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[ Abstract] Objective To elucidate the relationship between monocyte/high density lipoprotein
cholesterol ratio (MHR) and lupus renal damage. Methods  Clinical data and laboratory test results were
retrospectively reviewed for 130 patients with systemic lupus erythematosus hospitalized at Departments of
Rheumatology, Nephrology, Dermatology and Endocrinology between March 2014 and March 2021. They
were divided into two groups according to SLEDAI score and degree of renal injury. Clinical characteris-
tics of patients were compared between two groups and MHR was calculated respectively. Multivariate lo-
gistic regression model was utilized for examining the risk factors of renal injury in LN patients.
Results There were 7 males and 123 females. MHR was correlated positively with serum creatinine, age,
24 h urine protein and SLEDALI score, but negatively with eGFR, Hb and ALB (P<<0.05). Multivariate lo-
gistic regression analysis revealed high MHR (OR=4.522, 95%CI: 0.213-2.805, P<<0.05), low ALB (OR=
0.911, 95%CI: —0.174- —0.012, P<<0.05) and positive anti-SSA antibody (OR=4.511, 95%CI: 0.414-2.599,
P<0.05) were independent risk factors for renal damage in SLE patients. Conclusions MHR is correlat-
ed closely with renal damage in patients. It may be employed as a readily available inflammatory marker
for assessing lupus renal damage.
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A G ML BERHE (systemic lupus erythematosus,
SLE) & —F B B e e i, LU Z 4 B R 452 i
R ELERI ., IMRERINEHE, PIRTESIIA] H B |
GBS A B A2 R, H B2 SLE feR
SRR E UL RS, 50% B9 SLE HE A B i
FERIGIRFRI, WOAREA =6, — R T R
(lupus nephritis, LN) £ 2 £ 2 25 &k Ji O R 1 H
R VAT SCRRARAE, AT LA I i #MA H R
C3b Hiff . Ht Clq Hifk ., PTX3 55 AE Wb Wk 1
D LN B9 15 2 B 5 7 S AR B, (B F R R 45 4
R4 AR S 2 . B s Ll R S BEAIG, AT 4k
AT ARG R T 32 o L AR R 1 i s D 48
0 Bl I DR B 0 K Bsf DAy £8 35 1, DA ) IR YT
T,

REAE A 9T o, PR A A i/ 2 FE AR AR A L
{& (monocyte/high-density lipoprotein ratio, MHR ) /&
— PR S WHLAAR AAE | A8 Ak R I8 RO I TS Y
HEYIBREY), WA NS &I MHR 518 M 15 AE5E 1
W AR R, H Al E & T MHR 5 SLE
o I 1% B R B R B I 56 S A S 1 BIF 9 i L e
16, B, A58 B 7E 74897 MHR 5 SLE ‘B4
FRIAE M

MN&E5FHE

— . B %

o] B P 4387 2014 4F 3 A = 2021 4F 3 H Tk
DOR 2 rh e B B KR S e B BN BE. B RBE B
T EHMEBER) SLE BH MG IR TR, a0 AbRifE:
K 2019 4E EULAR/ACR il %€ 1Y) SLE 4325451,
(1)ANA=1:80; (2) & ¥F 43 =104y ; [6] B} £F &
(2019 4FH EARIE B RIZ W AT 16 e ) B2
PrffE. AR LR F (+++) BRFEE 24 h JREE
HE R RT 0.5 g5 BRA I I A A, ] i 553 410
R G AT RE s B A BRVE A 4R LN, DL B2 WG
PRl AT 30, RInTie W, HEBRFRME: (1) R &
A W R DL B ™ R Y mh R A e A

flo ] 516 B DIRESZ A0 B s (2) 2210 L RAAF N

S R (>80 %) MoKE M /B 5 (3) BRAE 12
JFFELIFIR YA ITI LN B35 (4)— B RS
B R E A R AN R L. AR AR
RPUR R [ g B 24 A0 B2 2% B 2 i, (R B
45 2022091K .,

= wH S I

1 — &6 R A4
B £ P N S AR

2. RBEAE  MEE R AT H . A
(monocytes, Mon) . J#k & 4l ffg (lymphocyte, Lym) .
b k7 21 Y (neutrophilicgranulocyte, NE) | Ifil 21 75
H (hemoglobin, Hb) ., Ifil /N #z i1 %% (blood platelet,
PLT). i 44650 H : ifii L EF (serum creatinine,
Scr) . JRZE & (blood urea nitrogen ,BUN) . IfiL.i% &
1 (albumin, Alb); Ifil JE A5 I35 H - 155 % 518 & (1 H
[# % (high density lipoprotein cholesterol, HDL-C )
MEE A (a) o PURPUATE: BT SSA FHIER | $T SSB
PR FHPEA . HT Sm BRI PEAR | T dsDNA Hi ik
PR, BT RNP HUAAR B L8 K 24 h JRAE A & &
D- T RIK . A MTIRER

3ok (DA /NERIE T 2 (estimat-
ed glomerular filtration rate, eGFR) Y 113K H 2t B
MDRD 23™; (2) LA SLE ¥4 1if 818 4 (SLEDALI-
2000)" Ay bRk THEDE 43I WT 1

4. 54 (1)¥% SLEDAI W43 #4743 41, <9
ST RNBREEIG SR, Gt 79 4], Ak 4 4], 2
83 f4il; 10~ 14 43 Jy b BE TG Bh L4, A d& 2ok 22 1,
Ve 34, 4k 25 il =15 43 R E IR S AL, b
22 5], B R Lotk B (2) 3% B D REAZ AR B 43k
34: eGFR= 90 mL-min '-(1.73m*) ' N ¥ Th fig IE
WO, S 93 ), Hoh 55 v S, 2 v 88 115 60
mL-min "+ (1.73m’) '<<eGFR <90mL-min '-(1.73m’) "'
B DIRERE B Az 4, 36 25 5, Rt eGFR<
60 mL- min '+(1.73m") " 24 ¥ Ty g i A2 AZ 4, I
12 5, Herr 5 1 4], <otk 11 il

= %t Fak

K] SPSS 22.0 B Ak AT Geit 20 i
TR S IES DA AT £ s, THECTRER FH 4]
(%), A HLECR H LSD-r Ka e b4 . #H ¢
LA Spearman Al Mk 2 K logistic Al 45
R Je Z2 g 2Pk [ AR 43 A B e 1R RS2 R =
P<0.05 NEFAFITFE L.

& R

— AN B e R AR
AN TR 9 1 20 B 24 F8 3 MHR . Hb, Lym. NE
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38 3t BE B HIS RS0 dE A


https://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1671-2390.2023.05.005

Il A B DG 2 i 2023 4 5 A5 23 555 5 1)

J Clin Nephrol, May 2023, Vol. 23, No. 5

.« 377 »

BEE M (a), 24 h JREEFIE . #MA C3. #MA C4 %5
i, 25 WA 5 2EE L (P<0.05, % 1), AN
B o BE 4 % MHR. SLEDAI ¥ 4> . Alb. Scr,

BUN. ZI 40U % 24 h JRE € mE L, £
SEA SR X (P<0.05, % 2),

= . MHR Fe 25 X 35 47 69 48 5% 547

MHR 5 # # 4E# . Scr. SLEDAITEZ) . 24 h
PREE € i B IEAH G, 5 Hb, Alb, eGFR £ 1 AH
X:(P<0.05); eGFR 5 PLT., #M& C3. Alb & iF A
%, 58 &AW . MHR, Scr. BUN, SLEDAI ¥4}
21 40 M U RE R, 24 hR B A E B R M e
(P<<0.05); SLEDAI #4314 Scr, BUN, MHR, £L4
MaUTRE R, Pt SSBHLIRFHM R | JEEH (). 24 h
PRAEE FE R IEADC, 5/, Alb, Hb, 'B/NEk
PEIE R FMA C3, AMA C4. NE 55 Lym H(H & 1
X (P<0.05, % 3),

DL SLEDAI #¥-43 R R A8 &, I4E#S . MHR, Hb,

PLT. Alb, Scr. BUN, eGFR., #M& C3, #MA C4 LA

L S PUEPUIAR S B AR &, AT IRAE (=0,
53=1- FIPE=0, FHE=1) . XA ZH &K logistic []1H
PR, 25 8L 7R, MHR | T SSA $iiA 4 SLE %
o T B B S B R L T AL S AR B PR R R
(P<<0.05, 3% 4) . i i Z 3 2 M 101 05 1% O S 4480
SLE B EiiEMZmNER, 458 78, MHR, HB,
Pt RNP ikl SLE 3 B i F il 57 46 5C (P<<0.05,
#5).

o

AHFSE & B MHR 1 LU G615 30 B8 43 41 A L)
B I e R B A 4 B LB, =414 e g, 2
AL X, 7E MHR 5 HAB S AR A e 143
Br i @78 MHR 7KV 5 SLEDAI #4377 7€ 1E #H 56
KAR,H eGFR EMAM XX R, HAZ N K logis-
tics [ 5 7347 F1 22 B 2 73 M i 7R MHR J& SLE %

R A SIS S EEALEE I R PORLAY HEA

TiH BB EHUL (n=83) TSR B (n=25) HEETR AN (n=22) FOOME P{H

B (1) 4/79 3/22 0/22 1.732¢ 0.181
(Y, 2+ s) 38.7+12.1 404+13.9 36.6+13.9 0.51 0.600
BN (<107, X £ 5) 0.40+0.23 0.42 £0.22 0.33£0.27 1.210 0.300
o2 B A AR I (mmol/L, X + s) 1.26+0.84 1.02 +0.49 1.05 +0.45 1.460 0.240
MHR(X + 5) 0.34+0.17 041+£0.17" 0.44 +0.22" 3.640 0.029
METZHAL(g/L, X+ 5) 109 =21 100 23 89 + 22° 7.612 0.001
HPER A4 (< 10/L, X+ 5) 3.77+2.36 434+2.72 3.31+3.05 0.969 0.382
IREL A (< 10°/L, X £ 5) 1.30 £ 0.70 0.98 + 0.46" 0.85 +0.43" 5.850 0.004
NLR(% £ s) 347 +2.67 5.20 +3.89° 3.88+2.48 3.372 0.037
MM} 1071, £+ 5) 190 78 179 + 85 128 + 78" 5.353 0.006
HEH(YL, i+ 5) 347+75 29.9+7.6 257+6.9° 14.347 <0.001
L WUEF(umol/L, %+ s) 57.9+16.2 76.1+£37.0 95.7 +60.7" 12.986 <0.001
PRZH (mmol/L, % + s) 5.12+222 6.24+3.55 7.76 £ 4.67 6.951 0.001
D-— R (ug/L, x £ 5) 453 + 579 417 + 386 808 + 796" 3.483 0.034
eGFR[mL'min"'+(1.73 m*) ", % % 5] 136.89 +47.15 112.14 + 53.36" 94.32 + 48 83" 7.725 0.001
R 1 (a) (mmol/L, % + 5) 135+ 154 117+128 234 +255% 3.483 0.034
éﬂﬁiﬂ@i‘}iﬁ%%(mnﬁh i) 34+31 55+ 40° 49 +39 4375 0.150
24h IREMAER (g, X+ 5) 1.04+1.30 1.81£2.23" 1.89+1.71° 3.896 0.023
#ME C3(g/L, x £ 5) 0.76 +0.27 0.56 +0.27" 0.50 +0.34" 11.560 <0.001
FME C4(g/L, £ 5) 0.15+0.74 0.11 +0.06" 0.12+0.72 3.920 0.022
Bt SSA B [ 6i)(%)] 58(71.1) 19(76.0) 12(54.5) 2.899° 0.235
Bt SSB LA [ 11(%)] 18(21.7) 9(36.0) 5(22.7) 2.172° 0.338
P Sm PUABIHER [ F1(%)] 24(28.9) 19(55.9) 5(22.7) 9.370° 0.009
Pt dsDNA PRI [ 61(%)] 26(31.3) 7(28.0) 10(45.5) 1.929° 0.381
HL RNP HLARAHER [ 4(%)) 49(59.0) 16(64.0) 16(72.7) 1.426° 0.490

T MHR Ay BAZ 20 /o5 6 JEE i 2 1 AL NLR Sy P 4 /K L A0 LU A eGFR SRS/ NERIB I R 5 IR I B 41 LU AR, “P<<0.05; 5P JEE

TEENA AL, "P<<0.05;° K -
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it H BIOIREIERH(n=93)  BUBEREZMA (=25 BURehREREZRHAGN=12) FOOME  PIE
FrL () 5/88 0/25 /11 0.909° 0.405
(Y, x+s) 37.4+12.0 43.6+14.2 38.5+14.0 2.346 0.1
HRAML(X10°/L, X+ 5) 0.40 +0.23 0.42+0.21 0.34+0.33 0.457 0.634
HDL-C(mmol/L, % £ s) 1.22+0.79 1.04+0.54 1.08 +0.55 0.695 0.501
MHR(% + s) 0.33+0.16 0.38+0.15 0.46+0.19" 3.459 0.034
METHE A (gL, X+ 5) 108 +22 98 +20 83 + 24" 7912 0.001
TR A A (< 10”1, X + 5) 3.72+253 3.98+ 1.84 3274233 0.358 0.699
WO (< 10"/, T £ 5) 1.20 + 0.64 1.22+0.65 0.71£0.23 " 3.455 0.035
NLR(%+s) 3.25+2.09 3.67+1.95 5.08 +3.88° 3.509 0.033
/MR (x10°/L, X+ ) 18375 158 £ 81 127 + 83° 3.511 0.033
Mg HEH (gL, x+5) 335+78 326+7.6 21.9£5.0° 12714 <<0.001
M ALEF (umol/L, X + ) 525+97 82.9+8.7 154.9 £ 52.4® 12986  <<0.001
JR#FA (mmol/L, X + 5) 455+ 181 750+£2.39° 11.70 £ 4.51% 60.928  <<0.001
D-Z“R{K(ug/L, x £ 5) 498 + 589 3354334 923 + 602" 4.076 0.019
SLEDAI P43 (% + s) 7.65+5.92 9.16£5.51 15.83 £ 7.06™ 10.15 <0.001
R A (a) (mmol/L, % + 5) 127 + 44 143 £ 143 322+318% 7.366 0.001
LA (mm/h, ¥+ ) 37+33 44+ 34 63 £47° 3.191 0.044
24h JREEHER (g, X+ 5) 1.12 £ 1.46 1.40 + 1.44 2.81+237" 6.262 0.003
#MA C3(g/L, X+ 5) 0.73+0.30 0.60 = 0.29 0.50 % 0.25° 4.405 0.014
AMA Ca(g/L, x£5) 0.14+0.71 0.15 +0.08 0.12£0.72 0.493 0.612
B SSA BHHEZR [ B1(%)] 61(65.6) 19(76.0) 10(83.3)* 2236° 0.027
i SSB HitARBIYER [ $1(%)] 23(27.7) 6(24.0) 3(25.0) 0.154° 0.926
Bt Sm BLARFAEESR [ #1(%)] 28(33.7) 5(20.0) 6(50.0) 3.514°¢ 0.173
B dsDNA[ 11(%)] 32(34.4) 7(28.0) 4(33.3) 0.366 ¢ 0.833
HLRNP[ 11(%)] 59(63.4) 13(52.0) 9(75.0) 2.005° 0.367

1:: HDL-C A g4 1 IH [ 7, MHR 4 SRR 4/ e B NS A5 1 FUARL; NLR g th Pk 4 At/ ibk T A A Le A7 5 5 S BB IE 4 20 L4, “P<<0.05; 5 '1%F

IIRERREE SR 2L LR, "P<<0.05;° K fH o

I I o) E AT LN B2 B2 1 5 i R 2, 5 B MIHR T L,
VER—Tp R4 B VEAL LN 1% 1 S REFE AR o

EAEA BFSE &K P8 MHR 5 ' Sh B0 3 K i 4%
RAE AR, 5% % B MHR 5 CKD
R R R M TR % VARG, MHR R CKD i
FWiS 2. Ak, Gansevoort 251 & IAE B TR
f) CKD 3, MHR 5 eGFR ¢, HE MHR
f) CKD B4 3% MHR B F R AR BT 5, ik Sufff
LS RARPE /R MHR 2 CKD & & Sh e 2 i i
RS 2 . HE AR A CT MHR 5 LN ARG
PERIIFY . AWFFE LR 7R, MHR /& SLE %95 1
SR LN FEEE RS2 R 2R

B # MHR /K5 SLE %0 1% 80 5 1 B #1405
TR EE A DG (4 AT REAIL T 20 - B2 40 7 LA PN Bz 4
W AZ 450, FT LAZE RN T L3R 1w, SR B g4I, &
WA 2 B i 2 1, TR) B ™ A R it A i L, I
FIEIR R G0 b 51 RRE S AR LA P

14) 235 4 56 B PR RN T i 1F & P 2 DR E I 45 BE St i &
M E s TR fE BRI AR, N
R 230 B 3 R T S A0 B R R S R, s 4R Ak
JOE IR R, e LA AR A R AR R —
Tl 45 4 PR, 2t 2H 29 P38 O A ML sk 41 ) B
A2 A 0 20 PR g ek, R A A O
A A TS AR B2, M SCB M A e
M LN B MHR FH @& iF, o] B 5 | RS ALAR M 48 2 4E
ARZS I I R 05 | & S0 B I 22 0 ARREAR, W Bz Jik
I PRFE AT RE R BN MY 7 B S . LLBE5;
(= U =S e TR = W | = ) 7 N v
PERE TN, E— A3 fl L 45 IS 2 I fR) S5, AT
47 5 U S SO A4 T U 5 A L ek o S
/NEE T BESZ 0, I PRI A IR | & 1 R4
Jee=n,

Bk MHR 4, ARBFFEIE & LA | Ser, JREM .
BUN. ZL4 ke BR 8 1 () FHE 5 B B
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% 3 MHR. eGFR. SLEDAI 45 HABFE AR 4

. MHR eGFR SLEDALI i-43

rE P{H rE P{E rE Pii
AERY —0.388 0.018 -0.278 0.001 -0.027 0.758
MELE A -0.066 0.697 0.17 0.053 -0.354 <0.001
T/ 0.028 0.869 0.247 0.005 —-0.276 0.001
FEA -0.383 0.019 0.217 0.013 -0.468 <0.001
MHR 1 <0.001 -0.412 0.011 0.327 0.048
BinIINGe 0.384 0.019 -0.769 <0.001 0.364 <0.001
PRER 0.313 0.059 —0.622 <0.001 0.242 0.006
SR /R g AR -0.412 0.011 1 <0.001 -0.305 <0.001
ESR —0.045 0.792 -0.059 0.502 0.249 0.004
JEHH (a) 0.029 0.081 -0.144 0.101 0.276 0.001
24 h JREHE 0.659 <0.001 —0.211 0.016 0.173 0.048
NLR 0.13 0.415 —0.094 0.288 -0.193 0.028
#MA C3 -0.17 0.313 0.024 0.006 -0.38 <0.001
#MA C4 0.185 0.274 —0.025 0.778 -0.224 0.01
SLEDAI #:43 0.327 0.048 -0.305 <0.001 1 <0.001
P SSA Bl LR 0.058 0.733 0.003 0.974 -0.05 0.501
¥t SSB kBT 0.176 0.297 -0.062 0.974 0.507 0.049
Pt Sm PriApHTESR -0.035 0.836 0.098 0.175 0.003 0.972
Pt dsDNA HiikpHES 0.06 0.722 0.029 0.683 0.119 0.11
B RNP kMR -0.136 0.423 0.098 0.175 0.109 0.144
TE: NLR S PR 4 A/ bk A0 A LR eGFR Sy Al /N aRiEAd 585 NLR Fp Aok 4 /b L A LU AH

% 4 SLE &P s RN Z HE R logistic [ 447

2IISES B SE Wald ' {8 PAH OR(95%CI)
W -0.316 3.166 0.998 0.318 -
MHR 1.509 0.661 5.21 0.022 4.522(0.213~2.805)
FIEEA -0.093 0.041 5.046 0.025 0.911(-0.174~-0.012)
HT SSA 1.507 0.557 7.309 0.007 4.511(0.414;2.599)

% 5 MHR, HB. $it RNP §i{&5 eGFR ZELMEHrEs R

) IR
WiH — i P{H
B 95%CT PR 2
W 0.1 0.006~0.013 0.002 5.391 <0.001
MHR 0.3 0.001~0.059 0.015 2.062 0.042
METEH -0.004 ~0.007~0.000 0.002 -2.038 0.044
#T RNP -0.229 ~0.373~-0.085 0.073 -3.153 0.002

PInEA . Wil ddn B B kefe, Wi
R A FIE T A DUAIG, 6 145 8 HE 45 103 B Ay Rk,
Scr. JREEFI LI BUN 3 11 R HI B9 Sz e 2 B
TIRERITEPRBES LN & B IIRER T Femi T, 5
BT R — B LLAN ML R IR R 2 2140
I 4 SR 3, H UL AE A S AR AL S
THOL, LN B I RAEAE IR NI, 25t BRZL 40
JPCRE R AR, IR M () RIS R, &
B AR F (a) W] 30 0 2 SR AR I 8 5 JRAE SN i

BB ZINER 9 7 440 8

AHIE5E B H P HE MHR T SLE %05 1
B} LN B2 B 19374, , H MHR iX —$8 b5 A6 0 BE
A S5 T T ARG AR TR B e R A,
PRI T AHIF 58 S S S B L

SR, AR GAEA LU R (DA N
By RS, FEARK D, Bz KR
I RWLZE, A It 235 2R AT g 25 77 A A g 5 (2) A58
t MHR 5 SLE %55 1% 30 & M2 LN [A]F7 78 AH OGPk,
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EARBIR AR R, XA 1 B 2 538 ATk
W (3) A58 HUCEE T MHR (LR 505, BA1m)
BOHE N RE S R IS bR A & R R, TR BT A T
ZA B A B A R AE T 4345 (4) HEEiR A2 R ]
RE 2 XA 28 SR s R )

2% BTk, MHR 5 SLE "B JE$5 3 72 B8 % V1A
O, AT RMES LN 51 VPAR B9 L3 748 hn 2 — o 7E
LN A8 Hh B MHR 3 =5 5, 4 S SR BURR Rz 9 4k
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