H GAANn TTpoGEyYIoN
NpwTtn n MNepitovaiky KaBapon

B. AIaKOTTOUAOC
E1r. KaBnyntic Ne@poAoyiag
[Tav/uiou @socoaliag



Kpithpia emAoync¢

e ETTidpaon otnv emiPiwon Kail roiotnTa {wng
e [1IBavn emmidpaon oTnv €mopevn nEBODO
UTTOKATAOTOONG (KUPIWEC OTN JETAUOOXEUON)

e OIKOVOUIKO KOOTOG
e [1pOCWTTIKN ETTIAOYN

Van Biesen W et al, Perit Dial Int 2000



MAgovekThpaTta TS MNK w¢ Mpwtng
MeBOOOU UTTOKATACTAGCNC

e KaAuTepn emBiwon aTa TTpWTA Xpovia

e Alatnpnon TNC YTToAEIuuaTIKNC NEPPIKNG
Aeitoupyiag (YNA)

e [IpooTacia atrd aIPATOYEVEIC AOINWEEIC

e Avaiyia — avaykec EPO

e [loigTnTa {wric — AuvaToTnTa YIa Epyaaia

e KaAUTepa atToTEAEOUATA PHETA TN PETAPOOYEUOT)

e MikpOTEPO KOOGTOC

e Alyoduvapikr ZtaepoTnTa

¢ [IpooTacia Twv ayyeiwv



MK xai emBiwon



NpwTta n NK:
To povréAo Tou Hong Kong

e To 2005 82% TWwV
aoBevwy o€
UTTOKOTAOTOON
uttoBaAAovtayv oe K
TTou oTo Hong Kong
aTTOTEAEI TN NEBODO
eEKAoyNc via Tnv
evapgn g
UTTOKATAOTAONG

Yu AWY et al. Perit Dial Int 2007




NpwTta n NK:
To povréAo Tou Hong Kong

Emplvaon Texvikig e [a amroteAéouara

gival aploTa Kal n
EMIRiwoN TNG TEXVIKNC
KOl TwWV aoBevwy gival
aploTn (eTrio10C
puUBGC BavdTwy yia

| NK 11,8% ka1 14,3%
ol yia AK)

0.0 25 2.0
Survival (Y1

-
=
0
@
2
L
[
c
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0

Yu AWY et al. Perit Dial Int 2007



OAokANPpWHEVN (aTTaPTILMEVN) TTPOCEYYION
(Integrated care approach)

e [1poTaON yIa £vTagn OAWV TWV A0BeVWY O€
[MK w¢ apxikn HEB0OO Kal HETAPOPA TOUG
o€ AK oTn ouveExela, oTav 10 aApXIKO
mmAeoveEkTNUa TNC K £xel xabei



Emphasis on Advantages of
Home Dialysis

APD/CAPD
l \ / Preemptive Tx\.

Assisted PD Home Dialysis - " Hospital Dialysis (HD)

(at home or
Nursing homey \\‘ //’
EHD ‘

Transplantation




OAOKANPWHEVN TTPOCEYYION
(Integrated care approach)

e H TTpoOEyyion autn
€iXE TTOAU KaAQ
ATTOTEAEOUATA OTO
BEAyI0, OTTOU O
aoBeveic TNC
OAOKANPWMEVNC
TTPOCEYYIONG EiXaV
TNV KaAUTEPN S€TN
emRiwon

Van Biesen W et al, J Am Soc Nephrol 2000



ApXIKO TTAEOVEKTNHA eTIBIWONC yia
v MNK

*Schaubel DE et al, Perit Dial Int 1998 (3y)
*Fenton SS et al, Am J Kidney Dis 1999 (3y)
*Collins A et al, Am J Kidney Dis 1999 (2y)

*\an Biesen W et al, J Am Soc Nephrol 2000 (4y)
*Davies S et al, Perit Dial Int 2001 (3-5y)



ApXIKO TTAEOVEKTNHA eTIBIWONC yia
v MNK

e 2¢ UeAETN >4.500
aoBevwy aTtro 1N
Aavia @avnke OTI ol
aoBeveic utro K
gixav KaAUTEPN
EMIRiwon KUpiwg Kata
Sloet  TO TTPWTA 2 XpOvia

PD Diabetic

| HD Nondiabetic Tng UT[OKGT(’XO-TGO-HQ

3 4 8 9 10 =~~~ HD Diabetic
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Survival Time (Years)

Heaf JG et al, Nephrol Dial Transplant 2002



ime Period
{Imoj

Jto 12

12 to 24

24 to 36

36 to 48

MK évavt AK:
EmBiwon

® 2¢& [ia TTPOOTITIKN MEAETN 12.222 aoBevwyv
O OXETIKOC KivOuvog Bavarou nrav
MIKPOTEPOC KATA TOUC TTPWTOUC 24 UNVEC
yia Toug acBeveic utro K

Mo. of Mo. of Mo. of Mortality Rate

Modality Patients Patient yrs Deaths (per 100 patient-yr)

1.23(0.75 to 2.03)

0.87 (046 to 1.61)

Termorschuitzen F et al. J Am Soc Nephrol 2003



MK évavt AK:
EmBiwon

® 2TNV i0Ia JEAETN N TAON YIA TTAEOVEKTNHO
NG K diatnpndnke YETA TRV TTPOCAPUOYN
Yia Ol1APOPOUC TTAPAYOVTEC XWPIC ONWC
OTATIOTIKI] ONUAVTIKOTNTA

AT Censoring® [TT Censoring®

Time Period {mo)
Adjusted RR

Termorschuitzen F et al. J Am Soc Nephrol 2003



MK évavt AK:
EmBiwon

e H uovn
TUXQIOTTOINMEVN
MEAETN ME MIKPO OMWC
apIBuo aocbevwyv
(n=38) £0¢ICE

% ONUAvTIKO
TTAEOVEKTN A

ETIRiLONG OTOUG

2 24 35 48 00 aoBeveic TTou

Time from randomization, months ggKI’V” c). av IJ 8 I—I K YI a
T TTPWTA 4 Xpovia

Korevaar JC et al, Kidney Int 2003



MK évavt AK:
EmBiwon

e To TTAEOVEKTNMA TNG
e el [ |K TTapepeive Kal
reatment TRREDT v Adjtcdfor HETA ATTO

Ee e T TT00CPOYN YIa
29(0.8-10.1) 00 Age 6 | d (PO pO U g

pr_'-ri O alysls
Hemodialysis va (08154 .0g Apge, comarbadity,

peritoneal dialysis and primary -ITG pdVOVTag XU.) p I’g

kidney discase

OMWCG OTATIOTIKN
onNUAvTIKOTNTA

Korevaar JC et al, Kidney Int 2003



MK évavt AK:
EmBiwon

e ATTO TO TTAPATTAVW PAiVETAI VO IOXUEI OTI
KOl 01 dUO pEBODOI gival TOUAAXIOTOV
I0AEIEC WG TTPOC TNV €TIRIiWoN PE TIBavo
TTAeovekTNUa TNC K KaTa T TTPWTA 2
Xpovia

Review: Vonesh E et al, Kidney Int 2006



MK ka1 YNA



K kot YNA

e Mia apgiyovoonuavtn avTigTolyia:

H MK cuuaAAEl oTnV TTI0 HOKPOXPOVN
olatnenon TS YNA kail n onuavTtikn YNA

OUMPBAAAElI OTN pakpoxpovn €TTIRIWOoN TNG
[MK w¢ peboodou

Van Biesen W et al, Perit Dial Int 2000



Comparison of declining RRF between HD & PD

GFR

GFR

_ Rate of decline Difference in
No.patients ~ baseline 12 months in HD/PD Rate of decline Reference
HD/PD HD/PD  HD/PD 9%/month HD/PD
mL/min
25/25 4.3/4.4 2.1/3.8 6.0/1.24 1.8 Proc Eur Dial Transplant
D e i ' 19;397,1983
Perit Dial Bull
75/86 5.0/4.5 5.8/2.9 1.5 6:77.1986
ASAIO Trans
57/58 4.2/5.1 7.0/2.2 1.7 37:598,1991
40/103 7.5/7.4 3.8/6.0 5.8/1.82 1.7 Perit Dial Int
e D D ' 21;52,2001
) Kidney International,
30/15 Unadjusted  1.9/3.5 9.4/5.02 1.5 62:1046,2002
5'9/6'4 Kidney International,
279/243 Adjusted: 1.4/2.2 10.7/8.12 1.2 62:1046,2002
5.1/5.8

Abbreviations are:Ccr,creatinine clearance ;GFR,glomerular filtration rate;HD,hemodialysis;PD,peritoneal

dialysis;UCL,urea clearance.

4Decline rates not given in the article but calculated for this table,are based on GFR values at 0,6,and 12

months after the start of dialysis



Odds ratio (UV < 200 ml)
= N

(@)
|

H MK w¢ Baoikoc Trapdywv
olaripnong TnG YNA

p <0.001

Yynirog
Kivovvog

Age Female Non-white CrCl at
(per 10 years) (vs Male) (vsWhite) (ESRD

Xaopuniog
Kivovvog

PD ACEI CCB

Moist LM et al, J Am Soc Nephrol 2000



Mnyxaviguoi yia diatripnon tng YNA

otnv NK

e ATTOQUYN TNG VEPPIKNG ICXAIUIAG TTOU UTTOPEI VO
OUVOOEUEI TIC TAXEIEC AAAAYEC OTNV

WOMWTIKOTr

TA KAl TOV KUKAOPOPOUVTA OYKO
Van Biesen W et al, Perit Dial Int 2000

e NEQPOTOSIKA OPACN TWV HECOAABNTWY TNG
PAEYPOVAG TTOU TTAPAYOVTAl KATA TNV ETTAQK) TOU

aioTOC TOU

aoBevolc ue Ta didpopa oToIXEId

NG EEWOWUATIKAC KUKAOPOPIaC

Caramelo C et al, Nephrol Dial Transplant 1994

e KaAuTtepn KABapPON KATTOIWY OUPAIMIKWY TOEIVWV
TTOU OXeTiCovTal JE TTPOOOO0 TNG
OTTEIPANATOOKANPUVONG

Niwa T et al, Nephron 1990



EvepyeTikéC emoOpaaceic TNG YNA

e AucnuéEvn KaBapon Tocivwy pecou MB

e EAcuBepia otn diaita Kal TNV KartavaAwaon
uypwv

e MeyaAuTtepn atroBOAN vartpiou

e AlaTnPNON TWV EVOOKPIVIKWYV Kal
METABOAIKWYV AEITOUPYIWV TOU VEPPOU

e KaAuTepn BpEwn

o K(])\L'JTgpr] g'|'|'|B|'wo'n Bergstrom J et al, Kidney Int 1993
Blake PG, Nephrol Dial Transplant 2001

Rocco MV et al, Perit Dial Int 2002
Bargman JM et al, J Am Soc Nephrol 2001



MK ko AOIPWEEIC



MK wc¢ apyikry HE6odOC Kal
AOINWEEIC

o Asdopéva USRDS
2.€ oxeon pe Tnv MK, n AK w¢ apxikn pEBodocg
odnNyouoE O€ aUug¢nOon TOU OXETIKOU KIVOUVOU YId
onpaipia Katd 2,1 eopég
(AK: o 1m0 £MRAPUVTIKOC aT1TO OAOUC TOUC TTAPAYOVTEC TTOU
HEAETABNKAV) Foley RN et al, J Am Soc Nephrol 2004

e 2& AAAN TTapOMOIa TTPOCPATN MEAETN O OXETIKOC
KivOUVOG yia Trveupovia ntav 1,4 popEg
HSYG)\UTSDOQ oTNV AK  Guo H et al, Nephrol Dial Transplant 2008



MK wc¢ apyikry HE6odOC Kal
AOINWEEIC
e AvTIOETO O KivOUVOC VIO EUPAVION

Trepitovitidac oe aocBeveig utro MK eival
ONMEPA TTOAU MIKPOC

(1 eTre100010/30 pnvec acBevoug)

Oreopoulos DG et al, Int Urol Nephrol 2008



[IK évavti AK: EmmoAacpog e
nrotitooag C

60%0 1

50%

47% ®HD
44%

mPD

40%

20%

Pereira BJG et al, Kidney Int, 1997



MK évavTi AK: NocooTa
OPOMETATPOTTNC YIa NTTATITIOO B & C

20
o 187 e 309 aoBeveic

> 167 ]

S 141 e BpadiAia

s 13:/ e YWnAOg emITroAAoMOC
S 8r imTda B & C
S8 YIO NTTaTiTITOA

¢

o 2

) 0-

Hepatitis Hepatitis
B C

Cendoroglo N et al, Nephrol Dial Transplant 1995



[NK ka1 avaipia



MK ka1 TToiotnTa {Wiig



MK évavti AK
MoiétnTa ZWNACS

e [1oAukevTpikr HEAETN 226 aoB. (120/106

AK/T

K) 3 NAVEC UETA OAPEC TTAEOVEKTNMO

NG |

K TTOU a@pOopoUCE:

TN QUOIKN KAl ouvaliolnuarikn AEIToupyia, Tov TTOVO Kal
TN dlavoNTIKN UYEia Merkus MP et al, Am J Kidney Dis 1997

e Ta TTAEOVEKTNMATA AUTA XAvovTaV ) Kal
avTioTpEPovTaV 18 PAVEC PETA

Merkus MP et al, Kidney Int 1999



NoioTnta {wng - Epyacia

% epyalouEvwy aoBevwv

e MeyaAUTEPO TTOOOOTO
epyalopEVWV
aocBevwy otnv MK

= PD
= HD

Markus Choice Julius
Study

Markus MP et al. Am J Kidney Dis 1997
Power N, Renal Phys Assoc Meeting 1997
Julius M, et al. Arch Intern Med 1989



MK eévavn AK
|lkavoTtroinon amd Tn pEBodo

® 2TOUC TTPWTOUC 3 MNVEC, Ol AOBEVEIC
oc K ATav 1o euxapiotTnUEVOIl ATTO
ekeivouc oe AK

PDYHD

Unadjusted Relative Adjusted Relative

Probakilitw (95%a FProbakbilite (195 % N

1.50 (1.36-1.59) 1.465 (1.31-1.57)

Rubin HR et al, JAMA 2004



AuvatoTnTa EMMIAOYNAC
ko Moidtnra {wAC

® 2 NUAVTIKA KAAUTEPN TTOIOTNTA (WG OTOUC
aoBeveic TTou uttoaAAovtav o€ K
KATOTTIV OIKNAC TOUC ETTIAOYIC

e H dlapopd autn 0gv oXeTICOTAV UE NAIKIA,
(PUAO, QUAN n €ido¢ MK

Szabo E et al, Arch Intern Med 1997



Evnuépwaon acBevwyv kai eTTIAOYN
neOGOOU

® 2¢& JIa JEAETN atro TIC HITA ¢davnke OTI
uovo 10 34% TWwV aocBevwy €ixe

EVNUEPWOEI yIa TN duvATOTNTA EVTACNG O€
[K

e AKOUN, 0 OUVOAIKOC XpOVOC TToU OIaTEONKE
VIO TNV EVNUEPWON TOU acBevoucg nrav
KaBOOoPIOTIKOC TTApAYOVTAC Yia TNV ETTIAOYN
TNC MEBODOU (XPOVOC >2 WPEC OXETICOTAV
UE augnuEVOo TTooooTO £TTIAOYNC TNC 1K)

Mehrotra R et al, Kidney Int 2005



EmAoyri pebédou

Little J et al, Am J Kidney Dis 2001



UNIVERSITY HEALTH NETWORK
Renal Management Clinic

2006-2007
Patients Educated 101
Patient’s choice
HD 46
PD 50
Pre-emptive Tx 5

Late starts (<90 days) 14

Courtesy of DG Oreopoulos 2008



YtroBonBoupevn MNMK: Mia Auon yia
TNV TpitTn nAIKia

e H epappoyn g
Tal;l_e_a | F:Iate ::If Ia_::l_verse events between assisted PD and UTTO BO”GOU I‘Igvng I_I K
traditional modalities
Assisted PO Other modalities® gxgl -ITapOIJOIG
e, modin ATTOTEAECHATA WE TIG

Mean follow-up (days) 413 488

Hospitalizations (per patient-year) _1_.4_ 1_::3 dAAag H 86660 U g

Hospital days {per patient-year) 23.5 131

Modality switches [per patient-year) 4
Ceaths EpEr patient-year) ' 0.12 U -ITO KGTGO-TGO- r] g

PC, peritoneal dialysis.

Mane of the rates are statistically signiticant

“Includes four self-care PD patients, 14 in-center HD patients, and two patients whao
started on PD in hospital but switched to incenter HD before discharge.

Oliver MJ et al, Kidney Int 2007



MK ka1 KOoTOC

e 21NV EupwTtrn Kai 1N B. AYEPIKA TO KOOTOC TNC
[1K gival 10-70% pikpoTepo evavt TNG AK

De Vecchin AF et al, Nephrol Dial Transplant 1999
Peeters P et al, Health Pol 2000
Shih YC et al, Kidney Int 2005

e [lpEtTel Kaveic akoun va Aauavel utr oyn Kai 10
ouvo00O KOOTOC (spin off cost)
Van Biesen W et al, Nephrol Dial Transplant 2008

e 2¢& Xwpec TNG Aciag 1o k6oTog TnG INK gival 50%
MIKPOTEPO aTTd TNC AK

Li PK et al, Perit Dial Int 2006



MK ka1 K6oTOC

Relative Costs of Renal Replacement Therapies, Annual costs
per patient, 2002

$60.000
$55.000
$50.000
$45.000
$40.000
$35.000
$30.000

$25.000 — — — ——
$20.000 —.— — ——
$15.000

Transplant Peritoneal Home HD Satellite Hospital

Courtesy of DG Oreopoulos 2008 Sources: Lee et al, 2002: McFarlane et al, 2002



MK o€ agBeveic xwpig
TTPOCXEOIATUEV Evapen
UTTOKATAOTAGCNC

e H K ptTopei va
£EQPAPUOCOEi KAl O€ AUTEG
TIC TTEPITITWOEIG
EAATTWVOVTAC TNV AVAYKN
KEVTPIKWYV PAEBIKWV
KABeTNpWV

e H AllK utropei va
OUMPBAAAEI
QATTOTEAEOMATIKA

Fie. 1. Patient survival on dialvsis (Kaplan—Meier survival curves). Open

circle: patients on peritonaal dialvsis, dark circle: patients on hasmodial- o T(] (]'ITOTS)\EO'UGTG £IVGI

wais (log-rank test; P = 0.2a).

TTOAU IKQVOTTOINTIKA

Lobbedez T et al, Nephrol Dial Transplant 2008 (in press)



[MK kan Metapoaoyeuon Neppou (1)

e Mia peAéTn 183 aoBevwy uTro MK Evavr
117 aoBevwv uttd AK 110U UTTOBARBNKAOV
O€ TITWUATIKN METAPOOXEUON

e MikpoTepo TToo00TO KabBuotepnueEvng

AeIToupyiag Tou pooxeuuatog (DGF)
30,6% vs. 49,5% (p=0,01)

e [11IBava aiTia TO HEIWPEVO OCEIDWTIKO Sterss
KOl N KAAUTEPN KUTTOPIKN QvOoaid TwWV
aoBevwyv uTro MK

Joseph JT and Jindal RM. Clin Transplant 2002



MK kan MeTtapooyeuaon Neppou (1)

® 2¢ JIa GAAN HEAETN 119 aoBevwy aTrd TO
BEAyio pavnke oTI N INK oxeTiCotav ue 60%
UEIWPEVN auxvoTnTa DGF

e O TTPOCTATEUTIKOC AUTOC pOAocg TnG MK
NTAV AVECAPTNTOC TOU XPOVOU YuxpPNng
IOXAIMIaC TOU JOOXEUMATOC KAl TNG
KATAOTAONG EVUOATWONG TWV 00BEVWYV

Van Biesen W et al. Transplantation 2000



MK kan Metapoaoyeuan Negppou (1)

e [1pOC@aTN YEAETN
Baoliopévn o€ OTOIXEID
Tou USRDS (n=92.884)
edeice ot n MNK w¢
KUpIa JEBODOC
UTTOKATAOTAONC TIPIV TN
LETAPOOXEUON
OXETICOTAV PJE KAAUTEPN
eMRiwon Tou
OO XEUMATOC

Goldfarb-Rumyantzev AS et al. Am J Kideny Dis 2005



MK kan Metapooyeuon Negppou (1V)

® 21NV idIa JEAETN
@avnke ot n MK e€ixe
EUEPYETIKA
QTTOTEAECHATA KAl WC
TTPOG TNV £TMIRIWaON
TWV

‘ METAUOOXEUNEVWV

RN aoBevwv

Time (vears)

Goldfarb-Rumyantzev AS et al Am J Kidney Dis 2005



MK ko Metapéoyeuon Negppou (V)

® 2& A UEAETN ATTO TIC
HIA ¢davnke OTI Ol
aoBeveic TTou
uttoBaAAovTtayv oe MK
gixav 39% peyaAuTepn
molavoTnTa va

0 4 8 12 16 20' 24 28 32 36 40 44 48 52 56 60 IJgTGHOGXEUGOOV a'rrc’) éT'
s m— ol aoBeveic uttd AK
K- - - (RR=1,39, p<0,0001)

Snyder JJ et al, Kidney Int 2002



MNpwTta n MK

e H epapuoyn Tne NK w¢ apxikng pebodou
UTTOKATAOTACONC €ival EPIKTN KAl EUEPYETIKN
YIa Eva JEYAAO TTOOOOTO AoBOeVWYVY, 10iLWC
QUTOUC TTOU TTPOKEITAI VO METAMOOXEUBOUV
EVTOC 2-3 ETWV

e H TTpoCEyyION auTn £XEI CNUAVTIKO
TTAEOVEKTAUATA VIO TOUC A0BOEVEIC aAAG Kal
OUMBAAAEI OTN YEIWON TOU KOOTOUG TOU
OUOTNMATOC UYEIQC

Thodis E et al, Peirtl Dial Int 2001



Reformulating the integrated care
approach for the new millennium

e To KEVTPO BAPOUC TTPETTEI VA LUETATOTTIOOEI
OTN METAUOOXEUON TTIPIV TNV £vapEn TNG
KGBaponcg n/kal otnv eupuTtepn dIGdooN
KOT oikov peBodwyv kaBaponcg (MK i AK)

Mendehlssohn DC and Pierratos A Perit Dial Int 2002



The PD initiative and the current
state of Affairs

m CANADIAN SOCIETY OF NEPHROLOGY

SOCIETE CANADIENNE DE NEPHROLOGIE

““Home and self care, which generally are more
cost effective, should be encouraged by renal

care providers “

Principles of End Stage Renal Disease Care
Courtesy of DG Oreopoulos 2008



