et p {oit 3 5 (DiBlasi, 2009; Newnam et al., 2013) » E.372 Y€z ¥ =
B ¥ i@ * gwf e B (Black et al., 2015; Newnam et al., 2013; Ottinger at al., 2016 )

74 dp Ak e 4 BLB TR A ATA 2% A STE b F?Eﬁp‘ L BF B h R T
(Pramanik et al., 2015) » #+>* 8. 5 =¥ =% % 18 3 iz ¥ (Rrespiratory distress syndrome,
RDS) fred s FgeniT4 2 » nCPAPE_— #875 »xersf > 3% (McCoskey, 2008) ©
EENCPAP# Z R Fhfpak s Bk - Lx £33 - & & H gl
(Yamaguti et al., 2014) » & % 2 2 nCPAP ¢ B 3X & ERHf "2 FAbudp i » 2
&G EREEE SwEE 2 R IVL K 3 § (McCoskey, 2008; Newnam et al., 2013;
Ottinger et al., 2016) ; &~ pr¥ AE* 7 & @& * nCPAPAL F 40 § 5 5 20% 2
60% > ¥ Lenf A G en HAcH B A B S B IR AR J R

12
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£ (Flfge ) &g o % A5 % (Newnam et al,, 2013) » & & &7 § 3 5
(prong) ® =t % »¥wx g B H 20> % 5 B (Ribeiro et al., 2020) - # AL F 4§ b '&
21 BRI RE A O]~ Fadedois g 3 S PE AP M (Newnam et al., 2013) » A2 § & om 1 A4
WHo] 3323 ~ M A R E ] 2 1600 2 suanat A 28 3%4E § b 'k & B (Fischer et
al., 2010) 5 ¥ ¢b e * PERY S G > 6 90%:0f R4 5 % 4 At * nCPAP:# = %
PR A HATET XA E R FAR G R & AT H 4e (Fischer etal., 2010) -
BEER P nCPAPHEA KA iy e > §AREREF L) D f H
(Prong) fr® ¥ (Mask) > &3 = el &4 (Prong) > 3 f MRT R
HAR G A G T BADFEF §RATBEDH S JADRS > L] R)
GRALfR IR T WS S EF R B 2 S < A o B E f R
& * nCPAPE= £ ¥R ch i & 4F 1§ (do Nascimento et al., 2009; Ribeiro et al., 2020) ; -
BEFRBRUSFREDA LI ZRER DR AHE ER A
DREF  ER DR R REARE R GER LR J
(McCoskey, 2008; Ribeiro et al., 2020) > @ f# ¥ ¢ fcfl ¢ "2 B F 5 2 F F O/
B bk § ¢ il 8 B ok § el 4 (Casey et al., 2016; Chen et al.,
2017; Ottinger et al., 2016) » ¥ ¢t 5 7 FE I+ o > & * nCPAP % ehf 302 4 K 3
%0 FRATE TR K TR R EAp iR Rk ol K E I & R 0 nCPAPAR
B chd § 4F i b "& (Brandon et al., 2018) > Flut & f Hp A B IRNER R ¥ 4o iiE
RORF AP BT EFLARERER P ELAET SR R
IV E B AR F L REM I S DuoDerm (Convatec ) % Mepitel ( Molnlycke )
(Brandon et al., 2018; McCoskey, 2008; Ottinger et al., 2016) °
oK EIOR A L A EERILITLIER A KA G HiRE 1 Iok (Dai et
al., 2020) » A5 HF & A Dt * nCPAPY B2 A 1 4 (£5 4§ R enBi > 7
G AFNBIER R RF EDREI RS R RES T HA o H
PR R 4 (Xie, 2014) > EFE B IRAE G B ren i 4 ot (Camillo Ribeiro et
al, 2020) > g F AR *F AL AR EF ALK G o v EH e fopldpt 2L AR
% e 4 5 g i< (Camillo Ribeiro et al., 2020; do Nascimento et al., 2009) » F]u* 3
LRI NEAED kTR B A IVA K 2 Apmoak ik (do Nascimento et al., 2009) °

13
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AR AL LIS AN FEERM > FRERRBL DL AR TR
= & ig h+ ] (Imbulanaetal., 2018) » & % " # = ik B + 55k > ZLRE3C B P g
e # 3¢ ¥ % (Boyar, 2020; do Nascimento et al., 2009; Xie, 2014) > # & TF A|2ELRE &
# 9 efcf &~ R 2 2 354+ (Haymes, 2020; Imbulana et al., 2018) > & = @&
AL AWML K DFRT A L # HopE L RIS 1S A A
(Camillo Ribeiro et al., 2020) ¥ #F > % 7 & J %4 i FdF L UF D > F R
FEERFRE AL P UH R EF > R LPEE AL §ER
MARSIs > T/ + ¢ #AR Lpebpb A 1 4 V> Lphg B Rt 1 L ARRE &
AKEY > RAEFRNATLIFDEE » BB EFANGRS 2 B(Helou et
al., 2011; Ribeiro et al., 2020) -

WAR Y R #Y S A 2R 374 2 AnCPAPI IR o LG Y R g
B R HE fifﬁ%f‘;%' % 3% & 7 4p I+ (Newnam et al., 2013) - BARFTREFTT
¥ EEPICE R AR B RTE SRS > FCAF LI TR
sip & (Black et al., 2015; Ottinger et al., 2016; Scheans, 2015) > X @ & * iz i® Zk-
ol # % 12 2 MARSIs(McNichol et al., 2013) » 3 £ A 432 & F# A G > = &
Ard s24cikon 5 2 24 Sedkp 5 5 F Al A 4F % (Lund, 2014; Nist et al., 2016) -
Frif g b oAt 3T R R nCPAPRK © A AF 5 4 01 & 8 o 12 v (Newnam et
al., 2013) - Haymes (2020) 4p #1738 [#nCPAPE = J 382 & F4F if MAL ™t S R
EORER B X AR o ERETRAEIE A | & FnCPAPR L AP B 0 X B4
BINCPAPRR ezt 5% > BiER T 791 fAnCPAPE A 35§ chip b b ' » 4R
TRAEIL % 8 B R BRI o $ETEEE 2 B0 nCPAP AR B J 3R4E i
2 pf§ 4 o 225 % £ £ (Haymes, 2020) -

vz

14
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\

FI& 2L RFMKRE 2

Fr4 w2/ K kg %4 (Neonatal Skin Condition Score, NSCS)  Lund* * {4
RiF= B ~ A2 {eRr4 23 L+ € (The Association of Women's Health, Obstetric
and Neonatal Nurses, AWHONN ) ™ 2 > R 74 23 4 ¥ ¢ ( The National
Association of Neonatal Nurses, NANN ) >+ 1997 & & 2 A iEim 1 B o jEu AT
A2 B LKA GR G TREAEAFF AR > BATL QA FER TR
# i (Lund et al., 2001; Lund & Oshorne, 2004) > B = = B L g * *t3=G 374 2% &
S22 KRR > XSk REERE Y TS5 F 00~ 374 22 B 22 MARSISIE 2

T

(Brandon et al., 2018; Fumarola et al., 2020; McNichol et al., 2013) - % # = & % 4F i}
TR B9 o dod BB G A 4 % ¥(SKin Tear Classification)#-#5 4]  » %8 5 %
Al mAEIEA ~FANAS A RRIEG - =224 K k3G (LeBlanc et al,
2013) > 2@ MARSIs? x5 A F#AG - 73 B A I F ARG > 2 4
BE A SLEE 25 3EHMARSIsend K 5 E 0 Flut P o I A AR L3E * 2T MARSIseh
3= (McNichol et al., 2013) ;5 ¥ ko Visscher (2014) # 12 4 kg & » * 1
FRRERBARGOREAR A 05 AeFERRE FANFE G
w5 0-44~ A% 5 0-3 4 ~ 5% AR 5 0-5 4 (Visscher, 2014) » = MARSIs
ARG S 2 A48 G 2 opr(Wang et al., 2019) » 328 % @256 £ 4 44
B2 BEARR > WA P NSCSH =1 & o
NSCSE 4 » 8% (% 2) » #p FkiRiTo» 5 ic% ~ safedp i 2 = &
B> 7 3% EMARSISA &k menE @Rl £ (McNichol et al., 2013) » # 38 i f € &
@@L pHcE 1 AT 3 BEMESLZ3AS (AEARE) v RB 594
(A EHRRAL) > »8cAxB 47 L K4 § 2R AT (Lund & Oshorne, 2004) -
Lundf=Osborne** 2004 # i& {*NSCS2 & »c A fgik] > & R 27 L3%fk 430 % W
EASLSBIFZEREERBErRERIET Y v AAGFOFERN 0 UEFS
I~ A=A 4 2820 LATA 2% B IUNSCSiE T A R NER LY 0 &
2R H T A F RN EL O MYIME R FSE Ao R Y NSCSiEA R A2 F
B R F - F ML A RARREZ LR R RIS BT ETSY o
tims F B eni B (inter-rater reliability) & € ¢ » - 324 F &5 B F 24k
- RRZEFAEL 0 TENEABEENZ XS TR 0 T ENSCSER A e
15
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ER A S NN z Fenfp bt > » iz BFeh- REE A & 68.7% 21 85.4%
v 65.9% % 89%2 B » % % &g Cohen's kappaff‘ﬁﬁs: (p<.001) ¥#28 % > AR &
¢ % #F P (Lund & Oshorne, 2004) 5 ek > 6 > d 3 &g % K > 0] 082
LG emaT i ik A B256 B HEEAARIFHH 2 5 b BBEX
b s AR FARE DB QA R EAARG 0 A LK T AARE DB IR S s
4r(Lund & Osborne, 2004) -

NSCSH - Bfjitr bat@r 2 AR FRMNLIE > TRERF &R
Kack (LA 50 % X FARKICETW % 12~ 5 A Kic v L@l 1345

AHcE o FAR) ks (1 A58 % 0 RF s 2 Ai AT L
B3 509 ;34 AT Rlesa 30 50%) e A (1A 5GP A
FTH 225 BN G 3 A ERETIEG) 2P > BERELS L 3
ACAKEARE) ~ BB s 94 (AFRRL) > A BARF L7 L KA ARA
B (Lund & Osborne, 2004) - #7 7 F NSCS ez '% ~ fopafedp § 2 = ;24 38
Biriia 2 Gockfe o R F R > @ =6 4 @ % NSCSe= i AT2 24§k
LPEE S TR AR PR E R FaREA TR G T R 0 b AR RN
A e R EfR 22 Bl o P NSCSeh3 st (Lund &
Osborne, 2004) -

Flet o NSCSULiB B e 2a R e T i » @ RAAB™ &t A 22 374 Qg
Remfe? » @ 5oy R PNSCSIFR A L1 & » $3 L REmH % 2 L K
FH AR EFRENLIEE o ¥ b > McNichol # + (2013) ik i * NSCSiF &
A4 522 BOMARSIsHRER 1 5 0 M R FER L 2a Lot o FRET F
AP A SES DL FEGoRF R S ERBEAFEG DREARR > Tk

o %6 2 FEIL R E(McNichol et al,, 2013) 5 B % © 5 3 5 #7 3 1/ NSCS™*
WIERATE 22 B Qg FRIR 0 g S A S22 372 SZNSCSEEA B A
3 A3 5 & B¥ w4 LB Lan®L 5% (de Faria et al., 2019; de Oliveira
Marcatto et al., 2021) = @ ¥ i¢ * FH AL A SOk o BF A FRAREIEA
Ren®gi o 12 REFAGH 0 LA EFRGRLFoaT2 22 5 208 5 235
i % NSCS:it {7 & Az » B EE =& 2% % * (Lund & Oshorne, 2004;
McNichol et al., 2013) -
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ALY st Ap M T Y o g e g ‘

SN EEFLESHEEEL NI FERETHARI PN EFTHEE - HF 2L
Poffens 00902020 E 67 3 2021 & 12 0 AAINEFH Y B OhEp i
Fr oBhor1lAcR2ae L 14 He g dydr Bera B2 4 FRin
iR EEEE aTd 24 B wE £ (Neonatal Skin Condition core, NSCS )
EFRE#R?#’?ﬁﬂMNEBiiéﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁa’ia@ﬁ&ﬁ
Pl A iR AR R BN TR AE L RBEN S 07 X0 g R
%%MWW£%§$W§%§MWW$@%R§%“*%%i%*MWWW@%
RBERT R ek 2R K- XA TR EBERT AR B2 AN
FRGL R G - b P EF L HARFFFAFT IIH X S A
% 0 & % nCPAP=w = X & % 2 4 & K 4f 1§ (de Faria et al., 2022; Fischer et al.,
2010) » #=H#NCPAPTBLZF 75 = % o

- HEERE YRS REDET A R HIMARSIs2 ik > 12T 28
BOIH AR AL A FRGH SR R B2 MARSISHE £ 5 2 dp b
G EE o AT AW 1o AR 2 BRR SR 02 3 TR R 2 F R T
% 2 EILEF I NCPAP F B ARRE B B A K BB P charas 35 5 MARSISH 2 2
H B L AR g ] o
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2. 8

3. ¢ %’r ipik
P S F R Pk
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2. P HT
I 4 { #Hdkc

\4

MARSIsg- € &

IR TR

.o & & B840
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3.%%% AL EA

UEREEE S S

18

doi:10.6342/NTU202300443



¥ & BT

LR ik | BF PR O dlp s ek H s 16 5 0 fuis E#
PGS 0-6K2md > w1 0-3% 7 (ik78%) S 2R 5 > AL
Rk B0% 5 B 0 2 {5 A B kA (11%) B AR m (10%)
R T A (8%) 2 A Gk AA R (4%) 0 BB AR (%) o TSR i
293 X cHERAFAREL I FRARIRAZ L FREE p L
BUFEME R P oEREF A AT A R BRI E R L2
FEGKE 0 50%cn £ FleF R B 10 R R IR R A F R F 8 BUn
He H80%* S A g RIS T PR T HEBYE

WAk L AR FREA R G o T F BARRE R E R K fop
(Hydrocolloid dressing) &4+ 1 A » LARRE A+ * MR A KB FERZ &
FETERDOEE > VEEAFEALEG 0 AFHINCPAPE R E R A 14
RS b EORREG R R PR L FRARREY A 1L o IR A B R
R gLt AR P i (M 2) o nCPAPF R X E H a8 » L AD dpez £
o7 é:fz%naxﬁw?,a Wy (Prong) = =hen bt Hold 85 BEA R R B2
PR R AT AR A L L oy MEREA K2 RS EE 0 LTSRN
B F A T AR AR ARG DR ORE J I m A K 0 BB
| (jelly) B ts 3%~ f %4 &3 H&2 v E(Chen et al., 2017; do Nascimento et al.,
2009; Imbulanaetal., 2018) (@ 2) ° sk F $#30 5 8 i 0 Ref s B ¥ BAERL
FEEAFRES S TRIFFEERE S EFRE FHEETF AR AL

TAREREA P E PSS MA T RERA R GRBRI L CFBAT IR -

‘?ﬁ
vl

W 2. A1 4 FHENCPAPE R 2 ZLRES 3¢
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¥Z&% PrH%
FrHEAPHRZ LA RE AR 7R S AN G0 Bera
By QR R E 2 HIEF 0 T 4 G2 ?%vidiﬁufwdiﬁri
- RPEAFBFERERBLGL
(=) ~prigi:
1. ## 5 012 % 2. B2
2. AXAFrA XY SHN B R E I A
(:)‘ﬁ%%%ﬁﬂi
1. E¥R%HEAR3BFZF AL
2. BERTERFAFEREREERIAFC § FRSES e
3 NS B i W
-~ H AR
(=) ~H g
1 A7 A ERARZERE
2. ML AR FRE ARSI
(=) \;;zu,%fv%fi:
1. ;f_!ié;l‘ﬁl;%ﬁw’ LR ﬁgpgpg grgy,pégw;ﬁ_ggg\,

Srd mp1l

- BERAATHRE

PG PR IR 2372 0 RO R G2 APM TR B R A+
FHA (- ~BERAAFTHAL) - & A BMBP > F- WP L BRTEL
N ERCARBLE S CRENARPY IR B AGERT  LF - H

JARRERFERETH F L BERAL BRENM EHE > ¢ 3
BERR S F P LIIN {HA1 LhS R {343 AR A L R esr
B T AT A TG - S LA R b e R i
PER SR RAE £ A § AR AE (27)/EF2(28 ) PEE
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2 7 £ 4p i (Body Mass Index, BMI) & A% » ¥ iz 2 45130 B A i & ¥ (2013)

2RI R FLEL LRIV EREERE (4o 1) FRY AR

%1

FLRPIFAREF A LRI RO REEBERE
— =

7 oy

£ i TV R O EE Wi s T YR L ok

BMI< BMI 4* BMI= BMI= BMI< BMI /* BMI= BMI=

00y 115 115-148 148 158 115 11.5-147 147 155
05y 152 152-189 189 199 146 14.6-186 186  19.6
Sp T AT m A A F (2013) 23 2 F 0 &2 KPR £ % (BMD)

1= 3% & - P~ p https://www.hpa.gov.tw/Pages/Detail.aspx ?nodeid=545&pid=730

AR A R R RE A

Fr4 w2/ Kk g %4 (Neonatal Skin Condition Score, NSCS) i F sxah B R74
DR B2 L RARH 0 I EERIE A K AR % 42% (Lund etal., 2001; Lund & Osborne,
2004) > ¥ * 3G 74 82 2 B S2MARSIs e 4 K Sk = (Fumarola et al., 2020;
McNichol et al., 2013) > F]pt @& * NSCSit 5 #7772 F R 1 & o

NSCSi 4 &84 (% 2) » #Ag ARRTLE A, S~ esfrdfff 2= <3
PoARGRKEREMNEA AL 1AL FTAPMF e F 0 (1) AKERCH
(LAGZEHF  RFARGEED R 223 AKic% 7 L0 ;34 5 A KL
Fick 3 AHAR) > () em (L ~582% > G lem;2 2 iAoy Liem
3509 34 A AT Rlmm A3 50%) 0 (3) 2AHG (LAri3 P
TG 2 A Bl PR IERBATG 3 A B RAAHTG) 2500 > HE @A L 3
AR EARRE) ~hF e 94 (AFMARL) » ABARF LT A K GAREAR
Bc£ (Lund & Osborne, 2004) -~ G2k Tte L7 > b - 324 F &3 BE R R
- R ETA > A2 BFih- RIEEF AV R 68.7%1 85.4% 7 65.9% %
899% 2 B » % % & ot Cohen's kappa (p <.001) 324 ¥ » 20 & ¢ Z FFp
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https://www.hpa.gov.tw/Pages/Detail.aspx?nodeid=545&pid=730

(Lund & Oshorne, 2004) > ## % = EAWHONNY #F#:4g i * (*f4-= -~ NSCS
iR 2)

R - BAFFEPEEANBAREN N REARDRERRES Y
(Visscher, 2014) » NSCS™ #2 £ 48 & § 4 & # (Body surface area, BSA) i& {7 3%
BoFHET2EOMAGFEE IR L2 G FFERE KT MARSISA § 3
&€ R o Flt o Visscher (2014) #% 17 AR BAB O B8 7 5 0T
PR RN FIRRINEA § 907 e o dedk ) AR DA SOl S R 15 AL

R BRI R RSO R E R 0 T DR A el RS 2k

-

A3 2R BN A B F XU H = (Visscher, 2014) 5 @ A FT 3 E 4
$H1 * NCPAPARRE 4 1 & ch B B8 (7357 » % NSCSH i #1114 1 L 4BRE2
Bl o A > 0 LRI R A A LA S AL BTG o

poeb o kg G NSCSev™A ¥ B & (inter-rater reliability) #& <¢ » #-
R gRB-rhiko s o d AF WS AR AR RET > AT AR
# g % (Neonatal Skin Condition Score, NSCS) & {7 & J§ & iz®a » 303340 §
33— R d B EFdhmicss s DNRRTS - bt
F3Ee > B3 AP % - S fog - @ e 2 mpo4p M Tk Bic(Intraclass correlation
coefficient, ICC) » %% &7 ICCE 7 .927 (p<.001) E % ¥ > % ;7 NSCS:= iz -

REFE AR -

22

doi:10.6342/NTU202300443



d"

74 2 g KikmE £ (Neonatal Skin Condition Score, NSCS)

Neonatal Skin Condition Score

Dryness

1 = normal, no sign of dry skin

2 = dry skin, visible scaling

3 = very dry skin, cracking/fissures

Erythema

1 = no evidence of erythema

2 = visible erythema < 50% of body surface
3 = visible erythema > 50% of body surface

Breakdown/excoriation
1 = none evident
2 = small localized areas

3 = extensive

Perfect score = 3; worst score =9

51 ”Lund, C. H., & Osborne, J. W. (2004) . Validity and Reliability of the

Neonatal Skin Condition Score. Journal of Obstetric, Gynecologic, & Neonatal Nursing,

23

33 (3) , 320-327. https://doi.org/10.1177/0884217504265174”
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ARG E RS B B2 MARSEs £ 4

AT EER TARES SR E B B 2L MARSISTTRE £
(*fdF= ) BFERAR 2R EA 4 £ 4 U Murry & Hammons (1995) +# !
B 40 # 22 (Modified Delphi method) > %% MARSIs4p Fﬁ@ézgkzé 04 vap4 E
BATHS o RN TRE BRSNS D AT EE B FA L A% 55 e A H
BOEPERT o BE - w EPRERE 0 B B RA L E S £ B(Parratt et al,
2016; Steurer, 2011; Stockwell et al., 2016) » £ i# & FEEA S 52T E 2 2 N F22R
a0 Hinfrd 4c@ 3)

;ﬁ*%%@*”ﬁ‘?%kﬁ REAPGFORMFE G TARTH, - TMARSIsZ
SRR A 2 THEEA N EH D RS EF B2 MARSIsT R E A 0 ¥
MG I A R HMARSIs2 AP B 555 2 i A2 R o & T MARSIsSZ 4P M 5% 0 4
/5 0 (1) MARSIst 55 & & 44~ (2) Bk % 524 F 402 F A1
T2 AR FEIMASR Y S%AL L 5 A R A | i SREFTHE
AT SR Y R B2 MARSIs R 4 | 2 G Rlegd ey

TRESEFRAT AL e BAa e 0 (1) ALEAN S Fr RIS B Y
Bt g 43 (2) AREH AR T Bt B B2 ARRES N 5 4T
(3) AR EANBFL B EL 540 (4) BEEA AN 5 430 83
1B HALHRERE N > FFLRELS  FHNEFARTFNELATE
TAFERA 0T 184 0 A ARG £ 7 H HMARSISHRE A g & o

BEFCEFFI B3 (0 7 DRFF L QARPFF R EELE R
TIRERE ) T RPN FR K I AP FAUPM I B F e e F
PR AT EEFNF MDA FLAEATPATEE T 6 E- KR B RS

ERNE NI 2857 284 (Likerttype) » 4> Eagh iz 1 43 5
A A TEFARR,  TARAL,  TRRL, - TRRAL > TRFRL,E
TRER > FEREF R LA LIRS E (> TRES R IERS
P bRAE - w LR REFRALDRE ML RFEF S P EN S ERTE

FEF PR B
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MPICOE 7% JpeHOF 1 538 - F % @ 54T L A MDY PRI

U

FRABFPLEF 2 LR EHRRET

4

Fel e § 58 0 Ref ek B 9§52 MARSISA 288 4 |

{1

S L S X N ]
(¢ ZARAFE ~ 2 QP Fir -~ QR FTFRERF - Q3 ERE R

1y

# * Likert scalei 4 i#
FERLHRE 2 AR RN T I DR

U

NEFEFEFIPEANENAI LR FE DL LE L

W3 Agfd s Beda BY 2 MARSIsA o £ £ 5 B 2 5 42 ]

- HREFRED AR EERE > RFE TR LSRN F R IECVI
(content validity index) » ## 3 2. CVIEZ L F 48P & ReiTa % > &0 %
55442 (FPR)Z5A(EFRI) M LAFE FFTALAL 1A (2F 2R
R) 224 (AFL) 34 (AR MOAFE » #iE - 3 H AL Jo=0 2
CVIE ; # B 42 %- =% ORI XLHCVIE 5 870 %§ 973 AL & % jut

S

REEBEFT - AR FS FRART ABCVIEL 1000 HAEL LT W8

=+

BRAGRBET G ERE 10 BB BB R - SR SR G 8

B LB R C SRE o TR E A PSR LRI A RS - & (intrarater

reliability ) -~ BL% P - S5 RIFRIZhe % L7 55 S RREA F 7 - Kb

oo F i * e po4p BTk Bic(Intraclass correlation coefficient, ICC) a5 £ Bl 2 &
(test-retest reliability ) chdp % > A~ 475 % (4r& 4) K1 £ Rl%DICCE

5930 (p<.001) » & 7#Rl%ES%- %3 (>.75) » &3 221 (stability)
¥ 3.1 (dependability) % ¥ 3gip+£ (predictability ) -
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# 3

RE AL R TRRBERS

3558 / CVI e\ [P
MARSIs 1p B 5% & 1.00 1.00
A LA M A SR S5 76 1.00
FLE R B B B B2 MARSIs oz
1% &5 1.00 1.00
2.4 1 g AERED 5N .76 1.00
3. £ £ nCPAP .80 1.00
4.% ",’Tf Al g .90 1.00
“t4 JEIE 87 1.00
% 4
TRET L2 L BIGREBELREF
Time Mean (SD) SE ICC p
T1 11.00 ( .94) .30 930 <.001***
T2 11.10 (.73) .23
[ERE
1.n=10
2. ***p <,001
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PRt Bd ~ FRGRL i §F 40 FREFF KR RErF4-
- ~FFIRG

dETAHFAESFETEIRE 4 4 HEAFSAEFLD - R 28y wE
L3 1L FRNCPAPF B (5 4k A 1 4 el F RS > 3 LAd 2 R

€ % (Neonatal Skin Condition Score, NSCS) i& 7 i J§ x5 2 4F i 2. 724 »

LR R PIRE RIFE DB B o B R AT - KL

YR

W iEIRBF A 16 > 22 2020 # 6 ! Bdnick o Fjeh Bk pBpiF e
FrRpai pz FERFLTEFFATRFAIRLE ) L2 THLGH N
W TR B B2 MARSIsA R £ ) e B R 4 A MARSISZ in Ak 0
2021 & 12 " Ak liﬁ:r;EIEU A7 Recgi TF“%IEFT:},%‘ 3N Fg
G R R - R R eI
= A KR

BRikdekp P RAE BRI > Tk g X Tip#EEENCPAPARRE £ 1 A 2w g
B s PEERE X AR T PRI EFL T FRFREL
Fod AEEREE e A AT (E8 BE - AR # - & nCPAP
PEPE T HcE) ~ {#HA LA FF o R B2 AL TR B
EENBRITGL LR YAy BIFREZ AP B EIOE LRI A F 0 P
LIpTIMPAZE BAAATHELAEEY ot F A REAFBRRZEE LD -
% 5 X F Bl 4 FRERYGAN R R EL oo
PN

AT TR YR RIS R AR E B 0 d AT AL
2R AEAAERBIET o RERY UATA A FRRE £ (Neonatal Skin
Condition Score, NSCS ) & {7 g J§ e imes » HiPn B4k 2 - RM4E D] 02% > 44
B - R2ZF G d P TEERRHEEAS > TN R BEEL TS K

BlH - T E B TR ERZ M
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/Ejm 'L‘?\w ’ F}/Fﬁ
EFLEN S MBS RS Rtk £
90%!,{ | S

- _.p( H’ i’?

B R AR RY
o RBE TG AR RRR e

P TSRS o d /EH;Z_%(; )

SR A L SE S T e

o R AR REA AT AT S A

SIRBE 1L 15 - % 5

¥

ER RS pﬁﬁﬁ SEFAY i

U

&, px)x)x ;}&Lxgr\ ,,+ 4

Eﬂ’_lf f‘* £ vl(* l'+ l—'k 4 X;H

¢ ¥ %

Lo B2 FoR e &

(1) B 47 * NCPAP# = 2 & =
%“ﬁ‘liﬂ?ﬁ’;}g%Al;\
FLREFE I A K

(2) & * NSCS:t 7 A J§ ke ini= i

(3) it ¢
=% NCPAP& % = 7 X Jz %

EIL AR 2 TRl
(1) # * TMARSIsz_ 4p M 552
ELJ ;’%Eé 2 L B ¥ MARSIs
(a@%rﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@
R E 2 MARSIsF i £
o) T RET AR RE
NCPAP£ MARSIsz_ 4p & 1+

W4 i<

& AR
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528 523§

AEEnE A Qi FRECERE ek c UEE A FRFFF TG
4R &% (F 4 %5 202003140RINB) - Ap b F o pRA 22 GILY £ o A7
LR A > AL R 2R o E P 4T
- ~EELBARR

Ty AR BEEB RGO LR FlekE R i BY D THEMAAZ AR
Az R BAFRETED T EE RS QA A LN R
TR Aoy TRE- PFTRLE R x
HIEE O BP ST LA R S L TER A DT R R
FLRTHLFIRFLET FERPRE R @ETHR - s 0h AR
ert F 43 AMARSIs2 St > se By LR § 0 2 A0 Y B ehZ 272 5
AR A TELATIRLL R ERLE S REFTRICE -

~H BT R

AFT A -BRREAY  BERY LA EF I R B R TEL 4
R N Asc® s WRBRBRML AT A2 L RITE i L INSCS
Pl BROL RGN LAY XA gL G

&R R

AT B E SR ES B SRP BN F YR e A2
FRLAT R NE LR NIy o P AR TR FRREL
o~ R R

SRR RIES > BREEEA A2 BAFTREIATREZTHEBHESR
Ty F 2 FREPR - A7 s Ry > ChEALFI G e 2
R aE TR g BRAMTANR TR RT TR RSB A T
ARBREE MhRTEE T ARG BT 5 ERHE AFT B RS e

TR* 8 HE e o

iz
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Fo§ FREA R AR

#eF gy WP T 1 SPSS 28.0.0.0 sk A A3t R EEME (T R AT oL 47
£ Y PR R TERG Y 0T R FE AT R 2 e
-~ Rl
P (BE2EEAR) 2T N2 @ GHALRF LRI E
Z MARSIsz tt b2 TP o g TR s fed F oA B i TR
DESSIN S Y

\

N R A
2 4k A TH# 2 (Independent Sample t test) % < = F#l# (Crosstabs) 4
¥TMARSIs# 2 5 ~ A K G a3 e AR S M FlF 2 B A7 & k!
kg F R o

~ AR B AT
gt i3t 4258 (Generalized estimating equations, GEE ) 4 T MARSIs2
WM (¢ 22AF - FRAFEZEZARFNF) FERARFF2F

R F sz PRk .

Ji
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yr{ FIE¥

AP 2020 4 3 2021 E AR E 2 FRRA Dk S B2 AR 2 S
@Ffek  FLYEEG T8 AT 32 B2 NCPAP » #5kdr e #ic Ak 38
G2 R A8 AP - I EREREL GR A R B L eRiELE
12 (¢ 154%) > # ¢ F1A@ fhpa ins 2 BhG 11 (i 141%) - 458 S
Bk 3 (B40%) - Ris b fcRfEL RS 52 oL 4 f & 39
B ROl TR ARBFAL AT T R A A AL SRR
et e B B2 MARSIS (7 % 2 1 & MARSIse4p B 5] o

F- 8 FLRaEL ARTHA

- S HARATR
AL R ETREE R R 52 374 22 B2 Bu 55T ik 55.8% (29
), ##e 4 T HEE o R A 0% sk i LI TiHmE# G 1946 % -
s BN GET89% (41 &) FE S S REER)E S 2004 v~ Bk B A
4864 = 5. 0 TIHHE 5 3159 25 5 P £ dp #ic (Body Mass Index, BMI) # -]
B 992 k=xE5 1583 T35E 5 1284 H BMI#’%E;% Cr ¥, i 73.1%
(384 ) 24 B4 NiGde | (154% )T 29wk | &5 ) A k] &
20X B AEL64% > TEEITRTHEL 627 X 0 13T Ak B Sk
78.8% (41 + ); ’é_ﬁ:ffﬁié/’;\@'?';’ ] ’."l'up%fﬁ:f’;s%, (35 % ~63.7%); titsk
M m E PR RS~ £ (Total daily fluid, TDF) £ -5 & £ g &6 £ »

3

i

2288 (424 ~808%) Sd b ;e Bk RV 5 1 X - Bk @5 38
o Ta o A Heh 631 % 5 T A 1 76.9% (40 £ ) AE 5 (F 4-1-1) -
ST AR A A TR

AT EF 39 EHEEARE R Mk AAFTHEAT SR04 4-12) HER
AR ESEC] B 22K B A EES0K TiaE L 3144 % 0 B ¥ 12 20-30
Atk 53.8% (21 4 ) 5 S8 H= b 31-40 & ib359% (14 % ) B+ &
94.4% (37 A ) B % » LIk a6 0 B b 5 N2level & 41% (16 2 )
H = 4 NO level i 38.5% (15 4 ) B> % N3 level i 7.7% (3 + ) &8 =& F
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e o0 02&F 594 (231%)~3-5& 54 (11~ ~288%)> =% 5 0-2 % % 6-

10& (%594 ~231%)-

% 4-1-1
B RAXTHZ
oA TR I8 n (%) min max Mean (SD)
PERT| g4 29 (55.8)
4 23 (44.2)
£ ¥ .0 118.0  19.5(27.8)
CEES 3 /]330 % 41 (78.8)
31 =k 11 (21.2)
HE (Ko 20 49 3.2(.6)
BMI 99 158 12.8 (1.5)
N 38 (73.1)
7o 8 (15.4)
W@E R ATk 6 (11.5)
ERERE :d .0  64.0 6.3 (12.9)
AT R 41 (78.8)
8-30 % 7(13.5)
31 = 14+ 4(7.7)
A )F’v?’ﬁ'&’? S BB R 35(67.3)
et ot @B 17 (32.7)
#
Y # 4 5(9.6)
ML S 5(9.6)
EAEE A 42 (80.8)
PP R g% 1.0 38.0 6.3 (6.4)
T R 40 (76.9)
IROIVARS 12 (23.1)
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3 4-1-2
EEL AR THE

AT b1 n %
B 20-30 & 21 53.8
31-40 & 14 35.9

41-50 # 4 10.3

8 fr e 2 5.1
EY 37 94.9

N level? NO 15 38.5
N1 5 12.8

N2 16 41.0

N3 3 7.7

Nl 2 & F 0-2 & 9 23.1
3-5 & 11 28.2
6-10 # 9 23.11

11-20 & 6 15.4

20 & 12+ 4 10.4

T :n=39

a.Nlevel 2 A HERA A fph & £t 4 818 437 FThaoT

().NO : femk 1 TR G- &

Q)NI:fpAr1itih- &£ » RS NIREEEL 4 PRI EENIF 4 EHR
F o AR A A AR

G)N2:fphr1 it & > R N2TRAEBE XN PRIUEN2FAER
F oo FERE LR R

ADN3:FeA1itm=f > 2 N3TRh b £n 4 2R UENIFAER

FoRRFLER AL FREER Ty kF 2 RUE R -
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RALAESAMARFGLE2 5
¥ 3

AEFTT E Tk 52 (T4 D%

M)

BRED o, X174 24 K kw4 (Neonatal
Skin Condition Score, NSCS) % 5 34 1 & » M4 F R RiEG A 5 80% ~ axie

A
o

=P AR EKERECEFALS > ~dki 1~ 3 34 (Lund & Osborne,
2004) o 1 2 S A K 2242 30 5 A KEARL > £ 4-2-1 % NSCS ez 4
FEA AT 0 AR R B AN nCPAP B ARRE X 608 X 1 R 15 A 0k <0
BFAF L 63.5% (33 4 ) g4 F 5 100% (52 4 ) 45§ e 4 F 100%
AO(S2 4 ) d T arRRREE S A 1 A1 Y i F s L RG> H MARSIs
df 2 55 100% -

4 4-2-1
$74 g FRRE A BRI NS
7 P 23 n (%) 4 n (%)
FERA 19 (36.5) 33 (63.5)
#4 ewm 0(0.0) 52 (100.0)
GRS 0 (0.0) 52 (100.0)

2 :n=52>NSCS A B 4 4% ~ ‘onrZ 47§

Tkt & FEnCPAP # H ¢ > € G302 FRIGHANA T A ALK - +

P S SARES L R K S
NSCS it {7 £ K eini®ms » A Bk F AT A K AR AL »NSCS #4 5 3
R KR FERRE> B 40160 FEY RAKHEG @2 T7,2945
Rk L g B A K 48 % (de Oliveira Marcatto et al., 2021; Lund & Osborne,
2004) « B F R TR 0 ML E e s E Do BE X L sTu| 2 g KRS 0 E g
FTALFHAIA T AFFT -T2 30 2% > BBRFYEEL 5 - X A By
HARER BERREE AL 4220 AFTHEIRLS PR 5 Eie— BN
EEHEAEY RARFGFOF2F95673%  ERAFFGOHFL F5
327% > MAMERAFF G F 4 5 25%5 5% 0 20 FRGRE (L
13.5% ~ 154% ) > 11T Br o7 L3R 320 % 5% o
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% 4-2-2
AL ARG INRL AT G AR

NSCS 324 /38 i ¥ n(%) =7 B n (%) B n (%)
FER 0 (0.0) 39 (75.0) 13 (25.0)
Lo 0 (0.0) 45 (86.5) 7 (13.5)
Lag 0 (0.0) 44 (84.6) 8 (15.4)
ERCE T 0 (0.0) 35 (67.3) 17 (32.7)
[

T
aNSCS @A 3 A A ¥A K 44264 5" RIFG TAI9LLERIEH
bz @M= i AN~ 2GR A gﬁ?"? F AL TN o

— ~ B RUNSCS =4 2 % A 49

#-f 2INSCS3=4 % R X gt (74 47 (4 4-2-3) > #7 # WA IWNSCS
GREA R BEA L3S EFAL8A UG ALEF  HI LT A A R
PR Y 0 % - X INSCSE A 14 5 A A ik 615% 5 B 5 0 Pl E = X P 6
A ib50.0%5 B s 0 2 F 14 (22%) IMEFA 8L EMa T Bamd
ARRAERZ A BLREE P S AT A A BET] 235%5 B 0 A ST
o RE p Tisgd 5 R p AR 0 FpenTiofor - X 510 4 5k
Mo REF X B Tioa gy W2 b 2R S AT 54c586 4 Ry
BB A o d PHGRAIPA FRIREEF R AL L PP E R e L -

¥- 2 > BAINSCS eri®h B Q@A RFRERRLA L ¥ AL
TFiEYREERAEEG  AA R G A R0k 424 H A KA G h
Bt ARR dEY B S E S ET765-913%  HFAER G B 58-23.5% @ £ A&
ARG s - g4 F558% Py 2 AEP B4k 235% A% X
TrED 143% 5 d VA IRnE B A FAR G BARREME A 1 L Pk - 20T §
FA 0 PREE nCPAP @ % R ficHi 4 R A KA G P F ARG o
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3 4-2-3
B #INSCS=A 3 %

NSCS D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7

score n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
BLR A e 52(100) 51(98.1) 46(88.5) 34(65.4) 27(51.9) 17(32.7) 14(26.9)
FEABEZ 0(0.0) 1(1.9)  6(11.5) 18(34.6) 25(48.1) 35(67.3) 38(73.1)

3 6(11.5) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
4 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
5 32(61.5) 25(49) 19(41.3) 14(41.2) 13(482) 9(53.0) 4(28.6)
6 11(21.2) 21(39.2) 23(50.0) 15(44.1) 11(40.7) 4(23.5) 8(57.1)
7
8
9

35.8)  6(11.8)  3(6.5) 5(147) 3(11.1) 4(23.5) 2(14.3)
0(0) 00) 122) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0.0 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

Tk 5.10 5.61 5.67 5.71 5.52 5.71 5.86

T ik 5.00 5.00 6.00 6.00 5.00 5.00 6.00

L

1L dBE% 5 st & * nCPAPR L %~ = (n=52)
2.NSCSE. M & 534 » B F A~ 594

% 4-2-4
§ WNSCSE ¥ B &

NSCS D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
AN n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
B A fK 52(100) 51(98.1) 46(88.5) 34(65.4) 27(51.9) 17(32.7) 14(26.9)
Fimz 0(0.0) 1(1.9) 6(11.5) 18(34.6) 25(48.1) 35(67.3) 38(73.1)

B 6(11.5)  0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
=Y B 43(82.7) 45(88.2) 42(91.3) 29(85.3) 24(88.9) 13(76.5) 12(85.7)
A 35.8)  6(11.8)  4(87) S5(147) 3(11.1) 4(23.5) 2(14.3)

L INSCSHEASA LR FAK 42164 2EY R TA290 L EREH
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=~ 2% % NSCS =4 % 5% A 47

B2 G AINSCSi=a B % Ep R i e 7o (£ 4-25) » F7#R2%
HENSCSHREEA S5 B ™A 3 A B AL TA  @LrUE5sES » HxkE
5642 T A o ARy o H- 34 345 (1:231%) 2 44 (%
19%) Mz > A #1541 558%55 % 5 % A BN T A (E29%) > @
ThrdA ety R ED B IE235% Bt i - % 1 214%fr s = % 1k
109% > P 2@l KRG 5% - R 44> - = FM;,T&g REE -

Fobo wHp Toagd g AP LR 0 E P Ty - X 4TLA
FERMOF I T E 2 P > I v AEFET L s 571 2 A
BEPY? BB L o PHRBZGFOLRRINEEFRY AL L FEFH D

4 4-2-5
% ENSCSi=L & %

NSCS Dl D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7

score n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
LA #ie 52(100) 51(98.1) 46(88.5) 34(65.4) 27(51.9) 17(32.7) 14(26.9)

sdEma 000.0) 119  6(11.5) 18(34.6) 25(48.1) 35(67.3) 38(73.1)

3 1223.1) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

4 1(1.9)  0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

5 29(55.8) 30(58.8) 22(47.8) 15(44.1) 10(37.0) 6(35.3) 5(35.7)

6 10(19.2) 18(35.3) 19(41.3) 6(47.1) 14(51.9) 7(41.2) 6(42.9)

7 0(0.0) 2(3.9) 5(10.9) 2(8.8) 3(11.1) 4(23.5) 3(21.4)

8 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

9 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
T 471 5.29 5.54 5.29 5.59 5.53 5.71
T dic 5.00 5.00 5.00 5.00 6.00 5.00 6.00

L gy izt @ * nCPAP gLy 5~ % (n=52)
2.NSCSE. ™A 534 » g~ 594
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¥- 25 > BNSCSenPr gk k@A FREMRLA L 2RFAKHEG
Mtk drd 4-2-60 B ARG B e A T Y B S A S 1 76.9-94.1% 0 %
AERA GG 39-235% HERARG A% - A BRI 4 55
39% P % X A BT P BEE235% 0 Atk R TEL 21.4% ;5 0 g F
o L AL R ARRETE L 1 e - R gL SEFNCPAPR * X i
Hae o ERAKFG PR o

% 4-2-6

2 3ENSCSEE B A 5

NSCS DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
e n(%) n%) n(%) n®%) n(%) 0% n(%)

BE i 52(100) S51(98.1) 46(88.5) 34(65.4) 27(51.9) 17(32.7) 14(26.9)
BEEBRZE 0(0.0)  1(1.9)  6(11.5) 18(34.6) 25(48.1) 35(67.3) 38(73.1)

¥ 12(23.1) 120) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
=9 B 40(76.9) 48(94.1) 41(89.1) 31(91.2) 24(88.9) 13(76.5) 11(78.6)
£ A 0(0.0) 2(3.9) 5(109) 3(8.8) 3(11.1) 4(23.5) 3(21.4)

INSCSHEA34 st ¥ A 4L 164 st RIEG - 1A 295 2 ERI G

=~ L% NSCS &4 5% 4 17
+ 3% FANSCSFTA, 5 BB AT A (£ 4-2-7T) Py H#R4L%F
NSCSernEi S % B B3 A 5 7TA B MA L34 HY u6A55%  HK55

Ay s g > R - x5 34 (1:231%) > 15 Ak ik 44.2%

R T o ANREFAET A G FIF D A BLIE S X L6 A A it b
AEB GO TAPABERZ X BN BRI RS R T A A ot pE D] 17.6%
SR AR AR S XTED A% VARl KRG R - g
4,

L Ep Tsdd 5F P AR ehgic &2 pnTiafi ¥- X 488 4 5 &
Mo REFRARI T Es ey g2 P 35S A TS 5.79 4~ R RiEY Y
g A ] PHRGTIRFARFRIREEF R AL LR S en B L -
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4 4-2-7
<5 FNSCS3=A 4 %

NSCS DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)

B g 52(100)  S51(98.1) 46(88.5) 34(65.4) 27(51.9) 17(32.7) 14(26.9)
EREE 0(0.0)  1(1.9)  6(11.5) 18(34.6) 25(48.1) 35(67.3) 38(73.1)

3 12(23.1) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)0 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
4 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
5 23(44.2) 23(45.1) 15(32.6) 12(35.3) 12(44.4) 7(41.2)  4(28.6)
6 16(30.8)  28(54.9) 27(58.7) 18(52.9) 12(44.4) 7(412)  8(57.1)
7 1(1.9) 0(0) 48.7)  4(11.8)  3(112)  3(17.6)  2(14.3)
8 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
9 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)

I 9% 4.88 5.49 5.54 5.59 5.48 5.53 5.79
L% :'d 5.00 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00 5.00 6.00
i

=
1 g5 sk @ * nCPAP gLy j5 ~ % (n=52)
2.NSCSE. ™M & 534 » B F A~ 594

F- 25 » %NSCSeneh S5k @A ARFREMBZ A LG ALK
BT e kAo 4-2-8 B A K G LR dEY RS &S i T75.0-100%
FAERAVBHIE19-176%; HERDF 2 F AT - X5 19% - %2 % 3
0% 3| X EF|B% 17.6% > @ 6 %= R TH% T 143%; d ¥ ot G 9 b
AGAR G bAbREE A 1 L h% - T §#F2  MF nCPAP B * X Hichf e 0 £ A
ARG e SAxg -
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3 4-2-8

T+ % NSCSEE B 4 &
NSCS Dl D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
AN n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)

B4 g 52(100) 51(98.1) 46(88.5) 34(65.4) 27(51.9) 17(32.7) 14(26.9)
BEREE 0(0.0)  1(1.9)  6(11.5) 18(34.6) 25(48.1) 35(67.3) 38(73.1)

B 1223.1) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
#=¢ B 39(75.0) 51(100) 42(91.3) 30(88.2) 24(88.9) 14(82.4) 12(85.7)
R 1(1.9)  0(0.0) 4(8.7) 4(11.8) 3(11.1) 3(17.6) 2(14.3)

X I NSCSEA3A s EFAK 14~ 36k ode? BRI 1A 294 5 £ AL

z ~ NSCS 2 :E i & % A 47
NSCSi 4 A B4 » #4 BRI A LicE ~ coafedf g2 2 A5p » &
BREEREMNEL > A BL 1A 3 BEMELZ3A (AR RRE)
BB 59~ (AREMRRL)  AlAEFEATARFGARAREE (Lund &
Osborne, 2004 ) » 11 F #-ik L 38 2 320 S KRB F AT o
(- ) ~NSCSA ¥ iz =4 %% (dryness score of NSCS)
BECEFTAIER VLG LA G EY R ARG 28 5K
RV L @A > 34 5 A K 22 §2% 3 A B (Lund & Osborne, 2004) ; i& 4 1
AARREI IR 8 FHI DGR LRFRNEE AT (£ 42-9) &52
304 2R BTV o EA SR L2 A hA B 5 0 A Bt LG T 63.5%
(334 ) B % » H=t 5 B30ik 53.8% (28 4 )~ 2% 5 1k 51.9% (27 + )>
ARG N3 A 1A BT ANl i 715 519-635% 0 & ¥ &
FolE et B 5 36.5-48.1% ©
- HEEE P LK icE2Z R (£ 4-2-10) iy Mimanssd oo ]
AEFTEFAPAIE Y - X LR P EF A R 0 M 2 A A KN
FRERaen P2 AR AR T EDBE > A B0 5] 57.1-64.3% 4
1 ] ﬁzll*m}%€_%$ IABEFEARARICELT AR
FCETBRE R G F A LA R T B H 4o o
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% 4-2-9
NSCSA & iz%% =4 (dryness score of NSCS)

dryness Score # 3w = % T e
n (%) n (%) n (%)
normal 23 (44.2) 25 (48.1) 19 (36.5)
dry skin 28 (53.8) 27 (51.9) 33 (63.5)
very dry skin 1(1.9) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
% 4-2-10
IRENEY Ix TR !

# DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
on(%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
1 46(88.5) 37(72.5) 30(65.2) 20(58.8) 17(63)  9(52.9)  4(28.6)
2 6(11.5)  14(27.5) 16(34.8) 14(41.2) 10(37.0) 8(47.1)  9(64.3)
300000 0(.0) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0(0.0)  1(7.1)
> DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
"0 (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n%) n%)  n(%)
1 43(82.7) 35(68.6) 26(56.5) 21(61.8) 14(51.9) 10(58.8) 6(42.9)
2 9(17.3)  16(31.4) 20(43.5) 13(38.2) 13(48.1) 7(41.2)  8(57.1)
300000 0(0.0) 0(0.0 0(00) 0.0 0.0  0(0.0)
< DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
% n(%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n(%)  n(%)  n(%)
1 40(76.9) 28(54.9) 18(39.1) 14(41.2) 14(51.9) 8@47.1)  5(35.7)
2 12(23.1)  23(45.1) 28(60.9) 20(58.8) 13(48.1) 9(17.3)  9(64.3)
300000 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(00) 0(0.0) 0.0  0(0.0)

(=) ~NSCSA  ‘=zmi®=4A %% (erythema score of NSCS)

i NSCS fopai®io s p 7 &

-

N3 LR R i g
4-2-11) > %52 =374

1AZEFRF e 24 547 2

Y2% BRad o, Himp

41

fema | 3 50% 0 3 A 5 A& e B sa < 3t 50%(Lund & Osborne, 2004) ; 12
ZHIN 2R LB REF AT (£
| & & ek #ich 0% 0 A

AR L2 A A Bk S0 1L 2% 100% (42 4 ) % L4 92.3% (38
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L) A dcs b s S3ARE S BRIk 0 B Neng 4 % 51.9% 5
BB BT AR AT AR Y i F e B 0 ek i
W EFE  FARNER - Bt o it HERE P AL L 1 (£

42-12) 0 BT F IR EAREA Y A RE L I AR LA A Y- X 5

2R ARG 0 B ABCEFRT O e B4 % R LB T

BR A 3ARE AR LR A - X E NI B L f R
b

CEBB O BMP AT X (373%) 2 F =% (37.0%) 2t TR o

# 4-2-11
NSCSA ¥ f=zx3®4 (erythema score of NSCS)
erythema Score 3 =% + %
n (%) n (%) n (%)
no erythema 1 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
visible erythema < 50% 2 25(48.1) 52(100) 48(92.3)
visible erythema > 50% 3 27(51.9) 0(0.0) 4(7.7)
%+ 4-2-12
L E p R em2 AR S
3 D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
on (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
1 6(11.5) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
2 35(67.3) 32(62.7) 29(63.0) 22(64.7) 20(74.1) 13(76.5) 11(78.6)
3 11(21.2)  19(37.3) 17(37.0) 12(35.3) 7(25.9)  4(23.5) 3(21.4)
= D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
% g (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
1 12(23.1) 1(2.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
2 40(76.9) 50(98.0)  46(100)  34(100) 27(100)  17(100)  14(100)
3 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
- D1 D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
% g (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)
1 12(23.1)  0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0)
2 37(71.1)  50(98.0)  45(97.8)  34(100) 27(100)  17(100)  14(100)
3 3(5.8) 1(2.0) 1(2.2) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
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(=) ~NSCSA J§ 35 1§ =4 % % (Breakdown score of NSCS)
HENSCStha BRI G3=at ¥4 5 1A 5RF MESER 124 5 )
MR G 034 5 R L i (Lund & Osborne, 2004) 3 @ A8 & 3 &~
SRR b R T B 1 0 FIACE S0%AR 5 B L dp i o Sk A 1 g
FRRLPER IR T AT 2R WE TR B R E AT (£ 4-2-13) 0 252
FATA Q2 B aP C HEL L 1A B G HE 0% 112 A dih b
51 75.0-98.1% > 3 A e A Brd 2% 4 25.0% 5 B 5 0 B L L%
212% s d P Avid * AL LRGP EERAREG  AREGREAN %
TG BT -

% 4-2-13
NSCS3f #§ #=4 (Breakdown score of NSCS)
Breakdown score 3 =% %
n (%) n (%) n (%)
none evident 1 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
small localized areas 2 51(98.1) 39(75.0) 41(78.8)
extensive 3 1(1.9) 13(25.0) 11(21.2)

- HERE D ARG (£ 4-2-14) b MmanEs ? o =
AEELIAAFEGEFL AT - 252X > N2 ABkiB S B

2

G- R B E882-100%; @ LM =IEA L 3 A A fi BIMEAS

il

SEANRE LA 0 2 LR AT - TN TEFRET M L
Pld 2 H o 3 A A A A R EF| B 235-47.1% A ST

% o
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% 4-2-14
LainE p ARG LA SR

DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
n(%) n(%) 0% n(%) 0%  n(%) n (%)
1 6(11.5) 0(0.0) 0(.0 0(0.0) 0.0 0(0.0)  0(0.0)

\
T Sum

2 46(88.5) S51(100) 45(97.8) 34(100) 27(100)  17(100)  14(100)
3000 0(0.0) 1Q22) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0)
= DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7

" (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%) n (%)

1 1325.0) 120) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)  0(0.0)
2 38(73.1) 45(88.2) 37(80.4) 26(76.5) 30(74.1) 9(52.9)  10(71.4)
3 1(1.9)  509.8) 9(19.6) 8(23.5)  7(259) 8(47.1)  4(28.6)
+ DI D2 D3 D4 D5 D6 D7
%  n%)  n®%) n(%) n®%) n(%)  n(%) n (%)

1 12(23.1) 0(0.0) 0(.0) 0(0.0) 0.0 0(0.0)  0(0.0)
2 37(712) 48(94.1) 40(80)  28(82.4) 22(81.5) 13(76.5)  11(78.6)
3 3(58) 3(5.9) 6(13)  6(17.6)  5(18.5)  4(23.5)  3(21.4)
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$o28 AZSAN RN B EH 2 MARSEs o d £

AP TATER RS LRSS E s MARSIs o @ & ) 9 Ak

A B ¥ MARSIs shp b o > BPE PN B F & & LA

T\4

» % — 204 5 MARSIs 2
| T2 L kA A S
R*EHAL S FZNAZHLGA R B B R P AL o
- ~MARSIs ip M 5% &

MR AE ~ F AL RER LK L ALESR

H30 L F MARSIs Ap b 5% A 2 % drd 4-3-1 > A 4558 % 740 5 e m 4
A § G MARSIs (i 64.1%) * PEJiFi# MARSIs 4p B & (b 69.2% ) i >
B L B 4 4rif MARSIs » i 8 i 74.4%¢h 4 i2 4 ¢ i MARSIs 4p B 3542 ~
76.9%:2 3 3% MARSIs op b < & o BET 113652 4 | 0 MARSIs 4p B 7 3
$iod Lo

# 4-3-1
#EZ AR 2ZMARSISHEB EHA L 55

LR ZF n(%) 3 n(%)
i3 £ F FiF MARSIs 14 (35.9) 25 (64.1)
W2 HF ¥ S B MARSIs 48 B 3AR 29 (74.4) 10 (25.6)
LT} B8 MARSIs cnF < g 4 < 3 30 (76.9) 9(23.1)
27 P JiF i MARSIs s & 12(30.8)  27(69.2)

X :n=39

N AN R - i

FraEa vt A REA TR MARSIs > a3 A58 4 B ¥V iR 8
QR R AR ENG T LA R EEAMASR Y 5% F A3 T g ston
AR RE e @ g & Theln @irg &R % 2 5% ) 2 gt stk
¥ drd 4-3-2 0

Pi%ﬁgﬂ%*ﬁﬂ‘ﬁé%?Ré%%wwé%ﬂﬁﬁ&ﬁi’a#i
g B REARER G T up b A 5 ¢ 0 12 Cavilon £ F K FLE (1B 100%) ¥

F @i H=t kA L Cavilon &7 B S0 FA 1 % (1 92.3%) {r Niltac
EORRRAE FHAL (1B 84.6%) > & v v A FEIT (1:974%) 2 HE %R
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A REE® (i 744% ) W 359%%* >> nCPAP £ B #H1® | hirm Fird % & *
g s FLHEYEKBR H X PN R L BE paER R Y o AR A
iRt P e A B RE AT A SR 2 5.

% 4-3-2
FHEARFLVHFMNGILARFELPMASR  S%P 4 2
378 I H n(%) F n(%)
1.58 ¥ MARSIs @ EA K LA A 1(2.6)  38(97.4)
2.4 AR A Niltac & J % %3 4% | 29 (74.4) 10 (25.6)
Niltac & 7 % % #]¥% 55 ¢ 6(15.4)  33(84.6)
Silesse #& & 2 %4k | 31(79.5)  8(20.5)
Silesse & & W3 %F H¥#  23(59.0) 16 (41.0)
Cavilon & 7 %% %% 0 (0.0) 39 (100)
AERSH
Cavilon & 7 i J§ % 3(7.7)  36(92.3)
1 AR R
3ok vt L FRE v A KRR 1(2.6) 38 (97.4)
EE v BIAFET 10 (25.6) 29 (74.4)
nCPAP 4 ¥ #5@ 25 (64.1) 14 (35.9)
oo AR 37(949)  2(5.1)
44w 7R 5 H 5 ek b 3(7.7)  36(92.3)
B opaEhi 9(23.1)  30(76.9)
A F AR BE 3AT 29 (74.4) 10 (25.6)
R~ B sk 38 (97.4) 1(2.6)
SArie @ard Bkt 2N BB ok g 2(5.11)  37(94.9)
LR R 12 (30.8) 27 (69.2)
SR A P 28 (71.8)  11(28.2)
A S HE HAr 35(89.7) 4 (10.3)
L= | EURE 38 (97.4) 1(2.6)
:3x :n=39
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ZCATEAN BRI B RIONE L

L%%-+ﬁ\$iL®du SRATHIA S Tr FEE A
RS STER CPAP TS A LA S A AT @A A TR R ke
20433 B AL S 184 HREA T 3 10854 w3 @A KB
STBEAIASS FEA 53498 B i Ty R | 0@ L 5223

A U MR LRI A R R KA

% 4-3-3
TEA AN BT PR B EL AL RS
R A T BB TiaiE Ll

1.% & 1.0 4.0 2.2 .87
2.4 3 L FERES 3N .0 4.0 2.6 91
3.% 1" nCPAP .0 5.0 2.5 .97
4.%% "ﬁ% A g 2.0 4.0 3.5 72
BB L 6.0 15.0 10.9 1.89

ESE

. ¥ 15 4B EFAL AL > $2F 5 3BBEL L S5SA

2. BB A 13 47T A4l BA 5 18 &

(-)AZEHA; R BRI BEIRTBE L2 B G
TR E 2 B SR dedk 4340 H P Tag g A 1 g2 FERER o P
B T795% 5% Haikh i TERAEF AP BRES 245, T4
F e d87% T AT L2 ARRED Sy FAEF S 43.6% -

% 4-3-4
PPRERLELEE

1% #3:5n (%) 1 FEn (%)
LERAEF 4@ s T2 &35 19(48.7)  20(51.3)
2.7 MARA L L2 ZFRED 0 TR EF LR 17 (43.6) 22 (56.4)
3. MW A 1L L2 ARPED G R? 31(79.5) 8 (20.5)
4T H 5 e FRFTHR ALY 2579 2(5.1) 37 (94.9)
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() ATEANEF L R BB L 2 42 A4S 3

AL A RERES N2 B Aot 4350 0T L A kE2 g Hd o TR
TAZRRET A S EERET T A LA B RAR S AT U H B
B2 % e R, PEBFFEE100% B 5 T A1 L AppkAd il i 4 3
R P E R S 69.2% T F MARRE A 1 4 5 TP I AE?
EHE L A87% s B AR - LR A R A L A2 PR S N2
FREH BT A FE A AN BRI A §RE A A B LR AR R

RoARMERE T EF AT 0 FRE RS2 AR H 4 MARSIs 5
2R

% 4-3-5
A1 AARRES R ELRS

AL7E &Fn AN

(%) (%)
SEA I AR AR o LK DT F S EHHIL W 2(5.1) 370949
6.4 1 B ARRE A W & HFOTR G 00 27 (69.2) 12 (30.8)
FOMARREA 1 A R TSR K LAY 19 (48.7) 20 (51.3)

8. A1 AALREAY A B 16 > ERE T T o A1 AR 39(100)  0(0.0)
;\];%F'“uj\aég Rﬁ?@“&i"
9.7 MAEREA 1 4 > 2L FALRER & 0iFA, > TAERE R 7(17.9) 32(82.1)

& ?
k% I FE]

(Z) HELEHA R F BRI BBy £ 2 s B2 L
AR ES N @0 ke 4360 0T L R AL 50 1 Tk
#¢ (Prong) # Fheiv i JH47, Y5 821%5 e R A S
Tac¥ A F (Prong) P> JRF LAY R B E WY 521, hEH
F 5 79.5% T Ao f 8 E 50 prong 9B B RiE 2 fd T 5 %3 &
FE? | BB F L 64.1% 5 B 5 BGET A B TR B N7 7 2
FOLR TR RS B e L R A i S
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% 4-3-6
ER AR BRI BN TLEE

1170 #Fn | EFEn
(%) (%0)
10.%c % #4 (Prong) % 4 4rim i B 36542 32(82.1) 7(17.9)

N RS BRI 2R %2 TFERT 5 S 2H? 31795  8(20.5)
2J e~ fRFG ARFERRBU2 AT APE  25(641) 14(359)
? I FE?

BERAEFE L QGBI EFE B/ H 5(12.8) 34(87.2)
o3

4. Az BERE > L BB st 3(7.7)  36(92.3)
RR A FFHE N E R FERLAS E R

—r,z.jfadﬁzJ}ﬁ_?

(2) AZTERFEFD B RFHRABFELZHFEL A
BEEALALE AR R dod 4370 AT FAL AT 5 74.4-94.4% -
S L ﬁ?’%%?%)}"‘f Ad g At 0§ A1 AR
37 %:J%ﬁ“,ﬁi_ A1 g TR g ia?{ﬂﬁéi?J E 45 25.6% 8 F 0 F LA
I FE e ;wg%g:,a A3 A ¥ A 3 4 MARSIs 0k ' o

% 4-3-7
BEBEAILSAELHR

T B0 (%) LA (%)
IS4 4 1 L PR T B 2 2(5.1) 37 (94.9)

16.% 4 1 R ARIEES - 3 B EE A 1 L PE S T 10 (25.6) 29 (74.4)
[ESENT —‘Fﬁ‘ i FE?

17. 6%k A1 QS ehp K o f S AERE A 3 A T deie 4(10.3) 35(89.7)
FIERAR?

18.4 1 4 5 A% { #—- =2 4(10.3) 35(89.7)
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Fr & ARFGOAMFER

~ 47 B NCPAP ¥ = MARSIsz 1p B F1% » A7 1 it %% (% 4-4-1) ¥ A
T 3oNCPAP® * X f)ch 631 % > H " T ficih 1 % > B K@% Tfich 38 % 5 At
* NCPAP s B » Tak L @ * 198 # A1 4 ; aF p A1 4 { #=c#kt >
Tioh p (S 2315 ERNEPESIY £ LA L HE X EL 347
2T SEFIE LT 25 AFAERAREG 20 0 Tiog 4 514824
($=2%) "B 2% -2 | RF AFERAKF G g r §2TeE
B o BAEE 7 R 0 AFUEENCPAPR * X R 4r 0 14E A 1R [ H S B 4o o
ERARIFGOELFAEF S T HRARAR S FRFF2EEAF AF B

BELAIT AT EEAT

% 4-4-1
MARSIsAp B )& 4 7
ip b F & B B B TiaiE WL

NnCPAP# * % #& 1.00 38.00 6.31 6.39
AL R 1.00 4.00 1.98 0.96

& p Tiay #=t#c 0.71 3.47 231 0.53
TR A I 2.00 19.00 8.24 5.54
3L 1 n=5h2
- N A RFF AT

ARFF e FHEN - E#E CBMIFREF L ERA K G b (drd4-

4-2) > MGG o A2 ERAFIFGOF L F 539.1%% >0 T 4 27.6% ; &
Ed G o w30 E R A AL G E A F539% 0 B31F 0 e9.1% 5
BMI= 6 » BMI Bl # Edzend & 4 B 45 5 4 5 562.5% > % >t 1 ¥ 126.3% -
WEE T en333% 0 i P iR X B st B E ok (p>0.05) o
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4 4-4-2
ERARFGL 2 EAR ML 4

i ER TR + 3 i p
n % n %
e u] 777 378
52 21 72.4 8 27.6
~ 2 14 60.9 9 39.1
& #2 078
<30 days 25 61.0 16 39.0
>31 days 10 90.9 1 9.1
BMI?2 154
r¥ 28 73.7 10 26.3
Wi 3 375 5 62.5
WEE TRk 4 66.7 2 333

32y 2ok < (Fisher's exact test) A4z #820% % + BLip| =t o] *t 1

L PR FIR AT
?%ﬂ%éﬁé%%%\ﬁﬁﬁ%\&lﬂiﬁi&ﬁ%iﬁiiéﬁ%
Ml (£4-4-3) P FALRERRS G o 2R GPERAFFGHFLF
35.7% > F @ H oA @ d20% ; LA BLE S 5 o R frd B AKDLRA

,\

Y
=

KA 42 F 547.18% > F 0w 5 B A B AR25.7% 1 (L b b MR F AEH
%413 (p>0.05) -

Vobo R #HIEEERARIE G2 AM I Y 8 KA NCPAPH B 2
Bl HSTEk AFAERAKIF G E InCPAPR I & % G3Tu| ¥ = X gk &
FL($2151) S0 > FF R A ERARFGRFEIF L ERAKHG g 50>
TP B R el Tl ¥ b R ATHR TAEF A 0 B A % dr 4 4-4-
Aofm 7 %L BN anE p T A B8 o B R
Sl AT RS FRANCEREAER A K G 2 T35 = fp
FHIAR > SR EE T AEHFLE (p>005) > BT A0~ 2% %2 L% %
T A REERARE A F ML -
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% 4-4-3
ERARFGAFRIAA ML 2

¥ F1A ER TR + 3 g p
n (%) n (%)
LR 467
BRI 8 (80.0) 2 (200)
EAE A 27 (64.3) 15 (35.7)
B 5 BT 2.369 124
R R 26 (743) 9  (25.7)
e fo W 9 (52.9) 8 (47.2)

3% T ek 2 (Fisher's exact test) Az i#620% 4 + BLiR| =k e | >0 T

% 4-4-4
ERARF R HI &2 NP ES

ZER LA
7B Tiog T RFZ THEk OHFRL p
AT %=k 70 69 14 71 12 673
ERCER S BN S A7 11 50 16 .496
LRI Sk 49 49 12 49 10 957

2T in=h2 0 Ao ik L b R ATHR T

Ji

SR AR FR A AT

HEEARFE N THE SN R B R 2 MARSIsH o £ £ i
SRR fﬁnCPAP%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂ&;ﬁ&p};ﬁ; T g |~ T A1 g ARRES 5N
TEENCPAP )~ TSR AT AR, o R R A Rl B E A
AREGAAMFNF ottt - BERARFG 2 2L R A KA G L (8 0 3%
PERAR CERAREGBRIF AN FHERFEL > AERA KIS
B S BAAE AL FHILEE I A A A 152 MARSISE 4 b ' 4p B o
P pERZALRL FERFL_RELS (GAA 185 ) ~ A1 A AR SN
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(:Mésx»\)uw%%t::uﬁwﬁ (%A 54A) Z 35 > 1R BBRYF G A
TR L g o T o e TN LA 1T 0 S AT R dr 2 445
FI3RERARIFEG B2 A FHERF TR ERETL 2 T0E11.654
AERARFG2AFHERFR > 2 25 ZIHFLE (p<0.05) - A7 g
LFREABERAKIEG %%ﬁ%:m¢%<*¢&mﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ%@*\;
FHREFAEAS L2276 WAL R A K G PR 2 FEREF > BRI ELY
RERARFGBRZAFERFLEINALRANFG B R 2 FHEEFL

BB K2 TN E B c AAF RSP AREFLE (p>0.05)
% 4-4-5
WA R AR AL RS
ER R
38 P M SD M SD p
1.E@pF s B 4 2@ a 1066 192 1165 99  .018*
2FETLEF R E A RRRE D V4 K 1.83 .89 1.59 71 .336
BEMF g £ A 5k AR /S 3.43 74 3.71 59 151
4. 2 A 11.06 264 1149 187 .093
5.1 4Rk A ik 1.69 .36 1.75 39  .569
6.% 24z A i 3.43 3.09 3.55 270 215

[Eap

Lazh > 2z 2T T

2.5 p 1-3

aERA R G BEEHFL L F Il A
AERARIGBEEBUEHE A TR T A
3.7 P 4-6 5 M frid % ELNCPAPH F #71 1 FHELEF hT 158 4
4.*p < .05

53

doi:10.6342/NTU202300443



e~ LK G2 RERE AT
AL HFAEFE f%f%5 E AR F1E 8 & IRiNSCSe=Ar 5 % 2

PABEdE > NSCSIE m %3 47 L K4E G AR ARGE » T i Ap b Fl R 2475 5%
® Pvalue<0.2 =38 p it im 2> 4238 (Generalized estimating equations,
GEE) i&- 3 245 o FlA 3 52 =i % & * nCPAPX #ic7 — > " ¥ % #iud 4o i
BRAFARS > 52 AERBEAHBRE ST 464 (BABEXH#KN885%) 0 T F e
X E'Jlﬂ?;ﬁ‘ 5344 (3B XHE654%) o FHENCPAPR * X itk 5 = X fo- X
BoEFsYT  FHAZ AP E - P ip M TR R o

b S E G Frophn] s E & BMIEAT S A F R F1F 2 UnCPAPR * X fei
PAIREEA LR L #HHI) 247 T2 UNCSCy p 54 53 4
2.3 FHEFORE ARELEEAN T R AL RG2S RSN

kb

#  BMIE R ~ 2304 1 4 (=l L FHEEFoRE R AT REA
- EAKEGLBERF -
() RA KA G2 AW A7
BRI R GARM FlE A 479 L IUNSCSH p A % B F A
BRI FAARG AT A K GARFE X RnCPAPR * T dk= X ~ - X
AER A REE s FR TR ERA R AR AR T B A ke
% 4-4-6 ~ % 4-4-7
FLERJINSCSHEA» Sy LE (p<005) »&rt2
Pt Y 4l FAE G b a9 (NSCSE A #F ) ; @ NSCSH 4 2 nCPAP
o g EEFLR (p<.001) o BFNCPAPR * PFFFASE DI A K4 6§ R
AR 0 BNSCSE A 304 1 4 (=il EHFLP (p<.001) ¥
FALRA L HAEARGARIEG R 'GAEF (NSCSHEAHE ) & ¥V sd
(12 23%) BMI~ 2 fERFoRE 2@,y AEHFLE (p>005)
P ANCPAPR * X et » = X 2 S X M A PSR- R % L

NCPAP® * % fich ~ A 1 4 { #=t#kd hld K4 G b 'e4%3 -
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4 4-4-6
ZR2ZHAWARWG ML YT

% i B 95% Wald SD P e
% of % R et
IS S
e 34 .04 .65 .16 .029 4.77
52 0
E# (N2 X H) -.004 -.009 .001 .002 996 2.52
BMI 01 10 13 12 821 .05
NCPAP * x #& .30 14 46 .08 <.001 13.91
& p AN HT 40 164 .64 A2 <.001 11.00
3T IR R A b -.002 -.09 .08 .04 964 .002
[Eap
A= %7 L& p NSCS:=A 2 58 A #ic
b.i FERFRA - BR* pNSCSEF A 4§ £ 84
. 4-4-7
S A2 JAL RGNS
3E p Bi& 95% Wald SD D ¥
BE R %%
TR Y
e .28 .001 .566 14 .049 3.88
72 0
E# (44 x#) -004 -008 .001 .003 152 2.05
BMI .02 -.08 12 .05 .683 A7
nCPAP i * = #& 12 .07 18 .03 <.001 19.39
& p AN H I .26 A2 39 .07 <.001 13.46
WP EF R AP .01 -11 13 .06 .878 .02
A% 5+ pNSCS: =L 2 & 3§ » #k
b.a FEREF A LB EF pPNSCSE B A L FHEFRE LA
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(Z) 2% G A FAF 2 4p B 24 47

A R GARM F1E a4 0 12 2 G ENSCSH p B &
BAEERE S BoEF AT AR GAAREL > L &nCPAPR * % ez % -
S AuEAEEE - FRFIEEEE AR FlR &AM AT A 7
S drd 4-4-8~ 4 4-4-9

=

FTHER > 2% GNSCSE A %2 Ed (N2 1) THFLE
(p<0.05) »&7w&dL4% | L K3 G b 'e4%% (NSCS# A% ) 5 @ NSCS
B A #InCPAPI * T Hon B ¥ £ 8 (p<.001) - A 77 nCPAPi * P 4% &
RIA KGR 'GARE 5 ¥ b lis v BMI~ A 1 4 {3l 1 F R
BELELFALIEFALE (p>0.05) ;5 # ¢ &nCPAPR * X #itt » = X 2
SRR AT R - R0 P L B4R ] S nCPAPR * X Bl £ gl KA

B EE o
% 4-4-8
ZR2ZZRGARH AN,
S #c B 95% Wald SD p + =
AR R R %
s KQ _L Kél
L4 16 -.15 46 16 311 1.03
g4 02
E2# (14 % #0) -.01 -01 -001 .003 021 5.32
BMI .05 -.07 17 .059 .385 .76
nCPAP# * = #c 43 24 61 .10 <.001 19.95
AP 2Rk 23 -.05 51 14 112 2.52
i FEREFEAD -.03 -12 .06 .05 541 37

a. &% 5% pNSCS: =4 2_ i § ~ #k
FREREF A 5 B RF PNSCSE§ 4 EILEF it 8 L B F A~
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% 4-4-9
=R 2 LR AT AR M A

4 % Bi& 95% Wald SD D F 3
B R S
T BN
4 .02 -.26 .29 14 .904 .02
72 0?
E# (N4 2 #) -.01 -.01 -.004 .002 <.001 1251
BMI .04 -.06 14 .05 471 .52
NCPAP ¢ * X #c A7 11 .23 .03 <.001 30.97
SRS AR RS S .05  -.09 20 .07 476 51
a 'E‘ EELA L A -.03 -.09 .04 .03 421 .65
a. ik 2+ pNSCS: =L 25 3 ~» #
b.i FHEMEFAAS 5 BRE pNSCSEF » ELfFamadh g 2 8104

(2) T FA K G2 ApM2A 47

B A KA GARM F1E DA TP o 1 LG ENSCSE poiE s B %
B REE > FAARE AT A KA GARRE > ¥ ENCPAPR * X iz X -
:%’&w&igﬂ%\%%ﬂ%%%gkﬁﬂ%@ﬁwwﬁﬁﬁ’aﬁé
4o 4-4-8~ 4 4-4-9 -

FEIHER > +%GENSCSEA BB EH (N2 2 f) 2HFLE
(p<0.05) » kg7 #ded ] L EIG R G4x5 (NSCSHE A #% ) ; @ NSCS

Ao BnCPAPR * A Bior g ¥ A 8 (p<.001) » A nCPAP * pF A% £

ﬂzilééﬁf%& AXE (NSCSHEA®E ) 5 Foh & w ~BMI~ 4 1 4 { #=
B A FHERFARE AT AERFALAR (p>0.05) 5 ¢ AnCPAPi
FAg o 2% E S XY AR R S nCPAPR * X k& el AR
bR RESAZ ISR L AEE (p>005) o
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1 4-4-10
ZALTRGRA R GARMIEA AT

S dic Bi& 95% Wald SD p + =
G R T
T g g
L4 .07 -23 37 15 .659 20
g 4 0
E# (M4 X #0) -003  -01 003  .003 379 77
BMI .04 -.08 15 .06 532 .39
NCPAP¢ * = & 34 13 55 11 .001 10.11
P LR L A 23 -.10 .56 17 171 1.88
BN LU AL -.02 =12 .09 .05 746 11
A% 5+ pNSCS: =L 2 & 3§ 4~ ¥k
b.i FHmEFAA 5B %5 pNSCShF A ERfF B £ 874
% 4-4-11
S A2 LA RGNS T
% #c Bi& 95% Wald SD p + =
B w T
sy K?\l _!. KQ
L4 -01  -26 24 13 941 01
g 4 0
E#2 (M4 X #0) -01 -01 -001 .002 .010 6.58
BMI .06 -.04 16 .05 263 1.25
NCPAPi¢ * = & 13 .06 20 .04 <.001 12.59
F P %R ek .09 -.07 25 .08 282 1.16
A AP -03  -10 .05 .04 AT5 51
NSCS:=A 2_ 5. % A #

A%z = p
=
Poe

b.o F 3L EF2 ZRREA Bl B %+ P NSCSE B 4 s ILEF cngbpl = 54
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I 3t

ARG BELRATE S2F B DK INCPAPT 12 A 1 A IR AR K REPERT G5
AR U FEIMARSIsE 2 F 2 dpRE A Fl R 0 B R BT Lo L
TGRS R EMARSIsE 4 5 100% 0 B¢ ERA FAEG g A 5
5 327% - RAKAFG a2 5 67.3% & E I8 =MARSIsiop i F1 & A
F5 0 BINA AR eng 4 S grgd ] s nCPAPR * X ficE 4 1 4 [ HHk B
AR > T I ¥ nCPAPX ficdk @2 4 1 A { = fAR K eh g I 3 2
FARM S ARG A R G A4 S nCPAPR * X fic B FARM > BT £ dLAR )
2 NCPAPR * % ficAk 4 > BRSO A % A K4 chh "G E o

MARSISE Tk @ BB+ L2 L B3 - #4757 IMARSIs# 4 & % &
100% » @ &2 F= 7 # BAT4 22 24 MARSIseh3 4 % 9 4 12.5 - 60.3%(Chin et
al., 2020; Crespo et al., 2022; de Oliveira Marcatto et al., 2021; Habiballah, 2017; Kim
etal., 2019; Mishra et al., 2021; Wang et al., 2019) > sp ™ A8 7 g 4 F b H is
PR NS LRV FREIE nCPAPRE S ;X 7 b 73 - Imbulana
F4(2018) At 3 A4 STFAR - ZRRE A F 2 B AP B g
=% (Imbulana et al., 2018) ; ¥ — & £ % 3% = 22 prongj, % 4p i endd 3 4k £ 1 4 >

<

FRRE L B fl E F 2 B RHelou et al,, 2011; Ribeiro et al., 2020) ; @ 7 3 -1
FHS N2 BARFARA L s A RARRE I 2R LR -
A ECR A 2 PR ECRRA B H5E 2 30 F i MARSIsE 4 KB o
RF > AKRT A RARED N FAE G ARR B T g o

¥ b ANSCSeif i o B35 B ¢ > 257§ F1¥ €30 F RNCPAP#T K th
MARSIs » #&$#Visscher (2014) #t3#H% I T R £ ¥ ¥ i & 2 R BFE T HIEL
BAKFG o e ] AAPES BIVERG ff 0 ™A L A 3 L FRREF R
R R LA G A L F BB TEE > TP E D ke %ﬁﬁgm«wmma
2014) 0 L 2 B IELIEA BB > EA LR MR AR R NA KR 2 B E A
B b dEG e fprrib P A G oo A RER o ALK EE A
$019% > =NSCSen=A BB & > 4 1 AZLREF R T E L WML 6 ff h
3% > Hizsa2 G HEYT €120 50% §EBEME AT A KA o
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AFE BB 52 s & ANCPAPR * T 2 R A KA G At bl
327% > ® £ &i%ﬁ%&%—%ﬁgﬁi’ﬁ:%iﬁi%A&W%%ﬁ’&
FAAPEEDAFE LB EBES Ty Apet o Fischer £ 4 (2010) -
AT AR A 5% 4 90% ] 3RAE B 4 A * nCPAPe v = X 5 ¥ & % X ficig i
w7 A H AR IE G b Y SE2 3 o (Fischer et al., 2010; Habiballah, 2017) » @
ARG % BT L FNCPAPR * X B4 H L KA G b 'e 4% 3 o de Faria®
(2019) = 3 4p A KAE G & %wﬁ—%agﬂm’ax:%%%jaww7
AL REA ARG 0 F = A foR
AR 02 o FL LR DI e e 4K nCPAPRR LI St 7 0 S 4 A E )
T R SRR R R GRS gl F RGE S b BEFNCPAPR * X i
A g RFARF GO G BRIFL Vg Fefa > 7482 5 H7
NCPAP i3 = 7 & & e 2 o

V- 2a oo AL RRET A (N ) AR F A REA R G R G
WHAEZ > PHMATETARFG AN BP0 % - R 2 AR TR R

2

B %I Aq{cw = X gl KA F 5 F (de Fariaetal., 2019) » @ Wang% «

%mp‘*@#ﬁ"ﬁ—r % 82% H ‘L-‘;:l—/k’ﬂxﬁﬂ"“‘g;l—_

(mw)Pfﬁ%m:%uf%géﬁ%&%&%Mmmaﬂim%’?ﬁiﬁ
SRR o R ¥ AT EEE TS - £ MARSISZ # 4 b % & M (de
Oliveira Marcatto et al., 2021) » &2 257 5 %% 7 F > SELEHRA R M T
Ard Qengd F Bip o i § WEF PR @ iEjbr 34 (Stamatas et al., 2010; Teresa et al.,
2015; Visscheretal.,2015) » H A K4 G R "G~ §*g2 "% > 2T H % 5 F -
HRAZHHIRPERET AL EFGL > AP hES L 2 2 gt
EoXHAG-BIUTE B Ut o BT A B L RS 2 A
,t:l; o
& NSCS#=4 + > Lund{rOshorne (2004) 45 L% =i fic 5 ~ GIapr A% &
B2 g f§ 19 4 4% 3 (Lund & Osborne, 2004) » 22577 3 2% 4pF 5 &NSCS#H & %
S o7t 0 23N INSCSRE A U553 64 3% @ ¢},§%NSCSE'7’1€3"—A> Rl 3 3
5k % He 40 F B F L a5 (de Oliveira Marcatto et al., 2021) » s~ 3
ﬁﬂ%gbfpﬁié};%rg ¥ AT NCCSH p enT ot - X S 5K "gFX
B b Tiofes 2 b 2R S AP BELEREN Y DhF A 0 8 v

60

doi:10.6342/NTU202300443



ENSCSHEA A% - R B4R FIH 11 EFELF% 205 12 <

BeT% o hd pTIEAEBTE > REKNTIE D F AT - X hig(de
Fariaetal., 2019) » H S %2 Ay 4pi > d P RHA KRN ELFR Y 41 4L
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