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The application of serum protein electrophoresis in monitoring the function recovery and complications
after liver transplantation
CHEN Li, XTAO Ping, ZHAO Zhi-heng, et al. Department of Clinical Laboratory, Tianjin First Central Hos-
pital, Tianjin 300192, China

[Abstract] Objective To analyze the application value of serum protein electrophoresis for monitoring
liver function recovery and complications after liver transplantation. Methods 33 cases of liver transplantation
patients in our hospital from March 2013 to June 2013 were collected. Serum protein electrophoresis compo-
nents of the patients were analyzed when first admission and about one year after transplantation. The protein
constituent content and abnormal protein before and after transplantation were analyzed. Results Compared
with pretransplant group, the albumin was higher, and y—globulin component was lower significantly in post
transplant group, and the differences all had statistical significance (Pall< 0.05). There were no statistical sig-
nificance in the differences of o, o, and B protein constituent content between pretransplant group and post
transplant group. B—7y bridge was detected in 9 cases in pretransplant group. While the cases with abnormal y-
globulin component in post transplant group was less than that of pretransplant group, in which oligoclonal
bands were detected in 2 cases. Conclusion The protein component analysis before and after transplantation
by serum protein electrophoresis can monitor liver function recovery and complications of the liver transplanta-
tion patients.
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