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Abstract

A prospective, randomized, controlled clinical study was conducted to observe 92 patients diagnosed
with spleen kidney qi deficiency, dampness turbidity and blood stasis syndrome in CKD 3~4 stage.
They were randomly divided into a control group of “Western medicine integrated treatment basic
plan” and a treatment group of “Western medicine integrated treatment basic therapy combined with
thermal moxibustion therapy”, with 46 patients in each group and a treatment period of 12 weeks.
The control group patients were treated with a Western medicine integrated treatment plan, while
the treatment group patients were treated with bilateral thermal moxibustion on the basis of the
control group treatment plan at the points of Geshu, Piyu, Sanjiao Yu, Shenshu, and Mingmen. Before
and after treatment, the general condition of two groups of patients and the duration of thermal mox-
ibustion gas sensation were recorded, and measure indicators such as Scr, Cysc, eGFR, BUN, UA, IL-6,
TNF-a, and NLR were detected to evaluate the clinical efficacy and traditional Chinese medicine syn-
drome efficacy of the two groups.
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1. 5|8

185 [ (Chronic Kidney Disease, CKD)A&—F KA AE T S BRVE H A BP0, L EZERIUNE gz
RIS BUA AR A WTHER 1] ERPEZR T, CKD BUERHA HH SR TAL, St aair
AN B BEROUH R 1™ RS, AL, IR O 2 52 [ P A 3L AR U D) 5 A 80E 2] -

CKD [R5 ¥ R NAR AR — RPN RAE SN, JX 48 e B = LB v B /N BRORT R 18] 5, - I v 2
ERIEAL . TAEIRSIF AR TR ST, M2 LZBETAE. WS AE s, JHERfE iz
Bl RPPRHEAE A, RAWRESEE RS . HATH TR CKD RUAE 25 3 EA ity T2k
ACEI fE iR b B =R, USRI S0 BTSRRI &I 5 (3]-[5], HLAI 3=
FERUAEAE CKD FT 3 BUR JORE SN Je ot B D RERIIRE, I HATBI T4 CKD HyEfE .

MBI, FRE DR 7 R A VAR I AR L[ 670 , CKID AR AR A (0 T2 G & My i [T K%
AR E IR, BN SBUKIEMA R . LRAAMUBAREAT I WA E MRS S5 DAL
[6], & BEFFARNAR FE S L FF I BB LR B Sz AE (7] BhAh, SCGRIERA BT B JRANSETT i e 1
FIACHEE AR I[8] . F i (M /XIS T 7 i)W T X G LRI TIE Y IR IR, SRR, B¢
FER R EPRAS o B R AU X B ke, W DU RIS AR B, A R, IR
A E R T R DI RE[8] -

2. IGRZER
2.1. RGBSR
AR BHIRIET 2020 4 7 H~2021 4F 10 H L B2 KA R ER T MR AESE 2R
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BRI EMIS RS, HEHPIN. BRI ) .
2.2. INFRIfE

1) FUTE 18~75 5 #;
2) FrE BB R CKD 3~4 B2 WikriE[ 15 ml/(min*1.73m?) < eGFR < 60 ml/(min*1.73m?) [9];
3) YL, WR R EER AR S EL AT A R, WA PR AR T
4) FEVRTEM . SRR TG B R
5) HHEEHEUEJE B AR . R B A [10];
6) HIEEZIRIT, HEE CGuERER) .
2.3. HEpR#RIE
1) G F2Fh e E 5 R M B A
2) I PRI REIE R S H AR G M 5
3) GEgR. PALEE R
4) BRSSO I R ™ B A R R A
5) FEREMES . ZRE B
6) FhEHRIE A .

2.4. BRiERRfE

1) KU,

2) DRI AR R R E R E T 5
2.5. FIERIEHRE

) fESER R, WML EAR RN, PO EART Bk 8 S R R .

2) RAZLYTT RIMERTT, AR TR

3) MUALEFEE A B BT IR T

4) BFEFEHIR T SER .
3. BITFE
3.1. BARMGEH

AT T LA eGFR Jy 3 E 2% midihy, SRR 30 AR A B AL A HEAT SLI0 BTt . ARE AT 18 41
i KWL S FSE I B 4m 45 R, LORIT S eGFR ) B TH B AF N BEAR B SRR Sl (UG JT 4 5.98 + 5.86
ml/min*1.73m?. %4 2.44 +1.70 mI/min*1.73m?), {EH PASS 15.0 BAF#AT HAASHEE, 45 Higher
Means Are: Better. Nonparametric Adjustment: Ignore. Power: 0.8, Alpha: 0.05. Group Allocation: Equal (N1 =

N2). SM: 5. D:7.56. S1:5.97. S2:2.44. It HAIFEARE N1 =N2 =41, EFEARTEN 82 Fl, FHEE|A]
REFAAE 10%~12%BLva 25O, DIMFEAR S K ZE 92 ], 4% 46 .

3.2. BN Sr4R 75 %

i1 SPSS 26.0 G it # A iR BENLE T3, 1218 1:1 EhAIBEAL 2 L SIe 3 A% IRAA AT A, B9A
SREBERDAER . FEHABEHRNERN. AR RSL R E G, K2 w317 415
S, RSN RN 46 Bl VRITRT, ICSRIELREWE, SAEER . M. Mk, D& RED K FE
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UEARA Y 4255, JFELIERN EHEATEOR AT, LAV AN Hds Y AT Le b
33. BATTAR

1) R4

KPR — R LR TT %, BAAREHE:

WE LSS 2 KB (0.6 g/kg),  VALEANSE N ZUDT I B (0 il B DR 8 77 e R0 I 0P AT (R N 4ERF
#E4EH 30~35 keal/kg), fRBEKE .

X HEPRI . R MAE i R UAE S5 R 00w, A6 BIRYT o« BB & A5 R AN =5 T
RETEMR I &AM R 2, g hlOIhBEAR 4. a2 IE/K Bt 2500 . PRW-F 44 2 R A%, 58 I s LA
RPN o ZARBRI RN E, DR BRI 15 55 AT €, A FEAa & R A4 B e, 44k
TN PRI E 3 g/ RAE A .

2) VRITA

FEXRTHR A [ Al b0 FH VB R TV AT IR YT, BRI IG YT 7 R R -

© FHAEIAL

AL HE XU A AT 7(BL7)~ XU AE i 73 (BL20) B = £ AT 73(BL22)~ XU ' fir 78 (BL23) iy [173(DU4)

@ HEHIE

BRI EEE T R EJ7, BL3 em NER, EEESEK 3 em MIALEIZ e R . KR %
BARINEATIRAE9)-[11], MEFHBZIEN. B T, BEARGE AR REARGR
DLKIR MK, Fev EEL 98, BR. BIX 6 PRFER A&, e iz o B, Rl B, =R B
WAL IRE 2 A AR BIR A

@ R TT%

H4 SR SR TR E AR BRI B W I T 3 om A BT B AR, BRI RIS AR DL “IRERF . I

I BRI BT AR URJE I ABIE IR AbsTE . WS B H SO IR AR E AR AL I O, R s
IGIRIT A AN RN o BERVRIT 2~3 ¥R, HifRSE 4 FVRIT 10 Ik, BANTIEIRGIT 30 IR AT REYA
12 &,

@ FEEFEM

TEMER SR, iR & MR B RIS & B INEH, e EEY) G EE MR PR, 1
Gb, AT EERBEEE YRS BN R 8. SkBEEAR RN, T S kg
FREBEAT A7 T A DR RS o 0L B IR LB T/, — BLHR AN IE B SZ 2 R O A 1 e, AR O AR
BRI FEP A AT RN, EHRE ST IR E, DA bR R E S kA .
3.4. WA E

eGFR

KH CKD-EPI-Scr-CysC 2 3[12] [13]1H 5697 75 B /N kgt % (eGFR, ml/min/1.73m?):

eGFRScr-CysC = 135 x min(Scr/x, 1) o X max (Scr/k, 1) — 0.601 x min (CysC/0.8, 1) — 0.375 x max

(CysC/0.8,1)—0.711 x 0.995 £E#4[x 0.969 WIF L], (2 0.7 WAL, 0.9 WIRFHE; o —0.248 MR L
T, —0.207 Wik B ).

3.5. B

1. J7&Fahn
1) FEL SRR
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i B /NERIEIS % (eGFR): RITATRIVAIT LG 4 AL 8 B 12 FAAEI 1 IRGE 4 ).
2) HoAthyr RAEbR

@© 'BIhEE(BUN. SCr. UA. Cysc): 1BITHIE &K 1 7.

@ IMiERAEFEFR(TNF-a. IL-6. NLR): 597 B 5 &80 1 7K.

3.6. TTHIEFRAE

1. IGARIT RS R (P25 20 R 78 S R [714005€):

1) 8% © WEERRSEAD >60%, @ eGFR #i0 >20%, @ Scr 8 BUN [£fK >20%:

2) HR: © IHRGERE 08> > 30% (<60%), @ eGFR G > 10%, 3 Scr 3 BUN [&f& >
10%;

3) B © AR E SN E, IGARER 2 A> < 0%, @ eGFR [k, @ Scr i BUN
whn.

LEBOmL %, @, @E&—I, BafHE. W TOHMA%, HO. @WARMSHE, Hir iz
HIGE

3.7. ERAERE

AW TR T B ERIGR I R 220 H (F ), & il R KW EECERICEE RS
AL, LS 2019-703-58-01. AHEFAKE I R NHIAEDDEE A0 FEAS BE o Ay Ip) JEAT RE F) =
AEHFIZEE s E= ) .

3.8. Gt ERE

AHFFER AT SPSS 26.0 fRAKS Fris Bttt AT i vt b, AR IGETHS TN A HATXIUMREK:, P < 0.05
BAL BRI 22 572 15 BA Geit 2 e O B bR . tHRBERER M (v £5) 308, tHEBTRER IR ROR,
AFFE IR AT I TE & BOR A s AL (DY 2 2 R ) (M(IQR) R X TAF & IES i E 5k, R
H t KT Gevt o b, AEREAT 4[] BUAS I SR A BSZREAS ¢ Ry, T AR 4E A 5 LS DR R BE X ¢ s
Bro TN TAFFE LS AT BEA AT 2 ERR, RAIESEG THERANR ) 4T St 734t
FEHEAT X AN [ S0 I et (R AL 1) B o Mg s 0032 P A 3 SR 7 22 20 A o

4. 58
4.1. —RIGRER

2020 4 7 A~2021 4F 10 H LA R 25 K22 M @ RE SR B 1 B BH 112 AL G R 2R 12 06 5 a2
BE I 92 BIHHIEE S S, MR CKD 3~4 B EHES S T AR . RHMILHTE, &
BETENL D WA IRARGIT 4, S5 46 BlHEE.

Table 1. Comparison of baseline data between two groups (X s, M(IQR))
F 1. BMAELERER(Y £5, MIQR))

— BRI H YRIT 4H(n = 46) B (n = 46) Uit P1H
PE5 55 (48 29 23 1049 () 0,400
P 2 (f8) 17 23

FEW(H) 62.50 (52.75~71.00) 60.50 (48.25~70.25) -1.173 (2) 0.241

CKD JiFE(4F) 10.00 (7.00~11.05) 8.90 (5.73~11.18) -1.196 (2) 0.232
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CKD 431
24 31
34
G 3 () 2.487 (A 0.153
CKD 5735 22 15
4 1) (1)
¢GFR 35.43 +13.06 3536+ 12.93 0.028 (t) 0.977

(ml/min*1.73m?)

BT A 17 6, B4 20 7, EE 26~75 ¥, CKD3 24 5], CKD4 22§, #%fE 2 MH~16.9
., eGFR 15.91~59.24 ml/min*1.73m?.

SR Lotk 23 . B3k 23 Bl HEES 27~75 %, CKD 3 A 31 4, CKD 4 # 15 5, WfE 2~15 4,
eGFR 15.01~58.77 ml/min*1.73m?.

PRALSpT BT . AEES . CKD 40 . eGFR 5A(E B RG22 /(P > 0.05), el i
NAUN I LB I8, ARTEerE, SR NE 1.

4.2. FELRSIBFTH

BIT T ALEE eGFR /KPS ZF(P > 0.05). EITHLEE eGFR /K F&IRTT 5 S5IRITRIAH L
HRETTHRE(P < 0.05). XA £ eGFR /KF 5167 BIAH LTSt 24 22 7#(P > 0.05), R RIATT RENS
BRI B eGFR K, 53R ILE 2,

Table 2. Comparison of €GFR (ml/min*1.73m?) between two groups of patients (X £ )

% 2. FIYAEE eGFR (ml/min*1.73m?)EL3R(x +5)

45 n BITHT BIT A it () P1H
BITH 44 35.17+12.83 36.82 + 13.82% -2.055 0.046
o R 42 36.42 +12.89 34.79 +12.93 1.915 0.063

it () -0.450 0.703

PMH 0.654 0.484

7E: eGFR IE¥Z#%H: >90 ml/min*1.73m?, *# N ELE P <0.05.

PIIR R R 7 Z M o, I AL A 8] 52 LA AL eGFR 7K T BA 2P < 0.01), $iE
AN AR TT I AE BAE 20 BB K eGFR R AE50m, S5 R WA 3 A 1.

Table 3. Comparison of eGFR (ml/min*1.73m?) analysis results between two groups before and after treatment (X + 5 )

= 3. AFTEIE AL GFR (ml/min*1.73m2) S T4 RELE (X £5)
BIT G H1H
4 7 8 A 12 J& BE TH
JRIT . 44 35.17 +1.94 36.19 £1.97 36.22 +1.99 36.82 £2.02

Al 7R HITHT

0.225  0.053  5.042%*
pagiteEi:l 42 36.42 +1.98 35.69 £2.01 34.94 +2.04 34.79 £2.07

GiitE () ~0.450 0.180 0.448 0.703
P1H 0.654 0.857 0.656 0.484 0.879  0.818  0.002

7F: eGFR IEHZ#%H: >90 ml/min*1.73m?, *Z N P<0.05, **4 A ELE P<0.01.
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Figure 1. Changes in eGFR in two groups of patients
1. FtREE GFR BLIER

4.3. BINBE(SCr. Cysc. BUN, UA)

1) SCr

TBITRT, ALY SCr L4t (P> 0.05). 16IT R 1RIT UL SCr /K S5 T RiAH L BT
(P < 0.05); XTHEA SCr KPR ZE T LG EE (P > 0.05), FERMBRIGTT TR ES SCr /K
F, WK 4.

Table 4. Comparison of SCr (umol/L) between two groups of patients (M(IQR))
2 4. FLAERE SCr (umol/L)ELE(M(IQR))

415 n RITHT RIT)E Giit&E(2) P{H
RITAH 44 161.50 (128.00~233.75) 166.50 (120.00~219.25)* -2.025 0.043
o HEZH 42 156.50 (133.75~228.25) 161.00 (136.25~225.00) -0.807 0.420

gt E(2) -0.078 —0.540

PfA 0.938 0.589

VE: SCr BIEH 7K F: 57~97 umol/L, *ZHP L% P <0.05.

2) Cysc
WBITHT, WALEEN Cyse BHIFH#ZE (P > 0.05). WHBELIGITIE Cysc K FHBIRITRIYI LS
HHEEZERP>0.05), WES.

Table 5. Comparison of Cysc (mg/L) between two groups of patients (M(IQR))
5. FAEE Cysc (mg/L)EEER(M(IQR))

A n YRITHT EER Gt (2) P{H
BITH 44 1.82 (1.56~2.55) 1.85 (1.49~2.22) -0.284 0.777
o HEZH 42 1.82 (1.45~2.34) 1.91 (1.58~2.45) -1.788 0.074

FiR©2) —0.432 -0.531

PfA 0.666 0.595

¥: Cysc WIEWZ#(E: 0.51~1.09 mg/L.

3) BUN
BITHT, PI4LEE A BUN L4022 £ 7 (P> 0.05). 1AIT A EHAIRTT J5 BUN KPS T aiAH L

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2025.153884 2483 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2025.153884

Mikdy &%

JIT R BE(P < 0.05); XFREZH BUN /KPR 51697 BT AHEL 22 3 B 4i it B (P > 0.05), &R RBRIATT
AP BUN KF, W 6.

Table 6. Comparison of BUN (mmol/L) between two groups of patients (M(IQR))
% 6. FLAEE BUN (mmol/L)EEE(M(IQR))

2153 n BT HT BTG Gt E(2) PE
AT 44 10.50 (8.30~14.98) 9.95 (7.28~12.08)* -2.235 0.025
Xof HR2H 42 9.45 (6.95~11.90) 9.05 (6.73~11.60) -1.157 0.247

Giitw(2) -1.832 -1.141

PMH 0.067 0.254

7E: BUN IE¥S#{E: 3.1~8.0 mmol/L, *2HP L P<0.05.

4) UA

BITHT, PILEE K UA S H4Z 7P > 0.05). S16I7 iR 4B UA KSR R EEA B
TRE(P < 0.05); TR UA /KPR S iR T7 BIAH ELZE S RS0 ih 548 (P > 0.05); A Al Eh i W n G T 4.
B RAR TR RAL(P < 0.01), FRRABAIGTT ATA BEK R UA KF, W& 7.

Table 7. Comparison of UA (umol/L) between two groups of patients (X + s )
7. FLHERE UA umol/L)EEER (X +5)

25 n BT AT RIT ) GirtE (1) PiH
HITH 44 368.36 = 84.36 339.89 £ 53.94%*AA 2.945 0.005
X REZH 42 373.14 £ 69.15 377.33 £ 62.65 -0.372 0.711

GuitE (1) -0.287 -2.975

PMa 0.775 0.004

VE: UA IEFTEHE: 208~428 umol/L, AAZEIELE: P<0.01, **4 K P<0.01,

4.4, MFRFEIBFR(NLR, IL-6. TNF-a)#&0)

1) IfijE NLR

VRITHT, PR E RIS NLR £4iiH %2 5P > 0.05). G744 BE L1697 )5 M5 NLR K 51697
HIAHECA BT R FE(P < 0.05); X RRALIMTE NLR /K567 HiAH b 22 7 Gt 52 2 (P> 0.05), $&n#viiiR
YBIT AT R AR R IS NLR /K°F, W% 8.

Table 8. Comparison of serum NLR between two groups of patients (M(IQR))
Fz 8. AR EIE NLR LB (M(IQR))

21531 n BT HI R Gt #(2) P1H
T 44 2.58 (2.09~3.01) 2.45 (1.87~2.92)* -5.150 0.032
of B2 42 2.40 (2.07~2.78) 2.46 (2.06~2.72) -0.207 0.836

Giit s (2) -0.890 -0.177

PMa 0.374 0.859

E: N P<0.05.
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2) IjE IL-6

VRITHT, PALEE I IL-6 B4t 2¢ 2 R (P>0.05). 197 ALE#EZIR)T G IL-6 /KF 5697 B A EL e &5
TP <0.01); XFHEZ MG 1L-6 K507 ATAH L 22 7 B Gt 2 (P> 0.05), 411 Fiss s ia T 41 3
BALT X AP < 0.05), HRRIEIIGST AT BRAICE S MIE IL-6 /K1, WA 9.

Table 9. Comparison of serum IL-6 (pg/ml) levels between two groups of patients (M(IQR))
9. FEBEIE IL-6 (pg/ml)ELE(M(IQR))

25 n BT HI RIT ) Gt #(2) PiH
19T 44 1.49 (1.37~1.55) 1.51 (1.42~1.65)**A -2.803 0.005
S HEZH 42 1.45 (1.35~1.55) 1.43 (1.36~1.54) —0.448 0.654

Gt E(2) -1.124 -1.956

PMa 0.261 0.050

VE: I35 1L-6 1EHJEE N<1.5 pg/ml, AZELLE P<0.05, **4 A L% P<0.01.

3) Ifi& TNF-a

YBITRT, PALERE T TNF-a L4222 7(P> 0.05). BT B EZRIT )5 MG TNF-a K516
JYRIAHEE B R B (P < 0.001); X HEZH IMIE TNF-a /K 5097 BT AL Z R B4 i 245 (P > 0.05), $Ew
PIEAI6 9T AT AR R 3 103 TNF-a /KF, W22 10,

Table 10. Comparison of serum TNF-a (pg/ml) levels between two groups of patients (M(IQR))
%2 10. WLAEEME TNF-a (pg/ml)ELE(M(IQR))

5 n WRITHT HIT G Giit#(2) P1H
AT 44 1.94 (1.87~2.09) 1.85 (1.78~1.98)*** —5.100 <0.001
Xof HR2H 42 1.92 (1.82~2.03) 1.90 (1.76~2.00) ~1.845 0.065
Giitw(2) -0.999 -0.812
PMH 0.318 0.412
Ve IM3E TNF-a BENIEREIERE: 0~8.1 pg/ml, ***41 P <0.001,
5. g

CKD Tl A 3R 2 e T AR R R Ak 1y B AL, 5 M) AN I S8 e 8 000 i 1L 55792595 - CKD A2 %2
Tl 0 5 S0P B IOk 25 A RN T B HH IR R, 1% RS X WLAAR P S A 855 P R i 7= A S
s H AT A S RN e ™ B A7 A [ 14] [15]. H AT CKD ) HUs 175 1L 7E 4 BR 78 [ Py 40 S P B
W BT BT 2 X ERATR O A R, R E, CKD MAREERCEETE 10%, Rl
16240 % NBEH, CKD MBRR 2 Ek 18.7% [16];  KIA E 5 03 E AR s A kAT (1) 22 10 4 T R 5T 1)
K, BAENT CKD HIHERELN 10.2%~13.0% [17] [18]. WA KK ARIATT, CKD ¥ 0] GEA K %Ak
HETT R JRONA RIS B, B B FUR I E IE B RIGYT, MUS FEESIM S, FIRAD
S R R I AT R

AR, @t CKD B IR WEE, X CKD R IR ML I RRE FE TR AR T, & B e
RS AFLET CKD B#FH 2, TR S5 WA B Y B4 B R B S8R RSN, 2 B
FRE:. FRBEMRARAE, 12 W0l 5T Ml b i) 2O N 7K, o W2 iR bR FE 1L-6 1 TNF-o 55
[19]o FUARIEAM S B 1B hae TR VIAEC, 1 HIERIERCE TRA R . KRR 37 1M 55 ™
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HIFRIE KA M) TR R o IR T EER I 4 S IE PR rh 1) R 1 S AR 40 R 1K~ R AR T T vy
UL CRP AL B 40 20 WA R R SAER T IL-6+ TNF-a /KPR hn[20]. & M0F5 %, IL-6. TNF-
o AT A 7 P A PITEE S Z B A b 55 SRR R KGR A%, IR RERS AL /N ER R A
AW A, FECE NEREEACHET H AR, INE B 45135 [20]. Kashgarian 55[21]1F 55 KL, 2 M2 A
F41 IL-1. IL-6. IL-8 i 55 4 WA A FH O EE S A B A Bl s 1 = R A, BB TR /N BR R 40 3
AR, HRES, SFECEDIREEL.

NLR AJAEA VAl RREREE RSB FEFR([22], K& HEEE R I NLR AMUAT LAy CKD A g 2o
RREFESE . FETCZE LU LTS J7 T 500 R -, 38 W] DAFE I PR 100 VPAk o #5 B5 EEE F [23]-[25]- Turkmen
ZF[26]iA N, NLR. IL-6. TNF-a =3 Z [Mf77E36 IE R Aot . TRk, NLR WA N R 2 5E 48 bR, 3L
RE M 38 S T o I B 0 T AN 38 -4 L4 o 2500 3 (2710 X5 T CKD 3~4 R R st FEA B AT
FIREFE 22 B, NLR $8h55 8 A RRS 2 A0S R AR E28]. R, NLR #40A 530 B B2 45 1
VbR, BB TR AR SR AR B E[22]. Kocyigit 25291 745 %L W], NLR /K58m0
CRP AL B /NERJES NG 9%, [k, NLR siiF nl g /E CKD B3 A R G J LA S 4 0E s B ) —F
TR T, FEE— e R LR ARG IIE L. BT, RS A CKD FI BRI, HZ& S
£ CKD & s A H A T T i R 2R Sk 2 —[30].

Bolton Z5[3 1AW KB, CKD H# MLiE IL-6. TNF-o HI/KF 835 5 T o84, 1f1i% IL-6 1 TNF-a
KB eGFR [ FARTT T, FEELJE CKD i3 ik B i 7K F » Spoto 55 [32]HIHF 5% M, TNF-a 5 eGFR
BAAHR, KPR RIER 755 DR Z AR RSN /% EARKKER . B IR 4 A& IE A E
REEATARAE B AR BRI BSOS, e rbok R o T S G, i P RL 4 B AN 4 i 1
BAEIE N, FEUNLR A R[33]. Lee SF[34]MIAF 7K, CKD HHEIF TNF-a fl IL-6 /KR E & T
XTREZH, JF H TNF-a 1 IL-6 7/K~¥-55 CKD W™ SAL AL AHOC, 5 2 7 B9 KRB AT s 22 ik e 45 R — (35
[36]. HEE IR AT AL PRI BRI -, {8 TNF-a F1 IL-6 /K-F-THE, 1 CKD H A] GEFFE XX Lk
N 7 TS bR BT R F%[37].

HATIG AR B . PR R SGE3E A5 vE R — A6 7 77 R AR e 42 1& | CKD HIRAER
&, PRI SRA RUESE CKD 3 & i L2454 SR 7 J7iE 2 Bi G CKD I Fe s fEPHEE — R f0if
JTIEEAE B 25 & R IRFHIERG, X CKD KIpjia BRA MRS, Clkkbhsz B0 3= S L. o 9
WEMEYG, X CKD & i 28 AR A B B MG RTT RL[38]. AHIRAFFERMI[39], RAHERIGIT I iEEA
s, nEERRAL HEERRE A RRBIEN . FERITEE CKD 7 HRHE T EEMEM, TN
FHIN NVGITUIOEIRAS . ZEZE CKD fidk RS2 L3 B

VRBAKRIEER ., s TG0 RIEEKEZFTNR(6]. I 12 IUlE R FT XS Sk ie #E s
SRS T SR AA 1 B 3 I AR IR 2 B DO RE R ORA o B o 33 Ji (1) DR G A0 H R R 9 /b 55 7 ThT B AR 6825 (R I IR
J7R0[40]-[42], Hz 2 RRIVEH B 2Ry “Imy B o7k, I T XME SR SR B0, £ “H
WEL JEIXL BEAR 7, BEOCTEM Y OIRAS . LI T SR B R BRI SRR, R IR T R R
[7], MTIE BN R EHAST HIRUR

Maar 7R ET, RN\S Rz IS, BAE M@K B2 MRar 7@ s s |3 EmMa R
Gxt A B B MG R P2 A T AT (4310 AHIF TN AL R 3 eI MpsiiE , DRk AT 72 3% F IR i ook 3% I fk
e AT E A, BRAEMEE . RIBMFER DR 44]. T UR, EIARTT A,
T RIGMEAT I, RS A 80k BT = A2 1R S A RIS S 9 FEAIC Fas/FasL 36K KT, G M B R4 15451 -
A SCHR AR F H B TR SO A 5 L R % TR TR R B 0 I T A B LR T RE S IR R U
R E[46]. ZRERTUE SEZ AR E . SAETEAEERKBAREHEE, BUGAIT B KR
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AU AT BV VR IT AR R [47] B AT 7GR S IR 2 U R OGS AL, 5 WA R R DI REAFAE %A T 43 1)
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0.05), &5 MM RS NALR G 8> S 8T BEE AR, IR H S0 7T i 5E
KMGE S, 3 IFEA TR T 2 2 AR X CKD 972K
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