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[ ABSTRACT | Aim To investigate the association of early renal impairment with four arterial stiffness indexes de-
rived from ambulatory blood pressure monitoring (ABPM) , and to provide comparison result between parameters in detec-
ting the renal impairment of essential hypertension. Methods The 253 essential hypertensive patients were enrolled.
The 24 hours mean pulse pressure (24h PP), pulse pressure index ( PPT), ambulatory arterial stiffness index ( AASI),
symmetrical ambulatory arterial stiffness index ( S-AAST) , urine microalbumin to creatinine (mA1b/Cr) and estimated glo-
merular filtration rate (eGFR) were collected. — Partial correlations and multiple stepwise regression analysis were per-
formed to confirm the relationship between parameters of ABPM and renal lesion.  The predictive power of four arterial
stiffness parameters for early renal impairment was accessed by ROC curve. Results Correlation test showed a signifi-
cant positively relationship of 24h PP, PPI, AASI, S-AASI with mAlb/Cr (r=0.470, 0.448, 0.613 and 0. 632 respec-
tively, P <0.05), and eGFR were negatively correlated with them (r= -0.308, -0.254, -0.399 and -0.352 re-
spectively, P <0.05). Multiple linear regression analysis also showed independent correlation in 24h PP, PPI, AASI, S-
AASI with eGFR.  Area under ROC curve of S-AASI, AASI, 24h PP and PPI were 0. 692, 0. 686, 0. 681 and 0. 655 re-
spectively.  The accuracy of the diagnosis was medium.  The highest sensitivity was observed for S-AASI and PPl was

with the highest specificity. Conclusion This study can support the idea that the four arterial stiffness parameters de-

[WmBH] 2013-07-02

[(BETH] ZFH TSI 34 (20112044 ) 3 508 H 8 SRR TS 3 4 (2015317120003 )
[fEE™A] B0, 1+ B FATEI, W57 1) 8O AR 2, E-mail 4 guohaodoc@ 163. com, R 5 1+ B F(LEIN, 5T
AN ABEES, WIREZ I, W R AL B0, BF5 718 W0 A2 , E-mail  guolidoc@ 163. com,



908

ISSN 1007-3949 Chin J Arterioscler, Vol 21 ,No 10,2013

rived from ABPM had the similar ability to estimate hypertensive renal impairment.

S5 1 H Wi I ( ambulatory blood pressure moni-
toring, ABPM ) AJ Sz il ifil 7K 7 B R A8 Ak, 5
O i AR AR 0 AR 2 A B A
TEBIFSE v ML AH 5C I & i 89 25 s AL 1 D7 1T 1 B AT
HEAYRE L, S MR S IR EE AL 48 £ th AB-
PM 725 H 8 — R 5 Sz e gl UK 30 D RE A 46 A, il
ABPM FE Il R A S S FEAS B — 22 . XAk
Bh 75 Bl ik i 4k 75 % ( symmetrical ambulatory arterial
stiffness index ,S-AASI) J& 1 ABPM 4174 i (374 3l
BRIEAG BT E A2 . HGTE [ N A R BIF5E o, 6
T S-AAST 55 i &5 5 B85 (19 R DG PR A il A
Z . KRBT S-AASI H1 24h “F Ik (24 hours
mean pulse pressure,24h PP) | 2l 2% ik J% 45 % ( pulse
pressure index , PP1) F15Ji 2% 30 Bk il £k 45 %4 ( ambulato-
1y arterial stiffness index, AASI) , i i 5 fz W 30 B
TIRESH T 148 bR 18] FE AT AH O 73 B 2 W 8O 1Y
FA, R 1T S-AAST FIHAL 3 )y 25 il FEAH OC 50 ik i
A 38 K05 U P L (essential hypertension , EH)
T B DA DG DA BTl 4 AR EO6 EH R
R SN RE S 025, PR A X 4 Fh a2
I H AR G Bl bk i A i e A I AR B

1 M&RMNTE

1.1 BRIFH

AN#2012 43 AE2013 452 AR ERHTH
—ARER AR EH &% 253 7], F 141 fl, &
112 ], 4E 48 41 ~88 %, 73 66.40 £11.41 ¥, A
WAEZHAS(CFEEME BT E (2010 BL) ) B
EH D WiAfr s NIx it R IR B E s £ 4 B AT
FH2 BN REARERE AN AN HERE
oK EHILE FEMEL A R R KE
FIR R R IR T e U EE L E R A L, E B o
BERFAALA ERBECER WhLERF O hF
B 0 FEL S A RO % R RO R
IThHERARNEOE TG H, AAXRCAEALR
HEMA¥HNEHEERBREZRLANFTFE, S 5
FRONEH ERE,
1.2 ZhSIE i

5k Ji| % [ Spacelabs 90207 #290217 & 4 B 3 ©
BIMEHERGAREENH N ZRHE 24 h 35
R A E e B R N B AT AL B
BB & B A JE] f% 4 20 min (6:00 ~23.00 % &

), BRI & A IR A B 7 30 min (23: 00 ~6: 00
HEE), TRERFELSEFEF AR -3, 24 h
it AR I Ok B =60 2k, MR B A A%t R 5 3R 3 F
MK B dy 80% YA b T JE WAt AL AT
RAELERXEABABBELMFE 24 h FHK
4% JE (24h SBP) #1 24 h “F 3447 % JE (24h DBP) , f
it & 24h PP #0 PPI.24h PP =24h SBP -24h DBP,
PPl =24h PP/24h SBP, A ABPM # 12 5 &9 & K ¥k
Y EARET KRR, A% B S M E AT B A X R B
(r)FEERHE(B), HFUKEENERE,FK
AR RERGE B(D/S); UFKEN B EE, K4
A B R ERE B(S/D), HF XM [2] 2 AT E
AASI 1 S-AASI: AASI = 1 — B(D/S), SAASI = 1 —
[r/B(S/D) ], 3l Hk5E AT, AAST A S-AASI # 1]
T O, M E AASI ## T 1,
1.3 RFEEZEAKN

BRZRFANREE — AP ERES mL 2 LR
R RSk kN E R E A& B (mAlb) , [
i L] AR M ek BRI R VR AL BT ( creatinine,
Cr) & EH#ARE, RAGHWE B RFfe o 2§ T
WHRSH, EBRNERAE I RKE SR, U
mAlb/Cr(mg/g) & 7=,
1.4 IREEEHB/NBKIRE R

it N3 % 2 JE 4 R Ak o 5 mlL, R ] AR
SRR M E o Cr, RA & B B ARG T
MR &, KA KR MDRD-7 2 55 31 5 4
B /N 3R JE I E (estimated glomerular filtration
rate,eGFR) , 7 f K & W AR 4+ eGFR L # AT AL,
1.5 454

R eGFR K B H 0 H A, B N2kh sk T
M 20 % eGFR <90 mL/min/1.73 m’(n =175), & /I
R IE % 4 A eGFR =90 mL/min/1.73 m’ (n =
95) ¢
1.6 HELIEFRi&NF NN EERAISE

Fra N # ¥ 2 & B E B (total cholesterol,
TC) .7 % /£ fle % & FE [E B (high density lipoprotein
cholesterol ,HDLC) 5 % J& fg & & JE [ & (low densi-
ty lipoprotein cholesterol, LDLC) | H it = B ( triglycer-
ide, TG) % f§ i ## ( fasting blood glucose, FBG) | &
% A (blood urea nitrogen, BUN) %£ A& 4y ft. 5 35 %, M|
EHEAE S E NN LB RF & m AT
BEVWAT,REAE, WES S KE ER,FITH
& JF 45 %% (body mass index,BMI) ,BMI = A&/ & &
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(kg/m’)
1.7 ZitZEAHE

KAl SPSS 13.0 4 it 3Kk 4 & 34T a1t 2 4, it
BB UBA BT kw, XA X B, ITER
BlUxss X7, BRA#T T ZFURD, EFF £
FERXA Bl , EFELFERA AR, BLE
6] A8 % M K R e A ok AT R L & L & MR P E
VA A T A 30 2 o B AR K B BRAE L 38 4L 5 eGFR %
MxEEZE B X &, %A ROC & & iF Y
A oh A LR A K B BRORE AR R R R E
4., P<0.05 W ZRHHITFENL,

2 # R

2.1 —REAERLEE

B /NER I RE R FE 41 EH M E 4R 174 ), 5
68.8% ;' /NER I BE IE 7 41 EH & & 3k 95 f,
31.2% ., PHALFEFE A EEE i fg .FBG \BUN [t
WERH TG 2EE L (P >0.05) ; 55 /Nek g
IEF AL LEE, B /INER I BE T B 41 A7 i BT KR BMI B
1o, S WD B T R 45 44 5 43 9 48 45 (mA1b/Cr) il
S B T RE R B R A8 (eGFR) # B 22 (P < 0. 05
x1),
2.2 ABPM 35#REEER

B /NER T BE R B4 2 24h SBP . 24h PP PP AA-
SI . S-AASL KV 378 T /N BRI BB IR W 4, 2 R A
it X (P <0.05) , Wi [a] 24h DBP  Zh5.0 %
P S G2 L (P >0.05;3%2) .
2.3 {REXMESH

TEFEHIAE Y BML R 5, AR a8 il A DG 3
kAL 5505 mA1b/Cr 2IEM G, 5 eGFR £ A
K(P<0.05) 5 PUFRBh A il e AH & 2l ik A Ak F5 £ (a]
PP IEAH G (P <0.05) , 5 24h SBP & IEAH ¢

(P<0.05);24h DBP 5 24h PP 2 IEAH X (P <
0.05),5 PPL 2 AHE (P <0.05) ,{HY AASI,S-
AAST AAHFE(P>0.05;%3),

R1. MABRE-MABLLE (v +5)

Table 1. Comparison of general data between the two groups

F/NERITBE T A /N BRI REIE 2

= A (n=174) (n=79)
R (%) 67.41 £11.26° 64.15 =11.48
B4 () 95/79 46/33
BMI (kg/m?) 24.46 +3.73° 23.16 +3.21
FEFE (em) 86.57 +11.25 84.30 +11.27
FBG (mmol/L) 4.87 +0.40 4.87 +0. 41
TC (mmol/L) 4.62£1.22 4.73£1.25
TG (mmol/L) 1.72 1. 21 1.82 £1.33
HDLC (mmol/L) 1.10 £0.28 1.14 £0.30
LDLC (mmol/L) 2.84 +1.05 2.90 +1. 14
1L Cr ( pmol/L) 98.55 +14. 31" 71.57 £8.65
BUN ( mmol/L) 5.34 £1.36° 4.95 +1.46
mAlb/Cr (mg/g) 37.83 +16.21° 30.71 £12.28
eGFR (mL/min/1.73 m*)  69.51 =12. 39" 110. 60 £ 17. 26

a iy P<0.05, 58/ NRIIGEIE W 4L LR

R 2. FHAEE ABPM $5HRLLE (v +5)
Table 2. Comparison of parameters that derived from AB-

PM between the two groups

moH BNBRIIRE TR B/NERDhERE A
24h SBP (mmHg) 142.29 £15.31° 135.51 +15.91
24h DBP ( mmHg) 77.08 £9.10 76. 87 +10. 09
24h PP (mmHg) 65.21 +10. 72* 58.63 £10.75
PPI 0.46 +0. 05 0.43 +0.05
AASI 0.43 +0. 10 0.37 £0. 09
S-AASI 0.25 +0.12° 0.17 0. 11
HBOFR/ AT 77.13 +7. 44 77.91 +7.82

a ki P<0.05, 55 /NRIIGEIEH 4 LA

&R 3. BhRMEMEXEHEEN RS R B IR RERRENREXES T

Table 3. Partial relationship between arterial stiffness parameters that derived from ABPM and the markers of early

renal impairment

moH mA1lb/Cr eGFR 24h PP AASI S-AASI 24h SBP 24h DBP
24h PP 0. 470° -0.315° - 0.781° 0. 686" 0. 724" 0. 806" 0.179*

PPI1 0. 448" -0.273* 0.781° 0. 639° 0. 680* 0.264° -0. 466"
AASI 0.613* -0.369° 0. 686* 0. 639* - 0. 948" 0.451° -0.046
S-AASI 0. 632° -0.385" 0. 724* 0. 680* 0. 948" - 0.473* -0.053

ajy P<0.05,
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2.4 ZItZMEEEPSH

BRI Sk DU 2 285 1 Hs AH DG 30 ik B A e 20 B A
JE AR G 23 il it FH DU A 450 A8 5t DL eGFR |
AE¥A BMI E R\ TC TG .HDLC .LDLC .FBG M 3h#&
DN H ARl 1t 2 n 2R v A ] T AR R T
i 45 78 . 24h PP 5 eGFR (B = - 0.308,P <
0.001) 4E# (B =0.162, P <0.01) ,FBG (B =
-0.129,P <0.05) Mt 57 #H &, PPI 5 eGFR (B =
-0.254,P <0.001) AE#A (B =0.142,P <0.05) Jft
S7AAFE  S-AAST 5 eGFR(B = -0.399,P <0.001) .
AEIY (B =0.125,P <0.05) BMI(B = -0.150,P <
0.05) 4l 7. 40 5, AASI 55 eGFR (B = - 0.352,P <
0.001) AE#5 (B =0. 128, P <0. 05) Jli sr AH XK
2.5 MFzhAMmEHEXNBKELIEEH ROC B
TERLEE

PL eGFR 1 MRS 2E 1 (eGFR < 90 mL/min/
1.73 m* Y1), DUFh h 3 i A 5% ) ik i 1k 5 X
YERK S AR s A ROC Bk (B 1) . R shasm
JEAR R B2 N AR (AUC) (P {H 95% 1=
FaFIX A (95% CI) | eHUsk R FRe 5 B 2 Al
RAGEBT B, SR R . TOFh 325 1l %

xR 4. MFFZRMIEEXSBRENL AL ROC H L5347

ARSI KA IL 5 5L ROC #h4: T T AU R 2 /MK Ik
A S-AASI AASI 24h PP #1 PPI, H:i2 W i) i o 5 14
Sy A Hrf SSAAST 2B B, T PP YRR S
m(R4) .

1.0

REE

0.2 J

0.0 T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

1-5RE

E 1. MFEhAmERXKEL ISR ROC M4 TER
PR

Figure 1. Area under ROC curve of S-AASI, AASI, 24 h
PP and PPI

Table 4. ROC curve analysis of S-AASI, AASI, 24h PP and PPI

=278 AUC (95% CI) ZRIIA HOE R F 5 PE
24h PP 0.681 (0.609 ~0.754) 0. 037 60 mmHg 0. 632 0. 696 <0.05
PPI 0. 655 (0.580 ~0.729) 0.038 0.445 0. 569 0.722 <0.05
AASI 0.686 (0.617 ~0.755) 0. 035 0.345 0.793 0. 506 <0.05
S-AASI 0.692 (0.623 ~0.762) 0. 035 0. 100 0.845 0.468 <0.05

3 iF it

SSRGS I B ok A Tk %) i 6T T T of I
e AR I K i A R AR S, H, KIH L
e— EWA RIE | TCA | v] 5E 0% 3h Ik RE A A Iy ik
PRI DR B A — T 30 R — e 5 19 O 0] 42 3 Jok
ezl il R IR LA T — R 51
ABPM ST 3RA5 A B A Ak Hh 11 2 o 1k Bl ok sk Ak
FERHTHE bR, F145 24h PP PPI, AASI Fil S-AASI, #f
FEUESLZKE (pulse pressure , PP) 38 w55 0 I 55 5 0%
AT GRS 740 SR PP 4 A A Bl Bk v
Ty RE I 2 J8GR M B bR I, AS BEAE R EA 2h ik ik
IRERYBURAEFR'C) . 24h PP 75 T I 4 25 B A 45 3
75 AL TEm PP PPI 2 PP S54RI,
PR H 2 AR T PP A] AR P K B Bl S, WO N 7E AL
LA G 7 e T R — T Sy E A I R A AR

AASIJEFI A ABPM Jir 4845 18— R 51 W 45 i AN 4T 5k
JEBBUEIE 1T eREC LG & B — 0 Js ik 3 ok i Ak
FIFTHE PR AT HGE AASL 5 PP S IEAH X, 1
LA PP /A I AR Il AR S, 2 X PP i
SR DIRE Y R AF AN TS, FEHERE AR E M 2 kit 1k
A} A T AAST PP IR AR S 2600 Rt
2 PE tH AAST FE S WSl ik A A i R 0
0 Bt 2 e e RN 5K AR e AR IS PRSI PP A
P Ta) I R4 DR 2R 5 ), HL) i 4 SR A7 A AN
EPED ) S-AAST B —FhASH MR S R 3h A )
Pk AEAFEEL, S-AAST AE AT T F oA T XK B4k
A7 FR A S RN r (AT RS IE , BN A R

YR MRS DU Bl Dk A A, ZE A 5 5 i R S8 2% B P
AR SCTT Al REARE T AASTH > (H A VR
S-AASI R Bon AL T AASIT | PR, B3R PU R E
A Sl KA Ak 1 48 B 78 I R b 19 £ 45 T3 SR A7 AE
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il

mAlb/Cr 5 eGFR J& X Bt EH 83 7 1 B ik 25
FFIDIRE 32 B0 R A6 bw . AW ST BoR B/ ek )
AE R R4 EH FR (0 1K (E (24h SBP) Flh 2 1L &
A1 B0 [k A 1k 456 % (24h PP PP, AASI, S-AASI)
AOEY T B/ NERIIBEIE B 4 . 7RAS IEAR IS i BMI
J5 R IVUANTE RS mA1b/Cr 2 AR, 5 eGFR &2
A 2C, 2 70 WA 53 B 3 FF 24h PP PPL, AASI, S-
AASI 25200 eGFR BYAH G 2 | 31X PO A PEAl 20 ik i
AR bR A R, D0 AR i He A A R R R ™
&, ITAERIISE R 24h PP PPITMT AAST )
I S-AAST ' 0 I 5 80 0 BB B T b o A A
A EIE B YA, B S kA AR R Y 1 7=
FREE WO, AR 5 AT W oY A R A —
., BRGNS K s Bk il AL i, bk 25 38 K, 13
2 ik = 3 1 B0 ik 433, XA O KRR LA AR =
OB WE /NS KRS R T RERRAL

Sk T HE— 25 R 3K DU Bl 25 i A O Bl ik
AR BT PN L0 B 400 R L 4, A ISR
ROC #h£43#7 24h PP PPI  AASI #1 S-AASI 5 eGFR
EF . ROC TR n] MR 4 ih 2k i T IR Al £ F 1
FLAUC) X ZF2 Wik 56 fioe 24T, 284 EL
A [R]— 9956 1 22 P2 Wi 06 48 A5 19 HE B 12, 5 B
I PR I A 0 0 11 e 2 W 2, i I 45 R
ROC 73#7 24h PP PPI Al AASI 7E 1 #4F EH B ¥
5 eGFR W2, R FLROC #hZ:19 AUC KR F)/IMEK
YK AASI, PPI #1 24h PP ( AUC 43 %I H 0. 656,
0.644 0. 636) , AWF5T 45 F A0 5 7R PO A~ 5 £oxt
1B WEA3 5 2 W7 1 A 5 28 S i 45 ROC BZR 1Y
AUC KB /MK IR J5 S-AAST, AASI 24hPP #il PPI
(AUC 4394 0. 692 0. 686 0. 681 0. 655) , F W Y
Tt 0y 285 1L 5 B0 Jk R Ak 57 10000 7= i e - 40
DL 3 04 s PR R A (AR RL . e S-AAST R B
JEHE T 24h PP PPL AASI, ifi] PPI ({455 { T 24h
PP AASI Fll S-AASI, $&7R I A Rl T £ 55 EH B
LI EF IEB 0 46 H %) B P SR AR S

ZE BT FIH ABPM BT AR 454 DU b 3 245 1f
AHOC B KA 1 45 BOfE — & B2 b g Sz e LB ' 2
RESZ 40t , 2472 IIfs PR 701 000 5 4000 ' U ) R 0 5 1) 4 A
PR R JC T B SR 15 A RN SR 35 I I B8P N B
B BRI RSB e N
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