%Il

MA@ R O ES

JITWE 5%

(€ )

R TR B A WD TIRIFTRTOBE
HLTEBINEIMNMATH S, LaL. Wil
BEHHAERLTEY, I (W) #RERR
(resuscitation fluid; L' F RF) ®# 2 KX, &
o) ah)y 7 Z05 R EEIE Starling €
a0k % A iéﬁﬁwmﬁﬁwmﬂﬁﬁmﬁ
B LR, 28O KB % BRAEZERS R % @
RELSHREDY LOoDOD %,

TR TR Z A D 720 D& IE T
L. RAFRAY YA EMEFET B 720 OHERHRK
LT TE bo IR T FEHEd 5B
M & MR A, & ~&%%%&?éﬁ
MR & MARDO W IZB T LA ZHET S S
kﬁﬁ%?%é RFE>a vy 7@z HME

v A 2 R g 2 IC G S b R IE
?W&E%f%éo

RF (ZBI§ % 4 o BB 2 FRIRBEZE O A1 I,
UTD4HICENTELTHS). 1) RFEL
THRMEWZHEHLTH., ML W OB MO
MTIE, EEREZONTELIZEBERICES
%\ 2) RF & L CERMEIZ BINT BRI
. B CIEMRHET ¥ F—y 2 L atkEmE
NOBEN L, AMAERLIV Ny Ty —%
@ﬁ%%%gﬁﬁwibwﬁﬁﬁﬁvié%t
5L 2 BRIz M 572012, KEOH
w%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@?ﬂ%%#%ﬁéhfuéoﬁ
WI1E7Z RF OG- L FHEIIEREZEZONTE
XD e Lhkwy,

R Y B DRGSR IBE T FITH L v
[Z&&E#&5%k]

JUTI 53 1,

L C bk iRt v v —
T4%&W)@H%@Hﬁ§E@M8%§ﬂ
Tel : 054-247-6251

Fax : 054-247-6235
E-mail : tatsuya-kawasaki@i.shizuoka-pho.jp

i

i UL AL 2 &b R bR ihEE v S —

HMAZMRLHH 5, BEHEIL OB L
RF Z/LA%F 720

[¥—7—-F]
BRI, SEERAVELR B, 7V ah ) v
7 A, &1L Starling € 7V
[ ]
1.1 3CHIC
T, A ENEEZDT. DA

e ﬁbfﬁbhé ATHY . EHMIC
WU, BATI. MERFERI S o TG &
NTE, ZOFMIZBWT, W A &
LT¥ gy 7 RIIZFRBER. Th S0l
FZE 17l BIrREA L LT2 5. €
L CHEFRIRIE A & LC 3 S HaE i & h
T&tlBbhd (B, TTTEHIEZAD
‘MR 2. TR MRIELNEET
D7 z—ATlrbNLEEBFEEZRT). O
T X, PRI 20 T & AR o> B R0 Bh Wy B
FERIHED T ED BRI S -1,

ot M D & A 2 7 BRREF R L D R R e %
SUPHEREINLZ LD VE T, BEBIT
MR ERIhTETWS Y,

ULy 4, PRI ARG BRI 3k X T o
MBI T A2 TR, SFFLREIC
BELES 2 BoRR &V E ¥ D IR % k55w Tk
(SIADH) IZHZESND 2 ERH SN o7
T 72, BEEEAH L OB EEZ L 25
FTIEDH,ELEHENE I IICD RoTW A,
L7235 Ty BERD X 9 RIRBORELR & MEFEC
FMRAEZ 72007 = — X CoMmmatmizd
LMY L EE X BIRMIZER R X 2 BT
OWN TN L E L EZZ b b,
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FIT, TTABRIHOKARE LT, Zhh
LOWHHEEE, RAFT AT Y AZMIFT L
DO [HEREE] & RO RDZM I 720
DIRIEWHNIKIN T2 L 2RET S (K1),
LR ORI B 72 > Tid. E K1 %
ENL S0V VO EgET s L EE
THY. #FkE D7 on-going loss Dl IF I

CZRREEFNDHLEFT TN,

RIEEE O 9 b A ERE) B O % ek
(Yavy 7oLl ZHMELTES SN
2b0% (W) @AW (resuscitation fluid,
UFRF) R, $4bb, RF &i&. PHERIML
WEWMAMEY 3 v 7 (i, Bh%. RO
AR, BH#LLRE) RCMETAREEY 3y
7 (WifiE. 7+ 74 5F—%L) ORI
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BT, MFRIMAE R 2 @8 1EL 3 5 72D I 2k
HahsrmifsisTc&sb, SZTOYav s
L. YW RIS AT DR EIC X 0 #Y) ZH
MR MR CE R B LEERSI N, /h
RTRELTLIMMEELZET S LIRS v,
F 72, EERKSINRBBEZEBRIIZEDZ
. RREESY - RBIRY: - BHERIEAICBIT S
BANEFZHNRELTEBBINTZDDTH S
25, WA WOENRERHLEIRXSZ. Th
LOHMBIE/NRDO RF 2§35 ETH 41
BT RETHBH™, 7272L. REICHML
72 ERR M e i S & BRI, WRIERR £ v
T4 T ISBRLUTHRT 52 LS HET
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1. BEBRDEZS
HFFB LR AT RV REZMBFT DOICERBEGIDOTHY . ENREFRIZFRRSDERREMOILEBHET PMBIETTRTREE
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RLEAREORIEFTHOED 7 2 — X 28T H
DHPERTDH Y . AR TIIENZHET 2,

2. 788V v REEEIE Starling EF IV
BRoWEREZwmT 51 H72o T HlEL
LAHEMENHARORERELESRZB X XA THEL
VDD 5o F I N o Kb % 8 5
Va7 RO E OB AR I
HAZZ L L KRBT 5 BUMMEBR Ok
W% X 2 5 Starling EFVOBALTH S P V7,
LR 7 Starling €EFWVIC K % &, B
DO EYIRBINC B TUEIMHE & HLRE IV O # K E 2%
& BRI EIE 2O BRI X o T3 o KA
MAE D & M~ & small pore Z# U CTEE L.
ML N T ST 3 50 Z D72, EM
ML D ERIR B 35 TR ILAE & RYE 0 Bk E 24
EBERETAOBARE ML, BEICRE)
L 727K1& small pore Z# U CIIENE RS, L
L. COHMPYLEFTVIE, ZVah) v 7 A
DI K o> TRAEFEMBLE NS L ) 1T o7,
7V aAn vz AN 04 R R
MBI RWEBEAETUT 7Y A Y ORTH
D, METOEACRELINLE R FE5HDLV
) CTHLEAN RIS 2 0% Wi 53
TELTEHL, SO, ZVahY v 7 AT

(a) HELAYStarlingE T L
EMIEFKE

MmigBE 2 EE
E9) 5
ik = Mm% = Ak
181 181
KD H)

(a) H#AY Starling EF )V
KOBHIFKEELBERETEZEDTAEIZK>TREY.
SARE CHBMEISRELUKIEEIRE TMERICERENS,

g (i N2 BE R BR @ large pore) 1X&H A
BHTZ L. T OBIRM < b IR <
DBHERELIZEF K, Sk, BHEZ
B AT WNEE L BE & OB OKOBEIZIE
HFHLGEWZEPHLNIIhoTE, T4b
Ly ZUah) v 7 2A0ME - BRESHERF S
TWVBHIRETIE, BUMEBRIZB T 2 KOBE O
F2 R EBENIIFHFKEETH Y, HRB LB
HRETEAZDHGIIEEIIRENTH D EE X
bNd &Ik o7 (MBIE Starling €7 V.
2)o BB, HMRME KL LKRPBEHIZEL
LTY 3% %40 L CTEIRRISELT %o
yyany vy AE, MIMEEIREKRI NS K
IEREM 2. F b ARRRTF Vi
ko THEIN, K55 1A% large pore % il
HWLCTmENEE ISR LRI 252 L biE
WINhTwd, 2oX) BIRBICKS &I 4E D>
LA ENOK (BXOBE) OB 2N
U RN o0 B 2 2 BRI R O WA I E 5 Y

2) 4) 5)
o

3. RERvs BE®R (7730, ATBER)
P53 Ai ORI 3 W BT, I4E &
RREVEW L ORI EF 13 RETH B, ZO
7o, BULERCIE, AR (a) ok

(b) &1EStarling® 7 /L

EMMEFHKE
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ik = M = Ak
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K DFZH)
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(b) ¥EIE Starling €7 )L

KDFBFEELTHKEEIKELTEY. %ﬂ%ﬁifﬂﬁ”ﬁliiﬁﬁb
KDIFEAERFIVRRENLTHERANERD, BE.
KETR., TUVIAIVIATEORIIEARDEIFEAE a/u’C
59 . BEERBERFERTES,
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)Yk 2 B D S A

SN B E R B G- 5 SRR A 5 AR
WA Ly 5% TV 7 3 VHIE KR4 A% LA
T 5720, TEBRIMAERZF U2 0Hms ¢
B DITLEL 7 5 RMBEWIE5% TVT IV
WO IHEEZONTE 2 T2, &1
DR TR B E L L. L
Z BN DRI L C. MitRRER 4 & T
RT VT IV (bAETIE5%) A Sh
T& 7,

L2L. COMEMNRMARE. 2004 4125
KENRFDOTF v N — 2% Th 5 SAFE
study ICE WS BN =2 -V =5
FOBEED ICU IZAE L7z 6997 4D % 3t
FELT.RFELTIRTA% TIVT I Vil
ZRGTHEE (TVTI V) LAEEERRST
LEELCEAEBEMN LA, EEEHEA
THhbH2HECRIIEZRD RN (TN
7 3 VB 209% vs. R 21.1%; relative risk
(RR) 0.99, 95% confidence interval (CI) 0.91—
1.09). Mz T, @XKEGEHE TdH % ICU i 1E
HE R ABE HEL A TP PRI B AR
¥ (renal replacement therapy, RRT) fiti47 3 [
FrBEEE A BT L D, WERICELRD
Lotz

SAFE study Tl3#£® post hoc T H31H
N7z, T IVT I VIERERIZ BT i
MUK RO ZRO SN o727 —Hh. 7
I AT—FMERE (GCS) 13 ML T OHIRIME
JEPITIZT VT I VEEICBWTARR L VBT
AN LAURE N (A 33.2% vs. 20.4%; RR
1.63, 95% CI 1.17—2.26) \ J#I2Z D #1x GCS 3—
8 MOESMEFHHIMEIESIIB W THETH - 72
¥, & 51T, TREMMEREF BV TIZ, Btk
B (AKD A i 20 B e b% nk I 5 o0 B Bl
FEARICHBEMICEZRBD R o72b00, H
FEREFTLVT I VHETEKWEIICHY (RR
0.87, 95% CI 0.74—1.02). X HIZT7 VT I VHf
DEREBEICHTEHECORMET v XIF 071
(95% CI 052—097) TH-72" LarL. 20D
% b /N D o THIMAERE B % x5 & L 72 555R
MW E T IVT I VR L 2205 I T
B YAFIFA4 v L a—DRERL—

%LT‘J‘&V‘ 11—14)0

SAFE study B LTd 9 —2fEHTRE M
. BIfEE 4 HIICH G- S /- RF REH,
B ONRBBICIILALEEZ RO LD 7212
bEDLLT. AABICBVWTT VT I VHD
KIARBCHE o722 TH DY ok
FUHR ORI 3L V) BEEEL ) D » 7k DK
Ay EEDIEBRENE 2 WHET 2RI T AT
WEvdmnwetEZoh2, ZOMHHIZBIE
Starling €7 VI X D FHHABRKALNTED.,
PEBR ML IR > 3 v 7 R ML A Bk
¥a v 7 TIREMILE K E K729, RF
WX FAKIEDD HBEMBET % F TSR
B2 o BB & WA EE L i 4 45w L X
CHEDL ME~ORMIFERE) ©oTId
uhrtfENsShTws’, LarLl, 5—E
OEKEZ BT 5 L. RIHOREIZBERE
JEDBFEICH B EZTH X145 (K3).
ANTBEM (UML) L LTk, #Ehs
AT EEwZEhe R FVT Ty
(hydroxyethyl starch, HES) ##] % 57+ A b
S UVERABPRTOR, TUTI VLY DR
T, MEHE TRV E W) EYRH B, — T,
BEEESLHM~NOBEYS, 7F747F -0
V27 HWRWEINTWB, NEREZIRICBW
THH SN AREIL RO ARRTORFRIZ
WEVF 225, FAHICHERBRIMAE = Z MR 52 HIY
THHEINLEZERD D, Frr7HY 3 v 7IE
BRED/NRBZ x5 & L7228 D RCT Tld. RF
E LT ATIBE R Z SRMEW L 0 B RHIYIC
BINT B L2 X HTHIELEORBREONL
otz B & BISEAE TR BUMRE AR S
NBEIRANZWNGRE LB O KB RCT
RRAZTFYTAIZBWT, RF & LT HES #
#l % IR 5 Z & AVRERMEIZH T, AKI
£ RRT HADHN S, RO LH S %
{DHTIEIRENT, TNZZITT, DA
E % & T i R o RS Y R AN, HAER
H HE L E B3 5 HES B o fili
IS 5 &) B L7z 29,
DEDMEZ KBy 2T, 2018 EITHR S
NEar5v - YA5354 927 LE2—TIL.
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3. BKEELBEREENKOMENRHICRIZTHEDET IV

ERMEHKEN—FEDKE (J, R) LUTTE, BROBHAICEHLLTMENRHIRENTHY., BRHEETFRRERTRL.
—EKREDFHKE (,R) OEERE. BEREEOSVEROANREIEHEOC,CES, RIERETITVIAN)VIRBNMEES
NBE L RAEAR (U R) CBETEEEZLND, COP: BERBE (X5 ESEITEM. BH. B 5 TEMAZETILELT
BY Y BOEMLE mL/min THHA . ARETITERFBELLTORLERTT=.)

MR ELEREBZICHLT, RFELTBE
W (773 Y,FFP.HES. ¥ A + 5 Y #H],
¥ F VA #EIRT A L IXSESERIC
BARTHREHRZEEET. 551 HES BANT R
M ER @M R° RRT D22 b3 ITHS &
HulReYEDSH B LR s i 2,

A 5BRIER Vs /Ny 77 —8i&K

RE WIS S 2 R EiR & L T,
REE VYT VBICRES N ZHON Y
77— (FLEE. BEMR7Z: &) Z 3 L 7= i 5
BHEAET 5. EEBEIEKEMHON Y 7 7 — iR X
D Na REEA R S MAMESHEICH ) 23w
E#EZbNhb, TDO—) T, AL strong ion
difference 230 D72 ®, BAHICKEKLG T 5L
Na \CHB L THMMIC Cl AL ) K& ERL
Ifil % @ strong ion difference A8/ L T %7,
REET P = ADHEATT S (BCAET >
F—=YR)o ZORER. BEIRAGE L THRER
B R L% AKT 230§ % & L 28
&b,

2012 4F1Z Yunos & 1352 o Hifiiik ICU IZ A
BLAEEEAZRNGE LT, PERITEREL Y
® Cl-liberal #ii Z (n=760). HAE D PAERH X
Ny 7 7 — Wi 72 £ @ Clrestrictive O Hi i %
(n=773) BREMMTT 52 & T, AKI O RHiEH

PHBT ATV IRUMNEERE LT, &
N2 & % &, Clrestrictive i 2 BR@ i L
7= W B2 &, RIFLE 2 # C Injury/Failure ®
AKI BIERDZA BT L (3 odds ratio
(OR) 052, 95% CI 0.37—0.75])» RRT Z#%# L7z
SEB D A B WA L7z GRETE OR 052, 95%
CI 0.33—0.81) *o 513 2015 4542 b Kl
OBEMH % 1 ERICIE R U720 )i se %
R L TWBH, Clliberal #i oo i I
KDIGO stage 2 & stage 3 ® AKI BIERIAEE
W25 L (%% hazard ratio (HR) 1.32, 95%
CI 1.11—158). RRT O FHAER H FREITE W
ZEwpRL (G HR 144, 95% CI 1.10—
188) . TN EMKEIZ, Z DOZALIT T E IR
NORMNR TG LTWAHZ EHRBELTY
é 30)0

LA L&A 56, 2015 4E 125 %K S 7z SPLIT
trial TIX, =2 =Y =5 ¥ FO 4 ik ® ICU
WAZLZEAZHR E LT (n=2278). RF
ZELIRTOMBEERLE N Y 7 7 — K
ETCHETZ _HEWIL AT —F V¥ A
It7 0 X+ —N—WE2Tbiz. DR,
My [ T 90 H PAWIZ. RIFLE 2 % @ Injury/
Failure (%49 % AKI DA (Ovy 77—
T W B 9.6% vs. A2 & B 9.2%; RR 1.04, 95% CI
0.80—1.36). RRT OffH ([H 3.3% vs. 3.4%; RR



)Yk 2 B D S A

0.96, 95% CI 0.62—1.50) .3 X UBET== ([ 7.6%
vs. 86%; RR 0.88, 95% CI 0.67—1.17) A EA
RRD o7, 27, AWRIZL Y E
WRIER ZRNRE L2 KRBBRCT Z5tH 3 5%
oo fay MNLEBREROLDOTH Y.,
Ny 77— A EDOELERETHIDT
BHRVWEEZLOPRUTH D,

2018 AFITIEKRIE & 0 . B KPWBed 5 D
D ICU(SMART)* & 12 D$ 443 (SALT-ED
trial) *® OBWAZ R E LT HEBENY 77—
ORI 7T VA A2 LA —T V5
RNVIFGAT =5V FILEE I QA F —I3—
WErsFE &z, ICU Tk (n=15802). 73
77— CTAERRHL D H 30 HUW
DA EHELOEET 7 b A A (ZFRHEELT,
B RRT EA, BXOKBMRTFREE) 0%
ERERIZBA L (Ny 7 7 — it 14.3%
vs. & £ B 154%; OR 0.90, 95% CI 0.84—0.99)
D —J HESEHERICB VTR (n=13,347).
FHEFMGHEE TH 5% 28 HE D AR LA
MR TEZRD Lo Oy 7 7 — W
T fili 25 H vs. A2 ACBE 25 H ; 3% OR 098,
95% CI 092—1.04) LA L. BIREFAiHEH T
530 HUHNOEEAEREROBET Y M7
AZELTIE, Ny 7y —WE AR R
Ao 7z (A 47% vs. 5.6%; #%H% OR 0.82, 95%
CI 0.70—095) ¥, chbizvwFhd+r—7 >
TRV ORRERFRETIEH BA, A TRF &
LCAEAZEIRT LI LI R EhEnwEE 2
TIWnTHsr9,

INBFIRTH KRB LRIEN R EREINS X )
275 TWhb, Weiss b IdkE D 600 LL | o jiti
RAER G GRS 5 KB 7 — ¥ RX— 2 2 FIH
L. ¥R~y F 38/ RBIME I FR— b2
RELT (n=4234). Ny 77— & D
R FRICRITITRB MG L. TORE.
FEFHHBH © 30 H AR KA TR L <At
WL ONy 7 7 — R 72% vs. AL RARE
7.9%; RR 099, 95% CI 0.90—1.09). AKI D3k
(I 158% vs. 159%; RR 1.00, 95% CI 0.97—1.02)
LW M RRT & A (I 1.3% vs. 1.6%; RR 1.00,
95% CI 0.99—1.00) ZdEEADLED o723,

BANERNROICU AR 23R E L
20194025y« YAFITA v 7L Ea2—
T, miak L7228 omsE %z &4 21 o RCT
PRETE N, Ny 77— ERE L
TEENETCERL AKI DERZET S5 L
WIHILEF Y AR EVERmShAEY, Ny
77— EERDOBIRT 7 ALK T S
W R RS 5 KB RCT 133U b A
1 LT3 Y (ClinicalTrials.gov NCT02875873,
NCT02721654, NCT02835157). 4 # b A1 1 28
EET LMD D 5

B, VyrVRICRESINE LIy
77— K ZEATBY., o TidEdk
B8 KIEPBEIN TV, LarL,
BBHL LY PORAZNGE LT, fiih
Ny 77—l e AR L 2 e L2z
e Tid, ARBICBVTL Y Z L 0 K IiLE
AHMBLEBHZELLY, ZodBE LTa.
Ny 77— E ) b5 SNhS K X
Dy, AAELETERINLGTYFITICLD
P S RBBAVEICHE E S W 5 K OB
KEwizoLiEfishs,

5. Wi RGO F R & S

RF LW A ADOR R %% 2 HB1213, BUE
T3 Frank-Starling Hi#1Zd & DOW7-FiHITA
HTHb (M4 AAZEEKRIW T2 ELCTEE
o, BAEOHNBEL LTOMAMKDO LR
VO(ROEIREZE) 2M52 LT, W
WEVIREMZ EFR2AACE ) —HHHE
HHMT HH, S OIHHRGBILET 2L
W BOSE (BIIHREE) Z2H5 2L THh b,
B R3 % BOUS D FHiIE. Ol % 3% 53
BSUNCIERBBAUEHE T 20 L) 02 Pl 5
Ct, OREERYG L BICIHRI B %RE L
T EIDPEFMTHIED 2O0DOMENE 2
bhd, HERO/PNERBFIRTIZEL LTO2S
EHINTEDY, 20 mL/kg DFEMEREZ R
WG L7z BT (GR— 3 R . O fE -
VAR RS PEBR IR o fist 01 %> =6l 1L 25 7 o e
B E) Bk RER EEET HHh R L.
ZNU Lo EZ BT 0L PR S h
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4. Frank-Starling B & B EBRDRIR

BERROBREHMOMBRLANLLIBBEOEDHMEIZHEML>T, —EIRHELIEOTIRNELD,
REOHELEBE (V) ITHLT. ARMSTHNEEEVHR (E) ASHFTEDLL. B RMLGTIIHMRITZLL (.

T&7

LU, EERAFIBRTH/NEHRTD., @
Rl xS F S F e EREELZ 20 L,

WP HETEASEZ )R 7PEMEIND X
ICH-oTERLTY, ZoX ) HERICBV
T, OTHRHBOYLEDIRONZVIEHEIC
. TR MR SN REIEBREE 2o TL
9720, MEDORHVODFIi AR ST
Who BAEBICE W Tl KIS oG
JAYER B WIREL & X T v % stroke volume
variation (SVV) % pulse pressure variation
(PPV). passive leg raising (PLR) 7 & ® #)
WRREX, ADNBHETIEWT NS TR AR
&N TRV, DMEERICEV T, B
BRIRAEZE THE— A 2B S T 5 FlFRE X,
DT T — 12 X B KB NRER 5 5 it 2 o P P 2
B (respiratory variation in aortic blood flow
peak velocity (A V, ) TH2A, #v MF
TREIE 7 ~ 20% PR TAESKE L IR
HICHIZ 9 2 dDERBVA720 29 MmiF R
DAYTIAT VAR POEEKEEEHIC
ZALT /A RICBVTIE, —~HoH v b Tl
% L 72 Wi SO ﬁ?{ﬁﬂﬂi"fﬁ%iﬁbh\@ﬁ‘
bLihw,

6. BIEEIREEEEE
HEK RF 3R — 7 AR GHEEFEIN LT

JEAT . HSIEMEW 20 mL/kg & BREICA
HPH LT EZ i35 2 & (RIEH®) A8
—ITH o2 L LEBRom@Y ., B
WA 9 2 ZWANE DS H Ty THETIERF O
WIE G BERHERREIh>22H 5,

N T B LR O B RGGE DO/NE R &
L CT%Mi & L7z FEAST study Tl (n=3,141).
REWEY a3y Z7EMICHTSHRF & LT20~
40 mL/’kg D 5% TNV T I Vi E 7213 EHEDOR—
TARGDOREVBBEH SN2, F—F A&
L LoOMNKE LKL T48 R TENE
BIIEWZ EREN: (TVT I VB 106%
vs. ZEEHE 105% vs. XFHEEE 7.3%; A fThE vs. R
JE#E RR 144, 95% CI 1.09—1.90; K — 5 A $i 45
B vs. XA RR 145, 95% CI 1.13—1.86)0 X5
2, CO3IHBORTRDZEIL 4 BBHZIZHHE
Bahcw (7 122% vs. 120% vs. 87%) *,
FEAST study O < RE &R IE. ILIEHM O
eI 7 (57%) REERIM (NEZBE
v5 g/dL K. 32%) A3 2 EHE ARV
ETHMEINLZ EDVRL WA, RFAR—F A
L8O NTIFREHZ GHERRRE RS ICE
fiTEZVEHREREREL DHEMIT LTV S,
LA L7%% 5, FEAST study 25, A &/
O ZEMbHT. Mihl7% RF OF5ITHLT—
HERBELZEEZHEITH D,

2017 4E Sankar 51X, £ ¥ FOHJEEk ICU 12
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AZBL/NEBIEMEY 3 v Z7EMZGR E L
T (n=96). 20 mL/kg ® RF % 15 ~ 20 434}
THE5 328 (AR L5~105THYST
HHE (WHERE) AL, TORE. MA
BT, 6RFHREMTD 24 R TDH,
AN TIPS BE 2 BB A L7 D) BB Lo i e
L7ERIVAE B AW L2 L7z (61
FIE X4 36% vs. 57%; RR 0.62, 95% CI 0.39—0.99.
24 1 IR 14 43% vs. 68%; RR 0.63, 95% CI 0.42—
093) 9, F 7=, EETIE., EIIEITPED AR
Ya vy ZREFNIIHNT S RF R—F ZA&OHAL &
LT, 10 mL/kg $2 & 20 mL/kg ¥o & % It
B3 554 0y MEESBEBEI LTS (FiSh
trial) .

NS DERIRITZE D H TR 9 2 BER 0 2 @t
W LT, Sl o KOKNEIRED €7V
W rvary v A@oOEED T REME Y
PEIFOLNTwE, ST, 2DXH Ll
AT, EEDRIMIEICE T 5N AL FI 4
YTlid. MRICBIFSLRFA—F 27T 10 ~
20 mL/kg & P, $EH © 20 mL/kg™™ X 9
DIEZDOEPIREINT WS,

7. 5ENDRE

CNETHRXRTE/MY, HEDTY) A
) v 7 ZAD5 R L BIE Starling € 7V ORI,
KB BRI L O R %2 8 U C. RF ZBW
WCEDLYDDOH b, P EDMNROKY YA
ORGP LN, BEHEZ L OWRBIZIN L
BT & P G-, 351 0 W) 22 FRAl AR
bohb, ELT HEINLZZVaA) v s
A BET HMENBECHT > TB Y. kY
I MmEEMYEZ 2 v ba—v LRSS )%
RF % B3 2 M2k T 5 L i s h 5,

AR D E T IEE 55 1] H A/ Bl 7 & Al
£ (SR, 7 TH) TREL,

(FIzEHARICET 3 FR]
AR B U CHE PR T R & FRHI
B\
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