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ABSTRACT 

Background: Heart failure (HF) is associated with poor outcomes in persons with chronic 

kidney disease (CKD), yet there are limited data on whether outcomes differ by HF subtype. 

This study aimed to examine associations of incident preserved (HFpEF) versus reduced 

(HFrEF) ejection fraction (EF) with risk of progression to end-stage-kidney-disease (ESKD) and 

mortality. 

Methods: We studied individuals with mild to severe CKD enrolled in the Chronic Renal 

Insufficiency Cohort (CRIC) study who were free of HF at cohort entry. Incident HF 

hospitalizations were adjudicated during study follow-up and classified into HFpEF (EF>50%) 

or HFrEF (EF<50%) based on echocardiograms performed during the hospitalization or at a 

research study visit within one year of the hospitalization. ESKD was defined as need for chronic 

dialysis or kidney transplant during follow-up. Cox proportional hazards were used to evaluate 

the association of time-updated HF subtype with risk of ESKD and mortality, adjusting for 

demographics, comorbidities and medication use. 

Results: Among the 3,557 study participants without HF at cohort entry, mean age was 57 years 

and mean eGFR 45 ml/min/1.73 m2 at baseline. Incidence rates for HFpEF and HFrEF were 0.9 

(95% CI 0.8, 1.0) and 0.7 (95% CI 0.6, 0.8) per 100 person-years, respectively. Adjusted 

associations of incident HF with progression to ESKD were similar for HFpEF (HR 1.59, 95% 

CI: 1.24, 2.02) and HFrEF (HR 1.26, 95% CI: 0.93, 1.70) (test for difference p-value=0.35). The 

adjusted associations of HFpEF and HFrEF HF with mortality were stronger for HFrEF (HR 

1.68, 95% CI: 1.34, 2.11) compared with HFpEF (HR 1.24, 95% CI: 1.00, 1.54) (test for 

difference p-value = 0.02).  
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Conclusions:  In a large U.S. CKD population, the rates of HFpEF hospitalizations were greater 

than that of HFrEF. Both types of HF had similar associations with risk of ESKD; however, there 

was a stronger association of HFrEF with mortality.  Prevention and treatment of both HFpEF 

and HFrEF should be central priorities to improve clinical outcomes in patients with CKD. 
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INTRODUCTION 

  Heart failure (HF) is one of the leading causes of morbidity and mortality among patients 

with chronic kidney disease (CKD), 1-6 with unique risk factors and pathophysiology compared 

with the general population. The physiological relationships between CKD and HF are 

multifactorial and intertwined. For example, CKD contributes to HF by increased salt retention 

and volume expansion, upregulation of neurohormonal pathways, and proinflammatory 

mechanisms among other disturbances.7 Patients with CKD have an estimated threefold risk of 

incident HF compared to those without CKD.2  Studies from our group and others have 

demonstrated that persons with CKD have a substantially higher risk of mortality and CKD 

progression after developing HF, compared to those who have not developed HF.8  

 Distinctions between HF with preserved ejection fraction (HFpEF) and HF with reduced 

ejection fraction (HFrEF) have been recognized, including differing pathophysiology and 

consequent treatment approaches.9,10  A prior study reported that among patients with CKD, the 

incidence and prevalence of HFpEF are higher than that of HFrEF.8  However, the relative 

contributions of various risk factors to each of these HF subtypes have not been well 

characterized, and these etiological differences may have important implications for prognosis 

and treatment. Therefore, the aim of this study was to compare risk factors for HFpEF versus 

HFrEF in a large, national CKD population, and to examine associations of HFpEF and HFrEF 

with risk of mortality and progression to end-stage-kidney-disease (ESKD), two important 

outcomes for patients with CKD.  

 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.24.23294596doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.24.23294596


METHODS 

Study population 

We studied individuals with mild to severe CKD enrolled in the Chronic Renal 

Insufficiency Cohort (CRIC) study, with data from the National Institute of Diabetes and 

Digestive and Kidney Diseases (NIDDK) public repository. The CRIC study recruited 3,939 

participants with mild to severe CKD, defined as an eGFR 20-70 ml/min/1.73m2, between June 

2003 and August 2008 at seven clinical centers across the U.S. (Ann Arbor/Detroit, MI; 

Baltimore, MD; Chicago, IL; Cleveland, OH; New Orleans, LA; Philadelphia, PA; and Oakland, 

CA).11,12  All study participants provided written informed consent, and the study protocol was 

approved by institutional review boards at each of the participating sites. Detailed inclusion and 

exclusion criteria have been previously described.11 Participants on maintenance dialysis or with 

a kidney transplant were not included at cohort entry. CRIC also excluded participants with 

advanced HF, defined as New York Heart Association Class III or IV, on cohort entry.  For the 

present study, we excluded 382 participants who had a history of HF at baseline, resulting in a 

final analytical cohort of 3,557 participants free of HF at cohort entry. 

All participants enrolled in the study had annual in-person study visits where detailed 

interviews were conducted and brief physical examination, laboratory measures and 

cardiovascular testing were performed.  In addition to the annual study visits, all CRIC 

participants were contacted every 6 months to obtain updated information on medication use and 

interim updates to medical history/hospitalizations. 

Ascertainment of heart failure hospitalizations and heart failure subtype 

Incident HF events were based on hospitalizations for HF which were adjudicated from 

study entry through December 2019. Hospitalizations for HF were identified by asking study 
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participants semi-annually if they were hospitalized and by electronic health record queries of 

selected hospitals or health care systems for qualifying encounters. The first 30 discharge codes 

were identified for all hospitalizations, and codes relevant to HF resulted in retrieval of medical 

records by study personnel for centralized adjudicated review. At least two study physicians 

reviewed all possible HF events and deaths using medical records and adjudicated for clinical HF 

based on clinical symptoms, radiographic evidence of pulmonary congestion, physical 

examination of the heart and lungs and, when available, central venous hemodynamic monitoring 

data, and echocardiographic imaging. HF was confirmed when both reviewers agreed upon a 

“probable” or “definite” occurrence of HF.  

We stratified HF by preserved and reduced ejection fraction HF (HFpEF and HFrEF). 

HFpEF was defined as ejection fraction >50%, and HFrEF was defined as ejection fraction 

<50%. Given the time-updated approach, participants were able to change HF subtype 

categorization during follow-up. Ejection fraction was ascertained from echocardiograms 

performed during the index hospitalization for clinical purposes. If an echocardiogram was not 

performed during the index hospitalization, we utilized the ejection fraction quantified from an 

ambulatory CRIC research echocardiogram up to 1 year before or after the index HF 

hospitalization. Research echocardiograms in CRIC were performed at multiple time-points 

including years 1, 4, 7 as well as when the participant progressed to eGFR<20 ml/min/1.73m2. 

Our previous work has shown that ejection fraction in CRIC is generally stable over time.13,14  

Among a total of 682 incident HF hospitalizations, 521 (76%) had ejection fraction available 

through either a clinical echocardiogram during the index hospitalization or a CRIC research 

echocardiogram. Otherwise, they were classified as “unspecified HF.” 

Definition of progression to end-stage-kidney-disease (ESKD) 
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 ESKD was defined as receipt of chronic dialysis or a kidney transplant and was identified 

through participant self-report, medical records review and data from the USRDS. 

All-cause mortality 

Death status was ascertained from study entry through end of follow-up. Deaths were 

identified from report from next of kin, retrieval of death certificates or obituaries, review of 

hospital or outpatient records, and linkage to Social Security Death vital status and state death 

certificate files, if available. 

Covariates 

All covariates were obtained from the baseline study visit and time-updated if a 

participant changed HF status. At the baseline and each annual study visit, participants provided 

information on their sociodemographic characteristics, medical history, medication usage, and 

lifestyle behaviors. Race and ethnicity were categorized as non-Hispanic white, non-Hispanic 

Black, Hispanic, and other.  History of cardiovascular disease was determined by self-report and 

included history of HF, myocardial infarction, coronary revascularization or stroke. 

Anthropometric measurements and blood pressure (BP) were assessed using standard 

protocols.15 Metabolic equivalent of task (MET) minutes, a measure of physical activity, were 

calculated based on report by study participants.   

Estimated glomerular filtration rate (eGFR) and urine albumin-to-creatinine ratio (urine 

ACR) were measured via standardized methods at annual research study visits. Serum creatinine 

was measured using an enzymatic method on an Ortho Vitros 950 at the CRIC central laboratory 

and standardized to isotope dilution mass spectrometry-traceable values.16,17  Laboratory tests 

including: electrolytes, lipids, inflammatory markers (IL-6 and C-reactive protein), galectin-3, 
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growth differentiation factor (GDF)-15, soluble ST2 (sST2), FGF-23 and hemoglobin A1C were 

measured at the baseline visit. Estimated GFR was calculated using serum creatinine and serum 

cystatin C with the 2021 combined CKD-EPI equation18 and categorized as >45, 30-44 and <30 

ml/min/1.73 m2.19 Urine ACR was quantified from 24-hour urine samples and categorized as 

<30, 30-299 or>300 mg/g.19  

 Body mass index (BMI) was calculated as weight in kg divided by height in meters 

squared. Diabetes mellitus was defined as a fasting glucose >126 mg/dL, a non-fasting glucose 

>200 mg/dL, or use of insulin or other antidiabetic medication. Cardiovascular medications, 

including diuretics, angiotensin converting enzyme (ACE) inhibitors/angiotensin receptor 

blockers (ARBs), and β-blockers, were ascertained by detailed review with participants at 

baseline.  

Statistical analyses 

We first described characteristics of study participants in our cohort. Participants were 

censored at death, loss to follow-up, study withdrawal or end of study follow-up (through 

December 2019), whichever came first. Over the follow-up period, we calculated the unadjusted 

rates (per 100 person-years) of HF hospitalizations overall and by HF subtype (HFpEF, HFrEF 

or unspecified) overall and by eGFR categories (>45, 30-44 and <30 ml/min/1.73m2); 95% 

confidence intervals (CI) were obtained using non-parametric bootstrap methods. We utilized 

multivariable Cox regression with Wei, Lin, and Weissfeld standard errors20 to examine the 

association of participant characteristics with risk of the first HF subtype during follow-up, and 

to test differences in risk factor associations between HF subtypes.  

Kaplan-Meier curves were generated to model the ESKD-free survival and mortality after 

diagnosis of either HFpEF or HFrEF overall and by eGFR category. Cox regression with a time-

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.24.23294596doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.24.23294596


updated exposure of HF subtype were performed to test the association of HF subtype with the 

outcomes of interest, progression to ESKD and mortality. With the time-updated approach, all 

HF hospitalizations were included as exposures in the model, and participants may have had 

multiple HF events of different HF subtypes. In this approach, participants could contribute time 

at risk for multiple HF hospitalizations, and subsequent follow-up time began immediately 

following HF hospitalization for the outcomes of ESKD or death. Covariates were obtained from 

the closest study visit prior to the hospitalization. We adjusted for age, sex, race, ethnicity, 

diabetes, history of cardiovascular disease, atrial fibrillation, current smoking, systolic blood 

pressure, BMI and for use of cardiovascular medications (diuretics, ACEi/ARBs and β-blockers). 

 In a secondary analysis, we used Cox regression models with a similar approach as the 

primary analyses to examine the association of eGFR categories (<30, 30-44 and >45 

ml/min/1.73m2) with risk of ESKD and mortality among participants who developed incident 

HFpEF or HFrEF.  

All analyses were performed using R 4.2.3 (R Foundation for Computing, Vienna, 

Austria). 

 

RESULTS 

Characteristics of study population 

Among the 3,557 study participants without HF at cohort entry, mean age was 57 years, 

43% identified as white race, prevalence of diabetes was 46%, history of myocardial infarction 

was 18%, mean systolic blood pressure was 129 mm Hg, and mean eGFR 45 ml/min/1.73 m2 

(Supplemental Table 1). 

Rates and risk factors for HFpEF and HFrEF  
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 A total of 682 participants had an incident HF hospitalization during follow-up, of whom 

443 had only one HF classification (HFpEF, HFrEF or unspecified) whereas 239 participants had 

more than one HF subtype over the follow-up period. Median time to first HFpEF hospitalization 

was 4.7 [IQR 1.7-8.4] years and for HFrEF 5.0 [IQR 2.6-9.2] years from baseline. The incidence 

rate of HF overall was 2.1 (95% CI 1.9, 2.2) per 100 person-years. Incidence rates for HFpEF 

and HFrEF were 0.9 (95% CI 0.8, 1.0) and 0.7 (95% CI 0.6, 0.8) per 100 person-years, 

respectively. Rates of HFpEF were higher than HFrEF in all eGFR categories (Figure 1).  

 In comparing risk factors for HF subtypes, older age, higher urine ACR, and history of 

atrial fibrillation and myocardial infarction were associated with risk of both HFpEF and HFrEF. 

Certain risk factors did differ for HFpEF versus HFrEF (Table 1). Higher systolic blood 

pressure, lower diastolic blood pressure, higher hemoglobin A1C, higher FGF-23, higher IL-6 

and higher GDF-15 were more strongly associated with HFpEF. Male sex, higher heart rate, 

history of COPD, smoking, lower eGFR, higher BMI, and lower waist circumference were more 

strongly associated with HFrEF. Statistically significant interactions by HF subtype were 

observed for male sex, blood pressure, heart rate and waist circumference. 

Association of HFpEF and HFrEF with progression to ESKD 

 ESKD-free survival probabilities decreased rapidly over time for both HFpEF and HFrEF 

(Figures 2a and 2b). The median time to ESKD among patients with HFpEF and HFrEF were 

1.1 (IQR 0.1-2.4) and 1.1 (0.2-3.1) years, respectively. In unadjusted models, incident HFpEF 

and HFrEF were associated with 5-fold greater risk of progression to ESKD compared with no 

HF (Table 2). When adjusted for demographic characteristics, comorbidity, measures of kidney 

function and medication use, the associations of incident HFpEF (HR 1.59 [95% CI: 1.24, 2.02]) 

with progression to ESKD remained statistically significant; while the association of incident 
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HFrEF with ESKD was no longer statistically significant (HR 1.26, 95% CI, 0.93, 1.70). 

Associations of HFpEF and HFrEF with ESKD risk were not statistically different (p-

value=0.35). 

  Among those who developed HFpEF, there was a strong graded association between 

lower eGFR category and higher risk of progression to ESKD (p-value for trend <0.0001); those 

with eGFR <30 ml/min/1.73m2 had greater that 5-fold higher risk of ESKD compared with those 

with eGFR>45 ml/min/1.73m2 after adjustment for possible confounders (Figure 3, 

Supplemental Table 2 and Supplemental Figure 1a). Similarly, among those who developed 

incident HFrEF, there was also a strong graded association between lower eGFR and risk of 

progression to ESKD (p-value for trend <0.0001, Figure 3, Supplemental Table 3 and 

Supplemental Figure 2a). 

Association of HFpEF and HrpEF with mortality 

 Incidence rates of mortality were significantly higher in those who developed HF 

compared to those who did not develop HF. The median times to death among those with HFpEF 

and HFrEF were 3.2 (IQR 1.1-5.4) and 2.6 (IQR 1.1-5.4) years, respectively. In unadjusted 

models, incident HFpEF and HFrEF were associated with 3-4 fold higher risk of mortality. In 

models adjusted for demographics, comorbidity, measures of kidney function and medication 

use, both incident HFpEF and HFrEF retained significant, but largely attenuated, associations 

with mortality (HR 1.24 [95% CI: 1.00, 1.54] and HR 1.68 [95% CI: 1.34, 2.11], respectively) 

(Table 2). The risk of mortality was statistically greater with HFrEF vs. HFpEF (p-value = 0.02).  

 Among participants who developed incident HFpEF, 64% (220 of 344) died during 

follow-up, compared with 71% (231 of 325) of those with incident HFrEF. Risk of mortality did 

not appear to vary across eGFR categories among participants who developed incident HFpEF 
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(p-value for trend = 0.54) (Figure 3, Supplemental Table 2 and Supplemental Figure 1b), but 

did vary significantly among participants who developed HFrEF (p-value for trend = 0.01) 

(Figure 3, Supplemental Table 3 and Supplemental Figure 2b). 

 

DISCUSSION 

In this large, prospective cohort of adults with CKD, the rate of HFpEF hospitalizations 

was greater than that for HFrEF overall and across levels of eGFR. Additionally, there were 

many shared risk factors for both HF subtypes; however, higher inflammatory markers and 

alterations in mineral metabolism were more strongly associated with HFpEF. Statistically 

significant interactions by HF subtype were observed for male sex, blood pressure, heart rate and 

waist circumference.  HFpEF and HFrEF were both associated with increased risk of progression 

to ESKD, with similar strengths of associations across both HF subtypes. Incident HFpEF and 

HFrEF were both characterized by extremely high mortality rates; however, the magnitude of 

association was greater for HFrEF than HFpEF compared with participants without HF. While 

much of HF management in CKD has focused on HFrEF, these data also highlight the large 

burden and poor outcomes associated with HFpEF in CKD.  

In our study, participants with CKD experienced greater rates of HFpEF versus HFrEF 

hospitalizations (7 versus 5 per 1000 person years), consistent with studies from the general 

population.21 Prior studies had estimated that incidence rates of HFpEF to be ~27 cases per 

10,000 years;22 the rates of HFpEF in persons with CKD seen in our study were >10-fold higher. 

Other study populations of persons with CKD have also demonstrated higher rates of HFpEF 

versus HFrEF. Among patients with CKD and HF cared for at Kaiser Permanente of Southern 

California, 59% had HFpEF, 23% had HFrEF, and the remainder did not have EF available.23 
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Among HF patients in a Swedish Heart Failure Registry, CKD prevalence was 56% among those 

with HFpEF compared with 45% in those with HFrEF.24 Collectively, these data emphasize the 

need for increased attention to HFpEF in patients with CKD. 

 While there are many shared risk factors for HFpEF and HFrEF, there are also unique 

pathological features that make these two HF subtypes distinct.25-27 In our study older age, higher 

urine ACR, and history of atrial fibrillation and myocardial infarction were associated with risk 

of both HFpEF and HFrEF.  Male sex, higher heart rate, history of COPD, smoking, lower 

eGFR, higher BMI lower waist circumference were more strongly associated with HFrEF, which 

are largely consistent with data from other non-CKD HF populations.  In our study, statistically 

significant interactions by HF subtype were observed for male sex, blood pressure, heart rate and 

waist circumference. Studies of the general HF population also suggest that the mechanistic 

contributors for HFpEF include: myocardial fibrosis and cardiomyocyte hypertrophy induced 

from metabolic abnormalities, and endothelial dysfunction leading to microvascular disease and 

inflammation.9 Consistent with findings observed in the general HFpEF population, in our study 

of CKD patients, we observed significant associations of inflammatory markers (IL-6 and GDF-

15) with risk of HFpEF. Unique to CKD, there were also significant associations of higher FGF-

23 and phosphorus with risk of HFpEF (and not with HFrEF). Alterations in mineral metabolism 

have been linked with vascular calcification28-30 as well as myocyte hypertrophy,31-33 which 

likely explain the observed findings. Further investigation of CKD specific risk factors for 

HFpEF and HFrEF may lead the way for more tailored therapies. 

We found that both HFpEF and HFrEF were significantly associated with increased risk 

for ESKD. In our previous study, we reported that frequency of HF hospitalizations was 

independently associated with greater risk of CKD progression and ESKD; of participants 
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hospitalized for HF, 52% experienced significant CKD progression.8 Similarly, among patients 

with CKD in Canada, rates of ESKD were reported to be 4-to-14-fold higher among patients 

with previous HF hospitalizations.34  There are several possibilities to explain these findings. HF 

leads to hemodynamic changes, endothelial injury, inflammation and other processes which may 

further injure the kidneys.35-37 However, despite the high prevalence of HFpEF in patients with 

CKD, there are limited data on the risk of ESKD across HF subtypes; our study adds to the 

prognostic understanding of HFpEF in CKD. This is particularly important with the advent of 

exciting new therapies in the CKD-HF space. Trials have demonstrated robust and consistent 

benefit of sodium glucose co-transporter-2 inhibitors (SGLT2i) in decreasing rates of adverse 

kidney and HF outcomes for both HFpEF and HFrEF.38-42 SGLT2i should be part of the standard 

of care for patients with CKD and all HF subtypes for kidney protection.   

In our study, 64% of patients who developed HF died.  Both HFpEF and HFrEF were 

associated with higher risk of mortality; however, the risk was greater among patients with 

HFrEF. Previous studies have suggested similar associations. In a Swedish Heart Failure 

registry, CKD was more strongly associated with death in patients with HFrEF compared to 

HFpEF.24 Among patients with CKD in Kaiser of Southern California, the risk of mortality 

among those with HFrEF was also substantially higher than among those with HFpEF.23  In 

contrast, in a study of patients from multiple healthcare systems, the association of eGFR with 

risk of mortality was similar among patients with known HFpEF or HFrEF.43  Our study expands 

on these previous studies by studying a large, well-characterized national U.S. population with 

CKD. Given the extremely high proportion of post-HF hospitalization deaths in patients with 

CKD with both HFpEF and HFrEF, interventions to improve post-HF care should be prioritized 

in this high risk population. 
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 These findings have important implications in the management of patients with CKD. 

Primary and secondary treatment of HF in CKD should be a public health priority, particularly 

with the exciting therapeutic advanced in recent years with medications such as SGLT2i and 

non-steroidal mineralocorticoid antagonists (MRAs). However, patients with CKD continue to 

be under-treated for HF, despite having higher rates of HF and worse HF-associated outcomes.  

A recent analysis found that patients with reduced eGFR at hospital discharge were significantly 

less likely to receive "triple therapy" with angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitor/angiotensin 

receptor blocker/angiotensin receptor-neprilysin inhibitor + beta-blocker + MRAs, even at eGFR 

levels where such therapies are not contraindicated.44  In part, this may be due to concern about 

adverse effects. For example, many therapies (e.g. SGLT2i and RAASi) may lead to a ‘eGFR 

dip;’ however studies have shown that despite this dip, there are clear benefits to these 

medications in persons with CKD.45,46 With new therapies available, there should be increased 

focus on new strategies for implementation of HF therapies in persons with CKD.  

 Our study had several strengths. We studied a large, multi-center, well-characterized, 

U.S. based CKD population specifically designed to study cardiovascular complications with 

extensive longitudinal follow-up. All HF hospitalizations that occurred during CRIC follow-up 

were adjudicated using standardized criteria. We recognize a few limitations as well. We were 

not able to determine whether acute kidney injury occurred during the HF hospitalizations, which 

may have contributed to subsequent CKD progression. Ejection fraction data to determine HF 

subtype were not available in all participants. We did not have detailed data on whether certain 

medications (e.g. RAAS inhibitors or diuretics) were held or doses adjusted after the 

hospitalizations since medication use was only ascertained at six months intervals per the CRIC 

study protocol. Data on SGLT2i use were not available since this cohort largely (?) predated 
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availability of these medications. While the CRIC adjudication process is known to identify 

>90% of hospitalizations, some HF hospitalizations may have been missed. This was a clinic-

based population of research volunteers, so it may not be generalizable to all CKD patients. In 

this observational study, we cannot determine causality, and we cannot exclude reverse causality. 

 In conclusion, in a large U.S. CKD population, the rates of HFpEF hospitalizations were 

approximately 30% greater than that of HFrEF. There were many shared risk factors for both HF 

subtypes, however some unique risk factors were identified for HFpEF and HFrEF in this 

population of CKD patients. Both types of HF had similar associations with risk of ESKD in this 

population; with substantial risk amongst those with lower eGFR. Almost 2/3 of persons who 

developed HF died during study follow-up; however, there was a stronger association of HFrEF 

with mortality compared with HFpEF.  Prevention and treatment of HFpEF as well as HFrEF 

should be a central priority to improve clinical outcomes in patients with CKD. 

 

Disclaimer: This article was not prepared in collaboration with investigators of the Chronic 

Renal Insufficiency Cohort (CRIC) study and does not necessarily reflect the opinions or views 

of the CRIC study investigators, the National Institute of Diabetes and Digestive and Kidney 

Diseases (NIDDK) central repositories, or the NIDDK.  

Additional Information: The CRIC was conducted by the CRIC study investigators and 

supported by the NIDDK. The data from the CRIC reported here were supplied by the NIDDK 

central repositories.  
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TABLES 

Table 1. Multivariable association of baseline patient characteristics and risk factors with the first 
heart failure event among participants with chronic kidney disease 

 Heart failure with 
preserved ejection 

fraction 

Heart failure with 
reduced ejection 

fraction 

 

Variable HR (95% CI) HR (95% CI) p for 
interaction 

Age (per 10 year increment) 1.24 (1.05, 1.46) 1.50 (1.25, 1.79) 0.13 
Male  1.00 (0.73, 1.37) 1.78 (1.21, 2.61) 0.02 
Race/ethnicity    

White 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.)  
Black 1.27 (0.92, 1.75) 0.87 (0.60, 1.26) 0.13 
Hispanic 0.71 (0.45, 1.10) 0.73 (0.46, 1.18) 0.92 
Other 1.20 (0.66, 2.20) 0.72 (0.30, 1.72) 0.34 

Atrial fibrillation 1.41 (1.04, 1.91) 1.82 (1.32, 2.51) 0.25 
Diabetes 1.06 (0.73, 1.54) 1.11 (0.72, 1.71) 0.89 
Myocardial infarction 1.61 (1.22, 2.12) 2.22 (1.64, 3.01) 0.12 
Peripheral vascular disease 0.96 (0.64, 1.46) 1.19 (0.76, 1.86) 0.51 
Stroke 1.31 (0.92, 1.85) 0.94 (0.60, 1.46) 0.25 
Current smoking 1.25 (0.87, 1.79) 1.77 (1.22, 2.57) 0.19 
eGFR (per 15 mL/min/1.73m2 
decrement) 1.05 (0.87, 1.27) 1.27 (1.04, 1.55) 0.16 
Urine albumin-to-creatinine ratio 
(24hour) (per SD increment in log) 1.34 (1.12, 1.61) 1.45 (1.19, 1.77) 0.58 
Body mass index (per 5 kg/m2 
increment) 1.03 (0.88, 1.20) 1.21 (1.04, 1.41) 0.13 
Systolic blood pressure (per 10 
mmHg increment) 1.14 (1.06, 1.22) 1.00 (0.92, 1.09) 0.02 
Diastolic blood pressure (per 10 
mmHg increment) 0.81 (0.71, 0.93) 1.10 (0.93, 1.30) 0.005 
Chronic obstructive pulmonary 
disease  1.10 (0.57, 2.15) 2.16 (1.22, 3.83) 0.13 
Hemoglobin (per SD decrement) 1.08 (0.90, 1.28) 1.21 (0.98, 1.49) 0.40 
Glucose (per SD increment) 0.98 (0.87, 1.11) 0.95 (0.82, 1.10) 0.76 
Serum albumin (per SD 
decrement) 0.92 (0.78, 1.09) 0.98 (0.81, 1.17) 0.65 
Serum sodium (per SD increment) 0.91 (0.80, 1.05) 0.96 (0.82, 1.12) 0.63 
Calcium (per SD decrement) 1.19 (1.01, 1.40) 1.14 (0.94, 1.38) 0.78 
Phosphate (per SD increment) 1.08 (0.95, 1.22) 0.92 (0.78, 1.07) 0.11 
Parathyroid horomone (per SD 0.97 (0.83, 1.12) 1.04 (0.86, 1.24) 0.56 
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 Heart failure with 
preserved ejection 

fraction 

Heart failure with 
reduced ejection 

fraction 

 

Variable HR (95% CI) HR (95% CI) p for 
interaction 

increment in log) 

Heart rate (per SD increment) 0.96 (0.84, 1.10) 1.25 (1.06, 1.46) 0.02 
Waist circumference (per SD 
increment) 1.26 (0.99, 1.59) 0.75 (0.57, 0.98) 0.004 
Alcohol use 1.21 (0.93, 1.57) 0.97 (0.72, 1.31) 0.28 
Triglycerides (per SD increment) 1.03 (0.90, 1.19) 1.00 (0.88, 1.14) 0.73 
Total cholesterol (per SD 
increment) 1.01 (0.88, 1.16) 1.08 (0.91, 1.29) 0.55 
HbA1c (per SD increment) 1.30 (1.12, 1.51) 1.19 (0.97, 1.46) 0.48 
FGF-23 (per SD increment in log) 1.19 (1.01, 1.39) 1.11 (0.94, 1.31) 0.57 
High sensitivity C-reactive protein 
(per SD increment in log) 1.00 (0.87, 1.16) 1.05 (0.90, 1.23) 0.65 
IL-6 (per SD increment in log) 1.16 (1.01, 1.34) 1.13 (0.98, 1.31) 0.78 
Total METs (per SD decrement) 0.97 (0.84, 1.12) 1.10 (0.92, 1.32) 0.28 
Galectin-3 (per SD increment in 
log) 1.07 (0.92, 1.25) 1.05 (0.89, 1.24) 0.87 
GDF-15 (per SD increment in log) 1.37 (1.13, 1.67) 1.01 (0.80, 1.29) 0.06 
sST2 (per SD increment in log) 1.12 (0.98, 1.29) 1.07 (0.92, 1.24) 0.63 
24 hour urine sodium (per SD 
decrement) 1.06 (0.91, 1.22) 1.03 (0.88, 1.21) 0.84 
24 hour urine potassium (per SD 
decrement) 0.96 (0.82, 1.12) 0.84 (0.69, 1.01) 0.30 
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Table 2. Association of heart failure subtypes with risk of end-stage kidney disease and mortality among participants with chronic kidney 
disease 
 Progression to end-stage kidney disease 
HF type IR (per 100 pys) Model 1 Model 2 
No HF 2.9 (2.7, 3.1) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 
Unspecified HF 18.5 (13.1, 24.0) 6.56 (5.05, 8.53) 1.21 (0.87, 1.68) 
HFpEF 17.4 (13.0 21.8) 5.97 (4.85, 7.34) 1.59 (1.24, 2.02) 
HFrEF 14.4 (10.4, 18.5) 5.45 (4.16, 7.14) 1.26 (0.93, 1.70) 
 All-cause mortality 
No HF 3.2 (3.0, 3.3) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 
Unspecified HF 19.4 (16.2, 22.6) 3.97 (3.34, 4.72) 1.60 (1.26, 2.04) 
HFpEF 12.2 (10.1, 14.2) 2.61 (2.19, 3.10) 1.24 (1.00, 1.54) 
HFrEF 16.9 (13.7, 20.1) 3.55 (2.95, 4.27) 1.68 (1.34, 2.11) 
Model 1: age, sex, and race/ethnicity 
Model 2: model 1 + diabetes, history of cardiovascular disease, atrial fibrillation, smoking, systolic blood pressure, body mass index, eGFR, and 
log-transformed 24-hour urinary protein and use of diuretics, angiotensin-converting-enzyme inhibitors/aldosterone receptor blockers, β-blockers 
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Figure 1. Incidence rates of heart failure with preserved (HFpEF) and reduced (HFrEF) ejection fraction by estimated glomerular 
filtration rate (eGFR) category 

  

 

Error bars indicate limits of 95% confidence interval.  
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Figure 2. End-stage kidney disease (ESKD) free survival after incident heart failure with (a) preserved ejection fraction (HFpEF) and (b) 
reduced ejection fraction (HFrEF) 
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Figure 3. Association of heart failure with preserved (HFpEF) and reduced (HFrEF) ejection fraction with risk of progression to end-
stage kidney disease and mortality across categories of estimated glomerular filtration rate (eGFR, ml/min/1.73m2) 
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SUPPLEMENT 

Supplemental Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the study population (N = 3557) 

 Overall 
N 3557 
Demographics  
Age 57.4 (11.2) 
Male 1941 (55) 
Race/ethnicity  

Non-Hispanic white 1521 (43) 
Non-Hispanic black 1433 (40) 
Hispanic 460 (13) 
Other 143 (4) 

Income  
<$20K 1057 (30) 
$20-<$50K 873 (25) 
$50-<$100K 687 (19) 
≥$100K 377 (11) 

Education  
≤6th grade 194 (5) 
7th-12th grade 538 (15) 
HS graduate 648 (18) 
Technical school 174 (5) 
Some college 846 (24) 
College graduate 671 (19) 
Graduate or 

professional school 485 (14) 
Alcohol use 2278 (64) 
Physical characteristics  
BMI (kg/m2) 31.9 (7.7) 
Waist circumference 
(cm) 105.3 (17.4) 
SBP (mmHg) 128.5 (22.0) 
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DBP (mmHg) 71.9 (12.6) 
Comorbidity  
Atrial fibrillation 482 (14) 
COPD 98 (3) 
Diabetes 1645 (46) 
MI 626 (18) 
PVD 202 (6) 
Stroke 320 (9) 
Smoking 463 (13) 
Total METs 167 (111-252) 
Laboratory  
APOA1 137.4 (29.9) 
Triglycerides 155.5 (115.2) 
Total cholesterol 185.0 (45.5) 
HbA1c 6.6 (1.5) 
Hemoglobin 12.6 (1.8) 
Glucose 114.1 (50.8) 
Serum albumin 3.9 (0.5) 
Sodium 139.2 (3.1) 
Serum creatinine 1.7 (0.6) 
Serum cystatin-C 1.5 (0.5) 
eGFR (CKD-EPI) 50.2 (19.8) 
Urine volume from 24-
hour test 2079 (845) 
Total 24-hour urine 
protein, g/day 0.2 (0.1-0.9) 
24-hour urine sodium 161.2 (77.1) 
24-hour urine potassium 55.1 (26.3) 
hsCRP 2.5 (1.0-6.3) 
IL-10 > 0, N (%) 539 (15) 
IL-6 1.8 (1.1-3.0) 
Mineral metabolism  
Calcium 9.2 (0.5) 
Phosphorus 3.7 (0.7) 
PTH 52.0 (34.0-84.8) 
FGF-23 138.7 (93.5-224.2) 
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Electrocardiogram  
Heart rate 65.2 (11.8) 
QRS interval  92 (86-100) 
QT interval 404 (382-430) 
PR interval 168 (152-186) 
Symptoms  
Year 1 KCCQ score 91 (73-99) 
KDQOL symptoms 
score  89 (77-95) 
KDQOL burden score  94 (69-100) 
KDQOL effects score  97 (88-100) 
Depression  

Mild 2957 (83) 
Moderate 465 (13) 
Severe 91 (3) 

Cardiac biomarkers  
NT-proBNP 123 (45-327) 
hsTnT 13.9 (8.3-24.4) 
Galectin-3 14.0 (10.0-19.2) 
GDF-15 1418 (967-2124) 
sST2 15.3 (11.3-20.8) 
Entries are mean (SD) or median (IQR).  
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Supplemental Table 2. Association of eGFR with risk of end-stage kidney disease and mortality among participants with incident HFpEF 

 Progression to end-stage kidney disease 

eGFR 
N at risk 

(N events) IR (per 100 pys) Unadjusted Model 1 Model 2 
Overall  274 (132) 17.5 (14.3, 21.7)    
eGFR ≥45 49 (9) 3.4 (1.5, 6.1) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 
eGFR 30-44 82 (39) 14.0 (9.8, 20.0) 2.24 (1.20, 4.20) 2.82 (1.47, 5.40) 3.10 (1.41, 6.84) 
eGFR <30 143 (84) 38.6 (29.9, 50.7) 5.09 (2.78, 9.29) 7.19 (3.84, 13.44) 7.55 (3.51, 16.28) 
 All-cause mortality 
Overall 341 (220) 13.1 (11.4, 15.0)    
eGFR ≥45 49 (25) 8.6 (5.4, 13.1) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 
eGFR 30-44 84 (56) 12.5 (9.7, 16.3) 1.83 (1.14, 2.93) 1.65 (1.02, 2.66) 1.24 (0.76, 2.01) 
eGFR <30 162 (111) 14.6 (12.1, 17.8) 1.80 (1.14, 2.84) 1.61 (1.02, 2.56) 1.47 (0.93, 2.34) 
ESRD 46 (28) 16.5 (10.8, 24.3) 2.08 (1.19, 3.62) 1.79 (1.01, 3.16) 1.32 (0.71, 2.45) 
 Composite of progression to end-stage kidney disease and all-cause mortality 
Overall  274 (220) 29.4 (24.6, 34.8)    
eGFR ≥45 49 (29) 11.4 (7.5, 16.6) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 
eGFR 30-44 82 (65) 23.4 (17.7, 31.5) 2.11 (1.37, 3.26) 2.24 (1.43, 3.51) 1.56 (0.97, 2.49) 
eGFR <30 143 (126) 58.4 (47.1, 73.4) 3.71 (2.41, 5.69) 4.21 (2.70, 6.57) 3.50 (2.21, 5.52) 
Model 1: age, sex, and race/ethnicity 
Model 2: model 1 + diabetes, history of cardiovascular disease, atrial fibrillation, smoking, systolic blood pressure, body mass index, and log-
transformed 24-hour urine protein and use of diuretics, angiotensin-converting-enzyme inhibitors/aldosterone receptor blockers, β-blockers 
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Supplemental Table 3. Association of eGFR with risk of end-stage kidney disease and mortality among participants with incident HFrEF 

 Progression to end-stage kidney disease 

eGFR 
N at risk 

(N events) IR (per 100 pys) Unadjusted Model 1 Model 2 
Overall  263 (97) 13.2 (10.6, 16.3)    
eGFR≥45 70 (10) 3.1 (1.4, 5.0) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 
eGFR 30-44 75 (26) 14.3 (9.2, 20.4) 3.28 (1.60, 6.72) 3.45 (1.67, 7.11) 3.53 (1.61, 7.73) 
eGFR <30 118 (61) 26.2 (18.7, 36.5) 7.37 (3.73, 14.55) 8.55 (4.31, 16.97) 9.30 (4.41, 19.6) 
 All-cause mortality 
Overall 325 (231) 17.8 (15.6, 20.5)    
eGFR≥45 72 (44) 12.5 (9.4, 16.8) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 
eGFR 30-44 76 (56) 21.4 (16.5, 28.1) 1.68 (1.13, 2.48) 1.62 (1.09, 2.40) 1.46 (0.95, 2.24) 
eGFR <30 138 (104) 17.9 (14.7, 22.0) 1.49 (1.03, 2.16) 1.56 (1.08, 2.26) 1.39 (0.94, 2.04) 
ESRD 39 (27) 26.7 (16.5, 45.6) 2.17 (1.33, 3.55) 2.32 (1.41, 3.80) 2.39 (1.35, 4.23) 
 Composite of progression to end-stage kidney disease and all-cause mortality 
Overall  263 (213) 29.2 (24.9, 34.1)    
eGFR ≥45 70 (47) 14.9 (11.2, 19.3) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 1.0 (Ref.) 
eGFR 30-44 75 (61) 33.7 (25.8, 44.4) 1.79 (1.22, 2.62) 1.69 (1.15, 2.48) 1.90 (1.26, 2.88) 
eGFR <30 118 (105) 45.5 (34.6, 59.5) 3.08 (2.14, 4.42) 3.26 (2.27, 4.70) 2.90 (1.95, 4.30) 
Model 1: age, sex, and race/ethnicity 
Model 2: model 1 + diabetes, history of cardiovascular disease, atrial fibrillation, smoking, systolic blood pressure, body mass index, and log-
transformed 24-hour urine protein and use of diuretics, angiotensin-converting-enzyme inhibitors/aldosterone receptor blockers, β-blockers 
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Supplemental Figure 1. (a) End-stage kidney disease (ESKD) free survival and (b) overall survival after incident heart failure with 
preserved ejection fraction (HFpEF)  
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Supplemental Figure 2. (a) End-stage kidney disease (ESKD) free survival and (b) overall survival after incident heart failure with 
reduced ejection fraction (HFrEF)  

 

 

 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted August 25, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.24.23294596doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.08.24.23294596

