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Abstract

Background: Chronic kidney disease (CKD) is highly prevalent among people with diabetes.
While identifying modifiable risk factors to prevent a decline in kidney function among those
living with diabetes is pivotal, there is limited evidence on dietary risk factors for CKD. In
this study we examined the associations between healthy and less healthy plant-based diets
(PBDs) and the risk of CKD among those with diabetes, and to identify potential underlying

mechanisms.

Methods: We conducted a prospective analysis among 7,747 UK Biobank participants with
prevalent diabetes. Multivariable Cox proportional hazard regression models were used to
examine the associations between healthful and unhealthful PBDs and the risk of CKD.
Causal mediation analyses were further employed to explore the underlying mechanisms of

the observed associations.

Results: Among 7,747 study participants with diabetes, 1,030 developed incident CKD over
10.2 years of follow-up. Higher adherence to a healthy PBD was associated with a 24% lower
CKD risk (HRq4 versus @1: 0.76 [95%CI: 0.63-0.92], prend = 0.002), while higher adherence to
an unhealthy PBD was associated with a 35% higher risk (HRq4 versus @1: 1.35 [95%CI: 1.11-
1.65], puend = 0.006). The observed associations were predominantly mediated by markers of

body fatness (proportion mediated: 11-25%) and kidney function (23-89%).

Conclusions: In this prospective cohort study of middle-aged adults with diabetes, adherence
to a healthy PBD was associated with lower CKD risk, whereas adherence to an unhealthy
PBD was associated with a higher CKD risk. Associations were primarily mediated by

markers of lower body fatness and improved kidney function.

Key Words: Plant-based diet index; diabetes mellitus; chronic kidney disease; primary

prevention; mediation analysis
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1. Introduction

Chronic kidney disease (CKD) is a major global health issue affecting over one-tenth of the
world’s population, ranking among one of the leading causes of death according to the Global
Burden of Disease Study in 2017 (1). CKD is of particular concern among individuals living
with diabetes, with 40% of new CKD cases being attributed to diabetes as the primary cause
(1, 2). Although CKD is a comorbid condition causing progressive and irreversible loss of
kidney function that bears a substantial economic burden worldwide (3, 4), differences in
CKD risk among people with diabetes are not fully understood. Thus, identifying modifiable
risk factors to aid in the preservation of kidney function and improve outcomes among those

living with diabetes is pivotal for primary prevention.

Modifying dietary intake is a key component of diabetes management. It has been suggested
that low-carbohydrate, Mediterranean, and Low-glycaemic Index dietary patterns are
effective for improving outcomes for people with type 2 diabetes (5), while greater adherence
to a Western diet (6), including higher intakes of ultra-processed foods (7, 8) has been
associated with worse outcomes. The first study in the general population indicated that
plant-based diets (PBD) are associated with lower CKD risk (9). This finding is in line with
recent studies suggesting that replacing animal protein with plant protein is associated with
lower CKD risk (10, 11). Conversely, a general reduction of protein intake is recommended

as part of treatment guidelines for diabetic patients with CKD (12).

Given the preliminary evidence on a potential benefit of PBDs for CKD prevention, we
hypothesized that a healthful PBD is related to lower CKD risk among people with diabetes.
Therefore, the main objective of this study was to investigate whether PBDs, specifically
adherence to a healthful vs unhealthful plant-based diet index (PDI), is associated with lower

risks of CKD among individuals with diabetes, using data from the UK Biobank, a large-
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scale prospective cohort study. Our secondary objective was to assess which biological
mechanisms may potentially mediate associations between PDI and CKD incidence among

people with diabetes.

2. Methods

2.1 Study population

The UK Biobank is a large-scale population-based prospective cohort study of half a million
adults aged between 40-69 years from the United Kingdom. The study recruited participants
from 22 assessment centres across England, Scotland, and Wales between 2006 and 2010. At
recruitment, study participants completed a baseline assessment comprising a touchscreen
questionnaire, a face-to-face verbal interview, and a series of physical measurements.
Further details on the study protocol have been documented previously (13). The UK
Biobank has received ethical approval from the NHS North West Multicentre Research
Ethics Committee (Ref. 11/NW/0382). All participants provided signed informed consent at
recruitment to participate in the study. We used the STROBE cohort checklist when writing

this report (14).

Participants who had a prior diagnosis of diabetes and had completed at least one 24-hr
dietary assessment were considered eligible for inclusion in this study. Participants were
excluded if they withdrew their consent during the study follow-up, had implausible energy
intakes (>17,573K1J or < 3,347KJ for men and > 14,644KJ or < 2,092KJ for women (15)),
had prevalent CKD (self-reported or hospital inpatient record of CKD diagnosed before
recruitment), an estimated glomerular filtration rate (€GFR) <60ml/min/1.73m?, were
diagnosed with CKD before the final 24hr dietary assessment, or if follow-up ended before

completion of the final dietary assessment (Figure S1).
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2.2 Dietary assessment

Dietary information was collected using the Oxford WebQ 24-hour dietary assessment (16).
The Oxford WebQ dietary questionnaire was issued on five separate occasions between April
2009 and June 2012, permitting up to 210,947 UK Biobank participants to complete at least
one questionnaire. Mean (SD) duration (years) between baseline and first and last dietary
assessments were 1.5 (1.4) and 2.2 (1.4), respectively. The Oxford WebQ has been validated
to represent a true approximation of dietary intake through comparison to objective

nutritional biomarkers and an interviewer-administrated 24-hr dietary recall (17-19).

2.3 Plant-based diet indices

Following methods described in previous studies (20-22), the Oxford WebQ dietary
questionnaire (16, 23) was used to calculate a healthful plant-based diet index (hPDI) and an
unhealthful plant-based diet index (uPDI). A total of 17 food groups (whole grains, fruits,
vegetables, nuts, legumes and vegetarian protein alternatives, tea and coffee, fruit juices,
refined grains, potatoes, sugar-sweetened beverages (SSBs), sweets and desserts, animal fat,
dairy, eggs, fish or seafood, meat, and miscellaneous animal-based foods) were used to
calculate the PDIs. Although used previously as a component of the PDI, data on vegetable
oils was not available for use in this study (22). The 17 food groups were further classified
into a hPDI and a uPDI. The hPDI consisted of scoring healthy plant-food groups (whole
grains, fruits, vegetables, nuts, legumes and vegetarian protein alternatives and tea and
coffee) positively, and unhealthy plant-food groups (fruit juices, refined grains, potatoes,
SSBs, sweets and desserts) and animal-based food groups (animal fat, dairy, eggs, fish or
seafood, meat, and miscellaneous animal-based foods) negatively. For the uPDI, unhealthy
plant-food groups were scored positively, while healthy plant-food groups and animal-based
food groups were scored negatively. Participants with intakes of more than zero portions

were ranked into quartiles of intake for each of the 17 food groups. For positive scores,
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97  participants were assigned a score between 2 and 5 (2 for the lowest quartile of intake and 5
98 for the highest) for each food group. Those with intakes of zero were assigned a score of 1.
99  For reverse scores, the scoring pattern was inverted. To calculate hPDI and uPDI, the scores

100  assigned to each participant across the 17 food groups were summed and categorised into

101  sex-specific quartiles.
102 2.4 Ascertainment of diabetes

103  Prevalent diabetes was defined using the algorithms reported previously (24). Participants
104  were considered as having prevalent diabetes if they were diagnosed with diabetes (self-

105 reported or hospital inpatient diagnosed) before completing the first dietary assessment,

106  reported taking anti-diabetic medications, had a random blood glucose >11.1 mmol/l, or had a

107  haemoglobin Alc (HBAIc) level of >6.5%.
108 2.5 Ascertainment of CKD

109  The primary outcome of this study was incident CKD. Incident CKD cases were defined
110  using the International Classification of Diseases, 10 Revision (ICD-10) codes in Hospital
111  Inpatient data and Death Registry data (ICD-10 codes: N03, N06, N08, N11, N12, N13, N14,
112 NI5,N16,N18,N19, Z49, 112, 113) or Office of Population Censuses and Surveys

113 Classification of Interventions and Procedures-version 4 (OPCS-4) codes in Hospital

114  Inpatient data (OPCS-4 codes: L74.1-L74.6, L74.8, L74.9, M01.2, M01.3-M01.5, M01.8, M01.9,
115  MO02.3, M08.4, M17.2, M17.4, M17.8, M17.9, X40.1-X40.9, X41.1, X41.2, X41.8, X41.9, X42.1,

116  X42.8,X42.9, and X43.1). Follow-up time was calculated from the date of the last dietary

117  assessment and was censored at the date of CKD diagnosis, death, lost to follow-up or end of
118  follow-up, whichever occurred first. Hospital admission data was available up until 31

119  October 2022 from the Hospital Episode Statistics (HES) for participants in England, 31

120  August 2022 from the Scottish Morbidity Records (SMR) for participants in Scotland and
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31% May 2022 from the Patient Episode Database for Wales (PEDW) for participants in

Wales.
2.6 Assessment of covariates

Information on sociodemographic, dietary, lifestyle and medical history was collected at
baseline via a touchscreen questionnaire and verbal interview between 2006 and 2010.
Further, study participants had physical measurements and biological samples collected by a
trained member of staff (13). Serum creatinine, measured by enzymatic analysis on a
Beckman Coulter AU5800, was used to calculate eGFR using the CKD-EPI (Chronic Kidney
Disease Epidemiology Collaboration) creatinine equation (25). Further details on data
collection and classification of covariates used in this study can be found in Supplementary

Table S1.
2.7 Assessment of genetic risk score of eGFR

The polygenic risk score (PRS) of eGFR was calculated by a weighted method using 161
single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNPs) of eGFR (Supplementary Table S2) identified by
Wauttke et al. 2019. A higher eGFR PRS was indicative of a lower genetic predisposition to
kidney diseases. Further information on the genotyping and quality control (QC) for this

study can be found in the Supplementary Methods.
2.8 Statistical analysis

Baseline characteristics are presented as mean =+ standard deviation (SD) for continuous
variables and as proportions for categorical variables across quartiles of PBD scores. Cox
proportional hazards regression models were used to examine the associations between PDIs
and risk of CKD, producing hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (ClIs). Linear
trend tests were carried out by modelling the PDIs as continuous exposure variables (P-

trend). Model 1 was adjusted for sex (female, male) and education (Low: CSEs or
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145  equivalent, O levels/GCSEs or equivalent; Medium: A levels/AS levels or equivalent, NVQ
146  or HND or HNC or equivalent; High: College or University degree, other professional
147  qualifications eg: nursing, teaching; unknown/missing/prefer not to say (15.1%)), stratified
148 Dby age (<55 years, 55-<65, >65 years) and region (10 regions). Model 2 was further adjusted
149  for body mass index (BMI) (18-5-24-9 kg/m?, 25:0-29-9 kg/m?, >30 kg/m?, or
150  unknown/missing (0.3%)), waist circumference (continuous scale, cm), ethnicity (Asian,
151  Black, Multiple, White, other/unknown/missing (1.8%)), physical activity (METs hr/week in
152  quintiles, or unknown/missing (2.7%)), smoking status (never, previous, current, or
153  unknown/missing (0.5%)), alcohol intake (continuous scale, g/day), energy intake
154  (continuous scale, kJ/day), multimorbidity index (number of pre-existing long-term
155  conditions; 0, 1, 2, or >3), Townsend deprivation index (quintiles from low to high
156  deprivation index), type of diabetes (type 1, type 2, unspecified), diabetes medication use (no,
157  yes, or missing (25.0%)) and number of completed dietary assessments (continuous scale,

158 ranging between 1-5). Model 3 further included total protein intake (continuous scale, g/day)

159  as a potential confounder.

160  Subgroup analyses were carried out to examine effect modification. Potential effect modifiers
161 included, age (<60 or >60 years), sex (male or female), BMI (<25 or >25kg/m?), smoking
162  status (never or ever), alcohol intake (low [<1g/day] or moderate [1-<15g/day] or high

163  [>16g/day]), total protein intake (<median [<81g/day] or > median [>81g/day]), history of
164  hypertension (no or yes), and diabetes type (type 1 or type 2). To assess the robustness of
165  findings, several sensitivity analyses were carried out. Firstly, eGFR, nephrolithiasis and

166  blood biomarkers, including HDL-cholesterol (HDL-C), LDL-cholesterol (LDL-C),

167  lipoprotein(a), c-reactive protein (CRP) and albumin were further adjusted for. Secondly, to
168  assess whether associations between adherence to the PDI and CKD were influenced by

169  genetic susceptibility to kidney diseases, a PRS of CKD (eGFR) was further adjusted for.
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170  Thirdly, primary analyses were repeated excluding participants with less than two years of
171  follow-up time to account for potential reverse causality. Fourthly, primary analyses were
172 repeated excluding sugar-sweetened beverages from the score, as these food items were most
173  strongly associated with CKD risk on the food group level (see Results). Finally, the E-value

174  methodology (27) was used to assess the overall strength of potential unmeasured

175  confounding.

176  Mediation analyses were carried out to assess the mediating role of measures commonly

177  associated with renal function on the PDI-CKD relationship. To conduct this mediation

178  analysis, the paramed package in Stata (28, 29) was used. This approach uses parametric
179  regression to estimate two models: a model for the mediator conditional on the exposure and
180 covariates, and a model for the outcome conditional on the exposure, the mediator and

181  covariates. Based on previous studies, the following mediators were chosen: markers of

182  obesity and lipid metabolism (BMI (30), waist circumference (31), cholesterol (LDL-C,

183  including lipoprotein A and apolipoprotein A, as well as HDL-C and triglycerides)) (30, 32),
184  kidney function (eGFR (33), cystatin C (34), urate (35), creatinine (36) nephrolithiasis (37)),
185  hypertension (30) and inflammation (CRP) (38). To calculate the percentage proportion of
186  the association mediated through each potential mediator, the log of the natural indirect effect
187  (NIE) HR was divided by the sum of the log of the natural indirect effect (NIE) HR and the

188  log of the controlled direct effect (CDE) HR (log(NIE)/log(NIE)+log(NDE)).

189 A two-sided P <0.05 was considered statistically significant. All statistical analyses were
190 carried out using Stata 18.0 (StataCorp LLC). Upon completing the Schoenfeld residuals test,

191  there was no indication of violation of the proportional hazards assumption.

10
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192 3. Results
193 3.1 Characteristics of the study population

194  Baseline characteristics, including key nutrient intakes of study participants are shown across
195  quartiles of hPDI and uPDI in Table 1 and Tables S3-SS in the Supplement. Of the

196 502,236 UK Biobank participants enrolled, 42,713 had prevalent diabetes, 8,308 of which
197  had data available from 1 or more dietary assessments (Figure S1). In the current study,

198 7,747 (1.5%) participants had prevalent diabetes, 3,038 (39.2%) were female and 4,709 were
199  male (60.8%). The mean (SD) age was 58.8 (7.2) years, 6,910 (89.2%) were White, and

200 3,829 (49.4%) had a BMI over >30kg/m?. Participants in the highest quartile of hPDI were
201  older, were more likely to have a lower BMI, be more physically active, have a higher level
202  of education, and have never smoked compared to participants in the lowest quartile.

203  Participants in the highest quartile of uPDI were younger, were more likely to have a higher
204  BMI, be less physically active, have a lower level of education and have never smoked

205 compared to participants in the lowest quartile.

206 3.2 Plant-based diets and chronic kidney disease risk

207  During 10.2 years of follow-up, 1,030 (13.3%) participants developed CKD. Minimal and
208  multivariable-adjusted models, including a tiered modelling approach are presented in Table
209 2. In model 2, those in the highest quartile (Quartile 4 (Q4)) of hPDI had a 25% lower risk of
210 CKD (HR: 0.75 [95%CI: 0.62-0.91], ptend = 0.001) compared to those in the lowest quartile
211 of hPDI (Quartile 1 (Q1)). Upon adjusting for total protein intake as a potential confounder in
212 model 3, associations were only marginally attenuated with higher hPDI scores (Q4) being

213  associated with a 24% lower risk of CKD (HR: 0.76 [95%CI: 0.63-0.92], ptenda = 0.002).

214  In contrast, after multivariable adjustments (model 2), participants with higher uPDI scores

215  (Q4) had a 40% higher risk of CKD (HR: 1.39 [95%CI: 1.16-1.70], pwend = 0.001) compared

11
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216  to those with lower scores (Q1)). Risk estimates were slightly attenuated after further
217  adjusting for total protein intake (model 3), with higher uPDI scores (Q4) being associated
218  with a 35% higher risk of CKD (HR: 1.35 [95%CI: 1.11-1.65], ptrend = 0.006) compared to

219  lower scores (Q1).

220  On the food group level, higher intakes (Q4) of SSBs were associated with a 24% increased
221 risk of CKD (HR: 1.24 [95%CI: 1.05-1.47], pwend = 0.04) compared to lower intakes (Q1). An
222  inverse trend was shown for tea and coffee intake (pwend = 0.02), while a positive trend was

223 evident for meat intake and CKD risk (puend = 0.02) (Table 3).

224 3.3 Subgroup and sensitivity analyses

225 In stratified analyses, there was no indication of heterogeneity across potential effect

226  modifiers (Supplementary Table S6). In sensitivity analyses, further adjusting for eGFR,
227  laboratory measurements (LDL-C, HDL-C, lipoprotein(a), C-reactive protein, albumin) and
228  prevalent nephrolithiasis only marginally affected the associations between hPDI (Q4 vs Q1)
229  and CKD risk (Supplementary Table S7). Further adjusting for genetic susceptibility of
230 kidney diseases did not notably alter results for either hPDI or uPDI and risk of CKD

231  (Supplementary Table S8). Results also remained unchanged on excluding participants who
232 were diagnosed with CKD within the first 2 years of follow-up (Supplementary Table S9).
233 Statistically significant associations also persisted on excluding SSBs from the score

234  (Supplementary Table S10).

235  After employing the E-value methodology in our primary analyses, we found that the E-

236  values were substantially greater than the Hazard ratios observed in fully adjusted models.
237  This suggests that it is unlikely for unmeasured confounding to nullify the significant

238  associations observed. For detailed information, the E-values and upper confidence limits for

239  the fully adjusted main analyses can be found in Supplementary Tables S12 and S13.

12
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240 3.4 Mediation analyses

241  Among mediation analyses, cystatin C was shown to mediate the observed associations

242 between hPDI and CKD most strongly (proportion mediated: 47%). In addition, creatinine,
243 waist circumference and eGFR showed mediating effects of 39%, 25%, 23% respectively,
244  followed by BMI, triglycerides and urate (6% each), and HDL-C (5%), although p-values for
245  these indirect effects were borderline non-significant (Table 4). For uPDI and CKD, cystatin
246  C again showed to mediate the observed associations most strongly (89%), followed by

247  creatinine (44%), waist circumference (25%) and triglycerides (11%). BMI, HDL-C and

248  eGFR also showed to mediate the observed associations between uPDI and CKD by 9-13%,
249  although indirect effects were non-significant (Supplementary Table S11). Other potential
250 mediators (including LDL-C, lipoprotein(a), apolipoprotein(a), nephrolithiasis, prevalent
251  hypertension, systolic blood pressure and CRP) were also considered in these analyses but

252  demonstrated no statistically mediating effects.

253 4. Discussion

254  In this cohort of UK adults living with diabetes, greater adherence to a healthy PBD was
255  associated with a 24% lower risk of CKD, while greater adherence to an unhealthy PBD was
256  associated with a 35% higher risk. The associations between a healthy PBD and CKD were
257  primarily mediated by improved kidney function (specifically by cystatin C) and lower body

258  fatness.

259  To the best of our knowledge, this is the first prospective study to examine the associations
260  Dbetween a healthy and unhealthy PBD and risk of CKD among middle-aged adults living

261  with diabetes. Our results are in line with a retrospective study of 2,797 diabetic patients from
262  Taiwan where they showed that vegetarian participants had a lower risk of CKD compared to

263  omnivores (39), and a cross-sectional analysis in 420 diabetic patients from the Netherlands
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264  which showed higher vegetable protein intake to be associated with improved renal function
265  compared to lower intakes (40). While our findings add to the growing body of evidence that
266  dietary patterns rich in plant foods improve outcomes among people with diabetes (5), they
267  also align with those from meta-analyses on healthy dietary patterns and CKD incidence in
268  people with and without diabetes. These studies show a diet rich in whole grains, vegetables,

269  fruit, legumes, nuts, and fish, and a lower intake of red and processed meats, sodium, and

270  SSBs to be associated with lower CKD risk and albuminuria (41, 42).

271  In our study, the overall quality of PBDs was associated with CKD risk, while analyses on
272 the food group level showed SSBs to be most strongly associated with increased CKD risk,
273 which is in line with previous studies (43). Several plausible mechanisms may explain the
274  associations found between SSBs and CKD in our study. Firstly, SSBs are typically energy-
275  dense and, when overconsumed, can contribute to weight gain, overweight and obesity (44) —
276  aknown risk factor for new-onset kidney disease (45). Further, SSBs have a high glycaemic
277  index (46) which may increase glucose and insulin levels, both of which can impair renal
278  function through chronic low-grade inflammation and hyperglycaemia (47, 48). Additionally,
279  fructose, which is a main component of SSBs, is associated with hyperuricemia and increased
280 renin expression, which in turn can accelerate the onset of renal disease and progression

281  through vascular disease and interstitial fibrosis (49, 50). Fructose has also been

282  independently associated with kidney stone incidence (51), which is an established CKD risk
283  factor associated with adverse renal outcomes (37, 52). Of note, however, the associations in
284  our study remained similar upon excluding SSBs from the PBD scores, which speaks for

285  other benefits of healthy PBDs beyond lower SSBs consumption.

286  The beneficial effects of a healthy PBD on kidney function may also be explained through
287  greater dietary fibre intake. Although no associations were found between whole grain intake

288  and CKD risk in our study, we found that those in the highest quartile of hPDI had greater
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289  overall dietary fibre intake. In the Tehran Lipid and Glucose study (n=1,630), a 5 g/day
290 increase in total fibre was associated with an 11% lower risk of CKD (53), while higher
291  dietary fibre intake was associated with a 24% lower risk of incident CKD in a recent study
292  of the UK Biobank cohort (54). Mechanisms explaining the beneficial associations of dietary
293  fibre on CKD risk include its cholesterol-lowering (55, 56) and blood pressure lowering (57)
294  attributes. Further, dietary fibre improves glycaemic control and insulin secretion, which
295  significantly lowers the risk of developing microalbuminuria and proteinuria (58). In our
296  study of participants with diabetes, improved glycaemic control through higher dietary fibre
297  intake may in part explain the benefit of a healthy PBD on CKD risk. Dietary fibre intake can
298  delay gastric emptying, slow post-meal glucose absorption, and increase satiety improving

299  overall insulin sensitivity, which may in turn delay the onset and progression of CKD (59-

300  61).

301  While our goal was to investigate PBDs in relation to CKD risk among people with diabetes,
302 there is one previous similar study conducted in the general population (9). Specifically, data
303 from a U.S cohort of healthy adults found that higher adherence to a healthy plant-based

304  dietary pattern was associated with a 14% lower risk of CKD and slower eGFR decline, while
305  higher adherence to a less healthy plant-based dietary pattern was associated with an 11%
306  higher risk of CKD. Unlike this study, our analyses considered total protein intake as a

307 potential confounder because dietary protein intake may affect kidney health (62-65).

308 Further, those following an animal-based diet typically have a higher protein intake, making
309 total protein intake an important confounding factor to consider (66). A prospective study
310 recently carried out on plant protein intake and incident CKD demonstrated that those in the
311  highest quartile of intake had an 18% lower risk of CKD compared with the lowest quartile of
312  intake (10). Our findings suggest that a healthy PBD is beneficial for lowering CKD risk

313  irrespective of protein intake. This is potentially because healthy PBDs are typically of higher
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314  nutritional value, providing a rich source of micronutrients which have been shown to
315 improve kidney function through lowering oxidative stress, inflammation, dietary acid load
316  and endothelial dysfunction (67, 68). There are no randomized controlled trials on plant
317  protein intake and incident CKD to support these observational findings, however, results
318 from 3 small human trials in patients with albuminuria and type 2 diabetes found a

319  statistically significant reduction in albuminuria upon replacing animal protein with plant

320 protein, controlling for total protein intake (69-71).
321 4.1 Limitations

322 Although this study has many strengths including its large sample size, prospective design,
323  and substantial follow-up time, there are also some limitations to consider. Firstly, while the
324  observed associations were obtained after meticulous adjustment for potential confounding
325 factors, we cannot rule out residual confounding. Secondly, to utilise the maximum number
326  of patients with diabetes and 24-hr dietary data in this cohort, the PDI was estimated using
327  dietary data from participants who completed a minimum of one 24-h dietary assessment.
328  Therefore, it is possible that the PDI does not fully represent participants’ habitual dietary
329 intake (72). Despite this, the PDIs have previously been shown to have good reproducibility
330 over time (73). Thirdly, hospital inpatient and death registry data were used to ascertain

331 incident CKD cases, but not primary care data. Linkage to primary care data in the UK

332  Biobank is currently ongoing (data is available for approximately 45% of UK Biobank

333  cohort) and was therefore not used for this analysis. Finally, the UK Biobank cohort is made
334  up of British middle-aged adults, predominantly of which are of White European ancestry
335  (>90%), higher education level, and live a healthier lifestyle (74); all of which may limit the

336  generalizability of our findings to other non-European and ethnic populations.
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337 5. Conclusion

338  Findings from this cohort study of 7,747 middle-aged adults with diabetes suggest that a

339  healthy PBD is associated with a 24% lower CKD risk irrespective of established CKD risk
340 factors, genetic susceptibility to kidney disease and total protein intake. In contrast, an

341  unhealthy PBD was associated with a 35% higher risk of CKD. Markers of kidney function,
342  obesity, lipid metabolism and inflammation were found to potentially mediate the observed
343  associations between plant-based dietary intake and CKD. These findings highlight the

344  potential importance of PBD quality in the form of higher intakes of healthy plant foods and
345 lower intakes of unhealthy plant foods to lower CKD risk among those living with diabetes.
346  In addition, our findings suggest that SSBs should be restricted for the prevention of CKD in
347  diabetic patients. RCTs would be an important next step to confirm the role of PBDs in CKD

348  prevention among people with diabetes.

349

350
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics across quartiles (Q) of the healthful plant-based diet index in the UK Biobank (n=7,747)

Participants, No. (%0)!

Characteristics across hPDI Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Whole sample
Number of participants 1,901 (24.5) 1,829 (23.6) 1,836 (23.7) 2,181 (28.2) 7,747 (100.0)
CKD cases 287 (15.1) 248 (13.6) 256 (13.9) 239 (11.0) 1,030 (13.3)
Deaths 228 (12.0) 221 (12.1) 219 (11.9) 217 (10.0) 885 (11.4)
Healthful plant-based diet index, mean 49.4 (3.2) 55.2 (1.2) 59.0 (1.2) 64.7 (3.0) 57.4 (6.2)
(SD)

Sex-Female 550 (28.9) 627 (34.3) 765 (41.7) 1,096 (50.3) 3,038 (39.2)
Age at recruitment (years), mean (SD) 57.5 (7.5) 58.9 (7.2) 59.3 (7.0) 59.5 (7.0) 58.8 (7.2)
BMI (kg/m?), mean (SD) 32.3 (6.0) 31.1(5.9) 30.3 (5.6) 29.6 (5.6) 30.8 (5.9)
Waist circumference (cm), mean (SD) 105.7 (14.4)  102.6 (14.0) 99.6 (13.7) 97.1 (14.6) 101.1 (14.6)
Energy intake (kJ/day), mean (SD) 9312.6 (2088.0) 8481.2 (2134.0) 8089.8 (2124.8) 7634.2 (2093.3) 8354.0 (2199.7)
Physical activity (MET-h/wk), mean 24.2 (36.7) 27.4 (38.5) 28.7 (39.4) 31.0 (38.7) 28.0 (38.4)
(SD)

Ethnicity

Asian 68 (3.6) 71 (3.9) 75 (4.1) 103 (4.7) 317 (4.1)
Black 24 (1.3) 16 (0.9) 25 (1.4) 36 (1.7) 101 (1.3)
Multiple 68 (3.6) 61 (3.3) 75 (4.1) 78 (3.6) 282 (3.6)
White 1,709 (89.9) 1,646 (90.0) 1,632 (88.9) 1,923 (88.2) 6,910 (89.2)
Other/missing? 32 (1.7) 35(1.9) 29 (1.6) 41 (1.9) 137 (1.8)
Education

Low 458 (24.1) 464 (25.4) 443 (24.1) 484 (22.2) 1,849 (23.9)
Medium 382 (20.1) 349 (19.1) 307 (16.7) 372 (17.1) 1,410 (18.2)
High 764 (40.2) 741 (40.5) 798 (43.5) 1,013 (46.5) 3,316 (42.8)
Missing 297 (15.6) 275 (15.0) 288 (15.7) 312 (14.3) 1,172 (15.1)
Smoking status

Never 831 (43.7) 823 (45.0) 841 (45.8) 1,063 (48.7) 3,558 (45.9)
Previous 861 (45.3) 845 (46.2) 832 (45.3) 962 (44.1) 3,500 (45.2)
Current 202 (10.6) 151 (8.3) 152 (8.3) 146 (6.7) 651 (8.4)
Missing 7 (0.4) 10 (0.6) 11 (0.6) 10 (0.5) 38 (0.5)
Alcohol intake (g/day), mean (SD) 16.0 (24.8) 17.1 (24.8) 15.3 (21.7) 12.2 (20.0) 15.0 (22.9)
Diabetes type

Type 1 diabetes 287 (15.1) 298 (16.3) 303 (16.5) 365 (16.7) 1,253 (16.2)
Type 2 diabetes 1,317 (69.3) 1,214 (66.4) 1,238 (67.4) 1,446 (66.3) 5,215 (67.3)
Unspecified 295 (15.6) 317 (17.3) 295 (16.1) 370 (17.0) 1,279 (16.5)
Hypertension 1,183 (62.2) 1,116 (61.0) 1,060 (57.7) 1,193 (54.7) 4,552 (58.8)
HbA1c (mmol/mol), mean (SD) 52.3(14.6)  51.2 (13.6) 50.4 (12.4) 50.4 (12.8) 51.1 (13.4)
SBP (mm Hg), mean (SD) 135.9 (16.4)  136.8 (16.6) 136.3 (17.0) 136.4 (17.0) 136.3 (16.8)
DBP (mm Hg), mean (SD) 83.2 (10.4) 80.6 (11.1) 83.6 (9.6) 83.2 (11.0) 82.6 (10.6)
Multimorbidity

0LTCs 415 (21.8) 404 (22.1) 436 (23.8) 512 (23.5) 1,767 (22.8)
1LTC 628 (33.0) 642 (35.1) 640 (34.9) 831 (38.1) 2,741 (35.4)
2LTCs 482 (25.4) 457 (25.0) 463 (25.2) 489 (22.4) 1,891 (24.4)
>3 LTCs 376 (19.8) 326 (17.8) 297 (16.2) 349 (16.0) 1,348 (17.4)
eGFR (mL/min/1.73 m2), mean (SD) 93.0 (12.8) 91.7 (12.7) 91.9 (12.4) 92.5(12.1) 92.3 (12.5)
Protein intake (g/day), mean (SD) 88.3 (25.0) 82.5 (24.4) 80.4 (24.2) 77.8 (24.0) 82.1(24.7)
hPDI food item intake, mean (SD)

portions/day?®

Healthy plant food

Whole grains 1.4 (1.5) 2.0(1.7) 2.5(1.8) 29 (1.8) 2.2 (1.8)
Fruit 1.6 (1.5) 2.0 (1.6) 2.4 (1.8) 3.1(1.9) 2.3(1.9)
Vegetables 1.6 (1.8) 1.9 (1.8) 2.3(2.0) 3.3(2.6) 2.3(2.2)
Nuts 0.1(0.2) 0.1 (0.3) 0.2 (0.4) 0.3 (0.5) 0.1(0.4)
Legumes 0.3(0.4) 0.3(0.5) 0.4 (0.5) 0.6 (0.7) 0.4 (0.6)
Tea and coffee 3.6 (1.8) 4.0 (1.8) 4.3 (1.8) 4.7 (1.9) 4.2 (1.9)
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Unhealthy plant food

Refined grains 2.1(1.6) 1.4 (1.3) 1.0(1.2) 0.5 (0.8) 1.2 (1.4)
Potatoes 1.0 (0.7) 0.8 (0.7) 0.7 (0.7) 0.6 (0.7) 0.8 (0.7)
Sugar-sweetened beverages 1.3(1.4) 0.7 (1.1) 0.6 (1.0) 0.3 (0.8) 0.7 (1.1)
Fruit juices 0.5 (0.7) 0.4 (0.6) 0.3 (0.5) 0.2 (0.4) 0.3 (0.6)
Sweets and desserts 1.8 (1.5) 1.4 (1.4) 1.2 (1.3) 0.8 (1.0) 1.3(1.3)
Animal-derived food

Animal fat 1.3(1.5) 0.8(1.2) 0.6 (1.2) 0.3(0.9) 0.8 (1.3)
Dairy 1.1 (0.9) 1.0 (0.9) 0.9 (0.9) 0.9 (0.9) 1.0 (0.9)
Eggs 0.5(0.7) 0.3 (0.6) 0.3(0.5) 0.2 (0.5) 0.3 (0.6)
Fish or seafood 0.3 (0.6) 0.3(0.5) 0.3 (0.5) 0.3(0.4) 0.3(0.5)
Meat 1.7 (1.2) 1.4 (1.1) 1.2 (0.9) 1.0 (0.9) 1.3(1.1)
Miscellaneous animal-based foods 0.1 (0.5) 0.1(0.3) 0.1(0.3) 0.0 (0.2) 0.1(0.3)

IRelative frequencies (%) include missing values which may not equate to 100%.

2QOther includes any race or ethnic group not otherwise specified.

®Portion sizes were specified as a “serving” in the Oxford WebQ tool.

Abbreviations: Q, quartile; hPDI, healthful plant-based diet index; BMI, body mass index; MET, metabolic equivalent task; SD,
standard deviation; SBP, systolic blood pressure; DBP, diastolic blood pressure; LTC, long term condition; eGFR, estimated
glomerular filtration rate.
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Table 2. Hazard ratios (95% confidence intervals) of chronic kidney disease among all individuals with
diabetes across sex-specific quartiles (Q) of the healthful plant-based diet index (hPDI) and unhealthful plant-
based diet index (uPDI) (n=7,747)

hPDI Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 P-trend
Cases/total 287/1,901 248/1,829 256/1,836 239/2,181

HR (95% CI)

Model 1 1.00* 0.81(0.68-0.96)  0.84 (0.71-0.99)  0.63 (0.53-0.76) <0.001
Model 2 1.00? 0.89 (0.74-1.06)  0.96 (0.80-1.15)  0.75(0.62-0.91) 0.001

Model 3 1.00* 0.89 (0.75-1.06)  0.97 (0.81-1.16)  0.76 (0.63-0.92) 0.002

uPDI Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 P-trend
Cases/total 232/1,983 308/2,295 248/1,790 242/1,679

HR (95% CI)

Model 1 1.00* 1.21(1.02-1.44)  1.30(1.08-1.55)  1.50(1.25-1.81) <0.001
Model 2 1.00? 1.21(1.02-1.44)  1.23(1.03-1.48) 1.40(1.16- 1.70) 0.001

Model 3 1.00? 1.20(1.01-1.43) 1.20(1.00-1.45) 1.35(1.11-1.65) 0.006

Model 1 adjusted for sex and education; stratified by age (3-year categories) and region.

Model 2: Model 1 plus BMI, waist circumference, ethnicity, physical activity, smoking status, alcohol intake,

energy intake, multimorbidity index, townsend depriation index, type of diabetes, diabetes medication use and
number of completed dietary assessments.

Model 3: Model 2 plus total protein intake.

P-trend is for linear trend.

!Reference categories.

Abbreviations: Q, quartile; hPDI, healthful plant-based diet index; uPDI, unhealthful plant-based diet index;

BMI, Body Mass Index; HR, hazard ratio; ClI, confidence interval.
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Table 3. Hazard ratios (95% confidence intervals) of chronic kidney disease across key food groups from the plant-based diet

index (n=7,747)

Food group intake quartiles

Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 P-trend
Healthy Plant Food
Wholegrains
Intake (servings/d)! 0 (0-0) 1(0.1-1.5) 2.3 (1.6-3.1) 4.3 (3.1-13.0)
Cases/total 139/995 295/2,310 341/2,515 255/1,927
HR (95% CI)? 1.00° 0.93 (0.75-1.14) 1.00 (0.81-1.23) 0.92 (0.74-1.14) 0.86
Fruit
Intake (servings/d)* 0 (0-0) 1.0 (0.1-1.7) 2.0 (1.8-2.9) 4.0 (3.0-20.0)
Cases/total 120/909 312/2,221 241/2,018 357/2,599
HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 1.05 (0.85-1.31) 0.88 (0.70-1.11) 0.95 (0.77-1.18) 0.24
Vegetables
Intake (servings/d)! 0 (0-0) 1.0 (0.1-1.4) 2.0 (1.5-3.0) 4.2 (3.0-29.0)
Cases/total 173/1,224 264/1,909 286/2,181 307/2,433
HR (95% CI)? 1.00° 1.07 (0.87-1.31) 1.02 (0.83-1.25) 0.96 (0.79-1.17) 0.50
Nuts
Intake (servings/d)* 0 (0-0) 0.2 (0.1-0.3) 0.5 (0.3-0.7) 1.0 (0.8-9.0)
Cases/total 826/6,095 58/432 83/635 65/585
HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 1.02 (0.77-1.36) 1.01 (0.80-1.27) 0.92 (0.71-1.19) 0.93
Legumes
Intake (servings/d)* 0 (0-0) 0.3(0.1-0.4) 0.5 (0.4-0.8) 1.0 (0.9-6.0)
Cases/total 487/3,518 160/1,196 178/1,442 205/1,591
HR (95% CI)? 1.00° 1.04 (0.85-1.27) 0.97 (0.80-1.17) 0.93 (0.79-1.10) 0.11
Tea and coffee
Intake (servings/d)! 0 (0-0) 2.5(0.2-3.4) 4.3 (3.5-5.1) 6.0 (5.1-18.0)
Cases/total 28/214 338/2,433 384/2,986 280/2,114
HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 1.04 (0.70-1.55) 0.89 (0.60-1.32) 0.85 (0.57-1.27) 0.02
Unhealthy Plant Food
Refined grains
Intake (servings/d)* 0 (0-0) 0.5 (0.1-0.9) 1.0 (1.0-1.9) 3.0 (2.0-11.0)
Cases/total 284/2,151 190/1,537 247/1,956 309/2,103
HR (95% CI)? 1.00° 1.02 (0.83-1.25) 1.01 (0.84-1.21) 1.06 (0.89-1.26) 0.28
Potatoes
Intake (servings/d)? 0 (0-0) 0.5 (0.1-0.8) 1.0 (0.8-1.2) 1.8 (1.2-5.0)
Cases/total 229/1,773 280/2,253 300/2,231 221/1,490
HR (95% CI)? 1.00° 1.01 (0.83-1.23) 1.02 (0.85-1.22) 1.10 (0.90-1.35) 0.45
Sugar-sweetened
beverages
Intake (servings/d)? 0 (0-0) 0.5 (0.1-0.7) 1.0 (0.8-1.4) 2.0 (1.5-11.0)
Cases/total 486/3,899 158/1,183 166/1,212 220/1,453
HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 1.09 (0.90-1.31) 1.10 (0.92-1.31) 1.24 (1.05-1.47) 0.04
Fruit juices
Intake (servings/d)* 0 (0-0) 0.3(0.1-0.4) 0.5 (0.5-0.9) 1.0 (1.0-7.0)
Cases/total 626/4,477 70/692 164/1,299 170/1,279
HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 0.74 (0.57-0.95) 0.94 (0.79-1.12) 0.97 (0.82-1.15) 0.48
Sweets and desserts
Intake (servings/d)* 0 (0-0) 0.5 (0.1-1.0) 1.1 (1.0-2.0) 2.8 (2.0-11.0)
Cases/total 231/1,900 172/1,506 279/2,057 348/2,284
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HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 0.96 (0.77-1.18) 1.09 (0.90-1.32) 1.14 (0.95-1.38) 0.28
Animal-Derived Food

Animal fat

Intake (servings/d)* 0 (0-0) 0.8 (0.1-1.2) 2.0 (1.3-2.3) 3.0 (2.3-10.0)

Cases/total 604/4,738 132/1,097 142/1,027 152/885

HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 1.01 (0.83-1.23) 0.96 (0.80-1.16) 1.11 (0.92-1.34) 0.30
Dairy

Intake (servings/d)! 0 (0-0) 0.5 (0.1-0.8) 1.0 (0.8-1.4) 2.0 (1.5-11.0)

Cases/total 228/1,615 232/1,793 296/2,231 274/2,108

HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 0.91 (0.75-1.11) 0.89 (0.75-1.07) 0.91 (0.75-1.09) 0.94
Eggs

Intake (servings/d)* 0 (0-0) 0.4 (0.1-0.5) 1.0 (0.6-1.0) 2.0 (1.1-6.0)

Cases/total 641/4,894 135/1,071 178/1,218 76/564

HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 0.98 (0.80-1.20) 1.09 (0.91-1.29) 0.86 (0.67-1.10) 0.80
Fish and seafood

Intake (servings/d)* 0 (0-0) 0.3(0.1-0.4) 0.5 (0.4-0.8) 1.0 (0.8-6.0)

Cases/total 628/4,496 92/877 143/1,109 167/1,265

HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 0.77 (0.60-0.98) 0.96 (0.79-1.17) 0.99 (0.83-1.19) 0.79
Meat

Intake (servings/d)! 0 (0-0) 0.5 (0.1-0.9) 1.0 (1.0-1.7) 2.2 (1.8-11.0)

Cases/total 161/1,213 142/1,243 405/3,090 322/2,201

HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 0.96 (0.75-1.22) 1.05 (0.86-1.28) 1.18 (0.94-1.47) 0.02
Miscellaneous animal-

based foods

Intake (servings/d)? 0 (0-0) 0.3 (0.1-0.4) 0.5 (0.5-0.8) 1.3 (1.0-4.0)

Cases/total 959/7,104 24/190 18/186 29/267

HR (95% Cl)? 1.00° 1.04 (0.69-1.59) 0.84 (0.53-1.35) 0.95 (0.65-1.39) 0.71

!ntake values are median (range) and portion sizes were specified as a “serving” in the Oxford WebQ tool.

2Hazard Ratios with 95% Confidence Intervals (Cl) adjusted for sex, education, BMI, waist circumference, ethnicity, physical
activity, smoking status, alcohol intake, energy intake, multimorbidity index, townsend depriation index, type of diabetes,
diabetes medication use, number of completed dietary assessments, and total protein intake; stratified by age (3-year categories)
and region.

SReference categories.

P-trend is for linear trend.

Abbreviations: Q, quartile; BMI, Body Mass Index; HR, hazard ratio; Cl, confidence interval.
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Table 4. Mediation analysis between healthful plant-based diet score and chronic kidney disease

Healthful Plant-Based Diet Index Score (1-

point increments)

Participants,

Total effect

P-value

Direct effect

P-value

Natural indirect
effect

P-value

Proportion mediated
(Log(NIE) /

. 0, 1 . 0, 1
No. (HR; 95% CI) (HR; 95% CI) (HR: 95% CI)! (Log(NIE))+Iog(NDE)
Potential
mediators?
Obesity and lipid
metabolism
BMI 4,756 0.982 [0.968-0.997] 0.022 0.984 [0.969-0.999] 0.037 0.999 [0.997-1.000] 0.070 6%
_ Waist 4,756 0.980 [0.965-0.995] 0.008 0.985 [0.970-1.000] 0.047 0.995 [0.993-0.997] <0.001 25%
circumference
LDL Cholesterol 4,744 0.983 [0.968-0.998] 0.029 0.983 [0.969-0.999] 0.032 1.000 [0.999-1.000] 0.362 NA
HDL Cholesterol 4,361 0.982 [0.966-0.997] 0.022 0.982 [0.967-0.998] 0.030 0.999 [0.998-1.000] 0.066 5%
Triglycerides 4,753 0.983 [0.968-0.998] 0.030 0.984 [0.969-0.999] 0.037 0.999 [0.999-1.000] 0.079 6%
Lipoprotein A 3,639 0.979 [0.962-0.996] 0.015 0.979 [0.962-0.996] 0.016 1.000 [0.999-1.000] 0.579 NA
Apolipoprotein A 4,351 0.981 [0.966-0.997] 0.021 0.982 [0.966-0.997] 0.023 1.000 [0.999-1.000] 0.334 NA
Kidney function
eGFR 4,756 0.983 [0.967-0.999] 0.034 0.987 [0.972-1.003] 0.105 0.996 [0.993-0.999] 0.007 23%
Cystatin C 4,754 0.982 [0.967-0.998] 0.032 0.991 [0.975-1.007] 0.255 0.992 [0.988-0.995] <0.001 47%
Urate 4,748 0.982 [0.967-0.998] 0.025 0.984 [0.969-0.999] 0.038 0.999 [0.997-1.000] 0.106 6%
Creatinine 4,756 0.982 [0.967-0.998] 0.027 0.989 [0.973-1.004] 0.154 0.993 [0.990-0.997] <0.001 39%
Nephrolithiasis 4,756 0.983 [0.968-0.998] 0.030 0.983 [0.968-0.998] 0.029 1.000 [0.999-1.000] 0.962 NA
Hypertension
) Prevaler_lt 4,756 0.983 [0.967-1.000] 0.045 0.983 [0.969-0.998] 0.030 1.000 [0.994-1.006] 0.999 NA
ypertension
Systolic blood 4,601 0.982 [0.967-0.997] 0.019 0.982 [0.967-0.997] 0.018 1.000 [0.999-1.001] 0.655 NA

pressure
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Inflammatory
biomarkers

C-reactive protein

4,746

0.983 [0.968-0.998]

0.029

0.984 [0.969-0.999]

0.033

1.000 [0.999-1.000]

0.551

NA

'Hazard Ratios with 95% Confidence Intervals (Cl) for healthful plant-based diet score (1-point increments), adjusted for sex, BMI (excluding when considered as a
potential mediator), waist circumference (excluding when considered as a potential mediator), ethnicity, physical activity, smoking status, education, alcohol intake,
energy intake, multimorbidity index, Townsend deprivation index, type of diabetes, diabetes medication use, number of completed dietary assessments, and total protein
intake; stratified by age (3-year categories) and region.
ZPotential mediators are modelled on the continuous scale (excluding prevalent nephrolithiasis and prevalent hypertension which are binary).
Abbreviations: HR, hazard ratios; Cl, confidence intervals; BMI, body mass index; eGFR, estimated glomerular filtration rate; NIE, natural indirect effect; NDE, natural

direct effect.
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