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ABSTRACT

KEYWORDS

Liver transplantation, as the only effective treatment for end-stage liver disease, has since been well recognized.
However, the availability of liver donors is far not enough to meet the needs at present. Use of liver from elderly
donors (> 60 years) can partially alleviate the shortage of liver donors, but it remains controversial. In this paper,
the authors address the relevant issues from the aspects of changes in liver of the elderly, current research status,
and feasibility of liver transplantation with elderly donors.
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Borchert %5 PV 42 T 1995 4F 1 H —2003 4 10 A [H]
19 41 %1 70 % DL E W BFRS R 1), O DA RR ST AR AR
TG 5, BRI B %, PR T RE e 2k HER A,
AR AR 5 i i A T AT AT . AR R Bz Ak
BEARTZIE 1o Anderson 55 "'IR4E 1990 4F 1  —
2007 457 AW IR AF RS A 741 6], JE 48 G
EE L 60 2 LU EALFIRT 60 24, I
FL Tmdl A M Z Ik 1, 3. 5 FAfrR, &K
T B R B 43, VA e afi Ao IE) , RS AR ) A, 2R
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3 SiRMUFBERNITITE

3.1 RBr&RHFREERTS

LR WG B ( MELD ) 2 — > % W1 A %L
FIPE I B A TR S ™ AR A R 48, MELD 40 4f
o HE T A 3 S5 1 AL 300 1R 114 3 B 5% B 0000 R0 3 % A
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e SEUNIZAMN, BESBUTF R ",
T 5 0 B 4 I B 3% 2R o Anderson 25 U PRAL T4
TR i TN 2 (K MELD ¥ 43 X 32 R 7715 2R 1 52
Ho¥ 52 % MELD 43 K <20 4%, 20~29 4%, = 30 4%
3G, Al T T 60 X H 5T 60 X4
1. 3. SAFEAEIG R, S5 R R M, TEVF5r A R Y
BT, WMk SR FEREER 2N, W
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Br kI, 72 m R R RS F8 B s L, BT A
MELD = 20 43 1) f8 3 &5 58 I\ JH- B A 0 3815 B 4F (1Y)
R, Li U T Mg S AR 4L MELD 14,
gE LR (16.95 £9.73 )3 F1(17.23 £11.00 )41,
WEME, 25 g2 L (P=0.914) . Adani
25 WLy BF 5 v s G S 4 Y TP A MELD B 23 &8 N
1245y, MUILER, #H MELD ¥4 76 & it & A8
ew EE, RIfZE MELD AT & s oL, BE
1 BB DA o 8 AL 8 A iR A R A AR .

3.2 RpFRavtbix

3.2.1 Asdntil PR R AF R A B A fa]
(CIT) a4 2 JHF 20 458 0 19— A ST e | A 3R,
HAa Rt KT i U R i i R L 14 h,
A R A B s, 5 BUR B RS YK I E] 4E
e EAE B A TN RS A A7 05 R R U, i it
HE g BT T Re S RN B UL LG £
IfRE e R SR A, O 5 e AR R 22 A IS
REBEMREE " LR T B
G IR R VAT DS = ol R A (N0 ] B o= B e
BRI, AN FEREFEIR) CIT AL A,
ELTE w5 I 2 RN ARG 4 ) o] LAREAR G 331 1T, il
HEA A M, Akamatsu 55 PO B4 CIT #5478
(107 £57) min, fREAFEH A (115+52) min,
Wi g M EEAE S % 25, 1 Anderson 25 ' 21
BT 9 Hp o 200 i I AL CIT 3 3645 L AR R 4 o
i, HP{H 0910 0.03 F10.04, 45 F AT AE 405 5/,
FA M T EEWRE . Q) HEg CIT, Anderson %!
FBF 58 b & B, 2001 4F ARG CITFH4 4 (11.7 +
7.0) h, TAE 2001 4 DL HAE CIT R (6.25
2.3)h, I ML, 2 %A 512 & X (P<0.001 ),
Ut B B A 5 A e 1 T R R A R, ¥ SRl
AsF ) 42 ) 08 A 4 o A TR e SRR RS R R Hh CIT
ML LR 1,

R1 SREFSERUFBEARS CITHELE (min)
Table 1 Comparison of CIT between elderly and young donors

(min)

SCHk [ [iNicEE P
Anderson, 25 " 456 + 258 552 +372 0.04
Hoofnagle, & > 636+ 16.8 618 +10.8 >0.05
Akamatsu, %5 107 + 57 115+52 0.28
Gastaca, 25 1 297 + 89 346 + 139 0.03
Filipponi, %5 581 + 101 591 + 145 >0.05
Zapletal, % 1) 573 + 144 552 + 168 >0.05
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3.2.2 FAmME TR R TR ZE R ]
AANFEREERZW, AR, AT AR TR
HHAAAE BN — BN A A R ME ) BN —
AT A 75 T A I TA] AN ] o X sy it ST A% A B T 5
3 ) TR S [R] 1) AT B S BIF 5 Y S p S, OB
AT TR R B, TETARE ) EIRATRE M B A
" (F2) o 1F Gastaca 25 PRI Zapletal &tz 1231
AIBIFSE b, e 2 0 T AR I ] 22 LU AR i 2H B A
P {HAR/NF 0.05, HBMEBRWE . WIS &4
TARBE], WA, R EAM T EERE .

R2 BRHFSEEHABETFAMERNLLE (min)
Table 2 Comparison of the operative time between elderly and

young donors (min)

SCHR oL I 2 P
Hoofnagle, & > 384 +7.8 396 +4.2 <0.10
Akamatsu, %5 936 + 190 937 +218 0.88
Gastaca, 25 1 258 £ 70 301 £97 0.01
Zapletal, % ™) 252 + 60 318+ 78 <0.05

3.2.3 i F Ay I e AT AR I A] [R] AR AR B N T
PORB WAL L, fE 3 H T AR E AR T, A
i R A 2R R . R, AT T AR
MR AR R mE (£3) o KRZEPFTEE
il 7 e SRR AL A L B RO R LR R, 7E Gastaca
A U2 BRI b, i 2 I B o L A AR 4
BEAR (P<0.05) , HARJFHCRAAR W W B X &
W (I ITE R A BRI AR R BEAS R O LU A, ) CIT
TR ] A rp gy i A 5 AR R O, et
IR T AT L, AT,

®3 BRUEFSERHUFBEAPHMENLE (U)
Table 3 Comparison of the intraoperative blood

transplantation between elderly and young donors (U)

SCHR i i8N p

Hoofnagle, %5 ** 38+03 3.6+0.1 >0.05
Gastaca, 2 ! 5+5.7 85+11.7 0.01
Filipponi, %5 * 5.97 £6.76 558+541  >0.05
Zapletal, %5 17 1.8+2.1 6.2+6.1 <0.05

3.3 REBERHLE

3.3.1 AMEICU & AJ5 A 1CU BFEIAT L2
e R /K RV 2 NI B 0 A L= (o E
IR G ALY ICU ] (£ 4) , KRS
I 5 AR AR R 5 4 TICU I )i A 2% 5, R
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£ Rudich 58 g 53 b, ICU MAXTI A e,
W2 (14.7+£20.9) d, KRR (8.6 £14.1) d,
W HF LA ITE 2% (P>0.05) o Ui&
WS IS A AR 5 K L ROR AN 5, AT LIS B4R R
PR A D o

x4 BRUEFSERUFBEAREBNE ICUKEM LR
(d)
Table 4 Comparison of the length of post-transplant ICU stay
between elderly and young donors (d)

SR oy i) p
Gastaca, &5 ! 7210 62+9 >0.05
Filipponi, %5 5.6+3.32 734+ 10 0.36
Zapletal, % > 24+11.1 5.0+6.0 >0.05
Rudich % ™ 14.7 +20.9 8.6+14.1 >0.05

3.3.2 RE#HFRE HTRFEITNE, M5
FEAEHER R, T A J5 HE R 52 R %ot b (4 A2 4% 1) £
TR EE A, P v i L 5 A7 S L B A S HE e
KR (FS5) , KM RARME . Alamo
A POURI g b, e IR RS R A HE R R R A g
R EIFE G MI7E Adani %", Akamatsu 55 Y,
Zapletal %5 PV S BF 5T, & 8RS HE R R
N BAE R JF % 5 o Darius 25 27 @ WF Y of 5 0 L
5 AF R HE P HE R RN & A R A, B 17%,
BARAR G HEFR RN R AR A m AL, AL L
WA EF

®5 BRUFSEERHMABERHIFREZEEZNILER
(%)
Table S Comparison of the incidence of post-transplant

rejection reaction between elderly and young donors

(%)

SCHik [t i P
Adani, &1 44 42 >0.05
Akamatsu, 25 P 35 26 0.14
Zapletal, %5 > 40 28.6 —
Alamo, 45 21.7 22.1 >0.05
Darius, % 7 17 17 0.912

3383 RET-ZRE AKJFHT B E K
W, HAET IR 5, 658 32 % A8 2R 1
fEbr 2 —o i i B 5 A e RS A R S
BEHE (£ 6) , Rudich % P HFs h &R H ARG %R
FEH K 39.4% , AHXT R AR ALK 24.2%, P4
MR, ZR%H% 8% X (P>0.05) .
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Castaca%m]ﬂ%*, R 2H 5 I 2H 59 R AE R
3R 3.6% Fl 5.6%, Wi A0 R AR B 4% T R
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JESN 4 ) , ZaE iR, HR RO MR
W U0 5 B0 T 61 22 H R R O O I A 9 e AT
i 5 R Y

*6 BIRHIFSFEUFBERERIERILE (%)
Table 6 Comparison of the post-transplant mortality between

elderly and young donors (%)

SCik [t ikl P
Anderson, 45 " 242 22.6 >0.05
Hoofnagle, % 9 11.4 5.2 0.29
Alamo, % 2 14.6 9.6 >0.05
Akamatsu, %5 2 19.4 11.8 >0.05
Gastaca, %5 1 3.6 5.6 >0.05
Rudich, 25 ™ 39.4 24.2 0.35
Alamo, % 16.6 7.9 >0.05

3.4 BEEZHEGFEEMREEETER

TR HHERR 1. 3. 5 AEAIER IR I
BEF B RO B bR, NMUEE XL RBERH
AR i, SR VT e I R R AR A T AT B B
Peubdl . AR, 7EZBAFERIE T, 22
BRRAME ., 40 Gastaca 28 " g, B4 1.
AR AE R E K 93.8% . 90.6%, Alamo %5 PV B 5T
th, A 1. 3 AR RIS 69% . 58%., Lt
BOX P H BT, HAE R R R . (HAE Rk
[l —fFgerh, SR a5 R At R R A e, AR
HRBEAGEITFEENES (£7) . TEERBDY
S, fE Grazi F P B h, M4l 1. 3. 54
HEAER NN T5% . 65% . 62%, TifRIE4 1. 3.
5AEEAE RN 85% . 83% . 18%, WiALAHEL,
ZERA G E L (P<0.001) , H45 Rz H
e 1 (A T B A 00 A A RN AR R A (HOR BR
W Z A 4 K 2B W R W, iz FH e o R 7% A
ARG 58 AR R AL R A R RE A 8 R . 7 A A
W% L, Anderson 45 " BRI RIS A 1, 3,
SAELFIH RSN 82.4% . 65% . 62.5 %; K4
4351 84% . 78.6% . 72.3% , H: P=0.39, Adani 25"
MFgE (% 8) T LIFE I, mild HLR i 77 16 %
R &AL, HREASI % ENZES (P=0.99) .
Uk B2 FH 7o I 146 % i B R T 5 4 S (I R Ak
A,
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K7 BRUEFSERUABERZEEFERNLILR (%)
Table 7 Comparison of the post-transplant survival rate of the

recipients between elderly and young donors (%)

. AL {RIE 21
P
K w34 s 1E 34 S
Anderson, %" 86.8 72.6 67.6 87.1 81.8 75.5 0.39
Li, &1 90 80 66 8 83 75 0573

Adani, 25 1" 75 65 65 78 78 78 040
Akamatsu, %™ 85 8 72 93 87 87 0.16
Gastaca, 2”7 938 906 — 90.7 82.8 — >0.05
Filipponi, % ' 875 833 — 778 73.5 79.2 >0.05
Darius, % 7 90 — 84 8 — 8 0705
Grazi, %5 ™ 75 65 62 8 83 78 <0.001

*8 BRUHSEEMMFBERHETERMNLILE (%)
Table 8 Comparison of the post-transplant survival rate of the

donors between elderly and young donors (%)

ik e 2 fRie

1AE 34F 54F  14F 34F 54F
Anderson, 1" 824 65 625 84 786 723 039
Adani, 5§ " 66 60 60 74 68 60 0.99
Akamatsu, 55 81 — — 87 — — 015
Gastaca, 5 ' 926 894 — 89 81 — >0.05
Filipponi, %™ 792 75 — 765 71 — >0.05

P

3.5 BRERHEEFER
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JR L ERI IR TC e . HJ2 Bk ul, & gt 5 4R
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FeFE AT SR, e B 58 4 Jé Sy I A e 25
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