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Research progress of imaging methods to evaluate the glomerular
filtration rate
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(Department of Radiology, Affiliated Hospital of Kunming University of Science and Technology
(the First People’ s Hospital of Yunnan Province) , Kunming 650032, China)

[ Abstract]  The glomerular filtration rate ( GFR) is important in the evaluation of renal clinical indicators, and it is
the basis for the definition and staging of chronic kidney disease. In clinical practice, GFR assessment is mainly based on
empirical conversion of the serum creatinine value and urea nitrogen, but the sensitivity is low, which is insufficient to
diagnose subclinical and critical stage renal failure, cannot evaluate single renal functions. Therefore, there is an urgent
need for a non-invasive examination method that quickly and accurately assesses GFR and provides detailed kidney anatomy
to avoid a missed diagnosis of early kidney injury. Recent studies have shown that quantitative single-photon emission
computed tomography/computed tomography combined with a deep learning automatic segmentation technique, magnetic
resonance urography, one-stop computational tomography urography has a great potential for rapid, and comprehensive
evaluation of GFR, which may become the main imaging method for clinical GFR evaluation in the future. This article
reviews the traditional GFR evaluation method and summarizes the improvement of GFR evaluation in recent years as well as
the advantages and disadvantages of new technology analysis.
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5 B A 2B B /N R DB 3 R (glomerular
filtration rate, GFR ) 1E i 5 {4 B Tl i 1) Be A FA 48
b, GFR AT Ik R 5 9 1) T )5 A2 T 7 Tl AT B
BENE, 3 2 PEAN O ) 38 95 T 5 7] 58 8 AR 2
— ) GFR WYIE R P {E /& 120 mL/(min - 1.73
m’) ,GFR &I 5 B i R %), GFR A BE HH 3K
B W A T BT BORINGE , — &5 ki BR R
CRERBHE RGN LGRS UGB
Rk T WUEFAT A AL 5 GFR 23K (40: cockeroft-
gault, CG; modification of diet in renal disease study,
MDRD) %575 3P4l GFR 7776 BRI, 568 63 5  FEI
B I3 ELXMEST A, AN T PR 170 I PR S5 88 v 4 45 1
JUUHTE BR A v (LT B R, 2 2 R
(e, JULPAR) T it ) S0 I DR O sh e K2 5 B JULIRF
A= Ry Ak ) IR ] AR v M i 2 IR o e 2
S AR 5 AN, FRIC T R R B AR
PEAEASIN FIRAE B T 1D, A REXS 42 B DI REHEAT K
G, TCTR X B D REIEA TR AT

PR bR " A% R B AR (JUH” " Te-DTPA
B oS BARMY Gates %) P4, GFR Wil R 32 5%
By )y 2 PR EAZ BE 22 B 2R L AR
TE GFR HHAE S B b i 0 1 ) e 52 22 T
PRI 25 M (AR TR | SRR %8R [X 358, (region of interest,
ROD) B 5 I 5 7K P A IR D 1E 5 ) %)
T UL B 520 % Kllm RO EEVTPAS GFR S A 2, I 4F
K, BEE AR B as n U e, Ry SR PP AL GFR
PRMTE 2R A AE, H IR AT EZE TR & A
RSARFARVIAL GFR 3/ S - T LA IR

1 CT &S IhEE

R REMER I E GFR, JEFEAE T2 M A9 &
WSO 2336, T CT 15 52570 5 48 B AR AR, 7 J A Al
HIGSIE T CT A GFR 545005 A Bt
KFR, P, 3 52 500 46 255 0] 43 B 5 RAE 1 5% 7 Wk 3
BRI G e R B RO LA CT
7 BR R B R A, % R I DR T A2 VR A 1) R
H AT B A 2L R FE 45k, CT & X4
AR (4 568500 i R T B, 9 v] FH T Il R AR
FIE AL BUN B T g P R AE 5% R AR A
FRRLZ IR B R, R ] T AR AR R, A ek
FIREHER S
1.1 XUE CT EEHR KT GFR

I it 7% 2 15 Bl K R A AR O 1 ' i T A b
BB /NBRUE T % (GFR) MIREAR, FIIHT CT 98 v BUR

DU 2% B AL 2L e IR, © & R T s P
e ShAS SR CT JE T AR BE 2R 15 v o Y
GFR , {H48 8% ) & K, Ay i P iX — [7] 81, Yuan =
UEAEAE SO CT 9 T B AR T B S sk /b 3 532 390 57 £
(KA 75% ) TRl BRA5- 4 B (R=0. 93) KR (R
=0.90) MEH B 530 AR CT #E T R A TR 4
AHOCEFN— 0P 45 30 09 B 105 B 3 ko 22 2 J
B RIFFACTE(R=-0.81) . 7350, 1 588 1%
AR T RIBSAS B, I P AT B e e R R Rk
HEAT WO, TEHE T 2001, A A0S 5 A 1 o BT A8
RIHEAT H AR , 70 AR B g rp A T
1.2 BRI GFR

TN C IR R SR S R TTIN = AW AV 8
g DI B AR I 45 A 1 B AR S T RE A e
SEE R ARG JUH B A AR T PE O B AR B TS
B DRER SCEEVE Y W o e W R i Al bR
DX o SO S SRR AR 509 LA I, 2R RIS 1 '
(chronic kidney diseases, CKD ) Y XL &™) Choi
ST Herts ARAY (MERA B = (R AR RN %)
HEAT TR 3 T B AR R PRl S S W i
i T ACERHT GFR 5 e =217. 48-0. 39x4EH#:+0. 25
X{RH (kg) —0. 46X 5 & (cm) —54. 01 x L7 ILEF(E +
0. 02x XU (A F-19. 89 () . BE% 3D FHE CT
HOA R B, B 5 AR AT B AR AR DT ] B A5 &L
VEASARJG B Hhfe, teah, mEvERF o2 3R WY K o vk
HIIREA 2 5 BRI T RE % KA G, X 7512 P
PR B M B 1 A P OD L Lee S5 ST
HEHA 2 0 &% o 55 P JZE 43 4 ( multi-detector
computed tomography, MDCT) MDRD-GFR, 5 i i3
MDCT 30 & XU B B AR GFR Al 311 £ 4k = Ji
T TR ( diethylenetriamine pentaacetic acid, DTPA )
DTPA-GFR AR5, Ferb Ul i B2 A FR GFR Al
DTPA-GFR 7£ 6 /> J B4 11 548 1 5 g B/ i 4
e O TN {L, T XA B AR AR GFR J2 ' DB IR
S RPN SRR
1.3 CTU i GFR

H A Il PR % FH HE i PR 3% 1% 52 (intrave-nous
pyelography , IVP ) PEAL B BUKAB 0 K B 4 35 FR T 452
YEE 2%, H W IR I 3R G0 16 S 10 Az B0 45 1 43 B %
IR AR R — 3 2T SR ML T J2 43 il DR I s R
( computed tomography urography , CTU) 4% R i & Ji2
AMUBEHERPEAS 1 DI BE , 6 RE I W IR R GO IE 4G
FE DL

CTU el PR Hh 2 460 00 &b bR B 950 (45
PRATIE Jieg Y ) | SR T HE— DR YT 38 R 5 BT
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BE AT 3 B % L Gates-GFR ¥ 5 SK-
GFR'™ ™) Gates-GFR 352 H i Ifi < 5 KL £ 5 43
SUTREMY T BB AR A B[R] 485 30 min HLiA
TNT B — AR TR 2 0 S R
—ulsC CT HAR , BLAk, SEfiiF 2 m5E C i H Patlak
DL A Patlak J7iEBESY T B /0 24 0)6eRY CT I
i, AL X S ARTE AR T 28 AN 3 B f 3 7 THAF
FERRGI, I HAEPEAS B 1 /8 R0 B S8 s A2 7 TG
SR AT SR I ) W R A R 12T SR
I, Yuan 25120 You 2510 1 H — BT CT 7.
" Te-DTPA B Bh & MAG NS X IR A 112 24
BE VAT CTU (FHFERTLZY 2.5 min) , CTU 4
1E 7 ( contrast media, CM ) 76 ¥ 15 3& 5 HE 8 2 [A]
IR R G H R EUE DU E GFR AU CTU EHZR AN
L2 B LU 25, TE 7 8 A0 e 5 700 5, TS 5 GFR
5 Gates-GFR M5¢ H—# M5 " (R=0.91,P<
0.001) , 7155 F GFR J7 2k SK-GFR = 1665xCM
BB R +1. 5(R=0.95,P<0.001) ,i% CTU ¥
RENS— sl CHER A W PR T TE 25 T B 43 24 ) 6E 47
SUEFEAKTFRE R H, (E XU ™ 5 D RE AN 42 i Bk
Ah, AN Y CM g R Al K S IR E CM
RIS R AT AE S 2L CTU 2 Wi REFR A ; Yuan 25
HBIETF CT 1 SK-GFR A AT X 80 kVp 1 120
kVp -8 B FEVE— L I0AIE F s . AR Bl 4
B RSs3G5 )5 CT 155 =0k PEAl CM B R
B A2 A 1 5 CT R84 S 36 W] 43 A B
A AT B — BB RV CTU PR 8
B FUK B B T BE I SRR T " Te-DTPA ' 5
AR, ARG S E € 25341 GFR,{H CTU X} &
SEA B PRI L B S A AR A A
g s, LA I E 1 A 5 B8 W0 A (0 A
127 101 B854 B0E S BUK B H B Dhe, HEm
Rk 100%, B2, LB —u 0 CTU AR M)
TP KEEARE AL, CTU WA R 7 8 2o Al
PR IASE BH 2 9 1o 72 %) 5 45 44 F GFR 72 b 2 it 387
DL

2 SPECT #1 PET & 'S IhEk

2.1 SPECT {4 GFR

T 24005 AL & ST
JZ BAR-H A THEHL X S 2 )2 454 (single-photon
emission computed tomography/computed tomography,
SPECT/CT) HoAR, Er5I34E I A HLIBHE 1 /ISRy
SETIZ TR T, AR BCE HLT N SR A E
Te-DTPA SPECT/CT Xt GFR gl 5 g vl & | wJ

A ERIN A B 2 RS A3 B U0 R R S g AR
F T AR GFR 24k, B UIBR A b 4 B B 1
/NBRE 13 % (single kidney glomerular filtration rate,
SK-GFR) B WAl JR &GS A 585 9 1y ™ AR 7 0
GFR JE f i BT B S BT ith A7 0 1), LA AR B0 v
T Al E 4 ARG T sl EVE SR
JELEAAF (volume of interest, VOI) #7 & iy Jk T
JE2 2035 A3l 3D 43 FIE 5L 5T VOIL, Bl AR ph 28 M 2%
( convolutional neural networks, CNN) , CNN ¥ 3& F
CT /Y A 3h4> 25 SPECT & 3 R AL &, o7 Pk
B GFR (A 3h 40 # L35 JLAY) |, Park 27" R
CNN X} 393 fil H # ™ " Te-DTPA ' SPECT/CT %X
Wt AT H 3 Bl AL GFR, 5 F 3 VOI(ZE 2 15
mim DA 1) ARI GFR A = B AHE (R* = 0. 96, 4 X}
ZEAA 2.90% ) , 3 19 ot 43 50 5 v A6 R B 445 A AR
HHRB R PR GFR B PEREAH 24 4R, % A
S5y E] VO ML LS BB 48 i K ipges 7 T A3 2 A X
ML AR — 2P KT CNN 5 B R 24 IE 0
(N2 REPEIGAPE R ) i Im PRSI G
2.2 PET i GFR

Wi & E LT R S A LT 2 AR (positron
emission computed tomography , PET) ¥ ' g 15 5 1Y
K, PET % SPECT HA ZF L, i fE A E
TGN TSLH TS 3D sl ik, 55 e it 23
YRR R RS/ S LR ARG Cr-
EDTA I3 35 BRI H BB MERG 73 3 GFR, (HiZ K £
AMUFERT HL75 % 2 W ML/ PRBCRFE, N BEH T2
W 432 | DI 1 R A O ) RT RE DR R i R
1% Ga-EDTA ) 3R 45, >R FH 3% 2 1l H R FE 19 G-
EDTA-GFR 5 PET/CT W{f%* Ga-EDTA-GFR 2 [A] 2
A B —20E , Bland-Altman {22 4 - 14£20 mL/
min , Pearson #15¢ R HH 0. 94 (95% H 15 X 7] ; 0. 88
~0.97), 5B T GFR 1 JC A H P 3 Af ;% Ga-
EDTA PET/CT EA PEAG 8 AL X BB A B o 3450
REMI TS RE, A B T 3% — R 91 B 2295 19 12 W
B

ULk, PET 34 B8 LL7R 55 751 2 4-2-960-D -7 4
B ( 2-deoxy-2-""F-fluoro-D-glucose , "*F-FDG ) , TE A
HAR BRI S & RGO T A T g, Geist
SGEUUEB T 2h A F-FDG PET/MRI PEAL 4 5 =
HUE GFR A R 3K i i 0 nl A7, BeAh, P F-
FDG PET/MRI ¥ £ #|"* F-FDG PET/CT, 7£ ¥ 3 fig
ANE )R T ICTE VR S F-FDG 714 5l (% i 8] i
ARG B AR, SR, B F-FDG AR BRI
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% ETERA BRI TSI R " F-FDG =W I HBUE,
2380 GFR {H M HERf PERRAR 7 L H, — T
IRBFFEE UGIEI] T PET 387 75 5 501« T30S PR Al — %o 24
FLR R ( = C-para-aminobenzoic acid, ! C-PABA) fig
SEAE TR B A 39 25 44 JF i AL ' DI BE, C-PABA [
A WL S R 1R AR RS A/ N LA Aok
Al — 2058 C-PABA W H /N L Hh s
3 FIARE R Y3 T P I

3 MRI TGS TheE

4R 1% ( magnetic resonance imaging , MRI)
AR, O GFR AGINIFRERT &S, DhRETE R LR K
BAVAL GFR, 32200 U2 23 (8] AN 8] 73 B30 (T
HAAD) 2w g nT B2 M, Joh ELA L
B2 4, R MR ETEZRAT GFR,{H GFR YR X
A—,

MRI FZHF 4% GFR K, 56 40 Bk
g A % b 84 5 # 3L PR A 1% ( dynamic  contrast-
enhanced magnetic resonance imaging, DCE-MRI) 7E
INER R AR R i SK-GFR Rl A7, 72N
PRAPPPAG S GFR B4 Py (EAUA Th 48R O
FLAE FF AN K F e i (0 LB AR
YEF IR IEAE Yoruk 451 7 10 MR FH P IF &
TRl FILBEAREREAR  f5 DCE-MRI 5 = i
(8] 53 9 2 3 Bl ik Sy A D) BE ( high-temporal-resolution
aortic input function, HTR-AIF) 2% &, 45 GFR 1%
{H 5 JF 107 WLEF % GFR {E 5 N—2L, 4454 GFR
>27 mL/min I iR 22 <10% 1% 07K W
BT S (AN T1) 2 BEAR I (8] 43 ¥ 232 A7 78 [R5 7%
DL, T BN R BC I, AT, Pandey 451 ff
H 3 D 854 ff1 48 1] ( stack-of-stars , SoS ) J3 %1 Fl [ 45
JBN ( compressed sensing, CS) ¥ 51 #£47 8h 2 MRU
M GFR, 53 F i 3if WLAF Y GFR Al A 22 57 <
5% AR EINTHL, E—Fl A HIFIASET GFR
N7 %, AN FBURRT T2 9 1 3 ) i BoRdE T L
AWK B AR, 5 CS 3 S5 A= i ik
AL, UG R I TR, ROk B A AL I T phe it
H b B EOR ke 2% e B AR BUE AR (A0 ' 1
W5 GFR) Bl (1 J5 828 Iy 2 e s

BeAh , WHFER MBIk B iEdRic MRI Al & # 2k
B 40 45 A B B I R AR, BT IO AY MR
(diffusion-weighted imaging-MRI, DWI-MRI) , Ifil 587K
SEAR #1 ME MRI ( blood oxygen level-dependent-MRI
BOLD-MRI) I # # J& Jin AL MRI ( susceptibility-
weighted imaging-MRI,SWI-MRI) ) 24~ SRR E 5

GFR I 3505, RETS BYPEAN B Th e A 4, Hirp J5
F B SCHLRRAE O] BE TS TR PEAG B D RE S 4 K
HAMF S Al BOLD-MRI 4 ] L 3FAk B 41
AUA B HEST , DWI-MRI 7] &b B 41 21 25 44k AT
W, S AR R A 32 sh ™ HOM UL 7T LA &
240 0L R 3 A 2 I HE 1 O, % CKD AN UK
S5 Dtie Mo B TC RN PEAG AT A T AR )
(CKD 1 3) KB ThRE AR5 SR, X LEF 5T
rh ROT R A W5 A% B i B R 5 |t nT A7 7E &
WL 22, K TF & B sl AL vE 3R ROT 4% K 2 b
W,

MRI A4 00 B D aE 9 07 XAk £, (H A =5,
KEAFE TG IR /NEEA LA , T 22 5.5 GFR 1)
HERREE IR A CT ALH B MRICEBGE R
ARXFEEH)) XF T H H PP (JLEE) WL PRI AN R
W] B D REAS 4 B AR SR NI B AR 2
PR i PR 07 AR EAR G UE 17 255 2% SRR e PR A
Eﬁﬁ[%—%] .

4 RE

EGERA RS B2 BRI GFR o
e AT F IR R I 90 45 R A 5 30 b0 9
R RIEAG GFR, #4122 4% R 94k GFR, B
F2 4 TR0 Moy, T 7 B o . S 5 A
SRS S, B0 T AR L3 JUL 5
VR SBR A, TC T K6 1T Q) P AL 1 2 40
BRI AL | A VA B T A (L T A
BT %004 0 PR A4, T — it CTU R
SET A L A I RE BT MRU Wil PR G
SRV VIR B0 45 ATHE 9 1 T Al A0 T T
SRR E 35t CTU  MRU (01 R 3E , 5 1
FUERIH TGRS Y . AR T T ki ic
R RE R DO AR AR A2, 16 2 1 AL O
S (R 4 I O R i B
B 4 T-1 45 sl AR v (gl ) 2 i Oy A
KeGFR ) 4 A T 1T 50 HE I 72491 11 396 B 4005 10 U
P R L0 2o B (LK £ T R P 2
VB3 4 1 T Rl K U5 T 94 4 — 2 S B B T
He s A SEAREE AT GER i 7] 16 15 9043 B
S5 PRI A i R X 2 0 5 0 91 2 20
SRR, 9 96 RO BRSO A A A M ) P
[ T 14, 5 TT B 57900 52 BRI S , W0 3
FR I S 2 S A LA A 4 T IR I 2
GFR 1A o 7T A 1 T I 52 3 9 25 1% 5 ) 2
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