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Abstract: Objective To assess the agreement of estimated GFR(eGFR) ,determined by CG equation and MDRD equation 5 in
different populations. Methods According to clinical documents and diagnosis,enrolled subjects were divided into four groups. Ser-
um creatinine was detected by picric acid method, estimated GFR was determined by CG equation and MDRD equation 5 recommen-
ded by Chinese eGFR Investigation Collaboration. Bland-Altman analysis and Pearson's correlation analysis were performed to eval-
uate the relationships between the eGFR in same group. In Bland-Altman plot, the agreement of two equations was decided by the
limits of agreement. The cases that serum creatinine changed significantly were collected. The changes of eGFR caused by the chan-
ges of serum creatinine were analyzed by Bland-Altman plot and Pearson's correlation analysis. Results Pearson’s correlation anal-
ysis showed that the eGRF, resulting from different equations, presented good correlation. However, Bland-Altman analysis indica-

ted that there was significant bias in the four groups and the changes of eGFR, determined by two equations, was not consistent,

when serum level of creatinine changed significantly. Conclusion

In different populations,the eGFR,acquired by using CG equation

and MDRD equation 5 might be not consistent, but could be correlative.
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