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Research progress on donor-derived cell-free DNA as a potential
rejection biomarker in kidney transplantation®
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Abstract: Kidney diseases have become a global public health issue. Patients with end-stage renal disease
rely on dialysis or kidney transplantation for treatment, with kidney transplantation being the best option. Kidney
transplantation improves the quality of life and prolongs survival, but some patients experience early graft loss due to
immune or non-immune factors, meaning not all patients fully benefit from transplantation. Circulating free DNA
(cfDNA) refers to small fragments of DNA found in bodily fluids such as blood, typically originating from various
tissues. Donor-derived cfDNA (dd-cfDNA) is the exogenous cfDNA from the transplanted organ. Unlike invasive
biopsy, dd-cfDNA can be detected through non-invasive analysis of samples. The concentration of dd-cfDNA may
increase even before creatinine levels rise, assisting in the early diagnosis of graft injury and providing an

opportunity for early intervention to prevent premature graft loss. This review summarizes research on the role of
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c¢fDNA in kidney transplantation and aims to provide a reference for the widespread clinical application of dd-

cfDNA testing.

Keywords: kidney transplantation; donor-derived cell-free DNA; immune rejection; biomarker

RZHEST A S B A 7 A s 1R 4
s, BETE B ALS 14E N I AETG 3>95% ., {H IR
RUTE T B A e A I BB D ROCR AN A, E 2 2
18 1 Bl PR S 9 HETF S (antibody mediated
rejection, ABMR)" . 5 B A 1Y 32 10 TE £ 45 2 R
i, B DRI s L B NER'E S8 2 AR,
Byl LR B R BRAE RE T RES
I — e R B R T EAEAT AL, DLIR 22 W B A
PGS B TR A IT AL B TR R R e
PER I3 IR0 L B I R A SO B AT AN Y
[l PR o 21 o DA A 45 A6 I J2 A5 A7 78 B A4 R 53 4
HeA& (donor specific antibodies, DSAs )68

2 AR IV A A A SR IR A9 3 25 DNA (donor—
derived cell-free DNA, dd—cfDNA ) 3€ B B2 A5 5 i #Y
SEARANNE . H T HERR BB, 32 45T 40 i B0 AR B
TR dd—cfDNA 9 %04 . dd—efDNA [ 45 KA
T LA B8 0 e 1 AT JC B Dkt H R
I R IR 6 A9 H bR o dd—cfDNA W 75 25 £ 49 1 TR
T30 A R A G R0 A W PR S B A b v I PN AR
1 JC AR 1 7 25 R 7 5 DNA (cell—free DNA, ¢fDNA)
IR, of DNA BRI TS C 78 B JUE L JFFIDE O JUE | il 55 4%
BT ASCETERSE S B A ofDNA MG
BB HT 5T, A B0 dd—cfDNA A0 732 1 F T 3%
Rl PR 52 B4R IS B AR e

1 cfDNAKJREIEFIEBR

cfDNA H [ fiff 1) JI58 80 R Bl A TR BE A, 3
Jr Bl R ik 380 i v AN LA A P, AR AR TR
BB E D (AR E R EZEREEY, 1948 4F 7k
[ B} 2% X MANDELA 48"/ 58 T 1 1] 3 48 M 210 B AR
W ERE IR BT LB ofDNA 43 F A7 7 o

cfDNA A 4 Fl FE AWk . 25—k T4E
faf JE 2 A0 B A6 T, 510 40 40 M 0 T B R R T L
Wi AR P R AN R ) SR RE AN ST YA
20 B 0 T E IR BB 1 0o B R LT 58 A R i L B R 1Y
DNA R Bt Al DLk 40 i P9 A I Al e e, 5 52 B A A
JE 45 A 1) DNA R Ben] DL 2k 28 1 5 £ B i 88 e
FIHE R R B ZOR IR T A M W 3R L ofDNA, 7E

TERINT, R LAY 4 M (0 i 455 40 M ) 2338 1 fif 0k A
BER LI , 80U JL ofDNA, of DNA 7 ] F AR A
M7= R R G 25 A AE 0 AR 2 B AR B G 2 HE
Ji Wt 5 =R IR T H S 0E ) DNA BRI,
ofDNA i 500405 et Y 0 Il AR v R
B Gl PR T R A DT I ok YR bR 1
ofDNA, £ H 5 ofDNA IR /N—3 43, (H 2 ofDNA
R )32 1 T e 12 W RIS , DA S AR 8 R i Y
i Je ) R 012 W R O A B AR i 36 T BN PR fDNA
RS, LS I T ofDNA &= A
PRI AR I T B A Bk AR 0w P & 2]
SV 5 K9 11 57, DI of DNA 14 72 2 9 e — A~
Bt R . A — R ALE R DL e A R T A
cfDNA TR , 38 5 95 1 2 Rk Z Fp AL ="

cfDNA 1 T J F1 R 5 AR AiE 475 8% 5 22 i — 20 F
G, WF 5Tk 2 o i A B 2% 1 I LA B DR P 2% ik s
Gy F o 85 NIRRT, ofDNA 7 I A f
FEWIAGHTE 16 min ~ 2.5 W22 (H2 | XA R BT
B — AN, IF H A AE & R IR B A R Ak T
N [ et B RO 1 SR A v EA TR A . AT R, R T
DNase I FIEGFTG T, ofDNA BT DL AR % 190 0% 511k
ANE T JEF O S5 6 U A9 0 040 1 e 4 o 2, i T LA
3 A I 2o i DA AR P 3 53 5 e PR R HE AR A
JIT LA, efDNA AT L5 40 i 26 10 (19 26 1 245 45, T bl
12 B H A B (1 5, DAGE AT RE R A o A8 B A0 A%
fDNA 5 21 Jfd 3 1 5% 1A ) 45 & BOR T pH (B | 3R 3 46
P2, I AT g 2 b S >, o, HE AR v 2
ok A 38 T Rl B o T Lk A e R 40 i B

2 cIDNA#MN &

ofDNA (45 0 S BUAC B 242 i v — > FE B 4
JRE A3, A ) RS A D L TE 7 i I I R A e
BN A U AT TLRR T T T E B2 AR I
 dd—cfDNA (19 2 Xof 5 BAR X 5 o 3l 5 05 SR A
B R W (polymerase chain reaction, PCR ) f{ — 875 {f¢ |
BT A 45 921 526 52 it PCR R AL PCR 2 A%
Il ¥ (next generation sequencing, NGS) . i i 2% 7
PCR I NGS A I 44 © 7 I R A O LA 2247 1 50 #r
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BUERT ST A RE HE PCR & — b R S HL PR i
TR, REWE I i o 57 5 | AR BHAG DI 48 %E DNA J7

G, 1z T AR R 19 ofDNA BRI, Q04 A2 8 A
AH O 10 58 A8 Bl HE AR S T 81 o T TR 0T PCR 42
TR IR ofDNA Fr BE A R U 38 8 A A 43 il
B Z AP N7 1 SR A SR JE R B RO H #E T PCR
Pout o RN RS T A B R R FIORS B A
B FH S0 RS 0 A EE ofDNA H IR A 98 28 . NGS 72
VFXT of DNA FEAS HE AT 1 0 7, BB 8 /s T2 1
WAL B G AT 8 U AR %‘&Eﬁﬁ%léﬂh
fIE o %7 ¥E R S H T 2 43T of DNA BEAS, LUfE
4 PPl 0 AH O I st A5 AR S o SRR B B ST
%R 2 80, 2R 2 a6+ (B 7 i
AR o EEE R AT DU A A 5 PR 3 TR
BLF FE R, fDNA A RS I AN A T 5 10 52 55 12 Wt
FOCHE A T R D AT DAL R AR TR ]

AETE . B R AYHED | of DNA A6 5 125 1) KS ffy JE2
AT FEERE 2k 22 4 w5, X0 I PR S5 3 7™ A TR S

3 cIDNAZEBBEPHTRE

H i, A ¢ cfDNA 75 B B4 i I 5% O iR 22
JEHIEXT ML HK dd—cfDNA I PEAR , 2 84 - oy —Fh
T F B GRARIE ) , BT 3000 B R Fh S 1A B8 A v
1Y = 3l HE & KLV (active rejection, AR) , £33 2 2 [A]
T S AR BE AP b B I R AR, DL B 16 R 2% S UE 1Y)
B MIGIR AR, AZRR M 16 BT, A7 13 Wik
HEAN A3 IR R HE AN (LR 1) . % 16 T
FEVIE T ofDNA (19 Wil 75 5 , £ 45 AR | Banff P43 |
fili 71 B /N B 3E i3 K (estimated glomerular filtration
rate, eGFR) \DSA AL 01 58, 0wl 45 8 T H Y
fDNA 7K H L H0 of DNA A BIE (L3 2) .

BLOOM ZEPU 52 T 102 1] B ¥ 4 52 & v ifi ¢

&1 cIDNAZTEEBEHANARHNELRER

ZIRHEER Rk E R

it % NE(H i) AEiS% NE(H i) AR E% ZLT

27(16/11) 46+ 16 27(NR) NR 74.0 70 930
2017 BLOOMP! FEH

75(45/30) 53+13 75(NR) NR 560 320 68.0
2018 GIELIS™ Fe A Bt 42(30/12) 52(18 ~ 69) 42(NR) 454 +11.2 83.3 NR NR
2019 HUANG? ESH| 63(37/26) 49+ 13 63(NR) NR 69.8 NR NR
2020 GIELIS®™ O 107(79/28) 51(18 ~71) 107(NR) 48(16~72) 87.9 NR NR

38(17/21) 4791 = 1431 38(NR) NR 921 972 28
2018 SIGDEL™! B 72(40/32) 47.88 + 13.24 72(NR) NR 62.5 87.5 125

82(48/34) 20.04 = 11.97 82(NR) NR 366 976 24
2019 OELLERICH™ T 189(120/69) 52+ 14 189(NR) NR 61.9 NR NR
2019 WHITLAM®® 8K FIE 61(30/31) 53(39 ~ 61) 61(NR) NR 730 830 170
2019 ZHOUR i 32(NR) NR 32(NR) NR NR NR  NR
2020 DAUBER"! LR 29(19/10) 53.59 29(NR)(17/12)(NR) NR 82.8 NR  NR

37(22/15) 49.8 +10.46
2020 STITES" e NR NR NR NR NR

42(17/25) 441 +12.14

18(6/12) 39.4+13.1 18(NR) NR 50.0 NR NR
2020 ZHANG® i
19(5/14) 32.5£10.7 19(NR) NR 42.1 NR  NR

2020 SHEN®! i 28(18/10) 39.18 £2.12 28(20/8) 45.04 +2.14 64.3 NR  NR
2021 ANAND™! ESE| 125(82/43) 52.6(21 ~79) 63(NR) NR 50.4 NR  NR
2021 PULIYANDA® &[] 67(38/29) 93+53 67(NR) NR NR NR  NR
2022 BU™! gk 1092(655/437) 49.5(17 ~84) 1092(601/491) 40.7(0~72) 960 960 40
2023 MANTIOS!! gl =) 30(NR) 46.5 30(NR) 55.4£15.0 267 267 733

TE : NRFIRAMRIE .



91 PR, 45 SR TP A IR AGTE 5 DNA VR TBRAE RS HE & A= W0k S 9 T ok i
#x2 cIDNAESBERAFTDHENTE KFERAE. SRS FRERBE
SCHik WA fDNA K- (v 5% stk BESE% o DNA BIE/%
AR:1.6;ABMR:2.9;TCMR: 1.2 59 85 1.0
2017 BLOOMP" AR
STA:0.3 81 83 1.0
2018 GIELIS®™! AR 0.46 NR NR 0.88
2019 HUANG? AR ABMR:1.35;STA:0.38; TCMR:0.27 100 71.8 0.74
2020 GIELIS® AR 0.42 38 85 0.88
2.32
2018 SIGDEL™! AR .eGFR 0.58 88.7 72.6 1.0
0.4
2019 OELLERICH"! AR AR:0.57;STA:0.29 73 69 0.43
2019 WHITLAM®! AR .eGFR Banff -4} NR 85 75 0.75
2019 ZHOUR" AR 1.17 NR NR NR
2020 DAUBER" AR AR:5.24;STA:1.5;BL:1.91 88 81 2.7
0.25 NR NR
2020 STITES?® AR .eGFR 0.5
1.76 NR NR
2.4
2020 ZHANG? AR .eGFR 88.9 73.7 1.0
0.65
2020 SHEN®"! AR .eGFR NR NR NR NR
. HIWERAL:031; B E B RN :0.57; W
2021 ANAND™*!! AR B AE B AR NR NR NR
R 1.10
2021 PULIYANDA™ AR .eGFR .DSA AR:0.47;STA:0.37 86 100 1.0
STA:58; STA:82;
" ., STA:0.23;AR:1.6;eGFR:6;DSA:5; I
2022 BU¥! AR eGFR .DSA F&HH#i 4 e et ot e ABMR:65;  ABMR:75; 0.5
(TEtbi):0.21, FE S 13 : 0.51
TCMR:45  TCMR:63
w  AR.eGFR Kl A L AR
2023 MANTIOS®* AR:0.94;STA:0.24 73.7 923 0.5

K \DSA

T eGFR AT /NERIERL 4¢3 AR Dy TR SO 3 DSA Sy BUASE A BT s ABMR SHLIAA S Y HET B TCMR 2y T 40 A3 (1 1
R 3 BL A FEHE R BN 5 STA SR s A1 Rh S A4 A8 s NR W AARIE

dd—cfDNA 7K, I-K8 5 107 636 K AR AR o 41 212
B 22 1 [ P S AR L HE R OIR S M DG BG . 7E R AT
fal HE Fx [ABMR . T 40 Mg /v 5 09 HE & S 2 (T cell
mediated rejection, TCMR ) | % 17 £ Bk A< Fl X B 249 (41
12 FIGHER ) 2Z 18] X 43 ) dd—cfDNA 7K F- il 28 F i
FH (area under the curve, AUC) j 0.74 (P <0.05) . 7F
1.0% dd—cfDNA {9 BIE T, 3= 8hHEF i B A 1 5
IAE 53900 R 61% F1 84% . X 4y 15 PR T 1
HEF B RE 54 B AUC 7 0.87, >4 dd—cfDNA I 58 K
1.0% B, TR AT 59 HE R 14 BE A R EH 4 550 00 4 43
R 44% F196% . H (5L dd—cfDNA 7£ X 18 25 w43 5l
9 2.9% (FLERA T B HEF ) A1 1.2% (T 40 A5 59 HE
F) o P, A% B dd—cfDNA 7] FH T 3F Ak 6 Ff 5
AR A HE R B2 R A5 4 « dd—cfDNA 7K F-<19% F R 1%

A S HE R R, 7K E>19% 267 0] fE A7 A8 1 Sh ik
HEF R0

GIELIS Z52%) 107 173 15 B A 8 47 1M AE A R AT
T 5 — TG, AE 2 B8 b g ) 4 i S A
A ZWFFE LA T 1 036 Gy MK AEA, IR T
0.88% MY B {E . & ILAEWLEF KT T+ B9 18 B0 F L HE
JF B ELAT B B2 W (B, {H A 0 52 31 dd—cfDNA
(3N . dd-cfDNA FH i & 5 5 o 5 R A2 vk HE®
RN K. AWM, EE B 3 A 1R
Hb CPA] S50 4 i 375 JULISF 2% eGFR) 35645 % B D fig 5
dd—cfDNA H 43 b Z [ AFFEAT AT DG B . %A oE W,
dd—cfDNA & 43 LU AE AR T v BAT 5 13 LT A 4L
(32 Wi (8 . 7 200 G 25 o 24 B A 9 2 R e 1Y)
BT, dd—cfDNA 3504 10 . 7E GIELIS 451
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A Z Hif 2018 4 (19 LA 4 JH PCR BP9 1 &+
A, LU RE B A S 19 dd—cfDNA 3l J3 24 F R {E , B2 4
J&i 10 d ISR K- R FR B B, BI{E N 0.88% o

HUANG 255 3 dd—cfDNA F1 [5] b S5 4K 5% 4 4
T K VAl T 63 1 M0 5B HE e B L 1 s N B RS A A7
Ho Hrh, 2711 (43% ) B35 BA BEARR: B bk,
34 151 (54% ) 3 &F 3% K & ILHE R ) i . ABMR i
F (P80 1.35% ) 1 dd—cfDNA 7143t s T e HE R |
7 G ER 2 (A # 0.389% ) A1 41 i A 5 1 HE S I
(HF7%00.27%) (P <0.05) . dd—cfDNA>0.74% (/)40
PE K 100% , 45 51 0 71.8% . HUANG 254990y, i
TFIRE AN B, of DNA A5 72 TCMR £ 35 H ) B PH
PEGE R . B8R ofDNA 7E K I ABMR B 4778 J7 1 1] g
BA 2, B dd-cfDNA (9 304 Bl 5 i A
PR, 77 Z ik — Y

SIGDEL 2™ HE4T T — A 5% , £ I NGS i i %
T AL AT IR 2 AP K HELZ B PCR (mmPCR) il
it B RS A S AR B 1R AE Y 300 03 I AEAS Y
dd—cfDNA 7K, 767 [\ 524 4 7 H , mmPCR-NGS
D5 B AE AW dd—cfDNA 7K ~F- 5 T B A 88.7% 1 5k
PEFN 72.6% B FESFPE (I FE>1%) , = T eGFR. AR
20 09 H A7 ofDNA R 2.32% , AEHE R = 4128 0.47% ,
{H TCMR 20 F11 ABMR 2H 2 [6) 56 22 5% .

OELLERICH 25945 i, ofDNA 7K 57 19 43 50 2
ANUER , TG 1 dd—cfDNA 114 46 %) 58 2 5 K I 3%
AW bR AR AT B RS S R AT T — TR
L IESE S5 R BoR B RIS 5 d, T stk e,
dd—cfDNA F3 55 1) °F- 24 1 2 4 0.6% , A 16 A A4 i 26
Xf dd—cfDNA & 98 cp/mL, 3% 4 ik 1A Y 48 % dd-
cfDNA 2 68 cp/mL, B A S BRS04 ik 52 HE e
2N B b, dd—cfDNA 037 50 R 0.57% il 82
ep/ml, 1 78 £ 52 & H o 0.29% F1 25 cp/mL, E#H
AR, 3Rl A= W b 7 mT LK T 1 5 5 S
PRI Ay HAE At 50 5 ) K- B AR By R . e
A TAERAE M 2k 43 B il 5 dd—cfDNA (%) 5%
DUECE S (CNVO M L, SR 2 T mARAE e 22 57 (4
A 4 0.73 F10.83) . WHITLAM %5045 H 45 4%, dd-
fDNA 43 %5 (4 I 52 5% dd—cfDNA 1 26 % 5 & 7 fiE [
PEA B T2 W . 75 ABMR HY2 Wi b, dd—cfDNA #il
dd—cfDNA [0 52 X 95 35 1) S0 341 0 0.85 , 4 5
43514 0.75 F10.79

ZHOU Z5PRS Ay 1 30 141] ' B A 8 35 1 32 43 &b
J& I RE A, - 15 dd—cfDNA Fo Al 1.17% (fe s K
3.53% ; 5 AN 0.23% ) , FEHE R O B i 2L gt it
S o HERFR RN B E 1) dd—cfDNA 7K - (1.69 +
0.79)% = T Jo HE % NI K bR A [ X IR 4
(0.90 +0.38) %,

DAUBER &R FHE 1] 47 A /i 2R 22 257 1) S I
PG fi PCR K I 29 161 ' A% Al 32 345 1M A it v A
ddefNA |, 33X 2652 7 e PRAE 715 1Y 3% A6 I 345 (8 4] i
FA WIS H) AR, 9 BT I BLHE)R 12 491 TG HE
J¥) o TEIGRTUESE Y AR 3235 2Z 18], 35 /IN (30 [ 4 A/
Bk Z2 B T ) ddefDNA K7 AE 22 5 (R
150k 5.24% , P =0.016), TCHEFF (1.50% ) FlllE A AR
B (1.91%) o b {186 & T dd-cfDNA /# [5 {E
2.7% , BN FUENE N 88% , KN 81% . b fi] % K
) 3 A/ 2 22 35k S 2O RE B PCRAREE T —
Tl 76 s 7 52 96 )6 5E i PCRAX2S F7E 6 ~ 8 h N AE
Tit ddefDNA 87 71, BA R I AR A e B0 Fil ey
RS

STITES " 3FA% T 79 {4 4% 12 Wi >4 TCMR 1A/i41
SHE TR 0y R I R 45 AL, JF [ B A T dd-
cfDNA . 42 4 & 1) dd—cfDNA 7K T+ 75 (20.5% ) ,
37 fl B H B dd-cfDNA K F #AIK ( <0.5%) o dd-
cfDNA 7K F+ 5 FilR & A B 11l K 45 5L - 75 ofDNA
FE B E Y, eGFR TR T 8.5% ; 1E1K dd—cfDNA £
T R AR S PR BT TR 1R 40% , TE 42 1)
B 9B K e T AR B S B HE TR R . AT
& I dd—cfDNA 7] DL &b 58 Banff 53 28 7% | 3 X%
K & IR 2 TCMR 1A B3 04T KU 43 )2 .

ZHANG Z5I%F 37 9137 2k /8 35 e 32 1 R Fh S 4
B E RS AR AT 43 A5, o ABMR 41 18 3], £
[i] b S AR A% A 2 19 451 (7 451] DSA PHA% , 12 5] DSA FH
P5) . ABMR £ it 47 £ & DSA FHYE , B E 41 7 ) DSA
FH P, 5 R 289 HHIE 52 9 ABMR . ABMR 40 () {37
At R Ok R Il 3K ofDNA 43 80 R 2.4%, &= T Roe 4
0.65% (P <0.05) , {H 5 £ [a] F 5= 4K 5% 48 4 21 19
DSA B PE A Y (P =0.074) . 243E+#% 1% ) ofDNA
I {2 B, OB RS hy 88.9% , 4 St K 73.7% o AR
AR 13 fDNA 53 407E A ABMR 1 [a] i S 44 1
FEA 52 F i s . A3 % BRI AL R f R A i 3¢
cfDNA 4153 Al g 43 Bl T X 43 ABMR FAR 2 1 [A] F

- 58 -



H1H

FEBUE, 4. BASH I ILASI IR B0 25 DNA VA TEAE B HE = 2L bR i ORI 5 i

TR RS AR DI RE , O T AB AT B T HL TR0 S B AR A
S

SHEN Z5 534 1 28 5] AR J8 35 1% 77 3 1l W A
A (ABMR 5 ] \ TCMR 23 ] ) o I 5 $t HE % 36 97 A
J&7 dd—cfDNA & &t , FUHE % 1797 J5 dd—cfDNA 1) & &
M (2566 +0.549)% T [ 2 (0.773£0.116)% (P <
0.05) 5 IfiL ¥ WL £E B HE R 16 97 I 19 P 4 v 34 JC 22
5t (P >0.05) ; i HE SR 1697 45 9 2 J J5 X W5 41 dd-
cfDNA 7 &5t FlIIL 5 WL K SF- 2647 B8, 45 R BoR
ZH dd-cfDNA & #2573 (P>0.05) ; MG LEFIS A T
[ (P <0.05).

ANAND %5105 125 i Fa o B 6 4 R & b Aok
P8 B9 JC 40 i DNA (dd—cfDNA ) i 40 7] 48 53 32 {44/
ZARAR R W BE AT RS, AR R B AR
J7 )5 1A H B dd—cfDNA 7 %k . O 82 BB MG
57 (0.57%) F1 XL H ' B8 A iR 97 (1.10% ) LG 1 I
B 8% M 16 97 (0.319%) 5 (P <0.05) 5 @0 IESE T )5 HY
HEAA (0.45% ) 535 % B3R 8 (0.27%) Bk 2 (8] 22
F(P<0.05). gk (1 ~34H)dd-cfDNA | & & 7w
T AT HEAR T E AT 2 R R R . AR R M BT
A& (PRA) 5 dd—cfDNA £ iFAH %,

PULIYANDA S5 b P Ui 4 67 ) L3 8 3,
T ECHEHEAT 20T, LABSE dd—cfDNA XF 12 5114 HEF X
W6 B RS AL B AN . 67 191 58 3 P 19 1114 dd-
fDNA KU A g 5 B0 WG I () — 3843, dd—cfDNA #1437
N 0.37% . 67 Bl PRV BE A HETR S Y 48 1] 8 3
H1, dd—cfDNA 250K 0.47% . DSA FHPESZ 1A Y dd-
ofDNA PF 43 55 T BAME , dd—cfDNA #4355 DSA BH 150
FETCAH G o 48 1] 32 35 v A 7 53 2H 2K A dd-
fDNA P43 <1% , Horp 2 i) e L HE R 8 42 . dd-
cfDNA>1% 12 Wi HEJF 5 7 i SO R 86% , 45 54
100% , dd—cfDNA L2 B RS AR HE e 520 11 H 30 4
BT —R B k. LI ERFSE R, dd—cfDNA 7]
DA e B 00 20 42 R e O, A T A AR A L anEg
) Ty e s 0 sl e A B ) s — 2 0 9 ok o2 3%
XA AL B 4 L

B FE A5 X dd—cfDNA H5 47 5 0 W I AT 5 1ifs PR
e A= U I IR [+ b S AR B A 4 40, D26 I IR 1
BB S RS A 5 Z BT HEAT T A T IR AR X
— 5, BU ZEWV 01 T 1 092 01 B B A1 52 5 18 3 4R N
2252 dd—cfDNA W5 (4 540 , P4l dd—cfDNA 5 20 41

S 5 10 SR RS A HE R B =2 TR OGHK .
% B dd—cfDNA {E T+ (0.5% 5 5 =) 5 1ifi & A1 i
PR SRS A HE R SN AH G o dd—cfDNA {H 7E 0.5% 5%
T, IR A AR A AR S e AR ) AU B T
35 (fE B H A 2.71) , I HL 7 1 a2 A A4 A S M B 14
ZHT 91 Rt it o dd—cfDNA FF2L 7
= TR A 3 AR N /N ER R B R TR B 25% UL F
PRI, X6 dd—cfDNA 1145 KW I w] A e R o Bl IR
HE A Y B A Wb 25 W ) X 2 22
I 230 52 05 = W ) S ek 1) b 78, RS S A TS A
OB 43 9% T H . L, FF2 3K 1Y dd—cfDNA 7K
ST A R ) SRS A A R SOC IR 7, PR A
o 2410 i) X6 el - 2 B
MANTIOS %5 fy Hif B P 5 e BB F 5, 0k
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