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Abstract

Background: The highest incidence and prevalence of end-stage renal
disease (ESRD) worldwide was observed in Taiwan. Outpatient
spending for dialysis therapy is the greatest burden on health insurance.
Furthermore, diabetes is the major underlying disease of ESRD. Liver
cirrhosis is closely related to type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM), and these
two diseases are usually complicated by renal injury. The aim of this
study was to determine the influence of liver cirrhosis on the incidence of
dialysis among patients with T2DM.

Methods: We used the National Health Insurance Research Database
(NHIRD). The study included data of 1,277,903 patients with T2DM,
41,294 patients with liver cirrhosis, and 12,411 patients with both T2DM
and liver cirrhosis; further, it included data of 579,173 people without
diabetes or cirrhosis from a sample of 1 million patients obtained from
National Health Insurance claims in 2000. We tried to analyze the trend
in the incidence of dialysis and the risk factors of dialysis among the 4
groups.

Results: During the observation period (1999-2007), the average
incidence of dialysis among patients with T2DM and liver cirrhosis
(2.466%) was 10.2 times (0.232%), 1.3 times (1.071%), 66.6 times
(0.037%), and 102.7 times (0.024%) that among patients with T2DM,
patients with cirrhosis, general population, and people without diabetes or
liver cirrhosis, respectively. The odds ratio (OR) and 95% confidence

interval (Cl) of dialysis in the study groups determined by logistic



regression were as follows: patients with T2DM and cirrhosis (adjusted
OR = 3.29, 95% CI: 2.92 to 3.48); patients with T2DM (adjusted OR =
2.16, 95% CI: 2.05 to 2.27); patients with cirrhosis (adjusted OR = 1.98,
95% CI: 1.84 to 2.14); and patients without diabetes or cirrhosis as the
reference group (p value < 0.001). The male gender, age of 45 to 50
years; low-income households; liver cirrhosis; and complications of
diabetes except diabetic retinopathy, are predictors of dialysis in patients
with T2DM. The risk factors of ESRD among patients with T2DM and
cirrhosis who are on dialysis are young age, the female gender, diabetes
complicated with peripheral vascular disease, metabolic complications of
diabetes, and cerebrovascular disease.

Conclusions: Liver cirrhosis predicts dialysis of T2DM. Patients with
T2DM and liver cirrhosis, especially young individuals, female, and those
with diabetic complications such as peripheral vascular disease,
metabolic complications of diabetes, and cerebrovascular disease, require
early interventions to avoid dialysis and reduce the substantial burden on
the society. Future studies are needed to investigate the association

between diabetic retinopathy and renal function progression in T2DM.,

Key words: Type 2 diabetes (T2DM), liver cirrhosis, end- stage renal

disease (ESRD), dialysis
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FrcraEd % 2011 £ 6 0 2 2010 AR A LA F s &AL
BrER A o F AR P BRR R &G R
TRk R iE )ﬁi"&h‘”‘)}%ﬁ SR L s B o RMA }%a B0 B E R
Tlm % (Frteird ¥ 0 2011) o #E A ~ R IFR B TR 1 B
sk B H 5% 8E R 10 ¢ oo AR A BREFILOE & R RAL -
W2 2 kBT 2000 EBEARR B 23R AT K 2.8% 0 FFRITIE &
2030 £ ¥ > BARRDORIRB T HBL T 44% 0 B ¥ AR
e 75 A g (EEA 0 AR 2025 # 0 23R F - AL
B 38 M A > Ik 24 (Chan,etal, 2009) ° F ke %
CAUBAR LRI BREFF  BF L FNETREA R
(Tseng, Chong, Heng, Tseng, & Tai, 2000) * ¥ T % & &% ¥ (20-40 &)
s 4 o P A A (Chang, etal., 2010) °

Btk g 0P AL LR A g B L > 813 TRp, 248 4
AT B APTUA R 5B PR R - 0 1996~2005 & B £ IR 1
e ENALEEERS ARG REEHEL 3068 £ EB

APFALFEFF17.3%: 9 F 428 4 B F CEPF L B 7 5 4.4% (Chen,



etal., 2007) ° ¥ ¢t > ¢ & ) B R BT LR ZLFPE I A
AN 18 B A BT F X 11.5% (Chen, et al., 2006) ° A i+ & H ¥
W b G AR AL 5 20-40% PR R F G MR
(Wlazlo, et al., 2010) * s * £ B fe RAEFop e P - > 3 F T
v A F|5OFAL Y eni g @ 2SR AR e E B g (Holstein, Hinze,
Thiessen, Plaschke, & Egberts, 2002) °

THRpBELLFOFL FEEFFFREY R 2F (Hwang, Tsai,
& Chen, 2010) » ¢* #F » ¢ &Gk ik 53> 2009 # 4 7 25 P =3 2008 +#
FPZEWERT Y s ERFZ L NE S 3 (Y4 %R > 2009) -
THRBER RN BN g R RRE R R EF L - 0 8
B4R TR RS BTk R TS L R R 0 T 43.2%
(Hwang, et al., 2010) -

BOTATE RAGRE L Y T EAHRBRRR S RPN E
AT (110 97 AR T PRI 0 LA X #820,900 * © 123,205
R )BT OoBRRESF e BARERRE S L0 A2t
TlE > 2ha B R AR M eh Bl A % 2 (Hazard ratio 3.02)
YRR R £ 7% = (Hazard ratio 2.28) (Seshasai, et al., 2011) = ¥ %
REPFOBRREITH P R R E R - MR EEE TR

B R E A pE e FHRE A (Tang, 2010) 5 MFAT I R E TP

2



AT R RS O MFF AL AT R K
(Cholongitas, et al., 2009) = % = A4t M O T % > Bp *h e
IR AHRBPRED IS FHE T HRATR SRR F 3
IR AR R ) R oL R R S R S
P g s - A RpE £ HRHE L EHHER D F AR
AP TRESARRDPT U2 ARG FFHE S0

REET R MR L



o8 B3P
AFF ARG e
LAafrdaes - ABARLT RYACHELXD THF
ER RIS -
2. F LB EF - ABAFE LAY TR FEAT ISR A
BB % F]S e
BHFEHARFIES S ABABLEITHA LRI TR T BN
e 2 AR B R & F]S o
AETF LR ER S ARRFRD MR LS bR R
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¥- % ? pREFE T

- BT

5 - J,.H%ﬁ\}‘%mm;ﬁ,& AN L AMEFREEREE R £
HagE e 7 cpm s & (Diabetic ketoacidosis, DKA) 1 2 § i
¥ % %% Bg ¥ (Hyperosmolar hyperglycemic state, HHS) ; & 44 &
FRESHF AL pEE RS L g EEE B wn BRI ok B OR
B R F AR B S R R R SR R AR R
BRRER LR EEE B AR TR AR AT e
¥ R B om kRS R T A BE gk 2 3T % 4 %% (International
Classification of Disease , Ninth Revision , Clinical Modification |,
ICD-9-CM) 4 = : ;{EJ‘?;}&B?;‘_‘,%% VA q_;;ﬁ ) B%;% o ?ﬁﬁﬁ .
Tar F AR ¥ s FARME REEE R (DKASHHS%) = &
N AR %;ﬁﬂ%@%m%ﬁ&i&ﬁﬁ(&%%ﬁ&WM%M%
Severity Index, DCSI) (Young, et al., 2008) - #% /s %~ % 8228 >0
o HAE R HERTBRRE AL F AR RS RN bR
WFF S SN e BARR TR RS R FE R RN R
(Tsunoda, et al., 2009) » &2 s ¥ Ao engt 2 > 32wl A H{& = F
3 B (Luo, etal., 2010) -

¥ 2 2R op FRTFAL G B E AR LT § R )
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= % % & % o e (Savino, Pelliccia, Chiarelli, & Mohn, 2010) - %
FIEFATRZBEGF e RERTH R GEESBI bR b
hoo EiCETE L f 25k k5 (renin-angiotensin system) > if = i
%f‘aE% OicfEEm= 8 @ "o 5% g 2% g 24 £ 75F-1 350
g% 72 (insulin/insulin-like growth factor-1 signaling pathways)> ¥ - & #
BB T % g p L # v (Manrique, Lastra, Gardner, & Sowers,
2009) - EiEn R Y 0 L2 F VRS BEEFT P pE A RS pF
< %8 (peroxisome proliferator- activated receptor gamma receptor) » # 3
g P AP R S TRL B GETHE (Duan, Usher, &
Mortensen, 2009; Mishra, Tyagi, Sen, Joshua, & Tyagi, 2010) - iF 3 < 15%
PRIE RS B KA 4 (AGEs @ advanced glycation end
products) ~ ¥ i* & 4 & (Tan, Forbes, & Cooper, 2007) -

0 v TRERUERREL R EFEL - 0 2R
e g R W TH B L & FlF (Tang, 2010) - 12452009-# e
B o 2 RATRLEWILRORAD TRHREE 9T 4% F 8RR
B 4 (Tang, 2010) » @ i8> 1993 3| 2007& ch7 4LE 7 ¥ 5 & =
AR REH S AP TRHBERLETHEFH R (Lim, Russ, &
McDonald, 2010) - p # 1983+ 1 2007# *+ = 7 7% (6% in 1983 to

the current figure of 40%) (Yamagata, et al., 2008) « B+ & i 1 %5
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BRI THES SR BT L FRER B AR
TR ERRS T L L R T

Diabetes mellitus (43.2%) - 2. & 1+ 5 % + % X Chronic
glomerulonephritis (25.1%) - 3. % = & % ¥ % s  Hypertension
(8.3%) - 4. B R F % L Chronic interstitial nephritis (2.8%) - 4p B
BT o R E S AR B R R e P BB
PooBiEs s 2 A CAER S R BT R § 2 S F R L
foo O R RRET R B F N FE L MR R L GO F R
P AN BRE 3w R E AW TR B H (Hwang, etal., 2010) - % =
IR R IR TR R s E AR L > A T A

R kg 3 4p k8 (Reutens & Atkins, 2011) -



- & '&'ﬁ—”"@ ~ BT L ?@%

GECENER R Delop o RV R I SRR 8 KA (R
fho B¢ PLFRE TR L ATk S EF o M R e 2 R F
.]viu—:,’g (B AFE S C APFE Y ,!) B2 \. jIL]vM:— NG (n EAFL A ) ’
AR HBEARE LM RMEIRS TR RRE A BRGS0 DAL
FF Y SR g o CAPFL - BRI 35 R RHE S FE LBy
373+ (C. S. Wang, Wang, Yao, Chang, & Chou, 2003) - #+#f i* & % f&H
,]@L‘B-T—:[%'%’K_ﬁ’ %":ﬁﬁvﬁ Bl HBE %7 B (L R AT g A
CRAERPE T AT R®EREFAR k4= 5 (Cholongitas, et
al., 2009) -

R FAMIFLET BRI 6 CAFL AL L RIET
Fehil & R T gy Y o CAMFLASE IR DL R B G T
<+ (Hwang, et al., 2010) = p* “F CAPFX B H X BTk 7>~ 5%
w22 C APk F (Perico, Cattaneo, Bikbov, & Remuzzi, 2009) - B
FRREA R A S RIETE o BAF RS 7 N R e o R
g AT Ik AR S BRI L o A A4 TS akon #

T4p % (Alavian & Tabatabaei, 2010) = & 7 j A 257 > 2Lg A fE0F
Ko SR Tom T Moo blde 2N 120 5% 8 5 (nonalcoholic fatty

liver disease : NAFLD) - NAFLD ¢ ¢ w457 5Ly % § % fuld » 4
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T * NBEEGEARM AR R RAPM  BSIEOR & N HRE R
# % T 4f % (Sheen & Sheu, 2011) o & 12 ¥ & NAFLD *= ¥ 2 [ {7
F 3 * 2L NAFLD *%3# (Yasui, et al., 2010) -

TR AL A R ETRORRDOLE RFeT 1L S
TG (245%) 2. METHR (156%) -3 HEELETH
£ (15%) 4. 5 X3 (Nephritic syndrome : 1.5%) 5. &
mEFEFE (1%) - 27 SHTHGLE L5 ERT ) g8
(44.4%) > T = Fl& 475 & % B (prerenal failure : 36.4% ) » "+ %

EH (19.2%) o C A"+ L ArRIFH 'L)?ip‘pﬁfﬁv%n* TP AR

Rt

THOE R Y (78.1% + 53.2%;p<0.001) - »FA it L4 4 4§ + &

b e F TRE R (44%) 0 B AT s ok A5

A L A BB AR H e THA RN 2 b 2

(Prakash, Mahapatra, Ghosh, Arora, & Jain, 2011) -



¥z & ,k%;j\}%gg&ﬁn-ﬁnﬂﬂ
AR E i A G R AU R A B 96% A I K
%G EFUE > 30% R ¥ Fk o (Hickman & Macdonald, 2007) -
B2 AR TR L R = e B g R B IR T T SOFAL
7k & F]5 - "hepatogenous diabetes” o & ¥ L &2 4% Fops A8 B el 10
ke oL EERZ % % % it (Hepatic insulin resistance) » 2.
NADLD (Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease) - 3. iFy#F & "+ & 1

(Alcoholic cirrhosis) » 4. & = C 4] * X  (Chronic hepatitis
C)(Garcia-Compean,  Jaguez-Quintana, Gonzalez-Gonzalez, &

Maldonado-Garza, 2009) » & 3 T ¥ B IR 7 A 4B F M E x5 0 B
¥ 3B EE R S % RATR M en AT R G 48k GOT
(glutamic oxaloacetic transaminase) % GPT (glutamic pyruvic
transaminase) #cie» %2 T A ¥ F 2 (Hsiao, et al., 2007) - ¢ %+ B
AFLREFLS B 2A BB E o (TR LN 2)
{r GPT &+ < 5 B (Wang, Lin, Sheu, Liu, & Tung, 2010) ° J5 & 45+
KB HEopARE > B Y CAPF R Ko - AL B 3 H R
CAPFLRFLBEFRGRE > Ty ANMmIFREr > 2 R Y
® & 67.9% (Huang, et al., 2008) - » C A1* % & # o4 o 4% = 3
B o enh M F15 (Huang, et al., 2007) o @ 22t 1475 3% 5% (NAFLD)
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5= AR Y LaeT o L8 T R NAFLD &4 fops &
EHERE A S 31.8% 0 @ 1‘;*@[?5 NAFLD *#3# g (7 5 5 20.2% >
5% 0 & NAFLD ¢ 3 51 7.5% (Chen, et al., 2007) 4 o fis £ #5355 £
MO SARE R B b B ehe B 8 B - A F 2 AR OR 2 BT
R e R S (2006-2010) R0 82 % - A AR M F 2
SRR 5 HFAL T (47.2%)> C A (34.1% ) 8 (21.7%)
A2 R AR ERM (p=0.004) - & F 2 frk L LR
B h4p B A7 5 % % 12 (Kobashi-Margain, Gutierrez-Grobe,
Ponciano-Rodriguez, Uribe, & Mendez-Sanchez, 2010) -

BiT- HA Y {7 0 SR Bk f & Ful Ol o TR R
R T~ E 8 SRR T TS 0 3 M #B(E ~ C-peptide ~ % § &
i (HOMA-IR) 98 %t/ o & A ¥ 2 £ (Goral, Atalay, &
Kucukoren, 2010) = #* M i 4 < k= 3% 2 4% Ffofs 129541 1 (Diabetic
hepatosclerosis) » £~ fEpHIL ¥ b &7 2 45 5050 B0 g RRg
¥ F IR &% R (dense perisinusoidal collagen) @ A& AR & #& A -]
2R RROFEF ORI EINEF D12% ~ FEALG P REOREE
A (Chen & Brunt, 2009; Harrison, Brunt, Goodman, & Di Bisceglie,

2006) * itk e LA IR G AR o SRR e 0 {2 Ry
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o E BRR  RAIRAE TR
B4 v it - O ISP R B TR LR B i

o EAPM AT Y X3 L o NAFLD %15 & % = AlMfjopm s EAp b o

PSR AR R FT 04 a3 S AR HE Y RS e g
P E R S AR H R 2T B o - 1A (Casoinic,

Sampelean, Badau, & Pruna, 2009) % 3R » NAFLD A% = 314 fop &
Mo MR ig B+ o % 2 AR R F B NAFLD > A 2 fed-d
dut AR TR NAFLD 0% = A RB R F (12.7% vs 7.8%,
p<0.05) » 1z PR ehaf o 4t~ 3 I NAFLD £ % 45 o T # &
BT ARRE o B R Y o T BFRAT A B Pl RIE O &
PRAREMCF RS (hsCRP) > B%» TG 3v Sk hsCRP 9
AR B o JaR]F s & NAFLD 3% ih- &3¢ X F1+  (proinflammatory
factors) > 4= hsCRP » ¥ ¥ %% iz =40 § o =0 AR T i %
F W HciE > LB T RO LR TRBERE ) ROM
% (Lee, Huang, Lee, Lee, & Sheu, 2008; Sheen & Sheu, 2011) °
NAFLD § 3 4c % = A Rp BT om i 2 2 7 3 S f o 2
1HAR 5% % (Targher, et al., 2008) @ 4P >t $t e e > F iz &
NAFLD &% » i Afer E8ulhi B 15§ g et

B2 AR RE % (39% 34%) ~ F FHISRARRERER (11%
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506 ) R Mt B (15% b 9%) 0 ¥ $oid B3t b B ¥ (p<0.05)
&R F A0 GF A 4T 0 NAFLD H{ e el 2 T 2% 5 (OR - 1.87
p=0.020) * 7 & #irf 2 AR B H % (OR:1.75° p=0.031) * NAFLD
HRETHERECHEL DR FH AL LR DR GTF]F > 4ot &
o o ME il BRF D B R BRBREA BT R
(HDALC ) s #g 770 B ik i fr dE dm et * w2 #F o 1% 5 NAFLD:
B AL SRR LT R M e i P L F R C
LA R TR B S R TR %90k '& 1+ (Polenakovic, et

al., 2010) °
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FI8 BARRTEP S
po 2000 f¢ > W F L RS E DK S (PAP
pay-for-performance )i £ 441 R > & Ak ERE DEFGE T @
FRPHE F RS p L OREST (OBrien, 2000) » 2t Wend & it
B %%, (NHI Bureau) 2001 # » B 4o3# %7 * A (B - 4
RS TN DER R L o S R Y ok
Frp= e Bitlomanp A RIS {ob fop i L e 80 bl
FERPRAE LR RIREA T RA FAETH R ML I F (Lee,
Cheng, Chen, & Lai, 2010) = B shiede =5 & T &2 5 - > o
ARBE R e o B R B F R A
BEFRPAPS R eni sr it LA ARG am o g AL WA g 0
SEEFH AR IR LR X G ARG Y Gk s (Lee, et
1., 2010) « & A4k Fopsh Fo = 2P HTRB DA » 7 L & F2ik R
THAVEFL R E (- e R REAOR F R IR
BB P Aot s - ) Be R0 Bd B BHTR
AR DEART - s A NS AR FRRRT

FRESHHE L F BT Ry RIS
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2% A Rom B A - (T2DM with liver
cirrhosis) 5 &% = | o &4 i+ (only T2DM) ; &9FA i 4%
R (only cirrhosis) ; & Jf%fj\)ﬁaﬁ’ & " i (non DM and non cirrhosis)
rEEER AP TR LD EITF P L R R e fE AT
FHEE (5 #48) R FF (7 ~428) (Liu, 2006) ~ 53]
(FFEFF AT L Ser 2 ) AmpERE R (5 pEdp ik CCl:clinical
comorbidity index) (Deyo, Cherkin, & Ciol, 1992) - ﬁ%gﬁ R I P
#10 FlaH Y ¢ ¢ R fop g A - (non DM and non cirrhosis)
¥ (B3-2-1) - &2F L1178 5% ]a\ﬁ%ff\ff’sﬁ}‘@%ﬁﬁg"fﬁ
BATie K2 APM TS o e RIFH Iy |~ A v AR (P #
#) > BB FIF (P00 MARR) ~ BRI R (GREFE LT 5 M
=) BT (B 2 B oR A R SER) ﬁ*v%g i (LR
rER R T R) B (RI3-2-2) o et o AT s H¥E R AR

B iR 1 R R W EATAR M Bl A AT 0 e B13-2-3 -
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T2DM with liver cirrhosis ‘ ‘

only T2DM ESRD dialysis
only cirrhosis ‘ i " Yes/No
non DM and non cirrhosis .
N\
Demographic Environmental factors Economic conditions Disease Comorbidity
characteristics Insured amount Clinical Comorbidity Index
Age Degree of urbanization Low-income households (cch)

Gender J

F3-2-1 52 A Fop A SIS IR A R P R
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T2DM patients

. Liver cirrhosis
( Yes/No)

g Demographic characteristics
Age
Gender

Economic conditions

Insured amount

Low-income households ESRD with dialysis

Yes/No

Comorbidity

Complications of DM

Environmental factors
Degree of urbanization

[ Institutional characteristics of
primary care

Joining the pay-for-performance

| (P4P) program for diabetes (Yes/No) Y,

B13-2-2 % - AW op R 2 SR TR FlF 2 F A

20



T2DM with liver cirrhosis

Demographic characteristics
Age
Gender

| Economic conditions
Insured amount
Low-income households

Comorbidity
Complications of DM

Environmental factors
Degree of urbanization

ESRD with dialysis
Yes/No

[ Institutional characteristics of
primary care
Joining the pay-for-performance

| (P4P) programfor diabetes (Yes/No)

B 3-2-3 5 = AlREop B PR g 2 B4R R TS 257 g
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P28 FIE%2 THERR
A KR

AP LEY FREA Ay irE 2 2 iR R (National
Health Insurance Research Database : NHIRD) i* % A& 3 27 % §
FLo Tk gp A R Y RGBT TORRRR - AR RIS 0 A
ISENEIE VR N e R W E AL SRR - R L SR Y WL 2
PRAFPLTH KR CRFTHRNA ) 2R ARFRF Y FEP
Hh (DD #4§) . hirdp 27 3 ¥ OB L L& S AP T 2R

FIR L e d A S HPFRL 1 0 2 S m A (T LA
TR Bl BEH o 2 TR AT LA (2 A
v R RFEA L IR ARG RY G #15- 1998-2007 & BT g Ak
7 WTIFR I —g » #1997-2008 & crfr i P [P a™ % iy P ofh
CD#) £ iafe (DD #)] FH > R AP T £ Ry T80 3
BB LR RZTH B AL T

A AR AR e AERE R0 e RMRFELF Y
U GRRE-TOR D RERPE R 2 kB ATic L F LA FRE- AT
FRERIEEITICRFIML (COA -~ P F 4 P i 00

th) * il (DDA~ GIeFRF * ¥4 FHE P wfh DO M) > &%
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AR RS AL AL S L TR
RO R T BRI R B AT ¢ G
BRI E EOFAL 2 R g R TR BRG] B
*0 2000 #2740 2 2BIPF 4 B 2 A A 2000  ACHRFER AR
TEES- 100 § 4 #ESH R R RETHEEA F AT
Lo Fde s Mu] s FE DS A FLH 0 UE TP RET 0 B R
100 A ID& @+ HME  BFBF LT S A2 AT RAGHE
Fjofs 1 B AL 4 ehif A R R 0 i@ i R 1997-2007 # B Ak

AL SRR S

FAMRRLE LR S365F P Al ALz U L
= MR ﬁ% = R RR BRI 2 % R RR T
oA LY 2 AR pE =20k P <100k 2 K G AR Y

BLEAT % o E Btk A 2 i AzdoB]3-3-1 0 &7 1998 3 2007 & 2 72 %
= AR B4 1,302,343 4 5 E#£ =205k ¢ <100 0 o AFT R
A2 2 E 5 2 AR R £ 12038174 o B ¢ R - AR AR S
AR R ARBH R AF 2 F S5 F 1,254,428+
BRI FEIISRL RP TR F 17,3314 -

AP AT LTS N3P P L AN AR X

DET SRR E A s BB S R S AR B OTAL T B e
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WA T BB DB S L A2 R ETIs R F 137,633
LB I REWISRL AP TR L1984 o % o Ak o H

R S E S L ER 2T 08 S S R &

RV E AR A RRL TR Ok F O BRER R D BT eR L H
L A

ARFALEF - AMRREIFA L IEFD L AFE
&k F c 10,7084 B 3 FEATIe R LAY THH (T794 -

Foop ETAHAEE g ARG EER T OR SR A R
b R RE TRED SR AFL FEITIRF 577,151
LSRRI FEMISRZ AP TRY 12,0224 -

4ol 3-2-2 477 > Py R e B
DM & Cirrhosis (A) : cirrhosis 7232 p # & DM #£32 p #7218 &
cirrhosis 722 p #) . DM 722 p #3365 A p » 2 e &, DM ¥ 3 # /%
20 # A 7% 100 & -
Only DM (B) : 1998-2007 & & %2 new DM *® 1 2007 & & & # 4 &
cirrhosis % % > ® fe & DM ¥ 3 & j5 20 fk A% 100 # -
Only cirrhosis (C) : 1998-2007 # & % new cirrhosis ¥ 3 2007 & & &
# & DM 2 & » ® e & cirrhosis P& 3 £ % 20 g A% 100 f o
Non DM & Non cirrhosis(D) : 1997-2007 & FF¥ ‘s 2 {+ & DM & cirrhosis
E & 0 P f 1998 & pFE g 20 B Ak 100 F o

#3% i 12 (F) s cirthosis 727 p #) & DM #£% p # % 366 = % > 54775
s 2t DM 2 cirrhosis 2 30 o eog st 45 Fateh o
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Definition in Diabetic

(i) Having >3 outpatient visits with diabetes diagnosis within 1 year butno  n=945,969
hospital admission

(if) Having >1 hospital admission with diabetes diagnosis and <3 n=184,499
outpatient visits with diabetes diagnosis

(iif) Having >3 outpatient visits in 1 year and >1 hospital admission with n=882,912
diabetes diagnosis

Total (1997-2008) n=2,013,380

2 ",’T‘ﬁ.‘;’) P #2008 # 4 n=146,040
e ‘,% FoF oA dbm 270 2 AR %1 250 & A181  n=1,575

v
women men total
n mean n mean n mean
Number of diabetes patients 902,525 59.79 961,649 57.62 1,865,765 58.66
O<age< 20 6,691 13.02 7,205 12.56 13,921 12.79
20=<age< 100 895,715 60.13 954,387 57.95 1,851,664 59.00
age=100 103 102.02 47 114.36 151 106.49

| 5| 3 #1007 #(3)E 42 A (0=521,226)  N=1618820
4 Pop R ET0 3 3EN=26) 0 {257 F(N=1290) ¢ 434 N=1314

v

ek g Total N=1,343,225 n=521,233
5. Type 1 DM (type=1)—n=40,882
g G omAh s ¥ - Al Aom (hv=l) n=4,791

(17 875 DKA MACRAFER® 4 (250.1%) 0 & > [ 47 %7% § % & | n=6,356
i ¥ A7 (250.x1 ~ 250.x3) % 0 1 =t (dkal=1)

P58 g & * 0 RO (365 < 1 250.X1250X3=3 % - ¥ Jek | n=34,319
DKA i Fx % )(dka2=1)

g 1998~2007 & » DM_type=2 » N=1,302,343

women men total
n mean n mean n mean
Number of Type 2diabetes patients 611,505 59.37 690,838 57.05 1,302,343 58.14
O<age <20 3,124 14.23 3,918 13.32 7,042 13.73
20=age<100 608,287 59.60 686,883 57.30 1,295,170 58.38
age=100 94 102.09 37 107.45 131 103.60

A K FHREE  n=1,353
1998-2007 & 20<age<100 & ¢ T2DM » n=1,293,817

F3-3-1 5 = A om & 6 E e
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Definition in Liver cirrhosis(571.2X ~ 571.5X ~ 571.6X)
(iv) Having =3 outpatient visits with diabetes diagnosis within 1 ;-7 g19
year but no hospital admission
(v) Having =1 hospital admission with diabetes diagnosis and ,-33 5pg
< 3 outpatient visits with diabetes diagnosis
(vi) Having =3 outpatient visits in 1 year and =1 hospital -39 445
admission with diabetes diagnosis
Total (1997-2007) n=80,763
l #2 1998-2007 T2DM patients ¢ i
SRR Y4 A T2DM 2 i8¢ & T2DM = 365 = | n=12,411
SRl v 4 A T2DM 4 p e 366 X @ n=3,503
SRR L 4 A 1998~2007 E B P g 4 FrenE s 4 | n=41,294
*=20~<100 g - ® £ T2DM

1998-2007 # =20 f& ~ <100 ft

AT 8T % = A fp s & (T2DM) - (n=1,293,817)

74 i (B)
(n=1,277,903)

P

P

3 8 R  (F)
(N=3,503)

et

£%17(0)

#11(1) LR il ()]

(n=1,254,428)

(n=17,331) (n=6,144)

#1%47(0)

EEEAHG)

(n=10,708) (n=924)

&% 17(0) #47(1) & 2% 17 (F)
(n=3,184) (n=92) (n=227)

1998-2007 & =20 & ~ <100 f&
#0905 {+ (C)(n=41,294)

1998 & {5 =20 # ~ <100
Non T2DM -~ non Cirrhosis(D) (h=579,173)

O\

£517(0)
(n=37,662)

47 (1)
(n=1,198)

£3517(0)
(n=577,151)

B 3-3-2 77 5 4 % 3% i Az

%17 (1)
(n=2,022)




B BRI EE S AR EIFR2G R ° WK T & - 1998~2007
ERATRE S - AE R 0 365 X P Fa- AP
KT S r250J\r250.00yr250.02Jv:}ék% ¥ - i‘lﬁ%ﬁf(-‘lﬁFZSO.Oly
7250.03 ) - dEdRAE LR ks (Gestational Diabetes Mellitus; GDM)
7648.0,~"648.8 - A72 5% g (Neonatal Diabetes Mellitus)
F775.1 0§ 5 A E 2 ¥ (Abnormal Glucose Tolerance Test)™ 790.2 |
25 2 AR R 0 B Y BETE Z AR E 8 220 & <100
B E s AP BRBH G o PA C T4 1 1998~2007 & [ 365 % P
3 A fik- 831~ ZBENR| (5712, 75715 - T571.6
X oG o -H 365 & p 0 E - —’")f% PP TEZFELD Y - FH75F
:1998~2007 & i@ FHEeL B Ariof 3B L F (¢ 7R
s AT 2 B R RE A IESEN) BB P TR Y-
TELEITP W oL AN IR Edep 20k U bR A - KR
FT0OkM o e ARERIE - HEHFTAL8L L AR
oo B FE M P AN oA AT HEE RRAAFE
t 2006 & $417 i 2 A A (Liu, 2006) (1: & & 483 i3 4052 o

BegRw W43 ATE R 4 - BIRED % LI BT 6!
P
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BT ST BB AR GRS LR EAA AL 3
RS DAL 2 ¢ RAST B GLEATED 45 3 - RS R
4. Bde P4~ R AT B ERE  BopRcE R (CCI) (Deyo,
Cherkin, & Ciol, 1992) #”f B RN R A s e B A
= o HE Ao B3 295 Young # 4t 2008 & 5 4 At 4787 score » i
méwv%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@’iﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ§¢&0%ﬁ2¢?ﬁ
DCSl > 4r&% 23 8 x5 04 7 4%k [Ii:, PUEEE x4 DCSI

1A ek B8R EEB¥Res&i 20 8053 13 A%

4
(i
Sy

s
F

&

I

[EEN
~+a
9~

[x)

e
©

PRSTRRN2S 0BG A e
Fipe (23302 B RFRFITF) FLF T4 1 1998-2007 &
Bt ERTRAEA S f ERAER L e - {[(F & E R
-y £ E RS A )+ (- EE KA T e - EE RS T4
¥)]+2}-

1999 F#E 45 8 A

(1999 £ E A U — 1999 FEZH A$) + (1998 £E A U3 — 1998 FEH#H AE) ]
2

1998-2007 & ¥ » & & % = A4 %fj\[ﬁ:,]q’i%ﬁglh'%%z T It T

BT AR FHEL AR TR RSP ZR) F

\4‘_
She

35 (AT
AR ETA L e ERER IS pE D I - { [ (¥ #

&

ERK AR OR BRI A B E RS Z AR BT L
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Frin A d) + (- & RS AR A A e - B RS

,1,]7}%)5’]’\[?5{;; S FEf i ¥ ﬁ‘ffﬂé}%‘ A g’t)]/z} °

R bR o R E S S ELLES S SR L TN

|1°C'°F? BRI G100 EEE AR SEEE LN F AL ?|+I1°°8— R RAERE A9 SRR SRR AR RS ?‘I

1998-2007 # & - & & % = AW Fup AR B 0 R 5 BT

4

4
35

DTS AT A e B A Gl ORFES PP 1) % AR
AL E L ERER SRk { [(FEERE - A
LT SRR SN C Ay AURE SRR R )
+(F - A D AR R R e - B AR S AR RO

A2 ET sk A dKk)]/2} .

PryqRseRdiies 100 R dRsEE LR

(145 £33 4478 LA 0 203 JHRAR KL S A0 o (V6 8B JARARFLAR 90 SRR A MRRRBSLALFHENY
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% 3-1

Eﬂ

1
n oz e % 75
R TE B zl“i

B4 ATH

e AT s ERE I 55

# 8 fe b FATpFenE i =20~<34 % 3
=35~ <40 &
=40~ <45 &
=45~ <50 &
=50~<55 &
=55~ <60 A
=60~ <65 &
=65~ <70 A
=70 &

HEFT PEFEFTAL 8 EHEA T B
=17,280 ~
>17,280~=22,800 ~
> 22,800~ =36,300 ~
> 36,300~ =45,800 ~
>45,800~=57,800 ~
>57,800~=72,800 ~
>72,800 ~

e 3 % e o 13 e+ e
0: 2rye » =

P RRE | ERE TR AREY R L OFAFTLIE A

(area_ no 1) » ™ % H| 4 =& 4 A& 2006 (9

EgES R g (1 F AR |2 R AET S
AR LA SRS F 5 R | ;;;;}: b ;%j
S A6 RET T R DL T
4) B L e g o "

—t)p‘sﬁié_)‘g =g Deyo & A % 1992 & -4+ CCl e | =1 & B

Clinical A #F > N3+ 5 2 CCI 4 #c(Deyo, etal., | 2 4~

comorbidity 1992) 3 A

index ESRD : f 1997 & 3447 p e s | =4 &

ccl Bk B o RS 4T s A B

0~31 %

# ESRD: p 1997 # 3 2007 & & ¥ en
% B R o Only DM = f 397 4 fic ke
e 0% o 4 i - DM & cirrhosis @ £

i WEROFERP > W R R A

#c - Only cirrhosis : £ i 3 OB

ViR R
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4 3-1 A § R0k 17 17 2 & ()

2 (=4 N\ sz %Ié‘
i T VA~ Bt
H_F 4~ P4P Only DM ~ DM & cirrhosis = F* e | 11 5 4e » )
FRp»E? 365 A p s |00 RF 4
KPP F YR TE4,; 3 st FE
& L4~ PAP o
Only cirrhosis ~ non DM & cirrhosis :
2B A r PAP
HEoE e R iz 4% Young % 4 & 2008 &% 4 1 | 0~13 A 1
DCSI L& HEEE score o BT A SR o *RETORE R 0-11 &
Refivng‘r_)athy Only DM ~ DM & cirrhosis © 12 1998 | 1 : 4 AR R % 45
AR e PR % EAzffe b DM (53] 2007 & 5% |0 g gt 6 g
A X BENREF R LT ,
Nephropath e v e e o 2 s K
PP kg g e B SRR |10 ] TR 7
D en | RAEO1A25 . FHDME |0 RS EER
Neuropathy Sl Aom o RIG S B T s 5w
B 4 S % Only cirrhosis - non DM &cirrhosis = | ~ . | . S
T , : o e o of Qo B
% p 1998 # 4= 1 2007 # F*15 L =X
& C_erebrovascular #ers DMEERDEL1E TR [ 1: 4 ma B <]
| | BRI EEEE EHREEER 0 asEER
g il B AEO0~1R 22 _
7 Car'dlgvascular 1: 3w # 5 i !
g | S F AR 0: 3
Peripheral d P bl
vascular disease ol %‘élﬁ P
Metabolic F NN )|
complications 1s i [ i %I
0: & HHF R

AL 5
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YIe AR

ARG SASOL M HMET r A EE R HRGER
o fp IR G o B A T A RS Bl R
Az Tiof R S S RE E A A feds R o ek st
G BEF RS ERALF LSO B BE AT
fF A 47 A RE M Fop 2 & 5 i (non DM and non Cirrhosis) ~ & %
= AW pp koA T (only T2DM) ~ @34 - & 4 s & (only

cirrhosis ) ~ % = 31 g & 9941 i (T2DM with cirrhosis) = e $+ 2

&

fe & AW TR T S B8 % 5 (Odds ratio) - 4
T % HAeF 3-2-1

¥ ek 2 Cox ¥ % e (Cox Proportional Hazards Model) #£
FEHCHE S ABARRERR AP TRBEFEN SRR R DA
17 & Fl1F 2 Ap k& (relative risk ) » 77 % 7F HEAc @] 3-2-2 0 Bfs 0 4
¥y - W P B BFAL T ( T2DM with cirrhosis ) i:f,;z,& » 12 Cox
HH e FHE LAY THRET SR PMFZ AL H

’f#'ﬁr B] 3-2-3 -
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Yri 2%

L R A L PARTEPY - SR R VA LN
PrBEBRFERLFEEFLRE LR TR 2 CERLORHS
e & L RAFERAAT =2 RBEHF RIS RF LS

*

nﬂ-

J=
w

Eﬁf 17 5 = ~ 12 Cox proportional hazards model % 47

PR -ASERABEGTEDENIORL AP TRHL FF 12T
A i- 2 B35 7 ~ 2 Cox proportional hazards model 4 478258 % = 4|

S EAEORE A RE FEB SR AR TR RS -

$- & gy

AEHHPF TR EFAFEE AT EFRE L IRENT
R ER AN TRF R BB AR aE 2 SRR Ly - AR
3+ i+ (T2DM with liver cirrhosis) ; 2.#% % = & ﬁ%fj\/ﬁ  SFR i
(only T2DM) ; 3. 6541 1+ & #% Ao (only cirrhosis) ; 4.3 # # Fps £2 5%

A i (non DM and non cirrhosis) o = e 3%3 2 738 & # afd a2k 2

5

s A R R A4l R A T BB TG A L e w)
At bl F 0 3542 8 70%(T2DM with Cirrhosis & » § 4 ik
70.21% ; only Cirrhosisie » § |+ 1k74.88%) o pt *F £ #&4 &1 > 3

SRR L eple n] s B &L ATkt iR B (=60 Tk A vt D T2DM with
33



cirrhosis : 66.48% ; only T2DM : 55.46% ; only cirrhosis : 58.52% ; non
DM and non cirrhosis : 21.80%) - &L ix&FF > ¢ > v i & 4 F 15
7T >17,280~=22800 % o Az r P A HF FRF G o & P M
Jo r 2 Ap iRt F ik =t 5 1 oonly cirrhosis’e (1.95%) + *>+T2DM with
cirrhosisie (1.89%) » + >tonly T2DM &(1.46%) > H ¢ Mz » = ke
p o4 v S B M S non DM and non cirrhosis 2(0.79%) o = 2 gt 1
AR A& W T R AR T REE D G 2 R AR R A
BERERER D G L EBERELR Z44 ATk F kS 5 T2DM
with cirrhosis i (59.88%) =+ **only cirrhosis (33.24%) % > < >*only
T2DM (9.76%) ‘= - non DM and non cirrhosis . 5 i € & i
(3.53%) » A7 AT It &K ehd R T R E B Y S AR &

KRt -
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ERA LA

FA2E MAF L RF L e BEHEI S KRB LRATERA
AR BRAZRHNERIZEDETORD TR BEFLT
(r e A& HFRALI72pEIH< 005 EXRFHF) 5 VA L chle
B AR FEPEITR AT RGP EERIFEISITR
& L2 § ML B only cirrhosis e (4 144.14% > § 142.73%) 4
1435 470 &) B 3~ T2DM with cirrhosis e (* 147.77% > § 146.36%) > £
% s non DM and non cirrhosise (- 1£0.37% » 7 120.33%) - & only
T2DM ‘et 3 F 4Tk 28 Top ¥ 425 304 1 (+1£1.30% -
712142%) 2@ A R H BRI FEAPEITORI TR 5 HFTY

W (B ESEREAIPEIS< 005 E A EY)

*“ﬂ}&

LT R

=i

A e B RS SRS ARG L BB T F SR
TE#BR AR SR 32 ERL kY MI F k=5 T2DM with
cirrhosis 2. (=20~<34% > 547 & ¥ k3% & # & 12.5%) > only cirrhosis
B (220~<34k > E 15 &K ik3%E &4 4.74%) > only T2DM & (=
50~<55% - %47 ﬁ,—g k3% & # K& 1.56%) I *tnon DM or cirrhosise
(265~ <TO& 517 & ¥ b3k 464 0.75%) & B 1 F Si7inf by &
WA B S BB L A KB EL L R B F BT FD

BEHS (p<005)  BHTRF A REER A4SV FHEFRSF
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o8 redioRFLF

ZAZLERAFT P L Rm2 = BA B EHE L F - ABLR
E (T2DM)~ F & # & 4770 % & F (Dialysis)~ ### i+ & 4 (Cirrhosis)
1998-20072 > B# 4 F » % 4 FAR% & ;T [Hl4-1 - 1998 1 2007 # =
#£T2DM-T 3523 4 %0.610% - Dialysis-T 32% 4 30.036% » @ Cirrhosis
T 3o 4 %0.031% - % 4-3-2%F o+ 1999-2007 = _ELII% BiEE T FEIE
Wieh2Z AP TREF 2L F > RA-25 R B4 2 5484 - 1999-20074%
Fohkpor o M wiEH5IaR 2 K k=0 L T2DM with liver cirrhosis i (<
2 4 52.466% ) % >tonlycirrhosis’e (L35 4 %1.071%) > = § >
only T2DM e (F 323 4 50.232%) » L7 7 L 525 474 4 5 b 14
% non DM and non cirrhosis i (0.024%) » & ¥ > g 2iF 478 4 5 h
ARV At EERRIE AL BERBFDET 2 RETH 2 F e
vt s 1999-2007 > ®i% 45 (Dialysis) T 324 4 % % 0.037% » & *°
P "T Jfﬁfj\f,;s 22377 it (non DM and non cirrhosis) i -T 35:% 473 4 &
(0.024%) > < *tonly T2DM =T 3aig 478 4 F (0.232%) o ¥ 545
FAFEFPLBRZDTEF AR (F4-3) -

- B At ﬁﬁm\ 5% eiF 478 4 23> non DM and
non Cirrhosis % %% % > & 2474 4 2. A3 &2 5 v (unadjusted

OR)%:95%% % B (95% Cl) » ©2 % F= 412 5] &4 ~ 15 i
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Ter =~ gRB V2R 2 B R BRE R % 8 (adjusted OR)
¥295% Clfi=4r# 4-3-3 1 T2DM with Cirrhosis * unadjusted OR :
20.77(95% CI : 19.08 - 22.60 > p<0.001) - adjusted OR : 3.29(95% CI :
2.92 -3.48 > p<0.001) ; only T2DM ‘=.unadjusted OR : 3.94(95% CI : 3.77
-4.13 » p<0.001) > adjusted OR : 2.16(95% CI : 2.05 -2.27 - p<0.001) ;
only Cirrhosis *.unadjusted OR : 9.08(95% CI : 8.45-9.76 > p<0.001) -
adjusted OR : 1.98(95% CI : 1.84 - 2.14 » p<0.001) o +* $ 33 £ 15 2% &
ORI I AE S L eB g4 2 ORd § 3 M 5 T2DM with cirrhosis
~ *tonly Cirrhosis & > £ = 5 only T2D % ; & 24 £ 15 > only Cirrhosis ‘e

2_ adjusted OR* & /|- *tonly T2DM e o
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ST % ﬂ]%ﬁj\)ﬁi B 33 #7 2. Cox Proportional Hazards Model
Bebrg N E R A#E % (T2DM with cirrhosis £ only T2DM
2o n=1279,614) LA %A (¢ zFH iy &) HEEIZEDS
Wiok L 2 ¥ T Cox Proportional Hazards Model 4 47 » 1345
%%fj\fﬁ E g A fren™ 38 2 Model 122 Model Il & 3 - Model I: DM
complications 5 4 g # #F (F 5 #F %] % 78 > Model I1: DM complications
pl4x * Diabetes Complications Severity Index (DCSI) *+ % (Young, et
al., 2008) » % i 4§ %78 o
Model I: DM complications2 fa g 4 (#* '$ THRE) Lhe TS
z_4p%th & (relative risk : RR) £2205% Cli % R >4 4-4-10 1%

.ﬁ‘:;

o

% % > § M2 adjusted RR 5 1.16 (95% Cl:1.13-1.20 > p<0.001) ;
BAES G FIR B Z20~<35H i £ B =45~ <50k Ed A K
z_adjusted RR& % > 5 1.33(95% CI:1.15-1.53 > p<0.001) ; #4% i% & %f

Sm AFTHEIR G UK EEE

IIA

1728031 S M 5 23 s kYA T2
adjusted RR& & » % 1.22(95% Cl % 1.17-1.27 » p<0.001) ; #p 443+ 221
Jo r 2 s My~ 2 20 % $7adjust RR 5 1.44(95% CI % 1.30-1.59 >
p<0.001) 5 APt B & ~ R ¥ ~ WM™ > H 4 303 AR R R R
EHATAAHR % <31 P AR ¥ (<0.05) 5 DM complications ' &

complication 3 %4 - & & 3 g ¥t 5478 2 2 adjusted RRd § 3 %
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= 3 % % § B op 2 adjusted RR 5 354(95% Cl 3 3.39-3.69 -
p<0.001) »  #h+ 5 2% 7 2 adjusted RR % 3.06(95% CI % 2.75-3.42
p<0.001) » " # 7 J 2 adjusted RR 5 2.06(95% Cl 3 1.94-2.18 -
p<0.001) » « s # 7 75 2 adjusted RR 3 2.04(95% Cl 3 1.93-2.17 -
p<0.001) > # ‘55 % 2 adjusted RR % 1.71(95% CI 5 1.63-1.79 -
pP<0.001) o @ #FAL i* &+ & % - AMAABH R FERIF LI E2 %
BTN & 0 FILEMA 5 %Y 0 WFA i+ 2 adjusted RR
% 3.30(95% ClI % 3.07-3.55p<0.001) » H 4p44 b ' = 302435 %15 ¢
¥ F i F Ao (adjusted RR 5 3.54) o 00 A St i o B

(PAP) 5 %+ & »

o

PP Z AR RBE R EATE L bR
adjusted RR : 0.64(95% CI : 0.61-0.67 » p<0.001) « +* #iu¥ %) £k F s
P g R ¢ AR % s % 2 adjusted RR 3 0.54(95% CI 3 0.48-0.60 -
p<0.001) -

Model Il: DM complications’2 DCSI 3% (3 ',$ Tp sk
2B F)F 2 AREER G 7050% CliE % B IR A 4420 kPG £Y
> 7 2 adjusted RRE 1.15(95% Cl % 1.12-1.19 » p<0.001) ; #&

2 e FIM o FU=20~<35kk 5 7 2 =45~<50k E & K 2
adjusted RR& 3 » 5 1.33(95% CI = 1.15-1.53 > p<0.001) ; %% % £ %F

SR ASFTHER S MK RAE 17280 AT SN A S s A T 2
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adjusted RR#& % » % 1.21(95% Cl % 1.16-1.26 » p<0.001) ; #p %3+ 2L i<
Jo r # o Mo~ # 2% 47adjusted RR % 1.46(95% ClI % 1.33-1.62
p<0.001) ; APt Fd ~ L% ~ gD % > 3 LAERKE e o
BATh'EF 0 F 2P EF (p<0.05); @ MR H R BE A
(DCSI) #5458 4 8> Z A HF % 5 2% & > adjusted RR
51.71(95% Cl % 1.68-1.75> p<0.001) ; *##T i f= & % = A4k &
HEEIFEPEITL AP T /HTIFDL S o F @A G P
‘> "4 v 2_adjusted RR % 3.42(95% CI % 3.18-3.68 » p<0.001) - H
¥R 65 B 0 H = 52 DM complication scores (adjusted RR % 1.71) ©
FA G R T (PAP) S 54 20 54 FPAPR > B4

4 &k ' adjusted RR : 0.63(95% CI : 0.60-0.65 » p<0.001) -

40



¥
4
5
¥
by

‘}‘]%ﬁﬁ-‘)ﬁﬁ # %78 v 3545 Cox Proportional Hazards Model

Hypw it %% > % T2DM with Cirrhosis 5 w ¢ F45 58 4 5
Bof e 2 R A F - A RR LER 151 LE R Sk % F)
+ > A5 3 444 T2DM with Cirrhosis & (n=11,428) | :fh %I
BRI FED BRI AP TR T Cox Proportional Hazards
Model ~ 15+ 32 R145 21 B B "6 E 3Ok ' F1F o 1A R 8 R A
1707 34 > 12 Model 11 22 Model IV & 3R -

Model 111: DM complications 4 fé g 4 (# ',!rt THRE) LhET
G2 Ap¥R G2 95% Cl B% R R 04 45-1c uki 4t e ¥
12 adjusted RR % 0.73(95% Cl % 0.63-0.86 > p<<0.001) ; i #~
BOER 0 E11=20~<35 kLAY w s =50 ko i 8L K2
adjusted RR #2-] >+ 1> ® & #4%% > adjusted RR 4%-]- (p<0.001) ;
WH L REE R FHEREI SR T AR EFLE R E

237

x4
vm»

P > B ATAR SR e F LR hiEe ; DM complications 1
#& complication 3 %3 % & HFp¥>iE478 2 2 adjusted RR %t
VREYY oA L B AR adjusted RR G 2.11(95% CI &
1.74-2.55 > p<0.001) » % i+ 2 5 5 2 adjusted RR % 1.99(95% Cl %
1.28-3.08 > p=0.002) » *.: ¥ 7 J 2 adjusted RR 5 1.68(95% Cl

1.30-2.17 » p<0.001) » s # B s ~ H SR RA A E AP HFLE -
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-

LR AR o R (PAP) 5 B4 fde PAP TR
FEA R ay AESEF (adjusted RR : 0.82 > 95% CI
0.66-1.02 » p<0.073) ° #& fk s 4 e # 4R 4 %55 % 2 adjusted RR &
0.06(95% Cl % 0.02-0.26 » p=0.001) -

Model 1V: DM complications ©+ DCSI 3§ (&% %5 %) & b
% FlF 2 AP ¥R s 95% Cl S % T334 452 o A ML Y
> 942 adjusted RR & 0.73(95% Cl % 0.62-0.85 » p<0.001) ;
EW GBI F 1 =20~<35 Kk H 5 Y e =50 k2t Ed A K
Z_ adjusted RR 35/ 3> 1 ® ##4% 3% » adjusted RR 4%-]- (p<0.001) ;
Bt O AERE M PHEREI BT PTAERIEFALL
PRFFRE - BATR GIRE AR H s s (DCSI) #

oo

B E A R FuE B g 5 47 &oadjusted RR % 1.37(95% ClI

.

3 1.25-1.49 > p<0.001) 5 ¥ 17 % 4 b fuopsh - f (PAP) 3 %4
@ o e PAP R US55 4 b 'k 0 2% 8 F (adjusted RR : 0.77

95% Cl : 0.62-0.95 » p=0.015) -
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341 PR B
7 T2DM with cirrhosis Only T2DM Only cirrhosis non DM and non cirrhosis
n % n % n % n %
B
2 779 6.78 17,331 1.36 1,198 3.08 2,022 0.35
® 10,708 93.22 1,254,428 98.64 37,662 96.92 577,151 99.65
A
- 3,422 29.79 599,420 47.13 9,760 25.12 283,925 49.02
7 8,065 70.21 672,339 52.87 29,100 74.88 295,248 50.98
E# 65.18 +11.71 62.72 +13.88  62.53 +13.66 49.58 +15.29
=20~<34 & 48 0.42 28,823 2.27 908.00 2.34 100,020 17.27
=35~<40 153 1.33 35,502 2.79 1360.00 35 84,277 14.55
>40~<45 & 333 2.9 65,916 5.18 2337.00 6.01 81,683 14.10
>45~<50 & 721 6.28 107,593 8.46 3,323 8.55 76,077 13.14
>50~<55 & 1,165 10.14 151,257 11.89 3,910 10.06 63,456 10.96
>55~<60 & 1,430 12.45 177,438 13.95 4,284 11.02 47,341 8.17
>60~<65 & 1,552 13.51 140,995 11.09 4,475 11.52 27,357 4.72
>65<~70 & 1,860 16.19 149,541 11.76 5,219 13.43 26,061 450
=70 & 4,225 36.78 414,693 32.61 13,044 33,57 72,885 12.58
6 R/l 1 16
LEFT
BT 3,512 30.60 378,344 29.79 10,396 26.77 99,815 17.23
<17,280 = 2,441 21.27 263,778 20.77 8,619 22.19 141,358 24.41
>17,280~<22,800 = 4,219 36.76 382,448 30.12 14,308 36.84 158,442 27.36
>22,800~=36,300 ~ 685 597 121,768 9.59 2,672 6.88 78,258 1351
> 36,300~ <45,800 ~ 388 3.38 62,863 4.95 WB5iF 4.01 43,944 7.59
> 45,800~ <57,800 =~ 73 0.64 19,218 151 555 1.43 24,120 4.16
>57,800~=72,800 ~ 104 0.91 22,042 1.74 452 1.16 18,517 3.20
>72,800 ~ 56 0.49 19,400 1.53 278 0.72 14,718 2.54
#ikE 9 1,898 23 1
o~
L 217 1.89 18,573 1.46 756 1.95 4,599 0.79
® 11,270 98.11 1,253,186 98.54 38,104 98.05 574,574 99.21
R
1. B AR YRD 4B 45 2,580 22.57 348,758 27.50 8,954 23.17 180,368 3116
2. YR ATET 4L 4922 43.06 574,096 45.26 17,000 43.98 272,422 47.06
3. - LR 2,028 17.74 193,297 15.24 6,790 17.57 75,576 13.06
4. BMEEREEF 1,901 16.63 152,226 12.00 5,908 15.29 50,505 8.72
#ikE 56 3,382 208 302
AREER (CCI)
=1xs 744 6.48 780,538 61.37 3,949 10.16 478,570 82.63
25 1,373 11.95 184,657 14.52 13,198 33.96 56,179 9.70
34 2,492 21.69 182,424 14.34 8,796 22.64 23,963 4.14
=4 & 6,878 59.88 124,140 9.76 12,917 33.24 20,461 3.53

S e
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%42 FIHREEIETISREIRL ERAE LT
T2DM & cirrhosis Only T2DM
$7 B B B B4
piE piE
n % n % n % n %
10,708 9322 779  6.78 1,254,428 9864 17,331 1.36
T 0.006 <0.001
L 3,156 09223 266 7.77 591,632 98.70 7,788 1.30
7 7,552 93.64 513 6.36 662,796 08.58 9543 142
S <0.001 <0.001
>20~<34 k& 42 8750 6 12.50 28,607 99.25 216 075
=35~<40 & 139 9085 14 9.15 35,144 98.99 358 1.01
=40~<45 & 297 89.19 36 10.81 65,065 98.71 851 1.29
>45~<50 & 631 8752 90 12.48 106,031 9855 1562 145
>50~<55 & 1051 9021 114 979 148898 9844 2359 156
=55~<60 & 1328 9287 102 713 175135 9870 2303 130
=60~<65 %k 1438 9265 114 735 138817 9846 2,178 154
=65<~70 & 1,757 9446 103 554 147,269 9848 2,272 152
=70 & 4025 9527 200 473 409461 9874 5232 126
REFF 0.294 <0.001
EAA T 3,264 92.94 248 706 372190 0837 6154 163
<17,280 =~ 2,259 9254 182 7.46 260,061 9859 3717 141
>17,280~<22,800 ~ 3,947 9355 272 645 376,896 9855 5552 145
>22,800~<36,300 ~ 645 94.16 40 5.84 120,693 ~ 99.12 1,075 0.8
>36,300~=45,800 ~ 370 9536 18 4.64 62,358 99.20 505 0.80
>45,800~<57,800 ~ 67 91.78 6 8.22 19,112 99.45 106 0.55
>57,800~<72,800 ~ 95 91.35 9 8.65 21,901 99.36 141 0.64
>72,800 ~ 54 96.43 2 3.57 19,322 99.60 78 0.40
o » # 0.047 <0.001
k- 10,513 03.28 757 6.72 1,236,287 98.65 16,899 135
£ 195 89.86 22 10.14 18,141 9767 432 233
R 0.079 0.001
1. 3 )gif,’rs-.% LB 4R 2,413 93.53 167 6.47 344,128 98.67 4630 133
2. ¢ R ~atws4r 4,556 9256 366  7.44 566,026 9859 8070 141
3. - RERAET F 1,908 94.08 120 5.92 190,684 98.65 2,613 135
4 aw-p¥-mwsw 1781 93.69 120 .31 150,252 9870 1974 130
# i € & (CCI) <0.001 <0.001
=14 722 97.04 22 2.96 778182 9970 2,35  0.30
2 i 1,333 97.09 40 291 182,235 9869 2,422 1.31
KA 2,392 95.99 100 4.01 178,532 9787 3,892 2.13
=4 & 6,261 91.03 617 8.97 115,479 03.02 8,661 6.98
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% 4-2 P RER ISR IR ERAE A ()

Only cirrhosis

non DM and non cirrhosis

L 23 A #r A B
pE piE
n % n % n % n %
37,662 96.92 1,198 3.08 577,151 99.65 2,022 0.35
PERT <0.001 0.002
2 9,356 05.86 404 4.14 282,863 99.63 1,062 .37
g 28,306 9727 7% 2.73 294,288 09.67 960 0.33
E# 0.002 <0.001
=20~<34 & 865 9526 43 4.74 99,853 99.83 167 0.17
=>35~<40 & 1,310 96.32 50 3.68 84,142 9984 135 0.16
=40~<45 & 2,244 96.02 93 3.98 81,494 9977 189 0.23
=45~<50 & 3,205 96.45 118 355 75841 9969 236 0.31
=50~<55 & 3,802 97.24 108 2.76 63,260 9969 196 0.31
=>55~<60 f 4,156 97.01 128 2.99 47,154 9960 187 0.40
=60~<65 4,334 96.85 141 315 27179 9935 178 0.65
=65~<70 5,078 9730 141 2.70 25865 9925 196 0.75
=70 & 12,668 97.12 376 2.88 72,351 9927 534 0.73
FEFHF 0.021 <0.001
EAEA T 10,066 96.83 330 3.17 99,234 9942 581 0.58
17,280 ~ 8,354 96.93 265 307 140,943 9971 415 029
>17,280~=22,800 ~ 13,834 96.69 474 3.31 157,726 9955 716 0.45
>22,800~=36,300 =~ 2,602 9738 70 2.62 78,098 99.80 160  0.20
> 36,300~ =45,800 ~ 1531 98.33 26 1.67 43860 9981 84 0.19
>45,800~<57,800 =~ 540 97.30 15 2.70 24,089 9987 31 0.13
>57,800~=72,800 ~ 440 9735 12 2.65 18,497 9989 20 0.11
>72,800 ~ 272 97.84 6 2.16 14,704 9990 14 0.10
Mg > ¥ <0.001 0.001
% 36,947 96.96 1,157 304 572,582 9965 1992 0.35
£ 715 9458 41 5.42 4569 9935 30 0.65
R 0.142 0.075
1. B3R —Fgrs—r‘: L 4 8,709 97.26 245 274 179,751 9966 617 0.34
2. PR NI 4 16,450 96.76 550 3.24 271511 9967 911 0.33
3. - RFRA F 6,588 97.03 202 2.97 75,308 99.65 268 0.35
4 Fe-pE-mes w9719 96.80 189 320 50,299 9959 206 041
# £ A& (CCI) <0.001 <0.001
<14 3,878 9820 71 1.80 478,106 9990 464 0.10
25 12925 9793 273 2.07 55,432 9867 747 1.33
3 8,541 97.10 255 2.90 23592 9845 371 1.55
=45 12318 9536 599 4.64 20,021 9785 440 2.15
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# 4-3-11998~2007 # > B T2DM -~ Cirrhosis ~ Dialysis % 4 =

ERA TR ST Dielysis # T2DM TZOM # Cirrhosis cirrhosis
#FLF #FLF #FLF
n n % n % n %
1997 21,742,815 23,639
1998 21,928,591 6,613 0.030% 141,868  0.667% 7,429 0.034%
1999 22,092,387 6,854  0.031% 125,948  0.591% 9,098  0.041%
2000 22,276,672 7,274 0.033% 120,082  0.562% 7,984 0.036%
2001 22,405,568 7,795 0.035% 123,273  0.576% 7,520 0.034%
2002 22,520,776 8,214 0.037% 125,908  0.588% 7,048 0.031%
2003 22,604,550 8,443  0.038% 124,550  0.583% 6,731  0.030%
2004 22,689,122 8,563  0.038% 135,768  0.637% 6,741  0.030%
2005 22,770,383 9,255 ~ 0.041% 128,713  0.605% 6,170  0.027%
2006 22,876,527 8,750  0.038% 130,335 0.614% 5,562  0.024%
2007 22,958,360 8,830  0.039% 138,725  0.654% 4584  0.020%
1998~2007 L 323 4 F *0.036% 0.610% 0.031%

*1999~2007 2 K Dialysis T 327 4 & 0.037%
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# 4-3-21999~2007 #& T2DM with liver cirrhosis ~ only T2DM ~ only
cirrhosis ~ non DM and non cirrhosis v 2% 4753 4 &

R T2DM & cirrhosis  Only T2DM Only cirrhosis Non DM and non cirrhosis

Dialysis Dialysis Dialysis Dialysis

n #FAFK n #FAFK n #FAFK n F 3K
1998 6 290 58 115
1999 32 3.490% 501 0.266% 91  1686% 128 0.023%
2000 44 2.633% 675 0.228% 127 1507% 130 0.023%
2001 55 2.338% 910 0.227% 107 1.017% 153 0.028%
2002 61 1.9900% 1,212 0.238% 132 1.064% 137 0.025%
2003 76 2.025% 1,450 0.235% 143 1019% 129 0.024%
2004 92 2.126% 1,595 0.220% 137 0917% 139 0.026%
2005 124 2.586% 1,945 0.234% 137 0893% 129 0.025%
2006 117 2.3349 2,039 0218% 123 0798% 118 0.023%
2007 132 2.674% 2,336 0.225% 110 0.734% 103 0.020%
1999~2007 #35% 3 5 5 46604 0.232% 1.071% 0.024%
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%433 3 kA pas BE i A

. Unadjusted Adjusted
h OR 95%Cl pE OR 95%Cl pi&
HH
T2DM & Cirrhosis 20.77 19.08 22.60 <0.001 3.19 2.92 3.48 <0.001
Only T2DM 3.94 377 413 <0001 216 205 227 <0.001
Only Cirrhosis 9.08 845 976 <0.001 198 1.84 214 <0.001
non DM and non Cirrhosis( %% )
B
L (%% )
) 111  1.08 114 <ggop 1.01 098 1.03 0.746
ey
=20~<34 (%% )
=35~ <40 138 122 157 <0001 098 086 1.11 0.709
=40~< 45 f 235 210 262 <0001 116 1.04 1.30 0.011
=45~ <50 f& 324 292 359 <0001 121 1.09 1.35 <0.001
=50~ <55 3.83 346 424 <0001 116 1.05 1.29 0.005
=55~ <60 f 358 323 396 <0001 089 0.80 099 0.028
=60~<65 455 411 504 <0001 089 0.80 0.99 0.031
=65~ <70 f& 451 408 500 <0.001 074 0.67 0.83 <0.001
=70 & 3.81 346 420 <0.001 057 051 0.63 <0.001
REFT
AT 136 131 141 <0001 1.23 118 1.28 <0.001
17,280 ~ (%% =)
>17.280~<22.800 = 114 110 119 <0.001 1.12 1.07 1.17 <0.001

060 056 0.64 <0.001 0.66 061 0.70 <0.001
0.53 048 057 <0.001 0.60 0.55 0.65 <0.001

&

>22,800~=36,300
>36,300~=45,800

&

> 45,800~ <57,800 ~ 0.32 0.28 0.38 <0.001 049 041 057 <0.001
>57,800~=72,800 =~ 040 035 046 <0.001 051 044 0.60 <0.001
>72,800 =~ 026 022 032 <0.001 036 0.29 0.44 <0.001

Mol r# F (% k)

i 198 182 217 <0.001 1.37 125 151 <0.001

w R
3 f};iﬁﬁ—r‘; LB 4E 0.88 0.84 093 <0.001 117 111 1.23 <0.001
PR S 3TERT 4T 0.96 0.92 1.01 0.100 1.17 111 1.22 <0.001
— HLPREE T T 098 093 103 0354 105 099 1.10 0.097
B LE S BET R(RT R

ABEER =14 (%% k)

(CCl) 2 A~ 5.98 5.69 6.28 <0.001 5.68 540 5.97 <0.001
3 A 9.38 895 9.83 <0.001 825 7.86 8.65 <0.001
>4 i 2898 27.80 30.20 <0.001 26.39 25.26 27.57 <0.001

n=1,897,314 > event % 4 #47;5% » p<0.001
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# 4-4-1 % = 3| Fom %459 2 Cox Proportional Hazards Model |

Model |
B Adieted — g596C P&
e * (%7 &)
g 1.16 1.13 1.2 <0.001
&
=>20~<35 K& (4% &)
=35~<40 & 112 094 132 0.200
=40~<45 & 1.29 1.12 1.5 0.001
=45~<50 #& 1.33 1.15 1.53 <0.001
=50~<55 & 1.3 1.13 1.49 <0.001
=55~<60 094 082 1.08 0.392
=60~<65 & 0.95 0.82 1.09 0.439
=65~<70 081 071 094 0.004
=70 f 063 055 072  <0.001
REFT
EH AT 1.22 1.17 1.27 <0.001
<17,280 ~ (%% =)
> 17,280~§22,800 ~ 111 106 116  <0.001
>22,800~=36,300 ~ 059 055 064 <0.001
>36,300~=45,800 ~ 0.55 05 0.61 <0.001
>45,800~=57,800 =~ 041 0.34 0.49 <0.001
>57,800~=72,800 ~ 0.45 0.38 0.53 <0.001
>72,800 ~ (%% ) 029 023 036 <0.001
o~ 2
(%Y =)
X 1.44 1.3 1.59 <0.001
;A R
B fi‘.‘r‘:’m L7 4 1.11 1.05 1.17 0.001
PR~ RTERT 4R 1.15 1.1 1.21 <0.001
— AR &Eﬁ W 1.08 1.02 1.14 0.009
B RE S RED R(S3T R)
4¢ » P4P
£(%4 =)
3 0.64 0.61 0.67 <0.001
GR35
Retinopathy 4R e %icp; % 0.54 0.48 0.6 <0.001
Neuropathy #¢ pfa % 1.71 1.63 1.79  <0.001
Cerebrovascular *& s ¥ # 7 206 194 218 <0.001
Cardiovascular - s ¢ % J 204 193 217 <0.001
Peripheral vasculardisease % i & § 7 7 354 339 369 <0.001
Metabolic  #14 &H # e 3.06 2.75 3.42 <0.001
S L
£(%% =)
7 3.3 3.07 355 <0.001

n=1,279,614 > event & &< & 47.5% » p<0.001
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% 4-4-2 % - 7 n‘}%ff\fﬁﬁ +7 % 24 Cox Proportional Hazards Model I

Model 11
g7 Adg‘;ted 95%CI ot
w A (5T )
7 1.15 112 1.19 <0.001
3
>20~<35 fi (%4 )
>35~<40 & 1.11 094 131 0.234
=40~ < 45 % 1.29 112 1.50 0.001
=45~ <50 & 1.33 1.15 153 <0.001
=50~ <55 % 1.30 113 1.49 <0.001
=55~ <60 & 0.93 0.81 1.07 0.335
=60~ <65 & 0.94 0.82 1.08 0.402
=65~ <70 & 0.80 0.70  0.92 0.002
=70 & 0.62 054 0.71 <0.001
HERFT
AT et 1.16  1.26 <0.001
=17,280 ~ (%% =)
>17,280~=22,800 =~ 1.12 1.07 117 <0.001
>22,800~=236,300 ~ 0.60 0.56  0.64 <0.001
> 36,300~ <45,800 =~ 0.55 0.50  0.60 <0.001
> 45,800~ <57,800 ~ 0.40 033  0.49 <0.001
>57,800~=72,800 =~ 0.45 0.38 053 <0.001
>72,800 ~ 0.28 022 0.35 <0.001
(L E
(%% )
7 1.46 133 1.62 <0.001
Y
BAART 4 1.09 1.03  1.15 0.0031
PR ETE 4R 1.13 1.08  1.19 <0.001
_ ARG T 1.07 1.01 113 0.025
B BE SRR R(FT )
4e » P4P
(%% =)
4 0.63 0.60 0.65 <0.001
H-F—H fL
E(%Y )
y 3.42 3.18 3.68 <0.001
DM # % g & & DCSI (B4 Tp%) 171 1.68 1.75 <0.001

n=1,279,614 > event & &< & 47.5% » p<0.001
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# 4-5-1 % = AlHEFop & 99 1 i 47 Cox Proportional Hazards Model 111

Model 111
B3 Adg;te‘j 95%Cl piE
Bu
(57 )
g 0.73 063 086 <0.001
# ¥
>20~<34 (%% )
=35~<40 & 0.52 020 135 0.179
=40~ <45 & 0.52 022 124 0.138
=45~ <50 0.51 022 117 0.110
=50~<55 & 0.33 0.14 0.75 0.009
=55~<60 & 0.23 0.10 053 0.001
=60~ <65 0.22 0.10 050 <0.001
=65~<70 0.14 0.06 033 <0.001
=70 f 0.11 0.05 025 <0.001
B »
(%% )
7 0.96 061 151 0.872
4e » P4P
£(%4 =)
4] 0.82 066 1.02 0.073
HEET
FHpA T 1.12 091 138 0.288
=17,280 = (%% %)
>17,280~=22,800 ~ 0.96 079 118 0.724
>22,800~=36,300 =~ 0.57 0.40 0.81 0.002
> 36,300~ =45,800 ~ 0.54 033 088 0.014
>45,800~=57,800 ~ 0.96 042 219 0.926
>57,800~=72,800 ~ 0.95 049 187 0.889
>72,800 ~ 0.45 011 184 0.267
;|A R
G S A 1.06 083 136 0.646
PR O~ ATET AR 1.17 095 146 0.144
- HFREET T 1.02 0.79 131 0.900
B RE S BB F(FT )
Gk g3
Retinopathy #R 4 ¥cp5 % 0.06 0.02 026 0.001
Neuropathy #? 5 % 1.12 0.90 139 0.316
Cerebrovascular %o s ¢ 7 1.68 130 217 <0.001
Cardiovascular < x ¢ 7 i 1.17 092 149 0.194
Peripheral vasculardisease % i § 7 7 2.11 174 255 <0.001
Metabolic 3+ & 3 e 1.99 128 3.08 0.002

n=11,428 > event 3 £ % #47/5% » p<0.001
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# 4-5-2 % = AlFEFop E P L %45 Cox Proportional Hazards Model IV

Model IV
®77 AdJF;J;tEd 95%ClI piE
)
4 (%4 )
g 0.73 0.62 0.85 <0.001
X
=20~<34 f(%4 )
=35~<40 & 0.57 0.22 1.48 0.248
=40~<45 & 0.58 0.24 137 0.213
=45~<50 #& 0.56 0.25 1.28 0.173
=50~<55 & 0.37 0.16 0.83 0.017
=55~<60 & 0.25 0.11 0.58 0.001
=60~<65 & 0.24 0.10 0.54 0.001
=65~<70 & 0.15 0.07 0.35 <0.001
=70 # 0.12 0.05 0.26 <0.001
REFT
HA T 1.07 0.87 1.32 0.529
=17,280 ~ (%% =)
>17,280~=22,800 ~ 0.92 0.75 113 0411
>22,800~=36,300 ~ 0.54 0.38 0.78 0.001
> 36,300~ =45,800 ~ 0.48 0.29 0.79 0.004
> 45 800~=57,800 ~ 0.91 0.40 2.06 0.813
>57,800~<72,800 ~ 0.91 0.47 180 0.795
>72.800 ~ 0.38 0.09 153 0.172
B »
(%7 =)
- 0.95 0.61 149 0.831
JF'K'é LR
BRFD P4 1.03 0.80 1.32 0.828
VRN 3TE AL 1.14 0.92 141 0.238
- FREET F 0.98 0.76 1.26 0.847
B LE S BED R (%Y )
4v » P4P
£(%7 %)
4] 0.77 0.62 0.95 0.015
1.37 1.25 149 <0.001

# % 5 Bef & DCSI (34 T %)

n=11,428 - event Z &= #4775 > p<0.001
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=d=T2DM#: 4 & =—@=Cithosis 48 4 & =—®=Dialysis 4 4 &

B 4-1 1998~2007 # > R % = 4| WP ~ AL T AT 4 A4
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¥ PR PERAT AL EM G R E AR
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={=T2DM with curhosis i 47 48 4 & =4 only cirrhosis i§ 47 4+ 4 &
=t=only T2DM i 47 4& 4 & =d—non DM and non curhosis if 47 4 4 &

Bl 4-2 1999~2007 & w i 7% 4 F 454
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2B AP B AR RICZENELF
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1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007

== 5] Dialysis 4+ 2 =d—110n DM and non curhosis i #7 48 4 &

B 4-3 1999~2007 # j 4% ffcJs & AL 1 &2 > RF 475 2 5 A%
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IR W

- & EHFLF

AFLREER LR - ARRBEITFH LA RADTRER
EPBIATIFKF L FHEF N 2RERF AT I TH P R AL
A E AR RETE R

W2 e phdp o SABRBETREF LI IR 2
RATHRX ST b AP THELF 07 44% S AR L (Tang,
2010) » i#41993 F| 2007+# % = A4k Ffh Bk R L L TR K H
451 (Lim, et al., 2010) > p %1983 T 2007 & #i 4 1 71 (6% in
1983 to the current figure of 40%) (Yamagata, et al., 2008) - 4 /8 i
TRER g A S AR %"-‘),’a‘ﬁi%%‘ri F] % - ?J‘Tkz‘i’j%fjl)ﬁa %"}}%% » 1:43.2%
(Hwang, et al., 2010) - & = A s LA T § S47i0h & B0
Reena Bl he BERTO BRRT BRI TRLF50% & RAER
Bpom gt -t b AR > T2V o wiTE PN 3 7T R (Ritz, Zeng, &
Rychlik, 2011) -

B Fpm e T ARGt 2 mRE R (£ E
F CA3*+ %) (Hwang, et al., 2010) » ¥z 2t gt 4 1+ (NAFLD) (Yasui, et al.,

2010) bk’?‘}}%%mfgé"iﬁ*'?" ?}E&rx_‘ﬁ_os@—i Eﬂz‘#ﬂ Ay AR L &dz%"

56



REDLR RFLAEMLTHG (245%) (Prakash, Mahapatra, Ghosh,
Arora, & Jain, 2011) » = SFAL i ¥ BAE SR I R o 00 PEF] SO
BEREIMET R SR BREA LA TR AR
THG NFT PRS2 EROEFTHRER NIRRT R
(chronic kidney disease)~ & 2. ¥4 % (acute Kidney injury) £ $ 2 &5
&M E i (acute on chronic renal failure) %+ it > ¥REBRMETH G
A5 3 1@ %":fﬁ%,ﬂ; L gr g e it 2= in { 4 F]Eg (Francoz, Glotz, Moreau,
& Durand, 2010) = B >t99AL 1 R 5 S48 2 5 che ;I;H 5 £ HiEL
BAOFTHEATHC BB T REENE BRI R BTk D
BEL BApM AL TR

Ay %o 0 1999 1 2007 B Fjops B AEAL &—Jﬁ BEIZE
WiE e T ow 2 5 (2466%) £H ¥ 5 - AR & 4 (0.232%)
#1102 % o LA @ RE L E (1.071%) 138 > 3 2R
Frr g 4 5 (0.037%) i 66.6 & L PG RS TA g
f87 5 % 60(0.024%) 102.7 i o iE kST H 2 FABRUT - p L &
BEHE A Lec® o % BF A7 §F4 47 > 2 non DM and non
Cirrhosis 7 %% & » & 25474 4 unadjusted OR 17 2 J=d | w) ~ &
B R FET e s SR AR 2 B B E & 1 adjusted OR

%1 95% Cl 87 > MR B PR 1 B g7 2 25 0 o e v 5
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FH o RAFTEELFR AR L edirE 2 OR
only Cirrhosis 2 (OR:9.08; Cl : 8.45-9.76) % ** only T2DM = (OR:
3.94; Cl : 3.77 -4.13) ; 53 & ¢ > only Cirrhosis ‘%z adjusted OR
(OR:1.98; Cl:1.84-2.14) #]- > only T2DM 2 (OR:2.16:Cl :
2.05 -2.27) > o eFArFA TS VHER AR LFIFH L E
PR B AR AFERRERELAL  HA TR SR ‘é"ﬁ"f EIE
FLEx FA0E IR TR R AR B E AR N e TROR R D R

2

¥ % g2+ 2 (Prakash, Mahapatra, Ghosh, Arora, & Jain, 2011) -

1
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¥
1y

v F

AELHER LRREAFACLE > T LS (T2DM with
Cirrhosis » § #1:70.21% ; only Cirrhosis % » § |+ 1:74.88%) > *
£ Rk BB (=60 #rik g ~ 1t 1 T2DM with cirrhosis : 66.48% ; only
T2DM : 55.46% ; only cirrhosis : 58.52% ; non DM and non cirrhosis :
21.80%) ; e FA R A F BRI AT RHFEYEIT0R 0 2% T
# %fj\/}% v 324 S 47 Bildked (only cirrhosis e @ 4% 444.14% 5 §
142.73% ; T2DM with cirrhosis’e @ % #47.77% > ¥ }46.36%) > 7 & 3%
% = Al om e (only T2DM) &8 1 F&4Tiohz AP TR T 127
Aedofd (% 121.30% 0 § 121.42%) o EEA BRI 0 G OOFA 1 e u)iE
BLIFEATieh B RN (ST R A R A B TR
@ %) @ T2DM with cirrhosis =20~<34# » only cirrhosis= 20~ <34 >
only T2DM =50~<55% - % **non DM and non cirrhosis =65~<70
7)o

iF 3 é)gkﬁa@*v?'fi'ﬁ’”‘-‘fﬁﬁ’”ﬂ FE R A BN EACE
Pl EFBEEEHEFT R 0 BRI - Ko bldep ~ M TNAFLD
R g T FRENAFLD R - 7 L 7 5 4 42a02-318 0 it < 2760
# 11  NAFLD R 2 % 4 8, % % (Hashimoto & Tokushige, 2011) » =

F T g MCADT W R K 4 E 8 54160 (1H70% > 27%: 7
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FRET AR ECEER) §EA S (Lembranca, et al., 2011) - £ #C
APFL A v ER G TFF 24 s 2L (Lee, etal, 2011) o B 3YIFR
el - A BRF Y Y AT § PR R H RS (Goral, et
al., 2010) = 4 AFA 1 &K T 1L 5 R T R THEM B
VIFERL R R AAL g v 1T AR SRR 0 LF FM ST

MAF R AT g 5 (P IR 2LEpHE R T By 0 R S F
ERRNE i A I B iJ,L']é“’J-T—:[}ia sv + NAFLD) » % -‘fﬁﬁgzié‘. R

'H} 4“”*7"?‘}

AN

FoRIEREIVAMPT L

N

IR R R AR BT R R R e
TRIT BT A G el Mo 2 g o TR R
TR T ERTH G (245%) A 2RETHE (156%)
AT AL R 2 AT s (444%) > T FlE TR
%% B (prerenal failure:36.4% ) ™ % 3§ g i3 (19.2% ) (Prakash,
Mahapatra, Ghosh, Arora, & Jain, 2011) - &+ %3 i cha & £ %48/]
PEREL S =B BRI AP T (Yakling 2011) > » 357 2 24
2P - TR R ERET A *f;tm']ﬁﬁ;%ﬂ B /ﬁﬁé‘ﬂ’.

MARF E LR -
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Yz & Ae AT

ML FI L EF R 2 T L RASITH S0k
F % (p<0.05) B #r@fFie & Moo » #5455 2 2 adjusted OR 3
1.37 (95%CI: 1.25 -1.51, p<0.001) - ¥ i; er/p Fldaip] E_i< 4 » = hi ¥
FERP S ER T AEIT 2~ p AR 4 o HA R TR
L EFIEE )X B BT oAk T oo 134 A FOTE P FTIR i
B SRR B st (P et szt A0 2008) 0 4 X ROTEG Y K A
NERFREARRBL BRI E TALE o2 | Mg r # 30
THRE Gy SRR R AR M PR Ao MRS 2
PTAR R ARPERZE D REFEDEDA RS G R A6,797F
DH G REL05% b2 MR ERR T L MjT s R RS E T A KT
FER G B()? T AR K 70.40% 5 B ¢ B f2 R K § 29.60%

B A T 2 FT AR AT S § 65.24% i xR A B B

TN

\f‘“k

FRE X G BN A A 21.29% BB 5 fde r < F 8.97%
FoR xR RA PRAE 0 R4 RIE K § 27.33% 0 11.30% & 74 T iR L

L %%

PRI e RR M ER ¥ LR TR R TSV i
THMAR (B R BARE) REFE AP X ELY R

* ) #3 CAF (Hwang, etal., 2010) > H ¢ £ #CA|*F L b &
Fl+ ¢ w7 RTARR B~ ARG R iR A g3 (Lee, et al., 2011) -
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A RS LA F3: STNPRET S éﬁ@ﬁ@:igq@\% o AFTF

W

5 B 7

AHEHFT 6 TN EFGA T BREFT RN E75 4
2_adjusted OR#x B > @ &~ BLIL ¥ F B e WP EIREFFTARF - B
adjusted OR A% i< %% » FF s kg ¥ (p<0.05) R % mgﬁﬁz Ab

A B AT A O B o
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Frd BEF-ARBFRLEKEL2 TS

P25 - AR AReRIFE 03kl xITH
i& 7 Cox Proportional Hazards Model 4 47 » # 39 {4 ~ 45 3 50 #% ~
BT~ 2 s R AOR B (% B B R RPRE R > Ted B A
Foos sk F B A E %) MR AT s SREE AR RR S L
ek e FlF o F R SRR B8 M B E R DCSI 2 7 4 4 0 1
REAZITOR "G F]F o ME R R R P AL/ R BT R
WL D ERPME e BRI R E 0 R 36% s
17 h & (B 5-1) e

RAFR LRI RARTREE & T 12 L RiFH7 =
412 &5 M (Salman, Basri, Sayyad, & Hearnshaw, 2009; Dabla,
2010; Reutens & Atkins, 2011; Yang, et al., 2011) » @ & #4342 4% 5L
ol F EE R Bl A S Y WIET VM BERBT R
Roedu AL FoRFE - ¥ FFREHM %2 (Choudhury,
Tuncel, & Levi, 2010; Sheen, et al., 2011; Tsunoda, et al., 2009) » &2 #5
I —gﬁ;ﬁjm@\i T RPN %‘:ﬁ:fﬁﬁf‘ 3 B (Luo, et al,
2010) « Flp AT HF RS - AMABRLENTF L E L REF g AL
Brf R REFME T2 & ALt EARFIEHY - ARSI

F LS P LPDR T 0 R T RT ARRR S R T ER T
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PopARENA R ZTHPRLAAHETIRE > Tl AFEL Y T
AR R TAARHEE > AR HHH -

ALY g ek AR LR TR B AT b e o B2 o
g3 NAFLD ¢ 3 4c % = 34 s ¥ s #  (Casoinic, et al,
2009) > NAFLD: 4 e 42 %5 % (OR : 1.87 ; 95% Cl 5 1.3-4.1 >
p=0.020) - % & #icp 2 AL vE % (OR:1.75595% Cl & 1.1-3.7 »
p=0.031) (Targher, et al., 2008)  C&} 3+ {fﬁfj\ﬁﬁ E"ﬁﬁ BB %
¥ ¥ % 5k '& F1+ (Polenakovic, et al., 2010)

AT ER R E R ARRR R L ST R G
Pl PR E O BB AT IR o F A 0 d AT R
g s ek B m e b aliin g B e e Ap ROt H © R
B ARPE RS ETL T O RAR S 0 BH A SN d R

PFERYRARLS HAEEFRT I A PARFAFER 2

&

B ETAS M § TAEE S Vb B AR E Rk T P
Bod L3 FRURABOREEAR - EALELENL AT FAALE
WEA T R RRA SR R A2 AR enE g g Rk
A (AR~ TR %) F R f R L D ER
IR I

Fli PR T T GG SRR RSB
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AOERLETE e X U AL A ATE R B BT F R
fer # i 5 0 X b »PAPE RS @ PAPS RN G f 46 F & - RAR
fite o T BT R FARRECER ST AL MO DEF R MR
ot ABATR H L BRE e tRendi R i 2 nist TR 45 3
- L o - 3 945.2002-2003 4 & e R G A A 0 TR I MY
%;/1 AR AEF T ﬁifr}b?@ TR E e B R T Y
S AWM T ER o At h e »PAP R Gt 5 5 20.1% 0 @ H B
& ¥ 17% (Wender Lin, 2010) -
FRFERI DDLU ONE - FL 2T 02 5 TARTRR
FAFARECHEREATHEROT - RO E AP higk o R
- BFAy %?Eﬁ’ﬁ%%:}%#ﬁuﬁwﬂ}ﬁs%ﬁ i 3L IR R % i (Prakash,

etal., 2007) - #_F A FlEfd%s 577 7

Skt
e

g G FL S L
o Wb H A R & TR N U O TR TR
> ),?%a‘% T ¥ Ffop B e 2 g o B o % (Non-diabetic renal disease,
NDRD) » j 74 12.3% » 2 & 5 2S48 fomAp M T sk &0 %)
%@gﬁ%@%’éﬁ%&ﬁ%ﬁ${m$%@%@*i’%%ﬁﬁ
#2 . 7& (Chang, et al., 2011; Prakash, Sen, Usha, & Kumar, 2001) - iz 4
IRV 4 R AT LR ERET RS v & ARRNTE R

HLEF BT o F R HEHEREY AR AR
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FEREETRB IV RBIRRE L L 1 JEREY (R T8 4P b

e
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$I8 HPFZUBRRHL AT CEHEL LA

145 % it & % 3 > T2DM with cirrhosis 5 = ¢ #5473 4 F 8

Bk 0 ORI e % AN AOR LB R T S50 R %
FIF LB DB R R EEARGF)F s AP TR E

#ogs (=50 291 Ed#04 K 2 adjusted RR 35203 1 ¥ & d#24k
% > adjusted RR 4%-] » p<0.001) ~ #& /i & 4 7z B € & (DCSI)

B BB AR FOR B R > ol B R R R SO OR EOTA R
FErBHARGFF o cd FRAF-AMEHRN A IRV FL
2o %’%—%fj\fﬁq PR MAARE A 1T A PAP RS E 478 4 b 'ed A
iF %tk % (Model 1l ¢ P4P adjusted RR : 0.82 > p=0.073) ; &= 4%
P B BE R > RIZIPAP 7> 38% Hi7h ' 0 TR
B ¥ (Model IV ¥ P4P adjusted RR : 0.77 » p=0.015) ° #% fc s 4
¥ AR R % 2 adjusted RR 5 0.06 > i 538 % (p<0.001) (%]
5-2) -

B TRE AR BT T R Y B RIZ AT R R RE ik

s

»
»

AR EZEP S G % L R B TRRNL T &

s

F_*

HFFH > @ AW %5 (Prakash, Mahapatra, Ghosh, Arora, & Jain,

Rich!
NN

2011) o ¥ eb > fip i B A E B AOR BT R S ATE 2 B R

HEHSY BRFREERR ISR e M AP

67



(adjusted RR < 0.06 - 95% CI : 0.02-0.26 > p=0.001) - “,/f'a‘l’ g or it & i

FLETE ~ AT 2R TR % (NDRD) EF AR T FAR R
—?;," EBTH G ERETF S ELRM A F q\ffﬁf}tﬂs_flia B R

CEHR Tl FL FARETORERN 2L G AT
fo NP 1 3 F]S R B (Tsunoda, et al., 2009) o o »t A% P L4
THELSHFAPTELEL &7 AU BRARREEFREEZATR G
I ARG RE AR R B Ao

3 3 4e ~ PAP A Model IV (%fj\ﬁﬁ Howor M EcE B DCSI i 0 &%
BAtr) P o PAPF RS 33% F4r A 0 AtE ¥ (p=0.015)

e & Model Il (%ﬁ%)"']’(-‘fﬁa B MR IR 2 2 HEN )¢ R D ST
Btk A ESRPEF (p=0.073) ) 7 i R FIEBARRB® T AT
AEHIFH L A A rFR DR ET ARAT T Y TR
o URE S v Rk e r PAP R R EE SR 57 i 63%
e fkF-9 &t 53 9.7% (Wender Lin, 2010) » x #upEfra & 325 ©
R 0 B RE TR % e R ik ehIE R (Sheen & Sheu,
2011) - BABF R EOFH iaH- BEAMTHGHEF L LR R

e 2 P p T #aaieBEpa e &

B 7y -~ —

BV 3F Tt PAP it
7= sz 3 PP gz (Model 111 ¢ P4P adjusted RR : 0.82 » p=0.073 ;

Model IV ¢ P4P adjusted RR : 0.77 » p=0.015) -
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Model I

WiE ﬁ%iustecl 059 CT P&
I g . 1. B 116 113 1.2 <0.001
2 BAR 2, AP 1.44 1.3 1.59  <0.001
3. g nHF 1 3. feA P4P 0.64 061 067 <0.001
4. Fetinopathy#l % & &% ™ 4. Retinopathy 3, 4% B % % 0.54 0.48 0.6 <0.001
B, Neuropathyds i3 5 @ 5. Neuropathy #¥ 48 5% # 1.71 1.63 1.79 <0.001
6. Cerebrovasculari & 8% % 6. Cerebrovascular s &% 2.0 1.94 2.18 <0.001
1. Cardiovascular & 8 g & 7. Cardiovascular 2 e F 5 2.04 1.93 2.17 <0.001
8. Peripheral vasculardisease 8. Peripheral vasculardisease  3.54 3.39 3.69  <0.001
9. MetzholioH sit & & & 9. Metabolic 4% #H0f 85 3.06 2.75 342 <0.001
10, F it 10,57 2E 4L 33 3.07 3.55  <0.001
05 15 15 35
® 5-1-A
| Model II
] Adjusted
L5 | L& . 95%CI Pk
J RR
2 R AP 1. B 1.15 1.12 1.19 <0,001
3. 4w APAD | 2. BN P 1.46 1.33 1.62 <0,001
1 3. mA P4P 0.63 0.6 0.65 <0.001
4. FFEE [ ]
J 4. At=E1ic 342 3.18 3.08 <0.001
2. DCSI [ 5. DCSI 171 1.68 175 <0.001
0 1
® 5-1-B
s s
- S f g A E e 2% o gLk
F51 %o 2fEfom LEfiE s B3 p s

A  Model | M Fops WM R IR 2 W

x

\

B Model Il 4% Fops & % 7 14 B € & DCSI i@ %57 & 47
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Model IIT

| _ _ 25 ‘;R‘}j“““d 05%CI  P{i
bR - 1. 8 0.73 0.63 0.86  <0.001

2_— fedrpg | 2 (B P 09 061 151 0872

3 wAPAE - 3. fu P4P 0.82 0.66 .02 0.073

4. Retinopethy 08¢ m % I 4. Retinopathy #L4EHH % 0.06 0.02 0.26 0,001

5, Neurovathvits: & | | 5. Neuropathy # 485 1.12 0.90 139  0.316

6. Cerebrovascularhl s g _ | 6. Cerebrovascular B fo % s 5 1.68 1.30 217 <0.001

To Cardivvaswulansy i F % | | 7. Cardiovascular n‘:ﬁ_*&ﬁ 1.17 0.92 1.49 0.194
8. Peripheral vasculardisease 1 8. Peripheral vasculardisease  2.11 174 255 <0.001

& Metabolich s it 4 I 9. Metabolic 4% e 0 B4 1.99 1.28 3.08  0.002

o 85 1 15 2 15 3
®l 5-2-A
Model IV
= - 35 ﬁf{l““e“ 95%CT P
FE A I 1. B 0.73 0.62 0.85 <0.001
2. BIEAP 0.95 0.61 1.49  0.831
/v APAP [ 3. pun P4P 0.77 0.62 0.95  0.015
CSI e 4. DCSI 1.37 1.25 1.49  <0.001
0 0s 1 15 2
¥l 5-2-B

B15-2 % = AP ARoR BRI B ST 2 FS AR E b G

A Model 11 #E Fop 805 g 48 =) % 952 2 2 #1053
B Model IV # ffc s # 4 g 14 B € & DCSI i g AT

DCSI: Diabetes Complications Severity Index
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AR BwmALR

- & %

-g;;

AR AL % 2 AR R EATL R R FF o kAl
ERRRREATR G TSR0 A > BT EdK R 45
350 g ARG RS B AR OB R R R B R R
e R TR R TR 36% = % AR LS TR
e R ABABEEFC RAIFHL  FLERGTS E R E L
B~ A S MR R R R o BARSR E R RN e 0 ¥
B BB R AR e BB R FEORE TR
HH L EATR G FF ORI % - A AR B F
AoiE R4 S47 Rk 'e ¥ oo Pz (Model 111 ¢ P4P adjusted
RR:0.82:p=0.073 +:£ %3 % % > % Model IV ¢ P4P adjusted RR :
0.77 » p=0.015) » ¥R il e ipm R ST 2 chf v B (5 > L 5

£ RALEE BEILTRA AT T ML R FI B IE (T 43 -
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¥
1
4

#

~

o+
‘3\\—

SR OOTH B FH Y - AR LB G
1999-2007 #& Fops & 3FAL it & K B 47 T 308 2 K A H B % - AR ROR
B 0 10.2 B2 f 0 BAREEE - ER S BERT - M 3R
AR R LR BB R (S 0 APET BAE O &AL T B R B
Fov e A g%y 5 329 ¥ F0% - A48 op e (adjusted
OR : 2.16, p<0.001) > * i A i ent &2 p A LABY o % -
AR FEEITR GG Y o T 2ZAF BT EE RS
330 FltEk i L My AMPREF AT AT F L FEATR
GEE (T EEK AT 45 3 B0 & AL RK) 2 TR E
Lo Ao g MBI L MR AR BB R A 2 0 BRI ERPFR G R R 0 1Y

AR AL oSBT R e o 20 AR R T

PR S CABRARESIR G AP THEBIGE LS
Pro fe g3 & h A4 BIpAgx bl 2 B e Ao e o Al3 #FiE-

WAL 230 % 2 AMEARRF H TR o A E e~ S R
2 F AR B S R T A E R AR B
HERERE RS TEA N TRD I LELERD LW E
o R FLEAAETE S fEEERF YL AE 4 TN AR

TR IAEORAREOE R 2 AATh R AP P ik K-k R (74
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AR B s R 8 B R 2 T BRI TRA AT T 0 3k i R iy

FEetH 81 T g 4 B R Pl B o
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¥z & P34

I

AT R R R TR 0 B R A 47 ICD-9 ¥ %P8 A 4
Mopp > ad¥t X a2P@iRAkTAAEL AL RAFY C
WEE 2 LURRT o M AR (BAom ~ PP ) 52 365 2 P 3
ARl AR EY IR 1 R A R
SUREE YT EEEE L R Lk R o L R
b B SR RHEF LR ok R ¥R - ICD-9 2
STAE R B v LRI 0 G 7 B ac R 1 (96.9%) £ B R &
(93.9%) (Lin, Lai, Syu, Chang, & Tseng, 2005) o« A% 7 11 3 % £ %¢ -

P Fghd R A s RILRIE AL S 2R S RL R K

P EF R A RRFRESL TRL2EUE,

TREB TG TR R AR TR o R R B A ML ¢

S EIVE AR PR
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	肝硬化患者普遍存在胰島素抗性的問題，約有96% 肝硬化患者併有胰島素抗性，30% 併有糖尿病 (Hickman & Macdonald, 2007)。第二型糖尿病即便沒有肥胖或三酸甘油酯偏高的情況下，仍為肝硬化的風險因子- "hepatogenous diabetes"。最常見與糖尿病相關的慢性肝病如下：1. 肝臟之胰島素抗性 (Hepatic insulin resistance)， 2. NADLD (Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease)，3. 酒精性肝硬化 (...
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	第二型糖尿病在全球以及臺灣都呈現高發生率與高盛行率的趨勢。在臺灣，糖尿病不但高居十大死因第五名，其慢性併發相關的疾病也有許多名列十大死因 (心血管疾病、腦血管疾病、腎臟病等)。腎臟病因為臺灣末期腎病需透析治療的發生率與盛行率曾高居世界之冠，透析治療之醫療花費高居健保門診支出之首，號稱所謂「新國病」。國人末期腎病需透析治療原因之首就是糖尿病。造成國人需長期透析的因素有年齡、糖尿病、高血壓、抽菸、肥胖、中草藥的長期使用、慢性鉛中毒以及C型肝炎等。
	糖尿病腎病變屬於糖尿病的小血管併發症，但與其他糖尿病大血管併發症如：心血管病與周邊動脈疾病等高度相關。患者若罹患末期腎病需透析治療，無論是否為糖尿病患，其心血管併發症與死亡率均顯著增加。腎病變也是慢性肝病與肝硬化的重要併發症之ㄧ。無論感染性或非感染性肝病腎病變盛行率都偏高，肝硬化患者有相當大的比例存在著腎臟疾病，不同於糖尿病腎病變是糖尿病的慢性併發症，肝硬化患者的腎病變是以急性腎損傷表現為主，急性腎小管壞死是最常見的形式。肝硬化患者疾病嚴重程度增加，腎臟疾病的發病率也隨之上升。罹患腎病變的肝硬化患...
	糖尿病與肝硬化互為因果，關係複雜。糖尿病族群肝硬化與肝病比率高於非糖尿病族群；肝硬化族群中有相當大比率患者罹患糖尿病。肝硬化與胰島素抗性的關係獨立於性別、年齡、病因以外，也有病理上的證據顯示，部分糖尿病造成的肝臟損傷導可歸納為糖尿病小血管併發症。肝硬化對糖尿病併發症的影響相關研究病不多，國外研究發現NAFLD與糖尿病腎病變以及增生性視網膜病變呈現正相關，C型肝炎可能加速糖尿病腎病變的進展，可能的機轉是肝臟病變產生的發炎因子對腎血管造成損傷。
	雖然已有前述文獻在在證明糖尿病、肝硬化與腎病變三者息息相關，腎病變為糖尿病與肝硬化的共同併發症，也顯著增加死亡率，但國內關於肝病對糖尿病腎病變影響的研究不多。中央健康保險局推行糖尿病論值計酬方案，在過去不同研究對其成效如何，結果未見一致，方案內容對糖尿病腎病變也多方介入，但其實質對減少腎病變透析治療的發生，以及減少後續龐大醫療支出的成效目前未有定論。
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