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KA B T4 2 TiE, Pk MBGEETEMAD:, RO CTRIMETTURRTE & BT B T
#fi 5Ot (antibody-mediated rejection : AMR) I22 W T CQ % %) 720 CQIEEET & (THE D &
L, £#CQOIEIMMAT— Ay MEHERET L — FE2FLBWL, ROTENEFNOMHE L 'S
LR R AT E Lo BERM AT — b X Y PRBIELC, BIRLEAT— 2 > b &R
L—Fafid L, REOHFHEILIHEF L L,

AF =M AV MORERZ L = FEBERLOIEFT VAL ARV TREO & ) Ak & F
D7z, F7z, PRI S EEEO—EE2 LT,
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D #EPYHELEERIHZNRIAGD Y, THRNK S ICED SND.
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aAMR  :acute antibody-mediated rejection ISHLT ! International Society of Heart and
ACR : acute cellular rejection Lung Transplantation
AMR . antibody-mediated rejection IVIG : intravenous immunoglobulin
BOS : bronchiolitis obliterans LB : lymphocytic bronchiolitis
BTS : British Transplant Society MFI : mean fluorescence intensity
CAMR  : chronic antibody-mediated rejection MICA  :major histocompatibility complex
CDC - complement-dependent cytotoxicity class I-related chain A
CLAD  : chronic lung allograft dysfunction PE . plasma exchange
CREG  :cross-reactive group PGD : primary graft dysfunction
DSA : donor specific antibody PRA . panel reactive antibody
dnDSA  : de novo donor specific antibody rATG . rabbit antithymocyte globulin
DTT . dithiothreitol SAB . single antigen beads
FCXM  : flow cytometry crossmatch SPI : solid-phase immunoassays
HLA * human leukocyte antigen TCR : T cell-mediated rejection
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1 $i HLA (human leukocyte antigen))ii&Fs1E

PUHLA Bifk (DR —H# 2 B T HLA SR L RE ) A5 L Y ¥ ¥ MSHFET %o

2 Pl non-HLA PiiBFHPE

MICA (major histocompatibility complex class I-related chain A) ¥tk 7 & @ $i non-HLA $i 1k
(UME—H %2 BT non-HLA JUA L L T) AL Y ¥ ¥ MIFTET %,

B Bkt

1 DSA (donor specific antibody) P14

FF—o HLA #7213 non-HLA IR IS T PR L Y ¥ ¥ MIHFET %,

2 non-DSA Bk

FF—24 L2 v HLA F 7213 non-HLA IZG$ A P L Y ¥ ¥ MCHAET b,
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1 preformed Hiff

BRI L ¥ ¥ Y MDD X L7z HLA $ifk 3 7213 non-HLA $ufE, Preformed Hifk
PR \CTHEER UHith % 80 72354, preformed HURIC & o

2 de novo (dn) itk

BRERICL ¥ ¥y MIFEBIAYERS & iz HLA HUfF % 7213 non-HLA Hfk.
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HLA 1% 1950 44812 J.Dausset {2 & 1) FIMEROFE UG S5 S, J.J. van Rood % R.Payne
W&, RIS X 28T HLA JURASEE S D & L AR S Lfze 1960 4112, Pl Terasaki
12 £ 9 lymphocyte cytotoxicity test (LCT) #3E %K SN, HLAZ A ¥y 7, ) Uk u A< v F
W S N7 1980 4ERICT B —H A b A= —ZHWIERELRY) Y SBI7B A<y FTh
% flow cytometry crossmatch (FCXM) 2B #s S 172,

PARBREICB VTS, FEEHICLCT % BB E L2 THE SR V&)L % ] v 72 panel
reactive antibody (PRA) B X O, J#51k % U8 T 5 729 @ HLA Pk A L 2 7z, 1990
fEM, enzyme-linked immune-sorbent assay (ELISA) 23835 L, & SICEEICBVWTIE, 70—
YA b A—=F =R 3 A v 7 A (Luminex) % W 72 B EEIENER L Twb, 2O ORIKE
WETHESNL R, BRI E - ZOMAEDLRICLY, A7) == 7 S HREERE
FEEFTHy b LTEMESN, RLEHIRTW A,

HLA Jifk DA O PR, $ 7% b5 non-HLA fifkE S 2 2 HhTld, MICA 1235 2 Bk Bk
WD SN Tw b, MICA IZHERRLMAENEMIEZR SITHBLIL, VU 3RkICEBELTES
¥, U Uk T A<y FTiE MICAHUKIC X 2B MRS 2 M T & b o 7245, —#o MICA
PRI SN TV HIARETHRHTE L2 LMK EIN TV 2D T, HihOFAELHENT S 2
LAWREE o7,

HBESHERE

1 HLA diikktx

a. Bt =

AR HLA FURMA RS, BIWICHLA M FE2a—T 4 Y7 Lexf 7 ae—X (5 »
NER) W ZZRIENDH Y, TH—F A b A =5 —RH Y — X2 2 E (Luminex) % ] L,
1o TR B (D) PR D ILIR T E 20 EOHI L L THLAHMKD A 2 ) — = ¥ 7 s
LIREMRERELSDH D, WITRD FF—Y VB ELE L &3, BEMECRETETDH 5.
T 2REDOEEICH 2D, WHEZR R Y The international InMunoGeneTics (IMGT) project



HLA nomenclature TV A b N TWLHFEEZ A N—-LTnEH I &, HARNIFEHMWZIURZ X
DZHELTWD I EIFEERNTH D,

—#Z, HLAHUADOEAIZIFHCHLIADBIEIC L 2bDTH Y, BAIEOKSE, Ik -
M- BRHICIZIZRON TV, HOAYRA T 5 HLA PUEIIH§ 2 PURIGIEA S v v, BISME
12, EBEEO R VBRE BV TD HIAFASRINEN L Z 25 57, iz, Bk
IR o 72720, BYWHSRONRTF RRoFR#EM 2 812 & 0 A S iy, kdoo e
b —7 %3 5 HLA PUEICHT§ 5 72 6 27 )V — 7 (cross-reactive group : CREG) T HLA H
YA E LTI EN2b 0 E 2 55, YkREZ /T 59 2 TIlE, BIEES, B% - F
F—OHLA Y 4 ¥V ZIEEERERTH Y, HLAPEMREOREE - HBICHEMET 2 EKNTH S,

b. #HREKE

1) Z720—YA b X—=9—ZRULHIFMRE

BRHLAPR I—T 4 Y 7O~ A 70— X L BHIME Ko 4, ¥—2X2k4 L7z HLA
PulkZ 2 RPUATHERR L, 7u—H A b X =% —TilllsEd 5. HLAPUA & R HLA HUE & DK
JBIFEA NS ELTEREN, ZORRICEVHELRITI. ZDORFIZ% PRA & LTHIEE
NOEEIE, &S, SEIERURISHT 202 RA LTV LIEETH Y, 47 LdYkE
LHBT2b0TIERL, BEMIEZ L. £42%PRAE, v M 7odE, HEEREEICX
DA Z RO L 2 EDH 5,

2) Luminex ZRWHf&E

HERY) AF L ¥ ¥ — X TdH 5 Luminex beads (2K HLA PUHAFEAL S TB Y, E&HMm
EH O HLA PUADE — X Eo HLA PR & S L 7zBIC AR S & 5 &%, phycoerythrin T
HOUEE R L Zzhie g n 7 ) Y& 2kPifk e LT 2, Luminex (2 X o THII S %,
Luminex |2 & % #6MHE, ©— XM (= HLA BUR) @B 3 2R L —H— &, 2 Kkdifko
phycoerythrin % i3 A%k L —HF—I1C X VR X T 59, Luminex ®HOGAE D 5t ALY #5
H & LT, normalized mean fluorescence intensity (nMFD) 25— #&MICHH E N CTwb, Z Ol
134 ¥ — X7 5% L 72 phycoerythrin @ ¥ 7 F )V % BE4EF & L 72 trimmed mean %78 LTV 5 b
DOTHY, nMFLIZBWTOHEMAKICEEEIZZ L, BEBRETH 5, 4, Luminex %
W PRI BAE A SR S N TB Y, AEIC X ) HLAPUR E — X oML, J5EME, &SRS
3R DT, RROMRITIITERDSLETH b,

BYF I 586 BF St SR
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c. HEDREEH

1. WIROKH HLA BUEREEZH T2 2 &,

2. BREMIZAFWREATIGAETH Y, A= —TWMEIMEEI N TV 5,

3. HLA class I (HLA-A, -B, -C), HLA classTl (HLA-DR, -DQ, -DP)iZxtd % Hifk% Bt <
&%,

4. HARANOHEMIZBIF %5 HLA MV BRSPS 0.1% LA o> HLA BIGUE ISR 3 2 Pifkx BB &
R TE %,

5 REOHEH Y 7 by = 7HMEM SN, FHHWETH 5.

6. A7) — =V VA THAROHIEZ PE L, HukRb o5& SRR A THURRER M % U
5L,

d. %EIEE

U= 23 —7 4 ¥ 7SN E HLA BUR O A S DI L > TREHN L ZE b -
TLADT, AT 2HMEORRZ LR LEIRT 50 BAME L LT, MiEs LM e 120
EWRETH LD, MFEOLEEINY 7759 v FPERLWREYNS 5720, MmiEEMHTs 2
EaHERT 5,

1) RJU—ZVJRE
class I, classll ® HLA Uik Z gL <, TOHRELZMRHBT 5 HETH 5,

2) NMFEMEERE

C— A RliZa—74 v 7E3NE—HIAVEZHWAZ LT, A7) —=r 7 TRINE N7
class I, classI ® HLA $ifk2s DSA To 2 Il T&E 2 /ETH H. HANIZA LGNS HLAT
DVDIZIEFTRTEMRL, BREZRT Y IV LRV TO DSA OHFAHETH 5,

e. FZOka—L?”

KHEOBRETT P a— ik, HAHRKEE A M54 (Japanese Society for Histocompatibility
and Immunogenetics : JSHI) ® & — & R — ¥ CTHE A T & 5 (http://jshi.umin.ac.jp/qcws/index.
html)



f. RERERCHEEZNIIIEH

1) SHERAIDER
QOE—XED HLA REDEEDEL :

C—Rla—74 Y7 EN/- HIAVEOHEEIX, C—XCL->TRLE-TEBY, JUEHEED
FWE — X TIEEWEOUE 2 RIS 5,
QOE—X LD HLA HIEEEDORY—H4

Y — X EOFUEIERHEIUETH 250 212, 584K HLA (intact HLA) B2 A L T b 0D
iz, R7F FDBRoTwAVH D, B, 3270707 ) YPRELTVWIIDOLELETND
7o, MAERROBRIE L HEND S,
OHEOY FOEE :

A= N =P = ABILORAPEOME S E 2L EHT 2720 ET Yy POEHIF RSN D,
DX BYE, MoK E U Z PO TBL 2L E L,

2) BRFHIDOER
OIHEMEDEE :

EXK%R S 37 Biie & ORI HURHUR UG 2 WELICBE 3 2 WA D % o MR Bk R
M e EOMIZ, v B IR I (fetal bovine serum : FBS) ZiRM$ 2 D b, 557 v 7 A
T 2HED L 913 A 70— XIEEMAET 2 & ) KM, Adsorb Out™ 7% &1 &
5 BEMFUIE D 50 LDITo THBL DPRRINTH 5,
© non-HLA ik IC &k 2IEHRR RIS ¢

IgM Hifk7e & D S-S #E G % &L 121d, dithiothreitol (DTT) W % 1T - TH LML T 5. M
WR ™ AV AHK T 2 Hik25 HLA 55 7 L BB T 5 2 & THRRES L 2256058 %,
FRE D CIEH C HLA PUEIC £ 2 BB O 22w B H T, HLA Jifk2 Btk & e v 5 HLA
HRIUED D %0 BRI ERIIBNEEZ N, U =T B L O AFTOREFRO
RElEZe & S R RETOHENEELTH 5.

2 7Ry F (V) IR AEAER)

a. ¥ =

K9 —1 ¥ 38k % v 5 LCT % anti-human-globulin-LCT (AHG-LCT) &, flifARKA-PEPuRIC
X MM EM 2K 3 5 0T, complement-dependent cytotoxicity (CDC) & 3 I iXh %,

11
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FCXM 12 CDC X D IEFICHIEETH ), FEMAEEAA DR S MM TTRETH 5 2%, FERFRBUS D
HY, ZEHHEIZBTH Y M+ T HRPET HLEHD S, Immunocomplex capture fluorescence
analysis (ICFA) 1%, IMEAMNIE o HLA SIS T 2Pk i3 238 & L Trgmfb S
TBY, 7oAy FIIUSHTHETH L. ThH5D7u A<y FREICHARELZEHT2 2L
kY, saRvy FEYE BENNEEITET A LML 2% Y,

WH, JOAR Y FRAETIENF—DTY ¥k, BV Y SEREMHT 5, TV > 88k,
class I L J5U(HLA-A, -B, -Cw) 2358l L, BV ¥ /8ERIC1d class I PLIE T AN 2, class I 1T )&
(HLA-DR, -DQ) %8l 2%, LoTT VU ¥ EOADZ 0 A~ v FTid, class T HEIHT
5 HLA PRI T &9, DSAZ WE L TWREND Y, HHETB Y Y KEH VA7 TR
Ry FLLEE LD,

b. %EIEE

1) CDC(LCT)?

OUAMSE T TN ZE BBHET 5720, REZOEBRE)ICL Y, HEICHEL RITT L
Vb

OMIEFED 72D DSA MM TE LW VD D,

@ IgM HUfkIZ & 2 FHUSH D 0 12 IR RIET 2 L 0D Do

2) FCXM
OEEETH 525, HLA PURICIF RS 2 < IgG iR Z I L T 5,
@B Y Y REREHVDLEE, Fec Lt 7y —I12X 2 RS CElia Wiz = & 255 5.

3) ICFA

OiilF vy bTHY, FF—oLMTHETORESTRTH S,
QOPUFEPIABE I ERIUAZ PJOS &, Luminex THET 5.

c. XOka—=)u?

KHEOBFETT Fa— ik, HARRKEE A5 2 (Japanese Society for Histocompatibility
and Immunogenetics : JSHI) ® & — & X — ¥ CHf 8 T & 5% (http://jshi.umin.ac.jp/qcws/index.
html) .



d. IREHER DR ="

[#3-1] CDC & FCXM D#EREFIR
CDC | FOXM | IR

1 - - DSA W LIRW (T2 /2 U, DL DSA BEETERL)
2 + + DSA h'777E 9 B OTREMHE L)

3] - + DSA W72 S 2 O8N $ 2

40 + - CDC I ERIND TN B 2 2

ENIOXTY FOMERIE, FHBERICERDBEEWHY), BIEE HLA A>T, HARBREL EEEHBL, Th
5DIEREMARITHIET L T, DSA DIFEEHAIT 5,
E2)IgM ICL BIRERICHEZ SN BHEIE, DTTHETIgM DB ZBRN LBRET 3,

3 HLA#YAE¥Y7

a. B B

DSA #H$ 59 2T, FF—LLIE¥ILYMDOHLA Y A Yy 73t CERERERE 2D,
BHEICHLAPUAYAAET A L &, FF—HLA ¥ £ ¥ > 712X 1) DSA % non-DSA il Ik %
T, WHELERYZ O HLAKD Y A ¥ 0 7R EiT 52 LI2X D, X% < D DSA OHEA
THEE %250

b. HLA EE (HLA @—7#2)

ODNAZHW2Z A Y TETHDH I L,

2 DNA MEEIZMARE R ISR E B L, DNA, ¥ v /87 B o Wbtk (A260/A280) 14 1.8-2.0
DINDEF LL, ThEVECSEIEY Y87 B EORANEZ 5D Y,

(3 Class I (HLA-A, -B, -C)

@ Class II (HLA-DR, -DQ, -DP)

c. >XOk3a—=)u?

£HEOBFET T a—vik, HAHRE A2 (Japanese Society for Histocompatibility and
Immunogenetics : JSHI) @ — A R — VT8 C % 5 (http://jshi.umin.ac.jp/qcws/index.html)
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d! #BRERT

OH ARHBE AV S L RB SO "HLA 7 4 ¥V 7RO 7 LIV & RS o K HI
DRHUZ L 72K 2T WG T 5 2 & 2% F L (http://jshi.umin.ac.jp/standarization/
index.html) o

@55 1 X (B3 2 M HLA B 2 Wik 7 LV 7V — 712 50 7 LV & 503 2 k) A
KRT&ERZ & MELITEMRGEL VD5 L E Y ZENTRETHIULE 2 X E TOHG
MEE LW,

QBIED HAREZRBAA v M7 — 7 OB MAZE OB TIE, HLAIZDOWT, 1K,
TabbiliEFMHLAM &, 2K, Thbb4fiRiLTHHEINL, LirL, LIE
IV MEFICBWTIRE L X TERS LT S,

O IBRICRKET DA & W%
1) HARRANC X 2 Rt

g R TIx, KEBDOREZ 17 ¥ (intravenous immunoglobulin : IVIG) R v ¥ ¥ <
T EOPFREANZMEHT 52 E2H 0, FUERRAZMERICEEN TS &, BIETERS %
CYTUBYED D Do TD2D, TE DY EERMICHAREZ T 5 EBLT LW,

D) #1 HLA AR BRUR

2018 (P 30)4F 4 H 1 HAHHLHLA ik (R 7 ) — = ¥ 7 HiAr) 35 X VB HLA Pk (Buikse i
PERERAR) DMED, § N T DR R B W TRBIERIC 2 - 720



1 Resfr

a. HiHLAHIfA (R 20— =2 71%8) 1,000 = |

[(EEEM]

OIGFEAE, O, IFRH, BB, DB E 2B BAMROBE TN L TEBLZHEIC,

JEHIE LC AR 1T NCR Y BET 5,

@771, PURBMIEHES % 50 < B ) e e &, ERLEMNED D 5541213, 14EIC 1IN
BROPNCHEETE D, B, TOHBGIIBWTIE, B#EB X OSBRI ME O R EMIc 2
OHMB L OEFEW 2 LESERERT S &,

b. HiHLA Hi{f (AR MERIERE) 5,000 <

[(REEH]

O HLA PR (X 7 ) — = ¥ ZRRAE) 12 & o THMATER S NAERNCOWT, ik
M S O EZ W H AT b7 E TR ET 5,

QPRI H A FUG & W S 7z B ORBBIGRIRICAT 5 72541213, T 2 | Y Hi
HETE b, B, ZOLEICBVTIE, BHEkb X ORBHRAM VI O 2MIC £ 0B b B
X OBEFN BT 52 L,

2) Mk

OB % YR RN TERT 25108V TIE, RICEIF 2 E#EL T Tz LT
WwbZ&,
(7)  Rhifs BHEREEE AT 2 i A ORIT 2 ToTWnb 2 &,
(4) BIRFRL I ETF LA ZERL TW5E I &,
@M% YR BB DA ORI R L T A A IC BV TiE, RIS 5 %2 3T
W72l TWwWbsI L,
(7) hifsBEREE AT 2RO IT 2 fToTWwab 2 &,
(1) OFIXRTeT oL LTHHEERREIETHZT > T2 IRBRERER £ 72138
BT E 21 2 BT UM ZER L TV 5 S EBAEIN TV B EARETICOH
Titdsr 2 L,
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S ME# AP HLA SRl D wmh

itz R A% T HLA HUARISE D v 2 T IR

[X13-1] fEzs@tE#Z It HLA HuiERIE
2IU—==7

s 1 -1 [k 1648
® > @ > @

P24

e |-
4
]

it

osaze] @) @

+or —

[Dsait|

4 SEM EOTE

PRt BE RS BN 2 iR DR 1T 247 o TR Wi T, 4R 1 Wl i e ke
& 72§ i TOYURRAE Z B O B o

X

1) HABMY S MEEAERAE 7w ba— VEGEET ) (%), 2013. http://www.asas.or.jp/jst/pdf/
info_20130115.pdf, (B% : 2018-06-06)

2) Ogawa K. Basic Knowledge 1 of HLA. MHC. 2016 : 23 : 115-122.

3) Ogawa K. Basic Knowledge 2 of HLA. MHC. 2016 ; 23 : 185-92.

4) Yuzawa K. Renal transplantation and the role of histocompatibility testing in it. MHC. 2014 ; 21 : 105-18.

5) Ishizuka T. HLA antibody detection in organ transplantation. MHC. 2013 ; 20 : 121-9.

6) Tanaka H. Donor specific HLA antibodies for organ transplantation. #4ii . 2016 ; 51 : 429-37.



7) HAHMBGE AT HLA B#L R H A, HLA 7 4 € ¥ ZHRO 7 LIV &R o J5HI (2017 4ERR) .
2017. http://jshi.umin.ac.jp/standarization/JSHI-hyoki-2017.pdf, (B% : 2018-06-06)

8) Ogawa K. Basic Knowledge 3 of HLA. MHC. 2017 ; 24 : 38-45.

9) HAMBEAM YRR EMERZES QCWS#H4. QCWS 2% 71 b 3 )V 4. 2017, http://jshi.umin.acjp/
qews/index.html, (BJ%5 : 2018-06-06)
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AF=RAY b

¢ [[EFEE]  BHFERE, $HIC DSA IBHERRICRET S,

I

B F IR 5 1 D BR IR B

............................ VRN LN AU B
By BREHICEET % H

15

l

HRIL— RO
RREL, BBICL>TRTHBIET Y AN ERBRINTLEN,

b [E] BERABESBEEEBEELERTUREINE, AMR ZERICH
4 URHEASIEEREED Y 2T HE W, #ZO'L— RO

> [FF]  ERfFEHUAIRIE G —RIICBEREICRET 3 EEDNTVS,
#RIL—FO
BEREBIEHES ICSVLWTEERL, HKUT757 MORDYRIZEISTE,
FSEREICEE523 LV SBENERICBE TS,
HRILV—-FED

b [ BEREBELBEREICHSH ICHELEIET Y BBV, LHL,
ERBAEDK) 80% [FEBRESBIETSH Y, BRIEICELEZIBZINETHD,
HRILV—-FED

b D] BB OESESOREESEE D, HRI'L—RE

b [l EMERARED BIERECET 5 E—BIcLDbNTWS,

HERIL— RO
BERARRETH>TH, TORBEROTTHOINGE, MBERECHEES5X
BLEWSHEEHS. WiZIL— RED




CQ 4-1 : BEAF DU TE I BRI BT %

> UNE] BIERERERE(D D7 S A PHFESH), MR (HLA » non-
HLA D, DSA 1 non-DSA 1), 2R (EHEHE) & THEINZN, Z05H
FBICIKTF T B CREREICH L TREZEDI 5T TENEIS5NS,

H#RIL—FO

[&]

1969 4F 12 Terasaki & (& B BB ICRAEE & 2225 ) A 713, BAFDURRETEORERI 25 2.4%
THoDIIH L, WETEKEYE - 7 02~y FEEORETIE 14.8%, MAEHKEYE - 702
< v F DI T 80.0% & EHITEMTH o 2 WG L7z 2 072 MAFTUREVE S B A
EEZE SNTW/e2s, 1990 FACDLBE D BUBERE O #EA I X o TRIIBAIE B D) 2 7 %
T, EBWET) S EDHRE o720 F 22 FEYA O ME A R S & 7 2 b 2
5 FCXM - DSA [F5@ 24T L, #HflA D IEME 2= A RE & 722 ) S0ESF ) A 7 12k U 7237l
W END LI 572, DSA DIl (B L) AEw 25, (A)CDC Rt (B) CDC &
P - FCXM Bptk, (C) FCXM K&tk - DSA Btk ic i s h, BURIERE TR oS BMER TS
B AR - BRI RS I (A) (B) (C) DIAICE WY, $72DSAIZAMROY A2 775 % —
LY raA~y FHEERBRIC BT 2 BUSERE SR O AMR 5E%1E 12.2-60.0% & #ii5 =
NTW A", DSA DIl (FRHE) 12X > T AMR FESHRIZ R4 2 Y,

[FF]

FERA BT A P S0 SUB Zo LU C IR A S e & E 2 HNTB Y, LIaidBEAEPui 4%
X BB OB T 2 MEESDEDH o720 LELENS, HEIREL O
BT XD KRB R I ZEH3 % Bl S, BEAADURBEE B B CIEM L, BX 0757~
ADY A7 ZWEMEEEE VI WEDPERICZ > TWBE T BIRIEOHETIE, NA 54

y — TOWMAFPUAS G, MR & DSA, 2% dnDSA OB, B X U class T DSA 7 &77%,

MR B TO 7T 7 MEBRBLOBEEGEOLTICETHG L TWL I EFbRrosT
X700 Zhs® L, BAAFURBED 2T v MFLEIC B W CHEAE RS D U A 27 258400
L7z snThh, "M URZEEZZLNTWS Y, 512 MFI 2%10,000 B> DSA K
PHEBIOBHRBEAME T 55 & LM bH 2" £/, I1gG3 DSA B, 3 X UF Clq #5490
BEKBIEICBWT, S E 7T 7 PO ARS W EHE SN TWD Y, AKIFRH & NIE
RO T, BEAFPURGIERES] CEAARITFRAL L 0 RIE RO F0SE B 7 T 7 MMEE
KRB L RESHTWD Y,
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A

AN BT B BEAEPURB TGN S 2 M2 IE & A X v, R S WIS X B /NEBIERo )
HT, 7ux~y FHEELBEYHORBTIIEHES, 79 7 MEEFICHEREZRD LR, o
72o —HT, BAIZBW TRV MFLED R U 72 BEAEDURB VA 11 B 1) 2 B A fg 1 4T
B & 0BT R, Clg #41 daDSASEFIC BT 2B TO 7 5 7 ML &3y &
hTwa®,

BEAEDURBEE O P R RALO BZF 1B W T, BEDHE TIE, preformed & % W i& dnDSA
I2& 57, classl DSA DFIEVSELATHSPHFE 77 7 Pr A, SHICHEMISICEG T2 8
AbhroTETEY Y, DSABMEIFEBAETIIFBIC X 282777  ORHEI LW &
s hTwb,

(Rz]

Khwaja 5 VIZBERHL 1,076 B 9 B, 59 41 (5.48%) A3 7 0 2 < v FHEIETH Y, Wy o7
PO 1EAZERIZZNEN, T-cell 7 0 A< v F MBI T 63%, B-cell 7 @ A< v FEMEFIT
67% L, 7uA<y FREBID 70% & HRLLERNMETICH S D OO, FHalFIAERAEILRD
Shadolzb W LTwaY, £/, Heilman 5?dHZ 57 F O 1EEFERIZ TR Y F
FEtEBI T 89.6% TH L DK LT, 2B ATy FHHFITT769% L, 7ax~y FHEMERITT S
7 MEEROB AN Z RO, MEIENEEETRO BP0 LW L Twd, b
HTR s aA~y FHEFEICK L, IVIG % EBUEERE LB ARICHEH L Cw a2 & AT
5o D LEDBEBRIZBWT, Miiir u A~y FREFNIEMES & IR L, 5 2 ITBRHTIC
WHET DL VWZDHIET Y ARRWA, MBI CIIBUS R 2 & 0B A AR IS
LCWAIREEZRE L 2R\,

— 75 THi R O DSA O A & KA & ORI, KB ERBEO#E R R AW TH b,
LAL, BEBHOR 80% B MBI TH 57210, BRBHICHELEET 2LELND S,

(0]

BEMEMKSIE N —DMENEICHEIHT 5 HLAcass I 5 FICHTA5 L EZ Y bO
preformed FUADHEAES B 720012, BHL FHER %5007 S BRI I 435 %, HLA class I
PURILEE FF—OMENEZIZIEEE L TV AW, FH—D0oRBRmaEC L 2 BIERRHET
FEENDL, $72, HLA THWIME R 2 £ D non-HLA ik D $ 72 acute AMR (aAMR) ®
FHEE 2B EVbITWwa Y BAMEEHIETIE, FF—PEICHT 2 KEOBEEHAOR &
& o TRBALOME SR THAEEZRI L, MEMICHIRE, SEMo@FE, Mok
FLERIPELSEY, ChLD 7R ZIGRET, EAMD FF— Lol EET] X
L, (ZE—HICE&SIIC R B,

DRI BT 5, BRMIEGUG & v ) HEEE, (ORI 2 & BORE R DL 12 50 B
HO2MOBMOAEPEIHL L ZIIHENG, EEOBMOMREZ, BRERSETLIY
I bOMFEMICEIGEO FF =PRI 2 A HEET S5 L (DSARRME) IC X b5l &k
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ENb. DSA G LIEBHEZOKEEZ BELSI LI L2, £ OET, BHMARE OIME
THLAPUKIZOWT A ) ==V AL T 5 & 9127 o C, BEMEEFIL DR A
o257, KITIEX, FF—1 »88kZHW72 CDC 247\, THIYZ 0 2~ v FTRED A
WO HEFEAEZ ii1T L CH Y, 2017 47 12 A K £ CTITHifr & 7z 373 B TREVEEME RO 135
ELTORWY,

[Fifi]

INFTOEIAH, KBBOT v ¥ 2MLHBGEBRIZIT DTV v, B D% A H) & fF5Eas
W OPHEENTVDEDATH 5,

2016 4 o [#] B5. O il B Al 7 4% (International Society of Heart and Lung Transplantation : ISHLT)
DAY HFALKR—FTIE, BHET OB (DSA 3 X U non-DSA) (X S EMINaEEAE, P
FEVEMI AU S 49 e B (bronchiolitis obliterans syndrome : BOS), &2 5 7 b A4 (primary
graft dysfunction : PGD) D) A7 & g5, FHAE WL ShTwa Y, 72, BHH DSA Off
1 MFI R C4d & ORAGDEIZL ) AMR D542 FH L, MBI HELLZVWIEEIZFRIC
LY, MithoO DSA DFERICEE L TWE Y LT MiENH B, —FT, B OBAETUE
X8 M 275 7 b A4 (chronic lung allograft dysfunction : CLAD) R F#IZH5- L v & v ) #t
3B 570, B R CEARPURB T D BN OB E T 22, BAFPURE T
HoTHTHREMOTTHNIMBMEZZE LTI nwE bz,

[“)\B5]

AR DI OWTERT 27D ECDOHF ML ERT LLENH LD, TITIEET,

DSA DIFFET 2 ATV TS Z LT %0 DSADVNMEGZ 5 7 MIRIZTREIZDWTIEW
F 72 O RWAAAET B 25, BUROBI T - UKD - FMER S8 LR LETH
5o HWHHRICB O TEAPURRE L B SN b 7201218, K FF—TdhhiL actual 7 T 2
< v D, WIE K —OBA L virtual 7 T AR v FEEL EBHVONS, B - N - DR
RZBWTHEA DSA IR Z#IT 2 REL W) T U VAN H Y, PMEEIHTH I
AZHFEZEZBNTWE Y NEBREIZHE VT, BHEMOMEGEE Y 02~y FEEEEC
B L BB OIHIEOES X ORENRE»-> 2L T MER, 77 7 MEFEPAEICEKY
L) Y, BRI MAT O REIRED AR S NIEGIC 7 10 A< v FEitEd 513 PRA
BEVL YLV P HEN TV E VI HESY, aAMR 2SEEAETURBTE D BE 120 A8

RENL LI WG 2L, YIS DSA LA BUE O BN BEYEA D B & F 2@ Lh % <,

DSA ODHFFEIBAREICR DR Z L /203 EZ N5,

ABO I ALk % 1L Lo & 3% non-HLA PUAICEI LTI, BlEB & Mol iz B %
P72 review 23F £ 5N TV B, MEBHEHZOWE I 7\ Non-HLA iR A A RS
RWE RS THME DT B, —ED R\ ABO A A O /N R
WoPCTFBRARTH 727,
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B O CTHRNCEN R o 72 TH Y, Cad iL7& % K\ 72 clinical probable AMR T3 - Td %
DFPBDPARTH LI EIRENT. 75 ¥ A0 5OWETIE, Mifhi 206 FH AMR % 22 )
W, 9 b C4d DIkAEZEBO IR 3B TH 572" 20 b RIBEOFMA T TH -
TEBNC TIENT 2479 &, AMR Z RO 7ERITIE, BOhho7Bet L Tr I 7 NMEAER
X O CLAD [EBERDSEFICAR TH 1), Washington KFOHE 2 HB T 24 E %o 720
[“)\B3]

AMR 23 P RIS 2 W51, EBIHE LAV TRERASND, L2 LED S, AMROZ
Wi HEATEE > TRz ®, AMROFERTH 208 ) IEHEEL > Twb, AMR ZHEE T
LHELLTEUTOL) b0 HALNT, CAdRETL— F>2 3 FHRARGEE, 777
M) ThH o 72 "o PRABHEREBIIC B\ TIXRMEIIA & B2 d - 727 Preformed DSA %
PRA > 15% (2 4H#i° 7 5 7 PR L BT 27 BRI & DSACIZA E 74 B % B 7z,
DSA Btk & Bt VA 2 L — FICH E 2 B % 520", DSA XM IS & 5 < B L7227,
DSADHAEL7219BID 5 b, ALFISHE L 203 RBOMROA M, C4d mbtE, UM
A TIZ AMR B DSA T classIT DQ OAETEDE G- LTz, F72, DSA > 2,000 LL_k25a bk
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WY OMEIICH 5% MM D ACR 124 < DSA @ 5 + C4d Btk ® AMR (2%t L TR
VTV ITHEGIZE S THIRDSH - 72 DWMERH L7,
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preformed DSA &
de novo DSA DX LI 5 DH

ATF=bMX2 b

¢ [[EEEHE] BRI S5 S DSA % preformed, BiEERESE
3“% DSA E anSA CEEU?éo .............................................. *Eﬁa“b_ RQ

b [E] BiERIH 58S DSA %= preformed DSA, BIERICFHRICEEIND
DSA % dnDSA £XRILTW 3. RO — RO

> [EF] BFStERTHD STEEL TS preformed DSA &, FFSHERICHRICESLE
&N dnDSA FRBIEN 3. #EO'L— RED

» [F#] Preformed DSA [F3ER, LARID#4E, HWICKWRIESNcZ &I
& D> TBIERIICT TICFEL TWLSHF, dnDSA [3#81ER, Ft00Rm&Eil
R EICKY, TS5TMMIHMUTHIICEESNHRAEERINS,

RIL—RED
» (] Preformed DSA & dnDSA ICIFBV\HD'H Do o HWRIL— RO

(P Z>) Sk c i HE w3 F SE Badsat

b [ffi] Preformed DSA & dnDSA [CIFEBVLWHW $H D ERIL—R@ED)

b [/\i5] Preformed DSA & dnDSA h'35 %, dnDSA 'R HIZ'S T XD
UR T EBBIEEMD BB, RS L—RED

[&]
RS L YT Y Ol HFIES S DSA % preformed DSA, B ICH 72 1A
N5 DSA % dnDSA L XM LT3 2, wFho DSA S AMR % 3% L 9 5% %%, preformed DSA
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A

XEBRZRIIC AMR 25584 LY, class I, classIl IZ7b & TRMEHEAEEEM O fGHH 1 C
HrY, 8512, 72 2 AMR Z#E L 2 WA S preformed DSA DIEAEIZBHE T OA LR
FE%:5Y, ZD72®, preformed DSA By G126 U CIEBMIHT 2 BURAEREE %2 17 D LB D
%o %72, CREGHiADREBIZE D AMR OfEE T & 5572008 T5Y, ZHICHLT,
dnDSA |2 & % AMR i3 preformed DSA 12 & 2 AMR & » & % #1254 LY, aAMR 3B & O
CAAMROERE %Y, BHAEERLESE2Y, daDSA D9 5, F1Z class T DSA 75 AMR @
fabl T & 75>,

(AF]

JFBRICBWTH B2 5 L Y ¥ Y MIFEFET S DSA % preformed DSA, B ICH 72
IZHEAE S5 DSA % dnDSA & LT L TWa Y, §i%Cid, RIS X ORSE R &
2 & o TH A E TIZ preformed DSA % & D 5034 {, %&HTH MFI B X O Class 1T
DSA 2BV, SR T 7 baxong ) A b, —JT, dnDSA ZIFRHEICE
VT 4-8% DB TRD b, CNI ORI P EEH BEAS dnDSA HBLY 2 7 28ms &Y, &
B 1ETOADSADFAEN 7 T 7 MEFRBEETFEORTICHEL 2L T 2HETDH
% "1 Preformed DSA, dnDSA W1 DSAIZBWTYH, BHIAEEROE TR BEELED
KTF2RE SN, Z0 ERPEEDLEEDIRIEEINTVEHDDOVFE L E.IN TRV, F
7= Bl 11 C preformed DSA & dnDSA 7% 532 LS U 7271 1) & B R GBI 70\

(Rz]

MFED 7 0 A=y FHEYEEIT, BB % 1T - 7285412 AMR OFAEBE AT RSB 3 2 w6k
PWATRIEENTWD, L2 L, 1R, S5EROEE WK 7T 7 MEFRCHLTdraz
< v FRaEB & R, B TR E DS 2 b DO HEEEZRD TV WY RIS
BRI AT > TR AR EENTE Y, BBERESESFLHEICHFF LTI b
RENTw5b,

—JCHERAISIZIE, 14.7-213% DL 2 ¥ X ¥ M2 dnDSA D FEAENTED S5 50, falc
dnDSA % 2 72 EFITld, dnDSA %D T LM T 57 ha Ak, EHFRIT dnDSA
D VIER & T 5 L ABITEWZ EAVRERTWE Y,

LLEA S, EBMIZB T 5 preformed DSA & dnDSA DGR ERIZKDICE L 5,

(0]

BRI 72 &SPk 9 i, ARBD A OIS & % SR AL R A DO oMBEIc X ) R4 b L
ENTWD), FERBWHRERY), SHEBYGEZR SICLD, BHiE T2 preformed DSA # D
B h% Y, Preformed DSA 23 % &, BHLLIITFERAE B ICHE S, BN S5%H
THRIEZBEMT 5 2 D%, MO TTFEARTH S, LA LAEDS IVIG R PE %5 725#Y)
LA E ENEHHMETREZMERTE L L T2MEDH S Y, DSA OMHIBEIC X > THHERIE
EHEEhzY, $7-DSAICHS T, PRADHMERICE )V BHMEOFHRILELA SN, 207
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W, BAEORFTIE FF—WMIREIZTY Y8R TE25A4 L7 b7 BAR Yy F 20TV,
preformed DSA D72\ B+ =225 DLBEAZ 1T > TW 57289, 2017 4F 12 A K H o 373 T
BBV ORI ZFAE L T, BUBMERE S HETH S205, S HITBMES v X9 (2
Za/NRIC L, ARIMERERIL IR RIS, FMERBRZ: 217> CHLABURO# B WO T L
DNEETHL,

Preformed DSA 128\ Tid HLA classIT @ DSA 274 L TV 5 A IS BIIRIN A O 1T &
RN EHHE SR Tw5 Y, dnDSA L, BRI ICEMES R TRAEL, EEICbEESh
505, Rt 1A DI REAE S 7z dnDSA (M PEFEHG & BI#E L T3 D, HLA class T HiJiiC
T AR, AEICECRBRLOEBIRFZ ICHE T 2 L #iE ShTws”, dnDSA T Clg
EERD R VAR, EHERIZEEET, FRICOEELAVEVIHELH LY,

[F]

fEREREIC B VT, MlEssBm & 20, preformed DSA & dnDSA % 842 HH L 72 Hi 1) X i
RRER DB X KRB A X BRI v, TN F THE S N7z preformed DSA D A [ X
ek, ML ¥y M9 % preformed DSA BEEZRIZ 0% 25 45.6% & Misic L ) & F
EETHDHA, NS RLMEFTEOLFT—F T, 57% L™, —~% T, dnDSA
=it 122% 05 61.2% T, WL 12 XWkx £ L7257 — 7 Tld, 30.8% & preformed DSA &
R LT Wz S 5 7

DSA ® HIA % £ 7R TOMF T, preformed DSA i HLA class I %% 21-70%, HLA class 1l
H325-44%, ClassI + I 255-48% T 1), 4z GhHE % & HLA class I 49%, HLA class I
31.7%, HLA classI + 1 2519.3% Cdh - 72", FHABRKET & X5 DQHifki, preformed
DSADI) HD 16% & DHEDH 5", —J7, dnDSA1E, HLA class I %70-45%, HLA class I %%
31-89%, HILAclassI + T255-64% &£ S SFTH L5, 9L bE7/27— 4% TiFHLA
class T 19%, HLA classIl 60%, HLA classI + I 2321% &, preformed DSA & It L € HLA
class I 2S% WEHIIZH 5 209, 2512, dnDSA @5 b DQ Hifkix 54-92% TH V), preformed
DSALHBELTEL ALND I EAREINLY, 2o 0HEH» S, preformed DSA &
dnDSA I3, $ifkD & 4 FIiEEDH L EEZBND,

7272l ThETOHREITE, FRPMEHTEOE) bOVH LI L 2ZET HLEND S,
% 72, BALHT HLA SR O 71 S dnDSA D5 AT MICB 535 L v ) #Hti b H Y, preformed
DSA %" dnDSA LB L TV AR H b SR E SR L TET ¥ X LNV DR ERKRRER7
2insd,

[/I\iz]

Mgt L7z Xk 9 B preformed DSA & dnDSA DRk 23 5 b DU TOI D TH B, —HF,
dnDSA 257 7 7 NEED Y A7 & BT 5 & DD H b, preformed DSA, dnDSA & b IZH
IZ AMR & B LT\ 72V, DSA Btk iz B AR G (15 6 FH9 I CTd - 720 ZOWFITHA 3
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%, /N2 2 0% preformed DSA BT ), /N 4 511 dnDSA Bt Tdh - 727 DSA HEAE L
721905 H, 13 ALIE dnDSA Th - 7=, preformed DSA ZRBI D7 57 M A4D) X7
MED o720 —F, dnDSA PSS NG, 7T 7 FEEDY) 27 BEFICE oY,
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AMR % 3§ % 7201213 (AMR % 59 BG1213), O A o0 9 BLALER # I RAR 12 2T C4d,

C3d, B LU CD68 7 L5 2 RIS MM AEZ 1T RETH LY, 72, AMR 23l %
729D (AMR %589 5A1213), FF—HLAVUAOF#E, &, % 5 NIRRT ERE % 17
INETHB'Y,

HLA HifR A58l S e v & E 12, non-HLA HUfk (BUiL 35 B M I HLlk, P x > F ¥ Hidk,

MICA itk & OF MICB Hifk) 234t S 7235451218, AMR 2589

C4d, C3d, B XU CD68 KT 2 Sk MM 2 Al 90 H LA, F 7213 AMR 238D
N7zE BICRERTRETH L. DSAKRTE (71— 1 b F 7213008 % 7= & R 3R
iE, BT 90 HEAM, F7213 AMRABEb 7z & I3 ERTRETH S,
MR O R 2 B % T, EIRIIZHE < AMR 2 59 %46121%, AMR OB

% DT A BREEAR THRDERETH Do, C4d B & U C3d 120§ 2 ik iR %,

Ll LLBHI%S, 6, BLXU 122 AH, 5 W0ICZOMi#EO 70 b a3 — VAERKIZIT) 2 &
AHERS NG,

DSA A (7 1 —H 4 £ 721 3Miliw 2 v 7okt & &EHE) 2, 272 <L bBMTRS 6, B
X127 HH, O NCZFofigko7a b a— VAR S &R s D,

FREOGRIEFWEM TR & 7 o o881, BEEALT 2 F CREMIMICEHIIZ AT ) 2 Lo s
5o
(]

i A% D AMR (3 2016 4EIC ISHLT ® 2 Y £ Y H AL E— MIBWT, EHOKRTOMAL
bRIZE DB - 5T 28R ENTz, Thabb, OB OMEIERE, @ AMR UIIOE
R O BEBE B % K 3R O Bsh, @B R O MKk =, OBHMi~OHE C4d oiks, ®
DSADHHD 52 TH 5 Ve 2D ) 2 TOOBKMi OB EDDH 5 b D% clinical AMR, 7\
b D% subclinical AMR IZKFIL, %4 @-GOORTOAMEIZL Y AMR TH S Z L DRI S L
& % definite, probable, possible ® 3 B2 HH L 72" L7255 T, AMRDZWI213D -G
DOWNT % 2 REPLIETH 5,

[ RNl OBRRERESE | 1, PR BR AR R M PR (R r B, IR AL, 1 FERE AR (57 1 i A B,

PG OEALICE VR I NG, HEEROZLWEAE LD D, FEREREE 0 AR 2 281X
RS Twhny,

[AMR DA BRI O BERERE & % S35 R O BRAE ] 1CBE LT, R I P e <o A 2 5 922
WX BIEHMEUE, 7 A VAR, MREEER EOWREEE R T 5. SR TEIE
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AMR TH HHED S L EHH TS, ST RV,

[BAEf oM =] B LU [BRIT~O#iA C4d oL | 1T L TIE, B&EXMAERZ AT
v, BB O SAEFT LR C4d OGO H MR BRETT 57, LA L, AMR 2 #7250
TS CAd LA B & FETLAE B o B TR LA 12 2213 7% <, C4Ad ik 75 & K \» 72 clinical
probable AMR T&% - Th ZDOFPHIARRTH L Z LARERTNSY,

[DSA DAFAE] 122w Tid, HLAHUAMAZ1T9 o Luminex %12 & %5 HLA FUAMA 23S <
NTws Y, HLA PURREO IS 3 E2 S, MiHi%O AMROKEE 2 5 Hike L
T3 HLA $tiAD 13212, non-HLA §ufk25% 5o non-HLA ik X %5 AMR 13\ F 2R S 7=
RLp%L, SBOIEF Y ZAOEHILEINE >,

[/I\B3]

INERAEE O AMR 2D W TIE, WHEMEFNICINEERT LI LPHETHD Z 0D,
W R ZWEMEDHEL. L TB 53, Lo TUELMEHADECET > TRV ordlikTaH
M0 L Ladis, ANEBRICBWTY, MR & RBICHHT CDC Bk BT alk
AL DO AEBENE L, S 51127 a A~y F k22 DSA BEPEEI, itk dnDSA B e 1
WEBWTHEEHGECOBEEBLV I 7 MAEEN LA TLI L5, AMR OFFAEIXE
FEbnTwa?, BURICBWTIE, 2013 4EICHK SN2 3BT 5 HLA Hifk /non-HLA Hifk
OWY BT BH A FF A4 L IHEL, i, WEODSARZ ) —=v 7, yuivyF
BIUOAERZE ) ZEDHERShL EBbhd,

X
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DU B TR SO he D RN 72
T3 PLHLRR T R (] 7

AF=bFX2 b

AKCQITIEFEAT—MAY FBIUHEIES L — FIZFEEHE L &\,

FIrRIEERIFTR

% 3B L IBM 49K 1 5] (CHMS NN F4E [Banff 708 55 L, WhEx
BR ) #:37 @ Banff Meeting Report 7z & O H N %858 $ 5,

[&]
[#$5-5-1] Banff ABMR 43 %8 (Banff %5 I3 AMR %= ABMR &S2HULTWVWB T EICEE)
% DSA TR (d acute, chronic ABMR WS NICHILBELTWLS

@ Acute/active ABMR (Ti2 3 IEEIRTEBLT) 2

1. 2EEEESERE T DEEE CITD 1 DLILE)
EMMENIE (g > 02 and/or ptc > 0)

EIRA (v > 0, intimal or transmural) ¥
24 TMA (fthDREREZFR)
2MERIERES (hDRRZRRMY)

2. PUAIC K2 ARSI EDIRHL (current/recent, LITF®D 1 DBLE)
PTC D CAd #$RIKFZ 4R (IF T C4d2 or 3, IHC T C4d > 0)
PEE FOFEMMERE ([g + ptdd 2 2)
WNEZHIRARE S % Rt e 2 BEFORIREN ® (EHEREIHNE)

3. DSA 54 (HLA 352 W FZ DDIR)

@ Chronic, active ABMR (Ti2 3IEBIRTE®BRLT) 7"

1. 2EEEESZ R T 2EETRE UTD 1 DBLL)

BABARIRFEE (cg > 0) @ (B4R TMA ZERHY)
BED PTC EEES B (EEWETHE) ¥
F72ICHIR U e BIARPIBR DR DS (thDREZERS) 10

2. JUKIC K 2R EDARHL (current/recent, BIF®D 1 DRIE)
PTC @ C4d RIREZ 4 (IF T C4d2 or 3, IHC © C4d > 0)
PEEL FOEBMERNEE ([g + ptc] = 2)
NEZARfEE % RN T 2B FORIREN® (FERETHHE)

3. DSA B4 (HLA &2 W IFZDDHFR)

® C4d staining without evidence of rejection (&2 3 ERNT&ifEig) "
PTC @ CAd #RIRBZ MR (IF T C4d2 or 3, IHC T C4d > 0)

2. g=0, ptc=0, cg=0 (L, TJRETHNFEIET), v=0, TMABL, PTCERESELRIL,

S RMEREER L (D RREZRST)

3. 2 T iR (type T ALBLE), BRIVFRZEDRERL

Cg: BHESRIKIFIE X 27, DSA: #i K+ —#ifk, ENDAT : endothelial activation and injury transcripts, g: ##& % ¥k
HRRAT, IF: FREDE TORKXEERE, IHC: XT 7 1 LYIF TOBRRMFEICL 2 RELRE, PTC : peritubular
capillary, ptc:PTC #EE X337, TMA : thrombotic microangiopathy, v : EIIRAZX 37
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(FTR5-5-1 i ¥)

ANEG

1) ABMR ME2IIC &, C4ad-positive 1> without evident C4d deposition »* Z iE# T %o

2)ZOATIY =1, EMBEERELETOINOE, JOMI—IVERTREODPZ LI LFEBBEODLDOIEETN S,
DSABE, C4dBElE, » OMBAIRTEILERD L VB D ((FEE 11 228M) 2F% &, 3BED S L2 2% THDIE
acute/active AMR 58L& ¢ 3,

3) BEM /de novo BA & F&5t.

4)BER#A $ ABMR, TCMR, & %\ IdiliE DES (ABMR/TCMR) DWW Fh A HREE N 3, v lesion DHIE X 2 BLIED
TEHmEEE T 2EIRTIT .

5) TCMR, ERERE, BEENFHDHEE, plcZ2DHTER+2THY, BHERBRELORBICEREL, »Dg=1
ThHIFThIEE S AL,

G)RENEZD, CHBEBEH/-ITH—MIIN/AZY—H—IEENDAT DRIRTH ), Aberta KETDAEILE I TL
%, i T O ENDAT ¥ — 5 — 1R, ZOMORBEGTF v —H—DORFAPSHLETH S,

7) Chronic, active ABMR 3B THARERIP R TE 2 L 5H&GD, 5, BRI N/ cg REX Z DMDEMEEEE
EEBHIS, FBEEDMVIDID - -REETEE L. NEMREZEEEORIL(EE 2) » 4 WiEE I “active” £44 L,
“chronic ABMR” &9 %, 2D& D LfflI3 MR DSABMETH 3 », LIFTIC DSABMEOBEEL» % 2,

8)BHENA THEEKERE_FLEHIED >hhid cgla, KBETIELENI#5hnif cglbo

91 DOEBEPTC T7EBLE, 522 DLEDPTC T5BLLE, ERARICTIN TS PTC I3 5Hlixd 454

10) MIBTiRE % £ 5 AIEIRMEMIEE (L84t RS £& 2 % #°, chronic TCMR, chronic ABMR W h THEE®H 5h, %5l
(1 TCMR OBIENEE NP SEICE D, BIEHRMEG TRBMERDZELY & hILERFEL, HHNhIEABMR 2£2 3
P, MEXTEY 4 FIBTEE T IR A,
11) ABO NEESBHEDIZEA IBHEBICEEEZ RIS HEWVWEEZ SN THY, accommodation # R L TWdE&hd, Lh
UL HLA iR P12 T 2354 1 chronic ABMR AT T 2 R[REMN H V), FERT - 2D 5L ZIREANVDLETH 3,
([&] xm1 £Y51H)

BHOI—F 4 v 7 LE— FORBRICKE REBIIE R,

[AF]
[#5-5-2] aAMRHEZZ 7
aAMR fRZ X7

C4d- (immune) -score (;RILI VU VEIE/INS T « v EIE)
(0) PFIRMUNIDE(C C4d EBERL
(1) 50% A EDFIRMUNIIERE E (FIR & EMMME) [CEE (10%FmDPIIRE) C4d L&
(2)  50% LU EDPIAR/INMEPIEZ AL (FIR & EMIME) (858 (10-50% DFIIRE) C4d L&
— R I EBEERANDIEAKIF R,
(3)  50% U EDFIARMUNME N ELD (FIikE EHINE) [CUFEAM (50% L EDFIIRE) C4d L&
UX U IREMBRNDIEAN DD,

h- (histopathology) -score
(1) PIARBUINMEARZBIIRER (PIIR, EMME, inlet venule)
FIRIEIMEND 3-4 EDEIK, FhIk, FBRIKSECMEREIRR
(2) PINRBUINMEARZBIZAER (FIIR, EHIE, inlet venule)
FIRIZMEBRDN G &5 5-10 ELLEDEIK, FPIR, FEIKNSE S MERE PIRZE
(3) _EECEEEND, EMmMEBEBOZBAGIRSE 10 B OIS

7+ T VRECIRIMIROFFBEZRANDE MR E

Demetris AJ et al, Am J Transplant © John Wiley and Sons
([AF] >z 1 &+ ehzEsIA)
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[3% 5-5-3] ;EEME CAMR DE#

Probable chronic active AMR (&2 4 IEB I RXTZ#‘RLY) -
(1) CAMR [CKDEESDMM/RIE/NY—> : Nac 2 [BEZEIET
(@) AR EBHEERBIGEE / FEIE TOBIEEENERS
(b) Dir< LB PEEOPIR / PR, F8E / SEMmE DR L
(2) BRI WBIZE 3ABLARITRAES ) DSA BBt
(3) A< EDEHHY C4d i (10% A EDPIIRIGEAMERE)
(4) thORRRE

Possible chronic active AMR :
(1)  EEEE#, 22U C4d 2EHFENHERL,

Demetris AJ et al, Am J Transplant © John Wiley and Sons

([FF] >k 1 &0 ZEsIA)

[RE]
[ 5-5-4] BIEERIERRICDBRZNEEE
Grade 0 (IE%) RAEZFREDIR

Grade 1 GERENRIE)  /NERBRDDWVIIRBERDI, BEIRMNEZK (—)

Grade I (f/VEfERIT)  /NERIREBBIRMBKS KOO 3 HEMU L2386 ¢
SEEMED 2 NER, IFBEER, 21 FIR CORRBR, BEX

Grade Il (BEEMEAIL) B3R, JEEMED 2/ ERICK D 3HPTLLEDIRER, /IR

Grade N (PEFEIEIERID)  BIIRAIRRKE /2 (3IRIEEBIIRA & Grade [T DIRZE

Grade V (BEIERRIY)  IREMIBOLFIE CRINEFERZ H S LEHRRERX

B BRI

Grade 0 (FFERGEE, SN CRUV\EBHRIHEEDILR &/ ERB
Grade I (F87) 30%LUTITHN B/ ER RAE b & PIDERIFR TN B B\ DR E
Grade T (¢PHA) 30-60%(CHEN B/ ERBIRME L& % < DINEDMI AL, ZHE, HK
Grade Il GRHR) 60% LU EICHAN B/ EERRAE L C 57 I D&\ E VRS

([F#] >k 2 £V 5IA)

FREOMBA I EAEE 00 ERICHBEN 2D D TH S Vs 2D 2007 4F 45 9 Il Banff £33
T, BRI BOS I H v S 05 MERPT K 23R £, O Normal, @ Interminate, (3 Cell-
mediated rejection, @ Antibody-mediated rejection, () Chronic allograft rejection/graft sclerosis,
(® Other hitological diagnosis ® 6 2 D73 AE SN 72Y, AMR OZWICE L TIE, 410 [
Banff i CIRIB SN, ZOBREMYBERERTHA FIA4 VBERENLY, ZOBWNE
1%, @ Circulating DSA Bk, @¥mHHLEEA 0 2 /NI B E O, B X @R F B M
28T 5 C4d Rtk » 520, TS 3 DT NTHHELET 2561 AMR EHEESIT S, 3
HHDO) 5220205 X AMREWVE BTSN S, 1THHOADYEIZI AMROZH L L
TATITH LA, HMELGBBSEZESTL LI TS,
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(D]

[ 5-5-5] The 2013 ISHLT Working Formulation IZ &% AMR DREZHIZZH

Grade &R ANES
PAMR 0O Negative =IOV ALSIO)

PAMR (H +) | Histopathologic AMR H&E RBETDH AMR 72 3 B (NEMRRDERZH S E
AMERICYIOT 7 —IDFME) ZRBH DD, REFEET
=413V AESTO)

PAMR (I +) | Immunopathologic AMR | &AL TDH GG ZRD2HD

C4d, CD68 (357 4 UZANEF L)), C3d (RIGEAN

ZEFLLV) ZAVERE

PAMR 2 Pathologic AMR HRE e, RENHEEDES CHMREZRDH2ED

PAMR 3 Severe pathologic AMR | BEOHIMM, FHMEDKE ZSHGEEFEZRD, REH
WEOBMZERT DD, MITHREFEEL, R FREIRR
REEEZISNS

Reprinted from J Heart Lung Transplant, 32, Berry GJ et al, The 2013 International Society for Heart and Lung
Transplantation Working Formulation for the standardization of nomenclature in the pathologic diagnosis of antibody-
mediated rejection in heart transplantation, 1147-62, Copyright 2013, with permission from Elsevier.

(LD] x4 LWEIH)

1990 412 ISHLT 23 SIS O 72 i 3 6 2 /R K L 72 B5 121, AMR O35 B2 0935 W7 26 HE 13 2
S Ao 72V A5, 2006 4F 12 ISHLT @ #) & T 0 AMR o 3£ #2 2342 % X A, 2010 4% ISHLT
working formulation %* 5 AMR O EAHETY S, AMR % 3§ 2 MR A O EK 7 3 A5R &
M, 2013 4R ICHERE L 72 BB W BEHEAVR S 72 tY, AMR @23, BAEICh 72 ) BHLLHERE
REDDH B2 b 5§, MBI DI R AR SN &) BRTT R 2
e L72BMETITb T E 275 8% 8% 2B N 2 A B A s S, BRI
FRBIALREAEIN, SR HIEREIN, MBS 4 DD h 57 T —03k#s, ISHLT TEo b, B
FEDHIEITYETERTE Y,

B O BRI A, Bk, FIREB X OB oM Mo, Bodik, £
MMENO~ 7B 7 7=V ORME() Y RERZHEE > TWRnwI LH D) ThHb, EERI LI,
TCR & AMR &, AMHEMRIED 25%IZRIET 52 L THh 5, HkORE L MK THIELAS
IFhERZAE L, MM OTE, MENER S5 OHMREGEEZKTY, AMR O
BAmRILE, fEs a7 v (IgG, IgM $ 7213 IgA), #itko 77 7 2~ 1 (C3d, C4d, Clq),
CD68 bt (v 7 07 7 — ) R EOFT A, TERIENOHH O HLA PikOFE L & DI
BHOLNDLI L THBH?,

AR R NI R X 2O MlE R & N B T o B 55 %2 528 5 72, Cad X° C3d H3 1k
275 2 D%, BRLOEEREN 2 WIHEICIE, AMR EZHI SN2 WZ EA% v, Ok
I, R ELLERAE AT R CD68 Btk (v 7 1 7 7 — ) ogta i TH B s
[Rif]

JFEMIC 31T 5 AMR (&, 2004 4 1CHEME S N7 SIS BALICEB T2 AMRO A A K54 ~1C
L7225, ODSADEBRPICHFELTWA T L, @C4d DLEDNH ST L, OMARFNEEN
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HoHZr, OBMBRAED DL LEEELT DY, MOEEERO AMR IZIER, 20K
oI ERy, BEAIZIE, 201240 ISHLT I2B W T AMRIZB T 2 B0 BUK 2SS X
N, 2013 4E @ Banff ZHDOHM O K, #£556, 5-5-TO X)) IKHmIF o, 2ok
2016 4E1C, MIBRTIEIWOTOAMR DI >y H A LFE— hp%RENLY, AL FE— TR,
clinical, subclinical ®*, definite, probable, possible 72 & ®filiiCZ B} % AMR O 5 A CTH)
ODTTbNTZA, HHIZOVWTIR 2012 DL KR— P EBRTZB L5720 2F ), AMR Tlid
MM TH AHND &9 2% B 2 M BIIR 58 % & T IRRE S0 2 AR BE A IR 2 6 L
TWAHIZ LR, CAdFEMAAMR % S HICHRT AR E L LI EDBRENTZ, LA LEDH,
CAd Pt IIMIC B 2 Z DEEDILE A 5, AMR OBKIIB W TIMHE TREEHEL TR S
BV DML SNz BB, RGN ERTOMR L 2 PROMBRESEDO—NTH 5 %
L, Wk OWNEE LT AW ZO®%LHKVTVSE Y,
BdB, L55-TOHMDO7ZDIZLT OMFZHNELT bo A SIS OHIBWTIZE LTI, A
SISO (acute rejection) ML 5 P O SREMIIZH, B. SGE O KAE @ V) > 7 SERPEA S X
4% (Iymphocytic bronchiolitis), C. 1% 1 & & 4 5 # 505 - B 28 7 Ml & 45 3¢ 4% (bronchiolitis
obliterans : BO), D. {21 PEIEHSOS © BN E O bEZELD Z 23t L C grading
ZAT) Lo TV, UTFIZKAHHDZ L — FIZOWTHHIZREKT 5.
< SIEMERUT >
A 2SO (acute rejection) I E PRI & OV E O A BRREIC KO <
(a) Grade A0 (no acute rejection) : I & P O HAZERZ R Wi, B4 EOF AR 5z
W,

(b) Grade Al (minimal acute rejection) : IfiL% J& BH (45 (MR 0 2% M B i3 8 s icfE v 12 A4
o WFMRERIZT R IMAS N B 4213380 e\ (A2 & DHLER) o

(¢) Grade A2 (mild acute rejection) : 535K T [6] %8 T & 5 R ML & B GHTERIR 35 X OS50
BYIR) S MA NI O BE AT HLARER R U R ER O TRAE & LA N B 98 (MIRZ T~ S
a8 & M N o BTk / AR PEZEAR) ASHO. A VB % i 2 7 J3 PRI R BE A~ o> 4
FEDW K72 L (A3 & DO R) o

(d) Grade A3 (moderate acute rejection) : Il % (HIE#IR 33 & OSHIBYIR) JE PH 0> 5 v BB BRI
RFFRERDPEAE I 0 PR e B B <o S e A D S ML 5k % (A2 & A& BT o

(e) Grade A4 (severe acute rejection) : I FEPH, BIERLEMENICOF A HEZIRRE. &
JEDNN Pz AR, B e M NSRRI PRS0 i, SEE OIEsE R A g8, 3%
FEVEIAE 95 7 & (BAlR O SVEBEE & OFH 2T 5),

B. SGBDE ¢ V) VBRI S 34 (lymphocytic bronchiolitis)
(a) Grade BO (no airway inflammation) : fl&&E L %% Lo

(b) Grade BIR (low-grade small airway inflammation) : %055 52 R T & PUICBREE 0 HiAS Bk
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B, FEREEZR L,
(¢) Grade B2R (high-grade small airway inflammation) : %5 SCRE IR T & 12 5w JSRE AT iR o
IFERER R E N A D B o84, A ER ORI, EROREGR (BIER LR L),
(d) Grade BX (ungradable small airway inflammation) : il 52 5 O R BE ASFR A ] o
<EMEIEHERUE >
C. 1BPELGETEIER O © PHZEVEM 545 52 % (bronchiolitis obliterans : BO)
RS T R 12 S B OB TR O MHEAL, SGEAIEASB I D L < IdseaiZ,
(a) CO (absent)
(b) C1 (present)
D. 1BV PR PO @ BRI O RALEZAL
A LN D Jifs B R R0 i #53A0R U2 35 U B PN o A P IR o H SR S8 SN 4 4 (transbronchial
lung biopsy) T FEAM IZ A g

(3% 5-5-6] BAHEMICH TS AMR OEEEZMEBZDOI>V YR

1. BABAGICH1FD AMR DEMICIFSBNHENNE, RIRNGBEMASDFE, ME DSA DFEES KV
HEFNESROFE

2. AMR O/RIEMEBESIFRENTH Y, BEOREHMREEERIL, MEP DA JIVRIREDRE, HERE
EPEHCKDEEGE, MRETOEBROBNIEREIND

3. £ 5-5-7 [CBIF2 L S BEBENMERINESEFEMAMNECHIT 2 C4d LBDERZRIBEBZNIC
BWERINETHD

4. EMMEEED CAd REMNEBOSNIZBEIE "AMR OTJREMSD Y ” DECHEICE E, R HIRTIFERER
BPIIERZWR, HEEZNMRELE DB ZSH TITHRIEZE S

5. FSHESERENESRICEWVTIE, FiEikEBISHADIE DSA #&EZ 0N I—)LE UTEET DUNEN DS

6. AMR DFERFHR, 482, #HHE, [EN - BN - REEEFNEELEDOART MULA, RREE, 1284%
BB EC OV TORBEZEBBNICITT> TV L

Reprinted from J Heart Lung Transplant, 32, Berry G et al, Pathology of pulmonary antibody-mediated rejection : 2012

update from the Pathology Council of the ISHLT, 14-21, Copyright 2013, with permission from Elsevier.

([A] 2@k 2, 3 &4EIA)

(K 5-5-7] BHEMICHWNT, C4d DREHBANRRZER I NERBHERER

SFHERIEEMME R

YFHERIC K B BiRafREE DIRER V)

Grade A3 Dl FOEE O E R BHE R

R F e 3B EO2 MM IEBIER IS
2EEEEL / UFAMRREES (DAD)

Grade B2R DBED U >/ VERIE K ESTH

Grade BIR BHDBEED U /) VERIEHIR E SR DR T
FAZEMHIKESIRDETE (Grade C1)
AR RN Z DR WV ENIRX DTFTE
FREZMCEHIANYE T S NIBVSIEIESS A2 DT

1z DSA BBt S > 2B a8 (WH R 2 HBRICE WV TH)
Reprinted from J Heart Lung Transplant, 32, Berry G et al, Pathology of pulmonary antibody-mediated rejection : 2012

update from the Pathology Council of the ISHLT, 14-21, Copyright 2013, with permission from Elsevier.
([AH] 32wk 2 £ WEIA)

TOVONOUIEWN =

RGN
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IBR]

BIAE, AMR OHMLERES W 56 R o5 BALRR 703 72 o

AMR 12D\ T, MR O IERF R 7 C4d et B MEsR 2 ko <, £ 72 BT
W SN EIIR O IRIE % 57l % 2 L AT TH 57200, Bl SR X 9 SR 2 C4d
HEDOTRED o TINEBITEILETE AW, LaLads, MEBHICEVTY
DSA B FEBNC BT 57T 7 M FRIIARTH D, DSA BERES 04T, AT
LA FE38 C 0 AR PE /NS BE 258 0, RIS SIS C O OV F AL CAd i3 % 3280 5 5 &
FAMR 252 DL BWTHHEDLH LY, 2ELIOBHEICBNTY, Zhboii it
SEE 2 S T O AVYEM I SR MG I PE D S D4 D, AMRICZE 23 O2%ENT 5 2 & I3H
WL EZONL, BWMBEDETDDIZIE, S5 LIEFMOERIFE NS,

X o

IEF YA LNVIERIR L 2\,
[E]

1) JREHE. BHTHRELOP 72 70 B WL | Banff2013 EIRS SR 2301, B 2014 5 49 1 20-9

2) Haas M, Loupy A, Lefaucheur C, et al. The Banff 2017 Kidney Meeting Report : Revised diagnostic criteria for
chronic active T cell-mediated rejection, antibody-mediated rejection, and prospects for integrative endpoints for
next-generation clinical trials. Am J Transplant. 2018 ; 18 : 293-307.

[RF]

1) Demetris AJ, Bellamy C, Hiibscher SG, et al. 2016 Comprehensive Update of the Banff Working Group on Liver
Allograft Pathology : Introduction of Antibody-Mediated Rejection. Am ] Transplant. 2016 ; 16 : 2816-35.

2) JVE L. Banff 253% & RERUFHEE. TR 2014 49 © 15-9.

[R%]

1) Drachenberg CB, Odorico J, Demetris AJ, et al. Banff schema for grading pancreas allograft rejection : working
proposal by a multi-disciplinary international consensus panel. Am J Transplant. 2008 ; 8 : 1237-49.

2) FUFFH . BEIEAE AL O SR & Bantf 7040, A 2014 5 49 © 30-4.

3) Drachenberg CB, Torrealba JR, Nankivell B], et al. Guidelines for the diagnosis of antibody-mediated rejection in
pancreas allografts-updated Banff grading schema. Am J Transplant. 2011 ; 11 : 1792-802.

(]

1) Billingham ME, Cary NR, Hammond ME, et al. A working formulation for the standardization of nomenclature in
the diagnosis of heart and lung rejection : Heart Rejection Study Group. The International Society for Heart
Transplantation. ] Heart Transplant. 1990 ; 9 : 587-93. (1)

2) Reed EF, Demetris AJ, Hammond E, et al. Acute antibody-mediated rejection of cardiac transplants. ] Heart Lung
Transplant. 2006 ; 25 : 153-9.

3) Berry GJ, Angelini A, Burke MM, et al. The ISHLT working formulation for pathologic diagnosis of antibody-
mediated rejection in heart transplantation : evolution and current status (2005-2011) . J Heart Lung Transplant.
2011 ;30 : 601-11. (1)

4) Berry GJ, Burke MM, Andersen C, et al. The 2013 International Society for Heart and Lung Transplantation
Working Formulation for the standardization of nomenclature in the pathologic diagnosis of antibody-mediated
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5)

6)

rejection in heart transplantation. ] Heart Lung Transplant. 2013 ; 32 : 1147-62. (1)

M, REEF, WHEZ, MO OB O OS O Mk 1 H) € 2k #—Banff 2573 & ISHLT
I X HAEHEAL—. FEAE. 2014 49 : 6-14.

Bruneval P, Angelini A, Miller D, et al. The XIIIth Banff Conference on Allograft Pathology : The Banff 2015
Heart Meeting Report : Improving Antibody-Mediated Rejection Diagnostics : Strengths, Unmet Needs, and
Future Directions. Am J Transplant. 2017 ; 17 : 42-53.
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Guidelines for the care of heart transplant recipients. ] Heart Lung Transplant. 2010 ; 29 : 914-56.
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BT A9 % P E H & 2>

¢ [[EzEHE] AMREKICHERREIEE (CQ5-488R) Z&I(C

aAMR EEMUTEIES, BEICEEBEZRIET 2XETHS.
HEIL—- RO
BAEROEECH Y BEZMUAGIC/EERET 525589855, L
subclinical AMR [C39 ZBBENAICIIEIILREBIEF BV, FMEesIC
&O T ANMR DEZMBHENER D, CAMR [CXF T DBENADKBEME(FFEIL L
TULEL,

> [E] aAMR CREEBESNBER, BESICAREMET 3 NETH.
HRIL— RO

> [f] Z<DaAVR TIFiliEFHDT ST MEREREHIRE & BICT TICEZHR
fEERID SEHAENHIBEEINTNS—5T, cAMR TlIBiERRBZEHRE
EFIICRE URIFET S5 7 MIFREENHIF SN TN S T &H'% GBENA DY
BRHYEE L L. #HRIL—FED

b [E] MFI{E 500 LI_ED DSA BRERIICRIL TIRABEN AN BRSNS, FIt
BIERER TO CAd BIEESI BN AN EE LV, HRIL— RO

b D] DFDER, DS IMTEEICREERDTS AMR EF>THAT
BTELEBETH D, I —RE




CQ 5-6 : WM AS 2 W HH AT

> [fi]  FHBHEERDT S T MERERE%ZHE T B clinical possible AMR LA LTy
ULTHBEETITEEEBLTHEL, WiZIL—RED

b Bl AMR ST ZABENADYIMELRIES > TLEL, DSA DEFEE
EIZELTRHMEDLHOSND, RO L—RED

[E]

aAMR 3B BEM 2 R T HERLIHE D 1 DTH D, aAMR & B S 7z & RIRFIZ G % BldG
FTHERECTH D, F/270 b a— VEMRTBE S N7z MR D subclinical AMR 3 Al B R
EHCBTBTPHRABRETTH Y, BHET) & TEFRIEET L LME SR TS,
(AF]

Banff Working Group & 0 #2018 S 1172 AMR O i #E Tix, JFRAI % 512 preformed DSA,
5\ dnDSA 12 X D 5845 % aAMR & BAlfE O BIRBBIEERNCFEAET 5 cAMR I2RH &
N7z V. aAMR & cAMR 2BV TZ DEHRIGIZ R 22720, BB AOHIE b 27z 5 Hek A
Hbo

aAMRJEBICIE, MBFEMO 75 7 MEGEA S FEEE LA, YUV E V&I, /MR
L E)#fE) 720, aAMR OB EET S UET & D AT 04 FiR#ER E OIS IS5
BB SN, DSARGTEE & b ITHIMAREIZ 2L L, aAMR 2K 3 2 G4 A 0T
bRTn5>Y,

cAMR JEBI T, FFHHEL & OBEZRIBT 203D 54, BIF R 75 7 MFRREEAHER: &
NTWDEZENEL, BHRAAOHWAEE Lo 4, cAMRIZH T 2 A 2 7EHlilICBWT, &
237 #MF % cAMRIEFITIZZ 97 MAEZ BT 52 LA sh T,

[RE]

DSA GVERETIZREYERE L IR L, WY T 7 MEBEROKT 2B 5 Y MFUEIZ 22 b 5T
DSA Bptkid 7 5 7 MEFOMA L2 fEMEF L @i ST Y, BEAMADPEE L, MFI
i 500 L ETIRIEAERTOZ 57 NEENREETH -2 L OHENDH LV L b, K MFI
fifi 500 DL 10> DSA BB B L CTIZEHM ADEIR S NS,

I 72 DSA I BHIEAERICB T 5 Cad BB THEICE W E OHERDH Y Y, BHEAERTO
C4d B HESERNEERM AD L F L, Biopsy-proven acute rejection (BPAR) il TliiLi v /¥ — ¥
HOFE LR LA ZBDO T4, BPAR % AMRICIRA &, AMR &g 78— €1 & OB
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FRENGEPo72Y AMREIET 3 7 —Efl, ZVa—AHEOMELRINLh o7 KR
F*, IV a—ZETOEENADHBNIEEIIITIRETH 5,

B R IC BT, BHE S S7 MEROBWHRERIZLT LS S 7 MEMOKE L —
H9Y, BRE MR A 2 L2 AR S v,

(]

DRI 351 5 AMRE,  PUARBIERE G 55 S B 2 4555 L, BN OFEE, O
BRI, X SICIIBHLOEERERE 25| R 2§20 BMOAEICHD, SOH, FERIR, Bk
BB 2 LEE T 2HE DD % 0 aAMR @ 10-47% IZIEBRA LS 2D L MG S hTw 5,
L7205 C, OARSER (AU, S0P, FREMEIL, FEUEPER I e, SRR, 2
B L O AT, AT, AREE AREMINAR) R MATERBICREEZRDD
S F ELERIRAE TOBREREZ D) 7255121, AMRZBES> TAATH I LV EE
THH™, FTTWBROUKEZ RS2 VE T, ROFPLHEN 23T L, EERISWRE L2 E
i, R EEICEER I BRE I 2 T 2 Y, RSB A T (ECMO) 12 X 2 F BRI, L
BRI ABHICY A4 I 7 X CGEASH, RIS A RBIIEEAT b, TR &
WY 209 AT, HEAE M (C4d, C3d, 3B X U CD68 123§ 5 Sk imas & &
&%), B (HLA HUEMAS, virtual 7 @ A< v 5, FF—1 v 5Ek& W27 0 —44
FA MY FEGMBGEEE s ATy F R E) BT, AMR OEEZRI 21T, & 3B, HLAH
R S v & &1, non-HLA $ufk (L N RIRBHLIR, © 4 v F v Hifk, MICA Hifks &
O° MICB $ifR) 25 S 7234123, AMR L2457, Lilo#&i#ETAMR &2 shhn
1, Bl BT ) o WELEMIC pAMRS (4 5-5-5 Z ) 13Tl d 2 2%, TEER OBk & Kk
LRSS FEHVBARLZOT, MICAMRZ RIHTADN 2L TLHRBETINETH L,
PAMR2 (42 5-5-5 Z8) LLF O H1d, RO B 2 5E 1HEBE1T) OFEF L, pAMR2 O
A1, BARIERICIMA T, DSAOF#L, DI & A IS X 2 0022512 LT,
BERANAT DD EI DERIET 5. REWBEFRNADZDD 7T —F ¥ — b V%M 5-6-1 1R
KR

%P, MIERO AMR OBBEORIFICOWTRIEZERTWARWY, 72721, IERD AMR
FRHLOEBIRIFZE ORI T L 25 2 & 7%, MG Z R L2 BE LY b ke oLmE
ANY MAERPIRRTH S 2P HESNTBY, BN HNEENRTXE L E25
5,
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[ 5-6-11 pAMR2 (AR

PAMR2

No or low-binding donor-specific High-binding donor-specific antibodies

AN

Low EF Normal EF

Low EF Normal EF
4
Treat
aggressively
v Asymptomatic Symptomatic
Treat according to PAMR2 PAMR2
clinical presentation
v v h 4

- Treat according
Treat with less to clinical

intense therapy presentation

Observe

(A

BAEFE TICAMRICH T 2HHIICOWTO T v ¥ 24t / T v 7 MEREBGRERIZ 2 {, HHIC
ShLIME—DOHTA FIA4 Y ELTHOISHLT 2 v Y3 AL AR— N THEY R ERMNAICET
LHMHH~NDSRIZ WY, F72, BEMADY A IV ZIZE LT 542 RHAmBi R 2
LTk, Martr¥ AL K- Tid AMR 54 (hyperacute/acute/chronic) 2% 3 % + 45 7%
MEt 2479 729, AMR 2 W3 27200 % 17 ) KT 2082 SO EFHEHE LT
P TWwb, LaL, HiBkitko dnDSA O MBLUIEMEEHA O BB X OAAFROMT & AHE

BHLIERAYTFI) VRN RENTEY?Y, BEOLERIIRBENTNS, T/,

AMR 128 LTI A2 47 o T DSA T 7% L3R b i HBUCTEIZIESOGHE & i L Ttk
D 5 VIEFERTEMN TH oS EAWME SN THB Y, MAHRE L ik L 22 Wi %
WO, HROAMIEIIRRINT WA, BAET TIZHid AMR 126 L THEFEMN A ZAT - 72

HIZBULHWEHE E LT, WKREDZ 77 MERBAELZAHT S LI12MA T, DSARGME,

WEMAICB I 5 AMR 2R3 T H, C4d FaBtio ) bwdFhrz o T ), ISHLT
I & ¥ A LAE— b0 clinical possible AMR Bl EDZ M & 72 o TV 52, KIF T2
RIZZ2F TldZe < AERITZERBIE D 2 CAThR TV A BIRAH ), FR AR ZER R TIZ A DHEDSE

ColGaOEBEMP OMIERICL Z2HEBMHZ2G20PNELRLGEZ V. L2 5T,
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clinical definite/probable AMR UL E CAMR & S WS N b 2 L i3 2 B TFHENS 20,
clinical possible AMR Dl - CAMR & Bl s M- & ICEBEEZERST L E L, —H T,
DSA Btk 7 & TAMR %589 257 7 7 MERBAL L A S 2 WIRE, Vb 5 subclinical AMR 12
N LUTHBNAZT S WG L H 227, FRERRMHRLE LTEAEL TV, 51T,
Bk 2 & 7F 1) ¥ ZANOMHET T, Luminex 12 & % SAB #:% H\2 72 DSA Ol D& Tl %
179 T EIGHRKBWTH A MRMAVRIRENTE N Y, BETIEY 77 MEREALEZH S 1w
subclinical AMR IZ{BHA AT BRI EZO L b o 720
[“]\B3]

iR O FLAF AR T H BT80N AR O EBHIRIZ B VT AMR 235Eb N 235012
BWTH, BB ACRE AMROKBNIEETH ) >, HHFSACB W THURS & OB M
FTHEREERELE L CEATZHUBEHIZEE > TV ARVORERF L Ebh s, #EoWMEICEW
TiE, ACRIZNT A2 EMEIT VDD, itk DSA OHERIZ L Y AMR & HIW LiE#EMN AT 6
239 JhiHT DSABEYE, 7 m A~y FEEO AMR 8 2 2 FEFIZOWT, #ifkEHA 5 AMR
EZWLTPE, IVIG, VY * ¥y <7 ETHARBREZITV, 627077V —AlEHB X
OSHARTGPE B 5574 % F T 2 5 22 B AT S hTn s 7,

X @k

[E]
1) Loupy A, Vernerey D, Tinel C, et al. Subclinical Rejection Phenotypes at 1 Year Post-Transplant and Outcome of
Kidney Allografts. ] Am Soc Nephrol. 2015 ; 26 : 1721-31. (IV)
2) Orandi BJ, Chow EH, Hsu A, et al. Quantifying renal allograft loss following early antibody-mediated rejection.
Am ] Transplant. 2015 ; 15 : 489-98. (IV)
[AF]
1) Demetris AJ, Bellamy C, Hiibscher SG, et al. 2016 Comprehensive Update of the Banff Working Group on Liver
Allograft Pathology : Introduction of Antibody-Mediated Rejection. Am J Transplant. 2016 ; 16 : 2816-35. (IV)
2) Musat Al, Agni RM, Wai PY, et al. The significance of donor-specific HLA antibodies in rejection and ductopenia
development in ABO compatible liver transplantation. Am J Transplant. 2011 ; 11 : 500-10. (IV)
3) Paterno F, Shiller M, Tillery G, et al. Bortezomib for acute antibody-mediated rejection in liver transplantation.
Am J Transplant. 2012 ; 12 : 2526-31. (IV)
4) Chan KM, Lee CS, Wu TJ, et al. Clinical perspective of acute humoral rejection after blood type-compatible liver
transplantation. Transplantation. 2011 ; 91 : 29-30. (IV)
5) Kheradmand T, Anthony TL, Harland RC, et al. Antibody-mediated rejection in ABO compatible husband to wife
living donor liver transplant and review of the literature. Hum Immunol. 2014 ; 75 : 578-83. (IV)
6) O'Leary JG, Cai J, Freeman R, et al. Proposed Diagnostic Criteria for Chronic Antibody-Mediated Rejection in
Liver Allografts. Am J Transplant. 2016 : 16 : 603-14. (IV)
[A%]
1) Mittal S, Page SL, Friend PJ, et al. De novo donor-specific HLA antibodies : biomarkers of pancreas transplant
failure. Am J Transplant. 2014 : 14 : 1664-71. (IV)
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pancreas transplantation outcome. Am J Transplant. 2011 : 11 : 2737-46. (IV)
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