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ABSTRACT  

Background:  Faster growth velocity during childhood may increase blood pressure (BP) in 

adults, but there are little data from African-origin populations. We evaluated the effect of 

postnatal linear growth (increase in height) and change in body mass index (BMI) from birth to 

adolescence on systolic and diastolic blood pressure (SBP and DBP) in Afro-Caribbean youth.  

Methods: We used data from the Vulnerable Windows Birth Cohort Study in Jamaica. Children 

were followed from birth, with periodic anthropometric measurements. BP measurements started 

at age 1-year and every six months thereafter. Analyses used BP measurements (mmHg) from 

age 15-21 years. Linear growth and change in BMI measurements were calculated for: early 

infancy (0-6 months), late infancy (6 months - 2 years), early childhood (2-8 years), and later 

childhood (8-15 years). Conditional analyses were used to compute growth rates (as z-scores). 

Linear mixed models were used to estimate the effect of growth rates on BP.  

Results: Analyses included 365 individuals (162 males, 203 females) with mean age 16.7 years. 

In multivariable models, after adjustment for age, sex, birth length, gestational age and BMI at 

age 15 years, faster linear growth for early infancy (β=1.06, p=0.010) was significantly 

associated with higher SBP.  For change in BMI, after adjustment for age, sex, gestational age, 

height and SES at birth, significant associations of higher SBP were seen for greater increase in 

BMI in late infancy (β=1.41, p=0.001), early childhood (β=1.22, p=0.001) and later childhood 

(β=0.74, p=0.035).  Faster post-natal linear growth had no significant associations with DBP, but 

greater increase in BMI for each of the late infancy to late childhood periods was significantly 

associated with higher DBP. When both growth rates were modeled together, rate of change of 

BMI and faster linear growth in early infancy retained significance for SBP, but only change in 

BMI retained significance for DBP.  

Conclusion: Faster linear growth and greater rate of increase in BMI were associated with 

higher SBP and DBP in Afro-Caribbean youth, but the BMI effect was stronger.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Growth in early life is related to blood pressure and other chronic non-communicable diseases in 

later life (1-7). This is supported by research conducted over the past thirty years, showing that 

factors in the prenatal, intra-uterine and early postnatal environment may have long term effects 

on human physiology which increases the risk of several non-communicable diseases, including 

cardiovascular disease and diabetes (1-4, 8, 9). The main mechanism may be epigenetic 

phenomena, which results in altered expression of DNA and thus phenotypic manifestations (3, 

4, 8). For hypertension alternations in renal development, including nephron numbers, are also 

thought to play a role (9).  

In addition to the studies looking at intra-uterine growth, several studies have suggested that 

growth velocity during childhood and adolescence may also influence blood pressure and other 

cardiovascular disease risk factors in adult life (10-18). Both faster linear growth and greater rate 

of gain in adiposity have been shown to influence blood pressure. The potential detrimental 

effect of faster linear growth has led to questions regarding the best strategy for promoting 

growth particularly for small for gestational age and preterm infants (10, 19-23). However, some 

studies have suggested that despite the potential adverse metabolic outcomes, faster catch-up 

growth may give short term benefits, such as fewer hospital admissions in early childhood, and 

benefits to social capital (attained height and education) in young adulthood (10, 22).   

Most studies on the developmental origin of health and disease (DOHAD) have been conducted 

in developed countries. While there is an accumulating body of data from developing countries, 

including Jamaica (10, 24-29), data from African origin populations are still limited. In the 

Caribbean, studies on the early life influences on blood pressure have looked mainly on the 

effects of intrauterine growth and blood pressure in childhood or adolescence. To date, there are 

no studies evaluating the effects of postnatal growth on blood pressure in youth or adulthood in 

Afro-Caribbean populations.  This study therefore aimed to evaluate the effect of postnatal linear 

growth and change in body mass index (BMI) from birth to adolescence, on systolic and diastolic 

blood pressure (SBP and DBP) in Jamaica.  
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The specific objectives were: (1) to estimate the effect of linear growth rate from birth to age 15 

years on SBP and DBP among Afro-Caribbean youth in Jamaica, and (2) to estimate the effect of 

relative increase in BMI from birth to age 15 years on SBP and DBP among Afro-Caribbean 

youth in Jamaica.  

 

METHODS 

Data Sources and Participants 

We analyzed data from the Vulnerable Windows Cohort Study (25). This cohort includes 

participants whose mothers were recruited during the first trimester of pregnancy and had follow 

up data spanning the prenatal period up to age 18-21 years.  The original study, which began in 

1992-1993, recruited 712 women, between the ages of 15 - 40 years, who were attending the 

antenatal clinic at the University Hospital of the West Indies (UHWI) and were 7-10 weeks into 

their pregnancy (25). Of these, 569 singleton live births were included in a follow up study and 

365 had data on age, sex and blood pressure measured after age 15 years and were therefore 

included in this paper. The study was reviewed and approved by the Faculty of Medical Sciences 

/ University Hospital of the West Indies Ethics Committee. Data used in this manuscript are 

available from the authors upon request. 

Measurements 

Details of measurement protocols for the cohort have been previously published (24, 25, 30, 31). 

We therefore present a brief description of the measurements pertinent to the current study. 

Participants had detailed intrauterine measurements made by ultrasound, as well as standard 

anthropometric measurements taken at the time of birth. Postnatal measurements included 

anthropometry at six weeks, then every three months up to age 2 years, and every six months 

thereafter. Blood pressure was measured at age 1 year and every six months thereafter.   

Weight during childhood was measured using a Weylus beam balance (CMS Weighing 

Equipment Ltd, London) and was recorded to the nearest 0.01 kg. Height was measured with a 

stadiometer (CMS Weighing Equipment Ltd) and recorded to the nearest 0.1 cm. Body mass 
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index (BMI) was calculated as weight (kg) divided by the square of height (m). Blood pressure 

was measured twice using an oscillometric sphygmomanometer. The mean of the two 

measurements were used for the analysis.  

Birth weight was measured using an electronic balance (CMS Weighing Equipment Ltd), while 

birth length was measured using a length board (Holtain Ltd). BMI at birth was calculated as 

birth weight (kg) divided by the square of birth length (m). We chose birth BMI instead of 

ponderal index in order to facilitate assessment of change fatness in the postnatal period. This 

was based on a study by Cole and colleagues which suggested that BMI may more appropriate 

measure of fatness in postnatal period (after 39 weeks gestation) when compared to ponderal 

index (32). Gestational age using the date on the last menstrual period was validated by fetal 

ultrasound at 14 weeks of gestation. Socioeconomic status (SES) at birth was determined using a 

composite score derived from a questionnaire on household possessions, crowding in the home, 

occupation and education level of the child’s mother and father (31). Higher scores indicated 

higher SES.   

Sample size and power  

The available sample for this study included 365 participants with 1909 SBP measurements and 

1907 DBP measurements. We obtained estimated power for the available sample using the 

number of SBP and DBP measurements, adjusting for clustering using the formula for design 

effect recommended by Lohr (design effect = 1 + (M - 1) x ICC, where M = number of 

observations per cluster and ICC = intraclass correlation coefficient (33). Calculated design 

effects were 1.71 for SBP and 1.75 for DBP. Adjusted sample size for SBP was 1116 and 1089 

for DBP. For all calculations α = 0.05. Based on these sample sizes the estimated power for the 

effect of change in linear growth on SBP ranged from 18% for a regression coefficient of 0.36 to 

83% with regression coefficient of 1.0. For change in BMI and SBP power estimates ranged 

from 25% to 99% for regression coefficient ranging from 0.44 to 1.47. Estimated power for DBP 

ranged from 23% to 57% with regression coefficients from 0.27 to 0.48 for change in linear 

growth and 9% to 80% for change in BMI with regression coefficients ranging from 0.13 to 0.63. 
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Statistical Analyses  

Data analysis was performed using Stata 14 (Stata Corp, College Station, Texas). Descriptive 

analyses yielded means and proportions of participant characteristics, and mixed effects linear 

regression models were used to assess associations between blood pressure and putative 

explanatory variables. Growth and BMI measurements were calculated for the periods 0-6 

months (early infancy), 6-months to 2 years (late infancy), 2-8 years (early childhood), and 8-15 

years (later childhood). Conditional analyses were used to compute relative linear growth and 

change in BMI within each period using methods described by Kajantie et al. (34).  This 

involved calculating how much body size at a particular age differed from that predicted by the 

body size attained at an earlier age using linear regression models. The difference between the 

observed and the predicted values were used to represent the conditional linear growth and 

change in BMI for each period. These conditional ‘growth rates’ ensure that there is little 

correlation between ‘growth rates’ for each period and can thus be fitted in the same regression 

model. Pearson’s correlation coefficients for these ‘linear growth rates’ and change in BMI in 

each period are shown in Table S1of the supplementary file. Values for growth in each period 

were standardized by converting them to z-scores. Mixed effects linear models were used to 

estimate the effect of linear growth and change in BMI on SBP and DBP. Assessment of sex 

interaction was done by including an interaction term in the initial regression models. The mixed 

effects models accounted for repeated measures within individuals, with random intercept 

(represented by the individual) and random slopes (represented by time [age] at which 

measurement was taken). Analyses were restricted to participants who had data on blood 

pressure on at least one occasion after age 15 years and data on age and sex. For other variables 

multiple imputation by chained equations was used to account for missing values. Models used 

20 imputed data sets with estimates combined using Rubin’s rules (35). Most variables had less 

than 20% missing observations. Details of missing and non-missing variables are shown in Table 

S2 in the supplementary file.   
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RESULTS 

Analyses included 365 individuals (162 males, 203 females) with mean age 16.7 ± 1.2 years 

(range 15.0, 21.2 years).  Included participants had similar birth characteristics to the other 

members of the cohort except for a 0.11 kg higher mean birth weight (p=0.023). Descriptive 

characteristics for study participants are shown in Table 1. At age 15 years, mean height was 172 

cm for males and 164 cm for females. Mean BMI was 21.0 cm among males and 22.2 among 

females. Spaghetti plots for linear growth and BMI during childhood are shown in Figures1 and 

2. In the spaghetti plot each line represents the change in the height (Figure 1) and BMI (Figure 

2) for each participant in the study from birth to age 15 years. As expected, there was some 

variation in the rate of linear growth, but most participants clustered around the mean growth 

rates (represented by red line). Variability was more marked for BMI, with several participants 

showing marked deviation from the mean rates, mainly with higher BMI among females. Mean 

rates for linear growth and change in BMI in each growth period are shown in Figures S1 and S2 

in the supplementary file. Annualized linear growth was fastest in the 0 – 6 months (early 

infancy) period, at 33.9 cm/year, and fell with each successive growth period to 5.2 cm/year in 

the 8 – 15 years growth period. BMI increased at a rate of 9 kg/m2 per year in the 0-6months 

period, but subsequently showed decrease in the 6-months to 2-years growth period and modest 

increase in the other growth periods.  Spaghetti plots for systolic and diastolic BP measures at 

age 15 years and older are shown in Figures S3. There was marked variation in blood pressure 

intercept and slope with mean systolic blood pressure showing a slight decrease with age, while 

mean diastolic BP shown a modest increase with age.  

Regression coefficients for association between linear growth and SBP in sequentially adjusted 

models are shown in Table 2.  Bivariate models are shown in Tables S3 and S4 in the 

supplementary file. In models adjusted for age and sex, there were significant positive 

associations between SBP and faster linear growth in the 0 - 6 months, 6 months - 2 years, and 2 

- 8 years growth periods. When all the growth periods were included in the model these 

associations were mildly attenuated but remained statistically significant for the 0 - 6 months and 

6 months - 2 years growth periods.  Further adjustment for gestation age at birth and BMI at age 

15 years further attenuated the coefficients, but the effect of linear growth in the 0-6 months 
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period retained significance, while the effect for the 6 months – 2 years and 2-8 years now 

becoming only borderline significant.  Male sex was also a significant predictor of higher SBP in 

this model, while older age was associated with lower SBP. Longer gestational age showed 

borderline significance for lower SBP.  

Similar models for DBP are shown in Table 3. Models adjusted for age and sex showed 

significant positive associations between DBP and faster linear growth in the 2 - 8 years growth 

period and borderline significance for the 0-6 months and 6 months - 2 years growth periods. In 

the model with all growth periods adjusted for age and sex, birth length became statistically 

significant, while there was borderline significance for the 0-6 months, 2-8 years, and 8-15 years 

growth periods. After further adjustment for gestational age at birth, current age, sex, and BMI at 

age 15 years none of the postnatal growth rates retained statistical significance, but birth length 

remained positively associated with higher DBP.  Older age, and male sex were also positively 

associated with higher diastolic DBP.     

Models for the effect of rate of change in BMI on SBP are shown in Table 4.  In the models 

adjusted for age and sex, significant positive associations were seen for higher SBP and greater 

rate of change in BMI in the 6-months to 2-years and 2 - 8 years and 8 - 15 years growth periods. 

There was little change in coefficients when change in BMI for all growth periods was included 

in the same model except that the 0 - 6 months growth period also became statistically 

significant. In the model with further adjustment for gestational age, birth length, current height 

and SES at birth, significant associations remained for the 6-months to 2-years, 2 – 8 years and 

8-15 years growth periods.  

Models for change in BMI and DBP are shown in Table 5. Significant positive associations were 

seen in models adjusted for age and sex for rate on change in BMI in the 6-months to 2- years, 

the 2 - 8 years, and 8 - 15 years growth periods. Again, only small changes in the coefficients 

were seen when all growth periods were modeled together. In the final models with further 

adjustment for age, sex, gestational age, current height and SES at birth, significant positive 

associations were seen for higher DBP with greater rate of increase in BMI for the 6-months to 

2-years, 2 - 8 years and 8 - 15 years growth periods. 
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We also assessed the combined effects of linear growth and change in adiposity on SBP and 

DBP by including the conditional growth variables for both BMI and linear growth in the same 

models. The results for these models are shown in Table 6. There was little correlation between 

these variables, with correlation coefficients generally <0.4 as shown in Table S1 in the 

supplementary file. For SBP only linear growth in the 0-6 months period was associated with 

higher SBP, while greater change in BMI in the 6 months to 2-years, 2 - 8 years and the 8-15 

years remained statistically significant. For diastolic BP only change in BMI in the 8-15 years 

period remained significant.  

In order to determine if the observed effects differed among persons born with low birth weight, 

we ran additional models stratified by birth weight category. Details for these models are shown 

in Tables S5 and S6 in the supplementary file. Among persons with low birth weight, birth BMI 

showed a statistically significant inverse association with both systolic and diastolic BP, whereas 

among persons with normal birthweight there was a non-significant positive association. For the 

linear growth rates and change in BMI variables, the strength and direction of association were 

generally similar for both persons with low birth weight and normal birth weight; however, 

several of the estimates among persons with low birth weight were not statistically significant, 

given the much smaller number of observations.    

 

DISCUSSION  

We have shown that both faster linear growth rate and greater rate of increase in BMI during 

childhood are associated with higher systolic and diastolic BP. The effect of faster linear growth 

was strongest in early infancy (0-6 months) for systolic blood pressure, and in the 2-8 years 

growth period for diastolic blood pressure. For change in BMI, the effects were strongest in the 

late infancy (6 months – 2 years) and early childhood (2-8 years) growth period for SBP but was 

similar for all growth periods from after early infancy for DBP. When both linear growth and 

change in BMI were included in the same model faster linear growth was significantly associated 

with SBP only in the 0-6 months growth period, while greater gain in BMI for the three growth 
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periods from 6 months to 15 years was associated with higher SBP and only greater increase in 

BMI in the 8-15 years growth period was associated with higher DBP.  

Our findings add support to the literature showing an effect of postnatal growth on BP; in 

particular, the effects of linear growth in early infancy and increasing obesity throughout 

childhood. That these data are from an Afro-Caribbean population in a developing country 

setting increases its relevance, as many of the previous studies were done among Caucasian 

populations in developed countries. The findings in this study are generally consistent with the 

published literature showing that faster increase in both height and weight are associated with 

higher SBP and DBP in later childhood or early adulthood (17, 18, 36-40). The majority of 

studies focused on infancy or early childhood, but some also included later childhood and 

adolescent growth (36, 39). The effect size in our study was also similar to the findings in the 

other studies with a 1 standard deviation unit increase in growth rate resulting in a 1-2 mm Hg 

increase in SBP and 0.5-1 mm Hg increase in DBP. Consistent with the findings in our study, 

other studies have also found that the effect of childhood or adolescent growth was attenuated 

and sometimes no longer significant after adjustment for body size at the time of BP assessment 

(36, 40). Taking the findings of this and the other studies cited together, there is therefore strong 

evidence that faster than expected growth in childhood and adolescence is associated with higher 

BP in later childhood and early adulthood and thus confers a more adverse cardiovascular risk 

profile. Our study suggests that except for linear growth in the 0-6 months period gain in BMI 

has a stronger effect on BP in late adolescence or early adulthood.   

It should be noted that we did not find an inverse relationship between birth weight and SBP or 

DBP in this study. The lack of association with birth weight has been reported in other studies 

(16, 41), but the overwhelming body of evidence, including other local studies, supports the 

inverse association between birth weight and blood pressure (26-28, 42-44). The absence of an 

association here may be related to the small sample size, and thus a chance occurrence.   

Possible mechanisms underlying the association between faster postnatal growth and higher BP 

include its association with greater levels of obesity in adulthood as well as physiological 

programming of the cardiovascular system. The role of adult BMI is supported by the attenuation 

of the growth effects when adjusting for current body size as seen in this and other studies. 
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Studies suggest that cardiovascular development remains susceptible to environmental 

perturbations in early childhood, thus faster than expected growth may program arterial 

physiology through alteration in the deposition of elastin and collagen in the arterial wall, or 

through alterations in the hypothalamo-pituitary adrenal axis, and the sympathetic nervous 

system (17, 37, 45-47). Singhal and Lucus (46) have proposed the ‘growth acceleration 

hypothesis’, which suggests that adverse long-term effect of faster growth may be the  common 

factor in the programming of cardiovascular disease. Epigenetic modification is now thought to 

play a central role in the developmental origins of disease (1, 8). 

With regards to public health importance there is still much debate as to the implications of the 

association between faster postnatal growth and adverse cardiovascular health (19, 23). Adair 

and colleagues have suggested that while faster postnatal growth may be associated with poorer 

cardiovascular health, there are potential gains, in particular, in reducing adverse childhood 

outcomes and improvements in social capital, specifically reducing short stature and improved 

schooling (10). They argue that it may be best to promote optimal linear growth in the first two 

year of life and avoidance of excessive weight gain afterwards. Our data would support this 

position. These recommendations are also consistent with those of Jain & Singhal (23), who 

recommend close monitoring of weight gain and discouraging overfeeding and crossing of 

centiles. We believe that these recommendations would be applicable in our setting as well. 

Strengths of this study include the fact that we have used prospectively collected data with 

several measurements of body size and blood pressure, using standardized protocols. The use of 

conditional measurements of linear growth and BMI mitigated the impact of the problems of 

collinearity between serial measurements of body size thus allowing us to include several growth 

periods in the simultaneously in the assessment. Additionally, we included growth measurements 

from the birth to adolescence, unlike several studies which only included early childhood 

measurements.  

Limitations of this study include its relatively small size and the fact that there was some degree 

of attrition from the original cohort over time. Participants included in the analysis were however 

similar to the full cohort except for a marginally higher birth weight. The availability of several 

BP measures over an average of 5 visits after age 15 years provided a much larger number of BP 
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measurements which partially compensated for the small sample size. Some participants also had 

missing data for some measurements. We were able to overcome the challenge of missing data 

by using the multiple imputation to fill in missing values. Another potential limitation is the use 

of BMI as the main measure of body fatness. We note that while BMI is a good measure of body 

fatness, it does not distinguish between fat mass and muscle mass (48). However, BMI has been 

used in many epidemiological studies and has high correlation with cardiovascular outcomes, 

thus despite its limitations, it is useful in clinical and epidemiological studies (49).  

This is the first study to evaluate the role of postnatal growth and blood pressure beyond 

childhood in an Afro-Caribbean population. Walker and colleagues (27) looked at the effect of 

postnatal growth and blood pressure in a cohort of stunted and non-stunted children, but children 

were only 11-12 years old at the time of assessment. Previous analyses from this cohort were 

also limited to periods from birth up to 14 years old (25, 29).  This study was population based, 

with generally healthy participants, suggesting that the findings can be generalized to the 

Jamaican population. We acknowledge that loss to follow up (approximately 36%) may limit 

generalizability of this study, but our findings still represent the best available evidence for our 

population. Additionally, the associations being studied were more biological characteristics, so 

there was little reason to suspect that the effect seen in the studied sample would be largely 

different from the Jamaican population. This paper therefore is an important addition to the 

literature and will contribute to policy initiatives with regards to nutrition practice 

recommendation in Afro-Caribbean and similar populations. 

 

CONCLUSION  

This study found that both faster linear growth and greater rate of increase in BMI were 

associated with higher SBP and DBP in Afro-Caribbean youth. The association was most 

consistent for linear growth in the early infancy and for faster gain in BMI from late infancy to 

adolescence. These findings suggest that postnatal growth trajectories should be closely 

monitored and faster than expected gain in BMI should be discouraged.    
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Table 1: Participant characteristics at birth, during infancy, childhood, and adolescence  

Characteristic 
Males  

n = 162 

Mean (SD) 

Females  

n = 203 

Mean (SD) 

Both Sexes  

n = 365 

Mean (SD) 

Birth Characteristics    

Birth weight, [kg]  3.25 (0.48) 3.07 (0.51) 3.15 (0.50) 

Birth length, [cm]  50.1 (2.68) 49.1 (2.9) 49.6 (2.8) 

Gestation age, [weeks] 39.3 (1.6) 39.1 (1.9) 39.2 (1.8) 

BMI at birth [kg/m2] 12.9 (1.5) 12.7 (1.5) 12.8 (1.5) 

Preterm [% (n)] 9.0 (14) 11.2 (22) 10.3 (36) 

Low birth weight [% (n)] 5.0 (8) 11.9 (24) 8.9 (32) 

Socioeconomic status score  19.7 (4.6) 18.7 (4.3) 19.1 (4.5) 

Characteristics at age 6 months     

Height, [cm]  67.5 (2.3) 65.7 (2.5) 66.5 (2.6) 

Weight, [kg]  8.1 (1.0) 7.4 (1.0) 7.7 (1.0) 

BMI, [kg/m2] 17.6 (1.6) 17.0 (1.7) 17.3 (1.7) 

Mean increase in height [cm]  17.4 (2.3) 16.6 (2.4) 16.9 (2.4) 

Mean increase in BMI [kg/m2]  4.7 (1.8) 4.3 (2.1) 4.5 (2.0) 

Characteristics at age 2 years     

Height, [cm]  87.8 (3.1) 86.5 (3.3) 87.1 (3.3) 

Weight, [kg]  12.5 (1.5) 12.0 (1.6) 12.2 (1.5) 

BMI, [kg/m2]  16.1 (1.3) 15.9 (1.4) 16.0 (1.3) 

Mean increase in height, [cm]   20.1 (2.0) 20.8 (2.3) 20.5 (2.2) 

Mean increase in BMI [kg/m2]  -1.42 (1.2) -1.10 (1.34) -1.24 (1.3) 

Characteristics at age 8 years     

Height, [cm] 131.1 (5.1) 130.4 (5.5) 130.7 (5.3) 

Weight, [kg] 29.7 (7.0) 28.9 (6.8) 29.2 (6.9) 

BMI, [kg/m2] 17.1 (3.1) 16.9 (3.2) 17.0 (3.2) 

Mean increase in height, [cm]  43.6 (3.2) 43.9 (3.4) 43.8 (3.3) 

Mean increase in BMI, [kg/m2] 1.08 (2.6) 0.94 (2.7) 1.00 (2.7) 

Characteristics at age 15 years     

Height, [cm]  171.6 (6.7) 163.2 (6.7) 167.0 (7.9) 

Weight, [kg]  62.3 (15.2) 59.3 (13.3) 60.6 (14.2) 

BMI, [kg/m2]  21.0 (4.4) 22.2 (4.7) 21.7 (4.6) 

Systolic BP, [mm Hg] 114.4 (12.0) 109.8 (10.5) 111.9 (11.4) 

Diastolic BP, [mm Hg]  54.2 (7.4) 53.5 (7.5) 53.9 (7.4) 

Mean increase in height, [cm] 40.7 (3.9) 32.9 (4.0) 36.4 (5.5) 

Mean increase in BMI, [kg/m2]  4.06 (3.3) 5.15 (3.2) 4.65 (3.3) 

Reported values are means, with standard deviation (SD) in brackets except for preterm birth and low 

birth where the values are % (n).  
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Table 2: Regression coefficients for the effect of linear growth on systolic blood pressure at 

age 15 -21 years  

Variable 

Regression 

Coefficient for 

SBP (mm Hg) 

95% 

Confidence 

Interval 

P-value 

Linear growth within growth periods, 

adjusted for age & sex1 
   

Birth length [z-score] 0.12 -0.81, 1.06 0.793 

Linear growth 0-6 month 1.46 0.70, 2.22 <0.001 

Linear growth 6 months – 2 years 1.10 0.24, 1.96 0.013 

Linear growth 2 years – 8 years 0.88 0.10, 1.66 0.028 

Linear growth 8 years – 15 years -0.43 -1.52, 0.66 <0.438 

    

Model with all growth periods, adjusted 

for age and sex1 
   

Birth length (z-score) 0.32 -0.61, 1.25 0.502 

Linear growth 0-6 month 1.21 0.31, 2.11 0.009 

Linear growth 6 months – 2 years 0.92 0.12, 1.73 0.025 

Linear growth 2 years – 8 years 0.85 -0.04, 1.74 0.060 

Linear growth 8 years – 15 years -0.41 -1.50, 0.68 0.456 

Age [years] -1.08 -1.38, -0.78 <0.001 

Sex [male vs. female] 7.69 5.42, 9.96 <0.001 

    

Model with all growth periods adjusted 

for age, sex gestational age and BMI1  
   

Birth length [z-score] 0.70 -0.29, 1.69 0.166 

Linear growth rate 0-6 month 1.06 0.26, 1.86 0.010 

Linear growth rate 6 months – 2 years 0.74 -0.07, 1.55 0.072 

Linear growth rate 2 years – 8 years 0.66 -0.06, 1.38 0.071 

Linear growth rate 8 years – 15 years -0.09 -0.94, 1.13 0.863 

Gestational age at birth [days] -0.07 -0.14, 0.01 0.071 

Age [years] -1.09 -1.38, -0.79 <0.001 

Sex [male vs. female] 7.31 5.19, 9.43 <0.001 

BMI at age 15 years [kg/m2] 0.37 0.18, 0.55 <0.001 
1Birth length and linear growth rate for each period are expressed as z-scores; coefficients represent the 

change in systolic blood pressure for a 1 standard deviation unit higher birth length or rate of change in 

in height for the growth period. The linear growth rates represent difference between the predicted height 

and observed height at end of the period based on the height at the start of the period.  

Estimates obtained from 1909 systolic blood pressure measurements from 365 participants average of 

5.2 readings per participant 

BMI = Body mass index.  
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Table 3: Regression coefficients for the effect of linear growth on diastolic blood pressure 

at age 15 - 21 years  

Variable 

Regression 

Coefficient for 

DBP (mm Hg) 

95% 

Confidence 

Interval 

P-value 

Linear growth within growth periods, 

adjusted for age & sex1 
   

Birth length [z-score] 0.58 -0.05, 1.20 0.070 

Linear growth rate 0-6 month 0.55 -0.02, 1.13 0.060 

Linear growth rate 6 months – 2 years 0.54 -0.08, 1.17 0.086 

Linear growth rate 2 years – 8 years 0.71 0.16, 1.27 0.012 

Linear growth rate 8 years – 15 years -0.67 -1.51, 0.17 0.119 

    

Model with all growth periods, adjusted 

for age and sex1 
   

Birth length [z-score] 0.84 0.20, 1.48 0.011 

Linear growth rate 0-6 month 0.56 -0.03, 1.15 0.065 

Linear growth rate 6 months – 2 years 0.48 -0.21, 1.18 0.171 

Linear growth rate 2 years – 8 years 0.64 -0.04, 1.32 0.067 

Linear growth rate 8 years – 15 years -0.76 -1.53, 0.01 0.052 

Age [years] 0.73 0.46, 1.00 <0.001 

Sex [male vs. female] 1.06 -0.52, 2.64 0.188 

    

Model with all growth periods adjusted 

for age, sex, gestational age and BMI1 
   

Birth length z-score 1.07 0.38, 1.77 0.002 

Linear growth rate 0-6 month 0.39 -0.21, 0.99 0.197 

Linear growth rate 6 months – 2 years 0.36 -0.22, 0.93 0.220 

Linear growth rate 2 years – 8 years 0.53 -0.09, 1.15 0.095 

Linear growth rate 8 years – 15 years -0.53 -1.40, 0.34 0.227 

Gestational age at birth [days] -0.05 -0.10, 0.01 0.091 

Age [years] 0.72 0.45, 1.00 <0.001 

Sex [male vs. female] 0.92 -0.72, 2.57 0.271 

BMI at age 15 years [kg/m2] 0.18 0.04, 0.32 0.010 
1Birth length and linear growth rate for each period are expressed as z-scores; coefficients represent the 

change in diastolic blood pressure for a 1 standard deviation unit higher birth length or rate of change in 

in height for the growth period. The linear growth rates represent difference between the predicted height 

and observed height at end of the period based on the height at the start of the period.  

Estimates obtained from 1907 diastolic blood pressure measurements from 365 participants average of 5.2 

readings per participant 

BMI = Body mass index.  
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Table 4: Regression coefficients for the effect of change in body mass index on systolic 

blood pressure at age 15 -21 years 

Variable 

Regression 

Coefficient for 

SBP (mm Hg) 

95% 

Confidence 

Interval 

P-value 

BMI change within growth periods, 

adjusted for age & sex1 
   

Birth BMI [z-score] 0.49 -0.41, 1.40 0.283 

Change in BMI 0-6 months 0.61 -0.16, 1.38 0.121 

Change in BMI 6 months – 2 years 1.63 0.80, 2.46 <0.001 

Change in BMI 2 years – 8 years 1.14 0.37, 1.91 0.004 

Change in BMI 8 years – 15 years 0.84 0.07, 1.61 0.033 

Model with all growth periods, 

adjusted for age and sex1 
   

Birth BMI [z-score] 0.16 -0.68, 0.99 0.712 

Change in BMI 0-6 months 0.81 0.04, 1.58 0.040 

Change in BMI 6 months – 2 years 1.44 0.70, 2.19 <0.001 

Change in BMI 2 years – 8 years 1.05 0.28, 1.82 0.008 

Change in BMI 8 years – 15 years 0.76 0.01, 1.50 0.047 

Age [years] -1.09 -1.38, -0.79 <0.001 

Sex [male vs. female] 7.62 5.91, 9.32 <0.001 

Final multivariable model adjusted 

for age, sex, gestational age, birth 

length and height at 15 years1 

   

BMI at birth [z-score] 0.49 -0.42, 1.40 0.290 

Change in BMI 0-6 months 0.69 -0.20, 1.59 0.126 

Change in BMI 6 months – 2 years 1.41 0.70, 2.12 <0.001 

Change in BMI 2 years – 8 years 1.22 0.48, 1.95 0.001 

Change in BMI 8 years – 15 years 0.74 0.05, 1.43 0.035 

Gestational age at birth (days) -0.08 -0.16, -0.01 0.034 

Socioeconomic status score at birth 0.01 -0.18, 0.20 0.910 

Age [years] -1.10 -1.40, -0.80 <0.001 

Sex [male vs. female] 7.34 5.59, 9.09 <0.001 

Current Height [cm] 0.01 -0.01, 0.03 0.316 

Birth Length [cm] 0.53 -0.45, 1.52 0.286 
1Birth BMI and change in BMI are expressed as z-scores; coefficients represent the change in systolic 

blood pressure for a 1 standard deviation unit higher BMI at birth or change in BMI for the growth period. 

The change in BMI represents difference between the observed BMI and predicted BMI at end of the 

period based on the BMI at the start of the period.  

Estimates obtained from 1909 systolic blood pressure measurements from 365 participants average of 5.2 

readings per participant 

BMI = Body Mass Index 
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Table 5: Regression coefficients for the effect of change in body mass index on diastolic 

blood pressure at age 15 - 21 years 

Variable 

Regression 

Coefficient for 

DBP (mm Hg) 

95% 

Confidence 

Interval 

P-value 

Linear growth within growth periods, 

adjusted for age & sex1 
   

Birth BMI [z-score] 0.12 -0.49, 0.73 0.705 

Change in BMI 0-6 months 0.24 -0.34, 0.83 0.416 

Change in BMI 6 months – 2 years 0.78 0.17, 1.39 0.013 

Change in BMI 2 years – 8 years 0.71 0.17, 1.25 0.011 

Change in BMI 8 years – 15 years 0.62 0.01, 1.23 0.047 

Model with all growth periods, adjusted 

for age and sex1 
   

Birth BMI [z-score] -0.03 -0.63, 0.58 0.934 

Change in BMI 0-6 month 0.32 -0.28, 0.91 0.291 

Change in BMI 6 months – 2 years 0.64 0.06, 1.23 0.031 

Change in BMI 2 years – 8 years 0.64 0.05, 1.23 0.033 

Change in BMI 8 years – 15 years 0.72 0.11, 1.32 0.021 

Age [years] 0.73 0.45, 1.00 <0.001 

Sex [male vs. female] 0.53 -0.68, 1.75 0.392 

Model with all growth periods adjusted 

for age, sex, gestational age, and birth 

length height1 

   

Birth BMI [z-score] 0.13 -0.50, 0.76 0.690 

Change in BMI 0-6 month 0.33 -0.23, 0.88 0.251 

Change in BMI 6 months – 2 years 0.63 0.10, 1.17 0.021 

Change in BMI 2 years – 8 years 0.62 0.07, 1.18 0.028 

Change in BMI 8 years – 15 years 0.66 0.12, 1.20 0.016 

Gestational age at birth [days] -0.04 -0.10, 0.01 0.121 

Socioeconomic status score at birth [sum 

score] 
0.05 -0.08, 0.19 0.432 

Age [years] 0.72 0.45, 0.99 <0.001 

Sex [male vs. female] 0.21 -1.03, 1.45 0.740 

Current Height [cm] -0.005 -0.02, 0.13 0.602 

Birth length [z-score] 0.83 0.16, 1.50 0.015 
1Birth BMI and change in BMI are expressed as z-scores; coefficients represent the change in systolic 

blood pressure for a 1 standard deviation unit higher BMI at birth or change in BMI for the growth period. 

The change in BMI represents the predicted BMI and observed at end of the period based on the BMI at 

the start of the period.  

Estimates obtained from 1907 diastolic blood pressure measurements from 365 participants average of 5.2 

readings per participant 
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Table 6: Regression coefficients for the combined effect of linear growth and change in 

body mass index on systolic and diastolic blood pressure at age 15-21 years 

Variable 

Regression 

Coefficient for 

DBP (mm Hg) 

95% 

Confidence 

Interval 

P-value 

Systolic Blood Pressure1    

Linear growth rate 0-6 months 1.00 0.22, 1.77 0.011 

Linear growth rate 6 months – 2 years 0.70 -0.25, 1.66 0.145 

Linear growth rate 2 years – 8 years 0.61 -0.20, 1.42 0.136 

Linear growth rate 8 years – 15 years 0.36 -0.80, 1.51 0.593 

Change in BMI 0-6 months 0.44 -0.40, 1.28 0.305 

Change in BMI 6 months – 2 years 1.47 0.62, 2.32 0.001 

Change in BMI 2 years – 8 years 0.88 0.06, 1.70 0.035 

Change in BMI 8 years – 15 years 0.81 0.04, 1.58 0.040 

Age -1.08 -1.37, -0.78 <0.001 

Sex (male vs. female) 7.01 4.59, 9.42 <0.01 

    

Diastolic Blood Pressure1    

Linear growth rate 0-6 month 0.48 -0.18, 1.13 0.151 

Linear growth rate 6 months – 2 years 0.27 -0.46, 0.99 0.469 

Linear growth rate 2 years – 8 years 0.44 -0.20, 1.08 0.174 

Linear growth rate 8 years – 15 years -0.34 -1.31, 0.63 0.483 

Change in BMI 0-6 months 0.13 -0.44, 0.70 0.660 

Change in BMI 6 months – 2 years 0.54 -0.10, 1.19 0.100 

Change in BMI 2 years – 8 years 0.32 -0.33, 0.98 0.328 

Change in BMI 8 years – 15 years 0.63 0.02, 1.25 0.044 

Age (years) 0.73 0.46, 1.00 <0.001 

Sex (male vs. female) 0.92 -0.90, 2.74 0.320 

1Both linear growth and change in BMI are expressed as z-scores; coefficients represent the change in 

systolic or diastolic blood pressure for a 1 standard deviation unit higher value for the growth period. The 

linear growth and change in BMI represent the difference between the predicted value and observed value 

at end of the period based on the value at the start of the period.  

Estimates based on 1909 systolic blood pressure measurements and 1907 diastolic blood pressure 

measurements from 365 participants with an average of 5.2 readings per participant 
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Figure 1: Spaghetti plot showing participants’ height (cm) vs. age (years) for male and 

female participants.  

Each line represents the change in the height (cm) for each participant in the study from birth to age 15 

years. The centre red line represents the mean height for all participants together over the period.  
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Figure 2: Spaghetti plot showing participants’ body mass index (BMI, kg/m2) vs. age 

(years) for male and female participants.  

Each line represents the change in the BMI (kg/m2) for each participant in the study from birth to age 15 

years. The centre red line represents the mean BMI for all participants together over the period.  
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