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ABSTRACT 

Living kidney donors who are biologically related to the recipient have higher risk for end-stage kidney 

disease (ESKD) compared with those who are unrelated to the recipient. This risk is greater for first-

degree relatives than more distant relatives. To understand if this holds true for older donors, who were 

cleared for donation and might be past the peak-age for hereditary disease, we used donor data (SRTR) 

linked to ESKD registry data (CMS) and stratified donors by age (younger vs older [≥50 years]) and race 

(black, Hispanic, and white). Younger related donors of all racial groups had higher risk of ESKD 

compared with younger unrelated donors; however, only older related white and Hispanic donors had 

higher risk of ESRD compared with unrelated older donors (2.3-fold for white full-siblings and 1.9-fold 

for white parents/offspring; 3.3-fold for Hispanic full-siblings and 2.0-fold for Hispanic 

parents/offspring). Older related black donors did not have higher risk compared to older unrelated 

black donors (0.8-fold for black full-siblings and 0.5-fold for black parents/offspring). Our study points to 

an earlier age of onset of kidney disease in black donors with a family history of ESKD.  Our findings call 

for programs that promote living donation among related older black donor candidates.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Donor-recipient relationship is linked to risk of ESKD in live kidney donors across various racial groups. 

The greatest risk is in identical twins, followed by those who donated to full-siblings, parents, and 

children; more distant relatives such as half-siblings have a slightly elevated risk for ESRD compared with 

unrelated donors. In this recent report, donor age and sex were treated as confounding characteristics; 

however, there was no attempt to investigate the discrete effects of age at donation on risk of ESKD [1].  

 

The higher risk in related donors might be reflective of shared genetic risk between donor and recipient, 

and individuals with high-risk genotypes express kidney disease at a younger ages [2]. Given these 

factors, older related donors are less likely to possess a high-risk genotype because the phenotype 

would already be observable during the donor screening process, and such candidates would be 

deemed ineligible. For these outlined reasons, it might be necessary to separately infer the effect of 

donor-recipient relationship on risk of ESKD for younger donors and older donors [3]. 

 

To investigate whether the association between biological relationship and risk of ESKD would be 

distinct in the older donors (≥50 years) vs. their younger counterparts, we used national registry data as 

previously reported [1]. But in addition to stratifying all analyses and inferences by donor-recipient 

relationship and race, we further stratified by age at donation.  
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METHODS 

Live Kidney Donors  

This study used data from the Scientific Registry of Transplant Recipients (SRTR). The SRTR data system 

includes data on all donor, wait-listed candidates, and transplant recipients in the US, submitted by the 

members of the Organ Procurement and Transplantation Network (OPTN). The Health Resources and 

Services Administration (HRSA), U.S. Department of Health and Human Services provides oversight to 

the activities of the OPTN and SRTR contractors. This dataset has previously been described elsewhere 

[4]. This Institutional Review Board of Johns Hopkins University has determined that this study qualifies 

as exempt research under the DHHS regulations because it uses deidentified data. 

Through this reporting, 149,205 adult live donors between October 1, 1987, and December 31, 2020, 

were included in this study (including those who donated to children). Asian donors were excluded from 

the study because our previous report demonstrated the effect of donor-recipient relationship on the 

donor’s risk for ESKD, but the sample size was too small for further stratification by age [1]. ESKD 

outcomes were ascertained by linkage to Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services (CMS) medical 

evidence form 2728 (certification of ESKD; including records through August 30, 2020) using a 

combination of Social Security number, last name, first, middle name, or all 3; date of birth; and sex. 

ESKD was defined as the initiation of maintenance dialysis or receipt of a living or deceased donor 

kidney transplant, as previously reported. Donor-recipient relationship was ascertained by self-report at 

donor evaluation and was grouped as full sibling (including identical twins due to their small sample 

size), parent/offspring, half-sibling or other biological relative, and biologically unrelated (which included 

spouse and life partner). A priori, we decided to stratify age into two groups (<50 and 50 years old), 

because we previously observed a direct association between age at donation and 15-year risk for ESKD, 

but only for those 50 years or older. For donors younger than 50 years, we previously observed an 
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inverse association between age at donation and 15-year risk for ESKD: those 18 to 39 years old had a 

higher risk for ESKD compared with those aged 40 to 49 years [5].  

 

Cause of ESKD   

As previously reported [1], we classified donor and recipient causes of ESKD into 8 broad categories: 

diabetes, hypertension or large-vessel disease, glomerulonephritis (GN), cystic kidney disease, other 

urologic disease, other cause, unknown cause, and missing cause. Diabetes includes type 2 (adult-onset 

type or unspecified type) and type 1 (juvenile type and ketosis-prone diabetes). Hypertension includes 

kidney disease caused by hypertension (no primary kidney disease), renal artery stenosis, renal artery 

occlusion, and cholesterol and renal emboli. GN includes GN (histology not examined), focal segmental 

GN, membranous nephropathy, membranoproliferative GN, dense deposit disease, immunoglobulin A 

(IgA) nephropathy, IgM nephropathy (proven by immunofluorescence), rapidly progressive GN, 

Goodpasture syndrome, postinfectious GN, and other proliferative GN. Cystic kidney disease included 

polycystic and medullary cystic kidney disease. All other diagnoses were grouped under other cause. 

Unknown cause was documented as such. Missing cause included all records with no information for 

cause of ESKD.  

 

Cumulative Incidence of ESKD  

The outcome of interest was time to ESKD, for which time zero for all donors was the date of donation. 

Death before ESKD was a competing event. Cumulative incidence functions methods were used to 

estimate 20-year risk for ESKD, with a time scale of years since time zero. 
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Adjusted Hazard Ratios of ESKD  

Cause-specific hazards models were used to estimate multivariable-adjusted hazard ratios that 

accounted for age and sex by treating the competing events as censoring. Sensitivity analyses were 

performed treating recipient age and income as potential confounders. Because we were interested in 

investigating the familial basis of ESKD risk in donors, a priori we decided to perform these analyses in 

each racial group in addition to the two age groups. All analyses were performed using RStudio Version 

1.3.959 for Windows (RStudio, PBC) running R 4.0.2. All hypothesis tests were 2 sided (α = 0.05). 
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RESULTS 

Study Population  

Among 149,205 live kidney donors, median age at donation was 41 years, 59% were female, 74% were 

white, 13% were Black, 13% were Hispanic. Seventy six percent of donors were younger than 50 and 

24% were older than 50 years old. No donor had diabetes at baseline, but 3% had hypertension. Median 

eGFR for this population was 97 mL/min/ 1.73 m2, median systolic/diastolic blood pressure was 120/74 

mm Hg, median body mass index was 27 kg/m2, 25% had a history of smoking cigarettes, 28% graduated 

from college, and 12% had postgraduate education. Regarding relationship to recipient, 36% were 

unrelated (including 11% who were spousal relations, but biologically unrelated), 8% were half-sibling or 

other biological relatives, 28% were parents/offspring, and 28% were full siblings. Older donors 

generally donated more recently than younger donors (average year of donation 2009 vs 2005) and to 

older recipients (average age 51 vs 43). Furthermore, older donors had six times the prevalence of 

hypertension at baseline (7.0% vs 1.2%). Characteristics varied by race and age group (Table 1).  

 

Cause of Kidney Failure  

Recipient causes of kidney failure varied in relative frequency by race. For black donors, the recipient 

cause of kidney failure in both older and younger donors was most frequently hypertension (22% and 

25% respectively), GN (19% and 22%), and diabetes (15% and 15%). For Hispanic donors, recipient cause 

of kidney failure was GN (19% and 21% for older and younger donors, respectively), diabetes (17% and 

15%), and hypertension (10% and 13%). For white donors, the recipient cause of kidney failure was most 

frequently GN (18% and 22% in older and younger donors, respectively) and diabetes (15% and 15%), 

with cystic kidney disease (12%) in third place for older donors and hypertension in third for younger 

donors (8%).  
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Cumulative Incidence of ESKD  

Donors were followed up for a median of 12 (interquartile range, 6-18; maximum, 30) years and a total 

of 1,832,449 person-years, during which 432 donors developed ESKD. We estimated the incidence of 

ESKD according to age group, race, and donor-recipient biological relationship. For younger black 

donors, the 20-year risk for ESKD expressed per 10,000 donors was 174 (95% CI, 132-230) for full 

siblings, 106 (95% CI, 76-148) for parents/offspring, 58 (95% CI, 26-132) for half-sibling/other biological 

relatives, and 52 (95% CI, 16-167) for biologically unrelated donors. For older black donors, the 20-year 

risk for ESKD was 77 (95% CI, 18-325) for full siblings, 38 (95% CI, 5-266) for parents/offspring, 141 (95% 

CI, 20-958) for half-sibling/other biological relatives, and 93 (95% CI, 19-453) for biologically unrelated 

donors.  

 

For younger Hispanic donors, the 20-year risk for ESKD was 30 (95% CI, 17-55) for full siblings, 25 (95% 

CI, 11-54) for parents/offspring, 34 (95% CI, 8-139) for half-sibling/other biological relatives, and 10 (95% 

CI, 1-72) for biologically unrelated donors. For older Hispanic donors, the 20-year risk for ESKD was 76 

(95% CI, 18-324) for full siblings, 92 (95% CI, 33-252) for parents/offspring, 175 (95% CI, 25-1181) for 

half-sibling/other biological relatives, and 19 (95% CI, 3-131) for biologically unrelated donors. For 

younger white donors, the 20-year risk for ESKD was 27 (95% CI, 20-37) for full siblings, 30 (95% CI, 21-

42) for parents/offspring, 11 (95% CI, 3-39) for half-sibling/other biological relatives, and 18 (95% CI, 9-

37) for biologically unrelated donors. For older white donors the 20-year risk for ESKD was 84 (95% CI, 

55-129) for full siblings, 70 (95% CI, 46-104) for parents/offspring, undefined for half-sibling/other 

biological relatives, and 23 (95% CI, 11-46) for biologically unrelated donors (Figure 1).  

 

Adjusted Risk for ESKD  
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We only adjusted for age and sex within each age stratum. Risk for ESKD as estimated by the Age- and 

Sex-adjusted hazard ratios varied by orders of magnitude across race. It remained consistent between 

age groups in white and Hispanic donors but differed between age groups in black donors. For related 

younger black donors, risk was 2.3-fold higher (95% CI, 1.2-4.5) for full siblings, 1.8-fold (95% CI, 0.9-3.6) 

for parents/offspring, and 1.3-fold (95% CI, 0.5-3.3) for half-sibling or other biological relatives 

compared with unrelated younger black donors; within the stratum, higher age within was associated 

with no higher risk: 0.8-fold (95% CI, 0.6-1.0). For related older black donors, risk was no higher 

compared to unrelated older black donors: 0.8-fold (95% CI, 0.1-5.5) for full siblings, 0.5-fold (95% CI, 

0.1-3.5) for parents/offspring, and 1.9-fold (95% CI, 0.2-21.1) for half-sibling or other biological relatives; 

higher age within the stratum was similarly associated with no higher risk: 0.9-fold (95% CI, 0.4-9.3). For 

related younger Hispanic donors, risk was 1.5-fold higher (95% CI, 0.4-5.3) for full siblings, 1.6-fold (95% 

CI, 0.4-5.7) for parents/offspring, and 1.3-fold (95% CI, 0.2-7.6) for half-sibling or other biological 

relatives, but none of these differences reached statistical significance. For older related Hispanic 

donors, risk was 3.3-fold higher (95% CI, 0.3-33.6) for full siblings, 2.0-fold (95% CI, 0.2-18.4) for 

parents/offspring, and 5.0-fold (95% CI, 0.3-84.1) for half-sibling or other biological relatives, but none 

of these differences reached statistical significance. For related younger white donors, risk was 2.2-fold 

higher (95% CI, 1.3-3.9) for full siblings, 2.4-fold (95% CI, 1.4-4.2) for parents/offspring, but no higher for 

half-sibling or other biological relatives: 0.6-fold (95% CI, 0.2-2.2). For related older white donors, risk 

was 2.3-fold higher (95% CI, 1.3-4.3) for full siblings, 1.9-fold (95% CI, 1.0-3.5) for parents/offspring, and 

undefined for half-sibling or other biological relatives (Figure 2). 

 

DISCUSSION 
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In this national study, we observed elevated levels of risk for ESKD in living kidney donors based on 

biological relationship between donor and recipient across racial groups. Risk was generally higher for 

first-degree relatives (parent, offspring, and full-sibling) compared with more distant relatives, both of 

which exceeded the risk in unrelated donors. These trends persisted across racial groups, consistent 

with our previous report [6]. When donors were stratified by age (<50 vs. 50 years old), related older 

and younger donors displayed elevated risks compared to unrelated older and younger donors for white 

and Hispanic donors; however, for black donors, related younger donors had elevated risk for ESKD 

while related older donors did not: full-siblings had a 2.3-fold risk in younger donors but no higher risk 

for older donors; parents/offspring had a 1.8-fold risk in younger donors but no higher risk in older 

donors. As such, for older black donors, biological relation did not indicate a higher risk of ESKD, unlike 

younger black donors and donors of all ages from other racial groups. 

 

Unlike our previous study on risk of ESKD in biologically related donors, this study draws distinct 

inferences for younger vs. older black donors. This modification of the effect of donor-recipient 

relationship in black donors adds nuance to a previous observation that older age is not associated with 

risk of ESKD in black donors . Elevated risk of ESKD in related black donors stems from genetic and 

environmental risk factors shared by donor and recipient. In the general African American population, 

13% of individuals carry two high-risk variants of apolipoprotein-L1 (APOL1), which is strongly associated 

with kidney disease [8, 9]. The average age at ESKD onset in patients with high-risk variants of APOL1 is 

49 years old compared with 61 years for individuals with no high-risk variants [2]; the age of onset of 

earlier stages of chronic kidney disease might be 5-10 years earlier [10]. We might thus impute that 

donors older than 50 who have been screened for kidney disease and have been cleared for donation 

have a low likelihood of possessing the high-risk genotype, as it would likely manifest itself before 50. 

Similar patterns may be true for other genetic factors specific to Black donors and for environmental risk 
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factors more common to this group. Related older black donors may thus be viewed as a highly selected 

population with no higher risk of ESKD compared with unrelated older black donors. 

 

This study has two key strengths. First, no previous study of ESKD risk in living kidney donors stratified 

its analyses and inferences by degree of relatedness, race, and age. Stratifying by age allowed us to 

make novel inferences for related older black donors. Second, this study showed statistically significant 

higher risks for siblings and parents/offspring in white donors not found in previous analyses which used 

more relationship groups. That said, this study has several limitations as well. Grouping donors by age, 

race, and relationship leaves small sample sizes for each group and limits the statistical power for some 

analyses. Moreover, the rarity of ESRD in donors further limits the statistical power to examine several 

lifestyle-related risk factors beyond income that may affect first-degree relatives more than other 

relatives. Indeed, we did not have the statistical power to investigate sex as a biological factor 

contributing to some kidney diseases [11-13]. 

 

In conclusion, related donors have a higher risk of ESRD compared to unrelated donors across race and 

age groups. Black donors over 50 are an exception to this trend; biological relation is not associated with 

elevated ESRD risk, possibly because relevant genetic and environmental risks shared between relatives 

manifest themselves at a younger age in this population. As such, black donors older than 50 should not 

be discouraged from donating to relatives any more than non-relatives. 
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Table 1: Characteristics of Study Population 
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Figure 2 

A) Adjusted Hazard Ratios for Black donors 

 

Age- and sex-adjusted hazard ratios of end-stage kidney disease (ESKD) by donor-recipient 

relationship in Black LKDs younger than 50 on the left and older on the right. The dot is the age- and 

sex-adjusted hazard ratio comparing a biologically related donor group with unrelated donors; the 

bar is the 95% confidence interval of the adjusted hazard ratio. Abbreviations: Unr, biologically 

unrelated; Hal, half-sibling or other biological relative; Par, parent/offpsring; Ful, full sibling. 
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B) Adjusted Hazard Ratios for Hispanic donors 

 

Age- and sex-adjusted hazard ratios of end-stage kidney disease (ESKD) by donor-recipient 

relationship in Hispanic LKDs younger than 50 on the left and older on the right. The dot is the age- 

and sex-adjusted hazard ratio comparing a biologically related donor group with unrelated donors; 

the bar is the 95% confidence interval of the adjusted hazard ratio. Abbreviations: Unr, biologically 

unrelated; Hal, half-sibling or other biological relative; Par, parent/offpsring; Ful, full sibling. 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted March 15, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.11.22271853doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.11.22271853


C) Adjusted Hazard Ratios for white donors 

 

 

Age- and sex-adjusted hazard ratios of end-stage kidney disease (ESKD) by donor-recipient 

relationship in white LKDs younger than 50 on the left and older on the right. The dot is the age- and 

sex-adjusted hazard ratio comparing a biologically related donor group with unrelated donors; the 

bar is the 95% confidence interval of the adjusted hazard ratio. Abbreviations: Unr, biologically 

unrelated; Hal, half-sibling or other biological relative; Par, parent/offpsring; Ful, full sibling. 
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