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EI2ATQIMH/2KOMNMOX

H ekoUola pvAun avoadEPETOL 0TN OKOTILUN KoL Komuwdn mpoomndbsia
QTOUVNOVEUONG, EVW N AKOUOLOL UVAUN avadEPETAL OTNV QUTOUOTN
kat ofiaotn kwdikevuon twv mMAnpodoplwv n omoia Tmailel oNUAVILKO
poAo otnv kaBnuepwn wn (Vingerhoets, 2005). Qotéoo, n akolvola
puvAun dev €xel LeAetnBel TOOO CUCTNUATLKA OCO N EKOUGLAL.

Ol MPONYOUHEVEG LEAETEC TIOU €XOUV OLEPEUVNOEL TNV akoUOLA UVAN
aoBevwv pe vooo Mapkivoov (NM) €xouv kataAnéel oe avtipatika
anoteAéopata. Mo mopadelypa, OpLOUEVEG LEAETEG UTTOOTNPL{OUY OTL N
aKoUOLA VAN, CUYKPLTIKA e T ekovoLa, paivetal va mapapével KOAA
Statnpnpévn o aoBeveig e NN (Cooper & Sagar, 1993, Vingerhoets et
al., 2004). Qotoco, pia AAAn peA€tn €6elée OtL oL aocbeveic pe NN
€bellav onuavtikn €€acbévnon tng akovuolag pvAung (lvory et al.,
1999). Télog, dUo mio mpoodateg peAéteg €6eL€av OtL oL aoBeveig pue PD
napouvcialov eAelppota T600 OTNV aKouolo 000 KOL OTnV EKOUCLA
uvnun (Ellifolk et al., 2013, Ellfolk et al., 2012).

ZKOTIOG TNG apovoag KEAETNG ATav va n Slepelivnon TNG aKoUoLaG Kal
gKoUOLOG HvAUNG o aoBeveic pe NI, xwplg avola, o€ oUYKPLON HE
dUOLOAOYIKOUG CUUMETEXOVTEG, KABWC KAl N CUOXETLON TOUG UE TNV
T(POOOXH KO TLG ETUTEALKEC AELTOUPYIEG.

Nivakag 2. T-test aveEApTNTWV SEYUATWVY YLA TNV CUYKPLOT TNG LKOUOLOLG KoL
€KoUoLAG (AEKTLKAG KOl OTTTIKOXWPLKAG) AVAKANGNG KOLL QVAYVWPELONG HETAED
TwVv acBevwv pe PD kot tngopdadag eAéyxou

EAe0Bepn AvakAnon AOBEVeis ue PD Oudda EAeyyou t-test
(N=17) (N=17)
Mean SD Mean SD T p
lAKOL'JO'La 57.3 19.8 62.5 17.1 811 423
EkoUola AeKTIKA 54.8 15.6 69.6 121 3.07 .004**
’ Ekobola 45.0 24.4 63.2 22.2 2.26 .031*
TITLKOXWPLKNA
Avayvwpion

AkouoLa 66.9 22.1 73.5 16.5 991 .329
ExkoUoLla Aektikn 87.2 17.5 93.7 10.7 1.27 211
ExovoLa 95.1 9.8 96.8 6.7 .604 .550
OTTIKOXWPLKN

Nivakag 3. Zuoxetioelg Pearson avapeoa otig VEUPOYUXOAOYLKEG SOKLUAOLES
TIou aLoAoyoUV TNV POcoxXN KoL TLG ETILTEALKEG AELTOUPYLEG KL TLG SOKLUALGIEG
aKoUoLaG Kal EKouoLag LVARNG otoug acBeveig pe NN

YAIKO - MEOOAOX

2T MEAETEC oUMMETElXav 17 aoBeveic pe NM (péon nAkia: 63,5 + 8,5
€1n) ko 17 vyleig ouppeTéxovteg (LEon nAwia: 59,2 £ 10,6 £€tn).

® Ol CUUUETEXOVTEG TINPOV HEPOG OE €va TE(PAUA LE TIPOCOUOLWTH
odriynong

* KdbBe ouppetéxwv e€etaoBnke oamo e0kO VeUPOAOYO Kol N
Stayvwon tng NM éywve oludwva pe ta kaboplopéva kprtipla (UK
Nooog Napkwvoov Society Brain Bank, Hughes et ai., 1992). Ertiong 6Aot
Ol CUMUETEXOVTEG €€eTAoONKav amo VveupoUXOAOYO  HECW HLOG
evOelexou¢ veupoPuxoAoyLIKNG eEETaONG.

° Kpunipwa évtaéng: BabBuoloyia otnv CDR < 0.5, BaBuoloyia otnv
Hoehn & Yahr (H & Y) < 3. EmutAéov, ot aoBeveig Atav otn ¢don On
Katd tn Slapkela TnG oUVOALKAG afLloAdynong.

® H akovola pviun afloAoynbnke pe €va epwTnUATOAOYLO, TO OMOLo
OXEOLAOTNKE QmO TNV EPEUVNTIKNA Mg opada, mou mnepllappave
EPWTNOELG OV adopoucav epediopata ta omola eixav mapouclaoTel
kata tnv Sldpkela tng odnynong H ekovola pvAun afloloyndnke pe
Hopkins Verbal Learning Test-Revised (HVLT-R) kot to Brief Visuospatial
Memory Test-Revised (BVMT-R) .

* H BaBuoloyieg amod TI¢ doklpaoileg akouoLlag Kal ekoUoLAg UVAMNG
LETATPATINKAV OE TIOCOOTA £T0L WOTE va €lval Pkt n olyKpLoN
HeTAEL TwV dU0 SLadopeTikwy TUTIWV KWSIKEVONG.

°  OL8U0 opadeg nTav eELOWHEVEG €vag TTPOC EvVaV WC TTPOC TNV NALKia,
To eKMAlSEUTIKO €mimedo, TN YEVIKN YVWOTIKA AEToupyla Kol ta
oupntwpata katabAwpng (Mivakag 1).

ATIOTEAEZMATA

Nivakag 1. Anpoypadikd XapaKTNPLoTIKATWY acdevwv pe NIM kot tng

opadag eAéyyou.
Memory Tasks PD group Control T-test
group
Mean SD Mean SD t p
HAWio 63.5 8.5 58.8 10.6 -1.43 .164
MopdwTikd 13.9 3.5 160 35 169 .101
Ertinebo
MMSE 28.5 1.6 29.2 1.1 139 .172
GDS 3.7 3.3 1.8 20 -195 .060

Znueiwon: MMSE: Mini Mental State Examination, GDS: Geriatric Depression Scale

AkoUoLa EkoUowa AeKTIKA EkolUowa

AvakAnon AvakAnon OnTIKoOXwpPLKA

AvakAnon

r p r p r P
FAB .19 468 .52 .033 51 .037
Phonemic Fl. 48 .051 .58 .015 .64 .006
Sp. Span FW .06 .808 13 .605 .09 716
Sp. Span BWs .39 123 .64 .005 .38 130
CTMT-1 14 .612 -.27 .330 -.62 .013
CTMT-2 23 408 -.37 .169 -.59 .019
CTMT-3 .39 144 -.07 .789 -.28 313
CTMT-4 -.05 .848 -.42 114 -.64 .011
CTMT-5 -.17 531 -42 116 -.69 .004
Sp. Addition .38 13 .52 .033 .19 455

2YMIEPAZMATA:

° Xe oUYKpLON UE TNV opada eAéyxou, ol aoBeveig pe NIM epudpavicav
ONUAVTIKA EAAELUMATO OTNV EKOUCLOL OVAKANGCN €VW N akouoLld
VAN TtopouoLaletal KaAd dtatnpnuévn.

°  AebopEVou OTL N ekoUCLA UVN BEWPELTOL WG HLa TILO ATTALTNTIKA
kot komiwdng vontikn dtadikactia(Vingerhoets, 2005, Karrasch et al.,
2010) , ot Slatapaxég autég Ba umopoucav va amodoBolv oe
HeETwrlaieg  Slatapaxec KoL OLATAPOXEG TPOCOXNAG, OTOLEG
napatnpouvtol cuxva oe aoBeveic pe NN (Zgaljardic et al, 2003).

° EmutAéov, oL xapnAég emdooslg twv aocbevwv povo otnv
dokipoaoia  eAevBepng avakAnong kot Oxt otnv  SoKipooia
avayvwplong aAAd KoL Ol  ONUOVTIKEG OUCXETIOEL TOU
nopatnpndnkav peTaly TG €koUOLAG UVAUNG KoL TwWV SOKLLACLWY
TIPOCOXNG KOL ETUTEALKWV AELTOUPYLWV UTtOOTNPLlOLV TNV amoyn OTL
Ta eAAelppaTa pvnung mou epdavitouv ol acBeveig Parkinson eivat
mBavo va odeilovtal o pla petwrniaia/smiteAik) duoAetoupyia
Kol OXL O Lo Tipwtapxky SucAeltoupyia Twv Sopwv Tou £0Ww
kpotadkol AoBou. (Dubois & Pillon, 1996).
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