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a a 49( = dl 1 [ dl =2 QI %
wananumeludminaawlud wa. 2540 anaunldinieziduiunuanuiianisAneniE s

\Ha1l 2528

N15ALASIZUNADA

nsdasvidayauiiaily 2 dunaune

1
aal

1. navniladeides it A Ui U TARTIALNYNL LAZNNIHALNAZLLLAZNY
AeNsaILMINY (diabetes risk score ) %umuﬁlﬁmﬂa EGAT 1 s3u9141l 2528
yiensiamasan 1 W 2540 e 12 T lunsnnsiiasiamannsT
Fesanniifeyanisianauusnnweguens uandunisinunenisdawimnly
nan 121

2. NINARBLAIINYNADITDINDUTIAZ UL AR (Validation) Tupauildazuuud
WanvueRldann EGAT 1 usinunenaifiunvanulutlsyansay el

aglddaya EGAT2 Tun1smagaunanisiiune

1. nevtladen A uA T WAL N T AN LA

nsdeeildtays EGAT 1 GEusanisldatmimanssnun Tunisuanuasnanud
ALRAY uarn1Insvanatesiiadedeesine tun we a1y BMI Avnenndusennaens N9

Wulsppousuwaangs nsilszdfnnmuaesaulanunisluaseuni ldun we ud W
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o

Wise s AntRaNsINANRLSTTes T aud sanaAe aUANNTILNMINY AL
flada@aednagiv ﬁ'lﬂlﬂ’]ﬁ‘u_ﬁ?‘ﬁlllLﬁﬁlﬂﬁm%ﬂ’ﬁﬁmLT_I’WWJ'Wuﬁ‘:Wi’]\m@jNﬁﬁﬂ@’%’ﬁLaIENLL@ﬂﬂJfI
fladendes Tneld chi-square test ANl logistic regression model l1N193LAINZH
ANATLES TN TAdI RS UNNSRALINYINY ALanIERI ALY odds ratio Taafinns
pauiANEuLsdur Faullsfiaglu logistic model ldur @1 (wtalu 4 na Ae 35-39, 40-
44, 45-49 upy 50-54 T ANNAAL) WA (10 vs WIPN) BMI (uiailu 3 ngu Aa ingfinfi<
23 NN/AL, Ty 23 - 27.49 NN/l uay > 27.5 nn/al ) Wusauien (wiadu 2 nguae
Unf < 90 an. Tudaauay <80 au. Tuines uay 9Imaana > 90 Tufane vise > 80 mu.
Tugueds A9z impaired fasting glucose (IFG) Manalia s¥Al PnANadsane1g G
22311914 100 - < 125.9 NN./AA. WAT N9 impaired glucose tolerance (IGT) UNNETNTEAL
TAaagsziing 140 - 199.9 un. / pa. swiulpsnaueslafge (High TG : > 200 ain./
AR.), N9 HDL-C AN (low HDL-C ; < 40 un./aa Tuga1e uay < 50 1n./ma uguige) n1g

< . o oAy a1 e -
AUUYE ( QU vs llgu) uaz n3hngsn (luhn, AnATIA0, uazAnilszan) nsdnssilag
bivariate analysis e usaziladedeinealANNANTUSIUNIRALIMIUEENIE
WednAtyneatmvisall  Sewudnnniladaimnudniusiuniafawamenu endunisgy
UWITNNANN§IWAIEA bivariate analysis TnudndAMNANRUEILIN AR ALY
ANTUNINIIAINZARRAE logistic regression model  TlARLATIZYS 5 models
Tnel model 1 &N simple model Usznaudiaasulsiugiupe a1e A BMI ANE1990L
[ A aa [ | 1 1 A dl £
189 (WC) N1zANAuaengs uaztszdinistqeflunnvonusesne udl vise Wilad 109
8141a%A? model 2 An model 1 + IFG @31 model 3 AB model 1 + IGT 431 model 4 Ag
model 3 + high TG wazga¥ine model 5 A8 model 4 + low HDL-C &wiusauisnisgu
o A - , ~ ¢ i :
1%3e LL@:mmNQ’iﬁuuLN@'ﬂgh logistic regression model Imaumimuaumuﬂmuj 14
oA v o & a =2 M v ' ¥ v
wugnHANANRuEnsAaUL gl Idaanet T models dnesiv
NIINANTUNANNYNABITBINIINIUIEY  1EN193ATIvY Receiver  Operating
Characteristic (ROC) WA¥N13ATUIRS area under curve (AUC) nngAnuand Aannla
(sensitivity wwnade Tananawiulsaazgninmnednilulsalignsies) wazauamie
(specificity wnnedstanianauLnfazgnyinunadnluiflulsaldatinegnsiag)
UANANNTNTIALAIIZINATUNANMNIEN (Goodness of fit) 484 model FIN°] Aael
A3l Hosmer-Lemeshow Chis-quare test wanannisialaaaszif interaction s2191969
wls Tneanny ag uaziwa futladedu uadsinganlddl interaction seudnasiautlssingg

WA (FRRUN P ~value < 0.10) Asiiulu models sinerjasliisawdsiitlu interaction term
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AZLUUANNLAESABLLNYNY

nsfMLAAZILLANRFRLLNY TRt AresduLsAntaessaudsiasy
114 simple model aAuazanlunIlaziLLANLI A idudau TagldEuivunann
&ulszandaeceny™ ® Tnanguiilunguinda ( reference group) flpzuuuiniu 0 iy
ngueng < 40 T flazuuu 0, lunguang 40-45 Hdutsy&vawindu 0.27 1aAnvualiiiu
AZUWULYINL 1 mn&uﬁqﬁmumiﬁﬂummmry‘TfJLLﬂiﬁluj fhasihaigu e Tefinnades
snna e (sl dulss@nd 0.44 ) inAnileflATuuy 0 AT BRAZILY 2 ( 0.44/0.27
wazila AN UILAN ) antusuAiuLlade Baresenanaiasusiazey 1 unsuu
AR ENFBILN T BIB AN AT ATLART AL

v‘hm:ﬁLmﬁ:ﬁmmgﬂﬁﬂwmﬂumumﬁmmﬁimmﬁﬂmmmm% (Sensitivity)
LATAINNAINE  (specificity) TBIATILLAMMNIAELAMANY $INTRNNIAIWINS receiver

operating characteristic (ROC) Lag Wunle curve (AUC) Tginel

NSNARALANMNANABIUDY AZUUUAMNLAES (Validation)

TAneifiAy enaaatdn AzuLuAAeRlEannisALansly cohort i
aganuani il wsnedavauludssansiurldielsl feasd  conort e
UszmnsdufifiniefinmezazenatuRan iy ﬁmmq%’fmﬁuiuﬁﬁim,ﬁmﬂ@miﬁﬂm
wﬁmmmﬂﬂﬁwmjmﬁ 2 (EGAT2) HWiNanusan 2879 A a1g) 35-54 1 FaBUFUNTANEA
et 2541 Tusnunuiitauflailgifhuunvanuusiusn 2420 Au antufinisfnmuRsa
SneLazAea UM EeT 2546 fusvaziaan 5 ThnBudu dewudnd
wrineuduuvonuelud Q1uau 250 AW nasAATTiAugnAedluninuerinlag
m:‘ﬁmmLLuummLﬁﬁqﬁimmmmmmﬂuﬁlun@juﬁﬂm EGAT 2 4 1l 2541 anntisinll
73Lmﬁzﬁmmgﬂﬁfawmmiﬁwmﬂﬁunmﬁmmewu'%u@??ﬂumwﬁuﬁ'@ﬂ 2546 e la
TnanisAnuane Aanala (sensitivity) AIMNANNNZ (specificity) Tamailulsaiianalfian
(predictive value positive) Waz Tamaldifulsawmnuiienaiuay ( predictive value

negative), ROC curve kay AUC
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NANIFANE

TayanugIu

&9

nau EGAT 1 Bunsnisdunsniuaziiudayaiiessiuaiowsnlull 2528 Hatuaug
PesldNmNWANAY 3254 AU Fanuauds 11 2540 Hauau 2626a1 Anflunisfinaa s
prauAguiRaay 80.7 TuAwuldflaenvonunelndazansan 348 A Anilu

aa

gUiRnnsal Tsawnmoufesar 1325  luwan 12 U Wenfauinsunguiideasetlu

De

a

= o dl | 1 :J/ 1 all v a M yva o
nsAneiuauatamellluges 12 1 wudisngunaasnlduasfnauldliiansoe
dl v a [ % 1 dla i va 1 1 dla/ I =]
natszansnlndipasiu Inanguniannlildfenauinndinguindsasaglunnsdnem
WAntlae (1glede ¢ 44.6 vs, 42.4 1) witladeduiudeyaresisasnguliunnsieiy
oA BMI (22.98 vs 23.0 /4%, ANENRTaLLeq  (80.7 vs 80.0 aa.), UsyAmitly
1 1 = dl9/ dl 1l 1 [ 1 a o o o
wmanulunaud videaities (305 vs 32.1%). TelifianuuananeiuadeldadAnynig
AnA
dl [ % % i’ 1 =& a| o
F19NT 2 wandnmuzdeyaiuguaeinguAnen EGAT 1 lull 2528 |uunau
ganurnaluiunue lusAu N uinen el 2540 annenauanale
& A - D e v P = e
wiwdnauiduinmonulangunnaantas (43.6 vs 41.9 1), § BMI 1wangandn dagdau
2a9ARLTIUILNUINUAN BMI 23-27.49 UaY >= 27.5 JU1NNI1 2UIAKUIALNGIA9E19N97
Andauiluanusuaengsiuinndt way  Jlsgdfniaiuuvanuluneud Wlasgendd

S
nand iy
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A9 2 Anmnuzngu EGAT 1 il 2528 Squunmugnnuzaasnziuwadlull 2540

Characteristic New diabetesNon-diabetes Total
1997 (n=348) (n=2278)  (n=2677)

WA (% BTne) 81.1 74.3% 75.42
8¢ (mean, SD) 43.6 (5.0) 422 @4.H* 4240

gaitisiaanis BMI (mean, SD) nn./w’ 248(3.3) 227(29* 230
BMI 23 -27.49 nn./u’ S11 37.0* 39.04

BMI >=27.5 nn./u’ 19.9 5.7* 7.58
ANNNENLAUIRLLEY WC ( mean, SD) (11.)85-6 (8.9)  79.2(8.7)*  80.03
% WC >90 ufze, WC >80 lufuis 389 14.8* 17.95
% T3AANALLADAZY 33.0 15.7% 18.12
% TszsRwnmalueus Ates 53.7 29.1* 32.01

% impaired fasting glucose 18.01 8.33%* 9.64
% Impaired glucose tolerance test 37.95 12.31% 15.76
% szsulmanawsaslad > 200 un./na. 35.46 15.50% 18.19
31.71%* 33.22

% 3¥AU HDL-C <40 mg/dl Tugany, <5042.94

un./ea. Tugn

* YedAtym1eallan p< 0.01
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{aqg A9 UDILLININY

o v o

T Bivariate analysis  wudnanenuziladaiesiunlANdNARE LN AR

14 J

wavanulunends ldun we Tnadaefidnsniaduuwnugendngudga ( 14.56 % vs

= e « A !

10.18%), BMI (N9 BMI gaauilgiifinnsallunmn ugaausuasu An ngu <23, 23-

@: ] q
al
X

27.4 uar = 27.5 {gUian19adiunneu 7.1%, 18.0%, Uaz 35.5% MNa6L) waraimnisnl

3

1
=

gpaumiluauitlififiadedefouiuauifiiade deeellid e ausuiengs
(11.1% vs 24.5%) 89UaINd ( 9.8% vs 25.6%) UszdRiuuanuresaulunsaunianuls
Auviiasia L1l e wal vidatios (8.7% vs 20.8%), N9z impaired fasting glucose (12.2%
vs 25..2%) impaired glucose tolerance (9.9% vs 32.5%) 1Miﬂ§Lsﬁ®ﬂ?ﬁ§G (10.6% vs

26.3%) HDL-C A1 ( 11.5% vs 17.4%) n120:man ( ldhN, wuess, warauilulszan

[ %

(12.0%, 13.2% uwaz 17.1%) lnagniiladedeannaiadndudauiaifnisaiiilumeu

o

' LA A o o P o o y -2 ' s =
Q\?ﬂqqﬂ@‘NV]iNNﬂ@QﬂL@ﬂﬂ@ﬂqﬂﬂuﬂmq 3! @Quﬂq?QUuﬁ?uu WUQﬂﬂ@INV]QULL@$1NQUN

aa Ly

AUANInIIaLNMNULNUANFTY ( 13.4% vs 13.6%) Aegaziden A AARLIN

Logistic regression

1
A a [

\Wedinanziiilade deesinerlu  logistic  regression  model  wudniladeni
o o e a a . 5% 5% A

ANdNRUSIUN s AL UWTueuAe T simple model (lifiadlddayanisnsaiaen)

1Hun ang (Wawauiunguent 35-39 1 uda dnsdassanisdunnmonulunguent 45 -

¥ o

49 T flu 1.3 win uaz ngn > 50 U 1flu 1.8 win), Jane (Emsndeadu 1.5 wihreduds,
n1z89u (BMI) naN BMI 23-27.5 uaz = 27.5 Pomendeaily 2.0 uar 3.4 WiN129NgH
BMI < 23 mINA1AL, S9UaINN (A9NENI7DULE > 80 3. TWEUEe way > 90 1. Tugnie)

Ao = \ o A o A ) o
HAMIALY 1.7 W1, N19EANNAUASAgINERs AL 1.9 Wi uazdszdiniadluunmanu
Tunau Wissanamsy HansAeN 2.9 Wi AIE999N 3 (dauiladanishnimaniiuientlu
. . . dl 3| a a % dll % 1 1 dll vy
logistic ~ regression  @flunsALANENENATRFIuLTEN U liNUdINTANIMANE

ANANT LS LgLURN TRl ALNYUTALaL)
a ' QI a v = 1 1 dld QI o

nsRPsiaFN  IAFeumeusendns model 619 NRNNTWNAALLFAINNNT

A Iy o Hay A a o H 2 ) . .
pavameadnlifsiae Wemniadanioziaaluaengs (impaired fasting glucose) a9
1 simple model (114 model 2) ¥3a Wniladan19z Impaired glucose tolerance (model
3), amrlaiulamnamaslenge  (modeld) vsa  anarlesnaueslafgedaniuniay

o  ar

Talnawmaseailszinn HDL A1 (model 5) wuaniladaiartfouiiadiAyn1eanalunig
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FunganuiAsssiamlueuenld  adnslsfinny  diefiansaneauanunnlunisg
finne wudmaiuiage IFG vide IGT ﬁﬁiﬁféf]m@m@ﬁﬂmﬂiﬁgﬂé’mqﬁu GREMEYIZH
Sensulsredlnsmnaimeslsd uaz HDL ¥l lugunisanansofinanuanansnlunis
Funefeadntioswintis TaeRansnnandn AUC Wnann 0.74 luaunisatinedne il
0.75 luaunnshil IFG wa 1l 0.78 Tugunisin 1IGT uazifianily 0.79 luaunshilsauls

naglnsnataslsfge uaz HDL-C
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A9 3 ANFNLIEANS LAY odds ratio 1a9tIAdEIALNUDILLNNINL

Model 1 Model 2 Model 2 Model Model 4
Simple model Model 1 with Model 1 with Model 1 with Model 1 with
(n=1975) IFG (n=1975) OGGT OGGT and TG OGGT, TG,
(n=1959) (n=1958) and  HDL-C
(n=1958)
Coeffic  OR (95%CI) Coeff OR (95%CI) Coeff OR (95%CI) Coeff OR (95%CI) coeff  OR (95%CI)
ient icient icient icient
Intercept -3.53 -3.59 -3.91 -3.88 -3.88
01¢
35-39 1 1 1 1
40-44 20.07  0.93(0.65,133) -0.09 091 (0.64,130) -1.44 087(0.60,125) -0.14 0.89(0.60,1.25)  -0.14  0.86 (0.60, 1.25)
45-49 0.27 1.31(0.90,1.91) 0.24 1.28 (0.88, 1.86)  0.09 1.10(0.75, 1.62)  0.06 1.06 (0.72, 1.57) 0.06 1.06 (0.72, 1.57)
>=5() 0.60 1.83(1.07,3.12)  0.61  1.84(1.08,3.14) 039  1.47(0.84,2.56) 036  1.43(0.82,2.50) 035  1.43(0.81,2.49)
et (=1, fne=0) 0.44 1.55(1.06,2.29) 037  1.46(0.99,2.15) 063  1.88(1.26,2.81) 052  1.68(1.12,2.52) 049  1.64(1.09,2.47)
BMI (kg/m2)
23.<275 0.69  2.00(1.42,2.83) 068 1.97(1.35,2.71) 061  1.84(1.29,2.81) 055 1.74(1.22,249) 055  1.73 (1.26,2.47)
>275 1.24 344 (191,6.17) 123  3.43(1.88,621) 1.15 3.15(1.72,5.78) 1.10  3.02(1.64,554) 107  2.93(1.59, 5.54)
dusowraer  >=90 sulugang, 056 174 (1.17,2.60)  0.55  1.74(1.17,2.60) 058  1.78(1.18,2.70) 052  1.69(1.11,2.56) 053  1.69(1.12,2.57)
>=80 Tududjs
auduidongs 0.64 190 (1.36,2.64) 0.64  1.91(1.37,2.65) 055  1.73(1.23,2.44) 051  167(1.18,236) 051  1.67(1.18,2.35)
Suls258 e wieu vde 7 wie feq  1.08 295(222,392) 1.06 2.89(2.17,3.85) 1.0l  275(2.05,3.69) 1.01  2.74(2.04,3.67)  1.00  2.72(2.03,3.66)
Whwnranu
Impaired Fasting gluocose 073 2.07(1.39,3.10) -
Impaired Glucose tolerance 1.43 4.18 (3.04,5.75) 1.41 4.08 (2.96, 5.62) 1.41 4.10 (2.97, 5.64)
Triglyceride >=200 051  1.66(1.19,232) 045  1.57(1.11,2.23)
0.26 1.30 (0.85, 1.98)

HDL-C <40 gxe, < 50 dudjs
Area under curve
Goodness of fit (P-value)

0.7419
4.08 (0.8)

0.7557
3.74 (0.88)

0.7809
4.89 (0.77)

0.7864
1.26 (0.99)

0.7895
3.57 (0.89)

IFG wineda Fasting plasma glucose >100 mg/dl and < 126 mg/dl, IGT wneda 140 < OGGT <200, TG >=200, HDL-C <40 Tugwe vaz < 50 Tugudjs
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NISNRAIUIASLUBAINLREIADLLNRITU

ANTNT 4 LAPNAIANNNIAENAALILNMINWAIaasaLsusazda TagAzuuun lfuNan

11ARIANENLIZAND luANN"g logistic regression NN13ANUIKANNLAENTINIAANNNTIN

AZULUUTANLARL AT N@ﬂﬂ\‘iﬂKLLuu?’JﬁJﬂ"J’]NLaﬂﬂ‘ﬂ’ﬂ\iLLﬁiﬂtﬂuﬂﬂiﬁtﬁdqﬂ 0 5\‘1 17 AZLLUU

AN 4 ATLULANNIABNILNMINY (Diabetes risk score) wadusazilade’ly simple

model
coefficient Diabetes
risk score

ang (1)

35-39 0

40-44 -0.07 0

45-49 0.27 1

>=50 0.60 2
WA

APTaIN 0

AGil] 0.44 2
BMI (kg/m’)

<23 0

23-<275 0.69 3

>27.5 1.24 5
1A UTaLI91a0 (Ta.)

< 90 lugane, < 80 Tugucs 0

>=90 Tugne, >=80 Tugues 0.56 2
ANNAUIADAZN

Tadd 0

il 0.64 2
SlszaRwnmanuluaus Ates

Tadd 0

x 1.08 4
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A13197 5 waadAanla (sensitivity) AIMNAUNNE (specificity) Tanaiulsaiiana

Wuuan (PPV) waz Tannaluidluisaunmnwianailuay (NPV) wisuieusendng nng

NUNEAEANNITULLNNE  (simple model) Talufiaslinangaaiaan Wauy aun1shuLdne

fANALNN9RAIIRLADA fasting blood (model 2) wasiTeLALLAL aNNNTUULNTE FANALNNg

m99a glucose tolerance test (model 3) wudnluszAuAMdranisidulsawintu aunig

INue model 3 WAINYNFAAININTIAA $89KNA9AD model 2 UAAINAINITILANTWNTN

. al < v 1 A o . ij/ Myy 1
simple model WENLANUAY NANIARNITNIUNESIMple model duldlidaandn model 2 uaz

3 w1ntln Aedaedned Tannadlulsa 10% wudnaunisuuded annle (73.3%) Andn

WULT 2 LAY 3 491 ARNNANNE (63.5%) Aasndn WUUTR 2 (64.5%) wdntias Tuansiiie

nauunnilantdiluwunvanuluauianasa 21%

AN 5 AMNAINNTLUNINIUNE (Accuracy) 289 3 models

Simple Simple +IFG  Simple + IGT

Predicted prob >0.05

Sensitivity 88.56 88.14 90.17
Specificity 31.05 36.29 38.03
Positive predictive value 14.84 15.81 16.48
Negative predictive value 95.24 95.75 96.61
Predicted prob >0.10

Sensitivity 73.31 72.88 72.22
Specificity 63.48 64.52 71.30
Positive predictive value 21.41 21.80 25.45
Negative predictive value 94.60 94.60 94.98
Predicted prob >0.15

Sensitivity 55.51 57.20 61.54
Specificity 81.25 79.64 80.99
Positive predictive value 28.67 27.61 30.51
Negative predictive value 93.08 93.20 93.95
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nisnagavld ANgnaag (Validation)

nanedatANgnsadlunguilazanapeaiu EGAT1

VINNNINAFBLANYNEBIBINT I ATIUWANAENALIN SR AT B M T

@mﬂmwudﬁmmqﬂﬁmlumﬁﬁmw?@m: 74 (AUC =0.74) (@ﬂﬁ 1A)

a

nIneaauANgnsadlulszaing EGAT2

19T 6 uandnEUsladeAINug1UIBINgN EGAT 2 Intsuunmunguiin
= . 4 Ay o o
wavanuwazlifiuvnudlunendiumany. sanudinguiduunvonuiiadefesiug i
wnnangu iy e Jerguinndn, udadoudananinndd, dadousasaun
fatinan1egeNInndn, NdndauaedauiaNAuRengINIn, dndsuauiilsedRumu
Tumsauai, dadauaesAuNiNINe impaired fasting glucose WAz impaired glucose
e = = - o i ° L=
tolerance 44n91, dndaupuilnsnamasleig, uardndouaesnuind HDL-C A1 8NN3 T
Aiflugtuuuaauuansanad iy nguAne EGAT ngui 1
4 y d s e &
[HaNaMAdaLANNYNAasIdAzLLWANNIAs Ifandeya EGAT 1wl
naaauAugnaedluniieniaduuivewlulszaang EGAT 2 Taatinnausinasli
=2 d’l ) £ Qi ] o
pzuuwAIn M9Anely EGAT 1 Hliarsanlinzuuuaanudassaiunnuluenanadnas
199N4HN EGAT 2 pnuiladeifesuodusiasAulanauEusy (WA, 2541) Largdnusazal

Wuinsowsizaldlutlne, 2546 Waudunialiunmuase  wudgiNisaniune s

wluginnaanmag tagldAnunlalAY (AUC) Wwinriu 0.75 (g1 1B)
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A15991 6 ANHRTUgILLeINgN EGAT2 Tull 2541 Sauunananiuzniaduiunmanuly

1l 2546
New diabetesNon-diabetes Total
1998 (n=125) (n=2295)  (n=2420)
WA (% ETne) 78.40 71.58 71.89
8¢ (mean, SD) 44.70 (5.05) 42.72(4.79) 42.82
satiananie BMI (mean, SD) nn./s’ 27.04 (4.69) 23.47(3.26) 23.66
BMI 23 -27.49 nn./u’ 39.52 42.08* 41.95
BM| >=27.5 nn./u° 41.13 10.56%* 12.13
pNENa&UTaLIEY WC ( mean, SD) (tiw.) 92-40 (11.60) 82.96 (9.89)* 83.44
% WC >90 lugane, WC >80 lugueje  65.57 30.03* 31.84
% T3AANALLADAZY 37.60 12.24% 13.55
% TlszsRnvalureus Ates 36.80 26.54* 27.10
% impaired fasting glucose 65.6 9.85* 12.73
% Impaired glucose tolerance test NA NA NA
% syaulmsnaaslss > 200 1n./ma. 45.6 19.39* 20.74
% 3vdu HDL-C <40 un./ea.lunAnnyl8.40 11.84% 12.18

UAT<50 NN./AA. TUWANLDS

HedAtynneadan p< 0.01
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gﬂﬁ' 1 w@md ROC curve U84 ﬂzLLuumeﬁm 11 (A) EGAT1 and (B) EGAT2

A : EGAT1

Sensitivity
050 0.75 1.00
Il Il Il

0.25
|

0.00

T T T T T
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
1 - Specificity

Area under ROC curve = 0.7458

B: EGAT 2

Sensitivity
050 0.75 1.00
Il Il Il

0.25
|

0.00

T T T T T
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
1 - Specificity

Area under ROC curve = 0.7553
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A9 7 WaAIDeANNANNNTD lnsnuweAdeAeni iduunm e lueAm

udnaA1ANla  (sensitivity) AaNRuWE  (specificity)  lanidilulsaasadenaiiluuan

(positive predictive value) waz lannaldidulsaadailanauay (negative predictive

1 1 1 v
value) AINANTINATNUINNBAZUULANNBEUANTUAZE sensitivity apaaus specificity

a X S e e, A A o Cyo
T TR AZUULNNAN sensitivity Wag specificity NUNIZAN (AR AMNANYINEDIAN) AB

iWan vua liansinAz L (cutoff point) WiNl 6 A9arlAIANIY 76.5% UAZAINANIL

60.2%

AN51990 7 AYNATNNTOLRIAZLLLANIA LS IUNNIRN NN TR AN UANY 5114%3'34 EGAT1

Az EGAT2
Score sensitivity  Specificity PVP PVN
(point)
EGAT 1
cutoff
5 81.8 48.3 19.4 94.6
6 76.5 60.2 22.7 94.4
7 64.8 72.2 26.2 93.1
8 55.9 80.8 30.74 923
EGAT 11
cutoff
5 89.34 39.95 7.50 98.57
6 84.43 52.51 8.84 98.41
7 77.05 61.90 9.93 98.02
8 70.49 72.40 12.22 97.83
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197 8 wanaFesazaespuiuumuluazuuuANA BN AlungN EGAT

1 uay EGAT 2 WUINGNNRAzuULANNIAIgeIuAslFaeaza09A LM UNINTY

petiranguiiAzuLuANAeN 0-3 Hpuiuunmnuiensy 6.9 T EGATIUAY 7.2% 1u

EGAT 2, AZIUU 4-6 WLILLNWINY Spaay 8.8 UAY 8.0, AZLWLUU 7- 9 WLLLNMNUERlAY 22.4

WAL 21.6 waviiaNAzuuANNReeAalsd 10 auldwiduiwnnudesas 61.8 WAy 63.2

ANNAAL

ANSI9N 8 ATLUUNUIEIAINNIAENFAALILNYMIY 1 EGAT 1 LAY EGAT 2

EGAT 1 EGAT2
Score DM incidence % DM incidence %
0-2 25 6.93 9 7.20
3-5 32 8.86 10 8.00
6-8 81 22.44 27 21.60
>9 223 61.77 79 63.20
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NEET] Taluiuuau Wluwnuau (%) 598 P-value
LW

Mﬂj\i 591 67 (10.18) 658 0.004
ol 1725 294 (14.56) 2019

BMI

<23 1328 101 (7.07) 1429 <0.001
23-27.49 857 188 (17.99) 1045

>=27.5 131 72 (35.47) 203

ang

<40 840 106 (11.21) 946 < 0.001
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NEET] Taluiwnuauw  Wluwnuau (%) 59w P-value

Impaired fasting glucose (IFG) §n/A|

1A (<100) 2123 296 (12.24) 2419 <0.001
Hadnm (100- 193 65 (25.19) 258
125.9)

Impaired glucose tolerance (IGT) an/A|
Un# (<140) 2031 224 (9.93) 2255 <0.001
HWang (140-200) 285 137 (32.46) 422

Low HDL-C (Nn/AR)

>=40  lutnw, 1581 206 (11.53) 1787 <0.001
>=50 Tunea

<40 lutne, <50 734 155 (17.44) 889

Tuntgs

High Triglyceride

<200 1N/P4. 1957 233 (10.64) 2190 <0.001
>=200 NN/AA. 359 128 (26.28) 487

gll‘i_‘!‘ﬁ;‘i

Tdgu 1365 211 (13.39) 1576 0.86
4u 951 150 (13.62) 1101

AU

laim 817 111 (11.96) 928 0.029
WIUWARY 1108 169 (13.23) 1277
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AMNENNNT logistic regression 13189@NNNIDAUINUN [ENNALANRNANNTAINANY
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14 e(Bo Br X1+ P2 Xzs.

P = Tanadsalun i w12 1
3 " W a ~ I~ @ A & v A 1 o
Bo. umduiszansaen P1, P2 ... duduilsza@nivesiledodonie (A 3)
X = 1flutladenden
AT N4 wdadnngvinenelanig@eaniaidluiunmnuain &Nnng  logistic
regression AMLUNANNAZUULAMNALY IngAAzuURANNALR Ak asunanduLls=dns
. . . dl | o o rdld o o = [
2BIANNT logistic regression Tuiluandniusninisaauandaulsuaradoluanzineaniu
anaanans liiiudnaziuwandssinilanailuiuawnudes 1 avnlogaus
o oI dl dl =l nzll [~1 al
ANHANNIZAN  NATLULANNIAEN 7 wudlaniadaaduinmnu 0.12 Jandlauay
ANAzet luszAunane) Aeranls Fatas 72.9 uazAnua i zienaT 63.9

A9199 N4 AzULINUNANIALNABIULaz Tan AR AN Tungu EGATT

Score Probability  sensitivity  Specificity
(point)
1 0.03 97.57 9.05
2 0.040 97.57 9.73
3 0.05 89.07 31.33
4 0.07 86.23 39.20
5 0.08 81.78 48.25
6 0.11 76.52 60.24
7 0.14 64.78 72.17
8 0.18 55.87 80.77
9 0.21 51.42 83.99
10 0.26 39.27 91.99
11 0.31 32.79 93.83
12 0.38 21.05 97.06
13 0.45 14.57 95.96
14 0.52 8.50 99.04
15 0.58 4.86 99.43
16 0.65 1.62 99.94
17 0.73 0.81 100
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