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Abstract

Background: Antiretroviral therapy (ART) has substantially decreased mortality and HIV-related morbidity. However,
other morbidities appear to be more common among PLHIV than in the general population. This study aimed to
estimate the relative risk of renal disease among people living with HIV (PLHIV) compared to the HIV-uninfected
population.

Methods: We conducted a systematic review and meta-analysis of relative risks of renal disease among
populations of PLHIV reported in studies from the peer-reviewed literature. We searched Medline for relevant
journal articles published before September 2010, yielding papers published during or after 2002. We also searched
conference proceedings of the International AIDS Society (IAS) and Conference on Retroviruses and Opportunistic
Infections (CROI) prior to and including 2010. Eligible studies were observational studies reporting renal disease
defined as acute or chronic reduced renal function with glomerular filtration rate less than or equal to 60 ml/min/
1.73 m2 among HIV-positive adults. Pooled relative risks were calculated for various groupings, including class of
ART drugs administered.

Results: The overall relative risk of renal disease was 3.87 (95% CI: 2.85-6.85) among HIV-infected people compared
to HIV-uninfected people. The relative risk of renal disease among people with late-stage HIV infection (AIDS) was
3.32 (1.86-5.93) compared to other PLHIV. The relative risk of renal disease among PLHIV who were receiving
antiretroviral therapy (ART) was 0.54 (0.29-0.99) compared to treatment-naïve PLHIV; the relative risk of renal disease
among PLHIV who were treated with tenofovir was 1.56 (0.83-2.93) compared to PLHIV who were treated with
non-tenofovir therapy. The risk of renal disease was also found to significantly increase with age.

Conclusion: PLHIV are at increased risk of renal disease, with greater risk at later stages of infection and at older
ages. ART prolongs survival and decreases the risk of renal disease. However, less reduction in renal disease risk
occurs for Tenofovir-containing ART than for other regimens.
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Background
Highly active antiretroviral treatment (ART) has reduced
mortality and decreased HIV-related morbidities, such that
people living with HIV (PLHIV) are living longer, healthier
lives [1]. However, PLHIV face other health challenges.
Comorbid conditions are becoming more important in the
health care of PLHIV [1]. Numerous serious morbidities
are more likely to occur among PLHIV than among the
general population. It is important to understand the

incidence rate of these comorbidities among PLHIV, along
with their risk factors, in order to guide clinical care and
planning of health systems.
Chronic kidney disease (CKD) is increasing worldwide

and the ensuing end stage renal disease necessitates trans-
plantation or dialysis, both of which are highly expensive
[1]. There is no consensus on the risk of renal dysfunction
associated with HIV infection and the use of ART, how-
ever, it is believed to be an important condition dispropor-
tionately affecting PLHIV [2-4]. Numerous studies have
investigated the rates of renal disease and its risk factors
for PLHIV. In this study we conduct a systematic review* Correspondence: dwilson@unsw.edu.au
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and meta-analysis to assess the relative risk of renal dis-
ease among PLHIV.

Methods
Search strategy
We conducted a comprehensive literature search of the
published literature through Medline with the following
key words: ‘HIV or human immunodeficiency virus or
AIDS or acquired immunodeficiency syndrome’ AND
‘renal failure or kidney failure or renal impairment or kid-
ney impairment or renal insufficiency or kidney insuffi-
ciency or renal disease or kidney disease or acute kidney
injury or glomerulonephritis or GN or nephropathy or
proteinuria or nephritic sediment or hematuria or erythro-
cyturia or leukocyturia or glucosuria or tubulotoxic
damage or Fanconi’s syndrome or HIV-AN or HIVAN or
dialysis or hemodialysis or peritoneal dialysis or ESKD or
ESRF or ESKF’ AND ‘relative risk or risk ratio or RR or
odds ratio or OR or hazard ratio or HR or incidence’. We
also searched abstracts from CROI and International
AIDS Society (IAS) conferences during years 2000-2010,
with the same search terms.

Outcome measures
The primary outcome for our analysis was chronic kidney
disease (CKD) defined as estimated glomerular filtration
rate or eGFR < 60 mL/min/1.73 m2 for greater than or
equal to 3 months irrespective of kidney damage [5].
An eGFR less than 60 mL/min/1.73 m2 for less than
3 months refers to acute renal failure (ARF). The ratio-
nale for the inclusion of individuals with eGFR less than
60 mL/min/1.73 m2 without any other evidence of kidney
damage is that at least 50% of normal kidney function
decreases and the prevalence of complications of CKD
begins to increase below this level [6]. In addition, abnor-
mal proteinuria is more likely to occur at this level,
which is an indication of kidney disease [7]. It is noted
here that there are five stages of CKD, which are defined
as stage 1: eGFR > 90 (normal); stage 2: eGFR: 60-89
(mild), stage 3: 30-59 (moderate); stage 4: 15-29 (severe);
and stage 5: eGFR < 15 (kidney failure) [5]. There is a
complex spectrum of renal diseases, such as HIV-asso-
ciated nephropathy (HIVAN), end-stage renal disease
(ESRD), all-cause nephropathy (ACN), acute renal failure
(ARF), chronic kidney disease (CKD), chronic renal fail-
ure (CRF), tubular dysfunction, and renal impairment
(RI), which can be classified within CKD stages 3, 4 and
5 based on the outcome measure in each individual
study. Our review includes stage 3 (moderate kidney
damage) to stage 5 (kidney failure) CKD. We included
any study that reported an incidence rate ratio (IRR),
relative risk (RR), odds ratio (OR) or hazard ratio (HR) of
the renal events among PLHIV.

Selection of studies
Two reviewers independently assessed each potential rele-
vant article for eligibility (FI, JW). Disagreements were
resolved with other authors until a consensus was reached.
We screened the titles and the abstracts of the 4083 arti-
cles, identified by the search phrases, for appropriateness
before retrieval of the full-text. Studies that reported HIV
and/or AIDS and renal disease, and provided estimates of
risk factors were included in the analysis. Studies that did
not report the risk estimates were excluded from further
review. Non-English and review articles were also
excluded from the analysis. The selection process for stu-
dies included in the formal analysis [2-4,7-26], is presented
in Figure 1.

Data extraction
Two reviewers independently extracted data using a stan-
dardized form. The information recorded from each study
were author, study design, study types, study period, publi-
cation year, follow-up period, sample size, renal disease,
eGFR or other measure, comparator groups, reported out-
come, risk estimates, age, sex, race/ethnicity and geo-
graphic location. The details of the data extraction are
listed in Table 1.

Methods for assessing renal function outcomes
The identified studies measured the change in renal func-
tion by various methods: fourteen studies reported mea-
suring eGFR using an MDRD method, two studies using
the CG formula, one used the CKD-EPI formula and six
studies reported renal dysfunction measured by serum
creatinine (see Table 1). Regardless of method, studies
reporting eGFR less than 60 mL/min/1.73 m2 (at least
moderate CKD) were included for further analysis.

Quality assessment of included studies
Two reviewers independently rated the quality of each
study using the Downs and Black checklist [27] The check-
list comprises of 27 criteria, including (10) types of report-
ing, (3) checks of external validity for the generalisability of
study population, (7) assessments of bias, (6) exploration of
confounding and (1) power. Using this checklist, we calcu-
lated an average quality index score of our 23 non-rando-
mized studies to be 14.9, with a range of 11.5 to 19.

Statistical analysis
We performed a series of meta-analyses based on similar
comparator groups among the studies. The risk estimates
extracted from the publications were either from logistic
regression or proportional hazards models with reported
confidence intervals. The extracted estimates were already
adjusted for common risk factors in each individual study,
such as age, sex, race, smoking, diabetes and hypertension.
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The rational to pool relative risks from these two types of
the models was based on the investigation of D’Agostino
et al. [28]. D’Agostino et al. demonstrated the asymptotic
equivalence of estimating relative risks from logistic
regression and proportional hazards models. Along with
the meta-analysis publication by Lollgen et al. [29] that
adopted this approach, we concluded that it is reasonable
to pool relative risks from these two different models. We
calculated the pooled estimates of risks for groups in
which there were at least two individual studies. We per-
formed meta-analyses to estimate the pooled relative risk
of renal disease among PLHIV compared with HIV-unin-
fected people; PLHIV on ART (including different classes
or specific antiretroviral drugs and duration of ART) com-
pared with PLHIV who are treatment-naïve; people with
late-stage HIV (AIDS) compared with other PLHIV; and
the effect of age on renal disease. We applied general var-
iance-based methods that used confidence intervals
around the effect measures, where all effect types were
ratio measures. Outcomes were pooled using the DerSi-
monian-Laired (DSL) random effects model which

accounts for the heterogeneity of the estimates [30]. We
quantified the degree of heterogeneity by the I-squared
statistic, which can be interpreted as the percentage of
total variation across the studies; a value of zero indicates
no observed heterogeneity [31]. Secondary analyses were
conducted using meta-regression and subgroup analysis.
Two-tailed p-values were considered (p < 0.05) for all

statistical tests except for the meta-regression where we
considered p < 0.10 to detect potential heterogeneity
among covariates. Publication bias was assessed using
Egger’s method [32]. The analyses of this review were con-
ducted in STATA (version 10; STATA Corporation, Col-
lege Station, Texas, USA). The methodology and reporting
of this review conforms to the Preferred Reporting Items
for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA)
statement [33,34].

Results
Study selection
The search strategy initially resulted in 4083 articles
from which we identified 361 for detailed review. After

Figure 1 Information flow diagram of the systematic review. a Qualitative synthesis: results of primary studies are summarized but not
statistically combined; b Quantitative synthesis: Statistical methods applied to combine the results of two or more studies c includes conference
proceedings (7).
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Table 1 Details of study populations

Study name Study Type
(Cohort name)

Study
period

Age (Mean) of
participants

Sex
(Male
(%))

Primary
outcome
(Disease)

Location Study
size(N)

Race/
ethnicity
(%)

Average
follow up
(years)

Total
Events

Method for eGFR (<
60 ml/min/1.73m2)

Atta, 2006 [8] Cohort 1995-
2004

42.8 58 HIVAN MD, USA 263 96(B) 8.0 36 MDRD

Buskin, 2009
[9]

Cohort 1996-
2003

36.5 HIVAN USA 59705 6.2(W) 3.5 5042 MDRD

11.5(B)

7.3(H/L)

6.5(A/PI)

9.7(NA/
AN)

4.7(O)

Campbell,
2009 [10]

cross-sectional 1998-
2005

– CKD BT, UK 3439 NR – 81 MDRD

Crane, 2007
[4]

Cohort(UWHIV) 2001-
2006

41 83 Kidney
dysfunction

WA, USA 445 61(W) – 51 CG

23(AA)

16(O)

Crum-
Cianflone,
2010 [11]

cross-sectional 2004-
2005

41 92 Kidney
dysfunction

CA, MD, USA 717 48.7 (C) – 22 MDRD

37.9(AA)

13.4 (O)

Deti, 2010 [7] Cohort(ANRS
CO3)

2004-
2008

43 75 CRF France 2613 NR 3.4 MDRD

Franceschini,
2006 [12]

Cohort 2000-
2002

40 69 ARF NC, USA 705 66(AA) 3.0 serum creatinine

Franey, 2009
[13]

Cohort 2004-
2007

36 31.2 RI South Africa 2189 NR – 287 MDRD

Ganesan,
2010 [14]

Cohort (P) 1986-
2008

29 92 CKD USA 4044 45(AA) 6.5 90 MDRD

44(EA)

Heffelfinger,
2006 [15]

Cohort 2000-
2003

– – RI USA 11362 NR 724 serum creatinine

Horberg, 2010
[3]

Cohort(KP) 2002-
2005

43 86.1 Tubular
dysfunction

CA, ML, VA,
USA

1647 24.5(B) 2.0 MDRD

Ibrahim, 2010
[2]

Cohort(KCH) 1999-
2008

37 62 ARF SL, UK 2556 55.4(B) – 184 MDRD

44.6(W/O)

Jacobson,
2007 [16]

Cohort(MACS) Proteinuria USA 1203 (B) 120
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Table 1 Details of study populations (Continued)

Jones, 2004
[17]

Cohort(CWS) Renal
dysfunction

UK 4183 NR 1175 serum creatinine > 120

Krawczyk,
2004 [18]

Cohort(HOPS) 1992-
2002

43 82.5 CRF GA, USA 6361 43.8(W/
NH)

108 –

5.0(H)

48.8(B)

2.5(O)

Longenecker,
2009 [19]

Cohort(P) 2004-
2007

41 68 CKD CA, USA 554 42(AA) 5.0 CKD-EPI

48(W)

10(O)

Lucas, 2007
[20]

Cohort(ALIVE/
JHHC)

1988-
2005

37 68 ESRD/RRT MD, USA 6255 (AA) 5.7 221 MDRD

Mocroft, 2010
[21]

Cohort
(EuroSIDA)

2004-
2008

43 75.1 CKD Europe,
Israel,
Argentina

85.5(W) 3.7 225 CG

Reisler, 2005
[22]

Cohort(MACS) 2003-
2004

– – CKD USA 1470 NR 53 MDRD

Roe, 2008 [23] Cohort (R) 1998-
2005

35.9 64 ARF SEL, UK 2274 64(B) 8.0 130 MDRD

36(NB)

Szczech, 2002
[24]

Cohort(WIHS) 40 – 2059 71.4(B) 671.0 double serum
creatinine

16.7(W)

11.9(H)

0(O)

Vanig, 2008
[25]

Cohort (R) 2006-
2007

– 94 CKD USA 375 NR MDRD

Wei, 2003 [26] Cohort(P) 37.6 93.2 HIVAN NY, USA 44 (AA) 44

Study group1 Study group2

Study
description

Sample
size (n1)

Event1 Incidence(per
1000py)

Study description Sample
size (n2)

Event2 Incidence(per
1000py)

HR/RR/
OR

95% CI

Study name

Atta, 2006 [8] ART – 26 – Treatment naïve – 10 – 0.3 0.09, 0.98

Buskin, 2009
[9]

Indinavir Treatment naïve 1.15 1.02, 1.29

Ritonavir Treatment naïve 0.87 0.77, 0.98

HAART Treatment naïve 0.3 0.27, 0.34

Campbell,
2009 [10]

Age > = 50
years(Indinavir)

– – Age < 50 years – – 4.92 1.31, 18.4

Indinavir/per
year

1.29 1.00,
1.65
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Table 1 Details of study populations (Continued)

Age > = 50
years(Tenofovir)

Age < 50 years 5.42 1.71, 16.8

Crane, 2007
[4]

Age (30-40)
years

Age < 30 years 0.9 0.2, 3.2

Age (40-50)
years

Age < 30 years 2.1 0.6, 7.6

Age > 50 years Age < 30 years 4.4 1.1, 17.2

(NRTI)
Didanosine

(NRTI)lamivudine/emtricitabine 3.1 1.40, 6.80

PI(Amprenavir/
fos-amprenavir)

NNRTI (efavirenz) 3.6 1.00, 12.5

Crum-
Cianflone,
2010 [11]

Age/10 year
increase

1.99 1.22,
3.24

Tenofovir/per
year

1.54 1.10,
2.15

Deti, 2010 [7] Age/10 year
increase

2.2 1.8, 2.6

CD4 < 200 cells/
mm3

CD4 > 500 cells/mm3 4.04 2.3, 7.1

Tenofovir/per
year

1.4 1.1, 1.8

Franceschini,
2006 [12]

CD4 < 200 cells/
mm3

CD4 > = 200 cells/mm3 4.7 2.5, 8.8

Franey, 2009
[13]

CD4 < 100 cells/
mm3

CD4 > 100 cells/mm3 1.4 1.07, 1.82

Age > 40 years Age < 40 years 4.65 3.54, 6.10

Ganesan,
2010 [14]

Age > = 35
years

Age < 35 years 2.6 1.7, 4.0

CD4 < = 200
cells/mm3

CD4 > = 500 cells/mm3 6.8 3.0, 15.5

CD4(201-349)
cells/mm3

CD4 > = 500 cells/mm4 4.3 2.3, 8.1

CD4(350-499)
cells/mm3

CD4 > = 500 cells/mm5 2.4 1.3, 4.6

Heffelfinger,
2006 [15]

Tenofovir Treatment naïve 1.5 1.1, 1.9

Horberg, 2010
[3]

Tenofovir 964 Non-Tenofovir 683 5.23 2.08, 13.1

Ibrahim, 2010
[2]

Age/10 year
increase

1.04 0.87,
1.24

Indinavir Treatment naïve 1.81 0.53, 6.76

Tenofovir Treatment naïve 1.06 0.46, 2.43

Atazanavir Treatment naïve 1.05 0.20, 5.49
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Table 1 Details of study populations (Continued)

CART Treatment naïve 1.11 0.54, 2.30

CD4(201-350)
cells/mm3

CD4 > 350 cells/mm3 1.56 0.97, 2.48

CD4(101-200)
cells/mm3

CD4 > 350 cells/mm3 2.08 1.11, 3.91

CD4(51-100)
cells/mm3

CD4 > 350 cells/mm3 6.38 3.18, 12.78

CD4(0-50) cells/
mm3

CD4 > 350 cells/mm3 10.29 5.11, 20.98

Jacobson,
2007 [16]

HIV 94 Non-HIV 26 5.1 2.9, 8.9

Jones, 2004
[17]

Tenofovir 1058 84 Treatment naïve 0.22 0.07, 0.69

Krawczyk,
2004 [18]

CD4 < 200 cells/
mm3

200-349 cells/mm3 4.3 2.1, 8.7

HAART Treatment naïve 0.5 0.3, 1.0

Longenecker,
2009 [19]

HIV 337 26 Non-HIV 230 2 6.5 1.5, 28.7

Age/10 year
increase

1.34 1.02,
1.77

Lucas, 2007
[20]

AIDS 1902 125 12.7 No AIDS 2607 51 4.7 2.7 1.9, 4.0

Age(30-49.9) Age < 30 years 1.5 0.7, 3.3

Age > = 50
years

Age < 30 years 2 0.8, 4.7

AIDS 1902 Non-HIV 1751 5.1 3.5, 7.6

HIV 2607 Non-HIV 1751 2.3 1.5, 3.5

Mocroft, 2010
[21]

AIDS No AIDS 2.22 1.14, 4.32

Age/10 year
increase

1.54 1.31,
1.80

Tenofovir/per
year

1.16 1.06,
1.25

Indinavir/per
year

1.12 1.06,
1.18

Atazanavir/per
year

1.21 1.09,
1.34

Lopinavir/r per
year

1.08 1.01,
1.16

Reisler, 2005
[22]

HIV 32 Non-HIV 21 2.5 1.4, 4.5

Tenofovir Non-Tenofovir 2 0.8, 4.9

Roe, 2008 [23] CD4 < 100 cells/
mm3

CD4 > 200 cells/mm3 6.75 2.5, 18.3
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Table 1 Details of study populations (Continued)

CD4(100-199)
cells/mm3

CD4 > 200 cells/mm3 3.02 0.99, 9.13

AIDS No AIDS 6.7 3.4, 13.3

Szczech, 2002
[24]

CD4 < = 200
cells/mm3

CD4 > 200 cells/mm3 3.57 1.72, 7.14

Vanig, 2008
[25]

Tenofovir 253 Non-Tenofovir 122 1.83 1.11, 3.02

PI Non-PI 1.27 0.84, 1.91

Wei, 2003 [26] ART Treatment naïve 1.51 0.37, 6.20

CD4 < = 100 s
cell/mm3

CD4 > = 100 cells/mm3 2.73 0.82, 9.14

A, Asian; AA, African-American; B, Black; EA, European American; H, Hispanic; NH, Non-Hispanic; L, Latino; NB, Non-b lack; PI, Pacific Islander; NA, Native American; AN, Alaska Native; W, White; O, Others; MD,
Maryland; NC, North Carolina; WA, Washington; GA, Georgia; SL South London; SEL, Southeast London; BT, Brighton; NR, Not Reported; NA, Not Applicable; Sr, Serum; R, Retrospective; P, Prospective; WIHS, Women’s
Interagency HIV Study; UWHIV, University of Washington HIV; ALIVE, AIDS Link to the Intravenous Experience; JHHC, Johns Hopkins HIV Cohort; KP, Kaiser Permanente; MACS, Multicentre AIDS Cohort Study; CWS,
Chelsea and Westminster; HOPS, HIV Outpatient Study; KCH, Kings College Hospital; ANRS CO3, National agency for AIDS research Aquitaine Cohort; MDRD, Modification of Diet in Renal Disease-an equation to
estimate GFR that incorporates serum creatinine, age, sex and race; CG, Cockcroft-Gault equation to estimate GFR that incorporates serum creatinine, age, sex and weight; CKD-EPI, Chronic Kidney Disease
Epidemiology Collaboration-an equation that take into account serum creatinine, age, sex and race.
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reviewing the titles and abstracts we excluded 331 stu-
dies that were not relevant to renal disease among
PLHIV. Of 30 articles selected for the potential eligibil-
ity, 14 were excluded as they did not relate to our study
question. We also searched conference proceedings of
Conference on Retroviruses and Opportunistic Infec-
tions (CROI) and International AIDS Society prior to
and including 2010. Out of the initial 451 results from
the conferences, 7 abstracts were selected [7,14-17,
22,25]. A total of 23 studies were included for further
analysis, two of which were cross-sectional studies, one
was a case-control study and twenty were cohort
studies. The studies varied greatly with respect to the
various comparator groups. Details of the search strate-
gies are listed in Figure 1 and the characteristics of the
included studies are presented in Table 1.

Relative risk of renal disease for PLHIV versus HIV-
uninfected people
Three identified studies reported the risk of kidney disease
among PLHIV [16,19,22]. Jacobson et al. reported the rela-
tive risk of kidney disease among 542 HIV-infected men
with abnormal proteinuria, having CKD stages 3-5, to be
5.1 (95%CI: 2.9-8.9), compared to 661 HIV-seronegative
men [16]. This USA-based study recruited adult men and
adjusted estimates by age, race, hypertension and diabetes
[16]. Another USA-based study, conducted by Longe-
necker et al [19], compared 337 HIV-infected people (294
ART-experienced) with 230 control subjects. The esti-
mated relative risk of CKD stage 3 among PLHIV was 6.5
(1.5-28.7). The study populations consisted of both male
and females aged 41 years or older. The relative risk was
adjusted for demographic risk factors such as age, sex and
race. Reisler et al. reported the adjusted relative risk of
CKD stage 4 among 1470 HIV-infected men compared to
HIV-uninfected men to be 2.5 (1.4-4.5) [22]. The pooled
relative risk of kidney disease among PLHIV from our
meta-analysis was found to be 3.87 (2.18-6.85) compared
to HIV-uninfected people (Figure 2a). There was no statis-
tically significant evidence of heterogeneity between the
studies (I-squared 43.8%, p = 0.169).

Effect of antiretroviral treatment
We identified five relevant studies estimating the relative
risk of renal failure associated with antiretroviral therapy
(ART), compared to treatment-naïve HIV-infected peo-
ple. Atta et al. reported that the hazard ratio of CKD
stage 4 associated with exposure to ART, defined as the
initiation of at least one antiretroviral agent, was 0.30
(0.09-0.98). This analysis adjusted for injecting drug
users, hepatitis C, GFR and other treatments such as cor-
ticosteroids; excluding age, all other characteristics were
similar in the two groups [8]. Buskin et al. estimated the
adjusted HR of CKD stage 1 to 5 to be 0.30 (0.27-0.34),

adjusting for all known risk factors [9]. Of note, 1.1% and
2.9% of patients in this study were CKD stage 1 and
2 respectively and 8.2% of patients were CKD unknown.
Ibrahim et al. calculated an adjusted IRR of CKD stage 3
to be 1.11 (0.54-2.30) among HIV-infected people who
were exposed to ART not containing indinavir, tenofovir
or atazanavir compared with untreated PLHIV [2].
Krawczyk et al. estimated the relative risk of CKD (unde-
fined) to be 0.50 (0.30-1.0) where age, sex and ethnicity
were well-matched [18]. Wei et al. estimated the risk
ratio of CKD stage 5 among people exposed to ART ver-
sus treatment-naïve PLHIV to be 1.51 (0.37-6.2) [26]. We
estimated the pooled relative risk across all studies to be
0.54 (0.29-0.99) for renal disease among PLHIV who
received ART compared to treatment-naïve PLHIV
(Figure 2b). The heterogeneity across these studies was
measured to be I-squared = 80.5% (p < 0.001).

Relative risk of renal disease for tenofovir-based
treatment
Some studies have singled out ART containing the antire-
troviral drug, tenofovir (TDF), as being an important factor
for the incidence of CKD. We collated data from available
studies and compared the relative risk of CKD for HIV-
infected people treated with TDF-based ART with HIV-
infected people receiving non-TDF-based ART. Four
cohort studies and one case-control study were relevant for
inclusion in this analysis. Horberg et al. reported that the
relative risk of CKD stage 3 for people on TDF-based ART
was 5.23 (2.08-13.1) compared to people on ART not con-
taining TDF [3]. Reisler et al. reported that the relative risk
of CKD stage 3 to 5 using TDF was 2.00 (0.8-4.9) compared
to non-TDF-based drugs [22]. Vanig et al. found a relative
risk of CKD stage 3 for people receiving TDF-based ART
to be 1.83 (1.11-3.02) and Heffelfinger et al. estimated an
adjusted odds ratio of CKD stage 3 attributable to TDF of
1.5 (1.1-1.9) [15]. Finally, a case-control study reported by
Jones et al. estimated the rate ratio between TDF-contain-
ing and non-TDF-based ART to be 0.22 (0.07-0.69) [17].
Pooling the five estimates, we calculated that the overall
relative risk of CKD was 1.56 (0.83-2.93) for people on
TDF-based ART compared to non-TDF-based ART (Figure
2c). The heterogeneity across these studies was estimated as
I-squared = 78.4%, p = 0.001.

The effect of treatment duration
We investigated whether the duration of exposure to ART
influences the risk of CKD. We were able to combine the
estimates of three relevant studies [7,11,21]. The combined
relative risk of CKD among PLHIV with exposure to TDF-
based ART was found to be 1.29 (1.08-1.54) per year of
treatment (Figure 2d). There was no strong evidence of
heterogeneity between the studies (I-squared = 52.5%, p =
0.122).
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Figure 2 Forest plot of studies and pooled estimate of relative risk of renal disease. In (a) HIV-infected versus HIV-uninfected people; (b)
HIV-infected people exposed to antiretroviral treatment versus treatment-naïve PLHIV; (c) HIV-infected people exposed to tenofovir-based ART
versus non-tenofovir-based ART; (d) HIV-infected people per year of exposure to TDF-based ART. (e)Relative risk of renal disease in PLHIV
according to CD4 count. Mid-values of the range of reported CD4 categories are plotted; each point/bar presents data from a single study,
illustrating the RR/95% CI of CKD < 60 for the low CD4 group (CD4 value shown on the abscissa) compared to the high CD4 group (presented
in Table 3). (f)Forest plot of studies and pooled estimate of relative risk of renal disease among people in AIDS stage versus non-AIDS HIV
infection. (g)Relative risk of renal disease in HIV-infected people in various age groups (presented in Table 2). 1Crane, 2007; compared with < 30,
2Lucas, 2007; compared with < 30, 3Ganesan, 2010; compared with < 35 4Franey, 2009; compared with < 30; 5Lucas, 2007; compared with < 50;
6Campbell, 2009; compared with < 50. (h)Forest plot of studies and pooled estimate of relative risk of renal disease in HIV-infected people by
10-year increment in age.
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Relative risk of CKD with CD4 ± T-cell-count
Nine studies identified in our review reported that CD4
cell count was associated with the risk of CKD among
PLHIV [2,7,12-14,18,23,24,26] (see Table 3). We were
unable to combine the estimates in a meta-analysis due to
differences in comparator groups (see Table 3 for details
of CD4 count categories in all studies). Deti et al. esti-
mated the relative risk of CKD stage 3 among HIV-
infected people with CD4 count less than 200 cells/mm3

and between 200-500 cells/mm3 to be 4.04 (2.3-7.1) and
1.3 (0.81-2.2), respectively, compared with those with CD4
count greater than 500 cells/mm3 [7]. Franceschini et al.
reported the relative risk of CKD stage 3 for HIV-infected
people with CD4 count less than 200 cells/mm3 to be 4.70
(2.5-8.8) compared with those with CD4 count greater
than or equal to 200 cells/mm3[12]. Franey estimated this
risk to be 1.4 (1.1-1.8) with CD4 count less than 100 cells/
mm3compared to > 100 cells/mm3 [13]. A cohort study
reported by Ganesan et al. compared the risk of CKD
stage 3 for different CD4 count categories [14]. They
found that the relative risks of CKD for HIV-infected peo-
ple with CD4 count less than or equal to 200 cells/mm3,
between 201-349 cells/mm3 and between 350-499 cells/
mm3 were 6.8 (3.0-15.5), 4.3 (2.3-8.1) and 2.4 (1.3-4.6)
compared with people with a CD4 count greater than or
equal to 500 cells/mm3, respectively. Overall, we found a
negative correlation between CD4 count and renal disease
(Figure 2e) with lower CD4 counts associated with greater
risk of renal disease (correlation, r = -0.52). Other cohort
studies support this conclusion, after adjusting for other
major confounders [2,18,23,24,26].

Relative risk of kidney disease for late-stage HIV versus
non-AIDS
We estimated the relative risk of renal disease among
people in late-stage HIV infection (AIDS) compared to

other PLHIV. We identified three studies [20,21,23] esti-
mating relative risk of kidney disease among people who
have AIDS symptoms compared to other PLHIV. Lucas
et al. reported the incidence rate ratio of end-stage kid-
ney disease (ESKD), defined as receiving renal replace-
ment therapy for 51 HIV-infected people without AIDS
compared with 125 people with AIDS to be 2.7 (1.9-4.0)
[20]. The IRR was adjusted by age, sex, AIDS status and
HIV treatment era. Another study, by Mocroft et al. [21]
estimated the relative hazard of chronic kidney disease
having eGFR ≤ 60 ml/min per 1.73 m2 for ≥ 3 months
among 6843 HIV-positive people to be 2.22 (1.14-4.32)
after adjusting for age, sex, diabetes, hypertension and
other risk factors. Roe et al. [23] estimated the relative
risk of CKD stage 3 among 2274 HIV-infected people to
be 6.72 (3.4-13.3), adjusting for major confounding fac-
tors. We note that this study classified the episodes of
ARF into two onsets of action after initiating HIV care;
we included the estimate of early onset of CKD stage 3 to
avoid confounding with other co-infections in the late-
onset of CKD. The pooled relative risk of CKD among
people with late-stage HIV infection was 3.32 (1.86-5.93)
compared to other PLHIV. There was statistically signifi-
cant evidence of heterogeneity among these studies
(I-squared 69.3%, p = 0.039) (Figure 2f).

Relative risk of renal disease with age
We investigated whether the risk of renal disease depends
on age. We identified five relevant studies that estimated
the relative risk of renal disease for every 10 year incre-
ment in age where the reference group was age-matched
HIV-negative subjects [2,7,11,19,21]. We found a clear
association of increased risk of renal disease with increas-
ing age (Figure 2g). The pooled relative risk of renal dis-
ease among PLHIV per 10 year increase in age was found

Table 2 Details of age categories

Study name Study type Period Disease Location study
size

Follow
up

Age (group
1) years

Age(group
2)years

RR 95%

Campbell, 2009 [10] cross-sectional 1998-2005 CKD BT, UK 3439 – > = 50
(Indinavir)

< 50 4.92 1.31, 18.4

Campbell, 2009 [10] cross-sectional 1998-2005 CKD UK 3439 – > = 50
(Tenofovir)

< 50 5.42 1.71, 16.8

Crane, 2007 [4] Cohort 2001-2006 Kidney
dysfunction

WA, USA 445 – 30-40 < 30 0.90 0.2, 3.2

Crane, 2007 [4] Cohort 2001-2006 Kidney
dysfunction

USA 445 – 40-50 < 30 2.10 0.6, 7.6

Crane, 2007 [4] Cohort 2001-2006 Kidney
dysfunction

USA 445 – > 50 < 40 4.40 1.1, 17.2

Franey, 2009 [13] Cohort 2004-2007 RI South
Africa

2189 – > 40 < 30 4.65 3.54, 6.10

Ganesan, 2010 [14] Cohort 1986-2008 CKD USA 4044 6.5 > = 35 < 35 2.6 1.7, 4.0

Lucas, 2007 [20] Cohort 1988-2004 CKD MD, USA 4509 4.6 30-49.9 < 30 1.50 0.7, 3.3

Lucas, 2007 [20] Cohort 1988-2004 CKD USA 4509 4.6 > = 50 < 50 2.00 0.8, 4.7
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to be 1.54 (1.16-2.05). The heterogeneity of this outcome
was estimated as I-squared = 87.6% (p < 0.001).
Other studies also link age to the relative risk of renal

disease among PLHIV but did not report age groups that
could be incorporated into comparable estimates for our
meta-analysis [4,10,13,14,20]. Campbell reported 81 CKD
stage 3 patients among 3439 PLHIV with GFR < 60 mL/
min for ≥ 3 months [10]. He estimated the relative risk
among patients aged ≥ 50 years initiating IDV/TDF to be
4.92 (1.31-18.4) and 5.42 (1.71-16.8), respectively, when
compared with patients aged less than 50 years [10].
Crane estimated the relative risk of 51 CKD stage 3
patients among 445 HIV-infected people who were aged
30-40 years, 40-50 years and over 50 years compared to
people less than 30 years to be 0.90 (0.2-3.2), 2.10 (0.6-7.6)
and 4.40 (1.4-6.8) respectively [4]. The other cohort stu-
dies [13,14,20] provided similar trends across age and CD4
counts. We found that the risk of renal disease among
HIV-infected people was positively correlated with age
(correlation, r = 0.71). The meta-analysis determined that
relative risk of renal disease in HIV-infected people by 10-
year increment in age was 1.54 (Figure 2h).

Meta-regression analysis
We performed univariate meta-regression to explore fac-
tors that might account for heterogeneity between the
relative risk of renal disease and the study characteristics.
Potential explanatory covariates considered were study

design, study period, duration of follow-up, diseases, study
location, study size, race/ethnicity and estimated glomeru-
lar filtration rate (eGFR) type. We found that geographic
location, type of disease and eGFR methods were signifi-
cantly associated with the relative risk of renal disease.

Sub-group outcomes
We performed three subgroup analyses based on the
results of meta-regression. We found that the adjusted
relative risk of renal disease associated with TDF was 2.01
(1.3-3.1) with a moderate amount of heterogeneity 53.7%
(p = 0.09)(which decreased from previously calculated het-
erogeneity of 78.4% (p = 0.001)) caused by geographic
location and eGFR. The type of disease reported causes
heterogeneity between studies in the analysis of the effect
of ART. Our resultant subgroup analysis by type of disease
(HIVAN) changed the estimates from a relative risk of
0.54 (0.29-0.99) with heterogeneity of 80.5% (p < 0.001) to
0.42 (0.18-0.97) with heterogeneity of 60.4% (p = 0.081).
We also found that type of disease (CKD) reported con-
tributed to heterogeneity of the estimates for every 10-year
increment in age. Our subgroup analysis by type of disease
changed the estimates from a relative risk of 1.54 (1.16-
2.05) with heterogeneity of 87.6% (p < 0.001) to 1.49 (1.29-
1.71) with null heterogeneity of 0.0% (p = 0.390). It is
noted that biopsy-proven HIV-associated nephropathy
(HIVAN) was not included in the classification of disease
in this subgroup analyses.

Table 3 Details of CD4 count categories

Study name Study
type

Period Diseases Location Study
size

Follow
up

CD4 (group 1)
cells/mm3

CD4(group 2)
cells/mm3

RR 95%

Deti, 2010 Cohort 2004-2008 CRF France 2613 3.4 < 200 > 500 4.04 2.3, 7.1

Deti, 2010 Cohort 2004-2008 CRF France 2613 3.4 200-500 > 500 1.33 0.81, 2.19

Franceschini,
2006

Cohort 2000-2002 ARF USA 705 3.0 < 200 > 200 4.70 2.5, 8.8

Ganesan,
2010

Cohort 1986-2008 CKD USA 4044 6.5 < = 200 > = 500 6.8 3.0, 15.5

Ganesan,
2010

Cohort 1986-2008 CKD USA 4044 6.5 201-349 > = 500 4.3 2.3, 8.1

Ganesan,
2010

Cohort 1986-2008 CKD USA 4044 6.5 350-499 > = 500 2.4 1.3, 4.6

Franey, 2009 Cohort 2004-2007 RI South
Africa

2189 – < 100 > 100 1.4 1.07, 1.82

Ibrahim, 2010 Cohort 1999-2008 ARF UK 2556 – 201-350 > 350 1.56 0.97, 2.48

Ibrahim, 2010 Cohort 1999-2008 ARF UK 2556 – 101-200 > 350 2.08 1.11, 3.91

Ibrahim, 2010 Cohort 1999-2008 ARF UK 2556 – 51-100 > 350 6.38 3.18, 12.78

Ibrahim, 2010 Cohort 1999-2008 ARF UK 2556 – 0-50 > 350 10.29 5.11, 20.98

Krawczyk,
2004

Cohort 1992-2002 CRF USA 6361 – < 200 200-349 4.3 2.1, 8.7

Roe, 2008 Cohort 1998-2005 ARF UK 2274 8.0 < 100 > 200 6.75 2.5, 18.3

Roe, 2008 Cohort 1998-2005 ARF UK 2274 8.0 100-199 > 200 3.02 0.99, 9.13

Szczech,
2002

Cohort 1994-1999 RF USA 2057 4.5 < = 200 > 200 3.57 1.72, 7.14

Wei, Cohort 1993-1997 HIVAN USA 44 5.1 < = 100 > = 100 2.73 0.82, 9.14
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Publication bias
We found no evidence of publication bias in our ana-
lyses. For example, among studies comparing relative
risk of renal disease between HIV-infected and unin-
fected people, there was no evidence of publication bias
by funnel plot symmetry, Egger’s p = 0.757. We found
similar estimates in other estimates with no significant
evidence of publication bias. However, other studies
may have been conducted to calculate the relative risk
of renal disease that were not published and identified
in our search methods.

Discussion
We conducted a systematic review and series of meta-ana-
lyses to calculate the pooled relative risk of renal disease
for PLHIV across available sources of evidence. Our analy-
sis suggests that PLHIV have increased risk of renal dis-
ease. Specifically, the relative risk of renal disease for
PLHIV was found to be 3.87 times greater than in HIV-
uninfected people. The relative risk of renal disease for
late-stage HIV infection (AIDS) was found to be 3.32
times more than that of PLHIV at earlier stages of infec-
tion. The relative risk of renal disease among PLHIV trea-
ted with ART was found to be decreased by 46%
compared to treatment-naïve PLHIV. This indicates that
ART could have a protective effect against renal disease in
PLHIV. We also found that the risk of renal disease for
HIV-infected people receiving TDF-based treatment was
found to be 56% greater than the risk for HIV-infected
people who are treated with non-TDF-based ART.
Our estimates are consistent with earlier reviews of spe-

cific associations with renal disease. A Multicentre AIDS
Cohort Study by Palella et al. [35] found the relative risk
of proteinuria with GFR decreased rate was 5.0 (p < 0.001)
among PLHIV without AIDS compared to HIV-uninfected
people and 2.18 (p = 0.02) among people with AIDS com-
pared to other PLHIV, respectively. A review of TDF con-
ducted by Cooper et al. found a non-significant effect of
TDF-based ART of 0.7% (0.02-1.2) [36]. We also found
that the duration of exposure to ART and age are impor-
tant contributors to the risk of acquiring renal disease:
specifically, each year of ART increased the relative risk by
an estimated 29% and each 10-year increment in age
increased the risk of renal disease by 54%.
One study identified in our search strategy, by Crane

et al. [4], did not have similar comparator groups with
other studies and thus could not be pooled in these esti-
mates. The study reported estimates in various age groups
and within ART groups. They found the risk of CKD
among people receiving tenofovir was greater if the
patients also received didanosine and amprenavir antiretro-
virals, were of greater age, and lower baseline weight [4].
The underlying reason for development of CKD in

HIV-infected patients is likely that HIV can cause direct

injury to the kidneys as manifested by HIVAN [37]. The
CKD can be developed by drug-induced nephrotoxicity
to prevent HIV-infection, dependent on exposure to anti-
retroviral drug regimen. TDF-induced regimens are more
likely to increase CKD than non-TDF-based regimen.
There are other mechanisms of developing CKD among
PLHIV as described in a recent study [37].
In our analyses we attempted to eliminate bias and con-

founding wherever possible. Individual studies controlled
for certain confounders between the treatment and control
groups but not all studies controlled for the same vari-
ables. Due to differences between study categorizations it
is possible that our analysis may have some bias due to
misclassification error. This may be particularly relevant
for comparisons between HIV-infected people receiving
ART versus treatment-naïve people because some of the
people with unknown treatment exposure could have
been classified as treatment-naïve. It is possible that there
are other important characteristics beyond the effects of
antiretroviral drugs that differ between populations of peo-
ple who are given and take ART and those who are not
treated. We were unable to conduct an analysis based on
duration of ART, which may be an important determining
factor. For individual studies in which there was some
uncertainty in definitions of populations in any arm we
conducted a sensitivity analysis by performing the meta-
analysis without the questioned study, but we found our
pooled estimates to be relatively robust. Our meta-analysis
ended up with relatively small numbers in each grouping
with reasonable amounts of heterogeneity. However, esti-
mates from our meta-analyses provided no significant evi-
dence of publication bias. Our effect measures were
relatively consistent among the trials. Also, abstracts did
not provide final, peer-reviewed, data and that the GFR
equations have not been validated in HIV populations.
Given these potential limitations, we believe our pooled
estimates are accurate indications of the relative risk of
CKD for HIV-infected people based on the available
empirical evidence. However, it is important to note the
importance of race/ethnicity, as it pertains to HIV-asso-
ciated kidney disease. We were unable to conduct sub-
analyses by race. However, a number of studies reported
that people of African descent among HIV-infected popu-
lation known to have high risk, as HIV-associated nephro-
pathy (HIVAN) occurs disproportionately among those of
African descent [9]. hepatitis C co-infection is also asso-
ciated with kidney disease which was not included in our
analysis [38].

Conclusion
Although the health and survival of PLHIV has improved
with effective antiretroviral therapies, HIV-infected peo-
ple are at substantially greater risk of developing other
co-morbidities, such as CKD, compared to uninfected
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people. This is a significant issue for populations of
PLHIV, particularly as they get older and become more
treatment experienced. Increasingly, HIV-positive popu-
lations will require long-term clinical management of
numerous conditions along with their HIV infection.
CKD is likely to be an important condition to be con-
fronted in the future in populations of PLHIV.

Acknowledgements
This study was funded from the following sources: the Australian
Government Department of Health and Ageing; Australian Research Council
(DP1093026; FT0991990). The views expressed in this publication do not
necessarily represent the position of the Australian Government. The Kirby
Institute is affiliated with the Faculty of Medicine, University of New South
Wales.

Author details
1The Kirby Institute, University of New South Wales, Sydney, NSW 2052,
Australia. 2Corner of West and Boundary Streets, Darlinghurst, Sydney, NSW,
Australia.

Authors’ contributions
FMI conducted the review of literature, extracted data, performed all
analyses and wrote the first draft of the manuscript; JW reviewed literature
and assisted with analyses; JJ provided strategic advice and assisted with
editing the Manuscript; DPW supervised the project and interpreted results
and assisted with writing the manuscript. All authors read and approved the
final manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Received: 4 May 2011 Accepted: 23 March 2012
Published: 23 March 2012

References
1. Meguid El Nahas A, Bello AK: Chronic kidney disease: the global

challenge. Lancet 2005, 365(9456):331-40.
2. Ibrahim F, et al: Immunodeficiency and renal impairment are risk factors

for HIV-associated acute renal failure. AIDS 2010, 24(14):2239-2244.
3. Horberg M, et al: Impact of tenofovir on renal function in HIV-infected,

antiretroviral-naive patients. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr 2010, 53(1):62-69.
4. Crane HM, et al: Amprenavir and didanosine are associated with

declining kidney function among patients receiving tenofovir. AIDS 2007,
21(11):1431-1439.

5. Bailie GR, Uhlig K, Levey AS: Clinical practice guidelines in nephrology:
evaluation, classification, and stratification of chronic kidney disease.
Pharmacotherapy 2005, 25(4):491-502.

6. Hogg RJ, et al: National Kidney Foundation’s Kidney Disease Outcomes
Quality Initiative clinical practice guidelines for chronic kidney disease in
children and adolescents: evaluation, classification, and stratification.
Pediatrics 2003, 111(6 Pt 1):1416-1421.

7. Deti E, et al: Chronic Renal Failure in HIV-Infected Patients: Incidence and
Risk Factors (ANRS CO3 Aquitaine Cohort, France). 17th Conference on
Retroviruses and Opportunistics Infections San Francisco, CA.; 2010.

8. Atta MG, et al: Antiretroviral therapy in the treatment of HIV-associated
nephropathy. Nephrol Dial Transplant 2006, 21(10):2809-2813.

9. Buskin SE, et al: Trends in nephropathy among HIV-infected patients. J
Natl Med Assoc 2009, 101(12):1205-1213.

10. Campbell LJ, et al: Spectrum of chronic kidney disease in HIV-infected
patients. HIV Med 2009, 10(6):329-336.

11. Crum-Cianflone N, et al: Prevalence and factors associated with renal
dysfunction among HIV-infected patients. AIDS Patient Care STDS 2010,
24(6):353-360.

12. Franceschini N, et al: Immunosuppression, hepatitis C infection, and
acute renal failure in HIV-infected patients. J Acquir Immune Defic Syndr
2006, 42(3):368-372.

13. Franey C, et al: Renal impairment in a rural African antiretroviral
programme. BMC Infect Dis 2009, 9:143.

14. Ganesan A, et al: Determinants of Incident Chronic Kidney Disease in a
Cohort of HIV-infected Patients with Free Access to Care. 17th Conference
on Retroviruses and Opportunistics Infections San Francisco; 2010.

15. Heffelfinger J, et al: Renal Impairment Associated with the Use of
Tenofovir. 13th Conference on Retroviruses and Opportunistic Infections
Denver, CO; 2006.

16. Jacobson LP, et al: Proteinuria among HIV-Infected HAART recipients in
the multicenter AIDS cohort study (MACS). 4th Conference on HIV
Pathogenesis and Treatment and Prevention Sydney; 2007.

17. Jones R, et al: Renal Dysfunction with Tenofovir DF Containing HAART
Regimens is not Observed more Frequently: a Cohort and Case Control Study
in The XV International AIDS Conference Bangkok; 2004.

18. Krawczyk CS, et al: Factors associated with chronic renal failure in HIV-
infected ambulatory patients. AIDS 2004, 18(16):2171-2178.

19. Longenecker CT, et al: HIV viremia and changes in kidney function. AIDS
2009, 23(9):1089-1096.

20. Lucas GM, et al: End-stage renal disease and chronic kidney disease in a
cohort of African-American HIV-infected and at-risk HIV-seronegative
participants followed between 1988 and 2004. AIDS 2007,
21(18):2435-2443.

21. Mocroft A, et al: Estimated glomerular filtration rate, chronic kidney
disease and antiretroviral drug use in HIV-positive patients. AIDS 2010,
24(11):1667-1678.

22. Reisler R, et al: Chronic Kidney Disease and the Use of HAART. 12th
Conference on Retroviruses and Opportunistics Infections Boston,
Massachusetts, USA; 2005.

23. Roe J, et al: HIV care and the incidence of acute renal failure. Clin Infect
Dis 2008, 47(2):242-249.

24. Szczech LA, et al: Predictors of proteinuria and renal failure among
women with HIV infection. Kidney Int 2002, 61(1):195-202.

25. Vanig T, et al: Tenofovir (TDF) Effect on Renal Function Factoring in both
MDRD-Calculated Glomerular Filtration rate (GFR) and Spot Urine Protein-to-
Creatinine (UPC) Ratio in AIDS 2008 - XVII International AIDS Conference
Mexico; 2008.

26. Wei A, et al: Long-term renal survival in HIV-associated nephropathy with
angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibition. Kidney Int 2003,
64(4):1462-1471.

27. Downs SH, Black N: The feasibility of creating a checklist for the
assessment of the methodological quality both of randomised and non-
randomised studies of health care interventions. J Epidemiol Community
Health 1998, 52(6):377-384.

28. D’Agostino RB, et al: Relation of pooled logistic regression to time
dependent Cox regression analysis: the Framingham Heart Study. Stat
Med 1990, 9(12):1501-1515.

29. Lollgen H, Bockenhoff A, Knapp G: Physical activity and all-cause
mortality: an updated meta-analysis with different intensity categories.
Int J Sports Med 2009, 30(3):213-224.

30. Bohning D, et al: Some general points in estimating heterogeneity
variance with the DerSimonian-Laird estimator. Biostatistics 2002,
3(4):445-457.

31. Higgins JP, et al: Measuring inconsistency in meta-analyses. BMJ 2003,
327(7414):557-560.

32. Egger M, et al: Bias in meta-analysis detected by a simple, graphical test.
BMJ 1997, 315(7109):629-634.

33. Liberati A, et al: The PRISMA statement for reporting systematic reviews
and meta-analyses of studies that evaluate health care interventions:
explanation and elaboration. J Clin Epidemiol 2009, 62(10):e1-34.

34. Moher D, et al: Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and
meta-analyses: the PRISMA statement. PLoS Med 2009, 6(7):e1000097.

35. Palella F, et al: Proteinuria, Glomerular Filtration Rate Reductions, and
Associated Factors among HIV-infected and -uninfected Men in the
Multicenter AIDS Cohort Study. 15th Conference on HIV Pathogenesis and
Treatment and Prevention, Paper#973 Boston, MA, USA; 2008.

36. Cooper RD, et al: Systematic review and meta-analysis: renal safety of
tenofovir disoproxil fumarate in HIV-infected patients. Clin Infect Dis 2010,
51(5):496-505.

37. Kalyesubula R, Perazella MA: Nephrotoxicity of HAART. AIDS Res Treat 2011,
2011:562790.

Islam et al. BMC Public Health 2012, 12:234
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/12/234

Page 14 of 15

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15664230?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15664230?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20634665?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20634665?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19838127?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19838127?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17589189?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17589189?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15977910?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15977910?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12777562?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12777562?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12777562?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16864598?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16864598?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20070008?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19226409?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19226409?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20515419?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20515419?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16639352?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16639352?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19715590?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19715590?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15577650?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15577650?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19352136?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18025880?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18025880?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18025880?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20523203?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20523203?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18540821?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11786101?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11786101?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12969167?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12969167?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9764259?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9764259?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9764259?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2281238?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2281238?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19199202?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19199202?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12933591?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12933591?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12958120?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9310563?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19631507?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19631507?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19631507?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19621072?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19621072?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20673002?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20673002?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21860787?dopt=Abstract


38. Wyatt CM, et al: The impact of hepatitis C virus coinfection on HIV-
related kidney disease: a systematic review and meta-analysis. AIDS 2008,
22(14):1799-1807.

Pre-publication history
The pre-publication history for this paper can be accessed here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/12/234/prepub

doi:10.1186/1471-2458-12-234
Cite this article as: Islam et al.: Relative risk of renal disease among
people living with HIV: a systematic review and meta-analysis. BMC
Public Health 2012 12:234.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Islam et al. BMC Public Health 2012, 12:234
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/12/234

Page 15 of 15

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18753863?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18753863?dopt=Abstract
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/12/234/prepub

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Search strategy
	Outcome measures
	Selection of studies
	Data extraction
	Methods for assessing renal function outcomes
	Quality assessment of included studies
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Study selection
	Relative risk of renal disease for PLHIV versus HIV-uninfected people
	Effect of antiretroviral treatment
	Relative risk of renal disease for tenofovir-based treatment
	The effect of treatment duration
	Relative risk of CKD with CD4 ± T-cell-count
	Relative risk of kidney disease for late-stage HIV versus non-AIDS
	Relative risk of renal disease with age
	Meta-regression analysis
	Sub-group outcomes
	Publication bias

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	Authors' contributions
	Competing interests
	References
	Pre-publication history


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 500
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 500
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


