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Predictive value of hyperuricemia on tubular atrophy/interstitial fibrosis in patients with idiopathic
membranous nephropathy

LIAN Yu-Hang', YU Hu-Yan?, TIAN Zhi-Xia', YAN Tie-Kun®, LI Dong’

(1.Graduate school, Tianjin Medical University, Tianjin 300070, China;2.Department of Nephrology,Guangdong Fuyun People’ s
Hospital , Guangdong 523146, China; 3.Department of Nephrology , General Hospital , Tianjin Medical University , Tianjin 300052, China )
Abstract Objective: To investigate the relationship and predictive value between uric acid (UA) and renal tubular atrophy / interstitial
fibrosis (TA/IF) in patients with idiopathic membranous Nephropathy (IMN ). Methods: The present study enrolled 390 patients with IMN
confirmed by renal biopsy in the General Hospital of Tianjin Medical University from 2018 to 2021. The clinical parameters of renal biopsy
were collected. According to the UA value before renal biopsy, the patients were divided into normal UA group(N-UA,n=229) and high
UA group(H-UA,n=161). According to the degree of TA/IF,the patients were divided into T1 group(n=154),T2 group(n=167) and T3
eroup(n=69). Univariate and multivariate Logistic regression for factors influencing extent of TA/IF was analyzed. Receiver operating
characteristic(ROC) curve was used to analyze the predictive value of UA on the degree of TA/IF. Results: Compared with N-UA group, the
proportion of moderate and severe TA/IF was significantly higher in H-UA group (y* =84.352,P<0.000),and the evaluated glomerular
filtration rate(eGFR) was significantly lower(#=2.532,P=0.012). UA level was an independent risk factor for moderate and severe TA/IF
[OR=1.026 (95%CI:1.021-1.031),0R=1.036(95%CI:1.030-1.042),P<0.000]. The area under the curve (AUC) of model 4(HUA+Glb+
24 h urinary protein) was greater than that of the other three models. Conclusion: Reasonable control of UA may reduce the risk of
moderate and severe TA/IF to some extent.

Key words hyperuricemia;ldiopathic membranous nephropathy ; renal tubular atrophy / interstitial fibrosis; predictive value
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1.1 AR % EECT 2018—2021 4E7E R EERL
K2 SR e 52 B 2 3% A () B A 0 B A DG %
BHE MN B3 427 B, IARRE : (1D REBERER
2F R BEBEERIIESE IMN, (2) B 15Kz CKD 1~3 .
(3) A 52 8 M AN S5 30 3 5 LG 45 Sk [l st s
o HEBARE : (D4R & PE MN, WEBR G . RGEPELT
BERAE K SRR EAHIE MN . (2)BEAEA HAh &
PR B i B, 0 PR R 0 7 R A S (4
Wi HEMh BUK S5A) M ERE . (3) EiE R s
B 01 ) o L0 P g sl JFL At R e M e O BB
(4) e/ it e PR A0 512 0 2 J 28450l 1) J8 3, (9
B ISR B ATIE PESI TE UA FE WL (Ser) 4
23t PR EAHERR B3 (n=37) ., R, 247 390 il
IMN BE AT, B3 A R 32 B 2 JE R F
BRI E A

1.2 548 ARWFFENEBNE AT AR B R s )
ML UA KB 58 0 M 1B H JRIRZH (normal -UA
group,N-UA #1,n=229 ) Fl /5 IR R 4H (high-UA group,
H-UA 4,n=161), HUA i2WibrifE: F =416 pmol/L,
=357 pumol/L.

1.3 e REHE X ETA B B DT H#E T R1E, I
SR B TR RN P BEER AT L L AEAT IS M il 212 1
(Hb) M5 (SBP) (%7 5K (DBP) (£L 40 il (RBC)
F 20 (WBC) i/ (PLT) S IH T EE(TC) L H
= W5 (TG) . % J& IF 85 1 (HDL) AR % iR 1
(LDL) 1ML F1 25 1 (Alb) | L35 3K 2 (1 (Glb) | L7
BT A I S I SR .CO, 255 T D- R
#MAE C3 FMA C4 A IEIHE(FPG) .24 h JRFAEEH .
Ser MIE R ZE A (BUN) . 43 5lic st 4 32 & 1
RE A S, DO RAR SRS £ (BML) o A5 A5/
BRUE 2R (eGFR) i HI'E B TR 2 2 R F5E A X
(MDRD )it % ,eGFR[mL/(min+1.73 m?)]=175x
[Ser]-1.234x[4F#%1-0.179%0.79 (L 14 ) o

1.4 BRI KA TA/IF FEEE, HOPEH: 5 5
JoT TR ) L AB), 23 Sk TE /2 (<25% ) B (2690~
50%) K FEE(>50% ) . $i2 B TA/F RREE K E 5 )
HJ T1 (T2 E  n=154) T2 L (P n=167) T3

H(HEE ,n=69).,

15 %itsam® SR SPSS 22.0 #AF #1750
TN A BRI R Kolmogorov—Smirnov K
BT IESPERTSS . WA R IE A A e R ¢ K
5, ZA 8] LSRR 3R 07 225007, OF L34 (E +
PrifEfi 22 (SD)FRR o X FARIER A Ar &, R H
Mann—W hitney U 655 , B85 Ry 8O Y 347
[ CIQR ) o 4328788 & IR AN 43 He o, IR
MR FREHAT 34T . ] Hosmer—Lemeshow X T
B I SRR VS IR o AN RS S | P A S
Logistic PIJA53H7 FH T4 3% TA/IF B0 R 5,
LERLIH L (OR)FT 95% ] {5 X ] (CHFE R o K
ZiH TAERFE 2R (ROC) 730 UA X}F IMN
T B TA/IF AYBUREE FIRE R . P<0.05 K
ERAFEIEE L.

2 H#R

21 MRFEUAsANEHFBRSK R1ERT
PIZH IMN S8 B I REHE 70T . HUA AU R
41.28%(161/390), H-UA 415 N-UA 4L a5
4F % Hb \WBC ,HDL.TC TG .Glb Alb ., I35 &4 . IfiL
% FPG AMA C3 F#MA C4.1gG . D-F 1k 24 h
PREE [ Ser, BE PR A IR ARG % 25 S 5 650
TR (3 P>0.05). 5 N-UA 4UAH Eb , H-UA 41
BMI.SBP.DBP .RBC. Ii4f. IMi%5.C0, 454 71 . 1gA
H1 BUN 7K V%52 8 (37 P<0.05), 1 PLT 1 eGFR 7K
AR (Y P<0.05) . LA, H-UA 1R & TA/F 1
LA 3K (P<0.05) o

22 AR¥E TANF 4546y 8516 RAHK F£2 EBR
T TA/F 5381 3 B F I RFE AR LU T1 41 Y
39.49% ;T2 4H Y 42.82% ;T3 2415 17.69%. 3 4 [EI4E
## .BMI.Hb .SBP .WBC .RBC .PLT.TC.LDL, [ .
IS AR ISR . CO, 456 1 .D- Ak FMA C4.
FPG LA K i i F RO DR s B e 2% 25 S 38 e e it
B (¥ P>0.05), 1M1 5] .DBP. TG \UA \HDL . Alb
Glb, #MA& C3.1gA .24 h JR# 1 .BUN Scr.eGFR )
ZERA G L () P<0.05),

23 TANF % W4 HREZENIESPER,
HUA J2& IMN B E TA/F MERHEE. 5 N-
UA AAH I, H-UA 4 58 &A= v B2 TAIF (19 XU
OR=9.656(95%CI:4.114~22.665), % =5 & TA/IF f)
K OR=22.210(95%CI:8.107~60.847, P<0.000 ) ,
2 Z IR NH i 1E , H-UA 20 #E T TA/IF
KA A & N-UA 24119 8.035 £5(95%CI:4.606~
14.018), FE TAAF KA E N-UA 411 29.821
£ (95%CI:15.290~58.161) (P<0.000 ), UA 431
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Tab1 Comparison of demographic and clinical indexes between N—UA and H-UA group[x=s,n( % ), M(Pxs,P5)]

21531 %K ) UA(pmol/L) (L) BMI(kg/m*) Hb (/L)
b e

N-UA 4 229 124(54.15) 105(45.85) 332.03x60.24  51.46+13.79 25.76%3.68 131.53(120.00,146.00)
H-UA %4 161 93(57.76) 68(42.24)  449.57+79.21  50.91+12.86 27.08+3.54 138.55(126.00,152.00)
Uz 0.501 22.820 0.395 -4.310 -3.260
P 0.479 <0.000 0.693 <0.000 0.001
215 1% SBP(mmHg) DBP(mmHg) WBC(x10%1.) RBC(x101.) PLT(x10%L)
N-UA 4 229 136.77+18.64 81.35£10.51 6.73£2.07 4.42(4.03,4.85) 266.48+78.21
H-UA £ 161 141.29+17.72 84.75+12.58 6.76+1.98 4.62(4.19,5.04) 250.42+62.67
UZp? -2.402 -2.894 -0.153 -2.963 2.164
P 0.017 0.004 0.879 0.003 0.031
21 51 %L TC(mmol/L.) TG(mmol/L.) HDL(mmol/L.) LDL(mmol/L) D-—F AR (pg/L)
N-UA 4 229 7.29+2.06 2.20(1.54,3.04) 1.3320.34 473+1.78 548.00(350.00,978.00)
H-UA 4 161 7.03£2.32 2.33(1.61,3.58) 1.3320.33 4.32+1.91 455.00(315.25,926.25)
Zh? 1.149 -1.466 -0.192 2.210 0.942
P 0.251 0.144 0.848 0.028 0.347
2151 1% 1A (mmol/L) 1145 ( mmol/L) 1144 (mmol/L) 1154 (mmol/L) CO, 254 71 (mmol/L)
N-UA 4 229 3.83+0.38 2.010.15 140.64+3.25 106.92+3.63 27.80+3.35
H-UA 4 161 3.92+0.42 2.06+0.14 141.01£2.92 105.99+3.30 29.06+3.12
% -2.115 -2.994 -1.135 -1.547 -3.765
P 0.035 0.003 0.257 0.123 0.000
21 51 1% Glb(g/L) Alb(g/1.) C3(g/L) C4(g/L) TgG(g/L)
N-UA 4 229 25.68+4.22 24.25+6.87 0.95£0.18 0.25(0.21,0.31) 6.45+2.48
H-UA 21 161 26.45+4.82 23.83+6.47 0.98+0.17 0.25(0.22,0.31) 6.67+2.38
Uz -1.678 0.619 -1.850 -0.149 -0.870
P 0.094 0.536 0.065 0.883 0.385
215 %5 BUN(mmol/L) Ser( wmol/L) eGFR(ml/minl.73) 24h JREEMH (g) FPG(mmol/L)
N-UA 41 229 4.86(3.70,5.55) 66.56+24.20 123.80+36.95 4.52(2.37,7.33) 5.07£1.19
H-UA 41 161 5.38(4.00,6.05) 71.39+24.86 114.34£35.40 4.20(2.75,7.27) 5.13+0.99
Uz -2.721 -1.917 2532 0.067 -0.486
P 0.007 0.056 0.012 0.946 0.627
ZH 51 % TgA(g/L) L Wi PRI AT

T1 T2 T3
N-UA 41 229 2.08+0.79 113(49.34) 38(16.59) 131(57.21) T281(35.37) T317(7.42)
H-UA %4 161 2.35+0.98 86(53.42) 24(14.91) 23(14.29) 86(53.42) 52(32.29)
Zh? -3.019 0.445 0.201 84.352
P 0.003 0.506 0.645 <0.000

T TR TA/F ;T2 R EE TA/IF; T3 : T TA/IF; UA : IV JRIR ; BMI AR TE 450 Hb : M40 [ ; SBP: U 4ii i ; DBP; #F 5K s ; WBC: F14H
JETTEG RBC : L AN T4 PLT : i/ 455 TC : SRR TG < HYh =R s HDL: 2528 BENR 25 11 ; LDL AR5 BE AR 22 115 Glb : VA BRER 11 Alb - ILE 11
I ; BUN: IR ZE A Ser: MIE LS ; FPG : 23 ML IUH ; e GFR AL A B/ INBRUE IR s SR AR IR SO B Z Ml AR B S A HL ¢ {8, 702878

HHUC B3 1 mmHg=0.133kPa

H1 wmol/L, Horb i TA/IF % A= (19 XU 8 A 2.6%
(OR=1.026,95%CI 1.021~1.031,P<0.000), ifii & Ji
A4 XU 28411 3.6% (OR=1.036,95%CI 1.030~1.042,
P<0.000), BT UA,IfL3E Glb L2 TA/F A7

SR 2R % T8 B TA/IF, Hod

SERCTR R B

4% Hb \HDL.24 h JRAEH . HLAR, XT eGFR 1EH
W LHIEAT Logistic P1VA53HT , iZWinsifESA = 90[mL/
(min*1.73 m?)],n=315, W5 3.
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Tab 2 Comparison of demographic and clinical indexes according to TA/IF[xs ,M(Ps,P:s),n( % )]

20 51 1% ) UA(pmol/L) AR (%) BMI(kg/m?) Hb(g/L)

5 %
T1 4 154 80(51.95) 74(48.05) 321.29+61.05 50.69+13.54 26.01+3.64 132.84(121.00, 146.00)
T2 4 167 83(49.70) 84(50.30) 398.71+65.98 50.48+13.23 26.57+3.87 134.48(121.00,148.00)
T3 4 69 54(78.26) 15(21.74) 468.84+102.24 54.26+13.27 26.30+3.25 137.86(124.00,152.50)
FIZI® 17.542 109.493 2.164 0.957 3.171
P <0.000 <0.000 0.116 0.385 0.205
2051 % SBP (mmHg) DBP(mmHg) WBC(x10%L) RBC(x10%L) PLT(x10%L)
T1 4 154 138.32£17.37 81.78+10.16 6.68+2.12 4.47(4.06,4.88) 262.41+74.28
T2 4 167 137.41£19.35 82.34+12.12 6.76+2.08 4.50(4.11,4.90) 265.34+74.22
T3 4 69 142.32+17.92 85.91+12.46 6.81+1.71 4.56(4.08,5.09) 240.86+61.59
FIZI® 1.789 3.294 0.118 0.800 2.969
P 0.168 0.038 0.889 0.670 0.053
4131 Tk TC(mmol/) TG (mmol/L) HDL(mmol/T.) LDL(mmol/L) D-Z Rk (py/L)
T1 4 154 7.14+2.16 2.49(1.52,2.97) 1.38+0.35 4.58+1.78 801.67(345.75,836.50)
T2 4 167 7.14+2.21 2.75(1.58,3.19) 1.32+0.34 4.51x1.92 797.20(307.00,978.00)
T3 41 69 7.38+2.11 3.30(2.06,4.26) 1.22+0.27 4.65+1.81 895.93(385.50,986.00)
FIZ 0.341 4.559 5.688 0.160 0.367
P 0.711 0.011 0.004 0.852 0.693
4151 %k M (mmol/L)  M4AB(mmol/L) M4 (mmol/L) M5 (mmol/L)  CO, Z54 F1 (mmol/L) IgA(g/L)
T1 4 154 3.84£0.35 2.00£0.14 140.32+3.13 106.71%3.49 28.213.07 2.09+0.89
T2 41 167 3.88+0.41 2.06+0.15 141.0123.12 106.46+3.47 28.32+3.58 2.19+0.82
T3 4 69 3.89+0.47 2.04£0.14 141.32+3.00 106.33+3.76 28.58+3.21 2.42+0.98
FIZN 0.630 0.649 0.144 0.334 0.289 3.427
P 0.533 0.523 0.866 0.716 0.749 0.033
4150 i Glb(g/L) Alb(g/L) C3(g/L) C4(g/L) FPG(mmol/L.) [0S
T1 4 154 24.96+4.44 24.72+6.51 0.93+0.17 0.27+0.07 5.03£1.26 73(47.40)
T2 44 167 26.84+4.05 24.22+7.04 0.97+0.18 0.27+0.08 5.11+1.03 88(52.69)
T3 4 69 26.29+5.14 22.29+6.02 1.02+0.18 0.28+0.07 5.20£0.95 38(55.07)
FIZ 7.428 3.241 5.853 0.502 0.584 1.447
P 0.001 0.040 0.003 0.605 0.558 0.485
205 % 24h JR3EH(g)  eGFR(mL/minl.73)  BUN(mmol/L) Ser( wmol/L) 1gG(g/L) IR IE
Tl 41 154 4.92(2.22,6.64) 126.27+36.74 4.90+1.51 64.51£19.07 6.24+2.40 24(15.58)
T2 4 167 5.24(4.44,6.83) 120.61£36.72 4.98+2.00 68.17£28.26 6.76+2.46 27(16.17)
T3 4 69 7.10(4.16,9.56) 103.95+30.85 5.69+2.12 78.49+23.08 6.69+2.43 9(13.04)
FIZ 7.926 9.312 4.840 8.038 2,014 0.374
P <0.000 <0.000 0.008 <0.000 0.135 0.829

T4 JOARRE TAMF;T2 21 - P EE TAIF ;T3 41: FEE TA/IF; UA: 55 JRIR ; BMT: AR B 54 Hb « 21085 14 ; SBP: it s DBP; 75K 1K ; WBC :
FIAMAEIT40 RBC 0403 40 PLT: 1/ BB TC IR B TG HHl =6 s HDL: 528 BE R 2 11 LDL ARS8 BE R A 15 Glb IMLGE BREE 115 Alb i
TH B s BUN: LR ZE A Ser: MIVEWUEF; FPG : 43 I MU ; e GFR Al 10 B /NER UL 385 i 40 A8 B AR IEAS 0 AR IR Z (8, 2078 B IR/ A B « A, 4%

AR {E ;1 mmHg=0.133 kPa

2.4 UA K-FAEA TR TAIF 2B W6 RISH 45
G PIASTRIZE R, T 4 PG R AT,
S A 3 AMERIAH L A58 4(UA+ L Glb+24 h JR
FEE DRI F AR R (AUC=0.864) . TERAR! 1
(24 h JREAZEFD) S, A UA J5 AUC M 0.555 3470

F1] 0.844; 7EALAY 2(24 h JR A HE H+I0YE Glb) HFEfn
A UA J5 AUC H 0.644 3 /%] 0.864, 4 FhARL[H)
AUC 553, BN UA 75— @R T LA TAIF
FEBERISINI N, W3R 4. TRGYEE 30 UA Erh s
TAAF AR fER R &R i —2L it 2] ROC
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Tab 3 Analysis of the influencing factors associated with TA/IF in patients with IMN nephropathy( logistic regression )

- R EASES
OR(95%CI) P OR(95%CI) P
HUA(LX NUA fEZ88) 9.656(4.114~22.665) <0.000 8.035(4.606~14.018) <0.000
UA(pmol/L) 1.021(1.016~1.025) <0.000 1.026(1.021~1.031) <0.000
eGFR TEH 4 UA (pumol/L.) 1.021(1.016~1.026) <0.000 1.029(1.022~1.035) <0.000
TG (mmol/L) 1.111(0.977~1.263) 0.109 0.894
HDL~-C(mmol/L) 0.591(0.341~1.024) 0.061 0.168
GIb (g/L) 1.107(1.056~1.160) <0.000 1.161(1.075~1.253) <0.000
IgG (g/L) 1.096(1.010~1.189) 0.027 0.566
C3 (g/L) 4.328(1.363~13.744) 0.013 0.427
24 h JREF (g) 1.026(0.972~1.082) 0.358 0.161
Ser (pumol/L) 1.011(1.000~1.021) 0.051 0.449
eGFR[mL (min*1.73)?| 0.996(0.991~1.001) 0.110 0.928
- ESE S ZHE
OR(95%CI) P OR(95%CI) P

HUA(LL NUA 1EZ1#) 22.210(8.107~60.847) <0.000 29.821(15.290~58.161) <0.000
il UA (pmol/L) 1.031(1.026~1.036) <0.000 1.036(1.030~1.042) <0.000
eGFR IEH 4 UA(pmol/L) 1.030(1.024~1.036) <0.000 1.038(1.030~1.046) <0.000
B LM RZEI) 3.330(2.108~5.260) <0.000 0.558
AER (%) 1.021(1.005~1.038) 0.011 1.031(1.002~1.061) 0.037
Hb (g/L) 1.014(1.003~1.025) 0.014 0.978(0.959~0.997) 0.024
SBP (mmlg) 1.011(1.000~1.023) 0.050 0.739
DBP (mmHg) 1.029(1.011~1.048) 0.002 0.481
PLT (x10%L) 0.995(0.992~0.998 ) 0.003 0.154
TG (mmol/L) 1.268(1.113~1.444) <.000 0.285
HDL~C(mmol/L) 0.197(0.099~0.392) <.000 0.331(0.118~0.929) 0.036
Alb (/L) 0.945(0.915~0.976) 0.001 0.715
Glb (g/L) 1.078(1.025~1.134) 0.004 0.056
IgG (g/L) 1.083(0.992~1.183) 0.077 0.846
IgA (g/L) 1.528(1.197~1.951) 0.001 0.083
C3 (gL) 15.342(4.442~52.988) <0.000 0.116
24 h JREF (g) 1.139(1.078~1.204) <0.000 1.167(1.055~1.292) 0.003
Ser (pmol/L) 1.026(1.015~1.038) <0.000 0.637
BUN (mmol/1) 1.223(1.092~1.369) <0.000 0.712
eGFR[mL/(min*1.73%)] 0.981(0.975~0.988) <0.000 0.309

T UA: L5 JRIR s Hb : L2085 14 s SBP: U455 ) ; DBP; &7 5K Js 5 PLT: Ifil/ M4 TG : Hl =% ; HDL-C

B 115 Alb: L P 1 s BUN: LR R 45 Sor: ML LS ; e GFR AL B /NERUE IS 5 OR AL HE 3 95%CT - 95% 1 AT 5 X

* 4 EE TAIF ) ROC BMZ& N

Tab4 The ROC curve analysis for moderate and severe TA/IF

%‘&Fﬂﬁﬁﬁ JIE [ 7 Glb - i Bk

R 1 R 2 R 3 TR 4
g 0.521 0.576 0.720 0.729
R 0.539 0.610 0.831 0.844
AUC(SE) 0.555(0.27) 0.644(0.27) 0.844(0.18) 0.861(0.16)
95%ClI 0.502~0.607 0.592~0.696 0.810~0.879 0.828~0.893
P 0.042 <0.000 <0.000 <0.000

T TA/IR: B /NG 2245 /0 B AR 2 AL

ROC %k : 210 TAERHIE 2k
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