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Abstract  

Background: The effect of dialysis modality on the survival of end-stage renal disease patients 

is a major public health interest. 

Methods: In this retrospective cohort study, all adult end-stage renal disease patients receiving 

dialysis treatment in Sabah between January 1, 2007 and December 31, 2017 as identified from 

the Malaysian Dialysis and Transplant Registry were evaluated and followed up through 

December 31, 2018. The endpoint was all-cause mortality. The observation time was defined 

as the time from the date of dialysis initiation after the onset of end-stage renal disease to 

whichever of the following that came first: date of death, date of transplantation, date of last 

follow-up, date of recovered kidney function, or December 31, 2018. Weighted Cox regression 

was used to estimate the effect of dialysis modality. Analyses were restricted to patients with 

complete data on all variables. 

Results: 1,837 patients began hemodialysis and 156 patients started with peritoneal dialysis, 

yielding 7,548.10 (potential median 5.48 years/person) and 747.98 (potential median 5.68 

years/person) person-years of observation. 3.1% of patients were lost to follow-up. The median 

survival time was 5.8 years (95% confidence interval: 5.4, 6.3) among patients who started on 

hemodialysis and 7.0 years (95% confidence interval: 5.9, indeterminate) among those who 

started on peritoneal dialysis. The effect of dialysis modality was not significant after 

controlling for confounders. The average hazard ratio was 0.80 (95% confidence interval: 0.61, 

1.05) with hemodialysis as a reference. 

Conclusion: There was no evidence of a difference in mortality between hemodialysis and 

peritoneal dialysis. 

Keywords: hemodialysis, mortality, peritoneal dialysis, weighted Cox regression 
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Introduction 

 End-stage renal disease (ESRD), also known as renal failure, occurs when chronic 

kidney disease (CKD), the gradual loss of kidney function, reaches an advanced stage. ESRD 

is a growing public health problem globally. The quantification of the ESRD burden is largely 

based on national registries of ESRD patients who are receiving renal replacement therapy 

(RRT). This group of patients represents the treated ESRD population [1].  

 RRT is a life-saving treatment for patients with ESRD. It is provided by kidney 

transplantation or long-term dialysis. It is known that transplantation extends lives, provides 

better quality of life, and is more cost-effective than dialysis. However, there is an insufficient 

number of kidney donors, especially in countries with relatively high incidence rates of treated 

ESRD. Therefore, most patients require chronic dialysis [2]. 

 Dialysis can be provided by hemodialysis (HD) or peritoneal dialysis (PD). The latter 

is considered more cost-effective than the former but used less often. One possible explanation 

is the larger number of HD centres available. An important question is whether a survival 

advantage exists between HD and PD. Demonstrating a mortality benefit or lack of benefit 

would affect dialysis choice and clinical management policies prior to ESRD development. 

 Numerous studies have been conducted to compare the survival outcomes between HD 

and PD, but there is yet to be any conclusive evidence to favor one over the other. Most findings 

have come from retrospective cohort studies based on national health or insurance databases 

[3,4]. There was only one notable clinical trial comparing the survival between HD and PD in 

ESRD patients, of which PD was reported to lead to better survival [5]. 

 Studies comparing survival between HD and PD patients mostly come from the 

Western world [3,4,6,7] and East Asian countries [8-10]. There is only one similar study that 

was conducted in Southeast Asia, which was performed in Singapore [11]. The difference in 
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socioeconomic status, culture, race, access to treatment, and other nonmodifiable factors 

between the different populations studied make generalization across populations difficult. As 

such, survival studies specific to ESRD patients in Sabah are needed.  

 Sabah is one of the 13 states of Malaysia. It is situated on the northern portion of Borneo 

Island, which is separated from peninsular Malaysia by the South China Sea. The racial 

composition between the two parts of the country is vastly different. Economically, Sabah is 

among the poorest state in the country. The dialysis treatment rates in the state over the years 

were also among the lowest, ranging from 68 per million population (PMP) in 2007 to 125 

PMP in 2016 [12]. To date, there are no known published studies on survival in this population. 

The first objective of this study was to compare the survival of ESRD patients receiving 

dialysis in Sabah who were started on HD with that of those who were started on PD. Based 

on existing evidence, it was hypothesized that there would be no difference in survival between 

the two modalities after controlling for confounders. The second objective was to identify the 

factors associated with all-cause mortality.  

 

Methods 

Study design and setting 

 This is a retrospective cohort study of new ESRD patients who received dialysis 

treatment in Sabah between January 1, 2007 and December 31, 2017. Incident dialysis patients 

in Sabah from 2007 through 2017 were evaluated and followed up through December 31, 2018. 

The data used in this study were obtained from the Malaysian Dialysis and Transplant Registry 

(MDTR). A total of 49 participating clinical sites in Sabah contributed the data to MDTR 

during the observation period.  
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 Established in 1993, the MDTR collects information on patients with ESRD on RRT in 

Malaysia and the objective of the MDTR is to evaluate the health outcomes of such patients. 

The patients were followed from the time they were registered until death. The outcome of 

death was ascertained for all patients registered, including those who were lost to follow-up, 

via the National Registration Department (NRD). In accordance with the Private Healthcare 

Facilities Act 1998 (AKTA 586), all dialysis health facilities are required to submit data to the 

MDTR. In Sabah, only those patients who have been on dialysis for more than 3 months were 

reported. 

Eligibility criteria 

 All ESRD patients aged 18 years or older who started either HD or PD in Sabah as 

identified from MDTR between January 1, 2007, and December 31, 2017 were eligible for the 

study. There was no sampling. All patients who fulfilled the above eligibility criteria were 

included and formed the study cohort. The cohort was then “followed” until December 31, 

2018.  

Variables 

 The outcome of interest was survival time, and the endpoint was death from any cause. 

The observation time was defined as the time from the date of dialysis initiation after the onset 

of ESRD to whichever of the following came first: date of death, date of transplantation, date 

of last follow-up only if there was no date of death reported, date of recovered kidney function, 

or December 31, 2018. A switch in dialysis modality was not considered a censoring event to 

mimic the intention-to-treat method of analysis. 

The exposure of interest was dialysis modality. The other predictors studied were age, 

sex, body mass index (BMI), diabetes mellitus (DM) comorbidity, cardiovascular disease 

(CVD) comorbidity (including ischemic heart disease (IHD), congestive cardiac failure (CCF), 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 29, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.26.21261164doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.26.21261164
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


6 
 

and other cardiac comorbidities), serum creatinine, serum potassium, serum albumin, serum 

calcium, serum phosphate, serum alkaline phosphatase (ALP), total cholesterol, and 

hemoglobin (Hb). All laboratory values were longitudinal data measured after dialysis 

initiation. Their means were used for analyses.  

Pre-study sample size calculation 

Ultimately, the number of patients who met the eligibility criteria determined the 

sample size. However, prestudy sample size calculation for the first objective was also 

performed using power cox command in Stata/SE 15.1 (StataCorp, College Station, TX, 

USA). Given an overall probability of death of 13.9%, a prevalence of PD of approximately 

10% [12] and that, all confounders explained 25% of the dialysis modality selection [13], it 

was estimated that at least 1,742 subjects were needed to ensure a power of 80% to detect an 

alternative Ha: β1 = -0.6931 (corresponding to HR of 0.5) using a two-sided test with  a 0.05 

level of significance. 

Statistical analyses 

All analyses were restricted to patients with complete data for all variables 

predetermined for regression analyses. This may be a source of bias. To show that the complete 

cases are typical of the whole sample, demographic characteristics and laboratory values 

between them were compared. 

For descriptive purposes, the number of patients who died and total person-years at risk 

were tabulated according to dialysis modality. The naïve median follow-up time was calculated 

by using all the observation times and determining the median. The disadvantage of this method 

is that a study with a long observation period, but many early deaths would appear not to have 

a long follow-up time. The preferred alternative is “potential” median follow-up time. 
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 “Potential” median follow-up time was calculated by using the “Reverse” Kaplan-

Meier (KM) method. First, the censoring indicators were switched. Then, the  “survival” 

estimate was computed using the reversed censoring indicators, and the median “survival” was 

found [14].  

For the first objective, the characteristics of patients who were started on HD were 

compared to those who were started on PD. Welch’s two-sample t-test and Cohen’s d were 

used to compare continuous covariates and the chi-square test of independence was used to 

compare categorical covariates. The effect of PD versus that of HD was assessed, adjusted for 

all the other predictors, by using multivariable weighted Cox regression (WCR). There was no 

variable selection. 

For the second objective, multivariable WCR was fitted after a model-building process. 

The model building process consisted of five steps: first, univariable Cox proportional hazards 

(PH) were fitted for each predictor; second, variable selection was performed by the backward 

stepwise AIC method (p-value < 0.05 was not a major determinant for variable selection); third, 

selected interaction terms were tested (Modality-age, Modality-comorbidDM, 

Modality-comorbidCVD); fourth, model adequacy was assessed; and  fifth, model 

specification was modified. 

WCR is a parsimonious option to account for time-dependent effects. It yields an 

estimate of the average hazard ratio (AHR) for each covariate. This can be interpreted as an 

average effect of that covariate over the observation period. It permits a clear-cut answer to the 

question of which treatment or level of a prognostic factor is favorable, independent of the 

assumption of proportional hazards. A robust (Lin-Wei) covariance matrix was used for 

significance testing in all WCRs [15,16].  
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Every regression analysis was started with the Cox PH model. WCR was used in place 

of the model only after the assessment of model adequacy. Both univariable and multivariable 

Cox PH models were tested for the PH assumption. In addition, every fitted multivariable Cox 

PH model was checked for the following: linearity of each continuous covariate against the log 

relative hazard, influential outliers, and overall goodness of fit. Each continuous covariate was 

standardized, for ease of interpretation, by first centering its values around the mean and then 

dividing by its standard deviation. Each standardized X-coefficient was then interpreted as the 

change in hazard or death rate for every one-SD change in X, when all other variables were 

held constant.  

Linearity was checked by plotting Martingale residuals from the fitted model against 

the covariate, overlaid by loess smooth curve with the 95 percent confidence interval (CI). 

Slight deviation from linearity (a straight line) was permitted. Influential outliers were 

identified by plotting DFBETASs against subjects’ identification numbers. Any values > |1| 

were considered influential. Overall goodness-of-fit was assessed by plotting the cumulative 

hazards (derived from the KM estimator using Cox-Snell residuals in place of observed 

survival time) against Cox-Snell residuals. The degree of superimposition determined the 

goodness-of-fit. Proportional hazards assumption was assessed by tests based on Schoenfeld 

residuals, which tested for slope of β(t) = 0. 

All analyses were performed by using R version 3.6.2 (R Core Team, VA, Austria).  
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Results 

 Of the 3,628 eligible patients, 1,993 were complete cases. Figure 1 shows the process 

by which patients were included in the study. The characteristics of the complete cases were 

typical of the characteristics of all cases as shown in Table 1 and Table 2. Most of the patients 

were aged between 40 and 68 years old, males (56.7%), having at most secondary education 

(49.5%), and having monthly family income less than RM 1,000 (48.4%). Table 3 shows the 

number of deaths and total person-years at risk by dialysis modality for the complete cases. 

During the 8,296.7 person-years (potential median 5.5 years/person) of follow-up, 893 (44.8%) 

patients died, 61 (3.1%) were lost to follow-up, 17 (0.9%) received transplant, and 5 (0.3%) 

recovered. The naïve median follow-up time was 3.5 years. 

The majority of the patients were started on HD. The distributions of demographic 

characteristics and laboratory values among patients who were started on PD were similar to 

those of patients who were started on HD as shown in Table 4. All Cohen’s d values were less 

than |0.5|. Without adjusting for any confounding variables, there was evidence of a survival 

benefit of starting dialysis with PD versus with HD. Figure 2 shows the unadjusted Kaplan-

Meier survival curves comparing PD versus with HD for both all cases and complete cases. 

Table 5 shows that the effect of dialysis modality was not significant at the 5 percent level of 

significance after controlling for confounders. The rate of death among those who started with 

PD could be as much as 39 percent lower or 5 percent higher than that of those who started 

with HD with 95 percent confidence. 

As shown in Table 6, it appears that older age, male sex, the presence of DM, higher 

serum phosphate, and higher serum ALP were significantly associated with a higher death rate. 

On the other hand, higher serum creatinine, higher serum albumin, higher serum potassium, 

higher Hb, and higher BMI were all significantly associated with a lower death rate.  
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Figure 1. Flow diagram of patients included in the study. 

 

 

ESRD patients ≥ 18 years old 

receiving dialysis in Sabah from 

2007 to 2017 as registered in the 

MDTR 

n = 3,646 

Assessed for eligibility 

n = 3,646 

Total included 

n = 3,628 

DATA AVAILABLE FOR 

ANALYSIS  

• Outcome (n = 3,628) 

• Dialysis modality (n = 3,628) 

• Laboratory values (n = 2,963) 

• Sex (n = 3,628) 

• Comorbidity (n =2,765) 

• Age (n = 3,628) 

COMPLETE CASES (n = 1,993)* 

*Complete data on all variables that were 

prespecified for regression analyses.  

 

EXCLUDED (Total = 18) 

INELIGIBLE (n = 18) 

• Started dialysis before 1/1/2007 

or after 31/12/2017 
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of patients. 

 All cases Complete casesa 

 n n (%) Mean (SD) n n (%) Mean (SD) 

Age (years) 3628  53.39 

(13.92) 

1993  53.79 

(13.50) 

Sex 3628   1993   

Male  2055 

(56.6) 

  1130 

(56.7) 

 

Female  1573 

(43.4) 

  863 

(43.3) 

 

BMI (kg/m2) 2832  24.64 

(5.10) 

1993  24.75  

(4.67) 

DM Comorbidity 2765   1993   

Yes  1439 

(52.0) 

  1034 

(51.9) 

 

No  1326 

(48.0) 

  959 

(48.1) 

 

CVD Comorbidity 2765   1993   

Yes  224  

(8.1) 

  152  

(7.6) 

 

No  2541 

(91.9) 

  1841 

(92.4) 

 

Initial dialysis 

modality 

3628   1993   

HD  3212 

(88.5) 

  1837 

(92.2) 

 

PD  416 

(11.5) 

  156  

(7.8) 

 

a Complete data for all variables prespecified for regression analyses. 

 

Table 2. Mean laboratory values after dialysis initiation. 

 All cases (n = 2963) Complete cases (n = 1993) 

 Mean (SD) Mean (SD) 

Serum Creatinine (µm/L) 823.71 (301.84) 812.31 (288.64) 

Serum Albumin (g/L) 36.85 (6.84) 37.21 (6.51) 

Serum Potassium (mmol/L) 4.45 (0.86) 4.49 (0.84) 

Serum Calcium (mmol/L) 2.17 (0.25) 2.18 (0.24) 

Serum Phosphate (mmol/L) 1.78 (0.57) 1.78 (0.54) 

Serum ALP (U/L) 112.24 (75.94) 113.20 (79.53) 

Hb (g/dL) 9.81 (1.68) 9.85 (1.67) 

Total Cholesterol (mmol/L) 4.46 (1.85) 4.40 (1.13) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 29, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.26.21261164doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.07.26.21261164
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


12 
 

Table 3. Number of deaths and total person-years at risk (n = 1993). 

 n No. deaths Total person-years at risk 

Dialysis Modality    

HD 1837 832 7548.10 

PD 156 61 747.98 

Total 1993 893 8296.07 
Notes:  

1. Median survival for HD: 5.8 years (95% CI: 5.4, 6.3) 

2. Median survival for PD: 7.0 years (95% CI: 5.9, indeterminate) 

3. Potential median follow-up for HD: 5.48 years/person 

4. Potential median follow-up for PD: 5.68 years/person 

 

Table 4. Comparison of patient characteristics between HD and PD groups (n = 1993). 

 HD (n = 1837) PD (n = 156) t-stat. (df)a p-valuea Cohen’s 

d 

 Mean (SD)    

Age  

(years) 

54.27 (13.34) 48.15 (14.13) 5.22 (179.29) < 0.001 0.46  

BMI  

(kg/m2) 

24.81 (4.69) 24.12 (4.41) 1.87 (186.08) 0.064 0.15  

 

Total Cholesterol 

(mmol/L) 

4.39 (1.14) 4.60 (1.07) -2.35 (185.97) 0.020 -0.19 

Serum Creatinine 

(µm/L) 

811.37 (291.73) 823.40 (249.96) -0.57 (192.71) 0.570 -0.04 

Serum Albumin 

(g/L) 

37.32 (6.51) 35.95 (6.32) 2.59 (184.12) 0.010 0.21 

Serum Calcium 

(mmol/L) 

2.18 (0.24) 2.16 (0.21) 0.97 (193.01) 0.334 0.07 

Serum Phosphate 

(mmol/L) 

1.79 (0.55) 1.67 (0.46) 3.23 (194.23) 0.001 0.23 

Serum ALP  

(U/L) 

113.46 (80.42) 110.14 (68.46) 0.57 (193.22) 0.568 0.04 

Serum Potassium 

(mmol/L) 

4.52 (0.85) 4.11 (0.66) 7.31 (202.22) < 0.001 0.49 

Hb  

(g/dL) 

9.81 (1.68) 10.31 (1.56) -3.79 (186.91) < 0.001 -0.30 

      

 n (%) χ2-stat. (df)b p-valueb  

Sex   5.51 (1) 0.019  

Male 1056 (57) 74 (47)    

Female 781 (43) 82 (53)    

DM Comorbidity   0.82 (1) 0.364  

Yes 959 (52) 75 (48)    

No 878 (48) 81 (52)    

CVD Comorbidity   2.09 (1) 0.148  

Yes 135 (7) 17 (11)    

No 1702 (93) 139 (89)    

a Welch’s two-sample t test; b Chi square test of independence 
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Figure 2. Unadjusted Kaplan-Meier survival curves comparing PD versus with HD for both 

all cases and complete cases. 
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Table 5. Assessment of the effect of PD versus that of HD using WCR (n = 1993). 

  b (SE) AHR (95% CI) z-stat. p-value 

Model 1 PD -0.340 (0.131) 0.712 (0.551, 0.920) -2.60 0.009 

Model 2 PD -0.226 (0.139) 0.798 (0.608, 1.048) -1.62 0.104 
Notes: 

1. WCR was used to account for nonproportional hazards. 

2. Model 1 was unadjusted.  

3. Model 2 was adjusted for age, sex, DM comorbidity, CVD comorbidity, BMI, serum creatinine, serum 

albumin, serum calcium, serum phosphate, serum potassium, serum ALP, total cholesterol, and Hb. 

 

 

Table 6. The most parsimonious WCR model (n = 1993). 

Model 3 b (SE) AHR (95% CI) z-stat. p-value 

PD vs HD -0.232 (0.139) 0.793 (0.604, 1.043) -1.66 0.097 

Age 0.488 (0.041) 1.630 (1.504, 1.766) 11.96 < 0.001 

Male vs Female 0.210 (0.075) 1.233 (1.064, 1.429) 2.79 0.005 

DM comorbidity vs No DM 0.241 (0.075) 1.272 (1.099, 1.472) 3.22 0.001 

CVD comorbidity vs No CVD 0.239 (0.122) 1.269 (1.000, 1.612) 1.96 0.050 

BMI -0.105 (0.041) 0.900 (0.831, 0.975) -2.57 0.010 

Serum creatinine -0.161 (0.047) 0.851 (0.776, 0.933) -3.43 < 0.001 

Serum albumin -0.240 (0.032) 0.787 (0.739, 0.838) -7.52 < 0.001 

Serum phosphate 0.110 (0.035) 1.117 (1.043, 1.195) 3.19 0.001 

Serum ALP 0.078 (0.033) 1.081 (1.013, 1.153) 2.35 0.019 

Serum potassium -0.089 (0.041) 0.915 (0.844, 0.991) -2.17 0.030 

Hb -0.252 (0.039) 0.777 (0.721, 0.838) -6.54 < 0.001 
Notes:  

1. All continuous covariates were standardized. Therefore, each regression coefficient represents the change in 

log relative hazard per SD change in the covariate. 

2. There were no significant interactions between dialysis modality, age, DM comorbidity, and CVD 

comorbidity. 

3. All continuous covariates were found to be approximately linear against log relative hazard. 

4. There were no influential outliers identified. 

5. The overall goodness-of-fit was acceptable. 
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Discussion 

This is the largest contemporary study to date on survival in treated ESRD patients in 

Sabah who began treatment with either HD or PD. The study used the MDTR database, the 

largest registered database of treated ESRD patients in Malaysia, to compare the survival of 

ESRD patients who started on HD with that of those who started on PD. Moreover, the effects 

of other predictors on survival in this population were also studied. 

The study demonstrated that initial dialysis modality did not significantly impact all-

cause mortality of dialysis patients in Sabah after controlling for selected confounders. This 

finding is in agreement with what was found in the whole Malaysia cohort [12] and is 

corroborated by large observational studies [4,7,17,18]. Conflicting results are numerous, 

however. The inconsistencies may be explained by methodologic differences, such as the type 

of statistical models used, degree of adjustment, selection of subjects, and length of follow up. 

However, it could also be due to the absence of a true difference between both modalities 

[5,19]. Given that PD as an initial dialysis modality was found to be more cost-effective than 

HD [20], the finding from this study, if confirmed, further strengthens the argument for the 

increased use of PD in the local setting. 

Unsurprisingly, it was found that older age and the presence of DM were significantly 

associated with poorer survival. The death rate was 27% (95% CI: 10%, 47%) higher in diabetic 

ESRD patients and increased by 63% (95% CI: 50%, 77%) for every SD, approximately 14 

years, increase in age. This is consistent with the conclusions from most studies [21]. In fact, 

Locatelli et al. [22] claimed that age is the most important demographic factor associated with 

increased mortality, together with the increasing incidence of diabetic patients with ESRD. 

Older patients are frailer and more susceptible to concomitant medical conditions. Moreover, 

DM is a predictor of CVD which accounts for more than 50% of mortality in these patients, 
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leading to a mortality rate approximately 30 times higher than that in the general population 

[23].  

Another expected finding is that higher serum albumin was significantly associated 

with lower all-cause mortality in these patients. The death rate decreased by 21% for every SD, 

approximately 6.5 g/L, increase in serum albumin. A decrease in the death rate of between 16% 

and 26% is consistent with the data at the 95% confidence level. Low serum albumin is a 

predictor of mortality regardless of modality of RRT [3]. Serum albumin is a marker of 

nutritional status and low serum albumin is one of the criteria for protein energy wasting (PEW) 

which is often associated with mortality [24]. This finding suggests that hypoalbuminemia 

should be avoided to reduce the risk of death in these patients. 

The effects of other variables on the survival of dialysis patients are unclear. First, this 

study found that the rate of death among males was 23% higher than that among females; and 

could be as little as 6% higher to as much as 43% higher with 95% confidence. This finding is 

in agreement with what was reported by Wang et al. [25]. However, many studies have reported 

that sex has no significant effect on the survival of dialysis patients [17,22,26,27]. The result 

does not necessarily imply anything important as it may just reflect the fact that females have 

greater survival than males in the general population. 

 Second, it was found that BMI was an independent predictor of death in dialysis 

patients. The rate of death decreased by 10% for every SD, approximately 5 kg/m2, increase in 

BMI. A decrease in rate of death of between 2% and 17% is consistent with the data at the 95% 

confidence level. This finding is consistent with what was reported by Wu et al. [21]. Contrary 

to the finding in the general population, in which high BMI is associated with high mortality, 

this phenomenon of “reverse epidemiology” in which low BMI is associated with high 

mortality was discussed in length by Kalantar-Zadeh et al. [28]. Possible explanations include 
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a more stable hemodynamic status, alterations in circulating cytokines, unique neurohormonal 

constellations, endotoxin-lipoprotein interaction, reverse causation, survival bias, time 

discrepancies among competitive risk factors, and malnutrition-inflammation complex 

syndrome [28]. Weight-gain-related interventional studies in dialysis patients are needed to 

confirm this finding. 

 Third, this study shows that serum creatinine was inversely correlated with mortality 

risk. The rate of death decreased by 15% for every SD, approximately 289 µm/L, increase in 

serum creatinine. A decrease in the rate of death of between 7% and 22% is consistent with the 

data at 95% confidence level. This paradox is consistent with the results of past studies [24,29]. 

The deterioration in muscle mass and nutritional status in ESRD patients may confound the 

distribution of the creatinine value in this population, with the healthiest patients having the 

greatest creatinine values and the sickest patients with the latest referral for dialysis having the 

lowest values [30]. The implication of this finding is that serum creatinine is not a reliable 

surrogate for residual renal function in new ESRD patients, but it can be used as a predictor of 

subsequent mortality in this population. 

  Fourth, this study reveals that out of the three biomarkers of chronic kidney disease-

mineral and bone disorder (CKD-MBD) studied, only serum phosphate and ALP were 

significantly associated with mortality in dialysis patients. The death rate increased by 12% 

(95% CI: 4%, 20%) and 8% (95% CI: 1%, 15%) for every SD increase in serum phosphate and 

ALP, respectively. However, serum calcium was found to be not significantly related to 

mortality. The result is consistent with what was reported by Owaki et al. [31], but there are 

other studies that yielded differing results [32,33]. The discrepancies may be attributed to the 

different measures used by different studies. Some studies used aggregate measures of 

laboratory values over time whereas others used single measures at baseline [32]. This result 
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implies that bone mineral parameters especially phosphate and ALP need to be kept low to 

reduce the death rate among dialysis patients. 

 Fifth, this study shows that serum potassium was significantly associated with mortality 

in dialysis patients. The death rate decreased by as little as 1% to as much as 16% for every 

SD, approximately 0.84 mmol/L, increase in serum potassium with 95% confidence. This 

seemingly linear relationship is only true for the observed data. A more plausible relationship 

is the U-shaped relationship. Eriguchi et al. [34] reported that very low and very high serum 

potassium levels were associated with higher all-cause mortality in incident PD patients, which 

can be partly explained by the impact of potassium on ventricular arrhythmogenicity. However, 

a study by Oliveira et al. [35] in HD patients found that serum potassium was not a significant 

predictor of mortality. The findings from this study suggest that hypokalemia should be 

avoided in dialysis patients. 

 Last, it was found that Hb was an independent predictor of mortality in dialysis patients. 

The death rate decreased by as little as 16% to as much as 28% for every SD, approximately 

1.67 g/dL, increase in Hb with 95% confidence. Abe et al. [36] reported that Hb was not a 

significant predictor of mortality in PD patients. In another study among HD patients, it was 

shown that a low Hb concentration was a robust hazard factor, whereas a high Hb concentration 

did not increase the risk. The mortality risk rapidly increased when the Hb concentration was 

below 10.0 g/dL [37]. Low Hb leads to anemia, a common complication of CKD due to reduced 

erythropoietin production and iron absorption by the kidney. This result implies that low Hb 

concentration should be prevented to reduce the mortality risk in this population. 

 One important strength of the current study is the way in which the censored survival 

data were analyzed. The Cox PH regression model is the most popular method in the analysis 

of such data. However, the assumption of proportional hazards is often violated resulting in 
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overestimation or underestimation of the hazard ratios. To cope with the nonproportional 

hazards, WCR was used in this study. The inclusion of parameters for time-dependent effects 

is a viable alternative but it usually results in a more complex model. Additionally, there is 

little medical interest in the time-dependence of a covariate effect [15]. Stratification based on 

a prognostic factor exhibiting nonproportional hazards is not an attractive option as it precludes 

estimation of its effect. Furthermore, stratification is not viable when many prognostic factors 

exhibit nonproportional hazards. In contrast, WCR can simplify analysis and interpretation. 

Via weighted estimation, a direct comparison of the magnitude of effects from proportional 

and nonproportional covariates of interest can be performed [15]. 

 The study has two important limitations. First, the regression analyses were based on 

complete cases. As many as 45 percent of patients have been excluded due to missing data for 

at least one of the variables considered for regression analyses. Although the characteristics of 

the complete cases were representative of all cases, as shown in Table 1 and Table 2, the sample 

size was reduced substantially, resulting in a loss of efficiency and increased standard errors. 

Multiple imputation is a viable alternative to deal with missing data, but it is best viewed in the 

context of sensitivity analysis [38]. Future studies should employ both methods and compare 

the results. 

Second, the laboratory values measured were not baseline values. Instead, they were 

averages of repeated measurements over time measured after dialysis initiation. The 

aggregation of repeated measures into summary statistics such as the mean, median or extreme 

values common in studies whose data sources are existing health records [39]. The 

summarization of longitudinal covariates may be a missed analytic opportunity. The 

incorporation of these variables as time-varying covariates in the model may be more 

appropriate. On the other hand, Sweeting et al. [40] demonstrated that simpler summarization-

based approaches were just as effective as more sophisticated methods and modestly better 
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than the baseline-only model. Future studies should consider models with time-varying 

covariates when dealing with longitudinal variables that fluctuate strongly over time. 

Otherwise, simple summary measures should suffice. 

 The patients studied are representative of all adult ESRD patients who received dialysis 

treatment in the dialysis centers in Sabah that participated in the MDTR. The generalization of 

the results to all adult ESRD patients receiving dialysis treatment in Sabah is not unreasonable 

given that there is no reason to suspect any dialysis centers not reporting to the MDTR. Most 

of the patients received their treatment in the government settings, all of which participated in 

the MDTR. The few private or non-profit organization (NGO) centers that exist in Sabah can 

be considered compliant to data submission to the MDTR given the Private Healthcare 

Facilities Act 1998 (AKTA 586) that states that all dialysis health facilities are required to 

submit data to the MDTR. Any significant associations found in this study do not at all imply 

causation. The significant predictors of all-cause mortality identified may or may not be the 

causal factors.  

In conclusion, it was found that dialysis modality was not significantly related to all-

cause mortality after controlling for confounders. The most parsimonious regression model 

identified age, sex, DM comorbidity, BMI, serum creatinine, serum albumin, serum phosphate, 

serum ALP, serum potassium, and Hb as statistically significant predictors of survival. 
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