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&5 S4MaM0] SetE SSOETIEM= CRRT M 86thh. 048] studydlM ZEAMEHAM percent fluid overload
(percentage equal to (fluid in [L]—fluid out [L])/(ICU admit weight [kg]) X100%.)7} mortalityQ| S7t2} & SH Arghdt
AE #ettl 20 ZECHL 2 A= CRRTE At 24 ME40| SHHE 146He| SEXES 22 HAUNFESIIL MUYE
O O|X|= Fekol Lot ULCt.

" H 120074 018 O12E 2009E 12¢ 31U7HK| SMUSHEY ICUNA CRRTE 8%t 2tXts (L4 2LSH 30
UM 2| QRIS TR ZASIH SAXSE ASSICE sHFTe Y, M2, JIAVIRE, SLUMALE, 24A17¢
A CHEY| 28 Q| S8 CRP, Total Bilirubin, AST, ALT, LDH, Na, K, WBC, Hemoglobin, PLT, INR, pHE XAt
Ct. XS0l 588 Hoots MEZ CRRT A& A|FQl SOFAR} APACHEI IVE O|&35tRILCE. Percent fluid overload (%
FO)= "(fluid in [L]—fluid out [L])/(ICU admit weight [kg]) X100%" SAICZE MESIF O CRRT /HAl 3YA £E JHAIY
JFX| percent fluid overloadES FO1 & CRRT 7HA| O] £2E ER = AMY ALK E FO2Z 251G CE & percent fluid
overload= FO12} FO28 &2 Z FOTZ 3I¥Ct 0|4 # = (IBW, ideal body weight) 8 0|28t fluid overload = VA AtE
SHUCH 2t HES0| AUE 0|X|= &S SHX2E HS5tal ROCcurveE &Sdll cutoff valueE A2 UCE

A ™A Ao ZEE EXt=E 146822 X102, oAt 44 HO|CH BHAAHES 60.9116.1M0[AL HAMBELS=
14.36+8.020|H CRRTESAIZI2 B 74.0£77. 7M1k O|AUCt. B SOFA 13.2+4.4, APACHEIIV 88.8+ 24.50|1 H
@ FOTZ2 7.5£9.4%0[21Ct AIL2 TA 1468 = 82H2Z MUE 56.2%0(2UCt CHABIAIE AT} HIAMLFE SR Lis
O H|wStHCH J|AE7| RHAE (40.0% vs. 63.4% p—value 0.009), Sl 7H4 (1.1 vs 1.5 p—value 0.033), FO1 &
FOT (FO1, 2.8 vs. 5.4, p—value 0.001, FOT 4.9 vs. 9.4, p—value 0.004), SOFA score (12.1 vs. 14.1, p—value 0.007)
7t LFOIM SHSHSZ ]T XI0|E 2Lt £ O4M S (IBW)E st A/@St FO1 ¥ FOT Atz (FO1, 2.8
vs. 5.3, p—value 0.001, FOT 4.7 vs. 9.3, p—value 0.002) 2 EA SN2 F9|5ICt HHH CRRT HA| EO| &M 125 BY
222 A |7o/90| gle A2 LEHGCH Ho FOT 7.5%E 7|E22 F TSR L0 H| Wt MUER 22t
47.1% vs. 69.5%0| 1 FO1 (2.6+4.1 vs. 6.7+5.0, p—value 0.000), FOT (3.5%£9.5 vs. 13.3+5.2, p—value 0.000),
SOFA (12.5+4.3 vs. 14.3%4.3 p—value 0.018)0|C}

FO1 2 FOTOY| chet ROC curvedA= 22 AUC 0.650, 0.646 O|H FO1=2 2.55%0|lM BIZE 67%, SO|= 60%E £0|H
FOTE 6.5% O|A BIZt= 64%, SOl 60% O|ULCt.

2 E:oig FHolM=E FO10| B7tee+5 AUEO0| SIS FOT sAA |ad2 20|t FO2& JZX| IUCE M2t
FO10| CRRTE XA &5tz St o =0 St QIAtZ 2Est 2.5%E cutoff valueZ JdEfsiE 4 UCt d2{Lt FOTt
B1e4E Sk Ko BUt6HH CHHZHEM0IM FOHSH o2 AMYE0 Fes D|EICtal 24 210 0/of Cisi AlS=el A
Tt ERslot.

Key Words : XISEAMNX W, HBIFSH AMUE
CRRT, fluidoverload,mortality

- S88 —



