. HOKKAIDO UNIVERSITY

Title

EE2ENERRRE ICH T HEMMEE MELS)ICREY 2R

Author (s)

Description

FCZRES : 2620

Degree Grantor biEERE
Degree Name B (EZ)
Dissertation Number 55144995
Issue Date 2021-03-25
DOI https://doi.org/10.14943/doctoral. k14499
Doc URL https://hdl. handle.net/2115/84579
Type doctoral thesis

File Information

Takahisa Handa. pdf

Hokkaido University Collection of Scholarly and Academic Papers : HUSCAP




S A

s 2 IR RR A (2 1 D AR &
I pE 2 Eh 2 BH 9 2 W4t

(The association between hypoglycemia and
glycemic variability

in elderly patients with type 2 diabetes)

2021 4 3 H
I M E K %






S A

s 2 IR RR A (2 1 D AR &
I pEZE B2 BE 9 2 WF4E

(The association between hypoglycemia and
glycemic variability

in elderly patients with type 2 diabetes)

2021 4 3 H
I M E K %



SR/N

R LEEBLOFERTEREREE e 1
1 ettt ettt e e e e b e e e e e —— e e e e e ae——aeeeean——aeaeeaatraeaeeaaaens 2
2 BB RE TR oo, 5
I =S U U ERUSU PSRRI 6
A BFFETTEE oo, 8
A1 FFBE e 8
4.2 WFTET T N T L e 8
4.3 JRE LI AEALTE e 9
4.4 ZOMDOFEMTEE coeiieeeeee e, 9
4.5 Continuous Glucose Monitoring (CGM) .........cccccceevvii. 10
4.6 FRFHFEHIIEHT oo, 14
B T T B e e 15
5.1 FEHTHRIEL e, 15
5.2 TBR Z1%HEB LV TBR <1%EHEDM B R oo, 17
5.3 ZAEEIRHT oo, 20

5.4



10

FEBR ettt et e ae et eareas 31
o A S IR O o SRS 33
= OSSP UPRRRRRR 34
FUZEAE L ettt ettt ettt ettt ettt et e et e e naeenbe e seeenaeenneas 35



FEFam L H P L O F L H i

AT TROmILE LTRETTH D,

Handa, T., Nakamura, A., Miya, A., Nomoto, H., Kameda, H., Cho, K.Y.,
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1 HE

HrE ek B

FERIB OB RBITFE & L HIZHEML, BEZ2EICB T 2 HRFRE TO
BEE OEISIXASHZ LML T Z ERB X LD, ElinE IR IE O RK
LT, BEEMEEZ S 72 LT W RIEEER 28 HEBL L 5 6 < FEE K i AE
AEZILRTV, Voo 2 W biLd, mlinhERIE B O Mg IX 4
HEOHOKRTZE T ORRLT BITCHIED Y AT T 7 0 2 —L2 5,
D, RIS BE OBZEICE W I, KRB = 52 X ) ik
EDOEHE (glycemic variability [GV]) &9 5 2 & T, ¥IRFHAIHE %
YT HZENRkOLND, Lo T, BEZRIZE W T, KO FE % [F
ETHZE RMBEEZAETL2BEGREALNCT LI ENEETH D, ITH,
Frfgi A€ =4 U > 7 (continuous glucose monitoring [CGM]) )i <
WHILHE A - K Z R GV, KLk L OE b 25435 2 & 23 Al Ee
Elgolz, EBEa oA LR — MI, SEbE R EE O fE T o7
B, CGM 23\ TIAEME 70mg/dl A & 72 2K M AE K O E 5 (time below
target glucose range [TBR]) % 1% K& 3T5Z L 2@EBEL TS, Lo L,
TBR =1% & 72 % Sl om A O F w29 2 el id i, Fiz,
EEBE R BF IR T 5 TBR = 1% & MBS EHEIE & o BIEUIHT 5 /s /e
S TR,

AMFFETIE, B AR N & 2 BRI B 2t 21, B #ASkZ % T CGM
ZEL, TBR Z1% THLHEFHT =B LV TBR =1% & MbELEEHE &
o> A 2 FRAEE L 72,

(x5 & k]

2018 £ 4 A 75 2019 4 9 A O MICALHEE R FHBENE I 3 L ORI
(B4 % 3 Mkt o 2 PERGEE D O B [FEEAGRHIZ BN T
TN 65 L ETHY, HEIAKZIETFTTCGM 2172 FE2 %G & LTz,
PR D O R RS #% . Film, YRR, BERERIWE IR, BERA S OHER L O
B B BRAIIRENE 2RI L & AREZHED 9 2 Body mass index
(BMD) #H L7, 20k, CGM % H\\ThoK 14 A BEkE TR T RE K
Fp 7 a— A EELRE L, £7-. 28R E,. HbAle. C-peptide
(CPR). #E@& RERIKIEIMEE (estimated glomerular filtration rate [eGFR])
ZWE L., ZERE R B fE 3 K OV CPR 22 5 C-peptide index (CPI) Z % H L
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7=, WIZ, CGM ®F — 4% 5 TBR, MAEEA 7T0mg/dl-180mg/dl D& H
B 5 EE (%) %777 time in target glucose range (TIR). LB i 23
180mg/dl VL Lo @itk & 5 H A % 777 time above target glucose
range (TAR) £ X O BEL B EFE (coefficient of variation [CV]. standard
deviation [SD]. mean amplitude of glycemic excursions [MAGE]) #% f##7t
L7922 7T, x4 % TBR =1%#t & TBR <1%HED 2 BRI/, 2 B O
TEKNB LomELEiEE (CV, SD. MAGE) Z#Lt#L7=, £7-. TBR
=Z1% LR bBEET 5 MELEEELZFML, TBR =21%% THIT2L5H v b
FTT7RA L NERIET H7-®, CV, SD 5L MAGE (ZBJ L T receiver
operating characteristic (ROC) iR & H 7= dT 2 17 - 7=,
[ R]

179 N (B PE 108 AL &M 71 N) DTk & 72> 72, TBR Z1%HF (57
A) TIETBR <1%FRE (122 N) ([THEE L, 42U UIEEEZ T T2 %E
AL et s U< IiE— @\ MERME 5 1E (transient ischemic attack [TTA])
DOEEFER % <, ZEERFMBEfE., HbAlc., CPI 131K »o 7=, MBEZEHFEEEIC
SV TIE, CV. SD B LU MAGE IZ TBR Z 1% CAHEICEE CTH o 7=,
WA CTIRICEZ R D> 7225 . TAR IZ TBR = 1%#: CIRETH - 7=,
TBR 1% 2 WRAERE Li-a P AT o v 7 Blmagfi#iTo -/ R, &5
KA IZMANZ R TlX 22 > 7228, SD. CV, MAGE 3% 1€ VHALK -+ C
»Ho7-, CV., SD. MAGE (Z>W\WT TBR =1%% T#|9 5 ROC % 1E
% L. the areas under the ROC curve (AUC) % tti# L7, ROC HhfpiZ &
LN CIE, CV O v M A 7fIL 28.4 (AUC = 0.86; 95% confidence
interval [CI] : 0.79-0.91).SD ® %1 v ~ 4 7 fEi% 43.0 (AUC = 0.65; 95% CI:
0.55-0.74). MAGE ® % v b4 7% 113.7 (AUC = 0.66; 95% CI: 0.56-
0.75) TH o7z, CV, SD, MAGE ® 95 5, CV IZ AUC &b K& <. TBR
= 1% % i b IEMEIC TR 2 MEEEEEE ThH - 1o,

[&%2]

— M B IR R L, AR PRAGEIRRREAR T D 7o o0 BEIR KT B %
RipE Y 27 n@m<  ELEARRLELZEZ LT W &b SHEK b
ZHEL DU 27 Bm0, BLE»G | @b REEFE O =K+ & TBR =21%
FEERN 2N W) KRR R EZBET 5 & BEE IR < R
IZ CGM % E i LR MO HFEAEDO A EAZRIAET 5 Z EBNEE LU,

Fin & SD, MAGE X EMHBZ RT Z ERMESINTWD Z NG, S
BRI B A TIT M BEE B DAL IE & 72 > TV D A[REME DS & W ARBFIE 13k 5
ZEmPERFEEIZRE LSO TH S0, TBR = 1% & IFEZ 873 B4

3



HZEDNRENT, LLEND 2FHEORANEBE ZXRE LBEROMER
& RER IS i R B 12 B W T H R E 7¢ g 28 B XK i A & B4 %
ZEDNBHOEMNE T,

CV iImmpslc g BIN 5 2 & IRMbE %2 KB 2 F X2 IBE Ch
HOWIZx LT, SD BXLO MAGE [ZEMmpEicBIN5Z & TRAT A%
AELDZ ERRESN TS, AT, A 2 BBERE TIX CV % SD,
MAGE X 0 {14 % L0 K3~ 2 ML EEE CH D Z E NI LnE
STWD, ZHERBRIZ, miln 2 BIBERFBE 25 & LIZAMIEICB
TH CV X SD., MAGE (2l L. XV IEHEIZ TBR =1% & B3 5 2
FEETHDLZENPELMNE o T,

[ 55

AWMFROFER G, Filn 2 BPERPBEF CIEE xR0 X o FRifpE Y

AR5 Y RMEE L LB NEEL TV I ERHALNE T,
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AIXHF R OKFTHEH LZEEITIULTO®BY Th o,

AUC
BMI
CGM
CI

CPI
CvV
DPP-4
eGFR
FPG
GLP-1
GV
HbAlc
MAGE
QOL
ROC
SD

SE
SGLT2
TAR
TBR
TIA
TIR

the areas under the ROC curve
body mass index

continuous glucose monitoring
confidence interval

C-peptide index

coefficient of variation
dipeptidyl peptidase-4
estimated glomerular filtration rate
fasting plasma glucose

glucagon like peptide-1
glycemic variability

glycated hemoglobin

mean amplitude of glycemic excursions
quality of life

receiver operating characteristic
standard deviation

standard error

sodium glucose cotransporter 2
time above target glucose range
time below target glucose range
transient ischemic attack

time in target glucose range



=1

T

3 &

PEIRIF OB R FITFEE & & I L, BEZEICE T 2 8ERBEBEE T
DEEEDOEISIXSZ LML TS 2 ENRBI NS, @EmE FEIRFEEE
(X 2019 (ISR T 148 1100 FAFEL TV D EMEINTVD
(Saeedi et al., 2019).

BE PRI B I O B BRI IHE RIS IR 22 & OHE B L OBERIB IS OF R LT
WIRIBDOFRIE, HELZE BEANEEDOLRWEEOE LR, @#EAN &
EbObl\WEHEmER>T 5L THDH, ZOLHITITMEEL X UV~NET B
£ Alc (glycated hemoglobin [HbAlcl) ORZENEE TH Y | fhF= > b
2—L O BRI, ATREZR IR D EE 2 fRHEMREL BIE T & TH Y | 1AM
BRWICRIF2E= o b — L 2 ER L ZORBEHFFT 52N TE
nix, R rRoLE/YGETE D,

L2 U ek 7 ks = o b v — b 24T 5 s ERE IR ERIERE T L.
RE PR DR R & O RIMESIHEICH T2 U A 7R TICELZRD T ITH
LA SE D L& ) KRB ERRRER 2#E 47z (Action to Control
Cardiovascular Risk in Diabetes Study Group et al., 2008), Z ®FH®D 1
S & LT, EE Kb B9 A0 B FE DRI o AIREME S FR T ST
% (Goto et al., 2013; Goto et al., 2016), & & ILIEE D ZE & A A GHIE D F
JE « EREEAHEL THWD LWV MERIIELHH O —>DFEIE TH S Mean
amplitude of glycemic excursions (MAGE) & $# JR 95 14 & OFiE 72 512 B 5-
TOLEEINDMIEA P VANEOHBEZRL TS EWIHELDHD
(Hirakawa et al., 2014; Monnier et al., 2007), =D 7=, M=z F o —
O BEEX A OHEORECARMBED U X7 70 K& FfE L TREBNIIERE T~
EThorEshTWi,

FERIFTB R P O mnE CTIEABEEER T A ORMELAEZ LT 0nE S
N5, Emlin s C B 5 IEIMEE L quality of life (QOL) ®{& F (Laiteerapong
et al., 2011) <CHzfEE#T (Johnston et al., 2012) Z 3| =& =9, Mz T,
M BEE R 23 HEL LD B W e DI AR AR MbE 2 L 2 Lod», BAEAR b 1
BHE (Yaffe et al., 2013), LMLE R BT U A2 (Zoungas et al.,
2010) # LR SELLWMESNTVD, 207D, @lEERFHZEICE
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W, R Z 522 K5 MAEE O ZEH) (glycemic variability [GV])
ZIHT 52 LT BREAIIHELZ T T2 enkobonsd, LoT, H
H2RICBWTRLEOFELREST L2 Z & R L2 AT 28F G ZHAL
MWIZTHZENEETHS,

T, el ke =4 U > 2 (continuous glucose monitoring [CGM])
BHRHNZIAS HWBERTWD, CGMIZKE TOMERYT O 7 v a— AR
R ANZHIE 35 2 & T, AR E) R0 m g 2 592 2 & 25T
BETdH D, ZENMRE (coefficient of variation [CV]) 134t o> i k28 Bhs 4= 1
U, K0 RMmAEZ EMICRKMmRT D LmESNTEY, Ha 2L
R— R TIZCV ZEHE ML EE L LT\ 5 (Danne et al., 2017), £
FLWIIMFEZEL CV <36%& EFR I L. BFERIZHIT D IRMEMSEZ I
HEEH3RLZERIMBELHIL CV =236% & EFIN TS (Monnier et al.,
2017), 7. HEza oY R LR — ME, @B RREBRE BT A&
WP o0, CGM IZH W TIBEE 7T0mg/dl A & 72 2 K M b 5 D FIE
(time below target glucose range [TBR]) % 1%KL T2 2 L #4#B L T
V% (Battelino et al., 2019), L2>L., TBR =1% & 72 % = hin i IR I (B 38 14
BT o8& T, £ mEbERFEE BT S TBR =1% & Mk
ZENFREE & OBEIIH] 6 228 > TR0,

ARBFZETIE, B AR N Gl 2 BB R 55 BE 2 P 502, B F 4 k2% T CGM
ZE L, TBR 21% TH O EEFE B LR TBR =1% & MELEFELE &
o> A 2 FRAEE L 72,



4 WL IE

4.1 x5

2018 £ 4 A 725 2019 4 9 A O RICALEE K FHRBENE I L OARDF5E
WZZNT % 3 MisklZ@fr T oo 2 BEERFEE O S B FERGRIZEB N T
Fhn2s 65 Ll ETHY ., AEINKZHE T T CGM 21ToF LR L& LT,
PROMEMET, A 3 DAUNICABRIEEZZ T CWDH, #wE 6 » AUN

ir&k—vx B R IE VS IE £ 72 X AT R EDBEE O H 5 F | s T eE
%LfnéA%r@%é%A%iU§%$®%1ﬂﬁ@ﬁk 2 X 4T
L, BEIERGYE, FITATE ., EERIMEDN S HE . WE O R&FEIU KN
2. T OMBRBRE(EEMIZ L ARARBRSINCAEmY & AR L7-F & LT,

4.2 WHFE7a b a—u

AWFFRIL, RIMEBEMETH D, HREFE O RIELUS®E. T, PR,
BE R M IR . BE IR A OHE S X OB EE A | EHAIREAEFZTEI L, &
£. KEZMED 9 2 Body mass index (BMI) #HH L7=, Dk, CGM
IZ TR 14 BMEFECHK FHAERFTO 7 Vv a—ARELZIE LI, £7o,
Ze M bEfE . HbAlc, C-peptide (CPR). T RERIAJEIE R (estimated
glomerular filtration rate [eGFR]) % & L 7=,

KIZ,CGM OF — %6 TBR 2T L, %5 % TBR =1%# & TBR <

1%EED 2 BEIZ T, 2 BRI OBF RHE 73 L M EL#EE (CV, standard
deviation [SD]. mean amplitude of glycemic excursions [MAGE]) % Ltk
L7z, 72, TBR =2 1% % &b EMEICTHIT 2 L 8fetE 2 [FE L, TBR
Z1%% YT 20y bAT7HRA U FERIET SO, CV, SDEBIO
MAGE (iZ2Bd L T ROC it & H W= fffr 247 - 7=,

AWFZEIE. KRFFPeE#EEHRF ~ b7 —2 (University hospital Medical
Information Network [UMIN]) & > % —|Z Y4 3%0F 58 O E %2 % 0 L 12 5
3o TR Gk L/7Lx_ (ﬂéiﬁéﬁ UMIN 000029993) AL E R 5 52 B PR A 9T
It 2 —ICB T 21EREAEZBE S TOMIET v h 2 — LKGE OKRE

8



F:017-0147) b &, ALV UFES] BIXO TAZXRLETHESRR
IR BT D fmBRia st ) S & FEE LT,

4.3 JREB XML T

ZOWMETIE, —BELL B R %I miR A BB L, EEfE. CPR. HbAlc,
BXO eGFR ZHIE LT, ZNHOIHEBIL, EEMNLRFEZHOTHIEL
7=

4.4 ZFOMOIEALTE B

BMI (3L FoRIcHE->THI L : BMI = k& (k) / (BFE (m))2,
NIRMEA > AV U WREDFREE TH 5 C-peptide index [XLL T OFKATHE -
THMLZ 100 xZ2 I CPR (ng/mL) / 72§58 ¥f i 4% 15 (mg/dL)
(Funakoshi et al., 2011), Z Ofth, Fin, PERI, BERIFIGEI, HELR ED
T—Z X EREICLDERME L AW TIE LT,



4.5 Continuous Glucose Monitoring (CGM)

AL TliE.CGM EfilZ & 7= ¥ . Abbott £ ® FreeStyle Libre Pro Sensor
ZfEH L7= (Figure 1), fi##ric & 72 - Ti. GlyCulator2 software (Pagacz
et al., 2018) Z{HH L CV., SD. MAGE # % | L7~ (Service et al., 1970)
(Figure 2), MAHE A 70mg/dl-180mg/dl OEF HEKICH 2 EIE (%) %
7K time in target glucose range (TIR), MLHEHE 2 180mg/dl LA _E oD & ifn B
W2 & 5 EA %7 time above target glucose range (TAR), 70mg/dl i
OSBRI H 2 EE (%) 2273 TBR LIRS Y 7 & LEH L=
(Figure 3), CGM DOIEME A FZEE D MAEE & fREfET 2 Z L@ ST
HHEBBH BB LI ORKBOT — 21X, 540 L= (Bailey et al.,
2015; Tsoukas et al., 2020),
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Figure 1. FreeStyle Libre Pro Sensor

11

IR AVE

/ 0:00 \

ST

Start New Get Sensor
Sensor Data

FreeStyleLibre Pro

N—
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EE®

H
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Figure 2. CGM O Ifi ¥5 28 &h $5 15

CV (X I HEAE o ) fbE It T 2 RIE 5 > & 2R T,

CV /Z(SD / ‘F-#JfpEfE) X 10012k > TKRD D,

MAGE I3 i 58 O Z Ehilg O ¥y % 79, CGM T b - MEE ST — & )
5., MEEOTEME S ROEEOZETHLIEHEDO > L, 1SDZ@B25H O
AL, EN OO GHR TS (Service et al., 1970),

MoBEAE, MAGE i (AO+AQ+AR®)/3I1Ck-Tkd 5,

CGM: continuous glucose monitoring; CV: coefficient of variation; SD:

standard deviation; MAGE: mean amplitude of glycemic excursions
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Mm#&E

Time Above target glucose Range (TAR)
M#EfEH 180mg /dIZ= O SEFE (%)

/\ /\ A 180mg/d|
AwawA

Time In target glucose Range (TIR
MIBEHESEERE Cdp570~180mg/dICd DKM (%)

[ N[\ g
\4

Time Below target glucose Range (TBR) \

M 70ma/di% FEI B (%)
By el

Figure 3. & MAEKRIZIH T 5 CGM /X T A — X —
(Battelino et al., 2019)
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4.6 WEEHFRIAENT

FERITFE¥IMMESD & L TR L7, TBR Z1%835 XL O TBR < 1%RED i
HHoET KR TFOEEFT, 740 vy vy —DOEfMEERED L <IX
Mann-Whitney U & %2 W TR L 72, BERIERRICB W TAEZD H -
HRR IO TIE, A #fEZE (CV, SD, MAGE) Z&1Z TBR =
1%% AMZEHE LI 2T 0 v 7RO 24T - 7=,

FRE XM E 21T\, p fEIE 0.05 Rz et aERE L, 7—#
M X JMP version 14 software (SAS Inc., Cary, NC, USA) Z 7=,

14



5 WFITHE R

5.1 fiRHT*RIS

7195 AOXIGE NGRS MOREZHOIT-R, MHRE 1 ARSI
ZEEGR L, 1 APBIEYMPIC@PEREr & e o7, 1 AN TEERRNLT — %
DREZ, B AT T Lo —DF =2 XEERDT=, £72 CGM &
WCEREORERZE LT 1 A CCM ik L7, 3 ANMcRERpIc 2T
2o RBELG S, 1 ADRRER & IXBE#E L2 WEEBDOTZDABE LT, Zh
5 16 NEMIT L HERINE 2o 7o, BRI 179 A (B 108 A, &k 71
N) BT e Lz, b %, TBR 2 1%LL o 57 il (TBR =1%
) BXOTBR 2 1% R ORE 122 6] (TBR <1%#f) 2401, TnEh
D &g Lz (Figure 4),
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Enrolled patients

(n=195)
Excluded (n=16)
* Unexpected disruptions in the CGM (n=8)
> | - Withdrawal or nterruption (n=2)
* Adverse event (n=1)
= Missing blood samples (n=1)
« Unrelated inpatient treatment (n=1}
= Unrelated steroid therapy (n=3)
v
Completed patients
(n=179)
TBR = 1% TBR <1%
(n=57) (n=122})

Figure 4. 987 2 —F ¥ — b

CGM: continuous glucose monitoring; TBR: time below target glucose

range
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5.2 TBR Z1%EE L X TBR <1%EEO 3275 =

Table 1 12789 X 512, TBR Z1%#E CTid TBR <1%HEIZEER L, A > A
VD UEREZIT TWAEIAE, MAed s LI —@MEME M /E (transient
ischemic attack [TIA]) OREEN % < | ZEIEREMFEE,. HbAle, CPIIZ{KH
572 (Table 1), MMFEZEEFEIEIZH>WTIL, CV. SD B L MAGE % TBR
Z1%ECAHBICHEE Ch o7z, WA T TIR ICEZBD 20> 722, TAR
X TBR Z 1%#£ CTIKfE Todh - 7= (Table 2),

17



Table 1. TBR = 1%k X ' TBR < 1%HED x5 5t

Total patients TBR > 1% group TBR < 1% group i
value
n 179 57 122
Age (years) 73.0 (68.0, 78.0) 74.0 (70.0, 79.0) 72.0 (68.0, 78.0) 0.08
Females (%) 71 (39.7) 23 (40.4) 48 (39.3) 1.00
BMI (kg/m?) 24.2 (22.0,26.8)  23.6(21.2,25.1)  24.5(22.1,27.1) 0.05
Diabetes duration (years) 16.0 (10.0, 24.0) 19.0 (12.5, 25.0) 15.0 (9.0, 24.0) 0.26
Diabetes treatment
Any insulin (%) 74 (41.3) 36 (63.2) 38 (31.2) <0.05
Sulfonylureas (%) 52 (29.1) 16 (28.1) 36 (29.5) 1.00
Glinides (%) 27 (15.1) 11 (19.3) 16 (13.1) 0.37
Metformin (%) 96 (53.6) 34 (59.7) 62 (50.8) 0.33
Thiazolidine (%) 13 (7.3) 4(7.0) 9 (7.4) 1.00
a-glucosidase inhibitors (%) 33 (18.4) 9 (15.8) 24 (19.7) 0.68
DPP-4 inhibitors (%) 135 (75.4) 42 (73.7) 93 (76.2) 0.71
GLP-1 receptor agonists (%) 18 (10.1) 6 (10.5) 12 (9.8) 1.00
SGLT2 inhibitors (%) 30 (16.8) 6 (10.5) 24 (19.7) 0.14
Acute coronary syndrome (%) 26 (14.5) 11(19.3) 15(12.3) 0.26
History of stroke or TIA (%) 25 (14.0) 13(22.8) 12(9.8) <0.05
134.0 119.0 142
FPG (mg/dL) <0.05
(116.0, 156.0) (105.0, 135.5) (123.0, 165.3)
HbA1lc (%) 7.1(6.7,7.7) 7.0 (6.6, 7.6) 7.2 (6.8,7.8) <0.05
CPI (ng/mL per mg/dL) 1.1 (0.7, 1.7) 1.0 (0.5, 1.5) 1.2 (0.9, 1.8) <0.05
eGFR (mL/min/1.73m?) 62.8 (48.4, 70.0) 58.0 (45.9, 68.3) 63.2 (50.6, 70.7) 0.18

HE AT PR EETH L, (OO Er L=, TBR 1% LV
TBR <1%DO W OE XK FOEIT, 74 v v —OIEfRERMBE D L <
IZ Mann-Whitney U # & % W CTHEAN L 7=,

BMI: body mass index; DPP-4: dipeptidyl peptidase-4; GLP-1: glucagon
like peptide-1; SGLT2: sodium-glucose cotransporter 2; TIA: transient
ischemic attack; FPG: fasting plasma glucose; CPI: C-peptide index;

eGFR: estimated glomerular filtration rate

18



Table 2. TBR Z 1%#£3 L ' TBR <1%H D A EhftE i LW
CGM /T XA —Z —DLig

Total patients TBR > 1% group TBR < 1% group P

value
CV (%) 27.9 (23.6, 33.8) 36.6 (30.0, 43.2) 26.0 (22.6, 29.0) <0.05
SD (mg/dL) 40.1 (30.0, 51.4) 48.9 (35.5, 63.0) 38.6 (32.8, 48.0) <0.05
MAGE 105.8 (86.5, 136.2) 128.2 (95.0, 158.5) 99.2 (83.5, 125.6) <0.05
TIR (%) 77.4 (63.7, 87.0) 76.1 (63.0, 84.6) 78.1 (63.8, 87.2) 0.41
TAR (%) 20.4 (11.4, 32.6) 15.8 (5.7, 27.4) 21.9 (12.4, 35.5) <0.05
TBR (%) 0.2 (0.0, 2.1) 4.8(2.2,14.1) 0 (0.0, 0.2) <0.05

AT REEZFTEH L, ()T E R L7e, TBR Z1%#E LW
TBR <1%®D AL O 5K 7 D 21X, Mann-Whitney U & % H W\ CTRF
fili L 72

CGM: Continuous Glucose Monitoring; CV: coefficient of variation; SD:
standard deviation; MAGE: mean amplitude of glycemic excursions; TIR:
time in target glucose range; TAR: time above target glucose range; TBR:

time below target glucose range.
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RSt
A

5.3 % fiR AT

TBR = 1% R AERE L AR ERTHEEDH el RAF (R
IREOA M, B L <X TIA OBEfEOf M, HbAle, CPI, TAR) ¥
JO'SD.CV.MAGE # HWAE# L Licu VAT 4 v 7 BlRiot 21T > 72,

HaRFI1E TBR =21% & BEE S 5 MSZK 1 Tl /e s> 72, SD. CV. MAGE
Tz 21 TBR =1% & BEd 2 MK 7 Toh - 72 (Table 3-5),
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Table 3. TBR = 1% % tEE%H. xR TB IO CVEZHMELR L LT
0y AT 4 w7 BERSHT

Odds ratio 95% ClI P value
Insulin treatment 1.68 0.62-4.56 0.31
History of stroke or TIA 1.72 0.45-6.63 0.43
HbAlc 1.04 0.41-2.62 0.94
CPI 1.13 0.68-1.87 0.65
CcVv 1.43 1.27-1.62 <0.05
TAR 0.90 0.85-0.95 <0.05

pEIZR AT 4 v 7 EUFZHTIZ LD BEH LT,

TBR: time below target glucose range; CV: coefficient of variation; CI:
confidence interval; TIA:! transient ischemic attack; CPI: C-peptide

index; TAR: time above target glucose range.
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Table 4. TBR = 1% %=t A%, T xR FBLOSD # HIEE L Lz
0 Y RAT 4 v 7 Ao HT

Odds ratio 95% ClI P value
Insulin treatment 1.99 0.79-5.02 0.15
History of stroke or TIA 1.64 0.47-5.77 0.44
HbAlc 0.85 0.37-1.91 0.69
CPI 1.08 0.68-1.72 0.73
SD 1.28 1.17-1.39 <0.05
TAR 0.79 0.72-0.87 <0.05

pEIZR AT 4 v 7 EUFZHTIZ LD BEH LT,

TBR: time below target glucose range; SD: standard deviation; CI:
confidence interval; TIA:! transient ischemic attack; CPI: C-peptide

index; TAR: time above target glucose range.
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Table 5. TBR = 1% %t B A%, 5=

0 YRART 4 v 7 AR OHT

K+ L0 MAGE =z B ZH &L LT

Odds ratio 95% ClI P value
Insulin treatment 2.85 1.16-7.01 <0.05
History of stroke or TIA 2.36 0.67-8.27 0.18
HbAlc 1.01 0.47-2.17 0.98
CPI 0.92 0.59-1.43 0.70
MAGE 1.07 1.04-1.10 <0.05
TAR 0.84 0.78-0.90 <0.05

pEIZR AT 4 v 7 EUFZHTIZ LD BEH LT,

TBR: time below target glucose range; MAGE: mean amplitude of

glycemic excursions; CI: confidence interval; TIA: transient ischemic

attack; CPI: C-peptide index; TAR: time above target glucose range.
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5.4 TBR =1%% THI+4 25 ROC i

CV. SD. MAGE iZ2>W\WT TBR =1%% Filll4 2% ROC #i#R & 1Ek L.
AUC % g L7z, ROC Hifgic X 2t TiL, CV o v A T7fHIL 284
(AUC =0.86; 95% CI: 0.79-0.91), SD ® % v b4 71{ii% 43.0 (AUC = 0.65;
95% CI: 0.55-0.74), MAGE ® % v 4 7 i 113.7 (AUC = 0.66; 95% CI:
0.56-0.75) Cd - 7=, CV, SD. MAGE ® 5 %, CV I AUC & bE <.
TBR Z 1% %k b EMIC THI T 5 MEZBEHE TH - 7= (Figure 57,
Table 6).
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Figure 5. TBR = 1%® THIIZH1F 5 CV ® ROC HifE

CV: coefficient of variation; ROC: receiver operating characteristic; TBR:

time below target glucose range
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Figure 6. TBR Z1%® T#lic¥ 17 % SD @ ROC HhifE

SD: standard deviation; ROC: receiver operating characteristic; TBR:

time below target glucose range
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Figure 7. TBR =1%® THliZ B} %5 MAGE ® ROC #hi##

MAGE: mean amplitude of glycemic excursions; ROC: receiver operating

characteristic; TBR: time below target glucose range
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Table 6. 45 M pEZL B FEEE D AUC O g

AUC Difference SE 95%ClI chi-square P value
CV-SD 0.21 0.030 0.15-0.27 50.32 <0.05
CV-MAGE 0.20 0.029 0.15-0.26 49.04 <0.05
SD-MAGE -0.01 0.008 -0.03-0.01 1.58 0.21

p EIE N A “RBEIC LY B LT,

AUC: the areas under the ROC curve; SE: standard error; CV: coefficient

of variation; SD: standard deviation; MAGE: mean amplitude of glycemic

excursions; CI: confidence interval
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5.6 HAEHEH

CGM IcBadE+ 2 EERRBEMIIRO o T-, 2 TCORMEMIZERETH
D . Bk ISR EILE 2 /a0y o 7= (Table 7).
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Table 7. HEF5R L HHE

Adverse event

Frequency

Contact dermatitis

0.51 %
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6 =

plkh

AWEFETIL, mln 2 BB R E B E OBE =K+ & TBR =1% & O B# %2 3%
Wiehole,—~T.TBR Z1% 0 B3 TiX, ML ENESMHE Th - 72,
CV. SD B L OU'MAGE O TlX, CVIZTBR =1%% & b IEMIZKT 5
FRtETH o7z, KR TIZAE 65 KU FOBFEEZXISZLELTEBY, ZDF
BIFWRIE 73.9 1 Td > 7= (Table 1), 4 3& 2 BUFE R B E 12 CGM % i L
TR CIE A VA U GFOBF XI5 & LI BBFZEIC 3 W\ T 2E g IR
CPR 1&fE & X bE U 2 7 23845 2 & 73§$|§ﬁb ENTWD (Merete et al.,
2020), ARHFZETIETBR =Z1%& A » A Y V3 WHREDIRIECTH 5 CPI 1XR
R Do 7o, L LR G, BEHIL 20 mui@iﬁfﬁ%)z#/)% v
AV EBEHALTWLEEFEZRNRLE L TWDOIZH LT AW TIEA A
VoOFEBIZEEDL LT 65l LOEMmEZT DAL ERRE LT\, i
RBERD DI oTBEZDL 2D, LEDZ &6 | KiLkE & BE#ES 25
BT, BE s a2FhE e CRRDIENTIRIND, ITHF, 40—T75 KD
2 BRI B 281 N (65 Ll Lo s 181 A& & ide) (2 CGM % 3
fiti U 7= BLEEIE Tl s bE R B E 123 W\ T HbALe (Rl A > X U 53
WMEHESE T 5 sulfonylureas. glinides & L < 131 > 2 U i % TBR
BELBHET 2 Z &N RENT- (Kuroda et al., 2020), L2rL. Z D@22
WFIEIT TH R O RF 2R G E LTEY 5l EommBa brig e L
TEARMEDIZD N LY mEPERFEFORFZEOFEFEEZX LD T
HHEERD, MAT, AWZEIE, HE =22 A VR — Tl bR
BEOKRIMPEZ THHT H7HOICFE LI TS TBR 1% & BFE =K+ 0
BT WA MEEL TWAH AT, FilERZb D EHE 25,

AMFFETIE, Sl bE R EEE OBF =K+ & TBR = 1%I[13 B 278D 72 )
ST, mkFEREBF L, REERE T OO, FERFEIC X 2Kk Y X
7 BE (Moen et al., 2009), S 512, & lbE R EE 1XE B &KL %2
L7 <, BEEMKMELZETCD U A7 03E (Bremer et al., 2009),
LLEDN G B RIS BR 2 < FEMAYIC CGM & S0 LA M o 777 o A
ERGET A Z ENEFE LU,

WIZ, REFFETIL TBR = 1% & mbEZEfEEE & ORICEE Z D 70, Ak
NBEIR B 335 N (1 BURE SR 254 A, 2 BRI 81 AN) @ A . if b Hl
ET — XD MPEAE) 2 R T 512 CTH D Average Daily Risk Range % f##T
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L7EMFgE Tk, ALERMEZE I RIMmE EBEES L2 E R RSN
(Kovatchev et al., 2006), F£7=. Bk AEFE 88 A (1 BUKERIF 20 A, 2 HpE
JRIE 68 N) & xR CGM % FE i L 72 BLEMFJE T, 2 BB RIm B 1286
WA & SD, MAGE (X EMEZ 3 Z L3 #HE ST 5b (Tanaka et
al., 2014), ZNHOFEEND . mlmHE R EE TITMEEE N RNLE L 72
STWDHAREMEDNm W E B X B IS, RUFIEIT SR & @ b R Iw B E IR E
L7ebDTHLH28, TBR =21% & MBEZEEET L Z & AR Eiz, Bk
Mo, REREORE xR E LB & FRRIZ ., sl b REEE BN T
b ANLZERMAELZE TR & BEET 52 ENHALNE RS T,

CVITmmpEIcEIND Z & RMHE 2 K3 25 2 fitE T
HDIZXF LT, SDEBEXOMAGE ZEMAICHEEIND I ETHRAT X%
U % (Kovatchev, 2017; Jin et al., 2014), Mz T. F &1L EITHIZE TR
ElnE e HAR N 2 BRI B35 284 il & x5 & L 7= BT F 28 &2 17
VW, CV X SD, MAGE X Y {1t 2 Sl K3 2 b Z8hfEE CTh 5 2
ExEHAELTWVWD (Miya et al., 2020), Z i1 & RERIZ, AL TILE D 2
RUBEPR IR B FH 2B W TH CV X SD, MAGE LV b XV EMIZ TBR =21%
ZTHT AMBELBEECHDL I ENH NS T,

B#BIT, AR TIE TAR K81 TBR = 1% & B# 32 Z LR ST,
2 BINEIR IR B 11T 5 TAR & TBR OREIZ DWW T OHEITDRND /)
Wl X OFEFEH o 1 B0 RHEBEFE 85 A2 CGM % % L 7= Bl 2478 T i
TAR & TBRICHOTICHBENRH D Z ENME SN TS (Urakami et al.,
2020), ZOFHETHEA OFHERICTELRNEDTH 72,

EETRE RIRIC BT DRI X, Bk L o Ickkx e B OHEERI S Z L,
BEOHESSMEL T | EREEOHERKCEBERFEMOIELTIZENRD 5 5, 41%
%, CV Z+3 2l 2 FASHAGDE L LT L, Kkl L O%
FUIZHE D B OHEZ 7R3 2 @l bR IE OGRS 2 N5 5 2 L BB T
bD, ZOEOWIEN, T2 mE iR IFIER O —BIZ 22 5 2 & & Wify
T 5,
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7T FALR LU

e lin 2 ROBE R B C R 1 D MAEAE) & B RK T3 L OVEEMRE L DR
HARFT 572012, CGM & 3 L7z, RBRIZEWTH LN E 25725
FUSZELT 0@ @“CZ?)ZD

1) S 2 BUBE R E 1B W T, TBR =21% & B4 %5 BEE K 71338
O ool

2) TBR =Z1%DHEFE TIZ TBR <1%DHEE & ik L, mEL#EEE (CV,
SD. MAGE) iZWwInbEETh o7,

3) IMmAELAEFEE (CV. SD. MAGE) ® 95 b, CV &b IEFIZ TBR =1%
PRI HHEETH -T2,

e ffin 2 R PR B I MBE L E SR DR B 5, ARWFFEORE R D
5. il 2 RBERPEE TEERRFICIOSFEMEY 2713 H 0 K
P& MBEEENEE L TWD Z R LN LR o, —5 T RUMZE IR
MIETH D720, MEERB Z M SN2 MEES 2 2 LIX TS, (Kip
AN TR 2 HHEICET 2 5 IR S LTV, 5% RELECHTH
& A — MIFFEIC X 2 B L& 2 9§ 2N OREEN L ETH 5,
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8 f WF

Tz 2 DIZHTZ0 | KR DO 2 5 2 THW-, duiEE K2R FERE
FORERE - R R BEERERRICHEELZR LET 0T,
ARG DT HEO THRE THlisEZ2 5 0 £ Lo -GN R 2 3=
AT AT, NTT 5 A AALIRIR BERE RIm N 0 IR 35 i BN % BUIE K
. BERIA « ETRRRIE R DY —HHWREERICESCEH W LET,

ZOMIZH . ZOFLIERIZH Y (< OREIEES L0 W ZHhE.
TX|HEWEEEE LI, DEVEHERL BT ET,

BRI, A2 X2 TWlelZ& Lk, 0 - WENERH=EO 2T
BERRIZODI VLB L BT £,
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9 F4EAR

S HPRHMEEERIT. T AT T AREE D R A ARE IR A S, A — T
AVV— TR DoNR=— HOZZFEMIEK BARARX=VH—o 7
INA LRSS, ANV TR R=— IRV T U R T 7—~,
NINT 4 A7 77—, BRSPS T¥ERKSH, 7 7 o
MOFEEE A TR 7 AT T AWMIE TRy Ny R FHo=d KR
AARFERKEIERA S, A — AV —- T KD R=— HiI=2H
W, IR INT 4 A7 77—~ BIK&tt, BRX—=Y I —a1 50
A DR, DB S RIEE L EIE M2 558k d % = 1
Bovz, ZDMOFEFIZH T XEHRMOREIZ 20V,
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