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Pathology of Lung Transplantation
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19921 197 Al&8 Aol A2 2709 dloje 22
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S B7 4.1%(1984), 5.1%(1986), 8.0%(1988), 13.2%
(1990), 163%(1992)2.2 o)A F7l7} F3eh+,
£3] @5 sjojAl e oA dHstsAEdE & 9 &
t] 583 F&o] g Aot

g o]Ale] A o] Aol At £ o] f= A

o] A A N wk-go] A Aol vt dF vehte, o7}

A g Fo] £3] Futs oA axtF HYAAI o
g7] d&Eolth. olAAYR wEH HPFL A au
o] Autrholel A H&s] HHE ofo}k Fr}. o]AAR
o At Pelol] HFt H I ofsl o} FhEAIDe] v
$+ F83d. 24, £F, d715 AALA, F5 Ak
A %"éizﬂ_oﬂl/ﬂ oS HetH, olE 2FEL

o] AXutEH Ad & AHdede & 2 FA
E3cl. 7134 Al A o (bronchoalveolar lavage: BAL)7
AR A EH I 9l o Aol MY F8 B
Wy o e},

A7) o)A AR WSS EHFHY) YT F AFLR
Vet o2 g Ao AP 7] 5H Fefrc &

A ehdeh o o4 AR BT o]y YA &
Ae BAFL2A 27)0] BT & ek 22t )
F&ol 9% s A 2o A7wA AYPEE

gl 23 A 3 o] A¥ukgE A} AL
¢ oot AEA S} FLE ¥ 2 VAR E F
ste] wol i3 3 24 <] collapse d HEl 2 Aw|AH &
Hol] REAAA HE, 9 ¥, x5 F2E
w377 42 7] dEeldh %‘ 71 A, 7kl
U Al 229 ARne g ¥ 248 fAsd o A
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2. 8] o]A AR urge] A ERG

g o]A&F 5 7]5AsY 4L A7 w2
Nest dzd. ¢ A5 F97]F o4& ARDS
(adult respiratory distress syndrome), &3 3 #3}, 24l
A RAd 9% A7 goh A2y, 44715 2 b
U FH 5] 8¢ A g e F25¢
A 9 7]%5 o)A AlFA g3} ARDS/F £83 o
glol 3 £33 H¥Fo] T E A7 Uk ¢ F
6-16d o) Yehte 75 oA FA oA AR,
A R AF 7ol F& daloltt ¢ F 164 o]
Foe F4 oA CMV el F8 U
o] AH, A, Herpes simplex 4= olo 1jehd
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Ao =3E e e oA @asloh ol AR
2. CD8+4T cell o] 2713t 3hut Eolgt A~7&
A Z{ct

il r.;E

S o AALRE L 98 A7 BA A AALL +%
F A 2558 B71402 293 o 4A %7 94

o Al 7| FA] WA F S B3] dEs v R
A A AL A3, ]3] 6-10708 22-& w i
o} o] ¥ HAE 25 74 T 3-6 MY TH L=,
Z 10-203] AA R} Al i ALS} Ev 7 AA S
FEst wAs=d, d AR 2FAY mid
rejection UISHLT grade A2: t}& el A Eg) o]Ato] ™
2] 88 ¥t} Popworth H 99 A 93, o A7
5% FENA £ HHE WE$ UL, 25%A
ZolA s WA o] Tt dAAA #H o g
(a8

384 5 o 4ARESe &7

pL)

A

Aol A F4 AR datolEs ALe
Hzoh A AEs) 89 Wy A Zo|th 929 &
71 Sl ol F A EES AA3] A ReZE o
2 Al71e Zo] olAAFES A& delelr. F4
A XA o)A ARRELE AW FH YLFI) Rol
£ ASE dehdnh olAARwge] AL4E Y=
T2 7t golA L v AsAdE FH A2 3
AZ7A 2T Age] HFHct Az W,
2%, i o)Ae] AR ARt Aol elA
"o ol2gt dHY AAH A 7 FoF A7
BFEHEY] X T Afole L 2 HHo] A AA-
sl o]} &3] (International Society for Heart and Lung
Transplantation: ISHLT)®] lung rejection group & ¥
W 9] 7] &7} g c}(Table 1).

o] Al AR utgo] AFu|jt Ao £FW FHEE 2-
339 =7} ##5e] o] @A 7} minimal acute re-
jection(Al)o]t}. RE HxFHct 37 YT EF3
sto] #A3}3 @ =72} (activated lymphocytes ==
immunoblast-like lymphocyte) £ ¢}, Mild acute re-
jection(A2o A& £ FHe Y= Ffo] &3
et olgdt 7o) S FEEHE H

7t Feb. a9 FHedlAd 2N S Bl A9 W
HAZ de g Hf3le A7 (endothelialitis)o] el
U} Moderate acute rejection (A3)> A3 W FHe Y=

Ago] t]2 Adled YA Stz 3 Wy

Table 1. Grading of Lung Allograft Rejection
(ISHLT, Lung Rejection Study Group)

A. Acute rejection
0. No significant abnormality
1. Minimal acute rejection
a. with evidence of bronchiolar inflammation
b. without evidence of bronchiolar
inflammation
¢. with large airway inflammation
d. no bronchioles present
2. Mild acute rejection
a b c d
3. Moderate acute rejection
a. b.c d
4. Severe acute rejection
a. b.c d
B. Active airway damage without scarring
1. Lymphocytic bronchitis
2. Lymphocytic bronchiolitis
C. Chronic airway rejection
1. Bronchiolitis obliterans - subtotal
a. active
b. inactive
2. Bronchiolitis obliterans - total
a. b.
D. Chronic vascular rejection
E. Vasculitis

AE Zog AL ¥ ozl 2 4 sz iz 3
¥}, Severe acute rejection(Ad)> PE T w|gHA
&) T AFTAHxe HIE Fulgl. g3
W, dxd 3 dxgd gzt RFH fe
(hyaline membrane), 3 A}, 8, 7 o] Yelvie 4
T A& 2 dfde] kst

FAA TS (A1 A & 7] #A] R A7 #A ¥Ed
S A FAsG BABE AZIFAY 2] U

"a", 7| HRA Y GFo] sl e ZHA Y AT
?‘]4 G Zo] glod b, FFo] By AP A
A4 "d" 2 B3] A2b, A3aE o2 FAE} "a"94'
e AZHA F 7|BA Y A5 HET A F
Solx2 AL Bolu Afste 2L glojok ?E}
c}.
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EHsr SR o A7EA 2 718A9 o
Z49 g9le™ zZ+zh "B2" (lymphocytic bronchiolitis), "Bl
"(lymphocytic bronchitis) .2 FA] g},

4 24 o ol AAR B

T o oA AL A7 A& FAHL2 9
49 Hws é{}‘ﬂi}i ‘4“’\ sk sS4 A7
Z] ¢ (bronchiolitis obliterans)> W& <= A X6 o
2} subtotal (C1), total (C2)Z Y71 ZHz} active(a), inac-
tive®Z 739 "Cla" 522 FA| o) w4 A Bt
$22A49 ¥ Wl B9 A}Foz Jehyxn "
D'2 EA%ch FA L "E'E FAI T

A71EA 2 AN HEe FA o] AARGA A
o] FAA Folza Wud AU 8 9% 47
AR W g uiR I A7 8#R] 42 Jehde
74 e]t}. Membranous bronchiole X+ respiratory bron-
chiole 8] H =3} 4312 3l oA =& 2944 9
#7F d oIt foam cell o] F of] viehrde)

A7\ HA e F e v 2e] /@A A3} e

ok o] Wizt o oAl 7 RA] FHYL EER
AA3 A ¥7] wFell 71 @A 9] o] el o]e
sl AFsrl A Ao 37 e
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5. ISHLT (lung rejection study group)el]] =]
Algd £ H7

1980, ol A AolA] Bl A7|AWE-LS cyclospo-
rine A9] HH A Ao} I vl aAL, o]9} ¥
7 8o oA AR A7 dde] F¢ IE-&
ghgich. 1974, 1982d % 1988'd0]l ¢ ¥ Billingham
o A A7 A7) £ 1990 o+ ISHLT oA} &
F3t=o] ARl FAARS wA HdHl
T4-& soich

A E&3< ISHLTY #Ho]4 ARurg EF
(1990)= solAlo i 27| HFPE FEslo
WEe]al Aol Samuel A Yousem(Pittsburgh)o] =
A A7} =] Stanford, St Louise, Toronto, Johns Hop-
kins, Popworth Hospital, Mayo Clinic ¢} 2] 2] A}7}
odstgeh FEAPLEE A, B'E FFIL, U4

Fubs- H ¥E49E "C, DY "E'R EHY A
W Az A e} v wsle FY L3 & 7% ongoing,
resolving, resolved rejectionS. 2 7] &3t}

Table 2. Modified Grading of Lung Allograft
Rejection
(Day, Hutchins & Hruban, 1994)

A. Airways (acute rejection)
0. No significant abnormality
1. Mild bronchial/bronchiolar inflammation
2. Moderate bronchial/bronchiolar inflammation
3. Severe bronchial/bronchiolar inflammation
B. Blood vessels (acute rejection)
0. No significant abnormality
1. Mild vascular inflammation
2. Moderate vascular inflammation
3. Severe vascular inflammation
C. Chronic lung rejection (clinical and biopsy findings)
0. No significant abnormality (FEV, >80%)
a. No pathologic evidence of obliterative
bronchiolitis
b. Pathologic evidence of obliterative
bronchiolitis
1. Mild obliterative bronchiolitis syndrome (FEV, 66
-80%)
a. b.
2. Moderate obliterative bronchiolitis syndrome
(FEV; 51-65%)
a. b
3. Severe obliterative bronchiolitis syndrome (FEV,
<50%)
a. b.

ISHLT®] ¥ (1990)7F 4 ©]A A¥ukg Ao
2 FHojgle] 1A o] AAR Uk A& A sl
Atk ISHLTA M & A4 2728 7ho) gk B4 o] A AR
B 5ol 19939 AAEA  #Hrls HAM
FEV1°] 80% o] 4<d A& Ao 2 3l 66-80% =
mild obliterative bronchiolitis syndrome, 51-65% &
moderate 50% ©]3}E severe & RF3}1 o]el] Hgs}

Hey &a7de] e A$E ", ge AFE v 3}
‘ﬁt}.

1994'd Hruban52 iz} 7|44 yl g =
g ISHLT(1990)9] ¥7F& 433 199339 Ao
A AR FHe 43 9 AAAHA EREE

AAlstsi ek Hrubang-o] AAGF M2 EFeAe
FA4 o|A A Huk-g-9] airway(A), blood vessel(B)
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< 47 0322 BRI, A4 AXEE 0-
3oz Ei3d 7z Béalz‘:ﬂ*& s gA Hd
o] A=A+ @ W73 F+0)= YL 3k (Table 2).
ghAd so] A A RukSdA] E@HEle HEY A3
Zo] we] vehte AR ofdlfh T Aol
A Bulg3} Zho] ojFE & Lol A A FA A
&2 a7 g ISHLT 19933 £7F % Hru-
ban® EFAe At  EHAY 2Ao]
199049 E£FolA "E'2 M2 I A9
2702 HAHAELE 9o HER Ured & 9t
dejrelch
ﬁ*‘ﬁﬂoﬂfﬂ W Age 2E 1990 Y ISHLT-°»] *
& &3t sn B0l AR A4E 19939
ISHLT EHHE 2 Aol F4

6. 3718A BAxA AR 2 A

AAzAL] AHE 53 Hejzdo] d7 FHAA
#219) 2Ed] £¢E FERL FURE Motk
go]4] A HE o]A AX VAN 2 Ak
T2 AAALQ Arfeleh ol e T A& 3
A2 el st g FoHA Add LFE Hel
A st U}

WA LFE AN} 2 YD Yol
olet. 2A& A} Azt A@Hebn F4g
g A&3 W glvhe AL A ojAelut
£ 4 e YA AY Folry] JEd. o

Aete] o E A= Held Adx ofe ¥
FA= *ﬂﬂrs}‘ﬂ EYoch ¥AEsA Med 2
zARo 2 F AdE WA Bohe g ALe
g7 PojAL ne P2 AA/ 54 o)h

FHA R "2ALS A GA"sl= Aol
Jaejatnche WAt AAHEE LFEA s
st 22L 42538 o fH st kYo HFE 2
olghet, A7 @A AR zAe] Ak E
24 YA = A3 & o] He HAbeloh F
o}zl Ao 2 AL o}l Aol FL3)ch

A zAAG e 24 Agd &3] 473-& Hekich
2 EA 9} 2L HzA o] HAF AUTE 4 A
AE FAREH HAY x¥E ool ok A7 2mm
A=Y & 242 6104 dolordch F4 nHA
Y3 d43) £54 szAe £ st A7 2F

o2 9 Z7} HALE sopaich Wel At 24

_pl

Il

]

o
—_

ox

3} 7}
2o
g =

A2 st Aol A forceps & XA Y pipette & A=
Aol FL3ch

geld E5& e F9 &fol= Ao vy
olgf2o] gt 8 AL zbo} 3 A9 hematoxylin-eosin
(HE), 2944 94 (Masson's trichrome) 1 & 183
AFE YUEFF P& 4T 294 (Gomori's
methenamine silver: GMS) 1 #o] 7j&olal, v}wA] 3

22 ¥Y8A] Gram, AFBE 4 319, CMV, Herpes
simplex virus o] ¥ AW AE A"
o}

Zztol Alztfo FTES Y TS WYL JAF
& Utk 6-10 70 23 & WS | 12 o] 4L 7]
FAFE AT AL YA AR $2 Hx3
2.3 A xutd) kgl 2-3 /9] AR A 2L ¥
T3 A7 FAE FoliAl fot dakeatel ¥ 2] i}
o FHH A, 281 xYo] YL o[}

7. 29 FH YA RS B

A718A HAZAY 1A 8T EH L o]A AR vt
$& 3 ‘?.}3]'1: Rolct, vt 22| oA ]’31711- iy
g AZE Jogsle A A 4 F4ES 111943]'
o] o} t“’% ZAd s o) AR} 7o) OE.JO']"]'T: <+ &
o2 F712] 4ES FAld Ly stodof gt 1%1
o o] o dSAE FFo] FHtE] o] AR

& ferizt 5t aeA gdFel sle o
€ AEF oA A gk o] AALYEE ] ZA}E}
ZE Agc 5 SHAN R o] AR X5¥}
FA o] A Fe AFe|7] dEel FdAAT #A
o] $-Adt}

Toronto groupollA] 403 <] Ho]4] #zLE e g
AN s BY AT 79 80%, vtolai 2 2
4 30%, A7 13%, mycobacterium "X protozoa 7+
o Z} 3%etx &t 23y o & F Al A & pneumo-
cystis carinii7} 80 % ol A4 LAt §ho}

A9 Addle WFHA 27t FREA R wf

Al o] AetA] ety Fgo] wiAlEe AL A
of et =@ A YFEY DUAFAE Aol
FA olAARuE Ho|q AFAE ol AA=z
CMYV, pneumocystis ZFE 59 20-40% N4 F4 ©]4]
Al w3t A7 o] .2 7 (Tazelaar HP 1991), Ep-
stein-Barr vlelgl s ) 27|y AFHA DS NAE v
$23F A7 0] -&rh(Randhawa et al, 1989). mhe}x A
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TR ALE AL 4ATE FE =YL o}
o H FAF dFe] AT, ATV} dIH
o] Fd& AAste 2o AT 4UdFY &
A& P AEFTAQ Wl s vl YUt wA
79 7hsd el B HeYAte oA IS He
%iﬂ} A A el YAyt 2ol glga st E
23 A9 7HeAd & BA| Aedsteof gtk

8 53 AdF9 A<

AFA #H7+49 %L S. aureus, Pseudomonas, E. coli 5
o] £3lt}. £F T VW EFelH HEUY A&
S F2 Evlbc} Gram 94 & £319 A9 FE ¥
& 4 glov} BAL vigke] 4 A&t AF74
=3 9eFE GMS YA Fod Ha 7e Fof
24 Ho] 9lg A5 2] JHFsich o

g geo] solA AAd AA ver] Bode F4
—1‘21 el A$7t gol g8 RYdH A& e
o] F4A ot

vlo]a] A4 #H g2 Cytomegalovirus, Herpes simplex
virus 7} T £3 ¢l 7137 d fdojct. o] & AL dvlH
el A7e] Eoldte] i AR AR 4o
S &3} vlolEay MY =& AT ATA
Zgol Ae W Y Ao FxFst FA-EFdch A
ol AE7 F7hsted ol A AR W2 27
S B a8y FdSdd e tde 253 ¢4
AZAE7F AL & dFAE7} 2744 4o
vehdc} wvlolaiA B4 BQAE FeAe] A
Z093% A7 Aok 24 & Aol HAA 12709 £
JAEZ e A$E gol 3 49 o leveldl M €2
&elo|l= g wuj &2 A 2§ A"

Cytomegalovirus (CMV)& o-$- &3l F3 Tl =
A 257} 7J'°351°1 Q3 u] =2 Al 7% 50-90
%7} FANSE Bk CMV A E A F3] o
Frko] CMV iﬁ]°§31 27% Bl 99 A $ajel
A CMV sl o] vebd &go] £t} 3 /1A dr]3 A
Faro g vebdoh AAEs vebd & dFA47 el
A% Az Age] AshA B AdAEs}
g0 2 A ‘4“4‘4_1_ AL £¥eo] FutsE B¢, 29

ThA ZhAAds e AR ‘*}E}"}“ 73 $-olch.
ot AR A7AL 49 AxAdA T = 54A
o} AdA 27t Sl #uf EUA = 20um A Eo]
o Al ZY —‘i’-dﬂlt 1-3um A Zojc}.

>

N

A mlOl?Roﬂ.

Herpes simplex virus Z+3-& 715 2 71929 74
o2 Aztse o W A HE R vehdoh
A 24lAy FRP FE9E AEe FHAb FE
A #FE L GAANAN EE Bk 298 Aze
AARc 7t F AHxolx A FY A= Cowdry A
o]l Herpes simplex # oy} varicella zoster 5
Herpesviridae A& 22 28 B<1AE Heol7] o
ol Herpes simplex 2t2 @A ¥ <+ ¢ivh. BAL
o} =& FA Z¢r}. Herpes simplex 7} A7) E ol
&3] B 2ol vl siokn FdY FA
= =4 dect

7} &} Pneumocystic carinii &} 21 FZo] A7 #A A
Aoz AR 4 9)tt. Pneumocystis HE S A% 3
o]A]ga}te) 88% oAl ol HAE 1F 30% el
A4S o FGFAES 2k ok HE 894
M= #E=Y GMS g2 H 22 5o d
A 2A"Ed. AFFE-L Candida, Aspergillus,
Cryptococcosis®] &2 2 el

9. 71t FEsford &7

Fibromyxoid granulation tissue 7} 4% 7|22 ¥ s £
°ﬂ ‘4'3-%‘: Ae FA dywe] FgFolAY 7128 E

T 9lLe 9n|gtt} Ho]A] 238 3} (harvest inju-
ry)ell H.°]T: o)A ) E&Ab(diffuse alveolar damage,
DAD)o] EH Q] 7 folch RE FxboA] AAIH L
2 ypehh} ischemic timeo] A9 o Aldlth &%
3-5d0 74 Adta 3 F71eF AL HAZ A3}
g9 59 At AstA vebdch slo]A A F H
37} QAR AR AsAY A4 d = 34 o
A3 ZHAA AQ-e Aol gk FEE ol of
AAR e T Yehted oA S i3 945
o $32 gk

BALT (bronchus associated lymphoid tissue)7} 73 7]
A AR e o]AAY vz 2084 9l
t}. BALTE A 28} 3 o)1} intralobular septaell 93 73
A7} £35 7 germinal center & Role St HHF
Bolt}, F¥l dz2Ad HFE Afo] AVt F
23 g7 Eel Bt

Epstein-Barr virus 7ol FulE& post-transplant
lymphoproliferative disorder PTLD)E =EX|% S2%
g 2otk FEE o)A oA AR AT FAE
d] steroid x| 5 A7} QI A|7ko] A3 HAA




A4, A d=zd F9& oz drAAes
B ceu«] ZAo] d@FH Yehde A2 B £
I& YyA43= 5 ""]'°o“‘5}‘4 °| & H T+ immunob-

lastsi"} 5101 AL ZAFHAEE FU3HA ¥ett o
S 9We) Y e o)4] SaAtlA 7|2 A Xoln
o4 4 AYAA dehtAlw 2 vehdaE ok
Aoz d2d Fd, 438 FY HFYTLE
vebd 4= gl EBV 9 4 == 84371 2]
olA HAGAE Fofo} gt

kol A A7 #A 5 ARES YA FH7) ol
H AR 2RF s A5, 3 o)A FHA A d4Y
o Aol At A4S Ledol gt ALY
W o2 sarcoidosis, lymphangioleiomyomatosis 5 ©]

2= gl

10. 28te] AA3A EAE

ZAEY AR 2A AN FEHE AL A7A B S
£ AZEY. 5= o] o]AARHA Tcell ac-
tivation® 47} Ft}. & T<cell oA IL-57} v}¢} eosi-
nophil ] R.o] 3 eosinophil A Y2+ 3% chron-
ic rejection & 2.7tk A E 3] FHR7} ofv] ]
g Aol vk A3l 7§l v} Hyperreactive
lung @l 4] eosinophil ¢] Y2t} W 2= Aspergillus & ]
23 A9 T - o] AV RF E Ax
ojr}.

28bol] =2HA o)A} A Sdf plasma cello] Fo] 2=
274 A 954] J¥ ZF4-3 humoral immunity 7}
Z Z2Zo0] 5ln] mast cello] Y2 EAE
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7] "ol °4 1-‘-4]/‘1 %—.—
gt FAge] 7h5dtet. =d %1 274
Ao oAt} A A Eshe] o}l

ThAd o] Al AL w3 # 7|5 FHAL o] 2R AL
A78cd Agsicy A4 F71FR] A AA
#4124 A7) 32 4 bronchiolitis obliterans) & <& &
4 Qe 2AE FaA dFFelch. FAAARL
ofate] el ¥ N&EPFE Y oA AR A
3l 7H4o] wHA o)A AL E Fidcle A3t LR
5o sith
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