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2. High-flux BRDEIZ LA

AT IA4Y, HDOJFE ML, 18544E 21— A2
EWEOWERH Y, auf FRTFE25HTLILENTES
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WY BZENHALPIIH - TE, 61T, e —R
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E51C, Rk E N LS, EREAEEEO AR
TS Z D% I NS, BEREMOTEIZLY, /h
LEDOKE LEM BT HZ ENWHREE R Y, FOREE,
high-flux D EEIRIGHIZ D %2235 .

3. High-flux BRDBAF

i1~ 2 kDaoh oy WEIE, 1970480 5, K
FERZOMBERTHEMLTWAE I EIRENT VR,
19864124 & 11.8 kDad fo-I 7 u a7 ¥ (MG)
WENT7 I0A F—Y AORKREATH S Z EDHHS IS
o THhH0, XY RELSFROWHEIMEHSINDS X9
X0l 20K, M FWEORELEZHWELT, &1
INLEE DK & 7 high-flux BEATBHFE S L7z,

—75, EMFEEORYE - SRS, high-flux o FRIEH
WCIRKRELEEE G 2 Twbe EAEREIMN low-flux I
TIE, BAKka >y ba—F537% < & b BIWIEME I BRK ]
RETH o720 —F, high-flux BIZEKEREN S <, DT H
BEERENZDEALI L > TRE L BRAKRENIET 572
O, BRIV bE—FIZ X o TEMICHRAKREZZRET 52
EPLEEE INTz, 19804EICAS T, BrAkay ta—3
MARHMREE 2 ), XD EARERENE L, MUEBEOKE S
high-flux JEASBA%E - BERISHTHE & 72 5 72,

Z 9 L7zhigh-flux i, B2-MGDRRZ:, FIMCER)R 2
E WL OPDEERIRAIIRENTE T b,

205 AOHD B #E % /5 & LT, cuprophanlf, low-flux
A1 Z V& v (PS) i, high-flux PSHE % ZhZ w72
HD, high-flux PSIE % fi v 7z il ik % A7 9% 3% (HDF) T,
Bo-MGDEAL % 245 A #2120l L 7285 T, high-flux
PSEi% i L72HD, HDF CTO &, AHEIC f2-MGHMET L
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. B o-microglobulin TNVT IV
Category RSt il 2175 A geec
(mi/he/mmbg/m?) 7" it e AR
ml/min) (g)
Low flux <12 <10 - 0 0
High flux 14 ~40 20~ 80 <0.7~0.8 <0.5 <0.01
Medium cut-off 40~ 60 >80 0.99 2~14 <0.01
Protein-leaking >40 >80 09~1.0 2~6 0.01~0.03
High cut-off 40~ 60 - 1.0 9~23 <0.2

a In vitro DAl

b IfiL e & 300~ 400 mi/min O:@H O HD, $L# - H# - WA T RTEED

41RO lH HD

T2 LARENW . Fh2, ARA VD39 T OME
T, low-flux PSIECTHD JifTH @ 892 A EE %, 6720 H
high-flux EIZZEH L2 2 A, ANEZOE VDS E,
CRP, 7V F VEDKT 2O/ THMENDH Y, &
SiE D P high-flux A5 5.9 2 Wl REPEAVRIR S 7212

— 7, highflux £ ll & T #H ~0 E B % & /2
Hemodialysis (HEMO) study & Membrane Permeability
Outcome (MPO) study T, high-flux D4 6ok
BRI A SN 25720

HEMO study (&, #3E»HD %513 Tw5 E#1,846 A
EWNRLELT, BELTFATIAFDluxt 2 ZnZEh
2HEIZ T T BN 448 EM DAy P2 & OB HE %
ITMETH B0 Flux 22OV, high-flux % FRAVIEER
(UFR) = 14 ml/hr/mmHg, f2MG2Z VT 5 ¥ A =20 mi/
minE HELTWE720, BIEDOF AT IAH - 5§47
T ANy LTS L, low-fluxE ) OMRETH - 720 O
M, 5 VITOMEFLT - LIRSS X 28 E A
Beo#aT Y FARA v ML, AEIChighflux ¥4 77 4%
DYHES DL EER LD, 2ERTIIENE (P=0.53)
b flux (P=0.23) & F#H & ORICIIRENRD SN h o
7219

72, 47T A\OHD BE Z XM RICMFE T V7 I VI LD
@R Z v & 2MEERAITV, T4 T T4 O flux & FH B
] 3.0 - D A Ay P2 & OB & A 72 MPO study 2371
2o STHICE D E, MiETNVTIV=4g/dlOE(P=
0.032), MR (P=0.039) TN b high-flux i
WRIF2PHEMET L I EARENTZE 0D, &K TIE
fluxt Efy PR EOBICHESI AL N LD 572 (P=
0.214)? ,

512, 20124E 24T b Lz A 7 AT T, low-flux &
high-flux & O[T, B2-MGIZH E R ZED A SN (mean
difference (MD) —12.17, 95%CI —15.83~ —8.51mg/l),

DML CIZOWWT S BRI P L B L 722% (relative
risk (RR) 0.83, 95%CI 0.79~0.99]), &I IZDWTHEIL
H 513 (RR 0.95, 95%CI 0.87~1.04), EHHEIE IO
WTHEEFALNLE D572 (RR0.91, 95%CL0.71~1.14) 19
LT HED DB

COXHIBHEREDEICL, XV TWHOKRE L
&2 HMT, online HDFASEN BH O F D )
RELTHMEENTE . BIEE T, 3207 ¥ ¥ 4Lkt
WD T b T W T D ~1D, 48 Ton-line HDFASEL
Vit L HE S 5 2 AR EN7/2D1%, ESHOL study
AT D> 72H10, BT T, BIEE» S WIETR
e PhEBEETLIEIRENTZ®, Z0XHIT, K
MEZT TR AL, ThEHHLIZHRES ) 714 O%H
b TWEHOBRERMMOTGHRE LTSN TV, W»
FTHUZLTD, high-flux EDOBIFEIZ L 0, HERE A HE
TH o 72 FIEOBRZITRIONA L NIz L v ) I
K&

4. Protein-leaking membrane

PERD high-flux BT, 75F#20 kDaEOWE £ T
LBRETE o721 Jib o high-flux BEOWHE TS,
EEM D B2-MG D EZEALIE, high-flux Tlow-flux & ¥ |
HAA TN 2 h o 7245 (4.4 + 7.8 mg/dl, 8.0 = 12.3
mg/dl, P<0.05), LADBALNIZZEITRENTNED,
=7, BoMG & D b RELGTFEROWENEAETERL
THEY, PHREMET ZWEMEAVRINTETN520-22)
COE) BERMERE L HIZ, KV /MUEOKRE ZFE
BT DI LDV RS TEZE W), B RERD
FIET B0 TORRE, B2MG2Z VT TV AD LY FEWE
MEDHESNDLICEY, RUIRSIND K9 5 H R
HENTWn5D 22

LA»L, BaooRRE LT, Ry TEEAZKRET S
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B1 MWRO & MWCO O#%& (SCHk19 & b &%)
XD ERRD S 4T T4 BT, MitRE 0.9 F2EE @ molecular weight retention onset(MWRO) &, fififh % 0.1
@ molecular weight cut-off MWCO) &9 220 DEAH VS5,

eDIZiE7T VT I vofhiEsEmLTLE). —HT,
K7 N7 I VIER, HDEFEICBW T, AREPHRE
BT 22 EARENTVTE), 25 L-ERREY AT
FAPFIZE BT VT I VIIENDBREATAL LTz B
12, %Aonline HDF %2479 Z & C, 1 DHHET24 gD
TIT I LR ED, KT VT I VIERE L7228, HD
WWEETHIET, TV I VEEF5gE TIRFL, ik
TNT I MEOSREZRDIETIMELH D20, Lh
Lads, FFIRTOT VT I ¥ & BRI RAE DI T &
NDH7H2D KT VT I VIER, 7VT7 I Ok ED
W&, SRR - HABRBIC X ATV T I VAR T A5 A
EEZOLNBIZESTWAS2 , Sakuraild, f2-MGDRRZ:
WIET VT I LR AL VD, a-MGOBRE
B, TIVT I VERREEZTTIERL, EETLERE DM
CABESH B L ER LTS

WBR7=D DT NT I EEN20 g R MR B L, MIFT IV
T I VDT A SN A, #4720 12 gRiOT VT
IVHERIFYATIME N EAIRIBEINTE 20, &
i = D on-line HDFC, 1M»7-) 07 V7 I VLD
FRiZz5gF TLT2EALH L, 20, HLH]
BEOT VT I Y OREEFEL2D, T FWHOKREE
REEIME 52 LS, BR LoFEE RO Z LAVREB S I,
HLREOERARMEZTEL DS, PoTWEOMIR)
&% B & 472 protein-leaking dialyzer MM S5 X 9
27 o7z,

5. Medium cut-off (MCO) membrane

B1ZiE, 547 74 PO s I 7%2R37h, X
DERFEOFT AT I 4TI, fiFRE 0.9 7L @ molecular
weight retention onset (MWRO) &, fifit?% 0.1 ® molecular
weight cut-off MWCO) &\ 9 220D RERH VSN 5,
ZOMWRO & MWCO D HWSEHELTWT, 7V T3V
DN E R Z 2535, T FWEOBRE % AL
L7254 7 F 4 ¥H medium cut-off (MCO) membrane T
HBH3N3) . ZH LEMCOERMMT S LT, RSB
ST, U L o TG TFREADVIRICBRESH
HIEWRENTET S,

BI9NOHDEHZ WL E L2, MCOD TR MY 4 T %
JAW 7283 T, high-flux %4 7 5 4 % (FX 80, Fresenius
Medical Care) 7213 CTld 7 <, &iE#i# o HDF (FX 800)
EDRIEIZBWTDH, 1B Lk freelight chain® 2 V) 7
T UANEBIIEB W EAIRENTZD

41F¢fH o> HD (L & 400 ml/min, BATH & 700 m//min)
%115 72212, MCO (Theranova 500, Baxter) (2 & - T, H
SFWHE - R FEEEA (MG, YA FC IS
ovy, FugsFr)dVInbEEICEE 2T Iy
AL (Tug s F2)h ThEDSHBISHVZ YT
T UADPEOENS T EDIRENTZ

X512, IO T, KY 75 v 7 AH (210H) (Baxter)
#f#M L7z on-line HDF & MCO (Theranova 500) IZ & %

ANTIE#49% 1% 20204 55



(@)

10 — . .
~
. —— MCO 1,
\ pristine
08} \ . — = MCO1,

\ o after blood contact
€ \ +  Glomerular
8 sl \ membrane
5 \

8 \
£ \
3 04 \
o \
\
02} \
\
00 :
1e+4 1e+S
Mo lecular weight [g/mol]
te)
10 - »
P
— MCO 3,
\ pristine
osf \ —— MCO3, 1
\ after blood contact
< \ e Glomerular
2 el \ membrane
g \
@
8 \
g \
g ™l \
2 \
\
02 A\
\
00 s
1e+4 1e+5

Molecular weight [g/mol]

®)

10 ——e - -
» . — MCO 2,
\ pristine
08+ \ . — = MCO2,
after blood contact
= \\ +  Glomerular
é’ 08| \ membrane
- \
= i
g 04 F \\
\
\
0 L
= \
\
00 .
Te+4 1e+S
Molecular weight [g/mol]
@
10 e »
— MCO 4,
\ pristine
08 —— MCO 4, 1
\ after blood contact
€ A ®  Glomerular
s \ membrane
e 08 \
2 \
g 04} \\
' \
A
\
0.2 \
\
00 +
1e+4 1e+5

Molecular weight [g/mol]

2 MLEHARET e O iR D el (U 19 & 1 i)

HD & @ H# T, expanded HD (HDx) 1& f2-MG DB
WEBALN o725, 342788 Y (35% vs. 60%),
Tug 75 (45% vs. 61%) IZWVIFhd ARISEW (P<
0.001) BrEHEPBONL T EATRENIZD

¥ 72, on-line HDF(# A 774V % : KUY T T v I A
(210H) & % \» X Elisio21H, ##ifm 24.4 + 2.4 [) Jif1h
®10 A%, MCO (Theranova 500) {228 L Zh 2675 [
FGEZAT, AT - M TWEOZ )T 7 ¥ A% K
L7z D3 %0 £ DOFEH, B2-MG (81 £5% vs. 81 + 6%,
P=0.72), 3F78E Y (60+9% vs. 61=7%, P=0.59)
EAMEDORERETH 72, SBHI, TVTIV - TLT
VT I VDI T G ZEHAR SN o723

L2L, MCO & b & Fivs 2 723, FEBEOERIRIG
HIZBWTIE, MEEAOZEEZRE %5, K213, 4
TEFH O MCO O MRk ET & Hefilits & 5= - EifREo
B Z R72H D THDH, WThosfr e bRk
WCRELHARBEPETLTWAZ L, £5121%, MWRO,
MWCO L BICKELSETFTLTWARIENATENRSL,

2 L7ZEBRMOER 2 Wl E BT % 0 h%, EERRE
Thbo

6. High cut-off (HCO) membrane

b9 12DFEFY T 4 Hthigh cut-off (HCO) membrane
Thb, HCOTWE, 7TV7 I v OREEZHABELLEYNS, £
MW FREOEHEZRETAZ L2 HMNE L TW 2,
29 LEADHEM L LT, 2R ERIEIC X % free-light
chaink, 3470 r23h 5,

S35V BEIE L2 X 5, cast nephropathy TRk EF s %
EL-BEERNG L LT, HCOZH\W/zHD &#@H D&
W& Hwv7zHD & OB T, EfMFHRICETAONE
Mo 7h, ENL S DOMERAFEICEZ NI EPRRIN
7239, —J7, Blokgatcix, HCOMGITHE T, &5 O
WAL B H BT L ORI EIZA S N5 7278, EaFik
ZoWwTiE, L LAHCOMfTHETARTH-72L T 5%
HbDH 5%,

— 77, MERCHREIEIC X 58 I 4 7B E VIIEICDOWT
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