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Table 5.1: Cumulative distribution of QoL-Index score in relation 
to dialysis modality, All dialysis patients 1999-2008

Figure 5.1: Cumulative distribution of QoL-Index score in 
relation to Dialysis Modality, All Dialysis patients 1999- 2008
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Table 5.2: Cumulative distribution of QoL-Index score in relation 
to DM, All dialysis patients 1999-2008

Figure 5.2: Cumulative distribution of QoL-Index score in 
relation to DM, All Dialysis patients, 1999-2008
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Table 5.3: Cumulative distribution of QoL-index score in relation 
to Gender, All Dialysis patients 1999-2008

Figure 5.3: Cumulative distribution of QoL-Index score in 
relation to Gender, All Dialysis patients, 1999- 2008
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Table 5.4: Cumulative distribution of QoL-index score in relation 
to Age, All Dialysis patients 1999-2008

Figure 5.4: Cumulative distribution of QoL-Index score in 
relation to Age, All Dialysis patients, 1999-2008
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Table 5.5: Cumulative distribution of QoL-Index score in relation to year of entry, HD patients 1999-2008

Figure 5.5: Cumulative distribution of QoL-Index score in relation to year of entry, HD patients 1999-2008
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Table 5.6: Cumulative distribution of QoL-Index score in relation to year of entry, PD patients 1999-2008

Figure 5.6: Cumulative distribution of QoL-Index score in relation to year of entry, PD patients 1999-2008
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Table 5.7: Work related rehabilitation in relation to modality, dialysis patients, 1999 to 2008

Table 5.8: Work related rehabilitation in relation to year of entry, HD patients 1999 to 2008

Table 5.9: Work related rehabilitation in relation to year of entry, PD patients 1999 to 2008

30218629320Unable to work for pay

70501371792Able to return for Full or Part time for pay*

71991112Number of patients

%N%N

HDPDModality
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Unable to work for pay
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418555614546555516510439455405NoAble to return for Full or Part 
time for pay*

722850906788807707690604591534Number of patients
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Table 11.7b: Risk factors for seroconversion to anti-HCV positive among sero-negative patients in PD

0.003(1.33, 3.92)2.2932(2) Yes

1.0023(1) No ref

History of Blood Transfusion

0.026(1.12, 5.58)2.507(2) Yes

1.0048(1) No ref

Previous Renal Transplant

0.000(3.89, 11.93)6.8120(2) Yes

1.0035(1) No ref

Switch from PD to HD

0.000(0.11, 0.47)0.239(2) Yes

1.0046(1) No ref

Diabetes

0.900(0.57, 1.65)0.9727(2) Male

1.0028(1) Female ref

Gender

0.172(0.08, 1.58)0.353(4) >60

0.202(0.69, 5.72)1.9926(3) 41-60

0.021(1.21, 10.32)3.5422(2) 21-40

1.004(1) <=20 ref

Age

p-value95% CIRisk RatioNumber of patientsRisk factor


