PCFM Vol 5 No. 4 Oct-Dec 2022:267-275. @

a s v %
UNUTAURUU

=

L‘U‘iEJ‘UWIEJUT’EJ‘”L’J’G’I’]%EW]%W?“%’J"I\‘IN‘U’JEJ‘LGI’J’]EJLi@iﬁi”&l”ﬂﬂ‘i/l’]%ﬁ/l’s’l’]\‘i
1(511/]’1\‘1%‘1‘!’Wlaﬂﬂt’mﬂLLaﬂ‘UNU’JEJ‘VIaﬂ\‘i‘lGWI"I\‘I‘VN’WIENﬂ’JEJGI‘LILEN
a4 AaUNlaey Isaw&nmawsuuamm

565 WsUSLANS, Wu.,! INSYe Yaulnda, wu.,! waLfoU LaEIETEAS, wu.2

'Ehenavmansnseunsa lsawerviagwainsal annvialne; ‘nquenavnssudinu lsameruianssdaunay, uunys

v

I’:\III%’UQWUGUUVI?I’NN: UNAnga

o Ay

uwazinguszasd: eSeuiieusseziansentin seniregthelaneFesiinms
TanantiviedaegauaduiUlenanslamamiintessienuies

5945 nsUsEANS, N,
TseweuIansiiunan
AUNNTEAD D418 2.UUNYT
11000, Uszindlne

¢ aa

5‘1.] LUUAIE: NISANBITINE T mumsmwauamwawaﬁ

Email: proudthanis@gmail. TaauazIsnIs: Qﬂaa‘lyﬁﬂlmwSa%&ﬁé’wﬂmmwﬁﬂﬁaﬁwhzﬂ a padnladie
com T3angutanseana1 AATUN 1 nanau w.A. 2558 89 30 fueeu w.a. 2563 e

gnuuseendu 2 nqu loiun ngutheidslanamivieddeedgua fuitaenidnle
Received: January 1, 2022,

Revised: February 21, 2022;
Accepted: May 20, 2022

namiviewnenues iudeyaiugiuvestie nan1InsanIviesujufinis uaz
Tayanmssslanmamiivies Wisuiflsunisegsenlaeds Kaplan-Meier uag log-rank
test yindladeviinananissendinlag Multivariable Cox’s regression

NaN1SANE: Q’ﬂ’mﬁgwm 148 au naugthedlamaminyiednelauadnuiu 67 au
(Soway 45.2) ﬁmmaﬁ'a 62.2 + 10.5 U uagnquanslemantviessienuies 81 au
(Soway 54.7) il mmmaaa 49.0 + 11.3 U (p < 0.001) LUSHUWIBUTZHEATOATNTZIIN
nasuazUFuladusuniu ‘wmwmnm5@mﬁuwiuﬂqumaNlmmwmwaﬂmamuau,az
naudslamantviessenueliinuuansneiuneeads (adjusted HR = 1.25,
95%Cl 0.50-3.14, p = 0.632) ‘17?&?1@\1ﬂﬁﬂuﬁi%EJ%‘U@E]G]Lé@y‘dmﬁmﬁmﬁmm%@m‘%@
Ypannseanliuanmeiu mqﬁmmd’] 60 Ududlaseidsasianisnne LLaZH’ﬁLﬁG}Lg@q
Y0INIDIBNLEU

a3U: SeEEaNTentn SrevUaenfiniieldeytewied warszevUaenfnliouNaYes
meeentunguitienanslamamihiemisaesngulifinnuuandeiu guiegeeiyi
adlavnaniivies folunquidesronisidedin uaznshnoidoydeiosdniay

o o

AEA msmﬁmmmm‘waq L‘EJE]U‘UENM@QE)ﬂLﬁU B»JG‘ILLﬂ ILYLIATOATN




@ PCFM Vol 5 No. 4 Oct-Dec 2022:267-275.

ORIGINAL ARTICLE

Comparison of Survival Time Between Caregiver Assisted
and Self-Care Peritoneal Dialysis for End-Stage Renal
Disease Patients in Peritoneal Dialysis Clinic,
Pranangklao Hospital

Thanisorn Pornprasit, MD.," Ittichai Wattanakosol, MD.," Sangduen Sangsasri, MD.?

'Department of Family Medicine, King Chulalongkorn Memorial Hospital, ?Department of Social Medicine,

Pranangklao Hospital

Corresponding author :
Thanisorn Pornprasit, MD.,
Department of Social Medi-
cine, Pranangklao Hospital,
Bang Krasaw, Mueang
Nonthaburi District,
Nonthaburi 11000, Thailand
Email: proudthanis@gmail.
com

Received: January 1, 2022,

Revised: February 21,2022,

Accepted: May 20, 2022

ABSTRACT

Background and Objective: This study aimed to compare survival time
between caregiver-assisted and self-care peritoneal dialysis (PD) patients

Design: Prognostic study (retrospective observational design).

Methods: All consecutive patients with end-stage renal disease who
started PD between 1 October 2015 and 30 September 2020 in the PD
clinic, at Pranangklao hospital were enrolled in the study. The demo-
graphics, blood chemistry, and PD data were collected from the medical
record. Kaplan—Meier method and log-rank test were used to compare
survival, peritonitis-free time, and exit site infection-free time between
caregiver-assisted PD (assisted PD) and self-care PD patients. Multivari-
able Cox’s regression was used to predict survival factors.

Results: Of 148 patients, 67 (45.2%) were assisted PD, and 81 (54.7%)
were self-care PD. The mean age of assisted PD and self-care PD patients
were significantly different (62.2 + 10.5vs 49.5 + 11.4 years, respectively,
p < 0.007). Risk-adjusted analysis revealed that there was no difference
in survival time between the two groups (adjusted HR = 1.25, 95% ClI
0.50-3.14, p = 0.632). There was no difference in peritonitis-free time and
exit site infection-free time between groups. Age over 60 years old was
an increased risk of mortality and peritonitis.

Conclusions: There was no difference in survival time, peritonitis-free
period, and exit site infection between the caregiver-perform and the
self-care PD patients. Elderly PD patients were considered at risk for
mortality and peritonitis.

Keywords: peritoneal dialysis, peritonitis, caregivers, survival
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