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ISPD Recommendations for the Evaluation of %%EII:{%I?;TEM
Peritoneal Membrane Dysfunction in Adults

Baseline (6-12 weeks)
During follow-up, in case of fluid overload and/or low
peritoneal ultrafiltration

Peritoneal equilibration test

(4h, 2.5% or 4.25% dextrose)
i I ]

Quantify PSTR Quantify sodium dip Quantify net UF
= 2.5% or 4.25% dextrose - must use 4.25% dextrose  f----------mrmmemeaseneey 2.5% or 4.25% dextrose
: -based 4-h PET -based 4-h PET ~ -based 4-h PET
i ! | |

Fast PSTR Baseline: intrinsic low UF Long-term PD: ; UF insufficiency

: D/P,eqt @t 4h > mean Sodium dip < 5 mmol/l acquired membrane injury | | Net UF <100 ml (2.5%) or

; [0.62-0.73] | Sodium dip < 5 mmol/| : <400 ml (4.25%)
, ? Higher risk for technique | L 1
: failure (and fluid overload) Discuss the risk of EPS '
Higher risk Tailor PD prescription Carefully weigh risks and i
(i.e. fluid overload (i.e. shorten glucose-based dwells, benefits of transition '
and death) icodextrin) to achieve euvolemia while (shared-decision making) ;
; preserving RKF -

e B

Johann Maorelle, Joanna Stachowska-Pietka, Carl Oberg, et al. ISPD recommendations for the evaluation of peritoneal membrane dysfunction in adults:
Classification. measurement, interpretation and rationale for intervention. https://doi.org/10.1177/0896860820982218
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To PET teoT Xpnotevel otn cuvtayoypadnon tng Mepirovaikng Kabapong;

4 IToio PET?
O Iote fonbOaer?

Q Iloiwov fonBact?




MAPATONTEZ NMOY KA©OOPIZOYN TH ZYNTATOIrPAQHZH
2THN NEPITONAIKH KAGAPzH

1. AHMOTIPA®DIKA & 2. ZYNOZHPOTHTEZ 3. YIMOAEIMMATIKH
@l Yo IOMATOMETPIKA * KAPSLAKH QVEMApKEa NE®PIKH AEITOYPrIIA (RKF)
* nAia * oakxapwdng Saprtng * OyKOG OUpWV
» BApog * unoBpeYia, PAeypovi e GFR
* BSA ﬁ * GMeg cuvvoonpOTNTES o puBuédC peiwong RKF

7. LOGISTICS / TPONOZ ZOQHX 4. KAINIKH KATAZTAZH OrkKoy

* unepuddtwon

« CAPD ) APD \
o TIPOYpPappa acBevolg 3 /[ A e odrpata
. 5UVOT(?TI‘]'[G ClUI’OélfJXEiplOnC SYNTAFTOIrPA®HEH 7 . qp?nplqKﬁ mieon '
s UTIOOTAPLEN OTO OTIiTL MEPITONAIKHE KAGAPEHS s avaykn yta unepduibnon (UF)
s gpyaoia, okoyévela, tagidla
EZATOMIKEYMENH

OEPATMEIA
6. ZTOXOI| OEPATEIAZ / \ 5. EPTAZTHPIAKEZ NMAPAMETPOI
* £MApKeEla KABapong s oupia, Kpeativivn
e niototnta {wng e aABoupivn
« Slatipnon RKF » danepardtnta (transport status) « nAektpouteg (Na, K, HCO,)
o £Aeyxog OyKou/mieong * ikavotnta unepdiiBnong * Oeikteg BpEPng/pAeypovig
o £AAXIOTOMOINGCN EMMAOKWY * OUUMEPLPOPA OTN YAUKOTN e Hb, Ca, P, PTH
o SUVAUIKN HE TOV XpOVo

(%) 8. EMMNEIPIA KENTPOY & NE®POAOIOY

0 60 e
asmmeEl o qpiBuoc PD aoBevwy (volume) o epmeipia otnv PD  » mpwtokoAAa & umootrptEn e« SlemoTtnpovikn opdda e« moidtnta napakoAouBnong

Ilm.l

H ZYNTATONPA®HZIH XTHN PD EINAI AYNAMIKH, EEATOMIKEYMENH KAI ENTANAZIOAOTEITAI ZYNEXQZXZ




Trans-endothelial Transcellular

transport = ® forces
k] ®
Transcellular pore @ ! NS pO:S";OﬁZ
s I ur
(aquaporin) oo °, dominates
[ e ® o
it ey B
®e ® Hydrostatic
- s and osmotic
Small pore ®
: oo pressures
equivalent o, ,®0
®
L
® o
e Glycocalyx
® . N Hydrostatic
Large pore % _. pressure
equivalent ‘ " ° o dominates
Protein '
~ ‘ @ l ® o .
Interstitum b Capillary Lumen

Ultrasmall pores : predict to account for 50% of water removal (UF)
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To PET teoT Xpnotevel otn cuvtayoypadnon tng Mepirovaikng Kabapong;

 I1ow PET?




Katnyopia repttovaikng HETAPOPOC

TRANSPORT CHARACTERISTICS PREFERRED PD MODALITY

Standard or High-Dose APD
CAPD
NIPD (if significant RKF)

Standard or High-Dose APD

HIGH-AVERAGE CAPD

CAPD
Standard or High-Dose APD

LOW-AVERAGE

Standard or High-Dose APD
CAPD



Water channels AQP1 and their role in PD

The peritoneal membrane

A

Mesothelium
Interstitium
Extracellular
matrix
Immune cells
Adipocytes
Nerves
D WAgp1+ MAgp1”
Vascular 3.6+ 75 1.0
network 3.4
: 5 -
< 3.2- 3 50 5 0.9-
e e}
;2 3.0 w 3
o [] 2 a
o 2.8 4 254 S 0.8
2.6 =
2.4 0 0.7
B Capillary  Endothelium  Solution 5 8545 85 B5G6TED E & & § 35 &5 o6
o Time (min) P Time (min)
Mechanisms of crystalloid vs. colloid osmosis
Large pore
r ~25-30 nm E Osmosis Glucose Icodextrin
Capillary | Solution  Capillary | Solution
@@ e’ @ - &
O . e 9 : " oo ?‘O
Smail pore AQPId ’ AQP1 L °®
r~4-5 nm T
e Q e

p=

Ultrasmall pore
r<0.3 nm

Osmotic gradient

| ‘—>’ Water flow across the membrane |




‘Eva teoT yia 0Aouc?

Membrane test

Personal dialysis capacity test

Classic PET*  Modified PET* (SPA)”>  Mini-PET®  Double mini-PET* (PDC)*
2.27% 3.86% 3.86% 1.36% and 3.86% Multiple
Membrane
characteristic 4 h 4 h | h 2x 1h 24 h
Solute transfer Yes Yes Yes (at | h) Yes (at | h) Yes (expresses this as diffusion
distance (Ao/ Ax))
Ultrafiltration Yes Yes Yes (at | h)
capacity
Sodium dip (free Yes Yes Yes (Also calculates

water transport)

Osmotic
conductance
Net fluid
reabsorption
Effective lymphatic
reabsorption
Protein Clearance

Yes (Calculated from
instilled macromolecule)

Yes (Uses proteins of
different molecular
weights)

the proportion of
UF via AQP and
small pores)
Yes Yes (Calculates the UF capacity
for glucose, LpS)
Yes (This is possible because it
includes a long exchange)

Yes (Measures large pore flux

(vL))



Avépac 68 stwv, ZA turou 2, éekva nieptrovaikn kadapon. YroAswupuatiky dtovpnon: 600 mi/24h.
KAwika evoykaiuikog otnv évapén. Zekwva pue CAPD kat yivetat apxiko PET.

Mpoypappa APD: /o\

5 vuxtepivoi kUKAoL -
P ET z . 2 7% (Cycler - Autépatn NMeptrovaikn KaBapon) \ T\npwin//

D/P creatinine 4h 0.73 Dwell time / \
: ] oL |
g o) | @ »‘

D/DO glucose 4h 0,33 ‘

\; Enépevog = o | i \. Mapapovi
‘Oykog TAfpwong N KOKhog / - L @ N\ 0hems /
UF 4h 220 ml 2 L avd kikho \ o ".i\l ;;\/{, |

1.36% & 5 NYXTEPINOI KYKAO! e

// \
4 \

Dry d [i ’ )I / .¢ |
y day \ -t

(Huépa xwpig mepirovaikr kaBapon) \_ Zémhupa / Anoxstsuon

®

&
Katataén high-average Glucose

@

eee2—3 EOOUASEG HETA..

\ 0 aoBevig Aéet:
«To pnxavnua
Byalet Aiya vypa»

XaunAé vuytepvo UF

AUEnon Bapoug 1.5-2 kg
(

\ ) (% 'Hmaodhpata

[
(N o

2 Avaykn ouxvotepng
7.5% XPRong uléptovwv p
StaAupatwy (‘; "

Zupnépaopa
To APD ypetaZetat emava&loAéynon kat rubavri mpocapuoyr Tou MPoYPAHATos

(r.x. avgnon xpdévou dwell, dykou mArjpwong, ouykévipwang yAukodng f poabrikn icodextrin)
) QVTIHETWITION CUPHOPPWONG Kat Slatpo@rig.



Ynodeon

» Aev €xeL amopoatltnta npoBAnUa otn petadopd SLHAUTWV.

» TpoPAnua oto free water transport.

» opKetol pkpol mopol = kado D/P creatinine
» MUELWMEVN Aettoupyia AQP1 = koo early UF

Kevtplki 6€a:

Eival “fast” yua StaAuteg, aAAda oxL yia kabopo vepo.

PET 4,25 pe mpoowplvr amnoxetevon 1H

UF 1h 100 ml
Na dialysate Oh 132 mmol/L
Na dialysate 1h 128 mmol/L
Sodium dip 5 mmol/L
UF 4h 520 ml
D/P creatinine 4h 0.74

Type | ultrafiltration failure




Nnati anétuyxe n apxikn APD

H APD pe 60Aentoug KUKAouG Baciotnke otnv WOéa:

high transporter - short dwells

‘Opwg oToV CUYKEKPLUEVO acBevn
ta short dwells anmotuyxavouv yuarti:

@ n 1n wpa e§aptdatat oAv and AQP1

0-1h
O 10 AQP-mediated free water
«M¢ transport ivat ptwyxo
G
— dev mpoAafaivel va anodwoel
s 1o small-pore UF
e 0 °®

Apa n cuvtayn RTav cwotn yla
to D/P creatinine, aAAd AdBo¢

yla tn QuactoAoyia tou vepou



MOIO PET ENMIAENQ KAI NOTE;

IE :::fg:;“m - __’_) O) __‘_) I _‘__) o
KAGAPEH ' XpewdZetal apxikn @ Ynépxet enapkrig UF @ Ynapxet pewwpévo @ MoAUmAokn / acUp@wvn

agloAéynon g aAla au§npévn anoppognon n apvnukoé UF / kAWK ewéva i avayxn
Hepppavng; yAUKSZnG R unowia npang KAIKT) unepudatwon; yia oe BaBog avaluon;
Siatapaxng aquaporins;

¢

_‘@’_ MPAKTIKA ZHMEIA

* Enavektipnon PET ava 6-12 prjveg 1} étav alhalet n kKAwvikr eiéva TEAIKOZ ZTOXOZ
« Yuvbuadoupe navra ta anotehéopara PET pe tnv kKAvikn eikéva Katravénon g Aettoupyiag tng neprrovaiknig HepBpavng
o Ttdxoq: n BEATiotn eEQTOUIKEUHEVN ouvTayoypaenon ywa BéAtiotn kGBapon, enapxr) unepduriBnon kat dwatripnon tng HeEUBPAvVNG.
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To PET teoT Xpnotevel otn cuvtayoypadnon tng Mepirovaikng Kabapong;

 Ilote ponbacr?

XPYZOZ KANONAZ : Aev kavoupue PET otav éskivaue — kavouue PET otav
UTTOPOUUE VO EUTTILIOTEUTOUUE QUTO TTOU UETPAUE




To PET b¢ev

aAAadeL T
Slayvwon.
ANaleL TN
OTPOTNYLKN



70 [aveAANVIO

To PET teot xpnoeveL otn cuvtayoypadnon tnc Neptovaikng Kabaponc;
o avrtidoyog...

ouvtayoypadoUHE NAVW o€ EVAOYEC
. untoB€oelg. To PET ivat auto mou
HETATPEMEL TRV UNOOEON O€

/1 - efatopikevon.

A

— H cuvtayoypadnon potpaia EEKLVAEL TtpLV
Vol YVWPL{OULLE TO XOPAKTNPLOTIKA TNG
HepBPAvVNG



Patients With Nonfast Peritoneal Transfer Rate are More Suitable for Incremental Peritoneal Dialysis

“Ratio (%)

Xwpic bebouéva n incremental givat uodeon ue dedouéva sivat atparnyikn

0.60

0.50

0.40

0.30

0.20

0.10

0.00

0.49

£12

0.21
0.11 0.12
0.08

12-24

24-36

Time

8 Non-fast PSTR
B Fast PSTR

36-60 > go (Months)

1.0 I Non-fast PSTR
Fast PSTR
s U1 -
©
o
o
[ s
=
'©
E
'©
=
(@]
s
0 24 48 72 96 120 144 168
_ Time (months)
Number at risk
Non-fast PSTR 234 201 143 92 55 24 1" 4
Fast PSTR 197 161 110 65 28 16 6 4

Kidney International Reports (2025) 10, 3865—-3873



INCREMENTAL PD

Awyétepn 86on PD,
o€ ouvOUACHOS PE UTIOAELUUATLKE
VEQPLKN AeLToupyia

+ 69
i

MEN
Ayodtepn cuvoAilkn kaBapon

INCREMENTAL PD

Awyotepn kaBapon, aAAd pe yvwon tnG HEUBPAvNG EEPOUME TL va TIEPLUEVOUME

Metagpopd StaAutwy \

YriepdiOnon
(UF capacity)

&

{..-

(aquaporins)

\ \ CiaW g
N NI

/'ll \\\
@ (transport) \

Metagopd eAelBepou vepoU,

Artoppognon yAukslng

=

To PET pou &ivel to “nipo@ii”
NG pepPpavng

=

A\

@ PeaAlotikol otdxol kdBapong

E€atopikeupévn cuvtayn
PD

Ztevn) mapakoAoubnon
& éykaipn TPocapuoyn

AZOAAHZ KAl
AMOTEAEZMATIKH ©EPATIEIA

-o0—
—
—0

KENTPIKO MHNYMA

H incremental PD €xeL Atyotepn k&Bapon,

aAAG pe yvwon tng pepBpavng (PET)

EEPOUE TL VA TIEPLUEVOUE KAL TIWG VA TIETUXOUHE.

L{j .




To PET O¢&v
aAAadeL T

Slayvwon.
AAN\AleL TN
OTPOTNYLKN



Glucose overload

H cwotn ouvtayoypadnon PD dev Baciletal povo otnv kaBapon aAAd kol 0to PETAPOALKO KOOTOC TNG UTtEPSLONONC

Glucose sparing in peritoneal dialysis: Implications and metrics

— 1000
@) 50 0.0001
5 40 % - 0.0001 ' 800 1
2 — 0.0001 | o
E 30¢ 1 < 600
a‘ P— R §
S 201 - E 4001
i) c
£ 10; 1 2 2001
5 04 L £
E 0.0001 — ‘E_T‘; 0
< —10¢ 00001, = ;
g ' 0.0001 ' > —200
S 20 - . . -

N = 54 286 288 91 —400 1

L LA HA H _600
PET category
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 60
Figure 4| UF efficiency during a PET with 2.5% dextrose Glucose absorbed (g/4 h)

displayed by PET categories. L = low transport; LA = low-average
transport; HA = high-average transport; H = high transport.

PET TEST: Staywpllel autov rmou ypelaleTal 0CUWTLKN EVTAON QITO AUTOV IMoU Ypelalstal SLa@OPETIKN aTRPATNVIKA
o arrodotiko UF ava yoauuapto vAukolnc




To PET bev
aAAadeL T
Slayvwon.
ANaleL TN
OTPOTNYLKN

e Avemapkng vrtepdidnon




PET TEST kat S1ayvwoTtika SIAAMOTO OTNV QVETTAPKELX UTLEPSOLNONONG

Low Ultrafiltration (UF) Capacity
Net UF at 4 hours <400 ml using 3.86%/4.25%
of <100 ml using a 2.27%/2.5%
glucose/dextrose solution

4—| Rule out mechanical problems/leaks

Fast Peritoneal Solute Transfer Rate Low osmotic conductance to glucose
Local inflammation Reduced free water transport
e |nherent fast transfer rate ® Intrinsic low UF

variability present at baseline variability present at baseline

e Aquired membrane injury e Aquired membrane injury
Long-term PD/Peritonitis Progressive fibrosis/vasculopathy

Figure 3. Classification of the causes of membrane dysfunction.



Mitigating peritoneal membrane characteristics in modern peritoneal dialysis therapy
SJ Davies

0 H petadopa ovowwv Kat n urtepduibnon dev eiva
R §q Linear = 0.161

Z 1500 . aveéaptntec — oxetilovtal avtiotpoda.

- o

w . O oMM n oxéon e€nyel povo ~18% tnc
1000

§ netapBAntotnrac.

@

o

=3
|

O peyaAn Staomopa onpeilwyv. acBeveic pe mopopolo
solute transport (idla epimou emipavela emadnc)

€xouv oAU SladopeTikn urepdLidnon

Ultrafiltration (ml)
=
1

-500

0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Solute Transport = DIFFUSION

To PET 8&v petpad pia Aettovpyia Tou mepLttovaiiov — anocuvOETeL Tnv unepdinOnon o dtadopetikovg
HNXOVLOMOUG




NMQz TO PET KAGOAHI'EI AIAOOPETIKH AIAXEIPIZH

2E AYO AZOENEIZ

O H petafaon ano PD og HD ivat cUVOETN KAWVLKI KOL TIPOOWTILKNA
anodaon.

O >to mAatiolo shared decision making, o acBevrc mpémnel va
OUMUETEXEL EVEPYA OTNV ETILAOYN.

0 H kaBodnynon tou acBbevoug nmpemet va Baoiletol os
QVTLKELUEVIKA SeSopEva Kal OXL O UTIODETELC.

O Oupetpnoslg tng neptrovaiknc Asttoupyiog (PET, UF, sodium
sieving) deixvouv av n PD mapapEveL AMOTEAECUOTIKA A AV N
HeUBpavn €xeL TACEL OTOL OPLA TNG

AZOENHZ B — ACQUIRED MEMBRANE FAILURE

lNuvaika 67 stwv

CAPD/APD yia 8 xpovia
3 eneloddia neprrovitidag
Xpovia xprion 4.25%

MODIFIED PET - EZEAIZH ANA ETOZX

‘Etog PD D/P Cr 4h Sodium dip 1h UF 1h UF 240 min
1o €ét0¢g 0.64 9 mmol/L 280 mL 620 mL
30 é10¢ 0721 6 mmol/L | 180 mL | 470 mL |
50 é; 0821 5 mmol/L | 90mL | 280 mL }
70 €106 0.90 1 <5 mmol/L | 30mL | 80-120 mL |

EPMHNEIA PET
¢ Mpoodeutikn av&non transport (D/P Cr 1)

e AnwAewa sodium sieving (sodium dip } — amnouocia)
* Stadakr anwAewa free water transport (UF 1h })

¢ Tehwkr| katdppeuor cuvohkrig UF capacity (UF 240 min oAU xapnAd)
- Anodedetypévn acquired membrane failure

AIAXEIPIZH ME BAZH TO PET
¢ [Mapd BeAuotonoinon (icodextrin, peyahitepa dwells, 4.25%) — avemapkeég UF
o TuvexhG UTEPPOPTWON Uypwv, auBgitiki utéptaon, eTudeivwon nowdtntag {wiig

-> ENAEI=ZH METABAZHZ ZE AIMOKA®GAPZIH

To PET amodeikvueL Ta 6pia tng HEBOSoU Kat KATeEUBUVEL T CwaTr anépaon

@ ZTOXOZ: AMO®YIH KAOYZTEPHMENHZ AMNMOTYXIAZ KAI ENINAOKQN
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Peritoneal Transport Characteristics and Outcomes in PD Patients

Adjusted relative risk (95% A B c ; i
Number of ) ) 2 -
Outcomes Source N Cl) per 0.1 increase in D/P 181 2 187 2184
patients o ; ['4
creatinine 2 '] & 16 o ¥
E 14 § 14 2 ,",
g 144 ’,’,’r
Brimble meta-analysis 2006'% 19 studies, § 1.24 ® 121 gur e
includes CANUSA study, Stoke Study, 124 6648 1.15(1.07-1.23) % é
10 10
EAPQOS and ANZDATA Registry. £ ‘: §
g 0.8 ~§o.a 8
| T S 06
Global Fluid Study 2013 (10 centres from 08 2 s §
) UK, Korea and Canada)42 041 04 e
All-cause mortality 03 04 05 06 07 08 08 10 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10
4-h DIP creatinine 4-h DIP creatinine 4-h D/P creatinine
Incident cohort 499 1.12 (0.98-1.23)
18 18 %, 8
Prevalent cohort 307 1.18 (1.003-1.41) ° [ 4
Q16 ®16 2.6
3 : 2
Davita database 2015 (764 US centres)45 10,142 1.07 (1.02-1.13) v ' § 14 g‘ A1
g 124 T 124 12
® e
Brimble KS meta-analysis 2006 6 studies 5104 1.18 (0.96-1.46) £ 10 % 10 é“’ =TT
Technique Failure g u E
08 Sos §os8
(death censored) = g ®
Davita database 10,142 1.01 (0.98-1.05) 064 §oa G064
04/ " o4l §°‘
Hospitalization Davita database 2015 10,142 1.05 (1.03-1.06) 400 200 O 200 400 600 800 1000 400 200 O 200 400 600 800 1000 400 200 O 200 400 600 800 1000
Ultrafiltration volume, mi Ultrafiltration volume, mi Ultrafiltration volume, ml




H anotunwon pog Tiung dev apket

© Uremia @ PD controls ® EPS

A B c
1000+ 0.08- 1.00- ”
550 1 ;‘:—_-:’J.'/.
g 750 %0.06- g 0.75- = %
= o
500 - £ 50 004 Y 050l ©
B 3 &
450 - = 250 3 002 S 0.25- n=17
® rF'_>00;
i 0 . : : . 0.00 . r . . 0.00 . . : '
400 0 200 400 600 800 0 200 400 800 800 0 200 400 600 800
Submesothelial thickness Submesothelial thickness Sub thelial thick
350 4 () (um) ()
300 - 84
60
D E
250 4 = 1000- 0.08-
200 4 = 7501  0.06
g H
150 . - § - - - . ;_E~ 500 £ 004
062 0.64 0.66 068 0.7 0.72 0.74 0.76 0.78 S i
Solute transport, D/P creat . 0021
o 0.004—————+——
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 10 20 30 40 50 60
Collagen volume fraction Collagen volume fraction )
(% submesothelial area) (% submesothelial area) L—Q@—-_ Endothelium

® Dialysate glucose
== Osmotic water flow
Fibrotic interstitium

Simon J. Davies. Kidney International, Volume 66, Issue 6, 2004, 2437—

2445 Johann Morelle et al. JASN 2015;26:2521-2533



H ka@apon eAsuBEpou UHATOC WC TTPOYVWOTLKOC SEIKTNC

0.0754

=

o

@

S
]

Sodium sieving
o
=
Mg
T

0.000-

-~ EPS
-o- PD controls

Years prior to PD stop

E

Sodium sieving

Annual loss in sodium sieving (slopes)
PD controls: -0.003 £ 0.001 (P=0.05)
0.08- EPS: -0.011 £ 0.001 (P=0.0055)

= o =

-] o

M ;E @
1 1

0.00-

P between slopes 0.0046

¥ |
-5 -4 -3 -2 -1
Years prior to PD stop

J Am Soc Nephrol 26: 2521-2533, 2015



H kaBapon eAeuBEpou UHATOC WC MPOYVWOTLKOC HELKTNG

Table 4| Cox univariate regression model for the develop-
ment of UF failure during the follow-up in 95 patients on PD
therapy

Risk Lower Upper

ratio cl Cl P
Sex (female) 0754 0438 1336 0.369
Age at start of PD (increase of 1 year) 1010 0970 1.053 0618
Urine volume (increase of 1 ml) 0999 0999 1.000 0.995
GFR (increase of 1 ml/min) 0906 0696 1.134 0406
Plasma Albumin (increase of 1g/dl) 0464 0.114 1742 0.259
UF (increase of 1ml) 0998 0997 1.000 0.225
D/D, (increase of 0.001) 0987 0973 0.999 0.043
D/P¢ex (increase of 0.001) 1005 0998 1.012 0.161
AD, (increase of T mmol/l) 0.768 0.624 0.933  0.008
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To PET teoT Xpnotevel otn cuvtayoypadnon tng Mepirovaikng Kabapong;

O Ioiov pon0Oacr?
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PERITONEAL DIALYSIS

Map 201 Global prevalence of chronic peritoneal dialysis
Rate per million population (pmp), age 2 18 years

<15pmp  15-20.9 pmp 21-62.3 pmp W 262.4 pmp Data not reported

62 ERA
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Hemodialysis versus peritoneal dialysis
The fragile and the very old in dialysis

Incidence of KRT is the highest in 75+yo %Nggg

VIENNA & VIRTUAL
JUNE 4-7, 2025

Beyoud Nephrology
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Figure 2.3a Utilization of peritoneal dialysis in adult prevalent dialysis patients by Health Service Area, 2011
and 2021
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Data source: USRDS ESRD Database. Point prevalent ESRD patients aged 218 years receiving dialysis on December 31, 2011 and December 31,
2021.



Prescribing Peritoneal Dialysis in the United States

Matthew B Rivara

MNeblo

Agdopéva (HMA)

KAk eppnveia

‘Oykog PD acOevwv

~70.000 aocBeveic og ~4000
HOVAOEG

Méoocg 6po¢ <20 aoBeveic/povada

Néotl aoBeveig

>16.000 véol/€to¢

JuveXNG eloodog VEwV
TIEPLOTATLKWY TIOU QTTOLTOUV QPXLKN
owoTH ouvtayoypadnon

Katavopn povadwv

<25% twv povadwv xouv >20 PD
aoBeveig

OL tepLOOOTEPEG HOVADEG elval
low-volume

Eunepia vedppoAoywv

MoAAol pe meploplopévn €kBeon
otnv PD

MetafAntr noldtnTa
ouvtayoypadnong

Tpomnog cuvtayoypadnong

Yuyva “standard” oxnuata

One-size-fits-all mpoogyylon

AvayvwpLon HEUBPOAVIKWV
XOLPOKTN PLOTLKWV

OyxL mAvta cUCTNUOTLKNA

KaBuotepnuévn avayvwplon
Stadopwv petaéy acbevwv

ZUVOALKO cuoTnpa

KatokepUOTIOMEVN EUTIELPLA

EtepoyEvela otnv mapeXOUEVN
dpovtida



https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=%22Rivara%20MB%22%5bAuthor%5d

Trends in Automated Peritoneal Dialysis Prescriptions in a Large Dialysis

Organization in the United States

Harold E Giles

Summary of day 120 peritoneal dialysis prescriptions (N=11,659)

Prescription Information

Nocturnal APD Patients
(n=10,037, 86%)

MeanSD or No (%)

Daytime+Nocturnal APD Patients
(n=1622, 14%)

Mean#SD or No. (%)

Weekly frequency of PD

treatments

<6

7
Estimated dry weight, kg
Total number of cycles?®

Total treatment Volume,li L

c,d

Total dwell time,”“ min

232 (3)
9774 (97)
83.9+21.5

4.9+13

9.3+2.5

420 (360-570)

14 (1)
1608 (99)
90.2+23.4

6.4+1.6
11.423.1

1440 (555-1440)



https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/?term=%22Giles%20HE%22%5bAuthor%5d

H tnAepatiki lvot ta patia tTng cuyxpovng PD....

H tnAepatikn otnv APD napexet ouvexn debopeva Bepameiac (UF, dwell times, drainage volumes, adherence),
aAAd to PET mpoodEpel T Blodoyikn “eppnveia” avtwv tTwv 6edopévwv

H evowpdatwon dedopevwy PET oe mAatdpoppeg TNAETApaKOAOUBNONG ETUTPETEL TILO AKPLPR Kal EEATOULKEVEVN
npooopuoyn tng cuvtayng APD

Y€ TMPOYPALUOTA ATTOUOKPUCHEVNG TtapakoAoUBOnong, to PET Asttoupyel wg dpawvotuTtiikn) faon , mTavw otnv
omola prmopouv va aélohoyouvtol Suvaplkd ot HETABOAEC TNC uTEPSLABNONC Kat TN amodoong tng Beparmeioag
Ta cUyXpOVA TIPOYVWOTLKA POVTEAQ KoL Ol EPAPUOYEC TEXVNTNG vonuoouvng otnv APD Baoilovtal os dedopéva
PET ywat va Snuouvpynoouv aAdyopibuoug

To PET petatpemnel Tnv TNAEMATIKN arto anAr cuAAoyr 6e6oUEVWY O€ TTPAYHUATLKN EEQTOiIKEVON OTNV

nepLrovaikn kabapon

....J0 PET givat 0 aKkOC¢ Imou UAC ETUTPETEL VA EPUNVEVUCOULUE QUTO
rtou BAemouue



JUMTTEPACHOTO

v H apyikn ouvtayoypddnon Baociletot o moAA& Sedopéva (RKF, cuvoonpdtntec K.AT),
OAAQ TO TEPLTOVOLLO TTOLPAMEVEL O “AyvwoTtog X
v' Aev uTtapyet éva PET, oAAG toANATAEC tapaAAay£C TOU artavtoUV 6€ SLadOopPETIKA KALVIKA EPpWTHLOTOL
v H neprrovaikn kdOapon sival kate§oxiv e§atopkevpévn Oepaneia
v’ Tuxva epoppoletal o TEpLBANAOVTO HE XOAUNAL EUTELPLO KOl ETEPOYEVELD TTPAKTIKAG

v To PET 8gv avtikaBLotd tTnv KAWLKK Kpion,aAAd TNV LETATPETIEL OO EUTIELPLKI) OE TEKUNPLWMUEVN



[va ewoxN Tou precision medicine egoci¢ TI Oa eniAéyare? ]

EMMEIPIKH MEPITONAIKH KAGAPZH | AIMOKAOAPZH
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