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[FE] BH ST =5 H b8 25 0 R AR 22 (riglyceride-glucose , TyG) . =t H il 5 1= %5
fig 2 1 e {H (triglyceride/high-density lipoprotein, TG/HDL ) | f& 25455 54 i 1 25 #iK T 5 2% (homeostasis
model assessment-insulin resistance, HOMA-IR) (#5511 B 5 2 8 1 A1 o {E (apolipoprotein B/
apolipoprotein A1) | 8 C 52 &5 1 (high-sensitivity C-reactive protein, hs-CRP) 55 /& JR & IfiL4E (hyper-
uricemia, HUA) BRI MR EZR o Fik 34 2000 4F o [ e AL SR B0 9 A (CHNS ) 10 241 (151
B, 2 AT VBRI R H2 A JC HUA I3 P2 . R H SPSS22. 0 il MedCale 18 FFHEAT4E
ot &R YA 9463 BIRFFENT G, - HI4F 4 47. 53 %, HUA U 1468 41 (15. 5% ), Logistic [7]
IR AR TS oR, 5 QUM I, Q4 H) TyG . TG/HDL \HOMA-IR , ApoB/ApoA1 . hs-CRP 5
HUA 9 B KU 43 10 4 8. 19(5. 14~13.04) 7. 73 (4. 95~12.07) 1. 94 (1. 38~2.73) . 1. 49 (1. 03~
2.16).2.64(1.80~3.88) . WAL B, Wik AFR =40 % (REIEEC=24 kg/m? WA & K&
JEHE DRI AN 1L R R HUA B RS T o 230 TAERHIE 4R (receiver operating characteristic
curve, ROC) 73 #7 i, TyG X HUA Sl M (B 5 i, X Bl AR th7E 55 1 4RI =40 & (R HE 54 =>24
kg/m* (A RKRAE . 538 TyG X HUA 0 XU AT 68 ) fc i, 2 TG/HDL  hs-CRP,
ApoB/ApoAl HOMA-IR,
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[Abstract] Objective To explore the relationship between triglyceride-glucose (TG ) , triglycer-
ide/high-density lipoprotein (TG/HDL) , homeostasis model assessment-insulin resistance (HOMA-
IR) , Apolipoprotein B/Apolipoprotein A1 (ApoB/ApoA1) , high-sensitivity C-reactive protein (hs-
CRP) and the risk of hyperuricemia (HUA). Methods Clinical data from 10,241 respondents of 2009

China Health and Nutritional Survey (CHNS) were reviewed. Various variables were merged and
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cleaned. They were divided into two groups according to the presence or absence of HUA. Software
packages SPSS22. 0 and MedCalc 18 were utilized for statistical analyses. Results A total of 9463 sub-

jects were included with an average age of 47. 53 years and 1468 cases (15.5% ) of HUA were identified.

After adjusting covariates by Logistic regression, as compared with Q1 group, the risks of TyG, TG/
HDL, HOMA-IR, ApoB/ApoA1, hs-CRP and HUA in Q4 group were 8. 19(5. 14-13. 04) ,7.73(4. 95-
12.07),1.94(1.38-2.73),1.49(1.03-2. 16) and 2. 64(1. 80-3. 88) respectively. Subgroup analyses indi-

cated that males, age==40 years, body mass index (BMI) =24 kg/m?, smokers, alcoholics and people

with diabetes mellitus (DM) and hypertension were at higher risk of HUA. Receiver operating character-

istic curve (ROC) analyses revealed that TyG had the highest predictive value for HUA. This trend was

noteworthy in individuals of males ,age==40 years and BMI=>24 kg/m’. Conclusion TyG offers the high-
est risk and predictive capability for HUA, followed by TG/HDL, hs-CRP, ApoB/ApoA1 and HOMA -

IR.
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155 JR R MLAE (hyperuricemia, HUA ) J& i F 12204
PR T B oA PRI A it 22 0 () H it act /0 11
— R AR BT PR AT RS R I, 2010
AR E AR ABEHUA B R M 6. 4%, HUA
] S BE LE RS (diabetes mellitus, DM) 45 £
P g i, 3k 6 I B ANAS Je B YR YT B T E 5
Wi S8 AR B o L, S ETIRU HUA 8 XU 6T
WP FMIiZ W HUA 2 ¢ E 2, 5k 8, R =4
=k H il (triglyceride, TG) FF i JiE % 2 4Pt (in-
sulin resistance, IR) 1 2 flf #& 11 (apolipoprotein,
Apo) K 9 5E T J& HUA B BEE Al 22—, =Bk
“H i 4 %5 B8 7 #X (triglyceride-glucose, TyG ) J2 J Bt
O AR RLR AR . TG/ =% R & M (i
glyceride/high-density lipoprotein, TG/HDL) AJ it jil]
DM AR A IEESN 7 . FRABIRL I 5 R AT
1 (homeostasis model assessment-insulin resistance,
HOMA-IR) /2 S BRBLAA X 158 5 22 850 i 8 4, XoF
HUA &4 BA — @izl e . 8isHE 0
ApoB . ApoA1 ¥ MK AR E H TP E H T, B9
W HUA B35 1 ApoB Fll ApoAl K4 =Y. &
f§ C J 1 85 H (high-sensitivity C-reactive protein, hs-
CRP) B I 7 9 0 W &b, 3 48k 4 & B a] FH 1 93
DS PR (HUA B RS SR, B A T 2R
41 TyG . TG/HDL \HOMA-IR , ApoB/ApoAT
hs-CRP 5 HUA U U B9 C 5 o R, AWFHER
F 2000 4 H [ £ g A1 SRR B0 A (CHNS) #4
% , 4% Hr TyG. TG/HDL, HOMA-IR., ApoB/
ApoA1 hs-CRP 5 HUA g% XU FiZ Wi 8

MN&E5HE

— R &

X CHNS 04 FE 19 10 241 B HE R e X 42
HEBRAR . <18 % Wik 3L B sk . &5
FfAs i BAEE Ve A 9463 IR R X 52 . AR
B ANE T T e, JC 5 10 B4 o L R0 B 58 %
SIS R 5

—VRENE

PA A N A B M G R A IR A S
FERA 3T . (1) (MG R4 R I U5 Xk 7,
A2 N 2R E R TE O R RO T L A
LS A& AT A Q)RS A RS —
ndiRR = =N NC N YN (DA QE N SE I
(3) S 25 A o SR SR 98 0 52 25 TR 5 ik A, A 0
18 JRIR (serum uric acid, SUA) |, %5 I IfiL ¢ LB (fast-
ing plasma glucose, FPG) | fiL{& %3 5 % (insulin, INS) |
WAL 121 8 H (glycated hemoglobin, HbA1c) | & iH
fi# i (total cholesterol, TC) \ TG . /&1 % & g 85 1 I &
P (high density lipoprotein cholesterol, HDL-C) fi&
2 IR &5 H H [ B (low density lipoprotein choles-
terol, LDL-C) . ApoB . ApoA1 . IfiL i AILEF (serum cre-
atinine,, Scr) \hs-CRP %,

= HUA B & A b A7

1AER R ERES T AR H 223 ] SUA
K, B =>420 pmol /L, & =>360 pmol /L,

2. KT #8544 (body mass index, BMI, kg/m?*) <<
25 (fit 8 FA T IE %) =25 G B ML)
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3.DM  FPG>7.0mmol/LB{HbA1c>6.5%.

4. f I W 45 7% (systolic blood pressure,
SBP) =140 mmHg (1 mmHg=0. 133 kPa) 1 (2§ ) &}
7K & (diastolic blood pressure, DBP) =90 mmHg, ¥,
REA: W12 K Ay e I 5 B A2 B TR 25 W6 7

5. W WA E SRR RIS H 1S B
ZEPAELL B AN o (6) TR« AR SR
SRR A O A VIR BRF SR DL B3 A AN
R

LEI 4R AN

1. BMI={&HE (kg) /& & (m?) o

2. TyG“=Ln[ TG(mg/dL) X FPG(mg/dL)]/2.

3. TG/HDL"7'=TG(mmol/L)/HDL(mmol/L) .

4. HOMA-IR"™ =FPG (mmol/L) XINS (mIU/
L)/22.5,

5. ApoB/ApoA1”'=ApoB(g/L)/ApoAl(g/L).

A it FF ik

fili I SPSS 22. 0 Fl MedCalc 18. 0 5 4 X 546
AT 483143 B . Kolmogorov-Smirnov £ % FH LA K
AR A A I IE SR . LA ERRE R a3
N AL ) PR T e R 38y, 3-8 738 B BERE R HIAG B L
B I 53 £ (Quartile, Q) 3R, A A] LLABSR H ke
5o W 23R A Logistic BUH AT F8 48 19
VU550 E S5 HUA B U C &, LSS — 3 A8 (Q1)
h 2 BR L JRRE P AR S SRRV L (OR) 95 %6
R X (9520CD) o 43 5 LAPE S AF#%  BMI 75
A I I 755 AR PR e I 2020, 35 TR
FROEAIATE OR #1195 % CI, i 321803 TAERHEHh
2§ (receiver operator characteristic curve, ROC) HL 3
TyG. TG/HDL. HOMA-IR. ApoB/ApoAl. hs-
CRP #UM HUA (938 B2 , T334 75 5 1 i 26 1 F1
(AUC) \95% CT U miff . R BUE Fr 57 F 29845
B IFHAT I M . TR GET T R Y 25 SR A DA
P<<0. 05 HZEFA G FE L.

# R

— AR

RS X G2 B FEAGFAE WL 1., 9463 BilHF 5% XF 5
WL 5 4520 681 (47.5%6) , 2 4996 4911 (52. 5% ) , S35 4F
W% 47.56 % . HUA H 5 1468 9] (15.4%) . H ¥
HUA HB552(9. 3%0) i T2t (6. 12%6) . HUA LY
4 1% . BMI, SBP., DBP . HbAlc, FPG.INS, UA,
Scr. ApoAl. ApoB. hs-CRP. TC., TG, LDL-C,
TyG. TG/HDL, HOMA-IR, ApoB/ApoAl. hs-

CRP /K75 FAE HUA 40, HUA 41 % LDL /K i
TAE HUA 4, 22 5 3 A 401t 2% 2 L (P<<0.05) .
HUA 2H B W AR #2232\ DM I & I S 2R 1
HTAEHUA 4.

= . TyG.TG/HDL.HOMA-IR , ApoB/ApoAl
hs-CRP 9440 5 HUA #) K & % B

T2 MEER R, 5H—A 8 H, 25 Y
Iy i % 8 TyG. TG/HDL, HOMA-IR. ApoB/
ApoA1.hs-CRP 5 HUA 1y B 5 KU 4301l o 8. 19
(5.14~13.04) . 7.73(4.95~12.07) . 1.94 (1. 38~
2.73) . 1.49(1.03~2.16) .2.64(1.80~3.88) . it
— R BEPE ) AR BMI A IR DM R I
FEA U AEAT WAL B o AR A s s, 55—
2B 3L B B, B PR U 461 30 TyG 5 HUA
49 IR e e, ELJRURS: g T 1, AR IR TE 40 % L 1Y
TG/HDL 5 HUA (9 XU e e, HLXUR: 55 T 40 2 LA
To WHE R TyG 5 HUA B9 XU s LXK i T
AR . A IR TyG 5 HUA B9 XU e
e, HRURS: i T ICHE RIS A

= . ROC W & 57

TyG X HUA i Ml it {8 & & (AUC=0. 74,
95%CI: 0.73~0.76, Y) 5i {H J 8.84, R B &E K
64.15% , 4B 45 B M 0.37) , H ¥k & TG/HDL
(AUC=0.73, 95%CI: 0.72~0.75, R fif #& K
59.19%, 295 $8 % 4 0. 36) . hs-CRP (AUC=0. 63,
95%CI:0. 62~0. 65, R K 55. 525, L5 ECH
0.22) . ApoB/ApoA1 (AUC=0. 62, 95%CI: 0. 60~
0.64, R W R 59.67%, 2 & 48 B H 0.20) |
HOMA-IR (AUC=0. 61, 95%CI: 0. 59~0. 63, 3% i
FE R 45,4550, 4B FE B 0.18) o A M R,
TyG 8 5 fe 5 M AFE =40 % \BMI1=24 kg/m’ 1Y
T AN AE 5 5, hs-CRP FEAF-#% <40 2 REUE fe i
(70.18%) . (&l 1.3 3)

W’

A5 2 h E N b IR AT TyG . TG/HDL .
HOMA-IR . ApoB/ApoA1 . hs-CRP 5 HUA #45 K
B ORI . RIEIRA RS, TyG X HUA Y
JRUBS: 1 it 18 A e, L& TG/HDL (hs-CRP
HOMA-IR . ApoB/ApoAt. 4153 # i — 4 &
THE A =40 % BMI=25 kg/m> W48 1R K
4 7 DM Bl i i A4, B 30 BB REAE A AR AR
HUA % AU 52755

AHIFSE 8 53 B F ROC #2645 1 BoR , TyG
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T AL IEAREAE 53 A 15 L
FEAFRIE FIRBRME (n=1468) A1 JRER MUAE (#=7995) /B PAi
PRI C25) ] 118. 996 <0.01
5 889(9. 3) 3605(66. 6)
S 579(6.1) 4390(46.5)
R () 49.61+18. 42 46. 43+18.03 —6. 196 <0. 01
RS (kg/m?) 24.3544. 01 22.6243.72 -15.973 <0.01
4 s (mmHg) 127.8120. 45 121.88+19.63 -9.932 <0.01
#F 5k (mmHg) 82.12412.24 78.52411.50 -10. 141 <20.01
TR %) ] 455(30.99) 1933(24. 18) 21.180 <0.01
HETA (%) ] 105(7.15) 358(4. 48) 1.629 0. 443
b2 (%) 5.70=0. 90 5.58+0. 89 —4. 475 <0.01
23 18 1 5 1% (mmol /1) 5.79+1.78 5.287+1.34 -12.761 <0.01
MY 8 2R (uU/mL) 18.987433.92 13.73420. 69 -7.953 <0.01
SR (pmol/1.) 472.714118.52 278.13466. 52 -89. 085 <0.01
1013 WUAF (pemol /L) 97.78436. 48 83.88418. 61 -21.923 <0.01
HIRE M A1(g/L) 1.15+0.37 1.1240. 42 2.570 <0.01
HgE M B(g/L) 0.98+0.30 0.87+0.26 -13.992 <0. 01
R C OB AR T (mg/1L) 3.1848.50 2.3848.82 -3.199 <0.01
1037 AE [ 35 Cmmol /1) 5.161. 14 4.7140.98 -15.772 <0.01
L3 =15 H M (mmol /1) 2.89+2.55 1.38+0.97 -39.618 <0.01
I3 2 AR 2R (mmol /1) 1.2840.57 1.47240.48 13.396 <0. 01
I3 AR B2 AR 25 1 (mmol /1) 2.9341.19 2.9141.96 -0.292 0.770
S A BT AR AL 9.140. 83 8.4870. 64 -34. 831 <0.01
SR s A AR AR T A 2.64+3.70 1.030.91 -31.997 <0.01
TR R g ) RIRPLIE 2L 4.97+9. 14 3.45+6.35 -7. 806 <0.01
HARE M B AR AL LA 0.92740. 34 0.81740. 48 -8.693 <0.01
BRI (26) ] 157(10. 69) 490(6.13) 41.178 <0.01
At ELB(%) ] 447(30. 45) 1511(18.90) 108. 622 <0.01

T B R AR g, B 7 & 50

BECS HUA B RS 56 R ek, 10 RE ) fciik, iX 5
HIW YRR —% . TyGIEBE TGS
FPG W& A 1850, C ARz i A A IR AR i
ZEAAE O M I8 SRR A5 s , HA R 1 R
JERVEE SRS BFFE R, TG KT sk 4
WEERS ARG, B SUA A= B, 1 3 12 1) SUA J 34
LY ISR TR 3 i L E =R A VAT §50 IR /S
117, SUA ZKF- 55 MUBE 9 0C R B BIFFEE A2 i 18
B R BF ST s, SUA 5 HbA Te /K 5 A 56 .
B4 BF 97 2 B Bt 6 HbA 1c #1 FPG ¥k & i 38
HUA XU 2 b XAl g I3 K T 5 FPG Al 5
IR, IR e B A 2 AL, TR AR, IRl 5
YEF T 5 /N AR UA HEHIER 8k Py SUA 7K
W B RE REALE . TG 5 FPG 45 S48 508 %
Ba5E T HUA B XU A0 a8 77, & B TG 5 FPG
S5 e B v I R It B UA T B D RIVE A

I TyG X HUA XU F1 T 68 7 e Ko

TG/HDL-C L FR R “ i 3 2 ik o #F 58 1k 45
B0, ST R IAZ S A o et U S I P G AR R
DM F I 45 95 28 HL A AR R W M (. TG/
HDL-C C # UE B 5 58 A 0P Al 1 A B Ay ) #H G
P LinZE" 8158 & B TG/HDL-C 5 HUA BA %
= A O , H ORME = T TyG. AR s,
TG/HDL-C 5 HUA fJ OR & T TyG, %W HDL-C
X HUA B9 XU AR T FPG, {H 33X Fi XU 56 Bk (1) 22 5
1] BESEF I B A AR 25 S v S 30

ApoB JE# B LDL-C 52 55, ApoAl M JE:#
A HDL-C F 2 4. R % B, ApoB/ApoAl
SR VPAR L L5 A B A R B 8 AR . Logistic 7]
AT 7R, B ApoB/ApoAl W FHE: , 84 OR FI
BSUCIBEZ T, FE M TEBEEATES S
PEHT SUA K500 48 B R QI . hs-CRP 7E
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#2 TyG.TG/HDL.HOMA-IR.ApoB/ApoA1.hs-CRP 43 5 HUA ) OR 195 % CILOR(95 % CI) ]

[UNE% VR TyG TG/HDL HOMA-IR ApoB/ApoA1l hs-CRP
Xl 1 1 1 1 1
g2 1.50(0. 88~2.56) 2.07(1.27~3.39) 1.17(0. 82~1.68) 0.90(0. 60~1.33) 1. 44(0.99~2.09)
I3 2.53(1.55~4.13) 1.98(1.21~3.22) 1.27(0.87~1.78) 1.38(0.96~1.99) 2.38(1.57~3.59)
SiEL 4 8.19(5.14~13.04) 7.73(4.95~12.07)  1.94(1.38~2.73) 1.49(1.03~2.16) 2.64(1.80~3.88)
20 53 B
51

E
S 1 1 1 1 1
%2 1.52(0. 85~2.60) 2.10(1.28~3.81) 1.19(0. 84~1.75) 0.92(0. 63~1.34) 1.48(1.03~2.16)
ILEL3 2.54(1.51~4.20) 2.10(1.22~3.56) 1.30(0.83~1.91) 1.40(0.98~2.12) 2.42(1.62~3.72)
A4 8.23(5.09~13.98) 7.75(4.94~12.45)  1.96(1.41~2.80) 1.52(1. 06~2.27) 2.67(1.83~3.98)
‘S
i 1 1 1 1 1
g2 1.46(0. 85~2. 49) 2.14(1.30~3.53) 1.17(0. 81~1.68) 0.86(0.58~1.28) 1.46(1.00~2.12)
iEL3 2.50(1.53~4.09) 2.08(1.27~3.42) 1.22(0.85~1.75) 1.39(0.99~2.08) 2.39(1.58~3.63)
B4 7.88(4.94~12.57)  7.70(4.89~12.12)  1.95(1.38~2.75) 1.44(1.01~2.08) 2.63(1.79~3.88)
AEIE (%)
=40
kgl 1 1 1 1 1
g2 1.50(0. 53~4.23) 3.07(0.94~10.01)  1.18(0.83~1.70) 0.98(0. 62~1.54) 1.58(0.99~2.51)
%3 1.91(0. 71~5.16) 2.42(0.45~7.81) 1.28(0.89~1.81) 1.42(0.93~2.18) 3.00(1. 82~4.94)
B4 9.97(4.14~24.01)  10.73(3.61~31.90)  1.91(1.28~2.85) 1.53(1.05~2.29) 3.07(1.92~4.91)
<40
S 1 1 1 1 1
g2 1.50(0. 80~2.81) 1.85(1.07~3.21) 1.83(0.91~3.68) 0.70(0.34~1.74) 1.20(0. 62~2.29)
EL3 2.65(1.49~4.71) 1.91(1.11~3.29) 0.86(0. 41~1.81) 1.74(0.81~3.73) 1.32(0.59~2.97)
i EL 4 7.57(4.36~13.16) 7.06(4.31~11.57)  1.86(0.94~3.68) 1.88(0.91~3.89) 1.76(0. 84~3.68)
RS (kg/m?)
=24
i 1 1 1 1 1
g2 3.09(0. 84~11. 35) 1.79(0. 66~4.87) 0.53(0.52~1. 66) 0.81(0.38~1.70) 1.98(1.02~3.83)
IEL3 4.64(1.34~16.10) 2.05(0. 80~5.24) 0.96(0.57~1.64) 1.56(0.82~2.99) 4.23(2.12~8.41)
B4 16.28(4.85~54.70)  8.33(3.44~20.16)  1.59(0.96~2.61) 1.41(0.75~2. 64) 3.94(2. 03~7. 66)
<24
A% 1 1 1 1 1
%2 1.25(0. 67~2.32) 2.21(1.25~3.93) 1.33(0.83~2.12) 0.94(0.59~1.50) 1.24(0.78~1.97)
I EL3 2.37(1.34~4.19) 1.97(1.08~3.60) 1.53(0.94~2.51) 1.43(0. 88~2.31) 1.40(0.78~2.51)
i EL 4 7.17(4.20~12.24) 7.19(4.21~12.30)  2.25(1.37~3.68) 1.34(0.82~2.18) 2.13(1.29~3.51)
W HHAR A
=
S 1 1 1 1 1
g2 1.51(0. 85~2.67) 2.27(1.34~3.84) 1.23(0.85~1.80) 0.97(0. 65~1. 46) 2.51(1.69~3.74)
SEL3 2.69(1. 60~4.53) 2.27(1.35~3.82) 1.22(0.83~1.78) 1.35(0.93~1.97) 3.67(0.70~19.23)
i EL 4 8.85(5.40~14.50) 8.08(5.02~13.02)  1.88(1.32~2.69) 1.50(1.02~3.21) 6.92(1.12~42.69)
w

IEEC 1 1 1 1 1
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Fa2(4)
(LB EbA S TyG TG/HDL HOMA-IR ApoB/ApoAT hs-CRP
g2 1.09(0. 20~5. 83) 1.12(0.22~5.72) 0.76(0.18~3.18) 0.30(0. 04~2.15) 1.35(0.92~1.98)
LKL 3 0.96(0. 18~5.09) 0. 48(0. 09~2. 65) 1.59(0. 42~6. 04) 1.76(0. 40~7.78) 2.19(1. 43~3.37)
B4 3.83(0.79~18.54) 6.90(1.50~30.74)  3.10(0.86~11.15) 2.64(0.57~12.26) 4.51(0. 85~23.99)
RIAR L
b
S 1 1 1 1 1
g2 1.26(0. 25~6. 39) 1.83(0.30~11.16)  1.07(0.38~3.00) 0.59(0.17~2.01) 3.39(1. 10~10. 46)
%3 2.41(0.55~10.54) 2.71(0.53~13.87)  0.77(0.28~2.11) 1.78(0. 63~5.03) 6.22(1.76~21.93)
IrPEEL 4 10.39(2.52~42.85)  18.01(3.70~87.55)  1.72(0. 68~4.36) 1.79(0. 64~4.92) 4.90(1. 48~16.23)
7[?
IR 1 1 1 1 1
%2 1.57(0.89~2.78) 2.17(1.29~3.65) 1.21(0.82~1.78) 0.95(0. 63~1.45) 1.30(0. 88~1.94)
IiEL3 2.59(1.53~4.39) 2.00(1.19~3.37) 1.39(0. 95~2. 04) 1.46(0.98~2.18) 2.09(1.34~3.25)
S EL 4 8.35(5.07~13.74) 7.38(4.59~11.86)  1.99(1.37~2.88) 1.38(0.93~2.04) 2.49(1.66~3.75)
=
EES! 1 1 1 1 1
g2 1.49(0. 88~2.61) 1.93(1.18~3.24) 1.25(0.96~1.87) 0.99(0.85~1.73) 1.56(1.08~2.32)
LKL 3 2.50(1.51~4.02) 2.11(1.33~3.52) 1.87(1.03~2.15) 1.52(1. 14~2.38) 2.45(1.63~3.74)
i 4 8.78(5.14~14.63) 7.82(4.84~12.10)  3.42(1.56~3.98) 1.72(1.16~2.57) 2.69(1.83~4.02)
o
S 1 1 1 1 1
%2 1.47(0.86~2.51) 1.91(1.16~3. 14) 1.21(0.80~1.73) 0.98(0. 66~1. 48) 1.52(1. 04~2.22)
I EL 3 2.46(1.47~3.98) 2.08(1.27~3.41) 1.22(0.81~1.75) 1.47(1.01~2.16) 2.40(1.57~3.67)
A4 8.50(5.31~13.61) 7.56(4.81~11.88)  2.00(1.40~2.87) 1.65(1.12~2. 42) 2.56(1.71~3.82)
G It
=
S 1 1 1 1 1
%2 1.72(0.55~5.37) 2.01(0.75~5. 40) 0.55(0.24~1.23) 0.94(0.57~1.56) 1.20(0.52~2.76)
I EL3 2.38(0.82~6.87) 1.28(0. 46~3.57) 0.80(0.39~1.62) 1.36(0.85~2.19) 1.94(0. 80~4.71)
g4 8.11(2.83~22.02) 8.27(3.38~20.22)  2.09(1.05~4.18) 1.67(1.03~2.69) 3.98(1.76~9.01)
E\
S 1 1 1 1 1
g2 1.67(0. 66~2. 41) 1.82(0.99~3.32) 1.35(0. 85~2.16) 1.08(0. 46~2. 49) 1.67(1.06~2.65)
i3 2.27(1.26~4.10) 1.83(1.01~3.37) 1.44(0.92~2.27) 1.21(0.56~2.61) 2.78(1. 64~4.69)
TIEL 4 7.89(2.63~12.20)  7.17(4.12~12.51)  1.74(1.11~2.75) 1. 84(0. 87~3.90) 2.39(1.45~3.94)

T T LCAE LA 95 %0 B A5 X TR E T N 248 A BRI B 4 18 B | I3 2448 B3 AN IFAE 5 Ty G, = 1% -3l 4 285 B e B 45 TG/
HDL, = H -5 5 %5 B i 2R 11 HE s HOMAIR, RS A8 e 1 ZE K446 45 ApoB/ApoAl, £ IR 1 B 588 H 1 A1 HfH s hs-CRP, S C

R
BILAA S AE W H AT DAV S BB AR o BIF 9 25 1
FEH HUA B TR A0 58 X G A e, AR Py
(14 hs-CRP 7K F- W & 51 5, i — 2P UE ] HUA S35 47
TE— B R A R ALK

(8] U1 207 0 S 20 45 50 R, B R A T
FRIGE B TyG #8505 HUA RS K R Bk, 2
RAE B 4 AT 46 B Bow , TyG H8 807 B 1 AR

=40 % . BMI=24 kg/m’ () BU AN (B 5 = . 55 PR AR
HUA KB FZ S TFILN T mEREE X, —
JE PR R I AU A T k. R
H 2o VR 527 B BECR ORI R, 0] A 14 B U 1 ot
UA R = BRIk E , Btk f
T 22 A 2 N I ERT B FH  f A E EERA ) T
RS SR AR R, R
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%3 TyG.TG/HDL HOMA-R,ApoB/ApoA1.hs-CRP #iill HUA fi£ Wi fig

AF i TyG TG/HDL HOMA-IR ApoB/ApoA1 hs-CRP
M2k T 0.74 0.73 0.61 0.62 0.63
95 %6 E {5 X [ 0.73~0.76 0.72~0.75 0.59~0. 63 0. 60~0. 64 0. 62~0. 65
YR e 8. 84 1.27 3.26 0.82 1
PURIE (%) 64. 16 59. 19 45.45 59. 67 55.52
FESE (%) 73.76 76.53 72.83 59.91 66. 07
EHRER 0.37 0.36 0.18 0.20 0.22
il
T
[Tyt 0.74 0.73 0. 64 0.63 0.67
95 % B X [H] 0.72~0.76 0.72~0.75 0. 63~0. 66 0. 62~0. 64 0. 66~0. 69
YlsE 8. 66 1.27 2.72 0.82 1
U (%) 72.12 60. 38 52. 62 60.52 51.74
TR (%) 64. 10 74.35 72.93 63.99 67.29
EARS RT3 0.38 0.36 0.24 0.21 0.29
T
IR 0.74 0.73 0.59 0.61 0. 60
95 %6 E i X [H] 0.73~0.76 0.72~0.74 0. 58~0. 60 0.59~0. 62 0.58~0. 61
Yl E 8.83 1.28 3.28 0.84 1
R () 63. 43 57.19 51.30 56. 65 61.31
FEREE(%) 74.78 78.53 62. 50 51. 64 64.58
EARS R T 0.36 0.35 0.15 0.18 0.16
AL ()
=40
RN 0.75 0.74 0.61 0. 60 0.63
95 % E v X [H] 0.73~0.76 0.72~0.76 0. 60~0. 62 0.59~0. 61 0. 62~0. 64
Y fE 8.59 1.08 2.65 0.82 1
HUREE (%) 65.77 61.34 58.79 60. 61 61.35
FEREE(%) 74.94 76. 64 59. 63 56.27 61.03
AR EL 0. 40 0.38 0.20 0.24 0.22
<40
[ES A NTRA 0.73 0.73 0.61 0.65 0.61
95 % E {5 X[ 0.72~0.74 0.72~0.74 0.59~0. 63 0.63~0. 67 0.59~0. 63
YIsE 8.85 1.27 3. 80 0.83 1
HUREE (%) 65.21 61.02 38. 34 51.16 70.18
e (20) 69. 86 73.34 81.28 72.82 47.60
EARS R 0.36 0.34 0.18 0.17 0.18
RERE (kg/m*)
=25
[ ES TR 0.73 0.73 0. 60 0.59 0.61
95 %6 A X [H] 0.72~0.75 0.71~0. 74 0.58~0. 61 0.56~0. 59 0. 60~0. 63
YIS ME 8. 66 1.08 4.03 0.84 1
HUREE (%) 75.52 60. 81 45.05 66. 58 65. 54
FESEE(20) 59.26 74.22 71.57 45.89 54.52
EARS S 0.35 0.35 0.17 0.17 0.20
<25
S TpiA 0.70 0.70 0.57 0.58 0. 60
95 %6 FEAF X [H] 0.69~0.71 0.69~0.71 0.56~0.59 0.58~0. 61 0.59~0. 62
YIS E 8.85 1.61 3.05 0.84 1
R (%) 58.35 52.83 38. 65 45.87 43.27
FEREE (%) 73.85 77.16 76. 46 70. 89 72. 44
YPEIREL 0.32 0.30 0.15 0.12 0.16

H TyG, ZBEH A A R BE 5 TG/HDL, = BEH -5 7 % A5 8 M FU S s HOMA-IR , Fa s B0 1) 2P 40 ApoB/ApoAt, #
HEE A B S5EAEE A A1 HE ; hs-CRP, S C NV HEH .
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PSR B AR S 8, O T R HUA B9 XU . Rt
TyG 48 WU AF iy =40 2 Fl BMI=24 kg/m> A\ B¥f
1) HUA fig J7 e o W AT S SOFLAA 18 | i B DA
B PR TR A 2L, i — 2 R BOURFR K19 T35 .
AL, WA 25 1 Ty G F8 8506 HUA 119 JXURS: F12 Wi 24
AEdCim . TR Y R B, J2 8 R R /i1
WA AL TR, RS R R S 4E A R B R AL AE
L S BURBR KT & . P, 08 & 1 HUA AU
WK o FPG [T i 0 2 1 o s J 2 KU, 2
IR PR B HUA B JRURS: , PRI e A 40 PR 6 & 119
TyG 8505 HUA B9 XU 56 R B0 o (IR 1] 5] A
ftn AR A, 7 B HE A RS I vk /L R L BR HE A
SIS KRR Y K SE 4 R 43 W, 1 AR g UA
W .

ARSI M AEAE— 2 1) Jm FRMEAE AT . — 24k
P R T 2009 4F A IR A, BE BT RCPE AR . R
Wi T AAF 5% TG 125 1 o X S R A 5 HUA PR G EK .
SRR, e AR E R AR HUA
TH LA R i — DR .

AR, TyG XF HUA 9 KU A0 g
F1ieEs, ok J& TG/HDL . hs-CRP, ApoB/ApoAT .
HOMA-IR., B A =>40 % BMI=24 kg/m? W
HH RIS B A 5 DMUR R I (4 AR R HUA 9K
W B iR o o R SR IBCA A e T AR 551 HUA )
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