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Background: Preserved ratio impaired spirometry (PRISm) is defined as forced expiratory volume in one second (FEV1)/forced vital 
capacity (FVC)≥0.70 and FEV1<80% predicted. Previous studies have shown that individuals with PRISm may develop airflow 
obstruction and have an increased mortality risk. However, studies with long-term follow-up are lacking, and this topic has not been 
evaluated in the general population. We explored the all-cause mortality risk of individuals with PRISm in a large sample of the 
general population.
Methods: We used data from the National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey III and 2007–2012. Participants aged 20–79 years at 
baseline and who underwent spirometry were included. Normal spirometry was defined as a prebronchodilator FEV1/FVC≥0.70 and 
FEV1≥80% predicted. We used Cox proportional hazards regression models to compare all-cause mortality between the groups. We 
performed sensitivity analyses stratified by the lower limit of normal definition of spirometry criteria. Subgroup analyses by sex, age, 
smoking status, race, body mass index, level of education, poverty-to-income ratio, respiratory symptoms, and comorbidities were 
performed in participants with the different spirometry classifications.
Results: Overall, 24,691 participants were included, with a median follow-up time of 25.7 years. Of these, 19,969 had normal 
spirometry and 1,452 had PRISm. PRISm was associated with a high all-cause mortality risk (unadjusted hazard ratio [HR]=2.47, 95% 
confidence interval [CI]: 2.25–2.71, P<0.001; adjusted HR=1.69, 95% CI: 1.54–1.86, P<0.001) compared with normal spirometry. 
Sensitivity analyses and subgroup analyses showed a similar increased all-cause mortality risk in PRISm.
Conclusion: Our finding revealed that PRISm was significantly associated with increased risk of all-cause mortality in the general 
population compared with normal spirometry. Further research is needed to explore the intervention effect of PRISm.
Keywords: PRISm, preserved ratio with impaired spirometry, normal spirometry, all-cause mortality, symptom, comorbidity

Introduction
Preserved ratio impaired spirometry (PRISm) is defined as forced expiratory volume in 1 second (FEV1)/forced vital 
capacity (FVC)≥0.70 with FEV1<80% of the predicted value, also known as “restrictive pattern” or “unclassified” 
spirometry.1–4 The reported global prevalence of PRISm ranges from 7.1% to 11% in population-based studies.2,5–8 

Previous studies have suggested that PRISm is associated with sex, body mass index (BMI), smoking status, race, and 
comorbidities.2,5,6,9 Findings from other cohort studies have revealed that PRISm might be associated with the degree of 
airway disease, reduced total lung capacity, and emphysema.10–12 Other studies suggest that PRISm might be associated 
with an increased risk of respiratory symptoms; comorbidities, such as obesity, diabetes mellitus, and cardiac disease; 
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increased healthcare expenses; and increased all-cause mortality.2,13–16 According to the latest epidemiological survey, 
compared with individuals with normal spirometry, those with PRISm have reduced lung functional and an increased all- 
cause mortality risk.1,5,14,17–19

PRISm is not always stable, with some longitudinal studies showing that it can transition from airflow obstruction to 
normal spirometry over time.14,20,21 PRISm has been proposed as a precursor to chronic obstructive pulmonary disease 
(COPD).9,22–24 Wan et al discovered that approximately 50% of people with PRISm transition to COPD after 5 years.14 

COPD is a leading cause of mortality and morbidity, and it poses a huge social and economic burden.25–27 Therefore, it is 
important to understand the prevalence and mortality risks associated with abnormal spirometry of different severities.

Previous studies are limited by their short follow-up periods and the inclusion of specific populations rather than the 
general population.9,14 For example, the COPDGene cohort only included individuals aged 45–80 years who were 
classed as former and current smokers.8 Therefore, studies conducted in the general multi-ethnic adult population, 
including younger adults and non-smokers, are needed to verify previous observations.

We used data from the National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES) III and NHANES 2007–2012 
to evaluate all-cause mortality risk in individuals with PRISm, as well as associated respiratory symptoms and 
comorbidities in the general population.

Methods
Study Design and Data Collection
The NHANES is a survey based on the US population. The survey uses a multistage, and probabilistic sampling 
technique to supply extensive information about the nutrition and health of the US population. In this study, NHANES 
data were gathered by household interviews, physical examinations, and laboratory tests. Additional information is 
available online (https://wwwn.cdc.gov/nchs/nhanes/Default.aspx). The survey was approved by the ethics review board 
of the National Center for Health Statistics, and all participants provided written informed consent before participation. 
Overall, 50,492 participants with available spirometry data were included from the NHANES III (1988–1994) and three 
subsequent NHANES waves (2007–2008, 2009–2010, and 2011–2012). The mortality status and follow-up time of all 
participants were collected from the National Death Index up to 31 December 2019.

Participants
Individuals aged 20–79 years with qualifying spirometry test results were included. In NHANES III, qualifying 
pulmonary function results included reproducible FEV1 and FVC measurements with ≥2 acceptable tests. In NHANES 
2007–2012, we referred to the American Thoracic Society and European Respiratory Society standards for quality- 
controlled spirometry and included only those with at least grade B quality.28 Participants without available information 
on smoking status, follow-up time for death, and incomplete physical measurements at baseline, as well as pregnant 
women, were excluded. The research included 24,691 participants. Figure 1 depicts the participant selection process.

Definitions of Normal Spirometry, PRISm, and COPD
The Global Initiative for Chronic Obstructive Lung Disease criteria is postbronchodilator (FEV1/FVC<0.70).29 Most 
participants in the NHANES study lacked data on postbronchodilator spirometry, and thus we diagnosed PRISm or 
COPD based on prebronchodilator spirometry. We defined COPD is prebronchodilator spirometry (FEV1/FVC<0.70). 
PRISm was defined as prebronchodilator spirometry FEV1/FVC≥0.70 and FEV1<80% of the predicted value.2,25 Normal 
spirometry was defined as FEV1/FVC≥0.70 and FEV1≥80% of the predicted value. Percent-predicted FEV1 and FVC 
were calculated according to the NHANES III value prediction formula.30 Asthma and chronic bronchitis were obtained 
through questionnaires and self-reported by patients.

Covariates
Covariates, including demographic characteristics (age, sex, race, smoking status, level of education, marital status, 
poverty income ratio [PIR], and comorbidities), were collected by personal interviews. Physical examination parameters 
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and spirometry were measured at mobile examination centers. In standard lung function prediction equations, the FEV1 

predictive value is influenced by age, sex, race, and hight.25,31,32 In this study, we divided race into four categories: non- 
Hispanic White, non-Hispanic Black, Mexican–American, and other. BMI was classified as underweight (BMI<18.5kg/ 
m2), normal (18.5kg/m2 ≤BMI<25.0kg/m2), overweight (25.0kg/m2 ≤BMI<30.0kg/m2), and obese (BMI≥30.0kg/m2). 
Age was classified as <50 years and ≥50 years. Smoking status was self-reported and included never smokers, former 
smokers, and current smokers. Never smokers were those who had not smoked 100+ cigarettes in their lifetime. Current 
smokers were those who had smoked 100+ cigarettes in their lifetime and who were current smokers. Former smokers 
were those who had smoked 100+ cigarettes in their lifetime and who were not current smokers. The PIR was divided 
into three categories: low income (PIR<1.30), middle income (1.30≤PIR<3.50), and high income (PIR≥3.50). Level of 
education was divided into <9th grade, 9th–12th grade, and >12th grade. Comorbidities included hypertension, diabetes 
mellitus, cancer, asthma, chronic bronchitis, and emphysema. Respiratory symptoms included chronic cough, chronic 
phlegm, and wheezing.

Mortality Assessment
We downloaded the mortality data from the National Death Index, with data available up to December 31 2019. The 
primary endpoint was all-cause mortality in the PRISm group compared with the normal spirometry group. The 
secondary endpoint was all-cause mortality in subgroups with PRISm compared with the corresponding normal 
spirometry subgroups.

Statistical Analyses
R software (version 4.2.2) and SPSS 25.0 were used to perform the statistical analyses. Two-sided P<0.05 was 
considered statistically significant. Categorical variables are expressed as frequencies and percentages. Continuous 
variables are reported as the median (interquartile range). To compare categorical variables among the groups, the chi- 
square test was used, while continuous variables were compared by one-way analysis of variance. The incidence of 
all-cause mortality was calculated during follow-up. Multivariable Cox proportional hazards regression was used to 

Figure 1 Study flow chart. 
Abbreviations: PRISm, preserved ratio impaired spirometry; COPD, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease.
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calculate the hazard ratios (HRs) and 95% confidence intervals (CIs) to identify differences in event-free survival 
between the groups. We performed an unadjusted Kaplan–Meier survival analysis to identify differences in event-free 
survival between the groups. Three Cox regression models were built to adjust for confounding factors. The crude 
model was not adjusted; Model 1 was adjusted for age, BMI, sex, and race; Model 2 was adjusted for age, sex, BMI, 
race, and smoking status; and Model 3 was adjusted for sex, age, BMI, race, smoking status, congestive heart failure, 
stroke, asthma, cancer, diabetes, and hypertension. Age and BMI were analyzed as continuous variables in Model 1, 
Model 2, and Model 3. To evaluate the robustness of the results, subgroup analyses were performed to compare the 
normal spirometry group with the PRISm group. Multiplication terms were used to test the interactions in the models 
that showed major effects, with stratification by baseline characteristics, sex, age, smoking status, race, BMI, level of 
education, and comorbidities.

Given the debate around the use of race-specific predictive equations for lung function, we performed sensitivity 
analyses. We used the Global Lung Function Initiative’s race-neutral predictive equation for the secondary analyses.33 

We also performed sensitivity analyses stratified by age, sex, race, and BMI, and we repeated the analysis with the lower 
limit of normal (LLN) spirometry criteria. The normal spirometry LLN was defined as FEV1/FVC≥LLN and FEV1≥80% 
of the predicted value. The PRISm LLN was defined as FEV1/FVC≥LLN and FEV1<80% of the predicted value. The 
spirometric COPD LLN was defined as FEV1/FVC<LLN.

Patient and Public Involvement
This was a prospective cohort study, and no patients were directly involved in our study design, setting the research 
questions or the outcome measures. No patients were asked to advise on interpretation or writing up of the results.

Results
Baseline Characteristics of the Participants
Overall, 50,492 participants were screened. Of these, 13,954 individuals aged <20 years and 810 individuals aged ≥80 
years, 7,545 without lung function data, 3,135 with unacceptable spirometry results, 262 pregnant woman, 59 without 
complete body measurements, 7 without information on smoking status, and 29 without information on follow-up to 
death were excluded. Finally, 24,691 participants were included in the analysis, with a median follow-up time of 25.7 
years. There were 19,969 participants with normal spirometry, 1,452 with PRISm, and 3,270 with COPD. A flowchart of 
participant selection is provided in Figure 1.

The baseline characteristics of the participants are shown in Table 1. The median age was 49 years in the 
PRISm group, 43 years in the normal spirometry group, and 59 years in the COPD group. The median BMI was 
28.0 kg/m2 in the normal spirometry group, 30.5 kg/m2 in the PRISm group, and 27.0 kg/m2 in the COPD group. 
Age and BMI were significantly different among the three groups. Overall, 9,368 participants (46.9%) with normal 
spirometry, 647 (44.6%) with PRISm, and 2,001 (61.2%) with COPD were male. A higher proportion of 
participants in the PRISm group were current smokers than in the normal spirometry group (442/1,452 [30.4%] 
vs 4,701/19,969 [23.5%], P<0.001), while the proportion was lower in the PRISm group than in the COPD group. 
Compared with the normal spirometry group, the median FEV1 and FVC were lower in the PRISm group (FEV1: 
2.20 [1.70–2.60] L vs 3.25 [2.62–3.80] L, P<0.001; FVC: 2.83 [2.21–2.35] L vs 4.01 [3.23–4.67] L vs 2.83 
[2.21–2.35] L, P<0.001).

Respiratory symptoms were more prevalent in the PRISm group than in the normal spirometry group, including chronic 
cough (147 [10.1%] vs 1,094 [5.5%], P<0.001), chronic phlegm (122 [8.4%] vs 1,094 [5.5%], P<0.001), and wheezing (321 
[22.1%] vs 2,335 [11.7%], P<0.001). Hypertension was more common in the PRISm group than in the normal spirometry 
group (596 [41.2%] vs 4,936 [24.8%], P<0.001) and the COPD group (1,286 [39.4%], P<0.001), Diabetes mellitus was more 
common in the PRISm group than in the normal spirometry group (258 [17.8%] vs 1,466 [7.3%], P<0.001) and COPD group 
(368 [14.1%], P<0.001). The prevalence of cancer, asthma, chronic bronchitis, and emphysema was higher in the PRISm 
group than in the normal spirometry group, while it was lower than in the COPD group.
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All-Cause Mortality
Over the median 25.7-year follow-up period, of the 24,691 participants included in the mortality analysis, 5,611 (22.7%) 
died, including 3,515 participants (17.6%) with normal spirometry, 515 (35.5%) with PRISm, and 1,581 (48.3%) with 
COPD. The PRISm group had an unadjusted all-cause mortality rate that was intermediate between that of the normal 
spirometry group and the COPD group (Figure 2). The Kaplan–Meier curves showed a statistically significant difference 
among the three groups (log-rank P<0.001 for the comparison between the normal spirometry and PRISm groups; 
P<0.001 for the comparison between the normal spirometry group and the COPD group).

Table 2 shows the HR and 95% CI for mortality of the participants with different spirometry classifications. Participants with 
PRISm had a higher all-cause mortality risk than those with normal spirometry in the unadjusted model. These associations 
remained significant after adjustment for sex, age, BMI, and race (Model 1: HR 1.81, 95% CI 1.65–1.99, P<0.001 for the 

Table 1 Baseline Clinical Characteristics of Participants With Different Spirometry Classifications

Characteristic Normal Spirometry 
(N=19969)

PRISm 
(N=1452)

P value* Spirometric COPD 
(N=3270)

P value†

Age, years 43 (30–55) 49 (37–63) <0.001 59 (52–73) <0.001

Male sex, n (%) 9368 (46.9) 647 (44.6) <0.001 2001 (61.2) <0.001

Body mass index, kg/m2 28.0 (23.7–31.1) 30.5 (24.9–34.4) <0.001 27.0 (23.0–30.4) <0.001
Race, n (%) <0.001 <0.001

Non-Hispanic white 7695 (38.5) 654 (45.0) 1968 (60.2)

Non-Hispanic black 4944 (24.8) 465 (32.0) 682 (20.9)
Mexican-American 4928 (24.7) 249 (17.1) 394 (12.0)

Other 2402 (12.0) 84 (5.80) 226 (8.30)
Smoking status, n (%) <0.001 <0.001

Never smoker 11025 (55.2) 664 (45.7) 897 (27.4)

Current smoker 4701 (23.5) 442 (30.4) 1208 (36.9)
Former smoker 4243 (21.2) 346 (23.8) 1165 (35.6)

Education Level, n (%) <0.001 <0.001

Less than 9th grade 2833 (14.2) 235 (16.3) 633 (19.4)
9th–12th grade 8535 (42.9) 729 (50.4) 1473 (45.2)

Above 12th grade 8533 (42.9) 482 (33.3) 1152 (35.4)

Poverty income ratio, n (%) <0.001 <0.001
Low-income (PIR<1.30) 5584 (30.5) 513 (38.3) 862 (28.8)

Middle-income (1.30≤PIR<3.50) 7471 (40.8) 519 (38.8) 1236 (41.2)

High-income (PIR≥3.50) 5256 (28.7) 307 (22.9) 899 (30.0)
Respiratory symptoms, n (%)

Chronic cough 1094 (5.5) 147 (10.1) <0.001 485 (14.8) <0.001

Chronic phlegm 1094 (5.5) 122 (8.4) <0.001 469 (14.3) <0.001
Wheezing 2335 (11.7) 321 (22.1) <0.001 848 (25.9) <0.001

Pre-bronchodilator spirometry
FEV1, L 3.25 (2.62–3.80) 2.20 (1.70–2.60) <0.001 2.38 (1.71–2.88) <0.001
FVC, L 4.01 (3.23–4.67) 2.83 (2.21–3.35) <0.001 3.76 (2.82–4.45) <0.001

FEV1/FVC, % 81.2 (77.0–85.0) 78.1 (73.0–82.0) <0.001 62.8 (60.0–68.0) <0.001

Comorbidity, n (%)
Hypertension 4936 (24.8) 596 (41.2) <0.001 1286 (39.4) <0.001

Diabetes 1466 (7.3) 258 (17.8) <0.001 368 (14.1) <0.001

Cancer 1004 (5.0) 132 (9.1) <0.001 459 (14.0) 0.524
Asthma 1667 (8.4) 220 (15.2) <0.001 597 (18.3) <0.001

Chronic bronchitis 774 (3.9) 120 (8.3) <0.001 362 (11.1) <0.001

Emphysema 90 (0.5) 26 (1.8) <0.001 218 (6.7) <0.001

Notes: * Comparison of differences between participants with normal spirometry and participants with PRISm. † Comparison of differences between participants with 
PRISm and patients with COPD. 
Abbreviations: COPD, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; PRISm, preserved ratio impaired spirometry; PIR, poverty income ratio; FEV1, forced expiratory volume in 
one second; FVC, forced vital capacity.
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comparison between the normal spirometry and PRISm groups; HR 1.51, 95% CI 1.42–1.61, P<0.001 for the comparison 
between the normal spirometry and COPD groups). These associations also remained significant after adjustment for sex, age, 
BMI, race, and smoking status (Model 2: HR 1.69, 95% CI 1.54–1.86, P<0.001 for the comparison between the normal spirometry 
and PRISm groups; HR 1.34, 95% CI 1.26–1.43, P<0.001 for the comparison between the normal spirometry and COPD groups) 
and after adjustment for sex, age, body mass index, race, smoking status, congestive heart failure, stroke, asthma, cancer, diabetes, 
and hypertension (Model 3: HR 1.60, 95% CI: 1.46–1.76, P<0.001 for the comparison between the normal spirometry and PRISm 
groups; HR 1.34, 95% CI 1.25–1.43, P<0.001 for the comparison between the normal spirometry and COPD groups).

Sensitivity Analysis
When the LLN criteria were used to define these spirometry categories, the results of the primary outcome of all-cause mortality 
risk were consistent with the results produced with the fixed-threshold criteria. Both in sensitivity analysis Model 1 (adjusted HR 
1.78, 95% CI 1.64–1.93, P<0.001), sensitivity analysis Model 2 (adjusted HR 1.66, 95% CI 1.53–1.80, P<0.001), and sensitivity 
analysis Model 3 (adjusted HR 1.57, 95% CI 1.45–1.71, P<0.001), we observed a higher all-cause mortality risk in the PRISm 
group than in the normal spirometry group.

Subgroup Analysis
In the subgroup analysis, compared with the normal spirometry group, the PRISm group had a significantly higher risk of most of 
the study outcomes, with the exception of BMI. In the subgroup analysis of the PRISm group, the characteristic of being 
underweight was no longer a risk factor for increased mortality compared with the normal spirometry group (unadjusted HR 1.86, 
95% CI 0.92–3.74, P=0.084; adjusted HR 1.23, 95% CI 0.60–2.53, P=0.581). Individuals with PRISm in most subgroups had 
a higher all-cause mortality risk than individuals with normal spirometry. In the multivariable models adjusted for sex, age, BMI, 
race, and smoking status, the PRISm group consistently had a higher all-cause mortality risk than the normal spirometry group. 
The absolute risks and risk differences for each outcome in the PRISm, normal spirometry, and COPD spirometry groups are 

Figure 2 Risk of all-cause mortality for participants with different spirometry classifications. 
Abbreviations: PRISm, preserved ratio impaired spirometry; COPD, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval.
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Table 2 Hazard Ratios and 95% Confidence Intervals for Mortality in Participants With Different Spirometry Classifications

Classification No. of Participants No. of Deaths Crude Model Model 1* Model 2† Model 3‡

HR (95% CI) P value HR (95% CI) P value HR (95% CI) P value HR (95% CI) P value

Main analysis§

Normal spirometry 19969 3515 (17.6%) Reference Reference Reference Reference

PRISm 1452 515 (35.5%) 2.47 (2.25–2.71) <0.001 1.81 (1.65–1.99) <0.001 1.69 (1.54–1.86) <0.001 1.60 (1.46–1.76) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 3270 1581 (48.3%) 4.00 (3.77–4.25) <0.001 1.51 (1.42–1.61) <0.001 1.34 (1.26–1.43) <0.001 1.34 (1.25–1.43) <0.001

Sensitivity analysis¶

Normal spirometry 20336 3938 (19.4%) Reference Reference Reference

PRISm 1647 681 (41.3%) 2.80 (2.58–3.04) <0.001 1.78 (1.64–1.93) <0.001 1.66 (1.53–1.80) <0.001 1.57 (1.45–1.71) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 2708 1012 (37.3%) 2.38 (2.22–2.55) <0.001 1.66 (1.55–1.78) <0.001 1.42 (1.32–1.53) <0.001 1.42 (1.32–1.53) <0.001

Notes: * Model 1: Adjusted covariates for model 1 included sex, age, body mass index, and race. † Model 2: Adjusted covariates for model 2 included sex, age, body mass index, race, and smoking status. ‡ Model 3: Adjusted covariates 
for model 2 included sex, age, body mass index, race, smoking status, congestive heart failure, stroke, asthma, cancer, diabetes, and hypertension. § Normal spirometry was defined as FEV1/FVC≥0.70 and FEV1≥80% predicted value. 
PRISm was defined as was defined as FEV1/FVC≥0.70 and FEV1<80% predicted value. Spirometric COPD was defined as FEV1/FVC<0.70. ¶ Normal spirometry was defined as FEV1/FVC≥ LLN and FEV1≥80% predicted value. PRISm was 
defined as was defined as FEV1/FVC≥ LLN and FEV1<80% predicted value. Spirometric COPD was defined as FEV1/FVC< LLN. 
Abbreviations: PRISm, preserved ratio impaired spirometry; COPD, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval; LLN, lower limit of normal.
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shown in Table 3. The magnitude of the association between PRISm all-cause mortality was higher risk compared normal 
spirometry.

Table 4 shows the proportional hazards model for mortality in the subgroups with and without comorbidities. Compared with 
the normal spirometry group, the PRISm groups with hypertension, diabetes mellitus, cancer, asthma, chronic bronchitis, and 
emphysema as comorbidities had higher relative risks of all-cause mortality. These associations were similar in the participants 
without comorbidities. The PRISm group had a higher relative risk of all-cause mortality than the normal spirometry group.

Table 3 Proportional Hazards Model for Death in Subgroup

Subgroup No. of Participants No. of Deaths Univariate Models Multivariate Model*

HR (95% CI) P value HR (95% CI) P value

Male Sex 12016 3020

Normal spirometry 9368 1799 Reference Reference

PRISm 647 231 2.38 (2.08–2.74) <0.001 1.79 (1.56–2.05) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 2001 990 3.85 (3.56–4.16) <0.001 1.49 (1.37–1.62) <0.001

Female Sex 12675 2611

Normal spirometry 10601 1736 Reference Reference

PRISm 805 284 2.58 (2.27–2.92) <0.001 1.71 (1.50–1.94) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 1269 591 3.98 (3.62–4.37) <0.001 1.32 (1.20–1.46) <0.001

<50 years old 14998 1337

Normal spirometry 13533 1110 Reference Reference

PRISm 686 108 2.05 (1.69–2.50) <0.001 1.64 (1.34–2.00) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 779 119 2.16 (2.47–4.04) <0.001 1.37 (1.13–1.66) <0.001

≥50 years old 9693 4294

Normal spirometry 6436 2425 Reference Reference

PRISm 766 407 1.77 (1.59–1.96) <0.001 1.75 (1.58–1.95) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 2491 1462 1.96 (1.84–2.09) <0.001 1.34 (1.25–1.44) <0.001

Never smoker 12586 2077

Normal spirometry 11025 1552 Reference Reference

PRISm 664 185 2.26 (2.07–2.88) <0.001 1.67 (1.43–1.95) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 897 340 3.61 (3.75–4.61) <0.001 1.26 (1.12–1.42) <0.001

Current smoker 6351 1701

Normal spirometry 4701 916 Reference Reference

PRISm 442 166 2.44 (2.07–2.88) <0.001 1.69 (1.43–2.00) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 1208 619 4.16 (3.75–4.61) <0.001 1.53 (1.36–1.72) <0.001

Former smoker 5754 1853

Normal spirometry 4243 1067 Reference Reference

PRISm 346 164 2.69 (2.28–3.17) <0.001 1.73 (1.46–2.04) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 1165 662 3.14 (2.84–3.47) <0.001 1.27 (1.14–1.41) <0.001

(Continued)
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Table 3 (Continued). 

Subgroup No. of Participants No. of Deaths Univariate Models Multivariate Model*

HR (95% CI) P value HR (95% CI) P value

Non-Hispanic white 10317 2826

Normal spirometry 7695 1565 Reference Reference

PRISm 654 255 2.27 (1.99–2.59) <0.001 1.59 (1.39–1.82) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 1968 1006 3.62 (3.34–3.92) <0.001 1.38 (1.27–1.50) <0.001

Non-Hispanic black 6091 1474

Normal spirometry 4944 980 Reference Reference

PRISm 465 159 2.33 (1.97–2.75) <0.001 1.70 (1.44–2.02) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 682 335 3.80 (3.35–4.31) <0.001 1.24 (1.09–1.43) 0.002

Mexican-American 5571 1105

Normal spirometry 4928 830 Reference Reference

PRISm 249 82 2.40 (1.91–3.01) <0.001 1.85 (1.47–2.33) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 394 193 4.03 (3.44–4.71) <0.001 1.25 (1.05–1.47) 0.01

Other Race 2712 226

Normal spirometry 2402 160 Reference Reference

PRISm 84 19 3.68 (2.28–5.92) <0.001 2.55 (1.58–4.13) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 226 47 3.58 (2.58–4.95) <0.001 1.40 (0.99–1.97) 0.056

Body mass index <18.5 kg/m2 (underweight) 389 101

Normal spirometry 261 36 Reference Reference

PRISm 42 10 1.86 (0.92–3.74) 0.084 1.23 (0.60–2.53) 0.581

Spirometric COPD 86 55 7.89 (5.13–12.08) <0.001 1.49 (0.90–2.47) 0.123

Body mass index: 18.5–25 kg/m2 (normal) 8188 1733

Normal spirometry 6647 1006 Reference Reference

PRISm 319 111 2.78 (2.29–3.38) <0.001 2.04 (1.67–2.48) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 1222 616 5.22 (4.72–5.78) <0.001 1.35 (1.20–1.50) <0.001

Body mass index≥25–30 kg/m2 (overweight) 8412 2018

Normal spirometry 6834 1296 Reference Reference

PRISm 399 153 2.29 (1.94–2.71) <0.001 1.49 (1.25–1.76) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 1179 569 3.74 (3.38–4.13) <0.001 1.29 (1.16–1.43) <0.001

Body mass index≥30 kg/m2 (obese) 7702 1779

Normal spirometry 6227 1197 Reference Reference

PRISm 692 241 2.22 (1.94–2.55) <0.001 1.67 (1.45–1.92) 0.004

Spirometric COPD 783 341 3.04 (2.69–3.43) <0.001 1.27 (1.12–1.44) <0.001

(Continued)
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Table 3 (Continued). 

Subgroup No. of Participants No. of Deaths Univariate Models Multivariate Model*

HR (95% CI) P value HR (95% CI) P value

Less than 9th grade education level 3701 1482

Normal spirometry 2833 927 Reference Reference

PRISm 235 133 2.15 (1.79–2.58) <0.001 1.50 (1.24–1.80) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 633 422 3.13 (2.78–3.51) <0.001 1.12 (1.02–1.32) 0.021

9th–12th grade education level 10737 2706

Normal spirometry 8535 1679 Reference Reference

PRISm 729 272 2.42 (2.13–2.75) <0.001 1.68 (1.48–1.91) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 1473 755 4.03 (3.70–4.40) <0.001 1.42 (1.29–1.56) <0.001

Above 12th grade education level 10167 1414

Normal spirometry 8533 914 Reference Reference

PRISm 482 106 2.52 (2.06–3.08) <0.001 1.72 (1.40–2.11) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 1152 394 4.37 (3.88–4.92) <0.001 1.35 (1.19–1.54) <0.001

Low-income (poverty income ratio<1.30) 6959 1636

Normal spirometry 5585 1022 Reference Reference

PRISm 513 187 2.49 (2.13–2.91) <0.001 1.68 (1.43–1.96) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 862 427 4.16 (3.71–4.66) <0.001 1.25 (3.71–4.66) <0.001

Middle-income (1.30≤poverty income ratio<3.50) 9226 2304

Normal spirometry 7471 1456 Reference Reference

PRISm 519 189 2.29 (1.97–2.66) <0.001 1.55 (1.33–1.80) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 1236 659 4.30 (3.92–4.72) <0.001 1.38 (1.25–1.53) <0.001

High-income (poverty income ratio≥3.50) 6462 1155

Normal spirometry 5256 709 Reference Reference

PRISm 307 92 2.71 (2.18–3.36) <0.001 1.90 (1.53–2.38) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 899 354 3.75 (3.30–4.26) <0.001 1.39 (1.21–1.59) <0.001

Chronic cough

Yes 1726 657

Normal spirometry 1094 303 Reference Reference

PRISm 147 73 2.42 (1.82–3.12) <0.001 2.04 (1.57–2.65) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 485 281 3.32 (2.82–3.92) <0.001 1.36 (1.12–1.64) 0.002

No 19352 4916

Normal spirometry 15563 3186 Reference Reference

PRISm 1162 438 2.37 (2.14–2.62) <0.001 1.64 (1.48–1.82) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 2627 1292 3.78 (3.55–4.04) <0.001 1.31 (1.22–1.40) <0.001

(Continued)
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Table 3 (Continued). 

Subgroup No. of Participants No. of Deaths Univariate Models Multivariate Model*

HR (95% CI) P value HR (95% CI) P value

Chronic phlegm

Yes 1685 649

Normal spirometry 1094 305 Reference Reference

PRISm 122 60 2.53 (1.92–3.34) <0.001 2.05 (1.54–2.72) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 469 284 3.64 (3.08–4.29) <0.001 1.35 (1.12–1.62) 0.002

No 19389 4922

Normal spirometry 15562 3184 Reference Reference

PRISm 1185 449 2.38 (2.15–2.63) <0.001 1.66 (1.50–1.83) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 2642 1289 3.74 (3.50–3.99) <0.001 1.31 (1.22–1.40) <0.001

Wheezing

Yes 3504 1049

Normal spirometry 2335 479 Reference Reference

PRISm 321 133 2.48 (2.05–3.00) <0.001 1.70 (1.39–2.06) 0.012

Spirometric COPD 848 437 3.47 (3.05–3.96) <0.001 1.42 (1.23–1.63) <0.001

No 21177 4579

Normal spirometry 17626 3055 Reference Reference

PRISm 1131 382 2.40 (2.16–2.67) <0.001 1.67 (1.50–1.86) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 2420 1142 4.07 (3.80–4.36) <0.001 1.27 (1.19–1.38) <0.001

Notes: * Adjusted covariates included sex, age, body mass index, race, and smoking status. 
Abbreviations: PRISm, preserved ratio impaired spirometry; COPD, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval.

Table 4 Proportional Hazards Modeling of Death in Subgroup With Comorbidity and Without Comorbidity

Subgroup No. of Participants No. of Deaths Univariate Model Multivariate Model*

HR (95% CI) P value HR (95% CI) P value

Hypertension

Yes 6818 2439

Normal spirometry 4936 1478 Reference Reference

PRISm 598 271 1.94 (1.70–2.20) <0.001 1.73 (1.52–1.97) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 1286 690 2.53 (2.31–2.77) <0.001 1.23 (1.11–1.35) <0.001

No 17756 3176

Normal spirometry 14931 2046 Reference Reference

PRISm 851 242 2.36 (2.06–2.69) <0.001 1.61 (1.41–1.84) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 1974 888 4.72 (4.36–5.11) <0.001 1.44 (1.32–1.57) <0.001

(Continued)
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Table 4 (Continued). 

Subgroup No. of Participants No. of Deaths Univariate Model Multivariate Model*

HR (95% CI) P value HR (95% CI) P value

Diabetes

Yes 2092 895

Normal spirometry 1466 555 Reference Reference

PRISm 258 129 1.83 (1.51–2.21) <0.001 1.64 (1.35–2.00) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 368 211 2.54 (2.16–2.98) <0.001 1.19 (1.00–1.41) 0.056

No 22367 4708

Normal spirometry 18315 2962 Reference Reference

PRISm 1177 383 2.34 (2.10–2.60) <0.001 1.64 (1.47–1.82) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 2875 1363 4.25 (3.98–4.53) <0.001 1.38 (1.29–1.48) <0.001

Cancer

Yes 1595 702

Normal spirometry 1004 368 Reference Reference

PRISm 132 67 1.65 (1.27–2.15) <0.001 1.91 (1.46–2.51) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 459 267 2.25 (1.92–2.64) <0.001 1.28 (1.08–1.52) 0.004

No 23084 4927

Normal spirometry 18955 3165 Reference Reference

PRISm 1320 448 2.48 (2.25–2.74) <0.001 1.67 (1.51–1.85) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 2809 1314 4.02 (3.77–4.29) <0.001 1.35 (1.26–1.45) <0.001

Asthma

Yes 2484 477

Normal spirometry 1667 191 Reference Reference

PRISm 220 62 2.63 (1.98–3.50) <0.001 1.63 (1.21–2.18) 0.001

Spirometric COPD 597 224 3.64 (3.00–4.41) <0.001 1.38 (1.12–1.71) 0.003

No 22197 5153

Normal spirometry 18296 3343 Reference Reference

PRISm 1232 453 2.47 (2.24–2.73) <0.001 1.70 (1.53–1.87) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 2269 1357 4.16 (3.90–4.43) <0.001 1.33 (1.24–1.43) <0.001

Chronic bronchitis

Yes 1256 433

Normal spirometry 774 178 Reference Reference

PRISm 120 52 2.47 (182–3.37) <0.001 1.58(1.15–2.17) 0.005

Spirometric COPD 362 203 3.30 (2.70–4.04) <0.001 1.37(1.10–1.71) 0.005

(Continued)
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Discussion
The main finding of this population-based study was that PRISm was associated with a higher risk of mortality, 
respiratory symptoms, and comorbidities in adults from the general US population, except in the subgroup with 
underweight, compared with normal spirometry.

A previous study based on the US population showed that restrictive and obstructive lung disease is a significant 
predictor of early mortality during long-term follow-up.19 The study focused on the PRISm subgroup, revealing that 
PRISm was associated with increased mortality, a high cardiovascular burden, and early mortality.6,9,18,34 The study also 
suggested that individuals with PRISm had higher absolute and relative risks of all-cause mortality, coronary heart 
disease-related mortality, and coronary heart disease-related events than those with obstructive pulmonary disease.6 We 
found that the all-cause mortality risk was lower in individuals with PRISm than in patients with COPD, which is 
inconsistent with a previous study.6 This inconsistency may suggest that PRISm is a heterogeneous condition rather than 
a stable phenotype, and it may be affected by geography, smoking status, BMI, age, sex, and ethnicity.16,17

The high prevalence of comorbidities and high risk of respiratory symptoms among participants with PRISm require the 
attention of clinicians. In the present study, respiratory symptoms were more frequent in the PRISm group, and the rate of showing 
was between that of the subjects with normal spirometry and COPD. The frequency of hypertension and diabetes mellitus as 
comorbidities tended to be highest in the PRISm group. These results were also supported by another large population-based 
European cohort study, which found that the proportion of patients with any comorbidity was 49.3% in the PRISm group, 41.1% 
in the normal spirometry group, and 42.6% in the COPD spirometry group.17 The COPDGene Study evaluated the factors 
influencing quality of life in individuals with PRISm. The results revealed that individuals with PRISm were similar to those with 
COPD in terms of the higher risk of exacerbation, higher comorbidity count, more symptoms, and worse baseline quality of life 
than individuals with normal spirometry at baseline.35 The presence of COPD can lead to systemic inflammation or oxidative 
stress having a direct causal effect on extra-pulmonary disease.36 Therefore, this process may also occur in individuals with 
PRISm.

Table 4 (Continued). 

Subgroup No. of Participants No. of Deaths Univariate Model Multivariate Model*

HR (95% CI) P value HR (95% CI) P value

No 23418 5194

Normal spirometry 19186 3355 Reference Reference

PRISm 1331 463 2.43 (2.20–2.67) <0.001 1.70 (1.54–1.87) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 2901 1376 3.99 (3.74–4.25) <0.001 1.32 (1.23–1.41) <0.001

Emphysema

Yes 334 228

Normal spirometry 90 38 Reference Reference

PRISm 26 20 2.23 (1.29–3.83) 0.004 2.10 (1.18–3.76) 0.012

Spirometric COPD 218 170 3.24 (2.26–4.63) <0.001 1.90 (1.31–2.77) <0.001

No 24343 5398

Normal spirometry 19873 3494 Reference Reference

PRISm 1426 495 2.43 (2.21–2.66) <0.001 1.68 (1.53–1.85) <0.001

Spirometric COPD 3044 1409 3.76 (3.54–4.00) <0.001 1.28 (1.20–1.37) <0.001

Notes: * Adjusted covariates included sex, age, body mass index, race, and smoking status. 
Abbreviations: PRISm, preserved ratio impaired spirometry; COPD, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval.
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The relationship between PRISm and BMI is incompletely understood. Although PRISm is often considered to be associated 
with obesity, in the present study, the BMI of individuals with PRISm was higher than that of people with normal spirometry or 
COPD spirometry. This is in agreement with the COPDGene cohort.37 Previous reports have indicated that BMI is inversely 
associated with FVC and FEV1, while increased total and abdominal adiposity are associated with reduced FVC and FEV1.38,39 

Jones and Nzekwu also found that although there is a negative correlation between obesity and FVC, obesity is unlikely to reduce 
FVC below LLN in people without respiratory disease.38 Therefore, these results cannot account for the severity of lung function 
impairment observed with PRISm. A historical study previously underscored that BMI may act via a different pathway to increase 
PRISm risk, such as by exerting inflammatory and metabolic effects on adipose tissue itself.36 Whether the relationship of these 
conditions with PRISm is mediated through metabolic pathways or other inflammatory systemic processes has not been 
comprehensively evaluated, warranting additional investigations.

The strong relationship between smoking status and incident PRISm, persistent PRISm, and progression of PRISm to airflow 
obstruction illustrates the importance of smoking cessation. Computed tomography can be used to observe whether emphysema, 
airway wall thickness, and air trapping are associated with smoking, which could be useful to predict rapid lung function decline in 
people with PRISm.40 Parekh et al found that continued smoking and frequent exacerbations were predictors of a decline in quality 
of life in smokers with normal spirometry and PRISm.35 PRISm is a heterogeneous condition, and smoking cessation may 
improve the chance of reverting to normal spirometry and avoiding progression to COPD.41

Currently, smoking is widely recognized as a crucial etiological for PRISm. Some research found smoking would lead to 
inflammation, oxidative stress, imbalance between antiprotease and protease, and small airway diseases, increasing the risk of 
PRISm.42,43 Another significant factor triggering PRISm is BMI, a previous study showed that lower BMI diminished impaired 
lung development, respiratory muscle function, and an increased risk of infections.44 There is relationship between air pollution 
and PRISm confirmed by animal models, clarifying inflammatory reactions from inhalation exposure and reduced FVC.45 Lastly, 
SNPs within the PLEKHA5 and CACNB2 genes may offer evidence to explore the genetic mechanisms with PRISm.1

Strengths and Limitations
This study has several notable strengths. First, the study was based on data from the general population and it had 
a relatively long mortality follow-up period. Second, the questionnaire and spirometry assessments were performed by 
trained technicians. Third, we performed sensitivity analyses using thresholds based on the LLN for FEV1/FVC, as well 
as subgroup analyses. Our results remained robust in the sensitivity and subgroup analyses.

The limitations of our study include the large number of participants with unqualifying lung function data at baseline, which 
may raise the possibility of select bias. Furthermore, most of the participants included in the NHANES did not have 
postbronchodilator spirometry data. Therefore, prebronchodilator spirometry data were used, which may have resulted in 
overestimation of the prevalence of PRISm and COPD. Moreover, bronchodilators have been shown to decrease the prevalence 
of obstructive lung disease, but their effects on the prevalence of PRISm are not certain.46 Finally, we could not prospectively 
observe the evolution of PRISm status over time, and the impact profiles identified should be cautiously interpreted.

Conclusions
In this large-sample study of the general US adult population, PRISm compared with normal spirometry was significantly 
associated with greater all-cause mortality and a higher risk of symptoms and comorbidities. Therefore, participants with 
PRISm require more attention and better management.

Abbreviations
BMI, body mass index; CI, confidence interval; COPD, chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; FEV1, forced expiratory 
volume in 1 second; FVC, forced vital capacity; HR, hazard ratio; LLN, lower limit of normal; NHANES, National 
Health and Nutrition Examination Survey; PIR, poverty income ratio; PRISm, preserved ratio impaired spirometry.

https://doi.org/10.2147/COPD.S497674                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                         International Journal of Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 2025:20 300

Xiao et al                                                                                                                                                                            

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)



Ethical Approval
The National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey was approved by the ethics committee of the National Center for 
Health Statistics and all subjects signed informed consent. The data analysis for this study was exempted from ethical 
review because all data were de-labeled.

Informed Consent
The written informed consent was obtained from all participants.

Funding
This work was supported by the Longgang Medical Discipline Construction Fund, the National Natural Science 
Foundation of China (82371122), the National Natural Science Foundation of Guangdong Province 
(2022A1515012617), and the Shenzhen Longgang District Technology Public Relations Project (LGKCYLWS2023008).

Disclosure
The authors report no conflicts of interest in this work.

References
1. Wan ES, Castaldi PJ, Cho MH, et al. Epidemiology, genetics, and subtyping of preserved ratio impaired spirometry (PRISm) in COPDGene. Respir 

Res. 2014;15(1):89. doi:10.1186/s12931-014-0089-y
2. Higbee DH, Granell R, Davey Smith G, Dodd JW. Prevalence, risk factors, and clinical implications of preserved ratio impaired spirometry: a UK 

Biobank cohort analysis. Lancet Respir Med. 2022;10(2):149–157. doi:10.1016/S2213-2600(21)00369-6
3. Wan ES. The clinical spectrum of PRISm. Am J Respir Crit Care Med. 2022;206(5):524–525. doi:10.1164/rccm.202205-0965ED
4. Backman H, Eriksson B, Hedman L, et al. Restrictive spirometric pattern in the general adult population: methods of defining the condition and 

consequences on prevalence. Respir Med. 2016;120:116–123. doi:10.1016/j.rmed.2016.10.005
5. Perez-Padilla R, Montes de Oca M, Thirion-Romero I, et al. Trajectories of spirometric patterns, obstructive and PRISm, in a population-based 

cohort in Latin America. Int J Chron Obstruct Pulmon Dis. 2023;18:1277–1285. doi:10.2147/COPD.S406208
6. Wan ES, Balte P, Schwartz JE, et al. Association between preserved ratio impaired spirometry and clinical outcomes in US Adults. JAMA. 2021;326 

(22):2287–2298. doi:10.1001/jama.2021.20939
7. Mannino DM, McBurnie MA, Tan W, et al. Restricted spirometry in the burden of Lung Disease Study. Int J Tuberc Lung Dis. 2012;16 

(10):1405–1411. doi:10.5588/ijtld.12.0054
8. Wan ES, Hokanson JE, Regan EA, et al. Significant spirometric transitions and preserved ratio impaired spirometry among ever smokers. Chest. 

2022;161(3):651–661. doi:10.1016/j.chest.2021.09.021
9. Wijnant SRA, De Roos E, Kavousi M, et al. Trajectory and mortality of preserved ratio impaired spirometry: the Rotterdam Study. Eur Respir J. 

2020;55(1):1901217. doi:10.1183/13993003.01217-2019
10. Zhao N, Wu F, Peng J, et al. Preserved ratio impaired spirometry is associated with small airway dysfunction and reduced total lung capacity. 

Respir Res. 2022;23(1):298. doi:10.1186/s12931-022-02216-1
11. Young KA, Strand M, Ragland MF, et al. Pulmonary subtypes exhibit differential global initiative for chronic obstructive lung disease spirometry 

stage progression: the COPDGene® Study. Chronic Obstr Pulm Dis. 2019;6(5):414–429. doi:10.15326/jcopdf.6.5.2019.0155
12. Wei X, Ding Q, Yu N, et al. Imaging features of chronic bronchitis with preserved ratio and impaired spirometry (PRISm). Lung. 2018;196 

(6):649–658. doi:10.1007/s00408-018-0162-2
13. Park HJ, Byun MK, Rhee CK, Kim K, Kim HJ, Yoo KH. Significant predictors of medically diagnosed chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in 

patients with preserved ratio impaired spirometry: a 3-year cohort study. Respir Res. 2018;19(1):185. doi:10.1186/s12931-018-0896-7
14. Wan ES, Fortis S, Regan EA, et al. Longitudinal phenotypes and mortality in preserved ratio impaired spirometry in the COPDGene Study. Am 

J Respir Crit Care Med. 2018;198(11):1397–1405. doi:10.1164/rccm.201804-0663OC
15. Heo IR, Kim HC, Kim TH. Health-related quality of life and related factors in persons with preserved ratio impaired spirometry: data from the 

Korea National Health and Nutrition Examination Surve. Medicina. 2020;57(1):4. doi:10.3390/medicina57010004
16. Jankowich M, Elston B, Liu Q, et al. Restrictive spirometry pattern, cardiac structure and function, and incident Heart Failure in African 

Americans. The Jackson Heart Study. Ann Am Thorac Soc. 2018;15(10):1186–1196. doi:10.1513/AnnalsATS.201803-184OC
17. Guerra S, Carsin AE, Keidel D, et al. Health-related quality of life and risk factors associated with spirometric restriction. Eur Respir J. 2017;49 

(5):1602096. doi:10.1183/13993003.02096-2016
18. Guerra S, Sherrill DL, Venker C, Ceccato CM, Halonen M, Martinez FD. Morbidity and mortality associated with the restrictive spirometric 

pattern: a longitudinal study. Thorax. 2010;65(6):499–504. doi:10.1136/thx.2009.126052
19. Mannino DM, Buist AS, Petty TL, Enright PL, Redd SC. Lung function and mortality in the United States. Thorax. 2003;58(5):388–393. 

doi:10.1136/thorax.58.5.388
20. Iyer VN, Schroeder DR, Parker KO, Hyatt RE, Scanlon PD. The nonspecific pulmonary function test: longitudinal follow-up and outcomes. Chest. 

2011;139(4):878–886. doi:10.1378/chest.10-0804
21. Sood A, Petersen H, Qualls C, et al. Spirometric variability in smokers: transitions in COPD diagnosis in a five year longitudinal study. Respir Res. 

2016;17(1):147. doi:10.1186/s12931-016-0468-7

International Journal of Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 2025:20                                                https://doi.org/10.2147/COPD.S497674                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                    301

Xiao et al

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12931-014-0089-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(21)00369-6
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.202205-0965ED
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rmed.2016.10.005
https://doi.org/10.2147/COPD.S406208
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2021.20939
https://doi.org/10.5588/ijtld.12.0054
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chest.2021.09.021
https://doi.org/10.1183/13993003.01217-2019
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12931-022-02216-1
https://doi.org/10.15326/jcopdf.6.5.2019.0155
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00408-018-0162-2
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12931-018-0896-7
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201804-0663OC
https://doi.org/10.3390/medicina57010004
https://doi.org/10.1513/AnnalsATS.201803-184OC
https://doi.org/10.1183/13993003.02096-2016
https://doi.org/10.1136/thx.2009.126052
https://doi.org/10.1136/thorax.58.5.388
https://doi.org/10.1378/chest.10-0804
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12931-016-0468-7


22. Fortis S, Comellas A, Kim V, et al. Low FVC/TLC in Preserved Ratio Impaired Spirometry (PRISm) is associated with features of and progression 
to obstructive lung disease. Sci Rep. 2020;10(1):5169. doi:10.1038/s41598-020-61932-0

23. Tanabe N, Masuda I, Shiraishi Y, et al. Clinical relevance of multiple confirmed preserved ratio impaired spirometry cases in adults. Respir Investig. 
2022;60(6):822–830. doi:10.1016/j.resinv.2022.08.006

24. Kogo M, Sato S, Muro S, et al. Development of airflow limitation, dyspnoea, and both in the general population: the Nagahama study. Sci Rep. 
2022;12(1):20060. doi:10.1038/s41598-022-24657-w

25. Schwartz A, Arnold N, Skinner B, et al. Preserved ratio impaired spirometry in a spirometry database. Respir Care. 2021;66(1):58–65. doi:10.4187/ 
respcare.07712

26. Lozano R, Naghavi M, Foreman K, et al. Global and regional mortality from 235 causes of death for 20 age groups in 1990 and 2010: a systematic 
analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2010. Lancet. 2012;380(9859):2095–2128. doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(12)61728-0

27. Vos T, Flaxman AD, Naghavi M, et al. Years lived with disability (YLDs) for 1160 sequelae of 289 diseases and injuries 1990–2010: a systematic 
analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2010. Lancet. 2012;380(9859):2163–2196. doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(12)61729-2

28. Miller MR, Hankinson J, Brusasco V, et al. Standardisation of spirometry. Eur Respir J. 2005;26(2):319–338. doi:10.1183/09031936.05.00034805
29. Agustí A, Celli BR, Criner GJ, et al. Global initiative for chronic obstructive Lung Disease 2023 report: GOLD executive summary. Eur Respir J. 

2023;61(4):2300239. doi:10.1183/13993003.00239-2023
30. Hankinson JL, Odencrantz JR, Fedan KB. Spirometric reference values from a sample of the general U.S. population. Am J Respir Crit Care Med. 

1999;159(1):179–187. doi:10.1164/ajrccm.159.1.9712108
31. Adibi A, Sadatsafavi M. Looking at the COPD spectrum through “PRISm”. Eur Respir J. 2020;55(1):1902217. doi:10.1183/13993003.02217-2019
32. Mannino DM, Holguin F, Pavlin BI, Ferdinands JM. Risk factors for prevalence of and mortality related to restriction on spirometry: findings from 

the First National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey and follow-up. Int J Tuberc Lung Dis. 2005;9(6):613–621.
33. Bowerman C, Bhakta NR, Brazzale D, et al. A race-neutral approach to the interpretation of lung function measurements. Am J Respir Crit Care 

Med. 2023;207(6):768–774. doi:10.1164/rccm.202205-0963OC
34. Marott JL, Ingebrigtsen TS, Çolak Y, Vestbo J, Lange P. Trajectory of preserved ratio impaired spirometry. Am J Respir Crit Care Med. 2021;204 

(8):910–920. doi:10.1164/rccm.202102-0517OC
35. Parekh TM, Bhatia S, Cherrington A, et al. Factors influencing decline in quality of life in smokers without airflow obstruction: the COPDGene 

study. Respir Med. 2020;161:105820. doi:10.1016/j.rmed.2019.105820
36. Maclay JD, MacNee W. Cardiovascular disease in COPD: mechanisms. Chest. 2013;143(3):798–807. doi:10.1378/chest.12-0938
37. Wan ES, Hokanson JE, Murphy JR, et al. Clinical and radiographic predictors of GOLD-unclassified smokers in the COPDGene study. Am J Respir 

Crit Care Med. 2011;184(1):57–63. doi:10.1164/rccm.201101-0021OC
38. Jones RL, Nzekwu MM. The effects of body mass index on lung volumes. Chest. 2006;130(3):827–833. doi:10.1378/chest.130.3.827
39. Fenger RV, Gonzalez-Quintela A, Vidal C, et al. The longitudinal relationship of changes of adiposity to changes in pulmonary function and risk of 

asthma in a general adult population. BMC Pulm Med. 2014;14:208. doi:10.1186/1471-2466-14-208
40. Pompe E, Strand M, van Rikxoort EM, et al. Five-year progression of emphysema and air trapping at CT in smokers with and those without chronic 

obstructive pulmonary disease: results from the COPDGene Study. Radiology. 2020;295(1):218–226. doi:10.1148/radiol.2020191429
41. Lei J, Huang K, Wu S, et al. Heterogeneities and impact profiles of early chronic obstructive pulmonary disease status: findings from the China 

Pulmonary Health Study. Lancet Reg Health West Pac. 2024;45:101021. doi:10.1016/j.lanwpc.2024.101021
42. Gold DR, Wang X, Wypij D, Speizer FE, Ware JH, Dockery DW. Effects of cigarette smoking on lung function in adolescent boys and girls. N Engl 

J Med. 1996;335(13):931–937. doi:10.1056/NEJM199609263351304
43. Allinson JP, Hardy R, Donaldson GC, Shaheen SO, Kuh D, Wedzicha JA. Combined impact of smoking and early-life exposures on adult lung 

function trajectories. Am J Respir Crit Care Med. 2017;196(8):1021–1030. doi:10.1164/rccm.201703-0506OC
44. Grigsby MR, Siddharthan T, Pollard SL, et al. Low body mass index is associated with higher odds of COPD and lower lung function in low-and 

middle-income countries. COPD. 2019;16(1):58–65. doi:10.1080/15412555.2019.1589443
45. de Barros Mendes Lopes T, Groth EE, Veras M, et al. Pre- and postnatal exposure of mice to concentrated urban PM2.5 decreases the number of 

alveoli and leads to altered lung function at an early stage of life. Environ Pollut. 2018;241:511–520. doi:10.1016/j.envpol.2018.05.055
46. Tilert T, Dillon C, Paulose-Ram R, Hnizdo E, Doney B. Estimating the U.S. prevalence of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease using pre- and 

post-bronchodilator spirometry: the National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES) 2007–2010. Respir Res. 2013;14(1):103. 
doi:10.1186/1465-9921-14-103

International Journal of Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease                                                 

Publish your work in this journal 
The International Journal of COPD is an international, peer-reviewed journal of therapeutics and pharmacology focusing on concise rapid reporting 
of clinical studies and reviews in COPD. Special focus is given to the pathophysiological processes underlying the disease, intervention programs, 
patient focused education, and self management protocols. This journal is indexed on PubMed Central, MedLine and CAS. The manuscript 
management system is completely online and includes a very quick and fair peer-review system, which is all easy to use. Visit http://www. 
dovepress.com/testimonials.php to read real quotes from published authors.  

Submit your manuscript here: https://www.dovepress.com/international-journal-of-chronic-obstructive-pulmonary-disease-journal

International Journal of Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease 2025:20 302

Xiao et al                                                                                                                                                                            

Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)Powered by TCPDF (www.tcpdf.org)

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-61932-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resinv.2022.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-24657-w
https://doi.org/10.4187/respcare.07712
https://doi.org/10.4187/respcare.07712
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(12)61728-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(12)61729-2
https://doi.org/10.1183/09031936.05.00034805
https://doi.org/10.1183/13993003.00239-2023
https://doi.org/10.1164/ajrccm.159.1.9712108
https://doi.org/10.1183/13993003.02217-2019
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.202205-0963OC
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.202102-0517OC
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rmed.2019.105820
https://doi.org/10.1378/chest.12-0938
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201101-0021OC
https://doi.org/10.1378/chest.130.3.827
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2466-14-208
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiol.2020191429
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lanwpc.2024.101021
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJM199609263351304
https://doi.org/10.1164/rccm.201703-0506OC
https://doi.org/10.1080/15412555.2019.1589443
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.05.055
https://doi.org/10.1186/1465-9921-14-103
https://www.dovepress.com
http://www.dovepress.com/testimonials.php
http://www.dovepress.com/testimonials.php
https://www.facebook.com/DoveMedicalPress/
https://twitter.com/dovepress
https://www.linkedin.com/company/dove-medical-press
https://www.youtube.com/user/dovepress

	Introduction
	Methods
	Study Design and Data Collection
	Participants
	Definitions of Normal Spirometry, PRISm, and COPD
	Covariates
	Mortality Assessment
	Statistical Analyses
	Patient and Public Involvement

	Results
	Baseline Characteristics of the Participants
	All-Cause Mortality
	Sensitivity Analysis
	Subgroup Analysis

	Discussion
	Strengths and Limitations

	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Ethical Approval
	Informed Consent
	Funding
	Disclosure

