EAAHNIKH AHMOKPATIA

Edviko kot Kamodiorptako
Movemotquo Adnvov

NEPIRHYH

H extipnon tng nmatikng OTEATWONG HUE WN
TaPEPPATIKOUG SEIKTEG OMWG N Xprion Ttou
ultrasound attenuation parameter (UAP)
kaBlotatal onpaviky kabwg n opdda Twv
acBevwv pe pn aAkooAikr) Amwén vooco Tou
nnatog (MAANH) mpoodeutika avéavetal. 2
acBeveic pe MAANH ta emimeda tng
deppurivng opol eival auvénuéva kal €xouv
OXETIOTEL YE TN oUOTNUATIKA GAEyUovH, TNV
avTioTaon oTNV WOOUALVN Kol TV evamobeon
olNpou OTo ATaP. Z€ QUTAV TNV TIPOOTTIKNA
peAéTn 44 aoBevwv (avdpeg 45.5%, péong
nNAiog 53.64+11.6 £Tn) HUE QIELKOVIOTIKA
gupnuata  Autwdoug  dRbnong,  €ylve
EKTIMNON TNG evaLOBNOLag Ko TG ELSIKOTNTOG
Twv erunédwv o¢epputivng e to UAP otn
dtayvwon  tng MAANH kot w¢ mpog tnv

Baputnta tng.

H OSwayvwotiky akpifela twv emumeédwy
deppttivng otnv  kapmuAn ROC-AUC nAtav
0.859 pe PéAtioto  SlAyVWOTIKO  OpLO
>259ng/ml (evawoBnoio 77.8%, e8koTNTA
100%, p<0.001) yia toug avdpeg kat 0.563
Ta Swapeoca
enineda  ¢eppltivng  OTIG  YUVAIKEG HE

(p=0.617) ywa TG Yuvaikeg.

oteatwon Papvtntag S2-S3 vs S1  nAtav
481ng/ml vs. 79.5ng/ml, p=0.0065, evw
avtioToLya yla Toug avipeg nrav 352ng/ml vs.
350.5ng/ml, p=0.8514. JUMUMEPACUATIKA, N
SloyVWOoTIKN oKpiBela yla TN OTEATWON, HE
Baon to UAP Kkal twv emumédwv depprLtivng
elval kavomounTikn ya to avdpikd GpuAo evw
n Baputnta autr¢ oxetiletal KAAUTEPA LE TO
YUVOLKELO dUAO.

O poAo¢ tou PpUAOU Kat TWV EMMESWV peppLTivnG oTN SLtAdyvwon Kot otn Baputnta TG NMOTIKAC OTEATWONC 0 AcOEVELC e N

oAkooAkn Aumwdn vooo tou Aratoc (MAANH)
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EILATOIH

H avdykn ekTignong tng NMATIKAG OTEATWONG HE HN
napepPatikovg delkteg omwe n xprion tou ultrasound
attenuation parameter (UAP) eival onpavtiki oToug
aoBevel¢ pe pn aAkooAlky Auwdn vOoO TOUu HTATOG
(MAANH). Ze autoug toug acBeveic ta emimeda NG
deppLtivng opou elval avénuéva Kal €XOUV OXETLOTEL pE
N ouotnuatiky ¢Aeypovy, Ttnv oavtiotaon otnv
LVoOUALvN Kal Tnv evamoBeon obripou oto nmap.

IKONOIX

H extipnon tng evaiwobnoiag kat tng €0KOTNTAG TWV
etunedwv  deppitivng o oxéon pe 10 UAP 01N
Sldyvwon tnNg NMATIKAG oTtedtwong o€ aobeveic ue
MAANH kaBwg kot n mbavy CUCXETION TOUG UE TN
Baputnta QUTAG.

Mpoormtikn peAETn 44 aocBevwv (avbpeg 45.5%, pEong
nAlkioag 53.64+11.6 €tn) mou TmpoonABav oTO
NMATOAOYLKO  latpeio  Adyw avelpeong Autwdng
dinbnong oe umnepnyoypadkd €Aeyxo. Eaipebnkav
aoBeveic pue ocakxapwdn dafntn, Loyeveic nmatitideg,
Kal nmatikn kippwon. Kataypadnkav Snuoypadikd
otolxela, epyaotnplakd GCUPTEPLAAUPBOAVOUEVNG TNG
deppLTVNG KAl TO amoTeAEopaTa TNG gAactoypadiag
ouuneplappavopévou tou UAP.

Ta Opw otedtwong ¢ MeBOdou UAP  mou
xpnotwgomowiOnke nArav: =S1 ta 244dB/dl, >S2 ta
269dB/dl kat >S3 ta 296dB/dl. Ta avwtepa pucLloloyikd
opla pepptrivne Arav ta 150ng/ml yla Tig yuvaikeg kat
ta 300ng/ml yia toug avopeg.
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ANOTEAREIMATA

16 (36.5%) aoBeveig eiyav avénuévn tiun deppttivng (L€on tiun 222.8+183.2ng/ml) evw ot 28 (63.5%) eixav kamolouv Babuov otedtwon cupudwva pe to UAP
(uéon Tun 262.2+46.2dB/dl). H mAelovotnta tTwv acBevwv pe avénuéva enineda dpeppltivng eixov otedtwon o€ oxEon UE autoUlg Pe PpucoloAoyika emineda
depputivng [15/16 (94%) vs. 13/28 (46.5%), p=0.002]. H Stayvwotikn akpifela twv emunmedwv deppitivng otnv kapmuAn ROC-AUC ntav 0.859 pe BéAtioto
SLayvwoTtikd oplo >259ng/ml (evatcbnoia 77.8%, sbikotnta 100%, p<0.001) yia toug avdpeg (figure 1) ko 0.563 (p=0.617) yiwa tic yuvaikeg (figure 2). Ta
Sdlapeoa emnineda pepplrivng oTIC yuvaikeg pe otedtwon Baputntag S2-S3 oe oxéon pe auteg pe S1 nrav 481ng/ml vs. 79.5ng/ml, p=0.0065 (figure 3), evw
avtiotowa yla Toug avtpeg ntav 352ng/ml vs. 350.5ng/ml, p=0.8514 (figure 4).
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LIYMNEPAIMATA

H StayvwoTikn akpiBela yla tn oTedtwon, Ue
Baon to UAP, twv erunédwv peppltivng eivat
LKOVOTIOLNTLKK) YLo TO avOpLkd PpUAO eVw N

- 2 Baputnta autng oxetiletal KAAUTEPA LE TO

: yuvalkeio ¢pulo.
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Figure 1. Atayvwotikn akpifela deppitivng HSI og avépeg Figure 2. Alayvwotikn akpipela dpeppltivng oe yuvaikeg °
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DeppITiV O yuvaikeg S2-53
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Figure 3. AiGueon TIUA QEPPITIVNG O€ YUVAIKEG JE OTEATWON
BapuTtnrag S2-S3 vs. S1

Figure 3. AiGueon TIuR @EPPITiVNG O€ AVOPEG PHE OTEATWON
BapuTtnrag S2-S3 vs. S1



