3. B. 3abaposckas
JUATHOCTUKA PUCKA PABBUTUSA TECTAIIMOHHOT'O CAXAPHOT' O
JUABETA B IEPBOM TPUMECTPE BEPEMEHHOCTHU

YO «benopycckuii 2ocyoapcmeennviti MeOUYUHCKUL YHUBEPCUmen»

Ilens wuccrnenoBanus. OIlEHKH WHIACKCOB HMHCyIMHOpe3ucteHTHoctn (MP) wm
uHCynuHOouyBcTBUTEIbHOCTH (1Y) Kak NMPOTHOCTHYECKHX KPUTEPHEB PHUCKA Pa3BUTHS
recralioHHoro  caxapuoro jmabera ([CJ) B | T1pumectpe OepeMEHHOCTH.
PerpocnextuBHo ompeaenensl uHaekcsl UP u MUY y xenmwmn ¢ I'CI B | TpumecTpe
recraiuu. [lpu I'CJ] y 67,5% mnammeHTOK OTMEUYEHO MOBbIIeHNe HHAeKCOB NP —
HOMA-IR u y 51,2% — Caro BbIllie 1MarHOCTUYECKN 3HAYNMBIX BETUYHH. Y CTAHOBIIEHO
nocroBepHoe pazmmaue uHaekcoB Y y xenmun ¢ I'C/] u 6epemeHHbIX 0€3 HapyIICHHUS
yraeBogHoro obmena (p = 0,000). st ompexneneHusl MOTPAaHUYHOTO 3HAYEHHS (TOYKH
cut—off) mamexkcoB HOMA-IR, Caro, HOMA-ISI u |SI-Bel Oputa wucnoip3oBaHa
koMIptoTepHass nporpamma MedCalc (Belgium). B | tpumectpe OepeMEeHHOCTH
MIPOTHOCTUYECKUMU KpuTepusiMu pucka passutus I'CJl sBustorcs onpenenenne: HOMA—
IR Bbimie 1,89 (uyBctBUTENEHOCTE — 90,0%, crienupuyunocts — 89,7%) wim HOMA-—
ISI smwxe wiu pasuoro 0,53 (wyBctBUTenbHOCTE — 90,0%, cnenuduunocts — 89,7%);
Caro menee wim paBuo 0,38 (uyBctBHTEnbHOCTE — 84,5%, cnenuduunocts — 82,1%)
wu |1SI-Bel 6onee 5,15 (uyBcTBUTENnbHOCT — 84,4%, cnienuduuHocTs — 82,1%).

KiroueBbie ci0Ba: TeCTAlMOHHBIN caxapHbId JguadeT, OepeMEHHOCTh, HHJIEKCHI
WHCYJUHOPE3UCTCHTHOCTH M UHCYJIMHOYYBCTBUTEIBHOCTH, TOUKH CUt—Off.

Z.\ . Zabarovskaya

Belarusian State M edical Univer sity, Belarus

Diagnosticsfor therisk development of the gestational diabetes mellitus at the
first term of the pregnancy

Aim. To estimate the indices of insulinoresistance (IR) and insulinosensitivity (1S) as
prognostic criterions for risk development of the gestation diabetes mellitus (GDM) at the
first term of the pregnancy. We have investigated the indices of IR and IS in healthy

pregnant women and patients with GDM retrospectively. There were increased indices of



IR — HOMA-IR in 67,5% and Caro in 51,2% women with GSD. Significant differences
of indices IS were shown in GSD subjects comparing with healthy parouses (p = 0,000).
The ROC-curves were used for determine of indices HOMA-IR, Caro, HOMO-ISI, 1SI-
Bel cut-off. We established that prognostic criterions (cut-offs) for the risk development
of GDM at the | term were: HOMA—IR above 1,89 (sensitivity — 90,0%,specificity —
89,7%) or HOMA-ISI below or equal 0,53 (sensitivity — 90,0%, specificity — 89,7%);
Caro below or equal 0,38 (sengtivity — 84,5%, specificity — 82,1%) 1SI-Bel above 5,15
(sensitivity — 84,4%, ecificity — 82,1%).

Key words: gestational diabetes mellitus, pregnancy, indices of insulinorisistance and

insulinosensitivity, cut-off.

[ToBbIlIIeHHOE BHUMAHHE YHIOKPUHOJIOTOB K MPOOJIEME T€CTAIIHOHHOTO CaXxapHOTO
nuabeta (I'C/]) oObsicHSIETCS HE TOJIBKO 3HAYUTEILHOW €r0 PaclpoCTPaHEHHOCTHIO, HO U
€ro OTpUIATEIbHBIMU MEAUKO—COLUAIBHBIMU MOCIEACTBUSMHU JJIsl OpTaHU3Ma MaTepu U
wioga [5, 11]. I'mneprivkeMuss B MaTepHHCKOM OpTaHU3ME INPUBOJIUT K PA3BUTHIO
OCJIOXKHEHUH €O cTOpoHbl miona. Hambonee wacteim mocnenctsuem ['CJl sBnsercs
passurue makpocomuu (y 20-30% nerel, poxxaeHHbIX xeHmuHamMu ¢ ['CJ1) u cBsi3aHHbIC
C Hel OCJIOKHEHHUS BO BpeMs POJOB (4acTOTOW KecapeBa CEUCHHMsI, AMCTOIMEH Iieda
mwiojga, TpaBMamu, achukcuer twiona) [2, 4, 9]. MHOro wuccieaoBaHUN TMOCBSIICHO
ckpununry ['CJI[, KOTOpBIiA OCHOBAH Ha WHANBUIYyIHPHOM PUCKE Pa3BUTHSA 3a00JEBaHHUS,
OJTHAKO YHH(UIIMPOBaHHBIE pexomeHaanuu no auarnoctuke ['CJl B Hacrosee Bpems
orcytcTByOT [7, 8, 10]. JlaHHas cuTyalusi OCJIOXKHSIET BeJICHUE OEPEMEHHOCTH U B BUIY
toro, yto ['CJ/] yaiie Bcero IMarHOCTHPYETCS BO BTOPOW IOJIOBMHE TeCTallid BechbMa
aKTyaJlbHO MPOTHO3UPOBATh €ro pa3BUTHE yxke B | TpumecTpe, HUCHONB3Ys JIETKO
JOCTYITHbIE METOJbl BBISBJICHUSI TPYII pUCKa 3a00J€BaHUS U MPOBEACHUS aJCKBATHOMU
KOPPEKIUHU.

I{enpo ucciieoBaHMs ObLIa OLEHKA WHACKCOB MHCynuHOpesucteHtHocTH (MP) n
uHcynuHouyBcTBUTEIbHOCTH (MY) B | TpuMecTpe OEpeMEHHOCTH KaK MPOTHOCTUYCCKUX

Kkpurepues pucka passutus ['C/I.



MaTtepuan u METOABI UCCIIETOBAHUS

B wuccnenosanue BriaodeHo 536 Oepemennbix ckeHmuH ¢ ['CJl, menmana (Me)
Bo3pacta coctaBwia 27 [22,5; 31,0] ner, Me UMT — 26,14 [22,85; 29,23] kr/m2, Takxe
100 GepeMeHHBIX KCHIIUWH Oe3 HapylleHWH yrieBoaHoro obmena (Bo3pact — Me 25
[21,0; 28,0] ner, Me UMT — 22,15 [20,8; 24,5] kr/m2). IlanueHTKH HaOIIOaINuCh B
«PecmyOnmMKaHCKOM ~ HEHTPE 1O  OKa3aHWIO  SHIOKPHHOJIOTHYECKHA  MOMOIIH
OepeMeHHBIM» U TOPOJCKOM IEHTpE «DKCTpareHMWTalIbHasi MaTOJOTUS U OEpPEeMEHHOCTH»
(Y3 «1 T'Kb», r. Munck) c¢ okrsaops 1997 mo pmekabpr 2009. XKenmmnam npwu
yCTaHOBJICHUU OepeMeHHOCTH (mepBas Hezens HaOMIOJACHHSA) W Jajee MPOBOIIIOCH
KOMITJICKCHOE KJIMHHYECKOe 00CIIeJOBaHUE, BKIIOYAIOIIEE OIEHKY YIJIEBOJHOTO OOMeEHa.
KoHueHTpauuio TJ0KO3bl B IUIa3ME€ BEHO3HOM KpOBH W3 NEepUPEpUUECKONl BEHBI
OTIPEACIISANIN TIIIOKO300KCHIa3HBIM METOAOM Npu momoIinu Habopa peareHtoB Cormay
(Tompma). Yposens PU onpenensuin painOMMMYHHBIM METOJIOM Ipu nomoinu PUA—
HabopoB XOII «HMucTuTyTa OGMOOpraHnyeckoil xumuu HarpmoHanpHOW akageMuH HaykK
Pecny6mukn  Bemapyce» («puo-MHC-III— 1125») Ha 6ase «lleHTpanmu3zoBaHHOMN
TOPMOHAJIBHOW 71a00paTOpUH C PAIMOMMMYHHBIMU MeToiamu uccienoBanus» (Y3 «10
['Kb»). Ucnons30BaHbl CTaHAAPTHBIE pacdeThl HHICKCOB MHCYHHOpe3ucTeHTHOCTH (MP)
— HOMA-IR u Caro, a takxe WHIEKCOB HHCYIHHOUYBCcTBUTENbHOCTH (UY) — HOMA-
ISI u ISI-Bel [1, 3, 6]. CraTucTudeckuii aHaau3 MPOBOAMICS C IMOMOIIBIO MPOTPAMMBbI
STATISTICA 7. [lannble mpejcTaBieHbl B Bujae meauansl (Me), 25 u 75 nepueHTrin
(P25 u P75). ROC—xpuBbie paccuuranbl B mnporpamme MedCalc (Belgium). 3a
KPUTUYECKUH YPOBEHb CTATUCTUYECKOW 3HAYMMOCTH TNPUMEHSUIH  BEPOATHOCTD
0e301KnO0YHOTr0 MPOTHO3a, paBHyto 95% (p < 0,05).

PesynbpTaTs! n 00Cy)XaeHHE

PerpocniekTBHO OBUTH OTpeeIeHbl HauboJIee YacTo UCTOb3yeMble HHACKCH NP y
6epemennbix xeHmmH ¢ ['C/] n Ge3 HapymeHus yriaeBomHoro obOMena B | TpumecTpe
recraniuu  (tabnuma 1). Kax wusBectHo, mns mokasareinss HOMA-IR HopmaibHBIH

napameTp cumraercs meHee 2,77; mis unaekca Caro — 6oxnee 0,33 [9, 10].



Tabmmua 1. MHAaeKkchl MHCYJIMHOPE3UCTEHTHOCTH y OEpEeMEHHBIX XEHIIMH B |

tpumectpe recranuu (Me [Min; Max)

bepemeHnHbIe )KEHIUHBI
cI'CH 6e3 HapyUICHUHA U
W HIeKCH YIIEBOIHOTO 00MEHa (P
UHCYJIMHOpE- T0Js T0JIs
3UCTEHTHOCTH, Me anueHTOK C Me alueHTOK C
TPUMECTPHI [Min; | HopMabHBIM [Min; HOPMAaJIbHBIM
Max] napamerpom, | Max] napaMeTpom,
n (%) n (%)
HOMA-IR | 3,50 52 1,32 39 234
[1,16; (32,5) [0,59; 2,30] (99,9) (0,000)
9,13] (n=239)
(n=
160)
Caro | 0,29 78 0,49 37 615
[0,16; (48,8) [0,32; (94,9) (0,000)
0,85] 1,23]
(n= (n=39)
160)

Hecmortps Ha 10, yTo B rpynne xeHiuH ¢ I'Cll unnekc HOMA—IR B wacTtu cinyuaes
OKa3zaJIcsi HOPMaJIbHBIM, TeM He MeHee y 67,5% manueHtok oH ObUT OoJbIme
YCTAHOBJIEHHOTO 3HauYeHwus. [Ipu ompeaesieHnn ¢ MoMOIIBI0 KOMIBIOTEPHON TPOTPaMMBI
MedCalc (Belgium) norpanuunoro 3nauenus (trouku cut—off) mamekca HOMA-IR B |
TPUMECTPE TeCTaIluK, IPpH KOTOPOM Bo3pacTaeT puck passutus ['CJl, 3Hauenue Cut—off
okazayimmch Oonpmie 1,89. Ilpu sTOoM uyyBcTBHTENBbHOCTH, Merona coctaBmwia 90,0%,
cnerupuanocte — 89,7%. PesynapTaT KOMIBIOTEPHOTO aHAIM3a IIPEACTABICHBI B

Tabimuue 2.



Ta6muua 2. Beibop Touku Cut—off mnst mporHo3upoBaHHs pa3BHTHS FeCTAMOHHOTO

caxapHoro ngumabera mno wuHaekcy HOMA-IR, onpenemnsemomy B

oepemennoctu nporpammoii MedCalc

| Tpumectpe

Area under the ROC curve (AUC)

- Standard Errora

R ) S

0,963

Criterion values and coordinates of the ROC curve

Criterion values and coordinates of the ROC curve

Criterion Sensitivity 95% Cl

Specificity 95% Cl

+LR

-LR

>1,1444 | 10000 ! 97,7-
' :100,0

2564 | 130-
421

- ..;..j.-.’. Iéi"sn ..é‘. - "]-.(-j-(.j.’-b-(.j. - 97’ 7 -
’ 100,0

44,9

100,0

62,8

99,8

62,8

95,7

1,8904 * 94,2

97,1

99,9

1,34

1,85

1,83

7,02

8,78

31,20

100,0

0,00

1,39

0,00

0,014

0,027

0,11

0,11

0,21

BepositHocTHast oreHka WHGOPMAaTHBHOCTH mokazatens — wuHAekca HOMA-IR

npoBoamiack ¢ nomomeio nmocrpoernss ROC—kpusoit (Receiver operator characteristic—

curve). [TocTpoeHHast porpaMMoil KpuBas IIpe/ICTaBlieHa Ha pUCYHKe 1.
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Pucynokx 1 ROC—kpuBasi 1MarHoCTHYECKOW 3HAYNMOCTH MHEKCa

HOMA-IR B | TpumecTpe recrauuun

3navenne mwiomanau nox kpuBo (AUC — Area Under Curve), paccuuTaHHOE
nporpamMmoii, pasusuiock 0,96 £ 0,01 (95% CI 0,92-0,98), uro CcBUAETEILCTBYET 00
OTIIMYHOM Ka4eCTBE MOJIEIH.

B | tpumectpe GepeMeHHOCTH Tak)Kke MpoBelAcH aHaiau3 uHaekca Caro. 3HaueHue
3TOr0 MOKasaresis oueHuBaioch mnporpammoii MedCalc. Pesynbpratel  anamusa

npeacTaBieHsl B Tabnume 3.

Ta6muua 3. Beibop Touku Cut—off mns mporHo3upoBaHHs pa3BHTHS TeCTAUOHHOTO
caxapHoro nuabera mo uuaekcy Caro, ompenensemMomy B | Tpumectpe GepeMeHHOCTH

nporpammoit MedCalc

Area under the ROC curve (AUC) 0,902
B e 00230
T T B T




Criterion values and coordinates of the ROC curve

Criterion values and coordinates of the ROC curve
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Carol

Sierslthn §
Specnaty
TS [ D, DS

o =0

40

MO0 Soeecificity

a0 100

_— ..4:’ 67.. . E [
o ..4:’ ?i - E v

_— ..4:’ .]:2.. . E [

32

o ..]-.’ .().:.3. é v

HHAEKca

1,00 ;

- ..I’..(.).a...é. o

Caro




Pucynokx 2 ROC—kpuBasi 1narHoCTH4EeCKON 3HAYNMOCTH nHeKca Caro

B | TpumecTpe recrauun

Paccuntannoe morpannuHoe 3HaueHne wuHAeKca Caro, Kak CKPUHHUHTOBOTO
nokasarensi pucka passutus ['CIl, cocraBuno menbme wim paBHoe 0,38. Ilpu stom
9yBCTBUTENHLHOCTh cocraBuina 84,5%, cnemupuunocts — 82,1%. DddexTuBHOCTH
BBIOOpa janHoro Kputepus no nokaszarenro AUC cocrasmna 0,90 + 0,02 (95% CI 0,85—
0,94), 9to cBUETENBECTBYET 00 OTIMYHOM Ka4eCTBE MOJICIIH.

[Ipoananu3upoBaHbl HHAEKCHl HHCYJIMHOUYYBCTBUTENbHOCTH HOMA B rpynmax
naureHTok ¢ ['C/] u OepeMmeHHbIX 0€3 HapylLIeHUs YIJIEBOJHOro oOMeHa B | TpumecTpe
recraiiiid. CTOUT OTMETHUTH, YTO MOPOTOBBIE 3HAYEHUS JAHHBIX MHIIEKCOB OTCYTCTBYIOT

(rabnuma 4).

Tabmuua 4. [loka3aTenum HHIEKCOB HMHCYJMHOYYBCTBUTEIBHOCTH Yy O€pEMEHHBIX

KEHIIMUH B | TpuMecTpe recranuu

bepemeHnHbIe )KEHIUHBI
Nunekco 0e3
MHCYJIMHOPE3UCTEHTHOCTH, I'Ca HaPYIICHUHA U
TPUMECTPHI YILJIEBOHOIO ()
oOmeHa
HOMA-ISI | 0,29 [0,11, 0,76 [0,44, 234
0,86] 1,70] (0,000)
(n=160) (n=39)
ISI Bel | 6,93 [2,34; 4,08 [1,77, 615
12,73] 6,26] (0,000)
(n=160) (n=39)




Kak BUIHO M3 MPUBEACHHBIX JaHHBIX, HHACKCH MU pasiuuanuch Mexay rpyIrmmaMu.
Jliis onpenesieHus norpaHndHoro 3HadeHus (trouku Cut—off) mumexkca HOMA—ISI Obuia
UCTIOJIb30BaHa KoMIbioTepHas nmporpamma MedCalc (Belgium).

Touka cut—off, BeiOpanHas mporpammoii MedCalc B kadectBe KpuTepHs pHCKa
pasButus ['Cll, — wnagexkc HOMA-IS| mensmie wiu paBao 0,53, ompenensiemsrii B |
TpuMectpe OepemeHHocTH. [Ipm 3TOM YyBcTBHUTENBbHOCTH MeTona cocraBmwia 90,0%,

cnerupuaHocTs — 89,7%. Pe3ynprar KOMIBIOTEPHOTO aHAM3a MPEICTaBIeH B TaOInIe

5.

Ta6muua 5. Beibop Touku Cut—off mns mporHo3upoBaHHs pa3BHTHS FeCTAMOHHOTO
caxapHoro pamabera mo wuHAeKcy HOMA-ISI, ompenemsemomy B | TpumecTpe

oepemennoctu nporpammoii MedCalc

Area under the ROC curve (AUC) 0,962
e B

95% Confidence Interval b 0,926 to 0,984
e 37740
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BepostHocTHas omnenka mH(pOpMaTtuBHOCTH Tokaszartenss — wuHAekca HOMA-ISI

npoBoaMiIack ¢ momomisio nocrpoeHuss ROC—kpuBoii (pucyHok 3).
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Pucynokx 3 ROC—kpuBasi 1MarHoCTUYECKOW 3HAYNMOCTH MHIEKCa

HOMA-ISI B | TpumecTpe recranuu

3HaveHMe MIOIAau nmoja kpuBoi, paBHsuiock 0,96 + 0,01 (95% CI 0,92—-0,98), uto
CBHUJIETEJIBCTBYET 00 OTJIMYHOM Ka4eCTBE MOJIEIIH.
AHaIOTHYHBIM 00pa30M OBLT OIIEHEH €IIe OJJUH WHIACKC MHCYJINHOYYBCTBUTEIBHOCTH

ISI-Bel B | pumectpe 6epemennoctu (Tabmuma 6).
Ta6muua 6. Beibop Touku Cut—off mns mporHo3upoBaHHs pa3BHTHS FeCTAMOHHOTO

caxapHoro nuabera no unaekcy |1SI-Bel, onpenensiemomy B | TpumecTpe GepeMeHHOCTH

nporpammoii MedCalc
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Area under the ROC curve (AUC)

Standard Error a
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MPOBOMIACH ¢ TTOMOIIbI0 TTocTpoeHuss ROC—kpuBoii (pucyHox 4).
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100 Foacificity

Pucynox 4 ROC—kpuBasi 1MarHOCTUYECKOW 3HAYNMOCTH MHIEKCa

ISI-Bel B | pumectpe recranuu

PaccunutanHoe mnorpaHuyHOoe 3HaueHue wuHAekca |SI-Bel, kak ckpuHUHTOBOTO
nokaszarens pucka passutug ['C/l, Beiue 5,15. Ilpu 3TOM 4yBCTBUTENBHOCTH COCTaBUIIA
84,4%, cneunpuunocte — 82,1%. DddekTUBHOCTH BBHIOOpPA NAHHOTO KPHUTEPHUS IO
nokazarento AUC cocrasmina 0,90 £ 0,02 (95% CI 0,85-0,94), uto cBUACTEILCTBYET 00
OTJIMIHOM Ka4eCTBE MOJIEIIH.

[Ipu cpaBHEHNH AMATHOCTHYECKON 3HAYMMOCTH BCEX YEThIPEX KPUTEPHEB Hamboiee

noka3arenbHbIM ABISFOTCSE HOMA—IR 1 HOMA—ISI (pucyHok 5).

100-Specificity

Pucynok 5 ROC—xpuBasi TMarHoCTUYECKON 3HAYUMOCTHU UHIEKCOB

HOMA-IR, Caro, HOMA-ISI, ISI-Bel B | Tpumectpe recraiuu
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Pazanums B 3Hauennn AUC s HOMA-IR u Caro cocrasuio 0,06 £ 0,02 (95% Cl
0,017-0,11), p = 0,01, mexxny HOMA-ISI u 1SI-Bel — 0,06 + 0,02 (95% CI 0,017—
0,11), p = 0,01. Takum oOpa3oM, OCHOBHOE 3HaUCHUE B MPOrHO3UpoBaHuM pa3sutus ['CJI
umeer omnpexaenenne naaekcoB HOMA—IR nnmu HOMA—-ISI.

BriBoabl

1. IIporHocTuueckumMu KputepusiMu pucka passutus ['CJl sBisiroTcs onpenesieHue
ungekca HOMA-IR Boime 1,89 (uyBcrBuTensHocTh — 90,0%, crneuuduuHOCTh —
89,7%) wiu HOMA-SI nwke wam paaoro 0,53 (uysctBuTenbHocTh — 90,0%,
cnerupuaHocTh — 89,7%) B | TpUMeECTpe recTauy.

2. B xauecTBe JOMOTHUTEIHHBIX HHICKCOB MOXKHO TaKXe HMCIIOJIh30BATh MOKA3aTEIIH
Caro (menbmie wim paBao 0,38; uyBcrBuTenbHOCTE — 84,5%, cnienmupuanocts — 82,1%)

wiu |1SI-Bel (6onbie 5,15; wyBctButensuocth — 84,4%, cnenuduunocts — 82,1%).
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