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Variable Power Functional Dilution Adjustment of Spot Urine

Thomas C. Carmine MD

ABSTRACT

Spot-urinary biomarkers are essential for medical, epidemiological, and environmental
research. However, they are affected by hydration-dependent diuresis, requiring precise
dilution adjustments. Traditional methods, like conventional creatinine correction (CCRC),
have limitations and introduce errors due to residual diuresis dependence. To address this,
the WHO recommends a valid creatinine (CRN) range of 0.3-3 g/L. The present study
introduces a novel numerical variable power functional CRN correction method (V-PFCRC). It
was developed using 5553 spot urinary samples for total weight arsenic from a diverse
population with generally low background exposure to inorganic arsenic from drinking
water. The innovative V-PFCRC formula normalizes analytes (A) to 1 g/L CRN using
uncorrected analyte levels and two analyte-specific coefficients, c and d:

A normalized = A uncorrected / CRN [cxIn(A uncorrected) +d] /[cx Ln(CRN) + 1]

When applied to spot urinary arsenic, iodine, cesium, molybdenum, strontium, and zinc, the
V-PFCRC method significantly reduced residual CRN bias. It performed better than
uncorrected, conventionally (CCRC), and simple power functionally CRN-corrected (S-PFCRC)
urine samples. V-PFCRC enhanced CRN-bias removal in entire datasets and within seven
separately analyzed analyte levels (septiles), adequately compensating for non-linear,
exposure-differentiated skews, including complex metabolic and excretory interactions
between analytes and CRN. These advancements were supported by improved blood-urine
correlations for iodine and arsenic in both sexes, suggesting a more accurate representation
of supply and exposure than traditional urinary dilution corrections. The results underscore
the superior performance of the V-PFCRC method in adjusting for hydration-dependent
variability, surpassing traditional correction methods. The resource-efficient and versatile
V-PFCRC method is easy to implement and holds immense potential for broader applications
in various scientific and medical fields. This study advocates for the wider adoption of
V-PFCRC to enhance the accuracy and reliability of urinary biomarkers, ensuring superior
diagnostic and research outcomes.

Keywords: Non-linear dilution adjustment, variable power-functional dilution adjustment,
creatinine correction, spot urine, biomarkers, arsenic, iodine, metal analytics, exposure
studies.
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Variable Power Functional Dilution Adjustment of Spot Urine

Thomas C. Carmine MD

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Urinary dilution correction in biomonitoring
Biomarkers are frequently used to assess environmental exposure to carcinogens, toxins, or
drugs and for various medical, metabolic, nutritional, forensic, and other purposes. An ideal
biomarker should accurately reflect exposure, be a measure of toxicity, and demonstrate
low intra-individual variance in repeated detections given a constant toxin burden.
Additionally, it should display a high inter-individual variability resulting as much as possible
from exposure and as little as possible from uncontrolled confounding factors.? Urine is
more accessible to obtain than blood and has been shown to accurately reflect exposure,
whether it is the accumulated total body burden (such as in the case of cadmium) or short-
term exposure (such as to arsenic), depending on the toxicokinetic of the pollutant.? Despite
the widespread use of urinary biomarkers, we need to expand our understanding of their
validity. This includes their use for assessing toxin load, exposure period, total body burden,
and clinical or subclinical toxicity.2>*° The most commonly detected environmental toxins in
urine are toxic metals and metalloids like arsenic, lead, mercury, and cadmium, all
considered top pollutants by the Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR),
followed by pesticides and environmental phenols.>®

Twenty-four-hour urine collection is considered the gold standard in urinary
biomonitoring because it sufficiently controls diurnal fluctuations. However, it involves high
effort, risks of sample contamination, and inadequate collection times.”® Due to compliance,
practicability, and budgetary considerations, spot urine is commonly preferred over 24-hour
sampling in epidemiological studies.’ Spot urinary results, in turn, depend to a vast degree
on the amount of urine produced in a certain time frame, in other words, the urinary flow
rate (ml/min) or diuresis. As varying fluid intakes or losses can result in significant
differences in diuresis, unadjusted biomarker concentrations of spot urinary results
expressed as mass per urine volume (pg/L) usually do not reliably represent exposure.3*0
While the need to compensate for diuresis-dependent result fluctuations in spot urine is
widely acknowledged, there is an ongoing debate about the most accurate way to achieve
this.>111213 Djlution correction of spot urine based on urine flow rate (UFR) has been
recommended as the most suitable method. However, determining UFR is laborious and
time-consuming, making it unsuitable for standard clinical or epidemiological practice.'314
Therefore, substitute parameters such as urinary creatinine, osmolality, or specific gravity
are most frequently used as correctors since they are all highly inversely correlated with
urinary flow rate.>!3 As a necessary condition to adequately compensate for dilution bias, all
these correctors are assumed to have similar renal excretion dependencies on hydration as
the respective biomarkers.'%!? In recent years, however, there has been increasing evidence
of considerable differences in the dependencies on diuresis for most analytes and the
standard correctors, which, if unaccounted for, can result in significant misjudgments. This
issue is the focus of this paper and will be addressed by the proposed progression of
previous promising non-linear adjustment approaches.>1%131516


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.09.23285582
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.09.23285582; this version posted May 29, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

5

Regardless of the controversies about its usefulness, creatinine persists as the most
common default dilution corrector of spot urine.3'%1217 As 3 renally excreted nitrogenous
waste product mainly from muscular energy generation, creatinine is understood to be
produced and excreted at relatively constant daily rates, and its urine concentration is
thought to be dependent on diuresis in a similar way to most urinary analytes.? In
conventional CRN correction (CCRC), the analyte concentration is divided by CRN, thus
converting the scale of results to the weight of analyte per weight of CRN (Ug analyte / & crn).
Although CCRC tends to standardize results, several factors also constrain its validity. These
factors can essentially be assigned to the following three underlying assumptions of
conventional CRN correction:1%317-20

1) Individual and inter-individual CRN excretion rates were constant over time. They were
varied preponderantly by diuresis, with the influences of muscularity, age, exercise level,
health status, and diet (vegetarian vs. omnivorous) being negligible compared to the
variability in hydration.®??

2) There was no confounding of CRN and analyte by common causal factors or direct causal
relationships between the two.%%?

3) Variations in hydration and diuresis preserved the relative ratio between the mass of the
analyte and the mass of CRN.31?

In striving for more comparable exposure-relevant results, there is often a focus on
compensating for the first category of errors related to fluctuating CRN excretion.'20:22-25
The second and third error categories are equally essential but need more attention in
practice and literature.31126-28 Considering and distinguishing all three categories is helpful
when discussing the most appropriate diuresis adjustment.

As the validity of CRN-adjusted results has been questioned, presumed less error-
prone alternative correctors were proposed, with osmolality being considered the most
accurate measure of urinary concentration.>?° The osmolality of urine is determined by
the number of its osmotically active particles, most notably by chloride, sodium, urea,
potassium, and potentially, to a more considerable degree, by glucose in diabetic patients.3
Specific gravity is tightly correlated with osmolality and is commonly used as its easily
detectable surrogate. However, the method is more susceptible to interference from large
molecules such as proteins, glucose, alcohol, acetone, or various xenobiotics.?>*° The specific
gravity of urine is defined as its weight relative to water and depends on the amount of
dissolved solid components comprising 5% of the urine weight. The physiologically most
crucial solid component of urine is urea (daily excretion 10-35 g/d corresponding to 2 % of
the urine mass), followed at a considerable margin by CRN (approx. 1-3 g/d, 0.1 % of urine
mass), uric acid (16-750 mg/d) and many much less significant components such as
chlorides, sodium, potassium, sulfates, ammonium, phosphates, which together account for
about 2.9 % of the urine mass.3! There is a close correlation between CRN and specific
gravity due to the standard primary dependence on diuresis.>3? The main advantage over
CRN is that specific gravity is less influenced by lean muscle mass and other metabolic
factors such as training or meat consumption. However, specific gravity is influenced
similarly to CRN by demographic and physical attributes such as age, sex, and renal function,
although to a lesser extent than CRN.3 Moreover, the precision of specific gravity is limited
due to its comparatively narrow range and the potential compromise by increasing factors,
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such as urinary tract infections, albuminuria, and glucose, especially in people with
diabetes.?3

In recent years, more advanced dilution adjustments by covariate adjustment have
emerged, striving to better account for confounders of analytes and correctors like age, sex,
and BMI. Although substantiated and potentially more accurate than most corrector
standardizations, multilinear covariate models also appear to have limitations and need to
find their way into routine practice.'%'23% |deally, all the covariates included in the model are
independent and have a linear impact on the measured variable, and any deviation from
these principles can result in bias and affect the accuracy of the model's predictions.

Notably, the wealth of dilution correction methods currently in use contrasts with a
relatively small number of comprehensive comparative studies, and the lack of consistent
criteria for the most rational approach is challenging, as this choice may also depend on the
specific causal relationships under study.>191332-40 St dies comparing diuresis correction
methods have yielded contradictory results. In the exposure assessment of arsenic and other
elements, several studies found adjustment by specific gravity to induce less bias than
CRN.> 353833 n 3 comparative study, both osmolality and CRN induced a comparably strong
collider bias, conferring an erroneous association between arsenic and obesity.3¢ Contrary to
previous publications, in a recent study, CRN correction outperformed osmolality and
specific gravity correction models.333 The high inter-correlation among all three methods,
combined with the consistent failure to properly correct for similar systemic non-linear
adjustment errors illustrated in Figure 2, account for the fact that no robust differences in
their usefulness have yet become evident to define the most appropriate method clearly. A
remarkable observation in this context was the reported significant improvement of all three
correction methods by simple power-functional modifications compared to the conventional
ratio calculation.® These modifications also neutralized previously existing advantages of
osmolality and specific gravity over CRN, suggesting the systemic non-linear dilution
adjustment error (Section 1.4) to play a crucial role compared to other confounding factors.

With all the controversy about the most appropriate dilution correction, both types
of compensation, corrector adjustments, and covariate models are deemed unsuitable for
highly dilute or concentrated urine samples. In daily laboratory practice, urines displaying
CRN in both extremes of the dilution range values are rejected and recommended for a
repeat. This practice originates from the long-standing recommendation of the World Health
Organization (WHO) that it was "unlikely that any correction will give accurate results when
the urine is either very dilute (relative density < 1.010 or CRN < 0.3 g/L [ < 2.65 mmol/L]) or
concentrated (relative density > 1.030 or CRN > 3.0 g/L [> 26.5 mmol/L]".#* While extreme
deviations beyond the limited CRN or specific gravity ranges may justify the unreferenced
WHO recommendation, it is not clear what physiological or statistical evidence supports
these restrictions and there appears to be some degree of arbitrariness in the acceptable
concentration ranges used by different laboratories. All current diuresis corrections do not
have a causal solution for this limitation and only mitigate its symptoms by range restrictions
involving the rejection of significant portions of spot urinary results and generating
uncontrolled fluctuations within the accepted dilution ranges. Notably, even extensive
compensation for confounders of CRN secretion of Table 1 by advanced multiple linear
regression models does not address the errors of the two other categories, causing the
restrictions of valid dilution ranges.*?34 Similarly, compensating for systemic dilution
adjustment errors due to insufficiently perceived physiological principles in the second and
third categories will not address the uncontrolled fluctuations of CRN production.
Therefore, distinct, cause-specific compensatory approaches are required for the biases of
all three categories, which are detailed in the following sections.
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1.2. Unidirectional shifts due to uncontrolled biases of CRN (1st error category)

The first category involves uncertainty arising from uncontrolled fluctuations in the
production and excretion of CRN. These fluctuations are influenced by various factors,
predominantly age, sex, and lean muscle mass, the most significant confounders of CRN
besides the other factors summarized in Table 1.1%232443 The impact of biases in metabolic
production and renal excretion of CRN will affect CRN-adjusted urinary results consistently
across the entire range of hydration as illustrated in Figure 1. Compensating alone for the
influence of age, sex, and BMI in advanced multilinear covariate models improved dilution
control compared to conventional CRN correction.?>3444

Higher urinary CRN |

Lower urinary CRN

e Lean muscle mass |, BMI 1 .

Female (CRN production/kg BW: 20%, urine
production/kg BW: 25%1 — CRN 36%)

Older age (constant decline of CRN after
peak values in early adulthood mainly due to
loss of lean muscle, malnutrition, progressive
renal failure, and diuretic medication)

Lack of exercise (breakdown of creatine
phosphate to CRN|)

Pregnancy - 3rd term (CRN clearance| and
CRNJ; physiological decline of CRN and rise
in serum CRN until delivery date)

Deficiency of methylation-associated
nutrients such as protein, choline, folate,
or vitamin B12

At night: CRN production & excretion rate|
but diuresis|| — CRN in morning urine?

Diabetes mellitus and insipidus (frequently
serum CRN1)

Progressive muscle dystrophies (CRN| is
a good predictor alongside urinary creatine?)

Multifactorial influence of kidney disease:
= Creatine synthesis| due to renal
cellular damage and dietary

reduction of protein

= CRN-washoutt due to dialysis,
diuretics, or polyuria/hyperfiltration in
early stages of renal insufficiency

=  Filtration and tubular secretion of
CRN| in advanced stages or acute
renal failure

Lean muscle masst, BMI|

Male

Younger age (Juvenile muscle growth is
accompanied by continuous increase in CRN
from birth to 19-25 years of age)

High fitness level, Training before analysis
(especially anaerobic)
Pregnancy - 2nd term (CRN clearance

+50%, CRN?)

High consumption of protein, meat, fish,
or creatine, adequate supply of
methylation-associated nutrients

Daytime: CRN production/excretion ratet but
diuresist? — CRN daytime urine|

Medication (statins, some antibiotics and
antacids)

Muscle trauma, rhabdomyolysis, cramps

Table 1: Physiological, pathological, and epidemiological influences on CRN. Hydration-related urinary dilution

is the most significant determinant of CRN. The combined effect of the other listed factors modifies its impact
(Figure 1).7,8,12,19—25,45—52
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T RN G (g 5 24h-CRN-Production
Uncorrected Q@ 15-20 mg/kg BW
----- CRN-corrected J 20-25 mg/kg BW

@ Urine-Production
@30.8 ml/kg KG/24h
J 24.5 ml/kg KG/24h

Urinary Analyte and CRN

Analyte @ (ug/gcrn) = /b

Analyte & (ug/gcry) = c/a

v

Urinary Concentration (Diuresis™)

Figure 1: The impact of variable production and excretion of CRN on CCRC results. In this example of sex
difference, identical linear relationships between CRN and urinary concentration (indirectly proportional to
diuresis) and between analyte and urinary concentration are simplistically assumed as both exponents were
taken as z = 1. Lower CRN production in women leads to significantly lower CRN levels, resulting in consistently
higher corrected values across the entire diuresis range. On the other hand, higher female urine production
reduces CRN levels. Still, it is not expected to substantially affect CRN/analyte ratios since the analyte and CRN
are proportionally diluted.

However, due to complex interrelations between various confounders, their potential non-
linear impact, and the unique combination of constant and variable CRN biases in everyone,
complete compensation for resulting imprecision may not be realistic.

While intra-individual variations in CRN secretion are primarily moderate, concurrent
biases that skew the result in the same direction, such as high meat consumption, statin
intake, and anaerobic exercise before sampling in the afternoon, can potentiate the
distorting effect on CRN-adjusted results. The interindividual variability of CRN is
comparatively higher due to the more significant number and extent of uncontrolled
confounders and their related random errors.

Conversely, more extensive studies tend to average out the effect of confounding
variables on CRN, thereby decreasing their significance. It is important to note that apart
from the variations in the production and excretion of creatinine, any anomalies in the
metabolism of analytes due to genetic polymorphisms in the methylation and detoxification
capacity of arsenic will also impact the results in the same direction across the range of urine
output. Like CRN fluctuations, these differences can be adjusted by standard value
calibration or integration into multilinear covariant models.1%1222

1.3. Confounding and complex interactions between CRN and analyte (2nd error category)
The 2nd category of error in diuresis adjustment by CRN is related to potential confounding
or other biochemical interactions between the analytes and CRN. These intricate errors may
give rise to various result fluctuations, the extent and direction of which may be hard to
predict and depend on the given constellation of exposure, metabolic, and genetic and
epigenetic factors. Consequently, any post-analytical adjustment to this 2nd category is
challenging.

An excellent example of such entanglement is the biochemical relationship between
CRN and arsenic, which harbors the potential of a wealth of biases challenging to
compensate for due to the joint dependence of CRN synthesis and the detoxification and
urinary secretion of inorganic arsenic on the ubiquitous methyl donor S-adenosyl-
methionine as outlined in Supplementary File 1.3>*
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Another complex non-linear bias could be created by the interactions between
analyte and CRN in their respective renal tubular excretions via shared transport molecules
such as MATE1 and MDR1/P-glycoprotein.>>-®* This interaction may lead to mutual inhibition
of transcellular transport, resulting in unwanted shifts of analyte/CRN ratios depending on
urinary flow rate and analyte level. As a result, the representativeness of adjusted results for
exposure and the urinary outcome could become compromised. These examples underline
the necessity to further differentiate by analyte levels in diuresis correction, as they
potentially skew the relationship between analyte and CRN in a complex and non-linear way.

1.4. Bidirectional shifts due to distinct renal handling of CRN and analyte (3rd category)

This study focuses on a specific type of error, which will be called Systemic Dilution
Adjustment Error (SDAE). This flaw inherent in all standard diuresis adjustments arises from
the misconception of constant mass ratios between the analyte and corrector (here, CRN)
across a wide range of diuresis.>%26-28 Unlike random errors, the SDAE leads to divergences
that do not run unidirectionally across the entire diuresis spectrum. Instead, they increase in
opposing directions towards both ends of the dilution range.

>
w

o p— ~

CRN (g/L) =b - x *’N

GFR
*\
//
’

Urinaryv Analyte and CRN

NT-proBNP

>
»

Urinary Concentration (x) £ Diuresis Urinary Concentration (x) £ Diuresis !

Analyte (ug/L)=a-x#

Hormonal Activity

v

(@]
O

» 4 |I
1
— 1
i Rare Ideal Case: zCRN = zA & 1 A Common Real CCRC (zCRN # zA):
2 Analyte (ug/L) = a/b - CRN &8 11 U] Analyte (ug/g CRN) = (a/b) - CRN #A-2CRN
1
o E4R
= 4R
E = 3 Y Rare Ideal CCRC (zCRN = zA):
= D A ;:“ Y] Analyte (ug/gcrn) = (a/b) - CRN °=a/b
=l i sewmmT y S e ¥ L.
':“ —fd';—— 5 \\\ .
'g /_17-" Common Reality: zCRN # zA s RS . TR R SRR S
/’»""... Analyte (ug/L) = a - (CRN/b) ?A/zCRN Q| | TTSfeemnamooo
' = - @ eSS 5
Urinary CRN (g/L) Urinary CRN (g/L)

Figure 2: Origin of the systemic dilution adjustment error (SDAE) illustrated by the differential dependence of
urinary levels of CRN and analyte on diuresis in a fictitious subject under assuming constant CRN production
and analyte exposure. (A) Relationship between urine concentration, glomerular filtration rate (GFR), and
significant fluid-regulating hormone activities. (B) Dependence of CRN and urinary analyte concentrations on
diuresis as represented by uncorrected and conventionally CRN corrected (CCRC) form. (C) Ideal and real
relations between uncorrected analyte (ug/L) and CRN. (D) Ideal and real relations between CCRC analyte (ug/g
CRN) and CRN. Abbreviations: RAAS = renin-angiotensin-aldosterone system, ADH = antidiuretic hormone
/vasopressin, BNP = brain natriuretic peptide.
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The SDAE is generated by unaccounted discrepant diuresis dependencies of the renal,
particularly the tubular handling of CRN and analytes, as illustrated in Figure 2. The efficient
renal clearance of the freely glomerular filtrated metabolic waste product creatinine is
crucial, and widely constant excretion rates are maintained even when glomerular filtration
is reduced, such as in chronic kidney disease or progressive dehydration under the influence
of catecholamines (Figure 2a/b). Reduced glomerular filtration of CRN can be compensated
largely via upregulation of its transporter-mediated tubular secretion, accounting for 10-40%
of total CRN clearance.’®”> Unlike many analytes, tubular net reabsorption of CRN hardly
ever occurs. The result is a linear-close relationship between the urinary flow rate (UFR) and
CRN over a broad dilution range (blue line in Figure 2b). Similar linear-close relationships to
UFR can be assumed for alternative surrogate estimators of UFR, such as specific gravity or
osmolality.3 In contrast, many analytes display dissimilar tubular behavior and are
increasingly reabsorbed as dehydration progresses and primary urine flow slows down. This
translates into log-linear instead of linear relations between analyte concentrations and UFR,
respectively, its more or less reliable proxies CRN, osmolality, or specific gravity.>112633 Due
to their distinct tubular handlings, analytes, and CRN usually change their proportionality in
response to diuresis, and the oversimplified division of analyte by CRN, disregarding this
physiological reality generates systemic dilution adjustment errors either with false
elevations of standardized results in diluted and declines in concentrated urine or vice
versa.3

The discrepant tubular behaviors between CRN and analyte are mathematically
reflected in flatter power-functional or log-linear analyte curves over diuresis (green vs. blue
solid line in Figure 2b) featuring smaller exponents za than zcgn resulting in non-linear
relations between CRN and analytes (Figure 2c, Supplementary File 2).11272% Consequently,
the conventional CRN correction by simple division of the analyte by CRN (CCRC) will exhibit
high diuresis-dependent fluctuations of adjusted values (dashed line in Figure 2d). Constant
diuresis-independent results would only be achieved in the unrealistic case of identical
exponents z for CRN and analyte (dotted line in Figure 2b).326

Any precise empirical determination of exponents za and zcrn by experimentally
measuring urinary flow rates in individuals will be very laborious and subject to considerable
interindividual variation.3*%?2 In larger sample volumes, however, the average exponent
ratio (b = za/zcrn) can be numerically estimated and substantially compensated through
power-functional analysis of either the relations between CRN and analyte (Figure 3c) or of
the residual dependence of CCRC values on CRN (Figure 3d). The za/zcrn ratio equals the
exponent b to be used for simple power functional standardization to 1 g/L CRN using a
constant exponent b over the total exposure range:>1!

(1) Analyte adjusted (ng/lg CRN) = Analyte uncorrected (Hg/L) / CRN (g/l-)b

The simple ratio formation of conventional CRN correction assumes exponent b to take the
value of b = 1, which represents a particular case of the existing power-functional
relationship and only applies to the minor fraction of analytes displaying identical zcry and za
values.

The level of analyte exposure can complicate the accurate detection and
compensation of the SDAE. Higher exposure may lead to the saturation of kidney transport
mechanisms and competitive inhibition among standard tubular transporters. Additionally,
for complex markers consisting of various chemical compounds, like total weight arsenic,
variability in compound composition dependent on exposure level can introduce a
concentration bias, further affecting accuracy. All these phenomena will impact exponent b
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and further skew mass ratios between urinary analytes and CRN across diuresis. The
potential need for modification of exponent b to account for its variation with analyte
exposure provided the rationale in this study for additionally stratifying by percentile-
adjusted analyte concentration in the assessment of SDAE, in other words, to introduce the
progressive concept of a variable exponent b. Naturally, the renal excretion of all mentioned
components of osmolality and specific gravity also strongly depends on diuresis in different
ways than most analytes, resulting in inaccuracies analogous to the SDAEs of CRN
correction.3

Despite its mathematically tangible and accountable nature, the methodological
SDAE inherent in all standard dilution adjustments (CRN > specific gravity > osmolality) is
mitigated mainly symptomatically by restricting dilution ranges.? However, limiting valid
ranges of CRN to 0.3-3 g/L CRN, as traditionally recommended by the WHO,*' does render a
good portion of samples (in the present study, a total of 22.3%) formally uninterpretable. It
will eminently affect higher diluted samples of females (29% rejection rate in this study),
smaller infants (30% rejection rate in < 7-year-olds), and samples after excessive fluid intake
or recent intravenous infusions.?* Since it does not address the root cause of non-linearity,
restriction of CRN ranges does not provide hydration-independent results even within the
presumed acceptable range. As the remaining hydration bias will exceed the magnitude of
most other uncontrolled factors described in the first two error categories, it involves a
considerable potential for misjudgment of exposures, potentially undermining the validity of
clinical, forensic, and epidemiological investigations.

Previous attempts to mathematically compensate for these differences by modifying
the simple ratio formation in standard corrector methods normalizing results to defined
corrector values like 1ml/min UFR or 1g/L CRN have yielded promising results both
concerning the elimination of residual dependencies of corrected values on diuresis (as
represented by residual R?) or its proxies, in the improvement of the correlation to external
exposure variables such as the drinking water toxin concentration, and to blood
concentrations determined in parallel. 311131516,26-28 A recent study by Middleton et al.
(2019) compared the effectiveness of a new power-functional modification for adjusting
urinary arsenic levels with the conventional ratio formation using CRN, osmolality, or specific
gravity.3 Their novel power functional adjustment yielded significant improvements by
reducing residual dependencies of adjusted results from diuresis and improving correlations
with drinking water arsenic levels compared to the traditional methods for all three
correctors. To remove dilution bias from the sample set, the authors adopted a numeric
approach to derive the prior unknown exponent b (see Equation 1 and Figure 2).1° After
computing normalized arsenic for a range of b values, b = 0.8 was considered most adequate
based on the weakest correlation of uAsy and CRN, with the R-value closest to zero
understood as an indicator of the lowest residual dilution variation in normalized urinary
arsenic The authors resorted to this auxiliary method of b determination due to the absence
of comprehensive empirically derived data while acknowledging that forcing a correlation of
absolute zero this way may not be completely robust. The study was limited by the small
sample size of 202 spot urine samples, which made it difficult to accurately analyze the
effects of arsenic exposure level on exponents b and conduct systematic analyses of
demographic influences such as sex or age on correction performance. Despite these
limitations, the authors demonstrated significant improvements using a simple power-
functional approach, which, beyond that, also offset the disadvantages of CRN compared to
osmolality and specific gravity in traditional linear adjustments.
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1.5 Selection criteria for total weight arsenic as primary example marker

Based on these promising attempts at non-linear diuresis compensation, this retrospective
analysis of a considerable set of n = 5553 urinary total weight arsenic samples aimed to
optimize diuresis control by establishing a numerical method for accurate SDAE adjustment.
In contrast to previous research, the relatively high sample number permitted a systematic
investigation of the influences of analyte concentration, age, and sex on the SDAE and its
adequate compensation. Arsenic was chosen as the primary exemplary marker because of
its essential role as a significant human environmental pathogen and its predominant
excretion by the kidneys.'® Arsenic can be precisely quantified in most urines above the
detection limit (1 pg/L) of Inductively Coupled Plasma Mass Spectrometry (ICP-MS), the most
commonly employed method for arsenic determination.’® The standard marker for the first
clinical assessment of arsenic exposure is urinary total weight arsenic, of which the Institute
for Medical Diagnostics Berlin-Potsdam, Germany (IMD) was able to provide a large enough
number of samples for establishing the numerical approach of this study. Another argument
for choosing arsenic was the availability of the above-mentioned previous research on non-
linear CRN-correction, allowing the results of this study to be further substantiated.® The
comparatively large set of n = 5599 samples permitted the development of a more
sophisticated progression of S-PFCRC, providing stable dilution adjustment in the upper and
lower marginal areas of urinary arsenic. The efficiency of the novel non-linear correction
method initially developed on the arsenic samples was subsequently confirmed on urinary
iodine and several other metals (cesium, molybdenum, strontium, and zinc). A more detailed
investigation of the effects of age and sex on the corrective functions will be the subject of a
separate publication.

1.6. Objectives of the study

The aims of the present study were as follows:

1) Accurately assessing the dependence of total weight arsenic on CRN.

2) Developing a reliable and easily implementable mathematical correction method for
standardizing to a CRN of 1 g/L that can also be applied to other urinary biomarkers.

3) Validating the standardization function by comparing residual dependencies in aggregate
and sex-disaggregated data and correlating urinary data of different result modes with blood
total weight arsenic in parallel detections.

4) Evaluating the applicability of the method for other elements

2. Methodology

2.1. Study population

Anonymized data of n = 5752 spot urine samples collected between January 2014 and
August 2022 from the Institute for Medical Diagnostics Berlin-Potsdam, Germany (IMD),
were at our disposal. The data, which included information on sex, age, CRN, and total
weight of urinary arsenic, was part of multi-element metal screening panels in the urine of
diverse populations in Germany, Switzerland, and Austria. These panels were conducted as
routine preventive and diagnostic medical screening procedures, ensuring a comprehensive
and generally demographically representative dataset. While in epidemiological
investigations, the specification of individual arsenic components (usually inorganic As,
MMA, DMA, and arsenobetaine) is frequently performed, in the clinical setting, speciation is
only carried out in case of elevated total weight arsenic for source apportionment purposes.
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At the time of this investigation, not enough specified samples were available for a more in-
depth analysis of the various urinary arsenic species. Apart from sex and age, no further
health-related clinical information, like diagnosis, indications for the examination,
medications, or other factors influencing CRN and urinary arsenic, was available from the
Institute for Medical Diagnostics. As this study represents a clinical retrospective error
analysis rather than an epidemiological trial, no arsenic exposure data was available for the
evaluation, such as drinking water concentrations or dietary habits, especially regarding the
consumption of rice products and seafood.

The World Health Organization's drinking water guideline values of 10 pg/L are
implemented in the drinking water regulations of the relevant countries.””””° They are
generally met in these areas, where drinking water arsenic levels of 10 pg/L or higher are
rarely found, and average urinary background concentration of inorganic arsenic metabolites
(inorganic arsenic + MMA + DMA) are generally below 10 pug/L.2 It can be assumed that
there was no specific suspicion of arsenic contamination in drinking water leading to the
multi-element metal screening, and the samples represent the combined background
exposure of inorganic and organic arsenic. Any significant elevations of total weight arsenic
levels in these regions are most commonly attributable to arsenobetaine, mainly from
marine food, considering the quantitative predominance of this organic source compared to
the usually low background exposure to inorganic arsenic from drinking water and a variety
of foods.68% Ingestion of a serving of seafood may result in total urinary arsenic levels of
more than 800 pg/L.28%8! In contrast, subjects without seafood consumption or excessive
exposure to inorganic arsenic in drinking water or the working environment usually display
urinary arsenic concentrations ranging between 5 and 50 pg/L.%°

The large sample size and exclusion of outliers in data analysis compensate for
potential shortcomings. As elaborated in Section 1.4, the causes of SDAE are generally
misperceived physiological realities that apply to all subjects to varying degrees. The random
fluctuations about idiosyncrasies with influence on CRN production and excretion,
genetically and metabolically determined arsenic methylation, or the exposure-variable
chemical compositions of urinary arsenic are understood to average out, ensuring a robust
and sufficiently accurate SDAE assessment. The study populations of other elements
analyzed were equally heterogeneous and regionally confined to the countries mentioned
above.

2.2. Trimming of data

Out of the 5752 arsenic samples, six highly concentrated samples exhibiting CRN levels
higher than 4.5 g/L were excluded from the analysis. The remaining 5746 samples, which
included 3085 females and 2661 males, were adjusted for age. Children below 14 years of
age have different toxicokinetic of arsenic methylation and excretion and display rapid
changes in CRN metabolism caused by muscle growth. Therefore, 151 samples of patients
under 14 years of age, including 42 females and 109 males, were precluded from the
analysis. Additionally, the study did not consider the 42 subjects above the age of 82 (19
females and 23 males) due to potential comorbidity, chronic kidney disease, and complex
medications that could affect urinary arsenic and CRN levels. Table 2 summarizes the
descriptive data of the 5553 samples remaining for statistical analysis. The urinary
concentrations of males showed significantly higher CRN and uncorrected arsenic (uAsuc)
levels compared to females (p<0.001). Conversely, there were no significant differences
between the sexes in conventionally CRN-adjusted arsenic levels (uAsc) and age distribution.
Appendices 1-4 provide further details on the age structure and distribution of linear and
log-transformed CRN and arsenic data by sex. Log transformation was applied to
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3024 51.8 13.6
2529 52.2* 142 14 82 42 53 62 20 -0.2
5553 52 13.8 14 82 43 53 61 18 -0.3
3024 0.8 0.6 0 38 0.3 0.6 11 0.8 15
2529 algk 0.7 0.1 4.5 0.6 11 1.6 1 0.9
5553 1 0.7 0 4.5 0.4 0.8 1.4 0.9 1.2
o 3024 17.7 36.7 10 778 3.2 7 16.3 13.1 7.6
we/l) 2529 31.6** 143.2 L 5763 il 10.7 26.5 214 30.2
5553 24 100.6 il 5763 4 8.6 20.6 16.6 40
s 3024 25.2 47.3 0.7 778 5.8 11.1 24.6 18.8 6.9
(ug/E CRN) 2529 27.7* 1234 0.9 5100 5.5 10.7 25.4 20 315
5553 26.3 90.3 0.7 5100 5.6 10.9 25 19.4 37.2

Table 2: Sex-differentiate and -aggregate statistics of the 5553 samples (Set 1) analyzed for adjustment
formula development.

approximate data to a normal distribution. As can be seen from the Q-Q plots in Appendix 1-
5, the log-transformed data were approximately normally distributed in contrast to their
linear expression, albeit formal normality could not be confirmed in the mathematical tests
conducted (Kolmogorov-Smirnov, Shapiro-Wilk, and Anderson-Darling). Therefore,
parametric tests were avoided, and a Mann-Whitney U-Test was used instead to evaluate
the significance of sex differences. As explained in Section 2.6, the upper 1% of arsenic
values in each CRN band were disregarded when generating corrective formulas to minimize
the impact of outliers.

2.3. Treatment of arsenic values below the detection limit
The study included 116 female and 32 male urine samples with unknown urinary arsenic
levels below the 1 pg/L detection limit of the ICP-MS method. A distribution between 0.5
and 0.99 pg/L was assumed for these samples, as lower values seemed unlikely due to the
prevalent arsenic background exposure. To approximate the values below the detection
limit, the dependence of uAsyc on urinary concentration was considered using the following
formulas: Females estimated uAsyc = 0.92 + 0.17 x In(CRN g/L)
Males estimated uAsyc = 0.99 + 0.20 x In(CRN g/L)

This way, the samples below the detection limit were distributed in the 0.5-0.99 pg/L range,
depending on CRN, with average estimated arsenic values of 0.62 for females and 0.72 for
males. With this form of estimation, the graphical data analyses showed considerably more
plausible value distributions than either the omission or the frequently used fixed
substitution of the values below the detection limit with half the detection limit (in this case,
0.5 pg/L) or the detection limit divided by the square root of 2 (in this case, 0.71). It should
be noted that the different handling of values below the detection limit does not cause any
essential variability in the correction formulae and their efficiency. Similar calculations were
performed for the 69 blood samples below the detection limit of 0.2 ug/L accounting for the
correlation between arsenic in blood and urine using the unisex formula:

Estimated blood As = 0.082 + 0.028 x In(urinary As normalized to pug/1g CRN = uAsy)
This estimate distributed the blood values below the detection limit between 0.08 and 0.19
ug/L with an average value of 0.12 pg/L corresponding to 60% of the detection limit.

2.4. Samples collection, preservation, transportation, and storage procedures

2.4.1. Urine

Urine samples were collected in neutral monovettes (Sarstedt) and shipped to the
laboratory at room temperature within 24 hours for immediate CRN measurement. They
were then stored at 4°C for 1-4 days for subsequent ICP-MS measurement.
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2.4.2. Blood

Venous whole blood was collected in sampling tubes with and without EDTA or heparin for
anticoagulation (Sarstedt) and sent to the laboratory by overnight transport or surface mail.
The serum was separated from whole blood samples without EDTA/heparin anticoagulation
by centrifugation at 2000 x g for 10 min. The stability of elements in human specimens was
validated over 14 days at room temperature.

2.5. Sample preparation and analysis procedures

2.5.1. Inductively coupled plasma-mass spectrometry (ICP-MS) measurements of metals
Metal ion concentrations were determined by inductively coupled plasma-mass
spectrometry (ICP-MS) in serum (iodine), anticoagulated whole blood (total arsenic), and
urine (total arsenic, cesium, iodine, molybdenum, strontium, zinc). Arsenic species were not
analyzed. In preparation for ICP-MS analysis, Urine was diluted 1:10 in 1% HNOs (Suprapur,
Supelco), and serum and anticoagulated whole blood samples were diluted 1:20 in high
purity 0,1% NH3 (Suprapur, Supelco) / 0,02% Lutrol F88 (AppliChem).

Metals were analyzed in collision/reaction cell mode by ICP-MS (ICapQ, Thermo Fisher),
using external and internal standard calibration (Elemental Scientific). Results represent
means of three measurements each.

2.5.2. Creatinine measurement
Creatinine analysis was performed enzymatically using the Alinity assay (Abbot
Laboratories).

2.6. Normalization of arsenic to urinary concentrations of 1 g/L CRN

The standardization of CRN-corrected urine measurements to 1g/L CRN by Middleton et al.
(2019) is the primary consideration of the dynamic potency functional dilution adjustment
developed and applied here.? The authors had adopted Araki's compensation of log-linear
relationships between urine flow rate and analyte to CRN correction,! while assuming
power functional relationships between uAsyc and CRN with exponents b to be constant and
independent of analyte levels:>1%131>

(1)  uAsn = uAsyc/CRNP
uAsy = urinary arsenic normalized to 1g/L CRN
uAsyc = uncorrected urinary arsenic (ug/L)

The mathematical derivation of this basic assumption is outlined in Supplementary File 2.
Figure 3 summarizes the computational steps used here to express the previously constant
exponent b as a function of CRN, uAsyc, and the two analyte-specific coefficients c and d.
Arsenic-stratified power functional analysis of 7 uAsyc septiles revealed a consistent log-
linear dependence of exponent b on arsenic normalized to 1g/L CRN (uAsn):

(2) b =cxIn(uAsn) +d (uAsn = a; Figure 3d)
Eqg.(2) can be transformed to

(2" a = uAsy =exp (b/c-d/c)
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The junction of Eq.(1) and Eq.(2') allows for the elimination of unknown uAsy and expression
of exponent b as a function of the measured CRN, uAsuyc, along with coefficients c and d:

(3) uAsy = exp (b/c - d/c) = uAsuc/CRNP
Solving (3) for exponent b yields:
(3) b = [c % In(uAsuc) + d] / [c x In(CRN) + 1]

This variable exponent b was inserted into Eq.(1) to obtain the general corrective formula
used in this study:

(4) uAsy = UAsyc / CRN [c x Ln(uAsUC) + d] / [c x Ln(CRN) + 1]

Analog calculations were performed using log-transformed CRN and uAsyc data, which will
require two linear regression steps, as illustrated in Supplementary File 2. The dependency
of exponent b on arsenic levels varies substantially between the sexes, as females show an
inverse relationship between exponent b and uAsy (Figure 4) with a negative sign of
coefficient c. At the same time, men exhibit a positive coefficient ¢, implicating b to increase
with rising uAsy levels, as illustrated in Figure 3d. Therefore, sex-differentiated and sex-
aggregated formulas to standardize arsenic to 1g/L CRN were generated and applied to the
respective datasets (Table 3). As shown in Appendix 2, the distribution of CRN values about
the diuresis range is not symmetrical. This may cause an incorrect estimation of the
relationship between uAsyc and CRN and its subsequent adjustment. To address this issue,
uAsyc was standardized by computing means for each uAsyc septile within each CRN band. In
both sexes, sufficient samples for this step were available for CRN values < 2.4 g/L, in males
even for CRN values < 2.8 g/L. To determine the coefficients c and d, power functional
regressions were performed on these symmetrically distributed mean values over the CRN
range <2.4 g/L or on all asymmetrically distributed data points of either the complete or a
limited CRN range (Figure 3d). The variability in the coefficients c and d primarily depended
on the recorded CRN ranges. CRN-asymmetry adjusted and non-adjusted curves were similar
when restricted to < 2.4 g/L CRN. Generally, the curves tend to flatten out more as urinary
concentration increases, and excluding higher CRN concentrations from the analysis will thus
implicate steeper near-linear curves with larger exponents b. Therefore, CRN normalized
data ranges should ideally correspond to those used for the correction formula generation.
This was adhered to when evaluating the standardization efficacy.

2.7. Determination of corrective formulas

From CRN (g/L) and uncorrected arsenic (uUAsuc, ug/L), 14 different result modes were
defined and compared regarding their dilution compensatory performance. Among those 14
modes were uAsuc (Ug/L), uAsc (ug/g CRN), four variables (V-PFCRC, ug/1g CRN), and four
simple (S-PFCRC, pug/1g CRN) power functional CRN-corrections based on Set 1 (Section 2.1)
and an additional two S-PFCRC and V-PFCRC adjustments each, based on analysis of the 1145
samples of data Set 2 as defined in Section 2.9.
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a £ normalized Arsenic (ug/1g CRN) mapping of the diuresis range < 2.4 g/L CRN for

females and <2.8 g/L CRN for males. (D) Log-linear
regression between arsenic normalized to 1g/L
CRN (= a = uAsy) and the corresponding exponent
b was performed for uncalibrated (from step B)
and calibrated data (from step C), yielding the
analyte-specific coefficients c and d as the
determinants of the variable exponent b.

The standard mathematical basis of all 14 result modes is the formula (1) from Section 2.6:
(1) Arsenic adjusted = uAsyc/CRN ®

The uncorrected and the three CRN-adjustment modes differ essentially in their exponent b,
which is calculated as follows:

1. Uncorrected b=0
2. UAsC: b=1
3. V-PFCRC: b = [c x In(uAsuc) + d] / [c x In(CRN) + 1]

4. S-PFCRC: b = constant (# 0 and # 1), determined as the mean of seven
exponents of regression curves of uAsyc septiles (Figures 3b/c)


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.09.23285582
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.02.09.23285582; this version posted May 29, 2024. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

18
Sexes Exponent b Coefficientc Coefficientd
Result Tvpe CRN-Range differentiate or | Result (S-PFCRC) (V-PFCRC) (V-PECRC)
® aggregate Female Female Female
SD/SA
Uncorrected All - 1 0 -
CCRC All - 2 1 -
M SD 3 - -0.032 0.043 0916 0.732
@ cRC SA 4 - -0.0146 0.8055
n V-PFCR
1o @ s24g/L SD 5 - -0.111 0.792 1.054 0.689
£ £ CRN-Asymmetry
- = compensated SA 6 - 0.031 0.7794
-
b4 Al SD 7 0.837 0.84 -
S-PFCRC SA 8 0:84 -
<2.4g/L SD 9 0.79 0.889 -
CRN-Asymmetry
compensated SA 10 0.856 -
g o SD 11 - 0.055 0.207 0.617 0.299
-} V-PFCRC All
L@ SA 12 - 0.081 0.652
-t
o2 £2.4g/L SD 13 0.75 0.85 -
y ik S-PFCRC CRN-Asymmetry
n > compensated SA 14 0.856 —

Table 3: Definition of 14 urinary arsenic result modes and their corresponding exponents b (for S-PFCRC) or
coefficients c and d (for V-PFCRC).

The V-PFCRC and S-PFCRC formulae were determined separately for both males and females
and combined. These determinations were made in data Set 1 (Section 2.1, Table 2) for the
entire CRN range without CRN-asymmetry compensation (Figure 3b) and for CRN-asymmetry
adjusted data limited to the CRN range of < 2.4 g/L (Figure 3c). This yielded four V-PFCRC
and four S-PFCRC formulae each for Set 1. However, due to its smaller size, no valid CRN-
asymmetry correction was calculable for the second set (Section 2.10, Table 4). Thus, only
two V-PFCRCs and two S-PFCRCs were determined for Set 2. Table 3 summarizes the
resulting 14 modes and their corresponding coefficients c and d (for V-PFCRC) or exponents
b (for S-PFCRC).

2.8. Intercompare different arsenic results modes in complete data sets

Vital statistical data (means, SD, quartiles 1-3, skew, and kurtosis) of female, male, and sex-
aggregated results of all 14 modes were calculated and compared for complete and CRN-
restricted (to < 2.4 g/L) data sets. After the mathematical establishment of non-normal
distribution of all data in both linear and log transformed mode, Spearman correlation
analysis was performed to determine the strength of correlations (r, p) between arsenic of
all 14 results modes with age and CRN in both sexes separately and combined for complete
and CRN-restricted data <2.4 g/L. To better understand the differences in value distributions
across various result modes and to identify any systemic discrepancies or outliers in the
measurements, the V-PFCRC values of mode 5 were compared with four other modes in
Bland-Altmann plots and scatter diagrams of percentile ranks. These included the
uncorrected (mode 1), CCRC (mode 2), sex-differentiated S-PFCRC (mode 9), and sex-
aggregated V-PFCRC (mode 6) results. Percentile ranks were used to enhance the clarity of
the presentation.

2.9. Intercompare different arsenic results modes in arsenic septile stratified data

To investigate the potential influences of arsenic exposure levels on correction efficiency,
the residual dependence of the log-transformed V-PFCRC values of mode 5 on CRN was
evaluated using linear regression analyses of every single septile and compared with the
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analogous septile results of the other three result modes, 1. uncorrected (ug/L, mode 1), 2.
conventionally CRN corrected (CCRC, ug/g CRN, mode 2), and 3. simple power functionally
corrected (S-PFCRC, pg/1g CRN, mode 9). For this, female, male, and combined data sets of
the uncorrected and the three CRN-adjusted arsenic result modes were CRN-specifically
percentile ranked, fragmented into arsenic septiles of each respective mode, and
compensated for the asymmetrical CRN distribution analogous to the uAsyc samples to
generate corrective formulas, as described in Figure 3c. The mean values obtained were log-
transformed, which enabled linear regression and, thus, a more precise visualization of
residual dependencies of arsenic on CRN in straight instead of curved lines. Linear regression
analyses were conducted to determine R? and slopes for log data of CRN and arsenic of all
septiles in each mode.

2.10. Correlation of urine and blood total weight arsenic

To investigate the impact of power-functional modifications on the correlation between
blood and urinary total weight arsenic, the Institute for Medical Diagnostics provided a
dataset of 1175 samples obtained between April 2014 and March 2024 (Set 2). This dataset
included total weight arsenic measurements in urine and EDTA blood. To ensure consistency,
the data was trimmed to exclude 16 patients younger than 14 years and 14 older than 82
years (as was done in Section 2.1). The remaining 1145 blood/urine samples significantly
overlapped with the original urine data used for formula determination. Of these samples,
812 were part of the first data set, while the remaining 333 samples were collected later.
The key statistics of the blood/urine Set 2 are summarized in Table 4. The interpretation of
correlation results on complete data sets was complicated by the typically low blood
concentrations of total arsenic. These were previously found to range between 1-2 ug/Lin a
low-exposure population, in contrast to urinary concentrations between 5 and 50 pg/L in
similar populations.®%8%8283 This limited sensitivity and resolution of blood can generate
significant analytical errors, especially in lower arsenic blood samples.

Max | Quartile 1 Median | Quartile 3

F 585 51.5° 13.4 15 82 43 52 60 17 -0.1
Age M 560 52.1** 13.1 14 82 43 53 61 18 -0.1
All 1145 51.8° 13.2 14 82 43 52 60 17 -0.1
CRN F 585 1.0¢ 0.7 0.04 5.8 0.4 0.8 1.3 09 1.9
@) M 560 1.30%%* 0.8 0.12 45 0.7 1.2 1.8 11 09
All 1145 1.19 0.8 0.04 58 0.6 1 1.5 1 13
F 585 23.0° 52.7 0.4 778 34 7.9 195 16.1 7.5
uAs
(uglllj.(; M 560 44,90 %** 151.8 0.6 3176 55 131 383 32.8 16.2
All 1145 33.7¢ 113.1 0.4 3176 43 10.2 26.7 22.4 19.7
F 585 26.6% 52.1 11 778 5.2 9.6 26.7 21.5 7.3
(IJEI; CRN M 560 33.80%* 102.2 0.8 2146 S5 121 33.9 28.4 16.3
All 1145 30.1° 80.6 0.8 2146 53 10.8 30 24.7 17.3
Blood A F 585 1.38 2.9 0.1 44.3 0.3 0.7 1.5 1.2 10
00 S
(ng/L) M 560 2,02 *** 3.1 0.08 28.5 0.5 0.9 2.3 138 4.1
All 1145 1.7 3 0.08 44.3 0.4 0.8 1.8 1.4 6.8

Significance level of difference to urine data set 1 (Mann-Whitney U-Test): 2 p > 0.05, ® p < 0.05, ©p < 0.01, ¢ p < 0.001
Significance level of sex difference (Mann-Whitney U-Test): * p>0.05, ** p <0.05, *** p <0.001

Table 4: Sex-differentiate and -aggregate statistics of the 1145 samples (Set 2) analyzed for correlation
between arsenic in blood and 14 different urinary result modes.
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For this reason, additional Spearman correlations between arsenic in blood and urine were
performed in various sample subsets after precluding samples lower than the limits of
quartiles 1, 2, 3, or the lower 90% values. Appendix 7 details the sample sizes and the
respective minimal blood arsenic levels of these restricted data sets for females, males, and
combined data.

2.11. V-PFCRC of other elements

The study examined whether the variable exponent principle observed between CRN and
urine analyte for arsenic would also apply to other metals. For this purpose, analog
calculations were performed on cesium (n 3500), strontium (n 3560), molybdenum (n 4044),
and zinc (n 4025). Additionally, the study analyzed an extensive dataset of 58439 urinary
iodine samples (f 49745, m 8694) using power functional regression analysis described in
Section 2.6. For a subset of 1823 urine iodine samples, parallel measurements were
conducted in EDTA blood, and correlation analyses were performed between the individual
urine dilution correction modes and blood for the halogen iodine analog to the correlations
described in Section 2.9. The results of these non-arsenic elements that support the core
statement of the paper will be briefly outlined, as their detailed presentation is subject to a
separate publication.

3. Results

3.1. Analyte specific coefficients c and d in females, males, and combined data

Figure 4 illustrates the relationship between coefficient a and exponent b of power
functional regression curves over CRN and uncorrected arsenic septiles, as shown in Figure
3b/c. The coefficient a corresponds to arsenic levels normalized to 1 g/L CRN (uAsn), as
explained in Appendix 26. Females display an inverse log-linear relationship with arsenic
exposure. The sex discrepancy of curves is more significant in dilution asymmetry-adjusted
values than in uncompensated curves. The range restriction of CRN is the probable cause for
this discrepancy rather than the compensation by averaging, as very similar curves for the
non-asymmetry compensated to those of the compensated data sets resulted when both
were CRN restricted to <2.4 g/L, as illustrated in Figure 3d. The well-correlating log-linear

y =0.079In(x) + 0.689
19 R*=0.848

e y=0.0431n(x) + 0.732
& R*=0.734

1.0
2 0.9 y=0 z‘-iy‘n(jw +0.806
— "=0.311
é:) ——All, all CRN
Pt \ y=-0.032ln(x)‘0.916
o 0.8 N\ R*=0.520
9‘ ——Female, all CRN
w
---=--All, $2.4g/L CRN, means
0.7 y=-0.111n(x) +1.054 = = «=cea- Male, s2.4g/L CRN, means
e R*=0.92
----- Female, s2.4g/L CRN, means
0.6
0 20 40 60 80 100

uAsy (Hg/1g CRN) & Coefficient a

Figure 4: Log-linear relationship between coefficient a and exponent b for women (purple), men (blue), and the
combined data (green). Data for a and b were obtained from two different types of power-functional regression curves.
The first type was based on regressions across the total values of the respective arsenic septiles across the entire CRN range
(solid lines, Figure 3b). In contrast, the second type was derived from regression across the 12 average values of the arsenic
septiles of 0.2 g/L CRN bands between 0 and 2.4 g/L CRN (dashed lines, Figure 3c). The latter approach was adopted to
address the dilution asymmetry of urine samples, as detailed for CRN in Appendix 2.
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curves between coefficients a and exponents b of type b = ¢ x a + d revealed a significant
dependency of exponent b on both arsenic level and sex. This relationship represents an
important discovery in this study, indicating substantial advancements in existing CRN
corrections to compensate for intricate, non-linear dilution biases accurately. The
coefficients c and d for the CRN-asymmetry adjusted datasets limited to <2.4 g/L CRN were
inserted into the correction formula (Equation 4, Section 2.6), and V-PFCRC values were
calculated.

3.2 Validation of dilution adjustment efficiency

Two methods were employed to validate the efficacy of urinary arsenic results. Firstly, the
residual dependencies of V-PFCRC on CRN were analyzed by Spearman correlation for the
log data of all four simple and variable power functional CRN corrections according to the
formulas detailed in Section 2.7. The efficacy of uncorrected arsenic, CCRC, and the power-
functional adjustments was then evaluated in both total collectives and septile-stratified for
females, males, and combined data. Secondly, fewer samples (Set 2) were available to
compare parallel determined urine and blood arsenic values.

3.2.1 Statistical attributes of total S-PFCRC and V-PFCRC adjusted data sets

The sex-differentiated statistical parameters of the uncorrected and the conventionally and
power-functionally dilution-adjusted data restricted to < 2.4 g/L are shown in Table 5.
Analogous summaries for sex-differentiated complete data without CRN-restriction and sex-
aggregated data only minorly differ from Table 5 and can be found in Appendices 8-10. All 14
datasets could not be proven to be normally distributed. In both sexes, the levels of arsenic
in quartiles 1-3 were similar across different adjustment modes, with CCRC consistently
ranking highest and uncorrected urine lowest, and all adjustments by S-PFCRC and V-PFCRC
exhibiting levels between these two extremes. Moreover, the minimum and maximum
values of all CRN-adjusted modes varied moderately in both sexes and were not distorted
into abnormal ranges by the various power functional corrections. Uncorrected urinary
arsenic values for mean, median, and quartiles 1 and 3 were lower in females than in males.
Conventional CRN correction inverts this relationship in the medians and quartile 1, whereas
quartile 3 of CCRC remains higher in males.

BASIC Parameters V-PFCRC S-PFCRC

AUCRNS2.4g/L, n=5324 e i S-DIF S-AGG S-DIF S-AGG S-DIF S-AGG -
Female, n = 2957 L;:: ;cltN N-CAA N-CAA CAA CAA N-CAA N-CAA
Male, n =2367 (hg/t) (e/ECRN) | oy e Al CRN CRN=2.4 | CRNs2.4 | AUCRN AUCRN CRNs2.4

Sex F M F M F M F M F M F M F M F M F M F M F M F M
Mean 520 525 08 1.4 173 301 255 283|227 277 221 2789 214 276 240 279|231 279 232 279 226 278 234 279
Std. Deviation 13.5 141 0.5 0.6 36.2 1465 47.8 127.3 | 41.7 1238 41.2 131.0 384 1182 465 1269 | 434 1289 435 1289 425 127.7 439 1287
Minimum 140 140 0.0 0.1 0.5 0.5 0.7 0.9 0.7 1.0 0.7 1.0 0.6 1.0 0.7 1.0 0.7 1.0 0.7 1.0 0.7 1.0 0.7 1.0
Maximum 82 82 2 2 778 5763 778 5100 | 778 5039 778 5303 778 4878 778 5073 | 778 5201 778 5201 778 5170 778 5190
Quartile 1 43.0 43.0 03 0.6 3.2 4.8 5.9 5.6 56 55 54 5.4 5.6 5.5 8.5 5.5 5.5 5.5 5.5 5.5 54 5.5 5.6 5.5

Quartile 2 (Median) | 53.0 53.0 086 1.0 69 100 111 108 | 100 105 97 104 99 104 100 105|100 104 101 105 9.8 104 101 105

Quartile 3 61.0 620 1. 15 | 158 244 250 257|217 251 21.0 250 208 251 226 252 (220 250 221 250 215 250 224 251
Skew 03 -02 1.0 0.3 77 301 69 307 68 314 6989 314 70 319 71 306 69 311 69 311 69 312 69 311
Kurtosis 02 -03 02 -08 |101 108 72 1126 75 1186 77 1172 83 1238 77 1120 75 1156 75 1155 76 1168 74 1153

*Minimum uncorrected arsenic levels were estimated as detailed in Section 2.3; minima of modes 2-10 are derived from these estimates.

Table 5: Comparison of sex-differentiated key statistics of Set 1 restricted to CRN values of < 2.4 g/L for ten
urinary result modes. The data include uncorrected urine, CCRC, four S-PFCRC, and four V-PFCRC dilution
adjustments, detailed in Table 3. Sex-aggregated data with the same CRN restriction for Set 1 are available in
Appendix 8. For unrestricted data sets, including all CRN values, refer to Appendices 9 and 10. Abbreviations:
CAA CRN-asymmetry adjusted, N-CAA Non-CRN-asymmetry adjusted, S-DIF Sex-differentiated, S-AGG Sex-
aggregated.
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Figure 5: Comparison of female (n = 3024) and male (n = 2529) percentile-ranked sex-differentiated, CRN-
asymmetry adjusted V-PFCRC results (result mode 5) with four other modes (UC, CCRC, S-PFCRC mode 9, V-
PFCRC mode 6) in scatter diagrams and Bland-Altman plots for complete data sets.

In all simple and variable power function corrections, the medians and quartile 3 are still
higher in males. In contrast, quartile 1 in all CRN-corrected result modes shows no sex
difference or higher values for females. The significantly lower male/female ratio of blood
arsenic quartile 1, compared to this ratio in the urine of both Set 1 and Set 2 (see Section
3.2.5), also supports the argument of a sex-disproportional computational increase of female
arsenic urine values by CRN correction, especially in the lower concentrated spectrum.
Figure 5 compares sex-differentiated V-PFCRC arsenic with the other result modes in scatter
and Bland-Altmann Plots. The broadest scatter and the highest standard deviations in Bland-
Altman plots exist between V-PFCRC and uAsyc, with the highest variance in the middle
arsenic concentration ranges and better agreement between the result modes in both
extremes. Conventional CRN correction (CCRC) exhibits much more robust agreement with
V-PFCRC than uAsyc. The broadest scatter between CCRC and V-PFCRC is seen in the upper
half of the arsenic spectrum for females and the lower half for males.

The other power functional corrections, i.e., the S-PFCRC (mode 9) of Figure 5c and
the sex-aggregated V-PFCRC of Figure 5d (mode 6), display an overall much closer
agreement with the sex-differentiated V-PFCRC of result mode 5. The standard deviations of
both sexes' Bland-Altman plots of Figures 5c and 5d are very low compared to uAsyc and
uAsc. The corresponding dot clouds exhibit a characteristic bow tie shape with a waist of
high-value coherence in the middle arsenic concentration range and more substantial
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discrepancies towards both spectrum extremes. The long axis of the dot clouds appears
tilted downwards for women compared to men. This tilt reflects the sex-specific relationship
between exponent b and arsenic level, as indicated by the opposite signs of coefficients c
shown in Figure 4.

In summary, the differences between the V-PFCRC compensated mode 5, considered
the most efficient dilution adjustment (see Section 3.2.7), are most prominent for
uncorrected urine, moderate for CCRC, and minimal for other power-functional adjustments,
whether simple or variable.

3.2.2. Correlations between arsenic and CRN of complete data sets

Table 6 summarizes the Spearman correlations between urine arsenic in result modes 1-10
from Table 3 with age and CRN. Both sex-aggregate and -differentiate data show a
significant, strong positive correlation between CRN and uncorrected arsenic.

Conventional CRN correction inverts this relation into a weak but significant negative
correlation, indicating substantial overcorrection of arsenic by CCRC. In contrast, all simple
and variable power functional correction modes significantly reduce the dependence of the
dilution-adjusted arsenic results on CRN. Overall, the V-PFCRC modes 3 and 6 and the S-
PFCRC modes 7 and 8 yield the lowest correlation coefficients with the highest p values. In
both sexes and sex-aggregated data, restrictions of valid CRN ranges to values < 2.4 g/L
further reduce correlations between CRN and arsenic in most conventional and power
functional results modes (Appendix 11). In summary, the correlations of Table 6 provide
evidence of the efficient removal of dilution bias by all power functional corrections in the
respective total collectives. In this respect, there were no substantial differences between
simple and variable power functions. The tendency was towards more effective dilution
compensation in S-PFCRC than in V-PFCRC modes. However, these correlation reductions in
total collectives do not necessarily translate into more valid results. As demonstrated in the
following Section, they might partly be caused by mutually neutralizing residual
dependencies within the different arsenic exposure levels.

AlLLCRN BASIC Parameters V-PFCRC S-PFCRC

Result mode number

Spearman AUCRN AUCRN | CRNs2.4 | CRNs24| AUCRN AUCRN | CRNs2.4 | CRNs2.4
Correlation CRN (g/L) otil %til %til %til means means
Female, n=3024 sex dif. sex aggr. sex aggr. sex dif. sex aggr. sex dif. sex aggr.
Age r 1 -0.11 0.01 0.1 0.09 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.09 0.09
P <.001 455 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001
CRN (g/L) r -0.11 1 0.56 -0.12 1] 0.06 0.03 0 0.01 0.01 0.03 0
] <.001 <.001 <.001 .89 .001 125 .933 671 776 .072 .804
0
Age r 1 -0.14 0.08 0.15 0.14 0.13 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.14
] <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001
CRN (g/L) r -0.14 1 0.47 -0.11 4] 0.03 -0.03 -0.02 -0.01 -0.01 -0.03 -0.02
] <.001 <.001 <.001 .806 .09 .203 .404 .636 .626 082 2313
0
Age r 1 -0.11 0.04 0.12 011 0.11 011 0.11 0.1 0.11 011 0.11
[} <.001 .002 <.001 [ <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001
CRN (g/L) r -0.11 1 0.53 -0.12 1) 0.05 0.01 -0.01 o 0 0.01 -0.01
P <.001 <.001 <.001 ‘ .953 <.001 .578 .586 915 .986 647 421

Table 6: Spearman Correlation coefficients and significances (p) between age, CRN, and urinary arsenic in
complete data of the ten different result modes of sample Set 1. Analog results for the CRN-restricted data to
<2.4 g/L are given in Appendix 11. Abbreviations: CAA CRN-asymmetry adjusted, N-CAA Non-CRN-asymmetry
adjusted, S-DIF Sex-differentiated, S-AGG Sex-aggregated.
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3.2.3 Influence of arsenic level on dilution bias

The adjustment efficacy of V-PFCRC was further validated by linear regression analysis in
septile-stratified subsets of V-PFCRC results (mode 5) and comparison with the analog
analysis of uncorrected, CCRC-, and S-PFCRC (mode 9) arsenic results septiles, generated as
described in Section 2.9. The superior performance of the V-PFCRC method is demonstrated
in Figure 6 for both sexes separately and in sex-aggregate data based on better parallelism of
regression lines to the abscissa and lower R? and absolute slope values. By contrast,
uncorrected urine consistently underperforms in all three data sets, and in all septiles, R?
and slopes significantly rise with increasing CRN concentrations. Conversely, conventional
CRN correction generates overcorrection with substantial inverse residual dependencies
implicating high R? and negative slope values in all arsenic excretion levels of both sexes,
except the seventh male septile. The simple power-functional CRN correction (S-PFCRC,
mode 9) employing a constant exponent b consistently produced a distinct residual
dependence of arsenic on CRN in both sexes, especially at the upper and lower edges of the
arsenic spectrum in septiles 1, 2, and 7. This correlation differed between men and women
due to the opposite sign of their relation between arsenic level and exponent b, as described
in Section 3.1. In women, the septile regression lines converged with increasing CRN; in men,
they fanned out. However, these phenomena balanced out in sex-aggregated results,
reducing the overall dependence of S-PFCRC results on CRN in both sexes. Within the various
arsenic septiles of females, males and combined data, V-PFCRC more effectively eliminates
the correlation between CRN and arsenic than S-PFCRC. While S-PFCRC only provides
comparatively good results for the entire set of samples (Table 6, Appendix 11), V-PFCRC
additionally compensates for the influence of arsenic exposure on the dilution adjustment
error, as explained in Section 1.6. Overall, Figures 5a-c and Table 6 demonstrate the more
accurate dilution adjustment by V-PFCRC compared to all three result modes.
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Figure 6a: Residual dependence of four urinary arsenic result modes on female CRN concentration. The top
row depicts the linear regression curves between the log-transformed arsenic values over the log-transformed
CRN values for the uncorrected (uAsyc, mode 1), the conventionally CRN-corrected (CCRC, mode 2), the simple
power functional CRN-corrected (S-PFCRC, mode 9), and the variable power functional corrected (V-PFCRC,
mode 5) result mode for all respective seven septiles. The middle row illustrates the corresponding coefficients
of determination (R?) as the first measure of residual dependence of arsenic on CRN. The bottom row shows
the slope of the regression curve as the second measure of residual dependence. Regression lines parallel to
the abscissa, low R?, and flat curve slopes indicate a weak residual dependence of the arsenic result on CRN
and, thus, a more efficient dilution adjustment.
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Figure 6b: Residual dependence of four urinary arsenic result modes on CRN dilution in males.
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Figure 6¢: Residual dependence of four urinary arsenic result modes on CRN dilution in sex-aggregate data.

3.2.4. Correlation between arsenic in EDTA blood and urine

Blood, like urine, reflects the combined exposure to organic and inorganic arsenic. Total
weight arsenic in blood was reported to correlate well with that in urine,®® and conventional
CRN correction (CCRC) has improved this correlation to blood compared to uAsyc.3*
Accordingly, good correlations between arsenic in EDTA blood and all urinary results modes
were found in Set 2. However, the measurement uncertainty due to generally low
concentrations and the narrow bandwidth of blood arsenic, as detailed in Section 2.10, was
also evident in Set 2. Of the 1145 blood arsenic values analyzed, 6% (69/1145) were below
the ICP-MS detection limit. Additionally, 56.5% (647/1145) of values below 1 pg/L exhibited
a substantially lower resolution than their corresponding urine values. The resulting
analytical error potential, particularly for the lower half of the blood arsenic spectrum, is
illustrated in Appendix 12. Table 7 displays the Spearman correlation coefficients between
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blood arsenic and the 14 applied urine arsenic result modes for the sex-aggregated data of
Set 2. The correlation was studied for the complete data set of 1145 samples and
subpopulations of higher, more reliable values, excluding samples below the 1st, 2nd, and
3rd quartiles and the 90th percentile. Blood and urine arsenic of all modes showed a
significant positive correlation (p<0.001) in the entire data Set 2 and all its analyzed subsets.
The correlation coefficients decreased with increasing data pruning and ranged from 0.81 in
the overall set to 0.41 in the top 10 % values. In line with existing literature,® this correlation
was significantly improved in all sets by conventional CRN-correction (CCRC), raising the
Spearman coefficients r of uAsyc by 0.1-0.14. When applied to complete data, including the
values below the first or second quartile limit, none of the six simple and variable power-
functional corrections could improve the correlation between blood and CCRC urine. By
contrast, the sub-analyses of the top 50% and top 25% of blood arsenic values revealed
consistent improvements in correlations between blood and urine compared with CCRC for
most S-PFCRC and V-PFCRC modes, as indicated by the green values in Table 7. The most
marked improvement in correlation was observed for the CRN-asymmetry adjusted, sex-
differentiated V-PFCRC modes 5 and 11 (Section 2.6), which were the only modes whose
correlation gains were still visible in the subset of the highest 10 % of values. The correlation
characteristics evident in the combined data of Table 7 can also be observed in the female
data presented in Appendix 13 and, to a lesser extent, in the male data given in Appendix 14.
Specifically, V-PFCRC mode 5 also yielded the strongest correlations between arsenic levels
in blood and urine when both male and female data were analyzed separately.

Dilution Result All 2 1.Quartile | 2 2. Quartile | 2 3. Quartile 290% til
Adjustment mode | (20.08 ug/L) | (=0.5pg/l) | (=0.9pg/L) | (=1.5ug/l) | (=3.9ug/L)

£

I 0.67 0.63 0.57 0.4 0.3
CCRC 2 0.81 0.75 0.67 0.53 0.42
3 0.81 0.75 0.68 0.54 0.42
4 0.8 0.75 0.67 0.53 0.41
V-PFCRC
5 0.81 0.75 0.67 0.55 0.43
6 0.81 0.75 0.68 0.54 0.42
7 0.81 0.75 0.68 0.54 0.42
8 0.81 0.75 0.68 0.54 0.42
S-PFCRC
9 0.81 0.75 0.68 0.54 0.42
10 0.81 0.75 0.68 0.54 0.42
1 0.8 0.75 0.68 0.54 0.43
V-PFCRC
12 0.81 0.75 0.68 0.53 0.42
13 0.8 0.75 0.68 0.54 0.41
14 0.81 0.75 0.68 0.54 0.42

Table 7: Spearman correlation r between EDTA blood arsenic and urinary arsenic of the 14 result modes of
Table 3 in complete sex-aggregate data and after preclusion of blood arsenic values arsenic below quartile
limits 1-3 or the 90th percentile. In all analyses, the correlation of urine arsenic of the 14 result modes with
blood arsenic proved significant (p>0.001). Green numbers indicate an improved correlation of power
functional modes compared to conventional CRN correction.
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A = (F/M ratio arsenic urine / F/M Ratio arsenic blood)- 1

Figure 7: Deviation of urinary from blood female/male ratios of arsenic quartile limits 1-3. The difference (A)
between two F/M ratios can be expressed by the deviation of the quotient of both ratios from 1. This was
calculated for all 14 urinary result modes as A = (FM ratio urine / FM ratio blood) - 1. Delta values above 0
indicate that the F/M ratio in the respective urine result mode is too high compared to the widely dilution-
independent blood F/M ratios. A positive A can be caused by a dilution-adjustment-related upward distortion
of female values, a downward distortion of male values, or any combination of distortions that shift the F/M
ratio of the respective urine result mode net upward. Conversely, a A < 1 indicates the opposite.

In addition, correlation analysis, comparing the sex ratios of quartile limits 1-3 between
blood and urine, proved helpful in elucidating the dilution correction efficiency of the 14
different result modes. After determining quartile limits 1-3 for both sexes of Set 2
(Appendix 15), the female/male ratios of quartile limits were calculated for blood and all 14
urinary result modes. In Set 2, females generally exhibit lower levels of arsenic in their blood
and urine than males (Appendix 15). However, there are some differences between the two
matrices regarding the extent of this sex discrepancy, as illustrated in Figure 7. The widest
disparity between the female-male ratios in blood and urine of all adjustment types (CCRC,
P-PFCRC, and S-PFCRC) is found at the first quartile, that is, for the lower arsenic levels.
Conventional CRN correction resulted in the most significant gap (+58%), with the simple
(41-45%) and variable (37-47%) power-functional adjustments showing less marked
differences between blood and urine. This effect is likely due to stronger overcorrections by
conventional and, to a lesser extent, by power-functional CRN correction in the generally
more diluted urines of females (see Figures 2d and Appendix 2). By contrast, at the medians,
there is close agreement between the sex ratios for blood and urine for all CRN corrections.
While the uncorrected urine sex ratio is 22% lower than that of blood, the CRN corrected
values differ only between -2% and 3% from the median sex ratios in blood, with no
substantial differences between CCRC, S-PFCRC, and V-PFCRC adjustments.

The power-functional CRN-correction advantages over uncorrected urine and CCRC
are most apparent at the third quartile limit, consistent with the correlation results from
Table 6. While uncorrected (-22%) and CCRC urine (+23%) substantially diverge from the
corresponding blood value, the deviations for the variable and simple PFCRCs range only
from 2% to 16% with an average of +6% each. Following the correlation analyses in Table 7
and Appendices 13 and 14, the V-PFCRC modes 5 (+2%) and 11 (+3%) generated the best
results. This indicates that the sex-differentiated CRN-asymmetry adjusted V-PFCRC
approaches provide an adequate dilution adjustment.
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3.2.5. Correlation between arsenic in EDTA blood and age

Age was found to have a weak but significant positive correlation with blood arsenic in both
sexes and sex-aggregated analyses, as shown in Appendix 17. However, this correlation was
only observed in the complete data but not in subsets where lower arsenic blood samples
were excluded.

3.2.6. Correlation between arsenic in EDTA blood and urinary creatinine

No significant correlation was found between urine CRN concentrations and blood arsenic in
the analyzed sex-aggregated and male data sets (see Appendix 18). However, a weakly
negative but significant correlation was observed for women between blood arsenic and
CRN across the entire data Set 2. Notably, this correlation was no longer observed in the
trimmed sets when values below the detection limit and less precise lower blood arsenic
samples were omitted.

3.3 Variable Power functional CRN correction of other elements

The study examined the applicability of the variable power-functional relationships initially
discovered for urinary arsenic and CRN, as well as other metals and non-metals. To this end,
an analysis of iodine and four additional metals—cesium, molybdenum, strontium, and
zinc—was conducted. These elements were dilution-adjusted using the V-PFCRC method
described herein, and the results were compared with the respective uncorrected and CCRC
results. Figure 8 represents the logarithmic data of CRN and arsenic in all three tested result
modes for all six elements. The effectiveness of V-PFCRC in eliminating the correlation with
CRN is evident from the linear regression line parallel to the abscissa with minimum residual
slope and R? for all tested elements. Notably, the logarithmic relationship found for arsenic
between the value normalized to 1 g/L CRN (= coefficient a) and the exponent b, as shown in
Figure 4, differed considerably for the other elements (Appendix 19). The coefficients of
determination (R?) of the log-linear regression curves between exponent b and coefficient a
were highest for arsenic with R? 0.87, followed by iodine (R% 0.86), zinc (R 0.67), and
strontium (R? 0.26). For molybdenum (R% 0.0006) and cesium (R? 0.01), on the other hand,
no significant logarithmic relationship existed in these sex-aggregated analyses, i.e., there is
no considerable variation in the exponent b for these two elements. Therefore, in sex-
aggregated data of these metals, S-PFCRC adjustment, assuming a constant exponent b, will
achieve equally accurate results as V-PFCRC. Another interesting interelement difference
was the sign of the slope (coefficient c) between exponent and standardized arsenic
(coefficient a). This slope was positive for strontium and arsenic, i.e., exponent b increases
with the normalized analyte value.

In contrast, it was negative for iodine and zinc and absent for cesium and
molybdenum. This hints at similar renal tubular behavior of strontium and arsenic on the
one hand and between zinc and iodine on the other. The latter two generally have a much
higher concentration range in urine because they are often supplemented in considerably
higher doses than natural nutritional intake. In the case of iodine, they are even
administered intravenously in excessive doses by contrast media for radiological exams.
Abnormally high doses can lower the coefficients c due to upregulated tubular excretion at
unusually high exposure.
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Figure 8: Comparison of associations of CRN with urine values of 6 different elements in uncorrected, CCRC,
and V-PFCRC result modes. Sex-aggregated data of all elements shown were V-PFCRC adjusted using the
coefficients c and d obtained as illustrated in Appendix 19.

3.4. lodine analyses

The non-metal iodine was particularly suitable for validating the variable power functions
correction method, as the Institute for Medical Diagnostics could provide a large data set of
49745 female and 8694 male samples in the age group of 14-82 years. As for arsenic, the
coefficients c and d required for V-PFCRC could also be determined for iodine both with and
without CRN-asymmetry compensation, as described in Figures 3b and c. The large number
of samples also permitted percentile ranking in comparatively tighter CRN bands (Figure 3a)
and a more detailed investigation of the relationships between the halogen and CRN in
highly concentrated urine.
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3.4.1. Dependency of the systemic dilution adjustment error on iodine levels and sex

The systemic dilution adjustment error (SDAE) increases with higher urinary iodine excretion
in females and even more so in males since the latter display a more negative slope
(coefficient c) and thus a steeper decline of exponent b with increasing standardized urinary
iodine. The exponents b of the regression equations obtained in the V-PFCRC formula
determination for iodine were all < 1 and ranged between 0.52 and 0.75 (Appendix 20).
Exponents b < 1 signify a consistent shift of urinary lodine/CRN ratios towards CRN in more
dehydrated states, as explained in Figure 2. The negative sign of the coefficient c, in turn,
indicates that higher iodine loads even accentuate this discordant adaption to lower urinary
flow rates.

3.4.2. Correlation of iodine in serum with urine iodine in various result modes

The Institute of Medical Diagnostics could provide 1823 blood iodine values that were
determined in parallel with urine. Table 8 summarizes the Pearson correlations between
iodine in blood and the different urinary result modes of the data that are close to normally
distributed (Appendix 23). Both tested V-PFCRCs further improved this correlation in both
sexes and combined, with the improvement being more pronounced in women than men.
Notably, the simple power function corrections yielded similar results to the CCRC in males
while also demonstrating an improvement in the sex-aggregated and female sets. These
results were largely confirmed in the non-parametric Spearman analysis of the same set
(Appendix 24) and after excluding outliers (Appendix 25). Like arsenic, these improvements
in correlation could be confirmed in comparisons of Female/Male ratios for the iodine
quartile limits of serum and urine. Figure 9 illustrates that variable and simple potency
functional CRN corrections achieve extensive leveling of discrepancies in F/M ratios present
in uncorrected and CCRC urine in all three iodine quartiles. The somewhat more pronounced
improvement in urine-to-blood correlations of both iodine and arsenic in women compared
to men could be mainly due to a generally higher systemic dilution adjustment error in
lower-concentrated urine. Whether there are other sex-specific reasons for this discrepancy
apart from dilution remains to be determined.

Serum-Urine In lodine
lodine Complete S-PFCRC
log data (1g/1g CRN)
All serum iodine CRN-asym.
age 14-82 years adjusted
r 0.06 0.05 0.41 0.48 0.51 0.51 0.51 0.51
Female + Male 1823
p .008 0.04 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001
r 0.03 0.07 0.39 0.44 0.47 0.48 0.47 0.47
Female 1540
p 76 .006 <.001 <001 <,001 <,001 <.001 <.001
r 0.16 0.02 0.51 0.61 0.62 0.61 0.62 0.61
Male 283
p .007 686 <.001 <001 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001

Table 8: Summary of Pearson correlations (r) and significance (p) of serum iodine with CRN and urinary
iodine for complete female, male, and combined data sets. Urinary iodine was correlated in uncorrected,
conventionally, and four power-functionally CRN-corrected result modes. The two S-PFCRC or V-PFCRC modes
were tested in CRN-asymmetry-adjusted and unadjusted forms. Log-transformed, near-normally distributed
CRN, urinary, and serum iodine data were analyzed. Corresponding evaluations using non-parametric
Spearman analyses and correlation of trimmed data sets are summarized in Appendices 20 and 21.
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Quartile 1 Quartile 2 (Median) Quartile 3
Uncorrrected 0.22 ﬂ -0.13
CCRC 0.18 0.14 0.14
V-PFCRC CRN-asym-adj. 0.10 0.01 0.02
S-PFCRC CRN-asym-ad,. | Jon 0.00 0.01
V-PFCRC unadjusted I 0.1 N 0.04 0.03
S-PFCRC unadjusted | Joa2 '] 0.04 0.04

-0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 -0.3 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2

A = (F/M ratio arsenic urine / F/M Ratio arsenic blood) - 1

Figure 9: Deviation of urinary iodine female/male ratios of arsenic quartile limits 1-3 from corresponding
serum ratios. Analogy of the difference (A) between two F/M ratios to arsenic as shown in Figure 7.

4. Discussion

4.1. Compensation of systemic dilution adjustment errors by V-PFCRC
The significance of biomonitoring findings relies primarily on the accuracy and
representativeness of measurement data for the actual exposure. In the case of spot urinary
analysis of biomarkers, adequate compensation of the diuresis dependence of results
remains a challenge. Relating urine results to the endogenous corrector creatinine by simply
dividing the analyte by CRN is still the most common default dilution correction method
despite its known susceptibility to interference. In addition to several uncontrolled spurious
influences on both the production and excretion of CRN and the relevant analytes, the
differing adaptation behavior of renal excretions of biomarkers and CRN to fluctuations in
diuresis generates the substantial systemic dilution adjustment error (SDAE) addressed in
this study. This error is not confined to CRN but occurs in all standard correction methods,
including osmolality, specific gravity, and multilinear regression models.3

The SDAE is fundamentally different and should be distinguished from unidirectional
biases due to variations in CRN production and excretion (Table 1) and from most genetic or
epigenetic influences on analyte excretion. In contrast to the latter confounding variables,
the SDAE is non-linear in nature and, therefore, requires non-linear computational ways to
compensate for it. Apart from the discrepancies in renal excretion of analyte and CRN, other
intricate biases manifest nonlinearly across various analyte levels, as outlined in Section 1.3.

The primary focus of this study was to develop an adequate mathematical method
for dilution adjustment by compensating for these non-linear compromises and
standardizing results to the value to be expected at 1 g/L CRN. The variable power-functional
CRN correction (V-PFCRC) presented here was primarily developed using 5553 arsenic
samples, with its versatility and broader applicability confirmed for four other metals and
iodine. This method standardizes results by ensuring a specific normalized value is consistent
across all CRN concentrations based on percentile ranks determined for each CRN level.
Consequently, dilution variations due to hydration are largely neutralized. This is achieved by
balancing the combined distorting effects of errors in categories 2 and 3 without mitigating
the cumulative impact of factors affecting CRN excretion, as summarized in Table 1. The net
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effect of unidirectional biases of the first category may still skew V-PFCRC results similarly
across all hydration levels. As a result, depending on total CRN production and excretion,
identical V-PFCRC values can represent distinct exposures across different individuals and, to
a lesser extent, within the same individual (see Section 4.6). While category-1 biases can
significantly distort results in some instances, they are usually moderated by counteracting
influences of the various category-1 errors. Previous results and this study suggest that their
net impact on a group basis may be generally less significant than the non-linear distortions
of categories 2 and 3, which can be efficiently compensated for by the novel V-PFCRC
method presented here.?

Power functional normalizations of uncorrected values to 1 g/L CRN visually
subdivide the dot cloud between CRN and the unadjusted analyte concentration into a fan of
curved lines, unlike the straight lines assumed in conventional CRN correction, as shown in
Figures 2b/c and Appendix 26.>! Each line of the fan represents a specific exposure level
and can be expressed mathematically as a power-functional equation of the type:

zZAuc=axCRN b, Auc = uncorrected analyte

While the exponent b in CCRC is taken to be one, in the simple power function correction, it
has been set to a constant value, in the case of arsenic, to 0.8.3 In both concepts, the
variation in analyte exposure is expressed exclusively by the differences in the coefficients a
of the above equation, and, accordingly, they both use a fixed exponent b to dilution-adjust
all exposure levels. The present work, however, found that this exponent can vary with
changing exposure levels. A differentiated power functional analysis of CRN-specifically
percentile-ranked uncorrected arsenic values (Figure 3a) revealed a sex-specific robust log-
linear relationship between exponent b and analyte levels normalized to 1 g/L CRN in the
above equation (see Section 2.6 and Appendix 26). This relationship takes the general form:

Exponent b = c x In(An) + d, An = Analyte normalized to 1g/L CRN

This relationship enables a mathematical representation of the exponent b as a function of
the uncorrected urinary concentrations of the analyte (ug/L), CRN (g/L), and the two analyte-
specific coefficients ¢ and d according to the following formula (Section 2.6, Appendix 26):

Exponent b = (c x In Ayc + d)/(c x In CRN + 1), Auc = uncorrected analyte (ug/L)
This, in turn, forms the basis for the general V-PFCRC formula adopted in this study:
AN = Auc/CRN [(c xIn Auc +d)/(c xIn CRN +1)]

4.2. Determinants of the analyte-specific coefficients c and d

Delving deeper, we encounter the intriguing question of which factors precisely determine
the sign and the magnitude of the coefficient ¢, which, in turn, shapes the slope of the log-
linear regression line between exponent b and the analyte values normalized to 1 g/L CRN.
The variation of the exponent b with the analyte concentration has several possible causes,
with the interplay of at least three factors presenting an intricate puzzle to unravel.

Firstly, the analyte's tubular excretion behavior likely plays a specific role. When
analyte levels in the peritubular capillary network increase, the transport mechanisms into
primary urine can become saturated. This may lead to a disproportionate reduction in
tubular net secretion of the analyte compared to creatinine (CRN). As a result, the urine ratio
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between the analyte and CRN might shift in favor of CRN, reducing corrected results at high
analyte exposure. In the V-PFCRC formula, this could be recognized by a negative sign of the
coefficient c. Such a mechanism appears to be present for iodine, which shows negative
slopes (coefficients c) in both sexes. The decreases in iodine/CRN mass ratios at higher
iodine exposure suggest a renal tubular excretion mechanism for iodine strained by higher
tubular-capillary iodine loads and decreasing urinary flow rates. Consequently, both
mechanisms could make renal iodine secretion less effective compared to the better-
sustained excretion of CRN. This assumption is supported by more comprehensive
interquartile and absolute ranges and higher maximum levels of urine iodine compared to
serum, as shown in Appendices 21 and 22. Additionally, the increase of iodine from quartile
1to 3 is steeper in urine than in serum, indicating an adaptable renal tubular iodine
excretion mechanism that becomes more efficient at higher iodine loads.

In contrast, the overall higher female urine output/body weight than men, indicating
significantly higher urine flow rates in women with identical CRN, does not play a significant
role here. If it did, we would expect a significant sex difference in the iodine curves, which
does not exist.

Conversely, analytes that show predominant renal tubular net absorption could
become saturated with increased analyte concentration in the primary urine. As analyte
excretion grows, the ratio between CRN and the urinary analyte shifts more towards the
analyte, thus elevating conventionally adjusted values. This situation will result in a more
positive slope (coefficient c) of the log-linear regression curve. Such a mechanism might
contribute to the positive coefficient c for male arsenic. Females, however, show a clear
negative coefficient c in Set 1, likely due to a second factor.

A second crucial determinant for the magnitude and sign of coefficient c is the
average CRN concentration of the collective used for coefficient determination. In collectives
with higher average CRN levels, tubular excretion of CRN may become increasingly saturated
and slowed, influencing the coefficients c and d. Higher saturation of tubular CRN excretion
mechanisms in concentrated urines represents a potential disadvantage for CRN excretion
compared to analytes secreted by CRN-independent mechanisms. Different and inaccurate
corrective formulas are expected if these are applied to collectives differing significantly
from the population under study or without sufficient samples and valid CRN-asymmetry
adjustment. This phenomenon likely explains the opposite signs of female coefficients ¢
between the two non-CRN-asymmetry adjusted arsenic V-PFCRC formulas from Sets 1 and 2.
While the female Set 1 showed a negative coefficient c, the minor Set 2, with higher average
CRN values, showed a weakly positive coefficient c. Selecting adequate reference collectives
is crucial for determining accurate formulas. This is further supported by the alignment of
male data curves with and without CRN-asymmetry adjustment by limiting the non-CRN-
asymmetry adjusted data to CRN ranges of < 2.8 g/L, as shown in Figure 3d. The formula
generation collective should be representative and have a sufficient sample size to cover a
broad dilution range, enabling valid CRN-asymmetry compensation.

It should be noted that the variation of the dilution distribution is not the sole factor
determining the coefficients c and d. This is evident from the CRN-asymmetry adjusted
curves of numerous urinary iodine samples, which displayed similar log-linear curves for
both sexes, with a quantitatively similar negative slope c despite the sex-divergent mean
CRN levels of 0.9 g/L for females and 1.2 g/L for males (Appendix 21). Moreover, the marked
sex-divergence of arsenic curves without CRN-asymmetry compensation was not leveled out
despite equalizing the different CRN distributions in male and female groups by restricting
the concentration range in formula generation to < 2.8 g/L CRN and compensating for
asymmetry (Appendix 6). Therefore, apart from sex differences in urinary production and
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CRN excretion, other sex differences in arsenic excretion behavior likely exist, explaining the
substantial disparity of coefficients c and d between sexes.®> In this context, the generally
better arsenic methylation in women, influenced by estrogen, might play a role.*>8>8 Due
to higher proportions of methylated, better-excreted arsenic in female urine, the
composition bias at higher urinary total arsenic levels elevating arsenic/CRN ratios may be
less pronounced than in males. Consequently, mechanisms that lower the exponent b with
increasing arsenic excretion predominate over those that raise it, resulting in a net reduction
of b in females.

A third factor influencing the coefficient c is the concentration dependence of analyte
composition. The proportions of various components constituting the analyte can be subject
to significant variation depending on its total concentration, and the renal excretion of
varying chemical species may differ significantly regarding their dependence on diuresis. This
phenomenon is known for arsenic and likely extends to other analytes to varying degrees.
For example, higher levels of poorly absorbable arsenobetaine in higher arsenic-
concentrated urine samples could increase the exponent b, leading to a higher arsenic/CRN
ratio in the urine. This, in turn, would result in a positive coefficient c with higher total
weight arsenic levels, highlighting the practical implications of this analyte composition bias.

4.3. Inner elemental Validation of V-PFCRC and S-PFCRC of arsenic

The quality of a dilution correction method can be verified by effectively removing the
residual correlation of the analyte with the corrector, ensuring good agreement with the
exposure, and correlating the results with other analytical methods, particularly with blood
or 24-hour urine measurements.'3 Apart from the lack of exposure data for this
retrospective error analysis, comparing urine with exposure to total weight arsenic is
challenging due to the diverse heterogeneous sources and the different chemical forms of
arsenic constituting total weight arsenic summarized in Table 9. The validity of the novel
variable potency functional correction method thus was primarily established using the
following criteria for the pioneer element arsenic.

4.3.1. Comparison of the exponents b of arsenic with previous results

Compared to the conventional CRN correction postulating a constant exponent of one and
the used S-PFCRC exponent b of 0.8,3 this study's variable exponents b in women ranged
between 0.25 and 1.1 with an average value of 0.78 in females and between 0.68 and 1.36
with an average of 0.89 in males. The exponents b of the tested S-PFCRCs determined by
averaging the exponents of the individual septile curves were between 0.75 and 0.89 and
thus close to the value of 0.8 found by Middleton et al.® The overall average value in
V-PFCRC of 0.83 was slightly higher than the 0.8 reported by Middleton et al. for non-
arsenobetaine arsenic.? In addition to general differences between the study collectives,
including arsenobetaine in the present study could be a plausible explanation for the slightly
higher exponent b than the earlier work, which excluded the less absorbable methylated
organic forms. Poorer reabsorption of the more rapidly excreted arsenobetaine in the renal
tubules leads to a shift in the arsenic/CRN ratio in the urine towards arsenic, most
pronounced in the dehydrated state, which corresponds to an increase in exponent b.

4.3.2. Abolishment of residual correlation of CRN and arsenic in total collectives

All four tested V-PFCRC modes and their corresponding S-PFCRC modes substantially
reduced residual dependencies between CRN and arsenic in the entire collectives compared
to uncorrected and CCRC-overcorrected values (Table 6, Figure 8, Appendix 11). There were
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no general differences between the V-PFCRCs and S-PFCRCs regarding R?-reduction in both
sexes and combined data.

4.3.3. Abolishment of residual correlation of CRN and arsenic stratified by arsenic levels

The improvement in dilution adjustment by V-PFCRC compared to S-PFCRC is particularly
evident in the septile-stratified analyses, summarized for both sexes and in the combined
evaluation in Figures 5a-c. Extensive compensation in the overall collective, as demonstrated
for V-PFCRC and S-PFCRC, does not necessarily rule out considerable residual biases within
individual exposure levels. These are present for both women and men, particularly in the
marginal areas of the simple power functional corrections, and are almost entirely
compensated for in the variable formulas.

4.3.4. Correlation analyses for arsenic

Another form of validation was correlating a smaller subset of urine arsenic samples with
arsenic, which was determined in parallel in EDTA blood. As blood, like urine, reflects the
combined exposure to organic and inorganic arsenic,®° the total arsenic concentration in
blood correlates well with urine, with CCRC reportedly improving this correlation.8%*
However, arsenic in blood has a short half-life of only a few hours, compared to the several
days in urine. Besides this temporal discrepancy, the variable chemical composition of blood
and urine (Table 9) limits the precision of correlations between arsenic in the two matrixes.

% of %in
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origin“,57,58 69,70
42,711,712 As*?
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lysemte. !\s(lll) OH—As—OH Rice, Flour, various ++4 1-3% 202% pKa;=12.13
(inorganic) iAs(il) OH foods, Pesticides pKa;=13.4

i
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Arsenlc') l Finfish, Shellfish,
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Table 9: Compilation of the most abundant As species found in humans.
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Another analytical difficulty lies in the shallow total arsenic values in EDTA blood. In addition
to a high proportion of values below the detection limit, the blood arsenic values above
exhibit only a narrow variance. Due to the resulting weak resolution, unreliable blood values
in the lower range, often close to the detection limit, generally complicate comparisons
(Appendices 12 and 15). The correlation between blood and urinary V-PFCRC arsenic did not
differ from CCRC in the total collective. Still, it did improve correlation in subsets confined to
higher concentrations, especially when excluding values below the blood arsenic median
(Table 7, Appendices 13 and 14). Modes 5 and 11 of V-PFCRC, which account for sex
differences and CRN-asymmetry, show the highest correlation between high blood arsenic
levels and urine, as presented in Table 7. Additionally, as shown in Figure 7, mode 5 best
aligns the male-to-female ratios in both media, indicating that differentiating by sex and
compensating for CRN-asymmetry is the most effective way to adjust dilution.

4.4. Applicability of the V-PFCRC method to other metals and iodine

Following the intra-elemental validations of the V-PFCRC method described above, the
generalizability of the V-PFCRC method found was tested by analogous analyses of the four
other metals cesium, molybdenum, strontium, and zinc, as well as the non-metal iodine
(Appendix 19). The results of these investigations suggest that the non-linear
physiological-mathematical relationships found for spot urinary arsenic are equally
applicable to other metals and iodine and will improve their accuracy (Appendix 19). In all
tested elements, the residual biases were largely neutralized in total (Figure 8) and septile
stratified data (shown only for arsenic in Figures 5a-c).

The analysis of the extensive data set of iodine urine samples (Appendix 20)
confirmed the variable potency-functional relationships found for arsenic in a highly evident
manner. The log-linear regression curves found for the halogen between normalized urine
concentration and the exponent b were very robust in both sexes. In correlation analyses,
iodine, compared to arsenic, offered the decisive advantage of a considerably wider variance
of blood and urine values. Consistent improvement of the correlations between blood and
urine compared to uncorrected and CCRC urine could be proven for both sexes separately
and combined in complete and trimmed data sets (Table 8, Appendices 21/22).

Similarly robust log-linear relationships between the exponent b and the normalized
analyte were found for the metals zinc and strontium. At the same time, the sex-aggregated
collectives of cesium and molybdenum did not exhibit any significant log-linear dependence
between exponent b and standardized results to 1g/L CRN. The latter two metals showed
approximately equal exponents b < 1 for all seven exposure levels, which means their
sex/aggregated data can be dilution-compensated with a fixed b, i.e., adopting a simple
power functional correction as used in previous studies for arsenic.®> A more subtle sex- and
age-differentiated analysis of the four metals on more comprehensive data sets is currently
in preparation and could produce even more nuanced V-PFCRC equations for individual
subgroups.

4.5 Advantages Variable Power Functional Dilution Adjustments

The results of this study demonstrate the benefits of variable potency functional dilution
correction over uncorrected, conventional, and single-potency functional CRN-corrected
result representations. V-PFCRC removes the residual dependencies more effectively and is
better adapted to the exposure level than the other result modes. Moreover, V-PFCRC could
improve the blood-urine correlations of arsenic and iodine compared to uncorrected urine
and CCRC. By generating largely CRN-independent, equal values for all exposure levels
normalized to 1 g/L CRN, V-PFCRC also partially equalizes more complex skews, colliders, and
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confounding mechanisms of the second category described in Section 1.3 in addition to
effectively compensates the systemic dilution adjustment error outlined in Section 1.4. and
more arsenic specifically, in Supplementary File 1. As shown in Figure 5 and Table 6, the
differences between various power-functional result modes, whether simple or variable, are
minor compared to those seen between V-PFCRC and uncorrected or CCRC urine. Therefore,
even moderate deviations in coefficients ¢ and d will still allow for more accurate dilution
compensation than the traditional approaches.

In contrast to multi-linear covariant models, the V-PFCRC method requires only basic
clinical information such as sex and age. This simplicity allows for easy and resource-efficient
integration into laboratory software. Furthermore, this numerical approach facilitates
automated machine learning, enabling continuous improvement and refinement of the
coefficients c and d by incorporating an increasing amount of data using the established
algorithm.

The advantages of CRN-asymmetry-adjusted V-PFCRCs are expected to be most
evident in intra- and inter-individual comparisons. However, any practical verification of this
straightforward assumption will entail considerable experimental effort, especially since it
would require serial studies on identical individuals with variable urine dilutions and
controlled constant exposure. Therefore, a practical example based on the comparison
between uAsyc, CCRC, and V-PFCRC, as shown in Appendix 27, will demonstrate this.
Consider a real-life scenario: A person consumes a portion of a herring, resulting in an
exposure level at the 55th percentile. The next day, their urinary arsenic levels are tested
after high fluid intake, causing a drop in CRN to 0.4 g/L and an uncorrected arsenic value of 7
ug/L. If the same person drinks significantly less fluid, raising the CRN to 2.7 g/L, the arsenic
value will skyrocket to 29 pg/L. This is a staggering 4.1 times higher than in the hydrated
state. Conventional CRN correction (CCRC) usually mitigates these fluctuations but
overcorrects the results. The same person would display a CRN-adjusted As value of 17 ug/g
CRN at 0.4 g/L compared to 10 pg/g CRN in the dehydrated state at 2.7 g/L CRN.
Additionally, the valid CRN range would need to be restricted due to more extreme
fluctuations at the edges. By contrast, the novel V-PFCRC approach normalizes the values of
the entire CRN range to the value expected for 1g/L CRN, resulting in an identical value of
13.5 pg/1g CRN at all exposure levels, highlighting the method's real-world implications.

In more extensive cohort studies, where dilution errors of uncorrected urine are
averaged out with increasing sample sizes, the advantages of V-PFCRC may be less apparent.
However, even in such studies, achieving the most accurate representation of exposure in
urine is beneficial, as it reduces the number of samples needed to sufficiently mitigate
dilution correction errors, leading to more conclusive results.

4.6 Limitations of Variable Power Functional Dilution Adjustments

While the benefits of V-PFCRC are compelling, it is crucial to recognize the method's intricate
nature. It effectively corrects errors in the third and partially in the second category (sections
1.3 and 1.4), but it grapples with the unidirectional interferences outlined in the first
category (Section 1.2). These errors, originating from variable creatinine production,
excretion, and confounding factors related to analyte secretion, persist even after
implementing any power-functional adjustment. Visually, they manifest as parallel shifts in
the level of all lines (equivalent to coefficient a or normalized Analyte to 1 g/L CRN) across all
result modes, as depicted in Figures 6 a-c for log-transformed and Appendix 27 for linear
data. Unlike the SDAE addressed by power functional adjustments, these category-1 biases
only minimally affect regression curves' slope (exponents b). Therefore, additional
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compensation strategies, such as standard value adjustments or multilinear covariate
models, are potentially helpful in enhancing precision, as discussed in Section 4.5.

The significance of SDAE yet appears to surpass that of most category-1 biases, which often
mutually moderate each other (see Section 1.2). The reported equalization of osmolality and
specific gravity benefits over CRN by S-PFCRC modification,? is suggestive of a more
significant contribution of the SDAE than category-1 errors in the assumed disadvantages of
CRN, at least on a group basis.>!

Like all standard dilution correction methods, the V-PFCRC method encounters
limitations at both ends of the concentration ranges for CRN and analytes. Polynomial
adjustments risk introducing erratic curve characteristics beyond the concentration
spectrum used during formula establishment, potentially leading to implausible values for
unusual combinations of uncorrected analyte and CRN. For example, an exceedingly low CRN
of 0.01 g/L (the study's minimum was 0.03 g/L) coinciding with an unusually high
uncorrected arsenic level of 100 pg/L (the maximum observed for CRN < 0.1 g/L was 13 pg/L)
results in a corrected value of 100,000 pg/L using the CCRC formula. By contrast, the female
V-PFCRC formula in mode 5 would result in 2400 pg/1 g CRN, and the male variant would
generate 7,188,553 ug/1 g CRN. However, such discrepancies are highly unlikely, and
extreme deviations of such a scale were not observed (Figures 5a-d, Table 5), even for iodine
exhibiting high variance, probably due to intravenous contrast agents in some patients
(Appendix 21). In any case, extreme values of all correction modes, conventional or power-
functional, should prompt a closer look at the uncorrected data.

Figure 10 illustrates the control V-PFCRC calculations conducted for wide fictitious
concentration ranges of arsenic and CRN and their comparison with uncorrected arsenic. The
results demonstrate the steadiness of well-defined positive values across the full
concentration spectrum without atypical direction changes or curve crossovers. As indicated
by the markedly steeper curves for 0.01 g/L CRN, V-PFCRC interpretations of rarely seen
highly dilute urines displaying CRN <0.03 g/L do warrant caution.

Likewise, the highly concentrated areas are subject to a specific limitation due to
discrepancies between actual value distributions and the corresponding power functional
regression curves. As shown for iodine in Figure 2 of Supplemental File 2, the natural value
distribution between CRN and uncorrected iodine values in the highly concentrated range
(>3.5 g/L CRN) can be flatter than represented by the power functional regression, which
may cause underestimated V-PFCRC results in highly concentrated urines necessitating
repeat determinations in cases of CRN > 3.5 g/L.
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Figure 10: Ratios between uncorrected arsenic values and the corresponding V-PFCRC arsenic values
standardized to 1g/L CRN for a wide creatinine range of 7 fictional CRN concentrations
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As these limitations apply to only a minor share of samples, their overall impact on V-PFCRC
sample validity is substantially lower than on uncorrected or CCRC results.

Another consideration pertains to the foundation of V-PFCRC adjustments on
percentile rankings. While percentile-based corrections offer consistency, their accuracy in
reflecting absolute value differences is contingent on the size and representativeness of the
sample used in formula determination. Large and adequate datasets are crucial in
minimizing inaccuracies attributable to all the error sources discussed.

4.7.V-PFCRC and Multiple Linear Regression Models

As mentioned, V-PFCRC only compensates for errors of the second and third categories, but
not the unidirectional category-1 errors from Section 1.2, which can be partly compensated
in multiple linear regression models. A combination of both methods is thus appropriate for
the most accurate dilution correction possible in the context of scientific studies. Integrating
CRN as a covariate in multi-linear covariate models has been recommended and might be
promising.?101242 There remain unresolved issues with these more advanced models,
though, as the relationship between CRN and most analytes is not linear. Furthermore, many
covariates, such as body weight, lean muscle mass, body mass index, sex, age, and CRN, are
not formally independent, which can cause substantial colliding and distortions in results for
specific models and research contexts. Investigating how weight, age, and sex-adjusted CRN
values, calculated in multilinear models from previous studies, %42 exhibit bias using the
variable power functional method presented here would be attractive. This bias could be
corrected with V-PFCRC, potentially optimizing measurement results and reducing sample
rejections. This potential for improvement warrants further exploration and
experimentation.

5. Conclusion

1. Hydration-dependent fluctuations significantly compromise conventional dilution
adjustments of spot-urinary biomarkers and cannot be fully corrected by current methods.

2. The novel V-PFCRC method effectively reduced the residual dependence of six analytes on
creatinine and improved correlations between blood and urine for arsenic and iodine.

3. This method compensates for biases within total collectives and specific concentration
ranges more effectively than conventional (CCRC) or simple power-functional CRN
adjustment approaches (S-PFCRC). V-PFCRC better addresses spot urinary dilution biases
previously difficult or impossible to manage.

4. The study strongly supports the novel calculation mode as a promising numerical
approach to eliminate residual dilution bias in most spot urinary biomarkers across wide
ranges of CRN and analytes. This can substantially reduce the number of sample rejections
and improve the accuracy of spot urinary results.

5. The V-PFCRC method can be adapted to other correctors, such as osmolality and specific
gravity. It can be used alone or with multilinear regression models to achieve more precise
standardized readings and enhanced explanatory power in epidemiological, clinical, and
forensic studies.
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6. Abbreviations
As Arsenic
CCRC Conventional Creatinine Correction (by calculating the ratio Analyte/CRN)
CRN Urinary Creatinine Concentration (g/L)
DMA Dimethylarsinic acid
ICP-MS Inductively Coupled Plasma Mass Spectrometry
IQR Interquartile Range
MMA Monomethylarsonic acid
V-PFCRC Variable Power-Functional Creatinine Correction (using a variable exponent b)
SAME S-Adenosyl-Methionine
SDAE Systemic Dilution Adjustment Error
S-PFCRC Simple Power-functional Creatinine Correction (using a fixed exponent b)
UAsc Conventionally Creatinine-Corrected Urinary Arsenic (ug/g CRN)
UAsn Power-functionally adjusted urinary arsenic, normalized to pug/1g CRN
uAsuc Uncorrected urinary arsenic (pg/L)
uc Uncorrected Urine Results (pg/L)
UFR Urinary Flow Rate, Urine Excretion/Time (ml/min)
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