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ApTepuanbHas runepTeH3us y 60abHbIX Ha remoauanuse
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Sarafidis P.A. et al. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2019; 34: 1542-48



ApTepuanbHan runepTeHsusa y 6onbHbIX Ha remoananmse

MMnepToHua «6enoro xanata», MaCKUpOBaHHAA
apTepuanbHanA rMNepTeH3usa y 60/bHbIX Ha
remoguanuse

CYTOUHbIA pUTM apTEepPUaNbHOro AaBAEeHUA NO
AaHHbim CMA/ y 60nbHbIX Ha remoguanuse

ApTepuanbHasn OducHoe Al OducHoe A4 u OducHoe A4 n

rmnepreH3us n CMAJ AomaluHee Al CMAA+pomallHee
AL

MMnepToHus 13 (14,8%) 7 (8,0%) 5(5,7%)

«6enoro

xanara» (n, %)

MackupoBaHHaa | 22 (25,0%) 29 (33,0%)

S rpn-dighes rUnepTeHsus 2 1) 6%
B dipper (n, %)
(] -di
over-dipper ApTepuanbHas 48 (54,5%) 61 (69,3%) 53 (60,2%)
O night-picker runepTeHsusa
nocne
UCKNOYEeHUA
rMnepToHUmn
«6enoro

xanarta» (n, %)

BopoaynuHa E.O., WyTos A.M., Cepos B.A. Hebponorua n gnanms. 2018; 20(1): 56-63. bopoaynuHa E.O. AsTopedepat gucc. KaHg. meg,. Hayk, 2019



[laToreHe3 apTepmManbHOU TMNEPTEH3UU Y
NaUMEeHTOB Ha remoauanuse

3apepiKKa
AktuBaumna PAAC HaTpUA, BT.U. B
TKaHAX

Mepcuctupyrowan
neperpyskKa
o0bbémom

[MnepakTuBayma
CHC

Kanbundukauma
Al y nayneHTOB
Ypemunyeckan Y L, ApTepuanbHas

Cpeaa Ha 4 3KECTKOCTb

XpoHunyecKoe MporpeccmpoBaHme
BOCManeHune KomopbunaHocTu
< 34 un 0C COAC >

3enTblHb-Abpamos E.M., 3emuyeHkoB A.HO. Hedbponorua n guanms. 2020; 22(2): 237-251.
Flythe J.E., Bansal N. Semin Dial. 2019; 32(6): 500-506.




MeTtogonorua namepeHuma A/l

[NokasaTenu A,ﬂ, 40, BO BpemMmAa U nocine ceaHCa remognaain3a He noaxoaAaTt Ana ANarHoCtmnuKu apTepmaanon rMmnepTteH3nmn, oueHkKu"

3O PEKTUBHOCTU aHTUTMNEPTEH3UBHOM TEPANUN UM OLLEHKM Cepae4yHO-COCYAMCTOro PUCKa.

ApTepmaanyro rMnepTteHsnto y nauneHToB, noayvyaroumnx neyeHmne remogmnann3om, cnegyet oanarHoCtmpoBaTtb Ha OCHOBE AadHHbIX

CaMOCTOATE/IbHOIO U3MEpPEHUA apTepMabHOro AaBaeHusa B AoMallHuX ycnosuax n CMAL.

OdwuncHoe Al (no, BO Bpemsa n nocne
ceaHca remoamnanunsa)

CyTouHOE MOHUTOPUpPOBAHME
apTepuanbHOro gasJsieHunn

JlomalHee MOHUTOpPUpPOBaHME
apTepunanbHOro AasJsieHuUA

MNpenmyiectsa opucHoro namepeHuns AL:

- NO3BONAET OUEHUTb FTEMOLMHAMMUYECKYIO CTaBUNBHOCTb
naumeHTa A0, BO BpeMsa U cpasy nocse npoueaypbl
remogmanunsa

HepocTtatkm opumcHoro namepenHus AL:

- Al no v nocne gnanunsa PerucTpupyroT COTPYAHUKM
OVNANN3HOTO LEHTPA, YacTo 6e3 fOMKHOro BHUMAHMUA K
CTaHAAPTU3ALUN NSMEPEHUN;

- rMnepToHmMAa «benoro xanata»

- CTpax W BONHEHMe nepes NyHKUMen apTepMoBEHO3HOM
ducTynbl, onaceHne GyaeT M NOAHOLEHHO paboTaTb
COCYAUCTbIN JOCTYN;

- 3HAUMTENbHbIE MHTPAAMaNu3Hble konebanma AL,
CBA3aHHblEe C BbICTPbIM N3MEHEHMEM NapaMeTPOoB
LEeHTPaibHOW reMmoANHaMUKKN B pe3yabTaTe USMEHEHWUI
BO/IEMWYEKOrO CTaTyCa;

- HEM3BECTHAA BAaZIMAHOCTb OCLLUANIOMETPUYEKNX
YCTPOMCTB, NPUKPENNEHHbIX K FeMOAMANN3HbIM
annapartam.

Npenmywiectea CMA/L:

- NO3BONAET UAEHTUOULMPOBATL TMNEPTOHUIO «benoro
Xanata» M MaCKMPOBAHHYIO FTMNepTeH3UIO;

- U3MEepEeHUA NPOBOAATCA B YC/IOBUAX PEASIbHOM XKU3HU;
- HOYHble namepeHna ALl;

- bonbwoit 06bemM MHOPMALUM HA OCHOBAHUKN OAHOTO
nccnenoBaHUA, BKAKOYAA KPAaTKOCPOUHYIO
BapuabenbHocTb ALl;

- CyLLeCcTBEHHan NPOrHOCTUYECKAA 3HAUMMOCTb.
Henoctatkn CMA/:

- NPOAONKUTENBHOCTb UcCAe0BaHNA 24 yaca, Nno
pe3ynbTaTam uccnegoBaHma nonyvyaem nHoopmaumio ob
yposHe Al nnLib B Te4eHMe O4HOro AHA, BO3MOXHO
«HexapaKTepHOro» Ana AaHHOro NauMeHTa, Kakown
yposeHb A/l B Apyrne AHu He ACHO;

- TeXHUYECKaa HEBO3MOXHOCTb MPUMEHEHWA 3TOM
MEeTOAUKN Yy MaLNeHTOB, NepeHecInX MHOFOYMC/IEHHbIe
NOMbITKN CO34aHNA U PEKOHCTPYKLUMM ABD n/nnn
UMNNAHTALUM COCYANCTbIX MPOTE30B Ha BEPXHMUX
KOHEeYHOCTAX;

- naoxan cybbekTuBHan nepeHocumocts CMA/L,
0COBEHHO B CNy4aAX UCXOAHbIX HAPYLLUEHUN CHA;

- LOPOroBM3Ha U OrpaHMYeHHasa AOCTYMHOCTb
060pyaoBaHMA B pALE ANANN3HDBIX LLEHTPOB.

MNpenmyuwectsa AMAL:

- N03BosIAET AEHTUGMUMPOBATL rMNEepPTOHMIO «benoro
Xanata» N MaCKMPOBAHHYIO TMNepTeH3uIo;

- U3MEepEeHUA B JOMALUHUX YCN0BUAX, B NPUBLIYHOM ANA
naumeHTa 06CTaHOBKE;

- BOB/leYeHMe naumeHTa B npouecc namepenua Afl, yto
NOBbILIAET ero NPMUBEPHKEHHOCTb K MPUémy
JIeKapCTBEHHbIX NpenapaTos;

- NErko BbINONHMMO, MOXKET BbITb MCNO/Ib30BAHO B
TeyeHne AAUTeNbHOro Nepuoaa BpemeHun AN oueHKN
MEXKCYTOYHOM BapuabenbHocTn ALL;

- JeleBU3HA U LUMPOKaAa AOCTYMHOCTb.

Hepoctatkn AMAL:

- He4OCTaTOYHaA TOYHOCTb HEAOPOrMX annapaTos 4NA
namepenHuna ALl, KOTOpPbIMKU NONb3YETCA HAaceneHue, Tem
H6onee 4TO COCTOAHME MX B MpOLLEcce IKCNAyaTaLmu, 3a
penKum UCKIIOYEHNEM, He KOHTPOAUpPYeTCS;

- He BCeraa ecTb YyBePEeHHOCTb B cOb1t04eHMN BONbHBbIM
npasun namepenma ALl;

- BO3MOXHO TOJ/IbKO CTaTU4YHOe namepeHue Afl, Henb3a
OUEHUTb peakumio ALl Ha PU3MNYECKYIO HarpysKy;

- OTCYTCTBME HOYHbIX U3MEPEHWUNA.

Nagaraju S.P. et al. Int J Nephrol Renovasc Dis. 2022; 15

Sarafidis P.A. et al. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2017; 32(4):

Williams B. et al. Eur Heart J. 2018; 39(33): 3021-3104
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[Toporosble NOKa3aTenn apTepuanbHOro AasaeHus

Cnocob nsmepenus Al | Moporosble nokasatenn A, | KommeHTapum

JlomalHee 135/85 mm pT.cT. N3mepeHne ALl npoBoanTCA YTPOM N BEHEPOM B TeYeHue
6 MmeXXananunsHbIX AHEen B CNOKOMHOM 0b6CcTaHOBKe nocne
5-TM MMHYTHOTO OTAbIXA, B MONOXEHUU CUAA, PYKA U CNMHA
naumneHTa AOoMXKHbI 6bITb paccnabneHbl, NPOBOAUTCA

2 nocnenoBaTeNbHbIX U3MEPEHUA C MHTEPBAJIOM

1-2 MUHYTBbI.

CMA/L 130/80 mm pT.cT. CMA/ npoBogutcs B Te4eHne aHsA cBoO6oAHOro oT Ananmsa
(24 ) B cepeanHe «aAnann3Hom» Heagenun. B Tex cnyyasx,
Korga a1o Bo3amoXxHo, CMA/L cheayet npognntb Ao 44
4yacoB, YToObI UccneaoBaHUE OXBAaTUIO BECH
MEeXANANN3HbIN UHTEPBAN B cepeauHe «ANanan3HoON»
Heaenu

OducHoe 140/90 mm pT.cT. [MpoBoAUTCA KaK MUHUMYM 3 UamepeHuna ALl c nHTepBaaom
1-2 MUHYTbI B AHWN cBOBOAHbIE OT ANanun3a, B cepeanHe
«AMaNN3HON» Hedenun. He yunTbiBatoTCA AaHHbIE
N3MepPEHMN HENOCPEACTBEHHO A0 Ha4yana n nocne
OKOHYaHMA ANANTU3HOMN CECCUN.

Sarafidis P.A. et al. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2017; 32(4): 620-640
Williams B. et al. Eur Heart J. 2018; 39(33): 3021-3104



Pe3ncreHTHas dpTepuasibHaA rmnepTeH3nA

UccnepoBaHuA Monynauua Moporosble 3Ha4YeHmA ALl PesncrteHTHan OugeHKa cobntogeHus OueHKa runeprugpataumnm
apTepuanbHas pexuma npuema (meTon)
rMnepTeH3ms npenapartos
Tanaka 2019 n=2999 OducHoe ALl > 140/90 mm prT.CT. 18% HeT HeT
MnepTeH3una
AnoHunA
Mallamaci 2020 n=506 24-yacosoe CMA/ > 130/80 mm pT.cT. | 24% HeT Oa
lMnepTteHsna n=434 (85,6%) noarpynna n=114
(bronmnepgaHcomeTpus)

Moao3peHne Ha PE3UCTEHTHYIO apTepuanbHyto runepteHsnio (opucHoe AL > 140 n/vam 90 mm pT. CT. Npu
npueme Tpex rMnoTEH3UBHbIX MPENAPATOB B ONTUMA/IbHbIX 403aX, BKAOYAA ANYPETUK)

MNposeaeHne CMA/L ana noaTBepXKAeHUA HEKOHTPONU

pyemoit AT 1 OLLeHKa NOBPEXAEHUS OPraHOB-MULLIEHEN

MpoBepKa NPU3HAKOB U CUMMNTOMOB, YKa3blBalOLLMX Ha BTOPUYHYIO TMNEPTEH3UIO, HECBA3AHHYIO C TEPMUHANIBbHOM CTaauel 3abo1eBaHNA NoYeK

OueHka pexXnma aHTMFMI'IepTeH3MBHOI71 Tepannn: 403NUPOBKNU, KOM6MHaLI|MM N KOZIMYECTBO NEKAPCTBEHHbIX MPENapaTos

Mallamaci F. et al. ) Hypertens. 2020; 38(9): 1849-1856
Symonides B, Lewandowski J, Matyszko J. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2023: gfad047. Online ahead of print.
Tanaka S. et al. Sci Rep. 2019; 31; 9(1):1043

OugeHKa NpMBEpPKEHHOCTM NaLUEH]

OLI,eHI-(a B/INAHNA FMI'IeF\)l'/I'eH3MBHbIX BeullecTs

ra K aHTUTMNEPTEH3UBHOM Tepanuu

MpoBepKa cobnoaeHnn Mepoan\Emﬁ Mo M3MEHEHUIO 06pPa3a KU3HK

OueHKa BoieMUYecKoro CTaTyCa nauyneHTa




CTpaTerua KoppeKkummn aptepmanbHON rmnepTeHsun

ApTepuanbHaa rmnepTeHs3uns,
noATBepXAeHHaA
OAMAL vnan CMA/L

(e aueta c orpaHl/luleleleiv\N
notpebneHua Na
* NHAVBWAYANbHbIN

\ nogbop Na ananunsata J
|

Mopbop cyxoro Beca

( )
MpoaoNKNUTENBHOCTb
CeaHca remogmannsa

>4 yaca
. J

y

< KoppeKumua apTepmnanbHON runepTeH3nn He A0CTUTHYTA >

1

NHanBmnayanbHbIM papmMaKkonormyeckmnim Kontpono A:

* [B-agpeHobn0OKaTOPDI

* [durnpaponupuanHosble bKK

* uAN®/BPA

Georgianos P.I., Agarwal R. Curr Vasc Pharmacol. 2021; 19(1): 12-20



[lnetnyeckue ctparternm
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ll.IK_Oﬂ * CyToyHOEe noTpebneHne HaTPUA He A0NXKHO npesbiwaTtb 100 mMmonb (B nepecyeTe Ha
HAﬂﬁEHTOB. NULLLEBYIO conb - 5 rp.)
VL o asas * OrpaHunyeHune noTpebneHunsa HaTpusA ¢ nuLLen asnaetca 3¢GeKTUBHbIM NOAXOA0M ANA:

- OFPaHMYEeHMs YyBCTBA *KarKabl;

- YMEeHblUeHnA MmexXanann3Hom npnbasku B Bece;

- AOCTUXKEHMA ONTUMANbHOIO CYXOro Beca;

- KOHTPO/1A apTepManbHOro AaBneHus.

* [lpuBepPKEHHOCTb NALNEHTOB K ANETUYECKMM OFrPaHUYEHMUSAM KpalHe HEBbICOKA B CUNY
Lenoro paga NCMxXoa0rM4yecknx U coumanbHO-3KOHOMUYECKMX GAKTOPOB:

- cpopmMnpPOBaAHHbIE COLMOKYbTYPHbIE 0COBEHHOCTM NULLLEBOrO NOBEAEHMA, 3a4aCTYHO
HaNPAMYIO CBA3aHHbIE C 9KOHOMMYECKUI CTAaTyCOM NMaLMeHTa KU CTPaHbl ero
Npo*nBaHMA (Hanpumep, cneunPrUUHOCTb KHALMOHANBbHbBIX» KYXOHb, OTCYTCTBME
MPUBbIYKM FOTOBUTb U3 CbIPbIX, ANLWEHHbIX Na-cogepKalimx KOHCEePBAHTOB NPOAYKTOB,
NPUBEPKEHHOCTb K PECTOPAHHOMY NUTAHUIO AN dacT-dyay);

- BO3pacT;

- OTHOLLEHME K AMANM3Y KaK K NaHalee OT NOCNeACTBUI pPa3pyLUMTENbHbIX MULLEBBIX
NPUBbIYEK;

- HU3Kaa 3pPeKTUBHOCTb CNYKO couManbHOM U NCUXONOTMYECKON NOAAEPHKKY;

- HenpUHATME AUETbI CEMbEN U BAN3KUMMU.

3enTbiHb-Abpamos E.M., 3emuyeHkoB A.HO. Hebponorua n guanus. 2020; 22(2): 237-251
KnnHunyeckne pekomeHgaumm. XpoHudeckas 6onesHb novyek (2021)

Hu L., St-Jules D.E., Popp C.J., Sevick M.A. J Ren Nutr. 2018; 29(3): 28-332

Lambert K., Mullan J., Mansfield K. BMC Nephrol. 2017; 18: 318

McCausland F.R., Waikar S.S., Brunelli S.M. Kidney Int. 2012; 82: 204-211

Pereira R.A. et al. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2021; 36(12): 2173-2181

Sarafidis P.A. et al. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2017; 32(4): 620-640

Sevick M.A. et al. J Ren Nutr. 2016; 26: 149-158



Average SBP (mm Ha)

IlnanusHble cTpaTernm

ObLLENPUHATON CTpaTerMen ABASETCA NPoBeJeHMe CeaHCOB remoamanusa He MeHee 3 pas B HeAesto € 06LWmum
3dPEKTUBHBIM AMaNU3HbIM BpemeHem He MeHee 720 MUHYT B Heaento. 3Ta MoAalbHOCTb NPOrPaMMHOro reMonanmnsa
Hanpas/ieHa npexae BCero Ha cTabunmsaumio BOEMMYECKOTO CcTaTyca.

CKOPOCTb HEBOCMONHAEMOM ybTpadUNbTPaLMKM B XOAE CeaHca reMoanannsa He AO/XKHa npeBbiwaTtb 12 ma/yac/Kr. Takol
noaxopn, nossonset 3¢PeKTUBHO KOHTPONMPOBATL BOIEMUYECKNIA CTAaTYyC U MUHUMMU3UPOBATL KOJIMYECTBO 3MN30408B
HeCcTabunbHOM reMogMHaMNKKM B X04€e CTaHAAPTHOM AMaIM3HOMN CECCUMN.

BbicoKas KoHUeHTpauua Na+ B ANann3MpyoLem pacTBope NPUBOAUT K YBEIMYEHUIO MeXKAMannU3HOoN NpmMbaBKu Beca U
MOCTOAHHOWM Xaxkae. locneaHUn CUMNTOM OTPULATENIbHO CKa3blBAaEeTCA Ha MULLLEBOM PaLMOHe, MPUBOASA, B KOHEYHOM
UTOre, K XPOHUYECKOM neperpyske obbemom.

NHOMBUAYANbHbIN NoAbop KOHUeHTpaumn Na+ gmannsnpyrowero pacteopa, MCXoaAa U3 ero noKasaTenen B CbIBOPOTKe
KPOBW Nepen, Hayaiom o4vepeaHor npoueaypbl remogmannia sGPeKTUBEH He TOJIbKO B M1aHe KYNMPOBAHUA KaXKabl,
CHUXEHUA MexxanannsHon npubasBku Beca, NpeaoTBpPaLLEHNA NHTPAAMANN3HOM TMNOTEH3UN, HO U B OTHOLLEHNU CHUMKEHUN
ALl B meXXanannsHomMm MHTepBane.

170

Group 1
wWeek 1 Low — High Na Week 1High — Low Na
160 #h'\Week 3 Low — High Na Week 3 High — Low Na

Group 2 ‘
I

15 20 25 3.0 3.5 40

Time During Dialysis (hours)

CpegHee WHTpaguannsHoe CUCTONNYECKOe apTepuasibHoe AaBneHue 3a
HeaeNto C HA3KMM U BbICOKMM COAEpPrKaHMeM HaTpusa B Ananmsate (Na)
lpynna 1: HM3KMK, 3aTem BbICOKMIM Na B AnanmsaTte v rpynna 2: BbICOKUH,
3aTem HM3KuM Na B amnanusarte; P <0,001

3enTbiHb-Abpamos E.M., 3emueHkoB A.HO. Hedponorua u guanus. 2020; 22(2): 237-251
KnnHunyeckne pekomeHaaunun. XpoHumyeckas 6onesHb noyek (2021)

Assimon M.M., Wenger J.B., Wang L., Flythe J.E. Am J Kidney Dis. 2016; 68: 911-922
Inrig J.K. et al. Am J Kidney Dis. 2014; 65: 464-473.

MacEwen C. et al. ) Am Soc Nephrol. 2017; 28: 2511-2520

Sarafidis P.A. et al. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2017; 32(4): 620-640

Seong EY. Et al. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol. 2018; 13: 1515-1525

Weiner D.E. et al. Am J Kidney Dis. 2014; 64: 685-695



Cyxowm Bec

* CYXOW B€C — 3TO MMHMMAJIbHbIN MOCTANANN3HbIN BEC, XOPOLLO
NepeHoCUMbIN NALUEHTOM, MPN KOTOPOM Y NaLuMeHTOB
HabAaTCS MUHMMANbHbIE MPU3HAKU MAN CUMNTOMbI
rTMNOBONIEMUU NN TUNEPBONEMUN;

e 1A Noabopa Cyxoro Beca y AMann3HbIX NauMeHToB

s ps0s 2010 232828 s sz o2 , MCMNONb3YyoTCA BoMmMmneagaHCcHble MeToAbl, AMHAMUYECKAS

5 ] } — 5 Y/IbTPa3BYKOBas OLUEHKa nerkux (B-nmHnm) n anametpa
HUMKHEM NONOM BeHbI, BK/AOYan CTeNeHb ee KonnabmposBaHus,
a TaKXe onpeaeneHne 6UOMapKepoB rmnepBoieMnU;

| m . * CyXOM BeC He MOXKeT BbITb NPaBUAbHO ONpeaeneH c

»e Nocne podempu . Vavepowse Mocrerousarps i Usuapos nmn,oue,m : MCNO/Ib30BaHMEM TOJIbKO OIHOrO MeToAa.

Bec MMT | CAO | AARQ Bec WMT CA | AAn Bec WMT CAL | nAfn
81.6 36.3 148 82 80.6 358 143 78 80.8 359 141 91
Hamepennbie obvemb (n) Hamepennbie obbe M (n Wamepennbie obwems (n)
BX | KK | OXK [aBX | AKKIOYD | | BX | 10K | OX [ABXK | AKKIOYD | | BX | 10K | OX | ABXK | AKK |OYD
10.11169(270/ 03 |02 )04 101|171(272]103 | 05] 05 96 1162125802 ]|-05]00
Pacnpenenenne obuema BX(n) Pacnpen obuema BX(n) Pacnpegenenune obuema BX(n)
BXc | ABXc | BXu | ABxu BXc | ABXc | BXu | ABxu BXc | ABXc | BXu | ABxu
25 0.3 7.6 0.0 24 0.2 7.7 0.1 24 0.2 7.2 0.4
Cocras vena (%) Cocras rena (%) Cocras rena (%)
Ba/Kx Ba/Ox KXk Ba/Kx Ba/Ox KXk Ba/Kx Ba/Ox KXk
59.9 375 24 59.1 371 6.7 59.6 374 2.2
KM BXMa KB KM BXMa KB KM BXMa KB
51 14 1.2 50.3 2 0.2 513 -1.6 0.8 o
BuwHesckuit K.A., lepacumuyk P.MM., 3emueHkos A.10. Hedpponorus. 2014; 18(2): 61-71
Cocrae rena (xr) Cocrae rena (xr) Cocrae rena (xr) . )
0Ou.CB son| BXKM | XM 0Ou.CB a aou| BAKM | KM Ou.CB son| BAKM | XM Agarwal R., Weir M.R. Clin ] Am Soc Nephrol. 2010,’ 5:1255-1260
814-814 40.2 414 805 -805 405 40 1 80.7 - 80.7 39 418

Sinha A.D., Agarwal R. Semin Dial. 2009; 22(5): 480-482
Zhu F., Rosales L., Kotanko P. Curr Opin Nephrol Hypertens. 2016; 25(6): 473-479



Cyxou Bec

OTCYyTCTBME OOWENPUHATON METOANKM ONpPeaeneHna Cyxoro Beca, U Kak cneactsme TpyaHOCTb
0ObEKTUBHOM OLEHKWN AaHHOIO NapameTpa;

OTCYTCTBUE 0OYyYeHMA NaLuMeHTa orpaHMYeHnIo NoTpebieHna HaTpus ¢ nuuein / owmnboYHbIN
aKLLEeHT Ha orpaHn4yeHmne notTpebaeHna XnaKkocTu;

He cobatoaeHMe NauMeHTOM orpaHuYeHni notpebaeHna HaTpusa ¢ nuuien / bonbluan
MeXamanun3Haa npnbaBKa macchl Tena;

CTPax NauneHTa nepes cMMNToMamm (MHTpPaaMann3Has rMNoTeH3nsA, MbilLeYHble CMa3Mmbl,
TOWHOTA M PBOTA);

PUCK OCIOXKHEHUI (cepaeYyHO-cocyamcTble cobbiTns, TPOMO03 CoCyanCTOro A4oCTyna);
MCMONb30BaHNE BbICOKOW CKOPOCTU ynbTpapuabTpaLnm;

CeaHcbl remoananmnsa meHee 4 4acos;

OTCYTCTBUE MHAMBUAYANbHOIO Noabopa HaTpuA ANanm3aTa;

NCMONb30BaHMNE «ObICTPbIX M NETKUXY» CNOCOOOB IEYEHUA NHTPAAMNANNUZHON TMNOTEH3UN
npeKkpauweHue ynbTpadunbtTpaumm, MHGY3NM rMNepToOHNYECKUX PacTBOPOB, MNOBbILLIEHUA
KOHLEHTPALWUM HAaTPUA B ANanm3aTte, NpexaeBpeMeHHOE NpeKpaLleHmne npoleaypbl
remoanannsa).

Bpay U meacecTpa AenCTBYIOT N0 MHEPUUK / NerkocTb HasHa4YeHMA HOBOIrO aHTUTUNEPTEH3UBHOTO
npenapaTta Nno CPaBHEHUIO CO CIOXKHOM NpoLeaypon noabopa cyxoro Beca;

conyTcTByowMe 3aboneBaHus (cepaeyHas HeAOCTaTOYHOCTb, BeretaTuBHasa ANCHYHKUMA);
MCMONb30BaHME BObLLIOIO KOMYECTBA aHTUTUMEPTEH3UBHbIX CPE/CTB.

Sarafidis P.A. et al. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2017; 32(4): 620-640



AHTUIMNEPTEH3UBHAA Tepanusa

Numbers nts/patie Risk ratio Risk
e L (95% ) (95;3;0
Active treatment  Contral
All-cause mortality
Li et al (2003)¥ 330 230 1.40(0-30-655)
Takahasha et 2l (2006)'3 43 kT 006 (0-00-0-97)
Tepel et al {(2008)" 15712 207128 = 072 {039-1-30)
Cice et al (2003)" 358 41756 —— 071 (043-0-95)
Suzuki et al {2008)7 25183 381483 = 056 (0-41-1-04)
Nakzo et 2l (2007)" NR N2 -
Zannad et 2 (2006)" 52/196 49720 I P 1-03 (078-152)
Cice e¢ 3l (2006)™ 88151 111152 B 080 (0-68-094)
Overall 13Y784 268/787 —— 0-80 (0-66-0-06)
Test for heterogeneity: Fu300%, Q-8-57, p~0-20
Cardiovascular mortality
Li et al (2003)V 230 2730 100 (D15-6-64)
Takahashi et al (2006)™ NR NR
Tepel et al {(2008)"* NR NR ~
Cice e 3l (2003 758 W56 —E— 0-43 (028-067)
Suzuki et al (2008)°° 12/183 207183 T 0-60 (0-30-1-19)
Nakao et al (2007)2 NR NR 2
Zannad et 2l (2006)" 317196 30201 i 105 (067-1-68)
Cice et al (2006)™ 597151 75152 _._ 0-80 (D£1-102)
Overall 121/618 165/622 -t 071 {0-50-0-99)
Test for heterogeneity: M« 54-6%, Q=88 p-0-07
o'-3 o 5 10 20
Favours active Favours
treatment control

Figure4: Risk of all-cause mortality and cardiovascular mortality for blood pressure lowering treatment

T T T
03 05 10 2-0
Favours
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Numbers of events/patients  SBP/DBP Risk ratio Risk ratio
difference (mmHg) (95%Cl) (95% Cl)

Active treatment  Control
Lietal (2003)7 530 530 407135 — 1.00 (0-34-2-92)
Takahashi et al (2006)?  7/43 737 430000 —8—— 043 (0.21-0-89)
Tepel et al (2008)™ 191123 39128  -90/NA 2 ——E— 0.60(0-36-0.99)
Cice etal (2003)% 17/58 956 -105-70 —l— 0-42 (0-27-0-65)
Suzukietal 2008)° 34183 59/183  -23/-05 —l—'~— 0.58 (0-40-0-83)
Nakaoetal 2007)”  NA/S7 NA/S1 7363 v—I 0-97 (0-67-134)
Zannad et al (2006)" 67/196 60/201 -3.9/-17 E 112 {0-84-1-49)
Cice etal (2006)™ 59/151 751152 NA —- 079 (0-61-1.02)
Overall 208/841 287/838 -4.5-23 — 0.71(0-55-0-92)
Test for heterogeneity: I*=67-5% Q=21-5, p=0-003
Excluding unpublished studies —_— 0.64 (0.43-0-94)
Test for heterogeneity: I°=737% Q=19.0, p=0-002

Figure 2: Risk of cardiovascular events for blood pressure lowering treatmentversus control regimens

Agarwal R., Sinha A.D. Hypertension. 2009;53(5): 860-866
Heerspink HJ et al. Lancet. 2009; 373(9668): 1009-1015




beTta-6n10KaTopbl

MpenapaTt O6bl4yHasA 003MPOBKaA YnaneHve anann3om KapanocenekTMBHOCTb
Acebutolol 400-800 mr exkegHeBHO Na KapanocenekTuBHbIN
Atenolol 25-100 mr exkeiHEBHO™ [a KapanocenekTuBHbIN
Betaxolol 10-20 mr exkegHeBHO Het KapanocenekTBHbIN
Bisoprolol 2,5-20 mr exxeaHeEBHO Ha KapanocenekTmBHbIN
Carvedilol 6,25-25 mr aBaXabl B A€Hb Het HecenekTuBHbIN
Labetalol 100-1200 mr aBa*kabl B AeHb Het HeceneKTuBHbIN
Metoprolol 50-100 mr aBa)kabl B AeHb [a KapanocenekTuBHbIN
Propranolol 40-80 mr 2-3 pasa B CYyTKM Het HecenekTnBHbIN
*npegnoyTuTenbHaa A03MPOBKaA aTeHO/10M1a AN1A MAKCUMa/IbHOTO aHTUTMNEPTEH3NBHOTO adpdekTa n yapobctea ao3mnposaHua 25-100
MT TPUXKAbl B HEAENI0 NOCNAe ANAaNIN3HOM Ceccuu

* [MNepakTUBaUMA CUMNATUYECKOMN HEPBHOM CUCTEMbI ABNAETCA CUAbHBIM NPEAUKTOPOM BHE3aMHOW
cepAeyYHOM CMEPTU U APYTUX KAPAMOBACKYIAPHbIX COObITUN B ANANN3HON NONYAALNM

* CKNOHHOCTb AMaNN3HbIX MALUMEHTOB K apUTMUAM U BHE3AMHOW CMEPTU, HapAAy C Ype3mepHOoMn
aKTMBaALUMEN CMMNATUYECKOM HEPBHOM CUCTEMbI AenaeT beTa-610KaTopbl - NpenapaTom Bblbopa Ana
3aLWMTbI CEPAEYHO-COCYANCTOMN CUCTEMbI Y AAHHbIX NALUEHTOB

Agarwal R. et al. ] Am Soc Nephrol. 2014; 25: 1630-1646

Denker M.G., Cohen D.L. Seminars in Dialysis. 2015; 28(4): 330-336
Levin N. W. et al. Kidney Int. 2010; 77(4): 273-284

Tella A. Kidney Med. 2022; 4(5): 100460

Tien A. et al. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol. 2018; 13(4): 604-611



Beta-6n0KaTOpP®LI

Table 5. Summary of Studies Included in the Meta-analysis CMepTHOCTb OT BCEX NPUYUH

Study Study Design Comparison Groups Results
Asszimon et al’ Retrospective cohort Metoprolol (high dialyzabiitty) ve Carvedilol was assoccated with reaterACM 4 gucad ] $€ Wagh wmmu;t:m N.::‘n,.:;tl
cardiovascular mortaﬁty (ad;usted HR, 1.18;  sown Ol 0058 N 08NN, 08) -~
95% Cl, 1.08- 129) than metoprolol. wr OUI65 0123 1M 1400000108 e me—
. " Q1085 O3S M3 0K 5,040 gt
Towal (95% C1) 1000% 096 (041 L0¥) e
Fiwtwrsgumnity: Taw' o 002 0« 1008, df » 1P w 000331 1 » K4S ui i 0
Toest foof nersdl alfpcr; 2« 0.9 17w 0.35) Wtk POl
_ﬁﬁru_nan Bt ﬂ' Rett;sae—cﬁé-ooho;t Atm—d&liﬂ m—éfdp;old Catdaoaelec'hve Bﬂod(ers were associated Study or Subgroup  log[Hazard Ratio]  SE Weight lv,i:?dr:n:I;‘:%Cl I, ::::dm?;ts‘; cl
2016 (cardioselective)} vs carvediol with a lower ACM (AHR, 0.84; 99% CI, A SO R SR g
and labetalol 0.72097; P=0.0026) and CVE (AHR, P 036 0123 00% 140 {1:10: 1:731
(noncardinselective) 086; 99% (1, 0.75-0.99; P = 0.0042) than ™ 01985 0.0455  34.8%  0.82(0.75,0.90) i
noncardioselective ckers Total (95% CI) 1000%  087(080,094 - ‘
Wer et al* Retrospective cohort  Acebutolol, atenolol, and The highdiahyzabilty group had 40% higher | Tl 2 ssemoton 08 o LTS
2015 metoprolol (high dialyzability) ve risk of ACM than the low-dialyzabiity group

rolol and propranolol (low

(RR, 1.4; 96% Cl, 1.1-1.8; = 0.01)} and
had a higher nsk of CVE than the below

dialyzabilty group (RR, 1.2;95% Cl, 1.0-1.5;
0.03

CeppaeuHo-cocyauctbie cobbiTusa

p= l Hazard &atio Mazard Ko
Seudy o Subgreup  loglasard Ratls] S Weight 1V, Rundeen, 948 OO IV, Randorr, §9% C1
Wu et & Retrospective cohort Atenolol, acebutolol, metoprolol 31 ‘blockers were associated  “aunm - Q1625 00400 300N OIS N7, 09 -
(high dialyzability), &nd with lower ACM HR, 0.82; 95% Cl, 0.75 st 41908 0430 BAn 006 1 08) c 2
i bisoprolol ve betaxdlol, 0868 and a lower risk of CVE (HR, 0.89; it -yl 2
: L0 §| ! Wi B84, 0
canediol, and propranolol low  95% C1, 0.84-0.93) than nondialyzable PV,
dialyz ability) B-blockers Tol (458 ) 1000%  088[043,093) ¢
Htwesgrnity: Tau' o 003 O « &350, o« 197 # 0201 1" » 18 /
Abbrovatona: ACM, al-caum montally; AR, adustod HR; Gl confidance ntanal; CVE. cardiovascular avent; MR, hazard mtio; IRR. ncidonce mto rata; RR. ask Test fof terdl alfocy 2 w 417 @ < 0.0801) oo \aib Fost L
ra%a

Tella A. Kidney Med. 2022; 4(5): 100460



Beta-6n0KaTopbl

Dialyzable BBs: atenolol, acebutolol, metoprolol, bisoprolol (n=15 699)
Nondialyzable BBs: betaxolol, propranolol, carvedilol (n=20904)

A

Survuval(%e)

B Major cardiovascular events

All-cause mortality 1004
~~~~~~ 95+
""""""""" £
v 2 90-
- =
= Log rank Pvalue<0.001 £
)
85+
85-
= ==Non-dialyzable i'---Non dialyzabie i i
804 ‘—O:alwablu . . 80 j—DiaIvmbln ‘~\'7
0 5 1 1.5 2 0 5 1 175 2
Years Years

Table 2. Outcomes associated with the initiation of dialyzable versus
nondialyzable BBs in patients undergoing HD (ITT analysis)

Main outcomes HR (95% CI)

Multivariable-adjusted
model*

All-cause mortality

Diab’wble BRs 0.77 (0.71-0.83) 0.82 (0.75-0.88)

Nondialyzable BBs 1 [Ref] 1 [Ref]
MACE®

Di.aly&al\lc BBs 0.84 (0.80-0.89) 0.89 (0.84-093)

Nondialyzable BBs 1 [Ref] 1 [Ref]

“The multivariable-adjusted model was obtained from Cox regression adjusting for age,
sex, comorbidities and concomitant medications.

"MACEs induded myocardial infarction, heart failure hospitalization and ischemic
stroke and analyzed by cause-specific hazard models.

[Ref): reference.

Approach 1

Dialyzable BBs: atenolol, acebutolol, metoprolol, biseprelel
Nondialyzable BBs: betaxolol, propranolol, carvedilol

Approach 2

Dialyzable BBs: atenolol, acebutolol, metoprolol
Nondialyzable BBs: betaxolol, propranolol, bisoprolol

Main outcomes HR (95% CI)

Multivariable-adjusted
model®

Approach 1: excluding bisoprolol users
All-cause mortality

Dialyzable BBs 0.83 (0.75-0.92) 0.97 (0.87-1.08)

Nondialyzable BBs 1 [Ref] 1 [Ref]
MACE"

Dialyzable BBs 0.73 (0.69-0.78) 0.87 (0.82-0.94)

Nondialyzable BBs 1 [Ref] 1 [Ref]

Approach 2: reallocating bisoprolol and excluding carvedilol users
All-cause morality

Dialyzable BBs 1.02 (093~1.16) 1.16 (1.04-1.30)

Nondialyzable BBs 1 [Ref] 1 [Ref]
MACE®

Dialyzable BBs 0.79 (0.74-0.85) 0.91 (0.85-0.98)

Nondialyzable BBs 1 [Ref] 1 [Ref]

Wu P-H. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2020; 35: 1959-1965




A All-cause mortality
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Sunvival (%)
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Log rank P value < 0.001

85+
— Carvediiol
- Bisoprolol
80 ol [l 1 1
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Buconponon vs Kapseaunon

B Major adverse cardiovascular events

100

Log rank Pvalue < 0.001
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Table 2. Outcomes associated with the initiation of bisoprolol versus carvedilol in patients undergoing HD (ITT analysis)

HR (95% CI)
Full cohort, no. of Full cohort, crude Full cohort, adjusmd" 1:1 PS-matched
Main outcomes events/no. of subjects (n =20476) (n=20476) cohort (n=8214)
All-cause mortality
Bisoprolol 550/9305 0.65 (0.58-0.72) 0.66 (0.60-0.73) 0.80(0.67-096)
Carvedilol 1005/11171 1(Reference) 1 (Reference) 1{Reference)
MACE?
Bisoprolol 2184/9305 0.83 (0.78-0.89) 0.85 (0.80-0.91) 0.87 (077-098)
Carvedilol 2983/11171 1 (Reference) 1 (Reference) 1(Reference)
Single MACE
Acute myocardial infarction
Bisoprolol 789/9305 1.01 (0.91-1.13) 1,03 (0.93-1.15) 1.03 (085-126)
Carvedilol 941/11171 1 (Reference) 1 (Reference) 1(Reference)
Heart failure
Bisoprolol 1560/9305 0.80 (0.73-0.86) 0.83 (0.77-0.91) 0.81(071-054)
Carvedilol 2182/11171 1(Reference) 1 (Reference) 1(Reference)
Ischemic stroke
Bisoprolol 366/9305 0.82 (0.71-0.95) 0.84 (0.72-0.97) 0.70(0.54-091)
Carvedilol 509/11171 1(Reference) 1 (Reference) 1(Reference)

*MACE events included myocardial infarction, heart failure hospitalization and ischemic stroke. Major CV outcomes and single CV outcomes were analyzed by 2
cause-specific hazard model as a competing risk model
The multivariable-adjusted model was obtained from Cox regression models adjusted for age, sex, dialysis vintage, comorbidities and concomitant medications.

Table 3. Outcomes associated with carvedilol or bisoprolal use by prescribed d ose categories (ITT analysis)

Outcomes No. of events/no: of subjects Crude Multivarable adjusted model®
All-caves mortality
High dose bisoprolal 193/2870) 0.73 0.63-086) 0.81 0.69-034)
Low-dose bisoproll 357/6435 050 053-0869) 061 £.54-0569
High-dose catvedibol 27/58 083 057-122) 132 030194
Low-dose carvedilol 978/10813 1{Reference) 1 (Reference)
MACE*
High -dose bisoprola 558/2870 075 p62-033 0.88 0.79-037)
Low.doee Msoprolol 1626/6435 085 0.78-0382) 0.8 0.78-031)
High dose carvadikol SA/358 058 p43-079 087 0.64-117)
Low-dose carvedilol 292910813 1{Reference) 1 {Reference)
Acute myocardial infarction
High-dose boprold 200/2870 092 p.73-108) 1.07 P80-126)
Low-dase hisoptoll 589/6435 1.04 .92-117) 1.02 £91-115)
High dose carvedilol 16/358 0.65 0.33-1.06) 1.01 0.62-166)
low-d oee carvedilol 925/10813 1{Reference) 1{Reference)
Heart faihure
High-dose bizoprold 379/2870 0.70 0.62-030) 0.84 0.74-039)
Low-d o Wisoprolol 1181/6 435 082 0.75-030) 0.83 0.75-030)
High-dose carvedilel %/58 030 P.34-079) 0.78 .52-1.14)
Low-doee carvedilo] 2146110813 1{Reference) 1{Reference)
lschemic stroke
High dose bisoprold 102/2870 0.80 0.64-101) 0.8 0.20-1.10)
lLow-dcss Hsoprokol 264/6435 022 0.89-097) 0.8 0.70-097)
High-dose carvediksl 11/358 0.71 0.38-133) 0.9 £.53-185)
low-dose carvedilol 438/10813 1(Reference) 1 {Reference)

BB dosage detnition: high-dose bisoprolal, 10 mpidey, Jow-doze bisoprodal >1.25-<10mgiday, high doae carvediol > Dmglday, lowdose cuvediiol 6 5-S0myg
day). Lowdose carvedinl usars ave the reference group
"Major CV ewents included myomrdial infarction, heart fathwe hospitalization and Bchamic stroke. Major OV outcome wes analyzed by @ cuse-specihe hizard model

4 2 competing riskmod s

"Multvan b be adj usted mode] was bt ned from Coxregreasion models adjuswd forsge, sex, dislyms vintage, comorbidites and concomimnt medicat ang.

Wau P-H. Clin Kidney J. 2021; 14 (3): 983-990



AHTAroHMUCTbI KaNbLUMUA

MNpenapaTt O6blYyHaA 003MPOBKA YnaneHune agnannsom
Amlodipine 2,5-10 mr exxeaHEBHO Het
Felodipine 5-10 mr exeaHEBHO Het
Nifedipine XL 30-120 mr exkeaHEBHO Het
Diltiazem CD 180-360 mr exxeaHEBHO Het
Verapamil 120-480 mr exxeaHEBHO Het

e AnrnaponMpuanHoOBbIE aHTAarOHMUCTbI Kanbuma 061a4at0T MOLWHbIM TMNOTEH3MBHbLIM 3GPEKTOM M LUMPOKO NPUMEHSAIOTCA B
ANANN3HOWM NONyAsLUUK, B TOM YUCAE Y NALMEHTOB, HAXOAALWMXCA B COCTOAHUMN Neperpy3kn obbemom

* [lpnmeHeHMne HeaMrMAPONUPUANHOBbBIX @aHTAarOHMCTOB Ka/sibLUUA B ,CI,I/IBI'IM3HOI?I nonynaunm He n3ydyeHo, eCtb MHEHWME 3KCNEPTOB,
YTO NMOKa3aHUA K X HAa3HAYEHUIO HE OT/INYAIOTCA OT TAKOBbIX AJ1A o6m,e|7| nonynaunnm nauneHToOB C apTepmaanof/'l rmnepTeH3meV1

* [penapatbl 3TON rPynMbl HE SIMMUHUPYIOTCA AMANU30OM U MOTYT 3PPEKTUBHO NPUMEHSATLCA B pexkume 1 pa3 B CyTKU

Denker M.G., Cohen D.L. Seminars in Dialysis. 2015; 28(4): 330-336
Inrig J.K. Seminars in Dialysis. 2010; 23(3): 290-297

Levin N. W. et al. Kidney Int. 2010; 77(4): 273-284

Sarafidis P.A. et al. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2017; 32(4): 620-640



BanaHme amioannmnHa Ha CMEpPTHOCTb U
cepaeyHo-cocyauctbie cobbiTuA Yy NauneHToB Ha remoagunanumse

n=251c Al

AmnogunuH n=123

Nnauebo n=128

AmnogunuH 10 mr 1 pa3s B CyTKMU

o

1 Placebo (22 events)
| * Amlodipine (15 events)

HR 0.65 [95% CI 0.34-1.23]
{p=0.19

o

- N W A O,
S o S

Proportion of events (%)

o

6 12 18 24 30
Time from randomisation (months)

Subjects at risk
Placebo 128 106 81
Amlodipine 123 107 88

o

65 53 45
69 60 45

Fig. 2. Kaplan-Meier curve of time to the primary endpoint. The primary
endpoint was mortality from any cause.

o

1 Placebo (32 events)

-+ Amlodipine (19 events)
1HR 0.53 [95% CI 0.31-0.93]
p=0.03

od

N W A O
(=] (=)

—
© o

Proportion of events (%)

a/iTe Ul Hs.%2f. 30
Time from randomisation (months)

Subjects at risk
Placebo 128 106 76
Amlodipine 123 107 88

60 45 37
67 57 42

Fig. 3. Kaplan-Meier curve of time to the secondary endpoint. The sec-
ondary endpoint was a composite variable consisting of mortality from
any cause, cardiac event including myocardial infarction, need for coro-
nary angioplasty or coronary bypass surgery, ischaemic stroke, peripheral
vascular disease with the need for amputation or angioplasty.

Tepel M. et al. Neprol Dial Transplant. 2008; 23: 3605-3612



bnokatopbl PAAC

MNpenapart Ob6bl4yHan A03MpPOBKaA YoaneHne aguanmsom
Benazepril 5-40 mr exXeaHEBHO 20-50%

Captopril 12,5-50 mr 2-3 pa3a B CyTKM 50%

Enalapril 2,5-10 mr agBa*kAbl B A€Hb 35-50%

Fosinopril 10-40Mmr exxeaHEBHO Het

Lisinopril 2,5-40 mr exxegHeBHO™® 50%

Perindopril 2-8 Mr eXXxegHeBHO 50%

Ramipril 2,5-10 mr exxegHeBHO 20-30%

Candesartan 4-32 Mr exxeflJHEBHO Het

Eprosartan 600 mr exxeaHeBHO Het

Irbesartan 75-300 mr exxegHeBHO HeTt

Losartan 50-100 mr exxegHeBHO Het

Olmesartan 10-40 mr exXegHeBHO HeTt

Telmisartan 40-80 mr exxeaHEBHO Het

Valsartan 80-320 mr exkegHeBHO Het
*npegnoyTuTenbHaa Ao3MpPoBKa nsnHonpuna: 10-40 mr TpuKAbl B HeAeNto Nocsie AMannsHom ceccnumn. MaKkcumanbHaa cyTovyHan 4033
Y AnanusHbix naumeHTos — 40 mr.

* BonbwnHcTBo MAMND yananaerca ns opraHM3ma npoueaypoi remoanannsa .
* BJ/IOKaTOpbl PELLENTOPOB AaHIMOTEH3MHA He YAaNsaTCA BO BPeMS ANAIM3HOMN ceccum

Denker M.G., Cohen D.L. Seminars in Dialysis. 2015; 28(4): 330-336
Inrig J.K. Seminars in Dialysis. 2010; 23(3): 290-297
Levin N. W. et al. Kidney Int. 2010; 77(4): 273-284



bnokaTtopbl PAAC

Y naumentos ¢ XbII C5/] ¢ octaro4HbiM AMYpPe30M Mbl pekOMeHyeM 1puMeHsTs HATID

uin BPA ¢ ueibi0 MakCHMAILHO JUIMTENLHOIO COXPAHEHHUS OCTATOMHON (PYHKUHH noyex

Vposeus  yOeauTeabHOCTH  pekoMengauuii A (YpoBeHb  10CTOBEPHOCTH
aokazarenbers — 1)

Kommenrapuu: [lokazano, umo npumenenue uAll® wwm BbPA y nayuenmos,
HAYUHAIOWUX JeYeHue Ouaiu3oM (OCOOEHHO, NepumoHeaIbHbiM), nozeoasem 0o7e
OTUMENBHO  COXPAHAMb  OUYpe3, 4mo oaem OnpeoeleHHbie npeumMywecmsa npu
npoeedenuu 3IT. Bmecme ¢ mem, ybeoumeabHvle 00KA3ameibemea GAUSAHUA IMUX

npenapamos Ha CMeEPMHOCMb 6 IMOU nonyasyuu omcymcemeyiom.

KnnHunyeckme pekomeHgaumm. XpoHuyeckana 6onesHb noyek (2021)



bnokatopbl PAAC

ACE-s/ARBs Control Risk ratio Risk ratio
Study or subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight M, random, 95% Cl Year M-H, random, 95% CI
Zannad 2006 67 196 60 201 24.4% 1.15 0.86, 1.53) 2006 Lo
Takahashi 2006 7 43 17 37 11.9% 0.35 .17, 0.76] 2006 —
Suzuki 2008 34 183 59 183 21.9% 0.58 0.40, 0.83] 2008 _
Iseki 2013 68 236 67 234 244% 1.01 0.76, 1.34) 2013 ——
Ruggenent 2021 23 140 24 129 17.5% 0.88 [0.53, 1.48] 2021 ——— i — ¢
Total (95% CI 798 784 100.0% 0.79[0.57, 1.11 e
Total e(svmts ; 199 227 : .
Heterogeneity: 1 =0.10; ¥* = 14.66, df = 4 (P = 0.005); I* = 73% ! 1 1 1
Test for overall effect: Z=1.33 (P =0.18) 05 07 1 15 2

Favours ACE-Is/ARBs Favours control

Flgure 2: Forest plot for RCTs assessing the effect of ACEIs/ARBs on the composite outcome of fatal and non-fatal cardiovascular events.

ACEWwARSs Control Roahrato Reak ratto
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Figure 3: Forest plot for RCTS assessing the etfect of ACEIs/ARBs on cardsovascular mortality.

ACEwARSs Contval Risk cato Risk ratio
Study or mibgoup Evets Totsl Events Total Weight MH random 8% C1 Yew M random, 5% C1
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SucuM 2008 25 183 B 183 222% OEG 041, 104) 2008 b
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Figure 4: Forest plot for RCTS assessing the etfect of ACEIs/ARBs on all-cause mortality

Georgianos P.l. et al. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2023; 38: 203-211



Cakybutpun/BancapraH

n=18 c pe3ucrteHTHOM Al, ao3a: 50 mr 2 pa3a B geHb => 100 mr 2 pa3a B AeHb
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FIGURE 2 Effects of SV on BP. (A) Reductions of msSBP and msDBP from baseline to 12 weeks. (B) and {C) msSBP and msDBP overtime $ $ $
respectively. msSBP. mean sitting systolic blood pressure; msDBP. mean sitting diasto lic blood pressure OW, week 0, 4W week 4; 12W, week 12, Q h 0
The results represent the mean the mean + SEM % p < 05 compared to OW

o

TABLE 4 Adverseevents
FIGURE 3 NT-proBNP levels ateach time-point in

N=18 hemodialysis patients receiving SV treatment. OW, week 0; 4W,
week 4; 12W, week 12

Any serious adverse events 0
Anyadverseevents 4
Symptomatic hypotension 2
Dizziness 2
Hyperkalemia 0

Wang B. J Clin Hypertens (Greenwich). 2022; 24(3): 300-308



[leTneBble AUYPETUKN

H(Il{llé’-H"l(LH, HAXOOAWUMCA HA 2eMOOUQTU3E, MOXCHO HA3ZHAYaAmMs 6ce AlTl, npu 3Mom ux 0036l
ABUCAM  OM  CMAOWILHOCMU 2EMOOUHAMUKU U CNOCOOHOCMU KOHKpemHo2o npenapamda

"pO.\’()()ll"?b uepes QUATU3HBIE .ue.uépaum. llemnegwie ()ll_\'pﬁ’”llll\'ll — npenapamai Sblé()p(l C[)(’()ll

ouypemuxoe npu mepmunaivroit XbI1,

*Al'Tl — aHTUrMNepTEH3MBHbIE NpenapaThl

NpenapaT O6bl4HaA AO3MPOBKaA YnaneHne agnannsom
Furosemide 40-80 mr exxegHEBHO Het
Torsemide 5-10 mr exxeaHeBHO Het
Bumentanide 1-2 mr exxeagHeBHO HeTt

[MpoeKT nepecmoTpa pekomeHaaumm no Al M3 P®, 2022

Denker M.G., Cohen D.L. Seminars in Dialysis. 2015; 28(4): 330-336
Inrig J.K. Seminars in Dialysis. 2010; 23(3): 290-297

Levin N. W. et al. Kidney Int. 2010; 77(4): 273-284
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Can continuing loop diuretics improve clinical outcomes in HD? CJ AS N

v ghg 5 A

e
Medicare Follow Up Hospitalization lntradlaly}ic 'ntefdialwc MOftanty
Electronic Hypotension Wt Gain
Records Diuretic Continued
2006 - 2013 1.84 22.7 1.8 0.18
Adm/ P, Yr Episodon/ PL Yr Kg Deatha/ Pt Yr
N = 11,297
: N = 5219
IRR 0.83 IRR 0.95 p = 0.03 HR 0.92
| (0.89,0.08) (0.92.0.99) ’ (0.84, 1.01)
Diuretic Discontinued
Initiated HD 3x / ’I'a 2.10 24.3 1. 0.23
Admy PL YT Episodes/ PL Yr Kg Deaths/ PL Yr

week with a loop
diuretic prescription N = 6078

MpogomKkeHWe NpUuema NeTNEBbIX ANYPETUKOB ObNO CBA3AHO C MEHLIIMM PHUCKOM FrOCNUTaNU3auum, NHTD&AN&J‘IHSHOU.I
FTMNOTEH3IAW U MEHDW WM YBENMWYEHHUEM BECA B Me;muanusnuii nepuog, He BbINO BLIABNEHO pasmmm'i B NOK3a3arenax
CMEPTHOCTH B TEYEHHKUE NEPBOro roga nocne HavYana remoauanusa.

Sibbel S. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol 2019;14:95-102



AHTAaroHUCTbl MMHEPANOKOPTUKOUAHbIX PELLENTOPOB

Mbi pekomenayem y nauuenros ¢ XbIl C5]/1 nevenne AMKP (#cnuponosnakron** —
12,5-25 mr/eyr, 6-36 mec; #nnepeHod — S0 mr/cyr, He MeHee 3 mec; noapoldHee — cM.
KOMMEHTapHH) JUIA CHHMKEHMS PHCKA pa3BUTHA OCHOBHBIX CEPAECYHO-COCYAMCTBIX
COOBITHIT H CMEPTHOCTH

Vposens  yheaureabHocTH  pexkoMenaaumii - A (YpoBEeHbL  J10CTOBEPHOCTH
AOKA3ATEALCTB — 1)

Kommenrapuu:

Pexcum npumenenus npenapamoe (mabaemuposannwie hopmut): #enuponorakmon™* —
om 12,5 0o 25 me 6 cymku, npuem euympe | paz e oenv, 6 meuenue, KaKk MuHumym, 6
mecsyes [266-269]; #naepenon — 50 me 6 cymku, npuem éxymps 1 paz 6 0enb, He meree
3 wmecayee [270]. Ilpu npoeedenuu ykazawHou mepanuu caeoyem muameibHo
Koumpoaupoeéams ypoeens K ¢ yuemowm puckoe cunepkaiuemuu (8 OCHOBHOM, MO
Kacaemcs nayuenmoé ¢ ocmamounou yuxkyueinr nouex (ODII), y xomopwix 0oas

IKCKpemupyemozo noukamu K cywecmeenna).

KnnHunyeckme pekomeHgaumm. XpoHuyeckana 6onesHb noyek (2021)



CnNUpPOHONAKTOH

A Spironolactone Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-M, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Charytan DM 2019 12,5mg 1 27 0 17 08% 193(0.08, 44.80)

Charytan DM 2019 25mg 1 26 1 17 16%  D.65[0.04,9.76)

Charytan DM 2019 S0mg L 25 1 17 16% 0.68[0.05, 10.14]

Flevari P 2013 0 14 0 14 Not estimable

Hammer F 2019 0 50 4 47 62%  D.10[0.01,1.89) ¢

oy 2014 2 78 S 80 668 0.41(0.08,2.05) I o P

Lin C 2016 12 125 25 128 33.0% 0.49 (0.26, 0.93) e

Matsumato Y 2014 10 157 30 152 408%  0.32[0.16, 0.64) =

Tahen S 2009 3 8 2 8 2.7% L.50 [0.34, 6.70] 2 W B E BR

Tahen § 2012 0 9 3 9 4% 0.14[0.01,2.42) ¢

Vukusich A 2010 0 33 1 33  20% 033[0.01,7.90)

Total (95% CI) 552 522 100.0% 042028, 062) >

Total events 10 72

Haterogeneity: Chi’ = 6,19, df = 9 (P = 0.72); I = (% + + + +

Test for overall effect: Z = 4.33 (P < 0.0001) 0.02 sg.}:: o Al 10 50
B

Spironolactone Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Study or Subgroup Events  Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95% CI M-H, Fixed, 95% CI

Charytan DM 2019 12.5mg 1 27 0 17 12% 1.93(0.08, 44.80)

Charytan DM 2019 25mg 1 26 1 17 24% 262[0.32,21.45) E—

Charytan DM 2018 S0mg 2 25 [ ¥ 1.2%  3.46[0.18, 67.90]

oY 2014 7 78 14 80 27.4%  0.51[0.22,1.20) —T

Lin € 2016 5 125 15 128 29.4% 0.34(0.13,0.91) =

Matsumaoto Y 2014 9 157 19 152 383% 0.46(0.21,0.98) —

Total (95% CI) 438 411 100.0%  0.54 [0.35, 0.85] &

Total events , 28 49

Heterogeneity: Chi* = 5,32, of = 5 (P = 0.38), ¥ = 6% b0 oi % 100

Test for overall effecr: Z = 2.66 (7 = 0.008)

Spironalactans Control

FIGURE 3 | {A) EYiact of spronoiacions on ACM; (B) ENect of spronalactone on OCV. ACM, l-cause morsaty; OCW, camiocarebmyasiuer deceses.

A

Sprronalactone Comtrol Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean 5D Total Mean SO Yotal Weight IV, Random, 95% CI W, Random, 95% O
ChaoChao Wang 2018 1008 751 48 1042 606 4 I =560 [-5.50, -2 82} —_
Charytan DM 2019 12 5mg <109 181 24 104 119 16 9% ~0.50 [-9.80, .80} ——
Charytan DM 2019 25mg -3 i1 19 -104 119 16 7. 110 [-8.00, 14 20} Y
Charytan OM 2019 50mg 93 03 4 -104 119 16 120w 0.601-6.32, 7.52) e
Feruman 2015 -28 4329 L] n en 9 Ok -39.00 -89.78, 10.70) *
Hammer £ 2019 3 36 40 126 079 41 8% <426 1-13.70,5.18) T —
Ito Y 2014 SS9 A&78 77T 667 655 73 17.0m -1266(-14.79,-1053 ~
Lin € 201§ 5,76 1544 100 372 185 95 MUK -G.48(-14.23,-4.73 ——
Taheri § 2009 &4 42 5 3 798 6 312K -11.40[-19.01,-3.79 —
Total (95% CI) 349 323 10008 -6.28(-10.29, -2.28) ’
Heterogeneity: Tau’ = 22.15; On' = 3453, @ = 8 P < 0.0001), I = 77% o _io ) o %
Test for overall effect. 2 = 3.08 (P = 0.002) Soiroaslictons Contiel

B
Spironolactone Comtrol Mean Dfference Meoan Difference

Study or Subgroup Mean SO Total Mean  SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI 1V, Random, 95% C1
ChaoChao Wang 2018 13.92 37 43 648 305 48 123% 7.44 (6,08, 8.80] -
Charytan DM 2019 12.5mg 1 47 20 L8 4@ 16 11.0x -0.80[-3.68, 2.08] —r
Charytan DM 2019 25mg 0.7 7.3 19 1.8 41 16 100% -2.50(-635 1.35) B
Charytan DM 2019 50mg 1] 317 24 18 Al 16 114X -0,50[-3.00, 2,00} —
Fepdman 2015 06 175 8 08 506 9 96% -0.20[-4.40 400] -_—
Hammer F 2019 -108 1327 44 -003 106 4 B.7% -1.05[-6.14, 4,04 ST py—
oY 2014 283 438 77 434 438 7 o123 7471(5.79,858] ->
LUn C 2016 251 106% 100 -256 10.7) 98 109 5.07 [2.09, 8,05 = ia
Taheri § 2009 62 164 § 08 492 6 96% 537(1.18956] =7
Taheri § 2012 76 1587 7 09 1165 6 41% 6.70|-418 1758 i —
Total (95% Ch 352 333 100.0% 263 (-003, 529] -
Heterogensity. Tau' = 14,51 Chi' = 82,14, df = 9 (P < 0,00001). 1" = 89% _50 _io 1 1"0 2‘3

Test for overall effect Z = 1.94 (P = 0.0%)

FIGURE 7 | (A) Eftect of spironolactone on LVWMI; (B) Effect of spironolactona on LVEF;

Liu J, Jia W, Yu C. Front Med (Lausanne). 2022; 9: 828189




CnNUpPOHONAKTOH

A Spironolactone Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean  SD Total Mean SO Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95% C1I IV, Fixed, 95% C|
Charytan OM 2019 125mg 014 067 27 002 055 17 7.1%  0.12[-0.24, 0.48] e
Charyran DM 2019 25mg -004 DS54 26 002 055 17 8.4% -0.06[-0.39,0.27) —
Charytan OM 2012 50mg 0.12 0.61 25 0.02 0.5% 17 7.5% 0.11[-0.24, 0.4€) e —
Feniman 2015 05 0.54 8 03 033 9 5.0% 0.20[-0.23,063] B .
Flevan P 2013 08 0.75 14 03 073 14 3.1% 050 [-0.05, 1.05)

Gross E 2005 04 0.7% 8 0 0.46 & 25% 0.40(-0.21,101]

o ¥ 2014 0.12 0.73 77 <006 063 77 1&87% 0.18[-0.04,0.40] N
Lin € 2016 1.2 059 100 0.9 045 98 442%  0.30[0.15,0.45) ==
NI X 2014 0 SRS S Yk 152 36 3.3% 0.10[-0.42,063]

Total (95% CI) 138 293 100.0% 0.22[0.12,031) &
Heterogeneity: Chi' = 6,18 df = 8 (# = 063} I' = OX 4

r—

A s 0 05

Test for overall effect: Z = 439 (7 < 0.0001) Spironolactone Control

B
Spironolactone Control Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 5% Q1 M-H, Fixed, 95% CI
Charytan DM 2019 12.5mg 16 27 B 17 29.4% 1.26 [0.70, 2.28}
Charytan DM 2019 25mg 6 26 7 17 25.4% 0.56 [0.23, 1.38}
Charytan DM 2019 S0mg 10 25 8 L7  28.5% 0.85 [0.42, 1.71]
Flevari P 2013 2 14 0 14 1.5%  5.00[0.26, 95.61)
Hammer F 2019 1 S0 0 47 1.5% 2.82(0.12, 67.64)
lto Y 2014 2 78 1 80 3.0% 2.05(0.19,22.17}
Lin C 2016 3 125 0 128 1.5% 7.17[0.37,137.34} +
Matsumoto Y 2014 3 157 0 152 1.5% 6.78[0.35, 130.14] *
NiX 2014 2 44 1 i8 3.2% 1.71[0.16, 18.31)
Tahen S 2005 Q a 1 9 4.5% 0.33 [0.02, 7.14}
Total (95% C1) 554 518 100.0% 1.21 [0.83, 1.77] 3
Total events 45 26
Heterogensity. Chi' = 864, df = 9 (P = 0.47); I = 0% :00! 031 130 100:

Test for overall effect: Z = 1.01 (P = 0.3)) Spironolactone Control

FIGURE 4 | {A) Efiact of spronoacions on serum potassium: (B) Efect of spronoiacione on hyperkaemia

Liu J, Jia W, Yu C. Front Med (Lausanne). 2022; 9: 828189
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