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247 92 HulFEAM (CAPD)S HHFA, Alo]4
3 Br] ARAF 3 ARdA F2E HA
£ AAAEka A

AFFA L AHshs YR 8 2 &
Ae] o]F7)Ale] A WA glovt Buhg FAMRoR
AHgshe BetRAel A 83 84 o)F e B4 2
&3A AL, FabeAA] Buhg F3F 39 o]
Folv FHAH(FAYT Ay g4 = zel 9
)3 2o (FH YN 2FEA el ) o
£33 ol%, ButzAd B ddde B 5
e ¢ Fo] HAodls Aoz oAy =
F34d S92 A4E o Bahg B3l AlAEE §3
9] ok B4 fAg A8 d9] vjmsle A3
=op. FA 27 2ojFEo] £3 2o & 2F
A o) F(FrFe Aol FEY wF AA,
7348 (Dianeal® 3.8% N)ALgAel T4 Az}
F A 1AZHge 840 Fdoteld, FE(KH) 9 o]
2 AAl 30-40% & HIP.

HotE A Zojlol o7t $-ale o]Fg 2oFAE
3} Bute] 829] sieving coefficientel]l 2jsj4 AA
Hc}. sieving coefficient AFwiAel 439 Hat
FAYY FEE ¥F FRe FARH e 49
(isochratic solution)® ¥-& A}8-3le] #itell 2JgF &
Ao o]5-g g, o FHY W 3Fx F& ¥
$A1A 2R 249E friste A3Hew $A3)
= isochratic method® ?2} 743 A e g £2o 49
8o 23k ¢]5-(thermodynamic theory)e] 7]&3%F
membrane model''"'¥-& o]&3}A}, E2te] heter-
oporous model& o}8-3}o] AbEsh= WY Fol
gJc}. sieving coefficient® RA&s] 737 sl
&2, Adeteld, K3} 22 85F3& FA G

Wrkste] Fabol &g o5 WRlske Aol wharxlal
of YUY Sustrlel RATs, AW Be
%4 welo] Yasld,

BAL o1 AYH FURH mde Buprds
o) Qi Bop £3bol ke AL kg
FEU ml A2E FHYITD Fol AHgH o,
QAT vzl e wElgel ok A3t
ZE AL AYFE ARA gkl AYFEAbeloll
AA=719) ztelet AR H=7bA] 7led of#Io]
sich. a%e] FHAE ARy = AFY F de
Hej 5l FAjole] ofo] wigpe|lng, w]ke] AW &
Ao FEE FATNAY BN Y e kS AF3| AE
&717F Ak Eehe B o 3 449 ofFel
Fas v AAE, Fure 29AY, Hehe] £3)
A3} EekzAuel A didsle dabkg Sol Al
Hlwate] AYEEelA g ¢ ot webd A
A g Astel AYH S5 At Ae]d) fa}
A5} o)A elszhe Zlo] TEAYFAY AAE &)
Mah=d] 2d d83}}

£ dFelMe Agd BepyMst o4k CAPD 4
olo] frabalst Aeld& wlwalr] slsted CAPD #
Apoll A ARgEhs v ARE-Sh A A FedA 13
o] BopeAg Algsty Bohg 53 8 439
ol5-¢ ¥ u® AN e} wimsbch. AYA Ho
FAA] Bk, ¥R HEE B2 sieving
coefficient &% FA}p3}girt.

Hohg B3 S 849 o5 ddelA A3t
= Dianeal 1.36% 2} Dianeal 3.86% & AM8-3l4ich.
AB2HE-A 9] sieving coefficentd FAF}7] 918},
isochratic solutiong ARg-3le] W 2] FEol|A] e
o2 BEubeag A19stgt. ol sieving coef-
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ficient+ isochratic method®} membrane model &
ol-&3t AREstz FrhA] wbyg wlm BAsiqi)
Dianeal 3.86% AR&-A)oll membrane model-g& ¢]-&
8le] sieving coefficientE 4F&3le, 2 A
isochratic solution AR&X]2] ZAz}e} v|wsledc).

Y =]
HEES

A8 <2 (Sprague-Dawley, §#43 350g)
o] AMS-Egir}.

sady

Inactin(120mg/kg, 13 F41)& ¥7hiz 393
o M4l vl 712§ #Rsl7] $slo RHAE
stdck. A 5 25E W] $iste dE
o Algtele] el deg Ald T, 443
£ 98l d=Edatde At AAEr] A3
o B AFAS A ¥ EeteAas ARIEkg
2, 499 &g W3] 918t purse string
sutured}slc}.

sopE oy

TE o]F P Halel 23t £39) o5& (Kw)F
ZA817] 25t & X3 49 (Dianal 1.36%,
n=62} Dianeal 3.86%, n=7, Baxter, Castlebar,
Ireland) & Alg-8}¢ic}.

849} 4t)8-(Na*), K* 9 sieving coefficient &
ZA817] $#jA=, Wy = Dianeal 3.86% & AH&
sl iz, #iel] o7t g3l o]5-& WR|E}r) $is}e]
f4:9} Na*, K, Zdelelds 3559 7PgA
A7PtaL, A9 AES w3 &) sk o
a1 (28g/LY = A7Fsledch(n=6).

CEE R

30mle] FAYe) L3 F A2} (volume marker)l
g #FZx)E RU(RISA)S F4 A g
¥, BAEdS it BPUE F9]81, 44)7bEt
upAslgdc), FA S Brhy 4] F(Time )3 F
s] % 3, 15, 30, 60, 90, 120, 180, 240% ] 3504
2] Y2 HHAsledct. Dianeal 3.86% ¢} isochratic
solution ARg-Alefl= 0, 60, 1208 &3 2408

Dianeal 1.36% AR§-Aloll= 0 9} 24030 x5l
ot 4X)7F B4 F Bg of bRt 2% vy
stadet. olWl Brhil AFAe] k& &3ty sl
15ml#] Dianeal 1.36% & F¢l8}s] oF 18 F A4
3t RISA 84§ FAst

s2uiete) &5

HE AFe] 400gd A (n=3)8} HFAFe]
250g<l 3 (n=3)elA EUdE sl 1y
3 ehye A e e FYslgen, o
A9 A2 Al gskel. B Qa4
A& F37] A OmmHgE 2Astgx, B4
ERE Fitd A E5E 10mly vk Fqlalaiy
273 3HS manometer(Grass Instrument Co, Quin-
cy, MA,, USA)E o] &3l &3 sl9c).

A CIRCYY

RISAg€Ax+= Gamma Counter(Intertechnique,
Plaisir, France) & o]-43ld &A4stgc). e glu-
cose-6-dehydrogenase®] (Glucocheck, Boehringer-
Mannheim GmbH, Mannheim, Germany)§& ©] &3}
o ZAstct. T Y 84+ urease gluta-
mate dehydrogenasej 2 &, Na*3} K*-& ion selec-
tive electrode method, $A4 W 2 ¥%+= glucose-
6-dehydrogenase' (Hitachi 747 Auto Analyser,
Berhinger-Mannheim GmbH, Mannheim, Germa-

ny)$ ol-8-3ts A5t

Ay
22 SAolel o ME

7] F-A9e] ok EARIl RISAS] 4=
315 ol8-3te AHEEldr.

[1} VA(t)CR(t):VD(O)CR(O)

old V,(t)= A7 tol] B T4 9 oF, Cy(t)
£ BAA)7E to)] RISAS] A%, V(0)C(O)Ee &
A Azl ] RISA 9] of& b} -,

SRR Gl gatel 97 o)FS AHY ¢l
= Re® dHAge, B ] @Rl By
Al FEe AoE deAsla, olv Eo RS
FEEv G 34 [1]0 93 A3 F4q99

& AAEG A webd B dFdxe 4F
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1528 (K.)& A4k, RISARAES] Wshs ol
%—5}"4 ARG FA e okg Kot AAlofoz wA
ahojr}d =3, Byhy) 4w &7l (The RISA elim-
ination coefficient, Ki)¥& thg-2] F4]o2 Al4bsled
e},

ViCrisa in—
(l) KE: RISA.

(Vou+ Vi) Crisa, ou)
CrisaT

olwf Vi3t Voud 77t 3=z wiEs F4H9
F& ePHAL Cusain® Crisa o 37 TSI o)
£ FANYN RISAS] His=d vepich 34
(1] [2]& ¥sid,

[3] Vo{t)=V.(1)—K,V.(1) J’Ot V(jft)
o2 A F Ytk

39 ols

Biolofl 28t EE2| 0 -Kup

545, 70 Y ST Brh) 54
Aofo] W} (net ultrafiltration, Q)7} 7}3 A& A
7] 1AZH(2-t1)&  Adste] Akt o} (isovol-
umetric period). ojuli Zoj3le] wpE LA o|%
&+ FAE 5 glem, oo £ae) o5 ik
23t o]F-2 2 75 = sl aibA,

[4] Vy dCD“) =Kan{Coay~Cui»}

oz sulz} 4 gleh. old) Cok= 4749] 9% X, Cp
£ £490 FEE et ofd Crb Yt}
A 24 (4]

Vi Cs—Cuum
(5] K= t2—tl InCB—CD(tZ)

2 3AIE 4 Uk

Sieving Coefficient

BulRyald] Bubg §to o]Fshe 44 S
Fire 53 )% (Diffusive transport)s} Ze]ol
w2 o]%-(convective transport)9] #eiirl H7}E&
¢ Q=Ko E Al o= BAY F 9oy
k&9 FAes FHE 4 gl

(6] 9VECR) k(€ Co) +5u(@+QUC,
-Q.Co
olu Su& sieving coefficient, Q.= AA| &gz}
% (net ultrafiltration), Q.+ ¥7H& &3¢ &S
Jeplle, Co= 849 Na*, K*9] g3 58 1}

ez C& 84 o]Fe] Aatshe £ 49 v&

2 849 Na*, K'9| At AW 558, 99
At FAGHY F2E et gAY e

YAIYF= (53 g/L)ot AAA )(a=0.16)%
aejste] wAsled AML-8H4g 3L isochratic solution
TN dHulew(28g/DE wAst AR
o}, sieving coefficient+= isochratic solutiong A}
23 Aol FAHAIZE 3-30F Aleld og-9] T4
2 0] 83} A A A2} v} (isochratic method ) *.

(7] Si=4M/(CewdV)

ojwl M2 olF¥ 849 kg, AVe FhY
ool Wz, Cowe ¥4 dilp: Y AAE 2 &
A4 FEF vehid

SE4Y Fuet oot kel vim

Zotsh Alge] A AMAY ATvl dA3] oF
W 2 AE v|Zstr] st AF E== AXHHE
ol-§3te] BA3h= ejrtA] why* o] ot2lA gle
v 2 AR L ofF] =7 27 @il

€ AFelA Bokg B8 R ¥ 83 o5 A
Z3h=d] membrane model-& A3, B4 £
Aofe] F(Vp), Hatel 2lgh 839 o]F(Knp) & 4
F3hedl, 27] B2 FHH9 F(Vo)e] alf F&
st geba] FEAYS Y] FAES viest
=8 F83 Aol 27] HAH FHYY F(Vy)
2] zjolell 23t APt & Aol EAAT
(scaling factor, @)& A¥H Het5Asl CAPD 7z}
Zke} 27] Bzl F4 4 oF 30ml 2t 2000mle] ¥
(a= 66.7)2 Hstqdch AP AAF F7HH 54
oje] ool w3lg(net ultrafiliration, Q)3 B7H&
B¢ 7% (Q), K@t BAAF, a2 F3to o
47 3et wlwstedct.

Z7] B FA 49 of3) vlwste] HEE2 Y
3 Brhde) Wizl (V/V,), FA93 €3 $-39
= ¥
ATt BAYE AFEon wtebd] AHA »lwr}
7V-3hc}.

=]
L

s A

A3} meantSDE FA8kgdch.

Ay BepEash CAPD @bz} 43 3 43
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9} o]% A5} student t-test for unpaired datag o]
g3t nlmslct. 543 Wye g A& sieving
coefficient= Mann-Whitney*-%, isochatic solution
3} Dianeal 3.86% AR&A]ell membrane model-g- ¢}
B3l & sieving coefficient 3k Wilcoxon
signed rank B-S o|&3lo] wiwsigich.

7z
1. Sotg £8 29 ol

E oo} AREqre] oke Dianeal 1.36% 9} Dianeal
3.86% AMgAl 5 F743%] Fasigdct (Fig. 1A).
Bohl £ ole] oke Dianeal 1.36% 2} Dianeal 3.
86% ARg-Rlol] 4z} BAAR ¥ A 30837 90¥-F
ol E7kstsch(Fig. 1B). FA434k7] 247059 &
ZANFAAoFe] wsg (Qv)d B0 F8 (Q.)
2. Dianeal 1.36% A}8-A] Dianeal 3.86% A}8-2]¢}
ulste] ztelz} gileh(Table 1).

2. Botg St g2 oI

Y32 Dianeal 1.36% ARg-Alelle 37 glode
1}, Dianeal 3.86% & AR2-3}4lg- o, =Ax)32}x) 6.3
+0.Immo/LellA 147 Fell= 9.4+0.2mmol/L2
"3 27} (P<0.05)3t3, 2 o]Fe] A3 =
7Igke s s Bure B 3o FeS B

A e e ok FIR ool iR HEE (VC/

ViCox 100) 2 EAE151-& o 2717] S AR8-A]e
Edstgdrh(Fig. 2). 54 F 1217kl 2F 50% 9] 3
o] FrHlx, 447k Fell= & 90% 7} Fssith
(Fig. 2). &4tel) 93t 4] o]5-& (Kup)2 F 714
£ ARg-2lo)l o]t ith(Table 2).

3. 249 Na*, K'9| 0|5

£4% 93 229 $EE AN 27k, 4412
24 Fole AT 27] 59 148%2 Asstdn
(Fig. 3), Na* 3 K* 8] $5& vlzs Q45 47

Dialysate osmolality, mOsm/kg

200 T T T 1

140

120+

Q
(=3
!

Intraperitoneal volume,
% of intial

8 8 8 8

1 1 1 1

o

T T T 1
60 120 180 240
Time, min

<

Fig. 1. Dialysate osmolality (A) and intraperitoneal
volume expressed as a percentage of the values
(B) in rats dialysed with Dianeal 136
%Z(® ® ) and Dianeal 3.86% solutions
(06— ). Data from CAPD patients using

136 % (®------ ®) and 3.86 % solutions
(Onrenee O ) are presented for comparison.
Table 1. Fluid Transport Characteristic
Dialysis fluids N Voumax Tomax Voo Vou Vies Q. Q.
ml min ml mi ml ml/min ml/min
Dianeal 1.36% 6 31.4%1.1 51%+36 23.5+2.0 21.2+1.2 2.3+0.8 0.05%+0.01 0.05+0.05
Dianeal 3.86% 7 39.6+4.3** 107%+34* 33.51+4.6** 30.5%+3.3* 23%13 0.04%0.03 0.06+0.01

Abbreviations. Vim., maximum intraperitoneal dialysate volume, Tpme time to reach Ve Vue intraperitoneal
dialysate volume at 240min, V.., recorded dialysate effluent volume; Vigs residual intreperitoneal volume at
240min; Q,, rate of net fluid reabsorption between 120 and 240 min, @Q., peritoneal bulk flow reabsorption, estimat-
ed as K, the elimination coefficient of RISA from the peritoneal cavity.

*p<0.05, **p<0.01, Dianeal 1.36% vs. Dianeal 3.86%
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Table 2. Diffusive Mass Transport Coefficients (Kw) for Investigated Substances(mean=SD) in Rats and in

CAPD Patients
Km) ml/mln
N
glucose urea Na K
1.36%
Experimental data 6 0.421+0.08 0.43+0.23 0.191+0.06 0.62+0.17
scaled® 6 27.4* 28.0 124 40.5*
CAPD patients 9 9.4+3.4 30.2x12.8 - 11.8+8.8
3.86% _
Experimental data 6 0.36+0.15 0.451+0.22 0.221+0.19 0.461+0.21
scaled® 6 23.5*% 29.4 14.4 30.0*
CAPD patients 23 10.312.6 27.31+9.1 54135 11.1£5.7
No significant dif ference was observed between the 1.36% and 3.86% solutions.
*p<0.05 between the scaled data in rats and data in CAPD patients
‘Experimental data scaled with factor, a= 2000/30, see Appendix
12 9
-— 10 =
3 —
g =
3 2 g
H 6
g -
§ % 4 4
3 @
& 2 4
0 v 1) T T 1
s 60 120 180 240 o 60 120 180 240
Time, min Time, min

Fig. 2. The fractional amount of glucose absorbed
Jfrom the dialysate in the rat and in CAPD pa-
tients{ Heimblirger, 1991). Symbols are the
same as in Fig. 1.

=it

B 24k Kr o Fut A48 Zrhee 4
AIZE Felle A ¥AFEe sirte]l HAdd(Fig.
40). FAHa Na'e) FE& YL} vwshol
wobovt(132mmo/L vs 152.0tmmol/L) F4
308 FHe TR 4 AgA] ZFl4 E7))
A estth(Fig. 4B). 84 (Fig. 4A), Na*3 K+ ¢
D/P+ Dianeal 1.36% AR2-A]2} u]wsle] Dianeal
3.86% AHg-Alel ¥25% stlert Na*o] D/Pt %
AA12E F Al 12080 FX3 2lolE Byl 249}
Na®, K" 9 Kugte F7HA F£A9Y ARg-Ale) 2}o]7}
1%ich(Table 2).

Fig. 3. Plasma urea concentration during dialysis in
rats with Digneal 1.36%(®—e ) and
Dianeal 3.86% solutions( © o).

4. Suigle) st

Bt HFol 2 FellA e T3 wlasie]
st (Fig. 5A), 270l SH9e] o] Zrje] we}
A 24 (exponential curve)g 1g]w Z7}s}leic)
(Fig. 5 B). & A#elA A3 %3] 30mle] 54
<+ F43hdS o Bk 0.3-0.9mmHge) %t}

5. CAPD #xjoiM H2 ZHojet o

1) £82 o5

FHYS AFLFE F44) F43) 2aste] CAPD
BN AR Ao Bdck(Fig 1A). 8705
Hele] 3o ok CAPD RAlold 59 $H9g 4}
g5t € Wl st fAeksich(Fig. 1B). 2@
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D/P sodium

D/P potassium

0.0 T T T 1
0 60 120 180 240

Time, min
Fig. 4. Dialysate to plasma concentration (D/P) ratio
for urea (A), sodium (B) and potassium (C)
in rats and in CAPD patients, symbols are the
same as in Fig. 1.

EAQl Zeis} 7|72 A¥H BapeAi], CAPD
FalollA B} "A3] g} (Fig. 1B). B3 &
4 (Q) & BAASF (e=66.7)8 F3ld ulwsiyd
on, Ay BurgEMi] 3.3ml/mineg CAPD #
2} 1-2ml/min® oA} B} Egtel).

2) 889 ol

Boke 5% 2o I AEE ERAAel
CAPD #x}¢} wlwsle] Dianeal 1.36% 2} Dianeal
3.86% AM-A 25 A8 EU%2(Fig. 2), 34 Ko
e BAATRZ F3id F71A] 4 25 CAPD #

(A)

IP Pressure, mmHg

Vol, ml

IP Pressure, mmHg

o
o -+

10 20 30 40 50
Yol / BW, ml/100 g .

Fig. 5. Intraperitoneal hydrostatic pressure versus
(A) infusion volume in three small rats ( BW
=250g, n=3)( ® ® ) and three large rats
(BW=400, n=3)( o 0 ), and (B) infu-
sion volume per 100g of body weight in indi-
vidual rats.

Aol A] B} 288 7}7to] ki (Table 2).

Ay Bateqa] 849 D/P g5 Dianal 1.
36% ¢} Dianeal 3.86% =5 CAPD =19 A3}
frAtet A (Fig. 4A), RAATE 38 Ke@tER 2
o7} ¢%ick(Table 2).

A Hatgja] Nat(Fig. 4B)3 K*(Fig. 4C)
o] D/PgtE2 CAPD 3z}9] 3ts f=3 2lolE 1B
dom, BAAFZ F¢ Na*s} K 9 Kp@tE2 A
& CAPD #xis} wlwsled @3] Fgkch(Table
2).

3) Sz

30mls] FANRE FI8 AYH BopEAA) 87
Wt (0.3-09mmHg)& 2L} FAAL A4
CAPD 3#halellA] B 393}yl
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Table 3. Sieving Coefficients During Dialysis with
the Isochratic and the Conventional
(Dianeal 3.86%) Solutions Calculated Ei-
ther Directly (S) or by Using the BRF

Membrane Model (S.).
Isochratic Conventional
S
urea 0.52+0.36 -
sodium 0.38%+0.26° 0.771+0.09
potassium  —0.48+0.79 -
Swm
glucose —0.17£0.67 0.041+0.63
urea 0.55%0.28 0.78+0.82
sodium 0.56+0.11 0.691+0.16
potassium  —0.48+0.89° 1.15+0.39

Statistically significant differences between S values
with isochratic vs conventional solution, p<<0.001.

6. Sieving Coefficient

isochratic solution AREA] 249 Na*, K9
sieving coefficient= isochratic method2} mem-
brane model AF&-A] #}e]7} glglt}(Table 3). mem-
brane modelg ¢]&3}] & w9 sieving coeffi-
cient+= 0ol 7174tk (Table 3).

isochratic solution ARME-A] @3, 84, Na'9]
sieving coefficienti= Dianeal 3.86% Al&A]2} vl
3} zbol7} gigdev}, K*+= Dianeal 3.86% AR3-A)
o} #3343] e, 0ok 22 gtelsici(Table 3).

i} B

Pl A AHEEE B By Axg 49
BepEaAe] 9 Bohe ER P R 4749 0%
AxE 4Y 24 AL 245 CAPD B
A Qe ALsh fARITh et 4P Aol HE ¥
Aggch. A9R RHEA] 25 Azbe] Fkw,
BupoznEle o] F4E w3hth ¥ohe 5¢ &
49 o}5& CAPD @b} fabsiglort %3t Na,
Ko} o]5¢ A9z Ze54sls] CAPD BjolA
s} wlmsle] g5tk

. 28 ol

A $uEAA $7h0) T4 9 2] Hejore CAPD
@} wlmale] afolr} glglont, Zelsh Alzte] &

A3 gokel. o2 ie RISA #2482 (K, A
2% 57 F8L ool Xl gud gk,
BAATZ F3 Fol= 3.3ml/mine 2 CAPD &=z}
ol 4 ¥l gt (1-2ml/min)® Xt} Estc}.

oldel Az AYPH BREHA] 23t X3l
CAPD #zleljxle} nlmsle] &L A2 B ¥
&o] ¥7] dEelztx F4T 5 Utk

2. 889 0l

AYA H5A2] e wslke CAPD Aol A
o] ws el FAapslgich B o] ofzQl sks
& $71R £ Aol FUsL, ol CAPD
Sl Asteh fabshedct. olsh Ze At A
HANA= Fake] Beks B3 2o oo FH &
71- & AAlR

K49 Na*, K*o] 443 gAY 5=], D/P
+ Dianeal 1.36% %} Dianeal 3.86% A}8A] B5%
423 £ 4x)7k) 0.9-1¢] =28l9a, Kepgt=
72 F49 AL Al Holr fo] AN ot
ol it A &9 o]F-L &4 AbFstelt
Zo gl g W] ghevia A4 5 9ot of
21§ A= CAPD #Aol) A B s whe} A8l .

L£49 D/P v CAPD #x}9] ZHe} f{-Apslddct
(Fig. 4A). 84 F2 il 2J3le o]FFHER &
22 D/P = Kpp@tsh F-3s]ojo} ok & Aol A
Agx BuprEga) ode g49 Kypghd BAATE
=3t CAPD #alojx B ug Kt xlelzt ¢led
ch(Table 2). 4417ke) 4 Fol 205bele) APEE
F 19v}2lel 4 Bkl siA 24vt 2742 A
Aoz E7slx ¥4 249 F=rv F7sleiA,
sh W 22 GAdA olshtee] WAs 2%
$& ¢4 ek

FAgue] Na*e) w2+ Y7 vlmsie] Pk,
o2} isovolumetric method® Kppd AR2¥ 4 )
k. FHYY Na* o} 57t Fgollx B3 5
Hz7) FAA Na* 529 37} Basix) st
., Dianeal 3.86% AF-A] Na*¢] D/P gl
Dianeal 1.36% AF&A19} wlaste] uighct. whels
Hox CAPD #xjelA] X usl wupe} zheo] it
493 Ax2] Na* sievingo] 2% AlARITH ™.
Fell4 Na*9) D/P %4-& CAPD #zte} n|ils}e]
#A43] 2stch(Fig. 4B). £ W9 Na*sx=7} ¥
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AFE9l vlwsle] dAs] ol FHR7IFH &it
o 2J3& Na'9] o]Fe] & ZHelI, KuFt:
CAPD mAjellAlsh wlzste] Axs) w3kom] = 2
oAst AL Bokeh. debd FHelelA Nato) 84
Aol Bobd, olg 2& D/P ZAe sl g FE
S ZAeg Az

K*'e] D/P 243} Kpgtd A¥H Hohiis)e
CAPD &xlo) 2o} ulasle] Eskch(Fig. 4C, Table
2). CAPD #zjel A= K9] Kyghe]l 849 Kandk
B} el dhsled, AFele K* 2 Kadle] 84
9] Kptirh Hobr el Hohs 53 K9
ol°] "¢ ¥&-& AlAtetATt

Sieving Coefficient

849 Na*t, K* 9 sieving coefficient7} isoch-
ratic method AF8-A]¢} membrane model AR&A] A}
olell zol7k dsieh.

isochratic solution AR&-A] 8.4:2] sieving coeffi-
cient:= isochratic solutiong *H&% CAPD #x}ol)
A Bmg g3 HAEtER, 7% % XEe
isochratic solution AH8-A] B ¥ gts} vlwsle]
Yoo, 7% HE sk glo] etel TSl
HSHE Zest olsh e Aol AL Aoz
2% 4 9Joh?. 29] sieving coefficient+= isochra-
tic solution®} Dianeal 3.86% AL&A] 25 0| 717}
914 CAPD #ixjellx) sl gtst dx3] 23,
Botrd 7 ¥ohe B0 39 FHRE FaAeR
ARl 28RF, nded YFo| 2} ol F
Moo} HAye] L Fo] AXTUHE SFH
2 o|FsAY, TMEY B3] AEelA o84
thH*, membrane model& o|4-3te] A& s= Ht
& B9 9} olEgel Y ¥1F 4 3k

242 A% 23 Na', K9] sieving coeffi-
cient®= CAPD #=jell 4 Hagl vie} dA3] 23t
Isochratic solution AF8-A) Na* 2] sieving coeffi-
cient APEE* S o} CAPD =} 7el4 258
Zr3 §-Abstedr). isochratic solution AHE-A] mem-
brane model& o]8-3lo] 4}&3 Na* 9] sieving co-
efficient7} Dianeal 3.86% AM8-219} wlwsls ¥t
o ol YW Na'9) $E7} FAe FEuT ¥
o)} Z 7)ol Fatel) 2% sodium$] ¢]%F°] isochra-
tic solution AM&-AlEch @etr] wEo g FA ).

K* 9] sieving coefficient + isochratic solution
ARg-Alell SAREE YEldle], 0-1 Alel2 B3R 3
szl w)wsle] ks, Dianeal 3.86% AME-A¢} w)
asle] 3123 Fotrh(Table 3). 22y o} X ad
A& o]Ait(anomalous)gHE2 A9 Helenz A
A olFdAE Yediy £ 4 . K9
sieving coefficienty= Dianeal 3.86% AH&-AJdll 1%
t} =9}, isochratic solution AR&-X]8} vlwsle] &
28] gobA Bulg EjF K9] o]F2 Na*ol} 84
o] o] %7} &% o F AUt

B odFol A A8 AMu}A], membrane model-&
FEHQ o), & gate] Huhs B3 839 o]Fe
3 711 Ao sHska sl

L4E A7|HoR FAo|x, hatE)A] ¢hon] 4t
o) oJsled o)F-== dlEA < E-8A (inert) EAo|h
e AEW6N diAtsle Feld, Hsl(electrical
charge)E 931 gl Na*, K*59] o574 @
3 MR ohz} S5 olfT U T FH How
2R} o9} tlEe] UAE o] 8 AYH Hur
AA w3 Folglx, $EA T AA=] nj X 5
Zol] o3} ol3}2hg-o] F7), ® FA o x&F AMo]
e FFlA #2532 Na*, K9] Hups B3
olEel zlo|& 2 Mty A=)

F- £

eJA} CAPDAJel] A8-3l= protocols} vby-& o]&-
ste] AHg AP BuhEy e 54y FAA
dlel Y#s T AP AAE BTk B
Ao ofe] wish= diaHgoz CAPD @44}k f4}
st o AA 2L #@AtR BAAT (a=
66.7)2 F3 B7 F5-8& CAPD #xjlolA B}
¥5it. 4918 B4 849 o}5-2 CAPD @jsh ]
w3le] apojz} glglovt 23 Na®, K*9f o]52 &
2%+ xpo]E& ¥}, isochratic solution AREA] K*
9] sieving coefficients &-Agke Mo #ilo|el9]
71de] Butg B3 AEAEA o]Fdd FAY AL
A Abaksd k.

30mle} SAM ARgA] Bk 2L9) FHdE
283k CAPD #jellA] 2o} sisio).

B AFeA #ag B wdst CAPD &3}
oj e} frAbaH Aol H-e 3 AP HupeAA 3t
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