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1. # =

AARBERFETFSO THERFOSHEZBERICET 2 ZES] OoWEICK
iE, BERIBIZ, A AV UEAORBICE D 1EMEEMEEE E# e L,
fli 2 DR 2 EE 2L OREIHETH D, TOREICITEBBRHRT L&
BIKT72NE BICEE L, EYMICH 28RS O Rt 138 H 0 & 0HE %2
KoL < BIREEA R BORE L bIRET 5, SR OREIC X
ST, BIERNS T FT UV F— U ARLEMICEDRIAVIREZ <3, BEIR
ORI ES W TR T 1A, 28 ZOMORFE O - KEIZ X
50O, HEIRFERW & KBS TWD, BERFEO KRS % b 5 2 BFER
WICBITDREORHBE LT, A2V VORWETEA 2 R PIME
NHIToNd1, TOHIH, A VAV WK TORKE LT, B Mia
DRI, MEAMBEDIK TAEETHLLZ ENEAINATY
Do FEER. B OFEIT D BT, FIRRENIS THEIRIE A 1LIEREIRIAE I
LU BB EME T L TR Y, & BITHEIRIFZFIE L TV W EE AR
WAEF CHRELMIEENMET L TWA Z ERHL NIRRTV D 23, K
TORFBIE AP TH 5 United Kingdom Prospective Diabetes Study
(UKPDS) 16 1%, 2 BUpE JRIGFEAERF AT W T TITRE Bl R B RE 1340
50% F T T L TV HERIFFIEDK 12 FRINDIRAIZHEITL TWVWD Z
EERMBELTWND 4, 61T, B 2 BBERFET LVEW TH S db/db ~
U AT H R B AR E2ME T LIFE B AMIAREEREDIR N 2580 5 2 & A
WEINTND 56, ZO X1, BERFEFIZEWTREN L OIBEN A
DIE B AR O B IR RE A RFF T 29 A THETHDLH EEZEX BN D,
Fo. FERMRELZIINIE D I & IIPEIRFICEIT 2B 2 IR R kg &
0D %,

PR AT W CEEER CTEM AHE & 72 o 7= SGLT2 (sodium—glucose
cotransporter 2) PHEIIT, 4 A U U WMIIIKAF T 5 2 & 7o IR ME
&0 RBE D BRI 2 I S B CTRBEPE I 2 7T U FReaY I i 2R S
HIEKNTH D, o, NIRIERS A I L A KEORD . BIFFFOS%FE, I8E
BAESLMEREDAZRY v 7 RT A= —DWEDE, S 612, LILEA
RO ZIRTIIRPERMORERIEN & W oo, 2 E TOR D MBER T 3K
IRV REGT D 714, Fio, FE, SGLT2 A ML B M iC 8L L T

2



W W Z EDRALMNIT/ - T Y 15, SGLT2 AESE L, | B Ml ICE#EE
AL 7 RO BENMRRIC L D24 2D U WMeA v 2 ) Ui Dk
BErblebTEEZOND, L. FH1IETIZ2HBBERKFET L~ T R
BT 5 SGLT2MHEHRDOEE MR E~GE 2D EBBLORZD AT =X A
WIZOWTHH L7Z, F 2 ETiL, Sulfonylurea (SU)¥K % WNHRH @ B#H 12
SGLT2 MLEHK %A T 85, SU HAHIE L8, SUEKZE LD
T EORERLR M E T LT,
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total cholesterol
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terminal deoxynucleotidyl transferase-mediated dUTP nick-
end labelling
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AT o< SGLT2 PHEH T, K Mla~DERZEMRI, A2 Y »
HRFRIS, SO AL Z U ESEDL L VI REND D,

R IRAFZE T, 2 BBERIF B ICx 95 SGLT2 HEHRE Ik, R
RS EE D FEHE T & 5 beta cell glucose sensitivity <° disposition index 73
BETH 2 ENHEIN TV D 1617,

— . invivolZB W TIiE, SGLT2 # K X+ 7= db/db ~ 7 A X B il i
BORAD ZMH L 73— R 8B A AU WA LT & O
H5H 18, F£7-, 10 M db/db ~ 7 A2 4 D SGLT2 fHEHK 2 5 L
ToAER, 7 RUBEEEREICLY TR P = AT S, B MAasgsED
GUERHE BRI L7 OWME S H 5 19, 6 D db/db ~ 7 ZIZ 1
MO SGLT2 HEI O 5T | [RERICHE B ﬁﬂiﬂﬁ%%@ﬂﬁl%’?ﬁfﬁ il
FAIEFERE N TLHE L2 Z E G ST\ b 20, Z D X 912, ERRMFZER in
vivo DFER LY SGLT2 [HEHKIX. BB ﬂ’*ﬂﬂﬂ@%f%ﬁ%ffﬁﬂq 73>a:m\?5?5 bivd—h
T, ZDOHFAA=ALTELERLNIT /> TR,

db/db = 7 A%, B E MAE ISR LT, RREFRIICHE B MR & MK T
LH?B%EH@%%%@{EET%nlu&)é ENA LI TN D 5.6, KRR IEIE
BEBCREA L, T CIEBMREEDK TAZKkL TS db/db v &
\z. %@Iﬁl*}%‘f&?% (liraglutide. pioglitazone £7-1%. T O HH) 2 &5
LTH . B M aECME B Ml EOREDRITZ LD Z NP LN
o TS 2122, T L OWE XY | R MR B MR A IREET D
I AT HERFBIERW DD OIRBENANEETH DL ENRBINTND
—J5C. streptozotocin $¢ 512 L U i g @S 2 i 7= 1 @*EJ]?W%T
b~ A2 SGLT2 fAEHK 2 F 5 L 7-#E Cid, Mo ®E @b A2 b L
AL TIC K D HE B HIAPRGEDN R NFR DO BN TWD 28, ZOHE LY | o
Bl TR & B0 BERPOMEITEEICE D 53 SGLT2 FHESIE, I B My
RENREZAT LB REIND,

Z 2T, ARWFIE TR, W12 6 B O RER R RE R EEE S5 db/db
~ 7 A2 SGLT2 MHEHK TH 5 luseogliflozin % 4 B G L. WL &

WZHE 2D BBIOZOS THEEZHONCTHZEEHENE L TERE
1To7io SO, FERFBIERBZWAT-BELMREORKRTLZRL TV &
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HE SN 10 i, 14 #is, 24 Bl O db/db ~ 7 X & AW TRERIZFEER
i1 o7,

AEEFE L. BWEE db/db =~ 7 212, luseogliflozin Z#% 545 Z & T
HEFEGHE L LTI RE O S, i B ML RE D SCE IT N 2, BE B Ml & %
WINESEEZ E2WHLMNI LZ, & 512, HEEFEE 2 W 72 & 1 38 BT
D e #R 5 C i luseogliflozin O FE 52 LV BRI A b L A IZBHE L 72 81s 1
DFEBLDMET L B Al ha i ne <Ok B MBI B L 72 B {n DI BL A |k
ALzl eZ2Rr L, SBICEB R DHEERO db/db = 7 A2k L THIREIERIT,
HHRIZ BFR 72 < luseogliflozin D $¢ 512 & - CTIlibFERE D 2. B B HE IR B BE
OE, BERMEOHEMARDI, —FH T, FHHEE D luseogliflozin @
BHIX, BIERREND T > ThHh o0 G~ X0 IR MIERE D E,
i B B OB 238D 7,

AWFGE L . SGLT2 FHE I I HEIRIF OMEAT IR < TRE R Z 7T
AIREMEDN /RIR S 4Lz, SEIT, BERIFFIERL . BH 220 OIFHRI ALY, BE B A
MEZRFETHIATHETHDL EZX LN, KRFHERN, %0 271
FERIBIRBN ADESICHERTE 5 2 & 2 Hie,



3.2 & B 5 Ik

3.2.1 FEBRIZHWIZEY

JE it B DR 975 B 7 LB T & B EME o BKS. Cg-Dock7m +/+ Lepr db/J
(db/db) ~ 7 A (Oriental Yeast Co, Tokyo, Japan) Zf\W\/=, ~7 A ®D
B BREEIT, |IE 25°COZEFO G & THRE~19 R E TH M & LR
A7V TCTHHEEBIOKEK - HEOBHEBIROY & THE L, FEEH)
MO N DN T, ENERFEANACEE R P FZRICBE T 2 HE
29> TiT o 72,

3.2.2 FEERIZHWZEIK - ATFEL

SGLT2 FLEHK D —>TH % luseogliflozin % KIEFFEEX S S LG
%% 1 7= 24, luseogliflozin X, ¥ i#E® CE-2 (CLEA, Tokyo, Japan) (Z
0.01%EEE LIEH F TACTRIF LTz, RWFEOHE G &ITBEHRIZE DS T RE
L7z 19,

3.2.3 luseogliflozin @ # 5-

FEIIHEME D db/db ~ 7 A& W=, 5l 9 M. 13 Hin, 23 8
ik CHlF R CESE L, 6 Hin, 10 Hiln, 14 Hikn, 24 Hinkr L 0 fEES 2
B A R A (control #%) & 0.01%luseogliflozin & A £ 5 & #E (luseo £f)
(253 4 B BHER T TEE L,



3.2.4 1K&E - B0 HIE

3.2.3 D5MCTHIE L7z db/db =¥ @ A % control £ & luseo FED 2 HEIZ 4y
. BHEE-OFFRICBWTKRELZHE LMo EZITo72, £/, A
W 1Ay — R T ABICE A — OB EAZHE L, B O EIT-
7=

3.2.5  [lEF M BE o A& D B E

323 DRMTHBF LW~y A%, AR RPLREDHHERT
TOMMEMEZRE L7z, BMIXEEFIRD D70 M E X
Glutestmint portable glucose meter (Sanwa Chemical, Nagoya, Japan)
W TTIRATSCE O D (ZHIE Lz,

3.2.6 #®’0O~7 Rukianb

3.2.3 LRIEKDOEMETHI~ Y A%ZEE Lic, 07 RufEAmiE (Oral
blood glucose test (OGTT)) & L C 10 #{n T 4 Kifil & 16 Rrffl O
14 i, 18 B Mn, 28 Wil TiX, 4 FFH DA TIZB W T 1.0gkg D7 R ¥
BB R E Y T AR OKRE L, %587 (04) 5% 304 - 60 % -
90 43 * 120 32 \ZRERARD & B 2 17V B 2 JE L7, & HEE %,
fedh 2 A E U7z fobEE (mg/dl) . BfhZ2 @ L72ReR (hre) & LT 7 702
7y b LTEBRETHORE, Omg/dl ZHtOE & L THEF O & SO HiE
ZHWTO05~120 3 F COL MK TmEOKRIEZ AUC (mg/dl x hr) & L
THHL, SBHOLEEZIT-> 72,

3.2.7 A VAU PO A

3.2.3 LREOEHTH~T A& E LI, 100 @ CHHEER TIZBWNT
WEhA 4 2 ) o (Humarin®R; Eli Lilly, IN, USA) % 2.0 U/kg THEEN
BhHZITWv, #5RT (047) <3045 6074y + 90 4y + 120 432 BT 5 I el

10



ZE Le, FRERFICIR T 5 MbEE Z & 580 (0 7) OMmMEEETERL T
BB 2 MAERE TR (%) & LTA v 2 U U HEWE D B 24T - 72, #ithh % |
i BERE T (%), B2 JE L7 (hr) LT 77127 my FLTE
MTHORE, Omg/dl ZHtDOIE L L CHRBOHEBOEEEEZHNT 0 o~
120 53 £ TOK MR FHfE DO F1% area under the curve (AUC) (mg/dl x
hr) & LCHRH L, BHOLKEIT -7,

3.2.8 Ifid A 2V - ik O EEf

3.2.3 LRBRDFMETH~T A &WHE LIz, 10 BT, 4 K& 16 K
MR, 14 Wi, 18 Mk, 28 Ml Tl 4 R TICI T 5 Mg & B H
L enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) 7% (Morinaga Institute
of Biological Science, Yokohama, Japan) Z#HW\WTA AU VEOHIE %
iTolc, 203V, BFEIRPOBEIMZITWIMEEZHEL, 1R~
iz MBEE TR L. SEEDO R 21T o 72,

3.2.9 R HAEE

B23LFMRDORKMTEHE L~y AL, FHIELZOHRIEE 2§
HEE, +oE\REitrCcrs7 707 LEEob, EREERBEEICI=2
L—y gL, Bk T33.3 mg/mlZA IR L 7= collagenase (Sigma-
Aldrich) Z7F A L7, Mk U 72 & % BIBE L E5C Dcollagenased Ao 7=
U UUIZB L, 3TC T2 MR L7, £ D%, BN 4T TRIGE
1L#% (Hanks’ balanced salt solution: Sigma-Aldrich) (Zfetal bovine
serum ((FBS: Gibco BRL, Paisley, UK)Z 0 L CTHEH) 2z E#k - -
HOWH 2/ IR L, s&RIZ B U7 AR 2 10 ecm dishiZHEfE L, 32
RBEPUEE DI TR 2 BN L T FEBRICHEH L,

11



3.2.10 FEBA AU UV EEOHIE

FROFETRBR LS Z1.5mlO= v X KV 7 F 2 — 72 10f# 7
20 L, 2.8 mM® Glucose# & A 7 5 Krebs-Ringer’s solution
bicarbonate/Hepes (KRBH) buffer (129 mM NaCl, 10 mM HEPES, 5.0
mM NaHCOs3, 4.7 mM KCI, 2.0 mM CaCls, 1.2 mM KH2PO4, 1.2 mM
MgSO4, pH7.4) T5%CO2. 37 DSAE T T304 lpre- 1ncubat10n7§fﬁ
VW, ZF D1%Glucose 5.6 mM % & T2 KRBH buffer|ZA2#1 L, #2604 LS
#BLle, 0%k, EEEFHFNICERIILA R Y CORIEE T-20°C‘f~‘1%ﬁl,
oo Flo, Ta—T7IERGF LEERIZEA L EEZEEICHRS Lk
(2. 500 pnl?®Acid ethanol (0.4 M HCl in 74 % ethanol) Z 1z TR - &
fit L. ELISA7E (Morinaga Institute of Biological Science, Yokohama,
Japan) #HW TR O A A U E&%E LT,

3.2.11 [FEDO AR F 024

3.2.83 LIAEROEMTH~ T A ZME Lz, 10 Hin, 14 His, 18 Mk,
28 W TH~ U A& FMHEMFIC L D LHIIZ LV ERE L. H*ﬂm%:@mﬁb
7-. YIEE L 7-ENIT 4% PFA (paraformaldehyde) / PBS pH 7.4 |2 T <0
WCHEE L, X7 7 ¢ ol Uz, BRI LR 7 d@ﬁ’ﬂ’ﬁi L. T&d
R Y & SE0 L 72,

3.2.12 fuiEslmkie s (BFRPUIRTR)

WRIT 4 VUIREMANT 7 4L, KR, 0.3%EEE(LAKFEIMA Z /) —
VIZTHNRME~ALV A o X —PIEMEE IR L, VX Mg (Inv1trogen) S
%b\f 307y X T E {Toltk, PBS THIR L= —Wiik (Fid) %
4°C overnight TA > F=2_X— L7, D%, PBS THH L. #/k?ﬁﬁi
(B4 F VIE#PL Y ¥ IgG Hifk (Nichirei, Tokyo, Japan)). HRP =%
A R 7 FTEY L (Nichirei) #4541 K TR S, Wi &ICHEE L
72735 DAB (diaminobenzidine) THfh S, ~~v ¥ U > CTxitb i@
HAToTo, A AV AT, —RPUAE LTHA 2 U UHUE (anti-

12



insulin, Santa Crutz Biotechnology) % x500 {ZTH 7=,

Y EE BIOREVO BZ-9000 (Keyence Japan, Osaka, Japan) (2T
BZ-11 #2277V /r—3 3 > ver.1.40 (Keyence) %\ THEXRD G EH % ik
% - LV iAZ L, BZ-II analyzer ver.1.41 (Keyence) % f\» CHEE DT %
17> 7=, BZ-II analyzer L2 TCTFEHIZ~~ F 5?/) VO ST R
k2 A TSI R 2R omfE (A) 2L, RICFE—YROA XY U8
MR 2 BZ-1I1 analyzer b TR - /%E@@Tﬂ%ﬂﬂb‘f?ﬂﬂﬂj L. ZOmfE

(B) Z#WE L7, BB MIRmAELZ & ONCHEE g Ml E DA X Bouwens
OHDOFIEIZHEW 25, FJiF XL (B) & (A) TERL T 100 23 L., %HALE L
TEH L, £-%5 13U L-FEORERE (mg) &2 OB B HI M

(%) kT, FELMIE (mg) & L7,

X ERMANE (mg) = HAMEMAEL (%) x HHEE (mg)

e B AR O HEHE O FEAf & L T . 5-bromo-2-deoxyuridine (BrdU) #Hi{& % H
W BrdU Yt z1i7-o7, [RKFIC ERO A 2 Y UHifRZE v ZE G 21T
S 72, BWERIZ 3T 5 BrdU B/ ARE / BE B MIfa 2 %tk & L CHEH L,
Z OYHE % BrdU Bt (%) & L7z, BrdU %:4(21% BrdU 4% v b

(BD Biosciences, Franklin Lakes, NJ) #iRfICE0@E ITEH L7,

3.2.13 St (wiiRiE)

T T 4 O R ERRT T 4 L, KBER., BURIRTE (R E LT =
T rU U AEIZEDTA ZH Wiz, ¥ XM (Invitrogen) F72i%, E/LFE
vy MiEEZHHWNWT 307 1y ¥ 7 &2iTo7%, PBS THMR L 7= — &t
& (Table 1) % 4°C overnight TA > F =X— k L7z, D%, PBS Tk
B L. ZRPLK (Table 1) % 40 RIS S ¥, WEHEHZICA AT PR

(Table 1) & H\WT=IR T 60 43 ) is S B 1%, PBS TUEH L _IRHLIK (Table
1) % 40 IS 72, PBS T L, 4',6-diamidino-2-phenylindole
(DAPI) (Vector Laboratory, Burlingame, USA) Txftbdeta 217 -7-, K
BB DT AR F— ADFAH & L T terminal deoxynucleotidyl
transferase-mediated dUTP nick-end labelling (TUNEL) system
(Deadend; Promega, Madison, WI) % v 7=,

13



Tablel. ~ 7 AR O @EEHURGE O 7= D IZH W= HUR

Primary antibodies

Antigen Species Manufacturer Working dilution

Santa Cruz
Aldhla3 Goat 1:200
Biotechnology

Cell Signaling

c-Jun Rabbit 1:200
TECHNOLOGY
Cell Signaling

FoxO1 Rabbit 1:50
TECHNOLOGY

Glucagon Mouse SIGMA-ALDRICH 1:500

Santa Cruz

Insulin Rabbit 1:250
Biotechnology
guinea
Insulin Dako 1:2
pig

Cell Signaling
Ki67 Rabbit 1:200
TECHNOLOGY

Mafa Rabbit BETHYL 1:50

14



Tablel. (03%)

Secondary antibodies

Antigen Species Fluorescent dye Manufacturer
Life
guinea pig IgG Goat Alexa Fluor 488
Technologies
Life
rabbit IgG Goat Alexa Fluor 488
Technologies
rabbit IgG Donkey Alexa Fluor 488 abcam
Life
rabbit IgG Goat Alexa Fluor 594
Technologies
Life
mouse IgG Goat Alexa Fluor 594
Technologies
goat IgG Donkey Alexa Fluor 594 Abcam

15



3.2.14 Ein R BT

329D HIETHRI L&~ U ADEEE2 5, RNeasy Mini Kit (Qiagen,
Tokyo, Japan) % ¥ff3CEDME YD IZHV Ttotal RNAZfH L7=, HiH L
7-RNAILEE % HHi# (Zrandom primer. 10mM dNTP (UL _Promega,
WI, USA) , Superscript® III, RNaseOUT, 5x Fast Standard Buffer (UL L
Life Technologies) % > CcDNA% {Ef! L, SYBR Green (Takara Bio,
Shiga, Japan) %\ 7= U 7 L ¥ A AJE fERealtime-PCRIE TH B 5 1%
HErFE& Lz, WA= be— & LT, glyceraldehyde-3-
phosphate dehydrogenase (GADPH) % FH\ 7=,

3.2.15 R EFSFRIRENT

ME DT — 21348 TEHEHERERF 2 CTRL LT, :ﬁfﬁ@qzi’\]@ﬁ% e
X, XIS D720y Student @ tRE E H W o, ZREM OO RREIZIX, one-
way analysis of variance (ANOVA) %Z V., HEZ %2R O =413 post hoc
ik & L T Fisher’s PLSD test {64 HHWWCABER Z LB L=, pfE2 0.05
KiixboTAHEEZEE LT, 7T —FHITVFHERERZEZTRIL LIz, HalHE
Hricid= 27 B# it 2012 (Social Survey Research Information, Tokyo,
Japan) % 7z,

16



3.3.1 6 #is db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin ¥ 5-12 K %

IAEE - EEHE - PERFIMAEE O HER

luseo X control B & L L A ESCE EICHOL DR EZZRBD o T,
(Figure 1, 2), BERFMEEE X, luseo B CHEIZMIMIF ., control BE L L LA E
KT 2R 7= (Figure 3),

50 -

45
@ 40 A
-
&
'g 35 - —0— control
? —8—|luse0
M 30 4

25

20

6 | 8 | 10

Time (weeks)
Figure 1 luseogliflozin % 512 X 2 (R EDOHER
6 A £ Tl A& CHEEL L. luseogliflozin & A #5 5 & ZBAts L 7= 6 H i X
¥ luseogliflozin # 4 M H G5 Lz, MHER —KET T, £~V ADKRE
MWEEIT-7= (CF¥) £ 8.D.) (%5# n=12), MiHIZIIXIED 72 tIRE %
Mz,
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n.s.
—
7 -
6 -
5
|
B o4 4 Ocontrol
X
" M luseo
3 -
2 -
1 -
O T T
6 8 10

Time (weeks)

Figure 2 luseogliflozin & 5128 7 5B DO HER
luseogliflozin & A4 RFEZ M L7 6 Hilgks L V. @ 2B —U%R
BOBICEST2EHEEER L TVWLHOEZHEL, 1HEMI D%
~ U AOEAREAEZPE L CF¥ = SD) (%#f n=5), #atICIdsiEo A
W ERRTE B W,
800 -
700 -

600 -+

500

400 —o—control

—e—Juseo

EFE MLFE (mg/dl)

300 ~

200 -

**k e

100 A

0 T T T T
6 7 8 9 10

Time (weeks)
Figure 3 luseogliflozin # 5-12 35 (F 2 BAKF 55 O HER
Rl TR — OB T CREFEIRE D Mika R L., @5 EREsRZHWT
BERFMLBE DM E Z 1T o 72 (B £ SD) (%8 n=12), ** p<0.01 vs.

control group
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3.3.2 6 s db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin 512 X %

T} 4% HE R A

luseo & C control BEIZ L ~BH & M Z MUHEME 2 o S TN 2 72 D IR ITHE
B REFOMPERE 2 . 4 FFfEHE B T & luseogliflozin OB IN D & EInd
16 K[ #E £~ T OGTT Z# H W CIBEE O RE 24T 5 2 & TRl L7z, 4 K
AR T NS 16 FEfEIMER T CTlX. luseo # TH EITIMTFEEE O S 2 3R
b7z (Figure 4,5), £7-. OGTT @ AUC (2 B) 55l T [AEEIZ luseo
HIZBWTHERUEGELZR O - (Figure 6,7),

1200
1000

800

—O—control

600 —eo—luseo

400

Blood glucose level (mg/dl)

200

0

05 30 60 120

Time (min)

Figure 4 #1007 KB firsdbr

10 B D control FE. luseo FEIZ 4 eI, Vo F 2 AWTRO
HIIZ 1.0 glkg D7 R U BEKE K 2 H 5 LA RPN B #EIR & 0 fik 2 80 L
THUREE 2 58 L7 (B + SD) (%M n=8), ** p<0.01 vs. control

group
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1200

1000

300 —0—control

—e—luseo

600

400

Blood glucoe level (m/dl)

200  |xx

*¥k

05 30 60 120

Time (min)
Figure 5 &0 7 R vkt
10 3 D control #E. luseo BEIZ 16 B D%, Y o F 2 HWTHRA
912 1.0 glkg O 7 R U FEKESIK & F 5 L& RN R EIR & 0 ik 2 88 L
TInpEM 2 HE L7 (CF¥) £ SD) (%8 n=8), ** p<0.01 vs. control

group

120000 |

100000
80000

60000 T

(mg/dl*min)

40000

20000

Area under the blood glucose curve

0

control luseo

Figure 6 #0107 FUiaAfaRICE T 5 OGTT O i i fd

Figure 4 ® 715 THifT L 72 OGTT O£ o> b i 2 . Omg/dl % it o
JKE L7eBa e L TARERB MG THfEZ RO, 0~120 40 F TORM%Z
OGTT ®» AUC & L CiFi L7= (¥ = SD) (%8 n=8), #itiZiIxtis
D7 tRREZ W=, ** p<0.01 vs. control group
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120000 [ 1

100000 [

80000

60000

(mM*min)

40000

20000

Area under the blood Glucose curve

0
control luseo

Figure 7 #07 RUBAMRERICIIT D OGTT O ili#R T s

Figure5 O 7k CThiafT L 72 OGTT O£ WF M o M 2 . Omg/dl % fitdh o
JEE LR e LTARERIB O TEEZ KD, 0~120 0 £ TORNZ
OGTT ™ AUC & L Cilfi L7z (*F¥) £ SD) (%8 n=8), MEHIITHRIE
D7 tRREZ Wiz, ** p<0.01 vs. control group
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3.3.3 6 i db/db ~ 7 A IZ luseogliflozin ¢ 512 X %

A A AR O

luseo #E CHHHERE NN E L TV HRER LD | MO EICHFS LK+
DIFEADIZDIT ETA LAY CAMRBRICE D A 2 ) G2 30 L
7z, luseo Bfi%. control FEIZE L 30, 60, 120 4y TOMBFE N A ZITIL T
LT A2 By oSEE2R O (Figure 8), £/, £ AV
ARt O AUC ICE T D5l T H FARIZ luseo BEICIB W T A R U UK
Pk E R EEZZR O (Fiure 8),

—
]
(=]

80

60

40

Blood glucose level (%)

20

0 30 60 90 120
Time (min)

70000 |
60000

50000

40000

30000

20000

Are under the blood
glucose curve (% * min)

10000

control luseo

Figure 8 1 AV v Affalbr

FE AR AR B AUC

10 H 5 D luseo #E. control #EIC, HHEER FTHM A 2V 2 Ukg
DIEPERNE G- 24T, 30 /IR FRIR X 0 ik 2 80 U i g 2 J0E L
AL & D2 HIE L7 (Iiéj + SD) (%8t n=4), F7o. SRR O MR
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THEfEZ KD, 0~120 3 F TORMEZ A > AU Y AmaRiRo AUC & LT

FF L 72 (q:i’J SD) (&8 n=4), #HEHIIL ICRLE DT 2 Hu,

post hoc 7€ (213 Fisher’s PLSD test i£Z H\\ 7z, 72, AUC Ot T
I xiﬁﬁ@fib\ tREZ MWz, ** p<0.01 vs. control group

3.3.4 6 #is db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin ¥ 5-12 K %

I B Al R B BE D R 5

WAZIE B MR OFSRE 2 RF 3~ 2 729, 16 BFfilia B T cofmp A > A Y > -
MpELZRE L. S OICHEBHLVHEBELZEEZHWNTA VXY U EEE
ELEE Lz, A A XY > - fipEtk (Figure 9), BERICB T A A X
V& & (Figure 10) (IW T d luseo BETHIMZRD TW=, ZDORER
M5, luseo FETIEA AU B Ml RE O SUE RO BT,

¥

0.025

0.020

0.015

0.010

Insulin glucose ratio

0.005 [

0.000

control luseo

Figure 9 M9 > 2 VU > ipEkt

16 FFfE#E R T Tk 2 B Ui s 2 50 L T, ELISAJEIZ T A > A
UUREZHE L, TOROIMBEE TR LZ (CF¥ £ SD) (%#f n=8),
RIS D 22 e EZ= H W72, * p<0.05 vs. control group
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dedk

100
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60
50
40
30
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Islet insulin content (ngfislet)

10

control luseo

Figure 10 A AV U & &

10 Bl DO~ ANnEa T 75— a e HREEE CREE 2B L
acid ethanol # /W THEM LA > AU & &% ELISAEICTHIE L
(F#) = SD) (%8 n=6), MaHlZITfIeDRW tMEEZ H W, ** p<

0.01 vs. control group
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3.3.5 6 db/db ¥ 7 AT luseogliflozin # 512 L %

(&

KIZ, luseogliflozin (Z351F 2 i B MilaMkmE O EN ., FELMEEICK D
L OPERETT D7 OEBMEEOFHAZ Lz, S 612, #itmEalk
THEIZBIT 2 BHIRE oo —EPM A2 L, ZO04h 28 Lz,
luseo HEIZBWTITHE B MR EO A EREMZF O - (Figure 11), &
et Tl luseo B TIIFERE O HLERS B AR, JELERIZ o MIfE & Vo 7218
R B AN < T 2 DRI OMEZ R L, control #f Tl o A2 L E C
A DA BHEORAD 2RO T (Figure 12), BN o + B Hlla%kIcE
2 B DOEIE TRME L TH luseo BE THBEICHIMAZ T O T\ =

(Figure 12),
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Beta cell mass (mg)

control luseo

Figure 11 luseogliflozin FIZ331F 5 B il fu &

BB AR Y FEB B MR E

10 B DE~ U ZADFEGI R ZHiA v AV UHURIC TEEESRIURIE THRE L,

ANV R Y TR R GE AT o7, FEIMICKEEZHY, 20 Ea—H—
V7R =T EHOCTR U ET DR - B MR G L
(¥ £ SD) (#%5HE n=8), MAMMREHNTIIT XIS D72y ¢ E &2 FH Tz, **

»<0.01 vs. control group
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control

0.8

0.6

0.4

The ratio of the number of
beta cells to alpha plus beta cells

0.2

control luseo

Figure 12 ERICB T A A A v« J I “EHYE

FB AR e T T RIE G

TE: EEBND o+ B MREIZIR T 5D B MO FIS

10 BE DK~ ADPECGI R 25 A AV UK, JL7 vk 3 o HiRIC T
et YeayE T T EYeA L, DAPI T E T, BRI N
L., BERIZBIT 5 iz o il s ORI TR L (B =+
SD) (& #f n=5), HAHENTIZIZRIEDR W ¢REZH W=, * p<0.05 vs.

control group
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3.3.6 6 in db/db = 7 A |Z luseogliflozin & 5-1Z & 2 [

B i B PR EFEH O fEt

KT luseogliflozin @ B B M ERFFAEH DO A I =X L EH 60T 572
DGR R REAT 21T o 1o, MR~ — U —TH D BrdU Yetadifi R
luseo BEIZHWTIiX, BrdU [GMHMa RN A B 228 Tz (Figure
18), £72. TR FP—¥ A~v—HF—TbH 5 TUNEL 4 TI3AHEREITR
W72 o 7208 luseo BE 1L control HEIZ X 50.2% i B iR B8 17 5 TUNEL
Bt MR R LT/ (Figure 14), 7=, HEEEE X » total RNA %
L. BiofbB#E~— %5 —T&® % neurogenin3 (Neurog3d)X° aldehyde
dehydrogenase 1a3 (Aldh1a3) D& B D%l % real-time PCR Tl
LN mEEM TEEZ RO -7 (Figure 15), £7-. Aldhla3 fE T
b, EB AN O Aldhla3 BEtEfaEI 2258 D 72 x> 7= (Figure 16),

L3

1o o w o

=
o

—
—

e
o

relative to insulin-positive cells (%)

BrdU and insulin-double-positive cells

o

control luseo

Figure 13 luseogliflozin FIZ35 1) 5 4 B il o 1 5iE =R

10 B D5~ ZAOBEO R 2851 2 U UHufk, $t BrdU LRI TEEFE BT
RiECTREa L (B £ SD) (BFEn=6), 2 v o ML, HEEBIZBT
% BrdU B B Ml %z . BERMN O B Ml TR L 100 % 3% U T BrdU
AR (%) & U CaMil L7z, #EEHEATITIIRIS D 220 ¢ e 2 v
2. ** p<0.01 vs. control group
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P=0.058

relative to insulin-positive cells (%)

TUNEL and insulin double-positive cells

control luseo

Figure 14 luseogliflozin TIZEIFTH 7 K b — 2ADZEAL

10 Hn D&~ ZADEI R 2814 > 2 Y UHik, Ht TUNEL HUiRIZ Calt
R EE TR Ea L (F¥) = SD) (K8 n=10), EZH v b L,

B 2817 % TUNEL Gk g filadix . SN O2 B MIaE Tl L 100 % 3
U T TUNEL BtEfila=sR (%) & U TRl L7z, SEHNT I It o 720

ERREE W,
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-
(3]

Arbitrary units

o
[

1

Neurog3 Aldhiaz

Figure 15 luseogliflozin FiZ35 1) 5 Btk > 24k

10 Bl DE~ 7 ADHBEREE KLV total RNA ZfliH L, cDNA Z1Ek L
real time PCR L Tz Rz ERE L, NEMEa tr—L LT
GAPDH # W TCHM T8 IE T RIUREITAACTIETHREL T &
GAPDH L0V Z=#HHE LEMH L7 (¥ = SD) (n=3-4), #titi#
I RES D72 ¢ BE & VT,

AR Aldh1la3 Merged

luseo

o - - -

Figure 16 JESI2BIF DA AU v - Aldhlad @ "B {h
10 Hn DK~ ZADEI R 28114 > AU UHUk, Bt Aldhlad HuiRiC Tt
et E YA T B YA L, DAPI TxH R EEIT o 7,
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3.3.7 6 s db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin 512 X %

f B RE (Z B9~ % B fn 138 3l

6 i fin db/db ~ 7 AT 4 WH D luseogliﬂozin ERGTAHZETAURY

AY)Z\TE?E ZROTN | FEEICB T D5 AT 2 T 570 HEEE S
BT 5B In I B O 21T 5 Z kb Lz, Ak o 5k TS T HBERE IS

7L a8 % real-time PCRIETCEE& LI L2 & Z A luseo #fIC

B THE B A RERS H 1G5 Cob D Mafa, PdX1, NKX6.1, INS1, INS2,

Gek DEBNAEIZ LR LTz (Figure 17), #EH0EYRMA TH REEIC
luseo #f Tl B #lld > Mafa G HEMEN A B Z2E M2 o7 (Figure 18),

10 Wk
(I

O control

M Juseo

Airbitary units

i ﬂriJflrlm

Mata PDX1 NKX6.1 INSI INS2 Gek Glut2

Figure 17 HEEFEE 231 DI B Ml % RE BB B (s F O HLifg

0BM DK~ AD AT 7T —EE WIS HEEE CREE % AL .
K~ A5 30 islets Z£EHL L RNeasy Mini Kit (2 T total RNA % i H
L. cDNA #{E#l L real-time PCR I CEIFRBEEZ*TE L (Y
+ SD) (%# n=4), WHRM=> hr—1 & L CTGAPDH Z#H\WTHM
T OB TRIEIZA ACT IETHELT L GAPDH & OO 7% 5
BUEH L, SEHREITICIEXIG O 2\ tREE iz, ** p<0.01 vs.

control group
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Mafa Merged

100 s

oo
o

o}]
o

s
o

bo
o
L

relative to insulin-positive cells (%)

Mafa and insulin double-positive cells

control luseo

Figure 18 JESIZHBITH A4 A Y v - Mafa ® " HYL

EE: 4R v - Mafa OB Y

T B BB M IEEIZ B D Mafa B ik o F &

10 s DH~ U ZAOEGI R ZHiA 2 Y PR, §t Mafa HUikIZ Tt s

EYeaE T _HmYea L, DAPI Txttbtazitolc, A2 WU ML,
B ARIC k1T 5 Mafa FEVEMIla k& i B Mt Tl L7 (B £ SD)
(F%5HE n=4), WAHENTITITX IS D72 e EZ A2, ** p<0.01 vs.

control group
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3.3.8 6 i db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin 512 X %

W B M O il JA L2 B - 2 B s - 28 3L

6 W db/db = v A2 4 H[E ® luseogliflozin Z #5325 Z & THE B M
A A T ST RIS S B EE s A T D720, %%ﬁﬁ%% iz

B DEETRAOMN 21T 5 Z & & Uiz, miak 0 J7 ik CTHE 7= BB 12
58T HBLE real-time PCRIETERE L L7 & 2 A, luseo BELC
W CH R EE TR 2 R 3 K67, MR 8 W BEhE S 7 CTdh 5 Cend2 @%E"@%?ﬁvﬁ%f
W2 EH L Tz (Figure 19),

1 1 1

2

; 2 O control
T

R M Juseo
=

<

Kie7 Cend1 Cend2 Cend?3

Figure 19 HLEERE S (23515 D I B 0 Aa J& 5 B i s 1

10O~ ADaZ A —BE WS HEE CHE 2 HEE L, &
~ 7 A5 30 islets Z££HL L RNeasy Mini Kit |2 T total RNA % Hli i
L. cDNA #{E#l L real-time PCR I CEIFRBEEZ*TE L (Y

+ SD) (%# n=4), WHRM=> hr—1 & L CTGAPDH Z#H\WTHM
T OB TRIEIZA ACT IETHELT L GAPDH & OO 7% 5
BUEH L, SEHREITICIEXIE DO 2\ ¢REE Wiz, ** p<0.01 vs.

control group, * p < 0.05 vs. control group
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3.3.9 6 s db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin 512 X %

>

B DR L A s L A ZEHT 5 &I

db/db ~ 7 A @ IMAEICRZE SN bay R TNEFHREROIEL
WEOBIEA NV AR ERH L, fERE L THEBMRMENMETTSZ &N
HOMNIZRsTWD, £Z2C, NADPH A% v ¥ —ElEELE T TH D
p22phox, gp91phox, p47phox DEAx T Bz ik L7z, luseo #ET
p22phox DB TRHBEDBAEIZIKT LTV (Figure 20), 7
gp91phox, p47phox DB T RBUCH B2 ZITB O D> 7270 luseo #E T
i MM\ 238 0 Tz (Figure 20),

B n.s. n.s
" 1 1
a
E
E 9 Ocontrol
E W luseo
<
0
p22phox gp8iphox pdphox

Figure 20 HBEFE S (2351 5 1 B il a )& B B & s 1

10O~ ADaZFF—BE WS HEEE T 2 HEE L, &
~ 7 A5 30 islets ZE#-H L RNeasy Mini Kit |2 T total RNA % i
L. cDNA Z{Efl L real-time PCRIE CELFREHEZTEE LT (B8

+ SD) (%#n=4), WHRMHE=>+r—/1~Et L TGAPDH ZHWTHW
T OB TRIEIZA ACT IETHELT L GAPDH & OO 7% 5
BOURM U7, BEEHIEATICIIRIG DRV ¢hE % vz, *p<0.05 vs.

control group
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3.3.10 6 db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin % 5-1C

I B IRIC 351 5 FoxO1 DFEE

Forkhead box protein O1 (FoxO1)i%. forkhead KX A > &2 H 7 x5
ﬁ%%@O#ﬁ77iU—?%6 A A Y CRGUE T ORE B M A M
WO D —212, 4 AV UL IGFL & 7 F v OIEMALIC L0 B
PN O FoxO1 23 Y /Eﬂlzéh'é Z & TENOMBE~BAT UIE B M
HAEICR 590 L MmEI N TS, #HiC, SIMESCHIL A N L R THEES
b & FoxO1 1, HpaE %1‘?“@?‘? UBE B MR FERE DR T 45 Z &
L SN TS, luseo T, 3.3.4X°3.3.9 DFERND, A AV
Voo MpEEE BRI EHEEESOBIEA N L AR IE DL R L
272 o T2 T2 DI B AR EHE I B NI EAE TTHED A =X L& LTl
FEM TR B ML @ FoxO1 DJRIEIZ DWW THF L7z, B B MAdN O
Foxol G MEMAE R 2 bl L7 AW BEICAE B R ZE2B 0 ho T2
(Figure 21), ZO#fEFR LV | luseo HED i B Al B S BE NSO B A 1 FiE
BETLED A =X L L LT FoxO1 20 L7 FFIE G ERNTH - 7=,
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FoxO1 Merged

luseo
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Qo 40
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control luseo

Figure 21 EIZBITHA AU v - FoxO1 ® ~ &Y

B 4R v - FoxO1 # s Yufh

TEE BRI 1T D FoxO1 B S o & &

10 @D F~ 7 ZDOWEGI R 2814 v 2V UHUE, HT FoxO1 Hiiklz Tk

gk cgm L (B = SD) (£#En=4), B2V ML, S
28 1F 5 FoxO1 [GYEE B MiflaZz . FEEBN O2 B M TR L 100 23 U

T FoxO1 BEtEMIfEE (%) & U CFHl L7z, HFHBRITIZIZRS D22\ ¢
E & HWT=,
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3.3.11 6 n db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin 512 & %

e BHIRRIZ RS 5 e-Jun O R B

3.3.7 DFEH TIX control FEIZ FE T luseo #f CTILME B ML Mafa D%
BN EH L. 3.3.9 OFER LV luseo HE TITHBEFES OER{L A N L ABHHE
BTORBEMET LTS Z ERHELMNI o Tz, MESCEILA L AD
EFHRHIZEK > TRHET D c-dJun ® EH -2 Mafa OB 2 S5 2 &
HEEINTED 260 L HMAINO c-Jun DI HL & W LR CLEERE L7,
luseo #f CTHE B MIAIN D c-Jun BEHEMABO BN AR T L TWDH Z &
NG E o7, ZORENS ., luseo BE THE B LA O Mafa OFEH
N EFRTLOREFLE LT, MAESCHRILA ML ADKETIZED KRN
cJun OFEBUK TIZL DL ONRE XL 27,
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AR) c-Jun Merged

control

luseo

f—
]

Nuclear c-Jun positive cells
relative to beta cells (%)
o

| I
0

control luseo
Figure 22 R ICHBITHA AV v - c-Jun © “HYL M
BB AR e e Jun AR REYR A
FEE B B HIIRERIC BT D e-Jun B g O EIA
10 Hiin DK~ ZADWEYI R 2 hiA o AU Pk i e-Jun HFLiRIZ TEOLR
R EE TR A L (B £ SD) (%5#fn=4), B2 WU ML, EEIC
BT 5 e dJun G g ilasz ., FEENOE B MEE TR L 100 % L T c-
Jun GHERIRLE (%) & U TR L7z, #EHEITIZIERIE D 7220 ¢ fE %
HW=, *p<0.05 vs. control group
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3.3.12 B2 2D db/db = 7 AT luseogliflozin

AL DIRE, FERF A O HERS

FEERAG R 3.8.1~3.3.11 DGR L RO E (6 i) o db/db ~ 7 R
4 JHE D luseogliflozin # #5792 Z & TIE B iR & DO INSCE B #ll luf% 6E
EWETLHIENHALNE ST, db/db v~ T A X, B & LI B ia
BB MO TNEXIET AU RATHLZ EAMA LT, &
72 5 E D O [EEEIC 4 # ) luseogliflozin % # 5 L. control #f & luseo Bf
THBMREFT S22 & e L, BmIcBEGR MM CHREIIIAEER Z%
Do leny (Figure 23) ., FERFMAEMEIX. luseo #£ T, WHEmBEFR 7R <
[FFREE £ CbERE T 238072 (Figure 24),
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W 3
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Figure 23 7z 2% db/db ~ v AT luseogliflozin % 512 & %
REDOHER

6. 10. 14. 24 ff L Y luseogliflozin % 4 &5 L1=, [F—5FTF T,

K~ ADKEREEIT->7 (CF¥ £ SD) (n=6-8),
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Figure 24 272 % #n® db/db = 7 A |Z luseogliflozin ¥ 5-i1Z X %

i 55 105 O HERS
fE TRl— D&M T TREIR L Y k2L, 85 bl Eds 2 v T
BERF IS OB E 21T > 7= ((F¥ = SD) (n=6-8),
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3.3.13 %72 % F ks D db/db ¥ 7 A Z luseogliflozin

G- & D iMHE RE ATl

WA, 72 2 E I luseogliflozin 5 L 72, iithEsE % OGTT T
PR L7z, 4 RefAE R T ClEERICBItR 72 < . luseo #f T control T LT

BTG Dk E LR O - (Figure 25), £72. OGTT ®» AUC 2817
%I T b [FERIZ luseo BEIZEB W THERMMEROUELZZ O - (Figure
26),
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Figure 25 722 # % db/db ~ v AT luseogliflozin % 5-12 & %
17 R o A e sl R

10, 14, 18, 28 #H i ® control #. luseo AfIZ 4 K] DI RZIC, V' T

ZRAWTRAMIZ 1.0 g/lkg O 7 R U HEIKEIK Z 5 LA RRNICRE SR LY

Mg &2 B L CImfEE 2 |E Lz, (F¥ = SD) (n=6-8),
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Figure 26 %73 2 ## {5 D db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin # 5-12 L %

07 FoEARREBRICI T 5 OGTT O ii#R T i fl
Figure25 @ 5 £ Tht1T L 7= OGTT O£ Reff] o MpEfE 2 . Omg/dl % #tdh o
e LR L LTARFHMOMR THEEZ KD, 0~120 5% TokMz
OGTT ® AUC & L CiHli L7= (¥ £ SD) (n=6-8), #EariZiFxtincd
RN tBE & VT2, *p < 0.05 vs. control group
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3.3.14 E72 2 D db/db ~ 7 A 1Z luseogliflozin

G X DI Bl i RE O RS

WA B 73 B ¥ s D db/db = 7 212 luseogliflozin % # 5 L 7= B2 DB B #lia
BERE Z FEANIC R 5 72 | 4R T CToMmF A 2 Y > - ffE b 4
E LT, 4 M TOA A v« ML TR B MR REZ M L= & =
% AR 12 BAf% 72 < control # & b T luseo BHECTHEIZA A Y - Mk
D EHZRBD - (Figure 27), X 512, 6 BN S D 4 8 D luseogliflozin
I ARENT 24 B> 5 O 4 #E O luseogliflozin /T AREIZLE R THEIZA ~
2V o MO EHEZB DT (Figure 27), ZOFEHR LV db/db =7 &
IZ luseogliflozin Z #5425 Z L I2 XV BimICER 2 < MMERLZSET S 5
DO RLIHEER D DI ADTTH &0 B MR RE 2 B S D ATREME DS R
1R gVl

0.04

0.03

0.02

Insulin glucose ratio

0.01

6w 10w 14w

Ocontrol Mluseo

Figure 27 %72 2D db/db ~ v AT luseogliflozin % 5-12 X %
MAA 2T > i

4 FEfA & N Tl 2 B Uiy 2 0B L T, ELISAJEIZ TliEA » A Y

VIREEZWEL, TORFOMEE TR L (F¥ £ SD) (n=6-8), #iat

IZ1%. one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) % i\, AEZ%2 RO

A1 post hoc &k & L T Fisher’s PLSD test % H W\ CTAREM & e L

72, **p<0.01 vs. control group, *p < 0.05 vs. control group
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3.3.15 #7x 2 lr D db/db ~ v AT luseogliflozin

Beb5:02 & 2 HE B e B oD e

Wiz, e 5B E D 5 D luseogliflozin @I AT, i B lfid & D 2 %k
# L72, control #EITMAMs & HLITHE B M@ ENME T LTV —J ., luseo #f
(X ERIZBEFR 72 < control BEIZH LFE B Al &0 M AZ 78D 7= (Figure 28),
5T, 6 HES D 4 D luseogliflozin /i AREIL 24 W6 D 4 A
[l @ luseogliflozin ST ABEIZLE X CTHERFE S MBEOHEIMZFR O /-
(Figure 28), Z OfER LV . db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin #5325 Z &
TEEICRAR A B MR E A NS E 22— T R b DN AD )
P30 BOMIRE A B S D RTREME SRR S v,

s

—
[\

EX3 Ex3 Ex3 *

1 1

6
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10w 14w 18w 28w

6w
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=)
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Ocontrol Mluseo

Figure 28 %73 2 ##5 D db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin # 5-12 L %
fiE B i e &

6. 10, 14, 18, 28l DH~ Vv ADEGIF ZHiA > A U U HUKRIZ TEESR
PURIECYRE L, ~~v XV U U TxtbbEtaziTo 7=, TEIICHEE 2 H
w\ny51~&~y7%7i7%%w1ﬁ*@HK%H5%é¢-%B
MpEAEEZFH L7 (FY = SD) (n=4-8), ##HiZiX. one-way
analysis of variance (ANOVA)Z i\, AEZEZR D 7”_ 413 post hoc 2
B & L C Fisher’s PLSD test 5% H W TR 2 bk L7z, **p <0.01

vs. control group, *p < 0.05 vs. control group
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3.3.16 £ 72 2 lr D db/db ~ v AT luseogliflozin

G2 & D e B E AR EF R O RET

WAZH 72 2 B C O luseogliflozin O i B fA LR FFEH D A 1 = X L % B
DN T D Te O R R T RN 21T o T2, Mg~ — U — Td 5 BrdU
Yett OAEGL. 3.3.6 OFERFEIMRIC, 6 B D O 4 HME D luseogliflozin 47
ABEIZB W TIE, BrdU BEPEMAZ 2 control FEIZ L CTHE 28N %2 7R
TV, BIERRIBNTZ > THH O 4 O luseogliflozin /M AREIZ B W
Tid. BrdU GEAZ 2 23 control FEIZHENEEZFB O 72> 7= (Figure 29),
B OFMPRIEIE~ — 71— T 5 Kie7 Yot TH T L7223, FERIC 6 ) 5
® 4 [ D luseogliflozin M AREIC BTl Ki67 BPEH ISR A3 control #f
IZHARTHEEREIMAZZBO TV, 24 Bl 6 O 4 8 O luseogliflozin
BRI W T, Ki67 BEPEMAE 2 control BEICHERZEEZFB O - T2

(Figure 30), £72. 7R b—3Y A~—Hh—T%t H 5 TUNEL Y0 Cix 6
2o @ 4 WO luseogliflozin /T AREIZ I W TH EIZ TUNEL BG4 e
BAaW D S N 24 BHE» SO 4 R O luseogliflozin /M AREIZIB VT
IZ.TUNEL BB/ 2 1% control #EIZ b~ Z % FR D 72> - 7= (Figure 31),

*%
%
[
*%
*%
1

ot

=S

w

p=0.080

1
ow 14w 18w 28w

Ocontrol Mluseo

[\)

-

BrdU and insulin-double-positive cells
relative to insulin-positive cells (%)

o

6w 1

Figure 29 73 % ln® db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin ¢ 512 L %

JEE B A fie 1 5 32
6. 10, 14, 18, 28 W DOK~ UV ZDEGI F ZHi1 A U U HUK, i
BrdU $iiRIC CRERPURIECRE L, B2 v FL, EBICBITS
BrdU B4 B Miflatk 2, BB O 2 B Ml T L 100 #3 U T BrdU /5
PR (%) & LTl L7z ((F¥) £ SD) (n=4-8), #sHiZiX. one-
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way analysis of variance (ANOVA)Z V., HEZE%Z RO =5 AT post
hoc # Bk & L T Fisher’s PLSD test £ % AW THK B % HLifg L?’_o *Hp <

0.01 vs. control group

£

EAS *%
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$< 7 1
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2 c
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Ocontrol Mluseo

Figure 30 72 2 #s D db/db = 7 A |Z luseogliflozin # 5-12 X %
JEE B A e 1 5 32
10, 28 MDA~ U ADOI 28 A 2V HUE, HT KieT fifkic Thx
PURIE T Lz, AU ML, BERIZET 5 KieT Bk B Aiia ik

7& BEERNO2B n’ﬁﬂ%ﬁtf L 100 # 3 U C Ki67 B (%) &L

TRHMm L7z, (CE¥) £ SD) (n=5) #FHZIL. one-way analysis of
variance (ANOVA)’EH% W, AEEEZR ??’)71 1% post hoc AR & L T
Fisher’s PLSD test 7% % H ) CT&REH % Lk L?io **p < 0.01 vs. control

group
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Figure 31 278 2 #H iz ® db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin &% 512 &L %
TR =V ADEAL
10, 28 i DK~ U ZADEEC iAo A U Hufk, $L TUNEL Hufkic
THRBERGECRE L, B2 U ML, FERICEIT 5 TUNEL B
P B MR A . BER N o4 B % TER L 100 2 3 U C TUNEL BG4/ il
(%) & LTIME L7z, (F¥) = SD) (n=6-8) #itiZiX. one-way
analysis of variance (ANOVA) % I\, A EZ% B ® 72354 13 post hoc i
Bk & L C Fisher’s PLSD test 1% H W C&A M 2 ki L7z, *p<0.05 vs.

control group
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3.3.17 R A Hlm D db/db + 7 A |Z luseogliflozin £ 5-

12 X AWE B FIRIZ BT D Mafa OFBIZ 5T 5 K Et

WA, 272 28D 5 O luseogliflozin DI AT, i B ffEIZ 51T 5 Mafa
DIEBA~D B L L7, control #EIFHE n & I B Ml > Mafa @
FEMMET L TWL —JF, luseo #EITHEEIZ B4R 72 < control ?ﬂltl: LB
LN O Mafa OB OEIN%ZFR D 7= (Figure 32), & 51T NGNS D)
4 F M D luseogliflozin /M AREIL 24 B 2> 5 O 4 FEH O luseoghﬂozm A
FEIZHE R CTHEICHE BN o Mafa ORBLOE M 2R D7~ (Figure 32),
4.12 ~4.17 OFEERE NS, db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin Z#& 575 Z &%
W e (2 BAFR 72 < MHABERESCIE B ME N AR HE 2 dis S 2 & LTI B Al I & & 4
MEEDZENRHOMNI o7z, L L7enn, BHHEE S O AD SN
XV ZEDOHREBDTZ ERRBINT,
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T3 9 i *
o= o 1 1 1 1
£%
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= @
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= o
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EF
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6w 10w 14w 18w 28w

Ocontrol Mluseo

Figure 32 72 %l #ln® db/db ~ 7 A |Z luseogliflozin # 5-1Z X %

B B MR 22 35 1T 5 Mafa Bl fa =
6. 10, 14, 18, 28 WD A~V ADKUI A ZHiA » A U U HUE, $i
Mafa HUiRIC THE R e aih T ZEHY A L, DAPI T EEZITo T,
BEHv s hL, KR MIZEIT 5 Mafa F&%‘ﬁ%ﬂﬂﬂ@iﬁ%% B Al RS TR L
100 3 U7e (K £ SD) (n=4-8), #t#liZiX. one-way analysis of
variance (ANOVA)% v, HEZEZ RO %4513 post hoec iR & L T
Fisher’s PLSD test %% H TR & Hhig L/f_o *p < 0.01 vs. control

group
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3.4 % %2

db/db ~ U A&, VI F U OZFERRBIZEIVERE E D ER, &ifbE
ZELAWVEE X VBERE S 20 B b ORRRADRE RIS L 2 KB
ERETOHETNLVEMTH D, SEIFE XX, 6 HiEmdD db/db ~ v A& HUT
SGLT2 PREHK D —>TdH 5 luseogliflozin 75 B Hll i RE O B AN & 12
52 52 BOKRMNEIToT2, 4 BB OS5I LY luseo B TIX. control #f
(ZHEA T HERE O B Ml e 2 s S B B il & A N S ¥/,
db/db v 7 ARLA L7 R R URBEME 1 BIBERIFE T L~ T A
SGLT2 [HEHK A F 5 UE B AP RFEEH 2 B & 20 U 7o sy 192327 3B
WIchHH ., SRlOF2 OFEMERE —FH LT, AT, luseo BEIX,
control FEIZHERTHEIZM P A AV >« MUFESCHE B RN O Mafa @
HEN EH LR TH -7, BER TIHEMEN S MAEREN G & K
BN DI L A b L AN L, B M O Mafa <° Pdx1 @& {x+-
FHELEA VLR L, B MIREEREIN T 2 kT s STy
% 28, RKETORER XLV | luseogliflozin O JRFEHEMAER IZ X - T, [MiHHERE
NELEE L., WEBMPMNOERL A ML A Z /D S8, TOREE, B MmN
D Mafa =X° Pdx1 ODFBLEIN U B Milatie 2z s e B2 0N
726

db/db v 7 2|2 SGLT2 [HEKZHK G T 5 Z & T B MEEAZEN 7
N, EOFFFHIAND=ALZEAL TE, WELEH LT - TTWni
W, 48D db/db = 7 R, A AU CHERBIVEISk LI B H ak RE K ()
WEB ML EAEINT 2 2 & TlH DA AV W4 I &8 T b -5
WKISELE D 35, 2O, 4 AV U IGFL ¥ 7 F Vv OiE kI
K VEBMIEAN D FoxO1 28V Vb s b Z & TEMNLMIE~BITL
e B MMMARIBIC B 55 = L 25, BB nIc e o TG 2931, 20, 6
ln LAFE D db/db ~ 7 A1, BMER 72 m IIECEEE A P L AD EHIZ L 5T
FoxO1 13 B MIRIN OENIZEAT L, R MIREENKR T 5L 35
81, Z A& FIT, ARIFFEIZEB W TH control B & luseo B CTHE B AR
® FoxO1 O JFTEZ et L7223, ML THE B MIaN @ FoxO1 D %5
Ja=RIZ 2% O T, luseogliflozin % 5-1235 17 5 FoxO1 Z 41 L 7= i B i
EHEOMF OB G IXISREN EE 2 bz, BEW T, BEpMiano
Mafa # K& L7~ o AT B Ml & DMK T 258 32, db/db ~ 7 AT
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AN O Mafa Z W EIFB ST L5 L MBELENIE L Z L3860
12725 TWH Z &b 33, Mafa 25, W B MfuEEREdcEI RICIN X, R
AR EIEINO A 1 = X L2 H B 5 L7 Al eEEN RIE S 7,

B IR EDOFHE A =X L LT, MHEMEST R F— 3 R LST,
AR, BB G- A3 ST 8486, i B BRI FF R IC FoxO1 %
RIELTE~ T RICHNERLEREDA NV A E 5 %2 4 LEBMIAENET
Lk & 72 %5, Talchai & 351, £ O, EBMIIZA AV U RZFD
HR B[R 1 DR BLE I\ FERN 2 WARTER~ — 1 — % %8 Bl L progenitor-like
cell ICEHLIFESMEERTICHG L TCWEZEEHREL WD, ZOH
HEEIZ, RRETCIEX, FERMaN ToOl S bEE ~— 7 —Toh 5 NGN3
° ALDH1a3 OB IR EITEABBZMT L7221, luseo £ &
control #f CEZ RO 2o 7=, Ishida3” 5%, db/db ~7 A& HW T,
SGLT FHFEHI T % phloridzin 231 B il o i 75 (LB il %5 5% 2 FE 4 L 72 2o
ST ZEEHRELTEY, ARFTHLRERGERTH T,

ARBRES TR, A AU 55U, B MIBENMET LTWDS 24 BHimd
db/db = 7 A2V T b luseogliflozin D512 X U | control HEIZ LT
Ry I E B A RE O BB B ML | DI A58 0 72, Kimura2! &
(X, 7#E#E D db/db ~ ¥ AIZ 2 [ O GLP-1 = A EAEBEIFE D
liraglutide. 7 ' U v 3D pioglitazone £ 721X Z DOl & % g H & 59
% B MRS RE O SESCIE B IR E DI 2580 7225, 16 FE i db/db
YURATIEZEDOIEBBDO N poTcZ aRELTND, £,
liraglutide A DOHEF TH R 2GR TH 722 & % Shao22 b H A L
TWo, £, TS OHE TIERHMEER 2 B ORI ARE TIERE 2 72
ST H DTN AREIZEE T Mafa OREDRLEL TW-Z Ea2WmE L
TW52r22, RMEToRE ., BEMs R 28 M & L CREHMSCK S L
THOERNPEEL TWDAEENRB X b, BBl TR, RNz > T
5D db/db ~ 7 A TIZIRIEN A & > TH MR FEMN B L Tk
V. 7 FUBEESCETR T, ZoRE. B MR D Mafa OIEBLA
Aty & 720 B MR EE DK T OME B AL E S BN L 72 7 o 7o AT REME 23
B R DI 222, FOFHICABE T, BN 72> THhH o db/idb v 7 2
BT % luseogliflozin ®#:5-1%, FHHEEs db/db ~ U 2026 OG- & [FF2
JE o MR T -CMMHEBE DU 2R L. i B ML PN o0 Mafa o5& 325 0
L. BEB MMM RE O SGECHE B IR EN I L 7= A EENZ 2 bivlz, L
MLUZRMN B, BB 5 O luseogliflozin DI AL, &N 7--> T b
DI N L X0 FE B AR BEBE 0O OB SO E B OHE e FE 0 2h 2R 3 K & R
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RTholeZ &b, TRETOREMEFERIZ, FERMRRELT DO %
THERPBIER YN L DRFENEETH DL ENE LN,

AFFEDRF S L LT, luseogliflozin O 5 HFIX 4B TH o722 &
THY . 6 M5 28 WERIZ N 1T T luseogliflozin # EWIZ& 5 L 7=
AL BEBMAICH T 2 2 BICK L T2 LTz, fiic, SGLT2
P & OFERIF IR 2 VT, BB MIEIZ 52 DB DENIZ O
THRZ LTV, 5%, db/db v A% HU\ T, SGLT2 PHEH £ 7= 1%
A LAY rEEE LR V-V E TIFEZ KT S 7256 O B Miin &R
BB Z A0 FEEOBEVNCOWTHRHNT A TETH S,

A E1F & 1%, db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin #5925 = & Tht B Aok
RECHE B EZRFFT D2 E AL LT, TORREIEIZ, db/db <
U ADHEKIZ DL TRD T, £, BB ORE T, LY 2Ok
RN RKENZ EEHLMNIC L,
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— 5 2 FH—
SGLT2 PHE % % B ah 4 2 BRI
SU FIXHF LT ~E DRI &2
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BE PRI B OB BT, R E 2@z 2 > b e —L L CTADHE D3
JEx T3 A2 bbb, B 1HTHEMLEEATH S SGLT2 BHEIKIX,
b MR Tl =R R LA, RIEED U 27 BK T &, Wik
JERE DD N L AZRY v 7y Fa—bDWENRENHD Z L NS
MITTR > TV D 1238 X 52, I, LDIEASA X NOBELHET H 28
BE DR IE BB & 6 30 U 72 KRG R BABR 12 B8 W €. SGLT2 FLE RS HE AL
MEARX NOBELFAEICHHE L, BREIRLTAT LI L LW LMNIT
7R o 1113 CKREREIRIFEF S, SCLT2 PLES L., 2 AR EE DD
DL SNT-IEE T, DIBILE A X P B IO T REZ L S 50 50
b HIEANE LT THERKBICEIT DIEERE ] & L THESEL T\ 5 389,

— 77, BEBHIICIER LA v AU WA LRV 7L o — 2L F2h 3
ZAETH SU KL, 2 BPERFEEOBFIZES LA Ao Tn
L4, L L7, RESINCICmEESEE 2 8N S 28ERNH D
0 X 5T, 2ABERFERF OEITHEOKE B MIEREOK TIX, SUKDAH
ENETT 52 EBHLMNCR> TS 4, - T, SUK T
0= LEEMRTE TOWRWVAFIZBW T, ok Mk FERICEE L
TV 2y, LoD MER TFTEZFHL TWSHLERD H, BEHRTIE.
SGLT2 fLESK & SU KOO R, AR M BN L 7= FE I
HbAle NXETE L2 ENMESN TS 41, X512, SGLT2 fLEHRK L SU
A U 7o BORIZ 38 1T 2 REBUBLER IR AFZE Cld, SGLT2 PHF S SU 3K &
D HABARERD & AR AEEE 2 KT S8, HbAle Z AL BlZtE X
LT ERRINT 3842, LinL, BORAIZHASA 2T U WENK T
LTWDLT7IVT AIZE T, SU FITECKALL EICHZTH 5 rlaafEDs
<L MBERE FEAICEB W T SGLT2 BLESRA SUK L v 52008 5 ik
RATH D, £i2. A TIL SGLT2 LEIRZ BT DB, K1k T 5o
O T O SU HKABEEET 2 L ) ICHERFTINTWDE 3, Z0OH
BT & R D EARFZE N 2L <, EORERET &0, Y E
DHBFIZENR LN TWEONRBIRTH D, =2 THLIL, SGLT2 fLEIKT
& % ipragliflozin 50mg Z BA4H T HBR. SU L2 ik XE G, £ D
B & e E T L,
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4.2 ZEBRITIE

4.2.1 x4

EHEEWN 14 OB PR BT BRI @BE o o 2 BUBE R FBE & xf 5 b
L7z, BEEEIILLTOEY Tholz, BEKLEIILITOEY ThoTo :
SU (glimepiride > 1 mg/H, gliclazide > 40 mg/ H, glibenclamide > 1.25 mg/
H) 2. 4 BMLLENRL TS 20~75 D 2 BB IRIE CI = > ko
— VN AR+ (HbAlc 6.5~8.5%) TH 2 Z &, body mass index (BMI)
2% 22 kg/m2, eGFR % 45 mL/min/1.73m?> B2 T\WbZ &, —hH T, K
LE TR RE R ERIEE 2 A 2 88, DEREZAIL T aEE ., NEE
A LAY G WHET L TWDHEFE (C-peptide < 0.5 ng/ml) . LR D
PE, BRI mYE R T AT I B RECEMEEELZ AT AR, B
FE N— 3 A BEIRIFEVE R ME SO LR E, EERGYE, FINATR, HER
NMED B HEBE, BFERELZHONICHEST T, FIRENRE & KB L
7o BB Y EEAT S AN Y & L 72 B IR LT,

4.2.2 W7 a ha—

A & Bl 52, SU # (glimepiride > 1 mg/ H, gliclazide > 40 mg/ H,
glibenclamide > 1.25 mg/H) % 12 #LL ERNARF O 2 B R JH BF 125 L
T, ipragliflozin 50 mg DB G- 2 P E L7 BRI, B APERF ¥4 SGLT2
PRI O EAE HICET 2 Z B2 OHELES % TSGLT2 FHE 3 o5 e A4 I
B9 % Recommendation] (28-S, FIREHMIC LD, SUEKEZBET D
#t  (Low-dose group) H L < (ZAH1E9 5% (Discontinuation group)!Z sy
T, P A 24 Bk L7z, SU EoEIZOW T, RIEH&E

(glimepiride 1 mg/H ¥ 721% gliclazide 20 mg/H) ZJH&ET 5 Z L IZH—
Lz, IRMLBETA 2V 2B HRERIFIBIEIED R E D LEMENRIRNERD |
AR E P EERTOE2TOERFMOEFE ZFAITHRNWI L& L,
ipragliflozin 50 mg D& 52 H 11T 72 o 72 BF S CRBRLE & L CTxi L7z,
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A a7 ZHWCTEEFERE~Y y T 787 2 BIZBWT, Aotk s
BEMEIZOWTHET 52 & & Lz, BARmICiE, BMI, (K5, IEPH, Mm+E,
ZeNERF MBS, HbAle, REE. ITHERE. B Hne. RMLBEME 2 iz T, &
BRaitt o ZAf % bk §F il L 7=, F 7. FDA (The Food and Drug
Administration) OIEHIERAEIZIL-S VT 43, HbAlc 0.4% K D EFHITE
B AEHE (K2h) & LIERFIZ, RPID 7O OiE M IEERINICHE 5T 55
RN TARRETHZEEROBE LT, #BRF MM X 2015 4 2 A »»
5201612 HETE LT,

4.2.3 FOMoFHhEH

A A Y URPIE DRI T % Homeostasis model assessment of
insulin resistance (HOMA-IR)iZ. HOMA-IR = fasting plasma glucose
(FPG) (mg/dl) X A > AV EE (pU/ml) /405 %2 AWML 7=,
i B F A BE D FEHE Cd 5. Homeostasis model assessment of beta cell
function (HOMA-B)i%X. HOMA-8=360 X A > AU ¥ (,U/ ml)
+~ (FPG (mg/dl) -63) MW Tl L7z, low-density lipoprotein
cholesterol (LDL)IZ. Friedewald ® X% H Tl L 7=, Friedewald @
#: LDL (mg/dl) = total cholesterol (T-Cho) (mg/dl) - high-density
lipoprotein cholesterol (HDL-C )(mg/dl)-triglyceride (TG) (mg/dl) / 5

4.2.4 HIEEMEDORE

AWFFE Tl ipragliflozin Z#% 57 B3 SU &,  LIEHFIEL
7B DA RMEICET 2 RBIRBIEMETH LD, MIEZ B E LT
BIBGRFH T AT nWZ b & L=, 7272 L., EliTE B IR B 2 K 1 GA
ATWDHZEND, LEIEFABORZE L TUTORFE21T -7,

ipragliflozin & S UKD HIZET 2 EN P MEARERIZHB VLT,
ipragliflozin & S U 3K 24 ¥ [ 0F B O (X MBEAEE 13 1.2% (2/166 f51]) T
bolz, EHEEROBREZEZE L T, RUE IR MAE DOEE 2 2%/ E &
HELLE, ZOMBEDOS &, [FHERE 95% TIRIMAE 2 3 256 IS %2
TRIEBIEE 183 Bl & 22 v | R BSOS i FTRENE 2 B R L H EEH A
200 BHZERE LT,
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4.2.5 FREHFHRIRENT

BRI B9 D A REM O fEHT X, intention-to-treat AT IZ TIT > 7=,
iR A =27 ZH#E T 5 7=, Discontinuation group ¥ 72 1% Low-dose
group ([ZXf T D ERXELERES L L, Fhn. BMI, FPG, HbAlc,
aspartate aminotransferase (AST), alanine aminotransferase (ALT),
HDL-C. sulfonylurea dose #tZ & L L7-ZEr VAT 1 v 7 [\lgmsmHr
wATole, HEEBZHBELRRREZMET L7720, &b~ v F o 7k
ZHAWVIEE CIBIC LD 1 1~y F o 72T o7, fHIm A 27 O R

(caliper) %, #EE L SN DB AaTHEMEZ R Yy NEWHE, £0
HOEREFZED 0.5 F & L7z, sulfonylurea dose ZH HH3 5., BE#H &
. 1mg ® glimepiride H &% 40 mg @ gliclazide, 1.25mg ®
glibenclamide & HMA R TH 5 L iEFK Lo 4445, FERITFEHLSD L LT
s LTo, WREHE O 5K O Z2&0m FEH o B8R BR 4a IRF ~24 1 1% D 2 Ll O
FE#C 1, @A HUT I unpaired tFE . BEENZZ$121X chi-square test
e 2 WD CEEMM L 7=, 25 REM N C o ek B BE R E ~ 24 8 % 0 2L o Lh g
Wi, ERR AL IE paired tFRE., BEBZAEIC X McNemar fr & 2 H W T
Pl L7, AT OEIT plE <0.056 ZHEIVICHEETHD & LT,
Discontinuation group ®#ER 45K HDL-C & BMI ®#HBH L Pearson
ORI E W o, SUSREHIEEIZI W T, 810 F 2 sl InicBE 4 5 A
FH KA LT logistic R0 2 W TERE Lz, HIZ, i h
721225 T, Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) Hi#R & 1EAL L. J&&
FE. BRRE. oy A TEERE Lz, T — % 58112 1X JMP version 13
software (SAS Inc., Cary, NC, USA)Z H W\ TN 217> 7=,
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4.3 EBRAEE

4.3.1 HxH+

FHEGE D IZAE 200 ADEE (B 144 AL &M 56 N) BSBFFRIC R
S #u. Discontinuation group F 72(% Low-dose group OV 7L IZHE 1
BToHNe, Z0%, 2 N\OBRENPHERIEEZ - I 7002 & 034 LT
TR T ETICYO NOBEIBE L, MEORKIZ, A, BB, s
YL, B, MR (n=4) ORIWEHEFEOHE (n=5) MHNEENT
W7z (Figure 33), fE3. 189 ADOHERENRWIEEZZE T LT,
Discontinuation group & Low-dose group @ 200 A @ f£35 D5 5 D LLEL
TliX. Discontinuation group % Low-dose group & Fb#ig L CHERAIK < |
eGFR B X O HDL-C AEfE Ch o7z, 1: 1OHWAAT vy F 7D
# . Discontinuation group & Low-dose group ®RBHE D ZiLZF I 55% %
F62%08, —FHLicad—F (FHEL8AN) IC&E LSz, ~vF 7
# . Discontinuation group & Low-dose group /%, X TOHH (p>
0.05) IZEWTHEI R AT AN LTz, F¥HE, BMI, HbAle &
X W sulfonylurea dose (L. FiLZE 4 58.8 3%, 27.7Tkg / m2, 7.57%FH X
1.4mg /H T&® o 7= (Table 2),
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Ipragliflozin

200 participants
‘L ‘L
Discontinuation group Allocation Low-dose group
106 participants 94 participants
Out of criteria (n=1) Out of criteria (n=1)
< Follow-up <
Lost to follow-up (n=6) Lost to follow-up (n=3)
* Side effects (n=3) * Side effects (n=1)
* Consent withdrawal (n=3) * Consent withdrawal (n=2)
Analysis
99 completed 24 week follow-up observation 90 completed 24 week follow-up observation
106 were included in the Intention-to-treat 94 were included in the Intention-to-treat
population population

Figure 33 Study protocol flow diagram

58



Table2 HEFH Y 5D ik

Before

propensity-matching

After

propensity-matching

Discontinu Low-dose Discontinu Low-dose
pvalue pvalue
ation group Group ation group group
(n=106) (n=94) (n=58) (n=58)

Age (year) 56.0 £ 9.7 59.4 + 8.9 <0.05 58.7+ 8.5 59.0 + 8.7 0.84
Male/female (n) 76/30 68/26 0.92 41117 40/18 0.84
Duration of diabetes (year) 0.49 0.46

0-4 (%) 11.4 12.2 10.5 16.4

5-9 (%) 31.4 23.3 38.6 25.5

10-14 (%) 25.7 34.4 19.3 20.0

15- (%) 31.4 30.0 31.6 38.2
Duration of sulfonylurea (year) 0.38 0.98

0-4 (%) 33.0 26.3 30.9 30.4

5-9 (%) 27.8 36.8 34.6 34.8

10-14 (%) 22.7 26.3 21.8 19.6

15- (%) 16.5 10.5 12.7 15.2
Smoking status 0.76 0.69

Never smoker (%) 43.4 38.7 44.8 40.4

Former smoker (%) 24.5 24.7 25.9 22.8

Current smoker (%) 32.1 36.6 29.3 36.8
Alcohol drinking status 0.38 0.45

Noncurrent drinkers 70.8 64.9 52.9 47.1

Current drinkers 29.3 35.1 45.7 54.4
Body weight (kg) 79.6 + 16.4 76.0 + 14.6 0.10 75.2 +12.0 75.5 + 14.3 0.91
BMI (kg/m?) 29.1+ 5.0 27.9+ 4.5 0.08 27.7+ 4.0 27.7+ 4.3 0.98
Waist circumference (cm) 97.6+ 11.0 95.1+10.3 0.09 94.5 + 8.0 94.5+ 10.4 0.97
SBP (mmHg) 132.6 + 14.5  134.9+15.9  0.30 132.5+12.9  135.1+17.8  0.38
DBP (mmHg) 80.5+ 11.6 79.0 + 10.7 0.37 80.1+ 9.2 79.9 + 11.7 0.91
FPG (mg/dL) 148.4 + 33.2 158.1 + 41.0  0.06 151.1 + 35.0 150.0 + 35.0  0.87
HbAlc (%) 7.51 % 0.57 7.62 + 0.52 0.17 7.60 £ 0.60 7.54 +0.49 0.53
Insulin (uU/mL) 10.1+ 10.9 12.5 + 13.7 0.23 10.3 +13.0 8.7+17.8 0.48
HOMA-IR 3.8+4.7 58+ 7.7 0.06 4.1+5.6 3.6+4.6 0.67
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Table2 (D3 %)

Before After
propensity-matching propensity-matching
Discontinu Low-dose Discontinu Low-dose
p value p value
ation group Group ation group group
(n=106) (n=94) (n=58) (n=58)
HOMA-beta 48.1 + 49.6 45.7 + 47.3 0.77 45.7 +53.3 38.7 £ 36.3 0.47
UA (mg/dL) 56+1.3 54+1.2 0.23 56+1.3 53+1.2 0.15
AST (U/L) 30.5 £ 14.7 30.9£18.9 0.89 29.6 £ 13.5 26.8 +11.7 0.25
ALT (U/L) 38.7 £24.9 40.4 £ 30.7 0.67 37.7+£225 345+£22.1 0.44
y-GTP (U/L) 60.7 + 64.9 46.6 £ 37.0 0.07 55.9 + 58.6 49.8 £ 43.4 0.52
Ht (%) 43.4+ 4.2 442 + 4.3 0.18 43.6 + 4.6 43.8 + 4.6 0.82
ACR (mg/g creatinine) 91.7 +290.9 99.3 + 247.2 0.85 74.0 +£170.3 124.1 + 305.6 0.28
eGFR (mL/min/1.73m?) 80.8 +17.7 75.4+19.1 <0.05 79.0 + 16.4 74.4 £17.6 0.14
TG (mg/dL) 139.8 £ 85.8 152.3 £ 90.6 0.32 138.5 £ 86.1 136.0 £ 80.8 0.87
T-Cho (mg/dL) 180.3 £ 29.5 179.5 £ 32.7 0.85 174.1 £ 24.8 178.8 £ 29.6 0.38
HDL-C (mg/dL) 52.4+14.9 485+ 11.1 <0.05 50.4 +13.5 51.9+11.2 0.51
LDL (mg/dL) 100.1 £ 28.0 101.1 £ 31.0 0.82 96.2 £21.0 100.4 £ 26.0 0.36
non-HDL-C (mg/dL) 128.0 + 29.8 131.2 + 31.6 0.47 123.4 +24.9 127.0 £ 27.2 0.48
sulfonylurea dose (mg/day) 1.3+0.5 1.5+0.8 0.06 1.3+0.6 1.5+0.9 0.32
Antidiabetic medicine
Biguanide (n) 88 77 49 46
DPP-4 inhibitors (n) 84 77 32 47
Thiazolidinedione (n) 24 14 9 9
Alpha-glucosidase
18 11 11 6
inhibitor (n)
Glinide (n) 0 0 0 0
Insulin (n) 15 11 8 7
GLP-1 receptor agonist (n) 3 3 3 1

Table2 EF 57D g

1:1oEmMAaT~yF 7ok (48 58 N). Discontinuation group
& Low-dose group D EF O & el L7z, (CE¥) £ SD) #EHTIX,
BEAEFZIE unpaired R E ., BEECZEZ X chi-square test f& &z W\ TRE
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fili L 7=,

BMI: body mass index; SBP: systolic blood pressure; DBP: diastolic
blood pressure; FPG: fasting plasma glucose; HbAlc: haemoglobin Alc;
HOMA-IR: homeostasis model assessment of insulin resistance; HOMA -
beta: homeostasis model assessment of beta cell function; UA: uric acid;
AST: aspartate aminotransferase; ALT: alanine aminotransferase; v -
GTP: v -glutamyl transpeptidase; Ht: haematocrit; ACR:
albumin/creatinine ratio; eGFR: estimated glomerular filtration rate;
TG: triglyceride; T-Cho: total cholesterol; HDL-C: high-density
lipoprotein cholesterol; LDL: low-density lipoprotein cholesterol; DPP-4
inhibitors: dipeptidyl peptidase-4 inhibitors; GLP-1 receptor agonist;

glucagon-like peptide-1 receptor agonist
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4.3.2 AR

Propensity score O~ v F 7%, REBRKE TR OURE X kP =1%, Low-
dose group IZ 91.4% T& Y Discontinuation group AE® 75.9% & bl LA
BlZEm»o7z (p=0.024) (Figure 34), RBRAI# O HbAle O ZALIE D b
#: CTlX. Low-dose group i%. Discontinuation group & I_XTHERIKT
ZiR 7= (0.08 £ 0.65% vs.-0.33 = 0.51%, p<0.01), A=, BMI. J&
P, JRIEME. 36 X OIHFHEEE /N T A — & — %, ML CRlBR& TIRFA BITIK T
L 7273, il 1% Discontinuation #f CT?D & H &2 L7z (Table 3) , K&,
BMI, £ X O AST O F OREILX, Discontinuation #E THEIZKE o
7o, (-4.4 + 21kgvs.-2.9 + 1.9Kkg, p<0.01;-1.6+ 0.8kg/m2vs. -1.1
+ 0.7kg/m2 p<0.01;-7.3 = 11.7U/Lvs. 3.2 + 6.6 U/L, p<0.05)
(Table 3), Discontinuation group O FRERFE TR O YR 2 i th 2 B i L% &
LEE BT 21T o7& 2 A, BB 4FT O HDL-C (Odds ratio (OR) 0.90,
95%CI 0.84-0.97, p < 0.01) . sulfonylurea dose (OR 0.09, 95%CI 0.01-
0.72, p<0.01). F# (OR 0.83, 95%CI 0.70-0.99, p < 0.01) M LH 5
K& L Chith &7z (Table 4), S 512, ROC T EZHWT, Iy b F
& RDI-E Z A, HDL-C iIZ2W\WTiL 48mg/dL. sulfonylurea dose (2
SWVWTIE 1.0mg/H, BLEOERICONWTIZ62 Th -7 (Tables), =
7=. HDL-C. sulfonylurea dose. ¥ X OME#IIZDW\T o ROC HifRE T mfE
T, Z N4 0.78,.0.64 33 LT 0.70 TH - 7= (Figure 35) , Discontinuation
group ® HDL-C 48 mg/dl % 71 v b A7 & L72iGa . RBRKE TREO U 2 1K
X DHFREEIX 85.7% CToh » 7= (Table 5),
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Figure 34 #ER#& T FF D Discontinuation group & Low-dose group ™
810 B 2 kB3

1:1OHmAaT~yF 7 D% (%8 58 A). Discontinuation group

& Low-dose group OB THED HbAlc 0.4% A4 O b F I3 L8 & A 4

(xh) & LRk % i L7-, #EHZIX. chi-square test & /E

ZHWTEMI L2, ** p<0.01, *p<0.5
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Table3

Propensity matching

BT A —Z — g

®BiZBITS

AERAIZ TO

Before propensity-matching

Discontinuation Low-dose group D
group (n=106) (n=94) value
Baseline Endpoint Baseline Endpoint

Body weight (kg) 79.6 + 16.4 75.1 + 16.4%* 76.0 £ 14.6 73.4 + 14.2%* <0.01
BMI (kg/m?) 29.1+ 5.0 27.5 + 5.1%% 27.9+ 4.5 26.9 + 4.3%% <0.01
Waist circumference (cm) 97.6 + 11.0 93.8 + 11.1%* 95.1+10.3 91.9 + 10.0%* 0.24
SBP (mmHg) 132.6 + 14.5 126.8 + 14.3%* 134.9 + 15.9 130.9 + 14.7* 0.27
DBP (mmHg) 80.5 + 11.6 75.8 + 9.6%* 79.0 + 10.7 78.0 + 10.4 <0.05
FPG (mg/dL) 148.4 + 33.2 138.8 + 31.2%* 158.1 + 41.0 137.5 + 26.8%* 0.05
HbAlc (%) 7.5+0.6 7.5+ 0.6 7.6+0.5 7.2 £ 0.6%* <0.01
Insulin (uU/mL) 10.1 + 10.9 6.5 + 4,9%* 12.5 + 13.7 7.4+ 5,9%% <0.05
HOMA-IR 3.8+ 4.7 2.3+ 2.0%* 5.8+ 7.7 2.5+ 2.3%* <0.01
HOMA-beta 48.1 + 49.6 35.2 + 32.7% 45.7 + 417.3 40.0 + 32.2 0.63
UA (mg/dL) 5.6+1.3 5.1+ 1.2%% 5.4+1.2 5.1+ 1.1% 0.07
AST (U/L) 30.5 + 14.7 24.0 + 13.0%* 30.9 + 18.9 25.8 + 12.3%* 0.29
ALT (U/L) 38.7 + 24.9 27.4 + 19.3%* 40.4 + 30.7 31.3 + 21.4%* 0.48
y-GTP (U/L) 60.7 + 64.9 44.1 + 44.9%* 46.6 + 37.0 39.3 + 36.0%* <0.05
Ht (%) 43.4 + 4.2 44.9 + 4.9%* 44.2 + 4.3 46.5 + 3.9%* 0.14
ACR (mg/g creatinine) 91.7 + 290.9 83.0 + 330.6 99.3 + 247.2 69.7 + 132.3% 0.46
eGFR (mL/min/1.73m2) 80.8 + 17.7 83.1+ 17.9% 75.4+19.1 74.7 £19.2 0.10
TG (mg/dL) 139.8 + 85.8 131.3 + 69.3 152.3 + 90.6 142.5 + 95.2 0.83
T-Cho (mg/dL) 180.3 + 29.5 184.4 + 30.2 179.5 + 32.7 181.4 + 34.2 0.74
HDL (mg/dL) 52.4 + 14.9 56.0 = 15.0%* 485+ 11.1 52.9 + 13.8%¥ 0.26
LDL (mg/dL) 100.1 + 28.0 101.9 + 26.3 101.1 + 31.0 100.2 + 29.3 0.45
non-HDL (mg/dL) 128.0 + 29.8 128.1 + 30.3 131.2 + 31.6 128.9 + 33.4 0.37
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Table3 (D3 %)

After propensity-matching

Discontinuation Low-dose group D

group (n=58) (n=58) value

Baseline Endpoint Baseline Endpoint
Body weight (kg) 75.2 £ 12.0 70.8 + 12.2%* 75.5 + 14.3 72.6 + 14.0%* <0.01
BMI (kg/m2) 27.7 £ 4.0 26.1 + 4.0%* 27.7+ 4.3 26.6 + 4.1%* <0.01
Waist circumference (cm) 94.5 + 8.0 90.1 + 7.8%* 94.5 +10.4 91.7 + 10.1%* 0.63
SBP (mmHg) 132.5 + 12.9 125.9 + 15.9%*  135.1+ 17.8 131.8 + 14.4 0.25
DBP (mmHg) 80.1+9.2 75.2 + 10.1%* 79.9 + 11.7 77.9 + 10.6 0.11
FPG (mg/dL) 151.1 + 35.0 143.3 + 34.5 150.0 + 35.0 135.9 + 22.8%* 0.21
HbAlc (%) 7.6+ 0.6 7.7+ 0.6 7.5+0.5 7.2+ 0.5%% <0.01
Insulin (mU/mL) 10.3 + 13.0 5.8 + 3.6* 8.7+7.8 6.5 + 6.0%* 0.83
HOMA-IR 4.1+5.6 2.1+1.9 3.6+ 4.6 2.3+ 2.3% 0.31
HOMA-beta 45.7 + 53.3 28.2 + 17.2* 38.7 + 36.3 32.1+24.9 0.56
UA (mg/dL) 5.6+ 1.3 5.2+ 1.2%% 5.3+ 1.2 5.0 + 1.2%* 0.16
AST (U/L) 29.6 + 13.5 22.3 + 8.9%* 26.8+ 11.7 23.7 + 10.1%* <0.05
ALT (U/L) 37.7+22.5 26.0 + 16.2%* 34.5 + 22.1 26.8 + 16.5** 0.16
y-GTP (U/L) 55.9 + 58.6 38.6 + 41.2%* 49.8 + 43.4 41.4 + 41.9%* 0.05
Ht (%) 43.6 £ 4.6 45.5 + 5.4%* 43.8 + 4.6 46.2 + 4.1%* 0.25
ACR (mg/g creatinine) 74.0 £ 170.3 45.0 £ 80.6 124.1 + 305.6 73.8 £ 148.1% 0.50
eGFR (mL/min/1.73m?2) 79.0 £ 16.4 81.3+ 17.7* 74.4+17.6 75.0 = 18.0 0.27
TG (mg/dL) 138.5 + 86.1 133.3 + 68.2 136.0 + 80.8 131.3 + 89.5 0.95
T-Cho (mg/dL) 174.1 + 24.8 182.6 + 29.3 178.8 + 29.6 182.5 + 33.3 0.63
HDL (mg/dL) 50.4 + 13.5 54.3 + 14.2%* 51.9 + 11.2 56.6 + 14.4%* 0.54
LDL (mg/dL) 96.2 + 21.0 101.4 + 23.8 100.4 + 26.0 100.1 + 26.6 0.39
non-HDL (mg/dL) 123.4 + 24.9 127.9 + 28.6 127.0 + 27.2 126.5 + 32.5 0.35

Table3 Propensity matching fifZ (235 53 BRAT#E TO
AT A —F — g
1:1OEmMAaT~yF 7ok (48 58 N). Discontinuation group
& Low-dose group DI L OB TOE b Z ik L7z, (F¥) £ SD)
BRI ILERFEZ BT 1T unpaired ¢ € | 80 2 221X unpaired ¢ B xE .
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BEBUEE012 13 chi-square test f € &2 H W TREA L 7=,

p values: mean changes from baseline to the end of the study between
the Discontinuation group and the low dose group. * p < 0.05 and ** p<
0.01 between baseline and the end of the study. BMI: body mass index;
SBP: systolic blood pressure; DBP: diastolic blood pressure; FPG:
fasting plasma glucose; HbAlc: haemoglobin Alc; HOMA-IR:
homeostasis model assessment of insulin resistance; HOMA -beta:
homeostasis model assessment of beta cell function; UA: uric acid; AST:
aspartate aminotransferase; ALT: alanine aminotransferase; vy -GTP:

v -glutamyl transpeptidase; Ht: haematocrit; ACR: albumin/creatinine
ratio; eGFR: estimated glomerular filtration TG: triglyceride; T-Cho:
total cholesterol; HDL-C: high-density lipoprotein cholesterol; LDL:

low-density lipoprotein cholesterol.

Table 4 Discontinuation group OB TR DU 2 p2h 2 B A &

L 7= 2 &gt

OR 95% CI p value
HDL-C (mg/dL) 0.90 0.84-0.97 <0.01
Sulfonylurea

0.09 0.01-0.72 <0.01
dose (mg/day)
Age (year) 0.83 0.70-0.99 <0.01
BMI (kg/m2) 1.06 0.80-1.34 0.69
HbAlc (%) 1.16 0.25-5.35 0.85

R?=0.3558

Table 4 Discontinuation group @& TRO Y X i 2 BRI &
L 7- 278 B fRAT
1:1oEmA=aT~yF 7ok (%8 58 A). Discontinuation group
DORERIE TREDO Y Z k2 BRE$ & L HDL-C, sulfonylurea dose,
age. BMI. HbAlc #HtjE A% & L T Logistic [FIR 5 217 - 7=,
BMI: body mass index; HbAlc: haemoglobin Alc; HDL-C: high-density
lipoprotein cholesterol; OR: odds ratio; 95% CI: 95% confidence interval.
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Table 5 Discontinuation group @O FERE TRFO YRR 2 BB L 7=
KrDH > N4 71HE

Sensitivity Specificity
Cut-off value AUC

(%) (%)
HDL-C (mg/dL) 48.0 0.78 63.6 85.7
Sulfonylurea dose
1.0 0.64 57.2 70.5
(mg/day)
Age (year) 62.0 0.70 64.3 70.5

Table 5 Discontinuation group @ BRI T RF O Y)E 2 a2 I BIE L 72
KFDA > b A 7l
Table 4 O &R L v 157= Discontinuation group @B T RO YRS 2 ik
B U 72 N2 R -0 1 v b A 7% Figure3d @ ROC g L v B L
7=
HbAlc: haemoglobin Alc; AUC: area under the receiver operating
curve; HDL-C: high-density lipoprotein cholesterol.
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4.3.3 HEFZ

Discontinuation group Tl 22 f4, Low-dose group Tl 20 5l O H EH
RERBDIZ, NVTHO TNV —TIZBNCHLEBRAEFEFRGIIRE SN D o
7oo MEER]CARMBE DN i b 2 WA FFR ThH > 72, Discontinuation group
IZBWTIX 7 B (6.6%). Low-dose group Tix 10 1 (10.6%) T M kEE
WKE2FBOHT-  (Table 6), MFEM TR Z &5 L7-BEDL 1L, 4 X
VU HEE CTHo7-, (Discontinuation group ;4 5] [40.0%]. Low-dose
group; 3 B [42.9%]), = HIT, FHENITI T 5 BRATE O K M FEEE O b
BT, MAEE LIZHEINIZR O 2o 7= (Figure 36), MAEM T, KM FE LA+
DAEFRGT, B, IR, BERBOEN, B2, EEE. B, BLOWE
FRYL T » 7= (Table 6),

Table 6 FAER I F O EI{EH

Discontinuation group Low-dose group Total

(n=106) (n=94) (n=200)

n (%) n (%) n (%)
Hypoglycaemia 7 (6.6) 10 (10.6) 17 (8.5)
Any adverse event 4(3.8) 2(2.1) 6 (3.0)
Pruritus 3 (2.8 1(1.1) 4 (2.0)
Pollakiuria 2 (1.9 1(1.1) 3 (1.5)
Worsening of diabetes 1 (0.9) 1(1.1) 2 (1.0)
Rash 1(0.9) 1(1.1) 2 (1.0
Hunger sensation 2(2.1) 2 (1.0)
Fracture 1(0.9) 1(1.1) 2 (1.0)
Genital infection 1 (0.9) 1 (0.5)
Dehydration 1(1.1) 1 (0.5)
Palpitation 1 (0.9) 1 (0.5)
Anacatesthesia 1 (0.9) 1 (0.5)

Table 6  FABR I o o &I 1E
Discontinuation group (n=106) & Low-dose group (n=94)IZK 1T %
BRI OBEITER  Values are n (%) of patients
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4.4 % 5%

24 W OBEITHBNT, BEE TIIRWEREDOFEERLENK 20% DOFHI &
THA L7 (Figure 33), BE LB L, AEFRICGER L 7-EF OR
BRIERPDIENZ ERET —ODORFETH D (n=4, EBHEEEHED 2%)
46, ZDOZ &, FBERFEMERE CTHMEICLKDWENMTbNTZ L b
BLTWbZEenTHEIND, £7. Low-dose group OB THREDOY)
BRZ RN 90% LA ETH Y . Discontinuation group THK 75% TH - 7=
Z &b, ipragliflozin Z BN G952, SU K2 EHEXRT &

THETRTORECTMHE Y he— L 2B LSRN ENTX DM,
SUMAZ T IS5 Z &T, MUY O—DBF T2 b o — LB L
TLES ZEDRHOLMNITR o, mHAED SU L& o0 bR T Ko
OEMICE Y 2 ET o T, fRAREISmE = > b e — 2 A I 8GE
SHEHZHLODHK 30%IKMEMHEE 2N E 25 Z ERMERTH - T2
424748 — )7 - KRRFCIHKAEO SU K & SGLT2 FREEOOFAIX, Kif
PECMOBERR AWM EL Mz e — L2 lEIE DA
TH®ThDHEBEZ LN,

SGLT2 [HEFKIC L 2 NIEIERT O/ -CRRE BEE, @miflE, & REE L
JE. BT E ORI T O BENRICIA @RS N T\ D 1214 —
J7C, SU i, ZE IS BT O AR i B SR (B K 3 AR EH N A2 UIX
Lig| &k 294950, ARMFFETIEL, AKE, BMI B L O AST ILWEEE & F
B Lz, 20RO K Z XX Low-dose group & ik L T
Discontinuation group CTH EIZ K & 7>- 7=, Discontinuation group Tl
Low-dose group &bl L, & 1.7 OKREBD 2R On, BB L LT
ipragliflozin ®3ENZMZ SUEKEZFIEL7ZZ LI DEEDIEN LV K
XholzZ itk BN,

logistic [BIF 242V T, SU KA H 1L L 7RO 0 X I w57

LE s K& L TR HDL-C, SU K&, HE S, P THIK
HDL-C " bW & G-I+ CTh o7 (Table4), K HDL-CIZ A ¥ KRV v
72y R —LOZMBEED —->S>Th D L 1T, B O 2 BRI B T
t [AEEIC HDL-C L ~L MK A ‘(&)otki&ﬁbéﬂ“ﬁﬂé 51, — /T,
SGLT2 53 1% BMI 23 @il 22 E B & b FYERH 2358V 2 & 3B & )y
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272> TW 5 52, KRREFZH T %5 Discontinuation group @ HDL-C &
BMIICEWTHAERADOHBAZBD TV (r=-0.27, p<0.05)
(Figure 37). HDL-C 28 & fEOJERI TiE. BMI MK < SGLT2 fHEIK D %)
WRWEI T 5 2 & T, SU K 1E# D HbAle 2 FA L ST W Al gEMEN B
Z bz, LLEMS HDL-C (48mg/ dL LA ), SU M HE (1.0mg/H LA
T). BLOER (62 T) © 2 8B RBFEF T, SUKEZFELTDH
HbAlc #HE L 3, KERDITMARPREELLESE DL Z ENHAL N
272 o7,

AMFEORF R E LT, HF—I ’r1§J§ﬁ75§/J\f£<?ﬂﬁ%ﬁfﬁ'ﬂﬁtti@ﬁ’ﬁab\
RBET oD, AMEMEREZEHA LA R ZILRT 570X, LR
BTN AXTOILRDMMIENLETH D, FH I, RFRIE, #
RWATM S BEMEE TH L2, EiR E@*%:&E?ﬂ/\47275>ﬂﬂiﬁb“(b\
HAREMENEB . bivTe, R RZPEFRT 5 72 ® 12 Propensity score 15 %
fEH UM Loy, BEAL SN REDLETH S, =12, KinfEoD
TEY—RIZEALT, BFOARZDEFICERERS<MZLEbOD, —i
O BF TR M AEE R KA, R ERO - Yy — FZ2miE CTRES
N EENEZ N, BN IV a—RAT=F U 7 EHNWSLZ LT
CORMEREMRRTEDHLEEZAOND, KEIC, KFEORIZITAARANT
HD, BARANEAAND 2 BEERFBRE L OMIC i kg 22 53 0, NIRMEA
VAU UBWREM DENR D DT, Fx OFRERPHNENICEH TE 5
IR TH D,

fiam & L C, SU AR O 2 BUFEFR B3 1C SGLT2 A ERZ G35
Br, SUHKZ P IELTH, HUSO Z0FEENMPEa > b — L 2B S &
@36’ ELWREBD &SRR T A — 5’ DEELZWFRFT HI ENTE
— 5T, RIEHETSU LK LGS, REBD RSB N7 A —
& ®&§i@m%1%5ﬁwﬁm%%%m5ﬁ5_k&<%%@m%2/
fo— O EZHFFTE 5, SGLT2 HEHKZBKIT A, SU #H4a ik
T ODRIEHETE T 2L, SGLT2 AEEOMHEH B IS L TEET &
ToH v, BAthETO HDL-C, SU #Efii &, Fipid SU KL irEN%
Bt 292 TTHIRTE L THERHATOHL EEZ LT,
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Figure 37 Discontinuation group (2317 % HDL-C & BMI O fHBd
(r=-0.27, p<0.05)
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5. IR L O fice

% — 3 C SGLT2 PH.% 3K luseogliflozin ® I B A0 & O LREFEHIZ O W
T, B3 EEOEEERFET L~ 2 db/db ~ 7 2% W TR L
oo RIFEIZBWTHLMNE oML TOEY TH D,

1. FHi#E# D db/db « 7 AT luseogliflozin # ¥ 5-9 5 Z & T RECHE
BilfutkRE 2 i S ¥/, E7o. MER MAUEAIRE & L S B B Al
maEnsYE,

2. TDAH=ALE LT, FERBIZB TR N ZAEEBIRFOFREL
DWWz Mafa, Pdxl., Nkx6.1 &\>»> 78I FREHO LHPHEE
ST, o, HEREATHERICE B MIENICI T %5 Mafa DI
D EFZRBOT,

3. H7x2% D db/db ~ 7 AT luseogliflozin % #% 5 L LL#E L 7= Kt ©
%, I8 & 3 contorol BEIZ LT luseo B T BEECIE B Ml i
REAXiEIE T, pMREAHMI Y,

4. BHEE )5 O luseogliflozin O 5-1%., BEHIEER 2> 5 O 512~
B EAHE B ML &2 s w7,

IHNET, HERFETT /L~ AIC SGLT2 PLEKZ &S5 L CTHIE B Mo
FERE « BN OW T O AR I TE TV DA, FERIFGHIE 58 F 72138t
<o SGLT2 FHEIHEDO BRI O T Lo is X e o 70, o b
F2 M 3E (liraglutide, pioglitazone 721X, ZDO{FH) TIIBLHI o O
Gk, BEB MR R B M BT RIER N Z L 2 Z L35
DINTTR > TWD D, Fox X SCGLT2 FLEFICIIBEM 226 05 TH 0 r 7
NERDHZ a2 Lz, £72. B OBENAO T BN O
BRI ALY ZORIERANRKREN -T2 L BB LT,

5 B TClX, SGLT2 IHERZGT 2RI, SUEKELH LT XENED
ERRET LTz, AMFRICEBWTHOLNE RS TO®EY THh D,
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1. SGLT2 [HEIH~D Y 2 plHh# (X, Low-dose group %
Discontinuation group ([ZE XA REIZEE TH > 7= (91.4 % vs. 75.9 %,
p<0.05),

2. KE, BMI B X AST MR E b ABIZHD L2, ZOEA RO
K& &% Low-dose group & i L T Discontinuation group TH &I
KENhoT,

3. SGLT2 FHEHKZ 4T D8, HDL-C. SU Jff &, Finld SU Kz
FIEDHEPZRFT 29 A TTHIRFELTAHATHL EEZEZ LN
726

X DI, SGLT2 HEHK Z T 5 S W SU a2 f i3 250, &EHE
WET 203, BEOBEANIISL TER T XETHDLLEER BN,
AlEl, SGLT2 HEHIZHE H LATIE AT o 7o, Fx OB, 5% OFER
IR DFFR DIEFRERIE D —BIC S22 D 2 L 2T 5,

75



I

R a2 Il i20  RIFROME % 5 2 TR\, ALl K7 R 7
PEsa RN BL P H=E BEEEHLBRICHEZER LET, 8T, A%
BRIZOTEVEEO ZHRETWELIB Y £ LR - BiHERE
AR TR BN R R E PRIEM BB E B2 L
£9.

FEASE BERE - WoW 7 r—7 NTT 8RB ALRERE ks
AT, Kip#ED) 72 T8, ZBhEEZBVE L, ZZICELSEHOEE
FLET,

FERBFOBERBROHA I AV JEBEIEI A D W70 LICERZ ZITT
HZEIEARARECT L, B#zM L EFET, Zoich, ZoimCERIC
HT ., L ORELEF LY W1, TBhE, TXEAWEEEE LD L
2, DEVEEAER L BT ET,

RBIC, KPR EBICRY X2 TR EE Lz, IRREE - R
AR LSO TOEFIILIVELEZR L B £,
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