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Abstract Objective: To investigate the predictive value of albumin / globulin (AGR) on renal damage and se-
verity in patients with systemic lupus erythematosus(SLE). Methods: 110 SLE patients in our hospital were divid-
ed into lupus nephritis group(LLN) and non LN group according to renal damage. LN patients were divided into
abnormal renal function group and normal renal function group according to whether BUN and Cr exceeded the ref-
erence value. The differences of clinical data between the above groups were compared, and the effects of AGR on
LN and abnormal renal function before and after correcting confounding factors were analyzed. Results: The area
under the curve(AUC) of AGR for predicting non LN was 0. 748 (0. 655-0. 842), and the best cut off value was
1. 35. The AUC of normal renal function predicted by AGR was 0. 713(0. 588-0. 838), and the best cut off value
was 1. 20. The disease activity index (SLE-DAI), C-reactive protein (CRP) and erythrocyte sedimentation rate
(ESR) of LN group were higher than those of non LN group, and the proportions of hemoglobin(Hb) and AGR
= 1. 35 were lower than those of non LN group(all P<C0. 05). After adjusting for confounding factors, the OR of
AGR = 1. 35 for LN was 0. 196 and 0. 275, respectively. The SLE-DAI. CRP, BUN, Cr and ACR in the abnor-
mal renal function group were higher than those in the normal renal function group, and the proportion of AGR =
1. 20 was lower than that in the normal renal function group, the differences were statistically significant(all P <<
0.05). After adjusting for confounding factors, the OR of AGR = 1. 20 on renal function impairment was 0. 270
and 0. 313, respectively. AGR was positively correlated with Hb and negatively correlated with CRP, SLE-DAI
and ESR. In LN patients, AGR was negatively correlated with BUN, Cr and ACR. Conclusion: AGR can be used
as a potential serological marker to evaluate the renal damage in SLE.
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Abstract Objective: To study the value of serum immunoglobulin and serum and urine light chains in early
diagnosis of patients with multiple myeloma(MM). Methods: 157 patients suspected of MM were admitted to our
hospital between March 2019 and April 2021. According to the clinical diagnosis results, the patients were divided
into MM group(62 cases) and non-MM group (95 cases). Meanwhile, 109 healthy volunteers who came to our
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