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ABSTRACT

Background

Sodium reduction lowers blood pressure and albuminuria, indicating a hypothesized
but yet-to-be proven association between sodium intake and kidney-related endpoints.
Objectives

We aimed to investigate the associations of 24-h urinary sodium excretion, reflecting
daily sodium intake, with kidney-related outcomes.

Methods

Prospective cohort of 444,086 middle- to early late-aged participants from the UK
Biobank. The primary outcome was a composite of incident end-stage kidney disease
(ESKD) and death due to a kidney-related cause, each of which was separately
examined as a secondary outcome. Death due to a non-kidney related cause prior to
ESKD was considered a competing event.

Results

The mean 24-h urinary sodium excretion estimated from spot urinary biomarkers was
3.3 g. During a median follow-up of 11.8 years, 1,256 composite events occurred.
Multivariable-adjusted cause-specific hazards models showed that, with every 1-g
increment in 24-h urinary sodium excretion, hazard ratios (95% confidence intervals)
were 1.03 (0.91-1.16), 1.08 (0.88-1.32), and 1.01 (0.88-1.16) for the composite
outcome, incident ESKD, and kidney-related death, respectively. Similar null results
were observed when the exposure was treated as binary (<2 g/d vs. =2 g/d) or
multicategorical (quartiles). Nonlinear associations were not detected with restricted
cubic splines. The findings also held constant in prespecified sensitivity and subgroup
analyses.

Conclusions

Estimated 24-h urinary sodium excretion was not linearly or nonlinearly associated
with the incidence of ESKD or death due to kidney-related causes. Our findings did not
support the hypothesized notion that sodium intake should be reduced to prevent

kidney-related endpoints at the population level.
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INTRODUCTION

Current guidelines propose low sodium intake in adults [1], although the recommended
upper limit of daily sodium intake varies between 1.5 g and 2.4 g according to different
guideline-issuing authorities [2, 3]. This recommendation relies on convincing
evidence that high sodium intake causally increases blood pressure, as well as on the
inference that interventions to reduce blood pressure will subsequently decrease target
organ damage [1]. However, whether the effects of manipulating sodium intake can
successfully translate to the expected benefits remains inconclusive [4, 5]. Therefore,
research that directly validates the relationship between sodium intake and hard clinical

endpoints is warranted.

Uncontrolled high blood pressure has long been recognized as an important risk factor
for the initiation and progression of kidney diseases. In addition, albuminuria serves as
another key determinant of progressive kidney function loss [6]. Akin to its impact on
blood pressure, sodium reduction ameliorates urinary excretion of albumin in people
with chronic kidney disease (CKD) [7, 8]. Through causal pathways involving blood
pressure and/or albuminuria, sodium intake is thus presumed to be associated with the
long-term progression of kidney impairment. A recent systematic review summarizing
cross-sectional, cohort, and intervention studies however concluded that robust
evidence suggesting sodium reduction delays the progression of kidney function
decline is lacking [ 7]. Previous results of this kind have been mainly obtained in patients
with CKD, and notably, two major concerns exist, both of which could indicate flaws
in the available evidence. Reverse causality, introduced by the fact that overt CKD
patients may either eat less or adhere to the recommendation of low sodium intake,
tends to lead to underestimation of the sodium-kidney outcome relation [9].
Furthermore, the ability to excrete sodium decreases with progressive decline in kidney
function, compromising the reliability of urinary biomarker measurement, which is
often utilized as a metric of sodium intake in epidemiological research [10]. Data from

a large-scale population-based cohort would be of great value to elucidate the
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controversy about the hypothesized but unproven benefit of sodium reduction.

As the association between sodium intake and clinically significant kidney outcomes is
still debated, we investigated the linear and nonlinear associations of 24-h urinary
sodium excretion, mirroring daily sodium intake, with the incidence of end-stage
kidney disease (ESKD) in 444,086 community-dwelling UK Biobank participants. In
exploratory analyses, we evaluated whether these associations were mediated by blood
pressure and albuminuria. Several a priori determined sensitivity analyses were also

undertaken to confirm the main finding.
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MATERIALS AND METHODS
Data sharing
Datasets related to this work are available at the UK Biobank resource

(https://www.ukbiobank.ac.uk/), and the code used for all analyses is available on

request.

Study design and participants

The UK Biobank comprises 502,638 volunteers aged 40 to 69 years (94% of self-
reported European ancestry) recruited through the United Kingdom National Health
Service registers between April 2007 and December 2010. The UK Biobank received
ethical approval from the North West Multi-Center Research Ethics Committee (REC
reference: 11/NW/03820). Participants attended 1 of 22 dedicated assessment centers
in England, Scotland, and Wales, as described elsewhere [11]. All participants gave
written informed consent before enrolment, and the study was conducted in accord with
the principles of the Declaration of Helsinki. After providing informed consent,
participants completed a computer-based questionnaire on demographics, life-course
exposures, self-reported health behavior, medical history, and treatments. Additionally,
participants underwent a standardized portfolio of clinical examinations and assays of

biological samples.

The present study is a prospective cohort study based on UK Biobank participants. The
study hypothesis arose before inspection of the data and a research plan had been
submitted to the UK Biobank (application ID 65814). However, no protocol for the

present analysis was published.

Figure 1 depicts the process of inclusion and exclusion. In brief, this study included
participants without ESKD (field 42026) at baseline according to a prespecified
algorithm (https://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/ukb/ukb/docs/alg_outcome_esrd.pdf), with

random urine samples collected and tested for urine sodium and -creatinine
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concentrations, and who did not withdraw from the UK Biobank as of August 9, 2021.
The exclusion criteria were incomplete data (age, sex, height, weight, etc.) for
estimating 24-h urinary sodium excretion, 24-h urinary sodium excretion outliers, and

prevalent malignant tumor (fields 40005 and 40012) at baseline.

Exposure estimates

A spot midstream urine sample was obtained at the end of a 2-h visit and refrigerated
between 2°C and 8°C. All urinary biomarkers were measured on a single Beckman
Coulter AU5400 clinical chemistry analyzer using the manufacturer’s reagents and
calibrators, except for urinary albumin, for which reagents and calibrators were sourced
from Randox Bioscience. The Beckman Coulter AU5400 analyzer used a
potentiometric measurement for the determination of sodium (field 30530) and
potassium (field 30520) concentrations and a photometric measurement for the
determination of creatinine (field 30510) and albumin (field 30500) concentrations. The
analysis method for urinary sodium and potassium involved a sample predilution step,
while for urinary albumin and creatinine assays, it allowed samples with results
exceeding the upper analytical limit of the assay to be diluted and reanalyzed. Internal
quality  control was  performed for all 4  wurinary  biomarkers

(http://biobank.ctsu.ox.ac.uk/crystal/docs/urine_assay.pdf).

The primary exposure was 24-h urinary sodium excretion (g/d) estimated from the spot
urinary biomarker concentrations based on the sex-specific International Cooperative
Study on Salt, Other Factors, and Blood Pressure (INTERSALT) equations with a
Western Europe intercept [12]. The method of using spot urine samples to approximate
daily excretion is widely used, especially for surveys with large populations. The
INTERSALT equations, adopted in another study based on the UK Biobank data [13],
are the least biased compared with other predictive equations, including the Kawasaki
equations. Unlike the Kawasaki equations, the INTERSALT equations have been

developed using nonfasting spot urine samples as obtained in the UK Biobank. The sex-
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specific Kawasaki equations were also used to estimate the exposure of interest and

were used instead of the INTERSALT equations in a sensitivity analysis [14].

Primary and secondary outcomes

The follow-up period started on the date of first assessment and ended on the date of
death, first date of ESKD diagnosis, or the end of follow-up, whichever occurred first.
Both retrospective and prospective data linked to electronic health records, including
hospital episode statistics data on diagnoses and operations and cause of death data
through the Office for National Statistics, are available in the UK Biobank. The follow-
up periods ended on February 28% 2021 for death data and censoring

(https://biobank.ctsu.ox.ac.uk/crystal/exinfo.cgi?src=Data_providers _and dates, last

accessed October 1%, 2021) and on March 31, 2019 for algorithmically-defined ESKD

incidence (https://biobank.ctsu.ox.ac.uk/crystal/label.cgi?id=42, last accessed October

15, 2021).

The primary outcome of interest was a composite endpoint consisting of ESKD and
death due to a kidney-related cause. ESKD was defined as reaching CKD stage 5 or
requiring kidney replacement therapy (dialysis or kidney transplantation), according to
the 10" revision of the International Classification of Diseases (ICD-10) codes (E85.3,
N16.5,N18.0, N18.5, Q60.1, T82.4, T86.1,Y60.2, Y61.2,Y62.2,Y84.1, Z49.0, Z49.1,
749.2, 794.0, and Z99.2) and the 4" version of the Office of Population Censuses and
Surveys Classification of Interventions and Procedures codes (L74.1, L74.2, L74.3,
L74.4, L74.5, L74.6, L74.8, L74.9, M01.2, M01.3, M01.4, MO1.5, MO1.8, MO01.9,
MO02.3, M08.4, M17.2, M17.4, M17.8, M17.9, X40.1, X40.2, X40.3, X40.4, X40.5,
X40.6, X40.7, X40.8, X40.9, X41.1, X41.2, X41.8, X41.9, X42.1, X42.8, X42.9, and
X43.1) during hospitalization or ICD-10 codes (N18.0 and N18.5) listed in any position
in a death record, as per an algorithm

(https://biobank.ndph.ox.ac.uk/ukb/ukb/docs/alg_outcome esrd.pdf) prespecified by

the UK Biobank Outcome Adjudication Group. Death due to a kidney-related cause
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was defined as death where chronic or unspecified kidney failure was listed as a primary
or contributing cause of death based on ICD-10 codes (N18 and N19) [15]. Death due
to the remaining causes prior to ESKD was treated as a competing event. Additionally,
we separately examined initiation of ESKD and death due to a kidney-related cause

during follow-up as the secondary outcomes.

Covariates

Covariates were 1). Demographic factors, including age (field 21022), sex (field 31),
ethnicity (field 21000; categorized into white, Asian, black, and others), education
(field 6138; categorized into level 1, level 2, level 3, and level 4), and Townsend
deprivation index (field 189); 2). Lifestyle factors, including smoking (field 20116),
alcohol consumption (field 20117), metabolic equivalents (field 22040), and 24-h
urinary potassium excretion (representing daily potassium intake; calculated by the
Kawasaki equation based on fields 30520 and 30510) [14]; 3). Anthropometric and
clinical measurements, including body mass index (BMI; field 21001), waist
circumference (field 48), systolic blood pressure (SBP; field 4080), and diastolic blood
pressure (DBP; field 94); 4). Comorbid conditions, including hypertension (field
131286), diabetes (field 2443), cardiovascular diseases (CVDs; defined as any diseases
of the circulatory system, excluding essential hypertension, stroke, and diseases of
arteries, veins, and lymph), and stroke (field 42006); 5). Medications (field 20003),
including diuretics, angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors (ACEIs), angiotensin II
inhibitors (ARBs), and systemic corticosteroids; and 6). Kidney measures, including
estimated glomerular filtration rate (¢GFR; calculated by the cystatin C-based Chronic
Kidney Disease Epidemiology Collaboration Equations) [16] and urine albumin-to-
creatinine ratio (UACR; categorized into normal, microalbuminuria, and
macroalbuminuria). Details of these measurements can be found in the UK Biobank

Data Showcase (http://biobank.ctsu.ox.ac.uk/crystal/).

Statistical analyses
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We first carried out descriptive analyses. Baseline characteristics are presented as the
mean (standard deviation) for symmetrical continuous variables, median (interquartile
range) for skewed continuous variables, and number (percentage) for categorical
variables, in the study population as a whole and according to quartiles of 24-h urinary
sodium excretion. For all the endpoints, medium (interquartile range) follow-up periods
and the numbers of events that occurred during the follow-up were recorded; in addition,
annual incidence rates were calculated. We also used cumulative incidence function
curves to describe the outcomes during follow-up, according to quartiles of 24-h urinary
sodium excretion. Considering the competing risks, we plotted the cumulative
incidence function curves based on both cause-specific hazards models and

subdistribution hazards models.

The associations between 24-h urinary sodium excretion and outcomes were analysed.
Taking into account the competing risks, we investigated the associations using cause-
specific hazards models [17]. The participants lost to follow-up were considered
censoring. The proportional hazard assumption was evaluated using Schoenfeld
residuals. When the assumption was not fulfilled, a time-dependent covariate was
constructed for continuous variables, and a stratified Cox procedure was carried out for
discrete variables. Multicollinearity was assessed in each model with the variance
inflation factor (VIF). The variables with VIF values above 5 were considered to have
severe collinearity and were excluded except for one variable that was the most relevant

to the outcomes in a biological sense.

For each of the three outcomes, we constructed a crude model and three multivariable
models that included an increasing number of covariates. Model 1 was adjusted for
baseline demographic (age, sex, ethnicity, education, and Townsend deprivation index)
and lifestyle factors (smoking, alcohol consumption, metabolic equivalents, and 24-h
urinary potassium excretion). Model 2 was adjusted for additional variables, including

anthropometric measurements (BMI and waist circumference), comorbid conditions
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(hypertension, diabetes, CVDs, and stroke), medications (diuretics, ACEIs, ARBs, and
systemic corticosteroids), and baseline eGFR. In model 3, we additionally adjusted for
mediators of SBP, DBP, and UACR. The exposure of 24-h urinary sodium excretion
was entered into the model as 1) a continuous variable without transformation; 2) a
binary variable (<2 g/d vs. >2 g/d, where sodium intake of less than 2 g/d is
recommended by the World Health Organization) [1]; and 3) a discrete variable
constructed based on quartiles. We confirmed all these models with the Fine and Gray
approach (subdistribution hazards models) as a substitute to manage the competing
risks. Additionally, the potential nonlinear relationship between 24-h urinary sodium
excretion and all endpoints was evaluated on a continuous scale with restricted cubic
spline curves based on cause-specific hazards models. The participants with missing
covariate data were excluded from the analyses. Data are presented as hazard ratios

(HRs) and 95% confidence intervals (Cls).

Furthermore, to assess the robustness of the results, we performed several sensitivity
analyses. First, since certain medications might interfere with the results of urinary
biomarkers, we excluded participants who took diuretics, ACEIs, ARBs, or
glucocorticoids at baseline. Second, to reduce the risk of reverse causation, we excluded
participants who had prevalent congestive heart failure or CKD stage 4-5 at baseline,
developed ESKD or died within 2 years of follow-up. Moreover, we conducted analyses

using the exposure of 24-h urinary sodium excretion calculated by Kawasaki equations.

For the composite endpoint of ESKD and kidney-related death, we conducted
preplanned stratified analyses to assess the potential interaction of 24-h urinary sodium
excretion as a continuous variable and the following factors that might be effect
modifiers or mediators: age (<50 y, 50-<60 y, and >60 y), sex (women or men), ethnicity
(white or nonwhite), 24-h urinary potassium excretion (tertiles), hypertension (present
or absent), CVDs (present or absent), stroke (present or absent), ACEIs or ARBs usage
(yes or no), eGFR (<60 ml/min/1.73m? 60-<90 ml/min/1.73m? and >90

11
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ml/min/1.73m?), and UACR (<30 mg/g, 30-<300 mg/g, and >300 mg/g). Covariates
included in these analyses were in line with those in the aforementioned model 2, when
appropriate. We evaluated the potential interaction by modelling the cross-product term

of the stratified variable and 24-h urinary sodium excretion.
All statistical analyses were performed using R Statistical Software, version 4.0.3. All

statistical tests were two-sided, and we considered a P value less than 0.05 to be

statistically significant.
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RESULTS

Baseline characteristics

Of the 502,462 UK Biobank participants, 58,376 were excluded based on the inclusion
and exclusion criteria, leaving 444,086 participants eligible for analysis in the study
(Figure 1). The mean (standard deviation) urinary sodium excretion was 3.3 (0.8) g/d
calculated by INTERSALT equations and 4.1 (1.2) g/d calculated by Kawasaki
equations (Figure S1). Only 2.1% and 2.8% of the participants met the World Health
Organization recommendation that sodium intake should be less than 2 g/d, estimated

by the INTERSALT and Kawasaki equations, respectively.

Table 1 shows the baseline characteristics of the study participants collectively, as well
as grouped by quartiles of 24-h urinary sodium excretion. Among the 444,086
participants, the mean age was 56.2 years, and 54.1% were women. The overall mean
24-h urinary sodium excretion was higher in men than in women (4.0 g/d vs. 2.8 g/d).
In summary, people in the lowest 24-h urinary sodium excretion quartile (Q1) had a
higher prevalence of white individuals and a higher education level than those in the
highest quartile (Q4). In addition, people in Q1 had a higher prevalence of never
smoking and never consuming alcohol. They had a lower prevalence of use of diuretics,
ACEIs, or ARBs and lower rates of comorbidities, including hypertension, diabetes,
CVDs, and stroke. They also had lower 24-h urinary potassium excretion, BMI, waist

circumference, and blood pressure, and a lower prevalence of albuminuria.

24-h urinary sodium excretion and the outcomes

The mean follow-up period for the composite endpoint of ESKD and kidney-related
death was 11.8 (interquartile range 11.3-12.7) years, that for incident ESKD was 10.0
(interquartile range 9.4-10.8) years, and that for kidney mortality was 11.8 (interquartile
range 11.3-12.7) years. During follow-up, 1130 (0.3%) participants lost to follow-up,
1,256 (0.3%) participants developed the composite endpoint, 459 (0.1%) participants
progressed to ESKD, and 962 (0.2%) participants died due to a kidney-related cause.

13
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The incidence rates were 24.0, 10.3, and 18.3 per 100,000 person-years for the

composite endpoint, ESKD, and kidney-related death, respectively.

Figure 2 presents the cumulative incidence functions for participants in quartiles of 24-
h urinary sodium excretion based on cause-specific and subdistribution hazards models.
Both approaches provided similar estimated cumulative incidence functions for all the
outcomes. By 12.7 (Q3 of the follow-up time) years, cumulative incidence rates of
primary and secondary outcomes were higher in participants in Q4 (0.6%) than those

in Q1 (0.2%).

As shown in Table 2, in crude models, 24-h urinary sodium excretion appeared to be
positively associated with the composite endpoint of ESKD and kidney-related death
and with each component. Next, we examined the association between 24-h urinary
sodium excretion and the primary and secondary outcomes, adjusted for potential
confounders, including age, sex, ethnicity, education, Townsend deprivation index,
smoking, alcohol consumption, metabolic equivalents, and 24-h urinary potassium
excretion in model 1, and for waist circumference, hypertension, diabetes, CVDs,
stroke, diuretics, ACEIs, ARBs, systemic corticosteroids, and eGFR in model 2 (BMI
was excluded due to the collinearity problem). The cause-specific hazards results
shown in Table 2 indicate that associations between all forms of 24-h urinary sodium
excretion and the composite endpoint were weak and statistically nonsignificant.
Likewise, null results were observed for the secondary outcomes separately. The
visualized results shown in Figure 3 are consistent with these analyses. The HRs for
the outcomes were not significantly different from one, with the confidence interval
overlapping the null across the spectrum of 24-h urinary sodium excretion. After
additionally adjusting for the mediators of SBP, DBP, and UACR in model 3, the results
generally held null for the outcomes, and the HRs of 24-h urinary sodium excretion on
a continuous scale further decreased somewhat compared with those in model 2 (Table

2). Results were also confirmed with subdistribution hazards models to address the
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competing risks, as shown in Table S1.

Sensitivity and subgroup analyses

The result that 24-h urinary sodium excretion was not significantly associated with the
composite endpoint of ESKD and renal caused death was also found in the following
sensitivity analyses: 1) when we excluded participants who used diuretics, ACEIs,
ARBs, or glucocorticoids at baseline; 2) when we excluded participants who had
congestive heart failure or CKD stage 4-5 at baseline or developed ESKD or died within
two years of follow-up; and 3) when we used the exposure of 24-h urinary sodium

excretion calculated by the Kawasaki equations (Table S2).

We conducted stratified analyses for the primary outcome of interest according to
several prespecified factors. We observed that in all the subgroups, the HRs of 24-h
urinary sodium excretion were not significantly different from one (Figure 4). In
addition, the P > 0.05 of all cross-product terms did not support that the effect size of
24-h urinary sodium excretion on the composite endpoint was significantly different in

each stratum.
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DISCUSSION

In this large prospective population-based cohort study, we observed no associations,
linear or nonlinear, between estimated 24-h urinary sodium excretion and future kidney-
related hard endpoints in 444,086 UK Biobank participants followed for over 10 years.
This study is the first to investigate the association between sodium intake and kidney-
related endpoints in the general population. The solid null results add to the literature
that sodium restriction does not suffice to translate to clinically significant reductions

in kidney-related events.

A number of strengths contribute to the significance of the present work. This study
utilized the largest scale, prospective data to date to investigate the associations of
urinary sodium excretion with ESKD and kidney-related death. The relatively large
number of events witnessed during follow-up provided us with the possibility of
addressing this issue with sufficient power, assuring the validity of our negative results.
The nature of the population-based cohort, combining with further exclusion of
participants with overt or possibly subclinical morbid conditions that readily altered
sodium intake at baseline in a sensitivity analysis, reduced the risk of reverse causality.
Strict quality control for data (and biological samples) collection and outcome
adjudication minimized systematic errors. Last, the use of both linear and nonlinear
models, the consideration of competing risks, and a series of sensitivity analyses

improve the robustness and consistency of the main finding.

Overall, randomized trials have shown that sodium restriction (< 2.3 g/d) reduces blood
pressure and albuminuria in CKD and general populations [18-21], without a beneficial
effect on kidney function being reported [19-24]. Nevertheless, these interventional
studies are typically limited by sample size and short duration. A recent Cochrane
systematic review evaluated 21 randomized controlled trials published through October
2020, involving a total of 1197 adults with CKD (725 in low sodium vs. 725 in high

sodium) [8]. The average study duration was only 7 weeks, ranging from 1 to 36 weeks.
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None of these trials assessed the impact on the incidence of death or the need for kidney
replacement therapy. Instead, these studies focused on surrogate markers, for instance,
blood pressure, proteinuria, serum creatinine, or body weight. More recently, the results
from a large cluster-randomized trial including 20,995 participants at high risk of stroke
did not support a favorable effect of salt substitutes on kidney-related death, which was
treated as one of the secondary endpoints, during 5 years of follow-up [25]. As a result,
intervention studies to date have provided little evidence directly linking sodium
restriction with long-term kidney outcomes, albeit the findings of lowering blood

pressure and albuminuria in the short term are of high certainty.

The results of kidney disease progression therefore have to be largely derived from
observational studies. Previous publications, however, show conflicting results
investigating the association between sodium intake and subsequent onset or
progression of CKD. Several studies observed that high sodium intake is associated
with future ESKD, halving of eGFR from baseline, or risk of death [26-29], but the
findings could not be replicated by others [30-32]. For this reason, limited and
inconsistent evidence supports an association between high sodium intake and kidney
outcomes [7, 33]. The large discrepancy in findings in the CKD population is
attributable, at least to some extent, to reverse causality and measurement errors.
Distinct from randomized trials, sodium intake, usually measured using urinary
biomarkers or dietary recall, is the exposure factor in observational studies, and subjects
are divided according to the levels of sodium intake rather than randomized assignment.
Patients with CKD may eat less due to poor appetite or adherence to the
recommendations, resulting in reverse causality [9]. With a decline in kidney function,
the ability to excrete sodium is likely to be compromised, further complicating the
relationship of urinary sodium-based exposure with outcomes [10]. Data in the non-
CKD population are less prone to the aforementioned bias. Even though somewhat
mixed [34], most results propose that high sodium intake is associated with developing

CKD in high-risk individuals [35-37], as well as with longitudinal changes in eGFR
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[38, 39]. Nevertheless, the relatively small sample size may have prevented researchers
from further determining the association between sodium intake and ESKD or kidney-

related mortality in the previous literature [40, 41].

Apart from observational and interventional studies, Mendelian randomization, which
utilizes genetic variants as instrumental variable [42], also contributes to causal
inference within a triangulation framework [43]. In a two-sample Mendelian
randomization analysis, high sodium intake was not unfavorably linked with kidney
function [44]. Since each study approach has different key sources of potential bias that
are unrelated to each other [45], the reality that the results of interventional and
Mendelian randomization studies altogether point to a similar null conclusion [25, 44]

indeed strengthens confidence in our observational findings.

We found that sodium intake is not a risk factor, or is solely a minor risk factor
compared with other established risk factors for incident ESKD or death. The reasons
have not been fully elucidated. One possible interpretation is, as depicted in Figure 5,
that sodium restriction leads to a reduction in levels of blood pressure and albuminuria
but comes at the cost of higher plasma renin and aldosterone concentrations. Evidence
of such side effects is consistent, indicating a compensatory response to a decrease in
effective circulating volume caused by sodium restriction, especially in persons with
normal blood pressure [46]. Both renin [47, 48] and aldosterone [49] can directly cause
kidney damage, in turn counteracting the potential benefits via favorable effects of
sodium restriction on blood pressure and albuminuria. Specifically, our study cohort
mostly consisted of participants at low- or intermediate-risk of future kidney-related
events, with approximately 90% and 95% of them being normotensive and
normoalbuminuric, respectively. The net effect of sodium intake tended to be neutral
after balancing its beneficial and detrimental effects, as observed in such a community-
dwelling population. Another interpretation is that only a single baseline measurement

of the exposure was available in most of the participants, precluding us from
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implementing the time-varying covariate. It has been reported that approximately half
of people might alter their dietary sodium intake by more than 0.8 g over time [50]. On
the other hand, some previous studies have proposed that both high sodium and low
sodium may be diversely associated with clinical outcomes, and the effect of each may
negate the effect of the other. However, this suspicion is not supported by our nonlinear

analysis.

Several limitations of our study should be acknowledged. First, given the observational
nature of the data, we described associations rather than inferring causality because
reverse causality and residual confounding were impossible to completely avoid.
Second, participants recruited to the UK Biobank were volunteers and, thus, may not
be representative of the general population. Additionally, the vast majority of
participants were of European white descent despite the inclusion of other ethnicities.
Hence, our results should be interpreted cautiously and await confirmation in other
ethnic groups with significantly different diets or prevalence of and predispositions to
kidney diseases. Third, a random urinary spot sample was used as a measure of sodium
excretion due to the difficulty in collecting and processing overnight or 24-h urine
samples in such a very large population cohort with multiple study centers and a central
biobank. We had to employ both the INTERSALT and Kawasaki equations, which led
to cross-validation to some extent since the bias of both approaches may not be identical
[51]. Sodium intake appeared linearly associated with blood pressure and urine
albumin-to-creatinine ratio, i.e., positive controls, reducing the probability that
exposure misclassification biased results to the null. Lastly, repeat eGFR measures over
the follow-up period were not available for most UK Biobank participants, preventing
us from further investigating the association of sodium intake with trajectories of

kidney function decline.
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CONCLUSIONS

To conclude, this population-based cohort study suggested that estimated 24-h urinary
sodium excretion was not linearly or nonlinearly associated with the incidence of ESKD
or death due to a kidney-related cause. Compared to international recommendations and
guidelines, the UK Biobank participants, in line with the world’s population in general,
consume too much dietary sodium [52]. Our finding nonetheless did not support the
hypothesized notion that sodium intake should be reduced to prevent the development
and progression of fatal and nonfatal kidney events, at least in individuals at low- or
intermediate-risk. It might be more appropriate for future guidelines to propose tailored

range of sodium consumption.
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FIGURE LEGENDS
Figure 1. Flow chart of inclusion and exclusion.

Abbreviations: ESKD, end-stage kidney disease; UKB, UK Biobank.

Figure 2. Cumulative incidence functions for primary (a and b) and secondary
outcomes (c and d for end-stage kidney disease; e and f for kidney-related death) by
24-h sodium excretion quartiles on the basis of cause-specific hazards models and

subdistribution hazards models.

Figure 3. Restricted cubic splines for primary (a) and secondary outcomes (b for end-
stage kidney disease, and c for kidney caused death).

The analyses were adjusted for age, sex, ethnicity, education, Townsend deprivation
index, smoking, alcohol consumption, metabolic equivalents, 24-h urinary potassium
excretion, waist circumference, hypertension, diabetes, cardiovascular disease, stroke,
diuretics, angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors, angiotensin II receptor blockers,
systemic corticosteroids, and estimated glomerular filtration rate. Each point of the
curve is the pointwise average hazard ratio. Shaded areas represent 95% confidence
intervals. White vertical lines through confidence shade represent 2.5™ percentile, first

quartile, median, third quartile, and 97.5" percentile of 24-h urinary sodium excretion.

Figure 4. Hazard ratio for the primary outcome in prespecified subgroups.

The analyses were adjusted for age, sex, Townsend deprivation index, education,
ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, metabolic equivalents, 24-h urinary
potassium excretion, waist circumference, hypertension, diabetes, cardiovascular
disease, stroke, diuretics, angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors or angiotensin II
receptor blockers, and estimated glomerular filtration rate, if appropriate.
Abbreviations: ACEls, angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors; ARBs, angiotensin
IT receptor blockers; ClIs, confidence intervals; CVDs, cardiovascular disease; eGFR,

estimated glomerular filtration rate; UACR, urine albumin-to-creatinine ratio.
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Figure 5. Proposed interpretation of the net effects of sodium restriction in different
people.

Sodium restriction leads to a reduction in levels of blood pressure and albuminuria but
comes at the cost of certain adverse risks, such as higher plasma renin and aldosterone
concentrations. In people at high risk, the benefits of sodium reduction exceed the
harms; whereas the harms may counteract the benefits in people at low- or intermediate
risk.

Abbreviations: DBP, diastolic blood pressure; SBP, systolic blood pressure; UACR,

urine albumin-to-creatinine ratio.
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Table 1 Baseline characteristics of participants.

Missing ~ Whole 24-h urinary sodium excretion
value, n population Quartile 1 Quartile 2 Quartile 3 Quartile 4
Range, g/d [0.81, 2.68] (2.68, 3.20] (3.20, 3.92] (3.92,5.84]
N 444,086 111,022 111,021 111,021 111,022
Age, year 0 57 [50, 63] 61 [54, 65] 55 [48, 61] 55 [48, 62] 58 [50, 63]
Women, n (%) 0 240,079 (54) 106,242 (96) 96,310 (87) 33,200 (30) 4,327 (4)
Ethnicity, n (%) 2,077
White 417,730 (94.5) 106,808 (96.5) 104,200 (94.2) 103,170 (93.4) 103,552 (93.8)
Asian 10,277 (2.3) 1,440 (1.3) 2,665 (2.4) 3,146 (2.9) 3,026 (2.7)
Black 7,254 (1.7) 1,073 (1.0) 1,816 (1.7) 2,293 (2.1) 2,072 (1.9)
Others 6,748 (1.5) 1,301 (1.2) 1,904 (1.7) 1,814 (1.6) 1,729 (1.6)
Townsend deprivation index 544 -2.14 [-3.65, 0.53] -2.37 [-3.75, 0.01] -2.12 [-3.63, 0.50] -2.07 [-3.62, 0.73] -1.96 [-3.55, 0.87]
Education”, n (%) 6,469
Level 1 73,670 (17) 19,763 (18) 16,171 (15) 15,762 (15) 21,974 (20)
Level 2 74,024 (17) 20,355 (19) 20,490 (19) 16,634 (15) 16,545 (15)
Level 3 145,253 (33) 32,711 (30) 35,771 (32) 37,249 (34) 39,522 (36)
Level 4 144,670 (33) 36,724 (33) 37,110 (34) 39,802 (36) 31,034 (29)
Metabolic equivalents, 85,465 1,777 [813, 3,570] 1,886 [916, 3,612] 1,695 [792, 3,333] 1,750 [792, 3,519] 1,784 [747, 3,840]
minutes/week
Smoking status, n (%) 2,158
Never 24,3513 (55) 65,890 (60) 65,268 (59) 60,716 (55) 51,639 (47)
Previous 151,543 (34) 35,267 (32) 34,247 (31) 36,582 (33) 45,447 (41)
Current 46,872 (11) 9,389 (8) 11,011 (10) 13,200 (12) 13,272 (12)
Alcohol consumption, n (%) 939
Never 35,016 (8) 9,602 (9) 9,267 (8) 8,523 (8) 7,624 (7)
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Occasional 100,023 (23) 26,836 (24) 29,561 (27) 23,387 (21) 20,239 (18)

Frequent 308,108 (69) 74,404 (67) 71,985 (65) 78,846 (71) 82,873 (75)
24-h urinary potassium excretion, 0 2.75 +0.59 2.60 +0.57 2.67 *+0.56 2.81 +0.60 2.93 +0.58
g/d
Body mass index, kg/m? 0 274 4.7 24.6 +3.6 27141 27.8 4.9 30.0 +4.5
Waist circumference, cm 76 90 +13 80 +10 86 +11 93 +10 101 +11
Hypertension, n (%) 2 42,545 (10) 8,486 (8) 8,626 (8) 10,036 (9) 15,397 (14)
Diabetes, n (%) 1,868 22,336 (5) 2,835(3) 3,892 (4) 5,708 (5) 9,901 (9)
Cardiovascular disease, n (%) 0 39,614 (9) 7,981 (7) 7,046 (6) 10,292 (9) 14,295 (13)
Stroke, n (%) 127 6,314 (1.4) 1,397 (1.3) 1,203 (1.1) 1,574 (1.4) 2,140 (2.0)
Diuretics, n (%) 0 31,779 (7) 6,463 (6) 7,692 (7) 6,906 (6) 10,718 (10)
ACEIls or ARBs, n (%) 0 69,143 (16) 12,366 (11) 12,926 (12) 16,687 (15) 27,164 (25)
Systolic blood pressure, mmHg 24,961 138 +19 135 +19 135 +19 138 +17 143 +17
Diastolic blood pressure, mmHg 24,958 82 +10 79 10 81 +10 83 +10 86 +10
eGFR, ml/min/1.73m? 25,313 88.8 +16 87.5+15.3 90.8 +15.8 89.9+16.0 87.1+16.3
UACR, n (%) 14,049

<30 mg/g 410,572 (95.5) 100,610 (95.9) 101,036 (96.0) 104,972 (95.8) 103,954 (94.2)

30-< 300mg/g 17,821 (4.1) 4,048 (3.9) 3,898 (3.7) 4,121 (3.8) 5,754 (5.2)

>300 mg/g 1,644 (0.4) 277 (0.2) 300 (0.3) 412 (0.4) 655 (0.6)

Mean + standard deviation, median [interquartile range], and frequency (percentage) are shown for symmetrical continuous variables, skewed
continuous variables, and categorical variables, respectively.

*Level 1, “none of the above”; level 2, “O levels/GCSEs or equivalent” or “CSEs or equivalent”; level 3, “A levels/AS levels or equivalent” or
“NVQ or HND or HNC or equivalent” or “Other professional qualifications”; level 4, “College or University degree”.

Abbreviations: ACEIs, angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors; ARBs, angiotensin II receptor blockers; eGFR, estimated glomerular filtration
rate; UACR, urine albumin-to-creatinine ratio.
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Table 2 Incidence rates and adjusted hazard ratios for primary and secondary outcomes according to 24-h urinary sodium excretion with cause-

specific hazards models.

Incidence rate, Crude Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
per 100,000
HRs (95% Cls) P HRs (95% Cls) P HRs (95% Cls) P HRs (95% Cls) P
person-years
Composite of end-stage kidney disease and kidney-related death
Continuous, per 1 g/d increment  23.96 1.68 (1.58,1.79)  <0.001 1.43(1.28,1.60) <0.001 1.03(0.91,1.16) 0.62 0.99 (0.86,1.13) 0.85
Binary
Below 2 g/d 30.91 Reference Reference Reference Reference
Above 2 g/d 23.81 0.77 (0.55, 1.08) 0.13 0.78 (0.52,1.17)  0.24 0.85(0.56,1.27) 0.42 0.72 (0.47,1.12) 0.14
Multicategory
Quartile 1 15.63 Reference Reference Reference Reference
Quartile 2 15.23 0.97 (0.80, 1.18) 0.74 1.31(1.03,1.68)  0.03 1.00 (0.78,1.29)  0.98 1.05 (0.80, 1.39) 0.71
Quartile 3 23.74 1.52(1.27,1.81)  <0.001 1.38(1.04,1.82) 0.03 1.05(0.80,1.38) 0.74 1.03 (0.76, 1.40) 0.83
Quartile 4 41.43 2.64 (2.25,3.10)  <0.001 1.86(1.39,2.50) <0.001 1.08(0.80,1.47) 0.62 0.97 (0.69, 1.37) 0.87
P for linear trend <0.001 <0.001 0.60 0.95
P for quadratic trend <0.001 0.84 0.85 0.50
End-stage kidney disease
Continuous, per 1 g/d increment  10.34 1.57(1.41,1.75)  <0.001 1.31(1.09,1.56) 0.003  1.08(0.88,1.32) 0.47 0.96 (0.76, 1.20) 0.70
Binary
Below 2 g/d 6.43 Reference Reference Reference Reference
Above 2 g/d 10.43 1.62 (0.72, 3.63) 0.24 1.82(0.67,4.93) 0.24 2.05(0.75,5.59)  0.16 1.66 (0.60, 4.54) 0.33
Multicategory
Quartile 1 7.12 Reference Reference Reference Reference
Quartile 2 6.54 0.92 (0.67, 1.27) 0.62 1.13(0.77,1.65)  0.54 0.91(0.61,1.36)  0.65 1.00 (0.65,1.53) 0.98
Quartile 3 11.64 1.64(1.24,2.17)  <0.001 1.25(0.81,1.91) 0.31 1.10 (0.72,1.69)  0.66 1.00 (0.62,1.62) 0.99
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Quartile 4 16.12 2.27 (1.74, 2.96) <0.001 1.38(0.88,2.16) 0.16 1.08 (0.65,1.76)  0.78 0.85(0.49,1.46) 0.55

P for linear trend <0.001 0.17 0.63 0.60
P for quadratic trend 0.04 0.95 0.78 0.51
Kidney-related death
Continuous, per 1 g/d increment  18.34 1.76 (1.64,1.89)  <0.001 1.52(1.33,1.72) <0.001 1.01(0.88,1.16) 0.91 0.98 (0.84,1.14) 0.82
Binary
Below 2 g/d 27.26 Reference Reference Reference Reference
Above 2 g/d 18.15 0.66 (0.46, 0.95) 0.03 0.66 (0.43,1.00)  0.05 0.67(0.44,1.03)  0.07 0.60 (0.38,0.95) 0.03
Multicategory
Quartile 1 11.51 Reference Reference Reference Reference
Quartile 2 11.21 0.96 (0.77, 1.21) 0.74 1.38(1.03,1.84)  0.03 1.01 (0.75,1.37)  0.92 1.13(0.81, 1.56) 0.47
Quartile 3 17.93 1.55(1.27,1.91)  <0.001 1.56(1.12,2.18) 0.009 1.07(0.78,1.48)  0.66 1.18 (0.82,1.68) 0.37
Quartile 4 32.87 2.85(2.36,3.43)  <0.001 2.17(1.54,3.07) <0.001 1.05(0.73,1.50) 0.80 1.04 (0.70, 1.54) 0.85
P for linear trend <0.001 <0.001 0.73 0.81
P for quadratic trend <0.001 0.94 0.81 0.20

Model 1 was adjusted for age, sex, Townsend deprivation index, education, ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, metabolic equivalents,
and 24-h urinary potassium excretion.

Model 2 was adjusted for age, sex, Townsend deprivation index, education, ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, metabolic equivalents,
24-h urinary potassium excretion, waist circumference, hypertension, diabetes, cardiovascular disease, stroke, diuretics, angiotensin-converting
enzyme inhibitors or angiotensin II receptor blockers, and estimated glomerular filtration rate.

Model 3 was adjusted for age, sex, Townsend deprivation index, education, ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, metabolic equivalents,
24-h urinary potassium excretion, waist circumference, hypertension, diabetes, cardiovascular disease, stroke, diuretics, angiotensin-converting
enzyme inhibitors or angiotensin II receptor blockers, estimated glomerular filtration rate, systolic blood pressure, diastolic blood pressure, and
urine albumin-to-creatinine ratio.

Abbreviations: CIs, confidence intervals; HRs, hazard ratios.
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Participants in UKB (N = 502,462)

Excluded based on inclusion criteria (N = 18,713)
1. Participants withdrew from the study before 9
August 2021 (n=2)

2. Participants had ESKD at baseline (n = 605)

3. Participants did not have random urine samples
collected and tested for urine sodium and creatinine
(n=18,194)

A 4

\ 4

Included samples (N = 483,749)

Excluded based on exclusion criteria (N = 39,663)
1. Participants with incomplete data for

J INTERSALT sodium intake calculation (n = 3,752)
2. Participants with 24-h urinary sodium excretion
outliers (n = 2,034)

3. Participants had malignant tumor at baseline
(n=34,258)

A 4

Final samples for analysis (N = 444,086)

Figure 1. Flow chart of inclusion and exclusion.
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Figure 2. Cumulative incidence functions for primary (a and b) and secondary
outcomes (c and d for end-stage kidney disease; e and f for kidney-related death) by
24-h sodium excretion quartiles on the basis of cause-specific hazards models and
subdistribution hazards models.
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a Composite of end—stage Kidney disease and Kidney—related death
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Figure 3. Restricted cubic splines for primary (a) and secondary outcomes (b for end-
stage kidney disease, and ¢ for kidney caused death).
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Subgroup #Events/#Samples Incidence rates Hazard ratios (95% Cls) P for interaction
per 100,000 person-years

All 844/333 859 23.96 o 1.03 (091, 1.16)

Age 031
=49y S0/85.033 6.12 L 1.27 (088, 1.84)

50-59 y 168/113 587 13.76 ——— 110 (D.82,1.49

260y 626/135.239 43.30 —— 1.00 (087, 1.15)
Gender 028
Men 593/160 385 3525 —__ 1.03 (090, L.18)

Women 252/173.534 1451 . + 092 (0.68,1.25)
Ethnicity 059
White 774/317,194 22.86 - 103091, 1.17)

Nonwhite T0/16,665 41.32 —— 0.98 (0.62, 1.54)
Urinary potassium excretion 0.20
Ist tertile 334/106 369 29.18 —— 1.05 (0.89,1.25)

2nd tertile 273113342 22.56 —— LOT (0.80, 1.28)

3rd tertile 237/114,148 20.18 —— 0.97(0.73,1.28)

Hypertension 009
Yes 344/30,056 109.88 —— 111 (0.92,1.33)

No S00/303.803 15.07 —— 097 (0.83,1.14)
CVDs 0.09
Yes 307/28,759 10557 — 113 (093,1.38)

No 537/305,100 16.26 —— 096 (083,1.13)
Stroke 077
Yes 61/4 395 129 .69 —_——— 85 (0.55,1.3

No T83/329 464 2247 —— 1.05(092,1.19)
ACEIs/ARBs 037
Yes 516/50,076 97.58 -r— 1.08 (093, 1.26)

No 328/283 783 10,79 - 094077, 1.14)
¢GFR 052
<60 ml/min/l.73m? 467/12 480 34509 — 1.13(097,1.32)

60-<90 ml/min/1.73m* 314/151,321 18.48 —— 0.87(0.71,1.06)

290 ml/min/1.73m? 63/170,058 3.35 —— 0.72 (045, 1.18)
UACR 041
=300 mg/g 149/1,155 1363.07 . - . 108 (073, 1.61)

30-<300 mg/g 170/12,721 127.20 —. 0.86 (0.66,1.13)

<30 mg/g S11/309 467 15.30 —— 1.03 (0.88, 1.20)

T T T
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Hazard ratios

Figure 4. Hazard ratio for the primary outcome in prespecified subgroups.
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People at high risk People at low/intermediate risk

Figure 5. Proposed interpretation of the net effects of sodium restriction in different people.
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Figure S1. Histograms of 24-h urinary potassium excretion calculated by the
INTERSALT (a) and Kawasaki (b) equations.

Vertical dashed lines indicate the upper limit of daily sodium intake (2 g/d)

recommended by the World Health Organization.
Table S1. Incidence rates and adjusted hazard ratios for primary and secondary
outcomes according to 24-h urinary sodium excretion with subdistribution hazards

models.

Table S2. Adjusted hazard ratios for primary outcomes according to 24-h urinary

sodium excretion under 3 sensitivity analyses.
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