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Abstract

Background: Unlike systolic blood pressure (SBP), the prognostic value of diastolic blood

pressure (DBP) in kidney function has not been established. We hypothesized that pulse

pressure (PP), which is associated with arteriosclerosis, would affect the prognostic value of

DBP.

Methods: This longitudinal study used data from the Japan Specific Health Checkups Study

conducted between 2008 and 2014. The participants were stratified into 3 PP subgroups (low-

PP <39, normal-PP 40-59, and high-PP >60 mmHg). The exposures of interest were SBP and

DBP, and the association between SBP/DBP and kidney outcomes (30% decline in the

estimated glomerular filtration rate from baseline) was examined in each PP subgroup using a

Cox proportional hazards model.

Results: Among 725,022 participants, 20,414 (2.8%) developed kidney outcomes during a

median follow-up period of 34.6 months. Higher SBP was consistently associated with a

higher incidence of kidney outcome in all PP subgroups. Although DBP had a positive linear

association with the incidence of kidney outcome in low- and normal-PP subgroups, both

lower (<60 mmHg) and higher (=101 mmHg) DBP were associated with a higher incidence

of kidney outcome in high-PP subgroup with U-shaped curve. Hazard ratios (95% confidence

intervals) of <60 mmHg (reference: 61-80 mmHg in normal-PP subgroup) and >101 mmHg

were 1.26 (1.15-1.38) and 1.86 (1.62-2.14), respectively.
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Conclusion: In this large population-based cohort, DBP was differently associated with

kidney outcome by PP levels; lower DBP was significantly associated with a higher incidence

of kidney outcome in high-PP subgroup but not in low- and normal-PP subgroups.

Non-standard Abbreviations and Acronyms
BMI; body mass index

BP; blood pressure

CKD:; chronic kidney disease

CI; confidence interval

CVD; cardiovascular disease

DBP; diastolic blood pressure

eGFR; estimated glomerular filtration rate
HR; hazard ratio

PP; pulse pressure

RCS; restricted cubic spline

SBP; systolic blood pressure
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Introduction

Chronic kidney disease (CKD) is characterized by a decreased glomerular filtration rate
(GFR) and/or the presence of albuminuria. Its worldwide prevalence is increasing due to
aging, smoking, and several comorbidities, including hypertension, diabetes, and obesity [1'9].
Since CKD is an independent risk factor for cardiovascular morbidity and mortality,

preventing its development is of paramount importance ['*'?

]. Among these risk factors,
hypertension is one of the most established risk factors contributing to the development of
CKD.

Systolic blood pressure (SBP), diastolic blood pressure (DBP), and pulse pressure (PP) are
generally used to evaluate blood pressure (BP). Previous reports have shown a positive linear

9,13,14
]

association between SBP and the risk of kidney function decline [ . Recently, a positive

linear association between PP and the risk of kidney function decline has also been reported
[15’16]. However, previous reports examining the relationship between DBP and kidney
function have demonstrated inconsistent results, with some reporting positive linear

63171 and others identifying no significant relationship ['**]. Therefore, the

associations [
prognostic value of DBP in kidney function remains unestablished.
The population with low DBP includes individuals with naturally low DBP as well as those

with low DBP due to increased PP caused by diseases, including atherosclerosis and aortic

valve regurgitation. We hypothesized that PP level could affect the prognostic value of DBP,
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and the difference in PP levels across previous studies might underlie the inconsistent

relationship between DBP and kidney function. Therefore, we evaluated the association

between DBP and kidney function within each stratified PP level. To the best of our

knowledge, no study has examined the prognostic abilities of DBP and SBP for kidney

function after stratification by PP within a large population-based cohort.
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Methods

Study design

This longitudinal study was conducted based on databases derived from the Specific Health
Checkup program in Japan conducted between 2008 and 2014 (The Japan Specific Health
Checkups [J-SHC] study). The details of this cohort study and the program have been
published previously [*']. Briefly, the Japanese government launched a program in 2008 to
investigate early diagnosis of metabolic syndrome in the general population aged 40-74
years. Data were collected from the following 26 prefectures: Hokkaido, Yamagata, Miyagi,
Fukushima, Tochigi, Ibaraki, Chiba, Saitama, Tokyo, Kanagawa, Niigata, Ishikawa, Fukui,
Nagano, Gifu, Osaka, Hyogo, Okayama, Tokushima, Kochi, Fukuoka, Saga, Kumamoto,
Oita, Miyazaki, and Okinawa. Participants with a single measurement of serum creatinine
level, missing data for BP or serum creatinine level, and unreasonable outliers of baseline
serum creatinine level (=8 mg/dL or <0.3 mg/dL), as well as those having baseline blood

pressure with DBP exceeding SBP, were excluded from this study.

Variable
Data collection was based on a self-administered questionnaire, including past history of
cardiovascular disease (CVD), stroke, current smoking status, alcohol consumption status,

and medication usage. Current smoking was defined as having smoked more than 100
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cigarettes or smoking for more than 6 months prior to the health check-up program. Height,
body weight, and BP were measured by trained staff at each local medical institute. Office BP
was measured using a standard sphygmomanometer or an automated device placed on the
right arm, following a 5-min rest in the sitting position. PP was calculated as the difference
between SBP and DBP. The exposures of interest were SBP, DBP, and PP. According to 2018
European Society of Cardiology/European Society of Hypertension Guidelines for the
management of arterial hypertension, PP >60 mmHg was a risk factor for asymptomatic
hypertension-mediated organ damage [**]. Therefore, we divided PP into three categories:
low PP (<39 mmHg), normal PP (40-59 mmHg) and high PP (=60 mmHg). Urine and blood
samples were collected after fasting overnight for 10 h. The urine dipstick test for proteinuria
were expressed as —, +, 1+, 2+, or 3+. All blood samples were assayed using an automatic
clinical chemical analyzer within 24 h of collection at each local medical institute. Serum
creatinine levels were measured using enzymatic methods. The estimated GFR (eGFR) was
calculated using formulas developed for the Japanese population: eGFR (mL/min/1.73 m?) =

109 < age (years) "** (x 0.739 for women) [ *°].

194 x serum creatinine (mg/dL)
The outcome of this study included the time leading to the first event of a 30% decline in
eGFR from the baseline level. As described previously, a 30% decline in eGFR over 6 years
serves as a predictor for end-stage kidney disease [**] and is established as a surrogate marker

for chronic kidney disease (CKD) progression [>*'].
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Statistical analysis

The patients were categorized into three subgroups based on PP: low (<39 mmHg), normal

(40-59 mmHg), and high (=60 mmHg) groups. When examining exposures as a categorical

variable, DBP and SBP were categorized into 4 categories: <60, 61-80, 81-100, and >101

mmHg for DBP and <100, 101-130, 131-160, and >161 mmHg for SBP. Baseline data were

expressed as means with standard deviations or numbers with percentages, as appropriate.

Cox proportional hazard regression models were used to examine the association between

baseline DBP or SBP and the time to the first event of 30% eGFR decline in each subgroup.

The data were adjusted for sex, age, body mass index (BMI), history of CVD and stroke,

current smoking status, antihypertensive and antidiabetic agents’ usage, HbAlc, and

proteinuria as potential confounders. The nonlinear relationships between baseline BPs and

kidney outcome were evaluated using restricted cubic spline (RCS) curves. Statistical

significance was set at a P-value <0.05. All statistical analyses were performed using R

version 4.1.2 (R Foundation, Vienna, Austria).

Ethics approval and consent to participate

All procedures involving human participants were conducted in accordance with the ethical

standards of the institutional and/or national research committee under whose jurisdiction the
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studies were conducted (Fukushima Medical University; IRB Approval Number #1485,
#2771) and principles outlined in the 1964 Helsinki Declaration and its later amendments.
This study was conducted in accordance with the Ethical Guidelines for Medical and Health
Research Involving Human Subjects enacted by the Ministry of Health, Labour, and Welfare
of Japan ta[http://www.mhlw.go.jp/file/06-Seisakujouhou-

10600000nDaijinkanboukouseikagakuka/0000069410.pdf].
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Results

Baseline characteristics of the study cohort

Among the 933,488 patients, 208,466 were excluded based on the exclusion criteria, and the

remaining 725,022 were included in this study (Figure 1). Baseline characteristics according

to DBP and SBP are listed in Table 1. Those with higher DBP exhibited lower likelihood of

being female; exhibited higher BMI, SBP, PP, and serum creatinine levels; and included a

larger proportion of patients receiving antihypertensive agents and experiencing proteinuria

(Table 1). Higher SBP was associated with lower likelihood of being female; older age;

higher BMI, DBP, PP, and HbAlc levels; and higher prevalence of patients receiving

antihypertensive agents and experiencing proteinuria (Table 1). Supplemental Tables S1-S6

present baseline characteristics according to DBP and SBP and further stratified based on PP

categories. The association between the baseline characteristics and DBP in each PP group

was similar compared to their association before PP stratification (Supplemental Tables S1—

S3). However, higher DBP was associated with younger age only in the normal (40-59

mmHg) and high PP (>60 mmHg) groups (Supplemental Tables S2 and S3). Baseline

characteristics according to SBP in each PP group were similar to those before PP

stratification (Supplemental Tables S4-S6).

Association of DBP with kidney outcome based on different PP levels
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During a median follow-up of 34.6 months, 20,414 of 725,022 patients exhibited a 30%

decline in eGFR from the baseline levels. Using Cox hazard models adjusted for three

progressive sets of potential confounders, the hazard ratios (HRs) of DBP categories for

kidney outcome were demonstrated within each PP subgroup, as presented in Table 2

(reference: participants with DBP 61-80 mmHg in the normal PP subgroup [40-59 mmHg]).

The fully adjusted HRs of DBP categories in each PP subgroup are displayed in Figure 2A.

Furthermore, we examined the risk of DBP using RCS within each PP subgroup. (Figure 3A,

3B) As depicted in Figure 2A, higher PP categories were associated with a higher incidence

of kidney outcome within each DBP category. Linear positive associations between DBP and

the incidence of kidney outcome were observed in the low and normal PP subgroups (Figure

2A, 3B). In the low PP subgroup, the fully adjusted HRs (95% confidence intervals [CIs]) of

the highest (=101 mmHg) and lowest (<60 mmHg) DBP categories were 1.21 (0.78-1.88)

and 0.96 (0.83—1.12), respectively (Figure 2A and Table 2). Similarly, in the normal PP

subgroup, the fully adjusted HRs (95% ClIs) of the highest (=101 mmHg) and lowest (<60

mmHg) DBP categories were 1.45 (1.22—-1.72) and 0.93 (0.86—1.01), respectively (Figure 2A

and Table 2). In contrast, both lower and higher DBPs were associated with a higher

incidence of kidney outcome in the high-PP subgroup (Figure 2A, 3B). The fully adjusted

HRs (95% CIs) of the highest (=101 mmHg) and lowest (61-80 mmHg) DBP category were

1.86 (1.62-2.14) and 1.11 (1.07-1.16), respectively (Figure 2A and Table 2). As illustrated in

10
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Figure 3A and 3B, the RCS curves demonstrated a U-shaped association between DBP and

the incidence of kidney outcome in the overall cohort and high PP subgroup. However, a

positive linear association between DBP and the incidence of kidney outcome was observed

in the low and normal PP subgroups (Figure 3B).

Association of SBP with kidney outcome based on different PP levels

Using Cox hazard models adjusted for three progressive sets of potential confounders, the

HRs of SBP categories for kidney outcome were demonstrated within each PP subgroup, as

presented in Table 2 (reference: participants with SBP 101-130 mmHg in the normal PP

subgroup [40-59 mmHg]). The fully adjusted HRs of SBP categories in each PP subgroup are

displayed in Figure 2B. Furthermore, we examined the risk of SBP using RCS within each PP

subgroup (Figure 3C, 3D). In contrast to the results observed for each DBP category, higher

PP values were not associated with a higher incidence of kidney outcome in each SBP

category (Figure 2B). Linear positive associations between SBP and the incidence of kidney

outcome were observed within all PP subgroups (Figure 2B, 3D). In the low PP subgroup, the

fully adjusted HRs (95% Cls) of the highest (=131 mmHg) and lowest (<100 mmHg) SBP

categories were 1.41 (1.11-1.79) and 0.93 (0.84—1.03), respectively (Figure 2B and Table 2).

In the normal PP subgroup, the fully adjusted HRs (95% Cls) of the highest (=161 mmHg)

and lowest (<100 mmHg) SBP categories were 1.55 (1.14-2.10) and 0.90 (0.78-1.04),

11
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respectively (Figure 2B and Table 2). In high PP subgroup, the fully adjusted HRs (95% Cls)
of the highest (=161 mmHg) and lowest (<130 mmHg) SBP categories were 1.50 (1.41-1.60)
and 1.04 (0.96-1.12), respectively (Figure 2B and Table 2). As illustrated in Figures 3C and
3D, the RCS curves demonstrated positive linear associations between SBP and the incidence

of kidney outcome in the overall cohort and all PP subgroups.

12
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Discussion

The present study demonstrated a positive linear association between SBP and poor kidney
outcome and a U-shaped association between DBP and poor kidney outcome in a large
general population-based cohort. Upon stratifying PP levels, the positive linear association
with SBP was consistent within all PP subgroups. In contrast, the positive linear association
of DBP with poor kidney outcome was observed in the low (<39 mmHg) and normal PP (40—
59 mmHg) subgroups, whereas a U-shaped association of DBP was observed only in the high
PP subgroup (=60 mmHg). Furthermore, we observed that higher PP levels were associated
with poor kidney outcome, regardless of DBP; however, this association was not evident
when participants were categorized based on SBP.

9,13,14
1,

As confirmed by previous studies [ SBP is a strong predictor of kidney outcomes, and

notably, our study demonstrated that SBP was a reliable predictor, regardless of the PP levels.
In contrast, the prognostic value of DBP for kidney outcomes exhibited variability depending
on the PP levels.

Previous studies investigating the association between DBP and kidney function have

6,13,17-20
[

reported inconsistent results ]. Some studies have reported linear positive association

6,13,17
[ ]

between DBP and poor kidney outcomes , while others have failed to establish a

[1 8—20]

significant association between them . The potential influence of PP variation among

the patients in each previous study might have influenced this disparity. Indeed, the mean PP

13
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levels in studies that reported a significant association between DBP and kidney outcomes

6,13,17
]

were within the normal range (4652 mmHg) [ , but those in studies that failed to

18201 These results

establish a significant association revealed high PP levels (65-93 mmHg) [
are consistent with our findings that a significant linear association between DBP and poor
kidney outcome was observed in participants with low to normal PP levels but not in
participants with high PP levels.

Although the mechanism underlying these findings remains unknown, we initially
hypothesized that the increased risk of poor kidney outcome due to low DBP in participants
with high PP could be attributed to increased arterial stiffness, which is associated with low
DBP and high PP levels [%52]. Contrary to our expectations, the participants in our study
exhibited a weak correlation between DBP and PP (R = 0.11, Supplemental Figure S1), and a
very strong correlation between SBP and PP (R = 0.79, Supplemental Figure S2), indicating
that increased PP levels due to arteriosclerosis contributed to increased SBP rather than
decreased DBP. These outcomes suggested that the mechanism linking poor kidney outcome
to decreased DBP is not related to arteriosclerosis (arteriosclerosis-induced increased PP
levels are not associated with decreased DBP). A U-shaped association between DBP and
poor prognosis, as observed in the present study, has also been reported in a previous study

describing the association between CVD and cardiovascular death and DBP [***']. This

finding is supported by the fact that coronary artery perfusion occurs mainly during diastole

14
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and is, therefore, strongly influenced by decreased DBP [**]. Conversely, a previous report
described that the effect of DBP on renal hemodynamics is relatively small [**]. Notably,
older individuals and those with advanced arterial stiffness are highly susceptible to organ
hypoperfusion due to impaired hemodynamic autoregulatory mechanisms [33’34]. The baseline
characteristics in this study indicated that participants with high PP level were older, had a
higher usage of antihypertensive and antidiabetic agents, and had a higher prevalence of a
history of CVD than those of individuals with low-to-normal PP levels. The impaired
hemodynamic autoregulatory system caused by arteriosclerosis (older age and increased
comorbidities) could be one of the mechanisms underlying low-DBP-susceptible kidney
ischemic injury.

As previously demonstrated, a higher PP level is associated with a higher incidence of
kidney outcome [15’16]. We also validated this association when categorizing participants
based on their DBP levels. Unexpectedly, this association was not significant when
participants were categorized based on their SBP levels. In the present study, a strong
association between PP and SBP (Supplemental Figure S2) was observed, and this
association was also observed within the each categorized DBP level. Therefore, it is
reasonable that higher PP levels as well as SBP levels were both associated with poor kidney
outcomes when stratified based on DBP levels (within the same DBP level). In contrast,

higher PP levels mean lower DBP levels within a narrow range of SBP (when stratified based

15
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on SBP levels), suggesting that higher PP levels (lower DBP levels) were not clearly

associated with increased risk of kidney outcomes within a restricted range of SBP in the

present study.

This study had several limitations. First, because this was an observational study, we could

not determine a causal relationship between DBP and decreased kidney function. Potential

confounding factors could have led to an increase or a decrease in DBP. Second, we could not

obtain data on thyroid or valvular heart disease, which affect DBP and PP. Therefore, we

were unable to determine the effects of these diseases on DBP or kidney function. Third, we

estimated the GFR using creatinine-based equations. Therefore, the estimated kidney function

of participants with poor nutritional status or lean body mass may not be accurate.

In conclusion, in this large population-based cohort, higher SBP and DBP were consistently

associated with a higher incidence of kidney outcomes, regardless of PP levels; however,

lower DBP was also significantly associated with a higher incidence of kidney outcome in

participants with high PP levels, but not in those with low and normal PP levels. Attention

should be paid not only to patients with high DBP but also to those with low DBP and high

PP levels, as they could be at risk of adverse kidney outcomes.

16
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Tables

Table 1. Baseline characteristics according to diastolic blood pressure and systolic blood pressure

DBP, mmHg SBP, mmHg

<60 61-80 81-100 =101 SMD <100 101-130 131-160 =161 SMD
n 60,569 440,003 213,245 11,205 34,438 380,582 279,182 30,820

Age, years 60.8(9.6) 62.9(8.1) 62.9(7.4) 60.8(8.1) 0.17 | 574(9.8) 61.6(8.5) 64.5(6.7) 649 (6.4) 0.52
43634 268681 104715 4145 25307 228073 152143 15652

Sex, female, n (%) 0.41 0.26
(72.0) (61.1) (49.1) (37.0) (73.5) (59.9) (54.5) (50.8)

BMI, kg/m* 21.8(3.0) 23.0(5.8) 24034) 2483.7) 044 | 21.1(2.8) 22.8(3.2) 239(6.9) 243(3.6) 047
108.3 167.3 171.9

SBP, mmHg 1249 (13.7) 141.6 (14.3) 2.10 | 95.6(4.7) 1192(8.1) 141.9(7.8) 5.25
(13.9) (18.2) (10.8)

DBP, mmHg 572(3.9) 72.8(54) 87.7(5.0) 107.1(6.1) 5.36 | 60.1 (6.7) 72.4(8.1) 82.0(8.8) 93.0(11.5) 2.04

Pulse pressure, mmHg | 51.0 (13.5) 52.1(12.3) 53.9(12.9) 60.2(16.5) 0.34 | 355(64) 46.8(8.3) 59.9(9.6) 78.9(12.7) 2.49
Antihypertensive 8610 117437 78547 3215 79837 114089 12384

0.28 | 1499 (4.4) 0.56
agents, n (%) (14.5) (27.1) (37.5) (29.3) (21.4) (41.5) (40.8)

26



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.21.23295933

Antidiabetic agents, n
(o)
Cardiovascular
disease, n (%)
Stroke, n (%)
Current smoking, n
(o)
HbAlc, %
Serum creatinine,
mg/dL
eGFR, mL/min/1.73

m2

)
Proteinuria, n

(“o)
&)

3255 (5.5) 23756 (5.5)

3344 (6.1) 24421 (6.2)

1486 (2.7) 13841 (3.5)
9204 62697
(15.5) (14.5)

53(0.6)  5.4(0.7)

0.7(0.2)  0.7(0.2)

76.8 (16.2)  75.6 (15.7)

53952 386927

(89.3) (88.1)

4428 (7.3) 32833 (7.5)

9698 (4.6)

10643 (5.6)

7396 (3.9)
33093
(15.8)

5.4 (0.7)

0.7 (0.2)

75.0 (15.6)

180905

(85.0)

17883 (8.4)

280 (2.6)

404 (4.1)

329 (3.4)
2394
(21.9)

5.4 (0.8)

0.8 (0.2)

74.9 (15.9)

8598
(76.9)
1152

(10.3)

27

0.08

0.05

0.03

0.10

0.08

0.23

0.06

0.21

822 (2.4)

1302 (4.2)

538 (1.8)
5915
(17.6)

5.2 (0.5)

0.7 (0.2)

77.6 (15.7)

30838

(89.8)

2559 (7.5)

16748 (4.5)

19749 (5.8)

10860 (3.2)
57684
(15.5)

5.3 (0.6)

0.7 (0.2)

75.9 (15.6)

337425

(88.9)

27822 (7.3)

17432 (6.3)

16212 (6.5)

10527 (4.2)
38723
(14.1)

5.4 (0.7)

0.7 (0.2)

74.9 (15.8)

237671

(85.3)

23020 (8.3)

1987 (6.6)

1549 (5.7)

1127 (4.1)
5066
(16.8)

5.5 (0.9)

0.7 (0.2)

74.4 (16.1)

24448

(79.5)

2895 (9.4)

0.11

0.05

0.08

0.05

0.23

0.15

0.11

0.20
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(1+) | 1488 (2.5) 13900 (3.2) 9686 (4.6) 875 (7.8) 734 (2.1) 10862 (2.9) 12319 (4.4) 2034 (6.6)
@+ | 439(07) 4161(0.9) 3391(1.6) 438(3.9) 160 (0.5)  2878(0.8) 4360 (1.6) 1031 (3.4)

BGH| 112(02) 1252(03) 961(0.5)  118(1.1) 37(0.1)  739(0.2)  1323(0.5) 344(1.1)

Data are presented as median (interquartile range) or number (%). SMD, standardized mean difference

BMI, body mass index; DBP, diastolic blood pressure; SBP, systolic blood pressure; HbAlc, hemoglobin Alc; eGFR, estimated glomerular

filtration rate
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Table 2. HRs (95% Cls) for 30% eGFR reduction from baseline according to DBP and SBP in stratified PP groups

HR (95% CI) for 30% decrease in eGFR from

baseline level

HR (95% CI) for 30% decrease in eGFR from

baseline level

PP DBP

(mmHg) (mmHg)

<60

61-80

<39

81-100

>101

<60
40-59

61-80

Crude

0.79(0.69—
0.91)
0.78(0.73—
0.83)
0.92(0.84—
1.00)
1.04(0.69—
1.56)
0.89(0.82—
0.95)

1 (Reference)

Age/sex
adjusted
0.83(0.72—
0.95)
0.82(0.77-
0.87)
0.98(0.90-
1.07)
1.16(0.77-
1.74)
0.90(0.84—
0.97)

1 (Reference)

Fully adjusted*

0.96(0.83-1.12)

0.96(0.90—1.03)

1.09(1.00-1.20)

1.21(0.78-1.88)

0.93(0.86-1.01)

1 (Reference)

29

SBP

(mmHg)

<100

101-130

131-160

>161

<100

101-130

Crude

0.78(0.71-
0.86)

0.85(0.81—
0.90)

1.23(0.98—

1.55)

N/A

0.86(0.75—
0.98)

1 (Reference)

Age/sex
adjusted
0.81(0.74—
0.89)
0.89(0.84—
0.95)
1.34(1.07-

1.69)

N/A

0.88(0.77—
1.00)

1 (Reference)

Fully adjusted*

0.93(0.84-1.03)

1.01(0.95-1.07)

1.41(1.11-1.79)

N/A

0.90(0.78-1.04)

1 (Reference)
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1.06(1.02— 1.08(1.04— 1.15(1.11- 115(1.11-

81-100 1.05(1.01-1.10)  131-160 1.05(1.01-1.10)
1.11) 1.13) 1.20) 1.20)
1.38(1.18- 1.50(1.28— 1.80(1.36— 1.98(1.47-
>101 1.45(1.22-1.72) >161 1.55(1.14-2.10)
1.62) 1.76) 2.38) 2.59)
1.54(1.41- 1.46(1.34—
<60 1.26(1.15-1.38) <100 N/A N/A N/A
1.68) 1.60)
1.46(1.40— 1.39(1.33— 1.24(1.16— 1.18(1.10—
61-80 1.11(1.07-1.16)  101-130 1.04(0.96-1.12)
1.51) 1.44) 1.33) 1.27)
>60
1.51(1.44— 1.48(1.41- 1.51(1.46— 1.45(1.39—
81-100 1.24(1.18-1.31)  131-160 1.15(1.11-1.20)
1.58) 1.55) 1.57) 1.50)
2.06(1.81- 2.13(1.88- 2.02(1.90— 1.97(1.85-
>101 1.86(1.62-2.14) >161 1.50(1.41-1.60)
2.34) 2.42) 2.14) 2.09)

HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; eGFR, estimated glomerular filtration rate; PP, pulse pressure; DBP, diastolic blood pressure; SBP,
systolic blood pressure

Fully adjusted*; adjusted for body mass index, current smoking status, eGFR, proteinuria, HbAlc levels, hypertension, diabetes, heart disease,
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and history of stroke
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Figures with Figure Legends

Figure 1. Flowchart of the study participants

Figure 2. Fully adjusted HRs (95% ClIs) for 30% eGFR reduction from baseline level

based on DBP and PP (A), and SBP and PP (B). HRs and 95% Cls are shown as closed

circles and vertical lines, respectively, in red (low PP), black (normal PP), and blue (high

PP).

HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; PP, pulse pressure; DBP, diastolic blood pressure;

SBP, systolic blood pressure; eGFR, estimated glomerular filtration rate

Figure 3. The restricted spline curves showing fully adjusted HRs (solid lines) and 95%

ClIs (shaped areas) for the relationships between 30% eGFR reduction from baseline and

baseline diastolic (A, B) and systolic (C, D) blood pressures in all participants (A, C) and

those in each PP category (B, D)

HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; PP, pulse pressure; eGFR, estimated glomerular

filtration rate
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Figure 1

933,488 participants

\ 4

756,231 participants

Less than 2 serum creatinine measurements

or
Missing serum creatinine at baseline
(n=177,257)

\ 4

Missing pulse pressure at baseline
(n=30,325)

725,906 participants

A 4

Serum creatinine >8 mg/dL or <0.3 mg/dL
(n=850)

725,056 participants

\ 4

Incorrect entry of blood pressure
(n=34)

725,022 participants
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