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ABSTRACT

Background. Men commence dialysis with a higher estimated
glomerular filtration rate (eGFR) than women and are more
likely to transition from chronic kidney disease (CKD) to end-
stage renal disease. We hypothesized that for a given estimated
body surface area (BSA) men have a greater metabolic burden,
and that consequently, the practice of indexing GFR to BSA
results in gender differences in the degree of biochemical
uraemia.
Methods. Metabolic burden was assessed as estimated dietary
protein, calorie, phosphorus, sodium and potassium intakes
and urinary urea nitrogen excretion in the Chronic Renal In-
sufficiency Cohort, Modification of Diet in Renal Disease
study, and National Health and Nutrition Examinations
Surveys (NHANES) 1999–2010. Uraemia was characterized by
serum biochemistry.
Results. Per m2 BSA, men had greater urea nitrogen excre-
tion and intakes of all dietary parameters (P < 0.001 for all).
For a given BSA-indexed iothalamate GFR or eGFR, male
gender was associated with a 10–15% greater serum urea ni-
trogen (P < 0.001), giving men with a BSA-indexed GFR of
70–75 mL/min/1.73 m2 the same serum urea nitrogen con-
centration as women with a GFR of 60 mL/min/1.73 m2.
However, indexing metabolic burden and GFR to alternative
body size measures (estimated total body water, lean body
mass or resting energy expenditure) abolished/reversed the
gender associations. In NHANES, BSA-indexed eGFR distri-
bution was very similar for men and women, so that adjust-
ing for eGFR had little effect on the gender difference in
serum urea.

Conclusions. Indexing GFR to BSA across genders may ap-
proximate nature’s indexing approach, but gives men a greater
ingested burden of protein, calories, sodium, phosphorus and
potassium per mL/min GFR. This has implications for gender
differences in CKD outcomes.

Keywords: body surface area, CKD complications, gender,
GFR, uraemia

INTRODUCTION

Male gender is a predictor of adverse outcomes in chronic
kidney disease (CKD); as in the general population, men with
CKD have greater total and cardiovascular mortality than
women at all levels of estimated glomerular filtration rate
(eGFR) [1]. Men are also more likely to transition from CKD
to end-stage renal disease [2] and commence dialysis at a
higher average residual eGFR, suggesting an earlier onset of
uraemic symptoms or biochemical complications [3, 4].

The degree of biochemical and clinical uraemia experienced
by an individual with CKD partly reflects a balance between
the level of residual excretory function and the rate of ingestion
or endogenous production of a uraemic excretory burden (in-
cluding phosphorus, sodium, potassium, acid and a number of
poorly understood organic ‘toxins’ [5, 6]). On a per-weight
basis, men ingest greater quantities of calories, protein, phos-
phorus, sodium and potassium than women [7, 8]. This is not
surprising since women typically have a smaller percentage
lean body mass (LBM) than men [9] and so a lower basal meta-
bolic rate per unit weight [10]. Consequently, indexing GFR to
weight might be expected to result in gender discrepancies in
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the degree of uraemia. Traditionally, eGFR is expressed indexed
to an estimated body surface area (BSA) [11, 12], calculated
from height and weight [13], although the rationale for this
choice has been questioned [14]. The extent to which uraemic
burden per m2 BSA differs between men and women with
non-dialytic CKD has not previously been reported. Other
measures of body size proposed for GFR indexing, such as esti-
mated total body water (TBW) [15], resting energy expenditure
(REE, i.e. basal metabolic rate) [10] or LBM [16–19], might
better predict excretory burden. Notably, unlike estimated BSA,
formula-based estimates of these parameters incorporate
gender in recognition of the accompanying differences in body
composition [10, 15, 16].

We hypothesized that for a given estimated BSA men have
a greater uraemic excretory burden than women, resulting in a
more advanced degree of biochemical uraemia for a given
BSA-indexed eGFR. Using data from the Chronic Renal Insuf-
ficiency Cohort (CRIC), Modification of Diet in Renal Disease
Study (MDRD) and US National Health and Nutrition Exam-
ination Surveys (NHANES) 1999–2010, gender differences in
BSA-indexed metabolic burden were assessed in terms of esti-
mated dietary intakes of protein, calories, phosphorus, sodium
and potassium, and measured urinary urea nitrogen excretion.
The effects of indexing GFR to alternative measures of body
size on gender differences in serum urea and the likelihood of
uraemic metabolic complications were also determined.

METHODS

Study populations

The recruitment procedures and characteristics of the
CRIC, MDRD and NHANES cohorts have been published
previously [20–24]. The CRIC is a longitudinal cohort study
investigating the determinants of CKD progression and car-
diovascular disease in CKD. The MDRD study was a rando-
mized controlled trial of the effects of dietary protein
restriction and blood pressure control on CKD progression.
Baseline data from these two studies were used for the analysis
of estimated dietary intakes, serum biochemistry, iothalamate-
measured GFR (iGFR) and urine biochemistry. A small
number (1%) of participants with 24-h urine creatinine of
<350 or >3500 mg considered implausible [25] were excluded,
leaving total cohorts of N = 3631 (CRIC) and N = 1679
(MDRD) with serum/urine biochemistry and body size data
for analysis. Twenty-four hour urinary urea nitrogen results
were available from both CRIC and MDRD, whereas urinary
phosphorus, sodium and potassium measurements were only
available from the MDRD dataset. Dietary intake estimates
were complete for subsets of n = 2778 (CRIC) and n = 1267
(MDRD). Data from these studies were provided by the
National Institutes for Diabetes and Digestive and Kidney
Disease Data Repository [26] following Institutional Review
Board Approval (University of Sheffield, UK).

The NHANES uses a multistage probability sampling design
to create a sample representative of the non-institutionalized
US population. Oversampling of certain population subgroups
(non-Hispanic blacks, Mexican-Americans and the over 60s)

increases the reliability of prevalence estimates in these groups
[22]. For this analysis, data from the continuous NHANES
cycles 1999–2010 were combined. Non-pregnant participants
aged 20 years or older with complete dietary intake estimates
and weight, height and serum biochemistry data were included
in the analysis (N = 25 970). Associations between gender and
metabolic burden were examined in NHANES subpopulations
with an eGFR of <60 mL/min/1.73 m2 (n = 2472) and ≥60 mL/
min/1.73 m2 (n = 23 498).

Dietary intake estimates

Dietary intakes of protein, calories, phosphorus, sodium
and potassium were estimated using diet questionnaires and
the University of Pittsburgh Nutrient Database [27] (MDRD)
or the National Cancer Institute’s Diet History Questionnaire
[28] (CRIC). For NHANES participants, nutrient intakes were
estimated with the USDA automated multi-pass 24-h dietary
recall method and the Food and Nutrient Database for Dietary
Studies [29].

Biochemistry analysis

Serum and urine biochemistry analyses were performed
using standard bioanalyzers. Glomerular filtration rate was
estimated from serum creatinine using the Chronic Kidney
Disease Epidemiology Collaboration (CKD-EPI) equation [12],
with appropriate correction of the Beckman CX3-measured
creatinines from MDRD [30]. Recalibration of serum creati-
nines across NHANES cycles was performed according to
NHANES recommendations [31, 32]. Iothalamate clearance
was used to measure GFR in MDRD and in a weighted random
sample of one-third of CRIC participants. Analyses of the
effects of GFR indexing measure on gender-associated differ-
ences in uraemic biochemistry included all subjects with demo-
graphic, biochemistry and iGFR measurements from CRIC
(n = 1319) and MDRD (n = 1679). Hyperphosphataemia,
hyperkalaemia and acidosis were defined as serum phosphorus
of ≥4.6 mg/dL, potassium >5.0 mM and bicarbonate <22 mEq/L.
Anaemia was defined both by the World Health Organization
(WHO) gender-specific haemoglobin thresholds [33] (<13
and <12 g/dL for men and women, respectively) and the
KDOQI definition [34] of <11 g/dL.

Body size indices

Body size estimates used for indexing metabolic burden
and GFR as alternatives to BSA were weight, TBW, REE and
LBM. Estimated BSA, TBW, REE and LBM were calculated
using the formulae of Dubois and DuBois [13], Watson et al.
[15], Mifflin et al. [10] and Deurenberg et al. [16], respectively.
Fat-free mass was estimated in CRIC by bioimpedance analysis
and was also tested as an indexing measure in this cohort.

Statistical analysis

Variables were naturally log transformed prior to paramet-
ric tests where appropriate. Gender differences in dietary
intakes and urinary solute excretion rates indexed to alterna-
tive body size indices were examined by linear regression.
Ratios between the geometric means for each gender were ob-
tained by exponentiating the gender coefficients from linear
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regression models predicting log-transformed indexed dietary/
urinary parameters.

The effects of indexing measured iGFR to alternative body
size measures on gender differences in log-transformed serum
urea nitrogen were also determined by linear regression. Log-
transformation was applied to measures of GFR in these ana-
lyses to optimize both the normal distribution and the linear-
ity of the relationship with log serum urea. The same approach
was adopted to examine the effects of indexing GFR to alterna-
tive body size measures on gender differences in fractional ex-
cretions of phosphorus, sodium and potassium.

Odds ratios of hyperphosphataemia, hyperkalaemia,
anaemia and acidosis associated with male versus female
gender were determined in binary logistic regression models
incorporating gender, age, race and indexed iGFR or eGFR.
Whether indexing GFR to alternative body size indices
improves complication prediction was assessed by calculating
area under the receiver operating characteristic curve (C-statis-
tic) and net reclassification index; subjects were ranked
according to absolute GFR and to each indexed GFR, then the
net reclassification according to the presence of each complica-
tion calculated as previously described [35].

In analyses adjusting for ethnicity, self-reported categories of
non-Hispanic white, non-Hispanic black, Hispanic and ‘other’
were applied. Diabetes was also defined by self-report. All ana-
lyses performed using the NHANES data applied the appropri-
ate sample weights according to NHANES recommended
procedures [36]. Statistical analyses were performed using the
SAS version 9.3, and SPSS version 20. A P-value of <0.05 was
considered statistically significant.

RESULTS

BSA-indexed metabolic burden is greater in men

Characteristics of the MDRD and CRIC study participants
with available dietary data are shown by gender in Table 1,
together with those of the US population represented by
NHANES 1999–2010 participants with an eGFR of <60 mL/
min/1.73 m2. Of the alternative indices of body size considered
(weight, BSA, TBW, REE and LBM) estimated BSA differed
least between genders in all cohorts (ratios are shown in Sup-
plementary Table S1). Consequently, gender differences in
estimated dietary intakes were exaggerated when BSA rather
than weight was used as the indexing measure (Table 2). The
same pattern of results was found in NHANES participants
with an eGFR of >60 mL/min/1.73 m2, though gender-asso-
ciated differences in BSA-indexed intakes were generally
greater in this population (Supplementary Table S2). Confin-
ing analyses to obese (body mass index, BMI, of ≥30 kg/m2)
or non-obese subsets did not change the findings (not shown).

Indexing to TBW, REE or LBM rather than BSA attenuated
or reversed the gender-associated differences in dietary
intakes; overall, the greatest disparities in dietary intakes asso-
ciated with gender were apparent when indexed to BSA
(though all indexing measures reduced the gender differences
compared with those seen between absolute dietary intakes).
When bioimpedance-measured fat-free mass was applied asT
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Table 2. Influence of the choice of indexing measure on gender differences in estimated dietary intakes

Indexed to CRIC (N = 2778) MDRD (N = 1267) NHANES (N = 2472)

Ratio (95% CI) P-value Ratio (95% CI) P-value Ratio (95% CI) P-value

Protein Weight 1.14 (1.10–1.18) <0.001 1.11 (1.03–1.15) <0.001 1.18 (1.12–1.25) <0.001
BSA 1.16 (1.12–1.20) <0.001 1.18 (1.13–1.22) <0.001 1.22 (1.16–1.28) <0.001
TBW 0.96 (0.93–1.00) 0.03 0.98 (0.94–1.01) 0.19 1.06 (1.01–1.11) <0.02
REE 1.02 (0.99–1.06) 0.21 1.04 (1.00–1.08) 0.07 1.05 (1.00–1.11) <0.04
LBM 0.89 (0.86–0.92) <0.001 0.96 (0.92–0.99) 0.02 0.97 (0.92–1.02) 0.18

Calories Weight 1.12 (1.08–1.15) <0.001 1.11 (1.08–1.15) <0.001 1.13 (1.08–1.18) <0.001
BSA 1.13 (1.10–1.17) <0.001 1.18 (1.14–1.22) <0.001 1.16 (1.11–1.21) <0.001
TBW 0.94 (0.91–0.97) <0.001 0.98 (0.95–1.01) 0.18 1.01 (0.96–1.05) 0.64
REE 1.00 (0.97–1.03) 0.89 1.04 (1.01–1.07) 0.02 1.00 (0.96–1.05) 0.83
LBM 0.87 (0.84–0.90) <0.001 0.96 (0.93–0.99) 0.01 0.92 (0.88–0.96) <0.001

Phosphate Weight 1.09 (1.05–1.13) <0.001 1.08 (1.04–1.12) <0.001 1.15 (1.09–1.21) <0.001
BSA 1.11 (1.07–1.14) <0.001 1.15 (1.11–1.19) <0.001 1.18 (1.13–1.24) <0.001
TBW 0.92 (0.89–0.95) <0.001 0.95 (0.92–0.99) 0.01 1.03 (0.98–1.08) 0.23
REE 0.98 (0.94–1.01) 0.16 1.01 (0.97–1.05) 0.53 1.02 (0.98–1.07) 0.33
LBM 0.85 (0.82–0.88) <0.001 0.93 (0.90–0.97) <0.001 1.06 (1.01–1.12) 0.01

Sodium Weight 1.13 (1.09–1.17) <0.001 1.01 (0.96–1.05) 0.72 1.14 (1.08–1.21) <0.001
BSA 1.15 (1.12–1.19) <0.001 1.07 (1.02–1.12) 0.003 1.17 (1.12–1.24) <0.001
TBW 0.96 (0.93–0.99) 0.02 0.89 (0.85–0.93) <0.001 1.02 (0.97–1.08) 0.56
REE 1.02 (0.99–1.05) 0.27 0.94 (0.90–0.99) 0.009 1.02 (0.97–1.07) <0.001
LBM 0.89 (0.86–0.92) <0.001 0.87 (0.83–0.91) <0.001 0.93 (0.89–0.98) 0.10

Potassium Weight 1.05 (1.01–1.09) 0.009 0.99 (0.96–1.03) 0.68 1.10 (1.04–1.15) <0.001
BSA 1.07 (1.03–1.10) <0.001 1.05 (1.02–1.09) 0.004 1.13 (1.08–1.18) <0.001
TBW 0.89 (0.86–0.92) <0.001 0.87 (0.84–0.90) <0.001 1.02 (0.94–1.03) <0.001
REE 0.94 (0.91–0.97) <0.001 0.93 (0.90–0.96) <0.001 1.02 (0.93–1.02) <0.001
LBM 0.82 (0.79–0.85) <0.001 0.86 (0.83–0.89) <0.001 0.90 (0.86–0.94) <0.001

Male:female ratios for geometric means of indexed estimated dietary intakes are shown, adjusted for age and race.
BSA, estimated body surface area; TBW, estimated total body water; REE, estimated resting energy expenditure; LBM, estimated lean body mass.

Table 3. Influence of indexing measure on gender differences in urine urea nitrogen excretion rate

Indexed to: CRIC (N = 3631) MDRD (N = 1679)

Ratio (95%CI) P-value Ratio P-value

24 h urine urea nitrogen Weight 1.11 (1.08–1.15) <0.001 1.04 (1.01–1.07) 0.018
BSA 1.13 (1.10–1.17) <0.001 1.10 (1.07–1.13) <0.001
TBW 0.94 (0.91–0.97) <0.001 0.91 (0.88–0.94) <0.001
REE 1.00 (0.97–1.03) 1.00 0.97 (0.94–1.00) 0.03
LBM 0.87 (0.84–0.90) <0.001 0.89 (0.87–0.92) <0.001

Male: female ratios for geometric means of indexed measured urinary urea nitrogen excretion rates are shown, adjusted for age and race.
BSA, estimated body surface area; TBW, estimated total body water; REE, estimated resting energy expenditure; LBM, estimated lean body mass.

Table 4. Effects of GFR indexing measure on gender differences in serum urea nitrogen concentration

GFR measure CRIC MDRD

Ratio (95% CI) P-value Ratio (95% CI) P-value

Absolute iGFR 1.22 (1.18–1.27) <0.001 1.23 (1.20–1.26) <0.001
iGFR/weight 1.14 (1.10–1.18) <0.001 1.07 (1.04–1.10) <0.001
iGFR/BSA 1.15 (1.12–1.19) <0.001 1.12 (1.09–1.14) <0.001
iGFR/TBW 1.02 (0.99–1.06) 0.25 0.98 (0.95–1.00) 0.10
iGFR/REE 1.06 (1.03–1.10) <0.001 1.02 (1.00–1.05) 0.10
iGFR/LBM 0.99 (0.95–1.02) 0.45 0.97 (0.94–0.99) 0.01
eGFR 1.12 (1.10–1.14) <0.001 1.10 (1.07–1.13) <0.001

Ratios between the geometric mean serum urea nitrogen concentrations in men and women are shown, adjusted for age, race and the indicated indexed iothalamate GFR or calculated
eGFR.
iGFR, iothalamate GFR; BSA, estimated body surface area; TBW, estimated total body water; REE, estimated resting energy expenditure; LBM, estimated lean body mass.
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the indexing measure in CRIC, all dietary intakes were signifi-
cantly greater in women (Supplementary Table S3).

When indexed to weight or BSA, 24-h urinary urea nitro-
gen excretion (thus generation) rate was significantly greater in
men (Table 3). Indexing to TBW or LBM reversed the gender
difference, whereas urea nitrogen excretion indexed to REE did
not differ between men and women. Results of 24-h urinary
phosphorus, sodium and potassium measurements were avail-
able from MDRD participants and also showed a significantly
greater excretory burden in men when indexed to BSA (P <
0.001 for all), but not when indexed to TBW, REE or LBM
(Supplementary Table S4). Inclusion of data from the small
percentage of subjects considered to have implausible values for
creatininuria had no effect on these conclusions (not shown).

Indexing GFR to BSA results in gender differences
in serum urea nitrogen

There was a negative linear relationship between log-trans-
formed serum urea nitrogen and log-transformed GFR, con-
sistent with the expected reciprocal relationship between GFR
and serum urea nitrogen. Ratios between the geometric mean
serum urea nitrogen concentrations for men and women,
adjusted for age, race and log-transformed absolute or indexed
GFR are summarized in Table 4. When GFR was indexed to
BSA, male gender remained independently associated with
greater log serum urea nitrogen. Adjustment for diabetes
status and 24-h urine volume (as a measure of hydration
status) or confining the analyses to non-obese participants
(BMI of <30 kg/m2) did not materially alter these findings.
Further adjustment for diuretic use and a diagnosis of congest-
ive cardiac failure (data only available in CRIC) also did not
change the conclusions. Based on these regression results,
women with a BSA-indexed iGFR of 60 mL/min/1.73 m2 had
the same mean log serum urea nitrogen as men with BSA-
indexed GFRs of 75 and 70 mL/min/1.73 m2 in CRIC and
MDRD, respectively. Equivalent male GFRs corresponding to
a female BSA-indexed iGFR of 20 mL/min/1.73 m2 were 25
and 23 mL/min/1.73 m2. Similar findings were apparent with
application of a BSA-indexed eGFR. Indexing GFR to TBW,
REE or LBM rather than BSA attenuated or reversed the asso-
ciation between log serum urea nitrogen and gender. The rela-
tionship between gender and serum urea nitrogen in CRIC is
shown for the various indexing approaches in Figure 1.

In the NHANES cohort (where iGFR was not measured),
male gender was associated with a greater log serum urea
nitrogen, independently of log eGFR (P < 0.001). The male:
female ratio of geometric mean serum urea concentrations,
adjusted for log eGFR, age and race, was 1.14 (95% CI 1.13–
1.15, P < 0.001). Similar significant differences between
genders were evident in subpopulations defined by excretory
impairment (geometric mean ratios of 1.13 and 1.14 for sub-
jects with an eGFR of <60 and ≥60, respectively) or obesity
(ratios of 1.16 and 1.14 for BMI of <30 and ≥30 kg/m2, re-
spectively) and were not affected by adjustment for a diagnosis
of cardiac failure. Male eGFRs corresponding to the same
mean log serum urea nitrogen concentrations as eGFRs of 60
and 20 mL/min/1.73 m2 in women were 74 and 25 mL/min/
1.73 m2, respectively.

BSA-indexed eGFR reflects natural GFR scaling
equally across genders

To determine whether BSA-indexed eGFR reflects the
‘natural’ scaling of GFR (i.e. the relationship between absolute
GFR endowment and body size) equally in men/women, the
US adult population distribution of eGFR by gender was ex-
amined in NHANES 1999–2010. The mean eGFR did not
differ by gender (94 mL/min/1.73 m2 for both), but the distri-
bution of eGFR was slightly more widely spread in females
(Figure 2). Consistent with the similar distribution of eGFR in
men and women, eGFR adjustment had little effect on the
gender difference in log serum urea: the male:female ratio of
geometric mean serum urea concentrations, adjusted just for
age and race, was 1.16 (95% CI 1.15–1.17, P < 0.001) c.f. 1.14
with eGFR adjustment (as above). Therefore, the body size
measure to which GFR naturally scales seems to match urea
generation rate to excretory function across genders no better
than BSA-indexing.

Choice of indexing measure and gender differences
in CKD complication risk

Indexing iGFR to TBW, REE or LBM rather than BSA
predictably reduced the ORs associated with male gender for
all complications (Figure 3). Consequently, an association
between male gender and greater likelihood of hyperkalaemia
was attenuated, whereas significant associations were revealed
between male gender and lower likelihoods of hyperphospha-
taemia and WHO-defined anaemia. Using a single haemoglo-
bin cut-off of < 11 g/dL resulted in a lower likelihood of
anaemia in men when BSA-indexed GFR was applied (OR
0.37 and 0.42 in MDRD and CRIC, respectively, P < 0.001 for
both), but the OR was further reduced with the alternative
indexing measures.

In linear regression models, adjusting for age and log-trans-
formed indexed GFR, men had a greater fractional excretion of
phosphorus than women, regardless of the GFR indexing
measure applied (P < 0.001 for all, Supplementary Table S5).
However, consistent with the greater dietary phosphorus
burden per m2 BSA in men, the gender difference in fractional
phosphorus excretion was greatest when BSA-indexed GFR
was used (ratio of geometric means 1.23, 95% CI 1.19–1.27). A
greater fractional excretion of sodium was also evident in men
for a given BSA-indexed GFR (ratio of geometric means 1.12,
95% CI 1.08–1.17).

Compared with absolute (unindexed) iGFR, indexing GFR
to any measure of body size failed to demonstrate an improve-
ment in the prediction of hyperphosphataemia, acidosis,
anaemia or hyperkalaemia by C-statistic or net reclassification
index (not shown).

DISCUSSION

It is only logical to index GFR to some measure of metabolic
burden or body size for two reasons: first, indexing excretory
function to metabolic burden should improve the consistency
of prediction of CKD complications and requirement for
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dialysis. Secondly, since absolute GFR is normally greater in
bigger people [17, 19, 37–39], expressing GFR indexed to body
size should facilitate the detection of an ‘abnormal’ reduction

in GFR. Whether BSA is the optimal indexing measure for
either of these two objectives has not been determined; we ex-
amined the implications of BSA-indexing on gender differ-
ences in uraemic biochemistry.

Our work demonstrates that men have a greater ingested
burden of protein, calories, phosphorus, sodium and potas-
sium per m2 BSA. In fact, compared with weight-indexing,
BSA-indexing exaggerates gender differences in dietary intakes
and in the urea generation rate. Consequently, for a given
BSA-indexed GFR, men have a greater ingested dietary burden
and urea generation rate per mL/min GFR. Indexing GFR to
BSA, thus, results in a significantly greater serum urea
nitrogen concentration in men, which is not apparent when
indexing to plausible alternative measures of body size.

Since urea is probably not a major driver of most of the clinic-
al phenomena that constitute the syndrome of uraemia [6],
gender differences in serum urea nitrogen concentration have not
attracted much interest. However, urea has postulated toxic prop-
erties that could contribute to adverse outcomes [40–42], and
greater serum urea nitrogen concentrations may be accompanied
by greater levels of unmeasured uraemic toxins derived from ca-
tabolism of nitrogenous gut contents [43]. The greater calorie
consumption per m2 BSA in men also might be accompanied by

F IGURE 1 : Effects of the choice of GFR indexing measure on the relationship between gender and serum urea nitrogen in the CRIC cohort.
Serum urea nitrogen versus: (A) eGFR, (B) iGFR indexed to weight, (C) iGFR indexed to BSA, (D) iGFR indexed to TBW, (E) iGFR indexed to
REE and (F) iGFR indexed to LBM. Loess-smoothed plots are shown. (For comparison of the effects of gender across the respective ranges of
excretory function, curves versus indexed iothalamate GFR for women are truncated with exclusion of three outlying high GFR datapoints).
iGFR, iothalamate GFR; BSA, estimated body surface area; TBW, estimated total body water; REE, estimated resting energy expenditure; LBM,
estimated lean body mass.

F IGURE 2 : The distribution of eGFR by gender in NHANES
1999–2010.
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increased concentrations of unmeasured uraemic by-products of
energy metabolism at a given BSA-indexed GFR. Gender differ-
ences in intakes of sodium, phosphorus and potassium per mL/
min GFR at a given BSA-indexed GFR are potentially clinically
important; dietary restriction of these substances is commonly
required in advanced CKD to prevent clinical/biochemical com-
plications (though guideline dietary restriction targets are not
gender-specific [44]).

The gender-associated urea nitrogen concentration differ-
ence at any given BSA-indexed GFR/eGFR is small in absolute
terms, but when considered as a marker of the degree of
accompanying general uraemic burden it is potentially of sig-
nificant epidemiological consequence. Men with an eGFR of
70–75 mL/min/1.73 m2 have approximately the same serum
urea nitrogen as women with an eGFR of 60 mL/min/1.73 m2;
men may therefore experience a pathological uraemic bio-
chemical milieu at a higher BSA-indexed GFR than women.
At low levels of BSA-indexed GFR/eGFR, the difference is
equivalent to a few mL/min/1.73 m2, which would be suffi-
cient to explain the reported earlier start of dialysis in men
[3, 4]. We can also speculate that gender differences in the
balance between ingested burden (e.g. of sodium), and GFR
might contribute to increased total/cardiovascular mortality in
men even at the earliest stages of CKD.

In the US population represented by NHANES 1999–2010,
average BSA-indexed eGFR was the same for both genders, so
that the gender difference in serum urea nitrogen was largely
unaffected by eGFR adjustment. Some studies in healthy po-
tential kidney donors have reported that measured GFR scales
to BSA similarly in both genders [19, 37], whereas others have

found GFR/BSA to be slightly greater in men [38, 39]. If GFR
does, indeed, naturally scale closely to BSA across genders,
then this seems to be an unfortunate circumstance for men;
the consequence is a greater natural average excretory burden
of urea, sodium, phosphorus and potassium per mL/min GFR
in men. Men would need a greater increment in absolute GFR
endowment (such as in proportion to their greater LBM or
TBW) in order to match their greater ingested burden.

Since, as we demonstrate, indexing GFR to TBW or LBM
abolishes gender differences in serum urea, the observed
greater serum urea nitrogen concentration in NHANES men
suggests that GFR does not naturally scale to TBW or LBM
across genders. Consequently, with regard to the derivation
and clinical application of an alternative eGFR indexing
measure, indexing to LBM or TBW would better match excre-
tory burden to function by gender, perhaps predicting dialysis
initiation more consistently in men/women; however, this
approach would require gender-specific definitions of ‘normal’
eGFR ranges.

Gender differences in CKD complication risk are not
simply a consequence of the differential scaling of ingested
burden and GFR, but also reflect differences in physiology. For
example, higher serum phosphorus levels have previously
been reported in women with CKD [45] and may reflect sex
hormone effects on renal phosphorus handling [46, 47]. Con-
sequently, indexing GFR to body size measures that better
predict ingested burden does not abolish gender differences in
complication risk, but rather creates a significant gender dif-
ference in the likelihood of hyperphosphataemia. Gender-as-
sociated CKD physiology differences thus may not be

F IGURE 3 : ORs of CKD complications by male gender in models with eGFR or with iothalamate GFR indexed to alternative body size mea-
sures. ORs with 95% confidence interval are shown for men relative to women in the CRIC (grey lines) and MDRD (black lines) cohorts,
adjusted for age and race. Complications defined as: hyperphosphataemia, serum phosphorus ≥ 4.6 mg/dL; hyperkalaemia, serum potassium
> 5.0 mM; acidosis, serum bicarbonate < 22 mEq/L; anaemia, haemoglobin < 13 and <12 g/dL for men and women, respectively.
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apparent if differences in ingested burden are not accounted
for.

Our work has some limitations: the MDRD and CRIC
study cohorts are selected populations and dietary records
were not available for all participants. A selection bias may,
therefore, have influenced the conclusions. However, our find-
ings are consistent across both these cohorts despite different
participant characteristics, as well as in the analysis of
NHANES 1999–2010, which uses sample weights to account
for incomplete or non-response to dietary intake question-
naires. Gender might influence serum urea nitrogen independ-
ently of the balance between excretory burden and excretory
function, through confounding-associated differences in tubu-
lar urea handling or extrarenal urea hydrolysis [48]. However,
indexing GFR to body size measures that show the same asso-
ciation with the urea excretion rate or protein intake in both
genders abolishes the gender difference in serum urea. This
strongly suggests that differences in BSA-indexed protein in-
gestion and urea generation rather than unrecognized con-
founders are responsible for the greater serum urea nitrogen in
men at a given BSA-indexed GFR.

In conclusion, we demonstrate that although the US popu-
lation average BSA-indexed eGFR is the same in men and
women, gender differences in ingested metabolic burden are
most evident when indexed to BSA. Men thus seem to be nat-
urally endowed with less excretory function for a given in-
gested burden of protein, calories, phosphorus, sodium and
potassium. The greater ingested burden per mL/min GFR at a
given BSA-indexed GFR has implications for observed gender
differences in CKD outcomes; future characterization of novel
uraemic toxins should reveal whether men experience a patho-
logical uraemic milieu at an earlier stage of CKD.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The MDRD and CRIC studies were conducted by the MDRD
and CRIC Study Investigators, respectively, and supported by
the National Institute of Diabetes and Digestive and Kidney
Diseases (NIDDK). The data from the MDRD and CRIC
studies reported here were supplied by the NIDDK Central Re-
positories. This manuscript was not prepared in collaboration
with Investigators of the MDRD or CRIC studies and does not
necessarily reflect the opinions or views of the MDRD/CRIC
Investigators, the NIDDK Central Repositories or the NIDDK.
The authors thank the NHANES participants, staff and inves-
tigators. T.E. is supported by Clinical Research Fellowships
from the British Heart Foundation and National Institute for
Healthcare Research, UK. J.F. is supported by a Clinical
Research Fellowship from Kidney Research UK.

SUPPLEMENTARY DATA

Supplementary data are available online at http://ndt.oxford-
journals.org.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT

All authors have no conflicts of interest to declare. The results
presented in this paper have not been published previously in
whole or part.

(See related article by Nitsch. Is there a difference in metabolic
burden between men and women? Nephrol Dial Transplant
2014; 29: 1110–1112.)

REFERENCES

1. Nitsch D, Grams M, Sang Y et al. Associations of estimated glomerular fil-
tration rate and albuminuria with mortality and renal failure by sex: a
meta-analysis. BMJ 2013; 346: f324

2. Grams ME, Chow EK, Segev DL et al. Lifetime incidence of CKD Stages
3–5 in the United States. Am J Kidney Dis 2013; 62: 245–352

3. Wright S, Klausner D, Baird B et al. Timing of dialysis initiation and sur-
vival in ESRD. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol 2010; 5: 1828–1835

4. Molnar MZ, Streja E, Kovesdy CP et al. Estimated glomerular filtration
rate at reinitiation of dialysis and mortality in failed kidney transplant reci-
pients. Nephrol Dial Transplant 2012; 27: 2913–2921

5. Vanholder R, Baurmeister U, Brunet P et al. A bench to bedside view of
uremic toxins. J Am Soc Nephrol 2008; 19: 863–870

6. Meyer TW, Hostetter TH. Uremia. N Engl J Med 2007; 357: 1316–1325
7. Moore LW, Byham-Gray LD, Scott Parrott J et al. The mean dietary

protein intake at different stages of chronic kidney disease is higher than
current guidelines. Kidney Int 2013; 83: 724–732

8. Kopple JD, Greene T, Chumlea WC et al. Relationship between nutritional
status and the glomerular filtration rate: results from the MDRD study.
Kidney Int 2000; 57: 1688–1703

9. Geer EB, Shen W. Gender differences in insulin resistance, body compos-
ition, and energy balance. Gend Med 2009; 6(Suppl 1): 60–75

10. Mifflin MD, St Jeor ST, Hill LA et al. A new predictive equation for resting
energy expenditure in healthy individuals. Am J Clin Nutr 1990; 51:
241–247

11. Levey AS, Bosch JP, Lewis JB et al. A more accurate method to estimate
glomerular filtration rate from serum creatinine: a new prediction equa-
tion. Modification of Diet in Renal Disease Study Group. Ann Intern Med
1999; 130: 461–470

12. Levey AS, Stevens LA, Schmid CH et al. A new equation to estimate glom-
erular filtration rate. Ann Intern Med 2009; 150: 604–612

13. DuBois D, DuBois E. A formula to estimate the approximate surface area
if height and weight be known. Arch Intern Med 1916; 17: 863–871

14. Delanaye P, Mariat C, Cavalier E et al. Errors induced by indexing glom-
erular filtration rate for body surface area: reduction ad absurdum.
Nephrol Dial Transplant 2009; 24: 3593–3596

15. Watson PE, Watson ID, Batt RD. Total body water volumes for adult
males and females estimated from simple anthropometric measurements.
Am J Clin Nutr 1980; 33: 27–39

16. Deurenberg P, Weststrate JA, Seidell JC. Body mass index as a measure of
body fatness: age- and sex-specific prediction formulas. Br J Nutr 1991;
65: 105–114

17. Eriksen BO, Melsom T, Mathisen UD et al. GFR normalized to total body
water allows comparisons across genders and body sizes. J Am Soc
Nephrol 2011; 22: 1517–1525

18. Boer P. Estimated lean body mass as an index for normalization of body
fluid volumes in humans. Am J Physiol 1984; 247(4 Pt 2): F632–F636

19. Daugirdas JT, Meyer K, Greene T et al. Scaling of measured glomerular fil-
tration rate in kidney donor candidates by anthropometric estimates of
body surface area, body water, metabolic rate, or liver size. Clin J Am Soc
Nephrol 2009; 4: 1575–1583

20. Beck GJ, Berg RL, Coggins CH et al. Design and statistical issues of the
Modification of Diet in Renal Disease Trial. The Modification of Diet in
Renal Disease Study Group. Control Clin Trials 1991; 12: 566–586

O
R
IG

IN
A
L
A
R
T
IC

L
E

S c a l i n g o f G F R a n d m e t a b o l i c b u r d e n 1193

http://ndt.oxfordjournals.org/lookup/suppl/doi:10.1093/ndt/gft466/-/DC1
http://ndt.oxfordjournals.org/lookup/suppl/doi:10.1093/ndt/gft466/-/DC1
http://ndt.oxfordjournals.org/lookup/suppl/doi:10.1093/ndt/gft466/-/DC1


21. Feldman HI, Appel LJ, Chertow GM et al. The Chronic Renal Insuffi-
ciency Cohort (CRIC) Study: design and methods. J Am Soc Nephrol
2003; 14(7 Suppl 2): S148–S153

22. US Department of Health and Human Services; Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention. National Health and Nutrition examination
Survey. http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes.htm (February 21 2013, date last
accessed)

23. Buckalew VM, Jr, Berg RL, Wang SR et al. Prevalence of hypertension in
1,795 subjects with chronic renal disease: the modification of diet in renal
disease study baseline cohort. Modification of Diet in Renal Disease Study
Group. Am J Kidney Dis 1996; 28: 811–821

24. Lash JP, Go AS, Appel LJ et al. Chronic Renal Insufficiency Cohort
(CRIC) Study: baseline characteristics and associations with kidney func-
tion. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol 2009; 4: 1302–1311

25. Ix JH, Wassel CL, Stevens LA et al. Equations to estimate creatinine excre-
tion rate: the CKD epidemiology collaboration. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol
2011; 6: 184–191

26. NIDDK Central Repository. http://www.niddkrepository.org/niddk/home.
do (21st January 2013, , date last accessed)

27. Gillis BP, Averbach FM, Caggiula AW et al. Features of the nutrient data-
base and analysis system for the Modification of Diet in Renal Disease
Study. Control Clin Trials 1994; 15: 44–58

28. Subar AF, Thompson FE, Kipnis V et al. Comparative validation of the
Block, Willett, and National Cancer Institute food frequency questionnaires :
the Eating at America’s Table Study. Am J Epidemiol 2001; 154: 1089–1099

29. http://www.ars.usda.gov/ba/fsrg (13 May 2013, date last accessed)
30. Levey AS, Coresh J, Greene T et al. Using standardized serum creatinine

values in the modification of diet in renal disease study equation for esti-
mating glomerular filtration rate. Ann Intern Med 2006; 145: 247–254

31. Selvin E, Manzi J, Stevens LA et al. Calibration of serum creatinine in the Na-
tional Health and Nutrition Examination Surveys (NHANES) 1988–1994,
1999–2004. Am J Kidney Dis 2007; 50: 918–926

32. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. National Health and Nutri-
tion Examination Survey. http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2005–
2006/BIOPRO_D.htm#Analytic_Notes (21 January 2013, date last ac-
cessed)

33. WHO. Nutritional Anemia, Report of a World Health Organisation Scien-
tific Group. Geneva: World Health Organization, 1968

34. KDOQI clinical practice guideline and clinical practice recommendations
for anemia in chronic kidney disease: 2007 update of hemoglobin target.
Am J Kidney Dis 2007; 50: 471–530

35. Pencina MJ, D’Agostino RB, Sr, Steyerberg EW. Extensions of net reclassi-
fication improvement calculations to measure usefulness of new biomar-
kers. Stat Med 2011; 30: 11–21

36. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. NHANES Analytic Guide-
lines. 2010. http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2003–2004/analytical_
guidelines.htm (21st January 2013, date last accessed)

37. Grewal GS, Blake GM. Reference data for 51Cr-EDTA measurements of
the glomerular filtration rate derived from live kidney donors. Nucl Med
Commun 2005; 26: 61–65

38. Visser FW, Muntinga JH, Dierckx RA et al. Feasibility and impact of the
measurement of extracellular fluid volume simultaneous with GFR by
125I-iothalamate. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol 2008; 3: 1308–1315

39. Peters AM, Perry L, Hooker CA et al. Extracellular fluid volume and glom-
erular filtration rate in 1878 healthy potential renal transplant donors:
effects of age, gender, obesity and scaling. Nephrol Dial Transplant 2012;
27: 1429–1437

40. Apostolov EO, Ray D, Savenka AV et al. Chronic uremia stimulates LDL
carbamylation and atherosclerosis. J Am Soc Nephrol 2010; 21:
1852–1857

41. Koeth RA, Kalantar-Zadeh K, Wang Z et al. Protein carbamylation pre-
dicts mortality in ESRD. J Am Soc Nephrol 2013; 24: 853–861

42. D’Apolito M, Du X, Zong H et al. Urea-induced ROS generation causes
insulin resistance in mice with chronic renal failure. J Clin Invest 2010;
120: 203–213

43. Patel KP, Luo FJ, Plummer NS et al. The production of p-cresol sulfate
and indoxyl sulfate in vegetarians versus omnivores. Clin J Am Soc
Nephrol 2012; 7: 982–988

44. Kopple JD. National kidney foundation K/DOQI clinical practice guide-
lines for nutrition in chronic renal failure. Am J Kidney Dis 2001; 37(1
Suppl 2): S66–S70

45. Bellasi A, Mandreoli M, Baldrati L et al. Chronic kidney disease progres-
sion and outcome according to serum phosphorus in mild-to-moderate
kidney dysfunction. Clin J Am Soc Nephrol 2011; 6: 883–891

46. Ix JH, Chonchol M, Laughlin GA et al. Relation of sex and estrogen
therapy to serum fibroblast growth factor 23, serum phosphorus, and
urine phosphorus: the Heart and Soul Study. Am J Kidney Dis 2011; 58:
737–745

47. Cirillo M, Ciacci C, De Santo NG. Age, renal tubular phosphate reabsorp-
tion, and serum phosphate levels in adults. N Engl J Med 2008; 359:
864–866

48. Fouillet H, Barbara J, Bos C et al. Urea-nitrogen production and salvage
are modulated by protein intake in fed humans: results of an oral stable-
isotope-tracer protocol and compartmental modeling. Am J Clin Nutr
2008; 87: 1702–1714

Received for publication: 6.8.2013; Accepted in revised form: 2.10.2013

O
R
IG

IN
A
L
A
R
T
IC

L
E

1194 T. Ellam et al.

http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes.htm
http://www.niddkrepository.org/niddk/home.do
http://www.niddkrepository.org/niddk/home.do
http://www.niddkrepository.org/niddk/home.do
http://www.niddkrepository.org/niddk/home.do
http://www.niddkrepository.org/niddk/home.do
http://www.niddkrepository.org/niddk/home.do
http://www.niddkrepository.org/niddk/home.do
http://www.ars.usda.gov/ba/fsrg
http://www.ars.usda.gov/ba/fsrg
http://www.ars.usda.gov/ba/fsrg
http://www.ars.usda.gov/ba/fsrg
http://www.ars.usda.gov/ba/fsrg
http://www.ars.usda.gov/ba/fsrg
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2005&ndash;2006/BIOPRO_D.htm#Analytic_Notes
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2005&ndash;2006/BIOPRO_D.htm#Analytic_Notes
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2005&ndash;2006/BIOPRO_D.htm#Analytic_Notes
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2005&ndash;2006/BIOPRO_D.htm#Analytic_Notes
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2005&ndash;2006/BIOPRO_D.htm#Analytic_Notes
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2005&ndash;2006/BIOPRO_D.htm#Analytic_Notes
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2005&ndash;2006/BIOPRO_D.htm#Analytic_Notes
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2003&ndash;2004/analytical_guidelines.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2003&ndash;2004/analytical_guidelines.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2003&ndash;2004/analytical_guidelines.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2003&ndash;2004/analytical_guidelines.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2003&ndash;2004/analytical_guidelines.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2003&ndash;2004/analytical_guidelines.htm
http://www.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/nhanes2003&ndash;2004/analytical_guidelines.htm


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile ()
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.5
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo false
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings false
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 175
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50286
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG2000
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 20
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 175
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50286
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG2000
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 20
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages true
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 175
  /MonoImageDepth 4
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50286
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


