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FGF-23:fibroblast growth factor-23; IGFBP-7: insulin-like growth factor-binding protein 7;IL-18:
interleukin 18; KIM-1: kidney injury molecule 1; L-FABP: Liver-type fatty-acid-binding protein;
NGAL:Neutrophil gelatinase-associated lipocalin; TIMP-2: tissue inhibitor of metalloproteinases-2.

1. Prediction performance of the biomarkers. (A) serum NGAL (B) urine NGAL (C) TIMP-
2 x IGFBP-7, cut-off point: 0.3 (D) TIMP-2 x IGFBP-7, cut-off point: 2.0 (E) FGF-23 (F)
Klotho (G) L-FABP
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2. Likelihood ratio of the biomarkers in predicting acute kidney injury. (A) serum NGAL (B)
urine NGAL (C) TIMP-2 x IGFBP-7, cut-off point: 0.3 (D) TIMP-2 x IGFBP-7, cut-off
point: 2.0 (E) FGF-23 (F)Klotho (G)L-FABP
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Areggeretal [ 12 fif B fE [N 2 BT AKI S | %€ : < 7|ulGFBP-7 > [ulGFBP-7 AUC : 0.74 :
2014 wA 1K f& R R uNGAL #] 78 JH| | uNGALAUC : 0.70.

& IGFBP-7 » |Bf % 18 : > 7 |renal recovery
NGAL - |XK
a-1-M> a-1
antitrypsin > apo-

lipoprotein D -

calreticulin >

cathepsin D -

CD59.
Meersch et |26 fir 5 A |~ i B Ko off | B e B (M1 7% AL | uTIMP-2*IGFBP7 | AUC 0.79 (0.65-0.92)
al 2014 g TFi5T% | cardiopulmonary | [ T (B {EC 1S S | 4~24 /NI 22 fETHY
2T AKIL | bypass f& 4 - | BEUELET TN AT FEH] renal
12~ 24 /)N B> recovery.
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45ES ¢ AKI - acute kidney injury; RIFLE - Risk Injury Failure Loss End-Stage Renal Disease; NGAL
- neutrophil gelatinase-associated lipocalin; IL- interleukin; pNGAL- plasma NGAL; AUC - area
under the curve; 95%CI - 95% confidence interval; HGF - hepatocyte growth factor; uHGF - urinary
hepatocyte growth factor; RRT - renal replacement therapy; uNGAL - urinary NGAL; CKD - chronic
kidney disease; a -1-M - alpha-1-microglobulin; IGFBP-7 - insulin-like growth factor-binding protein
7; TIMP-2 - metallopeptidase inhibitor; NHE-3 - sodium/ hydrogen exchanger-3; 52MG - beta-2 mi-
croglobulin; NAG - N-acetyl- 5 -D-glucosaminidase; S - Sensitivity; Sp - Specificity, PPV - positive

predictive value, NPV - negative predictive value.

NGAL predicting AKI recovery

Study

ID AUC (95% C1)
Srisawat(2011) —_— 0.58 (045, 0.77)
Srisawat(2011) —— or4wm 08
Moon(2013) —.—Q— 0.78 (0.85, 0.50)
Aregger(2014) — 075 088,000
Overall (I-squared = 52.8%, p = 0.096) <> -

4 T 9 1

& 1. NGAL $it s B RS EH B IR E 2 AR
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UIBEE ~ S s ~ fRTEEE - FEZ S FH PiICCO (Pulse Contour Cardiac
Output) ~ FHEE &I T FEEFIRE LR - 2K T Ll L (cardiac output) -~
A& (preload) ~ FTETTEAIGHEAVSE (preload responsiveness) ~ KIEA
J# (intraabdominal pressure ) = - FLDAFARE Lol ) - #EVR ANl - MERFE
TR - (A2-2-0 ¢ ) HHRTMEEREARUARER » AR Dhae I A REAE B
AKI 26T » — B3R A Ry BB i - ZODAN R A B DIREE R - RIFE R E Thhe
HRZEE @ ARFER - DUEREFSS > WHAER K (BF=XK) BREXHEED)
AE > DI E B DiRERyEM L - 277G KDIGO S EaGnZ2 et - W HAEE
RANFE=RgEEEIIRE - R EGEEHGZE - s RBREELER
JAEDE—REIIEE - SRR - B EES— RIRWARHI (urine analysis) -
R MMt E (CBC) ~ MBS » DIHREEHZ2E - B8
E T DR HE R 1 M B i ~ S BRI E R - T DUAIE AR IR R
ARHEE RS - ATZ2EiIR o O BRI - (FE2RESCQ 1-1-3-2) HEl%
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T AEYIREEEA] UCR A2 ~ RS RTAL BLTE R o RURNUFBEAE AKT 384212 72
/NEEAE ETF o — BB Ry s RS R - AT RSB AR HEEE » K E 2
CRHMEEEE - AGEEHICKR LRcEYEE - (GER2HRESCQ 1-1-
3-1) AR R AR B S BB I RE R H R+ A& ~ BULE
RN S ERIRIE - EBE B S L 2EY) » e B A I B80T M B R
% FH2EEHER - (A2-2-0d) FHA[LL - EE AN = b S E
815 o PIANLERS IR R B9 A 7] 75 e B F PR & o B 1 EE BRI (controlled fluid
resuscitation ) R AEEE 7 o [FIRF R NEGE ] starches ~ dextrans' - g
{5 P R 2R R e vk 2% » T FEOE PRI R RIS PRI e 1 B 4R 5 - st F Tt
BRI« BB - EAESEYENRER (mean arterial pressure, MAP ) 52 65mmHg » 25
BEHEIMEYRL - AT 58 H A S Fy MAP Sft 80mmHg - B2 T2 RRER
DU IURR 5 7E EASEIMURE © o (G L2 HRIRST Q-3-2-2) 59 TR B F TR A -
HII & 8 55 F norepinephrine I HAZ IE/K 3 A& * > JREEE A Z5 A low dose
dopamine ST P - $HE 2L LIS - T SEVIRNS « BATIR < B
= SRR NARTER AN o R AR R A B R AN B A B R T R SRS S o B 4B 5
MR EGRAIN R — - (& 2)

RERZA

I SF T
YY)
SEBFEA :
P AKI B
R
= 111
B
BT A
AKI 2R {38
Y
BRI
g

BREESHEY
L SMEBHEEG T - RIS TR SRR -
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Q 2-3-0 O] 5 {E AT furosemide stress test (FST) REGMHBIBERALRIE
BB ERLmEE ?
A 2-3-0 a #5242 PERHEGH % - AR E R T > v DU furosemide

stress test (FST) {EZ @ PEFHREIEL TN TH > S22 F S PERHHREE -
(2C)

EEER
H BTSCRRE SR IR & BT S furosemide stress test (FST) FHHEIS

BHEGELAGET R - B TROESORIE R AR H AT CA R T S AiiE e
W AT G T o A TSI ER 7 Rifgeaat 462 WA 17 - FEHERRBE
WA AR MHRRR A (hypovolemic fluid status) » FST w] DUE {Fig — 1 7H
W EEEGEL CERRTEERGEERIRE) EIITE - BE8rHUH
% 0.83 (95% {EHAEM Fy ¢ 0.76~0.89) - BEREHF Ty 0.87 (95% (SHEEEH
Ry 1 0.80~0.92) - BEERAYRGEME L LLER RS MR BALL 3 TRy ¢ positive LR = 5.27
(95% {EHEE M By © 3.75~7.30) > negative LR = 0.22 (95% {E¥&& [k : 0.15
~0.32) ([ .A&E 1.B) - BESHZIBCE IR EREUER T iRy 0.87 (AUROC
= 0.87) - #iErEZ2ETL{ELL (diagnostic odd ratio) J 29.34 (95% AR s :
16.35~52.66) SOHMEEEMEEN: (P =0) - HEEHMZETEIEERE L
FHFEEYE (P = 0~49%) -

Furosemide stress test (FST) AYE#E protocol /& Chawla et. al. 7 2013 2
7 S AR F— i & furosemide ( Af F# furosemide B, loop diuretics A5
ANBEFEFAT#EE Img furosemide - ZIIERAG 5113t loop diuretics 5 i FIEI & Fy i
NTHEEE 1.5 mg) B&RFE/INRF I ERIEHEHE &N 200ml /A AT DATEHIS M BHE 5
L o BRAEIHMABTFER Y FST protocol BN FEIBEBRANSL 1 -

RSB AREER M7 (subgroup analysis) % 252 furosemide stress test (FST)

EESEBEEEGECNZE TRNZE R A ZEEANSEEREE%
B9 P B ATE TR RIS - B Ry R M e M B = A PR RC IR (high plasma



N-GAL : neutrophil gelatinase-associated lipocalin) - ffiH 2 /NRFEE 6 /NEFfGES
R R AR ARG H BT E REER R - Bl s KEk & i
P8 Ry ] LA furosemide stress test (FST) ‘H{Fax B REELAV2E TH -

59



60

Q 2-4-0 &8 Furosemide stress test (FST) KIFRIZREZMEBBERA
HNREESEERZBERBNEE?

A 2-4-0 a AEEGREUIE T FST {5 2 Br G 5 W ACRR i FI i o vl 5 IR 2630
Ko FST A i 32 75 Rl #n B s AUk o (2D)

ERER

A B RE A B RS 8 SRR SRR AR H AT A Y (a9 S A e 1 B
5 B TR G 3T o G I HTHESLI R 4 RETFSE&ET 962 ER A 0™ - it
SRATER Pl FST w] DUE 12 —H TS M B R E E L (ER Bt B a5
HETIRE) B9THE T BB AR TR T M B R N A 2 A 1 3 B e U
% ERBLAIANEAR o BESHYHUREME (sensitivity ) £y 0.87 (95% ST Ry -
0.76~0.93) - {H 2B @S Fs S 1% (specificity) 72Ky 0.71 (95% {SHEEH Ky -
0.56~0.83) o BEEMEGREMEREALL L ( positive likelihood ratio, LR ( + ) ) Edf&M:4%
{EIkE [ (negative likelihood ratio) , LR (=) ] 43AI LR (+) = 2.85 (95% {E#&
B[Ry 0 1.81~4.4) LR (=) = 0.221 (95% {S4AE@ Mk © 0.11~0.43) - LuftPy
2B e B R A PR S L EAEE M (rom H#EE : 58~87%) ([E 2.A &
2B) o BEERBEIEER/ER B4R N EAE (area under the receiver operating
characteristics, AUROC ) }50.87 (AUROC = 0.87 ) - ®&g# =2 LbiE L ( diagnostic
odd ratio) By 13.36 (95% {SHEE ky  4.79~37.27) AHtEENEENE (P =
84.3) -

IRIBUTII AT E B o3 IRBIT SE SR e 5 20 AT SORR AT o] AR R S M B HE
B LR TR AETT B B (R IR SR S5 B 52 A FEAE HH B R Rt 1T
MEAAFEME S VP o 2B Lumlertg et al. AR Z2 46 #5588 FST JR & R 4E (FST
non-responder) HyJig A IRENEEHENT @ ERER- DI R4 25% Rk &%
ZEERRRIER " ERFARMIKE TR - BURK FST & (EFHlE
B R Bl A By T A AR S AN B A R R e Ry S ANS PE AR DALE - ARBRZATHY
ADQI 35 A R BRAR B B R A HIR B RS 2 22 s A R R R SR Tk
EMA 2 H B — RO AT © - BRSNS AT B FST FREMEM
RHELZCE TERRIR 2 A TR e f URR A HI T -



Study Sensitivity 95% Cl Study Specificity 95% Cl

Chawla, 2013 ——— 088 [0.69;097] Chawla, 2013 —— 085 [0.72;0.93]
Elsaegh, 2018 —+—11.00 [0.66;1.00] Elsaegh, 2018 ——=11.00 [0.84; 1.00]
,2018 0.76 [0.50;0.93] Matsuura, 2018 ——— 094 [0.80;099]
Saber, 2018 —%—— 0.87 [0.60;0.98] Saber, 2018 — 0.68 [0.46;0.85]
Rewa, 2019 — 0.74 [0.52;0.90] Rewa, 2019 —*— 090 [0.80;0.96]
Vairakkani, 2019 ——*+—— 082 [063,094] Vairakkani, 2019 —a 081 [0.67;0.90]
Venugopal, 2019 —%—— 086 [057,098] Venugopal, 2019 — = 088 [0.75;0.95]
Random  effects model — 0.83 [0.76; 0.89] Random eﬁom model 0.87 [0.80; 0.92]
I=0%t—0p 0.89 I‘dQ%r—OZOp 0.15
06 07 08 09 1 05 06 07 08 09 1
Study Positive Likelihood Ratio 95% CI Study Netagive Likelihood Ratio 95% ClI
Chawla, 2013 - 572 [2.98; 11.00] Chawla, 2013 0.14 [0.05;0.41]
Elsaegh, 2018 —————43.00 [2.78; 665.53] Elsaegh, 2018 0.05 [0.00,0.78]
Matsuura, 2018 ——— 13.00 [3.30; 51.17] Matsuura, 2018 0.25 [0.11;0.59]
Saber, 2018 - 271 [148; 4.96] Saber, 2018 0.20 [0.05;0.73]
Rewa, 2019 - 729 [347;1532) Rewa, 2019 0.29 [0.15;0.58]
Vairakkani, 2019 = 427 [238; 765] Vairakkani, 2019 0.22 [0.10; 0.49]
Venugopal, 2019 & 6.86 [3.15; 14.94] Venugopal, 2019 0.16 [0.05;0.59]
Random effects model 6.27 [3.75; 7.39] Random effects model 0.22 [0.15; 0.32]
1*=41%, 1 =005, p =0.12 #=0%,7°=0,p=085
001 01 1 10 100 001 01 1 10 100

& 1.A FE M FST UG B =08 B LAV BT

SROC of AKI progression
2do
® 4
o lu)
o |
g =]
e
8 3-
= SROC
— 95%Cl
g O Study estimate
@  Pooled estimat
AUC=0.871
e |
e 1 1 1 1 Ll 1
0.0 02 0.4 06 08 1.0

False Positive Rate

1.B 45& 54T FST TEMZ M4 B 218 %5 (LAY Summary Receiver Operating Characteristic curve
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Study Sensitivity 95% CI Study Specificity 95% ClI
Lumlertgul, 2018 —8- 094 [0.88;0.98] Lumlertgul, 2018 _— 0.70 [0.56;0.82)
Matsuura, 2018 — % ——— 075 [0.35;097] Matsuura, 2018 ——%—— 079 [0.64;0.90]
Sakhuja, 2019 — 0.81 [0.74,0.87) Sakhuja, 2019 —_— 0.50 [0.46;0.55)
Venugopal, 2019 ——+——0.83 [0.52;0.98] Venugopal, 2019 ————— 084 [0.71;0.93]
Random effects model —==C== (.87 [0.76; 0.93] Random effects model ——camE—— 0.71 [0.56; 0.83]
1*=58%, ©° =029, p =002 12 =84%, =037, p <0.01
04 05 06 07 08 09 05 06 07 08 09
Study Positive Likelihood Ratio 95% ClI Study Negative Likelihood Ratio 95% CI
Lumlertgul, 2018 S 319 [2.11; 482) Lumlertgul, 2018 S 0.08 [0.04;0.18]
Matsuura, 2018 — % 358 [1.77, 7.25) Matsuura, 2018 L 0.32 [0.09; 1.06]
Sakhuja, 2019 | 163 [1.46; 1.83] Sakhuja, 2019 E 3 0.38 [0.27,0.53]
Venugopal, 2019 —#— 521 [263,10.32] Venugopal, 2019 e 0.20 [0.06;0.71]
Random effects model —— 2.85 [1.81; 4.48] Random effects model < 0.22 [0.11; 0.43]
| p—

1*=87%, 1°=0.15,p < 0.0
0.

1*=77%, t*=0.30, p < 0.01

01 051 2 10

2AHE T FST FUMNR G R 2 B e (U A2 )

SROC of RRT prediction

o |
o |
o
z & -
= °
.";n'
C
[} <
? o
o~
e o Pooled estimate
AUC=087
o |
e T T T T T T
00 02 04 06 08 10

2.B &5 FST TE MR 832 B g (C AR Summary Receiver Operating Characteristic

curve

False Positive Rate

& 1. NEAFERAEY furosemide stress test 5515 Z2AERERIE

First author/ year

Furosemide dose

Urine output cutoff point

Chawla, 2013 )
1 mg/kg (furosemide naive ) or
Elsaegh, 2018 . 200 ml/ 2 hr
1.5 mg/kg ( furosemide non-naive )
Lumlertgul, 2018
Matsuura, 2018 | Not reported 3.9 ml/2 hr for per mg furosemide
Saber, 2018 Img/kg (furosemide naive ) or 325 ml/ 6 hr
Rewa, 2019 1.5 mg/kg (furosemide non-naive ) |200 ml/ 2 hr
Sakhuja, 2019 > 1 mg/kg 600 ml/ 6 hr
Vairakkani, 2019 | 1 mg/kg ( furosemide naive) or 325ml/ 2 hr
Venugopal, 2019 | 1.5 mg/kg ( furosemide non-naive ) |200 ml/2 hr
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HERCE TR B BT
Q2-5-1 MBEER  WMERBERFTZTREBIREORE ©

A 2-5-1 a B4 ~ 1B PEBE B ~ B ~ IR ~ 00 0 K 4 AR L e 1R 3
( Charlson comorbidity index ) wf DAFH M2 BB SR BEHERIE o (2C)

GECETE

i 20 B A B R A Y Medicare BRHEUR » 67 BREL_ LS B HE
HAERIAI RN BB I ' - R AR & 3 ITRUR - 18 B MR (CKD) X
SMERHEG R AR R BRI 2 it it R TR - 1SR
379 S P T PR 1 T s e M T R A R B S\ B o ¢ — 11 4,000
PRI BRI TE o NS EREG A E A CKD 25 4 Jrya\ kg in
2 B—RAE A S BRSO BT Fe R o BEIRIE BB A CKD 25 4 11
RSN *  RBURFFEHUR - ORIR S B I 85 CKD BRHEE i
FBRER BRI * o —RAUERE AT IRAE S B TR RS - SRS
RS EEHEA CKD 55 4 JHRG BRI IN = - Rt B B hRERIRIE AR - S
A SRRERR B~ MREAE AT » FESHEA CKD B mBRHE I = - FLpt
FIEE FUB Y 5 — AR 3 A CKD Y Ja\Rg g B > -



Q2-5-2 ZMBIRBRER - WEBRIYLFRRBIDEERIRE ?

A 2-5-2 a SEPR ~ 1A ~ SVERRE W > RESPER RG> WU LR
s PR R A R e ] vl DATHI S PR R R O RER R o (1B)

A2-5-2b ICU jigEEE (APACHE ~ SOFA ) Bil S B 5 IR 11 2 1 e m) DATH
W EEHR G R E IR o (2B)
A2-52 ¢ 2 Ph R BE 15 JE PRl ~ 58 15 [ Neutrophil gelatinase-associated lipocalin
(NGAL) ~ BEEAEART RIS B HARERARKE o (2B)

A2-5-2 d R A el Sk EHE B T RE R OB T IV EER o (2C)

rEEN

BAE AT TR R - S B S RE 0Y B e - CKD i ESRD Ja\ B
e ZMEBHEEENT R - (2 1B R B AT DITHRHRIEETELS ' B
SMEBRG B > 90 RKILRIAENT MR 2 - St BHEG RE S (AKIN,
RIFLE, KDIGO ) /& » 90 K% CKD B0 > » BB LR ohRe ki -
90 K% CKD BRI * Sk BHE G B E W NIERET L THiE &8s » CKD
JE\Bg B 2220 o (ERBEHAR S BHE S K B2 CKD ERERIN » - Rt BHE
% (AKI48 /NEFE] 7 K ) 58 - BThRERRAR mBRRn ** « —KABUSHTHER -
Sk BHE R RIEE 4 X 0 90 RIREThREAR KIS WS * -

{5 1E5EATHRFHYT APACHE 5% SOFA score n] DAFHIIS B HHES E 2 75 nT UBTEE
BT Y B A AT LURIEE] 1.5 A5 ESREUBERT (. 9 ™0 » —EATURFTERE S B
SHERFAYIL 1 R R TE S M B G E Be s A CKD 56 4 JIRYIR T -

SEBEGR IR B e B NVE S (fractional excretion of sodium > 2% )
FIRE IR CKD JalBg % - 3 % EVIRSEEE RIS - NGAL ELHIEAE 276
SMEBHERE RS I > PTRE TS M B RGBT BB IR Y - (B /1-3-0
B0 - SMEEEGRBEEOEARKR - TREHIISEEEEGESE 30 RIEBREER]
DIMRAGE] 1.5 f50 R URSEHE.2 A -
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— KRB PERTEBRER R R SR %4 (clinical decision support system )
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GLSES AKI ¢ AKI
R R AKI [ #4
P g 222020 | ag i 2 & ICU fFE e ¥4
EAR” = AKI stage™* 5 AKLAEVIREE (25 1-3-0 30 >
BRI 0 K78 AKI > {15 (12 4 i >
5 T R % HIEEET EAHmrE R =2 | maEAR P
DS T AKI 4ERFRFIIEER % | EIE BN AKI ([RERT) ©
LG
EEEAMmE ™
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Q 3-1-1 AIFRR B IR REV IR S FE 2

Q 3-1-1-1 [ERIEBREB D LN EREEBMITHASTRIES5E - T
FHEFRAEEREBNERRE L ERSHLERESR ?

A 3-1-1-1 HR W RIS 755X > (BB AT B /82 THAGR 8 > H
o iy M Yt 3R TR 0 R SR SR © (1C)

FFAL B RS AT BEROTA RE I HE R s TEEIRS TR 1 2 I E B R IR BB A B
S e —ABKEL o TEEER L - i SE 3R R R B B g 2 2 Ok 915 1At A e
WARRERY A B » T S FE LR E B E FEBAZ © 48 TR S S 3 L
LG & (stroke volume) ' o PR 1B HRAE 5 0 S S IRER o ~ B R s
KEBEEIBASR O - RE RS TRIKIGE - KRS EDNLR AR BRI
JBE ~ B BGE O H B A AR DR B R R IS TR IR - 25 2 (B UG
ZEFER A 0 AR 25 € BR AT Hh D 3 IR IRR A SR Ry iR B A 094 88 - AR >
BEE T AF SR REAE A B A SRR % B SR 13 B B S I M BRI i 5 A B
Py TEAGICRE 5 (fluid responsiveness ) (& BEAAHEHE (A SACHL O EF AR AR
(central venous pressure, CVP) » {ERFEEZ G THIGHENVIEE ® » DR
B H IR ARG HE - A2 OGS EER BRI B S R
RIS 2 TS I 2 B IR EIE L -
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DA S REAE Ry BEAL 2 A5 46 T IRIG IR HV B 3 A0 - 2K B R EE e I#
HIEAS H AR LG & (cardiac output) BRI IGHRMEERG I O H &
IRf » HEREHS TIRIGIRIRE RS - SR AR CR ZRIEITER O & RO
g & (stroke volume) B BGHRIHSEFTG < R - 1M Lo Pl Hi S Ay A
FH=ME - HUERTAR (preload) - LJUKHES) (contractility) » DURAR BT

(afterload ) 5 Hor 0ol H EORTRT S far HoRd 2 BR 0% 7] P I RE 5 — SR
( Frank—Starling law ) fi#f% * - 7F Frank-Starling law 0975 HIgh#E - BRAYEE T&
BRI &S (preload) - EEMIGHLO R H R - (H3@ 7R ERTEMER - BN
HIT BT RSB IO HH 8 - MEREHS TRy AT &L - B il e s 2 1Y
BITER - (Il 1)

B B AR SR ROIR R U2 B IG5 S IR A8 R A T8I
BARES > LRRIMAERRE - /8 TRBIGHE T8I0 L B ocE LI TE)
FIRIEERAER « #RIM - 25 Ry 7RG IEIMA T8 2R A8 E B2 (AL R TR T 4G T
Wik > HERR EORSCERS - RIZEE S 6 TRisoe G 2 E s 8.2 0
M B E R TR B AR A0T R R AR - KL - AR TG
I IE > eI R BRI AR R s B (KL F AR - B0 R
RIS N 2 R B2 EEERIISE TR ™ - HEiEEAS R S Ry
THERI T Ry WS > §FRE (static) FPAGIEANHRAFIREE - LUK EIRE (dynamic)
FHEEAIBEIHAIIIE (passive leg raising ) BRJRERSSS " -

FE Hh o IR R 55 5 RE A HEROIR BB 32 B AN (2 R 22 52 » R 3B 7
W S ERR Ak R TR » SR I SRR [E] BH B AR & 43 A7 Y STRK IS A3-1-1c
fii - B 92 BHAGE S F H E B REET AL 7 R AP A #E R b2 45 m] TH IS i
IEHRENE » JE BRI R 2 BRSO HH B8 (stroke volume variation,
SVV) » kEE#H (pulse pressure variation, PPV) - BIRFREOCE » DIk EF
IR ELAS AR IR F 52 B Joe B ) 2 %88 i B 55 U i G TS - A 2002 4F-
FH Michard Z-525  F1 SORE * 2L (015 12 5 B BAE A BSRETAY, - 4347 1 6
FEFRE2 8L (40 © BIIREEE ) KeBhRE2E (40 @ W RERSE(L ) BFAGESR -
2% Hi B RE 22 BB B 22 BOE ] TRV £ S FE © AF 2009 4 > Marik FE25 385k
& SR SRR IR B A o AT IER T 29 RRSE 4k 685 ffi A > ZEIE
TINGERS 5 e Tl == < N JRRE » HESE T HIE RIBR SRS ~ (o ey HE A3 52 D) R



fis FR#8 B (systolic pressure variation, SPV ) » 3fi DU & % /0o i H 5 8 (cardiac
index ) H4fN 15% DL EE R R AWK IE - G SRR Bl = {E@E)RE2 8 PPV
SVV ~ SPV Bl S JfE < AHRR FR ¥ 53 3152 0.78 ~ 0.72 LUK 0.72 » i Hr SR IR R
ZAHBARBHT Ry 0.13 5 Y AUC HIIZ3HI Ry 0.94 ~ 0.84 LUK 0.86 » 1y HH AR ARIER
Z AUC HiI5 0.55 (£ 1) -« ifif Bentzer 5 A " A 2016 - £ 50 FERFSE ATy
MG TR - BRSNS - BRRIMTE UERAhry 7 bl B f R Uiy 5 X
W2 ETEE L (diagnostic odds) - (F£2)
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Q 3-1-1-2 S BERREFATRABIERBLERRIE ?
A 3-1-1-2 ANt i FH i B 1) 25 S 2 YR B s AR i [ MR L (1D)

rEEr

PREH ERK LS TRRIGEN2E < —  Helthes kB iHG2E
RIS HRIARRHE 2 — ' SRR RIPR 2 75 P TR RS E R D B S e © B SR PR 3
AR o RS RS n] Sy Sl B B B SR PSR T i - (EREIKEERRIR
s CBEANRT - BUMEE « Fl0E) - BHROIRRE ~ LgEhee ~ DU BB RS
WEPRIIE (sediment) Sl Ry (T R G R L S MEBHHESS - S5 thEtAIR
R R — ARG R > SRR MR R A PRV S R PR v 1 Lo i 1 R A5 3
HAESEIRIG R ARG T IR LR R - AR ERRAMEZ Sl B E - 1
BUMAER A S L > e a8 R &S (dissociation) KIS - IR
IR B TRE T KAy 2 S AT 2 p R R A I 1T Bl ) SR SUBE P o - ELIRF A
R B MS3R (intrarenal shunting) -~ F A SASIEEIBHF S IRISRATEE " - 400
o IS IR ol AR L RRSELBBE IR - R HRF I ZH il DAL i BR SE ) R AR LML RR
Lammi £ A 7E 2015 £E[E1114: 5047 FACTT Trial AWTZE S EER » EERER ARG T
kA (Fluid bolus ) IRf » B FI PR B/ Ry TR Lo SrI BRAR GRS 1 Ky 0.0002
P {ERy 0.26 » HERER S AITERAE S HER s B £ -



Q 3-1-1-3 {F AP REBAKEE /) (central venous pressure ) R IE;8IEAERBAVEE
R EEETI5E ?

A 3-1-1-3 At LRIk /7 (central venous pressure ) i 2% 24k 52 75 B
WiREH RIEZFiik - (2C)

ZEER

1 75 ZE i MR A B BRI RBAYIR A » Hh R IIRIER 8 e RE AR IMAE P JRE
71 TEFF L VE A BEEORE PR R D A IR IRR P 450 Ry i Ve 7 I IR K 88
T G A oK 2 e AR SRR TR IR R IR A+ 2B S N 5 i i 1
GBS 73 " - 2001 £EFH Rivers S35 1 Fraesk o U H AR AR (early
goal-directed therapy, EGDT ) ffF 5% H 3§ A BRI B FBCIL M R v o Tk i 9% » 38
TE R R O AR IR S AT B S R R R VA R R S I AR - SR - PR
EEPRIFEFE Y » DA ISR ARIER D50 R i a8 L B IR B 3T 2 Tl 5 T
WGBS > FEZLUE Tt - L L& (stroke volume ) B FEE
(cardiac index) JE75 LTt 10~15% MURHIRIAR 516 2 AHe ¢ o DIrhoufg
HIRBR 7 480Ky B R A 8 o S5 [ Y HE G /5 B AT B o, — SRR (Frank-Starling ) £
il » P Fe Lo H & (stroke volume ) 7EHIRERIKEE EFH S5 (plateau) HART]
EFHE LT o R 2k O AR R E 2RI AR IME N A 2 & 24 - WS
FRIEE R T H R 2 HEAE < R A ORIk — 1R RAYRRS] - RIHEAE
fE A & [ 2 B i R B RHANY B FHRER (slope) 7o (KL DUBE — e i
IRERGFAE IS N A A TRRIAE - S AR - mEShwERS "
B R IR R A ARG ER & (circulating blood volume ) HYEHE, - £ 2008 4F
Marik S Z 1A AHTHIZE ° o IR T 24 FEITZE > 3£ 803 iR A » Hg
10 AT E A OCERIRKIER 7 iR SE TR 2 ROC itk sr 4T - (EREEE /3T
BRI EFIRER S ARG IR 2. AUC £y 0.56 (95% {E4AlE[H] 0.51~0.61)
° 2013 4 » Marik S5 35 P A vh S IR R 2 75w PRI BRI a e S E » T
e ATRETE * - Kk 33 fFsea ROC HifgoT - HEELES T2 AUC
A TEES B i 5ei By 0.56 (95% fEHEER 0.52~0.60) » AFr=HtlF ks 0.56
(95% {SHEWE 0.54~0.58) © 534} » F Eskesen SE235 *' P8 MR MM S
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[l - SRR 1 51 RHTSE - RAG T 1148 W A > 5 Th SR EFIIRIER T 44/ % 8
mmHg > 8~12 mmHg » FARR 12 mmHg 734K ~ o ~ S =4 - R AE =/
o IR IER 7 2 PG T RO A G 0 Lo AU RG SR DR - ERR T S R AR IR
FREFEHITIAME - (B35 2 AR E R ML 8 mmHg BOARY 12 mmHg BLERS 5]
AT ARG TR (E B TR TN - (B AR TSR (e 66% (FR3) -
HERE LS 4 H ATBA & T 38 B ER AR IR 10 A S ) o S IR BE T 4R 7
I YA RUE 75 T i PURES [TiiG R < itk o



Q 3-1-1-4 [FFIRENABRAEL (passive log raising) HTBRBIEREMNBER
EEETs

A 3-1-1-4 G B 1R BEMIEA (passive leg raising) 2% Al 3B i ¢ 35 W 02
SHREZ T o (2C)

LEER

2008 4 » Xavier Monnet 5 A 2 T AI{E—#i b5 ~ H 0Pk A (5 F A
Ry TEIG S FER B FEIBRIEIE, (passive leg raising test » PLR) < HJFELEFIH]
A A PRSI [E1 R E 8 (endogenous fluid challenge ) 2 FE IR TG 56 ¥ 1ML
TEI 2092 - EFRRREIEAE AT N X BRI MR A 10% SR fEEE
Pl EEIRMRRS N2 A 12% » BIW] T e R A e - HEZERZ
B OB A S A AT DUBE A 22 o IERERRME PLR S AE 751 e TE AR S HERY
B © 7F 2009 4 Julien Jabot Z¢E2% Lhlg T WifH PLR #EvkL © 25— Ry (e i #)
(Y 45 B AL B A AR R IR 38 - B8 R Ry i pIRY 45 P AARA SRS
B > B A PR BN AR LB [ BB AR RN 4 8 0 RIS 24 i EE
EIRA > B TR 7 =R Bt IR - R P RRIRAS T 500 Z 7 AR B R R /K I
R 538E - WA TIEREERFE F PICCO Aok Loy i s HARAHR 28 - A5
B EE —HHERE 7k — Hi ] 45 BEP AR B B s A B iE R AT 00 5
B BT 22% - TAG T 500 Z AR B R EE/K AT a8 BT 27% - T HISEARRA
RSB o BOE FH SR R A R R B O FE B 43 T 9% LUK 10% -
BEIFFERER o FH 1 ALk 2 25 B R R B R R L B T B O FR B R S
P R AR B FE R 2284 26 - IR RE TR S E - K1 » Xavier Monnet B Jean-
Louis Teboul fifi7 £ 2015 4E Critical Care HEERE 3 a0 = FHALMA] IEHEEN
TR R s (| 2) -

(—) AAZH—BAAAERENF AR ZE A1 G -

() HeERRR A AR AL L JE (8 I BE B R & oy i 1717 TR 32 B AR AR IBE A
TH-
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(=) HRBEFEREEAA B U R — 08 > MOEM BRI E S LA
REFE MR T PR e P S - B T 1 Lol HE B ELAZEE R Y mT ]
(RS2 BIRIR T 4047 (400 FloTrac ~ PICCO) - LAz - &3
# N e >

(1Y) FEMCEHFEREHIERT R SR L MRS S A R B AEfE
KR A AR A e R AR E IR A AR B A BRI S ey Lo A b
R R HIAS -

(F1) {EFEERVZAIE ~ WK~ ANl b BRI &5 [ L IR0 B A Jek
ST - AR SRS R - P DACSCstog A ZE B DhZ8 (o0 P PR A P et
1A AT P T B AR/ NS THIES -

I B R BB S MO TR » EH R G AR R AP
B ey 507 9% - 2010 4 Cavallaro SHE45 907 A IEIERAR B & 5247 -
Wesk 9 fISCEESE 353 (AT » AR LA ARG VPR B 20 A+ R 0T
BTN+ —FERIPIRE FB PR A © B AT - B
BB HAIR I 7L B L OB A T . AUC J 095 (95% (81 f] -
0.92~0.97) - FTTEBMRIRILIES LB ETER s 10 + 2 %, - TR
REAIEE BRI + Bl N A ATRER B - T4 Monnet 555 At
BB BTS2 SORRTE MO & 40 BTIIZE ™+ ICBK T 21 FSTRE 991 A »
AR 62 LB TR E - ARHE S50 AUC HERRATE
0.95 » TSI BETHE R AR DATELE - FEIFIR T3 —[BB ¥ thgee 7 IR i)
HEBHI A 2 5007+ IR T 23 TRERR AR 2L 1013 i fIFRIBERE G A » LA
AILAUC 5 095 (95% fEHAUER 0.92~0.98) + BHEHEIANEH I IE 2 Bl 678
Fo 15% o AT BT H A IR PR L G BB U3 2 AR TR
eI T L+ AT 45 WFSE P 60 ~ B B DB SRR - B3tk 7 A
FATFAR A BB MEITEALE MR - MBI BRIE A 6 PP 28 S0 1 S T
edis A ERSTRARE L R HIR B S L AT M S + AT L
FREFE A A 2 PP AR /BT £ SR . -



Q 3-1-1-5 {EFAIREREEE (pulse pressure variation ) S WHIIHEEE (stroke
volume variation ) R¥ERIEERBNERREESSIFE ©

A 3-1-1-5 FEAE HIREES% S (pulse pressure variation ) 8Oy H 2558 (stroke
volume variation ) [ 244 b iy JF 468 B {EL I 2 RTAS BT G RS T A IR IBE 2 75
e (2D)

LEER
HIRIBRFY 32 28 o SCHE AR 25 5P SR IBR » MIRIEAS2 52 (pulse pressure variation, PPV)

R (EWP Uk 2 SEIR > DUE— AT AC SRR IR H 28 P15 & B R MIRER I 2% i/ MR
JRRAZZBR DS RER IR » A5 LLE 73 FEFOR - HAB WT AR SOREE T /Lo Fian o
FE O NERR b — HUEM (Frank-Starling ) Hi#RAY ETHB - 1R THINB S HE
(EAETEI 228 - L 7R T2 Michard Z28835 *° JfA 2000 A RS2 FHIFIR 35
ZWERS A » FEIERARFR A AR - DANRERSEREE (PPV ) BR{E Ry 13% RYUIELZR
THHIENRIGR SRS - 2 BE N EERTERI] o R EEBEH PPV MUkl b g
SRTEMH » R PPV ZBEA “IKTEE BFELE - RRLEEHIEY PPV 75H
Wi [ e BRI S R TR0 AT RERERE - [T L A THHIAYE AR - 4F Maxime
Cannesson SFEE il 2 aiige * > ILEE T 413 {7 3 B il PR 25 2 %
A o BB KB (E A PPV BB & 9~13% 2 ] » BEEIEE e P i i
[ > g BT ETERT 25% B99K A © T{E 2014 4F Matthieu Biais 252235 [m]jH
TIEE 8 RS - 2k 556 fLEER A ¢ HEIR PPV UR THIIEME S AUC Fy
0.73 (95% (ZHEE[Y 0.68~0.77) - #grh it IREE 2 AUC (0.64, 95% {3 ¥R 4
0.59~0.70) & » {HHE K IR EERN L 4~17% > B PPV BUE A TR
SR 25 7] S #th TR S E ™ = 2014 4F > Xiaobo Yang S5 £ 25 55 5 3 #ft [ g %
WA IS ™ > (o R AR R A S TR ER S A BV S > RIS T 24
AAMEHIITRES 3 3L 807 fEE A » Hif# AUC (summary AUC) £y 0.94 (95% fS4#
WA 0.91~0.95) - M2k M PPV BEERYH AR 12% (PY 57 B B Ry
10~13%) -+ AH LR TR SR B M S oe iR 2E - sk &L O 2 70
et fr thfE BN M 52 - Sl ELFTA A RYIR A2 HERR TIPSR AT < 8 mikg &
WA+ B R — R MR HE 2 T SR AYRR
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oS 8 EL (stroke volume variation, SVV) R S3 5 R F & FEIHIGTE I FE
L ENREZ B - HOHIE T =R AR Hh AR 5347 (pulse contour analysis) JH| &
TENPIR ZREE AT - S PPURGEIHEL Ol A8 52 - 2011 4F » Zhongheng Zhang %5
BLHE SVV B RETHI B R [ ME 2 X — R R M I SO & 4 i - ik 1 23
I IEER Fo e Tl == 2t 568 ffi A » H AUC fEHERR T Zimmermann Z5E235 7 fiff
52 (H AUC 5 0.993 » BRHAWRFZEMHIR .S N bn(E ) % - Hek 22 [EifsereE
2 AUC Jy 0.84 - LAfF5E SVV  BE{E I ETE 8.5% £ 15.5% & H - A8k
10% (VY537 B Ry 8.5%~11.5% ) o FHRA LIS SIS BRI 25 35 S T S AR
Kt 8 mlkg ZIFA » RIBLFEBEF SVV IMEEIRARIR A - T TRHA R
9% o BRIz - fEEFAE R PPV J SVV FHELUBRECE M F s A
W HE > A ISR LIE T FE A B3k 236 A > PPV B SVV [l FESE AUC %
I S S B 72 51 0 23 Bk 0.705 DU R 0.724 » {HERA ST Fe Sa M gE= - DL
BRRA /N » U DR Fe 4 i 2 2 75 v R R B AR - SR - ]
PPV ¢ SVV FHIIGM R [ R — St - RIR A H R AR B8 PR 28 B R R §H
B NHETT - FIR A OERAAREGE H FIPIRAGAILT - #ie s B 2 M -
1 B R AR E BRI - Sanzhez SR ERER T —FE AR EIBRELHE & 4347 -
ek 7 19 EER RGBS L 777 AR A - PR SR AR E B/ MR 8 mi/kg (ZHfF5E
i FRER 2 SE (PPV) THMIERIE SENH R EERITEIIST » MG iR
AUC 55 0.75 (BUBRE © 0.65 » K521 0 0.79) ~ SRWTAHZE) 4 HERIBF Rk
FEM - HWRABIRYD - DU ARBHE R R G A H B IR SR
KRB LR ~ IEANRGE SR O BEER R - 5 e RS T b5

24, 34
R



Q 3-1-1-6 fEM NERFAR (Inferior Vena Cava) BIEEMUARIRAEIERZLVE
RREEETS5E ?

A 3-1-1-6 A B ERFAR (Inferior Vena Cava) B S (b fif 2 A HE IR T8
B & Hmiia a2 Jiik o (2D)

ZEER

FE A WP R s Ml 7z P[RR g 28 b Al 8y s BB AIR B - (K] LIRS AR 5 [ 2
R R B B L R R v R M N AR & HI 28 - KL - 3F
WS A i ) N PRIk A MR TR AR IRGE AR s b = S B
Bl > FASKEFAGREROIRAE © LT LI TE LRI T W MRk B A8 m] TR S e
B BEHOIREE ¥ » 2014 4F—f SR U8R 8 FRtIToE - LURE o5 R H 8 e IR ok T iy
TR HEZ M ThTge T B8 - HESE .2 AUC B 0.84 - SRRy 0.76 (95%
{EFEE 0.61~0.86) » HiFE kT 0.85 (95% (EHEEERT 0.69~0.95) - 1% 2017
HEHH Long 5B E 3 3R 7 A M SURMIBIE B & o007 ™ LIk 17 fafgest 533
RERSMEFERGER A » DUNEE IR B 8 LT EIERI G B SUE - MESETR .~ AUC Jy
0.79 » MELERIUZNE Ry 0.63 (95% fEHEIE[E] 0.56~0.69) - THFFEM:Fy 0.73 (95%
fEHEIERT 0.67~0.78 ) » HEEHLH H EFP I A I JHE F Pk 28 W A
72 IR SE i EE A R AR 2 — KBRS o DAl e sk - T e
IR ELAS AT AR IZE T ~ Bl s B B & LA (suprailiac) & - (HEHS
LREE B —AS K2 (transcutaneous ) #85 JHI BEAYMEREN: - FH EAYEZE SIS
FEMERS SR - LOZE B RS R B S O & PR AR IR Ry HEIE - AR 8 R JTIEAE
BRI BN A S TSRS R - S350 THEIRS BRI 22 - (Al
150 FHAE N e Tl 2 B8 SR DA IR = s A - AR PR % o AHiEHA PPV B
SVV » eIk EL RS ZE A BT > H B EE = IEH A 7 12%" 2
40%" ¥ > BRSNS — iR B AR TR o SOABE A IR B AR
ML ARTE MR IE S HE - o - MR S R R S - B2 R
M55 R 28 N IeAR IR B AR S [R5 -
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Q 3-1-1-7 IFIRIFAA , ERFIRBIERAKAAERRAS (end expiratory occlu-
sion test) RIBABERBNMRREESI5E ©

A 3-1-1-7 GHAE e FH e 25 H: S oK IR Sl 5K (end expiratory occlusion test ) (2%
S B IG R S R B2 51k o (2D)

EEER
RITE BB R AR (<8 mlkg) SERIMI R A b SEEA FBRe Mo T

B S22 BN PPV ~ SVV LTI IE S HE - 11 4 Bh 5 BRI 3 A 95 B B s N I
BITHR A - BUZIE RS S A e A REFL AR E &6 - KL > Monnet &5
BB 2009 i Se e H IR 23 AR HA SR HIE, (end expiratory occlusion test,
EEOT) * o #fE =0k A FINEIR 2398 A B b o 6 S0P RSE I H SRR
WPIR ERAE RPN TS (SR 158 » [AIRELL PiCCO &l #5845 (cardiac index )
TERHEIRTY 5% » VR R TEEE TGRS &6 RERIYJES - 588 - Monnet
DIHBERRFETHERA 500 ZF 0943 Rk 10 5388 - BIEEiaR %
DIRBUR SR INARY 15% 1F R MERR A IR S R 2 S HER o PEPPIR 28I S8R
HISRGHIEA R B AR BE I TERRNPIR 25 - RURSRU & SR e F 1 AN P i kg
WERRYEE ) BTt Rl ek BT PERFIRAg a5 MHECHY » R IR AN IR 2R 1Y
H-5RH  E SRR F i P R R e B O bR PR fzE P R D& R > b T AR
ARAYIE] L& - ST AT (preload ) HERZERAN - Bt ARIIMARE R Frank—
Starling Hi#RAHY B¢ > RIBEHN B R EEFIRAYIEIE (ATEfAT) HeRERInO
i & o (Rt - R RS TS T IR iG R e AT RE RS I L & (
=) ° Messina ¢ AJ2 2019 SR H 50 H] EEOT FHMIERIR SR SCRR B REAT
HESHTR Y T /B ITEHY 284 REE A - BELLEM EEOT 2 LU HY
& (stroke volume) A% 5% & BI{E > HMELLM AUC £y 0.96 (95% {5 H& W ]
0.92~1.00) - MELERYRIUENE 0.86 (95% {EHAEMT 0.74~0.94) > MELEAVRFFLEE 0.91

(95% fE5AER] 0.85~0.95) - R0 - FullAEREBEERZ - MARCHEW
o LI AV A IR L WS AEL Y EE B iz 17%~20% » 55 4ME Monnet & A RS2
RIS EA 22.5% B ASEEIEA] 52K EEOT » FEiN B ABERR 1 KIS Pk
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7 cardiac output
in case of
fluid responsiveness

7 cardiac preload
Crit Care Med. 2009 Mar ; 37 (3) : 951-6

[l 3. P R SRR SR s
x| BRESESHRNERRIE (SpDEE)

2 Correlation

0.78 0.94 (0.93-0.95)
SVv 0.72 0.84 (0.78-0.83)
CvVPp 0.13 0.55 (0.48-0.32)

Crit Care Med 2009 ; 37 : 2642264
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R 3. 148 IR ABER AP NEFIR B E R TR R 8 R R EBVFERIE (predictive
value ) FOMRBLLL (likelihood ratio)

CVP cut-off Number of data Positive Negative Positive Negative
point (mmHg) sets for the CVP predictive predictive likelihood likelihood
ranges given value value ratio ratio

0 <:72 64 % (39-89) 52 % (49-55) 1.95 (0.66-5.78) 0.99 (0.98-1.00)
2 2-3: 125 65 % (54-76) 53 % (50-56) 2.04 (1.27-3.26) 0.95 (0.93-0.98)
4 4-5: 163 64 % (57-71) 55 % (52-59) 1.92 (1.47-2.51) 0.88 (0.83-0.92)
6 6-7: 171 59 % (54-65) 57 % (54-61) 1.59 (1.33-1.89) 0.81 (0.75-0.88)
8 8-9: 187 56 % (52-61) 59 % (56-63) 1.40 (1.24-1.59) 0.74 (0.66-0.83)
10 10-11: 161 53 % (50-57) 61 % (56—66) 1.24 (1.13-1.35) 0.69 (0.59-0.81)
12 12-13: 108 51 % (47-54) 61 % (55-67) 1.12 (1.05-1.19) 0.69 (0.55-0.85)
14 14-15: 79 50 % (47-53) 66 % (58-73) 1.09 (1.04-1.14) 0.56 (0.41-0.77)
16 16-17: 39 49 % (46-52) 64 % (54-75) 1.04 (1.00-1.07) 0.60 (0.38-0.94)
18 18-19: 22 48 % (45-51) 59 % (44-75) 1.01 (0.99-1.03) 0.74 (0.39-1.41)
20 >19: 15 48 % (45-51) 53 % (28-79) 1.00 (0.99-1.01) 0.95 (0.35-2.60)

The numbers in brackets are 95 % confidence intervals
CVP central venous pressure

Intensive Care Med. 2016 Mar ; 42 (3) : 324-332.

& 4. BIRSEFR AR ERHERER L2 R

Jih BEME (cut off point) J7E P REL

BEEhERE R 10% FEBEHE L

ARERSE SR / (M EH B E 12% B B ~ LEREAE S RERE /K
IR R P A 2 5 {5

THERHRE R RS 12% S T N W =Ry = Wil [V EEN
e

PRI R E 36% BEAKEEEE R - R RAHE/

T P 20 25 (5 FH

I R B ORI 5% NPT AR E (5 FAPIR 2SR A
BT EESERE 15 FPHRE AR A

EamraR (FEAEE 500 [15% FEHENE O > SEESRNEE

TP EEK 10 4768 ) R BT

Ann. Intensive Care (2016) 6 : 111
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B% (chloride-restrictive fluid supplement strategy ) @ BB EEERE ESILA
Q:/u\"? ﬁﬁﬁZ%ﬁfﬁﬁé_tT ‘?

A 3-1-2 A EEGE BT P 45 37 B 03 R T 16 ot HE O T AR R 0.9%
PRI > 324G 58 PR U ) LR o P B PR AT R S s BB R T o (2€)
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EEEN
BRAEEEE > 0.9% R HT ALKk B PN > L e s AR B
TR (154 mmol/L) - [~V b RE7A Y > ANFLIRMI%H (Lactated Ringer’s

solution) (109 mmol/L) & ;& Plasma-lyte (98 mmol/L) %5 - HI B [ 4% &
AT IREEE - fEH 09% A AREUKAA > HeslmaEa R tEthE

(hyperchloremic metabolic acidosis ) H A]REEr s 28 B BETR - A7 htufg
A E SRS > EEERER > AL BRI R DU
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1£ SMART A Jz SALT-ED [if PR EABE 2 2 L 1T > S nil St - & #e vs i 2
J2 0.9% A= B /KRR AR G o AR - RS T B B T e R
Pt SR R AAE S R G R A R B ORIE M R DU SE T R
SRR BN AR Y o SE AERARIEE RGBT o A 2015 EFERN
JAMA 1y SPLIT R pREAES - HEL#AE 2,278 {75 A Hh 43 718 F Plasma-lyte DLk
0.9% AT EEE/K » ] Plasma-lyte FUfH B A A S MEBHEEGHI RS (relative
risk : 1.04, P = 0.77) * o {HIFEEATZE - HBOASS BERFEIRR R/ A 2
NFFH APACHE 11 SE35453 80k 14% o 7545 0 A 2018 £ &5~ NEIM 1 SMART
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/8 > T SALT-ED ERPREAEEICA 11,347 f7 2R B2 e AR AN B eI & -
1F 30 KA EEBWHEA REH (major adverse kidney events, MAKE30) FYFEZ -
HARE T R B R ORE ~ JECBUENIREET BT HESE 200% DL E - 7E SMART [
PRERBE R > {5 FH St e VA YROREL A mT k> MAKE30 Y Ja\Bs (14.3% vs 15.4%, P
= 0.04) - ififE SALT-ED [ PREAEE » {50 FH St S BEVA TR > fE R RS
it JRE]IER A MAKE30 YR (4.7% vs 5.6%, adjusted odds ratio, 0.82, P =
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s B BEABEBAIGIR / 105 MAb R D R

Q3-1-3 ERBEFBZETHROER - HBRER/ER - BERSRIVER
EEEASHERRMEBREIEER?
A3-1-3 aph TIRTH ) FBHE > BHW S > AN i RS0 NS iR e

WHEAT I GRE > FHIN Wilea i > S EE S E - (2D)

A 3-1-3b gk T BEOIRE 0 TR (PEBHES > BRERGHR) - BiRnS -
N33 BV R W e Y S R TR AR B8 2 Horr > w0y B Y BROB I G U TR
(high-molecular-weight hetastarch ) JoEEAZ » i RABISERE (MAEH ~
W URIMEE ) HIMEWT RS, B o JRRAE Ly BRE BT IR IG W0 > ERE B
NiEBHER o (2D)

rEER

Fo BAT Sk T SR 5 v o Y B J T 538 452 5 Sl O e YR AR SR A T IR R R
EFHEENER - RS EHAERRSCRIN  INAE BB B a5 A ke
BRI E - RASEREEBRE/ T [EREE - R > He]RES
WETI KN 5 FEBA R &5 0 T K - ARV IS AR DR R R OR - (H AT
RERA SRS HE ~ BEI IR - HEASRTS - BRSO ] i — il By
NGB REE > Ay B #27 (hydroxyethyl starch, fijf§ HES) - dextran
gelatin > SR RABHIAI - AMSERINE ~ HERS © AREHEARKA TR EE
HREE  LHERCR LS EGSEEEERNEREE - —E28 %
WrrerofERs (GE2HR 1 - HENFERE RGRREE) -



® | EEREERABREASRENROEREHRHERIEEE (ERTx8Mk
PoRis 4 BEEMEEIE )

x| FRPRTE R
23 RT3 i R IR p=ai T i 1R
(Co) (Cry) / HFE (%)
Djillali Annane 2,857 fiLfIz€%% | Gelatins, Dex- | Isotonic or hy-| NR Co: 11 Co : 254"
CRISTAL trial = B & 71% | trans, HES, 4%, | pertonic saline Cry : 144 |Cry : 27"
(2013,JAMA) ® |y #} [ H > |20% of albumin | or L/R
19% % & F
fla -
Béchir M. 48 i1 f& {5 4% | Balance 6% L/R NR Co:26.1 |[Co:174"
(2013, Critical | & : & 15% | HES (130/0.4) Cry : 27.3 |Cry : 18.2°
Care) © e Y 2
o3 e -
John A. Myburgh | 6,742 {ir Iz | 6% HES 0.9% saline Co : 34.6* |Co:7.0% [Co: 18
Chest Study B 42.6% Cry : 36.8% | Cry : 5.8% |Cry : 17°
(2012,NEIM) * | BFfiiifs -
M.F.M James 115 fiz 4 5 4% | HES130/0.4 0.9% saline Co: 4° Co:2 Co:1
FIRST Trial B Hop e Cry : 8§ Cry:3 Cry:3
(2011, BMJ) © | H:4M5 70 fir »
FUEF AS L -
S. Finfer 6,997 {ir IZE5 | 4% Albumin 0.9% saline NR NR Co :20.9°
SAFE Study B 1 55.9% Cry : 2L.1°
(2004, NEIM) * | FsNEHEE

%
NR, not reported ; HES : hydroxyethyl starches
a : Incidence of Death Within First 28 Days After Randomization
b : Death at Day 90
¢ : RIFLE-I
* 1 p<0.05

B SEC | ST » Cochrane BEHERY 2018 S S RIN—FIAHELE
[EIREELR A 53T 7 FR - ARG B KRR SR A S RSV A O TR A B
FHIEA SR ASTATR » AEBHEIHIRFHIZETR ~ 90 RISELREGE 30 RZELHRSE
FEARYIEREE 72 52 - 2018 450 — R R M ML [RIEAE ARSI SR AR IR & 20 AT J5 i Ik
K7 BB ©  JREURERIEEEE R BB L RS - i
2016 FE—FREIRFICER T MG ~ Tl DA B BB B & AT it Fe 7R 2 B AR R

2A 69
af - °

48+
it

=
2
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1 T EEIhEE ) FERIERE L - 2018 451y Cochrane SR#E1E: [OIRHELE & 434 e
HT o AHER R G REVATR 0 DL HES 34T ST B R R A B e B R G
OB (RS EL 1.30 0 95% (EHAWEH 1.14~1.48) - RABHIAIR (BEIMNHE
MEER) HIZEERA - HAREENE KRS & i E W Fe0 SR ik L

B o AE 2016 4E—F 1R B A8 (5 F albumin (19 SCIEK O B B8 &5 3 AT ISR B0 ©
MBI AR - RIS BRI e B E S R B R 6

rotR (JEBRLE 1.35 > 95% 3R 1.17~1.57) - £ 2018 F—FR L FAEIR 2Ht
THERIRR A TR SE TP — S SR FIRY S B ~ BRI IRIN 7 2 B 68 -
FHUR - BRI 93 T- 519 hetastarch (Hfy HES AYEE—REN T, - FREE SR >
FL At A e VR B A TR ARG P B ek T 4R B B g QG R S A S AR A IR

CJEBEEE 0.55 » 95% fEAlEfE 0.34~0.88) ~ A= B Rilsk (EBEEL 0.56 > 95% {5
FRE 0.34~0.93) LI, gelatin (AR EL 0.43 > 95% (EFEEERT 0.19~0.94) » HiZ >
oy T REBAKHY hetastarch 72 fn #AHET 22 231 2% (B LG 0.50 » 95% {3 A1 ]
0.30~0.87) ° ULIAZEREHY A ENEIR T E B DiRERZ 2 » L 2[R /& HES %4
EARES FREMUENZE R - HES WL 21— B 23 2R & R E
BE o DU SRR A A5 HES S nvRr B — S R ER ey -

B 1970 ERAVE—EAE MR ES - HES IRIREAR L IR R - T
HARMEAE ZE—LHY hetastarch » 28 X pentastarch DLk 28 =LY tetrastarch
(2RFK2) - HES WEEY)E) /18 & M F B2 LUN SR 122 [
FETHRARY 43 T2 ~ hydroxyethyl EERYEFFE#ALL (Molar substitution, MS) ~ C2/
C6 ratio » DLRIARHIIREE S © 55 —fUHY hetastarch ER5F B LU ZHI MS -
AT AR A o -amylase 43 A RS T A = LIS I SRR R AU - (EL[A]RpE
FE 7 S 0B DIRE R EEIM IRERZ 2 - RSHHBEERRE 7R BB - HAl
Al b A EE =AX tetrastarch BYZ 2R CSEETS - WHEEE WA B IIRER
RAEIER ™ mstsE RN R e ) 2R e EARAT T A ietE - (eI (6%)
T SE S REMMMEIAREER T - i BT HE[FB HES JEATR o (HIRASHE SR
EIRE EREREEEANERL M - R KEST AT R B Rt —
443 HES ZREGLLES - 18 R AT R SCa i R R RE H R -



% 2. Hydroxyethyl starch (HES) SRERIEITEREMEHEZLLE

Ll

R

Hetastarch Pentastarch  Tetrastarch i

¥4 T4t (kDa) 450~670 200 130 e
B E L (MS, molar substitution ) 0.75 0.5 0.4
fEHRAEE (mL/kg) 20 33 50
PERREZEH] (hr) 46.4 NA 12.1
1#HFx#% (mL/min) 0.98 4.88 314
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HEIGH KRR B S

A 3-1-3 c T i i H TR A B > FEAFIPOW IR 2822 J0E o T Bl
eS8 H o RSB TOE TG IRTE > N\ 7 1B G 7 S 5 M ) e P 2 ) = PR
AN > SEE AR R B8k o (2D)

EER
HE— R PR R A B - SRR NSRS T - R T
%@M?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ

2013 4E Cochrane i3s3 T —f &1 % HES A2 Mk IREELRE & 2047 7'
WFgR@UR © FEIERIE B - AREHA LAt A AR > LA HES {E Ryl ya 700
I E B REHE CEBEEE 1.25 0 95% (S8 0.96~1.61) Hi/Z RIFLE- &

B s (AL 1.04 2 95% (EHRE ] 0.86~1.27) BYFER » FE > g
RIFLE- € M BHE G HESRERAE (ABREL 0.85 0 95% fSHHIEMT 0.78~0.92) - 1F
Mohamed Raiman £ A 2015 fEpy—FE#t T H B LTl B &I & s i s -h
TSR T 13 AT N R R B o SRR ¢ MR EVATR o fE A HES
FHEATRENT 90 RIEITR (JEBREL 2.97 5 95% AI{EE@MAT 0.96 £ 9.19) - {HIEH
A B RS SR B R AR AR R B A R (JRBE R 111 5 95% n]{E R
0%£4@)’Eﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ($ﬁ9Lﬂ%»%%TﬁEW48@§om)°

— YRS 2R M S MBS R B S R B AT SE (FIRST trial) BE/R © - A
@m&%@%muMMBWEQﬁmmﬁﬁ%%%ﬁ%E%ﬁé$’mﬂﬂﬁ
AR UG R DL BRI 25 B SRR 8L - 1 2015 SE—FRHeek 1 22 fHFEHE
ﬁ%ﬁ6%¢ﬁ#@mF§F%%%%A%ﬁmw¢”’%%ﬁﬁ?6wmsﬁ

HAt SRR - BERIREHRAAYIE R ~ FREE R A aiR DU il BRI
RS AR R ARVATR - ?E%&%§ﬁﬁitﬁkﬁ§E$EﬂFﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiéiﬁﬂi° CEa

fFFgEtgt ™ ARSI E R BRI AR - BRI AR H i I
IME AR L& o A RRZETGRRRE R IR R S — R FIR R T
IMG ~ Filg LU EAE RIS ST SRR © - TFTEFaH © RS PT P EBE R 2
PEEHEEE e B IGRE N RIS - B 2B U iE A B E D -
fHERwE P REELAN RIS R R B A AR R -



2020 4F EE iE B g W E B9 &% 0 3 8 (Critical Care Nephrology : Core
Curriculum 2020) " gt ILERREM T B - 58k IR RSV W0 58 F R (S i
AEHES > (HICREE 2B LR REE R EAS R  AHE - FF st
fR B HES &g EBRG R AR - (HE s A EBR R 2 20
DUBGH T — AR S e 2 MR - BEREARE - AR Ry B R TR 6 e T
HAREME SR IAR -

\

EE )

. Annane D. Effects of fluid resuscitation with colloids vs crystalloids on mortality in critically ill patients pre-
senting with hypovolemic shock: the CRISTAL randomized trial. Jama 2013;310:1809-17.

—_

[\

. Béchir M. Early fluid resuscitation with hydroxyethyl starch 130/0.4 (6%) in severe burn injury: a randomized,
controlled, double-blind clinical trial. Critical Care 2013;17:R299.

3. Myburgh JA. Hydroxyethyl starch or saline for fluid resuscitation in intensive care. New England Journal of
Medicine 2012;367:1901-11.

4. James MF. Resuscitation with hydroxyethyl starch improves renal function and lactate clearance in penetrat-
ing trauma in a randomized controlled study: the FIRST trial (Fluids in Resuscitation of Severe Trauma). Br J
Anaesth 2011;107:693-702.
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England Journal of Medicine 2004;350:2247-56.
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review and meta-analysis. Eur J Anaesthesiol 2016;33:42-8.

12. He B. Hydroxyethyl starch versus other fluids for non-septic patients in the intensive care unit: a meta-analy-
sis of randomized controlled trials. Crit Care 2015;19:92.
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OE K BABETE R/ IREE It R

Q3-2-1 MIMFREESMBESHNEZER S @ RIRLBMLRERERES (risk
factors) DJRES AN M 14 =14+ B 1818 (sepsis associated acute kidney in-
jury) ?

A 3-2-1 a B i e 8855 & 0F B D ee A 2 sl & O B IIURE ] e 8 38 2k S B R 2 fd
Bl o (1C)

A 3-2-1 b By i H & A E e (old age) ~ Eids B EIEAHE (Sequential Organ
Failure Assessment, SOFA ) ~ & o1 .0 §F Ik E ( central venous pressure) ~ 15
APACHE-II §¥43 8¢ F v 7L IR IMURE Y e 2 382 SR BHR G 2 fakg IR F o (2C)

rEER
H AIAH BUME R 3 A4 St B R B e b R 1 STk 3 T B 8 o (38 B
gt tHERZ ek Ry s S H AT A — P RS -

B I AH Bl o2 2214 B 4815 (sepsis associated acute kidney injury, SA-AKI)
TEEE B F S W BRI OFE - T HEFF 2 A RIARAR - 15T ~ R R
MER R R IAJAR ™ BRIR AN #eas Hi o BB 8 S R R ~ re b o
DI S A E R - RIFAYERRIK Pkt 22 a7 =0 R R PR
B EHEETAR - ARGk 7 PR RN aGT RIS 8T AT ST -
AEE DR B 5 = AHBR &b X 7 R i b AT 70 s AR s i A
B (baseline comorbidity ) ~ J5 BB &% A= B T E AR 22 14 A= AR (acute physiologic
profiles ) DU 3 AR BUIMERE 2 A= P48 (laboratory parameters ) £75 -

(—) JRBIFAEAHRE (baseline comorbidity )

1. i R AE R
TERZHAIWFEt » BUME B 2 A 2 A UMUE S MR iR 2
fa g R+ o 35 DUSERE B IE AT AL - i in— 38 48 AKI iy R b 3
f01.028 (1.016~1.041) % 1.127 (1.062~1.325) - 7 8K 1fj 2016 4F
Suetrong et al. K SRR > B A4 MUMERFEEFCIG IRREZE R+ - R
BarLt s 0.99 (0.95-1.04) ™ o {HZZLL 60 5% ~ 65 5% ~ 70 Bk YIE: -



B4 AKI 2 i\ B bt By 2.467 (1.097~5.549) ® K 1.28 (1.12~1.89)
o [RIIE S s B U R B8 A e M R JBSIR - - (AT )

Wi ?ﬁf FORM iR AKISE#%  Odds Ratio (95% CI)

Yegenaga N [257 Blood culture SCr > 2mg/dL | 1.1 (1.03-1.13)
(2004) ™

Bagshaw N 3,373 ACCP/SCCM RIFLE 1.04 (1.02-1.05)
(2009) 7

Suh N 992 ACCP/SCCM RIFLE 1.028 (1.016-1.041)
(2013) ™

Yilmaz N 118 2001 SCCM KDIGO 1.127 (1.062-1.325)
(2015) ¥

Song Y 124 2001 SCCM KDIGO 1.07 (0.86-1.86)
(2018) ™

Zhou N 2331 Sepsis-3 KDIGO 2.467 (1.097-5.549)
(2019) ®

Yegenaga Y 139 ACCP/SCCM RIFLE 0.639 (0.148-2.762)
(2010) ™

Medeiros Y 200 SSC AKIN 1.28 (1.12-1.89)
(2015) *

Yun N 403 Liver abscess RIFLE 2.048 (1.199-3.499)
(2015)

Hall N 323 GNB Bacteremia | Unknown 1.66 (0.82-3.38)
(2018) ¥

4525 © ACCP : American College of Clinical Pharmacy
SCCM : Society of Critical Care Medicine
SSC : Surviving Sepsis Campaign
RIFLE : Risk, Injury,. Failure, Loss, and End-stage kidney disease clas- sification
KDIGO : The new Kidney Disease: Improving Global Outcomes

AKIN : Acute Kidney Injury Network

2. e W
T8 1 B s 16 2 RO B R S M B R G < ek K1 - A2 RUALE =&
F o~ AlREA RSB RGEG R AT TR - S IEERE
EEBI#0 Ry 40%-60% - 18 3% A= S Mk B R B I mT RETE K 10%~20% -
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SR b 2 DA HR LR T 5 R FE AT - JEC TR I 1 S 1 B HR 5 1
B Lt ks 1.560 (1.296~1.990) % 6.00 (1.97~18.3) "% o ZEL 18
B 1 e SRAL PR A > R L by 1.518 (0.483~4.774) 2 29.265
(10.167~84.234) ™™ Ffg SIS R B OhAEA 2 B Bl e
B2 fEBRRI T o TR (R ER)

o O g wivs AKUER EOEBH oo

Bagshaw N |3,373 |ACCP/SCCM |RIFLE CKD 6

(2009) 7 (1.97-18.3)
Suh N (992 ACCP/SCCM |RIFLE CKD 2.398

(2013) ™ (1.301-4.42)
Yun N 403 Liver abscess | RIFLE CKD 1.518

(2015) ¥ (0.483-4.774)
Hsu N 696 Vasopressor | KDIGO CKD 1.68

(2019) ¥ (1.06-2.66)
Zhou N [2331 Sepsis-3 KDIGO CKD 29.265

(2019) ® (10.167-84.234 )
Yegenaga N 257 Blood culture | SCr>2mg/dL |Cre 1.02

(2004) * (1.007-1.04)
Medeiros Y 200 SSC AKIN Cre 1.24

(2015) ¥ (0.98-1.46)
Suarez N 114 IAI AKIN Cre 1.56

(2017) * (1.296-1.99)
Yegenaga Y 139 ACCP/SCCM |RIFLE Cre 1.872

(2010) ™ (1.391-2.52)
Hall N (323 GNB Unknown Cre >2.0mg/dL | 2.58

(2018) ¥ Bacteremia (1.29-5.17)

45%T ¢ ACCP : American College of Clinical Pharmacy
SCCM : Society of Critical Care Medicine
SSC : Surviving Sepsis Campaign
TAI : intra-abdominal infection
RIFLE : Risk, Injury,. Failure, Loss, and End-stage kidney disease clas- sification
KDIGO : The new Kidney Disease: Improving Global Outcomes

AKIN : Acute Kidney Injury Network
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an)
=

(=) BB A UERF S A BRYT. (acute physiologic profiles )

t

=<1 4=
pa)

1. Z¥EF BT (Sequential Organ Failure Assessment, SOFA )
SOFA FIACHPA 3 e SERTRIE » fE ISR 2 BB B - <X
-7 = SO —EGR Fy SOFA LRI J 0 S B
15 - %% Suarez-de-la-Rica (2017) ¥EBRIMAEBETERIIIZE » —5
SOFA & B 1 e 1tk BHE 5 JEBS 1.570 (1.286~2.016) ° * [ 4E Yimaz
(2015) % Yegenaga (2010) FFgcit 2B —Hciss - FURKELH

1.022 (1.011~1.049) Kz 1.492 (1.085~2.205) - (4O FzR)

s
=

“;fé? PR BUMEEER  AKIEH B Odds Ratio (95% CI)
Yegenaga Y |139 |ACCP/SCCM |RIFLE  |SOFA |1.492 (1.085-2.205)
(2010) ™
Yilmaz N 118  [2001sccM  |KDIGO [SOFA  [1.022 (1.011-1.049)
(2015) ¥
Suarez N |14 |1Al AKIN SOFA | 1.57 (1.286-2.016)
(2017) %

45E7 © ACCP : American College of Clinical Pharmacy
SCCM : Society of Critical Care Medicine
IAI : intra-abdominal infection
RIFLE : Risk, Injury,. Failure, Loss, and End-stage kidney disease clas- sification
KDIGO : The new Kidney Disease: Improving Global Outcomes

AKIN : Acute Kidney Injury Network
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2. FULEFIREE (CVP)
oo FF IR R T L1 s 6 SRR o 4 6t P 24 1 oy Bt % e i 2
AKLZ fEl@ K7 - MR3E =50 > % 1 mmHg .2 CVP RREEL 1.5
(1.26~1.80) ~ 1.28 (1.03~1.60) ~ F11.92 (1.32~3.58) Jal It -
—EER FyrE CVP B AKT 2 AHR - ™77 (AIF#R)

“f;i_i B WOEER AKIEE BM ?SZ'S/RSE‘;’
Yegenaga |N 257 Blood culture  |SCr > 2mg/dL  |CVP |[1.5 (1.26-1.8)
(2004) **
Song Y 124 2001 SCCM  |KDIGO CVP |1.92 (1.32-3.58)
(2018) *
Wong N 107 |2001 SCCM | AKIN CVP [1.28 (1.03-1.60)
(2015) **

HHEL ¢ SCCM : Society of Critical Care Medicine
KDIGO : The new Kidney Disease: Improving Global Outcomes

AKIN : Acute Kidney Injury Network

3. APACHE-II
e A PR AR B UME AKT 28 4= 70 308k B APACHE-IT #5585 % »
{EASEm A —2K o ] APACHE-II fEWft5E Y 231 » 2 LUEESIEE
T o TPTOSOBENNIS I Yegenaga (2010) B Song (2018) RS it R
HH3 > {HAE Bagshaw (2009) #y&5AY R L s 1.10 (1.07~1.13) -~
% Hfh Yimaz (2015) #2250 1.72 (1.61~1.92) ** ~ Bo (2019) HIj
By 1.185 (1.089~1.290) - *° zEHAthiE4M » APACHE-II "JER]LL{E
R THI S BHEG R -

Wi H;f; P BUMREER  AKIER B Odds Ratio (95% CI)
Chawla Y |547 ACCP/SCCM | AKIN APACHE I |1.23 (1.09-1.39)
(2007) *

Bagshaw N |3,373 |ACCP/SCCM |RIFLE |APACHEII |1.1 (1.07-1.13)
(2009) 7

Yegenaga Y |139 ACCP/SCCM |RIFLE | APACHEII |0.986 (0.897-1.009)
(2010) ™
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Yilmaz N [118 2001 SCCM |KDIGO |APACHEII |3.25 (2.72-4.19) ﬁ_ﬁj

(2015) ¥ é{é
1=

Song Y |[124 2001 SCCM |KDIGO |APACHEII |1.25 (0.85-1.68) 12

(2018) *

Bu N 222 2001 SCCM |[KDIGO |APACHEII [1.185 (1.089-1.29)

(2019) *

(=) JR AU iERs < ZEPIFERE (laboratory parameters )

1. SZAEEINAE (lactate acidosis )

Lactate J2 ffl il fiE S MP IR AE Y - BEECIMUERY AN R FEBR AR - 75508
EORERET H B AKT 342 2 B 6% 0 AEPYRE STERH ~ 35 D lactate AR
JEVEARYE - 4F Hsu (2019) Bd Zhou (2019) Y43 #7H Bl AKI % 4=
FHRA % HEBSEEL R 1.08 (1.02~1.14) B 1.985 (1.261~3.123) ;
11 A A R R S 52 3 B 3 TH I K] 1 © Bagshaw (2009) Fy 1.04
(0.98~1.11) 7" ~ i Song (2018) Hil B 1.39 (0.82~1.54) - ™ [A] ik,
IR RS o (ATRER)

HiiE: 0dds Ratio

W5E 1353 YIS AKI : iz

i - iR e S 38 K B (95% CI)
Bagshaw N 3,373 |ACCP/SCCM |RIFLE Lactate 1.04 (0.98-1.11)
(2009) 7
Song Y 124 2001 SCCM |KDIGO Lactate 1.39 (0.82-1.54)
(2018) *
Hsu N 696 Vasopressor [KDIGO  |Lactate 1.08 (1.02-1.14)
(2019) *
Zhou N |2331 Sepsis-3 KDIGO  |Lactic acidosis [1.985 (1.261-3.123)
(2019) *

2. BIME (bacteremia )
FERUMAEIGHR R - RV 2R B R B B 2 - REFRS Vet
Jit R EEIBER] - ARIMAEIM B 28 h BB R S SR R TR
MR- > EXATREZK H B R B REAE MRS 2R s i > thEE
AT - BHRIIME R A S B RS R - 3 R SUMERES
LhEsRE - HE s ks 1.777 (1.123~2.812) 2 3.572 (2.148~5.94) -

71,78,86

107



108

(

Bagshaw N 3,373 ACCP/SCCM RIFLE 2.1 (1.54-2.66)

Jrd AR PRI R 5% AKI £ Odds Ratio (95% CI)

2009) 77

(

Suh N 1001 ACCP/SCCM RIFLE 1.777 (1.123-2.812)

2013) ™

(

Yun N 404 Blood culture RIFLE 3.572 (2.148-5.94)

2015) *¢
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T BRI A B E R

Q 3-2-2 UMM AR BRIERFEENLRIZREIEMITEI S (protocol based
hemodynamic management) @ BETLANEZSRALFER (FETR/ BRI
®-BRESAEER)

A 3-2-2 H i3 A R HE T L W P O sl 4 R A P AL B R 2 A BT
1TE GBI — B EGE (usual care) o (2C)

EEER
BRI A 2 FiR 1 T IRURE AL 2 AR Y e e S RE R 3R - 5 R & B AR e Y 28 B DU BE
Rt o 1A BRI PR sl i B AR A R e BRI TA B ~ MEIRACEH 22 - BEUET
SREAHE LT 2 1990 A > HIL 1 pR 58 132 6 — 8 AR e A IG R R AR - 2001
4F River & A2 H EHI HAZE n) 7598 (early goal-directed therapy, EGDT) - ¥f
2 I8 H e B UMLAE / B PE AR SE SR A (30 201552 20~30 mi/kg B iig 12 MUt
JEE AT /INA 90 mmHg B LIS A A 4 mmol/L) » FAN/NERFE R A ERK (&
30 73§EfG 77 500 ml gL BEVATR )~ THERR ~ W I B 50 B A 68 FH e A 3 A
(resuscitation endpoints : CVP : 8~12 mmHg, MAP > 65 mmHg, UO > 0.5/ml/kg/
h, ScvO2 > 70%) ° FHERHAREHEIE R - EGDT f£—Fif 0-6 /NEFE R Z WK -
B 5 U LB s L BE 58 ] - W ZERE REEUR (LB SR U =R1E EGDT A i
B (46.5% : 30.5%, P < 0.01) ™ o GRE PLEERFFE AR S 5 B B TH A 54T -
{H ¢ EGDT #H - H 0-72 /)N BF B9 APACH 1I score ~ SAPS 11 ~ MODS g8 % [ 1K
(PEEF < 0.001) - %% » P AZERAFER S IR FE 3 BLAE A modified goal-
directed protocol (AREGHI ScvO,) i A A S BHEGII LLBIRE » - # 2012
£ KDIGO s MEBHR G s e Ui PR e s A G AT R LR R s -
BUMATEN ) e A& 28 (oxygenation parameters ) SRFHRG S B RIGHIH L BUE
61 < SR > 2014~2015 F-H23H = {2 86 22 b L KU BB S /IR 9L ™ R
EDGT 7EA7iE =R Eilf R E R —ik i (JELT3E -ARISE (90 X) 18.6% : 18.8%,
P = 0.9 ; ProCESS (60 K ) 21% : 18.9%, P = 0.83 ; ProMISe (90 X ) 29.5% :
29.2%, P =0.9) - {HF—HEAYE > ProCESS [UHTFeEkk T EGDT il — i HEFE 1 %
BEAN ot T protocol-based standard care (PSC) JEEE - BEZRAMIERE



% (alternative resuscitation strategy ) Ei—#RHEEEFHLL » 4 2 BHEE (37.6%:
38.1%, P=0.9) ~TMEEHRGHIFRFRERE (P=0.59) ~ Bz 2 B A% (6.9%:
4.8%, P=0.08) EREHSHZ (83% : 6.3%, P=026) WMEREEIEL [-AvEEs ™ - (4
i EGDT W5es s iansk 1)

=

=
=

2015 4 ARISE ~ ProCESS kz ProMISe FURF57 22 2 2 B A B ML M AR TE A0
BT o Ik 2001 £ 2015 4R 11 {ERERE S IGERES - Hor ki REUR EGDT A
B RGE - FESRTTR - B2 E SR ~ DEE o e R~ e K BT e R
EAEF - AN (R GIE S KIFRnIE RS2 B & 34T (prospective
patient level meta-analysis ) t128F38 RuAHER B B AOREARY EL i th Mg 2o

(EGDT 11% : usual care 10.6%, adjusted odds ratio 1.02) ' -

BE & UME R TGHE (Sepsis bundle) HY3HE A k3T 2 B IGERYHED (A1
lung protective strategy, rapid response team 58 ) » BRIMAERYR ATE T RZRE RN -
H UMM AR TE R RTHA R R ATEZ AR © (1) FER2 B i BUILRE R —/NRF I FE TR
fa T P43 - Vincent X. Liu % A H5 AR R AR SE 99 A FAEE —/NRF#G 142
FHIET- (absolute mortality ) & FFf 1.8% (95% CI, 0.8~3.0% ; P = 0.001)
7o (2) S E BRI T B T RR AR Rl L - W2 E RA R AR TR ik
B R 1 s R RS VR HERE A A B BE IR PR TRE (i ~ =R ) -
P R 5 AR i vk 15 8 > B 5| A ROSE (Resuscitation, Optimization,
Stabilization, Evacuation) FYff:& ' 550 B8 E: I H5 A 5 A5 83 V% )5 €. (Fluid
responsiveness ) ' » FEHIEHER S HER IS A G T A R LAAERE SR BRI
J& 65 mmHg - GARSEAN ] HIRER AR e di A E I8 BRI HRERNE - DU R %
IR HE R S B TR -

SE Xk
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M52 MABG SR EEAE R H AR Al

Q 3-3-1 B AMISNRIF T =284 AKI BBIERSF @ i o EsiteeR
EEE

A 3-3-1 38R0 AT b ol 22 o8 T H Ot IR IR (CVP) BB 2R A e MR DL 2
BIA LR ERS (A H i H IRIBEE 5 (PPV) /DR EE (SVV)
Y > o DL e G 5 B A PRI R Y% 5 (respiratory variation in inferior vena
cava diameter ) HRHAE BRI @RS BAE o (2C) fH% H FiEEIESE -
Do AR ol R ol 422 0 R DU BE G (PLR) sRES MO R (CO) fbig
i (SV) Bl ae 2 A5 O Rl ol BRI DU B 5k o (20)

TEER

B PR s W 6 R PPV Y SVV - AEA =M © (1) JEREA.O R
) R LHISMABIBITAR » (3) 5 R E B IP « IO SMRHE SR PRIk %
RSB PPV B SVV 1R BRI R T A -

Piccioni & 2017 =17 SR 4 14 SRR B BE BELAR & 20 AT 12 o B R AP SRS SR 1Y
FE M (heterogenecity ) 15 » #fE & 70 AT Yl SR & R E 38 Y R Iek - SO
I PPV Jz SVV K receiver operating characteristic (ROC) 4l #% N & f& (area
under the curve, AUC) #EREEA - BREH.LISNFrh it A Eag H PPV K& SVV
VRERAHS ORI TR - SOp i omii & (CO) LftiE (SV) AlEe
T EMGE - (HFREESMIGEE

A/ NSRRI FEEE B PPV (RNl 7] DU SREFAS BRI ™
A/ NS 26 D Bl DU (mini-fluid challenge) 150 ml ZEEEA L
BT AT RROIRDL ' HRDR AT R B S - BRI -
SN NI FE AR T I P R IR L JEE 7 P R £ A8 S ST T AR Lo 8 1
FRAIRBIOIRDE " - T HARTE OB SR Tl 2 BT - ZR A HAE R
fiE > HEFETAREATAER 2 HM s> (3-1-1-6) -



Q 3-3-2 RALEIMH R B S BEYM I URHABO LB IRERE K

—_
& P

A 3-3-2 AR WISEEEE » HY O AT B 0 ZEP 01 dexmedetomidine » 45
e DR ERE o (20)

EEER

Cochrane A 2013 31T —(E B4R M SO BIBEL AR & 4047 1 S0 AT 2
T $EYIE TR 7T DU ORE B A BOR - X TER LIk 72 i e 4378
7 9% H > 43 M7 dopamine/ diuretics/ CCBs (calcium channel blockers ) / ACEIs
(angiotensin- converting enzyme inhibitors ) / NAC ( N-acetylcysteine ) / ANP (atrial
natriuretic peptide ) / sodium bicarbonate/antioxidants k¢ EPO (erythropoietin) £
SEVINIFRRY - AR BB A VRS - TAER Tl Am B - BEFZEY ¥
o ME BRI R SE R A 2 R -

HA% - A1 2018 4F - Kim 55 A $F 3550 B il £2 90 Bt 1T H IR IR & 20 AT
(Bayesian network meta-analysis) "* > f# 1t 95 5 RCT » i % 28,833 {if Ji5 &
% %% I ANP ~ BNP ( B-type natriuretic peptide) - dexmedetomidine ( 7§ &4 %
Precedex ) ZFZEVIIRA Lol il 2% S 1k BHE G S 1 SAUF 43R (ANP Z g L
0.28, 95% S & 0.17~0.48 ; dexmedetomidine 2 JEBELL 1 0.38, 95% {2 HE i
0.16~0.89 ; Levosimendan & Ji\§&LL © 0.57, 95% {SHEWEER] 0.34~0.97) -

TE[FIAF > Liu S A ARR AL Ll i 2295 B B8 F dexmedetomidine £% 7S AKI
& BB P A7 1 SBR[ B LA 55 AT 1 o SCrP S B dexmedetomidine 7] #H
WA T AKI 35453 (68/788 vs 97/787 5 AL © 0.65, 95% {EHEIE R ¢
0.45~0.92;P = 0.02;1° = 0.0%) *{HARFEJRA IR (4/487 vs 11/483; B L -
0.43, 95% (EFEIEMAT © 0.14~128 ; P = 0.13; I* = 0.0%) -

=

=
=
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xR 2. 0BT REBER dexmedetomidine IFEEFHOFM R B BERER

Dex Control Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
or Subgroi Tot: Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% CI t ndom, 95%

Ammar 2014 0 25 0 25 Not estimable

Balkanay 12015 1 29 128 18% 0.96 [0.06, 16.21]

Balkanay Il 2015 103 128 16% 0.90[0.05,15.10]

Cho 2015 14 100 33 100 25.5% 0.33 (0.16, 0.67) —

Djaiani 2016 0o 9 2 92 1.4% 0.20 (0.01,4.18) *

Leino 2011 0 35 0 31 Not estimable

Li2017 37 142 44 143 47.2% 0.79 [0.47,1.33) —-

Liu 2016 5 44 3 44  58% 1.76[0.39, 7.83) i

Park 2014 2 87 175 21% 2.28 (0.20, 25.69) —

Shehabi 2008 4 149 6 146 76% 0.64 (0.18, 2.33) e

Soliman 2015 4 75 8 75 T7.4% 0.65 [0.18, 2.40) —

Total (95% CI) 788 787 100.0% 0.65 [0.45, 0.92] L 4

Total events 68 a7

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi®= 7.56, df= 8 (P = 0.48); I*= 0% 30 5 0=1 1:0 1001

Test for overall effect: Z=2.39 (P=0.02) Favours [Dex] Favours [Control]

Fig. 2 Dexmedetomidine (Dex) reduced the incidence of acute kidney injury
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Tl IR P T AH B s A0 A R B (5 A5 B S At - Horp g [E AJHE R
YR & TR R B B P B IR i B e IR & (Mliddle East respiratory syndrome
coronavirus * MERS-CoV ) ', B 55 2 M INE Ik SHE FE i BE T qR 5 & (severe acute
respiratory syndrome coronavirus * SARS-CoV ) "', F & 7 %% Fi (Y severe acute
respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 ( SARS-CoV-2) ' P 5E1E 2019 4EJEE » ]
PR TH SRR A A ¢ A o BT A b e v R i 3 3 5 R B 38 T A e IR R S |
RE BRI 2R > AR 2020 52 1 H 9 HES—B1 61 BRE MR it - L5k =
5 |2 HR I D 2R i /T B 2 B v 1 B IS AT IR R IR - Tt — 20 ]
FAH] ~ FRFEREEER - B 2020 4203 H 15 H » 2ERKIH 152,428 £ H& T
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disease 2019 » DU fifE COVID-19) fRfiterpIERE -

SARS-CoV-2 82 (F§ COVID-19) AJREEMERE LM% ~ fFE S MEPR =
WL R M RHASS / B EE o  o (TP BRI R IR I 0 191 [ R
HhHLETER > 133 pmol/L (1.5 mg/dL) #MEEMEREIEEE (187 ) Hz 8
i (4%) > A SA7FEL ~ 3 FifFs ' o i B RGeS A s R
HE 1AL (1%) - MRTEH BB EG LLBT s 50% - Mk 2552 B A
Bk BHE R 10 (5%) > HIECHEE 19% o ' o SH—EB LS COVID-19
HE RS RGN R R 29% » Hh 17% TR B RFEE - - mH
AR~ SR (Rl EESENTIREE R ) 25N - BhEEH &k E
SEBS AN MR COVID-19 BE B EHEFEEN - UiRLEEHERERRE - DEERER
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COVID-19 BEE 5 ) o ~ TS FeAsbts [ i B R R e i 28 i A8 A DR it
BEfEE . ~ TEATRER TG RE RN R COVID-19 JEALER EMIHE (2020 4
02 329 H) 4 DIREFKER « Ak e UE AR S s Ie M E RTR
SR o ORI B A I VR T TG PR R A S IR ~ B 0 (—)
WREAN B2 () i@y CREYER (=) IR RSN (1)
EATIRRE PRI R REE o J0alT R

(—) WEEANB 2R
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FRIERBRIEBIRE ?
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A > BIAIE DHREIE F R AR B SAS RO IRBIR T ATk EH <3% &
A B R (B DR B AR B A SR HIEE 40% < IR G181
BRI BT R T PRI AN T TEBL B LI REAR 2R A (40 ¢ eGFR < 60 ml/
min/1.73m’ ) {5t FH B P 5 T RE SRS 3 e TR 0 R FRIBI R R IR ) B 3 -

B FAHMEREGE > Sak R e R e T B AR AR
FiE M o B RINB B R E UE M SR T M R SRR R - R BB RE
JRR gl -V B T B 5 BRI VB U B 2 TR oSG T Mo B A
T [ A R O S B B SRR E R - S R ) - S
Eng J S ARG & 534t LEESAN [FIE 2 E 2 WA S2 R F RS B S G a ii  1 HG SRBR
R M ERZERA S B R - 53R R A] DU S B
B4 EpBE (RR :0.80 5 95% CI 1 0.65~0.99) ° -

TES BE R PRS2 (o S ATy 7o S PR B R TELD S TR o 2t = s M
TAEBRAHITES | (KDIGO) 3 fa b I i T S B TR i SR i e ol 7
SRR PR R K SRR SR 35 R AR A A i 7S ] LA AR DA T R
o BTGB SR & R R B AR AR TR AR
BAHE R LR AR R S e I e A PHRIRA B2 (A0 1 o)
*7 o Hiremath S % A SBE A Hp RIS 1 B BB A B F AR ST IRl 7o 2L
AR B P B A TER SR (OR 2 1.19 5 95% CI 2 0.46~3.10) - {HERJRAH
ATFFEARR » 3 HIE e Fehs KA B A T L - WRBR BRI IE -
AT AR T 2 P 2 20 R B 5 12K T P AR A 7 ) ] A S LI 5 2 T i 2t
B

AN

* 1. BfRBRIE S Z RINFIRERETES HN
IMEER T 8 B i A
EIEFRERE AT 12 /NEFEIAERIE 12 /NG - $2 6t 0.9% A B & B /KEK 1| mlkg/hr - 55— 77
AReREERT RV 1/NGEEER 6 /R - R4 R B /KSR S HE R 3 mlkg/hr -
R e E VR IRI I AR E » JES R RIRT 2/ D A2 (i 300~500 ml AYHR -
(871 M 2 T 11§ S 0 O

LT OB R A AT 12 /N ERBLE R IL /D 24 /NEE > BRROF T SRR & EI/K 1 mlkg/
hr (5338 < 35% SCSEBIARET Lol & 530058 — 4R DL g 0aveii A o Al o 55
SEAEFEAEK 0.5 ml/kg/hr) o

2 EFT O EE AT | /NG BUEERIR LS 0.84% IS EHAR (BEE kgx 0462 mEq)
FREAERI% > AFARER 7 0.84% BkliE E8NA R (HSHE kgx0.154 mEq/ hr) /D 6 /\EF -




AT 2 BE SR B R TG B R B 8 - Hr > N-acetyleysteine FHEH Y
HRPREER 5 28 [EAIRAE —BAER - 2011 FR3EB OB B S & /D REE
B DIME AT ARSI G55 [ 25K N-acetyleysteine IR TR #5248
Bz AR AR ™ A TG RE R T B8 1 o 2018 AR FRIAHT IS T B SRR 58
PRESERVE G th 38 5 g B\ b [ R AE T T LU S s Al Iy > AR 22 R - P51
{5 F N-acetylcysteine f; A~ & 8138 6 (K B2 FRE B0 SR B HHES (OR ¢ 1.06
95% CI : 0.87~1.28) " - £ PRESERVE FRER$H 228 Bt IRBINK A AT
TRBER ST RIS R * < SR1HT - FAA N-acetylcysteine RS 5 K REITEFI A -
SR THBTRCR nTRER IR {H UGS B B 2 BRAH AT E 5 | 458 Tk N-acetylcysteine
F 5 P I v JE RGP I I i VR TS B T B A 3 2 - AN
B N-acetylcysteine YA —2 > ]2 PRESERVE GERHTHL © 1Ml
ERREZMIAT ~ B—/MRF21RG T IR N-acetylcysteine 1200 mg > Z&EF 12 /]
FRBLAHE & - R APYR -

M ENT BGEIEN - 7] UG BRI B A o o ARSI BT S
THREAR A (IR LSBT RS 20k 3.5 mg/dl) 2321 & R s AT
B IME AT BES B R - RS IRBURTE IS s b A Bt BB 32 TEP %
IMVEGZEATEIR A TR R A B B A s e BHR G A S RIVE R (b HufE
2.80, 95% {EHEIEE] : 1.24~4.35; %3752 [ number needed to treat, NNT } :12.5)
o ELAE A3 RS TS 18 B B A S IR T SR A T RE ] DA R A
R A D (BB BTSRRI IIEE ~ MGE T SER I AL A —
B BHEILEERE H A M AR AR AR R R B - [AINF - SE R THR R E
fCE R - W BN A IS @ - A s B iR S BRAH AR TR S A=
J B R NI A Jf e S AR TR P T LT Y S M B L VR e S L B R Pl S0 1
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A 4-2-1 ffi ] warfarin B 2B E S P BHEG IV B4 o (1B S BRB I8 R AN 5HE
% 30 ml/min/1.73m’ {955 A » {5 1 397 284 IR ] NOACs A8 warfarin
B SR G Z R R o (2C)

TEER

TE—R R EIRE AR & AT o O B BB AL F warfarin & EIEMEOT
%% BH 71x warfarin related nephropathy (WRN) RYES {73 kB 31% > 4 WRN A
FIRT R R4 WRN 2 191 %' - 55 —iF9e 31 > 181 B lgs s A B
warfarin 3ER S B HEE RS - LGB R R AR =

PRI warfarin FT BB E BHE G SO 2 Ry B MENT9E - HAMH9E2E
AR B - S EEGZEIEE R 20 B ERIR 2 L2 B
A BEWL G R BE AT 7208 7 o S 75— 26 WRN B SCERESBRANSE — o (A1 & B
PERFFE R » o0 F BHE) AR B T Y I IR PUEE M A (new oral anticoagulants,
NOACs) - #4E &M BHE G 2 JBBE A 5 A warfarin®® o {H 75 1 BEH oIRGB
HIRFFEM % Ll ks e (rost hoc tests) » ELHZ warfarin Bd NOACs & pica B
B i o RIEEBIR[E NOACs FrfSBIAUfS RAIR—8 7 (£2) -

NOACs HHEH & B PR3 B O B BB ISR A5 5 A = /A 30 ml/min/1.73m’
B3R A JREE - NOACs 3 & o T B 4B 15 1Y TR B 7 B v Bk 8 =R A B HELEC R 30
ml/min/1.73 m® &7 18 14 B i s s ATk Z 25 88 - 2018 4F %% 3 A Journal of the
American Society of Nephrology B JER[EIEE » i F & B HEERAZERYIE
# Fy B AU anticoagulant-related nephropathy » [ {5 1| {5 F warfarin - 73 35 #2 5
NOACs ; [RARESZMH NOACs # - HIdHIR A SEpi e " & 1) -
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AR AR B e SR AR
RAF MBI F KM D -
AT B WY K

!

B W& 7 A Aanticoagulant-related

nephropathy (ARN)*%?

3

!

}

& ARIF B AT M R o F
HBEKEXE -PMEEE P %

!

{# B warfarin¥ 3£ 3% 3% R NOACs
o FANOACs 3k b # 40 B &

1. Anticoagulant-related nephropathy

2R 1.Warfarin related nephropathy ( WRN) 2 #BR83Z/Ef

fE&  Wigeskst AR HEER 1T WRN 5E e
method
Anetal’ |[E[3iMEHE | > 18 5% INR|E.  ff RRT ~ [MDRD |INR > 3 7&fy—(23.3
e >3 baseline GFR > |equation |#H [N creatinine | $26.8 {[ H
175 ml/min EFF > 50% =
& 0.3 mg/dL

Brodsky | [B] 8 ¥4t | INR > 3 JNFA 18 5% - 7K | CKD-EPI | INR > 3 #&Hy— | 5
etal’ e HH B fig % ~ INR | equation |#& [N creatinine

> 3 B AHHEH 0.3 mg/dL

il
Lim and |giHEME | £ — 55 & 18 | 28 RNFE{FEFE ~ | MDRD | Not available 4~6 8
Camp - | {UH%E SEChUEERE 1| INR < 2 ~ K HH | equation
bell’ REVEFEN  |IHA -~ URIEES

gy~ BT
Brodsky |[E[Jfi1EtH |CKD stage |7 H fif 0] fi# £ | not avail- |[INR > 3 fy Hf (2 /£
etal’ (32 2-4, INR > 3 | &t B 22 18 119 | able 4] creatinine k.

A 7t 0.3 mg/dL
Brodsky |Z{GE | MEEHEG | /EEESMEE |GFR in|BEUR &SHE | \SF
etal’ OF Ifi PR #E 77 | $5BKE % ml/min | WRN 5 #AIAE

R




R 2. BRREEEZ &R DM (post-hoc analysis) L8R warfarin B2 NOACs SR 4% %
BRBONER s

UZ S e IN it Hazard ratio £
RE-LY" 18,113 warfarin v.s dabigatran |0.81 (0.69 to 0.96) i
ROCKET" 12,612 | warfarin v.s rivaroxaban | Not reported but described

as “consistent” with RE-LY
ARISTOTLE" | 16,869 warfarin v.s apixaban Not different from 1.0
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A 4-3-1 a fiHE LB BREGERRL (electronic AKI alert system ) DL3EF]
RS 1 R R BB A AR R o

A 4-3-1 b BB EEY T 51 1Y 2Pk B R4 - $RIX SR 478 « Risk (JERBRFEAE) ~
Recognition (#z%) ~ Response ( JZJ#) ~ Renal support ( BFsfs L) and
Rehabilitation ({8fg) DAFFALEEY) 5180 Sk BHEE o

A 4-3-1 ¢ i BSR4 CDSS (computer decisive support system ) 1B
BASLER JT ©
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(—) B ER 24 (International Society of Nephrology, ISN) fA 2013 4
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BRZCHE B i PRl B gt

Q4-3-2 HHBESMEYIRARZERT ? (BENNEREY)
R | AHEYRB RBRISE 2 HE

bule) FA - SR E AL

B /INVE ER S a1 (tubuloglo-

merular feedback ) %35 Bk B 4%
BRIEER T FF

T It sz £ el ] RE T AR EE Y B R 1 2 AT
bR R E S
PR
Aminoglycosides L. BEYIAE AT i B /NE  (proximal tu- | R 45 SERH [% o] DA (R EEY) (£ 3T

Ui B/ INE SR Y B A

Beta-lactam agents

1.

BFRRALBEYE ARG S
ok, £ % ) 7| & 4 B (non-dose-
dependent) 7 #& &M (allergic)

EMEERE R % (acute interstitial

nephritis )

B &M E /NE 1 3E (acute

proximal tubular necrosis ) 22 Z& 4

i

1. 3¢ ¢ i £ Z AT A ¥ beta-
lactam J5 £ 8 B A5 N 7T 2
R B RE B RSB E

2. 3 5] & A piperazicllin/tazobac-
tam B3 vancomycin 2% & &

BRI

nephritis )

2. Trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole &

SFE/NE ST UL HLERET > (1A%
AR B & BEAREREIER B

ks

3. HZH# 4 sulfamethoxazole &7 &

BB

Rifamicins 1. &M BEE S 3% (acute interstitial | ## 5 (3 F LIS N G 34 K B
nephritis ) £ 34 RIEZIHAN
2. 75 KB 78 (# A rifamicin 2 JF A&
Az rifamicin- HUAGHE SHGERE /N
BN E R E 2 EBHE
Polymyxins 1 BRI B/ INVE R 4R B | PRGBS mI RE AT B 14
( Colistin, Polymyx- |  #p A B3 1% » 45 1R 11
inB) EAZE T - 5 2k B /NE B SR
(‘acute tubular necrosis )
Sulfonamides 1. &M EVEE X (acute interstitial | 1. 3¢ o (5 FH L AEEEY) 72 28 88 42 R

REIEZHA

2. $AHIE/NE S b AR ET (i
HERLERIT 157 > b e — A
16 1.25% fih5 » HAiZ &% g
HIRIE 2. I

3. /] cystatin C ZRGETE 4RERE
BRI EA G2 TG




E 171 T M 52 455 ke T RE W] PR AR B P 2 AT
Vancomycin 1. VS RRT Im E NVE Z BALBE ST | 1. BEHIEEY R
BB/ IVEHSE (acute tubular | 2. % 5 [ A H & B M EEY)
necrosis )
2. BBV INVEBIFEEE (tubular cast)
AR E/INVETESE (acute tubu-
lar necrosis )
3. 325308 O e S B A 1 4 o M T P
B & £ (acute interstitial nephri-
tis)
PUEHFZEY)
Amphotericin B 1. BLAH BRI P 7 R ] B A 42 - ARl . | TS RS Ry B amphotericin
PrAf st (B INEIETERENN - | B AT EEEY) o3 M1 2 B il A I
BRFERAR)  BEGERZRENK | (REEHEE
R T
PUWEZED)
Acyclovir, Valacyelo- | 1. {(XFRIBS RS - iE R EEY) 45 & L | 19 20Em0T - 45 T SEYIl Fo G IR
vir B/IVETHZE BLE R B & PR B A BRI D 45
2. SEY R EE - S SEYIRI B B | TPk
NIRAGIRRE Z) (45 Rk
3. 45 R —IATEEY ) B —BR%E (7]
B—ZEWMK) Bk
Atazanavir 1. & B 45 (nephrolithiasis ) B2 4% | 45 G4 i 7o AR B A 57 10
fir [ B i 8 (crystal nephropa- | fR &
thy )
Cidofovir 1. B & AHFE (dose-dependent) #TUi | 1. 75 £ / 15 M B b = 0 s A ¥ o1
B IVEHEN {EH
2. o EI e B H Y
Foscarnet L St B /N E R AL (acute tubular | 45T S0 i FEA ML ERF

necrosis ) ¢ &

L IR A B AR ER B/ NETE R4S i
LA RE g EME B ZE (vaso-

pressin) fEERERIMEH » 5[t
FREFIE (diabetes insipidus )

FRE

Ganciclovir, valgan-

ciclovir

SEV A B INE I RS iR

ST EEYIR R TR R LA R R
PRE

i I

&

g
¢
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T I sz £ el " RE N FEAREED) B T2 AT H)

Indinavir 1. B fESS > SIRAE (crystalluria) | 1. 4577 SEY)0G 46 70 BGR B 4 17 18
EAE/ NETHZE EIRE
2. fEAEAR Z S PRIE & 5 AR MR B R | 2. BT UEEY)
Tenofovir 1. TR INVE 2 R éppaats ik 52 > |{f F tenofovir alafenamide & Eb
QXFHHEFH Ptk tenofovir disoproxil fumarate &

2. 7] BE | 45 BRCE ] B KOE 18 B | ARSI
(Fanconi’s syndrome ) L Kz B
1 FR B JiE (nephrogenic diabetes

insipidus )

%

Sk

1. Downes KJ. Mechanisms of antimicrobial-induced nephrotoxicity in children. Journal of Antimicrobial Che-
motherapy 2019;75:1-13.
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BRZSTE S RS PR

Q 4-3-2-1 2B TN FEDHRE S EIFEF vancomycin U piperacillin-tazobactam
Rl Bt = BIRERE ?

A 4-3-2-1 FAMEEHFISE A vancomycin A piperacillin-tazobactam I /8% %2k
Yok B RGN A o (2C)

EIRTHY SR SRR B & o3 At < BB RUR © SO vacomycein DL
piperacillin-tazobactam &g fj1a 4 BHE SR JEEE 3.5 f% - (Ed vancomycin BLFT ;
vancomycin & ff cefepime Y, carbapenem ; piperacillin-tazobactam B8 i ff 5 | £ £
TEBHEE R R R L)

HorP ] REAYBEHIEINE - RIS TR A B SRR IR 1 (A« BfiE > B
PR - BIRCATEIRE - RN BE A B R 2y - ERIBR -5 ) » ]
REBLEEYI AR B R i S M B IV B E B S R M B R

AR IR 2 B2 K A vancomycin » X ZH & piperacillin-tazobactam B » 7]
L # g vancomycin §MEER{H F HE B MER(K 2 B AEEY) - 40 teicoplanin -

Vg

Sk

1. Van Hal SJ. Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Vancomycin-Induced Nephrotoxicity Associated with

il

Dosing Schedules That Maintain Troughs between 15 and 20 Milligrams per Liter. Antimicrobial Agents and
Chemotherapy 2012;57:734-44.

»

Barriere SL. Effect of vancomycin serum trough levels on outcomes in patients with nosocomial pneumonia
due to Staphylococcus aureus: a retrospective, post hoc, subgroup analysis of the Phase 3 ATTAIN studies.
BMC Infectious Diseases 2014;14:183.

3. Aljefri DM. Vancomycin Area Under the Curve and Acute Kidney Injury: A Meta-analysis. Clin Infect Dis
2019;69:1881-7.

4. Cavalcanti AB. Teicoplanin versus vancomycin for proven or suspected infection. Cochrane Database Syst

Rev 2010:CD007022-CD.
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Q 4-3-2-2 {§ 3 vancomycin b5 » B TUNFEHENEZRE KBS vancomy-
cin S| EBENHE?

A 4-3-2-2 a FfAREAEH vancomycin I > 5 REHIEEY) .2 MALIRIE o (BPS)

A 4-3-2-2 b FAM B AT B vancomycin Z MR ZEY I B IR E (trough level ) >
HH KRR 15 ng/mL I > JHERZMRBEZ2#4E o (10)

A 4-3-2-2 ¢ FRAME R = e B R A S B A & b > nf 5 E Al teicoplanin fi
2354 vancomycin 889 o (1C)

LEER

EIRTEE AR - 85I vancomycin 4 M1 HR R Hb b S s PR f5E FH A 008 LA
ddlines T

Vancomycin Z AR ( through level ) AR 15 ng/ml B - & B I 84
Y5 S BRGNS 7 o SEAE R SOREIE IR A AT - fEv]
DU vancomycin AUC (area under the concentration-time curve ) JHIEHYEE P
1 fRFF AUC (0~24h) or AUC (24~48h) /[NA 650 mg X hour/L AR 2B
SEBFHJEBE * - Teicoplanin LU vancomycin fi#5 A & B2 1 B¢ FH AP Mk
& E A% BB (methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus * MRSA ) JEHLES By
GIEINEEE o ARIMSEYIIRIIER - EREEMEEE - teicoplanin #REE - *

N

=)

. Van Hal SJ. Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of Vancomycin-Induced Nephrotoxicity Associated with

2l

—_

Dosing Schedules That Maintain Troughs between 15 and 20 Milligrams per Liter. Antimicrobial Agents and
Chemotherapy 2012;57:734-44.

N

. Barriere SL. Effect of vancomycin serum trough levels on outcomes in patients with nosocomial pneumonia
due to Staphylococcus aureus: a retrospective, post hoc, subgroup analysis of the Phase 3 ATTAIN studies.
BMC Infectious Diseases 2014;14:183.

3. Aljefri DM. Vancomycin Area Under the Curve and Acute Kidney Injury: A Meta-analysis. Clin Infect Dis
2019;69:1881-7.

4. Cavalcanti AB. Teicoplanin versus vancomycin for proven or suspected infection. Cochrane Database Syst
Rev 2010:CD007022-CD.



Q 4-3-2-3 [f—H&AZT\HY amphoreticin B I ABBIFEEMSIE <

A 4-3-2-3 w3 & fifi F g & 2 3£ i amphotericin B (lipid-based amphotericin B,
51401 lipid-emulsion or liposomal amphotericin B) F{U{#4E %Y amphotericin B L)
FEARZEYI B I o (2C)

LBERN

PR I 22 R SRR I B DB 5 43 7 1849290 24 amphotericin B
L e WS S 4 11 amphotericin B 365 MR A7 B 000 o 1 S e
amphotericin B 7E Bk HE LU RILEEIER (s » SELURIGHE ) £ g
RN 2 -

Bk 44 15T 4 JES 780 0 19 amphotericin B 547 (B kS e o EL%% BB 5 7T 48
00 7 2 S L B 7 2 O U1 B A 2 T S 0 B
amphotericin B {HEE#EA 2 BHEBH MBI A& LT - AT EEms
RN B 2 (R -

Sk

. Steimbach LM. Efficacy and safety of amphotericin B lipid-based formulations-A systematic review and meta-
analysis. Mycoses 2017;60:146-54.
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Mistro S. Does Lipid Emulsion Reduce Amphotericin B Nephrotoxicity? A Systematic Review and Meta-
analysis. Clinical Infectious Diseases 2012;54:1774-7.
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FREESE SR P S B b 2 R B 2

Q 4-3-3 JEFEEESIMZE A %L (nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs ,NSAIDs ) &
ZIZINMEBIEE (AKL) SEERE?

A 4-3-3 a f§iJi] NSAIDs 4% 3§75 AKIL J B i - 288 A B8 1k B o A I EL e i
AKT JURR > G P M il /N O el PR S A ) B . (2B)

A 4-3-3 b & NSAIDs &AL RAS HIEIAT A pRAT - ATREE M AKT 3§
AR > RO IR TG o (2C)

A 4-3-3 ¢ BUIREIEHR N T2 £ 71 NSAIDs B li#% AKI BUE TR IV
ERASWIRE > B PR T /O T 2k NSAIDs fii JHE A 24 /)& BT
i fi RS o (2C)

A 4-3-3 d JRNOE TG 1T 5 ] aspirin v Be (KAl 12 88 2 T M Rl AKT By A 3E
TS b > SR K100 i ol PR ~ R ~ PG AN W > o R 0 i )3 B A 17
fE b fi LB B il (2C)

A 4-3-3 e FRAFEDIET 5w B2 16 ] aspirin 36AS & BEE R NG 12 AKL B PEEAT
LR LR > T 00 300 T 0% 55 B A 5 3 A T4 148 Y aspirin (2 A S8 B HH 1fit
Jalkg o (2C)

rREr

Cyclooxygenase (Cox) HITBIEECHENAIRTYIBRSE (prostaglandin, PG) -
A Cox-1 B Cox-2 Wifdina MY - B g% Wkl B Cox-1 > AILIAHK PG DIAERF
AHHTIRE - BIANTRGEH I ~ BERIN M SGRETE DIRE © Cox-2 HIE EE /it
g~ BB HALR P S EAD o I EERRIEEY > Cox-2 ARG
PSS - PG ] ARG ey v Bl 1R - AR e BB AT L RR s A
JEIRF - PG B R T AHERF B BB - NSAIDs JHlI] Cox » 1K PG YL -
e A BRI IR A e S T fof (K T R 89> NSAIDs & i iie 5 [ B/ IViE
PHZE - 805 |3y S - BB EHRES - AKT 28 BBy Al REFE & ik ~ 18
PR ~ Cox-2 EEM B S OFRRIMASREE (A& HFHE AR /RAS HIHTH
BT ) AR



FE—EHA A BoEE 764,228 [ EBIFIEHRE A (VE4RHL 28.6 7.9 %)
HMETT [ P T AR S SREEUR - ] NSAIDs & & 85341 10~20% AKI 4=
JEBg: - HEER AR  AEEHE 10 B A EEEHTRY 17.6 (DR A4 AKL -
F—WroEEH 65 pE DAL i NSAIDs # 30 KA AKT #2EK Ty 0.82% - Jalfg
B AR FHFERY 1.4 6% (OR 1.41, 95% CI 1.20~1.65) 5 SE¥J4F 427 78l &)
2B 1 (%54 AKI (NNH 427, 95% CI 292~787) - FEZ B ThRE A » 5 F
NSAIDs FAAH S5 B AR BR 2 208t > SRIKIRE IR AR AR Ry - FE 32
BB DIREIE R % * - Zhang S A SF MBS MEISTEI TS 00T - K5
NI hRE R BE ] NSAIDs S&r BRZIENN 63-73% AKI #2L Elbe » EFE A
Jil NSAIDs RS B2 2 2 f% (OR 2.01, 95% CI 1.52~2.68) * - {5 Cox-2 33
PR - AKI B2 B B A A LB Ao » SRIKIE ~ RIRERIFSERfER T
SUE M ~ B NSAIDs =EREL AKLE & EE S - HEEME Cox-2 %S
AKI BB R L - R (R AR ARG R -

FHA5E ] NSAIDs #F#4: AKT f %2 RLEIEH » HrE AR NSAIDs 30 X
AKI ZEH2E 0.82% » EBFE LLAINS S RASB S T - B EHr s SO
ABEHT Zhang S NWIHEA T 0 BEURASFLEL Zhang S AARML - 48 AKIT R
{EFEZE R IEEGT AR A HEZE (B 1~3) - 559MNEFE Cox-2 EFMERYIES -
NSAIDs i AKI AHEAMEZ A REAE (8 4) - ARRSRE MG - EIT0 8 hirs
B> B AR Cox-2 HIHIAIAHRE AKIL BB s AR OE FHERY 1.7 65 > S8
REAR - S R\ B4 NSAIDs A o Lt bsf SO A e s il R fm s (18l
5) o JE/INLREEHBA R -

BATE— SO FSE LB NSAIDs B AKI AHBAME 52 BEEAT 50 o347 ¢
i R BRSAE B NSAIDs §f F AR 5 RAS 0PI - AKT 3 A= JaU g R R 5
NSAIDs ¥ 1.34 £ (OR 1.34, 95% CI 1.06-1.69) 5 H:AFIFRA « RAS ]I 7]
B NSAIDs =2 FlF » AKI #4: B &35 4E5 (OR 1.62, 95% CI 1.32-1.99,
I'=0%) ([#6) -FIRMERAS HIHIAITHIOEH NSAIDs IFHIASEEI AT 7252 -
AR FERIE P RE R HRARD » (R E S EE AR -

ey LALhFoeRi R - M — iR e R M B IR0 NSAIDs » #EHIHE
RN AKT B4 g o T AR A JE B o MG Cox-2 SRR -
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AKT 78 R\ B B AH (DL LB 34 - E FIPRA ~ RAS %L NSAIDs & Hf i
IKf > AKIT 24 i\ SR R PR OF I

FE 7 =l FH ) 5 [ P A I 75 AR I R 7R 2y 89 i AT 28 2 o gz » Bell 5 A
FI I BES B B B TRV & 0 M A SR B - B DDRE IR YR AR Tl IR
{5 I NSAIDs W RE &y 26 G ol £ (5 WLET B (SE$272 52 3.23 umol/L, 95% CI
—0.80~7.26 ; I’ = 63%) » RE N 2B L (RR 1.79, 95% CI 0.40~7.96 ; I’
= 59% ) EAEEEAE R A2 (RR 1.57, 95% CI 0.49~5.07 ; I = 26% )
RIEMGT LT T o BUBTEAR A Ol 55 o IR > SEA T OB T 00 iy 50 8 iy 3
NSAIDs #i# 24 /NRF A8 A = S WU e o ny BB - SR 26 Bl B
IERAIASEG T 2R T - RFRET B M - WA SO RS B R 2 E 3t
PIEIR A KIS 3 15 B DhREwR A B Ui F] NSAIDs $H iRl 24 AKI B¢,
ECENTRIFZEN A EARE - 5 EBEE AL NSAIDs {7/ WOGEE -

Aspirin € R A] 55 # ] Cox-1 3% 1 i AR I /NI Y B SR BV A L - A 82
2T CABG B B AT 2 ST 30 Z 2 E T3 - R Liu 5
ARG 53 s SRR > B I T 10 T 45 A BRLEC S 5 aspirin W 835 R
i % B 4= AKI (OR 0.67, 95% CI 0.50~0.89, I* : 71%) B2 FE[KIZET- (OR 0.64,
95% CI 0.53~0.77, I* 28%) JBUK » $THA 4% % 26 rp BB 2 B0 M S ¢4F (major
cardiovascular event, MACE ) BfEAREMG 7= BAVETEELSIR * RS BUBNEIZRM:
RF5E > ISR SCEE BRI AT aspirin 58 7 & ~ 50 BELARR RS S 0 SIGAR — AL HE > ok
ST [F] TR B i B SR A BT T g T © 0T SE 2 B s IR
e ARG aspirin B - WHEEHRAEITIEBU LS BEERE - M TR BT
WA BTG aspirin A&y B B INAT % AKT 254 BB (adjusted RR 1.03 ;
95% CI1 0.90~1.18) * = [EIfiiF A FH 545 aspirin $HHABIIREH ZELSHAT L UEZE -
R L1 P RS R B IR R Y 3 A SR A A5 2252 5 A aspirin AT LA EFAR
FRZERES (OR 0.74, 95% CI 0.59~0.94) » {Ht @i hiA HimAyEEs= (OR 1.18,
95% CI 1.05~1.33) = 353 Hridtaskd b Ol Tl [ i S T A e R A B B R T
FH aspirin » {HEHfA aspirin {5 RS2 A5 e g BT SRR ~ BB AT 2EmREf
R AIEPRFRT ~ v I/ 2 A b R ST T TR Al #0738 P L £ S BRI
FERRTHIM IR A SR A S IR ST r] DRI ESE LR - figRiisH aspirin BISIGA
BN R A AKT YRS -SRI A S A ST R TA AR R B 111 R g
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Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subgrou [Odds Ratio SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV. Random, 95% CI E
1.1.1 Cohort 5
Nash 2019 03436 0.0823 67%  1.41[1.20,1.66] e e
MNelson 2019 (1) 0.0953 0.0486 7.3% 1.10[1.00,1.21] - ?ﬁg
Melson 2019 (2) 01823 0.0398 7.4% 1.20[1.11,1.30] -

Subtotal (95% CI) 214%  1.21[1.08,1.36] ¢ fIF@

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.01; Chi*=6.90, df= 2 (P=0.03); F=71%
Test for averall effect: £=3.28 (P = 0.001)

1.1.2 Nested case control

Bouvy 2003 07885 0.363 2.2% 2.20[1.08, 4.48] -
Chouf1) 2016 1.0043 00919  65% 2.73[2.28,3.27] -
Dreischulte 2015 05068 0.0869 6.6% 1.66[1.40,1.97] -
Griffin 2000 0.4574 0.0841 6.7% 1.58[1.34,1.86] -
Huerta 2005 11725 03012 2.8% 3.2311.79,5.83] -
Lafrance 2009 05988 00433 7.3% 1.821.67,1.99] -
Lapi(1) 2013 0.0198 01176  6.0% 1.02[0.81,1.28] T
Lapi(2) 2013 -01165 01299 57% 0.89 [0.69,1.15] T
Lapi(3) 2013 027 00793 68% 1.31[1.12,1.53] -
Schnelder 2006 07178 01233 59% 2.05[1.61, 261] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 56.5% 1.65 [1.35, 2.01] *

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.08; Chi®= 91.27, df= 9 (P = 0.00001); F= 90%
Test for averall effect: Z=4.95 (P = 0.00001)

1.1.3 case control

Evans 1995 0.7885 01988  4.3% 2.20[1.49,3.25] -
Henry 1997 0.5878 0.3261 2.5% 1.80[0.95, 3.41] I
Leonard 2012 0.27 00239 75% 1.311.25,1.37] "
Murray 1990 0.0488 0.090 6.6% 1.05[0.88,1.25] T
Perez Qutthann 1996 1411 0513 13%  410[1.50,11.21]

Subtotal (95% CI) 22.2% 1.49 [1.16, 1.93] *

Heterogeneity: Tau®*=0.05; Chi*=18.70, df= 4 (P = 0.0009); F= 79%
Testfor overall effect: £= 3.07 (P = 0.002)

Total (95% CI) 100.0%  1.51[1.33,1.71] +
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.05; Chi#= 198.80, df= 17 (P < 0.00001); F= 91% =001 0’1 : 1=c| 100’
Testfor overall effect: 2= 6.54 (P = 0.00001) Favour NSAIDs (-) Favour NSAIDS (+)

Testfor subnrnun differences Chif=7 97 df=2 /P =NN" F=74 8%

NSAID NSAID p 0Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subarou; Events _ Total __ Events Total Weiqht M-H, Random, 95% Cl M-H, Random, 95% CI

Dreischulte(1) 2015 106 253 824 2235 168% 1.23[0.95,1.61] -

Evans 1995 20 68 56 464 58% 3.04 [1.68, 5.49] —_—

Griffin 2000(3) 46 1185 200 8980 13.4% 1.80[1.30, 2.50] -

Henry 1887 14 16 24 42 0.9% 5.25 [1.06, 26.07]

Lafrance 2009(2) 6653 55125 3661 40026 31.1% 1.36[1.31,1.42] "

Nash(1) 2018 202 9899 143 9899 19.9% 1.42[1.15,1.76] -

Schnelder 2006(1) 149 560 54 226 12.0% 1.13[0.79,1.62] T

Total (95% CI) 67095 61872 100.0% 1.46 [1.24,1.70] L

Total events 7190 4962

Heterageneity, Tau®= 0.02; Chi*= 14.25, df= & (P = 0.03); F= 58% ‘U o 0:1 3 150 100’

Testfor overall effect Z= 4.68 (P < 0.00001) Favour NSAIDS () Favour NSAIDS (+)

1. —f% () fEMEYwmEEE (T) ( NSAIDs Bl {d &4 & BHEE N AR S B S
EE™! 1 959% (S HEIEE
=¥ 1. OR #i= » AKI 184 Rk -
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Odds Ratio Odds Ratio

Study or Subarou Odds Ratio SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
Bouwy 2003(1) 09933 05068 32%  2.70([1.00,7.29]

Dreischulte 2015( 60-74) 03436 01408 17.2%  1.41[1.07,1.86] -
Dreischulte 2015(> = 75y/0) 09708 02884 79%  2.64[1.50,4.65] —_—
Griffin 2000 04574 00841 226%  1.58([1.34,1.86] *
Huerta 2005 11725 03012 74%  3.23[1.79,583] —
Nash 2019 03436 00823 228%  1.41[1.20,1.66] -
Schnelder 2006 07178 01233 189%  2.05[1.61, 2.61] -
Total (95% CI) 100.0%  1.77 [1.47,2.14] ¢

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.03; Chi*=16.68, df=6 (P = 0.01); F= 64% " T iy !

Test for overall effect: Z=5.96 (P < 0.00001) 0.1 Favoulj: NSAIDs (.)1 Eavour Ns;ll%s ) 1o

2. FAF N EF NSATDs BUA( A 2 A4 e VEE RG0SR S B SALL™ ' /1 95 % (S HEIER]

0Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subarou; Odds Ratiol SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% Cl

Griffin 2000 diclofenac 03853 05605 52%  1.47[0.49,4.41] —

Griffin 2000 piroxicam 06678 0.2351 164%  1.95[1.23,3.00] —_

Griffin 2000 salicylates (1) 01054 03207 11.7%  0.90 [0.48, 1.69] —r

Griffin 2000 sulindac 03365 03253 115%  1.40[0.74, 2.65] T

Huerta 2005 diclofenac 10919 0801  28% 298062 14.32] —

Huerta 2005 Melaxicam 20857 0.7156  3.4%  8.05[1.98 32.73] e —
Schnelder 2006 celecaxib 04318 01579 220%  1.54[1.13,2.10] -

Schnelder 2006 meloxicam 0239 06432  41%  1.27[0.36, 4.48] — T

Schnelder 2006 Rofecoxib 08372 01475 228%  2.31[1.73,3.08] -

Total (95% CI) 100.0%  1.74[1.32,2.29] L 4

Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.08; Chi*= 14.42, df= 8 (P = 0.07); F= 45% Iu P 051 3 1=n 1nu=

Test for overall effect Z= 3.95 (P < 0.0001) Favour NSAIDs () Favour NSAIDS (+)

3. EAF N F B M Cox-2 SUNARIAI B (o F 28 AR B MEBHRIB V4R S B BALL™ ' F1 95% (5
FHE
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0Odds Ratio 0Odds Ratio =B
Study or Subgrou Odds Ratio] SE_Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI =
1.5.1 Non COX-2 selectively =
Chou 2016 nonselective 1.3002 01114 3.7% 3.67[2.95,4.57] - 'l‘I
Griffin 2000 fenoprafen 0.5596 0.2606 2.7% 1.75[1.05, 2.92] - g'é
Griffin 2000 ihuprafen 0.4886 0.1437 3.5% 1.63[1.23, 2.16] -
Griffin 2000 indomethacin 0.8755 0.2606 2.7% 2.40[1.44,4.00] - "*@
Griffin 2000 ketoprofen 04383 0538 1.3% 1.55[0.54, 4.45] -1
Griffin 2000 naproxen 0.0296 0.2194 3.0% 1.03 [0.67, 1.58] T
Griffin 2000 Tolmetin -0.2614 0.5948 1.2% 0.77[0.24, 2.47] - 1
Huerta 2005 ibuprofen 0.9708 0.4902 1.5% 2.64 [1.01, 6.90]
Huerta 2005 naproxen 1.0919 0.801 0.7% 2.98[0.62,14.32] ]
Lafrance 2009 aspirin HD{1) 1.292 01993 3.1% 3.64 [2.46,5.39] -
Lafrance 2009 ibuprofen 0.8109 0.3987 1.9% 2.25[1.03, 4.92]
Lafrance 2009 indomethacin 0.6627 01112 3.7% 1.94[1.56, 2.41]
Lafrance 2009 ketorolac 07275 0.077 3.8% 2.071.78,2.41]
Lafrance 2009 naproxen 05423 0.0631 3.9% 1.72[1.52,1.95] e
Murray 1990 ibuprofen 0.0488 0.0901 3.8% 1.05[0.88,1.25] T
Schneider 2006 naproxen 0.8838 0.2373 2.9% 2.4211.52,3.85] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 43.4% 1.94 [1.56, 2.40] *
Heterogeneity, Tau?= 0.13; Chi*= 106.05, df= 15 (P < 0.00001); F= 86%
Testfor overall effect: Z=6.03 (P =< 0.00001)
1.5.2 COX-2 selectively <5 fold
Chou 2016 diclofenacipiroxicamisalate 1.3002 01114 37% 3.67[2.95 4.57] -
Griffin 2000 diclofenac 0.3853 0.5605 1.3% 1.47(0.49, 4.41] -1
Griffin 2000 piroxicam 0.6678 0.2351 2.9% 1.95[1.23, 3.09]
Griffin 2000 salicylates(2) -0.1054 0.3207 23% 0.90[0.48, 1.69] 1
Griffin 2000 sulindac 0.3365 0.3253 23% 1.40(0.74, 2.65] I
Huerta 2005 diclofenac 1.0918 0801 0.7% 2.98[0.62,14.32] -
Lafrance 2000 diclofenac 01044 01483 3.5% 1.11[0.83,1.48] T
Lafrance 2009 piroxicam 04253 01921 3.2% 1.53[1.05, 2.23] —
Lafrance 20049 salslate 04121 0.1088 3.7% 1.51[1.22,1.87] -
Lafrance 2009 sulindac 0.4762 0.1852 3.2% 1.61[1.12,2.31] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 26.7% 1.64 [1.18, 2.28] L 2
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.21; Chi*= 61.02, df= 8 (P < 0.00001); F= 85%
Testfor averall effect: Z=2.92 (P = 0.004)
1.5.3 COX-2 selectively >5 fold
Chou 2016 celecoxib 0.0677 0.2388 2.9% 1.07 [0.67,1.71] T
Chou 2016 EtodolaciMeloxicam -0.2357 0.2233 3.0% 0.79[0.51,1.22] -
Chou 2016 Etorcoxib -0.9416 04875 1.5% 0.39[0.15,1.01] |
Chou 2016 Rofecoxib 1.2 0.5066 1.4% 3.32[1.23, 8.96]
Huerta 2005 Meloxicam 2.0857 0.7156 0.9% 8.05[1.98,3273]
Lafrance 20049 celecoxib -0.0408 0.2149 3.0% 0.96 [0.63, 1.46] e
Lafrance 2009 etodolac 0.27 0.0985 3.7% 1.31[1.08,1.59] ~
Lafrance 2009 meloxicam 01222 0.3063 2.4% 1.13[0.62, 2.06] -
Lafrance 2009 rofecoxib -0.0513 0.2015 31% 0.95 [0.64, 1.41] .
Schnelder 2006 celecoxib 0.8372 0.1475 3.5% 2.311.73,3.08] -
Schnelder 2006 meloxicam 0.239 0.6432 1.0% 1.27 [0.36, 4.48] -1
Schnelder 2006 Rofecoxib 0.4318 01579 3.4% 1.54[1.13,2.10] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 29.9% 1.27 [0.98, 1.66] K>
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.13; Chi*= 42.46, df = 11 (P < 0.0001); F= 74%
Test for overall effect. Z=1.81 (P=0.07)
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.64 [1.41, 1.90] [
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.14; Chi*= 234.38, df= 37 (P < 0.00001); F= 84% b o1 } e o0
Testfor overall effect: Z=6.47 (P < 0.00001) : Favnl.ir NSAIDs (-) Favour NSIADS (+)

Terstfor subnrun differences Chi*= A 83 df= 2 (P =NNA PF= /A 7%

4. {6 P R Cox-2 HUIFRIPSIBEAR (o Pl e 4 S BB 4 S EBALE™ ' I 95% (STRIERT
5 1. OR #is » AKI 1y 4 E ek -
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5. FHE - IARREE I FURE AR
0Odds Ratio ‘0dds Ratio
Study or Subgrou [0dds Ratiol SE Weight IV. Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI
1.6.1 NSAID-Diuretic combination
Dreischulte 2015 {Diuretic) 0.4947 01723 15.0% 1.64 [1.17,2.30] -
Lapi 2013 (Diuretic) 0.0198 0.0991 19.0% 1.02[0.84,1.24] T
Subtotal (95% CI) 34.0%  1.27[0.80, 2.01] -
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.09; Chi*=5.71, df=1 (P=0.02); = 82%
Test for overall effect: Z=1.00 (P = 0.32)
1.6.2 NSAID-RASI combination
Dreischulte 2015 (RASI) 0.47 01554 15.9% 1.60[1.18,2.17] -
Lapi 2013 (RASI) -0.1165 01299 17.3% 0.89 [0.69, 1.15] -
Subtotal {95% CI) 33.3% 1.19 [0.67, 2.11] -
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.15; Chi*= 8.39, df=1 (P = 0.004), F= 88%
Test for overall effect: Z= 0.58 (P = 0.56)
1.6.3 NSAID-RASI-Diuretic combination
Dreischulte 2015 (RASIDiuretic) 0.4947 01385 16.9% 1.64[1.25,2.15] -
Lapi 2013 (RASI/Diuretic) 0.47 01554 159% 1.60[1.18,2.17] -
Subtotal (95% CI) 32.8%  1.62[1.32,1.99] L
Heterageneity: Tau®= 0.00; Chi*=0.01, df=1 (P=0.91); F= 0%
Test for overall effect: Z= 4.68 (P < 0.00001)
Total (95% CI) 100.0% 1.34 [1.06, 1.69] *
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.07; Chi*= 22,40, df= 5 (P = 0.0004); F= 78% o o : P o0
Test for overall effect: Z=2.43 (P =0.01) Favour NSAIDs (-) Favour NSIADS (+)

Testfor subnrnun differences Chit=1 71 df=2 /P =043 F=N%

6. RAS I ~ FIFREIHFF NSAIDs 8175 SV BHRG bR 4r & B EALE™ ' 1 95% (54
lEfH] -
5 1. OR s > AKI (Y884 g -

i)
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s A MRS FAERE SR AT T3 MR R B e

Q 4-4-0 S LEERTYPARRAND B BEIBIS (drug-associated acute kidney injury -
DA-AKI) %BA0TEU 7

Q 4-4-1 {Eb R0 I EHE ?

A 4-4-1 a ZEYIMHBIN 2 PE R BB (DA-AKL) 7ERFBEMBR AT 7 RNER ' o
H i1 5 135 S S R BB > (BB R AR DDA M IR D] o (BPS)

A 4-4-1 b —H DA-AKI B » 5 8 S ARERS 1 882 Ji B Bl 47 bE > IR AKEE DA
F RS P BEY) o SR RO Y B S > B v R R DA A5 > H
BHF R R A B R H RS o (BPS)

A 4-4-1 ¢ DA-AKI F8 35 35 & Mt o B fe ol & OF 65 F B # 1R 25 o AR R LA
A EEEY) » MEIRESSEY) 2 B AR VLR o S il vo) i 2 o [ Wi I ) 2% ol o 1
2° o (BPS)

A 4-4-1 d B H BN DURET (Scr) RepRis » SGA L RO ST A3 2 L
FATRT B A1 TSR 3 ° o

A 4-4-1-e JERE G I PR BRIR B3 0 OF (7 fEBRIN 28 (MIRIMER » il » #f) - Sif
% b D SR W A R EE M M EE * o (BPS)

A 4-4-1 f 4 DA-AKI IR 25 Y HITR RIS L » FIUE 452 85 1% % i A A G 0 4%
PryspE 2o (BPS)

A 4-4-2-1 g FiHE ] DA-AKI {5 YA PRSI (200 e /0N B 9 B s Pk 0 R P
B ) o FREF B GE BEE A B B iR SRR 2 o (BPS)

A 4-4-1 h BRI HE (RRT) 2% U A i 2 ol e 053 55 ) 228 A ik
ARSI D * o BAAEBIET IV S LA I S RO R > AR SR A1
HiilR > JERKE) RRT™ o (BPS)

A 4-4-1 i {51k RRT [958 185 35 % ROZE TG Sor {1 > IR > fEROIRIERIE h
HEE{L o FEB DN REREIMRR T » B T 5 BB TR R IR BE MR 4t > 3
BE Al AR I PR R DL AL I CE B OB * o (BPS)
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Q 4-4-2 BIRIFITEHE ?

A 4-4-2 a BB > DB FE 2% "o (BPS)

A 4-4-2 b BRSSO EALRE > WHE B % 8 A A R H
SEVIIBURIE® o (BPS)

Q 4-4-3 90 KRNI EHE ?

A 4-4-3 a KDIG O 55 MRS (AKD) SPERRGIE S A 4E 7 R i
AL R DI REZE R TR > TR LR pis% (CKD) &2y Al 90 R
(1 M A T R S o W SR BY > AKIRI CKD A2 ML S > it

AREA AT PRI BR > FRATR S I AKT R T REAE JE R CKD s R4
ity CKD AL Z @k " o (BPS)

A 443 b K5 DA-AKT I35 A2 BT SRS U AEDTACCE © (L > RIERFR
55 LB L 5 (FEAEPERFIRISHEDN 90 X ) 9T BEAEIAIRIZ o (BPS)

A 443 ¢ HIRTESRRE IS I ORI A5 S O0RE - LIS R i
KB Z AR o (BPS)

A 4-4-3 d G RGP T B 28 KRN EE 2 R BE Y AN KL I A i il 5 S R »
Bk G 1 A s 0 T RS R RS T 3 6 P 2315 DA-AKIL 2889 2 o (BPS)
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TR KRR R
Q 4-5-0 AR BIRG®R - UITEMRIC e EB N5 ?
Q 4-5-1 {OiFEFHTFIUB A ACEI ( angiotensin- converting enzyme inhibitors - [

BNiERE(LEERINEIE ) B2 ARB (angiotensin receptor blockers » [MEU
fER2ASPEETE ) <

A 4-5-1 a TSP B v S i TR 42 i ] ACEL Bk ARB JERZAE AKUR HHTEE I -
FRIEAHI A SRE B AN ET KT S mmol/L o (2D)

A4-5-1 b Ifin oL 35 5 R ofo 41 5 2 R £ R B 4 66 ] ACEVARB 1% 1-2 3
el o (2D)

rEaEr
H A2 A T RCT SRR EAMAE AKI Bl n] DUEHTBH 4G ACEVARB > 1
A THRRAR B VR R R TRy ] DU BRAS -

a] DL B /Y C Bk & 2019 4E /9 NICE guideline : Acute kidney injury :
prevention, detection and managementl o {8 B 52 5 18 M B e ok FR RIS &
1EfE M ACEI B ARB - JERZAE AKI R EFBALGH A - BRIFEHYEE SAEE AN
PRATY > 5 mmol/L B2 HEIM A iy ke -

I A A LRI I BE AT #H BE R A2 B #T B AG 6 F ACEVARB £ 1~2 5HIBHE

= -



Q4-52 EFMHOEEF MRS RXEE ACEVARB gUER LRI =4
BEENRE?

A 4-5-2 1F F il 552 O 2555 Tl 1l o AS 75 B 2 T Uk 21 B 4R 0 T B i T AEE
ACEVARB [Jf#if] o (2D)

EER
CAPTAIN trial FE#%2 IR 208 (7185 B By 52 al & > — AR/ L3EE TlrAT
24 /N5 ACEVARB » —HHRIEHERERE A - A5 R BB & 18.4% 3%
4: AKT > MRS HE R 10.9% B4 SRS - WRAEERIHEH 2 LESR
(‘hazard ratio 0.59 » 95% CI10.30~1.19,P = 16) * -

16— R A M R RHER A &5 23 M vh -+ $RET FiT AT 8 ] ACEVARB RE R IR
AKT Ao - #EILARA 24 FRTSE - HrP RS | REER 2 IRERKEAEE (RCT)
123 B AIFSE - fEd 102,675 £ - FEE 2SI pooled relative risk (RR) of
AKI B 1.05 (95% CI: 0.92~1.20) - {HF43%7 158 RCT 1 11 56 A A EES
VLHC (propensity score analysis ) HYTHAMFE - AIRTEF pooled RR of T EE
Bk 0.92 (95% CI : 0.85~0.99) ** -
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Q 4-5-3 TERIBIBIS%EMA ACEVARB 258257

A 4-5-3 f£ AKL 2 {fi ] ACEVARB RERE{RIE T YR o (2D)

EEER

T EEAR B AT R AR A TH AGEHENT ST - H R —fRE Alberta Kidney Disease
Network > Bt 46,253 i fEERE &84 AKI B - ERIEMHREERERE 1% -
1E HBE £ H i ] ACEVARB Ry 35 A8 LU 12 A (o Y - 35 RE R AR HY B 28 W 4
HY 9L 1C 3 (adjusted hazard ratio » 0.85 5 95% CI, 0.81~0.89 ) - #Xifi fs A ACEl/
ARB MY E A =R B R K ERErY EBs (adjusted hazard ratio » 1.28 3 95% CI,
1.12~146) ° - (5&1)**

59— Ry WO B S MERIF SR > 20 A 1,551 24 21 {8 9 s H e 19 i
#F > ] ACEVARB REA IR IE USR5 R 2B 5 1] ACEVARB Ry » 1EFSIHR
propensity score matched ¥f/8732 4515 F§ ACEI/ARB % - f#i f§ ACEI/ARB REfF{K—
HEAIGET"R (adjusted hazard ratio » 0.48 ; 95% CI, 0.27~0.85,p < 0.001) -’

= | ERMEBIRBRIEM ACEVARB 2&8&

Authors Nations Year Journal Design Populations Size  Exposure = Outcomes Relative Risk
Hsu CY |[USA  |2020 [CJASN Cohort |Hospitalized [10,242 |ACEI/ARB |Recurrent|{HR : 0.71, CI 0.45-
AKI hospitalized|1.12
AKI

AKIKI |France (2019 |Critical Cohort |ICU, AKI 348 ACEI/ARB |Mortality |HR : 1.71, CI 0.71-

Care (KDIGO 3) 3.90

(letter)

Brar S |Canada |2018 |JAMA In-|Cohort |Hospitalized |46,253 |ACEI/ARB |Mortality : [Mortality :

tern Med AKI Hospitaliza-|HR : 0.85, CI1 0.81-

tion of renal {0.89
cause Hospitalization for
renal cause :

HR : 1.28,CI 1.12-

1.46
Gayat E |France (2018 [Intensive |Cohort |ICU, AKI 1,551 |ACEI/ARB [l-year mor-|HR : 0.48, CI1 0.27-
Care Med tality 0.85
Chou Taiwan |2017 |Scientific |Cohort |[Cardiac 587 ACEI/ARB |CKD HR : 0.46, CI 0.30-
YH Report surgery 0.70
associated
AKI
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Q 5-1-1 HEERTETBRENRLE - BfIEEEEBIBRBENTE
(CRRT) EEEMEBE RS NE L (IHD/EDD/SLED) ?

Rk

A 5-1-1 a BFEE S PEREAT BH A 0G50 5 B ] vk 1 IR £k st A
PER I Ok i 228 - (1C)

A 5-1-1 b B HTRE S PIE T B 2155 2 B D e KR s R BDE AT b T & > 28
T A 1 A A O A A (O i i 22 3 o (1)

A 5-1-1 ¢ fEIME B ST EAN AR » ST A RO B S PR IE AT 184 - )8
SRR LA R R R OB o A LR ) ) B A SR > W DA RS R [k 1k
BB AOEEL o (1C)

A 5-1-1 d B EEN N\ SR 2 S ORI IR ~ FSRE R A B b - Bl e 1k M 4
153993 R0 L A 5 AT 250 S50 MR 1 DR P v e 32 A 0 o ) e s AR - St i
FRARTE R B OB o (1D)
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rEER

SRERE S MEE AT BB WERIRTRRIN S - 2 A T B e (R iR B K
MEEERA I FAETE - R 1 FIHE 2000 4 DURERET b —F 1) 8 FhE
PEEIERES © - SEEAI AR A S IE e R ERINE 2l KAURE
gt > INLEE IR T n] RESZ RIRRM - ELAEA A B B H RS Tl AR B m] 17 B
i FTREtH A FEAHE] © 38 Le bt B IR AR A 0 HAS SR DUB R 2l 2017 46 3
R RE B RV R R IR ™ » i SRR T ] — T B (B AAE FE
BT R BRI LB B2 - 2007 SEE R B HER SR EH (Cochrane
Database ) #EZAVAMMESRRIENRE - A 15 [EEEBA GBI I - RS
aF 1550 A > SRmAEHE T - ISR EIE R (EFSECR - (EHRE
B ] -
= 1. BERERARHR | EEEBRENLLRENEBRBRE

A T v

B ARE Py
P (FETH) A (GETH)

& B (O

N | FA

John ' 2001 |EEHur, |30 Mm7Eh 75 |14/20 (70.0%)  |7/10 (70.0%) NS
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ELAIN’

IDEAL ICU’

STARRT AKI

Wz tR i

AKI (KDIGO stage
3) OF B g e
(85%) B F R Hl
(85%) HIEH

231 A

(1) AKI (KDIGO
stage 2) (2)
NGAL > 150 ng/ml
(3) &% &= Mo
TR, Koy

488 A\

AKI (RIFLE-F)

B EL 3 B 1 R B
(100% F9 A\ H FF
R )

H % 2866 A

AKI (KDIGO stage
2)

HRERIR(T:

JEf BB S T DR O
18 (Fi02 > 50%)

FARN

HitiZKfie

FHIENTED
BT R

##E A AKI (KDIGO
stage 3) & HY 6 /)N
HEA

# A AKI (KDIGO
stage 2) & HY 8 /)
B

## A AKI (KDIGO
stage 3) 1&HY 12 7]\
HF A

W% S 4HIR Y 12 /)N
RFA

B S 2 A7 4L B
HFTHRFFETRG

BUN > 112 mg/dL,
K > 6 mmol/L, pH
< 7.15, fgg =& /i K
Fil L PR > 72 /NEE

AKI (KDIGO stage
3) Ik SUN > 100
mg/dL, K > 6 mmol/
L &ERK, K
JR& < 200 ml

WrZEHIES 48 /NEFER
FEE DIRERI{E B K
> 6.5 mmol/L, pH
< 7.15 BffizKHE

K > 6 mmol/L, Ph
< 7.2,HCO3 = 12
mmol/L, PaO2/
FiO2 = 200, AKI 5
LB 72 /)N

B2 By e
Bl C FHA4H vs
HHA4H )

98% vs 51%

100% vs 91%

97% vs 62%

BB BT
EEE B (i
&)

49%

9%

38%

BT

IHD * 55% >
CRRT : 45%

CVVHDF : 100%

IHD :© 45%
CRRT : 55%

60 K 3t T
(L HA4H vs i
HA4H)

48.5% vs 49.7%
(P=0.79)

38.4% vs 50.4%
(P=0.07)

e
i
PO

9 K 3t T X
(L HA4H vs i
HA4H)

08

39.3% vs 54.7%
(P=0.03)

58% vs
(P=0.38)

54 %

Tz B 7 s
KRE (R4
vs BefAZE )

FIAHER 13 K

19 K vs 22 K (i
BEGEER)

FA4EAR 12 R

I 10 23 {5 R Y
B (R A4
vs BEfAZH )

7K vs 6K (R
EGETEE)

125 7N B% vs 181 /N
i% (P=0.002)

2K vs3 K (4
EHETER)

EER MR AR

%HEL ¢ AKI ¢ acute kidney injury ; AKIKI : Artificial Kidney Initiation in Kidney Injury ; CRRT :

continuous renal replacement therapy ; CVVHDF : continuous venovenous hemodiafiltration ;




ELAIN : Early vs Late Initiation of Renal Replacement Therapy in Critically 1l Patients With Acute
Kidney Injury ; IHD : intermittent hemodialysis ; K : potassium ; KDIGO : Kidney Disease
Improving Global Outcomes ; STARRT AKI STandard versus Accelerated initiation of Renal Re-
placement Therapy in Acute Kidney Injury : Study Protocol for a Multi-National, Multi-Center, Ran-
domized Controlled Trial ; NGAL : neutrophil gelatinase-associated lipocalin ; SUN : serum urea

nitrogen.
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R GARBEMNES / BEEL GRF T b B ek
Q 5-1-3 Mi&FE (blood purification ) ;BB S O LA Z B M ATE ?

A 5-1-3 a v EE 5 A R I ML PR B s A W S R LI P R R AR (poly-
myxin B) #{T MM FER (hemoperfusion) o (2C)

A 5-1-3 b Bt PR 595 A 7T 5 R (55 B AT PR 37 38 WS PR e A0 2800 28 455 TR 80 F 0
DEAEITIEFLIRR - (2C)

A 5-1-3 ¢ il 5% 53 Ffe i 205 D0 OB SO L 354 i 98 9 T P A T 9 o T 8 SO P8 R 5
AN o RACTHT SR B PR As > 1 EAS R AL > 035 Bl A [ 9 0 B
MBS HEIR R o

TE G DFFTII ISR B T A M SRR & o i - M3 Bih &
& i B R LI PR PR S s A RSB F I S R IR P 7 (Polymyxin B) ETIMRHE
TiAREEREIE R - B 1 ] RS eI A e 2 — 80 HBER
FEIAEF Polymyxin B (PMX-HP ) A rf 8 88 B S L UM P AR Tafig AL > AF BRI
FoW15H -



Study RR(95%Cl)  Weight
High risk ;

Tani(1998) —=—- 0.72 (047, 1.11) 6.15
Nakamura(2000) —_— 0.48 (0.21, 1.08) 2.48
Nemoto(2001) —— 0.67 (0.52, 0.85) 10.08
Suzuki(2002) e e 0.33 (0.16,0.69) 3.01
Srinivasan(2015) - 0.70 (0.43, 1.11) 5.59

Subtotal (I-squared =7.2%, p = 0.365) 0.64 (0.52, 0.78) 27.31

interrnediate risk
Nakamura(2005) e 0.49 (0.19, 1.27) 1.92
Cruz(2009) s 0.61(0.34, 1.09) 4.14
=

Javeri(2011) — 0.75 (0.34, 1.67) 2.60

Maynar(2013) 0.50 (0.13, 1.87) 1.08
Nakamura(2015) 0.76 (0.62, 0.93) 11.21
Saito(2015) 1.04 (0.77, 1.39) 8.86
Iwagami(2016) 0.86 (0.78, 0.95) 13.40
Dellinger(2018) 1.09 (0.85, 1.40) 10.05
Subtotal (I-squared = 29.4%, p = 0,193) 0.87 (0.76, 0.98) 53.25
Low risk

Vincent(2005) 1.06 (0.37,3.02) 1.64
Sawa(2013) 2.80(1.15, 6.80) 2.19
Iwagami(2014) 1.05 (0.82, 1.36) 9.84
Takahashi(2014) < - 0.22(0.01, 4.02) 0.24
Payen(2015) 1.42(0.89,2.29) 5.54

Subtotal (I-squared = 36.9%, p = 0.175) 1.28 (0.89, 1.84) 19.45

Overall (l-squared = 56.2%, p = 0.002)
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis!
T T T T T

A 5 1 2 5 10
Favour PMX-HP Favour Conventional

1" (£ Polymyxin B (PMX-HP ) 1A [&]Hiuifn P (R 5T e P S HEPSE Lo & M 53 AT =

ZAa/ N VETTeRR O R A S S8 / IS PREGHI IR E e / THRRK
SR O T I RGFH L AT IR PR AR T AL TR A I RESR IR ~ Al
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PE TR RS o (ARSI AT B A o IR S MR PR At (5 P S 2
TR O ERET TR R AIGHROS & AT R R P A se i ARZELER -

1L A% 5 P P 0 R O ML ¥Ry L T PR B m P A [ 9 Lo T R B UL P AR i
A RIS OHEREIRS - BEE H AT AR BE S H s B AR St AR 2 AT
Peteds - RAHE ZEEH A R O PR RS - $HEARRIRIR - BHRE S
HEIAHE -

0.84 (0.73,0.97) 100.00
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SRR REENTEE FBRE 2 B 13 R -

HRIE S M BHEG R EENT B E 2 @A I AR EE T 5T - IR
BT - IREEE R (ERAEE AR ] DLy R B AR AL FE AR (& IR
BERT - WO/ NRFLEERT ERIS =R - RPN IRRETIEBRR - BIREALETHE RRERIBIER » 24
/NP RRERBIER - IRIGIRE - FHIRFEHHR) - BlAYHEEE (Cystatin C,
Cystatin C-based eGFR, pro-BNP, NGAL, IL-18, IL-6 » [ #Z Osteopontin) - 4=

i (PRED 77 RIS -



Katulka 25 7F 2020 4F %% 75 Critical care 1% 3 M S8k [0 JgH 6 22 23 {1 BF
g BBIAE 16 EAIE T {5 LSBT AN R B2 R S FE A - 9 1
WFoeHe S haIE - BEG % - RTPRE AR FEI D I B B s (O B n U
By 66.2% (95% SB[ > 53.6~76.9%) , Hi F M By 73.6% (95% {2 #E & [ »
67.5~79.0%) - {H2 RN FEIFFEHEE R SR BERE S - fEFERES
PR ERE - TR — SIS - E SRS EFIR I S ™ v 2kl B)
P DIRERIIRIE BT -

teA B BN AR O R B EIA R BRI A nEE iy - B
B ERTR A R R BT EHR SR ~ W AT KR - RIE I E AR IR T3 3
% R 1 B R ARG > SR AE R B (A R R r B 9es A B 7 B 5% R O R
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MR SRR MEHER AT

Q 5-3-0 BB BA I EREEIMEERH (ECMO » ECCO2R) #EE& R ?

A 5-3-0 a FEGRFFIAHOHIE — B0 75 - CRRT AW ALEH] ECMO SR iR& I
it Hfirfr o (BPS)

A 5-3-0 b AL EE L RE MR S AT 50 B AN A > i % B RHIE [ G SRR A B 1y
S > AR RRHE A ~ SERLAN ~ HEERHERIAT ECMO MR o (BPS)

BTk
BB AIMNHEE 2% (extracorporeal life suppor » ECLS ) B & EEE E IR
NP7 Sz F ) — TR ST - 6 ECMO Rl Rt 15 7 BB AR -
BE O ARSI BRSO H IR EUEAL - CH ST B R
(RRT) HYIEHLT o BB ECMO &2 BHEE IR ARy 70.3~84.4% » H
HRH 60% MR B TR BB MR (RIAHE 1 o RS S A R BB G SR R B
BERBGHE o BRI B R — BN R H S T A 76 TEH R
¥ FTHFH RRT (B EHREEE R EIFELTER - ECMO fjf ] RRT i35 LAY @
SEMR P R ARG AT ~ A ERSRRCHEEREL - SRR R & - B
RITIG AEHE W)Y FE R LR A0MAT K ECMO F1 CRRT £l &6 F LIB R OF 8 ny ik
BHES T - SR H 2SI ECMO i1 CRRT [ERFE R Y /532 - A8 & FlsE
252U e R T RESS A YT -

PRGBS

7£ ECMO ] CRRT j2—H % i H A B - E oAk
TR EAFAEIRAE R - EA T IR R R EE AR R RR B - 22 R R
FIEA LAY JEE DUS BB IE A A B IS RV B E R E 2 - R EEERTIEEE CRRT
H#%2 RS - (HEREAR ECMO K%#t - CRRT Bl ECMO f5&1# A > #i

GE 22 TSR (heparin) -



ECMO &[] CRRT 245 =i /=

(—) BERUEIAIME AL (double-lumen catheter » DLC ) EH#$2 CRRT #2s
ISR TE S BT ARSI S 2R PRI - CRRT "] LUH#
i DLC J17j/* ECMO EFSHETTEEE - 1€ ECMO P& [H 78 i\ iy 74 i
KE - ErREER LB -
(-
1. R T2 58, ECMO 4IRS J1E -
2. R M CRRT Hanet] - Wi HET BB -
TR -
1. ECMO Hifi# 2 s Ml | PistaF I B - B DLC RFFR MLy JE b
EHEETES
2. ECMO E35EiE R - T E R DLC Ky r]RE &g 22 e 260 s -
K1y ECMO pump Fif 28 4= 1 5 BB P RE & £ B HCEAE Tl Hh s 42 Sk
AEHIRRAE o AF S8 O A e VB FDIRETIRE . (385 guidewire B vessel
dilator [Kf ) ERFREE ECMO BEHA BRI 22 Rt 283 4
() TERREUN © RS IR A 4F B 268 # 2] ECMO g (In-Line He-
mofilter into ECMO )

%
o}
9%&
K
b7

SEH A8 4 B 55 IR I %% 78 3% ( Continuous Arterio Venous Hemofiltration »
CAVH) : 1f ECMO A& 78 SRt I BR W 1 73882 CAVH 51K - £
(A) Ui » A ECMO ZERIRAVIBR T 72 - @R M E) - IR
IM VRIS - KA 2 ECMO 38 B8 2 HiTHY 2 R\ $2 CAVH B J% - B
(V) ¥ = #IFEHE AT ECMO S &R TimiE A ECMO HE% R - %5
FE K Sl FE M AR m] IR A AA & 2 PO LR RE B - S 17 ALK
A e IMBE A B FHZE RS AR R - (HEIR TSGRy B R - 55
B T 2 A — e RIR Y -
CAVH MIIM I TE 2k 5E ECMO [l / i s f e AR 19 RR ) 2275 8
ECMO Ry / Ji SR Pl S AR YRR J1 72 J0K » 7578l CAVH RYGUE R
K 737 ECMO Byt & HAK - PEaPEf] CAVH FUEm JTiETREA RS
B - HIXATERRSNERSENTHEERE) - Tt )7 =07 26 AN
WWEH © e EEERM 5 (An effluent volume of 25 mL/kg/h) -
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R LA RH SR ERIE (G BiaR R T LR R E B s 999 mL/hr 5 40

NTLUNMEFR R —G) - SHEWRER » @@ i e &y

BEerE iRz (TIREAHA 800 mL/ 24 /NKE) * o (Kl » 45 H B YRS NG

R S E R A LR IR R Y -

B

LSRR B > A2 ] HARHE -

2. 5EEEFE A (prime) Z5FEEL CVVH 825/ i FIAE #8 EERY 4 5
HHHFAE PSS -

TR EE -

1. R 5EERE ( Trans-Membrane Pressure » TMP ) E&§%E o

2. TS MBI

3. 23 ECMO I -

4. CAVH i) -

S

(=) %S ECMO F1 CRRT #2%
18 e H AT R K H L % - ECMO A DU£E fit CRRT #4578
MR ERIMYT > FeAl 2 e A CVVH » 8 5F IR 11 9% 325 A 8 18
(CVVHDF) HUHEFIRIMNEENT (CVVHD) BENL N » @M 5k

B BGH - (BB ESIEEE (TMP) Y38 & T 352 FIURS RfE HO i S 1

fhr & AT DURE R CRRT R A IMLTGE o RS WO fE A 2 s

AJREE B T H RS AR B B TR - 15 2e R il ] B

CRRT iE % AT/ Hi1Bd ECMO S#E R 7E o CRRT Bids AIEHY R )

AR o ERIESS ECMO fi1 CRRT #2315 Wofidl 5 SRS, -

1. #EER4E 30 (No hypoxia shunt) -

2. 3%5E CRRT HYSERRJRR B A HL PR HEI A - 54tk CRRT Hi#%
BEEAT A G 2500 - ECMO A&7 AT DAE Fyit 8 25 » /i1l CRRT 5Ep%
HRZ2 R BUM B HEE] ECMO [T A S8 -

fEE

1. ZHFRS MR IR E A -

2. A$Ef CRRT Fe3 R ERYIMLI -

3. LATREHERY = -
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L.CRRT #&3 A T/ Hi I BR B e 5 i il

TEFFZ 0 » K CRRT #8s A58 E] ECMO EER 2RE Ry -
B XERANARE - (HZE AT UL 2 S o MR FHWE A%
FEHAE PRI ET AR/ NV EE T > DUgR 22 SR B AR 2 A ECMO Sl

77 CRRT EEREYA LT/ H VSRR B - RS0 BRI 230 B M 2
CRRT 25 FHYRR T Edy - SN EITHESR  BREE T LE0E—
A J7iE 0 K CRRT f A ECMO R ERVRERf - 2R BRAER:
AEEIR AT WA E - S R RHLE SR A E R ry 2 - R
BRI o AN > EE SRR ATAT ECMO [ER% - MRS 57 FHE
i# ECMO SEE S [REAYEN IR ZERT A RERIRRE -

b THREE WAY
CONNECTOR

OXYGENATOR

PUMP

—

Pressure $ (++)

presswc 1(‘) PrESSurE, ' (+++)

ECMO 53 B VA/VV WIER > I A SRR - RAlE & B > REE S8 ZH
EFE(E ECMO 4B )i sy B » A& Esi& e K [EEE - ECMO RSt E (3-6 L
/min) o EEHRZEAVERIRRE (A0 TRERFIR) MO8 RN BIERVEEE (-60~0 mm-Hg) - B
ECMO s A G B B AT MR - A A B 2 &£ ECMO FiRE T EA S &
FR > SRERREARD) > TR “BRE)”  (chugging or chattering) - FEEEMAEA K - THERF
HREE AT RE & 72 5 RS B 8 235 HEORERATEI TR > M85 “suck-down” - 35
RO CRRT FHEEIESEL Gy LA -

Eg}
[
9EEQE
K
&
b7
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HEMOFILTRATION
OXYGENATDR

%% CAVH on ECMO
FIH ECMO pump Rii{&HIEE 17 » B(EMURCRE - 85377 ECMO L7 °

OXYGENATOR

Prasrs b B 1

#i%5 ECMO fil CRRT #4% (J5:K—)

CRRTfith/2 A FHTT © i ECMO & BAERH TI{K - 7% CRRT AEFHE A / 3K B AR E H -
{5 CRRT {= (F- 38§85 s CRRT ARRMUREESE - AL 1. FR223H % CRRT fas B S E -
2. ERF S CRRT BYIMARCER - PR S4B 1828 - 4ERF CRRT PR A H A E B S aE - %
/> CRRT SRR E R (= (81T - 3. HATEEH AR ECMO &g I R A Maqut BEEE
B W R - ARG A — (7R - FFEEIMIIL S — 2% - 4. )3 E CRRT (FER=E
IRIE R > HBEKNIMURSTE - w8 0 R AR EE B0 [ air in line AU -



OXYGENATOR

-—-a

PreSSure 1 Pressure 4

#i%h ECOM fil CRRT %4 (75:02)

ECMO It A 22 AR » HEEEE ECMO s o BR ) i RHYIE BRI L CRRT AR St
RUBE St > FTEA 1. FR 2B CRRT fes P B B E - 2. Wik s CRRT VMU -

e K Z 0 IR BE D 4 B 7. CRRT A 24 ALY EE 4: > Jsk/) CRRT A% ifr EPH2E - 3. H
Al 6B A HY ECMO BB J It A — (8 1R - FR 8N 1L o — (e R0 3 it R
ECMO B RITRE[EFHRIE -

PI'BSSu re 1 Presslure ‘-

#igk ECOM fll CRRT #8§ (F7=~14)

1EBEE AR ECMO B iR ML A — MR R HE - MmN E 7w | 2
ECMO 1yifii & (73is = CRRT [fi& ) - {HE CRRT MR E/NA ECMO (9 1/10 i & »
LRV R FITTHY TS o 59 > CPCSHYE & s HHEE S B Al - & R AR IR R EE H B 2 R & -
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Q 5-4-1 RERMERBEREDRA/M 7
A 5-4-1 a SEEURIRER 3 A : %8 KH% KDIGO 2 BHASZEEN] o (BPS)

A 5-4-1 b /MR 3 A 5 BRI IE Rt KDIGO S B 8 455 32 B e 1 o
(BPS)

RESEEEGH FURZEEGE > HNHERNNEHEEN AT - £
2000 ££F] 2012 FAYEERIRER TR > REBESMEEEE - 1,916 fi/MR
3EAEGRAE - RSB EEG  BERBEFFI0EA 211 (R1) -1
RETREAASEIR  AREEER RO (283 %) ~ FER (183 %) ,»
HmE (12.5 %) (& 1) - fERESEERGIZEYER] - HETFE0RH
1 $% Pediatric Risk ~ Injury ~ Failure ~ Loss ~ End-Stage Renal Disease ( pRIFLE)
Eil Kidney Disease Improving Global Outcome (KDIGO) ' (£2) - B fE=E
BUBER - BEREREIE R K (decrease in glomerular filtration rate, GFR ) »
(ATt B 88 7 R B /K 73 19 B0 > B TG WL BT (serum creatinine, sCr) #Y |
Tt o SR1 > SAERYIM IS WL ET AU (E & BEE B A PN - 1 24 /NRF IR IR R
Creatinine Clearance Rate (24 hours CCl) @& {E il E REF LA THERIEEE - Kt
eGFR {3l 8 2 #R #% Schwartz formula sK {315 ° » pRIFLE & LU eCCl 5K it 5>
% » KDIGO HIIZ DL sCr s (b Bl PR BB I T 08 * o

PRIFLE (53 # R #fi 52 H e A RIFLE E e 2K » Bl A RIFLE A [A] 7
an b Pt > 53 B &2 DL Schwartz formula 2 5 eGFR {E B estimated creatinine
clearance (eCCl) - ANFIIILE WLELRET 73 8% > PRI R A JE DAL WLBR T rY 2R
% eGFR 98t o fE 52 eCCl < 35 mL/min/1.73m’ & 4 B 257 88A RIFLE-F »
[RItE - FEBR SN R - RIEERE sCr N5 &K Ry eGFR BUMHEAL T AE AKT
53¢ RIFLE-F © [th4h » pRIFLE 75 b B e HR Y i ARR] - 7R AER 3 5 BEiR
B LEFRAITY sCr FYFEHEEEE ) > DUR B i B R B TR A R MR > > 3K
pRIFLE £ 5 B M EHRE E 8 A HIRE -

%
o}
9%&
K
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R AE 5o 58 e 14 B R 5 1 B R IR R A 336 5 P KIDIGO 1 Ry o34 GE #R L TR
P FEH > i fE KDIGO 3 3 @r 3 FIAE SR 40 1 SRR el 2 4h > 7% RIFLE -
pRIFLE Bl AKIN #i%85% 8% » #5 T E B M Hm S B EGHERE —E % ¢
1) 1L WUERETAE 48 /INIF 2 A B ESHE (] PR R4 1 0.3 mg/dL (> 26.5 memol/L )
DUE S 2) fE5825 7 RA > MUSEHIESERT R MIEHEE 1.5 6% 5 3) IR&E 6 /NRERA R
<0.5 mL/kg/hour » {{@ 5% 523 e B M ELHE IS ILBRRT(E  HIEEEIGHLHE eCCl
ek 120 mL/min/1.73 m*” 5 SR FAAH S REAEAC A A0 TE 3 I URSET(E " (&
=) o 534h > EIFHK KDIGO tf 518 eGFR < 35 mL/min/1.73 m® #} A Stage 3 »
A SCr EFHREHIRE 7 K » BB ESEEEEGHA -

HTAE LBV 3 B H BRI BT R S & > 2 R B BRI RE ) iR
JEEESHRIIRIZR - P DAL LT S S e HH R e S LR 5 AE A -
BT S R - T EE USRS E th T RE L RME S © - [RIL - WURERT RTRE
SEVEACR L5 USRI RO RS ME(E - XTI - AE8T 2R Sl B R Z R BRSBTS ERE
KDIGO 27T A F e B 15 - 15— 2 BIZ LIRS 2022 A28
ESUINRER B - BRIBMEIERR KDIGO ™" » 45 30% #r4: fler s A 5 — ik
BIRE  BA A A AL - AR BRG4GB R (E R
SRR o T TR 2 KA e bR 2 I B IERR KDIGO 3 A TEHT 4 5l
B AL Sl s M B R o A B E 28

H b 43 28 5 = B & Acute Kidney Injury Network (AKIN) Eil Pediatric
reference change value optimized for AKI in children (pROCK ) H434H - AKIN EF%
15 48 /INKFIMLE IUBERT 71> 0.3 mg/dl » TR eCClYS Rk 7 o (ESEAE SR BIRE -
AKIN (5 R E BBERE i AR{hE —LErFFEERI A AKIN (5B A T
5340 > Xu et al. HiTHY pROCK 73l » $H¥F 156,075 fi{ERe 5 #AE 30 KAHETTE
DR IMIEHUESET R A - W8 pRIFLE F1 KDIGO #E{TEU#L - #F1H pROCK HJZ
B ARAE - Sl B S BHRGAYR A R - 3 H AT DU RS FHIHI 26 (=R Bl adverse
outcomes 7+ A3 o PLESHTHE I TR RGR B AR FEstEl T3 — DB -



& 1.2000-2012 SEBREMNED N ZERE B BB EREFEIM

No. (%) IR (per 100,000 person-years ) P-value”
All newborn 2,897,842
Male 1,385,971 (47.83)
Female 1,511,871 (52.17)
AKI w/o dialysis 1,447 < 0.001
< 3ylo 844 (58.33) 19.38
3-6 y/o 230 (15.89) 5.98
6-16 y/o 373 (25.78) 6.03
AKI-D 1,401
< 3ylo 1,072 (76.51) 24.62
3-6 y/o 176 (12.56) 4.55
6-16 y/o 153 (3.78) 2.46
Advanced CKD 38
< 3ylo 7 (18.42) 0.17
3-6 y/o 13 (34.21) 0.34
6-16 y/o 18 (47.37) 0.29

%E B AKI, acute kidney injury ; AKI-D, acute kidney injury requiring dialysis ; CKD, chronic
kidney disease ; y/o, year-old.
# ¢ Trend test between AKI and AKI-D groups

2899,932 newborns between January 1, 2000 and December 31, 2012

2897,842 newborns

1916 AKI/AKI-D < 3 y/o
+Any AKI event: Diagnosis of AKI (ICD-9-CM code: 584) or first dialysis

Excluded:
1. Gender missing (n=2,079)
2. Death on birthday (n=11)

Severe CHD | | Premature Sepsis Cancer CAKUT Simple CHD Respiratory Accident Others
543 351 240 16 76 204 181 23 282

%HET ¢ AKI, acute kidney injury ; AKI-D, dialysis-requiring acute kidney injury ; CHD, congenital

heart disease ; CAKUT, congenital anomalies of kidney and urinary tract.

1.2000-2012 &R EDREE T/ NS = 5% i S M BHREG IR N oA
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x® 2. TERMTBEEBIERE

4319 pRIFLE’ KDIGO® Modified KDIGO"

w2 Bt
48 /NIE YL EE BTG D = 0.3(48 /NIE L EEET E7H= 0.3
mg/dL mg/dL
27 RAHLEE LA ZE =207 R N AL & B & 7+
FHEMH x1.5 = 50%
ECFRE < 0.5 mL/kg/hr # 6|E0R & < 0.5 mL/kg/hr 3 6
/NEFRLE /NEFRL

ag il

Stage 0 AL Bz BT fm 8 {02 b T

< 0.3 mg/dL

BiPK & >1 mL/kg/h

Risk (RIFLE)

eCClLIRE > 25%

AILBERT b7+ 2 BB x1.5-

48 /N A BRETHE AT = 0.3

£ B 8 /NS R B <|1.9 fZEighi= 0.3 mg/dL |mg/dL
Stage 1 0.5 mL/kg/hr = 6-12 /N BF PR 8 < 0.5|80 7 RNHLESET A& =
mL/kg/hr HOHE(E x1.5
BCFR & < 0.5 mL/kg/hr % 6
/NFELE
Injury (RIFLE) eCCLIE > 50% |HLBE BT BTt = 2 B EE BB BT 2 2 A% HE
£ 5 16 /NEF PR & < [x2.0-2.9 % x2.0-2.9 f%
Stage 2 0.5 mL/kg/hr = 2/ RE<O0SE= 2/ R E <05
mL/kg/hr mL/kg/hr
Failure (RIFLE)  |eCCURIE > 75% |HLER BT E 71 7 26 7 2 3 LB BT £ 71 7 Je 2 [ 3
£ B eCCl < 35 mL/|{% f
Stage 3 min per 1.73 m>  |EHLEEET = 4 mg/dL HNEEET = 2.5 mg/dL
B 24 /NI PR & < | BUBRAGE IR A SRR R A
0.3 mL/kg/hr /N 18 5% > eGFR K| B 24 /NEE R & < 0.3 mL/
BRI 12 /NI |2 < 35 ml/min per 1.73 m’ |kg/hr
g 24 /NI PR B < 0. 3mL/| B4R IE 12 /NI
kg/hr
BAEREE 12 /NI
Loss (RIFLE) B s AEE * 2 AH DL B B (R LR
4 B R £
* L B% BF 2.5 mg/dL {3
eGFR 10 mL/min/1.73 m2
End stage (RIFLE) |7 % g & (Uf 4
2 3 {E A




R 3. ERREMBEEE "

Age 2.5 percentile 50 percentile 97.5 percentile
3-5months | 0.14 0.20 0.26
6-8 months | 0.14 0.22 0.31
9-11 months | 0.14 0.22 0.34
1 year 0.16 0.23 0.32
2 years 0.17 0.24 0.37
3 years 0.21 0.27 0.37
4 years 0.20 0.30 0.40
5 years 0.25 0.34 0.45
6 years 0.25 0.34 0.48
7 years 0.28 0.37 0.49
8 years 0.29 0.40 0.53
9 years 0.34 0.41 0.51
10 years 0.30 0.41 0.57
11 years 0.35 0.45 0.58
Male Female Male Female Male Female
12 years 0.40 0.40 0.53 0.52 0.61 0.66
13 years 0.42 0.41 0.59 0.53 0.80 0.69
14 years 0.54 0.46 0.65 0.58 0.96 0.71
15 years 0.48 0.47 0.68 0.56 0.93 0.72
16 years 0.62 0.51 0.73 0.59 0.96 0.74
=R

N
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Q542 RERMBRERRBENTEREZBERERITERELBIRER
HOSEFEAE ?

A 5-4-2 a Gl P B LSS 0 G SRR AN H AT S B I 25X BRAM R A
LW ZEERIUIREAE 753 - B (k1) o

A 5-4-2 b SR A AU B 2 i B S VE L5 B 52 R R AR ik DURS Bk e W 119
JEE o (1C)

A 5-4-2 ¢ FESEPR BRI i S P B HR S S B, R PR SR PRI IR (JAF IR S 2 ~
i~ PUERE) R 220, W RS R 52 IR PR REA DI BRI  (1C)
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SATE SRR GNINT IR DLDURE A B e i 2 B S AR nI RS B 0 LEAY
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Fedngn Bk BE IR n]REC AT /KM , IR AR H AV B R R e nlaE AN s 5 Itk
S > e E AT DUR H PG T8 2 i OB A & R R - SERE
APEEERGRE - RS EEBTER TS ARNRE > Kk {EES
WFFe DR E i AUREE T30 - BRI ER eI A R LR B R ESEREG
IR LTI T o 7 AP0, SRS R R U R A BT AR
BURRSIR A R R 5 20% > 10~20% F/INRY 10% HISE CRK T By 66% - 43%
Ko 29% o BPESRA TR RS D DL - TR AR DO e A i
(ITEE - HRIMREE ER 0 25 RTINITER R - 23 DI R A
TR BEAE 15% 1E Ry BRAA B IR AIEREE DU BR AR AR ™ 1ESRPRBUIMEER
(RIS B T B 52 IR R SV S LIy , 22 52 B U E R DI R B S —
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TR M R R A AL RS '™ - M SIS B B e 2 A
FEBRIGE , FRBBRIMAE YRS RER A 3 5 KR RS8R BRI (vascular refill )
AR , ATRES RCIMITEN TR - M L ey e BRI B BT =
MERHES " o KL, TR RARS - T8 R A A IR SRR e sl
BEVRRS RS - DB B4 BRSO I AR 5 R — P 5E "

E W AE LA

(FARWRE (A7) —PRhfEstmieE (a7 ) + ABieE (2F)
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A 543 b IDBUB TR 5L RO RIS U ) ~ SR BRI 1y B
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%™ o GBS MERE RGBT L6 KRS ROE TIPS (10~20 mL/kg 5% 600~800
mL/m’ BSA) o —fi% - SEFRKBEROENTIRAY ik - BIVRTHE (8T A S50 5 W IR
LRI E - B R IR BT E S 0 AN A BEEEE - 0BT E
HAT FEERENTIGB T (leakage) < BEATIRA BEIEERZE (—/ NRFEGERE)
7o BGEAIMRBE AR ENIRE » WIEBENTVEIREF 1.5% dextrose J &5 5#
& 0 QEER| IR 8 B ] 2.5% dextrose JE EHIHIIABITIR o =xlEE
ESENTHIAHE 22 S RGBS IE BTl ~ 374 Sl se NG 2% ~ ZEmRE

(gastroschisis ) ~ 2! (omphalocele) - fEfFIENGSR ~ K& AR ER ~ ¥ 1M
M FREHEMERE (hemolytic uremic syndrome ) ~ Eg BTN IR - f& e A ar iy e 8
IMAE ~ =7 i CEHIRRE (extremely hypercatabolic state) ~ fi B HGIRGE 2 A11R
FANPIR 2% ~ BEIRTHRERE ~ LR IEERE « A O RIIE BE s A HAR L - BIE AT
Ryl > NERGENTRI R BB S R IR -

A 1 L V28 T TR Y B e (G 8 /N AR R ~ IRF|A

JLI I S5 7 B s8R e R IR AT SR M B R UM eI - AR ED 122 1%
SERREE - [EETE MUBGENT ] RETE BRI E R R BB AT G ARG R
SLEEEYITR R ~ IERVSIRE AT ~ S B S M R 0y A R il 22 - AR
MEMBGENTIE R EY) P HFR SR ML T EYYEALEEE 1. K7 75 low
molecular weight ( < 500 Da) - 2. 7K1 water solubility » 3. K HE#E S low
protein binding ( < 80%) ' < 4[] : J#ik5 ~ 5 -blockers ~ $HEE « KAGEETFE o MEER
B/ bR B 58 FH R A R IMUBGEAT 1A T » B R S OFRE ko - BRItk St

M AP M ASE AT 75 ZE IS E RS - BT IR RR IR - A 5 SR B )
BARE » RIS R A REA D E T B2 A v ie 8 L - KIER TR E
FRBLEL AL 3 oM R IR - R RPN T T AT L VRS2 T AR 520 T e A 1V T
PIGHRILA - 5B AR MRGE RTINS - #85MME (extracorporeal blood volume )

HAEEAG S B RAIM & (total blood volume ) FY 8~10% = #ig @R 14 Il ¥ 325 47 B A1
A TE BRI gERE - B Sl BRI &R 8~10% - SEATHIMRH B i s L AERI
HeShIE—k > BI#EE (kg) X 8 mL/min - 10 22T HYSLE » HARIM R T 800
mL (10X80 mL) - KILENTR ELEELENTE R A LB iU~ ER
64~80 mL WENTE R > EATIMH L % 5 Ky 80 mL/min



EAE B o G R E B SEEI (convection) A& (ultrafiltration) {7
F - BAPEREEAT SR A BT A B - e A M B s (e R SRR BR 3 1
41 B 2-microglobulin BLK 53 BLAEEL - HAREHIBEIRE: - BER/K T SR =
Fifkfa P A MRS, ~ SIS B G R I BE IS 1 o BRI SMEAE 1 B
AR IR AT R R - TIIRAD B R BGE - RS YA M E AT IR R
AECAHE B B9 2 i 5 e B Y I B ) B AR e MR S AR R - AR - SEAE M V&
BT H R R IG R B e B R SR BHRG - HE M B e (G AR R I 0 A R 8
HY TR CEREdEEl ) A4 R 2= - i CVVH- 3@ MEFFIK - Sk
MK ~ CVVHD- HHE M EFIR - FFARIMAENT - CVVHDF- HHE MR - FFIK
M ENTEPEEL SCUF- AR IEFHHERIE - gLkl I PEEFIEE (double lumen)
AN IMBGEES @ FEMKETSEE A/ NERRIEEM G 2% (R2) - &
F PRI SEBF IR REA 7> R A AR e 5 B 336 1« A4 The Prospective Pediatric
Continuous Renal Replacement Therapy (ppCRRT ) Registry HYRF52 » fEattigsEE
13 fEEEFE LS 297 P M B IS GRS B - AR B A %
T LG PR AR E A M B e I R A B TS R (61.0% vs. 39.0% )
2o HEFLEATIEIISR R - IMAENTEIE (hemodiafiltration ) f5z(AYHH
e G LLIMGENE (hemofiltration) fE(n iR RAVEIEFHd © - R
#% ppCRRT HYFZERE7R - 26 13 {E B H -h.0 ] CVVHD ~ CVVHDF ~ CVVH
Fil SCUF Ayfsgt e BRI ELSR 43 1Ry 48% ~ 30% ~ 21% Bl 1% » BESRHRE
PEEFIK - BFIRIMAGENT (CVVHD) R/ T30URE4T © > 1B ppCRRT #ff5eH
F2S BE R P — A BT SEE FR 05 P i Ry — R A 1k B M Ay e s V6 7
A e BRESEAR M R AR LT HGE H /2 5-10 mL/kg/min > #52E dy g
JEARTRE » PRI S A8 2 LU iR - (AT R R S MyiE e g
TEBRBANE MR - ppCRRT fFFEEEH - b B M B o (G B R i H &
/NI > 2000 mL/hr/1.73m” (AHEHA > 35 mL/kg/hr) Eil < 2000 mL/hr/1.73m* #Y
WAFEREEZR - HATEG# R EH KR 25~40 mL/kg/hr (2000~3000
mL/hr/1.73 m?*) Y107 o RGNS (citrate) HLEEWY HIMHFEHERR S - EHEAF
% (heparin) BUHEREEREAENTE RIG @ADL - 6 FE M HTEE R #0 LA 6
PUERIRE IR S BT S B ERE R " o PIEIF SRR E R 10~20 Ukg ; ZH1Y
Te/ NPT S8 R T ) 2 By 10~20 Ulkg/hr » i1 aPTT CRIFAE IR ERY 1.5~2.5 £

%
o}
9%&
K
b7

215



216

I, activated clotting time 7F 180-200 # - #R$8 aPTT Ed activated clotting time FF&f
FFMNSER (£3~54) - ppCRRT (BT » FrE B2 i B s
RIGHRII S EAER Ry 58% » SR RNE IR Bz ZEAE (69%) - fifi
BB e 2 Mg AE A (55%) - BrasElifeRetE (55%) BdEEE < 10 ATy
SLEE (57%) BEERE " o SURISUBRBR LEBBEIEOENT ~ FBK M R AT B
TR AR E =BT R ASE R RTIE e a R EIR ¥ - il
e B A RIS T R 1 o S R M (T e 1 e ) B R BT P 40 B T A T A
AN BRI > Rt E -



b SRR AR B e Sl B B AR

= 1. [RIRENTERR MRS

Feffofi e TAERRLE S IR A5

IMREN ISR E RN S UK E
R AR [k
NRERIMRENTE R EHETUR
JERERATHE R 3%
5 B AR E B B

% 2. REMRBTEEETAN/EE

GAE HEER
PriEsd HEPEEEIRE 7 French
3~6 kg EEPEEFAEE 7 French
6~12 kg EEPEEFAGEE 8 French
12~20 kg EEPEEEIREE 9 French
20~30 kg EEPEEFAREE 10 French
> 30 kg EEERRARELE 12 French

R 3. KB aPTT FHEERT R L3RR
<50 Bolus 10 U/kg FYRFZ: > 38 10% FFEEIE - —/NSEFERH aPTT
50-80 YERFHERIE

> 80 {2 I EFAFER 0.5 /N - R 10% FFZEAIE » —/NEHEFFH] aPTT

&K 4. KB ACT /T RETERR
<170  |Bolus 10-20 U/kg HIFFZ - 3 10% FFEHEIE - —/NSEEN ACT
170-220 | 4ERFHIAER &

>220  |{FILEEFFFE /NG RFE 10% FFZEAIE - —/NRHE M ACT
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Q6-1-0 EBNREEEXETMBRERALEER?

A 6-1-0 a PEBEHEGHR A G BRI ILTE A& H » B E BRI - BN
IEECEH > HIZECTHREK - (1C)

A 6-1-0 b PR IR A A e i B B > s Y M S T T 19 - v fy B
MR R (BMID) > HBETHEBK - (2D)

SMEEEG (AKD FYEER A G i Ly B - SEUs B sR M
HEAE - AT B B AR DU S B SR ORS A1 BRI
BB EAEH ATARAZ BN A -

BER IR U S EREE - MEBES - IBEE - JIAE > 28
PERVERSE EIRDIRF R ZE Py - BIRAYE S - s AR H 3 RS
T MIE HEAEMN 1g/dL - FERGRE R MR BE B - B
B e AP - R -

TEENTRRESE B RN A - FREHEHER - BRI (0.8
g/kg vs. 0.5 g/kg » p = 0.001) *; EARTFEBENTIGRIISIEEEEHA - B
FIREIEITETZ (0.8 ghg vs. 0.4 g/kg » p < 0.001) ° o B E RN A EATHIFF
153 (17.1 keal/kg vs 8.5 keal/kg » p < 0.001) °» {EfFERAE - SEHEERET
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FEIMIE R T - B R e A BRI T R R . Ay IE
AT EANTFEBITERS B EERA - SECERIIL ' - AR TRESENTS
SRS EBHEERR A » WA AR -

FEBE R34 AKIRV LR T e BB ElE - BRI
AKI Y JEBEHEA ™7 = SR1T > B4 AKT SRR AR i 5 v 20 B i > 15
(EBEHART - PEREE S A BRAERIZE R M Rl R AERIR B B AR A
HERE (=25 kg/m®) 19 AKIT T ZLHE R B IR RIAHR A > 30 RIECHFIKAL
P75 i BB R WA AR R BISE RS R © - (U2 » Z05E BMI 2 31 |
FUERSE (BMI < 18.5) MR A—Hf » HRGEHIZECE © -

FHEPEFEAN . —EZULBE R AT  IRER B 0 65 BRLL L » 2015
fir B AT 58 AKLIGRTA » BMI 21~31 ke/m® (9354 AKT i AEHRAE
HIREPIZEC A s i H - BMI < 18.5 B 65 gL A AKIJRA > 1 FERZELE
SN EEERARE

Kit - BMIFERNFIRGPOR B R ~ ARIRS B - A& PR
FHARMRE Y 73 TS A1 B ZE I SR 1K - AKT H BMI BRI SRR A - JEC IR
5> FAIHSE REUREERSE BRI -

MR - Ebil BMI < 18.5 Bl BMI > = 18.5 [UZE T

BMI<18.5 BMI >=18.5 Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

dy o bgroup ents ota ents ota eigh 1-H. Random. 95% H. Random. 9
Chao 2014 94 303 384 1712 17.7% 1.38[1.14,1.67] -
Druml 2010 110 209 2888 5023 18.9% 0.92[0.80, 1.04] b
Kim 2018 70 99 632 1045 18.8% 1.17[1.02, 1.34] l
Nie 2017 33 133 162 1258 14.0% 1.93[1.39, 2.68] -
Pedersen 2017 24 104 152 1149 12.7% 1.74[1.19, 2.55] -
Zhang 2018 6 46 1 147  4.4% 1.74[0.68, 4.45] -1
Zou 2017 32 254 202 2749 13.5% 1.71[1.21, 2.43] -
Total (95% Cl) 1148 13083 100.0% 1.39 [1.11,1.73] ’
Total events 369 4431

Heterogeneity: Tau? = 0.06; Chi? = 35.43, df = 6 (P < 0.00001); I* = 83%

Test for overall effect: Z = 2.91 (P = 0.004) 01 02 05 1 2 5 10

Favours [BMI 18.5] Favours [BMI > = 18.5]
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BT AL SRR R 2 R B
Q 6-2-0 ZMBRBERMANERZERMT 7
Q 6-2-1 ZMBEBARADMORA - AERZRESSEE ?

A 6-2-1 i 2 BRSBTS > 8BS R 25 79K 20~30 keal/
kge (1B)

rEER

SEBHEEBRANEREREE  TERENSREBEREGIEE - B
R e B R A BN PR L FLE TGN - 2B TeE
B R B P R BB S 28 (indirect calorimetry 5 1C) FFAL M B HHH
AHJEAEFZEL - Sabatino 5 A DL IC I &S B HHEHK AZLETREL (Total energy
expenditure » TEE) RYWFZREE R © S35 1730 keal (KA T EBEHEEE 20 keal/
kg/ABW) - {5 FHIEIR 253 %7 1770 keal (#J 22 kecal/kg/ABW ) 7 o Allingstrup 2
N IRFSESF 15 5y 28 keal/kg/ABW (24~31.5 keal/kg) * o AR+ B RHER 5458
HEST¥T 46 £7 ICU i FHPIR 25 S S M BHE G OV BN ASE » S5 1C JI B Ry
24.5 £8.6 keal/kg/ABW” » f5iy FSAFFERvR - DLUIC IRk B 5% A TEE
FI1E 20~30 keal/kg [&] » [E4p » Fiaccadori ¢ A 1 ¥t AKI-CRRT 5 A » DIEEE
HE (1.56 ghkg) » #AEITHIRG T 30 keal/kg Bil 40 keal/kg RUBTZEREDR + —HEAL
BEREEIER Py - EHEEHR (protein catabolic rate) BLPRFEFEAR (urea
generation rate ) ‘EFfEREZE =5 > {HIE 40 keal/kg HHREZE B DTN B = e H s i
FEE R M I R T B - PLERERR L PR ENEG R A 2B 1C R (B Y
IFFesir > ARG E BB R IC HIEEAEE AR " KF 70% EiE
IC IS +10% DAL 7> RILERATHES [ R 3R A TR T2 - KDIGO
2012 AKI Guideline" /75 FIT 5 Wi B 1 s Tk BB 5 A W B IS 51 20~30 keal/
kg » SCCM & ASPEN 2016 Critically ill Guideline® & » 2 EBHE G A BVE 235
Ky 25-30 keal/kg (K|t » AR MEERE ] IC Ml s - BAME R ATA B9 S BHE
B9 AR B R R B R 9N T RS B 20~30 keal » 8 8 TF 5 Bl (o P S e e
& (usual body weight) B{HE/KIERYEFRIEE (actual body weight ; ABW) {3
HiERE (SHREEEY (BMI) 25~30) B ER A HHERE (Ideal body
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weight ; IBW) < BRERZITE © e E@ESELERERR A - 6 EERISEH &I - ¥
P ERKEGEAAERE  HNEEREEGSEAET R A
HALRE - AR E RS ERILEZNEE - N EEREEAETREN L -
Nl B ESEERGIEERA - RERJJHEZ RN A S E E RS RN
M REERRCHI ARG THIEEE H S 2R A B8 EUiRE BTt - AFJR IR #2252
T2 > BREBERIT L ARG SR - Kt - fEE EESE
SCCM & ASPEN 2016 Guideline #H[F] - 5 it B Bl B fiips A BE PR AR e B A TSR
FeE  BMIEE#E 30 71 30~50 & » BAEiG T © BT EREISE 11~14 keal/
kg/ABW ; BMI > 50 3 @ /T BAERE & 22~25 keal/kg/ IBW -

BB R JFEHE KDIGO 2012 AKI Guideline 235  [#%H 3~5 g/kg (5% 7 g/
kg) - JIEH7 0.8~1.0 ghkg o FhAh - BUE IS FEHEUR - BAE R SEE
B EAER ANAAE R AR 7" - 2014 PN EARPEH 2 0 (multicenter )
RENAL Study ffF5% » 53478 2 2B AUE AKI-CRRT Ji§ ASELU SRV EE » F5 R
TN VR FREUICA 10~11 keal/kg/d FRF - B HEEELIE (SRMERH © - #R1f7 > 2018
4 Bufarah S8 A ST 595 (7 0RENS 7 6 FENTA RN S BHEGHR A » B2 EiE
EHSE T SRAHRA MR RS - BEBIEE BN E - HIE SN ERICE
¥98s 17.1 keal/kg » SETC# Ry 8.5 keal/kg » 73— M1 TAHRA IR G T AR DR
5 HEVE IV NG 12 keal/kg I > SEEE ISR B ' - Berbel % AMYBFFEHLER
THEBIIRE R - EEE N RERICE Fy 12.9 keal/kg » JEL-#H Ry 7.2 kl/kg" -
SRR S BHEG EEE A BR B HERS T 12 keal/kg/d DIREIAE LR -



Q 6-2-2 {F3 CRRT jaf&s - AERHERSAE 7

A 6-2-2 CRRT iR B BVE I FE R (TEE) » HBUE TR REUR 2B TG
R o (2C)

Q 6-3-0 THBEIEBMAZOEREERT?
Q 6-3-1 "EHABIHVRA » ERBREZEESHEE ?

A 6-3-1 ZPERHRGHR AN E BB H R E > BURARS IR ~ 507 A2
A DFBERE DAL o RGP 2R ~ F 4 PH 28 18 s ZE A B0y Ik v Ak S PR B R
B (SPEBREE ) ErEd#EES 0.8~1.0 gk » BEAEHA (21
BHRGIE (%) DAk - Tl ~ Wafne ~ AUES ~ BEE B ) SR
BB ECSVE BRI POW R B R 2y R 1.2~2.0 g/kg o AUREERTET i
M _EIEAT IR E T E Rk o (1C)

EEER

SMEERGWANEAEFRER - FERENEEEMETRGIER - B
Tk HE B AR BT 5 A Y I HR BR B FLEATIG R RITR G - AREEE AN 22
IR b RESEEEENSMEBREGIER > Ak #EICRE (dehydration) ~ 34
LB HII ~ B2 IR Lol ~ IR I IR ESRIRS: - E— 3R AR EFRES
HIQHEZ2HEBEANR RN EHE  Slem A ERIR 0 E 0B A ReEEE
HILE H 2R H A e AHR B B 0B o DUERR & 400G S A feall A
TR R ' o 38 LR R R M B R A TR R AR - KA
B 7 IEREENT TR EE - RETE B SR - MG IRm A ot B RS AR
P /B s R — e AH R By 0.8~1.0 g/kg » FLAEEE & Bl KDIGO 2012 AKI Guideline
FEIE] - BEFESR AMKEE AR K - B EEHEE R 1.2~2.0 gkg (Bl SCCM &
ASPEN 2016 Critically ill Guideline fH[5]) » 25 {# BTG EE N EOER
KE -
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Q 6-3-2 [ CRRT j5&%E - EEERHBSERSAH ?

A 6-3-2 flil] CRRT i@t » EAEFRHBERPER 15 gk IxEn[HE 2.5 g/
kge (2C)

TEER

BoR A BRI SE M R » CRRT AR H AT 10~15 ¢
M EE M B 5~10 g TEHE - MENRBA T REEHERAER 0.2 gkyd - KK
5~20 % & B B IR B A R Sk o DI BRI & (Total Nitrogen
Appearance ) FHHEEHEABRNGEOEFREEWIHRER - BATHREE
& L#Hf= (Normalize Protein Catabolic Rate ; nPCR) - {#i FHfB (KK EH
IMGENT (SLED) ## 1.4 g/kg™ » CRRT 9 1.7 g/kg™™ « 55 L6524 £ AKI-
CRRT EERAE A EHIEE DT 1.5 gkg DI 2 HE(EWIFeERE
FUB SR IUEAE 2.5 g/kg Rf - A REEIEZCTE ™ o [RIMLAERS ¢ B F CRRT 53
HEEERERAEHERERDHFEE 1S gke A E 25 gkg o (fmmeE
SRS KDIGO 43 BB A 1.0~1.5 g/kg » CRRT A % 1.7 g/kg » {HEL
SCCM & ASPEN ZtzgmAHE ) -

BEAh - BT EERIR R RIE R AR N E R - R B SR B S
RIS EER ARIFIERAR] 77 - RENAL Study ffF7E - £ 90% ZEt&EEH
BUBRIUREER 0.5 g/kg » [KIAFIE S0 CE AV E BRI g e ™ -
{EE Bufarah S5 ARYRFEREUS S B SRR ELSE SRS - R ENERE
IR 0.8 ghkg > SELHETy 0.4 g kg SE— I TARA RN H AR BUR -
HAE B MA 0.5 g/hke IR BEERIIZEC AR - Berbel S8 ARIHFFERIR
SEURS R S EIE VE B 1 0.54 ghe » EHE R 0.3 ghe” o KA
RSB RG] CRRT GFEE EHERAEE] 1.5g/ke K - Z5RER T 0.5 g/kg/
d nJRE ] DARERSE R -
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Gt WA B b AR R

Q6-4-0 B IEEEERMAGEERESEEAE —BEIEENH?

A 6-4-0 a JRAF- S VEBHR BT RN A ER I (48 /NN S PIEEE IR

A 6-4-0 b PEEGRTESIW S VEIIA 7 R BB > BB SRR WIZ S R R & »
72 /MR B AR T ) BN R A B Y 80~100% o (2C)

A 6-4-0 ¢ JReAF Pk B BB E o A\ o SRS T DB B - WAL IO 465 77 I 2 e i S
B ARFIRE #ia Rt o (1B)

rEER
B IRE EER AR E R R LR E RSB RERRA 1 (25
6-2) - HUBFEAFCE HAY H A B2 T A -

MR 2019 WOMEHIRE 8 S =B 52 d (ESPEN) B 2016 £ IR 5E
BIEG (ASPEN) #8585 [F+ > fa i ATE ANIER B s A e 23 A -
P S E BRGEER AT E RIS B R EEEEE (NRS
2002 = 3 ZNUTRIC = 5) *°» Si— ARG TAS IR ATHEIGHE - Wifa 7
BhE iR EEE S R E B EBE#E (NRS 2002 = 5 5 NUTRIC > 5) -
BT AE ALENNRENS 55 24~48 /NRF NI B 264G T 15382 22164 (enteral nutrition
EN) gif#k*& % (parenteral nutrition » PN) 4T A

ek R B ERE R A R S B A RE DT (48 /NRFY) AR T IIE A
(early EN) (5% > AHEMGII T ARGE S 2R > HACCRIIERE (& 1)
P i EE T LIS BIEH - BRNE AL IIRER 5 24~48 /NRFIBHAAHRE T
iE & - 3 EN G T 7~10 KRR MERERIRL RN A PR TR KA 60% - RIFEH
PN i @ HA B E - HE ENjimid £ 60% HyZNERR K 1k - $HEF IRy
ERSCRT AGERERALE EN B PN [ LEf - R AR >IR3 EE (randomized
controlled trial » RCT) $F£HHfk 38 5 ERERE A 145 T EN 2 PN » H SR
HFIIRG T EN L OF 3R E - A0Men: ~ BRI - SR AR s - (HAE &R 5
RBEEBREL > AHB R PN 8K - FERRBESE Rl b 2252 - B s
7E£ 2019 ESPEN $55 |78 FE LA T 2 ME B A BAER A EN S I2E2 PN - —

233



234

FRbERE IR TR - AMENIEENE 26 4 RIRBILGHG T EN #EEC R RIS
('supplement parenteral nutrition » SPN) - i REREEf T ERTTE 100% » [k
FFSHRTHE A B EN TS RERERE A REGER * -

WRENR B b - =M BHR G BN A K 4 B 1 5% 2% B 53 JNAH e 35 3 1 B2 i
EREIREE » EWARRAENERBAIgENERINRINE - stHEEFAR
(s R AR R A WA E S = SR EN B — R A iriad
VIS AR WA S UEEIE R o EITTRERS IFHRI OF 3E » BFERGR
BeIlii & ~ B B AN B 52 1 B R 2 0 K 8 - WliaH GE S 2 (HiERE
0.33~0.66% ) FJLIREIAEL % (£2) -

fa Pk B ARG EER A GO E SR AR E B2 (trophic enteral
feeding) - SIS NGRS 1 Rz Al s LRg - Bomim ATS1ERES) " -
Rk AR RCT et PR ELAE P as 72 /NP DL Bz SR SR A
HIT 7S R B8 MU & 15 3 7 22 3R (500 keal/day ) - AHERY R B E & (1300
kecal/day ) HEALEE N2 B AREA - WG E S B B 2
WG EIREIEEY) AR « (ARG ORI  AR=R ~ f FIRPIk 28 KB~ ICU [RfE R
BEE 60 RILURIMHFZE 2 7 o KRS EIRGEERA - RIMEH
LD G ERE RS R AR B R E RN A thEM A Trophic feeding LUHERF
B RS e B B AL ARG DI RE - Trophic feeding HYERFy * /NG ERE
£ 10~20 kcal/h B 245K 500 keal/day® ©



x| RHIREEE R R EL B R INRRI NS’

Early EN Delayed/None Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% Cl Yea M-H, Random, 95% CI
Sagar 1979 0 15 0 15 Not estimable 1979
Moore 1986 1 32 2 31 23% 0.48(0.05 5.07 1986
Chiarelli 1990 0 10 0 10 Not estimable 1990
Schroeder 1991 0 16 0 16 Not estimable 1991
Eyer 1993 2 19 2 19 37% 1.00[0.16, 6.38] 1993
Beier-Holgersen 1996 2 3 4 30 49% 050(0.10,253 19%6 +——————
Carr 199 0 14 1 14 1.3% 0.33[0.01,7.59 199 ¢
Chuntrasakul 1996 1 bl 3 17 27% 0.27[0.03,237] 1996 —————————
Watters 1997 0 14 0 14 Not estimable 1997
Singh 1998 4 2 4 2 82% 1.05(0.30, 3.66) 1998 =
Kompan 1993 0 14 1 14 1.3% 0.33[0.01,7.55 1999 ¢
Minard 2000 1 12 4 15 3.0% 0.31[0.04, 244 2000 T
Pupelis 2000 1 1" 5 18 32% 0.33[0.04,245 2000 T
Pupelis 2001 1 30 ? 4 30 31% 0.14[0.02,1.09 2000 &——
Dvorak 2004 0 7 0 10 Not estimable 2004
Kompan 2004 0o 27 1 2% 1.3% 0.31[0.01,7.26] 2004
Peck 2004 4 14 5 13 11.0% 0.74[0.25 2.18] 2004 SR 2
Malhotra 2004 12 100 16 100 26.5% 0.75[0.37, 1.50) 2004 —
Nguyen 2008 6 14 6 14 17.5% 1.00[0.43 2.35 2008 S TEESSS
Moses 2009 3 29 3 30 56% 1.03[0.23 4.71] 2009 e
Chourdakis 2012 3 A 2 2% 44% 1.10[0.20,6.12 2012
Total (95% CI) 469 467 100.0% 0.70 [0.49, 1.00] e 4
Total events 41 66

& - : s b okl ' ' + ' + N
Heterogeneity: Tau*= 0.00; Chi*= 7.23, df= 15 P = 0.95), = 0% 01 02 05 3 t 10

Test for overall effect: Z=1.97 P = 0.05

Favors Early EN  Favors Delayed/None

R 2. MBBEEEEEHINCE

Study or Subgroup
1.21 LE<33.3%

Rics 2011 22 o8 20 102 13.5% 1.14 [0.67, 1.96]
Rice 2012 118 508 109 492 31.6% 1.05[0.83, 1.32]
Subtotal (95% CI) 606 594  45.2% 1.06 [0.86, 1.31]
Total events 140 129

Hetercgeneity; Tau® = 0.00; Chi*=0.09, df =1 (P=0.77), P=0%
Test for overall effect: Z = 0.57 (P = 0.57)

1.2.2 33.3%< LE <66.6%

Arabi 2011 36 120 51 120 231% 0.71 [0.50, 1.00] -
Braunschweig 2014 6 38 16 40 6.9% 0.39 [0.17, 0.90] —

Charles 2014 3 M 4 42 26% 0.77 [0.18, 3.22) S———
Taylor 1998 8 M 5 41 42% 1.20 [0.40, 3.62] -
Subtotal (95% C1) 240 243 36.8% 0.68 [0.51, 0.92] <&

Total events 51 76

Heterogenelty: Tau® = 0.00; Chi* = 2.75, df = 3 (P = 0.43); I* = 0%
Test for overall effect: 2 =251 (P = 0.01)

1.2.3 LE >66.6%

Desachy 2008 1 50 14 50 94% 0.79 [0.40, 1.56] ——

Peake 2014 14 55 10 57 87% 1.45 [0.70, 2.99] —f—

Subtotal (95% CI) 105 107 18.1% 1.06 [0.58, 1.93] -

Total events 24

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.06; CH‘ 1.46,df=1(P=0.23); F=31%

Test for overall effect: Z =0.18 (P = 0.86)

Total (95% CI} 951 244 100.0% 0.90 [0.71, 1.15]

Total events 216 229

Heterogeneity: Tau® = 0.03; Chi* = 10.20, df = 7 (P = 0.18); F = 31% 0.:)5 052 H 5 zo

Test for overall effect: Z =0.84 (P = 0.40)

Test for subgroup differences: Chi = 5.84, df = 2 (P = 0.05), I = 65.7% Fanvours [Low enorgy) . Fervours [High enorgy]
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st fESER BRI M
Q 6-5-0 HMBIBEEERAFIREERT AR
Q 6-5-1 HMBIBEBEERATIFHEFHIRESR ?
A 6-5-1 @R A I E B R LR DL DSE A 7 (2C)

rEErR

RIS T e R BIGFRRT E VB B - IR A BRI aseat B e
B BORIR B ST EAN TR EES o /7 ARFEERIE A LB BRI ~ 5
REEAVE R RO R H AT EE B TRRDIE AR AR o R bk
MRRIRRR G FIET L - 5T H & FIRE R WERRERL - RIS W AR
ek > DS ME Rl E AV - RIS T ENNE L E R
Jia e Kig B2 - A8 E S B SR R A R R N S e H A i 52 Bl
EESTRIR A » BB A R AR 38 7 2 i fR R S 2= r ik
DURF - BFIRE T ADERF T A R ASEREREETE W rTREZ DFREIE -
ERERIAFT IR A BRI -

FIE R G EE R A B L RSB RRIELUEM ATA AR (CPN
central PN) 5% (PPN - peripheral PN) i [Jk#iiE /5 =il Fe LGERIFTET 3L 2
FA% » EN+PN = 5]07.Z F A% © PN g EN B9 T8 - EN @ B 0 — 100%
FWE R FEEEE R PN 100% (TPN » total PN) — (PPN - partial PN )
— 0« EN ~ PN ~ F107.2 HAR =& KA H sl 8 AR R At iR Ba R R R it g
PN ] IRFFRAAEE 172 I L3t ENEN sl B2 @ RIR0E FARIm E ° -

Fr AR IS B HY T ATEERBIIGE S BEIRE - I ARRAIRE L Hm A FE
g 23 B = AgE A >
(—) {EEE RIS Nutritional risk screening (NRS 2002) =< 3 &, Nutrition
Risk in Critically ill score (NUTRIC score) = 5) - [R5 AT R 2
R PSR MEICTR K o FrABNBER ARSI R A S H AR B
VLRIFZ R EE TR - —ERIR AT DMEER - AR E
A e
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(=) EaERBINEE (NRS 2002 = 5 5 NUTRIC score = 5) » BitEH
BEARZIRD 518 & BIRF AR - BIFRE RS
TRTHIRRIRE BIEHE -

(=) G pa i AR FHIRAR - E i S B IEAAE 7-10 RPALEEIHARR K -
DRRGTRFIRE 2 > FELLZRT > FIREE T AWRERR AR &
ErRERER

IS B AR R 5 BB R RS - EE BTy
FEEE - DURRF R Y5 & o IGEE AN 2 - 1 P00 SRS 2R aE R s
N AR EE - (B2 RO EE ~ (EFE H BEIE Rk i Mg e 5
Pl 36 I B WM 3 17 s 1 72 2 A S R IR 28 A RE R 9 K Y BE B 40 TR B B

(randomized controlled trial » RCT ) 9t - wkie (—fE1%) BEiFIRE =S
FRAUIR A BEAR T RER B 2 B H ARG - b T (48 /N2 ) /1 ARIIR ATk
DT BRI ER IO EE S BB T o ATLIBRIE S N B R AL B
A HEMRDUEE IR R IR E R L e v i ny i -

Pl 8%

B G IR K TR /5 : NRS-2002 (nutritional risk Screening )

BN AR RS s 2 B B HEE I B de /7 - HIFER R PR B A R
FILER - RefEBerh e A R AR - fiteH H 0 - B8R 8
HJRESEER ~ AR AR L B e R T

HESE A (Nutrition Risk in Critically ill score )

NUTRIC score HMJTEf EALEE B R AN RFAFHYEBE - 38 L8 Fbe v E @i
MRy EEIE RN - FR5HE 6 36 » /& © 4F#% ~ APACHE-II ~ SOFA -

9% fiE 8 (Number of Co-morbidities) ~ 7% & H ¥ (Days from hospital to
ICU admission ) EiIL-6 o 438 1-10 -
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Q 1-1-0 BIE SR AT SR PR S AKT IE 38 / 7038 / o0 I RGBT Y ?

. el

Q 1-1-1 S PERFRES / Sk W / 181k Vs o T S g e A ] 2 .

A l-1-1 a SMEEHRE R EAE S R RSB B - RIS RS ST - 1A

A 1-1-1 b HMEEHRE R AR ERA G B REEE - HEREETM c
BHEGE A = b 54 A AT B By -

A 1-1-1 o S FRIEHE B FERZ (00 BB Mt 38 4 SV BRGSO c
5B DA T ELp 17 V0 Sl A e i B e 1) IR -

Q 1-1-2 Pt 7 W LI HOE PR 7% e P AR 053 A 2 i B A 20 0 I ({2 ) 2

A 1-1-2 a T TR E A AU AILERRT AR B AGE S EBHELS - 1C

A 1-1-2 b A RE AR B IS H IR BT WA - RIFESCIR PR AR - FEE c
ERAE T ERERENKE - DRIZETIEEEG -

A 1-1-2 ¢ E2E T MEEIRGE - BRI LS i Re e 2SN LERET AR & c
ZINZE -

A 1-1-1 d BTTEEFINLEERT KR BB IREE R (IR  THREESS BPS
B 7=t B AT ET s B AT

Q 1-1-3-1 =PRI A e PR B FRL B A 2 i (R AE 2 T 2

A 1-1-3-1 a EVIECA BN FHIRET S A SRS - HREDE TSR oC
BAMSMERG WA > iSRRI B2

A 1-1-3-1 b JRIK NGAL AT LA T 48 /NS MEEHRG 2 345 - 2C

A 1-1-3-1 o FREH BHTFLAGTE I A VIFEac 5 [ RO e Ry Al BPS
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Q 1-1-3-2 SR EM b A B T Sk R S 2 B AR F 2 00 2

A 1-1-3-2 a FHRNZ B REEE - ERZ B EE K DRI
B o SRR MR 2 E2€ > m] R A SRR SR e 1C
JE L Rt R IESE o 2 FTREME -

A 1-1-3-2 b B Z ) e A AE L ZE M B A BAFRIRUEIE - =175 R B i
BE R S S R BT GBI T S B R 2 3 E -

2D

A 1-1-3-2 c HEPR FANFRENE (2B MR - EipiRiesE - BEIRES) =
EfAESE (WWRE - RIEEE) RFERF - A (50 EREET e Sz R -

2C

A 1-1-3-2 d BREA 22 8% ERERCHERSEPN 2 BIkE - Bk
BRABJER < 30 mL/min 3 - JEZE R E G0 M S EPRIIK MR 2 2C
B -

Q 1-1-3-3 B i J S e Pk B R B 1 RS W (R AE 2 T 2

A 1-1-3-3 a EETEPRSEIERREG 2 RN ~ BOIRERAEEL - SRR
BRI - R TR R DR

1C

Q 1-1-4 HERR YA FEE FHT % 5 P T HE B3 2 W0 B A 50 300 b R (R 2 o] 2

A 1-1-4 a FER AR BT A B 2 AT RRGIRRE RS - (EHeHAR (R
EICEITE AR - FRERHEERR T A HIRS] - IR R B A
ZEREHIET o SHERDROINRRARR R T SO AR AR B T E A B

o

1C

A 1-1-4 b R BAFAEIH 2 B - R DUF S E B B PR B 1335
ERDRCR MR - MR B IIEEHEAR i 2 8L o mI SRR Rt 1C
REGETETRAG LI ERGELS -

A l-14 c ZETEERRGR - BRI - B ERIMEEIREGSER

1C
MEEEE - DAEHEERGR -
A 1-1-4 d —HR BT IS8 E bR (B 2 1% - FrA W IE 28 B

BN > MR LT B HR - DU s L B S HAth e B 2 BRI -

A 1-1-4 e HEIIARA RIS EREHET A SIEBHRE I R IRR Z47 - BPS

Q 1-2-0 Al BIAF (SOEHRY) LEWE T 8 AT 9 AKT 5 35 vl DURE FH AE R PR b 2 A 54
FEREE R RE ?

Q 1-2-1 W FEAL EETER BB HE 2 (baseline creatinine ~ renal reserve ~ imaging )

A 1-2-1 a B AR B AT ARG S & DhRe 2 LRI RRAE TR AR BPS
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A 1-2-1 b H A UAE 7 i 2R E 78 5L 6 0B HLEEET - o3 Al (1) DA
MDRD ( The Modification of Diet in Renal Disease ) /NFUH#E 5 (2) (EfEtE
HYEE—RIMBHLEERT 5 (3) At 3 RNEARAY—RAUEAEEET - (4) (LR BPS
FIEY A AT © FEPU(EE Fefl A Bl ) _EBCR TR RS EAIIRE] »
s R e U —(E 7 =X -

A1-2-1 c K RIEERE (AR ) &REBRET IS
AL BT R AUy S M BB G € P e s BT I TR 5L - BRI IaEE BPS
B o FERILE A FIIAEE -

Q 1-3-0 e " BTIREKIE , 2

A 1-3-0 a SR EE SR EEM GRS R REGEE - B2 IE K
HEPRERE L B (1) BRBEENTIARE ¢ (2) B WRIE - B RE I TR BPS

() FTEEWAE « ZMEHRG R L -

A1-3-0 b $HE—REMEEHRGEE - BURE 2B AT RIS MR R R A 4
T SALAETE - MUBHLBERT T RERIAR S hE: H AT R b i FAThee
PEFEIE 3 PRI NGAL Kz TIMP-2 x IGFBP-7 S A= H5 80 2 FI m] TEUH] 48
/NEFNE DIRE Z AR

55 2 g o 2%

Q 2-1-0 e PEEHE B EBREEAG ?

2C

A 2-1-0 a R IRIR B A AT SIE f 5 R ST B e BT T BB G AR c
b ek

A2-1-0b #ZLEERENES - ERETSHEIRG I E R - BE%
S MEEHEG RN (> 75 %) MERRA 0N -~ &I BPS
ETLEERERA AR -

A 2-1-0 ¢ HEBE HERF B EEFEIE - 41 SOFA ~ PACHE 5 A M B R BPS
(e

Q 2-2-0 1k SR 155 e I B A8 I P A BEL DR L 2

A 2-2-0 a SRRV pe s e AR FONN R - BRI EARIOINGG - RIS BPS
REACH IR B BT - ISR RIRE -

A 2-2-0 b QA SR ERERK S E - et L=ER - SEE BPS
B~ ROESE - S REENRR IR E ISR R -

A2-2-0 c il « —H#ERES G > BEEERNE IR - LT R BPS
A MEEHES -

A2-2-0 d =R\ R B TE (L AR E 2 G 72 - B S B Rk - 1C
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Q 2-3-0 W {di il furosemide stress test (FST) &5t B L B A Y Pk R 78k

g ?

A2-3-0 a BAEEMEREG - ERREHEEHEL T > 7 LUER forose-
mide stress test (FST) {ER2EHREEEATENTE - R FHEE

MEREERTE -

2C

Q 2-4-0 W7 {4 1] furosemide stress test (FST) ATl sl =M EHE BN A RATE 7

S R AR 2

A 2-4-0 a FEERE I FST {F RBRIOE B (AR Al - mTREGERIR b
FAH FST R AT S BB B (OR% -

Q 2-5-1 ZPEEHHEHR > Ry K 7 S B D Re AR ?

A2-5-1-a A - MR RS - MERRA - SIEE ~ L3RE A R AR e R 8

(Charlson comorbidity index ) ] DATHMIZ B B 51 B DhRE ARG - 40 2C

M1 -

Q 2-5-2 TP BRI 1 > WREEHEEE ] LTI B DR PR 2

A2-5-2a 5K ~ BT - AKl stage ~ 27 AKI ~ BILEEET EAHIEE ~ AKT 4EFFRR B
T BT DATECH] AKT 1% Ef DIREARIKAE -

A 2-5-2b ICU =% (APACHE ~ SOFA) B AKI I8 [ 25 H i =T PATEH B
AKI BB NREARWAR -

A2-52c &M B EEE N 85 B Neutrophil gelatinase-associated lipo-
calin (NGAL) - 85 0 & H R AT E TR M BHEG R B ThRE R IRAE » 40 2B
M= 1 -

A2-5-2 d REIE BN MEE RS nT R R BE IR - 2R 1 - 2C

A WRRA NGEAY ~ SRR L R R S R
Q 3-1-1 Ly L0 EEE s R i ¥ S B 2

Q 3-1-1-1 Ll e R HA 7y 7 ORI FH 80 R i A7 1Bl o B2 T ELREA 0 75 3 » o 85 A TR B
97 KR R S A e v M e B 2

A3-1-1-1 MER I EAFRREE S 5 2 > (ERHERRMITE I8 TRAHENTTE -

1C
A Y AERFE AR TEUHI B A R A R S E
Q 3-1-1-2 FEA il i PR 5 1 2 VR EELRE S A8 AW 8 S JE 2
A3-1-1-2 I E AR EHY 2 5F Ry TR E R S8R B LA - 1D

Q 3-1-1-3 {fifHREFAKIEE J7 (central venous pressure ) &7l S5 E 5 IR S lE S & v

5E?

A 3-1-1-3 Rk thouE5#HRER /] (central venous pressure ) U EL R
iR e A R EZ J77% -

2C




Q 3-1-1-4 fEFIBBIHGBEMGA (passive leg raising ) A& EOREJ R Y S I 12 15 vl 5 2

A 3-1-1-4 HESRfE FEHBIHARLIIE (passive log raising) (HURSREEHIOAR
RERRIEZ T -

2C

Q 3-1-1-5 {gi i Ik JB% %% 5L (pulse pressure variation ) B¥ .0 [# fify HH &2 %% 5 (stroke volume

variation ) A& TR EERE N S Y S ML 5 WY 5 ?

A 3-1-1-5 FEEE FHAREE S 5 (pulse pressure variation) I%,[ A iy ) = 88 52

(stroke volume variation ) HYHIEASEE LT IRAEEHME MR RS HER aFE 2D
THENIES T7E -
Q 3-1-1-6 fHiH N HEFFAE (Inferior Vena Cava ) T {58%% (b i€ 7l 5 i s £ Aoy 1% I M /2 75 ]
5i?
A 3-1-1-6 FEIE{F A T HEAFAK (Inferior Vena Cava) B {RE(LA A RTIERRIR .

RS H IR G A R EZ TT0E -

Q 3-1-1-7 PRI ESIR N > ffi Fi PR s S AR B R S Ml 5% (end expiratory occlusion test) &

TR AR PR M 5 VT 5 2

A 3-1-1-7 F1E{E R 28 @ R HASEUHIE,, (end expiratory occlusion test )
it Rt HEmRa R EARIEZ 7% -

2D

Q 3-1-2 ffi { ‘P i B85 % (balanced crystalloids ) > YA & Bl i i 78 5K (chloride-
restrictive fluid supplement strategy ) - j2 7755 LT DOSE S BHES 2 TR

UK ?

A 3-1-2 RGBT T B Pt i AR R A e - B 0.9%
AHEHVK - 2 ARHREUR AT DU S B IR RS R SE A RS TR -

2C

Q 3-1-3 15 J HURE R HEA TR TG R IR > AR i RV W - ISV WA 8 D 52

e S VEE RGN ?

BT

A3-1-3a gt TR ) FURIERE - BB S - FamEERARASIE NERRE
e BIRETEROERE > BN SERRER - SRS E -

2D

A3-1-3b 5t T ERETIRE ) THIRIEIE (MEHRE - BREUsR) - BRI
= NEBRSRAR SN RIHREAESR  Hep » S0 T8ERDIZE
VA (high-molecular-weight hetastarch) JUEESE » i KABRERR (41
HEH - LEmEE) AfRHERE - Eft hEE RS E TR e RN -
HREEEANEBRAR -

2D

A 3-1-3 ¢ BREIN B ETRIRHIRE > (EARAGR 2R 2R - AR
MAERE » FEIMBEGE TR - N SRR AR B BT RE i S Y et
BENAEE & Z2 0] A0 KR4 -

2D
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Q 3-2-1 Wufsie & 28 A4 S PEEHE A R BEIK ¥ - IR B AL fa R Al (risk factors) WlHE
3% P B P 2 PEEE S (sepsis associated acute Kidney injury) ?

A3-2-1 a WIMERE S HFEFIIRES G HEIME P SRR AR REZ

N le
& AT -

A3-2-1b [ IfiE B & & ff e F (old age) ~ =28 B ZIGHEE (Sequential
Organ Failure Assessment, SOFA) ~ & &1 .0 &% ik BR (central venous pres- »c

sure) ~ 5 APACHE-II 3¥73 & ff S ALEE MUAE AT RE B A S MBS 2 &
bR -

Q 3-2-2 Feutin P R e 1y s S8 0 P AR MR AL B A 2R A B AT B ) (protocol based hemodynamic
management ) > 27 0 DUSGEIH A VTR (FET3 / BT E — B Rpas) 2

A 3-2-2 HANGZ A S8 BURE R MR e Ay s B 00 AR LR R AR 2R
Hfn (T & ER—iIEE (usual care) -

Q 3-3-1 AL ARl 5 42 AKT {9 faki R 1 > figrb s A el B e g R s ?

A 3-3-1 BRIl it 8 L ARAREE (CVP) BUE AR F E RRIR
T2 BN EERERRAVEES o (H B ATE IAUAREAZ SRR (PPV) /LS8R
R (SVV) BE - AR E TSR E R (respiratory varia-
tion in inferior vena cava diameter ) KA ERRIRNZ BT E « KB 2C
HRTEEHTIT - LlsMNEHIG R B DEEROHIEL (PLR ) S8R
H&E (CO) ol HiE (SV) B TRE R HIE LR MEHIT il B &R
U E OE o

Q 3-3-2 B O A RHIg 52 8 A 45V ] DLTERS sl S BHRA 3 A 2 i

A 3-3-2 FTEARAITEEE - FY LS MHIT R A ZEY)40 dexmedetomidine »
A o] DURGEE A -

FERIE - BT RSN 22 (COVID-19) FEfi A BEAT IR T LG R » Bt

o o SRR Ty i e P S

A B FEEEY)

Q 4-1-1 Br¥F R fE kg RE (A1 : eGFR < 60 mU/min/1.73m®) > S5A0] 55 S5 5% 25 B Y 2

2C

-~

2C

PEBHESS 2
Adel-] a S EA TS » s 1 R B B b 7 28 - BPS
A4-1-1 b EREHERSERICS SR T ST - SRR |

BT S I TR R R S B RIS DR
A4-1-1 c BT EHBANRIRME A SR B ANS |

"H °
A4-1-1 d IR N-acetyleysteine w7 125 i FH AP BRI R o BHELSS - 2
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A 4-1-1 e R B TP MERIBRIRGE AT S RE I8 I THI B A

2C
= HEEE -
Q 4-2-1 S A o S0t e 1 1 e B o 70 i 2 5 1 B0 2
A 4-2-1 (/] warfarin ZLEEVBESMEEREGAVRAE - FEEGBRIEIER MG
{7 30 mUmin/1.73m® #9555 A > 68 AR AR UBEIA] NOACs AR 2C

warfarin %4 S BHEG 2 B ] BERE -

Q 4-2-2 LAl RN (BN R AN K ~ PR ~ BRIEERETR ) o BRI i S PR HR 5

RO ?

A 4-2-2 HATHRZ KRB Z SRR s & o i GG B A R S M BHR R A
R AR BN FIRH TR - TR E ST T A BN B
BHREHRE G -

Q4-3-1 2o FLI] ik B G BV 1 | e 2 MRS 2

A 4-3-1 a (FEHEBE A LZ2MEEEEZ T 440 (electronic AKI alert system ) DL
| YRS BHR GBI R BT -

A 4-3-1 b $HEEEYIATS HERY SR - BRECSR 1780 © Risk (EREEL)
Recognition (##2F) - Response (ZJ€) -~ Renal support ( EFfg (L)
and Rehabilitation ({E{#) DAFHLEEY)S ERY =M EHEE -

A 4-3-1 ¢ A ERSHERED) 4% CDSS  (computer decisive support system )
HlmBhBATIEE ST

Q 4-3-2 SHE R PEEEMI IR R BE EL 2o ) 2 (H AP HREEY)

Q 4-3-2-1 2757 DL#E i 6 [ {0 Fl vancomycin D)} piperacillin-tazobactam 5g i G 251

P EE R 3R ?

A 4-3-2-1 TR [EHG{F F vancomycin DL Kz piperacillin-tazobactam HFJE 3
BEE YIS EEENEE -

2C

Q 4-3-2-2 fiiJi] Vancomycin I » J2 75 7T LURE 1 85 I ZE IR A0kE O vancomycin 5[ S kR

e ?

A4-3-2-2 a A TEFE[ER] vancomycin i > 5 FEEDHIEEY) 2 MADRVE

BPS

A 4-3-2-2 b Foff9 55 T 85 ] vancomycin 7 [MAFBEY) A4 4R (trough lev-
el) » EHKA 15 ng/mL I ZUEESME RG34 -

1C

A 4-3-22 ¢ FMERESMERESRERAS L > 735 EFEH teicoplanin
M Fs X Vancomycin ZEY)

1C

Q 4-3-2-3 Ii—F6JE X () amphoreticin B 7] DL 205 5 B i 23 1k 2

A 4-3-2-3 B[ & [F FIAEE By AT amphotericin B (lipid-based amphotericin
B » 540 lipid-emulsion or liposomal amphotericin B) & {X{H% %Y amphoteri-
cin B DL [E{REEVIRVE i1 -

2C
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Q 4-3-3 J #H [ W% Pt ¢ % 8% (Nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory Drugs, NSAIDs ) &7 &1
ISPk R (AKT) 2824l ?

I

A 4-3-3 a {#1ff] NSAIDs &34 AKI ER{EK - 787 N B R B A N i

K

2B
= AKT R > ERRR IR T I oo PR A (8 1 B
A 4-3-3 b & NSAIDs & {F 5 fI (L RAS HNHIHISGH PR - 5] RE &30 »c

AKI S s - HE iR EE R VG -

A 433 ¢ BNRETER I AT 5 NSAIDs B8t AKI S0AHAR
(IR VRO - BT LTS NSAIDs (£FTR8 24 /1iF% | 2C
FHGT (SRR -

A 4-3-3 d BRAOBETMTATEE A aspirin AT RERE (A tRE% £ FirfHRE AKT EdiE
NS TR > 2R AT R R~ R~ BE R IR - R OB At 2C
IREAETT (a1 b B LS P

A 4-3-3 e BRATE LI TITATREA aspirin WA SFEZIEANMI & AKI BE:
BT SRR > R TR 5 1 R (B A B I aspirin s 2C
FEBLH I e -

Q 4-4-2 A vasE Y HH B I =B RS (drug-associated acute Kidney injury, DA-AKI) 1%
BB ?

Q 4-4-1 {EBeIIFIAIT 2 e ?

A4-4-1 a SEVIHRARISIE R RS (DA-AKD) fEREGEVIRAE] T RSN -
HATHHES [ EN SRR R - (B RS RIEHREIRERSS| -

BPS

A 4-4-1'b —E DA-AKI HiEL SR8 FAIRPIF .2 BRERATIE » (487
RIS AR © BB ROV BB » FR(ERRTTAE R DURES(S | BPS
& MHNRUEEE SRR -

A 4-4-1 ¢ DA-AKI B #FFE G Mo & OHEE B MY - WURERIR B4
SAHZEEY) » ERESEEY) 2 B HIE R - M TRERE S FNF A R BPS
HrEEY) -

A 4-4-1 d FEFHEAMBAELET (Ser) KpRE - WA FHER IR EIm
52 WBRETEDA R ETEEYI RIS HE -

BPS

Ad-4-1 e FRg R RIS RE BAREHIOHFE AR (RmE > =i - &) -
Al eSS BV SEY) B B R e M ELAE R -

BPS

A 4-4-1 f 5524 DA-AKI FPE S HUERERE » BIEIEE5% 102 BTN
BRI -

BPS

A4-4-1 g 35§71 DA-AKT Hyi AU TRERRS (A0S S VERIL RS R E
B3R - HEAAERGRE A e E e afAR -

BPS




A 4-4-1 h B AU (RRT) 8 FUE A7 B B ) RE (5 3 2 AT
TESEEIHEMERIEN 2 - BEEESENELARIRAS R R - ERE Kk
g A Pty > FERLED RRT -

BPS

A4-4-1i {2 1F RRT HRE S B REENAT Ser € > FRE - BRGIRRENIRE T 75
HYEAL - IEBDIREREIEBRET - bR T BT AR RAVEEYRIESN - 2
RGBSR R U ELNEEREIIEE -

BPS

Q 4-4-2 HBEiF AT e ?

A4-4-2 a BREGCHA BN o DR HEZGE -

BPS

A4-4-2b FEFE(FEAEE > WEEFERENRIESSHNEMBREEH
KBV R TE -

BPS

Q 4-4-3 90 KAz fPEEHE ?

A 4-4-3 a KDIG O 55 [ MEEEE (AKD) SMEBREEEBE 7 KEE
RN SRRV E DIREZE AN TR > MR IR RS (CKD) B AR
i 90 KAVEF FREEINEIIRE R 4 - WI5Ts - AKI AT CKD A Z 1L
BVERE > 1 L RTRER BARIEAIMHRE - FRERICERT AKT 838 ATREHERERL
CKD =i ik 7y CKD Efb2 kg -

BPS

A 4-4-3 b K5 DA-AKI 5 A Z B IREH 85 EEVIRis - HE » =ik
EHREGEE IR RS (FFEEERIAEESE 90 X) NEEERANER

BPS

A 4-4-3 ¢ FEAEER AT VBRI E G E DI - DG B IIRE T
M R E IR Z R -

BPS

A 4-4-3 d B RITEEE AR E =AY~ R ESER T LRES RE
> BERAE S B B SR SRR A DA-AKI Z 28] -

BPS

Q 4-5-0 fEVERFHEBIR > (ol WRp BT PR W) RESE B D RE 2 46 2

Q 4-5-1 [ EFBAUE H ACEI (angiotensin- converting enzyme inhibitors » [[I1% I 4 22
(LR NEIE ) B2 ARB (angiotensin receptor blockers > IM1E I47 22 SZ M RHEf A ) 2

A 4-5-1 a R PEE RS 8 Z AR EAE(E A ACEL B0 ARB JEZAE AKI (R EHT

2D
8 A BRIEAHTAY A S E B A AR 5 mmol/L -
A 4-5-1'b (i1 BUBR TR A R % AE BT BRAG(E A ACEV/ARB 1% 1-2 b

#H EHEHE -
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Q 4-5-2 1 Flg 500 2555 F4lg 1l 72 5 IR 3% 158 ACEI/ARB 1 8 i DL A 2 1 B 48 455 11 8%
A2

A 4-5-2 TEFATEUE O BE MR 78 B R T D 2 BHEES B & e
ACEV/ARB Hy{EF -

Q 4-5-3 12 B 5% il ACEVARB 2k ?

A 4-5-3 1F AKI 1%{# i ACEI/ARB He[#{KSE T HYE B 2D

A B RBE

Q 5-1-1 e RAMETT BB (RO - RIS M B R Ak (CRRT) #E2
55 P I A% (IHD/EDD/SLED) ?

A5-1-1 a BEIESMBEMEENEER LINE - EFEEEE BB (R A

2D

1C
HEERE R E LA ER -
A5-1-1b WEAESM BN S EPE & 2 IR WE SRR IETERT S - 2 c

18 FEIA L B e (O A M B R (ORI 2 2 -

A 5-1-1 c {EIMREN N ERRE R EIE S MR ENTIR & > 7] DUBHEE R A M B i (X
B L - BRI EARENESE > NARREHEAENEE 5 1C
R M R U -

A5-1-1 d FEFEH AL ZERAMER ~ R BN - Bl EhE
18 7 B s At PR RS BB P B T B2 MERE KRR B e i 8 - 1D
Ak LAV B R -

A 5-1-1 e BEIRRIEME B S O LB B B (U505 - BURNEER
% HYEEERAE R T AT AT Rt o & R a5 ZUED i BUS » ] BLEE A BPS
Fib— RTHACEREE - HAKIRRH R T 2 AGIRE I R -

Q 5-1-2 SV R TR B 52 MRS FORE I IRF ARG - L — G BR AR 5208 W & A 7 PRy 2

A 5-1-2 a FIIAR S B R (UROARR RS « E3RTE0K) - BB NIRRTt

YHE TS R A e TR » T M B O - Bes

AS-1-2b BRI (R A S SR - MERRT S |
B S e At » LT T B (s -

AS-1-2 c BIILESFEERIAIA A - PGS RS O as |
B -

AS 12 AAFIFIEADFGIERERRA CLARMOTH) - RPREE |
B (A TR T + LB EF DB -

Q 5-1-3 1iL33FE (blood purification) 342 a5 i LU AT F st 2

AS13 0 T E TR RO\ 7T T BRI 8 |

(polymyxin B) #{THRER (hemoperfusion) e
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A 5-1-3 b B iR SE 95 A R =5 e (5 F B P 35 2 I B AR IR 25 R AR
TEOEMET IR EERE -

2C

A 5-1-3 ¢ [MAE53EEFT A8 SR 4 Bo B e it T P A [E1E L G e M O
SR > RITERHEMER S - ST ERA - AR EREOERA
(GRS

Q 5-2-1 fEPER BN LA RIEZ I % 2 ?

A 5-2-1 a fE e MEBHE G b o R A i S 1 S R R (OB IR AV B &y 20~25
mL/kg/h e

1B

A 5-2-1b EFEMEE IR 5 (F Rk M s M B B (ORART - BT
EHEA MEMTEMRENSGE RS HETEER - 88 3 X > BR65
HYKt/V Z2/DIER 1.2 BB RETHVETHE -

2C

A 5-2-1 ¢ SR IAMERVEE RATHERS (AR E AR MBI RS TR -

2C

Q 5-2-2 SRR IR (G RE HURER M 25 ol 2

A5-2-2 a fEHMEE - AU RE RIS ERGEE B2 BREUaR
SR DUAER] -

BPS

A 5-2-2 b RIERME BB (UGB F (E AT (heparin) »

BPS

A 5-2-2 ¢ EEMEBERERAEE B E SRS (regional citrate antico-
agulation, RCA) LEFFZE ikt AL ERBIEEEHdy > G A (A H fn 81
[T/ VR BT JeEg:

2C

A 5-2-2 d A i BB SRR 2 5 By S M B RS B R 2 R B B R (U
ke > FIAS A UBERT -

2C

A 5-2-2 e I R et i S IS M BHR G B B B M B R (Ua R
B (5 /S E0eEEiieigE (regional citrate anticoagulation, RCA ) LA
DUEEHI S BE e R AR B 2R 5

BPS

Q 5-2-3 A AR R R RIS IR 2 o] 2

A 5-2-3 a EEAEFREH AR E « LA =B - HL AT e B i
BUG BRUERRR PRI o ] DU R AR M B R (U B R U R ]
BB SR R OB -

BPS

A 5-2-3 b EMEERE R ARTE IREIE R F] LI & A B BRI RR oK - A
&% TR BATEE R R (e R 2% -

BPS

A 5-2-3 c MEBIREHA 24 /NEHRE T LEMEE DIRE MR TEIE LA b - B B
B

2C

A5-2-3 d EEAEFREH ANRREREIIE G HILUTEA vl & ey -
BRI BB UG

BPS
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Q 5-3-0 B AORGE QI Bl M4k R4 (ECMO » ECCO2R) G 2 ik
Q 5-3-0 a R ORGE — BRI > i CRRT Al il ECMO 32558

BPS
HRER T o
Q 5-3-0 b 41 54 Hye B M BK ST o0 SR A ] > 7 vl Rl 22 2 B Rh BRI BPS
FARRIYZR B > AR EIRAES & ~ GERLAT ~ S AR ECMO [ -
Q 5-4-1 Gt TPk B R BT S B0 M Ay ] 2
AS5-4-1a FEELRINER 3 8 H © EakAdE KDIGO S EHREZETEA] - BPS
AS5-4-1b FELU/NR 3 (HH - BERPRAEER KDIGO St B REFZEEN - BPS

Q 5-4-2 5l B oV Vo HE (5T G A ek T o R 4 52 TS R £k DR AR S 114 28 B 2

A 5-4-2 a SLESMEEHRGHIBRRE B H AR M E A BAMTEREE
BRI TT% - BRCPEARHE (R D) -

A 5-4-2 b R TUA R B RE SV B IRE R B (A D ER IR

HEIE -

A 5-4-2 ¢ EHPREEIRIES B RG HE - BIRESFFIER (WIRE
& i~ PUAERE) VERER > AR B UERRADSIRE 1C
i

Q 5-4-3 Gt Sk HL S 0 R IR (TG e i 8 2

A 5-4-3 a SEEIEMTEARVEIZEE N DU T IOERE © 55— W ARERRE
BB BHOMERN B2 BRAERILME S - BEEEIIREAINE BPS
PERGIRL + 560+ FRA RIS RRE A B -

A5-4-3b BEREIEMTHO AR (FrplEBEFE) - B2 HALO R E 2

BPS

1C

PEEN B R HARHENTAEIE - *
A 5-4-3 ¢ SRR B ITE FEMYE ZALBLE St bty (B M o
ROEATERIRE > ARSI E SRR R -
A 5-4-3 d FESMEERBRIE S 02 ETEEsTIE - AT R c

VB AR N K O ERLE ~ PRS- BRlR-P i S BRHIRRE -
Al SRR BRI %

Q 6-1-0 £ FHIR YL 75 7R B A MEE R B A TR ?

A 6-1-0 a HMEEREH A EFRENIIEHER - EHEL BRI BiE
AVIEE P - AR R -

A 6-1-0 b SMEEHRIGH NG AESREE R Brs e iEEER - g0
SEEEEE (BMD) > ABETREIK -

1C

2D
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Q 6-2-0 PR EHE SN A B HERE L ] ?

Q 6-2-1 ZPERHEGIAFE - WIR A » B R A ?

A 6-2-1 FrASMHEREH ARER REMEFE - #HAEEHEKHETXR 20~30

1B
kcal/ kg

Q 6-2-2 ffijl] CRRT i&%#¢ » B EBHZERBEEARN ?

A 6-2-2 CRRT &R ERE R (TEE) » HAEF KELREZEME aC
FEIAHE -

Q 6-3-0 kB R W A B R R A ] ?

Q 6-3-1 RFEBIBIMHA » EABEREZSHE ?

A 6-3-1 SHEBEGR ANECEFER IR ALRSREER - /BT
BlE BHEEHERE - BRIRE - Biell =% EEy eIk = s
SHEEEGHA (2UEEGE—) E0EEHEES 08~1.0 gkg» & c
R A (BMEBRGSE 28 (&) Db Fir ~ BumfE - 815 1B E5%E)
EHEEE 2HENEEHEIEEERREMBBELR 1.2~2.0 gkg - 41
RERBEIT AR T LB EREERE R AR -

Q 6-3-2 ffif] CRRT iG#E » HHHEAGRERE AR ?

A 6-3-2 (] CRRT &% > EAEFEEE/VEXR 15 gkg HETE 25 o
g/ kg

Q 6-4-0 1k B R 5 EE e Yps A NG T PR 1 5 LA 5 — B B R |G 2

A 6-4-0 a fRAFZMEEHRGEER AERH (48 /NEEN) S TIFEEEEK -

A 6-4-0 b NERTHERSUIE T EEHE  HaSHR TR HINES oC
& T2 /NIHEEVEAS T O I R AR E TR EEHY 80~100% -

A 6-4-0 ¢ FEZMEREGEDR A GIAL RS - [ERIG TIREERT B
JERHAN AFFIREEBE -

Q 6-5-0 2P B HE 5 B 03 A\ R IIR S 22 A7 A IReAR 2

Q 6-5-1 2Pk B IR 5 EE o3 A T IRe 4 PR s 2 2

A 6-5-1 BT ARG E BT RN UL T - 2C

RORERT A BENL5E
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Baxter

BHInli&FLaEEH
Prismaflex oXiris Set
THE SINGLE SET FOR 3-IN-1 CRRT-SEPSIS MANAGEMENT

BLOOD PURIFICATION BEYOND CRRT BY TARGETING CYTOKINE AND ENDOTOXIN REMOVAL WITH THE ~ OXIRIS SET

e EEARHISEEE 031718 37

RIS AN { }

BRZERK D RIKE

R RER

ERAZRRBELE : oXiris BARIMRF(LAREHAEEHER Prismaflex 2GS THEA - BANRFEETIMR L  BFEE
BIEBDRERNAA > URGEERBEASTNREANENRA - ERAEBLFRERZERARAE  IWERERER -

REE | XEMEREH SR -

EE2TE - AEERERRDERAR - =
B AR ELCER 2 [ 216 % 15 42 OXIrils
TEL:886-2-2378-5000 ( K35 )

JbEET 48 108090266 57 -
FRRFESAE EBNIEEE POWERED BY prismafleX

TWN/MG191/19-0001

Making Possible Personal.
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RIEERET. 5L
M&F#MEF5

All in one
EEBEUERSREE (CRRT). MmiEa&i (PE), &
%8 (DF PP)EAM IR IKMEE@(CPFA)EBEENR—E
Bia

SF AP LEIERE
BRSNS

MIREERIEFISS

EFEBB(DFPP) : (EAFLUSHREE, SPrrimiEs

w22 RN, ML DEGCRE, FENEHNTES
5%5150

MIRIRHHEB(CPFA) : #55MBRHECRRTRES
HATEIR,

> EEEBRBNEE
> EFBBMIBEE
> MEBERMBEE

@ - ~ -

e infomed ¢ Hemoscien
{ERRIE B RMRERAAE RAETEBRHERA A

RMCEENEEER TEL:02-2876-5958

R T5009655%5 BT 1090501785



‘BRALE SEBREERM

“Fresenius” MultiFiltrate Pro System

BESEFIEREER -
« BISEEBEIE (SCUF)
o BIEE M ERI-BRARINAE)E (Pre CVVH)
o BEBEEFIR-FFIKINAEINE (Post CVVH)
A& BERIR-FFIRIIRE)E (Pre-Post CVVH)
 BiIEHFRIK-FRIKIIAET (CVVHD)
o BIEE M ERIR-BRAK IR EATEIE (Pre CVVHDF)
o BEEITERIR-FRAKIDARENTEiRE (Post CVVHDF)
o MAER
o MR HBE

“-— SRR LFEEREERAT ERAEERREREE
- FRESENIUS it - BILTPHERRE5esRTIE BERTEEE

5T : 02-7745-7888 EIEREE BRI =T 550284605%
v MEDICAL CARE {E;;;E : 02-7745-7889 LTRSS 551080601805%
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