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Elder living related donor kidney transplantation .
clinical analysis of 14 cases
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[ Abstract] Objective To analyze the difference in clinical outcome between elder living related donor
kidney transplantation ( ELRDKT ) and standard living related donor kidney transplantation
(SLRDKT). Methods  The clinical data of 14 ELRDKTs and 84 SLLRDKTs were analyzed
retrospectively, both donors and recipients were followed up. The comparison between ELRDKT and
SLRDKT was made on renal function of donors/recipients, the rate of delayed graft function (DGF)
and acute rejection (AR), and the survival rate of renal graft. Results There was no significant
difference in the change of serum creatinine (Scr) between elder donors and standard donors (P>
0. 05). There was no significant difference between ELRDKT and SLRDKT in the recovery time [ (4. 2
+2.1) vs (3.3%1.6)days, P=>0. 05 ] while the Scr returned to normal. In groups of ELRDKT and
SLRDKT, the rate of AR was respectively 14. 3% and 9. 8%, the rate of DGF was respectively 21. 4%
and 11. 0% , the survival rate of renal graft was respectively 92.9% and 98.8%.  Conclusions With
stringent screening and overall assessment of elder donors, ELRDKT is safe and effective for patient
with end-stage renal disease procedure.
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Tab 1 Recovery of allograft in group of ELRDKT and SLRDKT

Group Ser recovery time(d) AR(Y%) DGF(%) Loss of graft function( %)
ELRDKT 3.27%£1.56 2/14(14.29) 3/14(21.43) 1/14(7.14€)
SLRDKT 4,70£2. 88 8/84(9. 76) 9/84(10. 98) 1/84(1.19)
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Tab 2 Follow-up visit results of three large sample

groups of elder-donor kidney

Item Result T Result M Result [T
Donor Cases 52 46 82
Age(year) 62.60£3.7 62.20£3.1 62.70£3. 4
Follow-up visit(month) 34, 14£0.7 21.15+0.9 39.12+£7.2

Survival rate of graft

ly 95%
2y 96 % — 96%
3y — 81% —
5y 74% — 74%
Scr(mg/dL)
<1.5 37% 26%
1.5~2.5 46% 1%
AR
1m 29% — —
3m — 33% 31.7%
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