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KAvikn eikova kot emdnpioloyia tng
Moipwéng amé Campylobacter

H Moipwén amé Campylobacter mpokalei cuvBwc evtepitida, To VOGOAOYIKO
@Aaopa TG omoiag mMolkiAAEL amo vdapn, N AloPEAYIKE, Un @Aeypovwén
Sidppola oe gofapn @Aeypovwédn Sidppota pe KOIMAKO AAyog Kal TUPETO.
H Baktnpiaipio, To cuvdpopo Reiter, To cUvépopo Guillain-Barré kat 1o ai-
MOAUTIKG oupalpiké cUVEpopo amoteAoUV emMMAOKEG TNG Aoipwéng, n omoia
pmopEi va TTPOKAAEDEL Kal EVTOMOMEVEG ANOIPWEELG, OMTWC pUnviyyiTida Kat
eyke@alitida, 18laitepa otnv matdikn nAikia. H Aoipwén ané Campylobacter
petadidetal pe TV KATAVAAWGn HOAUCUEVWV TPO@IUwV 1 vEPOU. H repiodog
EMWAONG TOU VOOHHATOG €ival ouvnOwg 2—5 NUEPEC, EVW N TIEPI0dOC PeETa-
SoTtikdtnTag drapkei 660 Kat n Aoipwén, cuvRBWG amod PEPIKEG NUEPEG HEXPL
pePIKEC EBSopadec. ZUp@wWVaA pe Ta TeEAevTaia Snpoatevpéva dedopéva Touv
Evpwmaikou Kévtpou EAéyxou Noonpdtwy, oTig 25 xwpeg-péAN TG Evpw-
nmaikA¢ ‘Evwong n ouvolikn emimtwon tng Aoipwéng nrav 44,1 kpovopata
ava 100.000 katoikoug to 2008 kat To Campylobacter tav To cuxvotepa
SnAovpevo Baktnplakd aitio TG oéeiag yaotpeviepitidag Kal To cuxvotepa
amopovwOév maboyovo oTig KAANEPYEIEG KOTIPAVWV GTIG TIEPICOOTEPES XWPES,
uniepBaivovtag tn calpovéla. Ztnv EANAda, To voonpa emtnpeital péow tTou
Jvotripatog Epyaoctnplakng AGAwaong mou Aettoupyei o €BelovTikn Bdon
Kal ta Stabéoipa emdnuioloyikd dedopéva eival meplopiopéva. Mapdyovreg
KivdUvou tn¢ hoipwéng amdé Campylobacter gival, cOppwva pe tn Siedvn Pi-
BAloypagia, n KATAVAAWGON TTOUAEPIKWY, N KATAVAAWGT KOKKIVOU KP£ATOG, N
KOTAVAAWGON [N TACTEPIWHEVOU YANAKTOG I} LOAUGEVOU VEPOU, TO KOAUMTTL OE
@UOIKAQ vePAd, To Ta&idl oTo ewTepiko, N ema@n pe {wa, n AYn opempaloAng
KOl avTaywvioTwv Twv H, umodoxéwv, n mapouacia UTOKEIPEVWY VOO UATWY
K.d. H ouvelopopd kabevog amd autoug Toug mapdyovTeg oTh voonpotnta
™G AoipwéNng mMoIKiAAEl GNUAVTIKA avaloya HE Ta 1I81aiTEPA XOPAKTNPLIOTIKA
Ka0g mAnBuopov. Ailel va onpelwBEei 0TI 0 aplOUAC TWV avaAuTIKWV emdn-
MIOAOYIKWY PENETWV TTOU €XOUV Tipaypatomolnei otn votia Eupwmn givat
TIEPIOPLIOUEVOC, EVW Hia SNUOCIEVHEVN UENETN APOPA OTOV ACTIKO TTALSIKO
mANBuopO6 TG EANGSaG. To kalokaipt Tou 2009 SnAWONKE, yia mpwTh @opd,
OTIG uTnpecieg dnudaotag vyeiag TN EAAGAdag emdnpia yaotpevtepitidag
an6 Campylobacter pe 54 kataysypappéva kpovopata. Katd cuvénela, eivat
ONPAVTIKO VO EVNHEPWVOVTAL Ol KAIVIKO{ 10TPOI GXETIKA LIE TA IPOGQATA EMSN-
ptoAoyikda SeSopéva TOU VOOHLATOG, £TOL WOTE Va VICXVOEL n pyaoTnplakn
Siepelivnon Twv Kpouopdtwy yaotpevtepitidag yia Campylobacter kat wg
€K ToUTOU va S1eukoAuvOei n Siepelivnon Toug amod TI¢ UNNPEecieg dnuooiag
vyeiag TG xwpag.
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1. EIZATQrH

O Nopwéelg andé Campylobacter ammotehoVV TPORANUA
SNUOO1aG LYEIAG, EVW N onUacia Toug €xel emonuavOsi 5w
kat mdvw and 100 €tn." Eival iowg n povadikn mepintwon
evtepomaboyovou mou pecordfnoe oxedoév évag alwvag
HETAEL TWV MTPWTWV AVAPOPWYV OXETIKA PE TNV UTTAPEN TOL

Kal TNG avAanTuéng TEXVIKWVY yia TNV KAAIEPYEIA Tou oTa
KOTIpavVA Twv aoBevwv.?-48

To yévog Campylobacter amoteAeital amd TOUNAXIOTOV
19 €idn, pueta&L twv omoiwv to C. jejuni kat To C. coli, Tou
amoteAouv SU0 cuxvd aitla yaotpeviepitidag.”’? X in vitro
peNETeg €xel Bpebei 611 Ta oteAéxn Tou C. coli @ayokuTta-
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PWVOVTAL KAl OVEVOVTAL ATTO TA TIEPITOVAIKA HaKpo@pdya
€UKONOTEPQ amo ta oTeNéXN Tou C. jejuni, ortdte MOavolo-
yeitat 6t ot hopwéelg amo to C. coli Sev eival tooo coBapég
600 auTég mou mpokaAouvtal amnd to C. jejuni.’

AN oNpavTIK, amd KAWVIKR amoyn, €idn givai to C.
fetus kai 1a €idn C. upsaliensis kat C. lari, Tou €miong €xouv
amopovwOei amd Sidpopa KAVIKA LAIKA.?

2. KAINIKH EIKONA THZ AOIMQ=ZHZX
ANO CAMPYLOBACTER

H Noipwén amod C. jejuni i coli mpokalei ocuvrOwg
evtepitida. To voooloyikd @Acua NG AoiNwENG TTOLKIANEL
amo udapr}, UN AlOPPEAYLKH, KN @Asypovwdn Sidppola,
og oofapn eAeypovwdn Sidppola pe KOIAIOKO ANyog Kal
TUPETO.”? ANEeG ekONAWOEIG TNG evtepitidag anod C. jejuni
1} coli eival N KatafoAn, N PEIWUEVN OPeEN, N KEPANAAyia
Kal oTTavIOTEPA N VAUTIA, Ol MUAAYIEG Kal ol EUETOL”® Zuyvd,
amavtdral opat MocoTNTA AiMATOG OTa KOTIpaAva TWV
aoBevwy,’”? émou umopei va avevpebei, emiong, PAévvn,
OOV Kal AeuKOKUTTAPA.® TO CUMTTTWHATA TOU VOOHUOTOG
Slapkouv ocuvriBwg pia gBSopdada, av Kal O OPICPEVES
TIEPIMTWOELG pPmTopei va Stapkéoouv éwg kat 10 nuépec.’* H
SIAPKELD TWV CUMMTWHATWY gival ouVNBWC UIKPOTEPN OTA
maidid, evw n vooog evdéxetal va umotpomdAoeL.’

Map’ 611 N BakTnplaipia amoTteAei oTTAvia EMITAOKN TNG
Aoipwéng, Kupiwg o€ AVOCOKATACTOALEVA ATOUA, ATOUA UE
UTTOKE(IEVA Voo uaTa r] NAIKIWHEVOUC, TO BAKTHPLO UMTopPE(
Va EI0ENOEL OTNV KUKAOQPOPIa TOU AiATOG KAl VA TIPOKAAECEL
oofapn Aoipwén, n omoia evdéxetal va amelAfoel akOun
kat Tn {wr Tou atépou.””

MooooTo nepinmou 3% Twv TTEPIMTWOEWY YOO TPEVTEPI-
Tdag amno C. jejuni akohouvBouvtal and cuvdpouo Reiter
i and avtidpaoTikny apBpitida, av kal To TocooTd AuTo
TOIKIANEL LETA&L TWV PEAETWV.'*” H avTi§paoTikn apBpitida
mou oxeTiCetal pe to C. jejuni cuvNBWC TTPOCPBANAEL Aiyeg
apBpwoelg, ouxvotepa O TIC APOPWOEIC TWV YOVATWY,
TwV aotpaydAwv Kal Twv Kapmwv.”” To péoo Sidotnua
TTOU HeCOAABel HeTA&L TNG EvapEéng TNG evTepiTISAC KAl TNG
gu@aviong TG apBpitidag ivat 7—10 nuépec.’®

To oUvbpopo Guillain-Barré amoteei, HETA TOV EMITU-
XNHEVO €AeyxOo TNG TTOAIOMUEANITIOAGE, TN ouxvoTEPN altia
ofgiag VEUPOUUIKNG TTAPANUONG OE TTOAAEG TTEPLOXEG TOU
KOOMOU.” XTnv mMAsloPn@ia Twv TEPITTWOEWY TOU OUV-
Spopov, EKAUTIKOG TapdyovTag Bewpeitatl pia Aoipwén, pe
ouxXVOTEPA avaepopevn tn Aoipwén amd C. jejuni.’”2" To
OUYKEKPIUEVO oUVSpouo amotelel autodvoon Statapayn
TOU TIEPLPEPIKOV VEUPIKOU CUCTAMATOC, TTOU KATAANYEL
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oe o€eia vevpopuikr mapdAvon Kat eppavifeTal oe HIKPO
aplOpo aocbevwv 2—4 eBSouddeg petd amd tn Aoipwén,
ouVNOBWC HETA TNV ATTOSPOUN TWV SIAPPOTKWY CUUTITWHA-
TWV. ZUPPWVA PE TPSoEATA SNUOCIEVPEVN CUCTNUATIKA
QVACKOTINON TWV CXETIKWV HEAETWV, TO 31% TWV TTACKOVTWV
amné 1o ouvdpopo Guillain-Barré umopei va anmodobei ot
Noipwén and Campylobacter.?? H emintwon tou cuvdpouou
o€ MPOoEATN PEAETN TTOUL TTpAyHATOTIOIONKE oTNV AyyAia
urnoloyioTtnke o€ 1,17 mepmtwoelg/1.000 avOpwro-£tn otov
TANOUCUO TWV ATOPWYV TTOU ETTIOKETITOVTAL TIG UTINPECIEG
vyeiag pe eviepitida and Campylobacter, Sn\adn 77 opég
HEYOAUTEPN ATIO TN CUXVOTNTA TOU CUVSPOOU OTO YEVIKO
mANBuopo.Z Emiong, éxel Bpedei cuaxETion TNG cUXVOTNTAG
EUPAVIONC TOU CUVSPOUOU UE CUYKEKPIUEVOUC OPOTUTTOUG
Tou C. jejuni, 6w o O:19 otnv lanwvia kat o O:41 otn
votia A@ptkn.??* Itnv Eupwrn, avagépetal LeYaAUTEPN
TIOIKIAI0 OPOTUTIWV KAl YOVOTUTTIWV BIBAIOYPapIKA,?*?” eV
otnv ENAaSa éxel Snpooieutei pia mepintwon cuvépduou
Guillain-Barré mmou oxeti{étav pe Aoipwén amnd C. jejuni pe
opotumo 0:19.%8

Emiong, pmopei va mapatnpnBolv evIOTIIOPEVEG AOL-
pwéelg ano Campylobacter, \Slaitepa otnv matdikn NAKia,
Onwg pNviyyitida, eyke@alitida, amdéotnua Agppadévwv
i} NTTATOC, EVW WG EMIMAOKN TNS Aoinwéng avagépetal Kat
TO AIHOAUTIKO OUPALUIKO CUVSPOMO. Z€ TPOC®ATN HEAETN
BpéOnke 611 o1 aoBeveic mou mapouaciacav Aoipwén amd
Campylobacter €xouv £€w¢ Kal TPEIG POPEC PEYAANUTEPO
Kivduvo va gpgavioouv eAkwdn koAitida oto Sidotnua
TOU €VOG £TOUG PETA artd TN AoipwEn O€ OXEON HE TO YEVIKO
TANBuopo."”

O 6dvatocg eival omaviog kat cupPaivel Kupiwg oe
VEOYVA, NAIKIWUEVOUC KAl A0OEVEIC e KATIOIO UTTOKEIMEVO
véonua.’>? Ymoloyiletal ott pia otig 20.000 Aolpwéelg
KaTtaAnyel og BAvato Tou acBevouc.”?

‘Ocov agpopd ota onavidtepa idn tou Campylobacter,
10 C. fetus €uBUlveTal yla onyalpieg kal coPapéc e€w-
EVTEPIKEG NOIUWEEIG OE ATOPA TTOU TIACKXOUV ATTO XPOVIa
voonuata kat to C. upsaliensis ipokaAei Slappoikr) vooo,
buaitepa ota madia.>??’ Ta Campylobacters kal Kupiwg To
C. fetus umopei va mpooBaA\ouv To €uPpuo Kal va TIpoKa-
Aéoouv amofolr, MPpdwpPo TOKETO 1 yévvnon TTACXOVTOG
veoyvou.*? H mpoooAn Tou gpfpuou ogeileTal KUpiwg oe
mAakouvTitida | og aviovoa Aoipwén Sid tou TpaxriAou.
JUVNBwWC, 01O IOTOPIKO TNG EYKUOUL avagépovTal Sidppola
KAl TTUPETOG SVO eBSOUASEG TIEPITOUL TIPIV aTTO TNV armoBoAr
I} TOV TOKETO. To veoyvo Umopei, emiong, va poAuvOei katd
TOV TOKETO 1] APECWC UETA Kal N Aoipwén odnyei og oeia
evTePITIOA, pnviyyitida ) kat onyaipia.’
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3. EMAHMIOAOIIA THZ NOIMQ=ZHZ
ANO CAMPYLOBACTER

H Moipwén ano Campylobacter avrikel ota TPO@IHO-
Yevn voorjuata, petadidetal SnAadn pe TNV Katavalwon
HOAUCUEVWY TPOQIUWVY N veEPOU. MoANd €idn tou {wikoL
Baoikeiou amoteAouv puaoikd umtodoxa tou Campylobacter,
peTa&l Twv oTToiwV TA TTOUAEPIKA, OL X0ipol, Ta mpofata, Ta
TPWKTIKA Kal KArrola dypla mtnva.’#35 Yrnodoxa gival, emiong,
Kat katolkidia {wa, OTIWG ol YATEG Kal ot OKUAOL, evw a&ilel
va onUelwOei 6T1 cuvrBwg Ta {Wa TTov €Xouv HoAUVOEi Sev
gU@avi(ouv CUUTTTWHATA TOU VOO ATOG. 3536

H nepiodoc emwaon tou voorpatog Stapkei 1-10 NUEPEC,
avaloya e TNV ipooAngBsica G0N Tou UIKPOOPYAVICHOU
(ouvnBwg 2—5 Nuépeq).”**” H mepiodog petadoTikOTNTAG
Slapkei 600 Kal N Aoipwén, cuvABWC Ao PEPIKEG NUEPES
UEXPL MEPIKEC ELSOUABEC. O HIKPOOPYAVIOUOG amoBANETAL
oTa KOTpava Twv acBevwv Katd péoov 6po yia 2—3 gSo-
HAadeg petd amd tnv amodpoun tng Sidppotac. Metd tnv
avappwon, ol acBeveic mou dev AU BAvVouV avTIUKPoBLaKn
aywyr UIMopei va KaTaoTouv @opei¢ Kal va amoBAdA\ouv
1o PBaktrplo péxpl kat 7 eBSopddec.’® H petddoon tng
Noipwéng amd dtouo og dtopo sival omavia.

3.1. Aigbvry emdnuioloyikd dedopéva

Ta televtaia xpovia, to Campylobacter amotelei avti-
KEIUEVO MEAETNG AOYW TNG OLVEXWCS ALEAVOUEVNG CUXVO-
TNTAG AMOUOVWONG Tou o avBpwmoug, {wa, TPO@IUa Kal
vePO.3>353 Mapd TNV ENelYn SeSopévwV OXETIKA PE TNV
EMMTWON TNG VOOOU OTIG AVATITUCOOUEVEG XWPES, MENETEG
TToU TIpaypatonondnkav otnv Kowvotnta £d&i§av 6Tt oto
YEVIKO MANBUCPO N €TAOLA EMMTTWON AVEPXETAL TTIEPITTOU O€
90 mrepImTWOoElg avd 100.000 KATOIKOLG. 4! 3TIC avamTUYE-
VEG XWPEG, N EMIMTWON TOU VOOHATOG TIOIKIANEL ONUAVTIKA
HETA&L TwV Xwpwv, avTikatomtpifovtag mbavotata Oxl Hévo
Ta SlapopeTikd enineda voonpdtnTag LETAEL TOUG, AANA Kal
TO S1APOPETIKO BaBuo SHAWONG TOU VOO HATOG. ZUPWVA
UE Ta TelevTaia Snuooieupéva Sedopéva Tou Evpwraikou
Kévtpou EAéyxou kat MpoAnyng Noonpdtwv (ECDC) yia
To 2008 oTI¢ 25 Xwpec-HéAN TG Eupwmaikng Evwong, n
OLVOAIKN emimTwon NG Aoipwéng Atav 44,1 kpovopata
avda 100.000 katoikoug,* evwy to Campylobacter ntav to
OUXVOTEPO BaKTNPLAKO aitio TNG o&eiag yaotpevtepitidag
KO TO OUXVOTEPA ATTOHOVWOEV TABOYOVO OTIG KANNIEPYELEG
KOTTPAVWYV OTIC TIEPIOCOTEPECG ATTO AUTEC, uTTEPPaivovTag
N oaApovéla.* MapdAnAa, Ta dedopéva Seixvouv 6T o
aplOpog Twv holpwéewv amd Campylobacter €xelr avénOsi
Ta TeEAeuTaia Xpovia O APKETEG XWPEG, TNV Sla oTiyun
KATA TNV oroia ot AOIUWEELG amrd CAALOVENA TTAPAPEVOUV
og otaBepd enineda.** H mapatnpnBsica avénon tng ou-

K. MEAAOY kat E. BEAONAKHX

XvoTnTag gival mbavotata o€ KAamolo Badud texvntr Aoyw
(0) TG avénpévng evaloONTOMOINONG TWV EPYACTNPIOKWY
atpwy, (B) TNG BeATiwoNg TwWV £PYACTNPIOKWY TEXVIKWV
Kal (y) TnG evioxuong tng EMTPNONG TOU CUYKEKPIUEVOU
MaBoyOVoU OE APKETEG XWPEG.

H mpaypatikn emimtwon tngAoipwéng amé Campylobacter,
oMW AMNwOoTE cupPaivel Kat e ONA TA TPOPIUOYEVH VOO -
MaTa, OTNV TTPAYHATIKOTNTA Eival ONUAVTIKA PEYAAUTEPN
arnd auTr TTOU EKTIMATAL HECW TWV CUCTNUATWY EMTAPN-
ong, a@oL Aoyw TNG NMOTNTAC TWV CUMTTTWHATWY TTOAOI
aoBevei¢ Sev TPOOEPEVYOLV OTIG UTTNPEGIEG LYEIAG, EVW
akoun Kal av {ntoouv 1atpikn Borifela dev Siepeuvdral
TARPWC N artiohoyia NG voéoou, KaBWE KATA Kavova n vooog
avtoldtal*?* To paivopevo auto amodidetal pe tov 6po
mupapida dNAwaong (reporting pyramid). Xe peAétn mou
npayuatomnolndnke otnv AyyAia, Bpébnke 6t1 0 Adyog Tou
aplOpoL Twv MEPIMTWOoeWV Aoipwéng and Campylobacter
oTNV KoWoTNTA TTPOG TOV APIBUO TWV TTEPITTWOEWY TTOU
Kataypdagovtal anmd 1o €0vVikd cUoTNUA EMTRPNONG HTAV
7,6:1, evw o i810¢ Adyo¢ yla Tn calpovélwon ntav 3,2:1.4
>tov Kavadd, oe kdBe mepimtwon Aoipwéng and Campy-
lobacter mou dSnAwveTal ekTidTaAl OTL AVTIOTOIXOUV 23—49
TEPUMTWOELG OTNV Kolvotnta.*

O peyaAUTeEPOG aplOUOG OoMTOPASIKWY KPOUCHATWY
OTIG EVKPATEG TIEPLOXEG TTAPATNPEITAL TOUG KAAOKAIPIVOUG
MAVEC, "% evw ol eMONUIEC amod «kolvr TTNyR» ava@épovTal
KUPIiw¢ To Kahokaipl Kat To eOvoTTwpEo.”? Map’ 6Tt APKETEG
Xwpeg mapoucidlouv adloonpeiwta emavalapfavousvo
€TNO10 EMOXIAKO EMONUIKO TIPOTUTIO, N EMTOXIKN SlaKUAVON
MapPouclAlel SlaPopPEC METAEY TwV XWPWV.* Ot XWPEG PE
NTMOTEPOUG XEIMWVEG TTAPOUTIAlOLV LPNASGTEPN cuxVOTNTA
TOU VOONUATOC Vwpitepa otn SIAPKELA TOU €TOUC.*

3.2. Eménuiohoyikd dedopéva otnv EANAAda

Jtnv EANGSa, umevBuvog @opéag ylia Tnv emtripnon
TwV Aolpwdwv voonudtwy givat to Kévtpo EAéyyou kal
NpoéAnwng Noonudatwv (KEEATNO) (vopog 3204/23.12.2003,
ApBpo 44) Kal To VOO A ETITNPEITAL HECW TOU ZUOTHUATOG
Epyaotnplakng ARAwong pe €BeNOVTIK] CUHUHETOXH TwWV
UikpoBloloylkwv gpyactnpiwv (Laboratory Notification
System). O péoog €Triolog aplOpog Twv BeTIkwv yia Campy-
lobacter kaA\EPYEIWV KOTIPAVWY TTOU SnAwOnKav péow
TOL &V AOyw CUCTHMATOG, CUUPWVA e Ta SdeSopuéva Tou
KEEATMNO yia to diaotnua 1999—-2009, ntav 285 KaA\Ep-
YeleG. O aplOpodg autog ival 1dlaitepa vPnAOg, agol <15
MIKpoloAoyikd epyacTripla SNAWVOULV O€ TAKTIKA 3don oto
ovoTtnpua. H meloyneia Twv SNAWBEVTWY KPOUOUATWY TO
Slaotnua autod agopouoe og madid (88,9%).
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3.3. Mapdyovteg Kivduvou TG Aoipwéng
ano6 Campylobacter

Se S1eOvég emimedo, €xel Snuooieutel MANBWpPaA emi-
SNUIOAOYIKWV PEAETWV TTOU SIEPEVVOUV TN OXEon HETASY
Slaopwv TapayovTwy KivaUvVou Kal TnG cuxvotnTag Twv
OTTOPASIKWV KPoUoHATwV TG Aoipwéng and Campylobacter.
H ouvelopopd kabevog amd autoug TouG TTAPAYOVTEG OTN
VOONPOTNTA TOU VOOH MATOG TTOLIKIANEL OCNUAVTIKA, avAloya
pe Ta 18laitepa XapaKTNPLoTIKA KABe mMAnBuopuou. O apiB-
HOG TWV AVOAUTIKWY EMSNUIOAOYIKWVY UEAETWV TIOU £XOUV
npaypatomoinOsi otn voTia Eupwrn gival meploplopévoc,
EVW Hia SNUooIeVUEVN HENETN aopd OTOV AOTIKO TTAISIKO
TANBuoPo6 TNG EAN&Sac.”

3.3.1. Anuoypa@ikd XapaKTnpIoTIKd. ZUP@WVaA UE Ta
ATMOTENECHATA PEAETWY, Ol AvEpEC €xouv auénpévo Kivduvo
va eUPaviocouV To voonua.¥—* Moavég e§nyroeig mou £xouv
TPOTAOE( gival ot S1aQOoPEG WG TTIPOG TIG TIPAKTIKES XELPIGUOU
TWV TPOPIHWV HeTa&l Twv S0 EUAWY, ol SlaYopEég oTNV
avalntnon TpIKAG PorBelag kat ot mMOavEg BLOAOYIKEG
Sapopéc. Qotéoo, kapld dev e€nyei To alvopevo autod
IKavomoINTIKA.#'0cov a@opd otnV NAKia eu@aviong Tou
VOONMATOC, TOoo Ta matdid 600 Kal ol eVANIKEG gival o€
Kivduvo va vooroouv, aA\d Ta PEYAAUTEPA TTOCOOTA
amopévwong nmapouotdalovtal oe madd (<5 eTwv) Kat og
VEAPOUG EVANIKEG.? Ol TTapAYOVTEG TTOU OXeTICOVTaAl PE TNV
avénuévn emimtwon TN Aoipwéng ota madid dev eival
A PWG KATAVONTOI, AV KAl TO PAIVOUEVO AUTO UTTOPEL €V
péPEL va ogeileTal otn cuxvotepn ARYn Setypdtwy Kal
oTn ouxvoTePN SLEPEVVNON YA TO CUYKEKPIUEVO TaBoyovo
O€ AUTEG TIG NAKieG. ANeG mBavég e€nyrioElg TTou €xouv
SlatuntwBei ep\apdvouv tn peyalUutepn svaicdnoia
oto maboyoévo n kat TNV avénuévn ékbson oe auto.”’ H
ouxvoTNTa TNG Aoipwéng pPelwveTal Pe TNV NAKia, umtodn-
Awvovtag Tnv avamntuén avooiag.’’*?To Campylobacter éxel
vyPnAn mMaboyovikOTNTA TOUG TIPWTOUG 6 Prveg TG (wNg,
aAKOUN Kal ota TTAdId PE TTPONYOUUEVN CUMMTWHUATIKNA
Noipwén, yeyovog mou onuaivel 6Tt N Aoipwén mou gugpa-
viCetal oAU vwpic otn Cwr} Tou Tadov Sev gival apKeTa
OVOOOYOVIKN, £€TOL WOTE VA TIPOKAAECEL TTPOOTACIA €VavTl
TOU VOO UATOG.>?** AVTIOETA, Ol AOIUWEEIG UETA TOUG 6 PNVEG
{wn¢ mou cupfaivouv PETA amd CUPMTWHATIKY Aoipwén
Sev mmpokalouv voonon.*?

3.3.2. KatavdAwon tpogiuwv. Mapdyovteg KivOUvou Tng
Noipwéng amdé Campylobacter, cOp@wva pe T Stebvry PIRA-
oypaia, ival N KATAVAAWGCN TIOUAEPIKWV,*#823-64 KOKKIVOU
KPEATOG, #*2%° BodIvou,® Xolpvou,***? un TTaoTEPIWHEVOU
YAAQKTOG % KAl OTAPUALWV.? OL TTEPIOOOTEPEG OTIOPASIKEG
TEPIMTWOELG TNG Aoipwéng amé Campylobacter oxetiCovtat
UE TNV TIPOETOIUAGIA ] TNV KATAVAAWGCN TTOUAEPIKWYV, TTIOU
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gival (owg Kal 0 TTEPICOOTEPO UEAETNUEVOG TTAPAYOVTAG
KIv&UVOU TNG CUYKEKPIPEVNG Aoipwéne. Mapd To yeyovog
ot Sev éxel Bpedei KATTOIA CUCKETION TOU VOO UATOG UE TNV
KatavAaAwon auvywy, n Kkatavaiwon paytovelag eixe Ostikn
OUOXETION PE TN oUXVOTNTA TNG AoiNwENG O PEAETN OTNV
AuoTtpalia.® Emiong, éxel Bpedei cuoxéTion pe TNV Katava-
AWON WHWV AAXAVIKWY 1 ¢EOUTWY, AV KAl 0T CUYKEKPIUEVN
TMEPIMTWON UTTOKPUTTETAL MOAVOTATA EMUOAUVON KATA
TNV TIPOETOLHACIA TOU @AYNTOV,*%-%? evd) O ANNEG MENETEG
N KATAVAAWON WHWV AAXAVIKWV KAl POoUTWV QaiveTal va
£XEL TTIPOOTATEVTIKN §pdon évavTl TOU VOO UATOG. /%8

3.3.3. Katavaiwon vepoU — emragn Ue vepd. H katavalwon
HOAUCUEVOU VEPOU XOUNANG TTEPLEKTIKOTNTAG O XAWPILO
and 1o Siktuo Udpevong, and 11OKTNTO TTNYAdL i Aipvn/
TOTAUE?*25%70 | LOAUCEVOU EUPLAAWIEVOU VEPOUS gival
TIAPAYOVTEG TIOU €XOUV CUCXETIOTEL JE TN ouxvoTnTa TNG
Noipwéng armé Campylobacter. H koNOPnoON O QUOIKEG
NY£G vepoUL oxeTiletal, emiong, pe av§nuévn ouxvotnta
TOU VOONHaTtoG.®% Map’ OTl, O PUOLKA VEPQ, OTIWG TA
VEPA TWV TTOTAPWY KAl TWV AIMVWV, cuXVA aveupiokovTal
Campylobacters,”’ Ta ammOTEAECUATA AVAPOPIKA HE TO AV
n koAupyfnon otn B6dAacoa oxetifetal ue TN CouxvoTNTA
EUPAVIONC TOU VOONHATOG €ival AVTIKpouoOueva.*#

3.3.4. Taib1 010 eEWTEPIKS. € TIONNEC ATTO TIC AVATTTUYMEVEG
XWPEG TOU KOGHOU, N oLUXVOTNTA EUPAVIONG TNG Aoipwéng
and Campylobacter oxetiCetal pe mpoopato 1a&idt oto
e€WTEPIKGHE>360657072 KoL n Noipwén amoTeAel pa and TIC
KUpLEG autieg TNG Sidppotag Twv Ta&IdiwTtwv.”#”2 To moocooTd
amopévwong Tou Baktnpiov ota Slappoikd KOTIpava TwvV
TaISlwTwv e€apTdTal amod TNV TEPLOXN ETOKEYNG TOUG,
AAAA Kal TNV €MOXI TOU £TOUG TTOU TTIPAYHOTOTOIONKE TO
Ta&id,”? evw Ta KAWVIKA CUPTTTWHATA TNG AoipwéNg ouvi-
Bwg e€apTwvTal amd Tn XWpea Kataywyng Tou tadidiwn,
urtoSNAWVOVTAG OTL N €KPPACH TOU VOOTiHATOG OXeTiCeTal
TIEPLIOOOTEPO PE TNV TIPONYOUHEVN €KOEON Kal TNV avoaoia
TOU ATOUOU KAl AlYOTEPO UE TA TOTTIKA OTEANEXN TOU [BAKTN-
piou.” Mpopavwg, To Taidt uToKPUTTEL ANOUG TTAPAYOVTEG
KivdUvou, Omwg gival n €kBeon o€ poAuopéva TPo@Iua N
VEPO N N €kBeon og oteAéxn Tou Campylobacter évavti Twv
omnoiwv o Ta&Idlwtng Sev €xel avamntuéel avooia.”

3.3.5. Emaen pe {wa. H emagn Ye Katolkidla mtnva Kat
{wa amotelei mapdyovta kKivduvou, 1blaitepa otav dgv
TnpouvTal Ta BACIKA PETPA UYIEIVAG. %4772 |oxupoTEPN
OUOXETION HPE TN CUXVOTNTA TOU VOO UATOG PAIVETAL VA EXEL
n MA@ Pe Koutdapla Kat yevikotepa {wa HIKPAG NAIKiag,54%”
€vw N €kBeon Twv Mad1WV o€ {WVTavA KOTOTTOUAA EVTOG TOU
OIKLOKOU TIEPIBANOVTOG amoTeAEl mapayovTa KivoUvou.5>67
Emi mAéov, n emayyeA\paTikn ékBeon oe {wa, KaBW¢ Kal og
WHO Kpéag oxeTiCeTal O€TIKA PE TN CUXVOTNTA EPPAVIONG TNG
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Noipwéng,*® omwg kat n diaBiwon i n epyacia o aypoTikn
ETTIXEIPNON/EKTPOPEIO TTOUANEPIKWDV.™

3.3.6. latpiké 10TOPIKO KAl KATAVAAWON QAPUAKWV. ZU-
OXETION TOU VOONUATOG €xel, €miong PBpebei kal pe tnv
KATAVAAWON avTIBIOTIKWY OTO S1A0TNUA TwV 28 NUEPWV
TPV Ao TNV évapén TWV CUMMTWHATWY,” KaBWE KAl JE TN
MYn opempaldAng Katl avtaywvioTwy Twv H, umodoxéwv
yla BgpameuTikoug AOyouc.”” H xprion avtiBloTikwy @aivetal
o6t anootabgporolei TN HikpoPlakn XAwpida Tou eviépou
KOl UTTOPEL VA avAOTEIAEL TNV TOTIIKY avoolakn avtidpaon,
LE QTTOTENECA VA PEIWVETAL N AVTIOTACN TOU OPYAVIGHOU
O€ TTOAEG ANOIPWEELG, HETAEL TwV omoiwv Kal N Aoipwén amod
Campylobacter.” EKTO¢ amd TNV KatavaAwon @apudakwy,
VOO Mata Onw¢ o cakXapwdng SiaBATng Kal N Aoipwén
ané HIV/AIDS oxetiCovtal pe avénuévn cuxvotnta Tng
Noipwéng.”

3.3.7. Embnuieg a6 Campylobacter. 'Exouv ava@epBei
eménpieg Aoipwéng amd Campylobacter amd «kowvr TTnyn»,
AOYW KATAVAAWONG ATEAWG HAYEIPEUEVOU KOTOTTOUAOU, N
TIAOTEPIWUEVOU HOAUCUEVOU YAAOKTOG KA N XAWPIWHEVOU
TOOIUoU VEPOU.> 7778 O1 udatoyeveig emdnuieg amoteAovV
TPORANUA OTIG oKaVSIVABIKESG XWPEG, OTTOL TTOANOI AvBpwrTToL
KATAVOAWVOULV VEPO TTOU SEV €XEL UTTOOTEL TNV KATAANAN

K. MEAAOY kat E. BEAONAKHX

eneepyacia amd moTdpla 1} AANEG TINYEG,” VW TETOLEG
embnuieg €xouv onUeEIWOE( Kal og ANEG XWPEG METAEY TWV
omoiwv o Kavaddg,® n AyyAia kat n Oualia,®’ kabw¢ kat n
AvoTtpalia.f? To kalokaipt Tou 2009 SNAwONKe yia mpwtn
POopPA OTIG UTTNPETieC SNUootag vyeiag TNG EANAdag emdnuia
yaotpeviepitidag anod Campylobacter ota Xavid tng Kpntng,
MHE 54 katayeypappéva kpovouata.t® Ta amoteAéopata
™G emdnuoAoyIkng Slepelivnong TNG v Adyw emdnpuiag
ouvnNyopoULV UTTEP TNG LSATOYEVOUG alTioAoyiag TNG.

4. ENINOIroxz

Ol OIKOVOUIKEG KOl Ol KOWVWVIKEG ETITITWOELG TNG AOi-
pwéng amé Campylobacter gival peyAaleg, Kupiwg Adyw NG
VYPNANG oUXVOTNTAG TOU VOOHHATOC SIEBVWC, apoU ammoTeNEL
TMAEOV TO OUXVOTEPO BAKTNPEIOKO AiTlo YaoTpevTepiTIdag
OTOV QVATITUYMEVO KOOWMO. TNV avénon tng ouxvotntag
ouvTeNOUV TTOANOI TTAPAYOVTEG, METAEY TWV OToIWwV O
ouyxpovog TPomog (wrig Kal n avénon Tou ToCOCToU TWV
QAVOOOKATACTOAMEVWY ATOUWY OTO YEVIKO TTANOBUOUO. Q¢
€K TOUTOU, €ival ONUAVTIKO va YVWwPilel 0 KAIVIKOG laTpOC TO
vOONA Kal Ta BACIKA TOU EMSNUIOAOYIKA XOPAKTNPIOTIKA,
€10l WOTE va evIoXuBei n epyaoctnplakn Siepevivnon twv
KPOUOMATWV yaoTtpevtepitidag yia Campylobacter.

ABSTRACT

.........................................................................................................................................................

Clinical manifestations and epidemiology of Campylobacter spp infection
K. MELLOU," E. VELONAKIS?
"Hellenic Centre for Diseases Control and Prevention, Athens, 2Faculty of Nursing, National
and Kapodistrian University of Athens, Athens, Greece

Archives of Hellenic Medicine 2011, 28(6):746—753

Campylobacter infection usually causes enteritis, the nosological spectrum of which varies from watery, non-bloody
diarrhea to severe inflammatory diarrhea with abdominal pain and fever. Bacteremia, Reiter syndrome, Guillain-Bar-
ré syndrome and hemolytic uremic syndrome are possible complications of this infection, which can also cause lo-
calised infections, such as meningitis and encephalitis, especially in children. Campylobacter infection is transmitted
through the consumption of contaminated food or water. The incubation period of the disease is usually two to five
days and the transmission period lasts throughout the duration of infection, usually from a few days to a few weeks.
According to the most recently published data of the European Centre for Diseases Control and Prevention, the over-
all incidence of the disease among the 25 countries of the European Union was 44.1 cases per 100,000 population
in 2008, and Campylobacter spp was the most frequently reported bacterial cause of acute gastroenteritis and also
the most frequently isolated pathogen in stool cultures, surpassing Salmonella spp. In Greece, the surveillance of
the disease is voluntary and the available epidemiological data are limited. Risk factors for Campylobacter infection
are consumption of poultry, red meat, unpasteurized milk or untreated water, swimming, travelling abroad, contact
with animals, consumption of omeprazole or H; inhibitors, the presence of an underlying condition, etc. The contri-
bution of each of these factors to disease morbidity varies according to the particular characteristics of the popula-
tion. Only a limited number of analytical epidemiological studies have been conducted in Southern Europe, one of
which refers to the urban population of children in Greece. In summer 2009 an outbreak of campylobacteriosis with
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54 recorded cases was reported to the Greek public health authorities for the first time. Consequently, it is important

for clinicians to be well-informed about the recent epidemiological data of the disease, in order to increase the fre-

quency of laboratory investigation of gastroenteritis cases for Campylobacter spp. In this way, the public health au-

thorities will be able to investigate cases of Campylobacter infection more actively.

Key words: Campylobacter, Epidemiology, Foodborne disease, Gastroenteritis, Risk factor
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