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Abstract
Background
The published literature regarding the relationships between retinol-binding protein 4 (RBP4) and cardiometabolic risk factors and subclinical atherosclerosis is conflicting, likely due, in part, to limitations of frequently used RBP4 assays. Prior large studies have not utilized the gold-standard western blot analysis of RBP4 levels.

Methods
Full-length serum RBP4 levels were measured by western blot in 709 postmenopausal women screened for the Kronos Early Estrogen Prevention Study. Cross-sectional analyses related RBP4 levels to cardiometabolic risk factors, carotid artery intima-media thickness (CIMT), and coronary artery calcification (CAC).

Results
The mean age of women was 52.9 (± 2.6) years, and the median RBP4 level was 49.0 (interquartile range 36.9-61.5) μg/mL. Higher RBP4 levels were weakly associated with higher triglycerides (age, race, and smoking-adjusted partial Spearman correlation coefficient = 0.10; P = 0.01), but were unrelated to blood pressure, cholesterol, C-reactive protein, glucose, insulin, and CIMT levels (all partial Spearman correlation coefficients ≤0.06, P > 0.05). Results suggested a curvilinear association between RBP4 levels and CAC, with women in the bottom and upper quartiles of RBP4 having higher odds of CAC (odds ratio [95% confidence interval] 2.10 [1.07-4.09], 2.00 [1.02-3.92], 1.64 [0.82-3.27] for the 1st, 3rd, and 4th RBP4 quartiles vs. the 2nd quartile). However, a squared RBP4 term in regression modeling was non-significant (P = 0.10).

Conclusions
In these healthy, recently postmenopausal women, higher RBP4 levels were weakly associated with elevations in triglycerides and with CAC, but not with other risk factors or CIMT. These data using the gold standard of RBP4 methodology only weakly support the possibility that perturbations in RBP4 homeostasis may be an additional risk factor for subclinical coronary atherosclerosis.
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Background
Obesity, a worldwide epidemic, is associated with a dramatic increase in the prevalence of type 2 diabetes, and has been associated with cardiovascular disease (CVD) morbidity and mortality [1–3]. Retinol-binding protein 4 (RBP4), which is released primarily by the liver, has recently been shown to be released by adipose tissue as well [4]. RBP4 down-regulates the glucose transporter GLUT4 [5–7], which acts as the rate-limiting step in insulin-activated glucose transport across both muscle and adipocyte membranes [6]. In humans, circulating RBP4 levels have been shown to be negatively correlated with levels of insulin sensitivity, and to be higher among individuals with obesity and type 2 diabetes, as well as among those with adverse CVD risk factor profiles or metabolic syndrome, frequently independent of body size [6–14]. However, conflicting data also exist [9, 15–17]. Discrepancies in published RBP4 data may relate to complications of the RBP4 assay methodology [18], which this study has striven to overcome with western blot analysis.
The purpose of the current study was to examine the associations of RBP4 with both standard CVD risk factors as well as subclinical atherosclerosis in healthy mid-life women screened for the Kronos Early Estrogen Prevention Study (KEEPS). Western blot, the gold standard analytic technique for RBP4 [18], was used for RBP4 analysis to overcome problems associated with other analytical techniques.

Methods
Study population
The current cross-sectional analyses utilize data from the KEEPS, a randomized, placebo-controlled, double-blinded, prospective trial of the effects of menopausal hormone therapy on the progression of subclinical atherosclerosis in recently menopausal women. KEEPS is a multi-center trial with 9 centers (University of Utah, University of California at San Francisco; Brigham and Women’s Hospital; Mayo Clinic, Rochester; Columbia University College of Physicians and Surgeons;VA/ University of Washington; Yale University; Montefiore Medical Center; Kronos Longevity Research Institute). KEEPS inclusion criteria were age 42–58 years, at least 6 months but no more than 36 months of amenorrhea and last spontaneous menses occurring after age 40, FSH values ≥35 ng/ml and/or estradiol levels <35 pg/ml, and good general health. Women reporting use of estrogen- or progestin-containing medication (oral contraceptive or hormone replacement), selective estrogen receptor modulators (SERMs), or medications with significant estrogenic activity, such as isoflavones, in the prior 3 months, a history of clinical CVD, current heavy smoking (greater than one half pack per day), a body mass index (BMI) ≥35 kg/m2, LDL cholesterol > 190 mg/dL or triglycerides >400 mg/dL, diabetes, uncontrolled hypertension, or with moderate subclinical CVD, defined as a coronary artery calcium (CAC) score ≥50 Agatston units, were ineligible for randomization. Women meeting eligibility criteria were randomized to one of three treatment groups: oral conjugated equine estrogen (Premarin, 0.45 mg/day) with oral micronized progesterone (12 days per month), transdermal 17β-estradiol (via skin patch, Climara, 50 μg/day) with oral micronized progesterone (12 days per month), and one daily placebo group (inactive pill/patch) with placebo micronized progesterone (12 days per month). The current analyses utilize data from the screening and baseline KEEPS visit, prior to randomization and receipt of any estrogen therapy or placebo. A total of 1,046 women were screened between July 2005 to June 2008, with 775 of them passing earlier screening components and eventually receiving a CT scan for the purposes of confirming CAC Agatston score eligibility. Of these, 66 women were missing RBP4 data, leaving 709 women for the current analyses. The institutional review boards of the participating institutions approved this study, and all women signed informed consent.

Blood measures
All blood specimens were collected following an overnight fast, then frozen at −70°C on site until they were either processed locally, or sent to the Kronos Science Laboratory (Phoenix, AZ, USA) for storage or assays. Complete blood count and chemistry panel were performed at the clinical laboratories at each recruiting center. C-reactive protein (CRP) and insulin were assayed by DPC Immulite 2000 (Diagnostic Products Corporation, Los Angeles, CA).
RBP4 in human serum was measured by quantitative western blotting [18]. Briefly, native RBP4 purified from human serum (Hytest) was used for assay calibration. Each gel (18 wells) contained a molecular weight marker, five concentrations of RBP4 standards, four low and high levels of controls made by human serum, and eight patient samples. RBP4 standards were placed in the same position at the center of each gel. RBP4 standard solutions of 15, 30, 60, 120, and 240 μg/ml were prepared in 10 mM phosphate buffer with 150 mM NaCl (pH 7.4). Standards, controls, and patient samples were diluted 1:200 in SDS-PAGE buffer and boiled for 5 min. 25 μl of diluted standards, controls, patient samples, and a molecular weight marker (Bio-Rad precision plus protein standards kaleidoscope) were then electrophoresed on 18% Criterion Tris-glycine SDS-PAGE gels ( BioRad) and transferred to nitrocellulose. Western blotting was performed with 5% non-fat dry milk in tris-buffered saline with 1% of detergent as a blocking agent. Blots were incubated overnight at 4°C with rabbit anti-human RBP primary antibody (DAKO) diluted 1:1,000 and for 1 h at room temperature with ECL horseradish-peroxidase-conjugated secondary antibody (Fisher) diluted 1:2,000. Bands were detected by enzymatic chemiluminescence and quantified using the Kodak Gel Logic 100 Digital Imaging System and Carestream Molecular Imaging Software. A single band for RBP4 migrated at about 21 kDa. Exponential curves were used to fit the RBP4 standards for each individual gel and calculate concentrations in patient samples. The gel to gel variation (inter precision) was monitored by two levels of controls with CV less than 15%. The control results of each gel were reviewed to ensure the assay quality. If the control results were outside of the acceptable limits determined by the assay method validation, the run was rejected, and all samples on the same gel were repeated.

Anthropometric and lifestyle exposures
Baseline smoking status (current use yes/no) and race-ethnicity were obtained through self-reported questionnaire. Height (cm) and weight (kg) of participants, wearing light clothing and without shoes, was measured with stadiometers and calibrated balance-beam scales, respectively. BMI was calculated as weight in kilograms divided by the square of height in meters. Waist circumference (cm) was measured with a non-stretchable tape at the end of a normal expiration, at the smallest horizontal circumference between the ribs and iliac crest. Blood pressure was measured in the right arm in the seated position, after at least a 5 minute rest, and was averaged across two readings.

Subclinical atherosclerosis measures
Carotid artery intima-media thickness (CIMT) was measured from high resolution B-mode ultrasound images obtained with a 7.5 MHz transducer at both the screening and baseline KEEPS visits. Carotid artery images were acquired at each study center by certified ultrasound technicians trained at the core CIMT imaging and reading center (PI: Dr. Howard Hodis, USC) to perform standardized image acquisition. Image acquisition was optimized for minimal measurement variability (coefficient of variation <2%) using methodology developed specifically for reproducible longitudinal imaging employing internal anatomical structural probe angulation techniques including vessel stacking, baseline image matching, electrocardiographic gating, and individualized instrumentation conditions (Patents 2005, 2006, 2011) [19]. All images were analyzed by an experienced investigator at the core CIMT imaging and reading center using in-house developed computerized automated edge detection software employing subpixel interpolation (Patents 2005, 2006, 2011) [19]. CIMT values used in the current analyses represent an average of the screening and baseline CIMT measurements.
Each participant underwent non-enhanced cardiac computed tomography (CT) scans for assessment of coronary atherosclerosis. Scans were acquired either via electron beam CT (GE/Imatron, Inc.), or via multidetector CT using either a General Electric helical scanner or a Siemens or Phillips multi-slice scanner (minimum requirement 4 detector heads). Comparability among centers was assured by regular calibration using a standard phantom. The scans were obtained during a single breath hold at end inspiration to reduce motion artifacts and improve image quality of the coronary arteries. Coronary calcium was defined as a plaque of at least 3 contiguous pixels (area 1.02 mm2) with a density of >130 Hounsfield units. The individual lesion score was calculated by multiplying the lesion area by a density factor derived from the maximal Hounsfield unit within this area, as described by Agatston et al. [20]. A total CAC score was determined by summing the individual lesion scores from each of 4 anatomic sites (left main, left anterior descending, circumflex, and right coronary). A single experienced investigator, blinded to the subject identity, interpreted all the scans using commercially available software (TeraRecon, Foster City, CA).

Statistical analyses
Mean (standard deviation), median (interquartile range), or n (%) were tabulated for demographic, behavioral, and laboratory characteristics by quartiles of RBP4. Differences in the distributions of these variables across RBP4 quartiles were calculated by the Chi-Square test for categorical variables, ANOVA for normally distributed continuous variables, and the Kruskal-Wallis test for non-normally distributed continuous variables. Following this, partial Spearman correlation coefficients were calculated for associations between RBP4 and cardiometabolic risk factors and CIMT, adjusted for age, race (white vs. non-white), and current smoking. To assess associations between RBP4 and CAC, multivariable adjusted logistic regression was used to calculate odds ratios of CAC score >0 across quartiles of RBP4, as well as treating RBP4 as a continuous variable after log-transformation, adjusted for age, race, and current smoking, and again after additional adjustment for triglycerides. To ensure that residual confounding by smoking was not influencing associations, sensitivity analyses were carried out excluding current smokers from regression analyses.


Results
The mean age of study participants was 52.9 (± 2.6) years. Demographic and laboratory characteristics stratified by quartiles of RBP4 are presented in Table1. The mean age, prevalence of current smoking, proportion of non-White participants, and levels of cardiometabolic risk factors did not differ across quartiles of RBP4. With the exception of triglycerides (r = 0.10, P = 0.01), the associations of cardiometabolic risk factors and RBP4 remained null (all P > 0.05) after multivariable adjustment for age, race-ethnicity, and smoking status (Table2). CIMT was similarly not associated with RBP4 either prior to or after multivariable adjustment (Tables 1 and 2). The prevalence of CAC score>0 was similar in the 1st, 3rd, and 4th quartiles of RBP4, but appeared lower in the 2nd tertile (Figure1), though this difference was not statistically significant (P-value for chi-square test = 0.15). To further explore the possibility of a curvilinear association, multivariable-adjusted logistic regression models for CAC were initially performed with the 1st RBP4 quartile as the reference category (Table3, Model 1), but were repeated utilizing the 2nd RBP4 quartile as the reference category (Table3, Model 2). When using the 1st RBP4 quartile as the reference, there was a statistically significant 51% lower odds of CAC with RBP4 levels in the range of 37 to 49 mg/mL in comparison to the lowest RBP4 levels (≤36.9 mg/mL) after adjustment for age, race, and current smoking (Table3, Model 1). However, in comparison to the first quartile, the 3rd and 4th RBP4 quartiles were not significantly associated with CAC. When using the 2nd RBP4 quartile as the reference category (37.0-49.0 mg/mL) (Table3, Model 2), a curvilinear relationship between RBP4 quartiles and CAC was suggested, with both lower and higher RBP4 quartiles associated with higher odds of CAC. However, despite this pattern, a squared RBP4 term tested in the context of logistic regression was not statistically significant (p = 0.10). There was no evidence of a linear association between RBP4 and the prevalence of CAC score >0 (Table3, Model 3). Given the statistically significant association between triglycerides and RBP4, CAC analyses were additionally adjusted for triglycerides. The magnitude of odds ratios was very similar to models without inclusion of triglycerides (ORs [95% CIs]: 2.11 [1.08-4.11], 1.93 [0.99-3.79], 1.59 [0.79-3.16] for the 1st, 3rd, and 4th RBP4 quartiles, respectively, vs. the 2nd, adjusted for age, race, current smoking, and triglycerides). Due to the curvilinearity suggested by the RBP4-CAC relationship, logistic regression analyses tabulating odds ratios of the top tertile of each cardiometabolic risk factor associated with being in the 2nd RBP4 quartile vs. the 1st, 3rd, and 4th were carried out similar to Model 2 in Table3. Curvilinearity was not suggested for any of the cardiometabolic risk factors examined or CIMT. Sensitivity analyses excluding current smokers from regression models resulted in nearly identical odds ratios and 95% confidence intervals to those including current smokers.Table 1
                        Study Characteristics by Quartiles of RBP4
                      


	 	RBP4 Quartile, μg/mL
	 
	 	≤36.9
	37.0-49.0
	49.1-61.4
	≥61.5
	P-value**

	Age, years
	52.7 (0.2)
	53.1 (0.2)
	52.7 (0.2)
	53.1 (0.2)
	0.33

	% Current Smokers
	8.0%
	6.7%
	6.8%
	4.5%
	0.21

	% Non-White Race
	29.6%
	21.9%
	21.5%
	21.4%
	0.08

	BMI, kg/m2
	26.1 (0.3)
	26.2 (0.3)
	26.3 (0.3)
	26.4 (0.3)
	0.49

	Waist Circumference, cm*
	82.0 (16.5)
	82.7 (15.2)
	83.8 (18.0)
	85.8 (17.0)
	0.42

	Systolic Blood Pressure, mmHg
	118.1 (1.1)
	119.4 (1.1)
	117.2 (1.1)
	120.3 (1.2)
	0.38

	Diastolic Blood Pressure, mmHg
	74.7 (0.7)
	75.3 (0.7)
	73.8 (0.6)
	75.6 (0.7)
	0.66

	HDL-C, mmol/L
	1.71 (0.03)
	1.68 (0.03)
	1.66 (0.04)
	1.71 (0.04)
	0.94

	Triglycerides, mmol/L*
	0.82 (0.53)
	0.86 (0.53)
	0.94 (0.53)
	0.92 (0.57)
	0.09

	Glucose, mmol/L
	4.95 (0.04)
	4.93 (0.04)
	4.96 (0.04)
	4.94 (0.04)
	0.94

	Insulin, pmol/L*
	27.8 (31.9)
	27.8 (36.1)
	28.5 (34.7)
	34.0 (43.8)
	0.23

	C-reactive Protein, mg/dL*
	0.8 (1.9)
	1.2 (2.2)
	1.1 (2.1)
	0.9 (2.2)
	0.14

	Carotid IMT, mm*
	0.71 (0.11)
	0.70 (0.11)
	0.72 (0.10)
	0.72 (0.11)
	0.52


Values are mean (standard deviation) unless otherwise indicated. *median (interquartile range).
**P-value from Chi-Square test for categorical variables, ANOVA for normally distributed variables, and from the Kruskal-Wallis Test for non-normally distributed variables.
RBP4 retinol-binding protein 4; BMI body mass index; IMT intima-media thickness.


Table 2
                        Partial* Spearman Correlation Coefficients for Associations between RBP4 and Cardiometabolic Factors and Carotid IMT
                      


	 	BMI
	Waist Circum.
	HDL-C
	Triglycerides
	Glucose
	Insulin
	C-Reactive Protein
	Carotid IMT

	
                            r
                          
	0.02
	0.04
	−0.0006
	0.10
	0.002
	0.06
	0.03
	0.03

	
                            p-value
                          
	0.55
	0.26
	0.99
	
                            0.01
                          
	0.97
	0.10
	0.50
	0.37


*Adjusted for age, race-ethnicity, and current smoking.
RBP4 retinol-binding protein 4; BMI body mass index; IMT intima-media thickness.
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Figure 1
                        Prevalence (%) of CAC score > 0 by RBP4 Quartiles.
                      




Table 3
                      Adjusted* Odds Ratios of CAC > 0 associated with RBP4
                    


	 	Odds Ratio
	95% CI

	
                          Model 1
                        
	 	 
	RBP4 Quartiles (μg/mL)
	 	 
	≤36.9 (Reference)
	1.00
	----

	37.0-49.0
	0.49
	0.25-0.95

	49.1-61.4
	0.95
	0.54-1.69

	≥61.5
	0.78
	0.43-1.42

	
                          Model 2
                        
	 	 
	RBP4 Quartiles (μg/mL)
	 	 
	≤36.9
	2.10
	1.07-4.09

	37.0-49.0 (Reference)
	1.00
	----

	49.1-61.4
	2.00
	1.02-3.92

	≥61.5
	1.64
	0.82-3.27

	
                          Model 3
                        
	 	 
	Per μg/mL increase in log-RBP4
	1.00
	0.55-1.81


*All three models adjusted for age, race-ethnicity, and current smoking.
RBP4 retinol-binding protein 4.



Discussion
Among these healthy, recently postmenopausal women, higher RBP4 levels were weakly associated with greater triglyceride levels, and both low and high RBP4 levels were associated with approximately twice the odds of the presence of CAC. No associations were observed between RBP4 levels and other cardiometabolic risk factors or CIMT.
RBP4 has long-been known to be released by the liver, but recently, it has been shown that approximately 15% of circulating RBP4 levels results from adipose tissue RBP4 secretion [6]. RBP4 down-regulates GLUT4 [6, 7], the insulin-activated glucose transporter responsible for translocation of glucose into both muscle and fat cells [6], and has also recently been shown to induce expression and secretion of pro-inflammatory cytokines in primary human macrophages known to induce insulin resistance [21]. In humans, circulating RBP4 levels were found to be highly negatively correlated with levels of insulin sensitivity, and to be increased with obesity and in those with type 2 diabetes [6–14]. However, discrepant results from other studies have questioned these associations, failing to demonstrate associations with either obesity or indicators of glucose homeostasis [9, 15–17]. Results from the present study also found no association between RBP4 and BMI, waist circumference, glucose, or insulin levels. In addition to possible measurement error resulting from use of immunoassay in prior studies [18], a potential contributing factor to the discrepant literature is that the relationship between RBP4 and insulin resistance may be stronger in younger individuals than older [22], possibly from changes in body fat distribution with age.
Retinoids have been known to affect the expression of several genes involved in triglyceride metabolism, including regulators of apo C-III production, hepatic and gastrointestinal triglyceride production and secretion, and beta-oxidation of fatty acids [23]. As such, similar to our finding of higher triglyceride levels with higher RBP4 values, prior studies have shown that RBP4 is correlated with serum triglycerides [13, 14, 22, 24–27]. In addition, although prior studies have often documented associations between RBP4 and other cardiometabolic risk factors in addition to triglycerides, some studies support our findings of an association with triglycerides, only. In a cross-sectional analysis of 308 non-diabetic patients with hypertension, Shim et al. discovered associations between RBP4 and indices of metabolic syndrome to be null, with the exception of triglycerides, which yielded a significant positive correlation (r = 0.25, P < 0.001) [28]. A study of 473 subjects with normal glucose tolerance revealed similar results, with RBP4 positively correlated with triglycerides (r = 0.10, P < 0.001) but not with other cardiometabolic risk factors [29]. The present study extends these findings by demonstrating an association between RBP4 and triglycerides, but not other cardiometabolic risk factors, in a population of healthy, midlife women, utilizing the gold standard RBP4 measurement methodology.
The association between RBP4 and CIMT, a measure of systemic atherosclerosis, has been investigated in only a few studies, and as with relationships between RBP4 levels and obesity, insulin resistance, and other CVD risk markers, results conflict. Despite recent data suggesting that increases in fasting plasma glucose even within the normal range are associated with worse arterial stiffness levels [30], reported results suggest not only positive associations between RBP4, which down-regulates the glucose transporter GLUT-4, and CIMT, but also inverse associations, and similar to our results, null associations [14, 31–34]. Null associations with RBP4 as we report here in healthy midlife women have also been reported in type 2 diabetes patients, both for CIMT and for other measures of peripheral subclinical disease including ankle-brachial index and carotid/femoral echography [14, 34].
In contrast to our findings with CIMT and to earlier findings noted above with ankle-brachial index, we observed a significantly higher odds of the presence of CAC in women with both low and high RBP4 levels compared to women with moderate (2nd RBP4 quartile) RBP4 levels. The odds of having a CAC score > 0 in women in either the 1st or 3rd quartiles of RBP4 were approximately 2 times higher than that among women with RBP4 levels in the 2nd quartile. Similarly, women in the 4th RBP4 quartile had a non-significantly 64% higher odds of having a CAC score > 0 compared to women in the 2nd RBP4 quartile. To our knowledge, this is the first investigation to assess the association of RBP4 with the presence of CAC. These findings require replication in future studies and need to be interpreted with considerable caution given the lack of a significant squared RBP4 term in regression analyses. Caution is especially indicated given the relatively small number of women with CAC score > 0 in the current study (n = 93 overall, and n = 15 in the 2nd RBP4 quartile, the quartile which appeared to have a lower CAC prevalence), and the null association with CIMT, an alternative measure of atherosclerosis. Had RBP4 levels been associated with measures of glucose homeostasis as in certain prior studies, a u-shaped association with coronary atherosclerosis might be supported given the heightened CVD death not only with hyperglycemia, but also potentially with hypoglycemia, as suggested by the Action to Control Cardiovascular Risk in Diabetes (ACCORD) trial results [35]. However, in the current study, RBP4 levels were not associated with glucose, insulin, BMI, or waist circumference. Should our CAC findings be replicated in a future study, they would be supported not only by one published study finding lower median RBP4 levels in patients with CAD (27.8 μg/mL) vs. controls (29.8 μg/mL),[36] but also by published data suggesting differential associations of CAC vs. CIMT with CVD risk factors and CVD events [37, 38].
Some limitations of this study must be taken into consideration. The design of this study was cross-sectional, so the results do not imply causality. Our study sample also included only healthy, recently menopausal women. Therefore, our results may not be applicable to an older population with greater prevalence of atherosclerosis. Additionally, glucose and lipids were obtained from blood collected during screening, while insulin, CRP and RBP4 were obtained from blood collected at the baseline randomization examination. Therefore, we were unable to calculate insulin resistance via the homeostasis model assessment (HOMA-IR), and a bias towards the null was introduced for associations between RBP4 and lipids and glucose. However, insulin levels, despite being measured at the same alternate visit as RBP4, showed moderate to strong associations with lipids and glucose (Spearman correlation coefficient of −0.4 with HDL, 0.4 with triglycerides, and 0.3 with glucose; all P < 0.001) but a null association with RBP4 (Spearman correlation coefficient = 0.06; P = 0.10), suggesting that null associations between RBP4 and HDL and glucose were not a result of the measurement schedule.
The primary strength of this study involves the method of RBP4 detection. The quantitative western blot methodology that we have chosen has been cited as the gold-standard for RBP4 determination [18], and utilizes the full-length RBP4 protein and monoclonal antibody specific for full-length RBP4 protein, greatly increasing validity compared to numerous prior investigations utilizing immunoassay. This method was employed despite the large sample size of the KEEPS trial, making this the largest investigation to utilize quantitative western blot methodology for assessment of these relationships. In addition, the health of the KEEPS participants enabled assessment of the associations between RBP4 and CVD-related parameters prior to disease expression.

Conclusions
These analyses in healthy, recently postmenopausal women suggest that higher RBP4 levels are weakly associated with elevations in triglycerides, and that both low and high RBP4 levels may be associated with subclinical coronary atherosclerosis. Given the caution with which the coronary atherosclerosis results should be viewed, our current results in healthy midlife women only weakly support a role for RBP4 homeostasis in cardiometabolic abnormalities and cardiovascular disease. However, future studies should attempt to replicate our CAC findings. If successful, RBP4 may end up warranting examination as a potential target of interventions to reduce CVD risk.

Acknowledgements

                Funding/Support
              
KEEPS is funded by grants from the Aurora Foundation to the Kronos Longevity Research Institute, National Institutes of Health (NIH) HL90639 to VMM, 1 UL1 RR024150, Mayo CTSA 1 UL1 RR024150, the Mayo Foundation, CTSA UL1 RR024139 and UL1 RR024131 from the National Center for Research Resources (NCRR), a component of at NIH and NIH Roadmap for Medical Research. The manuscript’s contents are solely the responsibility of the authors and do not necessarily represent the official view of NCRR or NIH. Information on NCRR is available at http://​www.​ncrr.​nih.​gov. Study medications were supplied in part by Bayer Health Care and by Abbott Pharmaceuticals. RBP4, insulin, and CRP assays were funded by NIH grant HL094581 to Dr. Wildman.

                Role of the Sponsors
              
The Aurora Foundation did not have input into the design or conduct of the study or the review or approval of this article.
ClinicalTrials.gov number is NCT00154180.

                KEEPs: Investigators and Staff
              
Albert Einstein College of Medicine: Genevieve Neal-Perry, Ruth Freeman, Hussein Amin, Barbara Isaac, Maureen Magnani, Rachel P. Wildman
Brigham and Women’s Hospital/Harvard Medical School: JoAnn Manson, Maria Bueche, Marie Gerhard-Herman, Kate Kalan, Jan Lieson, Kathryn M. Rexrode, Barbara Richmond, Frank Rybicki, Brian Walsh
Columbia College of Physicians and Surgeons: Rogerio Lobo, Luz Sanabria, Maria Soto, Michelle P. Warren, Ralf C. Zimmerman
Kronos Longevity Research Institute: S. Mitchell Harman, Mary Dunn, Panayiotis D.Tsitouras, Viola Zepeda
Mayo Clinic: Virginia M. Miller, Philip A. Araoz, Rebecca Beck, Dalene Bott-Kitslaar, Sharon L. Mulvagh, Lynne T. Shuster, Teresa G. Zais
University of California, Los Angeles, CAC Reading Center: Matthew Budoff, Chris Dailing, Yanlin Gao, Angel Solano
University of California, San Francisco Medical Center: Marcelle I. Cedars, Nancy Jancar, Jean Perry, Rebecca S. Wong, Robyn Pearl, Judy Yee, Brett Elicker, Gretchen A.W. Gooding; UCSF Statistical Reading Center: Dennis Black, Lisa Palermo
University of Southern California, Atherosclerosis Research Unit/Core Imaging and Reading Center: Howard Hodis/Yanjie Li
University of Utah School of Medicine: Eliot Brinton, Paul N. Hopkins, M. Nazeem Nanjee, Kirtly Jones, Timothy Beals, Stacey Larrinaga-Shum
VA Puget Sound Health Care System and University of Washington School of Medicine: George Merriam, Pamela Asberry, SueAnn Brickle, Colleen Carney, Molly Carr, Monica Kletke, Lynna C. Smith
Yale University, School of Medicine: Hugh Taylor, Kathryn Czarkowski, Lubna Pal, Linda McDonald, Mary Jane Minkin, Diane Wall, Erin Wolff (now at NIH/NICHD).
Others: Frederick Naftolin (New York University), Nanette Santoro (University of Colorado)

                Additional contributions
              
We gratefully acknowledge the dedicated efforts of all the investigators and staff at the KEEPS clinical centers, the KEEPS Data Coordinating Center at KLRI, and the NIH Institutes supporting ancillary studies. Above all, we recognize and thank the KEEPS participants for their dedication and commitment to the KEEPS research program.

References
1.
Dey DK, Rothenberg E, Sundh V, Bosaeus I, Steen B: Waist circumference, body mass index, and risk for stroke in older people: a 15 year longitudinal population study of 70- year-olds. J Am Geriatr Soc. 2002, 50 (9): 1510-1518. 10.1046/j.1532-5415.2002.50406.x.CrossRefPubMed

2.
Li TY, Rana JS, Manson JE, Willett WC, Stampfer MJ, Colditz GA, Rexrode KM, Hu FB: Obesity as compared with physical activity in predicting risk of coronary heart disease in women. Circulation. 2006, 113 (4): 499-506. 10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.105.574087.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

3.
Wilson PW, D’Agostino RB, Sullivan L, Parise H, Kannel WB: Overweight and obesity as determinants of cardiovascular risk: the Framingham experience. Arch Intern Med. 2002, 162 (16): 1867-1872. 10.1001/archinte.162.16.1867.CrossRefPubMed

4.
Blaner WS: Retinol-binding protein: the serum transport protein for vitamin A. Endocr Rev. 1989, 10 (3): 308-316. 10.1210/edrv-10-3-308.CrossRefPubMed

5.
McTernan PG, Kumar S: Editorial: retinol binding protein 4 and pathogenesis of diabetes. J Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2007, 92 (7): 2430-2432. 10.1210/jc.2007-1054.CrossRefPubMed

6.
Wolf G: Serum retinol-binding protein: a link between obesity, insulin resistance, and type 2 diabetes. Nutr Rev. 2007, 65 (5): 251-256. 10.1111/j.1753-4887.2007.tb00302.x.CrossRefPubMed

7.
Yang Q, Graham TE, Mody N, Preitner F, Peroni OD, Zabolotny JM, Kotani K, Quadro L, Kahn BB: Serum retinol binding protein 4 contributes to insulin resistance in obesity and type 2 diabetes. Nature. 2005, 436 (7049): 356-362. 10.1038/nature03711.CrossRefPubMed

8.
Cho YM, Youn BS, Lee H, Lee N, Min SS, Kwak SH, Lee HK, Park KS: Plasma retinol-binding protein-4 concentrations are elevated in human subjects with impaired glucose tolerance and type 2 diabetes. Diabetes Care. 2006, 29 (11): 2457-2461. 10.2337/dc06-0360.CrossRefPubMed

9.
Gavi S, Stuart LM, Kelly P, Melendez MM, Mynarcik DC, Gelato MC, McNurlan MA: Retinol-binding protein 4 is associated with insulin resistance and body fat distribution in nonobese subjects without type 2 diabetes. J Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2007, 92 (5): 1886-1890. 10.1210/jc.2006-1815.CrossRefPubMed

10.
Graham TE, Yang Q, Bluher M, Hammarstedt A, Ciaraldi TP, Henry RR, Wason CJ, Oberbach A, Jansson PA, Smith U, et al: Retinol-binding protein 4 and insulin resistance in lean, obese, and diabetic subjects. N Engl J Med. 2006, 354 (24): 2552-2563. 10.1056/NEJMoa054862.CrossRefPubMed

11.
Jia W, Wu H, Bao Y, Wang C, Lu J, Zhu J, Xiang K: Association of serum retinol-binding protein 4 and visceral adiposity in Chinese subjects with and without type 2 diabetes. J Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2007, 92 (8): 3224-3229. 10.1210/jc.2007-0209.CrossRefPubMed

12.
Kowalska I, Straczkowski M, Adamska A, Nikolajuk A, Karczewska-Kupczewska M, Otziomek E, Gorska M: Serum retinol binding protein 4 is related to insulin resistance and nonoxidative glucose metabolism in lean and obese women with normal glucose tolerance. J Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2008, 93 (7): 2786-2789. 10.1210/jc.2008-0077.CrossRefPubMed

13.
Qi Q, Yu Z, Ye X, Zhao F, Huang P, Hu FB, Franco OH, Wang J, Li H, Liu Y, et al: Elevated retinol-binding protein 4 levels are associated with metabolic syndrome in Chinese people. J Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2007, 92 (12): 4827-4834. 10.1210/jc.2007-1219.CrossRefPubMed

14.
Takebayashi K, Suetsugu M, Wakabayashi S, Aso Y, Inukai T: Retinol binding protein-4 levels and clinical features of type 2 diabetes patients. J Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2007, 92 (7): 2712-2719. 10.1210/jc.2006-1249.CrossRefPubMed

15.
Broch M, Vendrell J, Ricart W, Richart C, Fernandez-Real JM: Circulating retinol-binding protein-4, insulin sensitivity, insulin secretion, and insulin disposition index in obese and nonobese subjects. Diabetes Care. 2007, 30 (7): 1802-1806. 10.2337/dc06-2034.CrossRefPubMed

16.
Janke J, Engeli S, Boschmann M, Adams F, Bohnke J, Luft FC, Sharma AM, Jordan J: Retinol-binding protein 4 in human obesity. Diabetes. 2006, 55 (10): 2805-2810. 10.2337/db06-0616.CrossRefPubMed

17.
Lewis JG, Shand BI, Frampton CM, Elder PA, Scott RS: Plasma retinol-binding protein is not a marker of insulin resistance in overweight subjects: a three year longitudinal study. Clin Biochem. 2008, 41 (13): 1034-1038. 10.1016/j.clinbiochem.2008.06.002.CrossRefPubMed

18.
Graham TE, Wason CJ, Bluher M, Kahn BB: Shortcomings in methodology complicate measurements of serum retinol binding protein (RBP4) in insulin-resistant human subjects. Diabetologia. 2007, 50 (4): 814-823. 10.1007/s00125-006-0557-0.CrossRefPubMed

19.
Selzer RH, Mack WJ, Lee PL, Kwong-Fu H, Hodis HN: Improved common carotid elasticity and intima-media thickness measurements from computer analysis of sequential ultrasound frames. Atherosclerosis. 2001, 154 (1): 185-193. 10.1016/S0021-9150(00)00461-5.CrossRefPubMed

20.
Agatston AS, Janowitz WR, Hildner FJ, Zusmer NR, Viamonte M, Detrano R: Quantification of coronary artery calcium using ultrafast computed tomography. J Am Coll Cardiol. 1990, 15 (4): 827-832. 10.1016/0735-1097(90)90282-T.CrossRefPubMed

21.
Norseen J, Hosooka T, Hammarstedt A, Yore MM, Kant S, Aryal P, Kiernan UA, Phillips D, Maruyama H, Kraus BJ, et al: RBP4 inhibits insulin signaling in adipocytes by inducing pro-inflammatory cytokines in macrophages through a JNK- and TLR4-dependent and retinol-independent mechanism. Mol Cell Biol. 2012

22.
Gavi S, Qurashi S, Stuart LM, Lau R, Melendez MM, Mynarcik DC, McNurlan MA, Gelato MC: Influence of age on the association of retinol-binding protein 4 with metabolic syndrome. Obesity (Silver Spring). 2008, 16 (4): 893-895. 10.1038/oby.2007.138.CrossRef

23.
Staels B: Regulation of lipid and lipoprotein metabolism by retinoids. J Am Acad Dermatol. 2001, 45 (5): S158-167. 10.1067/mjd.2001.113718.CrossRefPubMed

24.
Erikstrup C, Mortensen OH, Pedersen BK: Retinol-binding protein 4 and insulin resistance. N Engl J Med. 2006, 355 (13): 1393-1394. author reply 1394–1395PubMed

25.
Kashyap SR, Diab DL, Baker AR, Yerian L, Bajaj H, Gray-McGuire C, Schauer PR, Gupta M, Feldstein AE, Hazen SL, et al: Triglyceride levels and not adipokine concentrations are closely related to severity of nonalcoholic fatty liver disease in an obesity surgery cohort. Obesity (Silver Spring). 2009, 17 (9): 1696-1701. 10.1038/oby.2009.89.CrossRef

26.
Lin CC, Lai MM, Li TC, Li CI, Liu CS, Chen CC, Wu MT: Relationship between serum retinol-binding protein 4 and visfatin and the metabolic syndrome. Diabetes Res Clin Pract. 2009, 85 (1): 24-29. 10.1016/j.diabres.2009.03.016.CrossRefPubMed

27.
Wang SN, Yeh YT, Wang ST, Chen YL, Chuang SC, Ker CG, Lee KT: Decreased retinol binding protein 4 concentrations are associated with cholesterol gallstone disease. J Formos Med Assoc. 2010, 109 (6): 422-429. 10.1016/S0929-6646(10)60073-3.CrossRefPubMed

28.
Shim CY, Park S, Kim JS, Shin DJ, Ko YG, Kang SM, Choi D, Ha JW, Jang Y, Chung N: Association of plasma retinol-binding protein 4, adiponectin, and high molecular weight adiponectin with insulin resistance in non-diabetic hypertensive patients. Yonsei Med J. 2010, 51 (3): 375-384. 10.3349/ymj.2010.51.3.375.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

29.
Takashima N, Tomoike H, Iwai N: Retinol-binding protein 4 and insulin resistance. N Engl J Med. 2006, 355 (13): 1392-author reply 1394–1395CrossRefPubMed

30.
Shin JY, Lee HR, Lee DC: Increased arterial stiffness in healthy subjects with high-normal glucose levels and in subjects with pre-diabetes. Cardiovasc Diabetol. 2011, 10: 30-10.1186/1475-2840-10-30.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

31.
Bobbert T, Raila J, Schwarz F, Mai K, Henze A, Pfeiffer AF, Schweigert FJ, Spranger J: Relation between retinol, retinol-binding protein 4, transthyretin and carotid intima media thickness. Atherosclerosis. 2010, 213 (2): 549-551. 10.1016/j.atherosclerosis.2010.07.063.CrossRefPubMed

32.
Ingelsson E, Lind L: Circulating retinol-binding protein 4 and subclinical cardiovascular disease in the elderly. Diabetes Care. 2009, 32 (4): 733-735. 10.2337/dc08-1656.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

33.
Solini A, Santini E, Madec S, Rossi C, Muscelli E: Retinol-binding protein-4 in women with untreated essential hypertension. Am J Hypertens. 2009, 22 (9): 1001-1006. 10.1038/ajh.2009.116.CrossRefPubMed

34.
Cabre A, Lazaro I, Girona J, Manzanares J, Marimon F, Plana N, Heras M, Masana L: Retinol-binding protein 4 as a plasma biomarker of renal dysfunction and cardiovascular disease in type 2 diabetes. J Intern Med. 2007, 262 (4): 496-503. 10.1111/j.1365-2796.2007.01849.x.CrossRefPubMed

35.
Gerstein HC, Miller ME, Genuth S, Ismail-Beigi F, Buse JB, Goff DC, Probstfield JL, Cushman WC, Ginsberg HN, Bigger JT, et al: Long-term effects of intensive glucose lowering on cardiovascular outcomes. N Engl J Med. 2011, 364 (9): 818-828.CrossRefPubMed

36.
von Eynatten M, Lepper PM, Liu D, Lang K, Baumann M, Nawroth PP, Bierhaus A, Dugi KA, Heemann U, Allolio B, et al: Retinol-binding protein 4 is associated with components of the metabolic syndrome, but not with insulin resistance, in men with type 2 diabetes or coronary artery disease. Diabetologia. 2007, 50 (9): 1930-1937. 10.1007/s00125-007-0743-8.CrossRefPubMed

37.
Newman AB, Naydeck BL, Ives DG, Boudreau RM, Sutton-Tyrrell K, O’Leary DH, Kuller LH: Coronary artery calcium, carotid artery wall thickness, and cardiovascular disease outcomes in adults 70 to 99 years old. Am J Cardiol. 2008, 101 (2): 186-192. 10.1016/j.amjcard.2007.07.075.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed

38.
Folsom AR, Kronmal RA, Detrano RC, O’Leary DH, Bild DE, Bluemke DA, Budoff MJ, Liu K, Shea S, Szklo M, et al: Coronary artery calcification compared with carotid intima-media thickness in the prediction of cardiovascular disease incidence: the Multi-Ethnic Study of Atherosclerosis (MESA). Arch Intern Med. 2008, 168 (12): 1333-1339. 10.1001/archinte.168.12.1333.PubMedCentralCrossRefPubMed



Competing interests
The authors have no competing interests to disclose.

Authors’ contributions
GH wrote the manuscript; RPW conceptualized the research hypothesis and analyses, assisted in writing the manuscript, and edited the manuscript; DW performed all of the statistical analyses; JEM and NS assisted in conceptualizing the research question and reviewed and edited the manuscript, MJB, HNH, MSH, and YS researched data, and reviewed and edited the manuscript, EAB, MIC, UIK, RAL, GRM, VM, FN, HST, and IZ reviewed and edited the manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.


OEBPS/sidebar.gif





OEBPS/contact.gif





OEBPS/A12933_2012_Article_469_Fig1_HTML.jpg
Figure 1. Prevalence (%) of CAC score>0 by RBP4 Quartiles
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