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Abstract

In order to evaluate the effects of BMI on the discriminant model of Diabetes Mellitus, we targeted patients
conducted OGTT and divided them into a normal type (NM), a boundary type (IGT) and Diabetes type (DM) by
their OGTT results, and evaluated logistic regression models discriminating NM from IGT and IGT from DM that
has lab test values as explanatory values. We compared AIC when the case which added BMI to each model as an
explanatory variable or not. The result showed that AIC increased with almost all logistic models added BMI and
suggested that BMI is not always the necessary factor for the discriminant model of Diabetes Mellitus.
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