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ABSTRACT

Introduction: Diabetes is a common cause of
end-stage kidney disease leading to dialysis or
kidney transplantation. Estimated glomerular
filtration rate (eGFR) measures kidney function,
and differences in the rate (slope) of eGFR
decline can be used to assess treatment effects
on kidney function over time. In the CRE-
DENCE trial, the sodium glucose co-transporter
2 inhibitor canagliflozin slowed the rate of eGFR
decline by 60% compared to placebo in patients
with diabetes and chronic kidney disease. This
analysis utilized eGFR slopes from CREDENCE
to estimate the difference in time to dialysis by
treatment arm and estimated the economic
value of that delay.
Methods: A linear decline in eGFR and mainte-
nance of stable therapy were assumed for the
canagliflozin and placebo arms in CREDENCE.
Mean eGFR over time was calculated using acute
(baseline toweek 3) and chronic (week 3 onward)
slopes. Reaching eGFR of 10 ml/min/1.73m2was

assumed to represent the need for chronic dial-
ysis. The difference in time to dialysis between
treatments was calculated. Based on the average
duration of dialysis, annual dialysis costs were
determined, discounting 2020 US dollars at an
inflation rate of 4%.
Results: Following the acute and chronic eGFR
slopes, the projected time to dialysis was
22.85 years for canagliflozin and 9.90 years for
placebo. Based on 95% confidence intervals
from CREDENCE, the model-estimated differ-
ence in time to dialysis was 9.27–17.48 years.
With a mean baseline participant age of
63 years, the delay in dialysis with canagliflozin
would be associated with a reduction in dialysis
costs of approximately $170,000 per patient in
2020 dollars.
Conclusion: Using clinical trial data, canagli-
flozin treatment was projected to delay dialysis
by approximately 13 years, which could trans-
late to a substantial cost savings. More precise
estimates should be investigated with consid-
erations for nonlinear eGFR slope trajectory,
competing risks, and patient characteristics.
Trial Registration: ClinicalTrials.gov identifier,
NCT02065791.
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Key Summary Points

Why carry out this study?

End-stage kidney disease (ESKD)
commonly results from diabetes and leads
to dialysis, which has substantial impacts
on patients’ quality and quantity of life
and health care spending.

Canagliflozin, a sodium glucose co-
transporter 2 inhibitor indicated for type 2
diabetes mellitus, was shown to reduce
the risk of ESKD by 32% and slow the rate
of estimated glomerular filtration rate
(eGFR) decline by 60% in the
Canagliflozin and Renal Events in
Diabetes with Established Nephropathy
Clinical Evaluation (CREDENCE) trial.

This analysis estimated the delay in time
to dialysis and the economic value of
delaying dialysis in patients treated with
canagliflozin using linear projections of
eGFR slope from the CREDENCE trial.

What was learned from the study?

For patients with diabetic nephropathy
who are similar to CREDENCE trial
participants, canagliflozin was projected
to delay the initiation of dialysis by
12.95 years relative to placebo, with an
estimated cost savings of approximately
$170,000 per patient treated with
canagliflozin.

The use of eGFR slopes from clinical trial
data allowed straightforward estimation
of important health care outcomes,
indicating a substantial delay in the need
for dialysis and reduction in costs in a
population of patients treated with
canagliflozin based on the CREDENCE
study.

These findings support further analysis
using disease models that consider
nonlinear eGFR slopes, competing risk
factors, and varying baseline patient
characteristics.

DIGITAL FEATURES

This article is published with digital features,
including a summary slide, to facilitate under-
standing of the article. To view digital features
for this article go to https://doi.org/10.6084/
m9.figshare.13110887.

INTRODUCTION

Diabetes is the most common cause of end-stage
kidney disease (ESKD), which affects approxi-
mately 750,000 people per year in the USA [1–4].
The estimated glomerular filtration rate (eGFR)
measures kidney function and shows a linear
decline over time [5]. Once individuals reach
ESKD, renal replacement therapy with either
dialysis or kidney transplantation is required. In
2017, dialysis was the most common renal
replacement therapy, with 97.1% of incident
ESKD patients beginning dialysis and only 2.9%
receiving apreemptive kidney transplant [1]. The
current Kidney Disease: Improving Global Out-
comes (KDIGO) guidelines recommend initia-
tionof renal replacement therapy in thepresence
of symptoms or signs attributable to kidney fail-
ure, which usually occurs when eGFR reaches
5–10 ml/min/1.73 m2 [6–9]. According to the US
Renal Data System (USRDS) report for 2017,
patients had a mean eGFR of 10 ml/min/1.73 m2

at initiation of dialysis [1].
Numerous studies have assessed the predic-

tive value of eGFR slope in terms of kidney
disease progression, demonstrating a consistent
association with subsequent development of
ESKD, even for relatively small differences in
slope [10]. Workshops held jointly with the
National Kidney Foundation (NKF), the US
Food and Drug Administration (FDA), and the
European Medicines Agency have led to the
acceptance of eGFR slope as a standard end-
point in chronic kidney disease (CKD) trials,
and the NKF established in 2018 that a differ-
ence of 0.5–1.0 ml/min/1.73 m2/year supports
clinical benefit [10, 11]. Thus, the chronic slope
of eGFR is a marker of future disease progression
and could be a useful tool for estimating when a
patient might reach ESKD or require dialysis
[10, 12, 13]. Research presented at the
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workshops supported chronic slope as the
appropriate slope measure for any comparison
of treatments with acute hemodynamic effects,
such as renin-angiotensin-aldosterone system
inhibitors or sodium glucose co-transporter 2
(SGLT2) inhibitors [5].

Research has shown that dialysis severely
compromises multiple domains of a patient’s
health-related quality of life (HRQoL) [1, 14–16].
Moreover, the long-term prognosis of dialy-
sis is poor, with survival times for elderly
patients\5 years after starting dialysis [21, 22].
Overall mortality rates for patients with ESKD
have declined since 2001, with a current rate
among hemodialysis patients of 167 per 1000
patient-years. Initiating dialysis earlier based on
eGFR values has not been shown to impact
clinical outcomes or HRQoL [23], but delaying
the time to dialysis may benefit a patient’s
HRQoL in two ways: by providing a patient with
more years at a better quality of life before dial-
ysis and reducing the duration of time a patient
spends on dialysis with poor quality of life.

The economic impact of dialysis is also sub-
stantial, with costs estimated at approximately
$95,000 per patient per year for patients with
diabetes in 2017 [1]. Medicare spending for
ESKD patients was $35.9 billion in 2017 and
accounted for 7.2% of the overall paid claims in
the fee-for-service system [1]. Delays in time to
the initiation of dialysis can reduce the duration
of dialysis, as the expected number of years on
dialysis decreases with increasing age of initia-
tion. Furthermore, health care systems can
realize economic benefit by pushing out dialysis
spending to future time periods.

The dedicated renal outcomes trial Canagli-
flozin and Renal Events in Diabetes with Estab-
lished Nephropathy Clinical Evaluation
(CREDENCE) demonstrated the beneficial
effects of the SGLT2 inhibitor canagliflozin on
renal endpoints in patients with type 2 diabetes
mellitus (T2DM) and CKD [24, 25]. Patients
were C 30 years of age with T2DM (hemoglobin
A1c C 6.5% and B 12.0%), eGFR C 30 and
\90 ml/min/1.73 m2, and urinary albumin:crea-
tinine clearance[ 300 and B 5000 mg/g. They
were also required to be receiving a maximum
tolerated dose of an angiotensin-converting
enzyme inhibitor and/or angiotensin receptor

blocker for C 4 weeks prior to randomization. A
stratified Cox proportional-hazards model was
used to analyze the primary and secondary trial
outcomes according to the category of eGFR at
screening. Canagliflozin treatment was associ-
ated with a 30% relative risk reduction of the
primary composite outcome of ESKD (defined as
the composite of maintenance dialysis sus-
tained for C 30 days, renal transplantation, or a
sustained eGFR\ 15 ml/min/1.73 m2), dou-
bling of serum creatinine, or renal or cardio-
vascular death compared with placebo [hazard
ratio 0.70; 95% confidence interval (CI) 0.59,
0.82; P = 0.00001] [25]. Canagliflozin treatment
was associated with an acute (reversible) drop in
eGFR from baseline to week 3 compared with
placebo (least squares mean change ± standard
error of - 3.72 ± 0.25 vs. - 0.55 ± 0.25 ml/
min/1.73 m2/year). This initial drop in eGFR
was followed by stabilization in eGFR decline
compared to placebo from week 3 to the end of
the study (- 1.85 ± 0.13 vs. - 4.59 ± 0.14 ml/
min/1.73 m2/year), which is consistent with
known renal hemodynamic effects of SGLT2
inhibition [26]. Importantly, as a result of these
findings, the FDA issued a new indication for
canagliflozin to reduce the risk of ESKD, dou-
bling of serum creatinine, cardiovascular death,
and hospitalization for heart failure in adults
with T2DM and diabetic nephropathy with
albuminuria[300 mg/day [27]; this repre-
sented the first new indication for the reduction
of ESKD risk in 20 years [28, 29].

The objective of this analysis was to utilize a
linear projection of eGFR slopes reported for
patients treated with canagliflozin or placebo in
the CREDENCE trial to estimate the delay in the
need for dialysis that would be anticipated with
long-term canagliflozin treatment. Further-
more, the economic value of delaying dialysis
costs was estimated and presented in terms of
current dollars.

METHODS

To estimate a difference in time for the mean
eGFR of each CREDENCE treatment cohort to
reach a threshold representing the need for
dialysis, a linear eGFR decline was assumed for

Diabetes Ther (2021) 12:499–508 501



patients persisting on stable treatment beyond
the actual CREDENCE follow-up period. Tra-
jectories of eGFR for patients meeting the cri-
teria for CREDENCE, with a mean baseline eGFR
of 56 ml/min/1.73 m2 and treated with either
canagliflozin or placebo, were modeled as a
linear function over time using the published
eGFR slopes from CREDENCE [25]. Mean eGFR
over time for each cohort was estimated using
the acute slopes [ml/min/1.73 m2 (95% CI);
canagliflozin, - 3.72 (- 4.21, - 3.23); placebo,
- 0.55 (- 1.04, - 0.06)] to calculate eGFR values
at week 3 and chronic slopes [ml/min/1.73 m2/
year (95% CI); canagliflozin, - 1.85 (- 2.10,
- 1.60); placebo, - 4.59 (- 4.86, - 4.32)] from
week 3 to future years. An eGFR value of 10 ml/
min/1.73 m2 was used to represent the level of
kidney function that would require the initia-
tion of dialysis [1]. Assuming patients in each
cohort persisted on assigned treatment, the
difference in time to dialysis between canagli-
flozin and placebo was calculated.

For each treatment arm, the mean eGFR
could be estimated at any time point using the
published acute and chronic slope. In this
model, eGFR at week 3 was calculated as base-
line eGFR in ml/min/1.73 m2 plus the acute
slope. The time from week 3 to an eGFR level of
10 ml/min/1.73 m2 was equal to (10 - eGFR
value at week 3) divided by the chronic slope in
units of ml/min/1.73 m2/year. Upper and lower
bounds for modeled time estimates were calcu-
lated by using the 95% CI ranges for the acute
and chronic slopes for canagliflozin and placebo
published in the primary CREDENCE manu-
script [25]. A lower bound for the difference
between canagliflozin and placebo time to eGFR
of 10 ml/min/1.73 m2 was calculated using the
least steep slope values in the 95% CI ranges for
acute and chronic slopes for placebo and the
steepest slope values in the 95% CI ranges for
acute and chronic slopes for canagliflozin. The
corresponding upper bound for the difference
in time was calculated using the steepest slope
values in the 95% CI ranges for placebo acute
and chronic slopes and the shallowest slope
values in the 95% CI ranges for canagliflozin. To
assess how results may differ in models based on
lower or higher eGFR thresholds representing

the need for dialysis, eGFR thresholds of 5 and
15 ml/min/1.73 m2 were also modeled [1, 6, 30].

An estimation of the economic impact of a
delay in dialysis was made by projecting the age
at which a patient would begin dialysis and
valuing the average number of years on dialysis
expected for a patient initiating at that age for
each of the therapies based on data from the
USRDS [22]. The cost of dialysis per year used in
these calculations was estimated at $100,000
(estimate based on USRDS data for 2017 indi-
cating a cost of $95,457 per patient per year for
dialysis in a patient with a primary diagnosis of
diabetes [1]). To account for the time value of
money, the lump sum of multiyear dialysis costs
was converted to current US dollars through
factoring in the initiation year and assuming a
medical cost inflation rate of 4% [31], using the
standard discounting equation:

Cost of dialysis $100;000ð Þ�
Dialysis duration per patient 1:04ð Þyears to initiation

Compliance with Ethics Guidelines

This article is based on previously conducted
studies and does not contain any new studies
with humans participants or animals performed
by any of the authors.

RESULTS

The population for this projection model is
intended to represent the 4401 patients ran-
domized to treatment with canagliflozin or
placebo in the CREDENCE trial, with a median
follow-up of 2.62 years [25]. Assuming a mean
baseline eGFR of 56 ml/min/1.73 m2 in both
cohorts, the mean eGFR of the canagliflozin
cohort fell to 52.28 ml/min/1.73 m2 during the
initial 3 weeks because of the reported hemo-
dynamic effect, while the placebo cohort
declined to 55.45 ml/min/1.73 m2 during the
same period (Table 1). The chronic eGFR slope
of each treatment cohort from the CREDENCE
trial was then used to project eGFR values in
each group until an eGFR-defined threshold for
dialysis of 10 ml/min/1.73 m2 was reached.
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These estimated eGFR values are depicted next
to the actual eGFR measurements from partici-
pants in the CREDENCE trial in Fig. 1.

Based on these projections, the time to reach
the eGFR-defined threshold for dialysis was
22.85 years for canagliflozin and 9.90 years for

placebo. Under these assumptions, treatment of
a population similar to CREDENCE with cana-
gliflozin is projected to delay the initiation of
dialysis by 12.95 (range 9.27, 17.48) years rela-
tive to placebo. Lower- and upper-bound

Table 1 Calculations for time to dialysis (eGFR of 10 ml/min/1.73 m2) in placebo and canagliflozin cohorts of the
CREDENCE trial [25, 33]

Calculations Placebo cohort Canagliflozin cohort

Base case

eGFR at week 3 = baseline

eGFR ? acute slope,

ml/min/1.73 m2

56 ? (- 0.55) = 55.45 56 ? (- 3.72) = 52.28

Time to dialysis = (10 - eGFR at

week 3)/chronic slope

(10 - 55.45)/(- 4.59) = 9.90 years (10 - 52.28)/(- 1.85) = 22.85 years

Delay in time to

dialysis = canagliflozin time to

dialysis - placebo time to

dialysis

22.85 - 9.90 = 12.95 years

Lower bound (within 95% CIs, least steep slopes for placebo; steepest slopes for canagliflozin)

eGFR at week 3 = baseline

eGFR ? acute slope 95% CI,

ml/min/1.73 m2

56 ? (- 0.06) = 55.94 56 ? (- 4.21) = 51.79

Time to dialysis = (10 - eGFR at

week 3)/chronic slope

(10 - 55.94)/(- 4.32) = 10.63 years (10 - 51.79)/(- 2.10) = 19.90 years

Delay in time to

dialysis = canagliflozin time to

dialysis - placebo time to

dialysis

19.90 - 10.63 = 9.27 years

Upper bound (within 95% CIs, steepest slopes for placebo; least steep slopes for canagliflozin)

eGFR at week 3 = baseline

eGFR ? acute slope 95% CI,

ml/min/1.73 m2

56 ? (- 1.04) = 54.96 56 ? (- 3.23) = 52.77

Time to dialysis = (10 - eGFR at

week 3)/chronic slope

(10 - 54.96)/(- 4.86) = 9.25 (10 - 52.77)/(- 1.60) = 26.73

Delay in time to

dialysis = canagliflozin time to

dialysis - placebo time to

dialysis

26.73 - 9.25 = 17.48 years

CI confidence interval, eGFR estimated glomerular filtration rate
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calculations based on slopes in the CREDENCE
95% CIs are provided in Table 1.

As expected, estimates of the time for eGFR
to decline to an even lower eGFR threshold than
the base case of 10 ml/min/1.73 m2 were longer,
and, conversely, shorter times were estimated
for eGFR to decline to higher thresholds than
the base case. Sensitivity analysis on the effect
of lower (5 ml/min/1.73 m2) and higher (15 ml/
min/1.73 m2) eGFR thresholds for dialysis pro-
jected delays of 14.57 years and 11.34 years,
respectively (Table 2).

An economic evaluation of a delay in the
time to dialysis was made by projecting the
expected timing and cost of dialysis for each
therapy scaled in 2020 US dollars. We assumed
that all patients would persist on their cohort

therapy and none would die from competing
risks. Historical durations of dialysis, by age of
initiation, provided estimates of how long
canagliflozin and placebo patients would con-
tinue dialysis, given the mean baseline age for
CREDENCE of 63 years, followed by the pro-
jected times to eGFR of 10 ml/min/1.73 m2 [22].
The estimated reductions in dialysis costs,
under these assumptions, would be approxi-
mately $170,000 per patient treated with cana-
gliflozin (see Online Appendix).

DISCUSSION

The treatment of patients with diabetes and
chronic kidney disease remained relatively

Fig. 1 Estimated eGFR values used to project the delay in time to dialysis (eGFR of 10 ml/min/1.73 m2) by treatment in
the CREDENCE trial (overlaid with observed data). eGFR estimated glomerular filtration rate
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unchanged for nearly two decades before the
CREDENCE trial, with no new treatments for
diabetic nephropathy approved during this
time. Given the lack of recent data in this area,
payers are likely unfamiliar with how to assess
the value of improved treatment in kidney dis-
ease, specifically delaying dialysis. The current
results using clinical trial data for the eGFR
slope projected that canagliflozin could delay
the typical CREDENCE patient’s progression to
dialysis by nearly 13 years, with an estimated
savings in dialysis costs of approximately
$170,000 per patient treated with canagliflozin.
Delaying the initiation of dialysis has profound
implications for patients’ HRQoL, by reducing
associated symptoms and HRQoL impacts of
dialysis [17, 19].

There are important factors to consider in
applying the modeled results to populations
treated in actual clinical practice or to settings
and populations that differ from patients in the
CREDENCE trial. The patient characteristics and
trial data published from CREDENCE provided
the clinical inputs for the calculations of time to
dialysis and dialysis costs avoided in this anal-
ysis. However, the generalizability of the find-
ings to populations with different clinical
characteristics, such as baseline eGFR values,
comorbidities, and concomitant medications, is

unknown. The treatment that CREDENCE
patients received while in this trial may not be
reflective of treatment in actual clinical prac-
tice, and therefore the trajectories of eGFR could
be affected, which would result in a different set
of outcomes in terms of time to dialysis and
costs avoided. Patients within a clinical trial can
be expected to be more adherent to study
treatments during a trial than patients would be
after many years of real-world use. Patients
whose adherence or persistence to canagliflozin
in real-world use is poorer than that of patients
in the trial would experience lower benefits in
terms of delaying dialysis.

A limit to this analysis is the assumption that
the mean eGFR of the population will decline
linearly over time, which may not hold over the
long term or at the lower eGFR levels considered
here. Even if the linear assumption holds true,
there will likely be individual patients whose
real-world kidney function does not change in a
linear fashion. Moreover, the results of this
analysis cannot be generalized to all patients
with diabetic nephropathy, as the results are
based on participants from the CREDENCE trial
who met all eligibility criteria outlined for that
study. There is no set level of eGFR universally
defined as representing the need for dialysis,
and the assumed level of 10 ml/min/1.73 m2

Table 2 Sensitivity analysis of calculations for time to dialysis using lower and higher eGFR thresholds for dialysis [33]

Calculations Placebo cohort Canagliflozin cohort

eGFR threshold = 5 ml/min/1.73 m2

Time to dialysis = (5 - eGFR at

week 3)/chronic slope

(5 – 55.45)/(–4.59) = 10.99 years (5 – 52.28)/(–1.85) = 25.56 years

Delay in time to

dialysis = canagliflozin time to

dialysis - placebo time to dialysis

25.56 – 10.99 = 14.57 years

eGFR threshold = 15 ml/min/1.73 m2

Time to dialysis = (15 - eGFR at

week 3)/chronic slope

(15 – 55.45)/(–4.59) = 8.81 years (15 – 52.28)/(–1.85) = 20.15 years

Delay in time to

dialysis = canagliflozin time to

dialysis - placebo time to dialysis

20.15 – 8.81 = 11.34 years

eGFR estimated glomerular filtration rate
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may not be representative of typical dialysis
initiation in some settings. This issue was also
addressed by generating results for lower and
higher eGFR thresholds for dialysis. No adjust-
ments were made for the effect of competing
risks on the changing composition of patient
cohorts over time. Given the decades-long time
to dialysis projected for some patients, it is
expected that some patients in each group
would die before ever initiating dialysis. This
analysis focused solely on the costs of dialysis
and therefore makes no estimates of the costs or
savings from other effects of treatment, such as
adverse events, medication costs, improve-
ments in glycemic control, or reductions in
cardiovascular events. Finally, the safety of
canagliflozin when used for many years has not
been extensively investigated, so the long-term
tolerability of canagliflozin for the period of
time that dialysis may be delayed is not known.
However, prior studies indicate canagliflozin
has a favorable safety profile over extended use
up to 6.5 years [32].

By delaying the initiation of dialysis, the
patient benefits from a longer time at a higher
quality of life before dialysis and a shorter time
living with the quality of life degradations of
dialysis [1, 14–16]. The health care system can
benefit financially from delays to dialysis by
pushing any dialysis costs to future years
accompanied by expected reductions in the
duration of dialysis for older initiators of dialy-
sis. We have approximated future dialysis costs
under some broad assumptions, and the results
suggest the potential for savings to be
substantial.

CONCLUSION

Through application of the eGFR slopes pub-
lished for the CREDENCE trial, a linear model
representing a CREDENCE-like population pro-
jected delays in time to the need for dialysis
associated with continued persistence on cana-
gliflozin and provided rationale for expectations
of lower dialysis costs per patient. More precise
estimates on dialysis delays and reduced costs
than projected by this simple linear model
should be investigated by disease models that

account for competing hazards of death and
discontinuation and that assess the effect of
nonlinear renal function declines on projec-
tions of time to dialysis.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank all the patients, investigators, and
trial teams for their participation in the CRE-
DENCE trial, which informed this analysis.
Medical writing support was provided by
Michelle McDermott, PharmD, of MedErgy and
was funded by Janssen Scientific Affairs, LLC.

Funding. This article and the fee for the
journal’s Rapid Service were supported by Jans-
sen Scientific Affairs, LLC (Titusville, NJ, USA).

Authorship. All named authors meet the
International Committee of Medical Journal
Editors (ICMJE) criteria for authorship for this
article, take responsibility for the integrity of
the work as a whole, and have given their
approval for this version to be published.

Disclosures. Michael Durkin and Jaime Blais
are employees of Janssen Scientific Affairs, LLC.

Compliance with Ethics Guidelines. This
article is based on previously conducted studies
and does not contain any new studies with
humans participants or animals performed by
any of the authors.

Data Availability. Data from the CRE-
DENCE trial will be made available in the public
domain via the Yale University Open Data
Access Project (https://yoda.yale.edu/) once the
product and relevant indication studied have
been approved by regulators in the USA and
European Union, and the study has been com-
pleted for 18 months.

Open Access. This article is licensed under a
Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommer-
cial 4.0 International License, which permits
any non-commercial use, sharing, adaptation,
distribution, and reproduction in any medium
or format, as long as you give appropriate credit

506 Diabetes Ther (2021) 12:499–508

https://yoda.yale.edu/


to the original author(s) and the source, provide
a link to the Creative Commons license, and
indicate if changes were made. The images or
other third party material in this article are
included in the article’s Creative Commons
license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit
line to the material. If material is not included
in the article’s Creative Commons license and
your intended use is not permitted by statutory
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you
will need to obtain permission directly from the
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license,
visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-
nc/4.0/.

REFERENCES

1. US Renal Data System (USRDS). US Renal Data
System 2019 Annual Data Report: Epidemiology of
Kidney Disease in the United States. 2019. https://
www.usrds.org/annual-data-report/. Accessed July
20 2020.

2. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.
National chronic kidney disease fact sheet, 2017.
Atlanta, GA. https://www.cdc.gov/diabetes/pubs/
pdf/kidney_factsheet.pdf. Accessed 20 July 2020.

3. Ritz E, Orth SR. Nephropathy in patients with type
2 diabetes mellitus. N Engl J Med. 1999;341(15):
1127–33.

4. Molitich ME, Defronzo RA, Franz MJ, Keane WF,
Mogensen CE, Parving HH, et al. Nephropathy in
diabetes. Diabetes Care. 2004;27(suppl 1):s79–83.

5. Weldegiorgis M, de Zeeuw D, Li L, Parving HH, Hou
FF, Remuzzi G, et al. Longitudinal estimated GFR
trajectories in patients with and without type 2
diabetes and nephropathy. Am J Kidney Dis.
2018;71(1):91–101.

6. Kidney Disease: Improving Global Outcomes
CKDWG. KDIGO 2012 clinical practice guideline
for the evaluation and management of chronic
kidney disease. Kidney Int Suppl. 2013;2013(3):
1–150.

7. Lin ZH, Zuo L. When to initiate renal replacement
therapy: the trend of dialysis initiation. World J
Nephrol. 2015;4(5):521–7.

8. Chen T, Lee VW, Harris DC. When to initiate dial-
ysis for end-stage kidney disease: evidence and
challenges. Med J Aust. 2018;209(6):275–9.

9. Nacak H, Bolignano D, Van Diepen M, Dekker F,
Van Biesen W. Timing of start of dialysis in diabetes
mellitus patients: a systematic literature review.
Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2016;31(2):306–16.

10. Grams ME, Sang Y, Ballew SH, Matsushita K, Astor
BC, Carrero JJ, et al. Evaluating glomerular filtration
rate slope as a surrogate end point for ESKD in
clinical trials: an individual participant meta-anal-
ysis of observational data. J Am Soc Nephrol.
2019;30(9):1746–55.

11. Levey AS, Gansevoort RT, Coresh J, Inker LA,
Heerspink HL, Grams ME, et al. Change in albu-
minuria and GFR as end points for clinical trials in
early stages of CKD: a scientific workshop spon-
sored by the National Kidney Foundation in col-
laboration with the US Food and Drug
Administration and European Medicines Agency.
Am J Kidney Dis. 2020;75(1):84–104.

12. Inker LA, Heerspink HJL, Tighiouart H, Levey AS,
Coresh J, Gansevoort RT, et al. GFR slope as a sur-
rogate end point for kidney disease progression in
clinical trials: a meta-analysis of treatment effects of
randomized controlled trials. J Am Soc Nephrol.
2019;30(9):1735–45.

13. Greene T, Ying J, Vonesh EF, Tighiouart H, Levey
AS, Coresh J, et al. Performance of GFR slope as a
surrogate end point for kidney disease progression
in clinical trials: a statistical simulation. J Am Soc
Nephrol. 2019;30(9):1756–69.

14. Fukuhara S, Lopes AA, Bragg-Gresham JL, Kurokawa
K, Mapes DL, Akizawa T, et al. Health-related
quality of life among dialysis patients on three
continents: the dialysis outcomes and practice
patterns study. Kidney Int. 2003;64(5):1903–10.

15. Anees M, Hameed F, Mumtaz A, Ibrahim M, Saeed
Khan MN. Dialysis-related factors affecting quality
of life in patients on hemodialysis. Iran J Kidney
Dis. 2011;5(1):9–14.

16. Molsted S, Prescott L, Heaf J, Eidemak I. Assessment
and clinical aspects of health-related quality of life
in dialysis patients and patients with chronic kid-
ney disease. Nephron Clin Pract. 2007;106(1):c24-
33.

17. Pagels AA, Soderkvist BK, Medin C, Hylander B,
Heiwe S. Health-related quality of life in different
stages of chronic kidney disease and at initiation of
dialysis treatment. Health Qual Life Outcomes.
2012;10:71.

18. Gorodetskaya I, Zenios S, McCulloch CE, Bostrom
A, Hsu CY, Bindman AB, et al. Health-related
quality of life and estimates of utility in chronic
kidney disease. Kidney Int. 2005;68(6):2801–8.

Diabetes Ther (2021) 12:499–508 507

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
https://www.usrds.org/annual-data-report/
https://www.usrds.org/annual-data-report/
https://www.cdc.gov/diabetes/pubs/pdf/kidney_factsheet.pdf
https://www.cdc.gov/diabetes/pubs/pdf/kidney_factsheet.pdf


19. Dabrowska-Bender M, Dykowska G, Zuk W, Mile-
wska M, Staniszewska A. The impact on quality of
life of dialysis patients with renal insufficiency.
Patient Prefer Adherence. 2018;12:577–83.

20. van Loon IN, Goto NA, Boereboom FTJ, Verhaar
MC, Bots ML, Hamaker ME. Quality of life after the
initiation of dialysis or maximal conservative
management in elderly patients: a longitudinal
analysis of the Geriatric assessment in OLder
patients starting Dialysis (GOLD) study. BMC
Nephrol. 2019;20(1):108.

21. Raman M, Middleton RJ, Kalra PA, Green D. Out-
comes in dialysis versus conservative care for older
patients: a prospective cohort analysis of stage 5
chronic kidney disease. PLoS One. 2018;13(10):
e0206469.

22. US Renal Data System (USRDS). US Renal Data
System 2018 Annual Data Report: Chapter 5: Mor-
tality. 2018. https://www.usrds.org/media/1730/
v2_c05_mortality_18_usrds.pdf. Accessed 20 July
2020.

23. Park JY, Yoo KD, Kim YC, Kim DK, Joo KW, Kang
SW, et al. Early dialysis initiation does not improve
clinical outcomes in elderly end-stage renal disease
patients: a multicenter prospective cohort study.
PLoS One. 2017;12(4):e0175830.

24. Jardine MJ, Mahaffey KW, Neal B, Agarwal R, Bakris
G, Brenner BM, et al. The Canagliflozin and Renal
Events in Diabetes with Established Nephropathy
Clinical Evaluation (CREDENCE) study rationale
and design. Am J Nephrol. 2017;46(6):462–72.

25. Perkovic V, Jardine MJ, Neal B, Bompoint S, Heer-
spink HJL, Charytan DM, et al. Canagliflozin and
renal outcomes in type 2 diabetes and nephropa-
thy. N Engl J Med. 2019;380(24):2295–306.

26. Heerspink HJ, Perkins BA, Fitchett DH, Husain M,
Cherney DZ. Sodium glucose cotransporter 2

inhibitors in the treatment of diabetes mellitus:
cardiovascular and kidney effects, potential mech-
anisms, and clinical applications. Circulation.
2016;134(10):752–72.

27. Johnson & Johnson. US FDA Approves INVO-
KANA� (canagliflozin) to treat diabetic kidney dis-
ease (DKD) and reduce the risk of hospitalization
for heart failure in patients with type 2 diabetes
(T2D) and DKD [press release]. Raritan: PR News-
wire; 2019.

28. Kruger D, Valentine V. Canagliflozin for the treat-
ment of diabetic kidney disease and implications
for clinical practice: a narrative review. Diabetes
Ther. 2020;11(6):1237.

29. Weir MR, McCullough PA, Buse JB, Anderson J.
Renal and cardiovascular effects of sodium glucose
co-transporter 2 inhibitors in patients with type 2
diabetes and chronic kidney disease: perspectives
on the Canagliflozin and Renal Events in Diabetes
with Established Nephropathy Clinical Evaluation
trial results. Am J Nephrol. 2020;51(4):276–88.

30. Cooper BA, Branley P, Bulfone L, Collins JF, Craig
JC, Fraenkel MB, et al. A randomized, controlled
trial of early versus late initiation of dialysis. N Engl
J Med. 2010;363(7):609–19.

31. Cao Q, Ewing BT, Thompson MA. Forecasting
medical cost inflation rates: a model comparison
approach. Decis Support Syst. 2012;53(1):154–60.

32. Neal B, Perkovic V, Mahaffey KW, de Zeeuw D,
Fulcher G, Erondu N, et al. Canagliflozin and car-
diovascular and renal events in type 2 diabetes.
N Engl J Med. 2017;377(7):644–57.

33. Blitzer R, Blitzer R. Introductory algebra for college
students. Upper Saddle River: Pearson Prentice Hall;
2006.

508 Diabetes Ther (2021) 12:499–508

https://www.usrds.org/media/1730/v2_c05_mortality_18_usrds.pdf
https://www.usrds.org/media/1730/v2_c05_mortality_18_usrds.pdf

	Linear Projection of Estimated Glomerular Filtration Rate Decline with Canagliflozin and Implications for Dialysis Utilization and Cost in Diabetic Nephropathy
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion
	Trial Registration

	Digital Features
	Introduction
	Methods
	Compliance with Ethics Guidelines

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References


