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ABSTRACT 6 

High blood pressure (BP) or hypertension is a significant risk factor for the global burden of 7 

cardiovascular diseases. Home blood pressure measurements (HBPM) have been 8 

recommended for hypertension diagnosis, treatment initiation and medication titration, but 9 

guidelines for the number of measurements and duration are inconsistent. This study compared 10 

the accuracy of 3 home BP measurements per day for seven days with 24-hour ambulatory BP 11 

measurements. We examined 24-hour ambulatory BP measurements (ABPM) and HBPM 12 

during-morning, afternoon, and evening each day for seven days in healthy community living 13 

volunteers. Standardized Bland-Altman scatterplots and limits of agreement (LOA) were used to 14 

assess absolute reliability and the variability of measurement biases. We used nonparametric 15 

Mann-Whitney U-tests to compare the mean (SD) of the devices. Correlations between HBPM 16 

and 24-hour ABPM measurements were statistically significant at p<0.05. The high correlation 17 

coefficient (r=0.75) was observed between the systolic BP retrieved from two devices compared 18 

to moderate correlation (r=0.46) among diastolic BP. A significant difference was found for 19 

systolic BP (P<0.05) between the HBPM and ABPM but was non-significant for diastolic BP 20 

(P>0.05). In Bland-Altman plots, the LOA between HBPM and ABPM was 0.07-26.23 mmHg for 21 

SBP and 11.24 -16.20 mmHg for DBP. The overall mean difference (bias) in SBP and DBP was 22 

13.08 and 2.48, respectively. Our results suggest that HBPM three times per day for seven days 23 

can potentially be used where ABPM is unavailable. Further studies in a diverse group of people 24 

with hypertension are needed.  25 
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 29 

Introduction 30 

High blood pressure (BP) or hypertension is the leading contributor of cardiovascular morbidity 31 

and mortality with increasing prevalence; it accounted for 10.4 million deaths globally in 2017 32 

[1]. A recent campaign screening 1.2 million people in 80 countries found almost 40% of people 33 

with hypertension were unaware of their condition, and only 33.2% had their BP controlled [1]. 34 

Further, high BP variability is associated with poor cardiovascular outcomes independent of the 35 

level of BP [2]. High BP is associated with several adverse health outcomes, including stroke, 36 

chronic kidney diseases, diabetes complications, among others [3, 4]. 37 

 38 

Despite the importance of BP control, lack of timely diagnosis, monitoring and adequate 39 

treatment of BP remains challenging worldwide [5]. BP undergoes marked variation over 24-40 

hours and often remains asymptomatic in many people. Therefore, traditional BP measurement 41 

at clinics might leave a significant portion of people with potential high BP undiagnosed. Multiple 42 

office visits at different timepoints and measurements by expert health care professionals are 43 

required to diagnose hypertension, which is impractical for many people. Ambulatory BP 44 

measurement (ABPM) is recognized as the reference standard for hypertension detection but is 45 

often intrusive, cumbersome for extended use and costlier than current methods [6]. In contrast, 46 

home BP measurements (HBPM) performed under a specific protocol using validated 47 

equipment can overcome many barriers, such as ruling out white coat hypertension, masked 48 

hypertension and record BP changes over time [7].  49 

 50 

HBPM is an effective means for detecting hypertension and is more closely associated with 51 

hypertension-induced organ damage and adverse cardiovascular outcomes [8]. Several studies 52 
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have compared HBPM with ABPM and clinic BP, which have highlighted the potential of HBPM 53 

as means for hypertension detection and treatment decisions [3, 9-11]. However, there is 54 

currently no recommendation for the number of measurements or period of follow-up required 55 

each day for HBPM to establish it as a feasible alternative to ABPM. To address this gap, we 56 

aimed to determine the comparability of 3 home BP measurements per day at home over seven 57 

days with 24-hour ambulatory BP measurement.  58 

 59 

Methods 60 

A convenience sample of 20 healthy adult volunteers was recruited via advertisements at the 61 

Deakin University Burwood Campus, Melbourne, Australia. Participants were selected from 62 

community settings and attendees at general practice clinics in Melbourne. All participants had 63 

normal BP (<130/90 mmHg) at enrollment, were willing to wear an ambulatory BP device for 24-64 

hours and record home BP measurement three times a day for the next seven days. We 65 

excluded those taking antihypertensive medications, had severe debilitating diseases, limited 66 

mobility, and known mental disorders. The study protocol was approved by the Deakin 67 

University Faculty of Health Human Ethics Advisory Group (HEAG-H 135_2017). 68 

 69 

We used an ABPM device (A & D Medical Corp, TM-2430) with an adult cuff size to obtain 24-70 

hour BP readings. The ABPM device was programmed to record BP every 30 minutes during 16 71 

hours of that day and every 60 minutes during the remaining 8 hours at night. We provided 72 

study participants with a validated home BP device (Omron HEM 7121). They were requested 73 

to take BP measurements three times each day during-morning, afternoon, and evening using 74 

the provided device and record values using a log sheet. Participants were educated regarding 75 

the proper use of each device and how to complete the log sheet. After seven days, all records 76 

were collected for data entry and analysis.  77 

 78 
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The primary outcome of this study was the mean difference between 24-hours ABPM and 79 

HBPM measurements for seven days. Data were presented as mean, SD (standard deviation), 80 

and range. The mean HBPM measurements were compared against corresponding reference 81 

ABPM values. Extreme values were manually investigated to rule out possible measurement 82 

errors. As the data did not differ significantly, we used the entire dataset from all devices in 83 

these analyses. Pearson product-moment correlation coefficients were estimated. Data were 84 

explored graphically using box plots and scatter plots to determine the agreement between the 85 

two measurements. Standardized Bland-Altman scatterplots and limits of agreement (LOA) 86 

were used to assess absolute reliability and the variability of measurement biases across the 87 

measurement range. We used nonparametric Mann-Whitney U tests to compare the mean (SD) 88 

of the devices and measure the P-value for Box plot analysis. MATLAB 2017a software was 89 

used to perform data analyses.  90 

 91 

Results 92 

After seven days of home BP and 24-hour ABPM measurement, we collected 840 and 1530 BP 93 

measurements from the respective devices. The majority of participants were young with a 94 

mean age of 20.4 (± 5.4) years, highly educated (65% university graduate), employed (60%), 95 

and equal participation from both sexes. Mean baseline BP was 112/74 mm Hg. Overall 96 

participant characteristics are presented in Table 1. 97 

 98 

The mean systolic and diastolic values of HBPM and 24-hour ABPM were similar. The 99 

correlations between HBPM and 24-hour ABPM measurements were statistically significant at 100 

p<0.05. A high Pearson product-moment correlation coefficient (r=0.75) was observed for the 101 

systolic BP retrieved from two devices compared to moderate correlation (r=0.46) for diastolic 102 

BP (Supplementary Figure 1). A significant difference was found for systolic BP (P<0.05) 103 

between the HBPM and ABPM, but this difference was non-significant for diastolic BP (P>0.05). 104 
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 105 

The Box plot (Figure 1) and the Bland-Altman plots for systolic and diastolic measurements by 106 

ABPM and HBPM revealed no systematic biases. LOA between HBPM and ABPM devices was 107 

0.07-26.23 mm Hg for SBP and 11.24 -16.20 mm Hg for DBP. The overall mean difference 108 

(bias) in SBP and DBP was 13.08 and 2.48, respectively (Supplementary Figure 2). Overall, for 109 

the ABPM device, the mean (SD) systolic and diastolic BP was 125.08 (9.86) mmHg and 73.87 110 

(6.31) mmHg, respectively. For the Home BP device, the mean (SD) systolic and diastolic BP 111 

was 112.00 (8.76) mmHg and 71.39 (7.25) mmHg. 112 

 113 

Discussion 114 

In this study, we assessed whether a pre-specified home BP measurement strategy provided 115 

reliable estimates of BP compared to 24-hours ABPM, the gold standard for detecting 116 

hypertension and treatment initiation. Our results suggest that HBPM measurements three 117 

times per day for seven days could be an alternative approach to detect hypertension, monitor 118 

BP and optimize treatment where ABPM is unavailable or impractical.  119 

 120 

BP is an important marker of cardiovascular health and can be measured and monitored by 121 

participants in their homes using commercially available HBPM devices. The 2017 American 122 

College of Cardiology, the US Preventive Services Task Force and most recent 2020 123 

International Society of Hypertension Global Hypertension Practice Guidelines recommend 124 

obtaining out-of-clinic BP measurements to confirm the diagnosis of hypertension before 125 

initiating treatment [4, 11, 12]. A study by Bello et al. reported the use of HBPM to estimate 126 

home BP reliably and out-of-clinic hypertension diagnosis [8]. The study suggested an average 127 

of morning and evening readings of 3 days of HBPM but did not validate the findings against an 128 

ABPM. Another study comparing HBPM with automated clinic BP showed that HBPM was much 129 

higher compared to clinic BP.   130 
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 131 

Although HBPM is widely recommended, currently, there is no consensus regarding the 132 

recommended number of measurements in a day and follow-up period required to diagnose 133 

hypertension compared to ABPM. Previous systematic reviews reported differences in the 134 

number of days, readings each day and timings needed to diagnose BP [10, 13]. Bello et al. 135 

suggested HBPM using the average of morning and evening readings for three days but 136 

compared HBPM with office BP only [8]. Our results correlate with previous studies showing 137 

good reliability and agreement between HBPM and ABPM [3, 14, 15]. Other studies have 138 

reported negligible or no agreement between ABPM and HBPM [9, 16]. These differences might 139 

be due to the different methods of obtaining HBPM measurements, using different devices, 140 

population groups, and analysis methods. Our participants were relatively young, employed, 141 

and probably had high physical activity compared to previous studies. 142 

 143 

HBPM is easy to perform, less burdensome, and cheapest among all BP measurement 144 

methods. Our data showed that HBPM performed well compared to ABPM. Current clinic BP 145 

measuring techniques are vulnerable to the white coat hypertension phenomena and masked 146 

hypertension, resulting in overuse or underuse of medication. In contrast, there are several 147 

barriers to the widespread adoption of ABPM in regular clinical practice, specifically in resource-148 

poor settings, rural and remote areas. Therefore, it might be more practical in clinical practise to 149 

encourage participants to monitor their BP at home three times per day for a week and report 150 

the findings during a consultation. The approach might help clinicians improve hypertension 151 

diagnosis and monitor medication effectiveness and titration for optimum BP control. Further, 152 

newer internet-enabled HBPM devices enable reporting BP changes more accurately and 153 

integrate with clinic record systems providing better BP management insights.  154 

 155 
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A significant strength of this study was the comparison of HBPM against ABPM in healthy young 156 

adults. Our study had few potential limitations. We did not record the exact time point of home 157 

BP measurements and activities performed before measurement, which could bias the reports. 158 

Participants measured BP three times (morning, evening and night) at their convenience. Our 159 

sample size was small, relatively young and non-hypertensive; therefore, the results need to be 160 

interpreted with caution. Further research comparing different HBPM devices and approaches in 161 

diverse population groups is recommended.  162 

 163 

Conclusion 164 

HBPM measurements three times per day for seven days could be an alternative approach to 165 

detect and manage hypertension; however, further studies are recommended in diverse groups 166 

with hypertension. This approach could be helpful in low-resource settings where ABPM is not 167 

feasible.  168 
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 255 

Table 1. Characteristics of the study participants 256 

Characteristics Study participants (n=20) 

Male, % 50% 

Age in years, mean (SD); range 20.3 (5.4); 37.2 - 18.5 

BMIa, mean (SD); range 23.6 (3.3); 19.9 - 25.9 

Married/Living with partner, % 40% 

Education (Masters or above) 65% 

Employment (Fulltime) % 60% 

Baseline Systolic BP, mean (SD); range 112.35 (9.79); 95 - 131 

Baseline Diastolic BP, mean (SD); range 73.75 (9.14); 47- 96 

aBMI: body mass index. 257 

 258 
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 260 

Figure 1: Bland-Altman plots for mean BP measured by ambulatory vs home device 261 
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