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#2 ARV Fo—AFER, BMI=25, BECHE

ASE) P Fu—A FAsEY sV Fo—A p{[ﬁ
v T X b EHE Z85em 581000 24(41.4) 0.0001
(iht = 110 mg/dl 18(31.0) 7(12.1) 0.01
daElENE = 150 mg/dl 27(46.6) 12¢20.1 0.003
HDL 2 LR F o —<40mg/dl 7(12.1 101D 0.03
BMI = 25 47(81.0) 6(10.3) 0.0001
B3 5( 8.6) 12€20.7) ns
NEL (98)

&3 FERAPOEEESIUVZOMOAEE

AIFE) w2 vvio—a RNy rrvio-b p &
5 2R 55 1.9+1.0 1.7+0.8 ns
ACE [HER 12(20.7) - 9(15.5) ns
o TR 13(22.4) 3(52) 0.007
ARB 31(63.4) 38(065.5) ns
B AR 8(13.8) 9(15.5) ns
Ca P 37(63.8) 27(46.6) ns
FIRIE 9(15.5) 9(15.5) ns
EfEMESERE (R ¥ 5 v238) 9(15.5) 7(12.1) ns
S R M AE a3 8(13.8) 13(22.4) ns
NE (%) |

ARB: 7 v ¥ & 5 v v v I SEEHIE



BIEIREERFST (5% 24 B 15, 2006)

% &

BT HEEROEIMESRE BT 3,
FEHOEBICLBA IR w7 VY Fo—4D
HARE1350% T b - 720 WEEHRE L 7219934E & 20
02fE D EH RS WIZLE OB ORE T3,
BiETHI3%, ZETHLIHTD - 1.

AZEY) g7 vy Fa—aEEIC->VT
NCEP ATP Il ©E#H %MW BEOWIETI,
—HHERTH20% Y, BIMESRETH4% ET
HEHEN D 50, SRIOKITT, BT
BUAEEIEN%THY, IhETOMIEEN
BELY, HENLOED -,

SIMEBETE, A7 FY vy Fo—2a
OEENRZ VW EBHEIN TV B, Tozawa
L, AAOEMEREFICE VTR (BMI
>26) 1436%, HhHEAEFIRIEE41%, FEREE
R%icAHshictMELTWAED, SlHokst
TRESENEL 2SN S 54, FHIEN -
CWTRRABLSERTHERFBETH - 12,

BAEMEFSSMEEREN 1 F 54 v Tid,
AFEY w7y FO—ahBHBEEITEA v
20 AERECEE L TRETIELTVWAY,
SEOBETICBVTS, 1 2 viEitikolE
BT 5 HOMAIR A& <, ThEToOX
Y E—EL, 12y i rdET S
W O (A SERE A > - 72, BMI A5270LE
EINEORENSTR 2B LIREEREE Y,
MO SRS E 2500, SEoMET
TASE) w2 vy Fo—LEEHEDBMI %
NEEELHL, ARV w7 vy Fo—4a
B LB ERGRIRIES TP o EFR S
Nz,

BMEDSH225EY) v 7 vy Fo—sBH
DFHITDVTIHD T O EEDIG D,
Schillaci & R#IVEMOFRBE T, =IE
BHEOLMEREDHERA FFY v s YV F

o — LHE T 3.23/100 BE - F, Ex s R
Yoy vy Fe— ABETIZLI6/100 B
FETHAELIREL TV EY, SEORE T,
AR o vy ¥ — s BECHRNES
S foh, HARBIMEEESMERELT 4 K
74 YWETHRY T, IME 130/85 mmHg &
WICEET 5 XS kKEIBas TV B,

% 1

1. BHoBEERETOGMEREFICEITS
AE) s v Fo— A0HEERN%YTEH -
7o

2. EMEBZETAIFN vy 2 vy Fo—L4H
BT, 120 vIEHOREETH 2
HOMA-IR #5&E <, 4 v R Y vikHiEsk
£7 5 o BB O RS ED - 12,

3. AFHY v s vy Fo—ABRETRIGRY
MEHE» - oo

4, AFBEY sy v ¥o—-sBETRIENE
DFHBEOAREMEAS S D, IME 130/85
mmHg FRiGichEEdT 2 T EBBETH 3,

X B

1) Expert Panel on Detection, Evaluation, and
Treatment of High Blood Cholesterol in A-
dults: Executive summary of the third report
of the national cholesterol education program
(NCEP) expert pansl on detection, evaluation,
and treatment of high blood cholesterol in
adults. JAMA 285: 2486-2497, 2001

2) AFFY w2 vy rFo-—-sRREERSER
ZIAFEY I vy Fo—sDFERLBEE
HE FIASEE 94 0 794-809, 2005

3) EEHRAK, fth : Metabolic syndrome ®¥FE
— 19935 5 K 2002 FE Dk F, B IEGEHT
23 1 29-31, 2005

4) Beckel RH, et al: The metabolic syndrome.
Lancet 365: 1415-1428, 2005

5) Ford ES, et al: Prevalence of the metabolic
syndrome among US adults. Findings from the
third national health and nutrition examina-



EEHEFEDOBYSMEETICBIIEA 4 HY v 2 vy F - s OE LBERSHOER

tion survey. JAMA 287: 365-359, 2002

8) Schillaci G, et al: Prognostic value of the
metabolic syndrome in essential hypertension,
J Am Coll Cardiol 43: 1817-1822, 2004

T Tozawa M, et al: Multiple risk factor cluster-
ing of hypertension in a screened cohort. J
Hypertens 18: 1379-1385, 2000

8) HASMEFSEMEERBRST A F 51 v Emk
FER BIMERES F 4> 2004, 547
4T AR, R, 2004

9) Reaven GM, et al: Hypertension and associ-

ated metabolic abnormalities. The role of insu-
lin resistance and the sympathoadrenal sys-
tem. N Engl J Med 334: 374-381, 1996

10) Saito I, et al: Relation hetween blood pres-
sure control, body mass index, and intensity of
medical treatment. Hypertens Res 26: 711-7186,
2003

1) BRASMESXSSMERESA F 351 1B
RER  EHEROLHOEMEEREN A K35
A YETHE. AABESHHAL, Hal, 2005



