Zwvtog pe to AwaBntn: H putikn dtatpodn wc topat.
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OEUATIKEC EVOTNTEC

e H avayyeAia Stayvwong tou AtaBATn Kal otn CUVEXELA...
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SLaTPOPIKA MPOTUTIA, XAPAKTNP LOT LKA
npoAnyn AtaBntn tumou 2
Bepareia / yAukautkr pOuLon
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OEUATIKEC EVOTNTEC

e H avayyeAia Stayvwong tou AtaBATn Kal otn CUVEXELA...
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To «taidt {wn¢» tou atopov pe Awafntn

¥

et

------- Awayvwon

: Q¢ voonua, avanopevukta Snuiovpyei
v aiodnon anwA&Lag tng IPon yoUuuE VNG
| Kataotaong vyeiag.
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To «ta&idt Lwng» Tou atopov pe AwaBitn

do6Bog ABefaidtnTa
Evoxn Q

Atavvwon

Q¢ xpovio véonua avanopeukta Snut-
oupyei tnv aio9non e HovVIYNG amwWAELOG rnq
| mponyoUuEVNG KATATTAONG UYELAS. :

* Ta otadla tou "MEVOoug” amoteAoUV Koo TPOTO
avtidpaong moAAwv avBpwnwy, OXL OUWE OAWV.

=  Oplopévol BLVOUV KATOLAL OO QUTA, EVW
KAroLot AAAOL KavEvaL.

= O xpovog molkiAeL: amo Alyo pOvo AemTd Kol WPEG
€W LAVEC N akopn va pn oAokAnpwBouv moté

Awantpaypateuon

KatabAwyn

Anodoyxn
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To «tatidt Iwneg» Tou atopov pe Awafntn

I devvwon Q @ Y

Q¢ xpovio avanopevkra Snutoupyei
) Jl'
i

™MV aiodnon tng uoviyung anwAeLag ¢ npon-
| yoUuEVN ¢ KaTdaTaong uyeiag.

= O &lapntng “mailel” pe ta ouvalodnuata. Eival pua mabnon, moulepdaviletat anotopa
KOl N TTOPELaL TOV €lval LaKpd Ko artpOBAETTn.

* Heudavion tng vooou amoteAel yla tov idLo kal Toug Skouc Tou pia TPOKAnaon,
otnv omolav koAolvtal vo avtartokplBouv, o€ oAAA emtimeda.
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ZUOTOTIKA EVOC OLTTOTEAECUATIKOU TIPOYPAUOTOC
Sraxeipionc tov Awafnitn

5

Awkia n
EVEOLUEG AYWYEG

NapéuPoon otov tpomno (WNG:
to OepéAo onoltaodnnote Oeparneiac oto Atafntn

h ths—wé

duowkn Npotuno

SpaotnplotnTa Satpodng

Wadden. Med Clin North Am. 2000;84:441. Stumbo. Surg Clin North Am. 2005;85:703.
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http://www.clinicaloptions.com/

oto ypadeio Tou
yLatpou

Evtatikomoinon tng aAAayng tpomov (wWNG ylo TV
ETMUTEVEN TWV EEATOMLKEUUEVWV OTOXWV

ALETILOTNHOVLKA
Sounpéva
TPOYP AUHATO

JupPBouAEc amo

Sloutodoyo ESTOMLKEU EVOL

, Sounuéva

, , Epropka TPOYPAPPATOL PE

ATAEG ou p.Bou)'\sq doun ueva YWOLOVE TOV YLaTpd
yla anwAela Bapou T(POYP AL LOTAL

MpoypAappota oo
Internet i BLBALa
avtofonBelag

pro.aace.com/sites/default/files/2018-11/3.1.lifestyle-intervention.pdf.
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OEUATIKEC EVOTNTEC

Qutikn Statpodn:
—  SLaTpo KA IPOTUTIA, XAPOKTNP LOTIKA
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H putikn Swatpodny we iapa

OL TPWTEC VP ATTTEG LOPTUPLEG yLa T xprion GpuTLKAG dtatpod g
XpovoAoyeitat ano tnv apxatotnta (~500m.X.).

O nudayopstot tn¢ apyaioag EAAadac, mpotipoloav Slotpodkolg
KOVOVEG TIOU QTEKAELAV TO KPEaG KaBwG emiong Kot ol Boud1oTEC KaL oL
LV OULOTEC.

EurJ Nutr. 2017
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https://el.wikipedia.org/wiki/%CE%A0%CF%85%CE%B8%CE%B1%CE%B3%CF%8C%CF%81%CE%B5%CE%B9%CE%BF%CE%B9_%CF%86%CE%B9%CE%BB%CF%8C%CF%83%CE%BF%CF%86%CE%BF%CE%B9

Qutodayia: Atatpodn Bactopévn oe PUTIKA TPOP LA

O toAAoi tunol putopaywv
- 3 &= @ = “B

- Red meat - Poultry = Seafood - Eggs § Dairy ;' Plants Buys

: : : Ieather/‘Fur
Flexitarian> V v V : v V
v
v

w.'
H
H
H
H
H
H
H
H
H
[TTETTETE.

(((((((

Pescatarian : V

Lacto-Ovo
Vegetarian

Lacto- :
Vegetarian

Ovo- :
Vegetarian -

Fully-plant
based :

Vegan

(K
((((((((

*Sometimes called semi-vegetarian and/or part-time vegetarian.



T etval pua Qutikn (vegan) dtatpodn;

Mua Statpodikn emdoyr anokAELGLOU

TWV NPOoioVIWV {WLKNG MPOEAEUONG.
Ot vegans eV kaTtavoAWVOUV:

Kpéag

Wapt, Oalaoowva

MouAep ka

I AAQKTOKOULKA TtpoiovTa

Avya

AN Tt OIOVTA TIOU TIP 0EPXOVTAL

ano {wa

MéAL

ANENENENENEN

(\

EmuAéyouv putika tpodLpa Onwge:

Dpouta: MrAa, TopTokdALa, PItavAves, avavds, paouleg kot oA A dAAa
Aoyavika: Mmpoko)o, oTtavaKl, Kapota, Kouvourtisia, koAokuBdkia,
VTOUATEG, ayyoUupla K.4.

MNPWTEIVEG: 36yLa (oe popdr) TOPOU, cdylac, KAL), pacdia, Gakés, Kvoa,
KapLSLa, KoL apuySalia.

ANUNTPLOKA: Bpw N, otdpt oAKAG oAEcEwS, pUTOYKODPETEG K.OL.

Dutikd yaAoto: ApuysdAou, ooylag, kapusag, pullol Kot BpwHNG
ZUMOPKA: Mokapdvia oA KRG 0AEGEWG KAl VOUVTAG.

Dutikd Aadia: Eratorado, nAtélato, kapldac, Kot afokavTo.

AN rtpoiovta tou Sev neptAapBavouv {wIKA CUCTOTIKA, 6niw¢ vegan
WITEPYKEP, Vegan nuggets, KLLAG o oyLaG (avtl yia KpEaTog)

Zuyva, n vegan diatpodn ermAéyetal yia Adyoug uyeiag aAAd Ko avnouxiog ylo tTnv Eunpepia

Twv {wwvV Kat Tto epLBaiiov.
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2ZNMUOVTLKA OPEMTIKA CUCTATIKA TTou AapBavovtal
arno pa putikn (vegan) dratpodn:

MNpwTteiveg

QUTIKEG iveg

2iénpog

AcBéatio

Bitapivn B12
Quéya-3 Aumapd otga
Brrapivn C

QOUAAKO 08U

Brtapivn K

EmtiAéyovral kaBbnpueptva mokiAia eldwv armo OAeC TG BaolKEG OpAd £
dUTLKWV TPOod iLwWV: oLTNPaA, 00T LA, AdXAVLKA, ENpoUG KaPToUg Kot
omopoug, dpouta, PUTLKA EAalLa.

KaAuPin Twv KabnUep VWV avVayKwy O EVEPYELA KOL TP WTEVN.
Aqdn mpwrtelvwy oe 4-6 yevpata.

OL vegan ouvtay£g e€aodalicouv katdAAnAoug cuvouacopolg
TMPWTEIVWV Lo LEYLOTN amoppOdnon Bp EMTIKWY CUCTATLKWV.

Emapkela o Bitapivn B12, oidnpo kat acPfEotio.
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Mua kKaAd oxedraopévn putikn (vegan) dwatpodn

: - : Anoute{ MPOOEKTIKO OXeSLAOUO yLa va amodeuxBeil n ENAewn
Mropel va mapéxel OAa Ta amapaitnta
OPLOUEVWVY BPETTIKWY CUCTATIKWY OMWG: Brrapivn B12,

BPEMTIKA CUOTATIKA, IOV XpELalovtal ol avBp wrol

. : MpwTteiveg, oidnpog kot aoBEoTio.
yla va SLatnprioouv Jia uyLi Kai
, . Oplopévol vegan eVOEXOUEV WG VAL XPELOLOTOUV OUUTIANPWULOTO
Looppomnuévn Lwn.
yla va KoAU Pouv QUTEG TIG AVAYKEG.

18



OEUATIKEC EVOTNTEC

e  OQutkn datpodn:

— mpoAnyYn Awafrtn tumou 2
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Processed and Unprocessed Red Meat Consumption and Risk for Type
2 Diabetes Mellitus: An Updated Meta-Analysis of Cohort Studies

by Rui Zhang ' & Jialin Fu2 & Justin B. Moore 342 82 | ee Stoner® &

* Je oUYKPLON ME TNV opada tng xapnAdtepng mpooAndng, T6oo n
vPnAn katavalwon PRM (RR = 1,27, 95% Cl = 1,15-1,40) 600 kaln
URM (RR = 1,15, 95% Cl = 1,08-1,23) av{noav tn cuyvotnta
gudpaviong 2A2.

H pelwon T katavaAwaong KOKKIVOU KpEaTog Ba mpemeL va
SlepeuvnBel wg otd)oC yLa mMpwToBouAieg poAndng tou XA2.

£TTECEPYAOPEVOU KOKKIVOU KpéaTog (PRM)
un emegepyaopévou KOkkivou kpEatog (URM)

and Rui Li 2" &

— Best fitting cubic spline
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Int. J. Environ. Res. Fublic Health 2021

— Best filting cubic spline
51 -- 95%cCl
4-
& 31
o e
1_—.“-9"“-—-"—"_ __________________

0o 20 4 6 8 100(9
Processed red meat intake (female)

1 — Best fitting cubic spline J
==+ 95% CI ’:'

0 100 200 300 400 500(g)
Unprocessed red meat intake (female)

M



Original Research Article

Red meat intake and risk of type 2 diabetes
in a prospective cohort study of United

States females and males

* n:216.695 (81% yuvaikeg) ano tn Melétn NoonAsutwy
Yyeiag.

H peA€tn umtootnpilel TIg TPEXOVOEC SLATPOPLKEG
OUOCTAOELG VLA TOV TIEPLOPLOUO TNG KATAVAAWGCNG
KOKKLVOU KPEQTOG
Kol
TOVI{eL TN oA TwV SLAPOPETIKWY EVAANAKTIKWY
TINYWV MPWTEvNG yLa TNV mpoAnyn tou A2

The American Journal of Clinical Nutrition
Volume 118, Issue 6, December 2023, Pages 1153-1163

Hazard Ratio (95% CI)

20 020040 040-0.60 0.60-0.30 0.80-1.00 1.00-1.20 1.20-140
Total red meat (servings/day)

®

Hazard Ratio (95% CI)

Pl vens < 0.001

140 >140 'Flla:-:ewz 020040 0.40-0.
Processed red meat (servings/day)

ETTECEPYATUEVOU KOKKIVOU KpEaTOg (PRM)
JN TEEEPYOOPEVOU KOKKIVOU KpEaTog (URM)

9 174 Medan009 028 048 087 089 1M 1M

60 060080 0.80-100 1.00-120 12014

Hazard Ratio (95% CI)

172 Median), 032 051
»140 Range<020 0.2 I

Pinearreng < 0.001

69 083 109 129 16
80100 1.00-120 1204140 >14

0.20-0.40 0.40-0.60 0.60-0.80 0.80-1.04
Unprocessed red meat (servings/day)
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Summary of meta-analyses of prospective cohort studies
on food and beverage intake and type 2 diabetes

Foods # of cohorts
Processed red meat?’ 9 ¥
Unprocessed red meat?’ 9
Fish / seafood!’ 13 ' i
H katavaAwon tpodwv pe MoAAEG Be puideg, White rice?” 7 i
) ) Green leafy vegetables?® 4 =
OUUTIEPLAAUBAVOUEVWY TWV AT GOUVT, TWV KPEATWV Kal it ool vkl . —a—
, , , , , —a—
M WV W KWV ATTwY, TwV EEALPETLKA ETTECE PYAOUEV WV Dairy products®! 6
Whole grains? 10
SNUNTP LKWV KoL TWV TTOTWV UE {axopn, MoTEVETOL OTL
Stadpapartifouv kpiowo péAo ota avavoueva Sugar-sweetened beverages™ 8
Sugar-sweetend beverages’ 8 European
nocoota dtapntn tumou 2
Alcohol (men)* 15 e
Alcohol (women)® 14 [
Decaffeinated coffee*! 1 I
Total coffeet! 28 -

0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2 14 1.6 1.8
RR (95% CI)

M



Meats, Processed Meats, Obesity, Weight
Gain and Occurrence of Diabetes among Adults:  AnnNutr Metab 2008
Findings from Adventist Health Studies

H 17€Tr¢ cuppopdwaon oe pia Slatta mtou meptA\apB ave Variable Age-sex adjusted' Age, sex, BMI adjustedz
Touldxlotov eBdopadiaia tpdoAnPn KPEATOG CUCKETIOTNKE n
He avénon 74% (OR: 1,74) o€ mBavOTNTEC EPPAVIONG OR  95%Cl OR 9%l

SLaPBntn og oUYKPLON LE TN LOKPOXPOVLA THPNON HLOG

xoptodayikng dratpodng (Lndevikn mpocAndn kpeatog).

Long-term vegetarian’ 100 referent 100 referent
oy ' 4 ’ =
H GUGXETLON HETPLAOTKE GG TODE JEWE WETA artd Long-term occasional med intake’ 100 040-253 091 036-234
OTATLOTIKN TTPpocapuoyn yla aAAayr Bapoug kat Bapouc. Long-term non-vegetarlan' 1.36-2.22 1.} 1.03-1.75

! Multivariate logistic regression model adjusting for age and sex.

? Multivariate logistic regression model adjusting for age, sex and BMI.

* Participants who identified themselves as eating no meat in both 1960 and 1976,

# Participants who identified themselves as eating meat less than once per week in 1960 and meat intake
in 1976.

* Participants who identified themselves as eating meat once or more per week in both 1960 and 197.



Vegetarian diets and incidence of diabetes in the Adventist Health Study-2

S Tonstad ', K Stewart 2, K Oda °, M Batech °, RP Herring ?, GE Fraser

1.2

Metafu 41.387 atopwv rou mapakohouBnOnkav yia d0o | ittt Iy A

XpOvla, LETA TNV tpocappoyn yio BMI kat aAAeg 08

HeTaPANnTEG, £6€Lée OTL OL vegan gixav dpapatikd {
XapnAotepo Kivéuvo va avantvouv Stapntn tumou 2 os 06

oUYKPLON LE TOUG N XopTodAyoug S

(OR: 0,381; 95% Cl: 0,236-0,617 ). [14] '

Odds ratio

0.2

W Lacto-ovo  Pesco- Semi- Non-
vegetarian vegetarian vegetarian yegetarian

Odds ratios with 95% confidence intervals forincident diabetes by dietary group
adjusted for age, BM], ethnicity, gender, educational level, income, TV watching,
sleep, alcohol, physical activity and cigarette smoking.

Nutr Metab Cardiovasc Dis. 2014
24



Type of Vegetarian Diet, Body Weight, and

Prevalence of Type 2 Diabetes

* n:~61000

RESULTS — \ean BM wzs lowest in vegans (23,6 ko/m?) and incrementally higher in lacto-
ovo vegetarians (25.7 kg/mz), pesco-vegetarians (26.3 kg/mz), semi-vegetarians (7.3 kg/mlj,
and nonvegetarians (28 8 ke/m?). Prevalence of type 2 diabetes increased from 2.9% in vegans

Table 2—Unadjusted prevalence of type 2 diabetes and distribution of nondietary variables according to diet

Diabetes Care 32:791-796, 2009

to 7.6% in nonvegetarians; the prevalence was intermediate in participants consuming lacto-ovo

CONCLUSIONS — The main hinding

was that vegan and lacto-ovo vegetarian di-
ets were associated with a nearly one-half
reduction in risk of type 2 diabetes com-
pared with the risk associated with nonveg-
etarian diets after adjustment for a number
of socioceconomic and lifestyle factors, as
well as low BMI, that are typically associated

with vegetarianism. Pesco- and semi-
. . - . S N

Lacto-ovo Pesco- Semi-
Vegan vegelarian vegelarian vegetarian Nonvegetarian P
Al 2711 IVEN S R17 85 213 761
Type 2 disbetes 29 32 48 6. (6 <ol
AgETTyEdrs SN T Jo.l Z1%.1 L2130 A0 2150 1Y 210 V.U
Female 60.1 62.3 65.9 65.7 632 <0.0001
ack 99 123 349 150

B (kg @hziD) BI:51 W32 W3zST

<0000]
CB86D <0000

Diet
Vegan vs. nonvegetarian 0.51 (0.40-0.66)
Lacto-ove vegetarian vs. nonvegetarian 0.54 (0.49-0.60)
Pesco-vegetarian vs, nonvegetarian 0.70 (0.61-0.80)
Semi-vegetarian vs, nonvegetarian 0.76 (0.65-0.90)

0.32 (0.25-0.41)
0.43 (0.39-047)
0.56 (0.49-0.64)
0.69 (0.59-0.81)

*Adjusted for all factors. TAdjusted for all factors except BML OR, odds ratio.
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Tpodua Kat BpemTikd cuoTATIKA TNG GUTIKAC dlatag

I TPELG NUEPNOLEG
pepidec dSnuntplakwyv
oAk ¢ aAéoewg RR 0,68

EurJ Epidemiol 2013

Ol iveg dnunTploKwy
daivetal va sivat 16Lai-
TEPO TIPOOTATE UTLKES

EVaVTL Tou 2A2
Diabetologia 2015

DOpouTa KaL Ao VLKA ,
otaduAla Kal pAAa, Exouv
ouvbeBel pe xaunAotepa
noooota dapntn Eur J Clin
Nutr 2012, BMJ 2013

Kokkwo kpéag kot ZA2:
RR1,13-1,19/100 g/ nu
& yla enefepyaopévo:
1,19-1,51/50 g/nu
Metabolism 2015

Ta 6ompla BeAtiwvouv
Vv IA KoL tpooTaTtEUOUV
amno to M2
BrJ Nutr 2002, EurJ Clin

Nutr 2015

Ot LwIKEC TIPWTEIVEC Kall
ta {wwka Aimn ocuvdéo-
vtat pe emideivwon g

IA kat gpndavion 2A2. PLoS
Med 2016, Diabetes Care 2010

IntJ Environ Res and Public Health 2022 19 (14):8677

H peyaAltepn Katd-
vaAwon Enpwv Kapmwv
OUCXETLOTNKE LLE XOUN-

AOtepo Kivbuvo IA
Lancet 2014

Ytnv EAAada (65-100 eTwv),
avénon 5% tng pooAnying
TPWTEVNC oo KPEC Kall

TPoloVTa KPEOTOG CUOXETI-
otnKke Le 34% pHeyaAUTEPN
mbavotnta ZA2. Lancet 1955
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OEUATIKES EVOTNTEC

Qutikn Statpodn:

—  Bepareia / yAukawkr puduion
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A low-fat vegan diet and a conventional diabetes diet
in the treatment of type 2 diabetes: a randomized, Am J Clin Nutr. 2009
controlled, 74-wk clinical trial

* 11 RCT oe StaBntikoug acBeveic mou EAaPav amokAelotika ¢uTiki (vegan) Siatta 85 -
vs plat cupBatikn Statta mou Baoiletal ot odnyieg ADA.
10% tng evépyelag and Alrog, 15% amo mpwteiveg ko 75% amo uSatavOpakeg
* FU74¢eBbéopadeg 8.0 4
MNapatetapévn Kot looduvapn anwAela Bapoug kat oTig SUo o /}
opadeg, aAAA umipée onpavtikn pueiwon tng HbAlc katd -0,40% Prc O8) 751
otnv opada vegan évavtl +0,01 otnv opdada ADA
7.0 4 -»- Conventional
EmutAéov, umtipée onUAVTLKN PELWON TNG OALKNC XOANOTEPOANG &= Vegan
(-20,4 mg/dL évavtL -6,8 mg/dL) kat tn¢ LDL xoAnotepoAng (-13,5 65
’ 0 11 22 35 48 61 74

mg/dL évavtL -3,4 mg/dL) otoug vegan évavtL tng ADA Slatra,
avtiotola.

Weeks

28



Vegetarian diets and glycemic control in diabetes: a systematic review

.
and mEta-analySIS Cardiovasc Diagn Ther. 2014
Study name Subgroup within study Comparison  OQutcome Statistics for each study Difference in means and 5% CI
Ditterence  Lower Upper
in means it mit  pValue
Ferdowsaan et al, 2010 | low fat vegan ommwvorous  HAlC 0100 1 543 0143 0104
Mshaetd 2013 | lowlat vegan ommvorous  HBANC 0700 4210 0190 0007 -l
Bamard ot o 2009 low fat vegan ACA HoAlc 0410 0782 00% 0031
Ncholson et al, 1988 | low fat vegan Jow fat HbAlC 0 400 20M 124 0633
Kahieova et al | 2011 lacto vegetarian diabetic et~ HbAIc 0 080 {489 0309 0658
0621 0162 0001

Inuavtikn petwon ¢ HbAlc katda 0,39%

o€ oUyKpLoN UE TLG Slalteg eAéyxou

.00

4% 0.00 150

300

Favours Vegetarian Diets  Favours Comparison Diets
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Vegetarian diets and glycemic control in diabetes: a systematic review

Cardiovasc Diagn Ther. 2014

Difterence
N means

1m
0440
042
0000

d meta-analysis

Study name Subgroup within study  Comparison  Outcome

Nicholson et o 1699 | low fal vegan fow fal Fasting glucose

de Meflo et o 2006 | lactoono kow proten oennivorous | Fasting gucose

Bamardetal 2009 | low fal vegan ADA Fastng ghicose

Kahleova et al, 2011 lacto vegetanan dabetc diet Fasting glucose
—

0 358

Statistics for each study

Lower  Upper
limnit linit
4552 1012
2405 15%
1400 050
118 1186
10 030

OL xopTo@ayikég Siarteg petwvouy ta enimeda HbA1c,

VTIOSNAWVOVTAG OTL LTTOPEL VU ELVAL EVEPYETIKEG YL TNV TTPOANYPT KAt

™ Stayeiprlon Tov Safiytn Timov 2.

p-value
0212
0662
D401
1000
030

Difference In means and 965 Ci

.00 250 o 150 $.00

Favours Vegetarian Diets  Favours Comparison Diets

30



Dietary Patterns Emphasizing the Consumption of Adv Nutr 2019
Plant Foods in the Management of Type 2 Diabetes:
A Narrative Review

Mean change %, 95% CIin HbAlc

2e 5RCTs
)

Study, Reference Vegan diet,|n Control diet,n Weight % Mean change % [95% CI] Mean change %, 95% CIin HbAlc
Nicholson et al. (16) 7 4 54 -0.10 [-0.84, 0.64] —
Banard et d. (17) 49 50 116 -0.20 [-0.70, 0.30] —_—
Ferdowsian et a. (18) 68 45 1.5 0.00 [-1.40, 1.40]
Mishra et al. (19) 21 22 18.1 -0.68 [-1.08, -0.28] —a
Lee et al. (20) 46 47 63.4 -0.40 [0.62, -0.18]

Total (95%CI) 191 168 100.00% D.SB, -0.23]
L Il

Heterogeneity: Chi? = 3.38, df = 4 (P = 0.50); I* = 0%

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.61 (P < 0.00001) -2 -
Favors vegan Diets Favors control Diets

H-@‘

0 1 2
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EvuepyeTikd cuotatika tnG PuTtikng dratpodpng

SFAs

YSatavOpakeg Kot GUTIKEC (VEC

PUFAs

MUFA

MoAudavoleg

GLUT4, petagopéag yAukoln g tuTov 4.

AAay€G 0Tn oUVBEON TNG KUTTOPLIKAG LEUBPAVNG

Aléyepon mapaywyng WVKPETIVNG, avaoTOAN a-auAdonc, o-yAukooLldaonc,
Amaong kot SumentduAkng mentidaong 4, avénon Twv urtodoxeéwv GLUT4,
uetwon tng dAeypovrg

AvaoTtoAn YAUKOAUONG KoL ALTIOYEVEDN G, LElWON 0EEWBWTIKOU OTPEC Kol
dAeypovng.

Alatipnon umtodoxéwv GLUT4. Aléyepon mapaywyng LVKPETvNG

AvaoToAN TNG 0-0UAAONG KOl TNG 0-yAUKooLSAoNG, auEnon Twv UTIOSOXE WV
GLUT4, auénpévn mpdoAndn yAukolng

32



Effect of a Dietary Intervention on Insulin
Requirements and Glycemic Control in Type 1
Diabetes: A 12-Week Randomized Clinical Trial

Clin Diabetes 2024
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AMQYEG 0TN GUVOALKN NUEPN Ol OGN LVGOUALVNG AMayég otnv evatoBnaoia otnv veoulivn

H oAtk xoAnotepoAn pewwbdnke katd 32,3 mg/dL otnv opdda wv vegan ( P <0,001
H xoAnotepoAn LDL pewwdnke kotd 18,6 mg/dL otnv opdda vegan ( P <0,001)
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Review

Vegetarian and Vegan Dietary Patterns to Treat Adult Type 2 Diabetes:
A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Randomized Advances in Nutrition 15 (2024)
Controlled Trials

BMI

Intervention Comparison
Study, Year N Mean SD N Mean SD Mean Difference (MD) Weight MD, 95% CI
Lacto-ovo Vegetarian E
Kahleova et al, 2011 37 -218 2086 37 098 157 —e 3 18.78% -1.20[-2.03, -0.37]
Random Effects Model for Subgroup (Q =000, df=0. p= 1.00. I = 0.0%) ——eEBEoe—— -1.20 [-2.03, -0.37]
Vegan ,
Barnard et al, 2009 49 -16 21 50 -11 212 ———— 18.83% -0.50[-1.33, 0.33]
Bamnard et al , 2018 19 23 174 21 -15 09 e - 18.22% -0.80[-1.67, 0.07]
Bunner et al , 2015 17 24 15 17 02 12 - i 17.60% -220[-3.11,-1.29]
Lee et al, 2016 46 05 09 47 01 086 - 26.56% -040[-0.71,-0.09]
Random Effects Model for Subgroup (Q = 1363, df = 3. p = 0.00. I = 78.0%) @ .0.91 [-1.66, -0.17]
Random Effects Model (Q = 1545 df=4. p=000. I° = 74 1%)
———ea@Ee— 100% -0.96 [-1.58, -0.34)
r T T T T L}
-3 -15 05
Favors Intervention Favors Companson
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Effects of vegan diet on risk factors for chronic degenerative diseases in case-
control studies, expressed as weighted mean difference (WMD).

- ]

Qutcome N studies Vegans (n) Omnivores (n) WMD 95% Cl P value
BMI (kg/m?) 19 8376 123 292 -1.72 -221t0-1.22 <0.0001
Total cholesterol (mg/dL) 19 1272 12213 —-31.02 —34.82to —27.21 <0.0001
LDL-cholesterol (mg/dL) 13 728 11670 —-2287 —29.92 to —15.82 <0.0001
HDL-cholesterol (mg/dL) 15 1175 12114 —1.54 —2.96t0 —0.12 0.61
Triglycerides (mg/dL) 13 483 10110 -935 —20.28 to 1.57 0.09
Blood glucose (mg/dL) 4 83 125 —6.38 —12.35to —0.41 0.04

BMI: body mass index; To convert mmol/L cholesterol to mg/dL, we multiplied mmol/L by 38.67. To convert mmol/L triglyceride to mg/dL, we multiplied mmol/L by
88.57. To convert mmol/L blood glucose to mg/dL, we multiplied mmol/L by 18.

CRITICAL REVIEWS IN FOOD SCIENCE AND NUTRITION 2017
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Review

Vegetarian and Vegan Dietary Patterns to Treat Adult Type 2 Diabetes:
A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Randomized

. Advances in Nutrition 15 (2024)
Controlled Trials

LDL xoAnotepoAn

Intervention Comparison
Study, Year N Mean SD N Mean SD Mean Difference (MD) Weight MD, 95% CI
Lacro-ovo Vegetarian i
Barnard et al, 2018 13 1191406 16 -12.714.4 k - i 25.15% 0.80[-9.60, 11.20]
Random Effects Model for Subgroup (Q = 0.00, df =0, p= 1.00 r =0.0%) | e—— -1.16 [-13.15, 10.82]
Vegan
Bunner et al, 2015 17 -78 289 17 04 21 9.44% -B.20[-25.18, B.T8]
Kahleova et al, 2011 3T -6.5T426.3 37 541263 ¢ - 1 18.95% -1.16[-13.15, 10.82]
Barnard et al, 2009 49 .135 301 49 .94 315 ¢ - ¥ 4 18.29% -4.10 [-16.30, 8.10]
Lee et al, 2016 46 -28 178 4T -1 293 - 28.17% -1.80[-11.63, 8.03)
Random Effects Model for Subgroup (Q = 0.90. df = 3_p = 0 83 I° = 0.0%) <—-;-—-> -2.26 [ -8.05, 3.54]

Random Effects Model (Q = 0.92, df = 4, p = 0.92; F = 0.0%) i
—eE— 100% -2.05[-7.27, 3.17)
I | T T T | 1
25 20 15 10 5 0 &
Fawvors intervention Favors Comparison
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KapdLayyeLaka VOor Lot KOl TTapAYOVTES KLvOUVOU

H unéptaon eival onuavtt-
KA xaunAOTEPN O OCOUG
akoAouBouv dutikeg dlat-
TEG VS MapPpaAywv.
Public Health Nutr 2002

Metafl twv dtadope-
TLKWV GUTLKWV dlatpodwv
ol Slatteg vegan sixav TIg
XOUNAOTEPEG CUYKEVTPW-
O€LG XOANOTEPOANG.

Am J Cardiol 2009

H ¢utiki mpwteivn teivel
VO LELWVEL TNV 0PTNPLAKNA
TIEON, AKOUN KoL OE
NAKLWUEVOUG aoBevelc.
J Hum Hypertens 2008

Ztnv kooptn EPIC-Oxford,
0600l akoAouBouoav
Olatteg vegan eixav
xaunAotepa apo B.
EurJ Clin Nutr 2014

H {wwkn mpwrteivn €xeL amo
Se1xBel o apKeTEC MPOO-
TITIKEG LEAETEG OTL AUEAVEL
Tov Kivduvo unéptaong. Am
J Clin Nutr 2005

dutikn Statpodn eixav
ONLAVTLKEG UELWOELG oTnv CRP
KoL AAAOUG PAEYHOVWEELG
BLobeikteg oL oxeTiOVTOL LUE
TV moxvoopkia vs SlaLteg un
duTknG TpoéAeuang.
Obes Rev 2016

IntJ Environ Res and Public Health 2022 19 (14):8677

OL xoptodayikég dlatteg
€xouv 24 -32% peiwon g
LOXOULULKA G KapSLOKA G VO-

oou Kat Bvnootntag vs
napdayeg dlattec.
Ann Nutr Metab 2012
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Elvaw mAoUolLeg o PUTIKEG Lveg,
OVTLOEELOWTLKA KOl LAy VN OLO, Tal
omola €xouv amodelyBel otL
T(POAYOUV TNV evatcbnola otnv
LVoOUALvVN

OL duTikEg dlarteg teivouv emiong
VoL lval XOUNAEG 0€ KOPEDUEVQL
AUTop @, TEALKA TtpoiovTa
mponyHévng ylukoluAiwong, mou
£€XOUV CUOXETLOTEL U avtioTaon
0TNV LVOOUAivn

Ot puTIkEC SlaLteg

Ot duTtikécg lveg, puBuilouv TV
OTTOKPLON TNG LETOLYEUOTIKNG
YAUKOTNG

Ta emegepyacpéva SnUNTPLAKA
KOlL TOL TIPOCOETA OOKYOPa EXOUV
eniong epmAakel otnv avénon
Bapoug koL oTnVv avtiotoon otnv
LVOOUALvN.

oL pUTIKEC Slatteg Telvouv va
T(POALYOUV TNV aTWAELA BAPOUG
KOlL TN HEelwon TG maxuoapkiag

OL SlaLtnTIKEG iveg €xouv ouvOeBel

LE LELWUEVOUC OEIKTEG
dAsypovng, ol omoiol pmopet
eniong va BeATLWCOULV TV
avtiotaon otnv WooUuAivn

Ol pUTIKEC lveg TTpodyouV ToV
KOPEOUO KOl €(OUV CUOXETLOTEL e
TNV anwAsLa Bapoug, n onola pe

TN OELPA TNG LELWVEL TNV
avtiotaon otV LVGOUAVNG

Ta telika mpoidvra yAukolu-
Alwong €xouv eumAakel otnv
naBoyéEvela Tou Slapntn Tumou 2
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2A2 ko Kapkivog

MnxaviLopoc:

Eridnpuoloyia

O pnxovLIopog cuoxetiong Sev $A2 KoL KOPKIVOC
glval amoAuta SLEUKPLVLOUEVOG, , ;o
aAld ruBavoloyeitatl OtL n avti- EXOUV OUOXETIOTEL HE:
oTaoN OTNV WVOOUALVN KoL N -
UTLEPLWVOOUAVaLULa £XOuV avénuevn katavaAwon
' - UELWHEVN KATAVAAWON
H wvoouAivn kat IGF emnpealouv PUTLKWV VOV
TOV MOAAQTTAQLOLOC PO, TNV . .

; - UELWMEVN UOIKN
dtadopormnoinon koL tnv 8paoTNELOTT
QATOTTWON.

Tooo n maxvoapkia 600 kal
o dtaBnrtng tumou 2
ocuoxetilovtal avegaptnta
HE auénuévo kivéuvo
gUAavion g kakonBsLwv Kat
HE avénuévn Bvnolpotnta.




Meta-Analyses: Diabetes as a Risk Factor for Cancer

TUMOR TYPE NUMBER OF STUDIES RISK (95% CI)

Pancreas 35 cohort RR 194 (1.66-2.27)
Colon and rectum 14 (6 case-control; & cohort) Colon: RR 1.38 (1.26-1.51)
Rectum: RR 1.20(1.09-1.31)

Liver 49 RR22(17-30)
Kidney 9 cohort RR 142 (1.06-1.91)
Bladder 29 cohort RR 1.29 (1.08-1.54)
Breast 39 RR1.27 (1.16-1.39)
Endometrium 16 (13 case-control; 3 cohort) RR2.10(1.75-2.53)

Prostate 19 RR 0.84 (0.76—0.93)
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Review Articles

Evidence of a vegan diet for health benefits and risks — an
umbrella review of meta-analyses of observational and
clinical studies

Elidka Selinger (=), Manuela Neuenschwander (2, Alina Koller, Jan Gojda (=, Tilman Kuhn €, Lukas Schwingshackl &, ...show all

Parnc O09E 0096 | Dohlichad anlina: 16 Ma 3097

Critical Reviews in Food Science and Nutrition, 2023

Z0von oxetkol kwdUvou (SRR) pe 95% Staotnua eptiiotoouvng (Cl) ya
pLa Slatta vegan og cUykplon pe dla Slatta mapgaywyv 6oov agopad ta
amoTeEAEO aTA UyELag.

Mot Tov yeviko vy mMAnBuopd, pia vegan dtawta nrav Ciibsciiie N Study design SRR (95% Cl) 12 CoE

QT OTEAECLATIKNA

* L TAOoNn yla XA NAOTEPO Kivouvo oALKAG BvnaoluotnTag

*  gvoc xapnAdtepou KWvdUVoOU epudavionc Kapkivou Abomes modsilly 2 PC d 0.87(0.75.1.01) 0 e

*  YopnAotepn ApoB

. KiVEUVO KaTOy LATWY Cancer incidence 2 PC -l 0.84 (0.75, 0.95) 0 Low
Diabetes prevalence 4 CcS —_—— 0.79 (0.51, 1.22) 85 Very Low

*  JUVOAIKA 32 UEAETEG TTANPOUCAV TO KPLTPLOL EVTIAENG, OTLG
Fracture incidence 3 PC —— 1.46 (1.03, 2.07) 56 Low

omoieg ocuppeteiyav 14450 dropa.

L4 L4

T
085 1 2
SRR (85% CI)
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Effects of vegan diet on risk factors for chronic degenerative diseases in
case-control studies, expressed as weighted mean difference (WMD).

CRITICAL REVIEWS IN FOOD SCIENCE AND NUTRITION 2017

Qutcome n of studies nof Risk Rato P P het 18
(n of coborts) participants Risk Ratio (95 % Cn %
2 (Random, 95% CI)
Vegetarians

All-cause mortality 507 66018 _.._. 0.94(0.86,1.09 024 <0001 83
Cardiovascular diseases 405 4775 - 0.93(0.86,1.000 007 091 0
OL xoptodayikeg kat vegan dlatteg cuvdeovtal pe b . - - T Ee08) <001 016 35
T[pO otaola evavtl Kap 6 lOlWE LAKWV Kot Cerebrovascular disease 36 43616 — . 0.93(0.78,1.100 039 0.13 44
KQPKWIKWV TaBnoswy; Cancer incidence 209) 38033 - 0.92(0.87,0.98 0002 035 0
Cancer mortality 304 31676 — 0.98(0.86,1.1) 076 024 29
Breast cancer incidence 203 24789 — 0.94 (0.84,1.06 031 054 0
Breast cancer mortality 209 28618 '3 0.94(0.56,1.58) 081 005 62
Colorectal cancer mortality 36 46 368 — 0.90(0.76,1.05y 0.18 052 0
Prostate cancer mortality 2(3) 28618 el 0.90 (0.63,1.29) 056 041 0
Lung cancer mortality 204 27515 —_— 0.86 (0.62,1.19)  0.36 073 0

04 0.6 0.8 100 12 14 16

Protective Harmful

Risk Ratio
(Random, 95% CI)
H vegan dLatpodn daivetal va oxetiletal pe Wagpas

8 P n X H All-cause mortality 2(6) 6301 0.88(0.75,1.02 010 042 0
XAUNAOTEPO TTOCOCTO EUGAVLONG KAPKIVOU Gl 25 71 S 085(075,099 0006 071 0

04 06 08 100 12 14 16

Protective Harmful
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2UUTEpAOLATA

Ta otolyeia piag puTIKAG
Statpodnc elvat e€apetika
wWhEALHA yLa TNV TPOANnYN
KoL Tn Bepameia tou TUMOUL 2
SdafATn.

OL puTikéc Slalteg avTlpeTw-
nilouv oAloTika to SafntTn,
Beparmevovtag Toug mapayo-
VTEC KLV& UVOU OTwE N
mavoapkia, n uméptaon, n
uTtepAutd apio Kat n
dAeypovn.

To TTAEOVEKTI LATA ULOG
Statpodnc pe Baon ta putd
EMEKTEIVOVTAL ETIIONG OTN
pelwon tou kKwvéuvou
Kapkivou.

O NOY npowBouv Siatteg
vPINAOTEPEC O DUTLKEG
TPOdEC WC ATIOTEAEC UATL--
KEG yLoL TNV mPoAnydn Twv
XPOVIWV AoOEVELWV KL TNG
Tlaxuoapkiag, oAAAd Kol TILo
TiepLBAAAOVTIKA BLWOLUEC.
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Ito Swafin wa unawi vegan Swatpodi

Fprivopn mepiAnin

Ol avBpwrot akodouBolv pia vegan Statpodr], n omoia amokAeiel Ta TPOdLUO TTOU TTPOEPXoVTaL armo {wa., yla
TIOAAO UG AOYOUC OTIWG OL TTEP LBOANOVTIKEC ETIITTWOELG, N TTPOOTACi TWV {WWV KAl N VYELa.

Ta CUCTATIKA HLOC UYLELVAG Vegan SLoTpodng, Omwe tal GppouTa, Ta AOXAVIKA Kol Ta SNUNTPLAKA OALKNG AAECEWC,
Umopouv va. Bonbricouv Ta dtopo pe SlaBAtn TUMOU 2 Vo LELWOOUV TA ETINMESO COKXAPOU OTO aipa, va
uroatnpiouv v amwAeLa BAPOUC KAl VAL LELWOOUV TOV KivEUVo KapSLayyeLakwy maOAcewv.

Aev gival 0OAa ta vegan TPOdLUO UYLELWVA, EMOUEVWC TIPOCEETE TIPOOEKTLKA TA Vegan TP oloVTa TTOU TIEPLEXOUV
po6oBeTn {Axopn Kol CUVTNPNTLKA.

Mta uyLelv vegan Slatpodr] Umopel va eivol amoTteAeoaTIKA KoTd tou StaBrtn TUTIOU 2, apKel va TNV KAVETE
owoTa.
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