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Abstract:

 Monitoring glucose concentration in the blood is essential in the therapy of diabetes, a pathology which affects about 350 million people around the World (three million in Italy), causes more than four million deaths per year and consumes a significant portion of the budget of national health systems (10% in Italy). In the last 15 years, several sensors with different degree of invasiveness have been proposed to monitor glycemia in a quasi-continuous way (up to 1 sample/min rate) for relatively long intervals (up to 7 consecutive days). These continuous glucose monitoring (CGM) sensors have opened new scenarios to assess, off-line, the effectiveness of individual patient therapeutic plans from the retrospective analysis of glucose time-series, but have also stimulated the development of innovative on-line applications, such as hypo/hyper-glycemia alert systems and artificial pancreas closed-loop control algorithms. In this review, we illustrate some significant Italian contributions, both from industry and academia, to the growth of the CGM sensors research area. In particular, technological, algorithmic and clinical developments performed in Italy will be discussed and put in relation with the advances obtained in the field in the wider international research community.
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1. Introduction

Glucose represents the most important fuel for human beings and its level in the blood is precisely controlled by insulin. In diabetic patients, the pancreas does not secrete insulin (type 1 diabetes) or problems in both insulin secretion and action (type 2 diabetes) occur, and as a consequence, glucose concentrations in blood often exceed the normal range (70–180 mg/dL). Hyperglycemia mostly creates serious long-term complications, such as neuropathy, retinopathy and cardiovascular and heart diseases, while hypoglycemia is of dramatic concern in the short-term, since it can turn into dangerous episodes, e.g., hypoglycemic coma, especially at night when the patient is asleep.

About 350 million people worldwide are estimated to be diabetic (50% of whom are undiagnosed) [1]. In Italy, an ISTAT survey in 2010 estimated three million diabetic citizens [2]. Worldwide, the number of patients is rapidly increasing due to aging populations, sedentary lifestyles and increasing obesity [3], with the prospective of exceeding 500 million cases in 2030. Diabetes and its complications are considered major causes of early death in most countries, with over four million deaths per year [1]. From an economic point of view, the cost of diabetes ranges from 6 to 15% of the budget of national health systems in the EU, e.g., in 2011, Italy spent about 10 billion Euros for diabetes [4,5]. This explains why diabetes is considered one of the most challenging socio-health emergencies of the 3rd millennium [6] and also why the impact of innovative methodologies and technologies for diabetes monitoring and treatment developed by researchers from both academia and commercial companies can be extremely high, with a potential market of several billions of Euros.

Several clinical studies have demonstrated that the long-term diabetes complications, due to hyperglycemia, and the frequency of risky short-term complications, due to hypoglycemia, could be reduced through a therapy based on a mix of diet, physical exercise, and drug delivery (including subcutaneous injections of exogenous insulin), tuned according to the monitoring of individual parameters [1]. This has stimulated the development of a plethora of methods, based on models and algorithms with different degree of sophistication, for efficient monitoring and management of diabetes [7]. Most of these models and algorithms rely on the capability of correctly measuring glucose concentration levels in the blood by using suitable sensors.

In the most commonly used approach, the diabetic patient self-monitors his glycemia 3–4 times per day, by using portable minimally-invasive lancing sensor devices [8], which exploit the glucose-oxidase enzyme and return measurements called self-monitoring blood glucose (SMBG). In the majority of cases, SMBG time-series are collected by the patient and then analyzed and interpreted by the physician during periodic visits, e.g., every two/four months. Then, the individual therapeutic plan is revised accordingly. The automation of some of these processes and the introduction of systems based on data analysis to support clinical decisions have been studied since the beginning of the 90s and several telemedicine infrastructures have been proposed, see e.g., [9] and references quoted therein, together with algorithms to analyze SMBG data and their variability, e.g., [10–13]. SMBG samples can also be used in real-time by the patient to assess somewhat the current effectiveness of glucose control, but due to their sparseness, they cannot give a complete information of glycemic excursions and dynamics and it may happen that glucose subtly exceeds the safe euglycaemic range without the patient's awareness [14].

To overcome SMBG limits, during the last 10–15 years, continuous glucose monitoring (CGM) sensors have been developed. The invasiveness of CGM sensors based on glucose-oxidase remains only minimal, but glucose concentration can be measured in real time with a 1–5 min sampling period and for up to 7 consecutive days (with the perspective of increasing the duration of their life up to 14 days in the next few years) [15–17]. One of the first proposed CGM sensors, which is still present in the market, is the microdialysis implementation proposed in Italy in the early 2000s by the Italian pharmaceutical company Menarini Diagnostics (Florence) [18]. In order to reduce patient discomfort, some research prototypes of non-invasive sensors (NI-CGM), not entering into direct contact with blood and based on e.g., dielectric properties measurable at the skin level, have been also proposed [19,20].

CGM time-series can be analyzed retrospectively to evaluate glucose variability, e.g., [21]. In clinical practice, it has already been demonstrated that the use of CGM sensors can significantly improve diabetes control and reduce HbA1c (a clinical indicator marking the quality of glycemic control and predictive of diabetes complications) [22–24], and CGM has been recommended, possibly integrated in the so called sensor-augmented pump, for the treatment of subjects prone to hypoglycemia, e.g., [25,26]. Langendam et al. [27] did a comprehensive review of the clinical investigations using CGM by elaborating more than 1,300 references. Telemedicine applications including the use of CGM and mobile phones have been also discussed e.g., in [28–31]. Apart from off-line analysis of quasi continuous glucose recordings, CGM sensors allow interesting online applications, as the generation of hypo and hyperglycemic alerts ahead in time, with the possibility for the patient of treating/mitigating the event timely (by a sugar ingestion to compensate an hypo or an insulin administration to tackle an hyper), see [32] for a review. Moreover, the CGM sensor is crucial in the development of the artificial pancreas (AP), i.e., a minimally-invasive pump which subcutaneously administers insulin according to a temporal profile determined in real-time by a sophisticated closed-loop control algorithm that has CGM measurements as one of its key inputs, see e.g., [33–38]. However, for the inclusion of CGM sensors in the clinical routine, some issues have still to be dealt with, including reimbursement (provided in Italy, e.g., by only a few regional/local public health services) but also important technological problems related to accuracy and precision of the measurements. As a matter of fact, even if some commercial CGM sensors have received a positive evaluation from several governmental or independent authorities, such as the Food and Drug Administration (FDA) in the US, they cannot replace SMBG in clinical practice yet, and they can only complement it.

In this context, it is evident that the development of advanced technologies for the treatment of diabetes, universally accessible and easily usable from both the patients' and physicians' point of view, present several challenging aspects in different areas of scientific research, ranging from medicine to physics, electronics, chemistry, ergonomics, data analysis and signal processing, control engineering, software development, to mention but a few. The necessity of cross-fertilization among several research areas to achieve improvements in fighting diabetes and its complications is well established, as witnessed by the recent birth of several annual interdisciplinary conferences on diabetes technologies held in both the US, e.g., the Diabetes Technology Meeting (12th edition in 2012), and Europe, e.g., the Advanced Technologies and Treatments for Diabetes Conference (5th edition in 2012).

The present paper has the aim of reviewing Italian contributions to the development of CGM sensors for diabetes management. It is worth noting that, while it is one of the paper's aims to contextualize Italian contributions within the much wider context of the international research, making a comprehensive review of the CGM state-of-the-art is however outside the scope of the present work and of the Special Issue which contains it.

The outline of the paper is as follows: Section 2 will be devoted to the presentation of minimally-invasive CGM systems. After a short presentation of the international market scenario, we will describe the microdialysis implementations proposed by Menarini Diagnostics, partially developed in cooperation with the Tor Vergata University (Rome). Then, we will switch to the algorithm side and we will present the “smart CGM sensor” architecture developed by our group at the Department of Information Engineering at the University of Padova. Such an architecture conceptually consists in a cascade of a commercial CGM sensor and independent software modules, able to work in real-time and fed by the CGM output signals, the aim being to improve accuracy and precision of the sensor measurements, timeliness and effectiveness of patient management. Finally, we will discuss the use of CGM sensors in clinical trials performed in Italy, with special attention to those put into practice at the Department of Clinical and Experimental Medicine of the University of Padova—Medical School within projects recently supported by the European Commission under the 7th Framework Programme (FP). In Section 3, we will focus on NI-CGM. We will present the products proposed in the international research community, including some Italian contributions, both from industry (Pignolo SpA, Bergamo) and public institutions (ISIB-CNR Padova, Polytechnic of Bari). Then, challenges in building the models needed to reliably estimate glucose from the measured physical quantities will be discussed, making particular attention to a modeling approach pursued by our group. In Section 4 we will conclude the paper by briefly discussing possible further developments of CGM sensors and, in particular, some research lines active in Italy.



2. Minimally Invasive CGM Sensors


2.1. Sensor Technology and Manufacturers

Minimally invasive CGM sensors can essentially be divided into two categories: implantable needle-type enzyme sensors, and systems based on the use of a micro-dialysis probe coupled with a glucose biosensor. The first class includes e.g., the Guardian® Real-Time (Medtronic MiniMed, Northridge, CA, USA), approved by FDA in 2005 [39], the Dexcom® Seven® and SevenPlus® (Dexcom, San Diego, CA, USA), approved by FDA respectively in 2007 and 2009 [40] and the Free Style Navigator™, (Abbott Laboratories, Alameda, CA, USA), approved by the FDA in 2008 [41]. The most known CGM sensors that rely on microdialysis technology are the GlucoDay® (Menarini Diagnostics, Florence, Italy), which received the Conformité Européenne (CE) mark in 2002 [42] and the SCGM 1 (Roche Diagnostics, Mannheim, Germany) [43]. Nice reviews of how the above cited sensors (but also others) work at the biochemestry level, with a critical discussion of pros, cons and perspectives and a comprehensive bibliography, are reported in [44–46], to which we refer the reader for details.

Briefly, needle-type enzyme sensors exploit glucose-oxidation reaction and measure the current flowing from the working to the counter electrode. The glucose-oxidase measurement principle is based on the generation of hydrogen peroxide via the enzyme glucose oxidase. After this step, a mediator conveys the electrons to the working electrode, where a potential is applied to oxidize the mediator itself. Since the sensor is implanted, enzyme and mediator should be immobilized onto the electrode surface to avoid them to dissolve in the interstitial fluid. A popular mediator is oxygen, because it is available in the interstitial fluid without requiring immobilization [45]. However, since oxygen concentration in interstitial fluid can be several hundred times smaller than the glucose concentration, techniques to limit glucose concentration should be adopted [47,48].

As far as microdialysis technology is concerned, the following brief description can be given. A hollow fiber, membrane permeable to glucose and other small molecules and impermeable to larger molecular species, is inserted subcutaneously. A fluid isotonic to the interstitial fluid, but containing no glucose, is pumped through the membrane fibers, so that the glucose in the interstitial fluid, driven by osmotic forces, diffuses through the membrane into the fluid stream, and the glucose concentration in the pumped fluid reaches an equilibrium with the glucose concentration in the interstitial fluid. The fluid flowing through the microdialysis membrane is then pumped to a glucose detector, which usually measure glucose with the amperometric approach, exploiting glucose oxidase and oxygen. The major advantages of microdialysis are the possibility of exposing the detector to atmospheric oxygen, (avoiding the deficit that characterizes glucose oxidase electrochemical sensors using O2/H2O2 as mediator), and the fact that the measurement is not affected by biofouling mechanisms, since the sensor is outside the body. However, new issues are represented by the necessity of a biocompatible microdialysis membrane, and by the time lag due to the pipe between the microdialysis membrane and the glucose sensor.

As better detailed in [18,44], the GlucoDay® implementation of microdialysis technology for CGM was composed by a programmable microperistaltic pump, with a flow rate equals to 15–100 μL/min, a fluid line made of nylon in all the sections, apart from the peristaltic pump, a miniaturized wall jet flow cell (which contains the glucose biosensor, made of a platinum electrode and a three layers membrane system), an electronic circuit (with a low power microprocessor), a 9 V battery supply (for recording data continuously for 48 h), a fluidic pressure sensor, a microcontroller (for pump speed programming, signal acquisition and data storage), a disposal microdialysis probe, two plastic bags (one for the flowing buffer and the other to collect waste products), a display with a keyboard, and an interface for downloading the data to PC. The apparatus weights 245 g (without battery) and is contained in a pouch usually worn as a belt. The dialysis microfiber is inserted by the physician under the skin in the abdominal region of the patient. The glucose sensor consists of a platinum anode (diameter 0.4 mm) melted into a glass cylinder inserted into a silver tube that works as a cathode. The electrode is covered by three membranes: a cellulose acetate membrane, (which removes the electrochemical interference from ascorbic and uric acid, allowing the passage of hydrogen peroxide only), an enzymatic membrane, (where glucose oxidase is immobilized by cross linking with glutaraldehyde), and a polycarbonate membrane, (which is glucose limiting, in order to obtain a linear response to glucose), held in place by a small piece of Teflon tube of suitable diameter. The probes are constituted by 2 cm of hollow fiber (regenerated cellulose, with internal diameter of 0.17 mm and a molecular weight cut-off of approximately 15,000–20,000 Da), glued to two pieces of nylon tubing, and are sterilized with ethylene oxide gas. A pair of twisted tungsten wires are placed inside the fiber to prevent the collapse of the membrane.

The recently presented GlucoMen®Day is an evolution of the Glucoday®, produced by the same manufacturer. GlucoMen®Day is not CE certified yet. Part of its technical development and assessment has been made in collaboration with the Tor Vergata University in Rome. The manufacturer reports that GlucoMen®Day overcomes various shortcomings of its predecessor GlucoDay® [49]. It is smaller and more compact, and the display and control unit have been separated from the actual monitoring device. In addition, preliminary evaluations report that it is more stable, has a longer lifetime and allows a monitoring period up to 100 h, minimizes bio- and electro-chemical interferences and embeds more effective algorithms for signal processing and data management. The new device exploits a planar electrode obtained by the screen-printed technology as electrochemical probe, coupled with a microdialysis fiber for continuous glucose monitoring [50]. Another major novelty is the chemical modification of the electrodes with Prussian Blue [51]. Experimental data in vitro showed that GlucoMen®Day is robust against the most common electrochemical interferences, suggesting that this device may become the CGM system of choice for those patients who require either regular administration of drugs or their glycemia to be tightly controlled in the intensive care unit [52].



2.2. Algorithms for CGM Sensors

Even if it has been recently demonstrated that the use of CGM sensors can improve glycemic control and reduce the occurrence of hypoglycemic and hyperglycemic events [23,24], the performance of these devices in terms of accuracy, measured e.g., by means of the diabetes-specific correlation analysis called “Clarke error grid” and its extensions [53,54], is still inferior to that of SMBG measurements and laboratory systems [14,27]. To improve the quality of CGM measurements several algorithms have been proposed, usually formulated by considering general signal processing aspects rather than possible sensor-dependant sources of error, e.g., related to specific sensor physics, chemistry and electronics. A quite detailed review of many of these algorithms can be found in [55,56].

In particular, our group proposed the concept of “smart” CGM sensor, consisting of a cascade of a commercial CGM sensor and several software modules dedicated to improve accuracy, precision and timeliness of glucose measurements. As illustrated in Figure 1, the datastream of glucose concentration readings produced in output by the sensor (any of the commercially available sensor could be conceptually considered) feeds a series of software modules, in this case three modules for denoising, enhancement and prediction, respectively.

Figure 1. An example of the “smart” CGM sensor architecture: cascade of a commercial CGM sensor (black box) and three software modules working in real time for denoising, enhancement and prediction. The denoising module receives in input raw CGM data and returns a smoothed CGM time-series. The enhancement module processes the smoothed CGM data and produces a more accurate CGM profile. The prediction module forecasts the future glucose values, from which “preventive” alerts can be generated before critical hypoglycemic/hyperglycemic events occur.
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Denoising is related to the uncertainty of CGM data, i.e., glucose sensor readings are corrupted by random noise which complicates their interpretation and use. From a practical perspective, the greater the uncertainty, the higher the number of false hypoglycemic/hyperglycemic alerts potentially generated, with significant nuisance for the patient. Of note is that, in CGM, the signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) can vary among sensors, among individuals using the same sensor, and also during a given monitoring. However, the first approaches proposed in the literature usable for denoising, e.g., [57], were not able to cope with SNR variability. In 2010, our group proposed an on-line algorithm, implemented through the use of a Kalman Filter (KF), whose parameters could be individualized to the patient in a burn-in interval by an automatic procedure based on likelihood maximization [58]. The performance of such an approach was proven to be superior to that of the filters with fixed parameters incorporated within the firmware of commercial CGM sensors. In 2011, the algorithm was refined in order to cope, on-line, also with the variability of the SNR during the monitoring [59]. An example of use is shown in Figure 2 for a representative Glucoday® time-series measured in a diabetic volunteer.

Figure 2. Denoising. Example of real-time application of the algorithm in [59] to a representative Glucoday® time-series measured in a diabetic volunteer. Original (blue) and denoised (red) CGM profiles are shown. The black horizontal line represents the hypoglycaemic threshold.
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The CGM signal returned by the sensor (blue) is affected by noise with visibly time-varying variance. The denoised profile returned by the algorithm (red) presents reduced spurious oscillations which could generate false hypoglycemic/hyperglycemic alerts (e.g., around time 19:10). Notably, the ability to track SNR variability allows the algorithm to reduce the noise affecting the signal in the interval 20:00–21:00 without oversmoothing the signal in intervals where the SNR is more favourable, e.g., in the interval 15:00–17:00.

The enhancement block in Figure 1 deals with the problem of accuracy. CGM sensors measure glucose in the interstitial fluid of the subcutis. Since the existence of a blood-to-interstitium glucose kinetic (BG-to-IG), CGM time-series result always affected by a distortion when they are compared to “gold standard” blood glucose (BG) concentration references measured by laboratory instruments. The most visible effect of the distortion induced by BG-to-IG kinetics is a temporal delay, which further increases the delay of CGM due to the processing times required within the sensor [60]. Another important source of systematic under/overestimations has connection with calibration issues [61]. The problem of accuracy is well described by the example of Figure 3, relative to an experiment where a DexCom® SevenPlus® CGM profile (blue line) was measured in parallel to BG references (red asterisks) assessed using a gold standard laboratory instrument. Systematic differences between CGM signal and BG references (of the order of 20% in the interval 22h–04h) cannot be explained by the unavoidable distortion due to BG-to-IG kinetics and are likely due to calibration problems. Inaccuracy can become extremely critical especially during the night when the patient is asleep and, for instance, a systematic overestimation of glucose levels could expose him/her to risky situations. To deal with the accuracy problem, several approaches (often working only off-line) have been proposed in the literature, e.g., by King et al. [62], Knobbe and Buckingham [63], and Barceló-Rico et al. [64]. These approaches correct the CGM signal by exploiting the SMBG samples sporadically measured by the patient. In 2010, our group proposed an on-line enhancement method exploiting an Extended Kalman Filter (EKF) [65]. The model beyond the EKF accounted for errors due to calibration, sensor drifts due to loss of sensitivity, and BG-to-IG kinetics. Since nonlinearities of EKF rendered its implementation cumbersome, in 2012 the same idea for CGM signal enhancement was developed within a simpler procedure [66]. Briefly, as two suitably collected SMBG values are available, a portion of CGM data in correspondence to them is selected and a nonparametric deconvolution procedure is applied. Then, the parameters of a linear regressor are estimated and applied to correct the forthcoming CGM values. An example of the application of the algorithm of [66] on the representative dataset is displayed in Figure 3. The algorithm used the two SMBG values (magenta triangles) to estimate the parameters of the regression model which is then used to correct the original CGM data (blue line) and provides an enhanced CGM profile (green line). The comparison with the BG gold standard references collected in parallel (red stars, not used in the enhancement procedure) shows that most of the systematic under/overestimations not explainable by BG-to-IG kinetics were removed and a much more accurate CGM profile was provided for the management of the individual therapy.

Figure 3. Enhancement. Example of real-time application of the algorithm in [66] to a representative DexCom® SevenPlus® time-series measured in a diabetic volunteer. The gray rectangle highlights the two SMBG values (magenta triangles) and the portion of CGM data (blue line) used by the algorithm to estimate the internal regressor parameters. Original CGM data (blue line) and enhanced glucose profile (green line) are then shown against BG references (red stars), collected in parallel using a laboratory instrument.
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The last block in the scheme of Figure 1 deals with prediction. In a proof-of-concept study published in 2007 [67], our group demonstrated, by using two simple prediction algorithms based on polynomial and autoregressive models of order 1, that generating hypo/hyperglycemic alerts is possible ∼20 min ahead of time with respect to the forthcoming event by resorting to short-term glucose prediction strategies. This margin of time may allow to prevent e.g., hypoglycemia, since it is comparable, if not greater, than the interval required for an oral glucose intake to reach the blood circulation [32]. Since then, many research groups worldwide developed several prediction approaches based on e.g., autoregressive models of high order [68], recursive linear models and change detection algorithms [69], neural networks/machine learning [70–72] and even combination of approaches [73,74]. An open issue concerning prediction algorithms is that all of them require to tune one or, often more, parameters (e.g., a forgetting factor allowing to weigh past data in different way, the prediction horizon, model order). An index to optimize parameters of prediction algorithms was proposed by Facchinetti et al. [75]. At the same time, modifications of the Clarke error grid analysis have been suggested to assess the accuracy of prediction algorithms [76,77]. Present research of our group at the University of Padova concerns the design of predictive algorithms based on neural networks (NNs), developing further the approach originally presented in Perez-Gandia et al. [70] in order to exploit, in addition to CGM, supplementary information, e.g., the amount of carbohydrates ingested by the patient.

Figure 4 shows the results obtained in simulation by employing the recently published approach, a NN based algorithm which exploits information on meals thanks to the incorporation of a suitable mathematical model of glucose absorption from the stomach [78]. Panel A shows the scenario in which the hypoglycemic alert is generated on the basis of CGM data, i.e., the alert is given at 04:05 (blue bell) when the CGM profile (black line) exceeds the hypo threshold (black dotted horizontal line). The glucose concentration in the following hours, after 15 g of carbohydrates are ingested by the patient, is reported (blue dashed line). As visible, the patient spends 60 minutes in the critical hypoglycemic range. Panel B shows what happens if the predicted profile obtained by the NN algorithm (with a prediction horizon of 30 min) is exploited in real-time to generate hypoglycemic alerts. In this second scenario, the predicted glucose profile (red line) is forecasted to cross the hypoglycemic threshold at time 03:25. This results in the generation of a preventive alert (red bell) and in an advice suggesting the patient to ingest 15 g of carbohydrates. Thanks to the generation of the alert ahead of time and the timeliness countermeasure taken by the patient, glucose concentration in the following hours (red dashed line) never exceeds the hypoglycemic range.

Figure 4. Prediction for alert generation (simulation context). (A). Hypoglycemic alert generated on the basis of CGM data. CGM data before (black line) and after (blue dashed line) the carbohydrates ingestion (blue arrow) in response to alert (blue bell) generated at hypoglycemic threshold crossing. (B). Hypoglycemic alert generated on the basis of predicted CGM data. CGM data before (black line) and after (red dashed line) the carbohydrates ingestion (red arrow) in response to alert (red bell) generated when predicted CGM (red line) exceeds hypoglycemic threshold.
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To conclude, the smart sensor algorithms in Figure 1 have been ordered to maximize the global utility of the system. In fact, before compensating for a lack of accuracy by using the enhancement module, it is beneficial to improve the SNR by denoising. Similarly, prediction of future glucose levels to obtain anticipation in alert generation is more precise and effective if CGM data are first smoothed and enhanced. However, an advantage of the “smart” CGM sensor architecture is that all the modules are mutually independent, i.e., if one module is removed the others can still work. Another advantage is that all modules work in cascade to any CGM sensor, independently from the CGM manufacturer. Recently, the smart sensor architecture of Figure 1 was successfully applied in a clinical study involving 24 diabetic subjects [79].



2.3. Clinical Tests of Minimally-Invasive CGM Sensors

The literature on clinical applications of minimally-invasive CGM is extremely wide and, at the time of writing, more than 2,000 papers on the topic are indexed in the PubMed bibliographic system [80]. While the interested reader may refer to the articles already cited in the Introduction of the present paper for a more comprehensive overview of the state-of-the-art, in this subsection we intentionally limit ourselves to describe some of the research progresses obtained in Italy in the last decade.

The first use of CGM recordings in clinical investigations was for retrospective analysis. In particular, to the best of our knowledge, the first Italian experience with CGM sensors was carried out with the Menarini GlucoDay® microdialysis system in a multicenter study coordinated by the University of Padova which involved 70 diabetic patients from several different Italian clinics [81]. Results demonstrated a good correlation of CGM with gold standard BG references over a wide range of levels (40–400 mg/dL), with 97% of the measurements falling in the two most favourable regions of the so-called Clarke error grid (see Figure 6 in [81]) and an average percentage error of −2.0% in the hypoglycemic range (<70 mg/dL), 6.9% in the euglycemic range (70–180 mg/dL), and 11.2% in the hyperglycemic range (>180 mg/dL). In studies later conducted with the same sensor at the University of Perugia [82], similar performance was observed during insulin-induced hypoglycemia and subsequent phases. In [83], frequency and duration of nocturnal hypoglycaemic events were studied in 57 diabetic subjects under insulin therapy and a strong association between bedtime glucose and occurrence and duration of nocturnal hypoglycaemia was found. In a recent study performed at the San Raffaele Hospital (Milan), similar results were found in a group of adolescents with poor metabolic control [84]. In Maran et al. [85] the effects of exercise on subsequent hypoglycaemia were investigated by the GlucoDay® in 8 well-controlled diabetic patients with 30 min of both intermittent high-intensity exercise and moderate-intensity exercise in random order. In [86], glucose variability indexes obtained from maternal CGM profiles measured by the GlucoDay® were correlated with fetal growth parameters for 80 pregnant women studied in the diabetes clinics of Padova, Pisa, and Florence. By using the Medtronic-Minimed sensor in 17 diabetic patients, the Ravenna Hospital group demonstrated that insulin aspart formulation has a better effect on glucose variability than lispro insulin formulation [87]. Finally, in the last months, other Italian clinical research groups (Tor Vergata-Rome, Naples, Padova) have focused the attention on the effect of glucose variability as measured by retrospective CGM on cardiovascular risk and oxidative stress [88,89] suggesting new indexes of hyperglycaemia other than Hba1c as an indicator of intermediate glucose control [90].

The use of CGM sensors in real time was tested in trials performed at the Department of Clinical and Experimental Medicine of the University of Padova within two projects funded by the European Commission under FP7, Diadvisor (2008–2012) and AP at home (2010–2014).

The Diadvisor project [91] aims at developing a unique tool, called DIAdvisor™, to help diabetic patients in the management of insulin therapy. By a prediction of glucose excursions, DIAdvisor™ is expected to warn the patient online about the risk of moving out of aimed glucose range. Moreover, the activation of an advisor component is scheduled to offer solutions to stay in a safe glucose range. In a first trial, insulin delivery, meal intakes, CGM data as well as vital sign parameters such as heart and respiratory rates were collected in 90 patients recruited in the three clinical centres participating to the project, i.e., Montpellier (France), Padova and Prague (Czech Republic). Each patient was monitored for three days under standardized conditions in the hospital (with plasma insulin and gold standard blood glucose samples frequently collected in parallel by laboratory instruments) and seven days at home. These data allowed to the development of prediction and advisor algorithms that were installed on an ultra-mobile PC with a graphical patient interface and a wireless connection to a DexCom Seven Plus CGM sensor. In a second trial of the project, the DIAdvisor™ prototype was tested on 29 diabetic volunteers. Results showed that DIAdvisor™ is able to provide successful prediction of blood glucose at a 20-min horizon and coherent advices for treatment correction in diabetic patients at rest and during challenging conditions in a standardized hospital environment [92].

The aim of the AP at home project [93] is to develop a subcutaneous-subcutaneous AP, i.e., glucose sensing and insulin infusion occur both in the subcutaneous tissue, usable under daily life conditions. In the project, two different approaches are being considered: a two-port AP system and a pioneeristic single-port AP system. The two-port AP system will use off-the-shelf-components for the glucose sensor and the insulin pump in combination with two different candidate closed-loop control algorithms developed by the University of Pavia (Italy) [94] and the Cambridge University (UK) [34]. In the single-port AP system, continuous glucose monitoring and insulin infusion will take place via a single catheter [95]. The first clinical trial (performed in 2011) investigated the performance of the closed-loop vs. open-loop control algorithms in 47 patients recruited in the six clinical centres participating to the project, i.e., Amsterdam (The Netherlands), Cambridge, Graz (Austria), Montpellier, Neuss (Germany), Padova in a randomized study during three clinical admissions (including three meals and an exercise bout). CGM data were collected by the Dexcom Seven Plus sensor. Preliminary results showed the feasibility and superiority of automated management of the closed-loop systems [96].




3. Non Invasive CGM Sensors (NI-CGM)


3.1. Sensor Technology and Manufacturers

The term non-invasive CGM (NI-CGM) conventionally refers to technologies able to measure glucose levels without entering into direct contact with the blood. In other words, no skin penetration by needles is required, as for the minimally-invasive sensors described in Section 2. These technologies usually exploit optical, thermal, acoustic, electromagnetic or electric principles (or a combination of them) and require suitable mathematical models to infer on glucose concentration in the blood from the available physical measurements, normally obtained at the level of skin and underlying tissues. NI-CGM is appealing for obvious reasons related to patient comfort, but largely challenging because of many potential environmental and physiological interferences. As a matter of fact, several of the NI-CGM devices proposed in the literature have been abandoned or are still at the prototype level. In the following, only the most known NI-CGM approaches are illustrated and only briefly, the aim being contextualizing the Italian contributions to the field, both from industry and academia. For a more comprehensive review of NI-CGM technologies, we refer the reader to [19,20].

Optical NI-CGM techniques are based on a beam of light shot at the skin and on the measurement of the reflected, scattered and absorbed components. For example: TANGEST [97] and MedOptix™ [98] devices employ Near InfraRed spectroscopy (NIR) wavelengths in the range of 750–2,000 nm [99] to measure absorption coefficients modulated by glucose concentration changes; the system by Shen et al. [100] employs a different waveform length range (2,500–10,000 nm), referred to as Mid InfraRed spectroscopy (MIR), which exhibits less scattering phenomena and more absorption than NIR; C8 MediSensors optical glucose monitor™ [101] exploits Raman spectroscopy (this device has applied for the CE mark); the OrSense NBM-200G [102] implements occlusion spectroscopy by exploiting the property of glucose to decrease the diffusion coefficient and the enhanced transmission of light due to erythrocyte aggregation that can be induced in vivo by applying, for a couple of seconds, a pressure greater that the systolic one to a fingertip through a ring-shaped sensor probe (this sensor received the CE mark in 2007); the GlucoLight Sentris-100™ resorts to optical coherence tomography [103]. Proposals of measuring glucose concentrations from the eye using fluorescence technology (together with contact lens and hand-held external light source/detector) or polarimetry have been also presented, see e.g., [104,105]. An Italian contribution in this field was provided by the Glycolaser®, a light-weight portable device for the assessment of glycaemia developed by Pignolo SpA (Bergamo, Italy) which, according to the (small) amount of information reported in the patents [106,107], exploits light in the frequency range between 500 and 1,000 nm.

NI-CGM thermal technologies include the system presented in [108] to measure, at the skin level, the IR signals naturally emitted from the human body as a result of glucose concentration changes.

Acoustic NI-CGM technologies such as the Aprise™ by Glucon [109] exploit the property of blood and tissues to generate ultrasound waves (that can be measured by a microphone) when they are illuminated by laser pulses at specific wavelengths.

Electromagnetic techniques measure dielectric parameters of blood that are modulated by glucose level changes, exploiting the electromagnetic coupling between two inductors turned around the blood sample [110]. In Italy, the research group at ISIB-CNR (Institute of Biomedical Engineering of the Italian National Research Council) of Padova recently investigated the feasibility of such a kind of sensing approach and a prototype, developed in partnership with a private company (Bellco SRL, Mirandola, Italy), was successfully tested in vitro for sensing glucose concentrations in different solutions with similarities with blood [111].

Finally, electric technologies, often referred to as impedance spectroscopy (IS) or dielectric spectroscopy (DS) allow the investigation of the dielectric properties of a tissue based on the measure of the tissue impedance applying a current of known intensity. The application of alternating current at different frequencies allows the measurement of the impedance as a function of the frequency, obtaining the so-called dielectric spectrum. An example of use of this approach is the Pendra [112], a device which received the CE mark in 2003 but abandoned in 2005 when serious issues concerning its accuracy were raised as result of post-marketing reliability studies [113]. In Italy, the ISIB-CNR in Padova developed a prototype for in vitro monitoring of glucose concentrations in different solutions [114]. More recently, a research group of the Bari Polytechnic presented a prototype sensor for NI-CGM based on DS featuring capacitive fringing field electrodes working in a frequency range between 1–160 MHz [115].

Rather than focusing on a single technology, some NI-CGM devices resorted to a combination of approaches and are thus referred to as multi-sensors. Among them, the system developed by a Swiss company named Solianis Monitoring AG [116], whose IP and technology is now held by Biovotion AG (Zurich, Switzerland). This device embeds into the substrate in contact with the skin several sensors for the bio-physical characterization of the skin and underlying tissues. In particular, glucose related signals are obtained from DS fringing field capacitive electrodes, while environmental and physiological processes that can interfere with the measurements of the main glucose signals are measured with temperature, optical, humidity accelerometer and additional DS sensors. A different, yet recent, multi-sensor approach is that of the GlucoTrack [117], which exploits a mix of thermal, acoustic, and electromagnetic technologies. Finally, a prototype has been developed by Amaral and co-workers [118] which employ a combination of DS and MIR based sensors.

Concluding, it is worth mentioning that the present review is far from being exhaustive. For instance, we have deliberately omitted to report techniques which cannot properly classified as non-invasive, e.g., techniques involving the creation of micro-pores such as the SpectRx Inc. [119], or based on reverse iontophoresis such as the GlucoWatch® by Cygnus Inc. [120], (approved by FDA in 2002, but withdrawn from the market in 2007) and sonophoresis (e.g., the Symphony™ by Echo Therapeutics [121]), or the exploitation of micro-needles. We refer to e.g., [19,20,122,123] for more information on these technologies. Moreover, it is also worth mentioning that other techniques exploiting biological fluids (such as saliva, urine, sweat and tears) other than the plasma have been also considered in the literature, mainly for intermittent glucose monitoring [124].



3.2. Algorithms for NI-CGM Sensors

In order to estimate glucose levels from the measurements obtained using the aforementioned technologies, an algorithm, possibly relying on a formal mathematical model, is needed. Robust mechanistic/physical descriptions linking glucose variations with changes in the parameters of the skin and underlying tissues are in general unavailable and only some attempts to build physical models have been documented in the literature [101,117,125]. Thus a black-box strategy is normally used, where the inputs are the measurements provided by the sensor and the output is glucose concentration. As a general remark, a global (“population”) model valid for all subjects would be more appealing in practice, since no studies at the individual patient level would be needed to use the NI-CGM device.

Since many of the techniques mentioned in Section 3.1 provide a set of correlated measurements (e.g., spectroscopy sensors), or involve the use of different technologies with a high number of measured signals (e.g., multi-sensors), a multivariate regression model is the most natural candidate for NI-CGM [126,127]. Figure 5 shows the key aspects of the problem, considering as an example, data from the Solianis Monitoring AG Multisensor. In particular, panel (A) shows the time-course of 16 representative channels (left) taken from the 150 measured by the Multisensor in a real subject and the time-series of the reference BG glucose concentrations measured in parallel by a gold standard technique as reference (right).

Figure 5. (A) Identification of the model allowing to estimate glucose concentration from the 150 signals returned by the Solianis Monitoring AG Multisensor system. The inlaid graphs show, for a real subject, the time-course for the 16 representative channels numbered as 105–120 (left) and the reference BG glucose concentration levels measured in parallel (open bullets, right). (B) Example of estimated glucose profiles during model test for a representative experimental session with the PLS (blue line) and with the LASSO (green line) models against BG samples [129].
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The unknown model (middle) must allow estimation of glucose concentrations from the physical quantities measured by the sensor. Having fixed model structure, e.g., linear, the problem of identifying the unknown model parameters is however usually ill-conditioned and numerical issues also arise from the non-orthogonality of the subset of predictors and from the potentially high dimension of the measurement space. In order to overcome to these issues, only identification methods controlling the model complexity should be considered, also for avoiding overfitting that could deteriorate accuracy of estimated glucose profile during model test, i.e., when glucose is estimated with data not used during the model identification stage. A popular method usable for such a scope is Partial Least Squares (PLS), see [127,128] for applications in the identification of multivariate linear regression models for NI-CGM. Our group has recently shown that the Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator (LASSO) outperforms PLS when there is the need of merging data from different sensors in order to compensate environmental and physiological processes deteriorating the signals which mainly reflect glucose [129]. In particular, it has been shown that, for the multi-sensor platform of Solianis Monitoring AG, the model identified on training data by LASSO is more robust than that obtained by PLS when, on validation data, occasional spikes and jumps occur in some of the multisensor signals (as it may happen during the every-day use). Figure 5(B) displays the clear superiority, in terms in accuracy, of the profile obtained by the LASSO model over that obtained by the PLS model in a representative experimental session (see [129] for full results over 45 experimental sessions). It is possible to speculate that this improvement should also hold for other devices equally sensitive to endogenous and/or exogenous processes deteriorating the sensor signals mainly related to glucose.



3.3. Clinical Tests of NI-CGM Sensors

Outside the finely controlled conditions of laboratories or hospitals, NI-CGM is particularly challenging because of several sources of interferences, e.g., temperature, sweat, moisture, typical of daily-life. As a matter of fact, the several clinical trials conducted in the last years to assess NI-CGM devices provided several insights into the dynamical/physiological processes that could influence the tracking of glucose. For example, the Solianis Monitoring Multisensor was tested at the Zurich University Hospital in six type 1 diabetic patients undergoing a glucose clamp experiment, i.e., glucose was forced to vary according to a predetermined profile, in order to test accuracy in discriminating different glucose levels and trends but also possible effects of electrolyte accumulation after repeated hypo and hyper excursions [130,131]. As far as other devices are concerned, Chen et al. reported a study with three prediabetic and 15 diabetic subjects using the TANGEST [132]. The GlucoTrack was tested during clinical trials involving 27 type 1 and 98 type 2 diabetic subject plus additional 10 healthy subjects [133]. The Or-sense device NBM-200G was tested during clinical trials with 12 type 1 and 11 type 2 diabetic subjects [134], the Aprise™ from Glucon Medical Ltd. was assessed during a study with 23 type 1 and 39 type 2 patients [109]. The C8 MediSensors optical glucose monitor™, according to the company website [135], is undergoing clinical trials for “demonstrating continued accuracy improvement”.

As far as Italian NI-CGM prototypes are concerned, to the best of our knowledge, only in vitro studies have been performed so far on the ISIB-CNR (Padova) systems described in [19,122]. The Glycolaser® device (Pignolo SpA) was tested in 31 healthy and 136 diabetic subjects [136]. Investigations are reported to be underway for the device of the Polytechnic of Bari [115].

To conclude, it is worth remarking that, although the performance of the NI-CGM systems proposed so far never reached that of enzyme-based needle glucose sensors, research is very active. At present time, glucose trends are quite satisfactorily estimated. Considering the non-invasive nature of the presented technologies, this result can have an immediate impact in the current clinical practice, e.g., to integrate sparse SMBG data with an indication of the glucose trend to aid the diabetic patient in dealing with, in the short time scale, critical events such as hypoglycaemia [129].




4. Conclusions

CGM sensors are new emerging technologies that, as recently demonstrated in clinical studies, have the potential of significantly improving diabetes therapy. Retrospectively, the great amount of individual CGM data can be useful to better tune individual therapeutic plans and can also allow insightful assessments and developments of the concept of glycemic variability (relative to long, medium and short dynamics). In real time, CGM sensors can allow the development of new strategies for the treatment of diabetes, in both open-loop (alert generators) and closed-loop (AP). This explains why the potential market of CGM sensors is extremely broad (only in the US, estimated in hundreds of thousands of units per year) and several methodologies developed in academia can be of interest for industries and start-up companies.

To the best of our knowledge, at present time, at least four manufacturers of minimally-invasive CGM sensors (Abbott Laboratories, Dexcom, Medtronic Minimed, Menarini Diagnostics) and one manufacturer of NI-CGM sensors (OrSense) are present worldwide in the commercial market.

As documented in the present paper, Italian contributions to the field of CGM sensors in the last 10–15 years are remarkable. Menarini Diagnostics developed the first system utilizing microdialysis which obtained the CE mark in 2002 and recently presented an updated version of the system created by taking advantage from a collaboration with the Tor Vergata University in Rome. Our group at the University of Padova has proposed several algorithms to improve the accuracy and precision of CGM sensors and recently participated to clinical trials, involving the use of real-time CGM sensors applications, successfully performed under the aegis of projects supported by EU under FP7. As far as the challenging NI-CGM problem is concerned, interesting hardware prototypes have been proposed by small private companies (Pignolo SpA) as well by public research groups (ISIB-CNR Padova and Bari Polytechnic), but also models to reconstruct glucose concentration from the measured physical quantities have been proposed (our group).

Present research of our group at the University of Padova includes the development/refinement of algorithms for the smart sensor concept. In particular, we are investigating algorithms based on a new measure of risk [137] which explicitly considers the rate of change of glucose as a threat factor for the patient (e.g., risk levels in hypoglycemia and hyperglycemia are amplified in the presence of a decreasing and increasing glucose trend, respectively). As far as prediction algorithms are concerned, we are investigating how CGM information can be complemented by some other sources of information (composition of ingested meals, times and dosages of insulin administrations, amount of physical activity performed by the patient) in order to improve the ability to forecast hypo/hyperglycemic events, in terms of sensitivity, specificity and timeliness [138]. Another important open point concerns with transient artifacts due to sensor failures, which, in the case of minimally-invasive needle sensors, can be induced by, e.g., pressures applied to the sensor, patient movements, changes in the oxygenation of the sensor. These failures can be particularly critical in real-time situations, e.g., a systematic overestimation of glucose concentration during the night can expose the patient to severe health risk. Preliminary results obtained by a state-space modeling approach have been presented in [139]. Finally, further work is ongoing for improving the identification of models for NI-CGM by using techniques such as the Elastic-Net regression [140] and ad hoc calibration strategies. The effect of physiological disturbances, such as sweating, on the model identification procedure is also under assessment. From the clinical side point of view, ongoing studies on the AP will permit a better tuning of the algorithms in order to achieve increased percentage of time in glucose target and lower mean glucose levels while keeping the reduction of hypoglycaemic events. As shown from some preliminary results [141], this will allow the test of a wearable AP outside the hospital in real-life conditions.






Acknowledgments

Patent applications have been filed by the University of Padova for some of the smart sensor algorithms discussed in this paper (MI2008A000837; PCT/IB2009/051870; PCT/IB2010/054947; US, No. 61/551,773; US, No. 61/606,549).



References


	1. 
IDF Diabetes Atlas, 5th ed. Available online: http://www.idf.org/diabetesatlas/ (accessed on 4 September 2012).

	2. 
Report Sanità e Salute. Available online: http://www.istat.it/dati/catalogo/20101119_00/PDF/cap3.pdf (accessed on 4 September 2012).

	3. 
Wild, S.; Roglic, G.; Green, A.; Sicree, R.; King, H. Global prevalence of diabetes: Estimates for the year 2000 and projections for 2030. Diabetes Care 2004, 27, 1047–1053. [Google Scholar]

	4. 
Health in the European Union. Trends and Analysis, Available online: http://www.euro.who.int/__data./pdf_file/0003/98391/E93348.pdf (accessed on 4 September 2012).

	5. 
Marchesini, G.; Forlani, G.; Rossi, E.; Berti, A.; De Rosa, M. ARNO Working Group. The direct economic cost of pharmacologically-treated diabetes in Italy-2006. The ARNO observatory. Nutr. Metab. Cardiovasc. Dis. 2011, 21, 339–346. [Google Scholar]

	6. 
Zimmet, P.; Alberti, K.G.; Shaw, J. Global and societal implications of the diabetes epidemic. Nature 2001, 414, 782–787. [Google Scholar]

	7. 
Cobelli, C.; Dalla Man, C.; Sparacino, G.; Magni, L.; De Nicolao, G.; Kovatchev, B.P. Diabetes: Models, Signals, and Control. IEEE Rev. Biomed. Eng. 2009, 2, 54–96. [Google Scholar]

	8. 
Heinemann, L.; Boecker, D. Lancing: quo vadis? J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2011, 5, 966–981. [Google Scholar]

	9. 
Larizza, C.; Bellazzi, R.; Stefanelli, M.; Ferrari, P.; De Cata, P.; Gazzaruso, C.; Fratino, P.; D'Annunzio, G.; Hernando, E.; Gomez, E.J. The M2DM Project—The experience of two Italian clinical sites with clinical evaluation of a multi-access service for the management of diabetes mellitus patients. Methods Inf. Med. 2006, 45, 79–84. [Google Scholar]

	10. 
Hirsch, I.B.; Brownlee, M. Should minimal blood glucose variability become the gold standard of glycemic control? J. Diabetes Complicat 2005, 19, 178–181. [Google Scholar]

	11. 
Kovatchev, B.P.; Otto, E.; Cox, D.; Gonder-Frederick, L.; Clarke, W.L. Evaluation of a new measure of blood glucose variability in diabetes. Diabetes Care 2006, 29, 2433–2438. [Google Scholar]

	12. 
Magni, P.; Bellazzi, R. A stochastic model to assess the variability of blood glucose time series in diabetic patients self-monitoring. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 2006, 53, 977–985. [Google Scholar]

	13. 
Rodbard, D. Optimizing display, analysis, interpretation and utility of self-monitoring of blood glucose (SMBG) data for management of patients with diabetes. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2007, 1, 62–71. [Google Scholar]

	14. 
McGarraugh, G.V.; Clarke, W.L.; Kovatchev, B.P. Comparison of the clinical information provided by the FreeStyle Navigator continuous interstitial glucose monitor versus traditional blood glucose readings. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2010, 12, 365–371. [Google Scholar]

	15. 
Klonoff, D.C. Continuous glucose monitoring: Roadmap for 21st century diabetes therapy. Diabetes Care 2005, 28, 1231–1239. [Google Scholar]

	16. 
Bode, B.W.; Battelino, T. Continuous glucose monitoring. Int. J. Clin. Pract. Suppl. 2010, 166, 11–15. [Google Scholar]

	17. 
Torres, I.; Baena, M.G.; Cayon, M.; Ortego-Rojo, J.; Aguilar-Diosdado, M. Use of sensors in the treatment and follow-up of patients with diabetes mellitus. Sensors 2010, 10, 7404–7420. [Google Scholar]

	18. 
Poscia, A.; Mascini, M.; Moscone, D.; Luzzana, M.; Caramenti, G.; Cremonesi, P.; Valgimigli, F.; Bongiovanni, C.; Varalli, M. A microdialysis technique for continuous subcutaneous glucose monitoring in diabetic patients (Part 1). Biosens. Bioelectron 2003, 18, 891–898. [Google Scholar]

	19. 
Tura, A.; Maran, A.; Pacini, G. Non-invasive glucose monitoring: Assessment of technologies and devices according to quantitative criteria. Diabetes Res. Clin. Pract. 2007, 77, 16–40. [Google Scholar]

	20. 
Vashist, S.K. Non-invasive glucose monitoring technology in diabetes management: A review. Anal. Chim. Acta 2012. in press. [Google Scholar]

	21. 
Rodbard, D. New and improved methods to characterize glycemic variability using continuous glucose monitoring. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2009, 11, 551–65. [Google Scholar]

	22. 
Deiss, D.; Bolinder, J.; Riveline, J.P.; Battelino, T.; Bosi, E.; Tubiana-Rufi, N.; Kerr, D.; Phillip, M. Improved glycemic control in poorly controlled patients with type 1 diabetes using real-time continuous glucose monitoring. Diabete Care 2006, 29, 2730–2732. [Google Scholar]

	23. 
Tamborlane, W.V.; Beck, R.W.; Bode, B.W.; Buckingham, B.; Chase, H.P.; Clemons, R.; Fiallo-Scharer, R.; Fox, L.A.; Gilliam, L.K.; Hirsch, I.B.; et al. Continuous glucose monitoring and intensive treatment of type 1 diabetes. N. Engl. J. Med. 2008, 359, 1464–1476. [Google Scholar]

	24. 
Battelino, T.; Phillip, M.; Bratina, N.; Nimri, R.; Oskarsson, P.; Bolinder, J. Effect of continuous glucose monitoring on hypoglycemia in type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Care 2011, 34, 795–800. [Google Scholar]

	25. 
Bergenstal, R.M.; Tamborlane, W.V.; Ahmann, A.; Buse, J.B.; Dailey, G.; Davis, S.N.; Joyce, C.; Peoples, T.; Perkins, B.A.; Welsh, J.B.; et al. Effectiveness of sensor-augmented insulin-pump therapy in type 1 diabetes. N. Engl. J. Med. 2010, 363, 311–320. [Google Scholar]

	26. 
Cengiz, E.; Sherr, J.L.; Weinzimer, S.A.; Tamborlane, W.V. New-generation diabetes management: Glucose sensor-augmented insulin pump therapy. Expert Rev. Med. Devices 2011, 8, 449–458. [Google Scholar]

	27. 
Langendam, M.; Luijf, Y.M.; Hooft, L.; Devries, J.H.; Mudde, A.H.; Scholten, R.J. Continuous glucose monitoring systems for type 1 diabetes mellitus. Cochrane Database Syst. Rev. 2012. in press. [Google Scholar]

	28. 
Bellazzi, R. Telemedicine and diabetes management: Current challenges and future research directions. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2008, 2, 98–104. [Google Scholar]

	29. 
Capozzi, D.; Lanzola, G. Utilizing information technologies for lifelong monitoring in diabetes patients. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2011, 1, 55–62. [Google Scholar]

	30. 
Martínez-Sarriegui, I.; García-Sáez, G.; Rigla, M.; Brugués, E.; de Leiva, A.; Gómez, E.J.; Hernando, E.M. How continuous monitoring changes the interaction of patients with a mobile telemedicine system. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2011, 5, 5–12. [Google Scholar]

	31. 
Rigla, M. Smart telemedicine support for continuous glucose monitoring: The embryo of a future global agent for diabetes care. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2011, 5, 63–67. [Google Scholar]

	32. 
Sparacino, G.; Facchinetti, A.; Maran, A.; Cobelli, C. Continuous glucose monitoring time series and hypo/hyperglycemia prevention: Requirements, methods, open problems. Curr. Diabetes Rev. 2008, 4, 181–192. [Google Scholar]

	33. 
Harvey, R.A.; Wang, Y.; Grosman, B.; Percival, M.W.; Bevier, W.; Finan, D.A.; Zisser, H.; Seborg, D.E.; Jovanovic, L.; Doyle, F.J., 3rd; Dassau, E. Quest for the artificial pancreas: Combining technology with treatment. IEEE Eng. Med. Biol. Mag. 2010, 29, 53–62. [Google Scholar]

	34. 
Hovorka, R.; Allen, J.M.; Elleri, D.; Chassin, L.J.; Harris, J.; Xing, D.; Kollman, C.; Hovorka, T.; Larsen, A.M.; Nodale, M.; et al. Manual closed-loop insulin delivery in children and adolescents with type 1 diabetes: A phase 2 randomised crossover trial. Lancet 2010, 375, 743–751. [Google Scholar]

	35. 
Cobelli, C.; Renard, E.; Kovatchev, B. Artificial pancreas: Past, present, future. Diabetes 2011, 60, 2672–2682. [Google Scholar]

	36. 
Thabit, H.; Hovorka, R. Closed-loop insulin delivery in type 1 diabetes. Endocrinol. Metab. Clin. North. Am. 2012, 41, 105–117. [Google Scholar]

	37. 
Breton, M.; Farret, A.; Bruttomesso, D.; Anderson, S.; Magni, L.; et al. on behalf of The International Artificial Pancreas Study Group. Fully integrated artificial pancreas in type 1 diabetes: modular closed-loop glucose control maintains near normoglycemia. Diabetes 2012, 61, 2230–2237. [Google Scholar]

	38. 
Nimri, R.; Atlas, E.; Ajzensztejn, M.; Miller, S.; Oron, T.; Phillip, M. Feasibility study of automated overnight closed-loop glucose control under md-logic artificial pancreas in patients with type 1 diabetes: The DREAM project. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2012, 14, 728–735. [Google Scholar]

	39. 
Medtronic Diabetes. Guardian CGM System. Available online: http://www.medtronicdiabetes.com/products/guardiancgm (accessed on 4 September 2012).

	40. 
Dexcom SEVEN PLUS Wireless Glucose Meter, http://www.dexcom.com/seven-plus (accessed on 4 September 2012).

	41. 
Abbott Diabetes Care. Freestyle Navigator, Available online: http://www.abbottdiabetescare.co.uk/your-products/freestyle-navigator (accessed on 4 September 2012).

	42. 
Menarini Diagnostics, Available online: http://www.menarinidiag.co.uk/Products/continuous_glucose_monitoring/introduction (accessed on 4 September 2012).

	43. 
Jungheim, K.; Wientjes, K.J.; Heinemann, L.; Lodwig, V.; Koschinsky, T.; Schoonen, A.J. Subcutaneous continuous glucose monitoring: Feasibility of a new microdialysis-based glucose sensor system. Diabetes Care 2001, 24, 1696–1697. [Google Scholar]

	44. 
Ricci, F.; Moscone, D.; Palleschi, G. Ex vivo continuous glucose monitoring with microdialysis technique: The example of GlucoDay. IEEE Sens. J. 2008, 8, 63–70. [Google Scholar]

	45. 
McGarraugh, G. The chemistry of commercial continuous glucose monitors. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2009, 11, S17–S24. [Google Scholar]

	46. 
Girardin, C.M.; Huot, C.; Gonthier, M.; Delvin, E. Continuous glucose monitoring: A review of biochemical perspectives and clinical use in type 1 diabetes. Clin. Biochem. 2009, 42, 136–142. [Google Scholar]

	47. 
Wang, J. Electrochemical glucose biosensors. Chem. Rev. 2008, 108, 814–825. [Google Scholar]

	48. 
Ginsberg, H.B. The current environment of CGM technologies. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2007, 1, 117–121. [Google Scholar]

	49. 
Valgimigli, F.; Lucarelli, F.; Scuffi, C.; Morandi, S.; Sposato, I. Evaluating the clinical accuracy of GlucoMen®Day: A novel microdialysis-based continuous glucose monitor. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2010, 4, 1182–1192. [Google Scholar]

	50. 
Ricci, F.; Caprio, F.; Poscia, A.; Valgimigli, F.; Messeri, D.; Lepori, E.; Dall'Oglio, G.; Palleschi, G.; Moscone, D. Toward continuous glucose monitoring with planar modified biosensors and microdialysis. Study of temperature, oxygen dependence and in vivo experiment. Biosens. Bioelectron 2007, 22, 2032–2039. [Google Scholar]

	51. 
Ricci, F.; Moscone, D.; Tuta, C.S.; Palleschi, G.; Amine, A.; Poscia, A.; Valgimigli, F.; Messeri, D. Novel planar glucose biosensors for continuous monitoring use. Biosens. Bioelectron 2005, 20, 1993–2000. [Google Scholar]

	52. 
Lucarelli, F.; Ricci, F.; Caprio, F.; Valgimigli, F.; Scuffi, C.; Moscone, D.; Palleschi, G. GlucoMen Day Continuous Glucose Monitoring System: A Screening for Enzymatic and Electrochemical Interferents. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2012, 6, 1172–1181. [Google Scholar]

	53. 
Clarke, W.L.; Cox, D.; Gonder-Frederick, L.A.; Carter, W.; Pohl, S.L. Evaluating clinical accuracy of systems for self-monitoring of blood glucose. Diabetes Care 1987, 10, 622–628. [Google Scholar]

	54. 
Kovatchev, B.P.; Gonder-Frederick, L.A.; Cox, D.J.; Clarke, W.L. Evaluating the accuracy of continuous glucose-monitoring sensors: Continuous glucose-error grid analysis illustrated by TheraSense Freestyle Navigator data. Diabetes Care 2004, 27, 1922–1928. [Google Scholar]

	55. 
Sparacino, G.; Facchinetti, A.; Cobelli, C. “Smart” continuous glucose monitoring sensors: On-line signal processing issues. Sensors 2010, 10, 6751–6772. [Google Scholar]

	56. 
Bequette, B.W. Continuous glucose monitoring: Real-time algorithms for calibration, filtering, and alarms. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2010, 4, 404–418. [Google Scholar]

	57. 
Palerm, C.C.; Willis, J.P.; Desemone, J.; Bequette, B.W. Hypoglycemia prediction and detection using optimal estimation. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2005, 7, 3–14. [Google Scholar]

	58. 
Facchinetti, A.; Sparacino, G.; Cobelli, C. An online self-tunable method to denoise CGM sensor data. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 2010, 57, 634–641. [Google Scholar]

	59. 
Facchinetti, A.; Sparacino, G.; Cobelli, C. Online denoising method to handle intraindividual variability of signal-to-noise ratio in continuous glucose monitoring. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 2011, 58, 2664–2671. [Google Scholar]

	60. 
Aussedat, B.; Dupire-Angel, M.; Gifford, R.; Klein, J.C.; Wilson, G.S.; Reach, G. Interstitial glucose concentration and glycemia: Implications for continuous subcutaneous glucose monitoring. Am. J. Physiol. Endocrinol. Metab 2000, 278, E716–E728. [Google Scholar]

	61. 
Rossetti, P.; Bondia, J.; Vehí, J.; Fanelli, C.G. Estimating plasma glucose from interstitial glucose: The issue of calibration algorithms in commercial continuous glucose monitoring devices. Sensors 2010, 10, 10936–10952. [Google Scholar]

	62. 
King, C.; Anderson, S.M.; Breton, M.; Clarke, W.L.; Kovatchev, B.P. Modeling of calibration effectiveness and blood-to-interstitial glucose dynamics as potential confounders of the accuracy of continuous glucose sensors during hyperinsulinemic clamp. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2007, 1, 317–322. [Google Scholar]

	63. 
Knobbe, E.J.; Buckingham, B. The extended Kalman filter for continuous glucose monitoring. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2005, 7, 15–27. [Google Scholar]

	64. 
Barceló-Rico, F.; Bondia, J.; Díez, J.L.; Rossetti, P. A multiple local models approach to accuracy improvement in continuous glucose monitoring. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2012, 14, 74–82. [Google Scholar]

	65. 
Facchinetti, A.; Sparacino, G.; Cobelli, C. Enhanced accuracy of continuous glucose monitoring by online extended kalman filtering. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2010, 12, 353–363. [Google Scholar]

	66. 
Guerra, S.; Facchinetti, A.; Sparacino, G.; De Nicolao, G.; Cobelli, C. Enhancing the accuracy of subcutaneous glucose sensors: A real-time deconvolution-based approach. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 2012, 59, 1658–1669. [Google Scholar]

	67. 
Sparacino, G.; Zanderigo, F.; Corazza, S.; Maran, A.; Facchinetti, A.; Cobelli, C. Glucose concentration can be predicted ahead in time from continuous glucose monitoring sensor time-series. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 2007, 54, 931–937. [Google Scholar]

	68. 
Gani, A.; Gribok, A.V.; Rajaraman, S.; Ward, W.K.; Reifman, J. Predicting subcutaneous glucose concentration in humans: Data-Driven glucose modeling. IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 2009, 56, 246–254. [Google Scholar]

	69. 
Eren-Oruklu, M.; Cinar, A.; Quinn, L.; Smith, D. Estimation of future glucose concentrations with subject-specific recursive linear models. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2009, 11, 243–253. [Google Scholar]

	70. 
Pérez-Gandía, C.; Facchinetti, A.; Sparacino, G.; Cobelli, C.; Gómez, E.J.; Rigla, M.; De Leiva, A.; Hernando, M.E. Artificial neural network algorithm for online glucose prediction from continuous glucose monitoring. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2010, 12, 81–88. [Google Scholar]

	71. 
Pappada, S.M.; Cameron, B.D.; Rosman, P.M.; Bourey, R.E.; Papadimos, T.J.; Olorunto, W.; Borst, M.J. Neural network-based real-time prediction of glucose in patients with insulin-dependent diabetes. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2011, 13, 135–141. [Google Scholar]

	72. 
Naumova, V.; Pereverzyev, S.V.; Sivananthan, S. A meta-learning approach to the regularized learning-Case study: Blood glucose prediction. Neural Netw. 2012, 33, 181–193. [Google Scholar]

	73. 
Dassau, E.; Cameron, F.; Lee, H.; Bequette, B.W.; Zisser, H.; Jovanovic, L.; Chase, H.P.; Wilson, D.M.; Buckingham, B.A.; Doylek, F.J. Real-time hypoglycemia prediction suite using continuous glucose monitoring: A safety net for the artificial pancreas. Diabetes Care 2010, 33, 1249–1254. [Google Scholar]

	74. 
Buckingham, B.; Chase, H.P.; Dassau, E.; Cobry, E.; Clinton, P.; Gage, V.; Caswell, K.; Wilkinson, J.; Cameron, F.; Lee, H.; Bequette, B.W.; Doyle, F.J. Prevention of nocturnal hypoglycemia using predictive alarm algorithms and insulin pump suspension. Diabetes Care 2010, 33, 1013–1017. [Google Scholar]

	75. 
Facchinetti, A.; Sparacino, G.; Trifoglio, E.; Cobelli, C. A new index to optimally design and compare continuous glucose monitoring glucose prediction algorithms. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2011, 13, 111–119. [Google Scholar]

	76. 
Zanderigo, F.; Sparacino, G.; Kovatchev, B.; Cobelli, C. Glucose prediction algorithms from continuous monitoring data: assessment of accuracy via continuous glucose error-grid analysis. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2007, 1, 645–651. [Google Scholar]

	77. 
Sivananthan, S.; Naumova, V.; Dalla Man, C.; Facchinetti, A.; Renard, E.; Cobelli, C.; Pereverzyev, S.V. Assessment of blood glucose predictors: The prediction-error grid analysis. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2011, 13, 787–796. [Google Scholar]

	78. 
Zecchin, C.; Facchinetti, A.; Sparacino, G.; De Nicolao, G.; Cobelli, C. Neural network incorporating meal information improves accuracy of short-time prediction of glucose concentration. IEEE. Trans. Biomed. Eng. 2012, 59, 1550–1560. [Google Scholar]

	79. 
Facchinetti, A.; Sparacino, G.; Guerra, S.; Luijf, Y.M.; DeVries, J.H.; Mader, J.K.; Ellmerer, M.; Benesch, C.; Heinemann, L.; Bruttomesso, D.; Avogaro, A.; Cobelli, C. on behalf of the AP at home Consortium. Real-time improvement of continuous glucose monitoring accuracy: the smart sensor concept. Diabetes Care 2012. in press. [Google Scholar]

	80. 
PubMed. Available online: http://www.pubmed.com (accessed on 4 September 2012).

	81. 
Maran, A.; Crepaldi, C.; Tiengo, A.; Grassi, G.; Vitali, E.; Pagano, G.; Bistoni, S.; Calabrese, G.; Santeusanio, F.; Leonetti, F.; et al. Continuous subcutaneous glucose monitoring in diabetic patients: A multicenter analysis. Diabetes Care 2002, 25, 347–352. [Google Scholar]

	82. 
Rossetti, P.; Porcellati, F.; Fanelli, C.G.; Bolli, G.B. Evaluation of the accuracy of a microdialysis-based glucose sensor during insulin-induced hypoglycemia, its recovery, and post-hypoglycemic hyperglycemia in humans. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2006, 8, 326–337. [Google Scholar]

	83. 
Wentholt, I.M.E.; Maran, A.; Masurel, N.; Heine, R.J.; Hoekstra, J.B.L.; De Vries, J.H. Nocturnal hypoglycaemia in Type 1 diabetic patients, assessed with continuous glucose monitoring: frequency, duration and associations. Diabetic Med. 2007, 24, 527–532. [Google Scholar]

	84. 
Meschi, F.; Bonfanti, R.; Rigamonti, A.; Giulio, F.; Battaglino, R.; Viscardi, M.; Poscia, A.; Chiumello, G. Patients' evaluation of nocturnal hypoglycaemia with GlucoDay continuous glucose monitoring in paediatric patients. Acta Diabetol. 2010, 47, 295–300. [Google Scholar]

	85. 
Maran, A.; Pavan, P.; Bonsembiante, B.; Brugin, E.; Ermolao, A.; Avogaro, A.; Zaccaria, M. Continuous glucose monitoring reveals delayed nocturnal hypoglycemia after intermittent high-intensity exercise in nontrained patients with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2010, 12, 763–768. [Google Scholar]

	86. 
Dalfrà, M.G.; Sartore, G.; Di Cianni, G.; Mello, G.; Lencioni, C.; Ottanelli, S.; Sposato, J.; Valgimigli, F.; Scuffi, C.; Scalese, M.; Lapolla, A. Glucose variability in diabetic pregnancy. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2011, 13, 853–859. [Google Scholar]

	87. 
Di Bartolo, P.; Pellicano, F.; Scaramuzza, A.; Sardu, C.; Casetti, T.; Bosi, E.; Miselli, V.; Brandolini, S.; Fabbri, T.; Meandri, P.; Cannatà, F. Better postprandial glucose stability during continuous subcutaneous infusion with insulin aspart compared with insulin lispro in patients with type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2008, 10, 495–498. [Google Scholar]

	88. 
Di Flaviani, A.; Picconi, F.; Di Stefano, P.; Giordani, I.; Malandrucco, I.; Maggio, P.; Palazzo, P.; Palazzo, P.; Sgreccia, F.; Peraldo, C.; Farina, F.; Frajese, G.; Frontoni, S. Impact of glycemic and blood pressure variability on surrogate measures of cardiovascular outcomes in type 2 diabetic patients. Diabetes Care 2011, 34, 1605–1609. [Google Scholar]

	89. 
Rizzo, M.R.; Barbieri, M.; Marfella, R.; Paolisso, G. Reduction of oxidative stress and inflammation by blunting daily acute glucose fluctuations in patients with type 2 diabetes: Role of dipeptidyl peptidase-IV inhibition. Diabetes Care 2012. in press. [Google Scholar]

	90. 
Sartore, G.; Chilelli, N.C.; Burlina, S.; Stefano, P.D.; Piarulli, F.; Fedele, D.; Mosca, A.; Lapolla, A. The importance of HbA1c and glucose variability in patients with type 1 and type 2 diabetes: outcome of continuous glucose monitoring (CGM). Acta Diabetol. 2012. in press. [Google Scholar]

	91. 
DIAdvisor: Personal glucose predictive diabetes advisor. Available online: http://www.diadvisor.eu (accessed on 4 September 2012).

	92. 
Farret, A.; Renard, E.M.; Place, J.; Mindlova, M.; Vavrova, E.; Saudek, F.; Vedovato, M.; Maran, A.; Avogaro, A. DIAdvisor consortium. Clinical assessment of DIAdvisor device shows high accuracy in glucose prediction at 20-min horizon and a coherence of most advices on therapy in patients with type 1 diabetes. Proceedings of 48th European Association for the Study of Diabetes Meeting, Berlin, Germany, 1–5 October 2012.

	93. 
Artificial Pancreas (AP) at Home. Available online: http://www.apathome.eu (accessed on 4 September 2012).

	94. 
Magni, L.; Forgione, M.; Toffanin, C.; Dalla Man, C.; Kovatchev, B.; De Nicolao, G.; Cobelli, C. Run-to-run tuning of model predictive control for type 1 diabetes subjects: in silico trial. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2009, 1, 1091–1098. [Google Scholar]

	95. 
Heinemann, L.; Benesch, C.; DeVries, J.H. AP@home: A novel European approach to bring the artificial pancreas home. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2011, 5, 1363–1372. [Google Scholar]

	96. 
Renard, E.M.; DeVries, J.H.; Hovorka, R.; Doll, W.; Heinemann, L.; Cobelli, C.; Magni, L.; Farret, A.; Luijf, Y.M.; Leelarathna, L.; Mader, J.K.; Benesch, C.; Bruttomesso, D.; Di Palma, F.; Nodale, M. Time in hypoglycaemia in patients with type 1 diabetes is dramatically reduced when insulin infusion is driven by two closed-loop algorithms in a randomised clinical trial. Proceedings of 48th European Association for the Study of Diabetes Meeting, Berlin, Germany, 1–5 October 2012.

	97. 
Yamakoshi, Y.; Ogawa, M.; Yamakoshi, T.; Satoh, M.; Nogawa, M.; Tanaka, S.; Tamura, T.; Rolfe, P.; Yamakoshi, K. A new non-invasive method for measuring blood glucose using instantaneous differential near infrared spectrophotometry. Proceedings of Annual International Conference of the IEEE Engineering in Medicine and Biology, Lyon, France, 22– 26 August 2007; pp. 2964–2967.

	98. 
Berman, H.L.; Roe, J.N.; Blair, R.N. Glucose measurement utilizing non-invasive assessment methods. U.S. Patent 6,522,903, 18 February 2003. [Google Scholar]

	99. 
Cunningham, D.D.; Stenken, J.A. Near-Infrared spectroscopy for non invasive glucose sensing. In In Vivo Glucose Sensing; John Wiley & Sons, Inc.: Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2010; Volume Chapter 13. [Google Scholar]

	100. 
Shen, Y.C.; Davies, A.G.; Linfleld, E.H.; Elsey, T.S.; Taday, P.F.; Arnone, D.D. The use of Fourier-transform infrared spectroscopy for the quantitative determination of glucose concentration in whole blood. Phys. Med. Biol. 2003, 48, 2023–2032. [Google Scholar]

	101. 
Lipson, J.; Bernhardt, J.; Block, U.; Freeman, W.R.; Hofmeister, R.; Hristakeva, M.; Lenosky, T.; McNamara, R.; Petrasek, D.; Veltkamp, D.; Waydo, S. C8 MediSensors. Requirements for calibration in noninvasive glucose monitoring by Raman spectroscopy. J. Diabetes. Sci. Technol. 2009, 3, 233–241. [Google Scholar]

	102. 
Cohen, O.; Fine, I.; Monashkin, E.; Karasik, A. Glucose correlation with light scattering patterns–A novel method for non-invasive glucose measurements. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2003, 5, 11–17. [Google Scholar]

	103. 
Gabbay, R.A.; Sivarajah, S. Optical coherence tomography-based continuous noninvasive glucose monitoring in patients with diabetes. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2008, 10, 188–193. [Google Scholar]

	104. 
Badugu, R.; Lakowicz, J.R.; Geddes, C.D. A glucose-sensing contact lens: From bench top to patient. Curr. Opin. Biotech 2005, 16, 100–107. [Google Scholar]

	105. 
Pirnstill, C.W.; Malik, B.H.; Gresham, V.C.; Coté, G.L. In vivo glucose monitoring using dual-wavelength polarimetry to overcome corneal birefringence in the presence of motion. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2012. in press. [Google Scholar]

	106. 
Trombetta, P.; Londoni, V. Diode laser device for the non-invasive measurement of glycaemia. U.S. Patent Appl. 2011/0152647 A1, 23 June 2011. [Google Scholar]

	107. 
Londoni, V.; Trombetta, P. Diode laser device for the non-invasive measurement of glycaemia. WO Patent. Appl. 2010/013264 A1, 4 February 2010. [Google Scholar]

	108. 
Yeh, S.J.; Hanna, C.F.; Khalil, O.S. Monitoring blood glucose changes in cutaneous tissue by temperature-modulated localized reflectance measurements. Clin. Chem. 2003, 49, 924–934. [Google Scholar]

	109. 
Weiss, R.; Yegorchikov, Y.; Shusterman, A.; Raz, I. Non invasive continuous glucose monitoring using photoacoustic technology—Results from the first 62 subjects. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2007, 9, 68–74. [Google Scholar]

	110. 
Gourzi, M.; Rouane, A.; Guelaz, R.; Alavi, M.S.; McHugh, M.B.; Nadi, M.; Roth, P. Non-invasive glycaemia blood measurements by electromagnetic sensor: Study in static and dynamic blood circulation. J. Med. Eng. Technol. 2005, 29, 22–26. [Google Scholar]

	111. 
Tura, A.; Sbrignadello, S.; Cianciavicchia, D.; Pacini, G.; Ravazzani, P. A low frequency electromagnetic sensor for indirect measurement of glucose concentration: In vitro experiments in different conductive solutions. Sensors 2010, 10, 5346–5358. [Google Scholar]

	112. 
Caduff, A.; Hirt, E.; Feldman, Y.; Ali, Z.; Heinemann, L. First human experiments with a novel non-invasive, non-optical continuous glucose monitoring system. Biosens. Bioelectron 2003, 19, 209–217. [Google Scholar]

	113. 
Wentholt, I.M.; Hoekstra, J.B.; Zwart, A.; DeVries, J.H. Pendra goes Dutch: Lessons for the CE mark in Europe. Diabetologia 2005, 48, 1055–1058. [Google Scholar]

	114. 
Tura, A.; Sbrignadello, S.; Barison, S.; Conti, S.; Pacini, G. Impedance spectroscopy of solutions at physiological glucose concentrations. Biophys. Chem. 2007, 129, 235–241. [Google Scholar]

	115. 
Gelao, G.; Marani, R.; Carriero, V.; Perri, A.G. Design of a dielectric spectroscopy sensor for continuous and non-invasive blood glucose monitoring. IJAE&T 2012, 3, 55–64. [Google Scholar]

	116. 
Caduff, A.; Talary, M.S.; Mueller, M.; Dewarrat, F.; Klisic, J.; Donath, M.; Heinemann, L.; Stahel, W.A. Non-invasive glucose monitoring in patients with Type 1 diabetes: A multisensor system combining sensors for dielectric and optical characterisation of skin. Biosens. Bioelectron 2009, 24, 2778–2784. [Google Scholar]

	117. 
Harman-Boehm, I.; Gal, A.; Raykhman, A.M.; Naidis, E.; Mayzel, Y. Noninvasive glucose monitoring: increasing accuracy by combination of multi-technology and multi-sensors. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2010, 4, 583–595. [Google Scholar]

	118. 
Amaral, C.F.; Brischwein, M.; Wolf, B. Multiparameter techniques for non-invasive measurement of blood glucose. Sens. Actuat. B Chem. 2009, 140, 12–16. [Google Scholar]

	119. 
Smith, A.; Yang, D.; Delcher, H.; Eppstein, J.; Williams, D.; Wilkes, S. Fluorescein kinetics in interstitial fluid harvested from diabetic skin during fluorescein angiography: implications for glucose monitoring. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 1999, 1, 21–27. [Google Scholar]

	120. 
Newman, S.P.; Cooke, D.; Casbard, A.; Walker, S.; Meredith, S.; Nunn, A.; Steed, L.; Manca, A.; Sculpher, M.; Barnard, M.; Kerr, D.; Weaver, J.; Ahlquist, J.; Hurel, S.J. A randomised controlled trial to compare minimally invasive glucose monitoring devices with conventional monitoring in the management of insulin-treated diabetes mellitus (MITRE). Health Technol. Assess 2009, 13, 1–194. [Google Scholar]

	121. 
Chuang, H.; Trieu, M.; Hurley, J.; Taylor, E.J.; England, M.R.; Nasraway, S.A. Pilot studies of transedrmal continuous glucose measurement in outpatient diabetic and inpatients during and after cardiac surgery. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2008, 2, 595–602. [Google Scholar]

	122. 
Tura, A. Advances in the development of devices for noninvasive glycemia monitoring: Who will win the race? NT&M 2010, 28, 33–39. [Google Scholar]

	123. 
Ferrante do Amaral, C.E.; Wolf, B. Current development in non-invasive glucose monitoring. Med. Eng. Phys. 2008, 30, 541–549. [Google Scholar]

	124. 
Srinivasan, V.; Pamula, V.K.; Pollack, M.G.; Fair, R.B. Clinical diagnostics on human whole blood, plasma, serum, urine, saliva, sweat, and tears on a digital microfluidic platform. Proceedings of 7th International Conference on Miniaturized Chemical and Biochemical Analysts Systems, Squaw Valley, CA, USA, 5–9 October 2003; pp. 1287–1290.

	125. 
Barman, I.; Kong, C.R.; Singh, G.P.; Dasari, R.R.; Feld, M.S. Accurate spectroscopic calibration for noninvasive glucose monitoring by modeling the physiological glucose dynamics. Anal. Chem. 2010, 82, 6104–6114. [Google Scholar]

	126. 
Mueller, M.; Talary, M.S.; Falco, L.; De Feo, O.; Stahel, W.A.; Caduff, A. Data processing for noninvasive continuous glucose monitoring with a Multisensor device. J. Diabetes. Sci. Technol. 2011, 5, 694–702. [Google Scholar]

	127. 
Enejder, A.M.; Scecina, T.G.; Oh, J.; Hunter, M.; Shih, W.C.; Sasic, S.; Horowitz, G.L.; Feld, M.S. Raman spectroscopy for noninvasive glucose measurements. J. Biomed. Opt. 2005, 10, 031114. [Google Scholar]

	128. 
Arnold, M.A.; Liu, L.; Olesberg, J.T. Selectivity assessment of noninvasive glucose measurements based on analysis of multivariate calibration vectors. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2007, 1, 454–462. [Google Scholar]

	129. 
Zanon, M.; Sparacino, G.; Facchinetti, A.; Riz, M.; Talary, M.S.; Suri, R.E.; Caduff, A.; Cobelli, C. Non-invasive continuous glucose monitoring: Improved accuracy of point and trend estimates of the Multisensor system. Med. Biol. Eng. Comput. 2012, 50, 1047–1057. [Google Scholar]

	130. 
Caduff, A.; Mueller, M.; Megej, A.; Dewarrat, F.; Suri, R.E.; Klisic, J.; Donath, M.; Zakharov, P.; Schaub, D.; Stahel, W.A.; Talary, M.S. Characteristics of a multisensor system for non invasive glucose monitoring with external validation and prospective evaluation. Biosens. Bioelectron 2011, 26, 3794–3800. [Google Scholar]

	131. 
Caduff, A.; Heinemann, L.; Talary, M.S.; Di Benedetto, G.; Lutz, H.U.; Theander, S. A 4-h hyperglycaemic excursion induces rapid and slow changes in major electrolytes in blood in healthy human subjects. Acta Diabetol. 2011, 49, 333–339. [Google Scholar]

	132. 
Chen, C.S.; Wang, K.K.; Jan, M.Y.; Hsu, W.C.; Li, S.P.; Wang-Lin, Y.Y.; Bau, J.G. Noninvasive blood glucose monitoring using the optical signal of pulsatile microcirculation: A pilot study in subjects with diabetes. J. Diabetes Complicat 2008, 22, 371–376. [Google Scholar]

	133. 
Harman-Boehm, I.; Gal, A.; Raykhman, A.M.; Zahn, J.D.; Naidis, E.; Mayzel, Y. Noninvasive glucose monitoring: A novel approach. J. Diabetes Sci. Technol. 2009, 3, 253–260. [Google Scholar]

	134. 
Amir, O.; Weinstein, D.; Zilberman, S.; Less, M.; Perl-Treves, D.; Primack, H.; Weinstein, A.; Gabis, E.; Fikhte, B.; Karasik, A. Continuous noninvasive glucose monitoring technology based on occlusion spectroscopy. J. Diabetes. Sci. Technol. 2007, 1, 463–469. [Google Scholar]

	135. 
C8 Medisensor Optical Glucose Monitor. Available online: http://www.c8medisensors.com/home/ (accessed on 5 September 2012).

	136. 
Bolla, A.M.; Ceriotti, F.; De Terlizzi, C.; Molinari, C.; Perticone, F.; Trombetta, P.; Scavini, M.; Bosi, E. Accuracy of a new laser technology device for non invasive measurement of glucose in man. Proceedings of 5th International Conference on Advanced Technologies and Treatments for Diabetes (ATTD), Barcelona, Spain, 8–11 February 2012.

	137. 
Guerra, S.; Sparacino, G.; Facchinetti, A.; Schiavon, M.; Dalla Man, C.; Cobelli, C. A dynamic risk measure from continuous glucose monitoring data. Diabetes Technol. Ther. 2011, 13, 843–852. [Google Scholar]

	138. 
Zecchin, C.; Facchinetti, A.; Manohar, C.; Kudva, Y.C.; Levine, J.A.; Basu, A.; Sparacino, G.; Dalla Man, C.; Cobelli, C. Physical activity measured by PAMS device correlates with first- and second-order glucose concentration derivatives. Proceedings of 12th Diabetes Technology Meeting, Bethesda, MD, USA, 8–10 November 2012.

	139. 
Facchinetti, A.; Del Favero, S.; Sparacino, G.; Cobelli, C. Detecting failures of the glucose sensor-insulin pump system: Improved overnight safety monitoring for Type-1 diabetes. Proceedings of 2011 IEEE Annual International Conference on Medicine and Biology Society, Boston, MA, USA, 30 August– 3 September 2011; pp. 4947–4950.

	140. 
Zanon, M.; Sparacino, G.; Facchinetti, A.; Talary, M.S.; Caduff, A.; Cobelli, C. Non-invasive continuous glucose monitoring by multisensor system: improved accuracy using an elastic net regression. Proceedings of 12th Diabetes Technology Meeting, Bethesda, MD, USA, 8–10 November 2012.

	141. 
Cobelli, C.; Renard, E.; Kovatchev, B.P.; Keith-Hynes, P.; Ben Brahim, N.; Place, J.; Del Favero, S.; Breton, M.; Farret, A.; Bruttomesso, D.; Dassau, E.; Zisser, H.; Doyle, F.J., 3rd; Patek, S.D.; Avogaro, A. Pilot studies of wearable outpatient artificial pancreas in type 1 diabetes. Diabetes Care 2012, 35, e65–e67. [Google Scholar]





List of Abbreviations








	CGM
	Continuous Glucose Monitoring




	AP
	Artificial Pancreas




	EU
	European Union




	SMBG
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	Impedance Spectroscopy




	DS
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	Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator




















© 2012 by the authors; licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0/).







media/file4.png
A N Channels 105-120 350 Reference Blood Glucose

300

250

200

150

§
g

100

“o 100 200 300 400 500 0 100 200 300 400 500
‘Time [min] Time [min]

Channel 1
Channel 2
Glucose
Channel 150
400 T T T T T T
B *  BGreferences
a0k PLS H
k=) LASSO
£
@200 E
Q
3
2
© 100 J
o L | . L | .
09:00 10:00 11:00 12:00 13:00 14:00 15:00 16:00

Time [hh:mm]





nav.xhtml


  sensors-12-13753


  
    		
      sensors-12-13753
    


  




  





media/file3.png
Example of alert generated on the bases of CGM values

120

T T T T T T T T T T

08:30

CGM il 04:05
110 = === CGM after CGM-based alert of 04:05
100
g
T 9
S
E
o
2 80
S
o
70
eor ﬁ min in hypo 1
T 159 CHO ]
L ‘ ‘ pem . ‘ ‘ s . . L3
0200 0230 0300 0330 0400 04:30 0500 0530 06:00 06:30 07:00 07:30  08:00
Time [hh:mm]
Example of alert generated on the bases of predicted CGM values
120 T T T T T T T T T T T T 7
CGM il 03:25
110 = === CGM after prediction-based alert of 03:25
Prediction
100
=
3 90
3
E
?
2 80
s
o
70
60 j b
sor 15gCHO 7
45 L I L L L L I L L L L 1 J
02:00 02:30 0300 03:30 0400 0430 0500 0530 06:00 06:30 07:00 07:30 08:00

Time [hh:mm]

08:30





media/file0.png
Smart
CGM Sensor

Commercial
CGM
Sensor

Denoising
Module

SMBG _—-}3| Enhancement
references Module
Supplementary ___ Prediction
information (meals, Module
physical activity, ...)

Raw
CGM data

Denoised
CGM data

Enhanced
CGMdata

Predicted
CGM data

Affected by:
* measurementerrors

= systematic under/over estimations
= delays

+Compensate for measurement errors

v Compensate for systematic
under/over estimations

Produce timely hypo/hyper-glycaemic alerts





media/file1.png
Glucose [mg/dL]

Example of real-time application of the denoising module
T T

T T

220

200
180
160
140
120
100

80 _Hypoglycemic threshold

an L L L L L

15:00 16:00 17:00 18:00 19:00 20:00 21:00
Time [hh:mm]





media/file2.png
Glucose [mg/dL]

240

220

200 H

180

160

140

120

100

80

60

Example of real-time application of the enhancement module

T
% BG references

L{ A SMBG for calibration
—— Original CGM
Enhanced CGM
[ calib. window

T T T T T T

I L ! L L L L L L

2000 2200  00:00 0200 0400  06:00  08:00  10:00  12:00
Time [hh:mm]

14:00

16:00

18:00





