Comparability of HOMA estimates on Insulin sensitivity and B-cell function depends on bias of insulin assays
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affected by differences in insulin assays, since the ADA showed in 1996 that results from different
insulin assays varied by a factor of 2. Aim: Comparison of %S and %B from HOMA using 12

insulin assays, currently available in UK and US. Methods: 99 fasting blood samples were
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collected in a hospital setting from 14 healthy subjects (HS), 7 IFG, 11 IGT and 67 patients with
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DATA ANALYSIS in comparison of HOMA estimates of %B and %S
« Data was analysed using Bland Altman difference plots for all 99 samples

with the mean of all 12 assays as the x-axis



