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New insight into nephrotic lupus glomerulonephritis
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BIRRF (60 B) - SIREFRERE (31 4) 126 1T 2 & T
1E, EIRKETIHIDS 15 %ICFBD S Lo, ZDBWith
RICHEF 2L, INERILERIE TR - B2 02
16 %, VI 20%, IV-S/IV-G 53 45~50 %% 5 & 7234,
F 72, BEBRAEY LIRS 2 & O T b ko T
HH, 512 J-RBR BEEFD & fHERAI A L 72 198 #1%
Iz 7= 480 #li2 1F % ISN/RPS 2003 704, 17 3.1 %,
7 16.0 %, M 12.9 %, IV-S 1 10.6 %, IV-G % 40.6 %,
VAL 156 %, VL 1.0%TH -7,

DL TEARICE > mbNbNOEMIX, V»wind
FOEFIZIV-G BIABATS L CIZAPEL T, BEEX
E IR OB T2 A 2 & 22 Il 1/16
(6 %), IV-S 1 1/14(7 %), V-G &L 5/41(12 %) L T# 1/



3 1 ISN/RPS 2003 classification & nephrotic syndrome of lupus nephritis in Japanese

Class
Total cases NS (%)

Il 11} IV-S V-G V VI
Kanazawa Univ.* 60 9 10 8 6 17 10 0
(Ref. 3) 21(35) 0 0 1(13) 4(67) 10(59) 6(60) —
Kanazawa Med Univ.* 31 0 5 5 2 13 6 0
(Ref. 4) 11(35) 0 0 0 1(50) 8(62) 2(33) —
Gunma Univ. * 92 0 12 16 14 41 9 0
(Ref. 5) 51(55) O 1(8) 5(31) 6(43) 33(80) 6(67) —
Okayama Univ. 99 3 13 9 20 45 8 1
(Ref. 6)
J-RBR 198 3 37 24 9 79 42 4
Total cases 480 15 77 62 51 195 75 5
Classification (%) (100) (31) (16.0) (12.9) (10.6) (40.6) (156) (1.0
NS cases(%) in 83 0 1 6 11 51 14 —
*183 cases (45.4) (0.0) (87) (20.7) (50.0) (71.8) (56.0)

NS : nephrotic syndrome, J-RBR : Japan Renal Biopsy Registry ()%

9(11 %), IV-S B 1/20(5 %), V-G B 9/45(20 %), VI
2/8(25%)TH %,
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IVE X O VAEIC R 7 0 — BB O AP EHEICRD 5
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Th b7, FA, Rl Fa v+ bV 72Ky
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’ Steroids™* : Oral prednisolone

+ 1. Apheresis*

* MPSL pulse 500~1,000mg X 3d/1~3 times

Ho[E & * NIH @ monthly iv CPA
« Euro-Lupus : iv CPA (6 pulses spaced 2w)
- Tac*, CyA*, MZB*, (MMF, anti-CD20ADb, IVIG)

—+

HiEEL || - MZB*
- CyA*, Tac*
- (AZP)
- (MMF)

*RRER (REEEEET,)
MPSL : methylprednisolone
CPA : cyclophosphamide

Tac : tacrolimus

CyA : cyclosporine-A

MZB : mizoribin

MMF © mycophenolate mofetil
AZP . azathioprin

(Adu D, Kidney Int 2006 ; 70 : 616-618. % EBE(C HIE(ER)
IIEEIL—T 2B RBR7IILTY XL (BER)
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WEE(E) HiE B TS
Moroni(1998) MPSL (8) CR38%, PR12%, BH 87 %
05 L7FIL+MPSLFER 6 H BRI (11) CR63%, PR36%, BH 9%
Chan (1999) PSL+#[ CPA- 6 HHEA (20) CR55%, PR35%, B 40%
AZP HEFs
Appel (1994) CyA 2~3 mg/kg (PSL #tF) (10) CR60%, PR40%, CyA it
B A40%
Hu (2003) PSL+##O CyA (24) CR52%, PR43 %, CyA Rt
BH33%
Mok (2004) PSL+AZP - 12 1 B +H{ERAEHE (38) CR67%, PR22%, BH 9%
Spetie (2004) PSL+MMF - 6 718 (13) CR69%, PR15%
ACEI/ARB+ X ¥ F >
Austin (2009) PSL Eijh (15) B2 %
+ivCPA - NIH 7O k)L (15) Ef60% BHEAT%
+CyA<5mg/kg- 2211 1R (12) E#83% B 60%
Radhakrishnan (2010) ~ PSL+iv CPA - NIH 78 k JJL (23) CRO%, PR61%

PSL+MMF - 6 118

(17) CR6%, PR59 %

MPSL: XFJLFLR=V Oy, PSL: L R=ZYVOY, CPA: YJOKRAT7IR, AZP: FHFATUY
CyA: Y70ORKRYY, CR:ZLEM, PR:IDVER
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