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A summarized report of the original paper : Caregiving for older adults requiring hemodialysis : a comparison study (Therapeutic Apheresis

and Dialysis 2019; doi: 10.1111/1744-9987.13453)
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Before adjustment by propensity score After adjustment by propensity score

HD Non-D Pvalue diffSetr%}l ce HD Non-D Pvalue diffg‘ .
Covariates

Age of disabled older adults (years) Mean 78.2 84.2 <0.001 -0.791 80.0 80.9 0.191 -0.107
SD 6.77 8.37 6.44 9.15

Gender of disabled older adult Male (%) 50.0 39.1 0.011 0.221 50.4 484 0.673 0.041

Disabled activities of daily living Mean 3.88 3.90 0.872 -0.014 3.94 3.92 0.914 0.009
SD 1.52 1.45 1.49 1.52

Behavior problems Mean 1.30 2.65  <0.001 —0.458 1.68 1.99 0.208 -0.107
SD 2.43 3.37 2.87 2.96

Care levels Mean 2.81 2.81 0.999 0.000 2.82 2.88 0.602 -0.044
SD 1.24 1.30 1.24 1.31

Age of primary caregivers Mean 63.5 67.1 <0.001 —0.299 65.4 65.3 0.935 0.007
SD 12.1 115 12.0 12.6

Gender of primary caregivers Male (%) 26.4 27.8 0.776 —0.030 24.8 25.1 1.000 —0.007

Relation to primary caregivers Biological child 36.4 45.7 0.033 -0.181 36.8 39.7 0.489 —0.060

from disabled older adult’s point of (%)

View Childinlaw (%) 7.9 9.0 0762 —0.040 7.0 72 1.000 -0.005
Other (%) 3.7 3.3 0.820 0.024 41 3.6 0.827 0.029

Living with disabled older adult and Livingwith (%)  86.8 89.9 0.289 —0.096 88.8 90.2 0.679 -0.044

primary caregivers

Financial strain Mean 2.21 2.20 0.958 0.004 3.20 3.23 0.721 —0.030
SD 0.82 0.81 0.80 0.81

The number of kinds of long-term Mean 1.12 1.61  <0.001 -0.507 1.32 1.36 0.618 —0.042

care service utilization SD 091 1.02 0.93 1.03

Caregiving appraisal

Role strains Mean 7.67 7.06 0.095 7.77 6.59 0.001
SD 427 4.32 4.40 4.38

Emotional exhaustion Mean 11.3 11.5 0.715 11.7 10.5 0.033
SD 6.03 6.32 6.08 6.33

Caregiving satisfaction Mean 10.0 11.0 0.001 10.0 11.0 0.002
SD 3.60 3.95 3.62 4.00

N 242 335 242 335
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