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[ Abstract]

kidney disease. Kidney injury in liver transplant recipients seriously affects their long-term survival and life quality, and is one

Kidney injury is a common complication after liver transplantation, including acute kidney injury and chronic

of the main causes of death after liver transplantation. In order to standardize and optimize the diagnosis and treatment of kidney
injury in liver transplant recipients, Branch of Organ Transplant of Chinese Medical Association and Branch of Organ
Transplant Physicians of Chinese Medical Doctor Association organize experts developed the clinical practice guidelines for
kidney injury management of liver transplant recipients in China (2023 edition) to adapt to the rapid development of
diagnosis and treatment. The guideline is based on Chinese expert consensus on management of kidney injury in liver
transplant recipients (2017 edition) and in conjunction with recent evidence-based medicine and clinical practice experience in
China. This guideline focuses on the definition, classification, assessment and preoperative, intraoperative and postoperative
prevention and treatment of kidney injury in liver transplant recipients. By presenting a series of scientifically standardized
recommendations, the guideline is aimed to optimize the management of kidney injury in liver transplant recipients in China.
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Fund Program: Key Projects of National Self Science Foundation (81930016); Key Program for National key Research and
Development (2021 YFA1100500)

Liver transplantation; Acute kidney injury; Chronic kidney disease; Kidney injury management

To R B R Z

1 BHIS

B0 9 I R AR 5 H WLOF RE . A&
S AR B ARG AN AR B I E] AE KRR T 2
A, ERRETIEEG., SmilE, HRAR,
B PSR TR 3K LRI B A AR, T Y
il kBN KW ERK (end-stage renal disease,
ESRD), 7547 H ME& fCIA 7 (renal replacement
therapy, RRT) m(B R hL. X T8 i 52 & K12
PRI A 16 T P A R OR W, o B H R JE AL

BB L 4E 2 B i 40i (acute kidney injury,
AKD F11& ¥ ¥ JJE 9% (chronic kidney disease.
CKD), 5 S i AR 1 5 ) B AS ], Sk 3
BT R AEASS B 4005 & AR R 22 K, AKT #il CKD
B & A a5k 8.0% ~ 81.0% Al 17.1% ~
80. 0%, WA AL 52 & A7 0% I IR A A4, J
3 % A S RUH G ST R B i i L B ge s,
BHARJGEH 5 4FFMEE 10 45, ESRD &4 R 4053k 5|
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18. 0% F1 25. 0% s RG4S 25 4F, 9.0% % & A
ESRD 11 A" .

TR AR R AR T RS A 22 B B 2T
AR PR 22 S5 3R B RS AE 4 4y 2 b [ B P 23 85 B S
MBIy Sl AL i, 78 ChEFBEHZH S
PR L 3R (2017 jO TR SRR B, e
TEF S HH G [ 9 A0 SCHiR . 5 45 & 06 IE = 2 4K 4 Fn 36
RS R B, T T P E IR Z & B B0
HFRIG RS B IE M (2023 RO ). AR I B HE TR 3 L
TIEHhE S0 AN A A R N B IR AR R LA R IF
fli. %2 M PEM (grading of recommendations as-
sessment, development and evaluation, GRADE) ”

RS VAR S

X1 GRADEIEIERESHERENRRES

(HEESRIZRE (BT ) 2024 455 16 555 8

B ALk 4 & R A
EE N E N K
& (A FEAIE: WEIME RCT;

A A R B R

X

+(B) STEAMEA P F e, M R EFHK—%6 RCT;
RAATHRELALEME, RATHAH-RGHAE
12 95 A T A £ SR K PR 5
1% (O AL AL 6 e B A R e BAK =469 RCT;
ML T 5 L FAEA R
SN
BAK (D) MW EMALF R iedR. REBRKZLKHG RCT;
MEALE A EETRA RETHEK—RGAE
[ ENE e
% 5] 3 LB
AN ERiE
WHEBEIR
# (1) B A R T IR e A K T SRR T A
B (2 AR E R KR E SR IEE Y T FA Al S

iE: RCT, ML RXE,

2 MBEZEBBRMGEN. 7ERTM
2.1 RATH B

B 00 2 T A A B T 08 4 7 R R R E 22—
F 2K W T B A (model for end-stage liver dis-
case, MELD) 508l T48 S /T )5 . & JF
B 0509 A BT s MELD $F 4 15 1E B B
ek, TERF RS2 3 b o B Lol

JT A% AR A i 401 00 60 5 1T B 25 5 ik Chepator-
enal syndrome, HRS). % 8 M JIF % 41 ¢ M 5 9%
SEUTIOHRS A O I 5 & 0 2 g Stk
BIhRE s, HEERRE R AR A IR SRR

R IMAE R M A A I RE AN PR AR AR, R
JUE 5 JC F 2 5 B B E . HRS MR Ml AE . 2
Y/ = 3 | WA 1 NS B G B e P i
WHAD Frolie, 261k B3 58 T 0 ok 37 fE B
HR. DA i HRS i el B2, K H ok 1 &Y
HRS f1 2 #4 HRS, 1 # HRS #f & R ¥, il j5
&

— WA 2 185 BB A 2 # (CH b 126 ]
ARHETAEAE HRS) 1y B Br A o] ot v i 58 & 8, A
12 HRS 3| JIF 5% A8 f9 i fa) 4] B K, R 5 28T
R s, 2019 4E . [ PR IE K B4 (Interna-
tional Club of Ascites, ICA) ¥ 1 % HRS 5 fir
%% HRS-AKI, ¥ 2 % HRS & # fir %4 A4 HRS-
non-AKI (HRS-NAKD ; R i fi5 #2 2 ™/ T 3 4>
H ¥ HRS-NAKI # — 2 X 43y HRS 2P B JIE
(HRS-AKD) #1 HRS 18 ¥ 5 £ (HRS-CKD)
[ R 2
2.2 REBHH
2.2.1 2MEHe HWBEEARE AKI EFZEHR
SRy DR ZE R A B K W g B L R A i A 2 S R
FLRE T A R R, R R A R S WIE R RE . AR 4R
W 4 BREE B0 TS 41 41 (Kidney Disease:
Improving Global Outcomes, KDIGO) % ffi i 5
MUY AU — 4, B2k AKIL
D48 h A IfiL ¥ WLEF T+ & {1 =>26. 5 pmol /L; @7 d
P I3 LEE B =15 564k fi; ©%ELE 6 h IR
#<0.5 ml/ (kg+h),

WM, 71.0% ~82. 3% 1y AKI 4 B 16 T
M ARG 3 d . %52 B 7 RRT 32800 6
K 8. 0% ~18. 9% AKT ik 3 [ A% B2 A8 T 4
R I A7 05 R, AL R IR 15,000 ~25. 0%,
RRT -+ Hi ) 32 # #6 SE 3 82 85 35 54. 5%, H
s I R E AR B i 37 UL R0 OAR B2 % AKT 347 43
W 22 . AKT Mg, BE AR, MH
A7 RRT. W2 i i LI AR 453 A — B, R 9
B Gl B,

2.2.2 EYEENR  CKD ZAIFBM ARG ® WIEE
JEZ — . K AEAERE R > 6 A~ H 0 iF #8324
2 BN [ R B A D BE L . KDIGO T 2023
AEXF CKD #4718 X (https: //kdigo. org/



(P E BRI 28 GRTRRD ) 2024 4R55 16 %57 8 1

k2 AlSRGSREEED

Sk ot i ILEF )&

148 1.5~1.94 K%M, XIHMHE= # 4 6~12 h<<
26.5 pmol/L 0.5 ml/ (kg * h)

24 2.0~2. 945K KA #4412 h vl E<

0.5 ml/ (kg-h)

3/ =30 B A LKM RN FME = E4 24 h k<
353.6 pmol/L, K447 B REHK%E 0.3 ml/ (kg h)
. RFHE<18 F EAHLKE D HRET RAAK 12 h
%<35 ml/ (min+ 173 m")

guidelines/ckd-evaluation-and-management/): &
JIF B B B S R 3 M H DL B, HoP A
TH IR LA b R W O . O E R
R A HEM R =30 mg/24 h); QR UTHE 54 s
O /INGE I A8 5 S50 1Y) HL AR BT S A D B DR 4L
S QUMRRGEBFI WG 7 ©FBE
. B IR AR /D IR IE i R (glomerular
filtration rate, GFR) <60 ml/ (min « 1.73 m®).
CKD W kA& K™ ERARKMITH. FRAERE
1AEAJF CKD 2 #3012 XU 0 35 T+, B & Ak
AR AE A, B 450 405 AH O 0 JE R AL 3 4 T i, AE
B HAR G BREHT A p a4

IR L, CKD #4& GFR o[ 434 G1~G5 #],
HARWLF 3, CKD B H 3 T o5 o — 3 & UL -
IO N % b & A P i R . D GFR 4y i
(el G3a Wk B = G3b W), [H wF A £ B H
/INERUE IS (estimated glomerular filtration rate,
eGFR) #ILLMHFEIL=25.0%; @A 4F GFR £
ZEFEME ™5 ml/ (min+ 1.73 m?)., CKD i &%
AR GFR Zr AT 0PAL S5 RS AR 32 5 AR A R %
PIAROG, E. S E R IR A L (G3a ik
G3b D . EEHFIEEAS (G4 WKL) K ESRD
MIFRE A2 5 AR LEAF 203 Il 84. 0%, 67. 700 )
48.5% 1,

*3 EHSHERMN GFR 458

GFR 4 # GFR [ml/ (min-1.73 m*) ] hiE

G1 # =90 IEF R A &
G2 #1 60~<290 BETE
G3a A 45~<260 B—PETH
G3b # 30~<45 T—EETHK
G4 15~<230 EETH

G5 # <15 B %3

A: GFR, R /hsigd s, M3 THFERAKFE,

EEEL 1. FBEREBEROBERZELERF

s IFEESIEA ¢ 3

R, MEEGFHBERK, ERGEXREEZRE
#FE. (1B )
2.3 FFBMZLH R D RIEE

B Dy 8 1 HE VR A S A B T 0 B AT
R 40 W Bsyr, el g B s . 48
S L T O S AT I RS AR Y B A D SOV AR T IR S
FoAB B b BEVEDY L R RS A 32 2 AE R BT AR ST N i
AT VR o S SR BRI A A A o I VA LI R 4 (B
AT PP Al R 1B . % T TR 12 0 S I
Fo R B, 0 2 e VAl TR TR BE AR 15 B e Y
IV WU BE 28 . X T JC vk I 45 1l v AL T 26 46 {8
BB . A V£ 07 ik nT DL B i UL S 4k
B R A A BE A SR Bk v 7 0 T i PR .
HR SR 22 B O IR AT PEAG . A AT
W3R 4,

4 MENEELEHE T E

% ik WA A

# & GFR % 75 ml/ (min-1.73 m%), mA HFEK, LiAE
MDRD 2 X, B3 fo i AUBF 1A CKD & % e [3151]

%% GFR % 100 ml/ (min+ 1.73 m%), & # & EF ¥ &,

A MDRD 2 X, B_# fo 7% WL BF 14 8 5% 2k Y
AN BA 3 e WL BF AR 8 5% A
AEBEHT 7 d P9 SR AR A 7 VU BT A # 5 A

dik Ak, BA A CKDAFES $ ERE #3550
Fr ik AE S o WUBF AR

. GFR, B sk &£, MDRD. %M &AL & R X%,
CKD, 4 B M .

KT GERIFAL . I W 3 453 05 B R A 98 2 4
b, (HAEAE RO B 52 . A I SR U 2k A
S5 D RUHE L R R o il PR b AL 3 UL T 4
GFR, fHIft i LA 2K, 2 NA &R, 5K
UEFRE s . EHEBREE WAL, 248, B/ANE W
VA Bz A 3R BN 4hORD 28 R AR e S BE Y A S
BRECSE B GFR, B S 800 5 0 01 3 Al i 30 fig

s WA R PSR . R 5% T A JF CKD B )T
Miiz#, i TS NN& R T, «GFR it
REER AT BEm T bR 0. 5 Bt T KUK B
RAG 220

A 2 C w0 2k AR A 00 AT R Al A A Y
B T RE R A R SE TS KUK, R R R R R
M ) RE Y405 1 BIURR AR AR L R C 24
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WL R LA S R RE . B M R
JHF I 95 46 3L A D Y R /N, fE R AR I
Bi12~24 h J5 IR IR F+ & . The New England
Journal of Medicine 3B T —MEFHME C I
Bl GEFR AR AR, 5% M T ULt E A
B2 NI /= W N L SN 7 I S B OB
REAT AL GFR PRAG 09 i B %0 ok 11 3% 1 A9 I
BHZERE O E R, ETRME CiHHERAN
eGFR 5 H Y GFR & B #:0E: 456 F AR KRt
) 4511 PR 2 50 ~7 70000 A5 AL, DU W) REORG o b 150
M AKTH

KT IR A ARG, 7 53 5 B B AR W 5 PR
% 15 WUEF K {E Curine albumin to creatinine
ratio, UACR), BG4 24 h JR A A€ ik
W, BA e, PR R A S . AR R,
AT AL B UACR =30 mg/g i, i
JEAEAEI B N AR, X TR
2. W TR B4 5 (calcineurin inhibi-
tor, CND KW 5 & A IRA O, B8 EC
SAFAE ™ E Y CKD, JR L ml g8 A A &
FEY L I, IR B EE CKD Xt = (A & A IR IE
WA Z &, R R C.

LA, B A5 T AR I BT Y A F bR AR ) A
DU F ARAS Wi 8. WF S B, v P 40 i B i
it A G G B ds 4R 1. AL R U IR 45 G AR R
WA A B 1 1 55 T 8 43 s o W A T LIS g
B HIS WTE TN AKT 9 RS AR AR R A
PR PEAL ik, 0 HOR 40 E B DNA, C 8 IE 52

et TR . Bh A W B AR Y Rl
FRERMEE LS MRS B, 45 & REE A A

TR RE L RT LA TORG o T AR T ks
BT R R K e, AR NIFBEZH T it
PR T VAl 2 R T 19 2

EEEL 2. EYRENBETHEEH TSR
T RIS, 2BRET, HERKERE,
HEETHRINE C 4% GFR, H#HLKR UACR &
EERBEER, (1C4)
3 HBEZESHRGHE
3.1 RAr B4 s

M HTE B TEAR G W]k — B4k, T 5 ke

(HEESRIZRE (BT ) 2024 455 16 555 8

y CKD** . R Hf GFR<C60 ml/ (min + 1.73 m")
B T BE AN 4 e 2 i ) K A5 3 O iF B R S
Tifedk 22 % Ak i e B & . T Y R T GFR <
30 ml/ (min+1.73 m") B, ZH ARG 3 FitE
N ESRD g Hefil ik 31. 0% %, k. FFRSRIAR
TR 2 1) N T R AR R R A A 405 Y
HRBUR R

ICA RATHSC T AL 2 AKT 2 b 5 %8 2
PSR, B TR EEfE A O AKD B E 4
HARDY, BFE—H LM AKI 1 %%, O [ 5 &
HITAMZ AR T ), S8 BR B>
EI 4R D7 O 1 | S BN [ = N e
B Al B A WA B M 259 O I IR PR BE A 1M
FHRBHEN TV ARG O KB IR B 6 97
ARG, (HR WD R SUE R, Tk
WAL, A R T UL 5 2R T o A el Y 2
26.5 pmol/L LA, W ™% BE 15, JLE# AKI 43
G Tk, BRI AKIL 2 %M 3 HIEATIRYY .
R C N I e S S sl R = | R R ]
/R

P2 A A S P 25 W = H O HRS /915 ik
WIT . EA—TRIPL. WH . %R R
I 30911 AR 58 AL 48 A 300 i) HRS-AKI &, WAL
THRMER S AE A BKA BT HRS-AKT 1997 8L
e AR T & B, 18 IF i 4L & 9 HRS-
AKT BN B F R R R R BEA H 8 A
LEDIRE R ZEN S A EANA A T,
EARERIIN B4R A T AL 56 MF I SR A2 N AN R
FF . BRI — Tl PR B 58 2 g A 82 9 R i & A
HRS-AKI I JFRAE 32 % . 53 BT ¢ 3040 AR 1if % 45 )
INEZRBE G FE FRIT A RAF. RJG X RRT (#
WHE B3 R R, CKD &2 KUKt B AR . P2
AR BT HRS-AKI WA 80R Y7 I A Ff 26 38 [ I
o I 1 e PR 9

TS FF A A8 00 0] 34 17 3 . O 0 90 A Ak
ST RAERI BT IR s Q040 B B 7 51 S 1 R RE SN
JFE AL O AL G o 45, e S B O
UL 7S 117N 1 A S L1 = 1 e O I e 2 2 I )
Uk A 5 0 X B T R B s O BB 9
SRV TR A RN LR MR R, kX BT
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RESC B/ INBI DU 15 25 1. 1S REREE 2. Bk

o 2 M IF 2 i P S e AR A @ ARl A
R, Uﬁ&%ﬁ%%kiﬂ;®ﬁgﬁﬂ

RRT, LA K 640 8.
AL

EEELI: ACHFEESRGNABESR
&, RESHRGHEHEBHRNK X, HEHEFR
BmEE, RIRIETT HRS, [ B 5B i4 BF6E 44 18
KHRE, FEEHREEERRKF. REEHFREER
iR, BRmMEERG., (1A %)
3.2 FRFZXNGFRERFEST

XARATE AL EE A Bz, T
YN SR 2 K ERE N R QU I g ey
o AEAH X 3¢ i 1Y BT R 01 BE T A8 AR ) AN 2 2
R e [ B M AN B R B 2y . 05 B A 2
2. R A E L EECA W% R 38 B NE R 2 4 B
BAEATR IR SR, BUEE 4> HT B MELD 43
N F 48 5 4 I 4 B S BT A I A RS A R
B, BRI FREMEOC#EZSENIRITNZE, ITF
IR A RS AR 5 A4 7 R TR Al R A TR,
2019 4F, FEE I A 377 0IF KL A% 52 8 M iR
JY 2 B R s R B, P A B ZE
SR A RORN RS A W) A R A R T B A RS
AN, — IR T UNOS B JE /9 BF 58 2 i T
3 549 {1 [F] B A 1 RS AE R B A 0 R R AR
s HEZ ARG A 3 127 Bl Z HE AR5
5@%@%(%04)%Em?$%ﬁﬁﬁm%
ZH (55.0Y0ON T, G, BN A 22 HiF
RS BRG] ST, 23 5 AR A A R Gk )
60. 9% Wk, X E 44 It ESRD #Y LK M
I B . B IS B MY O T B A I RS A

B I 2 5088 A b0 8 B OE T B — s B
] (4~8 J&) AE kI B A B M 1Y 3E N E . BR
WAT G 2% 2 (EASL) 2018 4F & i B9 it R 52 %
fem g, A RS AKT B JE CKD % /9 i
WAk B H AT IR B A B AT . UNOS i 42
WMAF BB A B A bR, RS, BE
WA RPH LIE -2 RN, 20K
%%2ﬂ¢ﬁﬁkﬁz— Tl AR AR B S
Fo M1 95 b . X — s o R FR 9 R T e R

W2 Bk o< M5 A AL A R

RESIEE ¢ 5

S 1 B 5 0
RS HERGBERERE

% o I R e T M2 —

GFR<C (1) ZIEH
60 ml/ (min+ 1.73 m®) (2) Wil B A ML R AT GFR<C
AHSREIAAH CKD 30 ml/ (min-+ 1.73 m%),

(1) #ZEHARL 6

(2) GFR<25 ml/ (min * 1.73 m")
A3t 6 3

(3) LR 2AEZMHHIEEAL6R

H 4 AKI

AR SR (1) &EB IR

(2) HRITRFR LMK ERDE
A VR AR 45 A AE

(3) AV ZIHME TR RS E
(4) Fhm_B ki

. GFR, |
A .

kit &, CKD, B BREs%; AKL, &%

JERS A A it . M IS, R
o R g I R o A IR B ) AR R E R R R
J5 B AR R f B R — 0 R B g T
AR R # K AS 58 4 BB 0 1 9K =X R A
ZHMP N I F M, RF AKL &4 KT
BT TR M R K 2 4 B I 0 RS A R X
A vt ST KO 5 % B R IROR JE AKT kA
R ST MELD PRy, 2 2% B 08 o F1 &2 24 AT
Bra S s R A . AP T RRT REXY o0 E X
%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ B AR A rhos R A R RRE I R

w,fﬁ@%m%%%ﬁﬁF B HA Bk
m o H P I PR 9 — 2B RS T

ﬁﬁ%x4:ﬁ%é#EﬂnM%$%ﬁﬁ%
B, HEFMFERERE, HTFd N FTR4AFBE,
(1B &)
3.3 WMHBHARE W R0 4
3.3.1 faliHE HEBM ARG AKI ML 4 H H
FARMZMHEREGESFH, T 1 ARET, R
MAIARE R, RETH RN 2ZE MR R,
HbZHENZELE. OFER=50 87 @F%
R, FFARMACE A ME"; OKMED
fBEAR 4, eGFR<C60 ml/ (min =+ 1.73 m”). I
i L BF > 132. 0 pmol/L. &% HRS; @ MELD
PEAF=>20 43T @ARFTA IFREIRAE . 0 AR
SRR © B M K B T e AR
DOBEFBFAR B, BN R OO T &
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HAHE Qg OB DAt @ $sk i i
[ U

AP HRaHE: OFMFAIFHE CFEF
ok 56 4= BHWr 5 @it 31 1 2 A Fa g s O W H K
HIMEHRMWEAY: OARPRE D ©KaHiE
JEEAF M B /AR S R E N R g DY
QPRSI T T OmMAERAL; @CNI
REGY) (s MM R %) © 48 55 & [ g
EHE:; ©ORFH 72 h MiFIL & A KFEES .,

PLZ R E B E 587 o F B, @7 A 80 AKI
DRI 0T 0 A5 78 A ) T R e ARG 9T RS A R S
AKI —35 sk [ BRI B BT 55 F10 0 36 2 W DURU: 7
AR BN R B v ol S B U B QA1
HEHEN T — TR AR S AKT & A XU A AR
B, HH T ARMARFEEHNR, SEENR
65. 0%, H N ZW BT IE, WIEER . EK
oL, KRBT TE g, ARATIME L. RATH & A
AR PR AN He . AR R LR R S O L
MARJGZ TR VEE S N R L & SRR, [
AR AKT K AR, 5 5EFR &0 15 LA
Bhe

BiE N TR e R K, Hldess S B AL AR
T A S AKT 09 8 1 b 2 i e 5% Sk M, BUE S8
SRR S A e, AR R, BB E
ML (gradient boosting machine, GBM) . fpZ
DU 17 R0 R B AT A I 28 55 22 i AL % 2% A A 34 4
TAEGEM Logistic BIHAMT 1L, Hri GBM R
B ARG ART PEfgmefd, ZiXF BAERIE & T
i f (area under curve, AUC) &3k 0.90"%, &
E —Tg A 493 I i dE 52 & i E 5 L B, BE AL
FR MR U AL AR S5 AKT ) HE B 38 79. 0%,
AUC 4 0. 85, BZE T Logistic [MIH4H", X
S AL A S BERLE B TR 5 AKT ) R
WL B 365 S s 1 3T

HEELS: FBEARG AKI HEFARE S #
AEZZ65H, BEHMENSEIRIETRLM
¥ AKI, (1B%)
3.3.2 JAYT X TAREARJE AKI & KU (9 JF 3% 4
2, WA REAE T A B #E TR, PRIE 2
SEANE DR R, 0 R AT T e Pk U B I 2F W,

(HEESRIZRE (BT ) 2024 455 16 555 8

[Fi) B 2% ) Mo 00 o 95 UL IEF L DR B RROR R R, R o gk
Tl SR SIFBEARGEE k4 AKLWZH,
NFE AKT 43 G ailh 1, BEAE LLF 43 948 B 00
OXf KAk G0l AKL 1 %24, LUARQI05 M 2 W
HERE, RRENEHEELY; O YitER
AKI 2 8 3 i, AR, HE R L
FHEW 2 53097, JF % AT RRT; @ # % 17
RRT, 7 055 38 #% 0 RSk s 4 B i ik i
BT IR T Il B AR O R X T RS
AR AKI, B817 RRT A B T AR 32 3 B X,
W, 4% A W4 % (intensive care unit, ICU)
1 B i g0

IR A 52 5 G 95 300 1 500 e 5 RS AR AKT 11
RABOIAE, A el R B ARG
AKI BIA I SBR[ G 28 300 1 590 % 2 g
5 A7 76 25 5. Horp il 5 55 ) R ER 46 K 45 CNI
RGP E WA YA RN Z— R E#Hl. R
Je SER A A CNT 803 DUIR R & CNTL A B F 1By
AKI &4, RJg— B8 AKL, 787850 PRI %
PEPD IR Hefly b, AT A8 R S IR A A CNI,
We A N TR WA R g o iR, B e AKT
it

WL 3 TR A A R AL I F) (mammalian
target of rapamycin inhibitors, mTORi) J& H §i
FRe A2 % % M e M w259, FEAQEEY
LR PR YE 53 w] . — T BE AL X BRAF R R B, RS AR
ARG 4~6 JAEFHVE % 5w B A CNI it 7 %8 7T LA
FEARAR G AKT &4, wesim s ohal, HoR
HE & & Bk AR REY D B R (mycophenolic
acid, MPA) KZj¥xf W IR A R0, H A
A IR K& B, A WE IR S, R 42 2% 1 ik v]
A o AR A A 2R A IR B K Y T e a2 T AR A 52
B IhREW T . TR RS A I RES & I
Bz, AR 50 A R B v R S A kAT
S PEE S IEBES N MPA 28258y, ] ff CNI %
B SO i, AR N 3G A2 3 HE R RO K AE KU
{14 ) i S RE A %5082 RRT (el 51, A AT
ARG B/ 00 & B XK, £ 0 @A R,
JFDhReAs e W RT4 T, AT CNT 28 25 9 Jf
A mTORi il MPA 25258y, W — 150 B HL
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XIRWT R L B, MWREARIE 4~12 A CNI K&
MPA K254 J5 %8 5 4 V6 % SE R Bk & MPA 262}
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