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Abstract. 

 Mathematical modeling is an important theoretical tool which provides researchers with quantification 

of the permeability of dialyzing systems in renal replacement therapy.  In the paper we provide a short 

review of the most successful theoretical approaches and refer to the corresponding experimental 

methods studying these phenomena in both biological and synthetic filters in dialysis. Two levels of 

modeling of fluid and solute transport are considered in the review: thermodynamic and kinetic 

modeling of hemodialysis and peritoneal dialysis.  A brief account for hindered diffusion across cake 

layers formed due to membrane filters fouling is given, too. 
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Introduction. 

    In the current review we outline major efforts in providing quantitative description of modeling water 

transport processes in dialysis and present key mathematical models that address this issue, while also 

reviewing briefly the classical models for the membrane transport. 

Biological filters of the kidney are notoriously complex. Artificial membranes that partially replace 

organism’s renal function, being modeled after their natural prototypes, are also quite sophisticated. The 

present paper summarizes various theoretical approaches describing transport of fluid and solutes in 

artificial membranes, bridging physics and biophysics in order to collect different parts of the puzzle 

and bring light to the complex mechanism of membrane transport. 

The review highlights key importance of mathematical modeling – a vital analytical tool which provides 

means for quantifying the dialysis procedure and thus increasing the quality of dialysis control. The 

review presents both hemodialysis and peritoneal dialysis modeling. The paper examines latest trends 

in mathematical modeling, which seek to solve the persistent problem of adequacy of dialysis 

prescription with computer simulations based on patients’ statistic data, increased the accuracy of patient 

monitoring, and development of a new generation of device software.  

The present review is aimed at both specialists (dialysis researchers, doctors working in the field of 

dialysis and blood purification, students of biomedical and life sciences) as well as wider audience with 

interest in nephrology. 

1. Notes on the history of dialysis: the founding fathers. 

1.1 Hemodialysis. 

First hemodialysis (HD) treatment of human patient was conducted in Hessen in October 1924 by a 

German physician Georg Haas (Dialisens historia2011, Paskalev 2001). He used hirudin as the 

anticoagulant substance since heparin was not yet accessible (Schmaldienst and Hörl 2004). Haas’s first 

dialyzer of U-shape collodion tubes was a construction immersed into a glass cylinder with bath solution 

(Paskalev 2001) with the first 15 minutes treatment time of the patient. In 1925 Haas wrote a short report 

describing the blood purification process performed on a human patient, the first hemodialysis attempt 

in the history of medicine (Paskalev 2001). Heparin became available in 1930s (Schmaldienst and Hörl 

2004) and Haas used this anticoagulant in his experiments instead of hirudin. Collodion (or celloidin, 



cellulose-trinitrate) membrane method of preparation has been developed by Fritz Pregl, an Austrian 

chemist Nobel Prize winner in 1923 (Pregl 1914). Haas wrote: 

“I have tried a series of different dialyzers from a variety of materials, animal and vegetable membranes 

and paper dialyzers. The best implementation was obtained from collodion with respect to fabrication, 

its dialysis effects, safe sterilization and because it can be obtained in any geometric shape.”(from ( 

Paskalev 2001)). Unfortunately, Haas’s pioneering efforts in human dialysis were never acknowledged 

by the medical community and were consequently. It was another doctor, Willem Kolff of Kampen, the 

Netherlands, who made the next big step in the dialysis by constructing the dialysis machine, together 

with Henrik Berk. 

The blood purification and dialysis procedure on animals was been developed at John Hopkins 

University, Baltimore, by the John Abel, Leonard Rowntree, and B. Turner. In 1913 the researchers 

published an article describing “vividiffusion” - removal of chemical sustances from the blood stream 

of animals in dialysis process (Fresenius). In their paper from 1914 (Abel 1914), the authors described 

a method when a blood taken outside a patient’s body was purified and transmitted back to its natural 

vascular circulation system in a continuous flow  (Schmaldienst and Hörl 2004)  through a path isolated 

from the air (Paskalev 2001): 

“...Principle of the method is in connecting an artery of the animal by a cannula to an apparatus made 

from celloidin..in the form of tubes, immersed in a saline solution or serum and providing for the return 

of the blood to the animal’s body by another cannula attached to a vein… The blood leaving the artery 

flows through a perfectly sealed system and returns to the body within a minute or two without having 

been exposed to contact with the air or any chance of microbial infection, while the diffusible substances 

which it contains can pass out, more or less rapidly through the walls of the tubes. Coagulation of the 

blood is prevented by injection of hirudin’ (Abel 1914). 

Abel and colleagues named the device for dialysis the “artificial kidney’” (Paskalev 2001, Schmaldienst 

and Hörl 2004). 

Willem Kolff, a physician from the Netherlands, used a rotating drum kidney constructed by Henrik 

Berk, an engineer, for treatment of a patient in 1945 (Kolff and Berk). The treatment took as long as one 

week and the result was successful: the patient (a 67-year-old woman with acute kidney failure 

diagnosis) lived for over 6 years after the procedure (and died after an unrelated illness). This successful 

attempt confirmed the effectiveness of therapeutical method based on the use of “artificial kidney” 

(Haas 1952) and a hemodialysis principle suggested by Haass and Abel’s group. At that time cellophane 

was used as a new filtering material in the dialysis tubes filled with blood (Fresenius).   

Another breakthrough in hemodialysis has been done by Swedish physiologist and inventor Nils Alwall 

of Lund University (Dialysens historia 2011; Kurkus 2018; Kurkus etal 2007; Stegmayr 2016). Nils 

Alwall’s artificial kidney was a superior device when compared to the one designed by Kolff since it 

not only allowed to purify blood but also to remove the excess water after the dialysis procedure 

(ultrafiltration). The basic principle of ultrafiltration is to squeeze plasma water through filter 

membranes under pressure, after uremic toxins are removed during dialysis. The first patient (47-year-

old man) was treated at the Lund hospital in September 1946. The 11-meter-long tubes that were used 

as filters for dialysis were made of cellophane – the same material used in the food industry at that time, 

e.g. for wrapping hotdogs. 

Several technical problems appeared. For example, for the patients with a chronical kidney disease it 

was difficult to use cannules made of glass. The problem was solved in 1960, when doctor Belding 

Scribner together with surgeon Wayne Quinton of the U.S. created the arteriovenous shunt with two 

small teflon outlets leading to the artery and the vein (Dialysens historia 2011). 



Another problem related to the first dialysis machine was the enormous space that the device was 

occupying. This has been improved by Frederik Kiil, a Norwegian physicist, who in 1960s managed to 

create a cellophane dialysis filtering system which was much more compact since only a small amount 

of blood taken from the body was used for the circulation in the dialysis machine (Dialysens historia 

2011). Cellophane membranes, most common in 1970s, represented convenient and relatively 

inexpensive solution for dialysis as the filters could be reused in the process. 

However, cellophane membranes were mechanically unstable and leaked during continuous dialysis 

process (Schmaldienst and Hörl 2004). Instead, in late 1960s, cuprophane and cellulosic-based 

membranes were proposed to be used as blood purification filters (Schmaldienst and Hörl 2004). In 

1970s, the importance of biological tolerance of blood-contacting material was brought into focus in 

clinical tests of extracorporal devices (Schmaldienst and Hörl 2004). Among other physical properties, 

the hydrophobic-hydrophilic interactions of blood components with filter membrane play a key role. 

Since the original cuprophane membranes were found to be non-biocompatible, further research in this 

direction continued (Hakim and Breillat 1984, Henderson 1983, Hakim and Fearn 1984). 

Cellulosic membranes are hydrophilic polymers. In water, due to the polar nature of cellulose molecules, 

a hydrogel layer is formed onto the membrane surface (Schmaldienst and Hörl 2004). Accordingly, it 

was found that the hydroxyl groups on the membrane surface could be partially involved in the 

complement activation (Schmaldienst and Hörl 2004). To minimize the activation of the complement 

cascades and to reduce the leukopenia, the second generation of the cellulosic-derived membranes was 

subsequently introduced for clinical use in the dialysis therapy. These improved materials were derived 

from cellulose substitutes such as cellulose acetate, cellulose diacetate and triacetate, as well as 

hemophane (Schmaldienst and Hörl 2004). Later efforts were directed towards the surface modification 

of membranes with the aim of improving their biocompatibility, with the complement system activation 

becoming the “golden standard” of the biocompatibility check (Schmaldienst and Hörl 2004).  

Simultaneously, in 1970s, the first synthetic membranes for hemodialysis using polyacrylonitrile 

(PAN)-based polymer (originally hydrophobic) was suggested by Rhône Poulenc (Poulenc 2004), after 

the experimental observation (Babb 1975) of desired enhanced permeability of membranes to higher 

molecular weight compounds in comparison with cuprophane filter retaining the to prevent amyloidosis 

(i.e., the long-term complication caused by serum 𝛽2-microglobulin protein accumulation in a patient’s 

blood  at continuous HD).  

Currently, both artificial polymer and cellulosic modified membranes are used in the dialysis therapy. 

We shall pay special attention to the modeling of water transport across artificial dialysis membranes in 

the sections 4 and 5 of present review. 

1.2 Peritoneal dialysis. 

Peritoneal dialysis is the alternative blood purification method applied in cases of severe chronical 

kidney disease (CKD), with peritoneum of the patient’s abdomen used as a dialysis filter. When 

compared to hemodialysis, peritoneal dialysis is a less costly alternative. The first successful peritoneal 

dialysis was performed on animals by a German researcher, Georg Ganter in 1923. After this grand 

achievement, significant contributions to the method’s development were made in the U.S., first by a 

Wisconsin trio of Wear, Sisk and Trinkle, who in 1936 suggested a system for a continual peritoneal 

dialysis, and then by Tenckhoff and Schenter, who developed a special bacteriologically safe abdominal 

catheter (Tenckhoff 1968). 

In total, in the world at the moment the CKD therapy in numbers is approximately 1.6 million patients 

are treated with hemodialysis and about 200,000 – with peritoneal dialysis. In Sweden (according to 

2009 statistics), 2760 patients were treated with hemodialysis, while 839 – with peritoneal dialysis 

(Dialisens historia 2011). 



1.3 The review structure 

   Mathematical modeling of transport of water and solutes in both types of dialysis based on general 

thermodynamic principles of nonequilibrium thermodynamics which open the current review is 

presented in the following section 2. The classical two pore model and the distributed model are 

analyzed in details, too.  

   In the section 3, transport of water across natural membranes is considered in view of peritoneal 

membrane transport. In particular, the mechanisms of glomerular and peritoneal transport are compared. 

In parallel, both three pore model (TPM) of peritoneal membrane transport and the extended TPM theory 

with applications to the automated peritoneal dialysis are presented.  

   Section 4 is devoted to the transport across synthetic membrane filters used in hemodialysis. 

Mathematical modeling of molecular transport across synthetic dialysis membranes and diffusion across 

the tortuous membrane pathways in fouling (cake) layers is reviewed in section 5. The last two sections 

of the review composed of short discussion of theoretical models and approaches which are not 

presented in the main text as well as the outlook and summary.  

   The purpose of the current review is to provide the generalized theoretical physics view to the 

quantitative analysis of molecular transport in such enormously complex systems as natural and 

synthetic membrane filters in dialysis. The review is written with the hope to provide a theoretical 

support and facilitate the navigation of the interested readers in this important area of renal physiology 

– modeling complex processes inviolved in dialysis membrane filtration.  

 

 2. Fundamental thermodynamic relations for the transport of fluid and solutes in dialysis. 

   The fundamental concepts used in the description of transport phenomena in various media are famous 

Onsager’s reciprocal relations. Due to the importance of these theoretical physics formulations for 

applications, we overview these concepts in a special theoretical physics subsection below. 

2.1 Nonequilibrium thermodynamics of irreversible processes 

   Lars Onsager formulated the basics of nonequilibrium thermodynamics (Onsager 1937) including the 

reciprocal relations for the kinetic coefficients in transport phenomena described within the generalized 

forces –fluxes linear equations. In the thermodynamics of irreversible processes approach, for 𝑛 fluxes 

and all driving forces in the system, respectively, a system of equation can be written as following (Kotyk 

and Janáček 1975): 

𝐽𝑖 = 𝐿𝑖𝑗𝑋𝑗                (2.1) 

𝑖 = 1, … 𝑛  

Here 𝐽𝑖 is a flux, 𝑋𝑗 is a conjugated force, 𝐿𝑖𝑗  is the appropriate kinetic coefficient.  

Onsager’s principle of the symmetry of the kinetic coefficients states: 

𝐿𝑖𝑗 = 𝐿𝐽𝑖                     (2.2) 

   In general, the symmetry of the kinetic coefficients or Onsager’s principle reflects the deep-lying 

internal symmetry (Landau and Lifshitz V5, 2009) in the relaxation of the system not far from the 

thermodynamic equilibrium. In terms of the thermodynamically conjugate variables one can write: 

𝑌𝑖 = −
𝜕𝑆

𝜕𝑦𝑖
= 𝛽𝑖𝑘𝑦𝑘   (2.3) 



𝑦𝑖 = −
𝜕𝑆

𝜕𝑌𝑖
                   (2.4) 

where the defined quantities correspond to the entropy of the system, (𝑦1, … . , 𝑦𝑛) , as a function of 

𝑛 physical variables 𝑦1,𝑦2, … . , 𝑦𝑛  describing the system (Landau and Lifshitz, V5, 2009).  With respect 

to the time reversal transformations, the relations (2.2) are valid only if physical quantities in (2.3), ( 

2.4) both change sign (for example, when these variable are proportional to the velocities of some 

macroscopic motion in the system ). In the case when only one of the quantities 𝑦𝑖 change sign under 

time reversal while the other 𝑦𝑘 remains unchanged, the Onsager’s principle of the symmetry of kinetic 

coefficients gives (Landau and Lifshitz, V5, 2009): 

𝛽𝑖𝑘 = −𝛽𝑘𝑖                        

   In particular applications, the linear relations (2.1) together with (2.2) form a basis for the fluxes-

forces analysis in transport processes. Transport of water and solutes across filter membranes and the 

thermodynamic approach known as Kedem and Katchalsky theory (Kedem and Katchalsky 1958)  

considered in the section 2.2, is a special case of general relations (2.1, 2.2) where the kinetic coefficients 

obey the Onsager’s principle: 

𝐽1 = 𝐿11𝑋1 + 𝐿12𝑋2       (2.5) 

𝐽2 = 𝐿21𝑋1 + 𝐿22𝑋2       (2.6) 

In the phenomenological theory, the relations between the total volume flow of transported fluid and the 

exchange flow are (Kotyk and Janáček 1975): 

𝐽𝑉 = 𝐿𝑝∆𝑃 + 𝐿𝑝𝐷∆Π     (2.7) 

𝐽𝐷 = 𝐿𝐷∆Π + 𝐿𝑝𝐷∆P     (2.8) 

with the Onsager’s reciprocal relation for the coefficients: 

𝐿𝑝𝐷 = 𝐿𝐷𝑝                       (2.9) 

The physical meaning of the kinetic coefficients is introduced in the Kedem and Katchalsky theory of 

transport of water and solutes across filtering membranes (see the section 2.2 in the review). 

For a coarse nonselective membrane, in the absence of the hydrostatic pressure difference, Δ𝑃 = 0, the 

volume flow vanishes : 

𝐽𝑉 = 𝐿𝑝𝐷∆Π = 0            (2.10) 

When the osmotic pressure is absent, ΔΠ = 0, the exchange flux 𝐽𝐷 = 0 and the ultrafiltration of 

nonselective membrane caused by the hydrostatic pressure only is absent: 

𝐽𝐷 = 𝐿𝑝𝐷∆P = 0               (2.11) 

The selectivity of the membrane is introduced via assumption of the semipermeable membrane. For the 

latter, the osmotic flow and ultrafiltration play role which expressed in the non-zero cross coefficient, 

𝐿𝑝𝐷. In ideal semipermeable membranes, 

𝐽𝐷 = −𝐽𝑉         (2.12) 

where both volume and exchange fluxes are due to the water flow only (Kotyk and Janáček 1975) 

characterized by a single kinetic coefficient, the hydraulic conductivity 𝐿𝑝.  



For the description of transport of dissolved substances, it is convenient to introduce a flow of solvent 

rather than the exchange flow. For the dilute solutions, Kedem and Katchalsky theory suggested for the 

flow of solvent 𝐽𝑠 

𝐽𝑠 = (𝐽𝑉 + 𝐽𝐷)𝐶𝑠     (2.13) 

where 𝐶𝑠 is the (small) volume concentration of the dissolved compound.  

The other coefficient introduced in the theory, is the reflection coefficient 𝜎 (also called the Staverman 

reflection coefficient), defined as following: 

𝜎 = −
𝐿𝑝𝐷

𝐿𝑝
                (2.14) 

A system of two phenomenological equations (2.15, 2.16) incorporating both kinetic coefficients (Kotyk 

and Janáček 1975):  

𝐽𝑉 = 𝐿𝑝(Δ𝑃 − 𝜎𝑅𝑇Δ𝐶𝑠)        (2.15) 

𝐽𝑠 = 𝜒𝑅𝑇Δ𝐶𝑠 + 𝐶𝑠(1 − 𝜎)𝐽𝑉    (2.16) 

where 

 𝜒 = (𝐿𝐷 − 𝐿𝑝𝜎2)𝐶𝑠                   (2.17)       

Equations (2.15-2.17) provide the complete thermodynamic description of transport of water and a 

single uncharged solute through the filter membrane. 

2.2 Thermodynamics of membrane transport. 

   The theoretical and experimental studies of transport across membranes is a vast area of research, with 

issues ranging from thermodynamics of water and solute flows to cutting edge computational and 

nanotechnological tools exploring water and ion transportation on micron-scale and even nano-scale.  

The traditional models for water transport account for the osmotic effects formalism developed in the 

early works of Kedem and Katchalsky (Kedem and Katchalsky, 1958, 1961, 1963). 

Kedem-Katchalsky classical model based on the irreversible thermodynamics approach (Onsager’s 

relations) describes the flow of solvent, 𝐽𝑉 and solute, 𝐽𝑆 . For the semipermeable membrane, the solvent 

flow is given by the equation: 

𝐽𝑉 = 𝐿𝑝𝑆(Δ𝑃 − 𝜎Δ𝜋)           (2.18) 

Here 𝐿𝑝𝑆 is the hydraulic conductance of membrane of the surface area 𝑆 (𝐿𝑝   is the so- called hydraulic 

conductivity or water filtration coefficient), Δ𝑃 is the hydrostatic pressure, Δ𝜋 is the osmotic pressure 

difference across the membrane, 𝜎  is the reflection coefficient.  

For the flow of solute, 𝐽𝑆, the Kedem-Katchalsky model states (Kedem and Katchalsky 1961): 

𝐽𝑆 =  𝐽𝑉(1 − 𝜎)𝐶 ̅ + 𝑃𝑆Δ𝐶     (2.19) 

In this equation �̅�   is the mean intramembrane concentration of solute, ∆𝐶  is the gradient of solute 

concentration and 𝑃  is the solute permeability coefficient. In the early publications (Garlick and Renkin 

1970, Renkin 1964, Renkin and Garlick 1970), the expression (2.19) has been employed for evaluation 

of the capillary permeability to macromolecules (but using the simplifying assumption 𝜎 = 1). 



The general expressions (2.18, 2.19) have been applied for various biological filters, from the simple 

semipermeable membranes to the complex filtration systems such kidney filtration barrier (Tencer 1998, 

Deen 1985) or transvascular walls (Öberg and Rippe 2013).  In the latter system, the solute gradient    

∆𝐶(=  𝐶𝑝 − 𝐶𝑖 )  value is the difference in the solute concentration in plasma, 𝐶𝑝 , and in interstitium, 

𝐶𝑖 , respectively (Rippe and Haraldsson 1994). The mean solute concentration is, in general, a function 

of the fluid flow  𝐽𝑉 and of the product of the membrane solute permeability, 𝑃, and the membrane 

surface area, 𝑆.  

The solute permeability coefficient 𝑃 is determined as a ratio of the (transcapillary) diffusion coefficient 

𝐷𝑆 over the diffusion distance, ∆𝑥 , so 𝑃 =
𝐷𝑆

∆𝑥
.  

The integration of equation (2.19) gives the following expression for the clearance  𝐾  value, which is 

the solute flux  𝐽𝑆 divided by the plasma concentration  𝐶𝑝 of solute: 

𝐾 ≡ 𝐽𝑆/𝐶𝑝 = 𝐽𝑉(1 − 𝜎)
1−(

𝐶𝑖
𝐶𝑝

)𝑒−𝑃𝑒

1−𝑒−𝑃𝑒         (2.20) 

Here the Péclet number 𝑃𝑒 = 𝐽𝑉(1 − 𝜎)/𝑃𝑆 is introduced as a ratio of the solvent flow and the capillary 

diffusion capacity. 

From (2.20), the capillary diffusion capacity, can be calculated at any given concentration ratio 𝐶𝑖/𝐶𝑝  

and for a given solvent flow (for example, a lymph flow), 𝐽𝑉, and the reflection coefficient of the 

membrane, 𝜎: 

𝑃𝑆 = 𝐽𝑉(1 − 𝜎)/𝑙𝑛 [

𝐶𝑖
𝐶𝑝

𝜎

𝐶𝑖
𝐶𝑝

−(1−𝜎)
]                   (2.21) 

When the interstitial space is large and the solute concentration in there is small, respectively, one can 

get from (2.20) the simplified expression for the solute clearance 𝐾 

𝐾 =  𝐽𝑉
1−𝜎

1−𝑒−𝑃𝑒                                              (2.22) 

The general equation for the clearance (2.20) may be rewritten as a sum of two terms: 

𝐾 = 𝑃𝑆
𝑃𝑒

𝑒𝑃𝑒−1

𝐶𝑝−𝐶𝑖

𝐶𝑝
  +𝐽𝑉(1 − 𝜎)            (2.23) 

The first to the right ‘diffusive’’ term vanishes in case of large Peclet number so the second 

(‘convective’’) term is dominated in the process. That means that the ‘diffusive’’ transport is very small 

at high volume flow values and the clearance: 

𝐾 ≈ 𝐽𝑉(1 − 𝜎)                                          (2.24) 

For the cylindrical pores, by applying Poisseuille’s law, one can calculate the tissue capillary hydraulic 

conductance: 

8𝜂 𝐿𝑝𝑆 =  
𝐴0

Δ𝑥
(𝛼 ∙ 𝑟2)                              (2.25) 

Here 𝐴0 is the total (unrestricted) area of pores in the membrane wall,  Δ𝑥 is the unit diffusion path 

length, 𝜂 is the viscosity of water and 𝑟 is the radius of a cylindrical pore.  



Another important physical characteristic of membrane transport is the solute diffusion coefficient, 𝐷𝑠. 

By definition, the diffusion coefficient is introduced as following: 

𝐷𝑠 =
𝑅𝑇

6𝜋𝑁𝜂𝑎𝑠
           (2.30) 

In there, 𝑅 is the gas constant, 𝑇  is the temperature (in Kelvin degrees), 𝑁 is the Avogadro’s number 

and   𝑎𝑠  is the radius of solute. 

Formulae (2.18-2.30) represent main thermodynamic relations for the macroscopic description of the 

transport processes in membranes. 

2.3. Two-pore membrane model. 

   One of the widely used theories of transvascular transport is the so-called two-pore model, which 

combines the general non-equilibrium thermodynamics and kinetics of transmembrane transport for the 

analysis of convection and diffusion processes involved in the filtration of plasma solutes and water 

permeability. The basic assumptions and results obtained within the two-pore model are briefly 

summarized in the following two sections.  The two-pore model has been used to describe permeability 

and transport phenomena in blood capillaries and different organs (Bark 2013, Miller 2011, Taylor 1984, 

Ibrahim 2012), glomerular sieving (Rippe Asgeirsson 2006, Tencer 1998,Deen 1985) and, recently, for 

the analysis of fluxes in synthetic dialyzing membranes (Axelsson 2012).  

2.3.1 Classical two pore- model. 

   Classical two-pore model considers transport of water and solutes across a (capillary) wall through 

two pathways, distinct in size, i.e. large and small pores with a fixed diameter (Arturson 1971, Blouch 

1985, Axelsson Öberg 2012, Rippe and Haraldsson 1994). According to this model, one can separate 

the transport across the membrane wall into two different pathways representing two kinds of pores – 

of small and large radii, 𝑟𝑠  and   𝑟𝐿 ,  respectively. In this relation, the partitioning of fluid fluxes among 

multiple pathways may be considered within the homoporous or heteroporous membrane models (Rippe 

and Haraldsson 1994).  In the homoporous approaches (Renkin 1979, 1985, 1986, Garlick and Renkin 

1970, Renkin 1964, Renkin and Garlick 1970), linear flux equation (2) with added convective term has 

been analyzed with the so-called slope method (Perl 1975, Bark 2013, Renkin 1977) and, alternatively, 

(Taylor 1977) with the cross-point methods. These theoretical models were applied to miscovascular 

selectivity (Perl 1975, Renkin Joyner 1977, Renkin Watson 1977) and the steady-state lymphatic protein 

fluxes analysis (Renkin 1979, 1985, 1986, Renkin and Joyner 1977). 

For the transport of fluid in the so-called heteroporous membrane, one can find the generalization of the 

equation (2.18) for   𝑚  different-in-size pores (Rippe and Haraldsson 1994): 

𝐽𝑉 =  ∑ 𝐽𝑣,𝑖
𝑚
𝑖=1 = ∑ 𝛼𝑖𝐿𝑝𝑆(∆𝑃 − ∑ 𝜎𝑖,𝑗

𝑛
𝐽=1

𝑚
𝑗=1 ∆𝜋𝑗)   (2.31) 

Next step in the development of porous membrane models is the so-called distributed two-pore model. 

2.3.2 Distributed two - pore model. 

   In distributed two-pore models it is assumed that the pore diameters are distributed with standard 

deviation (SD) around a mean diameter (Öberg and Rippe 2014). Since large pores are in most works 

considered as shunt non-selective pathways, only the small pores were taken into account (Öberg and 

Rippe 2014). However, recent experimental data in glomerular transport of large proteins (references) 

indicated the existence of upper size limit for molecules with radius about 110-115Å. This finding means 



that the large plasma proteins whose size exceeds the upper limit for pathways) for example, IgM) cannot 

normally penetrate across glomerular filtration barrier (GFB) (Tencer 1998). 

Comparison between the classic and the distributed two-pore models shows that the log-normal 

distribution used in the classic (discrete) two-pore model shows a poor fit to the glomerular transport 

data in the region of radii between ~50-60Å (Rippe Asgeirsson 2006). Ficoll, a popular marker of GFB 

permeability, has been used in a number of studies (Rippe Asgeirsson 2006) for testing the two-pore 

distributed model. In most studies, the transport of solutes considered as a penetration of rigid spheres 

through the pore. Current experiments with Ficoll reveal that the flexibility of molecule plays a role in 

the transmembrane transport: more flexible Ficoll transport coefficients were different from, e.g. 

albumin, which behaves more like a rigid sphere (Rippe Asgeirsson 2006; Venturoli Rippe 2005). 

Below the distributed two-pore model is presented in a brief (for the details of calculations, see (Öberg 

and Rippe 2014)). 

Let us consider the steady-state transport (both diffusion and convection) of solute across a 

semipermeable membrane wall 

𝐽𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑢𝑡𝑒 = 𝐽𝑑𝑖𝑓𝑓𝑢𝑠𝑖𝑜𝑛 + 𝐽𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑣𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 = −𝐷𝐴
𝑑𝑐

𝑑𝑥
+ 𝐽𝑉(1 − 𝜎)𝑐                               (2.32) 

In the equation (2.32), index ′𝑠′ stands for the solute,  

 

In the equation (2.32),  𝐷 stands for the diffusion coefficient, and 𝐴 corresponds to the effective 

membrane area. The integration of the equation (2.32) gives us 

 

𝐽𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑢𝑡𝑒 = 𝐽𝑉(1 − 𝜎)
𝐶𝑃−𝐶𝑖𝑒−𝑃𝑒

1−𝑒−𝑃𝑒                                                     (2.33) 

 

where the indices ′𝑃′′ and ′𝑖′′ denote plasma and filtrate concentrations, respectively. In there, the Péclet 

number (the ‘convection –to - diffusion ratio’)   

𝑃𝑒 =
𝐽𝑣(1−𝜎)

𝑃𝑆
                            . (2.34) 

The permeability-surface coefficient is defined as: 

𝑃𝑆 =
𝐷

∆𝑥
𝐴 = 𝐷

𝐴𝑜

∆𝑥

𝐴

𝐴𝑜
               (2.35) 

The Stokes-Einstein equation gives the following expression for the diffusion coefficient:  

     𝐷 =
𝑘𝑇

6𝜋𝜂𝑎𝑒
                          (2.36) 

The sieving coefficient: 

𝜃 =
1−𝜎

1−𝜎𝑒−𝑃𝑒                             (2.37) 

Note, that solute clearance is the product of sieving coefficient 𝜃 and volume flux, 𝜃 ∙ 𝐽𝑉 . 

   To relate the ultrafiltration concentration to the plasma concentration, the authors (Öberg, Rippe 2014) 

use the following equation: 

𝐶𝑃 = 𝜃 × 𝐶𝑖                                             (2.38) 



By using the log-normal distribution for the probability density function one can get:  

𝑔(𝑟, 𝑢, 𝑠) =
1

𝑟 ln(𝑠)√2𝜋
𝑒

−1/2[
ln(𝑟)−ln(𝑢)

ln(𝑠)
]

2

                       (2.39) 

Then, the filtration barrier’s net value of the the sieving coefficient 𝜃 is calculated as following: 

𝜃 = 𝑓𝑠
1−𝜎𝑠

1−𝜎𝑠𝑒−𝑃𝑒𝑠
+ 𝑓𝐿

1−𝜎𝐿

1−𝜎𝐿𝑒−𝑃𝑒𝐿
                                   (2.40) 

where indices ‘S’ and ‘L’ correspond to small and large pores, respectively,   𝑓𝐿 denotes the fraction of 

liquid crossing the membrane via large pores, and the reflection coefficients  

𝜎𝑆 =
∫ 𝑟4𝑔(𝑟,𝑢𝑠,𝑠𝑠)𝜎ℎ,𝑆(𝑟)𝑑𝑟

∞
0

∫ 𝑟4𝑔(𝑟,𝑢𝑠 ,𝑠𝑠)𝑑𝑟
∞

0

                                          (2.41) 

 

𝜎𝐿 =
∫ 𝑟4𝑔(𝑟,𝑢𝐿,𝑠𝐿)𝜎ℎ,𝐿(𝑟)𝑑𝑟

∞
0

∫ 𝑟4𝑔(𝑟,𝑢𝐿,𝑠𝐿)𝑑𝑟
∞

0

                                          (2.42) 

 

Analogously, corresponding Péclet numbers are given by the formulae: 

𝑃𝑒𝑆 =
𝐽𝑣𝑆(1−𝜎𝑆)

𝑃𝑆𝑆
                                                             (2.43) 

 

𝑃𝑒𝐿 =
𝐽𝑣𝐿(1−𝜎𝐿)

𝑃𝑆𝐿
                                                             (2.44) 

Further, the permeability-surface coefficients can be calculated by using the following equations: 

𝑃𝑆𝑆 = 𝐷
𝐴𝑂,𝑆

𝐴𝑂

𝐴𝑂

∆𝑥

∫ 𝑟2(
𝐴

𝐴0
)

ℎ,𝑆
𝑔(𝑟)𝑑𝑟

∞
0

∫ 𝑟2𝑔(𝑟)𝑑𝑟
∞

0

                                   (2.45) 

 

𝑃𝑆𝐿 = 𝐷
𝐴𝑂,𝐿

𝐴𝑂

𝐴𝑂

∆𝑥

∫ 𝑟2(
𝐴

𝐴0
)

ℎ,𝐿
𝑔(𝑟)𝑑𝑟

∞
0

∫ 𝑟2𝑔(𝑟)𝑑𝑟
∞

0

                                    (2.46) 

 

Now, one can find volume fluxes for each of membrane pathways (marked with index ‘i’ ). At the 

absence of osmotic pressure gradient:  

𝐽𝑣𝑖:∆𝜋=0 = 𝛼𝑖 × 𝐺𝐹𝑅                                                       (2.47) 

 

where  𝐺𝐹𝑅 denotes a glomerular filtration rate. When the osmotic pressure is non-zero, the Starling 

equilibrium equation for each of the pathway gives: 

 

𝐽𝑣𝑖 = 𝛼𝑖𝐾𝑓(∆𝑃 − 𝜎𝑖,𝑛𝑒𝑡∆𝜋)                                             (2.48) 

 

 so the difference in volume fluxes is given by formula: 

 

𝐽𝑣𝑖,𝑖𝑠𝑜 = 𝐽𝑣𝑖 − 𝐽𝑣𝑖:∆𝜋=0 = 𝛼𝑖𝐾𝑓(𝜎𝑜,𝑛𝑒𝑡 − 𝜎𝑖,𝑛𝑒𝑡)∆𝜋        (2.49) 



Here, the fractional hydraulic conductance values are introduced 

  𝛼𝑖 = 𝐾𝑓,𝑖/𝐾𝑓                                                                 (2.50) 

and 𝐾𝑓 ≡ 𝐿𝑃𝑆 (Öberg, Rippe 2014).  

By calculating the improper integrals in the denominators of equations (2.41- 2.44), authors found the 

analytical solutions (see, for the details of calculation, in (Öberg and Rippe, 2014) for the total cross-

sectional area of porous GFB:  

𝐴0

∆𝑥
=

𝑁

∆𝑥
∫ 𝜋𝑟2𝑔(𝑟)𝑑𝑟 =

𝑁

∆𝑥
𝜋𝐺2(𝑢, 𝑠) =

𝑁𝜋𝑢2

∆𝑥
𝑒2 ln2(𝑠)∞

0
            (2.51) 

where N corresponds to the total number of pores per unit of the kidney GBF membrane. 

By using Poiseuille law, one can calculate the hydraulic conductance which is given by the formula: 

𝐾𝑓 = 𝑁 ∫
𝜋𝑟4

8𝜂∆𝑥
𝑔(𝑟)𝑑𝑟 =

𝑁𝜋

8𝜂∆𝑥
𝐺4(𝑢, 𝑠) =

𝑁𝜋𝑢4

8𝜂∆𝑥
𝑒8 ln2(𝑠)∞

0
           (2.52) 

For known 
A0

∆x
   values, from (2.51) and (2.52) one can find the following expression for the hydraulic 

conductance value: 

𝐾𝑓 =
𝐴0

∆𝑥

𝑢2

8𝜂
𝑒6 ln2(𝑠)                                                                         (2.53) 

Then, the characteristics calculated within the distributed pore model were compared with the 

experimental data. Discussing the above-mentioned distributed pore model, the authors summarize the 

obtained theoretical results as following. Notwithstanding that the model represents a simplified GBF 

wall within two populations (of large and small size) of pores, the theory provides a quantitative analysis 

of glomerular sieving and adequately describe the molecular transport across the glomerular filtration 

barrier.  

 

 3. Transport of water across natural membranes  

3.1 Fluid pathways in the organism.  

   Transport of water across natural biological membranes or filters is attributed to the different 

mechanisms:  either via special water channels called aquaporins or related to the direct transportation 

of water through the pores in the membrane wall.  

Kidneys are natural filters in the organism. There, at the first step of the urine formation in the process 

of blood ultrafiltration, the crucial role belongs to the glomerulus. The glomerular capillary walls form 

the filtration barrier for the blood plasma sieving proteins and other macromolecular components. 

Damage of the glomerular filtration barrier (GFB) may cause chronical kidney disease (CKD) or lead 

to the kidney failure. The impared GFB function must be substituted with renal replacement therapy 

(RRT) or dialysis. Understanding of mechanisms of filtration involved in GFB sieving may essentially 

help glomerular repair therapies and dialysis improvement.  

Peritoneum forms a natural biological membrane where the microvessels are distributed in the peritoneal 

tissues. In RRT, these peritoneal microvessels are served as dialyzing capillaries.  In the peritoneal 

dialysis (PD), the capillaries permit slow transport of fluid and solutes. The continuous diffusive removal 



of small solutes and a convectional removal of large solutes from the organism across peritoneal 

membrane pertains a dialysis process.  

The most important features of glomerular and peritoneal systems are summarized in the next two 

sections. 

3.2 The glomerular filtration barrier (GFB) in kidneys. 

3.2.1.  GFB structure in a nutshell   

   Traditionally, the glomerular filtration barrier (GBF) was considered as a three-layer structure 

composed of vascular endothelial cells, glomerular basement membrane and outer epithelial cells, a 

podocytes foot layer (Fig.1). New experimental data revealed two more layers existence (Arkill 2014) – 

the endothelial glycocalix and the sub-podocyte space (Salmon 2009, Arkil 2014) (Fig.2). The role of 

podocytes in the GFB maintainance and the importance of glycocalix considered in details in 

(Haraldsson and Jeansson 2008). The highly debated question on the porous structure of the glomerular 

endothelium can be formulated as following:   the glomerulum is not just a ’leaky barrier´´ (Haraldsson 

and  Jeansson 2008).  

In its turn, the glomerular basement membrane (GBM) comprises three fibrous layers, the inner layer 

(Iri), central lamina densa (Id) and outer lamina externa (Ire). The three-layer GBM provides a 

mechanical support for endothelial cells and serves as a molecular sieve. The latter statement has been 

questionable in the GFB research (Farquhar 2006). Barrier function of GF has been associated with slit 

diaphragms of podocytes. However, there are experimental evidences that the special structural features 

and composition of GBM also contribute to the restriction of proteins (albumin) passage (Jarad 2006).  

The podocytes are considered as an additional filtration system. The charge selectivity properties of 

podocytes filter attributed to the extracellular glycocalix holding negatively charged sialic acids have 

been discussed in a number of recent publications (Abrahamson and Wang 2003; Leung 2014). It was 

found (Abrahamson and Wang 2003) that the area between foot processes of the epithelial podocytes is 

closed by filters or slit diaphragms. The electron tomography data display a molecular architecture of 

slit diaphragms as a network of protein strands containing nephrin (Holthöfer 2007).   

In the contrast, the separating space between endothelial cells was shown contains no diaphragm. 

Glomerular endothelium has a fenestrated structure which also contributes to the transport of water and 

solutes.  Simultaneously, the glomerular endothelium fenestrae are considered to be diaphragm-less, 

these pores seems do not efficiently restrict leakage of plasma proteins (Abrahamson and Wang 2003). 

At this point, one should bring attention to the following opinion discussed in (Satchell and Braet 2009). 

The authors (Satchell and Braet 2009) note, that the glomerular endothelial cell (GEnC) fenestria are 

similar to the filtration slits of podocytes but not studied with the same scrutinity, however may be 

important since the glomerular filtration rate is dependent on the surface area covered with these 

openings. Other topic debated in the paper (Satchell and Braet 2009) concerns the ’glycocalix –in-the-

fenestra´  ́physiological role. 

  A           B 

 

Fig.3.1A, B. Electron microscopy of the glomerular filtration barrier: P – podocytes, SD – slit diaphragms, BM – 

glomerular basement membrane, F – fenestrae in the endothelium (adopted from (Satchell and Braet 2009)) 



 

The GFB is a highly dynamic structure (Hackl 2013). Despite the large number of biological data on 

GFB, the dynamics of the filter as well as the involvement of its components and their correlated 

movement remain to be uncovered. The motility of the podocytes into the Bowman’s capsule has been 

recently tracked in vivo (Hackl 2013, Peti-Peterdi 2015) in mouse models with multiphoton microscopy 

(MPM). This new imaging technique revealed a simultaneous migration of fluorescently labeled GFB 

cells and the spontaneous formation of cell clusters during imaging of normally functioning kidney 

(Hackl 2013, Peti-Peterdi 2015).  These advanced research facilities may bring important answers on 

questions about what kind of mechanical motions are involved in the filtration function.  

Among the most successful methods for GFB structural studies one should also mention stereology and 

image analysis applied for the quantification of MRI results in kidney (Chagnac 1999, Heilmann 2011) 

including glomerular number and size distribution (Heilmann 2011). 

3.2.2  Modeling the glomerular sieving 

   The great efforts were applied to clarify sieving mechanism of sieving in glomerular filtration (see, 

for review,  (Layton; Edwards; Jarad and Miner 2009, Deen ; Comper 2008, Haraldsson 2008, Russo 

2007, Chen 2008, Slattery 2008, Harvey 2007, 2008; Jeansson 2006, Greive 2001, Asgeirsson 2007, 

Rippe Asgeirsson 2006; Axelsson 2012, Venturoli and Rippe 2005, Öberg and Rippe 2013,2014, Rippe 

and Öberg 2015), also in the review papers (Layton; Edwards;Venturoli and Rippe 2005, Jarad and 

Miner 2009).  

Proteins and polysaccharides have been traditionally used as molecular probes for GFB selectivity 

studies (Asgeirsson 2007). It is well-established that the glomerular barrier freely filters small solutes 

however retaining large and negatively charged plasma proteins (Rippe Asgeirsson 2006). The diffusion 

and convection of polysaccharides such as Ficoll and dextran across the GFB is a traditional method for 

testing glomerular permselectivity (Venturoli and Rippe 2005). It was shown (Venturoli and Rippe 2005) 

that the effects of molecular size, shape, charge and deformability can also be studied with the help of 

these molecular probes (Venturoli and Rippe 2005). Glomerular sieving of a number of neutral 

polysaccharides has been investigated in (Asgeirsson 2007, Rippe Asgeirsson 2006). In comparison with 

proteins, polysaccharides demonstrate beneficial characteristics, for example, wider size spectrum of 

probes that can be used in a single experiment (Asgeirsson 2007). Then, the glomerular sieving 

coefficients obtained for these polymers can be compared with the characteristics of proteins, to resolve 

the effects of geometrical size on glomerular barrier permeability (permselectivity). Several findings are 

attracted experimental and theoretical attention, in particular, how to include the significant 

conformational flexibility of the molecular probes into consideration. 

A distributed two-pore model suggested in (Öberg and Rippe 2014) has been successfully applied to the 

description of water and solute transport in biological membranes of different organs and recently, to 

artificial dialyzer membranes (Axelsson, 2012). In particular, the model has been applied to the analysis 

of the experimental data on glomerular sieving of Ficoll. The authors noted that typically, in the models 

applied for the filtration of solutes over a porous barrier is assumed that the molecules behave like rigid 

spheres. However, the experiments show that flexible polysaccharide molecules such as dextran or 

Ficoll, used as sieving probes, are hyper-permeable across the GBF. The calculations of the model 

provides the theoretical support to the idea that flexible macromolecules sieving mechanism is different 

in comparison with rigid spheres approach. In the model (Öberg and Rippe 2014), the glomerular 

capillary wall is represented as a barrier with two populations of small- and large-pore populations. The 

calculations of the model provide the theoretical support to the idea that sieving mechanism of flexible 

macromolecules is different in comparison with the rigid spheres approach. The variance in the 

distribution of pore sizes has been attributed to the molecular ’flexibility´´ of Ficoll, assuming that the 

true variance of the pore system is lower than the obtained using flexible probes.  



The molecular probes studies allow researchers also the detailed quantitative analysis of the electrostatic 

effects (Öberg and Rippe 2013). In this approach, the glomerular filtration barrier is modeled as a 

charged fiber matrix that separate charged from neutral Ficoll polymers (Öberg and Rippe 2013). To 

explain the measured difference in glomerular transport between neutral and charged (anionic) form of 

Ficoll, the calculations of surface charge density and simulations performed for the solutes with charge 

density similar to that of albumin (-22 mC/m²), were carried out in (Öberg and Rippe 2013). The 

comparison of the theory with data analysis demonstrates that the electrical charge makes a moderate 

contribution comparing with size and conformation which seems to be more important for the filtration 

of macromolecules process.  

Debates on albumin sieving. Because of the complexity of GFB structure and possible controversial 

interpretation of the experimental data, there is still no unified view or last judgment of how the 

biological components of the kidney filter contribute to the protein sieving (Jarad and Miner 2009, 

Comper 2008). 

The sieving of albumin is one of the most important parameters in relation to the proteinurea 

characterization (Comper 2008). The measurable parameter is the glomerular sieving coefficient (GSC) 

defined as the filtrate-to-plasma concentration of the protein (Jarad and Miner 2009, Deen 2004, 

Comper 2008). The amount of filtered albumin (GSC) and the place where the protein filtration occurs 

has been discussed in terms of size and charge selectivity of GFB. The question - does the albumin is 

filtered across the glomerular barrier? Or there is some other mechanism (for example, albumin retrival 

hypothesis (Russo 2007)) that includes two parameters – size and charge, into consideration since 

albumin is large negatively charged protein. Discussion around albumin filtration - the glomerular vs. 

tubular origin, has been reviewed in a number of publications (Jarad and Miner 2009, Deen 2004, 

Comper 2008, Haraldsson 2008, Russo 2007, Rippe and Öberg 2015). In particular, in (Comper 2008), 

Haraldsson and Deen (con) strongly criticized the assumption of tubular reabsorption of proteins and 

mentioned that the massive experimental data provide the evidence of that the glomerular barrier 

normally is both size- and charge- selective.  However, the defects in damaged GBF may cause the 

albumin leakage leading to the increased concentration of the protein. In the same paper (Comper 2008), 

another author in debates, Comper (pro), provides a support to the alternative view.  Haraldsson and 

Deen (Comper 2008) also mentioned that the experiments with the radiolabeled albumin studied in 

(Greive 2001) as a proof of the albumin retrieval have been misinterpreted. Recent theoretical analysis 

(Rippe and Öberg 2015) reveals that the electrophoresis does not significantly contribute to the albumin 

filtration across GFB. 

3.3 Comparing glomerular and peritoneal transport  

   By comparing transport across glomerular and peritoneal barriers, the relevant question arises what is 

the difference between these two systems?  

In general, the glomerular filtration barrier displays more complex morphology than the peritoneal 

membrane (Rippe Davies 2011). Also, the highly dynamic GFB structure has been recently confirmed 

in (Hackl 2013, Peti-Peterdi 2015) studies. The uniformity of GFB is another remarkable structural 

feature. In this aspect, glomerulus more similar to the artificial membranes than peritoneum (Rippe and 

Davies 2011).  The authors (Rippe and Davies 2011) noticed that due to the GFB uniformity, filtration 

across the glomerular capillary wall (GCW) better conforms to the pore theoretical analysis. The GFB 

is far less leaky than peritoneum barrier. With respect to the protein sieving, GFB is more size – selective 

and discriminates polymers according to their shape and flexibility (Rippe and Davies 2011). The GFB 

demonstrates also charge selectivity however this is considered now as much less influential factor.  



 
Fig. 3.2 The sketch of the peritoneal wall (after (Rippe & Davies, 2011). 

 

Morphology of peritoneum reveals the tortuosity of the interendothelial clefts and network of capillaries 

embedded into the interstitium. Transport across the capillary endothelium can be decribed within three-

pore approach. The ultrasmall pores involved in the transport of water in peritoneal membranes are 

associated now with aquaporins as the ’third pores’’ (Devuyst and Ni 2006, Ni 2006, Zhang 2016). 

For the quantitative description of the transport across the peritoneal capillary wall the so-called three 

pore model (TPM) has been developed (Rippe 1993, Venturoli and Rippe 2005, Rippe, Venturoli 2004) 

which plays an important role for our understanding of PD mechanism.  

3.4 Three pore model (TPM) of peritoneal membrane transport 

   Water transport across peritoneal membrane can be quantitatively described within the approach called 

a three pore model suggested by Bengt Rippe (Rippe B, 1993) in 90s and further developed in (Rippe 
2008; Rippe and Davies 2011, Rippe and Haraldsson 1994; Rippe and Krediet; Rippe and Levin; Rippe 

and Öberg; Rippe and Venturoli; Rippe and Asgeirsson etal; Rippe, Stelin, and Ahlmen; Rippe C et al). 

The peritoneum which is lining out the abdominal wall inner surface in the peritoneal cavity, is a 
composite three –layer material of mesothelial cells, interstitial tissue containing fibroblasts, 

macrophages and conjunctival matrix (Devuyst and Goffin 2008) and a network of capillaries and blood 

vessels.  

   It is generally accepted (Devuyst and Goffin 2008) that during PD the endothelium lining the 
capillaries plays the most important role. At PD, this layer forms a barrier for water and solutes 

transferred from blood to dialysate introduced into the peritoneal cavity. This barrier can be described 

within the three pore model (TPM) as a following. 

   The small pores (with radius 𝑟~ 40-50 Å) between the epithelial cells fulfill about 90 % of the 

hydraulic conductance ( 𝐿𝑃𝑆) of the peritoneal membrane (Fig.3). The ultrasmall pores (with radius  𝑟~ 

2.5 Å) in the endothelial cells contribute only 2% to the 𝐿𝑃𝑆 value (Devuyst and Rippe 2014). Large 

pores (𝑟 ~ 250 Å) viewed as interendothelial spacings which occupy less than 0.5 % of the total pore 
area and amount to 5 – 8 % of the hydraulic conductance of membrane (Devuyst and  Rippe 2014).  

   Normally, at the absence of dialysis and without the addition of osmotic agents, approximately 60% 

of the transcapillary flow occurs across small pores and about 40% through large pores (Devuyst & 

Rippe 2014). It was found, that the addition of glucose as osmotic agent (SE-radius  𝑟𝑆𝐸 ~ 3.7 Å), about 

45% of the water flows through water-only pores and 55% across the small pores. The process of fluid 

reabsorption across the small pores was observed after 4 hours when the glucose gradient vanished. 

   Within the three pore model (TPM) approach, this partitioning of fluid flows can be attributed to the 
Starling forces balance as follows (Devuyst and Rippe 2014). In small pores, the hydrostatic pressure 

gradients are approximately balance each other. For large pores, the hydrostatic contribution dominates 

over colloid pressure since the oncotic gradients are almost negligible there.  



   Various osmotic agents affect the fluid removal at PD in a different way.  For example, such small 

osmotic agents as glycerol (𝑟𝑆𝐸~  3 Å) make insignificant impact to the transport across small pores 

while acting on water-only pores instead. In the contrast, the addition of glucose induces water flows 
equally partitioned between small and ultrasmall pores (Devuyst and Rippe 2014). During PD, the 

osmotic effects of glucose cause the dialysate dilution that can further lead to the reduction in sodium 

concentration in there (the so-called ‘sodium sieving’ phenomenon, which is a decreasing of the sodium 
in dialysate during the first two hours of the dwell) (Devuyst and Rippe 2014). The shift in the 

redistribution of Starling forces then lead to the fluid reabsorption through the small pores from the 

peritoneal cavity to plasma (Rippe 2004). 

   Recently (Devuyst 2010, Zhang 2016), the AQP1 proteins were identified as ultrasmall pores in TPM. 
The water channel AQP1 studies (Zhang 2016) reported ‘the first experimental evidence for the 

functional relevance of endothelial AQP1 to the fluid transport in peritoneal dialysis and thereby further 

validate essential predictions of the three-pore model of peritoneal transport’’ (quotation from (Zhang 
2016)). Comparison of the theoretical prediction of the TPM theory (Rippe 1993, Venturoli and Rippe 

2005, Rippe, Venturoli 2004) with the experimental data on fluid transport across the peritoneal 

membrane (Rippe 1993, Asghar and Davies 2008, Rippe and Venturoli 2008, Rippe, Venturoli 2004) 
shows that this model adequately describes the pathways of peritoneal fluid transport (Asghar and 

Davies 2008). The important publication of Zhang and co-authors (Zhang 2016) confirms the crucial 

role of endothelian AQP1 in UF during peritoneal dialysis and provide a direct experimental evidence 

for the functional relevance of the TPM predictions. Recently (Devuyst 2010, Zhang 2016), the AQP1 
proteins were identified as ultrasmall pores in TPM. The water channel AQP1 studies (Zhang 2016) 

reported ‘the first experimental evidence for the functional relevance of endothelial AQP1 to the fluid 

transport in peritoneal dialysis and thereby further validate essential predictions of the three-pore model 
of peritoneal transport’’ (quotation from (Zhang 2016)). 

   New updates in PD practice (Asghar and Davies 2008, Devuyst and Yool 2010, Freida 2004) demand 

further developments in the modeling. The delicate interplay between diffusive and convective 

processes and osmosis transport though the highly vasculated peritoneal barrier determines peritoneal 

dialysis conditions (Devuyst and Yool 2010, Devuyst and Rippe 2014). For example, more complex 

analysis within the three-pore model (TPM) elaborated in (Rippe and Levin 2000), has been employed 

for the prediction of the ultrafiltration profiles in peritoneal dialysis for various osmotic agents. In the 

next step, calculated ultrafiltration profiles (Rippe and Levin 2000) have been used to estimate the UF 

for an icodextrin (a glucose polymer, the osmotic agent used to improve fluid removal)-based PD fluid. 

Extended TPM and applications to the automated peritoneal dialysis (APD) 

   In recent publication (Öberg, Rippe 2017) an extended 3-pore model (TPM) has been applied to the 

problem of optimizing patients’ treatment with automated peritoneal dialysis (APD).   

    The APD is the process of peritoneal dialysis with the aid of a mechanical cycler with different 

(variable) rates of dialysate flow. The most difficult task in the APD modeling is the time-dependence 

of dialysis parameters at paritoneal cavity draining and filling phases in the PD cycle. The extended 

TPM consideration includes an additional compartment for fill-and-drain phases and combines 

osmotic water transport, small and middle molecules clearance and adsorption of glucose (ibid.).  

Starting (at 𝑡 = 0) from the filling phase, the net volume flow though the peritoneal membrane during 

APD is given by a sum of six volume terms (Öberg, Rippe 2017): 

𝑑𝑉𝑃𝐷

𝑑𝑡
= 𝐽𝑣,𝐴 + 𝐽𝑣,𝑆 + 𝐽𝑣,𝐿 − 𝐿 + 𝐽𝑓𝑖𝑙𝑙 − 𝐽𝑑𝑟𝑎𝑖𝑛     (5.1) 

Three first terms in the right hand side of equation (5.1) are the water net flow across aquaporins 

(index ’A’’), the ’small pores’’ (index ’S’) considered as highly selective pathways and ’large pores’’ 

(index ’L’’), as weakly selective pathways, respectively. To include the fill (inlet) and drain (outlet) 

phases, two volume flows have been added. Finally, the flow 𝐿 represents the net lymphatic clearance 

from the peritoneum to the circulation (see, for the estimation of the lymphatic clearance, in (Rippe, 

Stelin, Ahlmen 1986). 



In the TPM, the solute flows for each pathway have been calculated by using the Patlak equation 

(ibid.): 

𝐽𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑢𝑡𝑒,𝑆
𝑖 =  𝐽𝑣,𝑆(1 − 𝜎𝑆

𝑖)
𝐶𝐷

𝑖 (0)−𝐶𝐷 
𝑖 ∙exp (−𝑃𝑒𝑆

𝑖 )

1−exp (−𝑃𝑒𝑆
𝑖 )

                (5.2) 

 

𝐽𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑢𝑡𝑒,𝐿
𝑖 =  𝐽𝑣,𝐿(1 − 𝜎𝐿

𝑖)
𝐶𝐷

𝑖 (0)−𝐶𝐷 
𝑖 ∙exp (−𝑃𝑒𝐿

𝑖 )

1−exp (−𝑃𝑒𝐿
𝑖 )

                 (5.3) 

where   𝐶𝐷
𝑖 (0) = 𝐶𝐷

𝑖 (𝑡 = 0), and the notations  𝑃𝑒𝑆,𝐿
𝑖  are used for the Péclet numbers for the small and 

large pores, respectively.  

The kinetic equations describing the time changes in solute concentration,  
𝑑𝐶𝐷

𝑖

𝑑𝑡
 (for each 𝑖𝑡ℎsolute), 

are given by the following formula (ibid.): 

𝑑𝐶𝐷
𝑖

𝑑𝑡
=  

1

𝑉𝑃𝐷
{(𝐽𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑢𝑡𝑒,𝑆

𝑖 + 𝐽𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑢𝑡𝑒,𝐿
𝑖 ) − 𝐶𝐷 

𝑖 ∙ (𝐽𝑣,𝐶 + 𝐽𝑣,𝑆 + 𝐽𝑣,𝐿 + 𝐽𝑓𝑖𝑙𝑙) + 𝐶𝐵
𝑖 ∙ 𝐽𝑓𝑖𝑙𝑙}               (5.4) 

and the kinetic equations  for the solutes concentration change, 
𝑑𝐶𝐵

𝑖

𝑑𝑡
 , in the drain reservoir (index ’B’’) 

are  (ibid): 

𝑑𝐶𝐵
𝑖

𝑑𝑡
+ 𝐶𝐵

𝑖 ∙
𝑑𝑉𝐵

𝑑𝑡
=  

1

𝑉𝐵
{ 𝐶𝐷 

𝑖 ∙ 𝐽𝑑𝑟𝑎𝑖𝑛 − 𝐶𝐵
𝑖 ∙ 𝐽𝑓𝑖𝑙𝑙}     (5.5) 

The reservoir volume 𝑉𝐵 kinetics is given by the difference in draining and filling flows: 

𝑑𝑉𝐵

𝑑𝑡
= 𝐽𝑑𝑟𝑎𝑖𝑛 − 𝐽𝑓𝑖𝑙𝑙      (5.6) 

 In the formalism of thermodynamics of membrane transport (see, section 2.2 in the present review), 

volume flows in (5.1-5.4) can be described by using Starling formulation (ibid.): 

𝐽𝑣,𝐶 = 𝛼𝐴𝐿𝑃𝑆(∆𝑃 − 𝑅𝑇 ∑ 𝜙𝑖
𝑁
𝑖=1 (𝐶𝐷

𝑖 (0) − 𝐶𝐷 
𝑖 )   (5.7) 

 

𝐽𝑣,𝑆 = 𝛼𝑆𝐿𝑃𝑆(∆𝑃 − 𝑅𝑇 ∑ 𝜙𝑖
𝑁
𝑖=1 𝜎𝑆

𝑖(𝐶𝐷
𝑖 (0) − 𝐶𝐷 

𝑖 )   (5.8) 

 

𝐽𝑣,𝐶 = 𝛼𝐿𝐿𝑃𝑆(∆𝑃 − 𝑅𝑇 ∑ 𝜙𝑖
𝑁
𝑖=1 𝜎𝐿

𝑖(𝐶𝐷
𝑖 (0) − 𝐶𝐷 

𝑖 )   (5.9) 

where 𝛼𝐴,𝑆,𝐿 represent fractional hydraulic conductances for the different water pathways, and  𝜙𝑖 

gives the osmotic coefficients for each of solute 𝑖. The reflection coefficients 𝜎𝑆,𝐿 are considered to be 

the same for the solute transport and osmotic transport (Deen,1987).  

By solving equations (5.1-5.6) together with (5.7-5.9) and by using appropriate initial conditions 

(ibid.), the authors obtained 𝑉𝑃𝐷(𝑡), 𝑉𝐵(𝑡), 𝐶𝐷
𝑖 (𝑡), 𝐶𝐵

𝑖 (𝑡) functions, respectively,  and then, applied the 

results for the osmotic water transport parameters (such as ultrafiltration, UF) and molecules (urea) 

clearance calculations for the different dialysate flow rates (DFR). Numerical calculations based on 

the extended TMP model were performed in (ibid.) for 𝑁 = 25 number of APD cycles for various 

DFR and in a range of glucose concentrations. The simulations of APD cycles for three different 

peritoneal transport regimes, slow, fast and average, allowed researchers to find the delicate balance 

between the glucose adsorption and the DRF and to evaluate the optimal DRF both for UF and 

small/middle molecules clearance.   



3.5 Aquaporins  

3.5.1 ‘Water-only’’ nanopores 

   Aquaporins belong to the family of proteins which facilitate water transport through membranes. The 

involvement of these proteins in simultaneous transport of other molecules (such as CO2 in erythrocytes) 

is controversial (Endeward 2006, Yang 2000, Ripoche 2006, Missner 2008). 

Before the discovery of aquaporins it was assumed long time that water can freely penetrate through 

biological membranes. Then, family of water channels’ existence has been proved: it was shown that 

some membranes of cells are more after permeable than other types of cells as well as pronounced 

osmotic reaction in comparison with diffusional water permeability. This enhanced osmosis water 

transportation across membranes suggested the existence of special pathways involved in water transfer. 

Structure of aquaporins and molecular dynamics studies revealed that water penetrates as a single-file 

transport manner through a nanopore in protein monomer (Hub 2009; Verkman 2011). The selectivity 

of water molecules penetration is controlled by steric and electrostatic forces.  

Many biological functions of cells are regulated by the aquaporins (AQPs). The involvement of AQPs 

in fluid transport of cells facilitates passive water transport when large osmotic gradients are applied. It 

was shown that AQPs also play a key role in active fluid absorption and secretion near isosmolar 

processes (Verkman 2011). In the collecting duct epithelial cells, water transport is related to vasopresin 

regulation (Verkman 2008; Noda 2010). In kidneys’ collecting duct aquaporins involved in the urine 

concentration mechanism facilitating osmotic water transport. In various cells AQPs facilitated water 

transfer across membranes plays a key role in a range of physiological functions of the cells. The selected 

examples are water movement involved in brain cells’ swelling, cell migration, neural signaling, cell 

proliferation, skin hydration (aquaglyceroparins) as well as fat metabolism. The pathology in AQPs 

functioning may lead to the so-called human aquaporin diseases (Verkman 2011). The regulation of 

water flow in and out of cells can be influenced by extracellular osmotic disbalance and osmotic 

gradients across membrane. However, the influence of AQPs to the cell volume changes is under 

discussion now (Verkman 2011).  

It is well established that body water balance is regulated by vasopresin. In the kidney it was found that 

at least 7 AQPs are expressed: AQP1, essential for urine concentration; AQP2, the predominant 

vasopresin-regulated water channel and others. It was discovered (Nielsen 2002) that vasopresin 

mechanism of regulation of acute water permeability in the collecting duct involves trafficking of AQP2 

from intra-cellular vesicles to the apical side (toward the lumen) membrane of the epithelial cells.  

 

3.5.2 Ultrafiltration related processes and aquaporins (AQP1s) regulation  

Failure in the ultrafiltration (UF) is unfortunately frequent anomaly among long-term PD patients. The 

identification of AQP1 water nanochannel as a most relevant to UF component, brought a new 

understanding of transport processes across peritoneal membrane (Nielsen 2002, Ni 2006).  Studies of 

AQP1s demonstrated that these ultrasmall pores in endothelial cells are essentially involved in 

regulation of water and ions in blood vessels of different organs (Devuyst Yool 2010, Devuyst and Rippe 

2014, Nguyen 2015). Early investigations of swelling processes on isolated cells (Shanahan 1999) and 

on reconstituted liposomes (Zeidel 1992) confirmed that AQP1 proteins facilitate osmotically driven 

water flows. Also, the AQP1 knockout mice initial studies (Yang 1999) shown that the osmotically 

caused water transport in peritoneum of AQP1¯¹¯ animals was essentially diminished in comparison 

with wild ones (Nielsen 2002). 

Ni and co-authors (Ni 2006) in mice lacking AQP1 research reported on 50 % UF decrease which was 

accompanied by the restriction in sodium sieving in peritoneal capillary endothelium. In the opposite, it 

was shown that the induction of aquaporins in the peritoneal capillaries (by corticosteroids) has 



stimulated water transport and UF without changes in the osmotic gradients and transport of small 

solutes (Ni 2006). These results suggest that the AQP1s are responsible for the sodium sieving and 

mediate half of UF during the hypertonic dwell. The regulation of AQP1 expression with the aim to 

increase the ultrafiltration and role of steroids has been a topic of large number of experimental efforts 

(see, for the review, (Nielsen 2002, Flessner 2006, Rippe, Venturoli 2004; King 1996, Stoenoiu 2003). 

The osmoregulatory mechanisms in cells are complex and role of many factors in these processes is not 

well studied. The example is recently discovered coupling between the transfer of water across 

aquaporins and sodium transportation by molecular machines (a family of special proteins, secondary 

transporters) (Zomot 2011) across the cell membrane. The analysis of this challenging field is beyond 

the scope of the current review. 

At the moment, there are several opinions on AQP1 role and involvement in the UF regulation. The 

alternative mechanism compared to the above mentioned has been reported in a number of current 

publications (see, for example, in (Umenishi 2003, Belkacemi 2008, Bouley 2009)). 

3.5.3 Aquaporins and free water transport.  

Quantification of Free Water Transport (FWT) in peritoneal dialysis.  

   The quantification of free water in peritoneal dialysis during the peritoneal equilibration test (PET) 

is a generally accepted method for studying solute transport and ultrafiltration in PD (Krediet 2000, 

Cnossen 2009, Twardowski 1987, Krediet, Lindholm 2000; LaMilia 2005, Parikova 2005). In the 

standartized PET suggested in (LaMilia 2005), free water transport (FWT) and small solute transport 

across the peritoneal barrier can be calculated after a 60 minutes dwell with 3.86% glucose by 

analyzing the sodium transport kinetics. (For the detailed description of the standard PET procedure 

see, for example, paper (Cnossen 2009)). For the FWT calculation, simultaneously, the intraperitoneal 

volume should be measured (Krediet 2000, Cnossen 2009, Smit 2004, LaMilia 2005). In the peritoneal 

equilibration test, the sieving of sodium which is considered associated with a hypertonic glucose 

solution allows researchers to value aquaporin-related transport of water (Rippe 1991). The UF is 

defined as a ratio of the transported sodium amount to the plasma sodium concentration (Cnossen 

2009). The FWT is calculated as a difference between the total UF after one hour and the small-pore 

transport value (Cnossen 2009): 

𝐹𝑊𝑇 = 𝑈𝐹𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑎𝑓𝑡𝑒𝑟 1 ℎ𝑜𝑢𝑟 − 𝑈𝐹𝑠𝑚𝑎𝑙𝑙−𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒 𝑡𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑠𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑡  

During PD, crystalloid osmotic pressure gradients induce transport of fluid which incorporates transport 

across small pores and free water transport (Krediet, Lindholm 2000; Parikova 2005). The FTW is 

considered as related to the aquaporin AQP1s pathways (Ni 2006). The input of both pathways can be 

quantitatively determined by comparing the kinetics of water and sodium transport (Smit 2004, LaMilia 

2005, Krediet 2000,Cnossen 2009). 

Fluid pathways and reabsorption in the peritoneum within the TPM concept have been experimentally 

studied in (Asghar and Davies 2008) at lower concentration of glucose than suggested by LaMilia and 

co-authors in (LaMilia 2005). By using the radio-labeled albumin as an intraperitoneal volume marker 

and low concentration (1.36%) glucose solution, Asghar and Davies (Asghar and Davies 2008) 

determined changes in the intraperitoneal sodium concentration and, then, evaluated the transperitoneal 

clearance of sodium (Asghar and Davies 2008). This work deserved a comment of Rippe and Venturoli 

(Rippe and Venturoli 2008) on back-filtration of fluid through the small pores in view of the three pore 

model. 

3.5.4 Debates  

   Physiology of transperitoneal exchange received close attention and numerous discussions around free 

water transport mechanisms and role of aquaporins (Nielsen 1993, 1999, 2002, Kishore 1996, Me and 



Taylor 1989, Knepper 1997, Loffing 2000, Ni 2006, Aguirre 2014, Flessner 2005, 2006, Rippe 2008, Ni 

2006). In particular, Flessner in the comment (Flessner 2006) to the paper by Ni and co-authors (Ni 

2006) discussed the potential influence of the glycocalix to the peritoneal transport. The author also 

considered a role of endothelial glycocalix in abnormal cells and argued that the defects in damaged 

glycocalix could form pathways for the fluid and solutes transport. The author recollected the so-called 

’pore-matrix theory’’ (Fu 1995) and referred to the experiments (Henry 2000) where it was shown that 

the inflammation can lead to the glycocalix alteration. The latter, according to the author’s opinion, may 

increase the permeability of the endothelium to solutes such as glucose and sodium that, in its turn, 

influences the UF. 

 

 4. Water transport across the artificial dialysis membranes. 

   The artificial kidney substitutes the natural renal function with the process of blood purification in the 

hemodialysis procedure using filter membranes of various chemical composition and microstructure   

(Ronco, 2004). 

 

Fig.4.1 Schematics of hemodialysis filtration 

 

The main goal of the improved filtration in hemodialysis (HD) is related to the design of artificial 

polymer membranes for the dialysis capillary filters with the special properties. This general perspective 

involves several aspects. First, the technological aspects require polymers with special physical and 

chemical properties to fabricate non-woven networks and/or porous membranes. The experimental 

studies of the filter membranes includes the ultrastructure analysis (electron microscopy) and mass 

transport across membranes. Design of better HD filters requires mathematical methods of modeling 

and computer simulations to study and analyze pore size and geometry, including topological aspects, 

connectivity of pores and tortuosity factor. New advanced mathematical tools such as stereology 

(Heilmann 2011) can be used for the predictive modeling in nanoporous filter material design.  

Since the HD blood purification demands multidisciplinary efforts, both engineering improvements and 

biomedical search for the optimal filters are needed to be developed in parallel with clinical studies of 

new synthetic materials.  

4.1 Microporous membranes for hemodialysis: ultrastructure of pores and their characteristics 

 There are special requirements for membranes in dialysis such as adequate diffusion and convection 

characteristics, sieving coefficients, cut-off point similar to glomerulus (Ronco 2004), adequate 

ultrafiltration rate, suitable biocompatibility properties, non-toxicity of the material, as well as the non-



degradable stability for the sterilization (which may affect physical properties of the filters) and demand 

to be re-used searching the low-cost solutions (Ronco 2004). Also, reproducibility of dialysis and 

constant performance during entire procedure (Ronco 2004). 

Biocompatibility of polymer membranes is an important concern in HD applications. Biophysics and 

biochemistry of the membrane biocompatibility (blood compatibility) among the hardest pieces of work 

and basic relations still remain to be uncovered.  

Hollow polymer capillaries (Fig.4.1A, Fig.4.2, Fig.4.3) for ultrafiltration despite the variations in 

chemical composition1 and microscopic details of pores share the common features in their structure.  

Their 3-layer membranes belong to the ISA (Integrally Skinned Asymmetric) (Marchetti 2014) class of 

filter membranes. The ultrastructure of the ISA wall cross-section is schematically shown on Fig.4.1B.  

 

     

Fig.4.1. Schematics of the three layer structure of filter membrane (adapted from  (Marchetti 2014)) 

 

In the integrally skinned asymmetric (ISA) membranes, the inner surface of a capillary is a skin layer of 

dense polymer with nanometer pores. The skin layer borders with the highly porous sublayer, a 

‘spongy’’ material of large voids separated with polymer fibers (Fig.4.1). Non-woven backing layer is 

separated from the skin layer with a highly porous sublayer. The outer surface of backing layer is in the 

contact with a dialysate. The structure of this layer is different from the skin layer and porous sublayer. 

The latter one is a ‘spongy’’ material of large voids separated with polymer fibers. 

4.2 Characterization of membrane pore geometry in the capillary filters. Ultrastructure of porous 

membranes. Fouling of membrane filters.  

   Electron microscopy of capillary wall of HD filters is a common tool for the morphological 

characterization of membrane porous structure. The structure of pores varies from layer to layer.  

Numerous research papers reported the ultrastructure of the inner ‘sponge’’ membrane area for different 

type of polymers.  

 Hollow polymer capillaries for hemodialysis despite variations in the composition and microscopic 

pore details, share the common features in their structure. 

                                                             
1 Common polymer materials for hemodialysis membranes are polysulfone (PSf), polyethersulfone (PES), 

polyamide (PA) and cellulose acetate (CA) (High performance membrane dialyzers. Editor(s): Saito A., 

Kawanishi H. , Yamashita A.C., Mineshima M.  Series Contributions to Nephrology). 



A  B 

Fig.4.2. A - SEM of the cross section of a Polyflux capillary at 250x; B – SEM of a Polyflux capillary 

wall showing tortuous pore morphology (outside pore in contact with the dialysate) at 5000x (adopted 

from (Hedayat A., J Szpunar 2012)) 

The skin layer of the capillary is a blood-contacting surface and a primary zone for molecular sieving 

during the UF process. The inner surface skin layer has a tight structure penetrating with nanometer-

sized pores.  The chemical composition of polymer and the porosity of the membrane determine the 

membrane permeability for water and solutes. Since during HD the blood stream, perpetually washing 

the capillary walls, brings cells and plasma proteins in contact with the skin layer, the complex 

interaction of these blood components with polymer is accompanied with a number of clinical problems. 

The geometry of nanopores in the skin layer depends on chemical composition of polymers and method 

of membrane preparation. Figs.4.2 -4.3 show EM of microstructure of two polymer membrane filters 

used for hemodialysis, Polyflux 201H HD membrane (Hedayat  2012) and polysulfone (PSf) capillary 

(Repin etal)). 

 

  A  B   C   

Fig.4.3. SEM of the polysulfone (PSf )capillary ultrastructure (a dissected HD capillary wall)  : A – SEM of the 

sublayer voids (a sponge-like membrane area); B – SEM of the outer surface of PSf capillary (in contact with the 

dialysate ) (Repin 2014-2015); C - view of the PSf hollow capillary cross section (SEM Petr Savitcki, assisted 

D.Gaman, MV) 

Further improvement in the material science of membrane filters for dialysis includes essential efforts 

in prevention of the biofouling and cake layers formation. Search for new blended polymers is a rapidly 

developed branch in physics and chemistry of polymers. Another direction is a surface functionalization 

of dialysis filters with macromolecular compounds with antithrombotic properties and polymers 

reducing membranes fouling.The surface functionalization of the membranes may essentially change 

the architecture of its skin layer (Fig.4.4). The experimental examples of surface functionalization is 

provided by grafted polymers coating of dialysis filters (Rana and Matssura 2010) and composite carbon 

nanotube - PES membranes with heparin-mimicking polymer brush (Nie etal 2015). 



 

 

Fig.4.3.Ultrastructure of the skin layer of filter membrane after its surface functionalization with chemical groups 

on the top (adapted from (Rana and Matssura 2010)). 

 

Due to the competitive adsorption of high molecular weight proteins (such as albumin, fibrin, fibronectin 

or globulins, and to the second step, adsorption of low and medium molecular weight proteins such as 

beta2-microglobulin, cytokines), the formation of cake ad-layer which forms a barrier for the 

transporting fluid occur.  The structure of the formed cake layer –random or ordered- determines the 

pores geometry (straight channels, randomly distributed voids or tortuous pathways) which may 

influence the transport of fluid across the cake layer in similar way to the filter membrane by itself. 

However, within the cake layer, not only its geometrical and topological characteristics play role but 

also the dynamics of enzymatic reactions involved in the construction-deconstruction of the cake layer. 

A special attention has been paid to heparin which is widely used as an antithrombotic substance in 

dialysis circuits. Permeability of dialysis membranes for water and solutes has been experimentally 

studied for the pristine as well as for the surface functionalized filters. In particular, for the heparin 

coating (of cuprophane membranes), the enhanced water permeability was found (Hinrichs 1997) in 

comparison with untreated membranes. However, heparinization of dialysis filters remains a debated 

area (Shen and Winkelmayer 2012).  

Theoretical consideration of the fouling and ultrafiltration process in the cake layers makes an 

additional, complementary part in the quantification of complex dialysis processes. Next section 

represents the short review of selected theoretical models describing hindered diffusion through the 

synthetic polymer membranes used for dialysis. 

5. Mathematical modeling of molecular transport across synthetic dialysis membranes 

5.1 Size-selectivity of a synthetic dialysis membranes   

   In addition to the two-pore model, discussed in the section 2, a heteroporous model (Rippe 2006) with 

a log-normal distributed population of pores in parallel with a non-selective shunt was used to validate 

the experimental filtration data (Axelsson, Öberg 2012).  Within the so-called 𝜃-model, the theoretical 

𝜃 data were calculated from the non-linear convection/diffusion equation derived. Under assumption of 

a non-selective shunt, the 𝜃-model yields: 



𝜃𝑚𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑙 = 𝑓𝐷
1−𝜎

1−𝜎𝑒−𝑃𝑒 + 𝑓𝐿                             (5.1) 

where the Péclet number (𝑃𝑒) is defined as following: 

𝑃𝑒(𝑟𝑆, 𝐺𝑅𝐹) = 𝑓𝐷
𝐺𝐹𝑅(1−𝜎)

𝑘∙𝐴
                             (5.2)  

Here 𝑘 is the membrane permeability, 𝐴 is the total pore surface area,  𝜎 is the Staverman reflection 

coefficient,  𝑓𝐿 is the fractional fluid flow through shunts (  𝑓𝐿 = 1 − 𝑓𝐷 ). 

One should notice that in the 𝑛-pore model, pore radii are assumed to be discretely distributed respective 

to their weights, 𝛼𝑖 = 𝐿𝑃,𝑖/𝐿𝑃. The total reflection coefficient for 𝑛-pore membrane is given by the 

expression: 

𝜎𝑛(𝑟𝑆) = ∑
𝐿𝑃,𝑖

𝐿𝑃

𝑛
𝑖=1 𝜎ℎ(𝑟𝑆, 𝑟𝑖)                               (5.3) 

In the expression (5.3), the hydrodynamic reflection coefficient: 

𝜎ℎ(𝑟𝑆, 𝑟𝑖) = 1 −
(1−𝜆)2(2−(1−𝜆)2)(1−(𝜆/3))

1−(
𝜆

3
)+(

2𝜆2

3
)

           (5.4) 

where  𝜆 = 𝑟𝑆/𝑟𝑖 is the ratio of solute radius to the pore radius, respectively. 

Simultaneously, in the distributed model, it is assumed that the pore radii are continuously distributed 

according to the ordinary log-normal distribution: 

𝑓(𝑟) =
1

√2𝜋𝑟𝑙𝑛 𝑠
exp(−(

(
ln 𝑟−ln 𝑢

ln 𝑠
)2

2
))                     (5.5) 

In formula (5.5.) 𝑢 denotes the mean pore radius and 𝑠 is the distribution width.  

The hydraulic conductivity of the porous media with the distribution of pores of a fixed radius 𝑅 can be 

calculated by using Poiseuille’s law  

𝐿𝑃,𝑅 =
𝜋𝑅4

8𝜂H
𝑓(𝑅)                                                     (5.6) 

where 𝜂 is the viscosity of water, 𝐻 is the membrane thickness.  

For the distributed model, the total reflection coefficient is given by the expression: 

𝜎 = ∫
𝐿𝑃,𝑖

𝐿𝑃

∞

0
𝜎ℎ(𝑟𝑆, 𝑟𝑖)𝑑𝑟 =  

∫ 𝑟4∞
0 𝑓(𝑟)𝜎ℎ(𝑟)𝑑𝑟

∫ 𝑟4𝑓(𝑟)
∞

0 𝑑𝑟
              (5.7) 

Then, to evaluate the size-selectivity of dialysis membranes, the theoretical 𝜃 values obtained in the 

model were compared with the experimental data for Ficoll (FITC) filtration.  

   A new development in this field includes the effects of membrane fouling. Current work of Polyakov 

and Zydney (Polyakov, Zydney 2013) combines a complete blocking model (see, for the classical 

complete blocking theory, papers (Hermia 1982, 1985)) and the approach based on thermodynamics of 

membrane transport. In the framework of thermodynamic description (section 2) extended to the case 

of diffusion across the fouling layer, the volume flux can be written as follows: 



𝐽 =
∆𝑃−𝜎∆Π

𝑟𝑀+𝑟𝐹
            (5.8) 

where 𝑟𝑀 and 𝑟𝐹 are the hydraulic resistance (i.e., the inverse hydraulic conductance) of the membrane 

and of the fouling (cake) layer, respectively (Polyakov Zydney 2013). Based on the formulation of 

(Santos etal 2006,2008), further model calculations permit analysis of two pores sizes and permeate 

fluxes as well as calculation of solute rejection coefficients (see, for details of calculations, in ( Zydney 

2011; Polyakov & Zydney 2013)). 

Recent publications on modeling of UF membranes performance based on similar theoretical framework 

have been reviewed in (Polyakov and Zydney 2013). In particular, the effect of pore size distribution on 

permeability of membranes has been studied in (Zydney 2011; Mehta and Zydney 2005; Kanani Fissell 

2010; Mehta Zydney 2006). The influence of pore size distribution and pore connectivity distribution 

has been studied for the diffusive transport in model porous networks by Armatas (Armatas 2006) and 

co-authors (Armatas, Salmas, 2003). The results of calculations proved that the pore size distribution 

and related percolation phenomena essentially affected the tortuosity and diffusivity of the porous 

network (Armatas 2006). 

Modern polymer technologies allow fabrication of synthetic membranes with predetermined geometry 

of pores (see (Kanani 2010, Mehta and Zydney 2005)). Model silicon membranes are convenient objects 

for the analysis of the effects of pore size and pore geometry. In their recent study Kanani, Fissel and 

co-authors (Kanani 2010) compared the permeability of silicon membranes with pores of slit-shaped 

and cylindrical geometry. The result of calculations has shown that the membranes with slit pores 

demonstrated a higher performance (i.e., for a given permeability showing higher selectivity) than ones 

with cylindrical pores (Kanani 2010). The improved performance, however, was found became lesser 

when the pore size distribution increased (Kanani 2010). These results demonstrate the complex 

interrelation between the effects of pore geometry and size distribution and thus, provide the new insight 

in the ultrafiltration process. 

 

5.3 Modeling diffusion across the tortuous membrane pathways 

 

5.3.1 The ‘hydraulic tortuosity’’ notion. 

   The complexity of the membrane ultrastructure visualized electron microscopy, possess a challenging 

task to include in the model not only geometrical size of pores but also the topology of the porous space. 

The microscopic pores topology has been suggested to characterize in terms of ‘interconnectedness of 

their shapes,’’ such as ‘connectivity’’ and ‘tortuosity factor’’. (Dullien 1992). Notion ‘tortuosity’’ it is 

customary to apply to the analysis of fluid flows across granular beds (Kozeny 1927, Carman 1937) or 

porous media (Dullien 1992, Armatas 2006, Armatas Salmas 2003, Kim and Chen 2006).  



 

Fig.5.1.. Schematic depiction of the membrane pore : A – cylinder channel pore; B – tortuous pore 

 

Tortuosity factor was introduced in the fundamental work of Carman (Carman 1937) as the square ratio 

of the effective average path length, 𝐿𝑒𝑓𝑓 , to the shortest distance, 𝐿, along the fluid flow direction 

(Dullien, 1992): 

𝜏 = (
𝐿𝑒𝑓𝑓

𝐿
)

2

                                         (5.9) 

In the later models, the notion of the ‘hydraulic tortuosity’’ of porous media filled with a liquid, has 

been suggested (Dullien 1992). The ‘hydraulic tortuosity’ factor was introduced as the ratio of the cross 

section available for conduction (flow) to the bulk cross section which was taken be equal to the bulk 

porosity 𝜀. The total ‘pore volume’’, 𝑉 , can be defined as (Dullien, 1992) 𝑉 =  𝜀𝐿3   , respectively. In 

the next section the derivation of the expression (5.9) is provided by using the analogy between the 

electrical conduction and diffusion in porous media (see, the subsections 5.3.2-5.3.4, and the ‘Formation 

resistivity’ in particular).  

In various models, volume porosity value 𝜀 has been related to the fluid flow characteristics. For 

example, the expression for the averaged velocity in the porous media flow channels (or ‘pore velocity’) 

in Hagen-Poiseuille type equation is given by the formula (Dullien 1992): 

𝑣𝑖𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑑𝑒−𝑡ℎ𝑒−𝑝𝑜𝑟𝑒 =
∆𝑃

𝐿𝑒𝑓𝑓
∙

𝐷ℎ
2

16𝐾𝜂 
            (5.10) 

where Δ𝑃 is the hydrostatic pressure, 𝐷ℎ  is the ‘hydraulic diameter’, 𝐾 is the ‘shape factor’, 𝜂 is the 

shear viscosity of fluid. The hydraulic diameter was shown (Dullien, 1992) can be related to the specific 

surface area of solid volume, 𝐴𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑖𝑑 , and porosity 𝜀 as following: 

𝐷ℎ =
4𝜀

𝐴𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑖𝑑(1−𝜀)
                            (5.11) 

Usual form of the Carman-Kozeny equation for the permeability coefficient 𝑘 ≡ 𝑘𝐶𝐾 is given by the 

relation: 

𝑘𝐶𝐾 =
𝜀3

𝐾𝜏2(1−𝜀)2𝐴𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑖𝑑
2                       (5.12) 

 



5.3.2 Analogy between electrical conduction and diffusion in porous media 

   One of the most useful physical parallels in analysis of mass transfer in porous materials is the 

analogy between diffusion in porous media and electrical conductivity (Dullien 1992; Klinkenberg; 

Wyllie 1957).  

The conductivity of a porous medium (proportional to the porosity, 𝜀 ) is often described by using a 

resistivity (or formation factor, Φ) introduced as an inverse to 𝜀 value, however, it was found that 

Φ(𝜀)  has more complicate form (Dullien, 1992). In particular, by using the analogy with the electrical 

characteristics of non-conducting (solid phase) particles embedded into conductive medium (fluid 

inside the pores), one can use the expression for the conductivity (or resistivity) of the mixture. For 

example, for the uniform non-conductive spheres in a bulk fluid, the Maxwell model (Maxwell 1881) 

provides the following expression relating the resistivity (formation factor) Φ and porosity, 𝜀: 

Φ = (3 − 𝜀)/2𝜀.                                   (5.13) 

The electrical-fluid flow analogy and Maxwell’s expression (5.13) have been used in many studies of 

flows through granular materials, in particular, for the analysis of transport in tortuous solid (colloidal) 

and soft (biofilm) cake layers (see, for the review, Kim and Chen 2006).  

In the next section it is shown how in a simple scheme the formation factor Φ and porosity 𝜀 can be 

related to the geometrical parameters of a porous medium or its tortuosity factor 𝜏.  

   The important physical clarification about the electrical conductivity and diffusion analogy should 

be introduced here.  For the consistent view, let us consider conductivity of the anisotropic material 

(Landau, Lifshitz 1960). In general, the relation between the electrical current density 𝑗 and the 

electrical field 𝐸 is: 

𝑗𝑖 = 𝛾𝑖𝑘𝐸𝑘                                                      (5.14) 

where 𝛾𝑖𝑘 is a symmetric tensor of conductivity.  

The symmetry of conductivity tensor  

 𝛾𝑖𝑘 = 𝛾𝑘𝑖                                                        (5.15) 

follows from Onsager’s principle of symmetry of kinetic coefficients. (This fundamental principle has 

already been mentioned in the section 2 of current review, see the derivation of Kedem-Katchalsky 

kinetic equations).  

In general, by introducing dynamic variables describing at each point the state of the system {𝜒𝑛}, the 

velocities  
𝜕𝜒𝑛

𝜕𝑡
 and corresponding generalized forces,  {𝑋𝑛}, one can write (Landau, Lifshitz, 1960) for 

the time variation of total entropy  Θ of the system: 

𝑑Θ

𝑑𝑡
= − ∫ ∑ 𝑋𝑛

𝜕𝜒𝑛

𝜕𝑡
𝑑𝑉𝑛                    (5.16) 

In particular, for the time variation of the entropy of the anisotropic conductive body in electric field 

one can get: 

𝑑Θ

𝑑𝑡
=

1

𝑇
∫(𝑗 ∙ �⃗⃗�)𝑑𝑉                      .    (5.17) 

𝑇 denotes temperature, 𝑉 is the body volume.  

By comparing (5.14), (5.16) and (5.17), one can easily establish the correspondence between electrical 

current density components and velocities (Landau, Lifshitz 1960): 



𝜕𝜒𝑛

𝜕𝑡
→  𝑗𝑛                                           (5.18) 

and between the generalized forces and components of the electric field 

𝑋𝑛 →  −
𝐸𝑛

𝑇
                  .                     (5.19) 

From above mentioned, one can see, that linear equations describing the electrical conduction and 

diffusion in liquid phase have a similar structure and obey Onsager’s principle of symmetry of kinetic 

coefficients. This similarity has a fundamental consequence which is considered below in the 

subsections 5.3.3-5.3.6. 

The electrical conduction – diffusion analogy has been extensively used for the theoretical analysis of 

transport of molecules through porous media and granular materials (Carman; Klinkenberg; Dullien). 

5.3.3  Formation resistivity factor and tortuosity.   

   The kinetic equations describing diffusion in a liquid and electrical conduction are linear relations 

between the thermodynamic fluxes and conjugated forces, respectively. In an open space filled with 

liquid, these equations are written in the form of Fick’s law and Ohm’s law for the mass flow 𝑗𝑚 and 

current density 𝑗𝑒 : 

𝑗𝑚 = −𝐷∇𝑛  ,                                 (5.20) 

𝑗𝑒 =  −𝛾∇𝑈 ,                                  (5.21) 

where 𝐷 and 𝛾 are the diffusion coefficient and the specific electrical conductance, respectively, ∇𝑈 is 

the electrical potential gradient.  

Diffusion of solutes (for example, trace molecules) through a fouling (cake) layer can be described in 

terms of hindered diffusion in a porous medium. For the hindered diffusion of solutes in a porous 

fouling layer of porosity 𝜀, one can rewrite the equation (5.20) as follows (Kim and Chen): 

𝑗𝐻 = −
𝐷0

Φ
∇𝑛 = − − 𝐷𝐻𝜀∇𝑛             (5.22) 

where  Φ is the formation factor, 𝐷𝐻 is the hindered diffusion coefficient of solutes in the fouling 

(cake) layer and the tortuosity factor 𝜏 =  
𝐷0

𝐷𝐻
    is given by the ratio of the diffusion coefficients, 

respectively (Kim and Chen). 

   In a fouling (cake) layer filled with liquid, solute molecules diffuse across conducting capillaries in a 

solid matrix. Here, the effective diffusion coefficient and electrical conductivity become a function of 

two factors characterizing the medium: its porosity (𝜀) and the shape of the conductive capillary (pore) 

or tortuosity. According to Dullien, tortuosity of porous materials is a fundamental property which 

measures the deviation from the macroscopic flow at every point of fluid (Dullien). In general, 

tortuosity is a tensor value (Dullien, 1992). However, for isotropic material the tortuosity tensor 

reduces to a scalar (a tortuosity coefficient, 𝜏) (Dullien 1990, 1992).  

The relation between tortuosity of the fouling layer, its porosity and the resistivity formation factor can 

be clarified by using the following example. 

 Porous medium geometry in its simplest form can be represented as a uniform subset of conductive 

capillaries (channels in a solid matrix) having the same length but varying in diameters (Fig.5.2) 

(Dullien, 1990, 1992).  



 

Fig.5.2. A schematics of  porous material represented as a composite of solid matrix (index ′𝑚′ ) and tortuous 

channels filled with liquid (index ’𝑙′).  

 

For a porous material depicted on (Fig.5.3), the tortuosity τ is given by the geometric ratio: 

𝜏 = (
𝐿𝑙

𝐿
)2                               (5.23) 

and the material porosity 𝜀 (which is a ratio of the void space and solid matrix volume) is expressed as 

follows (Dullien, 1990): 

 

𝜀 =
𝐿𝑙𝑎𝑙+𝐿𝑚𝑎𝑚

𝐴(𝐿𝑙+𝐿𝑚)
                    (5.24) 

 

   

Fig.5.3. The schematics of actual pore geometry of length 𝐿 in the uniform capillary model  

 

Besides porosity and tortuosity, another parameter called the resistivity formation factor, Φ , is equally 

widely used. According to (Wyllie, Dullien), the formation resistivity factor can be introduced as the 

ratio of the electrical resistance 𝑅𝑝 of the porous material filled with an ionic solution, to the bulk 



resistance 𝑅𝑙  of this solution in a volume occupied by porous space, Φ = 𝑅𝑝/𝑅𝑙 . This value provides 

a measure to evaluate the influence of porosity on the electrical resistance of material. In the model 

approach of (Wyllie; Dullien), the resistivity formation factor and porosity were related as following: 

Φ ≡
Υ

𝜀
                        (5.25) 

where Υ is ’electrical tortuosity’, which is given by the ratio of molecular diffusivity to the effective 

molecular diffusivity (Dullien). For the porous sample presented on (Fig.5.2), the resistivity formation 

factor Φ is given by the ratio: 

 

Φ =
𝑅𝑝

𝑅𝑙
=

𝜌𝑙(𝐿𝑚/𝑎𝑚+𝐿𝑙/𝑎𝑙)𝐴

𝜚𝑙(𝐿𝑚+𝐿𝑙)𝐴
     (5.26) 

By using formula (5.25) and the relation 𝐿 = 𝐿𝑚 + 𝐿𝑙, one can find from (5.26) that  

 

Φ =
1

𝜀
(

𝐿𝑙

𝐿
)2 =

𝜏

𝜀
                         (5.27) 

 

By comparing (5.23) and (5.27), one can notice the equivalence of these expressions, so for the 

geometry of (Fig.5.3), Υ = 𝜏.  

For more complex geometry of the channels, a generalized expression for the resistivity formation 

factor was introduced: 

 

Φ ≡
Υ̃

𝜀
 , 

�̃� = 𝜏 ∙ 𝑆                                (5.28) 

where 𝑆   is the ’constriction factor’ (  𝑆 ̃  ≥ 1)  (Dullien, 1992). 

 

5.3.5 The geometrical model of the hindered diffusion in fouling layer composed of microspheres 

   Neale and Nader (Neale and Nader) formulated a geometrical model which provides a deep physical 

insight into diffusion processes in fouling layers. The authors analyzed the transport in a porous 

medium, a spherical cavity in an homogeneous isotropic swarm composed of microspheres of different 

size. 

In the geometrical model suggested in (Neale and Nader), the ratio of radii (Fig.5.4): 

𝑅0

𝑅1
= (1 − 𝜀)−

1

3                                (5.29) 

where 𝜀 is porosity of the material introduced in the model as a ratio of outer shell - to the reference 

sphere volumes:  

𝑣0

𝑣1
= 1 − 𝜀                                 .    (5.30) 



 

Fig.5.4. A sketch of homogeneous and isotropic swarm of microspheres of porosity ε illustrating the geometrical 

model (from (Neale, Nader). Figure shows a cross section through the center of reference microsphere (marked 

with blue colour) of radius 𝑅1 and the outer sphere of radius 𝑅0 (the concentric shell, marked with dotted line).  

By solving kinetic transport equations  

𝑗10 =  − 𝐷1∇𝑛1         (5.31) 

𝑗0∞ =  − 𝐷0∇𝑛0        (5.32) 

with the appropriate boundary conditions within the spherical shell (𝑅1 <  𝑅 < 𝑅0 ) and within the 

exterior porous material (𝑅0 <  𝑅 < ∞ ), the authors calculate corresponding macroscopic fluxes  

𝑗10, 𝑗0∞ and evaluate the diffusivity factor Λ =
𝐷0

𝐷1
   ( defined as a ratio of (effective) diffusivity in the 

porous medium to the absolute diffusivity, i.e. diffusion in the fluid without obstacles):  

Λ =
2𝜀

3−𝜀
                       (0 ≤ 𝜀 < 1)      (5.33) 

In fact, the diffusivity factor Λ used by the authors (Neale, Nader) is the inverse formation factor Φ, so 

the result (5.33) reduces to the Maxwell’s formula (5.13). The authors emphasized that the boundary 

value electrical conduction of mixture problem (Maxwell; Wagner;Rayleigh, Bruggemann; De la Rue 

and Tobias) and the diffusion problem solved in the proposed geometrical model (the interstitial 

diffusion) are mathematically equivalent.  

 

5.3.6  Diffusive tortuosity and random walks simulations 

   Further development of the fundamental theory presented above the interested reader can find in the 

current works on molecular diffusion in porous materials (see, for example, in (Hizi and Bergman 

2000); (Mitra, Sen and Schwartz,1993 ). In (Hizi and Bergman, 2000), the authors suggested a 

theoretical model for the diffusion of fluid in porous media with periodic microstructure. In the model, 

a diffusion time-dependent coefficient  𝐷(𝑡) is introduced. The calculation of  𝐷(𝑡) value shown that 

this coefficient is dependent also on the absolute size scale and on topology of the porous 

microstructure. In this work, for the calculation of the effective diffusion coefficient, the analogy of 

the stationary diffusion and the electrical conduction in the pore space has been used (for the 

insulating matrix, 𝛾𝑚 = 0). 



Diffusion tortuosity factor of solid and soft fouling (cake) layers has been investigated in current 

theoretical work (Kim and Chen, 2006). In this publication, the random walk simulations of solute 

traces have been done for the different geometries of the porous cake layer for the periodic as well as 

random pathways in the cake layer (Fig.5.5). 

 

Fig.5.5. Schematics of a cake layer with periodic (a, b, c) and irregular structure (d, random colloidal structure of 

interacting monodispersed spheres) (adopted from (Kim and Chen, 2006)). 

Within the hindered solute diffusion theory, the authors modeled fouling and ultrafiltration in colloidal 

porous cake layers (Kim and Chen, 2006). In particular, by using Maxwell’s formula (5.13), the authors 

(Kim and Chen) related the diffusive tortuosity factor with the cake volume fraction and calculated 

corresponding diffusive flows.  

 

6. Discussion and outlook 

   Water transport and filtration in living organisms are processes undoubtedly crucial for their normal 

functioning and metabolism. A failure of kidney, the main filtering system of the organism, changes the 

total water balance resulting in over- or dehydration of tissues, wrong redistribution of chemical 

components and general intoxication of the organism. The abnormalities in water and solute transport 

are also related to a number of diseases affecting circulatory, cardiovascular, and neuronal systems as 

well as and lung diseases. The concentration of proteins in the interstitial body fluid, lymph and blood 

plasma influences the oncotic (or colloid osmotic) pressure in these main bath solutions so the protein 

outbalance may lead to unwanted water gradients across the cell walls in vessels, tissues and organs. 

For example, the reduced level of albumin, a major protein in blood plasma, as well as other proteins 

diminish the oncotic pressure in the blood, possibly leading to edema formation (The Kidney: Physiology 

and Pathophysiology, 2007). The concentration of saccharides, most notably glucose, is essential for the 

maintenance of energy and healthy status of the body. The transportation of water along the fluid 

pathways (vessels, capillaries) bringing cells and nutrition to the body organs and across the cell wall 

are the physiological processes where the hydrostatic and osmotic (and colloid osmotic) pressure play a 

key role. 

In the natural filtering systems of the organism, the separation or sieving of small solutes, proteins, and 

saccharides occurs in the multilayer biological membranes characterized by special composition and 

enormous complexity in architecture. When the natural biological filters of the organism are damaged, 

the artificial dialysis systems are employed to repair the lost sieving function. 



Two common treatment procedures for patients with renal failure are hemodialysis (HD) and peritoneal 

dialysis (PD), where blood filtration is the goal. In peritoneal dialysis (PD) the filtration occurs in the 

abdominal cavity across biological semi-permeable peritoneal membrane, while in hemodialysis (HD) 

(extracorporeal procedure of blood purification from urea, creatinine and excess water) the transport of 

water and solutes is achieved in dialysis machine via artificial filters made of polymer membranes. 

Despite widespread use of both methods, the reported number of patients with the end-stage renal 

disease (ESRD) is still growing all over the world (Roa, et al 2013). Patients’ quality of life is the most 

important concern for the newer designs of dialysis technique (Canaud 2013, Ahlmen 2004, 

Schmaldienst and Hörl 2004, Pereira and Cheung 2000, Vienken 2008, Koda 2011, Progress in 

Hemodialysis 2011, Fernández 2013, Hoenich 2004). New developments that can facilitate the dialysis 

process for patients is a primary goal in the search of new filtering materials (Vienken 2008,Ronco 2004) 

as well as measuring techniques to monitor water redistribution in the organism in the dialysis process 

– both cost-reducing and non-invasive methods (Koda 2011, GAMBRO, Fresenius, Asahi Kasei). The 

development of feedback systems having the task of automatic control of dialysis and ultrafiltration 

process to optimize the treatment variables (in particular, the rate of ultrafiltration) requires sensor 

measurements and computer modeling of the results (Fernández 2013). 

Synthetic membranes of varying structure and chemical composition are used in contemporary dialyzing 

devices. A prominent example is the filtration of blood in the artificial kidney systems by GAMBRO 

(GAMBRO), Fresenius (Fresenius), Asahi Kasei (Asahi Kasei), also see (Pereira 2000). Transport of 

water through dialyzing membranes in parallel with the improved sieving characteristics is a 

fundamental aim in parallel with the everyday needs and applications in the clinical practice. 

Artificial HD membranes are very different in morphology of both skin-layer and core-layer. Modern 

nanotechnologies permit the fabrication of membranes with given porosity properties and the 

performance manipulation in the process of membrane preparation (Karan 2015). To find the best 

structure-geometry for the optimization of pore functional shapes, a predictive modeling is needed 

(Kanani 2010). Another help is the ‘flows-from-structure’’ computerized treatment of micro-

tomography images and calculation of permeability value. Such analysis in combination with the 

experimental data on x-ray tomography has been done in ( Koivu 2011 ) providing the example of 

evaluation of flow permeability of porous materials with higher precision where the error of the 

numerical calculations due to the finite resolution of the tomography images  was found not essentially 

larger than the reported experimental values. 

Biofouling is another important factor in design of improved HD filters (Matsuda 1989, Chanard 2003). 

In the latter, proteins - filter surface interaction has a vital role. The example is a heparin coating 

(Hinrichs 1997, Shen 2012, 2014).  (Controversial discussion about heparin: double-fold consequences; 

heparin-related osteoporosis – is the risk decreased? – see, for example, in (Shen 2014)). Since the 

exposure of blood to the surface of the synthetic HD filter leads to the adsorption of proteins (Chanard 

2003), the interaction of polymers and biomolecules are of key importance for biocompatibility and 

adhesion to the HD filters. Several aspects at macromolecular transport across the artificial porous 

membrane should be taken into account: size and geometry (shape) of pores (for example, allow the 

passage of 𝛽2 microglobulin (Hedayat 2012) and flexibility of the molecules during the channel passage.   

Models of permeability and fouling of filters should provide an insight into the mechanism of pore 

blocking. In this view, the theories of porous materials which model the structure of the materials as 

random voids interconnected with necks in a 3D network (Zhdanov 1991) and include the coverage and 

blockage of pore entrance (i.e. fouling) in parallel with percolation phenomena (Schante  and Kirkpatric 

1971, Blanchard 2000) could give us useful hints for the analysis.  



The conventional HD treatment is an expensive procedure. What is the alternative method for patients 

with a kidney failure? This is a very reasonable question for developing countries due to the restrictive 

budget of clinics, limited medical facilities or inaccessibility of hemodialysis equipment.  

   A new idea on how to remove the toxins during blood filtration has been suggested by Japan 

International Center for Material Nanoarchitectonics (Namekawa 2014). This innovative method of 

blood purification uses an electrospun network of polymer nanofibers filled with zeolite particles, where 

zeolites adsorb uremic toxins from the blood due to the microporous structure of the particles. Modeling 

adsorption in porous media can provide essential theoretical support to the experimental studies. In this 

respect, one should mention calculations based on empirical equations suggested in (Saito and Foley 

1991) which include effects of pore curvature studied for the adsorption in microporous zeolites. 

Another help is the application of lattice density functional methods (Qajar 2016) extending the theory 

from micro- to mesoporous media. 

Summary 

   The main goal of the current paper is to provide an integrated view on modeling of molecular transport 

across dialysis membranes. Hemofiltration is a multiparametric process guided by a complex kinetics 

of water and solutes penetrating through porous membranes. Current review is focused on selected 

models, namely, the two –pore- model, the three- pore- model (TPM) and the extended TPM in dialysis 

applications. Although the peritoneal wall has an extremely sophisticated labyrinthine structure, it was 

shown (Öberg Rippe, 2017) that the TPM model can successfully reflect main features of the peritoneal 

transport and quantitatively describe the physical mechanism of transmembrane diffusion of water and 

solutes in agreement with experiments (refs). In particular, it was demonstrated (refs) how the extended 

TMP model can be used in optimizing automated peritoneal dialysis.  

   A similar approach also based on nonequilibrium thermodynamics and Kedem-Katchalsky equations 

has been developed in a number of theoretical works by (Waniewski; Waniewski et al, Debowska). 

There, the kinetic modeling of dialysis originating from one pool- , two pool- and multiple-pool theory 

of Popovich (Popovich), was generalized to calculate sieving coefficients as well as fractional volume 

fluid fluxes and albumin time-courses in PD transport (Debowska 2011). The exact mathematical 

solutions obtained within the so-called spatially-distributed model (Debowska 2011) have been 

supplemented with numerical simulations for the tissue in contact with peritoneum. New mathematical 

tools for controlled dialysis also include a web-based program, a solute calculator program for the 

quantitative analysis of dialysis measures developed by (Daurgidas 2009). Due to the limited text space, 

these important mathematical models are not included in the current review. The interested readers may 

find essential formulations in (Waniewski; Waniewski et al; Debowska; Daurgidas etal, Azar). In 

addition, modeling of sodium kinetics is of a particular importance (sodium models refs) and should be 

mentioned.  

   The effects of tortuosity and shape of porous membrane pathways were not considered in the above- 

mentioned models. The notions of tortuosity and porosity have been introduced in the theory of hindered 

diffusion. Specifically, it was shown that the molecular transport across tortuous pores has certain 

peculiarities for the cake layers formed at fouling of the dialysis filters. The tortuosity and porosity are 

crucial physical characteristics of hindered diffusion through cake layers (Armatas et al; Kim and Chen). 

The influence of these parameters on tortuous membranes within molecular models are briefly discussed 

in the second part of the review. A special class of theoretical models which take into consideration the 

complex structure of dialysis membrane filters belong to stereology (Chagnac etal 1999). Mathematical 

models which account for the effects of pore geometry can be found in (see, for the review, in Kanani; 

Ileri et al, 2012). 

   The important aim of the current review is to bring together valuable theoretical physics concepts of 

nonequilibrium thermodynamics and electrical conductivity – diffusion analogy and show how the 



mathematical models presented here emerge and further develop these fundamental theoretical 

approaches.  Incidentally, general remark should be made here. First, on the analogy between electrical 

conductivity and diffusion in porous media. This analogy has already been addressed by Lord Rayleigh 

in his work ’On the influence of obstacles…’(Rayleigh 1892) and then, effectively, used by Von Carman 

(Carman 1937) and in a large number of research papers on diffusion through porous materials (for the 

review, see, for example, a very comprehensive book of Dullien 1992, other refs, Klinkenberg, other 

refs). In addition, there is a deep influence of the theory of dielectric ’mixtures’’ originally developed 

in Maxwell (Maxwell), Wagner (Fricke), Rayleigh (Rayleigh) and Debye (Debye) works and later 

continued by Hanai (Hanai), Hanai and Koizumi (Hanai and Koizumi), and other researchers (Fricke 

and Morse; De La Rue & Tobias; Looyenga; Nielsen LE) on a range of disciplines. In particular, this 

theory has provided ground for the theory of bioimpedance analysis (BIA) and bioimpedance 

spectroscopy (BIS), widely used in hemodialysis for the assessment of total body water, as well as 

intracellular and extracellular water (De Lorenzo etal 1997; Matthie 2005, 2008). The latter parameters 

are crucial for the correct dialysis performance and ’dry weight’’ evaluation (refs).  

   Another comment should be made on the generality and universality of above-mentioned 

fundamental theories. The nonequilibrium thermodynamics framework and the conductivity-diffusion 

analogy demonstrate general physical principles of mass transport across porous membranes which do 

not depend on the chemical structure of the system. The kinetic equations for conductivity (or resistivity) 

and diffusion represent linear relations between the conjugated fluxes and generalized forces while the 

kinetic coefficients obey the Onsager’s principle of symmetry. The notions of ’tortuosity’ and ’porosity’ 

(Dullien 1992) are also introduced in the theory as universal physical characteristics of the material 

independent on its chemical composition. These theories lay a foundation for the generalized description 

of transport of water and solutes in such complex systems as biological and artificial membrane filters 

used in dialysis. A distinguished example of theoretical soft matter physics’ success in soft matter in the 

theory of polymer dynamics (DeGennes, Doi &Edwards, Grosberg & Khokhlov). Within the framework 

of this approach, physical characteristics such as deformation/rigidity, radius of gyration and persistence 

length, were introduced for the description of various polymers in solution. The fundamental 

significance of these notions is their universality, i.e. that these parameters do not depend on the specific 

chemical structure of polymers. Accordingly, the results of theory of polymer dynamics should be useful 

for the analysis of macromolecular transport across dialysis filter membranes. In particular, the reptation 

model (DeGennes, Doi & Edwards, also, for the review of DNA gel electrophoresis see, for example, 

excellent paper by Viovy (Viovy 2000)) may provide helpful ideas and physical analogies for the 

quantitative analysis of macromolecular (protein and polysaccharides) diffusion across fouling cake 

layers.    

   Theoretical modeling of hindered diffusion is an area of extensive research which cannot be covered 

in one short review. The basic models which provide valuable insight into physical mechanisms of 

hindered molecular transport and pore blocking could be found, for example, in (Ogston; Malone 

Andersson; Andersson; Hermia; Giddings et al) also in a very comprehensive review of (Deen 1987) as 

well as in (Deen et al.; Zydney; Bromley et al; Ho and Zydney; Johnson, Koplik and Dashen; Sanandaji 

et al; Saito and Foley; Santos et al; Stawikowska and Livingston; Blanchard et al; Bhattacharjee and 

Sharma; Carlsson, Sanandaji et al). Despite the fact that rigorous theoretical description of water and 

solute transport in PD and HD membranes remains to be completed, new developments in mathematical 

modeling comprise studies of diffusion across the asymmetric membrane layers in dialysis filters (Kim 

and Chen). The calculated effective time-dependent diffusivity coefficient (Hizi and Bergman) provide 

useful information about the fast kinetic processes in the system. The search for new improved materials 

for the membrane filters and best modes of dialysis procedures should take into account the hindered 

diffusion in cake layers. Notwithstanding unavoidable simplifications of membrane pore’s real structure, 

predictive theoretical modeling can serve as extremely useful mathematical tool in an improved 

automated dialysis of both types. 



Acknowledgement 

   The author is grateful to Carl Öberg for the stimulating and fruitful discussions on current publication, 

as well as to Leonid Gorelik for his support and help in manuscript preparation. Special thanks to Tatiana 

Shilnova and Mikhail Shilnov for the help in manuscript preparation. 

 

7. REFERENCES   

1. Abbas SR, Zhu F, Kaysen GA, Kotanko P, and Levin NW. Effect of change in fluid distribution 

in segments in hemodialysis patients at different ultrafiltration rates on accuracy of whole body 

bioimpedance measurement. J Appl Physiol 116:1382-1389, 2014. 

2. Abdalla S, Al-Ameer SS, and Al-Magaish SH. Electrical properties with relaxation through 

human blood. Biomicrofluidics 4: 034101-16, 2010. 

3. Abel JJ, Rowntree LG, and Turned BB. On the removal of diffusible substances from the 

circulation blood of living animals by dialysis. J. Pharmacol Exp Ther 5 (1914) 275-316. 

4. Abrahamson DR, and Wang R. Development of the glomerular capillary and its basement 

membrane. In: The kidney. From normal development to congenital disease. Eds. P.D.Vize, A.S. 

Woolf, J.B.L. Bard, Academic Press, 2003, pp. 221-249 

5. Ahlmen J. Quality of life of the dialysis patient, pp.1315-1332. In: Replacement of renal function 

by dialysis, 5th revised edition, v. 3, Springer, 2004. 

6. Agre P. Aquaporin water channels (Nobel Lecture) Angew. Chem Int Ed Engl 43 (2004) 4278-

4290. 

7. Agre P, and Kozono. Aquaporin water channels: molecular mechanisms for human diseases. FEBS 

Letters (2003) 

8. Aguirre AR, and Abensu H. Physiology of fluid and solute transport across the peritoneal 

membrane. J Bras Nefrol 36 (2014) 74-79. 

9. Alayoud A, Montassir D, Hamzi A, Zajjari Y, Bahadi A, El Kabbaj D, Maoujoud O,  Aatif T, 

Hassani K, Benyahia M, and  Oualim Z. The Kt/V by ionic dialysance: Interpretation limits. Indian 

J Nephrol 22: 333–339, 2012. 

10. Albu RM, Avram E, Stoica I, Ioanid EG, Popovici D, and Ioan S. Surface properties and 

compatibility with blood of new quaternized polysulfones. JBNB (Journal of Biomaterials and 

Nanobiotechnology) 2: 114-124, 2011. 

11. Andersson JL, and Brannon JH. Concentration dependence of the distribution coefficient for 

macromolecules in porous media. Journal of Polymer Science:  Polymer Physics Edition 19: 405-421, 

1981. 

12. Andersson JL, and Quinn JA. Restricted transport in small pores. A model for steric exclusion 

and hindered particle motion. Biophys. J. 14: 130-150, 1974.  

13. Annan K. Mathematical modeling of the dynamic exchange of solutes during bicarbonate dialysis. 

Mathematical and Computer Modelling 55:1691-1704, 2012. 

14. Arkill KP, Qvortrup K, Starborg T, Mantell JM, Knupp C, Michel CC, S Harper SJ, Salmon 

AHJ, Squire JM, Bates DO, and Neal CR. Resolution of the three dimensional structure of 

components of the glomerular filtration barrier. BMC Nephrology 15:24- , 2014. 



15. Armatas GS, Salmas CE, Louloudi M, Androutsopoulos GP, and Pomonis PJ, Relationships 

among pore size, connectivity, dimensionality of capillary condensation, and pore structure tortuosity 

of functionalized mesoporous silica, Langmuir 19:3128–3136, 2003. 

16. Arturson G, Groth T, and Grotte G. Human glomerular membrane porosity and filtration 

pressure: dextrane clearance data analysed by theoretical models. Clin Sci 40:137-158, 1971. 

17. Aquaporins. Edited by F. Chaumont, P.M.T. Deen, C. Delporte, O. Devuyst and J.-M. Verbavatz. 

(Special Issue Biochimica et Biophysica Acta (BBA) – Biomembranes 1758: 975-1176, 2006.  

18. Asgeirsson D, Venturoli D, Fries E, Rippe B,and  Rippe C. Glomerular sieving of three neutral 

polysaccharides, polyethylene oxide and bikunin in rat. Effects of molecular size and conformation. 

Acta Physiol. (Oxf) 196: 237-246, 2007.  

19. Asgeirsson D, Axelsson J, Rippe C, and Rippe B. Similarity of permeabilities for Ficoll 

pullulan, charge-modified albumin and native albumin across the rat peritoneal membrane. Acta 

Physiol. (Oxf.) 196:427-433, 2009.  

 20. Asghar RB, and Davies SJ. Pathways of fluid transport and reabsorption across the peritoneal 

membrane. Kidney Int. 73:1048-53, 2008. 

21. Axelsson J, Öberg CM, Rippe A, Krause B, and Rippe B. Size-selectivity of a synthetic high-

flux and a high cut-off dialyzing membrane compared to that of the rat glomerular filtration barrier. 

J.Membr.Sci. 413-414:29-37, 2012. 

22. Axelsson J, Rippe A, Öberg CM, and Rippe B. Rapid, dynamic changes in glomerular 

permeability to macromolecules during systemic angiotensin II (ANG II) infusion in rats. AmJ Physiol 

Renal Physiol 303:F790-F799, 2012. 

23. Axelsson J, Sverrisson K, Rippe A, Fissell W, and Rippe B. Reduced diffusion of charge-

modified, conformationally intact anionic Ficoll relative to neutral Ficoll across the rat glomerular 

filtration barrier. J Membr Sci 29-37:29-37, 2012. 

24. Azar AT, Yashiro M, Schneditz D, and Roa LM. Double Pool Urea Kinetic Modeling. In: 

Modelling and Control of Dialysis Systems, Volume 1: Modeling Techniques of Hemodialysis Systems. 

(Ed. A.T.Azar) pp. 627-687, Springer, Volume 404 of the series Studies in Computational Intelligence 

(2013). 

25. Babb AL, Strand MJ, Uvelli DA, Milutinovic J, and Scribner BH. Quantitative description of 

dialysis treatment: a dialysis index. Kidney Int Suppl. 2:23-9, 1975. 

26. Banhegyi G, and Hedvig P. Simulation of heterophase polarization in polymers. Polymer Bulletin 

8:287-294, 1982 

27. Baohong F, Cheng C, Li L, Cheng J, Zhao W, and Zhao C. Surface modification of 

polyethersulfone membrane by grafting bovine serum albumin. Fibers and polymers 11: 960-966, 

2010. 

28. Baohong F, Qiyao L, Weifeng Z, Yunli M, Pengli B, Qiang W, Haifeng L, and Zhao CS. 

Modification of polyethersulfone membrane by grafting bovine serum albumin on the surface of 

polyethersulfone/poly(acrylonitrile-co-acrylic acid) blended membrane. J Membr Sci 329:46, 2009. 

29. Bark BP, C.M.Öberg CM, and Grände PO. Plasma volume expansion by 0.9% NaCl during 

sepsis/SIRS, after hemorrhage, and during a normal state. Shock 40: 59-64, 2013. 



30. Barzin J, Feng C, Khulbe KC, Matssura T, Madaeni SS,  Mirzadeh H.Characterization of 

polyethersulfone hemodialysis membrane by ultrafiltration and atomic force microscopy. J. Membr. 

Science 237:77-85, 2004. 

31. Beberashvili I, Azar A, Sinuani I, Kadoshi H, Shapiro G, Feldman L, Sandbank J, and 

Averbukh Z. Longitudinal changes in bioimpedance phase angle reflect changes in serum IL-6 levels 

in maintenance hemodialysis patients. Nutrition 30:297-304,2014. 

32. Belkacemi L, Beall MH, Magee TR, Pourtemou M, and Ross MG. AQP1 gene expression is 

upregulated by arginine vasopressin and cyclic AMP agonists in trophoblast cells. Life Sci. 82: 1272-

80, 2008. 

33. Bhattacharjee S, and Sharma A. Lifshitz – van der Waals energy of spherical particles in 

cylindrical pores. J.Colloid Interface Sci. 171:288-296, 1995. 

34. Blanchard P, Dell’Antonio GF, Gandolfo D, and Sirugue-Collin M. Continuus percolation: the 

approximation and most probable clusters. In: Mathematical Physics and Stochastic Analysis. Essays 

in Honour of Ludwig Streit,pp. 84-98 (Eds. S.Albeverio, P.Blanchard, L.Ferreira, T.Hida, 

Y.Kondratiev, R.V.Mendes) World Scientific , 2000. 

35.Blouch K, Deen WM, Fauvel JP, Bialek J, Derby G, and Myers BD. Molecular configuration 

and glomerular size selectivity in healthy and nephrotic numans. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol 249 

(1985) F373-F389. 

36. Bostom AG, Kroneberg F, and Ritz E. Predictive performance of renal function equations for 

patients with chronic kidney disease and normal serum creatinine levels. J Am Soc Nephrol 13:2140–

2144, 2002. 

37. Bouley R, Palomino Z, Tang SS, Nunes P, Kobori H, Lu HA, Shum WW, Sabolic I, Brown D, 

Ingelfinger JR, and Jung FF.   Angiotensin II and hypertonicity and hypertonicity modulate 

proximal tubular aquaporin 1 expression. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol. 297:F1575-86, 2009. 

38. Bromley AJ, Holdich RG, and Cumming IW. Particualte fouling of surface microfilters with 

slotted and circular pore geometry. J. Membr. Sci 196:27-37, 2002.  

39. Bruggeman DAG. Berechnung verschiedener physikalischer Konstanten von heterogenen 

Substanzen. I. Dielektrizitätskonstanten und Leitfähigkeiten der Mischkörper aus isotropen 

Substanzen. Ann. Physik 24 (1935) 636. 

40. Burkart JM, and Golper TA. Adequate peritoneal dialysis. In: Replacement of renal function by 

dialysis, 5th edition, W.H. Hörl et al. (eds.) , v.2, chapter 23, pp.639-665, 2004.  

41. Canaud B, Bosc IY, Cabrol L, Leray-Moragues H, Navino C, Verzetti G, and Thomaseth K. 

Urea as a marker of adequacy in hemodialysis: lesson from in vivo urea dynamics monitoring. Kidney 

Int Suppl. 76:S28-40,2000. 

42. Canaud B, Granger A, Chenine-Khoualef L, Patrier L, Morena M, and Leray-Moragués H. 

On-line hemodialysis monitoring: new Tools for Improving Safety, Tolerance and Efficacy. In: 

Modeling and control of dialysis systems. V.2: Biofeedback systems and soft computing techniques of 

dialysis, pp. 775-809 (A. T. Azar ,Ed.) Springer, 2013. 

43. Carlsson N, Sanandaji N, Voinova M, and Åkerman B. A bicontinuous cubic phase of 

monoolein and water as medium for electrophoresis of both membrane-bound probes and DNA. 

Langmuir 22: 4408-4414, 2006. 

44. Carlsson O, Nielsen S, Zakaria el-R, and Rippe B. In vivo inhibition of transcellular water 

channels (aquaporin-1) during acute peritoneal dialysis in rats. Am J Physiol. 271:H2254-62, 1996. 



45. Carman PC. Fluid flow through granular beds. Transactions, Institution of Chemical Engineers, 

London, (Trans. Inst. Chem. Eng. London) 15 (1937) 150 (1-17). Available in: Trans. IChemE Jubilee 

Supplement 75:S32-S48,1997. 

46. Castellano S, Palomares I, Molina M, Pérez-García R, Aljama P, Ramos R, Merello JI, 

Grupo ORD (Optimizando Resultados de Diálisis). Clinical, analytical and bioimpedance 

characteristics of persistently overhydrated haemodialysis patients. Nefrologia 34:716-23, 2014. 

47. Chagnac A, Herskovitz P, Weinstein T, Elyashiv S, Hirsh J, Hammel I, and Gafter U. The 

peritoneal membrane in peritoneal dialysis patients: estimation of its functional surface area by 

applying stereologic methods to computerized tomography scans. J Am Soc Nephrol 10: 342–346, 

1999. 

48. Chang RLS, Robertson CR, Deen WM, and Brenner BM. Permselectivity of the glomerular 

capillary wall to macromolecules. I. Theoretical considerations. Biophys J 15:861–886, 1975. 

49. Chamney PW, Krämer M, Rode C, Kleinekofort W, and Wizemann V.    A new technique for 

establishing dry weight in hemodialysis patients via whole body impedance. Kidney Int. 61:2250-

2258, 2002. 

50. Chen J, Sgouralis I, Moore LC, Layton HE, and Layton AT. A mathematical model of the 

myogenic response to systolic pressure in the afferent arteriole. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol, 2011. 

51. Chen S, Wassenhove-McCarthy DJ, Yamaguchi Y, Holzman LB, van Kuppevelt TH, 

Jenniskens GJ, Wijnhoven TJ, Woods AC, and McCarthy KJ. Loss of heparan sulfate 

glycosaminoglycan assembly in podocytes does not lead to proteinuria. Kidney Int 74: 289–299, 2008. 

52. Cherniha R, Gozak K, and Waniewski J. Exact and Numerical Solutions of a Spatially-

Distributed Mathematical Model for Fluid and Solute Transport in Peritoneal Dialysis. Symmetry 8:24-

37, 2016. 

53. Chooi KY, A.Comerford A, Sherwin SJ, and Weinberg PD. Intimal and medial contributions to 

the hydraulic resistance of the arterial wall at different pressures: a combined computational and 

experimental studies. J.R.Soc. Interface 13: 20160234, 2016. 

54.Clark WR, and Ronco C. Determinants of hemo- dialyser performance and the potential effect on 

clinical outcome. Nephrol Dial Transplant 15(Suppl 5): 56-60, 2001. 

55.Cnossen TT, Smit W, Konings CJAM, Kooman JP, Leunissen KM, and Krediet RT. 

Quantification of free water transport during the peritoneal equilibration test. Perit Dial Int, 29:523–

527, 2009. 

56.Coll E, Botey A,  Alvarez L, Poch E, Quintó L, Saurina A, Vera M, Piera C, and Darnell A. 

Serum cystatin C as a new marker for noninvasive estimation of glomerular filtration rate and as a 

marker for early renal impairment. Am J Kidney Dis. 36: 29-34, 2000. 

57.Comerford A., K.Y.Chooi, Nowak M, Weinberg PD, and Sherwin SJ. A combined numerical 

and experimental framework for determining permeability properties of the arterial media. Biomech 

Model Mechanobiol 14:297-313, 2015. 

58.Comper WD, Haraldsson B, and Deen WM. Resolved: normal glomeruli filter nephrotic levels 

of albumin. J. Am Soc Nephrol 19:427–432, 2008.  

59.Corbatón-Báguena M-J, Álvarez-Blanco S, and Vincent-Vela M-C. Fouling mechanisms of 

ultrafiltration membranes fouled with whey model solutions. Desalination 360:87-96, 2015. 



60. Cridlig J, Nadi M, and Kessler M. Bioimpedance measurement in the kidney disease patient. 

Chapter 10, In: Technical Problems in Patients on Hemodialysis, M.G.Penido (Ed.), 2011, InTech 

,pp.165-184.  

61. Cussler EL. Diffusion: mass transfer in fluid systems. 3rd edition, Cambridge, University Press, 

2009. 

62. Daurgirdas JT. Kt/V (and especially its modifications) remains a useful measure of hemodialysis 

dose. Kidney Int 88 :466-473, 2015.  

63. Daugirdas JT, Blake G, and Ing TS. Handbook of dialysis, 3rd edition, Lippincott Williams & 

Wilkins, Philadelphia, 2001. 

64. Daugirdas JT, Depner TA, Greene T, and Silisteanu P. Solute-solver: a web-based tool for 

modeling urea kinetics for a broad range of hemodialysis schedules in multiple patients. Am J Kidney 

Dis 54:798-809, 2009. 

65. Daugirdas JT, and Schneditz D. Overestimation of hemodialysis dose depends on dialysis 

efficiency by regional blood flow but not by conventional two pool urea kinetic analysis. Asaio J 41: 

M719-24, 1995. 

66. Daugirdas JT, and Smye SW. Effect of a two compartment distribution on apparent urea 

distribution volume. Kidney Int 51: 1270-1273, 1997. 

67. Davies SJ, Phillips L, Griffiths AM, Russell LH, Naish PF, and Russell GI. What really 

happens to people on long-term peritoneal dialysis? Kidney Int 54: 2207–2217, 1998. 

68. Davis SJ. Longitudinal relationship between solute transport and ultrafiltration capacity in 

peritoneal dialysis patients. Kidney Int 66: 2437–2445, 2004.  

69. De Gennes PG. Scaling Concepts in Polymer Physics. Cornell University Press, 1979. 

70. De La Rue RE, and Tobias CW. On conductivity of dispersions. J Electrochem Soc 106: 827, 

1959. 

71. Debowska M, Lindholm B, and Waniewski J. Kinetic modeling and adequacy of dialysis. In: 

Carpi A, Donadio C, Tramonti G, editors. Progress in Hemodialysis—from Emergent Biotechnology 

to Clinical Practice. 2011, pp. 3-26. 

72. Debowska M, Waniewski J, and Lindholm B. Dialysis adequacy indices for peritoneal dialysis 

and hemodialysis. Adv Perit Dial 21:94-97, 2005. 

73. Debye P. Polar molecules. Chemical Catalog Company. New York 1929, 92-94. 

74. Deen WM. Hindered transport of large molecules in liquid-filled pores. AIChE J 33:1409–1425, 

1987. 

75. Deen WM. What determines glomerular capillary permeability? J Clin Invest 114:1412–1414, 

2004. 

76. Deen WM, Bohrer MP, and Epstein NB. Effects of molecular size and configuration on 

diffusion in microporous membranes. AIChE 27:952-959, 1981. 

77. Deen WM, Bridges CR, Brenner BM, and Myers BD.   Heteroporous model of glomerular size 

selectivity: application to normal and nephrotic humans. Am J Physiol 249:F374-389, 1985. 

78. Deen WM, Lazzara MJ, and Myers BD. Structural determinants of glomerular permeability. Am 

J Physiol Renal Physiol 281:F579–F596, 2001. 



79. Deen WM, Robertson CR, and Brenner BM. A model of glomerular ultrafiltration in the rat. Am 

J Physiol 223:1178–1183, 1972. 

80. Deurenberg P, van der Koy K, Leenen R, Westrate JA, and Seidell JC. Sex and age specific 

prediction formulas for estimating body composition from bioelectric impedance: a cross validation 

study. Int J Obesity 15:17-25, 1991. 

81. Devuyst O, and Goffin E. Water and solute transport in peritoneal dialysis: models and clinical 

applications. Nephrol Dial Transplant 23:2120–2123, 2008. 

82. Devuyst O, and Ni J. Aquaporin-1 in the peritoneal membrane: Implications for water transport 

across capillaries and peritoneal dialysis. Biochim Biophys Acta 1758:1078-84, 2006. 

83. Devuyst O, and Rippe B. Water transport across the peritoneal membrane. Kidney Int 85: 750–

758, 2014. 

84. Devuyst O, and Yool AJ. Aquaporin-1: New developments and perspectives for peritoneal 

dialysis. Perit Dial 30:135-141, 2010. 

85. Dialysens historia. P.117-121. In: Astrid Seeberger. Njurarna. De som håller oss i balans. 

Karolinska Institutet, University Press 2011. 

86. Doi M, and Edwards SF. The theory of polymer dynamics. Clarendon Press, Oxford Science 

Publications 1988.  

87. Dullien FAL. Porous media: Fluid transport and pore structure. 1992. 

88. Edwards A. Modeling transport in the kidney: investigating function and dysfunction. Am J 

Physiol Renal Physiol 298:F475-F484, 2010. 

89. Edwards A, Daniels BS, and Deen WM. Ultrastructural model for size selectivity in glomerular 

filtration. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol 276:F892–F902, 1999. 

90.Eloot S, De Wachter D, Venken J, Pohlmeier R, and Verdonck P. In vitro evaluation of the 

hydraulic permeability of polysulfone dialysers. Int J Art Organs 25:210-216, 2002. 

91. Endeward V, Musa-Aziz R, Cooper GJ, Chen LM, Pelletier MF, Virkki LV, Supuran CT, 

King LS, Boron WF, and Gros G. Evidence that aquaporin1 is a major pathway for CO2 transport 

across the human erythrocyte membrane. FASEB J 20:1974-81, 2006. 

92. Farquhar MG. The glomerular basement membrane: not gone, just forgotten. J Clin Invest 

116:2090-2093, 2006. 

93.Ferrell N, Cameron KO,  Groszek JJ, Hofmann CL, Li L, Smith RA, Bian A, Shintani A, 

Zydney AL , and Fissell WH. Effects of pressure and electrical charge on macromolecular transport 

across bovine lens basement membrane. Biophys J 104:1476–84, 2013.    

94. Fernández EA, Valtuille R, and Balzarini M. Artificial Neural Networks Applications in 

Dialysis. In: Modeling and control of dialysis systems. Volume 1: Modeling Techniques of 

Hemodialysis Systems, pp. 1145-1179. (A. T. Azar, Ed.) Springer, 2013. 

95. Flanigan MJ. Role of sodium in hemodialysis. Kidney Int 58 Suppl 76: S72-S78, 2000. 

96. Flessner M.  The transport barrier in intraperitoneal therapy. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol 

288:F433-F442, 2005. 

97. Flessner M. Water-only pores and peritoneal dialysis. Kidney Int 69:1494-5, 2006. 



98. Flessner MF, Dedrick RL, and Schultz JS. A distributed model of peritoneal-plasma transport: 

theoretical considerations. Am J Physiol Regul Integr Comp Physiol 246: R597-R607, 1984. 

99. Flessner MF. Distributed model of peritoneal transport: implications of the endothelial 

glycocalyx. Nephrol Dial Transplant 23:2142-2146, 2008. 

100. Flessner MF. Kinetic modeling in peritoneal dialysis. In: Modeling and control of dialysis 

systems. (Ed.A.T. Azar) V.2: Biofeedback systems and soft computing techniques of dialysis. Springer, 

2013, pp.1427-1476. 

101. Freida P, Galach M, Divino Filho JC, Werynski A, and Lindholm B. Combination of 

crystalloid (glucose) and colloid (icodextrin) osmotic agents markedly enhances peritoneal fluid and 

solute transport during the long PD dwell. Perit Dial Int 27:267–276, 2007. 

102. Fresenius https://www.fresenius.com/Dialysis 

103. Fresenius Medical Care Holding Jun 2, 2015. Patent ‘System and method of monitoring and 

control of ultrafiltration volume during peritoneal dialysis using sedimental bioimpedance’’. 

104. Fricke H. The Maxwell-Wagner Dispersion in a Suspension of Ellipsoids. J Phys Chem 57:934 -

937, 1953. 

105. Fricke H, and Morse S. An experimental study of the electrical conductivity of disperse 

systems. Phys Rev 25:361, 1925. 

106. Fu BM, Curry FE, and Weinbaum S. A diffusion wake model for tracer ultrastructure-

permeability studies in microvessels. Am J Physiol 269:H2124–H2140, 1995. 

107. Gabriel S, Lau RW, and Gabriel C. The dielectric properties of biological tissues: II. 

Measurements in the frequency range 10 Hz to 20 GHz. Phys Med Biol 41:2251-, 1996 

108. Gabriel C, Peyman A, and Grant EH. Electrical conductivity of tissue at frequencies below 1 

MHz. Phys Med Biol 54:4863-78,2009. 

109. GAMBRO Gambro Healthcare/Diaverum http://www.baxter.com/country-selector.page 

110. Gannon BJ, and Carati CJ. Immunohistochemical localization of the endothelial protein 

RECA-1 and the water channel Aquaporin -1 in the intestinal wall of the rat. In: T.O. Neild , 

C.J.Carati (Eds.) Progress in Microcirculation research. Sydney: Australia&New Zealand 

Microcirculatory Society, 1999, pp.14-16. 

111. Gannon BJ, and Carati CJ. Endothelial distribution of the membrane water channel molecule 

aquaporin-1: Implications for tissue and lymph fluid physiology? Lymphatic Research and Biology, 

1:55-66, 2003. 

112. Garlick DG, and Renkin EM. Transport of large molecules from plasma to interstitial fluid and 

lymph in dogs. Am J Physiol Scand 104:1595-1605, 1970. 

113. Giddings JC, Kucera E, Russell CP, and Myers MN. Statistical theory for the equilibrium 

distribution of rigid molecules in inert porous networks. Exclusion Chromatography. J Phys Chem 72 

:4397-4408, 1968. 

114. Glover PWJ, Hole MJ, and Pous J. A modified Archie’s law for two conducting phases. Earth 

and Planetary Sci Lett 180:369-383, 2000.    (The review of mixing models) 

115. Gotch FA. Is KT/V urea a satisfactory measure for dosing the newer dialysis regiments? Semin 

Dial 14:15-17, 2001. 

https://www.fresenius.com/Dialysis
http://www.baxter.com/country-selector.page


 116. Gotch FA.  The current place of urea kinetic modeling with respect to different dialysis 

modalities. Nephrol Dial Transplant 13:10-14, 1998. 

117. Gotch FA, and Sargent JA. A mechanistic analysis of the National Cooperative Dialysis Study 

(NCDS). Kidney Int 28:526-534, 1985. 

118. Grimnes S, and Martinssen Ø.G. Bioimpedance and electricity basics. Academic Press, 2000. 

 119. Greive KA, Nikolic-Paterson DJ, Guimaraes MA, Nikolovski J, Pratt LM, Mu W, Atkins 

RC, and Comper WD. Glomerular perselectivity factors are not responsible for the increase in 

fractional clearance of albumin in rat glomerulonephritis. Am J Pathol 159:1159-1170, 2001. 

120. Grosberg AY, and Khokhlov AR. Giant Molecules. Here, There, and Everywhere. 2nd edition, 

World Scientific, 2010. 

121. Grzegorzewska AE, Azar AT, Roa LM, Oliva JS, Milán JA, and Palma A. Single pool urea 

kinetic modeling. In: Modelling and Control of Dialysis Systems, Volume 1: Modeling Techniques of 

Hemodialysis Systems. (Ed. A.T.Azar) pp. 563-626, Springer, Volume 404 of the series Studies in 

Computational 

122. Haas G. Uber die kunstliche Niere. Dt Med Wochenschr 77:1640-1641, 1952.  

123. Hackl MJ, Burford JL, Villanueva K, Lam L, Suszták K, Schermer B, Benzing T, and Peti-

Peterdi J. Tracking the fate of glomerular epithelial cells in vivo using serial multiphoton imaging in 

novel mouse models with fluorescent lineage tags. Nat Med 2013 19(12): 1661–1666, 2013.       

124. Hakim RM, Breillatt J, Lazarus JM, F. and Port FK. Complement activation and 

hypersensitivity reactions to dialysis membranes. N Engl J Med 311:878-882, 1984. 

125. Hakim RM, Fearn DT, Lazarus JM with the technical assistance of Perzanowski CS. 

Biocompatibility of dialysis membranes: Effects of chronic complement activation. Kidney Int 26, 1: 

94—200, 1984. 

126. Halter RJ, Hartov A, Heaney JA, Paulsen KD, and Schned AR. Electrical impedance 

spectroscopy of the human prostate. IEEE Trans Biomed Eng 54:1321-7, 2007. 

127. Han J, Fu J, and Schoch RB. Molecular sieving using nanofilters: past, present and future. Lab 

on a Chip 8:23-33,2007. 

128. Hanai T.Electrical properties of emulsions. In: Emulsion Science, Chapter 5, ed. P.Sherman, 

Acad. Press, London&New York, 1968, p.353. 

129. Hanai T. Theory of the dielectric dispersion due to the interfacial polarization and its 

applications to emulsions. Kolloid Zeitschrift 171:23-31, 1960. 

130. Hanai T, and Koizumi N. Dielectric relaxation of W/O emulsions in particular reference to 

theories of interfacial polarization. Bull Inst Chem Res Kyoto Univ 53:153-160, 1975. 

131. Hannan WJ, Cowen SJ, Fearon KC, Plester CE, Falconer JS, and Richardson RA. 

Evaluation of multi-frequency bio-impedance analysis for the assessment of extracellular and total 

body water in surgical patients. Clin Sci 86:479-85, 1994. 

132. Haraldsson B. Assessing the peritoneal dialysis capacities of individual patients. Kidney Int 

47:1187-1198, 1995. 

133. Haraldsson B, and Jeansson M. Glomerular filter barrier. Curr Opin Nephrol Hypertens 

18:331–335, 2009.   



134. Haraldsson B, Nystrom J, and Deen WM. Properties of the glomerular barrier and mechanisms 

of proteinuria. Physiol Rev 88:451-487, 2008. 

135. Harvey SJ, Jarad G, and Cunningham J, et al. Disruption of glomerular basement membrane 

charge through podocyte-specific mutation of agrin does not alter glomerular permselectivity. Am J 

Pathol 171:139–152, 2007. 

136. Harvey SJ, and Miner JH. Revisiting the glomerular charge barrier in the molecular era. Curr 

Opin Nephrol Hypertens 17:393–398, 2008. 

137. Hayama M, Kohori F, and Sakai K. AFM observation of small surface pores of hollow-fiber 

dialysis membrane using highly sharpened probe. J Membr Sci 197:243–249, 2002. 

138. Hedayat A, Szpunar J, Kiran Kumar NAP, Peace R, Elmoselhi H, and Shoker A. 

Morphological characterization of the polyflux 210H hemodialysis filter pores.  Int J Nephrol 

2012(2012) Article ID 304135, 6 pages. 

139. Hedayat A, and Shoker A. Polyflux 210h hemodialysis membrane targets to improve filtration. 

Saudi J Kidney Dis Transpl 25:156-60, 2014. 

140. Heilmann M, Neudecker S, Wolf I, Gubhaju L, Sticht C, Schock-Kusch D, Kriz W, 

Bertram JF,Schad LR, ahd Gretz N. Quantification of glomerular number and size distribution in 

normal rat kidneys using magnetic resonance imaging. Nephrol Dial Transplant 0 (2011) 1–7.  

141. Henderson LW, Cheung AK, and Chenoweth DE. Choosing a Membrane. Am J Kid Dis 3:5—

20, 1983.  

142. Hermia J. Constant pressure blocking filtration laws – application to power-law non-Newtonian 

fluids. Trans Inst Chem Eng – Lond 60: 183- 187, 1982. 

143. Hermia J. Blocking filtration. Application to Non-Newtonian fluids. In: Mathematical models 

and design methods in solid-liquid separation. Ed.A.Rushton, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 1985.  

144. High performance membrane dialyzers. Editor(s): Saito A, Kawanishi H, Yamashita AC, 

Mineshima M.  Series Contributions to Nephrology, v.173, Series Ed. C.Ronco, Karger, 2011. 

145. Hinrichs WLJ, Ten Hoopen HWM, Engbers GHM, and Feijen J. In vitro evaluation of 

heparinized Cuprophan hemodialysis membranes. J Biomed Mater Res 35:443–450,1997. 

146. Hizi U, and Bergman DJ. Molecular diffusion in periodic porous media. J Appl Phys 87:1704-

1711, 2000. 

147. Hjalmarsson C, Ohlsson M, and Haraldsson B. Puromycinaminonucleoside damages the 

glomerular size barrier with minimal effects on charge density. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol 281:F503-

F512, 2001. 

148. Hjalmarsson C, Johanssonb BR, and Haraldsson B. Electron microscopic evaluation of the 

endothelial surface layer of glomerular capillaries. Microvasc Res 67:9–17, 2004.  

149. Ho CC, and Zydney AL. Measurement of membrane pore interconnectivity. J Membr Sci 

170:101-112, 2000. 

150. Hoenich NA, Ghezzi PM, and Ronco C. Hemodialyzers and related devices. In: Replacement of 

Renal Function by Dialysis. Editors: Hörl WH, Koch KM, Lindsay RM, Ronco C, Winchester JF 

(Editor-in-Chief), v.2, pp. 273-299, 5th revised edition, Springer-Science+Business Media, B.V. 2004. 

151. Hoenich NA, and Katopodis KP. Clinical characterization of a new polymeric membrane for 

use in renal replacement therapy.  Biomaterials 23:3853–3858, 2002.  



152. Holthöfer H. Molecular architecture of the glomerular slit diaphragm: lessons learnt for a better 

understanding of disease pathogenesis. Nephrol Dial Transplant 22:2124-2128, 2007. 

153. Huang XJ, Guduru D, and Xu ZK, et al. Immobilization of heparin on polysulfone surface for 

selective adsorption of low-density lipoprotein (LDL). Acta Biomater 6:1099–1106,2010. 

154. Huang XJ, Guduru D, and Xu ZK, et al. Blood compatibility and permeability of heparin-

modified polysulfone as potential membrane for simultaneous hemodialysis and LDL removal. 

Macromol Biosci 11:131–140, 2011. 

155. Hub JS, Grubmüller H, and De Groot BL. Dynamics and energetics of permeation through 

aquaporins. What do we learn from molecular dynamics simulations? Volume 190 of the series 

Handbook of Experimental Pharmacology (Chapter: Aquaporins) pp 57-76.  

156. Humes HD, Fissell WH, and Tiranathanagu K. The future of hemodialysis membranes. 

Kidney Int 69:1115–1119, 2006. 

157. Ibrahim R, Nitsche JM, and Kasting GB. Dermal clearance model for epidermal 

bioavailability calculations. J Pharm Sci 101:2094-2108, 2012. 

158. Ileri N, Létant SE, Palazoglu A, Stroeve P, Tringe JW, and Faller R. Mesoscale simulations 

of biomolecular transport through nanofilters with tapered and cylindrical geometries. Phys Chem 

Chem Phys 21:15066-77, 2012. 

159. Israelachvili J.N. Measurement of the viscosity of liquids in very thin films. J Colloid  Interface 

Sci 110:263-271,1986. 

160. Jaffrin MY, Gupta BB, and Malbrancq JM. A one-dimensional model of simultaneous 

hemodialysis and ultrafiltration with highly permeable membranes. J Biomech Eng 103:261-266, 

1981. 

161. Jaffrin MY, and Morel H. Body fluid volumes measurements by impedance: A review of 

bioimpedance spectroscopy (BIS) and bioimpedance analysis (BIA) methods. Med Eng Phys. 

30:1257-69, 2008.  

162. Jaffrin MY, Fenech M, Moreno MV, and Kieffer R. Total body water measurement by a 

modification of the bioimpédance spectroscopy method. Med Bio Eng Comput 44:873-82,2006 

163. Jarad G, Cunningham J, Shaw AS, and Miner JH. Proteinurea precedes podocytes 

abnormalities in Lamb mice, implicating the glomerular basement membrane as an albumin barrier. J 

Clin Invest 166:2272-2297, 2006. 

164. Jarad G, and Miner JH. Update on the glomerular filtration barrier. Curr Opin Nephrol 

Hypertens 18:226–232, 2009. 

165. Jeansson M, and Haraldsson B. Morphological and functional evidence for an important role of 

the endothelial cell glycocalyx in the glomerular barrier. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol 290:F111–116, 

2006. 

166. Jiang Jin-Hong, Zhu Li-Ping, and Li Xiao-Lin, et al. Surface modification of PE porous 

membranes based  on  the  strong  adhesion  of  polydopamine  and  covalent  immobilization  of  

heparin.  J Membr Sci 364:194–202, 2010. 

167. Johnson DL, Koplik J, and Dashen R. Theory of dynamic permeability and tortuosity in fluid –

saturated porous media. J Fluid Mech 176:379-402,1987.  



168. Kanani DM, Fissel WH, Roy S, Dubnisheva A, Fleishman A, and Zydney A. Permeability – 

selectivity analysis for ultrafiltration: Effect of pore geometry. J Membr Sci 349:405-10,2010. 

169. Karan S, Jiang ZW, and Livingston AG. Sub-10 nm polyamide nanofilms with ultrafast 

solvent transport for molecular separation. Science 348:1347-1351,2015. 

170. Kaysen GA, Zhu F, Sarkar S, Heymsfield SB, Wong J, Kaitwatcharachai C, Kuhlmann 

MK, and Levin NW. Estimation of total-body and limb muscle mass in hemodialysis patients by 

using multifrequency bioimpedance spectroscopy. Am J Clin Nutr 82: 988-995, 2005.   

171. Kazuhiko, I. Fukumoto Kikuko, and Iwasaki Yasuhiko, et al. Modification of polysulfone 

with phospholipid polymer for improvement of the blood compatibility. Part 1. Surface 

characterization. Biomaterials 20:1545–1551,1999. 

172. Kedem O, and Katchalsky A. Thermodynamic analysis of the permeability of biological 

membranes to nonelectrolytes. Biochim Biophys Acta 27:229-246,1958. 

173. Kedem O, and Katchalsky A. A physical interpretation of the phenomenological coefficients of 

membrane permeability. J Gen Physiol  45:143-179,1961. 

174. Kedem O, and Katchalsky A. Permeability of composite membranes. Parts 1,2 and 3. Trans 

Faraday Soc 59:1918-1954,1963. 

175. Keshaviah P. Urea kinetic and middle molecule approaches to assessing the adequacy of 

hemodialysis and CAPD. Kidney Int Suppl 40:S28-S38,1993. 

176. Keshaviah P. Adequacy of CAPD: a quantitative approach. Kidney Int 42(Suppl.28):S160-

4,1992. 

177. Khaled MA, Lukaski HC, and Watkins CL. Determination of total body water deuterium 

NMR. Am J Clin Nutr 45:1-6, 1987. 

178. Kidney Disease: Improving Global Outcomes (KDIGO) CKD Work Group. KDIGO 2012 

Clinical Practice Guideline for the Evaluation and Management of Chronic Kidney Disease. Kidney 

Int Suppl 3:1–150, 2013. 

179. Kim AS, and Chen H. Diffusive tortuosity factor of solid and soft cake layers: A random walk 

simulation approach.  J Membr Sci 279:129–139, 2006. 

 180. Kim HI, and Kim SS. Plasma treatment of polypropylene and polysulfone supports for thin film 

composite reverse osmosis membrane J Membr Sci 286:193–201, 2006. 

181.Kimura G, Satani M, Kojima S, Kuroda K, Itoh K, and Ikeda M. A computerized model to 

analyze transcellular fluid shift during hemofiltration. Artif Organs 6:31-36, 1982. 

182. King LS, Moon C, and Agre P. Aquaporin-1 water channel protein in lung: ontogeny, steroid-

induced expression, and distribution in rat. J Clin Invest 97:2183-91,1996. 

183.Kishore BK, Mandon B, Oza NB, DiGiovanni SR, Coleman RA,Ostrowski NL, Wade JB, 

and Knepper MA. Rat renal arcade segment expresses vasopressin-regulated water channel and 

vasopressin V2 receptor. J Clin Invest 97:2763–2771,1996. 

184. Klinkenberg LJ. Analogy between diffusion and electrical conductivity in porous rocks. Bulletin 

of the Geological Society of America 62:559-564,1951. 

185. Knepper MA. Molecular physiology of urinary concentrating mechanism: regulation of 

aquaporin water channels by vasopressin. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol 272:F3–F12, 1997. 



186. Koda Y. Clinical benefits of high-performance membrane dialyzers. Pp.58-69 In: High-

performance membrane dialyzers.Editor(s): Saito A, Kawanishi H, Yamashita AC, Mineshima M,  

Karger, 2011. 

187.Koda Y, Shin-Ichi Nishi, Shigeru Miyazaki, Susumu Haginoshita, Tai Sakurabayashi, 

Masashi Suzuki, Shinji Sakai, Yasuko Yuasa, Yoshihei Hirasawa, and Tsugio Nishi. Switch from 

conventional to high-flux membrane reduces the risk of carpal tunnel syndrome and mortality of 

hemodialysis patients. Kidney Int 52:1096-1101, 1997. 

188. Koivu V,  Decain M ,  Geindreau C ,  Mattila K , J.-F. Bloch, M. Transport properties of 

heterogeneous materials. Combining computerised X-ray micro-tomography and direct numerical 

simulations. International Journal of Computational Fluid Dynamics 23 (2011)  

189. Kolff W, and Berk H. The artificial kidney: a dialyser with a great area. Acta Med Scand 117 

(121-134). 

190. Kokubo K-I, and Sakai K. Evaluation of dialysis membranes using a tortuous pore model. 

AlChE J 44 (1998) 2607-2620. 

191. Kostek S, Schwartz LM, and Johnson DL. Fluid permeability in porous media: comparison of 

electrical estimates with hydrodynamic calculations. Phys Rev B 45:186-195,1992. 

192. Kotler DP, Burastero S, Wang J, and Pirson RN. Jr. prodiction of body cell mass, fat-free 

mass, and total body water with bioelectrical impedance analysis: effects of race, sex and disease. Am 

J Clin Nutr 64:4895-4975, 1996. 

193. Kotyk A, and Janáček K. Cell membrane transport. Principles and techniques. Second edition, 

Plenum Press, New York 1975. 

194. Kozeny J.  Ueber kapillare Leitung des Wassers im Boden. Sitzungsberichte Wiener Akademie, 

136(2a): 271-306, 1927. 

195. Kozono D, Yasui M, King LS, Agre P. Aquaporin water channels: atomic structure molecular 

dynamics meet clinical medicine. J Clin Invest 109:1395-9, 2002. 

196. Kramer P, Wigger W, Rieger J, Matthaci D, and Scheler F. Arteriovenous hemofiltration: a 

new and simple method for treatment of overhydrated patients resistant to diuretics. Klin Wochenschr 

55:1121-2, 1977. 

197. Krediet RT. The physiology of peritoneal solute transport and ultrafiltration. In: R. Gokal, R. 

Khanna, R.T. Krediet, K.D. Nolph (eds.) Textbook of Peritoneal Dialysis. Dordrecht: Kluwer, 2000, 

135-172. 

198. Krediet RT, Lindholm B, and Rippe B. Pathophysiology of peritoneal membrane failure. Perit 

Dial Int 20 (Suppl 4):S22–S42, 2000. 

199. Krediet RT, Struijk DG, Koomen GC, and Arisz L. Peritoneal fluid kinetics during CAPD 

measured with intraperitoneal dextran 70. ASAIO Trans 37:662-7,1991. 

200. Kurkus J. Nils Alwall. One of precursors of dialysis treatment. G Ital Nefrol 35(Suppl 70):38-

43, 2018. 

201. Kurkus J, Nykvist M, Lindergård B, and Segelmark M. Thirty-five years of hemodialysis: 

two case reports as a tribute to Nils Alwall. AJKD 49: 471-476, 2007. 

202. Kushner RF, and Schoeller DA. Estimation of total body water by electrical impedance 

analysis. Am Coll Nutr 11:417-424, 1986. 

http://www.tandfonline.com/author/Decain%2C+Maxime
http://www.tandfonline.com/author/Geindreau%2C+Christian
http://www.tandfonline.com/author/Mattila%2C+Keijo
http://www.tandfonline.com/author/Bloch%2C+Jean-Francis


203. Kyle UG, Bosaeus I, De Lorenzo AD, Deurenberg P, Elia M, Manuel Gómez J, Lilienthal 

Heitmann B, Kent-Smith L, Melchior JC, Pirlich M, Scharfetter H, M W J Schols A, Pichard C 

and ESPEN. Bioelectrical impedance analysis – part II: utilization in clinical practice. Clin Nutr 

23:1430-1453, 2004.  

204. Ladero M, Santos A, and Garcia-Ochoa F. Hindered diffusion of proteins and 

polymethacrylates in controlled-pore glass: an experimental approach. Chem Eng Sci 62:666-678, 

2007. 

 205. Lal MA, Andersson A-C, Katayama K, Xiao Z, Nukui M, Hultenby K, Wernerson A, and 

Tryggvason K. Rhophilin-1 is a key regulator of the podocyte cytoskeleton and is essential for 

glomerular filtration. JASN 07/(2014)  

206. LaMilia V, Di Filippo S, Crepaldi M, Del Vecchio L, Dell’oro C, Andrulli S, and Locatelli F. 

Mini-peritoneal equilibration test: a simple and fast method to assess free water and small solute 

transport across the peritoneal membrane. Kidney Int 68:840–6, 2005. 

207. Landau LD, and Lishitz EM. Electrodynamics of continuous media, Course of Theoretical 

Physics, volume 8, Pergamon, 1960.  

208. Landau LD, and Lifshitz EM. Statistical physics. Course of Theoretical Physics, volume 5. 3rd 

edition, Oxford, 2009. 

209. Layton AT. Mathematical modeling of kidney transport. WIREs Syst Biol Med 5:557–573, 2013.  

210. Layton AT. Modeling transport and flow regulatory mechanisms of the kidney. International 

Scholarly Research Network, ISRN Biomathematics, Volume 2012, Article ID 170594, 18 pages. 

211. Lee H, Scherer NF, and Messersmith PB. Single-molecule mechanics of mussel adhesion. 

Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.S.A., 103 (2006), pp. 12999–13003 

 212. Leung JCK, Lai KN, and Tang SCW. Crosstalk between podocytes and tubular epithelial 

cells. In: Z.-H.Liu, J.C.He. Podocytopathy. Contributions to Nephrology. Ed. C.Ronco. Vol.183. 

Karger, 2014, pp.54-63. 

213.Li B,  Liu WP, Jiang ZY, Dong X, Wang BY, and Zhong YR. Ultrathin and stable active layer 

of dense composite membrane enabled by polydopamine. Langmuir 25:7368–7374, 2009. 

214. Liu H, and Wintour EM. Aquaporins in development – a review. Reproductive Biology and 

Endocrinology 3:1-10, 2005. 

215. Loffing J, Loffing-Cueni D, Macher A, Hebert SC, Olson B, Knepper MA, Rossier BC, and 

Kaissling B. Localization of epitheliasodium channel and aquaporin-2 in rabbit kidney cortex. Am J 

Physiol Renal Physiol 278: F530–F539, 2000. 

216. Locatelli F, Buoncristiani U, Canaud B, Kohler H, Petitclerc T, and Zucchelli P. Dialysis 

dose and frequency. Nephrol Dial Transplant 20:285-296, 2005. 

217. Looyenga H. Dielectric constants of heterogeneous mixture. Physica 31:401-406, 1965. 

218. Lorenzo AD, Andreoli A, Matthie J, and Withers P. Predicting body cell mass with 

bioimpedance by using theoretical methods: a technological review.  J Appl Physiol 82:1542-1558, 

1997. 

219. Lukaski HC, and Bolonchuk WW. Estimation of body fluid volumes using tetrapolar 

bioelectrical impedance measurements. Aviat Space Environ Med 59:1163-9, 1988. 



220. Lund U, Rippe A, Venturoli D, Tenstad O, Grubb A, and Rippe B. Glomerular filtration rate 

dependence of sieving of albumin and some neutral proteins in rat kidneys. Am J Physiol Renal 

Physiol 284:F1226-F1234, 2003. 

221. Mahmoudi N, Reed L, Moix A, Alshammari N, Hestekin J, and Servoss SL. PEG-mimetic 

peptoid reduces protein fouling of polysulfone hollow fibers. Colloids and Surfaces B: Biointerfaces 

149:23-29, 2017.  

222. Malone DM, and Andersson JL. Hindered diffusion of particles through small pores. Chem Eng 

Sci 33:1429, 1978. 

223. Mann H, and Stiller S. Sodium modeling. Kidney Int Suppl 76: S79-88, 2000. 

224.Mann H, S.Stiller S, U.Gladziwa U, and Konigs F. Kinetic modeling and continuous on-line 

blood volume measurement during dialysis therapy. Nephrol Dial Transplant 5 (Suppl. 1):144-146, 

1990. 

225. Marchese J, Ponce M, Ochoa NA, Prádanos P, Palaciob L, and Hernández A. Fouling 

behaviour of polyethersulfone UF membranes made with different PVP. J Membr Sci 211:1–11, 2003. 

226. Marchetti P, Solomon MFJ, Szekely G, and Livingston AG. Molecular separation with 

organic solvent nanofiltration: a critical review. Chem.Rev. 144 (2014) 10735-10806. 

227.Martinsen OG ,Grimnes S ,Nilsen JK,Tronstad C, Jang W, Kim H, Shin K, Naderi M, and 

Thielmann F. Gravimetric method for in vitro calibration of skin hydration measurements. 

Biomedical Engineering, IEEE Transactions 55:728 – 732,2008. 

228. Matthiasson E. The role of macromolecular adsorption in fouling of ultrafiltration membranes. J 

Membr Sci 16:23-36, 1983. 

229. Matthie JR. Second generation mixture theory equation for estimating intracellular water using 

bioimpedance spectroscopy. J Appl Physiol 99:780-1, 2005. 

230. Matthie JR. Bioimpedance measurements of human body composition: critical analysis and 

outlook. Expert Review of Medical Devices 5: 239-261,2008. 

231. Maxwell JC. A Treatise on Electricity and Magnetism, Vol.I. Clarendon Press, Oxford, 2nd 

edition, 1881. 

232. Me P, and Taylor A. Effect of nocodazole on the water permeability response to vasopressin in 

rabbit collecting tubules perfused in vitro. J Physiol (Lond) 411:529–544, 1989. 

233. Mehta A, and Zydney AL. Permeability and selectivity analysis for ultrafiltration membranes. J 

Membr Sci 249: 245–249, 2005. 

234. Mehta A, and Zydney AL. Effect of membrane charge on flow and protein transport during 

ultrafiltration. Biotechnol Progr 22:484-492, 2006. 

235. Mendoza JM, Sun S, Chertow GM, Moran J, Doss S, and Schiller B.  Dialysate sodium and 

sodium gradient in maintenance hemodialysis: a neglected sodium restriction approach. Nephrol Dial 

Transplant 26:1281-1287, 2011. 

236. Michel CC. One hundred years of Starling’s hypothesis. News Physiol Sci 11:229-237, 1996. 

237. Miller NE, Michel CC, Nanjee MN, Olszewki, Miller IP, Hazell, Olivecrona G, Sutton P, 

Humphreys SM, and Frayn KN. Secretion of adipokines by human adipose tissue in vivo: 

partitioning between capillary and lymphatic transport. Am J Physiol Endocrinol Metab 301:E659-

E66, 2011. 



238. Missner A, Kügler P, Saparov SM, Sommer K, Mathai JC, Zeidel ML, and Pohl P. Carbon 

dioxide transport through membranes. J Biol Chem 37:25340-7, 2008.  

239. Mitra PP, Sen PN, and Schwartz LM. Short-time behavior of the diffusion coefficient as a 

geometrical probe of porous media. Phys Rev B 47:8565 – 8574, 1993. 

240. Modeling and control of dialysis systems: volume 2. Biofeedback systems and soft 

computing techniques of dialysis. (Editor A.T.Azar) Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg, 2013. 

241. Moissl UM, Wabel P, Chamney PW, Bosaeus I, and Levin NW, et al. Body fluid volume 

determination via body composition spectroscopy in health and disease. Physiol Meas 27:921-33, 

2006 

242. Montgomery LD, Gerth WA, Montgomery RW, Lew SQ, Klein MM, Stewart JM, and 

Velasquez MT. Monitoring intracellular, interstitial, and intravascular volume changes during fluid 

management procedures. Med Biol Eng Comput 51:1167-1175, 2013. 

243. Mulasi U, Kuchnia AJ, Cole AJ, and Earthmen CP. Bioimpedance at the Bedside: Current 

Applications, Limitations, and Opportunities. Nutrition in Clinical Practice , 2015. 

244.Murty MSN, Sharma UK, Pandey VB, and Kankare SB. Serum cystatin C as a marker of renal 

function in detection of early acute kidney injury. Indian J Nephrol 23:180–183, 2013. 

245. Nakao S-i. Determination of pore size and pore size distribution. 3. Filtration membranes. J 

Membr Sci 96:131-165, 1994. 

246. Namekawa K, Schreiber MT, Aoyagi T, and Ebara M. Fabrication of zeolite-polymer 

composite nanofibers for removal of uremic toxins from kidney failure patients. Biomater Sci 2014. 

247. Neale GH, and Nader WK. Prediction of transport processes within porous media: diffusive 

flow processes within an homogeneous swarm of spherical particles. AIChe J 19:112-119, 1973. 

248.Nguyen T, Toussaint J, Xue Y, Raval C, Cancel L, Russell S, Shou Y,  Sedes O, Sun Y, 

Yakobov R, Tarbell JM, Jan KM, and Rumschitzki DS. Aquaporin-1 facilitates pressure-driven 

water flow across the aortic endothelium. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol 308:H1051-64, 2015. 

 249. Ni J, Verbavatz J-M, Rippe A, Boisdé I, Moulin P, Rippe B, Verkman AS, and Devuyst O. 

Aquaporin-1 plays an essential role in water permeability and ultrafiltration during peritoneal dialysis. 

Kidney Int 69:1518–1525, 2006. 

250. Nielsen LE. Models for the permeability of filled polymer systems. J Macromol Sci (Chem) A1: 

929-942, 1967.  

251. Nielsen S, DiGiovanni SR, Christensen EI, Knepper MA, and Harris HW. Cellular and 

subcellular immunolocalization of vasopressin regulated water channel in rat kidney. Proc Natl Acad 

Sci USA 90:11663–11667, 1993. 

252.Nielsen S, Kwon TH,  Christensen BM, Promeneur D, Frøkiær J, and Marples D. Physiology 

and pathophysiology of renal aquaporins. J Am Nephrol 10:647-663, 1999. 

253.Nielsen S, Frøkiær J, Marples D, Kwon TH, Agre P, and Kneppe MA. Aquaporins in the 

kidney: from molecules to medicine. Physiol Rev 82:205-44, 2002.   

254. Nielsen S, Smith BL, Christensen EI, and Agre P. Distribution of the aquaporin CHIP in 

secretory and resorptive epithelia and capillary endothelia. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 90:7275-7279, 

1993. 



255. Nielsen S, Smith B, Christensen EI, Knepper MA, and Agre P.  CHIP28 water channels are 

localized in constitutively water-permeable segments of the nephron. J Cell Biol 120: 371–383, 1993. 

256. Noda Y, Sohara E, Ohta E, and Sasaki S. Aquaporins in kidney pathophysiology. Nat Rev 

Nephrol. 2010 Mar; 6(3):168-78. Doi: 10.1038/nrneph.2009.231. Epub 2010 Jan 26. 

257. Nolph K, Gokal R, and Mujais S. ISPD ad hoc committee on ultrafiltration management in 

peritoneal dialysis. Perit Dial Int 20 (Suppl 4):S3–4,2000. 

258. Nolph, KD. The peritoneal dialysis system. In: KD Nolph (Ed.) Peritoneal Dialysis. Martinus 

Nijhoff, The Hague; 21–41, 1981. 

259. Nordbotten BJ, Martinsen OG, and Grimnes S. Methods for calculating phase angle from 

measured whole body bioimpedance modulus. International Conference on Electrical Bioimpedance. 

Journal of Physics: Conference Series 224 (2010) 012075- 1-4. 

260. Ochoaa, Prádanosb P, Palaciob L, Paglieroc C, Marchesea J, and Hernández A. Pore size 

distributions based on AFM imaging and retention of multidisperse polymer solutes: Characterisation 

of polyethersulfone UF membranes with dopes containing different PVP. Journal of Membrane 

Science 187, Issues 1–2, 15 (2001) 227–237. 

261. Ofsthun NJ, and Leypoldt JK. Ultrafiltration and backfiltration during hemodialysis. Artif 

Organs 19:1143-61,1995. 

262. Ofsthun NJ, and Zydney AI. Importance of convection in artificial kidney treatment, In: K. 

Maeda, K. Shinzato, eds. Effective hemodiafiltration: New methods. Basel, 1994 , pp.54-70. 

263. Ogston AG. The spaces in a uniform random suspension of fibres.  Trans Faraday Soc 54:1754-

1757, 1958. 

264. O'Lone EL, Visser A, Finney H, and Fan SL. Clinical significance of multi-frequency 

bioimpedance spectroscopy in peritoneal dialysis patients: independent predictor of patient survival. 

Nephrol Dial Transplant 29:1430-7, 2014. 

265. Onsager L. Reciprocal relations in irreversible processes. Part I. Phys Rev 37:405-426, 1931. 

266. https://www.nobelprize.org/nobel_prizes/chemistry/laureates/1968/ 

 267.Öberg CM, and Rippe B. Quantification of the electrostatic properties of the glomerular 

filtration barrier modeled as a charged fiber matrix separating anionic from neutral Ficoll. Am J Renal 

Physiol 304: F781-F787, 2013. 

268.Öberg CM, and Rippe B. A distributed two-pore model: theoretical implications and practical 

application to the glomerular sieving of Ficoll. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol 306: F844-F854, 2014. 

269.Öberg CM, Groszek JJ, Roy S, Fissell WH, and Rippe B. A distributed solute model: an 

extended two-pore model with application to the glomerular sieving of Ficoll. Am J Physiol Renal 

Physiol   3: F475-F484, 2017. 

270.Öberg CM, and Rippe B. Optimizing automated peritoneal dialysis using an extended 3-pore 

model. Kidney Int Reports 2: 943-951, 2017. 

 271. Parikova A, Watske S, Struijk DG, Machteld M, and Krediet RT. The contribution of free 

water transport and small pore transport to the total fluid removal in peritoneal dialysis. Kidney Int 

68:1849–1856, 2005.  

272. Paskalev DN. Georg Haas (1886–1971): The Forgotten Hemodialysis Pioneer. Dialysis and 

Transplantation 30:828- 832, 2001. 

https://www.nobelprize.org/nobel_prizes/chemistry/laureates/1968/


273. Patlak CS, Goldstein DA, and Hoffman JF. The flow of solute and solvent across a two-

membrane system. J Theor Biol 5:426-442, 1963. 

274. Patrakka J, and Tryggvason K. New insights into the role of podocytes in proteinuria. Nat Rev 

Nephrol 50:463-8, 2009. 

275. Pavenstädt H, Kriz W, and Kretzler M. Cell biology of the glomerular podocyte. Physiol Rev 

83: 253-307, 2003. 

276. Pereira BJG, and Cheung AK. Complications of biocompatibility of hemodialysis membranes, 

pp.41-51, In: Complications of Dialysis, eds. N.Lameire and R.L.Mehta, Marcel Dekker 2000. 

277. Perl W. Convection and permeation of albumin between plasma and interstitium. Microvasc Res 

10:83-94, 1975. 

278. Petitclerc T, Goux N, Reynier AL, and Béné B. A model for non-invasive estimation of invivo 

dialyzer performances and patients conductivity during hemodialysis. Int J Artif Organs 16:585-591, 

1993. 

279. Petitclerc T, Hamani A, and Jacobs C. Optimization of sodium balance during hemodialysis by 

routine implementation of kinetic modeling. Blood Purif 10:309-316, 1992. 

280. Peti-Peterdi J, Kidokoro K, and Riquier-Brison A. Novel in vivo techniques to visualize 

kidney anatomy and function. Kidney Int 88:44-51, 2015. 

281. Phillips ME, and Taylor A. Effect of nocodazole on the water permeability response to 

vasopressin in rabbit collecting tubules perfused in vitro. J Physiol (Lond) 411:529–544, 1989. 

282. Phillips ME, and Taylor A. Effect of colcemid on the water permeability response to 

vasopressin in isolated perfused rabbit collecting tubules. J Physiol (Lond) 456:591–608, 1992. 

283. Piccoli A. Estimation of fluid volumes in hemodialysis patients: comparing bioimpedance with 

isotopic and dilution methods. Kidney Int 85:738-741, 2014. 

284. Pichonnaz C, Bassin J-P, Currat D, Martin E, and Jolles BM. Bioimpedance for oedema 

evaluation after total knee arthroplasty. 16 (2015) 100 1-8. Physiother Res Int 8:140-147, 2013. 

285. Polyakov YS, and Zydney AL. Ultrafiltration membrane performance: Effects of pore 

blockage/constriction. J Membr Sci 434:106-120, 2013. 

286. Popovich, RP, Hlavinka DJ, Bomar J B, Moncrief JW, and Decherd JF. The consequences of 

physiological resistance on metabolic removal from the patient-artificial kidney system. ASAIO 21: 

108-116, 1975. 

287. Pregl F. Beitrage zur Methodik des Dialysierverfahrens von E.Abderhalden. Fermentforschung 

1: 7-12, 1914. Also the formulation for his Nobel Prize see in 

http://www.nobelprize.org/nobel_prizes/chemistry/laureates/1923/ 

288. Progress in Hemodialysis - From Emergent Biotechnology to Clinical Practice. Edited by 

Angelo Carpi, Carlo Donadio and Gianfranco Tramonti. InTech, 2011. 

 289. Qajar A, Daigle H, and Prodanović M. The effects of pore geometry on adsorption equilibrium 

in shale formations and coal-beds: Lattice density functional theory study. Fuel 163:205–213, 2016. 

290. Quinson JF, Mameri N, Guihard L, and Bariou B. The study of the swelling of an 

ultrafiltration membrane under the influence of solvents by thermoporometry and measurement of 

permeability. J Membr Sci 58:191-200, 1991. 

http://www.nobelprize.org/nobel_prizes/chemistry/laureates/1923/


291. Raimann JG, Zhu F, and Wang J, Thijssen S,Kuhlmann MK, Kotanko P, Levin NW, and 

Kaysen GA. Comparison of fluid volume estimates in chronic hemodialysis patients by 

bioimpedance, direct isotropic, and dilution methods. Kidney Int 85:898-908, 2014. 

292. Rana D, and Matsura T. Surface modifications for antifouling membranes. Chem Rev 

110:2448–2471, 2010. 

293. Rayleigh, Lord, Sec.R.S. On the influence of obstacles arranged in rectangular order upon the 

propreties of a medium. The London, Edinburg and Dublin, Philosophical Magazine and Journal of 

Science, 34:481-502, 1892. 

294. Renkin EM. The relationship between dialysance, membrane area, permeability, blood flow in 

the artificial kidney. ASAIO Trans 2:102–105, 1956. 

295. Renkin EM. Transport of large molecules across capillary walls. Physiologist 7:13-28, 1964. 

296. Renkin EM. Relation of capillary morphology to transport of fluid and large molecules: a 

review. Acta Physiol Scand Suppl 463:81-91,1979. 

297. Renkin EM. Capillary transport of macromolecules: pores and other endothelial pathways. J 

Appl Physiol 58:315-325, 1985. 

298. Renkin EM. Some consequences of capillary permeability to macromolecules: Starling’s 

hypothesis reconsidered. Am J Physiol 250: H705-H710, 1986. 

299. Renkin EM, and Garlick DG. Blood-lymph transport of macromolecules. Microvasc Res 2:392-

398, 1970. 

 300. Renkin EM, Joyner WL, Sloop CH, and Watson PD. Influence of venous pressure on plasma-

lymph transport in the dog’s paw: convective and dissipative mechanisms. Microvasc Res 14:191-204, 

1977. 

301. Renkin EM, Watson PD, Sloop WM, and Curry FE. Transport pathways for fluid and large 

molecules in miscovascular endothelium of the dog’s paw. Microvasc Res 14: 205-214, 1977. 

302. Ripoche P, Goossens D, Devuyst O, Gane P, Colin Y, Verkman AS, and Cartron JP. Role of 

RhAG and AQP1 in NH3 and CO2 gas transport in red cell ghosts: a stopped-flow analysis. Transfus 

Clin Biol 13:117-22, 2006. 

303. Rippe A, Rippe C, Swärd K, and Rippe B. Disproportionally low clearance of macromolecules 

from plasma to the peritoneal cavity in a mouse model of peritoneal dialysis. Nephrol Dial Transplant 

22: 88-95, 2007. 

304. Rippe B. A three-pore model of peritoneal transport. Perit Dial Int 13: S1-S4, 1993. 

305. Rippe B. Free water transport, small pore transport and the osmotic pressure gradient three-pore 

model of peritoneal transport. Nephrol Dial Transplant 23: 2147-2153, 2008. 

306. Rippe B, and Davies S. Permeability of peritoneal and glomerular capillaries: what are the 

differences according to pore theory? Perit Dial Int 31: 249–58, 2011. 

307. Rippe B, and Haraldsson B. Transport of macromolecules across microvascular walls: the two-

pore theory. Physiol Rev 74: 163-219, 1994. 

308. Rippe B, and Haraldsson B. Fluid and protein fluxes across small and large pores in the 

microvasculature. Application of two-pore equations. Acta Physiol. Scand. 131: 411-428, 1987. 



309. Rippe B, and Krediet RT. Peritoneal physiology-transport of solutes. In: R. Gokal, K. Nolph 

(Eds.), The Textbook of Pentoneal Dialysis, Springer (1994), pp. 69–113. 

310. Rippe B, and Levin L. Computer simulations of ultrafiltration profiles for an icodextrin-based 

peritoneal fluid in CAPD. Kidney Int 57: 2546-2556, 2000. 

311. Rippe B, and Öberg CM. Counterpoint: defending pore theory. Perit Dial Int.  35: 9–13, 2015.  

312. Rippe B, Stelin G, and Ahlmen J. Lymph flow from the peritoneal cavity in CAPD patients. In: 

Maher JF, Winchester JF, eds. Frontiers in Peritoneal Dialysis. New York, Springer, 1986, pp.24-30. 

313. Rippe B, Stelin G, and Haraldsson B. Computer simulations of peritoneal fluid transport in 

CAPD. Kidney Int 40:  315–325, 1991. 

314. Rippe B, and Venturoli D.  Simulations of osmotic ultrafiltration failure in CAPD using a serial 

three-pore membrane/fiber matrix model. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol 292: F1035–43, 2007. 

315. Rippe B, and Venturoli D. Fluid loss from the peritoneal cavity by back-filtration through the 

small pores of the three-pore model. Kidney Int 73: 985–986, 2008. 

316. Rippe B, Venturoli D, Simonsen O, and de Arteaga J. Fluid and electrolyte transport across 

the peritoneal membrane during CAPD according to the three-pore model. Perit Dial Int 24: 10-27, 

2004. 

317. Rippe C, Asgeirsson D, Venturoli D, Rippe A, and Rippe B. Effects of glomerular filtration 

rate on Ficoll sieving coefficients (theta) in rats. Kidney Int 69: 1326-1332, 2006. 

318. Rippe C, Rippe A, Larsson A, Asgeirsson D, and Rippe B. Nature of glomerular capillary 

permeability changes following acute rnal ischemia-reperfusion injury in rats. Am J Physiol 291: 

F1362-F1368, 2006. 

319. Roa LM, Naranjo D, Reina-Tosina J, Lara A, Milán JA, Estudillo MA, and Oliva JS. 

Applications of Bioimpedance to End Stage Renal Disease (ESRD). In: Modeling and control of 

dialysis systems. Volume 1: Modeling Techniques of Hemodialysis Systems, pp. 689-769. (A. T. Azar, 

Ed.) Springer, 2013. 

320. Rodbard D, and Chrambach A. Unified theory for gel electrophoresis and gel filtration. PNAS 

65:970-977, 1970. 

321. Ronco C, Ghezzi PM, and Bowry SR. Membranes for hemodialysis. In: Replacement of Renal 

Function by Dialysis. Editors: W.H. Hörl, K.M. Koch, R.M.Lindsay, C.Ronco, J.F.Winchester 

(Editor-in-Chief), v. 1, pp. 301-323, 5th revised edition, Springer, B.V. 2004. 

322. Russo LM, Sandoval RM, McKee M, Osicka TM, Collins AB, Brown D, Molitoris BA, and 

Comper WD.  The normal kidney filters nephrotic levels of albumin retrieved by proximal tubule 

cells: retrieval is disrupted in nephrotic states. Kidney Int 71:504–513, 2007.  

323. Saito A, and Foley HC. Curvature and parametric sensitivity in models for adsorption in 

micropores. AIChE J 37:429–436, 1991. 

324. Sakai K. Determination of pore size and pore size distribution. 2. Dialysis membranes. J Membr 

Sci 96:91-130, 1994. 

 325. Salmon AHJ, Neal CR, and Harper SJ. New aspects of glomerular filtration barrier structure 

and function: five layers (at least) not three.  Current Opinion in Nephrology and Hypertension 

18:197–205, 2009. 



326. Sanandaji N, Carlsson N, Voinova M, and Åkerman B. Comparison of oligonucleotide 

mirgation in a bicontinuous cubic phase of monoolein and water and in a fibrous agarose hydrogel. 

Electrophoresis 27: 3007-3017, 2006. 

327. Santos A, and Bedrikovetsky P. A stochastic model for particulate suspension flow in porous 

media. Transp Porous Media 62: 25-53, 2006 

328. Santos A, Bedrikovetsky P, and Fontoura S. Analytical micro model for size exclusion: pore 

blocking and permeability reduction. J Membr Sci 308: 115-127, 2008. 

329. Sargent JA, and Gotch FA. Mathematic modeling of dialysis therapy. Kidn Int Suppl 10: S2-10, 

1980. 

330. Sargent JA, and Gotch FA. Principles and Biophysics of Dialysis. In: Replacement of Renal 

Function by Dialysis, Drukker, W., Parsons, F. M., Maher, J.F. (Eds.). The Hague: Martinus Nijhoff 

Publishers, 1983, pp. 38-68. 

331. Satchell SC, and Braet F. Glomerular endothelial cell fenestrations: an integral component of 

the glomerular filtration barrier. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol 296:F947–F956, 2009. 

332. Schnermann J, and Briggs JP. The kidney: physiology and pathophysiology. 2000. 

333. Schmaldienst S, and Hörl WH, The biology of hemodialysis, pp. 157-179. In : Replacement of 

renal function by dialysis ,5th revised edition, V. 3, Springer, 2004. 

334. Science and Technology of Separation Membranes, vol.1 (ed.Tadashi Uragami) Wiley 2017. 

335. Seaton NA. Determination of the connectivity of porous solids from nitrogen sorption 

measurements. Chem Eng Sci 46:1895-1909, 1991. 

336.Seoane F, Abtahi S, Abtahi F,  Ellegård L,  Johannsson G,  Bosaeus I, and Ward LC. Mean 

expected error in prediction of total body water. A true accuracy comparison between bioimpedance 

spectroscopy and single frequency regression equations. BioMed Res Int 05 2015; 2015:11. 

337. Sekulic M, and Sekulic SP. A compendium of urinary biomarkers indicative of glomerular 

podocytopathy. Pathology Research International 2013 (2013) Article ID 782395, 18 pages . 

338. Schmaldienst S, and Hörl WH. The biology of hemodialysis, pp. 157-179. In: Replacement of 

renal function by dialysis, 5th revised edition, Eds. W.H.Hörl, K.M.Koch, R.M.Lindsay, C.Ronco, 

J.F.Winchester (editor-in-chief), v.1, Chapter 7, Springer-Science+Business Media, 2004. 

339. Schneditz D, and Daugirdas JT. Compartment effects in hemodialysis. Semin Dial 14:271-277, 

2001.  

340. Schneditz D, Fariyike B, Osheroff R, and Levin NW. Is intercompartmental urea clearance 

during hemodialysis aperfusion term? A comparison of two pool urea kinetic models. J Am Soc 

Nephrol 6: 1360-1370, 1995.  

341. Shanahan CM, Connolly DL, Tyson KL, Cary NR, Osbourn JK, Agre P, and Weissberg 

PL. Aquaporin-1 is expressed by vascular smooth muscle cells and mediates rapid water transport 

across vascular cell membranes. J Vasc Res 36:353-62, 1999. 

342. Shen JI, and Winkelmayer WC. Use and safety of unfractionated heparin for anticoagulation 

during maintenance hemodialysis. Am J Kidney Dis 60:473-86, 2012. 

343. Shen JI, Montez-Rath ME, Mitani AA, Erickson KF, and Winkelmayer WC. Correlates and 

variance decomposition analysis of heparin dosing for maintenance hemodialysis in older US patients. 

Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf 23:515-25, 2014.  



344. Shinaberger JH. Quantitation of dialysis: historical perspective. Semin Dial 14:238-245, 2001. 

 345. Simonsen O, Sterner G, Carlsson O, Wieslander A, and Rippe B. Improvement of peritoneal 

ultrafiltration with peritoneal dialysis solution buffered with bicarbonate/lactate mixture. Perit Dial Int 

26:353-359, 2006. 

346. Slattery C, Lee A, and Zhang Y, et al. In vivo visualization of albumin degradation in the 

proximal tubule. Kidney Int 74:1480–1486, 2008. 

347. Schmaldienst S, and Hörl WH. The biology of hemodialysis, pp. 157-179. In: Replacement of 

renal function by dialysis, v.1, chapter 7, 2004. 

348. Schoeller DA. Changes in total body water with age. Am J Clin Nutr 50:1176–81,1989. 

349. Schoeller DA, Dicta W, van Santen E, and Klein PD. Validation of saliva sampling for total 

body water determination by H215O dilution. Am J Clin Nutr 35:591-4, 1982. 

350. Schoeller, DA and Van Santen E. Measurement of energy expenditure in humans by doubly 

labelled water. J Appl Physiol 53:955–959, 1982. 

351. Schante VKS, and Kirkpatrick S. An introduction to the percolation theory. Adv Phys 20:325, 

1971.  

352. Sigler MH, and Techan BP. Solute transport in continuous hemodialysis: a new treatment for 

acute renal failure. Kidney Int 32:562-571,1987. 

353. Smit W, Struijk DG, Ho-dac-Pannekeet MM, and Krediet RT. Quantification of free water 

transport in peritoneal dialysis. Kidney Int 66:849–54, 2004. 

354. Song Y-Q, Sheng J, Wei M, and Yuan X-B. Surface modification of polysulfone membranes by 

low-temperature plasma–graft poly(ethylene glycol) onto polysulfone membranes. J Appl Polym Sci 

78: 979–985, 2000. 

355. Starling EH. On the absorption of fluids from the connective tissue spaces. J Physiol 19:312-

326, 1896. 

356. Staverman AJ. The theory of measurement of osmotic pressure. Rac Trav Chim 70:344-352, 

1951.         

357. Stawikowska J, and Livingston AG. Nanoprobe imaging molecular size pores in polymeric 

membranes. J Membr Sci 413-414:1-16, 2012. 

358. Stegmayr B. Utvecklingen av hemodialysis i Sverige. In: Svensk njurmedicinsk förening 50 år. 

Berättelser om dialys och njursjukvård i Sverige. Under redaktion av Nils Grefberg. Pp.116, 2016 

http://www.njur.se/ 

359. Stoenoiu MS, Ni J, Verkaeren C, Debaix H, Janas JC, Lameire N, Varbavatz J-M, and 

Devuyst O. Corticosteroids induce expression of aquaporin-1 and induce transcellular water transport 

in rat peritoneum. J Am Soc Nephrol 14:555-65,2003. 

360. Su B-H, Shudong Sun, and CHangsheng Zhao. Polyethersulfone hollow fiber membranes for 

hemodialysis. In: Progress in Hemodialysis – From Emergent Biotechnology to Clinical Practice. 

Ed.A.Capri, Intech 2011. 

361. Sun SS,Chumlea WC, Heymsfield SB, Lukaski HC, Schoeller D, Friedl K, Kuczmarski RJ, 

Flegal KM, Johnson CL, and Hubbard VS. Development of bioelectric impedance analysis 

http://www.njur.se/


prediction equations for body composition with the use of a multicomponent model for use in 

epidemiologic surveys. Am J Clin Nutr 77:331-340, 2003. 

 362. Sun S, Yue Y, Huang X, and Meng D. Protein adsorption on blood-contact membranes. J 

Membr Sci 222:3–18, 2003.  

363. Susanto H, and Ulbricht M. Photografted thin polymer hydrogel layers on PES ultrafiltration 

membranes:  characterization, stability, and influence on separation performance. Langmuir 23:7818–

7830, 2007. 

364. Taylor AE, Granger DN, and Brace RA. Analysis of lymphatic protein flux data. I. Estimation 

of the reflection coefficient and permeability surface area product for total protein. Microvasc Res 13: 

297-313, 1977. 

365. Tencer J, Frick IM, Öqvist BW, Alm P, and Rippe B. Size-selectivity of the glomerular barrier 

to high molecular weight proteins: upper size limitations of shunt pathways. Kidney Int 53:709-715, 

1998. 

366. The Kidney: Physiology and Pathophysiology. (Eds R.Alpern, H.S.Burlington) VT. 

Elsevier/Academic, 2007. 

367. The kidney. From normal development to congenital disease. Eds.Vize PD, Woods AS, Bard 

JBL, Academic Press, 2003. 

368. Tu S-C, Ravindran V, and Pirbazari M. A pore diffusion transport model for forecasting the 

performance of membrane processes. J Membr Sci 265:29-50, 2005. 

369. Tucker AS, Ross EA, Paugh-Miller J, and Sadleir RJ. In vivo quantification of accumulating 

abdominal fluid using an electrical impedance tomography hemiarray. Physiol Meas 32:151–165, 

2011. 

370. Twardowski ZI. Clinical value of standardized equilibration tests in CAPD patients. Blood Purif 

7: 95-108, 1989. 

371. Twardowski ZJ, Nolph KD, Khanna R, Prowant BF, Ryan LP, and Moore HL, et al. 

Peritoneal equilibration test. Perit Dial Bull 7:138–47, 1987. 

372. Tzamaloukas AH, Raj DS, Onime A, Servilla KS, Vanderjagt DJ, and Murata GH. The 

prescription of peritoneal dialysis. Semin Dial 21:250-7, 2008.  

373. Umenishi F, and Schrier RW. Hypertonicity-induced aquaporin-1 (AQP1) expression is 

mediated by the activation of MAPK pathways and hypertonicity-responsive element in the AQP1 

gene. J Biol Chem 278:15765-70, 2003. 

374. Valdes-Parada FJ, Ochoa-Tapia JA, and Alvarez-Ramirez J. Validity of the permeability 

Carman–Kozeny equation: A volume averaging approach. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its 

Applications. 388:789–798, 2009. 

375. Vanholder R, Glorieux G, Eloot S. Once upon a time in dialysis: the last days of Kt/V? Kidney 

Int 88:460-465,2015. 

376. Varlet-Marie E, and Brun JF.Clin. Prediction of RBC aggregability and deformability by 

whole body bioimpedance measurements analyzed according to Hanai's mixture conductivity theory. 

Hemorheol Microcirc 47:151-61,2011. 



377. Venturoli D, and Rippe B. Ficoll and dextran vs. globular proteins as probes for testing 

glomerular permselectivity: effects of molecular size, shape, charge, and deformability. Am J Physiol 

Renal Physiol 288:F605-F613,2005. 

378. Venturoli D, and Rippe B.  Validation by computer simulation of two indirect methods for 

quantification of free water transport in peritoneal dialysis. Perit Dial Int 25:77-84,2005. 

379. Verkman AC. Roles of aquaporins in kidney revealed by transgenic mice. Semin Nephrol 

26:200-8,2006. 

380.  Verkman AC. Dissecting the role of aquaporins in renal pathophysiology using transgenic mice. 

Semin Nephrol 28:217-226,2008.   

381. Verkman AC. Aquaporins at a glance. J Cell Sci 124: 2107-12, 2011.  

382. Verkman AC. Roles of aquaporins in kidney revealed by transgenic mice. Semin Nephrol 26: 

200-8,2006. 

 383. Vienken J. Membranes in hemodialysis. In: Membrane Technology, Volume 1: Membranes for 

Life Sciences. Volume 1. Eds. Klaus-Viktor Peinemann, Suzana Pereira-Nunes. 2008, Wiley. 

384. Vilar E, Boltiador C, Viljoen A, Machado A, and Farrington K. Removal and rebound 

kinetics of cystatin C in high-flux hemodialysis and hemodiafiltration. CJASN (Clinical Journal of the 

American Society of Nephrology) 9:1-8,2014. 

385. Viovy J-L. Electrophoresis of DNA and other polyelectrolytes: physical mechanisms. Rev Mod 

Physics 72: 814-872, 2000. 

386. Voinova MV, Gorelik LY, and Sokol EI. Sensors and bioelectronics in the kidney replacement 

therapy applications. In: Biosensors Bioelectronics volume 2, 2018 (In Press). 

387. Vonesh EF, Lysaght MJ, Moran J, and Farell P. Kinetic modeling as a prescription aid in 

peritoneal dialysis. Blood Purif  9:246-270,1991. 

388. Wagner KW. Erklärung der dielektrischen Nachwirkungsvorgänge auf Grund Maxwellischer 

Vorstellungen. Arch. Electrotechn. 2 (1914) 371-387. 

389. Wang X, Cheng B, Ji C, Zhou M, and Wang L. Effects of hydraulic retention time on 

adsorption behavior of EPS in an A/O – MBR: biofouling study with QCM-D. Sci Rep 7:2895 1-9, 

2017. 

390. Waniewski J. Mathematical models for peritoneal transport characteristics. Perit Dial Int 19 

(Suppl.2):193-201,1999. 

391. Waniewski J. Mathematical modeling of fluid and solute transport in hemodialysis and 

peritoneal dialysis. J Membr Sci 274:24-37, 2006. 

392. Waniewski J, Antosiewicz S, Baczynski D, Poleszczuk J, Pietribiasi M, Lindholm B, and 

Wankowicz Z. Peritoneal fluid transport rather than peritoneal solute transport associates with 

dialysis vintage and age of peritoneal dialysis patients. Computational and Mathematical Methods in 

Medicine, Volume 2016 (2016), Article ID 8204294, 10 pages. 

 393. Waniewski J, Debowska M, and Lindholm B. Can the diverse family of dialysis adequacy 

indices be understood as one integrated system? Blood Purif 30:257-65,2010. 

394. Waniewski J, Heimburger O, Werinski A, and Lindholm B. Simple models for fluid transport 

during peritoneal dialysis. Int J Artif Organs 19:455-466,1996. 



395. Waniewski J, Lucjanek P, and Werynski A. Impact of ultrafiltration on back-diffusion in 

hemodialyzer. Artif Organs 18:933-936,1994. 

396. Waniewski J, Stachowska-Pietka J, and Flessner MF. Distributed modeling of osmotically 

driven fluid transport in peritoneal dialysis: theoretical and computational investigations. Am J Physiol 

Heart Circ Physiol 296:H1960–H1968,2009. 

397. Wright EM, and Loo DDF. Coupling between Na, sugar and water transport across the 

intestine. Ann N Y Acad Sci 915:54-66,2000. 

398. Wuepper A, Tattersall J, Kraemer M, Wilkie M, and Edwards L. Determination of urea 

distribution volume for Kt/V assessed by conductivity monitoring. Kidney Int 64:2262-71, 2003. 

 399. Xie B, Zhang R, Zhang H, Xu A, Deng Y, Ly Y, Deng F, and Wei S. Decoration of heparin 

and bovine serum albumin on polysulfone membrane assisted via polydopamine strategy for 

hemodialysis. J Biomater Sci Polym Ed 27:880-897, 2016.  

400. Yang B, Folkesson HG, Yang J, Matthay MA, and Verkman AS. Reduced osmotic water 

permeability of the peritoneal barrier in aquaporin-1 knockout mice. Am J Physiol 276:C76-C81,1999. 

401. Yang B, Fukuda N, van Hoek A, Matthay MA, Ma T, and Verkman AS. Carbon dioxide 

permeability of aquaporin-1 measured in erythrocytes and lung of aquaporin-1 null mice and in 

reconstituited proteoliposomes. J Biol Chem 275:2686-92, 2000. 

402.Yin Z, Cheng C, Qin H, Nie C, He C, and  Zhao C. Hemocompatible 

polyethersulfone/polyurethane composite membrane for high-performance antifouling and 

antithrombotic dialyzer. J Biomed Mater Res Part B 2015:103B:97–105. 

 403. Yua H, Caoa Y, Kanga G, Liua J, Lia M, and Yuana Q. Enhancing antifouling property of 

polysulfone ultrafiltration membrane by grafting zwitterionic copolymer via UV-initiated 

polymerization. J Membr Sci 342: 6–13, 2009. 

404. Zhao W,  He C, Wang H, Su B, Sun S, and Zhao C. Improved Antifouling Property of 

Polyethersulfone Hollow Fiber Membranes Using Additive of Poly(ethylene glycol) Methyl Ether-b-

Poly(styrene) Copolymers. Ind Eng Chem Res 50: 3295–3303, 2011. 

405. Zhao W, Huang J, Fang B, Nie S, Yi N, Su B, Li H, and  Zhao C. Modification of 

polyethersulfone membrane by blending semi-interpenetrating network polymeric nanoparticles. J 

Membr Sci 369:258–266, 2011. 

406. Zhu L, Song H, Wang J, and Xue L. POlysulfone hemodiafiltration membranes with enhanced 

antofouling and hemocompatibility modified by poly(vinyl pyrrolidone) via in situ cross-linked 

polymerization. Mater SCi Eng C Mater Biol Appl 74:159-166, 2017. 

407. Zhu L, Song H, Zhang D, Wang G, Zeng Z, and Xue Q. Negatively charged polysulfone 

membranes with hydrophilicity and antifouling properties based on in situ cross-linked 

polymerization. J Colloid Interface Sci 15:136-143, 2017. 

 408. Zeidel ML, Ambudkar SV, Smith BL, and Agre P. Reconstitution of functional water 

channels in liposomes purified red cell CHIP28 protein. Biochemistry 31:7436-40,1992. 

409. Zeman LJ, and Zydney AL. Microfiltration and Ultrafiltration: Principles and Applications. 

Marcel Dekker Inc 1996. 

410. Zhang W, Freichel M, van der Hoeven F, Peter Nawroth PP, Katus H, Kälble F, Zitron E, 

and Schwenger V. Novel Endothelial Cell-Specific AQP1 Knockout Mice Confirm the Crucial Role 

of Endothelial AQP1 in Ultrafiltration during Peritoneal Dialysis. PLoS One 11(1): e0145513, 2016.  



411. Zink MD, S Weyer, Pauly K, Napp A, Dreher M, Leonhardt S, Marx N, Schauerte P, and 

Mischke K. Feasibility of bioelectrical impedance spectroscopy measurement before and after 

thoracentesis. BioMed Res Int 2015 (2015) Article ID 810797, 9 pages. 

412. Ziolko M, Pietrzyk JA, and Grabska-Chrzastowska J. Accuracy of hemodialysis modelling. 

Kidney Int 57: 1152-1163,2000. 

413. Zhdanov VP. Kinetics of the catalytic deactivation by syte coverage and pore blockage: 

application of percolation theory. Catalysis Letters 9:369-376,1991. 

414. Zomot E, Bakan A, Shrivastava IH, DeChancie J, Lezon TR, and Bahar I. Sodium-coupled 

Secondary Transporters: Insights from Structure-based Computations. In: Molecular Machines (Ed.  

B.Roux), World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd, 2011, pp.199-230.  

415. Zucchelli P. Hemodialysis-induced symptomatic hypotension. A review of pathophysiological 

mechanisms. Int JArtif Organs 10:139-144,1987. 

416. Zydney AL. High performance ultrafiltration membranes: pore geometry and charge effects, 

membrane science and technology. In: Oyama ST, Stagg-Williams SM (Eds.) Inorganic, Polymeric, 

and Composite Membranes: Structure, Function, and Other Correlations, Part of membrane Science 

and Technology Series, 14, Elsevier, 2011, pp.333-352. 

 


