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Analysis the renal function results of the first admission schizophrenic patients
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Abstract ; Objective
population. Methods

To explore the differences of renal function between the first admission schizophrenic patients and healthy

206 patients with schizophrenia in our hospital from January 2012 to January 2013 were collected (case

group). At the same time 206 healthy individuals were selected as control group. Determination the concentration of serum urea(U-

rea) ,serum creatinine(SCr) and serum uric acid(SUA) , then the results were statistically analyzed. Results

differences in Urea,SCr,SUA concentration between schizophrenic patients and control group(P<C0. 01). Conclusion

There were significant

The Urea

and SCr concentration of first admission schizophrenic patients are lower than control group,when the SUA concentration is signifi-

cantly higher than control group.
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