. HOKKAIDO UNIVERSITY

Title FE B AR RE 2B PRI DIRRE & HIERRICE A 2 &
Author (s) =, BE

Description

FoZRES @ 2628

Degree Grantor biEERE
Degree Name B (EZ)
Dissertation Number 55145065
Issue Date 2021-03-25
DOI https://doi.org/10.14943/doctoral. k14506
Doc URL https://hdl. handle.net/2115/84043
Type doctoral thesis

File Information

Aika_Miya. pdf

Hokkaido University Collection of Scholarly and Academic Papers :

HUSCAP




ESA VA

PEBH AR BE S 2 HLBE PRI DI HE &
BHERBIC B 2 % B
(Contribution of pancreatic beta-cell

function to the pathogenesis of

type 2 diabetes and its complication)

2021 4 3
I W ' K #
(ER

Miya Aika






ESA VA

PEBF AR BE DS 2 HLBE PRI DI HE &
BHERBIC B 2 % B
(Contribution of pancreatic beta-cell

function to the pathogenesis of

type 2 diabetes and its complication)

2021 4 3
I W ' K #
(ER

Miya Aika



TR L EHFRIB L OFEIERF TR oo, 1
Lo B B bbb 3
2. BB REZR e 7
B B e 8

4. H1E 2RPERHIZE T DR MEE = 7 — 2 F 7oA -

MAEZEB O & BB R E DBIHE e, 10
O T =SSOSR 11
4.2, TV e 12
4.2.1.  FHEMPEE =5 — (COM) oo, 12
4.2.1.1. CGM DFEE L ZE AN i, 12
4.2.1.2. COM DFFHTITIE e 14
4.2.2. KB oo, 14
4.2.3.  WFFET T DT b e 14

4.2.4, H R D80 0D B T e et e e e e e e e e e e e e eeaeens 15



4.2.6. IIRAAETIIHT oo 17
4.2.7.  FRFFFHIIHT oo 17
4.8, R ettt 20
4.3. 1. BT e 20
4.3.2. MUHEZEBRELD I3AM oo, 23

4.3.3.  MBEEEO R ENE & ARMAE 2 I3 2 BELE RO T » b

A AT BT D FRET e 25
4.3.4.  AKiMpE & BE L 2 mBEEE O RN ZEME THT o~ — T —...... 27
4.3.5.  IMBEEBNRE & BET SK 7 OMBBROBRT, oo, 35
4.3.6.  IMBEEBNCBT HNREMEA A Y RO @RIt E............ 37

437, A YR RO WA MR L M C ~7F K Lo

BAERMEIT G R DB oo 43

438 A2 AU BEONEN AR L M C <7 F K Lo

BRI - 2 D IS e 45
4.83.9. B I e 48



5. F2m 2MPERIFEEONRERMEA A Y uweH SGLT2 PHESK b

DPP-4 fHERDOF G L 2 MBEEBSEL RICE 2 D8 53

30 T <= 54
5.2, T b 55
B.2. 1. FEBE s 55
5.2.2.  BFZET T DT b i, 55
5.2.8. BAAEIEBIELDBEIE vovieeeieeeeeeeereeeee et 56
5.2.4.  IMIEAEALTEIIHT oo 56
5.2.5. TG FBIIEBT oot e 57
5.3, ettt b ettt re e 58
5.3.1 BB T T B oottt a s 58
5.3.2.  FBRBRIEIL oo 60
5.3.8.  FTEIDR oo, 66
Do R ettt 67

6. 3T HIE{FREWERAEICBTA e AR

ERFDRERIAE & DOBEIEL ..ot eeee e 69



6.2.1.

6.2.2.

6.2.3.

6.2.4.

6.2.5.

6.2.6.

6.3.2.

6.3.4.

6.3.5.

6.3.6.

JTVE et 71
KEDL et 71
IMIRAACTEZIHT et 71
FFREIIAE O FEERE <o, 71
BRI T D FEAR oo 72
Z DD T E .t 72
R FHIIEAIT <ot 72

BB R vt evteereeereesteetesreesreeteerbeeteeete e beetaeete e be e beetbeereeateebeeabeeteeereereentens 74
T B ettt 74
ZaA A Y & FATTY LIVER INDEX D BIR v, 76

7oA AV L FATTY LIVER INDEX O BERIZEIT 5

JETH DA HELZ I D JEREDT oo 78

7oA AV L FATTY LIVER INDEX O BERIZEIT 5

A VAN CMFEDF I XD BRUBEHT oo, 80

FEBERIFR BB CRBITH T A &

FATTY LIVER INDEX D EEHEFRET o eeeeeeeeeeeeee e 82



FEBR et 86
B B ettt 88
T B ettt 90
FUZEAE ¢ttt 91



FEFKam L H s XL VR38R B #

AWFZEE TROm L E L TR L ERTTH S,

1.

1.

Miya A, Nakamura A, Miyoshi H, Ukawa S, Nakamura K, Nakagawa
T, Terauchi Y, Tamakoshi A, Atsumi T. (2020).

Correlation between serum proinsulin levels and fatty liver: The
Dynamics of Lifestyle and Neighborhood Community on Health Study.
Journal of Diabetes Investigation, 11:964-970.

Miya A, Nakamura A, Handa T, Nomoto H, Kameda H, Cho KY, Nagai
S, Miyoshi H, Atsumi T. (2020).

Impaired insulin secretion predicting unstable glycemic variability
and Time-Below-Range in type 2 diabetes regardless of HbAlc or
diabetes treatment. Journal of Diabetes Investigation, in press.

Miya A, Nakamura A, Handa T, Nomoto H, Kameda H, Cho KY, Nagai
S, Ito MY, Miyoshi H, Atsumi T. (2020).

Log-linear relationship between endogenous insulin secretion and
glycemic variability in type 2 diabetes. Diabetes, Obesity and
Metabolism, in submitting.

Miya A, Nakamura A, Cho KY, Nomoto H, Kawata S, Sugawara H,
Takeuchi J, Nagai S, Tsuchida K, Omori K, Yokoyama H, Taneda S,
Kurihara Y, Aoki S, Atsumi T, Miyoshi H. (2020).

Impact of endogenous insulin secretion on the improvement of glucose
variability in Japanese patients with type 2 diabetes treated with
canagliflozin plus teneligliptin. Journal of Diabetes Investigation, in

press.

KIFFEE TREDFERTHRED 5 VIEHKTETH 5,

Miya A, Nakamura A, Miyoshi H, Ukawa S, Nakamura K, Nakagawa
T, Terauchi Y, Tamakoshi A, Atsumi T. Correlation between serum



proinsulin levels and fatty liver disease: a population-based study.
55st European Association for the Study of Diabetes Annual Meeting.
Barcelona, Spain, 16-20 September 2019

EET, PAEE, AR, B)IER, PREEE, P&, FNEER,
FEREBE -, EEEML. [ITORENEIZIME 7 2 A v 2 U AEO RN & BEE
T 5] . 40 B HARIER S, EAL, 20194 11 A 2-3 H

Miya A, Nakamura A, Handa T, Nomoto H, Kameda H, Cho KY, Nagai
S, Miyoshi H, Atsumi T. Impaired insulin secretion as an independent
risk factor for unstable glycaemic variability including hypoglycaemia
in patients with type 2 diabetes. 56th Annual Meeting of European
Association for the Study of Diabetes. Virtual event, 22-25 September
2020

R, RRIEER, a0, BIER, PAEEE, PSS, SFNEEER,
EMEME Y-, EREN. THUE R ISR T 2 7 a A AU o EfFD
HeWifk & DESH#E ~DOSANCO Health Study~ ] . % 63 [a] H AR /R F-
SRR FINES, U 7hME, 2020 410 A 5-16 H

EEE, WAIEM, FEEA, BAME, BEE, HEE, KR, —05%
W, BN, TRRMEA 2 Y a3 2 RIBERIFIC 31T 2 mAFA B O
RNLEWZ T 5] . 8 35 M AARIRNEG IHEFR, V= 7HE,
2020 4 12 A 7-21 H

EEA, AR, EHEEA, AT, REE, HERE, KR, FER
—, “HFHH, BN, TRRfET =4V > 7281 5 2 BRI R
FHOMAELLE) & NERMEA > AU b BEFRM: ) . 55 94 [B] H AN /WA
LTRSS, IR, 2021 4F 4 H 22-24 H



1. 2 F

HEr Ll H)

DOMREO 2 BUPERIFBFITHEIMO 1R E2 7= > TR0 2 BUBEIRIF D5 REfE
B L OVFELIE « IRIRIEDOTESLN R D SN TV 5, BERIFIEFRO BEEI%, b
DR b u— /L a2HR: URRIR OB IHEDRIE L R 2452 & T
Hb, Lo LB MlE = v b o — WX EER I A7 X . WIS ABHE DT
JE « ERIZORDDAREMERH D, LIz - T, HE O/ RZEIZKIT 2K
S X OVRLE e MBS A MEE L, 2 BUBERIFN OJRRE - TR & ORSE Iz D\
THI R BT VAN T D ENEETHD,

e 1L B F OISR T, 2 BUEIRIE O fE & i 288 B LT
WD EBEE RN FICOWTHRIELZGE 1 3), Hit\ T, WRPEAS >R Y 50
DSHE PRI TR IR SR O IfE 28 B B2 AT MAZ T B DWW TRMT L 72 (R 2 %),
S DICITHUS(E REEFTHED T — X 2T, FEPHINEHERE & . BEIRIF I HRAF
T HBE NS MERT & O BE 2 MEE L 72 (56 3 ),

[ 5k &G R

551 3 CIE 2 BHE RIS KRB & R RISk B 9E 217V, A A k2
BT C 14 H M OFERGeMEE £ = % —(continuous glucose monitoring: CGM) & %2
JERFER M A 320 U 72, fEMTRER & 72 o 72 284 JEMI D CGM 7 — # % & & (T IfiLkE
ZEhte$ (coefficient of variation: CV)ZHH L7=, (XU DHIZ, A AU S
HBIOAS R e A L CR O T IELEN 23/ S EHERI S
% 104 fEGIZ A L, CV _EIRME 40 2% E L MBEEE O v M A 7l & 5%
T LT, WIS, EERA = B P 2 TRIE S LT DRI O 5% FRFS 1
percentage of time below target glucose range(TBR) <4% & CV & @ BEf&M: %
BErd 5720, 284 JEHICHIT D TBRZ4%% Tilll 9% Receiver operating
characteristicROC) 531 #4772, CV 7 v M4 7fH 40, #hfg Fifg 0.85 C
ol LLED BRI & BRE L 72 AN E R IMBEAE)NEL CV=240 2 FHV TR
TED LMW Lz, ZORRICE ST, 284 JEf 4 CV=240 fE L CV <40 FEIZ
FER LR EE 2 et L7z, 4Fl5. body mass index(BMI). HFR 5 W R |
PIERPEA > 2 U 55 T d % C-peptide index(CPD). i 4 Bk IAIEE %
ARV AREOHEOIHHIZOWT 2R CHEREZRD T, ZIHDIH
H &ML A$, CV=240 2@ AEs s Liza P AT ¢ v 7 [\l 247 - 125
F. CPI DR FENKE W £23 CVZ40 O L7 BUER 1 & 72 o 72,
CV=40 #7#I73 5 CPI 1 v b4 7{EIX0.81 ThH-o7z, =HIZ, C-



peptide(CPR) & CV Zxt#fb. L CV IZxt9 5 CPR O FHIXZ/ER Lz, 1~
2V ARFEOFEEDR 2O OFRERAEMT 2 REET D720, T X TOXRE
BrA LAY REOEBT 2RI T, $o, A VAU UIBEFORE %
Fphil o o 2 ) SRR (Basal-only regimen) & 1 > A U L HE R SRR
#f(Basal-bolus insulin regimen)® 2 FEIZ3FE L. [RIEED @ BIfiEHT 21T - 7=,
XAt L7= CPR & CV OBIRIZER & 720 CPRIZCV L ADHEZ R LT-(T
H= Logio CV = -0.233 * Logio (ZZfEHRF CPR + 1) + 1.551), 1 ' A U {5
BE. 72 LEEOARE, & 5121 Basal-only regimen #f & Basal-bolus insulin
regimen FEDA RV T H REIFRICKHH L L7z CPR & CV IZEMEKRE 220
ADHEBEZ R LT,

55 2 LMk AT & FEE R TR EVE AL LLEcf 28 T 5 CALMER &\
BRO IR T 5, FREESTNT, HREETXTFIONRTF L —E-
4(dipeptidyl peptidase-4: DPP-A)[HEHK TH L7 U 7 U 7F 2 20mg 7267

kU o 2-7L a— 2 ik R-2(sodium-glucose co-transporter-2: SGLT2)RH.
FEHRTHDHAF 7Y 7r Y 100mg (280 B2 L F(SWITCH #), 72137
V7Y TF o 20mg AT 7Y 7 a Y 100mg 2B 5 EE(COMB BH)IC
EVEZ \ZEID 1T 72, SRR ML 21T 72 - 721212 CGM 2355 L, EI0 T Ri
B CTRFAMRRGT A NI — W ETRoT, TS L 72572 95 JERI DT —
X % ZEfgis CPR O W 1.9ng/mL % AT CPR+SWITCH #f, 1%
CPR+COMB #%, & CPR+SWITCH #f., & CPR+COMB #£D 4 BEIZHFA L
MEt 21772 > 72, & CPR+COMB #%. & CPR+SWITCH #f£, & CPR+
COMB B Tlix, FEAIZE HE%ORFAMABRO ML B 5 mean amplitude of
glycemic excursionsMAGE) A BRI AR THEIK T L TWe, LaL,
X CPR+SWITCH #f TIL AL H £ O BHA MR O MAGE (221 kI3 727>
>72, F72. & CPR+COMB #t» MAGE 21t &1X{&k CPR+SWITCH #£iZ Lt
NTHEICHE LT,

53 mE Tk, dLMEEFHIT O 35 D 79 i F TOERDZZIN L 7= il R
FHREFH A DOSANCO Health Study (235U T, Xf5R#E 489 44 0 7 Jig REEE . % i
L7, WERMIaRRER E 2 R 9 FEIE & L TG 7 v A > 2 U fE(proinsulin:
PD% ., FFAEMILOFRIE & LT fatty liver index(FLI) % & Hi L 7=, X FLI £
(FLI<30), " FLI#(30=FLI<60), & FLI #F(FLI=Z60)IZHERI L, xHA
L7 PIE In (PDZL#E L7z, In (PDI, (K FLIARICHE LH FLIAE T,
FLIFHCHE LS FLIB CTAREICEME TH - 72, WIS, IECm A A Y U fiiE
DHEDEE L RFT 5720, BMI & IfijEA AV AMEZNZENOFEEIE TR
B L CRIBEORRET 21T > 72, BMI RCILE A > A U MEOFEEMELL E - Ko
iz 53, In(PDiX, IKFLIAEE LS FLI CTARICEME TH -7,



E 5T, HERIFORELZIN R T2, 489 4 D 5 HLIMLFEHE & HbAle 7> 5 B
FRIGDZWHZE D 48 4 H A LTz 441 & CTRIBEORKRFT 21T > 7-, 1In (PDIZ.
& FLI BRI L FLIBEC, T FLIBEICH LS FLIBE CAEICEE TH -
7=,

(&%)

AARN 2 BUBERIFBE ORI CTH DA A Y 3wk E L, HbAle OBER
TR OFEE 2 b3, (KM & B U 7= REE e A BN F S LTz,
BT, NEMEA AU WBME T LT % 2 BUBEPRIFRE B & PREF ST
WADIEFNZIBWT, WNEMA A Y WO MFEEENI T 5 5 EN R D
ZEEHOD TR LI, WERMEA VA Y CWBAME T L TWAEEFITIE, IKTFL
BT DT A — X2 b—3 g COEENER L, SN R
N7 VAKMEE Y 27 BNEWATREME R H o 7, NIRMEA A U UM RFE S
AVTWBIERITIE, NRIMEA > R U opih & pEZssh & o g5 <. IRIME
A A WL O BE Y RN SIMPEEENCEE L C\Wb EE LT,
ZefigiE CPR & IMUBEA B ORIFRIEIZ DWW T 2 E TR 228 A s ST
L8, Box OWFFE T, BIEEEE 72100 Tl < B2 MBEE N2 I TV 5
SRBELHRLETDHIET, £ VAN REROFESCEHNEKEONEN CPR
& CV OBMRMEICHEZ B 2702 L &R LTz, CPR ZiRfFSIE D X 5 7Rih#
AP MPELEE 2 8 S, S bITITERIFESOHEDRE - 172 TR+ 57
REMERH B,

SGLT2 PHEZEITA > X U MBIl & 2 Rl deE S 5,
L LNERMEA 2 Y B WAME T L TWAIERICBW T, 7V 71U 7T
YInBHFT TN Tua T~ Rz N MR A SGE S YR o T, O
HE LT, T CTICHNEMEA R Y HUWBMET LTV A JERTlE SGLT2 [HE
FIINRPEA 2 Y V3 a RE SERWAREER B 2 bz, 20 2 K00k
MR, -7 7a P O VT 3 47 F R-1(active glucagon
like peptide-1: GLP-1) /3 WMEHEER &7V 7'V 75> @ DPP-4 [LEERH O
BEERICL > T, GLP-1REL LR S5 8MENRH 5, 2 BBERP THIE
P LAY BWDMET L CTWAIEFIOIMPEL B 2 S HIZHE ST 5701
I%. DPP-4 [HEHE) 6 SGLT2 fHEMA~DEI W 2 L0 ¢, DPP-4 [HEHK L
SGLT2 FAEMDOFHEIEDO TN LV B e ha— L ThhH I EBRH I
77

FEWTAIBFZE DRSS % & & IR ERICB L TELE T DITIERARH 503,
Fox oL, IEECEA A Y CIEOF I 59, IR L OHEE T
FEBHENEMSBERE E & EDRIfRD & 5 WREME A2 7RI L T e, FEBEIRIR O x4



([CBWTH FLI & PI ORICIEOMHBBR 2D Z &6 TR O
PEBMIERE DRI IZ D723 2 "l HEME & R STz,

[t

U7 VT =)L RO 2 BPERIFHREE TSN T, WA R T 3ot
IR Cd 522N CPR & CPI 78 MESE VAR Mg 2 2 To N 22 78 70 o A2 8 2 T 11
THZELEPLNTL, CGM & RBRICILELE 2+ 2 ~—h—& LTH
MTH LSRN RR SN, & 612, CPRITHIRFIEREDERIZIH N TH
AR ToH o7, HlE RABHEH AW T, BERIFNFSIAE AT O BB AL EE A |
NEWIRT L B2 2 L 2SN Lz, T b ORERIT. FEIRFZRICEBIT %
FERUEEROEIUICTF LG TE L LEZ B, S BITIHERIFOZ DG HHEDR
IE & HEE, RED A N = X DO BE S D TREMVED N H W | BRIRETZT T2 < iE
IS BFFED IS SN D Z EDMIRF SN D,



ARILPRB LB THEH L

AUC
BMI
CGM
CI

CPI
CPR
Ccv
DOSANCO Health Study
DPP-4
eGFR
FLI
FPG
GLP-1
HOMA-IR
HOMA-8
MAGE
MARD
NAFLD
NASH
OR

PI

ROC
RSGV
SD
SGLT2
SGV
TAR
TBR
TIR
UuGv
VIF
y-GTP

I T O LB TH D,

area under the curve

body mass index

continuous glucose monitoring
confidence interval

C-peptide index

C-peptide

coefficient of variation

the Dynamics of Lifestyle and Neighborhood Community on Health Study
dipeptidyl peptidase-4

estimated glomerular filtration rate
fatty liver index

fasting plasma glucose

active glucagon like peptide-1
homeostasis model assessment of insulin resistance
homeostatic model assessment beta cell function
mean amplitude of glycemic excursions
mean absolute relative difference
nonalcoholic fatty liver disease
nonalcoholic steatohepatitis

odds ratio

proinsulin

receiver operating characteristic
relatively stable glycemic variability
standard deviation

sodium-glucose co-transporter-2

stable glycemic variability

time above range

time below range

time in range

unstable glycemic variability

variance inflation factor

y-glutamyl transpeptidase
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3. &

BERIF LB MR 72 = B 236k 2 72 B IFEZ OB 2 TIEMERETH D, Fn
[E DO BRI A D 90%LL B2 Y 32 2 BRI EBF L, Bno—@E27- -
TEY ., 2B RIEOIREMRHL L OVTREE - 1GEIEOMESL IR D 53T
Do

BERIF IS 1T DB MER 72 IR BB I A v R ) MEDORBIC L » THl &
&b, ZOA LAY AMAERAARROBE RITIE, A AV AR E, A
Z Y ANERDOEEC AU ARG D 2 DDIFEN D D, TERHIIL &R 2
A VA URGMESIERT 2 &0 7 RO BHIEE0ISHBENIZEY A F
DM, RN DA AU Vo WEME T2 &7 Ko ia N IZH
VIAENRLS DA L AY R AR), —F, A VAV Rt aEH-TH
PEIZ WET RO HIIENICE D IAF I K 2D v A U ARBIEDHE
K)o A AV ARPUEITRFRYI AR Db THER Lo ERET 508, ARV
VOPMAANAT, 2 BUBERIR A E R, MR & L BIZ S HITHE L T
(Weyer et al., 1999), & H1Zi%, HAAN 2 BUBERIFEE DA AV V3T —
B RCK AR IR TR S . A R U VI W D TINA AU o3 UniE
FEIRFEIZ B D Z & 3 H LTy A (Fukushima et al., 2004), Z D X 92, AR
A 2 BUFER IS OFFREIZ I\ T, BRI RRITEE R &R 2 H o T d Lk
Do Fx L, HEpHIAMEREIZAE B L. HEPMINaBEREDS 2 BUHEIRIR DIRAE & PRFIR
BIZHZDEBIZONT, HEZETOHARAN 2 BIBERIFICI W TREET 5 Z
EVBMVETH D LB 2T,

BRI OB DHEDRIE & R ZFLIET 2720121k, B2z he—u
HEFFT D 2 RO BN D, FERFEBEOREIEIZIE HbAle &5, Mk~
EZ Oy LMK ORENES L2 v 7 EANE LBRILER 2NV Hh
TW%, HbAlc Tk 1~2 » A O MEEZ B LTk . HbAle 3 &
WIE E2E OIMBHERESVIRIETH D 2D, HbAle 6.5% LA EITHEIRIT D
ZWHEIRE O 1 > Th 5, HbAle & RS DHEDRIE & #ERICEET 5 =
BT RIS B DT, BERIFEEEIEEE & LT HbAle 7% A A HESRE ST
W5, LasL., B 7pimbl = o b o —/L %170y HbAle 1K < #EFF L /-9 i
TERE I EREREIC I L, BT HIIN L7z & W o RS AR GRER 23 i ih =
N 7=(Gerstein et al., 2008), ZOFHD 1 >& LT, \EERKMEHICERT 2
D FEDEENN O FTEEME 2 R S T E Y (Goto et al., 2016), WK %
TBIT 5B L Tik HbAle I X ABEIRIFEBRITH5 TIER 02 E 38 5
Lo TEL, EHIIRMBEOEB NG OHEDTRIE « R ELEHEL TWD LW

ff



IRE BRSNS X 917 o 7-(Hirakawa et al., 2014), Z D X 9 &=
O, WNARIEE 298 5 U b2 EhiE 2/ & < 32 2223 BERIF IR O BLE DR
R 72> TV 5D, BUETILA O Eg-CRe I £ = % —(continuous
glucose monitoring: CGM)72 E3 e L, U 7 /v % A A CIIHEEZ 22T 5 =2
ENFRBIZ AR o 7223, BREREIS D & 2 BEFIIR O TE Y 2 TOREFIZ CGM
AT O T EIFHEN TR, B A O TIEHEORE Y HbAle 72 £ OFRILIA
Hz BZIZREN RSN TWD,

PLEX Y | R X ORNZE R IMBEASE) & 2 BUFERIF OIREE - 15 & O
WA HEZETOHARN 2 BUERIFICEWTRAE L, #riz e R pEds L Ot
PN BT 2o BT U AEMNLT HZ ENEETH D,

Fox 135 1T, BE O KZHE T 2 BB RFBEE ORIMES L OREE
7R E A fh U, BRI OZERERAER M2 & 2 BUBE PRI O s 28 & T35 5
BEYRNFEER L, TORME., 2 BRSO AL E 72 MR 22 8 2R
HERENEST 5 Z L 2HLMNIC LTz, ZOMEE S LI, # 2 B CILREpHITT
FRREDSBEIRIRTE R B D MBE LB BN RIC KT THEL A LT, S HIZH 3
B OIS EREREREDOT — & % VT, FERFICEDFT 2 HE R 2O BN
Lz kF U B AR AR BE 2 AT 3 B2 2 MRGE L 7=,



— 51 E—
2 BUBEPRIGIZ 31T B Frfe bl £ = & —
T AR - oA B O fhH &
BEE L OEE

10



RZEIRMAEE B 2 & b 70 5 FEIRPIE BIL, IRbE s X OE o U 2 7 23
721 T72 < (Rodbard, 2012), #EFRI I BSE L 7=/ i & OFE & Rl & &
OHEDIIE - HHEICH 572228 5 (UKPDS 16, 1995; Bonds et al., 2010), VT4E,
CGM &\ 9 RN K Uiz, PESROBEIRIFEHLIEIE CTdh 5 HbAlc i & 1%
e, CGM X1 HZ# Lz ESE 4803 5 2 LN T&, MEZE DK
X X L F O 2 HIE T % 5 (Kovatchev, 2017), 2019 4E 2383 S 7~ FHEE
ot 2Tk, CGM THIE S - ML s ofaEE & L CEERE CV
ZRWD Ko HEES L, BARAICIE CV<36% &4 L= FEZAHE), CV=36%
A RZE L MPELE & EFR I~ (Danne et al.,, 2017), L22L, 2D b4
TEIIRCK DOPERIBREE 2R L LTEMFRICE SV TERESNTEHDOTHY |
HARD 2 RERFEE BT 5 h v M ZHIREEREN 2 oA L B p 5w
REMEDND D, F7o, MBEEB O EME & AR 2 B4 5 BEE RN 112
WTCHHIED & = AR SNS N,

2 BIBEPR I DFIEINTA A U WEENEEREEZ R L TnD
(Taylor, 1999), F7=. HAAN 2 BIBERIFEEZ DA AV 3W0E, —BAIIZER
K NEEITHRTERWE & 23 521 T A (Fukushima et al., 2004), UL Eo#
2D, A AU oW E A A BEAR B b A8 Bh o R 22 e e & B L C
WD AREMENR D D,

AAFFETIL, BARN 2 BRSNS BE BT DARMRE & ffEE B ORLE
PEICHHIST 2 CV Iy M ZEZ G 5 2 & & L TR & A8 oA~
ZEME TUT HEEYRKTFE2RET S L2 HMIZ, HEARZEICEWD
TCOM #Efi LT — X ORGEE{T o7, ZORERE S &0, Fox 1IWNRMEA
VAU UWHMET Ul 2 BUBEIRIFR B L RFF S L7 2 BIBEIRIG B ClE, A
YAV VWD IMELR B ~DF G N R D RREE A S 2 -, BRI, N
RIVEA > 2 Y o 3iin & RS A B OBHRITHIE TlidZe <, BB THDL L)
&S Clzy ZOGRERRFET D720, @EICA A Y U WNMET LT2E
B G de 2 BUBESRIGERE D, A A ) o3 & MBEEB ORBR 2T Lz, &
BT, BERIFIGHEERD Z OFERAEMT 2008 5 D ERE Lz,
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4.2. ik
4.2.1. Fpe £ =% — (CGM)

4.2.1.1. CGM DFERE L 224k

CGM > A7 L3 FREHARI A ET 2 ER T O 7 v 2 — R PREE 15
S HBICIE L, £D 70 o — AEZERICEEEET 5, CGM 2T
LiEt o —(FreeStyle Libre Pro &> —: Abbott Diabetes Care, Alameda,
CA, USA) & it (FreeStyle Libre Pro U — % —: Abbott Diabetes Care,
Alameda, CA, USA) CHk &5, B —DH% 4 X (FERE 35mm, EX
S5mm CTH&E bg LBET/NMINOAKMETH Y, A EATEICSFER < 2EE ]
ETH 5 (Figureld), oY —IZfiBINTZikK 14 B3O 72— A E1,
#%H YU —%—(FigurelB)3 > ¥ —%5tAMD Z LIZL D UA Y L ATIET
HTENTED, AMINERDH CIMERESRIC X DRIEIIARETH S,

CGM DA FERE I I ket o FE %11 72 2 (mean absolute relative
difference: MARD) M f &%, MARD 13 CGM CTHIE Shiz 20 a2 — A fE
EMBEFERME DR %2 1 AEIZXE) 0 LI LB TH D, AWFZE TR
% CGM 1% 11.1% % MARD %7~ LAEKRO B OB E RS & 1 ZIER % ORSEE &
EnTnb,
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(A)

Figure 1.

(B)

J—

FreeStyle Librepro

®

AW CfEA L7 CGM oW —(QA) & ) —%—(B)
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4.2.1.2. CGM Df#EMr I7 15

CGM V — & —|ZNE S T=T — Z 13TV 7 K (FreeStyle U 7' L Pro ¥ 7
= T)ERWTHI L, 16 fICHE SN & 7 v a — R EE ST,
Y —EWEFD CGM ¥ AT LD RIEFEMEDOHRE N H U (Bailey et al.,
2015), BV —%HEE LIRYIOR EREDOROT — X Z 0 bs L
7=, MOFIHAFHEZR T X CTOMM D CGM 7 — % Z 3irktge & Lz, ZOfiE%x
Excel (2% L. IMAEAEHEIEMENT Y 7 b GlyCulator2(Pagacz et al., 2018) %
WTIBEZ B OFEEE T 5 24 Fef ) 7 v a— 2 i, CV, EHERFZE
(standard deviation: SD), I ¥EZ Ehink D FHRIE(MAGE)(Service et al.,
1970) &£ . CGM % 7= pEE PR O R )74 Tdh 5 TBR. Time in
range(TIR). Time above range(TAR) % XK & 7= (1% i),

4.2.2. %15

2018 4E 4 A7 5 2019 4E 9 A £ TIT 4 » D EEMEALEE K Fwbe. NTT
BOHAFLIRIERE, ISR+ FIRBE, o /NG ST ) O BE RIS S i@ L 72 2
RUBERIGEBE 26t & Uiz, AAFFETIE. HbAlc . MERI. HBEFRHS O FE 5
M. FERBOEIHEDOH I D HT, 4k T CGM 23T 5 Z & ICFE
L7220 sl B 2 BUEIRIFABE N )G L LTz, BRAMEHEL LT, 11 2UfE
PRIF. 22 3 B HLUPIZABE LTS, FERFEIES b — 3 AARHRIRRE, 4)
BERRYLE, B)FMTRIE. 6)imE 6 W ALUNIIAMELZZITTW\WD, AT 1
A RIBRZZ T TCND, RFEIMNNETH D, DTk - I OFEFIIER
Sh LTz, BFZEICRIE LTZJEGI S CGM 7 — % |, ZEfERG M, FEAE I GE
. MERL. B, RE. PEIRIS ORI, 1ERE, W 2 IR LT,

4.2.3. M%7 ha—)L

AW FRITBIEM7E TH 5, WHERIERSS B IR E TAREREZ IS L
CGM ot —%¥E5E Lz, MEGRFIIIRER B WA 2R, 8 L TR
14 AfflO CGM 5 L7z, JIEXK THRITEE B S 2 CGM & o —2 My st
L. RONKFZRHZE o —2 B L, ZEIERRIN 21T > 72,
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AREERIL. KRFFEPREERGHR LR~ b7 — 27 (UMIN)© & — {28 Gk L 7= CB &%
%5 UMIN 000029993), HFzeatmiiL, dbilE KF9nbe B LRI e R A 2
BE0OKREHETWD,

4.2.4. BERERE DR E

LB RIPSSRICIB N T, L7 Mg Sl L7c 2 RO IRIR B B3 4R
ffl 2000 FEFILL . O~EFEEITHER 18000 FEFILL EThHho7c, D95 H 28
BEDRIS 22 B & LAkl BB BN 500 SEFILL LT, AMFFEDOAFFEH
[N TIE 625 SEFI S RoA E4viz, AWFIEIT H FHZHR T OMIETH 0 | HFFEHH]
P C D 3N TREAE IR & L T HEER ISz 300 SERI & i L7z,

4.2.5. MAEZEENHR S & B E B O R A

MAEEE) OFEEEE LT, ikoimy FHEEM a2 oA THRIL TV D
CV(100 x [Z /v a—x D SDI/E¥I 7 v a—2 i) &, SD, Z/va— AR
£, MAGE, 24 W87V a2 — 2B & ffhr Lz,

S 5|2 Figure 2 |23 X O ICEEERN 2 B 3 2 Tld CGM % V7= b
HOFEHEE LTI BTV BESZ Va2 — A EOHEPHN CTRAOE L 7=FE
(TIR;70~180mg/dL). HIE 7 L =z — 2l O &P AT D EIA (TBR; <
70mg/dL), HIEZ v a— 2EOHHE %8 %2 5 E 4 (TAR; > 180mg/dL) Z H\ 5
X O HERE X L CTH U (Battelino et al., 2019), Z#n b a2 HH L7-, AlE., BiES
JLa— ZMEO#FPH % 7T0~180mg/dL & E 7= Z & 2> HAKMBEF X 70mg/dL A
EEFE LT,
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Percentage of Time Above target >250 mg/dL et
o

glucose Range (TAR) (13.9 mmol/L) TAR
CGMZE XM UTz24BND 55 >180 mg/dL <oB%%" < 25%
MMm#E 180 mg/dL%Z L[ 38FR (%) (10.0 mmoliL) %

Time In glucose Range (TIR)
m#& 70 mg/dLEA £~180 mg/dLELF Target Range: TIR

(CHDEFR (%) 70-180 mg/dL >70% > 70%
(3.9-10.0 mmoliL)

Time Below glucose Range (TBR)

m¥E 70 mg/dL%E FEIB R (%)
<70 mg/dL (3.9 mmollL) <a%™ TBR
[EM¥E(CBLTTBR 2 4% 7' <54 mg/dL (3.0 mmol/L) <1% < 4%
(&5 =
BEEAROBERERD
Figure 2.

CGM Z - ififf= > hr—/ LB (Battelino et al., 2019 X ¥ 23T)
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4.2.6. MR FALFEHT

ZOWFZETIX, Bl B R %Ik A L, mbE, CPR, HbAlc, B &
OME B SR ER IR 2K (estimated glomerular filtration rate: eGFR) % HI7E L
2o ITNHOIHBIL, MENL2TFEEHOCHE LT, £ AV 3, ZOH]
MR TH D PIL Ao SiuT, CPR & & &IZHERMIIE WS D, CPR I
A A ERIEEL - WS, FO—ERME S TICEOE FHEt S
LA LAY AW OREICHWSND, RETIINEMA > 2 Y 5o
FEIE & L C CPI(100xZE[EF CPR /22 RFIfLBE) % 5 H L 72 (Funakoshi et al.,
2011), JEBIOERER X OHEIX, WIESN-EEZH %2 AW CHIE L BMI (3K
Hkg)+HEm)E LTEHE LI, Zofl, Fln, MR FERPITREIE, PiER
EDOT —Z T FIRENE MM E W TIE LT,

4.2.7. et HIFENT

XU I, ZE LT MPELES) & N ERIMIELEN 2 5T 27200 CV 1>
NATEZRET A7, MRREE SFEZ T, 1 FEEIIRFRIEL X
WETIFA A RFMESER(T DB A PRI VBRI WEITZ ) #
V) DI TR ST IbE A B2 E#E(Stable glycemic variability: SGV #£) T
%, EBIZZ DX RIEFITKRILIE-E Y — RO U 27 B3 IEFITENZ & A
Wi TV H(UKPDS 34, 1998) . 2 #EH X, SGV BEDJER H EF DA 2 A
U U ERIEB X OV EZITA VAV U uMEERR(A VR =V LT £72013 7Y
= R)ZEH L T a2 82 E #E (Relatively stable glycemic
variability: RSGV EH)TH D, SEEHITA VAU UIEHFFEB I WE I A R
U o3 UM 3E A ff v o0 i 28 Bh R 22 E B (Unstable glycemic variability:
UGVHE)TH D, ZD3FITEBWTEEERZ 1 tlilESBoi. XXRE. £
7ol ZM B U T Kruskal-Wallis #iE 2 W TG L7z, SGV BB LW
RSGV BHIXZLE LML Z 2352 Enn, MERCET 5 CV Ao LR
Zo, BZE LT MNEAEE) & AN E R bE LB 2 BT 570D CV 1y M7 fE
EIRGE LTz,

wIZ, CGM & MWW 7 AR E BLORHAT 715 & LT TBR<4%3HELRE ST
WHEBERa P 22 E 2T TR TOHREEITON T, ROC 74T
Z W, RIS PRI CH D TBR=Z4% IS5 G5 CV Ol v b4
TEARH L,
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BHENZCV Yy hA7lEE S L ICT_RTORNREBE L 2 BT, (Kl
B & B U e RLE e A S 2 H 3 2 BEE RRW -2 L, die A EE
in7p ) DY) & el % 72912 Mann-Whitney U & Z v, 7 3 ) —%
BRI 72 &) DEIG % 7 v— T T4 % 72 912 Fisher's exact 2 7E %
7o HAEBMRNT CHEAZZROIEREZMIERIZ, CV Iy N 7EEER
ERICLTEZER VAT 4y 7RG 21T o 7o, ARIEE & BIE L 7 RNELE 7R
MAEZENZ "9 CV 1y bATEICK)IET D CPL A Yy NA7EEERT D720
(2. ROC mtr&x11-o72,

FEVNT, NERPEA R Y oW & BEEB) O RNZEMEDBIR ZREET 5720
2, ZEfERE CPR & CV OB ZER L7z, CPR & CV O f5 & k2 L
7o, CVIZxt7 % CPR O FHIRAHEE L7z, MBEEEORLEMICEET 5
BEE RN 7%, CPR Z %A L7 ICHIE LTz, Flne & OEe 22 8w o
REf% & P E 4 5 72 12 Spearman rank-order correlation # 7€ # v 7=, CV
EVERIZR E D 1T 3 — 5 O B BT 2 Mann-Whitney 1% E & VN TAT
olc, BAEBRMIT CTAREZROIZHILCV L EMRERE AT 5 Z & 2R
L(Figure 3), ZiL 5 OB AT CV 21ERAEIC L CERROT %
Tolz, WiZ, CPRICEE T 5 BHFE K F47HMET 5725, CPR & CV D
TARIMHRIC S & | T X TOXLREE %K CPR F(CPR<1ng/mL), * CPR
#£(1 ng/mL=CPR<2 ng/mL). 15 CPR F:(CPR=2 ng/mL)® 3 BEIZ/m T 7=,
WIZ, 3HOEEYE RN % 1 ohilE N BOIT. X2HRE. £IFMEITSCT
Kruskal-Wallis f#EZ W THEE L2, A AU AREOF IR Z 16 DGR
AERIT D MREET H 72D, TRTOMBEELA LAV ABROAET 2
DT, £, A VAV RIRTOBELZA LAY LD AR LT,
Fphil o o 2 ) SRR (Basal-only regimen) £ 7213 A > A U AR
16 (Basal-bolus regimen) ® 2 #EZ3FE L, [RERO G R 0HT 24T - 772,

T — X OFEFAEIEWT O 2372 F TP B A0 TR LT, FEhE L 7o REHR
EILT_RTHEABETHY . P<0.05 ZHMEMICAE L Uiz, Wi,
JMP Pro 14.0.0(SAS Inc., Cary, NC, USA)Z W\ T{1- 7=,
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Figure 3.
HIZ BT CHEZEZBO 2% (ABML, (BRI, (C)2Z R Mk,
(D)eGFR & CV & D%
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4.3, FEE

4.3.1. BEE &

AWFFEIZSIME 7 S1LEEFID 9 B, 15 FEFIN T ¥ CGM & ¥ —d
A L0 RSz, 25ERIIE CGM 2353 A RiCREE Zfin L7272 91z
frAh < du, 4 GEFIE CGM 7 — & Z b3 2 BN S W S 72 72 D ITBRL
ST, U LGN OREMMER R DNRIK T, 1EF]D CGM % 25745 B
Bloik Uz, MBS R L T2 TRERT & . BFZE & B D 22 ABETIE R
BAtED 7= CGM % W1k L7z 1ERNIEIFRI L7z, CGM 7 — % Zfi#fT9 D i
e L BED 72N AT v A RIRIERBMA Sz S IERIZ BRI Lz, Z DI
284 JERFI(Z D 5 B etk 123 2OV THENT 217 - 7= (Figure 4), i 0 fE 11X
68 k. BMI HfEld 25.0kg/m2, BERIFE I MBS 14 4 Th o 72, HbAlc
1% 7.1%., CPR {1 1.7ng/mL, CV HJEIX 27.8 T - 7=(Table 1),
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Enrollment } Patients enrolled (n=311)

N

y

\ 4

Analysis ] Patients completed (n=284)

Figure 4.
KIFFED 7 10 —F v — h

21

Excluded (n=27)

* Unexpected disruptions in the CGM (n=15)
» Withdrawal or interruption (n=6)

* Adverse event (n=1)

* Missing blood samples (n=1)

* Unrelated inpatient treatment (n=1)

* Unrelated steroid therapy (n=3)



Table 1.

*GEEE & SGV BE, RSGV BE, UGV B EF Y 5
Total SGVEE RSGV# UGVHE Pvalue

n 284 17 104 180
Age (years) 68.0 (59.0, 76.0) 61.0 (51.0, 72.5) 67.0(56.3, 72.8) 69.0 (62.0, 78.0) <0.05
Number of female, n (%) 123 (43.3) 11 (64.7) 51 (49.0) 72 (40.0) 0.11
BMI (kg/m? 25.0 (22.6, 27.9) 22.8(20.7, 23.6) 25.8(22.6, 28.4) 24.7(22.5, 27.6) <0.05
Diabetes duration (years) 14 (8, 22) 4(1,10 8(4,14) 17 (12, 24) <0.05
Diabetes treatment, n (%)

Any insulin sensitizers 193 (68.0) 11 (64.7) 73(70.2) 120 (66.7) 0.75
Any insulin secretagogues 180 (63.4) 0(0) 0(0 180 (100.0) <0.05
FPG (mg/dL) 137.0(119.3,157.5)  151.0(118.5,164.00  142.0(120.0,156.00  134.0(119.0, 159.5) 0.73
HbA1c (%) 7.1(6.7,7.8) 6.8(6.3,7.2) 7.1(6.5,7.6) 7.2(6.8,7.9) <0.05
CPR (ng/mL) 1.7(1.1, 2.5) 1.4 (1.0, 1.8 2.0 (1.5, 3.0) 1.5(0.9, 2.1) <0.05
CPI (ng/mL per mg/dL) 1.2(0.9, 1.8) 1.0(0.7, 1.3) 1.4 (1.0, 2.0) 1.1(0.7, 1.5) <0.05
eGFR 66.0 (53.3, 79.5) 75.0 (65.1, 82.0) 69.3 (59.1, 82.0) 63.3 (47.5, 76.1) <0.05
24-h mean Glucose (mg/dL) 146.2(129.0,166.3)  139.2(125.5,153.0)  142.2(129.0,163.5)  147.8 (129.4, 167.5) 0.24
cv 27.8(23.7, 32.5) 27.1(21.1, 30.0) 25.2 (21.9, 28.2) 29.6 (25.4, 34.9) <0.05
SD (mg/dL) 40.3(33.2, 51.4) 34.9 (27.6, 47.3) 36.3 (30.4, 43.6) 44.0 (35.4, 54.1) <0.05
MAGE 105.4 (87.5, 134.0) 87.7(71.3,117.9) 92.9 (76.8, 113.1) 114.1(93.6, 141.2) <0.05
TBR (%) 0.1(0, 2.1) 0(0, 1.9 0(0,0.4) 0.6 (0, 3.0) <0.05
TBR (minutes) 1.2(0, 29.8) 0(0,27.2) 0(0,5.2) 8.1(0, 43.5) <0.05
TBR>4%, n (%) 44 (157 1(5.9 7(8.D 37(20.6) <0.05
TIR (%) 76.9 (63.7, 87.4) 87.8(75.8, 92.4) 83.0(69.3, 90.8) 73.5(60.0, 85.0) <0.05
TAR (%) 20.2 (10.6, 33.8) 12.2 (6.9, 23.0) 16.0 (8.5, 30.6) 23.7(12.3, 35.0) <0.05

T 5 OFEFAIE P RALPI ) F 7213 50(%) TR Uiz, 3 BEOBEI AT

Z 1 O E DT, X2 HE., F 71345 U T Kruskal-Wallis #7E % A

W L7,
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4.3.2. MAE A EEREL D 7 Afi

284 JEH] % SGV #(nm=17). RSGV #((1n=104), UGV F(n=180)D 3 FEIZ /31T
oo TRTOXMGEE & FBHOBEE R % Table 1 1IZ77, Fin, BMI, ¥EIR
JIE. B XY HbAle, CPR. CPI, eGFR Offiix, 3 B THEA2 > T
7o MPEZE BRI & M E BRI © 3 B TR/ > Tz, Figure 5 1%, &K
& SGV L RSGV HEICBIT D CV Az~ Lcb D THDH, CVotid LR
XSGV L RSGV REL 1240 TH Y, CVIZHOWTITMBER CREH#MICA
BERZITFRO b n-72(P=0.81), LLEOFERND CV Iy M A 71E 40
. KE LT MAEEE) & REE R MEEE % 5B 27200 CV I v b A7
ELTER LT,
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Figure 5.
X525 D CV 4345 (A) total, (B) SGV #£, (C) RSGV
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4.3.3. MBEEEORNZEME &R 2 THI35
MBEZEEREL D A~ b A 7l B9 5 frat

IS BRI CTd 5 TBR=4% %09 5 A E% % CV. SD. MAGE,
B LN HbAle OB E A7 % 72012, ROC fift. ROC ghit F EfE(area
under the curve: AUC)F L O 95% 5 #E X[ (confidence interval: CI) & #55E L
7oo BJEFIZ %G L L7- ROC i Cik, CV » AUC(0.85; 95%CI: 0.76 to
0.91) T bLEN T MHREZ /R L (Figure 6), (KM THIICIS T 5 CV O 77
N 7 EIE 40.00%E 40%, FrE 99%) Th o7z, il >~ A 7fEIX, SD
67.5 mg/dL(AUC=0.60, 95%CI: 0.49 to 0.69). MAGE 169.8(AUC=0.61, 95%
CI: 0.50 to 0.70)., HbAlc 6.2%(AUC=0.64, 95%CI: 0.55 t0 0.73) TH > 7=, LA
FEORERNS, TBRZ4A%IIXIT D CV #ifH% CV=40 L ER LT, 2D
BIZZE Lo B AE) & A2 e 7 s EE 2 5l 270D CV 1>y M4 7 fE
E— L7,
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4.3.4. {&KifHE L BEE L 7- mAELSE O R L EN %
THIFT H~—T1—

T RTOWERZ CV 4~ b4 71 40 2 VT 2 BES /T, (Rifhl & Bl L
TR E IR MAEEE 2 & O BETE B OV TG L7=(Table 2), CV=40 FfD
TBR. SD B X O'MAGE |%, CV<40 Bt Lt L CAHEICE -T2, TIR X

CV=40 B TIX CV<40 B & bl L THEIZKD > 72, 7272 L. HbA1c(7.2 vs
7.1, P=0.63). TAR(25.3 vs 19.8, P=0.29)IZ I3 H EZIL /2o 7=, CV=40 FED
BEE R TIL, CV<40 BRIZHARTHEBDA BICE < . PERIEOFRHIR A
BIZEN-Tz, £z, CV=40 BETIL, CV<40 BEIZHE~T BMI A EICK
. A VAV ARBENFEIZE -T2, ZZMEFFMAEE, CPI, eGFR fHiX
CV=40 BETIE CV<40 BEICHANTHEIE ) oo, BAERIT TAEZELZR
DI-EBIZBT L EIREEZRFT D720, BB OMBfREE R L
&2 A, FBMRE OHERHMEAS 0.4 LLE & A& 2> > 7=(Table 3), 4y Bk KFR
¥ (variance inflation factor: VIF) Z % H L4+ R COLEHKMIZIB T VIF 10 R
W CTHATDEMRLTI-DOT, ZNLOEHMNICITL ERIEILERD by
& ¥ L 7= (Table 4),

CV LEHEERDL INOLOEEDH L, B VAT 1 v 7 BUIRSHT 21T
CPIDIKTFENRKENZ ENCV EFOMN. LIz FPHl~——ToHoHZ & &M
52 L=+ v Xtelodds ratio: OR] 0.17, 95%CI: 0.04 to 0.50, P<0.05), A
VAV AREOF L eGFR b AL E R MFEEE O T~ — X —TH-72(0OR
7.20, 95%CI: 1.44 to 36.11, P<0.05; OR 0.96, 95%CI: 0.92 to 0.99, T Zh
P<0.05, Table 5),

ROC g2 &. CV By b A 7fH 40 % T4 5 CPI O A~ b4 7 {EI%
0.81(AUC=0.80, &% 65%, FrHE 80%) Td - 7= (Figure 7).

2. TRTOMBEEDENS A R AREROREF 2 L. [FkE
DIRHT 24T - 7=(Table 6, Table 7, Figure 8), Z U5 DOfs Fix., KD HEFE L
Ak CTho7c, ZDLH1T, CPIDIEFENRKEWZ &1 CV mEDOMAL LTz
FH~—A—THV, CV40 2 THT 572D CPI D1 v A7 KA b
1% 0.81(AUC=0.77, & 72%, FFEFE 65%)Th -7z,
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Table 2.

CV=40 #f L& CV<40 BEICI 1T 2 BE I RO g
CV > 40%f CV < 408F Pvalue

n 20 264
Age (years) 77.5 (69.5, 85.0) 67.0(59.0, 75.0) <0.05
Number of female, n (%) 9 (45.0) 114 (43.2) 1.00
BMI (kg/m®) 23.2(20.3, 24.5) 25.2(22.8, 28.9) <0.05
Diabetes duration (years) 21 (14, 24) 14 (7, 21) <0.05
Diabetes treatment, n (%)

Anyinsulin 18 (90.0) 102 (38.6) <0.05

Any sulfonylurea or glinides 7(35.0) 100 (37.9) 1.00

Any incretin-based drugs 13 (65.0) 221 (83.7) 0.06

Any insulin sensitizers 11 (55.0) 182 (68.9) 0.22
FPG (mg/dL) 123.0 (102.0, 145.0) 137.0(120.2, 158.89) <0.05
HbA1c (%) 7.2(6.8,7.9 7.1(6.7,7.7 0.63
CPI (ng/mL per mg/dL) 0.5(0.2, 1.0) 1.2(0.9, 1.8) <0.05
eGFR 55.4 (40.4, 70.2) 66.0 (54.9, 79.9) <0.05
24-h mean Glucose (mg/dL) 136.9(119.4, 147.8) 147.0 (129.6, 166.9) 0.07
Ccv 44.5(43.3,49.1) 27.4(23.3, 31.5) <0.05
SD (mg/dL) 65.3 (53.5, 72.2) 39.2(32.8, 48.9) <0.05
MAGE 163.3 (136.8, 186.4) 103.1 (84.8, 129.1) <0.05
TBR (%) 14.0 (7.9, 20.5) 0(0, 1.1 <0.05
TIR (%) 61.9 (51.9, 65.6) 78.5 (65.4, 88.0) <0.05
TAR (%) 25.3(15.2, 29.1) 19.8(9.7, 33.9) 0.29

==

T — X OFERALI T RAEWY 500 F 7213 5(%) TR LIZ, 2HEDHE
% Mann-Whitney U i, F7-1% Fisher's exact € % 7=,

5 oA
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Table 3.
KA 2 & T R ZEE 7R i 28 B & BEsEE 9~ 5 15 5 (K- O AH B AR 3K

Diabet
Age BMI 09 ppg CPI eGFR
duration
Age 1.00 —0.30 0.34 -0.11 -0.16 -0.49
BMI 1.00 -0.11 0.22 0.45 0.07
Diabetes
. 1.00 -0.02 -0.21 -0.30
duration
FPG 1.00 —0.04 0.19
CPI 1.00 -0.15
eGFR 1.00

Y5 N O FE BEBEIFR 2 B9~ 2 72912 Spearman rank-order correlation
RE & T,

Table 4.
R I 2 G T AN 22 8 7 I BE A8 B & BEE 9 5 35 5L K 1 D 43 i KAR £ (VIF)

VIF
Age (years) 1.63
BMI (kg/m?) 1.39
Diabetes duration (years) 1.25
Insulin treatment 1.17
FPG (mg/dL) 1.12
CPI (ng/mL per mg/dL) 1.44
eGFR 1.61
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Table 5.

ZEO VAT 4 v 7 ARG & O T AR MU (2 B3 D R E A A
Ze T4 5 R O fkEt
Odds ratio 95% CI Pvalue

Age (years) 0.99 0.94 to 1.05 0.83
BMI (kg/m®) 0.88 0.72 to 1.05 0.17
Diabetes duration (years) 1.00 0.93 to 1.06 0.97
Insulin treatment 7.2 1.44 to 36.11 <0.05
FPG (mg/dL) 0.99 0.97 to 1.01 0.39
CPI (ng/mL per mg/dL) 0.17 0.04 to 0.50 <0.05
eGFR 0.96 0.92 to 0.99 <0.05
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Table 6.
AR AREFOBREICEBITAS CV240 BE L CV<40 BECTOBREE =D

g

T — X OFERALI T RAEWY 500 F 7213 5(%) TR LIZ, 2HEDHE
% Mann-Whitney U i, F7-1% Fisher's exact € % 7=,

CV > 408¢ CV < 408¥ Palue

n 18 102
Age (years) 77.5 (68.8, 83.0) 67.0 (58.5, 74.3) <0.05
Number of female, n (%) 9 (50.0) 41 (42.3) 0.61
BMI (kg/m®) 22.9(19.9, 24.4) 24.8 (22.6, 28.6) <0.05
Diabetes duration (years) 22 (15, 24) 18 (13, 24) <0.05
Diabetes treatment, n (%)

Anyinsulin 18 (100.0) 102 (100.0) 1.00

Any sulfonylurea or glinides 5(27.8) 40 (40.8) 0.43

Any incretin-based drugs 11 (61.1) 81(82.7 0.06

Any insulin sensitizers 9(50.0) 60 (61.2) 0.44
FPG (mg/dL) 123.0 (96.8, 146.89) 131.0 (115.8, 156.0) 0.17
HbA1lc (%) 7.2 (6.8, 8.0) 7.3(6.8,7.8) 0.89
CPI (ng/mL per mg/dL) 0.4(0.2,0.9 1.0(0.6, 1.8) <0.05
eGFR 59.9 (44.5, 72.7) 64.6 (45.7, 80.3) 0.26
24-h mean Glucose (mg/dL) 139.2 (123.6, 150.1) 148.4 (128.6, 168.5) 0.14
cv 45.0 (43.2, 49.7) 29.8 (26.2, 33.9) <0.05
SD (mg/dL) 67.4(53.9, 73.6) 43.4 (36.5, 53.0) <0.05
MAGE 168.2 (139.2, 187.4) 113.5(95.2, 141.1) <0.05
TBR (%) 14.3 (8.6, 20.7) 0.6 (0, 2.5) <0.05
TIR (%) 60.7 (50.7, 64.6) 74.3(60.7, 85.8) <0.05
TAR (%) 26.5 (16.5, 30.4) 24.4(10.7, 36.8) 0.62
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Table 7.
A A AREFOIEFICB T AL Ea VAT v 7 Blmaot &2 v
K MbE (2 BAE 9~ 5 N2 E 72 MBE 22 8 % T3 5 K- O Fe st

Odds ratio 95% CI Pvalue
Age (years) 1.02 0.97 to 1.07 0.45
BMI (kg/m®) 0.84 0.69 to 1.02 0.07
Diabetes duration (years) 0.99 0.93 to 1.06 0.81
CPI (ng/mL per mg/dL) 0.18 0.05to 0.65 <0.05
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4.3.5. IMAEZBENVRE L B 5N+ OB EAFR

DFRFS

CPR & CV O BRZ RN T 57212, CPR & CV O IX % 1ERK
(?RkCV@%%@ﬁ@&Lt{TR&CV@

L7z, Figure 9 12 "7 L 9HIZ
BIFRIZERR E 720 CPR X CV L ADOHMB %R L7z (p=-0.39, P<0.05), Z DX

-
Fil 2 AW THEE SN2 PRI T, CPR 2MEWSEEIZIE CV 233 L <
L. CPR AW HEICIE CV 2MES SHHICHERR 425 Z & 7R L7, THISUIK

DL ITHEE ST,
Logio CV =-0.233 * Logio (ZZfEFF CPR + 1) + 1.551
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Logqg CV = - 0.233 * Log, (fasting CPR + 1) + 1.551
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4.3.6. IIPEEENZ BT HNERMEAL A Y 550k
TR O JE Bl bhig

Table 8 |Z/k T L 912, CV X BMI, ZEfERsMAE, eGFR & b A EICADHH
AR L7z, &512, CVITBERIBEOREIN & A& _ﬂzmafa'ézﬁ:m L, A
AU AREFOIEB O CV X, A AU AR LOSEFNZ AN AREIZRE
MnoT-, CV & HbAlc W72 EOMDR T & OB EIIFERD Lo T-, &
BT OFE R, CPRAKEIX CV SEOMAN L7z THl~—H—Th - 7=(P<
0.05), A > AU IRFEOAHEL eGFRIKE S CV SO FHIKF Tdh -7
(Table 9),

RIZ, 284 JEf % . 1K CPR #(CPR< 1 ng/mL, n=62). ' CPR #£(1
ng/mL=CPR<2 ng/mL, n=113), & CPR #£(CPR=2 ng/mL, n=109)® 3 #£|Z
. BREOBRE Y 5% Table 10 127”77, F#n, BMI, #EIREHAM ., IR
TR IE DR, Z2fERF s 3 CPR & BIE L T\ e,

F /- MAEAERE(CV, SD. MAGE) & I B PO 52 (TBR. TIR.
TAR) % CPR & B L TV 7=, Figure 10 [Z78 S 7-4 CPR BEIC R 5 7
Na—A7a 7y ANOEY, K CPRETIX, P IS CPRAEEL VD & M kE
BB RNLETH -T2, Flgure 11 3 #EfMD CV oAz~ , EER= &
VYA TREERMPEEE & EFEIND CV=36%DIEFEIX, * - & CPR
FEL D IR CPREED TN BEIZS ) o7,
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Table 8.
CV & B s 0 tHB Rt

I} Pvalue
Age 0.08 0.16
Sex (men, women) * (27.8,27.9) 0.97
BMI -0.24 <0.05
Duration of diabetes 0.24 <0.05
Insulin use (yes, no) * (30.6, 26.1) <0.05
FPG -0.21 <0.05
HbA1lc 0.06 0.31
CPR -0.39 <0.05
eGFR -0.14 <0.05

CPR % %7254 7% . Spearman rank-order correlation & & FV 7=,
*: Mann-Whitney ¥ i€ % F\W CHAZ BN 217\, FEBEIZBIT S CV Hik
EaiL LT,
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Table 9.

SR D CV & BEE IR T 5 EENFR T

B 95% CI Pvalue
BMI (kg/m®) -0.08 -4.53x10" to 8.15%10™ 0.17
Duration of diabetes (years) 0.04 —754x10™* to 1.56x10° 0.49
Insulin treatment 0.28 0.02 to 0.04 <0.05
FPG (mg/dL) -0.04 -4.89x10™* to 2.12x10°* 0.44
CPR (log ng/mL) -0.28 -0.24 to —0.09 <0.05
eGFR -0.13 -1.16x10" to —8.95x10°° 0.02
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Table 10.

% CPREEICH T b BE T 5
CPROFEE Pvalue
IKCPR#E " CPR#E F CPRAE
n 62 113 109
Age (years) 72.0 (66.0, 78.0) 68.0 (58.5, 75.0) 66.0 (56.5, 73.5) <0.05
Number of women (n, %) 28 (45.2) 50 (44.3) 45 (41.3) 0.86
BMI (kg/m?) 22.3(20.3, 24.4) 24.8(22.4, 26.7) 27.1(24.7, 30.1) <0.05
Duration of diabetes (years) 17 (13, 24) 14 (8, 23) 11 (6, 20) <0.05
Diabetes treatment
Insulin (n, %) 44 (71.0) 45(39.8) 31(28.4) <0.05
Use of any insulin
34 (54.8 82 (72.6) 77(70.6) <0.05
sensitizer (n, %)
Use of any insulin
20 (32.3) 47 (41.6) 40(36.7) 0.41
secretagogue (n, %)
FPG (mg/dL) 128.0 (106.8, 147.5) 137.0 (118.5, 153.0) 144.0 (125.0, 166.5) <0.05
HbAlc (%) 7.2(6.7,7.8) 7.1(6.6,7.7) 7.1(6.8,7.8 0.41
eGFR 66.0 (52.8, 76.8) 67.0 (55.7, 82.4) 64.0 (44.9, 79.4) 0.25
24-h mean Glucose (mg/dL) 147.1 (134.0, 168.5) 141.9(127.4, 157.7) 148.6 (126.1, 168.5) 0.29
Ccv 32.8(27.7, 39.4) 27.8 (24.5, 32.0) 25.9 (21.9, 29.0) <0.05
CV > 36 (n, %) 26 (41.9) 16 (14.2) 5(4.6) <0.05
SD (mg/dL) 50.0 (41.5, 63.7) 39.1(33.4, 47.4) 38.0(31.2, 48.9) <0.05
MAGE 131.6 (103.8, 156.9) 102.7 (85.0, 130.0) 96.8 (77.6, 127.5) <0.05
TBR > 4% (n, %) 17(27.4) 17 (15.0) 11 (10.1) <0.05
TIR < 70% (n, %) 33(53.2) 33(29.2) 35 (32.1) <0.05
TAR > 25% (n, %) 33(53.2) 34 (30.1) 48 (44.0) <0.05
T — X OFERALI TP RAEWY 500 F 7213 5(%) TR LTz, 3FEOEREE Y K1

Z 1 SO E DT, X2 e, F 7213452 U T Kruskal-Wallis #7E %

MW Tl L7z,
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4.3.7. A A ABEOGED MBS TR &

B

WY
I

IMyg C~7F K& ORRMEICE X D5

TRTOMNREETZ, A AV 58S 0 #H0=120), 72 LE(=164IZ577%
L7, &IZ, 2BEZOWT, CPR %F CV O#AAIX & TR &2 1Bk L 7=,
Figure 12 (7R3 & 912, %k L7= CPR & CV OERIZA R U L iBHEOA
A RIHOPEME 72D CPRIZCV EADHEEZ R L, THldh#RIT CPR 2K
WEHAIZCV OFELWEINEZ /R LT, CVIiZCPR tHEICADHEZ L,
BIEA L AU REH VTR VIR 2o lo(f RV HRED VD BE: p=-0.47,
P<0.05; 7% LEE p=-0.19, P<0.05, Figure 12),

43



60 — Log,, CV = - 0.272 * Logy, (fasting CPR + 1) + 1.599

------ Logso CV =-0.081 * Logy, (fasting CPR + 1) + 1.453

50

40

Coefficient of variation

30

20

10

Fasting C-peptide (ng/mL)

Figure 12.

A RN AREOAER T S CPR & CV OB L O

ARV ERE S FE(120 FER, HOAREA, TRIECSERD), 72 LEE(164
JERB, oA BxED, PR =)
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4.3.8. A AV BEEONE D IMBEZEMRE &
g C X775 N & OBRMIC 5z A2k

A A BT OSER|%Z . Basal-only regimen #£(n=65) & Basal-bolus
regimen HEm=55)IC LT Z A, A LAV LI A IO LT, CV
IZ CPR & HEICADFAB % 7~ L7-(Basal-only regimen #¥: p=-0.42, P<0.05;
Basal-bolus regimen £¥: p=-0.50, P<0.05, Figure 13), CPR &1 > AV &
WEECEZIZ 1 BORRA AU & & ORICIZBIfRIZ 7> > 7= (Table 11), =
NOEDFRRNE, A LAY AGROFESLZ ONED CPR & CV OBE &
fifi L7eW\N 2 & AR S 7,
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60 — Logy, CV = - 0.238 * Logy (fasting CPR + 1) + 1.579
------ Logso CV = - 0.303 * Log,, (fasting CPR + 1) + 1.617
50 .
£
c
S
8
$ 40
S
£
k5
G
%
S 30
20
10

0 2 4 6 8 10

Fasting C-peptide (ng/mL)

Figure 13.

A AV AREFOIEFNCE T 21EH LT X R CPR & CV OHRHIX
BLOTHIE

Basal-only regimen #£(65 fEf, #offilX: 4L, FHIZGSEAR), Basal-bolus
regimen AE(55 SEB, #AT X xH1, FHIZCHER)
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Table 11.

% CPREFIZBIT DA 2 Y A ESHBIRE DA D LLigk

CPROLE Pvalue
{KCPREE T CPREE B CPRAE

n 44 45 31

e EIE 4 1(1,4) 1(1,2 1(1,1) 0.14
Basal-only, n (%) 20 (45.5) 24 (52.2) 21 (70.0) 0.08
Basal-bolus, n (%) 24 (54.5) 22 (47.8 9(30.0) 0.08
A v R Y T kg/day 0.3(0.2,0.5) 0.3(0.2,0.4) 0.2(0.1,0.4) 0.06
T — & OFESAEIT R IAEWU5360) F 72135 (%) TR Lz, 3 HOBE Y =E1

Z 1 SO E DT, X2 e, F7213S4EEI2 U T Kruskal-Wallis #7E %

MW Tl L7z,
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4.3.9. FESHHR

ARFFEZ I T, CGM & o — 4G FL O Bl 52 2 28R L 1A
A3 CGM %375 %12 COGM & ik L7z, CGM 335 % D 5.5% ZHEflHE Rz fE %%
PR BN DBEHRA S 5 Pyl et al., 2020), &> % —3EFHALOA YV RV =T
7Y L= ML DT L X — MBS RN SHEH S TR Y . FIE L7:
LRI —2kETLIEPNEE L, MEFIOFEFRITEFELETHY
TP —HEHICHIE L RICHEERO TR Y | WYIKS L,
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4.4, EEZ

AWFEIE, BARN 2 BB RN KB 2 %512 CGM % i L 72 AW 28 <
HY .| FrexlIRLERMBEEER L O TBR=Z4%I(ZxHE3 5 CV Iy b A7l
R Lo, BARN 2 BUBEIR AN RBEF O E L L E) 2 ~3 CV I v b
F7EIZ 40 EEEL, RN B RATHRE N TS CV Y R4 7
fE36 LV b@Em\WZ AR L, 28BERIFICIIT 5 MFEEB OLEMEICITZE
NERFNIRIEA o A Y WL TnWD Z L2 BT LT,

NIERMEA A Y U b FEEE) & OBIMRERGI LIz & 2 A, *HEb L7-2z2
fJEIE CPR & CV O BEFRIFIMAEE BRSPS R R A b T B L 720 | N
KA 2V 3 WMET L TODIER]ITIE CV A EWW 2 & 2B LT,
B O RIT, NERMA 2 Y 5O MEEENZ %3 5 751X, NIKME
A LAY WIMETT LTS RER] & PRFF S AV TWDIER TITE R D v D
Hox oGt —8 Uiz, Lo T, MmpEEERI-ORE RIS A T,
CPRIIMMEEE O FH~—T1—L720 552 L &EFEH LTz,

CGM % W T, 1AV E 7o 2 BB PRI B (I E T AR ME U R 7 2 [FlE
T 5I21E. CV R bEN M AE ~—h—CTHDHZ LT+ TicmiEsn<
V% (Danne et al., 2017; Gomez et al., 2019), SD & MAGE & A #E) ~ —
A—& LTHAESN TSR, BERTELIN TS L O I2 2 bl bEE o
HRHE TR SN D 72O @ b D2 % 5 1 °7V  (Kovatchev, 2017; Jin et
al., 2014), AHFFEIZEBWTH CV X SD. MAGE, HbAlc & th#k L €., {RMLpF
& B L 72 N TE A B2 8 2 T LTz,

AWFZETIE, EHEM =z 'R CV36 % E D 7= B o BE £ H (Monnier
et al., 2017) & Lb#k UIRIFEEE O HbAlce 1 L ONERJ M &2 7R 9 ER] &2 % 4212 L
7es, BARN 2 BIBERIFENREE ORE LT IMEEENZ K35 CV Iy 4T
401X CV36 L0 HEfETH-7-, TBR O CV OHEIMERIE L T\ 5
ZEIET TR EN TV S A (Rodbard, 2020; Torimoto et al., 2018).
TBR=4%IZHHY42 CV U v A TEIZBIEE TRHTH -T2, AT
X, TBRZ4%IZHY 52 CV I v MA TN, ZE L LS & £9 54
> CV A ERREE — LTz, ZORERNS . BARAN 2 B RIFS K
B OARLE R MPEE BRI & BE L T\WD Z &R I,

For i, ZOMRIMEE & BE U7 AN E R MAEEENZITA A Y o3 ibEE D
B L CW DD TIEZR W ERGR &Y Tlz, T O E et 572012,
CV40 % FEEHEC2IER 2 2 BRCERNL LT & 2 A, CPI X F MK b & Baa
LIEARZERMBELFH EAEICEHEL TWAZ ENRHELMNCARY ., CPI DIKTF
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FERRENWZ EITLZEa VAT v 7 BRI EE DN T2 AR E 72 M E 8
KM LT PR~ — A —Thoi,

CPLITMz T, A AV G E eGFR RE b AL E R MBEL T 2 T4 5
~v—N—Tholz, —IZ, A AU AR OIEF]XZAPER M BEE D U
A7 3 E O (Ben-Ami et al., 1999), & L CIEMEBIRIZ, EoRH 0L, %
FIRREDESL, BIRCORFAEDKFICL Y, KIMFEED Y 27 725
(Alsahli and Gerich, 2014) ,

(ECIIBE |Z BE U 7= RS E 7 b A Eh 2 Fll9- 5 CPI O » b A 7% 0.81
ThoTe, IRIMPRIREBIZ WD TR B DA 2 U V33 il 4 a
HIE DT NI I WBEEINT 208 (D 7 o Z—L X2 b— g ), HEE
A IR MHERF D A > 2 U 3R BOSDME N L 7V 0 2 530 6 #8H0 L 72
W A AU UWBEEIIR T L CWAIER T, KI5 20X )
AT A= Fal—a VORENRH Y, MBEEENIRLEIZ /D R pE
U227 HEmnZ ERMBI TV A (Murao et al., 2016; Lachin et al., 2014;
Fukuda et al., 1988), AMFIEDOFERIL, FEEIT L TR WA LB A > A Y
YOWIMET L TCTWAIERFNZIBWT S, MAEZE DAL EI /R 0 RIEE Y 2 -
DIEWAREMED B 5

CPI (X ZE G RFIM IR A CRIHICRE CX 2EECH 5, CPI I v M4 7 1{H
0.81 1%, CGM Dftb vz, (KIMEIED U R 7 MV ER & 42 DI 8&”
OHEEMENRH D, HFERIZBWTERERA Y v 7N OH v b4 7 %15
L. WERMED S RMPENSEET 5 2 BB RFIES 2 T 2 & W
Do

WITF 2 1E, Z2fE@Rs CPR XM E B O R EZEMNZ T 5 ~— D —Th 5
ZEEBEEIRONARAWTARLE, Ll ZHRE TIITMRT 20 WmE
SN TW5D, CGM % 3EhE S Av7- 2 BUHE RIS B 53 SEF 2 x4 & L7 % 5y
MR ClE, ZERERE CPR & CV ORIZFEBAIEEE O B 727> - 7= (Craciun,

2018), 72, A AV IRESR LD 59 JEFIZ %5 & LB ZE Tl 2208
RENKIMEA A Y 3 E MAGE [Z% G- LRy, Z v a—AAREOA v
AV 3T MAGE (2% 595 Z & 039k & 7= (Kohnert et al., 2009), Z i

5 OMFZETIE, W CPR 28 2.7 ng/mL LA EORNREMEA > 2 U b R FE &
AVTIEBI X G 72 > TNz, — 7 ABFFETid,. CPR F1E2% 1.7 ng/mL
& EERINIRITEA v 2 U I OME T LTIER 2 %512 CPR & A E) &
BAMRZ RN L7z, BEM & AMEOREREZEDLETEXLDL &, EEICHREMEA
A WHMET LTER 2 & e 2 BRI EE 1B N T, WERMEAL R Y >~
TN MAEEE OIS L= PHl~—H—Th 5 T ENHERI -, BEIC, K
A5 & [RIRR I PRI 9 & BE 2R N IR A v R ) bl E 2 5 5 B AR ABE IR

50



# 208 JEH & *HGAZ LRI 9E 3 & V (Ohara et al., 2019), ZEiEEF CPR &
GV L ORNCHEIBMRIIFED DLZeinoTz, L L, Z OREWFZE Tl ABe
HEAKREBEOE G NRR Lo Tz, MBI 5 55 B A5
ERIpSTEREEMRH D, S IIMBERIED T DI AL LTe 2 AR IR BE % %15
(AT ORI OBER TIE, A A U AR OFEF] TILZENERF CPR & fbE4
BB L TW ey, A AV R E e LOREF TIIAHEBITFRD v o7
(Jin et al., 2014; Christensen et al., 2020), F&x OWFZETIX, BEifBEEE7-1F
T B MPEEREN SN TV DHARBE ORFE Liclzd, AR Y
BIROFIECHEFEONEN CPR & CV OBRMICHEL 5 27202 & &R
FTZLEMNTE,

ARFFETITA A Y ABRRETOIER D CV L, A > AV iRER LOSER &
wﬁbf%ﬁ?%oto:@*k@% A A ABRETOIER] T CPR 2MK
W . FEMRAIIZ CGM 2 W TR B O R ZEEEZRE T H 2 L 2 A
i*&“ﬂ“é

WIRPEA AU WD REE S IV TW A IERTIE, WRPEA AU Ut
MpEEE) & OREIIEF < . WIRTEA > A U 3 LI O B SR 123 fE 22
BB L CWD NS 2 bz,

CPR I ZEfGRFERIM CRABICHIE T 5 Z LA TE . 2 BUERIFICE T A IKMmEE
BT AN ERMAEEE Z THL 9 5, HEZRIZBWT, MEZE O
EABETRIIEEDO CPREZHMAZENEETHY, CPR ZIEFIED L
9 TR ADS MR 8) 2 B0GE S, PR OHEDIIE « 172 T 570

BEMEDR B 5,

ZOMGEIIT N ODDIRANDH 5, HF—I2, HARD 2 BHEIRIFEE DA
AV UK D BT AR TR < (Funakoshi et al., 2011), ABFIEIZSIN
L7z 284 JEBIIE, TR0 2 BUPE RIS BE LM 2 S L TW R WATREMED & D,
7272 L. WFZEBRAARF Ol & HbAle O SREIZ, HASA O —#RHI 7228 R 5 B

&Pl L Tz (Japan Diabetes Clinical Data Management Study
Group: JDDM http://jddm.jp/)., 12, ABFFETH SN AL, FE S
ey NAEZEGED T, BEAIZHE LY v W e 27 7 ¢
T IR CRRGET D EN D D, ARBPNE R T 0305 R EES D ATREMEIZ OV T
HEE TERWTZOMEEZIET v & Aﬂ:uit%ﬁﬁwégféb kS ?ﬁ@*ﬁ;ﬂﬂ& L7
%o BT, COGMASE, B {RIMBRRIE 21T B K5 DS 4EMEIC B L CIRA
NhHDLAEMERD L, Ll — %34*% L7 E B D H DT —H %R
T HZ LT, TNOLDOAREMS Za/NMRIZIHA S Z &2 Hfe L, HBIUIC
TBR IZxf9 % CV OREEE Tk <, LEHIT 40 THH-7=, CV v kzL
7 40 23 EVVRERLEE IR IS A2 THIT A SV S Frax DFEIIL, 2D CV By
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N 7 EDMEIAE U R 7 O @ ES] 2 fEFEIZER T D DITHESLD T & A BERT
%, TBRIZKkIT 2 CV OREEE D HI12iE, CV 2o BEY R EMAEDE
THEHFRIRET 21T 9 WEN S H 720, TBRIZBHE T 25D BE Y R A4 fEt
THIENREHROBETH D,

ASRIOBRFHZ LY . BHARAND 2 BIBERFASREE 2BV T CV40 13, ZEL
T pEZEE & RIS & B U 7 R E R ML %2 XBIT 55 v hA7fET
HHZEEHLMNT LT, BARN2HBIPERFEFEDRFETH DA AT 53U
I, HbAle oM R IRIFE ORI Z M7, RilhE & B U 7o R 22 E 72 fpl
EENCHFE L TWD, (b L7z CPR & CV ORRIZERE 220 . NERMA
A Y U, RIS & BEE U 7= R E /R MAEZEEY D U R 7 D3 @ MES] % R E
THHEMAR~——¢E720 5B,
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— 2 W —
2 RUBEPRIF IEFH ONKMEA R U 53U
SGLT2 [HE# & DPP-4 [HEK O L.
(2 & B AR BN SE N RIC G 2 D %8
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5.1. &=

AR, MAEZEBNOHERDY, ARIMAECA OHE DOFIE - R & B35 & v o @
HEPBRLIND L9120 | FERIFEOEMIREIZ BT H W I IFE L #hiE &
IS LTCRMmbEay b — L BHEEFCEDIMNTERDEET > TN D,
Tz 135 1 3T 2 BUBERIR O AR ZEE 7 MBE RN IR A > R U 43 E A
WL RIFT L EHAONT L, ZORENS., HERFIREKIC I T 5 s
EENSGEDNR S, NERMEA AU Ui EBhER S D AREEDR B 2 b, =
DO ZBEET 5720, RKETILUHEOH 603 %FE LI-HEAEIF5E CALMER
#BR(Cho et al., 2020) D _IKFENT 24T > 72, T OFRER T & 7o 7z 2 BER
R Z, NIRMEA 2 Y U IMOREEIC X - CTERME L, DPP-4 [L#EK L
SGLT2 FHEZF O GF AL MBS % U S ¥ 5 RO\ T, DPP-4 [HE
oD SGLT2 BHEIRICEI W BR 2 72356 & i L TRt L7z,
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5.2. HiE
5.2.1. %15

KIGREIL 20~80 D HAN 2 BIFERF B T, HbAle 6.5~9.0%., BMI
23 kg/m? Ll L. eGFR 45 mL/min/1.73m?2 LA LT, 73V 7V 75 20 mg/
A% 12 B ERA L CWIERITH 5, BRIMVEHET, 1 BUERFEE . i
£ 6 7 HUWNIZHEIESZ b—3 A FEREIEE 72 I XATEED & 5 FER], 4T %
TR L QD D ATREMED & D i N L ORI OSEF], B 72 FFRERERR <0
BHERERREDH DIER, W7V vuvy, TRV TV TF . hF T T7nm
DT R T TF UEESED R x L CRBUE OBEF RN S HIER]. BEAE
JYYE, BHERIMED B DIER]. FINATER ORERF], BFHEIEL B )IESF T
TARVVER], F OMFE Y EA A A EY) &I L7 ER & LT,

5.2.2. Wtz o b a—/u

ABRIL, CGM & BFAMREBRGT 2 b I —/W) & HW T hx (10 iz Owi
] & FE B MRS TRERE ARV A L LI 92 2 17 72 > 7= CALMER 5B © — K fi#hr ¢
H5, PREEGTXT, I8EETRV 7V FFQ0mg/H)ohF 707
7Y (100mg/ NI Y 2 2 BESWITCH #)., 72137 %V 27U 7F o
(Q0mg/ BNz HF 27U 712 (100mg/ H) Z B N4 5 E(COMB B HE/EX 12
B0 AT 7o, BIRFIXAFE (R RAE 65 %), BMI(HJE 25kg/m?),
HbAlc(H HAH 7.5%), eGFR(FJE 80 mI/min/1.73m2) & L7,

[FERE% 1EHOZB (=2 T A )T IR L 7= 1% 28R i %
1TV COGM %35 LT-, W& IR A 14 HELER L C CGM 2 Efi L7z, 1A
HORBFAMABRGE - VAR - BR/ - YRBOF 4 B)iF, #5585 CGM
HEEZ2HENS 4 BBICT RV 7Y 7F 2 (20mg/ H) ZRH L 7RI T e
LTz FOBEEET, T3V 27 FF(20mg/H)DRDVIZE Y Y THNT-
AN F 270 7y 100mg/B)E7-13hF 7Y 7u P 100mg/7 % U 7'V
7 F o 20mg BLEED) MBIt S N7z, CGM #E5% 7 HHIC, [A—0RFEAMR
BR(2 [B] B OB FA MR & 505 U7z, FEFHGE B (3 3EAIL Hai(l B BB &
OEH%QEIH) ORBFAMABRIZK TS MAGE OZ(L&ETH D, BIKEHE
HE & LT, AL HEFISOZERGRFIAE, BMI, 24 REHE -5 i E O Z (L%
PERSERFA L 7=
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AL, RFPWEPEEEGHAR > b7 — 27 (UMIN) & o # — 288k L 72 (s
#5 UMIN000029628), #FFEEHEIEIL, ALifEiE K 7wt B F R A2
BROKRE/TND,

¥, WHEL BIENITHEIRIFEFEZ LN L WD EEIE, JFAlE LT
HRBOELEZATORNI & ET L0, RMAED U 27 BEE SN HRHTIE, A
YA RS« A R Y UM A B ATRE & LT

5.2.3. HEJEBIZL DX E

QR RIFBE ICBIT A F 7V 7a TR ) 7Y FF oA eI &
% MAEE B ~DN % CGM I TR L7Z5EHI 22 a5 3 ERE S TRO LT
RN, AWFZEICBWNT 7Y 7a Y 100mg &G5-E T ) va Y
100mg/7 %V 7' U 7'F > 20mg Bl & e 512 KX 5 MAGE OZ b &% ks 5
WZH7=0, D F 7V T7r T 100mg A AU AR O 2 B R IR B
i L MAGE % 5l L 7= G RMF5E 2 2% & L7-(Matsumura et al., 2017), [fl
e TIE, A AU SRR O 2 BB RBEBE 15 EFIC LA F 7Y 7ay
> 100mg FEHE% TH CGM IZ & 5 MAGE % #¥4fi L4 % 89.2mg/dL.
74.9mg/dL Th o7z, 7o, HBHFHIZBWTA AU REFR O 2 BRI H
H 14 JEBNSK LEE AT DPP-4 [HESZ 27U 7 122 100mg D[FRI%hH
A7) 7 a Yy bmg ([0 B 2 72452 Tld(Nomoto et al., 2017), BI#: z /i
#%TD COM IZ kv MAGE 1%, % %86.0+29.4mg/dL. 91.0*+34.2mg/dL T
bV HEEERBDRN-STZ, TNHDOZ EEBZEIZ, KFEIZBWWT 7Y
7uYy 100mg HF L 27U 7a P 100me/T R VY 7Y FF 2 20mg AL
A8ED MAGE ©7% 19.3mg/dL, “F¥55 80 HIEHERZ % 31.9mg/dL & E
L. RSO t UEIZ K D REM iR 21T - 7o, K 7] 80%., Ml E ke
5% D FTIL 1B M4 EFINMLETHY , EHIZ 10%E ZET 5 & 18 49 JE
B, WREE T 98 SEMI A B AEERIE L Lz,

5.2.4. MR AFALZFEHT

—BELL EAE R IR Z BRI L, ., CPR, HbAle ZHE L7, Thb
OEAZ, FEENRFELZAOTHE Lz, ot G, M BEREIER
K R E DT — 2 X EREPERIZ IV TREE L7z,
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5.2.5. M ETEHIRENT

TRTCOMEFE L, ko X 512 SWITCH #£ £ 7213 COMB #0 2 #EZy
I, N—RAT A DOZEER CPR O YL 1.9ng/mL CTREHL iz, >
£ 0. K CPR(<1.9)+SWITCH #%, & CPR(<1.9)+COMB #%, = CPR(=
1.9 +SWITCH %, F7213% CPR(=1.9+COMB B D 4 B ME L=, 4 BF
DREE % 1 Tl E SO, X2HE. XS U T Kruskal-Wallis
RE A AWl Uiz, EHETRIQ BB L OEEZQ BH)ORFHAMR
BRICH T 2 B RED MPEEBHEE MAGE Z X0 5 t MEZ VTl L
7o TDOEbE AMAGE % 4 E ClR 3 2 72D w2 ik, %
HARA Ry 7 D 72912 Tukey’s honest significant difference FiiE %17 -
2o TRTOREIXEMBETHY ., P<0.05 ZHFHICHERETHD & LT,
W EH#ENTIZ. JMP Pro 14.0.0 software(SAS Inc., Cary, NC, USA) % A 7=,
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5.3. ik

5.3.1. BE Y =

101 A DOXGED H B, 2 FEFIFZERRGRTIC [FE 2 /Rl Lo, 4 JERE
CPR O7 —Z AR L TW el DITERA S 4, 95 JERFI (L 36 44) 35l 4 %
T L7, ®%E& 13K CPR+SWITCH #:(n=25), & CPR+COMB #£(n=22),
& CPR+SWITCH £ (n=22). & CPR+COMB B (n=26)D 4 FEIZHH SN
2o BB X OEEOR M % Table 12 (27F, BMIL, A > A U U4 UAMEESK
OFFEAZR, 3 X OEMERFIEEIL, 4 B TR > T,
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Table 12.

A PISE=R
4 FER O B =
Total {XCPR+SWITCH# {XCPR+COMB# CPR+SWITCHE: &CPR+COMBRE: Pvalue
n 95 25 22 22 26
Age (years) 65.0 (56.0, 69.0) 67.0 (59.0, 69.5) 65.0 (54.5, 68.8) 59.0 (53.8, 67.0) 65.5 (56.8, 71.0) 0.26
Number of 36 (37.9) 10 (40.0) 7(31.8) 10(45.5) 9(34.0) 0.79
female. n (%)
BMI (kg/m?) 26.1(23.3, 28.1) 24.1(22.7, 26.7) 25.0(23.0, 26.2) 28.4(25.8, 31.0) 26.9 (24.8, 29.0) <0.05
Diabetes treatment, n (%)
Biguanide 63 (66.3) 18(72.0) 15(68.2) 14 (63.6) 16 (61.5) 0.87
Insulinotropic
33(34.7 16 (64.0) 7(31.8) 1(4.6) 9(34.6) <0.05
agent
Pioglitazone 4(4.2 1(4.0) 1(4.6) 0(0) 2(7.7) 0.62
a-glucosidase
5(5.3) 3(12.0) 2(9.1) 0(0 0(0 0.13
inhibitor
Insulin use 13(13.7) 4(16.0) 6(27.3 2(9.1) 1(3.9 0.11
FPG (mg/dL) 148.6£27.7 138.6+23.7 143.1+29.0 161.9+£33.1 151.6:20.9 <0.05
HbAlc (%) 7.3:0.5 7.240.4 7.3:0.5 7.3+0.5 7.440.7 0.71
CPR (ng/mL) 1.9(1.3,2.6) 1.3(1.1,1.7) 1.2(1.0, 1.6) 2.9(2.2, 3.6) 2.4(22 2.9 <0.05

T — X OFERALITEEE = SD, HRAEWU A0 F 7213 5(%) TE LIZ, 48
K% 1 ehLiE b, x2 &, Kruskal-Wallis #E % HVC

===

D EEE =
e U7z,
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5.3.2. AERHGEH

KA FFT(L ER) & EH%Q BB OAEAMRERICEIT S MAGE OZ1L
% 4 FER TR L 724 % Figure 14 (2R L7=, /& CPR+COMB #£, & CPR
+SWITCH £, = CPR+COMB EETiE, 2 [0 H oRFARRBRDO MAGE 28
1EIHICH_RTHERBEIE T LTV, LaL, & CPR+SWITCH #ETliX 2 [
HofAHEAMREBR O MAGE (22{ki%727> > 7=(Table 13), £7-. i CPR+
COMB B AMAGE I3{& CPR+SWITCH EEIC R THEIZKE o 72(-29.2
+28.3 vs. -2.51+28.8; P<0.05), ZZGHFIMME & CGM % W\ THEE L7- 24 FF
M2 MBI & [RIAR D 28 % 7~k L 7=(Table 14. Table 15), 2 [a] H ORZHE fafak
BROMEIT, FHET1EIEORFAMRABREE LY LAEITE» 7208, FHIR
EAALEIL, 4 B CTEMNR o 7= (Table 16),
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AMAGE

COMB -20.0+24.6 -29.2+28.3 1

SWITCH -2.5+28.8 -11.6+19.0

» CPR (ng/mL)

1.9
Low fasting CPR  High fasting CPR

Figure 14.

BHRAMRBRIZEB T 2 AMAGE O 4 B

T =X OFERMEITEHEESD TH L7z, 4 B AMAGE (2B L T3tk
ST W, ZEARA MRy 7 IO 72 ©1Z Tukey’s honest significant
difference fRE 217\ bRl L 7=,

1 P<0.05 vs. {& CPR+SWITCH ##
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Table 13.
SIS B i1 0 B ARFRIRIZ 3517 5 MAGE 0%k

18] B A ff iR 20 { AR AMAGE
fKCPR+SWITCH# 115.7+32.7 113.1£28.9 —-2.5+28.8
{&CPR+COMB#¥ 118.2+35.2 98.2+30.3 * -20.0+24.6
& CPR+SWITCH#E 107.9+27.7 96.3+24.3 * -11.6£19.0
= CPR+COMB#E 116.1+40.7 86.9+26.3 * —99.9+98.3 "

T — 2 OFERAEITEEMEESD T LTz, FHED MAGE 23505 5 t RE
WL L7, 4 BE O AMAGE (2B U CTH 80T 2 v 72 1% Tukey'’s
honest significant difference 1€ 217V L L 7=,

*1 P<0.05 vs. FEAIZ HE RO & AR

1 P<0.05 vs. i CPR+SWITCH £t AMAGE
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Table 14.
SEHAS FE R % D FA MR BT 5 22 E REIL B O 281,

A1 A £ F A far R 2] B o A il A 72 JE I A
{XCPR+SWITCHEE 138.6+23.7 131.0+14.3 —-8.0+20.4
fXCPR + COMB# 143.1£29.0 122.5£27.4 * —20.6+19.9
#CPR+SWITCHE: 161.9+£33.1 152.7+41.4 -9.2+48.7
#CPR+ COMB#E 151.6+20.9 133.9+20.7 * —17.7£20.0

T — X OFERAEITFHMEESD TF Lo, SREOZEMERFIE 2 %S0 H 5
t EZ AW THE L7, 4 B O A 22RO IC RS L T8 2 vz
% Tukey’s honest significant difference & & %17\ \FL#g L7z,

*1 P<0.05 vs. FEAIZ HE RO & AR
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Table 15.
HHE IR O BHAMARBRICBIT 5 24 W SEE) i E o 214k

10H] H f g iR 2[A] B £ #41 f alR A 248 )T A

IKCPR +SWITCHZ# 143.8+26.2 133.2+19.8 * -10.5+16.9
{&CPR+ COMBR¥ 136.6+28.3 112.5+26.0 * -24.2+16.17%
% CPR-+SWITCH## 149.8+26.2 140.1425.4 * -9.8+19.2

% CPR +COMB#H 148.6+28.3 125.4+22.9 * -23.3+17.0 7%

T — X OFERAETTEHMELESD THR L7, FRED 24 W) MAEE 2 % it D
b5t BEE FAVTHER L7z, 4 BEM O A24 BEFPFEEIMBEEIZB LTIk
58T % BV 721 Tukey’s honest significant difference 1€ % 17\ bl L 7=,

*: P<0.05 vs. FEHIZE S ET O £ F A kR

" P<0.05 vs. & CPR+SWITCH E£D A24 W] 15) i fi i

11 P<0.05vs. = CPR+SWITCH #E D A24 WA bl
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Table 16.
SIS E T 0 EARFRIRIC 3515 B AR O A

18] B A fr R 2l8] B A& F AR AKE
{ECPR+SWITCH ¢ 64.7 (58.0, 70.2) 63.7(57.4,69.9) * -1.5£1.3
{ECPR+ COMBE! 65.1(60.9, 72.8) 63.5(58.8, 71.1) * -1.7+1.0
& CPR+SWITCHEE 73.6 (64.2, 85.0) 71.1(61.5, 83.8) * -1.9£1.2
= CPR+COMBREE 70.3 (61.6, 82.5) 68.7(59.8, 79.8) * -1.7+1.1

T — 2 OFERABITEEEESD T L7z, FHOEREEZNICOH D t REE
MAWTEZ Lz, 4 BERIO A REICEI LTI Bt &2 Fl 72 1% Tukey's
honest significant difference 1€ 217V i L 7=,

*1 P<0.05 vs. FAIL H O R&FHAmER
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FRECB W THERAEFRIIWE SN THREEEDPMIRZ EE LI,

5.3.3. H=E

Jml
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£

AR TIET R U 7 U 7 F TR LTz CPR BMEWEFIZISWT, 7
Uo7uyr~OY 2T MAGE WENRNRZ LI 2wz, Ll
F7V e TR ) U TFUOREEX, & - K CPRIERI & HiT
MAGE # K F &8, 2 b0OfERIZ, AERMA AU U WAME T LT
L%6. BERIFTRREIKIZ X 2 MBE A SGERN R FET T2 &\ ) Fex DG A
XTI b0 THoT, Tz, ZEMERF CPR IE 2 AUHE RIS A 63 2 e 72
AFRO—Bh L 725 Z EVRB S T2,

ABFGEIL, AF 70 7a Pl Bz i 2 BRI TRV T IR
A LAY o opWE MAGE OWEOBREZIO THE LD THDH, T
2. veF 7Y e B RA L TWDIEflZ XSG E Lizr v 24— —ilBk
(Nishimura et al., 2015)L & /X7 ) 7 1 ¥ Z W= E/E 4R ER(Nomoto et
al., 2017) CHAE S TWAD X 912, SGLT2 FHEHKIIR ST 71 a— 2 PEit&E(IC
ESWTREAE 2 F Iy 7 b &7, SGLT2 MLEREMEE, /1%
SGLT2 [HEHKE A > 2 U EFIEOOFHEE TIE. MAGE SGERNRIT KD
ST, AEIOMIETIX, TRV Z IV TFTFonohF 7)oy~ )z
FIEIT 24 BRI EY MBS 2K F S 7228, BEH & [FEEIC CPR 2MEVWVERNIZE
WTIE MAGE OSEIIRD SN hotz, AT 7a o0 25 SnT-5E
B 26 G & U= BEVE 2 AL L i BR (Tobe et al., 2018) Ti&, ZZfEREFMTE A > A Y
VEREWIEFIZBWTHBICEZMIHENME T LEZOA AU 5 w@ﬁ
M7=, O E LT, SGLT2 [HEHKITA > A U iz BRIl i RE
ErEBRIICEEIE L, TTICHEMEA AT U5 w#ﬁTLTwéfWT
IZARERMEA R Y U ERE SN2 ERBEE L TWD EE LN
(Takahara et al., 2015), ZiAL 6 DOFERIL, NERMEA AV WK T L7
JEFNZF T, SGLT2 FLESRIC & 2 mpE A EhokEeh B3 es Lz & v o Tk
DIEREIFTHHLDOTH D,

Wiz, DPP-4 f#ESK & SGLT2 BLERDOJEABIEICE L TELT S, 117
Voo rbrx 070 7F oo 280325 2 & TR X OVE % b
EOK T2 L 0 B2 72 » (Kadowaki et al., 2017), MBS E) N kE 5 )R
DME SN TND, ZO2HOPFRFIEIEL, 1 -7 ) 7 ey oiEER GLP-1
SWMEEIER &7 ) 77U 7F @ DPP-4 [HEMER OESERIZ L - T,
GLP-1 B % R IED2R[EMENRH DL ENREBT L, TRV TV TFTF L7
N TG EMRIT DR, ST 7Y 7uYrEFHLTCL VI
SyWATHEEIN L 722 x> 7-(Noda et al., 2019) . LL EOFERE S, 2 BRI TH
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RPEA 2D 3 WBME T L CW D REFI O MAEEE % S HIt#EmT 5701
I%. DPP-4 [HEHE) 6 SGLT2 fHEMA~DEI W 2 L0 ¢, DPP-4 [HEHK L
SGLT2 FAEMDOFHEIEDO TN LV B e ha— L ThhH I EBRRBEI
77

2 BUPEPRIF AR IC SGLT2 AEME A B G- L=k, BECI v U —2389 516
M2 D 2 & DN STV 5 (Matsuba et al., 2020028, ABFZETIEA &, 5l
B BE, AEOA4RIOBFAMRARBREZERE L T2 EREATHD, B
HAMRBOD v U — 385 SMEOHREIZESNHTE Y, BREAMRRT
FTKRERSMORY, 7ra—, EHIREO o7, BRRE LTI, Z
DWFFED R — 2T A L EEOREFI DRSNS RER TR D720, MERICHE L
AREMENRN D B, Z L CZ OHFZEIE BMI 23kg/m?2 ARt D B 2 Bgk U CREMT L
TEY, FHEEFEE CIIRBROREREIIR O RWAEERD D, ZNERIET
LT DIiE, WRPEA 2D WA DR =R T A % — B S W T IEB] % %f
RICHIMEMREITHOMERN DD, IDIZ, A F TV 7ur x>
F ORI X ATEHER GLP-1 ERHEB XNV v I W~ DR DU T
BELUTCH, T O BRI EITRNE ST,

NERMEA A Y 3 WME T LTIERI O mEE S 2 BT 5 7 DIlix, B
sV oar TR 7Y TFUOOHRABEEIL. TRV TV TTF U
V7u o~ FRELD bENTEINTH -7z, 225N CPR 1%, B
PRIFEBE 125%™ % S 72 SEARIN &2 R E T 2 OISO A REMEDN B 5,
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i EMEGEAE BT A 7T a LAY v é
D RE L & D BE
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6.1. =

2 AUBEPRIN DR REIT, BEBHIIE NS DA A Y Ay ibkEE & oA 2 ) HHIE
DR EWVD 2 ODFHRAEFFD . 2D OFRUIHEIRIFIIERT S HBEL L TWH
% (Kendall et al., 2009), 2 BBEJRIFFEIES . FERMINLDN D DA 2 AV 2V 43UhI%
TR T UMW & & ICS BITIE T 208, A AU ARBUE I
M2 R L2 £ /0983 5 (Weyer et al., 1999), L7=28-> T, 2 HpER
JROFIE & PEEEICIBWT, HEBMIMERE IR TR EE R ZE ZH > T D &
2%,

2 BRI BE D 45%12, FET v 3 — WPERRREPERTEE B (nonalcoholic fatty
liver disease: NAFLD) #7279 % (Ballestri et al., 2016)., NAFLD TiXifigo
REWAAL N FEIE « H9H3 5 72912, NAFLD N 3ET )L 2 — WAPERR PR 2%
(nonalcoholic steatohepatitis: NASH)ZHE{T L, <023 CHFE 2N Hifa s (2 Fa
% (Mori et al., 2004), NAFLD O3JE « BT IZIZA > A ) U HEBIENES S5
T5E W) HEITH D3 (Haas et al., 2016). AFIEIL 2SRRI RER & & BY
HLTWANE I MIZOWTIE-H LI TIZ AR,

A A R, EBHMIIEN TARENIZA A Y OFIBATH 5 PL M4y fiF
ST, CPR & & b ICHEBMIR D AW S D, miE N TR e A A Y
VR M RRETIL PT O G RMERE S L, REAVR PIEX 5 LB 26
NTWb, A 22U NZxET 5 PLOkEL, 2 BB RFCHRIEZM & 72 1
BIBEPRIE C B L, BERIGHIELZ TRT 5 Z & RHE STV 45 (Sims et al.,
2019), UL EX Y PIIXEERHINDOFEEDORRE 2 K9 28 - LU LIEH
WHILD, 2T, IEIAFES(FLD & 2280 PT 2 VT, HARAN—REMIC
B DRENIRF OHELT & EpHIfLRSRERE T & OB 2 MEt L7,

70



6.2. HiE
6.2.1. %5

AHf5E1L. DOSANCO Health Study(the Dynamics of Lifestyle and
Neighborhood Community on Health Study)(Nakamura et al., 2018;
Nakamura et al., 2020) &\ 5 HUlgEREEBFAEDO B L LT 2015 FI270
ITMGET — & O—H 2 - TR 22 R 5t 21T o 7o AMFZEI AL EE FERRT
D 35 kN6 79wk £ TCOERDSIN LTz, ZEMERFR M 23 F2hi S A7 B e R
I3t 300 44 &= B e Bt 545 44 T, (EROIEAREMOEFERS, MR, BEHIE,
g, 2R M) 2SR Sz, AT, AbEE KPP B L ERARIFIE5R A
REBOKBESTZ, b4b L DOXMREFED H B, SIEFNIMIEA > AV AMEDT
—HZBARE L T2 DI S 4L, B3 IEFNET TITHEIRIA & 2l S MG
Pz T T feDIcSh S iz, 759 0 489 JEFI O x5 (&1 263 )12
WTHRET L 72,

6.2.2. MR FAL M

Z OWFZETTIR, ZEIEREIEE, MG > AV > CPR, HbAlec, IjF y-
glutamyl transpeptidase(y-GTP). H1EEi¥ L O PI DEERIET 5729
(2. —BEHE R % ORI LR A FRIRZEANC X 0 g o 7R, 2
O ORRMMEH 1%, RN RENZ2 AW CHIE Lz, IiEY > 7 vid, PIOH
EDT=DIZ-80°CTHRAF L7z, PIIRE(mOVL)IE, 74 A LT viA
(Millipore Corporation Inc., Burlington, MA, USA) % F\\CTHIE L 7=,

6.2.3. HAEI b D+t

RENARFORLEE X, BMI, MEPH. y-GTP, B I OHMEAE O Z W i=LLF o
AR ZFHE LHEE L 7= (Bedogni et al., 2006),

FLI = ((exp (0.953 * log (1 #4fi515) + 0.139 * BMI + 0.718 * log (y-GTP) +
0.053 * P - 15.745) / 1 + exp (0.953 * log (*FEAGAS) + 0.139 * BMI + 0.718
*log (y-GTP) + 0.053 * g - 15.745)) * 100.

FLI=30 iZAFfENfb7e L. FLIZ60 i3fFRENILH 0 LHEE S D,
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6.2.4. &R A O fats

Z ® DOSANCO Health Study DfERT —# # HWZBEHR T 51TV 5
Y MEEOTR SIMERE DB, PLENAEICENT 5 Z & 21
57 L7z(Nakamura et al., 2020), 7206 PIEE . fICERHIRaEERE 4~
I 81 T& 5 homeostatic model assessment beta cell function(HOMA-B).,
CPID 56, PLENMEREDE L I b T 2 Z & bholc, Lo
T, ABRFTCH A IR RERE T O L LT PL 2 W,

6.2.5. = OO FHE B

A AV R PEIY,. homeostasis model assessment of insulin
resistance(HOMA-IR) (Z L Y #F L 7= (Matthews et al., 1985), H i ARXE
REE 2 TR, PERI. MEPRIR OB 2 IR L 7=,

6.2.6. Mt FHIFENT

FTRTOXNGHFIL, FEVEORREIZHE-SX | K FLI #(FLI<30), + FLI
FE(BO=FLI<60), & FLI H(FLI=60)D 3 HEOWT IO S 7=, 3 FEH]
2B T 2AMFENB LOEEE RN HIEE., 1 oil&EoBolr. XRE. £
7213 Kruskal-Wallis #2 € 2 H L Tl L7, PIEITZIER DA 2~ LT\
Drolzfedd PLEZ BRI (n)IZZE 8 U, /b 3 F5)(95%CD & L TR L
7o 3EEMICEH T D Pl 2T 5 72t V=%, ZEAA R v
7 e D 7= DI MER & s 2 28 & & L 7= Tukey’s honest significant
difference fRE & 1T>72, MOF N PLEICEEZ KIFT 02 T 5729
(2, WFZESER 2 BMI E¥IE CREBIUE LIRIEEO ST 21T - 72, S 51T, @A v
AV CMFEDSFERAAERT 2008 5 02 HWT T 57201z, #FFTER] & 2 E R i
HA LAY OFEETREBINE L CTRERO T 21T o572, S BT, PRI O
B2 RS 72, HERFOBEREN S 5, F 7032 ERHE = 126mg/dL &
%\ E HbA1c=6.5%7 b FEIRIE D2 1 5 48 JEf & FRAk L 7o 1% 441 JEf
[ZOWTIRBEDRIT 21T 2 72,

72



TRTOBMEFHABE THY ., P<0.05 ZHAICHAETHD L LI, &
FHENTIZ. JMP Pro 14.0.0 software(SAS Inc., Cary, NC, USA) % v /=,
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6.3. ik

6.3.1. BE Y =

BRI 489 LBV COERFEEN 58.0£12.5 1%, M 53.8%. BMI
23.743.6 kg/m2 Th o7, x5 %, (K FLI #(1n=303), H FLI #%
(n=106), & FLI #0=80)D 3 #EIZ A L7, SME LR & FHIZEBIT 541k
T F % Table 17 1277, BHEOEIG, BMI, G, 8LV ZEfER b,
HbAlc, PI, A > 2V CPR, X HOMA-IR OfEi%, AFIENED
FREE L BIENR D ST,
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Table 17.

ZINEEE & BB T D A LRIl SO g

Total {EFLIEE " FLIfE i FLIEE Pralue
n 489 303 106 80
Age (years) 58.0+12.5 57.6+12.8 585+ 12.3 58.4+11.5 0.77
Number of female (%) 263 (53.8) 204 (67.3) 43 (40.6) 16 (20.0) <0.05
BMI (kg/m?) 23.7+3.6 22.0+2.5 25.1+2.8 28.3+3.4 <0.05
Waist circumference (cm) 81.6+10.4 76.0+7.4 86.8+6.1 95.9+17.1 <0.05
FPG (mmol/L) 5.2 (4.8, 5.6) 5.0 (4.7, 5.4) 5.3 (5.0, 5.7) 5.5(5.1,6.2) <0.05
HbA1lc (%) 5.4(5.2,5.7) 5.4(5.1, 5.6) 5.6 (5.3, 5.9) 5.6 (5.3, 6.0) <0.05
Proinsulin (pmol/L) 8.9(6.7,14.2) 7.8(5.8,10.4) 11.4 (7.6, 16.6) 17.7(13.1, 29.5) <0.05
Insulin (pmol/L) 30.9(20.1, 46.6) 25.8(17.9, 33.0) 42.3(29.2, 58.8) 59.2 (42.3, 86.1) <0.05
C-peptide (ng/mL) 1.2(0.9, 1.7 1.0(0.8, 1.3 1.5(1.2,1.9 2.1(1.5,2.6) <0.05
HOMA-IR 1.0 (0.6, 1.6) 0.8(0.5,1.1) 1.4 (0.9, 2.0) 2.1(1.5,3.2) <0.05

7 — 4 D AL THIESD,

S (DY 537) F 72 13 8(%) T Lz,

STEOREY A% 1 Rl E BT, x2HE. Kruskal-Wallis #7E %

FWTreER L7z,
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6.3.2. 7’1 A AU & Fatty liver index
D BEFR

PI TR L 7= BRI RERR 55 2 45 1 Crhi L 7= /5 52 % Table 18 1T~ L7z,
15T (crude analysis: Model DIZ3NTC, 3 BERM ThI4Z#a L 7= PI fE 1n (PD)
IR L DR & B#H N & > 7=, In (PDITE FLI BEIC LA FLIAE T,
FLIBICH LA FLIBE CABICEME TH - 7=, Flin MR 2% BT
[k DG 23R S 47z (Model 2),
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Table 18.
JFHER L DFREE & ERHE R RE R oD ik

TR b O E Pvalue
{KFLIFE HFLIFE = FLIEE Kvs. B Kvs.im Hvs. B
n 303 106 80
Model 1
In(PD ¥ 2.05 (2.00, 2.11) 2.46 (2.36, 2.56) 2.94 (2.83, 3.06) * * *
Model 2
In(PDF 2.07(2.01, 2.13) 2.45 (2.35, 2.55) 2.91(2.79, 3.03) * * *

AR L, R/ 3 H(95%CD & L TR LT, 3EHD
ez ik, BT 217 - 7% . Tukey’s honest significant difference & &
1o 7,

Model 1: ¥4 Model 2: i & MBI & G FE

*: P<0.05
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6.3.4. 7 1A AV & Fatty liver index @
BAFRIZ 1T 2 A O A LT K 5 JE Bl g T

XI5 489 4 %2 BMI OEHE 23.7kg/m2 LA L « RIICJERI L, FEpHAa
PERERE S 2 S BE CEOE U726 5% Table 19 125k L7=, 1 BMIBEICH W T, 3
BRI C In (PDIXAFIE L ORREE L BN H - 72, In (PDIX, (K FLIREE L LS
FLI B CHEICEME TH o7z, 1K BMIEEICRB W TS, 3 BRI T In PDIZATAE

it ORRE EB#ENH Y . In PIIE FLIAE & b L FLI BECAHEICEE T
HoT,
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Table 19.
BMI (2 & % @Rkt O PR L OFLEE & FERHIAa A RERE oD Lk

FFREi b o2 Pvalue
{KFLIFE I FLIRE = FLIEE Kvs.H Kvs.m Hvs. &

B BMIE

n 91 80 74

In(PD* 2.27(2.15, 2.38) 2.52(2.41, 2.64) 2.92(2.79, 3.04) * * *
IEBMIRE

n 212 26 6

In(PD* 1.98 (1.91, 2.05) 2.26 (2.06, 2.46) 2.61(2.20, 3.02) * *

AR L, R/ 3 H(95%CD & L TR LT, 3EHD
Hesizik, BT 217 - 7% . Tukey’s honest significant difference & &
AT o7,

* P<0.05
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6.3.5. 7 1A A1 L Fatty liver index ™
FRICB T 2 EA v AU VIMEDAEEIZ XD
Je& BT

EXRGAE 489 4 Z ZEIERF LG A A Y OFEJfE 30.9 pmol/L A I+ A2
JERl L. BEpMIaBERERREE 2 451 T huit L 725 R & Table 20 (TR L2, miA ~

2V CREZBWT 3 FEM T In (PDIIATIEN Lo L BE 278072, In (PD

F, RFLIE LS FLIHCTARICRE T 72, KA1 R Y VHEIZBW

Th. 3FEMT In PDITAFIENLORRE L BN & Y | In (PDIFMER FLI B & ke
L FLIFF CHEICEHE TH 7,
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Table 20.
ZEREHFIMTE A > A Y AMEIC X 2 @RI O FFAEIGL OFREE & B Am Ao
&2 D i

o

SRR b OFREE Pvalue
{KFLIFE TP FLIFE w FLIFE Kvs.h fKvs.m  Hvs &

EA A R

n 100 77 69

In(PD* 2.34(2.24, 2.45) 2.63(2.51, 2.74) 2.98(2.86, 3.11) * * *
KA R U R

n 203 29 11

In(PD* 1.93 (1.87, 1.99) 1.98 (1.82, 2.14) 2.40 (2.13, 2.66) * *

AR L, R/ N 3 H(95%CD & L TR LT, 3EEHD
ez ik, BT 217 - 7% . Tukey’s honest significant difference & &
1o 7,

* P<0.05
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6.3.6. FIEMEIRIFTIREFICBIT LT AR~
& Fatty liver index D LLifR 7

R 489 4 D O BIEBERIR A 441 JEB| (et 248 4) % . K FLI 7
(n=286), ' FLI#£(n=90),  FLI#£(n=65)D 3 BEIC M L=, FEREIRIF x5
HaB LSRR T DAY R % Table 21 1ZR L7z, 3HEICR VT, Bk
OEIE. BMI, JEFH, X ZZERMPEE, HbAle, PI, g1 > AU |
CPR, B X1 HOMA-IR DL, AFIEMHEORRE LBENH -T2, x5
489 4 DAV 7:(Table 18) & R DFE R TdH - 77,

HEREPRIFHRT R HE VRN T, P CREAM L 7= Bl AR RERE & 2 K-8 TRk L 72
i B% Table 22 |27k L7-, Mo (Model 1) TiZ. 3 BRI T In (PDIZAFAENIL
ORE L BEAH 0 | In (PDAME FLI A2k L FLI BT, 1 FLI BEiCke L
m FLIBECHEBEICEME Ch o 7=, Fiin & MR 2 fHHE%Z I B W TS [RIERORE R
el S 417-(Model 2),
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Table 21.
FERE RIS & SRS EBT D AR R D g

Total {KFLIEE R FLIAE & FLIE Pvalue

n 441 286 90 65

Age (years) 57.4+12.6 57.2+12.9 57.5+12.5 57.7+11.6 0.95
Number of female (%) 248 (56.2) 197 (68.9) 37(41.1) 14 (21.5) <0.05
BMI (kg/m®) 23.6+ 3.6 22.0+2.5 252+2.8 28.4+3.4 <0.05
Waist circumference (cm) 81.6+10.2 75.9+7.2 86.9+6.0 95.7+7.0 <0.05
FPG (mmol/L) 5.1(4.7,5.4) 4.9(4.7,5.3) 5.3 (5.0, 5.6) 5.4 (5.0, 5.9) <0.05
HbAlc (%) 5.4 (5.2, 5.6) 5.4 (5.1, 5.6) 5.4(5.2,5.7) 5.5(5.3,5.9) <0.05
Proinsulin (pmol/L) 8.5(6.4,13.2) 7.7 (5.6, 10.1) 11.1(7.3,15.5) 16.3(11.2, 23.5) <0.05
Insulin (pmol/L) 29.4(20.1, 44.1) 25.1(17.2, 33.0) 41.6(26.9, 56.7) 58.1(40.9, 85.7) <0.05
C-peptide (ng/mL) 1.1(0.9, 1.6) 1.0(0.8, 1.3) 1.4 (1.1, 1.9 2.0 (1.5, 2.5) <0.05
HOMA-IR 0.9 (0.6, 1.5) 0.8(0.5, 1.1) 1.4(0.9,1.8 2.0 (1.4, 3.0) <0.05

T — X OFERAI T EEE = SD, B0 F 7213 5(%) TE L-, 3#E
DOREY AT % 1 ol E BT, x2ME. Kruskal-Wallis #iE % VT

be L7z,
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Table 22.
FEVEPRIA R G FE BT DRI L OFEEE & FERMIa e & oD Lhig

FERERAE DR Palue
IRFLI#E HHFLIEE = FLIE: Bvs.H Kvs.ii Hvs. |
n 286 90 65
Model 1
In®PDT  203(1.97,2.08 2.36 (2.26, 2.46) 2.78 (2.67, 2.90) " * *
Model 2
In(®PDT  2.04(1.98 2.10) 2.35 (2.26, 2.36) 2.76 (2.65, 2.89) " * *

AR L, R/ N 3 H(95%CD & L TR LT, 3EHD
Hesizid, BT 217 - 7% . Tukey’s honest significant difference & &
1o 7,

Model 1: #1774 Model 2: 45 & P51 2 FHHEH

*: P<0.05
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6.3.7. FEHR

ABEHIMWHIIETH D . AREOERGERENET DICHT W AEFFRIT
PO IRINoTZ,

85



6.4, E%%

AW TIE, BRI REREDIEE TH S PI 2 W<, HEMLORRE &
PI ORENZIEDOHBEDRH D Z & AR Lz, 5% % BMI & fLifA » AU AMET
JERHE LT L7 & 2 A IEHMEDREREE & PI OO EDOHEBEREMRIFA R T
HoTz,

AWFFRIIEAWTIMIIE CTd 0 IRREAMRICBI T 2B RITITRADR B 58, Fox D
HRIT, MR FEpHI IS REE F IS B A 5- 2 DAt 2~ LT\ 5, LU
Hi 7> S N & B ORI IZF A O 7 0 A h—2 WIFIETDHZ ENMBNT
Wb, TEMIFIZ W TR CREAR SN A HEE H'E Fetuin-A 725, FENEO 515 #H
AR D~ 7 a7 7 —UEIEMIbSE D &, T va—XEEMA R Uy
WDREE RSO T R h— AnHETe(Gerst et al., 2017), Z O#HEIL, A
Bt O HEE IR RS & EOBRR H D Z & L AT 5,

JEG & mA AU CMEIL, A A Y RGO EE R ERE - TH Y, AF
T H 2 < &0F9 5 (Abenavoli et al., 2016), L 2L, FEAE NAFLD &
t. BN NAFLD B35 & [FRRICEE 72 NAFLD O#MFRFOR S A2 A2 2 &0
#Wrs <7z (BEguchi et al., 2012), ©F » NAFLD |, fEECEA A Y vifn
JEOGFIEZMDTRIE « #7752 LR IS5, Feldman 53, FEE
NAFLD £ & FEREfd i N 2 beie U, W OZEERFIIGE A o A Y AEIC T
o To s, FENE NAFLD @8 OmFEaEIdE LK T LW Z & 28k L
7-(Feldman et al., 2017), & 52, HARAZ®G L L% A 2R — ML
IZBWT, IEEfEEE AN LD b IEIER NAFLD B35 0 5% 2 BRI OFAE U A
T INEN T E DR E 7= (Fukuda et al., 2016), Z O IE, EHSCE A A
U U IMGEDOF B 59, FFIRIML OFREE SRl fEREREE L B L T
L ERL, FxORERELFEL WD, FEHERFAIEEICB VT FLI &
PI OFICIEOFHBABRZ RO = Z & vn | JENIITF O UGE 3B NEERE D [B11E
(2272 B AIREME b RIE S T,

AW DR OFRAL, AR EE CAPE R Tldze <. HugE R 4
Al S AT — RN R BT I T BT O & Rl RERE S & DBtk &
RLTZZ EThD,

AWFFEOMRS R E LT, B, HIELORE L, MENREETH D
FLIZHWTHE LI Z L TH D, BEmRE, BXILESEE 2 Ea—
Z Wil . AR & OkERE CEBEIIEV L Z 50 L Tiduwiewy, 7272
L. FLIIZZ N6 OB & g U CHMNOZl72 FIETH Y | g R
FEREFHA I L2 HBECh 5, FLI &JFlaic ki 2 5B & A EORICILH
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WFABEREER A H S ST S (Kahl et al., 2014), %6 12, PI ozt PI/A
VA Y T PRI RERE E DA A~ — =BV . T ORI
BIL CHoeiEmn s cn2anz tTh b, PI/A AT IizB LTI,
ZERERFIME A A MENA AV D7 VT T U ADREEZT LT
(Vauhkonen et al., 2000), PI/-f > A U VLI IEME72 RE TIX72WAlREME N &
D AR TITERA Lo To, FH=IT, ZOMRIIENZE TH v | KRR
DFEARC, NENIRTF O REAL & BEpMAut&RERE & @ BELRICEI 3 S AkIRFAY 72 8t 1
OWTHRTT 5 Z LIXTE o7z,

Z O RAMTA Tl ISR A A CEDF IS BT
FFNGIAAL DFLE & EEBHIIIARREREE & ORNCIEOBENH 5 Z L AR SN T,
Box oI, TEVIITFSFERMIaRERE A KM L TWA Z & &R LT
Do
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7. HE

F1FET, HEAKZIHRT T2 B RpR S ICEMm L7z CGM 7 — 4 % A
T, ARMbE - MAEZES O 21TV RS T 5 & ORI &R Lo, AW CH
TS T2mEIILL T o) TH D,

1. MHEAEELE CV=40 IR bELEI R EDIRMEZ RN T 2 B2 L 2o
776

2. RIS B U 72 R E 7 pE 2 Eh &2 BlE 3 2 B /& HIXNREMEAS
2N MWDK Th o7,

3. CV=401zxt4 5 CPI» v hAZfHIXZ 0.8 THHoT,

4, A AV AGROEMII 0BT, WRMEA A Y o3uh & i bEZE S X
BOMEER LT,

5. CPR. CPI|ZZEERsERIN CHH TE 2 1EIE CTh 0 BHEMMEIRME 2 & TR
LRI MEEE % TTH~— T —Th b,

2 FETIL, 2 A IRIFERE ONIKRMEA A ) U4 wA, DPP-4 BHESK L
SGLT2 BHEIRIC &L 5 MpE A BN SGE DRI G 2 DR ZMET LTz, A58 TH
OIS 2B T o) TH D,

1. CPR 2MEVVERNCxE LC, DPP-4 &S5 SGLT2 FHEIE~DE) ) B2
IIMPEEE 2 B S TR o T,

2. CPRIZBb 57 DPP-4 [i5EH A5 . DPP-4 fL5E3 L SGLT2 BLER O ff
FRRRVE~D Y] ) B 2 LM BE S R % b 7

93 E T, Ml RMETRAE DT — 2 2N T, Tua 2 EFOfEN
& OBEZRE Lz, AR TH LIRS AIZLLTO@EY Th 5,

1. B, EA AU e, BERE OB D & TN LA EST L T
D REB 2 TR DT,
2. FFIEWAEORREE & P (S B 2 3R 7,

CGM (T b LB 2t T& 2 AMRERES THITHLHED LT, RRD

T CGM 21T 9 IO DRk DN & 5, HAED & Z A, b FELLEDORRIKFEER
R0 % FEOPERIFEME 1 4 L ERE SAv, Bl T A v A ) EANRIEE
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1T 5 T 5 PRI [ FEHEEE C 72 1 AVIE PR IR S 23 22 WO (R E%6 0305 261 5), L
T2 - T, HAxOBPETIINEREY HbAlc 72 F OFRIMIA R % A 22 21T
D MR INSETAFAET Do AWFZEITY TILU —)L RIZBIT A9 RBE 2 xt5 &
L. ZEfiEEF CPR & CPI NBEA B O AR L EMEE FHIT A Z E 2 LML
2o EHIT, CPRITAEFE Z & Ol /e M RITERILOBRPUZB WV THLHHTH
HTEBRENTE, CGM O E72D 55 2 b O MELEE) T Hl~— —
D, IS ERTE EDBFITHESLT LIV, AR FERPZEIZE T DRI LE
BOEBUCHGTDHZ L 24 ITHA TS, MEBHAEEREA 2 LB R IF DR
RE & HFERBRICE 2 D IOV OR LT OFERIZ. FERIFE DA HHE
DIENE & PEIE JRIED A D= A LM HE#ET 5N H VD . BRRE T T2
< ABIEINS BFFED I &b 2 & 285 5,
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8. #f &

Faz 2 DICHT= 0 RO S % 5 2 TIEW =, JEHEE KPR FBEE 2
ekt ek - RN AIEEE BEBMERICHEELR L ET, T, A
TERRIT DT EHEO THRE CHREZ Y F Lok - RN EEEE . PR
BRI GERT . BRI - IR BT DT AT IR EH W2 L E
7T
FTo. FfE fEEFDEARBETHE EEMEER., ALEE KPR
FRARATIERH IS & o 2 — ke Y Rl —#d% s, Mgyl iR,
WEZBY L, Z2ICEEHOBEE R LET,

ZOMIZH, ZOFMERICHTED . L OFEEEST LV ZWH . 28
. IXEEWEEEELEZ LI, LDEVERLER L BT ET,

BB, BERAFZEIC 2SIV -72& £ LI BE OB L . SER D EE R A
B 7 DR, AR AERRIC/AR Y X2 TV E £ L, i - RENE %2
BORTOEHKE, WOLE L AT > TS NIEFEIT LIV G LET,
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9. FITEFEIR

F1E, B 3FEICBWT, BRI REFEMHEOREEIZZR D,
%2 ECHRTREFRMBSREIZUUTOEY ThH 5,

HORIE AT R ) =2 R = SR I NT A R T T ==
IIVT Y AT 77—, TANTERH, BAR=U U —A 7oA LK
24t LifeScan Japan #k S, KIEREEKMR A S0 HAFZE 184 % 2 T B
o7z, FEHEM ZAAEITREESTE, VRNV T 4 AT 77—~ /INEFELT
FERA SN OB 2 Z Tl o7, EREREEITT A NI EXRD, HIZ=
ZHE - MSD #RaAath, /DNEPERS TEEMRASE, ¥ 7 0 RIEREEKRAS
fh, BAIASEMR S, BARA —F 4 U U —kath, KA ARFERIERAS
. AL TENSHEEZ2Z T2, BEELHERITII 77 « AI A
774 RSt FUT R - A Xk B ZEREE L A EBRERR
=ttt TAT I A8 RBELTE, 7 At Ty U4 &
ath, == A BRASH, =3 TV A MY —RARI AT 2=
—bE—=Tx N BRA =T 4V U —RA S, RERERSSt, 7r oo
F o7 7=~ A RS DI AE LR A T o 7o, SR
T AT T AR R AARERIER S, RS —T 4V U -k, |
V= 2RISR MSD MR Ett, VAR VT 4 R 77—~ BRI
. BARXR=V o —A A SRR, NP TEER st 3
T A P OEB A TR . 7T AT T AREE -k KA AR ACREERRC
=ft, BARA =74V U —fRSrh, Wi =8 E3E VR I VT A A7 77—
<, BRI SH, 7Ry Ny U ARRIRM, BARX—Y U —A
oA SRR, NEPEE S TEERR St RIERUSERR A 417 © WF TR B Rl
T o Te, TOMODEZ AR T R EFRMAREEIT A2V,
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Agriculture and Interdisciplinary Fields (No. 14538261), Hil =% 7 7 —~
MO EZ T b D TH 5,
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