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Abstract  Objective: To explore the risk factors of urosepsis in patients with ureteral calculi complicated with
APN and to provide clues for clinical identification of high-risk patients. Methods: Clinical data of patients with u-
reteral calculi complicated with APN treated in Chengde Central Hospital during the priod of August 2014 to No-
vember 2022 were collected retrospectively. Patients with sepsis were divided into case group and control group
according to whether sepsis occurred. Univariate analysis was performed on sex. age. BMI, previous medical his-
tory, stone characteristics, laboratory data, APACHEIl score and other influencing factors, and multivariate a-
nalysis was performed on the statistically significant variables in univariate analysis. Results: The incidence of uri-
nary sepsis in patients with ureteral calculi complicated with APN was 42.5%. In the univariate analysis, varia-
bles have statistically significant in maximum length diameter, maximum transverse diameter, blood leukocyte
count, Lymph# , Neut #, Neut%, Hb, RDW, PLT, MPV, serum sodium, PT, PTA, INR, ALB, TBIL,
DBIL, creatinine, urine culture, NLR, RPR, MLR, RAR, APACHE Il scores. Multifactorial analysis revealed
that maximum stone length™>10. 0 mm(P =0.026) , total bilirubin>>20. 4 pmol/L(P =0.003), creatinine=>106
pmol/L(P<C0.001), lower platelet count(P <C0.001), RAR(P =0.018), and higher APACHE Il score(P =
0.001) were independent risk factors for progression to urosepsis in patients with ureteral calculi complicated with
APN. Conclusion: The percentage of patients with ureteral calculi complicated with APN who developed urosepsis
was 42.5%. In patients with ureteral stones combined with APN, larger stones, higher total bilirubin as well as
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creatinine, RAR, and APACHE [l scores, and lower PLT were independent risk factors for progression to urinary

sepsis.

Key words ureteral calculi; acute pyelonephritis; urosepsis; risk factors; red blood cell distribution width to

albumin ratio

2 'S & H & (acute pyelonephritis, APN) J&
— I DR R UL AR W IR R SR F B E Y s S5 Bl £
PEr APN 4E R0 H 15% 8 17%, APN kK3
SR A APN I 24 APN WG, 5 4
APN %2 SCA & A 78 IE # A BB B9 APNL & 2%
APN 88 L EAAE S B4 MK E Cnig
BE PRI ) B 5 PR B AT OC B RE A A 0 5 T e S
LA BED 6 bR 8 S5 5 BB 3 B e L R 45
FRECH) APN 242 22t APN 8 UL i P 22—,
I PR L AN A WS, — BN BOR K it W 5 KRR
PR 5 E 5 JE R ik 26 %600, H Rl B oY e i
M bR B S5 0 R S R R R M B TR AR
O fE R R R IR I 5 A R e R N R K R
SE M fE R R R0 | BRI 45 6 B 9T APN B E g
Ry IR e B MR K 58 ) f B R R DO L B AT AL A I
b AR TR RS S A5 APN RE R
R R e B RE B fE B R R AT . IR L AR ISR B T
T O o M R A 45 A A T APN BB 1 IR 9 R
TR LI R N PR e B RE A fE B L K
1 &#ERERE
1.1 IR ZE AR

[l o 0 M7 7R FE T o0 BE BE 2014 4F 8 H—
2022 4 11 A MRG0 5 PR3 45 A & 9F APN 1)
B 134 ), KA MRTEAE 1Y R E 57 B (42.5%6)
iR A, R R A MR RE BB 7T B (57. 5%
YRR, 5019 B (14.2%) . 42 115 §1 (85.8%) .
WL 18 ~87 %, AL 4EW 56 %, BMI 17.6 ~
40. 4 kg/m?*, i BMI 24. 7 kg/m”*,

B AE o0 f 9% v 0 R 55 B (41, 0%0) , B PR
38 1 (28. 4% L 10 1 (7. 5%) o BEA: b IR &
gEAFARSL 23 1 (17.2%), FRIGFRGE R A, B
74 1 (55.2%) , BHYE 60 Bl (44.8%) . Hf K miR
W40 il (29.9%), Bl % s TR A A E 8 il
(6.0%), 2 FAFTEATH 4 19 (3. 0% , R ER T 2
B (1. 5%) s FIRZ2FERE B 1 6 (0. 7%0) 2B Bk 1
0. 7% I R 2 T RE T 1] 0. 700, iR
ETRREERE 16 0.7%) . AT E 1
(0. 7%, 3 55 Wb AAG RR AT B 1 91 (0. 726D
1.2 90 AFbRUE

Ol W IR R IR R CT FH L ik iR
B EERFEREERE MR E SO O/ &
APN W2 Wibs " BRI R AR 2 455k 2 &Lk
T ca. I PR B IR =38, 3°C 2 78 i & 4 B
AR b AR B X R SO B AR B . e 52

6 25 K A < TR I I AE (R 3% AR P b R R L L
i MR« HE DR PRIXE PR L DR 2 SRR D . DL e
PR BE PR YT Th B9 S A5 58 T H A i 5 4> sk
B IR 40 R 85 5% I U5 H 80> 10" CFU/mL, H 35 5%
MR <<2 F, QLIRS (RFIEM S HE
T I 4> & 48 (sequential organ failure assess-
ment, SOFA) PEA- RGN, Rt =2 70 o M EE i
M2 WibR -
1.3 HEBRbr

% IR 45 A RN R F B W 1 IR B AR
BH L TG A 5 UK 3 5 @ BR A0 H: Ath S8 Pk 8 g M 9
I W PR | G E Ty B R A L B T R B 0 ki
I 995 | IV 2R GE R i 5 O S 00 = 1l R 22
BLE R
1.4 Hk

AW 5T AE [ESCHR L 7850008 O& & R
filh E BT BRI, R AR N O— 8Pk
P A K IR = 48 B0 (body mass index, BMI) |
TR A 006 PR 2R 5 0 TF- R s e I P 3 s R PR R e
o s Q&5 A A BT RE . 45 A AL A A L 2
BAEIFRME S5 A8 A R KR R KR
@S2 H Z A B« I 40 3 5 (WBO) | 1ML 21 76
1 CHb) L Z0 40 il e 245 CHCT) | 21 21 Jd 43 A 58 &
(RDW) . Ifil /M (PLT) SF- 4 1 /A AR FL(MPV) |
R 40 M 45 X (H (Lymph £ ), BR 40 i 48 %) {5
(Mono # ), H 67 40 it 268 X {H (Neut £ ) | H PRz 41
L 438 (Neut %) It Na ™ it K L 5 i i J52 s 7]
(PT) 5 i i Ji B 1) 3% 20 B (P T A L B s fE 4 b
B (INR) | #B435E IfiL 75 B 18] CAPTT) (41 4 26 &
(FIB) \HEH (ALB) B HL FE (TBIL) . HiEAH LT
Z (DBIL) it {ILAEF (SCR) | R B 44 | FR 75 1L | bR WV i
fREh R WBC.JRHE R 535 s O fif AR 48 4 . b MEr
2 A 5 9k B 40 LU A (NLR) | I /AR 55 7k B 400 i L
fH (PLR) £1 41 Bl 53 A 92 FE 5 1l /A e B (RPR) |
PRI 5 R L 40 A e (E (MR | 21 40 it 4 A5 5
B 5 A A e E (RAR) L APACHE 1T ¥E43 .
1.5 Sit2f ik

K H SPSS 26. 0 48 11 2 3 14 % %5 8 F 47 42 1t
M EERGEESSALL X £S FoR,
W e o s R N A A 1 S g o 1
BER AL E Ay LR TR R . A L ECR e K
B AESHLE o K. R RS AEEGTE
ERERMALHE logistic BIT5Hr, LI P<
0.05 HEFAGIT#E L,



o 406 - I R

&

S

ik %24 %

2 #R
2.1 P ERE KA M IE 09 SR R A

R R EIE T Bos . 22 R HAE S EE LW
£ 5 P 2R 430l 2 45 A e KR 45 A B KA L i
WBC. Lymph # . Neut # . Neut%. Hb, RDW,
PLT.MPV.IiL Na® ,PT.PTA,INR,ALB, TBIL,
DBIL.SCR. J# #; i . NLR. RPR. MLR., RAR. A-
PACHE I ¥4 (P <<0.05); Z R L4 ¢ = LK
T [ PR 2 2 Pk 9 AR  BMIL R A 45 40 TR 8
G ML A B PR B I O L A R A
g5 O A 9 R M 45 47 . Mono # . HCT, IfiL
K™ \APTT.FIB, J& ¥ Ifi . bR W fi§ {2 £ . )R WBC.
PLR(P>>0.05), L3k 1~4,

F1 FABE-RAMWBAERSN

By

SH JHe 75 i 21 JEHK%EZEZ/F/XZ s
(57 B 77 B

P 5] 2.136  0.144
4 11¢19.3)  8(10.4)
g 46(80.7) 69(89.6)

Wy ) % 1.760 0.185
<60 29(50.9) 48(62.3)
=60 28(49.1) 29(37.7)

BMI/ (kg/m*) 0.674 0.412
<24.0 27(47.4) 31(40.3)
>24.0 30(52.6) 46(59.7)

HHFARE 0.318 0.573
H 11¢19.3) 12(15.6)
¥ 46(80.7) 65(84.4)

5 IR 0.724  0.395
H 21(36.8) 34(44.2)
¥ 36(63.2) 43(55.8)

W R 0.105 0.746
H 17(29.8) 21(27.3)
X 40(70.2) 56(72.7)

ey 0.687 0.407
H 6(10.5)  4(5.2)
¥ 51(89.5) 73(94.8)

2.2 PHALRAE KL MEEIE A 2 R A
LSRR A5 R A MR AT Sy RS Bt R B R
B 22 A Ge it 3 U 26 AR EEAE R A AR &,
e 1) AL SR L AT 0105 2347 o 30 A TR1 A 7 7 ) A2
HA A RRKKE KA <10. 0 mm=0,>10.0
mm=1) ,PLT . TBILU®{H : <<20. 4 pmol/L=0,>
20.4 pmol/L=1) ,SCRUKE : <106 pmol/L=0,
>106 pmol/L=1) . RAR,APACHE Il ¥4 J& i JR
B O GIF APN AR R e wEAE 19 2t <7 fa B A

R ZERAFIFEX(P<0.05), W#ES,

Xf ik 6 AT A K R SR A7 IL LR 2 W L 2
B R VIF 4% %% 1.041,1.178, 1. 030, 1. 396,
1.098,1. 328, 4l VIF=5 /878 &t (6] /7 75 £ &
LR MR F T bR E L B R B 6 ANl ST AR R
RN 2 AL P )

®2 PMABREZOHEXERMMBAERSH

B %)

5H ¥ 75 5 20 itﬂ&ﬁﬁéﬂ[/F/Xz P
(57 B 77 B

25 AL 0.958 0.619
B 35(61.4) 52(67.5)
B 6(10.5)  9(11.7)
T B 16(28.1) 16(20.8)

o5 4 [ 2.963  0.085
L= 33(57.9) 33(42.9)
eyl 24(42.1)  44(57.1)

[] 40 P 45 A 0.001  0.992
H 23(40.4)  31(40.3)
¥ 34(59.6) 46(59.7)

EREKAR/mm 5.466  0.019
<10.0 32(56.1) 58(75.3)
>10.0 25(43.9)  19(24.7)

KB4/ mm 6.356 0.012
<6.5 23(40.4) 48(62.3)
>6.5 34(59.6) 29(37.7)

2.3 FHAR R Y ST

R4 22 K2 01 5 40 A7 B A 245 51 fe 45t
PRAE S50 691 APN B3 K AR M AE i AU R 2% T
MR Logit (P) = —18. 971+ 1. 908 X 4 11 i
KK A% —0.028 X PLT+4. 113 X TBIL+5. 061 X
SCR+10. 550 X RAR+0. 583 X APACHE II iF-4% .
Hosmer-Lemeshow &5 E /¥ B8 P=0. 751,
PERBRIL A B4, R ROC R P75 7] 4 7Y
13453 5 B K AR BT A IX 40 BE 7 . 4 R R i
1 ROC it 26 F 1ff FX Carea under curve, AUC) K
0. 980(95%CI :0.961~0. 999, P<C0.001) , DL £y %
8 B85 RAE (0. 870) 1 HRHIUIM A2 7Y iy EL (0. 390) ,
A ROC M e i R AN 0. 95 %8 5 B R 0. 92
(B D,
3 Wit

¥ A T A R B Y R N R R T S K
1 & S A A I 4 D RERE AT, WA IR R G B R A
4 B RAERE R 2% H D) e A DR R R 22 A% 1 R I
PR LU BI RS o PR R EEAED . R M
9 3 B AR PR B A R, PR B 45 A P LB e
KA I a8 AR S 2] 3 B0PR B AT R, H P L



58 i PUIELIINS O S R PR =N N e R R I I S h bl A ESES « 407 -

BSR4 R W LR A4 2F APN
SEUIRANEHR DS HOBAT L — W AER AR A A APN M AR T A R B £ B I
B TR M O M HE UK S R R K R B A B A 2 T Y
13.6% ~43. 200 GRTIR MM RO B RALE L

i AN WA A TR TR 7 FL LA ) [R) B 20 B R A

®3 AMABELBREWEXERNBERRSN XES.MPy; P, 1D

mH Jie & i 2H (57 451D AR e & AE L (77 ) t/F/y? P
JIIRG
WBC/(X10°/L) 15.546.9 13.044.6 —2.304 0.023
Lymph# /(X10°/1) 0. 68(0. 38,0.87) 1.01€0.61,1.46) 1271. 000 <<0. 001
Mono # /(X 10° /L) 0.73€0.36,0.97) 0.67(0.50,1.00) 2131. 500 0.777
Neut# /(X10°/L) 13.40+6. 48 10.92+4. 36 —2.506 0.014
Neut % 89. 6(86.5,91.8) 84.6(80.9,88.2) 1162. 000 <<0. 001
Hb/(g/L) 116(106,126) 122(114,131) 1697. 000 0.025
HCT/(L/L) 0.35140.052 0.36440. 049 1.562 0.121
RDW/ % 13.4(12.3,14.9) 12.3(11.4,13.7) 1638. 000 0.012
PLT/(X10°/L) 135463 224+78 7.070 <<0. 001
MPV/{L 8.6(7.8,9.5) 7.9(7.3,8.7) 1540. 500 0.003
1. Na™ /(mmol/L) 136(133,138) 138(136,140) 1469. 000 0.001
1 K* /(mmol/L) 3.40(3.10,3.95) 3.47(3.06,3.78) 2165. 500 0. 896
PT/s 13.1(12.4,14.6) 12.5(11.8,13.5) 1596. 500 0.007
PTA/% 79(72,89) 86(77,95) 1636. 000 0.012
INR 1.15(1.09,1. 27) 1.10(1.03,1.18) 1562. 500 0. 004
APTT/s 30.0(28.0,32.7) 29.3(27.5,30.9) 1866. 000 0.139
FIB/(g/1) 5.73(4,22,7.17) 4.90(4.33,6.45) 2024, 500 0. 444
ALB/(g/L) 8. 524 0. 004
<30 36(63.2) 29(37.7)
=30 21(36.8) 48(62.3)
TBIL/(pmol/L) 6.964 0.008
<20.4 41(71.9) 69(89.6)
>>20.4 16(28. 1) 8(10. 4)
DBIL/ (pmol/1) 9.284 0. 002
<6.8 38(66.7) 68(88.3)
>6.8 19(33.3) 9(11.7)
SCR/ (pmol/L) 64.617 <<0. 001
<106 14(24. 6) 71(92.2)
>106 43(75.4) 6(7.8)
DRVES 1L 0.234 0.629
<2+ 17(29.8) 26(33.8)
=2+ 40(70.2) 51(66.2)
DR A R 3 1. 927 0.165
[5Riés 35(61.4) 56(72.7)
[{ER 22(38.6) 21(27.3)
JR WBC 0.532 0. 466
<2+ 18(31.6) 29(37.7)
=2+ 39(68. 4) 48(62.3)
R H5 35 8. 874 0. 003
[ER 34(59.6) 26(33.8)
53 P 23040, 4) 51(66.2)




+ 408 - i PR 4012 2% s 924 %
x4 MABEMTEENNERZSM M(Py;,Ps)
Ti [ JHeTERE 2 (57 ) FEMeTEAELL 77 i) t/F/y? P
NLR 20.88(12.42,28.27) 10.54(6. 23,14, 55) 1066. 000 <£0. 001
PLR 211.11(126. 32,302. 89) 211.17(146.02,314.12) 2049. 000 0.513
RPR 0.10(0. 08,0. 16) 0.06¢0.04,0.07) 749. 000 <20. 001
MLR 1.02(0.55,1.52) 0.68(0.37,1.14) 1533. 500 0.003
RAR 0.45(0.39,0.52) 0.39(0.34,0.53) 1425. 500 0. 001
APACHEII ¥4y 9(8.14) 6(5.9) 898. 000 <<0.001
XS5 HWRELEAAHAPNEELERSENSEESITER
AN B P OR 95%CI
HAaRRKR 1.908 0.026 6.738 1.250~36. 335
PLT —0.028 <<0.001 0.972 0.959~0. 986
TBIL 4.113 0.003 61. 101 4.040~924. 203
SCR 5.061 <<0. 001 157. 749 15.933~1 561,823
RAR 10. 550 0.018 38 164. 832 6.319~230 491 354. 100
APACHE I -4y 0.583 0.001 1. 791 1.254~2.558
Hht —18.971 <<0. 001 <0. 001 —
ok AT 31 IR 45 1 3 ELVR e 45 4 v 1 40 1O
Aew W0 K B 5 A B AR 2 0 M ] 2 ROR R
f)—'f AR AT 386 0 T PR e 75 0 09 AU o A AT S 4y
o8 BFE 7150 3 K S R4 A7 /N A5 B e 95 i 22 1) A7 7
ARG 8 il iR 22 R )R R 2 — AT fig o 4%
0.6 YR G N A AR E AN S g e T v B S b
k< BRI % BUR e B 10 PLT B35 46 T ok
R oal B DRI 1 S8 6 — 4 BT 4 B PLT B
BRI RE S5 A A FF APN ARHTHE R 4 IR MeBEAE 79 il
SEfE R R S AR R A e — 8 L FEIE IR
o2r AF UL A U I B A T RO AR A
2 JRR YL A5 Ay 7 R I, KRR IR A8 TR 2 O P
of I PR 7= A ik 22 R SR BE TR 7 A a2 Bl K T
T o or o8 os 1o R SECUR P AR HERE L DIC 19K k. T
18 et R WG AR PLT 9 K & 1 #8 L S e 5 10 )

1 BREEAAFAPN BEELERBELHM
M4 A ROC Hh £

124 Rk NS Z TG 1 ke IS A B
15 BRI L DR % 45 A S8 DR e B A Y g ST s B )
K. AT L R AE 450 K42 >10. 0 mm Y #
L J O PR e R A R 2 4 41 <<10. 0 mm [ iR
f9 6. 738 1, 5 _LIRESIE—E, X AES LT JRA
EESIE UNUERERC &2 GRS TN RS Pl P 91
i DR A R IR 5 5 45 A T B A TR T A7 A L
PSR BRI &5 A vh il A 1) 20 TR AR X B 22, 5 40
AR RELINY 25 5y 5| S A0 T R SRR L I T fiE 2 B
AN AT PR R MR, B b 2 s/ B U ol i
TPEHUA R O B Y AL A B A R

RN S E PLT KR /D 3 2 Bk B E 3 LAY
Bz —%", Christensen %" {3 #1356 % 0H . 40
BB 2 W HiyA 4538 3 i RBC % 7= 2k L3 B i
ATP AL, & ML P ATP 05 &, M5 #0S
PLT 0 P2Y1 552K, B PLT B9 Kt #E , 5l
A ML A5 PN 95 0 % Rl it B B, AT 3 PLT K
Wl D 5 24 S 4 P I/ AR P2Y L AZ A AR ), ]
i 2 e 7 0T IRD /N BB A TG R, ik — B AR5
KIESRINE T P2Y1 2K, k3% T PLT 1L,
{EL L A8 PN 5 1t 3% A ek 20 L i E S A HE T PLT 1Y
Y /0 AT REAS AN AN S I A PR 8 I R Rt 4 T B A 4
HOMAEE AR R S PLT M. 45 ERik,
PLT S5k X 2%, PLT Al 7 —~ € F R
e Jfe 7 0 A P R AR R L SR L B R E Y e HIL T



5% 8

KR4, RS 40 B 2k B

&4

FRH R D DR e R Y B [N 3% « 409 -

AR 2% s E RGN e EE AE B & B R vkl — £, R
S5 PLT Z[H )¢ R ik — 2 5%

Hl e A ZHaFse " & I 5E % TBIL
K8 I H TBIL 5 e 5 i 8 155 7™ 2 7
KMWGAIRRKKR . AR PHR5Hrd . 5TIR
i B AE LA LE bR REAE 41 J8 4% TBIL.DBIL & 3%
Fhi, iE— 20 AT Z2 R 43 i & 8L TBIL 2 JR e 85 5
WS fER R . 5 iR 45— 8. AHLH &
Ar¥7, % 3 F FXR (farnesoid X receptor, FXR)
1 FOXA2(factor Forkhead box A2,FOXA2){E 4k
el 40 i £ 25 5tk 25 3 2 (multidrug resistance
protein2, MRP2) % Til ¥ 3% 18 o g 25 SC 88 4 H M
MRP2 7544 i BE A= 2% 14 K A 21 3% 4 % 0 12
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