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To evaluate the epidemiology and graft
outcomes of renal transplant patients

The number of donors and recipients
Increased over the years, and It was
observed that donors were relatively
older compared to the recipients. There
was almost equal proportion in gender

A significant reduction was observed in
creatinine level of recipients post-
operatively on Day 1, Day 3, Day 7, 2
weeks, 1 month, 3 months, 6 months
and one year when compared to pre-

at Hospital Kuala Lumpur from year

observed for both across the years. i
2017-2020. y Operatlvely.
Table 1: Demographic characteristics for both recipient and donor
Overall 2017 2018 2019 2020 Table 3: Creatinine level of recipients post operatively
M ETH O DS N (n=319) (n=28) (n=43) (n=116) (n=132) — Mean £ SD Median (IQR) Coefficient P value
Age 39.61£12.01  4468+1221  41.53+1378 38911077  3852+12.19 Pre-op 435.69 + 366.14 445.00 Ref
Gender, n (%) (78.00, 706.00)

_ _ _ _ I 155 (43,6 15 (53.6) 18 (41.9) 62 (53.4) 60 (45.5) POD1 313.96 + 249.07 e 4251396%(; 287.31(-318.85,-255.77)  <0.001
This IS a Slngle center retrospectlve Male 164 (51.4) 13 (46.4) 25 (58.1) 54 (46.6) 72 (54.5) 2003 089 + 999,85 o 47086 (50340, 44032)  <0.001
COhOrt StUdY- Medlcal reCOFdS frOm Recipient amsi0ge 3 : s 13s oioes 9k 1073 POD7 169.02 + 166.17 A0 211f27553 -542.54 (-573.69, -511.38) <0.001

: Age 538 + 10, 4741107 355041385 350549, 4.69+10.7 00, 157.
January 2017 until December 2020 of | cee,np oot 2wedts | TG D00 56131059027, 53036 <0001
donors and recipients were reviewed T e e imonn om0 SIL61902,55721) <00
and StUdy data extracted. Data for year Donor Post 3 month 128.31 + 74.79 A0 15195(.)(?3 584.03 (-616.15, -551.91)  <0.001
2021 was not included as transplant éier:dern(‘y) 01122 52734341 49161338 438411012 434141228 Postémonth  141.38 £ 121.96 = 11%?00(1 567.25 (-605.87, -528.63)  <0.001
' ' Femal’e 76 (54.7) 8(72.7) 10 (52.6) 29 (56.9) 29(50.0) Post 1 year 135.32 + 119.09 D 1;131'?(;)(; -568.33 (-612.48, -524.17) <0.001
services at our hospital was affected by |
the COVID q _ Male 63 (45.3) 3(27.3) 9 (47.4) 22 (43.1) 29 (50.0) (91.00, 139.75)
e panaemic.
A Significant difference WaS Observed in Fig:)re 1:fhangesincreatininelevel of the recipients across time
surgery time (p< 0.001). Year 2018 had| -
RESULTS the longest surgery time (median of 281, g
minutes for donor and 294 minutes for
Data were cleaned, explored and| recipient) while year 2020 had thel 3§ -
analysed using SPSS version 26.0 and |shortest surgery time (median of 206/
STATA version 14.0. Kruskall Wallis te§t minutes for donor and 229 minutes for = 3
was used to explore the diiference In recipient). Surgery time was shorter with|  _
surgical time experienced by both donor| |improved techniques and experience of Preop POD1 POD3 POD7 252 112 3Nz 612 1year
and recipients across different years.| |the surgeon and their respective teams.

Mixed effect linear regression was used
to explore the changes In creatinine
level in the recipient group.

CONCLUSION

Surgery time, mins 2017 2018 2019 00 Pualue

oot 05 " 70 W0l This study demonstrated improved
A total of 319 participants were D088 (8303 (19502515 (1850250 transplant outcomes hence justifies more
included, consisting of 180 recipients| e 178 104 96 0 <0001 Initiatives to promote renal transplantation
and 139 donors. 185,350 (200,300) (2203075 (1908, 2640 at our hospital and country.

Table 2: Comparison of surgery time




