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daprig timov 2 (T2DM) eivan

€vog oNUAvVTLRGS TOQAYOVTOS

#VOUVOU aEOLAYYELOXTS VOGOV
(CVD).!? O aobeveic e T2DM éyouvv 2-4
POQES EVOUEVO ROQILAYYELOXS ®{IVOUVO
EVOVTL TV UN-OLafNTIRGY ®OL TEQITOV TaL
2/3 1ov aoBevav pe T2DM mebaivouv amd
otegaviaia vooo (CHD) 1 ayyeioxd eyne-
QoG emelc0dio.? Ze vt To mhaioto, ei-
vou aEroonueiwto Gt o T2DM eivar oyedov
2,5 o€ OUYVATEQOS OTOVUS VITEQTAOLROUS
oaobeveic ar’ GTL 0TOL VOQUOTAOLXA GTOUOL
%ol OTL N avT{oTaon OTnY LYOOUALVY elvol
€MLONG OVYVY OTOVUG VITEQTAOLROUS aloBe-
veic.> H avtiotaon omy wvoovkivy eivat
OUVOTEQN OTOVG T UOAOXROVS VITEQTOOL-
%0oUg aoBeveic, ald o 40% yoaunidteon
gvaoBnoio oty LWoouAivy avogéptnre
%Ol O€ 0OUVATOUS VITEQTOOIXOUG aoBeveic. >
Ztoyelo oo ™ pehétn Framingham emiong
delyvouv 6t weplmov 15-18% twv vregta-
oV aofevdy moEovoLdtovy «avtioToon
OTNV LYOOUA{VI» %o GTL 0UTO UTTOQEL VOL OU-
BaleL oTovV QEAVOUEVO HAQOLOLYYELORG KiV-
duvo.® Emmhéov, 1o petafornd ovvdpo-
wo, dnA. N ovvimoEEN TS VITEQTAONS, TNS
ovTioTOoN G 0TV LYOOUAIVY, 1) REVTQLKY| TTCI-
XUOaEXRia, ®ou 1 duohmordopio, avtuTQo-
OWITEVOVV L0 KOLVY OVTGTNTO TTOU OUVOV-
aeton pe avEavouevo xivouvo téoo yio
T2DM 600 %o yio. CVD.’

Aappdavoviog voyn tn ox€on Peta-
£V T2DM now vrtéproong, dev mQonaler
ExthnEn St wohhol veptaorol aobevelc
Ba avarttiEouvy T2DM oxdun #ow xweig ™
Mjym avtwreptaomc aywyric. S Evioy-
TOLS, TOOO OL ETMONULOAOYIRES LELETES GO0
%Ol Ol TUYCLLOTTONUEVES ELEYYOUEVES UE-
AEteC €XOUV GUVOEDEL TNV CVTLUTTEQTAOLKY|
ayoyq ue v évapen T2DM.> 1214 Mg
medopaty dradxtvaxy petavdilvorn 22
neletav ue meploodtegovg and 140.000
VITEQTUOLROUC aoBeveic €xel OelEeL Gtu, €-
VOVTLTOU ELROVIXOU QAOUAXOV, OL B-0vaLoTo-
Aelg ®ow To dtovpNTnd aEAvouY ToV ®iv-
ouvvo yio T2DM, o avaotoheis Twv duaw-
Awv aofeotiov (CCBs) €youv pwa ovdéte-
o1 enidpaon, VA TG00 OL AVTOYWVIOTES
Tov petatpentirnoy evivpov (ACE) 6oo
%O OL OVTOLYWVLOTES TMV VITOO0YEWTNG Y-
vetotevoivng (ARBs) pewwvovy tov niv-
duvo yio T2DM.!2 Evtovtolc, otic meglo-
OGTEQES TUYOLOTTONUEVES EAEYXOUEVES UE-
AETEC TMV OVTLVTEQTOOLHMY POQUAXMYV 1|
ovAamTuEn veoepupaviiouevov T2DM o&t-
0AOYNON1E WG TO EVTEQEVOV RATAANATIRG
onueio (Hivaxag 1).15% Emmhéov, eivon
dvonoho va draywelotel To amotéleopo
€VOC EVIALOV OVTLUTTEQTOOLROU POOUEKROV
0edoUEVOU GTL TO ELHOVIXG PAQUARO, KO-
Bdg emiong now 0 EveQYOS TAQAYOVTOGS,
d6OMnav oTIC TEQLOOGTEQES DORLUES MaLl
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Iivaxag 1. [Teorypopi nehetav veoepupaviiouevou drafmm.

Mehém No Awdoreta (€tn) O¢pameio Ty eTrOS nivouvog p
Active treatment vs. placebo

EWPHE® 840 4.7 Diuretic vs. placebo 1.50 NS
SHEP!¢ 4,736 3.0 Diuretic vs. placebo 1.20 NS
HOPE!" 9,297 45 ACEI vs. placebo 0.66 <0.001
SCOPE'® 4,964 3.7 ARB vs. placebo 0.81 NS
CHARMY 3,023 3.1 ARB vs. placebo 0.78 0.02
SOLVD¥ 291 2.9 ACEI vs. placebo 0.26 <0.0001
PEACE?! 6,904 4.8 ACEI vs. placebo 0.83 0.01
FEVER? 9,800 33 CCB vs. placebo 1.20 NS
ACEIs or ARBs vs. conventional therapy

ALLHAT? 24,309 4.0 ACEI vs. diuretic 0.70 <0.001
ALPINE* 392 1.0 ARB vs. diuretic 0.13 0.03
CAPPP? 10,985 6.1 ACEI vs. BB/diuretic 0.86 0.039
STOP-2% 4,418 4.0 ACEI vs. BB/diuretic 0.96 NS
LIFE? 9,194 4.8 ARB vs. BB 0.75 <0.001
AASK? 8153.8 ACEI vs. BB 0.53 0.001
ACEIs or ARBs vs. CCBs

STOP-2% 4,401 4.0 ACEI vs. CCB 0.98 NS
VALUE? 15,245 42 ARB vs. CCB 0.77 <0.0001
AASK? 612 3.8 ACEI vs. CCB 0.49 0.003
CCBs vs. conventional therapy

STOP-2% 4,409 4.0 CCB vs. BB/diuretic 0.97 NS
INSIGHT? 5,019 3.5 CCB vs. diuretic 0.77 0.023
NORDIL?! 10,881 45 CCB vs. BB/diuretic 0.87 NS
ALLHAT? 24303 4.0 CCB vs. diuretic 0.84 0.04
INVEST?? 22,576 2.7 CCB vs. BB 0.85 0.004
ASCOT™ 19,257 55 CCB vs. BB/diuretic 0.70 0.001

ACEI avuotdoeis peratoemnnol eviipov, ARB: avaotokeis vrodoyéwv, CCB: avaotoleis diaihwy, BB: B-avaotolels

ue dhha avimepToord edouaxrd. Extég avtov, 1
aVOOTOM] 1 1 XOONYNON TWV CVTLUTTEQTAOILHWV POQ-
UWAXWV EXTOC TV UELETMV TTO{XLAE ROTA TN dLAQRELL
™S TUQAROAOVONONG.

H pévn durhij tugAn tuyonomomuévn uehén mov
0ELOAGYNOE TOV OVIIXTUTTO TNG OVTLUTTEQTAOLXNG Oy -
yiig oty enimrwon tov T2DM nfrav n pelémn Diabetes
Reduction Assessment with Ramipril and Rosiglita-
zone Medication (DREAM).** Meta&6 5.269 ardpmv
xmeic CVD alld ue emneeaouévn yAurotn thdopatog
vNoTelog 1 EmNEEAOUEVY OvoYT Ot YAURGLN, 1 Emte-
Eepyaoia pe poyumeidn yo 3 €t dev pueiwoe v emni-
mtwon T2DM €vavti tov ewxovirov gpoaoudxov. Ev-
TOUTOLS, VTHOEE avEavouevn eAATTOON TG EVYAU-
woupiag oty opdda e popmoiing.>* Eivou a&ompd-
o€yTo OTL 0L oVUUETEXOVTES 0T ueAétn DREAM 1jtav
oxetrd vedtegol (MEom nhwria 55 € €vovt 65 etddv
oe dMheg peréteg) now dev 1jtav vegraotrol ( néon
ateon ot Paownr| uetonon Nrav 136/83 mmHg, dni.
0VOoLOOTIXA YOUNAOTEQN O’ OTL OTLG UEAETES VTTEQ-
toong). O Babudg evepyomoinong Tov CVOTHUATOG
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evivng- ayyeLotevoivng elvol ueyoAUiteQog OTo UeY-
Mitepa 0€ NMARIC VITEQTOOLHA ATOUO HOL ETTOUEVIS 1)
ovaotol) tov ACE wopel va €xer peyalitepn emi-
dQ0OT 0 QTA EVOVTL TOV VEDTEQWV 1) TOV VOQUOTO.-
oV atopmv. Emuthéov, n tolemg uerétn umopel vo
Nrov ovvioun yro vo xaradeiel po Betirn emidpoon
™C QoITEIANE oTOV %ivdUVO Yot T2DM. >

"Eva dhho onpovtré Sitypa eival edv o T2DM
OV OVOTTTUOO0ETOL KOTA TN OLEQUELD TNG AVTLVTTEQ-
TAOWUNG aywYS QVEAvVEL T voonedTTa %ot T Ovn-
owomta g CVD. Awdgopeg nehéteg maQaTionong
magovotaoav pLo. JVoUEVY emidQAON TOU VEOE-
povitopevov T2DM. Meta&v 6.886 vweQTtaotr®v
000evHV oV TOEAROAOVONONKRAY YIaL EVay HECO GO
6,3 etddv, oL aoBeveig mov avérTvEay vitegyAvrauio
Evavtl exelvav mov dev avémrTuEay eiyav vmidtepn
ovyvémrta CVD.» Emmhéov, netasi tmv aofevdv
7oV avETTUEQY VITEQY VRO, Exelvol TTov BeQomeD-
Onxav pe drovpnTrd eiyov To PEYaAiTEQO %RivVOUVO
CVD.* Z¢ wa opdda 1.860 atdpmv 60 y00vev mov
magoxohovdOnrav yia Evav péoco 6o 17,4 etwv,
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exelvol mov avémtvEav €ugpoayuna pvoxapdiov (MI)
TOQOVOTOoOY UEYOAITEQN OOENOT OTaL eTtimeda YAv-
%®0LNs neta&U g nhwriog Twv 50 xow 60 etV amd
enelvoug mov dev vréomoav MI.*® H avEnon o
vYAuxr6Tn alpatog rov €vag aveEAQTNTOS TOQRAYOVIOS
zvouUvov yia MI (p=0,0001) ota drtopa nhuriag 60
ETAWV TTOV EAAUPOVOV AVTIVTEQTOOLKY AyWYY], ®VQIWS
B-avaotoleic nou Betalidind drovonTird, alhd Oyt
oe exelvouc mov dev eddupovay aynyi.>® Zm puelém
Multiple Risk Factor Intervention Trial (MRFIT),
omoia mepLéhafe 11.645 droua mov ToQoxoAovd on-
®nav Yo o péom mepiodo 18,5 etwyv, ov aobeveic mov
avémrtgav T2DM (mepuoodtego omd 70% elye Aapet
drovpnTnd ouyvd ot vnAdteQeg d60eLg) elyav
vymAdtepa mooootd Bvnowpsttog and CHD, CVD
#o0dS %o Bvnopdmro and xdbe artio.’’ e o G-
M uelétn oe 795 vepraowmovg aobeveis aQywd un
vroPAnBéviec oe Bepameia mov maaxolovBONray
néxot now 16 €wn (u€on tpn 6 €t), ou aobeveic mov
avémtvEav T2DM xzatd ™ OLdereLa TS ToQoKr0A0U-
Onong etyav xivoduvo Yo CVD mapdpoto pe tov xivov-
vo aoBevdv mov eixay T2DM oty faowrij pétonon.
Evtovttoig, autd to oupumepdopota Baoiotxoy pévo
o¢ 43 mepumtoelg veoeppavitépevov T2DM o o€
63 napdiaryyeiond ovpfduora.*® Aviifeta, o G
HeLETN TAQOATNENONG O€ 686 AVIQES, TOV TOLQAXO-
hovbriBnrav ywo 15 €, €0e1Ee Gt veoeupoviLouevog
T2DM dev ouvdEbnre ue avEavouevo Bvnopdtnta
amo CHD.* Evtottolc, o¢ o mmo mpdogary §x0g0m
artd v (0o opddo ov wepLEhafe 754 veQTUOLRA
dtopa, Tov TAQOXo AoV ONRaY Yo 25-28 €1, O ve-
oeugpavitopuevos T2DM ouvdEOnxe pe avEavouevo
%®IVOUVO YIaL aryyelond eyrepolnd erxetoédlo, MI nou
Bvnowudmra omd xdbe autia.*” O péooc yodvoc pe-
TaEV g avamtuEng Touv veoeupoviZouévo T2DM »ou
Tov MI elvan 9,1 nan 9,3 € avtiotoya, TEdyUo TOU
%RaTAOEWMVUEL OTL aouTeltal PomQOTEOBEOUT OUVEYL-
o1 yia vo. aviyvevoet to. QUOUEVY aoTteAEOoUOTO TOV
veoegpugpavitouevov T2DM. ¥

O tuyanomonuéveg eleyyoueveg LelEteg Oeiyvouy
emiong évav duoueviy avIixTuITo Tov veoeupavitoue-
vov T2DM. Xt uehétn Antihypertensive and Lipid-
Lowering Treatment to Prevent Heart Attack Trial
(ALLHAT), n emxpdtnon tov veoeupavitouevou
T2DM nrav vymAidtepn oty opudda g yhweoBelali-
S évavr mg Mowompilng xow g aphodutivie.? Ze
0AG®AN QO TOV TANBUoUGS T neréng, o veoeupavito-
uevog T2DM ouvdébnre pe peyariteo xnivouvo yua
CHD oM\d 6yt v diha yeyovota CVD 1 yio ouvo-
Mx1 Bvnowsmra.t! ‘Otav o 3 opnddec Bepameiog
avalidnroy xwelotd, o veoeupavitouevog T2DM

0ev ouvdEBNre pe dvopevn €xPaon oty ouddo g
yAweoBeLalidong, ahhd ovvdEOne ne neyoriteo
xnivduvo yia ™ Bvnowndtnra ®dbe outiag oty oud-
da g aphodimivng xou ue peyalitepo xivouvo yio
emeloodor CHD now xopdionn avemdoexeia oty
opddo e aprodinivie.*! Eviottolg, o éleyxoc yia
™V aAAnhenidpaon aywyig »arw T2DM £de1Ee 6t o
veoeppovitouevog T2DM avEdvel tov #ivduvo CVD
aveEdomra omd ™V aviwmegTtaory aywyy.t Sm
uehétn Valsartan Antihypertensive Long-Term Use
Evaluation (VALUE) émov 15.245 vyniot nvdivou
aoBeveig mopaxohovOnoav yio Evav péco 6go 4,2
eTAIV, 1 Pactopévn ot Paroagtdvny Begameio ueimoe
tov %ivduvo T2DM évav g aymyrc pe ophodurin.?
O aoBeveic mov avéntvEav T2DM xzatd ) didoxrela
™g ueréng eixov vymidtepn voonpdtta and CVD
aré Tovg aoBeveic yweic T2DM [avaroyio xivdvvou
(HR) 1,43, didomua eumiotoovvng 95% (CI) 1,16-
1,77 p = 0,0008].** Evrovtoig, n voonodmra CVD
NTav axdpo vPnréteen otovg a.obeveic mov eiyav
T2DM ot faocwrei péronon (HR. 2,20 evaviiov tmv
000evav mov dev avéntvEav T2DM 95% CI 1,95-
2,49 p < 0,0001], mpoteivoviag Tl 0 VEOEUPOAVILOE-
vog T2DM owEdvel tov xivouvo CVD aAAd dev eivor
1600 HOTAOTEENTLROS 000 0 mEoimdpyov T2DM.
Avté avopgvetal Aapfdvoviog vaoyn v Aueon
ox€on ueto&V T2DM g dudoreLog xaL Tov ®ivdvvou
yio aryyetomy emmhonn.*? Zm pehém the Systolic Hy-
pertension in the Elderly Program (SHEP), o T2DM
oV avarTixOnue natd T didoxeila g LeAETNG
UETOED TOV CUUUETEXOVIMY OTO ELROVIXG QAOUAXO
ovvdEONRE ne VPNASTEQO delnTN HAQILAYYELONTS
Bvnowdmrtas (HR 1,562 95% CI 1,117-2,184) nou
ouvvolxdg deintng Bvnowdtrag (HR. 1,348 95%
CI 1,051-1,727) petd and uia péon ovvéyion 14,3
yoovia.** Evtovtolc o T2DM mov avamtixOnxe ot
opdda Tov drovpntirov dev avEnoe o deintn ®oQ-
duayyeraxnis Bvnowdmrog (HR. 1,043 95% CI, 745-
1,459) 1 ouvohung Bvnowdttag (HR. 1,151 95% CI,
925-1,433).* Emumhéov, oL 00Beveic mov avémtuEay
T2DM xotd t dudpxrera g Bepameiag ue yAwpobo-
MOSVN elyav v ®ohiteen TEdYvmon amd oL aobe-
veic mov eiyav T2DM o Baouj uétonon.* Avtd ta
aroteléopata Exouv 0dNYNOEL HEQLHOVS EQEVVNTES
Yo VoL TROoTeElvouv 6Tl 0 veoeugpoviiouevos T2DM
7OV CUVOUAGLETOL UE TNV AVTIVITEQTAOLKY QYWY UITO-
el va unv €xeL tig (dLeg duoueveic emMmTTOOELS 1
oV «ovBdpunto» eugpaviouévo T2DM. Evtovtolg,
TOL OQEM TNS UELMONG TNG TTEEONS TOV QL{UATOS UE T
¥A0EoBaMOSVY (omg va Eemepvovy Tov ®ivduvo veo-
eppovitopevov T2DM.#
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SUUTEQOOUOTIRA, AROUOL KL OV TOL «TTAAOLGTEQO»
avtmeQroowd gpdopoxa. (dnh. drovenmrd xon f-avao-
Toheig) eugavitovior va avEdvouy tov ®ivouvo yLa
T2DM &vd oL «VeDTEQOL» TTORAYOVTES EXOVV EITE O
ovdétepn emidpaon (CCBs) elte uewwvouv tov vivouvo
(avaotoleic ACE »zow ARB), dev elvan €€ ohoxhjpou
OOpES €AV O CUVOVOUOUEVOS UE TNV AVTLUTEQTOUOLRY
aywyn T2DM avEdver tov CVD xivouvo. Ta meuoos-
TeQQ oToLy el Tpoteivouy 6L 0 T2DM mov avortiooe-
ToL ®OTA T OLAQXELD TNS AVTIVTTEQTOOLXNG BeQameiag
€xeL €vav duouevn avtixTumo alhd oTenTovvToL ROAd
oyxedloouéves uelEteg e ueydahovg aBpovs aobevav
%L, LOLAUTEQQL, UE LOXQOYQOVLOL TTALQOXOAOTVENON YLl VOL
OLEVUXQLVLOTOUV Ol ETUTTMOELS TOVU VEOEUPAVLEOUEVOV
T2DM 7100 GUVOEOVTOL UE TV CVTLUTTEQTAOLXY] ALYWY].
"Ewg 6tov 1o o oapn otoyeta eivar dwabéoua, to
dLovENTLRA %Ol Ol B-avOOTOAELS, LOLOITEQM OTLS VYT)-
AEg 000€ELC Ol OL CUVOVALOUOL TOVG, TTQETEL VAL ELVOlL
o Begameion devTEENS YOAUUS OTOVG aoBeveis ne
7EooTTTIRY NoxEoU iov xow vPNAS xivduvo yio T2DM
(7. uéong nhniog vrtegtaorol aobevels, petafolnd
otvdpouo).

AnAwaon oUuykpouans CUUPEPOVTWV

Avto to dpBpo ovvtaEng yodgtnxke aveEAQTNTA RO
nopud emyeionom 1 6yavo SV 10 VITOOTOLEE OLHOVO-
mxd. Megurol ammd Toug ouviaxteg €xovv mapevedel
oe ovvédpela, €dmoay dLoLEEELS naL €xouv ouppeTd-
O)eL 0€ OUUPOVAEVTIHES ETITQOTES 1] UENETES TTOV VITO-
omEiCovron ot Tig dLAPOEES PAQUAKOPLOUNYAVIES.
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