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Abstract
Aims/hypothesis We examined the effects of acute insulin-
induced hypoglycaemia on psychomotor function in non-
diabetic volunteers and in adults with type 1 diabetes.
Methods Non-diabetic adults (n=20) and adults with type 1
diabetes mellitus (n=16) each underwent a euglycaemic–
hyperinsulinaemic glucose clamp on two separate occasions.
Arterialised blood glucose was maintained for 1 h at either
4.5 mmol/l (euglycaemia) or 2.5 mmol/l (hypoglycaemia).
During this time participants underwent neuropsychological
tests to assess psychomotor function.
Results During hypoglycaemia the non-diabetic partici-
pants showed a significant deterioration in the following:
(1) four-choice reaction time (p=0.008); (2) grooved
pegboard (a test of manual dexterity; p=0.004); (3) hand
steadiness (p=0.003); (4) pursuit rotor (a test of fine motor
function, attention and coordination; p=0.018); and (5) test
of total body coordination (p=0.004). No significant
differences were observed between euglycaemia and hypo-
glycaemia in hand-grip (p=0.897) and line tracing time
(p=0.480) tests. In type 1 diabetes mellitus patients, only
four-choice reaction time (p=0.023) and pursuit rotor
(p=0.045) were impaired significantly during hypoglycaemia.
Conclusions/interpretation Although acute hypoglycaemia
caused significant impairment of several psychomotor

functions in non-diabetic adults, a lower magnitude of
impairment was observed in those with type 1 diabetes. The
mechanism underlying this discrepant effect of hypoglycae-
mia on psychomotor function remains unknown, but may be
related to the difference in sympathoadrenal activation
observed between the groups. People with type 1 diabetes
may also have had a behavioural advantage of over non-
diabetic participants derived from their previous exposure to
hypoglycaemia or potentially the disparate results arose
from hypoglycaemia-induced cerebral adaptation
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Introduction

The human brain is dependent on glucose as its main
source of energy; deprivation of glucose causes a rapid
deterioration in function through the direct effects of
neuroglycopenia [1–3]. When arterialised blood glucose
falls below 3.0 mmol/l, performance deteriorates in tests
requiring attention, concentration and access to long-term
memory, as well as the ability to ignore distracting
information [4–7]. Responses to the effects of acute
hypoglycaemia vary considerably between individuals and
several moderators such as glycaemic control [6, 8] and
intelligence [9] are thought to influence the susceptibility of
an individual’s cognitive performance. The effect of
hypoglycaemia in causing cognitive dysfunction in general
is well recognised. Recent studies have focused on how
hypoglycaemia affects specific cognitive domains and on
the clinical relevance of any cognitive decrement that
occurs [10–14].
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Psychomotor function is an important domain of mental
function that has not been systematically studied with
respect to the effect of hypoglycaemia. Psychomotor
performance encompasses motor strength, hand–eye coor-
dination, balance, dexterity, tracking and other skills.
Clearly, this range of motor and psychomotor capabilities
is important in many everyday activities. Hand control,
strength, and broad and fine visuo-motor coordination play
a vital role in driving, work performance and domestic life.
During episodes of iatrogenic hypoglycaemia, people with
insulin-treated diabetes have frequently reported a deterio-
ration of fine motor skills [15].

Previous studies of cognitive function during hypogly-
caemia have occasionally included isolated psychomotor
tests, but none have comprehensively explored effects on
this domain of psychological function [6, 7, 9]. However,
the few studies that have specifically examined the effects
of hypoglycaemia on psychomotor function have been
limited by using a blood glucose nadir that would not be
considered sufficiently low to have a significant effect on
cognitive functions [16]. In other studies, a euglycaemia
control arm was not incorporated in the study design,
resulting in the effects of practice and fatigue being
confounded by the experimental manipulation (euglycae-
mia versus hypoglycaemia) [17]. These problems have been
circumvented by the design of the present study, in which
several forms of psychomotor function were measured
during hypoglycaemia in healthy non-diabetic volunteers
and in healthy adults with type 1 diabetes.

Methods

Participants

We studied 20 (11 women) non-diabetic adults (median
[interquartile range] age 32 [27–35] years) and 16 (8
women) adults with type 1 diabetes. The participants with
type 1 diabetes had a median (interquartile range) age of 40
(36–42.8) years, duration of diabetes of 15 (6–25) years and
mean (SD) HbA1c of 8.2 (0.6)%. No significant difference
in age between the two groups was observed. HbA1c was
measured by ion exchange HPLC using a haemoglobin
testing system (non-diabetic reference range 5.0–6.05%;,
Bio-Rad Laboratories, Munich, Germany) and was DCCT-
aligned. None of the non-diabetic group had any previous
medical or family history of diabetes or was taking regular
medication (other than the oral contraceptive pill). As
microvascular complications have been linked to a decrease
in cognitive performance [18], the participants with type 1
diabetes had to have no evidence of microvascular
complications, including diabetic retinopathy, peripheral
neuropathy or nephropathy, the latter being defined by

having a urine albumin/creatinine ratio persistently above
the local reference range or serum creatinine greater than
150 µmol/l. This, however, may not be representative of all
patients with a median duration of diabetes of 15 years.
None of the diabetic participants had impaired awareness of
hypoglycaemia as assessed by a validated method [19].

Study design and procedure

The local Medical Research Ethics Committee approved the
study and all participants gave their written informed consent.
Each participant attended two laboratory sessions, in which
either hypoglycaemia (blood glucose 2.5 mmol/l) was
induced or euglycaemia (blood glucose 4.5 mmol/l) was
maintained using a modified euglycaemic–hyperinsulinaemic
glucose clamp [20], with each session being separated by at
least 2 weeks. The participants were not informed which
condition was being studied at each visit. On the evening
preceding each session participants fasted from 22:00 hours
(thereafter consuming only water). The participants with
type 1 diabetes administered their usual dose of insulin
during the preceding evening, but no subcutaneous insulin
was injected on the morning of the session. Studies were
postponed if any of the participants with type 1 diabetes
developed either symptomatic or biochemical hypoglycaemia
(blood glucose <4.0 mmol/l) during the 48 h before each
study. This resulted in one postponement. The mean (SD)
fasting arterialised blood glucose in the group with type
1 diabetes was 7.1 (1.1) mmol/l on the mornings of the studies.

A Teflon cannula was inserted into the ante-cubital vein
under local anaesthetic (2% lidocaine). This cannula was
used to infuse human soluble insulin (Actrapid; Novo
Nordisk, Crawley, UK) and 20% dextrose. A second
cannula was inserted in a retrograde direction into a vein
on the dorsum of the non-dominant hand, which was
wrapped in a heated blanket to ‘arterialise’ the venous
blood [21]. Arterialised blood samples were obtained
throughout the study for the measurement of whole-blood
glucose at the bedside using a glucose oxidase method
(2300 Stat; Yellow Springs Instruments, Yellow Springs,
OH, USA). An infusion of human insulin was started at
1.5 mU kg−1 min−1, and 20% glucose solution was infused
at a variable rate to achieve the desired blood glucose
concentrations. In each study session, the arterialised blood
glucose concentration was stabilised at 4.5 mmol/l (base-
line) for a period of 30 min, after which it was either
maintained at 4.5 mmol/l (euglycaemia) or lowered to
2.5 mmol/l (hypoglycaemia). After attainment of hypogly-
caemia, the target glucose concentration was maintained for
a further 10 min before the cognitive testing commenced.
At the end of the hypoglycaemic condition, blood glucose
was restored to 4.5 mmol/l. Participants consumed a meal
after completion of each study session.

Diabetologia (2008) 51:1814–1821 1815



Adrenaline (epinephrine) and noradrenaline (norepineph-
rine) concentrations were also measured at baseline, at
45 min into the experimental condition and upon comple-
tion of each session.

Cognitive function tests

Tests of psychomotor function were performed during the
study conditions, as described below.

Psychomotor and motor tests

Four-choice reaction time test Reaction time is measured
using a portable device, incorporating a high-contrast LCD
display screen at the top with response keys arranged below
in a shallow arc (numbered 1, 2, 0, 3, 4) [22]. For four-
choice reaction time, the participants have to press the
corresponding key when one of the four digits (1, 2, 3 or 4)
appears on the screen. Mean (SD) of the reaction times for
correct responses (40 test trials, preceded by 8 practice
trials) were recorded.

Grooved pegboard The pegboard is a test of finger and
hand dexterity, and is part of the Wisconsin Neuropsycho-
logical Test Battery [23]. The participant is presented with a
small board consisting of a 5×5 set of slotted holes angled
in different directions. Each of the matching pegs has a
ridge along one side, and participants are required to rotate
them until they fit into the correct position. Participants
complete the test with their dominant hand. The score is the
time taken to complete the task.

Tracing test This test assesses visuo-motor spatial ability
[24]. Participants are requested to draw a line using a digital
pen (Anoto Group, Lund, Sweden) between two narrow
parallel lines while avoiding random circles within the two
lines. Accuracy is measured as the total number of times a
line is crossed or a circle transected. Two scores are
obtained, one for speed of completion in time and one for
accuracy (errors).

Pursuit rotor This test (Lafayette Instruments, IN, USA)
examines hand–eye coordination and fine motor control. A
light target rotates around a track (at a rotation speed of
30 rev/min) and the participant is required to hold a stylus
over the target to track its movement. Performance is
measured by the amount of time the participant can keep
the stylus on the target (time on target) during 1 min.

Hand steadiness The participant in this test (Lafayette
Instruments) is required to place a metal-tipped stylus in
nine progressively smaller holes without touching the sides.
The stylus is held in position in each of the holes for 10 s.

The impulse counter silently records activation if contact is
made. The score is the total number of times the participant
has touched the side of the holes for all nine holes.

Static balance This was measured by static posturography
via a force platform designed to measure the position and
magnitude of the total vertical component of force applied
to it [25]. Participants were tested on a firm surface with
their eyes open. During the period of measurement (1 min)
the movement of the participant’s centre of mass was
displayed on a computer screen and the corresponding total
path length moved by the centre of mass was calculated.

Hand grip A hand dynamometer (Lafayette Instruments)
was placed in the participant’s dominant hand at their side
away from their body. The participant was instructed to
squeeze the dynamometer as hard as possible, with no time
constraint for time taken to reach maximum grip. The score
is the amount (in kg) registered at each of the three trials,
with the median calculated for that hand.

Other tests

These were performed as a validation check, to allow
comparison of the effects of hypoglycaemia as demonstrat-
ed in previous studies in our laboratory [7, 11, 12].

Digit Symbol test This test assesses sustained attention,
speed of response and visual scanning [26].

Symptoms of hypoglycaemia The participants scored the
presence and intensity of symptoms of hypoglycaemia
using the Edinburgh Hypoglycaemia Symptom Scale [1].
Symptoms of hypoglycaemia are classified as autonomic
(hunger, palpitations, sweating, tremor), neuroglycopenic
(confusion, drowsiness, difficulty concentrating, weakness)
and malaise (nausea, headache).

Statistical analyses

A general linear model (repeated measures ANOVA) was
used, with order of session (euglycaemia–hypoglycaemia or
hypoglycaemia–euglycaemia) as a between-participants fac-
tor and condition (euglycaemia or hypoglycaemia) as a
within-participant factor (repeated measure). In the full
model, including the non-diabetic volunteers and adults with
type 1 diabetes, participant group and order of session were
between-participants factor with condition as a within-
participants factor. A p value of less than or equal to 0.05
was considered to be significant. Effect sizes were calculated
using η2. The principal measures of interest were the η2
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values representing the proportion of variance in the test
scores accounted for by study condition (euglycaemia vs
hypoglycaemia). All analyses were performed using SPSS
version 12.0 for Windows (SPSS, Chicago, IL, USA).

Results

Blood glucose

During the hypoglycaemic condition, the mean (SD) blood
glucose was 2.59 mmol/l (0.11) in the non-diabetic group
and 2.58 mmol/l (0.11) in the group with type 1 diabetes.
During euglycaemia mean blood glucose concentrations
were 4.45 mmol/l (0.12) and 4.47 mmol/l (0.10) in the two
groups respectively (Figs 1 and 2).

Symptoms

During hypoglycaemia the scores from the hypoglycaemia
symptom questionnaire for autonomic, neuroglycopenic
and malaise symptoms were significantly higher
(p<0.001 for all) in both groups than the scores obtained
during euglycaemia.

Catecholamine concentrations

Plasma concentrations of adrenaline (p=0.04) (Fig. 3) and
noradrenaline (p=0.006) (Fig. 4) were significantly higher
during hypoglycaemia (t=45 min) in the healthy volunteer
group than in type 1 diabetes patients. Similar results were
found in the hypoglycaemia recovery period (Fig. 3), but all
other time-points revealed no difference in the concentration
of catecholamines between the groups. Correlations between
plasma concentrations of adrenaline and hand steadiness
were non-significant for the healthy volunteer (rs=0.46, p=
0.06) and for the type 1 diabetes (rs=0.008, p=0.84) groups.

Digit Symbol tests

The mean (SD) score of the Digit Symbol test deteriorated
from 92.7 (12.6) during euglycaemia to 82.5 (9.7) during
hypoglycaemia (p<0.001, η2=0.624) in the non-diabetic
group and from 81.4 (22.6) to 73.3 (21.6) respectively
(p<0.007, η2=0.445) in the group with type 1 diabetes.
These findings confirm that the hypoglycaemic intervention
had the expected effects comparable to previous studies of
similar design [7, 11, 12].

Psychomotor and motor function tests

The results of mean (SD) and η2 values of the
psychomotor function test scores for both groups during
euglycaemia and hypoglycaemia are shown in Table 1.
The interaction between glycaemic status and group
(healthy controls or type 1 diabetes patients) was then
also examined (Table 1). Statistical analysis confirmed that
no significant order effects had occurred for any of the outcome
variables of the study.
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Fig. 1 Mean (SD) blood glucose concentrations at baseline and during
study conditions of the euglycaemic (black circles) and hypoglycaemic
(black triangles) glucose clamps in the non-diabetic participants
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Fig. 2 Mean (SD) blood glucose concentrations at baseline and
during study conditions of the euglycaemic (black circles) and
hypoglycaemic (black triangles) glucose clamps in the participants
with type 1 diabetes
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with type 1 diabetes (white bars)
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Four-choice reaction time

Acute hypoglycaemia caused a significant increase in mean
four-choice reaction times, both in the non-diabetic (p=
0.008, η2=0.36) and in the type 1 diabetes (p=0.02, η2=
0.34) groups. The interaction between glycaemic state and
participant group (hereafter termed the glycaemia × group
interaction) was not significant (p=0.76).

Grooved pegboard

In the test of hand dexterity, acute hypoglycaemia caused a
significant increase in the time taken to complete the task in
the non-diabetic group (p=0.004, η2=0.37). In the group
with type 1 diabetes no significant differences were

observed between the two study conditions (p=0.44, η2=
0.045). However, the glycaemia × group interaction was
not significant (p=0.38).

Hand steadiness

In the hand steadiness test a significant decrement was seen
during hypoglycaemia (p=0.003, η2=0.40) in the non-
diabetic group. No such significant decrement during
hypoglycaemia was demonstrable in the type 1 diabetic
patients (p=0.11, η2=0.18). The glycaemia × group
interaction achieved statistical significance, suggesting that
the effects of hypoglycaemia differed significantly between
the groups (p=0.021).

Tracing time

No significant change in performance was observed in
tracing time between the two study conditions, either in the
non-diabetic group (p=0.480, η2=0.030) or in the group
with type 1 diabetes (p=0.39, η2=0.06). However, non-
significant differences were noted with tracing time errors
in participants with (p=0.50, η2=0.03) and without type 1
diabetes (p=0.436, η2=0.03). The glycaemia × group
interaction was not significant for either tracing time (p=
0.62) or tracing time errors (p=0.70).

Pursuit rotor

Mean scores for time on target were significantly greater
during euglycaemia than during hypoglycaemia in the non-

Table 1 Results of tests of psychomotor function during euglycaemia and hypoglycaemia in 20 non-diabetic volunteers and 16 people with type
1 diabetes

Variable Non-diabetic Type 1 diabetes Glycaemia ×
group interaction

Euglycaemia Hypoglycaemia p
value

η2 Euglycaemia Hypoglycaemia p
value

η2 p value η2

4CRT (ms) 576 (67) 616 (52) 0.008 0.364 644 (10.0) 687 (13) 0.023 0.340 0.762 0.003
Grooved
pegboard

63.5 (9.0) 70.8 (8.6) 0.004 0.371 69.7 (13.5) 72.2 (12.4) 0.443 0.045 0.376 0.025

Hand-grip (kg) 36.6 (8.9) 36.5 (9.3) 0.897 0.001 40.8 (11.5) 39.4 (11.4) 0.961 0.000 0.902 0.000
Hand steadiness 91.8 (52.3) 179.4 (115.7) 0.003 0.404 108.5 (39.4) 125.3 (22.8) 0.111 0.183 0.021 0.159
Tracing time (s) 64.1 (15.1) 62.1 (11.7) 0.480 0.030 62.0 (12.2) 61.7 (13.6) 0.391 0.057 0.615 0.009
Tracing time
errors

11.3 (9.5) 12.6 (8.6) 0.436 0.034 16.6 (8.4) 19.1 (21.0) 0.504 0.035 0.702 0.005

Pursuit rotor (s) 25.1 (6.8) 21.8 (9.6) 0.018 0.288 27.5 (10.5) 21.1 (10.2) 0.045 0.274 0.588 0.010
Static balance
eyes open (m)

0.34 (0.12) 0.44 (0.17) 0.004 0.414 0.39 (0.09) 0.40 (0.08) 0.337 0.077 0.042 0.184

Values are mean (SD)
4CRT four-choice reaction time test
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Fig. 4 Mean (SD) plasma noradrenaline concentrations during study
condition and recovery in healthy volunteers (black bars) and people
with type 1 diabetes (white bars)
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diabetic (p=0.018, η2=0.29) and type 1 diabetes (p=0.04,
η2=0.27) groups. The glycaemia × group interaction was
not significant (p=0.59).

Static balance

In the non-diabetic group, total body sway, assessed by
static posturography, increased during hypoglycaemia (p=
0.004, η2=0.41). No significant change in total body sway
was observed in the group with type 1 diabetes (p=0.34,
η2=0.08). The glycaemia × group interaction achieved
statistical significance, suggesting that the effects of
hypoglycaemia differed significantly between the groups
(p=0.042).

Hand grip

No significant deterioration of grip strength was observed
during hypoglycaemia compared with euglycaemia in either
group (non-diabetic group: p=0.90, η2=0.001; type 1
diabetes: p=0.96, η2=0.000). The glycaemia × group
interaction was not significant (p=0.90).

Discussion

In the present study hypoglycaemia appeared to exert a
different effect between the groups with regard to certain
psychomotor tests (static balance and hand steadiness). The
deterioration in performance in the Digit Symbol test in
both groups during hypoglycaemia confirmed that blood
glucose was sufficiently low to impair cognitive function,
while all participants experienced symptoms of hypogly-
caemia during the study.

In both groups, however, some cognitive tests, including
the line tracing and hand-grip tests, were not affected by the
moderate degree of hypoglycaemia. The hand-grip strength
test is a simple, non-invasive measure of upper extremity
muscle strength. The lack of an effect of hypoglycaemia on
hand-grip function is consistent with a previous study,
which demonstrated that hypoglycaemia had no effect on
the peripheral nervous system [26]. Tracing time was also
not affected by moderate hypoglycaemia. The effects of
hypoglycaemia on spatial ability have not been assessed
previously; hence this test may not be suitable for inclusion
in a standard neuropsychological test battery to assess the
effects of hypoglycaemia on psychomotor function.

Only in two of the tests, the four-choice reaction time
and pursuit rotor tests, were scores significantly affected by
hypoglycaemia in both groups. The effect sizes obtained for
the euglycaemia–hypoglycaemia comparison in the two
studies showed almost identical effect sizes (four-choice
reaction time, η2=0.36 vs η2=0.34 in controls vs type 1

diabetic participants; pursuit rotor, η2=0.29 vs η2=0.27 in
non-diabetic vs type 1 diabetic participants). Previous
research has demonstrated that recurrent exposure to
hypoglycaemia can lead to preservation of cognitive
function with regard to certain cognitive domains [27].
Choice reaction time, however, does not appear to adapt,
and if hypoglycaemia is induced slowly, it deteriorates at
similar levels of blood glucose in most groups of
participants, irrespective of their previous glycaemic expe-
rience or state of hypoglycaemia awareness [28]. Given that
no difference was observed in pursuit rotor results between
the groups, it seems possible that pursuit rotor also does not
adapt to recurrent hypoglycaemia.

The following tests, namely hand steadiness, total body
sway and pursuit rotor, revealed disparate results between
the groups. All of the results for these tests were
significantly affected by hypoglycaemia in the non-diabetic
group, with none being significantly affected in the group
with type 1 diabetes. This would appear to suggest that type
1 diabetic patients are less affected by hypoglycaemia than
healthy volunteers. However, to conclude that the effects of
hypoglycaemia are significantly different between the two
groups, it is necessary to do more than simply demonstrating
that effects are significant in one group and not the other.
Thus application of a rigorous statistical method to test for
any differences between the groups would have to generate a
significant interaction between group status and glycaemic
condition. Indeed, for two of the three tests (hand steadiness
and total body coordination [sway]), such a significant
interaction was seen. This study therefore provides further
evidence that a significant difference is exerted by hypo-
glycaemia when non-diabetic volunteers are compared with
type 1 diabetic patients. The mechanism behind this differing
effect of hypoglycaemia on psychomotor function remains
unknown. However, it may relate to the difference in
sympathoadrenal activation between the groups, a behav-
ioural advantage of type 1 diabetic over non-diabetic
participants, which is derived from previous exposure to
hypoglycaemia or possibly through hypoglycaemia-induced
cerebral adaptation

Hypoglycaemia is known to result in activation of the
autonomic nervous system with subsequent release of
counter-regulatory hormones. Recurrent exposure to hypo-
glycaemia (as would be expected in the group with type 1
diabetes) attenuates this response. The endogenous effects
of autonomic activation, which are manifested by sweating,
shaking and a pounding heart, could therefore potentially
interfere with psychomotor functions such as hand–eye
coordination and fine motor control. Therefore it is possible
that the differences in scores for the pursuit rotor and hand
steadiness tests may reflect the differing catecholamine
responses to hypoglycaemia that were observed between
the groups. However, the autonomic features result from
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central autonomic neural activation (via hypothalamic
centres) [29] and, whereas the rise in plasma catechol-
amines augments the intensity of some autonomic manifes-
tations such as a pounding heart and tremor, it is not the
principal mediator. No significant correlations were demon-
strable in the present study between plasma concentrations
of catecholamines and a test of fine motor control (hand
steadiness). However, the effect sizes were modest and a
larger study would be required to investigate this possibility
further. Inevitably, the present study, though very powerful
for the principal within-participants analyses, provided less
statistical power for correlational analyses.

In non-diabetic volunteers and in people with type 1
diabetes, antecedent hypoglycaemia can alter the glycaemic
thresholds for symptomatic and counter-regulatory hormon-
al responses, re-setting these at lower blood glucose levels.
In a small study of adults with type 1 diabetes (n=6), twice-
weekly episodes of experimentally induced hypoglycaemia
over 1 month resulted in preservation of cognitive function
(pattern recognition, memory, attention and information
processing) [27]. While animal experiments have suggested
that improved glucose uptake via glucose transporters may
contribute to the cerebral adaptation associated with
recurrent hypoglycaemia [30] in humans, it is not known
whether regional brain differences in these processes might
underlie differential adaptation of neurocognitive brain
functions to recurrent hypoglycaemia [30].

Another potential explanation is that, in the type 1
diabetes group, previous experience of coping with the
effects of hypoglycaemia may confer a behavioural advan-
tage over the non-diabetic group. Direct observation of the
participants with type 1 diabetes during administration of
the cognitive function tests gave the impression that they
were concentrating on the tasks during hypoglycaemia with
greater intensity than the hypoglycaemia-naïve, non-diabetic
participants. A previous clamp study, conducted by our
group, of 16 type 1 diabetic adults who had normal
awareness of hypoglycaemia found no difference between
participants in their perception of their ability to concentrate
during the conditions of hypoglycaemia (2.5 mmol/l) and
euglycaemia (4.5 mmol/l) [31]. The question of whether
there really is a difference in ability to concentrate during
hypoglycaemia between people with type 1 diabetes and
hypoglycaemia-naïve, non-diabetic participants remains to
be explored.

Participants of both sexes participated in the present
study. Sex-related differences have been observed previ-
ously in the counter-regulatory hormonal responses to
hypoglycaemia [32–36], but the symptomatic responses
do not differ [37]. The evidence for a sex-related difference
in degree of cognitive impairment is equivocal. In one
study of non-diabetic young adults, cognitive impairment
was less pronounced in women than in men in tests of

selective and sustained attention and mental flexibility [38],
while in a different study, this cognitive advantage in
women was observed only at very mild hypoglycaemia,
with no difference when blood glucose was lowered to
2.6 mmol/l [39]. While we cannot exclude a sex-related
difference in the effect of hypoglycaemia on psychomotor
function, this is unlikely to be substantial at the degree of
hypoglycaemia tested.

Caution should, however, be exercised before conclud-
ing that the effects of hypoglycaemia differed significantly
between the two groups. While the size of the groups in the
present study was well powered to examine the effect of
hypoglycaemia within these groups, statistical power was
insufficient for formal between-group comparisons. Given
the effect sizes observed, more than 60 participants per
group would be required to have high power to detect a
medium effect. This would be very hard to implement in
studies of this nature. However, despite these reservations,
the participants with type 1 diabetes who had normal
awareness of hypoglycaemia appeared to be relatively
resistant to the effects of hypoglycaemia on many aspects
of psychomotor function.

In conclusion, the present study has demonstrated that
moderate acute insulin-induced hypoglycaemia exerted a
different effect on responses to certain tests of psychomotor
function in the two groups. The difference in response to
hypoglycaemia between our healthy volunteers and type 1
diabetic participants was in some part unexpected and thus
warrants further investigation using positron emission
tomography or functional magnetic resonance imaging to
demonstrate differences in activation/deactivation levels
during hypoglycaemia.
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