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Association between atherogenic index 
of plasma and prehypertension or hypertension 
among normoglycemia subjects in a Japan 
population: a cross-sectional study
Mingjuan Tan1†, Yongliang Zhang1†, Ling Jin1, Youli Wang1, Weiwei Cui1, Lubanga Nasifu2,3 and Bangshun He1* 

Abstract 

Objective The atherogenic index of plasma (AIP), consisting of triglycerides and high-density lipoprotein cholesterol, 
is applied to estimate the cardiovascular disease risk. The evidence regarding the association between AIP and prehy-
pertension or hypertension remains inconclusive. This study was conducted to investigate the association of AIP and 
prehypertension or hypertension in normoglycemic subjects in Japan.

Methods In the present cross-sectional study, 15,453 normoglycemic participants aged 18 years or older in Gifu, 
Japan, were evaluated. The selected participants were separated into four groups in the light of AIP quartiles, ranging 
from the lowest quartile (Q1) to the highest quartile (Q4). And the association between AIP and prehypertension or 
hypertension was explored with multivariate logistic regression by gradually adjusting model.

Results Among the 15,453 participants, aged of 43.7 ± 8.9 years, and of whom 45.5% were females, the prevalence 
rates of prehypertension or hypertension were 27.68% (4,278) and 6.23% (962) respectively. In multivariate logistic 
regression analyses, participants in the highest AIP quartile had an increase risk in prehypertension and hypertension, 
compared with participants the lowest one, the odds ratios (OR) were 1.15 (95%CI: 1.00–1.13, P = 0.045) for prehyper-
tension and 1.54 (95%CI:1.16–2.04, P = 0.003) for hypertension after adjusting confounders. In subgroup analyses, the 
high risk of hypertension was also observed for female participants in the highest AIP quartile (Q4) (OR = 2.19, 95%CI: 
1.37–3.49, P = 0.001), especially between the ages of 40 and 60 years (OR = 2.20, 95%CI: 1.24–3.88, P = 0.007).

Conclusions Higher AIP is significantly and positively associated with the risk of prehypertension or hypertension in 
normoglycemic subjects in Gifu, Japan, which was more pronounced in the female population, especially between 
the years of 40 and 60.
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Introduction
Hypertension is a crucial preventable risk factor for 
cardio-cerebral vascular diseases and all-cause mortal-
ity worldwide [1]. It has been estimated that numerous 
stroke and ischemic heart disease morbidity and mor-
tality are attributable to hypertension. And 14% of total 
deaths were caused by systolic blood pressure above 
140  mmHg [2]. Furthermore, it is now explicit that the 
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risk of CVD starts from systolic blood pressure well 
below 140 mmHg. Previous study reported that it existed 
regional, age and gender differences in prevalence of 
hypertension [3]. The incidence of hypertension is higher 
in males than in females before 45  years old, and with 
similar rates between the ages of 45 and 64. Afterwards, 
the incidence of hypertension in females is higher than 
that in males [4]. By 2016, hypertension had become the 
main risk factor for all-cause mortality in females [5]. 
Therefore, finding an easily accessible biomarker in clini-
cal practice may contribute to primary prevention and 
management strategies for hypertension.

Prehypertensive and hypertensive individuals always 
suffer a long-term concomitant state of dyslipidemia [6], 
which characteristic is aberrant serum concentration of 
triglycerides, cholesterol, or both, get involved abnor-
malities in the associated lipoproteins. Usually, it shows 
that the concentration of triglycerides (TG), total cho-
lesterol (TC) and low-density lipoprotein cholesterol 
(LDL-C) aberrantly increase, while high-density lipo-
protein cholesterol (HDL-C) decrease [7]. Among these, 
LDL-C is considered the main therapeutic target [8]. 
However, after lowering LDL-C to the recommended 
level, there is still about 50% residual cardiovascular risk 
[9]. Therefore, it is not sufficient to diagnose risk strati-
fication for cardiovascular disease based on a single 
lipid marker alone [10].

The atherogenic index of plasma (AIP), calculated 
with the logarithm of the TG/HDL-C, was observed to 
be correlated closely with LDL-C particle size [11]. It 
shows the dynamic levels between serum TG and HDL-
C, revealing whether the possible direction of intra-
vascular lipid transfer is the carcinogenic LDL-C or the 
beneficial HDL-C [12]. Several studies have shown that 
AIP was associated with atherosclerosis and serious car-
diovascular events [13, 14]. Other researches indicated 
that AIP was also associated with obesity [15], diabetes 
mellitus [16], and metabolic syndrome [17]. However, to 
date, there are limited studies on the relation of AIP with 
hypertension, some of which revealed discordant results. 
A prospective study in Turkey showed that AIP and 
hypertension varied by sex, with a significantly weaker 
association in females than in males [18]. Another lon-
gitudinal study also showed that in Taiwan, China, the 
association of AIP with hypertension was stronger in 
men than in women [16]. However, a large cross-sec-
tional study observed no significant relevance between 
AIP and hypertension among adults without type 2 dia-
betes mellitus (T2DM) in China [19]. So, the evidence 
regarding the association between AIP and hypertension 
is still contradictory and uncertain, especially in different 
sex, age and ethnicity of population. Such, we aim to esti-
mate the association between AIP and prehypertension 

or hypertension in Japanese normoglycemic individu-
als in a sex- and age-specific manner using a relevant 
database.

Methods
Data source
The current data came from the DATADRYAD data-
base (https:// datad ryad. org/ stash), courtesy of the Dryad 
data package (Okamura, Takuro, 2019) [20]. Participant 
demographic characteristics and baseline indicators 
included gender and age; lifestyles: smoking, alcohol and 
exercise; routine examination results: body mass index 
(BMI), weight, waist circumference (WC), fatty liver, 
diastolic blood pressure (DBP), systolic blood pressure 
(SBP); laboratory testing indicators: g-glutamyl trans-
peptidase (GGT), aspartate transaminase (AST), HDL-
C, TC, alanine aminotransferase (ALT), hemoglobin A1c 
(HbA1c), TG, and fasting plasma glucose (FPG).

Study participants and study design
The participants in present cross-sectional analysis 
were from NAGALA (NAfld in the Gifu Area, Longi-
tudinal Analysis)  database [20], a health examination 
item was performed at Murakami Memorial Hospital 
(Gifu, Japan). This project was established in 1994 to 
explore chronic diseases and their risk factors. The origi-
nal authors of this data extracted cases from individuals 
(aged > 18  years) who take part in the health program 
from 2004 to 2015 to research the impact of obesity phe-
notype on T2DM. The exclusion criteria for the raw data 
were as follows: (1) Missing covariates including height, 
exercise, alcohol, and abdominal ultrasonography; (2) 
individuals with alcoholic fatty liver and viral hepatitis 
for positive of hepatitis C antibody or hepatitis B antigen; 
(3) Men and women who consumed more than 60 g and 
40 g of alcohol per day, respectively; (4) any drug use at 
baseline; (5) diabetes diagnosis and FPG > 6.1 mmol/L. In 
current study, participants with missing data of HDL-C 
were ruled out. Ultimately, this study included 15434 
participants. The Ethics Committee of Murakami Memo-
rial Hospital granted ethical approval, and each partici-
pant received a written informed consent form.

Data collection and measurements
The medical history and lifestyles of individuals in this 
database were collected through a standard question-
naire. The drinking situation including: no or little 
drinking, light, moderate, and heavy drinking [20, 21]. 
Smoking status including: never smoked, ever smoked, 
or currently smoking [20]. In addition, participants 
were divided into those who did not exercise and those 
who exercised regularly, i.e., those who regularly per-
formed any type of exercise > 1 × /week [22]. Diagnosis of 
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steatohepatitis based on abdominal ultrasound [23]. The 
original formula for AIP is Log(TG/HDL-C) [11] and due 
to the low order of magnitude, we used the natural loga-
rithm transformation Ln(TG/HDL-C) in this study. The 
selected participants were separated into four groups in 
the light of AIP quartiles, ranging from the lowest quar-
tile (Q1) to the highest quartile (Q4). Prehypertension 
or hypertension assessment was performed in conform-
ity to the Japanese Hypertension Guidelines (JSH 2019) 
[24]. The definition of hypertension is SBP ≥ 140 and/or 
DBP ≥ 90  mmHg, and prehypertension is SBP 130–139 
and/or DBP 80–89  mmHg and SBP120-129  mmHg and 
DBP < 80 mmHg.

Statistical analysis
The data were divided into continuous and categorical 
variables, expressed as mean and standard deviation (SD) 
for normal distribution, median and interquartile range 
(IQR) for skewness, and frequency or percentage for cat-
egorical variables. The Mann–Whitney test was used for 
continuous variables and the Chi-squared test was used 
for categorical variables for comparison between groups 
in this analysis. Multivariate logistic regression analyses 
were performed to assess the degree of association of AIP 
and prehypertension or hypertension, presented as odds 
ratios (OR) and corresponding 95% confidence intervals 
(CI). Both unadjusted and multivariate-adjusted mod-
els were used, which were as follows; model 1, adjusted 
for age and sex; model 2, adjusted for model 1 + exer-
cise, smoking and alcohol; model 3, adjusted for model 
2 + BMI, HbA1c, TC, fatty liver. In each model analysis, 
a linear trend test was performed using the median AIP 
in each quadrant. In this study, the stability of the model 
was verified by gradually adjusting the confounding fac-
tors, which were adjusted according to the following 
principles (1) The selection of confounding factors was 
based on previous research findings and clinical restric-
tions [4, 24]; (2) The variables related with both AIP and 
hypertension (P < 0.05) were chosen, and the odds ratio of 
matching changed by at least 10% if it was added to the 
model [25, 26]; (3) All confounding factors related with 
both AIP and hypertension (P < 0.05) were adjusted in 
sensitivity analysis to determine the stability of the estab-
lished model including age, sex, smoking, alcohol, exer-
cise, BMI, HbA1c, TC, fatty liver, ALT, AST, GGT, FPG, 
WC, weight.

In addition, curve fitting was applied to estimate the 
linear relationship between AIP and prehypertension or 
hypertension. A subgroup linear regression model was 
used to identify modification and interaction, and likeli-
hood ratio tests were performed in different subgroups 
including sex, age, BMI, fatty liver, exercise, smoking, 
and alcohol status. Stratified analysis was conducted 

in age and gender stratification. Additional sensitiv-
ity analyses were used to assess the stability of the asso-
ciation between AIP and hypertension when redefining 
hypertension (SBP ≥ 130 and/or DBP ≥ 80  mmHg) in 
accordance with the new hypertension guidelines [27]. 
Curve-fitting, stratification analysis and sensitivity anal-
yses were performed using the adjusted confounders 
in model 3. The analysis for this study was performed 
with R3.3.2. (http:// www.R- proje ct. org, The R Founda-
tion) and Free Statistics software versions 1.7. A bilateral 
P < 0.05 difference was considered statistically significant.

Results
Population
The original database included 20,944 participants, of 
whom 12,498 were male and 8,446 were female. In all 
5,480 individuals were excluded for the following rea-
sons: individuals with missing covariates including alco-
hol, exercise, abdominal ultrasonography and height 
(n = 873); individuals with viral hepatitis and alcoholic 
fatty liver (n = 416); individuals with consuming more 
than 60g/day of ethanol for men and 40g/day for women 
(n = 739); individuals with any medication use at base-
line survey (n = 2,321); individuals with T2DM (n = 323) 
or FPG > 6.1  mmol/L (n = 808). Individuals with miss-
ing data for high-density lipoprotein cholesterol (n = 11) 
were further excluded in this study. Ultimately, this study 
included 15434 participants, as detailed in participant 
selection flow chart (Fig. 1).

Baseline characteristics
Baseline indicators for this study based on AIP quartile 
groupings are summarized in Table  1. Overall, 15,453 
participants aged of 43.7 ± 8.9 years, 7,034(45.5%) partici-
pants were females and 8,419 (54.5%) were males, with 
14.8% of the female and 85.2% of the males at the highest 
AIP quartile. The distribution of all the investigated vari-
ables, including age, WC, weight, BMI, HDL-C, TC, TG, 
ALT, AST, FPG, GGT, HbA1c, DBP and SBP show signif-
icant differences among groups (Q4 compared with Q1, 
P < 0.001). The proportion of drinking, smoking and hav-
ing fatty liver gradually increased from Q1 to Q4, along 
with progressively higher levels of WC, weight, BMI, TC, 
TG, FPGDBP,SBP, AST, ALT, GGT and HbA1c, but lower 
levels of HDL-C.

Multivariate logistic regression analysis
AIP was linearly positive associated with prehyper-
tension or hypertension after multivariable adjusted 
restricted cubic splines as shown in Fig.  2, indicating 
that the risk of prehypertension (Fig. 2A) and hyperten-
sion (Fig. 2B) increases with the increase of AIP value 
in all participants. In addition, curve-fitting was also 
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performed by gender to assess the relationship between 
AIP and prehypertension or hypertension (Fig. S1). AIP 
is linearly correlated with prehypertension and hyper-
tension in both male and female, while this correla-
tion is noticeable in female participants (Fig. S1C). The 
OR and corresponding 95%CI for prehypertension or 
hypertension according to the AIP quartile are summa-
rized in Table  2. The logistic regression analyses with 
an unadjusted model revealed a 3.40 time increase in 
risk of prehypertension (OR = 3.40, 95%CI: 3.05–3.78, 
P < 0.001) and 6.36 time increase in risk of hyperten-
sion (OR = 6.36, 95% CI: 4.98–8.11, P < 0.001) in Q4 
compared to Q1. Similarly, significant increased risks 
were also observed in the result adjusted with Model1 
(adjust for age and sex), Model2 (adjust for Model 
1 + smoking, alcohol, exercise), and Model 3(adjust 
for Model 2 + BMI, HbA1c, fatty liver, TC) (Table  2). 
When AIP was represented as a continuous variable, 
a one-unit increase in AIP was associated with an 
8% (OR = 1.08, 95% CI:1.01–1.14, P = 0.017) and 22% 
(OR = 1.22, 95%CI:1.09–1.36, P < 0.001) increase in the 
risk of prehypertension and hypertension respectively 
in adjusted model 3.

Subgroup analyses
Subgroup analysis was used to explore the correlation 
of AIP on prehypertension or hypertension in differ-
ent subgroups (Fig.  3), where prehypertension (Fig.  3A) 
was the following subgroups: female and male, P = 0.003; 
age < 65  years and ≥ 65  years, P = 0.659; BMI < 25  kg/
m2 and ≥ 25  kg/m2, P = 0.056; having fatty liver or 
not, P = 0.037; regular exercise or not, P = 0.403; never 
smoked and current smoking, P = 0.448; none drink-
ing and heavy drinking, P = 0.227. Similarly, in sub-
group analyses for hypertension (Fig.  3B): female and 
male, P = 0.141; age < 65  years and ≥ 65  years, P = 0.266; 
BMI < 25  kg/m2 and ≥ 25  kg/m2, P = 0.518; having fatty 
liver or not, P = 0.616; regular exercise or not, P = 0.638; 
never smoked and current smoking, P = 0.123; none 
drinking and heavy drinking, P = 0.689.

Stratification analysis
Stratification analysis were applied to assess the correla-
tion between AIP and prehypertension or hypertension 
in different gender and ages (Table S1 and Table S2). In 
the female population, there were 2.19 times increase 
in risk of hypertension (OR = 2.19, 95% CI:1.37–3.49, 

Fig. 1 Flow chart of participants selection in this study
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P = 0.001) in Q4 compared to Q1 by adjusting model 3. 
However, such correlation was not found in the male 
group from Q1 to Q4 (P > 0.05) (Table S1). In subgroup 

aged less than 65 years, AIP in Q4 was significantly asso-
ciated with prehypertension (OR = 1.45, 95%CI:1.27–
1.65, P < 0.001) and hypertension (OR = 1.82, 95%CI: 

Table 1 Baseline characteristics of participants

Data presented are mean ± SD, median (IQR), or N (%); Q1, Q2, Q3, and Q4 are quartiles of the Atherogenic Index of Plasma (AIP), WC Waist circumference, BMI Body 
mass index, ALT Alanine aminotransferase, AST Aspartate aminotransferase, GGT  Gamma glutamyl transferase, HDL-C High-density lipoprotein cholesterol, TC Total 
cholesterol, TG Triglyceride, HbA1, Hemoglobin A1c, FPG Fasting plasma glucose, SBP Systolic blood pressure, DBP Diastolic blood pressure, AIP Atherogenic index of 
plasma

Quartiles of AIP

Variable Total Q1(≤—0.37) Q2(-0.37–0.15) Q3(0.15–0.73) Q4(≥ 0.73) P value

Included participants 15,453 3,863 3,863 3,861 3866

Sex, n (%) < 0.001

 Female 7034 (45.5) 2951 (76.4) 2155 (55.8) 1355 (35.1) 573 (14.8)

 Male 8419 (54.5) 912 (23.6) 1708 (44.2) 2506 (64.9) 3293 (85.2)

Age, years 43.7 ± 8.9 41.3 ± 8.4 43.4 ± 8.9 45.0 ± 9.1 45.2 ± 8.7 < 0.001

WC, cm 76.5 ± 9.1 70.6 ± 7.0 73.9 ± 7.9 78.0 ± 8.2 83.4 ± 8.0 < 0.001

Weight, kg 60.6 ± 11.6 53.3 ± 8.4 57.7 ± 9.9 62.3 ± 10.5 69.3 ± 11.1 < 0.001

BMI, kg/m2 22.1 ± 3.1 20.3 ± 2.3 21.4 ± 2.6 22.5 ± 2.9 24.3 ± 3.1 < 0.001

Smoking, n (%) < 0.001

 Never 9027 (58.4) 3032 (78.5) 2530 (65.5) 1981 (51.3) 1484 (38.4)

 Past 2949 (19.1) 480 (12.4) 672 (17.4) 840 (21.8) 957 (24.8)

 Current 3477 (22.5) 351 (9.1) 661 (17.1) 1040 (26.9) 1425 (36.9)

Alcohol, n (%) < 0.001

 None 11802 (76.4) 3264 (84.5) 3007 (77.8) 2854 (73.9) 2677 (69.2)

 Light 1754 (11.4) 317 (8.2) 432 (11.2) 492 (12.7) 513 (13.3)

 Moderate 1357 (8.8) 225 (5.8) 311 (8.1) 361 (9.3) 460 (11.9)

 Heavy 540 (3.5) 57 (1.5) 113 (2.9) 154 (4) 216 (5.6)

Exercise, n (%) < 0.001

 No 12747 (82.5) 3133 (81.1) 3178 (82.3) 3161 (81.9) 3275 (84.7)

 Yes 2706 (17.5) 730 (18.9) 685 (17.7) 700 (18.1) 591 (15.3)

Fatty liver, n (%) < 0.001

 No 12716 (82.3) 3781 (97.9) 3577 (92.6) 3164 (81.9) 2194 (56.8)

 Yes 2737 (17.7) 82 (2.1) 286 (7.4) 697 (18.1) 1672 (43.2)

ALT, IU/L 20.0 ± 14.3 15.1 ± 7.6 17.0 ± 8.9 20.2 ± 11.4 27.5 ± 21.6 < 0.001

AST, IU/L 18.4 ± 8.6 17.1 ± 6.7 17.4 ± 6.0 18.3 ± 7.0 20.9 ± 12.6 < 0.001

GGT, IU/L 20.3 ± 18.1 14.3 ± 9.9 16.8 ± 12.3 21.5 ± 19.0 28.7 ± 24.2 < 0.001

HDL-C, mg/dL 56.5 ± 15.6 71.2 ± 14.7 60.7 ± 11.3 52.2 ± 9.9 42.0 ± 8.2 < 0.001

TC, mg/dL 198.2 ± 33.4 188.2 ± 31.1 193.9 ± 31.4 200.0 ± 33.2 210.7 ± 33.7 < 0.001

TG, mg/dL 65.0(44.0,99.0) 34.0(27.0,41.0) 54.0(47.0,62.0) 79.0(68.0,91.0) 135.0(110.0–173.0) < 0.001

HbA1, % 5.2 ± 0.3 5.1 ± 0.3 5.1 ± 0.3 5.2 ± 0.3 5.2 ± 0.3 < 0.001

FPG, mg/dL 93.0 ± 7.4 89.6 ± 7.1 91.9 ± 7.2 94.0 ± 7.0 96.3 ± 6.7 < 0.001

SBP, mmHg 114.5 ± 15.0 108.4 ± 13.1 112.0 ± 14.2 116.3 ± 14.5 121.1 ± 14.9 < 0.001

DBP, mmHg 71.6 ± 10.5 67.1 ± 9.3 69.7 ± 9.9 73.0 ± 10.1 76.6 ± 10.3 < 0.001

Prehypertension, n (%) < 0.001

 No 11175 (72.3) 3228 (83.6) 2990 (77.4) 2640 (68.4) 2317 (59.9)

 Yes 4278 (27.7) 635 (16.4) 873 (22.6) 1221 (31.6) 1549 (40.1)

Hypertension, n (%) < 0.001

 No 14491 (93.8) 3784 (98.0) 3710 (96.0) 3584 (92.8) 3413 (88.3)

 Yes 962 (6.2) 79 (2.0) 153 (4.0) 277 (7.2) 453 (11.7)

AIP 0.2 ± 0.8 -0.8 ± 0.3 -0.1 ± 0.1 0.4 ± 0.2 1.2 ± 0.4 < 0.001
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1.38–2.40, P < 0.001), but no such correlation was found 
in people aged over 65  years (P > 0.05) (Table S1). Fur-
thermore, between the ages of 40 and 60 for females, the 
association between AIP in Q4 and hypertension was 
stronger (OR = 2.20, 95% CI: 1.24–3.88, P = 0.007) (Table 
S2) independent of confounding factors.

Sensitivity analysis
On the basis of previous finding, clinical constraints 
and rigorous statistical strategies, gradual adjustments 
models were used to reduce residual confounding fac-
tors in present study [4, 24]. The variables, which were 
related with both AIP and hypertension (P < 0.05), but 

Fig. 2 Associations between AIP with prehypertension (A) or hypertension (B) Odds ratios (OR) were adjusted for age, sex, smoking, alcohol, 
exercise, body mass index (BMI), hemoglobin A1c(HbA1c), fatty liver, total cholesterol (TC). Both P non-linearity > 0.05

Table 2 Multivariable logistic regression analyses of the association between AIP and prehypertension and hypertension

Model 1 adjust for age and sex; Model 2 adjust for Model 1 + smoking, alcohol, exercise; Model 3 adjust for Model 2 + BMI, HbA1c, fatty liver, TC, AIP As a continuous 
variable and quartiles variable (Q1, Q2, Q3, and Q4), AIP Atherogenic index of plasma, BMI Body mass index, HbA1c Hemoglobin A1c, TC Total cholesterol, OR Odds 
ratio, CI Confidence interval

Variable Unadjusted Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

OR (95%CI) P value OR (95%CI) P value OR (95%CI) P value OR (95%CI) P value

Prehypertension

  AIP 1.80 (1.72–1.89) < 0.001 1.44 (1.37–1.52) < 0.001 1.49 (1.41–1.57) < 0.001 1.08 (1.01–1.14) 0.017

  Q1(≤—0.37) Ref Ref Ref Ref

   Q2(-0.37–0.15) 1.48 (1.32–1.66) < 0.001 1.23 (1.09–1.38) 0.001 1.24 (1.10–1.40) < 0.001 1.04 (0.92–1.17) 0.508

  Q3(0.15–0.73) 2.35 (2.11–2.62) < 0.001 1.64 (1.46–1.85) < 0.001 1.71 (1.52–1.92) < 0.001 1.20 (1.06–1.35) 0.004

  Q4(≥ 0.73) 3.40 (3.05–3.78) < 0.001 2.09 (1.86–2.35) < 0.001 2.21 (1.96–2.49) < 0.001 1.15 (1.00–1.31) 0.045

   P for trend 1.51 (1.46–1.56) < 0.001 1.29 (1.24–1.33) < 0.001 1.31 (1.26–1.36) < 0.001 1.06 (1.01–1.10) 0.013

Hypertension

 AIP 2.22 (2.04–2.41) < 0.001 1.83 (1.67–2.00) < 0.001 1.92 (1.74–2.10) < 0.001 1.22 (1.09–1.36) < 0.001

  Q1(≤—0.37) Ref Ref Ref Ref

  Q2(-0.37–0.15) 1.98 (1.50–2.60) < 0.001 1.57 (1.19–2.08) 0.001 1.60 (1.21–2.11) 0.001 1.19 (0.90–1.59) 0.228

  Q3(0.15–0.73) 3.70 (2.87–4.77) < 0.001 2.44 (1.87–3.17) < 0.001 2.59 (1.99–3.37) < 0.001 1.49 (1.13–1.95) 0.004

  Q4(≥ 0.73) 6.36 (4.98–8.11) < 0.001 3.79 (2.92–4.92) < 0.001 4.12 (3.17–5.35) < 0.001 1.54 (1.16–2.04) 0.003

  P for trend 1.83 (1.71–1.95) < 0.001 1.56 (1.45–1.67) < 0.001 1.60 (1.49–1.73) < 0.001 1.15 (1.05–1.24) < 0.001
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Fig. 3 Subgroup analyses of the associations between AIP and prehypertension (A) and hypertension (B) AIP is continuous variable; Odds ratios 
(OR) were adjusted for age, sex, smoking, alcohol, exercise, body mass index (BMI), hemoglobin A1c(HbA1c), fatty liver, total cholesterol (TC)
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the matched odds ratio was almost unchanged if it was 
added to the model [25, 26], was not included in analysis 
of main results. Therefore, additional sensitivity analy-
sis was performed to verify the stability of the primary 
outcome by adjusting all confounding factors includ-
ing model 3 and ALT, AST, GGT, FPG, WC, weight. The 
association between AIP and hypertension was very sta-
ble by adjusted all covariates (Table S3). Furthermore, 
the result in another sensitive analysis was consistent 
with the main results when hypertension was redefined 
according to the new hypertension guidelines [27].

Discussion
This large retrospective cross-sectional analysis shows 
that the AIP is positively associated with risk of prehy-
pertension and hypertension in Japanese normoglycemic 
subjects. Particularly, higher AIP has an obvious correla-
tion with hypertension in the female population, espe-
cially between the years of 40 and 60, independent of 
important covariates and confounders including age, sex, 
smoking, alcohol, exercise, BMI, fatty liver, HbA1c and 
TC levels.

For all we know, this the first study reported a stronger 
association between AIP and the risk of hypertension in 
female than that in male, which was further conformed 
by additional sensitivity analysis in current study. One of 
sensitivity analysis was conducted by adjusting all con-
founding factors including the covariates in model 3 and 
ALT, AST, GGT, FPG, WC, weight (Table S3), the other 
was performed by redefining hypertension according to 
the new hypertension guidelines (Table S4). However, 
studies of other populations showed a greater association 
between AIP and male hypertension risk [16, 18]. Dif-
ferences in results between current and previous studies 
may be real, due to the interaction between regional and 
ethnic differences, lifestyle habits, and other factors [28].

Actually, risk factors for hypertension have been well 
identified, including obesity, physical inactivity, diabetes, 
and alcohol use, education, economic and genetic back-
ground [4]. Epidemiological studies showed that peo-
ple who do not exercise had a twofold increased risk of 
cardiovascular disease, while physically active women 
have the risk reduced by 50% as compared to sedentary 
women [28, 29]. Regular light to medium aerobic exer-
cise in females is related with a 5 to 8 mm Hg reduction 
in blood pressure [30]. However, few people performed 
regular exercise in this study. In addition, several stud-
ies have suggested that multiple sex-specific processes 
are also mediating the development of hypertension in 
women [31]. Nevertheless, no significant association was 
found between AIP and hypertension in the male popula-
tion in present study. The reasons could be excessive salt 
intake, obesity and metabolic syndrome was responsible 

for high prevalence of hypertension in Japanese men [24]. 
Other studies have reported that high serum levels of TC, 
LDL-C, and non-HDL-C are related to a rising risk of 
hypertension in working-age men of Japanese [7].

Often, Hypertension and dyslipidemia co-exist in clini-
cal practice [32]. And, the progressive increase in blood 
pressure and prevalence of hypertension were related 
with increased serum lipid concentrations [33, 34]. Possi-
ble reasons are that hypertension and dyslipidemia share 
common pathophysiological mechanisms, such as obesity 
and release of adipocytokines from the abnormal adipose 
tissue [35]. The structure and function of arterial vessel 
walls are affected by dyslipidemia, which promote ath-
erosclerosis and make blood pressure dysregulation [36]. 
However, the mechanism of dyslipidemia and hyperten-
sion in females may be different from that in males due 
to the physiological cycles and hormonal changes dur-
ing their life [37]. Estrogen deficiency caused by meno-
pause may lead to metabolic disorders [38], which is 
a possible explanation for the stronger relationship 
between AIP and hypertension in females aged between 
40 and 60  years in this study. Moreover, our result was 
partly supported by previous studies that median age for 
natural menopause is between 48 and 53 years old, with 
women having significantly higher systolic and diastolic 
blood pressure [39, 40]. Meanwhile, Dyslipidemia such as 
reduced HDL-C and elevated LDL-C and TG levels were 
associated with the menopausal transition [41], and the 
quality or functional capacity of HDL-C may be undergo 
alterations in the process [42].

In this study, we also observed that the association of 
AIP with prehypertension or hypertension was affected 
with age. Subgroup analyses found that higher AIP only 
demonstrated significant association with prehypertension 
or hypertension for participants aged less than 65  years, 
but not in aged over 65  years. This finding was consist-
ent with a  recent study in Taiwan citizens of China [16]. 
However, there are also several reports with different con-
clusions about the failure of AIP to maintain the same rela-
tionship with other age subgroups. A clinical controlled 
trial found that AIP was positively associated with cardio-
vascular disease risk and severity in older male individuals 
(age ≥ 65 years) [43]. Another study showed that AIP might 
be a powerful marker to predict the risk of coronary artery 
disease in Chinese postmenopausal women [13]. But the 
relationship between AIP and prehypertension or hyper-
tension was not obvious at over 65 in this study, except for 
the possible influence factors of region, diet, ethnic differ-
ences, or due to fewer people older than 65 years in this 
population. Therefore, it is necessary to further analyze the 
relationship between AIP and hypertension by expand-
ing the sample size of the population aged over 65  years 
among different populations in the future.
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Notably, no association was found between AIP and 
prehypertension in females age-stratified analyses in this 
study. Systolic blood pressure over 140  mmHg was the 
main cause of death due to hypertension. Yet researches 
showed that cardiovascular risk begins at least 110 to 
115 mmHg, considered to be the theoretical lowest risk 
level for blood pressure [2]. In Japan, people with blood 
pressure of (120–139)/ (80–89) mmHg have a higher 
incidence of cardiovascular disease than those with blood 
pressure of 120/80  mmHg [44]. So, high normotension 
was also defined as prehypertension in the present study 
[24]. It is possible that the definition of prehypertension 
is too broad, resulting in negative results.

Strengths and limitations
The following strengths are presented in current study. 
First, current study had an adequate sample size and cred-
ible data sources, making the finding relatively reliable. 
Second, clinical constraints and rigorous statistical strate-
gies were used to reduce residual confounding factors by 
gradual adjustments model. Third, Sensitivity analysis and 
subgroup analysis were conducted in a sex- and age-spe-
cific manner to verify the stability of the model.

However, some limitations of this study must be 
thoughtful. First, based on the nature of observational 
studies themselves, the results of this study have inher-
ent limitations in eliminating causality. Second, the pos-
sible effects of some underlying diseases could not be 
ruled out in this population, so further population-based 
prospective studies are required to uncover the mecha-
nisms underline the association between AIP and hyper-
tension. Third, since the study data were obtained from 
a healthcare program in Gifu, Japan, the applicability of 
the findings to other races is unclear. Finally, the major-
ity of the population in this study is middle-aged people, 
with a limited number of elderly people, which may be 
the reason for the unclear relationship between AIP and 
hypertension in the elderly population.

Conclusions
Our study showed a positively linear association between 
higher AIP and risk of prehypertension or hypertension. 
The association was stronger in the female population, 
especially between the years of 40 and 60. Future, AIP 
may be used as a marker to monitor the risk of hyperten-
sion, but more research is needed to verify this.

Abbreviations
AIP  The atherogenic index of plasma
CVD  Cardiovascular disease
LDL-C  Low-density lipoprotein cholesterol
TC  Total cholesterol
TG  Triglyceride

HDL-C  High-density lipoprotein cholesterol
WC  Waist circumference
BMI  Body mass index
ALT  Alanine aminotransferase
AST  Aspartate transaminase
GGT   G-glutamyl transpeptidase
HbA1c  Hemoglobin A1c
FPG  Fasting plasma glucose
SBP  Systolic blood pressure
DBP  Diastolic blood pressure
DM  Diabetes mellitus
SD  Standard deviation
IQR  Interquartile range
OR  Odds ratio
CI  Confidence interval

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1186/ s12944- 023- 01853-9.

Additional file 1: Table S1. Stratification analysis of the association 
between AIP andprehypertension and hypertension.

Additional file 2: Table S2. Stratificationanalysis of the association 
between AIP and hypertension in female groups. 

Additional file 3: Table S3. Sensitivity analysis of the association 
between AIP andhypertension in different participants groups by adjusted 
all covariates.

Additional file 4: Table S4. Sensitivity analysis of the association between 
AIP andhypertension(130/80mmHg) in different group.

Additional file 5: Fig. S1. Associations betweenAIP with prehypertension 
or hypertension by gender.

Acknowledgements
We greatly appreciate Jiangsu Provincial Medical Key Discipline Cultivation 
Unit (JSDW202239) for supporting and Takuro Okamura, the original author of 
the database, for providing the original data.

Authors’ contributions
Mingjuan Tan contributed to the study design and data analysis and drafting. 
Yongliang Zhang contributed to results interpretation. Ling Jin, Youli Wang 
and Weiwei Cui contributed to analyze the data. Lubanga Nasifu contributed 
to revision of language.  Bangshun He contributed to critical revision of the 
manuscript and approved the final version of the submitted manuscript. All 
authors reviewed the manuscript.

Funding
Jiangsu Provincial Medical Key Discipline Cultivation Unit (JSDW202239).

Availability of data and materials
The data in current study was obtained from the DATADRYAD database 
(https:// datad ryad. org/ stash).

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The ethics committee of Murakami Memorial Hospital approved the study. 
The committee’s reference number (not applicable).

Consent for publication
Our research is based on the secondary analysis of DATADRYAD database. 
All of the data involved is anonymous, and the data provider stated it has 
obtained written informed consent for data use from each participant.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12944-023-01853-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12944-023-01853-9
https://datadryad.org/stash


Page 10 of 11Tan et al. Lipids in Health and Disease           (2023) 22:87 

Received: 25 April 2023   Accepted: 19 June 2023

References
 1. Oparil S, Acelajado MC, Bakris GL, Berlowitz DR, Cifkova R, Dominiczak AF, 

Grassi G, Jordan J, Poulter NR, Rodgers A, Whelton PK. Hypertension. Nat 
Rev Dis Primers. 2018;4:18014.

 2. Forouzanfar MH, Liu P, Roth GA, Ng M, Biryukov S, Marczak L, Alexan-
der L, Estep K, Hassen Abate K, Akinyemiju TF, et al. Global Burden of 
Hypertension and Systolic Blood Pressure of at Least 110 to 115 mm Hg, 
1990–2015. JAMA. 2017;317:165–82.

 3. Kearney PM, Whelton M, Reynolds K, Muntner P, Whelton PK, He J. 
Global burden of hypertension: analysis of worldwide data. Lancet. 
2005;365:217–23.

 4. Tsao CW, Aday AW, Almarzooq ZI, Alonso A, Beaton AZ, Bittencourt MS, 
Boehme AK, Buxton AE, Carson AP, Commodore-Mensah Y, et al. Heart 
disease and stroke statistics-2022 update: a report from the american 
heart association. Circulation. 2022;145:e153–639.

 5. Collaborators GBDRF. Global, regional, and national comparative risk 
assessment of 84 behavioural, environmental and occupational, and 
metabolic risks or clusters of risks for 195 countries and territories, 
1990–2017: a systematic analysis for the global burden of disease Study 
2017. Lancet. 2018;392:1923–94.

 6. Elias PK, Elias MF, D’Agostino RB, Sullivan LM, Wolf PA. Serum cholesterol 
and cognitive performance in the Framingham Heart Study. Psychosom 
Med. 2005;67:24–30.

 7. Otsuka T, Takada H, Nishiyama Y, Kodani E, Saiki Y, Kato K, Kawada T. Dys-
lipidemia and the risk of developing hypertension in a working-age male 
population. J Am Heart Assoc. 2016;5:e003053.

 8. Rached FH, Chapman MJ, Kontush A. An overview of the new frontiers 
in the treatment of atherogenic dyslipidemias. Clin Pharmacol Ther. 
2014;96:57–63.

 9. Ridker PM, Rifai N, Rose L, Buring JE, Cook NR. Comparison of C-reactive 
protein and low-density lipoprotein cholesterol levels in the prediction of 
first cardiovascular events. N Engl J Med. 2002;347:1557–65.

 10. Zhu L, Lu Z, Zhu L, Ouyang X, Yang Y, He W, Feng Y, Yi F, Song Y. Lipopro-
tein ratios are better than conventional lipid parameters in predicting 
coronary heart disease in Chinese Han people. Kardiol Pol. 2015;73:931–8.

 11. Dobiásová M, Frohlich J. The plasma parameter log (TG/HDL-C) as an ath-
erogenic index: correlation with lipoprotein particle size and esterifica-
tion rate in apoB-lipoprotein-depleted plasma (FER(HDL)). Clin Biochem. 
2001;34:583–8.

 12. Dobiásová M, Frohlich J. Understanding the mechanism of LCAT reaction 
may help to explain the high predictive value of LDL/HDL cholesterol 
ratio. Physiol Res. 1998;47:387–97.

 13. Wu TT, Gao Y, Zheng YY, Ma YT, Xie X. Atherogenic index of plasma (AIP): 
a novel predictive indicator for the coronary artery disease in postmeno-
pausal women. Lipids Health Dis. 2018;17:197.

 14. Choudhary MK, Eräranta A, Koskela J, Tikkakoski AJ, Nevalainen PI, 
Kähönen M, Mustonen J, Pörsti I. Atherogenic index of plasma is related 
to arterial stiffness but not to blood pressure in normotensive and never-
treated hypertensive subjects. Blood Press. 2019;28:157–67.

 15. Zhu X, Yu L, Zhou H, Ma Q, Zhou X, Lei T, Hu J, Xu W, Yi N, Lei S. Athero-
genic index of plasma is a novel and better biomarker associated with 
obesity: a population-based cross-sectional study in China. Lipids Health 
Dis. 2018;17:37.

 16. Li YW, Kao TW, Chang PK, Chen WL, Wu LW. Atherogenic index of plasma 
as predictors for metabolic syndrome, hypertension and diabetes mel-
litus in Taiwan citizens: a 9-year longitudinal study. Sci Rep. 2021;11:9900.

 17. Zhu XW, Deng FY, Lei SF. Meta-analysis of atherogenic Index of Plasma 
and other lipid parameters in relation to risk of type 2 diabetes mellitus. 
Prim Care Diabetes. 2015;9:60–7.

 18. Onat A, Can G, Kaya H, Hergenç G. “Atherogenic index of plasma” (log10 
triglyceride/high-density lipoprotein-cholesterol) predicts high blood 
pressure, diabetes, and vascular events. J Clin Lipidol. 2010;4:89–98.

 19. Cheng W, Zhuang J, Chen S. Dyslipidemia and the prevalence of hyper-
tension: a cross-sectional study based on Chinese adults without type 2 
diabetes mellitus. Front Cardiovasc Med. 2022;9:938363.

 20. Okamura T, Hashimoto Y, Hamaguchi M, Obora A, Kojima T, Fukui M. 
Ectopic fat obesity presents the greatest risk for incident type 2 diabetes: 
a population-based longitudinal study. Int J Obes (Lond). 2019;43:139–48.

 21. Hashimoto Y, Hamaguchi M, Kojima T, Ohshima Y, Ohbora A, Kato T, Naka-
mura N, Fukui M. Modest alcohol consumption reduces the incidence of 
fatty liver in men: a population-based large-scale cohort study. J Gastro-
enterol Hepatol. 2015;30:546–52.

 22. Ryu S, Chang Y, Kim DI, Kim WS, Suh BS. gamma-Glutamyltransferase as a 
predictor of chronic kidney disease in nonhypertensive and nondiabetic 
Korean men. Clin Chem. 2007;53:71–7.

 23. Hamaguchi M, Kojima T, Itoh Y, Harano Y, Fujii K, Nakajima T, Kato T, Takeda 
N, Okuda J, Ida K, et al. The severity of ultrasonographic findings in nonal-
coholic fatty liver disease reflects the metabolic syndrome and visceral fat 
accumulation. Am J Gastroenterol. 2007;102:2708–15.

 24. Umemura S, Arima H, Arima S, Asayama K, Dohi Y, Hirooka Y, Horio T, 
Hoshide S, Ikeda S, Ishimitsu T, et al. The Japanese society of hypertension 
guidelines for the management of hypertension (JSH 2019). Hypertens 
Res. 2019;42:1235–481.

 25. Agoritsas T, Merglen A, Shah ND, O’Donnell M, Guyatt GH. Adjusted analy-
ses in studies addressing therapy and harm: users’ guides to the medical 
literature. JAMA. 2017;317:748–59.

 26. VanderWeele TJ. Principles of confounder selection. Eur J Epidemiol. 
2019;34:211–9.

 27. Flack JM, Adekola B. Blood pressure and the new ACC/AHA hypertension 
guidelines. Trends Cardiovasc Med. 2020;30:160–4.

 28. Reaven PD, Barrett-Connor E, Edelstein S. Relation between leisure-
time physical activity and blood pressure in older women. Circulation. 
1991;83:559–65.

 29. Li TY, Rana JS, Manson JE, Willett WC, Stampfer MJ, Colditz GA, Rexrode 
KM, Hu FB. Obesity as compared with physical activity in predicting risk of 
coronary heart disease in women. Circulation. 2006;113:499–506.

 30. Forman JP, Stampfer MJ, Curhan GC. Diet and lifestyle risk factors associ-
ated with incident hypertension in women. JAMA. 2009;302:401–11.

 31. Hay M. Sex, the brain and hypertension: brain oestrogen receptors and 
high blood pressure risk factors. Clin Sci (Lond). 2016;130:9–18.

 32. Yokoyama M, Origasa H, Matsuzaki M, Matsuzawa Y, Saito Y, Ishikawa Y, 
Oikawa S, Sasaki J, Hishida H, Itakura H, et al. Effects of eicosapentae-
noic acid on major coronary events in hypercholesterolaemic patients 
(JELIS): a randomised open-label, blinded endpoint analysis. Lancet. 
2007;369:1090–8.

 33. Ebrahim S, Sung J, Song YM, Ferrer RL, Lawlor DA, Davey Smith G. Serum 
cholesterol, haemorrhagic stroke, ischaemic stroke, and myocardial 
infarction: Korean national health system prospective cohort study. BMJ. 
2006;333:22.

 34. Freiberg JJ, Tybjaerg-Hansen A, Jensen JS, Nordestgaard BG. Nonfasting 
triglycerides and risk of ischemic stroke in the general population. JAMA. 
2008;300:2142–52.

 35. McGill JB, Haffner S, Rees TJ, Sowers JR, Tershakovec AM, Weber M. 
Progress and controversies: treating obesity and insulin resistance in the 
context of hypertension. J Clin Hypertens (Greenwich). 2009;11:36–41.

 36. Wilkinson IB, Prasad K, Hall IR, Thomas A, MacCallum H, Webb DJ, Fren-
neaux MP, Cockcroft JR. Increased central pulse pressure and augmen-
tation index in subjects with hypercholesterolemia. J Am Coll Cardiol. 
2002;39:1005–11.

 37. Wenger NK, Arnold A, Bairey Merz CN, Cooper-DeHoff RM, Ferdinand KC, 
Fleg JL, Gulati M, Isiadinso I, Itchhaporia D, Light-McGroary K, et al. Hyper-
tension across a woman’s life cycle. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2018;71:1797–813.

 38. Ko SH, Kim HS. Menopause-associated lipid metabolic disorders and 
foods beneficial for postmenopausal women. Nutrients. 2020;12:202.

 39. Zhu D, Chung HF, Pandeya N, Dobson AJ, Cade JE, Greenwood DC, 
Crawford SL, Avis NE, Gold EB, Mitchell ES, et al. Relationships between 
intensity, duration, cumulative dose, and timing of smoking with age at 
menopause: a pooled analysis of individual data from 17 observational 
studies. PLoS Med. 2018;15:e1002704.

 40. Son MK, Lim NK, Lim JY, Cho J, Chang Y, Ryu S, Cho MC, Park HY. Difference 
in blood pressure between early and late menopausal transition was signifi-
cant in healthy Korean women. BMC Womens Health. 2015;15:64.

 41. Hall G, Collins A, Csemiczky G, Landgren BM. Lipoproteins and BMI: a 
comparison between women during transition to menopause and 
regularly menstruating healthy women. Maturitas. 2002;41:177–85.



Page 11 of 11Tan et al. Lipids in Health and Disease           (2023) 22:87  

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

 42. Rosenson RS, Brewer HB Jr, Chapman MJ, Fazio S, Hussain MM, Kontush 
A, Krauss RM, Otvos JD, Remaley AT, Schaefer EJ. HDL measures, particle 
heterogeneity, proposed nomenclature, and relation to atherosclerotic 
cardiovascular events. Clin Chem. 2011;57:392–410.

 43. Huang H, Yu X, Li L, Shi G, Li F, Xiao J, Yun Z, Cai G. Atherogenic index of 
plasma is related to coronary atherosclerotic disease in elderly individu-
als: a cross-sectional study. Lipids Health Dis. 2021;20:68.

 44. Kokubo Y, Kamide K, Okamura T, Watanabe M, Higashiyama A, Kawanishi 
K, Okayama A, Kawano Y. Impact of high-normal blood pressure on the 
risk of cardiovascular disease in a Japanese urban cohort: the Suita study. 
Hypertension. 2008;52:652–9.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.


	Association between atherogenic index of plasma and prehypertension or hypertension among normoglycemia subjects in a Japan population: a cross-sectional study
	Abstract 
	Objective 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Introduction
	Methods
	Data source
	Study participants and study design
	Data collection and measurements
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Population
	Baseline characteristics
	Multivariate logistic regression analysis
	Subgroup analyses
	Stratification analysis
	Sensitivity analysis

	Discussion
	Strengths and limitations

	Conclusions
	Anchor 23
	Acknowledgements
	References


