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Patients undergoing hemodialysis have higher mortality 
and lower life expectancy compared not only to general 

population but also to patients with diabetes mellitus, cardio-
vascular disease, or cancer.1 Although the mortality rate in 
hemodialysis patients gradually decreased over the years, in 
2013 it was 169 deaths/1000 patient-years in United States.2 
The leading causes of mortality is cardiac and cerebrovas-
cular events, as they account for >50% of deaths of known 

causes.1 This may be to a great extend attributed to acceler-
ated arteriosclerosis and increased arterial stiffness, which 
is the predominant arterial abnormality in end-stage renal 
disease (ESRD),3 in elevated systolic blood pressure (SBP) 
levels, increased pulse pressure (PP), left ventricular (LV) 
hypertrophy, and diastolic cardiac dysfunction.4 Other factors 
proposed to contribute to high cardiovascular mortality in 
hemodialysis patients include excessive interdialytic weight 
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gain and intradialytic weight loss, uncontrolled hyperpara-
thyroidism and nonadherence to the prescribed hemodialysis 
regimen.5

The first direct evidence of the prognostic significance 
of arterial stiffness markers in hemodialysis patients was 
suggested by a previous cohort study in which increased 
predialysis pulse wave velocity (PWV) was an indepen-
dent determinant of cardiovascular and all-cause mortal-
ity.6 Similarly, a study associating wave reflections with 
adverse outcomes showed that every 10% increase in aug-
mentation index (AIx) was related to 1.5-fold higher risk 
of cardiovascular events or death,7 and another one showed 
that increased PP is also independently associated with 
mortality.8 A previous study examined the response of pre-
hemodialysis PWV over a mean follow-up of 50 months 
in hemodialysis patients who had stable prehemodialysis 
BP within normal limits or, if hypertensive, received non-
pharmacological interventions and antihypertensive drugs 
to decrease BP; in patients who survived during follow-
up, a decrease in PWV parallel to the decline in BP levels 
was noted, whereas nonsurvivors had a steady increase in 
PWV despite a similar reduction in BP,9 an observation that 
brought forward the hypothesis that modification of arterial 
stiffness and not BP is the factor that mainly determines 
mortality decrease.

In hemodialysis patients predialysis and postdialysis 
BP display a J- or U-shaped association with cardiovascu-
lar events and survival, a fact most likely reflecting the low 
accuracy of relevant measurements, as high BP measured 
with ambulatory BP monitoring is clearly associated with 
increased mortality.10,11 Elevated aortic stiffness, as indi-
cated by increased PWV levels, is generally associated with 
higher BP levels and increased PP during the interdialytic 
intervals.12 To the best our knowledge, only a previous study 
from our group examined the ambulatory pattern of arterial 
stiffness and central BP indexes in hemodialysis patients. 
AIx decreased during hemodialysis and gradually increased 
during interdialytic intervals, this increase being 30% higher 
at the end of the 3-day compared with the end of the 2-day 
interval.13 However, PWV displayed only a minimal increase 
over time that reached again statistical significance at the 
end of the 3-day interval.13 All devices measuring arterial 
stiffness and central BP indexes use brachial BP for calibra-
tion of the aortic waveforms14; such measurements are sub-
ject to errors inserted by predialysis or postdialysis office 
BP readings, which are known to be highly inaccurate and 
poorly reflect the true BP load due to numerous factors, such 
as the white-coat effect, patient frustration to start dialysis 
and leave the unit quickly, anxiety for correct arteriove-
nous fistula needling, and truly high BP variability during 
the intra- and interdialytic periods.11 We have, therefore 
hypothesized that ambulatory estimates of arterial stiffness 
and central BP parameters may have stronger associations 
with cardiovascular events and mortality in this population. 
Thus, the aim of this study was to evaluate and compare the 
prognostic value of ambulatory recording of peripheral and 
central BP, arterial stiffness and wave reflection parameters 
for major cardiovascular outcomes and all-cause mortality in 
hemodialysis patients.

Methods

Study Population
This is a prospective cohort study including hemodialysis patients 
from 5 affiliated hemodialysis centers in northern Greece. Adult 
patients (>18 years) were eligible to participate to the study if they 
(1) had ESRD treated with hemodialysis for >3 months, (2) were 
following a standard thrice-weekly hemodialysis schedule, and (3) 
provided an informed written consent. Exclusion criteria were as 
follows: (1) chronic atrial fibrillation or other arrhythmia; (2) non-
functional arteriovenous fistula in the contralateral brachial arm area 
of the one used for vascular access; (3) modification of dry weight 
or antihypertensive treatment during 1 month before enrollment; (4) 
myocardial infarction (MI), angina pectoris, and ischemic stroke dur-
ing 1 month before study initiation; (5) congestive heart failure class 
III to IV based on the New York Heart Association (NYHA) classifi-
cation; and (6) history of malignancy or any other condition with poor 
prognosis. The study protocol was approved by the Ethics Committee 
of School of Medicine, Aristotle University of Thessaloniki.

Study Procedures and Ambulatory BP Monitoring
A total 170 hemodialysis patients who met the aforementioned cri-
teria and had valid 48-hour BP recordings between February 2013 
and March 2016 were included in this analysis. Baseline evaluation 
included full medical history, physical examination, and standard lab-
oratory tests to capture demographic, anthropometric, and dialysis-
related parameters, as well as comorbidities. Study participants were 
instructed to arrive to their hemodialysis unit 1 hour before a midweek 
dialysis session; for example, the second or the third weekly session. 
Prehemodialysis BP was evaluated with the use of a validated oscil-
lometric device, at the level of brachial artery in the nonfistula arm, 
after 5 minutes of rest and with 2 measurements per occasion taken 
2 minutes apart, according to the European Society of Hypertension 
2013 guidelines.15 Venous blood specimens were acquired for rou-
tine hematologic and biochemical laboratory testing. After blood 
sampling, the Mobil-O-Graph monitor with a cuff of appropriate size 
was fitted in the nonfistula arm and ambulatory BP monitoring was 
started, as described below. Subsequently, all participants underwent 
their regular dialysis session, during which volume withdrawal was 
programmed on the basis of their prespecified dry weight, according 
to standard clinical criteria. Patients were instructed to follow their 
usual activities until the next session.

Ambulatory brachial and aortic BP, indices of wave reflection 
[AIx, defined as the ratio of augmentation pressure to aortic PP and 
heart rate-adjusted AIx (AIx(75))], and PWV were estimated with the 
Mobil-O-Graph NG device, an oscillometric ambulatory BP monitor-
ing device, whose brachial BP-detection unit was validated according 
to standard protocols16,17 and was shown to provide practically identi-
cal values with a widely used ambulatory BP monitor.18 Immediately 
after recording brachial BP, the cuff reinflates at the level of the dia-
stolic BP (DBP) where it records the brachial pulse waves for ≈10 
s with a high-fidelity pressure sensor (MPX5050, Freescale, Tempe, 
AZ).13,19,20 For calibration of the brachial pulse waveforms, the system 
uses the brachial SBP and DBP. Then, the aortic pulse waveform is 
generated with the use of the ARCSolver algorithm with generalized 
transfer function; the software also performs wave separation analysis 
by decomposing the aortic pulse waveform into forward and backward 
waves, as described elsewhere.19,20 Among various indexes, the device 
calculates augmentation pressure and AIx, as well as aortic SBP, DBP, 
and PP. The device was monitoring the above parameters every 20 
minutes during the day (7 am to 11 pm) and every 30 minutes during 
the night (11 pm to 7 am) for 48 hours until the next dialysis session. 
Measurements were used for the analysis if >80% of recordings were 
valid with ≤2 nonconsecutive day-hours with <2 valid measurements, 
and ≤1 night-hour without valid recording.21 All prespecified measure-
ments automatically obtained during the 48-hour period were used to 
calculate the average values of each studied parameter for each patient, 
whereas measurements performed manually were excluded. Previous 
validation studies in hypertensive and healthy volunteers showed ac-
ceptable agreement between Mobil-O-Graph–derived parameters and 
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invasive and noninvasive measurements.20,22–24 In hemodialysis pa-
tients, Mobil-O-Graph provided comparable estimates of office aor-
tic SBP, AIx, and PWV with that obtained by Sphygmocor (ArtCor, 
Sydney, Australia), which is the most widely applied method for non-
invasive assessment of these parameters.14

End Points
In this analysis, we censored patients on the date of the first occur-
rence of the end points under study or on August 15, 2016. The pri-
mary end point was a combination of all-cause death, nonfatal MI, 
and nonfatal stroke. Secondary end points included: (1) all-cause 
mortality, (2) cardiovascular mortality defined as fatal MI (death by 
any cardiovascular mechanism within 30 days after an MI related to 
the immediate consequences of the MI) or fatal stroke (death within 
30 days after a stroke that is either a direct consequence of the stroke 
or a complication of the stroke) or sudden death, and (3) a combined 
outcome of cardiovascular death, nonfatal MI, nonfatal stroke resus-
citation after cardiac arrest, coronary revascularization procedure or 
hospitalization for heart failure.

Statistical Analysis
Statistical analysis was performed with Statistical Package for Social 
Sciences 23 (SPSS Inc, Chicago, IL). Shapiro–Wilk test was applied 
to examine the normality of distribution for continuous variables. 
Quantitative variables are presented as mean±SD or median with 
range according to the normality of distribution, whereas qualita-
tive variables are presented as frequencies and percentages (n, %). 
To compare differences in occurrence of study end points among the 
different levels of each studied parameter, data were categorized in 
ascending order to quartiles of patients. Kaplan–Meier curves were 
created, and the log-rank test was applied to compare the differences 
among the quartiles in the occurrence or freedom from the studied 
end points during follow-up. Univariate and multivariate Cox regres-
sion analyses were performed to evaluate the impact of various demo-
graphic and clinical characteristics, ambulatory central BP, wave 
reflection and arterial stiffness parameters on all-cause mortality. 
Variables were tested for interactions and included in the multivari-
ate model if P<0.2 in univariate analysis. The adjusted hazard ratios 
(HR) are reported with 95% confidence intervals (CI) and values of 
P<0.05 (2-tailed) were considered statistically significant.

Results
Baseline Characteristics and Outcomes of Interest
Baseline demographic, anthropometric, clinical and routine 
laboratory characteristics are presented in Table 1. A total of 
170 hemodialysis patients (101 men and 69 women), with 
mean age of 63.76±14.32 years and median hemodialysis 
vintage 26 (3–180) months were included in this study. The 
prevalence of main cardiovascular risk factors and target-
organ damage was 31.8% for diabetes mellitus, 82.9% for 
hypertension, 27.1% for dyslipidemia, 6.5% for peripheral 
vascular disease, 22.4% for coronary heart disease, 8.2% for 
heart failure, and 8.8% for previous stroke. Participants were 
prospectively followed for 28.09±11.16 months. The frequen-
cies for the study end points are presented in Table 2. During 
follow-up, 37 (21.8%) patients died, 5 (2.9%) due to MI, 4 
(2.4%) due to stroke, 19 (11.2%) patients experienced sudden 
death and 9 (5.3%) due to noncardiac causes; (ie, infective 
endocarditis, sepsis, pancreatitis, cachexia, or cancer).

Primary End Point
Figure 1 depicts the Kaplan–Meier curves of freedom from the 
primary end point for quartiles of 48-hour central SBP, 48-hour 
central PP, 48-hour PWV and 48-hour AIx(75). Figure  2 

Table 1.  Baseline Demographic, Anthropometric, Clinical, and 
Routine Laboratory Characteristics of the Population Studied

Parameter Value

n 170

Age, y 63.76±14.32

Mean follow-up, mo 28.09±11.16

Female, n (%) 69 (40.6)

Weight, kg 73.04±14.93

Height, cm 168.16±8.93

BMI, kg/m2 26.06±5.76

Dialysis vintage, mo 26 (3–180)

Diabetes mellitus, n (%) 54 (31.8)

Hypertension, n (%) 141 (82.9)

Dyslipidemia, n (%) 46 (27.1)

Peripheral vascular disease, n (%) 11 (6.5)

Coronary heart disease, n (%) 38 (22.4)

Heart failure, n (%) 14 (8.2)

Stroke history, n (%) 15 (8.8)

Smoking, n (%) 29 (17.1)

Serum urea nitrogen, mmol/L 23.26±6.22

Serum creatinine, μmol/L 729.5±214.0

URR, % 68.83 (40.41–85.71)

Serum calcium, mmol/L 2.25±0.18

Serum phosphate, mmol/L 1.75±1.06

Parathormone, ng/L 295.07±210.26

Hemoglobin, g/L 113.1±12.7

Albumin, g/L 40.2±3.9

RAAS blockers, n (%)

 ��� ARBs 32 (18.8)

 ��� ACEIs 12 (7.1)

 ��� Renin inhibitors 1 (0.6)

Aldosterone blockers, n (%) 2 (1.2)

CCBs, n (%) 89 (52.4)

Loop diuretics, n (%) 65 (38.2)

β-Blockers, n (%) 87 (51.2)

Central active, n (%) 33 (19.4)

Erythropoietin, n (%) 134 (78.8)

Statins, n (%) 72 (42.4)

Pre-HD SBP, mm Hg 145.2±23.09

48h pSBP, mm Hg 133.2±17.0

48h pDBP, mm Hg 78.9±11.1

48h cSBP, mm Hg 120.9±14.8

48h cDBP, mm Hg 80.4±11.27

48h pPP, mm Hg 54.3±13.2

48h cPP, mm Hg 40.5±9.5

(Continued )
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presents HR of the primary end point for quartiles of predialy-
sis SBP, and ambulatory 48-hour brachial SBP, central SBP, 
central PP, PWV and AIx(75). Quartile 1 was the reference 
group in all comparisons. As shown in Figure 2, no significant 
differences between quartiles of predialysis BP or ambulatory 
brachial SBP were evident, whereas ambulatory brachial DBP 
was inversely related with the risk of the primary end point. 
With regards to central SBP (Figure 1A), cumulative freedom 
from primary end point was 65.1% for patients in quartile 1, 
69.0% for patients in quartile 2, 76.2% for patients in quartile 
3 and 76.7% for patients in quartile 4 (log-rank P=0.324), and 
for central DBP cumulative freedom from primary end point 
was 55.8% for patients in quartile 1, 73.8% for patients in quar-
tile 2, 76.2% for patients in quartile 3 and 81.4% for patients 
in quartile 4 (log-rank P=0.024, Figure 1B). Cumulative sur-
vival was different for quartiles of 48-hour central PP (83.7%, 
71.4%, 69.0% and 62.8% for quartiles 1–4 ; log-rank P=0.024, 

Figure 1C). Moreover, cumulative freedom was significantly 
different for quartiles of ambulatory PWV (93.0%, 81.0%, 
57.1% and 55.8% for quartiles 1 to 4 (log-rank P<0.001, 
Figure  1D) and HR of freedom from the primary end point 
were 7.874 (95% CI, 2.317–26.764) and 8.709 (95% CI, 2.570–
29.507) for quartiles 3 and 4 compared to quartile 1 (Figure 2). 
Similarly, cumulative freedom was significantly different for 
quartiles of ambulatory AIx(75) (88.4%, 66.7%, 69.0%. and 
62.8% for quartiles 1–4; log-rank P=0.014, Figure 1E) and HR 
of freedom from the primary end point were 3.022 (95% CI, 
1.077–8.480) and 3.784 (95% CI, 1.386–10.336) for quartiles 
3 and 4 compared with quartile 1 (Figure 2).

Secondary End Points
As shown in Figure 3, no significant differences in the future 
risk of death between quartiles of predialysis BP or ambu-
latory brachial SBP and DBP were evident. With regards to 
central SBP and DBP (Figure 3), no significant differences in 
the HR for all-cause mortality were noted. Future risk of death 
was marginally different for quartiles of 48-hour central PP, as 
HR was 1.895 (95% CI, 0.689–5.214) for quartile 3 and 2.216 
(95% CI, 0.831–5.907) for quartile 4 (log-rank P=0.089). In 
contrast, future risk was significantly different for quartiles of 
ambulatory PWV 10.417 (95% CI, 2.392–45.360) and 8.495 
(95% CI, 1.912–37.740) for quartiles 3 and 4 compared with 
quartile 1. In the same context, HR of all-cause mortality for 
quartiles of ambulatory AIx(75) were gradually increasing; 
that is, 3.189 (95% CI, 1.015–10.021) and 3.732 (95% CI, 
1.217–11.449) for quartiles 3 and 4 compared with quartile 1. 
Similarly, no significant differences in the future risk of car-
diovascular death between quartiles of predialysis SBP, and 
ambulatory brachial SBP and DBP, central SBP and DBP, and 
central PP were evident (Figure S1 in the online-only Data 
Supplement). With regards to ambulatory PWV, the HR of 
cardiovascular mortality was significantly higher for patients 
in quartile 3 (HR, 7.935; 95% CI, 1.773–35.518) and quartile 
4 (HR, 6.745; 95% CI, 1.472–30.912) compared with those 
in quartile 1. The relevant risk was also higher for patients in 
quartile 4 (HR, 4.230; 95% CI, 1.180–15.167) compared with 
those in quartile 1 of AIx(75). Finally, the risk of the last com-
bined cardiovascular outcome (Figure S2 in the online-only 
Data Supplement) was not different between quartiles of pre-
dialysis BP, ambulatory brachial SBP, and ambulatory central 
SBP and DBP, but progressively lower with higher quartiles 
of brachial ambulatory DBP and higher with higher quartiles 
of ambulatory central PP, ambulatory PWV, and ambulatory 
AIx(75).

Factors Associated With Occurrence of Death, 
MI, or Stroke
Table 3 presents the univariate and multivariate Cox regres-
sion analyses including the primary end point as the 
dependent variable and various demographic, clinical and 
laboratory factors possibly affecting mortality as independent 
variables. Ambulatory parameters were examined as continu-
ous variables in this analysis. In univariate analysis age >75 
years (HR, 3.110; 95% CI, 1.757–5.503), body mass index 
(HR, 0.914; 95% CI, 0.854–0.979), hemoglobin (HR, 0.700; 
95% CI, 0.556–0.881), serum albumin (HR, 0.377; 95% CI, 

Table 2.  Outcomes of Interest and Study End Points During 
Follow-Up in the Total Population

Parameter Value

Myocardial infarction, n (%)

 ��� Fatal 5 (2.9)

 ��� Nonfatal 7 (4.1)

Stroke, n (%)

 ��� Fatal 4 (2.4)

 ��� Nonfatal 7 (4.1)

Sudden death, n (%) 19 (11.2)

Resuscitation after cardiac arrest, n (%) 2 (1.2)

Coronary revascularization procedure, n (%) 5 (2.9)

Hospitalization for acute decompensated heart failure, n (%) 9 (5.3)

All-cause death, n (%) 37 (21.8)

Cardiovascular death, n (%) 28 (16.5)

All-cause death or nonfatal MI or nonfatal stroke, n (%) 48 (28.2)

Cardiovascular death or nonfatal MI or nonfatal stroke, n (%) 39 (22.9)

Cardiovascular death, or nonfatal MI or nonfatal 
stroke or resuscitation after cardiac arrest or coronary 
revascularization or hospitalization for heart failure, n (%)

46 (27.1)

MI indicates myocardial infarction.

48h heart rate, bpm 73±10

48h PWV 9.4±2.2

48h AIx(75) 26.7±7.5

UF rate, mL/h per kg 7.38±4.07

ACEIs indicates angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors; AIx, augmentation 
index; ARBs, angiotensin II receptor blockers; BMI, body mass index; CCBs, 
calcium channel blockers; DBP, diastolic blood pressure; HD, hemodialysis; 
p, peripheral; PP, pulse pressure; PWV, pulse wave velocity; RAAS, renin–
angiotensin–aldosterone system; SBP, systolic blood pressure; UF, ultrafiltration; 
and URR, urea reduction rate.

Table 1.  Continued

Parameter Value
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0.181–0.788; per g/dL increase), 48-hour central DBP (HR, 
0.968; 95% CI, 0.944–0.993; per mm Hg increase), 48-hour 
PWV (HR, 1.410; 95% CI, 1.225–1.623) and 48-hour AIx(75) 
(HR, 1.046; 95% CI, 1.009–1.085; per % increase) were 
associated with mortality. However, in multivariate analy-
sis, only 3 parameters were independently associated with 
the primary end point in the population studied; that is, body 
mass index (HR, 0.900; 95% CI, 0.834–0.971; per kg/m2 

increase), hemoglobin (HR, 0.970; 95% CI, 0.945–0.995; per 
g/L increase) and 48-hour PWV (HR, 1.579; 95% CI, 1.187–
2.102; per m/s increase).

Discussion
This prospective cohort study was designed to examine the 
prognostic role of ambulatory peripheral and central SBP, 
PP, PWV, and AIx recordings for cardiovascular events and 

Figure 1. Kaplan–Meier survival curves and life tables for occurrence of the primary end point (all-cause death or myocardial infarction or 
stroke) and (A) 48-hour ambulatory central systolic blood pressure (48h cSBP), (B) 48-hour ambulatory central diastolic blood pressure 
(48h cDBP) (C) 48-hour ambulatory central pulse pressure (48h cPP), (D) 48-hour ambulatory pulse wave velocity (48h PWV), and (E) 48-
hour ambulatory heart rate–adjusted augmentation index [48h AIx(75)].
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mortality in hemodialysis patients. The main finding was 
that cumulative freedom from primary end point was signifi-
cantly shorter with higher quartiles of ambulatory PWV and 
AIx(75), but was not different for quartiles of predialysis SBP, 
48-hour peripheral SBP, and 48-hour central SBP. Similarly, 
the HR for all-cause mortality, cardiovascular mortality and 
the combined outcome of cardiovascular events were similar 
for quartiles of predialysis SBP, 48-hour peripheral SBP and 
48-hour central SBP, but were progressively increasing with 
higher quartiles of ambulatory PWV and ambulatory AIx(75). 
Increasing quartiles of 48-hour central PP displayed higher 
HR for primary end point, but nonsignificant trends toward 
increased cardiovascular events and mortality. In multivariate 
Cox-regression analysis 48h-ambulatory-PWV was the only 
vascular parameter independently associated with mortality.

PWV is the most common way to measure arterial stiff-
ness, as it determines the pressure wave propagation velocity 
from the aorta toward peripheral arterial branches.25 Arterial 
stiffness, due to aortic geometry changes, lumen-narrowing 
and arterial wall alternations, creates an impedance mis-
match. This happens because reflections of the forward pres-
sure waves arrive back to the aorta earlier and amplify aortic 
pressures during systole, while they reduce aortic pressures 
during diastole.26 These changes inevitably result in: (1) oppo-
sition to LV ejection which induces LV afterload increase 
and thus in LV remodeling and failure, (2) reduction of aor-
tic diastolic pressure which may affect coronary blood flow 
and cause myocardial ischemia, and (3) excessive penetration 

of pulsatile pressure into peripheral organs, particularly in 
those with decreased precapillary resistance, such as brain 
and kidney.3,26–28 The consequence of these pathophysiologi-
cal changes in patients with extreme arterial stiffness, such 
as those with ESRD, is higher occurrence of LV hypertrophy, 
cardiovascular and cerebrovascular events, and death.3

Preliminary studies indicate a strong association between 
arterial stiffness parameters and all-cause or cardiovascular 
mortality, based on office evaluations.25 In a cohort of 241 
hemodialysis patients, PWV values >12.0 m/s, measured 
with Doppler ultrasonography, were independently associated 
with all-cause mortality (HR, 5.4; 95% CI, 2.4–11.9) and car-
diovascular mortality (HR, 5.9; 95% CI, 2.3–15.5), during a 
mean follow-up of 72 months.6 In another study including 150 
hemodialysis patients, and prehemodialysis BP levels <160/90 
mm Hg were targeted by dry weight probing or initiation of 
drug treatment and PWV changes were monitored. During 
51±38 months of follow-up, a mean of 15 mm Hg decrease 
in SBP was achieved; however, a significantly higher risk for 
mortality (HR, 2.59; 95% CI, 1.51–4.43) and cardiovascular 
complications (HR, 2.35; 95% CI, 1.23–4.41) were present in 
patients with the absence of concomitant PWV decrease, sug-
gesting that lowering BP in hemodialysis patients that cannot 
modify the wall properties of their aorta and major arteries 
may not be beneficial.9 Results from a third study including 
242 hemodialysis patients, showed that patients with higher 
PWV values compared with nomograms established from 
subjects without ESRD had a 3-fold higher risk for all-cause 

Figure 2. Hazard ratios (HRs) of all-cause 
death or myocardial infarction or stroke 
for quartiles of predialysis SBP 48-hour 
peripheral SBP (48h pSBP), 48-hour 
central SBP (48h cSBP), 48-hour central 
pulse pressure (48h cPP), 48-hour pulse 
wave velocity (48h PWV), and 48-hour 
heart rate-adjusted augmentation index 
(48h AIx(75)]. Quartile 1 was the reference 
group for all comparisons. P values 
are those reported for linear trend. CI 
indicates confidence interval.

Figure 3. Hazard ratios (HRs) of all-cause 
mortality for quartiles of predialysis 
SBP (preHD SBP), 48-hour peripheral 
SBP (48h pSBP), 48-hour central SBP 
(48h cSBP), 48-hour central pulse 
pressure (48h cPP), 48-hour pulse wave 
velocity (48h PWV), and 48-hour heart 
rate-adjusted augmentation index [48h 
AIx(75)]. Quartile 1 was the reference 
group for all comparisons. P values 
are those reported for linear trend. CI 
indicates confidence interval.
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or cardiovascular mortality than in patients with lower PWV 
values.29 We have previously shown that PWV-recorded office 
values with the Mobilograph NG device is strongly corre-
lated to that recorded with Sphygmocor, the most widely used 
device for PWV measurements currently.14 Our study expands 
the prognostic role of office PWV in hemodialysis patients, 
by showing that that increasing 48-hour ambulatory PWV was 
independently associated with shorter survival and displayed 
markedly higher HRs for cardiovascular events and death.

A previous seminal cohort study of 180 hemodialysis 
patients indicated that increased AIx, assessed with applana-
tion tonometry, was independently associated with all-cause 
(HR, 1.51; 95% CI, 1.23–1.86, per 10% increase) and CV 
mortality (HR, 1.48; 95% CI, 1.16–1.90, per 10% increase).7 
In contrast, a study including 92 patients failed to prove that 
wave reflections is an independent predictor, as during 61 
months of follow-up, no significant differences were noted 

in cumulative survival among quartiles of AIx (log-rank 
P=0.780).30 The findings of this study clarify these issues, as 
we found that 48-hour ambulatory AIx(75) was significantly 
associated with higher risk of all-cause mortality or cardio-
vascular outcomes. Arterial stiffness and wave reflections are 
generally closely correlated with each other in the general pop-
ulation.31 However, the unique pattern of changes in cardio-
vascular parameters during the interdialytic and intradialytic 
periods in hemodialysis patients is also affecting this asso-
ciation. We have previously shown by office and ambulatory 
recordings that during the interdialytic intervals central SBP, 
and AIx gradually increased (this increase being about 30% 
higher during the 3-day interval), but PWV follows a rather 
steady pattern.32,33 In the same context, we have shown that 
although hemodialysis acutely reduces central SBP and AIx, 
PWV remained unchanged.34 In this study, ambulatory PWV 
was the only vascular parameter independently predicting 

Table 3.   Univariate and Multivariate Cox Regression Analysis for Occurrence of the Primary End Point (All-Cause 
Death or Myocardial Infarction or Stroke) in the Total Studied Population

Parameter

Univariate Analysis Multivariate Analysis

Unadjusted 
Hazard Ratio

95% CIs P Value
Adjusted 

Hazard Ratio
95% CIs P Value

Age >75 y 3.110 1.757–5.503 <0.001 0.437 0.152–1.252 0.123

Female 1.341 0.761–2.363 0.310    

BMI, 
per kg/m2 increase

0.914 0.854–0.979 0.011 0.900 0.834–0.971 0.006

Dialysis vintage, per month increase 0.990 0.981–1.000 0.052 0.996 0.986–1.006 0.444

Diabetes mellitus 1.918 1.083–3.397 0.026 1.752 0.825–3.721 0.144

Hypertension 1.025 0.480–2.191 0.949    

Dyslipidemia 0.785 0.400–1.541 0.482    

Heart failure 1.187 0.486–3.306 0.742    

Coronary heart disease 1.781 0.967–3.280 0.064 1.573 0.752–3.290 0.229

Peripheral vascular disease 1.848 0.732–4.669 0.194 2.428 0.723–8.160 0.151

History of stroke 0.931 0.334–2.591 0.891    

Smoking 0.891 0.393–2.020 0.783    

Hemoglobin, per g/L increase 0.965 0.943–0.987 0.002 0.970 0.945–0.995 0.020

Serum albumin, per g/L increase 0.907 0.843–0.976 0.009 0.947 0.871–1.030 0.202

Serum parathormone, per ng/L increase 1.000 0.998–1.001 0.599    

preHD SBP, per mm Hg increase 0.993 0.981–1.005 0.261    

48h peripheral MAP, per mm Hg increase 0.990 0.968–1.013 0.402    

48h central SBP, per mm Hg increase 0.994 0.975–1.013 0.531    

48h central DBP, per mm Hg increase 0.968 0.944–0.993 0.012 0.976 0.941–1.012 0.186

48h central PP, per mm Hg increase 1.027 0.999–1.055 0.058 0.951 0.901–1.005 0.075

48h heart rate,  per bpm increase 0.991 0.962–1.020 0.542    

48h PWV, per m/s increase 1.410 1.225–1.623 <0.001 1.579 1.187–2.102 0.002

48h AIx(75), per % increase 1.046 1.009–1.085 0.015 0.998 0.943–1.055 0.940

Use of antihypertensive medications 0.608 0.303–1.220 0.162 0.691 0.308–1.547 0.368

AIx indicates Augmentation index; BMI, body mass index; CI, confidence interval; DBP, diastolic blood pressure; HD, hemodialysis; MAP, mean 
arterial pressure; PP, pulse pressure; PWV, pulse wave velocity; and SBP, systolic blood pressure.
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mortality, a finding probably related to the fact that PWV is 
the most direct estimate of arterial stiffness and that this anal-
ysis included the average 48-hour values of these parameters 
and not their variability, which in the case of AIx(75) could 
also be a factor affecting cardiovascular disease.

Most of the available studies in the field indicate a signifi-
cant association of PP with adverse outcomes in hemodialysis 
populations, although PP is indirectly estimated as the differ-
ence between SBP and DBP.35,36 In a prospective cohort of 190 
hemodialysis patients, increased central PP measured directly 
with arterial tonometry was also independently associated 
with lower survival.8 In the only study with ambulatory PP, in 
57 hypertensive hemodialysis patients, 24-hour PP was sig-
nificantly associated with cardiovascular mortality (HR, 1.85; 
95% CI, 1.28–2.65, per 10 mm Hg increase).37 Our results 
suggest a trend for increased adverse outcomes with higher 
48-hour PP, with the exception of the combined outcome of 
cardiovascular death, nonfatal MI, nonfatal stroke, resuscita-
tion after cardiac arrest, coronary revascularization, or hospi-
talization for heart failure, where a significantly increased risk 
was noted.

The prognostic value of peridialytic BP, home BP and 
ambulatory BP recordings in hemodialysis populations is a 
field of major interest in recent years.10 In a cohort of 326 
hemodialysis patients, 44-hour SBP levels between 110 
and 120 mm Hg displayed significant lower mortality than 
higher levels, while BP measurements acquired before and 
after dialysis were not predictive of mortality.38 Similarly, 
in 150 hemodialysis patients levels of 44-hour SBP >145 
mm Hg were associated with a 2-fold higher risk for all-
cause and cardiovascular mortality compared with lower 
levels, but predialysis and postdialysis BP had no prognos-
tic relations.39 In our study, we confirmed the absence of 
association between predialysis SBP and cardiovascular 
events and mortality; this was also evident, however, for 
48-hour peripheral and central SBP, a finding contrasting 
the above. Although this could be attributed to residual risk, 
a possible explanation could be that doctors caring for the 
patients in this cohort were aware of the above38,39 and other 
studies40 on the association of ambulatory BP with outcome; 
thus the results of the single ambulatory BP recording were 
added on the other clinical findings and home BP measure-
ments to guide nonpharmacological (ie, dry weight reduc-
tions) and pharmacological measures to reduce BP to goal. 
Another important finding in this study concerned ambula-
tory DBP, for which an increase was related with lower risk 
of some of the outcomes studied, resembling the J-curve 
phenomenon.41 The J-curve is by many considered to be 
an epiphenomenon related to the increased mortality of 
severely diseased patients, including those with cachexia or 
advanced heart failure,42 which are not uncommon among 
the hemodialysis population. However, it is also possible 
that in our cohort, truly low DBP in the absence of terminal 
disease or low SBP has led to adverse cardiovascular effects. 
This is relevant to our other findings, as one of the major 
consequences of increased arterial stiffness is reduced aor-
tic DBP that may affect coronary blood flow.41 These find-
ings associating low DBP with events may mirror those in 
the general hypertensive population, where a corresponding 

association of increased PP with outcome, explained some 
of the DBP-related mortality.43 Herein, the univariate 
inverse associations of ambulatory DBP with outcome were 
abolished in multivariate analysis, where PWV was the only 
vascular parameter independently associated with the pri-
mary outcome. In this regard, our study of a cohort with 
doctors continuously aiming in proper BP control could 
resemble previous observations, were improvement in BP 
levels was not associated with improved outcomes, unless 
concomitant improvements in PWV were evident during 
follow-up.9 These results may overall be reflective of the 
strong prognostic value of arterial stiffness, which, apart 
from BP is affected by several additional factors in hemo-
dialysis patients.3

Our study has strengths and limitations. To our knowl-
edge, this study is the first to evaluate the effect of ambu-
latory recordings of arterial stiffness and wave reflections 
parameters on cardiovascular events and mortality in hemo-
dialysis patients. We have included a complete 48-hour 
period to cover a full standard interdialytic interval; 48-hour 
recordings are always a difficult task, much more in hemo-
dialysis patients. In this context, the population size must be 
considered high as few studies with ambulatory BP moni-
toring in hemodialysis included higher number of patients. 
Furthermore, our study included information over most of 
the factors affecting mortality and cardiovascular compli-
cations in patients with ESRD. However, the mean follow-
up of the study was less than 2.5 years. A longer follow-up 
period may have led to a higher number of events, but given 
the trends presented in our analysis this would rather not 
affect the main conclusions, with the exception of the asso-
ciations of ambulatory central PP which were marginally 
significant. Finally, this study included a unique evalua-
tion of factors of interest (ambulatory BP, PWV, and AIx) 
at baseline and, thus, their levels overtime and at study-end 
were not recorded; this is however, a common limitation of 
relevant cohort studies.

In conclusion, this study showed that ambulatory PWV 
and ambulatory AIx(75) are independently associated with 
the risk of cardiovascular events and all-cause mortality 
in hemodialysis patients. In this cohort, both office BP and 
ambulatory peripheral and central BP did not had prognostic 
use for cardiovascular events and mortality. Ambulatory PWV 
is probably the most prominent of these factors, as it was the 
only vascular parameter predicting mortality in multivariate 
analysis.

Perspectives
Patients with ESRD have extremely high rates of cardiovas-
cular events and mortality. Arterial stiffness and augmenta-
tion of the aortic BP component measured in office conditions 
are established cardiovascular risk factors in hemodialysis 
patients. To date, all devices measuring arterial stiffness and 
central BP indexes use brachial BP for calibration of the aortic 
waveforms, thus are subjected to errors inserted by office BP 
measurements. This is the first study to evaluate the prognos-
tic significance of ambulatory PWV and ambulatory AIx(75) 
in hemodialysis patients, suggesting that it is much higher 
than that of office and ambulatory BP. These findings add 
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to the evidence suggesting that arterial stiffness is probably 
the most prominent cardiovascular risk factor in hemodialy-
sis. Whether therapeutic measures to modify arterial stiffness 
and wave reflection parameters would result in beneficial 
long-term effects in hemodialysis populations remains to be 
answered.

Disclosures
None.

References
	 1.	 Saran R, Li Y, Robinson B, et al. US Renal Data System 2015 Annual 

Data Report: Epidemiology of Kidney Disease in the United States. Am J 
Kidney Dis. 2016; 67: Svii, S1–305.

	 2.	 United States Renal Data System. 2013 USRDS annual data repot - Atlas 
ESRD. http://www.usrds.org/atlas.aspx. Accessed July 12, 2014.

	 3.	 Georgianos PI, Sarafidis PA, Lasaridis AN. Arterial stiffness: a novel car-
diovascular risk factor in kidney disease patients. Curr Vasc Pharmacol. 
2015;13:229–238.

	 4.	 Sarafidis PA, Bakris GL. Cardiovascular disease in CKD in 2014: new 
insights into cardiovascular risk factors and outcomes. Nat Rev Nephrol. 
2015;11:70–72. doi: 10.1038/nrneph.2014.242.

	 5.	 Saran R, Bragg-Gresham JL, Rayner HC, Goodkin DA, Keen ML, Van 
Dijk PC, Kurokawa K, Piera L, Saito A, Fukuhara S, Young EW, Held 
PJ, Port FK. Nonadherence in hemodialysis: associations with mortal-
ity, hospitalization, and practice patterns in the DOPPS. Kidney Int. 
2003;64:254–262. doi: 10.1046/j.1523-1755.2003.00064.x.

	 6.	 Blacher J, Guerin AP, Pannier B, Marchais SJ, Safar ME, London 
GM. Impact of aortic stiffness on survival in end-stage renal disease. 
Circulation. 1999;99:2434–2439.

	 7.	 London GM, Blacher J, Pannier B, Guérin AP, Marchais SJ, Safar 
ME. Arterial wave reflections and survival in end-stage renal failure. 
Hypertension. 2001;38:434–438.

	 8.	 Safar ME, Blacher J, Pannier B, Guerin AP, Marchais SJ, Guyonvarc’h 
PM, London GM. Central pulse pressure and mortality in end-stage renal 
disease. Hypertension. 2002;39:735–738.

	 9.	 Guerin AP, Blacher J, Pannier B, Marchais SJ, Safar ME, London GM. 
Impact of aortic stiffness attenuation on survival of patients in end-stage 
renal failure. Circulation. 2001;103:987–992.

	10.	 Parati G, Ochoa JE, Bilo G, et al; European Renal and Cardiovascular 
Medicine (EURECA-m) working group of the European Renal Association–
European Dialysis Transplantation Association (ERA-EDTA). 
Hypertension in Chronic Kidney Disease Part 1: Out-of-Office Blood 
Pressure Monitoring: Methods, Thresholds, and Patterns. Hypertension. 
2016;67:1093–1101. doi: 10.1161/HYPERTENSIONAHA.115.06895.

	11.	 Sarafidis PA, Persu A, Agarwal R, et al. Hypertension in dialysis patients: a 
consensus document by the European Renal and Cardiovascular Medicine 
(EURECA-m) working group of the European Renal Association - 
European Dialysis and Transplant Association (ERA-EDTA) and the 
Hypertension and the Kidney working group of the European Society 
of Hypertension (ESH). J Hypertens. 2017;35:657–676. doi: 10.1097/
HJH.0000000000001283.

	12.	 Agarwal R, Light RP. Arterial stiffness and interdialytic weight gain 
influence ambulatory blood pressure patterns in hemodialysis patients. 
Am J Physiol Renal Physiol. 2008;294:F303–F308. doi: 10.1152/
ajprenal.00575.2007.

	13.	 Karpetas A, Sarafidis PA, Georgianos PI, Protogerou A, Vakianis P, 
Koutroumpas G, Raptis V, Stamatiadis DN, Syrganis C, Liakopoulos V, 
Efstratiadis G, Lasaridis AN. Ambulatory recording of wave reflections 
and arterial stiffness during intra- and interdialytic periods in patients 
treated with dialysis. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol. 2015;10:630–638. doi: 
10.2215/CJN.08180814.

	14.	 Sarafidis PA, Georgianos PI, Karpetas A, Bikos A, Korelidou L, Tersi M, 
Divanis D, Tzanis G, Mavromatidis K, Liakopoulos V, Zebekakis PE, 
Lasaridis A, Protogerou AD. Evaluation of a novel brachial cuff-based 
oscillometric method for estimating central systolic pressure in hemodial-
ysis patients. Am J Nephrol. 2014;40:242–250. doi: 10.1159/000367791.

	15.	 ESH/ESC Task Force for the Management of Arterial Hypertension. 2013 
Practice guidelines for the management of arterial hypertension of the 
European Society of Hypertension (ESH) and the European Society of 
Cardiology (ESC): ESH/ESC Task Force for the Management of Arterial 
Hypertension. J Hypertens. 2013;31:1925–1938.

	16.	 Franssen PM, Imholz BP. Evaluation of the Mobil-O-Graph new gen-
eration ABPM device using the ESH criteria. Blood Press Monit. 
2010;15:229–231.

	17.	 Wei W, Tölle M, Zidek W, van der Giet M. Validation of the mobil-O-
Graph: 24 h-blood pressure measurement device. Blood Press Monit. 
2010;15:225–228. doi: 10.1097/MBP.0b013e328338892f.

	18.	 Sarafidis PA, Lazaridis AA, Imprialos KP, Georgianos PI, Avranas KA, 
Protogerou AD, Doumas MN, Athyros VG, Karagiannis AI. A compari-
son study of brachial blood pressure recorded with Spacelabs 90217A and 
Mobil-O-Graph NG devices under static and ambulatory conditions. J 
Hum Hypertens. 2016;30:742–749. doi: 10.1038/jhh.2016.11.

	19.	 Papaioannou TG, Argyris A, Protogerou AD, Vrachatis D, Nasothimiou 
EG, Sfikakis PP, Stergiou GS, Stefanadis CI. Non-invasive 24 hour ambu-
latory monitoring of aortic wave reflection and arterial stiffness by a novel 
oscillometric device: the first feasibility and reproducibility study. Int J 
Cardiol. 2013;169:57–61. doi: 10.1016/j.ijcard.2013.08.079.

	20.	 Weber T, Wassertheurer S, Rammer M, Maurer E, Hametner B, Mayer 
CC, Kropf J, Eber B. Validation of a brachial cuff-based method for esti-
mating central systolic blood pressure. Hypertension. 2011;58:825–832. 
doi: 10.1161/HYPERTENSIONAHA.111.176313.

	21.	 Parati G, Stergiou G, O’Brien E, et al.; European Society of Hypertension 
Working Group on Blood Pressure Monitoring and Cardiovascular 
Variability. European Society of Hypertension practice guidelines for 
ambulatory blood pressure monitoring. J Hypertens. 2014;32:1359–1366. 
doi: 10.1097/HJH.0000000000000221.

	22.	 Hametner B, Wassertheurer S, Kropf J, Mayer C, Eber B, Weber T. 
Oscillometric estimation of aortic pulse wave velocity: comparison with 
intra-aortic catheter measurements. Blood Press Monit. 2013;18:173–176. 
doi: 10.1097/MBP.0b013e3283614168.

	23.	 Protogerou AD, Argyris A, Nasothimiou E, Vrachatis D, Papaioannou TG, 
Tzamouranis D, Blacher J, Safar ME, Sfikakis P, Stergiou GS. Feasibility 
and reproducibility of noninvasive 24-h ambulatory aortic blood pres-
sure monitoring with a brachial cuff-based oscillometric device. Am J 
Hypertens. 2012;25:876–882. doi: 10.1038/ajh.2012.63.

	24.	 Wassertheurer S, Kropf J, Weber T, van der Giet M, Baulmann J, Ammer 
M, Hametner B, Mayer CC, Eber B, Magometschnigg D. A new oscil-
lometric method for pulse wave analysis: comparison with a common 
tonometric method. J Hum Hypertens. 2010;24:498–504. doi: 10.1038/
jhh.2010.27.

	25.	 Briet M, Boutouyrie P, Laurent S, London GM. Arterial stiffness and 
pulse pressure in CKD and ESRD. Kidney Int. 2012;82:388–400. doi: 
10.1038/ki.2012.131.

	26.	 London GM, Pannier B. Arterial functions: how to interpret the complex 
physiology. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2010;25:3815–3823. doi: 10.1093/
ndt/gfq614.

	27.	 Chirinos JA, Segers P. Noninvasive evaluation of left ventricular after-
load: part 1: pressure and flow measurements and basic principles of wave 
conduction and reflection. Hypertension. 2010;56:555–562. doi: 10.1161/
HYPERTENSIONAHA.110.157321.

	28.	 Chirinos JA, Townsend RR. Reducing arterial stiffness in CKD: revising 
the paradigms. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol. 2015;10:547–550. doi: 10.2215/
CJN.01900215.

	29.	 Blacher J, Safar ME, Guerin AP, Pannier B, Marchais SJ, London GM. 
Aortic pulse wave velocity index and mortality in end-stage renal disease. 
Kidney Int. 2003;63:1852–1860. doi: 10.1046/j.1523-1755.2003.00932.x.

	30.	 Covic A, Mardare N, Gusbeth-Tatomir P, Prisada O, Sascau R, Goldsmith 
DJ. Arterial wave reflections and mortality in haemodialysis patients–
only relevant in elderly, cardiovascularly compromised? Nephrol Dial 
Transplant. 2006;21:2859–2866. doi: 10.1093/ndt/gfl307.

	31.	 Davies JI, Struthers AD. Pulse wave analysis and pulse wave veloc-
ity: a critical review of their strengths and weaknesses. J Hypertens. 
2003;21:463–472. doi: 10.1097/01.hjh.0000052468.40108.43.

	32.	 Georgianos PI, Sarafidis PA, Haidich AB, Karpetas A, Stamatiadis D, 
Nikolaidis P, Lasaridis AN. Diverse effects of interdialytic intervals on 
central wave augmentation in haemodialysis patients. Nephrol Dial 
Transplant. 2013;28:2160–2169. doi: 10.1093/ndt/gft085.

	33.	 Koutroumbas G, Georgianos PI, Sarafidis PA, Protogerou A, Karpetas 
A, Vakianis P, Raptis V, Liakopoulos V, Panagoutsos S, Syrganis C, 
Passadakis P. Ambulatory aortic blood pressure, wave reflections and 
pulse wave velocity are elevated during the third in comparison to the 
second interdialytic day of the long interval in chronic haemodialysis 
patients. Nephrol Dial Transplant. 2015;30:2046–2053. doi: 10.1093/ndt/
gfv090.

	34.	 Georgianos PI, Sarafidis PA, Malindretos P, Nikolaidis P, Lasaridis AN. 
Hemodialysis reduces augmentation index but not aortic or brachial pulse 

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://ahajournals.org by on January 16, 2019



Sarafidis et al    Ambulatory PWV and Mortality    157

wave velocity in dialysis-requiring patients. Am J Nephrol. 2011;34:407–
414. doi: 10.1159/000331700.

	35.	 Tozawa M, Iseki K, Iseki C, Takishita S. Pulse pressure and risk of 
total mortality and cardiovascular events in patients on chronic hemo-
dialysis. Kidney Int. 2002;61:717–726. doi: 10.1046/j.1523-1755. 
2002.00173.x.

	36.	 Inrig JK, Patel UD, Toto RD, Reddan DN, Himmelfarb J, Lindsay RM, 
Stivelman J, Winchester JF, Szczech LA. Decreased pulse pressure during 
hemodialysis is associated with improved 6-month outcomes. Kidney Int. 
2009;76:1098–1107. doi: 10.1038/ki.2009.340.

	37.	 Amar J, Vernier I, Rossignol E, Bongard V, Arnaud C, Conte JJ, Salvador 
M, Chamontin B. Nocturnal blood pressure and 24-hour pulse pressure 
are potent indicators of mortality in hemodialysis patients. Kidney Int. 
2000;57:2485–2491. doi: 10.1046/j.1523-1755.2000.00107.x.

	38.	 Agarwal R. Blood pressure and mortality among hemodialysis patients. 
Hypertension. 2010;55:762–768. doi: 10.1161/HYPERTENSIONAHA. 
109.144899.

	39.	 Alborzi P, Patel N, Agarwal R. Home blood pressures are of greater prog-
nostic value than hemodialysis unit recordings. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol. 
2007;2:1228–1234. doi: 10.2215/CJN.02250507.

	40.	 Agarwal R, Alborzi P, Satyan S, Light RP. Dry-weight reduc-
tion in hypertensive hemodialysis patients (DRIP): a randomized, 
controlled trial. Hypertension. 2009;53:500–507. doi: 10.1161/
HYPERTENSIONAHA.108.125674.

	41.	 Messerli FH, Panjrath GS. The J-curve between blood pressure and coro-
nary artery disease or essential hypertension: exactly how essential? J Am 
Coll Cardiol. 2009;54:1827–1834. doi: 10.1016/j.jacc.2009.05.073.

	42.	 Messerli FH, Mancia G, Conti CR, Hewkin AC, Kupfer S, Champion A, 
Kolloch R, Benetos A, Pepine CJ. Dogma disputed: can aggressively low-
ering blood pressure in hypertensive patients with coronary artery disease 
be dangerous? Ann Intern Med. 2006;144:884–893.

	43.	 Kannel WB, Wilson PW, Nam BH, D’Agostino RB, Li J. A likely expla-
nation for the J-curve of blood pressure cardiovascular risk. Am J Cardiol. 
2004;94:380–384. doi: 10.1016/j.amjcard.2004.04.043.

What Is New?
•	This study is the first to evaluate the association of ambulatory arte-

rial stiffness and wave reflection parameters with future cardiovascular 
events and mortality in hemodialysis patients.

What Is Relevant?
•	Peridialytic blood pressure measurements display ambiguous asso-

ciations with outcome. Office arterial stiffness measurements based on 
these readings are subjected to relevant errors.

•	Ambulatory blood pressure has a better association with cardiovascular 
events in hemodialysis; this study examines the prognostic significance 

of ambulatory peripheral and central systolic blood pressure, pulse pres-
sure, pulse wave velocity, and augmentation index (AIx) in hemodialysis 
patients.

Summary

Ambulatory pulse wave velocity, AIx(75), and central pulse pres-
sure were significantly associated with cardiovascular events and 
mortality in the population studied, in contrast to office and ambu-
latory blood pressure. Arterial stiffness, estimated with ambulatory 
pulse wave velocity, seems the most prominent cardiovascular risk 
factor for patients undergoing hemodialysis.

Novelty and Significance
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