[ B2 AR R 2003 AR5 19 #4571 Chin ] Med Imaging Technol, 2003, Vol 19,No 7

« 901 -

F14 100 A7 1 S A 15 Bl R A RE AR T AT O R A L A
IR O AT B W SCHRRGE o« A 4L 1] vh T R e A2 #
LV JUE 1 L7 O A & 5 B A IR ML O R 9 R AR LR
R AE B M T BE 5 M I A A i B S A AT OGS

MZ M5 CDFI M J& SPK AR J5 IF & 5 ik (2 28 1k

T P12 W7 5. DSA K6 A J2 SPK R J5 il I & GE & B i
AEERSYT T B (HZAUR B A B SPK R JE AR 2 b
Yy it TR 50, BRI A7 56 SPK AR J 5218 2 K 4 0 {1 1 ik
— T

(1]

2]

(3]

(&% k]

Kalender B, Apaydin S, Altiparmak MR, et al. Opportunistic pul-
monary infection after renal transplantation[ J]. Transplant Proc,
2000,32(5) :563-565.
Tyden G, Bolinder J,Solders G,et al. A 10 year prospective study
of IDDM patients subjected to combined pancreas and kidney
transplantation or kidney transplantation alone [ J]. Transplant
Proc,1998,30(2) :332.

Rifkin MD. Evaluation of renal transplant rejection by duplex

Doppler examination: Value of the resistive index[J]. AJR, 1987,

[4]

(6]

(7]

(8]

9]

148(4) :759-762.

Foshager MC, Hedlund L], Troppmann C,et al. Venous thrombosis
of pancreatic transplants: Diagnosis by duplex sonography [ ] ].
AJR,1997,169(5):1269-1273.

Wong JJ,Krebs TL,Klassen DK, et al. Sonographic evaluation of a-
cute pancreatic transplant rejection: morphology-Doppler analysis
versus guided percutaneous biopsy[J]. AJR.1996,166 (4): 803-
807.

Aideyan OA, Foshager MC, Benedetti E, et al. Correlation of the
arterial resistive index in pancreas transplants of patients with
transplant rejection[ J]. AJR,1997,168(6) :1445-1447.

Kuhr CS, Davis CL,Barr D,et al. Use of ultrasound and cystoscopi-
cally guided pancreatic allograft biopsies and transabdominal renal
allograft biopsies:Safety and efficacy in kidney-pancreas transplant
recipients[J]. ] Urol,1995,153(2) :316-321.

West M,Gruessner RW., Laparoscopic biopsy after pancreaticoduo-
denal transplantation: A first report[ ] ]. Transplantation, 1996, 62
(11):1684-1687.

Michalaka G,Czerwiskia J, Kwiatkowskia A,et al. Surgical compli-
cations observed in simultaneous pancreas-kidney transplantation:
thirteen years of experience of one center[ ]J]. Transplant Proc,

2002,34(2):661-662.

NEREMTNESEHLIBTT 161

RO AT AR TR

QL TARBET R OERER 2. IR, LT K%

[FEHZES] R734.5; R815

HBEL.37 %, 199241 A 18 H
[H] B 52 52 il O 45 T 4l A 3 21 4F A B
CT RH\FE AT 6. Ocm X 6. Ocm 2
P A5 , BE ' i i R 2, JE AL Sk %
A P Y 4] — 8, CT {8 16Hu, JG
SR VB, TUBEA 3. Ocm 5 M BE AL
W, 22 J5 Y50 IE L I A AE W . 12 .
MBEZEN (E D, BB B A% =iE
VRIS B AR B 8 I BE Sl 3 4 5,
JE2. omm, FEMEWRIE X N A B L BB
SRR [

LI BE R RR SR TR 1) R i
A EE = W R BE B 1. Sem &b, FEPE | Bf
SORBEIT iR 18G & M sh Z i,
HE TR O P YR YR AR VR A 86l ER K o

[EEBA] BEOBHE (1967 —), &, i 7 A, 2
+ L R EIN,
[ B H#] 2003-01-13

[xksRiREE] B

[(XEHS]

VeI 5 AL IR IS 0 JEOK B 25ml,
HERAER 29%,20min 52w % H., R
V=R RN (W IR = 37
5 o e £ YR L 2R LA IR 8 () L 4 i
5.2X10%/L H % 0. 82 9k EL 0. 18, PH.:
7.5, HFEEELE S ) AE R IR ()
ML C—> . ARG E WIHE U, A sk %% R
WA B AE A /N . 2002 4F CT . %
2 2. 5cm X 2. 5em X 3. 2cm, BE 4 45 H
AL, (E 2,

117000)

1003-3289(2003)07-0901-01

Wit
W UL AL BT LA i R 4 i O A7
UL AR O B B b 3T I M RE L TR X
i BR 5 L 5 A A s L EE B
WMEAR ¢ AR 45 . AT LAY R R AR A R
RN —FET5 ik I R S = 1 A K
il Pl 35 14 25 ) B AR YR T 4R L T R

JHF B RS 22 B A 2 i O A7

Al 2 S BE U7 BOR W . 10 4F )5 5k
BEMEGALIR R TR T Z HW



