
HAL Id: inserm-00504783
https://inserm.hal.science/inserm-00504783

Submitted on 21 Jul 2010

HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access
archive for the deposit and dissemination of sci-
entific research documents, whether they are pub-
lished or not. The documents may come from
teaching and research institutions in France or
abroad, or from public or private research centers.

L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est
destinée au dépôt et à la diffusion de documents
scientifiques de niveau recherche, publiés ou non,
émanant des établissements d’enseignement et de
recherche français ou étrangers, des laboratoires
publics ou privés.

Nine-year incident diabetes is predicted by fatty liver
indices: the French D.E.S.I.R. study.

Beverley Balkau, Céline Lange, Sylviane Vol, Frédéric Fumeron, Fabrice
Bonnet

To cite this version:
Beverley Balkau, Céline Lange, Sylviane Vol, Frédéric Fumeron, Fabrice Bonnet. Nine-year incident
diabetes is predicted by fatty liver indices: the French D.E.S.I.R. study.. BMC Gastroenterology,
2010, 10, pp.56. �10.1186/1471-230X-10-56�. �inserm-00504783�

https://inserm.hal.science/inserm-00504783
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr


Balkau et al. BMC Gastroenterology 2010, 10:56
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-230X/10/56

Open AccessR E S E A R C H  A R T I C L E
Research articleNine-year incident diabetes is predicted by fatty 
liver indices: the French D.E.S.I.R. study
Beverley Balkau*1,2, Celine Lange1,2, Sylviane Vol3, Frederic Fumeron4,5, Fabrice Bonnet6,7 for Group Study D.E.S.I.R.3

Abstract
Background: Fatty liver is known to be linked with insulin resistance, alcohol intake, diabetes and obesity. Biopsy and 
even scan-assessed fatty liver are not always feasible in clinical practice. This report evaluates the predictive ability of 
two recently published markers of fatty liver: the Fatty Liver Index (FLI) and the NAFLD fatty liver score (NAFLD-FLS), for 
9-year incident diabetes, in the French general-population cohort: Data from an Epidemiological Study on the Insulin 
Resistance syndrome (D.E.S.I.R).

Methods: At baseline, there were 1861 men and 1950 women, non-diabetic, aged 30 to 65 years. Over the follow-up, 
203 incident diabetes cases (140 men, 63 women) were identified by diabetes-treatment or fasting plasma glucose ≥ 
7.0 mmol/l. The FLI includes: BMI, waist circumference, triglycerides and gamma glutamyl transferase, and the NAFLD-
FLS: the metabolic syndrome, diabetes, insulin, alanine aminotransferase, and asparate aminotransferase. Logistic 
regression was used to determine the odds ratios for incident diabetes associated with categories of the fatty liver 
indices.

Results: In comparison to those with a FLI < 20, the age-adjusted odds ratio (95% confidence interval) for diabetes for 
a FLI ≥ 70 was 9.33 (5.05-17.25) for men and 36.72 (17.12-78.76) for women; these were attenuated to 3.43 (1.61-7.28) 
and 11.05 (4.09 29.81), after adjusting on baseline glucose, insulin, hypertension, alcohol intake, physical activity, 
smoking and family antecedents of diabetes; odds ratios increased to 4.71 (1.68-13.16) and 22.77 (6.78-76.44) in those 
without an excessive alcohol intake. The NAFLD-FLS also predicted incident diabetes, but with odds ratios much lower 
in women, similar in men.

Conclusions: These fatty liver indexes are simple clinical tools for evaluating the extent of liver fat and they are 
predictive of incident diabetes. Physicians should screen for diabetes in patients with fatty liver.

Background
Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD) is the most
common cause of chronic liver injury in Western coun-
tries and about 20 to 30% of people with NAFLD have
non alcoholic steatohepatitis (NASH), which is associated
with fibrosis and can progress to cirrhosis, terminal liver
failure and hepatocellular carcinoma [1]. The obese, the
insulin resistant and the diabetic patient have a higher
prevalence of NAFLD [2], and metabolic steatosis may be
a major risk factor for disease progression. A liver biopsy
is the only way to reliably diagnose NAFLD, but even this
technique is not 100% precise due to the sampling vari-

ability of biopsies. Clearly a biopsy is very invasive and
carries a risk, thus proxy markers are often used [3].
However while the extent of liver fat correlates with liver
enzymes: alanine aminotransferase (ALT), asparate amin-
otransferase (AST), gamma glutamyl transferase (GGT),
there are other commonly measured factors such as obe-
sity which are also associated. Thus to aid in screening for
fatty liver, Bedogni et al. [4], developed a simple score,
from a cohort of patients with suspected liver disease and
a group of controls. Their Fatty Liver Index (FLI) uses an
equation with GGT, triglycerides, body mass index (BMI)
and waist circumference. Another score has recently been
published by a Finnish group [5,6], the NAFLD fatty liver
score (NAFLD-FLS). This includes in its definition, the
presence of diabetes, the metabolic syndrome, and levels
of ALT, AST and fasting insulin.
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Cross-sectional studies have shown that fatty liver and
metabolic abnormalities, including insulin resistance and
diabetes, occur together [7]. We have recently shown, in a
cross-sectional study, that the FLI is positively associated
with insulin resistance, coronary risk and with an
increased intima-media thickness [8]. It is generally
thought that insulin resistance precedes the development
of fatty liver, but the evidence is not conclusive, and it has
been proposed that fatty liver is pathogenetically involved
in the emergence of insulin resistance and type 2 diabetes
[9].

A number of prospective studies have shown that eleva-
tions in liver enzymes ALT and GGT precede the devel-
opment of diabetes [10,11]. Whether NAFLD precedes
diabetes, using a more precise evaluation of NAFLD, has
been much less studied. In a cohort of Korean adults,
fatty liver, as assessed by ultrasound, was predictive of
diabetes, particularly moderate to severe fatty liver, after
adjusting for other diabetes risk factors [12]. In a 4-year
prospective Chinese case-control study in which NAFLD
was evaluated by ultrasound, it was shown that NAFLD
preceded metabolic disorders, independently of obesity
[13]. To our knowledge, there is no large study which has
specifically assessed whether fatty liver indices predict
type 2 diabetes.

We study in a prospective context, whether the Fatty
Liver Index and the NAFLD fatty liver score are able to
predict incident diabetes in a large French cohort, fol-
lowed over a 9-year period. We studied men and women
separately to evaluate whether the relations were consis-
tent.

Methods
Study population
The study population was men and women aged 30-65
years, who participated in the 9 year follow-up study,
Data from an Epidemiological Study on the Insulin Resis-
tance syndrome (D.E.S.I.R.). Participants were recruited
from volunteers offered periodic health examinations
free of charge by the French Social Security, in 10 health
examination centres in western France [14]. All partici-
pants signed an informed consent and the protocol was
approved by the ethics committee of the Kremlin Bicêtre
Hospital, Kremlin Bicêtre, France.

Incident cases of diabetes were identified by treatment
for diabetes or a fasting plasma glucose ≥ 7.0 mmol/l, at
one of the four, three-yearly examinations, after exclusion
of individuals with diabetes at baseline and those with
unknown diabetic status at the 9-year examination. We
study the 1861 men and 1950 women who had data avail-
able at baseline on glucose, triglycerides, BMI, GGT,
waist circumference and known diabetes status at the 9-
year examination. For the calculation of the NAFLD-FLS,
data is available for 1848 men and 1940 women.

Measures at inclusion
Two measures of blood pressure, using a mercury sphyg-
momanometer, and two measures of heart rate were
taken in a supine position after participants had rested
during 5 minutes; mean values were used. Weight and
height were measured on lightly clad participants, and
BMI calculated. The waist circumference, the smallest
circumference between the lower ribs and the iliac crests,
was also measured.

The examining physician recorded treatment for diabe-
tes, hypertension and lipids and whether participants had
diabetes in their family; for women, they also recorded
whether they had a baby over 4 kg and their menopausal
status. Hypertension was defined by systolic/diastolic
blood pressures of at least 140/90 mmHg or being on
antihypertensive medication. Smoking habits (current
smoker or not), alcohol consumption (gram per day of
alcohol from wine, beer, cider, spirits) and degree of phys-
ical activity (at home, at work and sport, each one coded
on a four level scale) were assessed using a self-adminis-
tered questionnaire. Intense physical activity was coded if
an individual had a score of four on any of the three items
(at home, at work or sport), or a score of 3 for sporting
activity and 3 for physical activity either at home or at
work.

All biochemical measurements were from one of four
health-centre laboratories located in France at Blois,
Chartres, La Riche or Orléans. Fasting plasma glucose,
measured by the glucose-oxidase method, was applied to
fluoro-oxalated plasma using a Technicon RA100 (Bayer
Diagnostics, Puteaux, France) or a Specific or a Delta
device (Konelab, Evry, France). Total cholesterol, HDL-
cholesterol, triglycerides, ALT, AST, GGT, and creatinine
were assayed by DAX 24 (Bayer Diagnostics, Puteaux,
France) or KONE (Evry, France). Insulin was quantified
by micro particle enzyme immunoassay with an auto-
mated analyzer IMX (Abbott, Rungis, France). White cell
counts were determined by a Technicon H* or a Techni-
con H3RTX (Bayer Diagnostics, Puteaux, France) or a
JT2 (Beckman/Coulter, Roissy, France) or an Argos (ABX,
Montpellier, France). The inter-laboratory variability was
assessed monthly on normal and pathological values for
each biologic variable.

Surrogate Measures of Fatty Liver
The FLI score was developed by logistic regression using
data from a population of individuals, 216 with and 280
without suspected liver disease [4]. The presence of fatty
liver was identified using ultrasound, and defined accord-
ing to a brightness scale. The score runs from 0 and 100
and estimates the percentage chance of having a fatty
liver:



Balkau et al. BMC Gastroenterology 2010, 10:56
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-230X/10/56

Page 3 of 9
with triglycerides measured in mg/dl, GGT in IU/l and
waist circumference in cm. All four factors contributed
about equally to this score when converted to Z-scores.

The more recently published NAFLD Fatty Liver Score
[5,6], was developed from a Finish population which
included 359 non diabetic and 111 type 2 diabetic indi-
viduals; liver fat content was measured by proton mag-
netic resonance spectroscopy and NAFLD was defined to
be present when there was at least 55.6 mg triglyceride
per g. of liver tissue. The NAFLD-FLS equation is the lin-
ear function derived from logistic regression, and so
could be converted to a percent chance of fatty liver, in
the same form as the equation above. We retain the form
of the equation as published:

with insulin measured in mU/l and AST and ALT in U/
L. The International Diabetes Federation (IDF) definition
of the metabolic syndrome is [15]: central obesity (waist
circumference ≥ 94 cm in men, ≥ 80 cm in women) and at
least two of the following factors: (1) triglycerides ≥ 1.70
mmol/l or specific treatment for this lipid abnormality;
(2) HDL-cholesterol < 1.03 mmol/l in men and < 1.29
mmol/l in women or specific treatment for this lipid
abnormality; (3) systolic blood pressure ≥ 130 mm Hg or
diastolic blood pressure ≥ 85 mm Hg or treatment for
previously diagnosed hypertension; (4) fasting plasma
glucose ≥ 5.6 mmol/L or previously diagnosed type 2 dia-
betes. As we did not know whether lipid treatment was
specific for HDL-cholesterol or for triglycerides, we did
not include this in our definition. In our population, as we
studied incident diabetes, there were no individuals with
diabetes at baseline, so the term in type 2 diabetes does
not contribute to the NAFLD-FLS in our study.

Statistical methods
Analyses used SAS Version 9.1 (SAS Institute Inc. Cary,
NC USA). BMI, fasting glucose, insulin, ALT, AST, GGT,
triglycerides and white blood cell count were log-trans-

formed for statistical analysis, because of their skewed
distributions. Hypertension (HTA) was defined by a sys-
tolic blood pressure ≥ 140 mmHg and/or a diastolic blood
pressure ≥ 90 mmHg and/or an antihypertensive treat-
ment.

The characteristics of the men and women, according
to FLI classes, are shown as means ± SD or numbers (per-
centages), which we compared using ANOVA or logistic
regression, after adjusting for age. Spearman correlation
coefficients were used to describe associations.

Logistic regression models were used to predict 9-year
incident diabetes from three categories of the FLI, with
adjustment for diabetes risk factors: age, glucose, insulin,
physical activity, smoking, alcohol, diabetes in the family,
and HTA. A trend test was used to compare the odds
ratios across the three FLI categories, with the categories
were coded as 1, 2 and 3. A secondary analysis compared
the odds ratios in those without an excessive alcohol
intake: < 30 g/day in men and < 20 g/day in women. To
compare the two fatty liver indices, odds ratios for inci-
dent diabetes were also compared across quartiles of the
indices, with and without adjustment for the above diabe-
tes risk factors. The difference in odds ratios between
men and women was tested by the inclusion of an inter-
action term between sex and each index. The data was
further grouped to compare individuals in the upper
quartile group and the three lower quartile groups, to
decrease the width of the confidence intervals of the odds
ratios, as there were few incident diabetes cases in the
lowest quartile group. The c-statistic and the model
goodness-of-fit Hosmer-Lemeshow tests were evaluated
for the two indices, and compared with the predictive
model for incident diabetes that we have already pub-
lished [16]. The D.E.S.I.R. diabetes risk score includes, for
men: waist circumference, smoking, fasting glucose and
GGT, and for women: BMI, diabetes in the family, fasting
glucose and triglycerides.

Results
Characteristics of the study population according to the 
Fatty Liver Index
As expected, the distribution of the FLI differed between
men and women, with fewer women having a high FLI.
The elements included in the FLI: triglycerides, BMI,
GGT and waist circumference were clearly related with
the FLI in both men and women (Table 1). Incident dia-
betes increased across the FLI groups, P < 0.0001 for both
men and women, and despite the small numbers of inci-
dent cases, the three-yearly incidences also increased
across FLI groups. The relation between FLI and diabetes
in the family was not statistically significant, but with few
exceptions, cardio-metabolic risk factors and liver
enzymes were strongly associated with the FLI. Lack of
intense physical activity and smoking were also related
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Table 1: Means ± SD and n (%) of clinical and biological variables associated with incident diabetes, according to values of the Fatty Liver 
Index of < 20, 20-69, ≥ 70 at baseline; The D.E.S.I.R. Study.

Men Women

Fatty Liver Index P-valuesa Fatty Liver Index P-valuesa

< 20 20-69 ≥ 70 < 20 20-69 ≥ 70

n = 594 
(32%)

n = 990 
(53%)

n = 277 
(15%)

n = 1430 
(73%)

n = 445 (23%) n = 75 (4%)

Incident diabetes years 
0 to 9

14 (2) 69 (7) 57 (21) 0.0001 13 (1) 30 (7) 20 (27) 0.0001

years 0 to 3 5 (1) 21 (2) 26 (10) 0.0001 7 (1) 14 (3) 9 (13) 0.0001

years 3 to 6b 3 (1) 18 (2) 16 (7) 0.0001 1 (0.1) 4 (1) 6 (10) 0.0001

years6 to 9c 6 (1) 25 (3) 11 (5) 0.005 5 (0.3) 10 (2) 5 (8) 0.0001

Diabetes in family 102 (17) 178 (18) 59 (21) 0.07 274 (19) 104 (23) 17 (23) 0.1

Age (years) 43 ± 10 48 ± 10 50 ± 9 0.0001 46 ± 10 52 ± 9 51 ± 9 0.0001

Waist circumference 
(cm)

81 ± 5 91 ± 6 102 ± 7 0.0001 72 ± 6 87 ± 7 101 ± 8 0.0001

BMI (kg/m2) 22.5 ± 1.8 25.7 ± 2.0 29.6 ± 2.9 0.0001 22.2 ± 2.3 27.7 ± 2.9 33.4 ± 4.2 0.0001

Glucose (mmol/l) 5.3 ± 0.5 5.5 ± 0.5 5.7 ± 0.6 0.0001 5.0 ± 0.4 5.3 ± 0.5 5.6 ± 0.5 0.0001

HbA1c (%) 5.4 ± 0.4 5.5 ± 0.4 5.6 ± 0.4 0.0001 5.3 ± 0.4 5.5 ± 0.4 5.7 ± 0.5 0.0001

Insulin (pmol/l) ‡ 33 ± 14 49 ± 24 74 ± 44 0.0001 37 ± 16 58 ± 29 90 ± 44 0.0001

Menopause 453 (32) 251 (57) 42 (56) 0.7

Large baby > 4 kg 190 (14) 91 (21) 19 (27) 0.0001

Treatment for HTA 15 (3) 102 (10) 51 (18) 0.0001 105 (7) 95 (21) 25 (33) 0.0001

Systolic BP (mmHg) 128 ± 12 135 ± 14 142 ± 16 0.0001 125 ± 14 135 ± 16 141 ± 18 0.0001

Diastolic BP (mmHg) 78 ± 8 82 ± 9 87 ± 10 0.0001 76 ± 8 82 ± 9 83 ± 8 0.0001

Heart rate (min) 64 ± 10 66 ± 9 70 ± 11 0.0001 68 ± 9 69 ± 10 72 ± 12 0.0001

Treatment for lipids 22 (4) 90 (9) 33 (12) 0.005 75 (5) 53 (12) 10 (13) 0.2

Triglycerides (mmol/l)d 0.79 ± 0.30 1.36 ± 0.74 2.20 ± 1.25 0.0001 0.79 ± 0.35 1.30 ± 0.57 1.88 ± 0.81 0.0001

HDL-cholesterol 
(mmol/l) d

1.64 ± 0.41 1.44 ± 0.35 1.33 ± 0.31 0.0001 1.86 ± 0.42 1.63 ± 0.39 1.47 ± 0.30 0.0001

Cholesterol (mmol/l) 5.43 ± 0.85 5.92 ± 0.93 6.39 ± 1.07 0.0001 5.47 ± 0.91 6.01 ± 0.99 6.26 ± 1.02 0.0001

GGT (IU/l) d 22.2 ± 11.4 40.4 ± 28.1 85.9 ± 76.4 0.0001 17.6 ± 10.9 30.8 ± 23.8 58.8 ± 68.3 0.0001

ALT (IU/l) d 22.8 ± 8.5 32.2 ± 19.3 45.4 ± 25.4 0.0001 17.9 ± 8.3 26.4 ± 22.9 31.4 ± 20.7 0.0001

AST (IU/l) d 20.4 ± 6.3 23.2 ± 11.0 27.8 ± 15.5 0.0001 17.3 ± 6.8 20.4 ± 13.6 21.4 ± 11.2 0.0001

Creatinine (μmol/l) 87.2 ± 10.4 89.9 ± 11.1 91.1 ± 13.2 0.0001 73.7 ± 9.6 75.2 ± 10.8 78.8 ± 12.3 0.0001

White Blood Cell
count (104/mm3) d

62 ± 17 65 ± 17 66 ± 17 0.0001 61 ± 16 65 ± 15 74 ± 36 0.0001
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with the FLI, but for alcohol intake, a positive relation
was only clear in the men. The presence of the IDF meta-
bolic syndrome and the mean value of the NAFLD-FLS
increased with increasing FLI. The Spearman correlation
coefficients between the FLI and the NAFLD FLS were
0.70 in men and 0.64 in women.

Relation between incident diabetes and the Fatty Liver 
Index
The unadjusted odds ratios (95% confidence intervals) for
incident diabetes were in men: 10.73 (5.86-19.66) and
3.10 (1.73-5.56) for FLI ≥ 70 and between 20 and 69,
respectively, in comparison to men with a FLI < 20; for
women, the corresponding odds ratios were 39.64 (18.75-
83.78) and 7.88 (4.07 15.24) (Table 2). These odds ratios
were slightly attenuated after adjustment for age, and
then additionally after separate adjustment for, glucose,
insulin, physical activity, smoking, alcohol intake, diabe-
tes in the family, and hypertension. After multivariate
adjustment for all of these factors, there was a trend
across the three FLI categories. In comparison to those
with an FLI < 20, men with a FLI ≥ 70 had an odds ratio
for incident diabetes of 3.43 (1.61-7.28), and women
11.05 (4.09-29.81). For the middle group with an FLI of
20-69, the odds ratios differed from 1, and were of the
order of two in men and three in women.

Relations in the population without an excessive alcohol 
intake
When the analyses were restricted to men with an alcohol
intake < 30 g/day and women with an intake < 20 g/day,
the fully adjusted odds ratios for incident diabetes in
those with an FLI ≥ 70 were increased to 4.71 (1.68-13.16)
in men and 22.77 (6.78-76.44) in women, in comparison
to men or women with a FLI < 20. (Table 2).

Comparing the predictive power of the Fatty Liver Index 
and the NAFLD Fatty Liver Score
To compare these two fatty liver incides, the population
was divided into sex-specific quartiles for each index. The
unadjusted odds ratios showed that both the FLI and the
NAFLD-FLS were highly predictive of incident diabetes
(Table 3). In comparison to the first quartile group, the
last quartile group of the FLI carried odds ratios of 11.69
(5.58-6.74) in men and 54.40 (7.49-395) in women; for the
NAFLD-FLS the odds were 9.47 (4.84-18.52) and 27.13
(6.56-112) respectively. After adjustment on diabetes risk
factors, the odds ratios for incident diabetes increased
across the quartiles, with the odds ratios for last quartile
groups higher than the odds ratios for the first quartile
groups, which were chosen as the reference groups. Com-
paring the highest quartile group of these indices with the
group including individuals in the three lower quartile
groups, after adjustment for other factors associated with
incident diabetes, the two indices provided similar odds
ratios - for men of the order of 2, and for women, 4. How-
ever, the odds ratios did not differ statistically between
men and women, (FLI: P = 0.2 and NAFLD-FLS: P = 0.1).

The fully adjusted FLI provided a reasonable discrimi-
nation of cases and non-cases of incident diabetes, with
c-statistics of 0.74 in men and 0.84 in women and for the
NAFLD-FLS the c-statistics were 0.74 and 0.83, respec-
tively; the models provided a reasonable fit according to
the Hosmer-Lemeshow test, with all tests non-signifi-
cant.

As expected, the models we have already published,
which included the best combination of clinical and bio-
logical factors to predict diabetes, had higher c-statistic
values, 0.85 in men and 0.92 in women. The fatty liver
indices and the D.E.S.I.R. diabetes score screen different
high risk individuals: those with a high score from the

Intense physical 
activity

180 (30) 193 (19) 40 (14) 0.0001 318 (22) 64 (14) 12 (16) 0.01

Smoker 155 (26) 240 (24) 75 (27) 0.03 200 (14) 47 (11) 12 (16) 0.03

Alcohol (g/day) 18 ± 20 25 ± 22 36 ± 29 0.0001 7 ± 11 8 ± 13 9 ± 14 0.8

≥ 30/20g/day men/
women

143 (24) 315 (32) 133 (48) 0.0001 363 (25) 125 (28) 23 (31) 0.7

IDF metabolic 
syndrome

0 (0) 162 (17) 193 (71) 0.0001 23(2) 152 (34) 52 (69) 0.0001

NAFLD Fatty Liver 
Score (5)

-2.34 ± 0.44 -1.57 ± 0.89 -0.14 ± 1.31 0.0001 -2.44 ± 0.57 -1.34 ± 1.06 -0.13 ± 1.21 0.0001

a p-values from ANOVA or logistic regression, adjusted on age
b 4 individuals with unknown diabetic status at 3 years of follow-up
c 7 individuals with unknown diabetic status known at 6 years of follow-up
d log-transformation for analysis because of a non-symmetric distribution

Table 1: Means ± SD and n (%) of clinical and biological variables associated with incident diabetes, according to values of the Fatty Liver 
Index of < 20, 20-69, ≥ 70 at baseline; The D.E.S.I.R. Study. (Continued)
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Table 2: Odds ratios (95% confidence intervals) for incident diabetes, with P values for trend across baseline Fatty Liver 
Index classes; The D.E.S.I.R. Study.

MEN

Fatty Liver Index P - value 
trend

Adjustment factors < 20 20-69 ≥ 70

n = 594 n = 990 n = 277

Not adjusted 1 3.10 (1.73-5.56) 10.73 (5.86-19.65) 0.0001

Age 1 2.77 (1.54-5.01) 9.33 (5.05-17.25) 0.0001

Age + glucose 1 2.39 (1.28-4.45) 6.09 (3.17-11.70) 0.0001

Age + insulin ‡ 1 1.85 (1.00-3.42) 4.28 (2.15-8.50) 0.0001

Age + physical activity 1 2.76 (1.53-5.00) 9.27 (5.00-17.19) 0.0001

Age + smoking 1 2.73 (1.51-4.93) 9.02 (4.87-16.71) 0.0001

Age + alcohol 1 2.65 (1.47-4.80) 8.15 (4.36-15.23) 0.0001

Age + diabetes in family 1 2.77 (1.53-5.00) 9.27 (5.01-17.15) 0.0001

Age + hypertension (HTA) 1 2.58 (1.42-4.68) 7.96 (4.25-14.93) 0.0001

Age + alcohol, glucose, insulin, physical activity, smoking, 
diabetes in family, HTA

1 1.92 (1.00-3.66) 3.43 (1.61-7.28) 0.0009

Where alcohol < 30 g/day n = 451 n = 675 n = 144

Age 1 3.65 (1.69-7.86) 9.49 (4.12-21.85) 0.0001

Age + alcohol, glucose, insulin, physical activity, smoking, 
diabetes in family, HTA

1 2.72 (1.16-6.38) 4.71 (1.68-13.16) 0.003

WOMEN

Fatty Liver Index P -value 
trend

Adjustment factors < 20 20-69 ≥ 70

n = 
1430

n = 445 n = 75

Not adjusted 1 7.88 (4.07-15.24) 39.64 (18.75-83.78) 0.0001

Age 1 7.21 (3.64-14.28) 36.72 (17.12-78.76) 0.0001

Age + glucose 1 3.79 (1.84-7.77) 13.60 (5.92-31.24) 0.0001

Age + insulin ‡ 1 4.65 (2.22-9.72) 15.49 (6.17-38.85) 0.0001

Age + physical activity 1 7.08 (3.57-14.06) 36.06 (16.78-77.48) 0.0001

Age + smoking 1 7.12 (3.59-14.11) 35.70 (16.62-76.68) 0.0001

Age + alcohol 1 7.23 (3.65-14.33) 37.13 (17.28-79.78) 0.0001

Age + diabetes in family 1 6.87 (3.45-13.70) 37.87 (17.45-82.17) 0.0001

Age + hypertension (HTA) 1 6.42 (3.21-12.85) 29.24 (13.22-64.68) 0.0001

Age + alcohol, glucose, insulin, physical activity, smoking, 
diabetes in family, HTA

1 3.27 (1.49-7.20) 11.05 (4.09-29.81) 0.0001

Where alcohol < 20 g/day n = 1067 n = 320 n = 52

Age 1 9.79 (4.02-23.85) 66.84 (25.70-173.88) 0.0001

Age + alcohol, glucose, insulin, physical activity, smoking, 
diabetes in family, HTA

1 4.38 (1.62-11.83) 22.77 (6.78-76.44) 0.0001
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D.E.S.I.R. risk score have higher glucose and HbA1c lev-
els but have less adiposity, lower liver function tests and
lower insulin levels than those at high risk according to
the FLI and the NAFLD-FLS indices.

Discussion
These two fatty liver indices were both predictive of inci-
dent diabetes, after adjusting for other known risk factors
of diabetes, including the most predictive factor, fasting
glucose at baseline. For the 15% of men with a FLI > 70,
the multivariate adjusted odds ratio for incident diabetes
was over three and for the 4% of women, the odds ratio
was over ten, however, this difference was not statistically
significant. In people with moderate alcohol intake, the
odds ratios were higher. While the individual factors in
the FLI - GGT, triglycerides, waist circumference and
BMI - have all been shown to be related with incident dia-
betes in our cohort [16], this specific linear combination
of diabetes risk factors, reflecting fatty liver, is also related
with incident diabetes. Equally, the NAFLD-FLS also pre-
dicted incident diabetes in both sexes. Again, most of the
individual parameters in this score are predictors of inci-
dent diabetes in univariate analysis in our cohort [16], the
exception being AST/ALT which we have not studied.

In the Korean study of 5372 individuals [12], of whom
68% were men, the relative risk of 5-year incident diabe-
tes in ultrasound diagnosed fatty liver, in comparison
with those without fatty liver, was 2.3 (1.1 4.7) in the 9%
of the population with moderate to severe fatty liver, and
1.5 (0.8-2.8) in the 21% with mild fatty liver, after adjust-
ment for other diabetes risk factors, including baseline
fasting glucose. It is not clear whether the authors
adjusted for alcohol intake, as it is not indicated in the
tables, only in the text in the Discussion section. In this
report, the authors did not analyse the predictive value of
fatty liver separately in men and women. A Chinese case-
control study [13] also showed that people with ultra-
sound-diagnosed NAFLD had a diabetes incidence of
20% in comparison to 5% in those without NAFLD; more
than 90% of participants in this study were men. Other
studies with smaller series of NAFLD patients have also
shown that a fatty liver is predictive of later diabetes
[17,18], however these studies must be interpreted with
caution, as there was no control group. In contrast, in a
large population of American veterans, of whom 98%
were men, diabetes at baseline was related with NAFLD
ten years later [19]. As the prevalent cases of NAFLD
were included in the analysis, the time sequence of
NAFLD and diabetes cannot be determined from this
study [19].

One of the proposed mechanisms for the relation
between fatty liver and insulin resistance is hepatic 'fat-
overflow', which leads to lipid accumulation and then to
hepatic insulin resistance followed by overall insulin

resistance [7]. It has been shown in a cross sectional study
in the Pima Indian population, that GGT and ALT activi-
ties were inversely correlated with both peripheral and
hepatic insulin sensitivity, as evaluated by a hyperinsuli-
naemic, euglycaemic clamp [20]. Another hypothesis is
that insulin resistance is invoked by an adipo-cytokine
imbalance, which then leads on to NAFLD [7]. Diabetes
and insulin resistance could develop at the same time as
NAFLD. Comparing the logistic regression models from
our study, adjusted on age and then age and insulin, there
was a reduction in the odds ratios for incident diabetes
associated with a high FLI ≥ 70 from 9.33 to 4.28 in men,
and from 36.72 to 15.49 in women, still significantly
higher than in the group with FLI < 20. Thus the relation
was attenuated, but not fully accounted for, by high insu-
lin levels. A higher FLI may reflect enhanced hepatic glu-
coneogenesis, which is known to contribute to the
pathophysiology of dysglycemia. The FLI may be viewed
as an indirect marker of impaired insulin secretion, one
of the major determinants of incident diabetes [21]. Early
interactions between beta cells and the liver need further
study.

We must acknowledge the limitation of using indices of
fatty liver in our study, as we did not have access to scan-
ning devices. In large epidemiologic studies, such tech-
niques are rarely available. The FLI has been developed
using ultrasound, the NAFLD-FLS by proton magnetic
resonance spectroscopy, whereas biopsy is the gold stan-
dard. Both scores can be criticised, and in particular the
NAFLD-FLS includes a large number of correlated items
as the metabolic syndrome is included, as well as diabetes
and insulin, and also both AST and AST/ALT. Further,
the populations on which these two studied indices were
developed are particular populations: for the FLI, 50% of
the individuals had suspected liver disease, and for the
NAFLD-FLS, one quarter of the individuals had diabetes.
These selection criteria led to average BMIs of 27 kg/m2

and over 30 kg/m2, for the populations in which the FLI
and the NAFLD-FLS were developed; the average BMI is
close to 25 kg/m2 in our French study. We are not able to
evaluate the sensitivity, specificity and predictive values
of either of these fatty liver indices in our general French
population, as we do not have a precise evaluation of fatty
liver. The strengths of our study include the large size of
the study population, the fact that it is a general popula-
tion not selected for particular characteristics, the long
nine year follow-up and the concordant results in both
men and women.

Conclusions
The novel finding of our study is that these two recently
published indices of liver fat are predictive of diabetes in
both men and women. The association was independent
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Table 3: Odds ratios (95% confidence intervals) for incident diabetes, across sex specific quartile groups of Fatty Liver 
Index and NAFLD fatty liver at baseline; The D.E.S.I.R. Study.

MEN no adjustment with adjustment*

diabetics/n OR (95% CI) P OR (95% CI) P

Fatty Liver Index

< 15.52 8/466 1 1

15.52 - 33.38 23/464 2.99 [1.32 - 6.74] 0.008 1.92 [0.81 - 4.56] 0.1

33.39 - 57.67 30/465 3.95 [1.79 - 8.71] 0.0007 2.17 [0.92 - 5.11] 0.07

> 57.67 79/466 11.69 [5.58 - 24.48] 0.0001 3.89 [1.65 - 9.14] 0.002

Fatty Liver Index

≤ 57.67 61/1395 1 1

>57.67 79/466 4.46 [3.14 - 6.35] 0.0001 2.04 [1.30 - 3.20] 0.002

NAFLD fatty liver score

< -2.34 10/462 1 1

-2.34 - -1.94 22/462 2.26 [1.06 - 4.83] 0.03 1.97 [0.88 - 4.37 ] 0.1

-1.93 - -1.15 25/462 2.59 [1.23 - 5.45] 0.01 2.05 [0.94 - 4.51 ] 0.07

> -1.15 80/462 9.47 [4.84 - 18.52] 0.0001 3.98 [1.93 - 8.20] 0.0002

NAFLD fatty liver score

≤ -1.15 57/1386 1 1

> -1.15 80/462 4.88 [3.41 - 6.99] 0.0001 2.32 [1.53 - 3.50] 0.0001

WOMEN no adjustment with adjustmenta

diabetics/n OR (95% CI) P OR (95% CI) P

Fatty Liver Index

< 3.78 1/488 1 1

3.78 - 7.64 4/487 4.03 [0.45 - 36.12] 0.2 3.51 [0.38 - 32.13] 0.3

7.65 - 21.64 9/488 9.14 [1.15 - 72.30] 0.04 4.09 [0.49 - 33.92] 0.2

> 21.64 49/487 54.40 [7.49 - 395] 0.0001 12.78 [1.59 - 102] 0.02

Fatty Liver Index

≤ 21.64 14/1463 1 1

> 21.64 49/487 11.58 [6.33 - 21.17] 0.0001 3.78 [1.79 - 7.95] 0.0005

NAFLD fatty liver score

< -2.65 2/486 1 1

-2.65 - -2.33 7/487 3.53 [0.73 - 17.07] 0.1 2.81 [0.57 - 13.92 ] 0.2

-2.32 - -1.82 4/487 2.00 [0.37 - 10.99] 0.4 1.17 [0.20 - 6.71 ] 0.9

> - 1.82 49/486 27.13 [6.56 - 112] 0.0001 6.58 [1.48 - 29.26] 0.01

NAFLD fatty liver score

≤ -1.82 13/1460 1 1

> - 1.82 49/486 12.48 [6.71 - 23.22] 0.0001 3.95 [1.93 - 8.07] 0.0002

a adjusted for age, glucose, insulin, physical activity, smoker, alcohol, diabetes in family, HTA; the NAFLD-FLS is not adjusted for insulin as 
insulin is already included in the NAFLD-FLS index
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of traditional risk factors for diabetes such as glucose,
diabetes in the family, insulin, sedentarity, smoking and
alcohol consumption, suggesting the clinical interest of
these indices to better identify patients consulting hepa-
tologists, who are at high risk of progression to diabetes.

Abbreviations
ALT: alanine aminotransferase; AST: asparate aminotransferase; BMI: Body Mass
Index; D.E.S.I.R.: Data from an Epidemiological Study on the Insulin Resistance
syndrome; FLI: Fatty Liver Index; GGT: gamma glutamyl transferase; HTA: hyper-
tension; IDF: International Diabetes Federation; NAFLD-FLS: non alcoholic fatty
liver disease - fatty liver score; NASH: non alcoholic steatohepatitis.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors' contributions
BB is the principal investigator of the D.E.S.I.R. study, designed the statistical
analysis for this study, and wrote the article; CL did the statistical analysis and
critically read the manuscript; SV was involved in the conception of the
D.E.S.I.R. study and critical reading of the manuscript; FF was involved in the
conception of the D.E.S.I.R. study and critical reading of the manuscript; FB
assisted in the design of the statistical analysis, the writing and critical reading
of the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
The D.E.S.I.R. Study Group. INSERM CESP U1018: B. Balkau, M-A. Charles, P. Duci-
metière, E. Eschwège; INSERM U367: F. Alhenc-Gelas; CHU D'Angers: Y. Gallois, 
A. Girault; Bichat Hospital: F. Fumeron, M. Marre; CHU de Rennes: F. Bonnet; 
UMR8090, LILLE: P. Froguel; Centres d'Examens de Santé: Alençon, Angers, 
Caen, Chateauroux, Cholet, Le Mans, Tours; Institute de Recherche Médecine 
Générale: J. Cogneau; General practitioners of the region; Institute inter-
Regional pour la Santé: C. Born, E. Caces, M. Cailleau, J.G. Moreau, F. Rakotozafy, 
J. Tichet, S. Vol.
The D.E.S.I.R. study has been financed by INSERM contracts with CNAMTS, Lilly, 
Novartis Pharma and Sanofi-Aventis; by INSERM (Réseaux en Santé Publique, 
Interactions entre les déterminants de la santé, Cohortes Santé TGIR 2008), the 
Association Diabète Risque Vasculaire, the Fédération Française de Cardiologie, 
La Fondation de France, ALFEDIAM, ONIVINS, Ardix Medical, Bayer Diagnostics, 
Becton Dickinson, Cardionics, Merck Santé, Novo Nordisk, Pierre Fabre, Roche, 
Topcon. The analysis and interpretation of the data has been done without the 
participation of these organisations.

Author Details
1INSERM CESP Center for Research in Epidemiology and Population Health, 
U1018, Epidemiology of diabetes, obesity and chronic kidney disease over the 
lifecourse, Villejuif, France, 2University Paris-Sud 11, UMRS 1018, Villejuif, France, 
3IRSA, La Riche, France, 4INSERM, U695, Genetic determinants for type 2 
diabetes and its vascular complications, Xavier Bichat School of Medicine, Paris, 
France, 5University Paris Diderot-Paris 7, Paris, France, 6Service Endocrinologie, 
CHU Rennes, Université Rennes 1, Hôpital Sud, Rennes, France and 7INSERM 
U625, Rennes, France

References
1. Serfaty L, Lemoine M: Definition and natural history of metabolic 

steatosis: clinical aspects of NAFLD, NASH and cirrhosis.  Diabetes Metab 
2008, 34:634-637.

2. Marchesini G, Brizi M, Bianchi G, Tomassetti S, Bugianesi E, Lenzi M, 
McCullough AJ, Natale S, Forlani G, Melchionda N: Nonalcoholic fatty 
liver disease: a feature of the metabolic syndrome.  Diabetes 2001, 
50:1844-1850.

3. Byrne CD, Olufadi R, Bruce KD, Cagampang FR, Ahmed MH: Metabolic 
disturbances in non-alcoholic fatty liver disease.  Clin Sci (Lond) 2009, 
116:539-564.

4. Bedogni G, Bellentani S, Miglioli L, Masutti F, Passalacqua M, Castiglione A, 
Tiribelli C: The Fatty Liver Index: a simple and accurate predictor of 

hepatic steatosis in the general population.  BMC Gastroenterol 2006, 
6:33.

5. Kotronen A, Peltonen M, Hakkarainen A, Sevastianova K, Bergholm R, 
Johansson LM, Lundbom N, Rissanen A, Ridderstråle M, Groop L, Orho-
Melander M, Yki-Järvinen H: Prediction of non-alcoholic fatty liver 
disease and liver fat using metabolic and genetic factors.  
Gastroenterology 2009, 137:865-872.

6. Musso G, Gambino R, Durazzo M, Cassader M: Noninvasive assessment of 
liver disease severity with liver fat score and CK-18 in NAFLD: 
Prognostic value of liver fat equation goes beyond hepatic fat 
estimation.  Hepatology 2010, 51:715-717.

7. Grønbaek H, Thomsen KL, Rungby J, Schmitz O, Vilstrup H: Role of 
nonalcoholic fatty liver disease in the development of insulin 
resistance and diabetes.  Expert Rev Gastroenterol Hepatol 2008, 
2:705-711.

8. Gastaldelli A, Kozakova M, Højlund K, Flyvbjerg A, Favuzzi A, Mitrakou A, 
Balkau B: RISC Investigators: Fatty liver is associated with insulin 
resistance, risk of coronary heart disease, and early atherosclerosis in a 
large European population.  Hepatology 2009, 49:1537-1544.

9. Kotronen A, Yki-Järvinen H: Fatty liver: a novel component of the 
metabolic syndrome.  Arterioscler Thromb Vasc Biol 2008, 28:27-38.

10. André P, Balkau B, Born C, Royer B, Wilpart E, Charles MA, Eschwège E: 
Hepatic markers and development of type 2 diabetes in middle aged 
men and women: a three-year follow-up study. The D.E.S.I.R. Study 
(Data from an Epidemiological Study on the Insulin Resistance 
syndrome).  Diabetes Metab 2005, 31:542-550.

11. Fraser A, Thinggaard M, Christensen K, Lawlor DA: Alanine 
aminotransferase, gamma-glutamyltransferase (GGT) and all-cause 
mortality: results from a population-based Danish twins study alanine 
aminotransferase, GGT and mortality in elderly twins.  Liver Int 2009, 
29:1494-1499.

12. Kim CH, Park JY, Lee KU, Kim JH, Kim HK: Fatty liver is an independent risk 
factor for the development of Type 2 diabetes in Korean adults.  Diabet 
Med 2008, 25:476-781.

13. Fan JG, Li F, Cai XB, Peng YD, Ao QH, Gao Y: Effects of nonalcoholic fatty 
liver disease on the development of metabolic disorders.  J 
Gastroenterol Hepatol 2007, 22:1086-1091.

14. Balkau B, Eschwege E, Tichet J, Marre M: Proposed criteria for the 
diagnosis of diabetes: evidence from a French epidemiological study 
(D.E.S.I.R.).  Diabetes Metab 1997, 23:428-434.

15. Alberti KG, Zimmet P, Shaw J, IDF Epidemiology Task Force Consensus 
Group: The metabolic syndrome--a new worldwide definition.  Lancet 
2005, 366:1059-1062.

16. Balkau B, Lange C, Fezeu L, Tichet J, de Lauzon-Guillain B, Czernichow S, 
Fumeron F, Froguel P, Vaxillaire M, Cauchi S, Ducimetière P, Eschwège E: 
Predicting diabetes: clinical, biological, and genetic approaches: data 
from the Epidemiological Study on the Insulin Resistance Syndrome 
(DESIR).  Diabetes Care 2008, 31:2056-2061.

17. Friis-Liby I, Aldenborg F, Jerlstad P, Rundström K, Björnsson E: High 
prevalence of metabolic complications in patients with non-alcoholic 
fatty liver disease.  Scand J Gastroenterol 2004, 39:864-869.

18. Ekstedt M, Franzén LE, Mathiesen UL, Thorelius L, Holmqvist M, Bodemar 
G, Kechagias S: Long-term follow-up of patients with NAFLD and 
elevated liver enzymes.  Hepatology 2006, 44:865-873.

19. El-Serag HB, Tran T, Everhart JE: Diabetes increases the risk of chronic 
liver disease and hepatocellular carcinoma.  Gastroenterology 2004, 
126:460-468.

20. Vozarova B, Stefan N, Lindsay RS, Saremi A, Pratley RE, Bogardus C, 
Tataranni PA: High alanine aminotransferase is associated with 
decreased hepatic insulin sensitivity and predicts the development of 
type 2 diabetes.  Diabetes 2002, 51:1889-1895.

21. Alvarsson M, Wajngot A, Cerasi E, Efendic S: K-value and low insulin 
secretion in a non-obese white population: predicted glucose 
tolerance after 25 years.  Diabetologia 2005, 48:2262-2268.

Pre-publication history
The pre-publication history for this paper can be accessed here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-230X/10/56/prepub

doi: 10.1186/1471-230X-10-56
Cite this article as: Balkau et al., Nine-year incident diabetes is predicted by 
fatty liver indices: the French D.E.S.I.R. study BMC Gastroenterology 2010, 10:56

Received: 25 January 2010 Accepted: 7 June 2010 
Published: 7 June 2010
This article is available from: http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-230X/10/56© 2010 Balkau et al; licensee BioMed Central Ltd. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.BMC Gastroenterology 2010, 10:56

http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-230X/10/56
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=19195623
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11473047
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=19243311
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17081293
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=19524579
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=19821531
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=19072347
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=19291789
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17690317
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16357802
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=19686309
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18346164
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17608855
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9416436
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16182882
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=18689695
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15513385
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17006923
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14762783
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12031978
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16160865
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-230X/10/56/prepub


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


