Q«J nutrients

Article

Prolonged Water-Only Fasting Followed by a Whole-Plant-Food
Diet Is a Potential Long-Term Management Strategy for
Hypertension and Obesity

Evelyn Zeiler 1 Sahmla Gabriel 1, Mackson Ncube 1, Natasha Thompson 1 Daniel Newmire
and Toshia R. Myers 1*

Alan C. Goldhamer *

check for
updates

Citation: Zeiler, E.; Gabriel, S.;
Ncube, M.; Thompson, N.;

Newmire, D.; Scharf, E.L.;
Goldhamer, A.C.; Myers, T.R.
Prolonged Water-Only Fasting
Followed by a Whole-Plant-Food Diet
Is a Potential Long-Term Management
Strategy for Hypertension and
Obesity. Nutrients 2024, 16, 3959.
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu16223959

Academic Editors: Ehud Grossman,
Anabelle Retondario, Dror Dicker and

Nagila Raquel Teixeira Damasceno

Received: 22 October 2024
Revised: 12 November 2024
Accepted: 17 November 2024
Published: 20 November 2024

Copyright: © 2024 by the authors.
Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.
This article is an open access article
distributed under the terms and
conditions of the Creative Commons
Attribution (CC BY) license (https://
creativecommons.org/licenses /by /
4.0/).

2(D, Eugene L. Scharf 30,

1 TrueNorth Health Foundation, Santa Rosa, CA 95404, USA; drevezeiler@gmail.com (E.Z.);
macksonncube@gmail.com (M.N.)

School of Health Promotion and Kinesiology, Texas Women'’s University, Denton, TX 76204, USA
Department of Neurology, Mayo Clinic, Rochester, MN 55905, USA

TrueNorth Health Center, Santa Rosa, CA 95404, USA; dracg@truenorthhealth.com

*  Correspondence: drmyers@truenorthhealth.org

W N

Abstract: Objective: This single-arm, pre—post interventional trial (clinicaltrials.gov, NCT04515095)
investigates the safety, feasibility, and potential effectiveness of prolonged water-only fasting followed
by a whole-plant-food diet in the long-term management of hypertension and other cardiometabolic
disorders. Methods: Safety was assessed based on adverse events (AEs) that were recorded according
to Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events (CTCAE) v5.0. Feasibility was assessed based
on retention rate, ability to complete minimal fast length, and intervention acceptability. Twenty-nine
participants with stage 1 and 2 hypertension and without type 2 diabetes were enrolled from a
residential fasting center. Results: Study retention was 100% at the end of the refeed and 93% at the
six-week follow-up visit. Median (range) fasting and refeeding duration were 11 (7—40) and 5 (3-17)
days, respectively, and 90% of participants were able to complete at least 7 days of fasting. The
majority of AEs were mild (grade 1) and transient and there were no higher-grade or serious AEs.
At the end of the intervention, median systolic/diastolic blood pressure had normalized to below
130/80 mmHg, body weight reduced by >5%, and anti-hypertensive medication was completely
discontinued. These results were sustained for at least six weeks and potentially up to one year.
Conclusions: Our data suggest that the intervention may be a feasible, well-tolerated, low-risk option
for lowering and managing high blood pressure, excess body weight, and other cardiometabolic
disorders in people with stage 1 and 2 hypertension.

Keywords: hypertension; prolonged water-only fasting; prolonged fasting; adverse events; whole-
plant-food diet; anti-hypertensive medication use; obesity

1. Introduction

More than half of US adults have hypertension (HTN), a primary modifiable risk factor
for developing cardiovascular disease (CVD), kidney disease, and other conditions, with
associated healthcare costs estimated at USD 131 billion annually [1-5]. Current treatment
guidelines recommend diet and lifestyle modifications for all people with high blood
pressure (BP) and the use of anti-hypertensive medications when systolic blood pressure
(SBP) and/or diastolic blood pressure (DBP) reaches >140/90 mmHg (Stage 2 HTN) or
in high-risk patients when SBP and/or DBP reaches >130/80 mmHg (Stage 1 HTN) [5].
However, up to 60% of medicated patients with HTN continue to have uncontrolled
high BP, potentially due to modest BP reductions, high rates of adverse side effects, and
low adherence rates associated with anti-hypertensive medications [6,7]. Additionally,
lowering high BP with anti-hypertensive medications significantly reduces risk only in
patients already at high risk for CVD [8]. Diet and lifestyle modifications may lower high BP,
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reduce associated CVD risks, and decrease rates of polypharmacy, but these interventions
also suffer from low adherence rates [9-11]. Thus, there is a need for innovative treatment
options to prevent and reverse high blood pressure, ideally with an overall improvement
in cardiovascular health.

Medically supervised, prolonged water-only fasting followed by an exclusively whole-
plant-food diet free of added salt, oil, and sugar (SOS-free diet) has a very low risk of
causing severe or serious adverse events and effectively lowers borderline and high blood
pressure [12-14]. The intervention may support adherence to diet and lifestyle modifica-
tions and also correlates with sustained improvements in biomarkers of CVD risk [15,16].
To further evaluate the potential of this intervention as a treatment for HTN, we conducted
a single-arm pre—post interventional trial with long-term follow-up. The primary aim was
to assess the safety and feasibility of the intervention in adults with stage 1 and stage 2 HTN
and without type 2 diabetes. We systematically collected and reported adverse events and
treatment deviations, along with study retention rates, participants’ ability to complete the
minimum fasting duration, and self-reported acceptability of the intervention. Additionally,
we measured the immediate, sustained, and long-term effects of the intervention on blood
pressure and other cardiometabolic risk factors.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Ethical Approval

This study was approved by the TrueNorth Health Foundation Institutional Review
Board (TNHF2020-1HTN and TNHF2021-1HTNFU) and registered at clinicaltrials.gov
(NCT04515095). The research was conducted in accordance with the approved protocol
and complied with the standards of the Declaration of Helsinki. All participants provided
written informed consent before data collection began.

2.2. Participant Enrollment and Study Protocol

This study was a single-arm pre—post intervention trial that recruited patients with
stage 1 and 2 HTN who were undergoing an elective, medically supervised, water-only fast
of at least seven days at a residential fasting center between August 2020 and September
2021. Thirty participants were enrolled, of which one was ineligible due to pre-existing
hyponatremia that contraindicates fasting (Figure 1). Consenting participants of any sex,
aged 30-75 years, with uncontrolled (SBP > 130 mmHg and/or DBP > 80 mmHg) or
medication-controlled HTN, fasting glucose < 126 mg/dL and/or hemoglobin Alc < 7%,
and prior approval by a non-research physician to water-only fast for at least seven consec-
utive days followed by a refeeding period of at least half the fasting length were eligible for
inclusion. Exclusion criteria included SBP > 180 and/or DBP > 120 mmHg at the time of en-
rollment, active malignancy, active kidney disease, active inflammatory disorder (including
classic autoimmune connective tissue disorders, multiple sclerosis, inflammatory bowel
disorders), stroke or heart attack within the last 90 days, and the inability to discontinue
medications and/or supplements. Study dates overlapped with NCT04514146, conducted
at the same fasting center, and 18/29 participants were co-enrolled in that study [15].

During the treatment period, onsite study visits occurred daily and at baseline (BL),
end-of-fast (EOF), and end-of-refeed (EOR). Two additional study visits occurred either
onsite or remotely: an expected visit that occurred 6 weeks after departure from the fasting
center (6wFU) and one unexpected visit that occurred 12 months after the 6wFU visit
(12mFU). During daily visits, symptoms and vital signs were assessed, and adverse events
(AEs) were recorded. Additionally, demographics, medical diagnoses, medication use, total
body weight (BW), blood pressure (BP), abdominal circumference (AC), and blood and
urine samples were collected at BL, EOF, EOR, weekly from BL to EOR, 6wWFU, and 12mFU
visits (see supplemental methods 1.1 and 1.2 for data collection details). Web-based versions
of three questionnaires were administered: the SOS-Free Diet Screener [15] at BL, 6wFU,
and 12mFU visits; the Treatment Adherence/Acceptability Scale (TAAS) [17] questionnaire
at EOF and 6wFU visits; and the Food Acceptability Questionnaire (FAQ) [18] at BL, EOR,
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6wFU, and 12mFU visits. Data collection and survey distribution were performed using
the web-based software Research Electronic Data Capture (REDCap) [19]. Missing data are
described in Figure 1 and the legend of respective tables.

Enrolled Participants:
N=30

—— > n=1; did not meet inclusion criteria
W

Completed BL Visit:
n=29

L4

Completed EOF Visit:
n=29

l

Completed EOR Visit:
n=29

l—) n=2; withdrew from study

Completed 6wFU Visit:
n=27

———n=10; did not re-enroll in 12mFU

v

Completed 12mFU Visit:
n=17

Figure 1. Enrollment and participation flow diagram. See “Participant Enrollment and Study
Protocol” in the “Materials and Methods” section and “Participant Characteristics” in the “Results”
section for details on eligibility and data collection. N, number of participants; BL, baseline; EOF,
end-of-fast; EOR, end-of-refeed; 6WwFU, six-week follow-up; 12mFU, 12-month follow-up. At EOF
visit, 2/29 participants began refeeding before the blood draw and were excluded from serology and
urinalysis. At the 6wWFU visit, 2 out of 27 provided incomplete data: one provided all data except for
anthropometric measurements, and one provided only blood pressure data.

2.3. Medically Supervised Water-Only Fasting Protocol

The prefeeding, fasting, and refeeding protocol took place at a residential fasting center.
The protocol was previously described in detail [14]. Participants were approved to water-
only fast by medical doctors not affiliated with this study after a thorough examination,
which included detailed patient history, comprehensive physical exam, basic neurological
and psychological status, complete blood count (CBC), comprehensive metabolic panel
(CMP), urinalysis, and additional tests as clinically indicated, in order to rule out con-
traindications to fasting. Medication use while water-only fasting is contraindicated, and
ability to safely discontinue medication use was a requirement for enrollment in this study.
Participants received 24 h medical supervision during the entire treatment (i.e., prefeeding,
water-only fasting, and refeeding). Vital signs were examined by medical personnel twice
per day, and labs were ordered once per week or as requested by the attending physician.

2.3.1. Prefeeding

A prefeeding period began at least two days prior to the water-only fast, during
which participants eliminated all recreational drugs (e.g., coffee, alcohol, nicotine, etc.) and
specific foods (i.e., grains, legumes, dairy, meat, seafood, added sugar, oils, and salt, and all
processed foods) and ate only the provided raw/steamed fruits and vegetables. During this
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time, participants were weaned off anti-hypertensive and other medications as determined
appropriate by the attending physician based on clinical protocol and according to the
individual participant’s medical needs.

2.3.2. Fasting

Participants remained onsite during the entire fasting period, were encouraged to
engage in a small amount of low-intensity physical activity (i.e., slow walking and light
stretching), and did not operate heavy machinery (e.g., automobiles). During the water-
only fast, participants drank a minimum of 1.2 L/day of steam-distilled water. If medically
indicated (e.g., due to blood electrolyte imbalance, hypoglycemia, or gastroesophageal
reflux disease) or desired by the participant, vegetable broth (VB; 80 kcal per day) was
consumed. VB has such an insignificant number of calories that it does not prevent
ketosis or reverse ketosis once it is initiated and is assumed to be equivalent to water. The
fast continued for the predetermined amount of time or was modified according to the
individual patient’s needs. In cases of more severe adverse events or discomfort, the fast
was temporarily or indefinitely broken with fruit and vegetable juice (500-600 kcal per day)
or potato/zucchini blend (900 kcal per day).

2.3.3. Refeeding

The refeeding diet was administered in five phases: (1) fruit and vegetable juice;
(2) raw fruits/vegetables; (3) raw /steamed vegetables and fruits; (4) raw /steamed fruits
and vegetables, grains, and nuts or avocado; (5) unrestricted whole-plant foods free of
added salt, oil, and sugar. Each of the five refeeding phases lasted 1 day for every 7-10 days
of water-only fasting, for a period of time lasting at least one-half of the total fast length
(e.g., 10 days of fasting would correspond to 5 days of refeeding with 1 day on each of the
five phases). If medically indicated (e.g., due to food intolerance), the refeeding protocol
was modified [14]. Before leaving the center, participants received basic nutrition education
and were instructed to continue the exclusively whole-plant-food, SOS-free diet for at least
the next six weeks. There were no further instructions after the 6wFU visit.

2.4. Adverse Events Recording and Analysis

While prefeeding, fasting, and refeeding, AEs were identified in daily interviews
conducted by trained clinical research personnel, daily physical (i.e., daily vital signs)
examinations, weekly blood analysis (i.e., CBC and CMP), and weekly urinalysis. AEs
were recorded by date and according to Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events
(CTCAE) [20] based on symptom categorization and severity (grade 1, mild; grade 2,
moderate; grade 3, severe; grade 4, life-threatening; grade 5, death). The CTCAE describes
AE terms according to the Medical Dictionary for Regulatory Activities (MedDRA) as
lowest-level terms (LLT) that are grouped into a system organ class (SOC). For terms
not specifically listed in the CTCAE and listed under the MedDRA SOC as ‘other’, new
terms were added and graded according to the CTCAE guideline that described the AE as
best as possible. All AEs were reported regardless of attribution. Pre-existing conditions
were considered an AE if reoccurring or increasing in severity at any time during the
intervention. The same AE may have occurred multiple times for the same participant
and was counted as a new event if it decreased or increased in grade or had previously
resolved but subsequently returned. AE outcomes (i.e., resolved, persisted, unknown) were
determined as follows: the outcome was considered “resolved” if the symptom cleared
completely or the severity of the event decreased (e.g., G2 decreased to G1). The outcome
was considered “persisted” if the AE did not resolve at EOR or 6wFU visit. The outcome
was considered “unknown” if the interview or specific analysis was not repeated (only
AEs determined by CMP and CBC were monitored at 6wFU) or if the participant failed
to report back at the 6wFU visit. The total number of AEs for all participants during the
entire intervention was counted and presented based on SOC, LLT, grade, and outcome.
Additionally, the top 10% of total AEs experienced by participants were presented based
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on LLT, grade, and treatment phase (i.e., prefeeding, fasting, and refeeding). AEs were
further categorized as the highest-grade adverse event (HGAE) during the entirety of each
participant’s intervention.

2.5. Daily Vital Signs

Daily vital signs, including body weight (BW), BP, peripheral oxygen saturation
(Sp0Oy), and body temperature (BT), were collected onsite by trained clinical research staff
every morning from BL through EOR. Baseline values were calculated from day 2 daily
vitals data. Participants were asked to rest in a seated position with their arms elevated
to heart level on a table or pillow for five minutes prior to having their BP (Welch Allyn-
Connex ProBP 3400, Hill-Rom Holding Inc., Chicago, IL, USA), BT (Welch Allyn Sure
Temp plus 690, Hill-Rom Holding Inc., Chicago, IL, USA), peripheral oxygen saturation
(SpOy, Zacurate 500DL, Zacurate, Stafford, TX, USA), and pulse rate and rhythm (manually
for 15 s or 1 min) measured. BW was self-reported using a floor scale (WW26, Conair
LLC, Stamford, CT, USA). Participants were also observed and asked about hours of sleep,
energy level, urination characteristics (dysuria, difficulty, changes), nausea, presyncope
(i-e., near fainting), quantity of water intake, bowel movements (frequency, characteristics),
and any other symptoms for the previous 24 h as well as about any unresolved complaints.

2.6. Questionnaires
2.6.1. SOS-Free Dietary Screener

Adherence to the recommended SOS-Free Diet was assessed with a 27-question
screener as previously described [15]. The SOS-Free Dietary Screener was administered
online at BL, 6wWFU, and 12mFU visits. A non-adherence score was calculated based on the
consumption of inclusionary and exclusionary foods over the previous 30 days. The mini-
mum non-adherence score is zero (i.e., 100% adherent), and the maximum non-adherence
score is 82.5 (i.e., 0% adherent).

2.6.2. Treatment Acceptability Adherence Scale

Acceptability of the treatment was assessed using the Treatment Acceptability/Adherence
Scale (TAAS) [17]. The TAAS was administered online at EOF and 6wFU visits. The
TAAS contains 10 questions with response options ranging from 1 (disagree strongly) to
4 (neither agree nor disagree) to 7 (agree strongly). Negatively worded questions (#3-5,
#7-8, #10) were reverse scored, and total scores were obtained by summing all answers.
Scoring ranged from 70 to 10, with higher scores indicating greater treatment acceptability.
Individual questions are shown in Figure S1.

2.6.3. Food Acceptability Questionnaire

Acceptability of foods permitted on the SOS-Free Diet was assessed using the Food
Acceptability Questionnaire [18]. The FAQ was administered online at BL, EOR, 6wFU, and
12mFU visits. The questionnaire contains 10 questions with response options ranging from
1 (not at all) to 7 (extremely). Negatively worded questions (#4 and #8) were reverse scored,
and total scores were obtained by summing all answers. Scoring ranged from 70 to 10, with
higher scores indicating greater acceptability of permissible foods. Individual questions
are shown in Figure S2.

2.7. Statistical Analysis

Data cleaning and statistical analysis were conducted using R, with descriptive statis-
tics reported as medians and interquartile ranges (IQR) [21]. The statistical analysis aimed
to estimate within-group changes between visits (e.g., BL, EOF, EOR, 6wFU, and 12mFU).
The analysis employed random intercept generalized linear mixed-effects models, with
clinical parameters as dependent variables and participant ID as the grouping variable.
Age and sex served as fixed effect control variables in all models; baseline HTN status was
also included for binary outcome models.
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Continuous outcomes were analyzed using ImerTest version 3.1.3 [22], while binary
and count outcomes used Ime4 version 1.1.32 [23]. Binary data were modeled using a
binomial family parameter with a logit link, and count data used a Poisson family parameter
with a log link. Regression coefficients and 95% confidence intervals (CI) were extracted
using broom.mixed version 0.2.9.4 [24]. Missing data were addressed through complete case
analysis, where case is defined as a visit within participant. Model diagnostics employed the
modelDiagnostics function from multilevelTools version 0.0.1 [25], with model assumption
violations addressed by comparing ImerTest results to Robust Scoring Equations estimator
(RSE) results from robustlmm version 3.2.0 [26,27] using the Satterthwaite approximation
from sjPlot version 2.8.14 [28]. RSE results were preferred when they differed substantially
from the ImerTest analysis. The RSE method was not available for binary or count outcomes.

After data collection was complete, a post-hoc simulation-based power analysis [29]
was conducted. This analysis used hypothetical population effect sizes and standard
deviations [30] derived from the SBP and BMI models in Table 4 of Gabriel et al. [15]
The goal was to estimate the sample size required to achieve 80% statistical power at an
alpha level of 0.05 for parameter estimates assessing within-group changes from BL to
6wFU visits. For SBP, the power analysis indicated that 80% power could be attained with
32 participants. Adjusting the simulation to increase the magnitude of effect sizes associated
with the visits by 10% resulted in achieving 80% power with a reduced sample size of
27 participants. For the exploratory secondary endpoint BMI, the analysis demonstrated
that 80% statistical power could be reached with 27 participants.

The rates of change in clinical parameters were estimated using linear mixed-effect
models [31] implemented with nlme version 3.1.160 [32]. Models included the clinical
parameter as the dependent variable, day of study phase as a fixed effect, and participant
ID as the random intercept. A random slope for day of study phase was included when
supported by lower Akaike Information Criterion and Bayesian Information Criterion
values. Separate models were fitted for prefeeding, fasting, and refeeding. For the body
weight analysis, the fasting phase was divided into early (days 1-5) and late periods
with phase, day of study phase, and their interaction included as fixed effects. Model
assumptions were verified using residual and quantile-quantile plots. RSEs [26] with
Satterthwaite approximation [28] were applied when necessary.

3. Results
3.1. Participant Characteristics

Baseline characteristics of participants (N = 29) are presented in Table 1. All partic-
ipants had a diagnosis of stage 1 or 2 HTN, and 15 (52%) were taking anti-hypertensive
medications. The most common pre-existing comorbidities were obesity (n = 15; 52%) and
mixed and unspecified hyperlipidemia (n = 12; 41%) (Tables 1 and S1).

Table 1. Select baseline characteristics.

Total Participants, N 29
Total Medicated " Participants, n (%) 15 (52)
Female, n (%) 19 (66)
Median (IQR) Age, y 62 (58, 67)
SBP < 130 AND DBP < 80 mmHg, n (%) 5" (17)
SBP > 130 AND < 139 mmHg AND/OR DBP > 80 AND < 89 mmHg, n (%) 12 (41)
SBP > 140 AND/OR DBP > 90 mmHg, n (%) 121 (41)
Normal Weight BMI, n (%) 4 (14)
Overweight BMI, n (%) 10 (34)
Obese BMI, n (%) 15 (52)

N, the total number of participants; n, a subset of 29 participants; %, percentage; IQR, interquartile range; y,
years; SBP, systolic blood pressure; DBP, diastolic blood pressure: Stage 1 HTN = 130-139/80-89 mmHg, Stage
2 HTN = >140/90 mmHg; BMI, body mass index: normal weight, 18.5-<25 kg/m?; overweight, 25-<29 kg/m?;
obese >30 kg/m?. ~ Medicated with anti-hypertensive medications; 4 of 5 participants were taking anti-
hypertensive medications.
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3.2. Treatment and Visit Characteristics

This study was conducted onsite at a residential fasting center, and participants” ad-
herence to the fasting and refeeding protocol was monitored by trained medical personnel
as part of standard practice. All 29 participants completed BL, EOF, and EOR visits. Of the
29 participants, 26 (90%) completed at least seven consecutive days of fasting (see full de-
scription of treatment deviations in Section 3.4). The median (range) prefeeding, water-only
fasting, and refeeding duration was 2 (1-4), 11 (7—40), and 5 (3-17) days, respectively.

Participants had daily access to nutrition and health education, were instructed to
continue eating an SOS-free diet while offsite between EOR and 6wFU visits, and did not
receive further dietary instruction thereafter. Of the 29 participants, 27 (93%) attended
the 6WwFU visit, which occurred at a median (range) of 45 (40-58) days after the EOR
visit (Figure 1). Of the 27 participants, 17 (63%) attended the unanticipated 12mFU visit,
which occurred at a median (range) of 364 (358, 383) days after the 6WFU visit. Of these
17 participants, 5 voluntarily visited the fasting center for additional interventions between
6wFU and 12mFU visits. Of these, 2 participants visited the fasting center one time and
3 participants visited two times, with a median (range) fasting and refeeding length of
10 (8, 13) and 6 (4, 9) days, respectively.

Participants” adherence to an SOS-free diet during the follow-up periods was assessed
using a previously described dietary screener with scores ranging from 0 (100% adherent)
to 82 (0% adherent) [15]. Responses to individual questions are in Table S2. The mean
(SD) score was 12 (10), 6 (3), and 6 (4) at BL, 6WFU, and 12mFU, respectively. Participants
reported increased fruit and vegetable consumption and decreased consumption of animal
products, added salt, and added oil.

3.3. Adverse Events Identified During Prefeeding, Fasting, and Refeeding

Daily interviews and physical examinations, as well as weekly hematology, serology,
urinalyses, and additional testing as indicated, were used to identify AEs from BL through
EOR visits. AEs were classified into categories and grades using CTCAE v.5.0 [20]. We
identified 453 AEs, of which 381 (84%) were mild Grade 1 (G1), 64 (14%) were moderate
Grade 2 (G2), and 8 (2%) were severe Grade 3 (G3) events (Table 2). There were no Grade
4 (life-threatening), Grade 5 (death), or serious AEs. There were 11 (2%), 350 (77%), and
92 (20%) AEs during prefeeding, fasting, and refeeding, respectively (Table 2). G1, G2, and
G3 were the highest-grade AE (HGAE) experienced by 7% (2/29), 69% (20/29), and 24%
(7/29) of participants, respectively.

Table 2. Total adverse events by grade and treatment phase.

N (%)
AE Grade Prefeeding Fasting Refeeding All Phases
1 9 289 83 381 (84)
2 2 54 8 64 (14)
3 0 7 1 8(2)
4 0 0 0 0
5 0 0 0 0
Total 11(2) 350 (77) 92 (20) 453 (100)

N (%), number and percentage of total adverse events; AE, adverse event; Grade 1, mild; Grade 2, moderate;
Grade 3, severe; Grade 4, life-threatening; Grade 5, death. There were no Grade 4 or 5 events.

A detailed account of adverse event type, severity, prevalence, and outcomes can
be found in Supplemental Tables S3 and S4. The most commonly occurring AEs (i.e.,
experienced by >10% of participants) by treatment stage are shown in Table S3. Overall,
the five most common events were mild-to-moderate fatigue, mild decrease in blood
bicarbonate, mild decrease in BUN/ creatinine, mild-to-moderate high blood pressure, and
mild-to-moderate nausea. During fasting, the three most common events were fatigue,
hypertension, and decreased blood bicarbonate. There were 15 AE classifications that only



Nutrients 2024, 16, 3959

8 of 16

occurred during fasting (Table S3), including presyncope and various mild changes in
blood chemistry and/or blood count identified by CMP and CBC analysis (Tables S5-58).
During refeeding, fatigue was the most common event, and diarrhea occurred only during
refeeding (Table S3). As expected, four-fifths of hyperglycemia events occurred during
refeeding. The other hyperglycemic event was identified at the EOF visit and may be due
to an unreported protocol deviation.

Total AEs, associated system organ class, and event outcome are shown in Table S4.
The most frequently occurring G1 events were fatigue (n = 60/381), dizziness (n = 23/381),
decreased blood bicarbonate (n = 22/381), decreased BUN/ creatinine ratio (n = 18/381),
nausea (n = 13/381), and decreased chloride (n = 13/381) and did not require intervention.
Of the 381 G1 events, 33 were unresolved at EOR or 6wFU visits, and the outcome of 19/381
G1 events was unknown due to either unrepeated tests (9/19) or participant dropout
(10/19). The most frequently occurring G2 events were fatigue (n = 19/64), hypertension
(16/64), and presyncope (n = 10/64). All of the G2 events were resolved while onsite
(n=63/64) or before the 6WFU visit (n = 1/64). Of the eight G3 events, seven were
hypertensive events, and one was a low neutrophil count. All G3 hypertensive events
resolved before the EOR visit, but it is unknown if the low neutrophil count resolved due
to participant dropout at the 6wFU visit.

We also assessed median changes in the clinical and laboratory markers used to assess
AEs at each study visit. The median (IQR) for CBC variables remained within the normal
range throughout this study (Table S5), but several values significantly changed, and some
changes were considered to be AEs. For example, there was a statistically significant
increase in red blood cells at the EOF visit, and there were six G1 AEs due to increased
red blood cells that did not require intervention (Tables 54 and S6). There were also
several CMP values with statistically significant changes (e.g., decreased sodium at the
EOF visit that resulted in 5 G1 hyponatremia events that did not require intervention,
Tables 54 and S8). However, the only abnormal median (IQR) values included low BUN
[6 (4, 8) mg/dL] for participants >60 years old at the EOR visit, low BUN/ creatinine ratio
at EOF [8 (7, 11) mg/dL] and EOR [7 (6, 9) mg/dL] visits for the entire population, and
decreased carbon dioxide [17 (15, 20) mmol /L] at the EOF visit (Tables S7 and S8). Median
values increased to the normal range for carbon dioxide at the EOR visit and for BUN and
BUN/ creatinine ratio at the 6wFU visit.

Urinalysis confirmed that during fasting, the concentration of ketones increased
while pH decreased, and both values reverted to baseline upon refeeding when glucose
metabolism resumed (Table 59). At EOF, median urine volume (mL) decreased along with
a slight increase in median (IQR) urine specific gravity (USG) to 1.008 (1.006, 1.010), which
is well below the value (1.020) indicating dehydration (Table S10). Although the standard
USG data do not suggest that clinically significant dehydration occurred during fasting,
dipstick analysis indicates that at EOF, four participants had USG > 1.020, suggesting
mild dehydration (Table S9). Median sodium (mmol/24 h) excretion also decreased to
slightly below the reference range at EOF and EOR but normalized by the 6wFU (Table S10).
Median potassium (mmol/24 h) excretion was slightly elevated at baseline but decreased to
low-normal at EOF, and was also normalized by the 6wFU. Pulse significant increase from
BL to EOF visits (§ (95% CI): 7.66 beats/min (3.10 to 12.21)), corresponding to an estimated
rate of change of 0.55 beats/min per day, respectively, during fasting, but the changes were
not clinically significant (Tables 3, 4 and S11). There were no clinically meaningful changes
observed for BT and SpO2 (Tables 3, 4 and S11). These results indicate that fasting causes
various temporary minor changes that are likely necessary to maintain homeostasis during
the fasted state.
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Table 3. Vital signs by visit.
Median (IQR)
BL EOF EOR
BW, kg 86.6 (80.1, 97.6) 79.1 (724, 87.8) 81.4 (73.8, 88.7)
SBP, mmHg
<120 135 (123, 150) 125 (120, 131) 114 (108, 123)
DBP, mmHg
<80 81 (7, 88) 84 (80, 85) 78 (74, 82)
BT, °C
36.1-37.2 36.7 (36.5, 36.9) 36.6 (36.5, 36.7) 36.7 (36.6, 36.9)
Pulse, min—!
60-100 66 (60, 70) 73 (68, 83) 69 (64, 80)
SpO;y, %
95-100 98 (97, 99) 98 (97, 99) 98 (98, 98)

Normal reference ranges are listed below each variable. At BL, EOF, and EOR, there were 29 participants. At the
6wFU and 12mFU, there were 26 and 17 participants, respectively. IQR, interquartile range; BL, baseline; EOF,
end-of-fast; EOR, end-of-refeed; 6WFU, six-week follow-up; 12mFU, 12-month follow-up; BW, body weight; DBP,
diastolic blood pressure; mmHg, millimeter mercury; kg; BT, body temperature; °C, degrees Celsius; min~!, per
minute; SpO,, saturation of peripheral oxygen; %, percent.

Table 4. Significance of differences for vital signs.

Estimates (95% CI)

p-Value
EOF-BL EOR-BL EOR-EOF
. _776*(—8.85 —6.66) —659%(—7.69, —5.49)  1.17*(0.07,2.26)
1
Weight, kg <0.001 <0.001 0.038
—9.34* (—15.80, ~18.93 * (—25.39, —9.59 * (—16.04,
SBP, mmHg ~2.89) ~12.48) ~3.13)
0.006 <0.001 0.005
071 (=2.76,417)  —433%(—7.79, —0.87) —5.03 * (—8.50, —1.57)
DBP, mmHg 0.693 0.017 0.006
BT, °C —0.06 (—0.18, 0.06) 0.03 (—0.08, 0.15) 0.09 (—0.02, 0.21)
0313 0.589 0.122
Pulse, min ! 7.66 * (3.10,12.21) 5.00 * (0.45, 9.55) 266 (—7.21,1.90)
0.002 0.036 0.258
Sp0,, % ¥ 0.07 (—0.56, 0.71) 0.27 (—0.36, 0.89) 0.19 (—0.43, 0.82)
0.820 0.408 0.550

CI, confidence interval; BL, baseline; EOF, end-of-fast; EOR, end-of-refeed; 6WFU, six-week follow-up; 12mFU,
12-month follow-up; BW, body weight; SBP, systolic blood pressure; DBP, diastolic blood pressure; mmHg,
millimeter mercury; kg, kilogram; BT, body temperature; °C, degrees Celsius; min~!, per minute; SpO,, saturation
of peripheral oxygen; %, percent. * Zero lies outside the 95% CI, so the finding is considered significant. ¥ Used
robust mixed effects model on complete cases. Weight, SBP, and DBP models included 6wFU and 12mFU time
points as described for Table S14 [15].

3.4. Deviations in Water-Only Fasting Intervention

As described in Section 3.2, 3/29 (10%) participants did not complete at least seven
consecutive days of fasting. One fasted entirely on vegetable broth due to pre-existing
cardiac arrhythmia. Of the other two participants, one temporarily interrupted the fast
with a steamed potato/zucchini blend due to a G2 gastroesophageal reflux event, and
one modified the fast with vegetable and fruit juice due to G2 hypoglycemia. Of the
26 participants, 17 completed at least seven consecutive days of fasting solely on water and
9 supplemented distilled water with vegetable broth (80 kcal/day) without interrupting
ketosis. Six of those nine participants consumed vegetable broth while fasting because of
a treatment-emergent AE, including G2 presyncope (n = 3), G1 gastroesophageal reflux
(n =1), G1 hypokalemia (n = 1), and G1 dry mouth (n = 1). The remaining 3 consumed
vegetable broth for non-medical reasons. Additionally, of the 26 participants, 2 completed
at least seven consecutive fasting days and had their fast prematurely terminated after
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day seven due to an AE, which included 1 participant with a G2 nausea event and 1 with
concurrent G1 hypokalemia and G1 electrocardiogram QT-corrected prolonged events.

3.5. Changes in BW, Anti-Hypertensive Medication Use, and BP

BW and BP were also collected during daily vital signs monitoring throughout fasting
and refeeding. At baseline (i.e., day 2 of daily rounding), 52%, 34%, and 14% had obesity,
overweight, and normal weight, respectively (Table 1). At the EOR visit, 38%, 31%, 28%,
and 3% had obesity, overweight, normal weight, and underweight, respectively (Table 512).
Baseline median (IQR) BW had a clinically meaningful reduction from 87.0 (80.0, 96.3) kg
at BL to 79.1 (72.4, 87.8) kg and 81.4 (73.8, 88.7) kg at EOF and EOR visits, respectively
(Table 3); after controlling for age and sex, the average changes from BL to EOF (3 (95%
CI): —7.76 kg (—8.85 to —6.66)) and from BL to EOR visits (3 (95% CI): —6.59 kg (—7.69 to
—5.49)) were statistically significant (Table 4). This corresponded to an average BW loss of
—0.54 kg/day (p < 0.0001) while fasting, with higher rates of loss early in fasting and an
average gain of 0.23 kg/day (p < 0.0001) while refeeding (Table S11). The one person who
was underweight at the EOF visit recovered to normal weight by the 6wWFU (Table S12).
Median weight loss was also maintained at 6wFU and 12mFU visits (Tables 513 and S14).

The population recruited for this study had a current diagnosis of stage 1 or 2 hyper-
tension. At the BL visit, 15/29 (52%) participants were taking nineteen anti-hypertensive
medications; 11/15 were taking one, and 4/15 were taking two medications (Table S15).
Only 4/15 (27%) had achieved a medication-controlled SBP/DBP of <130/80 mmHg
(Table 1). During the prefeeding period, all participants were tapered completely off
anti-hypertensive medications by a trained physician according to their individual med-
ical needs and remained off medications while at the residential fasting center. Partici-
pants’ medication use after leaving the fasting center was determined independently by
their primary care physician. As such, no participants were taking any anti-hypertensive
medications at EOF or EOR visits. Overall, baseline median (IQR) SBP/DBP had clini-
cally meaningful changes from 135 (123, 150)/81 (7, 88) at BL to 125 (120, 131)/84 (80,
85) and 114 (108, 123)/78 (74, 82) mmHg at EOF and EOR visits, respectively (Table 3,
Figure 2A,B). The estimated changes in SBP/DBP from BL to EOF and in SBP from BL to
EOF were found to be statistically significant after controlling for age and sex (Table 4).
The reductions in BP were sustained at the 6WFU and 12mFU visits. The estimated loss
(95% CI) in SBP/DBP from the BL visit was —10.24/—4.65 (—16.04/—-7.71, —4.46/ —1.57)
and —8.80/—8.83 (—15.47/—-12.35, —2.15/—1.57) mmHg at 6WwFU and 12mFU visits, re-
spectively (Tables S13 and S14).0f the 15 medicated participants, 14 were taking anti-
hypertensive medications at the BL visit and returned for the 6wFU visit; of them, only
1/14 was taking one anti-hypertensive medication at a reduced dose (Table 515). Of the
17 participants, 7 attended the 12mFU visit and were taking anti-hypertensive medications;
5 were remedicated, and 2 were newly medicated (Table S15). Figure 2C-F shows the
SBP/DBP distribution of medicated and unmedicated participants at each study visit.

As previously described for a subset (n = 18) of this population [15], median values
and estimated changes in these and other select cardiometabolic markers are also presented
in Tables S13 and S14. At BL, only median total cholesterol, LDL, and FLI were outside
of the normal limits. Median (IQR) total cholesterol normalized during refeeding to
4.71 (4.12,5.52) mmol/L and was sustained at 6WFU and 12mFU visits. Median LDL
remained slightly elevated throughout this study, and median triglycerides increased
slightly out of normal limits at the EOR visit but normalized again at the 6WFU visit. Median
insulin remained within normal limits throughout this study; however, the statistical model
estimated a significant decrease from BL to EOF visit, a significant increase from BL to EOR
visit and a return to BL by the 6wWFU visit. Median (IQR) FLI was abnormally high at the BL
visit (5T13) and mixed effects modeling provided evidence for a statistically significantly
decrease from BL levels at 6WFU and 12mFU visits (ST14). These results suggest that
the intervention effectively reduces high BP and BW, and may be an effective long-term
management strategy for treating HTN, obesity, and other cardiometabolic disorders.
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Figure 2. SBP (A,C,E) and DBP (B,D,F) by visit of all participants (A,B) and by baseline medication
status (unmedicated (C,D,) and medicated (E,F)). Graphs include individual values as well as first
(lower) and third (upper) quartiles and the median value. Circles and squares in panels (C-F) rep-
resent unmedicated and medicated SBP/DBP, respectively. Participants who attended the 6wFU
visit (n =27) and 12mFU visit (n = 17) are depicted as unfilled (open) and filled (black) symbols,
respectively. Horizontal gray lines represent severity of HTN: SBP 120-129 mmHg, elevated blood
pressure; SBP/DBP > 130/80 mmHg, Stage 1 HTN; SBP/DBP > 140/90 mmHg, Stage 2 HTN. A
total of 3/29 and 12/29 participants did not provide data at 6wFU and 12mFU visits, respectively.
SBP, systolic blood pressure; DBP, diastolic blood pressure; mmHg, millimeter mercury; BL, base-
line; EOF, end-of-fast; EOR, end-of-refeed; 6WFU, six-week follow-up; 12mFU, 12-month follow-up;
HTN, hypertension.

3.6. Water-Only Fasting and SOS-Free Diet Refeeding Treatment Acceptability

Participant acceptability of the entire fasting and refeeding intervention (BL to EOR)
was assessed using the Treatment Acceptability / Adherence Screener (TAAS), with scores
ranging from 10 (no acceptability /adherence) to 70 (full acceptability /adherence). Re-
sponses to individual TAAS questions are shown in Figure S1. Median (IQR) scores were
67 (63, 70) and 66 (60, 69) at EOF and 6wFU visits, respectively, suggesting a high degree of
treatment acceptability.

Participant acceptability of foods permitted on an SOS-free diet was assessed using
the Food Acceptability Questionnaire (FAQ), with scores ranging from 10 (no acceptability)
to 70 (full acceptability). Responses to individual FAQ questions are shown in Figure S2.
Median (IQR) scores were 47 (44, 52), 49 (45, 58), 48 (42, 55), and 45 (32, 70) at BL, EOR,
6wFU, and 12mFU visits, respectively. Together with the high study retention rate, these
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results suggest that participants found the medically supervised fasting and refeeding
intervention to be highly acceptable.

4. Discussion

Here we present data that medically supervised, prolonged water-only fasting and
whole-plant-food refeeding is well-tolerated, feasible, and potentially an effective treatment
in people with multiple metabolic disorders. Importantly, the fasting and refeeding inter-
vention was conducted at a residential fasting center using a protocol in which participants
are thoroughly prescreened for potentially serious contraindications, have access to medical
care 24 h per day, and are individually examined twice daily to identify potentially serious
complications and, if necessary, modify the intervention accordingly. Using this protocol,
more than 90% of participants in this study were able to complete at least seven consecutive
days of fasting, and study attrition through the six-week follow-up visit was less than
10%. Participants also reported that the in-patient intervention was highly acceptable and
preferable to conventional treatment with anti-hypertensive medications.

The most commonly identified AEs included transient mild (G1) or moderate (G2)
fatigue, nausea, presyncope, dizziness, headache, and insomnia, which is in agreement with
previously reported retrospective data from a larger mixed normotensive and hypertensive
population using the same fasting protocol [14]. This study also utilized hematology
and serology to thoroughly screen for AEs and identified some commonly occurring AEs
not reported in our previous study. For example, 72% of participants experienced mild
(G1) decreased blood bicarbonate while fasting, potentially due to the overproduction
of ketoacids [33]. Symptoms of decreased blood bicarbonate include fatigue and nausea,
which could potentially explain, at least in part, the high rates of fatigue and nausea
commonly reported while fasting.

Seven of the eight severe (G3) events identified in this study were HTN and occurred
during fasting, which is unsurprising given that this population had uncontrolled HTN
and/or were weaned off anti-hypertensive medications before starting to fast. All of these
HTN events were resolved while the participants were refeeding. Notably, fasting does
not increase blood pressure in normotensive individuals [14,34]. The other G3 event was a
low neutrophil count during refeeding that progressed from a G1 event during prefeeding.
At the EOR visit, the participant’s WBC count had also decreased to a G1 event. Overall,
we observed a trend of significantly decreased WBC count at EOR, but the median value
did not decrease below the lower normal level, and abnormal values were not associated
with any negative clinical outcomes. Previous research suggests that prolonged fasting
induces stem cell regeneration and leads to a transient reduction in WBC count such that
the body discards old WBCs before the immune system is replenished with new ones [35].
We do not know the relevance of this or other changes in CBC or CMP, but the results are
in line with previous reports and warrant a more thorough analysis beyond the scope of
this manuscript [36]. There were no other G3, life-threatening (G4), death (G5), or serious
adverse events identified in this study. These data indicate that medically supervised
fasting and refeeding are well-tolerated and low-risk in people with stage 1 and 2 HTN.

Similar to previous reports, we observed clinically meaningful and significant reduc-
tions in median SBP, DBP, BW, BMI, AC, and FLI [12,13,15,37,38] that correlated with the
intervention and were sustained at the 6wFU [15]. Remarkably, median unmedicated blood
pressure was normotensive by the EOR visit. At the 6wFU visit, only one participant had
resumed anti-hypertensive medication use, and unmedicated median SBP/DBP was below
130/80 mmHg. Furthermore, the 17 participants who returned for the unanticipated 12mFU
visit sustained a median BP below 130/80 mmHg and maintained median BW loss of >5%,
suggesting the intervention is in alignment with clinical guidelines and may support long-
term outcomes necessary to reduce CVD risk. The role of diet in maintaining outcomes
after fasting remains elusive, but these participants were only moderately adherent to
the recommended diet, suggesting that even with imperfect dietary adherence, outcomes
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achieved during fasting are durable. The long-term BW loss data are especially encouraging
given the long-held belief that weight lost through fasting is quickly regained [39].

The mechanism by which fasting reduces blood pressure is not fully understood.
One hypothesis is that dehydration during fasting results in hypovolemia, or reduced
blood volume, that reduces blood pressure. Indeed, our data suggest that at least some
participants were mildly dehydrated during fasting. Although this might explain the
observed drop in blood pressure during fasting, it is noteworthy that these values began to
revert to baseline during refeeding and had normalized by the 6wFU visit, whereas the
reduction in blood pressure persisted.

This study has several limitations that should be addressed in future research. A
major limitation is the potential for selection bias since the small number of participants
were recruited from existing patients at a single fasting center and the majority of enrolled
participants were post-menopausal women. As such, the results from this “self-selected”
population may not be representative of the general hypertensive population. This study
also lacks a diet control group and/or usual care comparison, and this study was not
powered to assess changes in blood pressure or other cardiometabolic markers. Therefore,
it is inconclusive what long-term results are attributable to diet alone and how the inter-
vention compares to standard interventions (e.g., combination therapy anti-hypertensive
medications). Furthermore, only 59% of participants re-enrolled for the 12-month follow-up
visit. Future studies should aim to enroll and randomize a sufficient number of participants
from a more general hypertensive population, include appropriate control populations,
control for potential confounders such as prior diet and activity levels, and have additional
planned study visits. Another important methodological limitation is that BP data are based
on single rather than 24 h ambulatory BP measurements [40]. The effect of these method-
ological limitations on study outcomes is unknown, but these results are comparable to
other reports in different populations [12,13,37].

5. Conclusions

Hypertension is the most common chronic disease worldwide, and when uncontrolled,
it is a risk factor for developing cardiovascular and other diseases. Standard medical
care typically includes anti-hypertensive medications that only minimally lower overall
health risk, may be associated with serious side effects, have low adherence rates, and
have a high lifetime cost [4,8,41,42]. Our results suggest that this in-patient, medically
supervised, prolonged water-only fasting and SOS-free diet refeeding protocol may be a
well-tolerated, low-risk alternative for long-term management of high blood pressure and
obesity. These findings are in support of additional research to include a more diverse
population, optimize treatment length and frequency, determine the effects of diet and
other lifestyle modifications on sustained outcomes, and compare this intervention to
standard treatment.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390 /nul16223959/s1. Supplemental Methods: Method S1. Demo-
graphics, Medical Diagnoses, Medication Use, and Anthropometric Measurements; Method S2.
Biospecimen Collection. Supplemental Tables: Table S1. Baseline ICD-10 Diagnosis and Code by
Sex; Table 52. SOS-Free Diet Screener Serving Quantity Reported by Category at BL, 6wFU, and
12mFU; Table S3. Adverse Events Occurring in >10% of Participants by Treatment Stage and Grade;
Table S4. Total Adverse Events by Classification, Grade, and Outcome; Table S5. CBC by Visit;
Table S6. Significance of Differences for CBC; Table S7. CMP by Visit; Table S8. Significance of
Differences for CMP; Table S9. 24 h Dipstick Urinalysis by Visit; Table S10. 24 h Standard Urinalysis
by Event; Table S11. Daily Rate of Change for Body Weight, Blood Pressure, and Vital Signs; Table S12.
Weight Class by Visit; Table S13. Cardiometabolic Biomarkers by Visit; Table S14. Significance of
Differences for Cardiometabolic Markers; Table S15. Anti-Hypertensive Medication Use at BL, 6WFU,
and 12mFU; Supplemental Figures: Figure S1. Percentage of participants responding to individual
TAAS questions; Figure S2. Percentage of participants responding to individual FAQ questions.
References [43—45] are cited in supplementary file.


https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/nu16223959/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/nu16223959/s1

Nutrients 2024, 16, 3959 14 of 16

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, E.L.S., A.C.G. and T.R.M,; data curation, E.Z., D.N. and
M.N.; formal analysis, E.Z. and M.N.; funding acquisition, A.C.G.; investigation, E.Z., S.G. and
N.T.; methodology, M.N., A.C.G. and T.R.M.; project administration, T.R.M.; supervision, T.R.M.;
visualization, E.Z. and M.N.; writing—original draft, E.Z. and T.R.M.; writing—review and editing,
EZ., S.G, MN,, N.T, DN, ELS., ACG. and TRM. All authors have read and agreed to the
published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: This study was conducted according to the guidelines of the
Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Institutional Review Board of the TrueNorth Health
Foundation (TNHF2020-1HTN, 16 August 2020 and TNHF2021-1HTNFU, 28 October 2021).

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in this study.

Data Availability Statement: The minimal dataset, excluding AE data, are publicly available at
https:/ /doi.org/10.5061 /dryad.9cnp5hqt8. The AE data presented in this study are available on
request from the corresponding author. The AE data are not publicly available due to privacy reasons.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank the study volunteers and dedicated staff at the TrueNorth
Health Center.

Conflicts of Interest: A.C.G. is the owner of the TrueNorth Health Center and President of the Board
of Directors of the TrueNorth Health Foundation. All other authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Ostchega, Y.; Fryar, C.D.; Nwankwo, T.; Nguyen, D.T. Hypertension Prevalence Among Adults Aged 18 and Over: United States,
2017-2018. In NCHS Data Brief; National Center for Health Statistics: Hyattsville, MD, USA, 2020; pp. 1-8.

Oliveros, E.; Patel, H.; Kyung, S.; Fugar, S.; Goldberg, A.; Madan, N.; Williams, K.A. Hypertension in older adults: Assessment,
management, and challenges. Clin. Cardiol. 2020, 43, 99-107. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Franklin, S.S.; Larson, M.G.; Khan, S.A.; Wong, N.D.; Leip, E.P.; Kannel, W.B.; Levy, D. Does the relation of blood pressure to
coronary heart disease risk change with aging? The Framingham Heart Study. Circulation 2001, 103, 1245-1249. [CrossRef]
Kirkland, E.B.; Heincelman, M.; Bishu, K.G.; Schumann, S.O.; Schreiner, A.; Axon, R.N.; Mauldin, P.D.; Moran, W.P. Trends
in Healthcare Expenditures Among US Adults with Hypertension: National Estimates, 2003-2014. |. Am. Hear. Assoc. 2018,
7,e€008731. [CrossRef]

Whelton, PK.; Carey, RM.; Aronow, W.S.; Casey, D.E,, Jr.; Collins, K.J.; Himmelfarb, C.D.; DePalma, S.M.; Gidding, S.;
Jamerson, K.A.; Jones, D.W.; et al. 2017 ACC/AHA/AAPA/ABC/ACPM/AGS/APhA/ASH/ASPC/NMA /PCNA Guide-
line for the Prevention, Detection, Evaluation, and Management of High Blood Pressure in Adults: A Report of the American
College of Cardiology/American Heart Association Task Force on Clinical Practice Guidelines. |. Am. Coll. Cardiol. 2018,
71, €127—-e248. [PubMed]

Chobufo, M.D.; Gayam, V.; Soluny, J.; Rahman, E.U.; Enoru, S.; Foryoung, ].B.; Agbor, V.N.; Dufresne, A.; Nfor, T. Prevalence and
control rates of hypertension in the USA: 2017-2018. Int. ]. Cardiol. Hypertens. 2020, 6, 100044. [CrossRef]

Albasri, A.; Hattle, M.; Koshiaris, C.; Dunnigan, A.; Paxton, B.; Fox, S.E.; Smith, M.; Archer, L.; Levis, B.; Payne, R.A.; et al.
investigators, Association between antihypertensive treatment and adverse events: Systematic review and meta-analysis. BMJ
2021, 372, n189. [CrossRef]

Ho, C.L.B,; Breslin, M.; Doust, J.; Reid, C.M.; Nelson, M.R. Effectiveness of blood pressure-lowering drug treatment by levels of
absolute risk: Post hoc analysis of the Australian National Blood Pressure Study. BMJ Open 2018, 8, 017723. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Virani, S.S.; Alonso, A.; Aparicio, H.J.; Benjamin, E.J.; Bittencourt, M.S.; Callaway, C.W.; Carson, A.P.; Chamberlain, A.M.; Cheng,
S.; Delling, EN.; et al. Heart Disease and Stroke Statistics-2021 Update: A Report from the American Heart Association. Circulation
2021, 143, e254—€743.

Artinian, N.T.; Fletcher, G.F,; Mozaffarian, D.; Kris-Etherton, P.; Van Horn, L.; Lichtenstein, A.H.; Kumanyika, S.; Kraus, W.E,;
Fleg, J.L.; Redeker, N.S.; et al. American Heart Association Prevention Committee of the Council on Cardiovascular, Interventions
to promote physical activity and dietary lifestyle changes for cardiovascular risk factor reduction in adults: A scientific statement
from the American Heart Association. Circulation 2010, 122, 406-441.

Dhakal, A.; Takma, K.C.; Neupane, M. Adherence to lifestyle modifications and its associated factors in hypertensive patients.
J. Clin. Nurs. 2022, 31, 2181-2188. [CrossRef]

Goldhamer, A; Lisle, D.; Parpia, B.; Anderson, S.V.; Campbell, T.C. Medically supervised water-only fasting in the treatment of
hypertension. J. Manip. Physiol. Ther. 2001, 24, 335-339. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Goldhamer, A.C,; Lisle, D.J.; Sultana, P.; Anderson, S.V.; Parpia, B.; Hughes, B.; Campbell, T.C. Medically supervised water-only
fasting in the treatment of borderline hypertension. . Altern. Complement. Med. 2002, 8, 643-650. [CrossRef]

Finnell, J.S.; Saul, B.C.; Goldhamer, A.C.; Myers, T.R. Is fasting safe? A chart review of adverse events during medically supervised,
water-only fasting. BMC Complement. Altern. Med. 2018, 18, 67. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.9cnp5hqt8
https://doi.org/10.1002/clc.23303
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31825114
https://doi.org/10.1161/01.CIR.103.9.1245
https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.118.008731
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29146535
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijchy.2020.100044
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.n189
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2017-017723
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29555790
https://doi.org/10.1111/jocn.16033
https://doi.org/10.1067/mmt.2001.115263
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11416824
https://doi.org/10.1089/107555302320825165
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12906-018-2136-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29458369

Nutrients 2024, 16, 3959 150f 16

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.
22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.
37.

38.

39.

40.

Gabriel, S.; Ncube, M.; Zeiler, E.; Thompson, N.; Karlsen, M.C.; Goldman, D.M.; Glavas, Z.; Beauchesne, A.; Scharf, E.;
Goldhamer, A.C,; et al. A Six-Week Follow-Up Study on the Sustained Effects of Prolonged Water-Only Fasting and Refeeding on
Markers of Cardiometabolic Risk. Nutrients 2022, 14, 4313. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Myers, T.R.; Saul, B.; Karlsen, M.; Beauchesne, A.; Glavas, Z.; Ncube, M.; Bradley, R.; Goldhamer, A.C. Potential Effects of
Prolonged Water-Only Fasting Followed by a Whole-Plant-Food Diet on Salty and Sweet Taste Sensitivity and Perceived Intensity,
Food Liking, and Dietary Intake. Cureus 2022, 14, €24689. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Milosevic, I.; Levy, H.C.; Alcolado, G.M.; Radomsky, A.S. The Treatment Acceptability / Adherence Scale: Moving Beyond the
Assessment of Treatment Effectiveness. Cogn. Behav. Ther. 2015, 44, 456—469. [CrossRef]

Fruge, A.D.; Smith, K.S.; Riviere, A.J.; Demark-Wahnefried, W.; Arthur, A.E.; Murrah, WM.; Morrow, C.D.; Arnold, R.D,;
Braxton-Lloyd, K. Primary Outcomes of a Randomized Controlled Crossover Trial to Explore the Effects of a High Chlorophyll
Dietary Intervention to Reduce Colon Cancer Risk in Adults: The Meat and Three Greens (M3G) Feasibility Trial. Nutrients 2019,
11, 2349. [CrossRef]

Harris, P.A.; Taylor, R.; Thielke, R.; Payne, ].; Gonzalez, N.; Conde, ].G. Research electronic data capture (REDCap)—A metadata-
driven methodology and workflow process for providing translational research informatics support. J. Biomed. Inform. 2009,
42,377-381. [CrossRef]

NIH. Common Terminology Criteria for Adverse Events (CTCAE). Available online: https://ctep.cancer.gov/protocoldevelopment/
electronic_applications/ctc.htm (accessed on 21 October 2024).

Team, R.C. R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing; R Foundation for Statistical Computing: Vienna, Austria, 2022.
Kuznetsova, A.; Brockhoff, P.B.; Christensen, R.H.B. ImerTest Package: Tests in Linear Mixed Effects Models. |. Stat. Softw. 2017,
82,1-26. [CrossRef]

Bates, D.; Machler, M.; Bolker, B.; Walker, S. Fitting Linear Mixed-Effects Models Using Ime4. ]. Stat. Softw. 2015, 67, 1-48.
[CrossRef]

Bolker, B.; Robinson, D.; Menne, D.; Gabry, J.; Buerkner, P; Hua, C.; Petry, W.; Wiley, ].; Kennedy, P.; Szocs, E.; et al. broom.mixed:
Tidying Methods for Mixed Models. 2024. Available online: https://github.com/bbolker/broom.mixed (accessed on 21 October 2024).
Wiley, ].E. multilevelTools: Multilevel and Mixed Effects Model Diagnostics and Effect Sizes; R Foundation for Statistical Computing:
Vienna, Austria, 2020.

Koller, M. robustlmm: An R Package for Robust Estimation of Linear Mixed-Effects Models. ]. Stat. Softw. 2016, 75, 1-24.
[CrossRef]

Koller, M.; Stahel, W.A. Robust Estimation of General Linear Mixed Effects Models. In Robust and Multivariate Statistical Methods;
Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2023.

Lidecke, D.; Bartel, A.; Schwemmer, C.; Powell, C.; Djalovski, A.; Titz, J. sjPlot: Data Visualization for Statistics in Social Science, R
Package Version 2.8.15; R Foundation for Statistical Computing: Vienna, Austria, 2023.

Brookes, S.T.; Whitely, E.; Egger, M.; Smith, G.D.; Mulheran, P.A ; Peters, T.J. Subgroup analyses in randomized trials: Risks
of subgroup-specific analyses; power and sample size for the interaction test. J. Clin. Epidemiol. 2004, 57, 229-236. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

O’Keefe, D.J. Brief Report: Post Hoc Power, Observed Power, A Priori Power, Retrospective Power, Prospective Power, Achieved
Power: Sorting Out Appropriate Uses of Statistical Power Analyses. Commun. Methods Meas. 2010, 1, 291-299. [CrossRef]
Bolger, N.L.; Philippe, J. Intensive Longitudinal Methods: An Introduction to Diary and Experience Sampling Research; Guilford Press:
New York, NY, USA, 2013.

Pinheiro, J.; Bates, D.; DebRoy, S.; Sarkar, D.; Heisterkamp, S.; Willigen, B.V.; Ranke, J.; Team, R.C. nlme: Linear and Nonlinear
Mixed Effects Models, Version 3.1-166; R Foundation for Statistical Computing: Vienna, Austria, 2023.

Kraut, J.A.; Madias, N.E. Metabolic acidosis: Pathophysiology, diagnosis and management. Nat. Rev. Nephrol. 2010, 6, 274-285.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Dai, Z.; Zhang, H.; Wu, E; Chen, Y,; Yang, C.; Wang, H.; Sui, X.; Guo, Y.; Xin, B.; Guo, Z.; et al. Effects of 10-Day Complete Fasting
on Physiological Homeostasis, Nutrition and Health Markers in Male Adults. Nutrients 2022, 14, 3860. [CrossRef]

Cheng, C.W.; Adams, G.B.; Perin, L.; Wei, M.; Zhou, X.; Lam, B.S.; Da Sacco, S.; Mirisola, M.; Quinn, D.I; Dorff, T.B.; et al.
Prolonged fasting reduces IGF-1/PKA to promote hematopoietic-stem-cell-based regeneration and reverse immunosuppression.
Cell Stem Cell 2014, 14, 810-823. [CrossRef]

Oglodek, E.; Pilis, W. Is Water-Only Fasting Safe? Glob. Adv. Integr. Med. Health 2021, 10, 21649561211031178. [CrossRef]
Maifeld, A.; Bartolomaeus, H.; Lober, U.; Avery, E.G.; Steckhan, N.; Marko, L.; Wilck, N.; Hamad, I; Susnjar, U.; Mahler, A ; et al.
Fasting alters the gut microbiome reducing blood pressure and body weight in metabolic syndrome patients. Nat. Commun. 2021,
12,1970. [CrossRef]

Laurens, C.; Grundler, F; Damiot, A.; Chery, I.; Le Maho, A.L.; Zahariev, A.; Le Maho, Y.; Bergouignan, A.; Gauquelin-Koch, G.;
Simon, C.; et al. Is muscle and protein loss relevant in long-term fasting in healthy men? A prospective trial on physiological
adaptations. J. Cachexia Sarcopenia Muscle 2021, 12, 1690-1703. [CrossRef]

Fanti, M.; Mishra, A.; Longo, V.D.; Brandhorst, S. Time-Restricted Eating, Intermittent Fasting, and Fasting-Mimicking Diets in
Weight Loss. Curr. Obes. Rep. 2021, 10, 70-80. [CrossRef]

Pena-Hernandez, C.; Nugent, K.; Tuncel, M. Twenty-Four-Hour Ambulatory Blood Pressure Monitoring. J. Prim. Care Community
Health 2020, 11, 2150132720940519. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.3390/nu14204313
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36296997
https://doi.org/10.7759/cureus.24689
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35663685
https://doi.org/10.1080/16506073.2015.1053407
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu11102349
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2008.08.010
https://ctep.cancer.gov/protocoldevelopment/electronic_applications/ctc.htm
https://ctep.cancer.gov/protocoldevelopment/electronic_applications/ctc.htm
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v082.i13
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v067.i01
https://github.com/bbolker/broom.mixed
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v075.i06
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclinepi.2003.08.009
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15066682
https://doi.org/10.1080/19312450701641375
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrneph.2010.33
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20308999
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu14183860
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2014.04.014
https://doi.org/10.1177/21649561211031178
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-22097-0
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcsm.12766
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13679-021-00424-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/2150132720940519
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32646277

Nutrients 2024, 16, 3959 16 of 16

41.

42.

43.

44.
45.

Kaiser, E.A.; Lotze, U.; Schifer, H.H. Increasing complexity: Which drug class to choose for treatment of hypertension in the
elderly? Clin. Interv. Aging 2014, 2014, 459-475.

Gebreyohannes, E.A.; Bhagavathula, A.S.; Abebe, T.B.; Tefera, Y.G.; Abegaz, T.M. Adverse effects and non-adherence to
antihypertensive medications in University of Gondar Comprehensive Specialized Hospital. Clin. Hypertens. 2019, 25, 1.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

LabCorp. Blood Specimens: Chemistry and Hematology. Available online: https://www.labcorp.com/test-menu/resources
(accessed on 21 October 2024).

ICD10 Data. Available online: https:/ /icd.who.int/browsel0/2019/en (accessed on 21 October 2024).

Weir, C.B.; Jan, A. BMI Classification Percentile and Cut Off Points; StatPearls: Treasure Island, FL, USA, 2023.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1186/s40885-018-0104-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30675379
https://www.labcorp.com/test-menu/resources
https://icd.who.int/browse10/2019/en

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Ethical Approval 
	Participant Enrollment and Study Protocol 
	Medically Supervised Water-Only Fasting Protocol 
	Prefeeding 
	Fasting 
	Refeeding 

	Adverse Events Recording and Analysis 
	Daily Vital Signs 
	Questionnaires 
	SOS-Free Dietary Screener 
	Treatment Acceptability Adherence Scale 
	Food Acceptability Questionnaire 

	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Participant Characteristics 
	Treatment and Visit Characteristics 
	Adverse Events Identified During Prefeeding, Fasting, and Refeeding 
	Deviations in Water-Only Fasting Intervention 
	Changes in BW, Anti-Hypertensive Medication Use, and BP 
	Water-Only Fasting and SOS-Free Diet Refeeding Treatment Acceptability 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

