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Abstract 

Background  Dyslipidemia and abnormal cholesterol metabolism are closely related to coronary artery calcification 
(CAC) and are also critical factors in cardiovascular disease death. In recent years, the atherogenic index of plasma 
(AIP) has been widely used to evaluate vascular sclerosis. This study aimed to investigate the potential association 
of AIP between CAC and major adverse cardiovascular events (MACEs).

Methods  This study included 1,121 participants whose CACs were measured by multislice spiral CT. Participants’ CAC 
Agatston score, CAC mass, CAC volume, and number of vessels with CACs were assessed. AIP is defined as the base 
10 logarithm of the ratio of triglyceride (TG) concentration to high-density lipoprotein-cholesterol (HDL-C) concen-
tration. We investigated the multivariate-adjusted associations between AIP, CAC, and MACEs. The mediating role 
of the AIP in CAC and MACEs was subsequently discussed.

Results  During a median follow-up of 31 months, 74 MACEs were identified. For each additional unit of log-
converted CAC, the MACE risk increased by 48% (HR 1.48 [95% CI 1.32–1.65]). For each additional unit of the AIP 
(multiplied by 10), the MACEs risk increased by 19%. Causal mediation analysis revealed that the AIP played a partial 
mediating role between CAC (CAC Agatston score, CAC mass) and MACEs, and the mediating proportions were 8.16% 
and 16.5%, respectively. However, the mediating effect of CAC volume tended to be nonsignificant (P = 0.137).

Conclusions  An increased AIP can be a risk factor for CAC and MACEs. Biomarkers based on lipid ratios are a readily 
available and low-cost strategy for identifying MACEs and mediating the association between CAC and MACEs. These 
findings provide a new perspective on CAC treatment, early diagnosis, and prevention of MACEs.
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Introduction
Coronary artery calcification (CAC) is considered a indi-
cator for assessing atherosclerosis, quantifiable through 
the Agatston method [1]. According to the 2019 ACC/
AHA Guidelines for Primary Prevention, the measure-
ment of CAC has been upgraded to a Level IIa recom-
mendation, becoming a reliable tool for personalized 
cardiovascular disease (CVD) risk management [2, 3]. 
Traditional prediction tools for CVD risk, such as the 
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pooled cohort equation (PCE), rely on conventional risk 
factors such as age, which may lead to misclassification 
in risk assessment. The CAC score can help reclassify 
patients’ risk and provide more accurate treatment deci-
sion support [4, 5].

In recent years, in addition to the traditional Agatston 
score, other measurement indicators of CAC, such as 
the CAC mass, volume, number and distribution area 
of lesions, have been used and may further improve the 
accuracy of cardiovascular disease risk prediction via lin-
ear quantification [6–8]. However, research on the role of 
these CAC measurement indicators in evaluating major 
adverse cardiovascular events (MACEs) is still relatively 
limited.

Many easily measured biomarkers have been crucial in 
predicting vascular calcification and cardiovascular dis-
ease risk. Triglycerides (TG), total cholesterol (TC), and 
other plasma lipid profiles have been used by clinicians 
to assess the risk of CVD [9, 10]. Lipid metabolism dis-
orders are linked to the development of atherosclerosis-
related diseases and have become critical therapeutic 
targets. In 2001, Dobiásová M and colleagues proposed 
the plasma Atherosclerosis Index (AIP), calculated based 
on TG levels and high-density lipoprotein cholesterol 
(HDL-C) levels to assess the pathological degree of vas-
cular sclerosis [11]. Compared with measuring either 
index alone, the AIP showed greater predictive power 
for atherosclerosis and cardiovascular events. Moreover, 
this index is positively correlated with the cholesterol 
esterification rate, lipoprotein particle size, and residual 
lipoprotein [12]. AIP has gradually become a key indica-
tor in the field of lipidology, and increased AIP is asso-
ciated with an increased risk of cardiovascular disease 
[13–15].Although there is a close interaction between 
lipids and vascular calcification, research on the rela-
tionship between AIP and CAC burden is still limited. 
In addition, the moderating relationship between AIP in 
CAC and MACEs risk has not been reported. Therefore, 
this study aimed to explore the differences in AIP among 
patients with different CAC loads and analyse the role of 
the AIP in mediating CAC and MACEs. By investigat-
ing the potential relationship between AIP, CAC posi-
tive burden and MACE risk, this study provides valuable 
insights into the underlying mechanisms and offers new 
targets for early diagnosis and intervention of cardiovas-
cular diseases.

Materials and methods
Study participants
The participants included 4,128 participants who under-
went coronary CT angiography at the Affiliated Hospital 
of Jiangsu University between May 2019 and March 2022. 
Participants with missing CAC scores, poor imaging, 

a previous and index hospitalization for percutaneous 
coronary angioplasty, severe kidney disease, malignancy, 
blood disease, autoimmune disease, history of coronary 
stenting, mental illness, missing covariates, and follow-
up failure were excluded. Finally, the study included 1,121 
participants. This study was approved by the Ethics Com-
mittee of the Affiliated Hospital of Jiangsu University 
(Registration Number: KY2021K1226). Figure S1 shows 
the study design.

Coronary artery calcium measurements
CAC was measured via a multidetector CT scanner (GE 
Revolution CT 256, USA). The CAC Agatston score is 
calculated via a standardized method. The total calcifica-
tion score was determined by adding the left main artery 
(LMA), left anterior descending (LAD), left circumflex 
(LCX), and right coronary (RCA) scores. According to 
the CT values of the labelled areas, 130–199 HU was 
assigned 1 point, 200–299 HU was assigned 2 points, 
300–399 HU was assigned 3 points, and > 400 HU was 
assigned 4 points. Multiplied by calcification area (mm2), 
the individual scores of each coronary artery segment in 
each section were added together. The sum of the vol-
ume scores of all cross-sectional images is the coronary 
CAC volume score. Similar to the previous methods for 
measuring CAC mass [16], the CAC mass was calibrated 
through a quantitative model of calcification and CAC, 
and the CAC mass was obtained.

Definition of AIP
As previously reported, the AIP is determined by taking 
the base-10 logarithm of the TG levels ratio to the molar 
concentration of HDL-C, represented mathematically as 
log(TG/HDL-C) [11]. The participants were subsequently 
grouped based on the quartiles of AIP (Q1 ≤ -0.111; 
Q2-0.110–0.073; Q3 0.074–0.253; and Q4 > 0.253).

Assessment of covariates
The demographic characteristics and medical history of 
the participants, including sex, age, height, weight, smok-
ing status, hypertension status, and diabetes status, were 
recorded. The medication history of the participants, 
including the use of statins, aspirin, and antihypertensive 
drugs, was recorded in the personal questionnaire survey. 
Body mass index (BMI) is assessed based on height and 
weight (kg/m2). BMI ≥ 28 kg/m2 is recognized as obesity 
[17]. Participants who have smoked over 100 cigarettes 
will be considered as having a smoking history during 
their lifetime. For biochemical analysis, all participants 
underwent venous blood collection of approximately 
3  ml after fasting for 10–12  h, and all blood samples 
were sent to the central laboratory for biochemical 
analysis, including HDL-C, TC, low-density lipoprotein 
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cholesterol (LDL-C), serum creatinine (Scr), blood urea 
nitrogen (BUN), and hemoglobin.

Endpoints and follow‑up
The study was followed up with electronic medical 
records or telephone calls until March 2023. The end-
point was MACEs, including nonfatal myocardial infarc-
tion (MI) [18], stroke, target revascularization [19], and 
all-cause death, which occurred as one or more com-
bined events. Trained researchers recorded all outcome 
events over the phone until the end of the follow-up.

Statistical analysis
Descriptive statistics are presented as the mean ± stand-
ard deviation (SD), median (interquartile range), or fre-
quency (percentage). The baseline characteristics of the 
CAC group (CAC = 0, 0–99, ≥ 100) and the AIP quartile 
group were considered. Due to the apparent distribution 
skew in CAC, the data were logarithmically transformed 
to base ten before analysis. They were mathematically 
derived to log(x + 1). Cox proportional hazards regres-
sion model was used to test the hazard ratio between 
CAC burden and MACEs. The model considered age 
(continuous), sex (male or female), BMI (< 28 or ≥ 28), 
smoking status (no or yes), hypertension (no or yes), dia-
betes (no or yes), aspirin (no or yes), statins (no or yes), 
antihypertensive drugs (no or yes), LDL-C (continuous), 
TC (continuous), Scr (continuous), BUN (continuous), 
and hemoglobin (continuous). Similarly, the model was 
evaluated for the hazard ratio between AIP and MACEs.

Using multivariable Cox regression models, the cat-
egory-free net reclassification improvement (NRI) was 
calculated as an exploratory metric to quantitatively 
assess and compare the predictive abilities of the CAC 
Agatston score, CAC mass, and CAC volume. The cate-
gory-free NRI offers a continuous risk scale-based meas-
urement, reflecting the enhancement in classification 
rates achieved by one model compared with another. 
More specifically, Model 1 was adjusted for age, sex, 
BMI, smoking status, hypertension, diabetes, aspirin 
usage, statin usage, antihypertensive drug usage, LDL-C, 
TC, Scr, BUN, and hemoglobin. The extension of Model 
1 involves incorporating either the CAC Agatston score 
(Model 2), CAC mass (Model 3), or CAC volume (Model 
4) to evaluate their respective predictive contributions. 
Before the model was entered, Kaplan‒Meier event‒free 
survival curves related to CAC were compared via the 
log-rank test.

The variance inflation factor (VIF) evaluates covari-
ates to avoid multiple multicollinearity [20]. A VIF 
value < 5 indicates that there is no severe multicollinear-
ity. Restricted cubic splines (RCS) were used to evaluate 

the relationship between AIP and CAC burden, as well as 
MACEs.

Then, this study analyzed the mediating function 
between AIP(mediating variable), CAC(exposure), 
and MACEs(outcome). In simple terms, this approach 
involves two regression models: one for modeling the 
mediating variable and another for modeling the out-
come variable  [21]. Adopting the bootstrap method to 
calculate the indirect effect and its significance improved 
the stability of the indirect effect estimation. The model 
was adjusted for covariates as described previously. 
Finally, this study evaluated the mediating effect of CAC 
(exposure factor) through the components of the AIP 
(including HDL-C and TG as mediating factors) on the 
relationship with MACEs (outcome variables). R 3.6.4 
software was used for all statistical analyses. P < 0.05 was 
considered statistically significant.

Results
Clinical characteristics
Finally, this study included 1121 participants, 46.9% of 
whom were women, with an average age of 62.9 (SD 12.5) 
years (Table  1). Overall, 572 (51%) participants had a 
baseline CAC of 0; 244 (21.8%) participants had a CAC of 
1–100; and 305 (27.2%) participants had a CAC of ≥ 100. 
The participants with a high CAC burden were more 
likely to have high hypertension, diabetes, and lower 
hemoglobin, TC, HDL-C, and LDL-C levels; more likely 
to have higher Scr, BUN, TG, and AIP values; and more 
likely to take antihypertensive drugs, statins, and aspirin. 
Table 2 shows grouping by quartile of AIP, and the same 
trend of CAC burden was observed. With increased CAC 
burden, the LAD CAC, LCX CAC, LMA CAC, and RCA 
CAC burden increased. CAC quality and CAC volume 
also increased, and the cumulative number of calcified 
vessels also increased significantly (Table S1).

Correlation between CAC and AIP in patients
Furthermore, we assessed the correlation between the 
AIP and calcification. Figure S2 shows that the CAC 
Agatson, CAC mass, and CAC volume all increase with 
increasing AIP quartile. Figure  1 shows the distribution 
of calcification features and AIP density grouped by sex, 
and the results revealed a strong positive correlation 
between calcification features. The correlation between 
the AIP and calcification features was greater in the 
female population.

Associations between CAC and MACEs in patients
During a median follow-up of 31  months (interquartile 
range (IQR), 27–35 months), 74 MACEs were identified, 
including 26 all-cause death events, 25 nonfatal myocar-
dial infarction events, 18 cerebral infarction events, and 
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15 revascularization events. The risk of MACEs per 1000 
person-years was significantly greater among women 
than among men in those with a greater burden of calci-
fication (Fig. 2).

Figure 3 shows the Kaplan‒Meier curve for end events 
classified by CAC. The results revealed significantly 
lower survival (P < 0.001) in the group with a high CAC 
burden, including CAC Agatston score, CAC mass, CAC 
volume, and the number of CAC. As is shown in Table 3, 
for each additional unit of CAC Agatston score, CAC 
LCX, CAC LAD, CAC LMA, CAC RCA, CAC mass, and 
CAC volume converted with base 10, the risk of MACEs 
increased by 48%(HR 1.48, 95% CI 1.32, 1.65), 27% (HR 
1.27, 95% CI 1.14, 1.41), 27% (HR 1.27, 95% CI 1.14, 1.41), 
39% (HR 1.39, 95% CI 1.25, 1.56), 38% (HR 1.38, 95% CI 
1.25, 1.54), 41% (HR 1.41, 95% CI 1.27, 1.56), 73% (HR 
1.73, 95% CI 1.5, 1.99), and 57% (HR 1.57, 95% CI 1.38, 
1.79), respectively.

Based on the multivariate Cox regression model, when 
the CAC burden is a continuous variable, the discrimi-
native power and risk reclassification of CAC mass are 

slightly better than the CAC Agatston score and CAC 
volume (Figure S3). The category-free NRIs (95% CIs) for 
the CAC mass, CAC Agatston score, and CAC volume 
were 0.379 (-0.007–0.881), 0.339 (0.003–0.899), and 0.339 
(0.034–1.036), respectively. Additionally, when CAC was 
treated as a categorical variable, the CAC Agatston score 
showed slightly better discriminatory power and risk 
reclassification than CAC mass and CAC volume. The 
category-free NRIs (95% CIs) for CAC Agatston score, 
CAC mass, and CAC volume in this categorical analysis 
were also 0.037 (-0.029–0.512), 0.028(-0.027–0.537), and 
0.036(-0.029–0.502), respectively (Table 4).

Associations between AIP and CAC, as well as between AIP 
and MACEs, in patients
The multivariate generalized linear regression coefficients 
of CAC and AIP are shown in Table 5. The results indi-
cate that CAC and AIP are positively linearly correlated. 
Table 6 shows the relationship between AIP and MACE 
risk. The multivariate adjustment HRs (95% CIs) for the 
AIP quartiles were 1.00 (reference), 1.95 (0.9–4.24), 1.43 

Table 1  Baseline characteristics of the study population

Continuous variables are described as mean ± SD or median (interquartile range)

BMI Body mass index, SBP Systolic blood pressure, DBP Diastolic blood pressure, Scr Serum creatinine, BUN Blood urea nitrogen, TG Triglyceride, TC Total cholesterol, 
HDL-C HDL cholesterol LDL-C LDL cholesterol, AIP Atherogenic index of plasma
a Current smoking

Characteristics Total CAC = 0 0 < CAC < 100 CAC ≥ 100 P
n = 1121 n = 572 n = 244 n = 305

Age (years) 62.9 ± 12.5 59.4 ± 12.2 64.5 ± 12.2 68.2 ± 11.0  < 0.001

Sex,n(%) 0.064

  Female 556 (49.6%) 303 (53.0%) 110 (45.1%) 143 (46.9%)

  Male 565 (50.4%) 269 (47.0%) 134 (54.9%) 162 (53.1%)

BMI, kg/m2 24.4 ± 3.5 24.5 ± 3.4 24.2 ± 3.3 24.3 ± 3.7 0.6

Obesity,n(%) 157 (14.0%) 88 (15.4%) 25 (10.2%) 44 (14.4%) 0.15

Smoking status, n(%)a 199 (17.8%) 97 (17.0%) 43 (17.6%) 59 (19.3%) 0.7

Diabetes,n(%) 147 (13.1%) 51 (8.9%) 30 (12.3%) 66 (21.6%)  < 0.001

Hypertension,n(%) 637 (56.8%) 278 (48.6%) 150 (61.5%) 209 (68.5%)  < 0.001

SBP,mm Hg 145 ± 23 142 ± 23 147 ± 23 150 ± 22  < 0.001

DBP,mm Hg 87 ± 15 86 ± 15 87 ± 15 88 ± 14 0.3

Hemoglobin,g/L 134.3 ± 19.1 135.7 ± 19.3 136.4 ± 17.6 130.0 ± 19.3  < 0.001

Scr,μmol/L 68.1 ± 18.6 66.8 ± 19.1 68.2 ± 16.7 70.6 ± 18.9 0.004

BUN,mmol/L 5.9 ± 2.0 5.8 ± 2.2 5.6 ± 1.7 6.1 ± 1.7  < 0.001

TG,mmol/L 1.7 ± 1.3 1.8 ± 1.4 1.7 ± 0.9 1.7 ± 1.5 0.5

TC,mmol/L 4.6 ± 1.1 4.6 ± 1.0 4.6 ± 1.0 4.4 ± 1.1  < 0.001

HDL-C,mmol/L 1.4 ± 0.9 1.6 ± 1.2 1.3 ± 0.4 1.2 ± 0.7  < 0.001

LDL-C,mmol/L 2.6 ± 0.8 2.7 ± 0.8 2.7 ± 0.8 2.5 ± 0.9 0.002

Medication Use,n(%)

  Antihypertensive 510 (45.5%) 215 (37.6%) 117 (48.0%) 178 (58.4%)  < 0.001

  Statins 568 (50.7%) 210 (36.7%) 154 (63.1%) 204 (66.9%)  < 0.001

  Aspirin 442 (39.4%) 165 (28.8%) 117 (48.0%) 160 (52.5%)  < 0.001

AIP 0.1 (-0.1, 0.3) 0.0 (-0.1, 0.2) 0.1 (-0.1, 0.3) 0.2 (0.0, 0.3)  < 0.001
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(0.62–3.28), and 3.77 (1.85–7.69). In the dose–response 
analysis of the whole cohort, AIP was significantly posi-
tively correlated with CAC Agatston and MACEs. Risk 
thresholds were reached at AIP values of 0.08 and 0.09, 
respectively (Fig. 4). Similarly, the relationships between 
the AIP and CAC (CAC volume, CAC mass) also showed 
positive linear correlations (Figure S4).

AIP mediated the association of CAC with MACEs
The mediating function of the AIP in the CAC burden 
and MACEs risk was explored through causal media-
tion analysis. Figure  5 shows the mediating model and 
approach. The results revealed that CAC Agatston score 
and CAC mass significantly indirectly affected MACE 
risk through the AIP (P < 0.05). It is estimated that 8.16% 
and 16.5% are mediated by AIP, respectively. However, 
the mediating effect of CAC volume tended to be nonsig-
nificant (P = 0.137). Additionally, this study explored the 
mediating effects of AIP components, including HDL-C 
and TG. Although the direct effects were significant for 

both lipids, the mediating role of HDL-C and TG tended 
to be nonsignificant (Figure S5 and Figure S6).

Discussion
To the best of our knowledge, this study is the first to 
report the mediating effect of the AIP between CAC bur-
den and MACEs risk. The findings of this study include 
the following observations: (1) AIP is associated with 
CAC incidence, and the optimal threshold for predict-
ing CAC (CAC Agatston score positive) is 0.08. (2) AIP 
was independently associated with an increased risk of 
MACEs. (3) AIP significantly mediated the association 
between CAC and MACE risk. This association was also 
confirmed when the independent variables were calcifi-
cation mass and volume.

Coronary artery disease (CAD) is a significant pub-
lic health problem, resulting in approximately 17.5 
million deaths per year [22]. Ischaemic heart disease 
(IHD), caused by atherosclerosis, is a significant con-
tributor to cardiovascular disease. Studies have shown 
that the CAC can predict CVD [4, 23, 24]. In addition, 

Table 2  Baseline characteristics of the study population by AIP quartile

Continuous variables are described as mean ± SD or median (interquartile range)

BMI Body mass index, SBP Systolic blood pressure, DBP Diastolic blood pressure, Scr Serum creatinine, BUN Blood urea nitrogen, TG Triglyceride, TC Total cholesterol, 
HDL-C HDL cholesterol LDL-C LDL cholesterol, AIP Atherogenic index of plasma, CAC​ Coronary artery calcification
a Current smoking

Characteristics Quartile of AIP P

Quartile 1
 ≤ -0.111

Quartile 2
-0.110–0.073

Quartile 3
0.074–0.253

Quartile 4
 > 0.253

Total n 283 277 283 278

Age(years) 65.0 ± 12.8 62.4 ± 12.8 62.4 ± 11.3 61.8 ± 12.9 0.014

Sex(Male,n%) 118 (42.4%) 141 (50.0%) 149 (53.0%) 157 (56.1%) 0.01

BMI, kg/m2 23.1 ± 3.3 24.6 ± 3.5 24.8 ± 3.3 25.1 ± 3.5  < 0.001

Obesity,n(%) 18 (6.5%) 41 (14.5%) 49 (17.4%) 49 (17.5%)  < 0.001

Smoking(n%)a 35 (12.6%) 53 (18.8%) 57 (20.3%) 54 (19.3%) 0.073

Diabetes,n(%) 31 (11.2%) 31 (11.0%) 38 (13.5%) 47 (16.8%) 0.14

Hypertension,n(%) 129 (46.4%) 153 (54.3%) 177 (63.0%) 178 (63.6%)  < 0.001

SBP,mm Hg 140 ± 22 145 ± 24 148 ± 22 148 ± 24  < 0.001

DBP,mm Hg 83 ± 14 88 ± 14 89 ± 14 88 ± 15  < 0.001

Hemoglobin,g/L 128.8 ± 20.4 134.9 ± 17.6 137.6 ± 17.7 135.9 ± 19.6  < 0.001

Scr,μmol/L 65.1 ± 16.6 69.4 ± 19.6 66.8 ± 16.2 71.0 ± 21.0 0.002

BUN,mmol/L 5.9 ± 2.4 6.0 ± 2.0 5.7 ± 1.7 5.9 ± 1.6 0.3

TG,mmol/L 1.0 ± 0.5 1.6 ± 1.1 1.7 ± 1.0 2.7 ± 1.8  < 0.001

TC,mmol/L 4.6 ± 1.1 4.5 ± 1.0 4.5 ± 1.0 4.6 ± 1.1 0.6

HDL-C,mmol/L 1.9 ± 0.9 1.6 ± 1.1 1.2 ± 0.8 1.0 ± 0.7  < 0.001

LDL-C,mmol/L 2.5 ± 0.8 2.6 ± 0.8 2.7 ± 0.8 2.7 ± 0.9 0.08

Medication Use,n(%)

  Antihypertensive 100 (36.0%) 126 (44.7%) 136 (48.4%) 148 (52.9%)  < 0.001

  Statins 127 (45.7%) 142 (50.4%) 133 (47.3%) 166 (59.3%) 0.006

  Aspirin 91 (32.7%) 101 (35.8%) 118 (42.0%) 132 (47.1%) 0.002

CAC Agaston 84.1 ± 208.3 105.8 ± 315.9 156.6 ± 343.8 323.6 ± 645.5  < 0.001
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individuals with a CAC score > 10 had a four- to eight-
fold increased risk of dying within ten years compared 
with those with a CAC score of 0 [25]. More impor-
tantly, CAC measures can improve risk assessment with 

traditional methods, which may underestimate those 
individuals who benefit from early prevention inter-
ventions [26, 27]. However, the high cost of coronary 
CT remains a major economic challenge, especially in 

Fig. 1  Correlation between CAC image characteristics and AIP. The correlation between AIP and CAC image features was observed by gender 
grouping

Fig. 2  Incidence of MACEs per 1000 person-years grouped by CAC. The incidence of MACEs, all-cause death, nonfatal myocardial infarction, 
nonfatal stroke, and target vessel reconstruction were estimated per 1000 person-years. Red bars represent females and green bars represent males
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developing countries, and there is an urgent need for 
convenient biomarkers for the prediction of cardio-
vascular events.In recent years, an increasing number 

of scholars have focused on the biological and lipid 
markers related to CVD. Early and accurate identifica-
tion of people at increased disease risk allows for risk 

Fig. 3  Kaplan–Meier survival curves show the overall MACEs survival rate in populations with different calcification imaging features. A Kaplan–
Meier survival curves for MACEs were plotted according to the degree of CAC Agatston burden. B Kaplan–Meier survival curve of MACEs was drawn 
according to the number of vessels with calcification. C Kaplan–Meier survival curves for MACEs according to CAC mass or not. D Kaplan–Meier 
survival curves for MACEs according to CAC volume or not

Table 3  Associations of CAC imaging characteristics with MACE

Data are presented as HR (95% CI)

Adjusted for age (continuous), sex (male or female), BMI (< 28 or ≥ 28), smoking status (no or yes), hypertension (no or yes), diabetes (no or yes), aspirin (no or yes), 
statins (no or yes), antihypertensive drugs (no or yes), LDL-C (continuous), TC (continuous), Scr (continuous), BUN (continuous), and hemoglobin (continuous)

MACE Major adverse cardiovascular events, CAC​ Coronary artery calcification, LMA Left main artery, LAD Left anterior descending, LCX Left circumflex, RCA​ Right 
coronary artery, MI Myocardial Infarction

Imaging Characteristics HRs of Endpoints

MACEs All-cause Mortality Nonfatal MI Nonfatal Stroke Revascularization

CAC Agatson 1.48(1.32–1.65) 1.65(1.34–2.03) 1.33(1.11–1.59) 1.7(1.33–2.17) 1.36(1.04–1.77)

CAC RCA​ 1.41(1.27–1.56) 1.59(1.34–1.89) 1.3(1.09–1.56) 1.61(1.32–1.98) 1.24(0.99–1.56)

CAC LCX 1.27(1.14–1.41) 1.29(1.08–1.54) 1.4(1.17–1.69) 1.22(0.99–1.51) 1.05(0.83–1.34)

CAC LMA 1.38(1.25–1.54) 1.53(1.28–1.84) 1.27(1.05–1.52) 1.57(1.26–1.96) 1.25(0.98–1.58)

CAC LAD 1.39(1.25–1.56) 1.49(1.23–1.82) 1.33(1.1–1.6) 1.55(1.24–1.94) 1.41(1.09–1.82)

CAC Mass 1.73(1.5–1.99) 2.02(1.56–2.62) 1.52(1.2–1.93) 1.99(1.48–2.68) 1.53(1.08–2.16)

CAC Volume 1.57(1.38–1.79) 1.78(1.4–2.27) 1.41(1.14–1.73) 1.86(1.4–2.47) 1.86(1.4–2.47)



Page 8 of 12Yao et al. Lipids in Health and Disease          (2024) 23:258 

assessment and preventive treatment. As early as 1954, 
there were reports confirming the relationship between 
blood lipids and the risk of MI [28, 29]. Since then, 
research on lipids and atherosclerosis has increased, 

and lipids have been used as important targets for 
reducing blood lipids and reducing the risk of CVD 
[30]. Although a lot of previous data has shown this 
relationship. However, the correlation was inconsistent 
[31–36]. While the AIP is a complex biomarker reflect-
ing the balance of TG and HDL-C, impaired TG metab-
olism is considered a residual risk factor that exceeds 
the LDL-C level and is closely related to the occurrence 
of CVD and subsequent adverse clinical outcomes [37–
39]. In the past, sufficient epidemiological data have 
been available to confirm the relationship between AIP 
and cardiovascular events, such as CVD and MACEs 
[40–44]. These data are consistent with this study.

The pathogenesis of CAC is very complex, and met-
abolic disorders and inflammatory responses play a 
crucial role. Lipid-driven, maladaptive intimal inflam-
mation is an essential feature of atherosclerosis. In a 
retrospective longitudinal study of 1124 participants, 
the AIP was closely linked to the progression of CAC 
[45]. It is worth noting that another study confirmed 
this view, showing that AIP was a good predictor of 
CAC progression, mainly among individuals with less 
severe CAC at baseline (CAC ≤ 100) [46]. Current stud-
ies lack the in-depth exploration necessary to assess the 
link between CAC and MACE at an early stage, and it 
remains uncertain whether lipid metabolism disorders 
mediate CAC and MACEs. Based on the analysis and 
discussion of the results, it is reasonable to speculate 
that in patients with elevated AIP, improving the reduc-
tion of blood lipids can reduce the risk of CVD to some 
extent, especially for CAC-positive individuals.

Table 4  Continuous NRI for Multivariable Cox Proportional Hazard Models Comparison

Model 1 Adjusted for age (continuous), sex (male or female), BMI (< 28 or ≥ 28), smoking status (no or yes), hypertension (no or yes), diabetes (no or yes), aspirin (no or 
yes), statins (no or yes), antihypertensive drugs (no or yes), LDL-C (continuous), TC (continuous), Scr (continuous), BUN (continuous), and hemoglobin (continuous)

Model 2:Model 1 + CAC Agatston

Model 3:Model 1 + CAC mass

Model 4:Model 1 + CAC volume

Category-free NRI (95% CI)

CAC as continuous variables CAC as categorical variable

Model Type NRI Contious NRI 95%CI
(Bootstrap)

Contious NRI 95%CI
(Bootstrap)

Model 2 vs. Model 1 Total 0.339 0.003–0.899 0.037 -0.029–0.512

Event 0.464 0.119–0.951 0.093 0.002–0.549

Nonevent -0.125 -0.178–0.018 -0.056 -0.113–0.01

Model 3 vs. Model 1 Total 0.379 -0.007–0.881 0.028 -0.027–0.537

Event 0.476 0.091–0.934 0.089 0.004–0.589

Nonevent -0.097 -0.141–0.000 -0.061 -0.115–0.011

Model 4 vs. Model 1 Total 0.339 0.034–1.036 0.036 -0.029–0.502

Event 0.456 0.134–1.041 0.093 0.002–0.548

Nonevent -0.116 -0.165–0.007 -0.056 -0.113–0.01

Table 5  Linear regression analysis between CAC and AIP

Data are presented as β(95% CI)

Adjusted for age (continuous), sex (male or female), BMI (continuous), LDL-C 
(continuous), Scr (continuous), BUN (continuous), and hemoglobin (continuous)

AIP Atherogenic index of plasma, CAC​ Coronary artery calcification

Characteristics β(95% CI) P

CAC Agatston 0.06(0.05–0.07)  < 0.001

CAC volume 0.07(0.05–0.09)  < 0.001

CAC mass 0.09(0.07–0.11)  < 0.001

Table 6  Associations of AIP level with MACE

Data are presented as HR (95% CI)

Adjusted for age (continuous), sex (male or female), BMI (< 28 or ≥ 28), smoking 
status (no or yes), hypertension (no or yes), diabetes (no or yes), aspirin (no or 
yes), statins (no or yes), antihypertensive drugs (no or yes), LDL-C (continuous), 
Scr (continuous), BUN (continuous), and hemoglobin (continuous)

AIP Atherogenic index of plasma, MACEs Major adverse cardiovascular events

AIP HR (95% CI) P

AIP levels

  Q1 Ref -

  Q2 1.95(0 9–4.24) 0.09

  Q3 1 .43(0.62–3 28) 0.4

  Q4 3.77(1 85–7.69)  < 0.001

AIP(per 1-SD) 1.19(1.1–1.3)  < 0.001
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Notably, CAC mass, CAC volume, and other measures 
are also related to the risk of MACEs. The Agatston score 
to measure the degree of CAC and predict cardiovas-
cular events has limitations because of the difficulty in 
accurately evaluating small or very-low-density plaques, 

which may be more dangerous because previous reports 
have shown that, compared with culprit lesions in indi-
viduals with stable angina (SAP), the risk of CAD asso-
ciated with these small or very low-density plaques is 
greater. There is a significant association between culprit 

Fig. 4  Association between AIP and CAC, as well as MACEs. A Dose–response relationship between AIP and CAC. B Dose–response relationship 
between AIP and MACEs. Ors and HRs were adjusted for age (continuous), sex (male or female), BMI (< 28 or ≥ 28), smoking status (no or yes), 
hypertension (no or yes), diabetes (no or yes), aspirin (no or yes), statins (no or yes), antihypertensive drugs (no or yes), LDL-C (continuous), Scr 
(continuous), BUN (continuous), and hemoglobin (continuous). Solid red lines indicate hazard ratios, shaded areas indicate 95% CI

Fig. 5  Mediating effect of AIP in the relationship between CAC and MACEs. Mediating independent variables A CAC Agatston; B CAC volume; C 
CAC mass. Adjusted for age (continuous), sex (male or female), BMI (< 28 or ≥ 28), smoking status (no or yes), hypertension (no or yes), diabetes 
(no or yes), aspirin (no or yes), statins (no or yes), antihypertensive drugs (no or yes), LDL-C (continuous), Scr (continuous), BUN (continuous), 
and hemoglobin (continuous)
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lesions in acute coronary syndrome (ACS) patients and 
low-density or spotty calcification.

In addition, the Agatston score implicitly assumes that 
the same CAC score is equally predictive of cardiovas-
cular events, regardless of its location in the coronary 
artery. However, previous results suggest that proximal 
vascular calcification is more likely to rupture and lead to 
occlusion than at other sites [25, 47], resulting in more 
serious consequences. Moreover, distal lesions are more 
often associated with multivessel disease than with iso-
lated coronary artery disease [48]. The results of a study 
assessing CAC burden in asymptomatic individuals sug-
gest that the number of CAC, as well as the CAC LMA 
and CAC LCX, are associated with increased mortal-
ity. The CAC Agatston score did not provide additional 
incremental value in mortality prediction [11]. Therefore, 
assessing the prognostic value of different sites of calci-
fication and the number of coronary arteries affected by 
calcification may be more clinically meaningful.

The change in volume score was more minor (9–16%) 
than the change in Agatston score. Furthermore, it 
eliminates the assumption that the association between 
coronary plaque and CVD events is more significant 
in low-density calcified plaques than in high-density 
plaques. CAC Agatston and CAC volume do not reflect 
direct physical measurements of calcification because 
of the effects of its image post-processing. In contrast, 
assessing CAC mass allows for a more prepared quan-
tification of CAC and an appreciation of the differences 
in the way these measurements are made. Mass spec-
trometry, which measures the absolute mass of the min-
eral, provides a continuous measurement in milligrams. 
CAC mass is considered a better measure to replace the 
Agatston score or CAC volume because it has better 
accuracy and repeatability when evaluating CAC quanti-
tatively [49, 50]. The mean interscan variability was 9.3%. 
Our results show that the CAC mass offers a greater 
additional incremental value than the CAC mass. How-
ever, due to the lack of perfect standard references, their 
wide application in clinical practice and research has not 
been realized.

Strengths and limitations of the study
This study focused on whether lipid metabolism disor-
ders in CAC disease mediate the relationship between 
CAC and MACE risk. To our knowledge, this study is 
the first on this topic to be reported. In addition, this 
study carefully adjusted for multiple potential con-
founding factors, including lifestyle and baseline medi-
cal history. However, several limitations should also 
be considered. First, the study participants were from 
a medical centre with a small number of participants 

and did not include multiethnic participants. Second, 
although this study adjusted for statin use, it did not 
include detailed information about additional lipids. 
Third, the participants in this study were followed up 
for a short person-year period, and longer follow-up 
records are needed. Finally, the included studies were 
observational, which limits the ability to establish a 
causal relationship between the AIP and cardiovascular 
outcomes.

Conclusions
This study revealed that CAC Agatston score, CAC 
mass, and CAC volume were related to the risk of 
MACEs. In addition, there was a significant linear posi-
tivecorrelation between AIP and MACE incidence. AIP, 
as a mediating variable, partially mediates the potential 
effect of CAC on MACE risk.

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1186/​s12944-​024-​02255-1.

Supplementary Material 1.

Supplementary Material 2.

Supplementary Material 3.

Acknowledgements
We are grateful to the study participants and the study physicians, study 
nurses, and interviewers who participated in the collection of this study data.

Authors’ contributions
H.Y. and Y.L. collected the data, analyzed the data, and wrote the first draft. 
G.F. explained the results. C.S. contributed to data validation. Y.C. revised the 
manuscript. Z.W. conceived the study design.

Funding
This work was supported by the Key Research and Development Project of 
Jiangsu Province (BE2022780).

Availability of data and materials
The data used in this study may be obtained from the corresponding authors 
upon reasonable request.

Data availability
No datasets were generated or analysed during the current study.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
This study has been approved by the Ethics Committee of the Affiliated Hos-
pital of Jiangsu University (registration number: KY2021K1226). All participants 
signed informed consent forms.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12944-024-02255-1
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12944-024-02255-1


Page 11 of 12Yao et al. Lipids in Health and Disease          (2024) 23:258 	

Received: 17 June 2024   Accepted: 13 August 2024

References
	1.	 Agatston AS, Janowitz WR, Hildner FJ, et al. Quantification of coronary 

artery calcium using ultrafast computed tomography. J Am Coll Cardiol. 
1990;15(4):827–32. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0735-​1097(90)​90282-t.

	2.	 Grundy SM, Stone NJ, Bailey AL, et al. 2018 AHA/ACC/AACVPR/AAPA/
ABC/ACPM/ADA/AGS/APhA/ASPC/NLA/PCNA guideline on the manage-
ment of blood cholesterol: a report of the american college of cardiol-
ogy/american heart association task force on clinical practice guidelines. 
Circulation. 2019;139:e1082–143. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1161/​CIR.​00000​00000​
000625.

	3.	 Arnett DK, Blumenthal RS, Albert MA, et al. 2019 ACC/AHA guideline on 
the primary prevention of cardiovascular disease: executive summary: a 
report of the American College of Cardiology/American Heart Associa-
tion Task Force on clinical practice guidelines. J Am Coll Cardiol.https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jacc.​2019.​03.​009

	4.	 Greenland P, LaBree L, Azen SP, et al. Coronary artery calcium score 
combined with Framingham score for risk prediction in asymptomatic 
individuals. JAMA. 2004;291:210–5. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1001/​jama.​291.2.​
210.

	5.	 Hoffmann U, Massaro JM, D’Agostino RB, Kathiresan S, Fox CS, O’Donnell 
CJ. Cardiovascular event prediction and risk reclassification by coronary, 
aortic, and valvular calcification in the framingham heart study. J Am 
Heart Assoc. 2016;5:e003144. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1161/​JAHA.​115.​003144.

	6.	 Criqui MH, Knox JB, Denenberg JO, et al. Coronary artery calcium volume 
and density: potential interactions and overall predictive value: the multi-
ethnic study of atherosclerosis. JACC Cardiovasc Imaging. 2017;10(8):845–
54. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jcmg.​2017.​04.​018.

	7.	 Lo-Kioeng-Shioe MS, Vavere AL, Arbab-Zadeh A, et al. Coronary calcium 
characteristics as predictors of major adverse cardiac events in symp-
tomatic patients: insights from the CORE 320 multinational study. J 
Am Heart Assoc. 2019;8(6):e007201. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1161/​JAHA.​117.​
007201.

	8.	 Blaha MJ, Mortensen MB, Kianoush S, Tota-Maharaj R, Cainzos-Achirica M. 
Coronary Artery Calcium Scoring: Is It Time for a Change in Methodol-
ogy? JACC Cardiovasc Imaging. 2017;10(8):923–37. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​jcmg.​2017.​05.​007.

	9.	 Wong ND, Kawakubo M, LaBree L, Azen SP, Xiang M, Detrano R. Rela-
tion of coronary calcium progression and control of lipids according 
to National Cholesterol Education Program guidelines. Am J Cardiol. 
2004;94(4):431–6. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​amjca​rd.​2004.​05.​003.

	10.	 Wang JS, Chiang HY, Wang YC, et al. Dyslipidemia and coronary artery cal-
cium: from association to development of a risk-prediction nomogram. 
Nutr Metab Cardiovasc Dis. 2022;32(8):1944–54. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​
numecd.​2022.​05.​006.

	11.	 Fernández-Macías JC, Ochoa-Martínez AC, Varela-Silva JA, Pérez-Mal-
donado IN. Atherogenic Index of Plasma: novel predictive biomarker for 
cardiovascular Illnesses. Arch Med Res. 2019;50(5):285–94. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​arcmed.​2019.​08.​009.

	12.	 Dobiásová M, Frohlich J. The plasma parameter log (TG/HDL-C) as an ath-
erogenic index: correlation with lipoprotein particle size and esterifica-
tion rate in apoB-lipoprotein-depleted plasma (FER(HDL)). Clin Biochem. 
2001;34(7):583–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​s0009-​9120(01)​00263-6.

	13.	 Nguyen RT, Jain V, Acquah I, et al. Association of cardiovascular risk profile 
with premature all-cause and cardiovascular mortality in US adults: find-
ings from a national study. BMC Cardiovasc Disord. 2024;24(1):91. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s12872-​023-​03672-3.

	14.	 Tsao CW, Aday AW, Almarzooq ZI, et al. Heart Disease and Stroke 
Statistics-2023 Update: A Report From the American Heart Association. 
Circulation. 2023;147(8):e93–621. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1161/​CIR.​00000​00000​
001123.

	15.	 Guo Q, Zhou S, Feng X, et al. The sensibility of the new blood lipid 
indicator–atherogenic index of plasma (AIP) in menopausal women with 
coronary artery disease. Lipids Health Dis. 2020;19(1):27. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1186/​s12944-​020-​01208-8.

	16.	 Hong C, Becker CR, Schoepf UJ, Ohnesorge B, Bruening R, Reiser MF. 
Coronary artery calcium: absolute quantification in nonenhanced 
and contrast-enhanced multi-detector row CT studies. Radiology. 
2002;223(2):474–80. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1148/​radiol.​22320​10919.

	17.	 Gao M, Lv J, Yu C, et al. Metabolically healthy obesity, transition to 
unhealthy metabolic status, and vascular disease in Chinese adults: A 
cohort study. PLoS Med. 2020;17(10): e1003351. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1371/​
journ​al.​pmed.​10033​51.

	18.	 Rostanski SK, Kvernland A, Liberman AL, et al. Infarct on Brain Imaging, 
Subsequent Ischemic Stroke, and Clopidogrel-Aspirin Efficacy: A Post Hoc 
Analysis of a Randomized Clinical Trial. JAMA Neurol. 2022;79(3):244–50. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1001/​jaman​eurol.​2021.​4905.

	19.	 Cutlip DE, Windecker S, Mehran R, et al. Clinical end points in 
coronary stent trials: a case for standardized definitions. Circulation. 
2007;115(17):2344–51. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1161/​CIRCU​LATIO​NAHA.​106.​
685313.

	20.	 Liu M, Zhang Z, Zhou C, et al. Predicted fat mass and lean mass in relation 
to all-cause and cause-specific mortality. J Cachexia Sarcopenia Muscle. 
2022;13(2):1064–75. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​jcsm.​12921.

	21.	 VanderWeele TJ. Causal mediation analysis with survival data. Epidemiol-
ogy. 2011;22(4):582–5. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1097/​EDE.​0b013​e3182​1db37e.

	22.	 Go AS, Mozaffarian D, Roger VL, et al. Heart disease and stroke statis-
tics–2014 update: a report from the American Heart Association. Circula-
tion. 2014;129(3):e28–292. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1161/​01.​cir.​00004​41139.​
02102.​80.

	23.	 Yeboah J, Young R, McClelland RL, et al. Utility of Nontraditional Risk 
Markers in Atherosclerotic Cardiovascular Disease Risk Assessment. J Am 
Coll Cardiol. 2016;67(2):139–47. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jacc.​2015.​10.​058.

	24.	 Arad Y, Goodman KJ, Roth M, Newstein D, Guerci AD. Coronary calcifica-
tion, coronary disease risk factors, C-reactive protein, and atherosclerotic 
cardiovascular disease events: the St. Francis Heart Study. J Am Coll 
Cardiol. 2005;46(1):158–65. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jacc.​2005.​02.​088.

	25.	 Wang JC, Normand SL, Mauri L, Kuntz RE. Coronary artery spatial 
distribution of acute myocardial infarction occlusions. Circulation. 
2004;110(3):278–84. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1161/​01.​CIR.​00001​35468.​67850.​F4.

	26.	 Michos ED, Nasir K, Braunstein JB, et al. Framingham risk equation 
underestimates subclinical atherosclerosis risk in asymptomatic women. 
Atherosclerosis. 2006;184(1):201–6. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ather​oscle​
rosis.​2005.​04.​004.

	27.	 Nasir K, Michos ED, Blumenthal RS, Raggi P. Detection of high-risk young 
adults and women by coronary calcium and national cholesterol educa-
tion program panel iii guidelines. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2005;46(10):1931–6. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jacc.​2005.​07.​052.

	28.	 Gofman JW, Delalla O, Glazier F, et al. The serum lipoprotein transport 
system in health, metabolic disorders, atherosclerosis and coronary heart 
disease. J Clin Lipidol. 2007;1(2):104–41. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jacl.​
2007.​03.​001.

	29.	 Gofman JW, Rubin L, McGINLEY JP, Jones HB. Hyperlipoproteinemia. Am J 
Med. 1954;17(4):514–20. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0002-​9343(54)​90126-6.

	30.	 Endo A, Kuroda M, Tanzawa K. Competitive inhibition of 3-hydroxy-
3-methylglutaryl coenzyme A reductase by ML-236A and ML-236B 
fungal metabolites, having hypocholesterolemic activity. FEBS Lett. 
1976;72(2):323–6. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​0014-​5793(76)​80996-9.

	31.	 Pedrosa JF, Ribeiro ALP, Santana PC, Araújo LF, Barreto SM. Relation of 
thoracic aortic and coronary artery calcium to cardiovascular risk factors 
(from The Brazilian Longitudinal Study of Adult Health [ELSA-Brazil]). Am J 
Cardiol. 2019;124(11):1655–61. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​amjca​rd.​2019.​08.​
029.

	32.	 Zeb I, Jorgensen NW, Blumenthal RS, et al. Association of inflammatory 
markers and lipoprotein particle subclasses with progression of coronary 
artery calcium: The multi-ethnic study of atherosclerosis. Atherosclerosis. 
2021;339:27–34. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​ather​oscle​rosis.​2021.​11.​003.

	33.	 Chiu TY, Chen CY, Chen SY, Soon CC, Chen JW. Indicators associated 
with coronary atherosclerosis in metabolic syndrome. Clin Chim Acta. 
2012;413(1–2):226–31. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​cca.​2011.​09.​033.

	34.	 Boekholdt SM, Arsenault BJ, Hovingh GK, et al. Levels and changes of 
HDL cholesterol and apolipoprotein A-I in relation to risk of cardiovas-
cular events among statin-treated patients: a meta-analysis. Circulation. 
2013;128(14):1504–12. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1161/​CIRCU​LATIO​NAHA.​113.​
002670.

https://doi.org/10.1016/0735-1097(90)90282-t
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000625
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000625
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2019.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2019.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.291.2.210
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.291.2.210
https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.115.003144
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmg.2017.04.018
https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.117.007201
https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.117.007201
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmg.2017.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcmg.2017.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjcard.2004.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2022.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2022.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arcmed.2019.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arcmed.2019.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0009-9120(01)00263-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12872-023-03672-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12872-023-03672-3
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0000000000001123
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0000000000001123
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12944-020-01208-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12944-020-01208-8
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.2232010919
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1003351
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1003351
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2021.4905
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.106.685313
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.106.685313
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcsm.12921
https://doi.org/10.1097/EDE.0b013e31821db37e
https://doi.org/10.1161/01.cir.0000441139.02102.80
https://doi.org/10.1161/01.cir.0000441139.02102.80
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2015.10.058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2005.02.088
https://doi.org/10.1161/01.CIR.0000135468.67850.F4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atherosclerosis.2005.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atherosclerosis.2005.04.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2005.07.052
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacl.2007.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacl.2007.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/0002-9343(54)90126-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0014-5793(76)80996-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjcard.2019.08.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjcard.2019.08.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atherosclerosis.2021.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cca.2011.09.033
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.113.002670
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.113.002670


Page 12 of 12Yao et al. Lipids in Health and Disease          (2024) 23:258 

	35.	 Voight BF, Peloso GM, Orho-Melander M, et al. Plasma HDL cholesterol 
and risk of myocardial infarction: a mendelian randomisation study. 
Lancet. 2012;380(9841):572–80. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0140-​6736(12)​
60312-2.

	36.	 Yi SW, Park HB, Jung MH, Yi JJ, Ohrr H. High-density lipoprotein choles-
terol and cardiovascular mortality: a prospective cohort study among 
15.8 million adults. Eur J Prev Cardiol. 2022;29(5):844–54. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1093/​eurjpc/​zwab2​30.

	37.	 Choi W, Kang JH, Park JY, et al. Elevated triglyceride levels are associated 
with increased risk for major adverse cardiovascular events in statin-naïve 
rheumatoid arthritis patients: a nationwide cohort study. Semin Arthritis 
Rheum. 2023;63: 152274. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​semar​thrit.​2023.​
152274.

	38.	 Kristensen FPB, Christensen DH, Mortensen MB, et al. Triglycerides 
and risk of cardiovascular events in statin-treated patients with newly 
diagnosed type 2 diabetes: a Danish cohort study. Cardiovasc Diabetol. 
2023;22(1):187. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s12933-​023-​01921-5.

	39.	 Crea F. Residual lipidic risk beyond low-density lipoprotein cholesterol: 
new challenges and opportunities. Eur Heart J. 2023;44(39):3935–8. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​eurhe​artj/​ehad6​71.

	40.	 Wang Y, Wang S, Sun S, et al. The predictive value of atherogenic index 
of plasma for cardiovascular outcomes in patients with acute coronary 
syndrome undergoing percutaneous coronary intervention with LDL-C 
below 1.8mmol/L. Cardiovasc Diabetol. 2023;22(1):150. doi: 10.1186/
s12933-023-01888-3.

	41.	 Kim SH, Cho YK, Kim YJ, et al. Association of the atherogenic index of 
plasma with cardiovascular risk beyond the traditional risk factors: 
a nationwide population-based cohort study. Cardiovasc Diabetol. 
2022;21(1):81. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s12933-​022-​01522-8.

	42.	 Zhi YW, Chen RG, Zhao JW, Zhou SX, He ZJ. Association Between athero-
genic index of plasma and risk of incident major adverse cardiovascular 
events. Int Heart J. 2024;65(1):39–46. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1536/​ihj.​23-​406.

	43.	 Sadeghi M, Heshmat-Ghahdarijani K, Talaei M, Safaei A, Sarrafzadegan N, 
Roohafza H. The predictive value of atherogenic index of plasma in the 
prediction of cardiovascular events; a fifteen-year cohort study. Adv Med 
Sci. 2021;66(2):418–23. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​advms.​2021.​09.​003.

	44.	 Mangalesh S, Yadav P, Dudani S, Mahesh NK. Atherogenic index of 
plasma predicts coronary artery disease severity and major adverse 
cardiac events in absence of conventional risk factors. Coron Artery Dis. 
2022;33(7):523–30. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1097/​MCA.​00000​00000​001166.

	45.	 Nam JS, Kim MK, Nam JY, et al. Association between atherogenic index 
of plasma and coronary artery calcification progression in Korean 
adults. Lipids Health Dis. 2020;19(1):157. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​
s12944-​020-​01317-4.

	46.	 Won KB, Han D, Lee JH, et al. Atherogenic index of plasma and coronary 
artery calcification progression beyond traditional risk factors accord-
ing to baseline coronary artery calcium score. Sci Rep. 2020;10(1):21324. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1038/​s41598-​020-​78350-x.

	47.	 Cheruvu PK, Finn AV, Gardner C, et al. Frequency and distribution of thin-
cap fibroatheroma and ruptured plaques in human coronary arteries: a 
pathologic study. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2007;50(10):940–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​jacc.​2007.​04.​086.

	48.	 Grunfeld C, Scherzer R, Varosy PD, Ambarish G, Nasir K, Budoff M. Relation 
of coronary artery plaque location to extent of coronary artery disease 
studied by computed tomographic angiography. J Cardiovasc Comput 
Tomogr. 2010;4(1):19–26. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jcct.​2010.​01.​009.

	49.	 Hong C, Bae KT, Pilgram TK. Coronary artery calcium: accuracy and 
reproducibility of measurements with multi-detector row CT–assessment 
of effects of different thresholds and quantification methods. Radiology. 
2003;227(3):795–801. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1148/​radiol.​22730​20369.

	50.	 Hoffmann U, Siebert U, Bull-Stewart A, et al. Evidence for lower variability 
of coronary artery calcium mineral mass measurements by multi-detec-
tor computed tomography in a community-based cohort–consequences 
for progression studies. Eur J Radiol. 2006;57(3):396–402. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​ejrad.​2005.​12.​027.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(12)60312-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(12)60312-2
https://doi.org/10.1093/eurjpc/zwab230
https://doi.org/10.1093/eurjpc/zwab230
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.semarthrit.2023.152274
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.semarthrit.2023.152274
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12933-023-01921-5
https://doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehad671
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12933-022-01522-8
https://doi.org/10.1536/ihj.23-406
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.advms.2021.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1097/MCA.0000000000001166
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12944-020-01317-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12944-020-01317-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-78350-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2007.04.086
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacc.2007.04.086
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcct.2010.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.2273020369
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2005.12.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2005.12.027

	Coronary artery calcification burden, atherogenic index of plasma, and risk of adverse cardiovascular events in the general population: evidence from a mediation analysis
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Study participants
	Coronary artery calcium measurements
	Definition of AIP
	Assessment of covariates
	Endpoints and follow-up
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Clinical characteristics
	Correlation between CAC and AIP in patients
	Associations between CAC and MACEs in patients
	Associations between AIP and CAC, as well as between AIP and MACEs, in patients
	AIP mediated the association of CAC with MACEs

	Discussion
	Strengths and limitations of the study

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


