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Comparison of the Effects of Gemigliptin and Dapaglifloifh on

Glycaemic Variability in Type 2 Diabetes: A randomized, openlabel,
active-controlled, 12-week study (STABLE Il study)

Soo Heon Kwak, You-Cheol Hwang, Jong Chul Won, Ji Cheol Bae, Hyun:din Kim,
Sunghwan Suh, Eun Young Lee, Subin Lee, Sang-Yong Kim, Jae Hyeon Kim

OBJECTIVE  Drug naive I2& S (T2DM) £t EE= Metformin THEQE 2K ChAr Gemigliptin0| EEHSZ(Glycemic Variability)oll DIXl= Sgke
Dapagliflozinz} H|m 7},
METHOD  CH7I2h 2XI| o, £ i QI 7. e X|2A| £04 0[240] Si7{LL Metformin HEQHOZ §Eto| ZHE|X| o= T2DM EXtofIA|
Gemigliptin 50 mg gd EE= Dapagliflozin 10 mg qdE £,
* Primary Endpoint: 7|%x| CHH| 1258 A|&S| MAGES] tH3},
+ Secondary Endpoint: 7|&X| CHH| 123 AIEC| MBG, SD, CV 3t EX 2 (<70 mg/dL, 70~180 mg/dL, >180 mg/dL)2| &=Ho|
RIS AlZe] HIE,

SUBJECTS  20~70AM| T2DM &tX}(7.0% < HbAr < 11.0%) 71H (Gemigliptinm: 35, Dapagliflozin: 36%)
Screening M Metformin TEEQEHS 127 0JAl 12|10 |4 47 0|AH 1,000 mg/day O|AH UX 222 =5t

RESULTS

Gemigliptin T2DM EtXF0i| A
Dapadlifiozin CHH| -2l SZHHEM JHM SaIE S0IGIRSLIC

T2DME XS TICHIS SiXiE E2510], 0 Sk XK £0210] GHLE Metformin EHS2HOR HEO| XHEIX| o= BXL
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Dapagliflozin LHH| Gemigliptin2| 2|8t MAGE, SD 2 CV Z4 sa}

o MAGE X|& : Gemigliptin vs. Dapagliflozin 77} x}0], -19.2 mg/dL (95 % Cl, -31.3 to -7.2, p=0.002)
e SD X|H: Gemigliptin vs. Dapaglifiozin , -8.0 mg/dL (95% CI -13.1 to -2.8, p=0.003)
® CV X|&: Gemigliptin vs. Dapagliflozin, -0.05 (95% CI -0.07 to -0.02, p=0.001)

[Adjusted mean change from baseline to Week 12 in MAGE (A), SD (B) and CV (C)]
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= Adjusted mean difference (95% Cly = Adjusted mean difference (95% Cl) = Adjusted mean difference (95% Cl)
2 -40 19.2(:31.3,7.2) 2 -20 8.0(-13.1, 2.8) 2 -0.08 -0.05(-0.07,-0.02)

(A) (B) ©)

@ Gemigliptin 50 mg (n=34) @ Dapaglifiozin 10 mg (n=36)

® J|XX| CHH| 125 AIXC| HEHEZ x| (MAGE, SD, CV)oi| ChsH Gemigliptin® Dapagliflozin CHH| 218k 7HM 2101,
e Gemigliptinz} Dapadliflozin &= = 25 7|Xx| ChH| 123= A|™2| HbAic, FPG, Glycated albumin 25 S2l8t ZH4 2121(p<0.001),

o 23 A|MO| CGMRE EH™E| gigto| EX ME X|ZAIZH H|E (vs. Dapaglifiozin)
- Hyperglycaemia level Il (>250 mg/dL) X|&A |7t H|2: Gemigliptin20ilA| Dapagdliflozinz CHH| 21511 %2
(Gemigliptin vs. Dapagliflozin: 1.1% vs. 3.8%, p<0.05).
- Normoglycaemia level (=70 ~ <180 mg/dL) XA 7t HIZ: Gemigliptin2t Dapadliflozin 25 7[X{x| ] 2[5k S7t.,

o Salely 212 S5 0l SHRIE/X| 248,

GGM, Continuous Glucose monitoring; T2DM, type 2 diabetes; MAGE, Mean amplitude glycaemic excursion; MBG, mean blood glucose ; SD, standard deviation; GV, coefficient of variation
Reference 1. SH Kwak, et al. Diabetes Obes Metab. 2020;22(2):173-181
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