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Abstract:

Background/Aims: Prandial hyperinsulinemia after Roux-en Y gastric bypass surgery (GB), and
to lesser degree after sleeve gastrectomy (SG), has been attributed to rapid glucose flux from
the gut and increased insulinotropic gut hormones. However, B-cell sensitivity to exogenous
incretin is markedly reduced after GB. This study examines the effect of GB versus SG on
prandial glycemia and B-cell response to increasing concentrations of endogenous incretins.

Methods: Glucose kinetics, insulin secretion rate (ISR), and incretin responses to 50-gram oral
glucose ingestion were compared between 10 non-diabetic subjects with GB versus 9 matched
individuals with SG and 7 non-operated normal glucose tolerant controls (CN) on two days with
and without administration of 200 mg sitagliptin.

Results: Fasting glucose and hormonal levels were similar among 3 groups. Increasing plasma
concentrations of endogenous incretins by 2-3-fold diminished post-OGTT glycemia and
increased B-cell secretion in all 3 groups (p<0.05), but insulin secretion per insulin sensitivity
(i.e., disposition index) was increased only in GB (p<0.05 for interaction). As a result, sitagliptin
administration led to hypoglycemia in 3 of 10 GB. Yet, plot of the slope of ISR versus the
increase in endogenous incretin concentration was smaller after GB compared to both SG and
CN.

Conclusion: Augmented glycemic-induced B-cell response caused by enhanced incretin activity
is unique to GB and not shared with SG. However, the B-cell sensitivity to increasing
concentrations of endogenous incretin is smaller after bariatric surgery, particularly after GB,
compared to non-operated controls, indicating a long-term adaptation of gut-pancreas axis after
these procedures.
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HIGHLIGHTS
What is known?

Glycemic effects of gastric bypass (GB) and sleeve gastrectomy (SG) is attributed to rapid
nutrient flux and enhanced insulinotropic effects of gut hormones but B-cell sensitivity to
exogenous GLP-1 or GIP is diminished after GB.

What the present findings add?

Post-OGTT B-cell sensitivity to enhanced endogenous incretins by DPP4i is markedly reduced
in bariatric subjects versus non-operated controls, and yet insulin secretory response
(disposition index) is increased leading to hypoglycemia in GB and not SG.

Significance?

Blunted sensitivity to GLP-1 may represent 3-cell adaptation to massive elevation in GLP-1
secretion following bariatric surgery to protect against hypoglycemia.

The differential effect of enhanced concentrations of incretins on post-OGTT insulin response
(disposition index) among GB versus SG highlights a distinct adaptive process among the two
procedures.

Augmented insulinotropic effects of gut hormones on postprandial insulin secretory response
after GB despite a reduced beta-cell sensitivity to plasma concentrations of GLP-1 makes a
case for non-hormonal mechanisms of GLP-1 action after GB.

Better understanding of long-term effects of bariatric surgery on gut-pancreas axis activity is
critical in development of GLP-1-based strategies to address glucose abnormalities (both
hyperglycemia and hypoglycemia) in these settings.
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INTRODUCTION

The two bariatric procedures, Roux-en Y gastric bypass (GB) and sleeve gastrectomy (SG) have
been widely used for the treatment of diabetes in obese patients. Resolution of T2D following
these surgeries is attributed to the amount of weight loss(1, 2), mainly by improving fasting insulin
kinetics(3). However, GB, and to lesser extent SG, leads to improved glucose tolerance shortly
after surgery (4, 5, 6, 7). Improved glucose tolerance after GB has been attributed to enhanced
in nutrient transit resulting in a shift of glucose fluxes, with resetting of the balance between
glucose appearance and clearance(2, 8, 9, 10). Emptying of the stomach pouch in individuals
after GB is ~25 times faster than that in non-surgical healthy controls(11). SG reduces the half-
time of gastric emptying for both liquid and solid food(12) compared to non-surgical healthy
controls (CN), but this effect is smaller than what has been shown after GB. Faster nutrient
emptying after bariatric surgery is associated with earlier and higher peaks of glucose and lower
nadir glucose levels in parallel with earlier and larger insulin and glucagon-like peptide 1 (GLP-1)
response(2, 4, 8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 15). The most extreme effect of GB on glucose metabolism is

exemplified by the syndrome of hyperinsulinemia hypoglycemia(10, 16, 17).

Postprandial hyperinsulinemia in GB has been attributed to the combined effects of elevated
glucose (8, 10) and a larger incretin effect(5, 13, 18) while the role of the incretin effect after SG
is less characterized. Previously, using a GLP-1 receptor (GLP-1R) antagonist, we demonstrated
that the contribution of endogenous GLP-1 to postprandial 3-cell secretion during a hyperglycemic
clamp is 2- to 3-fold larger in GB than matched non-operated controls(18). However, blocking
GLP-1R during meal ingestion in GB patients had only a modest effect on prandial insulin
secretion rate (ISR) compared to non-operated controls despite a 10-fold increase in GLP-1
secretion (10, 19, 20). Because of this discrepancy, we examined the effect of infusion of
increasing doses of GLP-1 or GIP on glucose-stimulated ISR and found that in non-diabetic GB

subjects the beta-cell sensitivity to exogenous incretins is markedly reduced(21). However, the
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relationship between incretin secretion and incretin sensitivity within each subject could not be
examined, nor did this study address the effect of GB on B-cell effects of increasing endogenous

incretins (active) in this population.

The current study was designed to determine the role of enhancing endogenous incretin secretion
on B-cell function and glucose fluxes following GB and the differential effect of GB versus SG on
endogenous incretin-stimulated ISR in the fed state. We used 200 mg of sitagliptin, which is
shown to induce a near-complete inhibition of dipeptidyl peptidase-4 (DPP4) activity within 2 to
12 h post-dose(22), and examined the acute effect of DPP4 inhibitor (DPP4i) on post-OGTT
glucose fluxes and islet-cell (insulin and glucagon) and incretin hormonal secretion in three groups

of non-diabetic subjects with history of GB, SG, and non-operated controls.
RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODS

Subjects: Ten subjects with previous GB and 9 BMI- and age-matched individuals with SG as
well as 7 healthy controls without prior gastrointestinal surgery (CN) were consecutively
recruited based on their response to our enrollment effort. All subjects were free of diabetes or
renal dysfunction or liver disorder, and none took any medications that interfere with glucose
metabolism. The control subjects had no personal or family history of diabetes and had a
normal oral glucose tolerance test. Subjects were weight stable for at least 3 months prior to
enroliment. The Institutional Review Board of the University of Texas Health at San Antonio
approved the protocol (HSC20180070H) and all participants provided written informed consent

before participation.

Experimental protocols: Studies were performed at the Bartter Clinical Research Unit at Audie
Murphy VA Hospital in the morning after an overnight fast. Participants were instructed to maintain
normal carbohydrate ingestion for 3 days before each visit, and refrain from excessive physical
activity. Body composition was assessed using dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry, and waist

circumference was measured. Intravenous catheters were placed in each forearm vein for the
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blood withdrawal and the infusion of glucose tracer. The forearm used for blood sampling was
continuously warmed with a heating pad. Throughout the studies blood samples were collected
at timed intervals and stored on ice; plasma was separated within 60 min and stored at -80° C

until assayed.

After an overnight fasting, fasting blood samples were drawn. At -120 min, subjects received
either a single dose of sitagliptin 200 mg orally or nothing (control study), and a primed-continuous
infusion of [6,6-?H;]glucose (28 umol/kg prime and 0.28 ymol/kg/min constant) was initiated and
continued for the remainder of the study(10). At 0 min, a 50 g oral glucose solution mixed with 1
g of uniformly-labeled glucose [U-"*C]glucose and 1 g of dissolved acetaminophen was consumed
within 10 min. These studies were performed in a random fashion, so that half of the subjects
received sitagliptin first. Heart rate (HR) and systolic and diastolic blood pressure (SBP and DBP)

were monitored throughout the studies and values were averaged over 5-15 min intervals.

Assays: Blood samples were collected in EDTA tubes for measurement of insulin,
acetaminophen, glucose and in aprotinin/heparin/EDTA for assay of C-peptide, glucagon, GLP-
1, and GIP and diprotin A for the measurement of active GLP-1(23). Plasma glucose was
determined using Analox GM9 Glucose Analyzer (Analox Instruments, Stourbridge, UK). Insulin
(DIlAsource, Neuve, Belgium), C-peptide and glucagon (Millipore, Billerica, MA) were measured
by commercial radioimmunoassay. Active GLP-1 and total GIP were measured using commercial
Multiplex ELISA (Millipore, Billerica, MS), and total GLP-1 using ELISA (Mercodia, Uppsala,
Sweden) according to the manufacturers’ specifications. Tracer enrichment was measured by
GC-MS (5975, Agilent, Santa Clara, CA) as previously described (10, 24, 25) and acetaminophen
was measured by GC-MS using Acetaminophen (acetyl-"*C,,'°N) as internal standard
(Cambridge Isotope Laboratories, Boston, USA) utilizing the same derivatization method used for

glucose tracers (26) and monitoring peak of mass 151-154.
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Calculations and analyses: Fasting plasma glucose and hormone concentrations represent
the mean of 3 samples drawn before administration of sitagliptin, and the pre-meal values
represent the average of the samples drawn over the 10 min before the test meal. Insulin
secretion rates (ISRs) were calculated from C-peptide concentrations using deconvolution with
population estimates of plasma C-peptide(27). Beta-cell glucose sensitivity (BGS) was
calculated in each subject as the slope of ISR and blood glucose concentration for the first part
of the OGTT, as glycemia rose to peak value, and for the latter part of the OGTT as glucose

concentration declined towards fasting level.

Rates of total glucose appearance (TRa), glucose disappearance (Rd), systemic appearance of
ingested glucose (RaO), and endogenous glucose production (EGP) were derived from plasma
[6,6-?H:]glucose and [U-"3C]glucose enrichments as previously described using the Steele
equation(10, 24) and cumulative values for 1 and 3 hours after meal ingestion were estimated.

Metabolic clearance of glucose (MCRgiucose) Was measured as Rd/plasma glucose(28).

Using the trapezoidal rule, the post-OGTT incremental area under the concentration curve (AUC)
of islet-cell and Gl hormones was calculated from 0-180 and 0-60 minutes to evaluate the total
and early responses, respectively, given the altered prandial response pattern after bariatric
surgery. Fasting insulin sensitivity was calculated by HOMA-IR(10), pre- and post-OGTT insulin
sensitivity were calculated as the ratio of premeal MCRgicose/insulin and the prandial AUC of the
MCRGiucoselinsulin, respectively(28). Insulin extraction and clearance rates were calculated as
previously described (27). Disposition index was calculated as the product of AUC ISR and

MCRgiucoselinsulin during the 3 hours after oral glucose ingestion(26, 28).

Statistical analysis: Data are presented as mean + SEM. The parameters of interest at baseline
were compared using chi-square or ANOVA based on pre-specified comparisons among the
groups (surgical vs. controls, and GB vs SG). The effect of administration of sitagliptin during

OGTT vs. control studies of OGTT and the group effect (GB, SG, and CN), as well as their
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interaction on experimental outcomes, were analyzed using repeated measured ANOVA. The
relative changes in the outcomes from control to sitagliptin study were compared using ANOVA
based on pre-specified comparisons among the groups. Association among parameters were
performed using Spearman correlation. Statistical analyses were performed using SPSS 28

(SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL). The STROBE cross sectional reporting guidelines were used(29).
RESULTS

Subjects (Table.1). The GB, SG, and healthy controls (CN) had similar BMI, waist circumference,
fat/lean body mass. The age and female to male ratio was similar among 3 groups. Among the
surgical groups, pre-operative BMI, weight loss and time since GB and SG did not differ
significantly. Glycated hemoglobin A1c values ranged from 4.9-5.7% in GB, 4.9-5.9% in SG, and

5.1-6% in CN.

Glucose and glucose kinetics (Table.2). Fasting plasma glucose was similar among 3 groups
(Table.2). As expected, the post-OGTT nadir glucose concentration was lower and glucose
excursion (max — min) and AUCaiucoseth Were larger in GB compared to SG subjects (p<0.05), and
in SG versus non-operated controls (p<0.05; Fig.1a). Despite the higher early rise in plasma

glucose after GB, AUCgiucosesn Was lower than that in SG and CN (p<0.01; Fig.1a).

Sitagliptin lowered post-OGTT glucose response similarly in all 3 groups (p<0.05; Fig.1a) with
AUCGglucosesn reduction of 35+38% in GB, 20+12% in SG, and 14+10% in CN. However, nadir
glucose levels decreased to a larger extent in GB than SG or CN (relative reduction in nadir
glucose of 10£4% in GB versus —31+4% in SG, and 05 % in CN; p<0.05). Three subjects in GB,
but none in SG or CN, had plasma glucose concentrations between 3.0 and 3.3 mmol/l. Following
administration of sitagliptin 5 patients in GB groups had nadir glucose levels <3.3 mmol/l with 3

of the 5 becoming hypoglycemic (glucose<3 mmol/l).
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In parallel to glycemia, the early rate of rise in oral glucose appearance (RaO) was larger in GB
and SG than CN (p<0.05; Fig.2b). There was a trend toward higher RaO over the 3-hour period
in CN compared to surgical subjects (p=0.08; Fig.2b). DPP4i similarly reduced early RaO in all 3

groups (p<0.05) but did not change the total RaO (Fig.2b).

Following an overnight fast, steady-state conditions prevail, and the rate of total body glucose
utilization (Rd) equals the rate of endogenous glucose production (EGP), and were similar among

GB, SG, and CN (9.7+0.4, 8.6+0.7, and 9.3+0.3 pmol/kg/min, in GB, SG, and CN; Fig.2).

EGP similarly declined by 75-80% in response to glucose ingestion in all 3 groups, and this early
OGTT-induced EGP suppression was not affected by DPP4i. In SG and CN, post-OGTT EGP
suppression was persistent while in GB subjects, EGP rose within 60 minutes of glucose intake,
reversing toward premeal levels by 180 minutes (Fig.2c). DPP4i had no significant effect on EGP
after OGTT in SG and CN but increased post-OGTT EGP3, in GB subjects (relative change in
EGPs, with and without DPP4i: 19.3+11.5% in GB, —5.846.6% in SG, and —-0.1+£9.5% in CN;

p=0.08; Fig.2).

The early rates of glucose disposal (Rd1) were larger in GB compared to SG and CN (p<0.001),
but Rds, was similar among the 3 groups. There was no difference in the rates of Rd between the

studies with and without sitagliptin.

Incretins and gastric emptying. While fasting level of total GLP-1 ({GLP-1) was similar among
3 groups, prandial concentrations were much larger in GB versus SG or CN (p<0.001; Fig.3b).
DPP4i administration reduced tGLP-1, particularly in GB and CN (p<0.05 for interaction; Fig.3b).
Total GIP (tGIP) concentrations before and after oral glucose ingestion were similar among 3

groups; and prandial GIP was similarly reduced by DPP4i (p<0.001; Fig.3c).

Despite similar baseline concentration of active GLP-1 (aGLP-1) among 3 groups, GB subjects

had greater post-OGTT concentrations of aGLP-1 than SG, and the response in SG was greater
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than in CN (p<0.05; Fig.3a). Sitagliptin enhanced the post-OGTT aGLP-1 concentrations by 2-3

fold in all 3 groups (p<0.001; Fig.3a).

Time to peak plasma acetaminophen concentration was shorter in GB than SG, and in SG versus
CN (21%1, 4549, and 122+12 min in GB, SG, and CN; p<0.001; Supplementary Figure) and Cmax
was larger in surgical than controls (7949, 5719, and 41+3 ymol/L in GB, SG, and CN; p<0.001;

Supplementary Figure). DPP4i did not influence the time to peak or the Cpmax.

Beta-cell function (Table.2). Fasting ISR was similar among the 3 groups. Subjects with GB had
an earlier and more robust insulin secretory response to oral glucose ingestion compared to SG
and CN subjects (p<0.05; Fig.1b). During control studies, the AUCisrsn was similar in the two
surgical groups but was larger in GB than CN subjects (p<0.05). Beta-cell glucose sensitivity
during the first part of the OGTT tended to be higher in GB than SG and CN (Fig.1b). The glucose
stimulated ISR as glycemia declined in the latter part of the OGTT was significantly greater in GB
compared to SG and CN (p<0.05, Fig.1b). Administration of sitagliptin increased premeal ISR as
well as the glucose-induced stimulation of B-cell secretion during the early glycemic rise in the

first part and during glycemic decline in the latter part of OGTT (p<0.001; Fig.1b).

Beta-cell responsiveness to aGLP-1, estimated by the average slope of each subject’s plot of ISR
versus aGLP-1 concentration, was significantly smaller in GB or SG versus CN during control
study (p<0.01; Fig.4a). Administration of sitagliptin reduced the slope of ISR/aGLP-1 in all 3

groups (p<0.01 compared to control condition; Fig.4a).

Disposition index (DI) was significantly larger in GB versus SG, and in SG versus CN during
control studies (p<0.05; Fig.4b). Inhibition of DPP4 increased DI in GB without any effect in SG

or CN (P<0.05 interaction; Fig.4b).

Insulin sensitivity and clearance (Table.2). Basal and pre-OGTT insulin sensitivity were not

significantly different among the groups; post-OGTT insulin sensitivity was larger in GB compared
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to SG or CN but remained unaffected by DPP4i administration. While baseline insulin clearance
was greater in GB compared to SG and CN (p<0.05), there was no significant differences in
prandial insulin clearance among the groups. Administration of sitagliptin did not change pre- or

post-OGTT insulin clearance.

Glucagon. Fasting glucagon was similar among the 3 groups. Post-OGTT glucagon
concentrations were larger in GB compared to SG and in SG versus non-operated controls

(Fig.3d). Glucagon levels before and after OGTT were unaffected by DPP4i.

Heart rate. Heart rates were similar in fasting and post-OGTT period in 3 groups. Sitagliptin
enhanced HR after oral glucose ingestion (average post-OGTT heart rates during control versus
sitagliptin study: 72+3, 713, and 6943 bpm in GB, SG, and CN versus 76+2, 7613, and 733

bpm; p<0.01)

Relationship between post-OGTT DI and nadir glucose with glucose kinetics and hormonal
response. Changes in nadir glucose caused by DPP4i was inversely associated with the
corresponding changes in DI (r= -0.7; p<0.001) and EGP (r= —0.6; p<0.001) in each subject. The
magnitude of change in DI and in nadir glucose caused by DPP4i was not related to the changes
in plasma levels of tGLP-1, tGIP, or aGLP-1 or baseline characteristics such as age, BMI, or lean
mass. Further, post-OGTT EGP levels were inversely associated with corresponding nadir
glucose concentrations during control (r = —0.5; p<0.05) and sitagliptin studies (r = —-0.6; p <
0.001).

DISCUSSION

The present study was designed to determine the extent to which bariatric surgeries (GB and SG)
alter the effect of enhanced plasma concentrations of endogenous incretins by sitagliptin
administration on B-cell secretory response to oral glucose ingestion, as well as incretin sensitivity
of beta-cells, and to evaluate the differences between GB and SG on this outcome. Consistent

with our previous studies with exogenous incretin infusion, we found that B-cell sensitivity to
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increasing plasma concentrations of active GLP-1 after oral glucose ingestion is smaller in GB
subjects than in SG and in SG versus CN, despite an opposite hierarchy in B-cell responsiveness
to glucose or disposition index across the groups (Fig.4, left panels). Increasing plasma
concentrations of aGLP-1 by 2-3 fold with DPP4i diminished the ISR/aGLP-1 slope even further,
but increased B-cell secretory response (disposition index) only in GB and not SG or CN (Fig.4,
right panels). As a result, glycemic reducing effect of DPP4i in the latter part of the OGTT (60-180
min) was predominantly observed in GB (Fig.1a). These findings indicate a differential role for the
rerouted gut after GB versus SG on prandial glycemic and 3-cell effects of endogenous incretins
in non-diabetic individuals and challenge the traditional model of endocrine action of GLP-1 in

humans.

In non-diabetic healthy controls without prior history of Gl surgery, prandial glycemic reducing
effect of acute inhibition of DPP4 has previously been documented(30, 31, 32, 33). In these
studies, glycemic effect of DPP4i is partly mediated by increased B-cell response(30, 31, 32,
33). Although, contradictory to these findings, a study that measured glycemic and insulin
secretory response to oral and IV glucose administration with and without sitagliptin in non-

diabetic individuals found no effect of DPP4i on glucose or ISR in fasting or fed states(34).

While the reason for this inconsistency in B-cell effects of DPP4i in previous research is unclear,
in the current study, administration of sitagliptin significantly reduced the post-OGTT glycemia
by increasing B-cell secretion in non-diabetic subjects with and without prior history of bariatric
surgery. More specifically, inhibiting DPP4 in this study promoted both fasting and postprandial
insulin secretory response to the early glycemia rise (B-cell glucose sensitivity) as well as to the
glycemic decline during the second phase of glucose absorption (Fig.1b). Further, GB subjects
had the most prominent glycemic effect of DPP4i in the latter part of glucose absorption during
sitagliptin study. Also, post-OGTT disposition index was increased by inhibition of DPP4 activity

in GB and not in SG or CN (Fig.4b).
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The observation that augmented incretin levels enhance insulin secretion independent of
glucose levels is aligned with previous studies in that glycemic reducing effect of DPP4i was
observed during protein or fat ingestion where glucose concentrations dipped below the
baseline values in non-diabetic subjects without Gl surgery(31). Similarly, in another study, 4-
weeks of DPP4i administration compared to placebo in patients with T2D resulted in larger
endogenous insulin secretion during insulin-induced hypoglycemic clamp (5 and 2.5 mM)(35).
These findings challenge the traditional model of glucose-dependency of incretins in the
prandial state. In fact, the assumption of muted insulinotropic effects of incretins at normal
glucose levels is mainly derived from studies of exogenous GIP(36) or GLP-1 infusion(37),

which involved increasing systemic levels, not portal incretin concentrations.

The rate of nutrient delivery to the gut plays a major role in regulation of prandial incretin(38).
Consistent with prior reports(39), in our study, GIP concentrations rose more rapidly after oral
glucose ingestion in GB and SG compared to CN, but the overall GIP response did not differ
among the groups. As expected(24, 40), post-OGTT GLP-1 response was larger in GB than SG,
and in SG compared to CN. A 2-3-fold increase in plasma concentrations of aGLP-1 by DPP4i in
our experiment is similar to what previously has been reported in patients with GB(41) or non-
operated control(31, 33), suggesting that DPP4 activity is inhibited as planned. Sitagliptin, also,
reduced tGLP-1 and {GIP levels likely due to negative feedback previously described after

glucose ingestion(22).

Aligned with prior reports(30, 41), we did not find any association between relative changes in -
cell response induced by DPP4i and those of plasma aGLP-1 or tGLP-1 concentrations. During
control study, B-cell sensitivity to increasing systemic levels of aGLP-1 during the first phase of
OGTT was 2-3 times smaller in GB and SG than controls despite a larger post-OGTT glycemic
rise in surgical subjects. This observation is consistent with our previous report that B-cell

responsiveness to exogenous GLP-1 administration during fixed hyperglycemia was
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significantly reduced after GB(23). The assumption here is that the B-cells respond to massive
elevation in prandial GLP-1 secretion after GB, and to lesser magnitude after SG, protecting
against hypoglycemia. However, increasing plasma concentration of aGLP-1, in the current
study, reduced aGLP-1 sensitivity of B-cells even further (Fig.4A), and yet DI was increased
reducing nadir glucose concentration in GB-treated subjects (Fig.4B). Therefore, blunted
sensitivity to GLP-1 in presence of elevated plasma GLP-1 concentrations appears to protect
against hypoglycemia in SG and CN but not in GB subjects, who remain susceptible to a

substantial insulinotropic effect of GLP-1,

These findings also raise the question as to what extent the insulinotropic effects of GLP-1
(during control and sitagliptin studies) is due to hormonal action of intestinally secreted peptide,
which makes up majority of circulatory tGLP-1 and subsequently aGLP-1. The most robust
glycemic and B-cell effects of endogenous GLP-1 in our experiment, particularly in GB subjects,
were observed during post-OGTT nadir glycemic levels where the plasma concentrations of
GLP-1 return to baseline. This is consistent with a recent study which reported a significant
increase in nadir glucose concentrations, as well as AUC glucose after the first hour of meal

study, after GLP-1R blockade in GB and SG(19).

DPP4 has a widespread organ distribution, including pancreatic a-cells(42). Inhibition of islet
DPP4 activity in murine and human isolated islets has shown to increase insulin secretion
mediated by GLP-1(42). Furthermore, in a rodent model of sleeve gastrectomy, the pancreatic
rather than intestinally secreted GLP-1 was the mediator of glycemic beneficial effects of
surgery(43). Therefore, it is plausible that after bariatric surgery, B-cell effects of DPP4i,
especially during hypo- or euglycemic conditions in the fed state, are mediated by the paracrine
action of GLP-1 produced in the pancreas rather than intestinally secreted peptide. Additionally,
the visceral afferent neurons, mainly vagal, in the portal artery express the GLP-1R and play a

role in the regulation of glucose metabolism(44). It remains to be investigated as to what extent
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paracrine or vagally mediated GLP-1 actions plays a role in enhanced prandial 3-cell secretion

after GB or SG.

Beyond these important differences in $-cell function, GB subjects had the smallest post-OGTT
EGP suppression, especially from 60-180 minutes, compared to SG and CN despite a larger
insulin secretory response. In response to sitagliptin administration there was a lower OGTT-
induced EGP suppression (90-180 min) in GB compared to the control condition, while prandial
EGP remain suppressed in SG and CN (Fig.2c). This biphasic pattern of prandial EGP after GB
has previously been reported by others who compared prandial EGP in GB versus SG(40), in GB
versus non-operated controls(20), and before and after GB(1). It's largely unknown whether
prandial hyperglucagonemia in GB subjects during the second part of OGTT plays a role in the
EGP rise. However, in this study, the EGP rise in GB was much greater after sitagliptin despite
an increased post-OGTT insulin secretion without any change in plasma glucagon concentration,

suggesting that factors beyond prandial hormonal response are involved.

There are limitations to this study that warrant consideration. The cross-sectional design rather
than longitudinal study imposes limitation in within-subject comparison of the effect of bariatric
surgery on the outcomes. However, our method allowed us to examine the effect of bariatric
surgery beyond the first 2 years, when our subjects were completely adapted to metabolic effect
of surgery with maximal weight loss achieved and maintained at the time of the experiment. A
previous study has found no glycemic effect for 200 mg sitagliptin administration in non-diabetic
GB subjects within 5 months of surgery by comparing post-meal glucose and insulin
secretion(41). The discrepancy in the findings suggests that metabolic adaptation of bariatric
surgery on gut function or pancreatic 3-cell response take longer than the first few months after
these procedures. Our participants were enrolled consecutively based on inclusion criteria.
Moreover, we did not measure active GIP, however, it can be assumed that aGIP is also increased

in parallel to aGLP-1. However, it is unlikely that increased disposition index as observed in in GB
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subjects in the present study is mediated by enhanced aGIP since blocking GIPR in patients with
GB has no effect on post-meal ISR or glucose concentrations(19). Furthermore, our findings can’t
give insights into glycemic effects of DPP4i in bariatric subjects with diabetes since our subjects

had no known history of diabetes.

In summary, our findings indicate that inhibition of DPP4 activity in glucose tolerant subjects: (1)
augments the B-cell insulin secretory response to the oral glucose challenge, but more robustly
in those with history of GB than SG or non-operated controls; (2) lowers nadir glucose in GB
leading to hypoglycemia in 3 of 10 subject but has no effect to reduce nadir glucose in SG or CN;
(3) impairs post-OGTT EGP suppression in GB subjects during the latter part of glucose
absorption. Thus, increasing the plasma incretin concentration by administration of a DPP4
inhibitor shifts the glycemic and insulin profile in asymptomatic GB subjects to mimic the profile in
those with post-GB hypoglycemia. Most importantly, and furthermore, consistent with our
previous findings, the B-cell sensitivity to increasing concentrations of endogenous GLP-1 is
smaller after bariatric surgery, particularly after GB, compared to non-operated controls, indicating
a long-term adaptation of gut-pancreas axis after these procedures, likely to protect against
hypoglycemia. Finally, the opposite effect of DPP4i on B-cell sensitivity to plasma concentrations
of aGLP-1 versus disposition index across the groups suggest that insulinotropic effects of GLP-
1 after gastric bypass surgery are likely mediated by both hormonal and non-hormonal

mechanisms.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

We thank Andrea Hansis-Diarte, Nancy Yegge, and John Adams from the Department of
Medicine of University of Texas Health at San Antonio for their technical support and nursing
staff as well as nutritionist from Bartter Research Unit, Audie Murphy Hospital, STVHCS, for

their expert technical assistance. We owe a great debt to our research participants.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTION


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755; this version posted March 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

MS designed and supervised the study, obtained the data, analyzed, and interpreted the data,
and wrote the manuscript and takes full responsibility for the work as a whole (guarantor); AG
analyzed the data; RP, DT, and SP contributed to conducting studies and obtaining data, RD

and AG contributed to interpretation of data and review/editing of the manuscript.
FUNDING

This work was supported by grants from the National Institute of Health, DK105379 (MS) and in
part by National Center for Advancing Translational Sciences, National Institute of Health grant
UL1 TR002645. A.G. acknowledges the financial support from the European Union’s Horizon
2020 Research and Innovation Programme for the project “Stratification of Obesity Phenotypes
to Optimize Future Obesity Therapy” (SOPHIA). SOPHIA has received funding from the
Innovative Medicines Initiative 2 Joint Undertaking under grant agreement No. 875534. This
Joint Undertaking received support from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and
innovation program, EFPIA, T1D Exchange, JDRF, and Obesity Action Coalition. The
communication reflects the author's view. Neither IMI nor the European Union, EFPIA, or any
Associated Partners are responsible for any use that may be made of the information contained

herein.
DISCLAIMER

Parts of this study were presented at American Diabetes Association, 81% Scientific Sessions
(virtual). All data generated or analyzed during this study are included in this published article
(and its supplementary information files). Authors have nothing to disclose conflicting with the

content of current manuscript.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755; this version posted March 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

REFERENCES

10.

11.

Bradley D, Magkos F, Eagon JC, Varela JE, Gastaldelli A, Okunade AL, ef al. Matched
weight loss induced by sleeve gastrectomy or gastric bypass similarly improves
metabolic function in obese subjects. Obesity (Silver Spring) 2014;22: 2026-2031.

Yoshino M, Kayser BD, Yoshino J, Stein RI, Reeds D, Eagon JC, ef al. Effects of Diet
versus Gastric Bypass on Metabolic Function in Diabetes. N Engl J Med 2020;383: 721-
732.

Ferrannini E, Camastra S, Gastaldelli A, Maria Sironi A, Natali A, Muscelli E, ef al. beta-
cell function in obesity: effects of weight loss. Diabetes 2004;53 Suppl 3: S26-33.

Jorgensen NB, Jacobsen SH, Dirksen C, Bojsen-Moller KN, Naver L, Hvolris L, et al.
Acute and long-term effects of Roux-en-Y gastric bypass on glucose metabolism in

subjects with Type 2 diabetes and normal glucose tolerance. Am J Physiol Endocrinol
Metab 2012;303: E122-131.

Laferrere B, Teixeira J, McGinty J, Tran H, Egger JR, Colarusso A, et al. Effect of
weight loss by gastric bypass surgery versus hypocaloric diet on glucose and incretin
levels in patients with type 2 diabetes. J Clin Endocrinol Metab 2008;93: 2479-2485.

Peterli R, Wolnerhanssen B, Peters T, Devaux N, Kern B, Christoffel-Courtin C, ef al.
Improvement in glucose metabolism after bariatric surgery: comparison of laparoscopic

Roux-en-Y gastric bypass and laparoscopic sleeve gastrectomy: a prospective
randomized trial. Ann Surg 2009;250: 234-241.

TIaconelli A, Gastaldelli A, Chiellini C, Gniuli D, Favuzzi A, Binnert C, ef al. Effect of
oral sebacic Acid on postprandial glycemia, insulinemia, and glucose rate of appearance
in type 2 diabetes. Diabetes Care 2010;33: 2327-2332.

Camastra S, Muscelli E, Gastaldelli A, Holst JJ, Astiarraga B, Baldi S, et al. Long-term
effects of bariatric surgery on meal disposal and beta-cell function in diabetic and
nondiabetic patients. Diabetes 2013;62: 3709-3717.

Jacobsen SH, Bojsen-Moller KN, Dirksen C, Jorgensen NB, Clausen TR, Wulff BS, ef al.
Effects of gastric bypass surgery on glucose absorption and metabolism during a mixed
meal in glucose-tolerant individuals. Diabetologia 2013;56: 2250-2254.

Salehi M, Gastaldelli A, D'Alessio DA. Blockade of glucagon-like peptide 1 receptor
corrects postprandial hypoglycemia after gastric bypass. Gastroenterology 2014;146:
669-680 €662.

Nguyen NQ, Debreceni TL, Bambrick JE, Bellon M, Wishart J, Standfield S, ef al. Rapid
gastric and intestinal transit is a major determinant of changes in blood glucose, intestinal


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755; this version posted March 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

hormones, glucose absorption, and postprandial symptoms after gastric bypass. Obesity
(Silver Spring) 2014.

Braghetto I, Davanzo C, Korn O, Csendes A, Valladares H, Herrera E, et al.
Scintigraphic evaluation of gastric emptying in obese patients submitted to sleeve
gastrectomy compared to normal subjects. Obes Surg 2009;19: 1515-1521.

Laferrere B, Heshka S, Wang K, Khan Y, McGinty J, Teixeira J, et al. Incretin levels and
effect are markedly enhanced 1 month after Roux-en-Y gastric bypass surgery in obese
patients with type 2 diabetes. Diabetes Care 2007;30: 1709-1716.

Nannipieri M, Baldi S, Mari A, Colligiani D, Guarino D, Camastra S, et al. Roux-en-Y
gastric bypass and sleeve gastrectomy: mechanisms of diabetes remission and role of gut
hormones. The Journal of clinical endocrinology and metabolism 2013;98: 4391-4399.

Salehi M, Gastaldelli A, D'Alessio DA. Evidence from a single individual that increased
plasma GLP-1 and GLP-1-stimulated insulin secretion after gastric bypass are
independent of foregut exclusion. Diabetologia 2014;57: 1495-1499.

Goldfine AB, Mun EC, Devine E, Bernier R, Baz-Hecht M, Jones DB, et al. Patients with
neuroglycopenia after gastric bypass surgery have exaggerated incretin and insulin

secretory responses to a mixed meal. The Journal of clinical endocrinology and
metabolism 2007;92: 4678-4685.

Salehi M, Vella A, McLaughlin T, Patti ME. Hypoglycemia After Gastric Bypass
Surgery: Current Concepts and Controversies. J Clin Endocrinol Metab 2018;103: 2815-
2826.

Salehi M, Prigeon RL, D'Alessio DA. Gastric bypass surgery enhances glucagon-like
peptide 1-stimulated postprandial insulin secretion in humans. Diabetes 2011;60: 2308-
2314.

Hindso M, Hedback N, Svane MS, Moller A, Martinussen C, Jorgensen NB, ef al. The
Importance of Endogenously Secreted GLP-1 and GIP for Postprandial Glucose
Tolerance and beta-Cell Function After Roux-en-Y Gastric Bypass and Sleeve
Gastrectomy Surgery. Diabetes 2023;72: 336-347.

Shah M, Law JH, Micheletto F, Sathananthan M, Dalla Man C, Cobelli C, et al.
Contribution of Endogenous Glucagon-Like Peptide 1 to Glucose Metabolism After
Roux-en-Y Gastric Bypass. Diabetes 2014;63: 483-493.

Salehi M, Gastaldelli A, D'Alessio DA. Beta-cell sensitivity to insulinotropic gut
hormones is reduced after gastric bypass surgery. Gut 2019;68: 1838-1845.

Herman GA, Bergman A, Stevens C, Kotey P, Yi B, Zhao P, ef al. Effect of single oral
doses of sitagliptin, a dipeptidyl peptidase-4 inhibitor, on incretin and plasma glucose


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755; this version posted March 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

levels after an oral glucose tolerance test in patients with type 2 diabetes. J Clin
Endocrinol Metab 2006;91: 4612-4619.

Salehi M, Gastaldelli A, D'Alessio DA. Beta-cell sensitivity to insulinotropic gut
hormones is reduced after gastric bypass surgery. Gut 2019.

Salehi M, Gastaldelli A, DeFronzo R. Prandial hepatic glucose production during
hypoglycemia is altered after gastric bypass surgery and sleeve gastrectomy. Metabolism
2022: 155199.

Gastaldelli A. Measuring and estimating insulin resistance in clinical and research
settings. Obesity (Silver Spring) 2022;30: 1549-1563.

Gastaldelli A. Measuring and estimating insulin resistance in clinical and research
settings. Obesity 2022;30: 1549-1563.

Salehi M, DeFronzo R, Gastaldelli A. Altered Insulin Clearance after Gastric Bypass and
Sleeve Gastrectomy in the Fasting and Prandial Conditions. Int J Mol Sci 2022;23.

Mingrone G, Panunzi S, De Gaetano A, Ahlin S, Spuntarelli V, Bondia-Pons I, ef al.
Insulin sensitivity depends on the route of glucose administration. Diabetologia 2020;63:
1382-1395.

von Elm E, Altman DG, Egger M, Pocock SJ, Gotzsche PC, Vandenbroucke JP, et al.
The Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE)
Statement: guidelines for reporting observational studies. /nt J Surg 2014;12: 1495-1499.

Aoki K, Masuda K, Miyazaki T, Togashi Y, Terauchi Y. Effects of miglitol, sitagliptin or
their combination on plasma glucose, insulin and incretin levels in non-diabetic men.
Endocr J2010;57: 667-672.

Ohlsson L, Alsalim W, Carr RD, Tura A, Pacini G, Mari A, et al. Glucose-lowering
effect of the DPP-4 inhibitor sitagliptin after glucose and non-glucose macronutrient
ingestion in non-diabetic subjects. Diabetes Obes Metab 2013;15: 531-537.

Wu T, Ma J, Bound MJ, Checklin H, Deacon CF, Jones KL, ef al. Effects of sitagliptin
on glycemia, incretin hormones, and antropyloroduodenal motility in response to
intraduodenal glucose infusion in healthy lean and obese humans and patients with type 2
diabetes treated with or without metformin. Diabetes 2014;63: 2776-2787.

Alsalim W, Goransson O, Carr RD, Bizzotto R, Tura A, Pacini G, et al. Effect of single-
dose DPP-4 inhibitor sitagliptin on beta-cell function and incretin hormone secretion after

meal ingestion in healthy volunteers and drug-naive, well-controlled type 2 diabetes
subjects. Diabetes Obes Metab 2018;20: 1080-1085.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755; this version posted March 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

Rhee NA, Ostoft SH, Holst JJ, Deacon CF, Vilsboll T, Knop FK. The impact of
dipeptidyl peptidase 4 inhibition on incretin effect, glucose tolerance, and
gastrointestinal-mediated glucose disposal in healthy subjects. Eur J Endocrinol
2014;171: 353-362.

Ahren B, Schweizer A, Dejager S, Dunning BE, Nilsson PM, Persson M, et al.
Vildagliptin enhances islet responsiveness to both hyper- and hypoglycemia in patients
with type 2 diabetes. J Clin Endocrinol Metab 2009;94: 1236-1243.

Andersen DK, Elahi D, Brown JC, Tobin JD, Andres R. Oral glucose augmentation of
insulin secretion. Interactions of gastric inhibitory polypeptide with ambient glucose and
insulin levels. J Clin Invest 1978;62: 152-161.

Qualmann C, Nauck MA, Holst JJ, Orskov C, Creutzfeldt W. Insulinotropic actions of
intravenous glucagon-like peptide-1 (GLP-1) [7-36 amide] in the fasting state in healthy
subjects. Acta Diabetol 1995;32: 13-16.

Pilichiewicz AN, Chaikomin R, Brennan IM, Wishart JM, Rayner CK, Jones KL, et al.
Load-dependent effects of duodenal glucose on glycemia, gastrointestinal hormones,

antropyloroduodenal motility, and energy intake in healthy men. Am J Physiol
Endocrinol Metab 2007;293: E743-753.

Salehi M, Gastaldelli A, D'Alessio DA. Altered islet function and insulin clearance cause
hyperinsulinemia in gastric bypass patients with symptoms of postprandial
hypoglycemia. J Clin Endocrinol Metab 2014;99: 2008-2017.

Svane MS, Bojsen-Moller KN, Martinussen C, Dirksen C, Madsen JL, Reitelseder S, et
al. Postprandial Nutrient Handling and Gastrointestinal Hormone Secretion After Roux-

en-Y Gastric Bypass vs Sleeve Gastrectomy. Gastroenterology 2019;156: 1627-1641
el621.

Svane MS, Bojsen-Moller KN, Nielsen S, Jorgensen NB, Dirksen C, Bendtsen F, ef al.
Effects of endogenous GLP-1 and GIP on glucose tolerance after Roux-en-Y gastric
bypass surgery. Am J Physiol Endocrinol Metab 2016;310: E505-514.

Omar BA, Lichua L, Yamada Y, Seino Y, Marchetti P, Ahren B. Dipeptidyl peptidase 4
(DPP-4) is expressed in mouse and human islets and its activity is decreased in human
islets from individuals with type 2 diabetes. Diabetologia 2014;57: 1876-1883.

Kim KS, Hutch CR, Wood L, Magrisso 1J, Seeley RJ, Sandoval DA. Glycemic effect of
pancreatic preproglucagon in mouse sleeve gastrectomy. JCI Insight 2019;4.

Vahl TP, Tauchi M, Durler TS, Elfers EE, Fernandes TM, Bitner RD, ef al. Glucagon-
like peptide-1 (GLP-1) receptors expressed on nerve terminals in the portal vein mediate
the effects of endogenous GLP-1 on glucose tolerance in rats. Endocrinology 2007;148:
4965-4973.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.03.28.23287755; this version posted March 29, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

FIGURE LEGENDS

Figure 1. (a) Plasma glucose and (b) insulin secretion responses to oral glucose ingestion with
(dashed line) and without (solid line) administration of sitagliptin in subjects who underwent
gastric bypass (left panel) or sleeve gastrectomy (middle panel) and non-operated controls (left
panel). The corresponding changes in nadir glucose levels as well as B-cell glucose sensitivity
during the initial phase of the OGTT and the latter part of the OGTT are shown (insets). *P < .05
compared with control study; § compared with GB.

Figure 2. The rates of (a) total glucose appearance (Ra), (b) ingested glucose appearance into
circulation (RaO), and (c) endogenous glucose production (EGP) during OGTT with (dashed
line) and without (solid line) administration of sitagliptin in subjects who underwent gastric
bypass (left panel) or sleeve gastrectomy (middle panel) and non-operated controls (left panel).

Figure 3. Plasma concentrations of (a) bioactive GLP-1, (b) total GLP-1, (c) total GIP, (d)
glucagon during OGTT with (dashed line) and without (solid line) administration of sitagliptin in
subjects who underwent gastric bypass (left panel) or sleeve gastrectomy (middle panel) and
non-operated controls (left panel). The corresponding AUCs from 0 to 60 min and from 0 to 180
min are shown (insets). * P < 0.05 compared with control study; § P< 0.05 compared with GB; #
P < 0.05 for interaction.

Figure 4. (a) The slope of post-OGTT ISR plotted against increasing plasma concentrations of
active GLP-1 (aGLP-1) (b) disposition index during control (solid line) and sitagliptin (dashed
line) conditions in subjects who underwent gastric bypass (black line) or sleeve gastrectomy
(red line) and non-operated controls (blue line). * P < 0.05 compared with control study; § P<
0.05 compared with GB; # P < 0.05 for interaction.

Supplementary Figure. Plasma concentrations of acetaminophen after oral glucose ingestion
during OGTT with (dashed line) and without (solid line) administration of sitagliptin in subjects
who underwent gastric bypass (top panel) or sleeve gastrectomy (middle panel) and non-
operated controls (bottom panel)
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics of study subjects

Baseline Characteristics GB (10) SG (9) CN (7)
Age (years) 476+2.8 46.7 £ 2.3 46.4 £ 2.9
Sex (female/male) 6/4 6/3 5/2
BMI (kg/m?) 29.5+1.8 33.9+0.8 31.5+15
Body weight (kg) 8296 90.9+3.0 92.3+4.9
Waist circumference (cm) 98.5+45 104.0+3.2 [100.0+2.9
Total fat mass (kg) 27.32 2.7 34727 34.8 + 3.1
Total Lean mass (kg) 542+4.2 55.2+3.6 55.7 £ 4.1
HbA1c (%) 5.2+0.1 55+01° |55+0.1°
HbA1c (mmol/mmol) 33.3+£0.9 36.2+12" |36.5+12"
Pre-operative BMI (kg/m?) 46.3 £ 1.1 453+ 2.0
Weight loss since surgery (kg) 61+16 327
Maximum weight loss (kg) § 78 £15 49+6
Time since surgery (years) 52+1.0 50+£0.9

Data are presented as mean SEM unless specified otherwise; GB, gastric bypass surgery
subject; SG, subjects with prior history of sleeve gastrectomy; CN, non-operated controls; BMI,
body mass index; HbA1c, glycated hemoglobin A1C; § weight loss achieved at 6-12 months

after surgery; * p<0.05 compared to GB
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Table 2. Glucose flux and beta-cell secretory responses to oral glucose ingestion with and without sitagliptin administration
in GB, SG and CN subjects

Sitagliptin study Control study Statistical test
Variables Time (min) | GB SG CN GB SG CN T G |
Glucose Basal 55+0.2 53+0.1 55+02 |54+0.1 5+0.2 57+0.2
(mmol/L) Pre-OGTT |51+0.1 5+0.2 52+0.2 |53+0.1 49+0.2 54 +0.1 0.23 [ 0.30 [ 0.14
Nadir 32+0.2 44+03 |51+02 [36+02 |43+03% |52+02% | 028]0.00]0.17
Peak 11.2+05 [99+04 82+02 |11.8205 |105+03% |96+03% | 0.01 | 0.00 | 0.53
AUC Guse (0-60min) | 230 + 25 181+16 | 110+6 |255+27 |215+14 [133+11S | 0.02 [ 0.00 | 0.93
(mmol.min) (0-180min) | 162433  |331+58 |297+16 |226+42 |400+37% |367+36% | 0.01 | 0.00 | 0.97
ISR Basal 167 + 32 132 + 18 112+10 | 157 27 122 + 17 104 + 6 0.15 | 0.30 | 0.90
(pmol.m2.min) Pre-OGTT | 151 + 29 124 + 12 107 +10 | 144 +29 103 + 12 91+7 0.00 | 0.30 | 0.50
Peak 3155+ 447 | 1698 +186 | 923 + 107 | 2555+ 511 | 1396 + 191 | 856 + 92* | 0.01 | 0.00 | 0.17
AUC isg (nmol.m?) (0-60min) 1005+14.2 |555+76 |29.2+34 |81+103 |47.8+65 |254+3.1% | 0.01 | 0.00 | 0.18
(0-180min) | 115+125 |101.8+18 |69.2+8.6 | 91+6.9 721+73 |559+53* | 0.01 | 0.02 | 0.70
RaO (g) # (0-60min) 175+1.3 154+09 [115+06 |186+12 |175+13 |136+1*F 0.01 | 0.00 | 0.75
RaO (g) # (0-180min) | 245+19 |25+3.2 30.2+13 |246+14 |27.2+27 |317+15% | 0.20 | 0.08 | 0.66
EGP (g) # (0-60min) 49+07 47+0.8 49+05 |4.8+06 46+05 47+0.3 0.67 | 0.96 | 0.99
EGP (g) # (0-180min) [189+1.9 [119+13 |103+09 [163+16 |126+13 [106+0.9 | 0.43 | 0.00 | 0.11
Rd (g)# (0-60min) 21.3+16 |153+16 [127+05 |[209+12 |152+13% |129+15% | 0.89 | 0.00 | 0.95
Rd (g) # (0-180min) |48.8+3.2 |417+48 |421+16 |476+2 458+38 |444+22 | 012 ] 044 | 0.13
HOMA-IR Basal 16+0.3 1.8+0.2 24+04 [16+03 16+0.2 23+0.2 0.88 | 0.09 | 0.76
lEsullir)1 ie_qsitivit{] g Pre-OGTT | 0.3+0.1 0220 02200 |04+0 03+01 |02+00% | 0.30 | 0.06 | 0.33
(Lminkg™ per bWl F5780min) |50 4.9 170+29 | 12542 |477+55 |276+455 |14+245 | 023 | 0.00 | 0.18
Insulin clearance Basal 42+05 28+04 [17+01 [39+05 [24+02 |16+01* | 0.18|0.00 | 0.74
(L.min"" m2) (0-180min) | -153+ 39 | -67+64 |-22+19 |-116+57 |-42+64 |-22+16 0.30 | 0.80 | 0.48

surgical controls; ISR, insulin secretion rate; RaO, systemic appearance of ingested glucose; SGU, splanchnic glucose uptake; EGP,
endogenous glucose production; Rd, glucose disappearance; # cumulative values; Statistical effects p values (treatment
[control/sitagliptin], group status [GB/SG/CN], and their interaction) are provided in the last 3 columns - T, treatment vs control; G,

group status; I, interaction. * p<0.05 compared to surgical groups; § p<0.05 compared to GB
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Differential mechanisms of action of endogenous GLP-1 across subjects with GB, SG, or CN

Non-operated control (CN) ‘ ‘ Sleeve gastrectomy (SG) ‘ ‘ Gastric bypass (GB)

< Endocrine action of GLP-1 (B-cell itivity to active GLP-1) ]

‘ Non-endocrine action of GLP-1 (B-cell secretory r

Yk Endocrinie action of GLP-1 (B-cell sensitivity to plasma concentration of aGLP-1) is different across the groups.
aracrine action o -1 may explain the B-cell effects o i (red arrows), which is most evident in
X Paracri ion of GLP-1 lain th Il effe f DPP4i (red ), which i identin GB,

Y Vagally-mediated action of GLP-1 can be elicited in proportion to the portal vein concentrations of aGLP-1
Vagal efferent ~------ Vagal afferent
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