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[ Abstract |

other dimensions, including physical, psychological, and social factors. This transition is essential for improving the health status and

Research on frailty in the elderly has transitioned from an exclusive emphasis on physical frailty to encompassing

quality of life of vulnerable elderly individuals. Nonetheless, the majority of existing frailty assessment instruments predominantly focus
on physical frailty, with a limited number of tools designed for evaluating multidimensional frailty and ambiguous contexts for their ap-
plication. This review evaluates assessment techniques for multidimensional frailty in community-dwelling elderly persons, analyzing
topics such as assessment content, current application status, features, and limits. The objective is to facilitate the right selection of

multidimensional frailty assessment instruments for community-dwelling elderly individuals and to enhance the successful management of

multidimensional frailty within this demographic.

[ Key words |

w2 RN RGIEK, SHRACH,
Z RGN & RE 1R /Y B AR LR G AR, B R Bl
FAFW RO IG I M IE hn, AE AR B AR AR EAR R
WSFEN A0% /AT, AL ARG E Th s8] 59% ',
Rt A PR S W AL B AR, 3 55 7 42 BRI Bl N
CL A 52 M) S 45 N it B 1) B 22 2 3 T AR [R) T 2
o RESEAE N RN A PR A DI RE R . LA
Sy . NIEERTTRE GRS A A AR
RAEE BT — RIA R R, H R
BT ] S 2 B N R L R HEAR, DA AN R
R R BEAEUIFERRA, X IR E
A — B AR R B S0 B ke | A
WhEsF 2 e B i H., GRS Fh X B R
RS RO A TA], PP Al D BV A Br2e s, (H
H ATV 22 PR Al T 2 A7 M 27 B A 5 55 B — 4E 2

Multidimensional frailty; Community-dwelling elderly individuals; Assessment instruments; Application

LN 37 55 A0 3 FH R A i B, BRI HC A )07
Mo FET I, ASCXT E NS H 8 555 PEAS TR
HEATHLRE, & 7t X AR N 2 42 553744 T 1
MG ERE PR ERAL S 25 DLSE 2 B DT AL 19 1
e,
1 ZHRFHEX

B IETR AR AR AR PR A B FILIA RS
AV RE U 55 M AL T 89— B ) R A, AR R
e RGEYIRE M HgE e iR Y BE AT AR -0 P -
o BRAE AR e, 2 B W R WAL g — 4
B (ARERIIREREIR) mUANRURIER, T 21 a2 wiE
A g B HESL X B o H 3 28 R h A
ARG (WL o AGEEL) O ERAET (dn
PATIIRE T % AR R ) Sk BEIR (AnSCEE
M2 ZE40 ) 45 2 4E B iY i gEPE D aE i AE, S EHL

ek F . 2025-03-24 &AW, 2025-05-29 s AW 2025-05-30

= [FR ASRF LG (82074510)
w WG VER . AELE, BT U zhenggh@ sumhs. edu. cn



— 112 —

FEPREAEESZRE 2026 4E 1 4547 #4551 )

Int J Geriatr, January 2026, Vol. 47 No. 1

RFASHERFRE 0 T . N O 55 3 n, HE T
EETINEE . RBE. BT EIETSE A R A5 R R
B EAR R A, ANE T AS ] 3 2 E &AL,
2 KA &0 T e, JORASE B 2 B 5
TESE, A RPN IR AR R E 4R (AL E |
TANFNT BE [ A5 ol 4t &5 PRSE ) Ak b ¥R S, I STt
AR AT, AT S0 5 32% ~ 41 % 55
PR DR X 22 2k T 5 RS AL, A R T
FEARSHET R ME, Wb HELR L & i L R AR
S PERR, WM /R,
2 HEREBFASHEZTFHITEIA

IR A= A6, 24852 55 PE Ak T 5 0] 43
s PR PR AL TECRURE S MR PR AL RS, mTE
ATz A TR ST 4 AN 2 4852 55 T4,
J& 2 W X 4R AN 2 45 551748
2.1 FIE PRI T E
2.1.1 FEESEE =EEFEE ( Frailty index FI) J&
e BFREEELET T EM, e 92 A
B, B, EARFRAE (37 ANAEE) | R
(7T AR | SRS (15 M) | (RS
(8 M Asf:) | Hifth (25 A~A8KE) ', A FI B
M\ 92 I kAR B B, Sle B AR AR S PR 422 2 00
W EH CRPATIIIESRZR ), SR E SEiT A TE B
AR AR, &5 R R DL SR AN AR B R
B FI, 24 FI>0.25 B A )2 AL FZEHIRE,
FH T FL g 2 25 1 5 45 0% AR G 1) 48 R e s 1 AL
£, Befl Lbi 4 T M VAl 2 il BRAR AL, EeE s
[E] 2535 TF & A J7 8 N 04 LT iRAS 99 8 A 1 A4S [
AHET SR FL idE bR 2, BB LR E B, R
T RALHEAPA T R, A5 E A DL FI AL R Sl iz
WoT R, REGFHEHETHBEA T
AN F RIS S, JF R I 50 IR s M AS 19
FAk FIY . S54GRS E], B FIARTG
PR D S sE B A shfk, mTSEEt . JoA) W
FPIRAS, RO A R Rk TR TR
FI ¥ & 1938 H T3 E AT BER B 7 FI R4S .5
AT AXCEEAEFNGE, R AR
BT PSR I A T

i . OPEgEE £ ; QEATEL, Tk
ATLRE RS AT O HIE FE ™ @R AN B =3

o ki ORI R ZBEAER; @Il 2
k= B R,

2.1.2 EBAFZEEVEM  BAEZEE TR ( Compre-
hensive geriatric assessment, CGA) =X 4EE B
SERMIZ W R L CGA A0 24 R R sl i T
H, T2 M EFEANIKIEDI6E . Ao, &
FELEGAE L HE A TS BE S RN AR o B A5 T T A 25
GV, T T VAL B AR 2 4E R 5 I W NS
ENTEEFT R, LRIy BT 5, B HAR R 4
JRio VENERG BEBEITAL =55 B4 N1 “ S iniE”,
CCA TEBF N ELS T ThA R Z W i, H

AR, 5 HXBEANSYER I TR NI R

TEAL X 4R A v B T X9 PP Al 3 L ll 4 BEZE R
Bz STk, EAMEH L CGA S
F R ] Tt X AR A 22 4k 3% 55 VF Al 1 22 4 T
J5 48 %x ( Multidimensional prognostic  index,
MPI) P MPL LR 8 A4 63 A2 H, & A PFAL
EAENACIIREFNA . 173hRE ). EIR. 224
BT . BIESE i, JF & s vE AL A R
Zoi, BFER IR X 2 4E 55 24 N, IF
ALE BRI, BAINGE T HEZ Y GE iR,
)RRk WS . fRTAE AR MPT, K5 MPT (93744 4%
HRGT 2 18 A4, & 7 H N AR MERIPE S, BEHL
o PR3y s 256 T R Ak i MPT il 2 A A6 0T B 1
Sl AT A A AR A X A 5 5 sl R A BRI S
AR WFSEIESE, LR MPL 5 MPT 584
JREE P AR AL B — e, I T AN R A 4N
JRITINGE Y, A5 R 4k L MPL B 2 i 25 22 4F N 2
He g FPRAL R PRAR Z 08, R GG T E R AR (g
FAL X BR BE op PP Al A4S B 55 AR N L AR
HIFE AT 22 JEOKE b T FHUHE it 114 S5 B S8R HE AT A1 EE 6
JE, PRI T AT BEM MPI Sha TR
3l PRS- TR - PR R

L. O 2im; @AM 3ZE, Mk
IRYERE B (A 7 W 9 38 525 O TS 4] W o o 4 5
SR OVPAS I RS @ TP Al N Bt Ll P 05K
B,
2.1.3 WREZFWEIiER RESFW N ER
(Edmonton frail scale, EFS) f1#F 9 4EE 11 4%
H, a2 mEiae (1% H, el . —
FAEFRAL (254 H, BT 1 FAERE . AR
VRO R AL ) . DIREAKES (1 R H, T HMEH
WIGEIEE ) . AhaSZHE (1A H, SeRAEED) |
HEER (2D 5H, irgsmiEif =5 #, 2Z&
ARFZE0iz2y) | EIRIRGL (1 D45 H, REh
TRE) . M (LA4H, WARIRES) . REE (1A
RH, EARE) . TIRERM (1 &K H, EBAaAr
SETERFIG) o ¥ K B A NI RRE 2 24> 7,
AT RS9 0 2 4EPEAGY . EFS Zad 1 55 074 1Y
EARME—CCA BHE, PO T TR Lk A 5
MR, TN T, Wh . X EiE
JEAEZ R IE BT, AT AR o 55 AT P O & 5 TP
i EFS B 17 43, 15950k 0 3 5 55 R
JZ“H , B Cronbach’s oo REH 0. 62, P& —
AT kappa RECH 0. 77, Uiz REA BIT
AR

WAL EFS, 2ot Stk i, TE4F P A
gk £ T W) A B E, H: Cronbach’s o R N
0.703  BALIY EFS, MHER T AR <ad gk —
FEEIMERR B X—%H, HhixFBERE
NFEh 5 3R S i AE O AR, IR AR P FR I =&
SRR AR MR AERE IS, A BBl “id
E—4Erh, HMgYE . SR S OR3P iU IR



FEPREAEESZE 202641 H 4547 B5 1

Int J Geriatr, January 2026, Vol. 47 No. 1

— 113 —

AR, S HXCBE NS EIPAL T M R

B, AREFHB$E TT TR R A LAY i e S AL
B, Fried ZE55 KA FRAIL £ Al EFS Xf X &5
e AR N 19 508 585 07 A SOR 1 LR R B, EFS B
At X IR S AR N B 25 3 55 B 22 4E 3 55 /Y T
AP RS KRB RS R R R, BTk
EFS 7] U5 B 2 i By P BUR 9T, e e ml 3
BTk EFS, At XCEAR A fd BRI AL B 7
M EZE T B, B B X E A G B & B
T SRS BN

Podi: OZ4EE Pl @i HAE; @
e J%csm ; WHAETIE, 5 min NSEMR, BT A
Bal . Bl OB TlkEERE; @F
WUPERSSE , A IR 2% s 4R —BET IR &
2.1.4 Tilburg =551 3ER  Tilburg % 55 TPl &
%= ( Tilburg frailty indicator, TFT) BAER G E
B REAl BT & T Ak X 2 4R N 2 4E sy
ot e AR M AL B BE R, A FS
TANYERE 10 D AH, SR ANGI A E R
HESATPRO ., @RS AE T, ERAE
WEA, EEFSR L 24 55 A A G R 3R

B #RAALE KA BRI Sy 3 NGRS 15 AR H,
REBAAHAH &7 8 “/” kEZ, 80~

1543, =5 R A AL, R Cronbach’s
o RBCH0.73, 1 FE )5 H N 4EE Cronbach’s o 5
B 0.67~0.78, HA RIFNER—ZPE, TR
Z2 FHF AL X AR A 32 55 00 XU 0 2 FLPEAL, i wT
VIVEAERE 2 N R IR 2, TFL, #& % T 55
THRMEME FOHEE A B X 70 2 DL B4 AN
FAE R B 25 I 7R, TR 8915 %% F 55 ob
PSR ) TR HATE &8 2R ER, &
B SR RIE B 2DIE B T 2R 08 AR .

G915 SCAC VRS UE I TR i UK i TFT K
ZH cahmT ARE b E AR N B 2k 4T T g8 iE
TP F R | XRS5 ok 48 B B Bh 3k 45 4t
S, DNTHIES T “2hJE” X555 XU 19 B 3%
ML, K R gifech < BT RE A
B AR <1 7, NI SEAS VA R 3R 1 2 48 A
BEM) +1 23 Bm B KUY H Cronbach™s o & B R
0.846, PrfFEE N 0.871, 2 HNEKEIRECH
0.95, HAREMNERE™ .

A2EH RS TR 5EARHLER 2 T R, SRR
AL X Z AR AZET- RO A g N A B, R T
TF1 M A% Gt % 55 PP Al 12 B [\ 1l PR 750 90 4SS 7Y i) 3
B, AT UL, TR E 75 92 B0 A PEAS T 5
[a) B A TR0 AR Y g e B Sl G HLES S T S iR 2
BRI, RENFE MRS A 514k
PR, (H AP L AR A A B R A4 T AR

s . OR S 2 07 i AR R @i H
FEMABEREARF AT FFMETHIEEAN; O
Y i, el OSKBEBZ, PEAL BT E AL
A 4 B0 HER TE PT BE 52 2 VA A1 AN 45 I

FZEMFEIR 5 AR BN E, Tk x) = 55 1 BE
TEHRN ST

2.2 FeEtEREA T A

2.2.1 Kihon B4 i & EE  Kihon BN
fiitrfr % (Kihon check list, KCL) H H Z< 5 A= 3%
LN 65 X KM LA By HARZAE Ndmihl, H T
BRESEFEN, ARATEHE I Ml A7 2t T
A KCLALE 7 ARz 25 N H, 4Bl H
WATRE . AR JRBL . EFRIRGL . D EDIEE .
ISR AL . IANFNER THARZS, W 25 7, 1%
SRy 2 W o 55 e R, S8 VT AS R 2y L
15 min, fE A [ E ZK % 5 F Cronbach’s o R E N
0.787~0. 876, UEAHHAFE 47,

AL KCL A FAEX 60 2 UL &4 A, 7
KCL M Akt # v, #L324EfE 45 H “EEEE R UK
g i LA TP R B AR ARSI, ST rp
SCALTF SR B AR AL 223 By 2 TR AR IE, T
Yk BRI Bt X SO G B S Ol &
R ZIE A, Wz s H ey ik g, &
Z5ENRVIK . )T EE . BRI sl X 3
WG SRR, PRI T iR R AR TS B S
HAE . UL KCL ) Cronbach’s o %44 0.882 ,
B YERF Cronbach’s o RE0HM 0. 733 ~0. 856, LiimEe
IR EH 0.944, 25 4 FE I R EH 0.902 ~
0.979, FRUIEFR&IH Z W\ HA &R —30rE H
REAS AR R Ar i kasetl, M2 SRl 52

L. O SM; Q) , k24
BRSSP, @ FFXTESR, Lo BAE NI, @
(RO R4y, . ORUERAIR; @ 3Cfbid h
PR QR Z ST,

2.2.2 ESELLAEWATH mHGEIF AT AR
( Comprehensive frailty assessment instrument, CFAI)
R ER B PP AL A S AR N 22 4k 5 585 19 PEAl
54 DY (ARBRYERE | L BRYERE | AR YRR
PAERIGHERE ) , 23 0 H, ®ER B 20~97 77,
OB RS RE R BAEARSC . CRAT 2 — A~ [P &
2, O &0l o KA 8 I OF 56 Uk T i e R
Cronbach’s o« &% 0.812, G ERB T, &—1
530 0] FH T AR X B AR N 422 55 0k ) T2

PUAE D AR AAE I WEFE X %5 CFAT 347 301k
VEIE, JEAIUIL AR CFATRY SR IREEME L« B
W RIME” 2% E A7 70 M S0 i 1) it . E 2 el T3
ML 2E Ok, by B AR AR & TR U, 7
DI SCE B FEHE, FixFEBIT N bk
AErp U T A A A ZE MU TR ME B8 5T = 1 v N R
FYTEGL” , T T B F 00 I S M S R R
3 Cronbach’s o FEUH 0. 827, #54EE Cronbach’s
a>0.7, FUHFSCRR CFAT A B 454 R — 3t .

Peai: OZAEEEVHAL, WG ; OFEBUER
by QORIFIIA Ras )R, S OFHEEZ, FEnd
15 Qi HMER#E— B IE; OB=F9 A bRt



— 114 — [ b 4 R AR

2026 41 A 5547 B 1 W

Int J Geriatr, January 2026, Vol. 47 No. 1

3 EESHETHITEHEIAEMLESH
3.1 EEARFFIE LR

NI 2 59 DA T B AE ITF KBk E] Ky el 4 B
PE TS A2, W 1, EFS FITFI 4 H /2,
fh A RE, 36 A T4L X A 202 B4 m 1 2 43
5514k, H EFS X3P B ESRAL, KCL Al CFAI il
M) 2, HEEHL, REHTFEEL, MPL &
FT 5 8 it e B 55 32 RO 4 AR id 2 i), m] i
MRS RIS X, BAR K28 T HIE A 4, |
TEDUA I R A 347 0 f o [ 22 AR A BE R S AT T AR
T ARBE A SC AR VAR, I AE N A AR AT T
340 P FA) TR SN 55 B I
3.2 NS EER

EFS U5 i R 5 )3 305 (84%) , {HR
BERAIR (50%) . =i B B Fus A B, &
FHF e s e w KU e (H R0 A 2 0] fiels
R S AT R R S 2 A, T &5 A T Re il
37 Q1B =5 T N =~ [ W ) O AR L 8 573 ol R A 7 1
PR /R . KCL Bt X h 3z v
ZYE VMG T B, BRAERIE, 18 G AR 2,
ANFEFSE W R A AEZS, P CR KCL R
HOEE R 90. 81% , HFSHJE N 78.2%' 7, TFI HAG
FERMWE (66%) S5WETFFE (84%), Him4Fs
S5 R R HEBRAE T 55 -, I 1R AU
JRAE R 55, (BN R X i g, 456
FAC P A Fn 22 i e, 5 AT Dy 3 55 AU A

H O, S X CEAEA S5 AL T AR R
FEBY-FIUU) K T R S 3 Y  CFAT T FI 3 FH
THEIX B AE N 2 4k 52 55 1) 4 i VA, GEHRALIER
SRR AIRAEERT, REAHS, TE— R BRI
THIZMH, T CGA ¥y MPIL 2 H A & %
Z AR S AY EL A A B A PR A TEL, AT T 8
TR, HUW AR HLB R U RS
3.3 PULEAS R RN R SRS B S s

T, AOE AN E £ YE 5 55 TR T T R A
s, HAWim IR AR, (HWAFFELL T AR E/E
HE%. O T HZ53EEAN, = A+ G
PETH @ T Bl B A, 2008 AS i T
ORI E NG —; D= 557 . S8 — M IFEAE T
H, O#sarmkiH L, PHEEBURERT, 7 ME,
Hik, KRATEHERFLLTW I mIRAMNIE, OF
SEE NGRS A AR 2 A R A 00 A MR R4S T
HH R S50 5%, &5 3F B 4 823G A T 5 B,
FIAr 5 FE BN Rl SC AL i N AT A S8 4k oy =X
PHEME . Fh2 IR 5 D7 i i 22 57, XT OB R T A
PEATREEAR AR SR TR, AR & 5| 2E R4S T
HidE s e, @3 H A TS 4
UG IR AR S FAB 5 U] 2R i i 4%, ISR B AR A
MIZ4EB0 Y, A EFE bR, A3 7 =0, K e 3
RSBt &R EE L, 456 KREPRE R L HLAR
)L, AL AL X BAE AN 2 45 1 sh A PEA |
W WiES T WA G, (Rt S EFEAE
A5G MR A A B

=1 AEXCEFEANSYERE S AL T HA
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R #2486 4E (Metabolic syndrome, MetS) & — 4140 F X By R # S¢ F R B, KA v m g, B,
MAE R (HWZBAmmm e ZEE g EEEEK) fEii/E, MeS A& LB &K Ea, 75 AR
At S g B R A e MR R

Mg, JEE., HW =8, a5 EEEaEEEMLEZYANESEFRD, YXAEMERTH, 4
AR BT R A, RH FANHEAEL, ZE L =100 mg/dL (5.6 mmol/L); % PEJE & >35 &~
(89 cm), HFHIEE>40 £~ (102 cm); FHE FJE A& & B E 8 ( High-density lipoprotein cholesterol ,
HDL-C) <40 mg/dL (1.0 mmol/L), “ M HDL-C< 50 mg/dL (1.3 mmol/L); H & = =150 mg/dL (1.7
mmol/L) ; i1k =130/85 mmHg, — M MEFEE & 3R 3 TR E L JFH, #hTHD B A MetS? |

FHEZE, HE MetS T AW, RUERFRRBMAXKERFTLSEETE, 382, MetS M
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