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Chapter

Perioperative Care for Kidney 
Transplant Recipients
Sebastian Hultin, Carmel M. Hawley, David W. Johnson  

and Ross S. Francis

Abstract

Transplantation carries significant mortality benefit compared to dialysis in 
end-stage kidney disease. Increased perioperative risk, however, results in a higher 
mortality in the first 3 months post-transplantation compared to remaining on hae-
modialysis. Consequently, optimal perioperative management is essential. Patients 
presenting for kidney transplantation require rapid assessment and preparation for 
theatre to minimise ischaemic times and improve mortality and graft outcomes. 
This task is often complicated by the presence of multiple medical comorbidities. 
Furthermore, early complications of hypotension, delayed graft function, reno-
vascular and ureteric surgical complications and rejection render the perioperative 
phase of transplant challenging for the recipient and for the transplant team. In this 
chapter, we outline current practices in the assessment and management of kidney 
transplant recipients during the perioperative period, particularly focusing on their 
clinical application and the evidence underpinning them.

Keywords: comorbidity, kidney transplantation, perioperative care,  
risk assessment, treatment outcome

1. Introduction

Non-communicable diseases now account for 75% of deaths globally, with 
chronic kidney disease (CKD) rapidly rising up the ranks as a cause of death, reach-
ing eleventh on the list in 2016 [1]. The estimated global crude prevalence of CKD in 
2016 was 275.9 million cases associated with a crude mortality of 1.2 million [2].

As CKD patients’ renal function declines, mortality rises to an estimated lifespan 
of 8 years for patients on dialysis of 40–44 years of age and 4.5 years to patients 
60–64 years of age. Improvements in dialysis therapy have been accompanied by 
a decline in mortality rate [3]. Despite this, the long-term mortality on dialysis 
remains significantly inferior to that following kidney transplantation.

A systematic review in 2011 identified 110 studies including nearly 2 million 
patients with transplantation conferring a mortality advantage over dialysis. Only 
studies with follow-up periods <3 months favoured dialysis, attributed largely to 
perioperative complications and higher immunosuppression post-transplantation 
[4]. Accordingly, transplant and dialysis registry studies have confirmed increased 
mortality in transplanted patients compared to dialysis at 3 months (HR 2.0, 1.5–2.7, 
p < 0.001) with reversal at 6 months (HR 0.27, 0.16–0.47, p < 0.001) with 80% 
reduction in mortality following transplantation compared to dialysis at 12 months [5].  
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The increase in mortality associated with kidney transplantation highlights the 
need for optimal perioperative management to minimise the risks and maximise the 
benefits associated with transplantation. This chapter focuses on the principles and 
evidence of perioperative management of transplant patients.

2. Pre-operative transplant management

2.1 Initial clinical assessment pre-transplant

Patients on the kidney transplant waiting list have usually undergone a thorough 
medical and surgical assessment prior to listing to identify significant comorbidities 
that would preclude transplantation. Optimisation of cardiovascular comorbidi-
ties, including diabetes mellitus (DM) and hypertension, is important not only for 
prevention of cardiovascular disease but also for avoidance of hypertensive and dia-
betic damage to the transplanted graft. Nevertheless, at the point that an intended 
recipient is admitted to hospital for transplantation, a thorough reassessment is 
important to identify any new medical issues, as well as to ensure that the recipient 
is sufficiently medically stable for a general anaesthetic and surgery.

On arrival at the transplanting hospital, bloods are collected with a request for 
the laboratory to process these urgently (Table 1). In addition, a chest radiograph 
and ECG are performed.

While these investigations are being processed, a medical history and examina-
tion should be undertaken with the patient with the aim of documenting:

• Any new medical comorbidities, in particular symptoms suggesting the 
development of vascular disease (angina, claudication, peripheral ulceration), 
malignancy (unexpected weight loss, new mass or lymphadenopathy) or active 
infection (fever, constitutional symptoms).

• Signs or symptoms of fluid overload, with assessment of the patient’s weight in 
relation to their recent clinic weights (or current target weight if on dialysis).

• The patient’s usual daily urine volume.

The presence of potential new medical comorbidities should prompt review of 
suitability for, and safety of proceeding with transplantation. The development 
of ischaemic heart disease, vascular disease, malignancy or active infection would 
preclude proceeding with transplantation.

Blood tests:

Renal and liver chemistry including phosphate, calcium, and LDH

Full blood count

Coagulation profile

Blood group + hold

Serum for tissue typing investigations

Serology for CMV, EBV, VZV, toxoplasma hepatitis B, hepatitis C, HIV

Pregnancy test as appropriate

Urine culture unless anuric

Chest radiograph

Electrocardiogram

Table 1. 
Usual investigations for a patient presenting for kidney transplant.
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A key decision during the assessment is whether a patient requires dialysis 
prior to transplantation. Similarly, donor factors associated with a high prob-
ability of delayed graft function (e.g., donation after circulatory death [DCD] 
kidney, prolonged anticipated cold ischaemic time) require a lower threshold for 
dialysis. Significant hyperkalaemia (a typical threshold may be a serum potassium 
concentration > 5.5 mmol/L) or fluid overload should prompt urgent dialysis prior 
to transplantation. In general, it is better to control fluid and electrolyte abnormali-
ties effectively with dialysis pre-operatively rather than to attempt dialysis in a 
less stable patient post-surgery. Due to tissue damage and intraoperative bleeding, 
hyperkalaemia may worsen post-operatively. If haemodialysis is required prior to 
transplantation, patients are usually slightly above their target weight with the aim 
of avoiding intraoperative hypotension. Minimal or no heparin should be adminis-
tered during dialysis to minimise the risk of perioperative haemorrhage.

2.2 Management of pre-existing medication

Patients with advanced kidney disease are often on multiple medications, many 
of which can be safely discontinued at the time of transplantation, including most 
antihypertensive medication, phosphate binders, cinacalcet, and erythropoiesis-
stimulating agents. However, some medications should usually be continued as 
follows:

• Active vitamin D compounds in patients post-parathyroidectomy are usually 
continued. Calcium levels post-transplant follow a biphasic pattern with early 
decline in the post-operative week without supplementation. The protective 
effect of raised PTH is absent in patients post-parathyroidectomy, thereby 
risking precipitating severe hypocalcaemia if such patients are not supple-
mented with active vitamin D compounds (calcitriol and alfacalcidol) [6].

• Beta blockers are usually not stopped abruptly in the perioperative period due 
to concerns that this may lead to rebound tachycardia and increase the risk of 
mortality [7]. However, it may be reasonable to reduce the dose and/or convert 
patients to a beta blocker with a shorter duration of action (e.g., metoprolol) to 
reduce the risk of hypotension in the post-operative period.

• Statins, although generally safe, can predispose to rhabdomyolysis if used in 
conjunction with CYP450-3A4 inhibitors [8]. We suggest ceasing statins until 
outside the perioperative period.

• Antiplatelet therapy with aspirin is usually continued perioperatively, and 
many transplant centres routinely prescribe aspirin to recipients who are not 
already receiving this agent to reduce the risk of transplant vessel throm-
bosis, although this has a poor evidence base [9]. Dual antiplatelet therapy 
with aspirin plus agents, such as platelet P2Y12 receptor inhibitors (e.g., 
clopidogrel and ticagrelor), would usually be considered a contraindication 
to transplantation, both because of the increased risk of bleeding and the 
frequent association of significant vascular disease in patients requiring this 
combination.

• Erythropoiesis stimulating agents (ESA) may be continued on the basis of 
some studies identifying anaemia as an independent predictor of mortality in 
the intermediate post-transplant period [10]. There are, however, no studies 
showing benefits of continued ESA therapy or defining optimal haemoglobin 
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targets [11]. European Best Practices Guidelines for anaemia management 
recommend that ESA not be ceased in patients undergoing surgery, but no 
specific recommendations are made regarding transplantation [12].

Potential transplant recipients who are anti-coagulated with warfarin require 
urgent reversal of anticoagulation prior to surgery. There are often local proto-
cols for warfarin reversal, but a typical approach would be 1–2 mg oral vitamin 
K administered as soon as the patient presents to hospital, followed by infusion 
of either fresh frozen plasma or a prothrombin complex concentrate, such as 
prothrombinex-VF, depending on the INR [13]. Whether intravenous heparin is 
required post-operatively will depend on the strength of the indication for anti-
coagulation, the degree of post-operative haemorrhage, and a decision regarding 
this should be made in consultation with the transplant surgeons. Where the risk of 
thrombosis is not excessively high, it is preferable to defer recommencing warfarin 
until at least 4 weeks post-transplant due to the frequent requirement for a trans-
plant biopsy during this period.

Although non-vitamin K oral anticoagulants (NOACs) are currently not used 
routinely in end-stage kidney disease (ESKD) patients, indications for their use 
have been expanding into patients with more severe renal dysfunction. Nonetheless, 
NOACs should be avoided in ESKD patients on the active transplant list.

2.3 Pre-operative management of diabetes and hyperglycaemia

In Australia, over 23% of patients who are listed for a deceased donor transplant 
have diabetes [ANZDATA 2016]. The presence of autonomic neuropathy should 
be noted, as this may help predict haemodynamic instability and risk for graft 
hypoperfusion post-operatively. Similarly, gastroparesis may have important 
implications for immunosuppressive drug absorption if severe and retinopathy may 
complicate post-operative medication management if visual acuity is substantially 
reduced.

After admission for kidney transplantation, patients with type 2 diabetes should 
omit hypoglycaemic medication during the period of preoperative fasting, with 
regular capillary glucose monitoring performed every 1–2 h. Hypoglycaemia is 
managed with intravenous dextrose. If significant hyperglycaemia develops, an 
intravenous insulin infusion is the safest method to control glucose levels until the 
recipient is able to eat post-operatively. Patients with type 1 diabetes should com-
mence an intravenous insulin infusion after admission to hospital to prevent the 
development of ketoacidosis.

2.4 Immunosuppression

After the decision has been made to proceed with a transplant, an immunosup-
pression regimen is selected. This regimen is usually initiated before the recipient 
goes to theatre so that immune function is attenuated prior to donor antigen expo-
sure after reperfusion of the allograft. The choice of immunosuppressive regimen is 
individualised depending on the circumstances of the recipient and, in particular, 
the perception of immunological risk (Table 2).

Most patients undergoing kidney transplantation will receive induction immu-
nosuppression, typically consisting of intravenous methylprednisolone combined 
with either a monoclonal antibody targeting CD25 (the high affinity α-chain of the 
IL-2 receptor) [14], such as basiliximab, or a lymphocyte-depleting antibody (such 
as thymoglobulin [15] or alemtuzumab [16–18]). Induction therapy is combined 
with ongoing maintenance immunosuppressive therapy, typically consisting of 
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three immunosuppressive agents [19]. The most commonly prescribed combination 
in Australia and the USA currently is tacrolimus, mycophenolate and prednisolone 
[20, 21]. ABO-incompatible transplants as well transplants where there is a pre-
transplant DSA requiring plasma-exchange prior to transplantation are outside 
the scope of this chapter. Similarly, special circumstances including steroid-free 
immunosuppression are not discussed here.

2.5 Prophylactic medications

The administration of immunosuppression needs to be balanced against the 
increased risk of infection. With ESKD patients being routinely subjected to 
hospital environments, additional consideration should be given for prophylaxis 
in patients colonised with multi-resistant organisms. Patients with prior known 
serious or recurrent infections should be evaluated carefully and assessed for 
recurrence and presence of occult infection prior to proceeding with transplanta-
tion. In addition, gastro-protection, infection and VTE prophylaxis is charted 
(Table 3).

Despite some controversy for the use of surgical antibiotic prophylaxis, rou-
tine prescribing is common, generally following local practices and guidelines 
[22]. No consensus currently exists for optimal antibacterial prophylaxis, but the 
general approach is to minimise dose and duration of administration to prevent 
emergence of antibiotic resistance [23]. A Cochrane systematic review is currently 
being undertaken to evaluate the evidence for antibiotic prophylaxis in preventing 
postsurgical site infections in solid organ transplant recipients [24]. Where there 
are risk factors that may predispose the recipient to bacterial transmission from 
the donor, such as treated bacteraemia or urine infection, the duration of antibiotic 
prophylaxis is adapted to cover the appropriate organisms.

Prior to introduction of prophylaxis, PJP was an important cause of severe 
pneumonia, associated with an estimated 29–50% mortality [25]. Since the wide-
spread use of co-trimoxazole prophylaxis, the incidence of PJP has declined to an 
estimated incidence of 0.8 case per 1000 person at 1-year post-transplant [26]. 
Co-trimoxazole prophylaxis is routinely prescribed in most transplant centres for 
6–12 months post-transplant and many centres now advocate for continued prophy-
laxis following PJP outbreaks [27]. If co-trimoxazole is contraindicated, alternative 
agents are inhaled pentamidine isethionate or oral dapsone.

Prophylaxis against urinary tract infections (UTIs) is usually provided by the 
co-trimoxazole therapy administered for PJP prophylaxis. On the basis of limited 
evidence, perioperative UTI prophylaxis is recommended and in the case of co-
trimoxazole intolerance, another agent could be chosen [11].

Systemic anti-fungal prophylaxis is not routinely administered to kidney 
transplant recipients [28]. However, oral nystatin or amphotericin is frequently 

Very low risk Identical twin donor

Low risk HLA-identical sibling donor, no DSA

Average risk HLA-mismatched donor, no DSA

High risk HLA-mismatched donor, detectable DSA, negative cross-match or  

ABO-incompatible donor following desensitisation

Very high risk HLA-mismatched donor, detectable DSA, positive cross-match

DSA, donor-specific antibody.

Table 2. 
Immunological risk assessment for kidney transplantation.
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prescribed in the early post-operative period to reduce the risk of oropharyngeal 
candida infection [11]. The optimal duration of therapy is unknown, largely due to 
low event rates, but a typical approach would be therapy for the first month post-
transplant [29].

Previous cytomegalovirus (CMV) infection is common, with a seroprevalence 
of up to 75% in transplant recipients [30]. The risk of developing CMV viraemia 
post-transplant depends on the serostatus of both donor and recipient as well as the 
induction immunosuppression agent (Table 4). The highest risk CMV infection 
is seen in seronegative recipients of a transplant from a seropositive donor, and is 
increased in patients treated with T cell depleting agents [31].

Several antiviral agents have been shown to reduce the risk of CMV infection 
(with the added benefit of also providing prophylaxis against herpes simplex 
and herpes zoster reactivation) in transplant recipients, including intravenous 
ganciclovir and oral acyclovir and valganciclovir, irrespective of donor status and 
induction immunosuppressive regimen [32]. Unfortunately, viral prophylaxis has 
shown little benefit in reducing the incidence of EBV-related PTLD [33]. Sustained 
prophylaxis benefit is observed with longer duration therapy (>3 months) with 
the main adverse effects being leukopenia with longer therapy duration [32]. 
Due to the observed benefit in reducing the incidence of CMV disease and cost 
effectiveness, 6 months antiviral prophylaxis is generally prescribed in high-risk 
CMV D+R− pairs [34]. An accepted alternative approach to universal prophylaxis 
is to monitor for CMV viraemia regularly post-transplant and initiate pre-emptive 
therapy should significant viraemia develop [32, 35].

Due to the gastro-erosive effects of prednisolone, ranitidine 150 mg twice daily 
for gastro-protection is usually recommended, noting the potential risk of interstitial 
nephritis and chronic kidney disease with proton-pump inhibitors (PPIs) [36, 37].  
If ranitidine is contraindicated or ineffective, use of low dose PPIs as second line is 
recommended.

Deep venous thrombosis (DVT) has not been extensively evaluated in the 
literature. Kidney transplantation is categorised as a moderate risk group of patients 
for development of thromboprophylaxis conferring an estimated risk of DVT of 
6% [38]. Limited studies have suggested the incidence to be lower with mechanical 
thromboprophylaxis alone [39]. Despite the lack of evidence, thromboprophylaxis 

Gastro-protection Ranitidine (or PPI) therapy while on high dose steroids

Bacterial prophylaxis Perioperative antibiotic therapy prescribed based on local guidelines and 

adapted for recipient multi-resistant organism colonization or potential 

donor infection

PJP prophylaxis 6–12 months co-trimoxazole. Consider lifelong therapy

UTI prophylaxis 6 months co-trimoxazole

Oropharyngeal candidiasis 

prophylaxis

Oral nystatin or amphotericin for duration of admission. Optimal duration 

uncertain

Systemic fungal 

prophylaxis

Not generally prescribed due to low incidence of invasive fungal infection

CMV prophylaxis Oral valganciclovir. Duration depending on donor and recipient serostatus—

see Table 4

VTE prophylaxis Unfractionated heparin and mechanical calf compressors unless 

contraindicated until patient mobile

Table 3. 
Perioperative prophylaxis.
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is generally initiated immediately post-operatively in the absence of contraindica-
tions or concerns of active haemorrhage. A combination of unfractionated heparin 
prophylaxis and mechanical calf compression is used, following local guidelines.

3. Intra-operative and immediate post-operative considerations

Although surgical and anaesthetic approaches and considerations are outside the 
scope of this chapter, intra-operative events have significant impacts on patient and 
graft outcomes. Review and documentation of intra-operative and immediate post-
operative factors can help predict and guide subsequent clinical course (Table 5).

Any surgical complications or anatomical challenges (notably presence of 
multiple renal arteries, difficult bench surgery and renal capsule tear) should be 
communicated by the transplant surgeons as these can help predict perioperative 
complications. If available, intraoperative Doppler assessments should be docu-
mented to confirm adequate post-perfusion flow parameters in the transplanted 
kidney. Where there is perioperative concern regarding allograft perfusion, or early 
unexpected oligoanuria, an early duplex ultrasound may be requested to confirm 
flow in the transplant vessels.

Significant blood loss, requirement of inotropic support and intra-operative 
haemodynamic instability indicate suboptimal organ perfusion and are risk factors 
for delayed graft function (Section 5.4). Central venous line is placed at the time of 
surgery, and central venous pressure (CVP) is still used intra-operatively and in the 
immediate post-operative period. It is important to acknowledge controversies in 
absolute CVP targets, with studies advocating improved outcomes with high CVP 
(10–15 mmHg) targets at reperfusion [40, 41] and others observing increased kid-
ney dysfunction with CVP >11 mmHg [42]. In general, intra-operative CVP trends 
can inform fluid management, but should not form the basis of a fluid management 
strategy due to inconsistent correlation with intravascular volumes [43].

Despite preoperative optimization, hyperkalaemia is common post-operatively 
due to tissue trauma and resorption of intra-abdominal blood. The presence of 

CMV D−R− Usually no prophylaxis

CMV D+R+ or D−R+ Valganciclovir for 3 months

CMV D+R− Valganciclovir for 6 months

D, donor serostatus; R, recipient serostatus.

Table 4. 
Prophylaxis for cytomegalovirus.

Donor graft Graft anatomy, backbench surgery, renal capsule tear

Graft perfusion Appearance on cross-clamp release. Intraoperative Dopplers

Haemodynamics Blood pressure profile, CVP, need for inotropic support, blood loss volume

Fluid balance Volume of intravenous fluid administration during procedure, urine output

Biochemistry Intraoperative insulin dextrose. Post-operative renal chemistry panel including urea, 

creatinine and potassium

Assessment of listed factors helps guide and predict perioperative management

Table 5. 
Post-operative documentation.
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hyperkalaemia >6 mmol/L in the immediate post-operative period should prompt 
consideration of dialysis depending on the urine output. If graft urine output (with 
native residual renal function deducted) is >100 mL/h, it may be reasonable to 
manage the patient medically with insulin-dextrose infusion and loop diuretics. 
It should also be noted that intraoperative use of insulin-dextrose often results in 
rebound hyperkalaemia postoperatively.

4. Perioperative fluid management

Optimal fluid management strategy is contentious, although there is good 
evidence that fluid loading to maintain cardiac output and optimise renal perfu-
sion, improves outcomes [44]. Intra-operative blood losses and fluid balance can 
be estimated through discussion with the transplant surgeon and anaesthetist and 
review of anaesthetic chart (Section 3). Currently, no studies on fluid manage-
ment in the perioperative phase of renal transplantation exist to guide practice. 
A recent randomised trial demonstrated non-inferiority of a non-restrictive 
perioperative intravenous fluid strategy in high-risk abdominal surgery in terms 
of disability-free survival. Furthermore, the restrictive fluid strategy was associ-
ated with increased rates of acute kidney injury (8.6 vs. 5.0%. p < 0.001) [45]. 
Although generalizability to renal transplantation is uncertain, a restrictive fluid 
strategy should be avoided.

A common strategy for managing post-operative fluid replacement in the hours 
after kidney transplantation is to replace the urine output from the previous hour 
plus 30 mL to account for insensible losses. A loop diuretic and/or mannitol is 
sometimes administered during the transplant surgery to precipitate a diuresis, 
decreasing requirement for dialysis, but has not been shown to improve graft 
outcomes [46].

Frequent clinical assessment of the recipient’s fluid status, including the jugular 
venous pressure, heart rate, blood pressure and urine output, is important to ensure 
adequate fluid replacement and to avoid volume overload. Traditional parameters 
and clinical assessment of fluid status, however, may be unreliable due to com-
promised homeostatic mechanisms in ESKD and the post-ischaemic transplanted 
kidney [47]. As soon as it is feasible post-transplant, recipients should be weighed 
with comparison to their preoperative weight as an objective guide to fluid status.

There is currently no evidence supporting one type of intravenous fluid 
therapy over another, although a pragmatic, registry-based, multi-centre, double-
blind, randomised controlled trial comparing balanced crystalloid solution 
(PlasmaLyte) with 0.9% saline on the incidence of delayed graft function in 800 
adults and children with end-stage kidney disease (ESKD) receiving a deceased 
donor kidney transplant in Australia and New Zealand is currently underway 
(ACTRN12617000358347).

A good urine output in the early post-transplant period is a helpful indicator of 
early graft function, although it may not be possible to differentiate allograft urine 
output from native urine output in recipients who have significant residual renal 
function. Oligoanuria may be an indicator of delayed graft function or a harbinger 
of an early complication, especially if the urine output was good initially (Section 
5.4). An urgent ultrasound is a useful investigation to assess perfusion of the 
allograft at the bedside and to check for evidence of ureteric or vascular complica-
tions. The presence of hypoechoic fluid collections may indicate haemorrhage or 
urinary anastomotic leak (Section 5).

Blood tests to monitor serum creatinine and electrolytes are collected imme-
diately post-transplant and then 6–12 h to monitor renal function and exclude 
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hyperkalaemia. Some recipients may develop a significant diuresis, passing over a 
litre of urine per hour, and in this situation, frequent monitoring of blood tests 4–6 
h is recommended to avoid over or under replacement of electrolytes.

5. Early complications

Complications in the perioperative phase are diverse, reflecting pre-existing 
transplant recipient comorbidities as well as individual surgical challenges. With the 
potential for there to be few symptoms from the denervated graft, most centres fol-
low a protocol of investigations for early identification of post-transplant complica-
tions (Table 6).

Generally, an early renal transplant duplex ultrasound can identify vascular 
or anastomotic complications including renal vessel thrombosis or compression. 
The resistive index (RI) (measured peak systolic velocity—end diastolic velocity/
peak systolic velocity), normally, between 0.60 and 0.80, with levels >0.8 suggest-
ing abnormal perfusion of the allograft, is a widely reported measure of allograft 
perfusion for duplex scans but does not seem to correlate well with renal histology 
[48]. A positive correlation has been reported between RI and recipient mortality, 
and the strongest predictor of an elevated RI was recipient age, suggesting that RI 
may be an indicator of recipient vascular disease [48]. Consequently, although the 
RI is commonly reported, clinicians need to be aware of its limitations.

Similarly, nuclear medicine imaging, such as a mercaptoacetyltriglycine (MAG3) 
or diethylenetriamine pentaacetic acid (DTPA) renogram, can assist in the assess-
ment of allograft perfusion and early graft function as well as identify a ureteric 
anastomotic leak. Radionucleotide scanning may give an indication of the likely 
duration of delayed graft function [49, 50].

5.1 Haematological, biochemical and metabolic derangement

Electrolyte abnormalities are a frequent occurrence in the early post-transplant 
period. Perioperative hyperkalaemia is often followed by hypokalaemia due 
to diuretics and polyuria combined with large volume IV fluid replacement. 
Hypomagnesaemia is exacerbated by the tubular effects of CNI therapy and is asso-
ciated with an increased risk of post-transplant diabetes [51, 52]. Hypophosphatemia 
is almost universal as a consequence of elevated FGF23 and PTH levels [53, 54]. 
To reduce the chance of arrhythmias, intravenous electrolyte replacement should 
target potassium levels in the normal range (3.5–5 mmol/L) and a serum magnesium 
>0.4 mmol/L. Hypophosphatemia is not usually associated with adverse clinical 
sequelae, but if severe (<0.4 mmol/L) can also be managed with intravenous replace-
ment. Many transplant recipients require ongoing oral replacement of potassium, 
magnesium and occasionally phosphate in the first few weeks post-transplant, 
although this may be limited by gastrointestinal adverse effects.

Blood tests:

Twice daily full blood count and serum biochemistry

Alternate day CNI levels

Daily capillary glucose levels—if abnormal, manage as diabetes mellitus

Post-operative chest radiograph

Duplex ultrasound imaging, usually at days 2–4 post-transplant

MAG3/DTPA renogram as indicated by clinical progress

Table 6. 
Common post-operative surveillance investigations.
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Myelosuppression is commonly observed in post-transplant patients receiv-
ing immunosuppressive therapy. Myeloid, lymphoid and erythroid lineages can 
separately be affected in combination. Investigations focus on identification of the 
underlying cause for the haematological abnormality, and blood films are often 
helpful.

Post-operative anaemia is observed in around 40% of kidney transplant recipi-
ents due to erythropoietin deficiency, pre-transplant anaemia and intra-operative 
blood loss [55]. Initial management should focus ruling out haemorrhage as dis-
cussed in Section 5.2. The administration of an erythropoiesis-stimulating agent 
may be appropriate in recipients with poor initial graft function [11].

Lymphopenia and neutropenia are also common after transplantation, typically 
as a consequence of the medication-related bone marrow suppression associated 
with anti-proliferative agents (mycophenolate and azathioprine), mTOR inhibitors 
(sirolimus and everolimus) and antiviral agents such as valganciclovir for CMV pro-
phylaxis [56–58]. G-CSF is typically administered if the absolute neutrophil count 
falls below 1000/μL (1.0 × 109/L) to try to avoid a severe neutropenia (neutrophil 
count <500/μL, or < 0.5 × 109/L), which is associated with a significant risk of severe 
infections and requires reverse barrier nursing [59]. Alternative causes of neutrope-
nia should also be considered including parvovirus B12 and CMV infection [60].

Thrombocytopenia is comparatively less common, often occurring in conjunc-
tion with leukopenia due to bone marrow suppression as previously discussed. More 
severe thrombocytopenia is a risk factor for bleeding, and platelet transfusion may 
be necessary if invasive procedures, such as a renal biopsy, are required and the 
platelet count is <50 × 109/L [61]. An important consideration, if thrombocytopenia 
is observed post-transplant, is to look for any other evidence of thrombotic micro-
angiopathy (TMA, Table 7) [62]. TMA occurring after transplant may be due to 
recurrence of primary haemolytic uraemic syndrome, or a de novo problem. Many 
triggers for de novo TMA post-transplant have been reported, including medication 
(CNI therapy, particularly in combination with mTOR inhibitors; valacyclovir), 
and infections (CMV, parvovirus B19) have all been associated with TMA with the 
potential for graft damage and kidney injury [63–65].

The post-operative stress response, combined with induction corticosteroid and 
cyclosporine or tacrolimus therapy, can result in significant perioperative hyper-
glycaemia even in patients who do not have pre-existing diabetes, with a reported 
incidence as high as 80–90% in some studies [67, 68] with post-transplant diabetes 
persisting in 10–45% depending on the definition used [69–73]. Hyperglycaemia is 
also associated with rejection in the perioperative period and in the long term car-
ries adverse metabolic outcomes [74]. It is, therefore, important to monitor capillary 
glucose levels in all patients after kidney transplantation. Due to the contributions 
of immunosuppressive medications, and depending on other metabolic risk factors 
(pre-existing impaired glucose tolerance or diabetes, ethnicity, age and obesity) 

• Thrombocytopenia—platelet count <150 × 109/L

• Microangiopathic haemolytic anaemia (MAHA)—haemoglobin <10 g/dL with evidence of red cell frag-

ments on blood film (schistocytes)

• Elevated lactate dehydrogenase

• Elevated reticulocyte count

• Elevated bilirubin

• Reduced haptoglobin

Table 7. 
Features of thrombotic microangiopathy on laboratory tests [66].
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and immune risk, immunotherapy should be individualised [11]. A detailed discus-
sion of the management of post-transplant hyperglycaemia and diabetes is beyond 
the scope of this chapter.

5.2 Hypotension: haemorrhage, sepsis and cardiac dysfunction

Perioperative hypotension is common and may reflect inadequate intravascular 
volume, vasoplegia induced by anaesthetic or analgaesic agents or cardiac dysfunc-
tion. Management involves perioperative fluid status optimization with judicious 
administration of fluid boluses while excluding alternative causes of hypotension 
including haemorrhage, sepsis and cardiac dysfunction. Recipients with persistent 
hypotension, despite what appears to be adequate fluid replacement, may require 
temporary inotropic support. Hypovolaemia, even in the absence of hypotension, 
increases the risk of delayed graft function resulting in worse graft outcomes 
[75, 76]. As coronary artery disease is common in patients with ESKD, ruling out 
ischaemic myocardial damage with ECG review and cardiac enzyme assay measure-
ments is essential (Section 5.3).

Haemorrhage is common in the early period of kidney transplantation, frequently 
occurring within 48 h of surgery with a reported incidence of 15% [77]. Apart from 
hypotension, bleeding may manifest clinically with increasing surgical drain output, 
pain or swelling at the site of the transplant or a falling haemoglobin on serial blood 
tests. Risk factors for perioperative bleeding include difficult bench surgery, uraemic 
platelet dysfunction and administration of antiplatelet agents or heparin (either as 
thromboprophylaxis or during haemodialysis). In a retrospective analysis, difficult 
bench surgery was identified as the most significant risk factor for post-operative 
haemorrhage with a 4-fold increased risk. The use of antiplatelet drugs pre-transplant 
conferred a 2-fold increased risk. Additionally, dialysis vintage was also a risk factor, 
and each year on dialysis was associated with a 2% increased bleeding risk [77].

In the early post-operative phase, clinical features suggestive of haemorrhage 
should prompt urgent review of haematology profile, and consideration of imaging 
in liaison with the transplant surgeon. Peri-nephric hematomas may be identified 
on ultrasound, but deep or retroperitoneal haemorrhage may be difficult to identify 
requiring computed tomography. The development of a peri-nephric haematoma 
may lead to allograft compression, which if significant, may impair graft perfusion 
with increased diastolic pressures despite normal, or near normal, arcuate artery 
blood flow indices.

Management of perioperative bleeding requires administration of crystalloid fluids 
together with judicious transfusion of packed red cells to maintain adequate haemody-
namic and haemoglobin targets. Transfusions should be minimised as much as possi-
ble, as perioperative blood transfusion leads to recipient sensitization and can increase 
the likelihood of de novo DSA formation [78]. The decision to proceed to surgical 
drainage should be individualised, following discussion with the transplant surgeon. 
The presence of a large haematoma, ongoing haemodynamic instability or features 
suggesting compression of the allograft, would usually lead to surgical re-exploration.

Sepsis should also be considered in the setting of unexplained hypotension. 
A high index of suspicion for infection should be maintained at all times since 
transplant recipients may not develop a fever, leukocytosis or raised inflammatory 
markers because of their immunosuppressed state (Section 5.7).

5.3 Cardiovascular complications

Due to the significant cardiovascular disease burden and risk associated with 
chronic kidney disease, cardiovascular complications post-renal transplantation are 
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common. In a retrospective cohort study, the most common perioperative cardio-
vascular complication was arrhythmia (53%), followed by myocardial infarction 
(26.4%) with congestive heart failure being relatively rare (1%) [79, 80].

Hypertension, although often overlooked as a perioperative complication, is 
common, occurring in 50–70% of recipients. It is likely driven by multiple factors 
including pre-existing hypertension associated with ESKD, cessation of previous 
antihypertensive therapy at the time of transplantation, iatrogenic fluid admin-
istration to optimise allograft perfusion, calcineurin inhibitor therapy (CNI) and 
corticosteroid-related fluid retention [81]. Modification of fluid status, diuretic 
therapy and administration of dihydropyridine calcium channel blockers are 
common initial strategies used to control BP in the early post-transplant period. 
The non-dihydropyridine agents (diltiazem and verapamil) may be used, but have 
significant interactions with CNI (cyclosporine > tacrolimus) increasing CNI expo-
sure. Angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors and angiotensin receptor blockers 
are usually avoided in the perioperative period to due to their potential to increase 
creatinine levels but can be introduced once allograft function has stabilised with 
appropriate monitoring of creatinine and potassium levels.

Despite pre-transplant screening for ischaemic heart disease, acute coronary 
syndromes (ACS) are still seen in the peri-transplant period, an indication of the 
limited sensitivity of non-invasive cardiac testing to detect clinically significant 
coronary disease in the ESKD population [82, 83]. ACS are a difficult complication 
to manage in the perioperative setting due to competing clinical priorities, and the 
potential benefits of antiplatelet and anticoagulant therapy need to be balanced 
against the risk of bleeding. Evaluation of the impact of the infarct on ventricular 
function can be assessed by echocardiography. Decisions on the optimal manage-
ment including the potential need for angiography should be discussed with the 
local cardiology team.

Pre-existing congestive cardiac failure should be identified pre-transplantation 
and optimised through high-quality dialysis to control uraemia and volume 
overload as well as medical therapy. Large fluctuations in blood pressure and 
inter-dialytic weight gain will adversely affect myocardial function through car-
diomyopathic remodelling and vasoactive humoral-mediated increases in vascular 
tone and damage. It is important to acknowledge controversies surrounding optimal 
blood pressure targets in dialysis patients and to individualise both blood pressure 
target and pharmacological hypertensive therapy [84, 85].

5.4 Delayed graft function

Delayed graft function (DGF) is a form of acute kidney injury and is usually 
defined as the need for dialysis post-transplant. DGF is associated with a higher 
incidence of acute rejection as well as poorer allograft survival, with a reported 
40% greater risk of allograft loss and higher mean serum creatinine concentration 
[86, 87]. The reported frequency varies significantly (from 2 to 50%) due to hetero-
geneity of recipient and donor factors and definition of the event [75]. In Australia 
and New Zealand, nephrologist reported DGF is present in 19.5% of cadaveric renal 
transplants [ANZDATA 1997–2014].

Post-operative oliguria, failure of improvement of serum creatinine or the 
need for dialysis should prompt investigations to identify reversible causes of 
acute kidney injury, including assessment of risk factors for ATN, recipient 
hypotension or hypovolaemia, presence of post-surgical vascular or urological 
complications and rejection. In addition to a review of fluid status, haemody-
namic parameters and the timing of a decrease in urine output, the following 
testing should be considered:
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• Repeat serum biochemistry and haematology profile to rule out pre-renal 
kidney injury from anaemia and sepsis, taking account of haemoglobin and 
haematocrit fluctuations with fluid status dilution and unpredictable inflam-
matory response in the context of immunosuppression.

• Repeat CNI trough levels and review of CNI dosing and trends. These are 
nephrotoxic and may necessitate adjustment depending on the immune risk of 
the transplanted patient.

• Ultrasound duplex scan to rule out renovascular pathology. This also allows 
exclusion of peri-nephric collections and obstructive uropathy.

• Functional nuclear medical imaging, such as a MAG3, scan will allow assess-
ment of perfusion, graft tracer uptake, and excretion.

• A renal biopsy is usually undertaken if DGF persists at day 5 post-transplant 
to rule out rejection, and is repeated weekly until there are signs of improving 
allograft function.

It is also helpful to consider risk factors associated with DGF in order to risk 
stratify and anticipate the clinical course of the transplanted patient (Table 8) [75].

In the setting of DGF, ongoing dialysis is often required. In haemodialysis 
patients, every effort should be made to preserve haemodialysis access. If hae-
modialysis is delivered through a central vascular catheter, this access should be 
preserved for this purpose alone and additional central access obtained as needed. 
If the peritoneum is breached in a peritoneal dialysis patient, alternative access for 
dialysis needs to be considered as peritoneal dialysis is less likely to be successful.

Depending on the immunological risk of the patient, in the presence of DGF, a 
reduction in target tacrolimus levels can be contemplated. Many transplant centres 
target a tacrolimus level 8–10 μg/L in the peri-transplantation period. Provided the 
patient is not considered high immunological risk, reduction of the target range could 
be considered. The use of thymoglobulin in the setting of DGF is controversial in the 
absence of immunological risk factors advocating its use as an induction agent [15].

Risk factor Relative impact

Donation after circulatory 

death

2× higher rate of ATN. No difference in outcome at 1 year

Donor on inotropes Early function 58% (vs. 83%). 1-year survival 73% (vs. 91%)

Cold ischemia time 23% increase risk of DGF for every 6 h

Donor age > 55y 2× higher rate of DGF

Other donor factors Poor reperfusion, death from stroke, presence of AKI associated with 

increased risk

Higher PRA% Associated higher risk of requiring dialysis post-transplant

Recipient hypovolaemia Lower pre-operative DBP, intra-operative albumin requirement and pre-

operative haemodialysis with UF

Dialysis modality Higher rate of DGF in haemodialysis vs. peritoneal dialysis

Special circumstances Thrombophilia, previous transplant

Adapted from Perico et al. [75].

Table 8. 
Risk factors for delayed graft function.
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5.5 Renal vascular complication

In transplant recipients who have established a good urine output post-oper-
atively, the sudden development of oliguria or anuria should prompt a review of 
urinary catheter patency as well as raise the possibility of transplant vessel pathol-
ogy. Early vascular pathology may be caused by structural or anatomical factors 
such as vessel kinking, anatomically disadvantageous configurations putting 
traction on the recipient vessels or thrombosis. Distinguishing between the vari-
ous pathologies can be challenging clinically, with reliance on duplex ultrasound 
imaging and knowledge of donor vascular pathology through collaboration with 
transplant surgeons.

Renal transplant artery or vein thrombosis is a serious, although fortunately 
uncommon peri-transplant complication, with an incidence of 2–3%, classically 
occurring in the first week post-transplant [77]. Clinical features of transplant 
artery thrombosis are typically limited to the sudden onset of oligoanuria, while 
transplant vein thrombosis may cause allograft swelling, pain and frank haema-
turia in addition. Predisposing risk factors are decreased perfusion pressures and 
hypotension as well as donor factors—difficult bench surgery, multiple vessels, 
prolonged cold ischaemia time and vessel atherosclerosis [77, 88]. Rarer recipi-
ent risk factors, when present, can dramatically increase the risk of thrombosis, 
including in the transplant vessels. Recipients with thrombophilia, notably factor V 
Leiden mutation or anti-phospholipid antibodies, have been associated with higher 
risk (2.87 increased risk in one study) of adverse graft outcomes [89, 90]. Diagnosis 
of transplant vessel pathology may be obtained by urgent renal duplex ultrasonog-
raphy; however, the abrupt onset of anuria in the early post-operative period is an 
indication for urgent surgical review and consideration of surgical re-exploration, 
due to the very short window after transplant arterial thrombosis before irretriev-
able graft loss occurs.

Renal transplant artery stenosis tends to be a later complication but can 
occasionally manifest in the perioperative period. The classical clinical features 
associated with stenosis of the transplant artery are hypertension, allograft 
dysfunction and fluid overload due to salt and water retention. Risk factors for 
early transplant artery stenosis tend to be donor related with atherosclerotic 
vessels or difficult bench surgery [77]. An association with acute rejection has 
also been described [91]. Diagnosis is by duplex scan showing increased veloc-
ity across the anastomotic sites and a flow differential between the aorta and 
transplant artery.

Intermittent vessel kinking caused by allograft nephroptosis can be diagnosti-
cally challenging due to the positional nature of the pathology [92]. Duplex scans 
may be non-diagnostic, and performing imaging in a non-prone position may assist 
in the diagnosis of positional vessel compression or kinking, and CT angiography 
may provide additional diagnostic information in this situation.

5.6 Renal ureteric complications

Ureteric pathology is more common than vascular pathology, but rarely affects 
graft survival [93]. The most common early urological complication is a urine leak 
with an estimated incidence of 8%, followed by ureteric stenoses with a similar 
incidence occurring later in the transplant course [77, 94]. Other complications of 
vesicoureteric reflux and urolithiasis are uncommon [95].

Ureteric leaks, like vascular pathology, typically occur in first few weeks 
post-transplant and may present with localised pain or swelling at the site of the 
allograft, increased surgical drain output or a peri-transplant collection seen on 
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imaging [95]. Non-technical risk factors include recipient agent, pre-transplant 
urological pathology, immunosuppressive regimen and donor factors [94].

When there is a clinical suspicion for a urine leak due to increased surgical drain 
output, or if a peri-transplant collection is drained, the fluid should be sent for cre-
atinine concentration analysis to differentiate serous or lymphatic fluid (which will 
have a similar creatinine concentration to the blood) from urine. Following drain 
removal, recipients with a urine leak may complain of pain due to fluid accumula-
tion or if there is a significant urine leak, graft function will appear to deteriorate 
due to reabsorption of urinary creatinine and urea.

The management of urine leaks can be complex and often requires liaison with a 
transplant urologist. It may be possible to manage minor urine leaks conservatively 
via bladder decompression with an indwelling catheter in addition to ureteric 
stenting to allow the distal anastomosis to heal. Larger leaks may require further 
investigation in contrast to enhanced computer tomography, insertion of a percuta-
neous nephrostomy or surgical repair [95]. A more detailed discussion of this topic 
is beyond the scope of this chapter.

5.7 Infection

As a consequence of induction immunosuppression, transplant patients are 
particularly prone to infection in the perioperative phase. However, sepsis can be 
challenging to diagnose during this period because immunocompromised patients 
may not manifest the typical features of a systemic inflammatory response. Due to 
steroid therapy, most patients will exhibit a peripheral neutrophilia. In general, any 
change in physiological parameters, clinical deterioration or a temperature > 37.5°C 
should prompt consideration of sepsis, and a sepsis screen should be requested 
including [96]:

• haematology panel

• C-reactive protein

• blood culture and venous lactate

• urinalysis and urine culture

• chest X-ray

• additional testing as appropriate—respiratory virus screen, lumbar puncture, 
opportunistic infection screen

• empiric antibiotic therapy within 1 h of suspected sepsis diagnosis

Although transplant recipients are susceptible to opportunistic pathogens such as 
CMV, EBV, mycobacteria, Pneumocystis jiroveci and fungi, these are unusual in the early 
post-transplant period. Infections occurring soon after transplantation are frequently 
nosocomial, associated with hospitalisation, intravenous and urinary catheters and 
intubation during surgery. In some instances, infection may be donor derived [97].

5.7.1 Bacterial infection

Urinary tract infections (UTI) are the most common cause of bacterial infec-
tion requiring hospitalisation in transplant patients, followed by pneumonia, 
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surgical site infections and septicaemia [98]. Retrospective database studies have 
estimated a cumulative incidence of 17% in the first 6 months post-transplant, 
which rises to 60% for women and 47% for men at 3 years [99]. The presentation 
for UTI is similar to that of the general population and management identical 
to complicated UTIs with 7–14 days of antibiotic therapy, although the optimal 
duration has not been well established [98]. Management of post-transplant 
candiduria is controversial, without definite improvement in clinical outcomes 
following therapy [100]. Other bacterial pathologies are treated in the same way 
as in the general population with anticipated more frequent and longer duration 
antibiotic use due to physician concern over immunosuppressed state and propen-
sity for more severe infection.

5.8 Rejection

In the early era of transplantation, hyperacute rejection due to the presence 
of preformed donor-specific antibodies (DSAs) occurring in the first minutes or 
hours after perfusion of the transplant was a significant risk. However, with the 
introduction of the complement-dependent cytotoxic cross-match, as described 
by Patel and Terasaki [101], and more recently solid phase assays that are able to 
detect DSAs with high sensitivity, hyperacute rejection is now extremely rare [102]. 
Nevertheless, early acute rejection remains a common occurrence, with a reported 
incidence of 7–25% depending on the level of immunological risk and choice of 
induction immunosuppression [21, 103–106]. Contemporary rejection rates in 
Australia and New Zealand are shown in Table 9.

In the perioperative period, DGF persisting beyond 4–5 days, decreasing urine 
output or an unexplained rise in creatinine by >15–20%, should prompt consider-
ation of rejection as the underlying cause (Section 5.4). Unless there is a contrain-
dication such as active bleeding or an unavoidable requirement for anticoagulation, 
the diagnosis requires a renal biopsy, both to exclude alternative causes of graft 
dysfunction and to characterise the histological pattern and severity of rejection. 
Rejection is classified histologically using the Banff criteria into borderline rejec-
tion, cell-mediated rejection, antibody-mediated rejection and mixed rejection 
[107, 108]. Treatment of cellular rejection would usually involve pulsed methyl-
prednisolone 0.25–1.0 g daily for 3 days as first-line treatment, combined with a 
T-cell depleting therapy such as thymoglobulin/ATG if the rejection is histologically 
severe rejection (Banff class 2 or greater), or if there is a suboptimal response 
to methylprednisolone [109]. The optimal therapy for acute antibody-mediated 
rejection remains unclear, but would typically include pulsed methylprednisolone, 
plasma exchange (often combined with intravenous immunoglobulin at a dose of 
0.1 g/kg following each exchange) outcomes [110–112]. Some centres also advocate 
the use of a B cell depleting antibody such as rituximab or the proteasome inhibi-
tor bortezomib, although currently there is no strong evidence that these agents 
improve clinical outcomes [111, 113–115].

First allograft (%) Second or subsequent allograft (%)

Living donor 17.4 16.7

Deceased donor 15.2 18.6

Data from ANZDATA Registry. 41st Report, Chapter 7: Kidney Transplantation. Australia and New Zealand Dialysis 
and Transplant Registry, Adelaide, Australia. 2018. http://www.anzdata.org.au.

Table 9. 
Acute rejection rates in the first six months post-transplant.
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6. Conclusions

Kidney transplantation has evolved from a highly experimental therapy to 
become recognised as the gold standard treatment for many patients with ESKD 
[116]. This progress has occurred through the many iterative developments in the 
surgical and medical management of transplant recipients, not the least of which 
being the introduction of highly effective immunosuppressive agents. Delivering 
high standards of clinical care during the perioperative period is a crucial step in 
achieving excellent allograft outcomes. This chapter provides an overview of the 
approach to assessing potential recipients admitted for transplantation, and guid-
ance on typical perioperative medication and fluid prescriptions, as well as post-
operative monitoring and early complications.

Conflict of interest

David Johnson has previously received consultancy fees, research grants, 
speaker’s honoraria and travel sponsorships from Baxter Healthcare and Fresenius 
Medical Care. He has also received consultancy fees from Astra Zeneca and travel 
sponsorships from Amgen. He is a current recipient of an Australian National 
Health and Medical Research Council Practitioner Fellowship. Carmel Hawley has 
received a research grant from Baxter Healthcare. Ross Francis has received hono-
raria and travel sponsorships from Novartis, Astellas and Amgen. The other authors 
have no conflict of interest to declare.

Notes/thanks/other declarations

Nil.



18

Perioperative Care for Organ Transplant Recipient

References

[1] Jha V, Modi GK. Getting to know 
the enemy better-the global burden 
of chronic kidney disease. Kidney 
International. 2018;94(3):462-464

[2] Xie Y, Bowe B, Mokdad AH, Xian H, 
Yan Y, Li T, et al. Analysis of the Global 
Burden of Disease study highlights the 
global, regional, and national trends of 
chronic kidney disease epidemiology 
from 1990 to 2016. Kidney 
International. 2018;94(3):567-581

[3] Collins AJ, Foley RN, Herzog C, 
Chavers BM, Gilbertson D, Ishani A, 
et al. Excerpts from the US Renal Data 
System 2009 Annual Data Report. 
American Journal of Kidney Diseases: 
The Official Journal of the National 
Kidney Foundation. 2010;55(1 Suppl 
1):S1-S420, a6-7

[4] Tonelli M, Wiebe N, Knoll G, Bello 
A, Browne S, Jadhav D, et al. Systematic 
review: Kidney transplantation 
compared with dialysis in clinically 
relevant outcomes. American Journal of 
Transplantation: Official Journal of the 
American Society of Transplantation 
and the American Society of Transplant 
Surgeons. 2011;11(10):2093-2109

[5] McDonald SP, Russ GR. Survival 
of recipients of cadaveric kidney 
transplants compared with those 
receiving dialysis treatment in 
Australia and New Zealand, 1991-2001. 
Nephrology, Dialysis, Transplantation: 
Official Publication of the European 
Dialysis and Transplant Association-
European Renal Association. 
2002;17(12):2212-2219

[6] Evenepoel P, Van Den Bergh B, 
Naesens M, De Jonge H, Bammens B, 
Claes K, et al. Calcium metabolism in 
the early posttransplantation period. 
Clinical Journal of the American 
Society of Nephrology: CJASN. 
2009;4(3):665-672

[7] London MJ. Perioperative beta-
blockade, discontinuation, and 
complications: Do you really know 
it when you see it? Anesthesiology. 
2009;111(4):690-694

[8] Yang BR, Seong JM, Choi NK, Shin 
JY, Lee J, Kim YJ, et al. Co-medication 
of statins with contraindicated drugs. 
PLoS One. 2015;10(5):e0125180

[9] Robertson AJ, Nargund V, Gray 
DW, Morris PJ. Low dose aspirin 
as prophylaxis against renal-vein 
thrombosis in renal-transplant 
recipients. Nephrology, Dialysis, 
Transplantation. 2000;15(11): 
1865-1868

[10] Molnar MZ, Czira M, Ambrus C, 
Szeifert L, Szentkiralyi A, Beko G, et al. 
Anemia is associated with mortality 
in kidney-transplanted patients—A 
prospective cohort study. American 
Journal of Transplantation: Official 
Journal of the American Society of 
Transplantation and the American 
Society of Transplant Surgeons. 
2007;7(4):818-824

[11] KDIGO clinical practice guideline 
for the care of kidney transplant 
recipients. American Journal of 
Transplantation: Official Journal of the 
American Society of Transplantation 
and the American Society of Transplant 
Surgeons. 2009;9(Suppl 3):S1-S155

[12] Locatelli F, Aljama P, Barany P, 
Canaud B, Carrera F, Eckardt KU, 
et al. Revised European best practice 
guidelines for the management of 
anaemia in patients with chronic 
renal failure. Nephrology, Dialysis, 
Transplantation: Official Publication of 
the European Dialysis and Transplant 
Association—European Renal 
Association. 2004;19(Suppl 2):ii1-47

[13] Tran HA, Chunilal SD, Tran H. An 
update of consensus guidelines for 



19

Perioperative Care for Kidney Transplant Recipients
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.84388

warfarin reversal. The Medical Journal 
of Australia. 2014;200(2):82

[14] Webster AC, Ruster LP, McGee R, 
Matheson SL, Higgins GY, Willis NS, 
et al. Interleukin 2 receptor antagonists 
for kidney transplant recipients. 
Cochrane Database of Systematic 
Reviews. 2010;1:CD003897

[15] Brennan DC, Daller JA, Lake 
KD, Cibrik D, Del Castillo D, 
Group ftTIS. Rabbit antithymocyte 
globulin versus basiliximab in 
renal transplantation. The New 
England Journal of Medicine. 
2006;355:1967-1977

[16] 3C Study Collaborative Group. 
Alemtuzumab-based induction 
treatment versus basiliximab-based 
induction treatment in kidney 
transplantation (the 3C Study): A 
randomised trial. The Lancet. 2014. 
[Epub ahead of print]

[17] Morgan RD, O'Callaghan JM, Knight 
SR, Morris PJ. Alemtuzumab induction 
therapy in kidney transplantation: A 
systematic review and meta-analysis. 
Transplantation. 2012;93(12):1179-1188

[18] Morris PJ, Russell NK. 
Alemtuzumab (Campath-1H): 
A systematic review in organ 
transplantation. Transplantation. 
2006;81(10):1361-1367

[19] Halloran PF. Immunosuppressive 
drugs for kidney transplantation. The 
New England Journal of Medicine. 
2004;351(26):2715-2729

[20] Opelz G, Dohler B. Influence 
of immunosuppressive regimens 
on graft survival and secondary 
outcomes after kidney transplantation. 
Transplantation. 2009;87(6):795-802

[21] Ekberg H, Tedesco-Silva H, 
Demirbas A, Vitko S, Nashan 
B, Gurkan A, et al. Reduced 
exposure to calcineurin inhibitors 

in renal transplantation. The New 
England Journal of Medicine. 
2007;357(25):2562-2575

[22] Batiuk TD, Bodziak KA, Goldman 
M. Infectious disease prophylaxis in 
renal transplant patients: A survey 
of US transplant centers. Clinical 
Transplantation. 2002;16(1):1-8

[23] Orlando G, Manzia TM, Sorge R, 
Iaria G, Angelico R, Sforza D, et al. 
One-shot versus multidose perioperative 
antibiotic prophylaxis after kidney 
transplantation: A randomized, 
controlled clinical trial. Surgery. 
2015;157(1):104-110

[24] Chan SNS, Chan HP, Pascoe E, 
Playford E, Wong G, Chapman JR, et al. 
Perioperative antibiotics for preventing 
post-surgical site infections in solid 
organ transplant recipients. Cochrane 
Database of Systematic Reviews. 
2018;(12)

[25] Martin SI, Fishman JA, Practice 
ASTIDCo. Pneumocystis pneumonia 
in solid organ transplantation. 
American Journal of Transplantation. 
2013;13(Suppl 4):272-279

[26] Gordon SM, LaRosa SP, Kalmadi 
S, Arroliga AC, Avery RK, Truesdell-
LaRosa L, et al. Should prophylaxis for 
Pneumocystis carinii pneumonia in 
solid organ transplant recipients ever 
be discontinued? Clinical Infectious 
Diseases: An Official Publication of the 
Infectious Diseases Society of America. 
1999;28(2):240-246

[27] Chapman JR, Marriott DJ, 
Chen SC, MacDonald PS. Post-
transplant Pneumocystis jirovecii 
pneumonia—A re-emerged public 
health problem? Kidney International. 
2013;84(2):240-243

[28] Playford EG, Webster AC, Sorell 
TC, Craig JC. Antifungal agents for 
preventing fungal infections in solid 
organ transplant recipients. Cochrane 



Perioperative Care for Organ Transplant Recipient

20

Database of Systematic Reviews. 
2004;3:CD004291

[29] Guerra CM, Formica RN, Kulkarni 
S, Asch WS, Tichy EM. Duration of 
prophylaxis against fungal infection in 
kidney transplant recipients. Progress 
in Transplantation (Aliso Viejo, Calif). 
2015;25(4):311-315

[30] Fishman JA, Emery V, Freeman R, 
Pascual M, Rostaing L, Schlitt HJ, et al. 
Cytomegalovirus in transplantation—
Challenging the status quo. Clinical 
Transplantation. 2007;21(2):149-158

[31] Hodson EM, Ladhani M, Webster 
AC, Strippoli GF, Craig JC. Antiviral 
medications for preventing 
cytomegalovirus disease in solid organ 
transplant recipients. The Cochrane 
Database of Systematic Reviews. 
2013;(2):Cd003774

[32] Hodson EM, Craig JC, Strippoli GF, 
Webster AC. Antiviral medications for 
preventing cytomegalovirus disease 
in solid organ transplant recipients. 
The Cochrane Database of Systematic 
Reviews. 2008;(2):Cd003774

[33] AlDabbagh MA, Gitman MR, 
Kumar D, Humar A, Rotstein C, Husain 
S. The role of antiviral prophylaxis 
for the prevention of Epstein-Barr 
virus-associated posttransplant 
lymphoproliferative disease in 
solid organ transplant recipients: A 
systematic review. American Journal of 
Transplantation. 2017;17(3):770-781

[34] Luan FL, Stuckey LJ, Park JM, 
Kaul D, Cibrik D, Ojo A. Six-month 
prophylaxis is cost effective in 
transplant patients at high risk for 
cytomegalovirus infection. Journal of 
the American Society of Nephrology: 
JASN. 2009;20(11):2449-2458

[35] Owers DS, Webster AC, Strippoli 
GF, Kable K, Hodson EM. Pre-emptive 
treatment for cytomegalovirus viraemia 
to prevent cytomegalovirus disease 

in solid organ transplant recipients. 
The Cochrane Database of Systematic 
Reviews. 2013;(2):Cd005133

[36] Ray S, Delaney M, Muller 
AF. Proton pump inhibitors and acute 
interstitial nephritis. BMJ (Clinical 
Research Ed). 2010;341:c4412

[37] Rodriguez-Poncelas A, Barcelo 
MA, Saez M, Coll-de-Tuero 
G. Duration and dosing of Proton 
Pump Inhibitors associated with high 
incidence of chronic kidney disease in 
population-based cohort. PLoS One. 
2018;13(10):e0204231

[38] Gould MK, Garcia DA, Wren SM, 
Karanicolas PJ, Arcelus JI, Heit JA, et al. 
Prevention of VTE in nonorthopedic 
surgical patients: Antithrombotic 
Therapy and Prevention of Thrombosis, 
9th ed: American College of Chest 
Physicians Evidence-Based Clinical 
Practice Guidelines. Chest. 2012;141(2 
Suppl):e227S-ee77S

[39] Jun KW, Park KM, Kim MH, Hwang 
JK, Park SC, Moon IS, et al. Mechanical 
thromboprophylaxis is sufficient to 
prevent the lower extremity deep vein 
thrombosis after kidney transplantation. 
Annals of Surgical Treatment and 
Research. 2014;87(1):28-34

[40] Lemmens HJ. Kidney 
transplantation: Recent developments 
and recommendations for anesthetic 
management. Anesthesiology Clinics of 
North America. 2004;22(4):651-662

[41] Othman MM, Ismael AZ, 
Hammouda GE. The impact of timing 
of maximal crystalloid hydration on 
early graft function during kidney 
transplantation. Anesthesia and 
Analgesia. 2010;110(5):1440-1446

[42] Campos L, Parada B, Furriel F, 
Castelo D, Moreira P, Mota A. Do 
intraoperative hemodynamic factors 
of the recipient influence renal graft 
function? Transplantation Proceedings. 
2012;44(6):1800-1803



21

Perioperative Care for Kidney Transplant Recipients
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.84388

[43] Marik PE, Cavallazzi R. Does 
the central venous pressure predict 
fluid responsiveness? An updated 
meta-analysis and a plea for some 
common sense. Critical Care Medicine. 
2013;41(7):1774-1781

[44] Brienza N, Giglio MT, Marucci 
M, Fiore T. Does perioperative 
hemodynamic optimization protect 
renal function in surgical patients? 
A meta-analytic study. Critical Care 
Medicine. 2009;37(6):2079-2090

[45] Myles PS, Bellomo R, Corcoran 
T, Forbes A, Peyton P, Story D, et al. 
Restrictive versus liberal fluid therapy 
for major abdominal surgery. The 
New England Journal of Medicine. 
2018;378(24):2263-2274

[46] Weimar W, Geerlings W, Bijnen 
AB, Obertop H, van Urk H, Lameijer 
LD, et al. A controlled study on the 
effect of mannitol on immediate renal 
function after cadaver donor kidney 
transplantation. Transplantation. 
1983;35(1):99-101

[47] Calixto Fernandes MH, 
Schricker T, Magder S, Hatzakorzian 
R. Perioperative fluid management in 
kidney transplantation: A black box. 
Critical Care (London, England). 
2018;22(1):14

[48] Naesens M, Heylen L, Lerut 
E, Claes K, De Wever L, Claus F, 
et al. Intrarenal resistive index 
after renal transplantation. The 
New England Journal of Medicine. 
2013;369(19):1797-1806

[49] Benjamens S, Pol RA, de Geus-
Oei LF, de Vries APJ, Glaudemans A, 
Berger SP, et al. Can transplant renal 
scintigraphy predict the duration 
of delayed graft function? A dual 
center retrospective study. PLoS One. 
2018;13(3):e0193791

[50] El-Maghraby TA, Boom H, Camps 
JA, Blokland KA, Zwinderman AH, 

Paul LC, et al. Delayed graft function 
is characterized by reduced functional 
mass measured by (99m)Technetium-
mercaptoacetyltriglycine renography. 
Transplantation. 2002;74(2):203-208

[51] Van Laecke S, Van Biesen W, 
Verbeke F, De Bacquer D, Peeters P, 
Vanholder R. Posttransplantation 
hypomagnesemia and its relation 
with immunosuppression as 
predictors of new-onset diabetes after 
transplantation. American Journal of 
Transplantation. 2009;9(9):2140-2149

[52] Kaiser W. Cyclosporin treatment 
and hypomagnesaemia. Nephrology, 
Dialysis, Transplantation. 
1992;7(12):1257-1258

[53] Baia LC, Heilberg IP, Navis G, de 
Borst MH, NIGRAM Investigators. 
Phosphate and FGF-23 homeostasis 
after kidney transplantation. 
Nature Reviews. Nephrology. 
2015;11(11):656-666

[54] Seeherunvong W, Wolf M. Tertiary 
excess of fibroblast growth factor 23 
and hypophosphatemia following 
kidney transplantation. Pediatric 
Transplantation. 2011;15(1):37-46

[55] Yang Y, Yu B, Chen Y. Blood 
disorders typically associated with renal 
transplantation. Frontiers in Cell and 
Developmental Biology. 2015;3:18

[56] Mathew TH. A blinded, long-term, 
randomized multicenter study of 
mycophenolate mofetil in cadaveric 
renal transplantation: Results at three 
years. Tricontinental Mycophenolate 
Mofetil Renal Transplantation 
Study Group. Transplantation. 
1998;65(11):1450-1454

[57] Webster AC, Lee VW, Chapman JR, 
Craig JC. Target of rapamycin inhibitors 
(TOR-I; sirolimus and everolimus) for 
primary immunosuppression in kidney 
transplant recipients. The Cochrane 
Database of Systematic Reviews. 
2006;(2):Cd004290



Perioperative Care for Organ Transplant Recipient

22

[58] Paya C, Humar A, Dominguez E, 
Washburn K, Blumberg E, Alexander 
B, et al. Efficacy and safety of 
valganciclovir vs. oral ganciclovir for 
prevention of cytomegalovirus disease 
in solid organ transplant recipients. 
American Journal of Transplantation: 
Official Journal of the American Society 
of Transplantation and the American 
Society of Transplant Surgeons. 
2004;4(4):611-620

[59] Ozer H, Armitage JO, Bennett CL, 
Crawford J, Demetri GD, Pizzo PA, 
et al. 2000 update of recommendations 
for the use of hematopoietic colony-
stimulating factors: Evidence-based, 
clinical practice guidelines. American 
Society of Clinical Oncology Growth 
Factors Expert Panel. Journal of Clinical 
Oncology: Official Journal of the 
American Society of Clinical Oncology. 
2000;18(20):3558-3585

[60] Eid AJ, Chen SF, Practice ASTIDCo. 
Human parvovirus B19 in solid organ 
transplantation. American Journal 
of Transplantation. 2013;13(Suppl 
4):201-205

[61] Warner MA, Woodrum D, Hanson 
A, Schroeder DR, Wilson G, Kor 
DJ. Preprocedural platelet transfusion 
for patients with thrombocytopenia 
undergoing interventional radiology 
procedures is not associated with 
reduced bleeding complications. 
Transfusion. 2017;57(4):890-898

[62] Mundra VRR, Mannon RB. 
Thrombotic microangiopathy in a 
transplant recipient. Clinical Journal of 
the American Society of Nephrology. 
2018;13(8):1251-1253

[63] Chiurchiu C, Ruggenenti P, Remuzzi 
G. Thrombotic microangiopathy 
in renal transplantation. Annals of 
Transplantation. 2002;7(1):28-33

[64] Ponticelli C. De novo 
thrombotic microangiopathy. An 
underrated complication of renal 

transplantation. Clinical Nephrology. 
2007;67(6):335-340

[65] Zuber J, Le Quintrec M, Sberro-
Soussan R, Loirat C, Fremeaux-Bacchi 
V, Legendre C. New insights into 
postrenal transplant hemolytic uremic 
syndrome. Nature Reviews. Nephrology. 
2011;7(1):23-35

[66] Fox LC, Cohney SJ, Kausman 
JY, Shortt J, Hughes PD, Wood EM, 
et al. Consensus opinion on diagnosis 
and management of thrombotic 
microangiopathy in Australia and New 
Zealand. Nephrology (Carlton, Vic.). 
2018;23(6):507-517

[67] Hecking M, Werzowa J, Haidinger 
M, Horl WH, Pascual J, Budde K, et al. 
Novel views on new-onset diabetes 
after transplantation: Development, 
prevention and treatment. 
Nephrology, Dialysis, Transplantation. 
2013;28(3):550-566

[68] Chakkera HA, Knowler WC, 
Devarapalli Y, Weil EJ, Heilman RL, 
Dueck A, et al. Relationship between 
inpatient hyperglycemia and insulin 
treatment after kidney transplantation 
and future new onset diabetes mellitus. 
Clinical Journal of the American Society 
of Nephrology. 2010;5(9):1669-1675

[69] Cosio FG, Kudva Y, van der Velde 
M, Larson TS, Textor SC, Griffin MD, 
et al. New onset hyperglycemia and 
diabetes are associated with increased 
cardiovascular risk after kidney 
transplantation. Kidney International. 
2005;67(6):2415-2421

[70] Mourad G, Glyda M, Albano L, 
Viklicky O, Merville P, Tyden G, et al. 
Incidence of posttransplantation diabetes 
mellitus in de novo kidney transplant 
recipients receiving prolonged-release 
tacrolimus-based immunosuppression 
with 2 different corticosteroid 
minimization strategies: ADVANCE, 
a randomized controlled trial. 
Transplantation. 2017;101(8):1924-1934



23

Perioperative Care for Kidney Transplant Recipients
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.84388

[71] Yates CJ, Fourlanos S, Colman PG, 
Cohney SJ. Screening for new-onset 
diabetes after kidney transplantation: 
Limitations of fasting glucose and 
advantages of afternoon glucose and 
glycated hemoglobin. Transplantation. 
2013;96(8):726-731

[72] First MR, Dhadda S, Croy R, 
Holman J, Fitzsimmons WE. New-
onset diabetes after transplantation 
(NODAT): An evaluation of definitions 
in clinical trials. Transplantation. 
2013;96(1):58-64

[73] Yates CJ, Fourlanos S, Hjelmesaeth 
J, Colman PG, Cohney SJ. New-onset 
diabetes after kidney transplantation-
changes and challenges. American 
Journal of Transplantation. 
2012;12(4):820-828

[74] Thomas MC, Moran J, Mathew TH, 
Russ GR, Rao MM. Early perioperative 
hyperglycaemia and renal allograft 
rejection in patients without diabetes. 
BMC Nephrology. 2000;1:1

[75] Perico N, Cattaneo D, Sayegh 
MH, Remuzzi G. Delayed graft 
function in kidney transplantation. 
Lancet (London, England). 
2004;364(9447):1814-1827

[76] Dawidson IJ, Sandor ZF, 
Coorpender L, Palmer B, Peters P, 
Lu C, et al. Intraoperative albumin 
administration affects the outcome 
of cadaver renal transplantation. 
Transplantation. 1992;53(4):774-782

[77] Hernandez D, Rufino M, Armas 
S, Gonzalez A, Gutierrez P, Barbero 
P, et al. Retrospective analysis of 
surgical complications following 
cadaveric kidney transplantation 
in the modern transplant era. 
Nephrology, Dialysis, Transplantation: 
Official Publication of the European 
Dialysis and Transplant Association—
European Renal Association. 
2006;21(10):2908-2915

[78] Ferrandiz I, Congy-Jolivet N, Del 
Bello A, Debiol B, Trebern-Launay K, 
Esposito L, et al. Impact of early blood 
transfusion after kidney transplantation 
on the incidence of donor-specific anti-
HLA antibodies. American Journal of 
Transplantation. 2016;16(9):2661-2669

[79] Foley RN, Parfrey PS, Harnett 
JD, Kent GM, Murray DC, Barre 
PE. Hypoalbuminemia, cardiac 
morbidity, and mortality in end-
stage renal disease. Journal of the 
American Society of Nephrology: JASN. 
1996;7(5):728-736

[80] Humar A, Kerr SR, Ramcharan T, 
Gillingham KJ, Matas AJ. Perioperative 
cardiac morbidity in kidney transplant 
recipients: Incidence and risk 
factors. Clinical Transplantation. 
2001;15(3):154-158

[81] Hoorn EJ, Walsh SB, McCormick 
JA, Furstenberg A, Yang CL, Roeschel 
T, et al. The calcineurin inhibitor 
tacrolimus activates the renal sodium 
chloride cotransporter to cause 
hypertension. Nature Medicine. 
2011;17(10):1304-1309

[82] Wang LW, Fahim MA, Hayen 
A, Mitchell RL, Baines L, Lord S, 
et al. Cardiac testing for coronary 
artery disease in potential kidney 
transplant recipients. The Cochrane 
Database of Systematic Reviews. 
2011;(12):Cd008691

[83] Herzog CA, Marwick TH, 
Pheley AM, White CW, Rao VK, 
Dick CD. Dobutamine stress 
echocardiography for the detection of 
significant coronary artery disease in 
renal transplant candidates. American 
Journal of Kidney Diseases: The 
Official Journal of the National Kidney 
Foundation. 1999;33(6):1080-1090

[84] Stidley CA, Hunt WC, Tentori F, 
Schmidt D, Rohrscheib M, Paine S, et al. 
Changing relationship of blood pressure 
with mortality over time among 



Perioperative Care for Organ Transplant Recipient

24

hemodialysis patients. Journal of the 
American Society of Nephrology: JASN. 
2006;17(2):513-520

[85] Wheeler DC, Becker GJ. Summary 
of KDIGO guideline. What do we 
really know about management of 
blood pressure in patients with chronic 
kidney disease? Kidney International. 
2013;83(3):377-383

[86] Lim WH, Johnson DW, Teixeira-
Pinto A, Wong G. Association 
between duration of delayed graft 
function, acute rejection and allograft 
outcome after deceased donor kidney 
transplantation. Transplantation. 2018

[87] Yarlagadda SG, Coca SG, 
Formica RN Jr, Poggio ED, Parikh 
CR. Association between delayed 
graft function and allograft and 
patient survival: A systematic review 
and meta-analysis. Nephrology, 
Dialysis, Transplantation: Official 
Publication of the European Dialysis 
and Transplant Association—
European Renal Association. 
2009;24(3):1039-1047

[88] Bakir N, Sluiter WJ, Ploeg RJ, van 
Son WJ, Tegzess AM. Primary renal 
graft thrombosis. Nephrology, Dialysis, 
Transplantation: Official Publication of 
the European Dialysis and Transplant 
Association—European Renal 
Association. 1996;11(1):140-147

[89] Wagenknecht DR, Becker 
DG, LeFor WM, McIntyre 
JA. Antiphospholipid antibodies 
are a risk factor for early renal 
allograft failure. Transplantation. 
1999;68(2):241-246

[90] Hocher B, Slowinski T, Hauser 
I, Vetter B, Fritsche L, Bachert D, 
et al. Association of factor V Leiden 
mutation with delayed graft function, 
acute rejection episodes and long-
term graft dysfunction in kidney 
transplant recipients. Thrombosis and 
Haemostasis. 2002;87(2):194-198

[91] Buturovic-Ponikvar J. Renal 
transplant artery stenosis. Nephrology, 
Dialysis, Transplantation: Official 
Publication of the European Dialysis 
and Transplant Association—European 
Renal Association. 2003;18(Suppl 
5):v74-v77

[92] Dosch AR, Pahl M, Reddy U, Foster 
CE 3rd, Ichii H. Post-transplantation 
nephroptosis causing recurrent 
episodes of acute renal failure and 
hypertension secondary to intermittent 
vascular torsion of intraperitoneal 
renal allograft. Journal of Surgical Case 
Reports. 2017;2017(5):rjx033

[93] van Roijen JH, Kirkels WJ, Zietse 
R, Roodnat JI, Weimar W, Ijzermans 
JN. Long-term graft survival after 
urological complications of 695 kidney 
transplantations. The Journal of 
Urology. 2001;165(6 Pt 1):1884-1887

[94] Rodriguez Faba O, Boissier R, Budde 
K, Figueiredo A, Taylor CF, Hevia V, 
et al. European association of urology 
guidelines on renal transplantation: 
Update 2018. European Urology Focus. 
2018;4(2):208-215

[95] Branchereau J, Karam G.  
Management of urologic 
complications of renal transplantation. 
European Urology Supplements. 
2016;15(9):408-414

[96] Rhodes A, Evans LE, Alhazzani 
W, Levy MM, Antonelli M, Ferrer 
R, et al. Surviving sepsis campaign: 
International guidelines for 
management of sepsis and septic 
shock: 2016. Intensive Care Medicine. 
2017;43(3):304-377

[97] White SL, Rawlinson W, Boan 
P, Sheppeard V, Wong G, Waller K, 
et al. Infectious disease transmission 
in solid organ transplantation. 
Donor Evaluation, Recipient Risk, 
and Outcomes of Transmission. 
Transplantation Direct. 2019;5(1):e416



25

Perioperative Care for Kidney Transplant Recipients
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.84388

[98] Karuthu S, Blumberg EA. Common 
infections in kidney transplant 
recipients. Clinical Journal of the 
American Society of Nephrology: 
CJASN. 2012;7(12):2058-2070

[99] Abbott KC, Swanson SJ, Richter 
ER, Bohen EM, Agodoa LY, Peters 
TG, et al. Late urinary tract infection 
after renal transplantation in the 
United States. American Journal of 
Kidney Diseases: The Official Journal 
of the National Kidney Foundation. 
2004;44(2):353-362

[100] Safdar N, Slattery WR, Knasinski 
V, Gangnon RE, Li Z, Pirsch JD, et al. 
Predictors and outcomes of candiduria 
in renal transplant recipients. 
Clinical Infectious Diseases: An 
Official Publication of the Infectious 
Diseases Society of America. 
2005;40(10):1413-1421

[101] Patel R, Terasaki PI. Significance 
of the positive crossmatch test in 
kidney transplantation. The New 
England Journal of Medicine. 
1969;280(14):735-739

[102] Zhang R. Donor-specific antibodies 
in kidney transplant recipients. Clinical 
Journal of the American Society of 
Nephrology. 2018;13(1):182-192

[103] Wu WK, Famure O, Li Y, Kim 
SJ. Delayed graft function and the 
risk of acute rejection in the modern 
era of kidney transplantation. Kidney 
International. 2015;88(4):851-858

[104] Pascual J, Berger SP, Witzke 
O, Tedesco H, Mulgaonkar S, Qazi 
Y, et al. Everolimus with reduced 
calcineurin inhibitor exposure in 
renal transplantation. Journal of the 
American Society of Nephrology. 
2018;29(7):1979-1991

[105] Group CSC, Haynes R, Harden 
P, Judge P, Blackwell L, Emberson J, 
et al. Alemtuzumab-based induction 
treatment versus basiliximab-based 

induction treatment in kidney 
transplantation (the 3C Study): 
A randomised trial. Lancet. 
2014;384(9955):1684-1690

[106] Tanriover B, Jaikaransingh V, 
MacConmara MP, Parekh JR, Levea SL, 
Ariyamuthu VK, et al. Acute rejection 
rates and graft outcomes according to 
induction regimen among recipients of 
kidneys from deceased donors treated 
with tacrolimus and mycophenolate. 
Clinical Journal of the American Society 
of Nephrology. 2016;11(9):1650-1661

[107] Haas M, Loupy A, Lefaucheur C, 
Roufosse C, Glotz D, Seron D, et al. The 
Banff 2017 Kidney Meeting Report: 
Revised diagnostic criteria for chronic 
active T cell-mediated rejection, antibody-
mediated rejection, and prospects for 
integrative endpoints for next-generation 
clinical trials. American Journal of 
Transplantation: Official Journal of the 
American Society of Transplantation 
and the American Society of Transplant 
Surgeons. 2018;18(2):293-307

[108] Roufosse C, Simmonds N, Clahsen-
van Groningen M, Haas M, Henriksen 
KJ, Horsfield C, et al. A 2018 reference 
guide to the Banff classification of renal 
allograft pathology. Transplantation. 
2018;102(11):1795-1814

[109] Webster AC, Wu S, Tallapragada 
K, Park MY, Chapman JR, Carr 
SJ. Polyclonal and monoclonal 
antibodies for treating acute rejection 
episodes in kidney transplant recipients. 
The Cochrane Database of Systematic 
Reviews. 2017;7:Cd004756

[110] Lefaucheur C, Loupy A. Antibody-
mediated rejection of solid-organ 
allografts. The New England Journal of 
Medicine. 2018;379(26):2580-2582

[111] Wan SS, Ying TD, Wyburn K, 
Roberts DM, Wyld M, Chadban SJ. The 
treatment of antibody-mediated 
rejection in kidney transplantation: 
An updated systematic review and 



Perioperative Care for Organ Transplant Recipient

26

meta-analysis. Transplantation. 
2018;102(4):557-568

[112] Velidedeoglu E, Cavaille-Coll 
MW, Bala S, Belen OA, Wang Y, 
Albrecht R. Summary of 2017 FDA 
Public Workshop: Antibody-mediated 
rejection in kidney transplantation. 
Transplantation. 2018;102(6):e257-ee64

[113] Eskandary F, Regele H, Baumann 
L, Bond G, Kozakowski N, Wahrmann 
M, et al. A randomized trial of 
bortezomib in late antibody-mediated 
kidney transplant rejection. Journal of 
the American Society of Nephrology. 
2018;29(2):591-605

[114] Sautenet B, Blancho G, Buchler 
M, Morelon E, Toupance O, Barrou B, 
et al. One-year results of the effects of 
rituximab on acute antibody-mediated 
rejection in renal transplantation: 
RITUX ERAH, a multicenter 
double-blind randomized placebo-
controlled trial. Transplantation. 
2016;100(2):391-399

[115] Becker YT, Becker BN, Pirsch JD, 
Sollinger HW. Rituximab as treatment 
for refractory kidney transplant 
rejection. American Journal of 
Transplantation. 2004;4(6):996-1001

[116] Morris PJ. Transplantation—A 
medical miracle of the 20th century. 
The New England Journal of Medicine. 
2004;351(26):2678-2680


