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errata

In the article “Assessment of the new CKD-EPI equation to estimate the glomerular
filtration rate” in Revista Nefrologia volume 30, issue 2, 2010, errors were discovered
in Table 1 (page 187) and Table 4 (page 190). The corrections appear below:

Table 1. Estimated glomerular filtration rate formula
CKD-EPI

Black subjects

Women

- Creatinine = 62: estimated GFR = 166 x ([creatinine/88.4/0.7]°3%) x
0.9932¢

- Creatinine > 62: estimated GFR = 166 x ([creatinine/88.4/0.7]2%) x
0.9932¢

Men

- Creatinine <80: estimated GFR = 163 x ([creatinine/88.4/0.9]°4"") x
0.9932¢

- Creatinine > 80: estimated GFR = 163 x ([creatinine/88.4/0.9]'2%) x
0.993¢2¢

White/other subjects

Women

—  Creatinine < 62: estimated GFR = 144 x ([creatinine/88.4/0.7]°3%) x
0.9932¢

—  Creatinine > 62: estimated GFR = 144 x ([creatinine/88.4/0.7]2%) x
0.9932¢

Men

—  Creatinine < 80: estimated GFR = 141 x ([creatinine/88.4/0.9]%4"") x
0.9932

— Creatinine > 80: estimated GFR = 141 x ([creatinine/88.4/0.9]2%) x
0.9932¢

GFR: glomerular filtration rate expressed in ml/min/1.73m?; creatinine
expressed in umol/l; age expressed in years.
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Table 4. Concordances (shown in boldface black) in the classification of stages of chronic kidney disease (CKD)
for glomerular filtration rate (GFR) estimated using the MDRD-IDMS and CKD-EPI formulas, taking GFR by
MDRD-IDMS as a reference and considering sex and age variables simultaneously. In blue, subjects who were
reclassified in stages with higher GFRs using the CKD-EPI formula. In normal font, subjects who were
reclassified in stages with a lower GFR using the CKD-EPI formula.
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Values expressed as total number of cases and percentage of concordance (in parentheses).
We apologise to our readership

274 Nefrologia 2012;32(2):273-4



