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Abstract

Biochemical examination is a common and effective clinical medical examination method, which
can provide important information about the functions of liver, kidney, heart, endocrine system
and other organs, as well as the data of biochemical indicators such as blood sugar, blood lipids,
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electrolytes and so on. It plays an irreplaceable role in the diagnosis, treatment and prognosis as-
sessment of diseases in clinical diagnosis and treatment. Biochemical examination includes gen-
eral biochemical examination, special biochemical examination and emergency biochemical ex-
amination. In this paper, the application value of biochemical test combined with other test me-
thods in the treatment of liver and kidney function and other diseases was reviewed by citing 28
articles.
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1. 518

ARG I8 B A FRON AL A0, %IR8 T 1 R B R MR AT B 0 2, B BRI
TET A BTG, SRR I6 15 B () 45 IR 5 060 N IE 5 S AR IR, IR N SR B 3% H kA
AHRIRAR[1] [2]0 BRI ANE A] I PR B AR SR AL BR 12 . it Wil . J7 om0 )s DL R R DR
(5 B3] [4] [5]-

2. AR TERT B R R A MBS 4

JF R AEAL P A2 h FAMAS PR S VERT R (B AR, T R)RJER]— e B BJa Frolie i, JmEtRI
NBTHREIAGE, S5 vE A AR GUE A S ERREE, XS iR N, BN, 2 JEit—
DA, BARIEBONITEA6]. 3 H S BUT X SO PR Z SR 7]

2.1 —REEH

TP EEREAE 2019 4 1 T & 2021 4 2 TGS T 60 il R AL B R RO LA 60
BIEIZBEREAT VARG 1) B A e BT R ZH [8]

WSHANIRHE: (1) ZIREHIREE A2, RS WONER . L (2) X MR 2 Aa & fE BE B itk
17T RGOSR, BIREIA AR (3) MISEAMNIRALFE I 18 ¥ £ 65 ¥ 2] (4) M
B SXRA A B AT A R AR AR, HEREEE.

HEBRARE: BRAE TGS . BRI A -

ML gL A IR 2H ) B AR i fn ok 1o

Table 1. Data of observation group and control group
Fz 1. YRt RLA M BARLA K

. sl % PR
4415 b IS i AR ‘ :
R kAR
W g2 20 60 32/28 20~73 41.6+104 23 37
bagicEel 60 34/26 20~64 41.8+10.2
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P2 — et ge i R EL e 25 R VR BT .
22. I&E

LEARTINTF UG AT — R, WEMHE S AR, RHIE RN R A B Bk L 5 mL,  FFRs SR8 2 i ik
FE444 3000 r/min FEEAT B0 10 min, 250 5 B A LTS A IS4 T o0 B, 5 I A0 I 2 402
I )5 BT 80°C VKA P AR IR IF 25 5 SR o M UKAR TR B H M R A, @i SysmexCA7000 A4 H 4
A BT AGHEAT IR A AL T BRI 2 523 AST. ALP. ALT. TBIL X% TBA. #i =# ARG REWE, 5
W R A ik
2.3. MEIEHR

(1) LB HFEAL SR AR S S AR s AST. ALT. ALP. TBA & TBIL 1H;

(2) AkelAd FH A LU 51, g BH AT S 555 481 23 Tl 15 B R W 2 2L Ao R AL, S B B it T
Ty B A 75 A 6 25 R 5 5 TRFE PRI S A I PR AS 36 45 SR 2 W i s . 4 LA —Fa b
o IER VRS, ] SONBEMER B, X 5 TAEFREEA R, R B as B — 5 N 7oA, T A] ks
A7 BB B SCNBH
2.4. G iAEE

AR L6 K PE 5K F SPSS 22.0 BAFHEAT /0 M AL FE, P <0.05, B4t L.

25 &R

CAMALRT h B AR PR ELAR (R 2), B A TSN S AR T Dl RE AR AL TR AR ELER (LA 3),
B L FEAS DN AT 5 ISR B RS X A 8 SRR A A2 WA (X LE (LA )RS 2 BT g o

Table 2. Comparison of biochemical indexes of liver function between the two groups (n = 60)

= 2. FALABTIhAEE LIBARELEN(n = 60)

Rl AST (U/L) ALT (UIL) ALP (U/L) TBA (umol/L)  TBIL (umol/L)
it HE 2 23.65 £ 7.52 24.72 + 8.07 78.26 +13.57 4.95+1.20 9.74+2.91
MG 56.82 +17.21 51.19 + 16.62 146.54 + 30.73 11.08 + 3.29 19.85 +5.48

t1H 13.68 11.09 15.74 13.55 12.62

P1H <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05

Table 3. Comparison of biochemical indexes of liver function between patients in the compensatory and decompensated
stages
3. BELTREPHS KRBT IEEE LIBIRLLER

453 I I EL AST (U/L) ALT (U/L) ALP (U/L) TBA (umol/L) TBIL (umol/L)
REE 23 5247+7.43  46.86+7.25  138.31+13.87 10.27 £ 1.34 18.43 +2.08
A 37 61.18+850 5560+871  154.79+15.23 11.94 + 1.57 21.26 +2.49
tfl 4.04 4.02 421 4.23 4.54
P{H <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05
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Table 4. Comparison of diagnostic value of single serum test and combined test of 5 indexes in hepatitis cirrhosis disease
2 4. B—IUEWMIAN 5 TIHEFREL & NI BT 4 AT A8 LR TR RIS BT N (E X T L

[ORCWIREA U 1% e 5 1% AL 261% PHPETRIIE /% BTG /%
AST il 80.00 (48/60) 76.67 (46/60)  78.33(94/120)  77.42 (48/62) 82.76 (48/58)
ALT il 83.33 (50/60) 81.67 (49/60)  82.50 (99/120)  81.97 (50/61) 83.05 (49/59)
ALP 1] 85.00 (51/60) 78.33 (47/60)  81.67 (98/120)  79.69 (51/64) 83.93 (47/56)
TBA #ll 81.67 (49/60) 75.00 (45/60)  78.33 (94/120)  76.56 (49/64) 80.36 (45/56)
TBIL 3l 78.33 (47/60) 80.00 (48/60)  79.17 (95/120)  79.66 (47/59) 78.69 (48/61)
5 TR ARG Rl 96.67 (58/60) 95.00 (57/60)  95.83 (115/120)  95.08 (58/61) 96.61 (57/59)

HIE% 2 WAL s ET S, WA R & TR dak 3 WAL il AR s K TE
MaE, KIS S TR 8. ik 4 A, EREELRIS K, BRI 2 R BUR L
Rp SRS MERRISE S SHISH P TN A0 5 2 i T AR ML 39 . DL dfe ) P < 0.05.

2.6. 7Hig

R 15 PAC ARG 560 005 175 R R AU T LAAS R B I N, EIRIBARSSA BT . Xtk atrin v 28
—, AST {H. ALT {H=2 e F4RA TCHRIER EZ &, UITHRBin AST B, ALT EI 5, Rl
HEERE, XA EARTE R A AR B R [9] [10]. 56—, ALP{H. TBA {EAl TBIL {H/EA K
WEBIETAR, (FURAE TR 240 it 2 3G n[11] [12].

KRR TR TR, ST HRIEEIZE, 5 TR RS RN T B 2 Wi R B SE 5 DA
P2 v T RIS R (3 P < 0.05), Tt WA IHCA A 7 - J0UH8 bront JF 48 R4 P2 7 BE sk AR o HL
& RIZ W (B e 4F

3. EWRWEEIRRE N AN ES

VRN 2RI AR _E N )72 1S B 12 Wk 36 1 R 2 — I B AR AL 58, o B R B2 W B
IT A 1o BB IE 2R BB AR A Bh T I PRER T XS 120 I R 12 W, R4 SR & 3 2[13]-[15] .
DU IR 7y rp, SRS 2 SRA ET, AT Gh SRR O AR e, Rl 45 RN 52 8 [16]-[18]. FTLA, TRE
PR 7 V23T AN S . o ARSI E R — PR A B 78, e R DURAR D M A AR E AT 22 Pt 5
PERIFEARIINE , TESR SISO L [FI B, IR RER/D TR, R NI R, BRI, FEIRIR B AR
KEIHE A [19]-[21]

3.1 —fgFEE
7E 2019 4= 3 H % 2020 4F 4 A AR, e BEERRGE T —4 5 AR I B IR, FEA
N 200 H[14].

INFRAE: (1) SWrbRiECLSCHR[21] ot T B BE PO I B2 R brouitE; (2) B SR 2NN
(3) PRE T ImRBAREE: (4) AH LR AT

HEERFRE: (1) AOIFER . ODIERR . BB RERGRN: (2) ARIREAIEEL: () AR
GURPERWNZ N, (4) 8 B OB R A T RETE B — e B .

KA BENECRZE AT 04, IR 5.
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Table 5. Data composition of classification group and mesh group
F 5. HEBIRIMB R EABERR

]
ik A 4 SR TR
¢ T AMENRE R BANE RS EREAS
DI 100 56/44 25~71 34 41 25
45,61 +6.79
ETAEAER 100 56/44 25~71 33 40 27

32. A&

WA s A AT B AR AR 2, AN 2 H % R oR AR B34 5 mL ik I, 7 1200 r/min R &5.0» 15 min,
IR LG BRI SR AS, Ay =08 e E MR . REE. ML =Tifsts, KR5S
W NS TErr, R ETIES, W8T,

S s AT AR R B AR bR ARSI vk . R B RS B s T & E IR A B A5
H14s B, A dEilE 7R g . — 28T H 2R C, R —Z AT br S
ZAERS, MHEAT G E , A SRR IO AR A A SO AT, Blngs R SEEE, WE—ANA W
HATE R,

3.3. MEIEHR

PLIM LA« JREBE B RINER C X =TAEA R bR A BH A H R = T0Fa b e, B4 2 4L Az 9 2L 1

=AU FE AR o

34. GitAZE
AR L6 K PE 15K F SPSS 22.0 BAFHEAT 40 M AL FE, P <0.05, A4t L.
35 &R

A7 G ZH AL R 2H 6 ) AR A TEAR B PR R (L% 6), B IREREE . MLEHEAHE C (A&
7Y IR HEREAT EEER o

Table 6. Comparison of positive detection rates of biochemical indicators between the two groups

= 6. MESELIEARPAMERS R ELER

) FREA i ALEF EEe
Vs ik 69 (69.00) 65 (65.00) 15 (15.00)
A A 10 (10.00) 9 (9.00) 7 (7.00)

X E 72.832 67.267 3.269

P{a <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

Table 7. Comparison of test results of biochemical indexes between the two groups
2 7. MAENIBIFEINEERELE

5 JRE S (mmol/L) 1 AILEF (umol/L) BEFIE C (mg/L)
424 (n = 100) 8.25+0.23 84.33 £5.95 1.65 + 0.61
FL 4 (n = 100) 5.38 £0.43 66.40 + 3.27 0.33£0.15

t1E 58.854 26.409 21.013

P18 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
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g 7

M7 6 WAL, PR A BN ULET A RAVERS: M0 5, 7 AL S TE b A EE LU B A e iR 7 W]
&, o RAMEIRERE MAUEFAIHIER C B RE THimA . DA ESEEY P <0.05.

3.6. ¥itig

AT, DHANRER . MULEFFH R SR AT R EE, 20 SR 2H 1 & THHE bR B B AR
TR, FEE: F—, EFIERMN g, xF 5 H RS Fa e, EAR%EG, R
FER R HIRT H 8 AR, AR — S IR g R IR U R 5 T N — B e, 1N — %I E
FII 5 Tt B R U . MEWRR S TE, ERIGIRF R, PIMRIER I AR, BoAMME C. M
WLEF JREE, #IE N —FARIRTH [22], WG WA N FARIE , X512 A8 175 50 n] AR J5 B 0
F CORKEBCAIWT, AT IREZAI R TS L RBUE, 7T PO R R A MBI 7, #—
AT T H AL E R X, WA EAT N — BN, BiZa 0 ke RS, /I 153
WoRK4a 5, B mae R 826 30A77[23].

4, FURRERRBON BN ES T

B PRI e 18 AR 2R B R TR H AR v O L, e IR 2 2008 S 35 I R 555 B PRI IR
AL MANE R, SR, KPR SR IR N R — 2 ok Ek[24]. IMIRIFRRRE, FIEBIAE
Wb PR, R R B RO g ) KT, TRBT B b AER R AL, B Bh T B, SGE
JG[25] [26]. PRk, G0 BRECE R i bR T2 Wi 2 ETH T2 WnZom A & 5 ik —Rea wikh,
RIS 2 ARG 2 .

4.1 —REBER

1E 2019 4F 3 & 2020 4E 5 [, AA L1 2= {8 [ B T 6] 42 %) 320 161 580Uk R B2 2 3E 4T 1 IR IR TG IT 3F

PACAE W5 = 0[27],  F R0 I S hruE[28] 70 xR AH 524,  BAABERE I T % 8.

Table 8. Data composition of control group and observation group
= 8. T HRLAFNNL B2 4E B BARLE K

5 FH 1451 Bk e PR
X 102 52/50 45~176 63.48 + 2.14
U S| 218 110/108 44~175 63.44 +2.11

AR (1) BETEIEAN L (2 AFWEA LA m IR (3) BFH REEE,
TERGHIIA o

HEBRFRE: (1) BABIBIEMREE S (2) O, Fifl e & B A B I REVERRG . AT
FARE/RC¥ NV S (82 TN AP K1 18]

4.2. H*

AR TERT B B IEAUE , AT — RIS EASUOKMEESR, KGR, REEBHE KRB
HHEZ) 10 mL, — IR B EE KL 5 mL, FF b SGE RAL I PR KT $55 3E4T FBG /K- T4
D, AZAGI T B AT OIRES, A &) B A BRE AT R, X T HbALe KA, A e e
HEHNE, RS, 45 2 h BUBE R SR KL 5 mL, JERI & ¥4 5 2 h B2 h PBG)/K-T,
ZIUH BRI T B R 7 5 A MR R FF — 2. T 8 S35 52 D IRpE T k08 (OGTT); 3 S 75 Vg M
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B LR R IR AU, 8 S A 45 SR A R, R 2 B H SRR A B R ST D AR AR AE 15 F)
30 w2 fal; T4 )5 2 h fiE(2 h PBG)AKT i, HAEBEZESILIRET, hBFEA=TpZ NKHCE
U BT TR R 58 A6 380l B VRUIR PR J 7 A /NI Pt DR 8 KU 2 miL, R P e M ASCRS X L 7K
FREATINE -

4.3. LERiEHR

e, NPT R 4 2R (KPR FE. FBG. 2 h PBG. HbAlc. 2 h OGTT IfiL & 48 bRt 71X
—Lb#. ., SIBERE N SPREL, X IR E S A ARG 36 A AR RS 5 e A 130 A 7600 P A ) &5
BT . B=, SHERRIWNESRHERIGSE R, X082 4H A B8 2 ) 523503 B0 R 5 30 CL B AR AL i 36
FZ P RS 7 = A2 W 3 BE BEAT P-4

CWHkHE: TR RG4S R IRBE ST 0.8 Z2EERIFE; TEAEDL IR T, KT 11.0 ZEE
JRIFFEEE &, B3 FPG N 7.0 B &, SEMLIMAE AN 6.5%8E & IX PR 7 14] &8 SR A4
—ANHR R RH 1 [28] .

4.4, Gt AE

ARSI H R SR FH SPSS 26.0 AT b B, P <0.05 B L ER, A4t FE X,
45 #R

PAPR LA ST SAH TR b EL B (L4 10),  AS[FAS LS 77 =S W 4 B B (L 56 10) bt 47 B
Table 9. Comparison of relevant indicators between the two groups of research objects
9. FEMFRITRIERIEIRELE

2053 % JEBEmmol/L)  FBG (mmol/L)  HbAlc (%) 2 hPBG (mmol/L) OGTT (mmol/L)

SRR AH 102 0.58 +0.04 5.13+0.27 5.32 +0.53 6.07 £0.25 10.42 + 0.55

MEZH 218 6.34 +0.58 7.07£0.24 8.53 £ 0.45 11.52 +1.27 14.44 +0.78
t 1 100.104 64.708 56.113 45518 46.867
P1H <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05

E: FBG B A MRS MM E; HoAle B ML LI & 1E; 2 h PBG NEHIE)S 2 h AE{E; OGTT
SR 1 R A e i B

Table 10. Comparison of diagnostic results of different test methods
2 10. TEI S REISEEER LR

SARifE

SLoy; o P ok e
K6 7 2% RERAE i . H
o 135 47 182

R SRR B oA 83 55 138
it 218 102 320

o 180 27 207

Qz,pcﬁ% IZE ‘TE 38 75 113
ait 218 102 320

S 4 216 15 231

ek B BT 2 87 89
&t 218 102 320
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B¢ 9 v %1, WAL IRNE, FBG, ML IMZLEEE, 2 /NS PBG fH, 2 /NEFHI B &, 2 /N %)
PR FEROE R R R =, B 10 WA, XETPHMEAS tHE, PRIR I 7 xUIE A AT s B0 AR G T PR A
ISR Ab K6 56 (=16.391 4.167, 5 P < 0.05) b 36w . LA EdES P < 0.05.

4.6. HIHE

X TRUREE . RER RS RERARE. PEYETAE . PTG T 247 0 vl 49, P 36 5 =X
WA AT R 56 5 5 PR VB A B AN A AL A 3 B AT A B AR B, X T K2 W s i R . A&k 534k,
X T A AL DA 38 R N, T B2 B S T A A, DRI AN DA LA Dy — e
Tik, W Z A B 7 7 (P < 0.05) (% 11) [27].

Table 11. Diagnostic value of single test and combined test
2 11 BRI ESRENISENE

ey = BURSE e 5 il BH 4 Tk i IS T £

PR B 61.93 (135/218)  53.92 (55/102)  59.38 (190/320) 74.18 (135/182) 39.86 (55/138)

L &L 82.57 (180/218)"  73.53(75/102)"  70.31 (225/320)°  86.96 (180/207)"  66.37 (875/113)"

BA s 99.08 (216/218)°  85.29 (87/102)  94.69 (303/320)°  93.51 (216/231)" 97.75 (87/89)"

X214 98.952 24.844 110.931 31.375 79.028

P1H <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05 <0.05

e SEMRBERLL, P <0.05; 54485, P <0.05.

4.7. it

S, IR PRI 71 B 2 B LU AR ST U AR R S RIUASE DU B R R Aff b 12 B HE R PR, FERE IR IR R A2
TRUtE 2 A AR, sbal, ARBFFRIEKI, TERIRPEEE IR . FBG. HbAlc. 2 h PBG & OGTT

(1 A AR P S5 5 T, WL LA L X R vy, K AR FRIR AT LA Do B 132 W 4
5. B4

ARSI AE T I R V2 W A B AN AR AT, AR R REAL B 2 B, AR Aeie e 6 TR
PRIBE oL 6 A2 A RS T B B B IE SR AN » 4820 AR 86120 Y 21 A AR 36 Fp RS I B IO
S IS WHERRYE, AT AT AR A IR N R, FE B R AT, R EBRE T, R
Pt A, BRILZ AN, RS S AL IR R TR AS &, RESTRIE . R #ERRIZWIRN, 2
Wit E LTS, B A A6 55 PR B AUAS I6 R AR 25 12 Wbl B i mT DLKORIR 2 A hE, B e
BRI (A] .

S5k
[ FBfE. FFRRME L P IREER  30AOT 5 IR 83 I D A R LR BRI R[], P IE Bk e 4
2018, 28(13): 1599-1601.

[21 SCRR. HRFAEAEEME CHE. ALB. CHO /K-FAL I LE - B B8 1FAS A (11 PR A [I]. K36 =22 SRR
2017, 14(18): 2741-2742.

[38]1 EWr. EHrEE AT RO = T[], IR T, 2024, 32(5): 132-135.
[4] WERL, BFRERE. ARG IERE IR B B RS W i B AN EL[9). R R 25487, 2024, 22(7): 105-107.
[5] JAF, X0, MWIA. ARG A B IR (A8 TR N 3], 5 4k ik, 2024, 31(5): 76-77
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