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Turua Emotriung Ataitodoyiag-Atatpo@nic, ZxoAn Emotnuwv Yyeiac kai Aywyric, Xapokdmneio lNavemotriuio

NEPIANHWH

TKOMOG: H mapouoa avackomnaon OTOXEVEL TIPWTIOTWE, 0TV avayvwpelon S1agopwy epyaleiwy avixveuong
Slatpo@ikol Kivéuvou Kat S1atpo@IkAG a&loAdynong mou Ba umopolcav va XpnotoTololV aTnV KAIVIKNA
MPAEN o€ KIpPWTIKOUC aoBeveic, dedouévne TN ENNEIDNG EVPEWC AVAYVWPIOUEVWY EPYAAEIWV Yia TN OU-
YKEKPIPEVN opdda acBevwv. AEUTEPELOVTWCE, N AVAOKOTTNGON ATTOCKOTIEI OTNV EKTIUNGN TOU EMIMTOAACUOU
™¢ duoBpeYiag oToug KIPPWTIKOUG acBeveic pe Bdon tnv loxvouoa BiBAoypagia. YAIk6/MéBodog:
MpayuatomolnOnKe Uia EKTEVHC AVACKOTINON TWV EMOTNUOVIKWV Bdcewv Scopus katl Pubmed éwc¢ tov
Anpilio 2018 pe Aé€elg-kAeldid Toug ayyAikolg 6poug “nutritional/dietary” oe cuvbuacoud e “screening/
assessment” kat “tool/index/questionnaire”. A6 To cUvVoAo autwy, eMAEXONKav 39 ApBpa OXETIKA UE €p-
yaheia avixveuong Slatpo@ikol KivdUvou Kal S1atpo@IKnG a§loAdynonG. ZTn GUVEXELD, TIPAYUATOTIOIONKE
avalntnon dpBpwv pe AéEEIC-KAEISIA TO OVOA TOU EKACTOTE EPWTNUATONOYIOU 0€ cuVSUAGUO WE “cirrho-
sis/cirrhotic/liver disease. AT6 1o cUvoAo autwy, n TEAIKN €mAoyr cupmepleAapBave 42 oxeTika dpBpa.
AmntoteAécpata Kal Zupmepdacpata. Avayvwpiotnkav 19 epyaleia avixveuong Slatpo@ikou Kivéuvou un
€101KA Y10 KIpPWTIKOUC Kal 2 €101KA Yia KIPPWTIKOUC. ATid Ta pn €101Kd, pévo 4 €xouv XpnoluormolnOei og
MENETEG O€ KIPPWTIKOUG. AVTioTolXa, EVTOTIOTNKAV 8 Epyaleia S1ATPOPIKNG a&loAOYNOoNG Yia VOONAEUOE-
VOUG KAl YNPLATPLIKOUG aoBevei kal 1 yia KIppwTIkoUG. Ao Ta N €101KA, 5 €X0UV EQAPUOOTEL € UENETEG
O€ KIPPWTIKOUC. AVOAOYWG TO EPYAAEIO TTOU €XEL XpnOloTiolnBei, o€ S1aTpoPIKo KivOuvo avayvwpiotnKe
T0 33,4-76,7% Twv acBevwv apxikol otadiou Kippwaong, EVvw Ta TocooTd avépyovtal o€ 49,8-100% Twv
acBevwv o mpoxwpnuévo otddlo véoou. O emmoacpoc SuoBpePiag moikilel e€alpeTIKA avaldywe Tou
otadiou Kal TN artioloyiac tng vooou (0-100%). Hellenic J Nutr Diet 2018, 5(2):45-58

Négarg Khaidra: Aviyveuon, epyaleia, SucBpeyia, Siatpopikdg kivouvog, Statpopikr aéloAdynon

ABSTRACT

Malnutrition In Cirrhosis: Review Of Nutritional Risk Screening And Nutritional Assessment
Tools

Alexandra Georgiou, Meropi Kontogianni
Department of Science of Dietetics and Nutrition, School of Health Science and Education, Harokopio University, Athens, Greece

Purpose: This review aims primarily at identifying various nutritional risk screening and nutrition assessment
tools that could be used in clinical practice in cirrhotic patients given the lack of widely recognized tools
for this particular group of patients. Moreover, the review aims at assessing the prevalence of malnutrition
in cirrhotic patients based on data from the relevant literature. Material /Method: An extensive review of
the Scopus and Pubmed scientific bases was carried out by April 2018 using the terms“nutritional/dietary”
combined with “screening/evaluation”and “tool/index/questionnaire”. Eventually, 39 articles on nutrition
risk assessment and nutrition assessment tools were selected. Then, keywords were used based on the
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name of each questionnaire in combination with the terms“cirrhosis/cirrhotic/liver disease”. Among these,
the final selection included 42 related articles. Results and Conclusions. Nineteen nutritional risk screen-
ing tools for hospitalized and geriatric patients were identified and 2 specific for cirrhotic patients. Of the
non-specilised, only 4 have been used in studies with cirrhotics. Accordingly, 8 nutritional assessment
tools for hospitalized and geriatric patients were identified and only 1 specific for cirrhotics. Of the non-
specialised, 5 have been used studies in cirrhotics. Depending on the tool used, 33.4-76.7% of patients
with early stage cirrhosis were identified as being at nutrition risk, with the percentage reaching 49.8-100%
for the patients with advanced cirrhosis. The prevalence of malnutrition varied greatly depending on the
stage and the cause of the disease (0-100%). Hellenic J Nutr Diet 2018, 5(2):45-58

Key words: Malnutrition, nutrition assessment, screening, cirrhosis, nutritional index

Ewcaywyn

H ducBpeyia amotelei pia katdoTaon eVPEWC
OTTOVTWHEVN OTOV KIPPWTIKO TTANBUCOUO HE TToAuTa-
payovTikn attiohoyia. H mapoucia Sucbpeyiag otnv
Kippwon ouvnBwc ogeiletal og dlapodpou Babuov
ouvOuacoud MapayoVTWV OTIWE N AVETTAPKNC S1AITNTIKNA
mpAoANYN, N YN IKAVOTIOINTIKI TToIOTNTA S1ATPOPNC,
SlaTapayéc oTnv MY, amoppo@non Kat PeTABOAICUS
TWV OPENMTIKWY CUOTATIKWY, AAAG Kal Twv mMBavwg
AVENUEVWV EVEPYEIOKWV AVAYKWV TOU opyavicpou’. H
MElwPéVn 0pedn, S1APOoPa YOOTPEVTEPIKA CUUMTWUATA,
n mapouacia aokitn Kabwg Kal evEEXOUEVEC TTAPEVEP-
YEIEG TNG PAPHAKEUTIKAG aywyr ¢ 0dnyouv o€ peiwon
¢ Slatpo@IKAC TTPdoANYNC. To yeyovog autd oe
ouUVSUACUO WE TIG EVOEXOUEVEG aUENUEVEG EVEPYELQ-
KEC AVAYKEC OPIOUEVWV KIPPWTIKWY AcOevwV Kalt TIG
Slatapayég otnv amoppd@naon Kal Tov PETABOAIOUO
MAKPO- KAl MIKPOBPETTIKWY CUCTATIKWY UTOPOoUV va
odnynoouv o€ urodbuion Tng katdotaong BpéPng
Twv aoBevwv avtwv? H mapoucia SucBpepiac otnv
Kippwon €ixe NN avayvwploTel wg eMPBAPUVTIKOC
TTAPAyovVTaC TTOMEC OEKAETIEC TIPLV, IE ATIOTEAECUA VA
evtayOei apyikd wg mapduetpog oto Child-Pugh okop,
av Kal aQalpéOnKe oTn Cuvéxela Aiya Xpovia petdad,
3T0 GUVOAO TWV KIPPWTIKWV acBevwy, n uroBpeyia
£XEl OLOXETIOOEl BeTIKA e TN XapNAOTEPN TTOIOTNTA
(wNc*, TNV EPPAVION ETIIIMAOKWY TNE VOGO OTIWC EYKE-
@alomdBela, KIpooppayia, NTTATOVEPPIKO cUVSPOUO
Kat AotHwEELE®, aAAd Kat pe auénuévn Bvnoiudtnta®.

>1n BiBMoypagia avagépovtal Sidpopa epyaheia
mou cuvdualouv TIOIKIAEC TTapapéTpoug, OTTwC Bloxn-
MIKA, avBpWwTTOUETPIKA, 10TPIKA dedopéva K.A. woTe
va BonBrocouv Touc BepAMOVTEC 1] TOUC EPELVNTEC VA
EKTIUAROOLV ToV Kivduvo yla SucBpeia i Tnv kKatdota-
on BpéYng otnv omoia Ppioketal éva dtopo r acOe-
vNc. Ta epyaleia Slakpivovtal o€ epyaleia eKTiUNONC
Slatpo@ikol Kivduvou (nutritional screening tools)

Hellenic Journal of Nutrition & Dietetics

Kat epyaleia Slatpo@ikic a&loAéynong (nutritional
assessment tools). Zkomog Twv epyaleiwv avixveuong
SlatpoikoU Kivduvou ival n avayvwplon Twv acBevwy
mou Bpiokovtal og Kivouvo yla SucBpeyia, e otdxo va
TTAPATTEUPOOUV HETEMETA YIa TTIO EVOEAEXT SlaTPOPIKN
a&lohdynon. Ta epyaleia a&lohdynong Tng SIaTPOPIKAG
KATAOTAONG XPNOIHOTIOIoUVTAL EVPEWC OTNV KAWVIKA
TTPAEN, AANA KAl OTOV EPEVVNTIKO TOUEA WE EVAC ATTAOC
Kal YPriyopog TpOTIOG avayvwplong Tng mapouaiag
SuoBpePiag og acbeveic ) 010 Ynplatplkd MANBUoUd
HE oKoTTd TNV TTapoxH S1aTPOoPIKNAG UTTOCTAPLENC.

Aedopévng Tng amouaoiag S1eBvwg amodekTwy €p-
yaAeiwv alohéynong Tou S1atpo@ikol Kivduvou Kal
NG Kataotaong BpéPnc acBevwv e Kippwon, KUPLOG
OKOTIOC TNG TTAPOUoAC MEAETNG Eival N AvaoKOTTNON TWV
Sl1a@poépwv epYaAEiwV TTOU UTTOPOUV VA XPNOIUOTIOLN-
Bouv o autrv Tnv opdda acBevwy oTnV KAIVIKA TIPAEN
Kal SEUTEPEVOVTWG, N AVACKOTINGCN TOU EMIITOAAGHOU
N¢ SuoBpePiag oTouC KIPPWTIKOUC A0OEVEIC.

MegOodoloyia

MpayuatomolBnkKe Hia EKTEVAC AVACKOTINGN TWV
eMoTNUOVIKWY Baccwv Scopus kat Pubmed. Q¢ Aé€eic-
KA&d1d xpnotuomotndnkav ot ayyAkoi dpot “nutritional/
dietary” oe ouvéuaouo ue “screening/assessment/
status” kal “tool/index/questionnaire”. H avalnitnon
agopouce apBpa mou dnuooievTnKav £wc Tov lovvio
2018, xwpic va 1Bl xpoviko 6plo TTAAAIOTNTAC TWV
apBpwv. Q¢ KpITHPLA ATTOKAEIOUOU opioTtnkav: 1) n
YAWOOA cuyypa@nG eKTOC TNG AYYAIKIAG Kalt 2) SEIKTES
Kat epyaleia mou agopouv Tov matdikd/e@nBikd mAn-
Buopo. MNa tnv enitevén Tou MPWTAPXIKOU OKOTIOU
NG avaoKOmnong, amd TNV Kataxwpnon Twv Aégewv-
KAeb1wv oTI¢ Bdoelg dedopévwy mpoékuPav 19512
ATTOTENEGATA, ATTO TA OTTOIA HIE AVAYVWON TWV TITAWY
n/kat Twv mepIAfPewv éytve Stahoyn 291 apBpwv. Ao



TO OUVOAO aUTWY, HE avAyvwon Twv TIARpn apbpwv
eMAEXONKav pe BAON TN OXETIKOTNTA TOUG pe To Bpa
va evtaxBouv otnv mapovoa avaokomnnon 39 dpbpa
OXETIKA UE epyaleia avixveuong Slatpo@ikol Kivduvou
kat Statpo@iknc aflohdynonc.

3TN OUVEXELQ, TTpaypatonolOnke avalitnon dap-
Bpwv pe Aé€eic-kAeld1d To dvopa Tou eKACTOTE Epw-
Tnuatoloyiov, Snhadn “Malnutrition Screening Tool/
NRS-2002/Maastricht index/Nutritional Risk Index/NRI/
Mini Nutritional Assessment/MNA/nutritional profile
Blackburn/metabolic profile Blackburn/Subjective
Global Assessment/Instant Nutritional Assessment/
Prognostic Nutritional Index/PNI/Controlling Nutritional
Status/CONUT/Royal Free Hospital Nutritional Prioritiz-
ing Tool/RFH-NPT/Royal Free Hospital Global Assess-
ment/RFH-GA/Liver Disease Undernutrition Screening
Tool/LDUST/Birmingham Nutrition Risk Score/NRS/
Nutrition Risk Classification/Nutrition Screening Tool/
NST/Malnutrition Screening Tool/MST/South Manches-
ter University Hospitals Nutritional Assessment score/
Short Nutrition Assessment Questionnaire/SNAQ/
Nutrition Risk in Critically Ill/NUTRIC/Just a Nutritional
Screening/JANUS/DETERMINE/Nutritional Screening
Tool/Five Question Nutritional Screening Tool/SCALES/
Nutritional Risk Assessment Scale/Simple Screening
Tool/Geriatric Nutritional Risk/Gassull Classification/
Nutrition Assessment Checklist”, to kaBéva og cuvdua-
OMO Ue Toug 6poug “cirrhosis/fibrosis/liver disease” yia
V0 EVTOTTIOTOUV HENETEC OTTOU TA EPWTNHATOAGYIA AUTA
€XOUV EQPAPUOOTEI GTOV KIPPWTIKO TTANBUCUO. ATTO TNV
Kataxwpnon Twv Aéewv-kAeld1wv oTig Bdoelg dedo-
Mévwv TTpoékuPav 672 amoteAéopata, amod ta omoia
pe avayvwon Twv TITAwV /Kal Twv TePINAPewV Eytve
Slahoyn 181 dpBpwv. H avayvwon Twv mAnpn apbpwv
081ynoe otnv TeEAIKN emAoyn 42 €€ autwv.

AmoteAéoparta

Epyaleia avixvevong diatpo@ikol Kivéuvou
(nutritional screening tools)

Ot &¢eikteg aviyveuong Slatpo@ikou KivdUvou 1ou
€xouv eupéwc xpnoltpomolnBei S1eBvwg og Siagpopoug
mANBuopoU¢ acBevwv Kal uylwv cuvoilovTal P Xpo-
vohoyIKn o€lpd dnuocisuong otov lMivaka 1. ZKomog
TWV gpyaleiwv avixveuong SlaTpo@ikou Kivouvou
givat n avayvwplon Twv acBevwv mmou Bpiokovtal o€
kivduvo yia ducBpeyia, al\a dev xpnolpomololvTal
yta ™ S1dyvwon Tne. Ztnv euputepn BiBAloypagia, ot
MO €UPEWG XPNOolnomoloupevol SeikTeg ival To Mal-
nutrition Screening Tool (MUST)’, mou a&loloyei Tnv
Kataotaon Bapoug Kal Tnv mapouacia o€giag vooou Kal
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1o Nutritional Risk Screening (NRS-2002), mou cuvekTipd
TNV katdotaon Bdpoug, Tnv UTToKEipevn vdoo Kal TNV
TPOCANYN TPOPACE.

Qot600, ENAXI0TA aTTo Ta EpYAAEia TIOU ava@épovTal
otov Mivaka 1 éxouv xpnotpormolnBei otn BiBAloypagia
yla tnv avixveuon tou dlatpo®ikou Kivoéuvou acBevwv
ME nrratikr) vooo. Mo ouykekpipéva, To NRS-2002 €xel
XpnotuomolnBei o€ emMTa PENETEG UE NTTATOAOYIKOUG
a0Bevei¢ Kal el CUOXETIOOEL pe TNV €KBaon PeTd amod
METAUMOOXEVON, TNV TTAPOUTia vauTiag, Suoyeuaoiag,
avopetiag, Suokatamooiag Kal ypriyopou KopeoUoU, e
au€nUEVEC TIPEC KpeaTIvivng, C-avTIdpwaoag TpWTEivng
(CRP) kat y-yhoutapulotpavopepdong (y-GT), evw €xel
TTAPOUCIACEL 69% gualoBnaia kat 90% e16IKOTNTA EvavTl
ToU gpyaheiov a&loAdynong tn¢ katdaotaong Bpéyng
«Subjective Global Assessment (SGA)», kat kat 87% gu-
aloBnoia kat 74% eykupdTNTa OE Ox€on e TNV emBiwon
KIPPWTIKWV aoBevwv® 4. To epyaieio MUST €xel xpnot-
pomoinBei og 600 HENETEG UE KIPPWTIKOUG a0BEVEIC, TTa-
pouatdlovtac 64% gualcOnoia kat 92% eldIKOTNTA EvavTl
ToU epyaleiou SGA' kal 82% guaioBnoia kat 61,4%
e181kOTNTA évavTl TN emPiwong oto €10¢'°. O SeikTng
Maastricht, évag amé Toug eNAXIoTOUC SEIKTEC AUTAC TNG
Katnyopiag mou mephapavel Bloxnuikd dedopéva, xel
OUUTTEPIANPOEL PdVO O€ ia PENETN pe Seiyua aoBeviv
e Kippwon o@eNopevn atov 16 TG nratitidag C (HCV),
Kal ePAvioe TNV KaAUTePN evatoBnaia kat e1dikdTNTA
0€ oUyKpLon pe AMoug avtioTtolyoug deiktec™. TéNog,
otnv ibla peNETn epapuooTnke Kal o deiktng Nutritional
Risk Index (NRI), o omoio¢ mapouciace 81% svaioBnoia
Kal 92% eyKUPOTNTA, O CUYKPION UE VAV GUVSUACTIKO
Seiktn moAMwv epyaheiwv we uéBodo avagopdc’. Agiel
va ava@ePBei OTI O JIa AANNN UEAETN UE KIPPWTIKOUG
aoBeveic mpog petapooxevon, o NRI gixe e€aipetika
XOMNAR cupgwvia otnv avixveuon ducBpesyiag émwg
opiotnke e 1o epyaleio SGA (kappa=0,041)'e.

Epyaleia Siatpo@ikig aélohdynong acBsvwv
(nutritional assessment tools)

Ta epyaleia a&lohdynong Tng S1aTPOoPIKAG KATA-
otaong Twv acBevwv molkiAng attiohoyiag xpnotpo-
TTOIOUVTAIL EUPEWC OTNV KAWVIKA TTPAEN, aAAd Kal oTov
EPEVVNTIKO TOPEA WC EVAC ATTAGC KAl YPIYOPOC TPOTIOC
avayvwplong tng mapouaciag ducBpeiag oe aobeveicn
OTOV YNPEIATPIKO MANBUGHO. Ot a&lohoyoUpeveg mapd-
METPOL TWV gpyalEiwv auTwy gaivovtal otov MNivaka 2.
Ma v Katnyoplomoinon ¢ S1aTPOPIKAC KATAoTaon
aoBevwv XpnoluoTolEital EUPEwWC To Epyaleio SGA
AOyw NG eykupoTNTaC TToU £Xel embeifel oe S1dpopoug
TANBUCOUC. ZToV YNPLATPIKO TANBUCUO eMIAEYETAL
ouxvd 1o Mini Nutritional Assessment (MNA), kaBwg
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MINAKAZ 1. Epyaleia avixveuong S1atpo@ikol KivdUvou SnOGCIEVHEVA VI VOONAEUOUEVOUC KAl YNPLOTPIKOUC a0DEVEIC.

Epyaleio MAnBucpog avagopag/ A&lohoyoUpeveG TapApETPOL
emaAn@guong
NoonAeuvopevol acOeveig
Birmingham 150 voonheuopevol + AnwAela Bdpoug
Nutrition aoBeveic « Agiktng Madag Zwpatog
Risk Score* +'Opeln

Nutrition Risk
Classification'

Nutrition
Screening
Tool — NST>?

Malnutrition
Screening
Tool - MST*?

South Manchester
University Hospitals
Nutritional
Assessment Score>*

*Nutritional Risk
Screening - NRS
20028

*Malnutrition
Universal Screening
Tool — MUST*

Short Nutrition
Assessment
Questionnaire -
SNAQ?*¢

*Maastricht Index —
M|57

Nutrition risk
in critically ill -
nutric®

56 voonAguodpevol aoBeveig

36 voonheudpevol aoBeveic
e pabnotakéc SUOKONIEG

408 voonheuopevol

aoBeveic

100 voonAeudpevol

ao0sveic

Yuvduaopog dedopévwv
amo TUXALOTTOINMEVES
KAWVIKEG MENETEC OE
VOONAEUOUEVOUC

Kat pn aoBeveic

NoonAguduevol
ao0eveic

291 voonAeudpevol

aoBeveic

50 voonheudpevol

aoBeveic

597 voonAeudpevol

aoBeveic

+ Ikavotnta oitiong
« Mapdyovtag oTpeC (1aTPIKAG arttohoyiag)

+ TAOTPEVTEPIKNA AEITOVPYIa- UTIOKEIEVO VOOoNa- SlaTpo@iKn Satapayr
« loTopikd SlaTtNTIKNAG TPACANYNG

+ % 16avikoU cwpaTikoL Bdpoug

« AntwAela Bapoug

- KatavaAwon opddwv Tpo®ipwy
+ lotopikd Bdpoug

- Opetn

« [kavotnTa pdonong-katdmoong
+ [aOTPEVTEPIKA CUPMTTWUATA

« [kavotnTa oitiong

+ KA\vikA katdotaon

- Opeén
+ AnwAela Bdpoug

 Yuyikn katdotaon

« lotopikd Bdpoug

+ Alatpo@IKn TPOoANYN

« [kavotnta oitiong

+ latpikA kKatdotaon

« TaoTtpevTepIKA AelToupyia

+ AnwAela Bdpoug

« Agiktng Madag Zwpatog

« MpooAnyn tpoeng

« YoPapdTnTa UTTOKEIEVNG VOOOU

« Agiktng Mddag Zwpatog
« AN\ayn oto Bapog
« MNMapouaia oeiag vooou

« AnwAela Bdpoug
- Opeén
+ Xprion MOGIUWY CUUTANPWHATWY 1} EVTEPIKN O{TION TOV TEAEUTAIO prva

20,68 - 0,24 x aABoupivn (g/L)
-19,21 x mpoaABoupivn (g/L)
- 1,86 x AepokuTtapa (10%/L)
- 0,04 x %16avikoV cwHaTIKoL BAapoug

« Hh\ikia

« APACHE Il okop

+ SOFA okop

+ 2UV00NPEOTNTA

« lvtepheukivn-6

« Huépeg voonheiag mpiv Tn HETARACN OTNV EVTATIKN

Hellenic Journal of Nutrition & Dietetics
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MINAKAZX 1. (ouvéxela) Epyaheia aviyveuonc Statpo@ikol KivdUvou Snpooleupéva yla VOTNAEUOEVOUE Kal ynpLaTPIKoUG aoBeVeic.

Epyaleio MAnBucpog avagopag/ A&lohoyoUpeveG TapApETPOL
emaAn@guong
NoonAeuopevol acOeveig
Just a Nutritional 396 voonAeudpevol YnoBpeypia: YnepBpeypia:
Screening - JaNuS*® aoBeveic o « H\ikia « Agiktng Mddag Zwpatog
TIQVETIIOTNAKO EpsuvnTIKO  « MAC « Mepipépela peong
KEVTPO + ANBoupivn « Yméptaon —XA12- Ynephmdapia
» Aipoo@aipivn + OIK. IOTOPIKO 2AT2
+ CRP + AlaTPOQIKA CUTEPLPOPA
+ ONIKN XOANOTEPOAN
« MNeplpepeta KvuNg
Mpuatpikoi acOeveig
*Nutritional Risk 1002 nAIKiwpévol otnv « AA\Boupivn
Index — NR[°¢! Kovotnta «lotopikd Bdpoug
DETERMINE® - +Néoog
« AlOTPO@IKN TPACANYN

+ XTOUATIKA LYEia

+ OIKOVOIKN KATAOTOON
+ Kovwvikeg oxéoelg

» DapuakeuTikn aywyn

« lotopikd Bdpoug

« Autog€umnpétnon

« H\ikia >80 eTwv

Nutritional 66 VOGNAEVOUEVOL « Yuyikn katdotaon
Screening Tool® NAKIWPEVOL aoBevEiC « AntwAela Bdpoug
« Alatpo@Ikn TPOCANYN
« [kavétnTa oitiong
Five Question HAikiwpévol og ynpokopsia  « Alatpo@Ikr TPOcAnwn
Nutritional « AN\ayn Bapoug
Screening Tool® « IkavoTnTa HAcNOoNG/KATATTIOONG

+» Navtia/épetol
+ AnwAela Bapouc Adyw Gapp. aywyng

SCALES® - + AldBeon
+ XoAnotepdAn
+ ANBoupivn
+ AntwAela Bapoug
« Ikavotnta oitiong

- Npdofaocn og paynto
Nutritional Risk 70 voonheudpevol + AntwAela Bapoug
Assessment Scale®® NAIKIWPEVOL A0OEVEIS +'Opeln

+ Alotpo@Ikn TPAoANYN (paynTto-uypd)
« Ikavotnta oitiong
+ KAvika oupmtopata

Simple Screening 142 nAikiwpévol o€ povadeg  « Agiktng Madag wpatog

Tool®” UYEIOVOUIKNAG TTEPIBAAYNG + % anmwA&lag cwpatikoL Bapoug
+ ANBoupivn

Geriatric Nutritional 181 voonheuodpevol + ANBoupivn

Risk Index®® NAIKIWLEVOL a0OEVEIC + lotopikd Bdpoug

APACHE: Acute Physiology And Chronic Health Evaluation; BMI: Body Mass Index; CRP: C-avtiSpwoa mpwteivn; MAC: mepipépeia uéoou Bpayiova; SOFA:
Sequential Organ Failure Assessment Score; XAt2: Yakxapwdn¢ Aiafritng tumouv 2
*Epyaleia mou €xouv eQapUOOCTEl O UEAETEG UE KIPDPWTIKOUG a0BEVeEiG

EN\nvikn EmBewpnon Alartohoyiag-Alatpo@ng



50 A.Tlewpyiog, kat ocuv.

MEPINAUPAVEL EKTOC TWV AANWV Kal KAIVIKEG KAl Pu-
XOAOYIKEC TTAPAPETPOUG, TTOU ouxvd emnpedlouv TN
S1aTPOPIKN KATACTAON TWV NAIKIWHEVWV'E,
Ava@opltkd pe Toug SeikTeC SIATPOPIKNG AEIONO-
ynong mou €xouv epappooBei oe nrmatonabeic, n ma-
Aaiotepn péBodocg Tou Blackburn kal cuvepyatwy
(nutritional/metabolic profile)' (Mivakag 2) yia extipnon
TIAPOUCIAG TTPWTEIVIKOU-EVEPYEIAKOU UTTOOITIOHOU, TTOU

a&lohoyei avBpwmopeTpikd Kat Proxnuika dedopéva,
€xeL xpnolpomnolnBei apKeTd o€ KIPPWTIKOUG A0OEVEIC,
mrapouctalovtag loxupr TPOYVWOTIKY a&ia yla voon-
POTNTA Kal BvnoipudTnTa®2%24,

Z0pewva Pe T BipAoypagia, To SGA amotelei To
TTIO CUXVA XPNOIUOTIOIOUUEVO EpYANEio SIATPOPIKNAC
afloAéynonc kat otov MANBUCUO TWV KIPPWTIKWY
acBevwv. Q¢ epyaleio, kKatnyoplomolei Toug aoBeveig

MINAKAZ 2. Epyaleia aflohdynong S10Tpo@IKA KATAGTAONG SNUOGCIEVHEVA YI0 VOONAEUOUEVOUG KAl YNPLATPIKOUG a0DEVEIC.

Epyaleio

MAnBuopdcavapopac/emainBsvong A§loAoyoUpeveg mapdapeTpol

NoonAeuopevol acOeveic

*nutritional/metabolic profile™ -

*Instant Nutritional
Assessment INA33

*Subjective Global Assessment
- SGA%7° kal (scored) Patient-
Generated Subjective Global
Assessment — PG-SGA’"72

*Prognostic Nutritional Index
- PNI73

Gassull classification”

500 voonAeudpevol acBeveic

202 voonAeuopevol aoBeveic o
YOOTPEVTEPOAOYIKI KAVIKH

200 duoBpenTikoi acbeveic
JU€ KOPKIVO YOO TPEVTEPIKIG B€aNnG

185 yaotpevTepikoi aoBeveic

+ Bapog (% tou 1davikov)

+ AgppaTIKn TITUXH TPIKEPANOU

« Neplpépela puog péoou Bpayiova

« Agiktng KpeaTvivng/OYog

« ANBoupivn

« Tpavo@epivn i OAIKK 016NPOSECUEVTIKI IKAVOTNTA
» AepgokutTapa

+ Avtibpdoeic kaBuoTepnuévng umepeualodnaiag

+ ANBoupivn
» AepgokutTapa

+ AntwAela Bapoug

« ANayn SlatnTIKAG TPOoAnYNg

« [aoTPEVTEPIKA CUPMTTWUATA

« \eIToupyIKOTNTA

» MeTafoAiko oTpEC

« YTTOKEIMEVIKEG AANAYEG 0T 0UOTACH CWHATOG

+ ANBoupivn
» AepgokutTapa

« ANBoupivn
« Meplpépeta pudg péoou Bpayiova

*Controlling Nutritional Status 53 voonAeudpevol aoBeveig « ANBoupivn
- CONUT™ « ONIKA AepgokUTTapa
+ ONIKN XOANOTEPOAN
platpikoi acOeveig
Mini Nutritional Assessment — 155 vyleic kat aoBeveic nhikiwpévol  « Agiktng Madag Zwuatog

M NA76,77

Nutrition Assessment -
Checklist™

« Meplpépela Bpayiova-KvAung

« AnwAela Bdpoug

» 2TPEG

+ OapUOKEUTIKA aywyn

« Autog€umnpétnon-KivnTikdtnTa-aveéaptnaoia
« Alatpo@ikn aglohoynon

« Auto-alooynon S1aTPOPIKAG KATACTAONG

« Alatpo@ikég ouvrBeLeg - E1dikn Slatpoen

« AnwAela Bdpoug

+ JUPMAnpWHaTA

+ DapUaKEUTIKN aywyn

+ JUXVOTNTA KATAVAAWONG OMAS WY TPOPIUWY

*Epyaleia mou éXouv EQaPLOOCTEI O€ UEAETEG LUE KIPPWTIKOUG A0OEVEIG
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o¢ Tpia otadia A, B kai C, e To MPWTO va avtavakAd
KaAr Bpéwn, To SeuTepo péTplo Babud buabpeyiacri os
Kivduvo yla SuoBpeyia kat o Tpito cofapol fabuou
SuoBpePia. ZTic peAéteg mou aflohoynBnke to SGA,
0 EMUITOAACGHOC PETPLAC KAl ONUAVTIKAG SucoBpeiag
EKTIMAONKE amod 0%-100% avaloya He To péyebog Kal
10 €id0o¢ Tou deiypaTog, evw wg SeiKTNG €XEL CUCKETI-
00¢i OeTikd pe mapapétpoug 6mwe n Bvnoiudtnta (o€
OPIOUEVECG HENETEC)? 2%, N AVETTAPKNAG EVEPYEIAKN Kal
TMPWTEIVIKA TTPOcANYN?, n mapouaia ackitn?, n apv-
™NTa NG Kippwonc? 2, n avénuévn ékppaocn yovidiwv
MUTKOU KatafoAopoU? Kal eV YéVEL N capkomevia®,
KaBWC Kal KE EMIAOKEC OTIWE N av€nUEvn avaykn yla
aipa Katd TNV PETAPOOXKEUOT, KAl N TTOPATETAYEVN
TTOPAOVH OTO VOCOKOUEIO HETEYXEIPNTIKAE!. ApVNTIKNA
OUOYXETION €XEL TTAPOUCIATEL N otadlomoinon Tou SGA
pe Tov SeikTn palag cwuatoc?, T taxutnta Badiong
Kal tn Xelpoduvapopétpnon?

Emiong, umapyouv kat A\\a epyaleia a&loAdynong tng
Katdotaong BpéPng pn €181KA yla KIpPWTIKOUG TTOU €XOUV
xpnoluomnoinBei omaviotepa otn BiAloypagia o€ autdv
Tov MANBUCWO, OTIWC To €pyalcio Instant Nutritional
Assessment, Tou a&lohoyei ta emimeda aABoupivng kat
Aep@okuTTApwv, To epyaleio auTo €xel EQAPUOOTEL
O€ Ula PENETN HE KIPPWTIKOUC acBeveic otnv omoia
mapouciace 84% svalobnoia kat 92% eykupoTnTa, O
olyKplon pe évav ouvduaoTikd Seiktn MOAWV gpya-
Aeiwv we pébodo avagopdg'. Toug idloug BloxnUiKoug
Oeikteg a&lohoyei kat To epyaleio Prognostic Nutritional

AvoBpePia otnv Kippwon 51

Index (PNI) mou xpnotpomolnOnKe Oe Uia LEAETN ME
Seiyua KIppwTIKWV acBevwy, dev Katapepe dUWC va
TIOPOUGIACEL KA CUOXETION UE TNV EMBiwon Kat TNV
EUPAVION KAWVIKWV EKONAWOEWV TG VOOOU* VW O€
pia TpOo@atn HeEAETN Tou 2017 ATaV TO EPYAAEIO TTOU
TIOPOUGIACE TNV KAAUTEPN, AV KAl OXETIKA XAUNAT, CUM-
Qwvia e dAa epyaieia aloAdynong tng S1aTpo@IKAC
KATAOTAONG O€ KIPPWTIKOUG aoBeveic (kappa=0,334)1e.
Téhog, o Seiktng CONUT, Tou ouvekTipd kal ta emimeda
XOANOTEPOANG padi pe Toug mpoavagepOEvTeg Bloxn-
HIKOUC SEIKTEC, XPNOIUOTIOIONKE Y10 TNV EKTIUNGCN TNG
Suobpeyiag o€ KIpPWTIKOUC A0OEVEIC KAl CUOKETIOTNKE
BeTikd pe To MELD score, Tov €161k06 Sgiktn a&loAdynong
¢ BaputnTag TNE VOoOU TWV UTTOYHPIWY YA PETO-
poéoxeuon AMAtog* evwy oe AN peNéTn mapouaiaoe
XOUNAR cupewvia pe 1o SGA (kappa=0,114)s.

Epyaleia 181ka yia nmatomnadeig

Extdc amd ta eupEwg XPNOIUOTIOOUEVA EPYAAEiT
avixveuong Slatpo@ikou Kivduvou Kat afloAdynong tng
KaTaoTtaong BpéPng, mou €xouv Katd KalpoUg @ap-
pooTei Kat og Seiypata acBevwv e Kippwon, £xel Yivel
TPOOoTIABEI0 avATTTUENC KAl EIBIKWV EPYAAEiwY YU AUtV
Tnv ondda acbevwy, Ta omoia mapovoidlovtal oTov
Mivaka 3. Zuvomtikd, To Royal Free Hospital Nutritional
Prioritizing Tool (RFH-NPT) eival To mpwto epyaleio
avixveuong S1atpo@ikou KivoUvou TTou avantuxonke
yla KippwtikoUG aoBeveic. H eykupotntd Tou éxel ema-
AnBeutei évavTi Tou 181KOU yia KIpPpWTIKOUG Epyaleiou

MINAKAZ 3. Epyaleia avixveuong Slatpo@ikou KivdUvou Kat S1atpo@Ikig agloAdynong mou dnuioupyriBnkav 181kd yia nmato-

mabeic.

Epyaleio

MAnBuopuog avapopag/emariBevong

A1oNoyoUpeveg mapapeTpol

Epyaleia avixveuong Starpo@ikov Kivéuvou

Royal Free Hospital-Nutritional
Prioritizing Tool - RFH-NPT”

Liver Disease Undernutrition
Screening Tool - LDUST*

133 KippwTtiKoi aoBeveig

22 KIppWTIKOi 00OeVEig

« ANKOOAIKA nmratiTida

« Evtepikn Slatpoon

« Oidnua/aokitng

« Agiktng Madag Zwpatog

« AnwAela Bapoug

- O€eia véooc ) mevOruepn aottia
« AlaTpo@IKn TPSGOANYN

« Alatpo@ikn MPAoAnwn

« AntwAela Bapoug

« AnwAgla pUikng padag

« AnwAela Mimwdouc padag
+ Oibnua/aokitng

« \EIToupYIKOTNTA

Epyaleia Siatpopikig a§lohdynong

Royal Free Hospital Global
Assessment — RFH GA*

212 KippwTiKoi aoBeveic

« Agiktng Madag Zwpatog
« Meplpépeta pudg péoou Ppayiova
« AlaTpo@IKn TPAOANYN
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Slatpogikng aflohdynong Royal Free Hospital Global
Assessment (RFH-GA)** otn ouykekplpévn opdda aoBe-
VWV Kal £XEL CUOXETIOOET BETIKA e TN ooBapdTnNTa TNG
voooU, TNV EUPAVION KAIVIKA ETIIMAOKWY TNE VOOOU, TNV
KAWVIKN embeivwon kal Tn Bvnouoétnta®. Amaitouvtal
OPWC TIEPAITEPW MENETEG OXETIKA PIE TNV EMAArOguon
NG EYKUPOTNTAG TOU KAl 0 AANA SiyaTa KIPPWTIKWY
ao0evwV WOTE VA OPIOTEL WG TO EPYANEio avapopdg
otnv avixyveuon SlatpoPIkou KivOUVOU KIpPWTIKWY
aoBevwv®, EmmpbdoBeta, o mpdo@ata SnUoCIELUEVOC
Oeiktng Liver Disease Undernutrition Screening Tool
(LDUST) éxet avamtuyBei o€ éva pikpo deiypa KippwTl-
Kwv aoBevwy, 6mou mapouciace KaAr ykupoTtnta o€
oxéon pe Siartohoyikn alohdynon and e€e1dikeupévo
Slartooyo¥. H emidoor) Tou og oUyKplon e TO EpYOAEio
MUST évavtt SlartoAoyIKNG eKkTipnong eAéyxOnke oe
pila mpoo@atn MEAETN o€ éva Seiyua vVOoNAEUOUEVWY
KAl N VOONAEUOPEVWV KIPPWTIKWY a0BeVWY TTOIKIANG
arttoAoyiag. ZUp@wva pe Ta anoteréopata ameSeixon
oTI propei va Slakpivel KAOAUTEPaA Tov Kivduvo yia du-
o0peYia ouykplTikd pe To MUST?,

Ava@oplkd e ta epyaleia Statpo@ikng alohoyn-
ong, To epyaeio Royal Free Hospital Global Assessment
(RFH-GA) mpoékue amo oTolxeia evog Seiyatog Kippw-
TIKwV acBevwv. H e§wtepikn Tou eykupoTnTa EAEYXONKe

oTN MEAETN oTNV omoia avamTuxOnke, 6mmou n Sidyvwon
unofaBuiopévng kataotaong OpéPng CUCKETIOTNKE
pe €€AVTANON TWV TIPWTEIVIKWY amoBeudTwy Tou op-
yaviopou pe Bdon avaiuon cUoTACNC CWHATOC LIE TN
péBodo Dual energy X-ray absorptiometry (DEXA). Ztnv
(010 ENETN ENEYXONKE N TTPOYVWOTIKH TOU yKUPATNTA
o€ oxéon e TN BvnolpdtnTa®. MevikoTEPQ, N avayvw-
plon Amag n ooPapric SuoBpePiag ouUPWvaA UE ToV
Seiktn gival ouxvoTePN He TNV avénon TN nAIkiag, o
aoBeveiq pe ocapkomevia, ue xapunAotepn mbavotnta
emPiwong, og aoBeveic mou mapouacialouv SIAPopPES
META-UETAPOOXEVTIKEC ETIIMAOKEC (EVOOVOCGOKOUEIOKEG
Mowpwéelg, mapatetapévn Sidpkela voonAeiag k.4.),
oTnV Kippwaon UKAG atrtlohoyiag Kal o€ KIpPWTIKOUG
aoBeveiq TeAikov otadiou**,

EmmnoAaopudc avénuévou diatpo@ikou Kivéuvou
Kat duaBpeyiag oe Seiypata acOevwv pe Kippwon
MoANEG peNéTeG €xouv dnpocteloel bedopéva xpn-
olpomolwvTtag S18PopPouC SEIKTEC yIa TNV EKTIUNON TNG
SlaTpo@IKN¢ KatdoTtaong acBevwy e Kippwon rma-
TOC. M0 CUYKEKPIUEVQ, O ETITOAACUOC TOU Auénévou
Slatpo@ikou Kivduvou €xel SlepeuvnBei oe 7 peNéTeG
(Mivakag 4). Z0uewva Je ta anoteAéopata, o Seiypa-
TA KIPPWTIKWV aoBevwv aveCapTriTou arttoloyiag Kalt

MINAKAZ 4. EmmoAacpog Slatpo@ikol KIvOUVOU g HENETEG KIDPWTIKWY AoBeVWV.

Epyaleia ektipnong diatpo@ikou Kivéuvou

Mehétn Xapaktnplotika mAnbucpou

EmmoAacpog Siatpo@ikol Kivéuvou

Meléteg o€ KippwTiKoUG aoBeveic ave§aptiitou attioloyiag kat otadiov vogou (Katd Xpovoloyikn Gelpd)

Aveéaptiitou aitiodoyiag vooou

Wilkens Knudsen A et al,
2015

Schiitte K et al, 2015%

31 voonAeuopevol nrmatohoylkoi acBeveic
aveéaptritou artiohoyiag kat otadiou

51 aoBeveic Pe NITATOKUTTAPIKO KAPKivo

NRS-2002: 57%

NRS-2002: 33,4%

(82,4% kippwaon) aveéapTrtou arttohoyiag kat otadiou

Borhofen SM et al, 2016°
Kat otadiou

likni¢ artioAoyiag véoou

Kawabe N et al, 2008

84 kippwTikoi aoBeveic ave€apTriTou artiohoyiag

86 KippwTIKoi a0Beveic Aoyw Aoipwéng amo Tov 16
¢ nmatitidag C (HCV) ave€aptritwe otadiou

NRS-2002: 44,6%
RFH-NPT: 50,7%

Maastricht index: 76,7%
NRI: 60,5%

Meléteg o€ KIpPWTIKOUG acBeveic ave§aptiiTou attioloyiag mpoxwpnpévou otadiov vooou (Katd XpovoloyiKn oglpd)

Gheorghe Cet al, 2014

203 voonAeudpevol aoBeveic pe mpoxwpnpévn NTTATIKA

NRS-2002: 49,8%

vooo ave€aptrtou artioloyiac (Child-Pugh otddio B-C)

Yosry A et al, 2014%
otadlo ave€aptrToL altioAoyiag

Lim HS et al, 2015™
otadlo aveapTriTou aitiohoyiag

30 AvOpEC KIpPWTIKOi 00BEVEIG OE TIPO-IETAPOCKEUTIKO

33 nmatoloyikoi aoOeveiG O€ TIPO-UETAUOCKEVTIKO

NRS-2002: 100%

NRS-2002: 81,8%
MUST: 87,9%

NRS-2002: Nutritional Risk Screening 2002; MUST: Malnutrition Universal Screening Tool; RFH-NPT: Royal Free Hospital Nutritional Prioritizing Tool

Hellenic Journal of Nutrition & Dietetics



otadiouv vOoou €xel EQAPOOTEL KUpiwG To pyaleio
NRS-2002 kat o kivbuvoc yia SucBpepia ekTiunOnKe
peTa&l 33,4-57%° 1344, Mdvo o€ HIa UEAETN EQAPUOOTN-
Ke 1O €101KO yla KippwTikoU¢ epyaieio RFH-NPT omou
UTTOAOYIOTNKE 0 MMOAAOUOC O TTapdpola emineda
(50,7%)°. Z€ A HENETN UE KIPPWTIKOUC aoBeveic A\oyw
Aoipwénc amo tov 16 Tng nratitidag C, ave€apTATwg
otadiou, epappodoTnkav Ta epyaleia Maastricht index
Kat NRI, eKTIpwVTaC TOV EMMTOAACHS TOU KivOUvou yia
SuoBpevia og eEhNappws vYPnAdTEPa emineda o€ Oxéon
JE TIC TIPONYOUMEVEC MENETEC (60,5% Kall 76,7% avTioTol-
Xa)'%. X aoBeveic pe Kippwon aveéaptritou artioloyiag,
otadiwv Child-Pugh B kat C, 10 49,8% Bpébnke o€ Kiv-
Suvo yia ducBpeyia pe to epyaleio NRS-2002'2, duwg
o€ 000EeVEIC TTPO-ETAUOOXEUTIKOU oTadiou Ta mocootd
€X0ULV eKTIUNOEl apkeTA LPNASTEPQ e TO epyaleio NRS-
2002 (81,8-100%) kait pe To MUST (87,9%) 04,

EmmpooBétwe, otn BiBAloypagia avayvwpiotnkav
35 peNéTEC TTOU XpNOloTIoIiNCav epyaleia SIOTPOPIKAG
a€loAOyNoN¢ o€ KIPPWTIKOUC AOBEVEIC yia TNV eKTiUNON
Tou emimoAacpoL duoBpeyiag (Mivakag 5). & peNETEC
ME KIppWTIKOUC aoBeveic, aveapTriTou aitiohoyiag Kal
otadiov vooou, 6Tav xpnotpomolnOnKe To epyaleio
SGA o emmnolacuog tng ducBbpeYiag mapouaoiaoe
MeyAaAo €0pog (0-92%)*47, evw Ta epyaleia RFH-GA
Kal “nutritional/metabolic profile” mapouvciacav oxe-
TIKA MIKpOTEPA €0PN (57-85,6%*°4? kat 30,4-75,3%%*°
24 avtioTtolxa). & aoBeveic aveaptriTou arttoloyiag
apxtkoL otadiou TnG vooou n SucOpePia ekTIURONKE
o€ XaunAd mooootd 28-29% pe to gpyaieio SGAZ48
Kat 18,7% e to epyaleio PNI*, avtioTolya. AvtiOetaq,
o€ aoBeveic mpoxwpnuévou otadiou o emMmMoOAACUOG
¢ SuaBpePiac éxel ekTiUNOei cUPPWVA pe To SGA oe
uPNnASTEPA TOCOOTA (58,1-100%)%84°, aAAA OX1 KAl UE TO
RFH-GA (46,6%)*'. ETriong, n €KTiunNon Tou EMMOAACHOU
¢ ducBpePiag pe Paon 1o epyaleio “nutritional/
metabolic profile” ¢ diépepe avaloya pe to oTadlo
NG vooou (61,3% og avTippomouuevn Kippwor), 69%
O€ TIPO-PETAUOCXEUTIKO 0TAO10)?2%4,

Zu{RTtnon

Av kal n a&lohéynon ¢ Slatpo@IKic KatdoTaong
TWV KIPPWTIKWY a0Bevwv Kpivetal Kaiplag onuaciac,
eNAXI0TA eival Ta epyaleia TTou éxouv emainBeutei yia
TNV EQAPHOYH TOUG OTO CUYKEKPIUEVO TTANBUOUO. AKOUA
Kal yla autd BéPata, avadelkvueTal n avaykn va eAey-
XxBouv kat og Slapopetikd deiypata acBevwy WoTe va
empPeBawdei n eykupoTnTd TOouC. MapAAANAQ, APKETEC
€ival ol peNéTeC TTou Xpnolporolovv auBaipeta Sidgo-
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pa d\\a epyaleia, Ta omoia av Kal xpnoluomolouval
EUPEWC KAl E EYKUPATNTA O ANNEC OpASEC aoBevwy, N
£Qappoyr Toug Oev Exel eMaANBEeUTE 0TOUC KIPPWTIKOUC,
KaBIoTWVTAC Ta amoTeAéopata ap@ifoAng aélomoTiac.
Ave€dptnTa amd 1o molo epyaieio epapuoletal
KAaBe @opd, To MPORAnua tng ducbpeyPiag otnv Kip-
pwon empPePaiwvetal o KABe peAén. Avalntwvtag
TOUC KIpPWTIKOUC aoBeveic o€ Kivouvo yia SucBbpeyia,
0 emMMOAACHSC TOoug uTToAoyioTnke HeTa&y 33-100%
ME TO gpyaleio avixveuong S1aTpo@Ikou Kivouvou
NRS-2002, 010 60,5% 0TN péVN MENETN E TO Epyaleio
Nutritional Risk Index, 6to 77% pe to Maastricht Index
Kal 0To 51% He To €MAANBOgUNEVO YIa KIPPWTIKOUC
RFH-NPT. Z& pehéteg 6mmou oTdXELAV OTNV AVAYVWPLON
TWV aoBevwv pe kamolou Babuol duoBpeyPia, pe TNV
£@apuoyn Tou epyaleiou dlatpo@ikng a&lohdéynong
Subjective Global Assessment avenapkng katdotaon
BpéPnc Slakpibnke o€ éva epoc 0-100% Twv acBevwy,
pe To Nutritional/Metabolic profile ato 30-75% Ttwv
aoBevwy, pe to Prognostic Nutritional Index o€ pia
MENETN 01O 19%, pe To Instant Nutritional Assessment
010 63% Kal Je To emaknBevpévo RFH-GA oto 57-
86%. ZUVETIWC, TTapaTnpEital pia peydin diakopavon
n omoia o@eileTal v Pépel oTo €ido¢ Tou Seiypatog
mou emAéyetal kABe popd, pe to otddlo TnG véoou
va OUOYETI(ETAl APEDA LIE TO EKTIHWLIEVO OTASIO TOU
KIvOUVou 1 Tou emmoAacpoU tng duoBpeiag, OTwg
paivetal kat amd Toug lMivakeg 4 kat 5. Agv urrapyxouv
OPKETEC MENETEG YIa va eheyxOei kal n emidpaon tng
arrioloyiag tn¢ vooou otov emmoiacud tng SuoBpe-
Yiac. ©a pmopoloe va uTToTeDEl OUWCE OTI UEAETEC E
Seiypa aoBevwv pe uPnAOTEPO TOGOCTO AAKOONIKIAG
| XOAOOTATIKAC attioloyiag Kippwon, evOeXouévwE
va napoucialouv uPNAOTEPO TOCOOTO AoBEVWV o€
Kivduvo yla 6ucBpeia, Aoyw avemapkolg mPdoANYNg
/KAt amoppoOPNoNnG OPEMTIKWY CUCTATIKWV.
JUVETTWCE, TO pavopevo ¢ SucBbpeyiag sival ava-
YVWPLOPEVO OTOUG KIPPWTIKOUG aoBeVEiC, UTTAPXEL
ENEIPN OUWC EVOC N KAL TTEPLOCOTEPWVY EPYANEIWV E
emaAnBeupévn EQapPoyn OTOV CUYKEKPIEVO TTANOU-
OUO, Ta OTIoia VA PUITOPOUV va evtayxBouv pe UKOAia
oTNV KAWVIKA TTPAEN. ZKOMOC TwV £pyai&iwv autwy Oa
€ival n avayvwplon Twv aoBevwy ekeivwy TTou Bpioko-
vTal o€ Kivbuvo 1| pe Nén eykateotnuévn Sucbpeyia,
WOTE OTN CUVEXELA VA TOUC TIPOCPEPOE( KATAANAN
Slatpogikn urtooTtriplén. MNMa to Adyo autd, Ta €IdIkd
gpyaheia mou €xouv avamTuxOei H€xpL OTIYUAG YIa KIp-
PWTIKOUG Xpetalovtal emPBePaiwon TnG EYKUPOTNTAG
TOUG 0€ SIOPOPETIKEG PENETEG e ANNa Oeiypata Tou
ilou mMAnBucpuov, evw n evalobnoia kat e18ikéGTNTA
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MINAKAZ 5. EmmoAacpog SucOpepiag o€ HENETEC KIPPWTIKWY ACDEVWV.

Epyaleia Siatpoikig aflohdynong

Mehétn

Xapaktnplotika mAnbucpou

Emmolaopog ducBpepiag

Meléteg o€ KIppWTIKOUG acBeveic ave§aptiitov otadiov vooou (katd xpovoloyikn ogipad)

AveéaptiiTou aitioAoyiag vooou

Scolapio JS et al, 2000%°

Roongpisuthipong C et al,
2001®

Stephenson R et al, 2001[31]

Figueiredo F et al, 2006%°

De Carvalho L and Parise ED,

2006
Gunsar F et al, 2006

Fernandes SA et al, 20128
Navqi [H et al, 2012
Sasidharan M et al, 20124
Teisanu A et al, 2012%
Merli M et al, 2013%
Vulcano DS et al, 20138
De Lima DC et al, 20153
Vieira P et al, 2015%
Maharshi S et al, 2015°
Huynh DK et al, 2015%
Bunchorntavakul C et al,
2016

Nunes FF et al, 2016*

Tandon P et al, 2016*°

15 KippwTIKoi aoBeveic aveapTriTou
atrioloyiag kat otadiov

60 KippwTIKoi aoBeveic aveEapTriTou
artiohoyiag kat otadiou

99 KippwTikKoi acBeveic aveéaptritou
atrioloyiag kat otadiov

79 KippwTiKoi aoBeveic aveaptrtou
artiohoyiag kat otadiou

300 KippwTIKoi aoBeveic aveapTriTou
atrioloyiag kat otadiov

222 KippwTIKoi aoBeveic aveapTriTou
artiohoyiag kat otadiouv

129 KippwTiKoi acBeveic ave§aptriTou
artiohoyiag kat otadiov

298 KippwTikoi aoBeveic aveapTriTou
attioloyiag kat otadiov

73 KippwTikoi aoBeveic ave€aptritou
artiohoyiag kat otadiouv

176 KippwTikoi a0Beveic aveéaptriTou
attioloyiag kat otadiov

30 kippwTIKoi aoBeveic aveéapTriTou
artiohoyiag kat otadiouv

43 KippwTiKoi aoBeveic aveaptriTou
attioloyiag kat otadiov

42 kippwrikoi acBeveic ave§aptriTou
artiohoyiag kat otadiouv

78 KippwTtikoi aoBeveic ave€aptritou
attioloyiag kat otadiov

247 KippwTikoi aoBeveic ave§aptriTou
artiohoyiag kat otadiou

231 KippwTIKoi aoBeveic aveapTriTou
attioloyiag kat otadiov

60 KippwTIKoi aoBeveic aveEapTriTou
artiohoyiag kat otadiou

25 KippwTikoi acBeveic aveéaptritou
attioloyiag kat otadiov

159 KippwTtiKoi acBeveic ave§aptriTou
artiohoyiag kat otadiou

SGA: 40%

SGA: 35%

SGA: 35,4%

SGA: 31,6%

Nutritional/metabolic profile: 30,4%

Nutritional/metabolic profile: 75,3%

RFH-SGA: 57%

SGA: 20,2%

RFH-SGA: 85,6%

RFH-SGA: 68,5%

SGA: 21%

SGA: 50%

SGA: 46,5%

SGA: 62%

SGA: 61,5%

Nutritional/metabolic profile: 59,5%

SGA: 56%

SGA: 92%

SGA: 0%

SGA: 29%

INA: Instant Nutritional Assessment; MUST: Malnutrition Universal Screening Tool; NRI: Nutritional Risk Index; NRS-2002: Nutritional Risk Screening; PNI:
Prognostic Nutritional Index; RFH-SGA: Royal Free Hospital-Subjective Global Assessment; SGA: Subjective Global Assessment
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MINAKAZ 5. (ouvéxela) Emmolacudc SuoBpePiag oe PENETEC KIPPWTIKWY ACOEVWV.

Epyaleia Statpopikig aflohdynong

Mehétn Xapaktnplotika mAnbucpou Emmolaopog ducBpepiag

TuyKeKpIHévNnG artioloyiag vocou

Kawabe N et al, 2008 86 KippwTiKoi acBeveic A\oyw Aoipwéng amoé tov SGA: 25,6%
16 Tn¢ nmatitidag C (HCV) ave€aptritwg otadiov INA: 62,8%
Gaikwad NR et al, 20165 261 KippwTIKoi a0Beveic aAAKOOAIKNG alTioloyiag SGA: 75%

aveéaptntwe otadiov

Yao J etal, 2016¥ 120 KippwTIKOi A0BEVEIC KNG arTiohoyiag SGA: 60%
aveapTiTwg otadiou

Meléteg o€ KIpPWTIKOUG a0OEVEIG 0 CUYKEKPIPEVO GTASI0 TNG VOGOV (KATA XPOVOAOYIKH OEIPA)

AveéaptijTou aitioAoyiag vooou

Alvares-da-Silva MR and 79 Kippwtikoi acBeveic aveéaptritou artiohoyiag SGA: 28%
Reverbel da Silveira T, 20054 (Child-Pugh otadio A-B) PNI: 18,7%
GuerraTS et al, 20162 31 dvdpec aoBeveic e avtippomoUevn Kippwon SGA: 29%
ave€apTTou artiohoyiag Nutritional/metabolic profile: 61,3%

Tai ML et al, 2010% 36 000&veiC pe un avTippomoUEVN Kippwaon SGA: 100%

(Child-Pugh otadio B-C) ave€aptritou aitiohoyiag
Braganca AC and 70 KippwTIKOi 00OEVEiC OE TPO-UETAUOOXEVTIKO 0TASI0  SGA: 58,1%
Alvares-da-Silva MR, 2010 ave€aptiTou arttohoyiag (Child-Pugh otddio B-C)
De Carvalho L et al, 2010 70 nmatoloyIKoi aoBEeVEIG O€ TIPO-LETAUOCXEUTIKO Nutritional/metabolic profile: 69%

otadlo aveapTriTou aitiohoyiag

Norman K et al, 201288 64 a00eVEIC PIE N avTIppoToUEVN Kippwon SGA: 67,2%
(Child-Pugh otadio B-C) ave€aptritou artioloyiag

Tandon P et al, 2012% 142 KippwTIKOi A0OEVEIC OE TPO-PETAUOOKEUTIKO SGA: 70%
otadlo aveapTrTou aitiohoyiag

Yosry A et al, 2014% 30 avdpec KIppwTIKOi a0BEeVEIC OE TIPO-UETAUOOXEUTIKO  SGA: 100%
otadlo ave€apTtrToL altioloyiag

Liboredo JC et al, 2015 18 KIppwTIKOi A0OEVEIG O€ TTPO-PETAPOOKEVUTIKO SGA: 66,7%
otadlo aveapTrTou aitiohoyiag

Bakshi N and Singh K, 2016% 54 KIpPWTIKOi ACOEVEIG O TPO-UETAUOCKEVTIKO SGA: 88,9%
ot1adlo ave€apTtrATOUL altioloyiag

Kalafateli M et al, 20174 232 nnatoloyikoi aoBevei o€ mpo-peTapooxeutikd  RFH-SGA: 46,6%
otadlo aveapTrTou aitiohoyiag

Avaldywg tnv aitioAoyia tng véoou

Ismail et al, 2012° 100 aoBeveic pe avtippomoluevn Kippwaon Adyw SGA: 90%
Moipwéng amo tov 16 e nmatitidag C (HCV)

100 aoBeveic pe un avtippomoUevn kippwon Aoyw  SGA: 98%
Moipwéng amo tov 16 ¢ nmatitidag C (HCV)

Singal AK et al, 2013 261 KippwTIKoi 000eVEIC AAKOONKIAC SGA: 84%
QITIOAOYIOG TIPO-HETAUOOXEVTIKOU 0Tadiou

INA: Instant Nutritional Assessment; MUST: Malnutrition Universal Screening Tool; NRI: Nutritional Risk Index; NRS-2002: Nutritional Risk Screening; PNI:
Prognostic Nutritional Index; RFH-SGA: Royal Free Hospital-Subjective Global Assessment; SGA: Subjective Global Assessment
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TWV UN e18IKWV epyaleiwv Kat SEIKTWV OTOV KIPPWTIKO
mANBuopo Ba propouoe emiong va eAeyxOei, wg mBavég
EVAAOKTIKEC AVOEIC.

>uvoyilovtag, n ducBpeyPia otnVv Kippwon ival
MPORANUA TOAU cuXVO TTou eMNPEeACEl SUCUEVWE TNV
KAWVIKY €ékPBaon tng vooou. To medio Tng avixveuong
Slatpo@ikoL Kivduvou kat tng aloAdynong tng dla-
TPOPIKAG KATAOTACNG TWV KIPPWTIKWY aoBevwv xprilel
nepaitépw Slepeuvnong dedopévou 6Tl Sev UTIAPKOUV
eupéwc amodekTd kal éyKupa epyaleia xwpic va éxouv
kaBoplotei ouykekpluéveg péBodol kat epyaleia. Ot
MEANOVTIKEG €peuvec Ba TIPETTEL VA E0TIACOUV OTNV
avayvwplon euXpnoTwy otnv KAWVIKA Tpdén alid
Kat aflomotwy epyaAeiwv, wote n ducBpePia va pnv
TTAPAUEVEL adldyVWwOoTn Kal Va TTAPEXETAL £YKALPa N
KATAANAN Slatpo@ikn umooTAPIEN.

Euxapiotie¢g/ARAwon ZUHPEPOVTIWV

H mapovoa dnuoocisuon mpayuatonolgital ota
mAaiola S18aKTopIKAC SlaTpI¢ Tou VAoTTolEiTAl [E
untotpoepia tou IKY n omoia xpnuatodoteital amd tnv
Mpaén «Evioxuon Tou avBpwrivou epguvnTikoL Suva-
MIKOU Héow TG LAomoinong SI8AKTOPIKNG Epeuvacy
amd mopou¢ NG EM «Avamtuén AvBpwmivou Auvaul-
KoV, Ekmraideuon kat Ala Biou Mdbnony, 2014-2020 pe
TN ouyxpnuatodotnon Tou Eupwmaikou Kowvwvikou
Tapeiou (E.K.T.) kat Tou EAN\nvikoU Anuoaciou.
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