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OpiocuOg

OaoTteomOpwaon €ival n oKeAETIKA diaTapaxn TTou XapakTtnpiletal atro
XauNAn ootk pala Kal aTmWAEIa TNG MIKPOAPXITEKTOVIKNG TOU
O0TOU, Trou o00nyei o€ aug¢non TNG €&ubBpaucToTNTAG TOU,
TTPOJIABETOVTAC O€ AUENMEVO KivOUVO KATAYUOATOG.

Normal Osteoporotic

© National Osteoporosis Foundation, 2008



Tagivounon oCTEOTTOPWONG

[lowTtoTTabnN¢ 0oTEOTTOPWON
((UOIOAOYIKI CUVETTEIO Ypavong)

* UETEUUNVOTTAUCIAKN
e OXETICOMEVN ME TNV NAIKIC

Acurepotrabne oaTeOTTOPWON

e OTAV £VOAG TTAPAYOVTOC KIVOUVOU €ival ATTOKAEIOTIKA
UTTEUOUVOC VIO TNV AVATITUCN TNG

o 20-35% TV @

© National Osteoporosis Foundation, 2008



AguTEPOTTOONC OCTEOTTOPWON

AAKOOAIONOG
Katrviopa

Evdokpivika aitia (evdoyeving utrepkopTi(oAaipia, uTToyovadiouog,
UTTEPTTAPABUPEOEIDIOUOC, UTTEPOUPEOEIDIONOG, 2A TUTTOU )

[[aOTPEVTEPIKES VOOOI (OUVOPOUO dUCATTOPPOPNONG, PAEYHOVWODEIC VOOOI
EVTEPOU)

|d101TO6rC UTTEPOOBEDTIOUPIA

Xpovia atTTo@POKTIKA TTVEUUOVOTTABEIO

NEUPOMUIKEC VOOOI

AlgaTtoAoyika vooruata (TTOAAATTAOUV HUEAWHA, AIMOPPOPIAIQ, JECOYEIQKD
avaiyia)

2UOTNUATIKES TTABNOEIC (pEUMATOEIONG apOpPiTIdA, KOKONBEIES)

PapUAKEUTIKA aiTIa (KOPTIKOEION, AVTITINKTIKA, BUPEOEIDIKEC OPUOVEC,
XNMEIOOEPATTEUTIKA)

N Engl J Med 2008; 358: 1474-1482



AOMH TH2 NAPOYZzIAZHZ

e OpiouoC-TaCIivOUNON

o ETIONUIOAOYIC

* [laBouaioAoyia

o AIOQYVWOTIKN TTPOCEYYION
o KatayuaTiKOC KivOuvocg

o Oegpartreia



ETIOnUIOAOYIKA OTOIXEIO

10 ekaToppUpIa AJEPIKAVOI TTAOXOUV ATTO
OOTEOTTOPWON, 34 EKATOMMUPIA ATTO XAUNAN OCTIKN
pada

1,5 EKATOUUUPIO OOTEOTTOPWTIKA KATAYUATA/ETOC =
£TNOI0 KOOTOC 18 dIC doAdpIa

21NV EAAGOQ 19,2% TWV PETEUUNVOTTAUCIOKWY
YUVAIKWYV €Xouv ooTeottopwon OM2.2

1/3 Q ka1 1/9 & >80 eTwv Ba uttooTei £va # 10xiou oTN
(wn Tou (15-20% 6a kataAncel)

© National Osteoporosis Foundation, 2008

*Aupitng . Ooteommépwon. ABriva: Press Line,
1996:104.



AvOpPIKN OOTEOTTOPWON-
EmidnuioAoyika oTolxeia

20% Twv aoBevwyv e ooteomméopwaon oTi¢ H.IM.A. gival & (-2
EKATOMUUPIO)

30-40% TWV 00TEOTTOPWTIKWY KATAYUATWY cupBaivouv g &

10 3-6% TwV & dvw Twv 50 £TWV TTACXEI ATTO 0OTEOTTOPWON,
eV 10 28-47% atrd ooTeOTTEVIA

O kivduvoc katdypaTtog Katé 1n didpkeia TS (wAS oToug &
gival 13-30%

2-3mAdoIa BvnTéTNTa O€ & PE KATAYUA I0XI0U aTTO TIG
QVTIOTOIXEC @

J Bone Miner Res 2007;22:465-475
JAMA 2001;301:513-521
Osteoporos Int 1999; 10-73-78



AvOpPIKN OOTEOTTOPWON-
EmidnuioAoyika oTolxeia

o AIQQOPEC OTNV ETTITITWON TWV KATAYUATWY
avaAoya e TN QUAR/eBvIKOTNTA

o XapnAOTEPA TTOOCOOTA OTOUG MAUPOUC Kal ACIATEC
« Avaloyia 3/9: 3-4/1 (Kaukdaiol), 1/1 Acidreg

o Ala@opEc avaAoya Pe TNV NAIKia
e 21NV TTAIBIKA-£PNPIKA NAIKIa ocuxvoTEPa GTOUS & (TTEPIPEPIKG)
o MeTd Tn pnEoN NAIKIA, TO OCTEOTTOPWTIKA # OUXVOTEPQ OTIC €

o 27N peTETTEITA WN, paydaia aucnon kal oTa 2 QUAa (1 dekacTia
ApYOTEPO OTOUG AVOPEC)

Int J Epidemiol 1998; 27. 860—865
Osteoporos Int 1991; 1: 232-241



Osteoporosis in U.S. Women and Men

WOMEN

MEN

Average Age of Onset

65 years

/5 years

Lifetime Incidence of
Osteoporotic Fracture

25%

13%

Fraction of Hip Fractures
Due to Osteoporosis

70%

30%

Criteria Used to Diagnose

T=<-250r
Fragility
Fracture

T<-2.50r
Fragility
Fracture

Data from Burge et al., 2007

J Bone Miner Res 2007 Mar;22(3):465-75




2UXVOTEPEC BECEIC KATAYHATWY

Common sites
of fracture

Hip fracture kl

fracture

Vertebrae
fracture

55%
Elsewhere

Osteoporos Int 2006;17:1726-1733



2UXVOTEPEC BECEIC KATAYHATWY

Common |
of fracture

Vertebrae
fracture

55%
Elsewhere

Osteoporos Int 2006;17:1726-1733
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[MTaBouaoioAoyia

e To 00TO atroTeAgiTal ATTd KUTTAPA KAl JECOKUTTAPIA ouaia: opyavika (35%) kai
avopyava (65%) oToixeia.

 To opyavikd UTTOOTPWHPA TOU 00TOU (00TEOEIDEC): KOAAayovo TuTTou | (90%)
Kal 10%: yAukolauIVOYAUKAVEC, OOTEOKAATIVN, OOTEOVEKTIVN, TTPWTEOYAUKAVEG,
AItTidla.

« Ta avopyava AAaTa: MPIKPOKPUOTOAAIKO OUUTIAEypa  aofeoTtiou  Kal
PWOPOPIKWY oTN HopPn Tou udpocuatratitn [Cal0(PO4)6(0OH)2]

*H BEATIOTN AcITOUpyia TOU OKEAETOU dlatnpeiTal Xapn o€ pia ouvexr diadikaaoia
atTodouNONG Kal AvTIKATAOTAONG TOU OCTITN I0TOU (0OTIKA avakaTtaokeur (bone

remodeling).

Calcif Tissue Int 1991;49 Suppl:S11-14.



[MTaBouaoioAoyia

N Growth hormone
Bone remodeling

Increase in insulin-like
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N Engl J Med. 2005 Aug 11;353(6):595-603




Bone Remodeling —
AVOKATOOKEU




[MTaBouaoioAoyia

vOAn autl n avatodikrl povdda TnG OOTIKAC OVOKATOOKEUNRC
ovopadetal Baoikn METAPBOAIKN povada (BMU).

v'YTrohoyiletal OTI UTTAPXOUV TTEPICCOTEPEC ATTO £vVa EKATOUMUPIO
BMU kaBe oTiyun otn {wn Tou eVAAIKO OKEAETOU.

v'H ooTIKA avakataokeur eTnpedleTal atro TTARBoC TTapayoviwy:
Mnxavikeg dUVAUEIG
*TOTTIKOUG XUMIKOUG TTapayovTeg (IL-1, IL-4, IL-6, y-ivieppepovn, TNF)
*OpuoVIKOUG TTapAyovTeG (oloTpoyova, Ttrapabopuodvn, KaAaoitovivn,
Bitapyivn D, avdpoyova, OupeocldIKEGC OPPOVEG, AUENTIK OpuOvn,
KOPTICOAN, IVOOUAIvVN, TTPOAAKTIVN)
o[ EVETIKOUG KOl PUAETIKOUG TTAPAYOVTEG
*AlaTpo®n, aoknon
Pdpuaka

Calcif Tissue Int 1991;49 Suppl:S11-14.



To ocvoTnua RANK/RANKL/OPG- o
ONUAVTIKOTEPOC CUVOETUOC METACU
OOTEOPAACTWY KOl OOTEOKAAOTOYEVEONC




Kopu@aia OoTikn NukvoTnTa
(KOM)

» Eival n yeyioTn oaTIKN TTUKVOTNTA TTOU ETTITUYXAVETAI KATA TN
dlapkela TNS CwN¢

» To 90% emTuyxAveTal KATA TN OIAPKEIA TNC OKEAETIKNG
QAVATITUENG (MEXPI TN OUYKAEION TWV ETTIPUOEWV)-18 €T

» To uttoAoitmo 10% T1a etréueva 15 €1n

» AKoAoubBci kal oTa dUO QUAQ N TTEPIOOOC TNG OOTIKNAG
attwAeiag (nAikia 35-40 £€1n)

Stevenson JC and Lindsay R. Osteoporosis
1998;29-30.



ATro 11 KaBopileTal n KOI

« [ENETIKOI NAPATONTEZ (Maupn @uAn,

LoVOCUYWTIKOI OidUNOI, TTOAUPNOPQIOHOI TOU UTTOOOXEQ
NG Bitapivng D)

* [IEPIBAAAONTIKOI NMAPAT'ONTEX2

(Aiaita, Aoknon, KATTVIOUA, AAKOOA, OPUOVIKEC
EMOPACEIC)

Stevenson JC and Lindsay R. Osteoporosis
1998;29-30.



OOoTIKN ATTWAEIO

v H évapén TnC ooTIKAC aTTWAEIOC TTIBAVWC €ival
YEVETIKA TTPOKABOPIoUEVN

v 'EAAEIYN o10TpOoyOVWwYV
4

v Mg Tnv Tpd0od0 TN NAIKIag:

o Alatapaxn TG EVTEPIKAG atToppo®nong TnG Birapivng D
* AvrioTaon TOU £vTEPIKOU BAEVVOYOVOU OTn Opdcn TNG
 EAatTwon 1n¢ 1a-udpocuAdong oToug VEPPOUC

e Meiwon TNG KIVNTIKOTNTAG TWV NAIKIWUEVWYV
 EAatTwON Bpéwnc

 Meiwon TeoTO0OTEPOVNG

Stevenson JC and Lindsay R. Osteoporosis 1998;29-30.
Manolagas, et al. Endocr Rev 2010;31: 266-300



Al10@OPEC AVOPWV-YUVAIKWYV

O1 yuvaikeg emmTuyxavouv pikpotepn KOTT

Mpiv TN epnPeia, BMD idia ota 2 UAa-perd BMDJ >BMD@,
AOYW PEYOAUTEPOU PEYEOOUC OOTWYV

Katd tn ¢Aaon TnG EuuNVOTTauonG ol € £€X0UV TaxXeia OOTIKN
attwAela. AvtiBeta aTtoug & n @daon autn Ogv eival TOGO
Evrovn, AOyw Paduiaiag|Twv avopoyovwy

OoTikA attwAeia aTtoug &: 30-40 £€1n, 0,5-1%/£T10C

Me TNV TTAPodO TNG NAIKIAC: Ol OOTIKEG DOKIOEC AETTTOTEPEC
OTOUG &', OTTWAEIO OUVEKTIKOTNTAG OTIC &

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



Al10@OPEC AVOPWV-YUVAIKWYV

6. 21NV 3" nAIKia oI TTABOYEVETIKOI UNXAVIOUOI KOl 0 pUBNOC
0OTIKAG aTTWAEIAC gival ol idlol Kal yia Ta 2 @UAAa. O1 @ dpwg
£XOUV NON €va oNUAVTIKO apvnTIKO 1I00{UYI0 OCTOU

/. Zouv AIyOTEPO VIO VO UTTOOTOUV TIC ETTITTAOKEG TNG
0O0TEOTTOPWONG

8. 'Exouv pIkpoTEPN MOavOTNTA TITWOEWYV (AOYW avOpOoyovwy)
9. Emimeda 25-OH-D uwnAdTtepa oToug &

10. Ta oioTpoyova Traidouv €TTionNg onUAvTIKO POAO GTOUG &

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



[MTaBo@uoioAoyia KATAYMOATOG

Aging

mass

Inadequate @
peak bone

Low bone

density

Hypogonadism
and
menopause

Skeletal
fragility

Increased
bone loss

Impaired
bone
ualit

Clinical risk

factors Propensity

to fall

Fracture

Excessive
bone
loading

Fall
mechanics

Some
activities

High bone
turnover

© National Osteoporosis Foundation, 2008
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AlOYyVWOTIKN TTPOOEYYION

e loTOPIKO-EAEYXOC VIO OEUTEPOTTAON AiTIO
o KAIVIKN €€€TO0N
 BAOIKOC epyaocTnpIaKOC EAEYXOC

o EIOIKEC €CETAOEIC VIO DEUTEPOTTAON AiTIO-
OPMOVIKOI TTPOCOIOPICUOI

o AEIKTEC OOTIKNC AVOKATAOKEUNC
o ATTEIKOVIOTIKEC UEBOOOI

Raisz LG. N Engl J Med 2005;353:164-171
Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



2€ OAoucg Touc & TTOU EAEéyXOVTAI YIO
OCTEOTTOPWON CUVICTATAI:

[evIKN dipaToC

‘EAcyxoc¢ veppikng Asitoupyiag (GFR)
H1TaTikn AsiIToupyia

AAKOAIKN pwo@aATACN
25-hydroxyvitamin D [25(OH)D]
OAIKN TEOTOOTEPOVN OPOU

MeETpnon Ca oupwyv 24-h (KpeaTivivng Kai
VaTPIoU)

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



EmimrAéov £éAeyxXoGg oTOUC & TTOU
mIBavoAoyeiTal SEUTEPOTTOONG OOTEOTTOPWON
Baocel ICTOPIKOU

YT1roAoyi{opevn eAeUBepn N B1odiaBEoiun
TEOTOOTEPOVN (XPNOluoTToIWwVTaC TNV SHBG)

HAeKTpOPOPNON TTPWTEIVWYV OPOU UE EAEUBEPEC K
Kal A EAAPPEC aAUOOUG Kal/f) NAEKTPOPOPNON
TTPWTEIVWYV OUPWV

AvVTIOWPATA EVAVTI IOTIKAG TPAVOoyAOUTAUIvVAONG
(KOIAIOKAKN)

‘EAeyx0c BupeocIdIKNC AsITOupyiag
PTH

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



ATTEIKOVIOTIKEC HEBODOI

o ATTAN aKTIVOypO@ia
 MeBodoc DEXA
e Quantitative CT

o [epipepikec perpnoeic DEXA kal U/S
(KEPKIOA, TITEPVA, AKPEC XEIPEC

Raisz LG. N Engl J Med 2005;353:164-171
Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



ATTEIKOVIOTIKEC HEBODOI

o ATTAN aKTIVOypa@ia
 MeBodoc DEXA
e Quantitative CT

e [epipepikec perpnoeic DEXA kal U/S
(KEPKIOA, TITEPVA, AKPEC XEIPEC

Raisz LG. N Engl J Med 2005;353:164-171
Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



METPNON TNC OOTIKNC TTUKVOTNTAC PE OITTAN
pwToviakn atroppopnaiouceTpia (DEXA)

e H pETpNnON QUTN UTTOPEI VO TTPAYUATOTTOINOEI:
— 2mnv OM2%

— OTNV TTEPIPEPEIA TOU OKEAETOU (10Xi0, KEPKIDQ)
« Métpnon BMD g/cm? ooTou

» Xpnrion T-score kai Z-score

(avaAoya pe TNV NAIKIQ)



AlQyvwon oOTEOTTOPWONG

WHO definitions based on bone mineral
density levels*

Normal
BMD is within +1 or -1 SD of the young adult mean

Osteopenia (low bone mass)
BMD is between -1 and -2.5 SD below the young adult
mean

Osteoporosis
BMD is -2.5 SD or more from the young adult mean

Severe (established) osteoporosis
BMD is more than -2.5 SD and one or more

osteoporotic fractures have occurred
*based on DXA measurement at hip, spine or forearm

J Clin Densitom 2008:11:75-91



AlIQyvwon oCTEOTTOPWONG

cannot be measured. In premenopausal women, men less than 30 years of age, and

children, the WHO BMD diagnostic classificatior

the diagnosis of osteoporosis should not be mace on the ba

The International Society for Clinical Densitometry |

scores, ethnic or race adjusted Z-scores shoulg

e Used,

should not be applied. In these groups,

s1s of densitometric criteria alone.

SCD) recommends that instead of T-

h Z-scores of -2.0 or lower

defined as either “low bone mineral density for ¢

1ronologica

age” or ‘below the expected

range for age” and those above -2.0 being “withi

1 the expec

ed range for age. (13).

© National Osteoporosis Foundation, 2008

J Clin Densitom 2008:11:75-91



[10TE TTPETTEI VA YIVETOI HETPNON
BMD oToug avdopeg

e 2£ OAOUC TOUC avopec >70 eTWV

e 2£ AvOpec 50-69 eTwWV PeE TTAPAYOVTEC 1

KIVOUVOU KATAYMOATOC

— KaBuoTtépnon ARNG, uttoyovadiouog

— YT1repmapabupeocldIouog

— YT1rePOUPEOEIDIOUOC

— XAl

— Pdapuaka (KkopTiIkooTEPOEIDN, GNRH aywVvIoTEQ)

— 'E€ei1g CwnG (QAKOOA, KATTVIOUQ)

— Aitia deuTtepOoTTaB0oUC 00TEOTTOPWONG BAcel epyalciwv FRAX,
Garvan

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



2. TTAVIEC TTAONOEIC (TT.X. AIJOPPOPIAIQ)
Reduced bone mineral density in patients with haemophilia A and B in
Northern Greece

Panagiotis Anagnostis'; Sofia Vakalopoulou?; Aristidis Slavakis®; Maria Charizopoulou*; Eirini Kazantzidou®; Tania Chrysopoulou?;
Timoleon-Achilleas Vyzantiadis®; Eleni Moka?; Alexandra Agapidou?; Vassilia Garipidou?

o XaunArp BMD trapartnpnriénke oto 26,9% tou cuvoAou (58-86%
0€ AAAEC PEAETEC, pEBODOAOYIKA OPAAUATA)

o XaunAn BMD oT0 0AIKO I0Xi0, auxéva unplaiou, ueiCova
TPOXavVTAPO

o [lapayovTeg KivOouvou XaunAnc BMD:

— BaputnTa NG aigoppoPIAiag,
— 16TOpIKG HCV A HIV Aoipwéng,

— BaBuodc apBpotradelac
—  apIBUOC TwV apBPWOEWV-O0TOXOC.

Anagnostis P, et al. Thromb Haemost
2012; 107: 545-551



[ToU TTPETTEI VA YVIVETOI NETPNON
BMD oToug avdopeg

1.2. We recommend dual-energy x-ray absorptiometry
(DXA) of the spine and hip in men at risk for osteoporosis.
(1|&BO0)

717 {".l

1.3. We suggest measuring forearm DXA (1/3 or 33°

radius) when spine or hip BMD cannot be interpreted :.111:;1
for men with hyperparathyroidism or receiving androgen-
deprivation therapy (ADT) for prostate cancer. (2|&5OO)

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



[TAeovekTApaTa DEXA

H oxéon BMD kai KivdUvou KOTAyNaTOoGC €ival UYKPIOIUN ME TN OoXEoN
apTtnpiakn Tieong Kal AEE, kaBwcg Kal Je Tn oxeon XoAnoTePOANnG Kail 2N.

2.TIC METEUUNVOTIAUCIOKES YUVAIKEC EXEI BPEBEI OTI O OXETIKOG KivOUVOoG yia
KaTayua aucaveral kara 1,5-3 gopecg yia kabe 1 SD eAartwon Tou T-score

O1 Bepartreiec TTou Bagilovral otn péETpnon TN BMD ue DEXA €ival apkeTa
QATTOTEAEOUATIKEG OTNV EAATTWAON TNG ETTITITWONG KATAYUATWY

XapnAOG KO6OTOC
MnOeviIKN €kBeon o€ akTIVOBOAIa
Baddoura R, et al. J Clin Densitom 2011;14:384-394.

Schuit SC, et al. Bone 2004; 34:195-202.
Baim S, et al. J Clin Densitom 2008; 11: 75-91



MelovekTnuata DEXA

YT1repekTiunon 1N BMD €TTi EKQUAIOTIKWYV TTAONCEWY
(ooTeoapBpiTidag, otrovouloapOpiTidag)

YT1roekTtiunon tng BMD o€ trapoucia ooteopaAakiag Adyw
EAATTWONG TNG ETTINETAAAWONG TOU 0CTOU

[TpoO@EPEI Hia TTEPIOXIKI KOI OXI OYKOUETPIKN METPNON TNG
BMD.

H petaBoAn Tng BMD avTittpoowTTevel Eva TTOOOOTO TOU
KATAyMATIKOU KIvOUvou (4-41%)

Baim S, et al. J Clin Densitom 2008; 11: 75-91
Watts NB, et al. J Clin Densitom 2004:;7:255-261
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KaTayuaTikog KivOuvocg

Osteoporotic fractures and Bone Mineral Density (BMD)

Fracture rate (/1000 person years)

-0.5 -1.0 -1.5 -2.0 -2.5 -3.0 -3.5
BMD T-score

JAMA 2001 Dec 12; 286(22): 2815-2822



KaTayuaTikog KivOuvocg

Osteoporosis Swedish Women
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Kanis JA, et al. Osteoporos Int 2008;19:385-397



KaTayuaTIKOC KIVOUVOC
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TABLE 1. Summary of risk factors for fractures in males (4)

95% Cl
Risk factor No. of studies LL UL

Age
Age (continuous variable)® 1.12 : 1.18
Age (every 5-10 yr)° 1.29 . 1.43
Age =709 _ _ 2.08

Race (vs. White)

Black : 0.85
Hispanic 1.78

BMI
BMI (all studies) 0.96
BMI (quintile or 1 sp increase) 0.87
BMI (1 kg/m?) 1.08

Alcohol (daily or =10 drinks/week) 1.53

Smoking (current) 1.72

Chronic corticosteroid use (various definitions) 1.61

Prior fracture 2.77

Parental fractures
Fracture, father
Fracture, mother
Fracture, parents

History of falls within the last year

Hypogonadism (all studies)
Hypogonadism (nonpharmacological)
Hypogonadism (drug-induced)

Kidney stones

History of stroke

DM

Asthma

Cardiovascular disease (CHF/MI)

Dementia

Osteoarthritis

Rheumatoid arthritis

1.98
1.81
1.69
3.10
2.26
5.87
1.96
0.80
7.92
2.15
1.84
1.33
8.64
1.88
2.19

LA Pl D O0 B 00 s M P 00 =] = D D

J Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2012 Jun;97(6):1861-70




FRAX

Home

Calculation Tool

Y Paper Charts FAQ

\WHO Fracture Risk Assessment Tool

References

Calculation Tool

Please answer the questions below to calculate the ten year probability of fracture with BMD.

Counfry: US (Caucasian)

Questionnaire:

1. Age ibetween 40-90 yvears) ar Date of hirtth

Namea/lD:

10. Becondany osteoporosis

Aboutthe risk factors r’,‘.

= Mo o

11, Alcohol 3ormore units per day & Ko o

12, Femartal neck BMD (gfem?)

Ane: Drate of hirth:
g h: o

2. Sex Male  Female
3. Weight (ko)

4 Height icrm)

b. Previous fracture = Moo Yes
B. Farent fractured hip o Moo es
7. Current smoking = Moo Yes
8. Glucocoricoids = Moo Yes
4. Rheumatoid arthritis Moo Yes

Select DA I

Clear

Calculate

Yes

Yes

English ‘

Weight Conversion

Pounds " kg

Height Conversion

Inches == cCm

7157

Individuals with fracture risk
aszessed since st June 2011



FRAX-0euTEPOTTAONC
OOTEOTTOPWON

2.A TUTTOU | (IVOOUAIVOECOPTWHEVOCG)
ATEANG 0OTEOYEVEDN EVNAIKWYV

Mn BepATTEUOPEVOC HOKPOXPOVIOC
UTTEPBUPEODEIDIOUOG

YT1royovadiopog N N Tpowpen ehpnvottauon (<45
ETWV)

XPOVIOC UTTOCITIOUOG ) N ducaTtroppo®naon
Xpovia NTTaTiki vOoocg

Kanis JA, et al. Osteoporos Int 2008;19:385-397



FRAX ~ WHO Fracture Risk Assessment Tool

HOME

Pleas

Cour

Weight Conversion:

pound:

cohny ert

Height Conversion:

inch:
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A

2. 5E

3.0
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CALCULATION TOOL

Argentina

Austria

Belgium

China

Finland

France

Germany

PAPER CHARTS FAQ REFERENCES

ns below to calculate the ten year probability

Hong Kong

ame [ 1D ;

About the risk fa

Italy

Japan

Lebanon

New Zealand

¢ Date of hirth

=pain

Sweden

Switzerland

] D:I—

Turkey

UK

. Female

US ( Caucasian )

US ( Black )

US ( Hispanic )

A, Pr

US ( Asian |

Moo Yes

10. Secondary osteoporosis s« Mo
11. Alcohol 3 or more units per day e MNo
12. Femaoral neck BMD (gicm?)

SelectDXA | = | |

Clear _ Calcu



Figure 3. Analysis of Roberta’s FRAX® results. (A) Initial assessment (B) Revised assessment
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FRAX ¢ WHO Frachre Risk Assessment Tool

Calculation Tool

Please answer the questions below 10 calculate the ten year probability of fracture with BMD

sountry IS (Cancasisn NawiD  Roberta About the risk fact i
~ Copyright (c) 2004. American Medical Association. All rights reserved.

o N _ Weight Conversion
nds & K

Convent

Heoight Conversion

i b ] 5
W 232 nches & Cms
The ten year probabality of acthure ('

Comyent

<4— Updated absolute risk

Reproduced with permission of the World Helath Organization Collaborating Centre for Metabolic Bone Diseases, University of Sheffield Medical School, UK




2 Nuaoia Tou FRAX

2UMQWVia JETAEU TOU TTPOCOIOPICHOU TOU uwnAoU KATAYMATIKOU KIVOUVOU
Baoel FRAX kai TnG Tagivounong Tou MNOY ocupgwva Pe 1o T-score.

IKavoTNTA EKTINNONG KATAYUATIKOU KIVOUVOU XWpic TN Xprnon t1ng BMD

EAKUCTIKA O€ TTEPIOXEC UE TTEPIOPIOUEVN TTPOCBACN 1 yIa a0BEVEIC e
TTEPIOPICHEVN KIVNTIKOTNTA

To 93% Twv aoBevwyv e 10€Tr) Kivouvo yia pgifov kataypa =220% Xwpic
xpron tng DEXA TTANpPoi Ta KPITHpIa BEPATTEUTIKAG TTApEUBaonC, EVW TO
80,5% Twv aocBevwyv ue Kivouvo <10% dev Ta TTAnpoI

AcBeveic ue ooTeoTTevia, dgv Ba AdpBavav Bepartreia av dgv
xpnoipotroiouvtav 1o FRAX (15-20%)

eKanis JA, et al. Osteoporos Int 2008;1 9: 385-397.
Leslie WD, et al. J Clin Densitom 2011; 14: 279-285.
eLeslie WD, et al. Osteoporos Int 2012; 23: 75-85



MeilovekTnuata FRAX

Aev oupTtrepihapBaveral n BMD t1ng OM22 oTtov KaBopIouo TOU KATAYHATIKOU
KivoUvou.

AANO ONPAVTIKO PEIOVEKTNMA ival OTI OeV TTEPIAAUBAVOVTAI GNUAVTIKOI TTAPAYOVTEC
KIvOUVOU, OTTWG TO IOTOPIKO KAl N oUXVOTNTA TWV TITWOEWV

Agv yiveTal dIa0TPWUATWON TOU KIVOUVOU avaAoya Pe TN BapuTtnTa OPICHEVWV
TTAPAYOVTWY (TTOoOTNTA OAKOOA, Baputnta KATTVIOMATOG, OOCN KOPTIKOEIOWYV KATT)

‘Exel @avei 0TI av ouuTTEPIANPOOUV Kal AAAEC TTapAueTpOo! (Kapdlayyeliakr vOoog,
KOKONOEIEG, PAPUAKA KAl OTOIXEIQ CUUTTEPIPOPAC,Ba TTEPEPE BEATIWON TOU
KaTaypaTtikou Kivouvou Katd 40-53% yia otrolodntrote Kartayua kai 40-87% yia
KATAyuaTa I0Xiou

Aev ytropei va xpnoipoTtroinBei oe acBeveic TTou gival Ndn o€ Bepartreia

¢L eslie WD, etal. J Clin Densitom 2011;14:286-293
*Byberg L, et al. J Bone Miner Res 2012;27:797-807.



MepaITEPW EKTIMNON
KATAYMOTIKOU KIVOUVOU

» 2.€ QVOPEG UE OCTEOTTIEVIA ] OOTEOTTOPWON Ol OTTOIOI JTTOPEI VO
EXOUV UN-01EYVWOBEVTA OTTOVOUAIKG KATAYUOTA, CUVIOTATAI
vertebral fracture assessment (VFA) pye Tov KataAAnAo
eCoTTAIoONO DXA

» H ISCD ouviota tn VFA o€ 6Aoug >80 eTwv PE 0OTEOTTEVIA N O€
VEOTEPOUC UE ATTWAEIQ UYPOUG >6 €K

» Av n VFA d¢v gival d1aBEaiun, UTTopouV va Yivouv TTAAYIEC
QKTIVOYPAQIEC 2.2

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



AOMH TH2 NAPOYZzIAZHZ

e OpiouoC-TaCIivOUNON

o ETIONUIOAOYIC

* [laBouaioAoyia

o AIOQYVWOTIKN TTPOCEYYION
o KatayuaTiKOC KivOuvocg

o Oegpartreia



Mn @apuaKEUTIKN
Oepartreia

o Hpuepnoia rpoocAnywn 1000-1200mg Ca, karta

TTPOTIKNON UE TIC TPOPEC

N e ZupmAipwpa Ca 6TTou XpeladeTal

e Bitapivn D (XoANKaACIPePOAN), yia ETTITEUCN
etriredwyv 25(0OH)D >30 ng/ml (10iwg o€
aoBeveic upnAou kivduvou) (1000-2000
xoAnkaAoipepoAnc IU/d ) 50,000/w yia 8
eBOONADEQ)

o 2uvtnpnon pe 800 IU xoAnkaAoipepoAng/d

o Aoknoeic apong Bapouc 30-40 Aetrtd/d, 3-4
POpPEC TNV BOOUAda

o ATtToQUY aAKOOA (<2 povadec/d)-KaTTviopuatog

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



Vitamin D deficiency in patients with haemophilia: an

underestimated commorbidity

P. ANAGNOSTIS,® 5. VAKALOPOULOU,* M. CHARIZOPOULOU,t S. KARRAS] and V. GARIPIDOU®

* 25(0OH)D avegaptnTog TrapayovTag TPORBAEWNS XAUNANG
OOTIKNG padag

o 47% TWV aIoPPOPINIKWY Pe eTTiTrTeda 25(OH)D <20 ng/ml,
12%, 25(OH)D <10 ng/ml

e 64% TWvV aoBevwy Pe XaunAn ooTikn pada
o etk ouoxéTion 25(0OH)D pe BaBud apBpotrdbeiac kal

apVNTIKNA YE apIiBud apBpwoewv

Anagnostis P, et al. Haemophilia 2013; 19:308-310



[10T€ ouvIOTATAI PAPUAKEUTIKN Aywyn yid
TNV avOpPIK 00TEOTTOPWON;

KaTtaypa 1oxiou ) oTTovOUAIKO KATAyUa, XWwpEIc pei(ov Tpauua.

Me T-score <-2,5 o OM22, oAIKO 10Xi0 | auxEva pnplaiou, Xwpic
KATayua.

d 250 eTwv, pe T-score peTacl -1 kai-2,5 oe OMZZ, oAIko 10%io R
auxéEva unplaiou kal 10t TBaAvoTNTA KATAYUATOG I0XioU 23% N1
MEICOVOC 00TEOTTOPWTIKOU KATAYMaToC 220% BAcel TOU JOVTEAOU
FRAX

Makpoxpovia Bepatreia pe KopTIKOEIN (TTpedVICOAOVN>7,5 mg/d 1
lcodUvaua) cuhewva pe TNV American Society of Rheumatology
(2010)

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



XOPOKTNPIOTIKA TWV JEAETWYV
OTNV AavOpPIK) OOTEOTTOPWAON

o O1 YEAETEC YEVIKA €ival MIKPEC O€ APIBUO, YE TN METABOAN TNG
BMD, w¢ TTpWTEUOV KATAANKTIKO ONUEIO

e 'ETOl, TO OTOIXEIO VIO TN | TOU KOTAYUATIKOU KIVOUVOU €ival
AIlyOTEPO aAgIOTTIOTA

o O1 peraBoAéc TG BMD, Twv €mITTEOWYV TWV OCTIKWYV OEIKTWV
KAl Ol TAOEIC JEIWONG TOU KATAYUATIKOU KIvOUvou, opolalouv
QUTEG TTOU TTPOKUTITOUV ATTO MEYAAEC UEAETEC OTIC
LMETEUPNVOTTAUCIOKEC YUVAIKES (TTPOCPATN META-AVAAUCN)

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822
Murad MH, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1861-1870



2.UVIOTATAI ETTOMEVWC. ...

conclusion (3). Therefore, we conclude that available ther-

apies are likely to be effective in men and that it is appro-

priate to recommend phﬂl.‘I]“lHE{le}giCHl therapy in men
with increased fracture risk. Alendronate increased BMD

Acknowledging the shortcomings of the available data,
we recognize the need to be suffticiently inclusive to iden-
tifty both an adequate number of the men at risk and to
incorporate multivariable risk models. Therefore, we rec-
ommend that several criteria be considered in making
treatment choices.

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



ETTriIAoyn Tou KaTaAANAou
OePATTEUTIKOU OXNMATOC

o MTTOpPEI VO XopnynBouv o1 UTTOAOITTEC BepaTTEIEC
TWV UETENUNVOTIAUCIOKWY YUVAIKWY (OTPOVTIO,
IUTTAVOPOVATN) ETTI AVTEVOEICEWV TWV AVWTEPW

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822
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Denosumab in Men Receiving Androgen-Deprivation
Therapy for Prostate Cancer

Matthew R. Smith, M.D.. Ph.D., Blair Egerdie, M.D.. Marciso Hernandez Toriz, M.D.. Robert Feldman, M.D.,
Teuwvo L.). Tarmmela, M.D., Fred Saad, M.D., Jiri Heracek, M.D., Ph.D.. Maciej Szwedowski, M.D., Chunlei Ke, Ph.D.,
Amy Kupic, M.A., Benjamin Z. Leder, M.D., and Carsten Goessl, M.D..

for the Denesumab HALT Prostate Cancer Study Group™
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Figure 2. Mean Percent Changes from Baseline Bone Mineral Density (BMD) Values during the Study Period, According to Skeletal Site

and Study Group.

Figure 3. Cumulative Incidence of New Vertebral Fracture at 12, 24,
and 36 Months, According to Study Group.
The relative risk for vertebral fracture among 679 patients in the denosu-

mab group as compared with 673 patients in the placebo group was 0.15 at
12 months, 0.31 at 24 months, and 0.38 at 36 months.




2 TOIXEIO VIO AAAEC BepaTTeiec-
IUTTAVOPOVATN
e MeAétn STRONG: n 12unvn atroé Tou oTOPATOC XOpPHnynon
150 mg ytravdpovarng/unva =1 BMD OM22 (+3,5%),

OAIKO 10¥i0 (+1,8%) kal auxeva unpiaiou (+1,2%) kait MT
(+2,2%) o€ ouykpion pe placebo

e MeAétn STRONG: [52% CTX, 29% Tn¢ b-ALP

e [lapouola atroTeAEopATA PE 2 MG INTTAVOPOVATNG
EVOOPAERIWG/3 Unveg

Orwoll ES, et al. Bone 2010;46:970-976.
Lamy O, et al. J Endocrinol Invest 2003; 26:728-732



2TOIXEIA YIa AAAEG BepaTTEieG-INTTAVOPOVATN

The effect of monthly ibandronate on bone mineral density and bone
turnover markers in patients with haemophilia A and B and increased

risk for fracture

Panagiotis Anagnostis'#; Timoleon-Achilleas Vyzantiadis?; Maria Charizopoulou?; Fotini Adamidou?; Spyridon Karras®; Dimitrios G.
Goulis®; Asterios Karagiannis'; Vasilia Garipidou'; Sofia Vakalopoulou’

e 10 aoBeveic uwnAou KataypaTikou KivoUvou, JEONG NAIKIAG
43,5 13,5 €1n

o Xopnynon iutravopovarng 150mg/unva

o KaBnuepiviy A\qun acBeoTtiou 1000mg kai xoAnkaAoipepoAng 800
U

o ETravekTipnon BMD kai d€IKTWV 00TIKOU PETABOAIOUOU O€ 12
HNVEG

Anagnostis P, et al. Thrombosis Haemost 2013; 110: 257-263



The effect of monthly ibandronate on bone mineral density and bone
turnover markers in patients with haemophilia A and B and increased

risk for fracture

Panagiotis Anagnostis!'#; Timoleon-Achilleas Vyzantiadis?; Maria Charizopoulou?; Fotini Adamidou?; Spyridon Karras®; Dimitrios G.
Goulis®; Asterios Karagiannis'; Vasilia Garipidou'; Sofia Vakalopoulou’

e 2nuavtiki 1Tng BMD otnv OMx% (a1r6 0,885 0,162 g/cm? o€ 0,926 0,177
g/cm?, p=0,004) 14,7%, diapopd > LSC Tou unxavruarocg.

o Acv TTapaTnEAONKAV OTATIOTIKA ONUAVTIKEC METABOAEC 0T BMD TOU OAIKOU
loxiou (p=0,963) kal auxévocg unpiaiou (p=0,952)

o 2nuavtikn Jemtrédwy Tou CTX (atrd 0,520 0,243 o€ 0,347 0,230 ng/ml,
pP=0,042), (129.9% a1é T apxIKAQ €TTITTEdA)

o Agv UTTAPEE OTATIOTIKA ONUAVTIKA JEiwon Twy emTEdwY Tou NTX (p=0,741),
NS TRAP-5b (p=0,927), Tnc OC (p=0,057) kai TN b-ALP (p=0,150).

o Hiymavdpovartn Arav KaAd avektr, cuppopewon 100%, dev utmpav
AVAPOPEC OE KAaTayuara

Anagnostis P, et al. Thrombosis Haemost 2013; 110: 257-263



Emridpaon tng iymmavopovarng otn BMD OM2.2 oTtoug
aoBeveic ue algoppoPIAia HETA aTTo 12 unvecg Bepartreiag

——Patient 1

—&—Patient 2

—+—Patient 3

——Patient 4

—o—Patient §

—— Patient &

——Patient 7

—a—Patient 8

Lumbar spine BMD (g/cm?)

——Patient 9

——Patient 10

Figure 1: Changes in BMD after 12 months therapy with ibandronate.

Anagnostis P, et al. Thrombosis Haemost 2013; 110: 257-
263



2. TOIXEIa yIa GAAEC BepaTTEiEC-
OTPOVTIO
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R MeAAOVTIKEC BEPATTEIE
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ORBGINAL ARTICLE

Effect of the cathepsin K inhibitor odanacatib administered
once weelklyv on bone mineral demnsity in Japanese patients
with osteoporosis a double-blind., ryramdomized.
dose-finding studw

T. MNakammura - W Shiraki - . Fukunaga -
T. Tomuormitsw - A O, Santora - R, Tsai - . Foajimmuota -
M. MNakagomi - H. Tsubowc hi - . Rosenberg - 5. LUichida
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Effect of the cathepsin K inhibitor odanacatib administered
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E¢aTtopikeuon BepaTtreiac

ApXIKN €1TIAOYN, generic alendronate

ZOAEVOPOVIKO I TEPITTAPATION, ETTI TTAPOUCIAC
OUUTTITWHATWY QVWTEPOU YOOTPEVTEPIKOU

PiogvdpovdTn, KaAn etmiAoyn yia & heTKivouvo
KOTAYUATOC I0YXiou

[la pe upnAo Kivouvo oTToVOUAIKOU KATAYUATOC,
TTPOTIYATAI N TEPITTAPATION (UWNAO KOOTOG)

AtTopuyn dIPwWaopoviKwy oe aocBeveic ue GFR <30-35
ml/min

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



@epartreia UTTOYovadiKoUu avOopa UE
QUENMEVO KATAYUATIKO KiVOUVO

> 2TOUG & hE uwnAo Kivouvo KaTaypaTog TTou AauBdvouy
TEOTOOTEPOVN, TTPOTEIVETAI OKEUAOUA UE ATTOOEDEIYHEVN
QVTIKATAYMATIKN dpaan (d1pwa@OVIKO 1| TEPITTAPATION)

> H teotooTEPOVN WG “bone drug” TrpoTeiveTal o€ & pe uWPnAd
KATayMaTiko Kivouvo, etritreda opou <200 ng/dl (>1 pETpnon) kai
OUNTITWHOTA AVETTAPKEIAS AVOPOYOVWY

> Av Oev eTTIQEPEI BEATIWON CUUTITTWHATWY PETA ATTO 3-6 PNVEG,
OuVIOTATAI OIOKOTTN

» [poteiveral emTiong yia aocBeveic pe emmireda <200 ng/dl TTou £€xouv
avTevOEIEn AnWng aAANG Bepartreiag

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



[ EVIKA yIO TN OXEON
TEOTOOTEPOVNC KOl OOTWV....

H BepaTtreia odnyei o€ onuavtikitBMD og OM22 kal 10)io

Odnyei o€ oNUAVTIKN |TWV ETTITTEOWYV TWV OCTIKWY OEIKTWV
(avTikaTaBoAIKA dpaan, TOava AOyw UETATPOTING TNG O€
0lI0TPAdIOAN)

Agv UTTAPYOUV OEOOMEVA YIa TTPOANYN KATAYUATOC

Aev audvetal n BMD o€ & e @uoloAoyIKA apxIKA ETTITTESO
TEOTOOTEPOVNG

2. NUAVTIKN €TTIBApUVON KATAOTAONG MUOOKEAETIKOU
OUCTAMATOG PE ETTITTEDA TEOTOOTEPOOVNG < 200-250 ng/dl

Finkelstein JS, et al. JCEM 1989;69:776-783

Amory JK, et al. JCEM 2004;89:503-510

Snyder PJ, et al JCEM 1999;84:1966-1972

Christmas C, et al. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci 2002;57:M12-M18



[TapakoAouBnon atroTeAECUATIKOTNTAC
Oepatreiac oTOUC AVOPEC

o EmavaAnyn pérpnons BMD otnv OM22 kai 10 10%io ava 1-2
£TN

« Av n BMD ¢@Bdcel o€ TTAATW, YTTOPEI Va eKTINNBEI o€ TTIO apald
dlaotAuata. 1BMD OM22.: 6-7%, 1oxio 1,5-2,5%

o H emavaAnyn tng BMD BonBdgl Kupiwg yia Tov EAEYX0 TNG
OUMMOPPWONG N TNV aTroTuyia Tng Bepartreiag

e 2UVIOTATAI O EAEYXOC TWV 00TIKWV OEIKTWYV (CTX, NTX 1] PINP)
o€ 3-6 Unveg

Watts NB, et al. JCEM 2012; 97: 1802-1822



[101€ N Bepartreia gival
QTTOTEAEOUATIKN

o Av Ogv £XOUV EUPAVIOTEI VEA KATAYUATA
« HBMD £xel augnBei n gival otabepn

o O1 OEIKTEC OOTIKOU UETARBOAIOMOU £XOUV EAATTWOEI

Diez-Perez A, et al. Osteoporos Int 2012; 23: 2769-74.



TpoTrotToinon aywyng oTIC
OKOAOUBEC TTEPITITWOEIC

A) Epgavion dUo 1) TTEPICCOTEPWYV KATAYUATWY EUBPAUCTOTNTAC

B) Epgdvion evog KATAYUOTOC EUBPAUCTOTNTAG KOl augnuéEva
etmitreda Tou SCTX r; Tou PINP otnv apxn Xxwpic onuavTikn
ueiwon Katd Tn dIAPKEIQ TNG BEpATTEIAC 1) ONUAVTIKN MEIWON TNG
BMD r kai Ta duo.

[') TautOxpovn atToudia oNUAVTIKNG MEIWONS TWV ETTITTEOWYV TOU
sCTX n PINP kai onuavtiknG eAartwong tng BMD

Diez-Perez A, et al. Osteoporos Int 2012; 23: 2769-2774.



[1pEtTEl VO ANpOOoUV utr own

Katayuara 1nG AKpag XEIPOG, TOU KPAVIiou, TwV OAKTUAWY, TOU AKPOU TTOO0C
KAl TOU aoTpayaAou dcv BewpouvTal KATAyuaTa euBpaucToTnTaC.

Atraiteital |[BMD 25% yia OM2Z2 1} 24% yia 10Xio o€ TouAdxioTov 2
OI0DOXIKEG METPNOEIG

H |Twv 00TIKWV dEIKTWV >25% a1ro Ta apXIKA HETA ATTO 6 PAVEG (7 EAATTWON
KATW QATTO TO JECO OPO VEAPWYV UYIWV EVNAIKWY av OEV ival yvwaoTa 1A
APXIKQ €TTITTEDQ).

[Mpétrel TTAVTA va AapBaveral utTtdyn 10 ICTOPIKO I O KivOUVOG TITWOEWV

Diez-Perez A, et al. Osteoporos Int 2012; 23: 2769-2774.



2 UUTTEPAOUATA

H ooTeoTTOpwon 0TOUC AvOPEC €ival Eva UTTOOIaYVWOBEV
TTPOLBANMA uE oNUAVTIKR BvnToTNTA KAl OvNOoINoTNTA
AIQQOPETIKOI UNXAVIOUOI O€ OUYKPION ME TIGC YUVAIKEC

2. TOUC JIoOOUC aoBeveic opeileTal o€ deuTEPOTTABON aAiTIO

ATraiteital EAeyxog o€ 0Aoucg >70 eTwv Kal 50-69 eTwv otav
OUVUTTAPXOUV TTAPAYOVTEC TKATAYUATIKOU KIVOUVOU

2NUavTikA N Béon Tou FRAX, Trépav Tng DEXA
E¢aTouikeuon Bepatreiac Kal TTIAOYAC BEPATTEUTIKOU
OXNMATOG

AcloAdynon atroTeAECPATIKOTATOC BepaTTEiag ava €T0C



EuxapioTw yia Tnv mpoooxn oac
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