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Hemodiafiltration Update
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1977 Leber 5ol I3 #& “Hemodiafiltration (HDF) ¢]gk= 8017} AREHRITE o= AFA D Jdojz s %3t
gt g oR, Zizte] Wi R S SAl) Ao 2 SRR NE FRAATE &oldl] A, Bt B B9l 8552
AAsE AHe 7L Ak

HDF+= F492 9 A4a|xElo] vbde ulel gkt ez 213}6190=1), sessiond 9 L2| commercial bags ©]-&3F
classic HDF, sessiond 15 L o4 o]&3h= high volume HDF, on—lineC & FANE FFa|A session 30—40 L
o4& o83k on—line HDF7HA] &Hlslela, Wads HDFEENQ] paired filtration dialysis®= 7WE={ck

7|9 @HFAF HDFE Hlagt G785 BHH, TEAEES HEe 859 Hag wdxd g93h4 g4 Selx HDF
7F 339l X5z 4] 9Jrk Hard endpointE AHE A3E HW 3.733 o] FA13k 3kxlollA] high flux FF2A] 0]
4ol al (HEMO study), FxgHAell A high flux dFA o] gap#olglont (MPO study, 4D study), °l& A9+
B post hoc w49 AAGieh. B8 ATl high efficiency HDF7F APdES 35-37% Haasls wilsiglovt
(DOPPS cohort, Eastern Europe data), 2001d o]Hdl] APHAH F219] vz ATE dpdo 3k welEAor] 23]H
HDF7} 3.5 APEES 3tk dake gl

HDF¥ 7]4:%¢] Wkl 319lo] oJ7] biomarker & surrogate markerd] &35 Bl FAMbH o7 A to] Ay
H|Fo] & o AMFERAOE add AR y|gish, dA] &sigie Ay T2 A5 (CONTRAST study,
Italian multicenter study, French multicenter study)?] A3}E A|A¥ el & Aoz Y73}
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