qaagesA A2 A B35 A2E 20024

OaZEXE

BuEMe) HAA 7Y HAE

SAGYST oToie Wastaa, waE opAlol

L3}

M &

HAF BA g4 7FS #AUt BERE =
AA s3, Bl 7i7tg BHE KAHEF s,
Ased AFES BEA] W2 =A-H A, wd
o A7|HeE ENE uE fAdA 8EFY (&4
7, A48x %) ¥3 AdcEdd dFaldlb
(BUN) Z7b7} UYehur] Ajgshd 850 $§3 A
AR 234 AAE & Urh

7] EoEMe 2 L bage 9 43 agseE A
g 7|2og dd, AQE FA Ade] Wrt golst
2 gttt AP 2HFEH Amde A9 AA=2
7], A A7), 2ot FHErt nEFHejol ol &
#A Zg 82 AN P e RFAWY F
240 gFHYY. £ HIde T=F FUA, of
oAl Q) Zehae R 5 od FAAo] A
H9®, A% ButEA7] AMgd ¥4 449 <
5, 2@ 35 B3 AFADE OFA 248 5
glo} 24 AT dig AFH HrPt 6% FL}
A HA

Bl Mol ME P4 o] ARAHI FFTF
Hqe 7|87 SlEtd AgA BEdY F2&, F KV
Vureast Zdoleld F4E& (Cor) T ¥4 3i=
g UeiE FEH A% =9t 279 &7
T BxE gaes @ vay 47 AF 9 gRR
9 Bujgg ez # A7 A% wa}
pOQPst K/DOQI A AVl HEEHAT o] AR
Ne BEMZE 39 Kt/Vurea 20 o4, 7 Coré
Bute] E3xd we 50 (A/AHF)-60 (/1B
#) L/173 m® ojAez §ARES A AT
(Table 1). 28y} HZ olxlots} Fdv] #AE
o2 ¥ AT7AFE olet Te Y d T4 HA
T g0 9&g AT Ut old & AWE F

LYt - WAL - goldt - S

o] AATA LEA Y 284 B 4L 9
s =24 Paxd JaAos Fad o8 7R 24
28 Ax9 sax o

DOQI XI& ol&e| 7 : WM
Bt ool AR BH

28A Aol Kt/Vurea’l #& #AlA &
@ajo] vt 5T Abggol Awp AF wgn?,
B9 A9 717+ Kt/Vurea &3 whle s,
AR AFAME 8o dIE 43, FFE, BF
o 3uAE BEFEa 1219 32 E W, FE7
oA BT vzt Kt/VureaZt 99 A EH
9 gg F Kt/Vurea’} 15 vl A% 15 ©]
Aol o Hldte Abggo] g, o8 @ AHES
Eg2 gxe AELL IV ¥ F7F A2
Kt/Vurea: 172 AAHYDF. 32 Kt/Vurea’}
17 ol3}e BAZANE 2EFAS ALGHVEF,
27teld] 93 gulAE A3 E protein catabolic rate
(PCR <09 g/kg/day)®l Ast7t Bir=a ek,

Fcis} wi=e 1474 ojgr|@AA 680 E%
=N gAE ggez EuRN Hixe JEYEIt
ALE, o|3E, 7I&AH 59 AT HAE 9
gg AgRoz zABYT (Table 2)°. FF Kv/

Table 1. NKF-K/DOQI Recommendations for
Weekly Total Solute Clearance

Kt/Vurea Cecr (1/1.73m’%)

CAPD
H and HA transporter 2.0 60
L and LA transporter 2.0 50
CCPD 21 63
NIPD 2.2 66

H : high, HA : high average, L: Low, LA low aver-
age
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Vurea’} 0.1 #4%d wet A vz est 59
F7H8k3, 7 Cerel 5 /173 m® 4% wat A
F HRAHEIL 7% FEgch = 29 Ky
VureaZ} 2.1, % Ccro]l 70 L/1.73 m%e)®d 2d )
HAZEo] 78%01ATE. 7eAA MuYPE D
g F7Hs Kt/Vurealt} AUBmyg=m
Cer #tael &) 29 FHRALAN @ Aly)
Y HIAHA AHI}E FZ Kt/Vurea: 23894
1992, F9 Cer 830914 616 L/1.73 m’eE A
3 HAth olAF Astix BFstm 2z 25|
o I AEE o7}t QUE, gH gnd =
B 24 2719 WErt Q0o (349 vs 352 g/
dL), nPCR(normalized PCR)%E 1.04414 099 g/kg/
day® oF Aol7l @it} (Table 2). ol Kt/
VureaZl 1.7 ©}3l7t Hwd YAz atate] Ko
A3 Apol7k U Aoz Kt/Vurea?} 2.0 )it
YELH W37t dAA gue AL rdFE
ojr},

word rr

HOHEMO FFY ol ## K/DOQI XA

DOQI” ¥ K/DOQI” W& CANUSA €79}
ojde AT A TAsY WAEE Ao I A
715l 9% Figy Buto] Y2ge ESY Ao
B JH4sR, B4\ Fobete] whal ze] Aly)m
ol Za¥ o HuteMe Nue Zgsld Emz 3

Table 2. Parameters of Adequacy and Nutri-
tional Status in the CANUSA Study

Follow-UP (months) 0 12 24
n 680 321 78
Kt/V 238 210 1.99°
Peritoneal 1.67 1.68 1.70
Renal 071 041 028
Cer (L/1.73 m®) 83.0 68.3 616
Peritoneal 442 464 473"
Renal 388 219 143"
Nutrition
Serum albumin (g/dL) 349 351 3.52
nPCR (g/kg/day) 1.04 097 0.99
SGA (0-7) 519 6.00 6.01"
%LBM 62.6 635 65.3

"p<0.005, baseline vs 24 months

T FA P 22¥ AL Assta o

K/DOQL Aol o3t #3252 EXNF (effec-
tive dose)2 &zt9] oFo g A 2y to
g 5 ols FAZos Y 5w o] F Ha
£ F4% (minimal effective dose)& #d 54
(adequate dose)o.2 &Nt Ho zd =4z
(maximal effective dose)2 © o4 EA%e =7}
AAZ F7} ol5e] U BAFoz Hojsin AA
2 Y AN Ao a7 TAFo] drjelxE v
A AA ¥k Y BAF (optimal dose)e A
3 FAFS A2 33 BAY Alolo] EAs= A
Her R Frlo] mE F7} oo Riy:
A v &g ALsA BY w2 @,

1. ®ao) AjaH?

B3¢ Ao A715e F9 Kt/Vureas #Aisbo
20 Pl 9o AA 29e AAHEE Aje
o ® FFol gt AFol AFHNAY Frlere
3%, AAY T (lean body mass)7} 63% o]Abel
¥, subjective global assessment (SGA)oIA o
F A7 UE A9, ¥ gyl yHAY =
7bebe A% 5 9% AH0l Hde AeE #wunm
25 4 2 FF de e AFEx g

FE gt
2. mMmo| Wt W &I
FAE A% B GalNE cun w4

4g SH2A $HsE Ao FasY, AY Awe
57 38 Wl BN BN 2WE S}
E% 9tk ¥l AFE CAPD B4 A9 9% 3
oFF Wi A% 4 glou} NIPDU CCPDE A4
S @R Atel: Fol g wAY Be
ARE dHe 23 AFAN ANGES @ 4w
ol SAdloz wWasE AdolEde) o] A
S ulmaled 15% o)} Aol mol: Fo: B
7 AYUZ RHE NGSeR, sdold Tl
A2 $YHAEA Te @A 2o Enmo) w
7} Q=R Fol Wstel ZAlstalol gk
BURAE AE A 6193 R he B
& A% 23, Jbseld 38 AgsE, R 2-4%0
@ W AgaT Yz S 3 Fo)e 23 Age,
6709 olFel= of 474Uol B WA ENF wa
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s7tg Agse, 4 Aol fxke) AdEiel W3}
7b Qe ASolE A8 & 4F oo F7tE A¥H
o} 2utdo] APYd ASdE BEodol N8d ¥ 4
Z o4 AL Fa AWt

=x4%e Uehle NEE 79 Kt/Vureast Cerg
2A433, 29 A71%& renal Kt/Vureast Aot
U g4¢ FALe JFE AT 43EE &
o] grle), #e] A7)1% & renal Kt/VureaZl 0.1
ojute] © w7 W 2709 HFoz WrHE AW
5, 2 ol wE PriatA derh

3. JuW”

2uEy @A B4 HAEE JIdEet 2
& BAE ML QenE B7HA JYBIHE 9
oF #t} 97l normalized protein equivalent
of nitrogen appearance (nPNA)$t SGAE ©|-83t1,
fat-free, edema—free body mass& &A@t}

4. B WA (adequate dose)'”

K/DOQI ARME Hd M7 /Mdes B
7} o] WHaa ok (Table 1). CAPD &AM E
Z=g Kt/Vurea® 20 ol FAES 3w, S99y
#7JA} (peritoneal equilibration test:PET)Z B7t
& Bute] E3l%(transport status)ell @k F7 Cer
& 3/aHE FANA 60 L/173 m’, A/ARF &
oA 50 L/1.73 m® o4 HFASGEE @t HFX T
=7} Be @A ] A7)l dg AE Cord
60 L/1.73 m® o|4 471 o2& A7t YLER K/
Vurea® 20 o1 £2% & JU=F ¥} Kt/Vurea
st Cerol M2 X8R F& A5 Hd= HE 3
7= Kt/Vurea® 712202 #W3E& e, o
Kt/Vurea7t @ride] thalg Bt ARH¥ez g
st AFol: A A7l I FFE WzH A
A w7] "Eoltt, EF Kt/Vureast Cerel AZ 4
AepA] g 94U Fax xFsok 3 EFES
BEMo] ojFojXN I YA WA BAIEF Ytk 9
of Azsl Bele AAF FANME Kt/Vureast
Cerd) 22t Viesired/Vacua ™ BS Adesired/BS Aacrua & &
o] RAT FE B2 AWSHEE

NIPD @AtolM:= Kt/Vurea 2.2, Ccr 66 L/1.73
m? °|4, CCPD #AME Kt/Vurea 21, Cer 63
L/173 m’ ol4ez #X3%% ¥t (Table 1. °I

£3o2 CAPDS} vwlastqd NIPDE Aol 8%
AsEle Aoy NFFH Kt/Vurea® 22 (209
108%=2.16=22)& #A3l=2 @r}. CCPD9 K/
Vureat NIPDS} CAPDY F7tgtog {A8=S
gt} (Table 1).

K/DOQI XIE9| =gkd : MMy} @x}
oligolel A BA|

Szeto B¥e wdAEdA 27099 £F &2 (4
FA1& Al &2 2 L 33 u@sis $A7F 185%)E
Waee Ruey FdaTd dg A%Y ATE A
it 2d #A AELL 8%, 29 FHRA
& 29 Ky/VE 17804 1712, $% Cor 5859
A 504 L/173 m’2, ¥% ¢%9 F=¢ nPCRE
ZAbx7|9 wlEatd 9% ozt Ak FF9
AFE CANUSA a7 waste A KV 2
ol x BTEm FAAELAE FAF A7t UL
& vy £% Lo % 3% 2 LY 33 ugg Al
Pt T AL oAeE AHPF AN F
Kt/Vurea?} 1.76, & Ccro} 58.1 L/1.73 m?2 A3
#2150 BlEe we FA HArxdz BT &
Ao 2d AEgo] %2 F 43 nPsE TV
Zae ARS g2x gun pasgd?. o 4
oA 8% 33 REYIE BT GRHAA A
ol7k glo} ATt HhHeZ Ze opxet (Table 3)
dA K/DOQL AN 2Fse F4 HAE A3
o] A3 Ao hF JEL AAEA HAUoh

#70 wEY ADEMEX 97°& B9 3&»ge
K/DOQL A&l 7HgA F/HAE FRE AEL
gare] gl Aoz musgth. ADEMEX d7E
wiA 3] 2470 FAM7)elA 9658 e #AAE FHH
2 Bgsto 2 LA 3% 4 @t g2ed F9
By} Cerd 60 L/1.73 mPol EQEES T4 Mg
zyy APTA Hi 29 o FAHF F #Ae
AEge vasUt AT 1% F T AvE] A
e Ajol7t fden, 9% B9 Kt/Vurea$t Cere
AgFl ztzt 2.13% 569 L/173 m’2 tETe
1629 461 L/1.73 m’dl Hlgtd oo YA =A
A=Yt o9k gL FAMFY Aoldx E7EL &
2 AEE, Y9, 99AH3 (nPNA), 8% trans
ferrin $& AYFH 2T Aloldl vl YE Aol
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Table 3. Comparison of Prospective Studies in Adequacy of CAPD after Two Years Follow Up

Age DM Ht Wt BMI BSA

Kt/V Cer(p+r)

nPCR 2yr patient
Alb Survival Ref

Toon %9 m ke) ke/m) md  +r LAT3mD (g/dl) (‘;‘/ﬁ’g% o
CANUSA 680 54 30 166 678 246 177 170+028 473+143 352 099 78 8
ADEMEX
Intervent. 484 47 40 161 670 - 170 2134014 569+60 305 077 69 15
Control 481 48 44 161 654 — 168 1624018 461+80 293 078 69
Szeto, HK 270 53 26 159 590 230 — 160+011 449455 288 093 8 13

Ht: height, Wt: weight, BMI : body mass index, BSA : body surface area, p: peritoneal, r: renal, Alb: serum

albumin concentration

7h 9%t 2EXH oz Hutg $9 28z 239 ¥
2EE FTMIAE AELY FRgE T o] HF
et Busigo whd 83 ARYe gz
Agdo HEe fostA A=) YA (293 vs
305 g/dL, p<0.01), B9 2o HYZAAN ha
Tl Hlgted @AEA FrhEe] QUL EF Kt/
VureaZt @AY o)zt JgolE Bystn guys
(nPNA)I 98E TR 4%d R old ZAlo)A
BEARAL A 2 oo Ui AsAo] Bag A
kg

Churchill& & Ao u)sle] ADEMEX 9Q79&
diHez e volo A Bn BEumie A
2 AF3le @ ® oopa JE $REA gy
of g B HAHNM biasE WjAY 4 iz
333, AbEEOE Alolrh figey aEZo} S1
ATGE AF Algo] dzTolH Be HE Fsd
Aol & Holztm A HAH?.

K/DOQI XIHe] =ghy :
o] AJIST BN HFY

CANUSA €78 X3 98 dFdA Kyv 2
7Hl mE AEEY Fiol I ArlBel 9§ AY
< P4 =29 dtel Hoigt” ®, Diaz-Buxo 5
< 270089 BHEAN g8 gz F9 Cordt
AP v BAY =] JABAE logistic regression
model& o]-§3te] BASYHY, Bop ztejy, Bupy
Fogile) Fag B9 A JHA AL A vzYy
EE BHE Z3, 39 A7 AP P EA ol
FEAAE ARy But PArgws T@sign w
AU o5 BuRA #@xie] @] ArS Ha

#°] 10 L/1.73 m® F7}8el wet A vlmei e o)
12% #aHe A& BFIYH?. Rocco e 2
3 BT Kt/Vurea 213, 39 H# Cer 629 L/1.73
m’& FAF 900% e BuRA #uE gaos 774
U3k 33 A F3 I AY)so) 9§ Cer 10
L/173 m’% KYV 0.1 Z7+e 242 Ab3e-8 40%s}
12% 2N B}, o] AP E Eap
Foed AEETE FARAE BFEA 2PG =
& Szeto VR R A% 93 Kt/Vurea$}
Cero] &4 A&7 #d YA, B9 P29 &
A dFgE 99 e AW BAS B Ray
. HZ CANUSA d7&5 AZAE AFqNE A
EEL T WiBd F2 oesga B Parg
e 288 Aoz AP,

0| MJISE Wot HARE XY MY NHFT

DOQI 3¢ iAol I Ar)se) o Fa
&7 Euto] Higo] FFIths stAo] AAH:
Atk 2 F A7)so] lold BRSO Eunp
o] AA&E ARYEZE F7M9)E= o) B HES
& FENTIE Ao UF =T olAE ALHm g
o DOQL AF o|F Hd £ Tdsly] sty
%] F2EE FMIEE o] o|RejxT ¢
o, A 27 BaE A7 ARSH oty B
el Fag AA7E A YEES AN E =
HAY QAT E FRAG FAE AN Bagok

Szeto ¥Vl el A7)o] gt 14009 BAE
ez APy 478 Agoz NP g
24 AT 9y, g3 dRUEE RN o
AEE 594 dEAAg e}, Kt/Vureast Cer
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& noy AuRAE AT ¥¥W % Kt/Vureast
Core 71eAEEE, B9 Cord Y€8d 9438 &
qlglch. Bure] Kt/Vurea?t 0.1 F7hgol wet A%
Bo| 6% TASAL Cerol 5 L/173 m® ZF7Hgol
g ApatEo] 129% ZTAste AAE AU BIF
A, Aslam E& 9039 ¥AE dyez ¥ WY
A dFoA BoEY 1d & o A7|Fo] A5
o} Kt/V 20, Cer 60 L/1.73 mPo] AR o &
ASg Ao s But FAEE FVHIA 9 A7)
zo] AuHon fAS Y& /et NAARE
o, AELL Ho|7t Y& A& RasAG?. o5
Bup gagol B A F2EE BAstg HEEE
SN Aoz HARed, Bt B #AF o
Aoz § AFvt Basitta B

K/DOQI Xi&lel =gty : mat Rap=ofl oHe
N I

27] DOQI®l ¥ =3 AAY 83 A& 4
#x 4}t Twardowskiz 9 7% g EHF
A gA4e 9 Kt/Vurea’t 2091 £@3tigdE F9
Bu} Cord 53-55 L/1.73 m® ¥oll =38R R3=
2 25 @RolA F% Cord 60 L/173 m’22 F
A7 e ddgn SUF. B Kt/Vureas o]
7l ggey ¥up 2w wel A/AWIE/DBH/L
BAF £ME Cerol AR F71ste Aol ¥
g vl Qo ®. o) Bute 43 WEHA e
solz 840 Bibso] AdotEldd HSd 7] o
Rolt}, & CAPDS A¥AHQ AFAL X DP &
A= 47 H3& o)UY D/P ZeolEdL IFFHT
o MTt PYg ojF7| WEd, A/AYF/aAT/T &
AE &M 2 Core) AH22 F718A = Aot

Az BuEgss 84 AEed WX 9%E
CANUSA 471§ Ada 24a4”, 2d A&
£& A/ARF/RT/2 AL €22 47 9], &,
72, 11%%x, A/ARE FATAAM FAH A
Apgol /nYF BT Ml ArFEo]l W&
Acz nusAch ol 4N WA Aoy
Bololstsl BMHoze] Wy 247 Aol AL
7HsA o] AAHAT

A/ABF RPN Kt/Vureas} Cerol A2 4
Ao @n AdHez Y@ PEEE Hole A

& 2ZA2 K/DOQINAE ¥% FHxd g F7
Cor 8738 AZ2A AT 471N Aol & A
& utel e AFEY F47)E AHEde BERF
AN @AM Engsizd wE} CAPDS #2 7
g Hesn AP E R golok HAh 1=
2 CCPDE As¥xn Je 8A84A K/DOQIY
A g HEsy) BodE o8 ARELS 1
g g 4 HEmd diE e o & ReE
AzZtErt.

A/28% £ 28N BN AT

A%a Bd P2 RTFFE EAFY #A ¥
sto] HotEN fRME ARHez vtk AT
g2 A Ki/Vureat 437 128 F 33 4%
g Aggdd 39 12x3=36& ¥LE ALY,
BEREME HA 2FFo] 200 BIsh olFA
& Kt/Vureadl= 8781 295Y Az d4F
AN gxs v@ste JaRes & Ael7t 9t ol
e d3oE Nolph®E BUNe| 8553 4@
Ag7}b ohdx man FEA BAE A3 AAR
A7 ButEde syt Jehd Aoz AR
sgch WA Keshaviah®e A&32% & 853
Ae BHol: AL YATA yxdA FFHE 84
o} 28A B9 ¥R HuAd 3o A& BE
AQYA pan Eunmse Juyhez IF #L F
g Bno o)dF 2EFAo] YeA Fena &
Aot

H2 7 509 d7E uY BUsNYE 99 2
2, 38, 43 TP BAE PPz AdotEdy
B2-microglobulin® ¥4 && vlEF ZF} FY3As
7t 274845 Cerol F7M892v B 2-microglo-
bulin® ¥A&e /84 itk ¥A B 2-micro-
globulin®} HA&L B AFAIG &Ho=
271594t} ol CAPD @Al FASIFT F71A
# Kt/Vuread ZZFAIA% A 2-microglobulin® %
288 Z718x gedE AL ugd. oj¥A ¥
o, o8 APHQ AFo4M Kt/Vurea® FTHANAE
2asy gxte] HEEe FTYNIA Zhce A
3 pdstd 2R 239 AATEA dudE
ZAMg gart ok et

FU]2¢ A& CANUSA Q7YA  B2-micro-
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globulin®] 1 mg/l. F71d42 AW vagdwr}
2% F7FkdE, B2-microglobulin® HE7F e
5 d9do] EEJTE Aoz FoA 7|&@ 7
509 A7 @4 AAlee Ho} 3

R0 By HFE

RE-E9) Sl AHCNE 8% 2 LY 43 mgs)
=5 A%t glo] 39 AESH HmsE AL
T SR #Re A8 Hshed glo] ne
o8t sk = e 12898 yHoz @ =
FH AAA 9 Kt/Vurea’t 2.1 o]3kel @27t
21017490 @Al vlgle] 59 A& go]l WA A5}E)
B 2Ae Rudg 28 ¢ 3P 3y muoey
B2e] JF Kt/Vurea’l 18-2.2, 2 Y& o] 87
% AEQA Aoz RIY n glo), L £Zo
CANUSA &7 diidol vjst] 943 H28e M1
st TF A7 $A FUATINE o)s} 7
L 5T AEFLL Hol: dog: ofAo} A}
B0l AlFe] k= F, AT BrERY YyHoz
TEEIL S8 A FHolud PU AE ds
Aolghs 7MY, 3 AERA I HY= F
Tl AHHR o} old FAH WAL FHHo
A gt

e

< 2

el 715 g BUEY Bjo] ojA A
SMgn e dFshel A@ BAL AAA e
A7 Aoz BRUSH, el AssH Hepe 3
£€S HE S5 Ho2 B K/DOQI Aol
W Ao Yojof @ Ro2 Azay, ok N
& F4Y Apde] wedl £3e) FAeE vgne
5N oujo)7lucks o 2AHoln TFHo
2 HEHolo} ¥ Adolal: He Azehd A o
A9 Aotk mety oz ze] A7)ss Huy
H2ge TR AW FABY o] AYsojol
¥ oz 4zgo.

FU BEUEY 839 % snkt F7ksko 2000
de BAR o 500099 o2 Aoz wuy
29, 0159 AuE dolHskld FARoT Bas
T 48 UEUEY Hd BNFS HEH= 2L o

+ TR HAlold. 97 Yetg HR§ ofAlo} g
ol A4 RHY =3 Fysolol & Aol y
oPF obAol o] Zrtstel orlg 2E AT B8
ohAloh BAtel MW FENF A&7 HALH inter
ventional €7 E£3 Had Aoz WztEy

FF AU BHEA #xe] A" 2440 FH
€ W7 E K/DOQL £4 HAE 3o et $iz}
€ AE3uA Add T 2EY £Nx2E 3
A=A ZABER, 28 B2 H2ge o ¢ ge
o2 B2, F 943, FEA Yog 5 2AA
T, BRHAAE EFE JIsl, Borgyap
U2, ddgol oY Wug BAS dof & Ao
2 AZEY. =3 54 Adn A3 9 gegan
dtod 2 FARNom Hus] v 2YHY o
7VE st Z4Zhe] @ale] 2E RHEAEE suts
Ao vigAg Aoz Y7y,

A2
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