
chronic HD patients are at particular risk for severe COVID-19 infection. The aim of
this study was to compare clinical presentation, laboratory and radiologic data and
outcomes between HD and non-HD COVID-19 patients and find possible risk factors
for mortality on HD patients.
METHOD: A single center retrospective cohort study including patients on HD
hospitalized with a laboratory confirmed COVID-19 infection, from March 1st to
December 31st of 2020 and matched them to non-dialysis patients (non-HD) (1:1).
Data regarding patient baseline characteristics, symptoms, laboratory and radiologic
results at presentation were collected, as well as their outcomes. Categorical variables
are presented as frequencies and percentages, and continuous variables as means or
medians for variables with skewed distributions. A paired Student’s t-test was
performed on parametric continuous values or Mann-Whitney for non-parametric
continuous variables. Chi-squared test was performed for comparing categorical
variables. Logistic regression was used to identify risk factors for mortality on HD
patients. A p-value of less than 0,05 indicated statistical significance.
RESULTS: A total of 34 patients HD patients were included, 70,6% male, mean age of
76,5 years, median time of dialysis of 3,0 years. Among them 85,3% were hypertensive,
47,1% diabetic, 47,1% had cardiovascular disease, 30,6% pulmonary chronic disease
and 23,5% cancer. The most frequent symptoms were fever (67,6%), shortness of
breath (61,8%) and cough (52,9%). At admission, 55,9% of patients needed oxygen
supply, one required mechanic ventilation and was admitted to intensive care unit.
Regarding laboratory data, the most common features were lymphopenia in 58,9%
(median- 795/uL), elevated LDH in 64,7% (median- 255 U/L), raised C-reactive
protein in 97,1% (median-6,3 mg/dlL, raised D-dimer in 95,8% (median 1,7 ng/mL),
and all patients presented high ferritin (median 1658 ng/mL) and elevated Troponin T
(median 130ng/mL). The majority presented with radiologic changes, particularly
bilateral infiltrates in 29,4%. Concerning clinical outcomes, the median hospitalization
time was 11 days and 13 patients (38,2%) developed bacterial superinfection. Mortality
rate was 32,4%. When matched to 34 non-HD patients there was no statistical
significant differences in sex, age and comorbidities. The HD group had a tendency to
more ventilator support need (p=0,051), higher ferritin and troponin levels (p=<0,001
for both), whereas the non-HD group presented with greater levels of transaminases
(p= 0,017). There was o significant difference in hospitalization time (median of 11 vs 7
days, p=0,222) neither in mortality (median of 32,4 vs 35,3%, p=0,798). When the
logistic regression was performed, only bacterial superinfection was a predictor for
mortality on hemodialysis patients (p=0,004).
CONCLUSION: Our study compared outcomes for COVID-19 patients on chronic
HD to non-dialysis patients and showed no difference in hospitalization time nor in
death rate. In spite of these results, the mortality in patients on chronic HD is still not
negligible, with up to 32% of in-hospital mortality. Bacterial superinfection is a
predictive risk factor for mortality. Hence the importance of interventions to mitigate
the burden of COVID-19 in these patients, by preventing its spread, particularly in
hemodialysis centers.
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BACKGROUND AND AIMS: An individual participant data (IPD) meta-analysis of
four randomized controlled trials (RCTs) demonstrated that hemodiafiltration (HDF)
reduced overall mortality compared to hemodialysis (HD) in patients with end-stage
kidney disease (ESKD). It remains, however, difficult to translate these average results
into clinical practice as absolute treatment effects may substantially differ between
individuals. The aim of this study was to develop and validate a treatment effect
prediction model to determine which patients would benefit the most from HDF or
HD in terms of all-cause mortality.
METHOD: We used an IPD meta-analysis based on four RCTs comparing HDF with
HD on mortality endpoints to derive a Royston-Parmar model for prediction of
absolute treatment effect of HDF based on pre-specified patient and disease
characteristics. Validation of the model with regard to model discrimination,
calibration and net benefit was performed using internal-external cross validation.
RESULTS: The median predicted gain in median survival was 44 (Q1-Q3: 44-46) days
for every year of treatment with HDF compared to HD. The overall gain in median
survival with HDF ranged from 2 to 48 months (Figure). Patients who benefited most
from HDF were younger, less likely to have diabetes or a cardiovascular history and
had higher serum creatinine and albumin levels. Internal-external cross validation
showed adequate calibration and discrimination. Decision curve analysis indicated that
prediction-based treatment allocation improved the net clinical benefit compared to
treating all with patients HDF or treating all with HD.
CONCLUSION: Although overall mortality is reduced by HDF compared to HD in

ESKD patients, the absolute survival gain can vary greatly between individuals. Our
results indicate that the effects of HDF on survival can be predicted using a
combination of readily available patient and disease characteristics, which could guide
shared decision-making.

MO825 Figure 1: Histograms for the distribution of (A) predicted gain in median
survival for hemodiafiltration (HDF) versus hemodialysis (HD) in months, (B)
predicted gain in median survival per year for HDF versus HD in days, (C) predicted
gain in median survival for HDF with a convection volume of�23L per 1.73m2 (body
surface area-adjusted), i.e. high-volume HDF, in months, and (D) predicted gain in
median survival per year for high-volume HDF in days, in the pooled data.
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BACKGROUND AND AIMS: Chronic kidney disease-associated pruritus (CKD-aP)
is a common yet under-recognised condition in patients with CKD undergoing
haemodialysis (HD), in whom it is associated with reduced health-related quality of life
(HRQoL), poor sleep quality, and a greater risk of depression. This real-world study
obtained insights from nephrologists in Europe and Australia into the current
practices, attitudes and unmet medical needs relating to the diagnosis and treatment of
CKD-aP.
METHOD: Qualitative data were obtained from structured interviews conducted Oct–
Nov 2019 with 72 nephrologists from France, Germany, Italy, Spain, UK and Australia
(n=12 in each country). Quantitative data relating to diagnostic/treatment practices for
CKD-aP were collected May–July 2020 by a 20-minute physician survey and collection
of patient record forms (PRF). The survey was completed by 301 nephrologists from
France (n=50), Germany (n=56), Italy (n=58), Spain (n=55), UK (n=52), and Australia
(n=30). Respondents’ level of agreement was assessed using a 7-point scale, from 1 (do
not agree at all) to 7 (strongly agree). PRF data were also captured for 1435 HD
patients with CKD-aP from all countries. All nephrologists who completed the
interviews and surveys were currently treating >5 HD patients with CKD-aP.
RESULTS: Most nephrologists (75%) agreed that CKD-aP is under-diagnosed in HD
patients, which is mainly driven by the lack of systematic screening by nephrologists
and under-reporting of the condition by patients. The main barriers to screening for
CKD-aP identified by nephrologists included the lack of diagnostic guidelines and
absence of standardised pruritus intensity scales to consistently diagnose and classify
CKD-aP severity. The majority (74%) agreed new clinical guidelines for nephrologists
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