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Abstract 

Within patients with type 1 diabetes (T1D), residual ꞵ-cell function and endogenous 

insulin secretion occurs in a substantial number of individuals. The role this ꞵ-cell 

function plays in glycaemic control in individuals with T1D is currently not fully 

understood. This is especially true around exercise, where maintaining glycaemic 

control is challenging and a large inter-individual variation exists. Micro amounts of 

endogenous insulin secretion appears to offer some protection against vascular 

damage and diabetes complications. Endothelial progenitor cells (EPCs) are important 

for the repair and growth of blood vessels, with circulating numbers increased by 

exercise. However, the count of EPCs appear to be reduced in individuals with T1D. 

It is unknown whether residual ꞵ-cell function in individuals with T1D influences these 

circulating cells. Therefore, this thesis aimed to investigate the effects of residual ꞵ-

cell function in individuals with T1D and its influence on glycaemic control under free-

living conditions and after an acute bout of aerobic exercise, as well as on the count 

of circulating EPCs at rest and after exercise mobilisation. 

Chapter 3 demonstrated that under free-living conditions, increased endogenous 

insulin secretion was associated with improved continuous glucose monitoring 

measures, including increased time spent in euglycaemia. The results of Chapter 4 

revealed that within a cohort who had comparable glycaemic control under free-living 

conditions, individuals with higher residual ꞵ-cell function displayed a substantially 

greater amount of time spent in euglycaemia in the hours following a bout of moderate 

intensity exercise compared to those with undetectable or lower endogenous insulin 

secretion. Lastly, Chapter 5 assessed the number of circulating EPCs at rest and after 

mobilisation with a bout of moderate intensity exercise. In comparison to matched non-

diabetes controls, all markers of EPCs were lower in the T1D group, with some 

markers having attenuated mobilisation with exercise. Despite comparable resting 

counts, only the high residual ꞵ-cell function group had mobilisation of these cells with 

exercise within the T1D participants. 

In conclusion, the findings of this thesis demonstrate that residual ꞵ-cell function 

impacts upon individuals with longer duration T1D. Increased C-peptide secretion is 

associated with improved glycaemic control under free-living conditions and after an 

acute bout of exercise, as well as increasing the count of circulating EPCs that are 

mobilised with exercise.  
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Introduction 

Type 1 diabetes (T1D) is characterised by an autoimmune destruction of the insulin 

secreting ꞵ-cells. At present, the disease is irreversible and results in individuals being 

dependent upon exogenous insulin to manage their blood glucose throughout their 

lifetime (American Diabetes, 2010).  

However, the immunological event and presentation of T1D is not homogenous (Leete 

et al., 2020), with residual ꞵ-cells still functional in a significant percentage of the 

population (Oram et al., 2015), even decades after clinical diagnosis (Keenan et al., 

2010). In individuals with functioning ꞵ-cells, micro amounts of endogenous insulin 

and C-peptide are secreted in equimolar amounts into circulation in response to 

increasing blood glucose. Additionally, residual ꞵ-cells function potentially protects 

other cells within the islet of Langerhans including α-cell function (Rickels et al., 2020).  

This residual ꞵ-cell function appears to offer some protection against the increased 

vascular damage seen in individuals with T1D. This protection includes both 

microvascular damage to the kidneys, eyes and nerves, and macrovascular damage, 

which increases the risk of cardiovascular disease (Steffes et al., 2003a, Lachin et al., 

2014, Kuhtreiber et al., 2015). It is unclear if this protection is from improved glycaemic 

control - resulting in reduced vascular damage and improved repair, or another 

improved risk factor such as C-peptide having a protective impact upon the 

vasculature. The Diabetes Control and Complications Trial (DCCT) first demonstrated 

that individuals with T1D who have a C-peptide of >200 pmol/L had a reduced risk of 

retinopathy and neuropathy, lower HbA1c and a lower risk of episodes of severe 

hypoglycaemia (Steffes et al., 2003a, Lachin et al., 2014). It has since been 

established that even much lower levels of endogenous C-peptide (>10 pmol/L) can 

reduce the risk of microvascular damage (Kuhtreiber et al., 2015). The evidence of 

residual ꞵ-cells influence upon glycaemic control is currently lacking in individuals with 

long duration T1D, with initial research suggesting that low levels (C-peptide >10 

pmol/L) may influence hypoglycaemia (Gibb et al., 2020), while higher levels (>200 

pmol/L) influence time spent in euglycaemia and hyperglycaemia (Rickels et al., 2020).  

Regular physical activity and exercise have a range of health and wellbeing benefits 

for individuals with T1D by improving a range of cardiovascular risk factors (Colberg 

et al., 2016, Chimen et al., 2012b). Active individuals with T1D have reduced rates of 
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both micro and macrovascular complications compared to more sedentary individuals 

(Bohn et al., 2015, LaPorte et al., 1986). Despite this, numbers of people with T1D 

who regularly partake in exercise are low, with fear of hypoglycaemia commonly cited 

as one of main barriers to completing regular exercise (Lascar et al., 2014). Insulin 

dose adjustments and carbohydrate recommendations incorporating both aerobic and 

anaerobic exercises are in place advising individuals with T1D how to maintain 

euglycaemia (Riddell et al., 2017). However a high inter-individual variability in the 

blood glucose response to exercises in individuals with T1D is a major obstacle to 

providing exercise management support (Riddell et al., 2017) and results in most 

active individuals having to use a trial and error approach (Dizon et al., 2019). This 

likely contributes to the lack of a clear benefit of physical activity on HbA1c in T1D 

(Yardley et al., 2014a, Kennedy et al., 2013, Tonoli et al., 2012). Research into inter-

individual variability in glucose during and after exercise is an emerging area (Riddell 

et al., 2019b, Brockman et al., 2020, Al Khalifah et al., 2016), however no previous 

research has explored if residual ꞵ-cell function has an influence.  

One mechanism by which exercise improves cardiovascular risk is the release of 

endothelial progenitor cells (EPCs) into circulation (Van Craenenbroeck et al., 2008, 

Ross et al., 2014). These cells have a role in vascular repair, either by differentiating 

into new endothelial cells and being incorporated into the vascular wall or by secreting 

pro-angiogenic cytokines (Asahara et al., 1997). It appears that the number and 

function of EPCs are reduced at rest in most populations with T1D (Sibal et al., 2009). 

However a cohort of individuals who had a duration of T1D ≥50 years and where an 

increased proportion retained ꞵ-cell function compared to the wider T1D population, 

were reported to have a count of circulating EPCs similar to age-matched controls 

without diabetes (Hernandez et al., 2014). Two previous studies have found a blunted 

exercise response in individuals with T1D, although as they did not find the expected 

mobilisation in non-diabetic controls it is hard to draw conclusion from these studies 

(West et al., 2015, Waclawovsky et al., 2015). No previous research has explored if 

residual ꞵ-cell function impacts upon the circulating resting count of these cell or if this 

play a role in mobilisation with exercise.  

The overarching aim of this thesis is to examine the effects of residual ꞵ-cell function 

in individuals with T1D, specifically focussing on its influence on glycaemic control and 

vascular outcomes in both free-living and laboratory controlled exercise environments. 
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The thesis is presented in six subsequent chapters. These chapters are detailed as 

follows: 

Chapter 1: This chapter reviews the current literature on the role residual ꞵ-cell 

function plays in T1D, focusing on glycaemic control, exercise and endothelial 

progenitor cells. 

Chapter 2: This chapter details the materials and methods used to collect the data 

presented in the subsequent studies. 

Chapter 3: This chapter presents the study investigating how residual ꞵ-cell 

function impacts free-living glycaemia in individuals with T1D. 

Chapter 4: This chapter presents the study investigating how residual ꞵ-cell 

function impacts post-exercise glycaemic control in individuals with T1D. 

Chapter 5: This chapter presents the study investigating EPCs and HPCs counts 

at rest and after acute submaximal exercise in individuals with T1D compared to 

non-diabetes controls. Individuals with T1D were further grouped and compared 

by undetectable, low and high C-peptide.  

Chapter 6: This chapter discusses the findings presented in this thesis. 

Conclusions, limitations and future studies are discussed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



4 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chapter 1. Literature review 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



5 
 

1. Chapter 1. Literature review 

The following literature review will cover the main research in type 1 diabetes (T1D), 

glycaemic control at rest and around exercise in T1D, and the cardiovascular 

protective role that endothelial progenitor cells (EPC) play in T1D. Specifically, it will 

explore how residual ꞵ-cell function influences these aforementioned topics in 

individuals with T1D.  

1.1. Type 1 Diabetes Mellitus 

Diabetes mellitus (DM) is a group of metabolic diseases, that are characterised by 

glycaemic dysregulation resulting from either defects in insulin secretion, insulin 

action, or both (American Diabetes, 2010). T1D is an immune-mediated disease 

originating from the selective destruction of pancreatic, insulin producing β-cells 

following the infiltration of the islets of Langerhans by immune cells (Anderson and 

Bluestone, 2005, Bluestone et al., 2010, Willcox et al., 2009). The loss of the β-cells 

and resulting dysregulation of glucose elicits symptoms of marked hyperglycaemia 

including polydipsia, polyuria, weight loss and polyphagia, and blurred vision. Acute 

hyperglycaemia resulting from a serve lack of insulin can also have life threatening 

consequences if a metabolic state known as ketoacidosis occurs (American Diabetes, 

2010). The lack of insulin production results in the immediate need for exogenous 

insulin replacement to control blood glucose concentration, a therapeutic practice that 

currently lasts a lifetime to manage the disorder.  

1.1.1. Pathogenesis of T1D 

The exact pathology of T1D is hard to study as most of the immunological events have 

occurred before diagnosis (Wållberg and Cooke, 2013). However, efforts to identify 

individuals at high risk of developing T1D, post-mortems of recent onset patients and 

animal models have allowed researchers to identify pathways underlying how T1D 

develops (Campbell-Thompson et al., 2012, Ridgway et al., 2008, Vehik et al., 2013).  

Firstly, an immune response is elicited against β-cells antigens which develop a strong 

pro-inflammatory environment. Autoreactive T cells play a dominant role in the 

initiation and progression of T1D (Figure 1. A-E) (Bluestone et al., 2010). In normal 

circumstances T cells (T lymphocytes) play a central role in cell mediated immunity, 

producing cytokines,  destroying or helping to produce antibodies to eliminate antigens 

and autoantigens (Roep, 2003).  However in T1D, CD8+ and CD4+  T cells and 

macrophages become activated in the pancreatic draining lymph nodes and start 
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surrounding the islet (Piya, 2012), causing chronic inflammation (Bardsley and Want, 

2004) (Figure 1. B-C). Once a subsequent trigger occurs the T cells become activated 

and start destroying the β-cells (Figure 1. C-D) (Pearl-Yafe et al., 2007, Yoon and Jun, 

2001). In the insulitis lesion the destruction occurs by a macrophage engulfing and 

presenting the β-cell antigens that triggers the activation of β-cell cytotoxic CD8+ T 

cells and autoreactive CD4+ effector T cells (Yoon and Jun, 2001). This leads to the 

gradual deterioration of the β-cells and a reduction in insulin (Figure 1. E), resulting in 

glucose dysregulation and the need for exogenous insulin therapy to control blood 

glucose concentrations (Atkinson and Eisenbarth, 2001). 

 

1.1.2. Aetiology 

T1D develops through a complex interaction of strong genetic and environmental 

influences (Kozhakhmetova and Gillespie, 2015). In the general population, the risk 

for developing T1D is approximately 0.4% (Jahromi and Eisenbarth, 2006), however 

for individuals with a relative with T1D the risk is much higher. In studies following 

A B C 

D E D 

Figure 1.1 Images of the destruction of the tissue, cells and organelles in the islets of Langerhans of Type 1 Diabetic 
Rats Presented at Macromolecular Resolution. Individual cells are morphologically characterized and false-coloured 
according to cell-type: beta cell (green), delta cell (blue), alpha cell (yellow), leukocytes (red), vasculature (orange), 
erythrocyte (magenta) and duct (cyan). A - Healthy β-cells with abundant insulin content. B - Healthy β-cells as well as 
exhausted β-cells with empty granules. C - Infiltration of leukocytes and β-cell phagocytosis. D - Mass endocrine 
extravasation is present with the majority of β-cells showing compromised morphology. E - End stage diabetes consists 
of primarily of α-cells, whilst reduced leukocyte count. Images reproduced with permission from Ravelli et al. (2013) 
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identical twins with evidence of autoimmunity, concordance rates have been estimated 

from 30 to 50% compared to 10% in dizygotic twins (Olmos et al., 1988, Kaprio et al., 

1992, Verge et al., 1995, Hyttinen et al., 2003, Redondo et al., 2001). The risk of a 

child developing T1D is estimated to be 20% if the child has two first degree relatives 

with the disease, 8% if they have an affected sibling, 5% and 3 % if the father or mother 

has T1D respectively (Schenker et al., 1999). This increased risk emphasizes the 

significance of genetics in T1D. 

The effort to determine the genetic mechanisms underlying T1D is challenging and 

has been ongoing since the 1970s (Cudworth et al., 1979, Cudworth and Woodrow, 

1975). The Human Leucocyte Antigen (HLA) region on the short arm of chromosome 

6 has been identified as the predominant genetic susceptibility factor for T1D (Ziegler 

and Nepom, 2010). The HLA region encodes for multiple roles including T cell 

selection, immune responses and antigen presentation, giving many different ways 

the HLA can influence the onset and progression of T1D (Kozhakhmetova and 

Gillespie, 2015). Specifically, the greatest risk of developing T1D is associated with 

the HLA class II haplotypes DRB1*0301-DQA1*0501-DQ*B10201 and DRB1*0401-

DQA1*0301-DQB1*0301, which are linked to approximately  50%  of  disease  

heritability  in white people (Lambert et al., 2004). As well as increasing risk, there are 

HLA genotypes that are extremely protective and dramatically reduce the risk of a child 

developing T1D even when first degree relatives have the disease. Though 

approximately 50% of heritability for T1D has been accounted for by loci within the 

HLA, meta-analyses and genome-wide association studies indicate that over 50 

additional non-HLA loci are associated (Lee and Hwang, 2019) 

The proportion of children with the highest-risk HLA genotype for T1D appears to be 

dropping. Two studies found that the high risk HLA DR and DQ class II loci was 

significant lower in children diagnosed between 1985 and 2002 and those diagnosed 

between 1920 and 1965 in the UK and Finland (Gillespie et al., 2004, Hermann et al., 

2003).  However, as both studies compared recently diagnosed subjects to previous 

eras when life expectancy for an individual with T1D was significantly lower than it is 

today, it relies on the HLA profiles of the older cohorts to represent the whole 

population of children with diabetes in the past. Interestingly the Gillespie et al. (2004) 

study found the proportion of lower risk genotypes to have increased.  
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The decreasing frequency of high risk HLA haplotypes combined with the increasing 

incidences of T1D (see 1.5), suggests that the environment is playing an increased 

role in the development of T1D (Gillespie et al., 2004, Fourlanos et al., 2008). A host 

of environmental factors (Knip and Simell, 2012) have been proposed to involved in 

triggering and increasing the incidences of T1D. These include; enterovirus infections 

and/or the increased immune responsiveness to a enterovirus infection (Yeung et al., 

2011, Kostraba et al., 1993), diet (consumption of cow milk (Kostraba et al., 1993), 

early and late exposure to cereals (Norris et al., 2003, Ziegler et al., 2003), low vitamin 

D (Eva, 1999), the gut microbiome (Wen et al., 2008, Sysi-Aho et al., 2011), the 

hygiene hypothesis (Bach and Chatenoud, 2012), and seasonal changes (Karvonen 

et al., 2000, Knip et al., 2005).  

1.1.3. Epidemiology 

Within the UK, T1D affects around 10% of the estimated 4.5 million individuals with 

diabetes (Primary Care Domain, 2016).  It is the most common endocrine disorder in 

children with 24.5  per 100,000 children aged 0 to 14 within the UK diagnosed with the 

condition every year (International Diabetes Federation, 2015). Around the world, the 

incidences of T1D differentiate dramatically, with the highest rate of 40 diagnoses per 

100,000 children in Finland compared to 0.1 per thousand in China (Karvonen et al., 

2000). While originally called juvenile diabetes and thought mostly to occur in 

individuals below the age of 20 (Daneman, 2006), it can occur at any age. Bruno et al. 

(2005) demonstrated that 13% of new cases of T1D were in individuals aged between 

30-50, while Thomas et al. (2018) recently suggested that using a novel genomic 

method over 42% of T1D incidences occur after age 30. Diagnosis of T1D in adults 

can be challenging, and it’s estimated that 5-15% of adults diagnosed with type 2 

diabetes may actually have T1D with islet autoantibodies present (Turner et al., 1997, 

Tuomi, 2005). Thomas et al. (2019) demonstrated that a large proportion (38%) of 

patients with T1D diagnosed after 30 years and severe endogenous insulin deficiency 

are frequently diagnosed and treated as having type 2 diabetes without 

commencement of insulin at diagnosis. Thus, the number of individuals with T1D may 

be vastly underestimated.  

The incidence of T1D has dramatically risen worldwide in recent decades with a 

current increase of around 3% a year. The increase in incidence rates has not occurred 

equally across all age groups, with the largest increase being in children under 5 years 
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old (Patterson et al., 2009).  If current trends continue there will be a doubling of new 

cases in under 5 year olds in Europe between 2005 and 2020 and a 70% increase in 

under 15 year olds (Patterson et al., 2009). Interestingly, Sweden is the only country 

not to show this trend with incidence rates having plateaued in recent years (Berhan 

et al., 2011).  

Unlike most other autoimmune diseases where females have a greater risk of 

developing, T1D does not have female bias with girls and boys equally affected by 

T1D in younger age groups (Soltesz et al., 2007). However in regions with a high 

incidence of T1D (European populations), greater number of males develop the 

disease compared to females, whereas in regions with low incidences this trend is 

reversed (Green et al., 1992, Karvonen et al., 1997).  

1.1.4. Diagnosis of T1D 

Diagnosis of diabetes is based upon a fasting blood glucose concentration >7.0 

mmol/L, a random blood glucose concentration >11.1 mmol/L with symptoms, or an   

abnormal oral glucose tolerance test. A diagnosis can also be made upon a glycated 

haemoglobin (HbA1c) concentration above 48 mmol/mol, however as T1D often has 

a rapid onset, HbA1c can be less sensitive for the correct diagnosis (American 

Diabetes Association, 2018).  

Common symptoms around diagnosis include polyuria (excessive urine production), 

polydipsia (excessive thirst), and weight loss (DiMeglio et al., 2018). Approximately a 

third of patients present with diabetic ketoacidosis (Dabelea et al., 2014), a serious 

and life-threatening medical condition in which the concentrations of the ketone bodies 

are markedly higher than normal, which is accompanied by acidosis (fall in blood pH) 

(Green and Bishop, 2019). The presentation of symptoms is more varied in adults 

diagnosed with T1D, showing deviation from the classical phenotype without weight 

loss, thirst and polyuria, likely due to a slower progression towards insulin dependence  

(Merger et al., 2013).  

As no single clinical feature can distinguish T1D from other classifications of diabetes 

at diagnosis, other clinical features such as time to insulin treatment initiation, BMI and 

age of diagnosis, and biomarkers such as C-peptide and pancreatic autoantibodies, 

are needed to accurately diagnose individuals (Shields et al., 2015) 
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1.1.5. Autoantibodies of T1D 

During the progression of T1D the first detectable sign is of an ongoing autoimmune 

attack is the appearance of autoantibodies. Autoantibodies are antibodies that react 

with self-molecules within an individual (Elkon and Casali, 2008), that within individuals 

developing T1D mark the destruction of the β-cells within the pancreas (Taplin and 

Barker, 2008). The main autoantibodies identified in T1D are; glutamate 

decarboxylase (GADA), insulinoma-associated antigen-2 (IA2A), antibodies to insulin 

(IAA), and zinc transporter 8 (ZnT8) (Wenzlau et al., 2007). Roughly 90% of newly 

diagnosed patients have at least one islet autoantibody (Verge et al., 1996b, Taplin 

and Barker, 2008), compared to around 1-2% of general non diabetes population 

(Sørgjerd et al., 2015). The development of T1D autoantibodies usually precede the 

clinical diagnosis of diabetes by years and can appear as early as the first year of life 

(Barker et al., 2004). The greater number of autoantibodies an individual has, the 

greater the likelihood of developing T1D (Orban et al., 2009), with the islet cell antigens 

appearing sequentially rather than simultaneously (Yu et al., 1996). While the 

appearance of multiple autoantibodies plays a role in the rate of development of T1D 

(Verge et al., 1996a, Bingley et al., 1994), it cannot completely explain the variation 

seen in the varying rates from autoimmunity to the diagnosis of clinical diabetes 

(Achenbach et al., 2013) . 

1.1.6. Treatment of T1D with exogenous insulin and technology 

Insulin treatment is the mainstay of therapy for individuals with T1D, and is designed 

to mimic normal insulin secretion from a healthy pancreas (Bolli, 2006). Optimal 

glycaemic control requires an insulin regiment that mimics physiological release by 

providing a basal long lasting background insulin that works overnight and in pre-

prandial periods, and a bolus rapid-acting insulin to control post-prandial glucose 

events, carbohydrate intake and hyperglycaemia (DiMeglio et al., 2018). Currently 

insulin therapy is administrated through two methods, multiple daily injections (MDI) 

where basal and bolus insulin is injected with an insulin pen at different points 

throughout a day, or with continuous subcutaneous insulin infusion (CSII), where an 

insulin pump device delivers a constant continuous infusion of a short-acting insulin 

(Pańkowska et al., 2009).  

The basal insulin analogue (such as insulin glargine and determir) is designed to 

provide a continuous and stable amount of insulin into the blood stream with no peak, 
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and have a reproducible absorption and little day to day variation in blood glucose 

lowering ability (Barnett, 2003). The constant circulation of insulin in post-prandial and 

overnight fasting periods is there to supress excessive postprandial hepatic 

gluconeogenesis and glycogenolysis and promote glycogenesis (Aronoff et al., 2004), 

as well as suppress excessive lipolysis and the development of ketogenisis (Owens 

et al., 2014). Postprandial glucose excursions are controlled by bolus rapid acting 

insulin analogue such as Aspart, Glulisine or Lispro. They are quickly absorbed and 

peak within 30-90 minutes following injection (Abiola et al., 2016).  

With the publication of the Diabetes  Control   and   Complication  Trial in 1993 (Nathan 

and Group, 1993) and the observational follow up studies (Epidemiology of Diabetes 

Interventions and Complications (EDIC)) (Nathan and Group, 2014), it became clear 

that achieving  and  maintaining tight glucose concentrations, as close as possible to 

those seen in non-diabetic individual, leads to reductions in diabetes complications 

and cardiovascular disease (see 1.2 for further details). As nicely detailed in the blog 

post “42 Factors That Affect Blood Glucose?!” (Brown), managing blood glucose, 

especially in a tightly controlled manner, is a highly complex procedure. Variables as 

diverse as food, physical activity, illness, medication and sleep all individually influence 

blood glucose concentration. Appropriate insulin intake to return glucose to 

euglycaemia without inducing hypoglycaemia is required whenever food is consumed, 

with patients having to calculate the dose of rapid acting insulin on the amount of 

carbohydrates consumed and their sensitivity to the insulin (Mansell, 2012). Even with 

frequent blood glucose measurements most individuals with T1D fail to meet the 

recommended HbA1c (Coster et al., 2000), with only 29.9% of individuals with T1D in 

England and Wales meeting the old NICE recommendations of a HbA1c ≤58 

mmol/mol in 2017 to 2018 (NHS Digital, 2019). 

Over the last decade, minimally invasive continuous glucose monitoring (CGM) 

devices that allow examination of glucose concentration patterns over time have been 

developed. CGMs have a similar accuracy to capillary blood glucose monitors (Bailey 

et al., 2015), and the ability to warn users on the basis of current or projected glucose 

concentrations, with use associated with reducing risk of hypoglycaemia and 

hyperglycaemia, glycaemic variability and improved quality of life (Rodbard, 2017). 

The accuracy of CGM devices has allowed the development of hybrid closed-loop 

insulin-pump systems that automatically regulate basal infusion rates and has the 
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ability to suspend insulin infusion when hypoglycaemia is detected, although pre-

prandial insulin dosing is still required (Bally et al., 2017). A true artificial pancreas 

system that does not require active adjustment of insulin dosing is the next step with 

several different systems currently being tested (Hanazaki et al., 2016). Despite 

challenges, including CGM accuracy and lag time especially around exercise, the 

artificial pancreas and novel ꞵ-cell replacement therapies are seen as promising to 

delivering optimal glycaemic control for individuals with T1D in the future (Nijhoff and 

de Koning, 2018). 

1.2. Complications of T1D 

With the discovery of insulin in 1922 by Banting and Best (Karamitsos, 2011), T1D 

progressed from being a terminal disease to one that could be treated and managed. 

Despite the vast technological and educational advances over the following century, 

T1D has array of complications include acute potentially life-threatening complications 

and damage to small and large blood vessels. While intensive glycaemic control 

reduces the risk of developing micro and macrovascular diabetes complications in the 

long term, it increases the likelihood of acute hypoglycaemia (Nathan and Group, 

1993).  Acute complications such as severe hypoglycaemia and ketoacidosis, can 

result in loss of consciousness or seizures that require medical assistance and hospital 

visits, and account for 4 to 10% and 13 to 19% of T1D related mortality, respectively 

(DiMeglio et al., 2018, Skrivarhaug et al., 2006, Patterson et al., 2007, Feltbower et 

al., 2008).  

1.2.1. Vascular damage 

Several risk factors are implicated in the pathogenesis of vascular damage resulting 

in diabetes complications, including modifiable factors such as; glycaemic control, lipid 

levels, blood pressure, diet, physical activity and smoking, and non-modifiable factors 

including; duration of diabetes, age at diagnosis and genetics (Chiarelli and 

Marcovecchio, 2013). Hyperglycaemia is the initiating and primary cause of diabetic 

tissue damage, with both acute and chronic hyperglycaemia having detrimental effects 

(Marcovecchio et al., 2011). Several mechanisms link hyperglycaemia to the 

development of vascular damage including; activation of protein kinase C, increased 

production of advanced glycation end-products, synthesis of growth factors, cytokines 

and angiotensin II, increased oxidative stress, and activation of the polyol and 

hexosamine pathways (Brownlee, 2005). These mechanisms induce endothelial 
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dysfunction and contribute to the development of micro- and macrovascular 

complications and damage to organs (Domingueti et al., 2016, Forbes and Cooper, 

2013). As such, a reduction in HbA1c results in reduced vascular diabetes 

complications (Nathan and Group, 1993).  

Glucose fluctuations, also known as glycaemic variation (GV), also appear to be an 

important risk factor for developing vascular damage (Zhang et al., 2019) and may be 

more harmful than a constant state of hyperglycaemia (Ceriello and Kilpatrick, 2013). 

GV appears to cause excessive oxidative stress and inflammation, activating 

downstream signalling pathways, including AKT, PKC, and MAPK, which damage 

vascular tissue and increase the likelihood of complications (Cavalot, 2013). There is 

also limited evidence that hypoglycaemia is associated with endothelial dysfunction, 

oxidative stress and inflammation (Ceriello et al., 2012).  

In well controlled T1D, lipid levels are similar to non-diabetic individuals (Group, 1992), 

but worse glycaemic control in associated with a more atherogenic cholesterol 

distribution (Pérez et al., 2000, Maahs et al., 2010). Additionally, dysglycaemia can 

lead to increased apolipoprotein B levels and oxidative stress, leading to increased 

vascular damage (Shamir et al., 2008). Metabolic and hormonal changes also be 

dysfunctional and play a role in the pathophysiology of atherosclerosis (Ladeia et al., 

2014). Decreased insulin deficiency reduces production of nitric oxide, resulting in 

increased oxidative stress and a consequent decrease in the ability to promote vessel 

dilation (Baron, 1994, Scherrer et al., 1994). 

Individuals with diabetes are at a high risk of developing atherosclerosis (Stehouwer 

et al., 1992). The atherosclerosis plaque in individuals with T1D may be softer, more 

fibrous and in different locations compared to individuals with type 2 diabetes, resulting 

in an overall lower atherosclerotic burden (Djaberi et al., 2009, Burke et al., 2004). 

However compared to non-diabetes age and symptom matched healthy controls, 

individuals with T1D were  significantly more likely to have severe narrowing in all 

three major coronary arteries (Valsania et al., 1991).  

1.2.2. Microvascular damage 

Retinopathy, neuropathy and nephropathy are the three major manifestations of 

microvascular disease, although any microvasculature vessel can sustain damage 

and result in complications. Large cross-sectional and longitudinal studies in Europe 
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and the UK demonstrate that at a duration of 15 years early renal disease had a 

prevalence of 30.6%, retinopathy 46% and impaired autonomic tests 19%, while 37% 

adults aged 28–37 years and diagnosed with T1D during childhood had serious 

microvascular complications (Bryden et al., 2003, Stephenson et al., 1994). 

Damage to the microvasculature of the kidney is a common complication affecting 

around 15 to 40% of patients with T1D, peaking in incidences 15 to 20 years after 

diagnosis, and is the leading cause of end-stage renal disease and cardiovascular 

morbidity and mortality (Gross et al., 2005). Individuals with both T1D and diabetic 

nephropathy have a greater than 10-fold risk of CVD than individuals with T1D alone 

(Tuomilehto et al., 1998).  

Vasculature damage in the eye, retinopathy, begins with non-proliferative retinal 

abnormalities where vascular obstruction, haemorrhages, exudates and infarction of 

retinal nerves cause cotton wool spots. As damage progresses retinopathy becomes 

proliferative, with ischemia leading to the development of new vessels 

(neovascularization) on the surface of the retina and optic disc which can threaten 

vision by causing retinal detachment or vitreous haemorrhage (Gardner et al., 2002). 

Nearly all individuals with T1D will have some degree of diabetes retinopathy after 20 

years duration (Fong et al., 2004), with diabetes being the most prevalent cause of 

sight loss in 20 to 74 year olds (Control and Prevention, 2011). 

Diabetic neuropathy is the damage of peripheral small sensory and large motor nerve 

fibres, resulting in symptoms such as a burning, deep-aching pain and impaired 

vibration, light touch and joint position senses (Boulton et al., 2005). Some degree of 

nerve damage affects approximately 60–70% of adult T1D patients (Trotta et al., 

2004), although up to 50% of diabetic neuropathy may be asymptomatic increasing 

the risk of injuries to the feet (Boulton et al., 2005). 

Poor glycaemic control is the major risk factor for the development of microvascular 

complications (Schrijvers et al., 2004). The DCCT and EDIC established that intensive 

glycaemic control reduced the risk of developing and progression of retinopathy, 

neuropathy and nephropathy (Nathan and Group, 1993, Steffes et al., 2003b). The 

intensive insulin therapy group had a 76% reduced risk of developing retinopathy and 

slowed the rate by 54%, reduced the occurrence of nephropathy by 39% and clinical 
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neuropathy by 60% when compared with the conventional treatment group (Nathan 

and Group, 1993, Steffes et al., 2003b).  

1.2.3. Mortality and Cardiovascular Disease 

T1D is associated with a 2- to 8-fold increase in mortality rates compared with the 

general population (Rawshani et al., 2017, Lind et al., 2014, Soedamah-Muthu et al., 

2006). While, in developed nations, advancement in care has resulted in temporal 

improvements in the relative risk of death (Secrest et al., 2010, Rawshani et al., 2017), 

with one study estimating that T1D results in estimated reduction in life expectancy of 

11.1 years (Livingstone et al., 2015). For individuals under 30 years of age, acute 

complications such as ketoacidosis and hypoglycaemia largely explain increased 

mortality, while at older ages, cardiovascular disease (CVD) is the main cause of 

morbidity and death (Figure 1.2) (Secrest et al., 2010, De Ferranti et al., 2014). Clinical 

trial data from the DCCT (Gubitosi-Klug, 2016, Bebu et al., 2020) and cohort studies 

such as Lind et al. (2014) demonstrate that improved glycaemic control in patients 

reduces the incidence of and mortality caused by CVD, encompassing coronary heart 

disease (CHD), cerebrovascular disease, peripheral artery disease (PAD), heart 

failure and cardiomyopathy. CVD risk factors such as chronic inflammation, 

hypertension, dyslipidaemia, dysglycaemia (including hyperglycaemia, 

hypoglycaemia and glycaemic variability) are all more common in patients with T1D 

and considerable research focus has been put on management of these risk factors 

(Schofield et al., 2019). The risk of CVD does not appear to be as attenuated by 

intensive glycaemic control as microvascular complications (DiMeglio et al., 2018).  

Even in carefully managed individuals with risk factors within target levels, the 

incidences of CVD and mortality are still elevated (Rawshani et al., 2017), with a longer 

duration of diabetes (Al Khalifah et al., 2016, Conway et al., 2009) and early age of 

diagnosis (Rawshani et al., 2018) associated with increased risk. Additionally, the 

protection against CVD offered by the female sex is lost (Harjutsalo et al., 2014, Huxley 

et al., 2015).  
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1.3. Residual ꞵ-cell function measurement in T1D 

Measuring endogenous insulin production by the residual ꞵ-cells has increased in 

clinical practice within recent years (Jones and Hattersley, 2013), with a specific focus 

on correctly diagnosing an individual’s diabetes to ensure most appropriate treatment 

and management is provided. An alternative measure of residual ꞵ-cell function is 

needed besides serum insulin for individuals diagnosed with T1D, as exogenous 

insulin is detected by insulin assays (Clark, 1999). Additionally, insulin has a half-life 

of only a few minutes (3 to 5 minutes), and is extensively metabolized on the first pass 

of the liver (≈50%) with varying rates of clearance in the liver and peripheral tissue 

(Brundin, 1999, Field, 1973, Licinio-Paixao et al., 1986, Polonsky et al., 1986). 

 C-peptide is an appropriate alternative to measure insulin secretion. As detailed below 

(Figure 1.3), insulin is produced in pancreatic ꞵ-cells within the islets of Langerhans. 

Here, C-peptide role is promote the biosynthesis of insulin by promoting folding and 

the bonds between the A and B chains to create proinsulin (Steiner et al., 1967). 

Proinsulin is mostly cleaved into insulin and C-peptide, which are secreted at the same 

time and in equimolar amounts by the pancreas into the bloodstream, although some 

proinsulin is secreted as well (Kitabchi, 1977). Peripheral C-peptide levels are a more 

Figure 1.2 Estimated 10-year fatal CVD risk by current age in T1D men and women 
compared with nondiabetic comparison group. Images reproduced with permission 
(appendix I) from  Soedamah-Muthu et al. (2006)  
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accurate reflection of portal insulin secretion than measurement of peripheral insulin, 

even in non-insulin treated individuals. This is due to a much longer half-life of 30 

minutes than insulin, and that it passes through the liver before the majority is 

metabolized by the kidneys, with 5 to 10% excreted in urine (McDonald et al., 2009, 

Horwitz et al., 1977). 

 

Serum C-peptide level following a stimulus such as a mixed meal tolerance test 

(MMTT), intravenous glucose tolerance test (IVGTT), or stimulation by arginine or 

glucagon provides a gold-standard measure of endogenous insulin secretion (Palmer 

et al., 2004, Mirel et al., 1980, Ludvigsson, 1983, Ludvigsson, 2016). However, they 

are impractical for clinical use because of extended time frame, numerous blood draws 

Figure 1.3 Schematic of insulin and C-peptide creation and secretion in the pancreatic ꞵ-cells 
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and side effects such as nausea. Alternatives include a fasting and non-fasting blood 

samples, which are insufficient to detect subtle rises in C-peptide and may require 

further testing if inconclusive results are returned. Urine C-peptide (UCP) can be used 

as simple non-invasive measure of β-cell function. It allows samples to be provided 

without outside assistance in an outpatient setting and is stable in urine for up to 72 h 

in boric acid preservative (Bowman et al., 2012). Two methods of measuring UCP 

have been developed, the twenty-four hour UCP and urinary C-peptide to creatinine 

ratio (UCPCR). The twenty-four hour UCP is time-consuming and inconvenient for 

patients (Aoki, 1991). The UCPCR is a spot test method that uses creatinine to correct 

for dilution and correlates well with 24hr UCP (McDonald et al., 2009) and 90 minute 

post MMTT serum values in a range of different populations with diabetes (Hope et 

al., 2016, Besser et al., 2011a).  

1.3.1. C-peptide and classification of diabetes 

Residual ꞵ-cell function, as measured by C-peptide, has been shown to be a sensitive 

and specific biomarker for discriminating between type 1 and type 2 diabetes and 

Maturity Onset Diabetes of the Young (MODY) (Besser et al., 2013, Besser et al., 

2011b, Shields et al., 2017). A stimulated values <200 pmol/L of C-peptide indicates 

a severe insulin deficiency and 96% sensitivity and 98% specificity in differentiating 

T1D from T2D or MODY at 5 years post diagnosis (Besser et al., 2011b). Individuals 

with 200 to 600 pmol/L of C-peptide also likely need insulin management, although 

there is the possibility they have a MODY. Finally a value >600 pmol/L of C-peptide 

at >5 years post diagnosis is unlikely to be T1D (Besser et al., 2011b).  

When screening their whole clinic, Western General Hospital in Edinburgh discovered 

that of the 953 individuals diagnosed with T1D for ≥3 years duration, 13.7% had a C-

peptide >200 pmol/L who were later screened for autoantibodies and genetically 

tested. Of the 70 who had a C-peptide 200-600 pmol/L, eight were reclassified as T2D 

and four with monogenic diabetes. Five of the 19 individuals with a C-peptide 600-900 

pmol/L were reclassified as T2D, with 2 monogenic diabetes, while 13 of the 14 

patients with a C-peptide >900 were reclassified with T2D (Wise, 2019, Foteinopoulou 

et al., 2019). With the high proportion of individuals who are misdiagnosed with T2D 

diagnosed especially in individuals who develop T1D after the age of 30, it is likely that 

similar results would be seen in if the clinically diagnosed T2D population was 

screened for C-peptide (Thomas et al., 2019). 
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1.3.2. ꞵ-Cell destruction and the clinical presentation in T1D 

It is often stated that approximately 90-95% of an individual’s β-cells have been 

destroyed by the occurrence of symptoms and a clinical diagnosis of T1D (Gepts, 

1965, Daaboul and Schatz, 2003). However, autopsies of individuals with recent 

onset T1D show that diagnosis can also occur when around two-thirds of the islets 

are devoid of the insulin producing β-cells (Foulis and Stewart, 1984, Willcox et al., 

2009). The destruction of ꞵ-cell in the pre-diabetes phase was originally thought to 

be linear (Figure 1.4) (Eisenbarth, 1986b), however the consensus is now a 

relapsing and remitting progression of disease pathogenesis. ꞵ-cell destruction can 

take weeks to several decades before the clinical manifestation of the symptoms 

occurs, with the major reduction of beta cell mass occurring late during in the pre-

diabetic phase (Chen et al., 2017, Von Herrath et al., 2007, Ziegler et al., 2013). 

Individuals who are older or have a higher BMI are likely to have greater amount of 

functioning ꞵ-cell at diagnosis (Leete et al., 2016, Thunander et al., 2012). 

  

 

Progression of β-cell destruction carries on after diagnosis; however a remission or 

honeymoon period can often take place with the initiation of insulin therapy (Sochett 

Figure 1.4 The natural history of type 1 diabetes. Images reproduced with permission (appendix I) 
from Thrower and Bingley (2011), adapted from the model proposed by Eisenbarth (1986a). 
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et al., 1987). It is hypothesised that the reduction in blood glucose following the 

starting of exogenous insulin treatment allows the restoration of endogenous insulin 

secretion in exhausted but not yet destroyed β-cells. The honeymoon partial 

remission phase is common, occurring in roughly 70% of cases and lasting an 

average of 7 months before the continued reduction in β-cell mass and increased 

amount of exogenous insulin is needed (Abdul‐Rasoul et al., 2006, Snorgaard et al., 

1992). 

1.3.3. Residual ꞵ-Cell in long duration T1D 

While the traditional model of the natural history of T1D (Figure 1.4) proposed by Dr 

Eisenbarth (1986b) describes a complete and inevitable annihilation of functioning β-

cell mass with no present C-peptide, evidence of residual ꞵ-cell function is present 

even decades after diagnosis.  

Histological analysis of donor pancreases exhibit the persistence of insulin-positive 

islets. Evidence from as far back as 1959 has demonstrated that individuals who had 

duration of T1D of 8.3 years still had some residual islet tissue (Maclean and Ogilvie, 

1959). Similar results are seen elsewhere with a significant proportion of autopsies of 

long duration T1D (>3 years) having identifiable, yet markedly reduced ꞵ-cells which 

positively stain for insulin (Gepts and De Mey, 1978, Löhr and Klöppel, 1987, Meier 

et al., 2005, Rodriguez-Calvo et al., 2018, Lam et al., 2017, Butler et al., 2007). For 

example, a recent analysis of 47 donors with a duration of diabetes ranging from 0 to 

41 years found that 67% of donors had insulin containing islets, with a total ꞵ-cell 

mass reduced by 88 to 95% (Lam et al., 2017). See Oram et al. (2019) for a detailed 

review. 

These small number of identifiable ꞵ-cell in long duration T1D can also secrete 

endogenous insulin, with evidence that even at very low levels that they are 

functional and increase in response to caloric intake (Oram et al., 2014, McGee et 

al., 2014). Similar to the histological data, C-peptide secretion has been known about 

for decades, with Madsbad et al. (1978) finding 15% of individuals with a duration of 

T1D of 15 to 35 years having detectable levels. However, with the improvements in 

the sensitivity, specificity and usability of C-peptide testing, there has been renewed 

interest within the area in recent years. The development of highly sensitive C-

peptide assays that dropped the lower limit of detection from 30 to 3 pmol/L (Oram et 
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al., 2014, Wang et al., 2012) has led to large cohorts of people with extended 

duration T1D being tested. Substantial numbers of this population have been found 

to have detectable residual ꞵ-cell function although the prevalence remains unclear. 

Estimates range from 17% (McGee et al., 2014), 23% or 40% (Davis et al., 2015), 

35% (Williams et al., 2016), 36% (McKeigue et al., 2019), 63% (Wang et al., 2012), 

73% (Oram et al., 2014) to 80% (Oram et al., 2015) of participants having detectable 

C-peptide at >5 years post-diagnosis (Williams et al., 2016, Oram et al., 2015). The 

wide variation in these studies is likely explained by the selection criteria for the 

cohort selection criteria, especially age, age of diagnosis and duration of diabetes, 

and sample storage and differing assay sensitivities (Oram et al., 2019).  

An analysis of individuals with >50 years of T1D, the Joslin Medalists population, 

highlighted persistent C-peptide (>30 pmol/l) in 67.4% of the cohort and insulin 

positive ꞵ-cell in nine medallist who had post-mortem examination of their 

pancreases (Keenan et al., 2010). While this study has potential survivor bias (see 

1.3.4 for persistent residual ꞵ-cells influence upon clinical and glycaemic outcomes), 

it highlights that even in ultra-long duration T1D C-peptide persistence is possible. 

When this cohort was followed up by Yu et al. (2019), only 32.4% retained 

detectable C-peptide levels, with levels increasing in 12.2% and decreasing in 37% 

of the participants. This waxing and waning of C-peptide suggests ꞵ-cell loss may be 

episodic and recovery of some mass possible. Interestingly, when screened for 

monogenic diabetes 27.5% of the cohort possessed rare variants, with it likely that 

for 7.9% of the cohort their diabetes was caused by pathogenic variants. This further 

highlights the difficulty in diagnosing diabetes (see 1.3.1).   

An individual’s remaining residual ꞵ-cell function appears to be mainly influenced by 

the duration of their T1D and age of diagnosis. In longitudinal studies, C-peptide has 

an initial exponential decline (Greenbaum et al., 2012, Hao et al., 2016, Dabelea et 

al., 2012), with some early evidence suggesting that after 7 years this phase is 

followed by a stabilising of residual ꞵ-cell function (Shields et al., 2018). It is 

unknown if this is because of a change in the immune response or if this population 

of remaining ꞵ-cells is somehow protected. Persistent C-peptide secretion is much 

more common in individuals diagnosed at an older age, with only 19% of those 

diagnosed before the age of 15 having detectable levels at 15 years post diagnosis 

compared to 42% of individuals diagnosed after 35 years (McKeigue et al., 2019). 
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Some evidence suggests that this may because of a less severe rate of decline in ꞵ-

cell mass in older individuals (Greenbaum et al., 2012, Barker et al., 2014), although 

other studies find conflicting results (Shields et al., 2018, Hao et al., 2016). The fact 

that younger children have less ꞵ-cell mass than adults, meaning there is less to be 

destroyed, may also play a role in the reduced C-peptide seen in those diagnosed at 

younger ages (Davis et al., 2015). C-peptide persistence appears to be influenced by 

HLA haplotypes that differ from those that increase risk of an early-onset T1D, with 

known risk loci for T1D only accounting for a small proportion of the genetic effects 

on persistence (McKeigue et al., 2019). A recent paper by Leete et al. (2020) along 

with their previous research (Arif et al., 2014, Leete et al., 2016), suggests there may 

be two distinct endotypes that segregate according to age at diagnosis (<7 years 

and >12 years), with differing immune responses that are distinguishable by 

histology. The patients who were diagnosed at <7 years had much lower stimulated 

C-peptide levels than patients diagnosed at ≥13 years at > 5 years post diagnosis. 

1.3.4. Residual ꞵ-Cell and diabetes complications 

The Diabetes Control and Complications Trial (DCCT) established the initial evidence 

that persistent C-peptide secretion has clinical benefits in individuals with T1D (Steffes 

et al., 2003a). A retrospective analysis showed that in participants who had a 

stimulated C-peptide >200 pmol/L at study entry and who were randomised into the 

intensive control arm (3+ insulin injections a day (Nathan and Group, 1993)) had 

reduced development of retinopathy and nephropathy, lower HbA1c and lower 

incidences of serve hypoglycaemia in the subsequent 7 year follow up period 

compared to those with <200 pmol/L (Lachin et al., 2014, Steffes et al., 2003a). 

Specifically, individuals with sustained C-peptide of >200 pmol/L had a reduced risk of 

retinopathy by 58%, sustained retinopathy by 79% and neuropathy by 43% in the 

follow up period. HbA1c was an average of 6.6 mmol/mol lower for the responders 

and they had a 45% lower risk of an episode of severe hypoglycaemia. In the general 

T1D population, it is estimated that 8-16% of individuals diagnosed as an adult have 

this relatively high C-peptide level, compared to 5-6% of individuals with childhood 

onset of diabetes (Oram et al., 2015, Davis et al., 2015, Williams et al., 2016).  

Further analysis on the DCCT cohort and other research has demonstrated that even 

much lower levels of C-peptide secretion have a have positive impact on rates of 

diabetic complications, with an apparent sustained positive relationship between the 
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variables (Panero et al., 2009, Lachin et al., 2014, Sjöberg et al., 1991). A cross-

sectional study by Kuhtreiber et al. (2015) showed that a C-peptide level >10 pmol/l 

was associated with protection from the onset of diabetes-specific complications, with 

individuals below 10 pmol/L 3.1 times more likely to develop retinopathy, foot ulcer 

amputations, neuropathy or kidney disease. These results are similar to those found 

by Almeida et al. (2013) in another cross sectional study, where a detectable C-peptide 

>2 pmol/L was linked to a lower frequency of chronic complications (3.7% vs. 21.7%, 

p = 0.029).   

Currently there has been no studies investigating if residual ꞵ-cell function influences 

CVD risk in individuals with T1D. However, as detailed in chapters 1.3.5 and 1.2.3, 

endogenous insulin secretion can improve glycaemic control and subsequent 

improved glycaemic control can reduce the risk of CVD, showing a clear pathway that 

residual ꞵ-cell function may influence CVD. Additionally, as detailed in chapter 1.3.6, 

C-peptide itself may be a biologically active peptide that has vasoprotective properties, 

helping to reduce the damaging signalling pathways that dysglycaemia can cause to 

endothelial cells and potentially reducing vascular damage. In a large nationwide, 

register-based cohort study carried out in Sweden by Rawshani et al. (2018), they 

reported a significantly increased risk of mortality and cardiovascular disease in 27195 

individuals with T1D compared with 135178 matched non-diabetic controls. There 

main findings from the study was that age of onset of T1D is an important determinant 

of survival and cardiovascular outcomes, independent of the duration of the diabetes 

and age. Individuals diagnosed at 0–10 years had a greater than five times increased 

risk of CVD than those diagnosed at 25-30 years, which contributed to a shorter life 

expectancy (a loss of 17.7 years for women and 14.2 years for men) than being 

diagnosed at 26–30 years (loss of 10.1 years for women and 9.4 years for men). While 

not measured, having detectable C-peptide is also heavily influenced by age of 

diagnosis, and could account for increased cardiovascular risk.  

1.3.5. Residual ꞵ-Cell and glycaemic control 

Evidence of residual ꞵ-cell impact upon glycaemic control within individuals with T1D 

is an emerging area. Preservation of 10-50 pmol/L C-peptide has also been associated 

with lower self-reported rates of symptomatic, asymptomatic and severe 

hypoglycaemia compared to C-peptide negative individuals (Kuhtreiber et al., 2015, 

Marren et al., 2019). Those with persistent ꞵ-cell function appear to have a residual 
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counter-regulatory responses to hypoglycaemia, including increased glucagon 

secretion (Zenz et al., 2018, Rickels et al., 2020), and endogenous glucose production 

(Zenz et al., 2018). However, these results are not replicated everywhere, with Sherr 

et al. (2013) finding no relationship between C-peptide and glucagon response during 

a hypoglycaemic clamp, while Rickels et al. (2020) and Madsbad et al. (1978) found 

no increase in endogenous glucose production in those with higher C-peptide. There 

is, however, a reduction in biochemical hypoglycaemia and an increase in glucagon 

response to hypoglycaemic clamp in C-peptide positive islet transplant recipients 

(Brooks et al., 2015). The α-cell’s ability to secrete glucagon in response to 

hypoglycaemia is impaired around diagnosis of T1D (Arbelaez et al., 2014), with 

further functional losses observed as duration of diabetes increases (Siafarikas et al., 

2012). It is hypothesized that functioning ꞵ-cells within the islet of Langerhans protect 

some residual α-cell function which may offer some hypoglycaemia protection, 

although underlying mechanisms remain unclear (McCrimmon and Sherwin, 2010).  

While the DCCT (Lachin et al., 2014, Steffes et al., 2003) and Kuhtreiber et al. (2015) 

trials show that higher C-peptide is associated with lower HbA1c, Marren et al. (2019) 

and Gibb et al. (2020) recently found no difference in between individuals with low 

(<10 pmol/L) and preserved (>20 pmol/L and >10 pmol/L, respectively) C-peptide 

within the UK T1D population. The authors postulate that the lack of relationship 

between C-peptide and HbA1c may be a failure to have intense glycaemic 

management in individuals who would be at lower risk of hypoglycaemia. Both the 

Lachin et al. (2014) and Kuhtreiber et al. (2015) studies had significantly lower mean 

HbA1c than those found in Marren et al. (2019) and Gibb et al. (2020), and currently 

in the UK T1D population (Primary Care Domain, 2016) . 

There is scarce research upon preserved C-peptide secretion influence upon CGM 

parameters. In the recently diagnosed, tracked from diagnosis to 2 years post 

diagnosis, and post islet transplantation patients, studies demonstrate that as 

residual ꞵ-cell function declines, CGM parameters such as time in euglycaemia (time 

in range 3.9-10 mmol/L) and coefficient of variation (CV) worsen (Buckingham et al., 

2015, Brooks et al., 2015, Vantyghem et al., 2012). The nature of these T1D 

populations are that they have much higher C-peptide levels than most individuals 

with long duration T1D, thus it was unknown if residual ꞵ-cell and C-peptide 
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secretion impacts beyond the first few years after diagnosis and if very low levels 

influence CGM outcomes.  

Two very recent papers by Rickels et al. (2020) and Gibb et al. (2020) have 

attempted to explore these unknowns by completing mechanistic and observational 

studies assessing how low levels of C-peptide secretion impacts CGM outcomes in 

longer duration T1D diabetes. Rickels et al. (2020) demonstrating that in individuals 

with duration of T1D of > 2 years and a very high stimulated C-peptide (>400 pmol/L) 

had greater time in euglycaemia (72%) and reduced time in hyperglycaemia (22%) 

compared to negative (euglycaemia 58%, hyperglycaemia 35%), low (17-200 

pmol/L) (euglycaemia 52%, hyperglycaemia 43%) and intermediate (200-400 

pmol/L) (euglycaemia 59%, hyperglycaemia 34%)  C-peptide groupings. However, 

there was no differences in time spent in hypoglycaemia (negative 7±10%, low 

5±4%, intermediate 6±7% and high 7±5%). When viewed as a continuous variable, 

C-peptide had significant relationships with mean glucose, time in euglycaemia (r = 

0.456; P < 0.001), time with glucose >10 mmol/L (r = -0.376; P = 0.003), and glucose 

CV glycaemic outcomes.  

This study also comprehensively assessed islet cell responsivity, showing that while 

glucagon secretion during caloric intake is equally dysfunctional across C-peptide 

groups, individuals with higher residual ꞵ-cell had greater responsivity to glucose and 

α-cell responsivity to hypoglycaemia, resulting in greater increases in glucagon. It is 

unclear why this increased glucagon response did not translate into increased 

endogenous glucose production or reduced time spent in hypoglycaemia in the free-

living period. Hypoglycaemia is difficult to measure in research, with difficulties 

including the lag time in CGM readings compared to blood glucose (Zaharieva et al., 

2019b), and that three-quarters of episodes of hypoglycaemia are asymptomatic 

(Henriksen et al., 2019). This may have played a role in the lack of findings in this 

study compared to studies that have reported C-peptides’ influence on reducing self-

reported rates of symptomatic, asymptomatic and severe hypoglycaemia (Kuhtreiber 

et al., 2015, Marren et al., 2019). Additionally, the collection period of 1 week instead 

of the recommended two (Battelino et al., 2019) and the group sizes of 15/17 per 

group may not have been statistically strong enough to identify this small but 

clinically significant percentage of time. Whilst the participants were clinically 

diagnosed as having T1D in specialised diabetes centres, with no autoantibody 
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screening it’s possible that participants in these groups may have had MODY or 

T2D, especially in the intermediate and high C-peptide groups. Finally, the Rickels et 

al. (2020) only reported the hypoglycaemia CGM parameter percentage time <3.9 

mmol/L, rather than time spent <3.0 mmol/L a potentially more clinically relevant 

marker (Danne et al., 2017, Battelino et al., 2019). 

A large observational study (n=290) conducted by Gibb et al. (2020) reported that 

individuals > 3 years post diagnosis with preserved C-peptide (either 10 to 200 pmol/L 

or 10 to 50 pmol/L) had fewer low-glucose events and lower glucose variability by flash 

monitoring compared to low (<10 pmol/L) secretors. Median time spent <3.9 mmol/L 

in the low secretors was 5% (interquartile range (IQR) 3 to 9%) compared to 3% (IQR 

– 2 to 6%) for the 10 to 200 pmol/L group (p< 0.001) or 4% (IQR – 2-6%) for the 10 to 

50 pmol/L group (p= 0.034). Compared to Rickels et al. (2020), the much greater 

sample size and 2 week data collection period observed in this study was potentially 

needed to identify these very small but meaningful results. No differences were found 

in time spent in euglycaemia or hyperglycaemia between groups, which may be 

explained by individuals with greater >200 pmol/L of C-peptide being excluded from 

the study. Combined with Rickels et al. (2020) results, it suggests there may be a C-

peptide threshold, around or greater than 200 pmol/L, needed to reduce time spent in 

hyperglycaemia. Excluding these participants reduced the possibility of having 

individuals with insulin deficiency not caused by T1D, without having to undertake 

autoantibody or genetic screening. However, it also excludes a large subgroup of the 

T1D population, with up to 16% having this level of endogenous ꞵ-cell function (Oram 

et al., 2014). The glucose data collection method may also have influenced the results 

in Gibb et al. (2020). The Freestyle Libre flash glucose monitors requires a participant 

to actively engage in it wears, and using it actively reduces time spent in 

hypoglycaemia (Bolinder et al., 2016, Oskarsson et al., 2018), factors that could 

influence the results. Again the more clinically significant marker time spent <3.0 

mmol/L, which equates to a clinically significant hypoglycaemia requiring immediate 

attention, was not displayed in this study even though it is recommended that more 

importance be placed on this reading than time spent <3.9 mmol/L (Danne et al., 

2017). 
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1.3.6. C-peptide as a biologically active peptide  

As well its role in the formation of insulin, and its measurement as a marker of 

endogenous insulin secretion, C-peptide appears to be a biologically active peptide 

(Wahren et al., 2007). C-peptide has been shown to bind to the cell membranes via 

G-protein and Ca2+ dependent pathways, eliciting intracellular signalling (Rigler et al., 

1999, Shafqat et al., 2002).  Recently reviewed in detail elsewhere (Yaribeygi et al., 

2019, Souto et al., 2020, Alves et al., 2019), there is significant evidence of the 

beneficial action of C-peptide, mainly in those who lack it. Briefly (Figure 1.5), in vitro 

studies demonstrate that C-peptide reduces the production of reactive oxygen species 

(ROS) formation and induced apoptosis in endothelial cell during hyperglycaemia 

(Cifarelli et al., 2011). Additionally, C-peptide downplays VEGF overexpression which 

play a prominent role in vascular permeability (Lim et al., 2014), and may also reduce 

cytokine release leading to a decreased expression of adhesion molecules on the 

endothelium (Haidet et al., 2012). Finally, C-peptide increases the release of ATP and 

NA+K+-ATPase by erythrocytes, which stimulates NO production by platelets and 

endothelial cells (Giebink et al., 2013). This C-peptide stimulation of NO inhibits 

erythrocyte adherence to endothelium (Johnstone et al., 1993), reduces platelet 

activation and aggregation (Emerson et al., 1999), and increases vasodilation, 

endothelial function and blood flow (Johansson et al., 2003). This has resulted in C-

peptide being described as having anti-oxidative, vasoprotective, anti-apoptotic and 

anti-inflammatory effects (Yaribeygi et al., 2019).   
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Figure 1.5 A schematic of C-peptide signalling pathways in vasculopathy protection. Solid lines represents C-
peptides direct impact on the vasculature, dotted lines represent downstream impacts of increased C-peptide.  

Abbreviations - AMPK, AMP‐activated protein kinase alfa; ATP, adenosine triphosphate; eNOS, endothelial nitric 
oxide synthase; NO, nitric oxide; ROS, reactive oxygen species; VEGF, vascular endothelial growth factor. 

 

Within type 1 diabetic animal models, C-peptide infusion has demonstrated functional 

and structural benefits on complications affecting the vasculature, kidney, and 

peripheral and central nervous systems (Souto et al., 2020). The replacement of C-

peptide for 8 months has been shown to counter the diabetes-induced deterioration of 

the nerve conduction by 70% and increase nerve fibre regeneration (Sima et al., 

2001), as well as reversing the damage to renal tissue (Elbassuoni et al., 2018). It is 

reported that C-peptide supplementation reduces microvascular leakage (Lim et al., 

2014), increases microvascular blood flow by increasing recruitment of capillaries 

(Lindström et al., 1996) and enhancing wound healing (Lim et al., 2015).  

Results in early clinical trials with T1D participants are mixed, with some small studies 

suggesting that C-peptide supplementation could be a potential therapeutic treatment 

target for reducing diabetes complications. However, a weekly long acting dose of C-

peptide for 12 months in 250 patients with T1D and peripheral neuropathy resulted in 
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no difference in bilateral sural nerve conduction velocity (SNCV) compared to the 

placebo, but improvements in vibration perception threshold, both markers of 

peripheral neuropathy (Wahren et al., 2016). It is unclear why no improvement was 

seen in this study when two previous shorter studies with native C-peptide infusion 

found improvements in SNCV and vibration perception (Ekberg et al., 2003, Wahren 

et al., 2007). In patients with T1D and nephropathy, 1 and 3 month C-peptide infusion 

demonstrated reduced glomerular filtration rate (FR) and urinary albumin excretion 

(>40%), as well as improved heart rate variability and other indices of cardiac 

autonomic innervation (Johansson et al., 1993, Johansson et al., 2000). However a 

systematic review and meta-analysis of GFR revealed no difference between control 

and C-peptide, potentially explained by the lack of studies, small study sizes leading 

to large within group variation and varying degrees of renal disease (Shaw et al., 

2015). C-peptide also appears to affect microvascular blood flow, improving flow 

mediated vasodilatation (Fernqvist-Forbes et al., 2001) and, interestingly for this 

thesis, increasing blood flow and capillary diffusion capacity of exercising skeletal 

muscles (Johansson et al., 1992). 

While it is clear that C-peptide is biologically active and appears to have beneficial 

effects at attenuating diabetic complications, care should be taken when expanding 

these results to individuals with residual ꞵ-cell function whom create their own 

endogenous C-peptide. Specifically, while small amounts of endogenous insulin may 

influence glycaemic control (see 1.3.5), it is unknown if beneficial effects are seen with 

microscreating C-peptide. With previous research having explored the effects of 

supplementing C-peptide to a non-diabetic level, studies are needed to explore if the 

low physiological amounts of endogenous C-peptide seen in individuals with T1D has 

a positive effect on the vasculature.  

1.4. Endothelial Progenitor Cells 

As well as having a negative impact upon the vascular endothelium, diabetes also 

impacts upon endothelial repair. Blood vessels can be repaired and new vessels 

grown through two mechanisms; angiogenesis and postnatal vasculogenesis. 

Angiogenesis is the formation of new vessels from the existing vasculature network, 

and is often achieved by circulating cells having a paracrine effect causing endothelial 

cells to proliferate (Adair and Montani, 2010, Pankajakshan and Agrawal, 2014). 

Postnatal vasculogenesis describes the in situ differentiation and growth of blood 
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vessels derived from non-resident cells (Andrique et al., 2020). Endothelial progenitor 

cells (EPCs) were first described in 1997 by Asahara et al. (1997) as circulating 

mononuclear cells which, when isolated from human peripheral blood, could 

differentiate into endothelial cells in vitro, and could incorporate into site of active 

angiogenesis in animal models. These results have been confirmed elsewhere, with 

CD34+ cells incorporating into the vascular wall and maturing into endothelial cells 

(Takahashi et al., 1999, Kocher et al., 2001, Grant et al., 2002). These cells can also 

form tubes on fibronectin-coated plates (Asahara et al., 1997, Tasev et al., 2016a), 

while a number of studies have shown that EPCs have the ability to stimulate 

neovascularization in both rodent and human models (Asahara et al., 1999a, Xia et 

al., 2012b, Reyes et al., 2002, Zengin et al., 2006). 

Since the discovery of EPCs, a plethora of studies into their origin, mobilisation, role 

in the vascular system and cell-surface antigen marker have been published and 

debated.  

1.4.1. Endothelial Progenitor Cells in culture 

The term EPCs encompasses heterogeneous populations, with two distinct 

populations having been agreed to appear when grown in in vitro culture; Myeloid 

angiogenic cells (MACs) (also called circulating angiogenic cells (CACs), early EPCs, 

colony-forming unit-ECs (CFU-ECs or CFU-Hill) and endothelial colony-forming cells 

(ECFCs) (late EPCs, endothelial outgrowth cells) (Hur et al., 2004). MACs appear 

quickly in culture, secreting pro-angiogenic cytokines and growth factors, such as 

VEGF and IL-8  but have poor proliferative capacity and do not form tube-like 

structures (Hill et al., 2003). ECFCs appear later in culture (up to 12 weeks), produce 

more NO, and form capillary tube-like structures to a greater extent than early EPCs 

(Ingram et al., 2004). It is believed that MACs play an important role in the process of 

vessel injury and repair through paracrine function (Medina et al., 2017, Asahara et 

al., 2011), however, they are not an actual endothelial progenitor that is able to fully 

integrate as bona fide endothelial cells (Medina et al., 2011). In contrast, ECFCs have 

potent intrinsic clonal proliferative potential and are able to contribute to de novo blood 

vessel formation in vivo (Tasev et al., 2016b, Lin et al., 2000). Table 1.1 displays the 

diverse names, actions and surface markers that differentiate the two pro-angiogenic 

groups found in cell culture. While these cells are intrinsically different, they likely 

collaborate in the re-vascularization process, with MACs mobilised to the damaged 
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endothelial where their paracrine function helps recruit ECFCs, which migrate to, 

proliferate and incorporate into the vascular wall whilst MACs guide the process 

(Banno and Yoder, 2018, Ingram et al., 2005, Hubert et al., 2014)    

 

Table 1.1 Phenotyping and characteristics of pro-angiogenic cells grown in culture 

 MACS  
(Myeloid Angiogenic 

Cells) 

ECFCS  
(Endothelial Colony 

Forming Cells) 
Alternative Names Used Early EPCs Late EPCs  
 Hematopoietic EPCs Non Hematopoietic EPCs 
 Circulating Angiogenic 

Cells (CACs),  
Outgrowth endothelial 

cells (OECs) 
 Myeloid Angiogenic Cells 

(MACs), 
Endothelial Outgrowth 

Cells 
 Colony-Forming Unit-

EPCs (CFU-EPCs Or 
CFU-Hill) 

 

Cell Shape In Culture Spindle shaped Cobblestone shaped 
Appearance In Culture < 1 week 2-4 weeks 
Lifespan 3-4 weeks ≈12 weeks 
Neovascularization Paracrine Differentiate into 

endothelial cells 
Cell-Surface Markers   
CD34 + + 
CD45 + - or dim 
CD133 - or + - 
VEGFR2 + ++ 
CD31+ + ++ 
CD14 - , + or dim - 
VE CADHERIN  + ++ 
VWF + ++ 

 

1.4.2. Endothelial Progenitor Cells – flow cytometry surface markers 

An alternative to using cell culture to identify EPCs is enumerating by fluorescence 

activated cell sorting (FACS) and flow cytometry. EPCs can be prospectively identified 

by selecting sub-populations of mononuclear cells (MNCs) based on specific cell 

surface antigen expression. However, there is widespread debate on the exact cell-

surface antigens of EPCs, with no combination of markers having been reliably 

adopted and no unique marker to differentiate the cells from other circulating cells. 

While surface markers of mature MACs and ECFCs in culture have been identified 
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(Table 1.1), the issue remains in identifying the markers of the more immature 

circulating cells that differentiate into these populations.    

Normally, cell surface antigens chosen to define EPCs include a hematopoietic stem 

cell (e.g.  CD133+, CD34+) and endothelial cell markers (e.g. VEGFR2+, CD31+). 

CD34+ is a popular marker of the circulating EPCs as it has been shown to give rise 

to cells with endothelial properties in vitro and in vivo (Asahara et al., 1997). CD34+ is 

a marker used to isolate human hematopoietic stem and progenitor cells (Sidney et 

al., 2014), while also expressed on mature endothelial cells (Fina et al., 1990), likely 

as an adhesion molecule for the interactions between endothelial cells and 

haematopoietic precursors (Cheng et al., 1996). However, as CD34+ is widely 

expressed on mesenchymal, epithelial and cancer stem cells (Hirschi et al., 2008), 

further surface markers are required to discriminate EPCs from other circulating cells. 

Other surface antigens measured include VEGFR2+ (KDR+), an endothelial marker 

that regulates migration and proliferation, and when used in conjunction with CD34+ a 

useful biomarker for cardiovascular risk (Werner et al., 2005). A similar endothelial 

marker to VEGFR2+, that is also expressed on both MACs and ECFCs and has 

angiogenic properties is CD31+ (Kim et al., 2010). Unfortunately, CD34+VEGFR2+ and 

CD34+CD31+ may also identify circulating mature endothelial cells sloughed from the 

endothelium  (Lachmann et al., 2012), thus research groups have needed to explore 

further markers. 

CD133+ is another marker of hematopoietic widely used to identify EPCs (Prater et al., 

2007). While CD133+ has been shown to retain the ability to differentiate into 

endothelial cells (Gehling et al., 2000, Wu et al., 2007), there is evidence to the 

contrary, demonstrating CD133+ is never expressed on mature endothelial cells 

(Peichev et al., 2000), devoid of vessel forming activity and remain hematopoietic in 

vitro (Case et al., 2007, Timmermans et al., 2007). CD133+ expression decreases in 

circulation as the cell transforms into a more mature endothelial like cells (Quirici et 

al., 2001). Additionally, more than 99% of CD34+VEGFR2+CD133+ positive cells also 

strongly express CD45+ (Case et al., 2007), a panleukocyte marker (Nakano et al., 

1990), which is negative on the endothelial lineage. As CD34+CD45+ cells form 

hematopoietic progenitor cells (HPCs) but do not yield EPCs (Case et al., 2007), it is 
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likely that CD34+CD133+VEGFR2+ are MACs, mobilising to ischemia and having a 

paracrine effect but being unable to mature into endothelial cells. 

With the advancement of flow cytometry techniques and sensitivity, a distinction 

between CD45 negative, dim and bright positive events has been possible (Schmidt-

Lucke et al., 2010). This has resulted with identifying most (≈90%) CD34+ progenitor 

cells express CD45 at low intensity (CD45dim), resulting in less than 10% that are 

CD45-negative (Sambataro et al., 2014). The majority of circulating CD34+VEGFR2+ 

cells also express CD45dim, a marker able to differentiate EPCs from circulating 

endothelial cells (CECs) which are negative for CD45+ (Tropea et al., 2014, Huizer et 

al., 2017). While ECFC that appear within in vitro culture never express CD45+, ECFC 

appear to initially express and develop from CD45dim CD31+ cells (Timmermans et al., 

2007, Bieback et al., 2013). ‘True’ circulating EPCs, which can differentiate into the 

endothelium, may therefore be part of the CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+/CD31+ cell 

population detected by flow cytometry (Van Craenenbroeck et al., 2013), although 

there is a lack of in vivo evidence showing circulating EPCs differentiating into 

endothelial cells, and it may be that these circulating cells are paracrine in nature. 

The identity of an EPC is elusive and definitions are a work-in-progress, despite the 

calls to end the nomenclature (Medina et al., 2017, Sandhu et al., 2018). In this thesis, 

we used the cell surface markers CD34+ and CD34+CD45dim to identify hematopoietic 

progenitor cells (HPCs, also called hematopoietic stem cells), a self-renewing 

population with the developmental potential to give rise to all types of mature blood 

cells (Pei, 1999). For EPCs, we used the markers CD34+VEGFR2+ and CD34+CD31+, 

which likely include other cells alongside EPCs, and CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+ and 

CD34+CD45dimCD31+ and CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+CD31+, which are a more specific 

markers of “true” EPCs that can differentiate into endothelial cells (Van Craenenbroeck 

et al., 2013, Bieback et al., 2013). 

1.4.3. Mobilisation, recruitment and action of EPCs 

Circulating EPCs are rare within the peripheral blood, making up between 0.0001 and 

0.01% of all circulating mononuclear cells in human blood (Patel et al., 2015, Khan et 

al., 2005). Cells are mobilised into the peripheral blood in response to tissue ischemia 

or injury (Aicher et al., 2005), with damaged tissue able to increase the circulating 

numbers by up to 500% (Ritz et al., 2014). 
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There is controversy within the field of where these cells originate. While the majority 

of research suggests that EPCs are bone marrow derived (Asahara et al., 1999a), 

recent research from bone marrow transplant patients suggest this is not the case 

(Fujisawa et al., 2019b). It may well be the different phenotypes of EPCs have different 

origins, with MACs originating from the bone marrow (Stamm et al., 2003) and ECFCs 

from the vessel wall (Tura et al., 2013), or that there are pockets of tissues resistant 

cells around the body (Chopra et al., 2018). 

When endothelial cells are under ischemic conditions, the hypoxia stimulates the 

expression of cytokines and growth factors such as VEGF, platelet-derived growth 

factor, insulin-like growth factor and fibroblast growth factor (Patel-Hett and D'Amore, 

2011) (Figure 1.6). Another hypoxia-induced factors that is released, and a key driver 

of angiogenesis, is SDF-1. Many stem and progenitor cells express CXCR4, the 

receptor for SDF-1, with the SDF-1:CXCR4 signalling axis involved with the homing of 

cells from their niche within the bone marrow into circulation (Floege et al., 2009, Shen 

et al., 2011). Similar mechanisms for mobilisation from the bone marrow have been 

found for G-CSF, HIF-1α, VEGFR and NO (Silva et al., 2012, Natori et al., 2002, Li et 

al., 2006, Aicher et al., 2003). 

Once mobilised into the peripheral blood, EPCs hone to the area of vascular damage 

traveling along the SDF-1 and VEGFR chemotactic gradients (Tang et al., 2009, 

Ackah et al., 2005, Shen et al., 2011). Indeed, when in vitro studies block CXCR4 or 

VEGFR2+ it impairs or blocks migration of EPCs across a semi-permeable membrane 

(Tang et al., 2009, Sun et al., 2013). As detailed in 1.4.1 the exact role of EPCs at 

vasculature damage is varied and not completely understood. MACs secrete pro-

angiogenic cytokines and growth factor, such as vascular endothelial growth factor, 

placental growth factor, transforming growth factor-β, thrombopoietin, hepatocyte 

growth factor, fibroblast growth factors and interleukin-8, which activate self-

regeneration and stimulates endothelial cell proliferation (Medina et al., 2011, Peplow, 

2014). ECFCs have been shown to contribute to vessel formation in vivo, with ECFCs 

implanted into mice and seeded in matrigel able to form de novo blood vessels 

(Melero-Martin et al., 2007) and human ECFCs demonstrated to form human 

endothelial cell also within mice (Shepherd et al., 2006). 
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It has been suggested that circulating MACs hone to the damaged tissue and their 

paracrine factors recruit ECFCs from either the circulation or the local vascular wall. 

These ECFCs migration and proliferation to the injured site to restore the endothelial 

integrity of the vascular wall  (Banno and Yoder, 2018).
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Figure 1.6 EPCs are circulating angiogenic cells in the blood with cell surface antigen markers of hematopoietic (CD34+) and endothelial cells (CD31+, VEGFR2+) or pan-leukocyte that are expressed 
on both (CD45dim). EPCs can promote endothelial cell repair, regeneration and proliferation, as well as differentiating into mature endothelial cells. Neovascularization by EPCs can occur through 
(A) early EPCs paracrine secretion of pro-angiogenic cytokines and growth factor, (B) late EPCs self-assemble and differentiate into endothelial cells creating new blood vessels. Areas of endothelial 
hypoxia release EPCs activating factors, which chemokine receptors (CXCR4 and CXCR7) upon the EPCs mobilise and home towards.  

Abbreviations: vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF), placental growth factor (PlGF), transforming growth factor-β (TGF-β), thrombopoietin (TPO), hepatocyte growth factor (HGF), fibroblast 
growth factors (FGFs), interleukin-8 (IL-8), Stromal cell-derived factor 1 (SDF-1), nitric oxide (NO), granulocyte-colony stimulating factor (G-CSF). 
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1.4.4. Exercise and EPCs 

Exercise has a potent cardiovascular effect, reducing the development and reversing 

plaque formation (Szostak and Laurant, 2011, Madssen et al., 2015), improving 

endothelial function (Pagan et al., 2018) and angiogenesis (Laufs et al., 2004, 

Chinsomboon et al., 2009), and lowering the risk of mortality and CVD events (Lear et 

al., 2017).  

Acute exercise can mobilise EPCs into circulation, with number elevated for up to 72 

hours after a single bout (Van Craenenbroeck et al., 2008, Ross et al., 2014, Van 

Craenenbroeck et al., 2010a, Bonsignore et al., 2010). While most studies have found 

increased numbers post exercise in healthy individuals, some studies have failed to 

find the expected mobilisation in the post exercise period (Thijssen et al., 2006, Adams 

et al., 2008). The number of EPCs mobilised with exercised appears to be linked to 

the duration and intensity, with increases ranging from 20 to 160% for individuals in 

one study (Laufs et al., 2005). Changes in circulating EPCs is linked to increased 

chemoattractants within the blood, with correlations found with levels of NO, MM-9, 

VEGF, G-CSF and SDF-1α (Chang et al., 2015, Möbius-Winkler et al., 2009, Ross et 

al., 2014, Yang et al., 2007, Krüger et al., 2015) 

As well as being a potent mobiliser into circulation, exercise improves the function and 

reduces apoptosis of circulating EPCs (Hoetzer et al., 2007, Laufs et al., 2004). The 

cells have enhanced migratory capacity to VEGF and SDF-1 in vitro after acute 

exercise (Van Craenenbroeck et al., 2010a), which may be due to sheer stress 

enhancing the cell surface expression of CXCR4 (Xia et al., 2012b). 

Regular physical activity also has a training effect upon EPCs, increasing circulating 

numbers at rest (Xia et al., 2012a, Yang et al., 2013, Choi et al., 2014, Laufs et al., 

2004). Additionally exercise training improves the function of EPCs, enhancing the 

migration to VEGF and SDF-1 and increasing secretion of NO (Schlager et al., 2011, 

Van Craenenbroeck et al., 2010b, Sonnenschein et al., 2011). These enhancements 

of EPCs are correlated with improvements in endothelial function with exercise, and 

may be a contributing factor (Steiner et al., 2005).  

1.4.5. EPCs in chronic diseases and aging 

In a pivotal study, Werner et al. (2005) demonstrated that lower count of EPCs lead to 

increased CVD events in the future. During a 12-month observational period, patients 
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with low baseline levels of EPCs had a significantly higher occurrence of a first major 

cardiovascular event and incidence of cardiovascular caused death. Hill et al. (2003) 

had previously demonstrated a strong relationship between EPCs and endothelial 

function in healthy but increased CVD risk individuals, with EPC numbers potentially 

a better predictor than traditional risk factors. 

There has since been a plethora of research demonstrating that the number and 

function of EPCs are reduced in chronic vascular related diseases such as 

hypertension (Luo et al., 2016), diabetes (Ambasta et al., 2017, Yu et al., 2016, De 

Vriese et al., 2000) and cardiovascular disease (George et al., 2004). It appears that 

circulating EPCs numbers increase rapidly in the acute phase of ischaemic stroke and 

myocardial infarction (Shintani et al., 2001, Chu et al., 2008), with increased numbers 

of EPCs in the days after an event related to improved functional outcomes, reduced 

infarct growth and neurological improvements (Yip et al., 2008, Cesari et al., 2009). 

The increased requirement for vascular repair in chronic conditions may deplete EPCs 

within the bone marrow. Haematopoietic and mesenchymal progenitor cells have been 

found to be reduced in the bone marrow after 5 days of stimulation by VEGFR in mice 

(Tashiro et al., 2014), while the count of circulating and bone marrow resistant EPCs 

are reduced in critical limb ischemia patients compared to healthy controls (Teraa et 

al., 2013). Additionally the high glucose, inflammatory and oxidative stress conditions 

may impair mobilization and increased apoptosis resulting in reduced circulating 

numbers of EPCs in both type 1 and type 2 diabetes (Fadini et al., 2005, Sibal et al., 

2009, Jiraritthamrong et al., 2012, Lombardo et al., 2012). 

Older adults also display a lower number and reduced function of EPCs compared to 

younger individuals. Thijssen et al. (2006) and Thum et al. (2007b) demonstrated 

reduced counts of ECFC and MACs EPCs, respectively, in older adults compared to 

younger adults.  The function of these EPCs is also reduced with Williamson et al. 

(2013), Hoetzer et al. (2007) and Kushner et al. (2010) reporting reduced migration, 

proliferation and paracrine function, which were independent predictors of endothelial 

function in both young and old individuals (Thijssen et al., 2006, Heiss et al., 2005). 

It appears that exercise induced mobilisation of EPCs is also attenuated in chronic 

diseases and in older adults. Both absolute and delta change in number of EPCs after 

exercise is attenuated in diseases such as type 2 diabetes (Lutz et al., 2016), heart 
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failure (Van Craenenbroeck et al., 2011) and CVD (Adams et al., 2004, Sandri et al., 

2005) compared to healthy controls. Similarly, reductions are found in older individuals 

with 60 to 75 year olds having reduced count compared to 18 to 25 year olds (Ross et 

al., 2018).  

1.5. T1D and EPCs 
Most research on T1D patients suggest that individuals have lower circulating number 

of EPCs compared to healthy controls, with this found in children (Zahran et al., 2019, 

Hörtenhuber et al., 2013), adolescents (Palombo et al., 2011, DiMeglio et al., 2010), 

and adults (Sibal et al., 2009, Loomans et al., 2004). Females appear to have a lower 

number of cells than males with T1D (Maiorino et al., 2018), the opposite of that found 

in non-diabetes individuals (Fadini et al., 2008), and may explain the greater excess 

risk of fatal and nonfatal vascular events showed by women with T1D compared with 

men. However Głowińska-Olszewska et al. (2013) found increased frequency of EPCs 

in children with T1D, which was negatively correlated with endothelial function. 

Arcangeli et al. (2017) also found increased numbers in children with T1D compared 

to non-diabetic controls, however lower circulating numbers of EPCs were found in 

adult patients.  

A study by Hernandez et al. (2014) demonstrates that in the Joslin Medalist cohort of 

individuals who have had T1D for 50 years or longer, count of circulating progenitor 

cells (CPCs) and EPCs were similar to age-matched controls without diabetes. 

Despite the extreme duration of diabetes, the medallist had higher levels than both 

younger T1D participants and patients with type 2 diabetes who were of a similar age. 

When divided into Medalists with and without CVD, both CPCs and EPCs were 

decreased in the presence of CVD and nephropathy (Hernandez et al., 2014). 

Previous investigation exploring these individuals with long-duration disease 

demonstrated that the majority (67%) retained a random fasting level of serum C-

peptide greater than 30 pmol/L, the lower limit of detection at the time (Keenan et al., 

2010). Potentially, residual ꞵ-cell function may play a role in protecting the Medalists 

from the loss of CPCs and EPCs, attenuating the development of cardiovascular 

complications and enhancing survival. 

Reduced EPC count in diabetes is likely due to a range of reasons affecting the 

production, survival and utilisation of these cells. Bone marrow from individuals with 
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type 2 diabetes has been found to be affected by diabetic microangiopath (Spinetti et 

al., 2013). Mouse models of T1D have also found microvascular rarefaction, increased 

permeability and depletion of stem cells with the bone mass (Oikawa et al., 2010, 

Mangialardi et al., 2013), which may explain the reduced mobilisation into the 

peripheral blood in response to ischemia (Fadini et al., 2006).  

Once in circulation, hyperglycaemia causes dysfunction of these cells in individuals 

with T1D. EPCs isolated from healthy subjects and exposed to high glucose conditions 

or EPCs isolated from patients with diabetes have been shown to exhibit; reduced 

number of colony forming units and impaired abilities of differentiation into endothelial 

cells, reduced proliferation, adhesion and migration, impaired paracrine secretion, 

mobilization and homing, but increased senescence (Kang et al., 2017). When 

circulating progenitor cells (CPCs) from non-diabetic individuals were cultivated under 

hyperglycaemic conditions, there was both an increased rate of apoptosis and a 

decrease in proliferation (Kränkel et al., 2005), as well as a decreased ability to target 

damaged tissue and incorporate into tubular structures (Marchetti et al., 2006). 

Hyperglycaemia accelerates reactive oxygen species and advanced glycation 

products formation, which stimulates transcription factors such as nuclear factor kappa 

B and p53, subsequently resulting in inflammatory protein production and accelerated 

EPCs senescence (Yu et al., 2016). EPCs cultivated from individuals with T1D also 

had impaired angiogenic paracrine secretion of nitric oxide (NO) and other cytokines 

(Zhang et al., 2013a). 

1.5.1. Residual ꞵ-cell function and EPCs 

No previous research has examined if increased residual ꞵ-cell function results in a 

higher count and function of EPCs in individuals with T1D. With the reported 

improvements in microvascular complications seen in individuals with T1D who 

secrete endogenous insulin (Kuhtreiber et al., 2015, Lachin et al., 2014, Steffes et al., 

2003a), even at very low C-peptide levels (Kuhtreiber et al., 2015), there may be a 

role that EPCs play in this.  

Evidence from after islet transplantation may suggest a relationship between residual 

ꞵ-cell function and EPCs (Petrelli et al., 2010). Although count of circulating angiogenic 

cells (CAC) was similar between non-diabetic controls, T1D controls and insulin-

independent islet-transplanted patients, restoration of ꞵ-cell function with islet 
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transplantation had a positive impact on the circulating angiogenic cells function and 

vitality (Petrelli et al., 2010). While further research is clearly needed, there are multiple 

pathways that residual ꞵ-cell function could influence the count and function of EPCs, 

including improved glycaemic control, the anti-inflammatory properties of insulin and 

the direct biological action of C-peptide.  

1.5.2. Glycaemic control and EPCs 

Within individuals with T1D, increased residual ꞵ-cell function may improve glycaemic 

control; reducing time in hyperglycaemia and hypoglycaemia, and reduced glycaemic 

fluctuations, as detailed in 1.3.5. When circulating progenitor cells (CPCs) from 

individuals without diabetes were cultivated under hyperglycaemic conditions, there 

was both an increased rate of apoptosis and a decrease in proliferation, resulting in a 

reduced count (Kränkel et al., 2005). Hyperglycaemia also causes decreased ability 

to target damaged tissue and incorporate into tubular structures (Marchetti et al., 

2006). These results may explain the inverse correlation between EPCs number and 

HbA1C levels in individuals with T1D (Loomans et al., 2004), and the increase in EPC 

count in children who improved their HbA1c and a decrease in those who worsened 

(Hörtenhuber et al., 2013).  

In addition, initial evidence suggests that both incidents of hypoglycaemia and 

increased glycaemic variability (GV) could be associated with reduced numbers of 

EPCs (Fadini et al., 2018, Maiorino et al., 2015). Fadini et al. (2018) suggested a single 

episode of mild hypoglycaemia in individuals could impair circadian rhythm of EPC, 

but not significantly reduce the count. Evidence from individuals with T2D suggest that 

in those who were hospitalised with severe hypoglycaemia had reduced count of EPCs 

compare to outpatient and non-hypoglycaemic diabetic controls (Fadini et al., 2018). 

Additionally in people with T2D initiating basal insulin, hypoglycaemia prevented the 

increase in EPCs (Fadini et al., 2015).  

Glycaemic variability can contribute to the development of chronic vascular 

complications of diabetes and potentially, oscillating glucose levels may have a greater 

deleterious effect on endothelial cells and CVD than persistently high glucose 

exposure (Nusca et al., 2018). Maiorino et al. (2015) demonstrated that mean 

amplitude of glycaemic excursion (MAGE) but not standard deviation (SD) glucose 

variability over 72 hours is associated with reduced circulating EPCs. While Inaba et 
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al. (2018) found that J index, which reflects both hyperglycaemia and glycaemic 

variability, was associated with a reduction in the CD34+ count, no other measure of 

GV (including MAGE) correlated. However, while 5 days of CGM data were used, EPC 

measurements were taken on either the first or the seventh day, questioning the 

validity of the data. People with T1D who switched to CSII from MDI for 24 weeks had 

an increase in circulating levels of EPCs (CD34+KDR+ and CD34+KDR+CD133+) 

associated with the reduction of glucose variability. With the absence of significant 

changes in HbA1c level in the CSII or control MDI groups, the decrease in MAGE was 

the only predictive factor explaining the raised EPCs number (Maiorino et al., 2016). 

A recent paper by Boscari et al. (2020) demonstrated that in individuals with T1D 

circulating  hematopoietic stem/progenitor cells (HSPCs) (CD34+, CD133+, 

CD34+CD133+ and CD34+CD45dim) but not EPCs (CD34+VEGFR2+, CD133+ 

VEGFR2+, CD34+CD133+ VEGFR2+) were reduced compared to controls and that 

duration of diabetes inversely correlated with HSPC levels.  Surprisingly, 3 months of 

flash glucose monitoring found a positive associations between GV (specifically CV%) 

or time in hypoglycaemia and higher HSPC levels. When the T1D population was split 

by duration, these associations were only found in those with the shorter disease 

duration (<16 years). The authors speculate that the reduction of HSPCs in early T1D 

is counteracted by the mobilizing effect of GV and hypoglycaemia. In longer duration 

T1D this compensatory mechanism is lost leading to a further decline in HSPC.  

1.5.3. Anti-inflammatory properties of insulin and EPCs 

While hyperglycaemia causes oxidative and inflammatory stress, insulin can attenuate 

this high glucose and free fatty acid mediated inflammation, as well as having its own 

anti-inflammatory properties (Sun et al., 2014). Insulin supresses inflammatory 

mediators and cytokines in vitro (Aljada et al., 2000), and in vivo in both rat models 

(Jeschke et al., 2004) and humans (Chaudhuri et al., 2004). Additionally, insulin has 

been shown to reduce the activation of the pro-inflammatory transcription factor NFκB 

in peripheral blood mononuclear cells in obese but non-diabetic participants (Dandona 

et al., 2001), which  facilitates the attachment of monocytes to endothelial cells. 

Additionally, Egr-1, another pro-inflammatory transcription factor, is reduced in 

mononuclear cells with insulin treatment (Aljada et al., 2002), while insulin can also 

reduce macrophage apoptosis (Leffler et al., 2007), and shift T helper cells to secrete 

inflammatory mediators and proliferate (Viardot et al., 2007, Zhang et al., 2013b). 
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In individuals with T2D, it has been found that 6 months after the initiation of insulin 

treatment the count of EPCs is increased (Fadini et al., 2011). While a shorter study 

(4 months) found no increase in count, the colony forming ability in vitro of EPCs were 

improved with both insulin glargine and insulin NPH compared to increased oral 

medication, despite similar improvements in HbA1c (Oikonomou et al., 2014). In a 

streptozotocin-induced diabetic mouse model, insulin treatment improved EPC 

mobilisation from the bone marrow and enhanced post ischemic vasculogenesis and 

angiogenesis through eNOS-related pathways (Dong et al., 2011). However, these 

results are conflicting to those found by Gallagher et al. (2007), where insulin did not 

mobilise EPCs, all be it in a more hyperglycaemic model. In vitro, adding insulin to 

EPCs stimulates the outgrowth and tube formation of adult endothelial cells in both 

cells taken from participants with T2D and non-diabetic controls. While insulin 

treatment is uniform for individuals with T1D, potentially, residual ꞵ-cell function and 

endogenous insulin secretion into the portal vein and circulation may enhance the anti-

inflammatory benefits of insulin compared to the peripheral administration of 

exogenous insulin. In a rat model, delivering the same dose of insulin into the 

intraperitoneal space, resulting in higher concentrations of insulin in the portal vein, 

resulted in lower hepatic and overall oxidative stress and inflammation compared to 

subcutaneous insulin delivery (Dal et al., 2015). However, in patients with T1D, there 

was no difference in systemic oxidative stress between intraperitoneal and 

subcutaneous insulin delivery (van Dijk et al., 2019) 

1.5.4. C-peptide and EPCs  

It is unknown if C-peptide directly influences the count or function of EPCs in 

individuals with T1D. Within a diabetic mice model, Lim et al. (2015) demonstrated 

that C-peptide infusion stimulates angiogenesis, promoting endothelial cell 

proliferation and migration, and increasing tube formation, resulting in an increased 

rate of skin wound closure. It is known that high glucose results in less production of 

NO in EPCs (Kränkel et al., 2005, Chen et al., 2007), which is required for survival, 

migration and angiogenesis and promotes the release of EPC from the bone marrow 

(Dimmeler et al., 2000, Aicher et al., 2003). Theoretically, C-peptides acting on 

intracellular signalling pathways that increases NO production (as highlighted in 1.3.6), 

may result in an increased number, function and mobilization of EPCs, attenuating 

endothelium damage independent of the vasodilatory effects of NO. Indeed, eNOS-
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deficient mice have impaired function and mobilization of EPCs, while clinical drugs 

studies report that statins and metaformin increase NO availability and reduce 

oxidative stress, resulting in increased number and function of circulating EPCs in 

individuals with T1D (Aicher et al., 2003, Nakagawa et al., 2006, Ahmed et al., 2016, 

Ambasta et al., 2017). While C-peptide downplays VEGF, a powerful promoter of 

angiogenesis that promotes EPCs migration to areas of damage (Asahara et al., 

1999b), the hyperglycaemic-hypoxic environment within diabetes results in an 

increased VEGF production, inducing abnormal endothelial cell proliferation and 

migration resulting in endothelial dysfunction and hyperpermeability in eyes and 

kidneys (Cooper et al., 1999, Ishida et al., 2000). The beneficial effect of VEGF are 

mediated in part by its ability to stimulate NO, which in high glucose conditions is lost 

as VEGF uncouples from NO (Nakagawa et al., 2006). Indeed, within rat models 

uncoupling of NO has been identified in diabetic bone marrow, as well as in glucose-

treated EPCs and EPCs from patients with diabetes, resulting in a reduction of EPC 

levels and impairment of EPC function (Thum et al., 2007a). Taken together, the 

multifaceted action of C-peptide on the vasculature could also impact upon number 

and function of EPCs, although research is needed to explore this. 

1.5.5. EPCs and T1D complications 

Decreased numbers and function of EPCs may play a role in increased risk of diabetes 

complications, however there is currently a lack of compelling evidence (Fadini, 2014, 

Yu et al., 2016). Research comparing individuals with T1D against individuals with 

T1D and CVD, nephropathy, peripheral vascular disease (Hernandez et al., 2014), 

microalbuminuria (Dessapt et al., 2010), early markers of atherosclerosis (Palombo et 

al., 2011, Sibal et al., 2009) or nonproliferative retinopathy (Brunner et al., 2009) have 

all found reduced circulating numbers of EPCs in those with diabetes complications. 

Other studies have demonstrated impaired function and premature senescence in 

individuals with microvascular damage (Loomans et al., 2004, Ingram et al., 2008). 

However, in individuals with proliferative retinopathy, a dramatic increase of mature 

EPCs has been observed (Tan et al., 2010, Brunner et al., 2009). There is also some 

evidence that the diabetic conditions may functionally impair cells, resulting in EPCs 

that fail to repair injuries and potentially play a role in the development of microvascular 

damage (Nobuta et al., 2019, Li et al., 2012). There is mounting evidence that some 
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EPC phenotypes may be involved in the pathogenesis of diabetic retinopathy, even 

when others are considered as potential cell therapies for diabetic macular edema and 

proliferative diabetic retinopathy (Lois et al., 2014).  

1.5.6. EPCs in T1D and exercise 

Two previous studies have investigated EPCs’ mobilisation with exercise in individuals 

with T1D suggests that individuals have a blunted EPC response to acute exercise 

(West et al., 2015, Waclawovsky et al., 2015). However, both studies failed to observe 

the expected post aerobic exercise mobilisation in non-diabetic controls, making it 

hard to draw conclusions. West et al. (2015) demonstrated an increased count the 

following morning after exercise in the control group but not T1D participants, however 

as the testing commenced at 5 pm, and the blood samples were taken 60 minutes pre, 

60 minutes post, as well as the following morning, circadian rhyme may have also 

influenced the count. While Waclawovsky et al. (2015) documented a mobilisation post 

resistance exercise in the controls, post aerobic exercise count of EPCs was 

decreased for the non-diabetic group with no change in the diabetic group. Because 

of this unusual non-mobilisation with exercise, it is difficult to state that EPCs response 

to acute exercise appears blunted in T1D. Further limitations include both studies 

measuring circulating EPCs as a percentage of leucocytes and not correcting for 

changes in blood volume around exercise. Exercise mobilisation could have been 

masked within changes in leucocytes around exercise (Saito et al., 2003). Both studies 

were small with unequal numbers between the T1D and non-diabetic groups, 

especially the Waclawovsky et al. (2015) study that compared 14 participants against 

5 controls. These small numbers and the fact that both studies only used one 

phenotype definition of EPCs (CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+) may have reduced the 

likelihood of observing any changes.  

Interestingly, resting counts were comparable between the T1D and non-diabetic 

groups, in contradiction to most other research into EPCs in individuals with T1D (see 

1.5). Both studies were performed in young, male participants (mean age of T1D 

participants in West et al. (2015) – 27 years old and Waclawovsky et al. (2015b) – 30 

years old), who had high levels of fitness (VO2peak - 51 and 37.1 ml/kg/min, 

respectively) and good glycaemic control (HbA1c of 53.3 and 61.1 mmol/L). While a 

reduced HbA1c is associated with increased circulating numbers of EPCs (Loomans 

et al., 2004, Hörtenhuber et al., 2013), it is unknown if increased fitness or regular 
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exercise training results in levels comparable to non-diabetic controls. It has previously 

been reported that in the medallist population a higher count of EPCs is correlated 

with increased exercise, however as the method of assessing the quantity of exercise 

and the strength of the correlation are not mentioned and the p value was not 

significant (p= 0.07), further research is needed to explore this topic (Hernandez et al., 

2014).  

1.6. Type 1 Diabetes and Exercise 

For individuals with T1D regular physical activity is encouraged by the American 

Diabetes Association (ADA), Diabetes UK and the NHS (Colberg et al., 2016). 

Specifically, guidelines match those given to non-diabetic populations that 150 

minutes of accumulated moderate intensity physical activity should be performed a 

week, with no more than two consecutive days of no physical activity (Colberg et al., 

2016).  Resistance exercise is also recommended to be undertaken two or three 

times a week. Physical activity is defined as any bodily movement produced by the 

skeletal muscles that results in energy expenditure (Caspersen et al., 1985), with 

any moderate or harder intensity activity such as fast walking and cycling counting 

towards the recommended guidelines.  

1.6.1. Health benefits of exercising with type 1 diabetes 

Regular physical activity and exercise is recommended for individuals with T1D 

because of the range of health and wellbeing benefits it can deliver (Riddell et al., 

2017, Colberg et al., 2016, Chimen et al., 2012a). The benefits of exercise for people 

with T1D have been demonstrated from studies dating back to the 1950’s, where 5 

months of cross country ski runs 3 times a week improved maximal oxygen uptake 

and lactate threshold a similar amount to non-diabetic controls (Larsson et al., 1964). 

Randomised control trials from the 1980’s demonstrated that 12 weeks of vigorous 

aerobic exercise in children and adolescents improved lean body mass, VO2peak  and 

LDL-cholesterol compared to non-exercising individuals (Campaigne et al., 1984, 

Campaigne et al., 1985). Since, a range of studies have shown improved 

cardiorespiratory fitness, vascular health, decreased insulin requirements, reduced 

cardiovascular disease risk factors, and better self-rated quality of life (Wu et al., 

2019). A large 6-month study by Salem et al. (2010) that randomised 196 

participants into usual physical activity, an exercise session once a week, or an 

exercise session three times a week demonstrated improvements in HbA1c, 
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improved dyslipidemia and reduced insulin requirements, as well as a reduction in 

BMI and waist circumference, whilst not increasing the incidents of hypoglycemia. 

Increased frequency of  exercise appeared to show additional, although non-

significant, benefits.  Two systematic reviews  with a meta-analysis have found that 

in children, adolescents and adults with T1D, regular exercise training improves body 

composition, cardiorespiratory fitness, endothelial function, daily insulin dosage, 

blood lipid profiles and HbA1c (Quirk et al., 2014, Wu et al., 2019). Most studies 

included in the systematic reviews found at least one significant improvement in a 

health outcome after a physical activity intervention. As cardiovascular disease is the 

leading cause of mobility and mortality in young and old people with T1D (Miller et 

al., 2016, Katz et al., 2015), these improvements are all important as they can 

reduce this risk. 

While Pierre-Louis et al. (2014) completed their testing on individuals with T2D and 

healthy individuals, a higher individuals’ fitness level corresponds to a lower risk of 

coronary artery disease, myocardial ischaemia, and stroke for both groups. This 

effect is likely to be seen in individuals with T1D, where activity level is inversely 

related to mortality risk. Sedentary males (expending < 1,000 kcal/week) were three 

times more likely to die than active males (expending >2,000 kcal/week) (Moy et al., 

1993).  Studies of fitness levels in individuals with T1D suggest that they have lower 

fitness compared to non-diabetic controls who complete similar levels of physical 

activity levels (Moy et al., 1993, Nadeau et al., 2010, Mosher et al., 1998, Niranjan et 

al., 1997). While not all studies have found lower fitness levels (Veves et al., 1997) 

and no evidence exists for older adults, it is likely that abnormalities in the autonomic 

nerve function and cardiac muscle such as left ventricular torsion and reduced 

cardiac energetics found in individuals with T1D, reduces fitness levels (Piya et al., 

2011). Another contributing factor is likely the increased up regulation of fatty acid 

utilization and oxidation within the myocardium due to an increase in plasma fatty 

acid levels and a decrease in myocardial extraction of glucose (Herrero et al., 2006). 

Oxidizing fatty acid has an increased oxygen cost compared to glucose (Grynberg 

and Demaison, 1996), and an overreliance on cardiac fatty acid metabolism could 

lead to an energy deprivation state due a decline in oxidative capacity (Fillmore et 

al., 2014). Physical activity interventions do however increase VO2max in people with 

T1D (Laaksonen et al., 2000, Wallberg-Henriksson et al., 1982, Yki-Järvinen et al., 
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1984), with improvements of 27% found after 4 months of cycling two or three times 

a week in both male and female middle aged participants (Fuchsjäger-Mayrl et al., 

2002). Similar improvements in VO2max were seen between people with T1D and 

aged matched healthy control over a 12 week cycle training program (Zinman et al., 

1984). 

Cross-sectional and prospective studies with long follow-ups have found that 

endothelial dysfunction and dyslipidaemia are markers of vascular disease and 

cardiovascular mortality in individuals with T1D (Ladeia et al., 2014, Buse et al., 

2007). Studies investigating the effects of up to 4 months exercise training in this 

population have found reduction in LDL  cholesterol and triglycerides of up to 15%, 

and an increase of between 8-30% in HDL cholesterol (Mosher et al., 1998, 

Laaksonen et al., 2000, Wallberg-Henriksson et al., 1982, Yki-Järvinen et al., 1984, 

Fuchsjäger-Mayrl et al., 2002, Rigla et al., 2000). Regular exercise also greatly 

improves insulin sensitivity and glucose metabolism, resulting in a reduction from 6 

to 18% in daily insulin requirements (Yki-Järvinen et al., 1984, Fuchsjäger-Mayrl et 

al., 2002). Vascular function also improves following long term training protocols, 

however not to the same extent as it does in individuals without diabetes 

(Fuchsjäger-Mayrl et al., 2002, Mason et al., 2006). As insulin resistance is 

independently associated with the risk of developing both macro- and microvascular 

complications in individuals with T1D, the improvement seen with insulin sensitivity 

with exercise could play a large role in reducing the risk (Chaturvedi et al., 2001). A 

large cross-sectional study of 18028 adults with T1D found that the 17.8% of 

individuals who reported they exercised more than twice a week had reduced 

HbA1c, a more optimal body mass index, reduced occurrence of hypertension and 

dyslipidaemia, and fewer diabetes related complications (Bohn et al., 2015). 

Increased physical activity within the study was also found to be associated with less 

diabetic ketoacidosis and severe hypoglycaemia incidences. This was true for every 

age group apart from women aged 45 to 80 years, where active individuals were 

more likely to have severe hypoglycaemic events.  

In healthy and a range of patient populations, single bouts of exercise have been 

shown to acutely raise EPCs, contribute to “endothelial repair” by homing to areas of 

dysfunctional endothelium and either differentiating into new endothelial cells or 

secreting growth factors that promote endothelial growth and angiogenesis (Rehman 
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et al., 2004). However, limited evidence suggests this response is blunted in 

individuals with T1D (Schaan et al., 2015, West et al., 2015). This lack of 

mobilisation of EPCs is likely due to impaired bone marrow function (Westerweel et 

al., 2013), and could indicate a blunted endothelium regenerating capacity. 

Overall, it appears that physically active adults with T1D are significantly less likely to 

develop microvascular complications such as retinopathy, nephropathy and 

microalbuminuria, and neuropathy than their inactive peers (Kriska et al., 1991; Bohn 

et al., 2015). This also seems to be the case for macrovascular complications. The 

Pittsburgh IDDM Morbidity and Mortality study demonstrating that 25 years after T1D 

diagnosis, men who participated in team sports at school were three times less likely 

to have reported macrovascular diseases as well as three times lower mortality rates 

than those who did not take part (LaPorte et al., 1986). Moy et al. (1993) also found 

that physical activity levels in adulthood predicted likelihood of mortality within the 

next 6 years. 

1.6.2. Barriers to exercise for individuals with T1D 

Although the benefits of regular physical activity to health appear to be clear, a large 

cross-sectional study has shown that only 17% of patients reported doing aerobic 

exercise more than two times per week, and 63% of participants did no structured 

exercise at all (Bohn et al., 2015). In the Finnish Diabetic Neuropathy Study, 44% of 

patients with T1D were doing less than 1 session of exercise per week (Wadén et al., 

2008). Tielemans et al. (2013) found across Europe 36% of individuals with T1D were 

doing none or only very mild physical activity. Whilst there is some evidence that 

individuals with T1D that are young and complication-free undertake similar amounts 

of physical activity as people without diabetes, these levels remain suboptimal (Moy 

et al., 1993). 

 

Three studies have explored the barriers to regular physical activity in individuals with 

T1D (Lascar et al., 2014, Brazeau et al., 2008, Kennedy et al., 2018). Many of the 

barriers and motivators to complete exercise in patients with T1D are similar to 

patients with other chronic diseases and the general public, with work and time 

commitments ranked highly by all populations. On top of these barriers, people with 

T1D also have the fear that exercise will cause hypoglycaemia and/or worsen their 

glycaemic control. A lack of knowledge of effective strategies to avoid hypoglycaemia 
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is also often stated as a reason to not partake in physical activity. Around half of 

participants reported a decline in exercise levels around diagnosis, with a fear of 

hypoglycaemia a more potent barrier in the newly diagnosed (Kennedy et al., 2018). 

Hypoglycaemia is often seen as the limiting factor for managing T1D (Davis et al., 

1997, Cryer, 2008, McCrimmon and Sherwin, 2010) and exercise is frequently 

identified as a major cause of both severe (low blood glucose levels that requires 

assistance from another person to treat) (Bhatia and Wolfsdorf, 1991) and mild 

hypoglycaemic events (Malik and Taplin, 2014).  

 

1.6.3. Exercise influence on HbA1c in individuals with type 1 diabetes 

Currently there is limited evidence for the impact of physical activity on long term  

glycaemic control in T1D with conflicting outcomes from meta-analyses (Chimen et 

al., 2012b). A meta-analysis by Quirk et al. (2014) found an average reduction in 

HbA1C of around 8.5 mmol/mol in T1D under the age of 18 with exercise training 

studies. In adults, Yardley et al. (2014a) stated that there is currently insufficient well-

designed studies to ascertain the true effect of exercise training on HbA1c, while meta-

analyses by Kennedy et al. (2013) found no impact and Tonoli et al. (2012) found a 

positive reduction. A number of individual studies have demonstrated that exercise 

training can worsen glycaemic control (Huttunen et al., 1989, Roberts et al., 2002, 

Ebeling et al., 1995).  

 

A number of factors may contribute to the lack of a clear benefit of physical activity on 

glycaemic control in individuals with T1D, unlike the clear evidence that exercise 

improves HbA1c levels in individuals with type 2 diabetes (Thomas et al., 2006, 

Umpierre et al., 2011). The majority of studies found that calorie intake is increased 

around the time of physical activity in individuals with T1D (Kennedy et al., 2013). 

Increased energy intake could either be as a source of fuel, a reward or to avoid 

hypoglycaemia, and this may counteract any glucose-lowering effect of physical 

activity. Another potential explanation is that the majority of studies are not long 

enough to obtain a reduction in HbA1c (Chimen et al., 2012b), with Kennedy et al. 

(2013) calculating that 25 weeks of a physical activity intervention is needed to obtain 

an HbA1c reduction in the region of 0.5% (5.5 mmol/mol). Finally, the variation in 

exercise intervention (intensity, duration, type of exercise, diet and insulin dose 

adjustments) could also contribute to the range of results found, with distinctive 
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metabolic responses to different forms of exercise (Riddell et al., 2017) as well as a 

large inter-individual variation in response to exercise (Temple et al., 1995).  

 

HbA1c may also not be the most appropriate measure of glycaemic control in active 

individuals (Kennedy et al., 2013). While the measurement reflects average plasma 

glucose over the previous eight to 12 weeks (Nathan et al., 2007), it does not take into 

account the acute variation in glucose over that time frame. Physical activity can 

increase the time spent in both hypo and hyperglycaemia and increase glycaemic 

fluctuation (Kapitza et al., 2010). Continuous glucose monitors (CGM) has enabled 

researchers to explore these acute changes in glycaemia around exercise, and in 

particular discover post-exercise glucose responses to different modalities of exercise, 

becoming a staple of most T1D exercise studies (Houlder and Yardley, 2018). 

 

1.6.4. Blood glucose changes during exercise in T1D 

Within a healthy individual, blood glucose fluctuates naturally throughout the day and 

tight physiological controls keep the concentration maintained between 3.9-7.9 

mmol/L. The blood glucose concentration is regulated within these relatively narrow 

boundaries by balancing glucose entering into the circulation (glucose appearance) by 

the rate of glucose removal (glucose disappearance). Circulating blood glucose is 

derived from intestinal absorption of exogenous carbohydrates, glycogenolysis (the 

breakdown of glycogen), and gluconeogenesis (the formation of glucose primarily from 

lactate and amino acids during the fasting state), while insulin release from the 

pancreatic β-cells clears blood glucose out of circulation into storage within skeletal, 

adipose and hepatic tissue (Fernandes et al., 2011).  Blood glucose concentration is 

constantly sensed at the hypothalamus and pancreatic islets. Corrective actions is 

undertaken if glucose concentrations are too high (with the secretion of insulin from β-

cells) or too low (with release of the counter regulatory hormones cortisol, glucagon, 

epinephrine, and norepinephrine) (De Feo et al., 1986, De Feo et al., 1991, De Feo et 

al., 1989, Rizza et al., 1979).  

During any type of physical activity theses homeostatic mechanisms are put under a 

variable amount of stress (Galassetti and Riddell, 2013). During aerobic exercise, 

repeated and continuous contractions of large muscle groups that rely primarily on 

aerobic energy-producing systems (e.g. jogging, swimming, cycling), insulin secretion 
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decreases and glucagon secretion increases into the portal vein to facilitate 

glycogenolysis and gluconeogenesis from the liver to match the rate of glucose uptake 

into the working muscles (Camacho et al., 2005).  Muscular contractions require a 

substantial increase in energy turnover, with the metabolic requirements being 

increased up to 100 fold compared to at rest (Sahlin et al., 1998). At the initiation of 

aerobic exercise muscle glycogen predominantly fuels the working muscle, but as 

exercise progresses, non-esterified fatty acids (NEFA) and blood glucose become the 

major fuel sources (Coyle, 1995). To maintain the contribution of carbohydrate to the 

fuel metabolism, glucose uptake from the circulation into the working muscle 

dramatically increases, up to 50 times than at rest (Ploug et al., 1984), by translocation 

of glucose transporter proteins (GLUT 4) to the surface of the muscle cell 

independently of insulin signalling (Wojtaszewski et al., 2000). During higher intensity 

exercise (high intensity interval training and sprinting) or bouts of resistance training 

(strength based exercises including free weights, bodyweight exercise etc.), the body 

is mainly powered by anaerobic energy-producing systems. Circulating insulin 

concentrations do not decrease as much as during aerobic activities (Henriksen, 

2002). This is likely due to the duration of activity being shorter, but also to offset the 

dramatic elevations in catecholamines, free fatty acids, and ketone bodies, all of which 

impair muscle glucose utilization (Bjorkman et al., 1988, Howlett et al., 1999). 

The glycaemic response to exercise bouts in individuals with T1D is dependent upon 

a multitude of factors. These include the amount of active insulin in circulation, where 

the insulin was injected, the current blood glucose concentration and whether it is 

rising or falling, composition and timing of the last caloric intake, and the modality, 

intensity and duration of the exercise activity (Riddell et al., 2017). Major disruption of 

the complex equilibrium in T1D can result in (Figure 1.7)(Yardley and Sigal, 2015);  

• The inability to maintain euglycaemia and blood glucose dropping, resulting in 

a hypoglycaemic episodes during or after exercise, usually associated with 

prolonged submaximal physical activity (Clarke et al., 1997, Winter, 2007).  

• Transient acute hyperglycaemia usually resulting from shorter, very intense 

bout of physical activity (Chassin et al., 2007). 

• Stable blood glucose, often during a mixed intensity activities, including team 

sports such as football and basketball, or resistance training (Bally et al., 2016, 

Guelfi et al., 2005).  
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During aerobic physical activity in individuals with T1D, the circulating insulin 

concentrations from the previously administered insulin dose is not reduced and 

concentrations tend to increase in the circulation (Mallad et al., 2015).  Insulin 

concentrations likely rise because of the increased blood flow to subcutaneous 

adipose tissue during exercise (Frayn and Karpe, 2014). This promotes increased 

glycogenesis relative to hepatic glycogenolysis, as well as delaying the shift away from 

glucose toward NEFA as the predominant fuel source (Riddell et al., 2017). This 

increased reliance on glucose as a fuel often results in hypoglycaemia (Diabetes 

Research in Children Network Study, 2006, García-García et al., 2015). Without 

 Figure 1.7 Schematic of varying blood glucose responses to different modalities of exercise 
from .Riddell and Hoppin (2019). While arrows and colours denote general trends, there is a 
high amount of inter-individual variation in glucose response during exercise. Reproduced with 
permission from: Riddell MC. Management of exercise for children and adolescents with type 
1 diabetes mellitus. In: UpToDate, Post TW (Ed), UpToDate, Waltham, MA. (Accessed on [10th 
June 2020].) Copyright ©2020 UpToDate (Appendix I). 
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insulin or carbohydrate adjustments, most individuals will develop hypoglycaemia 

within 45 minutes of exercising (Riddell et al., 1999, DirecNet StudyDirecNet, 2006, 

Garcia-Garcia et al., 2015) 

During anaerobic exercise the massive adrenergic activation, which is driven by the 

magnitude of cardiovascular response to intense exercise, increases endogenous 

glucose production to a greater extent that the peripheral tissue needs (Sigal et al., 

1996). Increased circulating levels of catecholamines (adrenaline and noradrenaline) 

result in the release of glucose from the liver (Kjaer et al., 1986), while increasing 

levels of growth hormone spare circulating blood glucose in favour of other fuel 

supplies (Yardley and Sigal, 2015, Møller et al., 1991). In individuals with T1D, insulin 

cannot be secreted in response to this hyperglycaemia, resulting in blood glucose 

increases during exercise that may persist after exercise until an insulin correction is 

administrated (Marliss and Vranic, 2002).  

As well as dysglycaemia during exercise, individuals with T1D are at greater risk of 

hypoglycaemia and hyperglycaemia for at least 24 hours (Gomez et al., 2015, Zander 

et al., 1983). Following exercise, glycogen replenishment of depleted stores is a high 

priority for the body (Jentjens and Jeukendrup, 2003). Increased glucose uptake into 

the muscle is maintained by the contraction induced insulin independent GLUT 4 

translocation to the cell surface which is maintain for several hours after exercise 

(Richter and Hargreaves, 2013), as well as an enhanced sensitivity to insulin which 

can last up to 48 hours (Cartee et al., 1989, Mikines et al., 1988). Afternoon and 

evening exercise in particular can cause nocturnal hypos (Campbell et al., 2015b), 

which in severe cases can lead to death (Tanenberg et al., 2009). After intense 

exercise, elevated glycaemia can last for several hours, with an insulin correction dose 

to return to euglycaemia often advisable (Turner et al., 2015). However, anaerobic 

exercise can also cause delayed-onset hypoglycaemia in recovery (Yardley et al., 

2013a). 

As demonstrated above, maintaining euglycaemia around exercise is a significant 

challenge for individuals with T1D. A current push is currently ongoing within research 

to develop safe and effective glycaemic management strategies before, during and 

after exercise. Strategies (as outline in the international consensus (Riddell et al., 

2017) Table 1.2) involve; reduction in basal and bolus insulin (Kourtoglou, 2011), 
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nutritional modifications (such as taking 60g of carbohydrate per hour of exercise) 

(Campbell et al., 2014, Zaharieva and Riddell, 2015) and modifying exercise bout (e.g. 

resistance training before aerobic and including sprints in aerobic workouts) (Yardley 

et al., 2012, Yardley and Sigal, 2015).  

Carbohydrate consumption both before, during and after activity bouts is used to fuel 

exercise and prevent hypoglycaemia (Scott et al., 2019). For moderate intensity 

physical exercise for up to 60 minutes, Riddell et al. (2017) suggest that 10–15 grams 

of carbohydrates are required throughout the exercise to protect against hypoglycemia 

and maintain euglycemia under low insulin levels. In contrast, Moser et al. (2019b) 

demonstrated that under both full (100%) or a reduced (75%) basal dose, participants 

needed a median 36g of carbohydrates per hour during exercise to maintain 

euglycaemia, with pre-exercise blood glucose concentration a key determinant of 

carbohydrates needed.  

Insulin modification and carbohydrate consumption are often intertwined when it 

comes to managing glycemia during and after exercise. For example, Campbell et al. 

(2014) showed a 25% rapid-acting insulin dose with a carbohydrate bolus 60 minutes 

before 45 minutes of treadmill running, in combination with a low GI carbohydrate meal 

and 50% rapid-acting insulin dose at 60 minutes post exercise was able to provide 

hypoglycaemia protection during and ∼8 h post exercise. However, participants were 

still at risk of late nocturnal hypoglycemia. When followed up with a study that included 

a 20% reduction in basal insulin on the day of the exercise, the ten young male adult 

participants were protected from nocturnal and following day hypoglycemia (Campbell 

et al., 2015a). However, If the bolus insulin reduction and carbohydrate intake is taken 

more than an hour before the exercise the protection against hypoglycaemia during 

the exercise bout is lost  (West et al., 2011). It is also likely that increased carbohydrate 

intake and bolus insulin reduction is needed for both longer and harder aerobic 

exercise (Shetty et al., 2016, Rabasa-Lhoret et al., 2001). For individuals on MDI, 

reduction in basal insulin can be impractical for unplanned exercise bouts and could 

potentially cause a deterioration of glycaemic control. For individuals on CSII however, 

reduction of basal insulin rates for up to 2 hours before exercise (60 minutes prior for 

total suspension), reduces the risk of hypoglycaemia during the exercise, although 

increases hyperglycaemia after exercise (Tsalikian et al., 2006). A reduction of 80% 
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in basal infusion rate prior to and during exercise may be most beneficial for 

maintaining euglycaemia (Franc et al., 2015). 

Modifying bouts of exercise can also protect against hypoglycaemia during and after 

exercise, with a 10 second maximal sprint before or after a moderate intensity exercise 

bout prevents glycaemia from falling during early recovery (Bussau et al., 2006, 

Bussau et al., 2007). When combined with carbohydrate intake, repeated sprints did 

not cause any further significant increase in blood glucose levels during and after 

fasted morning exercise compared to moderate aerobic exercise with prior 

carbohydrate intake (Soon et al., 2019). This is in comparison to Guelfi et al. (2005) 

findings where moderate‐intensity exercise, with and without repeated sprints and 

performed in a postprandial state, was shown to result in a significant fall in blood 

glucose level, albeit to a lesser extent with the latter. Performing resistance exercise 

before aerobic exercise, in comparison to aerobic then resistance exercise, also 

improves glycemic stability throughout the whole exercise bout and reduces the 

duration and severity of post exercise hypoglycemia (Yardley et al., 2012). This may 

be due to increased circulating growth hormone when performing anaerobic exercise 

first increasing hepatic glucose production and lipid mobilization (Yardley et al., 

2014b). It is likely that performing the same exercise but at a different time of the day 

leads to altered metabolism and varying glycaemic responses. For example, Toghi-

Eshghi and Yardley (2019b) demonstrated an increase in plasma glucose during 

morning fasted resistance exercise, while the same bout of activity in afternoon largely 

resulted in a drop in glucose. Similar differences are seen with aerobic exercise with 

Ruegemer et al. (1990) finding that morning exercise increased blood glucose 

concentration from 6.7±0.4 to 9.1±0.4 mmol/L, whereas during afternoon exercise a 

small non-significant decline was found. 
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1.6.5. Inter-individual variation in glycaemic response during and after exercise 

in individuals with T1D 

While the consensus statement by Riddell et al. (2017) highlighted the progression 

research has made in protecting against exercise-related dysglycaemia, there are still 

considerable challenges surrounding maintaining glycaemic control during acute PA 

(Minnock et al., 2019). One major obstacle to providing exercise management support 

to people with T1D is a high inter-individual variability in the blood glucose responses 

to exercises (Riddell et al., 2017). Indeed, while the current recommendations can be 

a good starting point for strategies, most individuals have to use past experiences and 

a trial and error approach to managing their blood glucose around exercise (Dizon et 

al., 2019). Additionally, most research around exercise in T1D has been conducted in 

relatively young, fit, male participants, with small sample sizes (Yardley et al., 2018). 

Even within tightly controlled research studies that have adopted a strict inclusion 

criteria, recruited a homogenous cohort of T1D participants, have standardized insulin 

and dietary intake and used a CGM to stabilise pre-trial glucose, a large unexplained 

Table 1.2 Current recommended strategies (adjustment of insulin and/or food intake) to minimise dysglycemia 
events during and after prolonged aerobic exercise and brief high intensity aerobic and anaerobic exercise for both 
MDI and CSII T1D. Table reproduced with permission from Riddell et al. (2017) (Appendix I). 
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inter-individual variability in the glycaemic responses to exercise remains during 

(Temple et al., 1995, Abraham et al., 2017, DirecNet, 2006, Kilbride et al., 2011, 

Riddell et al., 2019a) and after exercise (Kapitza et al., 2010). Outside of formal 

research, both clinical observations and feedback from patient support groups report 

potential for both an improvement and detrimental impact of regular exercise on long-

term glycaemic control. Wide-ranging challenges in successfully avoiding 

hypoglycaemia persist, despite advancement and availability of supportive strategies 

including CGM and patient education.  

This is currently an area of considerate interest within research, with groups using 

secondary analysis of previous studies to investigate this inter-individual glycaemic 

variation (Table 1.3). Riddell et al. (2019b) found the best predictor of the magnitude 

of drop in glucose for adolescents undertaking prolonged aerobic exercise was the 

pre-exercise glucose level, with age, BMI, disease duration, total daily insulin dose, 

HbA1c or sex having no impact. A higher pre exercise glucose tended to result in a 

greater drop in glucose, although they still had a reduced risk of a hypoglycaemia 

event. Meanwhile, Al Khalifah et al. (2016) demonstrated that hypoglycaemia during 

aerobic exercise happened more often in a higher fitness versus a poor fitness level 

group. This could have been the result of increased insulin sensitivity during the 

exercise, or the fact that they performed at a greater work threshold during the 

submaximal bout. An additional factor that could influence glycaemia around aerobic 

exercise is body composition, with leg and trunk fat mass positively and whole body 

lean mass negatively associated with glucose post exercise (Tagougui et al., 2019). 

The authors again speculate these results are due to insulin sensitivity, although 

unfortunately, this was not measured and body composition did not predict the drop in 

glucose during exercise.  

Sex-related differences exist during exercise in individuals with T1D, with males 

having a greater drop in glycaemia during an acute bout of resistance exercise and 

had an increased risk of hypoglycaemia after the exercise than females (Brockman et 

al., 2020). This may be due to oestrogen promoting lipid oxidation and sparing blood 

glucose and glycogen stores during exercise (Devries et al., 2006, Isacco et al., 2012), 

consequently reducing the hypoglycaemia risk in recovery when the liver and muscles 

replenish their stores (Devries et al., 2006). While the exercise bout occurred in the 

follicular phase of the menstrual cycle where oestrogen levels are lowest and can be 
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comparable to males (Fragala et al., 2011), both resistance and endurance exercise 

acutely increase oestrogen (Kraemer et al., 1995, Copeland et al., 2002). This may be 

dependent on the where in the phase the exercise occurs (Nakamura et al., 2011). A 

study by Galassetti et al. (2002)  demonstrated that in female individuals with T1D 

there was an attenuated catecholamine response and increased lipolysis rate. 

However this did not result in a reduced endogenous glucose production rate or need 

for an increased exogenous glucose infusion rate to maintain glucose during exercise, 

replicating the results found in non-diabetic individuals  (Pullinen et al., 2002).  

While these studies show novel findings, the nature of the secondary data analysis, 

including analysing multiple different studies with different protocols as one, 

unmatched groups and small sample sizes, have clear limitations.  These findings do 

however highlight the need for future studies into the inter-individual variability in 

glycaemic responses to exercise in T1D, allowing for more personalised insulin dose 

adjustments and carbohydrate intake, as well as for the development of a successful 

artificial pancreas system that can handle the considerable challenge of exercise 

(Yardley, 2020). It has been argued that exercise may be one of the more difficult 

challenges for an artificial pancreas system (Riddell et al., 2015). A sensor able to 

detect the onset of exercise and intensity of the exercise is potentially needed (Colberg 

et al., 2016), as well as a system that understands and predicts how different exercise 

and physiological variables (age, sex, fitness, body composition, ect.) will influence 

the glycaemic response (Yardley et al., 2018).  

No previous research has explored how residual ꞵ-cell function impacts glycaemia 

around exercise. With the potentially beneficial impact maintained endogenous C-

peptide secretion has on glycaemic control during free-living periods, even at 

microsecreting levels (see 1.3.4) (Rickels et al., 2020, Gibb et al., 2020), it’s possible 

that residual ꞵ-cell function may play a role in this inter-individual variability. In a study 

examining submaximal exercise in insulin independent post-transplant patients, 

Yardley et al. (2019) found a largely comparable counter regularity response to 

exercise compared to non-diabetic controls. While the circulating concentration was 

higher and reduction in insulin was less in the post-transplant patients, suggesting that 

there may be impaired sympathetic stimulation of the islet resulting in a greater 

declines in plasma glucose, glucagon response to exercise was similar between both 

groups. Despite the greater drop in plasma glucose, only one individual experienced 
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glucose level in the hypoglycaemic range and recovered without the need for 

exogenous carbohydrate. Additionally no hypoglycaemia was recorded in the free-

living hours after the exercise, suggesting that the islet transplant and improved 

residual ꞵ-cell function impacts glycaemic control both during and after exercise. The 

lack of a non-transplant T1D control group within this study means it’s hard to exactly 

judge the influence of residual ꞵ-cell function upon the counter-regulatory responses 

to exercise. 
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Table 1.3 Summary of the literature investigating inter-individual variation of the glucose response to exercise in individuals with T1D 

Reference Variable Design Main Outcomes 

Al Khalifah et 
al. (2016) Fitness 

 
Secondary analysis of 2 studies (Haidar et al., 

2013, Haidar et al., 2015) 
 

44 participants – 34 adults / 10 adolescents. 26 
male / 22 female 

 
Categorised into poor or good VO2max (< and > 25th 

age and sex percentile) 
 

Exercise 2.5 hours after last meal. Patients were 
allowed to suspend and/or reduce their basal rate 

as they saw fit 
 
 

Exercise – 60 minutes on a treadmill (n=29) or 30 
minutes on a bike (n=15) at 60% VO2max. Low 

fitness (11 bike / 9 treadmill) and high fitness (4 
bike / 19 treadmill) 

 
32g CHO snack before the treadmill if blood 

glucose <15 mmol/L, 15g CHO snack before the 
bike if blood glucose <6 mmol/L 

 

Participants who have a good fitness level were 
more at risk of developing exercise‐associated 

hypoglycaemia, occurring in 17 of the 23 
participants in the high fitness group (74%) 

compared to 8 of the 21 participants in the low 
fitness group (38%). Correlation between the nadir 

glucose and maximum oxygen uptake was r = 
−0.38 (p = 0.01) 

 

Riddell et al. 
(2019b) 

Pre-exercise 
blood glucose 

 
Secondary analysis of 4 studies (Group, 2006, 

Riddell et al., 1999, Admon et al., 2005, 
Association, 2006) 

 
120 participants – Mean age 15±2 years. 49 male / 

71 female 
 

 
Change in glucose during the exercise was 

negatively correlated with the pre‐exercise glucose 
concentration (r2 = 0.44, p< 0.001). Hypoglycaemia 
occurred during or immediately after exercise on 53 
of 120 sessions (44%). Adolescents with a higher 

pre exercise glucose tended to have a greater drop 
in glycaemia during the activity, although they had a 
reduced risk of a hypoglycaemia event. The drop in 
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45 to 60 minutes of aerobic exercise (2 bike and 2 
treadmill) post meal (100 minutes to 4 hours) at 55 

to 65% of VO2max. 

 
2 morning and 2 afternoon trials with no meal bolus 
adjustment of insulin. Admon et al. (2005) reduced 
basal by 50% during the exercise and gave a pre 

exercise 20g CHO snack. 
 

glucose tended to be greater in those on MDI as 
compared to CSII. No other measured variables 

(age, height, weight, BMI, BMI percentile, diabetes 
duration, total daily insulin, and sex) were 

associated with the change in glucose during 
exercise.  

Brockman et 
al. (2020) Sex 

 
Secondary analysis of 2 studies (Yardley et al., 

2013b, Toghi-Eshghi and Yardley, 2019a) 
 

23 participants – 13 male / 10 female 
 

Resistance Exercise – 3 sets of 8 repetitions of 7 
exercises. Rest period between sets was 90 

seconds. 
 

CGM inserted day before exercise bout and for 24 
hours after. Exercise bout at 5pm. 

 
MDI - 10% reduction in long-acting insulin the night 

before or morning of the exercise. CSII - 50% 
reduction in basal rate an hour before and during 

the exercise. Further 25% reduction if blood 
glucose <5 mmol/L. Participants consumed a 25g 

CHO an hour before exercise. Additional CHO was 
given if blood glucose <5.5 mmol/L before or during 

the exercise (n=3) 
 

 
Plasma glucose decreased significantly in males 

from 8.6±2.5 to 6.3±2.1 mmol/L (p< 0.001), 
whereas females experienced no significant change 

(7.2±1.3 to 7.3±1.3 mmol/L, p= 0.999) during the 
exercise. In the 6 hours post-exercise, males 

developed significantly more time in hypoglycaemia 
monitoring. 6 of the 12 males had hypoglycaemic 
events, compared to 3 of 9 females. There was no 

CGM differences in the preceding 24 hours 
between groups. 

Tagougui et 
al. (2019) 

Body 
composition 

 
Secondary analysis of 1 study (Haidar et al., 2015) 

 

 
Leg and trunk fat mass were positively correlated 

with blood glucose level at the end of the 
exercise and after 30 minutes of recovery. Whole 
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30 participants – 20 male / 10 females, 20 adults / 10 
adolescents, aged 12 to 74. All using CSII 

 
Body composition was measured by dual-energy X-

ray absorptiometry (DXA) 
 

Participants consumed a meal at 5.30pm with normal 
insulin bolus. Exercise was performed 90 minutes post 

finishing the meal. 
 

Exercise – 60 minutes on the treadmill at 60% VO2peak 
 

Participants (n=11) were given 16g CHO if blood 
glucose <3.3 mmol/L with symptoms or <3 mmol/L. 

 
Participants maintained their usual basal and boluses 
rates to regulate glucose, without adjusting insulin for 

the exercise 
 
 

body lean mass was negatively correlated with 
blood glucose after 30, 60 and 90 minutes of 

recovery. There was relationship between all the 
parameters of body composition and blood 
glucose level at rest, or the drop in plasma 
glucose levels from start to end of exercise. 
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1.6.6. Intra-individual variation in glycaemic response during and after exercise 

in individuals with T1D 

Despite the large inter-individual response to exercise, there appears to be a high 

inter-individual reproducibility in the plasma glucose response to aerobic (Temple et 

al., 1995, Kilbride et al., 2011, Abraham et al., 2017, Biankin et al., 2003) and HIIT 

(Riddell et al., 2019a) under standardised protocols. Riddell et al. (2019a) 

demonstrated that despite a mean coefficient of variation for the plasma glucose 

change across the four HIIT sessions and 16 subjects of 33.9 ± 39.3%, within subject 

visit to visit variation was well correlated (r= 0.58). Other studies have demonstrated 

even higher reproducibility during aerobic exercise (Temple et al., 1995, Abraham et 

al., 2017). Reproducibility may be higher in fasting conditions than post prandial 

(Biankin et al., 2003), with poor reproducibility when carbohydrates are ingested 

before or during exercise (Kilbride et al., 2011). However, this is likely due to glucose 

levels not being stable or adequately matched prior to exercise. Even in the studies 

that found high reproducibility, it is unclear if this is the case in free-living 

circumstances. While background insulin is likely to be similar day-to-day, having 

similar plasma glucose concentration, occurring at the exact same time of day and the 

type, duration and intensity of exercise all be similar could be a difficult to achieve. 

 

1.7. Summary of the literature 

Residual ꞵ-cell function and endogenous insulin secretion occurs in a substantial 

numbers of individuals with T1D. Currently it is not fully understood the role this 

remaining ꞵ-cell function plays in glycaemic control in individuals with T1D. This is 

especially true around exercise where maintaining glycaemic control during exercise 

is challenging, and a large inter-individual variation exists. Micro amounts of 

endogenous insulin secretion appears to offer some level of protection against 

vascular damage and diabetes complications. Endothelial progenitor cells (EPCs) are 

important for the repair and growth of blood vessels, with circulating number increased 

by exercise. However, the count and function of EPCs appears to be reduced in 

individuals with T1D. Further research is required into whether residual ꞵ-cell function 

in individuals with T1D influences these circulating cells. 



65 
 

1.8. Summary of experimental hypotheses and aims 

The overarching aim of this thesis is to investigate the effects of residual ꞵ-cell function 

in individuals with T1D and its influence on glycaemic control under free-living 

condition and after an acute bout of aerobic exercise, as well on the count of circulating 

EPCs. The aims and hypotheses for each of the studies are detailed below: 

Chapter 3: 

The aim of this study was to examine the impact of residual ꞵ-cell function on 

glycaemic control during a free-living observational week in people with T1D. The 

primary outcome was percentage of the free-living observational week spent with an 

interstitial glucose in euglycaemia (3.9-10 mmol/L). Secondary outcomes were 

glycaemic variability (standard deviation (SD) and coefficient of variance (CV)), 

percentage time spent in hypoglycaemia and percentage time spent in 

hyperglycaemia. We hypothesized that individuals with greater C-peptide will have 

increased amount of time with an interstitial glucose in euglycaemia. 

Chapter 4: 

The aim of this study was to examine the impact of residual ꞵ-cell function on 

glycaemic control after a bout of aerobic exercise in people with T1D. The primary 

outcome was amount of time with an interstitial glucose in euglycaemia (3.9-10 

mmol/L). Secondary outcomes were glycaemic variability (standard deviation (SD) 

and coefficient of variance (CV)), time spent in hypoglycaemia and time spent in 

hyperglycaemia. We hypothesized that individuals with greater C-peptide will have 

increased amount of time with interstitial glucose in euglycaemia. 

Chapter 5: 

The aim of this study was to examine the count of EPCs and hematopoietic progenitor 

cells between T1D participants and age, sex, BMI and fitness matched controls at rest, 

immediately and 1hr post exercise. The T1D group were further explored by examining 

EPCs mobilisation between residual ꞵ-cell groups. We hypothesized that the T1D 

group will have diminished count of resting and exercise mobilised EPCs compared to 

the control, while the T1D with high residual ꞵ-cell function will have augmented 

numbers compared to the lower C-peptide groups 
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2. Chapter 2. General Methodology 

Data collection commenced 1/11/16 and was completed on the 26/07/19, with a total 

number of 241 study visit days and 526 hours spent in the laboratory with participants. 

Figure 2.1 displays numbers of participants contacted and recruited, and the protocols 

participants undertook for this thesis.  

2.1. Recruitment of T1D participants 

Participants with T1D were recruited from the Newcastle Diabetes Centre, with 

potential participants being approached in clinic by their Diabetes Clinician and details 

passed to the research team if they were interested. Advertisement was also placed 

in local newspapers and posters were positioned around Newcastle University, 

Newcastle Diabetes Centre and the Newcastle Clinical Research Facility (CRF) in the 

Royal Victoria Infirmary hospital. Prospective participants were contacted and sent a 

participant information sheet (Appendix A). Those participants who were willing to 

partake in the study were subsequently screened against the inclusion/exclusion 

criteria and invited to attend the CRF for the first visit. Participants willing to take part 

signed the informed consent (Appendix B) 

2.2. C-Peptide 

C-peptide can be measured in whole blood serum, plasma and urine with the SI units 

of nmol/L and pmol/L (Leighton et al., 2017). C-peptide concentration has also been 

reported in nmol/mol and ng/mL. Table 2.1 has the conversion factors between the 

units. 

Figure 2.1 Schematic of the thesis recruitment and study protocols 
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Table 2.1 C-peptide concentration conversion factors 

CONVERSION FACTORS: 
 

ng/mL (μg/L) x 0.33333 = nmol/L 
 

ng/mL x 333.33 = pmol/L 
 

nmol/L x 3.0 = ng/mL 
 

nmol/L x 100 = nmol/mmol 
 

pmol/L x 0.003 = ng/mL 
 

nmol/L x 1000 = pmol/L 
 

 

2.3. Urine C-peptide to Creatinine Ratio test (UCPCR) 

The measurement of C-peptide in urine is a convenient, non-invasive way of 

measuring ꞵ-cell function and insulin secretion. Within a 24h period, ~5-10% of C-

peptide secreted from the pancreas is excreted into urine compared to around 0.1% 

of secreted insulin (Horwitz et al., 1977).  

Within chapter 3, T1D participants completed a home Urine C-peptide to Creatinine 

Ratio test (UCPCR) to measure ꞵ-cell function and endogenous insulin secretion. 

Participants were provided with 2 urine pots containing boric acid preservation and 

instructed to collect a urine sample immediately before their largest meal of the day 

(highest carbohydrate content meal) and one 2 hours post the meal. The content of 

the meal was not specified and the participants were instructed to maintain their 

normal basal and bolus insulin and any other medication on the day of the sample 

collection, in line with previous validation studies (Besser et al., 2011a, Jones et al., 

2011). Participants were asked to not consume any further food in the postprandial 

period until the 2 hour urine sample had been collected, unless experiencing a 

hypoglycaemic event, in which case an alternative urine kit was provided for 

completion upon another day (McDonald and Perry, 2016). The UCPCR kits were 

stored in a cool, dark place before being posted to Exeter Clinical Laboratory, to arrive 

within 36 hours of collection.  



69 
 

Figure 2.2 Schematic of the UCPCR collection procedure 

 

UCPCR samples collected in boric acid have been shown to be stable for up to 72 

hours at room temperature,  with a mean of 103% of the sample tested at baseline 

and none dropping to <90% (McDonald et al., 2009). Upon arrival at Exeter Clinical 

Laboratory, samples were either analysed within 36 hours or frozen and analysed 

within the week. Urine C–peptide was analysed using a direct 

electrochemiluminescence immunoassay on the 602 module of the Cobas 8000 

Roche E170 automated platform (Roche Diagnostics, Mannheim, Germany) at the 

Exeter Clinical Laboratory. See Serum C-peptide (chapter 2.4) for further details. 

Urinary creatinine was analysed on the Roche P800 platform using creatinine Jaffé 

reagent (standardized against isotope dilution mass spectrometry) and used to adjust 

for urine dilution to obtain UCPCR (nmol/mmol).  

UCPCR measured during a mixed meal tolerance test (MMTT) or after a home meal 

is sensitive and specific method for measuring endogenous insulin secretion, with a 

120 minute postprandial evening meal UCPCR highly correlated to the gold standard, 

90 minute MMTT serum C-peptide (r= 0.91, P < 0.001) (Besser et al., 2011a). The test 

has been validated in people without diabetes, individuals with T1D and T2D, adults 

and children (Hope et al., 2013, Besser et al., 2013, Bowman et al., 2012, Jones et 

al., 2011, Oram et al., 2013, Besser et al., 2011b). 

2.4. Serum C-peptide 

Samples from the Mixed Meal Tolerance Test were shipped to Exeter Clinical 

Laboratory to determine serum C-peptide, with results used in chapter 4 and 5. 
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Serum C-peptide was analysed using a direct electrochemiluminescence 

immunoassay on the 602 module of the Cobas 8000 Roche E170 automated platform 

(Roche Diagnostics, Mannheim, Germany) at the Exeter Clinical Laboratory, Royal 

Devon and Exeter NHS Foundation Trust, Exeter, UK. The assay is a 2-site 

immunoassay with 20μL of serum reacted with a biotinylated monoclonal 

anti‐C‐peptide antibody (mouse), and a monoclonal anti‐C‐peptide antibody (mouse) 

labelled with ruthenium complex to form a sandwich complex. Samples, calibrators 

and controls were at 20‐25 °C prior to measurement. The Cobas 8000 is standardized 

against the WHO International Reference Reagent for C‐peptide of human insulin for 

immunoassay (IRR code 84/510) from the National Institute for Biological Standards 

and Control (Bristow and Das, 1988).  

The lower limit of detection of the assay is 0.003 nmol/L (3.3 pmol/l).  Values below 

the lower detection limit were classified as undetectable. Hope et al. (2016) reported 

an intra-assay coefficient of variation of 3.3% and inter-assay coefficient of variation 

of 4.5% for C-peptide measurements using the Roche E170 at the Exeter Clinical 

Laboratory. The serum C-peptide assay uses antibodies that show cross-reactivity 

with proinsulin and proinsulin conversion products. However, because the 

concentration of proinsulin is 100 times lower during fasting condition the cross-

reactivity is ∼10% and seen as negligible and having no clinical significance (Palmer 

et al., 2004). 

2.5. Continuous Glucose Monitor (CGM) 

Participants with T1D had a new generation Enlite® sensor (Enlite, Medtronic 

Diabetes, Medtronic Minimed, USA) inserted and iProTM2 Professional CGM 

(Medtronic Diabetes, Medtronic MiniMed, USA) attached for chapter 3 and chapter 4. 

In chapter 3, participants had the CGM fitted during the visit at the start of the 

observational week. While for chapter 4, participants attended the CRF 42 to 24 hours 

before the submaximal visit for insertion of the CGM. 

The Enlite® sensor is a subcutaneous tissue sensor that provides an interstitial fluid 

glucose measurement. The sensor encases three platinum electrodes with glucose 

oxidase enzyme disseminated across the surface and where a constant voltage is 

maintained (Bailey et al., 2014). When glucose and oxygen pass through the 

semipermeable membrane, the enzyme-mediated oxidation of glucose generates 
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hydrogen peroxide that releases an electron per glucose and oxygen molecule 

(Keenan et al., 2012). This produces a fluctuating electrical current which is 

transmitted to the iProTM2 receiver (Cappon et al., 2017). Sensor readings are 

acquired every 10 seconds, and averaged values reported every 5 minutes. The 

sensor has an upper and lower limit of detection of 2.2 mmol/L and 22.2 mmol/L, 

respectively. 

The Enlite® sensor was inserted into the subcutaneous tissue of the anterior superior 

lateral abdomen around the right or left lumbar region above the iliac crest. This is the 

location recommended by Medtronic and Keenan et al. (2012) for comfort and to 

minimise the physiological time-lag between blood and interstitial glucose 

concentration (figure 2.3). 

When placed in the abdomen and calibrated three or more times per day, the Enlite® 

sensor provides accurate readings over a 6-day period in adults with T1D, with a mean 

absolute relative deviation (ARD) of 13.6% (Bailey et al., 2014). 

After 5 to 10 minutes of allowing the sensor to become hydrated with interstitial fluid, 

the iProTM2 receiver was attached. The iProTM2 is a blinded CGM that stores the 

sensor readings in its device memory. Upon completion of the testing events, the 

device was removed and the data downloaded into the CGM software (CareLink, 

Medtronic Diabetes, Medtronic Minimed, USA) and analysed. While the iProTM2 

records interstitial fluid glucose values every 5 minutes, the real time readings are not 

available to the participants to minimise influencing their behaviour around glucose 

control. Participants were required to record ≥ 4 blood glucose readings per day in the 

Food, Glucose and Insulin diary (appendix E).  
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2.6. CGM data processing 

Upon downloading the data, the blood glucose readings were retrospectively entered 

into the CareLink software for automatic calibration by linear regression with 5 minute 

average interstitial glucose values attained for the duration of wear. Raw data were 

downloaded for analyses in Microsoft® Excel (Microsoft, USA). 

To determine optimal accuracy of the cgm data, the CareLink software automatically 

performed checks of the acceptance thresholds (Table 2.2) on each individual day of 

data. If a day’s data, from midnight to midnight, failed any of the thresholds or had 

  

  

 

Figure 2.3 Insertion of the Enlite® sensor and iProTM2. A. An Enlite® sensor in its pedestal casing (left) and the Serter automated 
insertion device (right). B. The Enlite® sensor loaded into the Serter device. C. Enlite® sensor being inserted into anterior superior 
lateral abdomen. The green button releases the sensor into the subcutaneous tissue. D The imbedded sensor, after the insertion 
needle had been removed and adhesive tape attached. E. The iProTM2 fully attached to the fitted Enlite® sensor and secured with 
overtape. 
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missing data greater than 15 minutes segments, subsequent collected data were 

deemed suboptimal and not used. In chapter 3, the CGM had to collect 4 valid days 

of data to be accepted; while in chapter 4, the exercise and following day had to be 

valid to be accepted. If the iProTM2 failed to collect this data the testing process was 

repeated.  

 

Table 2.2 displaying the acceptable thresholds for the checks automatically performed in the CareLink software to 
determine the suitability and use of the data. 

Available at:  https://professional.medtronicdiabetes.com/para/carelink-pro-software 

THRESHOLDS EXPLANATION 
 
 
VALID CALIBRATIONS 

 
≥ 3 valid blood glucose readings are required per calendar day, 
with day not meeting this threshold unable to be properly 
calibrated. Only BG meter readings between 2.2 and 22.2 mmol/L 
are able to be used for calibration. 
 

 
 
MAD%  
 
Mean absolute difference % - 
average difference between 
sensor and BG expressed  

 
The threshold for MAD% varies depending on the range of BG 
meter values: 
- A range ≥ 5.6 mmol/L then a MAD% of 28.0 or less is considered 
optimal. 
- A range < 5.6 mmol/L then an MAD% of 
18.0 or less is considered optimal. 
 

 
CORRELATION 

 
A correlation ≥ 0.79 between BG and CGM was considered 
optimal. 
 

  

 

2.7. Calculation of time in range and glycaemic variability 

The recent international consensus reports upon Continuous Glucose Monitoring Data 

Interpretation, endorsed by both the American Diabetes Association and European 

Association for the Study of Diabetes, outlined which advanced metrics of assessing 

CGM data should be used (Danne et al., 2017, Battelino et al., 2019). While Battelino 

et al. (2019) streamlined the CGM metrics for use in clinical practice (table 2.3) and 

focussed upon developing clinical targets for time in range (figure 2.4), this thesis will 

also use the extended metrics agreed in Danne et al. (2017) (table 2.4) to explore the 

CGM data in further detail. 
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Table 2.3 displaying the Continuous Glucose Monitoring Data interpretation guidelines recommended by  Battelino 
et al. (2019) and used within this thesis. 

STANDARDIZED CGM METRICS FOR CLINICAL CARE: 2019 

1. Number of days CGM worn (recommend 14 days) 

2. Percentage of time CGM is active (recommend 70% of data from 14 days) 

3. Mean Glucose 

4. Glucose management indicator (GMI) (formally estimated HbA1c) 

5. Glycaemic variability Coefficient of variation (%CV) target < 36% 

6. Level 2 hyperglycaemia - Time above range (TAR): % of readings and time > 13.9 mmol/L 

8. Time in range (TIR): % of readings and time 3.9–10.0 mmol/L 

10. Level 2 hypoglycaemia - Time below range (TBR): % of readings and time < 3.0 mmol/L 

 

Table 2.4 displaying the additional Continuous Glucose Monitoring Data interpretation guidelines used within this 
thesis recommended by Danne et al. (2017). 

STANDARDIZED CGM METRICS: 2017 INTERNATIONAL  CONSENSUS 

1. Level 1 hyperglycaemia - Time above range (TAR): % of readings and time  > 10 mmol/L 

2. Level 1 hypoglycaemia - Time below range (TBR): % of readings and time < 3.9 mmol/L 

3. Glycaemic variability Standard deviation (SD) 

4. Hypoglycaemia and hyperglycaemia episodes - >15 min at level 1 and 2 hypoglycaemia and 
hyperglycaemia. End of a CGM event: readings for 15 min > 3.9 mmol/L or < 10 mmol/L  

 

Raw data were downloaded into excel, with time in each glycaemic range calculated 

as percentage of total time in chapter 3 and percentage of stipulated time periods in 

chapter 4 (12 hours pre exercise, 12 hours post exercise, 24 hours post exercise, 48 

hours post exercise and 24 to 48 hours post exercise). Participant’s time in each 

glycaemic range was compared against the recommendations made by the 

international consensus (figure 2.4).  
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>13.9 mmol/L

>10.0 mmol/L

3.9 - 10.0 mmol/L

< 3.9 mmol/L

< 3.0 mmol/L

<5%

<25%*

>70%

<4%#

<1%

Percentage time targets for assessment of glycemic control
for adults with type 1 diabetes

* Includes percentage of values >13.9 mmol/L
# Includes percentage of values <3.0  mmol/L

Target

 

Figure 2.4 Schematic of recommendations for percentage of time spent in glycaemic ranges adapted from Battelino 
et al. (2019)  

 

Glycaemic variability measured were calculated using the EasyGV© Microsoft Excel 

workbook (Oxford University, UK) available for use at www.easygv.co.uk. Coefficient 

of variation was calculated by dividing standard deviation by the mean.  

2.8. Cannulation and blood sampling 

A 22-gauge cannula (Vasofix®, B.Braun Melsungen AG, Germany) was inserted into 

the antecubital or dorsal hand vein using aseptic non touch technique (ANTT) by a 

trained phlebotomist. Participants were instructed to attend the visits in a well hydrated 

condition to aid in the insertion of the cannula. A 3M™ Tegaderm™ I.V. securement 

dressing (3M Health Care, Germany) was used to fixate the cannula, while a leur 

encased in a barrel was connected to draw samples. A Stylet (Madrin/Stylet Introcan®, 

B Braun, Germany) was inserted into the cannula in between sample draws to 

prevents thrombus formation and catheter obstruction at rest and during exercise. 
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2.9. YSI 

The YSI 2300 STAT PLUS Glucose and Lactate Analyzer (YSI Inc, Xylem Analytics, 

USA) is a laboratory instrument intended to quantify blood glucose and L-lactate in 

whole blood and plasma. The YSI 2300 analyser aspirates 25 µl of whole blood 

collected in BD Fluoride or EDTA vacutainers®, which is diluted with 475 µL buffer to 

create a 1/20 solution. Total glucose is measured after the intracellular glucose 

diffuses out of the erythrocytes by using glucose oxidase to convert glucose and 

oxygen to gluconic acid and hydrogen peroxide (H202) thus creating an evaluable 

electrical signal that corresponds with glucose concentration (Astles et al., 1996). 

Glucose concentrations are determined by a comparison to an internal 10 mmol/L 

glucose calibration standard, with daily calibration carried out with external 10 and 25 

mmol/L glucose standards. Acceptable range for the external samples are the 

following: 

10 mmol/L – 9.8 mmol/L and 10.2 mmol/L 

25 mmol/L – 24.2 mmol/L and 25.8 mmol/L 

2.10. HbA1c 

An additional 4ml EDTA vacutainer® was drawn at 0 min from the T1D participants 

during the mixed meal tolerance test (see 4.2.3.2) and 0 min of the submaximal 

exercise bout for healthy controls (see 5.2.2.3). Samples were sent to and analysed 

using a TOSOH G11 analyser at the Newcastle Laboratory at Royal Victoria Infirmary, 

Newcastle-upon-Tyne for glycosylated haemoglobin (HbA1c).  

2.11. Health Screening  

Pre-exercise screening was delivered in accordance with the standing operating 

procedures for exercise testing in the Medical Research Council Muscle Performance 

& Exercise Training Laboratory based upon the American College of Sports Medicine’s 

(ACSM) guidelines for exercise testing (Wilkins, 2017). Screening was undertaken by 

an ACSM Certified Clinical Exercise Physiologist. 

Participants completed a medical history and physical examination (appendix C and 

D.) before being stratified into low, moderate or high risk of an adverse response to 

exercise determined by using the ACSM pre-participation screening algorithm before 

a resting ECG and stress test was performed. 
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2.11.1. Electrocardiogram (ECG) 

A modified 12 lead electrocardiogram (ECG) (Mason and Likar, 1966) was used to 

assess the electrical activity of the heart at rest and during exercise to check for any 

cardiac abnormalities. Any abnormalities or contraindications to exercise prior to 

exercise were checked with an on call physician. The exercise protocol was terminated 

if any adverse events occurred during the testing bout and patient care managed by 

the clinical cover. Contraindications to exercise, relative and absolute indicators for 

terminating the exercise test were derived from ACSM guidelines (Wilkins, 2017). 

2.11.2. Protocol for an unsuccessful screening 

If an individual was identified as having a resting or exercise induced cardiac 

abnormalities or contraindications to exercise, they were referred to their general 

physician (GP). A report of the findings was sent to the GP and the patient advised to 

avoid exercise until they had been seen and cleared. Two T1D individuals who 

participated in the study demonstrated abnormal resting ECGs and the protocol above 

followed. Both participants were later cleared of any problems and entered back into 

the study. All other T1D and healthy participants in these studies showed normal 

cardiac function.     

2.12. VO2peak testing  

A maximal graded exercise test was performed on a Lode Valiant 2 CPET treadmill 

(Lode, Groningen, The Netherlands) to determine peak oxygen uptake (VO2peak) and 

peak heart rate (HRpeak). The Bruce protocol, a continuous incremental walking to 

running test series of 3 minute stages of steady state exercise (Table 2.5), was used 

(Bruce et al., 1973). Participants started exercising at a treadmill speed of 2.7 km·h−1 

and an incline of 10% gradient with workload subsequently increased in a 

simultaneous way until volitional exhaustion was reached (Table 2.5). The protocol 

duration was aimed for between 8 to 12 minutes long (Yoon et al., 2007), with strong 

verbal encouragement given throughout (Moffatt et al., 1994) to maximise the peak 

VO2 attainted. Throughout the exercise test a Meta Control 3000 (Cortex, Germany) 

measured expired air and ECG continuously, while blood pressure was measured at 

rest, the last minute of each stage and for 10 minutes after cessation of the test. 

Participants wore a face mask (Hans Rudolph 7450 Series V2 mask) to collect expired 

air which was immediately measured by an online gas analyser (Metalyzer® 3B-R3 

CPET, Cortex, Germany) and a 12-channel PC ECG device (Custo cardio 110, Cortex, 
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Germany). The test was considered a maximal effort if participants met two of the 

following criteria: a distinct plateau in oxygen consumption, a peak hr ≥ 90% age 

predicted maximum HR (220-age), a rating of perceived exertion (RPE) of ≥ 18 and / 

or respiratory exchange ratio (RER) of 1.15 or greater (Edvardsen et al., 2014). 

Table 2.5 Speed and gradient for each stage of the Bruce maximal treadmill test 

STAGE SPEED (KM·H−1) GRADIENT (%) 
1 2.74 10 
2 4.02 12 
3 5.47 14 
4 6.76 16 
5 8.05 18 
6 8.85 20 
7 9.65 22 
8 10.46 24 
9 11.26 26 
10 12.07 28 

 

2.13. Gas Analysis 

Expired gas was captured by Hans Rudolph 7450 Series V2 facemask and 

immediately measured by a Metalyzer® 3B-R3 CPET online gas analyser. Before 

calibration, the Metalyzer® 3B-R3 system was switched on for a minimum of 30 

minutes to allow the sensors to warm up and ensure that the oxygen and carbon 

dioxide sensors were stabilised. To calibrate the O2 and CO2 sensors, ambient air and 

calibration gas cylinder with a known concentration (17.1% O2, 5.0% CO2: BOC, 

Industrial Gases, Linde AG, Munich, Germany) were used, while a 3 litre syringe 

(Series 5530, Hans-Rudolph Inc, USA) was used to check sample volume. As part of 

the calibration, the system automatically checked ambient temperature, humidity and 

pressure, and expired gas samples were corrected to standard temperature and 

pressure. Breath by breath volume of oxygen and carbon dioxide (VO2 and VCO2) 

were calculated within the Metasoft software (Cortex Biophysik GmbH, Germany) 

using standard metabolic algorithms employing the Haldane transformation. VO2 data 

were collected in 10 second averages. 

2.14. Determining VO2peak and maximal heart rate 
The peak rate of oxygen uptake and utilization during the maximal intensive exercise 

(VO2peak) was determined by averaging the highest consecutive 30 seconds VO2 value 

before voluntary exhaustion.  
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The highest number of beats per minute recorded during maximal exercise test was 

determined as maximal heart rate (HRpeak). 

2.15. Calculating energy expenditure and substrate oxidation 

Measurement of oxygen consumption and excretion of carbon dioxide during the 

submaximal exercise bout were used to estimate substrate oxidation rates using 

stoichiometry calculations as described by Jeukendrup and Wallis (2005) (Table 2.6).  

Table 2.6 Jeukendrup and Wallis equations for calculating carbohydrate and fat oxidation from gas 
measurements at moderate to high intensity exercise (50 to 75% V̇O2peak) 

Carbohydrate Oxidation (g/min)  4.210 V̇CO2 – 2.962 V̇O2 – 2.37 n 
Fat Oxidation (g/min)  1.695 V̇O2 – 1.701 V̇CO2 - 1.77 n 
Energy from 1g of carbohydrate  
(20% glucose and 80% glycogen) 

4.07 kcal 

Energy from 1g of fat  9.75 kcal 
Energy Expenditure* 0.550 V̇CO2 + 4.471 V̇O2 

n = urinary nitrogen excretion  

* Calculations of energy expenditure assume negligible contribution to energy expenditure from protein oxidation 

 

Previous calculations of carbohydrate oxidation have use different substrate 

breakdowns. Calculations are predominantly for use at rest, thus glucose has been 

used as the representative carbohydrate (Frayn, 1983). To account for muscle 

glycogen contribution during moderate exercise alternative calculations have been 

developed, with the traditional equations potentially overestimating the carbohydrate 

oxidation by 8% (Jeukendrup and Wallis, 2005). While the contribution to carbohydrate 

oxidation is repeatedly reported to be around 15 to 25% from plasma glucose and 75 

to 85% from muscle glycogen at moderate to high intensity endurance activities 

(Jeukendrup, 2003), these calculations are based upon individuals without diabetes 

and it is unknown whether these assumptions can be applied to individuals with T1D. 

While Robitaille et al. (2007) demonstrated that substrate and exogenous glucose 

oxidation rates are similar between T1D and healthy controls, plasma glucose 

oxidation was lower with muscle glycogen compensating for this short fall. Conversely, 

research by Raguso et al. (1995) who suggest that the shortfall in plasma glucose is 

compensated for by an increased intramuscular triglyceride oxidation. 

Hyperglycaemia has also been shown to shift fuel metabolism further towards 

carbohydrate oxidation in T1D compared to euglycaemia (Jenni et al., 2008). Within 

this thesis, participants were fed a carbohydrate snack prior to exercise with T1D 
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participants withholding bolus insulin, typically resulting in hyperglycaemia during the 

submaximal exercise bout. Despite these problems with calculating substrate 

oxidation and energy expenditure, recent studies have followed these or similar 

assumptions (Zaharieva et al., 2019a, Campbell et al., 2016).  

2.16. Calculating treadmill speed and gradient for the sub maximum exercise 

bout 

Sixty percent of the participant’s individual VO2peak was used to determine the gradient 

needed upon the treadmill during the submaximal test. As humans prefer to walk at or 

near the speed that minimizes their gross energy expenditure (Ralston, 1958), and 

individuals preferred walking speed is influenced by factors such as height, sex and 

age (Finnis and Walton, 2008), a range of treadmill speeds (4.5kph, 5.1kph and 6kph) 

were chosen and the gradient determined for each. Participants were allowed to 

choose whichever speed they found most comfortable. 

The ACSM walking metabolic equation (Glass et al., 2007) was used to determine the 

percentage gradient (Table 2.7). 

Table 2.7 displaying ACSM walking metabolic equation (Glass et al., 2007) 

TARGET VO2 (ml.kg.min) = 3.5 + (0.1 X SPEED) + (1.8 X SPEED X % GRADE) 
 

While limited data exists looking at the accuracy of this metabolic equation in a range 

of populations, the ACSM walking equation can accurately predict VO2 and energy 

expenditure and may be the most suitable prediction equation to use (Hall et al., 2004). 

2.17. Glycaemic strategies during exercise testing 

The participant’s with T1D blood glucose control was managed according to the 

current international consensus (Riddell et al., 2017). Participant’s capillary blood 

glucose concentrations were checked before, during and after exercise using a 

handheld CONTOUR® blood glucose meter (Contour Next, Ascensia Diabetes Care, 

USA). 

2.17.1. Glycaemic strategies during the maximal exercise test  

Participants blood glucose was checked upon arrival, with a blood glucose 

concentration 5 - 6.9 mmol/L treated with 10g of carbohydrates from glucose tablets 

(Glucotabs, BBI Healthcare, UK) while participants with < 5 mmol/l consumed 15g of 

carbohydrate from a glucose shot (Glucojuice, BBI Healthcare, UK). Participants with 
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a blood glucose of >15 mmol/L had their blood ketones checked upon a KEYA® smart 

meter (Inside Biometrics International Ltd, UK), with visits rearranged if the individual 

had modestly elevated ketones >0.6 mmol/L. Patients commenced exercise when 

blood glucose was ≥7 mmol/L for a minimum of 15 minutes. 

After completion of the incremental exercise test (see 2.17.1), participants were 

discharged from the CRF following completion of the exercise test if blood pressure 

had returned to resting values and blood glucose was ≥7 mmol/l for a minimum of 15 

minutes. 

2.17.2. Glycaemic strategies during the submaximal exercise test  

If participants had a hypoglycaemic event overnight prior to the study visit, the visit 

was rearranged, while if participants awoke with blood glucose >10mmol/L they were 

instructed to have a small bolus of insulin upon waking (<2 units). Participants were 

instructed to maintain their basal insulin as normal.  

After arriving and insertion of a cannula (See 2.8), participants were fed a 

carbohydrate snack (Belvita Soft Bakes Chocolate Chip, Mondelēz International, 

USA), providing 204kcal of which 31g CHO. After resting for 20 minutes, the bout of 

exercise was started if the participants blood glucose was >7 mmol/L. 

Interval capillary blood samples were collected throughout the bout of exercise, with 

participants given a 100ml drink with 10g of glucose if their blood glucose fell <7 

mmol/L. 

2.18. Statistical Analysis 
Throughout this thesis GraphPad Prism 8.0.1 (San Diego, USA) and IBM SPSS 

Statistics (version 24, IBM, Armonk NY) software package were used to analyse the 

data. Statistical analysis that were repeated throughout this thesis are detailed below.  

Differences between C-peptide groups were assessed by the use of a one-way 

ANOVA with Tukey-Kramer post-hoc analysis. Data were assessed for normality and 

outliers by Shapiro-Wilk test and boxplots, with excessively skewed data SQRT or 

LOG10 transformed or assessed by Kruskal-Wallis H test. When the assumption 

homogeneity of variances was met, a one-way ANOVA was used to determine 

statistical significance, with significant results interpreted to determine possible group 

comparisons by Tukey-Kramer post hoc test. Assumption of homogeneity of variances 
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were assessed by Levene's test for equality of variances. When the assumptions were 

violated, a Welch ANOVA was used to determine statistical significance with 

significant results interpreted by Games-Howell post hoc test. The distributional 

assumption was used to determine if the Kruskal-Wallis H test was used to compare 

medians or distribution. 

Pearson product-moment or Spearman's rank-order correlation were used to 

determine the strength and direction of a linear relationship between C-peptide and 

CGM data. 

A two-way repeated measures mixed ANOVA was used to examine for interactions 

between time and C-peptide groups during the MMTT in chapter 4, as well as for 

comparing EPCs mobilisation with between the T1D and control groups and between 

the C-peptide groups (chapter 5). Significant time and group main effects were 

analysed using post-hoc Bonferroni adjusted pairwise comparisons. Outliers were 

assessed by examination of studentized residuals for values greater than ±3, while 

normality was assessed by Shapiro-Wilk's test of normality on the studentized 

residuals. Assumption of sphericity was evaluated by Mauchly's test with violated data 

asssed by Greenhouse-Geisser or Huynh-Feldt. When values where missing, a fitted 

mixed effects model with Geisser-Greenhouse as implemented in GraphPad Prism 

8.0 was used. The mixed model uses a compound symmetry covariance matrix, and 

is fit using Restricted Maximum Likelihood (REML). In the absence of missing values, 

this method gives the same P values and multiple comparisons tests as repeated 

measures ANOVA. In the presence of missing values (missing completely at random), 

the results can be interpreted like repeated measures ANOVA. Excessively skewed 

data were transformed using square root and logarithmic transformation. 
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3. Chapter 3. The influence of residual ꞵ-cell functions upon free-living glycaemic 

control in individuals with type 1 diabetes 

3.1. Abstract 

Objective 

To investigate the impact of residual ꞵ-cell function CGM outcomes during a free-living 

observational week in people with T1D. 

Research Design and Methods 

Sixty-seven participants with T1D for ≥1 years were recruited. Participants wore a 

blinded CGM and GENEActiv accelerometer for 7 days of free-living data capture. 

Participants completed a home UCPCR test which was sent to Exeter Clinical 

Laboratories Medical for analysis. Medical history questionnaire data were collected, 

and participants completed questionnaires on their hypoglycaemia awareness, and a 

blood glucose, food, insulin and exercise diary. UCPCR was used to allocate 

participants into undetectable (Cpepund <0.001 nmol/mmol), low (Cpeplow 0.001–0.019 

nmol/mmol) or high C-peptide groups (Cpephigh ≥0.20 nmol/mmol). 

Results 

UCPCR was positively associated with percentage time spent in euglycaemia (r= 

0.341, p= 0.005), and negatively associated with time in hyperglycaemia (percentage 

of time >13.9 mmol/L; r= -0.412, p= 0.001), but not time in hypoglycaemia (percentage 

of time <3.9 mmol/L; r= -0.200, p= 0.874). UCPCR was a significant predictor of the 

above outcomes in a stepwise multiple regression including clinical variables. No 

differences exist between Cpepund and Cpeplow for any outcome, Cpephigh had 

statically significantly higher time in euglycaemia (71.8±17.0%) compared to Cpepund 

(60.5±14.6%, p= 0.031) but not Cpeplow (60.1± 14.9%, p= 0.091) 

Conclusions  

People with T1D who have higher residual ꞵ-cell function show improved glycaemic 

control during free-living periods, driven by reduction in hyperglycaemia and glycaemic 

variability. Quantifying C-peptide could potentially be used to personalise glycaemic 

targets. 
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3.2. Introduction 

T1D is an autoimmune disease, originating from the selective destruction of insulin 

producing β-cells in the pancreatic islets of Langerhans by immune cells (Anderson 

and Bluestone, 2005, Bluestone et al., 2010, Willcox et al., 2009). Throughout the 

autoimmune destruction of the β-cells, insulin secretion declines eventually resulting 

in dysregulation of glycaemia and clinical diagnosis (Gepts, 1965, Daaboul and 

Schatz, 2003). With the initiation of exogenous insulin therapy a partial remission 

phase is common, where exhausted but not yet destroyed β-cells are able restoration 

some of their endogenous insulin secretion (Abdul‐Rasoul et al., 2006, Snorgaard et 

al., 1992). However, the destruction of the ꞵ-cells continues, with the traditional 

Eisenbarth model of T1D (Eisenbarth, 1986b) stating that complete and inevitable 

destruction occurs. 

Recent research has challenged this dogma that all ꞵ-cell are destroyed, with insulin-

positive islets discoverable in autopsy studies (Keenan et al., 2010, Gepts, 1965, Lam 

et al., 2017, Rodriguez-Calvo et al., 2018) and C-peptide measureable (Keenan et al., 

2010, Oram et al., 2014, Oram et al., 2015, Wang et al., 2012, Davis et al., 2015, 

McGee et al., 2014), even decades after diagnosis. The development of highly 

sensitive C-peptide assays (Oram et al., 2014, Wang et al., 2012) has led to 

substantial numbers of the T1D population having detectable residual ꞵ-cell function, 

although the prevalence remains unclear, with estimates of between 35 and 80% of 

participants having detectable C-peptide at >5 years post-diagnosis (Williams et al., 

2016, Oram et al., 2015). Detectable C-peptide appear to be associated with disease 

duration and age at diagnosis, with those diagnosed at an older age being more likely 

to have persistent C-peptide (Davis et al., 2015).  

The Diabetes Control and Complications Trial (DCCT) established the initial evidence 

that persistent C-peptide secretion has a clinical benefit (Steffes et al., 2003a). 

Participants who had a stimulated C-peptide > 200 pmol/l at study entry and were 

randomised into the intensive control arm had reduced development of retinopathy 

and nephropathy, lower HbA1c and lower incidences of serve hypoglycaemia (65%) 

in the subsequent 7 year follow up period compared to those with < 200 pmol/L (Lachin 

et al., 2014, Steffes et al., 2003a). It is estimated that 8-16% of individuals diagnosed 

with T1D as an adult have this relatively high C-peptide level, compared to 5-6% of 

individuals with childhood onset of diabetes (Oram et al., 2015, Davis et al., 2015, 
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Williams et al., 2016). Additionally, further research has demonstrated that even much 

lower levels (>10 pmol/L) of C-peptide secretion have also been shown to a have 

positive impact on rates of diabetic complications (Panero et al., 2009, Lachin et al., 

2014).  

Evidence of residual ꞵ-cell impact upon glycaemic control within individuals with T1D 

is an emerging area. Preservation of 10-50 pmol/L C-peptide has also been associated 

with lower self-reported rates of symptomatic, asymptomatic and severe 

hypoglycaemia compared to C-peptide negative individuals (Kuhtreiber et al., 2015, 

Marren et al., 2019). While the DCCT (Lachin et al., 2014, Steffes et al., 2003a) and 

Kuhtreiber et al. (2015) trials show higher C-peptide is associated with lower HbA1c, 

Marren et al. (2019) and Gibb et al. (2020) recently found no difference in HbA1c 

between low (<10 pmol/L) and preserved (>20 pmol/L and >10 pmol/L, respectively) 

C-peptide groups within UK populations.  

In recently diagnosed and post islet transplantation patients, studies demonstrate that 

as residual ꞵ-cell function declines, CGM parameters such as time in euglycaemia 

(time in range 3.9-10 mmol/L) and CV% worsen (Buckingham et al., 2015, Brooks et 

al., 2015). These populations have higher C-peptide levels than most individuals with 

long duration T1D, yet two very recent papers have assessed how low levels of C-

peptide secretion impacts CGM outcomes in longer duration T1D diabetes. Rickels et 

al. (2020) demonstrating that in individuals with duration of T1D of >2 years and a very 

high stimulated C-peptide (>400 pmol/L) had greater time in euglycaemia and reduced 

time in hyperglycaemia compared to negative, low (17-200 pmol/L) and intermediate 

(200-400 pmol/L) C-peptide groupings, with no differences in time spent in 

hypoglycaemia. A large observational study (n=290) conducted by Gibb et al. (2020) 

reported that individuals >3 years post diagnosis with preserved C-peptide (either 10 

to 200 pmol/L or 10 to 50 pmol/L) had fewer low-glucose events and lower glucose 

variability by flash monitoring compared to low (<10 pmol/L) secretors. However, no 

differences in time in euglycameia or hyperglycaemia existed. With these varying 

results, further research exploring endogenous insulin productions impact on 

glycaemic control in long duration T1D is clearly warranted. 

This study examined the impact of residual ꞵ-cell function on glycaemic control during 

a free-living observational week in people with T1D. We hypothesized that individuals 
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with greater C-peptide will have increased amount of time with interstitial glucose in 

euglycaemia (3.9 to 10 mmol/L) – the primary outcome.  

 

3.3. Methods 
The study was an observational trial, examining how residual beta cell function 

impacts free-living glycaemia in individuals with T1D. 

3.3.1. Participants 

Participants were recruited as described (see 2.1). Briefly, interested potential 

participants from the Newcastle Diabetes Centre and local area were sent a participant 

information sheet. Those willing to partake were subsequently screened against the 

inclusion/exclusion criteria. Those who meant the criteria and were willing to partake 

attended the Newcastle Clinical Research Facility (CRF) and provided written 

informed consent. This study was approved by the local National Health Service 

Research Ethics Committee (code: 16/NE/0192). 

Eligibility criteria comprised a clinical diagnosis of T1D (primary osmotic symptoms, 

weight loss, hyperglycaemia, ketosis, insulin initiation at diagnosis); age 18-70 years 

with diabetes duration >1 years at enrolment; HbA1c <86 mmol/mol (10.0%); and 

stable Multiple Daily Injection (MDI) or Continuous Subcutaneous Insulin Infusion 

(CSII) regimen without changes over the preceding 6 months. 

3.3.2. Protocol 

Participants attended the Newcastle CRF for fitting of a continuous glucose monitor 

(CGM) (as described in 2.5) and wrist worn GENEActiv accelerometer, completing a 

medical history questionnaire, and given questionnaires on their hypoglycaemia 

awareness (Gold score and HypoA-Q), a blood glucose, food, insulin and exercise 

diary (Appendix E) and a home UCPCR test (see 2.3) to complete at home. The CGM, 

accelerometer and blood glucose, food, insulin and exercise diary were completed 

over the subsequent 7-8 days after the visit. During the free-living observational week 

participants maintained their standard care, including use of their own CGM/Flash 

glucose monitor (FGM). 

Participant’s height, weight (Seca 220 height measure / Seca 889 scales, Seca, 

Germany) and medical history were taken (Appendix C). A blinded CGM unit (Enlite® 
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sensor with iProTM2 Professional CGM Medtronic Diabetes, Medtronic MiniMed, USA) 

was inserted into lateral abdomen (as described in 2.5). The participants were 

instructed to self-record blood glucose concentrations, using their normal capillary 

glucose monitor, at least four times per day into the blood glucose, food, insulin and 

exercise diary (Appendix E) for calibration purposes.  

Participants were given a wrist worn accelerometer (GENEActiv, Activinsights Ltd. 

Cambridge, UK) to be worn upon their non-dominant arm at all times. The GENEActiv 

has a tri-axial, ± 6 g seismic acceleration sensor, with a near body temperature sensor 

to help improve the confirmation of wear and non-wear time, and is calibrated for 

physical activity against indirect calorimetry (Esliger et al., 2011). 

A home UCPCR kit was given to the participant to complete within the free-living 

observational week with instructions to collect urine samples immediately before their 

largest meal of the day (highest carbohydrate content meal) and 2 hours post the meal 

(as described in 2.3). Participants sent the sample from home to Exeter Clinical 

Laboratories in a free post envelope where they were analysed (as described in 2.3 

and 2.4). 

Post meal UCPCR result was used to assess C-peptide status. For further analysis, 

individual’s post meal UCPCR was used to confirm which C-peptide groups 

participants were sorted into; undetectable (Cpepund, <0.001 nmol/mmol), low 

(Cpeplow, 0.001 to 0.19 nmol/mmol) and high (Cpephigh ≥0.2 nmol/mmol). The Cpephigh 

threshold was based upon the threshold found in the Diabetes Control and 

Complications Trial to have some clinical benefits (Lachin et al., 2014). 

 
Figure 3.1 Schematic of the UCPCR collection procedure 
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After a week of wearing the CGM and accelerometer, participants either self-removed 

the CGM and the monitors were collected or participants returned to the CRF for 

removal. Upon removal, participants completed questionnaires on their 

hypoglycaemia awareness; Gold score (Gold et al., 1994) and Hypoglycaemia 

Awareness Questionnaire (Hypo A-Q) (Speight et al., 2016). Participants most recent 

HbA1c was accessed from clinical notes  

3.3.3. Data processing 

CGM sensor data were retrospectively processed using CareLink iPro software 

(Medtronic Diabetes). Data from the blood glucose, food, insulin and exercise diary 

was used to calibrate the iProTM2 data. If a day’s CGM recording, from midnight to 

midnight, failed any of the Carelink optimal data thresholds (Valid calibrations, MAD%, 

Correlations) (Medtronic, 2017) or had missing data greater than 15 minutes 

segments, data from throughout that day were deemed sub-optimal and not used. The 

CGM had to collect 4 valid days of data to be accepted. If the iProTM2 failed to collect 

sufficient data the testing process was repeated.  

Accelerometer data were downloaded to .bin files and converted to 15 second epoch 

.csv files using PC software version 3.2, before processing in R using R-package 

GGIR version 1.9 (Migueles et al., 2019). Threshold for moderate activity or greater 

was set as ≥100 mg. 18 hours of daily wear time was considered an acceptable 

threshold for data inclusion and only moderate and vigorous activity bouts (MVPA) of 

≥10 minutes duration were analysed (van Hees et al., 2013, Sabia et al., 2014). Data 

were displayed as average minutes of MVPA per day. The accelerometer had to 

collect 4 valid days of data to be accepted. If the GENEActiv failed to collect sufficient 

data the testing was repeated the following week, or if the iProTM2 had failed to collect 

data, the accelerometer data collection were also redone during the repeated testing 

week. 

3.3.4. Statistical and data analysis 

Data are presented as mean±standard deviation throughout unless otherwise stated 

with statistical significance set at p<0.05. The primary outcome was percentage of the 

free-living observational week spent with an interstitial glucose in euglycaemia (3.9-10 

mmol/L). Secondary outcomes were glycaemic variability (standard deviation (SD) 
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and coefficient of variance (CV)), percentage time spent in hypoglycaemia and 

percentage time spent in hyperglycaemia. CGM ranges were defined as 3.9-10 

mmol/L (euglycaemia), <3.9 mmol/L (hypoglycaemia 1), <3.0 mmol/L (hypoglycaemia 

2), >10 mmol/L (hyperglycaemia 1), >13.9 mmol/L (hyperglycaemia 2) as 

recommended by international consensus (Danne et al., 2017, Battelino et al., 2019). 

CV was calculated as SD divided by mean glucose.  

Pearson product-moment or Spearman's rank-order correlation were used to 

determine the strength and direction of a linear relationship between post meal 

UCPCR and CGM data. 

Stepwise multiple regressions were performed with UCPCR, sex, age, age at 

diagnosis, BMI, gold score and MVPA inputted to assess their prediction on glycaemic 

outcomes. These variables were included on the basis of previous research and 

discussions with clinicians on appropriate predictors. Sex (Manicardi et al., 2016), age 

(Beck et al., 2012), age at diagnosis (Clements et al., 2014), BMI (Lee et al., 2017a), 

insulin dose (Strich et al., 2017), gold score of hypoglycaemia unawareness (Gold et 

al., 1994) and physical activity (Kennedy et al., 2013) all been associated with changes 

in glycaemic control. It was determined that duration of diabetes would be excluded 

from the multiple regression to avoid 1st-order autocorrelation with age and age of 

diagnosis. The one in ten rule for number of events per variable in a logistic regression 

analysis was followed to avoid biasing the regression coefficients (Peduzzi et al., 

1996). 

Statistically significant differences between the means of Cpepund, Cpeplow and 

Cpephigh were determined by one-way ANOVA with Tukey post-hoc analysis. Data 

were assessed for normality and outliers by Shapiro-Wilk test and boxplots, with 

excessively skewed data transformed or assessed by Kruskal-Wallis H test.  

GraphPad Prism 8.0.1 (San Diego, USA) and IBM SPSS Statistics (version 24, IBM, 

Armonk NY) software package were used to analyse the data. 
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3.4. Results 
Data were collected for 68 participants. One participant was excluded because of a 

non-diabetic C-peptide value and expected MODY. Participant demographic data is 

displayed in Table 3.1.  

Table 3.1 Participants Characteristics (n=67) 

 Mean ± SD Range 
N 67  

Male / Female 35 / 32  
UCPCR (nmol/mol) 

Median 
Undetectable / Positive 

0.22 ± 0.42 
0.00 

34 / 33 

0.0 to 1.88 

Age (years) 41.1 ± 12.2 18 To 68 
Age At Diagnosis 19.9 ± 11.7 1 To 56 

Duration Of Diabetes (years) 21.2 ± 12.7 1 To 47 
BMI (kg.m2) 25.6 ± 3.5 20.1 To 35.5 

HbA1c (mmol/mol) 
(%) 

58.1 ± 10.3 
7.5 ± 3.1 

34 to 83 
5.3 to 9.7 

Method Of Insulin Control 
(MDI / CSII) 

37 / 30  

Daily Insulin (Units) 40.55±19.10 12.83 to 121.84 
Insulin units/kg/day 0.53±0.20 0.15 to 1.17 

CGM 
(None / Flash / CGM) 

50 / 10 / 7  

Moderate To Vigorous Physical 
Activity (Minutes A Day) 

24.2 ± 18.3 0 to 84.5 

 

During the observational week, when assessed by Spearman's rank correlations, 

UCPCR was positively associated with percentage time spent in euglycaemia (3.9 to 

10 mmol/L) (Figure 3.2). 

Figure 3.2 Scatter plots displaying linear relationship between 120 minutes post meal urine C-peptide creatinine 
ratio vs percentage of time spent in euglycaemic control 3.9 to 10 mmol/L during the free-living observational week. 
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Red triangles = undetectable UCPCR (<0.001 nmol/mmol) (n=34), Orange triangles = low UCPCR (0.001-0.2 
nmol/mmol) (n=13), Green circles = high UCPCR (>0.2 nmol/mol) (n=20). 

 

Post meal UCPCR was also negatively associated with time in hyperglycaemia, mean 

glucose, HbA1c and glycaemia variability, although notably it did not predict time in 

hypoglycaemia (Table 3.2) 

 

Table 3.2 Displaying the Spearman's correlations (rs) and significance between 120 minutes post meal urine C-
peptide creatinine ratio and glucose parameters during the free-living observational week. 

Glycaemic Outcome rS P 
 
Time Spent <3.0 mmol/L 

 
-0.122 

 
0.323 

 
Time Spent <3.9 mmol/L 

 
-0.200 

 
0.874 

 
Time Spent 3.9-10 mmol/L 

 
0.341 

 
0.005 

 
Time Spent >10 mmol/L 

 
-0.309 

 
0.011 

 
Time Spent >13.9 mmol/L 

 
-0.412 

 
0.001 

 
Mean Glucose (mmol/L) 

 
-0.288 

 
0.018 

 
SD 

 
-0.439 

 
<0.001 

 
CV (%) 

 
-0.286 

 
0.019 

 
HBA1C (mmol/mol) 

 
-0.303 

 
0.013 

 

3.4.1. Multiple Linear Regressions 

To determine the most important factors on the free-living observational week 

glycaemic outcomes, stepwise multiple regressions were performed with UCPCR, 

sex, age, age at diagnosis, BMI, daily insulin, gold score and MVPA. Table 3.3 shows 

that UCPCR, BMI, gold score, insulin, age and age of diagnosis are associated with 

different measures of glycaemic outcomes. The stepwise regression model 

demonstrated BMI and UCPCR statistically  significantly predicted % time spent in 3.9 

to 10 mmol/L, F(2, 56) = 8.382, p= 0.001, R2 = 0.230. Figure 3.3 displays the predicted 

% time spent in euglycaemia from the UCPCR and BMI model compared to the 

measured results. Interestingly, none of the parameters predicted HbA1c.  
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Table 3.3 Stepwise multiple linear regression model for glycaemic outcomes (n=67) 

B = unstandardized regression coefficient, SEB = Standard error of the coefficient, ꞵ = Standardized coefficient, F = F-statistic, t = T-statistic. 

Glycaemic Outcome Predictors 
in Model 

R R2 B SEB ꞵ F p t p 

 
% Time Spent <3.0 mmol/L 

 

 
Age 

 
0.354 

 
0.125 

 
0.078 

 
0.027 

 
0.344 

 
8.143 

 
0.006 

 
2.854 

 
0.006 

 
% Time Spent <3.9 mmol/L 

Gold Score 
 

Age at diagnosis 

 
0.453 

 
0.205 

1.752 
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UCPCR 
 

 
0.387 

 
0.149 

-2.637 
 

-5.366 

0.918 
 

2.605 

-0.371 
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0.016 
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-3.005 
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0.004 
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0.289 

 
6.821 

 
 

 
0.002 

-2.615 
 

2.444 

0.010 
 

0.018 

 
HbA1c (mmol/mol) 

 

 
N/A 

         



94 
 

20 40 60 80 100
20

40

60

80

100

Actual vs Predicted plot: 3.9 to 10 mmol/L

Actual Y

Pr
ed

ic
te

d 
Y

R2 = 0.230
 p = 0.001

 

Figure 3.3 Scatter Plot Displaying the UCPCR and BMI Multiple Linear Regression Actual vs Predicted results for 
% time spent in 3.9 to 10 mmol/L 

 

To further analyse the influence of the UCPCR on glycaemic outcomes, participants 

were sorted into one of three urinary C-peptide groupings based on previously 

reported distribution of residual C-peptide (Davis et al., 2015) and improvements in 

clinical outcomes (Steffes et al., 2003a): undetectable (Cpepund, <0.001 nmol/mmol), 

low (Cpeplow, 0.001 to 0.19 nmol/mmol) and high (Cpephigh ≥0.2 nmol/mmol). 

Demographic group data are shown in Table 3.4. Age, BMI and moderate to vigorous 

physical activities (MVPA) were comparable between groups. However, the Cpephigh 

group had significantly higher age of diagnosis and shorter duration of diabetes than 

the Cpepund and Cpeplow. 
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Table 3.4 Displaying mean ± SD group demographic information for serum C-peptide groups 

K-W T – Kruskal-Wallis Test * Significantly different to Cpepund # Significantly different to Cpeplow  

 

 

Group glycaemic outcomes are displayed in Figure 3.4. While no differences exist 

between Cpepund and Cpeplow for any outcome, Cpephigh had statistically significantly 

higher time in euglycaemia (71.8 ± 17.0%) compared to Cpepund (60.5±14.6, p= 0.031) 

but not Cpeplow (60.1± 14.9, p= 0.091)(Figure 3.4C). Cpephigh also had significantly 

less time in hyperglycaemia (Figure 3.4E + F) and lower SD glycaemic variability 

(Figure 3.4G) than Cpepund. No group differences existed in hypoglycaemia (Figure 

3.4A + B). 

C-PEPTIDE GROUPING CPEPUND CPEPLOW CPEPHIGH 
N 34 13 20 

Male / Female 18 / 16 6 / 7 11 / 9 
Age (Years) 42.6 ± 12.0 40.8 ± 12.1 38.7 ± 12.8 

Age At Diagnosis 
Range (Years) 

17.7 ± 10.5 
1 to 42 

13.8 ± 8.0 
8 to 32 

27.6 ± 12.2 *# 

12 to 56 
Duration Of Diabetes K-W T 

Range (Years) 
26.82 ± 13.24 

4 to 47 
21.89 ± 13.34 

12 to 46 
10.70 ± 6.15 *# 

1 to 30 
BMI (kg/m2) 25.4 ± 2.9 25.4 ± 4.5 26.1 ± 3.7 

Method Of Control 
 (MDI / CSII) 

18 / 16 5 / 8 14 / 6 

Daily Insulin (units)  K-W T 42.62±15.01 41.59±20.77 36.45±23.76 
Insulin units/kg/day  K-W T 0.56±0.22 0.55±0.18 0.46±0.18 

CGM 
(None / Flash / CGM) 

22 / 7 / 4  10 / 2 / 1  17 / 1 / 2 

MVPA 
(Minutes A Day) 

22.9 ± 12.7 17.1 ± 7.6 20.8 ± 10.1 
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Figure 3.4 Group mean±SD and individual data points for time spent; less than 3 mmol/L (A), less than 
3.9 mmol/L (B), euglycaemic range 3.9 to 10 mmol/L (C), more than 10 mmol/L (E), more than 13.9 
mmol/L (F). Last available HbA1C (D) and Glycaemic variability SD (G) and coefficient if variance (H) 
are also displayed. Red circles = Cpepund (n=34), Orange circles = Cpeplow (n=13), Green circles = 
Cpephigh (n=20). * indicates significantly different to Cpepund
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3.5. Conclusion 
We investigated how residual ꞵ-cell function influences glycaemic control during a 

free-living observational week. We show that in this cohort, post meal UCPCR 

correlates with greater amount of time spent in euglycaemia, less time in 

hyperglycaemia (level 1 and 2) and less glycaemic variability (SD and GV). However, 

UCPCR did not associate with time spent in hypoglycaemia (level 1 or 2). Furthermore, 

when other variables where included in a stepwise multiple regression, UCPCR was 

still a significant predictor of the above outcomes. Finally, to explore if specific 

thresholds of C-peptide are needed for glycaemic control, we demonstrate that there 

was no difference between groups with undetectable or low (0.001 to 0.19 nmol/mmol) 

C-peptide, while individuals with T1D with higher residual ꞵ-cell function (UCPCR ≥ 

0.2 nmol/mmol) displayed a substantially greater amount of time spent in euglycaemia 

compared to the undetectable group. 

Before 2020, only a paediatric cohort of participants with recently diagnosed T1D who 

were investigated for 2 years post diagnosis (Buckingham et al., 2015) and post islet 

transplantation patients followed for a mean 18 months (Brooks et al., 2015), had been 

explored for how residual ꞵ-cell functions influences CGM outcomes in T1D. Both 

studies demonstrated that as high levels of C-peptide declined, concomitant CGM 

outcomes measuring glycaemic control also deteriorated, including time spent in 

euglycaemia and glycaemic variability. As newly diagnosed and post-transplant 

patients have high amounts of residual ꞵ-cell function it was unknown if these benefits 

translated into longer duration T1D where most C-peptide positive individuals create 

micro amounts of endogenous insulin.  

Two recent studies have explored this, with our findings similar to those published by 

Rickels et al. (2020). In this study, they demonstrated that individuals with >400 pmol/L 

of C-peptide spent greater time in euglycaemia and less time in hyperglycaemia, 

compared to negative, low (17-200 pmol/L) and what they have defined as 

intermediate (200-400 pmol/L) groups, where there was no differences between. In 

our study, we found that the group with UCPCR ≥0.2 nmol/mmol (equivalent of >200 

pmol/L serum C-peptide) also had greater time in euglycaemia and less time in 

hyperglycaemia, as well as less glucose SD, while we also found no difference 

between our undetectable and low groups. While technically we found differences in 

the CGM outcomes at a lower C-peptide threshold than Rickels et al. (2020), in our 
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study 13 of the 20 high C-peptide group had a UCPCR >0.4 nmol/mmol (equivalent of 

>400 pmol/L). When evaluated as a continuous relationship, similar significant 

relationships between C-peptide and glycaemic outcomes were shown between ours 

and Rickels et al. (2020) studies, with mean glucose, time in euglycaemia (r = 0.341; 

P = 0.005 vs r = 0.456; P < 0.001), time with glucose >10 mmol/L (r = -0.309; P = 

0.011  vs r = -0.376; P = 0.003), and glucose CV comparable.  

Interestingly, neither the present study, Buckingham et al. (2015) or Rickels et al. 

(2020) found an association between higher C-peptide and less time spent in 

hypoglycaemia (<3.9 mmol/L). These results are contrary to the recently study 

published by Gibb et al. (2020) which also explored C-peptides influence on glycaemic 

outcomes in longer duration T1D.  This large observational study (n=290) found 

individuals > 3 years post diagnosis with preserved C-peptide (either 10 to 200 pmol/L 

or 10 to 50 pmol/L) had fewer low-glucose events and lower glucose variability by flash 

monitoring, as well as less self-reported asymptomatic hypoglycaemia, compared to 

low (<10 pmol/L) secretors. However, no differences in time in euglycameia or 

hyperglycaemia existed between the groups.  

Divergent results between studies may be due to a multitude of reasons. As the 

median time spent <3.9 mmol/L in the low secretors was 5% (interquartile range (IQR) 

3 to 9%) compared to 3% (IQR – 2 to 6%) for the 10 to 200 pmol/L group (p< 0.001) 

or 4% (IQR – 2-6%) for the 10 to 50 pmol/L group (p= 0.034), the much greater sample 

size seen in this study are potentially needed to spot these very small but meaningful 

results (Gibb et al., 2020). Additionally, differences in glucose data collection methods 

may also have influenced the results, with use of a CGM blinded to the participants 

and collected for one week in ours and Rickels et al. (2020) studies, compared to use 

of a Freestyle Libre flash glucose monitors collected for 2 week in Gibb et al. (2020). 

This increased duration of measurement, as recommended by the international 

consensus on CGM data interpretation (Battelino et al., 2019, Danne et al., 2017), 

could significantly differentiate these small differences between groups. Additionally, 

the use of a monitor that participants actively engage in and reduces time spent in 

hypoglycaemia (Bolinder et al., 2016, Oskarsson et al., 2018), could also explain the 

differences.  
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The significant differences in time spent <3.9 mmol/L and self-reported asymptomatic 

hypoglycaemic incidents in Gibb et al. (2020) is consistent with previous research 

showing higher C-peptide reduces the incidences of self-reported hypoglycaemia 

(Marren et al., 2019, Kuhtreiber et al., 2015, Hope et al., 2018). This reduction in 

hypoglycaemia seen in C-peptide positive patients may be due to a more pronounced 

glucagon concentration production in response to a hypoglycaemia found in some 

(Zenz et al., 2018, Rickels et al., 2020) but not all studies (Sherr et al., 2013). Indeed, 

while Rickels et al. (2020) found a weak relationship between C-peptide and glucagon 

response to hyperglycaemia, this did not translate into an increase in endogenous 

glucose production and may explain why both this study and our own results found no 

correlation between percentage of time spent <3.9 mmol/L and peak C-peptide. 

Further research is needed to explore if residual ꞵ-cell function does contribute to 

hypoglycaemic counterregulation by protecting or enhancing the α-cells glucagon 

secretion, as the exact mechanisms behind this is unknown (McCrimmon and 

Sherwin, 2010).  

Our primary finding that higher C-peptide resulted in more time in euglycaemia was 

largely a result of reduced time spent in level 1 and 2 hyperglycaemia. These results 

are contrary to Gibb et al. (2020) recent findings of no difference in time in euglycaemia 

or reduced time in hyperglycaemia between C-peptide groups. This discrepancy in 

results is likely due to Gibb et al. (2020) excluding participants with a C-peptide >200 

pmol/L, with the current and Rickels et al. (2020) studies only finding group differences 

above this C-peptide threshold. When peak MMTT C-peptide was plotted against 

change in C-peptide from baseline, the relationship was strongly apparent (r = 0.99; P 

< 0.0001), with incrementally greater responses in the low, intermediate, and high C-

peptide groups (Rickels et al., 2020). The present study, in combination with previous 

(Rickels et al., 2020, Gibb et al., 2020), suggests a minimum threshold of peak C-

peptide (~200 to 400 pmol/L) required to smooth out the peaks in glucose and reduce 

time spent in hyperglycaemia in “real world” settings. 

This study demonstrates for the first time that even when other variables are 

considered, C-peptide is a predictor of glycaemic control. Only BMI and UCPCR 

predicted the primary outcome in the present study, together predicting 23% of the 

variability, with BMI having a negative association and UCPCR having a positive 

relationship with the amount of time spent in euglycameia. Previous studies that 
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included C-peptide amongst multiple other variables only used a baseline C-peptide 

value to track changes in HbA1c from diagnosis (Hesse et al., 2018). Considering ꞵ-

cell function is known to have an initial exponential fall for around 7 years post 

diagnosis (Shields et al., 2018), and that change in C-peptide strongly predicts change 

in HbA1c in the first three years (Buckingham et al., 2015, Grönberg et al., 2020), 

unsurprisingly did not find C-peptide as a predictor. BMI has previously been 

demonstrated to have a U-shaped correlation with HbA1c, with both those with low 

and high BMI having increased average glucose level and a BMI of between 21-23 

kg/m2 (Lee et al., 2017b, Williams et al., 1999, Eeg-Olofsson et al., 2007). In contrast, 

an increased BMI in the recently diagnosed and in young adults is associated with 

improved control (Ferriss et al., 2006, Purnell et al., 1998), likely because of weight 

gain from intensive insulin therapy. In this study we found a negative relationship 

between BMI and time in euglycaemia, likely due to the small number of individuals 

with a low BMI and the increased insulin resistance associated with a higher BMI (Priya 

and Kalra, 2018). Other results from the multiple linear regression largely replicate 

previous research. We found a higher Gold score (a greater hypoglycaemia 

unawareness) was a predictor of increased time in hypoglycaemia <3.9 mmol/L, 

replicating Geddes et al. (2007) and true even when individuals are using a CGM (Lin 

et al., 2019). Interestingly, we did not find it predicted percentage time <3.0 mmol/L, 

with increasing age the only predicting variable. It is unclear why Gold score predicted 

only hypoglycaemia level 1 and not 2, but increased age is associated with greater 

hypoglycaemia unawareness (Brierley et al., 1995) and impairment of 

counterregulatory responses to hypoglycaemia (Matyka et al., 1997) in older non-

diabetic individuals which may explain the findings in this study. 

A higher Hba1c has previously been shown to associate with an increased insulin 

dosage (Priya and Kalra, 2018) and increased glycaemic variability (Pickup et al., 

2006), which may explain the findings that increased insulin dose was associated with 

greater glycaemic variability (both SD and CV). However, insulin did not predict any 

other measure of glycaemic control.  The higher C-peptide group had a reduced daily 

insulin dosage (36.45±23.76 units) and insulin dose per kg (0.46±0.18 units/kg/day) 

compared to the low (41.59±20.77 units and 0.55±0.18 units/kg/day) and undetectable 

groups (42.62±15.01 units and 0.55±0.22 units/kg/day), although not significantly 

(p=0.115 and p=0.279, respectively). This may explain the comparable HbA1c levels 
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between groups. With the DCCT (Lachin et al., 2014, Steffes et al., 2003a) and 

Kuhtreiber et al. (2015) trials show higher C-peptide is associated with lower HbA1c, 

Marren et al. (2019) and Gibb et al. (2020) recently found no difference in HbA1c 

between low (<10 pmol/L) and preserved (>20 pmol/L and >10 pmol/L, respectively) 

C-peptide groups within UK populations.  While this study had different C-peptide 

grouping, the median C-peptide in the preserved group in Marren et al. (2019) was a 

relatively high 114 pmol/L. The authors propose that the non-intensive treatment found 

within the UK cohorts (HbA1c ≈68 mmol/mol) results in comparable insulin levels 

despite lower incidences of hypoglycaemia, and that more intensive treatment is 

needed within high C-peptide individuals to get the full benefit of their endogenous 

insulin secretion.      

While the ‘real-world’ design is a strength in terms of generalisability, the unbalanced 

groups and higher proportion of participants with undetectable C-peptide who used a 

CGM/FGM during the study period may have influenced the results, specifically the 

percentage of time spent in hypoglycaemia. Because time in hypoglycaemia is such a 

small proportion of total time, it is likely that two weeks of CGM data is needed to see 

statistical differences. Future studies should carefully consider how to most 

meaningfully measure hypoglycaemia in free-living conditions, with a combination of 

CGM, diaries and questionnaires likely to be needed (Henriksen et al., 2019). We did 

not measure T1D autoantibodies, therefore it is possible that our cohort contained 

individuals with different forms of diabetes, especially in individuals with the high C-

peptide. However, as the central tenet of this project was to explore the relationship 

between C-peptide and euglycameia, we did not see this as a major problem. The 

main aim of the study was to explore the association between C-peptide and free-

living glycaemic outcomes, therefore the results from the multiple linear regression 

exploring different variables must be interpreted with caution. The study protocol of 

measuring UCPCR and CGM during the same week is a strength. Previous studies 

have not disclosed the time between C-peptide and glucose measurements (Gibb et 

al., 2020), with C-peptide decline possible even years after diagnosis (Shields et al., 

2018).  

With the conflicting findings of C-peptides influence on hypoglycaemia, further 

research is needed in free-living settings, especially exploring lower glucose levels 

(<3.0 mmol/L). Understanding how functioning ꞵ-cells may influence the counter 
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regulation responses to hypoglycaemia, including the α-cell ability to secrete 

glucagon, and how C-peptide influences glycaemic variability, are also areas of 

interest. Finally, with the rise of automated – closed loop – insulin pumps, 

understanding how different variables influence blood glucose in isolation and in vivo 

is also important to fully optimise these systems.  

In conclusion, people with T1D who have higher residual beta-cell function show 

improved glycaemic control during free-living periods, driven by reduction in 

hyperglycaemia and glycaemic variability. Based on the influence residual ꞵ-cell 

function has on glycaemia, C-peptide could potentially be used to personalise 

glycaemic targets. These findings should further highlight the positives of treatments 

that aim to protect β-cell function in T1D, with preservation of endogenous insulin 

production resulting in substantial clinical benefits. 
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4. Chapter 4. The influence of residual ꞵ-cell functions upon post-exercise glycaemic 

control in individuals with type 1 diabetes 

4.1. Abstract 

Objective  

To investigate the impact of residual ꞵ-cell function on CGM outcomes following acute 

exercise in people with T1D. 

Research Design and Methods  

Thirty participants with T1D for ≥3 years were recruited. Firstly, participants wore a 

blinded CGM for 7 days of free-living data capture. Secondly, a 3 hour mixed meal 

test, assessed stimulated C-peptide and glucagon. Peak C-peptide was used to 

allocate participants into undetectable (Cpepund <3 pmol/L), low (Cpeplow 3–200 

pmol/L) or high C-peptide groups (Cpephigh >200 pmol/L). Finally, participants 

completed 45 minutes of incline treadmill walking at 60%VO2peak followed by a further 

48 hours’ CGM capture. 

Results  

CGM parameters were comparable across groups during the free-living observation 

week. In the 12 (12hr) and 24 hours (24hr) post-exercise periods the Cpephigh group 

had significantly greater amount of time spent with glucose 3.9-10 mmol/L (12hr: 

73.5±27.6%, 24hr: 76.3±19.2%) compared to Cpeplow (12hr: 43.6±26.1%, p=0.027, 

24hr: 52.3±25.0%, p=0.067) or Cpepund (40.6±17.0%, p=0.010, 24hr: 51.3±22.3%, 

p=0.041). Time spent in hyperglycemia (12hr and 24hr glucose >10 and >13.9 mmol/L, 

p<0.05) and glycemic variability (12hr and 24hr SD, p<0.01) were significantly lower 

in the Cpephigh group compared to Cpepund and Cpeplow. Change in CGM outcomes 

from pre to 24hr post-exercise was divergent: Cpepund and Cpeplow experienced 

worsening (glucose 3.9-10 mmol/L: -9.1% and -16.2% respectively), with Cpephigh 

experiencing improvement (+12.1%)(p=0.017).  

Conclusions  

Residual ꞵ-cell function may partially explain the inter-individual variation in the acute 

glycemic benefits of exercise in individuals with T1D. Quantifying C-peptide could aid 

in providing personalized and targeted support for exercising patients. 
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4.2. Introduction 

Regular physical activity (PA) and exercise can have considerable health benefits for 

individuals with T1D. These include reduced risk of microvascular damage, improved 

cardiovascular risk factors, enhanced mental wellbeing, as well as extended life 

expectancy (Bohn et al., 2015, Moy et al., 1993, Kriska et al., 1991, LaPorte et al., 

1986, Zoppini et al., 2003, Imayama et al., 2011, Chimen et al., 2012a). Despite this, 

PA levels appear to be lower in T1D compared to the general population, with less 

than 20% of patients managing to do aerobic exercise more than two times per week 

(Bohn et al., 2015). The lower PA levels may be due to disruptions to glucose control 

caused by exercise, in particular by causing hypoglycaemia, which can be complex to 

manage (Riddell et al., 2017, Adolfsson et al., 2018). Other barriers include a general 

lack of knowledge around exercise management and a fear of hypoglycaemia, as well 

as the increased forethought and planning needed for insulin and nutritional strategies 

around PA (Lascar et al., 2014, Jabbour et al., 2016, Brazeau et al., 2008).  

One major obstacle to providing exercise management support to people with T1D is 

a high inter-individual variability in the blood glucose responses to exercises (Riddell 

et al., 2017). Even in tightly controlled research studies that have adopted a strict 

inclusion criteria, recruited homogenous groups, have standardized insulin and dietary 

intake and used CGMs to stabilise glucose in the run up to the study, a large 

unexplained inter-individual variability in the glycaemic responses to exercise remains 

during (Temple et al., 1995, Abraham et al., 2017, DirecNet, 2006, Kilbride et al., 2011) 

and after exercise (Kapitza et al., 2010). This is currently an area of considerate 

interest. Using secondary analysis, research groups have demonstrated that pre-

exercise blood glucose levels is a predictor of the magnitude of drop in glucose during 

aerobic activity (Riddell et al., 2019b), that patients with good fitness level appear to 

be more prone to hypoglycaemia during exercise (Al Khalifah et al., 2016), that leg 

and trunk fat mass positively and whole body lean mass negatively associated with 

glucose post exercise (Tagougui et al., 2019), and that males may have a greater risk 

of hypoglycaemia during and after resistance exercise than females (Brockman et al., 

2020). Additionally, outside of formal research, both clinical observations and 

feedback from patient support groups report potential for both an improvement and 

detrimental impact of regular exercise on long-term glycaemic control.   
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With the development of an ultra-sensitive C-peptide assay, recent research has 

shown that even in long duration T1D, ꞵ-cell function can persist. There is some 

disparity within the evidence regarding the prevalence of residual ꞵ-cell function within 

the T1D population, with numbers ranging from 30 to 80% thought to be insulin 

microsecreators at >5 years post diagnosis (Oram et al., 2015, Oram et al., 2014, 

Williams et al., 2016, Wang et al., 2012, Davis et al., 2015). Moreover, it is estimated 

that 8-16% of individuals diagnosed with T1D as an adult have a relatively high C-

peptide level, above the threshold found in the Diabetes Control and Complications 

Trial to have some clinical benefits (Lachin et al., 2014). This compares to 5-6% of 

individuals with childhood onset of diabetes with this high level of C-peptide (Oram et 

al., 2015, Davis et al., 2015, Williams et al., 2016).  
Evidence from recently diagnosed individuals and patients after an islet 

transplantation, when consequently C-peptide levels are relatively high, demonstrates 

that as residual ꞵ-cell function declines, CGM parameters such as time in euglycaemia 

(time in range 3.9-10 mmol/L) and CV% worsen under normal free-living conditions 

(Buckingham et al., 2015, Brooks et al., 2015). A recent paper by Rickels et al. (2020) 

demonstrated that individuals with a very high stimulated C-peptide (>400 pmol/L) had 

greater time in euglycaemia at rest compared to negative, low (17-200 pmol/L) and 

intermediate (200-400 pmol/L) C-peptide groupings, where no differences in 

glycaemia existed between groups. Another recent paper by Gibb et al. (2020), found 

no difference in euglycameia but reduced hypoglycaemia in individuals with preserved 

(>10 pmol/L) C-peptide. How this translates to around exercise, is unclear. Potentially, 

diminished but functioning ꞵ-cells may convey some level of intrinsic glucose 

regulation that offers benefits under an intense metabolic stressor (including increased 

metabolic rate, carbohydrate oxidation and insulin sensitivity) such as exercise. 

Moreover, it can be hypothesized that ꞵ-cell function is associated with CGM 

outcomes explaining (at least in part) inter-individual variability in the exercise 

response. This information could be valuable for provision of targeted exercise 

support, based on C-peptide status. 

This study examined the impact of residual ꞵ-cell function on glycaemic control after 

a bout of aerobic exercise in people with T1D. We hypothesized that individuals with 

greater C-peptide will have increased amount of time with an interstitial glucose in 

euglycaemia (3.9 to 10 mmol/L) – the primary outcome. As well as reduced glycaemic 
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variability, time spent in hypoglycaemia and time spent in hyperglycaemia – the 

secondary outcomes. 

 

4.3. Method 
The study was an acute observational trial, examining how residual beta cell function 

impacts glycaemia at rest and after exercise in individuals with long duration T1D. The 

trial design is displayed in the below schematic (figure 4.2). 

4.3.1. Recruitment of T1D participants 

Thirty participants with a range of UCPCR who successfully completed study 1 and 

met the criteria for study 2 were invited into the study. UCPCR results were used to 

preliminary place participants in three C-peptide groupings, undetectable (Cpepund, 

<0.001 nmol/mmol), low (Cpeplow, 0.001 to 0.2 nmol/mmol) and high (Cpephigh >0.2 

nmol/mmol). 

Eligibility criteria comprised of being clinically diagnosed with T1D (primary osmotic 

symptoms, weight loss, hyperglycaemia, ketosis, insulin initiation at diagnosis), aged 

between 18 and 65 years with a duration of T1D >3 years upon enrolment, an HbA1c 

<86 mmol/mol / 10.0%, absence of diabetes-related complications apart from 

retinopathy; and stable Multiple Daily Injection (MDI) or Continuous Subcutaneous 

Insulin Infusion (CSII) regimen without changes over the preceding 6 months (Table 

4.1). 

 All patients who participated provided written informed consent and this study was 

approved by the local National Health Service Research Ethics Committee (code: 

16/NE/0192, ISRCTN registry: ISRCTN50072340). 

 

Table 4.1 displaying inclusion/exclusion criteria for chapter 4. 

INCLUSION EXCLUSION 
Clinically diagnosed with T1D T1D participants duration of disease less than 3 

year 
Aged 18-65 years HbA1c >86 mmol/mol (10%) 
Treated with exogenous insulin (MDI or CSII) Unable to complete a maximal exercise test 
Free from diabetes complications apart from 
retinopathy 
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4.3.2. Sample Size 

Sample size was calculated from available C-peptide and CGM data (Brooks et al., 

2015). Based on this data, using percentage time in range 3.9–10 mmol/L during a 5-

day CGM capture from islet transplant recipients with stimulated C-peptide >200 

pmol/L (71±21%) and <150 pmol/L (45±16%). With an estimated difference of at least 

10% in the primary outcome, a sample of 10 participants per group would be needed 

to test the null hypothesis that mean time within range (3.9-10.0 mmol/L) of all groups 

is equal with a probability of 0.8. Type 1 error associated with this calculation is 0.05.   

4.3.3. Protocol 

Participants had previously attended the Newcastle CRF for study 1, with a further 3 

visits for study 2.  

4.3.3.1. Pre study; UCPCR and observational free-living CGM week 

Participants had previously completed study 1, investigating how residual ꞵ-cell 

function influences glycaemic control during a free-living observational week in people 

with T1D. Participants had worn a CGM (see 2.5) and completion of a home UCPCR 

test (see 2.3) as described in chapter 3. 

4.3.3.2. Visit 1. Mixed Meal Tolerance Test (MMTT) 

Participants who entered into study 2, attended the Newcastle CRF at ~8.30am after 

an overnight fast and having withheld bolus insulin from midnight. Individuals were 

instructed to maintain their normal basal insulin regime, including amount and timings. 

If participants had a hypoglycaemic event or needed to bolus insulin overnight or in 

the morning, the visit was rearranged. Participants were instructed to avoid exercise 

and alcohol consumption the day before the visit and transport was provided the 

morning of the visit. Upon arrival, participant’s capillary blood sample was tested with 

the visit going ahead if it was between 4 and 12 mmol/l, before a cannula was inserted 

(see 2.8).  
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A standard but extended multiple time point mixed meal tolerance test (MMTT) 

protocol was used with participants given 240ml of Fortisip (Nutricia, Trowbridge, UK) 

consisting of: 360 kcal, 14.4g protein, 13.92g fat and 44.16g carbohydrate, to drink 

within 2 minutes (Greenbaum et al., 2008, Leighton et al., 2017). Blood samples were 

drawn at baseline and every 30 minutes up to and including 180 minutes (figure 4.1). 

A total of 12ml of whole blood samples was collected into 2 BD vacutainers® at each 

time point, a 2ml EDTA and 10ml SSTTM II Advance. An additional 4ml EDTA 

vacutainer® was drawn at 0min and analysed for HbA1c. 

 

4.3.3.2.1. Sample processing 

1ml of whole blood was drawn from the 2ml EDTA vacutainers® into a 5ml aliquot and 

presented to the YSI 2300 STAT PLUS for immediate analysis of whole blood glucose 

(see 2.9).    

The 10ml SSTTM II Advance vacutainers® was allowed to clot for 30 minutes before 

being centrifuged at room temperature for 10 minutes at 1300G. Immediately after 

being centrifuged, samples were processed and stored in 10ml aliquots tubes at -80 

°C in long-term storage at the Newcastle Biobank facility. Serum samples were 

transported to Exeter Clinical Laboratory for analysis of serum C-peptide, glucose, 

glucagon, insulin, proinsulin and autoantibodies. No freeze/thaw happened prior to the 

samples being tested. 

An additional 4ml EDTA vacutainer® was drawn at baseline for measurement of 

HbA1C (see 2.10)  

4.3.3.2.2. Blood Sample analysis 

Serum was transported to Exeter Clinical Laboratory and analysed for C-peptide as 

described (see 2.4). Lower limit of detection of the assay was 3.3 pmol/l with a reported 

Figure 4.1 Schematic of the protocol for the MMTT 
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intra- and inter-assay coefficient of variation of 3.3% and 4.5% Hope et al. (2016).  

Individual’s peak serum C-peptide recorded during the MMTT was used to confirm 

which C-peptide groups. Participants were sorted into; undetectable (Cpepund) peak 

<3 pmol/L, low (Cpeplow) 3 – 200 pmol/L and high (Cpephigh) >200 pmol/L. Serum 

glucagon was measured using a Mercodia Glucagon ELISA (Mercodia AB, Uppsala, 

Sweden) on the Dynex DS2 automated platform (Dynex Technologics, Worthing, U.K) 

with a lower limit of detection of 1.5 pmol/L. 

4.3.3.2.3. Autoantibody  

Autoantibody analysis was performed using ELISA assays (RSR Ltd., Cardiff, UK) on 

the Dynex DS2 automated platform (Dynex Technologics, Worthing, U.K) as 

previously reported (McDonald et al., 2011). Glutamic acid decarboxylase (GAD65), 

tyrosine phosphorylase-related protein 2 (IA2) and zinc transporter 8 (ZnT8) were 

analysed using ELISA kits from RSR limited, per the manufacturers instruction, with a 

sensitivity and specificity of 98% and 92%, 98% and 76%, and 99% and 72% 

respectively. The cut-offs for positivity were: ≥7.5 U/mL (IA-2); ≥11 U/mL (GAD65); 

≥65 U/mL (ZnT8) if aged < 30 years or ≥9.1 U/mL if aged >30 years. Positive result 

defined as above the 97.5th centile of 1,559 control participants without diabetes 

(McDonald et al., 2011), with the laboratory participating in the International 

Autoantibody Standardization Program.  

Participants with one or more antibody above the reference ranges were classified as 

autoantibody-positive. Individuals within the Cpephigh group who were autoantibody-

negative were included in the initial analysis before being excluded from the further 

analysis to reduce the possibility of misdiagnosed cases of type 2 diabetes influencing 

the results.  

4.3.3.3. Visit 2. Health screening and Maximal Exercise Test  

Participants stature and mass (Seca 889 and Seca 220, Seca, Germany), National 

Early Warning Score (NEWS), and pre-exercise health screening, including medical 

history and examination (appendix C and D) were taken. Participants underwent a 

modified 12-lead resting and exercising electrocardiogram (ECG) to screen for any 

cardiac abnormalities (See 2.11), with any concerns or a score upon the NEWS chart 

checked by the clinical cover.  
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A maximal graded walking treadmill (Valiant 2 CPET, Lode, Groningen, Netherlands) 

test (Bruce protocol; Bruce et al. (1973)) was performed to determine peak oxygen 

uptake (VO2peak) (see 2.12 and 2.14) and peak heart rate (HRpeak) (see 2.14). 

Glycaemic strategy was managed as per the guidance of Riddell et al. (Riddell et al., 

2017) (see 2.17.1). 

4.3.3.4. Visit 3. Main trial Exercise Bout 

Prior to the submaximal exercise phase, participants attended the Newcastle CRF 24 

to 48 hours before the final testing visit, to have a CGM sensor inserted (See 2.5). 

Individuals arrived at the exercise lab at ~8.30am after an overnight fast with transport 

provided. Blood glucose and NEWS were checked upon arrival at the CRF, and a 

cannula was inserted (see 2.8) with fasting blood samples taken. A carbohydrate 

snack (Belvita Soft Bakes Chocolate Chip, Mondelēz International, USA), providing 

204kcal of which 31g CHO, was then consumed and participants remained rested for 

20 minutes. Blood Glucose management is detailed in 2.17.2. 

To account for varying stride length, the ACSM walking calculations was used to 

determine treadmill gradient needed at 5.1kph, 6kph and 4.5kph to elicit 60% of the 

participants V̇O2peak (see 2.16). Participants walked at this intensity for 45 minutes 

whilst heart rate (Polar H7, Polar Electro Oy, Finland) and expired air was captured 

and analysed throughout by the meta control 3000 (see 2.13).  

Upon completion of the exercise bout, blood samples were drawn from the cannula. 

Participants remained rested a further 60 minutes, with further blood samples drawn 

at 30 and 60 minutes post exercise. Participants were discharge from the laboratory, 

with the CGM capturing free living interstitial glucose responses and participants 

tracking blood glucose, food and carbohydrate intake and insulin dosage (appendix E) 

for the 48 hours following the exercise bout. 
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Figure 4.2 Schematic of the study 2 protocol 
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4.3.4. Statistical analysis 

Data is presented as mean ± standard deviation throughout unless otherwise stated. 

The primary outcome was amount of time with an interstitial glucose in euglycaemia 

(3.9-10 mmol/L). Secondary outcomes were glycaemic variability (standard deviation 

(SD) and coefficient of variance (CV)), time spent in hypoglycaemia and time spent in 

hyperglycaemia. CGM ranges were defined as 3.9-10 mmol/L (euglycaemia), <3.9 

mmol/L (hypoglycaemia 1), <3.0 mmol/L (hypoglycaemia 2), >10 mmol/L 

(hyperglycaemia 1), >13.9 mmol/L (hyperglycaemia 2) as recommended by 

international consensus (Danne et al., 2017, Battelino et al., 2019). CV was calculated 

as SD divided by mean glucose.  

Data described as delta change from free-living to 24 hours post exercise times were 

calculated by subtracting the continuous glucose monitor free-living data away from 

the 24 hours post-exercise data.  

Statistical significance differences between the means of Cpepund, Cpeplow and 

Cpephigh were determined by the use of a one-way ANOVA with Tukey post-hoc 

analysis. Data were assessed for normality and outliers by Shapiro-Wilk test and 

boxplots, with excessively skewed data assessed by Kruskal-Wallis H test. Pearson 

product-moment or Spearman's rank-order correlation were used to determine the 

strength and direction of a linear relationship between peak MMTT serum C-peptide 

and glucagon vs CGM data.  

Two-way repeated measures mixed ANOVA was used to examine for interactions 

between time and group during the MMTT. Significant time and C-peptide group 

effects were analysed using post-hoc Bonferroni adjusted pairwise comparisons. 

When values where missing, a fitted mixed effects model with Geisser-Greenhouse 

was implemented in GraphPad Prism 8.0. The mixed model uses a compound 

symmetry covariance matrix, and is fit using Restricted Maximum Likelihood (REML).  

To explore the lowest important C-peptide measurement upon glycaemic control 

following a bout of submaximal exercise, T-tests were used to compare participants 

above and below a C-peptide threshold with skewed data assessed by Mann-Whitney 

U test instead. A biphasic linear regression model of best fit with a slope of the first 

portion of the biphasic linear regression constrained to zero was also attempted to be 

fitted to the data. 
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GraphPad Prism 8.0.1 (San Diego, USA) and IBM SPSS Statistics (version 24, IBM, 

Armonk NY) software package was used to analyse the data.
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4.4. Results 

Three participants who were initially recruited with a ‘Low’ UCPCR, subsequently 

demonstrated an undetectable peak serum C-peptide. Additionally, two participants 

initially recruited with ‘Undetectable’ UCPCR subsequently showed ‘Low’ C-peptide 

positivity during the MMTT.  

4.4.1. Group demographic 

Participants were allocated into three groups according to MMTT peak serum C-

peptide. Demographic and MMTT group data is presented in table 4.2. Age, HbA1c, 

BMI, VO2peak and peak Glucagon were comparable between groups. However, the 

Cpephigh group had significantly different age of diagnosis and duration of diabetes. 

Although C-peptide metrics differed between groups (in keeping with the study 

design), MMTT glucagon values were comparable. 

Table 4.2 Displaying mean ± SD group demographic information for serum C-peptide groups 

C-PEPTIDE GROUPING CPEPUND CPEPLOW CPEPHIGH 
N 11 9 10 

Male/Female 5/6 6/3 5/5 

Age (Years) K-W D 40.09 ± 11.18 38.67 ± 14.73 35.80 ± 10.98 

Age At Diagnosis K-W D 
 

Range (Years) 
 

13.27 ± 4.50 
 

8.00 to 24.00 

16.56 ± 8.57 
 

8.00 to 32.00 

25.10 ± 8.20 * 

 
13.00 to 35.00 

Duration Of Diabetes K-W M 
 

Range (Years) 
 

26.82 ± 13.24 
 

13.00 to 47.00 

21.89 ± 13.34 
 

9.00 to 44.00 

10.70 ± 6.15 * 

 
3.00 to 20.00 

HbA1c (mmol/mol) 
 

(%) 
 

61.64 ± 10.64 
 

7.8 ± 3.1 

58.11 ± 7.11 
 

7.5 ± 2.8 

55.40 ± 8.47 
 

7.2 ± 2.9 

BMI (kg/m2) K-W M 25.65 ± 3.27 24.20 ± 4.13 25.67 ± 4.04 

Method Of Control (MDI/CSII) 5/6 4/5 6/4 

VO2peak (ml/kg/min) K-W D 35.61 ± 7.69 43.93 ± 9.03 35.67 ± 10.77 

Daily Insulin (units)  K-W D 
 
 

39.93 ± 15.15 47.88 ± 23.21 38.30 ± 31.23 

Insulin (units/kg/day) 
  K-W D 

0.54 ± 0.19 0.63 ± 0.25 0.49 ± 0.29 

 
MIXED MEAL TOLERANCE TEST 

 
Peak C-Peptide (pmol/L) 0.00 ± 0.00 42.00 ± 32.58 * 671.70 ± 435.15 * # 
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K-W M – Kruskal - Wallis Comparison of Medians, K-W D – Kruskal - Wallis Comparison of Distribution, * Significantly 
different to Cpepund, # Significantly different to Cpeplow  

 

4.4.2. Autoantibody Status 

C-peptide group autoantibody status is presented below in table 4.3. 23 of the 30 

participants were autoantibody positive for at least one of GAD, IA2 or ZnT8. Individual 

autoantibody positivity status is displayed in Appendix F. Two participants within the 

Cpephigh group were auto-antibody negative (duration of diabetes: 17 and 20 years, 

peak C-peptide 532 and 1170 pmol/L, respectively). To reduce the possibility of 

misdiagnoses of type 2 or monogenic diabetes influencing the results, we reassessed 

the data excluding these participants. 

Table 4.3 displaying total and C-peptide group autoantibody status 

C-PEPTIDE 
GROUPING 

CPEPUND CPEPLOW CPEPHIGH TOTAL 

 
AUTOANTIBODIES 

NEGATIVE 

 
5/11 

 
2/9 

 
2/10 

 
7/30 

 
MULTIPLE 

AUTOANTIBODIES 
POSITIVE 

 
 

1/11 

 
 

4/9 

 
 

5/10 

 
 

10/30 

 
POSITIVE GAD 

 
5/11 

 
6/9 

 
5/10 

 
16/30 

 
POSITIVE IA2 

 
2/11 

 
4/9 

 
5/10 

 
11/30 

 
POSITIVE ZnT8 

 
4/11 

 
3/9 

 
5/10 

 
12/30 

 
Range (pmol/L) 

 
Median 

 

 
0 to 0 

 
0.00 

 
4 to 83 

 
53.00 

 
221 to 1640 

 
568.50 

AUC0-180min C-Peptide 
(pmol/Lper180min) 

 

0.00 ± 0.00 6026 ± 4452 * 89459 ± 48095 * # 

Peak Glucagon (pmol/l) 
 

14.04 ± 6.74 18.60 ± 13.49 12.45 ± 4.34 

AUC0TO180min  Glucagon 
(pmol/Lper180min) 

 

1557 ± 905.8 2072 ± 1370 1259 ± 674.5 

Pre Glucose (mmol/L) 
 

10.12 ± 3.38 9.55 ± 1.62 8.47 ± 3.15 

Peak Glucose (mmol/L)   K-W D 
 

21.91 ± 2.75 20.03 ± 2.34 17.74 ± 3.59* 

Delta change Pre to Peak 
Glucose (mmol/L)   K-W D 

 

11.76 ± 2.77 10.48 ± 2.12 9.27 ± 3.02* 

Autoantibody Positivity 
 

6/11 7/9 8/10 
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4.4.3. Observational week 

Data were collected for an average 5.1±0.96 days, with no differences between groups 

(p=0.730). For the participants in study 2, there were no differences between the C-

peptide groups in time spent in euglycaemia, hypoglycaemia or hyperglycaemia, mean 

glucose, SD or CV during the free-living observational week (Table 4.4). When 

assessed as a continuous variable by Pearson's product-moment and Spearman's 

rank-order correlation, MMTT C-peptide and glucagon values did not predict any CGM 

outcomes during the observational week (P>0.05) (Figure 4.3 and table 4.4). 

Table 4.4 Displaying C-peptide group means±SD of the glycaemic outcomes for the observational week 

 

K-W M – Kruskal - Wallis Comparison of Medians, K-W D – Kruskal - Wallis Comparison of Distribution 

 

 CPEPUND CPEPLOW CPEPHIGH P 
< 3 mmol/L K-W M 

 

0.72 ± 1.40 1.33 ± 1.94 0.88 ± 1.18 0.710 

< 3.9 mmol/L K-W D 
 

3.47 ± 3.24 8.66 ± 9.69 5.67 ± 5.39 0.540 

3.9 to 10 mmol/L  
 

60.44 ± 14.15 68.56 ± 7.40 64.14 ± 13.94 0.130 

> 10 mmol/L 
 

36.09 ± 14.66 22.79 ± 9.99 30.19 ± 16.33 0.129 

> 13.9 mmol/L  
K-W D 

8.81 ± 5.91 4.33 ± 3.38 6.83 ± 8.56 0.206 

Mean Glucose 
 

9.05 ± 1.15 7.81 ± 1.28 8.53 ± 1.64 0.149 

SD K-W D 
 

3.23 ± 0.64 3.03 ± 0.58 3.06 ± 0.59 0.604 

CV 
 

36.71 ± 7.59 38.22 ± 7.30 36.52 ± 6.02 0.848 
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Figure 4.3 Scatter plots displaying linear relationships as assessed by Pearson’s correlation between peak serum 
C-peptide and percentage of time spent in a glycaemic range 3.9 to 10 mmol/L 

Table 4.5 Displaying the Pearson's (r) and Spearman's correlations (rs) and significance between the 
Peak serum C-peptide and interstitial glucose parameters during the observational week. 

CGM MEASURES r p 
% of Time <3 mmol/L s 0.047  0.806  

% of Time <3.9 mmol/L s 0.144  0.447  
% of Time 3.9 – 10 mmol/L -0.063 0.742 

% of Time >10 mmol/L 0.078 0.684 
% of Time >13.9 mmol/L s -0.296  0.112  

Mean 0.076 0.689 
SD -0.133 0.484 
CV -0.111 0.558 

s Assessed by Spearman's rank-order correlation. 

 

4.4.4. Mixed Meal Tolerance Test 

Group C-peptide, glucose and glucagon results from the mixed meal tolerance test 

(MMTT) are displayed below. 
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4.4.4.1. C-peptide 

 

Figure 4.4 Time-course changes in C-Peptide (pmol/L) over the MMTT. Data presented as mean ± SD. 
Red circles = Cpepund (n=11), Orange circles = Cpeplow (n=9), Green circles = Cpephigh (n=10). 

Figure 4.4. displays the 2-way mixed effects model results of C-peptide at baseline 

and every 30 minutes up to and including 180 minutes after the intake of the Fortisip 

for the different groups. In keeping with the study design, there was a statistically 

significant difference in mean C-peptide concentration between each of the groups. 

There was a significant group*time interaction, F (12, 144) = 9.980, p < 0.001, with C-

peptide concentration significantly increased from 0 to 30 minutes in the Cpeplow group 

(10.56 pmol/L, 95% CI 0.72 to 20.39 pmol/L), while C-peptide significantly increased 

from 0 to 30, 60, 90, 150 and 180 minutes in the Cpephigh. Peak and AUC0To180min C-

peptide was significantly different between groups (Table 4.6.) 

Table 4.6 Displaying One Way ANOVA results for C-peptide during the MMTT  

 

 

* Significantly different to Cpepund # Significantly different to Cpeplow  
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Group < 0.001
Time < 0.001

Group*Time < 0.001

 CPEPUND CPEPLOW CPEPHIGH P 
PEAK C-PEPTIDE 

(pmol/L) 
0.00 ± 0.00 42.00 ± 32.58* 671.70 ± 435.15* # <0.001 

AUC0TO180min 
C-PEPTIDE 

(pmoL/Lper180min) 

0.00 ± 0.00 6026 ± 4452* 89459 ± 48095* # <0.001 
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4.4.4.2. Glucose 

 

Figure 4.5 Time-course changes in Glucose (mmol/L) over the MMTT. Data presented as mean ± SD. 
Red circles = Cpepund (n=11), Orange circles = Cpeplow (n=8), Green circles = Cpephigh (n=10). 

Figure 4.5. displays the 2-way mixed effects model results of glucose at baseline and 

every 30 minutes up to and including 180 minutes after the intake of the Fortisip for 

the different groups. One participant from the Cpeplow group was excluded because of 

suspected bolus insulin intake preceding the MMTT trial. There was a statistically 

significant difference in mean glucose between groups, with Cpephigh (14.04 ± 3.12 

mmol/L) significantly lower than Cpepund (18.02 ± 4.23 mmol/L, p< 0.001) and Cpeplow 

(16.36 ± 3.67 mmol/L, p= 0.013), with no significant difference between Cpepund and 

Cpeplow (p= 0.100). There was no statistically significant interaction between the C-

peptide group and time (p= 0.103), with all groups having a similar increase from 

baseline across time (p < 0.001). Cpephigh had significantly lower peak glucose and 

AUC compared to Cpepund but not Cpeplow (Table 4.7). 

Table 4.7 Displaying One Way ANOVA and Kruskal-Wallis Comparison results for glucose during the MMTT 

□ Assessed by Walsh ANNOVA K-W M – Kruskal - Wallis Comparison of Medians * Significantly different to Cpepund 

0 30 60 90 120 150 180
0

5

10

15

20

25

Time (minutes)

G
lu

co
se

 (m
m

ol
/L

)

Group = 0.010
Time < 0.001

Group*Time = 0.103

 CPEPUND CPEPLOW CPEPHIGH P 
PEAK GLUCOSE 

(mmol/L) K-W M 
21.91 ± 2.75 20.04 ± 2.34 17.74 ± 3.59* 0.016 

AUC0TO180min 
GLUCOSE 

(mmol/Lper180min) □ 

3336 ± 513.4 3057 ± 336.9 2622 ± 629.3* 0.0145 
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4.4.4.3. Glucagon 
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Figure 4.6 Time-course changes in Glucagon (pmol/L) over the MMTT. Data presented as mean ± SD. Red circles 
= Cpepund (n=11), Orange circles = Cpeplow (n=9), Green circles = Cpephigh (n=10). 

 

Figure 4.6. displays the 2-way mixed effects model results of glucagon at baseline and 

every 30 minutes up to and including 180 minutes after the intake of the Fortisip for 

the different groups. There was no statistically significant group * time interaction (p= 

0.285) or group mean differences (p= 0.148) for glucagon. The Fortisip drink did cause 

a significant increase over time (p < 0.001), peaking at 30 minutes post before 

declining back to baseline levels. There was no difference in individual peak or 

AUC0TO180min glucagon between C-peptide groups (table 4.8) 

 

Table 4.8 Displaying One Way ANOVA and Kruskal-Wallis Comparison results for glucagon during the MMTT 

 

□ Assessed by Walsh ANNOVA K-W D – Kruskal - Wallis Comparison of Distribution 

 CPEPUND CPEPLOW CPEPHIGH P 
PEAK GLUCAGON 

K-W D 
14.04 ± 6.74 18.60 ± 13.49 12.45 ± 4.34 0.802 

AUC0TO180min  
GLUCAGON 

(pmol/Lper180min) □ 

 
1557 ± 905.8 

 
2072 ± 1370 

 
1259 ± 674.5 

 
0.2518 
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4.4.5. Submaximal CGM data 

4.4.5.1. 12 hours pre exercise phase 

In the 12 hours prior to the submaximal exercise bout there was no difference in mean 

interstitial glucose (Cpepund 9.46 ± 3.29 vs Cpeplow 8.48 ± 2.71 vs Cpephigh 8.14 ± 1.57 

mmol/L, p= 0.507), CV (p= 0.349), or any time spent in glycaemic ranges (p> 0.05). 

While percentage time spent in glycaemic range 3.9 to 10 mmol/L increased from 

Cpepund (52.10 ± 29.54%), to Cpeplow (60.78 ± 30.74%), to Cpephigh (78.62 ± 19.64%) 

groups in that order, the difference between the groups was not statistically significant 

(p = 0.093). Seven participants spent more than 4% of the preceding 12 hours in 

hypoglycaemic level 1.  

4.4.5.2. Laboratory phase - Exercise bout 

On average, participants exercised at 59.42 ± 4.06% of their VO2peak, with no 

differences between the C-peptide groups (Cpepund 58.34 ± 4.15 %, Cpeplow 60.24 ± 

4.84 %, Cpephigh 59.92 ± 3.17 % p = 0.542). There was no difference in carbohydrate 

oxidation (Cpepund 1.54 ± 0.58 g/min, Cpeplow 2.04 ± 0.83 g/min, Cpephigh 1.59 ± 0.78, 

p = 0.279), fat oxidation (Cpepund 0.15 ± 0.11 g/min, Cpeplow 0.18 ± 0.12 g/min, 

Cpephigh 0.17 ± 0.10 g/min, p = 0.884) or energy expenditure (Cpepund 348.88 ± 103.45 

kcal, Cpeplow 451.62 ± 153.97 kcal, Cpephigh 364.87 ± 143.34 kcal, p= 0.215) between 

the groups.  

The Cpepund group had higher capillary blood glucose on arrival (Cpepund 9.83±2.17, 

Cpeplow 7.96±3.11, Cpephigh 7.25±1.52 mmol/L, p=0.045), pre (Cpepund 11.42±2.76, 

Cpeplow 9.37±1.61, Cpephigh 8.30±1.14 mmol/L, p=0.007) and post-exercise (Cpepund 

13.00±4.38, Cpeplow 9.26±4.37, Cpephigh 9.00±2.83 mmol/L, p=0.048), as well on 

leaving the laboratory at 1 hour post-exercise (Cpepund 13.34±3.21, Cpeplow 

11.23±3.86, Cpephigh 9.32±2.58 mmol/L, p=0.029), compared to the Cpephigh but not 

the Cpeplow group. There were no incidents of hypoglycaemia within the laboratory 

phase of the study, either during the exercise bout or throughout the 60 minute post-

exercise recovery period. Six participants (1 Cpepund, 2 Cpeplow and 3 Cpephigh) were 

given 10g of additional carbohydrates during the exercise bout as their blood glucose 

had dropped below 7 mmol/L.  
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The interstitial glucose over the time spent in the exercise laboratory for each C-

peptide group are presented in figure 4.7.  There was no statistically significant 

group*time interaction for interstitial glucose concentration (p= 0.706). The main effect 

of time showed a significant post exercise rise in interstitial glucose (p = 0.001). There 

was a statistically significant difference in mean (± SEM) interstitial glucose between 

groups, with Cpephigh (8.73 ± 0.78 mmol/L) significantly lower than Cpepund (11.80 ± 

0.75 mmol/L, p= 0.026) but not Cpeplow (9.67 ± 0.83 mmol/L, p= 1.00).  

Figure 4.7 Time-course changes in interstitial glucose over the laboratory visit hours. Data presented as mean ± 
SEM. Red circles = Cpepund (n=11), Orange circles = Cpeplow (n=9), Green circles = Cpephigh (n=10). Blue 
dotted area indicates the submaximal exercise bout. Black thatched area indicates carbohydrate snack intake. 

 

4.4.5.3. Post exercise  

Twelve and 24 hour post-exercise interstitial glucose responses are presented in 

Figure 4.8B and C and Table 4.9. The Cpephigh group spent 73.51 ± 27.64% of the 12 

hours post-exercise in euglycaemia, compared to 43.58 ± 26.07% for Cpeplow (p= 

0.027) and 40.61±16.97% for Cpepund (p= 0.010) (Figure 4.9.B). The Cpephigh group 

also had significantly less time spent in hyperglycaemia (Categories 1 and 2), lower 

mean glucose and SD compared to Cpeplow and Cpepund (p< 0.05). No difference 

existed between groups for time spent with CGM glucose <3.9 mmol/L (p= 0.766) or 
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<3.0 mmol/L (p= 0.370), although notably mean time with CGM <3.0 mmol/L was zero 

in the Cpephigh group (Table 4.9).  

 
Figure 4.8 Group mean±SD and individual data points for time spent in a euglycaemic range 3.9 to 10 mmol/L 
during (A) the observational free-living week, (B) 12 hours post submaximal exercise bout, (C) 24 hours post 
submaximal exercise bout, (D) between 24 and 48 hours post submaximal exercise bout. Red circles = Cpepund 
(n=11), Orange circles = Cpeplow (n=9), Green circles = Cpephigh (n=10). * indicates significantly different to 
Cpepund, # indicates significantly different to Cpeplow. 

 

Similar patterns were observed in the interstitial glucose response in the 24 hours 

post-exercise period, with Cpephigh having higher time in euglycaemia (76.25 ± 

19.16%) than Cpepund (51.33 ±2 2.26%, p= 0.041), although not statistically higher 

than Cpeplow (52.31 ± 24.98%, p= 0.067) (Figure 1.C). Cpephigh had significantly lower 

amount of time spent in hyperglycaemia and reduced measures of GV compared to 

both Cpeplow and Cpepund (Table 4.9.). 
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In the 24 to 48 hour following the exercise bout, the effects were largely lost with only 

time spent >13.9 mmol/L and SD significantly lower in the Cpephigh group compared 

to Cpepund and Cpeplow (Table 4.9. Figure 4.8D). 
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Table 4.9 One-way ANOVA and Kruskal-Wallis Comparison results for the CGM outcomes of each C-peptide grouping at different time points. Data is mean ± SD 

* Significantly different to Cpepund, # Significantly different to Cpeplow

 Observational Week 
 

12 hours pre 12 hours post 

 Cpepund Cpeplow Cpephigh p 
 

Cpepund Cpeplow Cpephigh p Cpepund Cpeplow Cpephigh p 

< 3 
mmol/L  

0.72 ± 
1.40 

1.33 ± 
1.94 

0.88 ± 
1.18 

0.710 4.95 ± 
11.12 

5.52 ± 
13.76 

0.28 ± 
0.87 

0.503 0.71 ± 
2.35 

3.03 ± 
8.39 

0.00 ± 
0.00 

0.284 

< 3.9 
mmol/L  

3.47 ± 
3.24 

8.66 ± 
9.69 

5.67 ± 
5.39 

0.540 6.83 ± 
14.29 

9.66 ± 
16.55 

2.21 ± 
5.33 

0.622 3.60 ± 
5.13 

5.91 ± 
9.09 

1.88 ± 
3.24 

0.586 

3.9 to 10 
mmol/L 

60.44 ± 
14.15 

68.56 ± 
7.40 

64.14 ± 
13.94 

0.224 52.10 ± 
29.54 

60.78 ± 
30.74 

78.62 ± 
19.64 

0.093 40.61 ± 
16.97 

43.58 ± 
26.07 

73.51 ± 
27.49* # 

0.007 

> 10 
mmol/L  

36.09 ± 
14.66 

22.79 ± 
9.99 

30.19 ± 
16.33 

0.129 41.06 ± 
32.92 

29.57 ± 
31.13 

19.17 ± 
19.82 

0.336 55.79 ± 
17.52 

50.51 ± 
30.28 

24.61 ± 
27.63* 

0.015 

> 13.9 
mmol/L  

8.81 ± 
5.91 

4.33 ± 
3.38 

6.83 ± 
8.56 

0.206 11.79± 
26.78 

10.09 ± 
17.13 

2.83 ± 
8.94 

0.345 20.19 ± 
15.71 

23.59 ± 
18.09 

2.34 ± 
5.97* # 

0.001 

Mean  9.05 ± 
1.15 

7.81 ± 
1.28 

8.53 ± 
1.64 

0.149 9.46 ± 
3.29 

8.48± 2.71 8.14 ± 
1.57 

0.507 10.69 ± 
1.57 

10.66 ± 
2.85 

8.17 ± 
1.59* 

0.006 

SD 3.23 ± 
0.64 

3.03 ± 
0.58 

3.06 ± 
0.59 

0.604 2.28 ± 
1.00 

2.32 ± 
1.01 

1.72 ± 
0.89 

0.325 3.40 ± 
1.15 

3.69 ± 
0.98 

2.03 ± 
0.96* # 

0.003  

CV (%) 36.71 ± 
7.59 

38.22 ± 
7.30 

36.52 ± 
6.02 

0.848 26.09 ± 
13.68 

30.78 ± 
18.17 

21.10 ± 
10.00 

0.349 32.48 ± 
11.46 

36.78 ± 
14.15 

24.76 ± 
9.93 

0.098 

 
 

 
24 hours post 

 

 
48 hours post 

 
24 to 48 hours post 

< 3 
mmol/L  

1.29 ± 
3.66 

5.25 ± 
15.35 

0.49 ± 
1.54 

0.773 0.82 ± 
1.86 

4.88 ± 
12.92 

0.82 ± 
2.45 

0.763 0.35 ± 
0.78 

4.63 ± 
10.74 

0.77 ± 
2.32 

0.759 

< 3.9 
mmol/L  

3.22 ± 
5.07 

9.30 ± 
16.15 

4.10 ± 
9.82 

0.471 2.80 ± 
2.83 

7.95 ± 
14.59 

4.05 ± 
9.22 

0.306 2.37 ± 
3.97 

6.98 ± 
14.62 

3.67 ± 
7.11 

0.953 

3.9 to 10 
mmol/L 

51.33 ± 
22.26 

52.31 ± 
24.98 

76.25± 
19.43 * 

0.029 56.39 ± 
20.79 

55.46 ± 
19.12 

73.19 ± 
15.76 

0.094 60.18 ± 
24.08 

58.41 ± 
19.75 

70.90 ± 
16.16 

0.385 

> 10 
mmol/L  

45.45± 
23.52 

38.39 ± 
24.84 

19.65 ± 
19.55 * 

0.043 40.82 ± 
21.94 

36.59 ± 
19.31 

22.84 ± 
17.69 

0.107 37.45 ± 
24.90 

34.61 ± 
18.27 

25.43 ± 
19.45 

0.368 

> 13.9 
mmol/L  

11.99 ± 
10.22 

19.10 ± 
20.89 

1.25 ± 
3.19 * # 

0.001 12.09 ± 
8.48 

16.42 ± 
17.49 

1.14 ± 
1.83  * # 

<0.001 12.46 ± 
12.95 

13.66 ± 
16.16 

0.89 ± 
1.51 # 

0.009 

Mean  9.82 ± 
1.72 

9.64 ± 
2.97 

7.73 ± 
1.53 

0.065 9.58 ± 
1.51 

9.49 ± 
2.57 

7.93 ± 
1.51 

0.132 9.42 ± 
1.72 

9.31 ± 
2.39 

8.07 ± 
1.60 

0.262 

SD 3.02 ± 
0.87 

3.84 ± 
1.01 

2.00 ± 
0.73 * # 

<0.001 3.30 ± 
0.72 

3.81 ± 
0.89 

2.09 ± 
0.47 * # 

<0.001 3.21 ± 
1.18 

3.52 ± 
1.08 

2.05 ± 
0.37 * # 

0.013 

CV (%) 31.89 ± 
10.80 

42.06 ± 
15.35 

26.17 ± 
9.62 # 

0.025 35.30 ± 
8.97 

42.21 ± 
14.14 

26.70 ± 
6.36 # 

0.013 34.40 ± 
11.15 

39.42 ± 
15.17 

25.97 ± 
5.42  

0.054 
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Figure 4.9. Group mean±SD with individual data points displaying C-peptide group’s vs glycaemic control measures 
for the 24 hours post exercise. (A) Percentage of time spent in a glycaemic range 3.9 to 10 mmol/L, (B) Percentage 
of time spent in a glycaemic range > 10 mmol/L, (C) Standard Deviation, (D) Coefficient of Variation. Red circles = 
Cpepund (n=11), Orange circles = Cpeplow (n=9), Green circles = Cpephigh (n=10) 

  
4.4.6. C-peptide vs glycaemic control correlations 

Assessing the linear relationship between peak C-peptide and post exercise glycaemic 

outcomes demonstrated a positive relationship between C-peptide and time in range 

3.9 to 10 mmol/L in the 12, 24 and 48 hours following the bout of submaximal exercise, 

facilitated by the relationship between C-peptide and time spent in hyperglycaemia 

(figure 4.10A and B, table 4.10). Similarly, measures of GV were strongly linked with 

residual ꞵ-cell function (table 4.10). No relationship was found between peak C-

peptide and time spent in hypoglycaemic ranges within any time period. The positive 

relationship between C-peptide and time in range is diminished to a non-significant 

value when the time-period 24 to 48 hours were analysed (r = 0.306, p = 0.107) (figure 

4.10C), indicative of a waning effect of the bout of exercise. 
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Peak stimulated glucagon did not predict time in hypoglycaemia or any CGM measure 

post exercise (p>0.05) (Table 4.10). 

 

Table 4.10 Displaying the Spearman's correlations (rs) and significance (p) between the peak serum 
glucagon and interstitial glucose parameters during the 24 hour post exercise period. 

 rs p 
< 3 mmol/L S 0.178  0.346 

< 3.9 mmol/L S 0.082 0.668 
3.9 to 10 mmol/L -0.152 0.421 

>10 mmol/L 0.099 0.603 
> 13.9 mmol/L S 0.089  0.642 

Δ  Mean S 0.103 0.586 
Δ  SD -0.002 0.993 

Δ CV (%) -0.035 0.855 
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Figure 4.10 Scatter plots displaying linear relationships between peak serum C-peptide vs glycaemic control measures for the 24 hours post exercise (A + B) or 24 to 48 hours 
post exercise (C +D). (A + C) Percentage of time spent in a glycaemic range 3.9 to 10 mmol/L and (B + D) Percentage of time spent in a glycaemic range > 10 mmol/L. * 
Significant correlation. 
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Table 4.11 Displaying the Pearson's (r) and Spearman's correlations (rs) and significance (p) between the Peak serum C-peptide and interstitial glucose 
parameters during the post exercise periods. 

 12hr Post Exercise 24hr Post Exercise 48hrs Post Exercise 24 to 48hrs Post Exercise 

 r / rs p r / rs p r / rs p r / rs p 

< 3mmol/L -0.189 s 0.318  -0.192 s 0.309  -0.171 s 0.375  -0.090 s 0.642  

< 3.9mmol/L -0.194 s 0.304  -0.229 s 0.224  -0.212 0.271  -0.069 s 0.723  

3.9 - 10mmol/L 0.583 0.001* 0.544 0.002* 0.488 0.007* 0.306 0.107 

> 10mmol/L -0.517 0.003* -0.452 0.012* -0.405 0.029* -0.210 s 0.275  

> 13.9mmol/L -0.566 s 0.001*  -0.529 s 0.003*  -0.624 s <0.005*  -0.468 s 0.010*  

Mean (mmol/L) -0.507 0.004* -0.388 0.034* -0.385 0.039* -0.328 0.082 

SD -0.613 <0.005* -0.632 <0.005* -0.676 <0.005* -0.345 0.067 

CV (%) -0.385 s 0.036*  -0.258 s 0.168  -0.502 0.005* -0.383 0.040* 

* Significant correlation, s Assessed by Spearman's rank-order correlation
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4.4.7. Delta change from observational week to 24 hours CGM 

Delta change (Δ) in interstitial glucose parameters from the observational week to 24 

hours post-exercise showed significant correlations between peak C-peptide and time 

in euglycaemia (Figure 4.11A), time spent >10 mmol/L (Figure 4.11C), time spent 

>13.9 mmol/L and measures of glucose variability (Figure 4.11D). Participants with 

higher C-peptide had increased percentage time in euglycaemia in the 24 hours 

following the exercise bout compared to their free-living observational week 

(Δ12.11±21.54%), whereas individuals with low (Δ-16±24%, p= 0.018) or undetectable 

(Δ-9.1±18%, p= 0.073) C-peptide had reduced time in euglycaemia compared to the 

observational week (table 4.11, figure 4.11).  

 

Table 4.12 Displaying the Pearson's (r) and Spearman's correlations (rs) and significance (p) between 
the Peak serum C-peptide and delta change (Δ) in interstitial glucose parameters from the observational 
week to 24 hours post exercise periods. 

 r / rs p 
< 3 mmol/L S -0.142  0.454 

< 3.9 mmol/L S -0.165  0.384 
3.9 to 10 mmol/L 0.595 0.001 * 

>10 mmol/L -0.502 0.005 * 
> 13.9 mmol/L S -0.257  0.170 

Δ  Mean S -0.317  0.088 
Δ  SD -0.562 0.001 * 

Δ CV (%) -0.450 0.013 * 
* Significant correlation, s - Assessed by Spearman's rank-order correlation 
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Figure 4.11 Scatter plots displaying linear relationships between peak serum C-peptide vs the delta change in glycaemic control measures from the observational week to the 
24 hours post exercise. (A)  Delta change in the percentage of time spent in 3.9 to 10 mmol/L, (B) Delta change in the percentage of time spent <3.9 mmol/L, (C) Delta change 
in the percentage of time spent > 10 mmol/L and (D) Delta change in the CV%. * Significant correlation 
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4.4.8. Exploration of lowest important C peptide level 

To explore the lowest important C-peptide measurement upon glycaemic control 

following a bout of submaximal exercise, the participants were split into further 

groupings of <50 (Cpep<50, n = 15) or >50 pmol/L (Cpep>50, n = 15) and <70 (Cpep<70, 

n = 18) or >70 pmol/L (Cpep>70, n = 12).  

Within the 12 hours post submaximal exercise both the Cpep>50 and Cpep>70 

groupings had significantly greater time in glycaemic range 3.9 to 10 mmol/L, less time 

spent > 13.9 mmol/L and lower SD than Cpep<50 and Cpep<70 respectively. The 

Cpep>70 also having significantly less time > 10 mmol/L, lower mean glucose and SD 

(Table 4.12). When the time was extended to 24 hours post, significance was largely 

lost for the glycaemic measures. Cpep>50 and Cpep>70 trended towards having more 

time in euglycaemic ranges. 

A biphasic linear regression model of best fit within Graphpad Prism 8 with a slope of 

the first portion of the biphasic linear regression constrained to zero was unable to be 

fitted to the data. 
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Table 4.13 Displaying mean ± SD and T-test results for the glycaemic outcome of C-peptide groupings <50 and >50pmol/L, and <70 and >70pmol/L in the 12 and 24 hours 
proceeding the submaximal exercise bout. 

 12 HOURS POST 24 HOURS POST 
 Cpep<50 Cpep>50 p Cpep<70 Cpep>70 p Cpep<50 Cpep>50 p Cpep<70 Cpep>70 p 

n 15 15  18 12  15 15  18 12  
< 3 mmol/L 

MWU 

2.34 ± 
6.68 

0.00 ± 
0.00 

0.361 1.95 ± 
6.12 

0.00 ± 
0.00 

0.465 4.10 ± 
12.05 

0.32 ± 
1.26 

0.367 3.41 ± 
11.05 

0.41 ± 
1.40 

0.545 

< 3.9 mmol/L 
MWU 

5.71 ± 
7.86 

1.73 ± 
2.84 

0.217 4.91 ± 
7.39 

1.99 ± 
3.10 

0.391 7.69 ± 
12.93 

2.99 ± 
8.09 

0.081 6.48 ± 
12.06 

3.62 ± 
8.97 

0.249 

3.9 to 10 
mmol/L 

41.69 ± 
19.28 

63.25 ± 
30.60 

0.029 41.56 ± 
21.82 

68.83 ± 
27.56 

0.005 51.32 ± 
22.88 

68.54 ± 
23.59 

0.052 53.07 ±  
22.63 

70.23 ± 
24.34 

0.058 

> 10 mmol/L 
MWU 

52.60 ± 
22.71 

35.02 ± 
30.95 

0.074 53.54 ± 
24.48 

29.22 ± 
27.80 

0.015 41.00 ± 
23.86 

28.47 ± 
24.53 

0.167 40.45 ± 
23.10 

26.16 ± 
25.28 

0.121 

> 13.9 mmol/L 
MWU 

33.29 ± 
19.90 

23.81± 
21.89 

0.033 20.49 ± 
15.08 

7.41 ± 
16.15 

0.002 11.60 ± 
9.57 

9.49 ± 
18.63 

0.700 12.02 ± 
9.30 

8.33 ± 
20.47 

0.508 

Mean 
Glucose 

10.38 ± 
2.06 

9.29 ± 
2.47 

0.202 10.58 ± 
2.14 

8.73 ± 
2.17 

0.029 9.40 ± 
2.00 

8.75 ± 
2.53 

0.443 9.44 ± 
1.89 

8.53 ± 
2.72 

0.289 

SD 3.49 ± 
1.15 

2.58 ± 
1.19 

0.041 3.44 ± 
1.07 

2.42 ± 
1.27 

0.026 3.23 ± 
0.99 

2.63 ± 
1.20 

0.144 3.27 ± 
0.97 

2.43 ± 
1.19 

0.043 

CV 34.97 ± 
13.79 

27.43 ± 
10.10 

0.099 31.89 ± 
10.80 

42.06 ± 
15.35 

0.148 36.34 ± 
15.11 

29.73 ± 
10.62 

0.176 36.16 ± 
13.94 

28.35 ± 
11.12 

0.115 
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4.4.9. Exclusion of individuals within Cpephigh with negative autoantibodies 

Individual autoantibody positivity status is displayed in Appendix F. Nine of the 30 

participants were auto-antibody negative, including 2 participants within the Cpephigh 

group (duration of diabetes: 17 and 20 years, peak C-peptide 532 and 1170 pmol/L, 

respectively). To reduce the possibility of misdiagnosed cases of type 2 or monogenic 

diabetes influencing the results, the data were reanalysed without these two 

participants.  

Between group differences within the first 12 hours post exercise mirrored those seen 

within the whole group analysis, with time spent in euglycaemia significantly higher for 

Cpephigh than Cpeplow and Cpepund (p= 0.023). When extended out to 24 hours the 

trends persisted, with clinically relevant, but not statistically significant, mean 

differences (Cpepund 51.33±22.26, Cpeplow 52.31±24.98, Cpephigh 73.35±19.88%, 

p=0.093). Furthermore, the same relationships between C-peptide and Δ from the 

observational week to 24 hours post-exercise for euglycaemia (r=0.473, p=0.041), 

<3.9 mmol/L (r=-0.192, p=0.328), >10 mmol/L (r=-0.355, p=0.064) and CV (r=-0.432, 

p=0.022) exist.  
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4.5. Discussion 

We investigated how residual ꞵ-cell function impacts glycaemic control following 

exercise in people with T1D. For the first time we showed that despite having a cohort 

who had comparable glycaemic control under free-living conditions, individuals with 

T1D with higher residual ꞵ-cell function (stimulated C-peptide of >200 pmol/L) 

displayed a substantially greater amount of time spent in euglycaemia in the hours 

following a bout of moderate intensity exercise. Higher C-peptide was also associated 

with participants spending less time in hyperglycaemia and having less glycaemic 

fluctuations post-exercise. Furthermore, we show divergence in the impact of exercise 

on glycaemic profiles, with high residual C-peptide associated with improved control 

compared with pre-exercise free-living conditions and low / absent C-peptide 

associated with worsened control following exercise. 

Results from the baseline observational free-living CGM data are discussed in detail 

in chapter 3. While the higher C-peptide group had substantially greater time in 

euglycaemia in the larger cohort, no group differences existed between the 

participants who progressed into the current study. Results from the present study are 

not dissimilar to Rickels et al. (2020) study, where they demonstrated that individuals 

with C-peptide >400 pmol/L spent greater time in euglycaemia under free-living 

conditions, but no differences between the negative, low (0.017-200 pmol/L) and what 

they have defined as intermediate (200-400 pmol/L) groups. Differences between the 

free-living CGM data in chapter 3 and 4 may be due to a multitude of reasons. While 

the free-living study was a relatively straightforward single study visit and 

observational week for the participants, the current study was more intensive in terms 

of both time and protocols. This resulted in many more participants being interested 

and willing to partake in study 1 than study 2.  Study 2 had a more homogenous group 

of participants in regards to time in euglycaemia, with the Cpephigh group spending 

64.1±13.9% compared to 71.8±17.0% in study 1, the Cpeplow group spending 

68.6±7.4% compared to 60.1±14.9%, and the Cpepund spending 60.4±14.2% 

compared to 60.5±14.6%. We speculate that participants recruited into study 2 were 

either already experienced and confident in glycaemic control around exercise or 

specifically interested in learning. The high C-peptide group had a much shorter 

duration of disease, which may result in less experience managing glucose around 

exercise. The differing inclusion criteria of ≥1 year from diagnosis in study 1 to ≥3 from 
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diagnosis in the current study also likely made a substantial difference in the high C-

peptide group, excluding participants who were in the honeymoon period (Abdul‐

Rasoul et al., 2006, Schölin et al., 1999). As participants were motivated to take part 

in an intensive research study, all attended a single diabetes centre, were mainly in 

good to moderate long-term glycaemic control (HbA1c; 58.5±9.1 mmol/mol, 7.5±3%), 

had similar insulin treatment, and had access to the same clinical management and 

education, it is likely that C-peptide had minimal impact under stable free-living 

conditions. However, persistent C-peptide secretion may still have an influence in 

more extreme stimuluses such as hypoglycaemia, MMTT or during and after exercise, 

as demonstrated in the current study. 

Glucose is the major fuel source during exercise and glucose uptake into the skeletal 

muscle during an exercise bout can increase by up to 50-fold (Sylow et al., 2017).  

During an exercise bout, increased skeletal muscle blood flow (Joyner and Casey, 

2015) and substantial elevation in capillary recruitment within the muscle (Vincent et 

al., 2006) maintains glucose delivery to the working skeletal muscle fibres. With the 

onset of aerobic exercise, the availability of intra-muscular and extra-muscular 

substrates, the abundance of substrate transporter proteins and the activity of 

regularly enzymes are all regulators of  the increase and interaction of carbohydrate 

and lipid metabolism (Hearris et al., 2018). In moderate to hard intensity aerobic 

exercise (60-85% VO2max), muscle glycogenolysis, liver glycogenolysis and glucose 

uptake increase as carbohydrate metabolism becomes the dominant energy source. 

Contraction induced Increases in Ca2+ and substrate accumulation increases the flux 

through key regulatory enzymes such as  phosphorylase , phosphofructokinase, 

lactate dehydrogenase and pyruvate dehydrogenase (PDH), increasing the 

breakdown of muscle glycogen (Hargreaves and Spriet, 2020). In addition, exercise 

independently increase glucose uptake into the skeletal muscles, with the contraction 

induced mechanisms including Ca2+ and Ca2+ dependent signalling proteins (Gehlert 

et al., 2015), mechanical stress (Sylow et al., 2015), AMPK activation (Koistinen et al., 

2003) and nitric oxide (Bradley et al., 1999) all potentially able to increase the 

redistribution of GLUT4 glucose transporters to the cell membrane (Douen et al., 

1990). A single bout of endurance exercise also increases insulin’s action (Gulve et 

al., 1990), with sensitivity to insulin persisting for up to 48 hours post exercise (Mikines 

et al., 1988, Annuzzi et al., 1991, Devlin et al., 1987). This process appears linked to 
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the restoration of muscle glycogen reserves (Bogardus et al., 1983). Within individuals 

with T1D, increased glucose is required during and shortly after the completion of 

exercise and also approximately 7-11 hours post exercise to maintain euglycaemia as 

the muscle glycogen stores are replenished (McMahon et al., 2007).  However, insulin 

stimulated GLUT4 translocation to the membrane of skeletal muscle cells does not 

fully explain the increase in glucose uptake after exercise. McConell et al. (2020) 

demonstrated that permeability of the skeletal muscle membrane to glucose increased 

around 17-fold with insulin stimulation in a rested muscle, and 36-fold in the exercised 

muscle, 4 hours after the exercise bout.  

Our primary findings that individuals with higher C-peptide had substantially increased 

time in euglycaemia post-exercise compared to lower C-peptide individuals, in addition 

to the clear divergence in whether there is a positive or negative impact of exercise on 

parameters of glycaemic control depending on residual C-peptide status have not 

previously been reported. With the reduced glycaemic load from the MMTT and 

comparable glycaemic control in the free-living and pre-exercise phases, we 

hypothesize that the endogenous insulin secretion within the Cpephigh group combined 

with increased insulin sensitivity following the exercise bout attenuated high blood 

glucose excursions. With the non-significant relationship between C-peptide and 

euglycaemia in the 24 to 48 hours post exercise and no differences between groups, 

our results further reflect this initial increase in insulin sensitivity, improving glycaemia 

for the high C-peptide group, which reduces over time. These mechanisms may 

contribute to the difficulties in maintaining glycaemic control after exercise in those 

with low C-peptide, while enhancing the beneficial impact of endogenous insulin 

secretion within higher C-peptide individuals.  

Authors from previous secondary analysis of glycaemic control during and after 

exercise have postulated that insulin resistance may play a role in the inter-individual 

variability (Al Khalifah et al., 2016, Tagougui et al., 2019). As a longer duration of 

diabetes is associated with increased insulin resistance (Teixeira et al., 2014), and the 

high C-peptide group had a lower mean duration, this study cannot rule out the role 

insulin resistance plays in post-exercise glycaemic control. However, it is important to 

note that the BMI (25.22±3.73 kg/m2), total daily insulin dose (41.77±23.40 units) and 

dose per kg (0.55±0.24 units/kg/day) were comparable across groups, and were not 

high enough to indicate insulin resistance. Additionally, Rickels et al. (2020) found no 
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difference in total-body, peripheral or hepatic insulin sensitivity across the negative, 

low, intermediate, and high C-peptide groups. 

Results from the present study, on first viewing, look very similar to those in chapter 3 

that higher residual beta-cell function show improved glycaemic control during free-

living periods. However, as the current cohort had very similar glycaemic control during 

the free-living observational week and the clear divergence in post exercise glycaemic 

control, our results may in part explain the large inter-individual variation seen during 

and after exercise (Riddell et al., 2017). We believe this is the first study to explicitly 

study inter-individual variation in glycaemic responses to exercise, with previously 

published research having performed secondary analysis of participant data to explore 

this topic (Riddell et al., 2019b, Al Khalifah et al., 2016, Brockman et al., 2020, 

Tagougui et al., 2019). Riddell et al. (2019b) found the best predictor of the magnitude 

of drop in glucose for adolescents undertaking prolonged aerobic exercise was the 

pre-exercise glucose level, with age, BMI, disease duration, total daily insulin dose, 

HbA1c or sex having no impact. Meanwhile, Al Khalifah et al. (2016) demonstrated 

that hypoglycaemia during exercise happened more often in a higher fitness versus a 

poor fitness level group. This could have been the result of increased insulin sensitivity 

during the exercise, or the fact that they performed at a greater work threshold during 

the submaximal bout. An additional factor that could influence in glycaemia around 

exercise is body composition, with leg and trunk fat mass positively and whole body 

lean mass negatively associated with glucose post exercise (Tagougui et al., 2019). 

The authors speculate these results are due to insulin sensitivity, a similar conclusion 

to this present study. Finally, sex-related differences exist during exercise in 

individuals with T1D, with males having a greater risk of hypoglycaemia after an acute 

bout of resistance exercise than females (Brockman et al., 2020). This may be due to 

oestrogen promoting lipid oxidation and decreasing carbohydrate oxidation during 

exercise (Devries et al., 2006, Isacco et al., 2012), as the attenuated catecholamine 

response in females should result in an increased decline in blood glucose  (Galassetti 

et al., 2002, Pullinen et al., 2002). It is tempting to speculate upon the role residual ꞵ-

cell function could have played within their studies. Interestingly, Al Khalifah et al. 

(2016) higher fitness group appeared to have an noticeably earlier age of diagnosis, 

which potentially could result in a lower mean values of C-peptide at diagnosis and 

throughout the disease progression (Shields et al., 2018, Leete et al., 2016, Davis et 
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al., 2015). These findings highlight the need for future studies into the intra-individual 

variability in glycaemic responses to exercise in T1D, for more personalised insulin 

dose adjustments and carbohydrate intake, as well as for the development of a 

successful artificial pancreas system that can handle the considerable challenge of 

exercise (Yardley, 2020). 

Avoidance of hypoglycaemia, in everyday life as well as during and after exercise, is 

of central importance for people with T1D. A wide range of methods, including 

nutritional and insulin adjustments have been reported and discussed, yet difficulties 

in maintaining euglycaemia around exercise are prevalent (Riddell et al., 2017). 

Previous studies have reported that preserved ꞵ-cell function was associated with 

reduced self-reported (Marren et al., 2019, Hope et al., 2018, Kuhtreiber et al., 2015) 

and CGM measured hypoglycaemia (Gibb et al., 2020), however neither the present 

or another recently published study have seen time spent in hypoglycaemia as 

measured by CGM influenced by C-peptide (Rickels et al., 2020). In the current study, 

time spent in hypoglycaemia (both below 3.9 and 3 mmol/L) in the post exercise period 

was 2-fold or more less in the Cpephigh group, which may be clinically meaningful 

although not statistically different. While Gibb et al. (2020) demonstrated a significant 

difference in time spent in hypoglycaemia between individuals with low (<10 pmol/L) 

and preserved (>10 pmol/L) C-peptide, the 1% difference between groups likely 

needed the large study size (n=290) to see the significant difference. Future studies 

should carefully consider how to most meaningfully measure hypoglycaemia in free-

living conditions, with a combination of CGM, diaries, recalls and large sample sizes 

likely to be needed (Henriksen et al., 2019). 

This study provides further evidence that the paradoxical glucagon secretion in 

response to oral ingestion is not influenced by C-peptide status, and that peak 

glucagon measured by these methods does not associate with time spent in 

hypoglycaemia (Rickels et al., 2020, Thivolet et al., 2019). Hyperglucagonemia 

responses in the postprandial period are observed in youth with T1D within 1 to 2 

years from diagnosis (Sherr et al., 2014, Brown et al., 2008). This glucagon response 

is likely due to individuals with T1D having an exaggerated α-cell response to amino 

acid stimulation (Dean, 2020), which appears not to be influenced by C-peptide status. 

However, recent research demonstrates that during a hyperinsulinemia 

hypoglycaemic clamp, those with persistent ꞵ-cell function have a residual counter-
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regulatory responses to hypoglycaemia including increased glucagon (Zenz et al., 

2018). Additionally, there is a reduction in biochemical hypoglycaemia and an increase 

in glucagon response to hypoglycaemic clamp in C-peptide positive islet transplant 

recipients (Brooks et al., 2015). The α-cell’s ability to secrete glucagon in response to 

hypoglycaemia is impaired around diagnosis of T1D (Arbelaez et al., 2014), with 

further functional losses as duration of diabetes increases (Siafarikas et al., 2012). It 

is hypothesized that functioning ꞵ-cells within the islet of Langerhans enable some 

residual α-cell function and allowing some hypoglycaemia protection, although 

underlying mechanisms remain unclear (McCrimmon and Sherwin, 2010). Whether 

responses to a hyperinsulinemic clamp have significant impact in real world conditions 

requires studies such as the current one.   

To further understand the participants’ responses in our study, autoantibody status 

was assessed to minimise the possibility of misdiagnosed diabetes impacting the 

results, despite a large proportion of individuals with T1D being autoantibody negative 

at this longer duration of the disease (Tridgell et al., 2011). Tridgell et al. (2011) 

demonstrated that within 5 years from diagnosis, 19.4% of individuals had neither 

GADA nor IA-2A autoantibodies, rising to 31.7% who were antibody-negative by 6 to 

13 years. Even in the high C-peptide group, the two autoantibody negative participants 

met our inclusion criteria of classical presentation of T1D at diagnosis. When these 

participants were excluded similar patterns were observed, with residual ꞵ-cells 

influencing post-exercise CGM outcomes. Moreover, the same positive relationship 

between C-peptide and the delta change in free-living to 24 hours post-exercise 

euglycaemia exists. While the central purpose of this project was to explore the 

relationship between C-peptide and euglycameia post exercise, the autoantibody 

testing demonstrates that residual ꞵ-cell function is associated with post-exercise 

glycaemic control in this T1D population. Other strengths of this study included the 

utilization of a highly sensitive C-peptide assay and extended MMTT to accurately 

identify and classify participants into groups. Where previous exercise studies in T1D 

have largely explored young, physically fit male populations potentially contributing to 

results reported, our studied cohort were diverse reflecting the grander T1D 

population. Our C-peptide groupings were well balanced in terms of the free-living 

glycaemic control, age, HbA1c, BMI and fitness, with only the expected differences of 
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age of diagnosis and duration of diabetes deferring between the groups (Shields et 

al., 2018). 

Limitations of this study include participants being a single cohort from the same 

diabetes centre and predominantly being in moderate or good control. While the CGM 

capture was largely from free-living periods, the exercise bout was laboratory based 

with carefully managed blood glucose. Further limitations of this study include the 

length of time for some participants between the UCPCR and observational week, and 

completing the MMTT and exercise protocol. Changes in C-peptide status were 

possible, with 5 participants changing between Cpepund and Cpeplow groups. While no 

participants were reclassified from the Cpephigh group, changes were still possible with 

C-peptide declining for around 7 years post diagnosis (Shields et al., 2018). It thus 

remains unclear whether results can be generalized to the wider exercising T1D 

population.  

Keeping in mind the potential for residual beta-cell function to help stabilize glycaemic 

control during and after exercise, future research should explore longer-term exercise 

and its associations with hypoglycaemia. Previous studies have demonstrated that 

exercise can blunt counter-regulatory responses to subsequent hypoglycaemia 

(Sandoval et al., 2006), and conversely, antecedent hypoglycaemia can blunt 

hormone responses to exercise (Galassetti et al., 2003). Potentially, residual ꞵ-cell 

function may limited the burden of hypoglycaemia by preserving some of these 

counter-regulatory responses to repeated bouts of physiological stress, helping 

facilitate effective and safe long-term exercise. Investigations into whether residual ꞵ-

cell function influences the glycaemic responses to differing modalities of exercise (i.e. 

resistance, high intensity intermittent training), as well as under a range of different 

insulin and nutritional strategies around exercise (i.e. fasted morning exercise) are 

warranted. Finally, a large long term trial is needed to explore if C-peptide predicts 

HbA1c changes with exercise, as well as to explore further glycaemic and 

cardiovascular outcomes, teasing apart whether reported improvements in diabetes 

complications are due to glycaemic improvements and/or potentially a direct impact of 

C-peptide upon vasculature.  

In conclusion, people with T1D who have higher residual ꞵ-cell function show 

improved glycaemic control following exercise. C-peptide may be useful in 
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identification of patients most at risk of exercise associated dysglycaemia. We show 

that future exercise research should consider level of C-peptide as a factor that may 

impact study outcomes. 
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Chapter 5. The mobilisation of endothelial and hematopoietic 
progenitor cells in response to an exercise bout in individuals with 

type 1 diabetes compared to non-diabetes controls and the 
influence of residual ꞵ-cell function 
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5. Chapter 5. The mobilisation of endothelial and hematopoietic progenitor cells in 

response to an exercise bout in individuals with type 1 diabetes compared to non-

diabetes controls and the influence of residual ꞵ-cell function  

5.1. Abstract 

Objective  

To examine the count of EPCs and HPCs at rest and after acute submaximal exercise 

in people with T1D compared to non-diabetes controls. Individuals with T1D were 

further grouped and compared by peak stimulated C-peptide. 

 Research Design and Methods  

Thirty participants with T1D for ≥3 years, and 30 age, sex, BMI and fitness matched 

non-diabetes controls were recruited. All participants completed 45 minutes of incline 

treadmill walking at 60%VO2peak with blood samples taken at rest, immediately and 1-

hour post exercise. Fluorescent-labelled antibodies were added, and the HPCs and 

EPCs were quantified by flow cytometry. Additionally, the T1D participants completed 

a 3 hour mixed meal test to assess stimulated C-peptide. Peak C-peptide was used to 

allocate T1D participants into undetectable (Cpepund <3 pmol/L), low (Cpeplow 3–200 

pmol/L) or high C-peptide groups (Cpephigh >200 pmol/L). 

Results  

All markers of HPCs and EPCs were lower at rest and all time points in the T1D group 

compared to the control (p> 0.05). While mobilisation from pre to post exercise was 

attenuated for CD34+CD31+ and CD34+VEGFR2+  EPCs in the T1D group (p= 0.038 

and p= 0.015, respectively), all markers increased with exercise within both groups. 

Further analysis revealed that while there was no significant difference in count of 

HPCs or EPCs at rest (p> 0.05), only the individuals with a high amount of residual ꞵ-

cell function (stimulated C-peptide > 200 pmol/L) had a post exercise mobilization of 

EPCs and HPCs.  

Conclusions  

People with T1D have significantly reduced counts of EPCs and HPCs, and reduced 

EPCs mobilisation pre to post exercise. People with T1D who have higher residual ꞵ-

cell function show the capacity to mobilize these cells, a capacity which appears to be 

reduced in individuals with undetectable or low C-peptide. 
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5.2. Introduction 

Individuals with T1D have a 2 - to 8-fold increase in mortality rates compared with the 

general population (Rawshani et al., 2017, Lind et al., 2014), with CVD the major cause 

of this increased morbidity and death (Secrest et al., 2010, De Ferranti et al., 2014b). 

Increased glucose concentration and fluctuations, characteristics of T1D, augment 

and combine with other traditional cardiovascular risk factors causing vascular 

damage (Maiorino et al., 2015). While improved glycaemic control is associated with 

reduced development of CVD (Gubitosi-Klug, 2016, Bebu et al., 2020), even in 

individuals who achieve desired risk factor thresholds, CVD is still elevated (Rawshani 

et al., 2017).  

First described in 1997 by Asahara et al. (1997), endothelial progenitor cells (EPCs) 

are circulating mononuclear cells in human peripheral blood that, when isolated, can 

differentiate into endothelial cells in vitro, and able to incorporate into site of active 

angiogenesis in animal models. In the following two decades, studies have reported 

the vascular repair (Zampetaki et al., 2008), angiogenic (Sieveking et al., 2008) and 

de novo blood vessel formation ability of these cells (El Aziz et al., 2015). While there 

is a consensus within the literature that there are two distinct EPC populations in vitro 

culture; myeloid angiogenic cells (MACs) and endothelial colony-forming cells 

(ECFCs) (Hur et al., 2004), there is significant debate on which surface antigens 

represents these cells, where these cells are mobilised from and their exact role in 

vivo (Medina et al., 2017). MACs appear to promote angiogenesis through a paracrine 

mechanism but do not have the capacity to form endothelial cells (Hill et al., 2003), 

whereas ECFCs can form capillary tube-like structures and mature into endothelial 

cells (Ingram et al., 2004). These cells are mobilised from either the bone marrow 

(Asahara et al., 1999a) or endothelial lining niche (Lin et al., 2000, Fujisawa et al., 

2019a) in response to vascular ischemia, homing to areas of injury or inflammatory 

(Aicher et al., 2005). Resting numbers are associated with endothelial function 

(Bruyndonckx et al., 2014), and may be a predictor of cardiovascular events and 

mortality (Werner et al., 2005). 

Exercise is a potent mobiliser of EPCs into the circulation (Van Craenenbroeck et al., 

2008, Ross et al., 2014), improving the function of these cells (Hoetzer et al., 2007, 

Laufs et al., 2004) and may be one of the beneficial pathways of physical exercise on 

endothelial function (De Biase et al., 2013). However, it appears that mobilisation is 
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attenuated in in chronic diseases such as type 2 diabetes (Lutz et al., 2016), heart 

failure (Van Craenenbroeck et al., 2011) and CVD (Adams et al., 2004, Sandri et al., 

2005).  

For individuals with T1D, the number and function of EPCs appear reduced at rest 

compared to healthy controls at all ages (Loomans et al., 2004, Sibal et al., 2009, 

DiMeglio et al., 2010, Palombo et al., 2011), with only Głowińska-Olszewska et al. 

(2013) reporting increased frequency of EPCs in children with T1D compared to non-

diabetic controls. HbA1c, age and duration of the disease are all inversely related to 

count of EPCs (Arcangeli et al., 2017, Hörtenhuber et al., 2013). Limited research 

suggests that individuals with T1D have a blunted EPC response to acute exercise 

(West et al., 2015, Waclawovsky et al., 2015), although both studies failed to observe 

the expected post aerobic exercise mobilisation in non-diabetic controls, making it 

hard to draw conclusions. 

ꞵ-cell function – as measured by C-peptide – can persist for many years after 

diagnosis, with it estimated that between 35 and 80% of individuals with T1D have 

detectable ꞵ-cell function at >5 years post-diagnosis (Williams et al., 2016, Oram et 

al., 2015). No previous research has explored if there is a relationship between 

residual ꞵ-cell function and count or function of EPCs. Hernandez et al. (2014) 

demonstrated that in a cohort of individuals who have had T1D for ≥50 years, who an 

increased proportion retained ꞵ-cell function compared to the wider T1D population 

(Keenan et al., 2010), count of circulating progenitor cells (CPCs) and EPCs were 

similar to age-matched controls without diabetes and higher than younger participants 

with T1D. Evidence from post-islet transplantation may also suggest a relationship 

between residual ꞵ-cell function and EPCs (Petrelli et al., 2010). Although count of 

circulating angiogenic cells (CAC) was similar between non-diabetic controls, T1D 

controls and insulin-independent islet-transplanted patients, restoration of beta cell 

function with islet transplantation had a positive impact on the circulating angiogenic 

cells function and vitality (Petrelli et al., 2010). Residual ꞵ-cell function, through 

improved glycaemic control, the anti-inflammatory properties of endogenous insulin 

secreted directly into circulation via the portal vein, or the direct impact of C-peptide 

on the vasculature, may play a role in protecting the loss of circulating EPCs, 

attenuating the development of cardiovascular complications and enhancing survival. 
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Therefore, we examined the count of EPCs and other circulating angiogenic cells 

(hematopoietic progenitor cells (HPCs)) between T1D participants and age, sex, BMI 

and fitness matched controls at rest, immediately and 1hr post exercise. The T1D 

group were further explored by examining EPCs mobilisation between residual ꞵ-cell 

groups. We hypothesized that the T1D group will have diminished counts of resting 

and exercise mobilised EPCs compared to the control, while the T1D with high residual 

ꞵ-cell function will have augmented numbers compared to the lower C-peptide groups. 

 

5.3. Methods 

The study was an acute observational trial, comparing EPCs and HPCs counts at rest 

and after acute submaximal exercise in clinically diagnosed people with T1D 

compared to non-diabetes controls. Individuals with T1D were further grouped and 

compared by undetectable, low and high C-peptide. The trial design is displayed in the 

below schematic (figure 5.1). 

5.3.1. Recruitment of participants 

Participants with T1D were recruited as described in chapter 4. Control participants 

were recruited by posters, email lists and word of mouth. Control participants were 

matched against T1D participants on a one to one basis by age, sex, BMI and fitness. 

All patients who participated provided written informed consent (appendix G and H) 

and this study was approved by the local National Health Service Research Ethics 

Committee (code: 16/NE/0192, ISRCTN registry: ISRCTN63739203). 

 

Eligibility criteria for the T1D participants comprised of being clinically diagnosed with 

T1D, aged between 18 and 65 years with a duration of T1D >3 years upon enrolment, 

an HbA1c <86 mmol/mol / 10.0%, absence of diabetes-related complications, and 

stable insulin therapy without changes in the last 6 months. Eligibility criteria for the 

control participants comprised of being aged between 18 and 65 years, non-smoker, 

free from any muscular injuries and free from any history of chronic diseases (table 

5.1 and 5.2).  
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Table 5.1 displaying inclusion/exclusion criteria T1D for chapter 5. 

INCLUSION EXCLUSION 
Clinically diagnosed with T1D T1D participants duration of disease less than 3 

year 
Aged 18-65 years HbA1c >86 mmol/mol (10%) 
Treated with exogenous insulin (MDI or CSII) Unable to complete a maximal exercise test 
Free from diabetes complications apart from 
retinopathy 

 

 

 

Table 5.2 displaying inclusion/exclusion criteria for controls for chapter 5 

INCLUSION EXCLUSION 
Aged 18-65 years Current or recent (< 6 months) smoker 
Ability to be matched to a participant with T1D Any previous chronic disease 
 A current muscular injury 
 Unable to complete a maximal exercise test 

 

5.3.2. Protocol 

T1D participants had previously completed a UCPCR test and free-living observational 

CGM week as described in chapter 3. This study was run in conjunction with study 2 

with the T1D group undertaking the MMTT, maximal exercise test and submaximal 

exercise test visits, while the control group completed the maximal and submaximal 

exercise test visits, as described below. 

5.3.2.1. Visit 1. Mixed Meal Tolerance Test 

T1D participants who entered into study 2/3, completed an extended MMTT as 

described in chapter 4.2.3.2, with samples sent to Exeter Clinical Laboratory for 

analysis of serum C-peptide and autoantibodies (2.4). Individual serum peak C-

peptide was used to confirm which C-peptide groups participants were sorted into; 

undetectable (Cpepund) peak < 3 pmol/L, low (Cpeplow) 3 – 200 pmol/L and high 

(Cpephigh) > 200 pmol/L.    

5.3.2.2. Visit 2. Health screening and Maximal Exercise Test  

Both T1D and control participants attended the Newcastle clinical research facility for 

a pre-exercise health screening, including medical history and examination, as well as 

resting ECG (see 2.11), and to perform an incremental exercise test to determine peak 

oxygen uptake (VO2peak) (see 2.12). The T1D group’s pre and post exercise glucose 

management was described in 2.17.1.  
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5.3.2.3. Visit 3. Sub-maximal exercise bout  

The below schematic details the procedure for visit 3 (figure 5.1). Participants arrived 

at the exercise lab at ~8.30am after an overnight fast with transport provided. 

Glycaemic strategy for participants with T1D is described in 2.17.2.  

Upon arrival at CRF all participants’ blood glucose and NEWS were checked upon, 

and a 22-gauge cannula (Vasofix®, B.Braun Melsungen AG, Germany) was inserted 

into the antecubital vein (see 2.7). Two 4ml EDTA, 1 10ml EDTA, 2 6ml serum and 1 

4ml Sodium Citrate vacutainers® (BD Biosciences, USA) were drawn from the 

cannula. To ensure that the blood was not contaminated with mature endothelial cells 

due to puncture of the vein, the first 4ml drawn was discarded. Capillary blood glucose 

was measured by a CONTOUR® blood glucose meter (Contour Next, Ascensia 

Diabetes Care, USA). Capillary blood was also collected in a microcuvette and 

analysed by a HemoControl to determine haematocrit and haemoglobin (EKF, Cardiff, 

UK). 

A carbohydrate snack (Belvita Soft Bakes Chocolate Chip, Mondelēz International, 

USA), providing 204kcal of which 31g CHO, was then consumed and participants 

remained rested for 20 minutes. The exercise bout involved the participants walking 

at 60%VO2peak for 45 minutes at a comfortable stride length as calculated by the ACSM 

walking metabolic equation (see 2.16). Heart rate and expired air was captured and 

analysed throughout by the Polar V800 and H7 strap and Meta control 3000 (see 2.13).  

Upon completion of the exercise bout, a further two 4ml EDTA, 1 x 10ml EDTA, 2 x 

6ml serum and 1 x 4ml Sodium Citrate vacutainers® (BD Biosciences, USA) were 

drawn immediately from the cannula. Participants remained rested a further 60 

minutes, with further blood samples drawn at 1 hour post exercise. Capillary blood 

glucose, haematocrit and haemoglobin were also taken immediately and 1 hour post 

exercise as samples were drawn from the cannula.    
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5.3.3. Flow Cytometry Enumeration of Hematopoietic and Endothelial 

Progenitor Cells 

HPCs and EPCs were quantified on a flow cytometer (BD LSRFortessa™ X20; BD 

Biosciences, USA). Briefly, 200 µL of whole peripheral blood collected in EDTA 

vacutainer was incubated with 10 µL anti-CD34 FITC, 10 µL anti-VEGFR2 APC, 10 

µL anti-CD45 BV421 (BioLegend, San Diego, CA, USA), 10 µL anti-CD31 BUV395 

(BD Biosciences, USA), 10 µL anti-CXCR4 APC Cy7, and 10 µL anti-CXCR7 PE 

(BioLegend, San Diego, CA, USA) in BD Trucount™ tube with a known number of 

fluorescent beads, for 30 minutes in the dark at 4°C. A further 2mL of red blood cell 

lysis buffer (BD Pharm LyseTM, BD Biosciences, United Kingdom) was added and left 

to incubate for a further 30 minutes at 4°C in the dark before enumeration by flow 

cytometry. Reverse pipetting was used throughout. The samples were vortexed at low 

speed to resuspend beads and reduce cell aggregation before each sample was run 

for 45 minutes or until 500,000 CD45+ events had been collected and analysed, 

whichever occurred first. Samples were analysed on an LSRFortessa equipped with 

a blue, yellow/green, red, violet and ultra violet lasers (488nm, 561nm, 635nm, 405nm 

and 355nm wavelengths, respectively). 

Figure 5.1 Schematic of the sub-maximal testing visit 
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Compensation, using BD™ CompBead (BD Biosciences, USA), was performed prior 

to collecting each participants data to correct for any spectral overlap. Samples 

containing no antibodies of CD31–BUV395, VEGFR2–APC, CXCR4–APC Cy7, and 

10 µL CXCR7–PE were used as negative controls to help determine the gating of 

positive events in the positive samples for each participant. Between sample, FACS 

clean (BD Biosciences, USA) and deionized water were run for 5 minute each to 

decontaminate the flow cytometer.  

Following data acquisition, flow cytometry files were analysed using FCS express 7 

research edition (De Novo, California, USA). HPCs and EPCs are expressed as 

cells/mL (table 5.3), with the absolute count of the cell population (A) calculated by 

dividing the number of positive cell events (X) by the number of trucount bead events 

(Y), and then multiplying by the BD Trucount bead concentration (N/V, where N = 

number of beads per test and V = test volume (2260 µL)).  

Table 5.3 Calculating absolute cell count by flow cytometry when using BD trucount beads 

Table X. Calculating Absolute Cell Count (cells/mL) 
 

A = X/Y × N/V 
 

 

Haematocrit and haemoglobin concentrations measures at pre, post and 1hr post 

exercise were used to adjust absolute cell counts changes in blood volume using the 

Dill and Costill (1974) method.  

The density and colour-dot plots for enumeration of the HPCs (CD34+, CD34+CD45dim) 

and EPCs (CD34+CD31+, CD34+VEGFR2+, CD34+CD45dimCD31+, 

CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+, CD34+CD45dimCD31+VEGFR2+) are displayed in figure 5.2. 

We used the phenotypes CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+ and CD34+CD45dimCD31+ as 

measure of “true” EPCs that can differentiate into endothelial cells (Van 

Craenenbroeck et al., 2013, Bieback et al., 2013), see 1.4.2. 

Firstly, trucount beads were gated to determine absolute cell count (Figure 5.2A), 

before gating for doublet exclusion (Figure 5.2B). CD45+ PBMCs were gated (Figure 

5.2C), followed by identification of SSC-low and CD34+ events (Figure 5.2D), 

subsequent low expression of CD45 (CD45dim; Figure 5.2E), CD31+ (Figure 5.2F) and 

VEGFR2+ events (Figure 5.2G) were identified. 
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Figure 5.2 Enumeration of HCPs and EPCs by flow cytometry. A- Gating of the fluorescent beads from the Trucount™ 
Tubes. B- Forward scatter height versus forward scatter area density plot for doublet exclusion. C- Gating of CD45+ 
mononuclear cells. D- Identification of CD45+CD34+ cells. E- Gating of CD34+CD45dim cells. F- Identifying of CD31+ 
subset of CD34+ or CD34+CD45dim. G- Identifying of VEGFR2+ subset of CD34+ or CD34+CD45dim. 
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5.3.4. Statistical analysis 

Data is presented as mean ± standard deviation throughout unless otherwise stated. 

Statistically significant differences for group demographic, baseline count and delta 

change from pre to post exercise count between the T1D and control group were 

determined by independent sample T-test. Data were assessed for normality and 

outliers by Shapiro-Wilk test and boxplots, with excessively skewed data assessed by 

Mann-Whitney U Test. When the assumption of homogeneity of variances was 

violated a Welch T-test was used. The distributional assumption was used to 

determine if the Mann-Whitney U Test was used to compare medians or distribution. 

Statistically significant differences for group demographic, baseline count and delta 

change from pre to post exercise count of Cpepund, Cpeplow and Cpephigh group were 

determined by the use of a one-way ANOVA, with excessively skewed data assessed 

by Kruskal-Wallis H test.  

For both the comparison between the T1D and control groups and between the C-

peptide groups a two-way repeated measures mixed ANOVA was used to examine 

the interactions on cell count between sample time and group. Significant time and 

group main effects were analysed using post-hoc Bonferroni adjusted pairwise 

comparisons. When values where missing, a fitted mixed effects model with Geisser-

Greenhouse as implemented in GraphPad Prism 8.0 was used. Excessively skewed 

data were transformed using square root and logarithmic transformation. 

GraphPad Prism 8.0.1 (San Diego, USA) and IBM SPSS Statistics (version 24, IBM, 

Armonk NY) software package was used to analyse the data. Statistical significance 

set at p ≤ 0.05.
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5.4. Results 

5.4.1. Type 1 Diabetes vs Control Group Demographic 

Group demographic information is presented in table 5.4. As expected by the study 

design with matched controls; age, HbA1c, BMI and VO2peak were comparable 

between groups. 

Table 5.4 Displaying mean ± SD group demographic information 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

* - Statistical significance between the groups, Mann-Whitney U Test – MWU   

5.4.2. Laboratory Phase 

There was no differences in intensity of the exercise between groups, with the T1D 

group exercising at 58.7 ± 3.8% compared to 58.9 ± 5.1 % for the non-diabetic control   

(p= 0.907). There were no incidents of hypoglycaemia within the T1D group during the 

laboratory phase of the study, either during the exercise bout or throughout the 60 

minute post-exercise recovery period. 

 

5.4.3. Endothelial and Hematopoietic Progenitor Cells 

5.4.3.1. Basal resting value 

Basal mean ± SD resting counts of HPCs and EPCs are displayed in table 5.5. The 

T1D group had significantly lower median rest count of HPCs as assed by Mann-

Whitney U test, with CD34+ 27.2% and CD34+CD45dim 24.3% lower than the control 

group.  

GROUPING T1D Control 
N 30 30 

Male/Female 16/14 16/14 
Age (Years) MWU 38.2 ± 12.0 37.6 ± 12.1 

HbA1c (mmol/mol) 
(%) 

58.5 ± 9.1 
7.5 ± 3.0 

33.5 ± 2.3 * 
5.2 ± 2.4 

BMI (kg/m2) MWU 25.2 ± 3.7 24.7 ± 4.6 
VO2peak (ml/kg/min)  38.8 ± 9.5 42.4 ± 12.4 

 
Age At Diagnosis  

Range (Years) 

 
18.2 ± 8.6 

8 to 35 

 
- 

Duration Of Diabetes  
Range (Years) 

20.0 ± 13.0 
3 to 47 

- 

Method Of Control (MDI/CSII) 15/15 - 
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All EPCs were also significantly lower for the T1D group in comparison to the controls 

(p<0.05), with median basal counts ranging from 15.9 to 42.3% lower across all 

samples.  

Table 5.5 Displaying mean ± SD basal rest numbers of HPCs and EPCs (cells/ml) and unpaired t-test/ Mann-
Whitney U test results between the T1D and control groups 

 T1D Control p 
CD34+    MWU 129.9 ± 54.0 181.3 ± 68.0 0.001  
CD34+CD45dim  MWU 105.2 ± 47.4 149.0 ± 67.7 0.009 
CD34+CD31+ 31.4 ± 9.1 52.5 ± 14.7 <0.001 
CD34+VEGFR2+  MWU 36.3 ± 14.1 58.7 ± 19.2 <0.001 
* CD34+CD45dimCD31+  MWU 26.8 ± 8.9 45.5 ± 14.2 <0.001 
* CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+  MWU 25.8 ± 10.7 40.9 ± 15.7 <0.001 
CD34+CD45dimCD31+VEGFR2+ 13.9 ± 7.0 17.6 ± 7.2 0.047 

 

Mann-Whitney U Test – MWU, * - True EPCs 

 

5.4.3.2. Time Course Change with Exercise  

Figure 5.3. displays the Mixed Model ANOVA results of HPCs and EPCs at rest, post 

and 1hour post the sub-maximal exercise. 

For CD34+ HPCs (Figure 5.3.A) the main effects demonstrated the count was 

statistically significantly higher in the control than the T1D control (p= 0.004) and 

exercised mobilised the cells pre to post in both groups (p< 0.001). There was a 

statistically significant interaction between the groups and time (p= 0.037), with the 

control group having a higher count at rest and post exercise (240.0±126.1 vs 

158.4±73.5, p< 0.001), but not 1hr post (185.4±72.4 vs 149.3±61.6, p= 0.076). The 

other marker of HPCs - CD34+CD45dim (Figure 5.3.B), did not display a group*time 

interaction (p= 0.176), with the control group having a higher count (mean difference 

± SE - 49.46±17.31, 95%CI 14.8 to 84.1, p= 0.003), and mobilising from pre to post 

exercise (p< 0.001) and remaining elevated at 1hr post (p= 0.002). 

All EPC phenotypes were significantly higher in the control group compared to the T1D 

group (p< 0.001). The main effects of time demonstrated that exercise mobilized all 

EPC phenotypes, with significant increases from rest to post exercise, while 

CD34+CD31+ EPCs remained elevated from pre at 1hr post exercise (p= 0.032). Only 

the CD34+VEGFR2+ phenotypes has a group*time interaction (p= 0.037), with the 1hr 

post sample being significantly lower than the post exercise sample in the control (p< 

0.001) but not the T1D group (p= 0.121).      
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Figure 5.3 Absolute mean ± SD mixed model ANOVA results for the T1D group (red circle) and the control group (green square) for 
A - CD34+, B -  CD34+CD45dim, C -  CD34+CD31+, D - CD34+VEGFR2+, E - CD34+CD45dimCD31+,  F - CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+,  G -  
CD34+CD45dimCD31+VEGFR2+.   #[ - Significant main effect of group differences,   △ – Significant main effect of time difference from 
baseline, *| - Significant group differences at timepoint,  △ - Significant time difference from baseline in T1D group, △ - Significant 
time difference from baseline in T1D group 
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5.4.3.3. Delta Change Pre to Post exercise 

To further explore the mobilisation of HPCs and EPCs with exercise the mean delta 

change (Δ) in rest to post exercise between groups is displayed in Table 5.6. Δ was 

substantially lower in all phenotypes in the T1D group compared to the control ranging 

from 18.3 to 51.4%, with CD34+CD31+ and CD34+ VEGFR2+ EPCs significantly so 

when assessed by Mann-Whitney U Test. 

Table 5.6 Displaying mean ± SD delta change count of HPCs and EPCs (cells/ml) from pre to post exercise, with 
Mann-Whitney U test results between the T1D and control groups. 

 T1D Control p 
CD34+    MWU 28.5 ± 38.9 58.6 ± 79.6 0.209  
CD34+CD45dim  MWU 23.9 ± 33.0 47.7 ± 65.2 0.139 
CD34+CD31+  MWU 14.6 ± 25.0 22.8 ± 18.6 0.038 
CD34+VEGFR2+  MWU 14.7 ± 30.8 24.4 ± 24.1 0.015 
* CD34+CD45dimCD31+  MWU 13.3 ± 22.5 19.0 ± 15.1 0.069 
* CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+  MWU 11.3 ± 18.6 17.1 ± 15.2 0.143 
CD34+CD45dimCD31+VEGFR2+  

MWU 

7.6 ± 15.8 9.3 ± 10.9 0.204 

 

MWU = Mann-Whitney U Test, * - True EPCs 
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5.4.4. C-peptide Groups 

5.4.4.1. Group demographic 

Participants within the T1D group were separated into C-peptide grouping, 

undetectable (Cpepund) peak < 3 pmol/L, low (Cpeplow) 3 – 200 pmol/L and high 

(Cpephigh) > 200 pmol/L, with demographic presented in Table 5.7. Age, HbA1c, BMI 

and VO2peak were comparable between groups. However, the Cpephigh group had 

significantly higher age of diagnosis and shorter duration of diabetes than the Cpepund.  

Table 5.7 Displaying mean ± SD group demographic information for serum C-peptide groups 

 

K-W M – Kruskal - Wallis Comparison of Medians, K-W D – Kruskal - Wallis Comparison of Distribution 

* Significantly different to Cpepund, # Significantly different to Cpeplow  

 

5.4.4.2. Basal Resting value 

Mean ± SD resting counts of HPCs and EPCs between the C-peptide groups are 

displayed in table 5.8. No significant differences between groups were present when 

assessed by a 1-way ANOVA. 

Table 5.8 Displaying mean ± SD basal rest numbers of HPCs and EPCs (cells/ml), analysed by a 1-way ANOVA 
between the C-peptide groups. 

 Cpepund  Cpeplow  Cpephigh  p 
CD34+     105.8 ± 25.3 132.3 ± 56.5 154.1 ± 67.0 0.120 
CD34+CD45dim   88.7 ± 26.7 108.8 ± 50.1 120.0 ± 60.4 0.320 
CD34+CD31+ 28.6 ± 6.7 31.9 ± 8.0 34.1 ± 12.0 0.391 
CD34+VEGFR2+   30.8 ± 6.2 35.7 ± 16.7 43.0 ± 16.1 0.136 
* CD34+CD45dimCD31+   25.0 ± 6.0 25.3 ± 6.9 30.1 ± 12.4 0.368 
* CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+   22.2 ± 7.2 27.9 ± 11.3 28.0 ± 13.1 0.375 
CD34+CD45dimCD31+VEGFR2+ 11.8 ± 6.0 14.7 ± 5.9 15.5 ± 8.7 0.457 

 

* - True EPCs 

C-Peptide Grouping Cpepund Cpeplow Cpephigh 
N 11 9 10 

Male/Female 5/6 6/3 5/5 
Age (Years) K-W D 40.09 ± 11.18 38.67 ± 14.73 35.80 ± 10.98 

Age At Diagnosis K-W D 
Range (Years) 

13.27 ± 4.50 
8.00 to 24.00 

16.56 ± 8.57 
8.00 to 32.00 

25.10 ± 8.20 * 

13.00 to 35.00 
Duration Of Diabetes K-W M 

Range (Years) 
26.82 ± 13.24 
13.00 to 47.00 

21.89 ± 13.34 
9.00 to 44.00 

10.70 ± 6.15 * 
3.00 to 20.00 

HbA1c (mmol/mol) 
(%) 

61.64 ± 10.64 
7.8 ± 3.1 

58.11 ± 7.11 
7.5 ± 2.8 

55.40 ± 8.47 
7.2 ± 2.9 

BMI (kg/m2) K-W M 25.65 ± 3.27 24.20 ± 4.13 25.67 ± 4.04 
Method Of Control (MDI/CSII) 5/6 4/5 6/4 

VO2peak (ml/kg/min) K-W D 35.61 ± 7.69 43.93 ± 9.03 35.67 ± 10.77 
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5.4.4.3. Time Course Change with Exercise 

Figure 5.4 displays the 2-way mixed model ANOVA results of HPCs and EPCs at rest, 

post and 1hour post the sub-maximal exercise between the C-peptide groups. 

For the HPCs phenotypes (Figure 5.4.A and B) there was no significant time*group 

interaction (CD34+; p= 0.129, CD34+CD45dim; p= 0.099). Cpephigh had significantly 

higher CD34+ cell count than the Cpepund (mean difference ± SE; 66.4±24.2, 95%CI; 

126.4 to 6.5 cells/ml, p= 0.026) but not Cpeplow (mean difference ± SE; 34.40±25.43, 

95%CI; -28.7 to 97.4 cells/ml, p= 0.367). The main effect of time demonstrated 

exercise mobilised the CD34+ phenotype from pre to post exercise (p< 0.001), and 

remained elevated from baseline at 1hr post exercise (p= 0.005). No significant group 

differences exist for the CD34+CD45dim cells (Cpepund; 94.4±5.1, Cpeplow; 119.9±10.2, 

Cpephigh; 144.3±22.0 cells/ml, p= 0.073), with exercise again mobilising from pre to 

post (p< 0.001) and remaining elevated at 1hr post (p= 0.004). 

CD34+VEGFR2+ and CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+ EPCs had a significant group*time 

interaction (p= 0.033 and p= 0.29, respectively). In these phenotypes there was no 

significant differences between groups at pre exercise. Only Cpephigh significantly 

increased from pre to post exercise, with both the post and 1hr post samples 

significantly higher than the Cpepund and Cpeplow groups. CD34+VEGFR2+ cells in the 

Cpephigh group increasing from 43.0±16.1 cells/ml at rest to 78.2±40.1 cells/ml post 

exercise (p< 0.001), while no significant changes happened in the Cpepund (30.8±6.2 

to 36.1±16.6 cells/ml, p= 0.676) or Cpeplow (35.8±16.7 to 39.2±16.2 cells/ml, p= 0.810).  

Whilst the other EPCs markers did not have statistically significant group*time 

interaction (CD34+CD31+; p= 0.077, CD34+CD45dimCD31+; p= 0.075, 

CD34+CD45dimCD31+VEGFR2+; p= 0.090), the main effect of group showed Cpephigh 

had significantly higher counts than the Cpepund (CD34+CD31+; p= 0.013, 

CD34+CD45dimCD31+; p= 0.008) or both groups (CD34+CD45dimCD31+VEGFR2+ - 

Cpephigh vs Cpepund mean difference ± SE; 12.4±3.4, 95%CI 4.1 to 20.7 cells/ml, p= 

0.003, Cpephigh vs Cpeplow mean difference ± SE; 10.9±3.5, 95%CI 2.2 to 19.7 cells/ml, 

p= 0.035).
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Figure 5.4 Absolute mean ± SD mixed model ANOVA results for the Cpephigh (green triangle), Cpeplow (orange square) and the 

Cpepund (red circle) group (green square) for A - CD34+, B -  CD34+CD45dim, C -  CD34+CD31+, D - CD34+VEGFR2+, E - 

CD34+CD45dimCD31+,  F - CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+,  G -  CD34+CD45dimCD31+VEGFR2+. *[ - Significant main effect of group 

differences between Cpepund and Cpephigh,  #[ - Significant main effect of group differences between Cpeplow and Cpephigh,   △ – 

Significant main effect of time differences from baseline, *| - Significant group differences at timepoint between Cpepund and Cpephigh, 

#| - Significant group differences at timepoint between Cpeplow and Cpephigh, △ - Significant time difference from baseline in Cpephigh 

group 

Pre Post 1hr Post
0

100

200

300

400

CD
34

+  c
el

ls
/m

l △
△

✱

A

Pre Post 1hr Post
0

50

100

150

200

250

CD
34

+ 
CD

45
di

m
 c

el
ls

/m
l △

△

B

Pre Post 1hr Post
0

20

40

60

80

100

CD
34

+  C
D3

1+  c
el

ls
/m

l

△

✱

C

Pre Post 1hr Post
0

50

100

150

CD
34

+  V
EG

FR
2+  c

el
ls

/m
l △

✱ #

D

✱ #

✱ #

Pre Post 1hr Post
0

20

40

60

80

100

CD
34

+  C
D4

5di
m

 C
D3

1+  c
el

ls
/m

l

△

✱

E

Pre Post 1hr Post
0

20

40

60

80

CD
34

+  C
D4

5di
m

 V
EG

FR
2+  c

el
ls

/m
l

△

✱ #

F

△✱ #
✱ #

Pre Post 1hr Post
0

20

40

60

CD
34

+  C
D4

5di
m

 C
D3

1+  V
EG

FR
2+  c

el
ls

/m
l

△

✱ #

G

Cpepund CpeplowCpephigh



162 
 

5.4.4.4. Delta Change  

To further explore the mobilisation of HPCs and EPCs with exercise, the mean delta 

change (Δ) in rest to post exercise between C-peptide groups is displayed in Table 

5.9, and a 2-way mixed model ANOVA exploring absolute changes from baseline is 

displayed in Figure 5.5. 

Cpephigh had significantly higher Δ from rest to post exercise count for CD34+ HPC and 

CD34+CD31+ EPCs than the Cpepund, and CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+ EPCs than both 

the Cpepund and Cpeplow (Table 5.9). While Kruskal–Wallis comparison determined 

that there was significant differences between groups for CD34+VEGFR2+ and 

CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+, and Cpephigh had substantially higher count, bonferroni 

post-hoc tests were not significant (p> 0.05). 

 

Table 5.9 Displaying mean ± SD delta change count of HPCs and EPCs (cells/ml) from pre to post exercise, with 
test results displaying 1-way ANOVA and Kruskal-Wallis comparison between the C-peptide groups. 

 Cpepund  Cpeplow  Cpephigh  p 
CD34+     9.4 ± 27.1 27.3 ± 33.0 50.6 ± 45.0 * 0.047 
CD34+CD45dim   10.0 ± 25.3 20.0 ± 27.1 42.7 ± 38.7 0.065 
CD34+CD31+ K-W D 3.9 ± 15.2 10.9 ± 23.0 29.8 ± 29.6  * 0.045 
CD34+VEGFR2+  K-W M 5.3 ± 15.6 3.4 ± 14.2 35.2 ± 43.5  0.027 
* CD34+CD45dimCD31+  K-W D 3.7 ± 13.9 9.1 ± 18.9 27.7 ± 27.2 0.050 
* CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+   5.3 ± 14.5 3.6 ± 11.0 24.8 ± 21.5 *# 0.013 
CD34+CD45dimCD31+VEGFR2+ 4.3 ± 11.7 1.4 ± 10.5 16.9 ± 20.2 0.142 

 

K-W M – Kruskal - Wallis Comparison of Medians, K-W D – Kruskal - Wallis Comparison of Distribution 

* Significantly different to Cpepund, # Significantly different to Cpeplow * - True EPCs 

 

 

When equalised for baseline, the delta change ANOVA (Figure 5.5.) replicated the 

absolute ANOVA (Figure 5.4.). There was no interaction between group and time for 

the HPCs, while CD34+CD31+, CD34+VEGFR2+, CD34+CD45dimCD31+ and 

CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+ EPCs had significant group*time interaction. Within the 

EPCs, Cpephigh was the only group that was mobilised by exercise with Cpeplow and 

Cpepund not increasing from rest at either post or 1-hour post exercise.
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Figure 5.5 Delta change from baseline mean ± SD mixed model ANOVA results for the Cpephigh (green triangle), Cpeplow (orange 
square) and the Cpepund (red circle) group (green square) for A - CD34+, B -  CD34+CD45dim, C -  CD34+CD31+, D - CD34+VEGFR2+, 
E - CD34+CD45dimCD31+,  F - CD34+CD45dimVEGFR2+,  G -  CD34+CD45dimCD31+VEGFR2+. *[ - Significant main effect of group 
differences between Cpepund and Cpephigh,  #[ - Significant main effect of group differences between Cpeplow and Cpephigh,   △ – 
Significant main effect of time differences from baseline, *| - Significant group differences at timepoint between Cpepund and Cpephigh, 
#| - Significant group differences at timepoint between Cpeplow and Cpephigh, △ - Significant time difference from baseline in Cpephigh 
group
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5.5. Discussion 

We investigated how the count of EPCs and HPCs changed at rest and after exercise 

in individuals with T1D compared to non-diabetic controls, and explored whether 

residual ꞵ-cell function in people with T1D influenced this count. We demonstrated 

that all markers of HPCs and EPCs were lower at rest and all time points in the 

diabetes group compared to the control. While mobilisation from pre to post exercise 

was attenuated for CD34+CD31+ and CD34+VEGFR2+ EPCs in the diabetes group, all 

markers increased with exercise within both groups. Further analysis revealed that 

while there was no significant difference in count of HPCs or EPCs at rest, only the 

individuals with a high amount of residual ꞵ-cell function (stimulated C-peptide > 200 

pmol/L) had a post exercise mobilization of EPCs and HPCs. 

Lower resting count of EPCs and HPCs compared to non-diabetic matched control is 

similar to the previous research in adolescents and adults with T1D (Loomans et al., 

2004, Sibal et al., 2009, DiMeglio et al., 2010, Palombo et al., 2011). Reduced EPC 

count in diabetes is potentially due largely to hyperglycaemia causing dysfunction. 

EPCs isolated from healthy subjects and exposed to high glucose conditions or EPCs 

isolated from patients with diabetes have been shown to exhibit; reduced number of 

colony forming units and impaired abilities of differentiation into endothelial cells,  

reduced proliferation, adhesion and migration, impaired paracrine secretion, 

mobilization and homing, but increased senescence (Kang et al., 2017). When 

circulating progenitor cells (CPCs) from non-diabetic individuals were cultivated under 

hyperglycaemic conditions, there was both an increased rate of apoptosis and a 

decrease in proliferation (Kränkel et al., 2005), as well as a decreased ability to target 

damaged tissue and incorporate into tubular structures (Marchetti et al., 2006). 

VEGFR induced migration and mobilisation from the bone marrow to areas of 

ischaemia is also reduced in hyperglycaemic conditions (Fadini et al., 2006) and 

impairs paracrine secretion of nitric oxide (NO) and other angiogenic cytokines (Zhang 

et al., 2013a). As Werner et al. (2005) demonstrated in their pivotal study showing that 

lower count of EPCs lead to increased CVD events in the future, this reduced count of 

EPCs seen in individuals with T1D may contribute to the increased risk of CVD events 

seen. 

For the first time we demonstrate that exercise can mobilise HPCs and EPCs in 

individuals with T1D, in contrast to previous research (West et al., 2015, Waclawovsky 
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et al., 2015). While neither of these studies observed the expected post aerobic 

exercise mobilisation in non-diabetic controls, West et al. (2015) demonstrated an 

increase count the following morning in the controls but not T1D participants. As the 

testing commenced at 5 pm and there was no morning rested sample on the day of 

the testing, and the blood samples were taken 60 minutes pre and post the exercise, 

as well as the following morning, circadian rhythm may have also influenced the count. 

While Waclawovsky et al. (2015) documented a mobilisation post resistance exercise 

in the controls, post aerobic exercise count of EPCs was decreased for the non-

diabetic group with no change in the T1D group. Because of this unusual non-

mobilisation with exercise, it is difficult to state that EPCs response to acute exercise 

appears blunted in T1D. As these studies measured circulating EPCs as a percentage 

of leucocytes and did not correct for changes in blood volume around exercise, it is 

possible that any mobilisation was masked within changes in leucocytes around 

exercise (Saito et al., 2003). This study used trucount tubes to calculate absolute cell 

count of the EPCs and adjusted these results for changes in the volume of (Dill and 

Costill, 1974). In this study, although all markers of HPCs and EPCs increased from 

pre to post exercise for the T1D  group, delta change in CD34+CD31+ and 

CD34+VEGFR2+ EPCs was attenuated compared to the controls. A previous study by 

Fadini et al. (2013) revealed impaired hematopoietic (CD34+, CD133+ and 

CD34+CD133+) and endothelial progenitor cell (CD34+VEGFR2+, CD133+VEGFR2+ 

and CD34+ CD133+VEGFR2+)  mobilization 24 hours after direct bone marrow 

stimulation from human recombinant granulocyte colony–stimulating factor in both 

type 1 and 2 diabetes participants. It is unclear why we only saw significant impaired 

mobilisation in EPCs and not HPCs, however Fadini et al. (2005) found increased 

depletion of EPCs than HPCs in individuals with type 2 diabetes, suggesting that EPCs 

may be more susceptible to diabetic conditions. It is worth noting that baseline counts 

were comparable between the T1D and control groups in all the mobilisation studies, 

potentially influenced by having relatively young, well controlled and physically fit T1D 

participants. Indeed, future research is needed to explore if regular exercise in 

combination with improving fitness influences markers of vascular repair at rest and in 

response to exercise in this population. 

Our primary findings that only individuals with higher C-peptide had significant 

mobilization of these cells after exercise, have not been reported before. While resting 
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count were not significantly different between residual ꞵ-cell groups, counts of all 

markers increased sequentially from the C-peptide negative to the C-peptide high 

group. It is likely that the sample size, 9 to 11 per group, lacked statistical power and 

if powered correctly the mean differences of the HPCs and CD34+VEGFR2+ EPCs   

between the groups would have been significant. This is despite comparable HbA1c 

and free-living CGM outcomes between the groups. While not displayed in this study, 

when compared by unpaired T-tests, the Cpephigh group had significantly higher 

resting counts of HPCs and delta change in both HPCs and EPCs compared to 

Cpepund. Previously, it has been shown that in a cohort of individuals who have had 

T1D for ≥50 years (Joslin Medalist Cohort), counts of CPCs and EPCs were similar to 

age-matched controls without diabetes and higher than younger participants with T1D 

(Hernandez et al., 2014). It has previously been reported that this cohort have an 

increased proportion of whom retain ꞵ-cell function compared to the wider T1D 

population (Keenan et al., 2010), and that a high proportion of Medalists remain free 

from proliferative diabetic retinopathy, nephropathy, neuropathy, or cardiovascular 

disease (Sun et al., 2011). It has been hypothesised that within this population 

endogenous factors exist to attenuate the adverse effects of metabolic abnormalities 

associated with diabetes on vascular tissues, resulting in the unusual chronic survival 

of these patients. While it has not been explored directly, residual ꞵ-cell function may 

play a role in protecting from the decline in EPCs count within this population. Petrelli 

et al. (2010) report that while count was not significantly different, T1D participants 

who had islet transplantation and were insulin independent had improved survival and 

function of circulating angiogenic cells compared to T1D controls who were on the 

waiting list for an islet transplant. While individuals were not tracked pre to post 

transplant, the return of C-peptide and HbA1c to non-diabetic levels suggests that the 

normalization of glycaemic control through islet transplantation improves angiogenic 

ability of CACs. This may contribute to the improved cardiovascular outcome observed 

after islet transplantation (Fiorina et al., 2005).  

We hypothesize that within individuals with high residual ꞵ-cell function, improved 

glycaemic control around exercise (as shown in chapter 4.), and the direct impact of 

endogenous insulin and C-peptide may play a role in protecting the production, 

survival and utilisation of HPCs and EPCs..  
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Increased residual ꞵ-cell function in individuals with T1D is associated with improved 

glycaemic control (Rickels et al., 2020, Lachin et al., 2014, Buckingham et al., 2015, 

Brooks et al., 2015), while improved glycaemic control in individuals with T1D is 

associated with increased count and function of EPCs (Loomans et al., 2004, Fadini 

et al., 2018, Hörtenhuber et al., 2013, Maiorino et al., 2015, Inaba et al., 2018). In 

Chapter 4, we demonstrated that the Cpephigh had improved time in euglycaemia and 

reduced glycaemic variability around exercise. Could this blood glucose concentration 

that is closer to a normal physiological range allow for the enhanced survival and 

migration of EPCs in the circulation? Higher glucose is associated with increased 

apoptosis and a decrease in proliferation of EPCs, as well as a decreased ability to 

target damaged tissue and incorporate into tubular structures (Kränkel et al., 2005, 

Marchetti et al., 2006). Fluctuations in glucose levels may also have deleterious effect 

on EPCs, with chapter 4 demonstrating reduced glycaemic variability (SD and CV) 

after exercise for higher C-peptide individuals. Although different markers of GV, 

Maiorino et al. (2015) and Inaba et al. (2018) demonstrating that mean amplitude of 

glycaemic excursion (MAGE) or J index glucose were associated with reduced 

circulating EPCs or CD34+ cells respectively. Finally, people with T1D who switched 

to CSII from MDI for 24 weeks had an increase in circulating levels of EPCs 

(CD34+KDR+ and CD34+KDR+CD133+) associated with the reduction of glucose 

variability (Maiorino et al., 2016). 

HbA1c is inversely correlated with EPCs count (Loomans et al., 2004) and improving 

HbA1c increases the count in children with T1D with the inverse also true 

(Hörtenhuber et al., 2013). While HbA1c was matched between groups in this study, 

chapter 3 demonstrates that individuals with higher C-peptide are likely to have 

improved time in euglycemic range and glycemic variation. As the present study is 

observational in nature, we cannot determine if an individual’s long-term glycaemic 

control, such as years of increased hyperglycaemia exposure for lower C-peptide 

individuals, may have influenced the results. A major theory as to why counts of EPCs 

are decreased in chronic vascular diseases is the increased requirement for vascular 

repair may result in depleted EPCs reserves within the bone marrow (Tashiro et al., 

2014, Teraa et al., 2013). Additionally, glycaemic control has been found to act as a 

predictor of skeletal deficits in several, but not all studies of bone marrow within 

individuals with T1D (Weber and Schwartz, 2016). Mouse models of T1D and bone 
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marrow from individuals with T2D have found to have been affected by diabetic 

microangiopath, with microvascular rarefaction and depletion of stem cells with the 

bone mass (Spinetti et al., 2013, Oikawa et al., 2010, Mangialardi et al., 2013). This 

bone marrow dysfunction may also be a pathway for explaining how long term 

glycaemic control can impact upon mobilisation into the peripheral blood in response 

to ischemia (Fadini et al., 2006). 

The reported improvements in glycaemic control associated with C-peptide reported 

in this thesis and elsewhere (Riddell et al., 2017, Gibb et al., 2020, Buckingham et al., 

2015, Brooks et al., 2015), may also result in improved markers  of inflammation 

(Hoffman et al., 2016). Studies suggest that inflammation and oxidative stress 

modulate EPC bioactivity (Lin et al., 2013), with several clinical conditions, 

characterised by both increased inflammation and oxidative stress, associated with 

reduced numbers and impaired function of EPCs (Tousoulis et al., 2008). Persistent 

excessive inflammatory stimuli results in decreased numbers of EPCs in the circulation 

(Andreou et al., 2006), with increased levels of TNF-α, interleukin-1β, granulocyte 

macrophage-colony stimulating factor and stromal-derived factor-1 all shown 

modulate EPC mobilisation, recruitment and homing (Zhang et al., 2009). 

As well its role in the formation of insulin, and its measurement as a marker of 

endogenous insulin secretion, C-peptide appears to be a biologically active peptide 

(Wahren et al., 2007). It is unknown if endogenous C-peptide directly influences the 

count or function of EPCs, however C-peptide has been shown to stimulate NO 

production in endothelial cells (Giebink et al., 2013), a key pathway for the 

mobilisation, survival, migration and angiogenesis of EPCs (Dimmeler et al., 2000, 

Aicher et al., 2003, Kränkel et al., 2005, Chen et al., 2007). With the reported 

improvements in microvascular complications seen in individuals with T1D  who 

secrete endogenous insulin (Lachin et al., 2014, Steffes et al., 2003a), even at very 

low C-peptide levels (Kuhtreiber et al., 2015), EPCs may play a role in protecting the 

vasculature in these T1D populations. 

Limitations of this study include not exploring whether clinical characteristics such as 

age, duration of diabetes and HbA1c predicted resting and mobilisation of HPCs and 

EPCs. While recommended as the best phenotype for sensitivity, specificity and 

reliability for quantifying EPCs (Van Craenenbroeck et al., 2013), it is unclear it these 
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cells are true EPCs that can differentiate into the endothelium or only have angiogenic 

paracrine function. In addition, the bout of exercise (60% VO2peak for 45 minutes) may 

not have been at a high enough intensity or duration to mobilise EPCs for all 

participants (Silva et al., 2012). 

Future research needs to understand if these differences are due to clinical 

characteristics, glycaemic control or the potential direct impact of C-peptide upon 

vasculature. Keeping in mind the action of C-peptide on the vasculature (Yaribeygi et 

al., 2019, Souto et al., 2020, Alves et al., 2019), could C-peptide treatment reduce the 

EPCs dysfunction in individuals with T1D? Finally, a large long term trial is needed to 

explore if increasing physical activity and fitness in T1D populations improves the 

count and function of EPCs. 

In conclusion, people with T1D have significantly reduced count of EPCs and HPCs, 

and reduced EPCs mobilisation pre to post exercise. People with T1D who have higher 

residual ꞵ-cell function show the capacity to mobilize these cells, a capacity which 

appears to be reduced in individuals with undetectable or low C-peptide. 
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6 Chapter 6. General Discussion  

The research presented in this thesis examined the impact of residual ꞵ-cell function 

in individuals with T1D. Specifically, it explored its influence on free-living and post 

exercise glycaemic control, and levels of circulating cells shown to be involved with 

vascular growth and repair. This chapter will consider and collate the findings of 

chapters 3 to 5, how they relate to the wider T1D field and future research directions 

that this thesis highlights. 

6.1 Residual ꞵ-cell function and glycaemic control in individuals with T1D 

Before 2020 limited data existed on residual ꞵ-cells influence upon glycaemic control 

in individuals with long duration T1D, with only HbA1c and self-reported 

hypoglycaemia examined (Steffes et al., 2003, Lachin et al., 2014, Kuhtreiber et al., 

2015, Marren et al., 2019, Brooks et al., 2015, Buckingham et al., 2015, Vantyghem 

et al., 2012).  In combination with recent studies by Rickels et al. (2020) and Gibb et 

al. (2020), data from chapter 3 and 4 highlight that in individuals with longer duration 

T1D, residual ꞵ-cell function does influence CGM parameters. 

The data presented in chapter 3 and 4 communicate similar findings to those 

presented by Rickels et al. (2020), showing high amounts of residual ꞵ-cells function 

increased euglycaemia by attenuating hyperglycaemia. At lower C-peptide 

concentrations, Gibb et al. (2020) found no difference in euglycaemia, but reduction in 

hypoglycaemia in individuals with greater residual ꞵ-cell function. These results 

highlight that a large study is needed to explore if all the differing beneficial outcomes 

of residual ꞵ-cell function, including glycaemic variability and time spent in 

hypoglycaemia and hyperglycaemia, is a continuum or if certain thresholds of C-

peptide are needed. Modelled research by Brooks et al. (2015), who explored CGM 

parameters in post islet transplant patients, suggested that the improvements are a 

continuum down to negative C-peptide. However, the mechanistic research carried 

out by Rickels et al. (2020) found the low C-peptide group (17-200) did not behave 

any differently from the negative C-peptide group, in both response to hypoglycaemia 

or free-living CGM parameters. Knowing whether a certain threshold of C-peptide is 

needed for beneficial outcomes, and the exact impact increasing C-peptide has on 

reducing hyperglycaemia and hypoglycaemia, is important for a variety of reasons. 
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These include as a treatment targets for immunotherapy trials that try to preserve ꞵ-

cell function in the recently diagnosed, as well as in studies trying to restore ꞵ-cell 

function through transplant or stem cells in individuals with longer duration T1D. It is 

to be determined if studies that are trying to preserve or restore ꞵ-cell function need 

to achieve a high amount of C-peptide, as demonstrated in this thesis and Rickels et 

al. (2020), or if low amounts of C-peptide would be beneficial for reducing time spent 

in hypoglycaemia for individuals who previously had undetectable ꞵ-cell function, as 

suggested by Gibb et al. (2020).  Additionally, with the development of artificial 

pancreas and dual hormone insulin and glucagon pump systems, understanding how 

an individual’s current C-peptide status influences the variation in glycaemic 

responses to everyday living will allow for improved systems (Nijhoff and de Koning, 

2018). Indeed, while results from the MMTT and CGM outcomes from both chapter 3 

and 4 found no significant differences between the undetectable and low C-peptide 

groups, the Cpeplow had a lower mean peak MMTT glucose of 1.87 mmol/L than the 

Cpepund group, which may be clinically meaningful.  

Sample size, inclusion criteria and study collection methods likely play a role in this 

thesis and Rickels et al. (2020) not finding residual ꞵ-cell function having any influence 

on time spent in hypoglycaemia as measured by CGM. This is in comparison to Gibb 

et al. (2020), which found differences as measured by FGM, and other studies that 

used  self-reported hypoglycaemia measures (Marren et al., 2019, Kuhtreiber et al., 

2015, Hope et al., 2018).  These findings were despite hypoglycaemia (both below 3.9 

and 3 mmol/L) in the post exercise period being ≥2-fold in the Cpephigh group 

compared to the lower C-peptide groups in chapter 4. These results highlight the 

difficulties of measuring hypoglycaemia in research studies, with one study finding that 

self‐reported symptomatic hypoglycaemia comprises only a minor fraction of the total 

burden of hypoglycaemia, with 77% of episodes <3.9 mmol/L and 52% of episodes 

<3.0 mmol/L asymptomatic in a cohort of largely hypoglycaemic aware T1D 

participants (Henriksen et al., 2019). Future research exploring hypoglycaemia should 

carefully design the studies, with a combination of CGM measuring for the 

recommended 2 weeks (Danne et al., 2017, Battelino et al., 2019), hypoglycaemia 

diaries and recall, as well as a large sample size likely to be needed.  
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6.2 Residual ꞵ-cell function and inter-individual glycaemic response to exercise in 

individuals with T1D 

Chapter 4 demonstrates that there is a large variation in acute glycaemic control after 

a bout of exercise in individuals with T1D, with percentage time spent in euglycaemia 

in the 12 hours following the submaximal exercise bout ranging from 3.25 to 100%. 

While individuals’ preferences and experience in managing post exercise glycaemia 

undoubtedly play a role in this large variation in free-living control, laboratory studies 

have also found large unexplained inter-individual variability in the glycaemic 

responses after exercise (Kapitza et al., 2010). Maintaining euglycaemia around 

exercise is a significant challenge for individuals with T1D with current recommended 

strategies include reducing basal and bolus insulin (Kourtoglou, 2011), nutritional 

modifications (Campbell et al., 2014, Zaharieva and Riddell, 2015) and modifying 

exercise modality and order (Yardley et al., 2012, Yardley and Sigal, 2015). However, 

chapter 4 clearly demonstrates that individuals who retain a large residual ꞵ-cell 

function have an easier time after exercise, with increased time in euglycaemia and 

reduced fluctuations in glucose. 

 

Chapter 3 demonstrated that amount of time spent completing moderate to vigorous 

activity did not predict any marker of glycaemic control during the free-living week. 

Previous studies using accelerometers have found afternoon MVPA increases the 

likelihood of nocturnal and next day hypoglycaemia (Jaggers et al., 2019, Metcalf et 

al., 2014) and increased MVPA is associated with reduced HbA1c (Cuenca‐García et 

al., 2012). In combination with other accelerometer studies, this data suggests that 

there is no clear relationship between total exercise and glycaemic control, with some 

participants able to achieve a large amount of MVPA with good glycaemic control, 

while the opposite is true for others. The data presented is not dissimilar to that found 

in meta-analyses that have explored physical activity on long term glycaemic control 

in T1D, where exercise training has no impact (Kennedy et al., 2013, Ostman et al., 

2018) or limited improvements upon HbA1c (Yardley et al., 2014a, Tonoli et al., 2012). 

Most studies have pointed towards increased energy intake or variation in exercise 

intervention to explain a lack of improvement in HbA1c. However, the large variation 

in post exercise control demonstrated in chapter 4 and the fact most active individuals 

use a trial and error approach to managing blood glucose around exercise (Dizon et 

al., 2019) likely play a role to the lack of clear benefit in HbA1c seen with increased 
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exercise. While chapter 4 highlights the role residual ꞵ-cell function plays in this inter-

individual variation in glycaemic responses to exercise, further research is needed to 

directly explore other factors that previous secondary analysis of data suggests may 

play a role. These include starting blood glucose concentration, sex, fitness and body 

composition (Riddell et al., 2019b, Al Khalifah et al., 2016, Brockman et al., 2020, 

Tagougui et al., 2019). Additionally, it is to be seen if C-peptide secretion can predict 

changes in HbA1c with exercise training. 

 

Initial evidence from chapter 4 suggests that individuals with high C-peptide may have 

more stable glucose during exercise compared to individuals with undetectable C-

peptide. However, specific research studies exploring C-peptide influences on glucose 

and substrate oxidation during exercise is needed. In chapter 4, it is speculated that 

the increased insulin sensitivity after exercise to replenish glycogen stores at the liver 

and skeletal muscle, combined with the relatively high endogenous insulin secretion 

may be the mechanism behind the improved time in euglycemic range after exercise 

in the high C-peptide group.  Residual ꞵ-cell function may also influence glycaemic 

control during exercise through a range of other mechanism. These include 

endogenous insulin secreted from the pancreas into the portal vein directly inhibiting 

hepatic glucose output during intense exercise or exercise under high glycaemic 

conditions (Trefts et al., 2015, Gonzalez et al., 2016). Individuals with higher C-peptide 

may also have some preserved counter-regulatory responses to prolonged aerobic 

exercise. Studies have demonstrated that a previous hypoglycaemic event reduces 

the adrenaline, noradrenaline, cortisol, endogenous glucose production, and lipolytic 

responses by 40–80%, and abolishes the glucagon response all together, resulting in 

a threefold increase in exogenous glucose to maintain glycaemia in both individuals 

with and without T1D (Galassetti et al., 2003, Davis et al., 2000). As an improved 

counter-regulatory glucagon and endogenous glucose production to hypoglycaemia 

has been demonstrated in higher C-peptide individuals (Zenz et al., 2018, Rickels et 

al., 2020), and individuals with T1D have an impaired counter-regulatory response to 

exercise (Schneider et al., 1991, Lee et al., 2020), residual ꞵ-cell function may 

preserve some of these counter-regulatory responses to exercise. While a differing 

population, initial evidence suggests that post islet-transplant patients who no longer 

needed exogenous insulin may have at least partially restored counter-regularity 

function in response to exercise (Yardley et al., 2019). 
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Chapter 4 demonstrates that future exercise research in individuals with T1D should 

consider level of C-peptide as a factor that may impact upon study outcomes. Since 

the beginning of this PhD in 2016, many studies investigating glycaemic control around 

exercise in individuals with T1D have failed to account for C-peptide. This has included 

studies investigating combining exercise modalities (Farinha et al., 2018), reducing 

basal insulin dosage (Zaharieva et al., 2019a), and testing closed loop insulin pumps 

for improved glycaemic control (Hanaire et al., 2020). While other studies have used 

a C-peptide level as an inclusion/exclusion criteria, this threshold is not uniform. 

Indeed, some studies have used a thresholds as high as 300 pmol/L (Moser et al., 

2017), 250 pmol/L (Moser et al., 2019a) and 230 pmol/L (Aronson et al., 2019). 

Chapter 4 demonstrated that individuals with a C-peptide >200 pmol/L had a 

substantially greater amount of time spent in euglycaemia in the hours following a bout 

of moderate intensity exercise. While the largely crossover designs of exercise 

research in individuals with T1D may offer some protection from this individual 

variation, the clear divergence in whether there is a positive or negative impact of 

exercise on parameters of glycaemic control depending on C-peptide status could 

highly influence these studies. 

The findings presented in this thesis suggest that C-peptide should be screened and 

accounted for, either in the inclusion/exclusion criteria or in further analysis. The 

UCPCR has been shown to be a convenient, non-invasive test that has a high 

sensitivity and specificity for detecting endogenous insulin secretion (94% 

sensitivity/100% specificity for a C-peptide >200 pmol/L)(Besser et al., 2011a). While 

tempting to exclude individuals with higher C-peptide, 49.3% of participants who 

volunteered for chapter 3 had detectable C-peptide levels, while 29% had a C-peptide 

level above 200 pmol/L, which this thesis demonstrated to be clinically relevant.  While 

chapter 3 was not designed to assess the C-peptide levels within the T1D population, 

previous studies have demonstrated up to 16% of individuals have a C-peptide level 

>200 pmol/L (Davis et al., 2015). Thus, only including individuals with a C-peptide level 

<200 pmol/L may result in a large proportion of the T1D population being excluded 

from research.  

Thought should also be given to inclusion of individuals who are within a few years of 

diagnosis. C-peptide levels are likely to be higher, with individuals commonly still being 
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in the honeymoon period a year from diagnosis (Schölin et al., 1999). Furthermore, 

the ability of the α-cell’s to secrete glucagon in response to hypoglycaemia are 

diminished as the duration of diabetes increases (Siafarikas et al., 2012), with 

individuals a year from diagnosis having impaired but still functioning counter-

regularity glucagon responses (Arbelaez et al., 2014). While this research explored 

hypoglycaemia, it could also potentially be true for the counter-regulatory responses 

during exercise. The very high C-peptide seen around diagnosis limits the applicability 

of research in the newly diagnosed to the wider T1D population.  

6.3 Residual ꞵ-cell function and EPCs to exercise in individuals with T1D 

Evidence clearly demonstrates the beneficial impact of residual ꞵ-cell function on 

diabetes complications (Steffes et al., 2003a, Lachin et al., 2014, Sjöberg et al., 1991, 

Panero et al., 2009, Kuhtreiber et al., 2015, Almeida et al., 2013) in a range of 

differencing T1D populations. However, the exact pathways by which increased 

residual ꞵ-cell function results in reduced complications is unknown.  

Circulating EPCs may play a role in protecting individuals with T1D from microvascular 

and macrovascular complications (Hernandez et al., 2014, Dessapt et al., 2010, 

Palombo et al., 2011, Sibal et al., 2009, Brunner et al., 2009, Loomans et al., 2004, 

Ingram et al., 2008).  Glycaemic control in individuals with T1D appears to influence 

EPCs count, with higher HbA1c associated with lower count in vivo (Loomans et al., 

2004, Hörtenhuber et al., 2013). Hyperglycaemia and glycaemic variation are also 

associated with reduced count, reduced function and increased apoptosis in vitro 

(Kränkel et al., 2005, Marchetti et al., 2006, Fadini et al., 2018, Maiorino et al., 2015). 

The data in chapter 5 demonstrated that only individuals with higher C-peptide had 

significant mobilization of these cells after exercise. However, post-exercise glucose 

was only significantly different between the high and undetectable C-peptide groups, 

with similar glucose levels between the low and high groups. Further research needs 

to explore if acute glucose level influences the resting count and the mobilisation of 

EPCs with exercise, as this may place an even greater importance on maintaining 

euglycaemia during exercise. Additionally, it would be advantages to understand how 

clinical and lifestyle factors, such as increased physical activity, influences EPCs in a 

T1D population. Restoration of ꞵ-cell function with islet transplantation has been 

shown to have a positive impact on the circulating angiogenic cells function and vitality 

although it did not increase the count in a study by Petrelli et al. (2010). There is a 
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need to disentangle any improvements in glycaemia resulting from endogenous insulin 

secretion from any potential effect of C-peptide and insulin directly impacting upon or 

mediating the effect of dysglycaemia upon EPCs. Figure 6.1 details some of the 

potential pathways that residual ꞵ-cell function could influences count and function of 

EPCs, as well as diabetic complications.  

 

 

Understanding C-peptides direct influence on the vasculature in individuals with 

residual ꞵ-cell function would also be beneficial. Currently limited data exists upon C-

peptides influence on micro and macrovascular damage, with promising signs from 

animal models (Souto et al., 2020). However, C-peptide infusion as a strategy to treat 

neuropathy in individuals with T1D has had mixed results (Wahren et al., 2016, Ekberg 

et al., 2003, Wahren et al., 2007). There is a need to explore the impact C–peptide 

has as part of a dual hormone treatment in individuals with T1D on markers of vascular 

damage and diabetes complications.   

6.4 Limitations of the studies presented in this thesis  

Specific limitation for each study are addressed within the respective chapters. The 

findings in this thesis are based upon observational acute exercise studies, which 

requires more thorough evidence before it can be considered as part of the evidence 

base. Research in this area would benefit from long term observational studies, such 

Figure 6.1 Schematic of potential pathways that residual ꞵ-cell function may influence the count and function of EPCs and 
diabetic complications. Solid lines indicate pathways that research has evidenced; hashed lines indicate hypothetical pathways 
which have yet to be researched. 
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as exploring how residual ꞵ-cell function influences the long-term glycaemic response 

to exercise training.  

Other limitations of the present studies include the length of time of data collection. 

Specifically, the gap between participants completing the free-living week and entering 

into the second study (chapter 4) could have influenced the data showing a clear 

divergence in glycaemia from the free-living period to post exercise control. 

Additionally, the research only studies one exercise model, with glycaemic, metabolic 

and vascular differences varying greatly across different types, durations and intensity 

of exercises in individuals with T1D. It remains to be seen if residual ꞵ-cell function 

has an influence during exercise and under different modalities. Research for this 

thesis was carried out and analysed by a single researcher. Especially for flow 

cytometry, which relies on a subjective gating analysis, these results could have been 

influenced by bias. Flow cytometry analysis of EPCs can be problematic, with the rare 

nature of the cells making detection difficult and results variable. A major issue with 

chapter 5 is the lack of an apoptosis marker, therefore it is likely that the resulting 

EPCs quantified may contain non-viable cells. Finally, while autoantibody data were 

collected in chapter 4 and used to screen for participants who may have had another 

type of diabetes, the main findings presented in all the chapters included all 

participants. While secondary analysis was included to make sure these participants 

did not influence the results, it was concluded that the focus of this thesis was upon 

residual ꞵ-cell function influence upon glycaemic and vascular outcomes and not T1D 

specifically.  

6.5 Conclusions  

The findings of this thesis demonstrate that residual ꞵ-cell function influences acute 

glycaemic and vascular outcomes in individuals with longer duration T1D. Increased 

C-peptide secretion is associated with improved glycaemic control under free-living 

condition and after an acute bout of exercise, as well as increasing the count of 

circulating EPCs that are mobilised with exercise.  

 

 

 



179 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chapter 7. References 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



180 
 

7. Chapter 7. References 

ABDUL‐RASOUL, M., HABIB, H. & AL‐KHOULY, M. 2006. ‘The honeymoon phase’in 
children with type 1 diabetes mellitus: frequency, duration, and influential 
factors. Pediatric diabetes, 7, 101-107. 

ABIOLA, D., SATHYAPALAN, T. & HEPBURN, D. 2016. Management of type 1 and 
type 2 diabetes requiring insulin. Prescriber, 27, 50-57. 

ABRAHAM, M. B., DAVEY, R. J., COOPER, M. N., PARAMALINGAM, N., O'GRADY, 
M. J., LY, T. T., JONES, T. W., FOURNIER, P. A. & DAVIS, E. A. 2017. 
Reproducibility of the plasma glucose response to moderate-intensity exercise 
in adolescents with Type 1 diabetes. Diabet Med, 34, 1291-1295. 

ACHENBACH, P., HUMMEL, M., THUMER, L., BOERSCHMANN, H., HOFELMANN, 
D. & ZIEGLER, A. G. 2013. Characteristics of rapid vs slow progression to type 
1 diabetes in multiple islet autoantibody-positive children. Diabetologia, 56, 
1615-22. 

ACKAH, E., YU, J., ZOELLNER, S., IWAKIRI, Y., SKURK, C., SHIBATA, R., OUCHI, 
N., EASTON, R. M., GALASSO, G. & BIRNBAUM, M. J. 2005. Akt1/protein 
kinase Bα is critical for ischemic and VEGF-mediated angiogenesis. The 
Journal of clinical investigation, 115, 2119-2127. 

ADAIR, T. H. & MONTANI, J.-P. 2010. Overview of angiogenesis. Angiogenesis, 1-8. 
ADAMS, V., LENK, K., LINKE, A., LENZ, D., ERBS, S., SANDRI, M., TARNOK, A., 

GIELEN, S., EMMRICH, F., SCHULER, G. & HAMBRECHT, R. 2004. Increase 
of circulating endothelial progenitor cells in patients with coronary artery 
disease after exercise-induced ischemia. Arterioscler Thromb Vasc Biol, 24, 
684-90. 

ADAMS, V., LINKE, A., BREUCKMANN, F., LEINEWEBER, K., ERBS, S., KRANKEL, 
N., BROCKER-PREUSS, M., WOITEK, F., ERBEL, R., HEUSCH, G., 
HAMBRECHT, R., SCHULER, G. & MOHLENKAMP, S. 2008. Circulating 
progenitor cells decrease immediately after marathon race in advanced-age 
marathon runners. Eur J Cardiovasc Prev Rehabil, 15, 602-7. 

ADMON, G., WEINSTEIN, Y., FALK, B., WEINTROB, N., BENZAQUEN, H., OFAN, 
R., FAYMAN, G., ZIGEL, L., CONSTANTINI, N. & PHILLIP, M. 2005. Exercise 
with and without an insulin pump among children and adolescents with type 1 
diabetes mellitus. Pediatrics, 116, e348-e355. 

ADOLFSSON, P., RIDDELL, M. C., TAPLIN, C. E., DAVIS, E. A., FOURNIER, P. A., 
ANNAN, F., SCARAMUZZA, A. E., HASNANI, D. & HOFER, S. E. 2018. ISPAD 
Clinical Practice Consensus Guidelines 2018: Exercise in children and 
adolescents with diabetes. Pediatr Diabetes, 19 Suppl 27, 205-226. 

AHMED, F. W., RIDER, R., GLANVILLE, M., NARAYANAN, K., RAZVI, S. & 
WEAVER, J. U. 2016. Metformin improves circulating endothelial cells and 
endothelial progenitor cells in type 1 diabetes: MERIT study. Cardiovasc 
Diabetol, 15, 116. 

AICHER, A., HEESCHEN, C., MILDNER-RIHM, C., URBICH, C., IHLING, C., 
TECHNAU-IHLING, K., ZEIHER, A. M. & DIMMELER, S. 2003. Essential role 
of endothelial nitric oxide synthase for mobilization of stem and progenitor cells. 
Nat Med, 9, 1370-6. 

AICHER, A., ZEIHER, A. M. & DIMMELER, S. 2005. Mobilizing endothelial progenitor 
cells. Hypertension, 45, 321-5. 

AL KHALIFAH, R. A., SUPPERE, C., HAIDAR, A., RABASA-LHORET, R., 
LADOUCEUR, M. & LEGAULT, L. 2016. Association of aerobic fitness level 



181 
 

with exercise-induced hypoglycaemia in Type 1 diabetes. Diabet Med, 33, 
1686-1690. 

ALJADA, A., GHANIM, H., MOHANTY, P., KAPUR, N. & DANDONA, P. 2002. Insulin 
inhibits the pro-inflammatory transcription factor early growth response gene-1 
(Egr)-1 expression in mononuclear cells (MNC) and reduces plasma tissue 
factor (TF) and plasminogen activator inhibitor-1 (PAI-1) concentrations. The 
Journal of Clinical Endocrinology & Metabolism, 87, 1419-1422. 

ALJADA, A., SAADEH, R., ASSIAN, E., GHANIM, H. & DANDONA, P. 2000. Insulin 
inhibits the expression of intercellular adhesion molecule-1 by human aortic 
endothelial cells through stimulation of nitric oxide. The Journal of Clinical 
Endocrinology & Metabolism, 85, 2572-2575. 

ALMEIDA, M. H., DANTAS, J. R., BARONE, B., SERFATY, F. M., KUPFER, R., 
ALBERNAZ, M., BENCKE, M. R., ZAJDENVERG, L., RODACKI, M. & 
OLIVEIRA, J. E. 2013. Residual C-peptide in patients with Type 1 diabetes and 
multiethnic backgrounds. Clinics (Sao Paulo), 68, 123-6. 

ALVES, M. T., ORTIZ, M. M. O., DOS REIS, G., DUSSE, L. M. S., CARVALHO, M. D. 
G., FERNANDES, A. P. & GOMES, K. B. 2019. The dual effect of C-peptide on 
cellular activation and atherosclerosis: Protective or not? Diabetes Metab Res 
Rev, 35, e3071. 

AMBASTA, R. K., KOHLI, H. & KUMAR, P. 2017. Multiple therapeutic effect of 
endothelial progenitor cell regulated by drugs in diabetes and diabetes related 
disorder. J Transl Med, 15, 185. 

AMERICAN DIABETES, A. 2010. Diagnosis and classification of diabetes mellitus. 
Diabetes care, 33, S62-S69. 

ANDERSON, M. S. & BLUESTONE, J. A. 2005. The NOD mouse: a model of immune 
dysregulation. Annu Rev Immunol, 23, 447-85. 

ANDREOU, I., TOUSOULIS, D., TENTOLOURIS, C., ANTONIADES, C. & 
STEFANADIS, C. 2006. Potential role of endothelial progenitor cells in the 
pathophysiology of heart failure: clinical implications and perspectives. 
Atherosclerosis, 189, 247-254. 

ANDRIQUE, L., RECHER, G., NASSOY, P. & BIKFALVI, A. 2020. Postnatal 
vasculogenesis. Tumor Vascularization, 101. 

ANNUZZI, G., RICCARDI, G., CAPALDO, B. & KAIJSER, L. 1991. Increased insulin-
stimulated glucose uptake by exercised human muscles one day after 
prolonged physical exercise. Eur J Clin Invest, 21, 6-12. 

AOKI, Y. 1991. Variation of endogenous insulin secretion in association with treatment 
status: assessment by serum C-peptide and modified urinary C-peptide. 
Diabetes Res Clin Pract, 14, 165-73. 

ARBELAEZ, A. M., XING, D., CRYER, P. E., KOLLMAN, C., BECK, R. W., SHERR, 
J., RUEDY, K. J., TAMBORLANE, W. V., MAURAS, N. & TSALIKIAN, E. 2014. 
Blunted glucagon but not epinephrine responses to hypoglycemia occurs in 
youth with less than 1 yr duration of type 1 diabetes mellitus. Pediatric diabetes, 
15, 127-134. 

ARCANGELI, A., LASTRAIOLI, E., PICCINI, B., D’AMICO, M., LENZI, L., PILLOZZI, 
S., CALABRESE, M., TONI, S. & ARCANGELI, A. 2017. Circulating endothelial 
progenitor cells in type 1 diabetic patients: relation with patients’ age and 
disease duration. Frontiers in endocrinology, 8, 278. 

ARIF, S., LEETE, P., NGUYEN, V., MARKS, K., NOR, N. M., ESTORNINHO, M., 
KRONENBERG-VERSTEEG, D., BINGLEY, P. J., TODD, J. A., GUY, C., 
DUNGER, D. B., POWRIE, J., WILLCOX, A., FOULIS, A. K., RICHARDSON, 



182 
 

S. J., DE RINALDIS, E., MORGAN, N. G., LORENC, A. & PEAKMAN, M. 2014. 
Blood and islet phenotypes indicate immunological heterogeneity in type 1 
diabetes. Diabetes, 63, 3835-45. 

ARONOFF, S. L., BERKOWITZ, K., SHREINER, B. & WANT, L. 2004. Glucose 
metabolism and regulation: beyond insulin and glucagon. Diabetes Spectrum, 
17, 183-190. 

ARONSON, R., BROWN, R. E., LI, A. & RIDDELL, M. C. 2019. Optimal insulin 
correction factor in post–high-intensity exercise hyperglycemia in adults with 
type 1 diabetes: the FIT study. Diabetes Care, 42, 10-16. 

ASAHARA, T., KAWAMOTO, A. & MASUDA, H. 2011. Concise review: Circulating 
endothelial progenitor cells for vascular medicine. Stem Cells, 29, 1650-5. 

ASAHARA, T., MASUDA, H., TAKAHASHI, T., KALKA, C., PASTORE, C., SILVER, 
M., KEARNE, M., MAGNER, M. & ISNER, J. M. 1999a. Bone marrow origin of 
endothelial progenitor cells responsible for postnatal vasculogenesis in 
physiological and pathological neovascularization. Circ Res, 85, 221-8. 

ASAHARA, T., MUROHARA, T., SULLIVAN, A., SILVER, M., VAN DER ZEE, R., LI, 
T., WITZENBICHLER, B., SCHATTEMAN, G. & ISNER, J. M. 1997. Isolation 
of putative progenitor endothelial cells for angiogenesis. Science, 275, 964-7. 

ASAHARA, T., TAKAHASHI, T., MASUDA, H., KALKA, C., CHEN, D., IWAGURO, H., 
INAI, Y., SILVER, M. & ISNER, J. M. 1999b. VEGF contributes to postnatal 
neovascularization by mobilizing bone marrow-derived endothelial progenitor 
cells. EMBO J, 18, 3964-72. 

ASSOCIATION, A. D. 2006. Prevention of hypoglycemia during exercise in children 
with type 1 diabetes by suspending basal insulin. Diabetes care, 29, 2200-2204. 

ASSOCIATION, A. D. 2018. 2. Classification and diagnosis of diabetes: standards of 
medical care in diabetes—2018. Diabetes care, 41, S13-S27. 

ASTLES, J. R., SEDOR, F. A. & TOFFALETTI, J. G. 1996. Evaluation of the YSI 2300 
glucose analyzer: algorithm-corrected results are accurate and specific. Clin 
Biochem, 29, 27-31. 

ATKINSON, M. A. & EISENBARTH, G. S. 2001. Type 1 diabetes: new perspectives 
on disease pathogenesis and treatment. Lancet, 358, 221-9. 

BACH, J. F. & CHATENOUD, L. 2012. The hygiene hypothesis: an explanation for the 
increased frequency of insulin-dependent diabetes. Cold Spring Harb Perspect 
Med, 2, a007799. 

BAILEY, T. S., AHMANN, A., BRAZG, R., CHRISTIANSEN, M., GARG, S., WATKINS, 
E., WELSH, J. B. & LEE, S. W. 2014. Accuracy and acceptability of the 6-day 
Enlite continuous subcutaneous glucose sensor. Diabetes Technol Ther, 16, 
277-83. 

BAILEY, T. S., CHANG, A. & CHRISTIANSEN, M. 2015. Clinical accuracy of a 
continuous glucose monitoring system with an advanced algorithm. J Diabetes 
Sci Technol, 9, 209-14. 

BALLY, L., THABIT, H., KOJZAR, H., MADER, J. K., QERIMI-HYSENI, J., 
HARTNELL, S., TAUSCHMANN, M., ALLEN, J. M., WILINSKA, M. E., PIEBER, 
T. R., EVANS, M. L. & HOVORKA, R. 2017. Day-and-night glycaemic control 
with closed-loop insulin delivery versus conventional insulin pump therapy in 
free-living adults with well controlled type 1 diabetes: an open-label, 
randomised, crossover study. Lancet Diabetes Endocrinol, 5, 261-270. 

BALLY, L., ZUEGER, T., BUEHLER, T., DOKUMACI, A. S., SPECK, C., PASI, N., 
CILLER, C., PAGANINI, D., FELLER, K., LOHER, H., ROSSET, R., WILHELM, 
M., TAPPY, L., BOESCH, C. & STETTLER, C. 2016. Metabolic and hormonal 



183 
 

response to intermittent high-intensity and continuous moderate intensity 
exercise in individuals with type 1 diabetes: a randomised crossover study. 
Diabetologia, 59, 776-84. 

BANNO, K. & YODER, M. C. 2018. Tissue regeneration using endothelial colony-
forming cells: promising cells for vascular repair. Pediatric research, 83, 283-
290. 

BARDSLEY, J. K. & WANT, L. L. 2004. Overview of diabetes. Crit Care Nurs Q, 27, 
106-12. 

BARKER, A., LAURIA, A., SCHLOOT, N., HOSSZUFALUSI, N., LUDVIGSSON, J., 
MATHIEU, C., MAURICIO, D., NORDWALL, M., VAN DER SCHUEREN, B., 
MANDRUP-POULSEN, T., SCHERBAUM, W. A., WEETS, I., GORUS, F. K., 
WAREHAM, N., LESLIE, R. D. & POZZILLI, P. 2014. Age-dependent decline 
of beta-cell function in type 1 diabetes after diagnosis: a multi-centre 
longitudinal study. Diabetes Obes Metab, 16, 262-7. 

BARKER, J. M., BARRIGA, K. J., YU, L., MIAO, D., ERLICH, H. A., NORRIS, J. M., 
EISENBARTH, G. S., REWERS, M. & DIABETES AUTOIMMUNITY STUDY IN 
THE, Y. 2004. Prediction of autoantibody positivity and progression to type 1 
diabetes: Diabetes Autoimmunity Study in the Young (DAISY). J Clin 
Endocrinol Metab, 89, 3896-902. 

BARNETT, A. H. 2003. A review of basal insulins. Diabet Med, 20, 873-85. 
BARON, A. D. 1994. Hemodynamic actions of insulin. Am J Physiol, 267, E187-202. 
BATTELINO, T., DANNE, T., BERGENSTAL, R. M., AMIEL, S. A., BECK, R., 

BIESTER, T., BOSI, E., BUCKINGHAM, B. A., CEFALU, W. T., CLOSE, K. L., 
COBELLI, C., DASSAU, E., DEVRIES, J. H., DONAGHUE, K. C., DOVC, K., 
DOYLE, F. J., 3RD, GARG, S., GRUNBERGER, G., HELLER, S., 
HEINEMANN, L., HIRSCH, I. B., HOVORKA, R., JIA, W., KORDONOURI, O., 
KOVATCHEV, B., KOWALSKI, A., LAFFEL, L., LEVINE, B., MAYOROV, A., 
MATHIEU, C., MURPHY, H. R., NIMRI, R., NORGAARD, K., PARKIN, C. G., 
RENARD, E., RODBARD, D., SABOO, B., SCHATZ, D., STONER, K., 
URAKAMI, T., WEINZIMER, S. A. & PHILLIP, M. 2019. Clinical Targets for 
Continuous Glucose Monitoring Data Interpretation: Recommendations From 
the International Consensus on Time in Range. Diabetes Care, 42, 1593-1603. 

BEBU, I., SCHADE, D., BRAFFETT, B., KOSIBOROD, M., LOPES-VIRELLA, M., 
SOLIMAN, E. Z., HERMAN, W. H., BLUEMKE, D. A., WALLIA, A., ORCHARD, 
T., LACHIN, J. M. & GROUP, D. E. R. 2020. Risk Factors for First and 
Subsequent CVD Events in Type 1 Diabetes: The DCCT/EDIC Study. Diabetes 
Care, 43, 867-874. 

BECK, R. W., TAMBORLANE, W. V., BERGENSTAL, R. M., MILLER, K. M., 
DUBOSE, S. N., HALL, C. A. & NETWORK, T. D. E. C. 2012. The T1D 
Exchange clinic registry. J Clin Endocrinol Metab, 97, 4383-9. 

BERHAN, Y., WAERNBAUM, I., LIND, T., MOLLSTEN, A., DAHLQUIST, G. & 
SWEDISH CHILDHOOD DIABETES STUDY, G. 2011. Thirty years of 
prospective nationwide incidence of childhood type 1 diabetes: the accelerating 
increase by time tends to level off in Sweden. Diabetes, 60, 577-81. 

BESSER, R. E., LUDVIGSSON, J., JONES, A. G., MCDONALD, T. J., SHIELDS, B. 
M., KNIGHT, B. A. & HATTERSLEY, A. T. 2011a. Urine C-peptide creatinine 
ratio is a noninvasive alternative to the mixed-meal tolerance test in children 
and adults with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes care, 34, 607-609. 

BESSER, R. E., SHEPHERD, M. H., MCDONALD, T. J., SHIELDS, B. M., KNIGHT, 
B. A., ELLARD, S. & HATTERSLEY, A. T. 2011b. Urinary C-peptide creatinine 



184 
 

ratio is a practical outpatient tool for identifying hepatocyte nuclear factor 1-
α/hepatocyte nuclear factor 4-α maturity-onset diabetes of the young from long-
duration type 1 diabetes. Diabetes care, 34, 286-291. 

BESSER, R. E., SHIELDS, B. M., HAMMERSLEY, S. E., COLCLOUGH, K., 
MCDONALD, T. J., GRAY, Z., HEYWOOD, J. J., BARRETT, T. G. & 
HATTERSLEY, A. T. 2013. Home urine C‐peptide creatinine ratio (UCPCR) 
testing can identify type 2 and MODY in pediatric diabetes. Pediatric diabetes, 
14, 181-188. 

BHATIA, V. & WOLFSDORF, J. I. 1991. Severe hypoglycemia in youth with insulin-
dependent diabetes mellitus: frequency and causative factors. Pediatrics, 88, 
1187-93. 

BIANKIN, S. A., JENKINS, A. B., CAMPBELL, L. V., CHOI, K. L., FORREST, Q. G. & 
CHISHOLM, D. J. 2003. Target-seeking behavior of plasma glucose with 
exercise in type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Care, 26, 297-301. 

BIEBACK, K., VINCI, M., ELVERS-HORNUNG, S., BARTOL, A., GLOE, T., 
CZABANKA, M., KLUTER, H., AUGUSTIN, H. & VAJKOCZY, P. 2013. 
Recruitment of human cord blood-derived endothelial colony-forming cells to 
sites of tumor angiogenesis. Cytotherapy, 15, 726-39. 

BINGLEY, P. J., CHRISTIE, M. R., BONIFACIO, E., BONFANTI, R., SHATTOCK, M., 
FONTE, M. T., BOTTAZZO, G. F. & GALE, E. A. 1994. Combined analysis of 
autoantibodies improves prediction of IDDM in islet cell antibody-positive 
relatives. Diabetes, 43, 1304-10. 

BJORKMAN, O., MILES, P., WASSERMAN, D., LICKLEY, L. & VRANIC, M. 1988. 
Regulation of glucose turnover during exercise in pancreatectomized, totally 
insulin-deficient dogs. Effects of beta-adrenergic blockade. J Clin Invest, 81, 
1759-67. 

BLUESTONE, J. A., HEROLD, K. & EISENBARTH, G. 2010. Genetics, pathogenesis 
and clinical interventions in type [thinsp] 1 diabetes. Nature, 464, 1293-1300. 

BOGARDUS, C., THUILLEZ, P., RAVUSSIN, E., VASQUEZ, B., NARIMIGA, M. & 
AZHAR, S. 1983. Effect of muscle glycogen depletion on in vivo insulin action 
in man. J Clin Invest, 72, 1605-10. 

BOHN, B., HERBST, A., PFEIFER, M., KRAKOW, D., ZIMNY, S., KOPP, F., 
MELMER, A., STEINACKER, J. M., HOLL, R. W. & INITIATIVE, D. P. V. 2015. 
Impact of Physical Activity on Glycemic Control and Prevalence of 
Cardiovascular Risk Factors in Adults With Type 1 Diabetes: A Cross-sectional 
Multicenter Study of 18,028 Patients. Diabetes Care, 38, 1536-43. 

BOLINDER, J., ANTUNA, R., GEELHOED-DUIJVESTIJN, P., KROGER, J. & 
WEITGASSER, R. 2016. Novel glucose-sensing technology and 
hypoglycaemia in type 1 diabetes: a multicentre, non-masked, randomised 
controlled trial. Lancet, 388, 2254-2263. 

BOLLI, G. B. 2006. Insulin treatment in type 1 diabetes. Endocr Pract, 12 Suppl 1, 
105-9. 

BONSIGNORE, M. R., MORICI, G., RICCIONI, R., HUERTAS, A., PETRUCCI, E., 
VECA, M., MARIANI, G., BONANNO, A., CHIMENTI, L., GIOIA, M., PALANGE, 
P. & TESTA, U. 2010. Hemopoietic and angiogenetic progenitors in healthy 
athletes: different responses to endurance and maximal exercise. J Appl 
Physiol (1985), 109, 60-7. 

BOSCARI, F., D’ANNA, M., BONORA, B., TRESSO, S., CAPPELLARI, R., 
AVOGARO, A., BRUTTOMESSO, D. & FADINI, G. 2020. Effects of glucose 



185 
 

variability on hematopoietic stem/progenitor cells in patients with type 1 
diabetes. Journal of Endocrinological Investigation, 1-8. 

BOULTON, A. J., VINIK, A. I., AREZZO, J. C., BRIL, V., FELDMAN, E. L., FREEMAN, 
R., MALIK, R. A., MASER, R. E., SOSENKO, J. M., ZIEGLER, D. & AMERICAN 
DIABETES, A. 2005. Diabetic neuropathies: a statement by the American 
Diabetes Association. Diabetes Care, 28, 956-62. 

BOWMAN, P., MCDONALD, T. J., SHIELDS, B., KNIGHT, B. A. & HATTERSLEY, A. 
T. 2012. Validation of a single‐sample urinary C‐peptide creatinine ratio as a 
reproducible alternative to serum C‐peptide in patients with Type 2 diabetes. 
Diabetic medicine, 29, 90-93. 

BRADLEY, S. J., KINGWELL, B. A. & MCCONELL, G. K. 1999. Nitric oxide synthase 
inhibition reduces leg glucose uptake but not blood flow during dynamic 
exercise in humans. Diabetes, 48, 1815-1821. 

BRAZEAU, A.-S., RABASA-LHORET, R., STRYCHAR, I. & MIRCESCU, H. 2008. 
Barriers to physical activity among patients with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes care, 
31, 2108-2109. 

BRIERLEY, E., BROUGHTON, D., JAMES, O. & ALBERTI, K. 1995. Reduced 
awareness of hypoglycaemia in the elderly despite an intact counter-regulatory 
response. QJM: An International Journal of Medicine, 88, 439-445. 

BRISTOW, A. F. & DAS, R. E. 1988. WHO international reference reagents for human 
proinsulin and human insulin C-peptide. J Biol Stand, 16, 179-86. 

BROCKMAN, N. K., SIGAL, R. J., KENNY, G. P., RIDDELL, M. C., PERKINS, B. A. & 
YARDLEY, J. E. 2020. Sex-Related Differences in Blood Glucose Responses 
to Resistance Exercise in Adults With Type 1 Diabetes: A Secondary Data 
Analysis. Can J Diabetes, 44, 267-273 e1. 

BROOKS, A. M., ORAM, R., HOME, P., STEEN, N. & SHAW, J. A. 2015. 
Demonstration of an intrinsic relationship between endogenous C-peptide 
concentration and determinants of glycemic control in type 1 diabetes following 
islet transplantation. Diabetes care, 38, 105-112. 

BROWN, A. 2018. factors that affect blood glucose?! A surprising update [Online]. 
Available: https://diatribe.org/42factors [Accessed]. 

BROWN, R. J., SINAII, N. & ROTHER, K. I. 2008. Too much glucagon, too little insulin: 
time course of pancreatic islet dysfunction in new-onset type 1 diabetes. 
Diabetes care, 31, 1403-1404. 

BROWNLEE, M. 2005. The pathobiology of diabetic complications: a unifying 
mechanism. Diabetes, 54, 1615-25. 

BRUCE, R. A., KUSUMI, F. & HOSMER, D. 1973. Maximal oxygen intake and 
nomographic assessment of functional aerobic impairment in cardiovascular 
disease. Am Heart J, 85, 546-62. 

BRUNDIN, T. 1999. Splanchnic and extrasplanchnic extraction of insulin following oral 
and intravenous glucose loads. Clin Sci (Lond), 97, 429-36. 

BRUNNER, S., SCHERNTHANER, G.-H., SATLER, M., ELHENICKY, M., 
HOELLERL, F., SCHMID-KUBISTA, K. E., ZEILER, F., BINDER, S. & 
SCHERNTHANER, G. 2009. Correlation of different circulating endothelial 
progenitor cells to stages of diabetic retinopathy: first in vivo data. Investigative 
ophthalmology & visual science, 50, 392-398. 

BRUNO, G., RUNZO, C., CAVALLO-PERIN, P., MERLETTI, F., RIVETTI, M., 
PINACH, S., NOVELLI, G., TROVATI, M., CERUTTI, F. & PAGANO, G. 2005. 
Incidence of Type 1 and Type 2 Diabetes in Adults Aged 30–49 Years The 

https://diatribe.org/42factors


186 
 

population-based registry in the province of Turin, Italy. Diabetes care, 28, 
2613-2619. 

BRUYNDONCKX, L., HOYMANS, V. Y., FREDERIX, G., DE GUCHTENAERE, A., 
FRANCKX, H., VISSERS, D. K., VRINTS, C. J., RAMET, J. & CONRAADS, V. 
M. 2014. Endothelial progenitor cells and endothelial microparticles are 
independent predictors of endothelial function. J Pediatr, 165, 300-5. 

BRYDEN, K. S., DUNGER, D. B., MAYOU, R. A., PEVELER, R. C. & NEIL, H. A. 2003. 
Poor prognosis of young adults with type 1 diabetes: a longitudinal study. 
Diabetes Care, 26, 1052-7. 

BUCKINGHAM, B., CHENG, P., BECK, R. W., KOLLMAN, C., RUEDY, K. J., 
WEINZIMER, S. A., SLOVER, R., BREMER, A. A., FUQUA, J. & 
TAMBORLANE, W. 2015. CGM-measured glucose values have a strong 
correlation with C-peptide, HbA 1c and IDAAC, but do poorly in predicting C-
peptide levels in the two years following onset of diabetes. Diabetologia, 58, 
1167-1174. 

BURKE, A. P., KOLODGIE, F. D., ZIESKE, A., FOWLER, D. R., WEBER, D. K., 
VARGHESE, P. J., FARB, A. & VIRMANI, R. 2004. Morphologic findings of 
coronary atherosclerotic plaques in diabetics: a postmortem study. Arterioscler 
Thromb Vasc Biol, 24, 1266-71. 

BUSE, J. B., GINSBERG, H. N., BAKRIS, G. L., CLARK, N. G., COSTA, F., ECKEL, 
R., FONSECA, V., GERSTEIN, H. C., GRUNDY, S. & NESTO, R. W. 2007. 
Primary prevention of cardiovascular diseases in people with diabetes mellitus. 
Diabetes care, 30, 162-172. 

BUSSAU, V., FERREIRA, L., JONES, T. & FOURNIER, P. 2007. A 10-s sprint 
performed prior to moderate-intensity exercise prevents early post-exercise fall 
in glycaemia in individuals with type 1 diabetes. Diabetologia, 50, 1815-1818. 

BUSSAU, V. A., FERREIRA, L. D., JONES, T. W. & FOURNIER, P. A. 2006. The 10-
s maximal sprint: a novel approach to counter an exercise-mediated fall in 
glycemia in individuals with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes care, 29, 601-606. 

BUTLER, A., GALASSO, R., MEIER, J., BASU, R., RIZZA, R. & BUTLER, P. 2007. 
Modestly increased beta cell apoptosis but no increased beta cell replication in 
recent-onset type 1 diabetic patients who died of diabetic ketoacidosis. 
Diabetologia, 50, 2323-2331. 

CAMACHO, R. C., GALASSETTI, P., DAVIS, S. N. & WASSERMAN, D. H. 2005. 
Glucoregulation during and after exercise in health and insulin-dependent 
diabetes. Exerc Sport Sci Rev, 33, 17-23. 

CAMPAIGNE, B., LANDT, K., MELLIES, M., JAMES, F., GLUECK, C. & SPERLING, 
M. 1985. The effects of physical training on blood lipid profiles in adolescents 
with insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus. The Physician and sportsmedicine, 
13, 83-89. 

CAMPAIGNE, B. N., GILLIAM, T. B., SPENCER, M. L., LAMPMAN, R. M. & SCHORK, 
M. A. 1984. Effects of a physical activity program on metabolic control and 
cardiovascular fitness in children with insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus. 
Diabetes Care, 7, 57-62. 

CAMPBELL-THOMPSON, M., WASSERFALL, C., MONTGOMERY, E. L., 
ATKINSON, M. A. & KADDIS, J. S. 2012. Pancreas Organ Weight in Individuals 
With Disease-Associated Autoantibodies at Risk for Type 1 Diabetes. JAMA, 
308, 2337-2339. 

CAMPBELL, M. D., WALKER, M., BRACKEN, R. M., TURNER, D., STEVENSON, E. 
J., GONZALEZ, J. T., SHAW, J. A. & WEST, D. J. 2015a. Insulin therapy and 



187 
 

dietary adjustments to normalize glycemia and prevent nocturnal hypoglycemia 
after evening exercise in type 1 diabetes: a randomized controlled trial. BMJ 
Open Diabetes Research and Care, 3. 

CAMPBELL, M. D., WALKER, M., BRACKEN, R. M., TURNER, D., STEVENSON, E. 
J., GONZALEZ, J. T., SHAW, J. A. & WEST, D. J. 2015b. Insulin therapy and 
dietary adjustments to normalize glycemia and prevent nocturnal hypoglycemia 
after evening exercise in type 1 diabetes: a randomized controlled trial. BMJ 
Open Diabetes Res Care, 3, e000085. 

CAMPBELL, M. D., WALKER, M., KING, D., GONZALEZ, J. T., ALLERTON, D., 
STEVENSON, E. J., SHAW, J. A. & WEST, D. J. 2016. Carbohydrate counting 
at meal time followed by a small secondary postprandial bolus injection at 3 
hours prevents late hyperglycemia, without hypoglycemia, after a high-
carbohydrate, high-fat meal in type 1 diabetes. Diabetes care, 39, e141-e142. 

CAMPBELL, M. D., WALKER, M., TRENELL, M. I., STEVENSON, E. J., TURNER, D., 
BRACKEN, R. M., SHAW, J. A. & WEST, D. J. 2014. A Low–Glycemic Index 
Meal and Bedtime Snack Prevents Postprandial Hyperglycemia and 
Associated Rises in Inflammatory Markers, Providing Protection From Early but 
Not Late Nocturnal Hypoglycemia Following Evening Exercise in Type 1 
Diabetes. Diabetes care, 37, 1845-1853. 

CAPPON, G., ACCIAROLI, G., VETTORETTI, M., FACCHINETTI, A. & SPARACINO, 
G. 2017. Wearable continuous glucose monitoring sensors: a revolution in 
diabetes treatment. Electronics, 6, 65. 

CARTEE, G. D., YOUNG, D. A., SLEEPER, M. D., ZIERATH, J., WALLBERG-
HENRIKSSON, H. & HOLLOSZY, J. O. 1989. Prolonged increase in insulin-
stimulated glucose transport in muscle after exercise. Am J Physiol, 256, E494-
9. 

CASE, J., MEAD, L. E., BESSLER, W. K., PRATER, D., WHITE, H. A., 
SAADATZADEH, M. R., BHAVSAR, J. R., YODER, M. C., HANELINE, L. S. & 
INGRAM, D. A. 2007. Human CD34+ AC133+ VEGFR-2+ cells are not 
endothelial progenitor cells but distinct, primitive hematopoietic progenitors. 
Experimental hematology, 35, 1109-1118. 

CASPERSEN, C. J., POWELL, K. E. & CHRISTENSON, G. M. 1985. Physical activity, 
exercise, and physical fitness: definitions and distinctions for health-related 
research. Public Health Rep, 100, 126-31. 

CAVALOT, F. 2013. Do data in the literature indicate that glycaemic variability is a 
clinical problem? Glycaemic variability and vascular complications of diabetes. 
Diabetes, Obesity and Metabolism, 15, 3-8. 

CERIELLO, A. & KILPATRICK, E. S. 2013. Glycemic variability: both sides of the story. 
Diabetes Care, 36, S272-S275. 

CERIELLO, A., NOVIALS, A., ORTEGA, E., LA SALA, L., PUJADAS, G., TESTA, R., 
BONFIGLI, A. R., ESPOSITO, K. & GIUGLIANO, D. 2012. Evidence that 
hyperglycemia after recovery from hypoglycemia worsens endothelial function 
and increases oxidative stress and inflammation in healthy control subjects and 
subjects with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes, 61, 2993-2997. 

CESARI, F., NENCINI, P., NESI, M., CAPORALE, R., GIUSTI, B., ABBATE, R., GORI, 
A. M. & INZITARI, D. 2009. Bone marrow-derived progenitor cells in the early 
phase of ischemic stroke: relation with stroke severity and discharge outcome. 
J Cereb Blood Flow Metab, 29, 1983-90. 

CHANG, E., PATERNO, J., DUSCHER, D., MAAN, Z. N., CHEN, J. S., JANUSZYK, 
M., RODRIGUES, M., RENNERT, R. C., BISHOP, S. & WHITMORE, A. J. 



188 
 

2015. Exercise Induces SDF-1 Mediated Release of Endothelial Progenitor 
Cells with Increased Vasculogenic Function. Plastic and reconstructive surgery, 
135, 340e. 

CHASSIN, L. J., WILINSKA, M. E. & HOVORKA, R. 2007. Intense exercise in type 1 
diabetes: exploring the role of continuous glucose monitoring. J Diabetes Sci 
Technol, 1, 570-3. 

CHATURVEDI, N., SJOELIE, A. K., PORTA, M., ALDINGTON, S. J., FULLER, J. H., 
SONGINI, M., KOHNER, E. M. & STUDY, E. P. C. 2001. Markers of insulin 
resistance are strong risk factors for retinopathy incidence in type 1 diabetes. 
Diabetes Care, 24, 284-9. 

CHAUDHURI, A., JANICKE, D., WILSON, M. F., TRIPATHY, D., GARG, R., 
BANDYOPADHYAY, A., CALIERI, J., HOFFMEYER, D., SYED, T. & GHANIM, 
H. 2004. Anti-inflammatory and profibrinolytic effect of insulin in acute ST-
segment–elevation myocardial infarction. Circulation, 109, 849-854. 

CHEN, C., COHRS, C. M., STERTMANN, J., BOZSAK, R. & SPEIER, S. 2017. Human 
beta cell mass and function in diabetes: Recent advances in knowledge and 
technologies to understand disease pathogenesis. Mol Metab, 6, 943-957. 

CHEN, Y.-H., LIN, S.-J., LIN, F.-Y., WU, T.-C., TSAO, C.-R., HUANG, P.-H., LIU, P.-
L., CHEN, Y.-L. & CHEN, J.-W. 2007. High glucose impairs early and late 
endothelial progenitor cells by modifying nitric oxide–related but not oxidative 
stress–mediated mechanisms. Diabetes, 56, 1559-1568. 

CHENG, J., BAUMHUETER, S., CACALANO, G., CARVER-MOORE, K., 
THIBODEAUX, H., THOMAS, R., BROXMEYER, H. E., COOPER, S., HAGUE, 
N., MOORE, M. & LASKY, L. A. 1996. Hematopoietic defects in mice lacking 
the sialomucin CD34. Blood, 87, 479-90. 

CHIARELLI, F. & MARCOVECCHIO, M. L. 2013. The molecular mechanisms 
underlying diabetic complications. International journal of pediatric 
endocrinology, 2013, O1. 

CHIMEN, M., KENNEDY, A., NIRANTHARAKUMAR, K., PANG, T., ANDREWS, R. & 
NARENDRAN, P. 2012a. What are the health benefits of physical activity in 
type 1 diabetes mellitus? A literature review. Diabetologia, 55, 542-551. 

CHIMEN, M., KENNEDY, A., NIRANTHARAKUMAR, K., PANG, T. T., ANDREWS, R. 
& NARENDRAN, P. 2012b. What are the health benefits of physical activity in 
type 1 diabetes mellitus? A literature review. Diabetologia, 55, 542-551. 

CHINSOMBOON, J., RUAS, J., GUPTA, R. K., THOM, R., SHOAG, J., ROWE, G. C., 
SAWADA, N., RAGHURAM, S. & ARANY, Z. 2009. The transcriptional 
coactivator PGC-1α mediates exercise-induced angiogenesis in skeletal 
muscle. Proceedings of the national academy of sciences, 106, 21401-21406. 

CHOI, J. K., MOON, K. M., JUNG, S. Y., KIM, J. Y., CHOI, S. H., KIM, D. Y., KANG, 
S., CHU, C. W. & KWON, S. M. 2014. Regular exercise training increases the 
number of endothelial progenitor cells and decreases homocysteine levels in 
healthy peripheral blood. Korean J Physiol Pharmacol, 18, 163-8. 

CHOPRA, H., HUNG, M., KWONG, D., ZHANG, C. & POW, E. 2018. Insights into 
endothelial progenitor cells: origin, classification, potentials, and prospects. 
Stem cells international, 2018. 

CHU, K., JUNG, K.-H., LEE, S.-T., PARK, H.-K., SINN, D.-I., KIM, J.-M., KIM, D.-H., 
KIM, J.-H., KIM, S.-J. & SONG, E.-C. 2008. Circulating endothelial progenitor 
cells as a new marker of endothelial dysfunction or repair in acute stroke. 

CIFARELLI, V., GENG, X., STYCHE, A., LAKOMY, R., TRUCCO, M. & LUPPI, P. 
2011. C-peptide reduces high-glucose-induced apoptosis of endothelial cells 



189 
 

and decreases NAD(P)H-oxidase reactive oxygen species generation in human 
aortic endothelial cells. Diabetologia, 54, 2702-12. 

CLARK, P. M. 1999. Assays for insulin, proinsulin(s) and C-peptide. Ann Clin Biochem, 
36 ( Pt 5), 541-64. 

CLARKE, W. L., COX, D. J., GONDER-FREDERICK, L. A., JULIAN, D., SCHLUNDT, 
D. & POLONSKY, W. 1997. The relationship between nonroutine use of insulin, 
food, and exercise and the occurrence of hypoglycemia in adults with IDDM 
and varying degrees of hypoglycemic awareness and metabolic control. The 
Diabetes Educator, 23, 55-58. 

CLEMENTS, M. A., LIND, M., RAMAN, S., PATTON, S. R., LIPSKA, K. J., 
FRIDLINGTON, A. G., TANG, F., JONES, P. G., WU, Y. & SPERTUS, J. A. 
2014. Age at diagnosis predicts deterioration in glycaemic control among 
children and adolescents with type 1 diabetes. BMJ Open Diabetes Research 
and Care, 2, e000039. 

COLBERG, S. R., SIGAL, R. J., YARDLEY, J. E., RIDDELL, M. C., DUNSTAN, D. W., 
DEMPSEY, P. C., HORTON, E. S., CASTORINO, K. & TATE, D. F. 2016. 
Physical Activity/Exercise and Diabetes: A Position Statement of the American 
Diabetes Association. Diabetes Care, 39, 2065-2079. 

CONTROL, C. F. D. & PREVENTION 2011. National diabetes fact sheet: national 
estimates and general information on diabetes and prediabetes in the United 
States, 2011. Atlanta, GA: US department of health and human services, 
centers for disease control and prevention, 201, 2568-2569. 

CONWAY, B., COSTACOU, T. & ORCHARD, T. 2009. Is glycaemia or insulin dose 
the stronger risk factor for coronary artery disease in type 1 diabetes? Diabetes 
and Vascular Disease Research, 6, 223-230. 

COOPER, M. E., VRANES, D., YOUSSEF, S., STACKER, S. A., COX, A. J., 
RIZKALLA, B., CASLEY, D. J., BACH, L. A., KELLY, D. J. & GILBERT, R. E. 
1999. Increased renal expression of vascular endothelial growth factor (VEGF) 
and its receptor VEGFR-2 in experimental diabetes. Diabetes, 48, 2229-39. 

COPELAND, J. L., CONSITT, L. A. & TREMBLAY, M. S. 2002. Hormonal responses 
to endurance and resistance exercise in females aged 19–69 years. The 
Journals of Gerontology Series A: Biological Sciences and Medical Sciences, 
57, B158-B165. 

COSTER, S., GULLIFORD, M. C., SEED, P. T., POWRIE, J. K. & SWAMINATHAN, 
R. 2000. Monitoring blood glucose control in diabetes mellitus: a systematic 
review. Health Technol Assess, 4, i-iv, 1-93. 

COYLE, E. F. 1995. Substrate utilization during exercise in active people. Am J Clin 
Nutr, 61, 968S-979S. 

CRYER, P. E. 2008. The barrier of hypoglycemia in diabetes. Diabetes, 57, 3169-76. 
CUDWORTH, A. G., GORSUCH, A. N., WOLF, E. & FESTENSTEIN, H. 1979. A new 

look at HLA genetics with particular reference to type-1 diabetes. The Lancet, 
314, 389-391. 

CUDWORTH, A. G. & WOODROW, J. C. 1975. Evidence for HL-A-linked genes in" 
juvenile" diabetes mellitus. BMJ, 3, 133-135. 

CUENCA‐GARCÍA, M., JAGO, R., SHIELD, J. & BURREN, C. 2012. How does 
physical activity and fitness influence glycaemic control in young people with 
Type 1 diabetes? Diabetic Medicine, 29, e369-e376. 

DAABOUL, J. & SCHATZ, D. 2003. Overview of prevention and intervention trials for 
type 1 diabetes. Rev Endocr Metab Disord, 4, 317-23. 



190 
 

DABELEA, D., MAYER-DAVIS, E. J., ANDREWS, J. S., DOLAN, L. M., PIHOKER, C., 
HAMMAN, R. F., GREENBAUM, C., MARCOVINA, S., FUJIMOTO, W., 
LINDER, B., IMPERATORE, G. & D'AGOSTINO, R., JR. 2012. Clinical 
evolution of beta cell function in youth with diabetes: the SEARCH for Diabetes 
in Youth study. Diabetologia, 55, 3359-68. 

DABELEA, D., REWERS, A., STAFFORD, J. M., STANDIFORD, D. A., LAWRENCE, 
J. M., SAYDAH, S., IMPERATORE, G., D’AGOSTINO, R. B., MAYER-DAVIS, 
E. J. & PIHOKER, C. 2014. Trends in the prevalence of ketoacidosis at diabetes 
diagnosis: the SEARCH for diabetes in youth study. Pediatrics, 133, e938-
e945. 

DAL, S., JEANDIDIER, N., SCHASCHKOW, A., SPIZZO, A. H., SEYFRITZ, E., 
SOOKHAREEA, C., BIETIGER, W., PÉRONET, C., MOREAU, F. & PINGET, 
M. 2015. Portal or subcutaneous insulin infusion: efficacy and impact on liver 
inflammation. Fundamental & clinical pharmacology, 29, 488-498. 

DANDONA, P., ALJADA, A., MOHANTY, P., GHANIM, H., HAMOUDA, W., ASSIAN, 
E. & AHMAD, S. 2001. Insulin Inhibits Intranuclear Nuclear Factor κB and 
Stimulates IκB in Mononuclear Cells in Obese Subjects: Evidence for an Anti-
inflammatory Effect? The Journal of Clinical Endocrinology & Metabolism, 86, 
3257-3265. 

DANEMAN, D. 2006. Type 1 diabetes. Lancet, 367, 847-58. 
DANNE, T., NIMRI, R., BATTELINO, T., BERGENSTAL, R. M., CLOSE, K. L., 

DEVRIES, J. H., GARG, S., HEINEMANN, L., HIRSCH, I. & AMIEL, S. A. 2017. 
International consensus on use of continuous glucose monitoring. Diabetes 
care, 40, 1631-1640. 

DAVIS, A. K., DUBOSE, S. N., HALLER, M. J., MILLER, K. M., DIMEGLIO, L. A., 
BETHIN, K. E., GOLAND, R. S., GREENBERG, E. M., LILJENQUIST, D. R. & 
AHMANN, A. J. 2015. Prevalence of detectable C-peptide according to age at 
diagnosis and duration of type 1 diabetes. Diabetes care, 38, 476-481. 

DAVIS, E. A., KEATING, B., BYRNE, G. C., RUSSELL, M. & JONES, T. W. 1997. 
Hypoglycemia: incidence and clinical predictors in a large population-based 
sample of children and adolescents with IDDM. Diabetes Care, 20, 22-5. 

DAVIS, S. N., GALASSETTI, P., WASSERMAN, D. H. & TATE, D. 2000. Effects of 
antecedent hypoglycemia on subsequent counterregulatory responses to 
exercise. Diabetes, 49, 73-81. 

DE BIASE, C., DE ROSA, R., LUCIANO, R., DE LUCA, S., CAPUANO, E., 
TRIMARCO, B. & GALASSO, G. 2013. Effects of physical activity on 
endothelial progenitor cells (EPCs). Front Physiol, 4, 414. 

DE FEO, P., PERRIELLO, G., DE COSMO, S., VENTURA, M. M., CAMPBELL, P. J., 
BRUNETTI, P., GERICH, J. E. & BOLLI, G. B. 1986. Comparison of glucose 
counterregulation during short-term and prolonged hypoglycemia in normal 
humans. Diabetes, 35, 563-9. 

DE FEO, P., PERRIELLO, G., TORLONE, E., FANELLI, C., VENTURA, M. M., 
SANTEUSANIO, F., BRUNETTI, P., GERICH, J. E. & BOLLI, G. B. 1991. 
Contribution of adrenergic mechanisms to glucose counterregulation in 
humans. Am J Physiol, 261, E725-36. 

DE FEO, P., PERRIELLO, G., TORLONE, E., VENTURA, M. M., SANTEUSANIO, F., 
BRUNETTI, P., GERICH, J. E. & BOLLI, G. B. 1989. Demonstration of a role 
for growth hormone in glucose counterregulation. Am J Physiol, 256, E835-43. 

DE FERRANTI, S. D., DE BOER, I. H., FONSECA, V., FOX, C. S., GOLDEN, S. H., 
LAVIE, C. J., MAGGE, S. N., MARX, N., MCGUIRE, D. K. & ORCHARD, T. J. 



191 
 

2014. Type 1 diabetes mellitus and cardiovascular disease: a scientific 
statement from the American Heart Association and American Diabetes 
Association. Circulation, 130, 1110-1130. 

DE VRIESE, A. S., VERBEUREN, T. J., VAN DE VOORDE, J., LAMEIRE, N. H. & 
VANHOUTTE, P. M. 2000. Endothelial dysfunction in diabetes. Br J Pharmacol, 
130, 963-74. 

DEAN, E. D. 2020. A Primary Role for α-Cells as Amino Acid Sensors. Diabetes, 69, 
542-549. 

DESSAPT, C., KARALLIEDDE, J., HERNANDEZ-FUENTES, M., MARTIN, P. P., 
MALTESE, G., DATTANI, N., ATKAR, R., VIBERTI, G. & GNUDI, L. 2010. 
Circulating vascular progenitor cells in patients with type 1 diabetes and 
microalbuminuria. Diabetes care, 33, 875-877. 

DEVLIN, J. T., HIRSHMAN, M., HORTON, E. D. & HORTON, E. S. 1987. Enhanced 
peripheral and splanchnic insulin sensitivity in NIDDM men after single bout of 
exercise. Diabetes, 36, 434-9. 

DEVRIES, M. C., HAMADEH, M. J., PHILLIPS, S. M. & TARNOPOLSKY, M. A. 2006. 
Menstrual cycle phase and sex influence muscle glycogen utilization and 
glucose turnover during moderate-intensity endurance exercise. American 
Journal of Physiology-Regulatory, Integrative and Comparative Physiology, 
291, R1120-R1128. 

DIABETES RESEARCH IN CHILDREN NETWORK STUDY, G. 2006. The effects of 
aerobic exercise on glucose and counterregulatory hormone concentrations in 
children with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes care, 29, 20-25. 

DIGITAL, N. 2019. National Diabetes Audit Report 1: Care Processes and Treatment 
Targets, 2017‐18. 

DILL, D. B. & COSTILL, D. L. 1974. Calculation of percentage changes in volumes of 
blood, plasma, and red cells in dehydration. Journal of applied physiology, 37, 
247-248. 

DIMEGLIO, L. A., EVANS-MOLINA, C. & ORAM, R. A. 2018. Type 1 diabetes. The 
Lancet, 391, 2449-2462. 

DIMEGLIO, L. A., TOSH, A., SAHA, C., ESTES, M., MUND, J., MEAD, L. E., LIEN, I., 
INGRAM, D. A. & HANELINE, L. S. 2010. Endothelial abnormalities in 
adolescents with type 1 diabetes: a biomarker for vascular sequelae? J Pediatr, 
157, 540-6. 

DIMMELER, S., DERNBACH, E. & ZEIHER, A. M. 2000. Phosphorylation of the 
endothelial nitric oxide synthase at ser‐1177 is required for VEGF‐induced 
endothelial cell migration. FEBS letters, 477, 258-262. 

DIRECNET, D. R. I. C. N. S. G.-. 2006. The effects of aerobic exercise on glucose and 
counterregulatory hormone concentrations in children with type 1 diabetes. 
Diabetes care, 29, 20-25. 

DIZON, S., MALCOLM, J., ROWAN, M. & KEELY, E. J. 2019. Patient Perspectives on 
Managing Type 1 Diabetes During High-Performance Exercise: What 
Resources Do They Want? Diabetes Spectrum, 32, 36-45. 

DJABERI, R., SCHUIJF, J. D., BOERSMA, E., KROFT, L. J. M., PEREIRA, A. M., 
ROMIJN, J. A., SCHOLTE, A. J., JUKEMA, J. W. & BAX, J. J. 2009. Differences 
in atherosclerotic plaque burden and morphology between type 1 and 2 
diabetes as assessed by multislice computed tomography. Diabetes care, 32, 
1507-1512. 

DOMINGUETI, C. P., DUSSE, L. M. S. A., DAS GRAÇAS CARVALHO, M., DE 
SOUSA, L. P., GOMES, K. B. & FERNANDES, A. P. 2016. Diabetes mellitus: 



192 
 

the linkage between oxidative stress, inflammation, hypercoagulability and 
vascular complications. Journal of Diabetes and its Complications, 30, 738-745. 

DONG, L., KANG, L., DING, L., CHEN, Q., BAI, J., GU, R., LI, L. & XU, B. 2011. Insulin 
modulates ischemia-induced endothelial progenitor cell mobilization and 
neovascularization in diabetic mice. Microvascular research, 82, 227-236. 

DOUEN, A., RAMLAL, T., RASTOGI, S., BILAN, P., CARTEE, G., VRANIC, M., 
HOLLOSZY, J. & KLIP, A. 1990. Exercise induces recruitment of the" insulin-
responsive glucose transporter". Evidence for distinct intracellular insulin-and 
exercise-recruitable transporter pools in skeletal muscle. Journal of Biological 
Chemistry, 265, 13427-13430. 

EBELING, P., TUOMINEN, J. A., BOUREY, R., KORANYI, L. & KOIVISTO, V. A. 1995. 
Athletes with IDDM exhibit impaired metabolic control and increased lipid 
utilization with no increase in insulin sensitivity. Diabetes, 44, 471-477. 

EDVARDSEN, E., HEM, E. & ANDERSSEN, S. A. 2014. End criteria for reaching 
maximal oxygen uptake must be strict and adjusted to sex and age: a cross-
sectional study. PloS one, 9, e85276. 

EEG-OLOFSSON, K., CEDERHOLM, J., NILSSON, P. M., GUDBJÖRNSDÓTTIR, S. 
& ELIASSON, B. 2007. Glycemic and risk factor control in type 1 diabetes: 
results from 13,612 patients in a national diabetes register. Diabetes Care, 30, 
496-502. 

EISENBARTH, G. S. 1986a. Type I diabetes mellitus. New England Journal of 
Medicine, 314, 1360-1368. 

EISENBARTH, G. S. 1986b. Type I diabetes mellitus. A chronic autoimmune disease. 
N Engl J Med, 314, 1360-8. 

EKBERG, K., BRISMAR, T., JOHANSSON, B. L., JONSSON, B., LINDSTROM, P. & 
WAHREN, J. 2003. Amelioration of sensory nerve dysfunction by C-Peptide in 
patients with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes, 52, 536-41. 

EL AZIZ, M. A., EL NABI, E. A., EL HAMID, M. A., SABRY, D., ATTA, H., RAHED, L., 
SHAMAA, A., MAHFOUZ, S., TAHA, F. & ELREFAAY, S. 2015. Endothelial 
progenitor cells regenerate infracted myocardium with neovascularisation 
development. Journal of advanced research, 6, 133-144. 

ELBASSUONI, E. A., AZIZ, N. M. & EL-TAHAWY, N. F. 2018. Protective effect of C-
peptide on experimentally induced diabetic nephropathy and the possible link 
between C-peptide and nitric oxide. Applied Physiology, Nutrition, and 
Metabolism, 43, 617-624. 

ELKON, K. & CASALI, P. 2008. Nature and functions of autoantibodies. Nat Clin Pract 
Rheumatol, 4, 491-8. 

EMERSON, M., MOMI, S., PAUL, W., FRANCESCO, P. A., PAGE, C. & GRESELE, 
P. 1999. Endogenous nitric oxide acts as a natural antithrombotic agent in vivo 
by inhibiting platelet aggregation in the pulmonary vasculature. Thrombosis and 
haemostasis, 81, 961-966. 

ESLIGER, D. W., ROWLANDS, A. V., HURST, T. L., CATT, M., MURRAY, P. & 
ESTON, R. G. 2011. Validation of the GENEA Accelerometer. Med Sci Sports 
Exerc, 43, 1085-93. 

EVA, J. K. 1999. Vitamin D supplement in early childhood and risk for type I (insulin-
dependent) diabetes mellitus. The EURODIAB Substudy 2 Study Group. 
Diabetologia, 42, 51-54. 

FADINI, G. 2014. A reappraisal of the role of circulating (progenitor) cells in the 
pathobiology of diabetic complications. Diabetologia, 57, 4-15. 



193 
 

FADINI, G., DE KREUTZENBERG, S., MARIANO, V., BOSCARO, E., BERTOLINI, 
F., MANCUSO, P., QUARNA, J., MARESCOTTI, M., AGOSTINI, C. & TIENGO, 
A. 2011. Optimized glycaemic control achieved with add‐on basal insulin 
therapy improves indexes of endothelial damage and regeneration in type 2 
diabetic patients with macroangiopathy: a randomized crossover trial 
comparing detemir versus glargine. Diabetes, Obesity and Metabolism, 13, 
718-725. 

FADINI, G., SARTORE, S., SCHIAVON, M., ALBIERO, M., BAESSO, I., CABRELLE, 
A., AGOSTINI, C. & AVOGARO, A. 2006. Diabetes impairs progenitor cell 
mobilisation after hindlimb ischaemia–reperfusion injury in rats. Diabetologia, 
49, 3075-3084. 

FADINI, G. P., ALBIERO, M., VIGILI DE KREUTZENBERG, S. & AVOGARO, A. 2015. 
Hypoglycemia affects the changes in endothelial progenitor cell levels during 
insulin therapy in type 2 diabetic patients. J Endocrinol Invest, 38, 733-8. 

FADINI, G. P., ALBIERO, M., VIGILI DE KREUTZENBERG, S., BOSCARO, E., 
CAPPELLARI, R., MARESCOTTI, M., PONCINA, N., AGOSTINI, C. & 
AVOGARO, A. 2013. Diabetes impairs stem cell and proangiogenic cell 
mobilization in humans. Diabetes Care, 36, 943-9. 

FADINI, G. P., BOSCARI, F., CAPPELLARI, R., GALASSO, S., RIGATO, M., 
BONORA, B. M., D'ANNA, M., BRUTTOMESSO, D. & AVOGARO, A. 2018. 
Effects of Hypoglycemia on Circulating Stem and Progenitor Cells in Diabetic 
Patients. J Clin Endocrinol Metab, 103, 1048-1055. 

FADINI, G. P., DE KREUTZENBERG, S., ALBIERO, M., CORACINA, A., PAGNIN, E., 
BAESSO, I., CIGNARELLA, A., BOLEGO, C., PLEBANI, M., NARDELLI, G. B., 
SARTORE, S., AGOSTINI, C. & AVOGARO, A. 2008. Gender differences in 
endothelial progenitor cells and cardiovascular risk profile: the role of female 
estrogens. Arterioscler Thromb Vasc Biol, 28, 997-1004. 

FADINI, G. P., MIORIN, M., FACCO, M., BONAMICO, S., BAESSO, I., GREGO, F., 
MENEGOLO, M., DE KREUTZENBERG, S. V., TIENGO, A., AGOSTINI, C. & 
AVOGARO, A. 2005. Circulating endothelial progenitor cells are reduced in 
peripheral vascular complications of type 2 diabetes mellitus. J Am Coll Cardiol, 
45, 1449-57. 

FARINHA, J. B., DOS SANTOS, G. C., VARGAS, J. L. F., VIANA, L. L., DE SOUZA, 
A. L. G. & REISCHAK-OLIVEIRA, A. 2018. Capillary glycaemia responses to 
strength exercises performed before or after high-intensity interval exercise in 
Type 1 diabetes under real-life settings. Complementary therapies in medicine, 
40, 116-119. 

FEDERATION, I. D. 2015. IDF Diabetes Atlas, 7th edn. Brussels, Belgium:. 
FELTBOWER, R. G., BODANSKY, H. J., PATTERSON, C. C., PARSLOW, R. C., 

STEPHENSON, C. R., REYNOLDS, C. & MCKINNEY, P. A. 2008. Acute 
complications and drug misuse are important causes of death for children and 
young adults with type 1 diabetes: results from the Yorkshire Register of 
diabetes in children and young adults. Diabetes Care, 31, 922-6. 

FERNQVIST-FORBES, E., JOHANSSON, B. L. & ERIKSSON, M. J. 2001. Effects of 
C-peptide on forearm blood flow and brachial artery dilatation in patients with 
type 1 diabetes mellitus. Acta Physiol Scand, 172, 159-65. 

FERRISS, J., WEBB, D., CHATURVEDI, N., FULLER, J., IDZIOR‐WALUS, B. & 
GROUP, E. P. C. 2006. Weight gain is associated with improved glycaemic 
control but with adverse changes in plasma lipids and blood pressure isn Type 
1 diabetes. Diabetic medicine, 23, 557-564. 



194 
 

FIELD, J. B. 1973. Extraction of insulin by liver. Annu Rev Med, 24, 309-14. 
FILLMORE, N., MORI, J. & LOPASCHUK, G. D. 2014. Mitochondrial fatty acid 

oxidation alterations in heart failure, ischaemic heart disease and diabetic 
cardiomyopathy. Br J Pharmacol, 171, 2080-90. 

FINA, L., MOLGAARD, H. V., ROBERTSON, D., BRADLEY, N. J., MONAGHAN, P., 
DELIA, D., SUTHERLAND, D. R., BAKER, M. A. & GREAVES, M. F. 1990. 
Expression of the CD34 gene in vascular endothelial cells. Blood, 75, 2417-26. 

FINNIS, K. K. & WALTON, D. 2008. Field observations to determine the influence of 
population size, location and individual factors on pedestrian walking speeds. 
Ergonomics, 51, 827-42. 

FIORINA, P., GREMIZZI, C., MAFFI, P., CALDARA, R., TAVANO, D., MONTI, L., 
SOCCI, C., FOLLI, F., FAZIO, F., ASTORRI, E., DEL MASCHIO, A. & SECCHI, 
A. 2005. Islet transplantation is associated with an improvement of 
cardiovascular function in type 1 diabetic kidney transplant patients. Diabetes 
Care, 28, 1358-65. 

FLOEGE, J., SMEETS, B. & MOELLER, M. J. 2009. The SDF-1/CXCR4 axis is a novel 
driver of vascular development of the glomerulus. Am Soc Nephrol. 

FONG, D. S., AIELLO, L., GARDNER, T. W., KING, G. L., BLANKENSHIP, G., 
CAVALLERANO, J. D., FERRIS, F. L., 3RD, KLEIN, R. & AMERICAN 
DIABETES, A. 2004. Retinopathy in diabetes. Diabetes Care, 27 Suppl 1, S84-
7. 

FORBES, J. M. & COOPER, M. E. 2013. Mechanisms of diabetic complications. 
Physiol Rev, 93, 137-88. 

FOTEINOPOULOU, E., CLARKE, C., PATTENDEN, R., MCKNIGHT, J. & 
STRACHAN, M. Measurement of c-peptide in patients with a clinical diagnosis 
of Type 1 diabetes improves diagnostic accuracy and may allow cessation of 
insulin therapy in some individuals.  DIABETIC MEDICINE, 2019. WILEY 111 
RIVER ST, HOBOKEN 07030-5774, NJ USA, 7-7. 

FOULIS, A. K. & STEWART, J. A. 1984. The pancreas in recent-onset type 1 (insulin-
dependent) diabetes mellitus: insulin content of islets, insulitis and associated 
changes in the exocrine acinar tissue. Diabetologia, 26, 456-61. 

FOURLANOS, S., VARNEY, M. D., TAIT, B. D., MORAHAN, G., HONEYMAN, M. C., 
COLMAN, P. G. & HARRISON, L. C. 2008. The rising incidence of type 1 
diabetes is accounted for by cases with lower-risk human leukocyte antigen 
genotypes. Diabetes care, 31, 1546-1549. 

FRAGALA, M. S., KRAEMER, W. J., DENEGAR, C. R., MARESH, C. M., MASTRO, 
A. M. & VOLEK, J. S. 2011. Neuroendocrine-immune interactions and 
responses to exercise. Sports Med, 41, 621-39. 

FRANC, S., DAOUDI, A., POCHAT, A., PETIT, M. H., RANDAZZO, C., PETIT, C., 
DUCLOS, M., PENFORNIS, A., PUSSARD, E. & NOT, D. 2015. Insulin‐based 
strategies to prevent hypoglycaemia during and after exercise in adult patients 
with type 1 diabetes on pump therapy: the DIABRASPORT randomized study. 
Diabetes, Obesity and Metabolism, 17, 1150-1157. 

FRAYN, K. N. 1983. Calculation of substrate oxidation rates in vivo from gaseous 
exchange. J Appl Physiol Respir Environ Exerc Physiol, 55, 628-34. 

FRAYN, K. N. & KARPE, F. 2014. Regulation of human subcutaneous adipose tissue 
blood flow. Int J Obes (Lond), 38, 1019-26. 

FUCHSJÄGER-MAYRL, G., PLEINER, J., WIESINGER, G. F., SIEDER, A. E., 
QUITTAN, M., NUHR, M. J., FRANCESCONI, C., SEIT, H.-P., 
FRANCESCONI, M. & SCHMETTERER, L. 2002. Exercise training improves 



195 
 

vascular endothelial function in patients with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes care, 
25, 1795-1801. 

FUJISAWA, T., TURA-CEIDE, O., HUNTER, A., MITCHELL, A., VESEY, A., MEDINE, 
C., GALLOGLY, S., HADOKE, P. W., KEITH, C. & SPROUL, A. 2019a. 
Endothelial Progenitor Cells Do Not Originate From the Bone Marrow. 
Circulation, 140, 1524-1526. 

FUJISAWA, T., TURA-CEIDE, O., HUNTER, A., MITCHELL, A., VESEY, A., MEDINE, 
C., GALLOGLY, S., HADOKE, P. W. F., KEITH, C., SPROUL, A., RODDIE, H., 
MCQUAKER, G., WILMUT, I., MILLS, N. L. & BRITTAN, M. 2019b. Endothelial 
Progenitor Cells Do Not Originate From the Bone Marrow. Circulation, 140, 
1524-1526. 

GALASSETTI, P. & RIDDELL, M. C. 2013. Exercise and type 1 diabetes (T1DM). 
Compr Physiol, 3, 1309-36. 

GALASSETTI, P., TATE, D., NEILL, R. A., MORREY, S. & DAVIS, S. N. 2002. Effect 
of gender on counterregulatory responses to euglycemic exercise in type 1 
diabetes. J Clin Endocrinol Metab, 87, 5144-50. 

GALASSETTI, P., TATE, D., NEILL, R. A., MORREY, S., WASSERMAN, D. H. & 
DAVIS, S. N. 2003. Effect of antecedent hypoglycemia on counterregulatory 
responses to subsequent euglycemic exercise in type 1 diabetes. Diabetes, 52, 
1761-9. 

GALLAGHER, K. A., LIU, Z.-J., XIAO, M., CHEN, H., GOLDSTEIN, L. J., BUERK, D. 
G., NEDEAU, A., THOM, S. R. & VELAZQUEZ, O. C. 2007. Diabetic 
impairments in NO-mediated endothelial progenitor cell mobilization and 
homing are reversed by hyperoxia and SDF-1α. The Journal of clinical 
investigation, 117, 1249-1259. 

GARCIA-GARCIA, F., KUMARESWARAN, K., HOVORKA, R. & HERNANDO, M. E. 
2015. Quantifying the acute changes in glucose with exercise in type 1 
diabetes: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Sports Med, 45, 587-99. 

GARCÍA-GARCÍA, F., KUMARESWARAN, K., HOVORKA, R. & HERNANDO, M. E. 
2015. Quantifying the acute changes in glucose with exercise in type 1 
diabetes: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Sports medicine, 45, 587-
599. 

GARDNER, T. W., ANTONETTI, D. A., BARBER, A. J., LANOUE, K. F., LEVISON, S. 
W. & GROUP, P. S. R. R. 2002. Diabetic retinopathy: more than meets the eye. 
Survey of ophthalmology, 47, S253-S262. 

GEDDES, J., WRIGHT, R. J., ZAMMITT, N. N., DEARY, I. J. & FRIER, B. M. 2007. 
An evaluation of methods of assessing impaired awareness of hypoglycemia in 
type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Care, 30, 1868-1870. 

GEHLERT, S., BLOCH, W. & SUHR, F. 2015. Ca2+-dependent regulations and 
signaling in skeletal muscle: from electro-mechanical coupling to adaptation. 
International journal of molecular sciences, 16, 1066-1095. 

GEHLING, U. M., ERGUN, S., SCHUMACHER, U., WAGENER, C., PANTEL, K., 
OTTE, M., SCHUCH, G., SCHAFHAUSEN, P., MENDE, T., KILIC, N., KLUGE, 
K., SCHAFER, B., HOSSFELD, D. K. & FIEDLER, W. 2000. In vitro 
differentiation of endothelial cells from AC133-positive progenitor cells. Blood, 
95, 3106-12. 

GEORGE, J., GOLDSTEIN, E., ABASHIDZE, S., DEUTSCH, V., SHMILOVICH, H., 
FINKELSTEIN, A., HERZ, I., MILLER, H. & KEREN, G. 2004. Circulating 
endothelial progenitor cells in patients with unstable angina: association with 
systemic inflammation. Eur Heart J, 25, 1003-8. 



196 
 

GEPTS, W. 1965. Pathologic anatomy of the pancreas in juvenile diabetes mellitus. 
Diabetes, 14, 619-33. 

GEPTS, W. & DE MEY, J. 1978. Islet cell survival determined by morphology. An 
immunocytochemical study of the islets of Langerhans in juvenile diabetes 
mellitus. Diabetes, 27 Suppl 1, 251-61. 

GIBB, F. W., MCKNIGHT, J. A., CLARKE, C. & STRACHAN, M. W. 2020. Preserved 
C-peptide secretion is associated with fewer low-glucose events and lower 
glucose variability on flash glucose monitoring in adults with type 1 diabetes. 
Diabetologia, 1-9. 

GIEBINK, A. W., VOGEL, P. A., MEDAWALA, W. & SPENCE, D. M. 2013. C‐peptide‐
stimulated nitric oxide production in a cultured pulmonary artery endothelium is 
erythrocyte mediated and requires Zn2+. Diabetes/metabolism research and 
reviews, 29, 44-52. 

GILLESPIE, K. M., BAIN, S. C., BARNETT, A. H., BINGLEY, P. J., CHRISTIE, M. R., 
GILL, G. V. & GALE, E. A. 2004. The rising incidence of childhood type 1 
diabetes and reduced contribution of high-risk HLA haplotypes. Lancet, 364, 
1699-700. 

GLASS, S., DWYER, G. B. & MEDICINE, A. C. O. S. 2007. ACSM'S metabolic 
calculations handbook, Lippincott Williams & Wilkins. 

GŁOWIŃSKA-OLSZEWSKA, B., MONIUSZKO, M., HRYNIEWICZ, A., JEZNACH, M., 
RUSAK, M., DĄBROWSKA, M., ŁUCZYŃSKI, W., BODZENTA-ŁUKASZYK, A. 
& BOSSOWSKI, A. 2013. Relationship between circulating endothelial 
progenitor cells and endothelial dysfunction in children with type 1 diabetes: a 
novel paradigm of early atherosclerosis in high-risk young patients. 168, 153. 

GOLD, A. E., MACLEOD, K. M. & FRIER, B. M. 1994. Frequency of severe 
hypoglycemia in patients with type I diabetes with impaired awareness of 
hypoglycemia. Diabetes Care, 17, 697-703. 

GOMEZ, A. M., GOMEZ, C., ASCHNER, P., VELOZA, A., MUNOZ, O., RUBIO, C. & 
VALLEJO, S. 2015. Effects of performing morning versus afternoon exercise 
on glycemic control and hypoglycemia frequency in type 1 diabetes patients on 
sensor-augmented insulin pump therapy. J Diabetes Sci Technol, 9, 619-24. 

GONZALEZ, J. T., FUCHS, C. J., BETTS, J. A. & VAN LOON, L. J. 2016. Liver 
glycogen metabolism during and after prolonged endurance-type exercise. 
American Journal of Physiology-Endocrinology and Metabolism, 311, E543-
E553. 

GRANT, M. B., MAY, W. S., CABALLERO, S., BROWN, G. A., GUTHRIE, S. M., 
MAMES, R. N., BYRNE, B. J., VAUGHT, T., SPOERRI, P. E., PECK, A. B. & 
SCOTT, E. W. 2002. Adult hematopoietic stem cells provide functional 
hemangioblast activity during retinal neovascularization. Nat Med, 8, 607-12. 

GREEN, A. & BISHOP, R. E. 2019. Ketoacidosis–Where Do the Protons Come From? 
Trends in biochemical sciences. 

GREEN, A., GALE, E. A. & PATTERSON, C. C. 1992. Incidence of childhood-onset 
insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus: the EURODIAB ACE Study. Lancet, 339, 
905-9. 

GREENBAUM, C. J., BEAM, C. A., BOULWARE, D., GITELMAN, S. E., GOTTLIEB, 
P. A., HEROLD, K. C., LACHIN, J. M., MCGEE, P., PALMER, J. P. & 
PESCOVITZ, M. D. 2012. Fall in C-peptide during first 2 years from diagnosis: 
evidence of at least two distinct phases from composite Type 1 Diabetes 
TrialNet data. Diabetes, 61, 2066-2073. 



197 
 

GREENBAUM, C. J., MANDRUP-POULSEN, T., MCGEE, P. F., BATTELINO, T., 
HAASTERT, B., LUDVIGSSON, J., POZZILLI, P., LACHIN, J. M., KOLB, H., 
TYPE 1 DIABETES TRIAL NET RESEARCH, G. & EUROPEAN, C. P. T. S. G. 
2008. Mixed-meal tolerance test versus glucagon stimulation test for the 
assessment of beta-cell function in therapeutic trials in type 1 diabetes. 
Diabetes Care, 31, 1966-71. 

GRÖNBERG, A., ESPES, D. & CARLSSON, P.-O. 2020. Better HbA1c during the first 
years after diagnosis of type 1 diabetes is associated with residual C peptide 
10 years later. BMJ Open Diabetes Research and Care, 8, e000819. 

GROSS, J. L., DE AZEVEDO, M. J., SILVEIRO, S. P., CANANI, L. H., CARAMORI, 
M. L. & ZELMANOVITZ, T. 2005. Diabetic nephropathy: diagnosis, prevention, 
and treatment. Diabetes Care, 28, 164-76. 

GROUP, D. R. 1992. Lipid and lipoprotein levels in patients with IDDM: diabetes 
control and complication trial experience. Diabetes care, 15, 886-894. 

GROUP, D. R. I. C. N. S. 2006. The effects of aerobic exercise on glucose and 
counterregulatory hormone concentrations in children with type 1 diabetes. 
Diabetes care, 29, 20-25. 

GRYNBERG, A. & DEMAISON, L. 1996. Fatty acid oxidation in the heart. J Cardiovasc 
Pharmacol, 28 Suppl 1, S11-7. 

GUBITOSI-KLUG, R. A. L. J. M. B., J.C.; LORENZI. G.M.; BRILLON, D.J.; ORCHARD. 
T.J.; DCCT/EDIC STUDY RESEARCH GROUP 2016. Intensive diabetes 
treatment and cardiovascular outcomes in type 1 diabetes: the DCCT/EDIC 
study 30-year follow-up. Diabetes care, 39, 686-693. 

GUELFI, K. J., JONES, T. W. & FOURNIER, P. A. 2005. The decline in blood glucose 
levels is less with intermittent high-intensity compared with moderate exercise 
in individuals with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes care, 28, 1289-1294. 

GULVE, E. A., CARTEE, G. D., ZIERATH, J. R., CORPUS, V. M. & HOLLOSZY, J. O. 
1990. Reversal of enhanced muscle glucose transport after exercise: roles of 
insulin and glucose. Am J Physiol, 259, E685-91. 

HAIDAR, A., LEGAULT, L., DALLAIRE, M., ALKHATEEB, A., CORIATI, A., MESSIER, 
V., CHENG, P., MILLETTE, M., BOULET, B. & RABASA-LHORET, R. 2013. 
Glucose-responsive insulin and glucagon delivery (dual-hormone artificial 
pancreas) in adults with type 1 diabetes: a randomized crossover controlled 
trial. CMAJ, 185, 297-305. 

HAIDAR, A., LEGAULT, L., MESSIER, V., MITRE, T. M., LEROUX, C. & RABASA-
LHORET, R. 2015. Comparison of dual-hormone artificial pancreas, single-
hormone artificial pancreas, and conventional insulin pump therapy for 
glycaemic control in patients with type 1 diabetes: an open-label randomised 
controlled crossover trial. Lancet Diabetes Endocrinol, 3, 17-26. 

HAIDET, J., CIFARELLI, V., TRUCCO, M. & LUPPI, P. 2012. C-peptide reduces pro-
inflammatory cytokine secretion in LPS-stimulated U937 monocytes in 
condition of hyperglycemia. Inflamm Res, 61, 27-35. 

HALL, C., FIGUEROA, A., FERNHALL, B. & KANALEY, J. A. 2004. Energy 
expenditure of walking and running: comparison with prediction equations. Med 
Sci Sports Exerc, 36, 2128-34. 

HANAIRE, H., FRANC, S., BOROT, S., PENFORNIS, A., BENHAMOU, P. Y., 
SCHAEPELYNCK, P., RENARD, E., GUERCI, B., JEANDIDIER, N. & SIMON, 
C. 2020. Efficacy of the Diabeloop closed‐loop system to improve glycaemic 
control in patients with type 1 diabetes exposed to gastronomic dinners or to 
sustained physical exercise. Diabetes, Obesity and Metabolism, 22, 324-334. 



198 
 

HANAZAKI, K., MUNEKAGE, M., KITAGAWA, H., YATABE, T., MUNEKAGE, E., 
SHIGA, M., MAEDA, H. & NAMIKAWA, T. 2016. Current topics in glycemic 
control by wearable artificial pancreas or bedside artificial pancreas with closed-
loop system. J Artif Organs, 19, 209-18. 

HAO, W., GITELMAN, S., DIMEGLIO, L. A., BOULWARE, D., GREENBAUM, C. J. & 
TYPE 1 DIABETES TRIALNET STUDY, G. 2016. Fall in C-Peptide During First 
4 Years From Diagnosis of Type 1 Diabetes: Variable Relation to Age, HbA1c, 
and Insulin Dose. Diabetes Care, 39, 1664-70. 

HARGREAVES, M. & SPRIET, L. L. 2020. Skeletal muscle energy metabolism during 
exercise. Nature metabolism, 1-12. 

HARJUTSALO, V., MARIC-BILKAN, C., FORSBLOM, C. & GROOP, P.-H. 2014. 
Impact of sex and age at onset of diabetes on mortality from ischemic heart 
disease in patients with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Care, 37, 144-148. 

HEARRIS, M. A., HAMMOND, K. M., FELL, J. M. & MORTON, J. P. 2018. Regulation 
of muscle glycogen metabolism during exercise: implications for endurance 
performance and training adaptations. Nutrients, 10, 298. 

HEISS, C., KEYMEL, S., NIESLER, U., ZIEMANN, J., KELM, M. & KALKA, C. 2005. 
Impaired progenitor cell activity in age-related endothelial dysfunction. J Am 
Coll Cardiol, 45, 1441-8. 

HENRIKSEN, E. J. 2002. Invited review: Effects of acute exercise and exercise 
training on insulin resistance. J Appl Physiol (1985), 93, 788-96. 

HENRIKSEN, M. M., ANDERSEN, H. U., THORSTEINSSON, B. & PEDERSEN-
BJERGAARD, U. 2019. Asymptomatic hypoglycaemia in Type 1 diabetes: 
incidence and risk factors. Diabet Med, 36, 62-69. 

HERMANN, R., KNIP, M., VEIJOLA, R., SIMELL, O., LAINE, A. P., ÅKERBLOM, H. 
K., GROOP, P. H., FORSBLOM, C., PETTERSSON-FERNHOLM, K. & 
ILONEN, J. 2003. Temporal changes in the frequencies of HLA genotypes in 
patients with Type 1 diabetes—indication of an increased environmental 
pressure? Diabetologia, 46, 420-425. 

HERNANDEZ, S. L., GONG, J. H., CHEN, L., WU, I. H., SUN, J. K., KEENAN, H. A. 
& KING, G. L. 2014. Characterization of circulating and endothelial progenitor 
cells in patients with extreme-duration type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Care, 37, 
2193-201. 

HERRERO, P., PETERSON, L. R., MCGILL, J. B., MATTHEW, S., LESNIAK, D., 
DENCE, C. & GROPLER, R. J. 2006. Increased myocardial fatty acid 
metabolism in patients with type 1 diabetes mellitus. J Am Coll Cardiol, 47, 598-
604. 

HESSE, D., BOYSEN, L. & RIDDERSTRALE, M. 2018. Adult-onset type 1 diabetes: 
Predictors of glycaemic control. Endocrinol Diabetes Metab, 1, e00038. 

HILL, J. M., ZALOS, G., HALCOX, J. P., SCHENKE, W. H., WACLAWIW, M. A., 
QUYYUMI, A. A. & FINKEL, T. 2003. Circulating endothelial progenitor cells, 
vascular function, and cardiovascular risk. N Engl J Med, 348, 593-600. 

HIRSCHI, K. K., INGRAM, D. A. & YODER, M. C. 2008. Assessing identity, phenotype, 
and fate of endothelial progenitor cells. Arterioscler Thromb Vasc Biol, 28, 
1584-95. 

HOETZER, G. L., VAN GUILDER, G. P., IRMIGER, H. M., KEITH, R. S., STAUFFER, 
B. L. & DESOUZA, C. A. 2007. Aging, exercise, and endothelial progenitor cell 
clonogenic and migratory capacity in men. J Appl Physiol (1985), 102, 847-52. 



199 
 

HOFFMAN, R. P., DYE, A. S., HUANG, H. & BAUER, J. A. 2016. Glycemic variability 
predicts inflammation in adolescents with type 1 diabetes. J Pediatr Endocrinol 
Metab, 29, 1129-1133. 

HOPE, S., KNIGHT, B. A., SHIELDS, B. M., HATTERSLEY, A. T., MCDONALD, T. J. 
& JONES, A. G. 2016. Random non‐fasting C–peptide: bringing robust 
assessment of endogenous insulin secretion to the clinic. Diabetic Medicine, 
33, 1554-1558. 

HOPE, S. V., JONES, A. G., GOODCHILD, E., SHEPHERD, M., BESSER, R. E., 
SHIELDS, B., MCDONALD, T., KNIGHT, B. A. & HATTERSLEY, A. 2013. 
Urinary C-peptide creatinine ratio detects absolute insulin deficiency in Type 2 
diabetes. Diabet Med, 30, 1342-8. 

HOPE, S. V., KNIGHT, B. A., SHIELDS, B. M., HILL, A. V., CHOUDHARY, P., 
STRAIN, W. D., MCDONALD, T. J. & JONES, A. G. 2018. Random non-fasting 
C-peptide testing can identify patients with insulin-treated type 2 diabetes at 
high risk of hypoglycaemia. Diabetologia, 61, 66-74. 

HÖRTENHUBER, T., RAMI-MEHAR, B., SATLER, M., NAGL, K., HÖBAUS, C., 
HÖLLERL, F., KOPPENSTEINER, R., SCHERNTHANER, G., SCHOBER, E. 
& SCHERNTHANER, G.-H. 2013. Endothelial progenitor cells are related to 
glycemic control in children with type 1 diabetes over time. Diabetes care, 36, 
1647-1653. 

HORWITZ, D. L., RUBENSTEIN, A. H. & KATZ, A. I. 1977. Quantitation of human 
pancreatic beta-cell function by immunoassay of C-peptide in urine. Diabetes, 
26, 30-5. 

HOULDER, S. K. & YARDLEY, J. E. 2018. Continuous Glucose Monitoring and 
Exercise in Type 1 Diabetes: Past, Present and Future. Biosensors (Basel), 8, 
73. 

HOWLETT, K., FEBBRAIO, M. & HARGREAVES, M. 1999. Glucose production during 
strenuous exercise in humans: role of epinephrine. Am J Physiol, 276, E1130-
5. 

HUBERT, L., DARBOUSSET, R., PANICOT‐DUBOIS, L., ROBERT, S., SABATIER, 
F., FALLAGUE, K., DIGNAT‐GEORGE, F. & DUBOIS, C. 2014. Neutrophils 
recruit and activate human endothelial colony‐forming cells at the site of vessel 
injury via P‐selectin glycoprotein ligand‐1 and L‐selectin. Journal of Thrombosis 
and Haemostasis, 12, 1170-1181. 

HUIZER, K., MUSTAFA, D. A. M., SPELT, J. C., KROS, J. M. & SACCHETTI, A. 2017. 
Improving the characterization of endothelial progenitor cell subsets by an 
optimized FACS protocol. PLoS One, 12, e0184895. 

HUR, J., YOON, C.-H., KIM, H.-S., CHOI, J.-H., KANG, H.-J., HWANG, K.-K., OH, B.-
H., LEE, M.-M. & PARK, Y.-B. 2004. Characterization of two types of 
endothelial progenitor cells and their different contributions to 
neovasculogenesis. Arteriosclerosis, thrombosis, and vascular biology, 24, 
288-293. 

HUTTUNEN, N. P., LANKELA, S. L., KNIP, M., LAUTALA, P., KAAR, M. L., 
LAASONEN, K. & PUUKKA, R. 1989. Effect of once-a-week training program 
on physical fitness and metabolic control in children with IDDM. Diabetes Care, 
12, 737-40. 

HUXLEY, R. R., PETERS, S. A., MISHRA, G. D. & WOODWARD, M. 2015. Risk of 
all-cause mortality and vascular events in women versus men with type 1 
diabetes: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Lancet Diabetes Endocrinol, 
3, 198-206. 



200 
 

HYTTINEN, V., KAPRIO, J., KINNUNEN, L., KOSKENVUO, M. & TUOMILEHTO, J. 
2003. Genetic Liability of Type 1 Diabetes and the Onset Age Among 22,650 
Young Finnish Twin Pairs A Nationwide Follow-Up Study. Diabetes, 52, 1052-
1055. 

IMAYAMA, I., PLOTNIKOFF, R. C., COURNEYA, K. S. & JOHNSON, J. A. 2011. 
Determinants of quality of life in adults with type 1 and type 2 diabetes. Health 
Qual Life Outcomes, 9, 115. 

INABA, Y., TSUTSUMI, C., HASEDA, F., FUJISAWA, R., MITSUI, S., SANO, H., 
TERASAKI, J., HANAFUSA, T. & IMAGAWA, A. 2018. Impact of glycemic 
variability on the levels of endothelial progenitor cells in patients with type 1 
diabetes. Diabetol Int, 9, 113-120. 

INGRAM, D. A., LIEN, I. Z., MEAD, L. E., ESTES, M., PRATER, D. N., DERR-YELLIN, 
E., DIMEGLIO, L. A. & HANELINE, L. S. 2008. In vitro hyperglycemia or a 
diabetic intrauterine environment reduces neonatal endothelial colony-forming 
cell numbers and function. Diabetes, 57, 724-731. 

INGRAM, D. A., MEAD, L. E., MOORE, D. B., WOODARD, W., FENOGLIO, A. & 
YODER, M. C. 2005. Vessel wall–derived endothelial cells rapidly proliferate 
because they contain a complete hierarchy of endothelial progenitor cells. 
Blood, 105, 2783-2786. 

INGRAM, D. A., MEAD, L. E., TANAKA, H., MEADE, V., FENOGLIO, A., MORTELL, 
K., POLLOK, K., FERKOWICZ, M. J., GILLEY, D. & YODER, M. C. 2004. 
Identification of a novel hierarchy of endothelial progenitor cells using human 
peripheral and umbilical cord blood. Blood, 104, 2752-2760. 

ISACCO, L., DUCHÉ, P. & BOISSEAU, N. 2012. Influence of hormonal status on 
substrate utilization at rest and during exercise in the female population. Sports 
Medicine, 42, 327-342. 

ISHIDA, S., SHINODA, K., KAWASHIMA, S., OGUCHI, Y., OKADA, Y. & IKEDA, E. 
2000. Coexpression of VEGF receptors VEGF-R2 and neuropilin-1 in 
proliferative diabetic retinopathy. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci, 41, 1649-56. 

JABBOUR, G., HENDERSON, M. & MATHIEU, M. E. 2016. Barriers to Active 
Lifestyles in Children with Type 1 Diabetes. Can J Diabetes, 40, 170-2. 

JAGGERS, J. R., KING, K. M., WATSON, S. E. & WINTERGERST, K. A. 2019. 
Predicting Nocturnal Hypoglycemia with Measures of Physical Activity Intensity 
in Adolescent Athletes with Type 1 Diabetes. Diabetes technology & 
therapeutics, 21, 406-408. 

JAHROMI, M. M. & EISENBARTH, G. S. 2006. Genetic determinants of type 1 
diabetes across populations. Ann N Y Acad Sci, 1079, 289-99. 

JENNI, S., OETLIKER, C., ALLEMANN, S., ITH, M., TAPPY, L., WUERTH, S., 
EGGER, A., BOESCH, C., SCHNEITER, P. & DIEM, P. 2008. Fuel metabolism 
during exercise in euglycaemia and hyperglycaemia in patients with type 1 
diabetes mellitus—a prospective single-blinded randomised crossover trial. 
Diabetologia, 51, 1457. 

JENTJENS, R. & JEUKENDRUP, A. 2003. Determinants of post-exercise glycogen 
synthesis during short-term recovery. Sports Med, 33, 117-44. 

JESCHKE, M. G., KLEIN, D., BOLDER, U. & EINSPANIER, R. 2004. Insulin 
attenuates the systemic inflammatory response in endotoxemic rats. 
Endocrinology, 145, 4084-4093. 

JEUKENDRUP, A. 2003. Modulation of carbohydrate and fat utilization by diet, 
exercise and environment. Portland Press Limited. 



201 
 

JEUKENDRUP, A. E. & WALLIS, G. A. 2005. Measurement of substrate oxidation 
during exercise by means of gas exchange measurements. Int J Sports Med, 
26 Suppl 1, S28-37. 

JIRARITTHAMRONG, C., KHEOLAMAI, P., Y, U. P., CHAYOSUMRIT, M., 
SUPOKAWEJ, A., MANOCHANTR, S., TANTRAWATPAN, C., 
SRITANAUDOMCHAI, H. & ISSARAGRISIL, S. 2012. In vitro vessel-forming 
capacity of endothelial progenitor cells in high glucose conditions. Ann Hematol, 
91, 311-20. 

JOHANSSON, B. L., BORG, K., FERNQVIST-FORBES, E., KERNELL, A., 
ODERGREN, T. & WAHREN, J. 2000. Beneficial effects of C-peptide on 
incipient nephropathy and neuropathy in patients with Type 1 diabetes mellitus. 
Diabet Med, 17, 181-9. 

JOHANSSON, B. L., KERNELL, A., SJOBERG, S. & WAHREN, J. 1993. Influence of 
combined C-peptide and insulin administration on renal function and metabolic 
control in diabetes type 1. J Clin Endocrinol Metab, 77, 976-81. 

JOHANSSON, B. L., LINDE, B. & WAHREN, J. 1992. Effects of C-peptide on blood 
flow, capillary diffusion capacity and glucose utilization in the exercising forearm 
of type 1 (insulin-dependent) diabetic patients. Diabetologia, 35, 1151-8. 

JOHANSSON, B. L., WAHREN, J. & PERNOW, J. 2003. C-peptide increases forearm 
blood flow in patients with type 1 diabetes via a nitric oxide-dependent 
mechanism. Am J Physiol Endocrinol Metab, 285, E864-70. 

JOHNSTONE, M. T., CREAGER, S. J., SCALES, K. M., CUSCO, J. A., LEE, B. K. & 
CREAGER, M. A. 1993. Impaired endothelium-dependent vasodilation in 
patients with insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus. Circulation, 88, 2510-6. 

JONES, A. G., BESSER, R., MCDONALD, T. J., SHIELDS, B., HOPE, S., BOWMAN, 
P., ORAM, R. A., KNIGHT, B. A. & HATTERSLEY, A. T. 2011. Urine C‐peptide 
creatinine ratio is an alternative to stimulated serum C‐peptide measurement in 
late‐onset, insulin‐treated diabetes. Diabetic medicine, 28, 1034-1038. 

JONES, A. G. & HATTERSLEY, A. T. 2013. The clinical utility of C-peptide 
measurement in the care of patients with diabetes. Diabet Med, 30, 803-17. 

JOYNER, M. J. & CASEY, D. P. 2015. Regulation of increased blood flow (hyperemia) 
to muscles during exercise: a hierarchy of competing physiological needs. 
Physiological reviews. 

KANG, H., MA, X., LIU, J., FAN, Y. & DENG, X. 2017. High glucose–induced 
endothelial progenitor cell dysfunction. Diabetes and Vascular Disease 
Research, 14, 381-394. 

KAPITZA, C., HOVELMANN, U., NOSEK, L., KURTH, H. J., ESSENPREIS, M. & 
HEINEMANN, L. 2010. Continuous glucose monitoring during exercise in 
patients with type 1 diabetes on continuous subcutaneous insulin infusion. J 
Diabetes Sci Technol, 4, 123-31. 

KAPRIO, J., TUOMILEHTO, J., KOSKENVUO, M., ROMANOV, K., REUNANEN, A., 
ERIKSSON, J., STENGARD, J. & KESANIEMI, Y. A. 1992. Concordance for 
type 1 (insulin-dependent) and type 2 (non-insulin-dependent) diabetes mellitus 
in a population-based cohort of twins in Finland. Diabetologia, 35, 1060-7. 

KARAMITSOS, D. T. 2011. The story of insulin discovery. Diabetes Res Clin Pract, 93 
Suppl 1, S2-8. 

KARVONEN, M., PITKANIEMI, M., PITKANIEMI, J., KOHTAMAKI, K., TAJIMA, N. & 
TUOMILEHTO, J. 1997. Sex difference in the incidence of insulin-dependent 
diabetes mellitus: an analysis of the recent epidemiological data. World Health 
Organization DIAMOND Project Group. Diabetes Metab Rev, 13, 275-91. 



202 
 

KARVONEN, M., VIIK-KAJANDER, M., MOLTCHANOVA, E., LIBMAN, I., LAPORTE, 
R. & TUOMILEHTO, J. 2000. Incidence of childhood type 1 diabetes worldwide. 
Diabetes Mondiale (DiaMond) Project Group. Diabetes Care, 23, 1516-26. 

KATZ, M., GIANI, E. & LAFFEL, L. 2015. Challenges and Opportunities in the 
Management of Cardiovascular Risk Factors in Youth With Type 1 Diabetes: 
Lifestyle and Beyond. Curr Diab Rep, 15, 119. 

KEENAN, D. B., MASTROTOTARO, J. J., ZISSER, H., COOPER, K. A., 
RAGHAVENDHAR, G., LEE, S. W., YUSI, J., BAILEY, T. S., BRAZG, R. L. & 
SHAH, R. V. 2012. Accuracy of the Enlite 6-day glucose sensor with guardian 
and Veo calibration algorithms. Diabetes Technol Ther, 14, 225-31. 

KEENAN, H. A., SUN, J. K., LEVINE, J., DORIA, A., AIELLO, L. P., EISENBARTH, 
G., BONNER-WEIR, S. & KING, G. L. 2010. Residual insulin production and 
pancreatic ss-cell turnover after 50 years of diabetes: Joslin Medalist Study. 
Diabetes, 59, 2846-53. 

KENNEDY, A., NARENDRAN, P., ANDREWS, R. C., DALEY, A., GREENFIELD, S. 
M. & GROUP, E. 2018. Attitudes and barriers to exercise in adults with a recent 
diagnosis of type 1 diabetes: a qualitative study of participants in the Exercise 
for Type 1 Diabetes (EXTOD) study. BMJ Open, 8, e017813. 

KENNEDY, A., NIRANTHARAKUMAR, K., CHIMEN, M., PANG, T. T., HEMMING, K., 
ANDREWS, R. C. & NARENDRAN, P. 2013. Does exercise improve glycaemic 
control in type 1 diabetes? A systematic review and meta-analysis. PloS one, 
8. 

KHAN, S. S., SOLOMON, M. A. & MCCOY, J. P., JR. 2005. Detection of circulating 
endothelial cells and endothelial progenitor cells by flow cytometry. Cytometry 
B Clin Cytom, 64, 1-8. 

KILBRIDE, L., CHARLTON, J., AITKEN, G., HILL, G. W., DAVISON, R. C. & 
MCKNIGHT, J. A. 2011. Managing blood glucose during and after exercise in 
Type 1 diabetes: reproducibility of glucose response and a trial of a structured 
algorithm adjusting insulin and carbohydrate intake. J Clin Nurs, 20, 3423-9. 

KIM, S.-W., KIM, H., CHO, H.-J., LEE, J.-U., LEVIT, R. & YOON, Y.-S. 2010. Human 
peripheral blood-derived CD31+ cells have robust angiogenic and vasculogenic 
properties and are effective for treating ischemic vascular disease. Journal of 
the American College of Cardiology, 56, 593-607. 

KJAER, M., FARRELL, P. A., CHRISTENSEN, N. J. & GALBO, H. 1986. Increased 
epinephrine response and inaccurate glucoregulation in exercising athletes. J 
Appl Physiol (1985), 61, 1693-700. 

KNIP, M. & SIMELL, O. 2012. Environmental triggers of type 1 diabetes. Cold Spring 
Harb Perspect Med, 2, a007690. 

KNIP, M., VEIJOLA, R., VIRTANEN, S. M., HYOTY, H., VAARALA, O. & AKERBLOM, 
H. K. 2005. Environmental triggers and determinants of type 1 diabetes. 
Diabetes, 54 Suppl 2, S125-36. 

KOCHER, A., SCHUSTER, M., SZABOLCS, M., TAKUMA, S., BURKHOFF, D., 
WANG, J., HOMMA, S., EDWARDS, N. & ITESCU, S. 2001. 
Neovascularization of ischemic myocardium by human bone-marrow–derived 
angioblasts prevents cardiomyocyte apoptosis, reduces remodeling and 
improves cardiac function. Nature medicine, 7, 430-436. 

KOISTINEN, H. A., GALUSKA, D., CHIBALIN, A. V., YANG, J., ZIERATH, J. R., 
HOLMAN, G. D. & WALLBERG-HENRIKSSON, H. 2003. 5-amino-imidazole 
carboxamide riboside increases glucose transport and cell-surface GLUT4 



203 
 

content in skeletal muscle from subjects with type 2 diabetes. Diabetes, 52, 
1066-1072. 

KOSTRABA, J. N., CRUICKSHANKS, K. J., LAWLER-HEAVNER, J., JOBIM, L. F., 
REWERS, M. J., GAY, E. C., CHASE, H. P., KLINGENSMITH, G. & HAMMAN, 
R. F. 1993. Early exposure to cow's milk and solid foods in infancy, genetic 
predisposition, and risk of IDDM. Diabetes, 42, 288-95. 

KOURTOGLOU, G. I. 2011. Insulin therapy and exercise. Diabetes Res Clin Pract, 93 
Suppl 1, S73-7. 

KOZHAKHMETOVA, A. & GILLESPIE, K. M. 2015. Type 1 Diabetes: Current 
Perspectives. Methods in molecular biology (Clifton, NJ), 1433, 1-9. 

KRAEMER, R. R., HELENIAK, R. J., TRYNIECKI, J. L., KRAEMER, G. R., OKAZAKI, 
N. J. & CASTRACANE, V. D. 1995. Follicular and luteal phase hormonal 
responses to low-volume resistive exercise. Med Sci Sports Exerc, 27, 809-17. 

KRÄNKEL, N., ADAMS, V., LINKE, A., GIELEN, S., ERBS, S., LENK, K., SCHULER, 
G. & HAMBRECHT, R. 2005. Hyperglycemia reduces survival and impairs 
function of circulating blood-derived progenitor cells. Arteriosclerosis, 
thrombosis, and vascular biology, 25, 698-703. 

KRISKA, A. M., LAPORTE, R. E., PATRICK, S. L., KULLER, L. H. & ORCHARD, T. J. 
1991. The association of physical activity and diabetic complications in 
individuals with insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus: the Epidemiology of 
Diabetes Complications Study—VII. Journal of clinical epidemiology, 44, 1207-
1214. 

KRÜGER, K., PILAT, C., SCHILD, M., LINDNER, N., FRECH, T., MUDERS, K. & 
MOOREN, F. 2015. Progenitor cell mobilization after exercise is related to 
systemic levels of G‐CSF and muscle damage. Scandinavian journal of 
medicine & science in sports, 25, e283-e291. 

KUHTREIBER, W., WASHER, S., HSU, E., ZHAO, M., REINHOLD III, P., BURGER, 
D., ZHENG, H. & FAUSTMAN, D. 2015. Low levels of C‐peptide have clinical 
significance for established Type 1 diabetes. Diabetic Medicine, 32, 1346-1353. 

KUSHNER, E., VAN GUILDER, G., MACENEANEY, O., GREINER, J., CECH, J., 
STAUFFER, B. & DESOUZA, C. 2010. Ageing and endothelial progenitor cell 
release of proangiogenic cytokines. Age Ageing, 39, 268-72. 

LAAKSONEN, D. E., ATALAY, M., NISKANEN, L. K., MUSTONEN, J., SEN, C. K., 
LAKKA, T. A. & UUSITUPA, M. I. 2000. Aerobic exercise and the lipid profile in 
type 1 diabetic men: a randomized controlled trial. Med Sci Sports Exerc, 32, 
1541-8. 

LACHIN, J. M., MCGEE, P., PALMER, J. P. & GROUP, D. E. R. 2014. Impact of C-
peptide preservation on metabolic and clinical outcomes in the Diabetes Control 
and Complications Trial. Diabetes, 63, 739-48. 

LACHMANN, R., LANUTI, P. & MISCIA, S. 2012. OMIP-011: Characterization of 
circulating endothelial cells (CECs) in peripheral blood. Cytometry A, 81, 549-
51. 

LADEIA, A. M., SAMPAIO, R. R., HITA, M. C. & ADAN, L. F. 2014. Prognostic value 
of endothelial dysfunction in type 1 diabetes mellitus. World J Diabetes, 5, 601-
5. 

LAM, C. J., JACOBSON, D. R., RANKIN, M. M., COX, A. R. & KUSHNER, J. A. 2017. 
β cells persist in T1D pancreata without evidence of ongoing β-cell turnover or 
neogenesis. The Journal of Clinical Endocrinology & Metabolism, 102, 2647-
2659. 



204 
 

LAMBERT, A. P., GILLESPIE, K. M., THOMSON, G., CORDELL, H. J., TODD, J. A., 
GALE, E. A. & BINGLEY, P. J. 2004. Absolute risk of childhood-onset type 1 
diabetes defined by human leukocyte antigen class II genotype: a population-
based study in the United Kingdom. J Clin Endocrinol Metab, 89, 4037-43. 

LAPORTE, R. E., DORMAN, J. S., TAJIMA, N., CRUICKSHANKS, K. J., ORCHARD, 
T. J., CAVENDER, D. E., BECKER, D. J. & DRASH, A. L. 1986. Pittsburgh 
Insulin-Dependent Diabetes Mellitus Morbidity and Mortality Study: physical 
activity and diabetic complications. Pediatrics, 78, 1027-33. 

LARSSON, Y., PERSSON, B., STERKY, G. & THORÉN, C. 1964. Functional 
adaptation to rigorous training and exercise in diabetic and nondiabetic 
adolescents. Journal of applied physiology, 19, 629-635. 

LASCAR, N., KENNEDY, A., HANCOCK, B., JENKINS, D., ANDREWS, R. C., 
GREENFIELD, S. & NARENDRAN, P. 2014. Attitudes and barriers to exercise 
in adults with type 1 diabetes (T1DM) and how best to address them: a 
qualitative study. PloS one, 9, e108019. 

LAUFS, U., URHAUSEN, A., WERNER, N., SCHARHAG, J., HEITZ, A., KISSNER, 
G., BOHM, M., KINDERMANN, W. & NICKENIG, G. 2005. Running exercise of 
different duration and intensity: effect on endothelial progenitor cells in healthy 
subjects. Eur J Cardiovasc Prev Rehabil, 12, 407-14. 

LAUFS, U., WERNER, N., LINK, A., ENDRES, M., WASSMANN, S., JURGENS, K., 
MICHE, E., BOHM, M. & NICKENIG, G. 2004. Physical training increases 
endothelial progenitor cells, inhibits neointima formation, and enhances 
angiogenesis. Circulation, 109, 220-6. 

LEAR, S. A., HU, W., RANGARAJAN, S., GASEVIC, D., LEONG, D., IQBAL, R., 
CASANOVA, A., SWAMINATHAN, S., ANJANA, R. M., KUMAR, R., 
ROSENGREN, A., WEI, L., YANG, W., CHUANGSHI, W., HUAXING, L., NAIR, 
S., DIAZ, R., SWIDON, H., GUPTA, R., MOHAMMADIFARD, N., LOPEZ-
JARAMILLO, P., OGUZ, A., ZATONSKA, K., SERON, P., AVEZUM, A., 
POIRIER, P., TEO, K. & YUSUF, S. 2017. The effect of physical activity on 
mortality and cardiovascular disease in 130 000 people from 17 high-income, 
middle-income, and low-income countries: the PURE study. Lancet, 390, 2643-
2654. 

LEE, E. Y., LEE, Y. H., JIN, S. M., YANG, H. K., JUNG, C. H., PARK, C. Y., CHO, J. 
H., LEE, W. J., LEE, B. W. & KIM, J. H. 2017a. Differential association of body 
mass index on glycemic control in type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Metab Res Rev, 
33, e2815. 

LEE, E. Y., LEE, Y. H., JIN, S. M., YANG, H. K., JUNG, C. H., PARK, C. Y., CHO, J. 
H., LEE, W. J., LEE, B. W. & KIM, J. H. 2017b. Differential association of body 
mass index on glycemic control in type 1 diabetes. Diabetes/metabolism 
research and reviews, 33, e2815. 

LEE, H. S. & HWANG, J. S. 2019. Genetic aspects of type 1 diabetes. Ann Pediatr 
Endocrinol Metab, 24, 143-148. 

LEE, M. H., VOGRIN, S., PALDUS, B., JAYAWARDENE, D., JONES, H. M., 
MCAULEY, S. A., OBEYESEKERE, V., GOOLEY, J., LA GERCHE, A. & 
MACISAAC, R. J. 2020. Glucose and Counterregulatory Responses to 
Exercise in Adults With Type 1 Diabetes and Impaired Awareness of 
Hypoglycemia Using Closed-Loop Insulin Delivery: A Randomized Crossover 
Study. Diabetes Care, 43, 480-483. 

LEETE, P., ORAM, R. A., MCDONALD, T. J., SHIELDS, B. M., ZILLER, C., TEAM, T. 
S., HATTERSLEY, A. T., RICHARDSON, S. J. & MORGAN, N. G. 2020. 



205 
 

Studies of insulin and proinsulin in pancreas and serum support the existence 
of aetiopathological endotypes of type 1 diabetes associated with age at 
diagnosis. Diabetologia. 

LEETE, P., WILLCOX, A., KROGVOLD, L., DAHL-JØRGENSEN, K., FOULIS, A. K., 
RICHARDSON, S. J. & MORGAN, N. G. 2016. Differential insulitic profiles 
determine the extent of β-cell destruction and the age at onset of type 1 
diabetes. Diabetes, 65, 1362-1369. 

LEFFLER, M., HRACH, T., STUERZL, M., HORCH, R. E., HERNDON, D. N. & 
JESCHKE, M. G. 2007. Insulin attenuates apoptosis and exerts anti-
inflammatory effects in endotoxemic human macrophages. Journal of Surgical 
Research, 143, 398-406. 

LEIGHTON, E., SAINSBURY, C. A. & JONES, G. C. 2017. A Practical Review of C-
Peptide Testing in Diabetes. Diabetes Ther, 8, 475-487. 

LI, B., SHARPE, E. E., MAUPIN, A. B., TELERON, A. A., PYLE, A. L., CARMELIET, 
P., YOUNG, P. P., LI, B., SHARPE, E. E. & MAUPIN, A. B. 2006. VEGF and 
PlGF promote adult vasculogenesis by enhancing EPC recruitment and vessel 
formation at site of tumor neovascularization. The FASEB journal, 20, 1495-
1497. 

LI, G., VEENSTRA, A. A., TALAHALLI, R. R., WANG, X., GUBITOSI-KLUG, R. A., 
SHEIBANI, N. & KERN, T. S. 2012. Marrow-derived cells regulate the 
development of early diabetic retinopathy and tactile allodynia in mice. 
Diabetes, 61, 3294-3303. 

LICINIO-PAIXAO, J., POLONSKY, K., GIVEN, B., PUGH, W., OSTREGA, D., FRANK, 
B. & RUBENSTEIN, A. 1986. Ingestion of a mixed meal does not affect the 
metabolic clearance rate of biosynthetic human C-peptide. The Journal of 
Clinical Endocrinology & Metabolism, 63, 401-403. 

LIM, Y. C., BHATT, M. P., KWON, M. H., PARK, D., LEE, S., CHOE, J., HWANG, J., 
KIM, Y. M. & HA, K. S. 2014. Prevention of VEGF-mediated microvascular 
permeability by C-peptide in diabetic mice. Cardiovasc Res, 101, 155-64. 

LIM, Y. C., BHATT, M. P., KWON, M. H., PARK, D., NA, S., KIM, Y. M. & HA, K. S. 
2015. Proinsulin C-peptide prevents impaired wound healing by activating 
angiogenesis in diabetes. J Invest Dermatol, 135, 269-278. 

LIN, C. P., LIN, F. Y., HUANG, P. H., CHEN, Y. L., CHEN, W. C., CHEN, H. Y., 
HUANG, Y. C., LIAO, W. L., HUANG, H. C., LIU, P. L. & CHEN, Y. H. 2013. 
Endothelial progenitor cell dysfunction in cardiovascular diseases: role of 
reactive oxygen species and inflammation. Biomed Res Int, 2013, 845037. 

LIN, Y., WEISDORF, D. J., SOLOVEY, A. & HEBBEL, R. P. 2000. Origins of circulating 
endothelial cells and endothelial outgrowth from blood. J Clin Invest, 105, 71-
7. 

LIN, Y. K., HUNG, M., SHARMA, A., CHAN, O., VARNER, M. W., STASKUS, G. & 
FISHER, S. J. 2019. Impaired awareness of hypoglycemia continues to be a 
risk factor for severe hypoglycemia despite the use of continuous glucose 
monitoring system in type 1 diabetes. Endocrine Practice, 25, 517-525. 

LIND, M., SVENSSON, A. M., KOSIBOROD, M., GUDBJORNSDOTTIR, S., PIVODIC, 
A., WEDEL, H., DAHLQVIST, S., CLEMENTS, M. & ROSENGREN, A. 2014. 
Glycemic control and excess mortality in type 1 diabetes. N Engl J Med, 371, 
1972-82. 

LINDSTRÖM, K., JOHANSSON, C., JOHNSSON, E. & HARALDSSON, B. 1996. 
Acute effects of C‐peptide on the microvasculature of isolated perfused skeletal 
muscles and kidneys in rat. Acta physiologica scandinavica, 156, 19-25. 



206 
 

LIVINGSTONE, S. J., LEVIN, D., LOOKER, H. C., LINDSAY, R. S., WILD, S. H., 
JOSS, N., LEESE, G., LESLIE, P., MCCRIMMON, R. J., METCALFE, W., 
MCKNIGHT, J. A., MORRIS, A. D., PEARSON, D. W., PETRIE, J. R., PHILIP, 
S., SATTAR, N. A., TRAYNOR, J. P., COLHOUN, H. M., SCOTTISH 
DIABETES RESEARCH NETWORK EPIDEMIOLOGY, G. & SCOTTISH 
RENAL, R. 2015. Estimated life expectancy in a Scottish cohort with type 1 
diabetes, 2008-2010. JAMA, 313, 37-44. 

LÖHR, M. & KLÖPPEL, G. 1987. Residual insulin positivity and pancreatic atrophy in 
relation to duration of chronic type 1 (insulin-dependent) diabetes mellitus and 
microangiopathy. Diabetologia, 30, 757-762. 

LOIS, N., MCCARTER, R. V., O’NEILL, C., MEDINA, R. J. & STITT, A. W. 2014. 
Endothelial progenitor cells in diabetic retinopathy. Frontiers in endocrinology, 
5, 44. 

LOMBARDO, M. F., IACOPINO, P., CUZZOLA, M., SPINIELLO, E., GARREFFA, C., 
FERRELLI, F., COPPOLA, A., SACCARDI, R., PIAGGESI, A., PIRO, R., 
MANNINO, D., GROSSI, G., LAURO, D. & IRRERA, G. 2012. Type 2 diabetes 
mellitus impairs the maturation of endothelial progenitor cells and increases the 
number of circulating endothelial cells in peripheral blood. Cytometry A, 81, 
856-64. 

LOOMANS, C. J., DE KONING, E. J., STAAL, F. J., ROOKMAAKER, M. B., 
VERSEYDEN, C., DE BOER, H. C., VERHAAR, M. C., BRAAM, B., RABELINK, 
T. J. & VAN ZONNEVELD, A. J. 2004. Endothelial progenitor cell dysfunction: 
a novel concept in the pathogenesis of vascular complications of type 1 
diabetes. Diabetes, 53, 195-9. 

LUDVIGSSON, J. 1983. Methodological aspects on C-peptide measurements. Acta 
Med Scand Suppl, 671, 53-9. 

LUDVIGSSON, J. 2016. The clinical potential of low-level C-peptide secretion. Expert 
Rev Mol Diagn, 16, 933-940. 

LUO, S., XIA, W., CHEN, C., ROBINSON, E. A. & TAO, J. 2016. Endothelial progenitor 
cells and hypertension: current concepts and future implications. Clin Sci 
(Lond), 130, 2029-2042. 

LUTZ, A. H., BLUMENTHAL, J. B., LANDERS-RAMOS, R. Q. & PRIOR, S. J. 2016. 
Exercise-induced endothelial progenitor cell mobilization is attenuated in 
impaired glucose tolerance and type 2 diabetes. Journal of Applied Physiology, 
121, 36-41. 

MAAHS, D. M., HOKANSON, J. E., WANG, H., KINNEY, G. L., SNELL-BERGEON, J. 
K., EAST, A., BERGMAN, B. C., SCHAUER, I. E., REWERS, M. & ECKEL, R. 
H. 2010. Lipoprotein subfraction cholesterol distribution is proatherogenic in 
women with type 1 diabetes and insulin resistance. Diabetes, 59, 1771-1779. 

MACLEAN, N. & OGILVIE, R. F. 1959. Observations on the pancreatic islet tissue of 
young diabetic subjects. Diabetes, 8, 83-91. 

MADSBAD, S., FABER, O., BINDER, C., MCNAIR, P., CHRISTIANSEN, C. & 
TRANSBØL, I. 1978. Prevalence of residual beta-cell function in insulin-
dependent diabetics in relation to age at onset and duration of diabetes. 
Diabetes, 27, 262-264. 

MADSSEN, E., VIDEM, V., MOHOLDT, T., WISLOFF, U., HEGBOM, K. & WISETH, 
R. 2015. Predictors of Beneficial Coronary Plaque Changes after Aerobic 
Exercise. Med Sci Sports Exerc, 47, 2251-6. 

MAIORINO, M. I., BELLASTELLA, G., CASCIANO, O., PETRIZZO, M., GICCHINO, 
M., CAPUTO, M., SARNATARO, A., GIUGLIANO, D. & ESPOSITO, K. 2018. 



207 
 

Gender-differences in glycemic control and diabetes related factors in young 
adults with type 1 diabetes: results from the METRO study. Endocrine, 61, 240-
247. 

MAIORINO, M. I., CASCIANO, O., DELLA VOLPE, E., BELLASTELLA, G., 
GIUGLIANO, D. & ESPOSITO, K. 2016. Reducing glucose variability with 
continuous subcutaneous insulin infusion increases endothelial progenitor cells 
in type 1 diabetes: an observational study. Endocrine, 52, 244-52. 

MAIORINO, M. I., DELLA VOLPE, E., OLITA, L., BELLASTELLA, G., GIUGLIANO, D. 
& ESPOSITO, K. 2015. Glucose variability inversely associates with endothelial 
progenitor cells in type 1 diabetes. Endocrine, 48, 342-5. 

MALIK, F. S. & TAPLIN, C. E. 2014. Insulin therapy in children and adolescents with 
type 1 diabetes. Paediatr Drugs, 16, 141-50. 

MALLAD, A., HINSHAW, L., SCHIAVON, M., DALLA MAN, C., DADLANI, V., BASU, 
R., LINGINENI, R., COBELLI, C., JOHNSON, M. L., CARTER, R., KUDVA, Y. 
C. & BASU, A. 2015. Exercise effects on postprandial glucose metabolism in 
type 1 diabetes: a triple-tracer approach. Am J Physiol Endocrinol Metab, 308, 
E1106-15. 

MANGIALARDI, G., KATARE, R., OIKAWA, A., MELONI, M., RENI, C., EMANUELI, 
C. & MADEDDU, P. 2013. Diabetes causes bone marrow endothelial barrier 
dysfunction by activation of the RhoA–Rho-associated kinase signaling 
pathway. Arteriosclerosis, thrombosis, and vascular biology, 33, 555-564. 

MANICARDI, V., RUSSO, G., NAPOLI, A., TORLONE, E., VOLSI, P. L., GIORDA, C. 
B., MUSACCHIO, N., NICOLUCCI, A., SURACI, C. & LUCISANO, G. 2016. 
Gender-disparities in adults with type 1 diabetes: more than a quality of care 
issue. A cross-sectional observational study from the AMD Annals Initiative. 
PLoS One, 11. 

MANSELL, P. 2012. The Dose Adjustment for Normal Eating (DAFNE) education 
programme. J Diabetes Nurs, 16, 364-9. 

MARCHETTI, V., MENGHINI, R., RIZZA, S., VIVANTI, A., FECCIA, T., LAURO, D., 
FUKAMIZU, A., LAURO, R. & FEDERICI, M. 2006. Benfotiamine counteracts 
glucose toxicity effects on endothelial progenitor cell differentiation via 
Akt/FoxO signaling. Diabetes, 55, 2231-7. 

MARCOVECCHIO, M. L., LUCANTONI, M. & CHIARELLI, F. 2011. Role of chronic 
and acute hyperglycemia in the development of diabetes complications. 
Diabetes Technol Ther, 13, 389-94. 

MARLISS, E. B. & VRANIC, M. 2002. Intense exercise has unique effects on both 
insulin release and its roles in glucoregulation. Diabetes, 51, S271-S283. 

MARREN, S., HAMMERSLEY, S., MCDONALD, T., SHIELDS, B., KNIGHT, B., HILL, 
A., BOLT, R., TREE, T., ROEP, B. & HATTERSLEY, A. 2019. Persistent C‐
peptide is associated with reduced hypoglycaemia but not HbA1c in adults with 
longstanding Type 1 diabetes: evidence for lack of intensive treatment in UK 
clinical practice? Diabetic Medicine, 36, 1092-1099. 

MASON, N. J., JENKINS, A. J., BEST, J. D. & ROWLEY, K. G. 2006. Exercise 
frequency and arterial compliance in non-diabetic and type 1 diabetic 
individuals. Eur J Cardiovasc Prev Rehabil, 13, 598-603. 

MASON, R. E. & LIKAR, I. 1966. A new system of multiple-lead exercise 
electrocardiography. Am Heart J, 71, 196-205. 

MATYKA, K., EVANS, M., LOMAS, J., CRANSTON, I., MACDONALD, I. & AMIEL, S. 
A. 1997. Altered hierarchy of protective responses against severe 
hypoglycemia in normal aging in healthy men. Diabetes care, 20, 135-141. 



208 
 

MCCONELL, G. K., SJØBERG, K. A., CEUTZ, F., GLIEMANN, L., NYBERG, M., 
HELLSTEN, Y., FRØSIG, C., KIENS, B., WOJTASZEWSKI, J. F. & RICHTER, 
E. A. 2020. Insulin‐induced membrane permeability to glucose in human 
muscles at rest and following exercise. The Journal of physiology, 598, 303-
315. 

MCCRIMMON, R. J. & SHERWIN, R. S. 2010. Hypoglycemia in type 1 diabetes. 
Diabetes, 59, 2333-9. 

MCDONALD, T. J., COLCLOUGH, K., BROWN, R., SHIELDS, B., SHEPHERD, M., 
BINGLEY, P., WILLIAMS, A., HATTERSLEY, A. T. & ELLARD, S. 2011. Islet 
autoantibodies can discriminate maturity‐onset diabetes of the young (MODY) 
from Type 1 diabetes. Diabetic Medicine, 28, 1028-1033. 

MCDONALD, T. J., KNIGHT, B. A., SHIELDS, B. M., BOWMAN, P., SALZMANN, M. 
B. & HATTERSLEY, A. T. 2009. Stability and reproducibility of a single-sample 
urinary C-peptide/creatinine ratio and its correlation with 24-h urinary C-
peptide. Clin Chem, 55, 2035-9. 

MCDONALD, T. J. & PERRY, M. 2016. Detection of C-peptide in urine as a measure 
of ongoing beta cell function. Type-1 Diabetes. Springer. 

MCGEE, P., STEFFES, M., NOWICKI, M., BAYLESS, M., GUBITOSI‐KLUG, R., 
CLEARY, P., LACHIN, J., PALMER, J. & GROUP, D. E. R. 2014. Insulin 
secretion measured by stimulated C‐peptide in long‐established Type 1 
diabetes in the Diabetes Control and Complications Trial (DCCT)/Epidemiology 
of Diabetes Interventions and Complications (EDIC) cohort: a pilot study. 
Diabetic medicine, 31, 1264-1268. 

MCKEIGUE, P. M., SPILIOPOULOU, A., MCGURNAGHAN, S., COLOMBO, M., 
BLACKBOURN, L., MCDONALD, T. J., ONENGUT-GOMUSCU, S., RICH, S. 
S., CN, A. P., MCKNIGHT, J. A., MW, J. S., PATRICK, A. W., CHALMERS, J., 
LINDSAY, R. S., PETRIE, J. R., THEKKEPAT, S., COLLIER, A., MACRURY, 
S. & COLHOUN, H. M. 2019. Persistent C-peptide secretion in Type 1 diabetes 
and its relationship to the genetic architecture of diabetes. BMC Med, 17, 165. 

MCMAHON, S. K., FERREIRA, L. D., RATNAM, N., DAVEY, R. J., YOUNGS, L. M., 
DAVIS, E. A., FOURNIER, P. A. & JONES, T. W. 2007. Glucose requirements 
to maintain euglycemia after moderate-intensity afternoon exercise in 
adolescents with type 1 diabetes are increased in a biphasic manner. J Clin 
Endocrinol Metab, 92, 963-8. 

MEDINA, R. J., BARBER, C. L., SABATIER, F., DIGNAT-GEORGE, F., MELERO-
MARTIN, J. M., KHOSROTEHRANI, K., OHNEDA, O., RANDI, A. M., CHAN, 
J. K. Y., YAMAGUCHI, T., VAN HINSBERGH, V. W. M., YODER, M. C. & 
STITT, A. W. 2017. Endothelial Progenitors: A Consensus Statement on 
Nomenclature. Stem Cells Transl Med, 6, 1316-1320. 

MEDINA, R. J., O’NEILL, C. L., O’DOHERTY, T. M., KNOTT, H., GUDURIC-FUCHS, 
J., GARDINER, T. A. & STITT, A. W. 2011. Myeloid angiogenic cells act as 
alternative M2 macrophages and modulate angiogenesis through interleukin-8. 
Molecular medicine, 17, 1045-1055. 

MEDTRONIC. 2017. CareLink™ iPro™ User Guide - 8-Sep-2017 [Online]. Available: 
http://www.medtronicdiabetes.com/download-library/ipro-2 [Accessed 
04/02/2020]. 

MEIER, J. J., BHUSHAN, A., BUTLER, A. E., RIZZA, R. A. & BUTLER, P. C. 2005. 
Sustained beta cell apoptosis in patients with long-standing type 1 diabetes: 
indirect evidence for islet regeneration? Diabetologia, 48, 2221-8. 

http://www.medtronicdiabetes.com/download-library/ipro-2


209 
 

MELERO-MARTIN, J. M., KHAN, Z. A., PICARD, A., WU, X., PARUCHURI, S. & 
BISCHOFF, J. 2007. In vivo vasculogenic potential of human blood-derived 
endothelial progenitor cells. Blood, 109, 4761-8. 

MERGER, S., LESLIE, R. & BOEHM, B. 2013. The broad clinical phenotype of type 1 
diabetes at presentation. Diabetic medicine, 30, 170-178. 

METCALF, K. M., SINGHVI, A., TSALIKIAN, E., TANSEY, M. J., ZIMMERMAN, M. B., 
ESLIGER, D. W. & JANZ, K. F. 2014. Effects of moderate-to-vigorous intensity 
physical activity on overnight and next-day hypoglycemia in active adolescents 
with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes care, 37, 1272-1278. 

MIGUELES, J. H., ROWLANDS, A. V., HUBER, F., SABIA, S. & VAN HEES, V. T. 
2019. GGIR: a research community–driven open source R package for 
generating physical activity and sleep outcomes from multi-day raw 
accelerometer data. Journal for the Measurement of Physical Behaviour, 2, 
188-196. 

MIKINES, K. J., SONNE, B., FARRELL, P. A., TRONIER, B. & GALBO, H. 1988. Effect 
of physical exercise on sensitivity and responsiveness to insulin in humans. Am 
J Physiol, 254, E248-59. 

MILLER, R. G., MAHAJAN, H. D., COSTACOU, T., SEKIKAWA, A., ANDERSON, S. 
J. & ORCHARD, T. J. 2016. A Contemporary Estimate of Total Mortality and 
Cardiovascular Disease Risk in Young Adults With Type 1 Diabetes: The 
Pittsburgh Epidemiology of Diabetes Complications Study. Diabetes Care, 39, 
2296-2303. 

MINNOCK, D., KRAUSE, M., LE ROUX, C. W. & DE VITO, G. 2019. Effects of acute 
exercise on glucose control in type 1 diabetes: A systematic review. 
Translational Sports Medicine, 2, 49-57. 

MIREL, R. D., GINSBERG-FELLNER, F., HORWITZ, D. L. & RAYFIELD, E. J. 1980. 
C-Peptide reserve in insulin-dependent diabetes. Comparative responses to 
glucose, glucagon and tolbutamide. Diabetologia, 19, 183-8. 

MÖBIUS-WINKLER, S., HILBERG, T., MENZEL, K., GOLLA, E., BURMAN, A., 
SCHULER, G. & ADAMS, V. 2009. Time-dependent mobilization of circulating 
progenitor cells during strenuous exercise in healthy individuals. Journal of 
Applied Physiology, 107, 1943-1950. 

MOFFATT, R. J., CHITWOOD, L. F. & BIGGERSTAFF, K. D. 1994. The influence of 
verbal encouragement during assessment of maximal oxygen uptake. J Sports 
Med Phys Fitness, 34, 45-9. 

MØLLER, N., JØRGENSEN, J., ABILDGÄRD, N., ØRSKOV, L., SCHMITZ, O. & 
CHRISTIANSEN, J. 1991. Effects of growth hormone on glucose metabolism. 
Hormone Research in Paediatrics, 36, 32-35. 

MOSER, O., ECKSTEIN, M. L., MUELLER, A., BIRNBAUMER, P., ABERER, F., 
KOEHLER, G., SOURIJ, C., KOJZAR, H., HOLLER, P. & SIMI, H. 2019a. 
Reduction in insulin degludec dosing for multiple exercise sessions improves 
time spent in euglycaemia in people with type 1 diabetes: A randomized 
crossover trial. Diabetes, Obesity and Metabolism, 21, 349-356. 

MOSER, O., ECKSTEIN, M. L., MUELLER, A., BIRNBAUMER, P., ABERER, F., 
KOEHLER, G., SOURIJ, C., KOJZAR, H., PFERSCHY, P. & DIETZ, P. 2019b. 
Pre-exercise blood glucose levels determine the amount of orally administered 
carbohydrates during physical exercise in individuals with type 1 diabetes—A 
randomized cross-over trial. Nutrients, 11, 1287. 

MOSER, O., TSCHAKERT, G., MUELLER, A., GROESCHL, W., HOFMANN, P., 
PIEBER, T., LAWRENCE, J. & KOEHLER, G. 2017. Short-acting insulin 



210 
 

reduction strategies for continuous cycle ergometer exercises in patients with 
type 1 diabetes mellitus. Asian Journal of Sports Medicine, 8. 

MOSHER, P. E., NASH, M. S., PERRY, A. C., LAPERRIERE, A. R. & GOLDBERG, 
R. B. 1998. Aerobic circuit exercise training: effect on adolescents with well-
controlled insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus. Arch Phys Med Rehabil, 79, 
652-7. 

MOY, C. S., SONGER, T. J., LAPORTE, R. E., DORMAN, J. S., KRISKA, A. M., 
ORCHARD, T. J., BECKER, D. J. & DRASH, A. L. 1993. Insulin-dependent 
diabetes mellitus, physical activity, and death. Am J Epidemiol, 137, 74-81. 

NADEAU, K. J., REGENSTEINER, J. G., BAUER, T. A., BROWN, M. S., DOROSZ, J. 
L., HULL, A., ZEITLER, P., DRAZNIN, B. & REUSCH, J. E. 2010. Insulin 
resistance in adolescents with type 1 diabetes and its relationship to 
cardiovascular function. J Clin Endocrinol Metab, 95, 513-21. 

NAKAGAWA, T., SATO, W., SAUTIN, Y. Y., GLUSHAKOVA, O., CROKER, B., 
ATKINSON, M. A., TISHER, C. C. & JOHNSON, R. J. 2006. Uncoupling of 
vascular endothelial growth factor with nitric oxide as a mechanism for diabetic 
vasculopathy. Journal of the American Society of Nephrology, 17, 736-745. 

NAKAMURA, Y., AIZAWA, K., IMAI, T., KONO, I. & MESAKI, N. 2011. Hormonal 
responses to resistance exercise during different menstrual cycle states. Med 
Sci Sports Exerc, 43, 967-73. 

NAKANO, A., HARADA, T., MORIKAWA, S. & KATO, Y. 1990. Expression of 
leukocyte common antigen (CD45) on various human leukemia/lymphoma cell 
lines. Pathology International, 40, 107-115. 

NATHAN, D. M. & GROUP, D. E. R. 2014. The diabetes control and complications 
trial/epidemiology of diabetes interventions and complications study at 30 
years: overview. Diabetes care, 37, 9-16. 

NATHAN, D. M. G., S.; LACHIN, J.; CLEARY, P.; CROFFORD, O.; DAVIS, M.; RAND, 
L..; SIEBERT, C.; DIABETES CONTROL AND & GROUP, C. T. R. 1993. The 
effect of intensive treatment of diabetes on the development and progression 
of long-term complications in insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus. New England 
journal of medicine, 329, 977-986. 

NATORI, T., SATA, M., WASHIDA, M., HIRATA, Y., NAGAI, R. & MAKUUCHI, M. 
2002. G-CSF stimulates angiogenesis and promotes tumor growth: potential 
contribution of bone marrow-derived endothelial progenitor cells. Biochem 
Biophys Res Commun, 297, 1058-61. 

NIJHOFF, M. F. & DE KONING, E. J. P. 2018. Artificial Pancreas or Novel Beta-Cell 
Replacement Therapies: a Race for Optimal Glycemic Control? Curr Diab Rep, 
18, 110. 

NIRANJAN, V., MCBRAYER, D. G., RAMIREZ, L. C., RASKIN, P. & HSIA, C. C. 1997. 
Glycemic control and cardiopulmonary function in patients with insulin-
dependent diabetes mellitus. Am J Med, 103, 504-13. 

NOBUTA, H., KATAGI, M., KUME, S., TERASHIMA, T., ARAKI, S.-I., MAEGAWA, H., 
KOJIMA, H. & NAKAGAWA, T. 2019. A role for bone marrow–derived cells in 
diabetic nephropathy. The FASEB Journal, 33, 4067-4076. 

NORRIS, J. M., BARRIGA, K., KLINGENSMITH, G., HOFFMAN, M., EISENBARTH, 
G. S., ERLICH, H. A. & REWERS, M. 2003. Timing of initial cereal exposure in 
infancy and risk of islet autoimmunity. JAMA, 290, 1713-20. 

NUSCA, A., TUCCINARDI, D., ALBANO, M., CAVALLARO, C., RICOTTINI, E., 
MANFRINI, S., POZZILLI, P. & DI SCIASCIO, G. 2018. Glycemic variability in 



211 
 

the development of cardiovascular complications in diabetes. Diabetes Metab 
Res Rev, 34, e3047. 

OIKAWA, A., SIRAGUSA, M., QUAINI, F., MANGIALARDI, G., KATARE, R. G., 
CAPORALI, A., VAN BUUL, J. D., VAN ALPHEN, F. P., GRAIANI, G., 
SPINETTI, G., KRAENKEL, N., PREZIOSO, L., EMANUELI, C. & MADEDDU, 
P. 2010. Diabetes mellitus induces bone marrow microangiopathy. Arterioscler 
Thromb Vasc Biol, 30, 498-508. 

OIKONOMOU, D., KOPF, S., VON BAUER, R., DJURIC, Z., CEBOLA, R., SANDER, 
A., ENGLERT, S., VITTAS, S., HIDMARK, A. & MORCOS, M. 2014. Influence 
of insulin and glargine on outgrowth and number of circulating endothelial 
progenitor cells in type 2 diabetes patients: a partially double-blind, randomized, 
three-arm unicenter study. Cardiovascular diabetology, 13, 137. 

OLMOS, P., A'HERN, R., HEATON, D. A., MILLWARD, B. A., RISLEY, D., PYKE, D. 
A. & LESLIE, R. D. 1988. The significance of the concordance rate for type 1 
(insulin-dependent) diabetes in identical twins. Diabetologia, 31, 747-50. 

ORAM, R. A., JONES, A. G., BESSER, R. E., KNIGHT, B. A., SHIELDS, B. M., 
BROWN, R. J., HATTERSLEY, A. T. & MCDONALD, T. J. 2014. The majority 
of patients with long-duration type 1 diabetes are insulin microsecretors and 
have functioning beta cells. Diabetologia, 57, 187-191. 

ORAM, R. A., MCDONALD, T. J., SHIELDS, B. M., HUDSON, M. M., SHEPHERD, M. 
H., HAMMERSLEY, S., PEARSON, E. R. & HATTERSLEY, A. T. 2015. Most 
people with long-duration type 1 diabetes in a large population-based study are 
insulin microsecretors. Diabetes care, 38, 323-328. 

ORAM, R. A., RAWLINGSON, A., SHIELDS, B. M., BINGHAM, C., BESSER, R. E., 
MCDONALD, T. J., KNIGHT, B. A. & HATTERSLEY, A. T. 2013. Urine C-
peptide creatinine ratio can be used to assess insulin resistance and insulin 
production in people without diabetes: an observational study. BMJ open, 3, 
e003193. 

ORAM, R. A., SIMS, E. K. & EVANS-MOLINA, C. 2019. Beta cells in type 1 diabetes: 
mass and function; sleeping or dead? Diabetologia, 62, 567-577. 

ORBAN, T., SOSENKO, J. M., CUTHBERTSON, D., KRISCHER, J. P., SKYLER, J. 
S., JACKSON, R., YU, L., PALMER, J. P., SCHATZ, D. & EISENBARTH, G. 
2009. Pancreatic islet autoantibodies as predictors of type 1 diabetes in the 
Diabetes Prevention Trial–Type 1. Diabetes care, 32, 2269-2274. 

OSKARSSON, P., ANTUNA, R., GEELHOED-DUIJVESTIJN, P., KRGER, J., 
WEITGASSER, R. & BOLINDER, J. 2018. Impact of flash glucose monitoring 
on hypoglycaemia in adults with type 1 diabetes managed with multiple daily 
injection therapy: a pre-specified subgroup analysis of the IMPACT randomised 
controlled trial. Diabetologia, 61, 539-550. 

OSTMAN, C., JEWISS, D., KING, N. & SMART, N. 2018. Clinical outcomes to exercise 
training in type 1 diabetes: a systematic review and meta-analysis. diabetes 
research and clinical practice, 139, 380-391. 

OWENS, D. R., MATFIN, G. & MONNIER, L. 2014. Basal insulin analogues in the 
management of diabetes mellitus: what progress have we made? 
Diabetes/metabolism research and reviews, 30, 104-119. 

PAGAN, L. U., GOMES, M. J. & OKOSHI, M. P. 2018. Endothelial Function and 
Physical Exercise. Arq Bras Cardiol, 111, 540-541. 

PALMER, J. P., FLEMING, G. A., GREENBAUM, C. J., HEROLD, K. C., JANSA, L. 
D., KOLB, H., LACHIN, J. M., POLONSKY, K. S., POZZILLI, P. & SKYLER, J. 
S. 2004. C-peptide is the appropriate outcome measure for type 1 diabetes 



212 
 

clinical trials to preserve β-cell function: report of an ADA workshop, 21–22 
October 2001. Diabetes, 53, 250-264. 

PALOMBO, C., KOZAKOVA, M., MORIZZO, C., GNESI, L., BARSOTTI, M. C., 
SPONTONI, P., MASSART, F., SALVI, P., BALBARINI, A., SAGGESE, G., DI 
STEFANO, R. & FEDERICO, G. 2011. Circulating endothelial progenitor cells 
and large artery structure and function in young subjects with uncomplicated 
type 1 diabetes. Cardiovasc Diabetol, 10, 88. 

PANERO, F., NOVELLI, G., ZUCCO, C., FORNENGO, P., PEROTTO, M., SEGRE, 
O., GRASSI, G., CAVALLO-PERIN, P. & BRUNO, G. 2009. Fasting plasma C-
peptide and micro- and macrovascular complications in a large clinic-based 
cohort of type 1 diabetic patients. Diabetes Care, 32, 301-5. 

PANKAJAKSHAN, D. & AGRAWAL, D. K. 2014. Mesenchymal Stem Cell Paracrine 
Factors in Vascular Repair and Regeneration. J Biomed Technol Res, 1. 

PAŃKOWSKA, E., BŁAZIK, M., DZIECHCIARZ, P., SZYPOWSKA, A. & 
SZAJEWSKA, H. 2009. Continuous subcutaneous insulin infusion vs. multiple 
daily injections in children with type 1 diabetes: a systematic review and meta‐
analysis of randomized control trials. Pediatric diabetes, 10, 52-58. 

PATEL-HETT, S. & D'AMORE, P. A. 2011. Signal transduction in vasculogenesis and 
developmental angiogenesis. Int J Dev Biol, 55, 353-63. 

PATEL, R. S., LI, Q., GHASEMZADEH, N., EAPEN, D. J., MOSS, L. D., JANJUA, A. 
U., MANOCHA, P., KASSEM, H. A., VELEDAR, E., SAMADY, H., TAYLOR, W. 
R., ZAFARI, A. M., SPERLING, L., VACCARINO, V., WALLER, E. K. & 
QUYYUMI, A. A. 2015. Circulating CD34+ progenitor cells and risk of mortality 
in a population with coronary artery disease. Circ Res, 116, 289-297. 

PATTERSON, C. C., DAHLQUIST, G., HARJUTSALO, V., JONER, G., FELTBOWER, 
R. G., SVENSSON, J., SCHOBER, E., GYÜRÜS, E., CASTELL, C. & 
URBONAITÉ, B. 2007. Early mortality in EURODIAB population-based cohorts 
of type 1 diabetes diagnosed in childhood since 1989. Diabetologia, 50, 2439-
2442. 

PATTERSON, C. C., DAHLQUIST, G. G., GYÜRÜS, E., GREEN, A., SOLTÉSZ, G. & 
GROUP, E. S. 2009. Incidence trends for childhood type 1 diabetes in Europe 
during 1989–2003 and predicted new cases 2005–20: a multicentre 
prospective registration study. The Lancet, 373, 2027-2033. 

PEARL-YAFE, M., KAMINITZ, A., YOLCU, E. S., YANIV, I., STEIN, J. & ASKENASY, 
N. 2007. Pancreatic islets under attack: cellular and molecular effectors. Curr 
Pharm Des, 13, 749-60. 

PEDUZZI, P., CONCATO, J., KEMPER, E., HOLFORD, T. R. & FEINSTEIN, A. R. 
1996. A simulation study of the number of events per variable in logistic 
regression analysis. J Clin Epidemiol, 49, 1373-9. 

PEI, X. 1999. Who is hematopoietic stem cell: CD34+ or CD34-? International journal 
of hematology, 70, 213-215. 

PEICHEV, M., NAIYER, A. J., PEREIRA, D., ZHU, Z., LANE, W. J., WILLIAMS, M., 
OZ, M. C., HICKLIN, D. J., WITTE, L., MOORE, M. A. & RAFII, S. 2000. 
Expression of VEGFR-2 and AC133 by circulating human CD34(+) cells 
identifies a population of functional endothelial precursors. Blood, 95, 952-8. 

PEPLOW, P. V. 2014. Growth factor- and cytokine-stimulated endothelial progenitor 
cells in post-ischemic cerebral neovascularization. Neural Regen Res, 9, 1425-
9. 

PÉREZ, A., WÄGNER, A. M., CARRERAS, G., GIMÉNEZ, G., SÁNCHEZ-QUESADA, 
J. L., RIGLA, M., GÓMEZ-GERIQUE, J. A., POU, J. M. & DE LEIVA, A. 2000. 



213 
 

Prevalence and phenotypic distribution of dyslipidemia in type 1 diabetes 
mellitus: effect of glycemic control. Archives of internal medicine, 160, 2756-
2762. 

PETRELLI, A., MAESTRONI, A., FADINI, G. P., BELLONI, D., VENTURINI, M., 
ALBIERO, M., KLEFFEL, S., MFARREJ, B. G., MASCHIO, A. D., MAFFI, P., 
AVOGARO, A., FERRERO, E., ZERBINI, G., SECCHI, A. & FIORINA, P. 2010. 
Improved function of circulating angiogenic cells is evident in type 1 diabetic 
islet-transplanted patients. Am J Transplant, 10, 2690-700. 

PICKUP, J. C., KIDD, J., BURMISTON, S. & YEMANE, N. 2006. Determinants of 
glycaemic control in type 1 diabetes during intensified therapy with multiple 
daily insulin injections or continuous subcutaneous insulin infusion: importance 
of blood glucose variability. Diabetes/metabolism research and reviews, 22, 
232-237. 

PIERRE-LOUIS, B., GUDDATI, A. K., KHYZAR HAYAT SYED, M., GOROSPE, V. E., 
MANGUERRA, M., BAGCHI, C., ARONOW, W. S. & AHN, C. 2014. Exercise 
capacity as an independent risk factor for adverse cardiovascular outcomes 
among nondiabetic and diabetic patients. Arch Med Sci, 10, 25-32. 

PIYA, M. K., SHIVU, G. N., TAHRANI, A., DUBB, K., ABOZGUIA, K., PHAN, T. T., 
NARENDRAN, P., POP-BUSUI, R., FRENNEAUX, M. & STEVENS, M. J. 2011. 
Abnormal left ventricular torsion and cardiac autonomic dysfunction in subjects 
with type 1 diabetes mellitus. Metabolism, 60, 1115-21. 

PLOUG, T., GALBO, H. & RICHTER, E. A. 1984. Increased muscle glucose uptake 
during contractions: no need for insulin. American Journal of Physiology-
Endocrinology And Metabolism, 247, E726-E731. 

POLONSKY, K., LICINIO-PAIXAO, J., GIVEN, B., PUGH, W., RUE, P., GALLOWAY, 
J., KARRISON, T. & FRANK, B. 1986. Use of biosynthetic human C-peptide in 
the measurement of insulin secretion rates in normal volunteers and type I 
diabetic patients. The Journal of clinical investigation, 77, 98-105. 

PRATER, D. N., CASE, J., INGRAM, D. A. & YODER, M. C. 2007. Working hypothesis 
to redefine endothelial progenitor cells. Leukemia, 21, 1141-9. 

PRIMARY CARE DOMAIN, N. D. 2016. Diabetes Prevalence 2016. Quality and 
Outcomes Framework In: CENTRE., H. A. S. C. I. (ed.). 

PRIYA, G. & KALRA, S. 2018. A review of insulin resistance in type 1 diabetes: is 
there a place for adjunctive metformin? Diabetes Therapy, 9, 349-361. 

PULLINEN, T., MERO, A., HUTTUNEN, P., PAKARINEN, A. & KOMI, P. V. 2002. 
Resistance exercise-induced hormonal responses in men, women, and 
pubescent boys. Med Sci Sports Exerc, 34, 806-13. 

PURNELL, J. Q., HOKANSON, J. E., MARCOVINA, S. M., STEFFES, M. W., 
CLEARY, P. A. & BRUNZELL, J. D. 1998. Effect of excessive weight gain with 
intensive therapy of type 1 diabetes on lipid levels and blood pressure: results 
from the DCCT. Jama, 280, 140-146. 

QUIRICI, N., SOLIGO, D., CANEVA, L., SERVIDA, F., BOSSOLASCO, P. & 
DELILIERS, G. L. 2001. Differentiation and expansion of endothelial cells from 
human bone marrow CD133(+) cells. Br J Haematol, 115, 186-94. 

QUIRK, H., BLAKE, H., TENNYSON, R., RANDELL, T. L. & GLAZEBROOK, C. 2014. 
Physical activity interventions in children and young people with Type 1 
diabetes mellitus: a systematic review with meta-analysis. Diabet Med, 31, 
1163-73. 

RABASA-LHORET, R., BOURQUE, J., DUCROS, F. & CHIASSON, J.-L. 2001. 
Guidelines for premeal insulin dose reduction for postprandial exercise of 



214 
 

different intensities and durations in type 1 diabetic subjects treated intensively 
with a basal-bolus insulin regimen (ultralente-lispro). Diabetes care, 24, 625-
630. 

RAGUSO, C. A., COGGAN, A. R., GASTALDELLI, A., SIDOSSIS, L. S., BASTYR, E. 
J., 3RD & WOLFE, R. R. 1995. Lipid and carbohydrate metabolism in IDDM 
during moderate and intense exercise. Diabetes, 44, 1066-74. 

RALSTON, H. J. 1958. Energy-speed relation and optimal speed during level walking. 
Int Z Angew Physiol, 17, 277-83. 

RAVELLI, R. B., KALICHARAN, R. D., AVRAMUT, M. C., SJOLLEMA, K. A., PRONK, 
J. W., DIJK, F., KOSTER, A. J., VISSER, J. T., FAAS, F. G. & GIEPMANS, B. 
N. 2013. Destruction of tissue, cells and organelles in type 1 diabetic rats 
presented at macromolecular resolution. Scientific reports, 3, 1-6. 

RAWSHANI, A., RAWSHANI, A., FRANZÉN, S., ELIASSON, B., SVENSSON, A.-M., 
MIFTARAJ, M., MCGUIRE, D. K., SATTAR, N., ROSENGREN, A. & 
GUDBJÖRNSDOTTIR, S. 2017. Mortality and cardiovascular disease in type 1 
and type 2 diabetes. New England journal of medicine, 376, 1407-1418. 

RAWSHANI, A., SATTAR, N., FRANZÉN, S., RAWSHANI, A., HATTERSLEY, A. T., 
SVENSSON, A.-M., ELIASSON, B. & GUDBJÖRNSDOTTIR, S. 2018. Excess 
mortality and cardiovascular disease in young adults with type 1 diabetes in 
relation to age at onset: a nationwide, register-based cohort study. The Lancet, 
392, 477-486. 

REDONDO, M. J., YU, L., HAWA, M., MACKENZIE, T., PYKE, D. A., EISENBARTH, 
G. S. & LESLIE, R. D. 2001. Heterogeneity of type I diabetes: analysis of 
monozygotic twins in Great Britain and the United States. Diabetologia, 44, 354-
62. 

REHMAN, J., LI, J., PARVATHANENI, L., KARLSSON, G., PANCHAL, V. R., TEMM, 
C. J., MAHENTHIRAN, J. & MARCH, K. L. 2004. Exercise acutely increases 
circulating endothelial progenitor cells and monocyte-/macrophage-derived 
angiogenic cells. J Am Coll Cardiol, 43, 2314-8. 

REYES, M., DUDEK, A., JAHAGIRDAR, B., KOODIE, L., MARKER, P. H. & 
VERFAILLIE, C. M. 2002. Origin of endothelial progenitors in human postnatal 
bone marrow. J Clin Invest, 109, 337-46. 

RICHTER, E. A. & HARGREAVES, M. 2013. Exercise, GLUT4, and skeletal muscle 
glucose uptake. Physiol Rev, 93, 993-1017. 

RICKELS, M. R., EVANS-MOLINA, C., BAHNSON, H. T., YLESCUPIDEZ, A., 
NADEAU, K. J., HAO, W., CLEMENTS, M. A., SHERR, J. L., PRATLEY, R. E., 
HANNON, T. S., SHAH, V. N., MILLER, K. M., GREENBAUM, C. J. & GROUP, 
T. D. E. B.-C. F. S. 2020. High residual C-peptide likely contributes to glycemic 
control in type 1 diabetes. J Clin Invest, 130, 1850-1862. 

RIDDELL, M. & HOPPIN, A. 2019. Management of exercise for children and 
adolescents with type 1 diabetes mellitus. Up To Date, 1-23. 

RIDDELL, M. C., BAR-OR, O., AYUB, B. V., CALVERT, R. E. & HEIGENHAUSER, G. 
J. 1999. Glucose ingestion matched with total carbohydrate utilization 
attenuates hypoglycemia during exercise in adolescents with IDDM. Int J Sport 
Nutr, 9, 24-34. 

RIDDELL, M. C., GALLEN, I. W., SMART, C. E., TAPLIN, C. E., ADOLFSSON, P., 
LUMB, A. N., KOWALSKI, A., RABASA-LHORET, R., MCCRIMMON, R. J., 
HUME, C., ANNAN, F., FOURNIER, P. A., GRAHAM, C., BODE, B., 
GALASSETTI, P., JONES, T. W., MILLAN, I. S., HEISE, T., PETERS, A. L., 



215 
 

PETZ, A. & LAFFEL, L. M. 2017. Exercise management in type 1 diabetes: a 
consensus statement. Lancet Diabetes Endocrinol, 5, 377-390. 

RIDDELL, M. C., POONI, R., YAVELBERG, L., LI, Z., KOLLMAN, C., BROWN, R. E., 
LI, A. & ARONSON, R. 2019a. Reproducibility in the cardiometabolic responses 
to high-intensity interval exercise in adults with type 1 diabetes. diabetes 
research and clinical practice, 148, 137-143. 

RIDDELL, M. C., ZAHARIEVA, D. P., TANSEY, M., TSALIKIAN, E., ADMON, G., LI, 
Z., KOLLMAN, C. & BECK, R. W. 2019b. Individual glucose responses to 
prolonged moderate intensity aerobic exercise in adolescents with type 1 
diabetes: The higher they start, the harder they fall. Pediatric diabetes, 20, 99-
106. 

RIDDELL, M. C., ZAHARIEVA, D. P., YAVELBERG, L., CINAR, A. & JAMNIK, V. K. 
2015. Exercise and the Development of the Artificial Pancreas: One of the More 
Difficult Series of Hurdles. J Diabetes Sci Technol, 9, 1217-26. 

RIDGWAY, W. M., PETERSON, L. B., TODD, J. A., RAINBOW, D. B., HEALY, B., 
BURREN, O. S. & WICKER, L. S. 2008. Gene–gene interactions in the NOD 
mouse model of type 1 diabetes. Advances in immunology, 100, 151-175. 

RIGLA, M., SANCHEZ-QUESADA, J. L., ORDONEZ-LLANOS, J., PRAT, T., CAIXAS, 
A., JORBA, O., SERRA, J. R., DE LEIVA, A. & PEREZ, A. 2000. Effect of 
physical exercise on lipoprotein(a) and low-density lipoprotein modifications in 
type 1 and type 2 diabetic patients. Metabolism, 49, 640-7. 

RIGLER, R., PRAMANIK, A., JONASSON, P., KRATZ, G., JANSSON, O. T., 
NYGREN, P., STAHL, S., EKBERG, K., JOHANSSON, B., UHLEN, S., UHLEN, 
M., JORNVALL, H. & WAHREN, J. 1999. Specific binding of proinsulin C-
peptide to human cell membranes. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A, 96, 13318-23. 

RITZ, U., SPIES, V., MEHLING, I., GRUSZKA, D., ROMMENS, P. M. & HOFMANN, 
A. 2014. Mobilization of CD34+-progenitor cells in patients with severe trauma. 
PLoS One, 9, e97369. 

RIZZA, R. A., CRYER, P. E. & GERICH, J. E. 1979. Role of glucagon, catecholamines, 
and growth hormone in human glucose counterregulation: effects of 
somatostatin and combined α-and β-adrenergic blockade on plasma glucose 
recovery and glucose flux rates after insulin-induced hypoglycemia. Journal of 
Clinical Investigation, 64, 62. 

ROBERTS, L., JONES, T. W. & FOURNIER, P. A. 2002. Exercise training and 
glycemic control in adolescents with poorly controlled type 1 diabetes mellitus. 
J Pediatr Endocrinol Metab, 15, 621-7. 

ROBITAILLE, M., DUBE, M. C., WEISNAGEL, S. J., PRUD'HOMME, D., 
MASSICOTTE, D., PERONNET, F. & LAVOIE, C. 2007. Substrate source 
utilization during moderate intensity exercise with glucose ingestion in Type 1 
diabetic patients. J Appl Physiol (1985), 103, 119-24. 

RODBARD, D. 2017. Continuous Glucose Monitoring: A Review of Recent Studies 
Demonstrating Improved Glycemic Outcomes. Diabetes Technol Ther, 19, 
S25-S37. 

RODRIGUEZ-CALVO, T., RICHARDSON, S. J. & PUGLIESE, A. 2018. Pancreas 
Pathology During the Natural History of Type 1 Diabetes. Curr Diab Rep, 18, 
124. 

ROEP, B. O. 2003. The role of T-cells in the pathogenesis of Type 1 diabetes: from 
cause to cure. Diabetologia, 46, 305-21. 

ROSS, M. D., MALONE, E. M., SIMPSON, R., CRANSTON, I., INGRAM, L., WRIGHT, 
G. P., CHAMBERS, G. & FLORIDA-JAMES, G. 2018. Lower resting and 



216 
 

exercise-induced circulating angiogenic progenitors and angiogenic T cells in 
older men. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol, 314, H392-H402. 

ROSS, M. D., WEKESA, A. L., PHELAN, J. P. & HARRISON, M. 2014. Resistance 
exercise increases endothelial progenitor cells and angiogenic factors. Med Sci 
Sports Exerc, 46, 16-23. 

RUEGEMER, J. J., SQUIRES, R. W., MARSH, H. M., HAYMOND, M. W., CRYER, P. 
E., RIZZA, R. A. & MILES, J. M. 1990. Differences between prebreakfast and 
late afternoon glycemic responses to exercise in IDDM patients. Diabetes Care, 
13, 104-110. 

SABIA, S., VAN HEES, V. T., SHIPLEY, M. J., TRENELL, M. I., HAGGER-JOHNSON, 
G., ELBAZ, A., KIVIMAKI, M. & SINGH-MANOUX, A. 2014. Association 
between questionnaire-and accelerometer-assessed physical activity: the role 
of sociodemographic factors. American journal of epidemiology, 179, 781-790. 

SAHLIN, K., TONKONOGI, M. & SODERLUND, K. 1998. Energy supply and muscle 
fatigue in humans. Acta Physiol Scand, 162, 261-6. 

SAITO, Y., KUSAKA, Y. & SHIMADA, M. 2003. Effects of exercise intensity on 
circulating leukocyte subpopulations. Environ Health Prev Med, 8, 18-22. 

SALEM, M. A., ABOELASRAR, M. A., ELBARBARY, N. S., ELHILALY, R. A. & 
REFAAT, Y. M. 2010. Is exercise a therapeutic tool for improvement of 
cardiovascular risk factors in adolescents with type 1 diabetes mellitus? A 
randomised controlled trial. Diabetology & metabolic syndrome, 2, 47. 

SAMBATARO, M., SEGANFREDDO, E., CANAL, F., FURLAN, A., DEL PUP, L., 
NIERO, M., PACCAGNELLA, A., GHERLINZONI, F. & DEI TOS, A. P. 2014. 
Prognostic significance of circulating and endothelial progenitor cell markers in 
type 2 diabetic foot. Int J Vasc Med, 2014, 589412. 

SANDHU, K., NJOROGE, W., YANG, Y., HARPER, A. & BUTLER, R. 2018. 
Endothelial Progenitor Cell Identification, Classification and Nomenclature: A 
Review. J. Blood Lymph, 8. 

SANDOVAL, D. A., GUY, D. L., RICHARDSON, M. A., ERTL, A. C. & DAVIS, S. N. 
2006. Acute, same-day effects of antecedent exercise on counterregulatory 
responses to subsequent hypoglycemia in type 1 diabetes mellitus. Am J 
Physiol Endocrinol Metab, 290, E1331-8. 

SANDRI, M., ADAMS, V., GIELEN, S., LINKE, A., LENK, K., KRANKEL, N., LENZ, D., 
ERBS, S., SCHEINERT, D., MOHR, F. W., SCHULER, G. & HAMBRECHT, R. 
2005. Effects of exercise and ischemia on mobilization and functional activation 
of blood-derived progenitor cells in patients with ischemic syndromes: results 
of 3 randomized studies. Circulation, 111, 3391-9. 

SCHAAN, B. D., WACLAWOVSKY, G., UMPIERRE, D., FIGUEIRA, F. R., DE LIMA, 
E. S., ALEGRETTI, A. P., SCHNEIDER, L., MATTE, U. S. & RODRIGUES, T. 
C. 2015. A single session of aerobic or resistance exercise modifies the 
endothelial progenitor cell levels in healthy subjects, but not in individuals with 
type 1 diabetes. Diabetology & Metabolic Syndrome, 7, A251. 

SCHENKER, M., HUMMEL, M., FERBER, K., WALTER, M., KELLER, E., ALBERT, 
E. D., JANKA, H. U., KASTENDIEK, C., SORGER, M., LOUWEN, F. & 
ZIEGLER, A. G. 1999. Early expression and high prevalence of islet 
autoantibodies for DR3/4 heterozygous and DR4/4 homozygous offspring of 
parents with Type I diabetes: the German BABYDIAB study. Diabetologia, 42, 
671-7. 



217 
 

SCHERRER, U., RANDIN, D., VOLLENWEIDER, P., VOLLENWEIDER, L. & NICOD, 
P. 1994. Nitric oxide release accounts for insulin's vascular effects in humans. 
J Clin Invest, 94, 2511-5. 

SCHLAGER, O., GIURGEA, A., SCHUHFRIED, O., SEIDINGER, D., HAMMER, A., 
GROGER, M., FIALKA-MOSER, V., GSCHWANDTNER, M., 
KOPPENSTEINER, R. & STEINER, S. 2011. Exercise training increases 
endothelial progenitor cells and decreases asymmetric dimethylarginine in 
peripheral arterial disease: a randomized controlled trial. Atherosclerosis, 217, 
240-8. 

SCHMIDT-LUCKE, C., FICHTLSCHERER, S., AICHER, A., TSCHÖPE, C., 
SCHULTHEISS, H.-P., ZEIHER, A. M. & DIMMELER, S. 2010. Quantification 
of circulating endothelial progenitor cells using the modified ISHAGE protocol. 
PloS one, 5. 

SCHNEIDER, S. H., VITUG, A., ANANTHAKRISHNAN, R. & KHACHADURIAN, A. K. 
1991. Impaired adrenergic response to prolonged exercise in type I diabetes. 
Metabolism, 40, 1219-1225. 

SCHOFIELD, J., HO, J. & SORAN, H. 2019. Cardiovascular Risk in Type 1 Diabetes 
Mellitus. Diabetes Ther, 10, 773-789. 

SCHÖLIN, A., BERNE, C., SCHVARCZ, E., KARLSSON, F. A. & BJÖRK, E. 1999. 
Factors predicting clinical remission in adult patients with type 1 diabetes. 
Journal of internal medicine, 245, 155-162. 

SCHRIJVERS, B. F., DE VRIESE, A. S. & FLYVBJERG, A. 2004. From hyperglycemia 
to diabetic kidney disease: the role of metabolic, hemodynamic, intracellular 
factors and growth factors/cytokines. Endocr Rev, 25, 971-1010. 

SCOTT, S., KEMPF, P., BALLY, L. & STETTLER, C. 2019. Carbohydrate Intake in the 
Context of Exercise in People with Type 1 Diabetes. Nutrients, 11, 3017. 

SECREST, A. M., BECKER, D. J., KELSEY, S. F., LAPORTE, R. E. & ORCHARD, T. 
J. 2010. All-cause mortality trends in a large population-based cohort with long-
standing childhood-onset type 1 diabetes: the Allegheny County type 1 diabetes 
registry. Diabetes Care, 33, 2573-9. 

SHAFQAT, J., JUNTTI-BERGGREN, L., ZHONG, Z., EKBERG, K., KOHLER, M., 
BERGGREN, P. O., JOHANSSON, J., WAHREN, J. & JORNVALL, H. 2002. 
Proinsulin C-peptide and its analogues induce intracellular Ca2+ increases in 
human renal tubular cells. Cell Mol Life Sci, 59, 1185-9. 

SHAMIR, R., KASSIS, H., KAPLAN, M., NAVEH, T. & SHEHADEH, N. 2008. Glycemic 
control in adolescents with type 1 diabetes mellitus improves lipid serum levels 
and oxidative stress. Pediatr Diabetes, 9, 104-9. 

SHAW, J. A., SHETTY, P., BURNS, K. D., FERGUSSON, D. & KNOLL, G. A. 2015. 
C-peptide as a therapy for kidney disease: A systematic review and meta-
analysis. PloS one, 10. 

SHEN, L., GAO, Y., QIAN, J., SUN, A. & GE, J. 2011. A novel mechanism for 
endothelial progenitor cells homing: The SDF-1/CXCR4–Rac pathway may 
regulate endothelial progenitor cells homing through cellular polarization. 
Medical hypotheses, 76, 256-258. 

SHEPHERD, B. R., ENIS, D. R., WANG, F., SUAREZ, Y., POBER, J. S., 
SCHECHNER, J. S., SHEPHERD, B. R., ENIS, D. R., WANG, F. & SUAREZ, 
Y. 2006. Vascularization and engraftment of a human skin substitute using 
circulating progenitor cell-derived endothelial cells. The FASEB journal, 20, 
1739-1741. 



218 
 

SHERR, J., TSALIKIAN, E., FOX, L., BUCKINGHAM, B., WEINZIMER, S., 
TAMBORLANE, W. V., WHITE, N. H., ARBELAEZ, A. M., KOLLMAN, C. & 
RUEDY, K. J. 2014. Evolution of abnormal plasma glucagon responses to 
mixed-meal feedings in youth with type 1 diabetes during the first 2 years after 
diagnosis. Diabetes care, 37, 1741-1744. 

SHERR, J., XING, D., RUEDY, K. J., BECK, R. W., KOLLMAN, C., BUCKINGHAM, 
B., WHITE, N. H., FOX, L., TSALIKIAN, E. & WEINZIMER, S. 2013. Lack of 
association between residual insulin production and glucagon response to 
hypoglycemia in youth with short duration of type 1 diabetes. Diabetes care, 36, 
1470-1476. 

SHETTY, V. B., FOURNIER, P. A., DAVEY, R. J., RETTERATH, A. J., 
PARAMALINGAM, N., ROBY, H. C., COOPER, M. N., DAVIS, E. A. & JONES, 
T. W. 2016. Effect of exercise intensity on glucose requirements to maintain 
euglycemia during exercise in type 1 diabetes. The Journal of Clinical 
Endocrinology & Metabolism, 101, 972-980. 

SHIELDS, B. M., MCDONALD, T. J., ORAM, R., HILL, A., HUDSON, M., LEETE, P., 
PEARSON, E. R., RICHARDSON, S. J., MORGAN, N. G. & HATTERSLEY, A. 
T. 2018. C-peptide decline in type 1 diabetes has two phases: an initial 
exponential fall and a subsequent stable phase. Diabetes care, 41, 1486-1492. 

SHIELDS, B. M., PETERS, J. L., COOPER, C., LOWE, J., KNIGHT, B. A., POWELL, 
R. J., JONES, A., HYDE, C. J. & HATTERSLEY, A. T. 2015. Can clinical 
features be used to differentiate type 1 from type 2 diabetes? A systematic 
review of the literature. BMJ open, 5, e009088. 

SHIELDS, B. M., SHEPHERD, M., HUDSON, M., MCDONALD, T. J., COLCLOUGH, 
K., PETERS, J., KNIGHT, B., HYDE, C., ELLARD, S., PEARSON, E. R., 
HATTERSLEY, A. T. & TEAM, U. S. 2017. Population-Based Assessment of a 
Biomarker-Based Screening Pathway to Aid Diagnosis of Monogenic Diabetes 
in Young-Onset Patients. Diabetes Care, 40, 1017-1025. 

SHINTANI, S., MUROHARA, T., IKEDA, H., UENO, T., HONMA, T., KATOH, A., 
SASAKI, K., SHIMADA, T., OIKE, Y. & IMAIZUMI, T. 2001. Mobilization of 
endothelial progenitor cells in patients with acute myocardial infarction. 
Circulation, 103, 2776-9. 

SIAFARIKAS, A., JOHNSTON, R. J., BULSARA, M. K., O'LEARY, P., JONES, T. W. 
& DAVIS, E. A. 2012. Early loss of the glucagon response to hypoglycemia in 
adolescents with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Care, 35, 1757-62. 

SIBAL, L., ALDIBBIAT, A., AGARWAL, S., MITCHELL, G., OATES, C., RAZVI, S., 
WEAVER, J., SHAW, J. & HOME, P. 2009. Circulating endothelial progenitor 
cells, endothelial function, carotid intima–media thickness and circulating 
markers of endothelial dysfunction in people with type 1 diabetes without 
macrovascular disease or microalbuminuria. Diabetologia, 52, 1464-1473. 

SIDNEY, L. E., BRANCH, M. J., DUNPHY, S. E., DUA, H. S. & HOPKINSON, A. 2014. 
Concise review: evidence for CD34 as a common marker for diverse 
progenitors. Stem cells, 32, 1380-1389. 

SIEVEKING, D. P., BUCKLE, A., CELERMAJER, D. S. & NG, M. K. 2008. Strikingly 
different angiogenic properties of endothelial progenitor cell subpopulations: 
insights from a novel human angiogenesis assay. J Am Coll Cardiol, 51, 660-
8. 

SIGAL, R. J., FISHER, S., HALTER, J. B., VRANIC, M. & MARLISS, E. B. 1996. The 
roles of catecholamines in glucoregulation in intense exercise as defined by the 
islet cell clamp technique. Diabetes, 45, 148-156. 



219 
 

SILVA, J. F., ROCHA, N. G. & NOBREGA, A. C. 2012. Mobilization of endothelial 
progenitor cells with exercise in healthy individuals: a systematic review. Arq 
Bras Cardiol, 98, 182-91. 

SIMA, A. A., ZHANG, W., SUGIMOTO, K., HENRY, D., LI, Z., WAHREN, J. & 
GRUNBERGER, G. 2001. C-peptide prevents and improves chronic Type I 
diabetic polyneuropathy in the BB/Wor rat. Diabetologia, 44, 889-97. 

SJÖBERG, S., GJÖTTERBERG, M., BERGLUND, L., MÖLLER, E. & ÖSTMAN, J. 
1991. Residual C-peptide excretion is associated with a better long-term 
glycemic control and slower progress of retinopathy in type I (insulin-
dependent) diabetes mellitus. Journal of Diabetic Complications, 5, 18-22. 

SKRIVARHAUG, T., BANGSTAD, H. J., STENE, L. C., SANDVIK, L., HANSSEN, K. 
F. & JONER, G. 2006. Long-term mortality in a nationwide cohort of childhood-
onset type 1 diabetic patients in Norway. Diabetologia, 49, 298-305. 

SNORGAARD, O., LASSEN, L. H. & BINDER, C. 1992. Homogeneity in pattern of 
decline of beta-cell function in IDDM. Prospective study of 204 consecutive 
cases followed for 7.4 yr. Diabetes Care, 15, 1009-13. 

SOCHETT, E. B., DANEMAN, D., CLARSON, C. & EHRLICH, R. M. 1987. Factors 
affecting and patterns of residual insulin secretion during the first year of type 
1 (insulin-dependent) diabetes mellitus in children. Diabetologia, 30, 453-9. 

SOEDAMAH-MUTHU, S. S., FULLER, J. H., MULNIER, H. E., RALEIGH, V. S., 
LAWRENSON, R. A. & COLHOUN, H. M. 2006. High risk of cardiovascular 
disease in patients with type 1 diabetes in the UK: a cohort study using the 
general practice research database. Diabetes care, 29, 798-804. 

SOLTESZ, G., PATTERSON, C. C. & DAHLQUIST, G. 2007. Worldwide childhood 
type 1 diabetes incidence–what can we learn from epidemiology? Pediatric 
diabetes, 8, 6-14. 

SONNENSCHEIN, K., HORVATH, T., MUELLER, M., MARKOWSKI, A., SIEGMUND, 
T., JACOB, C., DREXLER, H. & LANDMESSER, U. 2011. Exercise training 
improves in vivo endothelial repair capacity of early endothelial progenitor cells 
in subjects with metabolic syndrome. Eur J Cardiovasc Prev Rehabil, 18, 406-
14. 

SOON, W., GUELFI, K., DAVIS, E., SMITH, G., JONES, T. & FOURNIER, P. 2019. 
Effect of combining pre‐exercise carbohydrate intake and repeated short 
sprints on the blood glucose response to moderate‐intensity exercise in young 
individuals with Type 1 diabetes. Diabetic Medicine, 36, 612-619. 

SØRGJERD, E. P., THORSBY, P. M., TORJESEN, P. A., SKORPEN, F., KVALØY, 
K. & GRILL, V. 2015. Presence of anti-GAD in a non-diabetic population of 
adults; time dynamics and clinical influence: results from the HUNT study. BMJ 
Open Diabetes Research and Care, 3, e000076. 

SOUTO, S. B., CAMPOS, J. R., FANGUEIRO, J. F., SILVA, A. M., CICERO, N., 
LUCARINI, M., DURAZZO, A., SANTINI, A. & SOUTO, E. B. 2020. Multiple Cell 
Signalling Pathways of Human Proinsulin C-Peptide in Vasculopathy 
Protection. Int J Mol Sci, 21, 645. 

SPEIGHT, J., BARENDSE, S. M., SINGH, H., LITTLE, S. A., INKSTER, B., FRIER, B. 
M., HELLER, S. R., RUTTER, M. K. & SHAW, J. A. 2016. Characterizing 
problematic hypoglycaemia: iterative design and preliminary psychometric 
validation of the Hypoglycaemia Awareness Questionnaire (HypoA-Q). Diabet 
Med, 33, 376-85. 

SPINETTI, G., CORDELLA, D., FORTUNATO, O., SANGALLI, E., LOSA, S., GOTTI, 
A., CARNELLI, F., ROSA, F., RIBOLDI, S., SESSA, F., AVOLIO, E., 



220 
 

BELTRAMI, A. P., EMANUELI, C. & MADEDDU, P. 2013. Global remodeling 
of the vascular stem cell niche in bone marrow of diabetic patients: implication 
of the microRNA-155/FOXO3a signaling pathway. Circ Res, 112, 510-22. 

STAMM, C., WESTPHAL, B., KLEINE, H. D., PETZSCH, M., KITTNER, C., KLINGE, 
H., SCHUMICHEN, C., NIENABER, C. A., FREUND, M. & STEINHOFF, G. 
2003. Autologous bone-marrow stem-cell transplantation for myocardial 
regeneration. Lancet, 361, 45-6. 

STEFFES, M. W., SIBLEY, S., JACKSON, M. & THOMAS, W. 2003a. Beta-cell 
function and the development of diabetes-related complications in the diabetes 
control and complications trial. Diabetes Care, 26, 832-6. 

STEFFES, M. W. C., B.M.;  MOLITCH, M.E.; CLEARY, P.A.; LACHIN, J.M.; GENUTH, 
P., NATHEN, D.M.; THE WRITING TEAM DIABETES CONTROL AND, 
INTERVENTIONS, C. T. E. O. D. & GROUP, C. R. 2003b. Sustained effect of 
intensive treatment of type 1 diabetes mellitus on development and progression 
of diabetic nephropathy: the Epidemiology of Diabetes Interventions and 
Complications (EDIC) study. JAMA: the journal of the American Medical 
Association, 290, 2159. 

STEHOUWER, C. D., NAUTA, J. J., ZELDENRUST, G. C., HACKENG, W. H., 
DONKER, A. J. & DEN OTTOLANDER, G. J. 1992. Urinary albumin excretion, 
cardiovascular disease, and endothelial dysfunction in non-insulin-dependent 
diabetes mellitus. Lancet, 340, 319-23. 

STEINER, D. F., CUNNINGHAM, D., SPIGELMAN, L. & ATEN, B. 1967. Insulin 
biosynthesis: evidence for a precursor. Science, 157, 697-700. 

STEINER, S., NIESSNER, A., ZIEGLER, S., RICHTER, B., SEIDINGER, D., 
PLEINER, J., PENKA, M., WOLZT, M., HUBER, K., WOJTA, J., MINAR, E. & 
KOPP, C. W. 2005. Endurance training increases the number of endothelial 
progenitor cells in patients with cardiovascular risk and coronary artery disease. 
Atherosclerosis, 181, 305-10. 

STEPHENSON, J., FULLER, J. H. & GROUP, E. I. C. S. 1994. Microvascular and 
acute complications in IDDM patients: the EURODIAB IDDM Complications 
Study. Diabetologia, 37, 278-285. 

STRICH, D., BALAGOUR, L., SHENKER, J. & GILLIS, D. 2017. Lower basal insulin 
dose is associated with better control in type 1 diabetes. The Journal of 
pediatrics, 182, 133-136. 

SUN, J. K., KEENAN, H. A., CAVALLERANO, J. D., ASZTALOS, B. F., SCHAEFER, 
E. J., SELL, D. R., STRAUCH, C. M., MONNIER, V. M., DORIA, A., AIELLO, 
L. P. & KING, G. L. 2011. Protection from retinopathy and other complications 
in patients with type 1 diabetes of extreme duration: the joslin 50-year medalist 
study. Diabetes Care, 34, 968-74. 

SUN, Q., LI, J. & GAO, F. 2014. New insights into insulin: The anti-inflammatory effect 
and its clinical relevance. World journal of diabetes, 5, 89. 

SUN, X., CHARBONNEAU, C., WEI, L., YANG, W., CHEN, Q. & TEREK, R. M. 2013. 
CXCR4-targeted therapy inhibits VEGF expression and chondrosarcoma 
angiogenesis and metastasis. Mol Cancer Ther, 12, 1163-70. 

SYLOW, L., KLEINERT, M., RICHTER, E. A. & JENSEN, T. E. 2017. Exercise-
stimulated glucose uptake—regulation and implications for glycaemic control. 
Nature Reviews Endocrinology, 13, 133. 

SYLOW, L., MØLLER, L. L., KLEINERT, M., RICHTER, E. A. & JENSEN, T. E. 2015. 
Stretch‐stimulated glucose transport in skeletal muscle is regulated by Rac1. 
The Journal of physiology, 593, 645-656. 



221 
 

SYSI-AHO, M., ERMOLOV, A., GOPALACHARYULU, P. V., TRIPATHI, A., 
SEPPANEN-LAAKSO, T., MAUKONEN, J., MATTILA, I., RUOHONEN, S. T., 
VAHATALO, L., YETUKURI, L., HARKONEN, T., LINDFORS, E., NIKKILA, J., 
ILONEN, J., SIMELL, O., SAARELA, M., KNIP, M., KASKI, S., SAVONTAUS, 
E. & ORESIC, M. 2011. Metabolic regulation in progression to autoimmune 
diabetes. PLoS Comput Biol, 7, e1002257. 

SZOSTAK, J. & LAURANT, P. 2011. The forgotten face of regular physical exercise: 
a ‘natural’ anti-atherogenic activity. Clinical Science, 121, 91-106. 

TAGOUGUI, S., GOULET-GELINAS, L., TALEB, N., MESSIER, V., SUPPERE, C. & 
RABASA-LHORET, R. 2019. Association Between Body Composition and 
Blood Glucose During Exercise and Recovery in Adolescent and Adult Patients 
With Type 1 Diabetes. Canadian journal of diabetes. 

TAKAHASHI, T., KALKA, C., MASUDA, H., CHEN, D., SILVER, M., KEARNEY, M., 
MAGNER, M., ISNER, J. M. & ASAHARA, T. 1999. Ischemia- and cytokine-
induced mobilization of bone marrow-derived endothelial progenitor cells for 
neovascularization. Nat Med, 5, 434-8. 

TAN, K., LESSIEUR, E., CUTLER, A., NERONE, P., VASANJI, A., ASOSINGH, K., 
ERZURUM, S. & ANAND-APTE, B. 2010. Impaired function of circulating 
CD34+ CD45− cells in patients with proliferative diabetic retinopathy. 
Experimental eye research, 91, 229-237. 

TANENBERG, R., NEWTON, C. & ALMOND DRAKE, III 2009. Confirmation of 
hypoglycemia in the" dead-in-bed" syndrome, as captured by a retrospective 
continuous glucose monitoring system. Endocrine Practice. 

TANG, J., WANG, J., KONG, X., YANG, J., GUO, L., ZHENG, F., ZHANG, L., HUANG, 
Y. & WAN, Y. 2009. Vascular endothelial growth factor promotes cardiac stem 
cell migration via the PI3K/Akt pathway. Exp Cell Res, 315, 3521-31. 

TAPLIN, C. E. & BARKER, J. M. 2008. Autoantibodies in type 1 diabetes. 
Autoimmunity, 41, 11-8. 

TASEV, D., KONIJNENBERG, L. S., AMADO-AZEVEDO, J., VAN WIJHE, M. H., 
KOOLWIJK, P. & VAN HINSBERGH, V. W. 2016a. CD34 expression 
modulates tube-forming capacity and barrier properties of peripheral blood-
derived endothelial colony-forming cells (ECFCs). Angiogenesis, 19, 325-38. 

TASEV, D., KOOLWIJK, P. & VAN HINSBERGH, V. W. 2016b. Therapeutic Potential 
of Human-Derived Endothelial Colony-Forming Cells in Animal Models. Tissue 
Eng Part B Rev, 22, 371-382. 

TASHIRO, K., NONAKA, A., HIRATA, N., YAMAGUCHI, T., MIZUGUCHI, H. & 
KAWABATA, K. 2014. Plasma elevation of vascular endothelial growth factor 
leads to the reduction of mouse hematopoietic and mesenchymal 
stem/progenitor cells in the bone marrow. Stem Cells Dev, 23, 2202-10. 

TEIXEIRA, M. M., DINIZ, M. D. F. H. S., REIS, J. S., FERRARI, T. C. A., DE CASTRO, 
M. G. B., TEIXEIRA, B. P., DA SILVA ARANTES, I. C., BICALHO, D. M. & 
FÓSCOLO, R. B. 2014. Insulin resistance and associated factors in patients 
with Type 1 Diabetes. Diabetology & metabolic syndrome, 6, 131. 

TEMPLE, M. Y., BAR-OR, O. & RIDDELL, M. C. 1995. The reliability and repeatability 
of the blood glucose response to prolonged exercise in adolescent boys with 
IDDM. Diabetes Care, 18, 326-32. 

TERAA, M., SPRENGERS, R. W., WESTERWEEL, P. E., GREMMELS, H., 
GOUMANS, M. J., TEERLINK, T., MOLL, F. L., VERHAAR, M. C. & GROUP, 
J. S. 2013. Bone marrow alterations and lower endothelial progenitor cell 
numbers in critical limb ischemia patients. PLoS One, 8, e55592. 



222 
 

THIJSSEN, D. H., VOS, J. B., VERSEYDEN, C., VAN ZONNEVELD, A. J., SMITS, P., 
SWEEP, F. C., HOPMAN, M. T. & DE BOER, H. C. 2006. Haematopoietic stem 
cells and endothelial progenitor cells in healthy men: effect of aging and 
training. Aging Cell, 5, 495-503. 

THIVOLET, C., MARCHAND, L. & CHIKH, K. 2019. Inappropriate glucagon and GLP-
1 secretion in individuals with long-standing type 1 diabetes: effects of residual 
C-peptide. Diabetologia, 62, 593-597. 

THOMAS, D. E., ELLIOTT, E. J. & NAUGHTON, G. A. 2006. Exercise for type 2 
diabetes mellitus. Cochrane Database Syst Rev, 3, CD002968. 

THOMAS, N. J., JONES, S. E., WEEDON, M. N., SHIELDS, B. M., ORAM, R. A. & 
HATTERSLEY, A. T. 2018. Frequency and phenotype of type 1 diabetes in the 
first six decades of life: a cross-sectional, genetically stratified survival analysis 
from UK Biobank. The Lancet Diabetes & Endocrinology, 6, 122-129. 

THOMAS, N. J., LYNAM, A. L., HILL, A. V., WEEDON, M. N., SHIELDS, B. M., ORAM, 
R. A., MCDONALD, T. J., HATTERSLEY, A. T. & JONES, A. G. 2019. Type 1 
diabetes defined by severe insulin deficiency occurs after 30 years of age and 
is commonly treated as type 2 diabetes. Diabetologia, 62, 1167-1172. 

THROWER, S. L. & BINGLEY, P. J. 2011. Prevention of type 1 diabetes. Br Med Bull, 
99, 73-88. 

THUM, T., FRACCAROLLO, D., SCHULTHEISS, M., FROESE, S., GALUPPO, P., 
WIDDER, J. D., TSIKAS, D., ERTL, G. & BAUERSACHS, J. 2007a. Endothelial 
nitric oxide synthase uncoupling impairs endothelial progenitor cell mobilization 
and function in diabetes. Diabetes, 56, 666-74. 

THUM, T., HOEBER, S., FROESE, S., KLINK, I., STICHTENOTH, D. O., GALUPPO, 
P., JAKOB, M., TSIKAS, D., ANKER, S. D., POOLE-WILSON, P. A., BORLAK, 
J., ERTL, G. & BAUERSACHS, J. 2007b. Age-dependent impairment of 
endothelial progenitor cells is corrected by growth-hormone-mediated increase 
of insulin-like growth-factor-1. Circ Res, 100, 434-43. 

THUNANDER, M., TÖRN, C., PETERSSON, C., OSSIANSSON, B., FORNANDER, 
J. & LANDIN-OLSSON, M. 2012. Levels of C-peptide, body mass index and 
age, and their usefulness in classification of diabetes in relation to 
autoimmunity, in adults with newly diagnosed diabetes in Kronoberg, Sweden. 
European journal of endocrinology, 166, 1021-1029. 

TIELEMANS, S., SOEDAMAH-MUTHU, S. S., DE NEVE, M., TOELLER, M., 
CHATURVEDI, N., FULLER, J. H. & STAMATAKIS, E. 2013. Association of 
physical activity with all-cause mortality and incident and prevalent 
cardiovascular disease among patients with type 1 diabetes: the EURODIAB 
Prospective Complications Study. Diabetologia, 56, 82-91. 

TIMMERMANS, F., VAN HAUWERMEIREN, F., DE SMEDT, M., RAEDT, R., 
PLASSCHAERT, F., DE BUYZERE, M. L., GILLEBERT, T. C., PLUM, J. & 
VANDEKERCKHOVE, B. 2007. Endothelial outgrowth cells are not derived 
from CD133+ cells or CD45+ hematopoietic precursors. Arteriosclerosis, 
thrombosis, and vascular biology, 27, 1572-1579. 

TOGHI-ESHGHI, S. R. & YARDLEY, J. E. 2019a. Morning (Fasting) vs Afternoon 
Resistance Exercise in Individuals With Type 1 Diabetes: A Randomized 
Crossover Study. J Clin Endocrinol Metab, 104, 5217-5224. 

TOGHI-ESHGHI, S. R. & YARDLEY, J. E. 2019b. Morning (fasting) vs afternoon 
resistance exercise in individuals with type 1 diabetes: a randomized crossover 
study. The Journal of Clinical Endocrinology & Metabolism, 104, 5217-5224. 



223 
 

TONOLI, C., HEYMAN, E., ROELANDS, B., BUYSE, L., CHEUNG, S. S., BERTHOIN, 
S. & MEEUSEN, R. 2012. Effects of different types of acute and chronic 
(training) exercise on glycaemic control in type 1 diabetes mellitus: a meta-
analysis. Sports Med, 42, 1059-80. 

TOUSOULIS, D., ANDREOU, I., ANTONIADES, C., TENTOLOURIS, C. & 
STEFANADIS, C. 2008. Role of inflammation and oxidative stress in endothelial 
progenitor cell function and mobilization: therapeutic implications for 
cardiovascular diseases. Atherosclerosis, 201, 236-47. 

TREFTS, E., WILLIAMS, A. S. & WASSERMAN, D. H. 2015. Exercise and the 
regulation of hepatic metabolism. Progress in molecular biology and 
translational science. Elsevier. 

TRIDGELL, D. M., SPIEKERMAN, C., WANG, R. S. & GREENBAUM, C. J. 2011. 
Interaction of onset and duration of diabetes on the percent of GAD and IA-2 
antibody–positive subjects in the Type 1 Diabetes Genetics Consortium 
Database. Diabetes care, 34, 988-993. 

TROPEA, M. M., HARPER, B. J., GRANINGER, G. M., PHILLIPS, T. M., FERREYRA, 
G., MOSTOWSKI, H. S., DANNER, R. L., SUFFREDINI, A. F. & SOLOMON, 
M. A. 2014. Isolation of a circulating CD45-, CD34dim cell population and 
validation of their endothelial phenotype. Thrombosis and haemostasis, 112, 
770-780. 

TROTTA, D., VERROTTI, A., SALLADINI, C. & CHIARELLI, F. 2004. Diabetic 
neuropathy in children and adolescents. Pediatr Diabetes, 5, 44-57. 

TSALIKIAN, E., KOLLMAN, C. & TAMBORLANE, W. 2006. Diabetes Research in 
Children Network (DirecNet) Study Group; Prevention of hypoglycemia during 
exercise in children with type 1 diabetes by suspending basal insulin. Diabetes 
Care, 29, 2200-2204. 

TUOMI, T. 2005. Type 1 and Type 2 Diabetes What Do They Have in Common? 
Diabetes, 54, S40-S45. 

TUOMILEHTO, J., BORCH-JOHNSEN, K., MOLARIUS, A., FORSEN, T., 
RASTENYTE, D., SARTI, C. & REUNANEN, A. 1998. Incidence of 
cardiovascular disease in Type 1 (insulin-dependent) diabetic subjects with and 
without diabetic nephropathy in Finland. Diabetologia, 41, 784-790. 

TURA, O., SKINNER, E. M., BARCLAY, G. R., SAMUEL, K., GALLAGHER, R. C., 
BRITTAN, M., HADOKE, P. W., NEWBY, D. E., TURNER, M. L. & MILLS, N. 
L. 2013. Late outgrowth endothelial cells resemble mature endothelial cells and 
are not derived from bone marrow. Stem Cells, 31, 338-48. 

TURNER, D., LUZIO, S., GRAY, B. J., BAIN, S. C., HANLEY, S., RICHARDS, A., 
RHYDDERCH, D. C., MARTIN, R., CAMPBELL, M. D. & KILDUFF, L. P. 2015. 
Algorithm that delivers an individualized rapid‐acting insulin dose after morning 
resistance exercise counters post‐exercise hyperglycaemia in people with Type 
1 diabetes. Diabetic medicine. 

TURNER, R., STRATTON, I., HORTON, V., MANLEY, S., ZIMMET, P., MACKAY, I. 
R., SHATTOCK, M., BOTTAZZO, G. F. & HOLMAN, R. 1997. UKPDS 25: 
autoantibodies to islet-cell cytoplasm and glutamic acid decarboxylase for 
prediction of insulin requirement in type 2 diabetes. UK Prospective Diabetes 
Study Group. Lancet, 350, 1288-93. 

UMPIERRE, D., RIBEIRO, P. A., KRAMER, C. K., LEITAO, C. B., ZUCATTI, A. T., 
AZEVEDO, M. J., GROSS, J. L., RIBEIRO, J. P. & SCHAAN, B. D. 2011. 
Physical activity advice only or structured exercise training and association with 



224 
 

HbA1c levels in type 2 diabetes: a systematic review and meta-analysis. JAMA, 
305, 1790-9. 

VALSANIA, P., ZARICH, S. W., KOWALCHUK, G. J., KOSINSKI, E., WARRAM, J. H. 
& KROLEWSKI, A. S. 1991. Severity of coronary artery disease in young 
patients with insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus. Am Heart J, 122, 695-700. 

VAN CRAENENBROECK, E. M., BECKERS, P. J., POSSEMIERS, N. M., WUYTS, 
K., FREDERIX, G., HOYMANS, V. Y., WUYTS, F., PAELINCK, B. P., VRINTS, 
C. J. & CONRAADS, V. M. 2010a. Exercise acutely reverses dysfunction of 
circulating angiogenic cells in chronic heart failure. Eur Heart J, 31, 1924-34. 

VAN CRAENENBROECK, E. M., BRUYNDONCKX, L., VAN BERCKELAER, C., 
HOYMANS, V. Y., VRINTS, C. J. & CONRAADS, V. M. 2011. The effect of 
acute exercise on endothelial progenitor cells is attenuated in chronic heart 
failure. European journal of applied physiology, 111, 2375-2379. 

VAN CRAENENBROECK, E. M., HOYMANS, V. Y., BECKERS, P. J., POSSEMIERS, 
N. M., WUYTS, K., PAELINCK, B. P., VRINTS, C. J. & CONRAADS, V. M. 
2010b. Exercise training improves function of circulating angiogenic cells in 
patients with chronic heart failure. Basic Res Cardiol, 105, 665-76. 

VAN CRAENENBROECK, E. M., VAN CRAENENBROECK, A. H., VAN IERSSEL, S., 
BRUYNDONCKX, L., HOYMANS, V. Y., VRINTS, C. J. & CONRAADS, V. M. 
2013. Quantification of circulating CD34+/KDR+/CD45dim endothelial 
progenitor cells: analytical considerations. Int J Cardiol, 167, 1688-95. 

VAN CRAENENBROECK, E. M., VRINTS, C. J., HAINE, S. E., VERMEULEN, K., 
GOOVAERTS, I., VAN TENDELOO, V. F., HOYMANS, V. Y. & CONRAADS, 
V. M. 2008. A maximal exercise bout increases the number of circulating 
CD34+/KDR+ endothelial progenitor cells in healthy subjects. Relation with lipid 
profile. J Appl Physiol (1985), 104, 1006-13. 

VAN DIJK, P. R., WAANDERS, F., LOGTENBERG, S. J., GROENIER, K. H., 
VRIESENDORP, T. M., KLEEFSTRA, N., VAN GOOR, H. & BILO, H. J. 2019. 
Different routes of insulin administration do not influence serum free thiols in 
type 1 diabetes mellitus. Endocrinology, diabetes & metabolism, 2, e00088. 

VAN HEES, V. T., GORZELNIAK, L., DEAN LEON, E. C., EDER, M., PIAS, M., 
TAHERIAN, S., EKELUND, U., RENSTROM, F., FRANKS, P. W., HORSCH, 
A. & BRAGE, S. 2013. Separating movement and gravity components in an 
acceleration signal and implications for the assessment of human daily physical 
activity. PLoS One, 8, e61691. 

VANTYGHEM, M. C., RAVERDY, V., BALAVOINE, A. S., DEFRANCE, F., CAIAZZO, 
R., ARNALSTEEN, L., GMYR, V., HAZZAN, M., NOEL, C., KERR-CONTE, J. 
& PATTOU, F. 2012. Continuous glucose monitoring after islet transplantation 
in type 1 diabetes: an excellent graft function (beta-score greater than 7) Is 
required to abrogate hyperglycemia, whereas a minimal function is necessary 
to suppress severe hypoglycemia (beta-score greater than 3). J Clin Endocrinol 
Metab, 97, E2078-83. 

VEHIK, K., FISKE, S. W., LOGAN, C. A., AGARDH, D., CILIO, C. M., HAGOPIAN, W., 
SIMELL, O., ROIVAINEN, M., SHE, J. X., BRIESE, T., OIKARINEN, S., 
HYOTY, H., ZIEGLER, A. G., REWERS, M., LERNMARK, A., AKOLKAR, B., 
KRISCHER, J. P., BURKHARDT, B. R. & GROUP, T. S. 2013. Methods, quality 
control and specimen management in an international multicentre investigation 
of type 1 diabetes: TEDDY. Diabetes Metab Res Rev, 29, 557-67. 

VERGE, C. F., GIANANI, R., KAWASAKI, E., YU, L., PIETROPAOLO, M., CHASE, H. 
P., EISENBARTH, G. S. & JACKSON, R. A. 1996a. Prediction of type I diabetes 



225 
 

in first-degree relatives using a combination of insulin, GAD, and ICA512bdc/IA-
2 autoantibodies. Diabetes, 45, 926-933. 

VERGE, C. F., GIANANI, R., KAWASAKI, E., YU, L., PIETROPAOLO, M., CHASE, P. 
H. & EISENBARTH, G. S. 1996b. Number of autoantibodies (against insulin, 
GAD or ICA512/IA2) rather than particular autoantibody specificities 
determines risk of type I diabetes. Journal of autoimmunity, 9, 379-383. 

VERGE, C. F., GIANANI, R., YU, L., PIETROPAOLO, M., SMITH, T., JACKSON, R. 
A., SOELDNER, J. S. & EISENBARTH, G. S. 1995. Late progression to 
diabetes and evidence for chronic beta-cell autoimmunity in identical twins of 
patients with type I diabetes. Diabetes, 44, 1176-9. 

VEVES, A., SAOUAF, R., DONAGHUE, V. M., MULLOOLY, C. A., KISTLER, J. A., 
GIURINI, J. M., HORTON, E. S. & FIELDING, R. A. 1997. Aerobic exercise 
capacity remains normal despite impaired endothelial function in the micro- and 
macrocirculation of physically active IDDM patients. Diabetes, 46, 1846-52. 

VIARDOT, A., GREY, S. T., MACKAY, F. & CHISHOLM, D. 2007. Potential 
antiinflammatory role of insulin via the preferential polarization of effector T cells 
toward a T helper 2 phenotype. Endocrinology, 148, 346-353. 

VINCENT, M. A., CLERK, L. H., LINDNER, J. R., PRICE, W. J., JAHN, L. A., LEONG-
POI, H. & BARRETT, E. J. 2006. Mixed meal and light exercise each recruit 
muscle capillaries in healthy humans. American Journal of Physiology-
Endocrinology And Metabolism, 290, E1191-E1197. 

VON HERRATH, M., SANDA, S. & HEROLD, K. 2007. Type 1 diabetes as a relapsing–
remitting disease? Nature Reviews Immunology, 7, 988-994. 

WACLAWOVSKY, G., UMPIERRE, D., FIGUEIRA, F. R., DE LIMA, E. S., 
ALEGRETTI, A. P., SCHNEIDER, L., MATTE, U. S., RODRIGUES, T. C. & 
SCHAAN, B. D. 2015. Exercise on progenitor cells in healthy subjects and 
patients with type 1 diabetes. Med Sci Sports Exerc, 48, 190-199. 

WADÉN, J., FORSBLOM, C., THORN, L. M., SARAHEIMO, M., ROSENGÅRD-
BÄRLUND, M., HEIKKILÄ, O., LAKKA, T. A., TIKKANEN, H. & GROOP, P.-H. 
2008. Physical activity and diabetes complications in patients with type 1 
diabetes. Diabetes care, 31, 230-232. 

WAHREN, J., EKBERG, K. & JÖRNVALL, H. 2007. C-peptide is a bioactive peptide. 
Diabetologia, 50, 503. 

WAHREN, J., FOYT, H., DANIELS, M. & AREZZO, J. C. 2016. Long-Acting C-Peptide 
and Neuropathy in Type 1 Diabetes: A 12-Month Clinical Trial. Diabetes Care, 
39, 596-602. 

WALLBERG-HENRIKSSON, H., GUNNARSSON, R., HENRIKSSON, J., 
DEFRONZO, R., FELIG, P., OSTMAN, J. & WAHREN, J. 1982. Increased 
peripheral insulin sensitivity and muscle mitochondrial enzymes but unchanged 
blood glucose control in type I diabetics after physical training. Diabetes, 31, 
1044-50. 

WÅLLBERG, M. & COOKE, A. 2013. Immune mechanisms in type 1 diabetes. Trends 
in immunology, 34, 583-591. 

WANG, L., LOVEJOY, N. F. & FAUSTMAN, D. L. 2012. Persistence of prolonged C-
peptide production in type 1 diabetes as measured with an ultrasensitive C-
peptide assay. Diabetes care, 35, 465-470. 

WEBER, D. R. & SCHWARTZ, G. 2016. Epidemiology of skeletal health in type 1 
diabetes. Current osteoporosis reports, 14, 327-336. 

WEN, L., LEY, R. E., VOLCHKOV, P. Y., STRANGES, P. B., AVANESYAN, L., 
STONEBRAKER, A. C., HU, C., WONG, F. S., SZOT, G. L., BLUESTONE, J. 



226 
 

A., GORDON, J. I. & CHERVONSKY, A. V. 2008. Innate immunity and intestinal 
microbiota in the development of Type 1 diabetes. Nature, 455, 1109-13. 

WENZLAU, J. M., JUHL, K., YU, L., MOUA, O., SARKAR, S. A., GOTTLIEB, P., 
REWERS, M., EISENBARTH, G. S., JENSEN, J. & DAVIDSON, H. W. 2007. 
The cation efflux transporter ZnT8 (Slc30A8) is a major autoantigen in human 
type 1 diabetes. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 104, 
17040-17045. 

WERNER, N., KOSIOL, S., SCHIEGL, T., AHLERS, P., WALENTA, K., LINK, A., 
BOHM, M. & NICKENIG, G. 2005. Circulating endothelial progenitor cells and 
cardiovascular outcomes. N Engl J Med, 353, 999-1007. 

WEST, D. J., CAMPBELL, M. D., GONZALEZ, J. T., WALKER, M., STEVENSON, E. 
J., AHMED, F. W., WIJAYA, S., SHAW, J. A. & WEAVER, J. U. 2015. The 
inflammation, vascular repair and injury responses to exercise in fit males with 
and without Type 1 diabetes: an observational study. Cardiovascular 
diabetology, 14, 71. 

WEST, D. J., STEPHENS, J. W., BAIN, S. C., KILDUFF, L. P., LUZIO, S., STILL, R. 
& BRACKEN, R. M. 2011. A combined insulin reduction and carbohydrate 
feeding strategy 30 min before running best preserves blood glucose 
concentration after exercise through improved fuel oxidation in type 1 diabetes 
mellitus. Journal of sports sciences, 29, 279-289. 

WESTERWEEL, P. E., TERAA, M., RAFII, S., JASPERS, J. E., WHITE, I. A., 
HOOPER, A. T., DOEVENDANS, P. A. & VERHAAR, M. C. 2013. Impaired 
endothelial progenitor cell mobilization and dysfunctional bone marrow stroma 
in diabetes mellitus. PLoS One, 8, e60357. 

WILKINS, L. W. 2017. Acsm Guidelines for Exercise Testing and Prescription, 10th 
Ed. + ACSM's Health-Related Physical Fitness Assessment, 5th Ed, 
LIPPINCOTT RAVEN. 

WILLCOX, A., RICHARDSON, S. J., BONE, A. J., FOULIS, A. K. & MORGAN, N. G. 
2009. Analysis of islet inflammation in human type 1 diabetes. Clin Exp 
Immunol, 155, 173-81. 

WILLIAMS, G. M., LONG, A. E., WILSON, I. V., AITKEN, R. J., WYATT, R. C., 
MCDONALD, T. J., WONG, F. S., HATTERSLEY, A. T., WILLIAMS, A. J., 
BINGLEY, P. J. & GILLESPIE, K. M. 2016. Beta cell function and ongoing 
autoimmunity in long-standing, childhood onset type 1 diabetes. Diabetologia, 
59, 2722-2726. 

WILLIAMS, K. V., ERBEY, J. R., BECKER, D. & ORCHARD, T. J. 1999. Improved 
glycemic control reduces the impact of weight gain on cardiovascular risk 
factors in type 1 diabetes. The Epidemiology of Diabetes Complications Study. 
Diabetes Care, 22, 1084-1091. 

WILLIAMSON, K. A., HAMILTON, A., REYNOLDS, J. A., SIPOS, P., CROCKER, I., 
STRINGER, S. E. & ALEXANDER, Y. M. 2013. Age-related impairment of 
endothelial progenitor cell migration correlates with structural alterations of 
heparan sulfate proteoglycans. Aging Cell, 12, 139-47. 

WINTER, G. 2007. Handbook of exercise in diabetes. British journal of sports 
medicine, 41, 182. 

WISE, J. 2019. The wrong diabetes: how C peptide testing might help. BMJ: British 
Medical Journal (Online), 365. 

WOJTASZEWSKI, J. F., HANSEN, B. F., GADE, KIENS, B., MARKUNS, J. F., 
GOODYEAR, L. J. & RICHTER, E. A. 2000. Insulin signaling and insulin 
sensitivity after exercise in human skeletal muscle. Diabetes, 49, 325-31. 



227 
 

WU, N., BREDIN, S. S., GUAN, Y., DICKINSON, K., KIM, D. D., CHUA, Z., KAUFMAN, 
K. & WARBURTON, D. E. 2019. Cardiovascular health benefits of exercise 
training in persons living with type 1 diabetes: a systematic review and meta-
analysis. Journal of clinical medicine, 8, 253. 

WU, X., LENSCH, M. W., WYLIE-SEARS, J., DALEY, G. Q. & BISCHOFF, J. 2007. 
Hemogenic endothelial progenitor cells isolated from human umbilical cord 
blood. Stem Cells, 25, 2770-6. 

XIA, W. H., LI, J., SU, C., YANG, Z., CHEN, L., WU, F., ZHANG, Y. Y., YU, B. B., QIU, 
Y. X., WANG, S. M. & TAO, J. 2012a. Physical exercise attenuates age-
associated reduction in endothelium-reparative capacity of endothelial 
progenitor cells by increasing CXCR4/JAK-2 signaling in healthy men. Aging 
Cell, 11, 111-9. 

XIA, W. H., YANG, Z., XU, S. Y., CHEN, L., ZHANG, X. Y., LI, J., LIU, X., QIU, Y. X., 
SHUAI, X. T. & TAO, J. 2012b. Age-related decline in reendothelialization 
capacity of human endothelial progenitor cells is restored by shear stress. 
Hypertension, 59, 1225-1231. 

YANG, Z., WANG, J.-M., CHEN, L., LUO, C., TANG, A. & TAO, J. 2007. Acute 
exercise-induced nitric oxide production contributes to upregulation of 
circulating endothelial progenitor cells in healthy subjects. Journal of human 
hypertension, 21, 452-460. 

YANG, Z., XIA, W. H., SU, C., WU, F., ZHANG, Y. Y., XU, S. Y., LIU, X., ZHANG, X. 
Y., OU, Z. J., LAI, G. H., LIAO, X. X., JIN, Y. F. & TAO, J. 2013. Regular 
exercise-induced increased number and activity of circulating endothelial 
progenitor cells attenuates age-related decline in arterial elasticity in healthy 
men. Int J Cardiol, 165, 247-54. 

YARDLEY, J. E. 2020. Exercise and the Artificial Pancreas: Trying to Predict the 
Unpredictable in Patients With Type 1 Diabetes? Can J Diabetes, 44, 119-120. 

YARDLEY, J. E., BROCKMAN, N. K. & BRACKEN, R. M. 2018. Could Age, Sex and 
Physical Fitness Affect Blood Glucose Responses to Exercise in Type 1 
Diabetes? Frontiers in endocrinology, 9. 

YARDLEY, J. E., HAY, J., ABOU-SETTA, A. M., MARKS, S. D. & MCGAVOCK, J. 
2014a. A systematic review and meta-analysis of exercise interventions in 
adults with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Res Clin Pract, 106, 393-400. 

YARDLEY, J. E., KENNY, G. P., PERKINS, B. A., RIDDELL, M. C., BALAA, N., 
MALCOLM, J., BOULAY, P., KHANDWALA, F. & SIGAL, R. J. 2013a. 
Resistance versus aerobic exercise. Diabetes care, 36, 537-542. 

YARDLEY, J. E., KENNY, G. P., PERKINS, B. A., RIDDELL, M. C., BALAA, N., 
MALCOLM, J., BOULAY, P., KHANDWALA, F. & SIGAL, R. J. 2013b. 
Resistance versus aerobic exercise: acute effects on glycemia in type 1 
diabetes. Diabetes Care, 36, 537-42. 

YARDLEY, J. E., KENNY, G. P., PERKINS, B. A., RIDDELL, M. C., MALCOLM, J., 
BOULAY, P., KHANDWALA, F. & SIGAL, R. J. 2012. Effects of performing 
resistance exercise before versus after aerobic exercise on glycemia in type 1 
diabetes. Diabetes care, 35, 669-675. 

YARDLEY, J. E., REES, J. L., FUNK, D. R., TOGHI-ESHGHI, S. R., BOULÉ, N. G. & 
SENIOR, P. A. 2019. Effects of moderate cycling exercise on blood glucose 
regulation following successful clinical islet transplantation. The Journal of 
Clinical Endocrinology & Metabolism, 104, 493-502. 

YARDLEY, J. E. & SIGAL, R. J. 2015. Exercise strategies for hypoglycemia prevention 
in individuals with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Spectr, 28, 32-8. 



228 
 

YARDLEY, J. E., SIGAL, R. J., RIDDELL, M. C., PERKINS, B. A. & KENNY, G. P. 
2014b. Performing resistance exercise before versus after aerobic exercise 
influences growth hormone secretion in type 1 diabetes. Applied Physiology, 
Nutrition, and Metabolism, 39, 262-265. 

YARIBEYGI, H., MALEKI, M., SATHYAPALAN, T. & SAHEBKAR, A. 2019. The effect 
of C-peptide on diabetic nephropathy: A review of molecular mechanisms. Life 
Sci, 237, 116950. 

YEUNG, W. C., RAWLINSON, W. D. & CRAIG, M. E. 2011. Enterovirus infection and 
type 1 diabetes mellitus: systematic review and meta-analysis of observational 
molecular studies. BMJ, 342, d35. 

YIP, H. K., CHANG, L. T., CHANG, W. N., LU, C. H., LIOU, C. W., LAN, M. Y., LIU, J. 
S., YOUSSEF, A. A. & CHANG, H. W. 2008. Level and value of circulating 
endothelial progenitor cells in patients after acute ischemic stroke. Stroke, 39, 
69-74. 

YKI-JÄRVINEN, H., DEFRONZO, R. A. & KOIVISTO, V. A. 1984. Normalization of 
insulin sensitivity in type I diabetic subjects by physical training during insulin 
pump therapy. Diabetes care, 7, 520-527. 

YOON, B.-K., KRAVITZ, L. & ROBERGS, R. 2007. V O2max, protocol duration, and 
the V O2 plateau. Medicine & Science in Sports & Exercise, 39, 1186-1192. 

YOON, J. W. & JUN, H. S. 2001. Cellular and molecular pathogenic mechanisms of 
insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus. Ann N Y Acad Sci, 928, 200-11. 

YU, C. G., ZHANG, N., YUAN, S. S., MA, Y., YANG, L. Y., FENG, Y. M. & ZHAO, D. 
2016. Endothelial Progenitor Cells in Diabetic Microvascular Complications: 
Friends or Foes? Stem Cells Int, 2016, 1803989. 

YU, L., REWERS, M., GIANANI, R., KAWASAKI, E., ZHANG, Y., VERGE, C., CHASE, 
P., KLINGENSMITH, G., ERLICH, H. & NORRIS, J. 1996. Antiislet 
autoantibodies usually develop sequentially rather than simultaneously. The 
Journal of Clinical Endocrinology & Metabolism, 81, 4264-4267. 

YU, M. G., KEENAN, H. A., SHAH, H. S., FRODSHAM, S. G., POBER, D., HE, Z., 
WOLFSON, E. A., D'EON, S., TINSLEY, L. J., BONNER-WEIR, S., 
PEZZOLESI, M. G. & KING, G. L. 2019. Residual beta cell function and 
monogenic variants in long-duration type 1 diabetes patients. J Clin Invest, 129, 
3252-3263. 

ZAHARIEVA, D. P., MCGAUGH, S., POONI, R., VIENNEAU, T., LY, T. & RIDDELL, 
M. C. 2019a. Improved open-loop glucose control with basal insulin reduction 
90 minutes before aerobic exercise in patients with type 1 diabetes on 
continuous subcutaneous insulin infusion. Diabetes care, 42, 824-831. 

ZAHARIEVA, D. P. & RIDDELL, M. C. 2015. Prevention of Exercise-Associated 
Dysglycemia: A Case Study–Based Approach. Diabetes Spectrum, 28, 55-62. 

ZAHARIEVA, D. P., TURKSOY, K., MCGAUGH, S. M., POONI, R., VIENNEAU, T., 
LY, T. & RIDDELL, M. C. 2019b. Lag Time Remains with Newer Real-Time 
Continuous Glucose Monitoring Technology During Aerobic Exercise in Adults 
Living with Type 1 Diabetes. Diabetes Technol Ther, 21, 313-321. 

ZAHRAN, A. M., MOHAMED, I. L., EL ASHEER, O. M., TAMER, D. M., ABO, E. M. G. 
M., ABDEL-RAHIM, M. H., EL-BADAWY, O. H. B. & ELSAYH, K. I. 2019. 
Circulating Endothelial Cells, Circulating Endothelial Progenitor Cells, and 
Circulating Microparticles in Type 1 Diabetes Mellitus. Clin Appl Thromb 
Hemost, 25, 1076029618825311. 

ZAMPETAKI, A., KIRTON, J. P. & XU, Q. 2008. Vascular repair by endothelial 
progenitor cells. Cardiovasc Res, 78, 413-21. 



229 
 

ZANDER, E., BRUNS, W., WULFERT, P., BESCH, W., LUBS, D., CHLUP, R. & 
SCHULZ, B. 1983. Muscular exercise in type I-diabetics. I. Different metabolic 
reactions during heavy muscular work in dependence on actual insulin 
availability. Exp Clin Endocrinol, 82, 78-90. 

ZENGIN, E., CHALAJOUR, F., GEHLING, U. M., ITO, W. D., TREEDE, H., LAUKE, 
H., WEIL, J., REICHENSPURNER, H., KILIC, N. & ERGUN, S. 2006. Vascular 
wall resident progenitor cells: a source for postnatal vasculogenesis. 
Development, 133, 1543-51. 

ZENZ, S., MADER, J. K., REGITTNIG, W., BRUNNER, M., KORSATKO, S., 
BOULGAROPOULOS, B., MAGNES, C., RAML, R., NARATH, S. H., ELLER, 
P., AUGUSTIN, T. & PIEBER, T. R. 2018. Impact of C-Peptide Status on the 
Response of Glucagon and Endogenous Glucose Production to Induced 
Hypoglycemia in T1DM. J Clin Endocrinol Metab, 103, 1408-1417. 

ZHANG, J., ZHANG, X., LI, H., CUI, X., GUAN, X., TANG, K., JIN, C. & CHENG, M. 
2013a. Hyperglycaemia exerts deleterious effects on late endothelial progenitor 
cell secretion actions. Diab Vasc Dis Res, 10, 49-56. 

ZHANG, Y., INGRAM, D. A., MURPHY, M. P., SAADATZADEH, M. R., MEAD, L. E., 
PRATER, D. N. & REHMAN, J. 2009. Release of proinflammatory mediators 
and expression of proinflammatory adhesion molecules by endothelial 
progenitor cells. American Journal of Physiology-Heart and Circulatory 
Physiology, 296, H1675-H1682. 

ZHANG, Y., ZHUANG, R., GENG, C., CAI, X., LEI, W., TIAN, N. & GAO, F. 2013b. 
Insulin promotes T cell recovery in a murine model of autoimmune myocarditis. 
Clinical & Experimental Immunology, 171, 46-53. 

ZHANG, Z. Y., MIAO, L. F., QIAN, L. L., WANG, N., QI, M. M., ZHANG, Y. M., DANG, 
S. P., WU, Y. & WANG, R. X. 2019. Molecular Mechanisms of Glucose 
Fluctuations on Diabetic Complications. Front Endocrinol (Lausanne), 10, 640. 

ZIEGLER, A.-G., SCHMID, S., HUBER, D., HUMMEL, M. & BONIFACIO, E. 2003. 
Early infant feeding and risk of developing type 1 diabetes–associated 
autoantibodies. Jama, 290, 1721-1728. 

ZIEGLER, A. G. & NEPOM, G. T. 2010. Prediction and pathogenesis in type 1 
diabetes. Immunity, 32, 468-78. 

ZIEGLER, A. G., REWERS, M., SIMELL, O., SIMELL, T., LEMPAINEN, J., STECK, 
A., WINKLER, C., ILONEN, J., VEIJOLA, R., KNIP, M., BONIFACIO, E. & 
EISENBARTH, G. S. 2013. Seroconversion to multiple islet autoantibodies and 
risk of progression to diabetes in children. JAMA, 309, 2473-9. 

ZINMAN, B., ZUNIGA-GUAJARDO, S. & KELLY, D. 1984. Comparison of the acute 
and long-term effects of exercise on glucose control in type I diabetes. Diabetes 
Care, 7, 515-9. 

ZOPPINI, G., CARLINI, M. & MUGGEO, M. 2003. Self-reported exercise and quality 
of life in young type 1 diabetic subjects. Diabetes Nutr Metab, 16, 77-80. 

 

 

 



230 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chapter 8. Appendices 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



231 
 

 

8. Chapter 8. Appendices 

8.1. Appendix A. Participant Information Sheet for participants with T1D in study 1, 

2 and 3 (Chapter 3, 4 and 5) 
 

 

 

Participant Information Sheet 

Part ONE: 

1. Study title 
The role of residual beta-cell function on glycaemic variability before and 
after exercise in Type 1 diabetes 
 

2. Invitation paragraph 
My name is Dr. Daniel West and I am a Senior Research Fellow in Clinical 
Exercise Physiology at Newcastle University. I invite you to take part in a 
study which will aim to assess the role that low levels of natural insulin 
production have on glucose control before and after exercise in people 
with Type 1 diabetes.  
 

3. Why are we doing this research? 
Recent research has showed that people with long standing Type 1 
diabetes can still produce small amounts of natural insulin. This small 
amount of insulin is suggested to influence people’s diabetes control, and 
may play a role in preventing dangerously low blood glucose levels 
(hypoglycaemia).  With this in mind, we wish to find out how important 
having some remaining pancreas beta-cell function (i.e. producing some 
natural insulin) is for glucose control when exercising in people with Type 
1 diabetes. The findings from this study will potentially provide a useful 
tool to help refine strategies for more tightly controlled blood glucose 
concentrations for people with Type 1 diabetes who wish to regularly 
exercise, and contribute to improving overall health and well-being of 
people.   
 

4. Why have I been asked to take part? 
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You have been identified as a person with type I diabetes who meets our 
inclusion criteria; a) 18 - 60 years old; b) treated with modern insulin, c) 
diagnosed over 2 years ago, d) HbA1c <10%. You may have struggled 
to manage your blood glucose levels when exercising in the past. By 
taking part in this study you can contribute to research attempting to 
improve blood glucose control for exercising people with Type 1 diabetes. 

 
5. Do I have to take part? 

Taking part in the research is completely voluntary so you do not have to 
take part in this study. Also, you are free to withdraw from this study at 
any time during the course of the testing without giving reason. This will 
in no way affect the care that you will receive. 

 
6. What will I have to do if I take part? 

Firstly you will be provided with a pack for the collection of a home urine 
sample, which you can put in the post and then we will use this to check 
your eligibility for the trial. If you are eligible to take part, you will attend 
the Clinical Research Facility (CRF) at the Royal Victoria Infirmary in 
Newcastle upon Tyne on 4 occasions.  
 
Visit 1: The first occasion will last ~15 minutes, and you will be fitted with 
a continuous glucose monitor which you will then wear for 7 days. This 
device is a very small unit which is inserted just beneath the skin and can 
continuously record glucose profiles. The device is small, discrete and 
waterproof and requires no input from you after it has been fitted. There 
may be some light skin discomfort where the device has been inserted.   
 
Visit 2: For the next visit you will be required to present to the CRF on a 
morning (~08:00 – 09:30), following an overnight fast, via a prearranged 
taxi, where you will be greeted by a researcher. During this visit blood 
samples (24 ml in total) will be collected from you and then you will 
undergo a mixed meal tolerance test. This test is used to assess how 
much insulin your body can still produce naturally. The test involves the 
consumption of a standard carbohydrate drink and then will collect blood 
samples frequently over a 2 hour period. During this time you will also 
complete questionnaires relating to your own experiences with 
hypoglycaemia and exercise. Once the questionnaires are complete you 
will have access to the facilities of the Clinical Research Facility which 
include WIFI and a TV.  After the mixed meal test is complete you will be 
free to go and a taxi will be provided.  
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Visit 3: At least 48 hours after visit 2 you will be required to attend the 
CRF for a resting and exercising stress test. This is such that we can 
confirm that your heart responds normally to exercise and that it is safe 
for you to complete the exercise part of the study.  
 
We will measure heart rate and oxygen consumption (the amount of air 
you breathe) using a chest strap and mouth-nose piece, respectively. You 
will be required to complete a walking test. This test starts off at a light 
intensity and gradually increases every 3 minutes until you feel you can 
no longer continue. This allows us to capture your heart rates responses 
gradually with changes in exercise intensity. We will also use this test to 
estimate how hard you will work for the main exercise test in the study. 
 
Visit 4: At least 7 days after your last visit, you will attend the CRF for the 
main exercise trial. Upon arrival you will be fitted with a continuous 
glucose monitor. Prior to the test starting, we will provide you with a small 
carbohydrate snack and check your blood glucose concentrations are 
between 8 – 12 mmol/L, and it is ok for exercise to begin. You will then 
complete 45 minutes of treadmill walking. During the test we will capture 
your heart rate and oxygen consumption (the amount of air you breathe) 
using a chest strap and mouth-nose piece, respectively. During the test 
we will take capillary glucose from you to check your blood glucose 
concentrations are stable. After the test is complete, you will be free to 
go, and you will wear the CGM for another 3 days. During this time you 
will be required to record your food intake and insulin doses.  
 

7. What are the possible disadvantages of taking part in this study? 
As with any research project there are always some potential risks you 
should be aware of. We will be taking blood from a vein in your arm by 
indwelling a cannula and it is possible you might experience some 
discomfort when it is being placed in the arm and/or bruising when it is 
taken out. The exercise intensity implemented in trials will be moderate 
but far from maximal and you can choose to terminate the test at any 
time. There will be medical cover present during your time at the 
laboratories. Moreover, you will be provided with contact information for 
you to call a member of the research team if you experience any 
difficulties before or after your laboratory visits. A member of the research 
team will be available for 24/7. As such, you will be provided with clinical 
cover during time it takes you to complete the study. 
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Although we will do our best to ensure the visits take place at a time that 
suits you, it may be that you incur some financial shortfall through taking 
part in this study (loss of earnings etc). Newcastle University will cover 
any travel expenses incurred from taking part in the trials, and will offer a 
one-off payment of £100 on completion of the study as compensation for 
time.  

 
8. What are the possible benefits of taking part in this study? 

We cannot promise the study will definitely help you, but your results, and 
the results from other participants, may help provide a stronger 
understanding of how important natural insulin production is for glucose 
control when exercising and this may help develop more advanced ways 
of managing blood glucose for other people with Type 1 diabetes. 
 
 

9. Will my taking part in the study be kept confidential? 
Yes, we value your input to this project and all data gathered from you 
will be treated in the strictest of confidence. Only members of the 
research team will have access to the data, which will be stored for 3 
years, and the results will be anonymous so you cannot be directly 
identified. Also, although the results may be published, your data will be 
compiled with others and available as an average, so again you cannot 
be identified. 
 

10. What are the possible side effects of the procedure? 
Although you have been chosen because you have Type 1 diabetes, 
there is a possibility that you might experience some dizziness or other 
discomfort to the exercise tests, as such there is a possibility of collapsing 
during the test. However, you will be constantly supervised and monitored 
in the Exercise Physiology Laboratory. If any problems develop when you 
leave the laboratory please contact me using the details below and I, or 
another member of the research team, will provide assistance 
straightaway. 
 

Contact Details: 

Dr. Daniel J West 

Institute of Cellular Medicine 

Newcastle University 
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NE2 4HH 

Email address: Daniel.west@newcastle.ac.uk 

Office (tel): (0191) 208 7076 Mobile (tel): 07557340319 

 

Participant Information Sheet 

Part TWO: Additional information you need to know if you still want to take part 

1. What happens if new information about the experimental testing comes 
along? 
Sometimes during research, new things are found out which may result 
in unforeseen physiological changes. If we notice you developing any 
unwanted responses to the interventions that we have not controlled for 
we may have to stop you performing the trial and either reschedule the 
test or withdraw you from the study. 
 

2. What happens if I don’t want to carry on with the study? 
If you wish to withdraw from the study you can do so at any time by 
informing a member of the research team. All identifiable data and/or 
blood samples will be destroyed, but we may use the data collected up 
to your withdrawal. If you choose to withdraw, you will no longer be able 
to take part in the remaining trials. However, this does not mean that you 
cannot volunteer for future studies. 
 

3. What happens when the research project stops? 
If requested, you will be given a small report which will give you a 
summary of your results from your visits. Later, you will be invited to 
attend an informal presentation that explains the results of all the 
research participants and reports the study’s conclusions. 

 
4. What if there is a problem or something goes wrong? 

There will be a research supervisor available at all times to oversee your 
health and safety.  
 

5. What happens if I have an accident? 
In the unlikely event of an accident, you will be immediately attended to 
by the research supervisor, and medical staff that are present. If you are 
unhappy with any of the treatment provided during the study please 
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contact the Diabetes Research Group (DRG; 0191 282 0070) directly or 
a researcher on (0191) 208 7076. In the event that something does go 
wrong and you are harmed during the research and this is due to 
someone’s negligence, you may have grounds for legal actions for 
compensation against the NHS Trust, but you may have to pay your legal 
costs. The trial is covered for claims; therefore if you wish to raise a 
complaint against a/the researcher/s or a member of staff you can do via 
the normal National Health Service complaints mechanisms using the 
details provided below. 

 
Complaints Department In the Trust 
Tel:   (0191) 233 6161 
Email:   patient.relations@nuth.nhs.uk 
Address:  Patient Relations Department, 

   The Newcastle upon Tyne Hospitals NHS Foundation 
Trust 
   Headquarters: Freeman Hospital, 
   High Heaton, 
   Newcastle upon Tyne, 

NE7 7DN 
 

6. Will anyone else know I’m doing this? 
Only members of the research team will have access to the data. Some 
of your medical records may be checked to make sure that you are ok to 
take part in the study, your name, however, will not be disclosed outside 
the hospital. All information which is collected during this research study 
will be kept strictly confidential and your name and address will be 
removed so that you cannot be recognised from it. Any information you 
give or data collected will be retained for a maximum duration of 3 years. 

 
7. What will happen to any samples I give? 

We will be taking blood samples for analysis of certain metabolites. 
However, because we cannot carry out all of the analysis straightaway 
we need to place some of the samples in storage. We have a controlled-
access freezer in the Clinical Research Facility that will allow us to store 
the samples and when the samples are fully analysed they will be 
destroyed. Your name will not be used on any sample but you will be 
given a unique code at the start of the study which will only appear on the 
labels. 
 

mailto:patient.relations@nuth.nhs.uk
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8. What will happen to the results of the research study? 
Results will be presented for the intention to publish in scientific journals. 
All results will be presented as grouped data and your individual results 
will not be identifiable. You will have access to your results after the 
completion of the study, or may be informed during, if we have discovered 
something that may benefit your current regimen.  
 

9. Who is organising and funding the research? 
The study is funded by the Diabetes Research and Wellness Foundation 
through a grant that has been awarded to Newcastle University.   
 

10. Who has reviewed the study? 
All research in the NHS is looked at by an independent group of people 
(the Research Ethics Committee), to protect your interests. This Study 
has received ethical approval by the NHS Research Ethics Committee 

 

 

Contact Details: 

Dr. Daniel J West 

Institute of Cellular Medicine 

4th Floor William Leech Building 

Newcastle University 

NE2 4HH 

Email address: Daniel.west@newcastle.ac.uk 

Phone: (0191) 208 7076 

Mobile (tel): 07557340319 
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8.2. Appendix B. Informed Consent form for participants with T1D in study 1, 2 and 

3 (Chapter 3,4 and 5) 

 

 

Study Number:____ Patient Identification Number:___ 

CONSENT FORM 

 

Title of Project:    The role of residual beta-cell function on glycaemic variability 

before and after exercise in Type 1 diabetes. 

Name of Researcher: Dr Daniel J West 

 

Please Tick Box and initial below the box: 

1 I confirm that I have read and understand the information sheets 

dated................... for the above study. I have had the opportunity to 

consider the information, ask questions and have had these answered 

satisfactorily. 

 

__ 

2 I understand that my participation is voluntary and that I am free to 

withdraw at any time, without giving any reason, without prejudice and 

without my medical care or legal rights being affected. 

 

__ 

3 I understand that relevant sections of any of my medical notes and 

data collected during this study may be looked at by responsible 

individuals from Newcastle University, from regulatory authorities or 

from the NHS Trust where it is relevant to my taking part. 

 

__ 

Royal Victoria Infirmary 

Queen Victoria Road 

Newcastle upon Tyne 

NE1 4LP 

Tel: 0191 233 6161 
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4 I give permission for the individuals described above to have access 

to my records, and I understand that accessible data will not be stored 

or copied. 

 

__ 

5 I understand that relevant sections of my medical notes and data 

collected during the study, may be looked at by individuals from 

regulatory authorities or NHS Trust, where it is relevant to my taking 

part in this research. I give my permission for these individuals to have 

access to my records.  

 

_ 

6 I agree to take part in this study.  

__ 

 

 

____________________
______ 

Name of Patient 

 

 

____________________
_____ 

Date 

 

 

____________________
_____ 

Signature 

 

____________________
_______ 

Name of Person Taking 
Consent 

 

____________________
_______ 

Date 

 

____________________
_______ 

Signature 

 

____________________
_______ 

Researcher/s 

 

____________________
_______ 

Date 

 

____________________
_______ 

Signature 
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8.3. Appendix C. Medical History Questionnaire 
 

Name:         Date of Birth: 

 

 

Do you have or suffer from a:      Details: 

 History of heart disease 

 (eg. heart attack, surgery, angina etc)  YES NO 

 

 Problems with the circulation   YES NO 

 

 High blood pressure    YES NO 

 

 Diabetes     YES NO 

 

 Lung disease/breathing problems  YES NO 

 (eg. asthma, COPD etc) 

 

Have you ever suffered from:     Details: 

 Discomfort in the chest, jaw, neck, back or arms 

(e.g. pressure, tingling, pain, heaviness,  

burning, tightness, squeezing or numbness)  YES NO 

 

 Light headedness, dizziness or fainting?                YES NO 

 

Have you had any recent Illnesses?  YES NO      Details:  

     (including hospitalisation, new medical diagnosis, surgery)   
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Do you have any joint problems or anything which would make exercising difficult? 
     YES NO Details: 

   

 

What medication are you taking?  

(Please list)         

  

Other habits 

 Caffeine   YES  NO if yes, units per week ___ 

 Alcohol   YES  NO  if yes, units per week ___ 

 Tobacco   YES  NO  if yes, units per week ___ 

 

Family History       Details: 

Heart disease    YES NO 

Lung disease    YES NO 

Diabetes     YES NO 

Stroke     YES NO 

Sudden death    YES NO 

 

 

Do you have any known allergies?  YES  NO Details 
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Diabetes related complications 

 Details 

Neuropathy (Nerve damage)  

Peripheral YES NO 

Autonomic YES NO 

Nephropathy (Kidney damage)                                   YES              NO 

Microalbuminuria              YES               NO 

Retinopathy (Eye damage)              YES               NO 

Diabetic ketoacidosis (DKA)                                           YES   NO 

Foot problems                                                                      YES   NO 

 

 

Any additional information: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Completed by  ________________  Date _____________ 
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8.4. Appendix D Physical examination  
 

Name:    ___________________________________  DOB: __/__/____ 

 

Body weight (kg): _____  Waist Circumference (cm): _____ 

 

%Fat Free Mass: _____  % Fat Mass:   _____ 

 

Apical pulse rate(min): _____  Rhythm:   OK / Not OK 

 

Resting blood pressure, seated. ___ / ____ 

 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Auscultation of the lungs    OK / Not OK 

with specific attention to uniformity of breath Comment:________________________________ 

sounds in all areas (absence of rales and wheezes) 

 _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________  

Palpation of cardiac apical impulse  OK / Not OK 

point of maximal impulse   

 Comment:________________________________ 

       _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________      

Auscultation of the heart    OK / Not OK 

with specific attention to murmurs,   

 Comment:________________________________ 

gallops, clicks and rubs.     _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Evaluation of the abdomen    OK / Not OK 
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Bowel sounds, masses, visceromegaly,   Comment:________________________________ 

and tenderness.      

 _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Evaluation of lower extremities    OK / Not OK 

Oedema and presence of arterial pulse.  Comment:________________________________ 

       _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Inspection of the skin     OK / Not OK 

focus on lower extremities in people with diabetes. Comment: 

________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________  

Neurologic function    OK / Not OK 

Reflexes     

 Comment:________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Any orthopedic or medical condition   YES / NO 

that would limit exercise.    Comment:________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Ventricular tachycardia    OK / Not OK 

      Comment:________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

ST elevation (+1.0 mm)    OK / Not OK 

in leads without diagnostic Q-waves  Comment:________________________________ 

(other than V1 or aVR)     _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

ST or QRS changes     OK / Not OK 

such as excessive ST suppression >2mm 

 Comment:________________________________ 
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horizontal or down sloping ST-segment depression 

 _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Arrhythmias other than:    OK / Not OK 

sustained ventricular tachycardia, including 

 Comment:________________________________ 

multiple PVCs, triplets of PVCs, supraventricular  _________________________________ 

tachycardia, heart block, or bradyarrhythmias.  _________________________________. 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

 

 

 

Cleared to start exercise test    YES / NO 

Competed by:  ________________  Date _____________ 
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Physical examination (page 2 on reverse of page 1) 

 

Exercise Stress Testing 

Exercise Protocol:  _______________________________________________ 

 

Absolute indicators for terminating the Exercise Stress test:  

 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Drop in blood pressure of >10mm Hg   OK / Not OK 

from baseline blood pressure    Comment:________________________________ 

despite an increase in workload,    

 _________________________________ 

when accompanied by other     _________________________________ 

evidence of ischemia. 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Any form of chest pain or    OK / Not OK 

shortness of breath    Comment:________________________________ 

       _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Increasing nervous system symptoms   OK / Not OK 

(e.g. ataxia, dizziness or near syncope)  Comment:________________________________ 

       _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Technical difficulties monitoring    OK / Not OK 

ECG or blood pressure   
 Comment:________________________________ 

       _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Ventricular tachycardia    OK / Not OK 
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      Comment:________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

ST elevation      OK / Not OK 

(+1.0 mm) in leads without    Comment:________________________________ 

diagnostic Q-waves (other than V1 or aVR)  

 _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

ST or QRS changes     OK / Not OK 

such as excessive ST suppression >2mm horizontal

 Comment:________________________________  

or down sloping ST-segment depression   _________________________________

  

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Arrhythmias other than:    OK / Not OK 

sustained ventricular tachycardia,   

 Comment:________________________________ 

including multiple PVCs, triplets of PVCs, supraventricular

 _________________________________ 

tachycardia, heart block, or bradyarrhythmias.  _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Fatigue, shortness of breath, wheezing,   OK / Not OK 

leg cramps, or patient develops   
 Comment:________________________________ 

discomfort.      _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Development of bundle-branch block   OK / Not OK 

or intraventricular conduction delay   Comment:________________________________ 

that cannot be distinguished from ventricular tachycardia _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

Hypertensive response     OK / Not OK 
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Systolic blood pressure of > 250 mm Hg  

 Comment:________________________________ 

and / or diastolic pressure of >115 mm Hg  

 _________________________________ 

__________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
___________ 

 

 

Comments: 

 

 __________________________________________________________________________

__ 

 

 __________________________________________________________________________

__ 

 

 __________________________________________________________________________

__ 

 

Adverse reaction to exercise:    YES / NO 

 

Cleared to start exercise:     YES / NO 

Competed by: ________________   Date _____________ 
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8.5. Appendix E Blood glucose, food, insulin and exercise diary  

 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Participant ID:_____________________ 

 

 

 BLOOD GLUCOSE, FOOD, INSULIN AND EXERCISE DIARY 

 

 

Please record everything you eat and drink, blood glucose values, insulin doses and 

amount of exercise you perform for the 7 days during the 
trial 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

NSTRUCTIONS FOR USING THE BLOOD GLUCOSE, FOOD, INSULIN AND 
EXERCISE DIARY 

 

Everything that you eat and drink over the course of the day, finger-stick blood glucose 
(BG) values, insulin doses and any exercise you perform over the course of the study 
should be recorded. 
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Blood Glucose Testing 

On the first day: 

• Take your first BG meter reading at 1 hour after the iPro2 continuous glucose 
monitor (CGM) is inserted. 

• Take a second BG meter reading at 3 hours after the iPro2 CGM is inserted 
•  Collect at least one more meter reading before going to bed. 
 

Collect at least 4 BG meter readings each day throughout the study, such as 
before breakfast, lunch, dinner, and going to bed. 

 

On the final day, please attempt to take at least 3 BG value before the sensor is 
removed 

 

 

Food  

• Do not forget to record second helpings and between meal snacks. 
• Most people eat foods away from home each day, please do not forget to record 

these.  
 

Names and descriptions of foods should be as detailed as possible, including the 
brand name and any other information available.  

 

Time  Blood 
Glucose  
 
 
 
(mmol/l) 

Food/Drink 
 
Description: 
(name/whethe
r fresh, frozen, 
dried, canned/ 
cooked: 
boiled, grilled, 
fried, roasted/ 
type of fat food 
fried in) 
 

Quantit
y  
 
 
(grams) 

Carbohydrat
e Estimate  
 
(grams or 
carbohydrate 
portion) 

Insuli
n 
Dose  
 
 
(units) 

Exercise 
 
 
Descriptio
n (time, 
type, 
intensity) 

10:3
0 am 

3.2mmol/
l    

McVities 
Digestive 
Biscuits (2)      

32 g 20.8g -  
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Exercise            

• Provide information about the type of exercise performed, how long for and the 
intensity of the exercise.    
 
e.g. Steady run, 35 minutes 

 

General comments 

• Write down any other events such as feeling hypoglycaemic, stress, or illness. 
 

  

Any problems or questions please contact Guy Taylor on 0191 20 88 264 or 

G.Taylor3@newcastle.ac.uk  
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Day 1:                                                                                                                                                            Date: 
___ /___ / ___ 
 
Time  Blood 

Glucos
e  
 
 
 
(mmol/l) 

Food/Drink 
 
Description: 
(name/whether fresh, 
frozen, dried, canned/ 
cooked: boiled, grilled, 
fried, roasted/ type of 
fat food fried in) 
 

Quantit
y  
 
 
(grams) 

Carbohydr
ate 
Estimate  
 
(grams or 
carbohydrat
e portion) 

Insulin 
Dose  
 
 
(units) 

Exercise 
 
 
Description (time, 
type, intensity) 

 
 
am/p
m 

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

      

GENERAL COMMENTS: 
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8.6. Appendix F. Table of individual autoantibody positivity 
Participant C-peptide 

category 
Autoantibody 

positivity 
Autoantibodies 

   GAD 
(U/mL) 

IA2  
(U/mL) 

ZNT8 
(U/mL) 

1 Cpepund No <5.0 <7.5 <10.0 
2 Cpepund Yes 68.6 <7.5 <10.0 
3 Cpeplow Yes 42.4 <7.5 <10.0 
4 Cpepund Yes <5.0 51.6 <10.0 
5 Cpeplow Yes <5.0 71.4 <10.0 
6 Cpeplow  No <5.0 <7.5 <10.0 
7 Cpephigh Yes 55.7 <7.5 <10.0 
8 Cpephigh Yes 130.9 399.1 <10.0 
9 Cpepund No 5.4 <7.5 18.7 
10 Cpeplow Yes 7.5 <7.5 10.9 
11 Cpepund Yes 250.3 <7.5 87.6 
12 Cpepund No <5.0 <7.5 <10.0 
13 Cpeplow Yes >2000.0 11.8 <10.0 
14 Cpepund Yes <5.0 <7.5 19.8 
15 Cpepund No <5.0 <7.5 <10.0 
16 Cpepund No <5.0 <7.5 <10.0 
17 Cpeplow Yes 16.3 85.4 379.1 
18 Cpeplow Yes 22.1 <7.5 <10.0 
19 Cpephigh Yes 352.1 <7.5 12.2 
20 Cpephigh No <5.0 <7.5 <10.0 
21 Cpephigh No <5.0 <7.5 <10.0 
22 Cpeplow Yes 5.4 45 <10.0 
23 Cpepund Yes 30 <7.5 <10.0 
24 Cpephigh Yes 20.1 17.3 1667.9 
25 Cpephigh Yes <5.0 13.3 85 
26 Cpepund Yes 68.9 174.8 106.4 
27 Cpephigh Yes 19.2 63 14.9 
28 Cpephigh Yes <5.0 <7.5 31.2 
29 Cpephigh Yes <5.0 12.3 <10.0 
30 Cpeplow No <5.0 <7.5 43.8 
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8.7. Appendix G. Participant information sheet for non-diabetic controls  

in study 3 (Chapter 5) 
 

 

 

 

Participant Information Sheet 

Factors affecting circulating numbers of 

Endothelial Progenitor Cells in response to an 

acute bout of exercise in healthy participants 

 

Chief investigator: Dr. Daniel West 

 

Physical Activity & Exercise Research 

Institute of Cellular Medicine 

Room M4.075 

4th Floor William Leech Building 

Medical School 

Newcastle University 

NE2 4HH 

 

For further information, contact the study team at: 

T: 0191 208 8264          E: G.Taylor3@newcastle.ac.uk 

mailto:G.Taylor3@newcastle.ac.uk
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You are being invited to participate in a research study. Before you commit to whether 

you would like to take part or not it is important that you understand what the research 

will involve and why it is being undertaken. Please read this information sheet carefully 

and if you have any questions or require any more information, please do not hesitate 

to contact us. Details about the study are displayed below. Please take time to decide 

whether or not you wish to take part. 

 

What is the purpose of the study? 

 

Exercise mobilises endothelial progenitor cells (EPCs), a cell that circulates within the 

blood and plays a role in the repair and formation of new blood vessels in healthy 

individuals. Higher numbers of these cells is associated with improved vascular 

function and reduced cardiovascular disease. While we know that older individuals 

and individuals with lower fitness levels have reduced number of circulating EPCs at 

rest, it is not know to what extent clinical factors such as age, fitness level and 

inflammation influences the number of EPCs. The number of EPCs circulating within 

the blood is very low, thus the ability to mobilise these cells from the bone marrow and 

peripheral sources is important to repair the endothelial cells. However, it is not fully 

understood how EPCs are mobilised from the bone marrow and peripheral sources 

into the blood after exercise. The primary aim of this study is to understand how the 

clinical factors of age, inflammation and fitness impacts upon the number of circulating 

EPC at rest and the response to an acute submaximal exercise bout in healthy 

participants. We will also explore the relationship between number of EPCs and 

circulating amounts of potential mobilisation mechanisms. 

 

Why have I been chosen? 

You have been contacted because you have expressed an interest in our research 

and taking part. We are looking for 30 healthy individuals (males and females) 

between the ages of 18-60 with no muscular injuries or history of any chronic diseases. 

We will need a wide range of participants in terms of age and weight. 
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Do I have to take part? 

It is completely up to you whether you wish to take part or not. If you do decide to take 

part you will be asked to sign a consent form. However, you are free to withdraw at 

any time and without giving a reason.  

 

What will happen if I want to take part? 

We will contact you by phone or email to answer any questions you may have about 

the study. We will then ask you some questions about your medical history to check if 

you eligible to partake. You will not be able to participate in the study if you have any 

medical conditions or if you are taking medications that will affect the measurements 

in the study. If you are a suitable participant, we will invite you to attend Clinical 

Research Facility at the RVI hospital on two separate occasions. 

 

What will I have to do? 

Visit 1 

You will be briefed on the full study at which point you will be invited to ask any 

questions or raise any concerns. Participation will depend on the satisfactory 

completion of a medical history questionnaire. If you are considered eligible and agree 

to take part you will sign an informed consent form.  

 

You will then have your height and weight taken and complete a resting and exercising 

electrocardiogram (ECG) stress test. This is so we can confirm that your heart 

responds normally to exercise and that it is safe for you to complete the exercise part 

of the study. During the ECG test, electrodes will stuck around your chest to measure 

the electrical impulses within the heart. You will not feel any pain throughout this test.  
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We will measure oxygen consumption (the amount of air you breathe) throughout the 

exercise tests using a mask that covers the mouth and nose. The exercise test is a 

walking/running test that takes place on a treadmill. This test starts off at a light 

intensity and gradually increases every 3 minutes until you feel you can no longer 

continue. This allows us to capture your heart rate and breathing responses gradually 

with changes in exercise intensity. We will also use this test to estimate how hard you 

will work for the main exercise test in the study. 

 

The first visit takes 1 hour 30 minutes to complete.  

 

Visit 2 

At least 3 days after your last visit, you will again attend the CRF for the main exercise 

trial. You will arrive fasted in the morning.  

1. A capillary blood sample will be taken to measure your blood glucose, 

haemoglobin and haematocrit. 

2. A cannula (a thin tube inserted into a vein) will be inserted by a trained 

phlebotomist to take blood samples from. Once inserted, a fasting blood sample 

will be taken. 

3. You will be given a carbohydrate snack (Belvita bar – 28g CHO). 

4. Resting heart rate will be measured for 10 minutes. 

5. You will then complete 45 minutes of treadmill walking up a gradient. The 

intensity will be ~60 % of the maximum level you reached in the first visit. During 

the test we will capture your heart rate and oxygen consumption (the amount of 

air you breathe) using a chest strap and a mask that covers your mouth and 

nose. 

6. Capillary and venous blood samples from the cannula will be taken immediately 

after completing the exercise and 1 hour after completing the exercise. 

 

 The second visit will take 3 hours to complete. 
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 What do I have to do? 

 

It is critical for the study that follow the instructions we will give you for each study 

date. If the dose of your medications change or you are prescribed a new medication 

during the study we may need to discuss your participation in the study. 

 

What are the possible disadvantages of taking part in this study? 

We will be taking blood from a vein in your arm by inserting a cannula and it is possible 

you might experience some discomfort when it is being placed in the arm and/or 

bruising when it is taken out.  However, all samples will be collected by appropriately 

trained personnel to minimize this possibility. 

The first exercise test will involve pushing yourself to your maximum level. This can 

be uncomfortable, although not dissimilar to any time you have pushed yourself hard 

during exercise.  You can choose to terminate the test at any time. There will also be 

medical cover present throughout your time at the laboratories. 

 

What are the possible benefits of taking part in this study? 

We will measure your height and weight and you will learn your maximum fitness level, 

a test that can be useful for training if you regularly take part in exercise and is a good 

indicator of future health. If you were to get this test done privately then it would cost 

£100-150. You will also receive a £50 inTU voucher (Eldon square and the metro 

centre) in remuneration for taking part in the study. 

Will my taking part in the study be kept confidential? 

Newcastle Univesity is the sponsor for this study based in the United Kingdom. We 

will be using information from [you and/or your medical records] in order to undertake 

this study and will act as the data controller for this study. This means that we are 

responsible for looking after your information and using it properly. Newcastle 

University will keep identifiable information about you for 3 years after the study has 

finished. 
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Your rights to access, change or move your information are limited, as we need to 

manage your information in specific ways in order for the research to be reliable and 

accurate. If you withdraw from the study, we will keep the information about you that 

we have already obtained. To safeguard your rights, we will use the minimum 

personally-identifiable information possible. 

The clinical exercise research team will collect information from you for this research 

study in accordance with our instructions. 

The clinical exercise research team will keep your name, NHS number and contact 

details confidential and will not pass this information to Newcastle University. The 

clinical exercise research team will use this information as needed, to contact you 

about the research study, and make sure that relevant information about the study is 

recorded for your care, and to oversee the quality of the study. Certain individuals from 

Newcastle University and regulatory organisations may look at your medical and 

research records to check the accuracy of the research study. Newcastle University 

will only receive information without any identifying information. The people who 

analyse the information will not be able to identify you and will not be able to find out 

your name, NHS number or contact details. 

The clinical exercise research team will keep identifiable information about you from 

this study for 3 years after the study has finished. 

 

 

What will happen to the study results? 

The overall results of the study may be presented at scientific meetings or published 

in a scientific journal. You will not be identified in any of these presentations or 

publications. We will be happy to discuss the results with you when the study is 

completed and will let you know where you can obtain a copy of the published results. 

Will I be compensated for my time? 

In recognition of your time commitments to the study and compliance with the clinical 

investigations, you will be compensated with a £50 voucher for Eldon Square and the 

Metro Centre. 
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Ethical Approval 

This study was approved by the Faculty of Medical Sciences Research Ethics 

Committee, part of Newcastle University's Research Ethics Committee. This 

committee contains members who are internal to the Faculty, as well as one external 

member. This study was reviewed by members of the committee, who must provide 

impartial advice and avoid significant conflicts of interests. 

 

Contact for further information 

If you have any further questions then please contact Guy Taylor 

Telephone: 0191 208 8264 Email: g.taylor3@ncl.ac.uk 

And finally… 

Thank you for having taken the time to read this information sheet and your interest in 

the study. If you do decide to take part in the study, you will be given a copy of the 

information sheets and a signed consent form for you to keep. 
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8.8.  Appendix H. Informed consent form for non-diabetic controls in 

study 3 (chapter 5) 
 

 

Study Number:1522 Patient Identification Number:___ 

CONSENT FORM 

 

Title of Project:     Factors affecting circulating numbers of Endothelial Progenitor Cells in 
response to an acute bout of exercise in healthy participants 

Name of Researcher: Dr Daniel J West 

 

Please Tick Box and initial below the box: 

1 I confirm that I have read and understand the information sheets 

dated................... for the above study. I have had the opportunity to 

consider the information, ask questions and have had these answered 

satisfactorily. 

 

__ 

2 I understand that my participation is voluntary and that I am free to 

withdraw at any time, without giving any reason, without prejudice and 

without my medical care or legal rights being affected. 

 

__ 

3 I understand that relevant sections of any of my medical notes and data 

collected during this study may be looked at by responsible individuals 

from Newcastle University, from regulatory authorities or from the NHS 

Trust where it is relevant to my taking part. 

 

__ 

4 I give permission for the individuals described above to have access to 

my records, and I understand that accessible data will not be stored or 

copied. 

 

__ 

Royal Victoria Infirmary 

Queen Victoria Road 

Newcastle upon Tyne 

NE1 4LP 

Tel: 0191 233 6161 
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5 I understand that relevant sections of my medical notes and data 

collected during the study, may be looked at by individuals from 

regulatory authorities or NHS Trust, where it is relevant to my taking part 

in this research. I give my permission for these individuals to have 

access to my records.  

 

_ 

6 I agree to take part in this study.  

__ 

 

 

______________________
____ 

Name of Patient 

 

 

______________________
___ 

Date 

 

 

______________________
___ 

Signature 

 

______________________
_____ 

Name of Person Taking 
Consent 

 

______________________
_____ 

Date 

 

______________________
_____ 

Signature 

 

______________________
_____ 

Researcher/s 

 

______________________
_____ 

Date 

 

______________________
_____ 

Signature 
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