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Age-dependent decline in 8 -cell function

assessed by an oral glucose tolerance test-based disposition index

PO FOoRARRRA LRI &S disposition index 12 £ 5 8 MIKIHREIX
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Naoko Hashimoto, Yoko Okuno, Susumu Seino,Wataru Ogawa

TR SR B R RRBHER R K
BERS - SYINRE

(R - 0P hsR)

B A

(B8] BAAOR B MIBENAER S & bIETII0E S Bl b nicEn
TV, disposition index X Bergman 6z & D3 &S /s Frequently Sampled
Intravenous Glucose Tolerance Test (FSIVGTT) & 9 S S B4 R Y » sp¥diThi &
A R ASFYEEEICHIE LS iR CH 0. 2 BISERASHRBIZ IS\ TH A 2 TSRl
ThDHEFbR TS, Ll FSIVGTT RFREMGHETH Y. Thg 8117 F OREALT
KRB (75g OGTT) & » FH &4 D disposition index (oral disposition index)h34f A Y
AASAPECHIE LicA A Y U WREOREEEE LT, kMl ZeHE B MIKIBRERT (7L &
L &hoob D, £ 2 TR~ 14 oral disposition index 2 &2 2§ A MKLBEAED 4EHR
LY YOS KRBT IMIOVTRN LK,

(HiE] shE CIBEERNOMERRVAAART V7 47 1444 % 2008 57 A
P8 2000 5 9 JHC A THFTRSE & R THRRAITHTEHE L, 2F)C 75 OGTT
Z AT L, OGTT i BUFRMERHIC WV CHEFT L, B, 30 2. 60 53, 120 53R
%175 1z, 0 b BARRA F2OBHIEBIC I TIBFEE IS &1 S 22
B 59 EECO 110 LHICIWVT, AFMBIC 4 BEIOBIL (208, 308, 40s, 50s),
LGB (mmol/D) ZEIEGA > X U > B @mol/D) AU Cgurzolmmol/l- min), OGTT
DF=F LR ENRDA 2 Y )i (Homeostasis model assessment of
cell function (HOMA- ), insulinogenic index (pmol/mmoD &) KA o A U AEfHEHT
£2 (Homeostasis mode] assessment of insulin resistance (HOMA-R). Matsuda index
), B AUCinsguwizo (pmol/mmol) & Matsuda index O L 0 IHE 3 oral
disposition index & DMRIC->F | 4 BEM CHBHRMN L1,

(RR] 220008 M BHIT <> AUCqunizo 13 4 BERITHE Y (p<0.0001, p=0.003), £
fihd & HIC LA LTWEEPG:4.83+0.55, 5.15+0.37, 5.5210.38, 5.61£0.64, AUC
g1 799 199,863+ 133,923+ 113,965+ 132), A - R Y ALFEHETCH 5 HOMAR
<> Matsuda index % 4 M CHERLRD RN o (p=0.171, p=0.635), £ A

U 2R T4 5 insulinogenic index X2 AUCinwguer2o 11 4 BERICH T2 W iah



27 (p=0.097, p=6,727),, oral disposition index X 4 TR THREA5RD (p=0.0002),
R & & BISIE R LTV(@77.121295.7, 211.9£57.5, 206.6+76.5, 173.9£59.0),
FrA v R W CH D HOMA-8 (r=-0.186, p=0.517), AUCinsgluc120 (r="-0.079,
p=0.415) & LEMN AT T A BAR LR b Ao 2o 238, 4l & oral disposition index X
ARHABE M7 (r=-0.411, p<0.0001), insulinogenic index iX4Edh & H T HAMEE
WA (r=-0.257, p=0.007), #H#H& oral disposition index & ¥V b HBFRER/ = H
[y

(B8] A2 2D YURL A v R Y VBERRNT 4 T T 4 — Ky I V=T %
HLTWD, FDRD, A /A D ABIE LRI TMBEREZ L TRY, b
ORI ORI disposition index & LTHEM & T 25, disposition index 1 B oM
BERLTWDEELRTW D, SRS & HICIETF L, 2 TURHRE RO TR
FELTHNBRTWS, Beth2055 50 BISDRTERABAIBSOTLEMRE LD
(2 oral DI BMEFTD 2 &M O L, SIS DIETFREOMRDA R Y 530
R 2 Y AR EIC S TR bR o T MG, oral disposition
index ¢t SLEUARER B MITRESIESEMETH D LB X L, F/ oral disposition
index iF 20 BRUA 6 30 BRSO TRBIETF LTV e, ZThidhE B MIASREICE 23R
ARHO B LTl > TR Ve L BILEITLTW D Z EETRRLTW D,
[ B ML DA RMAREDICEIT DT o FULFL Vot SR EERA I =X LNFE
ZBNDHM, b MBI DK S ML FORKITZH s ST, LiALE
[BIH] 5 s & AR > T BRASLEA & K B MIRIBIEA B BRCIR T LTV D &5 Z & iddhiic

RRNZ L CHD EEZTVD,
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Age-dependent decline’'in j -cell function assessed by an oral
glucose tolerance test-based disposition index
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Title of Bo7 FURBARRERHEH &N 5 disposition index = & BB
D" . HISRERE LRI & & IR T3
1ssertat§on
* T "'{,’ 5 r’éi -
Chief Examiner
®EE R 2
I "
Examiner Vi?el exam'iiel ) m \g/;:\
. iner ; ) .
EIA
T A~ ) [ ®A
Vice-examiner
(FEEIE1, 000F~2, 00 O0FRE)

AZRA DR B MIBIEAER L L ITIETT 202 3 B3+ AL ER TN,
HEE bIX 75g O 7 F O HARIRER (75¢ 0GTT) & Y BH&h 5 disposition index (oral
disposition index) % fAV\THE 8 MAMERENEMIZ L Y YD X S IZBILT B3 HMIT OV TR
ML,

TR DBERERRVARART T 47 144 4% 2008 4E 7 Am b 2009 ££9 Aioh
TTRFRE L RETHRRRITIVTHEMR L, 20T 758 0GIT % HEFT L7z, OGTT (L&
HIZEREREIC 301 THEST L. RREEAT. 3043, 60 43, 120 S3THRMAEAT o1, D5 H BAFF
RFZLOLHERIBWTHERER L WES I 22 RH 5 59 RETO 110 4iCis
WT, ERBINC 4 BIZQE LK (20s. 30s, 40s, 50s), ZERSIFPMPEMT (mmol/1), ZERER%
A VR Y VBE (pmol/1) . AUC, e (mmol/1 « min), OGTT OF—F XD R EhBA 2 Y
v WA (Homeostasis model assessment of S cell function (HOMA- B ) .
insulinogenic index (pmol/mmol) %) XA A Y L IEH KLY (Homeostasis model
assessment of insulin resistance (HOMA-R) . Matsuda index %), BT} AUCi.. etz
(pmol/mmol) & Matsuda index ML P EH & B oral disposition index & DEURIZD
&, A BRI TCLHBRN L,

ZERIRR MEE R AUC, 0100 15 4 BEFICHEZABD, EBML LB LA LTV, 122
Y UIRHERRETH B HOMA-R R Matsuda index iX 4 BRI CHEZRERD Mo, ¥
AvRY ‘/ﬁ}&%‘#‘é’%‘(‘&)b insulinogenic index R AUC,, /i 4 BRI CH B 2BHA
Motz, oral disposition index ¥ 4 WA CHEBEBE LR, EHL L HIZETLTWE,
FhA VAR) CHWIRETH D HOMA- 8 AUC,, . 1ucr0 & SEIRICIIE B2 BRI D o T
A, F#h L oral disposition index I A EZEMBZ®W ., insulinogenic index IL4E
LT B AERS A, EB L oral disposition index & ¥ BRI/ EH o
7o

AVRY U QWREL A VAY VBRI RTIT A T T 4 — Ry 2 N—TEFRLTH
B, EDIH, A VA YW BBEIRBREFRERLTEY. ZhbOBROR
it disposition index & UTHM &N T3, disposition index i1 B #ERAMEAER R L
TWBEEDbhTWVWS, THEREEL L LITETL, 2 BERKEROTFREFL LTH
WHRTVND, B4 1320 5 50 RIROBELAFALBVTHEEHE & HIT oral DI A
ETT5ZL2@bMICLE, FHICEBETIXTOMOAL VXY WRIRRA VR Y
VERERRICBVTIREBD bhRho I M6, oral disposition index it b G
T2 B HERRISRERE M CH B L E X bz, ¥V oral disposition index IX 20 RN L
30 BT TR BIET LT, THIidhE 8 MISABIE T SR A RO BRE 53T
WESTBY, FERL LHIETLTVWAZ L ZTRELTVS,




ATFFIL. BAAIZIUNT oral disposition index % BV T B MERIEBABDARAT 24TV >,
BASHD IS AIRBENERTBETLTWA I LEHALLIILELOTHY ., MED
B5L0THBILBHS, LoT, FHRER, Mt (B OFUEEILTERHS k?ﬁ.
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