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Movnipogivn évavu xAwpoedIdiviig yia Tnv nepinoinon
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ToU onpeiov £600v nepitovaikov kabstnpa

IleQiAnym

Zromdg: H ovyipion tng xpriong pouvmipooivng évavtt tng ot-
KovoLIKOTEPNS XAwpoel1STlvng otnv neputoinon tov onueiov eéédov
Tov neptrovairov kadetrpa (EEK), 600 agopd tnv npoinyn Aoiuw-
Eewv tov 2XEK Kkat nepirovitibwv.

Acdeveig-Méfobor: Tin perétn ovppeteixav ovvodikd 62
aodeveic oe neptrovaixr] kddapon (I1K). Ané avtovg ot 33 tvxaio-
noujdniav otn xprion Hovrtpooivng yia tnyv neputoinon tov XEK,
v ot dirot 29 aodeveic xpnowomnoinoav xiwpoeéidivn. H nept-
noinon tov ZEK ywdtav pépa napd pépa, evd oe kdde punviaio
éLeyxo tov aadevr otn Movdda, ywotav e&étaon tov ZEK.

Amnoteléopata: O 600 opdbeg bev eixav Stapopd oe nlikia,
@UAO, xpovo oe IIK, T0000To VeoEVTAYUEVWY Kdl A0OEVDY O av-
topatontomuévn IK. Zvvorucd kataypdapnkav 24 eneioédia rot-
uwéng, 13 otnv opdda tng povmipooivng katr 11 otnv opdda tng
xiwpoe16ivng. O péoog xpoévog yia to npwto enetoédio AolUwéng
otnv oudéa tng povmipooivng fitav 32 uiveg (95% CI 21,4-42,5),
eva yia tnv opdéa tng xawpoeéidivng fitav 29 urveg (95% CI 8,6-
49,4). H ovykpion ue log rank test rfjtav yun otatiotikd onuavtt-
Kn.

Tvunepaopata: H xprion xiwpoe&1bivng yia tnv neputoinon
tov ZEK, elvai anotereouatikiy kat acpaiig, 600 agopd tnyv npo-
Anyn rowwéewv tov ZEK rat nepirovitibwv.

Aééerg kAerdrd: avufotcd, roipwén, nepirovaiir kdadapon, me-
provitioa.

Ewayoyn

H stepirovitida amotehel pion onuovtien emthort g TeQLTo-
vainig ®abopong (IIK). Elvan ailtio onuavtiung voonodmrag ®o
UOXQMV VOONAELDV, EVE WToQel vor odNy1joeL o€ amalela g uebo-
dov. Emumhéov, mpdopata dedouéva delyvouy mwg 1 megLrovitdo
ovupdhretr o €va 15% tov Bavdtov aobevav oe IIK, eved xabe
emeL06dL0 eprrovitdag avEdvel ®otd 4%-8% tov nivouvo Bvnot-
uémrogh?,
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OL Oy eTILOUEVES PE TOV TTEQLTOVAIRG HADETNO
houmEetg —1 holumEn tov onueiov eE600v Tov ®a-
Betoa (ZEK) »au 1 megirovitida— opethovial oty
TAELOVOTNTA TOVUG O€ UKRQO0QYAVIOUOUS Tov Poi-
OXOVTIOL OTNV ETLPAVELD TOV OEQUATOS, OTTWS O
Staphylococcus epidermidis »ow aureus. ITa’ 6ha
oTd, To TEAEVTOLO XOOVLa, €XEL AvENDel N ouyveT-
ta AowwdEemv tov ZEK xou mepirovitidmy amnd
Pseudomonas aeruginosa xot GAOUS gram oQViTL-
%©OUG WrQO0QYAVIOHoUS. Me fAon To UYL T
dedopuéva, oL oUYY0VES *RMVIRES RATEVOUVTIQLES
odnylec® ovonjvouv v TamnTn EQUOUOYH TOTXA.
novmpooivng v yevramxivns. H povmpooivn frov
O TTOQOUEVEL 1) TILO EVQEMGS Y ONOLUOTOLOVUEVY] OV-
ola mayroouiog. Eivol tomxn avifrotiuny ®ogéua 1
olowgpr, we dolotn dpdon évavtt gram BeTrdV (-
%QOO0QYOUVIOUMV, LE XN N noL rouio Sume dpdon
évavtt ¢ Pseudomonas aeruginosa zat dAlmv
gram aevnTradv faxtnolov. Meléteg ovyroLong
™C woumEooivig ue placebo, €éxouvv deiEet ueiwon
TV AoudEenv tov ZEK %ot twv megrtovitidwy, ®u-
olwg Adym petmwong twv AotpndEewv and staphylo-
coccus aureus* 13,

H yhwooeEdivn (Hibitane) eivon évag avruu-
%00PLaKOS TOQAYOVTAS, OQAOTIRAS EVOVTL EVOS EV-
p€o¢ pdopatrog Gram-Oetinayv xow Gram-oQvnTL-
ROV 0QYOVIOUMV, SIS TUPOUURNTOV, UWURHTMV, EV-
HOLQLOKDV OVOEQOPLOV ®ow aeOfLwv. Elval »vu-
olwg évag “ueuPoavodaotinds” TaQAyoVIaS TOU
ROTOOTEEPEL TNV EEMTEQLRY UEUPQAVY TV fOanTh-
olwv. Mehéteg €delEav pelwon howpwmEewv omnd
gram QeTinoUc ®oL gram oQVNTIXOUS UXQOOQYAVL-
opovg, ue yonomn yhweoeEdivng oe onueio eE6dov
ayyelandy xafetiowv! 1S, Atya dumg eivon To Se-
douéva amd ™ yenon e xAweoeELdivng oto on-
ueio €£680v Tov mepLTovainoy xadetjoal®.

31N LovAdoL O YONOLUOTTOLE [ToL YAWEOEELDI-
N (pdouaro ue Younid »60Tog) otV TEQLTONoN
tov ZEK amt6 10 1995 ®ou m entimrmon twv AowunEeny
tov ZEK zau weprrovitidmv elvor younhy (0,088
emelo00La/ aoBeviy/ €1og). Ztdy0g TS TOQOVo0S UE-
MG elvan 1 ovyroLon epaopoyic oto ZEK yAw-
00&ELdIvNg Evavtt poumeooivyg (6mws CLoTHVETOL
amd Tig vorevduveioleg odnyieg), oe entimedo moQo-
s mpootaoiog antd AowuwmEels tov ZEK nau mept-
ToviTlOEC.
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AoOeveic — M£0oodor

2t uerét ovumeoLeAn@Onoav oL aobeveic g
novadog (o evrayugvol rnan véot aoBeveic) amd
1" TovAhiov 2010 wg xa 31 Aexepfotov 2013. EEau-
0€0nray oL aoBeveic ue Aolumgn ZEK 1 wepiroviti-
da evtdg 30 nueaddv amtd Ty EvaEn Tov TOWTORGA-
hov. H tuyoromoinon €ywve Tughd yua »dfe aobeviy
1 mpog 1. O wahauot aoBeveic wov 10 yenoLwomot-
oUoav YAWEOEELIIVN 1L TUYOLOTOONHAY YLOL YAM-
00eELOIVN oVVEYLoOY MG ElYOV, EVH GOOL TUYALOTTOL-
NONxrav og povmEoaivy dtExoPay T YhweoeELdivn
noL EXTOULOEVON ROV OTY X1 ON TS ®EEuas. Bdoel
TOVU TOWTOXOMOU THS HovAdag, o »dbe aobevng me-
ourotovvtav 1o ZEK uépa mopd népa pe tomun
epauoyn meotpetorrnd tov ZEK ¢ wovmpooivng
N g xAweoeELdivnc ue ) Porifela amooTelQmuE-
g yatag. ‘Ohot oL aoBeveic exmondevdnrav and
TLG VOONAEUTOLES TNG LOVADOLG.

H eEétaon tov ZEK yivetal amd ™ vooniev-
ToLL 0€ ®dBE unmviaia exioneyn tov aobevi oty po-
vada. H hotpmEn tov ZEK opileton mg eovbnua,
evanoBnoio rot oldnua pe Betinn xalégyela Tov
exnpluaroc. [egrovitida opiletar wg BOAS meQuto-
vaixo vyeo ue xuttao >100/ml xow 50% molvuog-
pomvpnva. Kahhépyeleg tmv vypmv Mepdnray og
%nd.0¢e megimrwon rau 1 Bepameia axoroOnoE TO!
TEWTOROMA TS wovddag. H emimtwon tmv Aowuw-
Eewv voroyloOnre wg 0QlOUdS TV emelcodimv
holuméng avd aobeveig avd €toc.

Mourupooivny ~ -------- XAwpoe&divn

EruBiwon

0,2

20,00 30,00 40,00

Xpdvog (priveg)

00 10,00

Zjua 1. Kaplan-Meier avdlvon twv exeioodiov doyud-
Eewv otig dvo oudoeg.
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Toa dedouéva enpododnrav wg néoog 6Qog
(= otaBepn amdxlion SD) 1 uéon tu (eVpog),
OVALOYOL UE TO OV 1) RATAVOUT] HTOWV ROVOVIXY 1] OYL.
O ovveyeic petaPintég ovyxroidnxrav pe t-test. Ot
U1 ROVOVIRES RATOVOUES OUYRQION 1AV UE UN TOQO-
UETOWHA TEOT. Qg YEYOVOS 0QIOTNUE TO TEWTO ETEL-
06010 AotumEng ZEK 1] meprtovitidag, eve mg et~
EXOUUEVA YEYOVOTA (censoring) 0ploT1a 1 UeTo-
OOy EVOT VEEQQEOU, 0 BAvaTOg | 1 LETAPOQT OTNV
awpoxrdBapon. O xedvog YLa TO TEWTO ETELOOILO
MOTHWEN S neTa&V Twv dvo onddmv avohionre ue
Kaplan-Meier survival analysis »ou 1 oUyxoion €yt-
ve ue log rank test.

Amoteréopnata

Zuvohnrd Tuyowomoujdnray 62 aobeveic (3 aobe-
velg eEaupébnray Adym mpdopatng Aoluwéng). H ué-
on nhxrio tov aoBevadv frav 58,6 =15 €. O uéoog
¥QOVOog mapaxorlotBnong vitav 13,5 uiveg (1-41 un-
Veg). 210 Téhog g uehémg €uevay 33 aobeveic oe
uovrteooivy xat 29 og yhweoeEdivn.

O 800 ouddeg dev elyav diagpopd oe nhria,
@ULo, y00vo ot IIK, T0000TO VEOEVTAYUEVOV RO
ao0evav oe avtopatomomuévy IIK (ITiv. 1). H
uovn drapoed otig 0Vo opddes tav 1 emimTwWOoN
tov ZA (otv oudda g yAweoe&Ldivng 28% éva-
vit 10% oty opdda Tg HovmEoaoivig). Zvvoklrd
rnatoyodenrav 24 exeloddia holpmEng (ZEK »au
megrrovitidag). Aéxa Tola TEQLOTATIXG OLPOQOU-
ooV TV opdda TS LOVTLEOGIVNS (6 amtd avtd NTov
staphylococcus) xou 11 meprotatind onpelddOnrav
otV oudda g yAweoeEwdivng (5 staphylococcus).
O péoog xAVog Yol T0 TEMTO ETELCOdL0 MOTUWENS
ot oudda g povmpoaivne frav 32 uiveg (95%
CI 21,4-42,5), evdd yia v oudda g xAweoeELdi-

Iivaxrag 1. ZUyroion twv dUo onddmv pelémg (Lovmoot-
N €vavtl YAweoeELdivng).

Movowrooivy XAogoeEwivny p

(n=33 (n=29)
Hhwxia (€t) 57,714,8 59,7 15,4 ns
Tuvaines (%) 12(41) 9(36) ns
Awdprera ITIK (wijveg) 3 (0-96) 10 (0-113) ns
Awapimg (%) 3 (10%) 7 (28%) 0,03
Neogvtaypévor (%) 15 (51%) 13 (52%) ns
APD (%) 10 (34,4) 11(44) ns

ns: U1 oONUOVTLHG

MoYniPOzINH ENANTI XAQPOE=IAINHE 1A THN MEPINOIHEH TOY 2HMEIOY E=0n0Y MK

vng vitav 29 ujveg (95% CI 8,6-49,4) (Zy. 1). H ov-
yxrotom e logrank test vitav un otatiotird onua-
vy (Zy. 1).

Xuvintnon

2V T0QOVO0 TUYOLOTTOUEVT UELETN dEV TTOL-
QaTNEYONxE VITEQOYN TNG LOVTTLEOCTVIG EVAVTL TN
yhmoeELdivng otV mepLoinon tov onueiov eE6-
d0ov, 600 PO TV TEOANYPT TOV AOLUWEEMY TOV
ZEK %ot tov meQrtovitidmv. Av %ot 0 X00Vog YLo. TO
TEWTO ETELCOALO AOTUMENE TV UeyaliTteQog yio
T WOUTLQOCVY 08 OUYRQLON e T XAmQOoeELdivN, 1
OTOTLOTLXY OUYRQLOT HTAV 1Y) ONUAVTLRY.

T'a v mepuoinon tov ZEK €yovv yonoipo-
o0t notd vOUQOUS OLAPOQES OVOTES: QTS ATAGS
QPUOLOAOYLRGS 0QOC MG OVTLROXRTNOLOLARG UEAL KO
dudhvpa mohveEavidiov! 18, Qotéoo 1 aEia e
HOVTTLEOGTVYS OTNY TEAANYY TwV AotudEewv otV
IIK €yeL amoderyOel 08 AORETES TUYAULOTOLUEVES
ueréteg, YEYOVOS OV 001 YNOE VO TQOTEIVETOL MG
PBaown wepuroinon tov ZEK otig natevBuvtioLeg
odnyiect. H yorion e éxet petddoet T otpdEeig
amnd Staphylococcus, Streptococcus, Haemophilus,
Neisseria-oyL opwg and Ppevdopovdda. Emmiéov
€xeL avapeDel avherTindTTo ™S LOVTTLROOIVNS OF
otaguidronxo ot aobeveic oe TIK?20, TIifavd ta
EMOUEVAL XOOVLOL RO AOY® TNG YEVIREVUEVNC YONONG
™C, N AVOEXTIROTNTO OUTH VO OTTOTEAECEL ONUOVTL-
%0 rMVIRO TOSPAN L.

H Wavinn mepuroimon tov ZEK Ba €mpeme va
meQLhapufavel aviplotind ue evpeta gram + ra
gram- 8pd.on. I'iat To AGyo awtd donipudodnre evai-
AorTLRA 1) YOO YO TOTULRA YEVIOUURIVNG. 2€ UEAE-
™ tov Bernardini et al.?!, 1) Tomxn xovion yevrau-
%nivng nelmwoe g MotumEeLs amd gram aQVviTLrd -
%©EOfLa xot NTav To (010 ATOTELEOUATIRY UE TNV
UOVTTLEOGIVY 0TV TEOQUAGEN altd AOLUDEELS atd
1OxroVS. ‘Oumg, 1 X010 ™S CUVOVAOTNRE UE UEYOL-
Miteo alBus purntaoady AowwwEewy. IIbavd n
¥ONON EVEEMS dQWVIMV OVTLBLOTIXAYV VaL EIVaLL LEV
7O ATOTEAEOUATLRY , AAAG ®OW TTLO ETLRIVOLYY YL
avamTugn puritovii-2,

EAdyiota dedopéva vmdoyovy yuo T ¥o1qon
™S YAMwEOeEWIVNS 08 TEWTOROALO TEQUTOINONG
ZEK. H yAwooeELdivn dpa evaviiov evog evpéou
pdoporog Gram (-) apvnTirdv xaw Gram (+) Oeti-
nadv foxtowdiny, Tupopvuxrntoy, OQUOTOUVRNTWV
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now MTo@Lhwv Lov. Eival avevepyn oe ondola Pa-
©TNELOIMV EXTOC €AV 0L Bepuoraoieg elvan vVYMAES.
Ta meproodtepa Pprlroypapund dedouéva ago-
QOUV TN XONON THG WG AVTLONTTLRG SEQUATOS UE TTO-
M xoAd ammotedéopatal®?, Tto mapehddv €xeL ov-
yro0el og mpwTorolla mepuroimong ZEK ue twdi-
oUy0 TOPLOGVN 08 TOUOLA KOl EVAMHES UE OLVTLRQOV-
oueva amoreréoparta’?>l Avifétme, n yoron me
tommxd oe ZEK dev €yeL ouynolBel ue povmpooivy
O€ TUYOLOTTOLUEVES UELETEC.

H povdda pog yonowwomorel mv xhwooeEdi-
v artd to 1995. H emimtmon tov AotumEewy ma-
oauével afroonueimta yauniy dha avtd ta x00-
vio. @elfoape Vo oUYRQIVOUUE TN Y0101 TS UE
™V EQPAQUOYY| TNG LOVTLQOO(VNG, M OTTOla ROl OV-
viotdtal and v ISPD. Ag dramotddOnre roauia
OLaOQd OTNV ATOTELECUATIRGTNTA TOUG, OV RO 1|
ouddo g yAwEoeELdivne elye TEQLOOATEQOVS
dapnrrove. Emummhéov n yAhwpoeEdivn amotehel
UWLOL OOPOS OLXOVOILXOTEQN TEOTAOY, AoV UE
OVTIOTOLY O HOOTOG, WITOQEL VA XOAVYEL TIG AVAL-
yreg mepuroimong tov ZEK yia mepuoodtepo amd
TO OLITAAOLO YQOVIRG SLAOTNUO, CUYHQLTLXA UE TV
UOUTTLEOC(VY.

2100 VT TNG UEAETNG UG OUYRATAAEYETOL
TO YEYOVOS Ot eV 1jtav TupAt|. Emtiong o apBudg
TV 000eVHY ®aBMS ®oL 0 0EOUGS THV AOLUDEEMY
NTOV WKQEOG, YEYOVOS TOU OUTOTELEL LELOVERTIUOL
0TI OTOTLOTIXY OVAAVOT TV OESOUEVOV.

ITap’ 6ho awtd, 1 HeAETN Hog TTOdELRVUEL UE
oagijvela 0t 1 xe1on g xhweoeEwdivng (stov yon-
owpomoteital oty Movada pog) de pugloventet €va-
VTL TNG WOUTTLROCIVNG (FTOV CUOTHVETOL OTTO TLG KO-
tevBuvrioeg odnyteg). To yeyovdg awtd emonuol-
Vel emioNg Ot oL xoTeVBuVTNOLES 00N YiEg OeV mOE-
TEL VO 0roAovBovVTOL AxQLTo, YmEIS eneEeQyaoto
OL TQOOAQUOYY 0T ®AvIrd dedopuéva g »dbe
uovadag. ¢ ex TovTou 1 povdda Ba cuveyioetl va
YONOLUOTOLEL OTO TOMWTGROALO TEQLTOMONE TOV
ZEK ™ @pOnviteon yAweoeELdivy.

Abstract

Mupirocin versus chlorhexidine for the peritoneal
catheter exit site care. F. Zarzoulas, O. Balafa, M.
Ekonomou, S. Xiromeriti, R. Kalaitzidis, K. Siamo-
poulos. Department of Nephrology, University
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Hospital of Ioannina, Ioannina, Greece. Hellenic
Nephrology 2014; 26 (2): 113-118.

Aim: Current guidelines suggest the routine use
of mupirocin at the exit site of peritoneal dialysis (PD)
catheter. Our PD Unit has been using chlorhexidine as
exit site care protocol for years and peritonitis rates
have been extremely low. The aim was to ascertain
whether mupirocin application is superior to the
traditionally applied chlorhexidine.

Patients - Methods: Sixty-two peritoneal dialysis
patients were included in the study. Thirty-three were
randomized to use mupirocin for the exit site care,
while 29 patients used chlorhexidine. End-point was
the first episode of the exit site infection or peritonitis.

Results: The two groups had no differences in
age, PD vintage or PD mode. Twenty-four events of
infection were recorded, 13 in the mupirocin group
and 11 in the chlorhexidine group. The mean time for
the first event, was 32 months in the mupirocin group
(95% CI 21,4-42,5), and 29 months (95% CI 8,6-49,4)
in the chlorhexidine group. Kaplan-Meier survival
analysis revealed no difference in the rate of in
fections between the two groups (log rank test,
p=0.477).

Conclusions: The application of chlorhexidine at
peritoneal exit site in our Unit, proved to be as
efficacious and safe as the use of mupirocin, regarding
the prevention of exit site infections and peritonitis. As
chlorhexidine is also cheaper, the exit site care proto-
col is going to be totally based on it.

Key words: antibiotics, infection, peritoneal dialysis,
peritonitis.
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