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A Study on the Dietary Factors Regulating Abdominal Circumference
That is a Key Factor Influencing Metabolic Syndrome
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Visceral fat accumulation, upstream of insulin resistance, is the characteristic
condition of metabolic syndrome; this feature distinguishes metabolic syndrome
from obesity assessed using body mass index. In the present study, we aimed to
evaluate weight-loss-associated correlations between obesity indices and factors in
blood to identify the dietary factors that regulate the obesity indices. Dietary and
exercise guidance was provided for 3 months to 58 participants (22 male, 36 female;
mean age, 59.1 years) who attended a program at Tenshi Health and Nutrition Clinic
to prevent and or improve metabolic syndrome. Measurement of body size and
blood pressure, blood collection and biochemical analysis, and a 3-day (consecutive)
dietary survey were performed before and after the participants received guidance.
After the program, the weights of the male and female participants had decreased
by 35 and 33 , respectively, and the body fat percentage of the participants had
also decreased. The average abdominal circumference of the male participants was
reduced from 93.5 cm to 90.1 cm, and that of female participants reduced from 92.6 cm
to 89.7 cm. The average amount of energy consumed by the male participants reduced
from 345 to 29.9 kcal kg day—1! and that of the female participants was also reduced
from 32.9 to 28.9 kcal kg day—1 The amount of calories consumed at lunch, dinner,
and snack time decreased in the male group, while those consumed at dinner and
snack time decreased in the female group. Consumption of sugar was reduced while
that of fruit was increased in the male group: while consumption of grain and fat
was reduced in the female group. Changes in triglyceride concentration in blood and
the HOMA index scores correlated with the changing rate of abdominal circumference,
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but did not correlate with the weight-changing rate. The reduction rate of abdominal
circumference was independent of weight, but was correlated with the reduction
in the amount of fat present in meals. This rate remained unchanged after energy
intake correction. These findings suggest that abdominal circumference, which is
believed to be a key factor of metabolic syndrome, is influenced by the total
amount of fat contained in meals, but is independent of caloric intake, this possibility
must be further studied in further studies.
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