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Correlation between dialysis mode and mortality in patients with lupus nephritis:a meta analysis
Li Qishu ,Chen Yanxia ,Fang Xiangdong , Tu Weiping*
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[Abstract| Objective To adopt the meta analysis method to evaluate the correlation between dialysis mode and mortality in
patients with lupus nephritis for guiding clinic to select the optimal dialysis mode. Methods The databases of Medline, EMBASE,
Cochrane Library,Chinese Wanfang database and CNKI were retrieved by computer. The included literatures wer independently
performed the quality evaluation and data extraction by 2 valuators. The meta analysis was conducted by using the Statal2. 0. Re-
sults A total of five cohort studies (4 223 patients) were included. The meta analysis revealed that the all-cause mortality had no
statistical difference between hemodialysis and peritoneal dialysis (OR=0.85,95%CI:0.56—1.29,P=0. 442) ; the cardiovascular
mortality had no statistical difference between them(OR=1.02,95%CI.0.81—1.29,P=0.879) ;however the infection mortality in
peritoneal dialysis was lower than that in hematodialysisC(OR=10. 72,95% CI:0. 53—0. 99, P=0. 042). Conclusion The all-cause
and cardiovascular mortality have no obvious difference between peritoneal dialysis and hematodialysis, but the infection mortality of
peritoneal dialysis is lower than that of hematodialysis.
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