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2007 USRDS Annual Data Report

2.c Patient demographics & adjusted rates, by network:  
incident dialysis patients, 2005 �incident dialysis patients

2.d Patient demographics & adjusted rates, by network: point prevalent  
dialysis patients, 2005 �December 31 point prevalent dialysis patients

2.e Patient demographics & adjusted rates, by network: point prevalent  
transplant patients, 2005 �December 31 point prevalent transplant patients

2.56 ESRD  
networks

In the point prevalent dialysis popu-
lation, rates per million range from 680 
in Network 16 to 1,390 in Network 8 and 
1,428 in Network 6. African Americans 
tend to constitute a large proportion 
of the patient population in networks 
with the highest point prevalence.

Transplant rates are highest in Net-
work 11, at 713 per million population. 
Network 7, representing the Upper Mid-
west, accounted for 11.2 percent of the 
total transplants performed in 2005. ½

figures 2.52–54 incident ESRD patients; rates 
adjusted for age, gender, & race. �figure 2.55 incident 
& December 31 point prevalent ESRD patients, 
2005, by HSA, unadjusted. Excludes patients 
residing in Puerto Rico & the Territories. � table 
2.c incident dialysis patients. �table 2.d December 31 
point prevalent dialysis patients. * Values for cells 
with ten or fewer patients are suppressed. �table 2.e 
December 31 point prevalent transplant patients. 
½ � tables 2.c–e counts & percentages include all 
patients in each network; rates, however, are cal-
culated for the U.S. population only, & exclude 
patients with unknown age, gender, race, or net-
work. Rates adjusted for age, gender, & race. ½ A 
list of network contacts can be found on page 258 
of Appendix A.

	 Total	 % of	 Rate per	 Mean 	 %	 %	 %	 %	 %	 %
Network	 patients	 total	 million	 age	 Diabetic	 White	 Af Am	 N Am	 Asian	 Hisp.
1	  3,771 	 3.6	 259.7	 65.9	 39.1	 82.5	 13.6	 0.2	 2.8	 6.5
2	  6,947 	 6.7	 347.3	 63.8	 40.6	 61.0	 31.7	 0.4	 4.4	 13.5
3	  4,603 	 4.4	 376.1	 64.3	 48.8	 66.4	 25.8	 0.2	 2.9	 33.8
4	  5,109 	 4.9	 380.3	 65.1	 42.4	 73.4	 24.9	 0.1	 1.1	 2.5
5	  6,311 	 6.0	 398.3	 61.9	 42.7	 48.5	 48.2	 0.2	 2.3	 2.6
6	  8,776 	 8.4	 391.9	 60.1	 43.7	 41.6	 56.0	 0.7	 1.2	 2.0
7	  6,498 	 6.2	 357.1	 64.0	 42.0	 67.1	 29.6	 0.3	 1.6	 13.3
8	  5,649 	 5.4	 413.1	 60.5	 41.2	 49.3	 49.1	 0.4	 0.6	 0.7
9	  8,204 	 7.9	 368.7	 63.9	 45.9	 74.9	 24.0	 0.1	 0.5	 1.7
10	  4,517 	 4.3	 342.1	 63.0	 39.7	 62.3	 32.5	 0.1	 2.5	 10.1
11	  7,234 	 6.9	 320.7	 64.0	 41.8	 72.0	 23.5	 2.5	 1.6	 2.9
12	  4,047 	 3.9	 301.2	 63.8	 42.1	 77.1	 21.0	 0.7	 0.9	 2.8
13	  4,238 	 4.1	 383.9	 61.7	 44.1	 54.9	 39.3	 4.4	 0.8	 2.4
14	  8,332 	 8.0	 356.9	 60.2	 53.2	 71.5	 25.6	 0.4	 1.7	 38.4
15	  4,584 	 4.4	 251.1	 61.2	 50.7	 78.5	 8.8	 8.9	 3.3	 24.0
16	  2,903 	 2.8	 220.9	 63.5	 42.4	 84.0	 6.1	 3.3	 6.3	 7.0
17	  4,957 	 4.7	 319.9	 62.2	 48.0	 57.6	 13.6	 0.9	 26.1	 18.8
18	  7,808 	 7.5	 326.8	 62.1	 46.1	 69.4	 14.9	 0.5	 11.3	 38.8

All	  104,488 	 100.0	 340.1	 62.7	 44.4	 65.0	 28.7	 1.1	 3.8	 13.0

	 Total	 % of	 Rate per	 Mean 	 %	 %	 %	 %	 %	 %
Network	 patients	 total	 million	 age	 Diabetic	 White	 Af Am	 N Am	 Asian	 Hisp.
1	  11,524 	 3.4	  784 	 64.0	 38.3	 75.2	 19.9	 0.3	 2.7	 8.0
2	  23,119 	 6.8	  1,140 	 61.8	 39.4	 50.1	 40.8	 0.5	 4.7	 14.1
3	  14,011 	 4.1	  1,128 	 61.7	 44.5	 56.4	 33.6	 0.1	 2.9	 33.7
4	  15,014 	 4.4	  1,109 	 63.1	 40.7	 62.5	 35.3	 0.2	 1.1	 3.3
5	  20,649 	 6.1	  1,291 	 60.1	 39.3	 36.9	 59.3	 0.1	 2.3	 2.8
6	  32,456 	 9.5	  1,428 	 58.5	 40.8	 30.3	 67.2	 0.6	 0.9	 2.3
7	  19,456 	 5.7	  1,051 	 61.3	 39.4	 55.5	 40.9	 0.2	 1.8	 14.5
8	  19,086 	 5.6	  1,390 	 58.7	 39.6	 36.8	 62.0	 0.4	 0.5	 0.7
9	  24,811 	 7.3	  1,112 	 61.7	 43.6	 64.4	 34.3	 0.1	 0.6	 2.1
10	  14,523 	 4.3	  1,108 	 61.5	 38.9	 53.8	 41.7	 0.1	 2.8	 10.9
11	  21,488 	 6.3	  949 	 62.6	 41.4	 62.2	 32.0	 3.2	 2.1	 3.7
12	  12,784 	 3.8	  946 	 61.9	 40.9	 67.7	 29.8	 1.1	 1.2	 5.6
13	  13,354 	 3.9	  1,204 	 59.2	 42.5	 42.7	 51.0	 5.0	 0.8	 2.4
14	  29,904 	 8.8	  1,262 	 58.7	 51.3	 65.4	 31.0	 0.3	 1.8	 41.7
15	  15,267 	 4.5	  824 	 60.5	 51.8	 71.0	 10.5	 14.3	 3.5	 28.1
16	  9,020 	 2.6	  680 	 61.4	 41.7	 77.9	 9.3	 4.5	 8.0	 8.6
17	  17,709 	 5.2	  1,119 	 61.2	 46.9	 49.0	 16.7	 1.0	 30.5	 21.0
18	  27,143 	 8.0	  1,158 	 60.4	 45.2	 68.0	 17.2	 0.5	 12.6	 43.0
Unknown	  *	
All	 341,319	 100.0	 1,103	 60.8	 42.9	 55.3	 37.2	 1.5	 4.4	 14.8

	 Total	 % of	 Rate per	 Mean 	 %	 %	 %	 %	 %	 %
Network	 patients	 total	 million	 age	 Diabetic	 White	 Af Am	 N Am	 Asian	 Hisp.
1	  7,125 	 5.0	 484.9	 50.3	 20.1	 84.3	 11.6	 0.2	 2.9	 7.2
2	  8,708 	 6.1	 434.3	 49.4	 18.6	 69.9	 21.5	 0.6	 5.4	 16.4
3	  4,002 	 2.8	 368.0	 49.5	 21.1	 72.6	 20.4	 0.2	 4.3	 29.5
4	  8,636 	 6.0	 628.4	 50.2	 22.2	 74.7	 20.8	 0.2	 2.4	 2.5
5	  8,834 	 6.2	 546.6	 50.1	 22.2	 58.5	 35.4	 0.2	 4.0	 4.7
6	  8,329 	 5.8	 369.9	 48.6	 21.9	 59.9	 37.3	 0.7	 1.7	 2.1
7	  7,173 	 5.0	 384.8	 51.0	 21.2	 73.3	 22.2	 0.3	 3.0	 16.0
8	  6,784 	 4.7	 492.3	 48.3	 20.2	 66.7	 31.5	 0.2	 0.9	 0.9
9	  10,469 	 7.3	 465.0	 49.4	 24.7	 81.2	 16.1	 0.1	 1.4	 1.5
10	  6,292 	 4.4	 466.6	 48.5	 22.1	 67.8	 24.8	 0.2	 3.8	 12.1
11	  16,131 	 11.2	 712.7	 50.0	 28.4	 83.4	 11.8	 1.7	 2.6	 3.1
12	  6,599 	 4.6	 487.6	 49.3	 22.8	 84.2	 12.6	 1.0	 1.7	 4.8
13	  4,455 	 3.1	 401.9	 48.6	 23.4	 63.2	 32.1	 2.9	 1.4	 2.1
14	  9,675 	 6.7	 402.9	 48.7	 24.2	 78.9	 16.2	 0.4	 3.3	 35.3
15	  7,061 	 4.9	 383.1	 49.2	 28.0	 85.0	 5.2	 5.8	 3.6	 19.8
16	  5,533 	 3.9	 418.3	 50.1	 25.6	 84.3	 5.3	 3.0	 7.3	 6.2
17	  7,372 	 5.1	 479.6	 49.1	 20.1	 66.2	 8.9	 1.0	 21.9	 19.3
18	  10,324 	 7.2	 439.3	 48.5	 19.8	 74.5	 10.7	 0.6	 13.0	 36.3
Unknown	  191 	 0.1	 .	 47.9	 0.0	 23.6	 1.6	 0.5	 7.3	 1.1
All	  143,693 	 100.0	 466.2	 49.4	 22.9	 74.4	 18.6	 1.0	 4.7	 12.0

More on network populations: 10.3 & 10.6.

Network 1 Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, 
New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont

Network 2 New York
Network 3 New Jersey, Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands
Network 4 Delaware, Pennsylvania 
Network 5 Maryland, Virginia, Washington D.C., 

West Virginia
Network 6 Georgia, North Carolina, South 

Carolina 
Network 7 Florida 
Network 8 Alabama, Mississippi, Tennessee 
Network 9 Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio
Network 10 Illinois
Network 11 Michigan, Minnesota, North Dakota, 

South Dakota, Wisconsin 
Network 12 Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska
Network 13 Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma
Network 14 Texas
Network 15 Arizona, Colorado, Nevada, New 

Mexico, Utah, Wyoming
Network 16 Alaska, Idaho, Montana, Oregon, 

Washington
Network 17 American Samoa, Northern  

California, Guam, Hawaii 
Network 18 Southern California
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incidence & prevalence

 

incidence
figure 2.2� In 2005, the overall adjusted incidence of ESRD again re-
mained stable, with the rate of 347 per million population only 1 per-
cent higher than in 2001. �figure 2.9 �Racial disparities in the incidence 
of ESRD continue to be dramatic. Incident rates in 2005 ranged from 
268 per million population among whites to 991 among African 
Americans, 516 among Native Americans, and 355 among Asians—
3.7, 1.9, and 1.3 times greater, respectively. �figure 2.10 �The 2005 incident 
rate for Hispanic patients was 490 per million population, 1.5 times 
higher than that found among whites.

incident rates of ESRD based on at-risk populations
figures 2.13–14� Based on data collected through surveillance programs, 
the incidence of diabetes in the United States has risen to 5.3 per 
100 population, with the major growth occurring in those age 45 
years and older.� figures 2.16–18� Using the CDC diabetic data, it appears 
that ESRD due to diabetes has been declining since the mid-1990s. 
Data reported by the USRDS, in contrast, show the rate stabliliz-
ing in most populations over the last five years. With each method, 
however, the most important general finding centers on the slow-
ing of rates of ESRD due to diabetes, which may reflect improved 
preventive care. 

ESRD rates in high-density areas
table 2.a� Incident rates by Metropolitan Statistical Area for whites ex-
ceed 300 per million population in the Los Angeles, Riverside-San 
Bernadino (California), and Houston areas, while the lowest rates are 
found in patients living in the Tampa-St. Petersburg area, at 199 per 
million.� figure 2.20� Geographic patterns show that incident rates for 
whites are highest in areas of the Southwest, south Texas, and por-
tions of the Ohio Valley, and average 381 per million population for 
patients residing in areas represented by the upper quintile. Rates 
for African Americans are nearly three times those found in whites, 
and are highest in the south, mid-south, and along the Eastern 
Seaboard.

prevalence
figure 2.22� The adjusted prevalence of ESRD reached 1,569 per million 
population in 2005, 1.4 times higher than in 1995. Annual growth in 
the rate, however, has slowed, and has been 3.0 percent or lower 
since 2001. �figure 2.25 �The numbers of patients age 45–64 and age 75 
and older have grown 32 percent since 2000; the population age 
20–44, in contrast, seems to have plateaued, increasing only 5 per-
cent during the same period. �figure 2.28 �Significant racial differences 
in ESRD prevalence persist, with the 2005 prevalent rates per mil-
lion population of 4,863 and 2,669 for African Americans and Native 
Americans, respectively, being 4.2 and 2.3 times higher than the rate 
of 1,151 found among whites.

projections of counts & costs of ESRD
figures 2.31 & 2.36� Updated projections of incident 
counts of ESRD through the year 2020, using the au-
toregression and Markov analytical models, show similar 
results of 143,693 and 150,722, respectively.� figures 2.32 & 2.37� 
Using the autoregression and Markov models, projected preva-
lent counts of ESRD through 2020 are approximately 785,000.� figure 
2.33 �Projected Medicare ESRD costs in 2020 are approximately $53.6 
billion dollars.

rare diseases
figure 2.42 �The prevalence of ESRD due to IgA nephropathy/Berger’s 
disease or IgM nephropathy has grown steadily since 1996–1997, 
reaching 22.1 per million population in 2004–2005, and indicating 
that people are surviving longer with the disease. �figure 2.44 �The inci-
dence of ESRD due to systemic lupus erythematosus has remained 
between 3.4 and 3.8 per million population since 1996–1997, while 
prevalence has grown 46.9 percent, reaching 28.4 in 2004–2005. 

ESRD network populations
figure 2.52� Rates of diabetic ESRD per million population range from 
94.4 in Network 16 to nearly 190 in Network 14—25 percent higher 
than the rate for all networks combined. �figure 2.53 �The rate of new 
ESRD cases attributed to hypertension is highest in Network 8, at 
more than 140 per million population, and lowest in Network 16, 
at 47.6. � figure 2.54 � Rates per million population of ESRD caused by 
glomerulonephritis vary less than rates of ESRD due to diabetes or 
hypertension, from a high of 32.5 in Network 4 to a low of 20.8 in 
Network 14. �table 2.e �By network, transplant rates are highest in Net-
work 11, at 713 per million population.  

chapter summary

maps National means & patient populations for maps can be 
found in the Excel file for this chapter—on our website at www.usrds.org, 
& also on the CD-ROM included at the back of this book.
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