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The US Surgeon General’s office recognizes cigarette 
smoking as a causal risk factor for nearly 2 dozen fatal 
conditions.1 Hypertensive heart disease, essential hy-
pertension, and hypertensive renal disease have been 
considered among the many causes of death that may be 
caused by smoking.2 Epidemiological cohort data also 

suggest that as compared with nonsmokers, smokers have 
higher risk of developing incident hypertension.3–6 While 
public health messages emphasize that “there is no safe 
level of smoking,” 7–9 the dose–response effect of smoking 
is not well known for hypertension. For example, risk of 

Current Smoking Raises Risk of Incident Hypertension: 
Hispanic Community Health Study–Study of Latinos
Robert C. Kaplan,1,2 Pedro L. Baldoni,3 Garrett M. Strizich,1 Eliseo J. Pérez-Stable,4 Nancy L. Saccone,5 
Carmen A. Peralta,6 Krista M. Perreira,7 Marc D. Gellman,8 Jessica S. Williams-Nguyen,2  
Carlos J. Rodriguez,1 David J. Lee,9 Martha Daviglus,10 Gregory A. Talavera,11 James P. Lash,10  
Jianwen Cai,3 and Nora Franceschini12

BACKGROUND
Hypertension has been implicated as a smoking-related risk factor for 
cardiovascular disease but the dose–response relationship is incom-
pletely described. Hispanics, who often have relatively light smoking 
exposures, have been understudied in this regard.

METHODS
We used data from a 6-year follow-up study of US Hispanic adults aged 
18–76 to address the dose–response linking cigarette use with inci-
dent hypertension, which was defined by measured blood pressure 
above 140/90  mm Hg or initiation of antihypertensive medications. 
Adjustment was performed for potential confounders and mediators, 
including urinary albumin-to-creatinine ratio which worsened over 
time among smokers.

RESULTS
Current smoking was associated with incident hypertension, with a 
threshold effect above 5 cumulative pack-years of smoking (vs. never 
smokers, hazard ratio for hypertension [95% confidence interval] of 

0.95 [0.67, 1.35] for 0–5 pack-years, 1.47 [1.05, 2.06] for 5–10 pack-years, 
1.40 [1.00, 1.96] for 10–20 pack-years, and 1.34 [1.09, 1.66] for ≥20 pack-
years, P  =  0.037). In contrast to current smokers, former smokers did 
not appear to have increased risk of hypertension, even at the highest 
cumulative pack-years of past exposure.

CONCLUSIONS
The results confirm that smoking constitutes a hypertension risk factor 
in Hispanic adults. A  relatively modest cumulative dose of smoking, 
above 5 pack-years of exposure, raises risk of hypertension by over 
30%. The increased hypertension risk was confined to current smokers, 
and did not increase further with higher pack-year levels. The lack of a 
smoking–hypertension association in former smokers underscores the 
value of smoking cessation.
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myocardial infarction rises rapidly across the lower end 
of the exposure spectrum, such that even low-intensity 
smoking10 and exposure to secondhand tobacco smoke11 
increase the risks by 30%. Data are insufficient to define 
the dose–response curve linking tobacco smoke exposure 
with hypertension.11,12

The Hispanic Community Health Study–Study of Latinos 
(HCHS–SOL) cohort study obtained 6-year follow-up on 
over 7,000 individuals who were initially free of hyperten-
sion. This cohort study represents an understudied segment 
of the US population with high prevalence of metabolic 
disorders, among whom light and intermittent smoking 
patterns are common.13 In this report, we characterized the 
association of smoking behaviors with incident hyperten-
sion in Hispanics/Latinos.

METHODS

Study population

HCHS–SOL in 2008–2011 recruited a 2-stage population-
based sample of N  =  16,415 Hispanic residents of Bronx 
(New York), Chicago (Illinois), Miami (Florida), and San 
Diego (California). Eligible participants aged 18–76  years 
old were identified from postal mailing lists and sampled 
randomly on the basis of geographic area (census tract) and 
household unit. Pregnant women were not studied, their en-
rollment being deferred until the postpartum period. Prior 
to recruitment of participants, the project received human 
subjects approval from all participating institutions. Upon 
providing informed consent, participants completed a base-
line examination (Visit 1), and 81% of surviving enrollees 
completed a second in-person examination (Visit 2) after ap-
proximately 6 years.14

Data collection

In-person English or Spanish interviews elicited ever 
smoking (at least 100 cigarettes lifetime cigarettes), daily 
or nondaily (intermittent) current smoking, number of 
cigarettes/day, age at smoking initiation, periods of smoking 
cessation, and secondhand smoke exposure. We estimated 
lifetime pack-years based upon age of smoking initiation, 
periods of quitting, and average lifetime cigarettes smoked 
per day. Morning blood and urine samples were collected 
on site, processed in a standardized way and tested at a 
central laboratory for a variety of clinical and metabolic 
variables. Three measurements of seated systolic blood pres-
sure and diastolic blood pressure were measured using an 
automated sphygmomanometer (OMRON HEM-907 XL, 
Omron Healthcare, Lake Forest, IL). Measurements were 
obtained at 30 second intervals after an initial 5-minute rest, 
and the average of the 3 measurements was used. All staff 
completed centralized training and certification. The re-
producibility of sitting blood pressure (BP) measurements 
was assessed in a sample of 59 individuals through repeated 
visits and led to an intraclass correlation coefficient of 0.82 
and 0.80 for systolic blood pressure and diastolic blood pres-
sure, respectively. Potential confounders obtained at Visit 
1 were age, sex, Hispanic/Latino background, educational 

attainment, annual household income, country of birth and 
years since migration to the United States, health insurance 
status, alcohol use, secondhand smoke exposure, alternative 
healthy eating index-2010 diet score derived from repeat 
24-hour recalls,15 self-reported physical activity, body mass 
index derived from measured height and weight as kg/m2, 
serum C-reactive protein, urinary albumin-to-creatinine 
ratio, estimated glomerular filtration rate, white blood cell 
count, dyslipidemia defined as measured by a combination 
of low-density lipoprotein cholesterol level of 160 mg/dl or 
above, triglyceride level of 200  mg/dl or above, high-den-
sity lipoprotein cholesterol level below 40  mg/dl, or use 
of cholesterol-lowering medications. Also considered as 
confounders were diabetes, defined as either medical his-
tory or any abnormality in measured levels of fasting glucose 
(126 mg/dl or above), 2-hour post-oral glucose tolerance test 
(200 mg/dl or above), and hemoglobin A1c (6.5% or above), 
and prediabetes defined as fasting glucose between 100 and 
125  mg/dl or post-oral glucose tolerance test glucose be-
tween 140 and 199 mg/dl or hemoglobin A1c level between 
5.7% and 6.5%.

Outcomes

We excluded individuals who at baseline had either re-
ported use of medications for hypertension, or hypertension 
by JNC-7 BP criteria16 (systolic blood pressure ≥140 mm Hg 
or diastolic blood pressure ≥90 mm Hg). Incident hyperten-
sion at Visit 2 was defined by reported use of medications for 
hypertension, or measured BP of 140/90 mm Hg or greater.

Statistical analysis approach

From among 11,623 individuals who attended HCHS–
SOL Visit 2, we excluded 3,685 individuals who had 
hypertension at baseline, 9 who were missing hypertension-
related variables, and 214 who lacked the requisite data 
on smoking history, leaving 7,715 individuals for anal-
ysis (Supplementary Table S1 online). In addition, 17% of 
individuals were missing 1 or more of the other covariates 
of interest, and missing values were imputed using mul-
tivariate imputation by chained equations based on a fully 
conditional specification with 5 imputations.17 The excep-
tion was income (362/7,715 missing), which was modeled 
with a missing-value indicator rather than imputation be-
cause of the higher frequency of missing values. Analyses 
accounting for complex survey design, sampling probability 
and nonresponse used SAS 9.4 (SAS Institute) and SUDAAN 
10.0.0 (RTI). Weighting accounted for the sampling design 
of HCHS/SOL, so that results could be applied to the under-
lying populations of the study communities.

Using Visit 1 data, smokers were subclassified into groups 
of never, former, and current smokers. Current smokers 
were subdivided into those who smoked on a nondaily 
basis, daily smokers consuming <20 cigarettes/day, and 
daily smokers consuming ≥20 cigarettes/day. We also di-
vided former smokers and current smokers according to 
categories of lifetime pack-years of smoking exposure (less 
than 5 pack-years, 5–10 pack-years, 10–20 pack-years, and 
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20 or more pack-years). We then related incident hyperten-
sion with never smoking (reference group), former smoking, 
nondaily current smoking, daily current smoking <20 
cigarettes/day, and daily current smoking ≥20 cigarettes/
day. Effects were quantified as adjusted relative risks (RRs) 
using Poisson regression with time between Visits 1 and 2 as 
an offset variable with robust variance estimator. Smoking 
status was modeled according to baseline exposure although 
as expected, some participants changed their smoking status 
over time (Supplementary Table S2 online). To examine the 
associations of cumulative lifetime smoking with hyperten-
sion, we examined adjusted RRs and beta coefficients with 
95% confidence intervals, relating categories of lifetime 
pack-years of smoking exposure with the outcome. P values 
to test associations with smoking were overall tests based 
on Wald statistics, using 4 (for former and current smoking 
groups) or 8 (for cumulative lifetime smoking exposure) 
degrees of freedom.

Covariate adjustment

Analyses of incident hypertension were adjusted for base-
line BP levels. Other confounders in the “base” multivariable 
model were chosen on the basis of prior knowledge of rel-
evant mechanisms and risk factor relationships, including 
age, sex, center, Hispanic/Latino background, education, 
income, birthplace, years living in the United States, and 
health insurance. Urinary albumin-to-creatinine ratio was 
also included as an adjustment variable, based upon fur-
ther analyses demonstrating an association of smoking with 
change in kidney function (Supplementary Table S3 online). 
Additional adjustment variables, which were included be-
cause they met P < 0.05 criteria for their association with the 
outcome, included body mass index, diabetes/prediabetes, 
and use of angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitor or an-
giotensin receptor blocker medications. Adjustment for 
C-reactive protein was examined on the basis of the po-
tential role of inflammation as a mediator of the link be-
tween smoking and hypertension. Other variables that were 
considered for adjustment (Table 1), including diet and al-
cohol use, secondhand smoke exposure, and history of car-
diovascular events, did not affect results appreciably.

Subgroup and sensitivity analyses

Subgroup analyses were performed by age, sex, body mass 
index >30, and diabetes, with first-order interaction terms 
evaluated by the P < 0.05 criteria. Although we conducted 
primary analyses using the definition of hypertension that 
was established at the time the study was conducted, we 
substituted the 2017 American College of Cardiology/
American Heart Association criteria of >130/80 mm Hg in 
an alternative analysis.18

RESULTS

Former and current smokers were disproportionately 
men, while nondaily smokers were the youngest group 
at baseline (Table  1). All other demographic and clinical 
variables that were considered also differed across smoker 
and nonsmoker groups, in most cases to the disadvantage of 
the heaviest smokers.

Analyses of incident hypertension were performed among 
7,715 individuals without prevalent hypertension at Visit 1 
who attended Visit 2 after an average interval of 6.1 years. 
By the time of the second visit, 474 individuals had died and 
were excluded from analyses. During follow-up, incident 
hypertension was detected in 844 baseline never smokers 
(cumulative incidence, 17%), 340 baseline former smokers 
(cumulative incidence, 26%), and 302 baseline current 
smokers (cumulative incidence, 21%).

We identified an association between baseline smoking 
status and incidence of hypertension, indicating statistically 
significant variation in the RR of hypertension across the 
multilevel smoking exposure variable (P = 0.008, Table 2). 
The highest RR of incident hypertension was found among 
daily current smokers consuming <20 cigarettes/day; vs. 
never smokers, they had an RR = 1.42 for hypertension (95% 
confidence interval 1.16, 1.74). The RR among daily current 
smokers consuming >20 cigarettes/day overlapped the null 
value, but this was a small of group (N = 191) and the 95% 
confidence interval around the point estimate was compat-
ible with an increased risk (vs. never smokers, RR  =  1.20, 
95% confidence interval 0.89, 1.62). The RRs for nondaily 
current smokers and former smokers were close to the null 
(vs. never smokers, RR = 0.90 among nondaily smokers, and 
RR = 1.10 among former smokers).

Further analyses of pack-years of exposure were consistent 
with a threshold effect of smoking on hypertension among 
those who were current smokers. The global statistical test 
relating cumulative pack-years of smoking exposure with in-
cident hypertension was statistically significant (P = 0.037). 
Among current smokers, all but the lowest cumulative expo-
sure group (<5 pack-years) had RR estimates consistent with 
increased risk of incident hypertension. When compared 
with never smokers, RRs (95% confidence intervals) were 
1.47 (1.05, 2.06) for 5–10 pack-years of smoking, 1.40 (1.00, 
1.96) for 10–20 pack-years of smoking, and 1.34 (1.09, 1.66) 
for 20 or more pack-years of smoking. In contrast, among 
former smokers there was no evidence of either a stepwise 
or a threshold pattern of increased hypertension risk with 
greater pack-years of smoking.

We found similar RRs for smoking when we compared 
the “base” and fully adjusted multivariable models, and ad-
justment for C-reactive protein level did not alter the RR 
(Supplementary Tables S4 and S5 online). The RR relating 
smoking with hypertension was comparable in magnitude 
to the RR of hypertension associated with diabetes (vs. nor-
moglycemic, RR = 1.28) (Supplementary Tables S4 and S5 
online).

http://academic.oup.com/ajh/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ajh/hpaa152#supplementary-data
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http://academic.oup.com/ajh/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ajh/hpaa152#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/ajh/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ajh/hpaa152#supplementary-data


American Journal of Hypertension 34(2) February 2021 193

Smoking and Hypertension
Ta

b
le

 1
. 

C
ha

ra
ct

er
is

tic
s 

of
 H

is
pa

ni
c 

C
om

m
un

ity
 H

ea
lth

 S
tu

dy
–S

tu
dy

 o
f L

at
in

o 
pa

rt
ic

ip
an

ts
, b

y 
sm

ok
in

g 
st

at
us

N
ev

er
 s

m
o

ke
r

F
o

rm
er

 s
m

o
ke

r
N

o
n

d
ai

ly
 c

u
rr

en
t 

sm
o

ke
r

D
ai

ly
 c

u
rr

en
t 

sm
o

ke
r,

 <
20

 

ci
g

ar
et

te
s/

d
ay

D
ai

ly
 c

u
rr

en
t 

sm
o

ke
r,

 ≥
20

 

ci
g

ar
et

te
s/

d
ay

P
 v

al
u

e

N
4,

99
6

1,
30

3
47

3
75

2
19

1
 

W
om

en
 (

%
)

58
.3

 (
56

.4
, 6

0.
1)

37
.9

 (
34

.0
, 4

1.
8)

39
.6

 (
33

.2
, 4

6.
3)

42
.0

 (
36

.5
, 4

7.
6)

36
.3

 (
27

.7
, 4

5.
8)

<
0.

00
01

A
ge

 (
%

)
<

0.
00

01

 
18

–3
5 

ye
ar

s
53

.7
 (

51
.6

, 5
5.

7)
29

.0
 (

24
.4

, 3
4.

0)
55

.4
 (

48
.8

, 6
1.

7)
45

.3
 (

39
.6

, 5
1.

1)
24

.9
 (

15
.8

, 3
6.

9)
 

 
35

–5
5 

ye
ar

s
38

.0
 (

36
.1

, 4
0.

0)
48

.3
 (

43
.9

, 5
2.

8)
36

.0
 (

30
.2

, 4
2.

3)
44

.6
 (

39
.3

, 5
0.

0)
59

.1
 (

48
.7

, 6
8.

7)
 

 
55

–7
6 

ye
ar

s
8.

3 
(7

.4
, 9

.3
)

22
.7

 (
19

.6
, 2

6.
1)

8.
6 

(5
.8

, 1
2.

6)
10

.1
 (

7.
9,

 1
3.

0)
16

.0
 (

11
.1

, 2
2.

6)
 

A
nn

ua
l i

nc
om

e 
≥

$3
0,

00
0 

(%
)

35
.6

 (
33

.1
, 3

8.
2)

34
.8

 (
30

.5
, 3

9.
4)

29
.5

 (
23

.8
, 3

5.
8)

27
.5

 (
22

.8
, 3

2.
7)

17
.3

 (
12

.0
, 2

4.
3)

<
0.

00
01

E
du

ca
tio

n 
(%

)
<

0.
00

01

 
<

9t
h 

gr
ad

e
13

.7
 (

12
.4

, 1
5.

2)
16

.9
 (

14
.2

, 2
0.

1)
13

.3
 (

9.
8,

 1
7.

7)
14

.1
 (

10
.5

, 1
8.

7)
12

.7
 (

8.
3,

 1
9.

0)
 

 
S

om
e 

hi
gh

 s
ch

oo
l

14
.0

 (
12

.5
, 1

5.
7)

16
.0

 (
12

.9
, 1

9.
6)

20
.3

 (
15

.5
, 2

6.
2)

21
.5

 (
17

.1
, 2

6.
5)

24
.8

 (
16

.2
, 3

6.
1)

 

 
H

ig
h 

sc
ho

ol
 g

ra
du

at
e

28
.9

 (
27

.0
, 3

0.
9)

27
.6

 (
23

.8
, 3

1.
8)

32
.0

 (
26

.4
, 3

8.
2)

28
.8

 (
24

.0
, 3

4.
2)

26
.9

 (
19

.6
, 3

5.
8)

 

 
C

ol
le

ge
/h

ig
he

r 
ed

uc
at

io
n

41
.2

 (
39

.1
, 4

3.
3)

43
.4

 (
41

.0
, 4

5.
8)

39
.5

 (
35

.1
, 4

4.
0)

34
.3

 (
28

.1
, 4

1.
2)

35
.6

 (
30

.5
, 4

1.
1)

 

La
ck

s 
he

al
th

 in
su

ra
nc

e 
(%

)
52

.9
 (

50
.2

, 5
5.

7)
53

.7
 (

49
.3

, 5
8.

0)
58

.4
 (

51
.5

, 6
5.

1)
49

.4
 (

44
.2

, 5
4.

6)
57

.2
 (

47
.4

, 6
6.

5)
0.

02
19

H
ea

vy
 a

lc
oh

ol
 u

se
a  

(%
)

3.
5 

(2
.7

, 4
.5

)
6.

7 
(4

.7
, 9

.4
)

16
.7

 (
11

.7
, 2

3.
3)

12
.7

 (
9.

0,
 1

7.
5)

12
.0

 (
6.

5,
 2

0.
9)

<
0.

00
01

A
lte

rn
at

iv
e 

he
al

th
y 

ea
tin

g 
 

in
de

x-
20

10
, m

ea
n

47
.1

 (
46

.7
, 4

7.
4)

49
.2

 (
48

.5
, 4

9.
9)

48
.2

 (
47

.1
, 4

9.
3)

44
.6

 (
43

.9
, 4

5.
4)

42
.9

 (
41

.9
, 4

4.
0)

<
0.

00
01

S
ec

on
d-

ha
nd

 s
m

ok
in

g 
ex

po
su

re
, 

m
ea

n 
ho

ur
s/

w
ee

k
4.

1 
(3

.5
, 4

.7
)

5.
0 

(4
.0

, 6
.0

)
9.

6 
(6

.8
, 1

2.
5)

17
.4

 (
14

.7
, 2

0.
1)

21
.8

 (
16

.6
, 2

7.
1)

<
0.

00
01

O
ve

rw
ei

gh
t (

B
M

I 2
5–

30
, %

)
36

.9
 (

35
.0

, 3
8.

9)
43

.9
 (

39
.5

, 4
8.

4)
34

.5
 (

28
.4

, 4
1.

0)
31

.8
 (

27
.0

, 3
7.

0)
32

.7
 (

25
.2

, 4
1.

3)
<

0.
00

01

O
be

se
 (

B
M

I ≥
30

, %
)

35
.4

 (
33

.4
, 3

7.
5)

38
.1

 (
33

.9
, 4

2.
4)

34
.6

 (
28

.6
, 4

1.
2)

37
.7

 (
32

.3
, 4

3.
4)

28
.6

 (
20

.1
, 3

8.
9)

<
0.

00
01

P
re

di
ab

et
es

 (
%

)
30

.3
 (

28
.5

, 3
2.

1)
37

.7
 (

33
.8

, 4
1.

7)
32

.3
 (

26
.4

, 3
8.

9)
32

.8
 (

28
.6

, 3
7.

4)
39

.2
 (

29
.6

, 4
9.

7)
<

0.
00

01

D
ia

be
te

s 
(%

)
8.

1 
(7

.2
, 9

.1
)

13
.9

 (
11

.5
, 1

6.
6)

9.
1 

(6
.2

, 1
3.

0)
7.

8 
(5

.9
, 1

0.
2)

8.
4 

(5
.2

, 1
3.

3)
<

0.
00

01

D
ys

lip
id

em
ia

 (
%

)
34

.4
 (

32
.5

, 3
6.

4)
46

.1
 (

41
.9

, 5
0.

4)
33

.6
 (

28
.6

, 3
9.

0)
48

.3
 (

42
.3

, 5
4.

4)
54

.7
 (

45
.2

, 6
3.

8)
<

0.
00

01

A
C

E
 in

hi
bi

to
r/

A
R

B
 u

se
 (

%
)

0.
6 

(0
.4

, 0
.9

)
2.

2 
(1

.3
, 3

.7
)

0.
3 

(0
.1

, 1
.9

)
0.

7 
(0

.3
, 1

.5
)

0.
4 

(0
.1

, 1
.4

)
<

0.
00

01

C
or

on
ar

y 
he

ar
t d

is
ea

se
 (

%
)

0.
8 

(0
.5

, 1
.1

)
1.

4 
(0

.8
, 2

.4
)

3.
9 

(1
.5

, 9
.8

)
1.

5 
(0

.8
, 2

.9
)

4.
1 

(1
.1

, 1
4.

5)
<

0.
00

01

S
tr

ok
e 

(%
)

0.
6 

(0
.4

, 1
.1

)
0.

6 
(0

.3
, 1

.2
)

1.
4 

(0
.5

, 3
.3

)
0.

4 
(0

.1
, 1

.0
)

0.
1 

(0
.0

, 1
.1

)
<

0.
00

01

S
B

P
 (

m
m

 H
g)

, m
ea

n
11

2.
9 

(1
12

.4
, 1

13
.4

)
11

6.
9 

(1
16

.1
, 1

17
.8

)
11

3.
5 

(1
12

.3
, 1

14
.8

)
11

4.
6 

(1
13

.4
, 1

15
.9

)
11

6.
8 

(1
14

.4
, 1

19
.3

)
<

0.
00

01

D
B

P
 (

m
m

 H
g)

, m
ea

n
68

.9
 (

68
.4

, 6
9.

3)
71

.2
 (

70
.4

, 7
1.

9)
68

.8
 (

67
.4

, 7
0.

2)
69

.4
 (

68
.6

, 7
0.

3)
72

.0
 (

70
.3

, 7
3.

7)
<

0.
00

01

eG
F

R
 (

m
l/m

in
/1

.7
3 

m
2 )

, m
ea

n
11

4.
4 

(1
13

.6
, 1

15
.0

)
10

6.
9 

(1
05

.3
, 1

08
.4

)
11

1.
7 

(1
09

.6
, 1

13
.8

)
10

4.
9 

(1
03

.0
, 1

06
.7

)
98

.6
 (

95
.2

, 1
01

.9
)

<
0.

00
01

lo
g-

U
A

C
R

 (
m

g/
g)

, m
ed

ia
n

2.
0 

(1
.9

, 2
.0

)
1.

8 
(1

.8
, 1

.9
)

1.
8 

(1
.7

, 1
.9

)
1.

8 
(1

.8
, 1

.9
)

1.
8 

(1
.7

, 2
.0

)
<

0.
00

01

lo
g-

W
B

C
 (

×
10

e9
),

 m
ea

n
1.

8 
(1

.8
, 1

.8
)

1.
8 

(1
.8

, 1
.8

)
1.

8 
(1

.8
, 1

.9
)

2.
0 

(1
.9

, 2
.0

)
2.

0 
(1

.9
, 2

.1
)

<
0.

00
01

lo
g-

C
R

P
 (

m
g/

l),
 m

ea
n

0.
6 

(0
.5

, 0
.6

)
0.

6 
(0

.5
, 0

.7
)

0.
5 

(0
.3

, 0
.6

)
0.

7 
(0

.5
, 0

.8
)

0.
8 

(0
.7

, 1
.0

)
<

0.
00

01



194 American Journal of Hypertension 34(2) February 2021

Kaplan et al.

N
ev

er
 s

m
o

ke
r

F
o

rm
er

 s
m

o
ke

r
N

o
n

d
ai

ly
 c

u
rr

en
t 

sm
o

ke
r

D
ai

ly
 c

u
rr

en
t 

sm
o

ke
r,

 <
20

 

ci
g

ar
et

te
s/

d
ay

D
ai

ly
 c

u
rr

en
t 

sm
o

ke
r,

 ≥
20

 

ci
g

ar
et

te
s/

d
ay

P
 v

al
u

e

F
or

ei
gn

 b
or

n,
 <

10
 y

ea
rs

 li
vi

ng
 in

 th
e 

U
ni

te
d 

S
ta

te
s 

(%
)

31
.5

 (
28

.9
, 3

4.
2)

30
.5

 (
26

.6
, 3

4.
6)

26
.4

 (
20

.4
, 3

3.
3)

24
.1

 (
19

.9
, 2

8.
9)

31
.2

 (
22

.6
, 4

1.
2)

<
0.

00
01

F
or

ei
gn

 b
or

n,
 ≥

10
 y

ea
rs

 li
vi

ng
 in

 th
e 

U
ni

te
d 

S
ta

te
s 

(%
)

43
.4

 (
41

.3
, 4

5.
7)

52
.5

 (
48

.3
, 5

6.
8)

40
.4

 (
34

.6
, 4

6.
4)

38
.7

 (
33

.6
, 4

4.
1)

41
.1

 (
31

.8
, 5

1.
0)

<
0.

00
01

H
is

pa
ni

c/
La

tin
o 

ba
ck

gr
ou

nd
 (

%
)

<
0.

00
01

 
D

om
in

ic
an

12
.1

 (
10

.3
, 1

4.
1)

4.
6 

(3
.2

, 6
.6

)
2.

7 
(1

.3
, 5

.4
)

6.
2 

(3
.8

, 9
.9

)
5.

3 
(2

.8
, 1

0.
0)

 

 
C

en
tr

al
 A

m
er

ic
an

9.
1 

(7
.5

, 1
1.

0)
6.

8 
(5

.1
, 9

.1
)

6.
4 

(4
.0

, 1
0.

2)
5.

0 
(3

.4
, 7

.2
)

2.
6 

(1
.2

, 5
.6

)
 

 
C

ub
an

14
.9

 (
12

.1
, 1

8.
1)

18
.2

 (
14

.1
, 2

3.
2)

10
.3

 (
6.

8,
 1

5.
3)

23
.6

 (
18

.2
, 3

0.
1)

55
.0

 (
45

.2
, 6

4.
4)

 

 
M

ex
ic

an
42

.8
 (

39
.3

, 4
6.

4)
44

.2
 (

39
.1

, 4
9.

3)
55

.9
 (

48
.5

, 6
3.

1)
26

.4
 (

21
.5

, 3
2.

0)
5.

7 
(3

.2
, 9

.8
)

 

 
P

ue
rt

o 
R

ic
an

10
.8

 (
9.

4,
 1

2.
5)

16
.2

 (
13

.2
, 1

9.
7)

13
.0

 (
9.

6,
 1

7.
3)

31
.4

 (
26

.2
, 3

7.
0)

24
.5

 (
16

.5
, 3

4.
9)

 

 
S

ou
th

 A
m

er
ic

an
5.

7 
(4

.7
, 6

.9
)

6.
6 

(4
.8

, 8
.9

)
3.

6 
(2

.3
, 5

.7
)

2.
4 

(1
.4

, 4
.2

)
1.

6 
(0

.6
, 4

.0
)

 

 
O

th
er

/>
1

4.
6 

(3
.7

, 5
.8

)
3.

4 
(2

.0
, 5

.9
)

8.
0 

(4
.6

, 1
3.

5)
5.

0 
(3

.1
, 7

.9
)

5.
3 

(2
.0

, 1
3.

1)
 

B
ro

nx
 F

ie
ld

 C
en

te
r

29
.3

 (
26

.0
, 3

2.
8)

21
.2

 (
17

.3
, 2

5.
6)

20
.4

 (
15

.5
, 2

6.
4)

36
.3

 (
30

.2
, 4

3.
0)

30
.3

 (
21

.5
, 4

0.
9)

<
0.

00
01

C
hi

ca
go

 F
ie

ld
 C

en
te

r
17

.5
 (

15
.2

, 2
0.

1)
17

.4
 (

14
.4

, 2
0.

8)
22

.2
 (

17
.8

, 2
7.

4)
15

.4
 (

12
.0

, 1
9.

4)
2.

4 
(1

.1
, 5

.1
)

 

M
ia

m
i F

ie
ld

 C
en

te
r

25
.0

 (
21

.2
, 2

9.
2)

29
.2

 (
24

.3
, 3

4.
7)

18
.8

 (
13

.5
, 2

5.
6)

31
.0

 (
24

.8
, 3

7.
9)

62
.6

 (
52

.2
, 7

2.
0)

 

S
an

 D
ie

go
 F

ie
ld

 C
en

te
r

28
.2

 (
24

.7
, 3

2.
1)

32
.3

 (
27

.4
, 3

7.
6)

38
.5

 (
31

.2
, 4

6.
4)

17
.3

 (
13

.1
, 2

2.
5)

4.
6 

(2
.5

, 8
.4

)
 

D
at

a 
ar

e 
w

ei
gh

te
d,

 e
xc

ep
t 

fo
r 
N

, 
to

 r
efl

ec
t 

th
e 

sa
m

pl
in

g 
de

si
gn

 o
f 

th
e 

po
pu

la
tio

n-
ba

se
d 

co
ho

rt
 s

tu
dy

. A
bb

re
vi

at
io

ns
: A

C
E

, 
an

gi
ot

en
si

n-
co

nv
er

tin
g 

en
zy

m
e;

 A
R

B
, 

an
gi

ot
en

si
n 

re
ce

pt
or

 
bl

oc
ke

r;
 B

M
I, 

bo
dy

 m
as

s 
in

de
x;

 C
R

P,
 C

-r
ea

ct
iv

e 
pr

ot
ei

n;
 D

B
P,

 d
ia

st
ol

ic
 b

lo
od

 p
re

ss
ur

e;
 e

G
F

R
, e

st
im

at
ed

 g
lo

m
er

ul
ar

 fi
ltr

at
io

n 
ra

te
; S

B
P,

 s
ys

to
lic

 b
lo

od
 p

re
ss

ur
e;

 U
A

C
R

, u
rin

ar
y 

al
bu

m
in

-t
o-

cr
ea

tin
in

e 
ra

tio
; W

B
C

, w
hi

te
 b

lo
od

 c
el

l c
ou

nt
.

a H
ea

vy
 c

on
su

m
pt

io
n 

of
 a

lc
oh

ol
 d

efi
ne

d 
as

 7
+

 d
rin

ks
 p

er
 w

ee
k 

fo
r 

w
om

en
 a

nd
 1

4+
 d

rin
ks

 p
er

 w
ee

k 
fo

r 
m

en
.

Ta
b

le
 1

. 
C

on
tin

ue
d



American Journal of Hypertension 34(2) February 2021 195

Smoking and Hypertension

We found no statistical evidence of effect modification of 
the smoking–hypertension relationship by age, sex, obesity, 
or diabetes (Supplementary Table S6 online). When analyses 
were repeated using the 2017 definition of hypertension, 
results were similar (Supplementary Table S7 online).

DISCUSSION

In a community-based cohort study among Hispanic 
adults, current smokers appeared to have an increased risk 
of incident hypertension over 6 years follow-up. Among cur-
rent smokers, we did not find evidence for a dose–response 

pattern of increasingly higher hypertension risk with greater 
exposure to cigarettes. Rather, analyses of cumulative pack-
years suggested a threshold effect among current smokers 
starting at 5 pack-years of cumulative exposure to cigarettes. 
In contrast, former smokers, even those with the highest cu-
mulative pack-years of past exposure, did not appear to have 
increased risk of hypertension.

Our report is notable as a large study of smoking and 
hypertension from a population-based sample of Hispanic 
US residents. The prior literature has included few data on 
Hispanics, and moreover, results have been inconsistent, 
with some studies reporting unfavorable BP levels and 
increased risk of hypertension among smokers as compared 
with nonsmokers,3–6 while others suggesting lower BP levels 
and reduced hypertension risk among smokers.19–24 We 
found that current smokers had increased risk of hyperten-
sion, after controlling for potential differences in smokers 
and nonsmokers in body mass index, kidney function, di-
abetes, health behaviors, and socioeconomic variables. This 
observed association is consistent with mechanistic evi-
dence linking cigarette smoke with renal injury, endothelial 
damage, arterial stiffening, and inflammatory responses.25–32

Hispanic smokers tend to have a relatively low intensity 
of cigarette consumption, which may tend to be overlooked 
in clinical tobacco exposure assessments and smoking ces-
sation efforts. This supports the rationale of the present 
study to clarify the status of smoking as a hypertension risk 
factor in this population group. Those who smoked on a 
daily basis and consumed fewer than 20 cigarettes/day were 
the largest current smoker group in our study, and they had 
an over 40% increase in risk of hypertension above never 
smokers. Because of the relatively small number of heavy 
current smokers, we were unable to generate a precise esti-
mate of the RR of hypertension associated with 20 or more 
cigarettes/day (RR = 1.20, 95% confidence interval = 0.89, 
1.62). Among over 7,000 persons, only 191 (<2%) were 
current daily smokers consuming 20 or more cigarettes/
day, of whom 59 developed hypertension during follow-up. 
Hypertension is among the most common modifiable risk 
factors for cardiovascular disease and dementia,33,34 which 
underscores the clinical and public health implications of 
our findings, particularly as the relatively young Hispanic 
population will increasingly represent a higher fraction of 
US older adults over time.

The wide range of data available in the HCHS/SOL co-
hort allowed us to evaluate potential mediators of the 
smoking–hypertension association. For example, we found 
that results differed little before or after adjustment for 
C-reactive protein, suggesting that this clinically used bi-
omarker of inflammation does not mediate the association. 
To explore additional mechanisms relating smoking to hy-
pertension, we examined the association of smoking with 
adverse changes over time in urinary albumin-to-creatinine 
ratio. This association was statistically significant, but ad-
justment for the renal effects of smoking by including uri-
nary albumin-to-creatinine ratio as a covariate in the model 
did not reduce the increased hypertension risk among 
smokers. Finally, we conclude that the effect of smoking 
on risk of hypertension was similar in strength to the ef-
fect of other established hypertension risk factors such as 

Table 2. Smoking status at baseline and cumulative pack-years 
of smoking in relation to 6-year incidence of hypertension

N

Incident 

hypertension 

cases

Incident 

hypertension

RR (95% CI)

Never smoker 4,996 844 Reference

Former smoker 1,303 340 1.00 (0.85, 1.17)

Nondaily current 
smoker

473 64 0.90 (0.65, 1.25)

Daily current smoker, 
<20 cigarettes/day

752 179 1.42 (1.16, 1.74)

Daily current smoker, 
≥20 cigarettes/day

191 59 1.20 (0.89, 1.62)

P value   0.008

Never smoker 4,996 844 Reference

Former smoker

 <5 pack-years 659 141 0.97 (0.76, 1.24)

 5–10 pack-years 212 63 1.27 (0.90, 1.79)

 10–20 pack-years 174 52 0.97 (0.72, 1.29)

 ≥20 pack-years 258 84 1.02 (0.80, 1.29)

Current smoker

 <5 pack-years 561 66 0.95 (0.67, 1.35)

 5–10 pack-years 259 62 1.47 (1.05, 2.06)

 10–20 pack-years 271 72 1.40 (1.00, 1.96)

 ≥20 pack-years 325 102 1.34 (1.09, 1.66)

P value   0.037

Light daily smoker defined as current use of <20 cigarettes/day 
and heavy daily smoker defined as current use of ≥20 cigarettes/day. 
Incident hypertension defined according to measured SBP >140 mm 
Hg or DBP >90 mm Hg (37% of incident cases), antihypertensive 
medications (36% of cases), or both measured BP and medications 
(27%). Poisson regression models were adjusted for age, sex, center, 
background, education, income, place of birth–years in the United 
States, health insurance, systolic blood pressure, diastolic blood 
pressure, BMI, diabetes status, ACE inhibitor/ARB medication use, 
and log-UACR, with years between visits used as an offset. Missing 
values were handled using multiple imputation. Abbreviations: ACE, 
angiotensin-converting enzyme; ARB, angiotensin receptor blocker; 
BMI, body mass index; BP, blood pressure; CI, confidence interval; 
DBP, diastolic blood pressure; RR, relative risk; SBP, systolic blood 
pressure; UACR, urinary albumin-to-creatinine ratio.

http://academic.oup.com/ajh/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ajh/hpaa152#supplementary-data
http://academic.oup.com/ajh/article-lookup/doi/10.1093/ajh/hpaa152#supplementary-data
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diabetes.35,36 Diabetics had a RR of 1.28 for incident hyper-
tension, which is roughly comparable to the RR associated 
with smoking in our study.

A novel aspect of this study is the assessment of inci-
dent hypertension among over 400 people with a nondaily 
(intermittent) smoking pattern. This provided an oppor-
tunity to examine health risks of this behavior, which is 
often not captured because of the design of the tobacco use 
questionnaires used in other studies. This pattern of smoking 
behavior is particularly common among Hispanic adults of 
low income such as those studied here37 but may be present 
as many as 20% of all US smokers.38 Incident hypertension 
was not elevated in our study among nondaily smokers as 
compared with never smokers. We previously reported that 
in HCHS/SOL, nondaily smokers tend to initiate cigarette 
use at older ages than daily smokers,13 and as compared with 
daily smokers this group also has less nicotine dependence 
and may be more likely to be influenced by social factors 
rather than withdrawal symptoms.39,40 Although we have 
some understanding of the characteristics of people who 
have nondaily smoking behaviors, data are only starting to 
appear about health impacts of this smoking exposure.41 
Our study is among the first to conduct a long-term interval 
follow-up with repeated health assessments among nondaily 
smokers. While no adverse hypertension outcomes were 
found, prior studies have concluded that there is a substan-
tial risk of relatively low levels of smoking exposure.11 For 
example, analysis of 70,913 respondents to the US National 
Health Interview Surveys suggested a 72% increase in mor-
tality among nondaily smokers as compared with never 
smokers.41 Hispanics in the United States, who exhibit 
nondaily smoking behaviors more than other groups, have 
largely been excluded from prior long-term epidemiologic 
follow-up studies and our study is among the first to address 
this gap in the literature.

Study limitations include the potential for uncontrolled 
confounding. One-time BP measurements are not equiv-
alent to clinical criteria for hypertension. However, these 
measures were obtained in a clinical visit using standardized 
protocols and we used a mean of 3 measures. We had in-
complete longitudinal information about cigarette use, thus 
for example, we are unable to classify nondaily smokers ac-
cording to whether they may have smoked on a daily basis 
prior to study induction, nor could we address the effect of 
long-term vs. short-term intermittent smoking on risks. We 
did not confirm self-reported information on smoking status 
using biomarkers such as cotinine. Although we believe 
our results to be generalizable to the general population, it 
is possible that particular features of smoking behavior or 
metabolism may differ in Hispanics vs. others. Finally, elec-
tronic cigarette use was not assessed.

Our study adds to a growing body of literature that 
points to hypertension as a smoking-related cardiovascular 
risk factor. We found that a relatively modest cumulative 
dose of smoking, above 5 pack-years of exposure, raises 
risk of hypertension by 30% or more. Because an apparent 
threshold effect of smoking pack-years on hypertension 

risk was seen, this seems to implicate acute, dose-limited 
hemodynamic effects of cigarettes,42,43 rather than pro-
gressive structural vascular changes induced over the long 
term, as the mechanism for the hypertension risk. Although 
even low-level exposure to tobacco is associated with well-
documented health risks, perhaps individuals who are rela-
tively early in their smoking careers, or who have relatively 
sparse and sporadic smoking behaviors, might be spared 
from excess risk of hypertension if they avoid sustained 
exposure to cigarettes. Indeed, former smokers, including 
those who had accumulated many pack-years of exposure, 
had similar risk of hypertension as nonsmokers, which 
underscores the value of smoking cessation. Our cohort 
provided an opportunity to characterize health risks in the 
Hispanic population, among whom intensity of smoking 
is relatively light, and nondaily smoking is as commonly 
as daily smoking.40 More generally, our study broadens the 
population representativeness of the data on health effects 
of smoking to include one of the largest race and ethnic 
groups in the United States.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Supplementary data are available at American Journal of 
Hypertension online.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The lead author gratefully acknowledges the Helen Riaboff 
Whiteley Center of University of Washington for facilitating 
the completion of this work.

FUNDING

This work was supported by National Institutes of Health 
(NIH) contracts HHSN268201300001I/N01-HC-65233, 
HHSN268201300004I/N01-HC-65234, HHSN268201300002I/
N01-HC-65235, HHSN268201300003I/N01-HC-65236, and 
HHSN268201300005I/N01-HC-65237.

DISCLOSURE

The authors declared no conflict of interest.

REFERENCES

 1. National Center for Chronic Disease P, Health Promotion Office on 
S, Health. Reports of the Surgeon General. In Samet JM, Pechacek TF, 
Norman LA, Taylor PA (eds), The Health Consequences of Smoking-50 
Years of Progress: A Report of the Surgeon General. Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention (US): Atlanta, GA, 2014.



American Journal of Hypertension 34(2) February 2021 197

Smoking and Hypertension

 2. Carter BD, Abnet CC, Feskanich D, Freedman ND, Hartge P, Lewis CE, 
Ockene JK, Prentice RL, Speizer FE, Thun MJ, Jacobs EJ. Smoking and 
mortality—beyond established causes. N Engl J Med 2015; 372:631–640.

 3. Dochi  M, Sakata  K, Oishi  M, Tanaka  K, Kobayashi  E, Suwazono  Y. 
Smoking as an independent risk factor for hypertension: a 14-year 
longitudinal study in male Japanese workers. Tohoku J Exp Med 2009; 
217:37–43.

 4. Booth JN III, Abdalla M, Tanner RM, Diaz KM, Bromfield SG, Tajeu GS, 
Correa  A, Sims  M, Ogedegbe  G, Bress  AP, Spruill  TM, Shimbo  D, 
Muntner P. Cardiovascular health and incident hypertension in blacks: 
JHS (The Jackson Heart Study). Hypertension 2017; 70:285–292.

 5. Bowman TS, Gaziano JM, Buring JE, Sesso HD. A prospective study of 
cigarette smoking and risk of incident hypertension in women. J Am 
Coll Cardiol 2007; 50:2085–2092.

 6. Halperin RO, Gaziano JM, Sesso HD. Smoking and the risk of incident 
hypertension in middle-aged and older men. Am J Hypertens 2008; 
21:148–152.

 7. S. S. Study Confirms There Is No Safe Level of Smoking. https://www.
cancer.org/latest-news/study-confirms-there-is-no-safe-level-of-
smoking.html%20/#citations. Accessed 8 December 2016.

 8. Inoue-Choi  M, Liao  LM, Reyes-Guzman  C, Hartge  P, Caporaso  N, 
Freedman  ND. Association of long-term, low-intensity smoking 
with all-cause and cause-specific mortality in the National Institutes 
of Health-AARP Diet and Health Study. JAMA Intern Med 2017; 
177:87–95.

 9. Bjartveit K, Tverdal A. Health consequences of smoking 1–4 cigarettes 
per day. Tob Control 2005; 14:315–320.

 10. Prescott  E, Scharling  H, Osler  M, Schnohr  P. Importance of light 
smoking and inhalation habits on risk of myocardial infarction and all 
cause mortality. A 22 year follow up of 12 149 men and women in The 
Copenhagen City Heart Study. J Epidemiol Community Health 2002; 
56:702–706.

 11. Raupach T, Schäfer K, Konstantinides S, Andreas S. Secondhand smoke 
as an acute threat for the cardiovascular system: a change in paradigm. 
Eur Heart J 2006; 27:386–392.

 12. Barnoya  J, Glantz  SA. Cardiovascular effects of secondhand smoke: 
nearly as large as smoking. Circulation 2005; 111:2684–2698.

 13. Kaplan RC, Bangdiwala SI, Barnhart JM, Castañeda SF, Gellman MD, 
Lee DJ, Pérez-Stable EJ, Talavera GA, Youngblood ME, Giachello AL. 
Smoking among U.S. Hispanic/Latino adults: the Hispanic Community 
Health Study/Study of Latinos. Am J Prev Med 2014; 46:496–506.

 14. Perreira  KM, de  Los  Angeles  Abreu  M, Zhao  B, Youngblood  M, 
Alvarado C, Cobo N, Crespo-Figueroa M, Garcia ML, Giachello AL, 
Pattany M, Talavera A, Talavera G. Retaining Hispanics: lessons from 
the Hispanic Community Health Study/Study of Latinos (HCHS/SOL). 
Am J Epidemiol 2020; 189:518–531. doi:10.1093/aje/kwaa003.

 15. Chiuve  SE, Fung  TT, Rimm  EB, Hu  FB, McCullough  ML, Wang  M, 
Stampfer MJ, Willett WC. Alternative dietary indices both strongly pre-
dict risk of chronic disease. J Nutr 2012; 142:1009–1018.

 16. Chobanian  AV, Bakris  GL, Black  HR, Cushman  WC, Green  LA, 
Izzo JL Jr, Jones DW, Materson BJ, Oparil S, Wright JT Jr, Roccella EJ; 
Joint National Committee on Prevention, Detection, Evaluation, 
and Treatment of High Blood Pressure. National Heart, Lung, and 
Blood Institute; National High Blood Pressure Education Program 
Coordinating Committee. Seventh report of the Joint National 
Committee on prevention, detection, evaluation, and treatment of high 
blood pressure. Hypertension 2003; 42:1206–1252.

 17. Van  Buuren  S, Brand  JPL, Groothuis-Oudshoorn  CGM, Rubin  DB. 
Fully conditional specification in multivariate imputation. J Stat 
Comput Simul 2006; 76:1049–1064.

 18. Whelton  PK, Carey  RM, Aronow  WS, Casey  DE Jr, Collins  KJ, 
Dennison  Himmelfarb  C, DePalma  SM, Gidding  S, Jamerson  KA, 
Jones  DW, MacLaughlin  EJ, Muntner  P, Ovbiagele  B, Smith  SC 
Jr, Spencer  CC, Stafford  RS, Taler  SJ, Thomas  RJ, Williams  KA Sr, 
Williamson  JD, Wright  JT Jr. 2017 ACC/AHA/AAPA/ABC/ACPM/
AGS/APhA/ASH/ASPC/NMA/PCNA guideline for the prevention, 
detection, evaluation, and management of high blood pressure in 
adults: a report of the American College of Cardiology/American Heart 
Association Task Force on Clinical Practice Guidelines. Hypertension 
2018; 71:e13–e115.

 19. Kim  BJ, Seo  DC, Kim  BS, Kang  JH. Relationship between cotinine-
verified smoking status and incidence of hypertension in 74,743 Korean 
adults. Circ J 2018; 82:1659–1665.

 20. Kaneko  M, Oda  E, Kayamori  H, Nagao  S, Watanabe  H, Abe  T, 
Ishizawa M, Uemura Y, Aizawa Y. Smoking was a possible negative pre-
dictor of incident hypertension after a five-year follow-up among a ge-
neral Japanese population. Cardiol Res 2012; 3:87–93.

 21. Onat A, Uğur M, Hergenç G, Can G, Ordu S, Dursunoğlu D. Lifestyle 
and metabolic determinants of incident hypertension, with special ref-
erence to cigarette smoking: a longitudinal population-based study. Am 
J Hypertens 2009; 22:156–162.

 22. Okubo  Y, Suwazono  Y, Kobayashi  E, Nogawa  K. An association be-
tween smoking habits and blood pressure in normotensive Japanese 
men: a 5-year follow-up study. Drug Alcohol Depend 2004; 73:167–174.

 23. Wang W, Lee ET, Fabsitz RR, Devereux R, Best L, Welty TK, Howard BV. 
A longitudinal study of hypertension risk factors and their relation to 
cardiovascular disease: the Strong Heart Study. Hypertension 2006; 
47:403–409.

 24. Linneberg  A, Jacobsen  RK, Skaaby  T, Taylor  AE, Fluharty  ME, 
Jeppesen JL, Bjorngaard JH, Åsvold BO, Gabrielsen ME, Campbell A, 
Marioni RE, Kumari M, Marques-Vidal P, Kaakinen M, Cavadino A, 
Postmus  I, Ahluwalia  TS, Wannamethee  SG, Lahti  J, Räikkönen  K, 
Palotie A, Wong A, Dalgård C, Ford I, Ben-Shlomo Y, Christiansen L, 
Kyvik KO, Kuh D, Eriksson JG, Whincup PH, Mbarek H, de Geus EJ, 
Vink  JM, Boomsma  DI, Smith  GD, Lawlor  DA, Kisialiou  A, 
McConnachie A, Padmanabhan S, Jukema JW, Power C, Hyppönen E, 
Preisig  M, Waeber  G, Vollenweider  P, Korhonen  T, Laatikainen  T, 
Salomaa V, Kaprio J, Kivimaki M, Smith BH, Hayward C, Sørensen TI, 
Thuesen  BH, Sattar  N, Morris  RW, Romundstad  PR, Munafò  MR, 
Jarvelin MR, Husemoen LL. Effect of smoking on blood pressure and 
resting heart rate: a Mendelian randomization meta-analysis in the 
CARTA consortium. Circ Cardiovasc Genet 2015; 8:832–841.

 25. Rezonzew G, Chumley P, Feng W, Hua P, Siegal GP, Jaimes EA. Nicotine 
exposure and the progression of chronic kidney disease: role of the 
α7-nicotinic acetylcholine receptor. Am J Physiol Renal Physiol 2012; 
303:F304–F312.

 26. Jaimes  EA, Tian  RX, Raij  L. Nicotine: the link between cigarette 
smoking and the progression of renal injury? Am J Physiol Heart Circ 
Physiol 2007; 292:H76–H82.

 27. Jaimes  EA, Tian  RX, Joshi  MS, Raij  L. Nicotine augments glomer-
ular injury in a rat model of acute nephritis. Am J Nephrol 2009; 
29:319–326.

 28. Csordas  A, Bernhard  D. The biology behind the atherothrombotic 
effects of cigarette smoke. Nat Rev Cardiol 2013; 10:219–230.

 29. Benowitz  NL. Cigarette smoking and cardiovascular disease: patho-
physiology and implications for treatment. Prog Cardiovasc Dis 2003; 
46:91–111.

 30. Cox RH, Tulenko T, Santamore WP. Effects of chronic cigarette smoking 
on canine arteries. Am J Physiol 1984; 246:H97–H103.

 31. Caro CG, Lever MJ, Parker KH, Fish PJ. Effect of cigarette smoking on 
the pattern of arterial blood flow: possible insight into mechanisms un-
derlying the development of arteriosclerosis. Lancet 1987; 2:11–13.

 32. Arnson  Y, Shoenfeld  Y, Amital  H. Effects of tobacco smoke on im-
munity, inflammation and autoimmunity. J Autoimmun 2010; 
34:J258–J265.

 33. MacMahon S, Peto R, Cutler J, Collins R, Sorlie P, Neaton J, Abbott R, 
Godwin J, Dyer A, Stamler J. Blood pressure, stroke, and coronary heart 
disease. Part 1, Prolonged differences in blood pressure: prospective 
observational studies corrected for the regression dilution bias. Lancet 
1990; 335:765–774.

 34. Qiu C, Winblad B, Fratiglioni L. The age-dependent relation of blood 
pressure to cognitive function and dementia. Lancet Neurol 2005; 
4:487–499.

 35. Barret-Connor  E, Criqui  MH, Klauber  MR, Holdbrook  M. Diabetes 
and hypertension in a community of older adults. Am J Epidemiol 1981; 
113:276–284.

 36. Epstein M, Sowers JR. Diabetes mellitus and hypertension. Hypertension 
1992; 19:403–418.

 37. Schane RE, Ling PM, Glantz SA. Health effects of light and intermittent 
smoking: a review. Circulation 2010; 121:1518–1522.

 38. Shiffman S. Light and intermittent smokers: background and perspec-
tive. Nicotine Tob Res 2009; 11:122–125.

 39. Cooper  TV, Taylor  T, Murray  A, DeBon  MW, Vander  Weg  MW, 
Klesges  RC, Talcott  GW. Differences between intermittent and light 
daily smokers in a population of U.S. military recruits. Nicotine Tob Res 
2010; 12:465–473.

https://www.cancer.org/latest-news/study-confirms-there-is-no-safe-level-of-smoking.html%20/#citations
https://www.cancer.org/latest-news/study-confirms-there-is-no-safe-level-of-smoking.html%20/#citations
https://www.cancer.org/latest-news/study-confirms-there-is-no-safe-level-of-smoking.html%20/#citations
https://doi.org/10.1093/aje/kwaa003

