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Performance of different GFR equations for estimating glomerular filtration rate among professional population
Zhang Jing"* ,Li Guisen'” ,Liu Yuping® Wang Li'
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Science/Sichuan Provincial People’s Hospital ,ChengdusSichuan 610072 ,China)
Abstract ;: Objective

health examination. Methods

To evaluate the performance of different GFR equations in estimating renal function of people undertake
A total of 8 476 occupational physical examination population were selected. Serum creatinine, urea
nitrogen, serum cystatin and urine routine of all cases were collected to be used to calculate eGFR through different GFR equations
of the Chronic Kidney Disease Epidemiology Collaboration (CKD-EPI) equation. ,the equation based on cystatin C(Cys-EPD) , the
combined creatinine-cystatin C equation(CC-EPD) , simplified MDRD equtation (a-MDRD) , modified eGFR equation for Chinese pa-
tients (c-MDRD). Results
tions calculated results(P<C0. 01). But comparisons the means of eGFR calculated by different equations are statistical significant
(P<<0.01). Comparing with CKD-EPI, the eGFR calculated by c-MDRD is higher(P=8.7X107%*). The ratios of population, eG-
FR<(60 mL * min ' « 1. 73(m?) ! by different equations, have significant difference (P<C0. 01). And the ratio difference is more

There was a significant correlation among physical examination population using different GFR equa-

!« 1.73(m?) '. Devide the populations into two groups,which are chronic kidney

concentrated in the range Of 45—59 mL ¢ min~
disease (CKD) and Non-CKD according to the standard of eGFR and Urine protein by CKD-EPI. Among CKD, the eGFR calculated
by Cys-EPI,CC-EPI, c-MDRD are higher; but among non-CKD group,eGFR calculated by Cys-EPI,a-MDR are lower, the eGFR of
c-MDRD is significantly higher, while the result of CC-EPI is most close to the CKD-EPI. Conclusion There were significant corre-
lations between the different equations to calculate GFR among physical examination population.
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i H CKD-EPI Cys-EPI CC-EPI a-MDRD c-MDRD

GFR[mL » min~! « 1. 73(m?) '] 100.2+19.1 98.64+21.3 100.5+19.3 97.7+25.2 113.0+£32.1

GFR<<60[mL * min~! « 1.73(m?) '] 337(4.000) 352(4.200) 223(2.600) 586(6.900) 309(3. 600)

GFR 704
=90 6 357(75.000) 5 701(67.300) 6 145(72.500) 5 286(62.400) 6 552(77.300)
60~89 1 782(21.000) 2 423(28.600) 2 108(24.900) 2 604(30.700) 1 615(19.100)
30~59 328(3.900) 281(3.300) 211(2.500) 577(6. 800) 302(3.600)
45~59 289(3.400) 232(2.700) 139(1. 600) 524(6. 200) 281(3.300)
30~44 39(0. 460) 49(0. 580) 72(0. 850) 53(0. 630) 21(0. 250)
15~29 6(0.071) 64(0.760) 8(0.094) 6(0.071) 4(0.047)
<15 3(0. 035) 7(0.082) 4(0.047) 3(0.035) 3(0.035)

CKD-EPI. 3% F CKD-EPI 7
CKD-EPI 7

2B F| A BEAR — & & CKD B, ok & £ & % 5 B ik o fig
ZH R X L ffhiikﬁ*ﬂ@ﬁfﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁxiﬁt
L R T UL AN IR A5 DL BRI AR A CRE A X & LR
AR A AR X LA GFR AR
1 #EREHFE
L1 — ¥R BEH 2012 4F 10 J] & 2013 4F 6 J] . fEA B ik
A s SR AT AR 0 R T R R (R IR R N B 3 8 476 i
Hd 4 709 i, 4k 3 767 B AR 18~98 % L F 1 (46+13)
2 o A R R R (BMIZ=24 kg/m®) (1 HL B 5 o 47. 9%,
1.2 5k WEETA AR FR. 85 R, RA
Eﬁ]étﬂ:ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ(ﬁu Hoaf 7% WLEF R & & (BUND | I 7% B3 &
So H A Ifi T AL 00 SR T UL 2 R A 8 vk (IO 11O v A= )
ﬁi\\ﬂ),lﬂl{ﬁ‘ﬂfn?ﬂ]%ﬁ{ﬂ SR FH B 328 b sk i Vg 5% VR 5 97 408 A
HRAFD . Mg WU R 2 C 3492k = Brbs o 39 3. LR
F SRS DU By AT A P T AR T R PR R 9 SR PR AR 1R R I 5
W, RRATH AR eGFR (A 2 2 v 1 3 WL 34
mg/dL) : (1) CKD-EPI A & (CKD-EPD™ ;, eGFR[ mL * min '
+ 1.73(m*) ' J=GFR =141 X min(Ser /k,1)* X max(Scr /k,
1) 71200, 993 X 1, 018[if female]. Hivh « X F 2 1k H0. 7.
XFBMER 0. 950 X T MH—0.329, % TH MR —0.411;
min B Ser/k 88 1 = F &/ E, 1 max B Ser/k 8f 1 —F th
ORI, (2) B F M b £ C i CKD-EPI A K (Cys-
EPD™ ,eGFR[mL * min™ ! » 1. 73(m?) ' ]=133 X min(SCy-
sC/0.8,1) " X max (SCysC/0. 8, 1) 13 X 0. 996”¢
[ X0.932 if female ], H A ScysC 2 Ifil ¥ Bt 41 2 C(mg/L) ; min
Bi SCysC/0. 8 B¢ 1 — 3 &% /M1 %0, max B SCysC/0. 8 58f 1 —
HhERPE. (OET M IEFIMIER C 1 CKD-EPI A
A (CC-EPDY , eGFR[mL * min™ ' » 1. 73(m?*) ' ]= 135 X
min (SCr/k, 1)* X max (SCr/k, 1) *%" X min (SCysC/0. 8,
1) %9 X max(SCysC/0.8,1) "1 X0, 995% [ —0. 969 if fe-
ale ], Horf e W F LR 0.7, 0 F Bl 0. 950 X F LR
—0.248, % F Bk K —0. 207 ;min B Ser/wak 1 — % /NS
1M max Bl Ser/k 8% 1 = 2% v 5 K9 %4 ; min B SCysC/0. 8 8§ 1
T /MK max B SCysC/0. 8 8 1 = F i ki ki, (1
@4k MDRD A= (a-MDRD)"'?) , il  eGFR[mL * min ' « 1. 73
(m*) ' ]=175X Per """ Xage %% X 0. 742 (if female), (5)
HE M IE 2 R A A 8 10 (e MDRDY™, Bil; eGFR [ mL -
min~' ¢ 1. 73(m*) 7! =175 X Per™ %" Xage "' X 0. 79 (if fe-
T KDIGO 2012 S48 P4 15 I 95 97k 70 87 34011 IR 52 Bk

male) ,

AXTHHE ) GFR; Cys-EPT: 5 F I i e M % C #9 CKD-EPT 2
A I GFR;a-MDRD: fij fb MDRD 235 - MDRD:: 1 [E B IE 4 3

VU GFR; CC-EPL: 2 T ML i LEF AL % C 1Y

HE O T CKD 43 1 X7 7] g
Vi U

1.3 geit2ab s SR SPSSI7. 0 et 8 MF A7 43 17 . 1 1
TR, T s Fom, W F AL LB SR AR R Y £
A3 AT W A 943 A R Pearson MI3643 4. A P<<0. 05 A %
SAGI R

2 & L::]

2.1 ZRXTRMEURETEM A Z R R I BUN Py
(5,164 1. 40) mmol/L, ML ¥ WLEFF 24 (71. 9£22. 9) pmol/
L, EHRRFEEF+H N 336 (3. 96%), R & Il K F 5
Fr 31212 6114, 30%) . R A ARIE GFR i1 2 K31 55
B GFR,E¥EE LR EZ R AR ITFE X (P<0. 0D, 5
CKD-EPI GFR 2420 F #5 HoAh 24 20 i 55 GFR /9 #4141 22 43 51
H—1.6 mL+min ' «1,73(m*) " (P=1.7X10"°),0. 3 mL
emin! ¢ 1.73(m*) "' (P=0.43),—2.4 mL « min~' + 1.73
(m*) "(P=2.9X10"),12.8 mL +» min ' « 1. 73(m?) !
(P=8.7X10*), 5 CKD-EPI A=A It . F& [H i fi /b GFR
A I GFR i & . A WA R 58 eGFR {4 A,
eGFR<C60 mL « min~! « 1. 73(m®) "' lL ] 22 A G512 %
N (P<C0.01), H P 3L F 1 75 WLEF S5 B4 2 C 9 CKD-EPI 24
KA KA eGFR<C60 mL » min~' « 1. 73(m®) " K [ H
Bl I A%, T a-MDRD 2 03 5 ok ) eGFR<C60 mL + min ' -
1.73(m®) AR B L Bl . X R LG B T 2 S AR eGFR
45~59 mL « min~! « 1. 73(m*) "WIEE N, METHWE C
B eGFR 23 30 F1 30 [ B9 71 4k eGFR A 2038 13k 7Y eGFR<C60
mL » min ' - 1. 73(m*) AR L 6] 5 CKD-EPT 24 20 % 2
LR L. WA AL IR eGFR 09 AH &M, 45 R BoR
AF AR R eGFR ¥ 83056 (P <0, 01, MR R
%2,

% 1B AR 1R NE A R AT

*2 TEAKITE GFR (XM S
I3 28K CKD-EPI  Cys-EPI CC-EPI a~-MDRD
Cys-EPI 0.975 - - -
CC-EPI 0.968 0. 904 - -
a-MDRD 0. 986 0.925 0.955 -
c-MDRD 0. 949 0. 987 0.958 0.976
— I TR .
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%3 H# NBER CKD 5E CKDEARR AR ITER cGFR[mL » min ' « 1.73(m?) ' ,7+ts]

i H CKD-EPI Cys-EPI CC-EPI a-MDRD c-MDRD

CKD 75.1+£27.4 86.64+25.7" 80.3423.8" 72.74+30.7 82.5+37.2*

JE CKD 102.2+16.7 99.6420.6" 102.1£17.9 99.8423.5" 115.5+30.3*

*:P<C0.01,5 CKD-EPI [L3.

2.2 RREANEERK AR CKD HE P LE BREAKX
F % T+ M (#)eGFR<60 mL « min™' « 1. 73(m*) ' (£ F
CKD-EPT 24 R i+ 5 45 O A 16 H 2 CKD & %, 3 639 4
(7.5%) 4R (52 +15) %, 5 378 #(59. 2%) ., CKD i
HHARE AR BN eGFR KiK. 2R HHITF R XL
(P<C0.01), 5 CKD-EPI A1 % 19 eGFR #f Lt , Cys-EPI,
CC-EPI # c-MDRD & 3k 1) eGFR ffi & . K Cys-EPT 24
K2 REW S, W% 3, fEHEEX iR CKD LIAMK 7 837 £
AEHEAT T B AR AR A KXITE N GFR 2% A ST &
X (P<<0.01), 5 CKD-EPI 28 X #f tt, Cys-EPI il a-MDRD
SRR eGFR AL, K E A KA1 eGFR B 0 = 5 1M
CC-EPI A it 45 5 CKD-EPI A X4 0x, L3 3.

3 i it

EF RS GFR 72X T CKD &8 3% i s R 12 b A i WA
JE TN B R 0 TR N HE Y B T R TN A AR
HEME L, HATE AN F 2 A E SR A A A S AR 48 U
(KA AT MM E O kAt GFR, HEKK A& GFR 1
TN HE bR . HJ2 B BT 7E 19 RS X 2 s K2 AL T CKD
BETFR LN ENER AR PR RIE R BTG, &
BF 5% 56 TR 1 MR B X 525 LU A TR) eGER 3HE A AW
FH,

WEAE iz b A 9 MDRD 23 R (2 4% fi fb MDRD 23 R0 7
eGFR A 177 1 E 1 32 B . U HO2& X T 1 78 LT IE % 5 GFR
R TR E 20 . B CKD-EPL AR R K F B A A
T TR A A e 1 2 2 E AN TR M T A R 1
) s 36 A B Y 000 A B A BR e 2 A R
WK TETFHE AN eGFR G4 K, 3w A2 X H62
L i 35 LT K S Sk fil AN eGFR (B, {H 2 PLEF 7K P 32 A4
JULPA AR A 1) B R T 5 0[] B % R N R
AHRIED AR BB A B I DI R C K R, [
5T AE Sz e 0T A /N BR B A D RE A 405, [ I A2 AR 0 L ) AN
RO i N I, RWTA RS R I E TR &K C
1 eGFR A0, BFFE R TR C 19 eGFR A
A B A WUEFRUBE I R C p A R 41, (i
IR LL CKD B35 AR I & 2 1 GFR Al i1 2 20 7E L fg
NHBE Ry 3 AR B 2 B0 A0 o], AR VA F5E

ABFEE LS R, i L GFR<<60 mL « min~' « 1. 73
(m®) "y CKD M2 Wrbm e, A [ 28 23t 3 s >k 1 L A
MRMZER, R 2.6%~6.9% . HoFMmENEFSKRME C
1) CKD-EPT A =315 3k 1 Lb 4] Je K, T a-MDRD A 2 i 5
ok B L Bl b . EEAE P TE eGFR 45~59 mL + min '+
L73(m®) B E . B, SR AN A A L X Tl R CKD
R WA A0 0 HORFE R A S5 R S AR R 22 5%

RUAE 5 ADARATE M GFR A3 R B A M, M 6 R 5L
BRT 0.9 EREENMITASL ARG GFRA —EMESRF. Hh
X GFR M HE#HAT L4, 5 CKD-EPT 2 i 35 3 19 52 42 T b
RCHEPIARXFIE A NE SR C iy EPI &=, Fifk

MDRD A% CKD-EPI AR & 1 GFR E3¥{E—2. 4 mL -
min~ '+ 1.73(m*) ', K E AR IR GFR T35 12,8
mL + min '« 1. 73(m*) ', {5 CKD-EPT 22 K AH 1t . 3% E 1
fiifb GFR A= Al 11 19 GFR fii . {H7E CKD & h R HA
6, A58 CKD ## 451 GFR K F B i1k i) MDRD 24 =X,
Hh HAl 3 A A AR GFR K F CKD-EPI /A 34 (4 45
o HpEFHME CHY EPT AR &M B, GFR ¥ CKD-
EPIARE 11.5 mL » min ™' » 1.73(m*) ', R ARE
CKD B & fm ki N 2257 .

N AR LN NG e I N N € 2 NN W i N
B/ |ENT R oy <N P NI R oVl = e S NI RSBl DG I R ]
JUUEF X T aod BE O A B 0 S MER M 2 PR . ) A R
TSR LT AG 0 A0 BE 0 R C K 75 2 5 B b o 2 AT 90
WA REARIESE - & GFR SRRy rI ™ . AP R Z
BETE T A SR FHE TSR G 07 vk 5 34T A PR GFR il 3, BB 2
A GFR [ & bR 25 B3 v B 28 F0 8L I 3% 125 0 7 GFR #1E &
A il FPERR L B TR PR A HE P T R A R o 7 G L
TR B P R AN 2 20 E MR B, OF A0 R T IR, R R A 2 FE
CKD M f13% w iA AREh £IAR W MEE T —LFE
iR VR T I S50 AR 2 5 v B 19 GER &, TP A k&% v S A
38 A G A2 CKD B 3#) 19 GFR A1 A=,
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