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Conclusions

* The OPO yield model currently implemented
in the SRTR OPO-specific reports includes
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programs in OPOs with high kidney yield will
have relatively worse posttransplant outcomes
due to better placement of marginal kidneys.

The risk adjustment of OPO kidney yield
removes the possibility of regulatory review due
to the recovery of kidneys with high measured

Relationship between OPO Performance Metrics
and Kidney Utilization: A Pearson correlation
assessed the association of kidney utilization
within a DSA with (1) OPO kidney yield, (2)
percentage of kidneys within an OPO that
required more than 100 offers to place (hard-to-

Results

Figure 1. The calibration plot demonstrating
that an OPO yield model properly accounts
for the reduced likelihood of placement for
high KDRI kidneys.

Figure 3. The association between organ
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utilization and OPO kidney yield.

Figure 5. The association between organ
utilization and the percentage of locally

Offer Acceptance Ratio within OPO

placed kidneys.

DSA is associated with more difficult kidney
placement, including lower kidney yield for
the corresponding OPO.
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