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Abstract

This study aimed to investigate the association between serum uric acid (SUA) levels and prediabetes,
and to evaluate the diagnostic accuracy of SUA for predicting prediabetes in a Thai population. A survey
research by retrospective design was employed, comprising 204 participants who were categorized into a
prediabetes group (HbAlc 5.7-6.4%, n=102) and a normal group (HbAlc <5.7%, n=102). Data were obtained
from a medical clinic in Din Daeng area, Bangkok. Diagnostic performance was assessed using receiver
operating characteristic (ROC) curve analysis to determine the area under the curve (AUC), optimal cut-off
value, sensitivity, and specificity.

Result: Most participants were female (62.7%), with a mean age of 62.12 years. The prediabetes group
exhibited significantly higher mean SUA levels compared with the normal group (8.36+1.55 vs. 5.55+1.45
mg/dL, p<0.001). In the combined male and female population, SUA yielded an AUC of 0.91 (95% Cl: 0.87-
0.95, p<0.001). At a cut-off of 6.60 meg/dL, sensitivity was 93.1% and specificity was 81.4%. Sex-stratified
analysis revealed that in females, the AUC was 0.91 (95% Cl: 0.86-0.96) with a cut-off of 6.60 mg/dL, yielding
a sensitivity of 89.9% and a specificity of 84.7%. In males, the AUC was 0.94 (95% ClI: 0.89-0.99) with a cut-
off of 7.00 mg/dL, yielding a sensitivity of 97.0% and a specificity of 86.0%.

Keyword: prediabetes, serum uric acid (SUA), HbAlc, screening

! Unfnwnangasinermansumndadin mﬁuﬁ%ﬁmmms%aa’?ﬂLLasWu‘lefumw uuw?waﬂé’aqiﬁ%ﬁm%é

? 919158UsEdmaNgnTINeINTvEa TuwaruaunIn IMeRENISUNNELUUYIUINTT WnTINedugsiatndng



unin

N1¥ABULUININU (prediabetes) gn
donilasseduimanglaaludeniigenine
Un@d wadslaufaunaeaidadelsaiuinaiu lng
azilfianudidymenatnidesnduiug
fuanudssfifindudeniswauilug
Tsawmnusdni 2 lsaiilauazvasnidon
Larazunsndeute e desiuainy

RaUnfvesraandan 2>

Tayasyu1nInelu
UseinalnenuinaauynvedlsAuInau
Wintuegssoiewnasn 20 Yikuun Tne
gn31nsaiiulsnanagiewuInIulyg
Tsawnmudnidudesas 5-20 seol asviouli
Fuunlduiisuusdulussduszanslng 2
nInsavfansesuaritadelussesisuiiadl
anudlueg1eds Lesananunsovyaeuie
Josiunisinlsalasenadiusz@nsnm

Tun1s@amiinsag3n (uric acid) 1y
HARfuTanneveINTEUIUNITAAENITU
andlelnd lagunaafiuienaunainnig
duaszrniglusisnienisnisuilnaeivis
9nmeuen eszdunsnginlunszuaidengs
\Aunaue (hyperuricemia) 9ggndmidudade
Aosdrdnyiinlugninsiodedugdu uas
Tsatvamudadl 2 anudrdu® nalnnag
‘TI’Jﬂ’]WEJ%‘UWUj’ligﬁUﬂiﬂg%ﬂﬁLﬁu%uﬂ’mﬁﬂ
FUNIUNITYINUTBILTadUAlUFUBaULAS
dnvnadndyyrnvesdugiu danalinnia
nglaauingwadanasuazszduiimaluiden
aetu audenlessgninnnzninginly
Fongstunnziumuedndulasy Faduilady
Fevtmvedlsauvusiad 2 lsaviaeniden
sila Tsnmudulafings uazlsalaigess 165y
N158UGUIINUENFIVITINIG N15d1599A Y
ynlulsemelngnuinniznsngsntuionasd
ANUYNTENINSToaE 9 D9 11 wasduuiliy
dutusthedaiias!

Journal of Environmental Education Medical and Health
VOL.11 NO.2 April-July 2026

NnnsdanszsiaAseiiiedemuin
seAunsagIntudeniauduiusideuiniy
ﬂ’nz?TE]G]'EJ’5‘14‘@514LLﬁSﬁ’]ﬂJ’]iﬂWEJ"IﬂiﬂjmiLﬁ(ﬂ
Tsawnnuld fadunsngindsenavimini
Buidfan1sdou (marker) vasn1zione
Sugduiidiuvaie® eg1alsfininusin
I5sunTTuAfiegazuansfananuidenles
Fand1 winsAnwafisjaidunisssidu
AngnmvesseiunsagIntuienlun1sAnnses
agnsuumulagianiglulszinsing
Fapsurandngruidelsednd dromgil
n1sAnw1UsEansnmlunisAnnIoIedsesiu
nsnginludeniiielfiiundesiiednnsosny
Aowturvanulunguuseyinsine ad
anudAessBduuiunvesivenanssae
fowariluyavnin Falianudidyfunis
fostulsaRausisrzEufurasnisdiiulse

TUILEIANIITIY

1. Wlefnwamwdiiudseninesiu
nsngInludeniuaneneuumlungy
Usznsiny

2. ileUsziiuUssAnBamussseAunsa
ginluidenlun1siuignngnauumvuly
nquuszynsing

N353

sUuuun1side n1sdnwiuniside
LTIV UIDUNRIBUANIAFAYIN (survey
research by retrospective design) | fi
Usziliuuszansnnlun1sannses (diagnostic
accuracy)

Useansuazngudiegie lideyaniey
afanaddnnvnssnuimisluluniuung
NIUNNUMIUAT 5e7IN U WA, 2564-2566
nausegsReUsEYInTlneeny 25-90 U Mg
n513TEAUNIALINlULaen (SUA) Lagsesu
HbAlc Asudiu Aumuafaegtedusii 179

1008



1009

m%m%éam@1é@mﬁnmm%‘uwmﬂua%qwmw
el o o e =
91 11 LUV 2 e - QUL 2569

110 Tneidledoyalsiauysaidnfosas 10 52u
\Ju 204 519 wisdunguneuuIma (HbAlc
5.7-6.4%, n=102) uagnauuni (HbAlc
<5.7%, n=102) A1ULNUAVBIAUIAY
TsALUWULSAR3FaLIINT (ADA) (n1wdl 1)

v o

a aa A a
Fuinsuudnsaatinivnssuuimilduenfuuns
ngamnuniuas Tull w.a. 2564-2566

}

a wa =

dayananisasrameesufianisidunad Tneiinansaa
ArszAunsaginluldien (SUA) uagA1 HbAlc
(n = 204)

v

f1 HbA1c (%) muinaueidnsdennsgiuves
HANTIALUINMULVNENTFOINTNN (ADA)

\ 4 v

HbAlc < 5.7 %
(nguund)
(n=102)

HbAlc = 5.7-6.4 %
(ngunauumam)
(n=102)

AW 1 inaueiueasnALlIALUNNULAS
a13§8Lu3n1 (ADA)

nagiAan Ae Ussrinsiveaiy 25-90
U lddndona lddrinlsausednda wasiing
n379A7 SUA Uaze HbAlc inausidinesn Ae &
AsvasdazgRnmadngnide

i3eailefldlun1side 1dun wuududin
Toyanlsifdoyasyyimu (case record form)
Us¥NaunIe WA 818 A1 SUA (mg/dL) wawen
HbAlc (%)

dledndunisifusiunndeyaldasy
pusuniaegnafitivun ndutidogati
dWsunsudisagy edudunmsiiasesimg
add lawn n1smsigviadfganssaunly
Aade drnndeuunInggIu Aknan-gege
LANITIATIENUTEANSAIMNISANN TR
ROC curve Litemituiilfidulés (AUC) andinil
Wagau (cut-off) Al (sensitivity) way
AUTNNIE (specificity)  LaBwUILATIZALY
UEYNTTIU LNATE UAZINAYY

BnsAntiuuIdg
AdunsiiusIuTIdeyadaundsnin
guteyavesnddnnunssuuiilsluluaiu
LAY NTUNNUMIUAT T8NINNT WA, 2564-
2566 Tngvolamzdeyadilianunsassyfiny
YBIRITUUINTT Loun ne 91y sEAUNIALSN
Tuldon (SUA) uazsedu HbAlc Lilauntas
AN TUAIUAIIINNANATEEITL N1sARERN
Freeedndunismudifuiunaiiiiiiu
u3n1s Taglifnsidenianizianyas Lile
Josfunaf (bias) lunisidendegns siedl
$1uunguinegieildlunisdnuidiuanein
yurnfegsdusi 179 118 Taeiilodayalsl
anysaidniosay 10 sandu 204 518
A3YFITUNTIVY
n93dedl#svendalvdnaunisan
ANENITUNITITEFTIUNISITelunywd
uming1§ugsiatudio efindidosuses
COE No. 007/68 Yuil 24 nuA"sius 2569

NaN15338

1. %’agaﬁugmmaméuﬁqa&he

9INNSAUTIVTINTOYAVRILITUNIT
ATIEUN A ARTNTNIIILiITsluRRy
LAY NTINNUNIUAT 91U 204 518 Lagdl
dnwagiiluresnguinegne wui ngusegng
204 518 \JwneandgeSosas 62.7 wazinAyig
Yoway 37.3 01gind 62.12+10.74 U lnsileny
Wogan 25 U wazorgunan 90 U

Sofinsanaseiuimaarauluiden
(HbA10) Fsltidunausiunsgiulunisdiuun
AMEABULIINY WU NaufegilaAads
HbAlc Winfudesay 5.59+0.43 lnedid1dnan
fi¥ovaz 4.80 uazAgeaanionas 6.40 drud
szAunsagInluLion (SUA) wudn ngusiiegg
fiAnade SUA Wiy 6.95£2.05 3n./aa. lned
APNan 2.67 1n./A3. WazA1gegn 12.50 n./
fa.



seaunIngInlulionveinguiiedng
WU ngureuuIvLEALRREsEiUnTAYIN
WinAU 8.36+1.55 un./Aa. gena1nquund
(5.55+1.45 un./na.) ag13¥nlau lagendse
srilunguiouiuivmusintu 8.39 un./aa. B
ganinnguunafidensisegiu 537 un./aa.
uanaIniiAiigavesnguieuumi (4.74
un/na)  SageninAedvenduund (267
UN/P8.) WG UATENEAYBINGUN WUV

Source of the
Curve

~—— Reference Line
—SUA

Sensitivity
Sensitivity

1 - Specificity

1 - Specificity

Journal of Environmental Education Medical and Health
VOL.11 NO.2 April-July 2026

(1254 1n./98.) §sganitdedsveengudnd
(10.04 un./e@a.)

2. nan1saaszusEansamlunisan
N384 (Diagnostic Accuracy Analysis)

MTIATEUTEANEANURITEIUNIAYSN
Tuden (SUA) TunsAANIoIn1EnauuImIug
Tagld ROC curve WS 8ULABUAULNUI D 19D 9
INTFIUABIEAY HbALC LT uuUNAULNA 619
wandlunIng 2 wazmsed 1

Source of the
Curve

= Reference Line

—UA —SUA

ensiti

1 - Specificity

i 2 @ulas ROC vesseRunsagsnlunseuadondmiunsussansnmlunisAnnsesnienau
WUz rINTTIm (Meauazene) () LWARG (V) uazinawe (p)

M15197 1 UseAnSn1muesszaunsngsnlun1sAnNTeIn1IeniauluImIUI U AT

Source of the
Curve

~— Reference Line

1010

, 969 Al AUAWNIY
naudsEvINg AUC (95%Cl) i p-value
; (un./na.) (%) (%)
Uz nssil (Mauasyiy) 0.91 (0.87-0.95) 6.60 93.1 81.4 <0.001
LNAYAEY 0.91 (0.86-0.96) 6.60 89.9 84.7 <0.001
LNAYE 0.94 (0.89-0.99) 7.00 97.0 86.0 <0.001

Tuussanssmsianun 204 918 Wy
seAunsaginluideniiaiuiildidulds RoC
(AUQ) Wi fu 0.91 (95% Cl: 0.87-0.95) & ¢
WpdAgyn19ana (p<0.001) Imﬁ@mﬁmgjﬁ 6.60
un./aa. arusansianuguislunguneuy
winulagnees (aula) Sevay 93.1 was
seydiilidulsaldgndes (Anudumiz) fou
ay 81.4

Wedruwunauwe wudn luinandgs
seAunIAgIndA1 AUC 1Ay 0.91 (95% CI:
0.86-0.96) Faiod1Aeyn19adf (p<0.001)

Tneqasnagd 6.60 un./aa. Tanula Jee
Az 89.9 wagAwdmng Sevas 84.7 luvnied
wmAvIgTzAUNTAYINiiUsEANTA N luAAR
nsosgengaluaungu TasfiAn AUC Ay
0.94 (95% Cl: 0.89-0.99) FafltfudAyn19ada
(p<0.001) 9afaagil 7.00 un./na. Fsgeniily
AmdjeuazUssnssin fgadadsnanliia
auligetieforas 97.0 uagAnuIumzioy
Ay 86.0

d3Uuazaiusnenan1sidy



1011

aﬂjmﬁéau,améawﬁnmmmwmﬂuaqumw
91 11 2afudl 2 e - Sguney 2569

msfnuiinwuinguiifinmedeuu
fiszsunsaginludeniads (8.36+1.55 un./aa.)
gennguuni (5.55+1.45 un./ma.) og19TaLaY
nansFnwdenrdastunifelulsemalved
NUAIUFUNUTTENTTEAUNTAYINAUTEAY
dmaavanludon (HbALC uay FBS) uavn1y
wavoanTulaTu® suddenrasiunsAne
984 Shen WazAgy (2024) ﬁwuiﬂizﬁummq‘%ﬂ
fastuduiusiunuynvesnnigieuuma
(OR = 1.378)° uagn15AnwnilAsIzia ALY
wuhspiunsagInTiiadugn 1 un./ma. duritus
funrudsaveslsarumueiiad 2 Fifiadu
Foway 6 (RR 1.06)! A1nuduiusainaiy
asuelalagnalnniane saisinen nanife
sedunsnginiigetiuneliiAn oxidative stress
LarNISeNLaUTEaURT (lowgrade
inflammation) dWaldusion15vIuveLLad
fudeu annnsndsdugdu uazinlugnnizhie
dugau (insulin resistance)”'*'

Tun15UsIiuyseanNSAINN15ANN TS
nuIsEAUNIAgInial AUC Tuuszuinssiu
WU 0.91 (95% Cl: 0.87-0.95, p < 0.001)
Fednoglusziviidon lnoilqndn 6.60 un./ma.
TAa1ula 93.1% LazA21udnig 81.4%
#0AARDINUNITANEIUDY He wazAg (2025)
ﬁWU’j’]i%ﬁUﬂi@q%ﬂﬁQﬁ%uﬁuﬁuﬁ‘ﬁUﬂﬁi
drduliglsmuimnulugadaiizdeu
WU (OR = 1.182)" Tuuszunsinend9
WU 8@ AUC = 0.91 (95% Cl: 0.86-0.96, p
<0.001) #9adn 6.60 un./na. Tiaali¥es
av 89.9 LazAl1usnIzSosay 84.7 3
gonndastunisinululsseansivedinudn
seaunIngIntuloniianuduiusiuseeu
dmaazauluidon (HbALQ) lunguiwds
L utagadu® ludszasans
LWAY18 WUl AUC = 0.94 (95% Cl: 0.89-
0.99, p < 0.001) figada 7.00 un./ma. T
Th%eway 97.0 uavAuTuziosas 86.0 &

foidudszAnsningeanludisarungu wa
nsAnuiaenndesfu Shen wazaniy (2024)
finuinszsunsnginilinrmdusiusiunz ey
LU UL UL AT 8UIANTUNAREY S0 8193
Hedfgy (OR = 1.328, 95% Cl: 1.272-1.386
Tunwayne vAgunu OR = 1.184, 95% Cl:
1.122-1.249 Tutwan e, p<0.001) uay
aenndastunsAneluussmalnedinuitne
eduladudrdgveinniznsngintudenga®

AULANANYIINALazUszANS ATy
N13AANIOIVRITEAUNIAEINlULian wudn
PANYBITEAUNTAYINIUAITANNTBINIZNBU
UL A UBANA N TENINUNADE1ITALIY
Tneiwemneiigasiadl 7.00 un./aa. (AUC=0.94)
gandnmAndail 6.60 un./na. (AUC=0.91)
azviouliiiudiszdunsagsinluidontdu
\3eailodnnsesidannuusiugunninlungs
USEIINTNAYIY HANISANYIFOAAADINTY
nATeluUsEmalneinuiwaneisedunsa
g3naINIuaziianuduiusiunIgiaUnAnIg
LIATUBANUINAINMNANYL " ANULANAIIVD
wdnsznIanEeiuelidegrivessesluy
walasiaulunamdgaiiiunsdunsaginmala
ﬁﬂﬁl,wwﬁqﬁizﬁuﬂimq%ﬂﬁugmﬁmfmm

16

Y nslefnLaeiudmsurisaadne

JeilvinauAatnadoulun1sImuN
naudes 1sAnwdatadedadiaudnduly
N13MruAAfafvIgatdnTuUTEIINIUA

117,18

aznau'”"® wenandlszAunsagIniiiudunn

v 6

1 un./08. SURUSAUAMILEIIBLIALUINIU

wiinfl 2 AuTuTovas 6 (RR 1.06) atfuayu

'
[

1 [y a a X [d LY ~ ]
’JﬂizﬂﬂﬂiﬂgiﬂWQQﬂJuLUu{jﬂ‘ﬂSJLEIEN?{']ﬂﬁUVl

o

D

I a

aruisaldlunitsneinsailsalaogiad
YsgansnIn
A3UNaN33Y



sEAUNIAgSNluGenlAUdTUSeENq
IEAYAUNMIZADULUINIY BAZIZTAUNTA
ginludeniiuseansnmlunisAansesnie
AeuuInuluinayig (AUC=0.94) ganinly
WA (AUC=0.91) LLazﬁﬁ;mé]’mﬁLLmﬂﬁhaﬁu
2819 TALAU (WAYIY 7.00 UN./Aa. WBURULNe
w9 6.60 un./na.) avvieuliuiannudniu
Tunisldqadaianizine iiolildailiuas
Anud gz aufigadmiunsinloly
N9AREN

JalauauuL
mawamiﬁﬂmﬁwudﬁzﬁuﬂiﬂg’%fﬂ,u
deaduszansainlunisiiureniizneu
WInIuegawiugn Jeanunsasunlddu
Lﬂéaaﬁaﬁﬂﬂsaaﬁmumﬁmaaaaummgﬂé}’aq
(validated screening tool) 1¢f Tneia3eaile

Journal of Environmental Education Medical and Health
VOL.11 NO.2 April-July 2026

sananddnanmlunisimunduiiviunens
Adtin (clinical predictor) @1unsuni1ste1szis
wazdosfulsaluimulungulszansides
deld aglsAnuilolinisdansesdiaany
wiug1Baty asdinsnviiufnlusuuuy
N1533u1893duuasARNToY (diagnostic
screening research) lagtan1gn15ANYILUY
Tuv19u11 (prospective cohort study) Tu
Uszrnslnedivarnuaneuniy iilefudy
ANUFUNUSLTIAUNARALATIVADUANYNADY
yeagadinfiny samfsiamuuuiiaswiung
W23y (multivariate prediction model) 7i
Wi LUU WU e 87y fuflinaniy sy
lushiluden wazdsyifnseunth Fsenavilug
nrsaundukeundindunialusunsy
UszgnAdmiunsfnnseanigneuu1mud
fiusyAvsnnaddusoly

LONET91984
1. Tabak AG, Herder C, Rathmann W, Brunner EJ, Kivimaki M.(2012). Prediabetes: a high-risk state for
diabetes development. Lancet. 2012;379(9833):2279-90.
2. Huang v, Cai X, Mai W, Li M, Hu Y.(2016). Association between prediabetes and risk of cardiovascular

disease and all cause mortality: systematic review and meta-analysis. BMJ. 2016;355:15953.

3. DECODE Study Group, the European Diabetes Epidemiology Group.(2001). Glucose tolerance and

cardiovascular mortality: comparison of fasting and 2-hour diagnostic criteria. Arch Intern Med.

2001;161(3):397-405.

4. Richter B, Hemmingsen B, Metzendorf M, Takwoingi Y.(2018). Development of type 2 diabetes mellitus

in people with intermediate hyperglycaemia. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2018;10(10):CD012661.
5. Bhole V, Choi JWJ, Woo Kim S, de Vera M, Choi H.(2010). Serum uric acid levels and the risk of type 2
diabetes: a prospective study. Am J Med. 2010;123(10):957-61.
6. Muiesan ML, Agabiti-Rosei C, Paini A, Salvetti M.(2016). Uric acid and cardiovascular disease: an update.

Eur Cardiol. 2016;11(1):54-9.

7. W5ANE Wugnlly, 5103 TudnSiiugg, sunum 3e5.(2565). Tadeiiiuidesveinniensnginluionasiilifiennis
Tugdhelsaisess Mmheusnmsugugll. Nsasaudowden 9. 2565,9(16):251-64.

P

8. SRy¥d AUTIWUN.(2561). AnuduiusasseRunIngInluioniuranisnTadioneiesUuRnslueTne1im

[ U @ 4

Faniaiea. NIEINITUIMEIUR 11, 2561;32(4):1345-56.

9. sgms A (2563). Arwduitusvessrunsaginludoniifnaseseduinaludon seduinaazanluden
Alasfusaluden smshauvesls wasnnzwmuedndulesy seadnnulsmernanailn wiliuns 7
lasun1snsiagunInlsedny 2563 [Ineinusinermansumdadial. n3enne: anninetdegnaduding;

2564.

1012



1013

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

m%m%éam@1é@mﬁnmm%‘uwmﬂua%qwmw
el o o e =
91 11 LUV 2 e - QUL 2569

Shen K, Huang Y, Zhang J, Chen L, Cai X, Pan J, et al.(2024). Association between serum uric acid and
prediabetes in a normal Chinese population: A cross-sectional study. Medicine (Baltimore).
2024;103(48).e40544.

Basnet TB, Du S, Feng R, Gao J, Gong J, Ye W.(2023). Fatty liver mediates the association of
hyperuricemia with prediabetes and diabetes: a weighting-based mediation analysis. Front
Endocrinol. 2023;14:1133515.

Xu YL, Xu KF, Bai JL, Liu Y, Yu RB, Liu CL, Shen C, Wu XH.(2016). Elevation of serum uric acid and
incidence of type 2 diabetes: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Chronic Dis Transl Med.
2016;2(2):81-91.

He Y, Ye M, Xia Y, Zhong Z, Li Q.(2025). Serum uric acid and prediabetes progression and regression: a
retrospective cohort study. Postgrad Med J. 2025;101(1196):553-562.

Anothaisintawee T, Lertrattananon D, Thamakaison S, Thaikla K, Ongphiphadhanakul B, Reutrakul
S.(2017). Direct and indirect effects of serum uric acid on blood sugar levels in patients with
prediabetes: a mediation analysis. J Diabetes Res. 2017;2017:6830671.

Suwanchatchai C, Khuancharee K, Tanunyutthawongse C, Wannaiampikul S, Haetanurak P.(2024).
Gender-specific differences in prevalence and association of cardio-metabolic parameters and
hyperuricemia: a population-based cross-sectional study, nakhon nayok, Thailand. Iran J Public
Health. 2024;53(6):1361-71.

Suwanchatchai C, Khuancharee K, Tanunyutthawongse C, Wannaiampikul $.(2023). Sex difference in the
prevalence and associations among hyperuricemia adults in rural Thailand: a population-based
cross-sectional study. Research Square Platform LLC. 2023;1-16.

Bolognesi A, Bortolotti M, Battelli MG, Polito L.(2024). Gender influence on XOR activities and related
pathologies: a narrative review. Antioxidants. 2024;13(2):211.

Cheng Z, Zheng T, Zhang D, Yang J, Hu X, Yin C, Ren X, Li J, Shi D, Li N, Zheng S, Wang M, Bai Y.(2021).
High-level uric acid in asymptomatic hyperuricemia could be an isolated risk factor of cardio
cerebrovascular diseases: A prospective cohort study. Nutr Metab Cardiovasc Dis. 2021;31(12):3415-
25.



