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B OE.Hf HiT4 AT RED E(eGFR)HEAX[MDRD ¥ B4 E 2 X, (MDRDey) » & F pedp
# C(CysC) #5 CKD-EPI 2 X (CKD-EPl.), 2009 4 7 & #5 A& T o JLBEF (Scr) 49 CKD-EPI 2 X (CKD-
EPlLys.)»2012 4 F & 85 & F Ser 5 CysC # CKD-EPI 2 X (CKD-EPL s, oo ) ] 37 B 20 7 89 3% £ 4 R,
FiE IE 6422 BIAETR BB WM A 8 Ser.CysC AKFEF AL FTH, 25 8 Lk 4 #F Xt H eGFR, b &
dFPNRXTEERMGEF, EF 4 A X8 eGFR # H 4 E & FK4& & 5 MDRD [ (94. 00450, 12)
mL/(min ¢ 1. 73 m”) ], CKD-EPLys., [ (88. 27 +36. 88) mL/(min * 1. 73 m*) ], CKD-EPLy 5. ¢y [ (63. 95+
27.94)mL/(min * 1. 73 m*) ] \.CKD-EPI [ (48.64422. 90)mL/(min + 1.73 m*) |, &2 R ALK, £ F ¥ A
% FEL(P<L0.05), EREEEH(CKD) &F P .4 AHAXM cGFRHFZLRILE.ZFHLATFEL
(P>0.05); 4 CKD & &+ .4 fF A X 89 eGFR 34 RIE 2 F W AL FEL(P<<0.05), FH5 4k
Bk A AKX GFRIFPALERIE, ZFAHARITFEN(P<0.05); L& 4 AKX 8 eGFR 3t
FAERIAFEARHEAMA, % 42K FH eGFR=90 mL/(min * 1. 73 m*) B, MDRD¢y 5 CKD-EPLgys.,
st 45 Scr & CysC K F 3 3 T CKD-EPl 5 CKD-EPL s, cpuc 2R 8 Scr & CysC K-F, £ FF %3t 5 & L
(P<C0.05), ## MDRD.CKD-EPL, s, .CKD-EPL s cic & CKD-EPI, # eGFR it f 4 R A £ 2 %,
£ ¥ MDRD¢y .CKD-EPL s, T4 &4 & F 69 B34k . M CKD-EPLy s e \CKD-EPL,« & 36/ 5 R ok &
B4 oL,
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Comparison of evaluation results of patients’ renal function by 4 calculation
formulas for estimating glomerular filtration rate”
ZHANG Xinpeng sWU Lina”
(Department of Clinical Laboratory ,Shengjing Hospital of China Medical
University »Shenyang s Liaoning 110000, China)

Abstract : Objective To explore the evaluation results of renal function by 4 calculation formulas [ MDRD
China revise formula (MDRD¢y) , CKD-EPI formula base on cystatin C (CysC) , (CKD-EPI¢,) , CKD-EPI for-
mula base on blood creatinine (Scr) develop in 2009 (CKD-EPI,s..) s CKD-EPI formula base on Scr and CysC
develop in 2012 (CKD-EPl,g 550y ) for estimating glomerular filtration rate (eGFR). Methods The baseline
data of gender,age,Scr and CysC levels of 6 422 inpatients were collected,eGFR was calculated by the above 4
formulas,and the differences between the calculation results of the 4 formulas were compared. Results The
eGFR calculation results of the 4 formulas from high to low were MDRD¢\[ (94. 0£50. 12)mL/(min * 1. 73
m®) |, CKD-EPLs. [ (88. 27 +36. 88)mL/(min « 1. 73 m*) ], CKD-EPL 5. cyuc [ (63. 9527, 94) mL/(min *
1.73 m*) ], CKD-EPIg, [ (48. 64 + 22, 90) mL/(min « 1. 73 m’) ], there were significant differences among
each result (P <C0. 05). In patients with chronic kidney disease (CKD) ,there was no statistically significant
difference in the eGFR calculation results of the 4 formulas (P>>0. 05). In non-CKD patients, the differences
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in the eGFR calculation results of the 4 formulas were statistically significant (P<C0. 05). There were signifi-
cant differences in eGFR calculation results of the 4 formulas between male and female patients (P <Z0. 05).
The distribution of eGFR calculation results of the 4 formulas for male and female patients was roughly the
same. When the eGFR calculated by the 4 formulas was =90 mL/(min ¢+ 1. 73 m”), the Scr and CysC levels
corresponding to MDRD¢y and CKD-EPl, s, were higher than those corresponding to CKD-EPI., and CKD-
EPLyisser oysc » the differences were statistical significance (P <C0. 05). Conclusion MDRDcy, CKD-EPIL 5., »
CKD-EPLyssecyc and CKD-EPI¢ ¢ have different calculation results for eGFR, among them, MDRD¢y and
CKD-EPIL,ys., might overestimate the renal function of patients, while CKD-EPLy 5 cpc and CKD-EPI¢y

could more accurately reflect renal injury.
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B D BE AL R I PR S 2 P AR B — 3
FEAEE R B0 VA B 5 12 W7 L 0 T 28 5 HE T 1 25
B T ARG T B0 T 2 AT B T RE TR AL . IR R
FHF V746 B T 68 /Y 48 A5 A I LT (Ser) AR C
(CysC) fH Scr By H R Z LA & & KBS
I 25200 Ser WA I 45 5, FVEAL B Dy B8 09 B A
B ;1 CysC fA7E T Fr A A AZ A b & — R ik o 7 &
FBRY R R R D T Ser AR E . B/hER
U R (GFRO X T 5 T e PR A L 254 ) 4 1 2% K 18 vk
B WER (CKD) (12 W K o 9145 3 B H 23 S 2
A S W ) i Y B AR 45 A 4R ARY L (0 GFR JG ik il
b A I AR AR I R T 3 e A I A VR AR Y
JR YR B 137 3 6 ke e e GFR , He rp 2 3 3 [ R 02
Bt GFR 19 G b5 o™ o {H G B0 2 w8 LG 0 A0 T8 5 B
FLUTE WO M A% 2 R i T LA S L 3 Y
AR B PR RS E R T A B GFR(eG-
FR) (4 56 20 2UHE I R S5 e b gl ) 2 il . i R A4t
SRR —HB IR eGFR A, H
e k£ F A R, W Cockeroft-Gault™ |
MDRD"™ ¥ CKD-EPI* 2, A [d] 4 23 2038 T A /A
B, L LA O g S22 5E T OB TR
2, Ak 28 25 0T BE AT AE A = Al SR A B T g Y ()
B, RS HES T 4 FRIE HF R EOCBEY eGFR 3
578 X [MDRD [ & iF 24 3 (MDRD )™, % F
CysC iy CKD-EPI 24 2 (CKD-EPI¢,.)'"', 2009 4E JF
K HE T Ser 9 CKD-EPI 24 % (CKD-EPLgys. )™
2012 - FF K 13T Scer 5 CysC ) CKD-EPI 24 5K
(CKD-EPLuypser ey ) IXF B T AE A4 45 5L LA
I R 12 Wi 5 36 7 B (4L B o ff 1) 5 S
1 B{HEFE
1.1 — ¥R PEHL 2016 4E 9 H % 2019 4F 8 A7
AR BEEBE R 6 422 B FIE 4, Ui AR AR Y Sk
LRORl, A E M AR L Ser, CysC /K4, Hp B
2 491 ], 4z 3 931 4] ; CKD B 352 #4], 4k CKD B #

estimated glomerular filtration rate;

renal function; calcula-

6 070 Bl ;4E W 18 ~94 %, F1 (42, 76 £15. 10) & ;
Ser KA (119, 77 £55. 68) pmol/L; CysC -3
KR (1. 831,100 mg/L. 44 Abx . #4715 T g
KA AT B . HEBRARVE I R PR AR S8 8
1.2 ¥ 298§ MDRD . CKD-EPI.,. . CKD-
EPLgys. X CKD-EPLy s c,c 115 ¢GFR,

1.3 Giitsphb B SR SPSS19. 0 & vk 17 88 43
Bro fFEIERSMHITTHEFEL 2 £ KR, ZHH
Fb 3R FH 5 22 43 Mt » 4L 18] P R B 3582k L SNK-q £ 56
AFEESHHB R TR M(Py, Py Rm, £
20 1a] bR Kruskal-Wallis H A6 560 ; 150288} L )
Bl m kR, B P<0.05 ESHESI¥EX.
2 & ES

2.1 4 FAKXM eGFRIFTH R RA4 ML
R A WA 41 eGFR, 5 45 5\ 5 B AR K
& MDRDey [ (94. 00450, 12) mL/(min + 1. 73 m*) .
CKD-EPLs., [ (88. 27 & 36. 88) mL/(min + 1.73
m*) ] CKD-EPL 550 cpc L (63. 95427, 94) mL/(min
1.73 m*) ], CKD-EPI, [ (48. 64 + 22. 90) mL/(min
L73 m*) |, &85 R i, 2 R WA S8 L (P<
0.05),

2.2 4 FARK GFRITAL R AT IEN  MDRDe
B LS Hrh ,eGFR>=>90 mL/(min * 1. 73 m®) 44
BT L B, o 54, 10% ., eGFR S 15 ~ << 30
1. 73 m®) M 45 3 5 b B B KL R
5.81% ; CKD-EPl,c WITEZ R, eGFR 2 30~<
60 mL/(min « 1. 73 m> )W R Sl & m, N
48.72% ,eGFR=90 mL/(min * 1. 73 m”) I 45 R fir
di B B AR, R 4. 11763 CKD-EPLygosecpe B 11545
B, eGFR A 60~<C90 mL/(min « 1. 73 m*) Ay 4%
BT 5 L B, O 46, 04% . eGFR B 15 ~ << 30
mL/(min -« 1.73 m*) W &5 R Fr &5 e # & 1K, H
7.58% ; CKD-EPLyys., M 3T 5 25 1 1, eGFR = 90
173 m®) Wy &5 BB 5 L B de s, R

mL/(min

mL/(min
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61.51% ,eGFR & 15~<C30 mL/(min + 1. 73 m*) 4
gE T 5 ) K. N 5. 42% . eGFR =90 ml./
1. 73 m*) 1945 R, CKD-EPLyoes., FI 35 45
LR & B B v (61,51 %) 5eGFR g 60~ <290 mL/
(min « 1. 73 m*) B 25 R, CKD-EPL 550 oy BITTE
g5 5 L B (46.04%) 5 eGFR iy 30 ~ << 60
mL/(min « 1. 73 m*) i 45 R fr, CKD-EPl,.c MIT5
25 BT o7 o9 B 5 (48. 72 %) 5eGFR 4 15~<C30 mL/
(min + 1.73 m*) (45 5, CKD-EPL. 19315 45 5L i

(min

i He i de v (12, 89 %) 56 GFR<C15 mL/ (min » 1. 73 m®)
SO S A /N i NA = R B DT w7 12 B e
2.3 CKD 53E CKD ## 4 #AH eGFR 55 45
Rk 78 CKD & H .4 F A eGFR IR 4531
P, 22 S G2 8 L (P >0. 05, fEE CKD
BE P LA FARXN eGFRITH AR . LR WAL
THER (P <C0. 05), 118 25 5 M BRIk Ry
MDRD¢y . CKD-EPLyys. « CKD-EPL 55 ¢y« CKD-
EPle,c. WK 2,

x1 4 THARM cGFRITELE RS HHERI2(%)]

=90 60~<790
eGFR 5/

mlL/(min + 1. 73 m®) mL/(min * 1. 73 m*)

30~<260 15~<730 <15

mlL/(min + 1. 73 m®) mlL/(min * 1. 73 m*) mlL/(min + 1. 73 m®)

MDRD, 3 474(54.10) 1374(21.40)

CKD-EPl¢ 264(4.11) 1632(25.41)

CKD-EPL 55, cpuc 1 047(16. 30) 2 957(46. 04)

CKD-EPl6., 3950(61.51) 1063(16.55)

711(11.07) 373(5.81) 490(7.63)
3129(48.72) 828(12.89) 569(8. 86)
1420(22.1D) 487(7.58) 511(7.96)

626(9.75) 348(5.42) 43506.77)

x2 CKD 53 CKD &% 4 AR .GFRITELE RILK

eGFR #2450

CKD[M (P, .P ;). mL/(min * 1.73 m*)]

4k CKD[x £s,mL/(min * 1. 73 m*)]

MDRD,
CKD-EPl¢
CKD-EPLy psercysc
CKD-EPI, 5.,
H/F 3.90

P 0.273

13.54(6.46,30.89)
13.72(7.31,28.05)
15.98(7.24,37.10)

13.00(8.78,23.12)

A

98.05+48.08" 7~

50. 36422. 07

66.43+26.28"

91.85+34.09" 7
2 203.72

<<0. 001

5 CKD-EPly, ¢ HE. " P<<0.05;5 CKD-EPLy s, oy B2+ 7 P<20.05; 5 CKD-EPlLyys, HE.2P<20.05,

2.4 OR[EER B E 4 B A KB eGFR IR SR I
B OBHSLEEREE 4 M ARXN eGFR AL R T
L ERWAEG ¥ E X (P<0.05), bt @
eGFR 71 5 45 5 M\ & B K K K & MDRDgy . CKD-
EPLggose » CKD-EPLg o500 couc « CKD-EPLey 5 5 1 3
eGFR 11 5 45 3 M & 2K K IR 8 CKD-EPLgggse -
MDRDey »CKD-EPLj 550 ¢y  CKD-EPIey oo WLE 3.
F£3 TEMIEE4IMARE CFRITEL RILK
[x+s,mL/(min*1.73 m*)]

eGFR AR 5 &
MDRDey

68.20437.70" 74 110.36+50.15" *~

CKD-EPlg 46.90=4=23. 74 49.734222. 29

CRD-EPLy 5.0 ¢y 59. 0029, 03" 67,0926, 77"

CKD-EPlye.c 77.67437.70" 7 94.98+34,73" 7
F 855. 52 1432.53
P <0, 001 <0.001

5 CKD-EPl., . 4, P <{0.05: 5 CKD-EPLy,q, cpc
i, % P<C0.05; 5 CKD-EPlyq, H#.2P<0.05,

2.5 AEPERERE 4 FALH eGFR HHE 45 R 501
ol BHES L EERE 4 AR eGFR HH 45
O3 A LR B R, Horp e GFR=90 mL/(min « 1. 73
m?) W45 R, B S &k B E ¥ UL MDRD Al
CKD-EPLyqos., B IF 545 5 0 i b B 55 55 s eGFR
60~<90 mL/(min *« 1. 73 m>) W& R, B 5L
PER A ) LD CKD-EPLygose oy B9 TF5 45 5 BT 5 L 1)
fe i 3eGEFR 8 30~<C60 mL/(min *+ 1. 73 m®) Ay %%
R, BHS B FH B L CKD-EPL.,. MiTH 45
JF o5 e B 7 s e GFR 0 15~ <C30 mL/(min « 1. 73
m”®) SR, B otk B ¥ UL CKD-EPIe,c 1Y
TR 45 BT o He B 4 s eGFR<C15 mL/(min + 1. 73
m®) AR, B S ot B ¥ DL CKD-EPLe,. 1Y
TS R & LBl s . ILER 4~5.

2.6 4 FAXITER eGFR=90 mL/(min « 1. 73
m”) Bf %R Y Ser AT CysC K F g 24 4 Fhos it
B eGER>=90 mL/(min * 1. 73 m*) B, MDRD 5
CKD-EP1,gs., XTI F Ser K CysC K FH) & T CKD-
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EPICysC 5 CKD’Eplzonscr—cysc X R A9 Ser M CysC 7J(

L ERAS R X (P<<0.05), W6,

x4 EHEEIMAXHN GFRTELERSHBERL2(%)]

=90 60~<290 30~<260 15~<230 <15
eGFR HHE A ) 2 2 2
mL/(min + 1. 73 m%) ml/(min * 1. 73 m") mL/(min * 1.73 m") ml/(min * 1. 73 m") mL/(min * 1.73 m")
MDRD 767(30.79) 771(30.95) 422(16. 94) 222(8.91) 309(12. 40)
CKDEPICN‘ 78(3.13) 681(27. 34) 1 059(42.51) 350(14. 05) 323(12.97)
CKD-EPLyy 5., ¢y 314(12.61) 1113(44. 68) 513(20.59) 260(10. 44) 292(11.72)
CKD-EPly s 1297(52.07) 434(17.42) 319(12.81) 195(7.83) 246(9. 88)
x5 THEFEIMARXN GFRITEERSHBERI2(X)]
=90 60~<290 30~<260 15~<230 <15
eGFR AR ) 2 ) >
mL/(min * 1. 73 m%) ml/(min * 1. 73 m") mL/(min * 1.73 m") ml/(min * 1. 73 m") mL/(min * 1.73 m")
MDRD,. 2 707(68. 86) 603(15. 34) 289(7.35) 151(3. 84) 181(4.60)
(‘,KI}EPICN< 186(4.73) 951(24.19) 2 070(52.66) 478(12.16) 246(6. 26)
CKD-EPLyj 50 cpuc 733(18. 65) 1.844(46.91) 908(23.10) 227(5.77) 219(5.57)
CKD-EPL s, 2 653(67. 49) 629(16. 00) 307(7. 81) 153(3.89) 189(4.81)

x6 4TI ER cGFR=>90 mL/(min * 1. 73 m*) &t
R Ser #1 CysC 7K FEL B (7 £ )

eGFR IHE AR n Ser(mg/1.) CysC(pmol/1.)
MDRD.y 3474 57.3749.92" 7 1.31£0.31° 7
CKD-EPl 264 51.25%12.93 0. 840, 09
CKD-EPlypys cysc 1047  52.09411.41 1.000. 13
CKD-EPLy0s.. 3 950 60.20+12.15"° 7 1.3140.30" 7
F 179. 40 542. 66

P <<0.001 <0. 001

T 5 CKD-EPl, . " P<<0.05; 5 CKD-EPlLy s, e H
% ,7 P<0.05,

3 it it

HEBPEAL B D BEXT T R CKD B3 12 Wi L 4
W e TS VAL B A A A IR A XTI AG 9E CKD
BB TR R E 2 i Y AT,
B ZMA XY T eGFRL A 12 208 H T
ENEILOPN S i o S R R E 2 T S 0 N i /A= W N
P T R R AT T RS L E TR E A
BEW A L FEEAH MDRDe, 3 T CysC 9 CKD-
EPI,c» 3T Scr B9 CKD-EPLyys., M 4T Ser F1 Cy-
sC [ CKD-EPLse cpic s ARBFFERT T Lk 4 R
KB RE N 2ES .

ZEREIR A F AR eGFR BRI, EH
Y it 238 L (P<<0. 05) , Hiif R il MDRD, 5
) eGFR i » $ 78 AT AE 25 m Al S I T D fig . iX
LR TR UR T S Ss NA [P/ W LI 8
T Scr i MDRD¢y .CKD-EPLys.. 1 eGFR 115545 5
T CKD-EPLy,s5, o «CKD-EPI., [ eGFR i} % 4%
R EET Ser 1 eGFR HA AR AT RESE M B E 1Y
¥ Ih BE. MDRDey B 31 5 45 R . eGFR =90 mlL./
(min * 1. 73 m*) &5 T & He i B 77 s CKD-EPLy. 1)

P45 B rp, eGFR 2 30~<C60 mL/(min + 1. 73 m*)
(45 BT b EE ) 5 R 5 CKD-EPLyjose oy BT 45
F1,eGFR 5 60 ~<C90 mL/(min « 1. 73 m") 45 2
BT i B B 5 s CKD-EPLggos., TR SR, e GFR=
90 mL/(min « 1. 73 m®) I &5 R Br o H Bl de i . 3R
CKD-EPli,c 5 CKD-EPLys0cpe M8 F MDRDey
CKD’EPIZOO9Scr ﬁgﬁﬁi@ N 7'E Eﬁ ﬂ'b. fi Hﬂ% III%L *JH 'fjj ’ IEJ Hj‘ﬂ_j,
VLI 5L T CysC 3 H 8 A 2078 B T BB VEAG 11
N AT A R R AT 5 CysC 78 Bl B 451 4%
o R AR A P, T CKD-EPLyys., 5 MDRDgy
B 55 45 B E P fE e GFR=>90 mL/(min » 1. 73
m’) . 3X % B MDRD,y . CKD-EPL, s, 7] BE 23 30 5 il
B T RE A B, PEAR B 505 A SRR AR

AR LI, CKD B #F .4 Fi AKX 19 eGFR
IR R K, ZR Y TG EE L (P>0.05) ;76 3F
CKD ## .4 M AR eGFR HHE LR i, 2 5
WA G5 X (P<<0.05), UL 45 20 4 fhA =
7t CKD B # H 1) eGFR 18 45 — B 4y, T
2SRRI 4 P AXESEH T CKD B & 'S )
BEVEAL . AEPEN B 4 A AU eGEFR 15 4%
i, 2R WA G FE L (P<<0.05) ; KBS«
Pk #E ¥ L MDRDy - CKD-EPLys., 935 25 5 fh
e MAN HES LR E 4 F AKX eGFR A4S
T30 1 0 K B [F] 5 32 7R A2 B T RE Y 43 BT Al
PERIXT eGFR A A X A4S R H B m, ot —#%
B A B eGFR 345 T, 4 B X W BY Ser F
CysC K, g5 R R, 24 4 A AR HE N eGFR=90
mL/(min « 1. 73 m®) B}, MDRDey 5 CKD-EPLys.,
R Ser, CysC K& F CKD-EPL,. 5 CKD-
EPI2OlZSchysC Xt W #) Ser, CysC 7J( *F, # /R CKD-
EPIi,c 5 CKD-EPLscpc 7E B B HE Al Hh i 5 ik
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PR TS L e SN E A L S B Ser 5 CysC 7K F R [
0L

HHi, )12 B A 1 MDRD 78 )2 B 5 T fig 77 T
WERG AT R, AT SRR 22 L T CKD-EPT 2 %5 A fE# 1
eGFRITE AKX, BT Ser XK LW E R m, H X} H
W18 3105 N BB AR T Ser 9 CKD-EPLgges., Al
MDRDe ] g 76 VA% 5101 B 450 405 B ) s R B 2, &
R FERE R, T L A R HER YA RS
. MiEEA BT CysC A X T 5 i 40 d # B 1h
RE M PEAG TN HERG . AT 5T 19 Js BRE . K 2 8
T8 B 3 RO A% 3 55 O IR AR I IR b N R A AR
WF5E A BEA FH AT 58 B9 GFR A 0 35 . JCHEf S Bt GFR
FR < G bR o SR 2 B8 TR It I3 T T R A X A
SGERTEAE . 7E )5 SRR o s DIERR A Y GFR fE
h %% L VPAE A A ST A R R
4 £ it

MDRD¢y » CKD-EPLygss, « CKD-EPLyg s M
CKD-EPle, ) eGFR I8 245 A7 2 7, Hwp
MDRDy . CKD-EPLos., AJ & 23 5 fili 8 # 09 5 D e
1M CKD-EPLy 50, cyuc ~ CKD-EPL, B AE M Fz ik 5 %
BHGIE A . 75 CKD B & 4 F A XA as R_—
HMEB; B SchBE 4 F AKX eGFR 57 45
S50 A 1 DL KB ]

2% Uk
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