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EILATOIH ANOTERELMATA

H ocuykekplevn HEAETN mapouolalel TNV enidpacn Tou
cakyopwdn owapfntn (DM), wc &exwplotd UNXOAVLIOUO,
otnv ekdUALoN Tou peocoomtovdUAlou diokou (IVDD).

YAIKA KAl MEGODOL

NpaypatonownOnke avaokomnon tng PLBAloypadiac yia
oUA\oynl Oebopévwy, Ypnolpomolwvtas T PACELS
dedopevwyv PubMed kat Cochrane

IVDD.

OELYVOUV UL ONMAVTLKA CUOXETLION HETAEL TNC KNANC Kot DM,

2UVOALKA PpeBnkav 12 KAWVIKEC peAETEC oV cuoxetiCouv Tov DM kot Tic ekpuALoTIKEC BAABEC TNC omovOUALKNC otNANG onwc n VDD, omovOuAikn otévwon (SS) kot
KNAN tou pecoomovOuliou biokou (IVD), kat 34 epyaociec Baolknc Epevvag ou neplypadouv Touc taBoduoloAoykoUC LNXOVIOCUOUC LECW TwV omoiwv o DM npokaAet

Yriapxouv 7 peAEtec mou cvoyxetiCouv tov DM pe VDD, 4 amo tic omoiec deixvouv 0tL o DM gival €vac onUOVTIKOG tapayovtac Kivduvou yia ekdpuUAlon kot 3 tou dev
Katadepayv va Bpouv Kaplo atttoAoyLlkn oxeon. TPeLg LEAETEC Selyvouv onUavTIKA oxeon Hetaél DM ka SS.

Qot000, 2 amo AUTEC TG peAeTeg teplAapBavouv emniong aocBeveic pe IVD kat dev katadepav va amodeiéouv omnoladnmnote cvoxetion e DM. AUo AAAEC HEAETEG

MoAAarmAdol Stadopetikol pnxaviopoi, mou 6pouv aveéaptnta N oaAAnNAemdpaotikd, TpokKaAouv otk PAaBn mou obnyet oe VDD, ocupmeplAappPavopevwy:

LKpoayyelomtaBelar TG omovOUALKNCG TEALKNG TTAAKOC, KUTTOPLKA YNPOVON, KUTTAPLKOC Bavatog (MEow amomtwonc N avtodayiog), umepyAUKALUio, TEALKA TpoiovTa

yAukolUAiwong, ALUTTOKLVEG KOLL KUTOKLIVEC (LEoW 0EELOWTIKWY,

OO UWTLKWV

KOLL dbAeypovwdwv LLNXOWVLOLLWV).
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Mivakag 1: 2uox€ETion Tou oakxapwon dIaBATN YE TV EKPUAICT TOU JECOOTTOVOUAIOU OiOKOU Kal TN OTTOVOUAIK OTEVWON

LYMNEPAIMA

YYMMEPAZMA:Ta otolyela amo Tig KAWVIKEC MEAETEC oV
KOl OVTIKpouopeva umootnpilovv aoBsvwe tn oxEon
uetaéL DM kau IVDD.

(Q0TO0O0, Ol E£PYAOTNPLOKEC HEAETEC LTIOONAWVOUV UE
ouvemeLla otL o DM napepPaivel oe TTOANATIAEC LOPLAKEC
Kot Bloxnuikeg odou¢ mou mpokaAouv IVDD.

JUVOALKQ, TO LOXUPA EPYOOTNPLOKA OTOLXEll Kol Ol
adUVOUEC KALWVLKEC MEAETEC eumAekouv Tov DM wg
Eexwploto mapayovia cupBoAnc ywa tnv IVDD

Hyperglycemia} " Inflamation, Adipokines
........ ' MMPs
"""" i
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________ Polyol pathway
| Stress Induced :
1 cellular
L senescence | .
N yperosmolarity
Autophagy
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{——{ Age/Rage’ '
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