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Recent advances in ultrasound applications in kidney transplantation
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[HE]

A HA (ultrasound , US) E E HHEF AR IFF OB OB R TE, A HAERMHBEF ERWRTEMER, &

ERENTEAFRAR(WBFEEY TV HRBERG) EFRATRERFFREGERDIE A, AXERT USEHH
Eohiitff FREDHAKHPFETN T ENHAHLR, FROEAERAREBERERNE, B ELFEAR I RKREN

RETHET A,
(ES::45))

[FESZES] R617;R445.1 [ XEkFRERD] B

RO AE I A R 40 g R A T B
AR FEREC T2 IR AR TR M 1
B, RSB RAE T AREAR T, AR5 A7 f
JRERRE , T RESZ I AL AE ' D RE L B R B,
74 R (ultrasound , US) R TCR) (EHEN 5 THE
AL B TR A BR85S O e D, A7 B
TIAIE RPN 56718 =, ITAFsk, SR
VE NG ik 4% B LR B AR R 7 1], 32 38Ok B £ %
VE, SEPR B 5 05 48 [ Rl RS Al 22 56, L B 47 i 17 %o
fift v 22 S 5 S HE R SRR AL
1 US ZRAMEBEHRIZONA
1.1 BEEBE B EZWARHE S IESRN T
B, FHT 2 S0 e R AL B R/ | B B o R J3E S5 4 A
T AT 0 HeWLEE H AR A a3 RO A Y S
IR B A R (R S, S AT R
2N e R R OR T L VR GPANE s i 8 N
HEVREC AN , YU 2 i 55 4k IR 45 Ja kE A 728
FEPPA B o B 2 ok S B R B
L2 ZEHBES
1.2.1 ZEaZE ) (color doppler flow imaging, CD-
FI) 5AEH £ 3% 8 ( power doppler,PD)  CDFI 5 PD
TSN RS R B I U TR T R A 0 of A A
Berg ey i kB, RS I A8 O R B2 4 B A A
M, M4 A6 H 43 b ( percentage of vascularization
POV) <30% ~ 50% {7~ £ 3 T I, 5 I T HEJ
JN BT Ak s A1 R ILAE BB 25 ( peripheral vessel dis-
tance, PVD) >0. 25 em #E/R mun LR HE ML, £ 5
AU 361 % 5 3 5 12 il 410 4 590 A OG- CDFI
W R M T 6] 5 3 B PLg, PD DL (A s 238 )

(E£TE ] u)ARHE T E S50 H (452021 YFS0381) 5 A4k
B TR S5 IR ( 4 5 2024-YF05-01871-SN)
NSEIRVEE

EHM Y R EERF  RABM

[XEHE] 1672-6170(2026)03-0202-05

T R R X R ol A ) T A U AT AR CD-
FI JC A6 ) 5 1L , 3 VP A AR 28 A0 OC 1Y TE i
bR
1.2.2  Jkid 234 ( pulse wave doppler,PW) PW
AEE T DAl B8 AE B PN I 3 3 B A I AET PEL g . B
FEEX (resistive index,RI) > 0. 8 #E/nBH 1 &, # L
THEF SN (H R A2 A4 10 48 30 B 2 A4 i A RS
SR, ANREBIAVE S HE R BROBIAR A, W 45 HAl AR
bR B IR TS 50
1.2.3 ZWBHEE 0E I RIE B3k
(transplant renal artery stenosis, TRAS) J& 1 & LAY
M HKIE, & WTFRE 3 MHE 24, 20T &
FIAL, CDFI A UL B A= 45 By A ME R (R 8, PW
SARBHARE | Be g Ak 5 Sl koS4 {18 32 ( peak
systolic velocity, PSV) =2.5 m/s DI} 3 & sh ik 50t
[BIZ K PSV L {E =10 BIA A /& TRAS 1 H 2
Witk bR B i X B 5 ARSIk R B " tardus-
parvus" PWIE (b FHIEIR + I IR R ) e —Fh 2 v
LW Bk I #2 (ransplant renal vein thrombo-
sis, TRVT) & —F 1 IF 208, Z2 kAT ARG 14
WU, CDFI /s d Bk LA T 2% PEA5 R R, PW ]
DL Sy ke 5 40 1) I U (AR I 1] > 80% 40 B A
1) 2 R1>0. 9"

1.3 # = i& % ( contrast-enhanced ultrasound,
CEUS) CEUS MM EA% 2~6 wm [0 35 5503

SRASAE B WG IS 5, T 454 I A)-58 B2 28 ( time-
intensity curve, TIC) & T4 AT LI 30 15 , Qi 5 5
IRPLEF ] (AT) IR VR[] (TTP) U {E 58 B2 (PE) |
i TR (AUC) LARREESFRE(WIPT) I T 3h 2
PEAS RS ML R AT REIR A

CEUS Xl 48 19 5 % Uk, 2 Wi R s i 4
FERAE HEFR R K o 7 M AR I RICRIE Fie i 2
S, LA I P RS R IR 5 0 UL %% D) A
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O TE NN B B e Ty TR AL 5, T RE R 4P 1Y FS AR
B SR S0 50 T ) A WA 26 DR 100 A8 BEL ) 34
1o, B R AR 1 5 AR R B, o A R
IAh, CEUS To 8t AR, 22 4tk Xt A
B RS L E BRI IRIE H, O B ik B
FIBTER > TR 2P (B, {H CEUS #8455 K
T E, i SR Z 5 — bR, SR B TS T
3 BOHR X I8 (RO B3 K 58 4 1 52 i K, TIC
SERA SRR R E T2 R R AR
ST BR ) HHETT N, AR AR BN T
AECAD) Bl B bR AL A, 7 2 PO B 1, 3271
W —2E,

1.4 SRR SEmE AL KBRS I G R
JE 18 M 4 B B 5 ( chronic allograft nephropathy,
CAN) |, 3= B BURRAIE Dy 21 2 AL | ST 12 B At
. AR50 US MELLE B PP Al X 2 A | i L
RGBT 3o i A SR ) 2 e P (B B e
IRHCRRAE ) S TCRIPPAG SR AL T e ™

1.4.1 37 U)B 3 ME UR (shear wave elastography,
SWE)  SWE 3 iz I 5 e 147 o 38 7 4 PAt 41
SR H D IR R (EfA) FoR, WHos R 48
[T EH SR E A RS R WG, B BA M i
WA E , BERT E {6>9. 68 kPa B, AN K45 J5y KUK A AR
EALRY 3.2 48, M B2 BT E fETRGe i 5 X, T RE IR T
BT L S, T I YL 50 7 2 R B 92 4 1 B UK
TRE R WL D R S AR Ak AR {H SWE
NI R BRYE E [l %) 52 BMIL B4 5 TR P A4
ARSI R, RN E (E S AR B i 3 1
FHIE, BMI =25 kg/m’ AR A SR et mlai
A N IO S A M el P S R I B
RAET B TENE, HHAEIRE I E EEZ AF K
ARSI E TR, AT ARG AR i 43 )
SEHER S IR, ] T i L R AL B AT U — Ak,
DAESAR GRS . A, EEEIRAS T AR R et
LR I3 INAT 5 i E (A BT UK & RS
ek CEUS LURRZWiRE 1

1.4.2 AR MRS (strain elastography , SE)  SE
i LR SV AN [R) A1 00 BT A2 R LA S e I
s (RIS 2 AR T SRSk R i B
e, BR3P HE ), AH O Z TR B % i A e A
Jik A% (acoustic radiation force impulse, ARFI) >R
FHFR A HLBRE R A= i 3T D03, A 0 b T A iR
%, WSt /R, ARFI 5 SWE 7641 21 b 17 A vh B
AR — B AR BT - = 0,820

1.4.3  ZH50 A% (viscoelastic imaging) Bk
TR 5% W A% Gt i P R A () I Al 2 258 1
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(Emean ,kPa) f1Z6i4 ( Vmean, Pa « s) . HH' Emean
S W2 2 A v B B AR BT BORE B AR 4K, Vimean X
SNVEA NI KR 5T R 9 R (A P A A A0 B ok
FRORHUR

HHEAEGE SWE , B 3HE S 8052 I 1 R B F1 BMI
MR R M Y A LR MR B )
PR AR A 7 A 5 4%, 38 3 5 YA IR 3
(1 Dmean) REHE — L AL R M, SR XTLHZUE Y T
SFRMERITUN, 7S AR NS T HE R OB, 5T & B
Vmean FI Dmean 5 FIZ LT T4 0] B 4F e AL R BE S0 B
TIHE (estimated glomerular filtration rate, eGFR) T %
YIAHSE . Emean>6. 61 kPa Dmean>7.51 (m - s - kHz) .
Vmean> 1. 86 Pa-s AJ RE# /R & DIRE S5, A W H
AR R 2 SR IR B T X RAEAL S
A DB i e (N S W= 1= T =R i i A
THAL/NEARBI S, Bk Z 58— R e, 1 T R ST
FPURN T 5 T A FHE R, BRAEPRETR
FERLIE , vl sd Ao e =] S IS T30, ROT R 4% 1
WETFIRBE B AL SE AR AR XA
1.5 #BHME 1% ( superb microvascular ima-
ging,SMI)  SMI J& —F = R (0 2 % H R,
I B S A B AR L (<1 em/s) 55 5
MR R T B A R ROR Y M AR S 2
iy, SMI B A 5 s 1y 2 80, JF AT & 4k i A 48 4L
(vascular index, VI), Rl ROI ILR{E 5@ E 51, N
AP E B IPAG SRR . DF5E 3R] VI (EAEA [
PEPE R o 1) 22 5 %, H Y5 eGFR (& EEAH G, 7]
VERREHE B L RE 1 AN PEAL F8 b5 — TR 9T B
N RS VI 29 49,5, 5 TR HE R 4 Y
33.8(P=0.028) , [F] 2 S 3P o A7 7 . 35 22 5
7R SMI I & S AR AT Bl 3000t 97 20 1 21
HEqp' Y SMI e T A8 M 45 405 J T A b AL 58 %
W8, LR HERR 7™ H HE R B Ry S e, LR
PR S IIRE R I BE ), 2R A B T AL A
TH,
2 US Z=RI##EHE R R R His i E

US TEHEF SOz g HL RS | o A K S v B
EEME, 4K US 50 RIMAFE AN B 3
WEOREZE A 075 S | B BB AU SRS R e
Pk SR R RO A, {H T A US R SRR,
NGy BARIR N, 2275 45 & HA AR ik R L
NN AR N Ol A W o T | S b 7SR = 2 e = )
RO ER (WA 1) TR R
ST I P e B | B A 5T 43 AN E S U E TR D
HE— 20 XF S B A B AT AR 43 BT o 3B B Ik
HAy 3R RI B3t T (WL 2) o
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Bl BESXR-HERHEMTESR ab BT RGN AEW, MR, TR T o d. 7 W B S B E A

i, BT AT , MUAHE T kb

B2 REBEBSEEHBRESZNTTEE o FE I BBk e HH K

2.1 BRUHIRRE HAarEHERRNZEET
AR EE B, B S2E BUEDUAR N S 05
KA, 51 R ) 2 i A T s, I R 5 L HL
JEE S EE AT LA B I )Y AT A,
HAGERUL WG B HIRFE, US R B B i
Jif K, P ERZE AR AR | Kz JoT 5 R 18 mOBE R AR [l
B DL TC IR AR, 2238 0 s B Sl K SO N B
JOK LT 2R, AR AE B TG I A5 5, AT DL LAY 1Y
“CERRIN ", PRI AE IR, US K 7 s 4 B U e s
sk PR G I, PR B B O AR AL

2.2 24HER K B (acute rejection, AR) AR £
RAETARIE 1~12 JA, 53 0 20 i 5 9% A 5 B FA R
AP RY S PRAEAE Ay (B B AN LA K, —4E RS
B ULFSAE B K 3 K AR RN S B e B [l b
EE Ry P w s (AN =S 2%y NI D (A

HHEE RGZ T U m R R, £
TR B AR B N I AN Y B BT e N
Bk L ek 2D v W B0 Tk s 4 0 S v AR U TR AT
ke 0 i 3 () DR, e K 8 B 49 o 2 < S PR R R
W R HIZ W R AR,

2.3 1M H /K KR ( chronic rejection, CR) CR
Z RN T R I BT BV DLt AT v T RE

R BRI DR I IR) 5T 27 4E A M FR AR, 454 b, B A
B AR TN ARSI B R i AR
Y IRD PSS R | R R 5T A AR WU T N s
SSERAEA i sh 1 b LS S koS AE 5 1
TEFRIZE, RIHHFELHE &, 27E 0.8 LU b, WF5Rde
/A RL = 0.8 5 PERAHE Thie A 2 A R i
JEAEDG {H RT3 gt AT U0 T At R B 350 ' D g
PFE IS R ZE A IEAG
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2.4 X528 2ME/NEIRIE (acute tubular
necrosis, ATN) i I REZ IS5 AR FH{LL, ATN £ 0L'E if
FAE B S5 0] 7 A8 AR R AR, I 30 IF % =% B s/, R
WA S SRR CEUS A B TIX 43 AR 413
VEAESR [ TIC 1 £ 0 (5 BE AR FL 20 45 AR 3, 1 ATN 41
TR B RV R I (PR E A P IE T ek
ACAG R, AR BRI B) S5 K b RS 3 348 5, (RS 45 & Hiih =
BHER LT AL T4

CAN 5 CR ¥R 2545 | W A8 Wi 55 27 A4k,
FHIE, “4EB 7 R 5 X 4, CEUS H1, CR FH i
B ERE RS B TTP &4 AUC F FE ik 50% 5 T
CAN LU0 1 378 3 TR (< 1.2 em/s) S 3, AUC
T B 20% ~30% , L35 WUEF5 RT Z2 000 B 550
SPERLS T, CR BT A BT 55 (E {E>9. 68 kPa) , fZ
J K (BB AR CAN WU 2 57 5 - ot [ 25 R 4k ( B2
i E{E>8. 5 kPa, B85t E fE>10. 2 kPa) , 5 eGFR
M PIAHE) A, CR BT 25 5 T 5 24
Py S A R 4 )

SVARTTE , US 748 /R HE R B 7 T A fUsk, (1
WSS BT 5 45 A I R L S 36 28 B k&5 51, e
B ST A X PR A S HE R AU S HE R 2
RSB PR 0 0 A b
3 RMEREZGENRESAE

SRR RS R AR R T2 E R A G
PEAE T AT 07 58 AH G PR, AT T I 22 Pk ik, Ao
PSSR R A RE | AR DN G L KT i 27
a3 T AR A A XERES RS B A R R
B RBICR R AE , T 10 43 W R S B i i 3 B A5
SGEHAR IR AT AL, B AR A | 7S K 4
P BT R, How R A s TR, 55 B A
A5 WA B, T BORAR 2 B, KA e T R
TE VSR AT SRR B A R S L
AR R I i, o R mT Ry B = 2 i 7 5 B R A%, IF
s BRI 27 ) SRUE M IR VR AR IR 22 | M0 IR L
J, WEEM R, SR R HE R TN RIZL, O
HPUARAN T 00 HEF 5 51 & B /NER Bt A2 K #MA DT
I, SO YA B B Y s se s kB, AE
W-RA A SRR IR DR AE B R G
B S R i PR S bk RT TR R BRI
VETEZ W Rk TR US R 5 [ F
FEAEARR, {HF Jo w ke | o7 B B 5 9

JEEEARCE, I & B 2 b REEARBE ST, IEEA
IR LR A 5 S0 US 280, 2 % [ bR B 1 5
FERRUESEAT TG AL, S A M & Y US
WA, R AT B 4 BR 57 R RS R R AR kLI
Y A1 SE RS ST T R B 25040 R
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2 AP PR BR ARk B M SRS VR
4 KKRE
4.1 H-scan REENL T4 H-scan Z—FhIET
P SIS 5 (0 2 T 0 BT BT G e R 2H 2 S
B P 2RO R P | K P30S A RS e A S m] A €2
TS, RO S w20 2 i i R RS 28 4k Tl 42
A FE VTR B, 7E 61 4t iF 55 ', H-scan
L'EAEITE S5 ARG eGFR VI (r=-0. 53,
P<0.0001) , FUI 5 RA T Jmy FR 6 4G, AL R B H-
scan FLEHE—CARALBURMA S BT, BE X 73 £ 4L 5
SR M O C A 2 R IR Sk S A AR B A
o ARA BEER 3 AR A, 4 TR O i 5 TS
PAGRE S
4.2 SZESHEHE BEAF US WILHERT R
FRRFLFWN2WRE, BN, CEUS 5 SWE BKGH]
[FEFPEAS G PR T S A 2Rt B, i — 2D Rl
MR T B B — RS R BR |, I 5 Zh e
PR M AL B 2 3 1 WUAR, 7T 38 5 X 27 A Ab | RAE K
Tl A A ) 22 4 nT AL RE T3
4.3 FHMEREEBFEZ AL REE 7T LI S E
e A S HT , ARV E B A . Kim 500 85
CEUS %% | Pk 45 80, 2 35 90 48 b1 M2 V8 AR i
(HEARIETC AN DNA MR R A) , & T 3 HE
T KBS P43 B 10 | B A 280 T I s PR HE e )R, A
KSR AL BlE& T G862 45808, B 7
LB RS P53, SIS H i f 5 E Tl
5 NG5

US BEARTE B R A B rp HA A AT AR E
Bl ARTAR S AT B REAH Bl 70 A 1 & Ji& AR 4
BN F A B 1 JC B W DU A4 3% 1]« 45 440 - DI e - T 34"
G ARL, US TEARFER PR HE KR
TR AR RN JRURS: RN PR, I AT 55, S
IR S Wl [ = S A MRS VTR YT B R
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