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Abstract 

Background: Recent studies have shown BMI variability is risk factor for various adverse 

cardiovascular outcomes. However, the specific associations between BMI variability and the 

risk of developing HFpEF versus HFrEF, particularly across multiple weight change trends, 

remain unexplored. 

 

Methods and Results: We identified a cohort of 52,286 eligible patients with overweight or 

obesity grouped into three categories based on their BMI change patterns over five years: weight 

loss, stable weight, and weight gain. BMI variability was assessed in the same 5-year period 

using average successive variability (ASV). These patients were subsequently followed to 

monitor the incidence of HFpEF and HFrEF. Cox regression models were applied to examine the 

differential association between BMI variability and HFpEF and HFrEF risk. Over a median 

follow-up of 4.81 years, 2,295 patients developed HFpEF, and 1,189 developed HFrEF. After 

adjusting for relevant confounders, elevated BMI variability was associated with an increased 

risk of HFpEF. The hazard ratios (HRs) of HFpEF for each 1-SD increment in ASV of BMI were 

1.27 (95% CI, 1.10-1.47) in the weight loss group and 1.22 (95% CI, 1.09-1.37) in the stable 

weight group. Additionally, when analyzed as a binary variable divided by the median, BMI 

variability above the median was associated with higher risks of HFpEF compared to those 

below the median, with the corresponding HRs being 1.46 (95% CI, 1.20-1.77) for the weight 

loss group and 1.17 (95% CI, 1.04-1.31) for the stable weight group.  
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Conclusions: In this large cohort of patients living with overweight or obesity, greater BMI 

variability was significantly associated with a higher risk of developing HFpEF compared to 

patients with reduced and stable weight over time.  

 

Clinical Perspective 

What’s new? 

1. In patients with weight loss and stable weight, those with higher BMI variability have an 

increased risk of developing incident HFrEF compared to those experiencing lower BMI 

variability, after adjusting all potential confounding variables.  

2. In patients with weight gain, BMI variability was not significantly linked to the risk of 

developing HFpEF or HFrEF. However, a larger increase in delta BMI was significantly 

associated with a higher risk of incident HFpEF and HFrEF in this group. 

What are the clinical implications? 

1. Promoting the importance of stable and consistent weight management strategies to 

reduce heart failure risk, particularly by minimizing BMI variability in patients 

undergoing weight loss or maintaining stable weight. 
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Introduction 

Heart Failure (HF) is a major public health problem, with an estimated global prevalence 

of >64 million adults
1-3

. Similarly, the prevalence and incidence of HF continues to increase in 

the United States, affecting around 6.2 million adults. In the HF population, HF with preserved 

ejection fraction (HFpEF) accounts for > 50%, compared to HF with reduced ejection fraction 

(HFrEF), with the proportion of HFpEF relative to HFrEF increasing at a concerning rate of 1% 

per year.
4-8

  

 Obesity-associated cardiometabolic disorders in an aging population are accelerating and 

are associated with increased cardiovascular morbidity and mortality. The obesity rate is 

expected to be around 50% by 2035 in aging populations but this is likely an underestimation, 

given that the burgeoning prevalence of overweight and obesity among children and adolescents 

is not considered in this calculation.
9
 Indeed, almost 40 million children under 5 years and 340 

million between 5 and 19 years old are estimated to be obese or overweight worldwide.
10

 

  There remains considerable heterogeneity in the trajectories of weight change among 

individuals with overweight and obesity.
11,12

 Distinct patterns of weight change differentially 

impact cardiovascular health.
13-16

 Weight loss often reflects either exacerbation of existing illness 

or adherence to the lifestyle intervention, while weight gain frequently relates to worse metabolic 

profiles or physiological responses to the pharmacological treatment. To gain a comprehensive 

understanding of the pathophysiology of heart failure in populations with overweight or obesity, 

it is crucial to group patients according to their weight change patterns: those who lose weight, 

those who maintain a stable weight, and those who gain weight. Prior studies have demonstrated 

that both weight loss and weight gain independently increase the risk of various cardiovascular 
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outcomes, highlighting the importance of distinguishing between these different weight change 

patterns when investigating their impact on heart failure subtypes. 

Despite emerging evidence associating visit-to-visit Body Mass Index (BMI) variability 

with various cardiovascular outcomes, including overall heart failure, the limited integration of 

BMI variability into clinical risk assessment arises from a lack of compelling evidence from real-

world clinical data.
17-19

 Additionally, limited information is known about the differential 

association between BMI variability and the outcomes of incident HFpEF versus HFrEF in 

patients with overweight or obesity. Similarly, HFpEF and HFrEF likely have distinct 

pathophysiological mechanisms that underlie each respective obesity phenotype. Evidence 

suggests that obesity may be a stronger risk factor for HFpEF, particularly in women. 
20

 We 

sought to investigate the association between long-term BMI variability and the risk of 

developing HFpEF versus HFrEF in patients who are overweight and obese, without prevalent 

HF at baseline, using longitudinal clinical data collected from an academic hospital setting in 

Pennsylvania.  

 

 

METHODS 

We randomly selected 100,000 patients with overweight and obesity who had an initial 

BMI record equal to or greater than 27 kg/m
2
 on an index date and were followed for at least 5 

years between January 1
st
,2004, and October 31

st
, 2021, in the University of Pittsburgh Medical 

Center (UPMC). Of these individuals, the 100,000 patients were divided into four equal groups 

of 25,000 subjects based on their initial BMI values. The groups were: Overweight (27 

kg/m
2
<=BMI<30 kg/m

2
), class I obesity (30 kg/m

2
<=BMI<35 kg/m

2
), class II obesity (35 
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kg/m
2
<=BMI<40 kg/m

2
) and class III obesity (BMI>=40 kg/m

2
). This BMI record on the index 

date is defined as the initial BMI value, which represents the earliest BMI measurement that 

meets the criteria of the individual patient’s group and serves as the beginning of the BMI 

variability measurement phase. The BMI variability measurement period was defined as the five 

years following the initial BMI value, using BMI records from EHRs during this 5-year period to 

create an independent variable representing each patient's BMI variability. As shown in Figure 1, 

the baseline was defined as the end of the BMI variability measurement period (i.e., 5 years), 

from which incident HF was then evaluated. 2,807 patients were excluded from this analysis 

because of data input errors. Patients were excluded if they did not have at least one BMI record 

per calendar year during the 5-year BMI variability measurement period (n=18,468). Given our 

focus on weight change patterns and BMI variability, this criterion was applied to ensure 

consistent and continuous BMI measurement throughout the study. Other exclusion criteria 

included a prior history of bariatric surgery (n=2,647) and cancer (n=11,654), prevalent HF 

during the BMI variability measurement period of 5 years (i.e. Before the baseline (n=8,793)), 

missing covariates (n=2,446), and subsequent unclassified HF during the follow-up period 

(n=953) (Figure 2)  

 

Measurement of variability in BMI 

We calculated individual-level BMI variability during the measurement period using 

Average Successive Variability (ASV) as described in the study by Petria et al.
21

 ASV is the 

mean of absolute differences between consecutive BMI measurements. This method emphasizes 

time-sensitive changes by focusing on sequential changes as well as overall variability. ASV was 

selected as the variable of interest because a prior systematic review and meta-analysis revealed 
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that it is the most frequently employed measure for assessing BMI variability in the current body 

of published research.
16,19

  

 

Definition of incident heart failure subtypes 

The incidence of new-onset HF was identified as the first-time diagnosis of clinical HF as 

classified by ICD-9 and ICD-10 codes during the follow-up. ICD-9 and ICD-10 are code sets for 

classifying diseases and health problems (Table S1). Patients were followed from baseline to the 

earliest occurrence of a HF diagnosis or HF event, death, the last encounter date, or October 31st, 

2021, whichever occurred first. The measure of left ventricle ejection fraction (LVEF) was 

obtained from the most recent echocardiogram test within a year of incident HF and was used to 

determine HF subtypes. HFpEF was defined as LVEF > 50%, while HFrEF was defined as 

LVEF ≤ 50%.
22

 

 

Covariates 

Covariates included gender, race, baseline age, smoking status, the number of BMI 

records and mean BMI during the measurement period, baseline BMI categories, and 

comorbidities (atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease, atrial fibrillation, type 2 diabetes mellitus, 

hypertension, hyperlipidemia, chronic kidney disease, nonalcoholic fatty liver 

disease/nonalcoholic steatohepatitis, and obstructive sleep apnea). The mean and standard 

deviation of heart rate and systolic blood pressure (SBP) during the BMI variability 

measurement period were included. Additionally, delta BMI changes were measured by the 

difference between the initial BMI and the baseline BMI over the BMI variability measurement 

period. 
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Statistical analysis 

Patient characteristics were summarized as means ± standard deviations for continuous 

variables and counts (percentages) for categorical variables. Baseline demographics and 

characteristics were compared across three groups of participants presenting with distinct 

patterns of BMI change: weight loss (delta BMI change of < -5%); stable weight (delta BMI 

change between ≥- 5 and +5%) and weight gain, (delta BMI change of > +5%). The threshold of 

5% weight loss is adopted based on evidence indicating improved cardiometabolic traits and 

cardiovascular outcomes in patients achieving it and is commonly used as the definition of 

clinically significant weight loss in clinical trials.
23-26

 Statistical comparisons were performed 

using the Chi-square test for categorical variables and ANOVA for continuous variables among 

these groups. The granular percentage weight change patterns were analyzed alongside the 

percentage of patients within each initial BMI category. The percentage of weight change was 

calculated and classified into the following categories: -10% or less, >-10% to -5%, >-5% to -

2.5%, >-2.5% to 0%, >0% to 2.5%, >2.5% to 5%, >5% to 10%, and 10% or more. 

We first conducted a Cox regression analysis on the entire study cohort to explore the 

relationship between 5-year BMI variability and the risk of developing either HFpEF or HFrEF 

during the follow-up phase. Following this, we further analyzed three distinct groups categorized 

by BMI change patterns, acknowledging the significant heterogeneity among patients with 

overweight and obesity. The Cox regression models accounted for the presence of other types of 

HF and death as competing risks, providing adjusted hazard rates for the occurrence of one type 

of HF influencing the censoring of the other type. BMI variability, measured by ASV, were 

examined as continuous values, as well as medians and quartiles. Hazard ratios (HRs) were 
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reported for each standard deviation increase in continuous measures and compared across 

categories, using the below-median group or the lowest quartile as the reference. All models 

were adjusted for the covariates listed above. Incidence rates of heart failure were determined by 

dividing the total number of patients diagnosed with first-time heart failure by the total person-

years accumulated during the follow-up period. We also sought to conduct analyses to assess the 

gender differences in the relationship between BMI variability and the incidence of HFpEF and 

HFrEF across different weight change patterns. 

Furthermore, we assessed the association between baseline BMI categories and the 

incidence of HF subtypes according to different BMI change patterns. These analyses were 

conducted using cause-specific Cox proportional hazard models in three separated BMI delta-

change pattern groups, adjusted for age, gender, race, smoking status, the number of BMI 

records, and all comorbidities. Statistical significance was established at a two-sided p-value of 

less than 0.05. All statistical analyses were performed using Python 3.9 and SAS software. 

 

 

RESULTS 

During the mean follow-up period of 4.81 years, a total of 3,484 patients had a new 

diagnosis of HF, with 2,295 cases classified as HFpEF and 1,189 cases classified as HFrEF. 

Table 1 displays the baseline demographics and clinical characteristics of the study patients by 

BMI change pattern. In comparison with patients with weight loss or stable weight, patients with 

weight gain were younger (53.19 years old, SD: 15.13). Female patients were more likely to 

experience either weight gain or weight loss compared to male patients. Those who experienced 

weight loss have higher rates of ASCVD, AFIB, CKD, HTN, HLP, NAFLD, and T2DM at the 
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baseline compared to patients with stable weight or those who gained weight. Conversely, 

patients who gained weight have the highest rate of OSA. Patients with weight gain and weight 

loss exhibit higher average SD of heart rate, blood pressure, and BMI variability compared to 

those with stable weight. Differences in baseline demographics and characteristics of the study 

cohort based on quartiles of ASV and HF subtypes are provided in Tables S2 and S3 in the 

Supplement. 

The granular patterns of weight change were examined in relation to the corresponding 

percentage of patients within each initial BMI categories. Figure 3 illustrates the proportion of 

patients within these groups. By the end of the 5-year measurement phase, patients in the Obesity 

Group III category at the index date were more likely to experience a weight loss or gain of more 

than 10%. Conversely, a higher proportion of patients in the overweight category maintained 

stable weight over the same period. 

 

THE ASSOCIATION BETWEEN BMI VARIABILITY AND HF SUBTYPES 

 

Table 2 presents the adjusted HRs of ASV of BMI for the incident HFpEF and HFrEF in 

the entire study cohort and within groups of three patterns of BMI changes. In the overall study 

cohort, a significant association was found between increasing BMI variability and the risk of 

incident HFpEF and HFrEF. The adjusted HRs for incident HFpEF were 1.26 (95% CI: 1.17-

1.36), 1.21 (95% CI: 1.11-1.33), and 1.37 (95% CI: 1.21-1.56), and for incident HFrEF were 

1.13 (95% CI: 1.00-1.27), 1.18 (95% CI: 1.04-1.33), and 1.30 (95% CI: 1.09-1.54), 

corresponding to BMI variability (ASV) as a continuous variable, and the higher median and 
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highest quartile compared to the lower median and lowest quartile, respectively, in the overall 

study cohort. 

When the study cohort was grouped by weight change patterns, continuous BMI 

variability was positively associated with an increased risk of developing HFpEF in both the 

weight loss and weight gain groups. The HRs of HFpEF for each 1-SD increment in ASV of 

BMI were 1.27 (95% CI, 1.10-1.47) in the weight loss group and 1.22 (95% CI, 1.09-1.37) in the 

stable weight group. However, in the group of weight gain, there was no significant association 

between BMI variability and incident HFpEF or HFrEF. 

 

  When BMI variability was measured as a categorical variable, patients in the above-

median BMI variability group had an increased risk of incident HFpEF compared to those below 

the median, with HRs of 1.46 (95% CI, 1.20-1.77) for the weight loss group and 1.17 (95% CI, 

1.04-1.31) for the stable weight group. Additionally, in the weight loss group patients in the 

fourth quartile had a higher risk of incident HFpEF compared to those in the first quartile, with 

HRs of 1.51 (95% CI, 1.15-1.99) for the stable weight group it was 1.33 (95% CI, 1.03-1.45). No 

significant associations were observed between categorical BMI variability and incident HF in 

the weight gain group. However, a greater delta BMI increase within this group was significantly 

associated with a higher risk of incident HFpEF and HFrEF, with HRs of 1.09 (95% CI, 1.04–

1.13) and 1.09 (95% CI, 1.00–1.18) for HFpEF and HFrEF, respectively, when BMI variability 

was measured as a continuous variable. 

Importantly, there was no significant association between ASV of BMI and incident 

HFrEF across any weight change pattern of BMI. In the gender-specific effect analyses, results 
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for both female and male patients showed no significant differences, with no notable interaction 

between gender * continuous BMI variability in the weight loss group (Table S4). 

 

THE ASSOCIATION OF BASELINE BMI WITH HFpEF and HFrEF  

We examined the relationship between baseline BMI categories and the risk of HF 

subtypes as reported in Table 3. Patients with severe obesity at baseline, defined as Obesity Class 

III, exhibited a significantly increased risk of incident HFpEF across all three subgroups. 

Specifically, the HRs for Obesity Class III, compared to those with a BMI less than 27, were 

2.21 (95% CI, 1.59-3.07) in the weight loss group and 2.13 (95% CI, 1.42-3.17) in the stable 

weight group. Furthermore, the HR for HFpEF associated with Obesity Class III relative to 

Obesity Class I was 4.47 (95% CI, 2.84-7.03). Patients in Obesity Class II displayed a 1.58-fold 

increased risk of incident HFpEF compared to those with a BMI less than 27 in the weight loss 

group. Those in Obesity Classes I and II faced higher risks for incident HFpEF compared to 

patients categorized as overweight in the weight gain group, with HRs of 2.07 (95% CI, 1.30-

3.29) and 2.49 (95% CI, 1.57-3.96), indicating a trend of escalating HRs with higher obesity 

classes. 

Additionally, in the weight loss group, patients with Obesity Class II were associated 

with an increased risk of HFrEF compared to those with a BMI less than 27, with an HR of 1.49 

(95% CI, 1.01-2.20). In the stable weight group, patients in Obesity Class III had a higher risk 

for HFrEF compared to those with a BMI less than 27, with an HR of 1.75 (95% CI, 1.06-2.90). 

No significant association between baseline BMI and HFrEF was observed in the weight gain 

group. 
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DISCUSSION 

 

A comprehensive study was conducted to examine the relationship between long-term 

BMI variability and the risk of developing HFpEF and HFrEF in a large cohort of overweight 

and obese individuals, with particular consideration given to their weight change patterns. The 

primary findings revealed that greater BMI variability was independently associated with an 

increased risk of both HFpEF and HFrEF within this cohort. These associations remained 

significant even after adjusting for all potential confounding factors, including baseline BMI and 

changes in BMI over time. Furthermore, the analysis demonstrated that the link between BMI 

variability and future HFpEF risk persisted in patients with specific weight loss or stable weight 

patterns. Among patients with weight gain, BMI variability was not significantly associated with 

the risk of incident HFpEF or HFrEF; however, a greater magnitude of delta BMI increase was 

significantly linked to an increased risk of incident HFpEF and HFrEF in this group. These 

findings expand the previous evidence that has focused primarily on the association between 

BMI variability and cardiovascular disease and overall HF.
17-19

 Our findings contribute to a 

deeper understanding of the complex mechanisms of HF subtypes and may inform obesity 

management strategies. 

To our knowledge, our study is the first study to explore the link between BMI variability 

with incident HFpEF and HFrEF. Several previous studies provided evidence of the association 

of weight variability on the risk of overall HF, mostly in patients with T2DM, although granular 

analyses focusing on HF subtypes were not performed due to the absence of non-invasive 

imaging data, such as echocardiogram or cardiac MRI. 
17,18,27,28

 The availability of 
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echocardiogram report in this study permitted accurate identification based on the specific 

subtype of incident HF cases. It is important to note that HF is a clinical syndrome and cannot be 

solely identified by a normal LVEF. Importantly, in our study, patients were selected from 

hospital EHRs and identified cases with a confirmed diagnostic assessment of HF based on ICD 

coding. Therefore, we addressed the current gap in evidence regarding the relationship between 

BMI variability and the risks of HFpEF and HFrEF in a large cohort of individuals with obesity 

and overweight over an extended period. Additionally, BMI variability was captured using 

frequent measurements, averaging 19.69 records per person, collected across various clinical 

settings (inpatient and outpatient visits). This approach provided a detailed and accurate picture 

of weight changes and BMI variability over time. Our finding that BMI variability significantly 

increases the risk of developing HFpEF and HFrEF is in line with previous studies that have 

shown a positive relationship between BMI variability and cardiovascular diseases, including HF 

in general.
17-19

 

The findings of this study have significant clinical implications for both healthcare 

providers and overweight or obese individuals. In clinical settings, weight reduction counseling 

is commonly recommended to control risk factors for obesity-related diseases and mortality.
27

 

Previous studies have reported that BMI variability, regardless of the direction of weight change, 

can predict adverse cardiovascular events.
17,18

 However, obesity and weight change patterns 

differ among individuals due to various factors like genetics, unsustainable diets, psychological 

influences, metabolic rate changes, medication effects, medical procedures, or hormonal changes.  

Our approach enables a more granular analysis of how distinct weight change patterns—such as 

weight loss, stable weight, and weight gain—impact the risk and progression of HFpEF and 

HFrEF in patients with varying BMI trajectories. By addressing each group’s unique weight 
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trajectory, this approach offers valuable insights into patient outcomes and informs the 

development of tailored strategies for managing cardiovascular risks associated with BMI 

variability. Our findings from this design offer real-world evidence underscoring the importance 

of minimizing body weight fluctuations when attempting to lose weight or maintain a stable 

weight, thereby mitigating potential adverse cardiovascular outcomes. 

 Moreover, as GLP-1 receptor agonists are increasingly used alongside lifestyle changes 

for obesity management, our findings provide valuable supportive evidence for consistent 

adherence to these treatments for stable and continuous weight loss. Our study suggests that 

reducing weight cycling could help achieve the optimal effectiveness of intervention in 

preventing HF. 

The patient characteristics of our randomly selected group of patients align with the 

widely recognized pattern of higher obesity rates among women. Our study also confirmed that 

baseline BMI is a risk factor for HF, with a strong correlation to HFpEF than to HFrEF.
20

 This 

association with HFpEF is particularly pronounced in patients who gain weight gain, indicating 

that a higher BMI increases the risk of developing HFpEF. Interestingly, there was no significant 

association between BMI variability and the onset of either HFpEF or HFrEF in the weight gain 

group. 

The exact mechanisms between BMI variability and HF, particularly HFpEF, remain 

incompletely understood. These mechanisms are likely complex and involve multiple factors, 

especially considering the prevalence of comorbidities and the markedly different outcomes of 

HFpEF and HFrEF to standard medical treatments. One potential mechanism may involve the 

long-term effects  of body weight fluctuation on the development and progression of metabolic 

syndrome, as patients with metabolic syndrome are known to have a substantially higher risk of 
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developing HFpEF.
29-32

 Another potential pathway could involve chronic , low-grade systemic 

inflammation, as evidenced by higher concentrations of C-reactive protein in patients who 

experience large weight fluctuations.
33

 Indeed, preclinical research has demonstrated that weight 

cycling (i.e. weight loss followed by weight gain) is associated with impaired energy hemostasis 

and a rise in hunger, and fall in satiety hormones, resulting in adipocyte hyperplasia and 

maladaptive excess visceral fat accumulation.
34

 Thus, the adipocyte hyperplasia and weight 

regain associated with weight cycling enhance the inflammatory capacity of the adipose tissue 

mass. Further research needs uncover precise mechanisms. 

The present study has the following limitations. 1.) It is unknown whether the observed 

weight changes in patients were intentional or unintentional. This distinction is important 

because intentional weight loss from lifestyle changes is seen beneficial, while unintentional 

weight loss often indicates serious illness or metabolic disorder 2.) This study specifically 

focused on classifying the HF by ejection fraction but other HF classifications, such as New 

York Heart Failure classification, acute vs chronic, ischemic vs non-ischemic, or primary 

myocardial disease vs secondary neurohormonal activity were not available, due to the lack of 

data.
35

 3.) As this was a retrospective observational study, causal inferences cannot be drawn 

from the results. Additionally, no significant association was found between BMI variability and 

the incidence of HFrEF across any weight change pattern, which may be attributed to the high 

heterogeneity among patients with overweight or obesity and the HFrEF phenotype. 4.) EHRs 

often contain entry errors, leading to the underdiagnosis of certain comorbidities.  

 

 

CONCLUSION 
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In this retrospective study of a large cohort of overweight and obese patients, we 

observed that greater variability in BMI was associated with a higher risk of developing HFpEF 

and HFrEF, particularly with HFpEF in patients who maintained a stable weight or lost weight. 

Our findings suggest that these patients should minimize weight cycling while attempting to 

reduce or maintain their body weight. 
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Tables 

Table1. Demographic and Baseline Characteristics of Patients Categorized by BMI Change Patterns 

    Overall 

Weight 

loss 

Weight 

stable 

Weight 

gain 

P-

Value 

n   52286 9451 30105 12730   

Age, mean (SD)   

57.94 

(14.67) 

60.14 

(14.77) 

59.25 

(13.98) 

53.19 

(15.13) <0.001 

Gender, n (%) Female 

31879 

(60.97) 

6071 

(64.24) 

17219 

(57.20) 

8589 

(67.47) <0.001 

  Male 

20407 

(39.03) 

3380 

(35.76) 

12886 

(42.80) 

4141 

(32.53)   

Race, n (%) White 

45248 

(86.54) 

8151 

(86.24) 

26271 

(87.26) 

10826 

(85.04) <0.001 

  Black 

6364 

(12.17) 

1183 

(12.52) 

3439 

(11.42) 

1742 

(13.68)   

  Other 674 (1.29) 117 (1.24) 395 (1.31) 162 (1.27)   

Baseline BMI class, n (%) <27 2223 (4.25) 

1548 

(16.38) 675 (2.24)   <0.001 

  27-30 kg/m2 

11132 

(21.29) 

1747 

(18.48) 

8101 

(26.91) 

1284 

(10.09)   
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Obesity class 

I 

14657 

(28.03) 

2733 

(28.92) 

8264 

(27.45) 

3660 

(28.75)   

  

Obesity class 

II 

12458 

(23.83) 

1927 

(20.39) 

7522 

(24.99) 

3009 

(23.64)   

  

Obesity class 

III 

11816 

(22.60) 

1496 

(15.83) 

5543 

(18.41) 

4777 

(37.53)   

Smoking status, mean 

(SD)   0.13 (0.33) 0.15 (0.36) 0.12 (0.32) 0.13 (0.33) <0.001 

Num of records, mean 

(SD)   

19.65 

(10.85) 

21.36 

(11.76) 

18.79 

(10.22) 

20.40 

(11.37) <0.001 

ASCVD, n (%)   

10875 

(20.80) 

2308 

(24.42) 

6450 

(21.43) 

2117 

(16.63) <0.001 

AFIB, n (%)   3624 (6.93) 783 (8.28) 2126 (7.06) 715 (5.62) <0.001 

CKD, n (%)   4509 (8.62) 

1077 

(11.40) 2524 (8.38) 908 (7.13) <0.001 

HTN, n (%)   

37643 

(71.99) 

7297 

(77.21) 

21997 

(73.07) 

8349 

(65.59) <0.001 

HLP, n (%)   

37512 

(71.74) 

7079 

(74.90) 

22305 

(74.09) 

8128 

(63.85) <0.001 

NAFLD, n (%)   4361 (8.34) 919 (9.72) 2363 (7.85) 1079 (8.48) <0.001 

OSA, n (%)   

11489 

(21.97) 

2160 

(22.85) 

6237 

(20.72) 

3092 

(24.29) <0.001 

T2DM, n (%)   

16226 

(31.03) 

3954 

(41.84) 

9158 

(30.42) 

3114 

(24.46) <0.001 

Mean heart rate, mean 

(SD)   

76.69 

(8.69) 

76.77 

(8.74) 

76.10 

(8.54) 

78.00 

(8.85) <0.001 

Mean SBP, mean (SD)   128.74 128.90 128.98 128.06 <0.001 
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(9.42) (9.42) (9.40) (9.43) 

SD of heart rate, mean 

(SD)   7.89 (2.75) 8.01 (2.72) 7.76 (2.70) 8.12 (2.89) <0.001 

SD of SBP, mean (SD)   9.66 (3.00) 9.88 (3.05) 9.65 (3.02) 9.51 (2.93) <0.001 

ASV of BMI, mean (SD)   1.04 (0.51) 1.13 (0.55) 0.97 (0.47) 1.14 (0.55) <0.001 

Mean BMI of the BMI 

measurement phase, mean 

(SD)   

35.37 

(6.59) 

35.56 

(6.67) 

34.57 

(6.13) 

37.11 

(7.21) <0.001 

Delta BMI, mean (SD)   0.24 (2.75) 

-3.55 

(2.12) 0.05 (0.96) 3.50 (2.07) <0.001 

Follow_up, mean (Years, 

SD)   4.81 (2.21) 4.83 (2.23) 4.91 (2.23) 4.58 (2.13) <0.001 

Values are mean (SD) or count (percentage) 

SD=standard deviation; BMI=body mass index; ASCVD=atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease; 

AFIB=atrial fibrillation; T2DM=type 2 diabetes mellitus; HTN=hypertension; 

HLP=hyperlipidemia; CKD=chronic kidney disease; NAFLD/NASH=nonalcoholic fatty 

liver disease/nonalcoholic steatohepatitis; OSA=obstructive sleep apnea; SBP=systolic blood 

pressure; ASV=average successive variability. 

 

 

 

Table 2. Association of BMI ASV with Incident HFpEF and HFrEF in the Study Cohort and Across Weight Change Patterns 

    Categories HFpEF HFrEF 

      

No Events/No at 

risk 

Rate/1000-person 

year Hazard Ratio 

P 

value 

No Events/No at 

risk 

Rate/1000-person 

year Hazard Ratio 

P 

value 

Study Cohort 

(n=52286) 

Continuous 

ASV   2295/52286 9.12 (8.74-9.49) 

1.26 (1.17-

1.36) <.001 1189/52286 4.72 (4.46-4.99) 

1.13 (1.00-

1.27) 0.048 

Median 

ASV 

Lower 

Median 1053/26143 8.33 (7.83-8.83) Reference   600/26143 4.75 (4.37-5.13) Reference   
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Higher 

Median 1242/26143 9.91 (9.36-10.47) 

1.21 (1.11-

1.33) <.001 589/26143 4.70 (4.32-5.08) 

 1.18 (1.04-

1.33) 0.008 

Quartile 

ASV 

Q1 506/13072 7.99 (7.30-8.69) Reference   312/13072 4.93 (4.38-5.48) Reference   

Q2 547/13071 8.67 (7.94-9.39) 

1.03 (0.91-

1.17) 0.620 288/13071 4.56 (4.04-5.09) 

1.00 (0.85-

1.18) 0.992 

Q3 580/13072 9.23 (8.48-9.98) 

1.13 (0.996-

1.28) 0.060 286/13072 4.55 (4.02-5.08) 

1.09 (0.93-

1.29) 0.295 

Q4 662/13071 10.60 (9.79-11.41) 

1.37 (1.21-

1.56) <.001 303/13071 4.85 (4.31-5.40) 

1.30 (1.09-

1.54) 0.003 

Weight lost(n=9451) 

Continuous 

ASV   514/9451 

11.26 (10.28-

12.23) 

1.27 (1.10-

1.47) <.001  306/9451 6.70 (5.95-7.45) 

0.95 (0.74-

1.22) 0.685 

Median 

ASV 

Lower 

Median 230/4726 10.13 (8.82-11.44) Reference   161/4726 7.09 (6.00-8.19) Reference   

Higher 

Median 284/4725 

12.37 (10.93-

13.80) 

1.46 (1.20-

1.77) <.001  145/4725 6.31 (5.29-7.34) 

1.09 (0.85-

1.40) 0.482 

Quartile 

ASV 

Q1 118/2363 10.43 (8.55-12.31) Reference   83/2363 7.34 (5.76-8.92) Reference   

Q2 112/2363 9.83 (8.01-11.66) 

0.89 (0.68-

1.15) 0.374 78/2363 6.85 (5.33-8.37) 

0.90 (0.66-

1.23) 0.509 

Q3 134/2362 11.60 (9.64-13.57) 

1.27 (0.98-

1.65) 0.074 77/2362 6.67 (5.18-8.16) 

1.04 (0.75-

1.44) 0.824 

Q4 150/2363 

13.14 (11.04-

15.24) 

1.51 (1.15-

1.99) 0.003 68/2363 5.96 (4.54-7.37) 

0.99 (0.69-

1.43) 0.958 

Stable 

weight(n=30105) 

Continuous 

ASV   1280/30105 8.67 (8.19-9.14) 

1.22 (1.09-

1.37) <.001  685/30105 4.64 (4.29-4.98) 

1.17 (1.37-

2.23) 0.067 

Median 

ASV 

Lower 

Median 598/15053 8.07 (7.43-8.72) Reference   347/15053 4.69 (4.19-5.18) Reference   

Higher 

Median 682/1505 9.26 (8.57-9.96) 

1.17 (1.04-

1.31) 0.011 338/15052 4.59 (4.10-5.08) 

1.17 (1.00-

1.38) 0.050 

Quartile 

ASV 

Q1 282/7527 7.67 (6.78-8.57) Reference   184/7527 5.00 (4.28-5.73) Reference   

Q2 316/7526 8.47 (7.54-9.41) 

1.01 (0.86-

1.19) 0.906 163/7526 4.37 (3.70-5.04) 

0.90 (0.66-

1.23) 0.366 

Q3 319/7526 8.62 (7.68-9.57) 

1.13 (0.95-

1.33) 0.160 169/7526 4.57 (3.88-5.26) 

1.04 (0.75-

1.44) 0.506 

Q4 363/7526 9.90 (8.88-10.92) 

1.33 (1.03-

1.45) 0.021 169/7526 4.61  (3.92-5.31) 

0.99 (0.69-

1.43) 0.185 

Weight 

gain(n=12730) 

Continuous 

ASV   501/12730 8.59 (7.84-9.34) 

1.08  (0.91-

1.28) 0.387 198/12730 3.39 (2.92-3.87) 

1.09 (0.83-

1.44) 0.527 

Median 

ASV 

Lower 

Median 224/6365 7.67 (6.66-8.67) Reference   92/6365 3.15 (2.51-3.79) Reference   

Higher 

Median 277/6365 9.51 (8.39-10.63) 

1.07 (0.88-

1.30) 0.516 106/6365 3.64 (2.95-4.33) 

1.30 (0.96-

1.77) 0.095 

Quartile 

ASV 

Q1 102/3183 6.95 (5.60-8.30) Reference   53/3183 3.61 (2.64-4.59) Reference   

Q2 122/3182 8.39 (6.90-9.88) 

1.02 (0.78-

1.34) 0.867 39/3182 2.68 (1.84-3.52) 

0.91 (0.73-

1.12) 0.305 

Q3 127/3182 8.75 (7.23-10.28) 

1.01 (0.77-

1.33) 0.922 52/3182 3.58 (2.61-4.56) 

1.08 (0.87-

1.34) 0.518 

Q4 150/3183 10.26 (8.62-11.90) 

1.17 (0.88-

1.57)  0.276 54/318 3.69 (2.71-4.68) 

1.17 (0.93 -

1.47) 0.411 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 10, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.08.24317010doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.08.24317010
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


Table 2. Association of BMI ASV with Incident HFpEF and HFrEF in the Study Cohort 

and Across Weight Change Patterns: The models were adjusted for age, gender, race, smoking 

status, and comorbidities (atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease, atrial fibrillation, hypertension, 

hyperlipidemia, chronic kidney disease, nonalcoholic fatty liver disease/nonalcoholic 

steatohepatitis, obstructive sleep apnea, and type 2 diabetes mellitus), the mean and standard 

deviation of heart rate and systolic blood pressure and delta weight change. 

BMI=body mass index; HFpEF=heart failure with preserved ejection fraction; HFrEF=heart 

failure with reduced ejection fraction.  

 

Table 3. The Association of Baseline BMI Categories with the Risk of Incident HFpEF vs HFrEF by 

Weight Change Patterns  

  BMI Categories HFpEF HFrEF 

    Hazard Ratio P value Hazard Ratio P value 

Weight lost(n=9451) 

<=27 kg/m
2
 reference reference reference reference 

27-30 kg/m
2
 0.83 (0.60-1.16) 0.273 1.21 (0.83-1.77) 0.319 

Obesity class I 1.23 (0.93-1.64) 0.154 0.92 (0.63-1.34) 0.615 

Obesity class II 1.58 (1.17-2.14) 0.003 1.49 (1.01-2.20) 0.047 

Obesity class III 2.21 (1.59-3.07) <0.001 1.54 (0.98-2.42) 0.06 

Stable weight(n=30105) 

<=27 kg/m
2
 reference reference reference reference 

27-30 kg/m
2
 0.86 (0.58-1.28) 0.458 0.92 (0.57-1.49) 0.734 

Obesity class I 1.08 (0.73-1.60) 0.696 0.99 (0.61-1.61) 0.981 

Obesity class II 1.38 (0.93-2.05) 0.111 1.10 (0.67-1.79) 0.717 

Obesity class III 2.13 (1.42-3.17) <0.001 1.75 (1.06-2.90) 0.029 
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Weight gain(n=12730) 

27-30 kg/m
2
 reference reference reference reference 

Obesity class I 2.07 (1.30-3.29) 0.002 0.98 (0.61-1.59) 0.946 

Obesity class II 2.49 (1.57-3.96) <0.001 1.00 (0.60-1.65) 0.989 

Obesity class III 4.47 (2.84-7.03) <0.001 1.21 (0.74-2.00) 0.444 

Table 3. The Association of Baseline BMI Categories with the Risk of Incident HFpEF vs 

HFrEF by Weight Change Patterns: The models were adjusted for age, gender, race, smoking 

status, and comorbidities (atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease, atrial fibrillation, hypertension, 

hyperlipidemia, chronic kidney disease, nonalcoholic fatty liver disease/nonalcoholic 

steatohepatitis, obstructive sleep apnea, and type 2 diabetes mellitus) 

BMI=body mass index; HFpEF=heart failure with preserved ejection fraction; HFrEF=heart 

failure with reduced ejection fraction.  

 

Figures 

Figure 1: Study design scheme.  

 

Figure 1: Study design scheme. The initial BMI value represents the earliest available BMI 

record that fall into the range of each group and serves as the index (i.e., the starting point of the 
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BMI variability measurement period). The baseline of the study was established at the end of this 

BMI variability measurement period (i.e., the ending point of the BMI variability measurement 

period and the beginning of the follow-up period). From this point forward, the occurrence of 

heart failure was monitored until the earliest occurrence of a HF diagnosis or HF event, death, 

the last encounter date, or October 31st, 2021, whichever occurred first. Abbreviation: 

BMI=body mass index; HF=heart failure; SD=standard deviation; SBP=systolic blood pressure.  

 

 

Figure 2: Flow Diagram for Included Patient
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Figure 2: Flow Diagram for Included Patients. This flowchart summarizes the clinical and 

data inclusion/exclusion criteria applied in the study. 

Abbreviation: BMI=body mass index; EHR=electronical health record; HF=heart failure; 

ASCVD=atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease; AFIB=atrial fibrillation; T2DM=type 2 diabetes mellitus; 

LVEF=left ventricle ejection fraction. 

 

 

Figure 3. Percentage of Patients with Different Weight Changes Across Initial BMI 

Categories 
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Figure 3. Percentage of Patients with 

Different Weight Changes Across Initial BMI 

Categories 
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