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#1 FAELHEHELLER

bz it NAFLD 4H (n=384) NAFLD 4 (n=265) ZpOMHE P1ia
W) 52.0(31.0,71.0) 63.0(47.0,71.0) 4.14 < 0.05
PR CB /2, D 160/224 132/133 (4.23) < 0.05
e (D (8.93) < 0.05

BPE IR EEA 33 40

JEPEYEF AN 96 65

EFIEI VR TIN 139 99

HoAth 116 61
BEARES (D (8.62) < 0.05

CAE/F & 188 168

USRS R 97 53

ERS 68 37
HHE KT WD (1.59) > 0.05

SLYSN 93 58

Chs 83 68

fi=aal > 208 138
G AIE S (D (2.45) > 0.05

x 169 120

RS 136 80

o 5L B 79 65
TTRMRN B (1) (2.05) > 0.05

<1 65 37

>1~<5 215 153

=5 51 44
O I 9% (TB/AT D) 293/56 198/59 (4.59) < 0.05
Wi R /A, 1D 312/72 137/128 (64.22) < 0.05
I CE/A D 237/147 105/160 (30.71) < 0.05
BMICIE /88 5= /IR, 41D 195/105/84 22/56/187 (176.08) < 0.05
AR B (kg) 69.00(57.90,81.90) 92.50(78.60, 108.40) 12.91 < 0.05
B (mm) 164.90(158.10,172.60) 166.70(159.10, 174.30) 1.53 > 0.05
JE ] (mm) 89.30(78.60,101.60) 113.00(101.90,122.10) 13.92 < 0.05
4 i (mmHg) 118.66(107.33,135.33) 128.66(117.33,142.66) 5.19 < 0.05
#F3K HE (mmHg) 68.66(62.00,76.00) 71.00(64.00,78.66) 235 < 0.05
HbAlc(%) 5.50(5.20,5.90) 5.90(5.50,6.80) 7.56 < 0.05
LDL-C(mmol/L) 2.22(1.78,2.81) 2.27(1.65,2.92) 0.54 > 0.05
HDL-C(mmol/L) 1.42(1.16,1.68) 1.19(1.06,1.45) 6.21 < 0.05
ALT(U/L) 16.87(13.83,22.94) 19.90(15.85,28.01) 5.36 < 0.05
AST(U/L) 22.08(19.03,26.15) 22.08(19.03,28.19) 0.61 > 0.05
y-GT(U/L) 16.03(12.81,23.27) 21.66(15.23,30.51) 6.05 < 0.05
TG(mg/dD 120.05(87.49, 177.05) 175.42(121.68,251.95) 7.84 < 0.05
FBG (mg/dD) 0.300.29,0.33) 0.34(0.31,0.41) 9.07 < 0.05
TC (mmol/L) 4.14(3.49,4.78) 4.16(3.39,4.81) 0.25 > 0.05
Alb(g/L) 40.82(37.69,43.96) 38.74(36.65,42.91) 434 < 0.05
LYM (1 000/uD) 1.50(1.30,2.10) 1.80(1.30,2.40) 2.93 < 0.05
TyG &%t 2.96(2.57,3.33) 3.47(3.07,3.90) 9.39 < 0.05
TyG-WC 261.88(204.62,325.29) 374.02(308.66,462.38) 12.27 < 0.05
TyG-BMI 72.58(58.51,94.76) 114.43(95.63, 144.24) 14.03 < 0.05

4 : NAFLD 3R A5 LG 17 FF3 , BMIL 4 o7 #4840, TyG S =% H -1 %5 %, HbAlc J9BEK LT 85 1, LDL-C I FE i 2 1 AH [
fi#, HDL-C Ay % B R 2 I IH [ E, ALT NN BB, AST AKX BB I HEBE, v-GT NA T IKE, TG =t H M, FBG
9z G RS, TC e JHE B, Alb 35 5 (1, LYM Jyitk 40 M %5, TyG-WC Jy = Bk H- i -5 2 B 46 BUBE S B L, TyG-BMI Jy = [t H- -7 2 b
TG B A R e A
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=2 B3 Logistic BYIS#F TyG 5 NAFLD X4 WK R
TyG Fa#t OR (95%CD Az P1E
Te R Y
Bk 3.670(2.770 ~ 4.942) 8.81 < 0.05
QI 3.387(0.649 ~ 22.017) 136 > 0.05
Q2 20.380(1.383 ~ 334.565) 2.16 < 0.05
Q3 9.413(0.885 ~ 106.432) 1.84 > 0.05
Q4 3.973(1.642 ~ 11.339) 2.80 < 0.05
1
LEZUN 3.416(2.545 ~ 4.661) 7.96 < 0.05
Ql 2.415(0.430 ~ 16.792) 0.95 > 0.05
Q2 14.529(0.911 ~ 253.727) 1.87 > 0.05
Q3 9.030(0.838 ~ 103.540) 1.79 > 0.05
Q4 3.489(1.391 ~ 10.256) 2.46 < 0.05
T 2
2L 3.502(2.506 ~ 5.005) 7.11 < 0.05
QI 3.204(0.475 ~ 27.766) 1.13 > 0.05
Q2 22.453(0.963 ~ 598.345) 1.90 > 0.05
Q3 6.638(0.454 ~ 104.266) 137 > 0.05
Q4 3.820(1.316 ~ 13.678) 225 < 0.05
R 3
Bk 2.855(1.982 ~ 4.199) 5.48 < 0.05
Ql 2.620€0.339 ~ 26.005) 0.87 > 0.05
Q2 25.314(1.020 ~ 724.778) 1.94 > 0.05
Q3 4.623(0.271 ~ 83.040) 1.05 > 0.05
Q4 3.068(0.996 ~ 12.130) 1.75 > 0.05
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NUT. PNI #1 NRI PFAG AR R AE FRA R NA-
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