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Pancreatic Beta Cell Function in Japanese Pregnant Women:
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[#1] Metabolic Phenotype BEITIZ 317 B BEATF &

(A) RG22 Y —= > 7 iGiEH

e e T
OGTT IEH GDM OGTT i GDM
(n=120) (n=14) {n=70) (n=7)
S (vears) 35.3%4.2 395+28* 360+4.6 40045
W (% 70.9 818 710 60.0
BMI (kg/m?) 206%24 200%2.1 274x21% 283+14%
BRI % D 13%4 13+4 13+4 12+3
WRHRIERE (%) 645 54.6 9.6% 200
GDM W4k (%) 19 0 48 0
*, P<0.05 vs JEHLHE OGTT IE%
#, P<0.0001 vs JFIER OGTT L%, FEMEH GDM
(B) RN R 7Y — = ZiGHEH
ElBlubiped Jiik¥ied
OGTT il GDM OGTT il GDM
(n=271) (n=45) (n=37) (n=16)

Ey (vears) 35.1%486 37.0+46 36940 377441
PR (%) 70.1 65.6 1.1 778
BMI (kg/m?) 205%20 200+ 24 275+ 24% 275+18%
BT AR 4 () 28+2 282 27%4 28+2
BIRISEERE (%) 10.3 196 139 1Ll
GDM BLAE (2%) 0.0 87 5.6 56

¥ P<0.0001 vs JEIBME OGTT 1%, B GDM

GDM A7 Y —= v 7 HEittE 2 OGTT # %
R TIl & THE. T, 201047 BICRA
) hf’%ﬁ‘é\[ﬁ]‘ﬁﬁ‘ XD IR E GDM H(213
ZIEBEWME 2ABRE 0L 3HEE2
Z)B LU OGTT IEH # (498 Z) WS4 L 7-.
12, FHEAGCDM BB X U OGTT EHE MO
Oral DI % HWEMEt L7z, 45 =02, #r## GDM
By 77 0v—708 28 3HREFBBLUY
OGTT LL## o Oral DI % bt L.
[HikE & £ %2]
1. HAMNER O Metabolic Phenotype [BHT
[1] GDM B & UF OGTT IE# ® Metabolic Phe-
notype Mg
(1) 4220 VIREEB E U4 YA Y5O
Mt
F1WZEIOPEBIUOHAR 7 ) —= v Z S
OREERZRT. BRI ORI Y-
FHERIIB VT, ISwrid JEMEHE - OGTT EH
>JE B i - GDM >HE §i - OGTT IE > BE i -

GDM DNEIZEEZ R L2 (K 4). —7F, F—off
¥THET 5 &, OGTTE®IZLXTGDM ®
[Secrr i3 EfEZ R L7z, L2285 T, OGTT EHIC
HAGDM TidA ¥ 2 Y Y BEEIEEZRT S
EH S E ol i A VAU YGUWICD
Tix, B LIOHEZ 27 ) —= v FBHEFI©
HAWCBWT, FEREHRICHEHE T
AUCupn 3B EZ R L2 (J5), LALEASR
— D7V — 7N TIE, OGTT EEW & GDM
D AUCyp\ZEETH o7z XD, GDM Tl
AVA) VREEHORT2RET 4 R V5
wh (Difﬁbﬂmv%ht:m EHBLA F,
ROAVAY VESHEB LA YR Wb v
I FRE TR OB AH 2R T 2568100, B
WOHEEZZETHLENDH L I LRI
OGTTEREBIUCDMEDOAL ¥ 2 Y ¥ %
FZH—DW S 6 1277, B X O
) — = TR BWT, OGTT E¥EE &
"GDM DA ¥ A Y Y BREFRE—DWRIBIEE D
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(BERO U=V IBER] | SRS U—= TR
P < 0.001
P < 0.001 " P < 0.001 '
Soerr P < 0.05 C ASgm P < 0.01
16 165 '
14 14
12 12
10 10
8 8
6 ﬁ 6 i
4 4
: B ﬁ
0 : B
0GTT  GOM OGTT GDM OGTT GDM OGTT GDM
N :
B ﬂEﬁ #EEE% BE%
(4] OGTT E%EBIUGDM 04 > AU V&S
FEIREIN AR 7 <, FRI B & ORI ORT 128w T OGTT EHICK~GDM 0 4 ¥ 2

U R A T SR

(WL 8 & b —ERELZETIE)

(WBMR O U—=2TBHERl [ RBR D U — = TBHA
P < 0.001
£.X0.001 P < 0.01
P < 0.001 p <001
FCome P<0.05 ACrnar P<0.01
0.8 0.8
0.6 0.6
0.4 0.4
0.2 i 0.2
06TT GDM  OGTT GDM OGTT GDM  OGTT GDM
E# - E% E® EE
JERE ikt SEAB ik
[B5] OGTTE#B LT GDM OA ¥ 21 ¥ 5l

RS E & RIS W T, S & MM ORFIZEWT OGTT B4 & GDM @

4 2N UARERETH- .

R RAR R B L7 (B 6A, B). €512, OGTT
ERHTIZHE GDM OIS HAIZE T H B 2

AL72(X6C). L7aA>T, GDMIZBWTHEB
MlaEr &% 23 5 WRREIRIE SN, BB

Mlafgpeoma zfr) 2L L.

(2) W B MITLBRRE DR

B L OHRIIR 7 ) — = > 7R & I 0
AETHTEL, W BMIREEHEETS S Oral DI
Z IBHE L7z B 71RT £ 912 OGTT IEH
IZHA GDM # 0 Oral DI IXEETH b, ZWiks
R I O S B4R < GDM T B MRl b

(X8 & h

~—HBELZE

£51 )

RN ZT 5 Z LA 6% & % o7z, Buchanan
etal \XFF T AU }\i&'ila”ﬁ:ﬂ%i & L7z R
ge% b L2, GDM OIFREIZB T 2 B B AN
HE AN 2 (B cell dysfunction) D B 5 % $2P8 L Tw

59 ZnFCHARANERICB S 2 B M ukiE
ERRETTH o 7245, KEFMICL Y HAEA GDM

BT HHERMIBEREREDHS 251Z Lo TH
bk zol. :
[2] GDM F B 61 o> BEAR A0 1 ~ 1 3543
% Metabolic Phenotype ® %4k,
AR AR D & IS 23 T ISuerc 1T H 22 &K
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A
{ — ., g nE —_— =)
(BMRAYU—=VIBER] [ FHRY U —= 2 TBEA)
1.4-
1.24°
= 1
30.8-
S 0.6
-L
0.4+
0.2+
0 T H T T T K] 0 1 T T T T 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
f S@GTT ! SOGTT
B
f - L
(BRI U—=VIBHER] [ BHR Y U—= 2 TBER)
1.4+ 1.4
1.2 1.2+
£l L i 3 1_2
3089\, 20.81 m
S067 @ S 0.6 Sk
“ 044 = 0.4+ aﬁ"ﬁ
) S 8 A %ﬁf;ﬁ
0.2+ AT~ 0.2 HEE ~
Q T T ¥ T T 1 0 T T T T 1
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
FSggrr FSoerr
C
r - 1 N
(D8RI V—=2 R [ BRI —=2 SRS
4 1.4
1 —e 1
o -~ GDM 21% - - = GDM
$ 0.8+ $0.8-
£ 0.6+ S0.6- 4
= < Lo
0.4+ 0.4". AN
0.2+ 0.2+
Q T H T T T 1 0 x T T T H T 1
O 5 10 15 20 25 30 O 5 10 15 20 25 30
{Sogrr ISoger
(6] 42y > &@E—5W5IE

(A) OGTTE®EB LY (B) GDM D4 ¥ A YEREU—SIMEIE 2 BT L. SEMS

7

i<

(C) OGTT iERWITHRGDM 04 ¥ 2 Y ¥ REE—GWHBEAETHICRE L THY,

GDM 231 21 B MluRfE R 20 VRIS A (08 X b — I ET )

R LU7-H, MERIZBIU A AUCww i EENS
Ho7(BA). EEPHMIEHEREZILEME LA
Z %, Oral DLIZHEIRAIIE 2> 6 R B2 TR
WIETLTEY, FMcEIT 208 p #Mizsteer
EORIEFREINT(K8B). MlLoRIcky,
TR A S RIS TR B MREREIT S

WERTTAMeeM2l\l o2 b, HRPHHICS
T35 GDM A2 ) —= v VP OEEESEER I N
7z,

2. B RERE LR R EEE & 0B

(1) fETa7 740 E DM

Oral DI X E¥REd o HbAle, ZBERFB LW
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(DBROU—=25BHER] [ FHRY U—= D T BER)

Oral Dt P < 0.001 Oral 0y P <0.001 P <0.05
5 P 5 ——
4
3 3
2 2
0 0
OGTT  GDM OGTT GDM 0GTT  GDM OGTT GDM
EE EE EE B
Byl fla¥] JERBE g}

[F7] OGTTE®EB LU GDM R B MRatkne
RS S RSO EICHARLR C, EEICHGDM TR HMREBERLZET LS
LS RE RN (RS X ) — S ERIRE)

| ARy VERE | Iz

FSogrr P < 0.01 AUC re/g1u
0.8

0.6
0.4

LIE] i W i

B EX

Oral Di P < 0.01

ALY sk il

59 8]  GDM I 0 o 3 IR 9 ~ L2 3515 B Metabolic Phenotype % 4L
(A) A V2 VRSB L] v 20 4w, (B) BB MTukns

—H A L A ORI R L7 (R N ST
0. AR B S, £ Y R YA B

Oral DI ix g BICEME /R L7 (X 10A). F 724
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| 22 B T4 I B4 | |— B mEE |
(mg/dL) (me/dL)
1801 180+
160 1604 °
140+ R= -0.46 140+
P= 0.0006
1204 < 120
100 ,:ngf;’c:% 1004
80 9%\,\: 80+
80 H ° T T 3 60 T I H 1
D 1 2 3 4 0 1 2 3 4
Oral DI Oral DI
@) HbAlc
7~
6.«
5-
4 ,
o 4
[B 9} Oral Disposition Index &I 70 7 7 4 1L & OB
(R 8 X Y —EPee s )
€] ®)
Oral DI
3 5 r———f—-f-—g—(-)i—--; (unit/day)
100+
2.5 - . R= -0.42
5 ] 80+ . P=0.006
1.5 60- T .
;] 40+ o o,
0.5 20 ] m
0 ¢ ‘ 8 )
BEREER AVRYVEA 0 1 2 3
(N=18) (N=62) Oral DI
[B910] Oral Disposition Index &4 Y 2V > 727 v 4 V& DB

(A) EHSENBE Y 4 ¥ 2 Y Y HEE AR O Oral DI Ok
(B) 4 ¥ A VHEEABICBIT2 Oral DI & 4 Y A Y Y k57 L o
(SR8 & b — 25 )

YAY VEBARIIBWT,

xS (HA/H) 3R R A0 ER L7 (K

10B).

KRENZ LD GDM 128> T Oral DI i M4 -

OralDI & A4 > 21~ N, EABRETEEEEALL BEXD, 2
HIFERIFIC BT M5 L BRI, GDMIZBWT
b Oral DI I3HERBEEEERE 2 BT 5 2 &8

Hohbzor.

A AT 7 A NVEEERHEERT &
ASHBA L7z, BARAIZIE Oral DI 22 510D

— 157 —



20124°11 4

P<0.01
Oral DI I |
2

.5

2 4
1.5 4
1 -
0.5

0

ER E&

EER LR
(K11 EREAHEFEBIUCRENICBIYS
GDM 2 ER® Oral Disposition Index @ HER
(CHR 9 & b —EREcE B

3. BEPMINAREREIC X L EBEAH BT BET
WICREIT A5

BB ER TN, BABER T O GDM
W Oral DI I3 A BICRM 2 R L 72 (K 11).
ROC fBHTIZ £ ¥, Oral DI=144 128 % EHHE
BB O FEET AR LR 61%, HFILE 80%
ThHsIe2Ran/z(E12). 73, OralDli
GDM #Z#r 8 @ ObAle, OGTT 041, OGTT60
I EERE W FllEE R R L7,

2TRE RIS T 5 R BF 2 T, ISuerrX
AUCu 4 12 11 2 Insulinogenic Index/fasting insu-
lind OralDI & L THRMB I N T 39, Utzsch-
neider et al ®#ETIZ & 5 &, Insulinogenic Index/
fasting insulin (¥ OGTT M 1T 10 4 £ @ 2 B R
ROFIETFHIRIEZEOOEDOTH o727, HEERFIIC
BT 3, Insulinogenic Index/fasting insulin &
EHEAHETORETIMCHHATS - 7 (KE
BIUERE 67% BLU83%). LzdoT,
OGTT IZBWTHAW B X R % 30 20
4 YA YEPE SN TV B BEE, ERE
R 0 Z89E 3+ 12 Insulinogenic Index/fast-
inginsulin # V52 & W EETH S, GDM ZH
B Oral DI 2 b LAZFERBEAB B NA ) 22
BErmbT e, RUNZEABIELITON
BELOMBICOERLEEZS.

4, FrFLd: GDM 2BV B FE B IR B REMRAT

OGTTEHM LKL T, FHEEGDMED

TURTT AL 2273

0.8 Oral DI
1.44

00 02 04 06 08 1.0

1—REE

[B12] GDM Z#i#F o> Oral Disposition Index % H
WS EBERHEEORE T
Oral DI 144 12847 5 ESSEHW RS O+ Ik
VHREE 61%, YRIEE 80% THoto.

Oral DI i3 fii % /R L 72 (278 +1.08,1.71 =0.57 :

P<0.001). F7:, #HHEHEGDM Y77V —7IZH
LT, Oral DI i OGTT IE# >1 s >2 >3 st
FONCEMEZ R LA (K13). %238, OGTT EH®
BBIUHEEGDM BT 77NV —FICBTE
BHERBRENA VA BETH B Oral DI=144
ZRTHEZEHLLZA, OGTT BEHAA ~
NI OB, EREAHEEREY A7
ERL(X14).

2010 EE1ZE A X7 GDM F il 2L v 1 X 8
HEHEDOREY A7 ICESWTIER Nz, 4
BRI B 5 B AFHRIRE T, EEF & B L T,
FEELEIZ L Y FH7212 GDM LB E S B E
BICIRBEARERTRSEMEDHEIS EHET
Ho7z(E2DY. ThETHEEGDM ICBIT B
B MR ERIZRIRES TdH o 7278, S EIDMEITIC &
) FraLdE GDM BT b B B N HE AE R = H3H
mENT 7, OGTT BHE AR A ¥ FEoHEEC
e, BB MR REAR 2O HE B & O HEH
RBREREY) A PR T LI LR IN
7.

I. GOMBEDBIZERICE Y 2iR5T

SNP & iZ DNAIZBWT 1 A ET O EE I 2%

— 158 —



2274 V SURYYT L2 HERE645115
P < 0.001 [2] HBUENTIY GDM EBNHE I BEH
T 1 = 4 . 1) — 3R AT
P < 0.001 OFH O I8 & —EBETA)
i 1 _ ;
EFH Bl GDM SBInRE
Oral DI f<Oﬂml P < 0.001 (3= 5400) (n=217)
. i i
4 HFD (%) 6.22 1152%
LFD (%) 9.04 876
3 £ 1.86 161%
1.83 1.38
2 1 T>90% tile)
i <10% tile)
1 cE AR AR 200
0

OGTT 1= 2.%"?\ 348
rikdy
E= OGTTE %
[M13] HEEGDMY 7 F v — 7128 % Oral
Disposition Index D H#g
Oral DIIE OGTT E#>1 #>2 A>3 AREOM
VAR IR LA (TR 10 & 9 —SRCeEBI )

| ERBABEENAURYIE |

¢3)
100 -
80%
80 -
60 -
10 | 35%
20 A 13%
0.6%
0
0GTT 14 25 34
E® OGTTEE

[ 14] $EEGDM BT Iy N —TICBITHEHBEE
BN Y AT BOHE
OGTT BERAL ¥ MOy, EHRERER
WAV AZEE (Oral DIS144) QBRI

POBBEICERL TVERETHA. ZDSNP
PHEEFB LU V87 OB E D&, # LT
SR T EOEVIIESTAEEZLNTWY
5. FD7z, SNP BATIZEEICES 3 5 &=F
DORE, Wiz 2 LIREROMIICEN S, Rk

HTIE, HAAE@EZESRE LT, GDM BHED
SNP #2147 > 72.
(& & 7iE)

5L 2011 4 1 F LRI 34 e < S e A A B
7o 72 B A& A BB 363 % (GDMS80 4 ; Non-
GDM 283 %) T 5. GDM DB W IZH Bl IE 4
FHRV, 1B X0 2 B RE SRR T3R5
LA L7z £9, SHBICHRILL 22 AR M
»oEoNn/s ) L DNA Z T, BEiRo T2
DM BEEIETF (BF 13 EIZF) @ SNP I2D W TR
EEF) 2 fBHT L 72 (Genotyping). 32 3 IZ1Z45ED
ET TR L7 &EF %7, Genotyping Tl
Invader % vy, ¥—X - a2 bu— VEER
Wiz & WGDM#E B & O'Non-GDM B o 2
Tx— A F—TULIVDOFRE - AFOEEDOHE
BEa e L.

[R#E & E=]

# 41213 Non-GDM B X ' GDM o R H &%
Y. KBRETCIE, TRREFEREL TV RV
¥, Non-GDM #{ZH~X GDM BT, IR
FROREENZETH o7 B LI 13 8EFD
SNP §_RTIZB W THREET] O FEH AT g8 T
Hol. r—A-aryiro— VEERETICLY,
Non-GDM # B L U'GDM ERMIZBWT 7 L IVEE
BRYFHLBEFOEEIRBEI NG
5). BBRZEWZ L1, 2 BISEIRIG L OB EASER &
NTWBEEEFTNTHHAAN GDM & i@vs R
EIRT DI TIE Lo/ FTO KRB » X
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[# 3] MR I 72 2 U PRI B S A ol B AR T
4 v R RSP
PPARY Peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor y
FTO Fat mass- and obesity-associated
ADIPOQ Adiponectin
TiE B R B
TCF7L2 Transcription factor 7-like 2
GCK Glucokinase
KCNJI1, 15 Potassium inwardly-rectifving channel, subfamily J, member 11, 15
KCNQ1 Potassium channel, voltage-gated channel, KQT-like subfamily, member 1
HHEX Hematopoietically expressed homeobox
IGF2BP2 Insulin-like growth factor 2 binding protein 2
CDKALI1 CDKS3 regulatory subunit associated protein 1-like 1
CDKN2A Cyclin-dependent kinase inhibitor 2A
SLC30AS8 Solute carrier family, member 8
(4] SNPBATICBI 2 AR TERTHEEWERETFORBHTREL DT
Non-GDM  GDM 20 R 2 MR T, £ YA SR
(n =283) (n=80) PR Mis & OB B M B EET-ICB
;& Eiearsl) Zoii) am»; \F % SNP 7% 2 BUBEIRIG SEAE W B A0 B T & A5
3 g/m 201 =23 215 +£3.3%
Wil (%) 32 138 é T B, —fc, GWAS IZIZZHHI (RIS &
(BMI>25) EH 3R % & % 1,000~1,500 6l) % E5 5 720
GDM BEAE (%) 0 1.25 #’L M :
. Z @ SNP Tz 2 M < g
HURIGRIHE (%) 67 3007 % T GDM & SNP it 47 LR 7 B8
P DSNPIZHH Ly — A - 3 v oa— )R fE
£ p<00001 WHAfThbh T& A" #2113, HAPO study BE#ED
% PR 9F 98 T 1& GCK % TCF2L2 ¢ SNP 25 Bk K A
GDM D ESEC B G- 3 2 W B AR S 7z,
VR - LT 5 L S NEY. SEOR S OMEHC & Y BEE o 2 TR B s i

b MEaE % B 5 &, GDM & 0B ES EFofIZIZAAA GDM &g B 2R3 JF
{ o7z, KCNJI1 i3 B Mila > K*channel 4 PEFET B LM SN — Iy —2 - 3V b
ﬁ‘m: TCF2L2 13 B B ML DTl 2 7 A b — & O — VBT I IR BB XL O EE MR E EhE

, FERA v VT VRIS T AL R v NEEHEGLEE T 5720, SHoRFEHE

J%—'?ﬂ‘%; LENTNWEY,
fﬁ-’z?b P o i o 72 HHEX 1&

ARE T GDM & TH PR CTHAH. I TORCKA GDM B

R - BEIE & 72 % HM D SNP f#ATTId, REFERTH RO 7 — ¥ HIE

HIC ST 2l ERFE LY I - N3 5700 WHREEL L THWLNRTWA. GDM FEHEICH
Jia A D BERIRETE FR~ 0 B 55 HEW & v B fx?“( D BEBERTFOERIE, 1 VAT VERZESK

5)%4) i

TabicEpHME~DRANZEET 5 [

£ WA FHEBOFAEITEEERE & BERER A )& E—0BRBEERT TORER(GDM) &
Mo 545, BE, FITE&T ) A WEENT BT R (Non-GDM) % 184 & L 7z SNP fi#T %
(genome wide association study ; GWAS) & f \» EE L. SHBERZERL, GWAS T2 BUgER
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[3£5] SNP@H#ERE
a2.2 %4 4 v A YRS i B e
Bl b FTO (rs$9939609) IGF2BP2 (rs4402960)
HHEX (rs1111875)
HHEX (rs3015480)
KCNJH (rs5219)
TCF7L2 (xs7903146)
Uy 7% L PPARG (rs1801282) GCK (rs1799884)
ADIPOQ  (rs2241766) CDKAL1 (rs7756992)
ADIPOQ  (rs266729) CDKN2A (rs10811661)

KCNJ15 (rs3746876)
KCNQ1 (rs2237895)
SCL30AS (rs13266634)

F59APT - SNP ID

% & ORISR b7z 20~30 T D SNP %
=7y b& L, HEANGDM & D BEZ fF##7§
L5TFETH5B.

AHEDE LD

e, RSB 2EARF oM T4 v 2
DUEEE] L T4 2 W] REAMT L
HETFE LT ENTER, L2L22S, W
BIE VIS EICHE L 225 5 A AR OMERSE DS
MRFEINTWE, F2C, F4ld (M I
EZHL, HEAERGORRH LT L. 208
B, BCRAFEBRICHAAN GDMIZBWT D BB M
JOigRe Rz B0 b LBl O E R o7 T 77,
fiE B M HRAEIRIETH B OralD T IFERHE S
HEEZ XML, »OEEEAHEEORETH
WCHEBTHAZEARENT. X612, 201047
AITEAS N7 GDM W& #EICB T, OGTT
BERL Y PEOBEIMCE L v, ERERHR
BHRAEVAZ IR T 2 Z L IRB I NI

SRRl % BT A 2 LT L ) SNP AT H
AN GDM Bt EERFORFZEISRE DD 1]k
HHREN. BARANGDM OE#MEE S HIZT
5ETH, ARAEROERICEWTHEDEE
RFBLEBN %170 BERIBOTEWV. 72, %
EHITIE, SNP BITHERE b L ICEIEZERORY
AR A OralDIDH v M T 7ERFREL, B
BOBERHFEFTEETIICHVAZ LI TEETD
5Y. TOEHIT, HREREEEEREZREN

IZEHlT L 7= BE IR E R IE#kiE H & A GDM D REfR
AR ERBMEE NV A7 EOHEB &
U follow-up IZEAE LD EHFEEI NS,

#O

Kot EALERNBANZEZMBRS L VKV T4
MRS 4 2 2 V] KBWTRROBRES5 2T
TaWE LAFRERIENERR, BROFEZBHUNITS
WE L THRESEEL 6 CFE S8R I0RHRL
5. F, BEEREBD E LBERBARESLER
ABZEHE ENFAEERL > WERKRELE, ExY
Ty TEMRZERAMEEE HYPY FER REKE
EFRERARSZHEE AFATHRICEHERLIT. £
LT, S EESECBTBESRAREFHIRER 51k
FBNOREMZRBEBRANERT b oTHSIVEL
THEROERICHILBL LW ET.

HEFFTE

BEFBIFESHER A HEHUSAER S 1~ 7
PIFET, & BE LB & B4 5 BOES B
£ O BRE-E

BEFVAFEFHAHELS WS L PR 8

FESTIREERANE  BE 5

ESRHERR S ¥ 5 BT R —H5, HUREEAR
¥, aHED

SRR IRE SRR EBM B2E > 5 — @ BOiRE
%
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