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Ji—Young Choi1, Hye Min Jangz, Sun—Hee Park1, Chan—Duck Kim1, Sung—Ho Kim®
Jun—Young Do*, Seong Eun Kim®, Sang Heon Song® Yeong Hoon Kim’, Jong Soo Lee
Yon Su Kimg, Shin—Wook Kangm, Chul Woo Yang11 Nam—Ho Kim12, Yong—Lim Kim'

8

Department of Internal Medicine' Kyungpook National University School of Medicine
Department of Statistics® Kyungpook National University
Department of Internal Medicine® Daegu Fatima Hospital
Department of Internal Medicine’ Yeungnam University School of Medicine
Department of Internal Medicine® Dong—a University College of Medicine
Department of Internal Medicine® Pusan National University School of Medicine
Department of Internal Medicine’ Inje University College of Medicine
Department of Internal Medicine® University of Ulsan College of Medicine
Department of Internal Medicine’ Seoul National University College of Medicine
Department of Internal Medicine' Yonsei University College of Medicine
Department of Internal Medicine!' The Catholic University of Korea College of Medicine
Department of Internal Medicine'® Chonnam National University Medical School

HiE: L[ MFHE A

10
m
>

BXRIEQ FAM WAl 2 MESS H W BMSH o2 ¢ ZUES 21 vt oL, L FA =8
&S st oW Hps UACE 2 AF0ME LM LYATME S5 FA SXNES fYC2 HATM I =0t
M o] B MESE W 2MENLCE
i : 20094 5 FE 2011H 6E7HK| L7|MEN AMATME| CHy|2t MEN 70| SSE FA Mz U 738t 43359
T 39 HE, MM Mef o5}, B2 MY = 0E oluiof MolAlo] AEEN Qe 6618S Melst 3,674F (A&t
1,071, & 2,603F)0 st At2E 0|85t FA Al # 2M 3} Kaplan—Meier

= YA G MESE BASISICH T 3
DUS 0|3H0] ME A4S AHSIUD, TA A YA S¥ HBS 0|30 27
|.

b B4 A FAY

P

0.

ob
2
a

e
=
bl
o
"
o
=l
Ml
riok
o
=p
g
Ot

s 2 ag, sy Ze g2 da, rgd A8, g = SHFA st
Ol SHEA EXHECE ROSH BEUACH (p<0.05). T8 J|ZH (YL 17.5 (0-27.8)74F) S 2F 237F0| ALY 2H,
MY 2ol S It St Hel2 AY (AT 518 (35.9%), SUFM 278 (35.1%))0I12AL, = Hnf 2el2 MEH e
(EHTFA 278 (19.0%), SUHFA 198 (24.7%))011Ct. &4 Mg 8 7 (Fd F47/2k 50.9+-652 10E) ZF0M F4
A0 ME YEE0= 7t X0|7F }UCH (p>0.05). A YES0| F&S 0 Folgh A AXt= Lo|, MEZA 4,
oHY WA, 2YEY A, TR HE Mg 2, 28y RN, 8 % S5 ojyel S0 0| 2RSS
2YE FO T, SUFEMI HUEM 70| MY QB T= ]S AH0[7t AUt (adjusted HR 1.165, 95% CI 0.85—1.60).
EHAE L0 (65M| BIEH vs. O]d) & A A& HAIQl S RFO| T2t 47222 LHF0] B4 2o IHE dZE8s 2MF 2
1, FA A GAIS G 770 A Q0| 65M Olge] EHTM oM ST PetErt ES0] 7S U (p<0.05)
2E: B Mg 3 FEM BN gAo OE BHY| 4ES0 = 7T A0|7F YAUCE BOh FI|7tel FHUHES S A
xS BY G IE 7] SEE0 AOIF A=A =40 HRE A= YL,

Key Words: Dialysis modality, Survival

- 104 -



