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[ E] B HiA Rl 545 588k (donation after citizen's deceased , DCD) ¥R AHZ & T W UG L Z AN R, 7
& BB ST 2015 4F 1 3 1 H—20164F 10 J1 31 H A UL IET DCD L B B T AR 19 HESZ ORI PRGORE, SR80 52 1 B B Al
ZFH R '%Ijjﬁléﬁj‘g/'ﬁ(/ﬁ(delayed graft function, DGF) I AR ARG 1 i|5'y'%‘/J\BR‘][‘LE"‘::J‘j512':'*-(estimated—glomerular filtration rate,
eGFR)TEMLIAACINER . 85 R : DCD I E ARG 25 DCF K EF 1 28.2%, HIHNZRSHTEEH /R 0 DGF & AR itz {4
fe B PR 278 A o (P=0.019) AR FEF5 5L (P=0.027) FAS L[] (P=0.044) .78 Lo it & J5 ( cardio-pulmonary resuscitation,
CPR) 1 (P=0.042) . 1 2 KR M4 SAB R W] (AR (P=0.027 ) Ko A ifil i8] (P=0.042) A B B4 52 # DGF KA A~y 52
W E o HEAE, 5K A DGF 952 E AL, A2 DGF 5 HAR G AEBE I [ < (P=0.020) , fEBE 28 I (P=0.012) , HARJS 147
AR R A ERER(P < 0.001) . X T BRAEARS 14552 eGFREZIR K R 192 KR 7 Hréli R s , HEHAE R A1 Z AR
S5 VAN 2EHES SOV K R RS 14E52 4 e GFR /K- BT 5200 PR 2R (P B394 0.005 F10.034) . #8518 - 7E DCD it E # i
PRI R B BB IS R AR S 5248 DGF KA RSN 520 R 3R 5 TSR RS 1 4R A S e HE S S R A AR 1 4R %2
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Risk factors on the short-term outcome of DCD kidney transplanted recipients: A single-

center study
Que Hongliang, Han Zhijian, Geng Liang, Ju Xiaobing, Tao Jun,Chen Hao,Sun 1i, Tan Ruoyun’, Gu Min"
Department of Urology ,the First Affiliated Hospital of NMU , Nanjing 210029, China

[Abstract] Objective: To discuss donors’ and recipients’ risk factors for the short-term outcomes of kidney transplanted recipients
from donation after citizen’ s deceased (DCD). Methods: We retrospectively analyzed the information of donors and recipients at the
Kidney Transplantation Center, Jiangsu Province Hospital from January 1, 2015 to Oct 31, 2016. We compared the risk factors of
delayed graft function (DGF) and 1-year estimated - glomerular filtration rate (eGFR) of recipients. Results: The DGF rate of kidney
transplanted recipients from DCD was 28.2%. On univariate analysis of DGF, female in donor (P=0.019) , body mass index (BMI) of
donor(P=0.027) , warm ischemia time (WIT, P=0.044) , and the history of cardio-pulmonary resuscitation (CPR, P=0.042 )were showed
significant differences. On multivariate analysis, age of donor (P=0.027) and WIT (P=0.042) were independent risk factors for the
incidence of DGF. Recipients with DGF had more hospital stay (P=0.020) , more hospitalization expenses (P=0.012) and more
incidence of acute rejection (AR, P <0.001) , compared with recipients without DGF. On multivariate analysis of 1-year eGFR of
recipients, age of donor(P=0.005)and the complications of AR (P=0.034)were independent risk predictors. Conclusion: Age of donor
and WIT were independent risk factors for the incidence of DGF of recipients. Age of donor and the complications of AR were
independent risk predictors for 1-year eGFR of recipients. These factors should be considered while evaluating potential donors.
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B R AR BN hy 2 AR B dc A A AR
I7 o HIRBLENTIO B L, B W AR R A
FEEAC, JF HAT A AR s Bt B A
BRI H 5 i, BORB 2 1) B e P T i . R
M, A BB — RMERT, 3 2015481 Ak,
2 BARHR T R T [ 4% B RS A 1A AR B i R
P E RS BRIk bR A 328 3k
(C- 1), EPrArEAL AN L T 4% B 4R #K (donationafter
brain death, DBD) ; /B — 25 (C- 1 ) , B FRFRiEALL
JESE TS B AR R, AR RO /5 245 B 45k (dona-
tion after citizen’s deceased, DCD) ; 1 [E =2k (C-T ),
P 3 Y S A - OO SBET AR B FB R (donation af-
ter brain death awaiting cardiac death, DBCD)™, i
E ARG E R B o gei s, 4Rk IR IE DCD #
FEPREE R, BT AN D SR E R N 2010 4E 1)
0.03 144 3] 2016 4F-11) 2.98 , F 5 2016 4F-5¢ AL DCD
4 080 14, FH IR A8 B 11 296 4, 42 2015 4F- 4 3
50% ,{H 2 DCD Bt BAH 5 1L G 5 B A LB AT A7
TEARZ2 )R, il an , 32 44 ¥ D) RE 2 IR 1K 52 (de-
layed graft function, DGF) & A= 3% 15 | [l - A ] J e
U A 2t HE S 0 (aucte rejection, AR) & 42 %
A

DGF J& B A A5 P H WIFAE , il S 80Z
B A AT TC IR B PR, 75 2 7 B PR
I, SEINAT: g o 1) 2% 1T, 5 e FiHE S L2, 52
e ' A AR LR S B AT R R AR
/INBRJE 11 K (estimated - glomerular filtration rate , eG-
FR) BE 8 B0 TN 2 A KB U 20 PRk, AR S
B2 DCD L5 B RS R L2 AR I PRBORE , 3R 552 i
R 32 % 1) DGF &A= SR G 14F eGFR A LI AH

1 XWHMAE

L1 %

[l JBAE P A i et B R R 2 5 — B i R Bt 5
FE 02015 4F 1 A 1 H—20164F 10 H 31 HRIE T
DCD LB 1 B RS A 52 3 710 S AR Faedm i s DU 42
A, A S AT AR S MDA (panel re-
active antibody , PRA) ¥ 2k B 14 , Ik E 200 Jfd 75 52 56
(complement dependent cyroroxicity, CDC) ¥ < 5% ,,
DCD I B R A AR AT 38 B I ZE T 2 hie it

AR OCTHOR) : 1A 63 4], 55 54491, 22 9 ] 5 4
I 1~64 5 ST HI4EIE (35.07 £ 16.86) % 5 VXA 15
1 (body mass index, BMI) (21.49 + 3.41)kg/m’; # ik

1.1 18] (warm ischemia time, WIT) : 3805 4 A 2350
A5 1 Bk B 4 B AR S AR T L i B ]
SH(9.11 £ 1.80) min; ¥ B 1ML 7] (cold ischemia time,
CIT) : (i3 AJEA I 0 2 B R T AR IS Y &
J& FF AR i 4 RE ], A (11.08 + 3.81) h; HEARFE A .
4 M3 52451, RO i L6 R 2 e S P i 14 1 6 451, G
HZERIBEN 5 451 ; 115 257 . DBCD 614, DCD 2 4] ; &
SiE W47 = (intensive care unit, ICU) - 34 48 B B [H]
(4.65 + 2.46)d;9 A L ifi & In (cardio- pulmonary
resuscitation, CPR) 52 ; LA &2 R 5 (144.05 +
60.79) mL/h, I ZF- 246 1 (117.94+13.22)mmHg;
AV ARHEE B2 ] - = 24451, = 2, 6451, —H1 3344,

ZARM TR 2R T, 5 49 9], L 22451 45
1% 14~57 %, SF-J4E Y (38.56 + 10.56) %/ ; F- 14 BMI
(20.90 + 2.39) kg/m’; B 77 =X AET 36 | ML 37
B 57 1] | N8 B 3% Ar 11 ] 5 7 34 33 B i) 1) (2.52 +
2.25)4F s B I 7 4 A B K £ (22.87 + 13.52)d,
DGF & 1 %R 28.2% ; AR J5 90 d 34 i 7 AL I8
(99.04 + 24.22) pmol/L, A J5 2 4F - ¥4 1fi WL BF
(96.94 + 27.14) pmol/L, KR J5 1 4= F ¥ IfiL L &F -
(100.52 + 36.10) pmol/L; R J5 90 d AR A& 4= 14K, Jili
TR 9 UK, AR R AE 11 YR (A3 Il A TR g3 2 147
R B JE) a3 4] opk EEL 408 P 3 ) 7 11 JRRge 1 61, 1)
MRS 241 s RJ5 24 AR KA 18 UK, ilidh ki
140, AR R AE 13 IR (S BAE B sz 1491 i
P B 3 461 A% A ) At P 3 81 | 9k EEL 48 ek 3 8] )
PG 1), D) SRR A 249D s RJS 14FE AR & 2B
213K, IR 17 I, AR & AE 13 IR (L5 A
B S KBRS 1) AR T A 3 5] BB A I e 3 45
IR CL B e 343 1) 1 JRge 1 ], BT I SRR A 2 1)) o
AR J5 14E eGFR: (77.94 + 21.86) mL/(min-+1.73 m*) .
RIG VEEZE T HA2% , I B RN H1.4%, 7
IIFET K 2.8%
12 %
1.2.1 Aak 2L BRB B Arf

DGF W2 WibnifE : 5235 BEAE A5 26 1 ) 75 22 1
WB T2 DGF™ AR S Wrbn it . s
AN BT PR A A ot s T v EL KT 688 e 245 4 A Bk
PR /D B B KR L I3 LT R A7 T o A
AR RO B B Sk s B AR B AR N | a9 e s
M P HR BT IRIRIS AR, # B EH TR
G — 12 . R eGFR AR T {1
I 9 B £ 4 B2k 3% MDRD A 5045 B4 G-
FR=186X IfiL I LB (mg/dL) < 4R 4% (), %
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P eGFR=0.742x 186X IMIL 5 WLET{H (mg/dL) x4 %
(B)0, JlidBERye B Hh B3 I etk
JIi P I W R B AR B A T R R S AR AR
iR TG 2 7 i S 7 v P A8 i S AR, W2 i
G, MBI RAE B B Bh KA AR B B8
L S L AR L P AR R R ) 1 R
1.2.2 Iz dpHlE T n %

ZARAR G HAAIETE FIRIT 7S 20 mg
TS BRI BT (8738, iR A AL B ) +3 merkg
5 Jp AR e 10 mg/kg H 5 (TR ER < 50 kg $%
50 kg 3144, TR > 70 kg% 70 kg 114 . RJIGHTS d
AR B e vh ik JRFESS 4 KPR FH 20 mg VST
CRIE AP, AERF S8BT 3RS 1 g
AR, M WL 22 300 wmol/L LA R i FHES
Tl R A 1) 50 (PR B R B wi B ] ) o P =R
IR 5 S AL W B BB R + M 22 75 T T + 34
R sl fh e v
123 BHEBERBRFEFSHT KT X

AR AR I DCD At B R IBOR 41 v [0 IEBE T
FEERER TAERR R B 2 O AR D IESE TS R
2 min JF A H #5200 T 9% B AR, 8301
KA 7 HE G  BF B B A B J5 PR 743
B AR B I AR IR R A s i . B AT
FARTy AL H A T 2 AR M i es , Rh
B K 5 2 AR A R IR T I ) A, L kS
2 AR P B KA T S i ) G 55 % A Sl KA T s 0 )
G BB IR E S5 ZARBEIATRE T R EV & T R
BHIRE R ARG S dIR BB IR, 14 d3R
PR S
13 %itssE

b R SPSS21.0 B A 43 #7 o 3 SR METERER
FHYBhRIEZ (3 + ) Fon , L1 2 18] LR ST
(= N (S s e 1 K17 Y QTS o o T N B 3
K xR 55 F Fisher KR 5 . Logistic [M1J#5271 H
TFIrMrEm52 4 DGF KA . Kaplan-Meier Hii
LT W DCF 5ARG 14EAR BER LR, £T0
A AR T B B AR JS 1 4F eGFR 152
MR 2, KIeas R P < 0.05 WA W22 S A Gt

2 # B

2.1 ZHXREHADCF L AWML RE
5 B A 32 B i 2 5 I DGF 43 4 DGF 2
(20 %11 F4E DGF 2H (51 5] ) , X 3 2 A3k 32 AR Bl it

THA . B R P a A R P AR R 2ot |
HtA BMI L WIT HI4 CPR 3 &2 AR5 DGF k&
A FE RS PR 2R 5 (R A S 6B CIT BRI 2 il v
JULIEF 32 R g FF- SA 4 e HEARBE ] | 32 A AT
W& S BMI 3B AT 5 20 B R AR S5 32 3 DGF Y
RATTH R W (R D K2R CHEHA
Logistic 2 JC [ AR R i JE 17 2 2R 3 #1245 51
IR, BEARAERE BEE WIT &% 42 DGF (2 7 7500 K]
F(£2),

22 % HREDCFAANHBHEDRIKIA S H
L EATRG 097

59k DGF 412 F ML, DGF 4132 & 1L 75 IUEF
R 28 AR [T — 2 7K T 7 st 1) BH & & 13 DGF 4.
(P <0.001); [RIfF, DGF £H L35 LT R 22 1E 5 7K
JF e B ] 7 T E DGF 4 (P < 0.001) . *F T
BHA ST 90 d 2 145325 g UEHE il sdge s
B RAEM K AR I Z e 22 5% . HARJS
DGF KA S EHXT ARG VAEZ A5 W Te W] i 52 el
Ak, DGF 2152 34 B S ht A% e K80 TR DGR 4
(P=0.020) ; DGF 2 B 2% FH A fik 155 T-3E DGF 41 (P=
0.012,%%3), % DGFZ 53EDCF ARG 1 42 vEHE
SR KA R IEAT Kaplan-Meier #2840 87 & B4, AE
DGF 21 2 M HE S R & A4 %5 F DGF 41 (P < 0.001,
E1),

23 RE1F%%eGFRGFHaE %

3 2 2 [l A 5 X0 52 RS 14F eGFR 7KF
(s R AT 00T o PR R Tl s | b ARAE
W & BMI 5 % & R J5 14 eGFR £ i & (P <
0.05), MHEA ICU fEBEmT H] 552 # A5 1 4F eGFR 2
IEAG SR BA G R L (P<0.05,%4), £
AR Z 7 AR ARG VEN SRR SR E 14
eGFR A (P <0.05), Z R W&t 5RE 1 4
eGFR 2 IEAHE 2R EAF I E L (P<0.05,%
4), MJE¥ Bk AR A L o0 M ml A5 Y
AT AT, AR R IR I ARAE S K 2 B AR 1 AR
ZPEHER 5K 14F eGFR 2 140 6 (8=-0.496, P=
0.005;8=-13.440, P=0.034) .,
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%1 DCD B4 DGF A 53E DGF AR L
Table 1 Comparison of the DGF and non-DGF groups of DCD renal transplant receptors

— Rl DGF 24 (n=20) 4k DGF 4 (n=51) P1E
PEARAE
WS (%) 39.15 + 15.81 32.99 + 16.41 0.155
P (B ) 14/6 48/3 0.019
BMI (kg/m*) 2331 +2.82 20.58 + 3.36 0.027
CIT(h) 11.55 + 3.69 11.17 +3.93 0.708
WIT(min) 9.85+2.41 8.86 + 1.55 0.044
Il 2 LT ( pomol/L) 132.90 + 107.32 79.20 + 38.56 0.053
234 ik i (ml/h) 139.75 + 67.95 143.73 + 58.65 0.807
Il 27 B0 HE (mmHg) 113.00 + 14.55 119.41 + 12.56 0.069
YA [n(%) ] 0.183
ik 753 14(70.0) 45(88.2) 0.148
i H3 i 4(20.0) 3(5.9)
oAt 2(10.0) 3(5.9)
CPROE/A) 6/14 4/47 0.042
ZHRHE
R (R 36.20 + 11.31 39.49 + 10.22 0.241
M (Br) 13/7 36/15 0.647
BMI 20.42 £2.51 21.12 £2.32 0.283
ENTH A n(%) ] 0.359
KiBHT 0(0.0) 3(5.9)
MR 18(90.0) 39(76.5)
JE R A 2(10.0) 9(17.6)
BHTATE] (4F) 2.65+1.77 247 +2.43 0.773

%2 Logistic EAER S DCD EREZHERFERE
DGF HIZ M E =
Table 2 Logistic regression analysis of factors affecting
DGF after renal transplantation in DCD
MmEZE B SE Walds P OR{H(95%CI)

o 0.075 0.031 5.799 0.027 1.140(1.015~1.279)
WIT 0.407 0.212 3.678 0.042 1.763(1.020~3.050)
[B] B HE,

S 39 7 A 0 T DD S 6 1 S R (167
ARG 0 1 B 43 FEATD 8 30 % P 6 0
DGF %24 585 F B MBI 3% 5 K& Bl ih 93 4
FEDGF %t AR 7, % i A 5 A 0B
Bl PEBER I CPR L OIARS TG . v, TR 114
HRAEWIAT CPR S (0063 , HOR IR 32 1K DOF 4 Akt
5. R 90 I A b R I 2
A 7 2 B e T SRR D
PR T SR R R 4 R e B
SHRE RS IG5 T 55 B AE RS MU S e o2
LT, 5= AT Rk BMIE k&

HARJG 325 DCF RAFE &, FEHES BMIE K
FIREA , 20 i s g , H B I g sh
2 PR RZ A 5 DL R AR 25 AR r s AR B
[ ZE G, IR WIT AH2E . BmIFRIA B G it2#
225 ABAHFZE B s BMI AR B AL WIT 4H
SR . I HAE DGF &AM R R R 4 eh, FRAi]
B 45 Sl i 7R WIT J& 8200 DGF & A& A 3l 57 15 6 A
o A1 B A i AR TS R S T AR
QR R AR R e k= S <R A S D
P DR E G A PR 22, BRI B /IVEE I B 40 i 4t
1 EEZEIRFE, TR R 5 RS A B T e Kk 52 AH
Ko H WITHE , X 25 5 A 3015 4™ &, R 5 DGF
MR AR . Ak, FRATT A BRI B R A it
S DGEF & AR S fER R . AT X F 2
LR AR A = TS D AR Y A BEPER 1L, LA R iR
HEE Z2 PP 12 1 SE 5028 T B] BT £F 4k Ak B /N ER T
b N ZE R O A AR AR N AE A AR
()1 R BT A 2 1 WIT T CIT $534%3 , 25 05 oA e
BRI A K
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Table 3 Statistical results of follow-up data within one year after transplantation in the DGF and non-DGF groups

BlTHERE DGF 4] JEDGF 4 PH
LI LB B R R R (d)
JUURF: 8 R 5K 9.15+7.53 1.82 +0.89 <0.001
JUURF I KK 35.94 + 27.00 9.35+7.77 <0.001
AR5 17 WL K- (pmol/L)
90 d 113.74 + 30.79 93.94 + 19.38 0.220
AR 102.93 + 24.04 94.99 + 28.02 0.313
14 109.28 + 45.17 97.67 + 32.64 0.267
iR [ (%) ]
90d 4(20.0) 5(9.8) 0.444
SES 6(30.0) 8(15.8) 0.302
14F 6(30.0) 11(21.6) 0.660
MBI AE (%) ]
90 d 5(25.0) 6(11.8) 0.307
REGE 5(25.0) 8(15.7) 0.568
14 5(25.0) 8(15.7) 0.568
TAEFET % [(n(%) ] 2(10.0) 1(2.0) 0.189
AR ERE KRB (d) 28.80 + 12.76 20.55 + 13.21 0.020
fERE 2 (J778) 29.35 + 6.79 2521 +5.76 0.012
100 1 -=-3EDGF R4 FTERF1EGCFREMEZMERZL MRS
S %0 * DGF4 rE
Jjj Table 4 Univariate linear regression analysis of one-year
ﬁ %07 postoperative eGFR influencing factors in recipi-
s 40 - ents
E 20 P <001 A IS [ 2% (95%C1) P{E
R
0 , , , , (L3
B 1008200 300 400 AR -0.63(~0.927~0.333)  <0.001
(D PR -2.963(-20.561~14.635)  0.738
E1 DGFAS5I DGFARF1IENIGHRRN AL E BMI —2.654(=5.189~-0.119) 0.041
EHLR CIT ~0.366(~1.756~1.024) 0.601
Figure 1 Comparison of the incidence of acute rejection WIT ~0.755(=3.604~2.093) 0.598
did not occur within one year in the DGF and ICU = BEhs) a] 2.629(0.379~4.88) 0.023
non-DGF groups ICU B=Bed 5] 1.054(-3.775~5.882) 0.664
L R i e
PSR TRIR AP IR I s Z LA BT i) A I ZS LI -0.001(~0.140~0.139) 0.993
W5 R DGF B 2 A 2 5 M) RS AR LA A R B BEIH 1.691(-4.89~8.273) 0.609
B, FEARNSE D, X T DCF X R AE 52 34 il GRP & -9.171(~24.81~6.468) 0.246
Jei WIS, A HRos B s s U8 & A DG B3 1) 2k
ML FLEF T e sk i Eﬁﬁ x?ﬂli DGF % {E]Ejﬁk Eﬁf -0.832(~1.315~0.348) 0.001
RS R
225 RMZ'KEP Dﬁ*ﬁj%%ﬁi DGF Eﬁ%ﬁ DGF -5.485(-18.085~7.115) 0.388
AR TGRS T R R AR A e A T B i DA VIENZMEHER:  —14.654(-26.285~-3.023)  0.014
L8 25 AT e 0 ) o 7 2 B ) i S o K s (] g e A VAEPR TSRS —11.020(~24.009~1.969) 0.095
R BiR e, B DL B 2% B B 52 & 1 3F DGF & VAENAMEIERSE  —4.084(~19.182~11.015)  0.591




ERRE S Rl
201845 A

W20 kIR Bk 22, 5. AR E Rk B A 2 A I TS A R R [T .
B ERIR AR (HARBL2ERR ), 2018,38(5) :616-621,627 - 621 -

o SR, PIZH R Z ()48l I SR i e A R e
FARIFTCM B 225 . P, ARBFTE U s B A
ZH ARG KA DGF 5 5% 52 3 143 1 105 TG B
SO o AR AP ROE IE K B DGF BB AR
Ja VAR B DGF 41 [ 3% 0 5 S R MR S S
PRI T RE -5 R PR TR S S R A O,
P 2 DGF S v B S U0 M e BEARZS  9F
VNGRS I b EZ7k 7 il = e S AR = S U T
Kl 5278 DGF X B R AE 32 4 13 I 115 TG A ik 3
M, AE T U e st — AP BE DT AW A

X BAEZE ARG 14 eGFR BRI N R, A
L B R B A I IR TS 1 4E I AR K AR 25
Wi %2 ARG 14F eGFR KRS N R . A
AR SRR 527 eGFR K B UMM, X AT REE
AR R A LA P/ NBR AR Al S/ IVE 224 T H N
A LIS BRI, TS B2 AAR)S 14F 5 TIfE
HKAPEARA s ARJ5 TAEN AR KA SRS 14F
ZH eGFRIK PR TR, AlBEh T AR I /2
HRAREE S L X A2 A /N ER AN /NS D R I T
AR O, TR T AR DfE . A, 2
S B AR A OCAEIRIN , N7 24 K 12 Wi AIAL B fift
AR X FE A 'S DI RER LM 2 de /o AR, X323
AJE BE i R 075 3 I S A o 55 e J8E B BIL
PRA RS, I 416 4 B el 8] B S i 4 ) 500 7 5, LA
Bj AR K AW T A AE 1 K A, 30 52 4K 5 DI RE Y 1<
WA A B RE

B HRAEA LB 7 R W DCD I A2
A2 T I TR th 22 b R RS2, He AR I A
PR AR i S} () 2 52 0 DG 2 24 B ST fE B R 26
T BERAE S B AR 14 N 2 R SN, A AR R )
AJ5 eGFRHYMALER R o NI, R 7E DAL 7
TEAEM IR 25 S D) BE S RS I A8 Hm Ay F
fHIUH o AR TABE I LR R B
A TR] B, B4 s BT SRR AR 2 B N [ Y
RTHEVERT ST, DL UE— 2 0Pk _EiRdsbnfioh B %
PG PRI AT REVE , [R5 32 2 i U
ARSI A 3R
(&% 30k ]
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