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Abstract

Pancreas transplantation has emerged as the
treatment of choice for patients with end-stage
diabetes mellitus. Over the last four decades,
many improvements have been made in the sur-
gical techniques and immunosuppressive regi-
mens, which contributed to increased number
of indications and improved allograft survival.
Pancreas transplantation can be justified on the
basis that patients replace daily injections of
insulin with an improved quality of life but at
the expense of a major surgical procedure with
a relatively higher complication rate, and life-
long immunosuppression. Therefore, efforts to
develop more minimally invasive techniques
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for endocrine replacement therapy such as islet
transplantation have been in progress. This ar-
ticle summarizes the current understanding of
pancreas transplantation-associated indications,
donor selection, surgical techniques, immuno-
suppression, and rejection.
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sy e BRI LR, MR 6505
gg%%%ﬁ 30 AT 08 5 B Sk A I T

A S AT . . 4000 2939
Rak A, Aam BIERKPE, XAROUE R H BT HREGBS m
M A% HAL AT 3R, o A 35

0

fif s 0 1) AR

K, Pem BN I, T H BT FOR B
Bl 2R 0 IE R AR E R, AR AR T AT LU
0 B SURE I PR 6 390 1 B FR) 9 RRE B B
i PR AR 25,

i 5] e JBE I B 6 id Ab (international pan-
creas transplantation registry, IPTR) o8 46 v %5k}
o, B HFY 1R A S A 2 A3 000
BIRIRA MBS ACAE S, R RS T] 73y 37l
JiJ 5 B % #E (simultaneous pancreas and kidney
transplant, SPK)778% 'F M5 W IR 4
(pancreas after kidney transplant, PAK) 5 16%-
P4l B IR A% #E (pancreas transplant alone, PTA) /&y
7%. 113 [E 2% B 2 HC S P (united network for
organ sharing, UNOS)Ze T # b7 55 [H 7
1988-19984F:, [Pl s A 9 £ 2 iR 4 M a4, 7
1998-20094#4 T4, e F 19957 SPK S PAK
BIERRFAR E, TPTABIAUAT T4 .

TR e R A RS A0 B, L eht T A ™
FRLGR, A P BT 2K O AR PR B A A A7
15, BRIRFE R IT e 2 7 ™ H i H 2. A 1989
AR RN G B e A T 1 9 SPR LK, 4 3Lt AT
JBIRAL R 2020043 61, Horh 1 BIPAK, FLaxdh
SPK. (HBf#5 & JF AW R, AMTxF
g BRI AN T 8 i, DL B2 7 BRI B A
Wb i, TITE R B IR A% HEDRE 2 A5 3R [ 43 21 5
KA FITTRE.

1 &MIE
B B RS M3 A AL G (1) T B pR o HA LU R
0L AT B IRDRE DRE I ACAE LB PR 15 99
R T8 655 A 48 W Jas e BEANARE, LB A LA
B 52 HH AR IR A R B i ™ R i R
HREAT; JoV2 M S 0 B IR R
SRR S BORAS; (2) T1 LB JR 5 H L™ 3 ) RO
SR AE LA (3) FEAth B R T B0 A DI BR,
SRR A . BRI . PR AE. H T,
P22 IR R AR I B TP 20 4790% ) T BUHHE R,
7%-8% A 11 BBk i, M D HCA A D) .
JE MRS A S B b A AU B A, B B
TR, RESSZ TR, AER AN IR AR 1)

<1 15 6-10 11-17 18-34 35-49 50-64 =65
FH(F)

1 EEEZRIGRIEBEVER D (1988-20094F).

AR A IEUNOSHE T 1)1988-20094F T 47 [1)
JENRRE A, 47 13% 132 PRI 50% (BI1). B
RS ARHEF RN R AR R T AR R 2 A, 1
AR 1T 502 B H IR S I R I RIS B
FIT ALE DAl XU B2 25 b I A 20 % R 4R BT, 2
A T AR I SR KRS o L5 0, RLAF
& HAbARAE, 7T R S A .

2 RI\BVkF
A% HE S IR A R I R T S AR I I RIE 1
CJUIL 2 B Th ) RO LA (1 ] .

T A LAT AR IR I 25 42 R 7 A
R 1 PR AP Dh e A e (B /b ekt %
4180-100 mL/(mine1.73 m){) ¥, PTAZHAA
MR, EAERS A AT LA 20 78 4 2 FE G B
FUR B . P LI — TP TA S5 B 43405 i T 2
W EoR, BT R s, PTATGESR
FERF I SR, PR, BT
FEAMHEIF AL, 822 PTAJG &5 1B /NERJE
i % (glomerular filtration rate, GFR){-#% 5% PTA
Ji 14 H1(84£33) mL/(mine1.73 m)PE £ (52+
26) mL/(mine1.73 m*)(P<0.001)!"". Scalea’!"7:
—IALHE 13 1P TA ) [l B PR STt R, 7
FAT B T GFR A88.9 mL/(mine1.73 m®), I
TER M 5V 323.684F I B 4255.6 mL/(mine1.73
m’)(P<0.0001), A7 13617614 364F J5 R4
KU T, Hibg RSk, &
REAT'E Thie. BCALYYCM WG R, b — TR
WAE ST 30% P TASZ AR S 7R 104 5 1 T it
A AR () BRI B M e X% 2 B S M (kidney
transplantation alone, KTA)®. 1y H. i 5 /N kg
I RAK T80 mL/(mine1.73 m®) ¥ H & X 254 5
U, FHEZPTAKEA KA il fee 2 5%
RS BT LA ELAR H AT AR R BEE A AN %
ZKTA, (HREPTAS A 51 B 3858 (1) 40T S [
2, HERR B oheAMER . A B PTASS
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FESZKTA, WIHLETT U2 T 2 i, 1 AT g
P I T I Re4ERE 1 ShREI 251>

B /NER I L KA T+ (50-60) mL/(mine1.73
m’) ) E T2 PAK. KleinclaussZ! e X} HE
1756IPAK 5754138 & 4552 PAK HAN 42 2 K TA ()
BME G R, W41, 5. 10ER A B AL TG %5
WIH98%. 82%- 67%; 100%. 84%. 62%(P =
0.9), {H44FJ5GRF 7 5l 4(52£20) mL/(mine1.73
m’); (43+16) mL/(min+1.73 m’)(2 = 0.016), X%
Ui EARPAK S K TAM L IC VA i B bl 1)
TR #, A B IR T K TA. PAK
L SPKAH L, HAR TVEHE R 2 A0 (4.3% vs 4.0%,
P>0.05)", (HPAK A A5 I 0] T 0, 50 N
J (AT LA A TR BERE IS A a R B
BT, AEPAK R, 9 RIS 1] IA20 mo, T
H il FPAKH T BB A AT 1A WK FIE, 35
e FEIR L, 15 18 B 7 S5 A 4 B RN 1) R AT
T2, PAKHSPKAG 2 4R, Humar
2503 L 205 BIPAK 5 193 B SPK G #5311, A
JERR L 3TEAFG 253 5 A 77.9%. 78%(P>0.05)
561.7%, 74.1%(P = 0.15), N B 3FELEHE N
94.6%, 83.6%(P = 0.001); HAb, P4 T 4245 ik
AL AL RN ) 4 167 d, 244 d(P = 0.001), 4k
FRATUER] T FIRML A

SPKE K 2 BB R AL A5 3 IR e AR . SPK
PEAAE T RS & T B S R K TA, XAE
S [N SRAF I, SR TRAFEHC, BUA
GO TR 1) R 0 00 B SR AT IO B I P AR Bl
PRI AT REAES. (ERIE Ltk SPRAEF-Fh B
FERE S P AR SR A o A B R 0. S — M
U RS PRAE T e AT AR A T K I A2 7 I
e, FLEAT S 808, Proijm 5P I5F5T T 1804
2 SPR K, Hheswlitseiezmt, Ha
VISHIARSE 82 3E T, AL10. ISFEAFIER 25
BNT1.3% 63.8%- 64.8%. 45.1%(P<0.05). 7
It SR AE T R I S L UL A I
[y 2k HE e S SRR BE, 4 v JB R LT B ) 6.
[FJIST, HH T SPRA BRI 11 - AT B P B s 4,
R U A AT DLAE S AT Sl i AR BB S R
B, XA AR L R

3 HHARVIEE

K2 BB R A I P T, 5840 B TG 0 Bk

PEAR A7 0.5% 1 JBE B 1 3% A4,
PHUNOSHEH 4 vt kB R, 1988-20094 3

AL A 7E11-508 , HLRSERBIYH 2
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2 EERIFBERENTRSDH1988-20094F).

Ai(F2). ARSI 55 % NG TAE A kA, H
SO ge vk 45 W oR, 1R 700518 FE ) E F 45
% UL A S PR, BRI S A A7 % 2 )5 n]
B BN T 1%, [ G A (1 vy o AR AN SR AR
TRHE IS MY A R 2R, ol ot i
N, BAHPE A B K T-200 mg/dLALAA T
SRR ARG AU S B 21200 mg/dLfIEfA
BERILTREP = 0.02). 10 i e 8 i e 2 58
AN A P E B R A R e R R A
B, FEASKA o B AR R A A i,

A T, HUH A TR (25-50 k) ik
(10 J e T35 v P A4 T R (18 %), FE A —
AR RN 72%P. fHTanesZ5 P B /041 1
2006-09/2009-10 68fISPK.. 3%IPTA 53#IPAK,
4564 SPKA2BIPTAM F /N LAEAR(9.6-27 kg,
SR HE20.82 kg), £EF-11281 IS A,
PRI G Y R 2 R R R BB MR T, L
MACE AL S IR M IE R, B0/ L(<28
keg) T A S R RS R (A A, b &5 AL m A I
Fl™ K 10.81%. A e, AEJRE A2 0 460 JBe IR R fr
DS DR, AT A A A A Je i ke J % A 17 o 66 PR 25
e irSampaioZ P IZE M EIUNOS F2000-20074F
f95 72561SPK 5 KB, AEREZL(BMI 30-40 kg/m’)
HIE# A MBMI 18.5-24.9 kg/m ML, W&
Jii I RAE R 5 3N 35.7%, 28.6%(P<0.05).
B UG AT DL, AR 32 I8 1) DAy 2 A R P A R A
SAE. R, 36 43 B i B2 2 R EBMIE T35
kg/m* (EANREAE A 4A, B30 kg/m’ sl A
150 HREAE A B B M AR Sy 4b, 25
JIRE A TG AR, HEBRARAEIE N AT B R R 8 B R
Wiy WEURRERE . BMI>27 kg/m’. HbAlciH T
6% FEWS 508 251,

T 760 5 T, M R AL 11 T 28 SR A R
TAK. ABOMHA R O A A i BEAAR S N %
PifA(panel reactive antibody, PRA)HISZ 4K L i
A7RU T B 40 i B Bk B2 410 B AZ SR B 4 F
BRI AT Y. HL AR J7 1, SPK

Wi £ E
¥ Jiménez-
Romero ¥ &£ &
R SRR B Bk 3] A
(n = 66)5 ik
5l if(n = 52)8
20 R IR A4S AL )G K
L, AW R
E 3 H24.2%,
29.4%(P>0.05),
& B R E
5 A15.2%,
9.8%(P>0.05),
B L AEBHY
35 HE Ry
M A96.1%5
65.3%, 89.0%%5
74.0%(P>0.05).
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AL EET RIE
2048 MR AR AS A 69
RIE, WIET M
M AS HEL AT IR 0 R
HE, LHE
Mo B A5 A 1E
PE, BEARILEE.
FAREKR. £k
Jp ) Ao HE e 89 I
KFEHT KE

k.

MPAKESRAL TPTAM. GruessnerZE" 7543 #7
1988-20044FUNOS I I JBE BRF2 i i 5% o &
I, A2 SPK S PAKAT S UL L 4T 5
fic, 55 ARHS LI B AT LG, P AP R T 2
D), SRR 23 A T i ) G B i 473

4 FARER
JIE R P o o g R B AR B K R Y TR
I 5 A i R B2k RSk &, A
TR S B AR, SR W& 2 2R
BRIk, DAEFR KT DI A T R
JKERN k. Ab o3 h mT 5 | 4 i 1 BB
4.1 M#HBRIARL EHRIA TR SR
A R IR IHEAT50% 2 500, ik
TR G [, T RS mAL S, S
e B B R I T iR A v PR B R I S e 5
Jik ke A5 B A 1 SR, R SIE T 2 B Jk R
T 4 i o P i SR, Bilr Stadler I 6t
Ll Ol i 75 ik 5 | e ' B2 M (SPK&PAK) 594
e FREARES 5 R IR, AR S A 5 B I 32 40l
420 U/L+6 U/L59 U/L=+3 U/L(P<0.0002), {H
TE 115 0 BB i S R R B B 2R CHERE
2 KL AR — B JH BRI 2 i 52 F5 400 il 24250
mg/(min°kg) = 13.2 mg/(minekg). 35.6 mg/(min
*kg)+20 mg/(min-kg), WIEMERHRE 1.6
mg/(minekg) +0.2 mg/(minekg). 1.7 mg/(min-kg)
+0.2 mg/(minekg); 240 M o IR 5 550 50l ok
2.9%+2.5%. 4.4%+6.6%, W41 H G & &5
HA1.0%+0.4% 1.0%%0.5%, 6 ik s |
TR e Ik I 2R I AR AN S O S LA
JIE 10 AR A

FEIATT e R I 28 R I, (R 36 I B vk 3 K
FARG e A I o L. AR A S B A o ) 1) 1
BUR, SPKEToRE IR 4 AT T PTALERE AR 7
THI G BA 4 2 S B0, A MR 2RI D I, TR K
et EIRES LBIEEEABRIKE, %
ARAR AR 25 P55 i B 1 R e v O [ e ey e 7,
4.2 Shouk Rl TR R G0 [0t BE AN 3 Wk
WG, BN WA A R VF 2 J5 1, A
JEE L. T iR E DR E BT [ 2 Wi
EUERE. 804EAESollingerZ P M4 Ji4s 15 e DEAH W)
&, JEIX T AR Nghiem 5 Corry™ 2tk 4%
S it 1= 75515 17 A1 A o Rceg 7 o i 1= 70 e
Wt 3 I ES . AEPTASPAK i
JOE 5 1 P e KA FAAE T, TR AN AT 380 ) o I
SR TV FC R, 8 A ) R i Ay A P VP Al T

JF OO R] B A2 I I 5 9 I A 1 AR T
BRI Wi 5 | I AR, mT RE A AR 2 i
G 238 S SR IR HE SR, A AR TR T Ol
WA S — T | U A A A T A T
AL BE, 2738 BUR B B H 5 2 IKTFR, M5
O 5 1 e 3 ek A A AL B T ELEE 1 B
R Aa TG TR

155 Bk 5 LA 1R 2 A AE T it iR P 8 .
PRUFISE . Ly pRIE G MR . B AR 25
Joi . RIS 24950% 53 45 DRI bRt B 0 A 3t 1 e
i & 142430 i) e g MR 3 P 9 A I 4 5 R b
JOE 6 144, (L ERA 0 PR 95 w28 M I TG0 i 11
HAR TR B E S 1, B AL IR 8 ) 25 K 2 5
LT LU BRI, A7 2 1825% 852 S|
WS SEI0E NSO IE SR, HBEY
S AE TP 2 BB,

2 L8 B 5 Dk 5 AL 1R 0 A I R0 O A2 3% i
W R, Y IE 5 A B 2. A
19954 A AT A 21 10% 1 i it 7% 4t % ] i i
Sl, HESHr g vk 45 K], £22002-20034FC
182%MISPK, 72%IKPAK, 57%IPTAX
WG, W, SR BB S5 W iE 51
ELEIE % SPKY87%, 85%, PAK 4180%, 77%,
79%, 72%(P>0.05), TMAESPKH AN B 14735
RITTH 1%, 93%(P = 0.24)7. 1M izt Jiménez-
RomeroZ5 R[] BER 155 It 5 i@ = 66)5 1
W51 = 52) M AR IR A G I, LI
YR 5 24.2%, 29.4%(P>0.05), 2tk F
EH15.2%, 9.8%(P>0.05), 3 MY
(I3 EAETE R0 9 4 96.1%565.3%, 89.0% 5
74.0%(P>0.05). LA b45 U1 5 55 b5 im A L,
KA WIE S A < AR Y) 5 B A A5
4.3 WG 8T R AR T e 2 AT G
TR, ASchenker2E I a] i s 8451 48 FAK
S F RN S 129613 W AT ZISPK G KL, W
H5HT%517% RN Y) = A MR P = 0.047),
I 5 P FFIE T AR 1 K HE IR A2 %64 6.9%,
7.8%(P>0.05), P E 1VEALIE 53 54 98.9%,
97.8%(P>0.05), B Y1 F 1775 % 4 89.6%,
74.4%(P>0.05), Ut WK1 H R B I 5 5
AR ML AR A A2, (AP AT SR A
T3 IR T TEANR.

5 HES SR
WO R BT TR S0 S8 T 1 54 0, T
I AL B K7 ) T R 22,
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it LA A [i) 0 XA () 3R iy 22 ) % At 75 4
Gy LA 11 5 e R AP, FEAL
[ % (ciclosporin, CSA)FIINAY, 78%[FIBE RIS &
RAEHEF RN, HAIT30% K A4 T HE T, T2 R
JiE(mycophenolate mofetil, MMF, X FRER) 5tk
65 H] (tacrolimus, FKS506)8 M7 12 22 6 H ik
FINHITA 25 5 R MEi4 (azathioprine, AZA, MFR
MR 22 )R FH IS e 23 AT ) 462 AR (11 % ws 77%,
P<0.01)"". Gruessner®""7E 73041 T 2000-20044F 3
BRI A G 15, M ATMMF5FKS506 CL4E65%
(R A A, A B I ST 25 KB N,
A VA7 2 DAV T-80%.

5 A 52 vk 25 B R ANR], A BT
(% 40 044 119 5 3 98 97 72 8.0 % 114 JB IR 4% 4
B2 R B G A LN Tk 40 A
e BRA A, AR AR T AR F H 412
mg/kg(PTAFE it 5, SPKIRK). ¥ HIL-252 44
FEPUA W LR i (basiliximab, XFREF 3€) L
KR Hidi(daclizumab, XFRFESEIR), FLCD52
YU AT AE Bt (alemtuzumab) o v 15 4 48 7
. Lo gust FHIL- 22 b Piil@ = 17) 5
MM @ = 1) SPK G K, HEH6 moff
T HH188%, 100%(P>0.05), BEfR. B ZttH T
RO IN32%, 24%15512%, 12%(P>0.05). i )5
Stratta5 KT 5T 45 B SR, 8 A 0 S 8T
J7 RWHEFR 2 8%, MiAK G 367 T
2 A36%. XY 5 397 E w] DLRAGHE 7 &
R RAEIRBUS R, BA S SGE B 5B
[ipeanrs

X TR G B I 7 28 B HE e S IV 1 i

K, HATERZZ B, 20034 RS PR 1] 52
¥ rp, A6 R A FIMME . 2 [ B 5 50 A T4 o
TRERRE AR, X5 HFKS06(n =
103) S H @ = 102)H 3, 45 SR
VEEHEF % 427.2%, 38.2%(P = 0.09), 11 5% B 17
57 MFKS064E T PRl R 25, Horp B Ar i 2 4
91.3%, 74.5%(P<0.005), Tfi'E A3k KA, HA#
FIFK506 1] LLs/bMMF &P 5 1.36 g/d,
1.67 g/d, P = 0.007)". T34 fi5, WA ALBRA7 15 2%
35 89.2%, 72.4%(P = 0.002), ' I A73E HHE
AAAR, L b g BTG R AR TP FKS06 50
TRUTR 28 T O 2 AT RO,

hy AR B ZE i 52 K A AN R BRI A A
JuE N, MMF5FKS065H, K 30 £ FH B 7
W 5 0T 2 R N S i i s %L
VNEZ TR e & AR R E D ST
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PRI PU TR 2 40 A 5 5 3k 2 B B R 48 5
Pt. KaufmanZE: R O 2 145 20 HE R 04
2.6% vs 6.1%(P>0.05), 24 SRR 4 5.3%,
8.2%(P>0.05), i HHIX PR Fl 7 58 I S s Sl
AHTR]. ARBAT A BB Tk BRA, s 2k e A TEAIR.
Thai% P EWFIT 6041 B FH BT 16 541 5 FK 5061
FH ) £32 (30%1SPK, 20%1PAK, 106IPTA) 5 &N,
RS HE R 2 TF 4530%, 22 mo WA A 141)(1.7%) H!
IR A 288 A2 114(11.7%) I E 41 s 55
&G, fESPK PG WL K F 41.37 g/L+
0.33 g/L, MAEPAKHFIIEEAAAL, 14522 mo
Ja B R BRI h95%, 93%,
90%, 94%, 89%, 87%. T [F] 2 1) LA H iy S5
& BAPUR AT, Kaufman5UE 5 H A =]
YU = 1555018 F.5i@m = 123)NKTAG 15
H 1 SPEHE R R o13.5%, 14.9%(P>0.05).
HBTAE SR P R AR S R AR, T
ez KEBHLAE, H e e,

TE 78 e I R, A NA T 2
(R 5505, 2590 1 70 Bt N 7 2% eV T 2
W, WIMMFRE S | R SR ARG RIS, 1 s
FHRL I 57 1y R PN B AT 00D I 5 14 & 71, Ran-
gel &1 651 SPK, H:163%1f IMMF.
36.4% M I AKX IR IRBER . 0.6% T HIAZA,
% T8 B o M 45 AT BRI (P = 0.049,
95%CI: 1.00-1.13) 5MMF[{ i (P = 0.013,
95%CI: 0.20-0.82) A FEAH J5 S HENRYE 11 1 252
Wa) K1 25, 17 MIMLF -5 17 395 4 2 173 198 T3 4k V4 40 AT
V5 P ECE LA s A3 2 442.4%, 15.1%(P =
0.001), 1ty FAARAH ] 771 5 J5 P 4 vk B HE 7 %6 0
W B ANTR(30.8% vs 26.7%, P = 0.53), X1t W%
AL A 5 T R TR B 05 R/ 7R = T R ek B S FL e

6 4518

B H A7y bR R A O ) 40433, BEE TR
FRUEMT A, FARBORM RS, 5 e+
J7ER RS, R U ESPK, Ak
SIRTT AR T BRI el AT 7 S —. ARt
PR 1) i = T 249 A5 TR IR RS AL IR 8, TG A
BV . SRR R . G RS A DA
B A=A 2R T REH I, A A K 1) R e e 340504,
[, SRR B (K L, B A 22 AT R
95 3 T AR AT T B AR AR S 1) . M
BE A B E BRI AR S, BRI RS b — B
TENG ARHUAT BRI S
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