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The main factors contributing to the development of diabetic foot ulcers are peripheral neuropathy (sensory, motor and

autonomic) and peripheral arterial disease. Both complications predispose to the development of lesions and the

destruction or infection of tissue, which are the precursors to amputations in most cases. Currently, we have a great deal

of information on preventive and therapeutic interventions aimed at reducing the sequence of events (foot at risk, injury

and subsequent amputation); but other aspects, such as patient mortality and how certain clinical factors, blood glucose

control, ulcer evolution and severity influence patient survival, are less well known. 
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1. Introduction

Approximately one in four patients with diabetes will develop a foot ulcer in their lifetime . Seventy percent of diabetic

foot ulcers (DFU) remain unhealed after 20 weeks of treatment , and 60% of them become infected, and of these, 20%

end in different levels of amputation .

Patients with DFU have an increased risk of all-cause mortality, which is estimated to be more than double that of patients

with diabetes without this complication . On average, a person who develops DFU has a 3–5 year lower survival rate

than a counterpart with diabetes, and this effect is in addition to that associated with diabetes itself, for which the

reduction in life expectancy is about 6 years . Survival is reduced by 40% in 5 years , although it is further reduced

for patients with more severe lesions  or with ischemic versus non-ischemic lesions .

2. Global Mortality

In this study, almost 60% of the patients died during the follow up, which indicates that survival was reduced to 60% at 5

years (figure 1). Jupiter et al.  published a systematic review, which included 12 original studies, finding a 5-year

mortality rate of about 40% in patients with a diabetic foot ulcer. However, there are fewer studies investigating longer-

term mortality. Morbach et al.  and Mader et al.  found 10-year mortality rates like those found in our study, 70% and

64%, but Iversen et al.  and Jeyaraman et al.  reported lower rates, 49% and 45%, respectively. These differences

can be explained by the fact that in studies with lower mortality rates, younger subjects, with fewer years of evolution and

with less macrovascular disease were included.
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Figure 1. Survival analysis of the 338 patients with diabetic foot ulcers (DFU) from their first consultation at the MDFT

center. The Kaplan—Meier curve shows the estimated 5-year survival rate.

3. Cardiovascular Disease as a Cause of Death

In agreement with other reports in the literature , the main cause of death in our population was cardiovascular

disease, followed in order of frequency by respiratory disease (table1). This last observation is reasonable considering the

previous or current high exposure to tobacco in our series (50.2%) and the high prevalence of ischemic heart disease or

cerebrovascular disease (47.3%). Other studies have found lower mortality rates from cardiovascular disease, close to

20% . Methodological aspects, such as data collection from death certificates or clinical databases, might explain

these differences . In postmortem studies, the lack of difference in causes of death between patients with diabetes, with

and without DFD , as well as the high frequency of death due to cardiovascular disease in cardiovascular safety

studies , indicate that cardiovascular disease is the leading cause of death in diabetic patients. Considering that the

mortality of diabetic patients with an established cardiovascular disease does not exceed 3% per year , patients with

a history of DFU are at much greater risk, resulting in patients at extreme cardiovascular risk . All these data suggest

that patients with DFD should be treated proactively, intensifying control of cardiovascular risk factors.

It is not well understood why these patients have a high mortality rate. Perhaps the most relevant hypothesis is that these

patients have different co-morbidities, such as CKD, high rate of micro- and macro-vascular disease, and (especially) the

presence of peripheral neuropathy . In this study, we did not find an association between mortality and neuropathy,

assessed by loss of protective sensitivity (monofilament or tuning fork), as in the study by Amadou et al. . Perhaps

methodological aspects in the assessment of peripheral neuropathy could explain these differences . However,

peripheral neuropathy and autonomic cardiovascular neuropathy often coexist in the same patient, a combination that

results in increased myocardial ischemia as either silent ischemia or with a poorer adaptive response to ischemic

insults . The higher frequency of ischemic heart disease as a cause of death among neuropathic versus ischemic

patients supports these data .
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4. Diabetic Foot Ulcer as a Cause of Death

The analysis of the causes of mortality also showed that in 11 patients (5.5%), the lesion was identified as the mortality-

triggering factor in the hospital clinical reports, mainly due to sepsis and consecutive multiple organ failure. Morbach et al.

 reported that up to 5.9% of patients with DFU died from the lesion, without specifying whether the ulcer was the cause

of death; while Ghanassia et al.  reported that of 19.6% of patients hospitalized for the ulcer, the lesion was the cause of

death. However, this outcome is less well-reported and controversial and requires further research; it is important to take it

into account in the possible evolution and management of these patients.

4. Predictive Factors For Mortality

Univariate and multivariate analysis (table 2) adjusted to different variables (models 1 and 2) showed that some factors

independently predicted mortality in the population with DFU. Most factors, such as age, smoking, ischemic heart disease,

cerebrovascular disease, and renal disease, have been documented in previous studies  and are non-

controversial, and can be seen in any patient with diabetes. One discordant aspect was the non-association of male sex

with mortality in our study, as reported by other authors , suggesting that in the presence of DFD, the mortality rate is

similar in both sexes. Seghieri et al.  found even higher mortality in women versus men in non-vascular DFD.

4.1. Glycemic Control

Glycemic control is less well known and of greater practical interest. In our study, tighter glycemic control estimated by

HbA1c independently predicted higher mortality (figure 2). Thus, patients with HbA1c < 7% (53 mmol/mol) had a HR of

1.43 (95% CI 1.02–2.0) when multivariate analysis was adjusted to model 2. From a practical perspective, this means that

a patient with DFD without ischemic heart disease and HbA1c < 7% (53 mmol/mol) has a similar risk of death as another

patient also with DFD, but without ischemic heart disease and a HbA1c value of 8% (64 mmol/mol).
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Figure 2. Kaplan—Meier curves for survival by HbA1c in total cohort (n = 334, 4 subjects no data). The log-rank test was

obtained from the first 5 years of the survival analysis.

Studies examining this aspect found no association  or found a similar association to our study: increased HbA1c

and fewer deaths . Only the study by Mader et al.  found a worse glycemic control association with more

mortality. These results, although initially contradictory, agree with what has been published in intervention studies in the

diabetic population (T1DM and T2DM) in the scenario of presenting many years of evolution and the great burden of

micro- and macro-vascular complications . Aspects such as the increased risk of hypoglycemia in patients with tighter

control could explain this higher mortality in patients at high cardiovascular risk . Recently, a secondary analysis of the

TECOS Randomized Clinical Trial, supported these data . The aforementioned suggests that in patients with a history of

DFU, very tight glycemic control with HbA1c < 7% (53 mmol/mol) is not recommended and that aiming for improved

control by reducing HbA1c values is unlikely to reduce mortality in the short-medium term, considering the shorter life

expectancy of patients with this chronic complication. An adequate degree of glycemic control—taking account of age, co-

morbidity, and life expectancy—is mandatory.

4.2. Ulcer Severity

Few studies analyze the association between mortality and severity of ulcers; however, there are more studies that

analyze the association with its etiology, increasing mortality among patients with ischemic lesions . In our series,

the SINBAD score system (figure 3) was independently associated with mortality, HR 1.14 (95% CI 1.01–1.27) and HR

1.12 (95% CI 1.02–1.26) adjusted to models 1 and 2, respectively. Winkley et al. , using the Texas classification, found

no association with mortality; but recently, Brennan et al.  using a simple classification, gangrene and osteomyelitis

versus early ulcer, as well as Amadou et al. , using the PEDIS classification, have reported this association. It should

be noted that the classification used by Amadou et al. only considered perfusion.
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Figure 3. Kaplan—Meier curves for survival by SINBAD score system (n = 338). The log-rank test was obtained from the

first 5 years of the survival analysis

The SINBAD score is recommended by the IWGDF for communication among health professionals and includes different

prognostic factors of the lesion such as location, perfusion, neuropathy, infection, and depth, allowing a detailed

description of the lesion and evaluation of many clinical factors . This study, therefore, demonstrates that the ulcer

severity estimated by this classification system is a predictor of death, independent of systemic factors and should be a

guide for decisions in day-to-day practice.

4.3. Revascularization

In patients with DFU, the presence of chronic limb-threatening ischemia is associated with increased mortality, lower limb

amputation, and loss of quality of life . In our series, 22.2% of patients with ischemic lesions received revascularization

treatment, observing a longer survival during the first 5 years (figure 4). Analysis during the first 5 years showed a 50%

reduction in mortality in the treated group; however, these differences were not maintained when adjusted for other

variables. Aspects such as patient selection based on functional status, complex and unfavorable anatomy, and co-

morbidity might explain these differences .

Figure 4. Kaplan—Meier curves for survival by revascularization in patients with ischemic lesion (n = 167). The log-rank

test was obtained from the first 5 years of the survival analysis
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4.4. Reulceration

Reulceration is common in diabetic patients following DFU , but its association with mortality is poorly known. In this

study, 43.9% of patients after healing suffered reulceration, with lower mortality, HR 0.58, during the first 5 years in the

univariate analysis (figure 5). This reduction was not observed when the entire follow-up period was analyzed, nor did it

remain significant after adjusting for different variables, indicating that the association between reulceration and survival

depended on age and co-morbidities. Winkley et al.  also observed in a series of 229 patients followed for 18 months

after their first DFU that patients with reulceration had lower mortality, but the analysis was unadjusted, and no other

variables were taken into account. These results could be explained by considering the relationship between activity level

and ulceration in patients at risk  and that activity level is reduced in patients with greater fragility and co-morbidities .

In patients with DFD, where sarcopenia is more common , reulceration is a marker of functionality and better health,

improving survival.

Figure 5. Kaplan—Meier curves for survival by reulceration in patients after the resolution of the DFU and without major

amputation (n = 287). The log-rank test was obtained from the first 5 years of the survival analysis

4.5. Limitations and Strengths

Within the limitations, it should be noted: (i) causes of death were collected from clinical reports and electronic case

histories, with no death certificates for those who died outside the hospital setting; (ii) all variable data were obtained at

the beginning of the study, but we could not analyze how they changed during the follow-up period; and (iii) we do not

have some variables for the analysis of data such as: antiplatelet and lipid-lowering medications and types of oral drugs

for the control of hyperglycemia. The main strengths of the study were: (i) real-world clinical practice population; (ii) large

sample size and long follow-up time (up to 12.2 years) allowing for medium-long term outcomes; and (iii) the data were

obtained from a specially-designed database.

5. Conclusions

In the present study, patients with a history of diabetic foot ulcers had very limited survival; estimated survival was

reduced to 60% at 5 years. The most common cause of death is cardiovascular disease. Within the predictive factors of

mortality, besides the well-known factors, such as age, active smoking, cardiovascular disease, and renal disease, we

also identified as independent factors of mortality, patients with a HbA1c value < 7% (53 mmol/mol) and those with more

severe lesions. Therefore, there is evidence to support the idea that diabetic patients with a history of foot ulcers are at

very high cardiovascular risk and should be treated by intensifying control of modifiable risk factors, preferably using drugs

with proven reduction of cardiovascular events and deintensifying treatment in order to obtain the best possible glycemic

control without significant hypoglycemia. The severity of the lesion should also be regarded as a prognostic marker of

mortality.

[35]

[15]

[35] [36]

[37]



References

1. David G. Armstrong; Andrew J M Boulton; Sicco A. Bus; Diabetic Foot Ulcers and Their Recurrence. New England Jour
nal of Medicine 2017, 376, 2367-2375, 10.1056/NEJMra1615439.

2. David J. Margolis; Jonathan Kantor; Jill Santanna; Brian L. Strom; Jesse A. Berlin; Risk Factors for Delayed Healing of
Neuropathic Diabetic Foot Ulcers. Archives of Dermatology 2000, 136, 1531-1535, 10.1001/archderm.136.12.1531.

3. Benjamin A. Lipsky; E. J. G. Peters; E. Senneville; A. R. Berendt; J. M. Embil; Lawrence A. Lavery; V. Urbancic‐Rovan;
W. J. Jeffcoate; Expert opinion on the management of infections in the diabetic foot. Diabetes/Metabolism Research an
d Reviews 2012, 28, 163-178, 10.1002/dmrr.2248.

4. S. Saluja; S. G. Anderson; I. Hambleton; H. Shoo; M. Livingston; E. B. Jude; M. Lunt; G. Dunn; Adrian H. Heald; Foot ul
ceration and its association with mortality in diabetes mellitus: a meta‐analysis. Diabetic Medicine 2019, 37, 211-218, 1
0.1111/dme.14151.

5. Jack R.W. Brownrigg; Michelle Griffin; Cian O. Hughes; Keith G. Jones; Natasha Patel; Matthew M. Thompson; Robert
J. Hinchliffe; Influence of foot ulceration on cause-specific mortality in patients with diabetes mellitus. Journal of Vascul
ar Surgery 2014, 60, 982-986.e3, 10.1016/j.jvs.2014.04.052.

6. N. K. Chammas; R. L. R. Hill; Michael E. Edmonds; Increased Mortality in Diabetic Foot Ulcer Patients: The Significanc
e of Ulcer Type. Journal of Diabetes Research 2016, 2016, 1-7, 10.1155/2016/2879809.

7. Daniel Jupiter; Jakob C. Thorud; Clifford J Buckley; Naohiro Shibuya; The impact of foot ulceration and amputation on
mortality in diabetic patients. I: From ulceration to death, a systematic review. International Wound Journal 2015, 13, 89
2-903, 10.1111/iwj.12404.

8. J. W. Walsh; O. J. Hoffstad; M. O. Sullivan; D. J. Margolis; Association of diabetic foot ulcer and death in a population-b
ased cohort from the United Kingdom. Diabetic Medicine 2016, 33, 1493-1498, 10.1111/dme.13054.

9. Meghan B. Brennan; Timothy M. Hess; Brian Bartle; Jennifer M. Cooper; Jonathan Kang; Elbert S. Huang; Maureen S
mith; Min-Woong Sohn; Christopher Crnich; Diabetic foot ulcer severity predicts mortality among veterans with type 2 di
abetes.. Journal of Diabetes and its Complications 2016, 31, 556-561, 10.1016/j.jdiacomp.2016.11.020.

10. P K Moulik; Robert Mtonga; Geoffrey V. Gill; Amputation and mortality in new-onset diabetic foot ulcers stratified by etio
logy.. Diabetes Care 2003, 26, 491-494, 10.2337/diacare.26.2.491.

11. Stephan Morbach; Heike Furchert; Ute Gröblinghoff; Heribert Hoffmeier; Kerstin Kersten; Gerd-Thomas Klauke; Ulrike
Klemp; Thomas Roden; Andrea Icks; Burkhard Haastert; et al. Long-Term Prognosis of Diabetic Foot Patients and Thei
r Limbs. Diabetes Care 2012, 35, 2021-2027, 10.2337/dc12-0200.

12. Julia K. Mader; Waltraud Haas; Felix Aberer; Beate Boulgaropoulos; Petra Baumann; Marlene Pandis; Karl Horvath; Fa
isal Aziz; Gerd Köhler; Thomas R. Pieber; et al. Patients with healed diabetic foot ulcer represent a cohort at highest ris
k for future fatal events.. Scientific Reports 2019, 9, 10325, 10.1038/s41598-019-46961-8.

13. Marjolein Memelink Iversen; Grethe S. Tell; Trond Riise; Berit R. Hanestad; Truls Østbye; Marit Graue; Kristian Midthjel
l; History of Foot Ulcer Increases Mortality Among Individuals With Diabetes. Diabetes Care 2009, 32, 2193-2199, 10.2
337/dc09-0651.

14. Kanakamani Jeyaraman; Thomas Berhane; Mark Hamilton; Abhilash P. Chandra; Henrik Falhammar; Mortality in patien
ts with diabetic foot ulcer: a retrospective study of 513 cases from a single Centre in the Northern Territory of Australia.
BMC Endocrine Disorders 2019, 19, 1, 10.1186/s12902-018-0327-2.

15. Kirsty Winkley; Daniel Stahl; Trudie Chalder; Michael E. Edmonds; Khalida Ismail; Risk factors associated with adverse
outcomes in a population-based prospective cohort study of people with their first diabetic foot ulcer. Journal of Diabete
s and its Complications 2007, 21, 341-349, 10.1016/j.jdiacomp.2007.09.004.

16. Lene Mikkelsen; Kim Moesgaard Iburg; Tim Adair; Thomas Fürst; Michael Hegnauer; Elena Von Der Lippe; Lauren Mor
an; Shuhei Nomura; Haruka Sakamoto; Kenji Shibuya; et al. Assessing the quality of cause of death data in six high-inc
ome countries: Australia, Canada, Denmark, Germany, Japan and Switzerland. International Journal of Public Health 2
020, 65, 17-28, 10.1007/s00038-019-01325-x.

17. Om Ganda; Sharma A; Green Jb; Dunning A; Lokhnygina Y; Al-Khatib Sm; Lopes Rd; Buse Jb; Lachin Jm; Van De Wer
f F; et al. Faculty Opinions recommendation of Causes of death in a contemporary cohort of patients with type 2 diabet
es and atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease: insights from the TECOS trial.. Faculty Opinions – Post-Publication Peer
Review of the Biomedical Literature 2017, 40, 1763–1770, 10.3410/f.731798177.793537575.

18. Jennifer Green; Mary Angelyn Bethel; Paul W. Armstrong; John B. Buse; Samuel S. Engel; Jyotsna Garg; Robert S. Lin
dsay; Keith D. Kaufman; Joerg Koglin; Scott Korn; et al. Effect of Sitagliptin on Cardiovascular Outcomes in Type 2 Dia
betes. New England Journal of Medicine 2015, 373, 232-242, 10.1056/nejmoa1501352.



19. Bernard Zinman; Christoph Wanner; John M. Lachin; David Fitchett; Erich Bluhmki; Stefan Hantel; Michaela Mattheus;
Theresa Devins; Odd Erik Johansen; Hans J. Woerle; et al. Empagliflozin, Cardiovascular Outcomes, and Mortality in T
ype 2 Diabetes. New England Journal of Medicine 2015, 373, 2117-2128, 10.1056/nejmoa1504720.

20. Paul S. Jellinger; Yehuda Handelsman; Paul D. Rosenblit; Zachary T. Bloomgarden; Vivian Fonseca; Alan J. Garber; G
eorge Grunberger; Chris K. Guerin; David S. H. Bell; Jeffrey I. Mechanick; et al. AMERICAN ASSOCIATION OF CLINI
CAL ENDOCRINOLOGISTS AND AMERICAN COLLEGE OF ENDOCRINOLOGY GUIDELINES FOR MANAGEMENT
OF DYSLIPIDEMIA AND PREVENTION OF CARDIOVASCULAR DISEASE. Endocrine Practice 2017, 23, 1-87, 10.41
58/ep171764.appgl.

21. C. Amadou; A. Carlier; C. Amouyal; O. Bourron; C. Aubert; T. Couture; E. Fourniols; G. Ha Van; S. Rouanet; A. Hartem
ann; et al. Five-year mortality in patients with diabetic foot ulcer during 2009–2010 was lower than expected. Diabetes
& Metabolism 2020, 46, 230-235, 10.1016/j.diabet.2019.04.010.

22. Andrew J.M. Boulton; The Pathway to Foot Ulceration in Diabetes. Medical Clinics of North America 2013, 97, 775-790,
10.1016/j.mcna.2013.03.007.

23. Dimitrios Baltzis; Matthieu Roustit; Maria G. Grammatikopoulou; Dimitrios Katsaboukas; Vassileios Athanasiou; Ioannis
Iakovou; Aristidis Veves; Christos Manes; Maria-Christina Trakatelli; Diabetic Peripheral Neuropathy as a Predictor of A
symptomatic Myocardial Ischemia in Type 2 Diabetes Mellitus: A Cross-Sectional Study. Advances in Therapy 2016, 3
3, 1840-1847, 10.1007/s12325-016-0399-1.

24. Jae-Seung Yun; Seon-Ah Cha; Tae-Seok Lim; Eun-Young Lee; Ki-Ho Song; Yu-Bae Ahn; Ki-Dong Yoo; Joon-Sung Kim;
Yong-Moon Park; Seung-Hyun Ko; et al. Cardiovascular Autonomic Dysfunction Predicts Diabetic Foot Ulcers in Patien
ts With Type 2 Diabetes Without Diabetic Polyneuropathy. Medicine 2016, 95, e3128, 10.1097/MD.000000000000312
8.

25. 25. Ghanassia, E.; Villon, L.; Thuan Dit Dieudonné, J.F.; Boegner, C.; Avignon, A.; Sultan, A.; Long-term outcome and d
isability of diabetic patients hospitalized for diabetic foot ulcers: A 6.5-year follow-up study. Diabetes Care 2008, 31, 12
88–1292, 2337/dc07-2145.

26. Giuseppe Seghieri; Laura Policardo; Elisa Gualdani; Roberto Anichini; Paolo Francesconi; Gender difference in the risk
for cardiovascular events or mortality of patients with diabetic foot syndrome. Acta Diabetologica 2019, 56, 561-567, 1
0.1007/s00592-019-01292-y.

27. Lucia Ricci; Alessia Scatena; Danilo Tacconi; Giorgio Ventoruzzo; Francesco Liistro; Leonardo Bolognese; Matteo Mon
ami; Edoardo Mannucci; All-cause and cardiovascular mortality in a consecutive series of patients with diabetic foot ost
eomyelitis. Diabetes Research and Clinical Practice 2017, 131, 12-17, 10.1016/j.diabres.2017.06.006.

28. Simon G. Anderson; Haika Shoo; Sushant Saluja; Christian D. Anderson; Adnan Khan; Mark Livingston; Edward B. Jud
e; Mark Lunt; George Dunn; Adrian H. Heald; et al. Social deprivation modifies the association between incident foot ul
ceration and mortality in type 1 and type 2 diabetes: a longitudinal study of a primary-care cohort. Diabetologia 2017, 6
1, 959-967, 10.1007/s00125-017-4522-x.

29. Francesco Prattichizzo; Paola De Candia; Valeria De Nigris; Antonio Nicolucci; Antonio Ceriello; Legacy effect of intensi
ve glucose control on major adverse cardiovascular outcome: Systematic review and meta-analyses of trials according
to different scenarios. Metabolism 2020, 110, 154308, 10.1016/j.metabol.2020.154308.

30. Elizabeth R. Seaquist; Michael E. Miller; Denise E. Bonds; Mark Feinglos; David C. Goff; Kevin A. Peterson; Peter Seni
or; The Impact of Frequent and Unrecognized Hypoglycemia on Mortality in the ACCORD Study. Diabetes Care 2012,
35, 409-414, 10.2337/dc11-0996.

31. Finlay A. McAlister; Yinggan Zheng; Cynthia M. Westerhout; John B. Buse; Eberhard Standl; Darren K. McGuire; Frans
Van De Werf; Jennifer B. Green; Paul W. Armstrong; Rury R. Holman; et al. Association Between HbA 1c Levels and C
ardiovascular Outcomes in Patients With Type 2 Diabetes and Cardiovascular Disease: A Secondary Analysis of the TE
COS Randomized Clinical Trial. European Journal of Heart Failure 2020, null, null, 10.1002/ejhf.1958.

32. Matilde Monteiro-Soares; David Russell; Edward J. Boyko; William Jeffcoate; Joseph L. Mills; Stephan Morbach; Fran
Game; on behalf of the International Working Group on the Diabetic Foot (IWGDF); Guidelines on the classification of d
iabetic foot ulcers (IWGDF 2019).. Diabetes/Metabolism Research and Reviews 2020, 36, e3273, 10.1002/dmrr.3273.

33. Michael S. Conte; Andrew W. Bradbury; Philippe Kolh; John V. White; Florian Dick; Robert Fitridge; Joseph L. Mills; Jea
n-Baptiste Ricco; Kalkunte R. Suresh; M. Hassan Murad; et al. Global Vascular Guidelines on the Management of Chro
nic Limb-Threatening Ischemia. European Journal of Vascular and Endovascular Surgery 2019, 58, S1-S109.e33, 10.1
016/j.ejvs.2019.05.006.

34. 34. Hinchliffe, R.J.; Forsythe, R.O.; Apelqvist, J.; Boyko, E.J.; Fitridge, R.; Hong, J.P.; Katsanos, K.; Mills, J.L.; Nikol, S.;
Reekers, J.; et al. International Working Group on the Diabetic Foot (IWGDF). Guidelines on diagnosis, prognosis, and



management of peripheral artery disease in patients with foot ulcers and diabetes (IWGDF 2019 update). Diabetes Met
ab. Res. Rev. 2020, 36, e3276, 1002/dmrr.3276.

35. 35. Bus, S.A.; Lavery, L.A.; Monteiro-Soares, M.; Rasmussen, A.; Raspovic, A.; Sacco, I.C.N.; van Netten, J.J.; Internat
ional Working Group on the Diabetic Foot. Guidelines on the prevention of foot ulcers in persons with diabetes (IWGDF
2019 update). Diabetes Metab. Res. Rev. 2020, 36, e3269, 1002/dmrr.3269.

36. Stany Perkisas; Maurits Vandewoude; Where frailty meets diabetes. Diabetes/Metabolism Research and Reviews 201
6, 32, 261-267, 10.1002/dmrr.2743.

37. Qingfeng Cheng; Jinbo Hu; Ping Yang; Xueting Cao; Xuefeng Deng; Qin Yang; Zhiping Liu; Shumin Yang; Richa Gosw
ami; Yue Wang; et al. Sarcopenia is independently associated with diabetic foot disease. Scientific Reports 2017, 7, 1-
7, 10.1038/s41598-017-08972-1.

Retrieved from https://encyclopedia.pub/entry/history/show/8977


