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2007 4ol s 89 143 4148 HLA-TT £ 4k M &+ HLA-AB.DR R 3 MA T4E G & 54 4], B Al Kb 2 B4 11
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A study of influence of HLA-[[ antibody and HLA match to renal long term survival”
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(1. Department of Urological ;2. Department of Clinical Laboratory ,Beijing Friendship Hospital
Affiliated to Capital Medical University ,Beijing 100050 ,China)
Abstract; Objective To study the relation between HLLA match and renal long term survival in HLA-]| antibody positive pa-
tients. Methods Anti-HLA-]| class antibodies and HLA typing was detected in 143 patients by ELISA and SSP. Serum creatinine
and urea nitrogen level was offered by clinical laboratory. Results 143 HILA-][ antibody positive patients,in which, 54 patients
showed no more than 3 locus mismatch,renal function was normal in 36 patients,renal function was in bad condition in 11 patients,
7 patients lose renal function. 14 patients showed 3 locus mismatch( half match) ,in which 8 patients showed good condition of renal
function, 1 patients showed bad condition of renal function,5 patients lose renal function. 48 patients showed 4 locus mismatch,in
which 27 patients showed normal renal function now.11 patients with bad condition of renal function, 10 patients lose renal func-
tion, 27 patients showed 5—6 locus mismatch,in which 6 patients with good renal function,8 patients with bad condition of renal
function, 13 patients lose renal function. There was significant difference between now more than 3 locus mismatch and more than 4
locus mismatch in renal function lose and decrease after 5 years transplantation,the difference was statically significant(P<Z0. 05).
Conclusion HILA-]] antibody was one of the important factors causing graft function lose, however, perfect HLA match could im-
prove renal long term survival rate.
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TERAEE KW A7 36 B OF7E b bt HLA- 1T B 5 ik B 5
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