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Abstract

Background: The impact of an elevated body mass index (BMI) on atherosclerotic cardiovascular
diseases (ASCVD) risk in individuals who are “metabolically healthy” is debated. Our objective
was to investigate the respective contributions of BMI as well as lifestyle and cardiometabolic risk

factors combined to ASCVD incidence in 319,866 UK Biobank participants. .

Methods: We developed a cardiovascular health score (CVHS) based on four lifestyle and six
cardiometabolic parameters. The impact of the CVHS on incident ASCVD (15,699 events) alone
and in BMI and waist-to-hip ratio categories was assessed using Cox proportional hazards in

women and men separately.

Results: In participants with a high CVHS (8-10), those with a BMI >35.0 kg/m? had a
nonsignificant higher ASCVD risk (HR=1.20 [95% CI, 0.84-1.70], p=0.32) compared to those with
a BMI of 18.5-24.9 kg/m?. In participants with a BMI 18.5-24.9 kg/m?, those with a lower CVHS
(0-2) had a higher ASCVD risk (HR=4.06 [95% CI, 3.23-5.10], p<0.001) compared to those with
a higher CVHS (8-10). When we used the waist-to-hip ratio instead of the BMI, a dose-response
relationship between the WHR and ASCVD risk was obtained in healthier participants. Results

were similar in women compared to men.

Conclusions: In participants of the UK Biobank, the relationship between the BMI and ASCVD
incidence in healthy individuals was inconsistent whereas cardiovascular risk factors strongly
predicted ASCVD incidence in all BMI categories. Weight inclusive interventions targeting
lifestyle-related and metabolic risk factors are likely to prevent cardiovascular outcomes, regardless

of their impact on body weight.

Keywords: Body mass index, abdominal adiposity, obesity, cardiovascular disease, lifestyle,

metabolic health, ideal cardiovascular health and genetics
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Introduction

Individuals with an elevated body weight are at higher risk of developing many chronic diseases
such as atherosclerotic cardiovascular diseases (ASCVD)! . Regardless of their body mass index
(BMI), individuals with a higher intra-abdominal adipose tissue accumulation and lower
peripheral/subcutaneous adipose tissue accumulation also have a higher ASCVD risk. >3 This is
particularly relevevant in men who have a higher ASCVD risk for a given BMI compared to women
who tend to accumulate more peripheral that intra-abdominal fat. Several lines of evidence suggest
that individuals with an elevated BMI might still be at lower ASCVD risk if they are metabolically
healthy (insulin sensitive, normal blood pressure and lipid levels) and/or if they have healthy
lifestyle habits (are physically active, do not smoke and eat a healthy diet). +°> However recent
prospective studies have shown that individuals with an elevated BMI might be at higher ASCVD
risk, even if they are metabolically healthy® or if they have healthy lifestyle habits’. This has led
many investigators to conclude that regardless of their metabolic health and lifestyle habits,
individuals with an elevated body weight should lose weight to reduce ASCVD risk, even in the
absence of conclusive trial evidence showing that intentional weight loss is linked with a lower risk
of cardiovascular outcomes and despite the fact that the BMI is not included in ASCVD risk
prediction algorithms such as the Pooled Cohort Equations.®® Many people with suboptimal
lifestyle habits may be metabolically healthy and, conversly, many individuals who have healthy
lifestyle habits may nevertheless have poor metabolic health.!® About 10 years ago, in an effort to
improve the health of americans and reduce the public health burden associated with ASCVD, the
American Heart Association (AHA) introduced the notion of Life’s Simple 7, a combination of
lifestye-related and clinical risk factors that strongly predict ASCVD risk. Individuals with all
seven health metrics (not smoking, being physically active, having a healthy dietary pattern and a
“healthy weight” as well as controlling blood pressure, blood glucose and cholesterol levels) are
considered to have ideal cardiovascular health.!" More recently, the AHA update those
recommandations to introduce the Life’s essentiels 8, adding sleep duration as a cardiovascular
health factor.!?

To our knowledge, no studies have sought to determine whether BMI predicts ASCVD in
individuals with ideal cardiovascular health, that is, in individuals with both healthy lifestyle habits

and optimal cardiometabolic health. The potential sex-specific effect of the BMI and body fat
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distribution patterns on incident ASCVD in healthy individuals is also not well described. The
objectives of this study were to investigate the relationship between BMI and incident ASCVD in
women and men of the UK Biobank across ideal cardiovascular health categories. In light of studies
documenting the association between body fat distribution patterns linked with lower peripheral
adiposity and higher abdominal adiposity predicting ASCVD in individuals in any BMI category,
we also investigated the impact of the waist-to-hip ratio, a marker of intra-abdominal adipose tissue

accumulation in individuals with versus without ideal cardiovascular health.

Methods

Study population

The UK Biobank (UKB) is a large-scale prospective cohort study. Over 500,000 participants aged
40-69 years were recruited between 2006 and 2010.'* All participants provided written consent at
the baseline assessment at one of 22 assessment centres across the United Kingdom. Participants
also provided information on lifestyle and health status through questionnaires, interviews,
physical measures, blood and urine samples. UKB received approval from the British National
Health Service, Northwest-Haydock Research Ethics Committee (16/NW/0274). Data access
permission for this study was granted under UKB application 25205. The study samples included
319,866 participants who had a BMI >18.5 kg/m?, had complete data on lifestyle and metabolic
markers and had plasma C-reactive protein (CRP) levels <20 mg/L (as participants with CRP levels
>20 mg/L might be more likely to have acute rather than systemic inflammation). Participants who
had a cardiovascular event before recruitment were excluded. Genetic analyses were performed in

303,110 white British participants with complete genetic/lifestyle information.

Measurement of body weight and body fat distribution indices

The BMI was obtained at the baseline assessment estimated by impedance measurement or
calculated from height and weight measured using the formula weight(kg)/height(m)?. Participants
were divided into four pre-established BMI groups (18.5-24.9 kg/m?, 25-29.9 kg/m?, 30-34.9

kg/m?, >35 kg/m?). The waist-to-hip ratio (WHR) was calculated from the baseline measurement
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of waist circumference and hip circumference using the formula: waist circumference (cm)/hip

circumference (cm). Participants were divided in quartiles of WHR for further analysis.

Cardiovascular health score

We developed a cardiovascular health score (CVHS) based on lifestyle and cardiometabolic health
parameters aggregating ten cardiovascular health risk factors. The four lifestyle exposures included
smoking status, fruits and vegetables intake, physical activity levels and sleep quality. We defined
healthy lifestyle as a smoking status of never or previous smoker, a consumption of five or more
daily servings of fruit and vegetable, a minimum of 150 min/week of moderate physical activity or
75 min/week of vigorous physical activity or a combination of moderate and vigorous intensity
activity and having a healthy sleep quality. Healthy sleep quality was defined by sleeping 7-9 hours
per day, sometimes or never/rarely having insomnia and not having a diagnosis of sleep apnea.
Lifestyle information was obtained from the Touchscreen questionnaire recorded at baseline.
Cardiometabolic health was assessed by six cardiometabolic health parameters. We defined healthy
cardiometabolic health as having a systolic blood pressure (SBP) <130 mmHg and a diastolic blood
pressure (DBP) <80 mmHg without antihypertensive medications, CRP levels <3.0 mg/L,
triglyceride levels <2.3 mmol/L, low-density lipoprotein cholesterol (LDL-C) levels <3.0 mmol/L
without cholesterol lowering medications, high-density lipoprotein cholesterol (HDL-C) levels
>1.0 mmol/L and glycated haemoglobin (HbAic) <42 nmol/mol and no insulin use (except for
patients with type 1 diabetes), as previously described for cardiometabolic health.® Participants

were then categorised in 11 groups according to both lifestyle and metabolic health parameters.

Study outcome

The study outcome was incident ASCVD defined as first occurrences or death with the
International Classification of Diseases, 10" revision (ICD-10) codes for ischemic stroke (IS; 163)
and myocardial infarction (MI; 121-123). We also added to the ASCVD definition first surgical
procedures with Office of Population, Censuses and Surveys: Classification of Interventions and
Procedures, version 4 (OPSC-4) for coronary artery bypass grafting (K40.1-40.4, K41.1-41 4,
K45.1-45.5), for coronary angioplasty, with or without stenting (K49.1-49.2, K49.8-49.9, K50.2,
K75.1-75.4, K75.8-75.9). Dates and causes of hospitalization or death were obtained from death

registry, primary care information, hospital admission medical reports and self-report.
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Statistical analyses

Kaplan-Meier analysis were performed to explore the incident ASCVD probabilities in the CVHS
categories stratified by sex. Statistical significance through CVHS groups were assessed via log-
rank tests. Multivariable Cox proportional hazard models were used to evaluate the association of
CVHS categories with the incidence of first ASCVD. Multivariable Cox proportional hazard
models were also used to evaluate the respective association of BMI and WHR with the incidence
of first ASCVD in CVHS categories. Estimated HRs with their 95% confidence intervals (95% CI)
were obtained from those analyses. All analyses were adjusted for age, sex and Townsend
deprivation index. Analyses including CVHS categories, BMI and WHR were also adjusted for
ethnicity. Dates of recruitment were used as the starting time and participants with event before
recruitment were excluded. The end of follow-up was the date of occurrence of the first event
(ASCVD), death or censoring. If participant had no event during the follow-up and were still alive,
the end of follow-up was the last day of August 2021. The median follow-up was 12.5 years
(interquartile range: 11.7-13.2). Schoenfeld tests were performed as a prior to Cox regressions to
verify proportionality assumption and Schoenfeld residuals were visually inspected. Harrell’s C-
statistic was used to assess the discriminative capacity of incident models and their 95% confidence
intervals (CI) were calculated by the bootstrap method (1000 iterations). Differences in C-statistics
between models were calculated and 95% confidence intervals (CI) were also obtained by the

bootstrap method (1000 iterations). All statistical analyses were conducted using R (v4.1.3).

Results

The characteristics of study participants at baseline are presented in Table 1. The study sample
included 319,866 participants. The percentage of White British individuals varied from 94.0 to
96.9% across groups. These participants were separated according to their CVHS at baseline.
Because there were few “very unhealthy” participants to study ASCVD incidence, participants with
a score of 0-1 were pooled together. The percentage of males was higher in participants with a
lower CVHS. Participants with a lower CVHS also tended to be older, have higher BMI and WHR
and a higher social deprivation index. As expected, separation of study participants revealed

marked differences in cardiometabolic risk factors across the nine CVHS groups.
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We investigated the impact of the CVHS on ASCVD incidence. Results presented in Figure
1A revealed a dose-response effect of the CVHS on ASCVD incidence. Compared to participants
with a very high CVHS (healthiest, CVHS=10), after adjusting for age, sex, ethnicity and
deprivation, those with a very low CVHS (unheatlhiest, CVHS=0-1) had a twelvefold higher
ASCVD risk (hazard ratio [HR]=12.58 (95% CI, 8.22-19.25, p<0.001). Because sex differences
were identified across CVHS categories (Table 1), sex-specific analyses were performed.
Compared to women with a very high CVHS (healthiest, CVHS=10), those with a very low CVHS
(unheatlhiest, CVHS=0-1) had a HR for incident ASCVD of 15.80 (95% CI, 7.89-31.80, p<0.001)
(Figure 1B). Compared to men with a very high CVHS (healthiest, CVHS=10), those with a very
low CVHS (unheatlhiest, CVHS=0-1) had a HR for incident ASCVD of 12.00 (95% CI, 6.68-
21.70, p<0.001) (Figure 1C).

The impact of BMI on incident ASCVD in patients in different CVHS categories were
investigated. CVHS categories were pooled into four categories to maximise statistical power. In
participants with a high CVHS (8-10), although participants with a BMI 25.0-29.9 and 30.0-34.9
kg/m?had a higher ASCVD risk, those with a BMI >35.0 kg/m? had a nonsignificant slightly higher
ASCVD risk (HR=1.20 [95% CI, 0.84-1.70], p=0.32) compared to those with a lower BMI 18.5-
24.9 kg/m? (Figure 2). In participants with a BMI 18.5-24.9 kg/m?, those with a lower CVHS (0-
3) had a higher ASCVD risk (HR=4.06 [95% CI, 3.23-5021], p<0.001) compared to those with a
higher CVHS (8-10). Consistent results were observed in both women and men. Altogether, these
results suggest that after taking into account lifestyle-related and cardiometabolic risk factors, the

relationship between the BMI and incident ASCVD is inconsistent.
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics of the UK Biobank participants selected for this study by cardiovascular health score

categories.
Factor Total  CVHS=10 CVHS=9 CVHS=8 CVHS=7 CVHS =5 CVHS=3 CVHS=2 CVHS=0-1

N 319866 5010 24784 67623 87141 39583 6525 1765 423
Male* 141116 (44.1%) 1073 (21.4%) 7452 (30.1%) 26240 (38.8%) 37319 (42.8%) 20656 (52.2%) 4025 (61.7%) 1190 (67.4%) 299 (70.7%)
Age, years, mean (SD) 56.5(8.1) 48.8 (7) 52.6 (8.1) 55.9(8.2) 57.1(7.9) 57.4(7.8) 56.6 (7.8) 56.6 (7.7) 55.7(7.7)
BMI, kg/m?, mean (SD) 27.4 (4.7) 23.6 (2.8) 24.6 (3.2) 25.7 (3.6) 26.9 (4.1) 29.6 (5.1) 31.8(5.8) 32.9(6.3) 33.1(6.2)
Waist-to-hip ratio (Male), cm, mean (SD) 0.93 (0.06) 0.87 (0.06) 0.89 (0.06) 0.91 (0.06) 0.93 (0.06) 0.96 (0.06) 0.98 (0.06) 1.00 (0.07) 1.00 (0.07)
Waist-to-hip ratio (Female), cm, mean (SD) 0.82(0.07) 0.77 (0.05) 0.78 (0.06) 0.80 (0.06) 0.81 (0.06) 0.85(0.07) 0.89 (0.07) 0.90 (0.07) 0.92 (0.06)
White ethnicity™* 305379 (95.5%) 4819 (96.2%) 23757 (95.9%) 64991 (96.1%) 83495 (95.8%) 37504 (94.7%) 6132 (94.0%) 1669 (94.6%) 401 (94.8%)
Current smoking* 31451 (9.8%) 0 (0.0%) 380 (1.5%) 2026 (3.0%) 5251 (6.0%) 7162 (18.1%) 2719 (41.7%) 982 (55.6%) 346 (81.8%)
Low fruit and vegetable intake* 58825 (18.4%) 0 (0%) 732 (3%) 3975 (5.9%) 11028 (12.7%) 13872 (35%) 3629 (55.6%) 1168 (66.2%) 357 (84.4%)
Low physical activity* 138323 (43.2%) 0 (0%) 2491 (10.1%) 12777 (18.9%) 33744 (38.7%) 27829 (70.3%) 5575 (85.4%) 1615 (91.5%) 402 (95%)
Poor sleep quality* 133615 (41.8%) 0 (0%) 2553 (10.3%) 13271 (19.6%) 34642 (39.8%) 25318 (64%) 5319 (81.5%) 1547 (87.6%) 397 (93.9%)
Deprivation index, mean (SD) -1.4 (3.0) -1.6 (2.9) -1.6 (2.9) -1.8(2.8) -1.6 (2.9) -1.0(3.2) -0.1 (3.5) 0.4 (3.5) 1.53.6)
Systolic BP, mm Hg, mean (SD) 140 (19.6) 116.0 (8.4) 123.9 (15.5) 136.5 (19.9) 141.6 (19.1) 145.0 (18.2) 144.7 (17.8) 144.8 (18.0) 142.7 (17.6)
Diastolic BP, mm Hg, mean (SD) 82.4 (10.7) 70.5(5.9) 74.4 (8.8) 80.2 (10.4) 83.0(10.3) 85.4 (10.1) 85.7(10.2) 85.8 (10.5) 85.3(10.2)
Antihypertensive medications* 61397 (19.2) 0(0) 679 (2.7) 7820 (11.6) 15526 (17.8) 11412 (28.8) 2498 (38.3) 766 (43.4) 197 (46.6)
CRP, mg/L, mean (SD) 2.6 (43) 0.8 (0.6) 1.1 (1.7) 1.4 (2.5) 2.1(3.6) 4.1(5.3) 6.1 (6.6) 7(6.4) 8(5.9)
Triglycerides, mmol/L, mean (SD) 1.7 (1.0) 0.9 (0.3) 1.1(0.4) 1.3(0.5) 1.6 (0.8) 23(1.2) 3.1(1.4) 3.4(1.4) 3.7(1.5)
LDL-C, mmol/L, mean (SD) 3.6 (0.9) 2.6(0.3) 3.1(0.7) 3.5(0.8) 3.7(0.8) 3.7(0.9) 3.6 (0.9) 3.5(0.9) 3.5()
HDL-C, mmol/L, mean (SD) 1.5(0.4) 1.6 (0.3) 1.6 (0.4) 1.6 (0.4) 1.5(0.4) 1.3(0.3) 1.1 (0.3) 1.0 (0.2) 0.9 (0.1)
Cholesterol lowering medications™® 48615 (15.2%) 0 (0.0%) 572 (2.3%) 6020 (8.9%) 11973 (13.7%) 8990 (22.7%) 2245 (34.4%) 749 (42.4%) 200 (47.3%)
HbA1c, mmol/mol, mean (SD) 35.9(6.5) 32.8(3.6) 33.6 (3.6) 34.4(3.9) 35.1(4.7) 37.8(7.8) 43.3 (12.5) 47.4 (14.0) 49.4 (13.3)
On insulin* 3094 (1.0%) 17 (0.3%) 50 (0.2%) 204 (0.3%) 464 (0.5%) 674 (1.7%) 284 (4.4%) 141 (8.0%) 24 (5.7%)

*N (%)
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Follow-up (Years)

CVHS Ntotal Ncases Eventrate (%) HR (95% CI)

10 5010 31 0.62 1.00 (ref)
9 24784 368 1.48 1.67 (1.15 - 2.40)
8 67623 2122 3.14 2.69 (1.88 - 3.83)
7 87141 3698 424 3.32(2.33 - 4.73)
6 69015 3832 5.55 418 (2.93 - 5.95)
5 39583 2826 7.14 5.23 (3.67 - 7.45)
4 17997 1651 9.17 6.68 (4.68 - 9.53)
3 6525 766 11.74 8.68 (6.06 - 12.44)
2 1765 255 14.45 10.49 (7.22 - 15.24)

0-1 423 68 16.08 12.58 (8.22 - 19.25)
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10 3937 17 0.43 1.00 (ref)
9 17332 142 0.82 1.30 (0.78 - 2.15)
8 41383 732 177 2.11 (1.30 - 3.42)
7 49822 1291 259 2.77 (172 - 4.48)
6 36434 1278 3.51 3.60 (2.23 - 5.82)
5 18927 908 4.80 4.91 (3.04 - 7.95)
4 7716 497 6.44 6.67 (4.1 - 10.84)
3 2500 218 8.72 9.59 (5.85 - 15.74)
2 575 55 9.57 10.79 (6.26 - 18.62)

0-1 124 15 12.10 15.82 (7.89 - 31.73)
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Follow-up (Years)

CVHS Ntotal Ncases Eventrate (%) HR (95% CI)

10 1073 14 1.30 1.00 (ref)

9 7452 226 3.03 1.94 (1.13 - 3.33)
8 26240 1390 5.30 3.00 (1.77 - 5.07)
7 37319 2407 6.45 3.55 (2.10 - 6.00)
6 32581 2554 7.84 4.37 (2.58 - 7.38)
5 20656 1918 9.29 5.25(3.10 - 8.88)
4 10281 1154 11.22 6.57 (3.88 - 11.13)
3 4025 548 13.61 8.32 (4.89 - 14.15)
2 1190 200 16.81 10.45 (6.08 - 17.97)

0-1 299 53 17.73 12.04 (6.68 - 21.70)

Figure 1. Impact of a cardiovascular health score on atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease
incidence in A) all participants of the UK Biobank B) women and C) men. Cox proportional
hazards were adjusted for age, ethnicity, deprivation and sex (in the sex-combined analysis).

CVHS indicates cardiovascular health score.
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Figure 2. Impact of the body mass index on incident atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease
in A) all participants of the UK Biobank B) women and C) men by cardiovascular health
score categories. Cox proportional hazards were adjusted for age, ethnicity, deprivation and sex.

CVHS indicates cardiovascular health score.
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Body fat distribution patterns consistent with higher intra-abdominal and lower
subcutaneous/peripheral fat accumulation may be linked with ASCVD, irrespective of the BMI.
We investigated the impact of the WHR on incident ASCVD in women and men of the UK Biobank
in all BMI categories. Participants were categorized into sex-specific WHR quartiles. Results
presented in Figure 3 suggest that in women and men, the WHR is indeed associated with ASCVD.
The added predictive value appears to be more important in individuals with lower BMIs. In
individuals in the lowest BMI categories (18.5-25.9 kg/m?), compared to those in the bottom WHR
quartile, individuals in the top WHR quartile had a HR for incident ASCVD of 1.77 (95% CI, 1.58-
1.99, p<0.001). These results highlighting the importance of assessing body fat distribution patterns
and not only BMI, were similar in women versus men.

In order to investigate whether body fat distribution could be associated with the incidence
of ASCVD across CVHS categories, we investigated the impact of the WHR on ASCVD. In
participants with a high CVHS (8-10), those with a higher WHR had a higher ASCVD risk
(HR=1.57 [95% CI, 1.39-1.77], p<0.001) compared to those with a WHR in the bottom quartile
(Figure 4). In participants with a WHR in the bottom quartile, those with a lower CVHS (0-3) had
a higher ASCVD risk (HR=4.10 [95% CI, 2.97-5.66], p<0.001) compared to those with a higher
CVHS (8-10). These results were similar in women versus men.

Finally, we investigated whether the BMI and WHR provided added predictive value to that
of the CVHS using multivariate Cox regression models. We investigated the association of a model
including age, sex and the CVHS and ASCVD incidence as well as two other model that also
include BMI and WHR, respectively (Table 2). Adding BMI to the model did not lead to
improvements in ASCVD prediction in all participants and in men and only modestly in women.
Adding WHR to the model did lead to minor improvements in ASCVD prediction in all participants
as well as in women and men separately suggesting that body weight does not lead to better
ASCVD prediction when lifestyle and metabolic risk markers are accounted for and that the

addition of the WHR could be more clinically useful.
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Figure 3. Impact of the waist-to-hip ratio on incident atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease
in A) all participants of the UK Biobank B) women and C) men by body mass index
categories. Cox proportional hazards were adjusted for age, deprivation and sex. CVHS indicates

cardiovascular health score.
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Figure 4. Impact of the waist-to-hip ratio on incident atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease
in A) all participants of the UK Biobank B) women and C) men by cardiovascular health
score categories. Cox proportional hazards were adjusted for age, ethnicity, deprivation and sex.

CVHS indicates cardiovascular health score.
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Table 2. Comparison of discriminative capacities using Harrell’s C statistic in Cox

regression models for the incidence of atherosclerotic cardiovascular diseases adding

adiposity indices to the cardiovascular health score (CVHS). Difference between the C-

statistic (delta C-statistic) of the studied model (CVHS age and sex) and the C-statistic of the

model with or without body mass index or waist to hip ratios are presented.

Model 1: Model 2 : Model 3 : Difference of C- Model 4 : Difference of C-
AGE+SEX AGE+SEX+CVHS AGE+SEX+CVHS+BMI statistic AGE+SEX+CVHS+WHR statistic
Model 2 vs Model 3 Model 2 vs Model 4
0.707 (0.703 to 0.731 (0.727 to
All 0.711) 0.734) 0.731 (0.728 to 0.735) 0.001 (0-0.001) 0.732 (0.729 to 0.736) 0.002 (0.001 - 0.002)
0.686 (0.679 to 0.723 (0.717 to
Female 0.693) 0.729) 0.723 (0.694 to 0.701) 0.001 (0 -0.001) 0.726 (0.718 to 0.725) 0.003 (0.002 - 0.004)
Male 0‘64(2) (6(12)36 to 0.67 (0.665 to 0.675) 0.671 (0.694 to 0.701) 0.001 (0.001 - 0.002) 0.672 (0.718 to 0.725) 0.002 (0.001 - 0.003)

Discussion

In this large sample of participants included in the UK Biobank, a CVHS including both lifestyle-
related and cardiometabolic risk factors was strongly and dose-dependently associated with
ASCVD incidence. This observation was consistent across BMI categories. Participants with the
lowest CVHS score had a twelvefold increased ASCVD risk compared to those with the highest
CVHS. While individuals with a lower CVHS had, on average higher adiposity indices, we found
that the relationship between the BMI and incident ASCVD was inconsistent, especially when
compared to the CVHS which showed dose-dependent effect on ASCVD incidence. The WHR, a
marker of intra-abdominal adipose tissue accumulation/low peripheral adipose tissue
accumulation, was however associated with ASCVD in participants with a high CVHS. These
results, which were comparable when women and men were investigated separately, suggest that
people with an elevated BMI could be at low ASCVD risk if they have healthy lifestyle habits and
are able to control cardiometabolic risk factors and that people with a low CVHS could be at very
high ASCVD risk even if they have a “normal” BMI.

Our findings underscore the importance of maintaining healthy lifestyle habits as well as
controlling cardiometabolic risk factors, regardless of the impact of these interventions on body
weight. Several studies have shown that the adoption of healthier lifestyle habits reduces ASCVD

incidence, even if these interventions do not influence body weight. For instance, randomized
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clinical trials of patients with and without ASCVD revealed that the adoption of healthy dietary
patterns such as the Mediterranean diet significantly reduces ASCVD.!'*'® Additionally, smoking
cessation has a major incidence on ASCVD risk reduction, despite being linked with weight gain,
the risk associated with weight gain being trivial compared to the benefits of smoking cessation.!”
Controlling cholesterol levels, blood pressure and even inflammation reduces ASCVD events in
the absence of weight changes.'®?° Some drugs used for glucose control such as thiazolidinediones
(TZD) also provide cardiovascular benefits, despite being associated with weight gain.?!
Interestingly, weight gain associated with the TZD pioglitazone seems to be limited to peripheral
or subcutaneous body fat depots.?? This finding is in line with the results of the current study which
shows a non-consistent effect of BMI on ASCVD risk in individuals with ideal cardiovascular
health. However, participants with an elevated WHR are at higher ASCVD risk, even if they have
ideal cardiometabolic health. In this regard, interventions trials documenting the impact of physical
activity on health outcomes revealed that despite being associated with minimal weight loss,
physical activity may promote the mobilization of intra-abdominal and ectopic lipid deposition
such as liver fat and improve cardiometabolic health.?? Altogether, these studies support the notion
that “metabolically healthy obese” individuals may be at lower ASCVD risk because they have
lower intra-abdominal adipose tissue accumulation and/or higher peripheral or subcutaneous
adipose tissue accumulation®* or higher lean body mass®>-%6.

Results of the current study provide additional support that lifestyle and weight inclusive
approaches (approaches that target health and lifestyle-related factors regardless of their impact on
body weight) should be preferred over weight-centric approaches for the prevention of ASCVD.
In contrast to lifestyle and weight inclusive approaches, weight-centric approaches for the
prevention of ASCVD have been shown to be largely ineffective.®%?7 Increasing evidence also
suggest that weight-centric approaches are not sustainable for most people and may even be
harmful, for instance by contributing to weight stigma.?® Weight stigma often results in emotional
distress (body dissatisfaction, low self-esteem and well-being, depression, etc.) and psychological
stress, all of which are risk factors for ASCVD.?3° Weight-centric approaches also often have the
unintended consequence of setting up patients for lifelong weight cycling patterns. Constant dieting
and weight cycling are associated with a higher risk of developing eating disorders, chronic stress,
poor cardiometabolic and mental health and a higher risk of long-term cardiovascular events.3!-3?

Our results also reinforce the notion that measuring both cardiometabolic and lifestyle-related risk
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factors is primary care setting might be clinically useful. Optimal assessment of these risk factors,
which are relatively easy to measure, might identify individuals at high ASCVD risk (despite
having low body weight) through the identification of actionable ASCVD risk factors.

Strengths of the current study include the large sample size from a contemporary cohort
that includes both men and women. We also used different classification and definitions of total
and regional adiposity, which reinforced the notion that body fat localization may be an important
determinant of cardiovascular health. On the other hand, it must be noted that the study population
was predominantly white and slightly healthier than the general population. The predictive value
of total and regional adiposity across cardiovascular health categories should be investigated in
different populations with different levels of risk and different patterns of body fat distributions.
We also only investigated the impact of the CVHS on ASCVD and not on other cardiovascular
outcomes (heart failure, peripheral artry disease, atrial fibrillation, etc.) due to a lower number of
events. Finally, this prospective study was observational by design and causality cannot be infered.
Bias due to unmeasured confounders and reverse causality cannot be excluded.

Our study results are comparable to an analysis of the NHANES Survey III showing that
BMI was not associated with all-cause mortality in patients with healthy lifestyle parameters® and
with our previous investigation of the EPIC-Norfolk study showing that people with an elevated
body weight were not at higher coronary heart disease (CHD) risk if they were metabolically
healthy and had low CRP levels*. In a large analysis of 3.5 million participants from the United
Kingdom followed for 5.4 years, Caleyachetty et al. reported that individuals with an elevated BMI
(>30 kg/m?) were at higher CHD risk compared to those with a BMI 18.5-24.9 kg/m?, even if they
did not have metabolic abnormalities (defined by the presence of diabetes, hypertension and
hyperlipidemia).®* In that study, cardiometabolic risk factors were not measured and lifestyle-
related factors were not obtained. In a previous analysis of the UK Biobank, Zhou et al. reported
that individuals with an elevated BMI (>30 kg/m?) were at higher ASCVD risk compared to those
with a BMI <30 kg/m?, even if they did not have metabolic abnormalities (defined by same criteria
as the present study).® However, none of these studies included lifestyle-related parameters in their
definition of metabolic health. The previous analysis of the UK Biobank also only investigated
participants with a BMI higher or lower than 30 kg/m?. Another analysis of the UK Biobank
investigated the predictive value of BMI in patients separated into metabolic health (defined by the

presence of diabetes, hypertension and hyperlipidemia) or lifestyle-related factors but not in a
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comprehensive CVHS including both lifestyle and cardiometabolic risk such as the one used in the
current study (and as recommended by the AHA). Investigators from these studies concluded that
regardless of their lifestyle habits or cardiometabolic health, individuals living in larger bodies
should lose weight to decrease their ASCVD risk. By showing that the BMI was an inconsistent
predictor of ASCVD in people with a high CVHS, our results do not provide support for this
conclusion. Results of our analysis suggest that measuring and monitoring actionnable lifestyle-
related risk and cardiometabolic risk factors is crucial to prevent ASCVD events. In conclusion,
we propose that weight inclusive interventions targeting lifestyle-related, metabolic risk factors
and intra-abdominal fat accumulation, rather than weight-centric approaches are likely to improve

the cardiovascular health and overall well-being of people of all body sizes.
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