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2019 4 10 H @ HbAlc fil

DEBEERIC X B &, 2 RUEEJRIE 0 F 3 HbAlc 1&
2010 4E ® 7.20 % 2 5 2013 4E12 12 6.96 %I T L T
B, 2009 £ Ll & 7: DPP4 FHEEMNE S H L L

CZEN—HWEEZOLNS. IKIETIX 2018 SE DY
HbAlc 1 7.03 %, 2019 4£1& 7.10 % & 3 L T 5 75,
2o < HilE O HbAle HEEAR S7z 2 & 5B
LTWwWbE%E2 5.

P4 1d 2006 4E 2> © PLARHLUI O BE R G R &R IR
SIS B T — RS IR T D Rl & RSB BRI D 12
PEA DRREFSE BN 2 H IS IGE 2 BAaG L 727, i R I e
TR R AR R FE 2y (MR PR o i 28 i L il
BeiG) oL - SR, BRI M O R & 5t
Gk LB 2 il S O BME, IR BERIE O B
RO EZIToT WA,

2010 4F 10 H, 2012 4F 10 HIZHERRIR O ek 2 48
B9 % 720 — ST & B Mit% o HbAlc fE 04
ZAT o 720, ZOFEH 2012 4:121F 2010 412k LTl ft
T HbAlc EOTGEN A BN, fEE L
T BRI CMpE T~ b — VA ARZEA~DA VA
VIADEN TV AWRENESH S Z L &, FrIZH M
RICIFEYEDTRIL SN TV BIZH Db 5T
FOEAE TG OMME D ~ b O — VARRED VDL Z &8
ZIF S N7z, BOLOBERIROZHRBEEOZELICZ X ik
T HUISL O B PRI D IEHEIRIL D 2012 4F 4 W2 52 L L
TV LU REMEDS D 5. BUIRZ J048 L 2012 4 & o [k
HETV, SHOBLADEHOBE LT LH-0HE
HbAlc DA% AT - 72

MR EFE

2019 479 3\ #5 be UL VG 508 PR 955 9% 28 HiR S8 JE 23 1
A%y THBIML TV B 66 — SR BT 5 %
B ) EBERIEEMEDOW S 8 BTl GRAREE
5 iRk, BT 3 MiR%) IS FRLOFA 1, 2 ZKHHL 72,
ARFAAE -+ BRI TR 1 AL A Nl 23 AR AL Be o
TREATKRHEINT.

A1 2019410 H 1 H~31 HOMIZHV R % 2%
L7z o HbAlc i & e s (RAmEEICBE L <
N NE R Z )

A 2 HbAlc 8.0 % U EoSEF O4E#, M, BMI,

MR EOHEXICATI LT, USB, A—LDwn
FHAT 2019 4E 11 H~2020 4E 1 H oI Z 5 L 72,

SN R% 1 — e B HRAT 17 Hi ik & B h % 8 Mk <
Hotz RAELIZIELT— 755 HbAlc 58 %LL
FEWgE L, — S HINE 2673 B, HMhESIE
8911 Bl & 72 o 7=, FAE 2 D ek R B — % 5 9 I 250
BT, D) H 286 (912 %, 1KI6%61, 2% 222
B IZDOWTHEDH - 72, HMIEZ O 261 1648

BT, ZD 95 H 1488 B1(90.3 %, 17 227 fl, 2 #1261
B) THED D -7z, 2 BUBEIRIE O — iz 222 1,
MR 1261 Bl 2 fi4A 2 oG L L7z,

2012 4E 10 H OFAY TIL, i I PE 500 R R 28 1R
ERfFER IS L T 5 80 i ik (2 B % fE L — %
R 33 Mk & BEPTMERR 7 MRS LAz, AR
Oxt% (HbAlc 58 %Ll 1) 1Z—## AT 3543 i, Hi
Pl 6022 BITH o 7z, Sl L DD 720,
2012 4D 57— Z 12O W T3 HbAlc & HbAlc7 %
KiGOH G2 FER L7

HbAlc @ FKFE 1 2012 4F 4 A » & I 47 © NGSP fif
PHW LN TS 25, 2012 4B & LC H
IRTIE JDSfEZ PRt L T w7z, T4 13212 2010 4F
10 H & 20124 10 HIZ HbAIc DA xFT-> T 5
2%, 2012 SEDOFRARE, 2010 4E & O LR & — SR
TONGSPIE DB FEIRD % ¥ £ 2, JDSTHD 8 %
(NGSP fitio> 84 %) VL 10> 2 BRI BRI e 151 2 6 G 27
#2%4T o7 20124 DR 2 DX GIT— B HEI
161 B (F&4B1D 89 %), Mk 888 Bl (3% :4Blo
983 %) Th o7z BA212HBWVT 2012 4F & Dl
A1 2019 4EFAAERE O HbAlc 84 % Lh EOFEFIIZD W
Tiro7-.

R o HbAlc W D D WA IZ$XT
NGSP fiti % 5tk L7z, HUEIZFI9ME =SD 2R L7z, #%
FHEEM AL, HbAlc B 3 HEM, 4F 8 B o ME i1X
Kruskal-Wallis test T47 V>, Jiti a% B, 2012 4F & 2019
A VA Y HMGEERE & PO 2 BER ORGT
& t M€, Mann-Whitney U test THT o 72, A O
# A O M 1E Chissquared test, Fisher's Exact test
TiTo72. p<005 %2 b THELEDY & L.

B R

1, HbAlc DBIFERH®

B iRk o 8911 ik 4% HPLC #: Tl S hvTw
72, — BT D 2673 HIIZOWTIE HPLC (7 — 2
VA)DST %, Hekz by, MERESS % fH L <l
PRIEETHE S NER (X7 v 7 - BML) ¢
37 %, FNLIADT46 % (FRERIS - 7 703 - =%
¥ Z « COBAS) THho7-.

2, & 1:2019 % 10 AZ2ED HbAlc fE

¥ HbAlc (& —MEaSHEHT T 6.87 £0.90 %, H " i i
T715%119 % Th - 7z. S HOFEET 2012 4D
¥ HbAlc (& — & # T 6.78£0.88 %, T [ fiti i% 7.24
+125 % T, —#Z I TIZ 2012 4E12H LT 0.09 %
w5 < (p<001), HMHiER% T 0.09 %A - 72 (p<
001). F 72, HHEFNT X b 2012 4£D HbAlc 7.0 % A
DEEZ— BRI TIE 67.7 %, HPIHi%TI1d 49.8 %
Tdh -7z 2019 FEDFATIZ HbAlce 7.0 % A D& &
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ERIE 64 % 875 (2021)

T — BT TIL 628 % & 20124E & H L 49 %4 7%
< (p<0.01), HMHEFZTIX 518 % & 2019 FEDTiH3DH

TRENEL D o7 (p<0.05). 4 M o4 T HbAlc
80 %LL FOEI G E— BB T T 94 %, HMise T
184 % T ->7:. HbAlc 84 %L EOEAIZOWVT,
2012 4F & 2019 4F % WL#E 3 % & — BT Tld & 4
51 % & 58 % TAZE (p=0.266), H[Ihtia% Tl 150 %
A5 126 %A L7z (P<001).
3, AZE 2 : HbA1c 8.0 %L LD 2 BUFERFREE B D
ERE - M3 - BMI - AERE

i) 4Ef#5 (Table 1)

— B TR E M % & R TR ERIAS 6.6 7%
W7o 72, HbAlc fili T 3 BEIC M THREN % & — ki
P T RIS T R h o 7225, B Tl
HbAlc 25 WEET SRR 0o 72,

HbAlc 84 %L EDFERBINZ DT 2012 4F & IR d
% & — BT 4%, BT 2.3 M TFIEER D
THLTw .

ii) BMI (Table 1)

— BT & Rk A LT B &, — iSO
JiA3 BMI 13 2 kg/m*{&fili T - 72. HbAlc HI Tld—

B 3536 Tld HbAlc 80 %A D EEIZI LT, HbAlc
9.0 % B OFET BMI 23520 » 72, B Hi% Tid HbAlc
80 % B DRI LT, HbALc90 % @&, HbAlc
10 % LA Lo BT BMI 14 - 72.

HbAlc 84 %L EOIFEBII DT 2012 4F & JLik§
% & — MBI Tl 2019 SE DAY 14 kg/mA <, B
Miiak Tl 1.0 kg/m’ Ed o 7-.

iii) AEEWIo% 2, HbAle & BMI (Table 2)

AEWERE BN A 2 & — LS C A 40 78 A il o HiE B
TIE 60 e Lh FICHARTHEDFENS L, 50 iz
70 LA E & RTHEMEDIHENSL o 7. EMMEET
13 40 %A ~50 AL T 70 DL B & R THE D FE
iﬁ%’?ﬁ‘of: — B HR A TILAEW 345\ )7 25 HbAlc

EOET 2 320 (p=0.084), BTl 30 AT
i 70 AT T, 40 1At ~50 i ft T id 60 L1
AT HbAle 252 » 72, 39 BMI & 50 i Kl T
1230 kg/m* B Thlii & & H I T L, 70 ET
1% 22~23 kg/m* Tdh - 72.

iv) BMI 22 kg/m® At O HE 1

A 2 TSI T 65 B (482 293 %),
BT 2246 A2 D178 %) BMI 22 kg/
m’ K Th o 72, — B HFT O BMI 22 kg/m” A O
JEBI O ERIE 76280 7%, 13 BMI £ 198+15
kg/m? “F¥J HbAlc id 88+09 %, Hisk Tld& 4
721+105 7%, 199+16kg/m?%, 89+10 % THh-7z.

v) e (Table 1, Fig. 1)

— T O HbAlc 80 %LL Lo> 222 B, % b %

o 72 @ HSHE I BE BE T € (oral hypoglycemic
agent : LL'F OHA L W5 97) OATHBEE S NPT
599 % & 7%, IRWTOHA+A ~ A1) ¥ (insulin : L
T Ins &WEY) THBESNBI25207 % Th o7z, 222
Bl OHA 13 193 #1 (86.9 %), Ins & 66 Bl (29.7 %),
GLP-1 % B fk /5 B #¢ (GLP1 receptor agonist : Bl F
GLPIRA &W53) 13 19 #1 (8.6 %) IZEH STz,
2012 4 & DT OHA, Ins O HEIA 122101 7%
Ao 7z, GLPIRA & 2012 4R IIZME B % 20 o 7.

B % o 1261 F1d OHA & OHA +1Ins TR X
NTWBIERIASS % 352 % T%%r-72. OHA 1 1058
Bl (82.7 %), Ins i 693 B (550 %), GLPIRA %196
Bl (156 %) IR S TWiz, 20124E & i % &
OHA & GLPIRA O HEIEA ML, 4 > 2AY D
FEHEE 25 LT,

vi) FELIMAER: T3 (Table 1 - Fig. 1)

OHA @ 1 H ORI — B H AT & B/ it % @F’EJ
W R Do 7z, 2012 4E & IRiRS % & % T
0.3 ffdE/ H# L C\ww7z (Table1).

% OHA ORI D W T (Fig. 1), — & HiT

TIX DPP4 [fESE, €774 NI, RV K= VIRE
(DU SUSEEIET) ONECTHMED R, 2012
L IR 5 & DPP4 BESEOMEH ML, SU 3,
a VA —BHERE F7) Y EOMTDK
LTz, SGLT2 FHEFEMH 7212 274 % DFEF T
R STz, BEMEEETid DPP4 [HESE, €77
F 4 F3E, SGLT2 MlESEDNETHHMEEDE <, 2012
@kﬂ:iﬁf% L DPP4 BHESE, €774 NI, 7
= FEOMHAH 2, SUSOMH A LTz,
SGLT2 B3 1% 385 % DFEGITHA S Tz,

vii) 4 ¥ A1) »#i: (Table1, Table3)

1HDA Y2 ¥ OiFEF g, HFGEIZOWT—fHF
BT & B SEER O BT R h o 7. HbAle I TH
95 & HM M TIE HbAlc 10 % LA E#E TR G- &A%
%75 72. HbAlc 84 % Ul EORERIT 2012 4F & Lbig§
bE, 4 VA Y OBGEIE—BEZHTT Tl mAMER
(312169 2°5 250=167 U/H, p=0.067), [k
T 54U LTV (347169 75 293+224, p
<0.01).

4 YA VREBI R4 A CHMEHEEE, OHA
A GLPIRA % OFH L 72 BB TG L 72 (Ta-
ble 3). —#ZHHTD 2019 4 HbAlc 8.0 % L EDiE
B CHARRE & PEARE 2 LT 5 L ORHRETA 2 R &~
S AT LI/ H A% b o 72, PRHEICO W T
DPP-4 BHE3 57600 %, SGLT2 FHEZEAT 36.0 % 12 Hf
a3 Tz, 20124 L ik $ % & SU b4
A L7z,

HMBEE TR A ¥ A VIR H O 693 4 543
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2019 4 10 H @ HbAlc fil

Table 1 HbAlc 80 % LA L 2 BUBERRIHREFI OFE# - PRI - BMI - IBENE

20194E 10 A 2019410 A 20124£ 10 A
HbAlc (%) BO0LLE(&h) 8089 9.0-99 100 ULk 84 LIk 84 ULk
— BRI
SEBIEL 222 146 46 30 139 161
e TG ) 692+1332 706=+114  655=177 686126 684+143 64.4+139*
B/ 142/80 93/53 29/17 20/10
BMI (kg/m?) 242+412  236+37 254500  247+37 245+43 259+ 4.8%
HbAlc 89+1.0v 84=0.3 94+0.3% 11.0£0.823) 94+10 94+1.1
EFFE (%)
OHA 59.9 62.3 674 36.7 554 59.6
OHA +Ins 20.7 178 174 40.0 244 230
OHA +GLPIRA 59 6.8 43 33 43 0.0
OHA +Ins+GLPIRA 05 0.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Ins 72 82 22 10.0 72 106
Ins+GLPIRA 14 14 2.2 0.0 2.2 0.0
GLP1RA 09 0.0 44 0.0 14 0.0
PSR o 36 27 22 100 50 6.8
OHA ffi I %4 193 128 41 24 117 (842 %) 133 (826 %)
T (F/H) 23=10 23=09 24+11 24+11 23%10 22+09
Ins fEFH1%L 66 41 10 15 47 (338 %) 54 (335 %)
% ([m/H) 23+12 25+11 22+11 21+13 2312 24+11
# (U/H) 258+169 271+171  291=192 20.1+128 250+16.7 31.2+169
GLPIRA I BI%% 19 13 5 1 11 (79 %) 0 (0.0 %)
B it
HE B 1261 749 278 234 858 888
R G 62.6+14.1 647+137  616+1372 574=14393 614+142 59.1 +14.0% *
B/ 754/507 449/300 165/113 140/94
BMI (kg/m?) 262+53 254+47 267570  278+62% 26.7+56 257 £50%*
HbAlc 91=12 84=0.3 94+0.3% 112£1229 96+12 96+12
EHEFE (%)
OHA 352 409 30.2 231 31.2 274
OHA +1Ins 352 34.8 37.1 34.2 374 36.1
OHA +GLPIRA 6.1 6.1 6.1 6.0 56 0.0
OHA +Ins+GLPIRA 6.2 45 72 10.3 75 0.0
Ins 119 96 140 16.7 122 31.8
Ins +GLPIRA 17 09 2.2 34 20 0.0
GLPIRA 16 09 18 34 20 2.3
PSR am: 2.1 21 14 30 21 25
OHA i I 51%L 1058 661 224 173 702 (81.8 %) 580 (65.3 %) **
T (F/H) 24+11 23+11 24+11 23+12 24+11 21+10%*
Ins I H1%L 693 374 168 151 507 (59.1 %) 603 (67.9 %) **
% ([m/H) 24+13 24+12 25+12 23+13 24+13 30+1.1%*
# (U/H) 278+208 253+168  286*192 33.3+288? 203+224 347 +16.9%*
GLPIRA 1 B1%k 196 94 48 54 146 (170 %) 20 (23 %)**

OHA : #IMpERE T, Ins: 4 ¥ 21 ~, GLPIRA : GLP-1 & fk/EBh3E

SEIME£SD, () 1ZK4ED HbAlc 84 % LLEDOEFNIX§ 5 E&

1) : p<0.05 vs HbAlc 8.0-89, 2) : p<0.01 vs HbAlc 8.0-89, 3) : p<0.01 vs HbAlc 9.0-99
a) 1 p<001 vs BiMfEi%  * : p<0.05 vs 2019 4E, ** : p<0.01 vs 2019 4E

(784 %) H3ERBIZE o 72 HALE & BEAIRE TS % DENEH3532 % (603 BlH 321 B) A5 2019 4121
& HbAlc EAERMIAEN R WA ¥ A 5%, 79.3 % (507 fIH 402 B1) IZHEML TWwW/z, 4 Y AY ¥
BHEPIHRETA %, BMLIZKRE D572, HbAlce A BRI WU, BT 2012 4R & 22
84 % UL EDIEBINZ DT 2012 4F & Fid % & O L2370, FEHRETIR WD 201248 X DA LT
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Table 2 HbAlc 80 % Ll Lo 2 BUBEFRAES O E s HIER] - HbAle - BMI

— BRI LA s
s AER Bk 4 i HbAlc BMI  JEfl B A i HbAlc BMI
(%) b4 (%) (%) (%) (kg/m?) % (%) (i) (%) (kg/m?)
~ 29 16 50.0 23047 96=x12 30064
30 ~ 39 4% 1000295  253+54% 92+06# 333=53% 49 510 3H5+28 98+18Y 309x48
40~49 13 61.5 44729  92+07 285%36 185 708V 453+26 94+15V95 209+53
50 ~59 31 87199 553+31 92%12 262+27 233 682¥9 543+28 94=13295 278%47
60 ~69 54 68.5 651+31 89+10 243+39 314 576 64929 90=10 259=47
70~79 66 54.5 74230  87+08 225%43 306 552 74130 88=10 231%46
30 ~ 54 55.5 845+39  89x10 224=34 158  50.6 836+35 88=09 229%33
axfk 222 1261
# 040 R 7 F & O THEF
394l + SD

1) p<0.05 vs 60 ~ 69 7%, 2) p<0.01 vs 60 ~ 69 7%, 3) p<0.05vs 70 ~ 79 5%, 4) p<0.01 vs 70 ~ 79 /%, 5) p<0.0l

vs 80 jF~

a) —fREHAN

OHA

Ins g

GLPIRA

B20124F

SGLT2i
' 20194

DPP4i

aGl

TZzD

BG

GN g

SuU

GLP1RA ¢
SGLT2i

DPP4i

(%)
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

b) B fEER

OHA

* K

Ins

320124
m20194F

* %

aGl
TZD
BG
GN

SuU

(%)
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

Fig. 1 HbAlc 84 % LALo 2 BUERRWHESIC 51T 2 KEF MR OFERZE N (RO
WERETHE, A > 20 ¥, GLP1 ZAARMEBIEE, &R TMUBE [ T 5)

#4ED HbAle 84 % VL LodEpl4p (—

MR HRAT ¢ 2012 4F 161 451, 2019 4F 139 %1

A

Mgk : 2012 4F 888 #5, 2019 4F 858 B) Zxf¢ A MHEIE %R L7z,
OHA : #IIIMmpERE T3, Ins: £ ¥ XY ¥, GLPIRA : GLP-1 & &/EE 3K, SGLT2i :
SGLT2 FH5E3E, DPP4i: DPP4 [HEH TZD: F7 VY IV BG: X754 FH

GN: 7= F¥, SU: RV VIRFEE

% p<0.05vs 2012 4F  # % : p<0.01 vs 2012 4E

Wiz, PFZEIE DPP4 LESE, €277 4 FEOIET
%, TS DA OB 2012 4 L 2Lz 0o
72. 2012 4 L HeR B & 2019 EFARE SU S, 77V
VYV a ZVva Yy —YHEEOHHE G
L. #r 72 I2SGLT2 f & 3 %7418 %, GLPIRA %*
201 %IBFH ST,

vii) AE# O KA O MR (Fig. 2)

2019 4 HbAlc 8.0 % LA b 0> JiE 1 T 4E b 51 12 4% FE F
O EE % FEFL 72 Wikiik & b DPP-4 FHESRIZ &
W 50~T70 BT SN Tz, X7 F A4 P,
SGLT2 FHESEILAAED & 4E %2 dulaZ 40~60 % 12 fil
M &N T W72, GLPIRA (& —#HF T 10 %, #Y
ik T 20 % FEEE AT AE ~ P AER &2 b C G- ST v
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Table 3 HbAlc 80 % VL Lo 2 BIBEIRIGREGIC BT 5 4 > A ) ¥ HUMGEHRE & R & o ik

2019 4 2019 ¢ 2012 ¢
80 % LI E 84 % VLI 84 % DLk
HUMTE PR HUEE PrHTE HUTE PR
— BRI
HiE B EL 16 (24.2 %) 50 (758 %) 10 (21.3 %) 37 (787 %) 17 (315 %) 37 (685 %)
i 71.3%136 71.5%126 75.3+10.6 702+132 703=14.2 64.0+13.2%
BMI 229+36 239+44 226+32 239=44 225%36 263412
HbAlc 89+10 92+11 94+10 96+1.0 93%0.7 96+12
Ins 1% 32+11 21+1.1% 31+11 21111V 28=11 23=11
Ins #& 268+14.7 254%175 238=9.7 253=181 324=156 306=174
OHA 183+10 1811 16+06
PEHZE (%)
SU 10.0 81 29.79
1) =F 12.0 135 0
Y7 F4F 220 216 37.8
TZD 6.0 2.7 108
oGI 320 351 432
DPP4i 60.0 56.8 40.5
SGLT?2i 36.0 37.8
GLPIRA 80 31
LAY i
HEBI L 150 (21.6 %) 543 (784 %) 105 (207 %) 402 (793 %) 282 (468 %)» 321 (532 %)Y
i 639+138 64.0+133 61.1+14.1 628 +13.7 60.3+144 59.7+12.9»
BMI 252+43 26.1+58V 26.1+5.3 265+6.2 24.3+42 269+562
HbAlc 93+13 92+12 98+1.2 95=1.2V 97+13 96=1.3
Ins % 29+10 22+1.3% 30=11 22+13% 3110 27119V
Ins & 31.6+24.2 26.1£18.0V 371+311 272+19.09 34.8+154 3351800
OHA 2013 20=10 1.8+09Y
PEHIEE (%)
SU 9.6 87 21.1Y
71)=F 122 119 3.3»
74 R 46.1 478 50.5
TZD 9.3 85 1722
oGI 189 189 26.7
DPP4i 60.7 56.2 60.4
SGLT?2i 40.0 418
GLPIRA 18.1 201

SU: ANWKZWVIRFEEE, TZD: F7V ) Y3 oGl a7 Vvady ¥y —EHESR, DPP4i: DPP4 HESE,

SGLT2i : SGLT2 FHE#, GLPIRA : GLP-1 & A/FH)3

FIME£SD, () ZREDAL ¥ A EHEIEFN T 54

1) : p<0.05 vs HA#E, 2) : p<0.01 vs HiphE
a) : p<0.05 vs 2019 4F, b) : p<0.01 vs 2019 4F

7z
Z =

A1 @ ¥ HbAlc & — % 72 ¥ i T 13 2012 4F
6.78 %7541 6.87 %2 EH- L, HbAlc 7.0 %Kil d
HIEHT49 %R LTz  HbAlc 84 % UL L6 T—
BT O TVIGERNT 2012 E L LT LA LTHDY,
% 72 JDDM O XEFEE L T b P4 X 2012 4F 64.87

A5 2019 41213 6689 ik & 2 EFALTwWAH. 2D
X9 ZBE R B O Lo T, 2016 AF I mEE O
HEEHbAle AR &Nz Z & b — B HEI TP
HbAlc O EA-L, HbAlc 7.0 % A D &5 D358
LA EELTwD EER L. —HHMERTIE
P35 HbAlc 13 2012 4E @ 7.24 %2> & 4111 7.15 % &
009 %ET L, HbAlc7.0 %AKiiDE G DML T
7z, 72, 2012 4EICH L C HbAlc 84 % UL EoEI &1
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a) — X2 EFT
(%)
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b) P
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— Abstract

The Current Status of Diabetes Treatment in the Hamamatsu Area in October 2019
— Comparison With That in October 2012

Rieko Gemma”, Hiroshi Morita?, Yumiko Kashiwabara?, Kotaro Kawai*, Noriyuki Kikuchi?,
Yoshie Goto?, Yoshikazu Suzuki?, Daisuke Tsuriya®, Koji Nagayama?,

Masako Nishiwaki', Sosuke Miyazawa" and Ken Sawada”
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®Second Department of Internal Medicine, Hamamatsu University School of Medicine
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We collected HbAlc values and patient clinical information in the Hamamatsu area to investigate the state of
diabetic treatment in October 2012. Since that time, several new drugs have been introduced, and target
HbAlc values have been proposed. For comparison with 2012 another investigation was performed in Octo-
ber 2019. Study 1: HbAlc in outpatients. In comparison to 2012, the average HbAlc in general clinics was
6.87 % higher, while that in specialized clinics and hospitals was 7.15 % lower. Study 2: Clinical information of
type 2 diabetes patients with HbAlc =8 %. In comparison to 2012, the average age was 4 years older in gen-
eral clinics and 2 years older in specialized clinics and hospitals. In both institutions BMI decreased with ag-
ing. Similarly to 2012, patients in the higher HbAlc group were younger and had higher BMI values. In spe-
cialized clinics and hospitals, insulin therapy decreased. In both institutions the prescription of sulfonylurea
decreased. Therapy with dipeptidyl-peptidase 4 inhibitors, sodium/glucose cotransporter 2 inhibitors, and
glucagon-like peptide-1 receptor agonists increased in both institutions. These drug therapy changes can be
expected to prevent vascular complications without increasing hypoglycemia or weight gain. The treatment
of obese diabetes in younger patients, and the prevention of frailty in elderly patients are future issues.
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