
Table 3 - Pooled odds ratio to the incidence of of dysglycemia (IGT and/or T2DM) in relation to baseline values of VAT or SAT 
(Assessed by computerized tomography)

	MINIMALLY  ADJUSTED MODELS1 

	
	VAT
	SAT

	STUDY
	OR
	95% CI
	WEIGHT (%)
	OR
	95% CI
	WEIGHT (%)

	Boyko EJ et al (26)
	2.40
	1.50-3.85
	2.75
	1.35
	0.95-2.05
	16.14

	Hayashi T et al (27)
	1.52
	1.06-2.19
	11.88
	1.63
	1.10-2.39
	11.92

	Kanaya AM et al (28)*
	1.33
	1.10-1.60
	60.66
	-
	-
	-

	Hanley AJG et al (29)
	2.65
	1.97-3.56
	6.00
	2.06
	1.60-2.65
	17.71

	Hoyer D et al (30)
	2.00
	1.60-2.50
	18.72
	1.30
	1.00-1.60
	54.24

	POOLED
	1.59
	1.39-1.78
	Heterogeneity p=0.03*;I2=75%
	1.48
	1.26-1.70
	Heterogeneity  p=0.09; I2 =54%

	MAXIMALLY ADJUSTED MODELS2

	STUDY
	OR
	95% CI
	WEIGHT (%)
	OR
	95% CI
	WEIGHT (%)

	Boyko EJ et al (26)
	2.15
	1.30-3.60
	3.44
	0.70
	0.50-1.00
	51.16

	Hayashi T et al (27)
	2.48
	1.09-5.25
	1.05
	1.23
	0.69-2.17
	5.84

	Kanaya AM et al (28)
	1.19
	0.95-1.49
	62.49
	-
	-
	-

	Hanley AJG et al (29)
	1.68
	1.22-2.33
	14.79
	1.49
	1.12-1.99
	16.90

	Hoyer D et al (30)
	1.50
	1.10-2.10
	18.22
	0.80
	0.50-1.20
	26.10

	POOLED 
	1.37
	1.15-1.58
	Heterogeneity p=0.20; I2=34%
	0.89
	0.71-1.07
	Heterogeneity p=0.01*; I2 =72%


1-age, sex and race; 2- age, sex, race, IGT, insulin sensitivity, insulin secretion, fasting blood  insulin, C-peptide, lipids, adipokines etc *not possible 

to retrieve information


































