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Abstract 

Introduction: Metabolic syndrome (MetS) is important for public health; however, there are 

different ways to define it. 

Objectives: 1) to estimate the prevalence of MetS using three different definitions: the criteria 

of the International Diabetes Federation (IDF), the World Health Organization (WHO), and 

the National Cholesterol Education Program's Adult Treatment Panel III (ATPIII), 2) to 

identify the factors associated with the presence of MetS according to each criterion, and 3) 

to evaluate the agreement between these three. 

Materials and Methods: A secondary and cross-sectional analysis of the database from the 

Life Stages Food and Nutrition Surveillance Survey (VIANEV) was conducted. For the 

definition of MetS, the aforementioned definitions were used. A multivariable Poisson 

regression analysis with robust variance and agreement was evaluated through the Kappa 

index. 

Results: According to ATPIII, IDF, and WHO, the prevalence of MetS was 42.60%, 46.78%, and 

49.49%, respectively. The agreement between IDF with WHO and ATPIII criteria was 0.42 

and 0.45, while for ATPIII and WHO it was 0.44. In general, the associated factors were 

identified as sex, marital status, age, region of residence, level of physical activity, smoking 

habit, and body mass index (BMI). However, the association of these varied according to the 

definition used. 

Conclusion: The prevalence of MetS varies significantly according to the criteria used. This 

was higher when the WHO definition was used compared to the others. Additionally, the 

associated factors varied according to the definition used, although a consistency was 

observed across all definitions with BMI. 

Keywords: Metabolic syndrome, epidemiologic factors, public health (source: MeSH NLM) 
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Introduction 

Metabolic syndrome (MetS) is a set of conditions that, when occurring together, significantly 

increase the risk of stroke, heart disease, and type 2 diabetes (1,2). The consequences of MetS 

are profound, as it can lead to increased mortality, a decrease in quality of life, and a 

significant economic burden on health systems (3). 

 

Data from the 2009 National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey suggested that nearly 

one in three (34.7%) American adults during that period were impacted by Metabolic 

Syndrome or dealing with its assorted symptoms and related health issues (4). A 2011 

systematic review analyzing Latin American studies found an average of almost a quarter of 

individuals (24.9%) afflicted (6). Yet it's crucial to note that prevalence varies greatly between 

nations in the region, like Peru, relying on the demographics examined and standards 

followed; some research places the number anywhere from one-fifth to nearly half (7–9). 

 

The diagnosis of MetS presented issues due to various criteria existing. Commonly used were 

those of the Adult Treatment Panel III (ATPIII), the International Diabetes Federation (IDF), 

and the World Health Organization (WHO) (10). However, despite focusing on mutual 

metabolic risks, the thresholds and risks delineated diverged significantly. Distinctions in 

criteria led to prevalence differing reliant on what was utilized (11–13). This proposed the sets 

failed to encapsulate alike people with MetS fully. This wavering prevalence depends on 

standards highlighted requiring greater harmony and lucidity in the condition's definition. 

  

This research tackles some uncertainties surrounding MetS due to its significance as a public 

health issue and doubts about its identification and related aspects. It aims to handle a few of 

these unknowns. To start, it intended to ascertain the occurrence of MetS in a population of 

Peru relying on diagnostic standards of ATPIII, IDF, and WHO. Second, it wanted to evaluate 

the contract between these 3 sets of standards. Since all are intended to pinpoint the identical 

underlying condition, a high contract between them is anticipated. Finally, it seeks to 

recognize the factors linked to MetS in our study group and decide if they are uniform among 

the different sets of criteria. Given that all sets of criteria are presumed to assess metabolic 

syndrome, it's expected that the associated factors will be almost identical among them. 

 

Through these objectives, it is hoped to provide greater clarity on the prevalence and factors 

associated with MetS in Peru and contribute to the understanding of how different diagnostic 

criteria can influence these estimates. 
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METHODS 

Study Design and Context 

This research is a secondary and cross-sectional analysis of the database from the Life Stages 

Food and Nutrition Surveillance Survey (VIANEV), carried out during the 2017-2018 period, 

developed and administered by the National Center for Food and Nutrition (CENAN) of Peru 

(14). An analytical and concordance approach was used to determine the proposed objectives. 

 

To ensure the quality and transparency of our work, we followed the STROBE (Strengthening 

the Reporting of Observational studies in Epidemiology) guidelines (15). These guidelines 

provide a framework for the proper presentation of observational research, ensuring that all 

important aspects of design, analysis methods, and findings are reported. 

 

Population, Sample, and Eligibility Criteria 

Through VIANEV, data were collected from three distinct domains: Metropolitan Lima, the 

capital of Peru, and other urban and rural areas of the country. Data collection was done 

through a stratified, multistage, and probabilistic sampling process, which was independent 

in each domain. The sample selection was carried out in two stages: In the first, clusters of 

primary sampling units were randomly selected, and in the second, households were 

randomly selected within these clusters that included adults aged 18 to 59 years. Thanks to 

this sampling process, inferences could be made both at the national level and in urban, rural, 

and Metropolitan Lima areas. For more information on the VIANEV survey methodology, you 

can review the survey's technical report and previous studies (14). 

 

After considering specific exclusion criteria, in the present study, people who did not present 

the variables that make up MetS, such as those with a history of arterial hypertension or type 

2 diabetes mellitus, were not considered. 

 

Definition of Variables 

The main variable was MetS, whose definition was based on the three most common criteria. 

According to ATPIII, MetS is defined as the presence of three or more factors: abdominal 

obesity (waist circumference greater than 102 cm in males and 88 cm in females), elevated 

triglycerides (≥150 mg/dL), low HDL (<40 mg/dL in men and <50 mg/dL in women), high 

blood pressure (≥130/85 mmHg or treatment for hypertension), and elevated fasting glucose 

(≥110 mg/dL or treatment for hyperglycemia) (16). 
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The IDF defines MetS as the presence of abdominal obesity (waist circumference greater than 

94 cm in men and 80 cm in women) plus two of the other four factors used by ATPIII (17). 

 

The WHO, on the other hand, defines MetS as the presence of altered fasting glucose (≥ 110 

mg/dl), plus two of the following: obesity (body mass index greater than 30 kg/m²), 

dyslipidemia (triglycerides ≥150 mg/dL or HDL <35 mg/dL in men and <39 mg/dL in 

women), high blood pressure (≥140/90 mmHg). It also considers microalbuminuria (urinary 

excretion of albumin ≥20 µg/min or albumin/creatinine ratio ≥30 mg/g), although it was not 

included (18). 

 

The covariables considered in this research, as possible factors associated with MetS, include 

demographic, socioeconomic, behavioral, and health characteristics. Demographic traits 

such as sex, whether male or female; age group of 18 to 29 years, 30 to 39 years, 40 to 49 

years, and 50 to 59 years old; marital status of single or partnered; and highest attained 

educational level of primary school, secondary school, or high school were the characteristics 

examined. Socioeconomic characteristics include the natural region (Metropolitan Lima, rest 

of the coast, highlands, and jungle), area of residence (urban, rural), and socioeconomic level 

(poor, not poor). Behavioral characteristics encompassed whether alcohol had been 

consumed within the last month and if the individual presently smoked, each factor limited 

to a binary yes or no response. Physical activity levels and body mass index, which 

characterize health, can be low or high as well as normal, overweight, or obese. 

 

These factors were selected based on their theoretical and empirical relevance in the existing 

literature on MetS. The way each variable was measured can be reviewed in the VIANEV 

report (14). 

 

Statistical Analysis 

Data analysis was carried out using R software version 4.0.5. Descriptive variables were 

presented in terms of absolute and relative frequencies. Associated factors were evaluated in 

a bivariate analysis, and the calculation of crude (RPc) and adjusted prevalence ratios (RPa) 

with their respective 95% confidence intervals (CI95%) was made. For this, generalized 

linear models with robust variance estimation were used, and a Poisson distribution with 

logarithmic link functions was assumed. In addition, concordance analyses were carried out 

to evaluate the consistency between the different sets of diagnostic criteria for MetS. In 
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addition, a bar graph was made to reflect the distribution of the components of MetS, 

according to the cut-off point established by each one. 

 

Likewise, a concordance analysis was carried out with the purpose of evaluating the 

consistency between the different diagnostic criteria for MetS, using the Kappa coefficient, a 

statistical measure that quantifies the degree of agreement between two observers or 

measurement methods, beyond the agreement that would be expected by chance. A Kappa 

coefficient of 1 indicates perfect agreement, and one that any observed agreement is purely 

coincidental. In the results of this analysis, there is an additional view on the consistency 

between the three diagnostic criteria already indicated. To visualize the overlap and 

differences between the cases of MetS identified by each of the diagnostic criteria, a Venn 

diagram was also created. 

 

All analyses were carried out according to the complexity of the sample design; that is, 

stratification, clustering, and sample weights were taken into account in all statistical 

calculations. 

 

Ethical Aspect 

This article was developed using data sets from the VIANEV Survey that are freely available 

and in the public domain online (http://iinei.inei.gob.pe/microdatos/). All personal 

identifiers had been removed from these data sets before their publication, ensuring the 

anonymity of the patients. 

 

Given that the work relied on an analysis of preexisting anonymous information collected 

elsewhere, submitting it for assessment by an ethics board was deemed unnecessary. This 

method aligns with ethical health research guidelines, specifying analyses of publicly 

accessible datasets devoid of identifiable details require no formal ethical review, though 

safeguards were instituted to ensure the analysis proceeded ethically and respectfully 

regarding participants' rights and dignity in the original research. 

 

RESULTS 

Table 1 contains the characteristics of the research sample: 885 individuals. In terms of sex, 

55.59% were women (n=492). In terms of area of residence, 32.43% lived in rural areas 

(n=287). In relation to the prevalences of MetS according to the different diagnostic criteria 

of ATPIII, 42.60% had MetS (n=377); according to IDF criteria, 46.78% had MetS (n=414), 
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while according to WHO criteria, 49.49% had MetS (n=438). The total prevalence of MetS is 

66.78%. 

 

Table 1. Demographic, socioeconomic, behavioral, and health characteristics of study 

participants and prevalence of metabolic syndrome. 

Characteristic n = 885 

Sex   

     Female 492.00 (55.59%) 

     Male 393.00 (44.41%) 

Age group   

     18 to 29 years old 246.00 (27.80%) 

     30 to 39 years old 223.00 (25.20%) 

     40 to 49 years old 215.00 (24.29%) 

     50 to 59 years old 201.00 (22.71%) 

Civil status   

     Single 318.00 (35.93%) 

     With couple 567.00 (64.07%) 

Educational level   

     Higher 346.00 (39.27%) 

     Secondary 336.00 (38.14%) 

     Until primary 199.00 (22.59%) 

Natural region   

     Jungle 130.00 (14.69%) 

     Metropolitan Lima 415.00 (46.89%) 

     Montain Range 157.00 (17.74%) 

     Resy of coast 183.00 (20.68%) 

Area of residence   

     Rural 287.00 (32.43%) 

     Urban 598.00 (67.57%) 

Wealth index   

     No poor 721.00 (81.47%) 

     Poor 164.00 (18.53%) 

Alcohol consumption   

     No 450.00 (50.85%) 

     Yes 435.00 (49.15%) 

Daily smoking   

     No 768.00 (86.78%) 

     Yes 117.00 (13.22%) 

Physical activity   

     High 124.00 (14.01%) 

     Low 587.00 (66.33%) 

     Moderate 174.00 (19.66%) 
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Body mass index   

     Normal weight 309.00 (34.92%) 

     Obesity 225.00 (25.42%) 

     Overweight 351.00 (39.66%) 

MetS - ATPIII   

     No 508.00 (57.40%) 

     Yes 377.00 (42.60%) 

MetS - IDF   

     No 471.00 (53.22%) 

     Yes 414.00 (46.78%) 

MetS - WHO   

     No 447.00 (50.51%) 

     Yes 438.00 (49.49%) 

MetS - Total   

     No 294.00 (33.22%) 

     Yes 591.00 (66.78%) 

n (%) 

Source: self made 

 

In supplementary material 1, the bivariate table is presented, reflecting the percentage 

values in rows according to each probable associated factor. The graph of the percentage 

distribution of each component of MetS, according to its definition, is in supplementary 

material 2. In this, it is observed that the percentage levels could vary according to the cut-

off point used in each component; it is much more distinct for abdominal waist according to 

IDF and ATPIII. Likewise, there were distinctions with fasting glucose alteration and elevated 

blood pressure, according to WHO. 

 

Table 2 shows the multivariable regression analysis and the statistically significant 

associations between various factors and the presence of MetS, according to different 

diagnostic criteria. 

 

According to the ATPIII criteria, males had a lower prevalence versus females (aPR: 0.7; 95% 

CI: 0.56, 0.89). The age groups of 30 to 39 years (aPR: 1.37; 95% CI: 0.96, 1.99), 40 to 49 years 

(aPR: 1.6; 95% CI: 1.12, 2.32) and 50 to 59 years (aPR: 1.63; 95% CI: 1.14, 2.37) showed a 

higher prevalence versus the group of 18 to 29 years. Those living as a couple also showed a 

higher prevalence compared to singles (aPR: 1.2; 95% CI: 0.94, 1.55). Individuals from the 

mountain region had a lower prevalence versus those from the jungle (aPR: 0.66; 95% CI: 

0.43, 0.99). Daily smokers showed a higher prevalence (aPR: 1.41; 95% CI: 1.02, 1.92); those 
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who practiced moderate physical activity, also a higher prevalence (aPR: 1.28; 95% CI: 0.90, 

1.83) and those who were overweight (aPR: 4.27; 95% CI: 2.88, 6.56) and obese (aPR: 7.18; 

95% CI: 4.81, 11.1), a higher prevalence versus those of normal weight. 

 

According to the IDF criteria, men had a higher prevalence versus women (aPR: 2.67; 95% 

CI: 2.14, 3.33); the age groups of 30 to 39 years (aPR: 1.35; 95% CI: 0.97, 1.88), 40 to 49 years 

(aPR: 1.49; 95% CI: 1.07, 2.10) and 50 to 59 years (aPR: 1.51; 95% CI: 1.08, 2.12), higher 

prevalence versus the group of 18 to 29 years; those with up to primary education, a higher 

prevalence versus those with higher education (aPR: 1.51; 95% CI: 1.09, 2.07) and people 

with overweight (aPR: 2.52; 95% CI: 1.87, 3.43) and obesity (aPR: 4.1; 95% CI: 3.00, 5.66), a 

higher prevalence versus those of normal weight. 

 

According to WHO, males had a higher prevalence versus females (aPR: 1.25; 95% CI: 1.02, 

1.53); those from the mountain region, lower prevalence when compared with those from 

the jungle (aPR: 0.36; 95% CI: 0.24, 0.55). And those with overweight (aPR: 1.35; 95% CI: 

1.05, 1.74) and obesity (aPR: 1.74; 95% CI: 1.33, 2.30), higher prevalence versus those of 

normal weight. 

 

Table 2. Multivariable regression analysis of the factors associated with MetS according to 

ATPIII, IDF, and WHO. 

Characteristic 
Metabolic syndrome - ATPIII Metabolic syndrome - IDF Metabolic syndrome - WHO 

aPR* 95% CI p-value aPR* 95% CI p-value aPR* 95% CI p-value 

Sex                   

     Female — —   — —   — —   

     Male 0.70 0.56, 0.89 <0.001 2.67 2.14, 3.33 <0.001 1.25 1.02, 1.53 <0.001 

Age group                   

     18 to 29 years old — —   — —   — —   

     30 to 39 years old 1.37 0.96, 1.99 0.014 1.35 0.97, 1.88 0.004 1.03 0.77, 1.39 0.739 

     40 to 49 years old 1.60 1.12, 2.32 <0.001 1.49 1.07, 2.10 <0.001 1.05 0.77, 1.42 0.641 

     50 to 59 years old 1.63 1.14, 2.37 <0.001 1.51 1.08, 2.12 <0.001 1.2 0.89, 1.62 0.075 

Civil status                   

     Single — —   — —   — —   

     With couple 1.2 0.94, 1.55 0.017 0.94 0.74, 1.19 0.38 1.01 0.81, 1.28 0.847 

Educational level                   

     Higher — —   — —   — —   

     Secondary 1.03 0.81, 1.31 0.673 1.07 0.85, 1.34 0.327 1.06 0.85, 1.31 0.447 

     Until primary 1.01 0.73, 1.40 0.91 1.51 1.09, 2.07 <0.001 0.95 0.69, 1.29 0.613 

Natural region                   
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     Jungle — —   — —   — —   

     Metropolitan Lima 0.8 0.58, 1.13 0.021 0.98 0.70, 1.39 0.871 0.8 0.60, 1.09 0.014 

     Montain Range 0.66 0.43, 0.99 0.004 0.91 0.62, 1.33 0.481 0.36 0.24, 0.55 <0.001 

     Resy of coast 0.97 0.70, 1.37 0.777 1.15 0.82, 1.62 0.19 0.97 0.72, 1.32 0.756 

Area of residence                   

     Rural — —   — —   — —   

     Urban 0.98 0.72, 1.34 0.835 1.07 0.79, 1.46 0.494 1.12 0.83, 1.51 0.27 

Wealth index                   

     No poor — —   — —   — —   

     Poor 0.95 0.68, 1.31 0.631 0.95 0.69, 1.30 0.633 1.17 0.86, 1.58 0.122 

Alcohol consumption                   

     No — —   — —   — —   

     Yes 0.9 0.72, 1.13 0.122 1.11 0.90, 1.38 0.098 1.09 0.88, 1.34 0.22 

Daily smoking                   

     No — —   — —   — —   

     Yes 1.41 1.02, 1.92 <0.001 1.05 0.79, 1.38 0.534 1.17 0.88, 1.53 0.069 

Physical activity                   

     High — —   — —   — —   

     Low 1.14 0.84, 1.57 0.151 1.04 0.78, 1.40 0.713 1.02 0.78, 1.36 0.808 

     Moderate 1.28 0.90, 1.83 0.015 1.07 0.77, 1.51 0.525 1.09 0.79, 1.50 0.442 

Body mass index                   

     Normal weight — —   — —   — —   

     Overweight 4.27 2.88, 6.56 <0.001 2.52 1.87, 3.43 <0.001 1.35 1.05, 1.74 0.001 

     Obesity 7.18 4.81, 11.1 <0.001 4.10 3.00, 5.66 <0.001 1.74 1.33, 2.30 <0.001 

*Adjusted for sex, group age, year, educational level, civil status, natural region, área of 

residence, wealth index, daily smoking, alcohol consumption, physical activity and body 

mass index 

aPR: Ajusted prevalence ratio. 95% CI: 95% confidence interval 

Source: self made 

 

The agreement between the three criteria was evaluated through the Kappa index. The 

agreement between IDF with the WHO and ATPIII criteria was 0.42 (p<0.001) and 0.45 

(p<0.001), respectively, while the agreement between ATPIII and the WHO criteria was 0.44 

(p<0.001). On the other hand, in the Venn diagram, Figure 1, it can be seen that, in isolation, 

the ATPIII, IDF, and WHO criteria represented 7.4%, 10%, and 11.5% of the cases, 

respectively. However, when the intersections between the criteria were taken into account, 

higher proportions were appreciated. Specifically, the combination of the ATPIII and IDF 

criteria represented 8.5% of the cases; the combination of the IDF and WHO criteria, 14.7% 

of the cases, and the combination of the ATPIII and WHO criteria, 11.5% of the cases. 
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Figure 1. Venn diagram of the MetS according to ATPIII, WHO and IDF. 

 

DISCUSSION 

Prevalence of MetS according to the defined criterion 

In our study, it was found that the prevalence of MetS in the Peruvian population was 49.49%, 

according to the WHO criteria; 42.60%, according to the ATPIII criterion, and 46.78%, 

according to the IDF criterion. That is, the prevalence of MetS varies according to the criterion 

used for its definition. 

 

These findings are similar to those of others globally. A study was conducted in Iran found 

that the prevalence, according to the ATPIII criteria, was 29%, while, according to the IDF 

and WHO criteria, the total prevalence of MetS was 38% and 30%, respectively (12). In Mexico, 

on the other hand, a study determined that the prevalence of MetS, based on different criteria, 

was: IDF (54%), ATP III (36%) and WHO (31%) (11).  Likewise, a study conducted in Sri Lanka 

in people with type 2 diabetes found that the prevalence of MetS was highest according to 

the WHO definition (70%), followed by the IDF (44%) and ATPIII (29%) (19). The study 

conducted in Mongolia by Myagmar-Ochir et al. (20), found that the prevalence of MetS in 

urban dwellers varied according to the definition used. The ATPIII, IDF, and JIS criteria 
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yielded respective prevalence rates of 19.4%, 23.6%, and 25.4% according to this study's 

findings on MetS. 

 

While the three definitions of MetS each provide valuable insights, it is notable that their 

estimated prevalences vary substantially between nations, usefully illustrating intercountry 

disparities in the clustering of cardiometabolic risk factors. In our manuscript, the criterion 

according to the WHO was the highest, similar to the study in Sri Lanka (19), while in others, 

the highest was the IDF (11). 

 

Concordance of the three definitions of MetS 

Regarding the concordance between the three definitions, there are studies that have found 

similar values and others discrepancies. In the work of Katulanda et al. (21), it was found that 

only about 25% of people have been recognized as having MetS simultaneously by the three 

definitions, suggesting that the three definitions identify a diverse group of people. This is 

true with the WHO definition, with almost 40% classified with MetS when the other two 

definitions did not. In contrast, most of the MetS recognized by the ATPIII definition have 

been identified with MetS by one of the other two definitions. In their work, the concordance 

of patients with MetS based on the IDF criteria with those of the WHO and ATPIII was 0.37 

and 0.53, respectively, while it was 0.24 between ATPIII and WHO. 

 

In the study by Myagmar-Ochir et al. (20) they compared the MetS definitions of the WHO, 

ATPIII, and IDF in an urban population of Mongolia. They found a moderate agreement 

between the ATPIII definitions and waist circumference and between the JIS definitions and 

fasting glucose and triglycerides. However, in the study by Subías-Perié et al., they found that 

the IDF definition and the JIS definition had the best agreement (k = 1.000). Meanwhile, the 

Finnish work by Haverinen et al.(22) found that the IDF and JIS definitions had almost perfect 

agreement (k = 0.97), while the agreement between the ATPIII and JIS definitions was strong 

(k = 0.80). 

 

It is important to highlight the importance of considering many definitions when studying 

the prevalence and concordance of MetS, since each one can capture different aspects of this 

complex condition and, therefore, could lead to different estimates. This variability in 

prevalence estimates, depending on the definition used, can have significant implications for 

public health planning and resource allocation. 
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Factors associated with MetS 

According to the ATPIII definition, males have a lower prevalence of MetS versus females, 

while according to the IDF and WHO definitions, males have a higher prevalence. The study's 

discovery that being female independently connected to the existence of MetS, with a 

modified odds ratio of 4.69 (23), aligns with a recent investigation performed in Asmara, 

Eritrea, which also deduced a comparable relationship between the female sex and MetS 

using a parallel analysis. Nonetheless, given that the study was conducted exclusively among 

elderly individuals, it is imperative to underscore how the population's advanced age could 

potentially impact the disparity seen in rates of MetS between genders addressed in the 

article. On the other hand, in the case of the IDF, this result is consistent with a recent work 

that examined the correlation of the siMS score, a quantification method for metabolic 

syndrome, with insulin resistance and other cofounding factors of metabolic syndrome in 

451 obese patients with pre-metabolic syndrome and metabolic syndrome. In this research, 

the IDF classification was applied to diagnose metabolic syndrome, and it was found that 

males had a higher prevalence of MetS versus females (24). 

 

The discrepancy in the association between sex and the prevalence of MetS, according to the 

ATPIII and IDF criteria, may be due to differences in the definitions of these. The ATPIII 

criterion necessitates meeting three or more of the subsequent factors must be met: 

abdominal obesity, elevated triglycerides, low HDL, high blood pressure, as well as elevated 

fasting glucose levels. On the other hand, the IDF definition places particular emphasis on 

central obesity (measured as waist circumference) along with the presence of two or more 

of the other factors. It is likely that the males in our sample had fewer metabolic risk factors, 

according to the ATPIII definition, plus a higher prevalence of central obesity, which would 

classify them as MetS according to the IDF definition (25,26). 

 

The age ranges from thirty to fifty-nine exhibited a greater existence of MetS compared to the 

cluster from eighteen to twenty-nine, suggesting that the threat of MetS increases with age. 

This consequence agrees with previous reports showing the occurrence of MetS and the 

tendency to rise as time passes (23). 

 

Mahmoud and Sulaiman found in 2022 that whether you're married or not really mattered 

for your health. Being hitched, divorced/split up/gone was surely tied to a big risk of 

problems versus being lone (27). These discoveries suggest that if you're married or not may 

play a part in how many folks have troubles, even if we ain't totally clear on why and it's down 
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to lots of stuff. It's like how your life changes when you get spliced, like what you eat and how 

much you move around, which could add to a higher chance of issues. Likewise, stress and 

changes to who's there for you, which may come with leaving or being left, may also have an 

effect on how your body works (25). 

 

Based on the standards of the ATPIII and WHO, it was found in our research that living in the 

highlands provided protection against metabolic syndrome as opposed to living in the jungle. 

This discovery aligns with the findings of a study performed in Brazil - urban living was 

connected with an increased risk of MetS versus rural living (28). Additionally, a report in 

China discovered that city living correlated to a higher chance of MetS. Likely, the differences 

in lifestyle, diet and physical activity between areas contribute to the variances in the chance 

of metabolic syndrome. However, further research remains necessary to investigate these 

potential rationales more thoroughly. 

 

This report was looking at how smoking can influence MetS. They did a study in South Korea 

where they found that guys with over four unhealthy habits including cig smoking had a 

higher chance of dealing with MetS. It also said those with more bad lifestyle choices seemed 

to have more cases of MetS. Smoking could also be tied to high blood pressure, stomach fat, 

and high triglyceride levels too, which are big parts of MetS. This proves the idea that puffing 

would help cause MetS in a few ways, like assisting insulin resistance, long-term swelling, 

and dyslipidemia (30). 

 

Regarding physical activity, in a study developed by Wewege et al (31). While our investigation 

determined that a moderate level of physical exertion correlated with an increased 

occurrence of MetS as defined by ATPIII standards, contradicting results have been found 

elsewhere, as one study discovered that physical activity of a moderate to vigorous nature 

associated with a lower prevalence of MetS, contrasting with our conclusions. The potential 

disparity could stem from divergences in how moderate physical exercise was characterized 

and the demographic examined. While regular physical activity undoubtedly represents an 

important element in both the avoidance and treatment of MetS, what must be stressed is its 

truly crucial role as a component for successfully preventing and managing this condition. 

 

In our findings on the level of education, it was shown that those with education up to 

primary school showed a higher prevalence of MetS versus those with higher education 

according to the IDF criteria. The findings corroborate and complement what has already 
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been released concerning this study area in a way that utilizes a more sophisticated syntactic 

construction. In a study conducted by Agyemang et al (32). The research findings 

demonstrated that individuals with less educational attainment confronted an elevated 

probability of experiencing Metabolic Syndrome. This potential explanation resides in the 

possibility that individuals with less attained education possess decreased health awareness 

and face impediments to accessing preventative healthcare, each of which could heighten 

their susceptibility to developing MetS. However, the research led by Ford and colleagues 

also found that (33), also found that the prevalence of MetS increased with the decrease in the 

level of education. These findings highlight the necessity of implementing public health 

initiatives focused on raising consciousness and understanding pertaining to MetS, 

specifically for individuals with more limited educational backgrounds. 

 

On the other hand, BMI was strongly associated with MetS according to the three criteria 

used. Our findings demonstrated that the occurrence rates for MetS were determined to be 

greater amongst both individuals deemed as carrying excess weight and those judged as 

obese (34). Consistent with suggestions from prior reports, this discovery echoes that BMI 

represents a primary hazard contributing to the development of MetS. A study conducted in 

China by Li and colleagues discovered that body mass index was a noteworthy forecaster of 

metabolic syndrome, irrespective of the standards employed to characterize metabolic 

syndrome as referenced by the thirty-fourth source. Likewise, the research conducted by 

Zabetian and colleagues was comparable (35) found that weight reduction was a protective 

factor against MetS. The results corroborate the notion that an elevated BMI, signifying being 

overweight or obese, represents a significant threat to developing MetS. 

 

Research into the differing metabolic functions of separate fat stores has illuminated that 

while body mass index offers a suitable measure of total adipose tissue amounts, it is unable 

to differentiate between subcutaneous and intra-abdominal deposits; intra-abdominal fat 

has demonstrated itself to be more metabolically active and more robustly linked to 

metabolic syndrome than subcutaneous fat supplies. While BMI provides insight into the 

likelihood of MetS, it alone does not fully account for the threat posed by where fat 

accumulates on the body. 

 

Study limitations 

The cross-sectional nature of our manuscript restricts the ability to establish causal 

relationships. While various factors have been linked to the presence of MetS, the complex 
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interplay between potential causes and outcomes precludes confirming with certainty 

whether these linkages represent causative mechanisms or resultant conditions. Also, 

although we have controlled for potentially confounding factors, the possibility of residual 

confusion cannot be completely eliminated, due to variables not measured or measured 

inaccurately. For instance, due to an inability to account for additional dietary variables like 

sleep quality or psychological conditions that may influence the frequency of MetS, we were 

incapable of adjusting for such extra factors impacting the prevalence of the metabolic 

syndrome. 

 

Ultimately, while considering three diverse descriptions of MetS, each maintains particular 

constraints and may fail to comprise the full scope of MetS's multifaceted nature completely. 

Although this research offers preliminary understandings, more rigorous exploration is 

merited so as to substantiate the outcomes owing to the inherent constraints and necessity 

for duplication in independent analyses. 

 

Conclusions 

The prevalence of MetS in the studied population varies significantly depending on the 

diagnostic criteria used. Specifically, the prevalence of MetS was higher when the WHO 

definition was used versus the IDF and ATPIII definitions. 

 

Various discerned factors regarding the propensity of MetS to manifest itself included one's 

age and gender as well as marital status, smoking habits, place of residence, physical activity 

levels, and body mass index measurements. However, the association of these factors with 

MetS also varied depending on the definition used. 

 

These results emphasize the importance of using a consistent and widely accepted definition 

of MetS in research and clinical practice. Furthermore, the findings imply that approaches for 

both preempting and addressing MetS ought to be tailored to the distinctive qualities of the 

community in question, while also considering the diverse array of potential contributing 

aspects. 

 

Further investigations are recommended to confirm our findings and further explore the 

differences in the prevalence and associated factors of MetS according to different 

definitions. In addition, efforts should be made to harmonize the definitions of MetS and 

develop clear, evidence-based guidelines for its diagnosis and management. 
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Supplementary material 1.  

Table. Bivariate analysis of factors associated with MetS according to ATPIII, IDF and WHO 

Characteristic 
Metabolic syndrome - ATPIII Metabolic syndrome - IDF Metabolic syndrome - WHO 

No, n = 508 Yes, n = 377 No, n = 471 Yes, n = 414 No, n = 447 Yes, n = 438 

Sex             

     Female 237.00 (48.17%) 255.00 (51.83%) 340.00 (69.11%) 152.00 (30.89%) 269.00 (54.67%) 223.00 (45.33%) 

     Male 271.00 (68.96%) 122.00 (31.04%) 131.00 (33.33%) 262.00 (66.67%) 178.00 (45.29%) 215.00 (54.71%) 

Age group             

     18 to 29 years old 199.00 (80.89%) 47.00 (19.11%) 180.00 (73.17%) 66.00 (26.83%) 141.00 (57.32%) 105.00 (42.68%) 

     30 to 39 years old 120.00 (53.81%) 103.00 (46.19%) 112.00 (50.22%) 111.00 (49.78%) 110.00 (49.33%) 113.00 (50.67%) 

     40 to 49 years old 96.00 (44.65%) 119.00 (55.35%) 97.00 (45.12%) 118.00 (54.88%) 107.00 (49.77%) 108.00 (50.23%) 

     50 to 59 years old 93.00 (46.27%) 108.00 (53.73%) 82.00 (40.80%) 119.00 (59.20%) 89.00 (44.28%) 112.00 (55.72%) 

Civil status             

     Single 227.00 (71.38%) 91.00 (28.62%) 196.00 (61.64%) 122.00 (38.36%) 171.00 (53.77%) 147.00 (46.23%) 

     With couple 281.00 (49.56%) 286.00 (50.44%) 275.00 (48.50%) 292.00 (51.50%) 276.00 (48.68%) 291.00 (51.32%) 

Educational Level             

     Higher 212.00 (61.27%) 134.00 (38.73%) 192.00 (55.49%) 154.00 (44.51%) 172.00 (49.71%) 174.00 (50.29%) 

     Secondary 186.00 (55.36%) 150.00 (44.64%) 173.00 (51.49%) 163.00 (48.51%) 157.00 (46.73%) 179.00 (53.27%) 

     Until primary 108.00 (54.27%) 91.00 (45.73%) 104.00 (52.26%) 95.00 (47.74%) 115.00 (57.79%) 84.00 (42.21%) 

Natural region             

     Jungle 73.00 (56.15%) 57.00 (43.85%) 75.00 (57.69%) 55.00 (42.31%) 54.00 (41.54%) 76.00 (58.46%) 

     Metropolitan Lima 234.00 (56.39%) 181.00 (43.61%) 217.00 (52.29%) 198.00 (47.71%) 196.00 (47.23%) 219.00 (52.77%) 

     Montain Range 115.00 (73.25%) 42.00 (26.75%) 98.00 (62.42%) 59.00 (37.58%) 124.00 (78.98%) 33.00 (21.02%) 

     Resy of coast 86.00 (46.99%) 97.00 (53.01%) 81.00 (44.26%) 102.00 (55.74%) 73.00 (39.89%) 110.00 (60.11%) 

Area of residence             

     Rural 183.00 (63.76%) 104.00 (36.24%) 166.00 (57.84%) 121.00 (42.16%) 174.00 (60.63%) 113.00 (39.37%) 

     Urban 325.00 (54.35%) 273.00 (45.65%) 305.00 (51.00%) 293.00 (49.00%) 273.00 (45.65%) 325.00 (54.35%) 

Wealth index             

     No poor 403.00 (55.89%) 318.00 (44.11%) 372.00 (51.60%) 349.00 (48.40%) 354.00 (49.10%) 367.00 (50.90%) 

     Poor 105.00 (64.02%) 59.00 (35.98%) 99.00 (60.37%) 65.00 (39.63%) 93.00 (56.71%) 71.00 (43.29%) 
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Alcohol consumption             

     No 248.00 (55.11%) 202.00 (44.89%) 268.00 (59.56%) 182.00 (40.44%) 251.00 (55.78%) 199.00 (44.22%) 

     Yes 260.00 (59.77%) 175.00 (40.23%) 203.00 (46.67%) 232.00 (53.33%) 196.00 (45.06%) 239.00 (54.94%) 

Daily smoking             

     No 443.00 (57.68%) 325.00 (42.32%) 422.00 (54.95%) 346.00 (45.05%) 400.00 (52.08%) 368.00 (47.92%) 

     Yes 65.00 (55.56%) 52.00 (44.44%) 49.00 (41.88%) 68.00 (58.12%) 47.00 (40.17%) 70.00 (59.83%) 

Physical activity             

     High 75.00 (60.48%) 49.00 (39.52%) 68.00 (54.84%) 56.00 (45.16%) 62.00 (50.00%) 62.00 (50.00%) 

     Low 348.00 (59.28%) 239.00 (40.72%) 319.00 (54.34%) 268.00 (45.66%) 308.00 (52.47%) 279.00 (47.53%) 

     Moderate 85.00 (48.85%) 89.00 (51.15%) 84.00 (48.28%) 90.00 (51.72%) 77.00 (44.25%) 97.00 (55.75%) 

Body mass index             

     Normal weight 281.00 (90.94%) 28.00 (9.06%) 246.00 (79.61%) 63.00 (20.39%) 200.00 (64.72%) 109.00 (35.28%) 

     Overweight 193.00 (54.99%) 158.00 (45.01%) 175.00 (49.86%) 176.00 (50.14%) 173.00 (49.29%) 178.00 (50.71%) 

     Obesity 34.00 (15.11%) 191.00 (84.89%) 50.00 (22.22%) 175.00 (77.78%) 74.00 (32.89%) 151.00 (67.11%) 

n (%) 
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Supplementary material 2 

 

 

Figure 2. Prevalence of MetS components according to: a) IDF; b) WHO, c) ATPII 
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