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ABSTARCT

Introduction. Different drug classes in addition to lifestyle adjustments are used to reduce glucose level.
Class of dipeptidyl peptidase-4(DPP4) inhibitors is one of them.

The aim of our study was to compare the glucose-lowering efficacy of DPP4 inhibitors among different
populations.

Methods. MEDLINE database has been searched. Randomized controlled trials were included in the
analysis if there were comparison of DPP4 inhibitors vs. placebo in a form of monotherapy or combination
therapy with treatment duration of at least 12 weeks. Other criteria were information on ethnicity, baseline
glycated hemoglobin (HbAy.) levels, fasting plasma glucose (FPG) levels and its levels after therapy, or HbA .
and FPG data compared to the baseline.

Results. Of the 527 publications identified from the databases, 22 studies were included in the analysis. The
difference between "*Japan”, "China", ""Korea" and "Europe" subgroups was -0.84% (95% CI -1.07, -0.62; 1> =
65.2%) which was statistically significant (p<0.05). The FPG value difference between the subgroups was -1.07
mmol/L (95% CI -1.26, -0.87; I° = 83.6%) with a statistically significant probability (p <0.05).

Conclusion. HbA;-lowering efficacy of DPP4 inhibitors is higher in the Japanese population than in
Korean, while FPG-lowering efficacy higher in the Korean population when compared to the Japanese and
Chinese populations.

Keywords: meta-analysis, DPP4 inhibitors, gliptins, HbA,, FPG, type 2 diabetes.
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ABCTPAKT

[ CHWKeHUS] YPOBHSA TJIIOKO3bI B KPOBM, NMOMHMMO KOPPEeKTHPOBKM CTHJIS SKU3HH, HCNOJB3YIOT H
pa3iuyHble KJacchl MPenapaToB, OJHMMH H3 KOTOPBIX fIBJSIOTCH HWHIMOUTOPHI AWNENTHIMINENTHAA3bI-4
(AIII14).

Heabo Hamero MccieqoBaHUsl ObLI0 BbIABJIEHHE PAa3JH4YMil B TJIIOKO30CHM:Kamomell 3¢Q(ekTHBHOCTH
uHruouropos T4 Mexay pa3auuHbIMH MOMYJIAIUSIMHA.

CucremaTndecknii nouck nposoamics B 6ase nanubix MEDLINE. J/lns BKiIIOYeHHSI B aHAJIH3 0TOMPAIHCH
PAHAOMHM3HPOBAHHBbIC KOHTPOJHMpYeMble HCCICI0BAHMA, B KOTOPBIX NPOBOAWJIOCH CPABHECHHE IPUMEHEHUS
unrnouropos JII4vs nnane6o B BHAe MOHOTepANMHM WM KOMOMHHMPOBAHHOI Tepanmuu He MeHee 12 HemeJb.
BbL1u onpeaeneHs! uecaeyeMble NOMYJISINMA M NPHACYTCTBOBAJIN JaHHbIE HCXOHOT0 YPOBHA INIMKHPOBAHHOIO
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remorsioouna (HbA ), rimoko3sl HaTomak (FPG)u nocie Tepanuu WM JaHHbie u3MeHenus yposust HbA ., FPG
M0 CPABHEHHUIO ¢ UCXOAHBIMH.

M3 527 ny6aumkanuii B uMcciegoBaHUue ObLIO BKJIOYeHO 22 myOjaukanuu. MeTa-aHaau3 BBISIBWI, 4TO
pa3Huna no ypoaio HbA ;. mexxay noarpynnamu «Snouns», «Kuraii», «Kopes» n «EBpona» cocrasuia -0,84%
(95% an -1,07, -0,62; I2:65,2%) CO CTATHCTHYECKH T0CTOBepHOIi BeposiTHocThio (P<0,05). Ilo ypoBHio FPG
pasHuIa MexXAy moarpynmamu cocrasumia -1,07 mmoas/a (95% 1AM -1,26, -0,87; I2:83,6%) CO CTATHCTHYECKH
nAocroBepHoii BepositHocThIo (P<0,05).

HbA -cumzkaomas ¢pdexruBHocts unrudouropos JII4 Beimie y SNOHCKON NOMyJsiuM, 4YeM Y
Kopeiickoii, ar(ppekTUBHOCTHLCHILKEHHST YPoBHAFPG BbIme y Kopeiickoil momyJasinuu, 4eM y SIMOHCKOW M
KHTAaHCKOIA.

KaioueBble ciioBa: Mera-aHajau3, unruouropst A4, rimunrunel, HDA ., FPG, nuaéer 2 Tumna.

BBEJEHUE

CaxapHblii 1uabet 2 Tuma SBISIETCS pacpoCTpaHSHHBIM 3a00JIeBaHNEeM KaK Ha TeppuTtopun KazaxcraHa, Tak U BO
BceM Mupe. g CHIDKCHHS YPOBHS TIIOKO3BI B KPOBH, MOMHMO KOPPEKTHPOBKH CTWIISA JKU3HH, HUCIIONB3YIOT U
pa3MYHBIC KJACCHI TPEMapaToB, Takue KakK OWUTyaHUIbBI, CYIb()OHHIMOYCBHHBI, HHKPSTHHOMUMETHKH, HHTHOUTOPEHI
qunentuannentuaasel-4 (uaruéuropst JAI1114).1 x0T MHrHOUTOPH! TUNENTUANWINENTHAA3bI-4 HE BXOIAT B CHHCOK
MpenapaTtoB MEPBON JIMHWH, OJHAKO B IOCTAHOBJIEHMHM AMEPHKAHCKON auabeThueckoil accormanuu (American
Diabetes Association, ADA) u Esporeiickoii accormaruu mo usyueHuto quabera (European Association for the Study
of Diabetes, EASD) aust mporpeccupyromero 3a60eBanus npejiaraetcs Tepanus u uaruouropamu JIT1T14.

MexaHu3M JEUCTBUS ITHX NPeNnapaToB OCHOBaH Ha IOBBIIMIEHUH aKTUBHOCTH MHKPETHHOBBIX FOPMOHOB IIyTeM
omoxuposanus ¢epmenta JII1I1-4. B pe3ynpraTe akTHBHOCTh OCHOBHBIX MHKPETHHOB, TAKMX KaK TIFOKaroHOMOJOOHBIH
nentua-1 (I'TITI-1) u rmoko303aBUCUMBIA HMHCYIUHOTpOnHbIH monumentua (I'UIT), mpoaneBaeTcs. DTO yiaydimaer
(hYHKIHIO OCTPOBKOBBIX O- M -KJIETOK MOKETYNOYHOH sKenme3bl. Takum 00pa3oM, OCHOBHOE JCHCTBHE WHTHOMTOPOB
JIIII-4 cBomuTCS K MOOMIIM3alMH BHYTPECHHUX Pe3epBOB oprann3mMal[l].

CoriacHO TOCYIapCTBEHHOMY peecTpy HaImoHampHOTO IEeHTpa SKCHEPTH3BI JIEKAPCTBEHHBIX CPEICTB, U3ICTHI
MEIWIIUHCKOTO HA3HA4YeHUS W MEIWIWHCKOW TEXHWKH, Ha TeppuTopun Kaszaxcrana 3apeructpupoBaHo 5
pasHoBuaHOCTe nHruobutropoB JII14 (mo cocrosHuto Ha 24.06.2016): NTMHATIUNITAH, CUTATJUNTHH, BUJIATJIUITHH,
AIOTJIMITHH U TEMUTTHITHH[2].

BobIIMHCTBO MeTa-aHaIM30B, HCCIENYIOMNX d3PPEeKTUBHOCTD U Oe3onacHocTh nHruouTopos JAI1114, He GepyT Bo
BHUMAaHHE MOMYJIALHUOHHYIO PUHAIEKHOCTh UCCIIeTyeMbIX MAIlHeHTOB. 1lebl0 HaCTOSIIEr0 NCCIEIOBAHUS SBISIETCS
BBISBJICHHE pa3Nuuuii B IIIOKO30CHWXKawued s¢dexkruBHoctn uHruoutopos JIII4 Mexay pa3iuuyHbIMH
MO JISAIMSIMH.

METO/JBbI

[Ty6nukanus ObL1a MOJTOTOBJIEHA COTJIaCHO PEKOMEHI0BaHHOMY CIIHCKY PRISMA
(PreferredReportingltemsforSystematicReviewsandMeta-Analyses) .

KpurepunoréopancrparerusinouckanmyoJauKanmi

Cucrematndeckuii mouck nposogwics B 6aze maHHeix MEDLINE mo mast 2016 roma. [Touck mpoBoamics 1mo
KJIFOUEBBIM CJIOBaM, PEACTaBICHHBIM B Tabnuie 1.Kpome Toro, JonogHUTENbHBIE MAaTEpHAIBI K CTATHAM H3BJIIEKAINCH
n3 6a3bl manHbIx ClinicalTrials.gov.

JIJ1 BKITIOUEHUS B CHCTEMaTHIECKUi 0030p 0TOMpaInch paHAOMHU3UPOBAHHBIE KOHTPOIMPYEMBIE HCCIEIOBAHNS, B
KOTOPBIX TPOBOAWIOCH CpaBHEHHWE mpuMeHeHuss uHruoutopoB JI1I14vs mmame6o0 B BHAE MOHOTEpamudl WIN
KoMOuHMpoBaHHOW Tepanuu (add-on). IlyOmukamum oTOMpanwch COTNIACHO CHEAYIOUIMM KpUTepHsiM oTOopa: 1)
JUTATEIIFHOCTh Teparuy He MeHee 12 Henenb; 2) qu3aifH CCieOBaHus TOJKEeH ObUT B cpaBHeHUU uHruouTopos [AI1114
¢ anedo Kak B BHJE MOTOTEpAIIUH, TaK U B BHIE KOMOMHUPOBAHHOW; 3) 0003HaYeHNE UCCIEAyeMOH MOMyIsuy; 4)
JIaHHBIE MCXOJIHOTO YPOBHS INIMKMpOBaHHOTO remoriodounHa (HbAjc), rimrokossr Haromak (FPG)u nocne tepanun mm
naHHble u3MeHeHus1 ypoBHs HbAj,, FPG mo cpaBHeHMIO ¢ MCXOJHBIMH; 5) MyOIMKanWMy Ha aHTIMHCKOM M PYCCKOM
S3BIKAX.

[TyGuKkannuy MCKIIIOYAINCh B CIy4ae OTCYTCTBHS MCXOJIHBIX JaHHBIX 00 ypoBHe HbA;. (mmm FPG) m nanHbIX
MocJie Tepanuu; OTCYTCTBHSA NaHHBIX 00 m3MeHeHuH ypoBHS HbAj;. m FPG mo oTHOmEHWIO K MCXOJHOMY YPOBHIO.
OTt60p crareit mpoBoauics ogauM aBTopoM (Mckakosa A.H.).



Tab6auna 1.Crparerus noncka
Table 1.Searchstrategy

[pubmeddatabase] "dipeptidyl-peptidaseivinhibitors"[MeSH Terms] OR ("dipeptidyl-peptidase”[All Fields] AND
"iv'[All Fields] AND "inhibitors"[All Fields]) OR "dipeptidyl-peptidase iv inhibitors"[All Fields] OR "dpp 4
inhibitor"[All Fields] OR "dipeptidyl-peptidase iv inhibitors"[Pharmacological Action]) OR (DPP4[AIl Fields] AND
inhibitor[All Fields]) OR ("dipeptidyl-peptidase iv inhibitors"[MeSH Terms] OR (“dipeptidyl-peptidase"[All Fields]
AND "iv"[All Fields] AND "inhibitors"[All Fields]) OR "dipeptidyl-peptidase iv inhibitors"[All Fields] OR "dipeptidyl
peptidase 4 inhibitor"[All Fields] OR "dipeptidyl-peptidase iv inhibitors"[Pharmacological Action]) OR ("dipeptidyl-
peptidase iv inhibitors"[MeSH Terms] OR (“dipeptidyl-peptidase"[All Fields] AND "iv'[All Fields] AND
"inhibitors"[All Fields]) OR "dipeptidyl-peptidase iv inhibitors"[All Fields] OR "dipeptidyl peptidase 4 inhibitor"[All
Fields] OR "dipeptidyl-peptidase iv inhibitors"[Pharmacological Action]) OR (“vildagliptin"[Supplementary Concept]
OR "vildagliptin"[All Fields]) OR ("1-(((3-hydroxy-1-adamantyl)amino)acetyl)-2-cyanopyrrolidine”[Supplementary
Concept] OR "1-(((3-hydroxy-1-adamantyl)amino)acetyl)-2-cyanopyrrolidine"[All Fields] OR "laf237"[All Fields]) OR
("sitagliptin“[Supplementary Concept] OR “sitagliptin"[All Fields]) OR ("sitagliptin”[Supplementary Concept] OR
"sitagliptin"[All Fields] OR "mk 0431"[All Fields]) OR ("Linagliptin“[Supplementary Concept] OR "Linagliptin"[All
Fields] OR "linagliptin"[All Fields]) OR ("Linagliptin"[Supplementary Concept] OR "Linagliptin"[All Fields] OR
"bil356"[All  Fields]) OR ("alogliptin”[Supplementary  Concept] OR  "alogliptin”[All  Fields]) OR
("alogliptin"[Supplementary  Concept] OR  "alogliptin”[All  Fields] OR “"syr 322"[All Fields]) OR
("saxagliptin“[Supplementary Concept] OR "saxagliptin"[All Fields]) OR (“saxagliptin“[Supplementary Concept] OR
"saxagliptin"[All Fields] OR "bms 477118"[All Fields]) OR ("LC15-0444"[Supplementary Concept] OR "LC15-
0444"[All Fields] OR "lc15 0444"[All Fields]) OR ("dutogliptin"[Supplementary Concept] OR "dutogliptin"[All
Fields]) OR PHX1149[All Fields] OR ("gosogliptin“[Supplementary Concept] OR "gosogliptin"“[All Fields]) OR
("gosogliptin“[Supplementary Concept] OR "gosogliptin“[All Fields] OR "pf 734200"[All Fields]) OR
("gemigliptin"[Supplementary Concept] OR " gemigliptin "[All Fields]) AND Randomized Controlled Trial[ptyp]

H3BieyeHue JaHHBIX

W3BrevyeHue JaHHBIX U3 CTAaTel IPOBOIUIOCH OHUM aBTopoM (Mckakosa A.H.).

W3 oToOpaHHBIX cTaTell OBUIM W3BIICUCHBI CIEIYIONINE NaHHBIC: Ha3BaHWE ITyOJNUKAIMH, UM IIEpBOTO aBTOpa
myOauKauy, rojl myOJuKaluy, KOJUYeCTBO yYYaCTHUKOB, CTpaHa HccienaoBaHus, JIIUTEIHbHOCTH TCpanunu, BUI
Tepanuu, ucxoaubie 3HaueHus HbAj., FPG, usmenenne yposus HbALc, FPG no OTHOIIEHHIO K HCXOAHOMY YPOBHIO
MocJIe Tepamnuy, JUIMTENBHOCTh 3a00JIeBaHMSA, BO3PACT, KOJHYECTBO YYAaCTHHKOB HCCICJOBAHUSA IO IOIMYJISAIUIM,
COOTHOIIEHHE MYX4HH/)KeHIuH (Tabnuma 2). Eciu B viccie10BaHNN MPOBOIUIOCH CPaBHEHHE HECKONBKUX rpymi [7, 9,
11, 13-14,19-20, 23-24], To Kaxj0€ cpaBHEHHE OBLIO M3BIICUEHO KAK OTICIbHOE HCCienoBanue. [laHnHbie, KOTOPbIe He
OBLTH MIPHUBECHEI B OCHOBHOW CTaThe, U3BIICKAINCH U3 JIOMOIHUTEIBHBIX MaTePHAIIOB, IIPUIIOKEHHBIX K CTaThe WIIH W3
MOJTHOTO OTYeTa, MpeacTaBieHHoro B 0a3e maHHbIX ClinicalTrials.gov. s ananmm3a oTOMpAaICh TOJIBKO T€ CTaThH, B
KOTOPBIX OBLIa YKa3aHa MPUHAIICKHOCTh MAIMEHTOB K KOHKPETHOW MOMYJISIIUU. Eciv B cTaThe M3ydanuch HECKOIBKO
MOITYJISIIHIA, HO pe3ynbTaThl ypoBHeH HbA;, u FPG nmpuBoamimce o0mue mo BceM MOMyJSANUsAM, 0e3 pas3IeleHus, TO
Takpe IyONMKaMM WCKIIOYAINCh W3 HCCIeJOBaHUSA. B cioydae oOTCyTCcTBHS OOmMX MJaHHBIX  (BBIOOPKH
uJlI1T14+mnane60) mo ATUTETLHOCTH 3a00JIEBaHUN U BO3PACTY, N3BJIEKAUCH JaHHbIe 1o rpyme uJ{I1114.

BCTABUTD TABJI. 2

OneHka KayecTBa HCCIETOBAHMS U PHCKA CHCTEMATHYECKOr0 OTKJIOHEHNsI (PUCK MPEAB3SITOCTH)

Jnst OUGHKM pHCKa CHCTEMAaTHYECKHX OTKJIOHEHMI KaKIOro MCCICIOBAHUS HCIOJIB30BANCS HHCTPYMEHT,
BCTpOCHHBIN B mporpamMmy ReviewManager 5.3, paspaboranusiii Cochrane’s Informatics & Knowledge Management
Department. beima npoBeneHa oleHKa cIEIYIOIIMX BUIOB CHCTEMAaTHYECKMX OIIMOOK: orOopa (random sequence
generation, allocation concealment), cBszannbie ¢ xomom uccienoBanus (blinding of participants and personnel),
cBsi3aHHBIe ¢ BbisiBIeHHeM ucxoxa (blinding of outcome assessment), cucremaruueckas ommOKa, CBsI3aHHAs C
BBIOBIBAHHEM Y4acTHHKOB (incomplete outcome data), cucremaTnyeckas omubKa cooOImeH!st THOOPMAIUK MaHEHTOM
(selective reporting) u Ipyrue BO3MOKHBIE OIPENTHOCTH.

Jns OLEHKHM pHCKAa CHCTEMAaTHYeCKHX OTKJIOHCHHUH, CBS3aHHBIX C ITyOJIMKalMOHHBIM CMeELIeHHeM, OblIa
WCIIONIb30BaHa BOPOHKOOOpasHas auarpamma (funnel plot), B kadecTBe OCHOBHOM TMEPEMEHHOHN Mcxona (pe3ylbTaTa)
paccmatpuBaics HbA .

AHAJIN3 TaHHBIX

IepBuuHbIM pe3ysbTaToM (Primaryoutcome) sroro mera-aHanusa ssiserTcs 3GdextuBHocTs cHUKeHUsT HbA 1 ipu
Tepanuu uHruouropamu JIIII4 B KoHIE HcclexoBaHus. BTopuuHbeiM pesyibraroM (Secondaryoutcome) ssisercs
M3MeHeHne ypoBHs Ioko3bl HaTtomak (FPG) mpu tepanuu unruduropamu JI1I14. CpaBHUBANKCH CpeHUE 3HAUCHUS




HU3MEHEeHUs ucxoaHoro yposus HbA ., FPG mo cpaBHeHHIO ¢ ypOBHEM MIOCIIE TEPAIMK B KOHIIE KaXI0TO HCCIICIOBAHMUS
MeXIy Trpynmnoit koHtpons (mwane6o) u rpymmoit tepamuu (u/II1114). JIns BBeIeHHBIX KadeCTBEHHBIX NAaHHBIX ObLIa
MOACYNTaHA B3BEIICHHAs pa3HUIA CPeOHMX M 95% HoBepUTENbHBIN HWHTEpBasl. Berumcienue cpegnero sddexra
TIPOBOJIMIIOCH C MCTIOJIB30BAaHUEM MOJIEITH IS ciydaiinoro s¢pdekra (DerSimonian and Laird random-effects models),
CBSI3U C BBICOKOI F€TEPOreHHOCTHIO. I'eTeporeHHOCTh Gbilia OXapaKTepH30BaHa ¢ oMolbio cratuctuku |2, Tau’n Tecta
e

Bruto npoBeneHo pasjeneHue Ha MOArPYIIbI Ha OCHOBE AaHHBIX O NPUHAIEKHOCTH K HMOMYISIHAM: «SImoHMs»,
«Kwuraii», «Kopes», «EBponay. Paznenenune noarpynmsl «EBpona» Ha Oonee TiyOOKHil ypoBEeHb HE IMPEACTAaBILUIOCH
BO3MOXXHBIM, B CBSI3M C MaJIbIM KOJHMYECTBOM IyOnukanuid B JaHHOM moarpymme (Bcero 4 myOinmkanun). s
TECTHPOBAHHS PA3IHUMii B TOATPYINAX, PA3AETICHHBIX COTACHO MOMY/ISIHIM, ObUIH HCIONb30BAHEI TECT X2, OLEHKA
reteporenHocTH - 12 PasjeneHne Ipymm Ha «MOHOTEPAIHIO» M «KOMOMHHPOBAHHYIO TEPAIHIO» HE MPOBOIMIOCH B
CBSI3M C MaJIbIM KOJIMYECTBOM ITyOJIMKAIMH, OTBEYAIONIMX TpeOoBaHUsIM 0TOOpa. Best 00paboTka JaHHBIX MPOBOAMIACH
C HCITOJIb30BaHUEM TIPOTpaMMHOTO obecrieuenust ReviewManager 5.3[4].

PE3YJIbTATBI

Pe3yJibTaThl MOMCKA W XaPAKTEPUCTHKA MCCIeT0BAHTI

Bcero 6buto Haiineno 527 myGnukauuii, 428 crareil ObUIM MCKIIIOUSHBI B CBSI3U C HECOOTBETCTBHEM KPUTEPHSIM
otbopa. Ilocie u3yueHust abCTpakTa mMyOnMKanui ObUTO0 0TOOpaHo 99 crareil A 03HAKOMJIEHHS C ITOJIHOM BepCHEi
cTarel, U3 KOTOPHIX OBUIO 0TOOpaHo 26myOiuKamuii A aHaimu3a. B mporiecce n3BIeUeHNs JaHHBIX OBLTH UCKITFOUCHBI
eme 4 crathd. B urore OblI0 oTOOpaHO Ay aHanmm3a 22 ctaThi (6280 MalMEeHTOB), KOTOPBIE MOJHOCTHIO OTBEUATH
kputepusiM 0T60pa[5-26]. KpurepusMu HCKIIOUEHHs CTalo OTCYTCTBHE NaHHBIX HM3MeHeHus: ypoBHs HbAj. mocie
TEpaluy, IPUBCACHHBIC IT0 H3y4aeMbIM IOMYJSAIHSIM OTIEIbHO,0TCYTCTBHE maHHBIX 1o SE mmum SD[27]. Boiee
JeTaabHas HHPOPMAIUS 10 IPHYUHAM UCKITIOUCHHS Ty OIHKaNi IpeICTaBIeHa HAa pUCYHKE 1.

527 nydnueEaL M@

[51=1x[s] 428 cTaTed BelnNK MCKNoYeHbI,
ofHapy#eHo B HEe COOTBETCBYHT KpMTERIKMAM
Gaze gaHHbIx oTGopa

MEDLIMNE

T4 cTaTb MCKNHINYEHDI

1 CTaTeA - OTCYTCEBYHOT AaHHbLIE No YpoBHKD FPG 1M SE B
¥ rpynne nnageto

939 3 cTaTbMW - He MpeAcTaBnNeH SE AnA AHBA, W FPG
MONHOTEKCTOBBIX

cTaTel Gelna 70 cTaTel - OTCYTCEYHOT LaHHBIE MO NOMYAALKMAM MK Ao
M3y-EHD pesynbTaTam Mo KaxK4ol NonynanmMm oT4eNsBHO

4 cTaTeW OblNK MCKHIYEHDI

1 cTaTeA - HEQOCTaETOMHO
AaHHBIX 4NA aHanMia

¥ 3 cTaTeW - AaHHble Na SE
26 cTaTel Geno npeacTasneHel B B e
oTofpaHo rpad Ko

i J

22 cTaTeWM Gelno
oTofpadHo ana
aHanusa

Puc. 1. Ot6op nmyOnukauuii 1y MeTa-aHanu3a

Fig. 1.Selection of studies included in the meta-analysis

Cpennuii BO3pacT SMOHCKUX MAIlMEHTOB cocTaBisieT 59,3, kuraiickux —54,5, xopelickux — 54,1 u eBpomnenckux —
56,7. Hcxonusiii ypoBenb HbA;. B momrpymnme «dnonus» —7,9, «Kopes» —7,2, «Kwurait» —8,4 u «EBpoma» —
7,5.Mcxoansiii ypoBens UMT B moarpymme «Smorus» 24,8, «Kopes» — 25,6, «Kuraii» —25,3 u «Espomna» —30,1.



OuneHka kKayecTBa OTOOPAaHHBIX NYOJIMKALMHA M PHUCKA CHUCTEMATHYEeCKHX OTKJIOHEHMH, CBS3aHHBIX C
NyOJMKALMOHHBIM CMellleHrneM

Bo Bcex 22 myOnmkanusx OBUI WCHONB30BAaH ITBOWHOM CIIENONW METON I MAacKHpPOBAHUS BMEIIATEIBCTB OT
VY9aCTHHKOB ¥ TIepCOHana. PHUCK CHCTEMHOTO OTKJIOHEHHS, CBS3aHHOTO C IOCJIEIOBATEIBHOCTHIO OTOOpa
(randomsequencegeneration), Obl1 HESICHBIM B 5 ucciaenoBanusax (Tadaumna 3).

Tadanua 3.Pucku cucteMaTH4ecKUX OTKJIIOHEHUH M3y4aeMBbIX ITyOJIMKannit

Table 3.Riskofbiasofincludedstudies

Cuctema | Cucremaru |Cucremaru Cuctemaru Cuctemarn | Cucremaru Hpyrue
THYECKUEO | YECKHEOI YECKUe YEeCKUe YEeCKUe YEeCKue CHCTEMATH
MMOKKOT | MOKHOTOOp | OmMOKH, OIIIOKH, OIINOKH, OIINOKH YECKHe
6opa a CBSI3aHHBIE C | CBSA3AHHBIE C | CBS3aHHBIE C coo01e OIINOKH
XOJIOM BBIABIICHH BEIOBIBAHH HUSA
Randoms | Allocation | yccnenona eM HCX0a eM ungopma | Otherbias
equenceg concea HHS y4aCTHUKOB U
enerati Iment Blindingofo MAIHEHTOM
on Blinding of | utcomeasses | Incompleteo
participants sment utcomedata | Selectivere
and porting
personnel
Derosal 2012 Hesicuprit Huzkwmit Huskuit Huskuit Huskwmit Huskuit Huskuit
pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHCK
Derosa 2012 Hesicubrii Huzkwmit Husknii Huskwni Huskui Huskuii Huskuii
pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
Derosa2 2012 Hesicubrii Huzkwmit Huskui Huskni Huskui Huskuii Huskui
pHUCK pHCK PHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHCK
Inagaki 1 2015 Huzkwmii Huzkuit Huzkwmii Huzkwii Huzkuit Huzkuii Huzkuii
pHUCK pHUCK PHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
Inagaki 2015 Huzkwmii Huzkuii Huzkwmii Huzkwmii Huzkuit Huzkuid Huzkuid
pHUCK pHUCK PHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
lwamotol 2010 Huzkwii Huzkwmit Huskni Huskni Huskuii Huskuii Husknii
pHCK pHCK PHUCK PHUCK pHCK PHCK PHCK
lwamoto 2010 Huzkwii Huzkwmit Huskni Huskni Huskuii Huskni Husknii
PHCK pHCK pHCK pHCK pHCK pHcK pHcK
lwamoto2 2010 Huskuit Huzkwmit Huskuit Huskuit Huskwmit Huskwuit Huskuit
PHCK pHCK pHCK pHCK pHCK pHcK pHcK
lwamoto3 2010 Huskuit Huzkwmit Huskuit Huskuit Huskwmit Huskuit Huskuit
PHCK pHCK pHCK pHCK pHCK pHcK pHcK
Jung 1 2015 Huzxwuii Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit
pHUCK pHCK pUCK pHUCK pHUCK pucK pHucK
Jung 2015 Huzxwuii Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit
pHUCK pHCK pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK
Jung 2 2015 Huzxwuii Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuit
pHCK pHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK
Kadowakil 2013 Huskuii Hesicuprii Huskuit Huskuit Huskwuit Huskuit Huskuit
pHUCK pHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK
Kadowaki 2013 Huskuii Hesicuprii Huskuit Huskuit Huskwuit Huskuit Huskuit
pHUCK pHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK
Kadowaki 2014 Huskuii Hesicuprii Huskuit Huskuit Huskwuit Huskuit Huskuit
pHCK pHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK
Kadowaki 22013 Huskuii Hesicuprii Huskuit Huskuit Huskwuit Huskuit Huskuit
PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK
Kaku 1 2011 Huzknit Huszkuit Huskuit Huskuit Huskwuit Huskuit Huskuit
PHCK PHCK PHUCK PHCK PHCK PHCK PHCK
Kaku 2011 Huzknit Huszkuit Huskuit Huskuit Huskwuit Huskuit Huskuit
pHUCK pucK pUCK pUCK pucK puck puck
Kaku 2014 Huszkwmit Huskui Huzkwuii Huskwnii Huzkuii Huzkuii Huskuii
pHUCK pucK pUCK pUCK pucK puck puck
Kashiwagi 2011 Huskwii Hesichblit Huskuii Huskwii Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkui




pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK
Kikuchi 2010 Huskwmit Hesicuprii Huskuit Huskuit Huskwuit Huskuit Huskuit
pHCK pHCK pUCK pUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
Kim 2015 Hescupiit | HescHebrit Huskuit Huskuit Huskwmit Huskwuit Huskwuit
pHCK pHCK pUCK pUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
Mohan1 2009 Huskwuit Hesicuprii Huskuit Huskuit Huskwmit Huskwuit Bricokuii
pHCK pHCK pUCK pUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
Mohan 2009 Huskwuit Hesicuprii Huskuit Huskuit Huskwmit Huskwuit Bricokuii
pHCK pHCK pUCK pUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
Mohan2 2009 Huskwuit Hesicuprii Huskuit Huskuit Huskwmit Huskwuit Bricokuii
pHCK pHCK pUCK pUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
Nonaka 2008 Huzkwmit Hesicupri Huzknid Huzkwnid Hwuzkui Hwuzkni Hwuzkni
pHUCK pHCK pUCK pHUCK pPHCK pHCK pHCK
Pan 2012 Hesicuprit Hesicupri Huzkuid Huzkwnid Hwuzkui Hwuzkni Hwuzkni
pHUCK pHCK pHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHUCK pHUCK
Raaltel 2014 Hescuprit Hescuebrit Huzkuii Huzkuii Huzkuit Huzkuii Hu3zkuii
pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
Raalte 2014 Hescuprit Hescueprit Huzkuii Huzkuii Huzkui Huzkuii Huzkuii
pHUCK pHCK pHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
Seinol1 2011 Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuii Huzkuii Huzkuit Huzkuii Huzkuii
pHUCK pHCK pHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHUCK pHUCK
Seino 2011 Huzkuit Huzkuit Huzkuii Huzkuii Huzkuit Huzkuii Huzkuii
pHUCK pHCK PHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
Yang1 2015 Huzkuit Hescueprit Huzkuii Huzkuii Huzkuit Huzkuii Huzkuii
pHCK pHCK pUCK pHUCK pHCcK pHucK pHucK
Yang 2012 Huzkwmit Hwuzkuit Huzknid Huzkwid Huzkuit Huzknit Huzknit
pHCK pHCK pUCK pHUCK pHCK pHucK pHucK
Yang 2014 Huzkwmit Huzkuit Huzknii Huzkwid Huzkuii Huzkni Huzknii
pHCK pHCK pUCK pHUCK pHcK pucK pucK
Yang 2015 Huzkwmit HesicHpri Huzknii Huzkwid Huzkuii Huzknii Huzknii
pHCK pHCK pUCK pHUCK pHCcK pucK pucK
Y Seinol 2011 Huzkwmit HesicHpri Huzknii Huzkwnid Huzkuii Huzknii Huzknii
pHCK pHCK pUCK pHUCK pHcK pucK pucK
Y Seino 2011 Huzkwmit HesicHpri Huzknii Huzkwid Huzkuii Huzkni Huzknii
pHCK pHCK pUCK PHUCK pHCK pHUCK pHUCK
Y Seino2 2011 Huzkwmit HesicHpri Huzknid Huzkwid Hwuzkuii Huzknii Huzknii
pHUCK pHCK pHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
Y Seino3 2011 Huzkwuit Hescubrit Huzkuii Huzkuii Huzkui Huzkuii Huszkuii
pHUCK pHCK pHUCK pHUCK pHCK pHCK pHCK
PucK, CBsI3aHHBIA C COKPBITHEM pACIpENeNeHdsl y4acTHMKOB B rpymmsl  BMematenbcTBa  (allocation
concealment),oxazascs HesicHbIM y 50% myOnukanuii (Tabaumnad).
Tab6auma 4. CBoiHbIC 3HAYCHUS PUCKA CUCTEMATHYSCKUX OTKIOHCHHMA
Table 4. Risk of bias summary
Hescuerit Huzkuii Bricokmit
Ommbku oTOopa
pHUCK pucK pUCK
Cucrematudeckue omuoOKku oToopa
7 32 0
Random sequence generation
Cucrematudeckue omuoOKku oToopa
20 19 0
Allocation concealment bias
CucTeMaTHYECKHE OIIMOKH, CBSI3aHHBIC C XOJI0M HUCCIICAOBAHUS
0 39 0
Blinding of participants and personnel bias
CucTeMaTHYECKUE OIIMOKH, CBSI3aHHBIC C BRISBICHHEM HUCX01a 0 39 0




Rlindina nf niiteamao accacemaont hiac

CucremMaTU4eCcKue OHII/I6KPI, CBSI3aHHEIE C BEIOBIBAHHEM Y4aCTHUKOB

Incomplete outcome data bias

CucrteMaTHyecKue OMHUOKH cOOOIEeHN HHPOPMALINH MTAIEHTOM

Selective reporting bias

Jpyrue cuctemarnueckre OmuOKu

Other bias

Bblcoknii  pHCK ~ APYIMX  CHCTEMAaTHYeCKMX  OTKJIOHEHMH Obul  OOHapy)keH TOJBKO B  OJHOHU
nyonukanun.BopoHkooOpa3Has —aumarpaMma IIOKas3aja, 4YTO CHCTEMaTH4eCKoe OTKJIOHEHHE, CBS3aHHOE C
MyOIUKAIHOHHBIM CMEIICHUEM, HMEETCS (PUCYHOK 2).
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Puc. 2. BoporkooOpa3Has auarpaMma JIs OLEHKH PHCKa CHCTEMATHIECKOTO OTKJIOHEHHS, CBA3aHHOTO C ITyOIMKAI[HOHHBIM
CMEIICHHEM

Fig. 2. Funnel plot to assess publication bias

IMepBuuHbIe pe3yabTaThi: ypoBenb HDALC

beiio mpoBenieHo oObemuHeHUe MaHHBIX 00 ypoBHe HDA;38 cpaBHHTENBHBIX aHATU30B
(uAI1I14vs tnane6o) B 22 myOnmkanusax(pucyHok 3).B3BelieHHas pasHUIlA CPEJHUX IO BCEM
nyonukanusm cocrasmia -0,85% (95% AU -1,07, -0,62; |2=99%). Kak BUauM, reTeporeHHOCTh
MPAKTUYECKH MaKCHMallbHasi, TMOATOMY TMPOBENM aHaIW3 YYBCTBUTEIBHOCTH, IOOYEPETHO
UCKITIOUasi KaXkJI0€ HCcliefloBaHUe W3 aHanm3a.B pesynmprare OBUIO OOHApYKEHO, UYTO €CIU
ucKIIounTh uccienoBanus Pan 2012[18], Derosa 2012[16], Derosal 2012, Derosa2 2012, To
reTeporeHHocTh3HaunTeNbHOyMeHbInaeTcs(-0,85%, 95% J1 -0,95, -O,78;I2=45%).



Treatment Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI Year 1V, Random, 95% CI
Nonaka 2008 -0.65 0.6519 75 0.41 0.6564 75 3.2% -1.06 [-1.27, -0.85] 2008 T
Mohan1l 2009 -0.8 1.1813 62 1.1 2.2562 33 2.3% -1.90[-2.72, -1.08] 2009 —
Mohan 2009 -0.6 1.1389 127 0.3 2.3824 63 2.6% -0.90 [-1.52, -0.28] 2009 -
Mohan2 2009 -0.9 0.6465 163 0 1.8205 82 3.0% -0.90 [-1.31, -0.49] 2009 -
lwamoto3 2010 -0.76 0.5371 68 0.28 0.5143 73 3.2% -1.04 [-1.21, -0.87] 2010 -
lwamoto2 2010 -0.69 0.5033 70 0.28 0.5143 73 3.2% -0.97 [-1.14, -0.80] 2010 -
Kikuchi 2010 -1 0.606 102 -0.06 0.6 100 3.2% -0.94 [-1.11, -0.77] 2010 -
Iwamotol 2010 -0.41 0.4943 80 0.28 0.5143 73 3.2% -0.69 [-0.85, -0.53] 2010 -
lwamoto 2010 -0.71 0.5107 72 0.28 0.5143 73 3.2% -0.99 [-1.16, -0.82] 2010 -
Kashiwagi 2011 -0.4 0.8136 66 0.4 0.4131 68 3.2% -0.80[-1.02, -0.58] 2011 _'_
Kaku 2011 -0.91 4.6357 111 -0.19 5.8981 115 1.5% -0.72 [-2.10, 0.66] 2011 ¢
Y Seino3 2011 -0.82 4.213 79 0.06 3.9491 75 1.6% -0.88[-2.17,0.41] 2011 ¢
Y Seino2 2011 -0.76 4.8925 80 0.06 3.9491 75 1.4% -0.82[-2.22,0.58] 2011 ¢
Y Seinol 2011 -0.51 6.0173 79 0.06 3.9491 75 1.2% -0.57 [-2.17,1.03] 2011 ¢
Y Seino 2011 -0.7 5.2425 84 0.06 3.9491 75 1.4% -0.76 [-2.19, 0.67] 2011 ¢
Kakul 2011 -0.97 55277 113 -0.19 5.8981 115 1.3% -0.78[-2.26, 0.70] 2011 ¢
Seino 2011 -0.96 4.7948 76 0.04 3.9837 75 1.4% -1.00 [-2.41, 0.41] 2011 ¢
Seinol 2011 -0.91 4.2663 79 0.04 3.9837 75 1.6% -0.95[-2.25, 0.35] 2011 ¢
Pan 2012 -0.92 0.08 148 -0.54 0.08 144 3.3% -0.38 [-0.40, -0.36] 2012 "
Yang 2012 -1 14234 197 -01 1427 198 3.1% -0.90 [-1.18, -0.62] 2012 -
Derosal 2012 -14 0.085 102 0.5 0.1596 103 3.3% -1.90[-1.93,-1.87] 2012 ~©
Derosa 2012 -1.2 0.49 84 -12 0.47 83 3.3% 0.00 [-0.15, 0.15] 2012 T
Derosa2 2012 -1.4 0.0846 91 -0.7 0.0782 87 3.3% -0.70 [-0.72, -0.68] 2012 "
Kadowaki2 2013 -0.9 0.9 81 0.1 0.8944 80 3.1% -1.00 [-1.28, -0.72] 2013 -
Kadowakil 2013 -0.8 0.9165 84 0.1 0.8944 80 3.1% -0.90 [-1.18, -0.62] 2013 -
Kadowaki 2013 -0.8 0.8888 79 0.1 0.8944 80 3.1% -0.90 [-1.18, -0.62] 2013 -
Kaku 2014 -0.97 5.3126 90 -0.31 5.283 89 1.3% -0.66 [-2.21, 0.89] 2014 ¢
Raaltel 2014 -0.9 0.469 22 0.4 0.4899 24 3.1% -1.30[-1.58, -1.02] 2014 -
Raalte 2014 -0.4 1 25 0.4 0.4899 24 2.9% -0.80 [-1.24, -0.36] 2014 -
Yang 2014 -0.7 09261 134 -0.2 0.898 126 3.2% -0.50[-0.72, -0.28] 2014 _'_
Kadowaki 2014 -0.7 0.922 85 0.3 0.9327 87 3.1% -1.00 [-1.28, -0.72] 2014 -
Jung 2015 -0.7 0.6557 43 -0.13 0.6781 38 3.1% -0.57 [-0.86, -0.28] 2015 -
Inagaki 2015 -0.46 6.0236 92 024 3.677 50 1.2% -0.70 [-2.30, 0.90] 2015 ¢
Jung2 2015 -0.64 0.6691 37 -0.13 0.6781 38 3.1% -0.51[-0.81, -0.21] 2015 -
Inagakil 2015 -0.32 5.8792 101 0.24 3.677 50 1.3% -0.56 [-2.09, 0.97] 2015 ¢
Yang 2015 -0.51 0.9859 30 0.23 1.1712 38 2.8% -0.74[-1.25, -0.23] 2015 -
Jungl 2015 -0.59 0.6325 40 -0.13 0.6781 38 3.1% -0.46 [-0.75, -0.17] 2015 -
Yangl 2015 -0.49 1.0341 37 0.23 1.1712 38 2.8% -0.72[-1.22,-0.22] 2015 -
Kim 2015 -0.87 7.5802 136 -0.06 4.5354 68 1.2% -0.81[-2.48, 0.86] 2015 ¢
Total (95% CI) 3324 2956 100.0%  -0.85[-1.07,-0.62] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.39; Chi2 = 5887.77, df = 38 (P < 0.00001); I2 = 99% 5_2 51 : i

Test for overall effect: Z = 7.42 (P < 0.00001)

Favours DPPi

Puc. 3. B3BenieHHas pa3HuIa CpeiHUX HbAlC, BKJIIOUYEHHBIX B HCCIICIOBaHHE ITyOIHMKALMi

Fig. 3.MeandifferencesofHbA,.ofincludedstudies

Bbut nipoBesieH aHanu3 B moArpymnmax(pucyHok 4).B urtore Obutd MONTydYeHBI Pe3yNbTaThl B3BEHICHHON Pa3HHIIbI
cpenuux it 4 moarpymi: «Smorus» -0,93% (95% AU -0,99, -0,87; IZZO%), «Kwurait» -0,63% (95% AU -0,90, -0,36;
1°=85%), «Kopes» -0,66% (95% JIN -0,90, -0,43; 1>=47%), «Espomax» -0,94% (95% JIN -1,68, -0,20; 1°=100%).
Pasznuna mexay moarpymmamu coctasmia -0,84% (95% AU -1,07, -0,62; I2:65,2%)co CTaTUCTHUYECKU JTOCTOBEPHOM
BeposTHOCcTEI0 (P<0,05).M3 3TOro MOKHO Hpeanoiaoxurb, 4ro HbDA-cHmKkaromas >3QpQPeKTHBHOCTE HHIHOUTOPOB
JIIIT4BeIme y SAMOHCKOW MOMYJISAIUHN, YeM Y KOpeickoi. DP(EKTUBHOCTh pa3NndaeTcs U B KUTAHCKOH, eBPOIEHCKOM
normynsasix. OJHAKO CTOMT OTMETHTh, YTO TE€TEPOTEHHOCTh B IAHHBIX momymsanusx Oomee 80%, 4TO TOBOPUT O
BO3MOXKHOM BIIMSIHUHM CHCTEMAaTHYECKUX OTKJIOHEHHH Ha MOJTyYeHHBIE PE3yJIbTaThI.

Favours Placebo



Treatment Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI Year IV, Random, 95% CI
2.2.1 Japan
Nonaka 2008 -0.65 0.6519 75 0.41 0.6564 75 3.3% -1.06 [-1.27, -0.85] 2008 "7
lwamoto3 2010 -0.76 0.5371 68 0.28 0.5143 73 3.3% -1.04 [-1.21, -0.87] 2010 -
Kikuchi 2010 -1 0.606 102 -0.06 0.6 100 3.3% -0.94 [-1.11, -0.77] 2010 -
lwamotol 2010 -0.41 0.4943 80 0.28 0.5143 73 3.3% -0.69 [-0.85, -0.53] 2010 -
lwamoto 2010 -0.71 0.5107 72 0.28 0.5143 73 3.3% -0.99 [-1.16, -0.82] 2010 -
lwamoto2 2010 -0.69 0.5033 70 0.28 0.5143 73 3.3% -0.97 [-1.14, -0.80] 2010 -
Seinol 2011 -0.91 4.2663 79 0.04 3.9837 75 1.6% -0.95[-2.25, 0.35] 2011 ¢
Y Seino2 2011 -0.76 4.8925 80 0.06 3.9491 75 1.5% -0.82[-2.22,0.58] 2011 ¢
Kashiwagi 2011 -0.4 0.8136 66 0.4 0.4131 68 3.3% -0.80 [-1.02, -0.58] 2011 -
Seino 2011 -0.96 4.7948 76 0.04 3.9837 75 1.5% -1.00 [-2.41, 0.41] 2011 ¢
Kaku 2011 -0.91 4.6357 111 -0.19 5.8981 115 1.5% -0.72[-2.10, 0.66] 2011 ¢
Y Seinol 2011 -0.51 6.0173 79 0.06 3.9491 75 1.3% -0.57 [-2.17,1.03] 2011 ¢
Y Seino 2011 -0.7 5.2425 84 0.06 3.9491 75 1.4% -0.76 [-2.19, 0.67] 2011 ¢
Kakul 2011 -0.97 5.5277 113 -0.19 5.8981 115 1.4% -0.78 [-2.26, 0.70] 2011 ¢
Y Seino3 2011 -0.82 4.213 79 0.06 3.9491 75 1.6% -0.88[-2.17, 0.41] 2011 ¢
Kadowaki 2013 -0.8 0.8888 79 0.1 0.8944 80 3.2% -0.90 [-1.18, -0.62] 2013 -
Kadowakil 2013 -0.8 0.9165 84 0.1 0.8944 80 3.2% -0.90 [-1.18, -0.62] 2013 -
Kadowaki2 2013 -0.9 0.9 81 0.1 0.8944 80 3.2% -1.00[-1.28, -0.72] 2013 -
Kadowaki 2014 -0.7 0.922 85 0.3 0.9327 87 3.2% -1.00 [-1.28, -0.72] 2014 -
Kaku 2014 -0.97 5.3126 90 -0.31 5.283 89 1.3% -0.66 [-2.21, 0.89] 2014 ¢
Inagakil 2015 -0.32 5.8792 101 0.24 3.677 50 1.3% -0.56 [-2.09, 0.97] 2015 ¢
Inagaki 2015 -0.46 6.0236 92 0.24 3.677 50 1.3% -0.70 [-2.30, 0.90] 2015 ¢
Subtotal (95% CI) 1846 1731  51.8% -0.93[-0.99, -0.87] ‘
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.00; Chi2 = 15.12, df = 21 (P = 0.82); I2= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 30.41 (P < 0.00001)
2.2.2 China
Mohan2 2009 -0.9 0.6465 163 0 1.8205 82 3.1%  -0.90[-1.31,-0.49] 2009 -
Yang 2012 -1 14234 197 -0.1 1427 198 3.2% -0.90 [-1.18, -0.62] 2012 -
Pan 2012 -0.92 0.08 148 -0.54 0.08 144 3.4% -0.38 [-0.40, -0.36] 2012 N
Yang 2014 -0.7 09261 134 -0.2 0.898 126 3.3% -0.50[-0.72, -0.28] 2014 D
Subtotal (95% CI) 642 550 12.9% -0.63 [-0.90, -0.36] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.06; Chi2 = 20.37, df = 3 (P = 0.0001); 12 = 85%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.61 (P < 0.00001)
2.2.3 Korea
Mohan1 2009 0.8 11813 62 11 22562 33 23% -1.90[-2.72,-1.08] 2000 ¥
Jung 2015 -0.7 0.6557 43 -0.13 0.6781 38 3.2%  -0.57[-0.86,-0.28] 2015 -
Yang 2015 -051 09859 30 023 11712 38 29%  -0.74[-1.25,-0.23] 2015 -
Yangl 2015 -0.49 1.0341 37 023 11712 38 29%  -0.72[-1.22,-0.22] 2015 -
Kim 2015 -0.87 7.5802 136 -0.06 4.5354 68 1.2% -0.81[-2.48, 0.86] 2015 ¢
Jung2 2015 -0.64 0.6691 37 -0.13 0.6781 38 3.2% -0.51[-0.81, -0.21] 2015 -
Jungl 2015 -0.59 0.6325 40 -0.13 0.6781 38 3.2% -0.46 [-0.75, -0.17] 2015 -
Subtotal (95% CI) 385 291 18.9% -0.66 [-0.90, -0.43] ‘
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.04; Chiz = 11.39, df = 6 (P = 0.08); 12 =47%
Test for overall effect: Z = 5.62 (P < 0.00001)
2.2.4 Caucasian
Derosal 2012 -14 0.085 102 0.5 0.1596 103  3.4% -1.90 [-1.93, -1.87] 2012 ~
Derosa 2012 -1.2 0.49 84 -12 0.47 83 3.3% 0.00 [-0.15, 0.15] 2012 T
Derosa2 2012 -1.4 0.0846 91 -0.7 0.0782 87  3.4% -0.70 [-0.72, -0.68] 2012 -
Raalte 2014 -0.4 1 25 0.4 0.4899 24 3.0% -0.80[-1.24, -0.36] 2014 -
Raaltel 2014 -0.9 0.469 22 0.4 0.4899 24 3.2% -1.30[-1.58, -1.02] 2014 -
Subtotal (95% CI) 324 321 16.3%  -0.94[-1.68,-0.20] —l—

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.71; Chi? = 3295.72, df = 4 (P < 0.00001); 12 = 100%

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.48 (P = 0.01)

Total (95% CI) 3197

2893 100.0%

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.39; Chi? = 5887.41, df = 37 (P < 0.00001); I2 = 99%

Test for overall effect: Z = 7.30 (P < 0.00001)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi2 = 8.61, df = 3 (P = 0.03), 12 = 65.2%

-0.84 [-1.07, -0.62]

Puc.4. B3pewennas pasuuna cpeanux no HbA B moarpymmax

Fig. 4. The mean differences of HbA, between subgroups
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Bropuunbie pe3yasTaThl: ypoBenb FPG
38 CpaBHUTENBHBIX aHAIM30BB 22 myOiuKanusax OBUIO MCHONB30BaHO JUIi OOBEJUHEHHS JaHHBIX 00

ypoBHeFPG(pucyHok 5).B3BerieHnas pasHuIa CpeIHUX M0 BceM MyOuKaiusM cocrasuia -1.,10 mmons/n (95% U -
1,29, -0,91; 1°=98%). [locie aHanM3a YyBCTBUTENLHOCTHOGHAPYKIIIH, UTO €CIH MCKIIOUMTH HCcuenoBanns Pan 2012
[18], Derosa 2012 , Derosal 2012 , Derosa2 2012 [15], To rereporenHocTs yMenbinaercs (-1,14mmons/n, 95% JIU -
1,34, -0,94; 1°=59%).

Treatment Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI Year 1V, Random, 95% ClI
Nonaka 2008 123 26847 75 052 13039 75 3.4% 0.71[0.03, 1.39] 2008 -
Mohan1 2009 19 23626 62 11 22562 33 2.3%  -3.00[-3.97,-2.03] 2009 *
Mohan2 2009 -1 19396 163 0 1.8205 82 42%  -1.00[-1.49,-0.51] 2009 -
Mohan 2009 18 28473 127 03 23824 63 30% -2.10[-2.87,-1.33] 2000
Ilwamoto 2010 -0.63 1.1064 72 035 11144 73 48%  -0.98[-1.34,-0.62] 2010 -
Kikuchi 2010 -1.16  1.6159 102 0.35 1.6 100 4.4%  -151[-1.95,-1.07] 2010 ~—
Iwamotol 2010 -0.53 1.1234 80 0.35 11144 73 4.8%  -0.88[-1.23,-0.53] 2010 -
lwamoto2 2010 -0.81 1.0904 70 0.35 1.1144 73 48%  -1.16[-1.52,-0.80] 2010 -
Iwamoto3 2010 -0.94 1.0742 68 035 11144 73 48%  -1.29[-1.65,-0.93] 2010 -
Seino 2011 4106 100255 76 031 134234 75 03%  -1.37[-5.15,241] 2011 * »
Y Seino2 2011 -0.97 10.2859 80 0.31 12.1244 75 0.3% 1.28[-4.83,2.27] 2011 ¢ ’
Kakul 2011 -1.05 124373 113 -0.13 159785 115 0.3% 0.92[-4.63,2.79] 2011 * y
Y Seino3 2011 -1.25 11.9991 79 0.31 121244 75  0.2% 156 [5.37, 2.25] 2011 ¢ ’
Y Seino 2011 -0.81 12.098 84 0.31 121244 75 0.3% 1.12[-4.89, 2.65] 2011 * y
Kaku 2011 -0.83 10.7464 111 -0.13 159785 115 0.3% -0.70 [-4.24, 2.84] 2011 ¢ ’
Seinol 2011 -1.03 126212 79 0.31 13.4234 75 0.2% 1.34[-5.46,2.78] 2011 ¢ ’
Y Seinol 2011 052 159987 79 031 121244 75 02%  -0.83[5.30,3.64] 2011 * ’
Kashiwagi 2011 -0.7 08136 66 02 08263 68 51% -0.90[-1.18,-0.62] 2011 -
Derosa 2012 -1.95 009 84 -122 009 83 57% -0.73[-0.76,-0.70] 2012 v
Derosal 2012 -1.05 01994 102 0.77 0.2093 103 57%  -1.82[1.88,-1.76] 2012 T
Derosa2 2012 -1.77 00981 91 -116 0.0883 87 57%  -0.61[-0.64,-0.58] 2012 T
Yang 2012 -1.1  2.8468 197 0 21406 198 4.2%  -1.10[-1.60,-0.60] 2012 -
Pan 2012 -0.84 01959 148 -0.26 0.1907 144 57%  -0.58[-0.62,-0.54] 2012 -
Kadowaki 2013 -0.78 1.0666 79 0.16 0.9928 80 4.9%  -0.94[-1.26,-0.62] 2013 -
Kadowakil 2013 -0.83 1.0173 84 0.16 0.9928 80 50%  -0.99[-1.30,-0.68] 2013 -
Kadowaki2 2013 -0.95 0999 81 016 09928 80 50%  -1.11[-1.42,-0.80] 2013 -
Raaltel 2014 19 18762 22 07 14697 24 23% -2.60[-358 -162] 2014 £
Raalte 2014 -1.2 3 25 07 14697 24 16%  -1.90[-3.21,-0.59] 2014 —
Kadowaki 2014 -0.97 11063 85 054 11193 87 49%  -1.51[1.84,-1.18] 2014 ~
Yang 2014 -0.7 21994 134 0.3 21327 126 4.0% -0.40[-0.93, 0.13] 2014 -
Kaku 2014 -1.11 181199 90 -0.52 20.2831 89 0.1% -0.59[-6.23,5.05] 2014 ¢ ’
Jung 2015 -0.84 11.0821 43 0.35 10.2946 38 0.2% 1.19[-5.85,3.47] 2015 * y
Yangl 2015 -0.53 7.6035 37 0.78 9.8014 38 0.2% 1.31[-5.27,2.65] 2015 *¢ ’
Jungl 2015 -0.78 10.056 40 0.35 10.2946 38 0.2% 1.13[-5.65,3.39] 2015 *¢ ’
Kim 2015 0.93 159768 136 0.32 11.8745 68 02%  -1.25[-5.15,2.65] 2015 * ’
Jung2 2015 -0.66 4.5012 37 0.35 10.2946 38 0.3% -1.01[-4.59,2.57] 2015 *¢ ’
Inagaki 2015 -0.83 14.3875 92 -0.31 121622 50 0.2% -0.52[-4.99, 3.95] 2015 ¢ »
Inagakil 2015 -0.36 11.8589 101 -0.31 12.1622 50 0.2% -0.05 [-4.14, 4.04] 2015 ¢ ’
Yang 2015 -0.72 6.6274 30 0.78 9.8014 38 0.2% -1.50 [-5.42, 2.42] 2015 ¢ y
Total (95% Cl) 3324 2956 100.0%  -1.10[-1.29, -0.91] ‘

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.17; Chi2 = 1686.60, df = 38 (P < 0.00001); 12 = 98%
Test for overall effect: Z = 11.15 (P < 0.00001)
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Puc. 5. B3Beriennas pazHuia cpeaux no FPG,BKIIOUSHHBIX B HCCIIEIOBaHNE MyOIUKALMi

Fig. 5.MeandifferencesofFPGofincludedstudies
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AHanu3 B MOATPYMIAxX MOKa3aj, YTo B MOArpymie «SImoHus»B3BEUICHHAs pa3HHUIA CpeAHUX cocTtaBuia -1,02

mmoas/it (95% AN -1,21, -0,84; |2=51%), «Kwurait» -0,73 mmons/n (95% AU -1,02, -0,44; |2=59%), «Kopes» -2,55
mmons/n (95% JIM -3,38, -1,71; 1°=0%), «Epoma» -1,32 mmons/1 (95% W -1,79, -0,84; 1°=100%)(pucyHox
6).Pasaumia mMexxay moarpymmamu coctasmia -1,07 mmons/n (95% AU -1,26, -0,87; I2=83,6%) CO CTaTHMCTUYECKU



JOCTOBEPHO# BeposTHOCThIO  (P<0,05).
JITT43>¢dexTnBHOCTECHIDKEHHS YPOoBHIFPG BhImIe Yy KOpEHCKOi MOMYISIINAK, YeM Y STIOHCKOH M KUTaiCKOH.

W3 »TOr0 MOXHO TPEATIOTI0XKHUTD,

YTONIPH TEpaluyd HHTHOUTOpaMH

Treatment Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup  Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI Year IV, Random, 95% CI
2.4.1 Japan
Nonaka 2008 123 2.6847 75 052 1.3039 75 3.5% 0.71[0.03, 1.39] 2008
Iwamoto3 2010 -0.94 1.0742 68 035 1.1144 73 4.9% -1.29[-1.65, -0.93] 2010 -
Iwamotol 2010 -0.53 1.1234 80 0.35 1.1144 73 4.9% -0.88[-1.23,-0.53] 2010 -
Iwamoto2 2010 -0.81 1.0904 70 035 11144 73 4.9% -1.16 [-1.52,-0.80] 2010 -
Kikuchi 2010 -1.16 1.6159 102 0.35 1.6 100 4.5% -1.51[-1.95,-1.07] 2010 —
Iwamoto 2010 -0.63 1.1064 72 035 11144 73 4.9% -0.98 [-1.34,-0.62] 2010 -
Kaku 2011 .0.83 107464 111 -0.13 15.9785 115 03%  -0.70 [-4.24,2.84] 2011 * »
Y Seino 2011 -0.81 12.098 84 0.31 12.1244 75 0.3% -1.12 [-4.89, 2.65] 2011 ¢ »
Seinol 2011 -1.03 12.6212 79 0.31 13.4234 75 0.2% -1.34 [-5.46, 2.78] 2011 ¢ »
Y Seino3 2011 125 11.9991 79 031 121244 75 03%  -1.56[-5.37,2.25] 2011 * »
Seino 2011 106 100255 76 031 134234 75 03%  -1.37[-5.15,241] 2011 * »
Y Seino2 2011 -0.97 10.2859 80 0.31 12.1244 75 0.3% -1.28 [-4.83, 2.27] 2011 ¢ »
Kashiwagi 2011 -0.7 0.8136 66 0.2 0.8263 68 5.3% -0.90[-1.18, -0.62] 2011 -
Kakul 2011 -1.05 12.4373 113 -0.13 15.9785 115 0.3% -0.92 [-4.63, 2.79] 2011 ¢ »
Y Seinol 2011 -0.52 15.9987 79 031 12.1244 75 0.2% -0.83 [-5.30, 3.64] 2011 ¢ »
Kadowaki2 2013 -0.95 0.999 81 0.16 0.9928 80 5.2% -1.11[-1.42,-0.80] 2013 -
Kadowaki 2013 -0.78  1.0666 79 0.16 0.9928 80 5.1% -0.94[-1.26, -0.62] 2013 -
Kadowakil 2013 -0.83 1.0173 84 0.16 0.9928 80 5.2% -0.99 [-1.30, -0.68] 2013 -
Kaku 2014 111 181199 90 -052 202831 89 0.1%  -0.59[-6.235.05] 2014 * >
Kadowaki 2014 -0.97 1.1063 85 054 1.1193 87 5.0% -1.51[-1.84,-1.18] 2014 -
Inagakil 2015 -0.36 11.8589 101 -0.31 12.1622 50 0.2% -0.05 [-4.14, 4.04] 2015 ¢ >
Inagaki 2015 -0.83 14.3875 92 -0.31 12.1622 50 0.2% -0.52 [-4.99, 3.95] 2015 ¢ >
Subtotal (95% CI) 1846 1731  56.0% -1.02 [-1.21, -0.84] ‘
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.07; Chi? = 42.99, df = 21 (P = 0.003); I12 = 51%
Test for overall effect: Z = 10.65 (P < 0.00001)
2.4.2 China
Mohan2 2009 -1 19396 163 0 1.8205 82 4.3% -1.00 [-1.49, -0.51] 2009 -
Yang 2012 -1.1  2.8468 197 0 21406 198 4.3% -1.10 [-1.60, -0.60] 2012 -
Pan 2012 -0.84 01959 148 -0.26 0.1907 144 5.9% -0.58 [-0.62, -0.54] 2012 N
Yang 2014 -0.7 21994 134 -0.3 21327 126 4.1% -0.40 [-0.93, 0.13] 2014 - |
Subtotal (95% CI) 642 550 18.6%  -0.73[-1.02,-0.44] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.05; Chi2 = 7.36, df = 3 (P = 0.06); 12 = 59%
Test for overall effect: Z = 4.95 (P < 0.00001)
2.4.3 Korea
Mohan1 2009 19 23626 62 11 22562 33 2.4%  -3.00[-3.97,-2.03] 2009 ¢
Yang 2015 -0.72 6.6274 30 0.78 9.8014 38 0.2% -1.50 [-5.42, 2.42] 2015 ¢ »
Jungl 2015 -0.78 10.056 40 0.35 10.2946 38 0.2% -1.13 [-5.65, 3.39] 2015 ¢ »
Kim 2015 -0.93 15.9768 136 0.32 11.8745 68 0.2% -1.25[-5.15, 2.65] 2015 ¢ »
Yangl 2015 -0.53 7.6035 37 0.78 9.8014 38 0.2% -1.31[-5.27, 2.65] 2015 ¢ »
Jung 2015 .0.84 11.0821 43 035 10.2946 38 02%  -1.19[-5.85,3.47] 2015 * »
Jung2 2015 0.66 45012 37 035 10.2946 38 03%  -1.01[-4.59,257] 2015 * »
Subtotal (95% CI) 385 291 3.8% -2.55[-3.38,-1.71] -
Heterogeneity: Tauz = 0.00; Chiz = 3.33, df = 6 (P = 0.77); 2= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 5.97 (P < 0.00001)
2.4.4 Caucasian
Derosa2 2012 4177 00981 91 -1.16 00883 87 59%  -0.61[-0.64,-0.58] 2012 -
Derosal 2012 -1.05 01994 102 077 0.2093 103 59%  -1.82[-1.88,-1.76] 2012
Derosa 2012 -1.95 0.09 84 -1.22 009 83 59% -0.73[-0.76,-0.70] 2012 "
Raaltel 2014 19 18762 22 07 14697 24 24%  -2.60[-3.58,-1.62] 2014
Raalte 2014 -1.2 3 25 0.7 1.4697 24 1.6% -1.90 [-3.21,-0.59] 2014 —
Subtotal (95% CI) 324 321 21.7% -1.32[-1.79, -0.84] ’
Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.22; Chi? = 1501.61, df = 4 (P < 0.00001); I> = 100%
Test for overall effect: Z = 5.46 (P < 0.00001)
Total (95% ClI) 3197 2893 100.0% -1.07 [-1.26, -0.87] ‘
I t t {

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.17; Chi? = 1675.13, df = 37 (P < 0.00001); I2 = 98%

Test for overall effect: Z = 10.69 (P < 0.00001)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi2 = 18.27, df = 3 (P = 0.0004), |2 = 83.6%

Puc.6. B3Bemennas paszuuna cpeganx no FPG B moarpynmnax

Fig. 6.The mean differences of FPGbetween subgroups
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OBCYKJIEHUE

B nanHbIii aHanu3 ObUTM BKITIOYEHBI IMyOJMKanuu 1o 3QQeKTUBHOCTH TEpalMu BCEX W3BECTHBIX MHIMOMTOPOB
JII4. B pesynbraTe NpOBEAESHHOTO MeTa-aHaiau3a yBuzaenu, uro wuHruouropsl JIII4 mnposBisior pasHyio
TIIIOKO30CHIKAIOITY0 3()(EKTHBHOCTHB 3aBUCUMOCTH OT NOMYJisiiuid. Hackonbko M3BECTHO, 3TO NEPBBII MeTa-aHaJH3,
rae oueHuBaercst 3¢ ¢extuBHOcTh u/IIIII4 nnst pasHbIX HOmyJsinuid OTAENAbHO. B mpouuiom ObUTH NPOBENECHEI
HCCIICIOBAHMUS 10 OLCHKE 3P (HEKTUBHOCTH MEXKIY SIMOHCKOM IOMyYIUUEH U OCTalbHBIMU HomysinusiMu [28], a taxoke
MEXKIy a3WaTCKUMH mnomysiusiMd U Heasuarckumu[29]. IlomydeHHBIe Hamu pe3yabTaThl 10 3((PEKTHBHOCTH
camwkeHnst ypoBHs HDA;, B pasnuuHbIX MOMyISUMSX COTIACYIOTCS C pe3ylbTaTaMH JTHX myOiukanuil. Tak, B
nyonukanuu aBtopoB Park u gp. (2012) mokasano, uro 3¢QekTBHOCTH cHmkeHHs HDA;. Bbile y SmOHCKHX
HAIMeHTOB, YeM y MALUEHTOB APYroil HalmoHansHOCTH [28], Kak u B HaleMm aHamuse.

B myGmukamuu ke asropoB Kim wm ap. (2013) mokazana pasuuna B 3(Q(EKTHBHOCTH MEXIYy A3HaTCKUMH U
HEea3naTCKUMH TMOMYJLIIUSIMH, ¥ Y a3uaTcKux 3(¢GeKTUBHOCTH Tepanuu uHruoutopamu JI1I14 cratucTuyecku BbILIE.
[Ipu cpaBHEeHHMHU ke HAIIMX PE3yJbTATOB BUJHBI CTATUCTHYECKH 3HAUMMblE pa3uuusi B 3Q(EKTUBHOCTH CHIDKEHUS
ypoBHs HDA;MexTy pa3imudHbIMU MOMYIISAIMUIMHU, HO €CITH PACCMATPUBATH C TOUKU 3PCHHUSI «a3UaTCKAas TTOMYJIAIHS VS.—
Hea3uaTcKas, TO pPe3yJbTaThl SIMOHCKOW MOMyJSMU OJNW3KU ¢ pesyibpratramu esporeiickoit (-0,93% u -0,94%
COOTBeTCTBEHHO). OJHAKO CTOMT OOpaTHTh BHHUMaHHE Ha TOT (hakT, YTO TE€TEPOreHHOCTh B moarpynmne «EBpoma»
cocraBmia 100%, 4To, Ha Haml B3IJIAA, BIOJHE OXHOaeMo. Jlaxke IMmocie MpoBeNeHHs aHajlu3a YyBCTBUTECIBHOCTH U
uckmoueHus myonukanuii Derosa 2012 [16], Derosal 2012 , Derosa?2 2012 , reTepOreHHOCTb OCTAETCSl BBHICOKOH U
coctaBiseT 72%. TpebyeTcs MpoBOIUTE OIEHKY 3()(EKTHBHOCTH MO KAXIOHW €BPOICHCKOM MOMYJIAUN OTACIBHO [UIs
MOJYYCHHS TOCTATOYHO OJHOPOXHOHN BBIOOPKM Ml CpaBHEHUS. B mTore, cuntaem, 4To HEnb3sl JOBEPATH HOITYyYCHHBIM
pesynbTatam 3QQeKTUBHOCTH 1o noarpymnmne «Espomay.

Amnanoruunas cutyainus u ¢ moarpymmoi «Kwuraity. [ocne wuckmouenus nyonukanuit Pan 2012[18], Yang
2014[12]reTepOreHHOCT CTAHOBHUTCS HYJIEBOH, T.e. BBIOOpPKAa CTAHOBHTCS OJHOPOAHON CO CTATHCTHYECKH
JocTOBepHBIM pe3ynbraToM (p>0,05).

Crenyer oOpaTuTh BHHUMaHHE M Ha TO, YTO MALMEHTHl B MOATpynne «SIMoHus» craplie OCTalbHBIX IOArPYII
(59,3), npu 3TOM HCXOAHBIM ypoBeHbs HHAEKca Macchl Tena (MMT) naumensmmii (24,8). Bo3M0OXHO, UMEHHO ¢ 3TUMHU
NoKa3aTelsiIMi U CBsizaHa 3(QEeKTHBHOCTh CHIDKeHHs ypoBHs HDA;. B smonckoit momymsiimu. M x0T B Hamem
HCCIIEIOBAaHUN HE MPOBOJMIIACEH OlleHKa u3MeHeHust IMT, onHako B JIMTepaTypHBIX HCTOYHHKAX 3Ta B3aUMOCBS3b HE
ObLIa HalijleHa .

[IpoBeneHHOE wHCClieOBaHNE HMEET HECKOJIBKO OrPaHWYEHHH. AHaIM3UpYyeMble MOATPYNIBI HE SBIISUINCH
OJTHOPOJIHBIMH, YTO ITOKa3aJ aHAIN3 Ha TeTePOreHHOCTh. DTa reTepOreHHOCTh MOTJIa TIOSIBUTHCS B PE3yJIbTaTe PasHoro
JM3aiiHa UCCIeI0BaHUH, XapaKTEePUCTHK MAMEHTOB U JUINTENbHOCTH 3aboneBanns. Kpome Toro, cymecTByeT OonbIias
BEPOSITHOCTB TOTO, YTO PE3YJbTATHl OBUIN ITOJBEP)KEHBI My OJIMKAIIMOHHOMY cMeleHnIo. HecnMMeTpuyHbIi pe3ynbTaTt
BOPOHKOOOpPAa3HON JuarpaMMBbl, a COOTBETCTBEHHO PUCK ITyOJMKAIIMOHHOTO CMEIIECHUS, OKHIAeM B CBSA3H C MaJlbIM
KOJINYECTBOM MyOJIMKAIMi, B KOTOPHIX yKa3aHa NPHHAUICKHOCTh K momynsamusM. Kpome Toro, B aHammse OBLIO
MPOBEICHO He 00BEIMHEHUE JIAaHHBIX OT/IENIbHBIX MAIlMEHTOB, 2 CyMMapHbIe CPeJHUE 3HaUeHUs. B CBsI3K ¢ 3THM MOTyT
BO3HUMKHYTh IOIPELUIHOCTH B OOBEJMHEHHBIX JaHHBIX. MaJeHbKOEe KOJIMYECTBO OTOOpPAHHBIX IyOJIMKalni
OTpaHMYMBAET KJIMHUYECKYIO HHTEPIIPETALUIO TOJYYEHHBIX PE3yIbTaTOB M0 KaX/JOM MOMYJISINH.

Takum 00pa3oM, MOXHO NPEAINONOKHUTh, YTO TIIOKO30CHIWKawmas 3¢dextuBHocTs nHruOutopor JIMI14
pasnuyaercst MeXIy SIOHCKOH M KOpeWckod mnomyssinued. B nanpHeiimeM HeOOXOAMMO TPOBOIMTH aHAIU3
3G PEKTUBHOCTH MEXAY PA3IMYHBIMU HOMYJSLMSAMU Ha KaKAbIH KOHKPETHBIH Npemnapar OTAEIbHO W Ha OoJblieM
KOJIMYECTBE ITyOJIMKAIWH, IS YIyqIIeHUs] MOITHOCTH HCCIIEIOBAHMSI.

DuHAHCHUPOBAHME

[JanHas paboTa BBINIOJHEHA IpU MOAJEpKke MuHHCTepcTBa 0OpasoBaHMs M Hayku PecrmyOnmuku Kaszaxcran B
pamMkax rpanToBoro ¢unancuposanus 0898/I'd4 (NeI'PO115PK01748).
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TYWUIH

Kipicne. KaHn rJ10K03aCchbIHbIH JI€HIeifliH TeMeHjAey YIIiH, eMip CTWIiH e3repTyMeH Oipre, IpTypJi
npenaparrap Kojaaanpuiaabl. COHbIH illinae AMNenTHIMINENTHIa3a-4 npenapaTrapsbl.

Bizain 3eprreyimizain makcarsr M4 uHruéuTOpJIapaAbIH IJIIOK03a-TOMeHAey THiMaLiringeri apTypJi
MOMYJISIUSJIAP apachbIHAa Al bIPMALIBLIBIKTHI AHBIKTAY.

Aoicmep. Cucremarekanslk i3gey MEDLINE pepexkopbiHga opbiHAadraH. KapusiaHbIMIapabl
aHaJmM3re eHrizy ymiH 12 anrta 06oiibl MOHOTepamHMsi HeMece KHBICTBIPBLIFaH Tepanusi Typimgeri JTII4
MHTHOUTOPIAPABIH KIHe MIanedo KOJIJaHy dicTepi calabICThIPbLIFaH, DacTanKbl koHe Tepanusaan coH HbA ;.
#9He FPG nenreiinepi 0ap, momyiasinusi ataybl Oap, paHAOMH3anus MeH OaKbLIaydaH OTKeH 3epTTeyiep
ipikTenreH.

Homuowenep. 527 xapusnaneIMaapaan 22 3eprreyre eHrisiireH. CTaTHCTHKAJABIK HAKTHI
pIKTUMAAbIFbIMeH (p<0.05) HbA,. neHnreiii ooiibiHma «Kanonusi», «KplItaii», «Kopesn» xoHe «Eypomay
TONMIIAIAPBIHAAFEI ANLIPMAIBLIBIFLI -0.84% (95% JM -1.07, -0.62; 1°=65.2%) TeH eKeHiH MeTa-aHAIM3
kopcerTi. A FPG nenreiii 6oiibinma -1.07 mmoas/a (95% AU -1.26, -0.87; I2=83.6%), CTATHCTHKAJIBIK HAKTBI
BIKTUMAJABIFBI P<0.05.
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Kopvimoinowvt. Kanon nonyasiuusicbinaa T4 unruouropaapabiy HbA.-Temenaey Ttuimainiri Kopes
NOMyIAUACHIHAH KOFapbl, a1 FPG-remenney tuimaiiiri 7Kanon men Kpitaiinan repi Kopest nonyasinusicbinaa
omiripex.

Herisri ce3nep: mera-ananus, JIINM4 unaruéuropaap, rauntuuaep, HbA,., FPG, 2 Tun 1uaéersl.



Tabauua 2. JlanHble 110 MyOINKaIHsIM, OTOOpPaHHBIM IS aHAIIN3a

Table 2. Summary of included studies for analysis
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