. ISSN 2458-8865 E-ISSN 2459-1505 sl FPE

o o www.fppc.com.tr - -‘an“y
\" J Family Practice and Palliative Care  Fructice
d . 4 Palliative
https://doi.org/10.22391/fppc.597657 ‘Care )
Research Article
Evaluation of the awareness regarding Type 2 Diabetes, its management and
adverse effects of the treatment among the patients with Type 2 Diabetes g Crossref

Tip 2 Diyabet hastalarinin hastaliklari, tedavisi ve tedavi yan etkileri hususundaki farkindaliklarinin degerlendirilmesi
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ABSTRACT

Introduction: Diabetes Mellitus (DM) management requires not only continuous medical care but also risk reduction strategies to prevent
complications. Improving patients’ knowledge and awareness about DM and diabetes-related complications (DRC) is crucial for the
management of DM. Increased awareness about DM and DRC, which leads to an eagerness to follow-up diet plans, and lifestyle modifications
would help us to establish patient-specific goals. In this study, we would like to determine the awareness levels of diabetic patients about DM,
DM management and DRC.

Methods: Total of 300 adult patients (179 female, 121 male) with type 2 Diabetes Mellitus (T2DM) were included in this study. The data was
collected through a survey based on face-to-face interviews. Total Survey score (TSP) for each participant was calculated by taking 1 point for
each correct answer and TSP interval was evaluated between 0-24 points..

Results: The score of women was higher than that of men (14.7243.14 vs. 13.0743.30, p <0.001). Patients who did not work were more aware
(14.53£3.22 vs. 13.64+3.31, p = 0.019). No significant difference in terms of awareness was observed between low educated and high-educated
participants. Patients who had insulin in their treatment combination, anti-hypertensive, and lipid-lowering drug user had significantly higher
TSP scores. A significant correlation was observed in BMI, HC, DBP, and age of Diabetes with awareness.

Conclusions: The mean awareness score of the patients who participated in our study was 14 points. Since the maximum score that can be
obtained at the highest awareness level is 24, the awareness level of our patients can be evaluated as 58%. Considering the morbidity, mortality
and economic costs associated with diabetes, it can be said that more attention should be paid to patient education in order to achieve higher
treatment success.

Keywords: Awareness, Diabetes Mellitus, education, knowledge
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Giris: Diyabetes Mellitus (DM) tedavisi sadece siirekli tibbi bakimi degil ayni1 zamanda komplikasyonlardan korunmak igin risk azaltma
stratejilerini de igerir. Hastalarin DM ve diyabetle ilgili komplikasyonlar (DIK) hakkindaki bilgi ve farkindaliklarint artirmak, DM yonetimi i¢in
¢ok onemlidir. DM ve DIK ile ilgili farkindalik, hastalarin diyet planlarina ve yasam tarzi degisikliklerine uyumda daha istekli davranmalarini
saglayarak bizlerin hastaya 6zel hedefler belirlememize yardimci olacaktir. Bu galigmada diyabet hastalarinin DM, DM yo6netimi ve DIK
hakkindaki farkindalik seviyelerini belirlemek istiyoruz..

Yontem: Calismaya tip 2 Diyabetes Mellituslu (T2DM) toplam 300 yetiskin hasta (179 kadm, 121 erkek) dahil edildi. Veriler yiiz yiize
goriismelere dayanan bir anket aracilifiyla toplanmistir. Her bir katilimer igin toplam anket puani (TAP), her bir dogru cevap 1 puan alinarak
hesapland1 ve TAP aralig1 0-24 arasinda degerlendirildi

Bulgular: Kadinlarin puani erkeklerin puanindan yiiksekti (14.72+3.14 vs. 13.07£3.30, p <0,001). Caligmayan hastalarin farkindaliklar1 daha
yiksekti (14.53£3.22 vs. 13.64+3.31, p = 0,019). Diisiik egitimli ve yiiksek egitimli katilimcilar arasinda farkindalik agisindan anlamli bir fark
gozlenmedi. Tedavi kombinasyonlarinda insiilin, anti-hipertansif ve lipid disiiriicii ilag kullanan hastalarda TAP skorlari anlamli derecede yiiksek
bulundu. Viicut kitle indeksi, kalga ¢evresi, diyastolik kan basinci ve diyabet yasi ile farkindalik arasinda anlamli bir korelasyon oldugu gozlendi.
Sonu¢: Calismamiza katilan hastalarin ortalama farkindalik puani 14 puan olarak gozlendi. En yiiksek farkindalik diizeyinde aliabilecek
maksimum puan 24 oldugundan hastalarimizin farkindalik diizeyi %58 olarak degerlendirilebilir. Diyabete bagli morbidite, mortalite ve ekonomik
maliyetleri géz oniine alarak, daha yiiksek tedavi basarisini elde etmek igin hasta egitimine daha fazla 6nem verilmesi gerektigi sdylenebilir.
Anahtar kelimeler: Farkindalik, Diyabetes Mellitus, egitim, bilgi
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Introduction

Diabetes mellitus (DM) is a chronic condition that causes disabling complications if left untreated. Management re-quires not only continuous
medical care but also create risk reduction strategies to prevent complication development. Diabetes is one of the most prevailing disorders
worldwide, the prevalence for which was estimated (globally), in 2017, 425 million people live with diabetes and this is expected to rise to 629
million by 2045. According to International Diabetes Federation, currently 6.7 million people live with diabetes in Turkey, and in 2045 the total
number of people with diabetes is estimated to be 11.2 million; Turkey has the 13rd largest popu—lation of diabetes [1].

DM related vascular complications (macro and micro) results significant rates of morbidity and mortality [2]. Each complication requires further
managements, which results economic burdens for both health departments and patients itself. Improving patients’ knowledge and awareness of
diabetes and diabetes related complications is crucial for management of diabetes. Individuals self-care practices are directly related with their
knowledge; the more they know, the more they care themselves [3]. In diabetic population, increased awareness about DM and diabetes
complications, which leads to eagerness to follow-up diet plans and lifestyle modifications, would help us to establish patient specific goals [4].
Education has key importance in self-management and support that is critical for preventing acute complications and reducing the long-term
complications risk. In this study, we would like to determine the awareness levels of diabetic patients about their illness, diabetes complications
and diabetes management.

Methods

After local ethical committee (Uludag University ethical committee) approval (2008-21/20) a total of 300 adult patients (179 female, 121 male)
with type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) who admitted Internal medicine or Endocrinology & Metabolism outpatient clinic between January 2009
and May 2009 were included in this study. The data was collected after written consent was taken from each participant through a survey based
on face-to-face interviews.

In addition to survey we also collect participants’ demographic characteristics [Age, sex, weight, height, waist circumference (WC), Hip
circumference (HC), systolic and diastolic blood pressures (SBP and DBP)], age of diabetes, treatment type, and the levels of most recently
measured level of fasting plasma glucose (FPG), post-prandial plasma glucose (PPPG), hemoglobin Alc levels (HbAlc), cholesterol-lipid values.
Patient’s education level was evaluated into two groups. While, participants with education status higher than high school considered as group 2
and the others considered as group 1.

Scoring

Total survey point (TSP) was calculated for each participant by multiplying each correct answer as 1 point with exclusion of 6th and 7th questions
that are not measuring knowledge. Since, question 25 had 2 items it was considered as two questions. By this calculation, the highest score would
be 24 and lowest score would be zero.

Statistical Analysis

The test was found as reliable and repeatable with the test-retest method that applied first 20 patients (Pearson correlation coefficient 0.96,
p<0.001). McNemar test was applied to each question to show compliance between the questions and compliance was observed for all questions
(p>0.05). Pearson’s chi-square test and fisher’s exact chi-square test was used for categorical variables. In comparison of two groups, independent
sample t-test or Mann - Whitney U test was used. ANOVA or Kruskal Wallis test was used for comparison of more than two groups. Pearson
correlation analysis was performed to see the relationship between continuous variables. Averages were given with standard deviation. p <0.05
was considered significant. SPSS (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA) V20.0 package program was used for statistical analysis..

Results

Totally 300 patients who accepted to answer face-to-face survey was recruited to this study. Demographics of the participants were evaluated. A
hundred-seventy-nine of them (59.66 %) were female. Mean age was 57.63 + 9.76 and diabetes duration was 9.62 + 7.80 years. Ninety-two
percent of the volunteers were married. Participants weight, height, waist and hip circumferences and blood pressures were measured (Table-1).

Table 1. Demographics and measurements

Female (n:179) Male (n:121) Total (n:300)
Married/single 157/22 119/2 276/24
Working/not-working 6/173 25/96 31/269
Age (mean £ SD) 56.85+9.48 58.79 +10.09 57.63 +£9.76
Age of Diabetes (mean + SD) 9.24 £ 7.50 10.19 £ 8.23 9.62 +7.80
Weight (kg) 82.48 +14.98 83.22 £ 12.81 82.78 +14.13
Height (cm) 155.80 + 8.31 169.21 + 6.44 161.21+ 10.06
BMI (kg/m2) 33.41+5.66 28.91 +4.09 31.59+£5.54
Waist Circumference (cm) 107.64 £ 13.35 104.82 £10.77 106.50 £ 12.44
Hip Circumference (cm) 119.65 +11.88 109.47 £9.13 115.55 +11.94
SBP (mmHg) 129.39 £ 16.42 129.61 £ 15.22 129.48 £15.92
DBP (mmHg) 76.79 £9.92 78.98 £9.70 77.67 £9.88

SD: standard deviation, BMI: body mass index, SBP: systolic blood pressure, DBP: diastolic blood pressure
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Participants mean FPG, PPPG and HbAlc levels were 161.66 + 62.26 mg/dL, 224.29 + 84.95 mg/dL and 8.35 + 2.16 %, respectively. Comparison
of lipid profile between male and female participants reveals that female participants had significantly higher HDL (45.93 + 10.98 mg/dL vs. 41.62
+13.02, p<0.001) and LDL (124.11 + 33.63 mg/dL vs. 112.08 + 32.14, p=0.002) levels (Table 2).

Table 2. Laboratory results

FPG: fasting plasma glucose, PPPG: post-prandial plasma glucose, HbAlc: hemoglobin Alc, T-chol: total cholesterol, HDL: high-density
lipoprotein, LDL: low-density lipoprotein, TG: triglyceride

While, seven participants took no medication for diabetes management majority of them were under oral anti-diabetics (OAD) 139 (46.3%) or
insulin treatment 82 (27.3%). Seventy-two (24%) participants were followed-up with both OAD and insulin treatment. Half of the total participants
150 (50%) were receiving lipid lowering medications and 210 (70%) were under anti-hypertensive treatment (Table 3).

Table 3. Medication history

No meds: No medication, OAD: oral anti-diabetics

TSP, which indicates the level of patients’ knowledge was evaluated. Women’s score was higher than men’s score (p<0.001) and patients who are
not working had better TSP scores (p=0.019). TSP score was higher in single participants and participants with higher income, but the difference
for both groups was not significant. No significant difference in terms of TSP was observed between low educated and high educated participants
(14.04 + 3.42 vs 14.07 + 3.11, p>0.05). Patients who had insulin in their treatment combination, anti-hypertensive and lipid-lowering drug user
had significantly higher TSP scores (Table 4).

Table 4. Total survey score evaluation

OAD: oral anti-diabetics, NS: non-significance, in comparison of two groups, independent sample t-test or Mann-Whitney U test was used.
ANOVA or Kruskal Wallis test was used for comparison of more than two groups. Significant correlation was observed in BMI, HC, DBP and
age of diabetes with total survey points (Table 5).

Fam Pract Palliat Care. 2019 Dec;4(3):102-107

——————————
104




Research Article Tatar et al.

Tablo 5. Correlation of total survey points

Age BMI WC HC SBP DBP DD
r: -0.097 0.171 0.024 0.127 -0.033 -0.125 0.278
p: NS 0.003* NS 0.028* NS 0.030* <0.001*
FBG PPG HbAlc T-Chol HDL LDL TG
r: -0.035 -0.089 -0.037 0.057 0.041 0.046 0.079
p: NS NS NS NS NS NS NS

*: significant difference, NS: non-significance, BMI: body mass index, WC: waist circumference, HC: hip circumference, SBP: systolic blood
pressure, DBP: diastolic blood pressure, DD: diabetes duration, FPG: fasting plasma glucose, PPPG: post-prandial plasma glucose, HbAlc:
hemoglobin Alc, T-chol: total cholesterol, HDL: high-density lipoprotein, LDL: low-density lipoprotein, TG: triglyceride

Discussion

There are increased number of epidemiological studies about diabetes, but less of them covers the awareness about the disease, treatment, side
effects and complications in Turkey. Documenting the factors associated with awareness will guide for reducing the prevalence of diabetes and
planning the accurate treatment and disease control strategies.

In the literature, different results were obtained in studies comparing age and diabetes knowledge. While, no significant difference was reported
between age and diabetes knowledge in a study from Turkey [5], a study conducted with Type 2 diabetic in Chinese population have been reported
the elder patients have less knowledge about diabetes [6]. In another study conducted in Kuwait, it was demonstrated that old age affects the
knowledge of diabetes negatively and older age has been shown as an obstacle for diabetes education [7]. In our study, when we compared the
scores with age, although there was a negative correlation, no statistical significance was found. The reason why such a relationship was not found
may be that the majority of our study group was under 65 years old. Negative correlation may still support the decrease in the level of disease
information with the increase in age.

Gender distribution of the participants reveals female predominance (59.66 %, 6th decade) which is consistent with Arslantas [8] and Liu [9] et
al.’s studies (77.2%, 7th decade and 64.9%, 6th and 7th decade). These results may indicate the incidence of T2DM is higher than men around 6th
decade which would be related with post-menopausal changes.

In France, a survey was conducted to measure the level of knowledge about diabetes in patients with type 2 diabetes and to the normal population.
In this study, the level of knowledge about the disease was found to be higher in the diabetic population and in the high social category women
over the age of 65 years [10]. In another study, general diabetes information, insulin-related knowledge level and total knowledge level of adults
living in Kuwait with Type 2 diabetes were examined, and no differences in terms of gender were observed in the comparison of these three scores
[7]. In our study, women gave more accurate answers to survey questions than men in contrast to Rahman et al. [11] and Caliskan et al. [12]
studies. The higher level of knowledge of women about diabetes, its treatment and side effects can be attributed to the fact that women are more
interested in health, to devote more time to this issue, and to follow the publications to inform the community in television and newspapers in
Turkey.

In China, in a questionnaire study conducted to evaluate disease-related information and glycemic control in type 2 diabetics, the highest awareness
was observed in civil servants, the lowest awareness was observed in housewives, and the authors emphasized the need to pay attention to
sociodemographic characteristics when preparing the training program [6]. In a study conducted in India, diabetes and education and working
status were compared and no relation was found with knowledge about the disease in any occupational group (even in the doctor) [13]. In our
study, the scores of the non-working group (housewives and one unemployed person) were significantly higher compared to the workers. This can
be attributed to the fact that housewives spend more time on themselves and their health than the workers. Considering that the majority of the
non-working group is housewives and women's scores are higher, it can be thought that the workers may find it difficult to find time to watch,
listen to or read the health programs in the media, and may not be able to get permission from workplaces to be informed by health care providers.
Caliskan et al [12] reported education level as an important predictor of awareness and they found that high-educated individuals were more
informed and aware of their condition. In a study conducted in the USA, although there was a positive relationship between the level of education
and diabetes awareness, no statistical significance was found [14]. Our study reveals no significant difference between low and high-educated
participants. This may be the fact that the patients with low level of education raised themselves because of their interest in diabetes may have
eliminated the difference between the groups.

The level of knowledge about the disease was found to be low in families with low income in a study from Kuwait [7]. In our study, there was no
significant difference when compared with those with income above and below the minimum wage. Social security in our country covers all the
people and therefore there is no difference between the income groups in accessing to health care. For this reason, the patient in each income group
can apply to the health institutions at the same standards and get information.

In France, a study in type 2 diabetics has shown that the level of knowledge increase with antihyperglycemic therapy intensification. While, OAD
users have been shown to have a better knowledge of diabetes than those in the diet and lifestyle changes group, insulin users have better knowledge
than those who use OAD [10]. In a study conducted in Austria, it was shown that although, patients using insulin participated more education
programs and had better knowledge, their glycemic controls were not good and had high HbAlc levels. It has been emphasized that disease-
specific education is not sufficient for glycemic and metabolic control alone [15]. In contrast to these studies, in a study conducted in China, the
highest score about the level of knowledge about diabetes was obtained in patients those who are only under the diet-therapy and the lowest score
was observed in patients those who use insulin treatment [6]. When the patients were examined in terms of the antihyperglycemic agents, the
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scores of patients using insulin or insulin + OAD were found to be higher in our study. This may be related with insulin required patient’s higher
diabetes duration and more training they have received during the course of treatment.

In recent years, with the help of social media, patients have a lot of useful information including the increase of the risk of cardiovascular disease
in the combination of diabetes, dyslipidemia and hypertension. In addition, patients' perception about their diagnosis is also increasing. In a study,
it was stated that the level of knowledge about the disease increases with the number of visits [14]. In our study, the scores of lipid-lowering and
anti-hypertensive drug users were significantly higher than those who did not. It may be possible to link the high level of knowledge in patients
who use lipid-lowering drugs and antihypertensives with their more frequent doctor visits requirements that they are informed at each visit.

It was shown that the duration of prolonged disease increased the knowledge about the disease, and this was interpreted as a result of patients
getting more education about diabetes [10]. In another study, which showed a very high level of diabetes knowledge compared to other studies,
no significant difference was found between diabetes duration and general diabetes knowledge [6]. In our study, when we compare the age of
diabetes and the questionnaire scores, it was found that as the age of diabetes increased, the level of knowledge about the disease, treatment and
treatment side effects of the patients increased. With the increase in the duration of the disease, patients experience, and knowledge increases about
the disease and the transformation of repetitive trainings into permanent knowledge, as the patients go to more doctor visit.

In a study conducted with type 2 diabetics, low diastolic blood pressure and high HDL-K were reported in women and all other cardiovascular
risk factors were similar for both sexes [15]. As the knowledge of the diabetic person increases, the likelihood of being aware of the complications
increases. In our study, no statistically significant difference was found between the systolic blood pressure and the questionnaire score, whereas
there was a negative correlation between diastolic blood pressure and the questionnaire score. The increased rate of accurate knowledge while
diastolic blood pressure decrease, may lead us to conclude that, even though indirectly, blood pressure control improves with increased knowledge.
The relationship between diabetes knowledge level and glycemic control was evaluated in type 2 diabetics, and no difference between the HbAlc
level and the knowledge levels of the patients was observed. It was concluded that the information obtained by the patients might be due to the
complications their experience during the longer time they spend as a diabetic rather than diabetes education [7]. In our study, similar to the
findings in the literature, we did not find any significant difference between the glycemic parameters (FPG, PPPG and HbA1c) and questionnaire
scores. The underlying reason for this may be the fact that the current conditions of the people in our country are not suitable for implementing the
diabetic lifestyle (increasing exercise, ensuring a healthy diet).

Kacerovsky et. al reported that, although cardiovascular risk factors were similar for both genders, HDL-K was found to be higher in women with
type 2 diabetes [15]. In our study, no significant difference was found between lipid parameters and knowledge about diabetes, its treatment and
side effects. This may be because 50% of our patients are receiving lipid-lowering treatment.

Limitations
This study was designed in a single center with tertiary hospital outpatient clinic patients. Participants’ awareness level were evaluated with total
survey point. These may be considered as a limitation.

Conclusion

The mean score of the patients who participated in our study was 14 points on a total of 24 points (58%). Considering the morbidity, mortality and
economic costs associated with diabetes, we can see how much we need patient education about diabetes, its treatment and treatment side effects
in order to achieve success in treatment.

As a result; In the light of this information, patients are required to participate in the treatment in order to control type 2 diabetes and to prevent
complications. This can only be achieved by informing the patients about the disease, treatment and especially the side effects of treatment. In
order for patient information to be complete, health care personnel should update their knowledge about the drugs used in treatment, the time and
side effects of taking the medication and re-explain them to the patients repeatedly. It should be kept in mind that accurate information on diabetes,
its treatment, treatment side effects and complications will reduce short and long-term complications and increase quality of life and life
expectancy.

Further multicenter studies with greater participant number and surveys that include the source of information would reflect the greater population
and help to produce appropriate educational programs for patients own cultural level. New surveys that produced for each subgroup of diabetes
awareness such as medications, acute and chronic complications would allow us to see our shortcomings better in terms of education.

Conflict of interest: None
Financial support: None

References

1. International Diabetes Federation. IDF Diabetes Atlas. 8 ed. Belgium: International Diabetes Federation; 2017.

2. Chinenye S, Young E. Management of diabetes mellitus in developing countries. The relevance of post prandial hyperglycemia. Pak J Med
Sci. 2011;27:677-81.

3. Mahmood K, Akhtar S, Haider I, Abbassi B, Jalib A, Salekeen S. Dietary misconceptions in Pakistani diabetic patients. Pak J Med Sci.
2011;27:128-32.

Fam Pract Palliat Care. 2019 Dec;4(3):102-107

e
106




Research Article Tatar et al.

4. Grossman S. Management of type 2 diabetes mellitus in the elderly: role of the pharmacist in a multidisciplinary health care team. J
Multidiscip Healthc. 2011;4:149-54. http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/JMDH.S21111.

5. Gunay T, Ulusel B, Velipasaoglu S, Unal B, Ucku R, Ozgener N. Factors affecting adult knowledge of diabetes in Narlidere Health District,
Turkey. Acta Diabetol. 2006;43(4):142-7. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00592-006-0230-6.

6. He X, Wharrad HJ. Diabetes knowledge and glycemic control among Chinese people with type 2 diabetes. Int Nurs Rev. 2007;54(3):280-7.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-7657.2007.00570.x.

7. Al-Adsani AM, Moussa MA, Al-Jasem LI, Abdella NA, Al-Hamad NM. The level and determinants of diabetes knowledge in Kuwaiti adults
with type 2 diabetes. Diabetes Metab. 2009;35(2):121-8. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.diabet.2008.09.005

8. Arslantas D, Unsal A, Metintas S, Koc F. Knowledge of diabetic patients about diabetes at the primary stage in Eskisehir, Turkey. Pak J Med
Sci 2008;24(2):263-8.

9. LiuX,LiY,LiL, Zhang L, Ren Y, Zhou H, et al. Prevalence, awareness, treatment, control of type 2 diabetes mellitus and risk factors in
Chinese rural population: the RuralDiab study. Sci Rep. 2016;6:31426. http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep31426

10. Mosnier-Pudar H, Hochberg G, Eschwege E, Virally ML, Halimi S, Guillausseau PJ, et al. How do patients with type 2 diabetes perceive
their disease? Insights from the French DIABASIS survey. Diabetes Metab. 2009;35(3):220-7. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.diabet.2009.02.001

11. Rehman Zu, Irshad M, Khan I, Khan FA, Baig A, Gaohar QY. A Survey of Awareness Regarding Diabetes and its Management Among
Patients with Diabetes in Peshawar, Pakistan. J Postgrad Med 2014;28(4):372-7. http://www.jpmi.org.pk/index.php/jpmi/article/view/1628

12. Caliskan D, Ozdemir O, Ocaktan E, Idil A. Evaluation of awareness of diabetes mellitus and associated factors in four health center areas.
Patient Educ Couns. 2006;62(1):142-7. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2005.06.018.

13.  Azimi-Nezhad M, Ghayour-Mobarhan M, Parizadeh MR, Safarian M, Esmaeili H, Parizadeh SM, et al. Prevalence of type 2 diabetes mellitus
in Iran and its relationship with gender, urbanisation, education, marital status and occupation. Singapore Med J. 2008;49(7):571-6.
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18695867.

14. McDonald M, Hertz RP, Unger AN, Lustik MB. Prevalence, awareness, and management of hypertension, dyslipidemia, and diabetes among
United States adults aged 65 and older. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci. 2009;64(2):256-63. http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gerona/gIn016.

15. Kacerovsky-Bielesz G, Lienhardt S, Hagenhofer M, Kacerovsky M, Forster E, Roth R, et al. Sex-related psychological effects on metabolic
control in type 2 diabetes mellitus. Diabetologia. 2009;52(5):781-8. http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00125-009-1318-7.

Supplements

The questionnaire to measure diabetic patients’ knowledge about diabetes itself, treatment and side effects

Fam Pract Palliat Care. 2019 Dec;4(3):102-107
——————————

107


http://dx.doi.org/10.2147/JMDH.S21111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00592-006-0230-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-7657.2007.00570.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.diabet.2008.09.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep31426
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.diabet.2009.02.001
http://www.jpmi.org.pk/index.php/jpmi/article/view/1628
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pec.2005.06.018
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18695867
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/gerona/gln016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00125-009-1318-7

