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Effect of sitagliptin switched from glimepiride on glycemic contrel in Japanese patients with type 2 diabetes
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Table 1 BEHE (4@

A (B/%0) 54 (34/20)
i (B 61.649.6
B (4F) B.7L7.4
BMI {kg/m*) 26.8+4.5
HbAlc (%) 6.8--0, 65
BavAro—pu 195.9£37.1
NN (mmHg) 128.9+12. 4
WM (mmHe) T4.4-+12.9
PR IHE D D 6 1
BimH b 12 {3
21 4, 81

v 4 P, 7)Y, e-al
F—VYHEREIHEHIRTWEEERITE L
fro Zpd, THIRLLLOBEEE, L Lo
FERRIR T #, 4Ci2 DPP RSB #5831 T
WARE, MEOETENS D FIHEOHI
& O BWFEA~DOSINAAHEE) & WS b BH
(34 YA

2. hF &

200085 Haw 2011 4E 3 B L To M iz L&
DEHE L, ROV THEME ST
FoBEIHL T, 2 A opleEm &g
Feth, BHIZ ) A YY) Fho s 7 750 50
mg 0Bz, SAHBEI CHREELEEL .
B, 7)ACN FUROBEREOERL ;v

LD L Lize AMEMER i HbAlc 4, 226 R 1in
s L oEEE L, WOz 2H A0, WY
AW, WAL HE 3HABCHE
L7z B HbAle 78, 0% 2 2 7234, B
B E Lo 0 [ AR T R B T 3 s g 5
# BT EA~ D Y B2 fFo T,

EHFMEDN, MoELEIYANO
HbAlc OHERE & L, BIRMATMIITEH R 3 # A
W ORI, RROMED L UR5i#
T HbAle 6.5% K& 5 v ik HbAle 7.0%
FimOHE L L.

B0 2 0T o HbAle flids X O822I
HEOFSRICE LT, NRodhs tReEs
Vi, B0 B AR T HbAlc 6. 5% A dh 5w
i HbAlc 7. 0% ki o8& @ Halgid McNemar
EMWT o WTFhogED, piEA0.05
Rife FERELEHE L2, 2B, HbAle it
JDS fETEFE L /2.

IL. #% &

1. BEE=R

SROEEERT Table 1 124, w5 EE
i 54 #1 (B/22 2 34/20) C, PR 61, 6=
9.6 5%, FEOHRHRBLIRG L 7HT. 44T
Holn, MHYEIZWMoIY A ) FoHRE
0.5mg/HA16# (0.5 me B, 1.0mg/HH

Table 2 #MEWHR (WIBLWIUNY2 T3 FiRGELWD

0.5mg M (n=16)

MR (B 9/7
s () 59.9L11.5
HE (kg) 67.9+15.7

BML {kg/m?) 26. 05, 1

n el sy 9.146.6

HbhAle 6.610.8

I ME (mmHg) 128, 148.6
PHESNIE (mmHg) 77.1+15
WRMFEES Y 1 (n=11)

LOmg# (n=25) |2 0mg W (a=13)| MHE
16/9 9/4 0. 879"
63.649.6 60.2+6.9 0. 189%
66,9L12.3 | 66.9L£14.5 0. 973"
25.9+4,1 2h,5+4,9 0. 959%
10.0+8.5 5.0t4.4 0,231
6.8+0.6 6.8%0.7 0. 189

129.9+13.8 127,915 0. 88"
71, 44168 76,4112 0. 374"
2 (n=14) 3 (n=7) 01717

Mean£SD, " y?test, ¥ : ANOVA

Rl - o7 %

Table 3 PRH3E (WHHAM V<2 T3 FY

B
Ik
LRERY C.omg (1. Omp |2, Omg #E
(1=16) | (n=25) | (n=13)
BT 7 19 10
M E T 6 1L 8
T LT T 4R
AFERN2Y  250mg/H 0 1 ]
500 mg/ H b 3 2
750 mg/ I 4 3 3
1000 mg/A 1 1 1
FHR3 Y 150mg/H 0 1 0
aGl 0 1 2
Yy ey U 2 1
&l 6 14 5
(HmEH D)

256 (1.0meg ¥, 2.0meg/HA% 136 (2.0mg
Y Thate FX0AE) FRESENOBEHY
% Table 212777, B0 H2AEAD IbAlc
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flib, 0.5me FEHY6.640.8%, 1.0mg #E2
6.810.6%, 2.0mg ¥4%6.8L£0.7% CHMIZ
HEZE R o 2o HWIKEE Y7 A RIS
HBHEL, FRFNLSmeBE 104, 1.0mg
9, 2.0mgBE:GFTHY, FYALY R
HALCTM ST 7 0.5 me B < 6 #,
1.0mg#:14#, 20mgBH 5 MTHoiz
(Table 3},

AR SA MO S B, 1ENIE Y E2 | AR
#HTHbALc 8. 3% (1.0mg{) THholZ b
b, DOFEAFOHEBRIIREL, ZokaTRi
Wl L7, 72, 148 (L0mg ¥ 2onTid
3% H#E o HbAle FoMlmds ¢ &1, KEM
L7 I

2. &fFomiEa ha—L

Al HhAle MOEBTH, WHEBL3
h R chHES (p=0, 0117} 1A% e 7- (Fig.
D)o ZRIERIMBE T, T2 1 2 A, 34 A
HBTLANHDLNR, HORAEHNE I HHE
ORI HEEE (p<0.05) #RD7 (Fig Do
HbAlc 6. 5% ki 5 it HbAlc 7. 0% Fim
DAL FNEN 30.2% =24, 5%, 54 7%—
A, 5% T L2 BT adh - 72 (Fig. 4.

. HbAlc 22 i e s
L%) {n = 54) (mg/dL) {n = 50)
801 200
8.0 p=0.0117 180 p = 0.00300
1
7.5
160
140 4 b 141.5
6.5
| 120
6.0 {
5.5 p = 0.00165 100 - L
' p = 0.00316
5.0 T T T 1 SO T T T 1
&E AR DEE L VA% IH A% B ZHR UIRHEET O 1AVA®% 3A4A%
fn=53) (n=54) {n=15%) {n =51} (n = 49) {n = 50) (n=49) (n =48)

Mean £ SD, Paired t - test

Fig.1 HhAle & 22l im o
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(o) —8— 0.5mg i -8~ 1.0mg i —— 2.0mg it
7.8 2.0mg NS
N [
7.6 1.0mg p=0.0372
7.4
1.27
7.0+
6.8 4
6.6
6.4 1
6.2 4
0.5mg NS
6.0 T T - T —
% 2 A H b G E AT 177 % R
0.5mg ¥ () 16 16 15 16
1.0mg ¥ (n) 24 25 24 23
2.0mg B (n) 13 13 13 13

Mean = SD, Paired [ —test

Fig.2 WO HARS) AYY FESEY) HbAlc O

{mg/dl) —@— 0.5mg ¥ (n==14) -M-1.0mglf (n=24) —— 2.0mg FE (h=12)

230 -
2.0mg NS
210 [ |
1.0mg p=0.0299
190 lo.0mg p=0.0007
J 1.0mg N
170 mg N3 1685
1504 e 155.8
o 143.5
130 4 - 137.3
127.1
1104
904 | 0.bmg NS |
0.5mg NS
70 T — 1
B3k 2 b B AT EE A 1A% IMAHE
0.5mg ¥ (u} 14 14 14 14
1.0mg B (o) 23 24 24 23
2.0mg ¥ (n) 12 i2 11 11

Mean + SD, Paired t - test

Fig.3 G0 AEs ) 08 PSRN o2 r e o:fi%

3. JUXE) FBENOLEDY MO—JL
FNAE) FRENO HbAlcl DS %
Fig. 2 12, 2SI RIS M OMER % Fig, 3 1271,
F)AEYVF0L5mgh ooz (0.5 me
) T, WYBAAEMNEIE THBEBI Y

3AABTHbALc OB S d ol 2
FIAEEISOW T &2 3 y ABIC LR+
LA, BEETIE AP o7 L0mg 5 HoY)
DEZ (1L.Omg#E) T, WHB2HEEH»S 3
H BT HbALc 25 6.8% 006 7.2% -~

piEEL RS TR 3T - 20124E 3 A 67 : 459
IbAlc<6.5% (n = 53) HbAle<7.0% (n=53)
(%) 9 NS
70 A (7/3)_ 1,
62.5
601 60 1 NS
504 s 50 - 46,2
NS ¥
40 A NS 40
20.2 30.8
30 25.0 30 -
20.8
201 201
10 104
0 L i o= ik I : i : i ,
4 0.5me®E  1.0mgf 2.0mgiH ESUEN 06mg#t 1O0mg¥#F 2.0mglt
(n=53) {n=16) {n =24} {n=13) (n =153} {n=18) (n=124) (n=13) ,

O] B ITRB

[ EiEERn 3A A
Mean + 5D, Paired t —test

Fig.d YO HEToO HbAle 6.5 i, 7.0%REOHE
¥

B (p=0.0872) % L5 &R L7z ZERE IR i i
T, MoBA T AR 3AHBEDIIYY
B2 EIA_GERLERERLTW: (o=
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{2k HbAlc #76.8% % 5 7.2%~ & LA %R
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P oz e e L] L Twi,

FEN D HbAle 6. 5% R X UF 7. 0% £
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N TS DR RS RE SN T
WwWa ", BIENRZEMEC W TERIATHS
B, VI IYSF BB EE THECP TN
WHIE Bbh s Z Edhb, BRHOIER A
PR Y R il SV % fql 1 R i 2 < P
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Wit a ot 0.5mgHTIHWELIHA
21T HbAle T 0. 1% D R/ 2D S 7298,
ERAR 1M & 2 B 2L Tt Ao vs &I L 72
LOmg HTid o4z 3% H%H T HbAle
TOA%D L RPFHEN, BETH o7 2.0
mg H T HbAle TO5% D EAVED LR,
1.0mg EFZEDECH B HE TR Lo
o TOZ L, PIEOBWIZLI B OEER
bRHZENL, Db 7Y AYY FLO
mg/HRL B 608 032 ¢, ObAlc H7
b3 B W HEME AR 2 iz

HAN 2 BB RGBS R LAYy 7
TF b SUREOKBERBORL Wb D
®, ¥FZ)FF 0 HbAle DI T OBES
ER DL, SUKKEHRMENE H%0H 50\
1R H 2 L IRBEBETE LM B VT,
SUBRMAHOMB A MG, SUS Y LYY
F (AR SEE) & O LIERIR RS = = f,
VY TN TFORBEATEHE T WL,
LR ORRTIE, FIAEY F0.5mg/Adb
OO Z Tk, HbAle DEBIZA A4 1.0
mg/H B B¢l HbAle @EALSEHH 52
Edb, VEFSYFSFEOmp S YA R
0.5 mg/H it HbAle 13 L Cit B EoR R
FhHEEZEZOLN, Ol TOHRSE
RELFETLLDTRBEVWERDbRE,

W E2% HbAle O EAMBED SN 1.0
mg #, 2.0mg BOREOHICYH, HbAle
LA LU Rd oz BB 376 134 (1.0mg
B :9/24, 2.0mg ¥ 4/13) Th oo 1. 0mg
FL20mgBimB T Y4828 HhAle 28
FRLEAE LR L 2D o ES L OETH
FHER OB LW L2, MESRIcEED
HolzHEIIED R oM, SEOMWETH,
EMR T TOBRBMNETHLZ &hb, SUE
OREFANIM < SU BB G omEET - bo—
OB L THBCRES L Twiv, L
o T, WAAMROIRBIZIZEEM TENS D
EEbha, SUEEHHREM L BH S hi R
DBHRR W C- T F R 2T w5
BELZLETCEHERLLSTVEOERIS

[Eag &3 - BETHH IS - 20124E 3 F

LU DPP-4 HERTH, Y0 L3 aEED
BETEGETRLLTVOREHL IR T
WiV, B AMIEERGE & OB S0, BB
FEUVEABOIEZ » bo—n L OliE
DT, SHRORELEY 5,
WRBOGHEOBECEB LT AIC
i, NS Y P O—AARETHSL, T1TH,
BRI & RGBS 38 - MR ICH b -
TED, LIEAS XY FDBFEV R L EDHD
e, KHAMGEFWNRCIVRSATY
LW LItis T, WEREIHED TR0 5N
MHdh, HIFRIBEEWET 2 0hGh 5T, &
ZIMHEDEROBELFHH S TWE"Y, &
el DHRENCHE, T2 HbAle WO SN = &~
b= D Gl L 7248, Ao
MENIFME L T, —BES, SU #idZelE
WP % TP 580 RAE w2 &P S5 hTw
Bo THIFLT, V& Z) L v IREIER I
PO B UEMN & 0 o p e
ERDIEINRENEEZBNL, LA ST,
HbAle ~DERZT T, h 5 oAk
BRI = > b Ik DT s o mT 5
DA, —ECHEET A oML <, Bk o
O SO BRAI B L NS S,
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