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_ ABSTRACT |

A pmspcufﬁfﬂ'sméj.ﬁ during 1990-1995 was conducted to assess the risk of rejection and infection in kidney -
transplant recipients, who's original kidney ‘had wvesico - urc!.f:i‘ai reflux (VER} Twor groups of re,i:i'piems with
and without VER were followed for one _month after transplant; 24 and 250 cases reﬁpecuvely ’Ihe calculated
relative r;sm for the effect of VER showed a moderate increased risk. fm fe}e:c;mu in VER gn;mp, (R_R = 1.82,
CI = 112295, P < 0.05). No effect was found for VER being one-or two - - sided, e

Henue 1v.r"E'R has a mu:]emte effe:.t on Iejectmn ‘hut no effect on mfec{mn
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