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IepiAnym

Eivalr yvoot6 6ti to uéyedog £vag veoyvoy ot YEVVIOT) AROTELEL £VE ONUAVTIXG TEOYVOOTTIXG OEIXRT) VE-
oyvirng vooneotntag xa Ovnownotnras. Asinteg mov €xovv ovoyeTLoel pe To fdgog YEvvnong tov veo-
YvoU amotTeLovV 1 aEnon Pdeovs CORATOg RATA TNV EYRVROTUVI], ®oL 0 OEiXTNS Ndias oopatog (BMI)
OV TNV €YRVR00UVI. Ot OVoYETIOELS QUTES PUIVETUL OTL EXNOEEGLOVTAL GTTO TO (PUAO TOV VEOYVOU %RUL
™V daTeogirt) xatdotaon tng eyxvov. To yeyovdg ot unréges yapuniov deivtn BMI yevvovv veoyvd -
deoeva xaL OMAea - pe prEotego Pagog YEVVIIONG, ouYrELTIXG BE uNTEQRES VYPMA0V deintn BMI, magd tnv
neyaATeQN 0VENON fAovs TNV EYRUIOOUVI] XaL TNV EAALELYT] TTEOMEOTNTAS, VTOINADVEL GTL 0 YaUNAOS
deintng BMI otnv agyn tTng »Unong axotehel onpaviiee TQOyvooTixe deintn Tov neyébovg evog veo-
Yvou.

Aé&eis - xAetdid: deintng nAlog oOUATOS, aENON fAoous oduatog, uéyebog veoyvou

Ewayoyq

H duatpogury} xardotaon g eyriov, TOo0 TOLV TV
OUMIYN 600 %o ®atd TNV SLAQRELN TG EYRUUOOU-
VNG, OTTOTELEL EVOL EX TMV ONUAVTLROV TAQAYOVTWV
mov emmEedlovy v €xfaon g eyrvpuoouvng. Ia-
odAnia o péyeBog tov veoyvou oty YEVVNOY, Tov
emmoedleton amd TOAMOUS TAQAYOVTES, ATOTENEL
EVa ONUOVTIXG TTEOYVWOTIRG OE(MTN VEOYVIXIG VO-
onedttag xou Bvnoudtnrog.

* BMI (Kg/m2)=B. . / yog?
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Aginteg ™G SLOTEOPLRNG ROATAOTOONS ULAG EYRVOU
mov €youv ovoyetolel ue To fagog yévvnong (B.I.)
TOV VEOYVOU amotehOUV 1 aOENON BAQOVS CWUATOG
(B.Z.) »atd m didorela g €yrupoovvng, xow o dei-
7tng wdlag owparog (Body Mass Index, BMI*) mowv
mv eyrvuoovvn. O deixtng BMI amotehel €vav €v-
%OAO %o TOAD YoroLno deixtn g SLaTEOoPIrig ®Ol-
TAOTAONG OGS €YHUOU OtV RoONUeEQV] ®Aviny
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Enidoaon tov deixty udias oduaros oty agyi tne xvnong

TEAEY, evd xaumAog delntng BMI mowv v eyrvpo-
ouvn vtodnhavel EMhenpn Bpemtnv arofendtoy.
O deivtng BMI mowv v gyrupooivy ovoyetiCeton
OeTind e 1o Pdog Tov veoyvou ot yévvnon.l 2 3.4
Mdahota €ynveg pe xaunis deixtn BMI (wxopdtepo
tov 19.8 1} tov 19.1 avdhioya pe v €pevva), ave-
Edomta amd ™V avEnon fAoovg xaTd TV EyRVIo-
ouvY, TOEOVOLALouV aENUEVE TOCOOTA YOUNAOU
Bdoovg YEvvnong veoyvav ror meomeottag.S: ©
AvtiBeto ovppmvo pue dAhn uehét7 yuvaixreg youn-
hovU deintn BMI dev mapovoioooy ovEnuévo »ivov-
VO TEGWQEOV TOXETOU EPAOOV elyov emaxn aEnom
Bdoovg oty eyrupoovvn.

Mpdopatn perémd avagépel eniong 6t 0 VPG
deivtng BMI oyetileton pe avgnon Pdoovg xatd
™V SLAQUELD TG EYRVUOOVYNG, aUENON emepfortt-
ROV TORETAV, VITEQTOON, OoxY0QwdN drafnn ®ou
QVENUEVO BAQOG TOV VEOYVOU 0TI YEVVHON.

H avEnon Pdaooug »notd v dudoxelo g eyrunoov-
g oyetiCetan Betnd pe to fAog Tov veoyvou ot
vévvnon xabmg onuovtkvy avEnon Pdoovg omv
EYRVUOOUVY €YEL OOV OTTOTELECUA TNV YEVVOT| VEO-
YV peyaiitegov B.IL4 Avagépetor andun ot 1
avEnon oto B.Z. xatd 10 mpwto teiunvo emnoedlet
7o B.I". To0v veoyvov mepLoodtepo am’ ot 1 ahhayn
Tov BAoug TV eyrimv oto deUteQo 1} TElTo TOIUN-
vo? 10 ev) yuvaineg pe younho B.Z. xow avEnon
Bdoovg peyoariteon twv 12 kg xow yvvaineg vmép-
Bogeg pue avEnon pdoovg 6-11 kg elxav v ®adhi-
teon £xpaon.l! Téhog elvan aoonueinto 6t 1 av-
Enon Pdoovg oty eynvpuoouvy mbavd amotehel
®naAUTEQO TEOYVWOTIKG delntn Yo To B.T. Twv veo-
yYvaov og didvueg xunoeig o’ Gt o deintng BMIL12
Z10mA¢ TS TAEOoVoNS UELETNS elval VO EXTIUNOOV-
ue v entdoaon, 1600 tov deivty BMI omv aoym
™g ®Unong, 600 %L ™S oENONS PAEovs ®atd TV
EYHVUOOUVY, 0TO UEYEDOC TOV VEOYVOU OTN YEVVNON).

YAuno wow M£0oodou

To vixrd pog amotéhecav 512 vyieic €yrveg, ymoElig
ETUITAOXES ROTA TNV RUNON, KAl TO VEOYVA TOVS. AgV

Hivaxag 1: Mntoixd yaoaxtnoLotixd

Dopon - Kmotomovhov rar Aghj - Ztavgomotiou

OoVUTEQLAPONXOY OTY UEAETY TTEQLOTATIXA UE OQK-
Yoo dtaPriTn TS wUNoNG, TEOEXAAMPIOL RO TO-
Mduueg vufoeis. Kateypdgnoov otoyeio oyetind
Ue TNV ®UNOT RABDS RaL AVOQMITOUETOLRA Y OLOARTY-
QLOTIXA TOOO TV UNTEQMV GO0 AL TWV VEOYVHV
tovg. O delntng BMI omyv agyr] ™mg eyrupoovvng
vrmohoyiotue pe fdon to B.Z. wou 1o vyog oty
TEATY emlonEYN THG EYRVOV, TIC TOWTES 4 - 6 £fd0-
wadeg amd ) ovAMnyn. H avEnon Pdoovg omy
EYXVUOOUVY] VTOAOYIOTN®E apaedvIas 10 B.X.
otV Rt emioreyn amd to televtaio B.X. mowv
oV To%€T0. Me Pdon tov deintn BMI ou yuvaineg
taEwounOnroav oe toeis opnddeg g eEng: oudda I
(LBMI) younhot BMI (= 19.9), oudda IT (NBMI)
puotoroyrov BMI (BMI = 20 - 24.9), xon oudda
III (HBMI) vyniov BMI (BMI = 25).

T v otoTotry avdivon Tmv dedouévmv xonot-
woroujOnxav to. X test o t-test, €ywve one-way
ANOVA avdhivon, eve yioo v cuoyETion tmv dia-
POQMV UETAPANTOV yonoluoTomdnre o ouviehe-
OTNG OVOYETLONG I's TOV Spearman.

Amoteléopata

A6 10 0Uvolo Tv 512 eyrimv OV ATOTEAECOV TO
delypa nag, ov 90 (17.6%) elyov younho deint
BMI, 299 (58.4%) quowoloywd deixtn BMI, xan
123 (24.0%) vymAS deivty BMI. Me quolohoywro
toreto yévvnoav 403 (78.7%) yuvaineg, not e roL-
oapun Tou ov vtdhowrteg 99 (21.3%). Aev maoty-
o1fnxre otaToTvd onuavtivg dLopod OTov TUTTO
TOU TOXETOV 0Tl TRElS ouddec g uehémg (p =
0.88).

To dedouéva g UEAETNG UOS TTOU ALPOQOUV OTLG
untépeg mapovotdlovior otov IMivoxa 1. H uéon
avEnon B.Z. oty eyrvpootvn frav 13.4 = S5.1kg
0TO OUVOLO TOU JE(YUOTOG, UE TIG YUVALIRES YOLUNAOD
deivtn BMI va mopovordovv onuavtind peyoiite-
on avgnon B.E. oe oy€on ue g eyrvovg vymAaou
delntn BMI (p = 0.03). O yuvaineg ue younho oei-
xtn BMI vjtav emiong wnpdtepeg o€ nuria ovyxot-
A 1e TG UNTEEES puotohoywrol deintn BMI (p =

LBMI (No=90)

NBMI (No=299) HBMI (No=123)

AvEnon Bdgoug (kg) 13.7 £ 42 13.6 £ 5.0 12.8 = 5.8
Hhwxia (€tn) 26.1 £ 4.7 272 = 4.8 272 £52
Hhxio ®imong (ef0) 39.5 + 0.9 39.6 + 0.8 39.7 + 0.9
Kawoapun toun (%) 20.0 21.1 22.8

Ap1Budg maududv 0.7x0.9 09 =1.0 1.0 1.0
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Hivaxag 2: Xapaxtnolotixd veoyvay

LBMI (No=90) NBMI (No=299) HBMI (No=123) P!
Duvho (dppev) % 50.0 46.5 47.2 0.84°
Bdipog yévvnong (g) 3243.3 £395.2 3411.4 = 4105 3457.4 + 408.1 0.00
Mijrog owuorog (cm) 509 + 1.8 517+ 1.7 517+ 1.8 0.00
IMeouu. repaiic (cm) 34413 34712 348 £ 1.1 0.06
Apgar 1° hemrtov 8.8 = 0.6 8.7+ 0.8 8.7+ 0.7 0.54
Apgar 5% hemtov 9.8 £ 0.5 9.7 0.5 9.7 0.5 0.53

"ANOVA, > X* test

0.05), o elyav Aydtepa moudid T6o0 0€ oUYRQLON
ue mg untépeg @uotohoywrol delntny BMI (p =
0.09), 600 o pe T UNTéEes VmAov deixtn BMI (p
= 0.01). Téhog dev PoEOxray drapoEg oty nixio
2OMONG UETOEY TV TOLHV opddwv (p = 0.44).

Tao xQOHTNOLOTIXA, TOV VEOYVAV TALQOVOLELOVTOL
otov Iivara 2. Elval gpaveod Gt ta veoyva Tov un-
0wV ue younAd deinty BMI eiyav yauniotepo
B.I'. 0e ovynplon ue ta veoyvd untépmwv t000 Ue
guotoroywd detwty BMI (p = 0.00) 600 »ow pe
VPNAS deixtn BMI (p = 0.00). To (6o mopatneiion-
%E UL OTAV OVOAUONUAY TOL VEOYVA T™V TOLDV OUd-
dwv avahoya pe to @Uvro (aydota - xopitowa). H
OTOTLOTINA ONUOVTLXT] SLOLpOQAL {OYVE RO YLaL TO Unj-

%OC YEVVIONG TV VEOYVAV, EVH 1 OLapoQd TG Te-
QLUETEOV TG REPAAIS HTav 0QLord onuovtky (p =
0.06, Iivorag 2). Téhog dev vneEe otatiotind on-
uovtx] dtooed 6oov apopd oto Apgar lov xan
S50u AemtoU PETOEY TWV VEOYVAV TOV OLopOQomV
ouddwv (ITivarag 2).

H avdivon mg ovoyénong ueto&d tov B.I. tov ve-
oyvav rouw apevog Tov deixty BMI oty apyi g
EYRVUOOVVNG, 1] OUPETEQOV TG AENONS PAQOVE KOt
TA T SLEERELDL TG EYRVUOOUYNS, TG00 OTO OVVOAO
ToU delynatog, 600 %o ®otd UAO %ol oudda, mto-
oovatdletor otov IMivaxa 3. Zto ovvolo tov Oeiy-
uotog vIEge Betny] ovoyETion TG00 ueTay Tou
B.T. tov veoyvav row g ovENong Baoovg rotd

Hivaxag 3: Svvredeotés ovoyétions tov Spearman (rs) xar avriotowes Tyués mbavoryras (P) yia tov deinty
BMI otnv évagén tne xunong, tyy av&non fdoovs xatd tyy xvnon, xat 1o fdoog yévvmons (B.1.) tov veoyvod.

LBMI NBMI HBMI Xvvodlo
Yuvolro Aeiypa
Agintng BMI oty €évapEn g ®vmong vs. B. I'. veoyvor
1s (P) -0.11 (0.31) 0.13 (0.02) 0.09 (0.34) 0.18 (0.00)
AvENON Pdoovg xatd Ty ®imon vs. B. T. veoyvou
s (P) 0.04 (0.71) 0.17 (0.00) 0.15 (0.11) 0.13 (0.00)
Movo Agpeva,
Agintng BMI oty €vaEn g ®vmong vs. B. T'. veoyvor
s (P) -0.17 (0.28) 0.12 (0.15) 0.08 (0.52) 0.11 (0.07)
AvEnon fdoovg xatd v ®imon vs. B. T'. veoyvou
1s (P) 0.07 (0.66) 0.10 (0.21) 0.10 (0.44) 0.09 (0.13)
Modvo Oniea
Agtntng BMI oty €vagEn g ®imong vs. B. I'. veoyvou
1s (P) -0.15 (0.34) 0.16 (0.06) 0.10 (0.47) 0.25 (0.00)
AvENOM Pdpovg xotd v ®imon vs. B. T'. veoyvou
1s (P) -0.00 (0.99) 0.25 (0.00) 0.18 (0.17) 0.09 (0.13)
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Enidpaon tov delxty udlag oduarog oty agylj ths xunons

dudprelar g eyrvpoovvng (rs = 0.13, p = 0.00),
600 ®ou pueta&l tov B.I. twv veoyvdv rou tou del-
%t BMI oty agyn g eyrvpooivng (rs = 0.18, p=
0.00).

IMepautépmw avdlvon xatd ouddo €deiEe GtL oL ov-
OYETIOELS TTOQEUELVOY OTOTLOTIRG ONUAVTIXES UOVO
vy v oudda. NBMI (15 = 0.17, p = 0.00 »now rs =
0.13, p = 0.02, avtiotoa), eved 1 deEevvnon g
eMiOQUONE TOU PUAOV €0€LEE OTL OL CUOYETIOELS TT0L-
QEUELVOY ONUAVTIXES UGVO Yo TaL OfjAea VEOYVA TG
ouddog NBMI (1s = 0.25, p = 0.00 ow rs = 0.16,p =
0.06, avtiotouy).

H avdlvon rotd @iho tov ovvolxoU Oelynotog
€de1Ee emiong o Betnn ovoyEtion pueta&o tov BT
TOV veoyvav xat tov deixty BMI omyv aoyi g
EYRVUOOUYNG, TO0O Yo Tar Ofhea veoyva (rs = 0.25,
p = 0.00), 600 nan Yo o dgoeva (rs = 0.11, p =
0.07), ahhd SyL %o pueta&Y tov B.I. tov veoyvav
%O TG AWWENONG PAOOVS RaTA T OLAQHELD TNG EYHV-
noovvng (Ilivaxag 3).

Tvinmon

ZTC OVOTTUYUEVES XMWQES OVOPEQETOL alAnAemi-
dp0om peta&l B.X. mowv v eyrupooivy xo ovEn-
ong Pdoovg xard m™v  eyrvuoouvn.l3  Zuvijfwg
Eyrveg ne younio deinty BMI xepdiCovv meQLooo-
T€Q0 PAQOS OTNV EYHVUOOUVY] OUYRQLTIXG UE €YRU-
ovg ue VPnAG deintn BMI, 6mmg anoufig o oty
uehétn pog.

To delyna pog taEwvoundnre ue Pdon tov dein
BMI oty agyn ™g eyrvuoouvng, ®ot 1 Thetoymepio
Tov eyrvov (58.7%) avixre omv ouddo NBMI ue
uoLohoywro deixty BMI. H uéon nun g avEnong
Bdaooug ot dudpxrela TG ®UNONG, TO00 otV oudda
LBMI 600 »ow oty ouddo NBMI, evpioxreton
EVIOS TV TEOTEWOUEVWY, omd To Institute of
Medicine twv HITA, opilwv yia eyxriouc.
TMopdMnAa dev VITEYXAY OTATLOTIRA ONUOVTIRES
OLOLPOES G TTEOS THV TEOMEAGTNTA, O CUUPMVIO
ue to. evprjuato diing uerémc’, ovte Goov apod
070, TOCOOTA ROLOOQIXMV TOUDV UETAEY TWV TOUDV
ouddwv Tov dElYUOTOC.

IMopd tavto 1o puéco B.T. tov veoyvav g opnddog
LBMI eivouw onuovtind pur@oteQo amd autd Tov di-
Aov dU0 opddwv, yeyovog mov evioyvel TV vode-
on 6t 0 younidg detntne BMI amotehel aveEdom-
TO TEOYVOOTHG TAQAYOVTO TOV UEYEBOUS TOV VEO-
yvoU.5: 0

Idaitepa evOLopEQov evpNnua TS LEAETNG LOS OITO-
tehel M VmoEn oToToTIMd ONUAVTLRIG OUOYETLONG
UETOED, agevog tov B.I. twv veoyvav o tov Oei-
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w1 BMI oty a1 g eyrupooivng, #aL opeTEQOU
ueta&V tov B.I. twv veoyviv row g avEnong Pd-
Q0VUG ROTA TN SLAQRELXL TNG EYHVUUOOUVNG, UWOVO 0TV
oudda NBMI »ou uévo o ta Onhea veoyvd. To ye-
YOVOg xoNCeL TeQuUTEQ® dLeeetvnong o’ evOg Uev
YL VoL TEXUNOLWOET AdLAOELOTO €Q° GO0V TOAYUOLTL
T0 ULO aurotelel aveEAQTTO TEOYVMOTIRG TALOA-
YOVTQ, RO ap’ ETEQOV Yot Vo dleQevvnBel 1) mbovi
owtioxn oyéon.
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Summary

It is known that newborns’ size at birth constitutes
an important prognostic factor of neonatal
morbidity and mortality. Indicators associated with
infants’ birthweight are the weight gain during
pregnancy and the Body Mass Index (BMI) before
gestation. These associations seem to be influenced
by newborns’ sex and the mother’s nutritional
status. The fact that mothers of low BMI have
neonates -males and females- with lower
birthweight, compared with mothers of high BMI,
despite greater weight gain during pregnancy and
lack of prematurity, indicates that a low BMI at the
beginning of gestation constitutes an important
prognostic index of newborns’ size.

Key-words: BMI, weight gain, newborns’ size
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