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in individuals with BPs in the range of 130 to 139/80 to 89 
mm Hg. The only prospective clinical trial of BP reduction 
in individuals with normal BPs is the Trial of Preventing 
Hypertension (TROPHY) study,19 in which subjects with an 
SBP of 130 to 139 mm Hg or a DBP of 85 to 89 mm Hg were 
randomized to be treated for 2 years with either the angio-
tensin receptor blocker (ARB) candesartan or placebo and 
followed up for an additional 2 years. Hypertension devel-
oped in significantly (P<0.007) more participants in the pla-
cebo group (two thirds of this cohort at 4 years) than in the 
candesartan group, with a relative risk reduction of 66.3% at 
2 years and 15.6% at 4 years. In addition, the treatment of 

prehypertension with candesartan appeared to be well toler-
ated, and serious adverse events occurred in 3.5% and 5.9% 
in patients treated with candesartan and placebo, respectively. 
However, the study was not designed or powered to assess 
CVD outcomes.

In the Action to Control Cardiovascular Risk in Diabetes 
(ACCORD) trial, with a mean follow-up of 4.7 years, a tar-
get BP of <120 compared with <140 mm Hg was not associ-
ated with a reduced risk of a composite of CVD events (heart 
attack, a stroke, or a cardiovascular death).20 However, the 
incidence of stroke was significantly less in the intensively 
treated group.

Table 1.  Applying Classification of Recommendations and Levels of Evidence.

 

A recommendation with Level of Evidence B or C does not imply that the recommendation is weak. Many important clinical questions addressed in the guidelines do 
not lend themselves to clinical trials. Although randomized trials are unavailable, there may be a very clear clinical consensus that a particular test or therapy is useful 
or effective.

*Data available from clinical trials or registries about the usefulness/efficacy in different subpopulations, such as sex, age, history of diabetes, history of prior 
myocardial infarction, history of heart failure, and prior aspirin use.

†For comparative effectiveness recommendations (Class I and IIa; Level of Evidence A and B only), studies that support the use of comparator verbs should involve 
direct comparisons of the treatments or strategies being evaluated.
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1.1.2. Risk Factor Interactions
Data from the Framingham Heart Study have provided evi-
dence of a predictive role of hypertension, dyslipidemia, 
glucose intolerance, cigarette smoking, and left ventricular 
(LV) hypertrophy in CVD.21 These 5 primary risk factors 
are the most important modifiable determinants of CVD 
risk and appear to operate independently of one another. 
This has led to the idea that the threshold at which a patient 
should be treated for hypertension should be determined by 
a patient’s burden of CVD risk factors, which in turn deter-
mine the level of CVD risk. In the guidelines developed by 
the National Kidney Foundation,22 this principle has been 
followed for patients with albuminuria and even modest 
chronic renal insufficiency, for which the BP threshold for 
the initiation of antihypertensive therapy is 130/80 mm Hg. 
The American Diabetes Association has based its recom-
mendation on age: People with diabetes mellitus should 
be treated to a BP of <140/80 mm Hg, except that “lower 
systolic targets, such as <130 mm Hg, may be appropri-
ate for certain individuals, such as younger patients, if 
it can be achieved without undue treatment burden.”23 
Furthermore, there is a correlation between hypertension 
and body mass index, with both strongly correlated with 
CAD. Hypertension and abdominal obesity are components 
of a larger risk factor constellation of cardiovascular risk 

factors, the metabolic syndrome, which also includes a 
characteristic form of dyslipidemia (high triglycerides and 
low high-density lipoprotein cholesterol) and an elevated 
fasting blood glucose level.24

1.1.3. Risk Factor Reduction
Hypertension, dyslipidemia, diabetes mellitus, cigarette 
smoking, obesity, and chronic kidney disease (CKD) are 
independent determinants of CVD risk. Moreover, a diagno-
sis of peripheral artery disease (PAD) significantly increases 
the risk for both prevalent and incident disease in other 
vascular beds including the coronary and cerebral circula-
tions.25,26 As indicated previously, hypertension represents an 
independent risk factor for CVD, and evidence indicates that 
the concomitant presence of other recognized cardiovascu-
lar risk factors results in a multiplicative increase in risk for 
cardiovascular events. Some current guidelines call for more 
aggressive BP management in the presence of other cardio-
vascular risk factors, and BP reduction without attention 
to other risk factors is inadequate to reduce cardiovascular 
risk. Readers should be aware that several recently published 
guideline documents detail the strategies for risk assessment 
and management. The recommendations in this document 
reflect the published guidelines, but readers are advised to 
consult other recent guidelines such as those on the assess-
ment of cardiovascular risk,27 lifestyle management, particu-
larly as it relates to diet and exercise,28 and the management 
of obesity29 and dyslipidemia.30

Cardiovascular risk factors may be described as nonmodifi-
able or modifiable. The nonmodifiable risk factors of age, sex, 
race/ethnicity, and genetic predisposition/family history are 
not addressed in this report. The potentially modifiable risk 
factors include dyslipidemia, diabetes mellitus, smoking, obe-
sity, PAD, and renal insufficiency.

1.1.4. Dyslipidemia
The management of dyslipidemia was the subject of a recent 
ACC/AHA guideline.30

In essence, the new guideline does not support continued 
use of specific low-density lipoprotein (LDL) cholesterol or 
non–high-density lipoprotein cholesterol treatment targets. 

Table 2.  Summary of Pharmacological Treatment of Hypertension in the Management of Ischemic Heart Disease.

ACEI or ARB Diuretic β-Blocker Non-DHP CCB DHP CCB Nitrates
Aldosterone 
Antagonist

Hydralazine/ 
Isosorbide Dinitrate

Stable angina 1* 1† 1 2‡ 2 1 2

ACS 1* 1† 1§ 2‡ 2 2 2‖

HF 1 1† 1¶ 2 1‖ 2

ACEI indicates angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitor; ACS, acute coronary syndrome; ARB, angiotensin receptor blocker; CCB, calcium channel blocker; DHP, 
dihydropyridine; HF, heart failure; 1, drug of choice; and 2, “add-on,” alternative drug, or special indications.

*Especially if prior myocardial infarction, left ventricular systolic dysfunction, diabetes mellitus, or proteinuric chronic kidney disease is present.
†Chlorthalidone is preferred. Loop diuretic should be used in the presence of HF (New York Heart Association class III or IV) or chronic kidney disease with glomerular 

filtration rate <30 mL·min−1·m−2. Caution should be exercised in HF with preserved ejection fraction.
‡If β-blocker is contraindicated, a non-DHP CCB can be substituted, but not if left ventricular dysfunction or HF is present. Caution should be exercised if combining 

a non-DHP CCB with a β-blocker.
§Esmolol (intravenous) or metoprolol or bisoprolol (oral).
‖Spironolactone or eplerenone if left ventricular dysfunction, HF, or diabetes mellitus is present.
¶Carvedilol, metoprolol succinate, or bisoprolol.

Table 3.  Summary of BP Goals

BP Goal, mm Hg Condition Class/Level of Evidence

<150/90 Age >80 y IIa/B

<140/90 CAD I/A

ACS IIa/C

HF IIa/B

<130/80 CAD IIb/C

Post–myocardial 
infarction, stroke or TIA, 
carotid artery disease, 

PAD, AAA

IIb/C

AAA indicates abdominal aortic aneurysm; ACS, acute coronary syndrome; 
BP, blood pressure; CAD, coronary artery disease; HF, heart failure; PAD, 
peripheral arterial disease; and TIA, transient ischemic attack.
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The guideline advocates the use of a 10-year risk calculator to 
determine the appropriate intensity of statin therapy to reduce 
CVD risk in those most likely to benefit. Those patients with 
CVD and age ≤75 years, with LDL cholesterol ≥190 mg/dL, 
or with a 10-year CVD risk ≥7.5% should receive high-inten-
sity statin therapy (eg, atorvastatin 40–80 mg/d or rosuvas-
tatin 20–40 mg/d to reduce LDL cholesterol by approximately 
≥50%). Those with CVD who are >75 years of age or those 
with diabetes mellitus but with a 10-year risk of <7.5% should 
receive moderate-intensity statin therapy such as simvastatin 
20 to 40 mg/d, atorvastatin 10 to 20 mg/d, or rosuvastatin 5 to 
10 mg/d to decrease LDL cholesterol by 30% to 50%.

According to the guideline, nonstatin therapies do not provide 
acceptable CVD risk reduction benefits compared with their 
potential for adverse effects in the routine prevention of CVD.

1.1.5. Diabetes Mellitus
Type 2 diabetes mellitus is defined as a fasting plasma glucose 
≥126 mg/dL, a 2-hour oral glucose tolerance test value ≥200 
mg/dL, hemoglobin A

1C
 ≥6.5%, or random plasma glucose 

≥200 mg/dL in a patient with classic symptoms of hypergly-
cemia.23 Type 2 diabetes mellitus is a strong and independent 
risk factor for coronary heart disease. So strong is this associa-
tion that a diagnosis of diabetes mellitus could be considered 
a coronary heart disease risk equivalent,24 although this is con-
troversial.31 Hypertensive patients with type 2 diabetes mel-
litus are also at increased risk for diabetes mellitus–specific 
complications, including retinopathy and nephropathy.

The pharmacological management of diabetes mellitus 
is beyond the scope of this review. Diabetes mellitus care is 
complex and requires that many issues, beyond glycemic con-
trol, be addressed.

1.1.6. Smoking
There is general consensus that smoking increases the risk of 
cardiovascular events. Many studies have shown a correlation 
between smoking and death. Life expectancy is reduced by 13.2 
years in male smokers compared with nonsmokers, and this 
trend is stronger in female smokers, with a 14.5-year decrease 
in life expectancy.32 Cigarette smoking independently predicts 
increased risk of cardiac arrest in patients with CAD,33 and even 
exposure to secondhand smoke increases the risk of develop-
ing CAD by 25% to 30%.34 As with other risk factors, there 
is a synergistic increase in cardiovascular risk in smokers who 
have other, concurrent, cardiovascular risk factors. Elevated 
cholesterol confers a higher risk of cardiovascular events in 
smokers than in nonsmokers, and smokers disproportionately 
tend toward unfavorable lipoprotein profiles.35 In patients with 
hypertension, smokers are 5 times more likely to develop severe 
hypertension than nonsmokers, and smokers with severe hyper-
tension have higher mortality rates than nonsmokers.36

It is encouraging that studies of smoking cessation dem-
onstrate significant long-term reduction (15% over 14 years) 
in mortality in patients who participate in smoking cessation 
activities.37

1.1.7. Obesity
The prevalence of obesity, defined as a body mass index ≥30 
kg/m2, has increased in recent years, with ≈30% of the adult 

US population falling into this category.38 The positive rela-
tionship between obesity and BP is well documented.39–41 
Obese adults are ≈3 times more likely to be hypertensive 
compared with nonobese adults,40–42 and increased adiposity 
may explain >60% of hypertension in adults.40 Furthermore, 
obesity is considered a major risk factor for poor BP control 
in hypertensive patients.3

Although the mechanisms of obesity-related hypertension 
are numerous, including activation of the sympathetic nervous 
system, sodium retention, activation of the renin-angiotensin-
aldosterone system (RAAS), insulin resistance, and altered 
vascular function,43 there is no acceptable guideline on the 
antihypertensive drug of choice for the management of hyper-
tension among obese patients.3,44

Some investigators consider ACE inhibitors the drugs of 
choice for adequate BP control in obesity-related hyperten-
sion because of their capacity to increase insulin sensitivity 
and thus reduce the risk of diabetes mellitus.45 This is in con-
trast to thiazide diuretics, which are associated with increased 
risk of diabetes mellitus.46 That said, the efficacy of thiazide 
diuretics in lowering BP and improving cardiovascular out-
comes in obese hypertensive patients is well established.47 
β-Blockers also have adverse effects on glucose metabo-
lism but have led to significant improvement in BP in obese 
hypertensive patients because they decrease renin activity and 
cardiac output, which are often elevated in obese patients.48 
However, enthusiasm for the use of β-blockers as initial ther-
apy is largely dampened by their negative profile on stroke 
outcomes compared with placebo and other antihypertensive 
drug classes.49

There is abundant evidence in support of the effectiveness 
of lifestyle interventions in improving BP control among 
obese hypertensive patients. Recently, the AHA, ACC, and 
Obesity Society have published guidelines29 for the manage-
ment of overweight and obesity in adults, including identi-
fying patients who need to lose weight, matching treatment 
benefits with risk profiles, diets for weight loss, lifestyle inter-
vention and counseling, and the selection of patients for bar-
iatric surgery.

There is also much useful information, particularly on diet 
and physical activity, in another AHA/ACC guidelines docu-
ment on lifestyle management.28

1.1.8. Peripheral Artery Disease
Treatment of hypertension in patients with PAD is associated 
with a significant reduction in the risk of MI, stroke, HF, and 
death. Similarly, intensive management of LDL is associated 
with significant reduction of cardiovascular events in patients 
with PAD.50 Thus, management of hypertension in patients 
with PAD should be based on intensive screening for and 
aggressive management of other concomitant cardiovascular 
risk factors in addition to BP reduction.3 Particularly impor-
tant in this regard is the management of dyslipidemia, smoking 
cessation, antiplatelet therapy, diabetes mellitus management, 
diet, and exercise.

Currently, there is no recommended drug of choice for 
the treatment of hypertension in patients with PAD because 
clinical trials of antihypertensive drug agents such as ACE 
inhibitors, calcium channel blockers (CCBs), α-adrenergic 
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blockers, and direct vasodilators have been largely unsuccess-
ful in improving symptoms of claudication or walking dis-
tance in patients with PAD.51–53 Although β-blockers constrict 
resistance vessels, a meta-analysis concluded that this drug 
class does not worsen intermittent claudication in patients 
with intermittent claudication.54 Thus, β-blockers can be used 
in PAD patients with compelling indications for their use such 
as CAD or HF.

The recommendations of the ACC/AHA 2005 prac-
tice guidelines on PAD55 include the following: (1) 
Antihypertensive therapy should be administered to hyperten-
sive patients with lower-extremity PAD to achieve a goal of 
<140/90 mm Hg (nondiabetics) or <130/80 mm Hg (diabetics 
and individuals with chronic renal disease) to reduce the risk 
of MI, stroke, congestive HF, and cardiovascular death (Level 
of Evidence A); (2) β-adrenergic blocking drugs are effective 
antihypertensive agents and are not contraindicated in patients 
with PAD (Level of Evidence A); (3) the use of ACE inhibitors 
or ARBs is reasonable for patients with symptomatic (Level of 
Evidence B) or asymptomatic (Level of Evidence C) leg PAD.

1.1.9. Chronic Kidney Disease
There has been a steady increase in the prevalence of CKD, 
defined as kidney damage, documented by kidney biopsy or 
serum markers for ≥3 months, or a decrease in glomerular 
filtration rate to <60 mL·min−1·1.73 m−2 for ≥3 months.22 
Kidney failure, defined as a glomerular filtration rate of <15 
mL·min−1·1.73 m−2, and end-stage renal disease, which neces-
sitates the initiation of treatment by replacement therapy,22 
afflicts >525 000 patients in the United States, 65% of whom 
are on long-term hemodialysis.56 Hypertension represents a 
major independent risk factor for renal failure, with a preva-
lence of 28% in hypertensive patients.56 In patients with CKD, 
cardiovascular death is more likely than progression to end-
stage renal disease, and in patients with end-stage renal dis-
ease, CVD is the leading cause of death, being 5 to 30 times 
higher in patients on dialysis than in the general population.57

Even in patients with lower stages of CKD, the risk of CVD 
is increased independently of other risk factors, and even the 
smallest degree of albuminuria increases risk for CVD and all-
cause death.57 In this patient population, hypertension itself is 
a leading cause of renal failure. BP goals in patients with CKD 
and microalbuminuria are lower than in the general popula-
tion,22,58 with a target the same as that in patients with estab-
lished CAD. Recent investigations have demonstrated that 
standard treatments for cardiovascular risk factors, including 
statin therapy, ACE inhibitors, ARBs, and antiplatelet agents, 
are equally effective at risk reduction in patients with CKD 
(who are not on dialysis) as in those without CKD and should 
be offered to this patient population.59 In these patients, the 
serum potassium concentration should be monitored fre-
quently. Questions remain as to whether directly addressing 
nontraditional risk factors in patients with early evidence of 
renal impairment has efficacy in terms of outcomes.

1.2. Mechanisms of Hypertension and CAD
A variety of pathophysiological mechanisms contribute to 
the genesis of BP elevation and related target-organ dam-
age, including CAD. These mechanisms include increased 

sympathetic nervous system and RAAS activity; deficiencies 
in the release or activity of vasodilators, for example, nitric 
oxide and prostacyclin, and changes in the natriuretic peptide 
concentration; increased expression of growth factors and 
inflammatory cytokines in the arterial tree; hemodynamic 
effects; and structural and functional abnormalities in conduc-
tance and resistance arteries, particularly increased vascular 
stiffness and endothelial dysfunction.60 These neurohumoral 
pathways interact with genetic, demographic, and environ-
mental factors (such as heightened exposure or response to 
psychosocial stress, excessive dietary intake of sodium, and 
inadequate dietary intake of potassium and calcium) to deter-
mine whether a person will develop hypertension and related 
CAD. Concomitant metabolic disorders, for example, diabe-
tes mellitus, insulin resistance, and obesity, also lead to the 
production of vasoactive adipocytokines that promote vaso-
constriction, endothelial dysfunction, inflammation, and 
increased oxidative stress in the vasculature, thus increasing 
both BP and CVD risk.61,62 These shared pathophysiological 
mechanisms offer potential novel therapeutic targets for the 
prevention and treatment of both hypertension and CAD, with 
benefits that may go beyond BP lowering.

1.2.1. Genetics
Genome-wide association studies have identified multiple 
genetic susceptibility variants, mostly single-nucleotide poly-
morphisms, for atherosclerotic disease.63 It has been suggested 
the polymorphisms of genes of the RAAS, particularly ACE, 
angiotensin II receptor type 1, and angiotensinogen, are impli-
cated in the development of CAD and MI.64,65 The presence 
of hypertension further increases the risk of CAD and may 
explain why some individuals are more predisposed than oth-
ers to developing coronary events. Some polymorphisms have 
also been implicated in the BP response to antihypertensive 
treatment. For example, genetic polymorphisms coding for the 
matrix metalloproteinases appear to modify CVD outcomes in 
hypertensive patients treated with chlorthalidone, amlodipine, 
or lisinopril.66 These data suggest that, in the future, determi-
nation of genetic variants may be of some use for selecting 
appropriate antihypertensive agents to reduce both BP and the 
risk for CAD. However, because CAD is polygenic and its 
causes are multifactorial, genetic studies explain only a small 
proportion of the heritability of the disease.67

1.2.2. Physical Forces and Hemodynamics
Physical forces (pressure and flow) are the primary determi-
nants of cardiac structure and function and influence coro-
nary arterial remodeling and atherosclerosis. When SBP is 
elevated, both LV output impedance and intramyocardial wall 
tension increase, resulting in increased myocardial oxygen 
demand. The wide pulse pressure and systolic hypertension 
in older individuals are usually attributable to inappropriately 
high aortic impedance, which results from decreased aortic 
diameter or increased effective stiffness caused by aortic wall 
thickening and changes in wall composition. Aging is associ-
ated with thinning and fragmentation of vascular elastin and 
increased collagen deposition, a degenerative process that 
causes increased arterial stiffness (reduction of elasticity) 
with an associated elevation in SBP and widening of the pulse 
pressure.68–70
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Increased arterial stiffness elevates SBP by increasing 
pulse-wave velocity and altering wave reflection from the 
periphery.68,71–74 With each ejection of blood from the LV, a 
pressure (pulse) wave is generated and travels from the heart 
to the periphery at a pulse-wave velocity that depends on 
the elastic properties of the conduit arteries. The pulse wave 
is reflected at any point of discontinuity in the arterial tree 
and returns to the aorta and LV. The elastic properties and 
length of the conduit arteries determine the timing of the 
wave reflection.73 In younger people, the pulse-wave velocity 
is sufficiently slow (≈5 m/s) that the reflected wave reaches 
the aortic valve after closure, leading to a higher DBP and 
enhancing coronary perfusion by providing a “boosting” 
effect. In older people, particularly those who are hyper-
tensive, pulse-wave velocity is greatly increased (≈20 m/s) 
because of central arterial stiffening. Thus, the reflective 
wave reaches the aortic valve before closure, leading to the 
higher SBP, pulse pressure, and afterload and a lower DBP. 
The increase in SBP increases cardiac metabolic require-
ments and predisposes to the development of LV hypertro-
phy and HF. Pulse pressure is closely related to SBP and is 
linked to CVD events, including MI and stroke. Aortic stiff-
ness is an independent predictor of all-cause and cardiovas-
cular mortality, fatal and nonfatal coronary events, and fatal 
stroke in patients with hypertension, type 2 diabetes mel-
litus, and end-stage renal disease.73

1.2.3. Endothelial Dysfunction
Endothelial dysfunction, characterized by an unfavorable 
balance between vasodilators, for example, nitric oxide and 
prostaglandin E

1
, and vasoconstrictors, for example, endo-

thelin and angiotensin II, is an important contributor to 
BP elevation in people with vascular disease. The injured 
endothelium loses its vasodilator capacity and contributes 
to thrombosis and vascular occlusion. Release of chemotac-
tic cytokines and adhesion molecules at the luminal surface 
of the injured endothelium promotes adhesion of circulat-
ing mononuclear leukocytes to the vessel wall. This low-
grade, self-perpetuating vascular inflammation underlies 
the atherosclerotic process. Inflammatory mediators activate 
medial smooth muscle cells, causing them to proliferate and 
migrate into the subintimal space. In the presence of dyslip-
idemia, monocytes in the vessel wall incorporate oxidized 
low-density lipoprotein cholesterol and become lipid-laden 
macrophages, the core of the atherosclerotic plaque. In 
established lesions, resident macrophages secrete metal-
loproteinases and cathepsins, destabilizing the fibrous cap 
of the plaque, which may result in plaque rupture and the 
release of tissue factor to cause thrombosis, coronary occlu-
sion, and acute MI.

Endothelial dysfunction and decreased nitric oxide avail-
ability related to mechanical and inflammatory injury of arter-
ies are also associated with increased arterial stiffness and the 
development of isolated systolic hypertension.75 A decline in 
flow-mediated vasodilator capacity attributable to decreased 
endothelium-derived nitric oxide occurs in aging and subclini-
cal vascular disease.76 Impaired endothelium-mediated vaso-
dilation is responsible for the exaggerated exercise-induced 
increases in BP seen in these population groups.77

1.2.4. Oxidative Stress
Oxidative stress is a critical feature of both hypertension and 
atherogenesis.60 In vascular tissue, the principal effectors of 
oxidative injury are the NAD(P)H oxidases, which are acti-
vated by mechanical forces (eg, hypertension), hormones 
(particularly angiotensin II), oxidized cholesterol, and cyto-
kines. Several NAD(P)H oxidase isoforms expressed in endo-
thelial and vascular smooth muscle cells are upregulated in 
the setting of atherosclerosis and arterial injury. Angiotensin 
II receptor–dependent activation of NAD(P)H oxidase stim-
ulates formation of oxidant superoxide anion (O

2
−), which 

reacts with nitric oxide to form the powerful oxidant per-
oxynitrite (ONOO−). The resultant reduction in nitric oxide 
bioactivity contributes to the vasoconstrictor response to 
angiotensin II and elevates BP. Angiotensin II–induced activa-
tion of NAD(P)H oxidase also stimulates oxidation of low-
density lipoprotein cholesterol and increases the expression of 
monocyte chemoattractant protein-1 and vascular cell adhe-
sion molecule-1, thus linking activation of the RAAS to the 
atherosclerotic process.

1.2.5. Humoral and Metabolic Factors
Many of the mechanisms that initiate and maintain hyper-
tension also damage target organs, including the coronary 
arteries and the myocardium. Angiotensin II elevates BP and 
promotes target-organ damage, including atherosclerosis, by 
mechanisms that include direct effects on constriction and 
remodeling of resistance vessels, stimulation of aldosterone 
synthesis and release, enhancement of sympathetic outflow 
from the brain, and facilitation of catecholamine release from 
the adrenals and peripheral sympathetic nerve terminals.1 
Aldosterone can mimic or potentiate the vasotoxic properties 
of angiotensin II and norepinephrine. Angiotensin II promotes 
cardiac and vascular smooth muscle cell hypertrophy directly 
via activation of the angiotensin II type 1 (AT1) receptor and 
indirectly by stimulating expression of a number of growth 
factors, cytokines, and adhesion molecules. AT1 receptor 
activation also contributes to endothelial damage and athero-
genesis by inhibiting the mobilization of endothelial progeni-
tor cells from the bone marrow, thus impairing endothelial 
regeneration and vascular repair processes.78 There is also a 
link between RAAS activation and fibrinolysis. Angiotensin 
II induces the formation of plasminogen activator inhibitor-1 
via an AT1 receptor–dependent effect on endothelial cells, 
whereas ACE downregulates tissue plasminogen activator 
production by degrading bradykinin, a potent stimulator of 
endothelial tissue plasminogen activator expression.

ACE inhibitors and ARBs limit oxidative reactions in the 
vasculature by blocking the activation of NAD(P)H oxi-
dase, supporting the concept that these RAAS blockers may 
have important vasoprotective effects beyond BP lowering.79 
Furthermore, there is evidence of interaction between the 
RAAS and dyslipidemia: Hypercholesterolemia upregulates 
the RAAS, particularly vascular AT1 receptor density and func-
tional responsiveness, and systemic angiotensin II peptide syn-
thesis,80,81 whereas the RAAS stimulates the accumulation of 
low-density lipoprotein cholesterol in the arterial wall. These 
findings suggest that these antihypertensive drug classes may 
have clinically important vasoprotective effects beyond BP 
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lowering. This hypothesis has yet to be supported by the results 
of randomized, controlled trials.82

Recent evidence suggests that a second angiotensin II 
receptor subtype (AT2), which is not expressed in the normal 
vasculature but appears to be induced in the setting of vascular 
inflammation/hypertension/atherosclerosis, may oppose the 
vasoconstrictor, antinatriuretic, and proinflammatory effects 
of the AT1 receptor.83 Because of the apparent vasoprotective 
effects of AT2 receptor activation, AT2 receptor agonists have 
been considered for the treatment of hypertension,84 but there 
is no evidence that they are effective in treating hypertension 
in humans.

1.2.6. Calcium
Calcium ions (Ca2+) are major intracellular mediators of vas-
cular smooth muscle cell contraction and inotropic and chro-
notropic functions of the heart. Ca2+ enters vascular smooth 
muscle cells, cardiomyocytes, and pacemaker cells via volt-
age-dependent L- and T-type calcium channels. In vascular 
smooth muscle, the voltage-gated L-type (long-acting, slowly 
activating) channel allows entry of sufficient Ca2+ for the ini-
tiation of contraction by calcium-induced intracellular Ca2+ 
release from the sarcoplasmic reticulum. Increased intracel-
lular Ca2+ also has atherosclerosis-promoting effects.

The dihydropyridine CCBs bind to the α
1
 subunit of the 

L-type channel and are highly selective for arterial/arterio-
lar tissues, including the coronary arteries, where they are 
vasodilators. The nondihydropyridine CCBs, including the 
phenylalkylamines (verapamil-like) and benzothiazepines 
(diltiazem-like), bind to different sites on the α

1
 subunit 

and are less selective for vascular tissue; they have nega-
tive chronotropic and dromotropic effects on sinoatrial and 
atrioventricular nodal conducting tissue and negative ino-
tropic effects on cardiomyocytes. The nondihydropyridine 
CCBs have greater effects on the atrioventricular node than 
on the sinoatrial node and may predispose to high-degree 
atrioventricular block in patients with preexisting atrioven-
tricular nodal disease or when given with other agents, for 
example, β-blockers, that depress the atrioventricular node. 
Both CCB subclasses are indicated for the treatment of 
hypertension and angina pectoris. The antianginal effects of 
CCBs result from afterload reduction, that is, their ability 
to decrease SBP, as well as coronary vasodilation and, in 
the case of nondihydropyridine CCBs, heart rate slowing. 
CCBs are particularly effective in treating angina caused 
by coronary spasm, for example, the Prinzmetal variant or 
cold-induced angina.85

2. Prevention of Cardiovascular Events in 
Patients With Hypertension and CAD

2.1. Antihypertensive Drugs for the Secondary 
Prevention of Cardiovascular Events in Patients 
With CAD
Meta-analyses of antihypertensive trials have demonstrated 
that BP lowering is more important than the particular drug 
class used in the primary prevention of the complications of 
hypertension, including IHD. Combination antihypertensive 
drug therapy is typically needed to achieve and to sustain 

effective long-term BP control. Thus, there is no evidence to 
support initiating therapy with any one antihypertensive drug 
class over another for the primary prevention of IHD. In con-
trast, for secondary protection in individuals with underlying 
comorbid illnesses such as IHD, CKD, or recurrent stroke, not 
all drug classes have been proven to confer optimal or even the 
same level of benefit.

Whether there are class effects for antihypertensive drugs 
and whether each drug should be considered individually on 
the basis of trial results are not clearly known. It is reasonable 
to assume that there are class effects for thiazide and thiazide-
type diuretics, ACE inhibitors, and ARBs, which have a high 
degree of homogeneity in both their mechanisms of action 
and side effects.13,86,87 There are major pharmacological dif-
ferences between drugs within more heterogeneous classes of 
agents such as the β-blockers and CCBs.88,89 Finally, the most 
recent trials suggest that combining ACE inhibitors and ARBs 
is not beneficial for the secondary prevention of cardiovas-
cular events,90,91 whereas combinations of renin-angiotensin 
blocking agents with thiazide diuretics or with CCBs show 
important clinical benefits.92

2.1.1. Thiazide and Thiazide-Type Diuretics
Thiazide diuretics and the thiazide-type diuretics chlorthali-
done and indapamide are highly effective in reducing BP and 
preventing cerebrovascular events, as demonstrated most con-
vincingly in early studies such as the Veterans Administration 
studies,93 the Medical Research Council (MRC) Trial,94 the 
Systolic Hypertension in the Elderly Program (SHEP),95 
and the Hypertension in the Very Elderly Trial (HYVET).15 
The benefit of chlorthalidone-based therapy in hypertension 
treatment is evident from the Antihypertensive and Lipid-
Lowering Treatment to Prevent Heart Attack Trial (ALLHAT) 
trial.96 Since the publication of the results of ALLHAT, there 
have been concerns about whether thiazide-induced hyper-
glycemia and diabetes mellitus contribute to long-term IHD 
risk not measured during the study interval,97 but this does not 
seem to be the case.98-100

2.1.2. β-Blockers
β-Blockers make up a heterogeneous class of antihyperten-
sive drugs with differing effects on resistance vessels and on 
cardiac conduction and contractility. β-Blocker administration 
remains the standard of care in patients with angina pectoris, 
those who have had an MI, and those who have LV dysfunc-
tion with or without symptoms of HF unless contraindicated. 
The β-blockers carvedilol, metoprolol, and bisoprolol have 
been shown to improve outcomes in patients with HF.1

2.1.3. ACE Inhibitors
The ACE inhibitors are effective in reducing initial IHD events 
and are recommended for consideration in all patients after 
MI. They are proven to prevent and improve both HF101,102 
and the progression of CKD.103 When combined with thiazide 
diuretics, ACE inhibitors reduce the incidence of recurrent 
stroke.104 Major trials have addressed the use of ACE inhibi-
tors in patients with IHD but without HF or known significant 
LV systolic impairment.

In the HOPE study,16 9297 high-risk patients, of whom 
80% had a history of CAD, were assigned to receive either 
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ramipril (10 mg once nightly) or placebo and followed up 
for a mean of 5.0 years. Treatment with ramipril was associ-
ated with a 22% reduction in the composite end point of car-
diovascular death, MI, and stroke (P<0.001) and comparably 
significant reductions in each of the individual components. 
There were also significant reductions in the rates of revascu-
larization, cardiac arrest, HF, worsening angina, and all-cause 
mortality with ramipril therapy. The mean reduction in the 
clinic BP with active treatment was 3/2 mm Hg. These car-
diovascular benefits were initially thought to be independent 
of BP, but an interesting but very small HOPE substudy105 
revealed a more marked reduction in 24-hour ambulatory BP 
with ramipril not observed in the main trial, which reported 
only the clinic BPs.

In EUROPA, 12 218 patients were randomized to the 
ACE inhibitor perindopril or placebo.18 Although just 27% 
of patients were classified as hypertensive, the definition of 
hypertension was based on a clinic BP >160/95 mm Hg or 
antihypertensive therapy at baseline. The mean follow-up in 
EUROPA was 4.2 years. Treatment with perindopril (target 
dose, 8 mg daily) was associated with a 20% relative risk 
reduction in the composite end point of cardiovascular death, 
MI, or cardiac arrest (P<0.003). The benefit of active treat-
ment with perindopril was similar for patients with or without 
hypertension as the investigators defined it. The mean reduc-
tion in BP in the clinic setting was 5/2 mm Hg. At baseline, 
EUROPA patients were at lower cardiovascular risk than 
HOPE patients: One third were <55 years of age; fewer had 
diabetes mellitus (12% versus 39%); and proportionately 
more EUROPA patients took antiplatelet (92% versus 76%) 
and lipid-lowering (58% versus 29%) drugs.

Patients in the Prevention of Events With Angiotensin 
Converting Enzyme Inhibition (PEACE) trial106 had stable 
CAD and normal or slightly reduced LV function and were 
randomized to trandolapril (target dose, 4 mg) or placebo. 
Median follow-up was 4.8 years. No difference between the 
groups was found in the incidence of the primary compos-
ite end point of cardiovascular death, MI, or coronary artery 
revascularization. Forty-six percent of patients were hyper-
tensive, and treatment with trandolapril was associated with a 
mean reduction in BP of 4.4/3.6 mm Hg. The annualized rate 
of all-cause mortality in PEACE was only 1.6%, a rate similar 
to that of an age- and sex-matched cohort without IHD. There 
was a relatively high use of revascularization before random-
ization in the PEACE trial, which may have contributed to the 
low event rate.

The investigators concluded that ACE inhibitors might not 
be necessary as routine therapy in low-risk IHD patients with 
preserved LV function, especially those who have received 
intensive treatment with revascularization and lipid-lower-
ing agents. Thus, 2 large studies in high-cardiovascular-risk 
patients (HOPE and EUROPA) showed cardiovascular protec-
tive effects by ACE inhibitors, and 1 study in low-cardiovas-
cular-risk patients (PEACE) did not.

The Ongoing Telmisartan Alone and In Combination with 
Ramipril Global Endpoint Trial (ONTARGET)90 trial random-
ized 25 620 patients, of whom 74% had a history of CAD, 
to the ACE inhibitor ramipril (10 mg/d), the ARB telmisar-
tan (80 mg/d), or the combination of these 2 drugs. After a 

median follow-up of 4.7 years, there was no difference in the 
primary outcome of cardiovascular death, nonfatal MI, non-
fatal stroke, and hospitalization for HF among the 3 groups. 
In the combination treatment group, there was an increased 
risk of hypotensive symptoms, syncope, and renal dysfunction 
compared with those in the ramipril group. The investigators 
concluded that ramipril and telmisartan had similar benefits 
but that the combination of the ACE inhibitor and ARB in this 
high-cardiovascular-risk group was associated with more side 
effects and no increase in benefit.

2.1.4. Angiotensin Receptor Blockers
Several ARBs have been shown to reduce the incidence or 
severity of IHD events, the progression of renal disease in 
type 2 diabetes mellitus, and cerebrovascular events. ARBs 
are often considered to be an alternative therapy in individu-
als with cardiovascular disease who are intolerant of ACE 
inhibitors. In the Valsartan Antihypertensive Long-term Use 
Evaluation (VALUE) study, protection against a composite of 
cardiovascular events that included MI and HF was similar 
to that observed for the CCB amlodipine.107 However, there 
were important differences in BP control in the early stages 
of the VALUE trial (a significant BP difference in favor of 
amlodipine) that may have confounded outcomes for MI and 
especially stroke.108

Beneficial cardiovascular outcomes were not shown in the 
Optimal Trial in Myocardial Infarction With the Angiotensin 
II Antagonist Losartan (OPTIMAAL).109 The lack of ben-
efit may have been attributable to inadequate doses of losar-
tan. In the Valsartan in Acute Myocardial Infarction Trial 
(VALIANT), the ARB valsartan had effects similar to those of 
the ACE inhibitor captopril in reducing cardiovascular event 
end points.91 The combination of the ARB with the ACE inhib-
itor yielded an increase in adverse events with no incremental 
benefit for cardiovascular events.

In the Telmisartan Randomised Assessment Study in 
ACE Intolerant Subjects With Cardiovascular Disease 
(TRANSCEND),110 5296 high-risk patients, of whom 75% 
had CAD, were randomized to telmisartan (80 mg daily) or 
placebo for a median duration of 4.7 years. The mean BP 
in the telmisartan group was 4.0/2.2 mm Hg lower than that 
in patients randomized to placebo. The primary outcome of 
cardiovascular death, nonfatal MI, nonfatal stroke, and hospi-
talization for HF occurred in 15.7% of the telmisartan group 
and 17.0% of the placebo group (P=0.216). The composite of 
cardiovascular death, nonfatal MI, and stroke occurred in 13% 
of patients on telmisartan versus 14.8% of the placebo group 
(P=0.048), and fewer patients in the telmisartan group had a 
cardiovascular hospitalization (30.3% versus 33%; P=0.025). 
The tolerability of telmisartan was similar to that of placebo. 
The investigators concluded that telmisartan had modest ben-
efits on the composite outcome end point of cardiovascular 
death, MI, and stroke and was well tolerated.

2.1.5. Aldosterone Antagonists
The aldosterone antagonists spironolactone and eplerenone 
lower BP alone or when added to other antihypertensive 
agents and have a protective effects in patients with chronic 
and advanced HF (in the Randomized Aldactone Evaluation 
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Study [RALES]),111 in patients with LV dysfunction after 
MI (in the Eplerenone Post-Acute Myocardial Infarction 
Heart Failure Efficacy and Survival Study [EPHESUS]),112 
and in patients with chronic HF and mild symptoms (in the 
Eplerenone in Mild Patients Hospitalization and Survival 
Study in Heart Failure [EMPHASIS-HF]).113 In both RALES 
and EMPHASIS-HF, the majority of the subjects had IHD.

2.1.6. Calcium Channel Blockers
CCBs form a heterogeneous class of agents that lower BP but 
have differing effects on cardiac conduction and myocardial 
contractility. In ALLHAT, the primary prevention of cardio-
vascular events with the dihydropyridine CCB amlodipine was 
equivalent to that produced by the diuretic chlorthalidone or 
the ACE inhibitor lisinopril,96 and superiority over a β-blocker 
was claimed in Anglo-Scandinavian Cardiac Outcomes 
Trial (ASCOT).114 Primary protection with verapamil-based 
therapy was shown to be similar to that of a diuretic (hydro-
chlorothiazide) or a β-blocker (atenolol) in the Controlled 
Onset Verapamil Investigation of Cardiovascular End Points 
(CONVINCE)115 and International Verapamil-Trandolapril 
Study (INVEST).116 In the Nordic Diltiazem (NORDIL) 
study,117 overall cardiovascular event rates were similar for 
diltiazem and a combination of diuretic and β-blocker. Thus, 
CCBs are alternatives to β-blockers in the treatment of angina 
pectoris but are not recommended for secondary cardiac pro-
tection because of the relative lack of benefit of this class in 
preventing HF,118 particularly compared with ACE inhibitors96 
or ARBs.107

2.1.7. Direct Renin Inhibitors
The direct renin inhibitor aliskiren lowers BP alone or when 
added to other antihypertensive agents but has not been shown 
to have protective effects in patients with CVD, including 
HF.119 In 2011, the Aliskiren Trial In Type 2 Diabetes Using 
Cardio-Renal Disease Endpoints (ALTITUDE) was stopped 
on the recommendation of its Data Monitoring Committee.119 
ALTITUDE was comparing placebo with aliskiren 300 mg 
once daily added to background ACE inhibitor or ARB ther-
apy in patients with diabetes mellitus and either increased 
urinary albumin excretion or both a reduced estimated glo-
merular filtration rate and established CVD. The primary out-
come in ALTITUDE was a composite of cardiovascular death, 
resuscitated sudden death, nonfatal MI, nonfatal stroke, hospi-
talization for HF, end-stage renal disease, renal death, or dou-
bling of baseline serum creatinine concentration, sustained for 
at least a month.

The basis for stopping the trial was futility for success 
and safety concerns, including renal dysfunction, hyperka-
lemia, hypotension, and an excess of strokes. The number of 
patients experiencing a nonfatal stroke in the placebo group 
was 85 (2.0%) and in the aliskiren group was 112 (2.6%; 
unadjusted P=0.04). Given prior data relating the use of 
antihypertensive therapy to a reduced incidence of stroke in 
patients with diabetes mellitus, it is possible that the imbal-
ance in strokes represents a chance finding. Nevertheless, 
the general recommendation at present is to avoid the use 
of aliskiren in combination with another renin-angiotensin 
blocking agents in patients with hypertension for the pri-
mary prevention of CVD.

3. BP Goals
3.1. Epidemiology and Coronary Physiology
The overall goal of therapy is to reduce excess morbidity 
and unnecessary deaths. In the case of hypertension, dys-
lipidemia, and diabetes mellitus, surrogate end points (BP, 
cholesterol, and blood glucose) have been established as 
diagnostic markers, and discrete values of these mark-
ers have been established as therapeutic targets. A com-
monly cited target for BP is <140/90 mm Hg in general and 
<130/80 mm Hg in some individuals with diabetes mellitus 
or CKD.3,22,23 The first AHA scientific statement on the treat-
ment of hypertension in the prevention and management of 
IHD also recommended a goal of <130/80 mm Hg in individ-
uals with established CAD, with CAD equivalents, or with a 
Framingham Risk Score of ≥10%.1

Some recent meta-analyses have suggested that the lower 
BP target for higher-risk patients is not supported by evi-
dence from high-quality, randomized, clinical trials.120-122 
Whether the lower BP goal is appropriate for the preven-
tion of coronary disease and for the treatment of established 
coronary disease is the subject of intense debate. There is a 
historical trend for lower BP goals, especially in those with 
target-organ damage. Controversy remains, however, about 
specific BP treatment goals for individuals with nascent or 
overt CAD. On the one hand, it can be argued from patho-
physiological principles that very low SBP values (ie, <120 
mm Hg) may be appropriate to reduce myocardial work-
load.123 At the same time, there is a concern that excessive 
lowering of DBP may impair coronary perfusion. At present 
and despite the ACCORD study,20 discussed below, there is 
no consensus on the question of what the most appropriate 
BP target(s) should be in individuals with latent or overt 
CAD or prominent CAD risk factors. We believe, however, 
that reasonable recommendations can be developed from a 
synthesis of the results from relevant epidemiological stud-
ies, consideration of the theoretical issue of the J curve, data 
from animal studies, human studies involving surrogate end 
points, and randomized, clinical trials targeting different BP 
goals with cardiovascular events as end points.

3.1.1. Epidemiological Studies
Although epidemiological correlations cannot be used as 
proof of the value of treatment, they are useful in establish-
ing expectations for reasonable treatment strategies. More 
specifically, epidemiological data do not necessarily predict 
cardiovascular outcomes when BP is lowered as a result 
of antihypertensive treatment. Nevertheless, population 
studies such as the Prospective Studies Collaboration,6 the 
Framingham Heart Study,124 the Women’s Health Initiative,125 
and the Hisayama Study126 in Japan provide some support for 
a “lower is better” strategy for BP control. The debate about 
lower BP targets revolves around the issue of the so-called 
J curve and, more specifically, whether lower BP targets are 
appropriate or even safe for patients with CAD.

3.1.2. Coronary Perfusion, Autoregulation, and the J Curve
Many studies demonstrate that lowering SBP, DBP, or both 
decreases overall cardiovascular risk. Yet, concern has 
persisted that excessive DBP lowering may have adverse 
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consequences for the heart. In virtually all instances, lower-
ing SBP improves cardiac function and outcomes, probably 
through a reduction in cardiac work and an improved myocar-
dial oxygen balance. On the other hand, it is theoretically pos-
sible that lowering of DBP improves cardiovascular outcomes 
only when coronary perfusion is maintained above the lower 
limit of coronary autoregulation.

Myocardial perfusion occurs almost exclusively during 
diastole; therefore, DBP is the coronary perfusion pressure. 
Like most vascular beds, the coronary circulation is capable 
of autoregulation, so that a decrease in perfusion pressure is 
accompanied by coronary vasodilation, which maintains a 
fairly constant coronary blood flow. The problem is that this 
ability of coronary resistance vessels to dilate in response to a 
falling perfusion pressure is limited, and at the point of maxi-
mal vasodilation, a further decrease in coronary perfusion 
pressure will result in a decrease in flow. In conscious, instru-
mented dogs, contractile function (transmural wall thickening 
and subendocardial segment shortening) is well maintained 
at mean coronary filling pressures down to 40 mm Hg, which 
corresponds to a DBP of ≈30 mm Hg.127-129 The lower limit of 
autoregulation in dogs with LV hypertrophy is shifted upward 
by ≈15 to 20 mm Hg but can be partially restored by ACE inhi-
bition, with accompanying regression of LV hypertrophy.129 
These studies were in dogs with normal intramural coronary 
arteries. We do not have good data on equivalent values for the 
human coronary circulation.

In the presence of occlusive CAD, the hemodynamics are 
much more complicated. Significant CAD will shift the lower 
autoregulatory limit upward. However, because myocardial 
blood flow is very heterogeneous,130 the consequences of cor-
onary underperfusion are unpredictable and may depend on 
intramyocardial wall stress (which in turn is increased by a 
high arterial pressure but decreased by LV hypertrophy), the 
effects of antihypertensive medications on these variables, 
and, of course, the severity of the occlusive coronary disease.

There is also a reduced coronary flow reserve (defined as 
the difference between resting flow and flow through a maxi-
mally dilated coronary circulation at any level of perfusion 
pressure) in patients with LV hypertrophy, coronary athero-
sclerosis, or microangiopathy, with a reduced functional or 
structural capacity of coronary resistance vessels to dilate.131 
This potential for impairment of myocardial oxygen supply 
may be compounded by an increased myocardial oxygen 
demand resulting from exercise, LV hypertrophy, and the 
increase in the output impedance of the LV caused by the 
increased SBP. This combination of a decreased oxygen sup-
ply and an increased oxygen demand, especially during exer-
cise, is particularly pernicious in the heart because the heart is 
an aerobic organ that can develop only a small oxygen debt, 
and oxygen extraction is almost maximal even at rest and can 
increase little with increased demand.

It is theoretically possible, therefore, that although lower-
ing BP improves cardiovascular outcomes in hypertensive 
patients (as long as coronary perfusion is maintained above 
the lower autoregulatory limit for coronary blood flow), any 
further reduction of DBP to levels below the lower autoregu-
latory limit could reduce coronary blood flow. This could be 
translated to an upturn in the incidence of coronary events as 

DBP is lowered beyond this point, especially when myocar-
dial oxygen consumption is increased such as during exercise. 
The relationship between DBP and coronary events would, if 
this were true, show a J-shaped curve. A major difficulty is 
that we do not have data on the DBP level that corresponds to 
the lower limit of autoregulation in the human coronary circu-
lation, in healthy individuals, or in patients with hypertension 
and CAD. It would also be reasonable to assume that a rapid 
reduction in DBP to very low levels may be more hazardous in 
patients with combined hypertension and CAD, although we 
have no experimental or clinical trial evidence to support this 
idea. We therefore must rely on clinical studies with surrogate 
end points and the few relevant clinical trials with outcomes 
data to attempt to resolve this issue.

3.2. Clinical Studies

3.2.1. Lower BP With a Surrogate Outcome
An analysis of the 274 patients with CAD who completed 
the intravascular ultrasound substudy of the Comparison of 
Amlodipine Versus Enalapril to Limit Occurrences of Thrombosis 
(CAMELOT) trial132 showed that those subjects with a normal 
BP according to the definition given in the Seventh Report of the 
Joint National Committee on Prevention, Detection, Evaluation, 
and Treatment of High Blood Pressure3 (<120/80 mm Hg) had 
a mean decrease in coronary atheroma volume of 4.6 mm3, pre-
hypertensive (120–139/80–89 mm Hg) subjects had no signifi-
cant change, and hypertensive (≥140/90 mm Hg) subjects had 
a mean increase in atheroma volume of 12.0 mm3. The authors 
concluded, “This study suggests that in patients with CAD, the 
optimal BP goal may be substantially lower than the <140/90 
mm Hg level.” The results of CAMELOT can be taken only as 
hypothesis generating because the effect of achieved BP on ath-
eroma volume was not a prespecified outcome. Because this was 
a post-hoc analysis, there is the potential for residual confound-
ing effects, especially because the individuals in the higher BP 
cohort were older and were more likely to have been assigned to 
the placebo arm of the study and therefore not treated with either 
amlodipine or enalapril.

3.2.2. Observational Studies and Clinical Trials
If coronary autoregulation were clinically important, it would 
be predicted that a U-shaped or J-shaped relationship should 
exist between DBP and CAD events. Furthermore, the pres-
ence of structural CAD could be expected to affect the pres-
sure-flow relationships in the coronary arteries, with a lower 
tolerance of diastolic pressures. There is evidence from clini-
cal trials to both support and refute the existence of a J curve.

The first retrospective study in 1979 reported a 5-fold 
increase in MI among treated patients with DBP (Korotkoff 
phase IV) values <90 mm Hg,133 roughly equivalent to <80 to 
85 mm Hg using the more universal Korotkoff phase V. This 
observation was confirmed by a subsequent meta-analysis in 
1987134 and a reanalysis of the 1985 MRC trial of mild hyper-
tension, which reported an increased MI prevalence in those 
with achieved DBP <80 mm Hg.135 However, other investiga-
tors using the same data have drawn opposite conclusions 
about whether a J curve really exists.136,137

A secondary analysis of data from INVEST138,139 of patients 
with known CAD and hypertension showed a J-shaped 
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relationship between BP and the primary outcome (all-cause 
death, nonfatal stroke, and nonfatal MI), all-cause death, and 
total MI, with a nadir at 119/84 mm Hg. This was not the case 
for stroke. These post hoc results were also cited in an analysis 
by Thune et al140 and an accompanying editorial141 as support 
for the existence of a J curve and a warning against exces-
sive lowering of BP. However, what was not mentioned was 
that patients in that trial who had a BP <120/70 mm Hg (the 
level below which the risk of adverse outcomes seemed to 
rise) were older and had a history of more MI, coronary artery 
bypass grafting or percutaneous coronary intervention, stroke 
or transient ischemic attack, diabetes mellitus, HF, and cancer, 
all confounding factors. After adjustment for these and other 
comorbidities, there was no increased risk down to a DBP of 
50 mm Hg.139

A different nadir for a J-shaped relationship of BP with 
outcome, 146.3/81.4 mm Hg, was identified in another sec-
ondary analysis, this time of the Treating to New Targets 
Trial (TNT) in patients with clinically evident CAD.142 The 
Secondary Manifestations of Arterial Disease (SMART) study 
of patients with manifest arteriosclerotic disease had a nadir of 
143/82 mm Hg.143 The implication of these trials is that there 
is a higher risk of coronary events if the SBP is <146.3 or 143 
mm Hg, which is clearly at odds with the mass of data from 
clinical trials over many decades, which show that SBPs <140 
mm Hg are cardioprotective.

There are much debate and disagreement about the meth-
odological assumptions and pitfalls, and several reports have 
articulated how confounding variables, especially age and 
comorbidities, including late-stage HF, could have affected 
the conclusions.144-147 In none of the retrospective analyses 
was it possible to control adequately for the many interact-
ing comorbid conditions that accompany and confound low 
DBP or for the complex relationships among age, DBP, and 
CVD risk. Age, DBP, and cardiovascular risk are positively 
associated until ≈50 years of age. For the remainder of life, 
DBP decreases and pulse pressure widens, whereas car-
diovascular risk increases exponentially. Age is by far the 
most important risk factor for CAD; the prevalence of fatal 
ischemic cardiac events increases by 64-fold as age doubles 
from 40 to 80 years. However, a high SBP, a low DBP, and 
a wide pulse pressure are each independent risk factors for 
CAD, but SBP was a better predictor of outcomes than pulse 
pressure.5,148,149 Thus, the effects of a low DBP or wide pulse 
pressure cannot be separated easily from those of aging in 
predicting the risk of a fatal MI. This important confounder 
may explain much of the confusion over the existence of a J 
curve in observational studies.

These results suggest that wide pulse pressure is a signifi-
cant determinant of whether the DBP is a major risk predictor. 
Therefore, in those studies that reported a J curve, possible 
explanations include diminished myocardial perfusion during 
diastole, an age-related increase in pulse pressure reflecting 
stiffer large arteries, or an epiphenomenon related to a known 
or undetected underlying illness (eg, cancer, HF), so-called 
reverse causality in which the pre-existing illness explains 
both the low BP and the high risk of death.

There is also direct evidence against the concept of the J 
curve. For example, in the CAMELOT trial,150 1991 patients 

had angiographically documented CAD, and the mean entry 
BP was 129/77 mm Hg. Treatment with either an ACE inhibi-
tor or a CCB lowered BP by an additional 5/2 mm Hg, with no 
evidence of a J-curve in either treated group.

3.2.3. Clinical Trials to Specifically Evaluate Lower  
BP Goals
Data from controlled trials designed primarily to evaluate lower 
BP goals in hypertensive subjects have not shown a J curve.

Population-based studies suggest that ≈45% of white adults 
with diabetes mellitus have coronary heart disease compared 
with 25% in nondiabetic individuals.151

This makes the ACCORD study relevant to the issue of BP 
targets in patients with CAD. ACCORD was a trial to evalu-
ate the overall effects of intensified glycemic control, inten-
sive BP lowering, and reduced triglyceride levels in patients 
with type 2 diabetes mellitus and other risk factors for CVD. 
The BP study20 randomized 4733 patients, of whom 34% had 
had a previous cardiovascular event, to an intensive therapy 
arm, with an SBP target of <120 mm Hg, or to standard ther-
apy, targeting an SBP of <140 mm Hg. After 1 year, the mean 
SBP was 119.3 mm Hg in the intensive therapy group, and 
133.5 mm Hg in the standard therapy group, a difference of 
14 mm Hg. During the mean follow-up of 4.7 years, there was 
no significant difference between the 2 groups with respect 
to the primary composite outcome (nonfatal MI, nonfatal 
stroke, or death resulting from cardiovascular causes), nonfa-
tal MI, all-cause mortality, cardiovascular death, major coro-
nary disease event, or fatal or nonfatal HF. However, the risk 
of the primary composite end point was numerically lower 
(by 12%) in those randomized to the lower goal. Similarly, 
the risk of MI was lower (by 13%) in the group randomized to 
the lower BP target, but this was not statistically significant. 
There was a putatively significantly lower incidence of stroke 
in the intensive therapy group (ie, uncorrected for multiple 
comparisons), but the number of strokes was small (at 98). 
The main conclusion drawn by the investigators from this 
study is that an SBP <120 mm Hg in patients with type 2 dia-
betes mellitus is not justified.20,152 In the context of the J-curve 
conundrum discussed above, it is worthwhile noting that the 
mean achieved DBP in the intensive therapy group at 4 to 8 
years after randomization was in the range of 60 to 65 mm Hg 
and that there was not only no significant increase in coronary 
events at these DBPs but in fact a numerical decrease in such 
events. This finding, together with the significant protection 
from stroke, seen in ACCORD and most other trials could 
suggest a different interpretation of the ACCORD results, 
namely that lower DBPs are safe, at least in the range of 60 
to 65 mm Hg, and may protect against stroke. The Systolic 
Blood Pressure Intervention Trial (SPRINT), now underway, 
has a trial design very similar to that of ACCORD but has 
enrolled only nondiabetic subjects, with a heavy representa-
tion of the elderly and patients with CKD.

3.2.4. Lower BP Goals and Diabetes Mellitus
Besides the ACCORD study, discussed above, there have been 
other studies relevant to secondary prevention of cardiovascu-
lar events in patients with hypertension and CAD. In a diabetic 
cohort of subjects with hypertension and CAD in INVEST,116 
tight control of SBP (<130 mm Hg) was not associated with 

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


14    Hypertension    June 2015

improved cardiovascular outcomes compared with usual con-
trol (130–139 mm Hg), although in an extended follow-up of 
≈9 years, the risk of all-cause mortality was 22.8% versus 
21.8%, respectively, which was just statistically significant. 
This is a small difference, and it is uncertain whether this can 
be regarded as a contribution to clinical decision making.

In the earlier Appropriate Blood Pressure Control in Diabetes 
(ABCD) trial, the mean BP achieved was 132/78 mm Hg in the 
intensive group and 138/86 mm Hg in the moderate BP con-
trol group. After 5 years, there was no difference between the 
groups in the progression of diabetic microvascular complica-
tions or in the rate of MI, stroke or HF. However, unlike the 
result in INVEST, the ABCD participants in the intensive group 
had a significant reduction in all-cause mortality.153

The latest standards of medical care in diabetes mellitus 
(2013)23 of the American Diabetes Association recommend a 
goal BP of <140/80 mm Hg; lower values, <130/80 mm Hg, 
“may be appropriate for certain individuals, such as younger 
patients, if it can be achieved without undue treatment burden.”

3.2.5. Lower BP Goals for the Prevention of Stroke
 Patients with atherosclerotic stroke should be included among 
those deemed to be at high risk (≥20% over 10 years) of fur-
ther atherosclerotic cardiovascular events.154

Besides ACCORD, in which there was no excess MI from 
intensive BP lowering and some benefit in preventing stroke, 
there have been other studies in which the effects of BP lower-
ing on stroke outcomes have been documented. With 1 excep-
tion, the reports are consistent with supporting better stroke 
outcomes with BPs <130/80 mm Hg.

The exception is a post hoc observational analysis of 
the Prevention Regimen for Effectively Avoiding Second 
Strokes (PROFESS) data, involving 20 330 patients with 
recent ischemic stroke. Hypertension was not an inclusion 
criterion, although most of the patients had elevated BP. 
PROFESS was also not a clinical trial of antihypertensive 
therapy but primarily of antiplatelet agents. During the 2.5 
years of follow-up, the adjusted hazard ratio for subjects 
with an SBP in the 120- to 129-mm Hg range, compared 
with those in the 130- to 139-mm Hg range, was 1.10 (95% 
confidence interval, 0.95–1.28) for stroke and 1.01 (95% 
confidence interval, 0.64–1.89) for fatal stroke, both not 
statistically significant, and 1.16 (95% confidence interval, 
1.03–1.31) for a composite end point of stroke, MI, or vas-
cular death.155

In a very large meta-analysis of 147 randomized trials of 
antihypertensive therapy,156 the percentage reductions in coro-
nary heart disease events and stroke were similar in people 
with and without CVD and regardless of BP before treatment 
(down to 110 mm Hg SBP and 70 mm Hg DBP). A meta-
regression analysis that included 31 intervention trials of BP 
lowering in ≈74 000 patients with diabetes mellitus reported a 
decrease of 13% in the risk of stroke for each 5-mm Hg reduc-
tion in SBP and of 11.5% for each 2-mm Hg reduction in DBP. 
In contrast, the decrease in the risk of MI approached but did 
not achieve statistical significance.157

In ONTARGET, the benefits from lowering SBP to <130 
mm Hg were driven mostly by a reduction in stroke. MI was 
unaffected and cardiovascular mortality was unchanged.90

There is consistency in these reports, namely that inten-
sive BP lowering to <130/80 mm Hg does not significantly 
decrease or increase coronary morbidity or mortality but may 
be protective against stroke. However, the PROFESS data are 
different, so the issue is still somewhat moot.

3.2.6. The Elderly
It might be predicted that a J curve would have a more dev-
astating effect on elderly individuals, with a nadir at higher 
pressures, because of the greater likelihood of their having 
CAD and a lower coronary reserve. Very few studies have 
addressed this question, but those that have addressed it have 
produced reasonably reassuring results. An INVEST sub-
study158 showed a J-shaped relationship between DBP and 
the primary outcome (all-cause death, nonfatal MI, or nonfa-
tal stroke) but with a nadir of 75 mm Hg, except for the very 
old, for whom it was even lower at 70 mm Hg. In HYVET,15 
patients >80 years of age with a mean BP of 173.0/90.8 
mm Hg were randomized to receive treatment with indap-
amide, with perindopril added if necessary, versus placebo. 
In the active treatment group, the mean BP fell by almost 
30/13 mm Hg and produced a 30% reduction in stroke and 
a 64% reduction in HF but had no significant effect on MI. 
The HYVET authors stated, “The results support a target BP 
of 150/80 mm Hg in patients receiving treatment, since that 
target was reached in nearly 50% of such patients in HYVET 
after 2 years.”15

With regard to the 65- to 79-year range, we take note of the 
recommendation of the ACC Foundation/AHA 2011 expert 
consensus document on hypertension in the elderly,159 which 
states: “The general recommended goal BP in people with 
uncomplicated hypertension is <140/90 mm Hg. However, 
this target for elderly patients with hypertension is based on 
expert opinion rather than on data from RCTs [randomized, 
controlled trials], and it is unclear whether the target SBP 
should be the same in 65 to 79 year old versus older patients.” 
We have therefore retained a target of <140/90 mm Hg for this 
age group.

3.2.7. Conclusions
Lower SBP values may be associated with better stroke out-
comes except in the case of PROFESS, and the evidence for 
CAD outcomes is equivocal. The evidence that excessive low-
ering of DBP may compromise cardiac outcomes (the J curve) 
is inconsistent. Epidemiological and clinical trial evidence 
both support and refute the existence of a J curve for DBP but 
not SBP, which suggests the presence of major confounders 
of data interpretation, including selection bias, comorbidities, 
and nonlinear interactions among age, decreasing DBP, and 
increasing cardiovascular risk. The vast majority of hyperten-
sive individuals, including those with overt cardiac disease, 
will not experience problems related to lowering of DBP when 
standard antihypertensive medications are used. Concerns that 
coronary perfusion is limited by an autoregulatory threshold 
have not yet been validated in humans with healthy or even 
diseased coronary arteries, and no consensus exists on the min-
imum safe level of DBP in these individuals. Although an auto-
regulatory threshold has not been defined in humans, with or 
without CAD, it is clear, mainly from ACCORD, that lower BP 
targets, down to levels <120/80 mm Hg, protect against stroke 
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and do not significantly increase CAD events. Most studies 
that have addressed lower BP targets have achieved DBP val-
ues in the 70- to 79-mm Hg range, which appears to be safe.

Therefore, a reasonable recommendation would be a BP 
target of <140/90 mm Hg for the secondary prevention of car-
diovascular events in patients with CAD. However, there are 
some epidemiological data, several post hoc analyses of clini-
cal trials, and a plethora of other data that support, but do not 
prove, that a lower target (<130/80 mm Hg) may be appropri-
ate in some individuals with CAD. We counsel that the BP 
should be lowered slowly in patients with occlusive CAD with 
evidence of myocardial ischemia, and caution is advised in 
inducing decreases in DBP to <60 mm Hg, particularly if the 
patient is >60 years of age. In older hypertensive individu-
als with wide pulse pressures, lowering SBP may cause very 
low DBP values (<60 mm Hg). This should alert the clinician 
to assess carefully any untoward signs or symptoms, espe-
cially those resulting from myocardial ischemia. In patients 
>80 years of age, a reasonable BP target is <150/80 mm Hg, 
although there are no direct data to support this, or any other 
specific BP goal, in this age group.

3.3. Recommendations

1.	The <140/90-mm Hg BP target is reasonable for the 
secondary prevention of cardiovascular events in pa-
tients with hypertension and CAD (Class IIa; Level of 
Evidence B).

2.	A lower target BP (<130/80 mm Hg) may be appropri-
ate in some individuals with CAD, previous MI, stroke 
or transient ischemic attack, or CAD risk equivalents 
(carotid artery disease, PAD, abdominal aortic aneu-
rysm) (Class IIb; Level of Evidence B).

3.	In patients with an elevated DBP and CAD with 
evidence of myocardial ischemia, the BP should 
be lowered slowly, and caution is advised in induc-
ing decreases in DBP to <60 mm Hg in any patient 
with diabetes mellitus or who is >60 years of age. In 
older hypertensive individuals with wide pulse pres-
sures, lowering SBP may cause very low DBP values  
(<60 mm Hg). This should alert the clinician to assess 
carefully any untoward signs or symptoms, especially 
those resulting from myocardial ischemia (Class IIa; 
Level of Evidence C).

4. Management of Hypertension in Patients 
With CAD and Stable Angina

The management of hypertension in patients with chronic CAD 
and chronic stable angina is directed toward the prevention of 
death, MI, and stroke; a reduction in the frequency and duration 
of myocardial ischemia; and the amelioration of symptoms. 
Lifestyle changes and the adoption of a heart healthy approach 
are critical, with the usual attention to diet, sodium intake, mod-
eration of alcohol intake, regular exercise, weight loss, smoking 
cessation, glycemic control, lipid management, and antiplate-
let therapy. Recognition and treatment of hypothyroidism 
and obstructive sleep apnea are important adjuncts in at-risk 
patients. Pharmacological management is inevitably required.

A reasonable BP target for hypertensive patients with dem-
onstrated CAD is <140/90 mm Hg.20,155,159–167 A lower target 

BP (<130/80 mm Hg) may be appropriate in some individuals 
with CAD or those with previous MI, stroke or transient isch-
emic attack, or CAD risk equivalents (carotid artery disease, 
PAD, abdominal aortic aneurysm).

4.1. Pharmacological Therapy
4.1.1. β-Blockers
β-Blockers are the drugs of first choice for the treatment of 
hypertension in patients with CAD that causes angina.168,169 
They alleviate ischemia and angina primarily as a function 
of their negative inotropic and chronotropic actions. The 
decreased heart rate increases diastolic filling time for coro-
nary perfusion. β-Blockers also inhibit renin release from 
the juxtaglomerular apparatus. Cardioselective (β

1
) agents 

without intrinsic sympathomimetic activity are used most fre-
quently. Relative contraindications to their use include signifi-
cant sinus or atrioventricular node dysfunction, hypotension, 
decompensated HF, and severe bronchospastic lung disease.

PAD is rarely made symptomatically worse by the use of 
these agents, and mild bronchospastic disease is not an abso-
lute contraindication. Caution is needed when brittle diabetic 
patients with a history of hypoglycemic events are treated 
because β-blockers may mask the symptoms of hypoglycemia.

Recently, there has been considerable controversy concern-
ing the appropriateness of using β-blockers as first-line therapy 
in hypertension in those patients who do not have a compel-
ling indication; however, their use in patients with angina, prior 
MI, or HF has a solid basis of positive data. β-Blockers should 
be prescribed as initial therapy for the relief of symptoms in 
patients with stable angina. β-Blockers may be considered 
as long-term therapy for all other patients with coronary or 
other vascular disease. Recent ACC Foundation/AHA guide-
lines169,170 have recommended β-blocker therapy in patients 
with normal LV function after MI or ACS (Class I; Level of 
Evidence B), specifically carvedilol, metoprolol succinate, or 
bisoprolol, in all patients with LV systolic dysfunction (ejec-
tion fraction ≤40%) or with HF or prior MI unless contrain-
dicated (Class I; Level of Evidence A). β-Blockers should be 
started and continued for 3 years in all patients with normal LV 
function after MI or ACS (Class I; Level of Evidence B).168–170

4.1.2. Calcium Channel Blockers
As a class, CCBs reduce myocardial oxygen demand by 
decreasing peripheral vascular resistance and lowering BP and 
increase myocardial oxygen supply by coronary vasodilation. 
The nondihydropyridine agents diltiazem and verapamil also 
decrease the sinus node discharge rate and slow atrioventricu-
lar nodal conduction.

CCBs or long-acting nitrates should be prescribed for the 
relief of symptoms when β-blockers are contraindicated or cause 
unacceptable side effects in patients with stable angina (Class 
IIa; Level of Evidence B).168 CCBs or long-acting nitrates in 
combination with β-blockers should be prescribed for the relief 
of symptoms when initial therapy with β-blockers is unsuccess-
ful in patients with stable angina (Class IIa; Level of Evidence 
B).168 CCBs are added to, or substituted for, β-blockers when 
BP remains elevated, when angina persists, or when drug side 
effects or contraindications mandate.171 Long-acting dihydropyr-
idine agents are preferred over nondihydropyridines (diltiazem 
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or verapamil) for use in combination with β-blockers to avoid 
excessive bradycardia or heart block. Diltiazem or verapamil 
should not be used in patients with HF or LV systolic dysfunc-
tion,171 and short-acting nifedipine should be avoided because it 
causes reflex sympathetic activation and worsening myocardial 
ischemia.169

Although CCBs are useful in the management of hyperten-
sion in patients with stable angina, there is no consensus about 
their role in preventing cardiovascular events in patients with 
established CAD. The INVEST investigators randomized 
>22 000 hypertensive patients with chronic CAD to the non-
dihydropyridine CCB verapamil or the β-blocker atenolol.116 
By 24 months, the ACE inhibitor trandolapril had to be added 
in 63% of verapamil patients and 52% of atenolol patients, 
and hydrochlorothiazide was added in 44% of verapamil and 
60% of atenolol patients. There was no difference between the 
groups in the composite end point of death, MI, or stroke over 
a mean follow-up of 2.7 years. More than 50% of patients in 
ALLHAT had a history or signs of atherosclerotic vascular 
disease, and there was no significant difference in the inci-
dence of coronary end points among patients allocated a 
thiazide-type diuretic, a long-acting dihydropyridine CCB, 
or an ACE inhibitor.96 CAMELOT compared amlodipine or 
enalapril with placebo in normotensive patients with CAD, 
≈60% of whom had a history of hypertension.150 Although 
the BP reduction was similar in the 2 active treatment groups, 
adverse cardiovascular events occurred less frequently in the 
amlodipine group than in the enalapril group. An intravascu-
lar ultrasound substudy of CAMELOT showed progression 
of atherosclerosis in the placebo group (P<0.001), a trend 
toward progression in the enalapril group (P=0.08), and no 
progression in the amlodipine group (P=0.31). Amlodipine 
may have pleiotropic effects beyond BP lowering that favor 
atherosclerotic plaque stabilization.172,173

The VALUE trial randomized 15 245 hypertensive patients 
at high risk of cardiac events to valsartan or amlodipine.107 
Forty-six percent of patients in both groups had CAD. Mean 
follow-up was 4.2 years. No difference between groups was 
observed in the primary composite end point of cardiac mor-
bidity and mortality. The risk of MI was lower in the amlodip-
ine group, whereas the risk of new-onset diabetes mellitus was 
lower in the valsartan group. Of note, amlodipine was signifi-
cantly more effective in reducing BP, especially over the first 
year of the trial. There was also a strong trend for an excess 
risk of stroke in the valsartan group, likely resulting from this 
same BP differential that favored amlodipine. The investiga-
tors highlighted the need for aggressive BP control in high-risk 
hypertensive patients, a goal that frequently requires combina-
tion therapy at the outset, a concept supported by the Blood 
Pressure Lowering Treatment Trialists’ Collaboration.174

4.1.3. ACE Inhibitors
ACE inhibitors should be prescribed to all CAD patients with 
stable angina who also have hypertension, diabetes mellitus, 
an LV ejection fraction ≤40%, or CKD unless contraindicated 
(Class I; Level of Evidence A).169 The clinical trials that sup-
port the use of ACE inhibitors in the management of patients 
with stable CAD were described in the Antihypertensive 
Drugs for the Secondary Prevention of Cardiovascular Events 

in Patients With CAD section. They are the HOPE study,16 in 
which high-risk individuals, 80% of whom had CAD, were 
given an ACE inhibitor (ramipril 10 mg/d), with a reduction in 
CVD end points by 20% to 25%; EUROPA,18 which showed 
a 20% relative risk reduction in the primary end point, a com-
posite of cardiovascular death, MI, or cardiac arrest in patients 
in subjects with established CAD treated with perindopril 8 
mg/d versus placebo; and SAVE.17

On the other hand, there have been negative studies. These 
include PEACE,106 in which patients with stable CAD and 
normal or slightly reduced LV function were randomized to 
trandolapril (target dose, 4 mg) or placebo. No difference 
between the groups was found in the incidence of the primary 
composite end point of cardiovascular death, MI, or coronary 
revascularization. Patients in the PEACE trial were at lower 
risk and were receiving more aggressive secondary prevention 
therapy than those in the HOPE trial. In ALLHAT,96 in which 
25% of participants had CAD, there were no significant differ-
ences among patients taking chlorthalidone, amlodipine, and 
lisinopril in the combined outcomes of fatal CAD and nonfa-
tal MI (the primary outcome of the study), in combined CAD 
(the primary outcome plus coronary revascularization or hos-
pitalization for angina), or in all-cause mortality. Soon after 
the ALLHAT results were published, the Second Australian 
National Blood Pressure Study (ANBP-2) reported the results 
of a prospective, open-label study in patients 65 to 84 years of 
age with hypertension that showed, in men but not in women, 
better cardiovascular outcomes with ACE inhibitors than with 
diuretic agents despite similar reductions in BP.175

4.1.4. Angiotensin Receptor Blockers
ARBs are recommended for all patients with stable angina 
who also have hypertension, diabetes mellitus, LV ejection 
fraction ≤40%, or CKD and have indications for, but are intol-
erant of, ACE inhibitors (Class I; Level of Evidence A).169 
ARBs are indicated during hospitalization and at discharge 
for STEMI patients who are intolerant of ACE inhibitors 
and have HF or an ejection fraction <0.40 (Class I; Level of 
Evidence B).176 The combination of ACE inhibitors and ARBs 
has been used for the treatment of advanced or persistent HF 
in the convalescent or chronic phase after STEMI,177 but the 
ONTARGET Study90 failed to show additive benefit but with 
a substantial increase in side effects, so this combination is not 
recommended. In the VALUE trial,107 there was no difference 
in cardiac mortality and morbidity in patients with hyperten-
sion and high risk of cardiovascular events who were treated 
with regimens based on valsartan versus amlodipine, even 
though the BP-lowering effect of amlodipine was greater than 
that of valsartan. In VALIANT,91 valsartan was as no more 
effective than captopril in patients who were at high risk for 
cardiovascular events after MI.

4.1.5. Diuretics
Thiazide diuretics and thiazide-like diuretics reduce car-
diovascular events, as demonstrated most convincingly in 
early studies such as the Veterans Administration studies,93 
the MRC Trial,94 and SHEP95 and in later studies such as 
ALLHAT.96 These studies included subjects with CAD, and 
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it is a reasonable assumption that diuretics are as effective in 
the secondary as in the primary prevention of cardiovascular 
events.

4.1.6. Nitrates
Long-acting nitrates or CCBs can be prescribed for the relief of 
symptoms when β-blockers are contraindicated or cause unac-
ceptable side effects in patients with stable angina (Class I; Level 
of Evidence B).169 Long-acting nitrates or CCBs in combination 
with β-blockers should be prescribed for relief of symptoms 
when initial therapy with β-blockers is unsuccessful in patients 
with stable angina (Class I; Level of Evidence B). Nitrates should 
not be used with phosphodiesterase inhibitors of the sildenafil 
type. Hypertension does not affect the use of long-acting nitrates 
for the prevention of angina or of sublingual nitrate preparations 
for relief of an anginal attack. Conversely, nitrates have generally 
not been shown to be of use in the management of hypertension.

4.2. Recommendations
The management of symptomatic CAD, particularly angina 
pectoris, is directed to the relief of the angina and the pre-
vention of both the progression of CAD and coronary events. 
The mainstays of angina treatment are β-blockers, CCBs, and 
nitrates. Pharmacological strategies for the prevention of car-
diovascular events in these patients include ACE inhibitors, 
ARBs, thiazide and thiazide-like diuretics, β-blockers (par-
ticularly after MI), CCBs, antiplatelet drugs, and drugs for the 
treatment of dyslipidemia. The recent ACC Foundation/AHA 
guidelines recommend ACE inhibitors and/or β-blockers, with 
the addition of drugs such as thiazide diuretics or CCBs for the 
management of high BP in patients with stable IHD.169

There are no special contraindications in hypertensive 
patients for the use of nitrates, antiplatelet or anticoagulant 
drugs, or lipid-lowering agents for the management of angina 
and the prevention of coronary events, except that in patients 
with uncontrolled severe hypertension who are taking anti-
platelet or anticoagulant drugs, BP should be lowered without 
delay to reduce the risk of hemorrhagic stroke.

1.	Patients with hypertension and chronic stable angina 
should be treated with a regimen that includes:

(a) β-blocker in patients with a history of prior MI 
(b) �An ACE inhibitor or ARB if there is prior MI, LV 

systolic dysfunction, diabetes mellitus, or CKD; and 
(c) �A thiazide or thiazide-like diuretic (Class I; 

Level of Evidence A).

2.	The combination of a β-blocker, an ACE inhibitor or 
ARB, and a thiazide or thiazide-like diuretic should 
also be considered in the absence of a prior MI, LV 
systolic dysfunction, diabetes mellitus, or proteinuric 
CKD (Class IIa; Level of Evidence B).

3.	If β-blockers are contraindicated or produce intolerable 
side effects, a nondihydropyridine CCB (such as diltia-
zem or verapamil) may be substituted, but not if there is 
LV dysfunction (Class IIa; Level of Evidence B).

4.	If either the angina or the hypertension remains un-
controlled, a long-acting dihydropyridine CCB can be 

added to the basic regimen of β-blocker, ACE inhibitor, 
and thiazide or thiazide-like diuretic. The combination 
of a β-blocker and either of the nondihydropyridine 
CCBs (diltiazem or verapamil) should be used with cau-
tion in patients with symptomatic CAD and hyperten-
sion because of the increased risk of significant brady-
arrhythmias and HF (Class IIa; Level of Evidence B).

5.	For patients with stable angina, the BP target is 
<140/90 mm Hg. (Class I; Level of Evidence A). See 
also the previous section BP and Treatment Goals. 
However, a lower target BP (<130/80 mm Hg) may be 
considered in some individuals with CAD, with previ-
ous stroke or transient ischemic attack, or with CAD 
risk equivalents (carotid artery disease, PAD, abdomi-
nal aortic aneurysm) (Class IIb; Level of Evidence B).

6.	There are no special contraindications in hyperten-
sive patients for the use of antiplatelet or anticoagu-
lant drugs, except that in patients with uncontrolled 
severe hypertension who are taking antiplatelet or 
anticoagulant drugs, the BP should be lowered with-
out delay to reduce the risk of hemorrhagic stroke 
(Class IIa; Level of Evidence C).

5. Management of Hypertension in Patients  
With ACS

Although a major risk factor for CVD, the impact of hyper-
tension on ACS outcomes has not been well described. Few 
data are available on specific treatments for hypertension in 
patients with either STEMI or non–ST-segment–elevation 
ACS, including both UA and NSTEMI.

5.1. Prevalence and Impact on Prognosis
Contemporary data from the National Cardiovascular Data 
Registry (NCDR) Acute Coronary Treatment and Intervention 
Outcomes Network (ACTION) Registry–Get With The 
Guidelines (GWTG) demonstrate a prevalence of hyperten-
sion of 65.2% among patients with STEMI and 79.2% among 
those with NSTEMI (ACTION Registry–GWTG 2012 first-
quarter report). The prevalence of hypertension increases 
notably with age among ACS patients, with hypertension 
prevalence rates approximately double among individuals >75 
versus those <45 years of age.178

The impact of hypertension on outcomes in ACS is com-
plex. In patients with stabilized ACS enrolled in the Sibrafiban 
Versus Aspirin to Yield Maximum Protection From Ischemic 
Heart Events Post-Acute Coronary Syndromes (SYMPHONY) 
trials, hypertension was an independent predictor of death and 
MI at 90 days.178 Moreover, hypertension is integrated into 
the Thrombolysis in Myocardial Infarction risk score for UA/
NSTEMI as one of several classic risk factors for CAD, and the 
variable of ≥3 risk factors for CAD was independently associ-
ated with the composite end point of mortality and recurrent 
ischemic events.179 However, other multivariable risk models 
have not found hypertension, defined as a “yes/no” categorical 
variable, to be independently associated with in-hospital mor-
tality. Indeed, lower BP more typically emerges as predictive of 
poor outcomes in contemporary evaluations. In both the Global 
Registry of Acute Coronary Events (GRACE)180 and ACTION-
GWTG181 registries, for example, in-hospital mortality 
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increased by ≈20% for every 10-mm Hg decrease in BP at 
presentation. In contrast to the Thrombolysis in Myocardial 
Infarction risk score for UA/NSTEMI, in the Thrombolysis in 
Myocardial Infarction risk score for STEMI, SBP <100 mm Hg 
emerged as a powerful contributor to the model, but hyperten-
sion did not.182 In the Global Use of Strategies to Open Occluded 
Coronary Arteries in Acute Coronary Syndromes (GUSTO 
IIb) and Platelet Glycoprotein IIb/IIIa in Unstable Angina: 
Receptor Suppression Using Integrilin Therapy (PURSUIT) 
trials,183 a very low SBP (≤90 mm Hg) was strongly associated 
with 48-hour and 30-day mortality, but there was little differ-
ence in mortality between patients who had a high SBP (>140 
mm Hg) and those with an SBP in the normal or prehyperten-
sive range (121–140 mm Hg). Even severe hypertension (up to 
an SBP of 200 mm Hg) appeared to be protective in the NCDR 
ACTION analysis of ≈80 000 patients with MI.181

Although uncontrolled hypertension does not appear to 
significantly increase in-hospital mortality in patients with 
ACS, it is a major risk factor for intracranial hemorrhage 
and thus remains a relative contraindication to fibrinolysis.176 
When broader bleeding outcomes are evaluated across the 
ACS spectrum, a U-shaped association between BP and in-
hospital bleeding is observed, with excess bleeding for both 
patients with hypertension and those with hypotension. In an 
analysis from the Can Rapid Risk Stratification of Unstable 
Angina Patients Suppress Adverse Outcomes With Early 
Implementation of the ACC/AHA Guidelines (CRUSADE) 
Registry,184 bleeding rates were lowest in patients with admis-
sion SBP between 120 and 180 mm Hg and increased progres-
sively with BPs above and below these ranges. Similarly, in the 
NCDR ACTION Registry Bleeding Risk Score, zero points 
are awarded for an SBP of 141 to 170 mm Hg on arrival, with 
2 points given for SBP >200 mm Hg and 4 points for SPB ≤90 
mm Hg.185 In contrast, BP variables did not emerge as indepen-
dently associated with bleeding in the Acute Catheterization 
and Urgent Intervention Triage Strategy (ACUITY) and 
Harmonizing Outcomes With Revascularization and Stents in 
Acute Myocardial Infarction (HORIZONS-AMI) trials.186

These studies have important limitations that make it difficult 
to determine the impact of treating hypertension during an acute 
ACS episode. All of the data are observational, and it is likely 
that residual confounding explains some, if not most, of the 
observed adverse association between lower BP and mortality 
after ACS, particularly for BP values within or near the normal 
range. In addition, very limited information is available from 
these studies on the duration of and long-term disease burden 
of hypertension. Despite these limitations, the consistent asso-
ciations observed between hypotension and both mortality and 
bleeding suggest that avoidance of hypotension should be an 
important treatment principle in ACS patients.

5.2. General Principles of BP Management in the 
Patient With ACS
The cornerstone of the management of hypertension in patients 
with ACS is the modification of the balance between myocar-
dial oxygen supply and demand. Patients with ACS are espe-
cially vulnerable to perturbations in this relationship because 
the development of an ACS is a clinical manifestation of an 
alteration in the supply-demand equation such that ischemia 

occurs at rest or at relatively low levels of demand. Although 
an elevated BP increases myocardial oxygen demand, rapid 
and excessive lowering of the DBP has the potential to result 
in impairment of coronary blood flow and oxygen supply, as 
discussed in the BP Goals section. In addition, patients with 
ACS often have vasomotor instability with an increased ten-
dency to exaggerated responses to antihypertensive therapy.

Because specific trials of BP lowering have not been per-
formed in patients with ACS, the selection of antihypertensive 
agents for use in the patient with ACS should be focused on 
selecting drugs that have an established evidence-base for risk 
reduction for patients with ACS independently of BP lower-
ing. These drugs, which include β-blockers, ACE inhibitors 
(or ARBs), and, in selected patients, aldosterone antagonists, 
should typically be titrated to full doses before other agents 
that do not have an established evidence base are initiated.

Therapeutic targets for BP have not been established specifi-
cally for patients with ACS. Current guidelines recommend a BP 
target of <140/90 mm Hg and <130/80 mm Hg for patients with 
diabetes mellitus or CKD, 1,187 but this applies more to second-
ary prevention than the management of hypertension in the acute 
phase of MI. The BP may fluctuate early after ACS; thus, efforts 
should focus on pain control and clinical stabilization before 
BP is specifically targeted. Second, the BP should be lowered 
slowly, and caution is advised to avoid decreases in DBP to <60 
mm Hg because this may reduce coronary perfusion and worsen 
ischemia. A BP target of <130/80 mm Hg at the time of hospital 
discharge is a reasonable option. In older hypertensive individu-
als with wide pulse pressures, lowering SBP may lead to very 
low DBP values, contributing to worsening myocardial ischemia.

5.3. Specific Antihypertensive Agents in ACS
5.3.1. Nitroglycerin
Nitroglycerin has been a cornerstone of therapy for decades, and 
in the hypertensive patient with ACS, nitroglycerin is effective in 
relieving symptoms of ischemia and pulmonary congestion and 
is moderately effective in lowering arterial BP. However, clinical 
trial evidence does not support an effect of nitrates on outcomes 
in ACS. The Gruppo Italiano per lo Studio della Sopravvivenza 
nell’Infarto Miocardico (GISSI)-3 and International Study of 
Infarct Survival (ISIS)-4 trials included almost 80 000 patients 
with STEMI and found no difference in mortality with the use 
of nitrates (7.0% for those treated versus 7.2% who received pla-
cebo in GISSI-3; 7.3% versus 7.5%, respectively, in ISIS-4).188,189 
Thus, the ACC/AHA guidelines for STEMI do not recommend 
nitroglycerin to reduce events but only to relieve ischemic pain 
or acute hypertension or to manage pulmonary congestion at a 
Level of Evidence C. Nitrates should be used with caution in 
patients with inferior STEMI and are contraindicated if right 
ventricular infarction is present because of their effects on low-
ering preload. The guidelines caution that nitroglycerin should 
not be used at the expense of agents with proven benefits on 
outcomes such as β-blockers or ACE inhibitors (below), particu-
larly in the convalescent stage.190

Experience with nitrates in non–ST-segment–elevation ACS is 
largely extrapolated from STEMI because clinical trials in UA/
NSTEMI have been relatively small. Nitroglycerin should be 
first administered via the sublingual route in patients with ACS, 
which can be followed by intravenous or topical administration 
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of nitroglycerin or oral administration of longer-acting nitrate 
preparations. Patients treated with nitrates need to be monitored 
for potential adverse effects, in particular profound hypotension, 
which can exacerbate ischemia. Patients at increased risk include 
the elderly, individuals who are volume depleted, or those have 
used sildenafil within 24 hours or tadalafil within 48 hours. Nitrate 
tolerance is a problem even within the first 24 hours, and attempts 
should be made to minimize this by reducing intravenous doses 
and implementing intermittent dosing by nonintravenous routes 
once the patient is stable from an ischemic standpoint.

5.3.2. β-Blockers
β-Blockers are a cornerstone of ACS treatment because of 
their ability to reduce both heart rate and BP and thus myo-
cardial oxygen demand. These agents were among the first 
therapies demonstrated to reduce infarct size. β-Blockers 
reduce early sudden death after MI both via antiarrhythmic 
effects and by preventing myocardial rupture. In patients with 
STEMI, the long-term benefits of long-term postdischarge 
β-blocker administration have been shown in multiple trials.191 
Therefore, routine discharge use of β-blockers is now a qual-
ity performance measure for patients with ACS.

Although β-blockers should be initiated early and contin-
ued for at least 3 years after ACS,176 there has been increased 
attention on the appropriate selection of patients for the use 
of early intravenous β-blockers after ACS. Early intravenous 
β-blockade was shown in a number of trials performed in the 
fibrinolytic era to reduce either mortality or recurrent MI192,193 
and thus was used as routine therapy in ACS for many years. 
However, the Clopidogrel and Metoprolol in Myocardial 
Infarction Trial (COMMIT)/Chinese Cardiac Study (CCC) 2 
trial has led to a revision of the recommendations for intra-
venous β-blocker use in ACS.194 This study randomized 
45 852 AMI patients at presentation to intravenous and then 
oral β-blockers versus placebo and assessed the coprimary 
outcomes of the composite of death, reinfarction, or cardiac 
arrest and death resulting from any cause. At discharge or up 
to 4 weeks, neither outcome was reduced with metoprolol. 
However, the COMMIT trial demonstrated a reduction in rein-
farction (2.0% versus 2.5%) and ventricular fibrillation (2.5% 
versus 3.0%), but at the expense of an increase in cardiogenic 
shock (5.0% versus 3.9%) with intravenous β-blocker use. 
The excess risk of shock was highest in the first 2 days of 
hospitalization, especially in patients with evidence of hemo-
dynamic instability or borderline hemodynamics at presenta-
tion. In a subset analysis of patients with hypertension (SBP 
>140 mm Hg), there were no statistically significant differ-
ences between the β-blocker and placebo arms with respect to 
the composite primary end point, death or cardiogenic shock 
alone, although there was a trend in favor of the β-blocker. 
This important study demonstrated that early intravenous 
β-blocker therapy should be used selectively and restricted 
to patients with significant hypertension or tachycardia (ie, 
caused by atrial arrhythmias), those with ongoing ischemia, 
and those at low risk for hemodynamic compromise.

Current ACC/AHA guidelines for STEMI and UA/NSTEMI 
recommend that oral β-blockade should be started within the 
first 24 hours, once it is established that the patient is stable and 
there are no contraindications.190,195 The choice of a β-blocker 

is based on pharmacokinetic and side-effect criteria and phy-
sician familiarity, but in general, short-acting cardioselective 
(β

1
-selective) β-blockers without intrinsic sympathomimetic 

activity such as metoprolol or bisoprolol are preferable. 
Carvedilol, which also blocks β

2
 and α

1
 adrenergic receptors, 

has more potent BP-lowering effects than β
1
-selective agents 

and therefore may be a good choice for patients with ACS and 
severe hypertension. However, it should be avoided in patients 
with obstructive airways disease because of the effects of β

2
 

antagonism on airway resistance. Contraindications to the use 
of β-blockers in ACS include marked first-degree heart block 
(ECG PR interval >0.24 second), second- or third-degree 
heart block, severe bronchospastic lung disease, decompen-
sated HF, and hypotension. Several meta-analyses concluded 
that cardioselective β-blockers do not produce clinically sig-
nificant adverse respiratory effects in patients with chronic 
obstructive pulmonary disease, suggesting that β-blockers 
should not be withheld from these patients.196,197

5.3.3. Calcium Channel Blockers
In general, CCBs have not been found to be useful in the set-
ting of acute STEMI. Clinical trials of the rapid-release form 
of nifedipine showed an increase in mortality in patients 
treated with this agent after MI,198 and there is currently no 
role for short-acting nifedipine in clinical practice. The non-
dihydropyridine agents diltiazem and verapamil have also 
been disappointing in the early-MI setting and are not recom-
mended for routine use in patients with STEMI.190,195

Although several randomized, clinical trials suggested 
somewhat greater efficacy for CCBs in non–ST-segment–
elevation ACS,199,200 some of these studies were performed 
≈30 years ago and predate the era of routine β-blocker use. 
Moreover, benefit in these trials was limited to nonfatal recur-
rent ischemic events, and among patients with LV dysfunc-
tion, a detrimental effect on mortality was seen.118,201 Thus, 
there is no indication for routine use of CCBs in patients with 
UA or NSTEMI. The AHA/ACC guidelines for the manage-
ment of UA and NSTEMI suggest that, in patients with con-
tinuing or frequently recurring ischemia when β-blockers are 
contraindicated, a nondihydropyridine CCB (verapamil or dil-
tiazem) may be used as an alternative in the absence of severe 
LV dysfunction or other contraindications.195 It is prudent to 
avoid the use of verapamil or diltiazem in patients who have 
LV dysfunction, and they should not be used together with 
β-blockers in that situation.

Evidence for the utility of dihydropyridine CCBs in ACS 
is limited. These agents effectively lower BP and may relieve 
ischemic symptoms. All CCBs have the potential to cause 
hypotension, and the nondihydropyridine CCBs may precipi-
tate conduction disturbances, particularly when used in con-
junction with β-blockers.

5.3.4. ACE Inhibitors
ACE inhibitors are indicated for most patients with ACS and 
are a preferred option for BP management in both STEMI 
and non-ST elevation ACS. The data are most robust for ACE 
inhibitors in the STEMI population, in whom most of the tri-
als have been performed, with results extrapolated to UA/
NSTEMI.
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In STEMI, ACE inhibitors reduce infarct expansion, pre-
venting LV remodeling and chamber dilatation,202 which help 
to prevent downstream sequelae such as ventricular arrhyth-
mia, HF, or even myocardial rupture. The GISSI-3, ISIS-4, 
and CCS-1 trials demonstrated a benefit from early adminis-
tration of ACE inhibitors, with absolute reductions in mortal-
ity of 0.8%, 0.5%, and 0.5% seen as early as 4 weeks after 
AMI.188,189,203

A meta-analysis from the ACE Inhibitor Myocardial 
Infarction Collaborative Group, which included ≈100 000 
patients treated within 36 hours of acute MI, found a 7% 
lower relative mortality rate at 30 days in patients treated 
with ACE inhibitors.204 The benefit was largest in high-risk 
groups such as those with HF at presentation (23 lives saved 
per 1000 patients) and those with an anterior MI (11 lives 
saved per 1000 patients). Rates of nonfatal HF were also 
reduced, but hypotension and renal dysfunction were more 
common.

When ACE inhibitors are started later after MI among 
individuals with LV dysfunction and continued long term, 
their benefits are even more robust; mortality rates have been 
reduced by ≈20% to 25% in long-term trials evaluating ACE 
inhibitors in these high-risk subgroups.205,206

5.3.5. Angiotensin Receptor Blockers
ARBs are a useful alternative to ACE inhibitors in patients with 
an ACE inhibitor contraindication or intolerance. The VALIANT 
trial91 randomized patients with LV dysfunction or HF within 10 
days after acute MI to additional therapy with valsartan, capto-
pril, or the combination of the two. Valsartan was as effective 
as captopril for reducing cardiovascular events in these high-
risk patients through 2 years of follow-up. However, combin-
ing valsartan with captopril increased the rate of adverse events 
without improving survival. On the other hand, OPTIMAAL 
showed a trend toward increased mortality in patients receiving 
losartan 50 mg once daily over patients receiving captopril 50 
mg 3 times daily.109 These negative results may have been attrib-
utable to inadequate dosing of losartan. In summary, because of 
the larger and more consistent evidence base for ACE inhibi-
tors, these agents are preferred over ARBs for patients who 
can tolerate them, but ARBs are a first-line alternative for ACE 
inhibitor–intolerant patients.

5.3.6. Aldosterone Antagonists
Aldosterone, which is incompletely suppressed even among 
individuals on high doses of ACE inhibitors, is thought to con-
tribute to both adverse ventricular remodeling and myocar-
dial fibrosis after MI. The EPHESUS trial112 enrolled >6600 
patients with MI who had an LV ejection fraction ≤40% and 
either signs of HF or diabetes mellitus. Patients were random-
ized to the selective aldosterone inhibitor eplerenone or pla-
cebo, initiated 3 to 14 days after MI. Eplerenone reduced total 
mortality by 15% and cardiovascular mortality by 17%, with a 
reduction in sudden cardiac death of 21%. Of those enrolled, 
87% were receiving ACE inhibitors and 75% were receiving 
β-blockers, indicating that aldosterone antagonist therapy pro-
vides incremental benefit to these agents. Although spirono-
lactone has not been studied specifically in ACS, this agent 
demonstrated a significant mortality benefit for patients with 

New York Heart Association (NYHA) class III or IV HF in the 
RALES trial,111 and it is also reasonable to use spironolactone 
for patients after ACS who meet EPHESUS criteria.

Aldosterone antagonists should be avoided in patients with 
significantly elevated serum creatinine levels (≥2.5 mg/dL 
in men, ≥2.0 mg/dL in women) or elevated potassium levels 
(≥5.0 mEq/L) because there is a serious risk of hyperkalemia 
with the use of these agents in patients with an estimated cre-
atinine clearance of <50 mL/min.176 Close clinical and labo-
ratory follow-up is needed for patients receiving long-term 
treatment with aldosterone antagonists to mitigate the occur-
rence and complications of hyperkalemia.207

Mineralocorticoid antagonists are underused among evi-
dence-based medications after MI. This likely reflects appro-
priate concerns about the risk for hyperkalemia with these 
agents. However, many patients can safely receive these highly 
effective and inexpensive agents with careful follow-up.

5.3.7. Diuretics
Although thiazide and thiazide-type diuretics play a major role 
in the long-term control of BP, in ACS, diuretics are used primar-
ily for patients with evidence of increased filling pressures, pul-
monary venous congestion, or HF. Particular caution is needed 
with regard to hypokalemia, which may precipitate arrhythmias 
after ACS.6 Loop diuretics are preferred over thiazide and thia-
zide-type diuretics for patients with ACS who have HF (NYHA 
class III or IV) or for patients with CKD and an estimated glo-
merular filtration rate of <45 mL/min.

5.4. Safety of Anticoagulation in Patients With 
Uncontrolled Hypertension
ACS therapy includes several strategies that involve platelet 
inactivation and anticoagulation to reduce the risk of thrombosis 
and poor clinical outcomes. The relative efficacy and safety of 
anticoagulant and antiplatelet therapy do not differ substantially 
in patients with STEMI, NSTEMI, or UA. In the ACS popula-
tion, these drugs are most effective when given early. These ther-
apies can lead to major bleeding complications, most commonly 
in the gastrointestinal tract and at the site of femoral access for 
percutaneous coronary interventions. Most concerning is that, 
in the setting of uncontrolled hypertension, the risk of hemor-
rhagic stroke is increased.208 This provides another rationale for 
the aggressive control of hypertension in patients with ACS.

Rapidly stabilizing patients to facilitate prompt coronary 
reperfusion is challenging in ACS patients with severe hyper-
tension. Inherent to the use of medications largely limiting or 
disrupting intraluminal thrombus formation is the potential for 
severe secondary bleeding. The decision to pursue an inva-
sive as opposed to a conservative approach should be based 
on standard clinical, demographic, and angiographic criteria. 
Although hypertension per se should not influence revascu-
larization decisions other than indirectly in relation to factors 
such as renal function, it should be remembered that bleeding 
risks are notably higher with uncontrolled hypertension.

5.5. Conclusions
Hypertension will continue to be highly prevalent among 
patients with ACS, particularly as the ACS population ages. 
The majority will respond to standard methods of hypertension 
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control. To control BP, specific agents should be selected that 
have an established evidence base for risk reduction in ACS. 
These agents include β-blockers, ACE inhibitors or ARBs, 
and, in selected patients, aldosterone antagonists. Although 
nitrates do not change the natural history of ACS, they are 
very useful for hypertensive patients with ACS, particularly if 
there is ongoing ischemia or pulmonary congestion. Particular 
care should be taken to avoid hypotension, with the risk of 
worsening myocardial ischemia. The benefits of treating 
hypertension in the ACS setting are logical, but perhaps the 
major impact on long-term morbidity and mortality depends 
on the efficacy of continued outpatient BP control once effec-
tive therapy has been initiated in hospital.

5.6. Recommendations

1.	If there is no contraindication to the use of β-
blockers, in patients with ACS, the initial therapy 
of hypertension should include a short-acting β1-
selective β-blocker without intrinsic sympathomi-
metic activity (metoprolol tartrate or bisoprolol). 
β-Blocker therapy should typically be initiated 
orally within 24 hours of presentation (Class I; 
Level of Evidence A). For patients with severe hy-
pertension or ongoing ischemia, an intravenous 
β-blocker (esmolol) can be considered (Class IIa; 
Level of Evidence B). For hemodynamically un-
stable patients or when decompensated HF exists, 
the initiation of β-blocker therapy should be de-
layed until stabilization has been achieved (Class 
I; Level of Evidence A).

2.	In patients with ACS and hypertension, nitrates 
should be considered to lower BP or to relieve on-
going ischemia or pulmonary congestion (Class I; 
Level of Evidence C). Nitrates should be avoided 
in patients with suspected right ventricular infarc-
tion and in those with hemodynamic instability. 
Sublingual or intravenous nitroglycerin is pre-
ferred for initial therapy and can be transitioned 
later to a longer-acting preparation if indicated.

3.	If there is a contraindication to the use of a β-blocker 
or intolerable side effects, then a nondihydropyridine 
CCB such as verapamil or diltiazem may be substi-
tuted for patients with ongoing ischemia, provided 
that LV dysfunction or HF is not present. If the an-
gina or hypertension is not controlled on a β-blocker 
alone, a longer-acting dihydropyridine CCB may be 
added after optimal use of an ACE inhibitor (Class 
IIa; Level of Evidence B).

4.	An ACE inhibitor (Class I; Level of Evidence A) or an 
ARB (Class I; Level of Evidence B) should be added 
if the patient has an anterior MI, if hypertension per-
sists, if the patient has evidence of LV dysfunction or 
HF, or if the patient has diabetes mellitus. For lower-
risk ACS patients with preserved LV ejection frac-
tion and no diabetes mellitus, ACE inhibitors can be 
considered a first-line agent for BP control (Class IIa; 
Level of Evidence A).

5.	Aldosterone antagonists are indicated for patients 
who are already receiving β-blockers and ACE 
inhibitors after MI and have LV dysfunction and 

either HF or diabetes mellitus. Serum potassium 
levels must be monitored. These agents should be 
avoided in patients with elevated serum creatinine 
levels (≥2.5 mg/dL in men, ≥2.0 mg/dL in women) 
or elevated potassium levels (≥5.0 mEq/L) (Class I; 
Level of Evidence A).

6.	Loop diuretics are preferred over thiazide and 
thiazide-type diuretics for patients with ACS who 
have HF (NYHA class III or IV) or for patients 
with CKD and an estimated glomerular filtration 
rate <30 mL/min. For patients with persistent 
hypertension not controlled with a β-blocker, an 
ACE inhibitor, and an aldosterone antagonist, a 
thiazide or thiazide-type diuretic may be added in 
selected patients for BP control (Class I; Level of 
Evidence B).

7.	The target BP is <140/90 mm Hg in patients with 
ACS who are hemodynamically stable (Class IIa; 
Level of Evidence C). A BP target of <130/80 mm Hg 
at the time of hospital discharge is a reasonable op-
tion (Class IIb; Level of Evidence C).The BP should 
be lowered slowly, and caution is advised to avoid 
decreases in DBP to <60 mm Hg because this may 
reduce coronary perfusion and worsen ischemia.

6. Management of Hypertension in HF  
of Ischemic Origin

Although guidelines from the ACC and the AHA exist for 
the treatment of chronic HF,177,209 evidence on which to base 
guidelines for the treatment of hypertension in patients with 
HF of ischemic origin is limited. On the basis of informa-
tion from the Acute Decompensated Heart Failure National 
Registry (ADHERE),210 ≈75% of patients hospitalized with 
HF had hypertension, with most having SBPs >140 mm Hg. 
In the Registry to Improve the Use of Evidence-Based Heart 
Failure Therapies in the Outpatient Setting (IMPROVE-HF), 
>60% of patients seen in outpatient cardiology practices had 
a history of hypertension.211 Additional observational data 
from the Duke Databank for Cardiovascular Disease suggest 
a similar prevalence of hypertension in patients with ischemic 
cardiomyopathy.212

6.1. Hypertension and HF
Most patients with HF have arterial hypertension.213 Not only 
is hypertension an important concomitant disorder, but it 
also contributes to the pathogenesis of both HF with reduced 
ejection fraction and HF with preserved ejection fraction. 
Hypertension is a major risk factor for IHD and can lead to 
the development of HF by causing LV hypertrophy, impaired 
cardiac myocyte contractility, ventricular chamber remodel-
ing, and eventually ventricular dysfunction.214-216

6.2. Demographics
Elevated levels of DBP and especially SBP are major risk fac-
tors for the development of HF,217,218 and long-term treatment 
of both systolic and diastolic hypertension has been shown to 
reduce the risk of HF.93,123,219 The subsequent structural abnor-
malities that occur in patients with hypertension, including LV 
hypertrophy or MI (eg, stage B HF), portend a higher number of 
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adverse cardiovascular outcomes. Patients presenting with HF 
are more likely to be older and hypertensive, and more than half 
have a normal LV ejection fraction.210,220 Early investigations of 
patients with HF such as the Framingham Heart Study cited 
hypertension as the most frequent comorbidity; hypertension 
accounted for 39% of HF cases in men and 59% in women.217 
In a population-based study in Olmstead County, Minnesota, 
≈50% of patients presenting with new-onset HF had hyperten-
sion.221 However, recent randomized trials have probably under-
estimated the contribution of hypertension to the development 
and progression of HF, possibly because elderly patients often 
are not included in clinical trials of HF. Of note, HF symptoms 
are rare in hypertensive individuals whose BP is well controlled 
at goal and who have not sustained an MI.222

6.3. Hypertension and HF Pathophysiology
Initially, concentric hypertrophy of the LV compensates for 
pressure overload and normalizes systolic wall stress. This 
adaptive hypertrophy is accompanied by structural modifi-
cations of the cardiac muscle, including alterations in gene 
expression, loss of cardiomyocytes, defective vascular 
development, and fibrosis. Thus, the compensatory response 
may transition to HF with progressive contractile dysfunc-
tion.223 In the second stage, CAD causes myocardial isch-
emia or MI, which results in HF. BP falls as HF develops, 
so the contribution of hypertension to the HF syndrome may 
be underestimated. The mechanisms by which increased 
LV mass leads to depressed LV ejection fraction remain ill 
defined. Traditionally, an MI has been viewed as an obliga-
tory event in the transition to depressed systolic function. 
Because MI occurs in 16% of those who develop depressed 
LV ejection fraction compared with 3% of those who do not, 
it is an important risk factor.224 However, there must be other 
mechanisms because increased LV mass remains associated 
with the development of depressed LV ejection fraction even 
in patients free of clinically manifest CAD, including MI. 
With antihypertensive treatment, the incidence of LV hyper-
trophy is reduced by 35%, and the development of HF is 
reduced by 52%.222

The mechanisms for the progression from hypertension to 
clinical HF with preserved ejection fraction represent an area 
of ongoing investigation.225 Potential mechanisms include 
progressive changes in the myocardial extracellular matrix 
and elevation in LV filling pressures.226-231

6.4. CAD and Acute HF
Ischemia may trigger acute pulmonary edema. The majority of 
patients with flash pulmonary edema have preserved systolic 
function.210,232–235 These patients are generally elderly and have 
severe CAD, typically with 1 occluded vessel and a severely 
stenosed coronary artery supplying collateral flow.234-236

Patients with preserved systolic function and LV hypertrophy 
are particularly susceptible to this type of episode because of 
their reduced ventricular distensibility, in which small changes 
in ventricular volume status can lead to large changes in filling 
pressures. This abnormal diastolic pressure–volume relationship 
may also explain why these patients frequently improve quickly 
with diuresis and lowering of BP.237 In terms of management, 
the same principles apply when this occurs in the setting of 

ischemic cardiomyopathy as in ACS. Refer to the Management 
of Hypertension in Patients With ACS section above.

6.5. Therapeutic Strategies
The therapeutic goals in patients presenting with HF are to 
reverse hemodynamic abnormalities, to relieve symptoms, 
and to initiate treatments that will decrease disease progres-
sion and improve survival.

6.6. Nonpharmacological Therapies
Sodium restriction is important in the management of both 
hypertension and LV dysfunction. Exercise training238,239 has 
been shown to reduce recurrent cardiac events in patients 
with LV dysfunction resulting from ischemic causes. In the 
Heart Failure: A Controlled Trial Investigating Outcomes of 
Exercise Training (HF-ACTION) study, exercise training was 
associated with modest reductions in both all-cause mortal-
ity or hospitalization and cardiovascular mortality or HF hos-
pitalization after adjustment for highly prognostic baseline 
characteristics.240 Exercise training also conferred significant 
improvements in self-reported health status compared with 
usual care.241 For patients with HF, close medical supervision 
and careful monitoring of the BP response to exercise and 
of the ECG for ventricular arrhythmias are appropriate.242,243 
Other nonpharmacological therapies, as discussed in the Risk 
Factor Reduction section, are also appropriate. These include 
management of dyslipidemia, diabetes mellitus, and obesity, 
as well as smoking cessation.

6.7. Pharmacological Therapies
When an antihypertensive regimen is devised, optimal con-
trol of BP should remain the primary goal, with the choice 
of drugs determined by the concomitant medical problems 
(eg, CAD, diabetes mellitus, or renal disease). Ultimately, an 
appropriate antihypertensive regimen frequently consists of 
several drugs used in combination.

6.7.1. Diuretics
Diuretic-based antihypertensive therapy has repeatedly been 
shown to prevent HF in a wide range of target populations.244 
Thiazide or thiazide-type diuretics are effective in prevent-
ing HF in hypertensive patients.222 Thiazide or thiazide-type 
diuretics are the drugs of choice in patients with mild HF 
because of a more sustained natriuretic and diuretic action 
than loop diuretics, particularly in those individuals in whom 
BP control may be more important than correction of volume 
overload. In more severe HF, diuretics are used to reverse vol-
ume overload and associated symptoms. Loop diuretics such 
as furosemide and torsemide usually are used because they 
produce a greater diuresis for the same degree of natriuresis; 
they work even in the presence of renal impairment, a fre-
quent accompaniment of severe HF; and their dose-response 
characteristics are linear and steep, which allows escalation 
to high doses. By inducing sodium and water loss, diuretics 
also activate several adverse mechanisms. There may be a 
decrease in right ventricular filling pressure, with a decrease 
in stroke volume and activation of the RAAS and the sympa-
thetic nervous system,245 effects that would be expected to be 
harmful.246,247 This problem is avoided by combining diuretic 
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therapy with an ACE inhibitor or ARB, a β-blocker, and/or 
an aldosterone antagonist, all of which have been shown to 
provide effective therapy in HF. The Diuretic Optimization 
Strategies Evaluation (DOSE) trial in patients with acute HF 
demonstrated that a high-dose furosemide strategy was asso-
ciated with a nonstatistically significant trend toward greater 
improvement in patients’ global assessment of symptoms but 
no significant difference in creatinine levels. Although there 
were greater diuresis with the high-dose strategy and more 
favorable outcomes in a few secondary measures, there was 
also transient worsening of renal function.248

6.7.2. ACE Inhibitors
ACE inhibitors are thought to reduce the remodeling that 
occurs after MI,249 to improve ischemic preconditioning,250 to 
reverse angiotensin II–induced vasoconstriction and inotropy, 
to prevent the depletion of high-energy phosphate stores, to 
enhance nitric oxide release through prevention of bradyki-
nin breakdown,251 and to reduce blood coagulability through 
the endothelial release of tissue plasminogen activator.252 
ACE inhibitors have been shown in many trials to be ben-
eficial in patients with LV dysfunction of ischemic origin. 
The Trandolapril Cardiac Evaluation (TRACE) trial showed 
a 7% absolute reduction in mortality rate.206.253 In the Acute 
Infarction Ramipril Efficacy (AIRE) trial,205 ramipril adminis-
tered 3 to 7 days after MI reduced the relative mortality risk by 
27% in the total cohort, by 15% in normotensive subjects, and 
by 41% in hypertensive subjects, which supports the particu-
lar importance of ACE inhibition in hypertensive patients with 
LV dysfunction in the post-MI period. In the Assessment of 
Treatment With Lisinopril and Survival (ATLAS) trial, mor-
tality was significantly lower in patients with HF who received 
a high dose of lisinopril (32.5–35 mg/d) than in those treated 
with a low dose of lisinopril (2.5–5 mg/d).254 Among patients 
with diabetes mellitus or other cardiovascular complica-
tions,16,18 ACE inhibitors have been most notable with respect 
to a reduction in the onset of HF and new-onset diabetes mel-
litus. However, the message has not impacted clinicians as 
well as it should; in the IMPROVE-HF registry, only ≈80% of 
eligible patients with LV dysfunction were prescribed an ACE 
inhibitor/ARB at baseline.211

6.7.3. Angiotensin Receptor Blockers
Compared with placebo, the ARBs losartan255 and irbesar-
tan256 significantly reduced the incidence of HF in patients 
with type 2 diabetes mellitus and nephropathy. The VALIANT 
trial found valsartan to be noninferior to captopril, although it 
did not show superiority.61 The Evaluation of Losartan in the 
Elderly (ELITE) II trial compared the efficacy of losartan 50 
mg/d with captopril 150 mg/d and found that the rates of all-
cause mortality and sudden death or resuscitated arrests for 
the losartan group were not significantly different from those 
for the captopril group.257 The Valsartan Heart Failure Trial 
(Val-HeFT) assessed the efficacy of valsartan at doses up to 
320 mg/d added to standard therapy for reducing morbidity 
and mortality in patients with HF.258 Patients receiving val-
sartan demonstrated a 13.2% reduction in the combined end 
point of cardiovascular mortality and morbidity compared 
with patients receiving placebo. Additional insights into the 

value of ARBs are provided by the Candesartan in Heart 
Failure: Assessment of Reduction in Mortality and Morbidity 
(CHARM) program.259-262 In patients not receiving ACE inhib-
itors because of previous intolerance, the use of candesartan 
was associated with a significant reduction in the primary 
composite end point of cardiovascular death and hospital read-
mission for HF compared with placebo.259 In the combination 
arm of VALIANT, valsartan and captopril together showed no 
increased effect over captopril alone and had a higher inci-
dence of discontinuation because of adverse effects.91 These 
results differed from those of the CHARM-Added trial, in 
which patients with stable LV dysfunction benefited from the 
combination of an ACE inhibitor and the ARB candesartan.263 
The lack of superiority of the combination treatment in the 
VALIANT trial was likely attributable to the fact that the ACE 
inhibitors and ARBs were titrated aggressively at the same 
time in the early post-MI period, which resulted in more side 
effects. In stable HF patients undergoing an established ACE 
inhibitor therapy, the CHARM trial showed that the addition 
of an ARB was well tolerated and beneficial. This is a strategy 
that could be used to control BP if needed.

6.7.4. β-Blockers
β-Blockers lower BP and are negatively inotropic and chro-
notropic. They therefore alleviate ischemia and angina, 
in addition to lowering BP. The role of β-blockers in the 
management of patients with HF is well established. The 
Metoprolol CR/XL Randomized Intervention Trial in Heart 
Failure (MERIT-HF) randomized patients with NYHA class 
II to IV HF symptoms to receive metoprolol succinate ver-
sus placebo.264 This trial was stopped prematurely because 
of a 34% reduction in mortality in the metoprolol arm. Four 
clinical trials of carvedilol in HF were stopped prematurely 
because of a highly significant 65% reduction in mortality 
in patients treated with carvedilol compared with placebo.265 
The Carvedilol Prospective Randomized Cumulative Survival 
(COPERNICUS) trial assessed patients with severe HF symp-
toms who were clinically not volume overloaded and who 
had an LV ejection fraction <25%. Compared with placebo, 
carvedilol reduced the mortality risk at 12 months by 38% 
and the risk of death or hospitalization for HF by 31%.266 
The Multicenter Oral Carvedilol Heart Failure Assessment 
(MOCHA) trial demonstrated that this effect of carvedilol is 
dose related, with higher doses of 25 mg twice daily showing 
greater LV functional and clinical superiority than 6.25 mg 
twice daily, a dose that was superior to placebo.267

Another longer-acting β-blocker, bisoprolol, showed similar 
long-term benefit on survival in patients with HF. The Cardiac 
Insufficiency Bisoprolol Study (CIBIS-II) showed a 32% reduc-
tion in all-cause mortality in bisoprolol-treated patients with 
NYHA class III or IV HF caused by ischemic and nonischemic 
cardiomyopathy at a median follow-up of 1.3 years. In that trial, 
sudden deaths were reduced by 44% in the bisoprolol-treated 
group, whereas pump failure deaths were reduced by 26%.170

Nebivolol is a β
1
-selective β-blocker with vasodilating 

properties related to nitric oxide modulation. In the Study 
of the Effects of Nebivolol Intervention on Outcomes and 
Rehospitalization in Seniors with heart failure (SENIORS) of 
2128 patients ≥70 years of age with a history of HF, nebivolol 
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significantly decreased all-cause mortality or cardiovascular 
hospital admissions over a 21-month follow-up.268

Although all 4 of these agents (metoprolol succinate, 
carvedilol, bisoprolol, and nebivolol) are beneficial in 
patients with HF, the Carvedilol or Metoprolol European Trial 
(COMET) demonstrated a 17% greater mortality reduction in 
favor of carvedilol compared with metoprolol tartrate (not the 
formulation used in MERIT-HF, which was metoprolol suc-
cinate),264 with mean daily doses of 42 and 85 mg/d, respec-
tively.269 Carvedilol may be particularly appealing because of 
its additional α-blocking properties. There also may be a more 
favorable effect on glycemic control.

As a result of these studies, β-blockers are recommended 
for the long-term management of patients with hypertension-
related LV systolic dysfunction. Patients should preferably 
receive 1 of the 4 β-blockers proven to reduce mortality 
(carvedilol, metoprolol succinate, bisoprolol, or nebivolol).

6.7.5. Nitrates and Hydralazine
Nitrate tolerance has limited the ability of long-term nitrates 
alone to be effective as antihypertensive agents. The addition 
of hydralazine to a nitrate reduces this tolerance. The African-
American Heart Failure Trial (A-heFT)270 showed that a com-
bination of a fixed dose of isosorbide dinitrate and hydralazine 
provides additional benefit in African American patients with 
advanced HF. The trial was stopped early because of a signifi-
cantly higher mortality rate in the placebo group than in the 
group receiving isosorbide dinitrate plus hydralazine (10.2% 
versus 6.2%; P=0.02).270 Therefore, for African Americans 
who require further BP control and relief of symptoms of 
HF (NYHA class III or IV), the combination of hydralazine 
and isosorbide is recommended together with ACE inhibitors, 
β-blockers, and aldosterone antagonists.271 Given the lack of 
randomized trial evidence to support the prevention of car-
diovascular events by the use of hydralazine in the treatment 
of primary hypertension272 and concerns that hydralazine may 
provoke angina, monotherapy with hydralazine in IHD is not 
recommended.

6.7.6. Aldosterone Receptor Antagonists
Aldosterone has been shown to promote myocardial fibrosis. 
RALES reported the effect of adding the competitive aldoste-
rone antagonist spironolactone versus placebo to standard HF 
therapy in patients with stage 3 (NYHA class III or IV) HF. There 
was a 30% reduction in total mortality with spironolactone.111 
Eplerenone, a selective aldosterone inhibitor, showed similar 
survival benefit in the EPHESUS trial. Patients with an LV ejec-
tion fraction of <40% were randomly assigned at 3 to 14 days 
after MI to therapy with eplerenone or placebo. During a mean 
follow-up of 16 months, eplerenone significantly improved mor-
tality by ≈15%.112 The EMPHASIS trial supported the benefits of 
eplerenone in chronic HF (LV ejection fraction ≤35%) with mild 
symptoms (NYHA class II), in which there was a 37% reduction 
in the primary end point of cardiovascular death or HF hospi-
talization.113 Although these trials did not specifically evaluate 
patients with hypertension and HF, the improvement in relative 
risk with eplerenone was greater in the subgroup with a history 
of hypertension than in normotensive subjects,112 which suggests 
that these agents may be particularly beneficial in patients with 

hypertension and HF. This class of drug is especially beneficial 
in patients with hypokalemia.273 Electrolytes and renal function 
should be monitored to prevent hyperkalemia.

6.8. Renal Denervation
The radiofrequency ablation of renal sympathetic nerves 
has recently gained attention for its ability to reduce BP in 
those with resistant hypertension.274,275 A small study has 
demonstrated the ability of renal denervation to induce LV 
hypertrophy regression and to improve LV systolic and dia-
stolic function.276 However, in the first large-scale clinical 
trial of renal denervation in patents with resistant hyper-
tension, with an appropriate control group, namely a sham 
procedure (Renal Denervation in Patients With Uncontrolled 
Hypertension [SYMPLICITY HTN-3]),277 there was no sig-
nificant difference between the 2 groups in the reduction 
of SBP, which leaves the future of renal denervation in the 
management of hypertension uncertain. The impact of renal 
denervation in HF patients is also unclear, and future ran-
domized trials are needed to clarify its role in this patient 
population.

6.9. Goal BP
Healthcare providers should lower both SBP and DBP in 
accordance with the recommendations provided in pub-
lished guidelines, including the Seventh Report of the Joint 
National Committee on Prevention, Detection, Evaluation, 
and Treatment of High Blood Pressure.3 BP targets in HF 
have not been firmly established, but in most successful tri-
als, SBP was lowered to the range of 110 to 130 mm Hg. One 
trial, COPERNICUS,266 demonstrated benefits of carvedilol 
in patients with entry criteria that included SBPs down to 
85 mm Hg and who had a mean pretreatment BP of 123/76 
mm Hg, which suggests that lower BPs (SBP <120 mm Hg) 
may be desirable in some patients. Therefore, we make the rec-
ommendation that the target BP in patients with HF should be 
<140/90 mm Hg, but we also suggest that consideration should 
be given to lowering the BP even further, to <130/80 mm Hg. 
Octogenarians should be checked for orthostatic changes with 
standing, and an SBP <130 mm Hg and a DBP <65 mm Hg 
should be avoided.

6.10. Drugs to Avoid
Several classes of drugs should be avoided in patients with isch-
emic systolic HF with hypertension. Because of their negative 
inotropic properties and the increased likelihood of worsening 
HF symptoms, nondihydropyridine CCBs such as diltiazem and 
verapamil should be avoided.278 The dihydropyridine CCB amlo-
dipine appeared to be safe in patients with severe systolic HF in 
the Prospective Randomized Amlodipine Survival Evaluation 
(PRAISE) trial,279 as was felodipine as supplementary vasodila-
tor therapy in the Vasodilator-Heart Failure Trial (V-HeFT) III.280 
Although clonidine is an effective antihypertensive agent, another 
drug in the same class, moxonidine, was associated with increased 
mortality in patients with HF281; therefore, clonidine also should 
probably be avoided. In the ALLHAT trial, the doxazosin arm of 
the trial was discontinued because of a 2.04-fold increase in rela-
tive risk of developing HF compared with chlorthalidone treat-
ment.282 Although there are several caveats about extrapolating 
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these data to the management of hypertension in patients with 
HF, α-blockers should be used only if other agents used for the 
management of hypertension and HF are inadequate to achieve 
good BP control, and even then, they should be used with cau-
tion. Nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs have been associated 
with increased BP accompanied by peripheral edema, weight 
gain, and worsening renal function, so they should be used with 
caution in HF patients.283,284 Studies of the direct renin inhibitor 
aliskiren added to ACE inhibitors or ARBs were stopped early 
because of concerns about increased adverse events, particularly 
in the setting of renal insufficiency or diabetes mellitus. Ongoing 
trials of aliskiren in HF with heightened safety monitoring should 
help define the role, if any, for this agent. Given the lack of ran-
domized trial evidence to support the use of hydralazine without 
a nitrate in the treatment of primary hypertension and concerns 
that hydralazine may provoke angina, monotherapy with hydrala-
zine in IHD is not recommended.

6.11. Recommendations

1.	The treatment of hypertension in patients with HF 
should include management of risk factors such as 
dyslipidemia, obesity, diabetes mellitus, smoking, 
and dietary sodium and a closely monitored exercise 
program (Class I; Level of Evidence C).

2.	Drugs that have been shown to improve outcomes for 
patients with HF with reduced ejection fraction gen-
erally also lower BP. Patients should be treated with 
ACE inhibitors (or ARBs), β-blockers (carvedilol, 
metoprolol succinate, bisoprolol, or nebivolol), and 
aldosterone receptor antagonists (Class I; Level of 
Evidence A).

3.	Thiazide or thiazide-type diuretics should be used for 
BP control and to reverse volume overload and asso-
ciated symptoms. In patients with severe HF (NYHA 
class III and IV) or those with severe renal impair-
ment (estimated glomerular filtration rate <30 mL/
min), loop diuretics should be used for volume con-
trol, but they are less effective than thiazide or thia-
zide-type diuretics in lowering BP. Diuretics should 
be used together with an ACE inhibitor or ARB and 
a β-blocker (Class I; Level of Evidence C).

4.	Studies have shown equivalence of benefit of ACE 
inhibitors and the ARBs candesartan or valsartan 
in HF with reduced ejection fraction. Either class of 
agents is effective in lowering BP (Class I; Level of 
Evidence A).

5.	The aldosterone receptor antagonists spironolactone 
and eplerenone have been shown to be beneficial in 
HF and should be included in the regimen if there is 
HF (NYHA class II–IV) with reduced ejection frac-
tion (<40%). One or the other may be substituted for 
a thiazide diuretic in patients requiring a potassium-
sparing agent. If an aldosterone receptor antagonist 
is administered with an ACE inhibitor or an ARB or 
in the presence of renal insufficiency, serum potas-
sium should be monitored frequently. These drugs 

should not be used, however, if the serum creatinine 
level is ≥2.5 mg/dL in men or ≥2.0 mg/dL in wom-
en or if the serum potassium level is ≥5.0 mEq/L. 
Spironolactone or eplerenone may be used with a 
thiazide or thiazide-like diuretic, particularly in pa-
tients with resistant hypertension (Class I; Level of 
Evidence A).

6.	Hydralazine plus isosorbide dinitrate should be add-
ed to the regimen of diuretic, ACE inhibitor or ARB, 
and β-blocker in African American patients with 
NYHA class III or IV HF with reduced ejection frac-
tion (Class I; Level of Evidence A). Others may benefit 
similarly, but this has not yet been tested.

7.	In patients who have hypertension and HF with pre-
served ejection fraction, the recommendations are 
to control systolic and diastolic hypertension (Class 
I; Level of Evidence A), ventricular rate in the pres-
ence of atrial fibrillation (Class I; Level of Evidence 
C), and pulmonary congestion and peripheral edema 
(Class I; Level of Evidence C).

8.	Use of β-adrenergic blocking agents, ACE inhibitors, 
ARBs, or CCBs in patients with HF with preserved 
ejection fraction and hypertension may be effective 
to minimize symptoms of HF (Class IIb; Level of 
Evidence C).

9.	In IHD, the principles of therapy for acute hyperten-
sion with pulmonary edema are similar to those for 
STEMI and NSTEMI, as described above (Class I; 
Level of Evidence A). If the patient is hemodynamical-
ly unstable, the initiation of these therapies should be 
delayed until stabilization of HF has been achieved.

10.	 �Drugs to avoid in patients with hypertension and 
HF with reduced ejection fraction are nondihydro-
pyridine CCBs (such as verapamil and diltiazem), 
clonidine, moxonidine, and hydralazine without a 
nitrate (Class III Harm; Level of Evidence B). α-
Adrenergic blockers such as doxazosin should be 
used only if other drugs for the management of hy-
pertension and HF are inadequate to achieve BP 
control at maximum tolerated doses. Nonsteroidal 
anti-inflammatory drugs should also be used with 
caution in this group, given their effects on BP, vol-
ume status, and renal function (Class IIa; Level of 
Evidence B).

11. �The target BP is <140/90 mm Hg, but consideration 
can be given to lowering the BP even further, to 
<130/80 mm Hg. In patients with an elevated DBP 
who have CAD and HF with evidence of myocardial 
ischemia, the BP should be lowered slowly. In older 
hypertensive individuals with wide pulse pressures, 
lowering SBP may cause very low DBP values (<60 
mm Hg). This should alert the clinician to assess care-
fully any untoward signs or symptoms, especially 
those caused by myocardial ischemia and worsening 
HF (Class IIa; Level of Evidence B). Octogenarians 
should be checked for orthostatic changes with stand-
ing, and an SBP <130 mm Hg and a DBP <65 mm Hg 
should be avoided.‍‍

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


26    Hypertension    June 2015

Disclosures

Writing Group Disclosures

Writing Group 
Member Employment

Research  
Grant

Other Research 
Support

Speakers’  
Bureau/Honoraria

Expert  
Witness

Ownership 
Interest

Consultant/ 
Advisory Board Other

Clive Rosendorff VA Medical Center None None None None None None None

Daniel T.  
Lackland

Medical University  
of South Carolina

None None None None None None None

Matthew Allison UCSD None None None None None None None

Wilbert S.  
Aronow

New York  
Medical College

None None None None None None None

Henry R. Black NYU School of 
Medicine

None None None None None None None

Roger S. 
Blumenthal

Johns Hopkins 
University School  

of Medicine

None None None None None None None

Christopher P. 
Cannon

Brigham and 
Women’s  
Hospital

Accumetrics*; 
Arisaph†; 

AstraZeneca†; 
Boehringer-
Ingelheim†; 
Janssen†; 

GlaxoSmithKline†; 
Merck†;  
Takeda†

None None None None BMS*; CSL Behring*; 
Essentialis*; 

GlaxoSmithKline*; 
Merck*; Takeda*; 

Lipimedix†; Pfizer†; 
Regeneron†; Sanofi†

None

James A.  
de Lemos

UT Southwestern None None None None None None None

William J. Elliott Pacific Northwest 
University of Health 

Sciences

Forest Research 
Institute†

None Forest  
Laboratories*

None None Novartis 
Pharmaceuticals 

Corporation*; Takeda 
Pharmaceuticals North 

America*

None

Laura Findeiss University of 
California at Irvine

None None None None None None None

Bernard J. Gersh Mayo Clinic None None None None None Medtronic, Inc.*; Baxter 
Healthcare Corporation*; 
Cardiovascular Research 

Foundation*;  
TEVA Pharmaceuticals*; 

St. Jude Medical, 
Inc.*; Ortho-McNeil 
Janssen Scientific*; 

Cipla Limited*; Boston 
Scientific*

None

Joel M. Gore University of 
Massachusetts

None None None None None None None

Daniel Levy NIH None None None None None None None

Janet B. Long Rhode Island 
Cardiology Center

None None None None None None None

Christopher M. 
O’Connor

Duke Clinical 
Research Institute, 

Duke University 
Medical Center

None None None None None None None

Patrick T. O’Gara Brigham &  
Women’s Hospital

None None None None None None None

Gbenga Ogedegbe NYU School of 
Medicine

NIH 
(R01HL087301)†

None None None None None None

(Continued)

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


Rosendorff et al    Treatment of Hypertension in Patients With CAD    27

Suzanne Oparil University of 
Alabama at 
Birmingham

Medtronic*;  
Merck & Co†; 

Novartis†; 
Takeda†

None None None None Bayer*; Daiichi  
Sankyo*; Pfizer*

None

William B. White University of 
Connecticut School 

of Medicine

NIH (study of 
ambulatory 

blood pressure 
monitoring guided 
therapy to reduce 
functional decline 
in older persons)†; 

NIH (Impact 
of smoking 

cessation on 
blood pressure, 
SNS activity)†

None None None None None None

This table represents the relationships of writing group members that may be perceived as actual or reasonably perceived conflicts of interest as reported on the 
Disclosure Questionnaire, which all members of the writing group are required to complete and submit. A relationship is considered to be “significant” if (a) the person 
receives $10 000 or more during any 12-month period, or 5% or more of the person’s gross income; or (b) the person owns 5% or more of the voting stock or share of the 
entity, or owns $10 000 or more of the fair market value of the entity. A relationship is considered to be “modest” if it is less than “significant” under the preceding definition.

*Modest.
†Significant.

Writing Group Disclosures, Continued

Writing Group 
Member Employment

Research  
Grant

Other Research 
Support

Speakers’  
Bureau/Honoraria

Expert  
Witness

Ownership 
Interest

Consultant/ 
Advisory Board Other

Reviewer Disclosures

Reviewer Employment
Research  

Grant
Other Research  

Support
Speakers’  

Bureau/Honoraria
Expert  

Witness
Ownership  

Interest
Consultant/ 

Advisory Board Other

Jafna L. Cox Queen Elizabeth II  
Health Sciences Center, 

Capital District  
Health Authority, Halifax, 

NS, and Dalhousie 
University

None None None None None None None

Charles B. Eaton Memorial Hospital  
of Rhode Island Center  

for Primary Care  
and Prevention

AHRQ (control 
hypertension  

grant)*

None None None None None None

Victor A. Ferrari Hospital of the  
University of  
Pennsylvania

None None None None None Executive 
Committee, Society 
for Cardiovascular 

Magnetic  
Resonance*  

(unpaid)

None

Federico Gentile Studio Gentile,  
Naples Italy

None None None None None None None

Hani Jneid Baylor College of  
Medicine–MEDVAMC

None None None None None None None

Cora E. Lewis University of Alabama  
at Birmingham

NIH† None None None None None None

G.B. John  
Mancini

University of British 
Columbia

Merck Canada* None Merck* None None Amgen* None

Peter A. 
McCullough

St. John Providence  
Health System

None None None None None None None

Carl J. Pepine Department of Medicine, 
University of Florida

None None None None None None None

(Continued)

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


28    Hypertension    June 2015

References
	 1.	 Rosendorff C, Black HR, Cannon CP, Gersh BJ, Gore J, Izzo JL Jr, 

Kaplan NM, O’Connor CM, O’Gara PT, Oparil S. Treatment of hyper-
tension in the prevention and management of ischemic heart disease: a 
scientific statement from the American Heart Association Council for 
High Blood Pressure Research and the Councils on Clinical Cardiology 
and Epidemiology and Prevention. Circulation. 2007;115:2761–2788.

	 2.	 Pickering TG, Hall JE, Appel LJ, Falkner BE, Graves J, Hill MN, 
Jones DW, Kurtz T, Sheps SG, Roccella EI. Recommendations for 
blood pressure measurement in humans and experimental animals: part 
1: blood pressure measurement in humans: a statement for profession-
als from the Subcommittee of Professional and Public Education of the 
American Heart Association Council on High Blood Pressure Research. 
Hypertension. 2005;45:142–161.

	 3.	 Chobanian AV, Bakris GI, Black HR, Cushman WC, Green LA, Izzo 
JL Jr, Jones DW, Materson BJ, Oparil S, Wright JT Jr, Rocella EJ; and 
the National High Blood Pressure Education Program Coordinating 
Committee. Seventh report of the Joint National Committee on 
Prevention, Detection, Evaluation, and Treatment of High Blood Pressure. 
Hypertension. 2003;42:1206 –1252.

	 4.	 Vasan RS, Beiser A, Seshadri S, Larson MG, Kannel WB, D’Agostino 
RB, Levy D. Residual lifetime risk for developing hypertension in 
middle-aged women and men: the Framingham Heart Study. JAMA. 
2002;287:1003–1010.

	 5.	 Franklin SS, Larson MG, Khan SA, Wong ND, Leip EP, Kannel WB, 
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.

	 6.	 Lewington S, Clarke R, Qizilbash N, Peto R, Collins R; Prospective 
Studies Collaboration. Age-specific relevance of usual blood pressure 
to vascular mortality: a meta-analysis of individual data for one million 
adults in 61 prospective studies [published correction appears in Lancet. 
2002;361:1060]. Lancet. 2002;360:1903–1913.

	 7.	 National Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute. Morbidity and Mortality: 2012 
Chartbook on Cardiovascular, Lung and Blood Diseases. Bethesda, MD: 
US Department of Health and Human Services, Public Health Service, 
National Institutes of Health; 2012.

	 8.	 Lackland DT, Roccella EJ, Deutsch AF, Fornage M, George MG, Howard 
G, Kissela BM, Kittner SJ, Lichtman JH, Lisabeth LD, Schwamm LH, 
Smith EE, Towfighi A; American Heart Association Stroke Council; 
Council on Cardiovascular and Stroke Nursing; Council on Quality of 
Care and Outcomes Research; Council on Functional Genomics and 
Translational Biology. Factors influencing the decline in stroke mortal-
ity: a statement from the American Heart Association/American Stroke 
Association. Stroke. 2014;45:315–353.

	 9.	 Miura K, Daviglus ML, Dyer AR, Liu K, Garside DB, Stamler J, 
Greenland P. Relationship of blood pressure to 25-year mortality due to 
coronary heart disease, cardiovascular diseases, and all causes in young 
adult men: the Chicago Heart Association Detection Project in Industry. 
Arch Intern Med. 2001;161:1501–1508.

	10.	 Yusuf S. Preventing vascular events due to elevated blood pressure. 
Circulation. 2006;113:2166 –2168.

	11.	 Lackland DT, Keil JE, Gazes PC, Hames CG, Tyroler HA. Outcomes of 
black and white hypertensive individuals after 30 years of follow-up. Clin 
Exp Hypertens. 1995;17:1091–1105.

	12.	 Gazes PC, Lackland DT, Mountford WK, Gilbert GF, Harley RA. 
Comparison of cardiovascular risk factors for high brachial pulse pressure 
in blacks versus whites (Charleston Heart Study, Evans County Study, 
NHANES I and II Studies). Am J Cardiol. 2008;102:1514–1517.

	13.	 Neal B, MacMahon S, Chapman N; Blood Pressure Lowering 
Treatment Trialists’ Collaboration. Effects of ACE inhibitors, cal-
cium antagonists, and other blood-pressure-lowering drugs: results 
of prospectively designed overviews of randomized trials: Blood 
Pressure Lowering Treatment Trialists’ Collaboration. Lancet. 
2000;356:1955–1964.

	14.	 van Bemmel T, Gussekloo J, Westendorp RGJ, Blauw GJ. In a population-
based prospective study, no association between high blood pressure and 
mortality after age 85 years. J Hypertens. 2006;24:287–292.

	15.	 Beckett NS, Peters R, Fletcher AE, Staessen JA, Liu L, Dumitrascu D, 
Stoyanovsky V, Antikainen RL, Nikitin Y, Anderson C, Belhani A, Forette 
F, Rajkumar C, Thijs L, Banya W, Bulpitt CJ; HYVET Study Group. 
Treatment of hypertension in patients 80 years of age or older. N Engl J 
Med. 2008;358:1887–1898.

	16.	 Yusuf S, Sleight P, Pogue J, Bosch J, Davies R, Dagenais G. Effects of 
an angiotensin-converting-enzyme inhibitor, ramipril, on cardiovascular 

C. Venkata  
S. Ram

Texas Blood Pressure 
Institute, Dallas,  

TX; MediCiti Medical 
College/Hospitals, 
Hyderabad/India

None None None None None None None

Denise  
Simons-Morton

NHLBI None None None None None None None

Robert  
C. Touchon

University Physicians  
and Surgeons,  

Joan C. Edwards School  
of Medicine,  

Marshall University, 
Huntington, WV

None None None None None None None

Thad F. Waites Hattiesburg Clinic, 
Hattiesburg, MS

None None None None None None None

Howard S. 
Weintraub

New York University 
Medical Center

None None AstraZeneca†; 
Daiichi Sankyo*; 

Takeda†; Abbott†; 
Kowa*; Novartis†

None None None None

This table represents the relationships of reviewers that may be perceived as actual or reasonably perceived conflicts of interest as reported on the Disclosure 
Questionnaire, which all reviewers are required to complete and submit. A relationship is considered to be “significant” if (a) the person receives $10 000 or more during 
any 12-month period, or 5% or more of the person’s gross income; or (b) the person owns 5% or more of the voting stock or share of the entity, or owns $10 000 or 
more of the fair market value of the entity. A relationship is considered to be “modest” if it is less than “significant” under the preceding definition.

*Modest.
†Significant.

Reviewer Disclosures, Continued

Reviewer Employment
Research  

Grant
Other Research  

Support
Speakers’  

Bureau/Honoraria
Expert  

Witness
Ownership  

Interest
Consultant/ 

Advisory Board Other

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


Rosendorff et al    Treatment of Hypertension in Patients With CAD    29

events in high-risk patients: the Heart Outcomes Prevention Evaluation 
Study Investigators. N Engl J Med. 2000;342:145–153.

	17.	 Pfeffer MA, Braunwald E, Moye LA, Basta L, Brown EJ, Cuddy TE, 
Davis BR, Geltman EM, Goldman S, Flaker GC, Klein M, Lamas GA, 
Packer M, Rouleau J, Rouleau JL, Rutherford J, Wertheimer JH, Hawkins 
CM: SAVE Investigators. Effect of captopril on mortality and morbid-
ity in patients with left ventricular dysfunction after myocardial infarc-
tion: results of the Survival and Ventricular Enlargement trial: the SAVE 
Investigators. N Engl J Med. 1992;327:669–677.

	18.	 Fox KM; EURopean trial On reduction of cardiac events with Perindopril 
in stable coronary Artery disease Investigators. Efficacy of perindopril in 
reduction of cardiovascular events among patients with stable coronary 
artery disease: randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled, multicentre 
trial (the EUROPA study). Lancet. 2003;362:782–788.

	19.	 Julius S, Nesbitt SD, Egan BM, Weber MA, Michelson EL, Kaciroti N, 
Black HR, Grimm RH Jr, Messerli FH, Oparil S, Schork MA; Trial of 
Preventing Hypertension (TROPHY) Study Investigators. Feasibility of 
treating prehypertension with an angiotensin-receptor blocker. N Engl J 
Med. 2006;354:1685–1697.

	20.	 ACCORD Study Group; Cushman WC, Evans GW, Byington RP, Goff DC 
Jr, Grimm RH Jr, Cutler JA, Simons-Morton DG, Basile JN, Corson MA, 
Probstfield JL, Katz L, Peterson KA, Friedewald WT, Buse JB, Bigger JT, 
Gerstein HC, Ismail-Beigi F. Effects of intensive blood-pressure control 
in type 2 diabetes mellitus. N Engl J Med. 2010:362:1575–1585.

	21.	 Kannel WB. Some lessons in cardiovascular epidemiology from 
Framingham. Am J Cardiol. 1976;37:269–282.

	22.	 Kidney Disease: Improving Global Outcomes (KDIGO) CKD Work 
Group. KDIGO 2013 Clinical Practice Guideline for the Evaluation and 
Management of Chronic Kidney Disease. Kidney Int Suppl. 2013;3:5–14.

	23.	 American Diabetes Association. Standards of medical care in diabetes: 
2013. Diabetes Care. 2013;36(suppl.1):S11–S66.

	24.	 National Cholesterol Education Program (NCEP) Expert Panel on 
Detection, Evaluation, and Treatment of High Blood Cholesterol in Adults 
(Adult Treatment Panel III). Third report of the National Cholesterol 
Education Program (NCEP) Expert Panel on the Detection, Evaluation, 
and Treatment of High Blood Cholesterol in Adults (Adult Treatment 
Panel III): final report. Circulation. 2002;106:3143–3421.

	25.	 Criqui MH, McClelland RL, McDermott MM, Allison MA, Blumenthal 
RS, Aboyans V, Ix JH, Burke GL, Liu K, Shea S. The ankle-brachial index 
and incident cardiovascular events in the MESA (Multi-Ethnic Study of 
Atherosclerosis). J Am Coll Cardiol. 2010;56:1506–1512.

	26.	 McDermott MM, Liu K, Criqui MH, Ruth K, Goff D, Saad MF, Wu C, 
Homma S, Sharrett AR. Ankle-brachial index and subclinical cardiac 
and carotid disease: the Multi-Ethnic Study of Atherosclerosis. Am J 
Epidemiol. 2005;162:33–41.

	27.	 Goff DC Jr, Lloyd-Jones DM, Bennett G, Coady S, D’Agostino RB Sr, 
Gibbons R, Greenland P, Lackland DT, Levy D, O’Donnell CJ, Robinson 
J, Schwartz JS, Smith SC Jr, Sorlie P, Shero ST, Stone NJ, Wilson PW, 
Jordan HS, Nevo L, Wnek J, Anderson JL, Halperin JL, Albert NM, 
Bozkurt B, Brindis RG, Curtis LH, DeMets D, Hochman JS, Kovacs RJ, 
Ohman EM, Pressler SJ, Sellke FW, Shen WK, Smith SCJr, Tomaselli GF; 
American College of Cardiology/American Heart Association Task Force 
on Practice Guidelines. 2013 ACC/AHA guideline on the assessment 
of cardiovascular risk: a report of the American College of Cardiology/
American Heart Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines. 
Circulation. 2014;129(suppl 2):S49-S53.

	28.	 Eckel RH, Jakicic JM, Ard, JD, de Jesus JM, Houston Miller N, Hubbard 
VS, Lee IM, Lichtenstein AH, Loria CM, Millen BE, Nonas CA, Sacks 
FM, Smith SC Jr, Svetkey LP, Wadden TW, Yanovski SZ; Kendall KA, 
Morgan LC, Trisolini MG, Velasco G, Wnek J, Anderson JL, Halperin 
JL, Albert NM, Bozkurt B, Brindis RG, Curtis LH, DeMets D, Hochman 
JS, Kovacs RJ, Ohman EM, Pressler SJ, Sellke FW, Shen WK, Smith 
SC Jr, Tomaselli GF; American College of Cardiology/American Heart 
Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines. 2013 AHA/ACC guide-
line on lifestyle management to reduce cardiovascular risk: a report of the 
American College of Cardiology American/Heart Association Task Force 
on Practice Guidelines. Circulation. 2014;129(suppl 2):S76–S99.

	29.	 Jensen MD, Ryan DH, Apovian CM, Ard JD, Comuzzie AG, Donato 
KA, Hu FB, Hubbard VS, Jakicic JM, Kushner RF, Loria C, Millen BE, 
Nonas CA, Pi-Sunyer FX, Stevens J, Stevens VJ, Wadden TA, Wolfe 
BM, Yanovski SZ, Jordan HS, Kendall KA, Lux LJ, Mentor-Marcel R, 
Morgan LC, Trisolini MG, Wnek J, Anderson JL, Halperin JL, Albert 
NM, Bozkurt B, Brindis RG, Curtis LH, DeMets D, Hochman JS, Kovacs 
RJ, Ohman EM, Pressler SJ, Sellke FW, Shen WK, Smith SC Jr, Tomaselli 
GF; American College of Cardiology/American Heart Association Task 

Force on Practice Guidelines; Obesity Society. 2013 AHA/ACC/TOS 
guideline for the management of overweight and obesity in adults: a report 
of the American College of Cardiology/American Heart Association Task 
Force on Practice Guidelines and The Obesity Society. Circulation. 
2014;129(suppl 2):S102-S138.

	30.	 Stone NJ, Robinson J, Lichtenstein AH, Bairey Merz CN, Blum CB, 
Eckel RH, Goldberg AC, Gordon D, Levy D, Lloyd-Jones DM, McBride 
P, Schwartz JS, Shero ST, Smith SC Jr, Watson K, Wilson PW; Eddleman 
KM, Jarrett NM, LaBresh K, Nevo L, Wnek J, Anderson JL, Halperin 
JL, Albert NM, Bozkurt B, Brindis RG, Curtis LH, DeMets D, Hochman 
JS, Kovacs RJ, Ohman EM, Pressler SJ, Sellke FW, Shen WK, Smith 
SC Jr, Tomaselli GF; American College of Cardiology/American Heart 
Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines. 2013 ACC/AHA guide-
line on the treatment of blood cholesterol to reduce atherosclerotic cardio-
vascular risk in adults: a report of the American College of Cardiology/
American Heart Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines. 
Circulation. 2014;129(suppl 2):S1-S45.

	31.	 Bulugahapitiya U, Siyambalapitiya S, Sithole J, Idris I. Is diabetes a coro-
nary risk equivalent? Systematic review and meta-analysis. Diabet Med. 
2009;26:142–148.

	32.	 US Department of Health and Human Services. 2004 Surgeon 
General’s Report: The Health Consequences of Smoking. Atlanta, 
GA; US Department of Health and Human Services PHS, Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention, National Center for Chronic Disease 
Prevention and Health Promotion, Office on Smoking and Health; 
2004.

	33.	 Goldenberg I, Jonas M, Tenenbaum A, Boyko V, Matetzky S, Shotan 
A, Behar S, Reicher-Reiss H; Bezafibrate Infarction Prevention Study 
Group. Current smoking, smoking cessation, and the risk of sudden 
cardiac death in patients with coronary artery disease. Arch Intern Med. 
2003;163:2301–2305.

	34.	 US Department of Health and Human Services. The Health Consequences 
of Involuntary Exposure to Tobacco Smoke: A Report of the Surgeon 
General. Atlanta, GA: US Department of Health and Human Services 
PHS, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, National Center for 
Chronic Disease Prevention and Health Promotion, Office on Smoking 
and Health; 2006.

	35.	 US Office of the Surgeon General. Reducing the Health Consequences 
of Smoking: 25 Years of Progress: A Report of the Surgeon General. 
Rockville, MD: US Department of Health and Human Services PHS; 
1989:89–8411.

	36.	 Isles C, Brown JJ, Cumming AM, Lever AF, McAreavey D, Robertson JI, 
Hawthorne VM, Stewart GM, Robertson JW, Wapshaw J. Excess smoking 
in malignant-phase hypertension. BMJ. 1979;1:579–581.

	37.	 Anthonisen NR, Skeans MA, Wise RA, Manfreda J, Kanner RE, Connett 
JE; Lung Health Study Research Group. The effects of a smoking cessa-
tion intervention on 14.5-year mortality: a randomized clinical trial. Ann 
Intern Med. 2005;142:233–239.

	38.	 Flegal KM, Carroll MD, Ogden CL, Curtin LR. Prevalence and trends in 
obesity among US adults, 1999–2008. JAMA. 2010;303:235–241.

	39.	 Chiang BN, Perlman LV, Epstein FH. Overweight and hypertension: a 
review. Circulation. 1969;39:403–421.

	40.	 Must A, Spadano J, Coakley EH, Field AE, Colditz G, Dietz WH. 
The disease burden associated with overweight and obesity. JAMA. 
1999;282:1523–1529.

	41.	 Wilson PW, D’Agostino RB, Sullivan L, Parise H, Kannel WB. Overweight 
and obesity as determinants of cardiovascular risk: the Framingham expe-
rience. Arch Intern Med. 2002;162:1867–1872.

	42.	 Mokdad AH, Ford ES, Bowman BA, Dietz WH, Vinicor F, Bales VS, 
Marks JS. Prevalence of obesity, diabetes, and obesity-related health risk 
factors, 2001. JAMA. 2003;289:76–79.

	43.	 Kotchen TA. Obesity-related hypertension: epidemiology, pathophysiol-
ogy, and clinical management. Am J Hypertens. 2010;23:1170–1178.

	44.	 Mancia G, De Backer G, Dominiczak A, Cifkova R, Fagard R, Germano 
G, Grassi G, Heagerty AM, Kjeldsen SE, Laurent S, Narkiewicz K, 
Ruilope L, Rynkiewicz A, Schmieder RE, Boudier HA, Zanchetti A; 
ESH-ESC Task Force on the Management of Arterial Hypertension. 2007 
ESH-ESC practice guidelines for the management of arterial hyperten-
sion: ESH-ESC Task Force on the Management of Arterial Hypertension. 
J Hypertens. 2007;25:1751–1762.

	45.	 Sharma AM, Pischon T, Engeli S, Scholze J. Choice of drug treatment 
for obesity-related hypertension: where is the evidence? J Hypertens. 
2001;19:667–674.

	46.	 Elliott WJ, Meyer PM. Incident diabetes in clinical trials of antihyperten-
sive drugs: a network meta-analysis. Lancet. 2007;369:201–207.

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


30    Hypertension    June 2015

	47.	 Frohlich ED. Clinical management of the obese hypertensive patient. 
Cardiol Rev. 2002;10:127–138.

	48.	 Wenzel UO, Krebs C. Management of arterial hypertension in obese 
patients. Current Hypertens Rep. 2007;9:491–497.

	49.	 Bangalore S, Messerli FH, Kostis JB, Pepine CJ. Cardiovascular pro-
tection using beta-blockers: a critical review of the evidence. J Am Coll 
Cardiol. 2007;50:563–572.

	50.	 Anderson JL, Halperin JL, Albert N, Bozkurt B, Brindis RG, Curtis LH, 
Demets D, Guyton RA, Hochman JS, Kovacs RJ, Ohman EM, Pressler 
SJ, Sellke FW, Shen WK. Management of patients with peripheral artery 
disease (compilation of 2005 and 2011 ACCF/AHA guideline recom-
mendations): a report of the American College of Cardiology Foundation/
American Heart Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines. 
Circulation. 2013;127:1425–1443.

	51.	 Coffman JD. Vasodilator drugs for peripheral vascular disease. N Engl J 
Med. 1979;301:159–160.

	52.	 Roberts DH, Tsao Y, McLoughlin GA, Breckenridge A. Placebo-controlled 
comparison of captopril, atenolol, labetalol, and pindolol in hypertension 
complicated by intermittent claudication. Lancet. 1987;2:650–653.

	53.	 Solomon SA, Ramsay LE, Yeo WW, Parnell L, Morris-Jones W. Beta 
blockade and intermittent claudication: placebo controlled trial of atenolol 
and nifedipine and their combination. BMJ. 1991;303:1100–1104.

	54.	 Radack K, Deck C. Beta-adrenergic blocker therapy does not worsen 
intermittent claudication in subjects with peripheral arterial disease: 
a meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. Arch Intern Med. 
1991;151:1769–1776.

	55.	 Hirsch AT, Haskal ZJ, Hertzer NR, Bakal CW, Creager MA, Halperin JL, 
Hiratzka LF, Murphy WRC, Olin JW, Puschett JB, Rosenfield KA, Sacks 
D, Stanley JC, Taylor LM Jr, White CJ, White J, White RA. ACC/AHA 
2005 practice guidelines for the management of patients with periph-
eral arterial disease (lower extremity, renal, mesenteric, and abdominal 
aortic): executive summary: a collaborative report from the American 
Association for Vascular Surgery/Society for Vascular Surgery, Society 
for Cardiovascular Angiography and Interventions, Society for Vascular 
Medicine and Biology, Society of Interventional Radiology, and the ACC/
AHA Task Force on Practice Guidelines (Writing Committee to Develop 
Guidelines for the Management of Patients With Peripheral Arterial 
Disease). Circulation. 2006;113:1474–1547.

	56.	 US Renal Data System. USRDS 2009 Annual Data Report: Atlas of 
Chronic Kidney Disease and End-Stage Renal Disease. Bethesda, MD: 
National Institutes of Health, National Institute of Diabetes and Digestive 
and Kidney Diseases; 2009.

	57.	 Go AS, Chertow GM, Fan D, McCulloch CE, Hsu CY. Chronic kidney 
disease and the risks of death, cardiovascular events, and hospitalization. 
New Engl J Med. 2004;351:1296–1305.

	58.	 Khouri Y, Steigerwalt SP, Alsamara M, McCullough PA. What is the ideal 
blood pressure goal for patients with stage III or higher chronic kidney 
disease? Curr Cardiol Rep. 2011;13:492–501.

	59.	 Karohi C, Raggi P. Approach to cardiovascular disease prevention in 
patients with chronic kidney disease. Curr Treat Options Cardiovasc Med. 
2012;14:391–413.

	60.	 Acelajado MC, Calhoun DA, Oparil S. Pathogenesis of hypertension. 
In: Black H, Elliott W, eds. Hypertension: A Companion to Braunwald’s 
Heart Disease. 2nd ed. Philadelphia, PA: Elsevier Sanders; 2012:12–26.

	61.	 Tilg H, Moschen AR. Adipocytokines: mediators linking adipose tissue, 
inflammation and immunity. Nat Rev Immunol. 2006;6:772–783.

	62.	 Katagiri H, Yamada T, Oka Y. Adiposity and cardiovascular disorders: 
disturbance of the regulatory system consisting of humoral and neuronal 
signals. Circ Res. 2007;101:27–39.

	63.	 Ding K, Kullo IJ. Genome-wide association studies for atherosclerotic 
vascular disease and its risk factors. Circ Cardiovasc Genet. 2009;2:63–72.

	64.	 Abd El-Aziz TA, Hussein YM, Mohamed RH, Shalaby SM. Renin-
angiotensin system genes polymorphism in Egyptians with premature 
coronary artery disease. Gene. 2012;498:270–275.

	65.	 Konopka A, Szperl M, Piotrowski W, Roszczynko M, Stępińska J. 
Influence of renin-angiotensin system gene polymorphisms on the risk 
of ST-segment-elevation myocardial infarction and association with coro-
nary artery disease risk factors. Mol Diagn Ther. 2011;15:167–176.

	66.	 Tanner RM, Lynch AL, Brophy VH, Eckfeldt JH, Davis BR, Ford CE, 
Boerwinkle E, Arnett DK. Pharmacogenetic associations of MMP9 and 
MMP12 variants with cardiovascular disease in patients with hyperten-
sion. PLoS One. 2011;6: e23609.

	67.	 Manolio TA, Collins FS, Cox NJ, Goldstein DB, Hindorff LA, 
Hunter DJ, McCarthy MI, Ramos EM, Cardon LR, Chakravarti A, 
Cho JH, Guttmacher AE, Kong A, Kruglyak L, Mardis E, Rotimi CN, 

Slatkin M, Valle D, Whittemore AS, Boehnke M, Clark AG, Eichler 
EE, Gibson G, Haines JL, Mackay TF, McCarroll SA, Visscher 
PM. Finding the missing heritability of complex diseases. Nature. 
2009;461:747–753.

	68.	 Pimenta E, Calhoun DA, Oparil S. Cardiology. In: Crawford MH, 
DiMarco JP, Paulus WJ, eds. 3rd ed. Etiology and Pathogenesis of 
Systemic Hypertension. Philadelphia, PA: Elsevier; 2009:511–522.

	69.	 Laurent S, Boutouyrie P. Recent advances in arterial stiffness and wave 
reflection in human hypertension. Hypertension. 2007;49:1202–1206.

	70.	 Dao HH, Essalihi R, Bouvet C, Moreau P. Evolution and modulation of 
age-related medial elastocalcinosis: impact on large artery stiffness and 
isolated systolic hypertension. Cardiovasc Res. 2005;66:307–317.

	71.	 Franklin SS, Gustin W 4th, Wong ND, Larson MG, Weber MA, Kannel 
WB, Levy D. Hemodynamic patterns of age-related changes in blood 
pressure: the Framingham Heart Study. Circulation. 1997;96:308–315.

	72.	 Pimenta E, Oparil S. Management of hypertension in the elderly. Nat Rev 
Cardiol. 2012;9:286–296.

	73.	 O’Rourke MF, Hashimoto J. Mechanical factors in arterial aging: a clini-
cal perspective. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2007;50:1–13.

	74.	 Laurent S, Cockcroft J, Van Bortel L, Boutouyrie P, Giannattasio C, 
Hayoz D, Pannier B, Vlachopoulos C, Wilkinson I, Struijker-Boudier 
H; European Network for Non-invasive Investigation of Large Arteries. 
Expert consensus document on arterial stiffness: methodological issues 
and clinical applications. Eur Heart J. 2006;27:2588–2605.

	75.	 Wallace SM, Yasmin, McEniery CM, Mäki-Petäjä KM, Booth AD, 
Cockroft JR, Wilkinson IB. Isolated systolic hypertension is characterized 
by increased aortic stiffness and endothelial dysfunction. Hypertension. 
2007;50:228–233.

	76.	 Celermajer, DS, Sorensen KE, Bull C, Robinson J, Deanfield JE. 
Endothelium-dependent dilation in the systemic arteries of asymptomatic 
subjects relates to coronary risk factors and their interaction. J Am Coll 
Cardiol. 1994;24:1468–1474.

	77.	 Stewart KJ, Sung J, Silber HA, Fleg JL, Kelemen MD, Turner KL, Bacher 
AC, Dobrosielski DA, DeRegis JR, Shapiro EP, Ouyang P. Exaggerated 
exercise blood pressure is related to impaired endothelial vasodilator 
function. Am. J. Hypertens. 2004;17:314–320.

	78.	 Endtmann C, Ebrahimian T, Czech T, Arfa O, Laufs U, Fritz M, 
Wassmann K, Werner N, Petoumenos V, Nickenig G, Wassmann S. 
Angiotensin II impairs endothelial progenitor cell number and function 
in vitro and in vivo: implications for vascular regeneration. Hypertension. 
2011;58:394–403.

	79.	 Cai H, Griendling KK, Harrison DG. The vascular NAD(P)H oxidases 
as therapeutic targets in cardiovascular diseases. Trends Pharmacol Sci. 
2003;24:471–478.

	80.	 Nickenig G, Sachinidis A, Michaelsen F, Bohm M, Seewald S, Vetter 
H. Upregulation of vascular angiotensin II receptor gene expression by 
low-density lipoprotein in vascular smooth muscle cells. Circulation. 
1997;95:473–478.

	81.	 Daugherty A, Rateri DL, Lu H, Inagami T, Cassis LA. Hypercholesterolemia 
stimulates angiotensin peptide synthesis and contributes to atherosclerosis 
through the AT1A receptor. Circulation. 2004;110:3849–3857.

	82.	 Singh BM, Mehta JL. Interactions between the renin-angiotensin system 
and dyslipidemia: relevance in the therapy of hypertension and coronary 
heart disease. Arch Intern Med. 2003;163:1296 –1304.

	83.	 Lemarié CA, Schiffrin EL. The angiotensin II type 2 receptor in 
cardiovascular disease. J Renin Angiotensin Aldosterone Syst. 
2010;11:19–31.

	84.	 Ali Q, Hussain T. AT2 receptor non-peptide agonist C21 promotes natri-
uresis in obese Zucker rats. Hypertens Res. 2012;35:654–660.

	85.	 Elliott WJ, Ram CV. Calcium channel blockers. J Clin Hypertens 
(Greenwich). 2011;13:687–689.

	86.	 Sica DA, Carter B, Cushman W, Hamm L. Thiazide and loop diuretics. J 
Clin Hypertens (Greenwich). 2011;13:639–643.

	87.	 Taylor AA, Siragy H, Nesbitt S. Angiotensin receptor blockers: pharmacol-
ogy, efficacy and safety. J Clin Hypertens (Greenwich). 2011:13:677–686.

	88.	 Wiysonge CS, Bradley HA, Volmink J, Mayosi BM, Mbewu A, Opie 
LH. Beta-blockers for hypertension. Cochrane Database Syst. Rev. 
2012;11:CD002003.

	89.	 Bakris GL, Weir MR, Secic M, Campbell B, Weis-McNulty A. Differential 
effects of calcium antagonist subclasses on markers of nephropathy pro-
gression. Kidney Int. 2004;65:1991–2002.

	90.	 ONTARGET Investigators, Yusuf S, Teo KK, Pogue J, Dyal L, Copland 
I, Schumacher H, Dagenais G, Sleight P, Anderson C. Telmisartan, 
ramipril, or both in patients at high risk for vascular events. N Engl J Med. 
2008;358:1547–1559.

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


Rosendorff et al    Treatment of Hypertension in Patients With CAD    31

	 91.	 Pfeffer MA, McMurray, JJV, Velazquez EJ, Rouleau JL, Køber L, 
Maggioni AP, Solomon SD, Swedberg K, Van de Werf F, White H, 
Leimberger JD, Henis M, Edwards S, Zelenkofske S, Sellers MA, 
Califf RM; Valsartan in Acute Myocardial Infarction Trial Investigators. 
Valsartan, captopril, or both in myocardial infarction complicated 
by heart failure, left ventricular dysfunction, or both. N Engl J Med. 
2003;349:1893–1906.

	 92.	 Jamerson K, Weber MA, Bakris GL, Dahlof B, Pitt B, Shi V, Hester A, 
Gupte J, Gatlin M, Velazequez EJ; ACCOMPLISH Trial Investigators. 
Benazepril plus amlodipine or hydrochlorothiazide for hypertension in 
high-risk patients. N Engl J Med. 2008;359:2417–2428.

	 93.	 Effects of treatment on morbidity in hypertension, II: results in patients 
with diastolic blood pressure averaging 90 through 114 mm Hg. JAMA. 
1970;213:1143–1152.

	 94.	 MRC trial of treatment of mild hypertension: principal results: Medical 
Research Council Working Party. BMJ (Clin Res Ed). 1985;291:97–104.

	 95.	 Prevention of stroke by antihypertensive drug treatment in older per-
sons with isolated systolic hypertension: final results of the Systolic 
Hypertension in the Elderly Program (SHEP): SHEP Cooperative 
Research Group. JAMA. 1991;265:3255–3264.

	 96.	 ALLHAT Officers and Coordinators for the ALLHAT Collaborative 
Research Group, The Antihypertensive and Lipid-Lowering Treatment 
to Prevent Heart Attack Trial. Major outcomes in high-risk hyperten-
sive patients randomized to angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitor 
or calcium channel blocker vs diuretic: the Antihypertensive and Lipid-
Lowering Treatment to Prevent Heart Attack Trial (ALLHAT). JAMA. 
2002;288:2981–2997.

	 97.	 Verdecchia P, Reboldi G, Angeli F, Borgioni C, Gattobigio R, Filippucci 
L, Norgiolini S, Bracco C, Porcellati C. Adverse prognostic signifi-
cance of new diabetes in treated hypertensive subjects. Hypertension. 
2004;43:963–969.

	 98.	 Black HR, Davis B, Barzilay J, Nwachuku C, Baimbridge C, Marginean 
H, Wright JT Jr, Basile J, Wong ND, Whelton P, Dart RA, Thadani U; 
Antihypertensive and Lipid-Lowering Treatment to Prevent Heart Attack 
Trial. Metabolic and clinical outcomes in nondiabetic individuals with the 
metabolic syndrome assigned to chlorthalidone, amlodipine, or lisinopril 
as initial treatment for hypertension: a report from the Antihypertensive 
and Lipid-Lowering Treatment to Prevent Heart Attack Trial (ALLHAT). 
Diabetes Care. 2008;31:353–360.

	 99.	 Cushman WC, Davis BR, Pressel SL, Cutler JA, Einhorn PA, Ford 
CE, Oparil S, Probstfield JL, Whelton PK, Wright JT Jr, Alderman 
MH, Basile JN, Black HR, Grimm RH Jr, Hamilton BP, Haywood 
LJ, Ong ST, Piller LB, Simpson LM, Stanford C, Weiss RJ; ALLHAT 
Collaborative Research Group. Mortality and morbidity during and af-
ter the Antihypertensive and Lipid-Lowering Treatment to Prevent Heart 
Attack Trial. J Clin Hypertens (Greenwich). 2012;14:20–31.

	100.	 Barzilay JI, Davis BR, Pressel SL, Cutler JA, Einhorn PT, Black HR, 
Cushman WC, Ford CE, Margolis KL, Moloo J, Oparil S, Piller LB, 
Simmons DL, Sweeney ME, Whelton PK, Wong ND, Wright JT Jr; 
ALLHAT Collaborative Research Group. Long-term effects of incident 
diabetes mellitus on cardiovascular outcomes in people treated for hyper-
tension: the ALLHAT Diabetes Extension Study. Circ Cardiovasc Qual 
Outcomes. 2012;5:153–162.

	101.	 Effect of enalapril on survival in patients with reduced left ventricular 
ejection fractions and congestive heart failure: the SOLVD Investigators. 
N Engl J Med. 1991;325:293–302.

	102.	 Effect of enalapril on mortality and the development of heart failure in 
asymptomatic patients with reduced left ventricular ejection fractions: 
the SOLVD Investigators. N Engl J Med. 1992;327:685–691.

	103.	 Lewis EJ, Hunsicker LG, Bain RP, Rohde RD. The effect of angiotensin-
converting-enzyme inhibition on diabetic nephropathy: the Collaborative 
Study Group. N Engl J Med. 1993;329:1456–1462.

	104.	 PROGRESS Collaborative Group. Randomised trial of a perin-
dopril-based blood-pressure-lowering regimen among 6,105 indi-
viduals with previous stroke or transient ischaemic attack. Lancet. 
2001;358:1033–1041.

	105.	 Svensson P, de Faire U, Sleight P, Yusuf S, Ostergren J. Comparative 
effects of ramipril on ambulatory and office blood pressures: a HOPE 
substudy. Hypertension. 2001;38:E28–E32.

	106.	 Braunwald E, Domanski MJ, Fowler SE, Geller NL, Gersh BJ, Hsia 
J, Pfeffer MA, Rice MM, Rosenberg YD, Rouleau JL; PEACE Trial 
Investigators. Angiotensin-converting-enzyme inhibition in stable coro-
nary artery disease. N Engl J Med. 2004;351:2058–2068.

	107.	 Julius S, Kjeldsen SE, Weber M, Brunner HR, Ekman S, Hansson L, 
Hua T, Laragh J, McInnes GT, Mitchell L, Plat F, Schork A, Smith B, 

Zanchetti A; VALUE Trial Group. Outcomes in hypertensive patients at 
high cardiovascular risk treated with regimens based on valsartan or am-
lodipine: the VALUE randomised trial. Lancet. 2004;363:2022–2031.

	108.	 Sica DA. The Valsartan Antihypertensive Long-Term Use Evaluation 
trial: a study in contrasts. Hypertension. 2006;48:362–363.

	109.	 Dickstein K, Kjekshus J; OPTIMAAL Steering Committee of the 
OPTIMAAL Study Group. Effects of losartan and captopril on 
mortality and morbidity in high-risk patients after acute myocar-
dial infarction: the OPTIMAAL randomised trial: Optimal Trial in 
Myocardial Infarction with Angiotensin II Antagonist Losartan. 
Lancet. 2002;360:752–760.

	110.	 Telmisartan Randomised AssessmeNt Study in ACE iNtolerant subjects 
with cardiovascular Disease (TRANSCEND) Investigators, Yusuf S, Teo 
K, Anderson C, Pogue J, Dyal L, Copland I, Schumacher H, Dagenais 
G, Sleight P. Effects of the angiotensin-receptor blocker telmisartan on 
cardiovascular events in high-risk patients intolerant to angiotensin-
converting enzyme inhibitors: a randomised controlled trial. Lancet. 
2008;372:1174–1183.

	111.	 Pitt B, Zannad F, Remme WJ, Cody R, Castaigne A, Perez A, Palensky J, 
Wittes J. The effect of spironolactone on morbidity and mortality in pa-
tients with severe heart failure: Randomized Aldactone Evaluation Study 
Investigators. N Engl J Med. 1999;341:709–717.

	112.	 Pitt B, Remme W, Zannad F, Neaton J, Martinez F, Roniker B, Bittman 
R, Hurley S, Kleiman J, Gatlin M; Eplerenone Post-Acute Myocardial 
Infarction Heart Failure Efficacy and Survival Study Investigators. 
Eplerenone, a selective aldosterone blocker, in patients with left 
ventricular dysfunction after myocardial infarction. N Engl J Med. 
2003;348:1309–1321.

	113.	 Zannad F, McMurray JJ, Krum H, van Veldhuisen DJ, Swedberg K, 
Shi H, Vincent J, Pocock SJ, Pitt B; EMPHASIS-HF Study Group. 
Eplerenone in patients with systolic heart failure and mild symptoms. N 
Engl J Med. 2011;364:11–21.

	114.	 Dahlöf B, Sever PS, Poulter NR, Wedel H, Beevers DG, Caulfield 
M, Collins R, Kjeldsen SE, Kristinsson A, McInnes GT, Mehlsen J, 
Nieminen M, O’Brien E, Ostergren J; ASCOT Investigators. Prevention 
of cardiovascular events with an antihypertensive regimen of amlodip-
ine adding perindopril as required versus atenolol adding bendroflu-
methiazide as required, in the Anglo-Scandinavian Cardiac Outcomes 
Trial-Blood Pressure Lowering Arm (ASCOT-BPLA): a multicentre ran-
domised controlled trial. Lancet. 2005;366:895–906.

	115.	 Black HR, Elliott WJ, Grandits G, Grambsch P, Lucente T, White WB, 
Neaton JD, Grimm RH Jr, Hansson L, Lacourciere Y, Muller J, Sleight P, 
Weber MA, Williams G, Wittes J, Zanchetti A, Anders RJ; CONVINCE 
Research Group. Principal results of the Controlled Onset Verapamil 
Investigation of Cardiovascular End Points (CONVINCE) trial. JAMA. 
2003;289:2073–2082.

	116.	 Pepine CJ, Handberg EM, Cooper-DeHoff RM, Marks RG, Kowey P, 
Messerli FH, Mancia G, Cangiano JL, Garcia-Barreto D, Keltai M, 
Erdine S, Bristol HA, Kolb HR, Bakris GL, Cohen JD, Parmley WW; 
INVEST Investigators. A calcium antagonist vs a non-calcium antagonist 
hypertension treatment strategy for patients with coronary artery disease: 
the International Verapamil-Trandolapril Study (INVEST): a randomized 
controlled trial. JAMA. 2003;290:2805–2816.

	117.	 Hansson L, Hedner T, Lund-Johansen P, Kjeldsen SE, Lindholm LH, 
Syvertsen JO, Lanke J, de Faire U, Dahlöf B, Karlberg BE. Randomised 
trial of effects of calcium antagonists compared with diuretics and beta-
blockers on cardiovascular morbidity and mortality in hypertension: the 
Nordic Diltiazem (NORDIL) study. Lancet. 2000;356:359–365.

	118.	 Goldstein RE, Boccuzzi SJ, Cruess D, Nattel S. Diltiazem increases late-
onset congestive heart failure in postinfarction patients with early reduction 
in ejection fraction: the Adverse Experience Committee and the Multicenter 
Diltiazem Postinfarction Research Group. Circulation. 1991;83:52–60.

	119.	 McMurray JJ, Abraham WT, Dickstein K, Køber L, Massie BM, Krum 
H. Aliskiren, ALTITUDE, and the implications for ATMOSPHERE. Eur 
J Heart Fail. 2012;14:341–343.

	120.	 Arguedas JA, Perez MI, Wright JM. Treatment blood pressure targets for 
hypertension. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2009:CD004349.

	121.	 Elliott WJ. What should be the blood pressure target for diabetics? Curr 
Opin Cardiol. 2011;26:308–313.

	122.	 Upadhyay A, Earley A, Haynes SM, Uhlig K. Systematic review: blood 
pressure target in chronic kidney disease and proteinuria as an effect 
modifier. Ann Intern Med. 2011;154:541–548.

	123.	 Izzo JL Jr, Gradman AH. Mechanisms and management of hypertensive 
heart disease: from left ventricular hypertrophy to heart failure. Med Clin 
North Am. 2004;88:1257–1271.

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


32    Hypertension    June 2015

	124.	 Vasan RS, Larson MG, Leip EP, Evans JC, O’Donnell CJ, Kannel WB, 
Levy D. Impact of high normal blood pressure on the risk of cardiovas-
cular disease. N Engl J Med. 2001;345:1291–1297.

	125.	 Hsia J, Margolis KL, Eaton CB, Wenger NK, Allison M, Wu L, LaCroix 
AZ, Black HR; Women’s Health Initiative Investigators. Prehypertension 
and cardiovascular disease risk in the Women’s Health Initiative. 
Circulation. 2007;115:855–860.

	126.	 Fukuhara M, Arima H, Ninomiya T, Hata J, Yonemoto K, Doi Y, 
Hirakawa Y, Matsumura K, Kitazono T, Kiyohara Y. Impact of lower 
range of prehypertension on cardiovascular events in a general popula-
tion: the Hisayama Study. J Hypertens. 2012;30:893–900.

	127.	 Canty JM Jr. Coronary pressure-function and steady-state pressure-flow 
relations during autoregulation in the unanesthetized dog. Circ Res. 
1988;63:821– 836.

	128.	 Harrison DG, Florentine MS, Brooks LA, Cooper SM, Marcus ML. The 
effect of hypertension and left ventricular hypertrophy on the lower range 
of coronary autoregulation. Circulation. 1988;77:1108–1115.

	129.	 Rouleau JR, Simard D, Blouin A, Kingma JG Jr. Angiotensin inhibition 
and coronary autoregulation in a canine model of LV hypertrophy. Basic 
Res Cardiol. 2002;97:384–391.

	130.	 Hoffman JI. Heterogeneity of myocardial blood flow. Basic Res Cardiol. 
1995;90:103–111.

	131.	 Strauer BE. The concept of coronary flow reserve. J Cardiovasc 
Pharmacol. 1992;19(supp1 5):S67–S80.

	132.	 Sipahi I, Tuzcu EM, Schoenhagen P, Wolski KE, Nicholls SJ, Balog C, 
Crowe TD, Nissen SE. Effects of normal, pre-hypertensive, and hyper-
tensive blood pressure levels on progression of coronary atherosclerosis. 
J Am Coll Cardiol. 2006;48:833–838.

	133.	 Stewart IM. Relation of reduction in pressure to first myocardial infarc-
tion in patients receiving treatment for severe hypertension. Lancet. 
1979;1:861–865.

	134.	 Cruickshank JM, Thorp JM, Zacharias FJ. Benefits and potential harm of 
lowering high blood pressure. Lancet. 1987;1:581–584.

	135.	 Millar JA, Lever AF. Implications of pulse pressure as a predictor of car-
diac risk in patients with hypertension. Hypertension. 2000;36:907–911.

	136.	 Farnett L, Mulrow CD, Linn WD, Lucey CR, Tuley MR. The J-curve 
phenomenon and the treatment of hypertension: is there a point beyond 
which pressure reduction is dangerous? JAMA. 1991;265:489–495.

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

	138.	 Denardo SJ, Messerli FH, Gaxiola E, Aranda JM Jr, Cooper-Dehoff RM, 
Handberg EM, Gong Y, Champion A, Zhou Q, Pepine CJ. Coronary re-
vascularization strategy and outcomes according to blood pressure (from 
the International Verapamil SR-Trandolapril Study [INVEST]). Am J 
Cardiol. 2010;106:498–503.

	139.	 Messerli FH, Mancia G, Conti CR, Hewkin AC, Kupfer S, Champion 
A, Kolloch R, Benetos A, Pepine CJ. Dogma disputed: can aggressively 
lowering blood pressure in hypertensive patients with coronary artery 
disease be dangerous? Ann Intern Med. 2006;144:884–893.

	140.	 Thune JJ, Signorovitch J, Kober L, Velasquez EJ, McMurray JJV, Califf 
RM, Maggioni AP, Rouleau JL, Howlett J, Zelenkofske S, Pfeffer 
MC, Solomon SD. Effect of antecedent hypertension and follow-up 
blood pressure on outcomes after high-risk myocardial infarction. 
Hypertension. 2008;51:48–54.

	141.	 Denardo SJ, Anderson RD, Pepine CJ. Blood pressure targets after 
high-risk myocardial infarction; is it time to update the guidelines? 
Hypertension. 2008;51:26–27.

	142.	 Bangalore S, Messerli FH, Wun CC, Zuckerman AL, DeMicco D, 
Kostis JB, LaRosa JC; Treating to New Targets Steering Committee and 
Investigators. J-curve revisited: an analysis of blood pressure and cardio-
vascular events in the Treating to New Targets (TNT) Trial. Eur Heart J. 
2010;31:2897–2908.

	143.	 Dorresteijn JAN, van der Graaf Y, Spiering W, Grobbee DE, Bots ML, 
Visseren FLJ; Secondary Manifestations of Arterial Disease Study 
Group. Relation between blood pressure and vascular events and mor-
tality in patients with manifest vascular disease: J-curve revisited. 
Hypertension. 2012;59:14–21.

	144.	 Waller PC, Isles CG, Lever AF, Murray GD, McInnes GT. Does thera-
peutic reduction of diastolic blood pressure cause death from coronary 
heart disease? J Hum Hypertens. 1988;2:7–10.

	145.	 Fletcher A, Beevers DG, Bulpitt CJ, Butler A, Coles EC, Hunt D, Munro-
Faure AD, Newson R, O’Riordan PW, Petri JC, et al. The relationship 

between a low treated blood pressure and IHD mortality: a report from 
the DHSS Hypertension Care Computing Project (DHCCP). J Hum 
Hypertens. 1988;2:11–15.

	146.	 Samuelsson OG, Wilhelmsen LW, Pennert KM, Wedel H, Berglund 
GL. The J-shaped relationship between coronary heart disease and 
achieved blood pressure level in treated hypertension: further analy-
ses of 12 years of follow-up of treated hypertensives in the Primary 
Prevention Trial in Gothenburg, Sweden [published correction appears 
in J Hypertens.1990;8:following H87]. J Hypertens. 1990;8:547–555.

	147.	 Madhavan S, Ooi WL, Cohen H, Alderman MH. Relation of pulse pres-
sure and blood pressure reduction to the incidence of myocardial infarc-
tion. Hypertension. 1994;23:395–401.

	148.	 Kannel WB, Wilson PW, Nam BH, D’Agostino RB, Li J. A likely ex-
planation for the J-curve of blood pressure cardiovascular risk. Am J 
Cardiol. 2004;94:380–384.

	149.	 Boutitie F, Gueyffier F, Pocock S, Fagard R, Boissel JP; INDANA Project 
Steering Committee, Individual Data Analysis of Antihypertensive inter-
vention. J-shaped relationship between blood pressure and mortality in 
hypertensive patients: new insights from a meta-analysis of individual-
patient data. Ann Intern Med. 2002;136:438–448.

	150.	 Nissen SE, Tuzcu EM, Libby P, Thompson PD, Ghali M, Garza D, 
Berman L, Shi H, Beubendorf E, Topol EJ; CAMELOT Investigators. 
Effect of antihypertensive agents on cardiovascular events in patients 
with coronary disease and normal blood pressure: the CAMELOT Study: 
a randomized controlled trial. JAMA. 2004;292:2217–2225.

	151.	 Wingard DL, Barrett-Connor E. Heart disease and diabetes. In: Harris 
MI, Cowie CC, Stern MS, Boyko EJ, Reiber GE, Bennett PH, eds. 
Diabetes in America. 2nd ed. Washington, DC: National Institutes of 
Health; 1995:429–448.

	152.	 Nilsson PM. ACCORD and risk-factor control in type 2 diabetes. N Engl 
J Med. 2010;362:1628–1629

	153.	 Estacio RO, Jeffers BW, Gifford N, Schrier RW. Effect of blood pressure 
control on diabetic microvascular complications in patients with hyper-
tension and type 2 diabetes. Diabetes Care. 2000;23(suppl 2):B54–B64.

	154.	 Lackland DT, Elkind MSV, D’Agostino R, Dhamoon MS, Goff DC Jr, 
Higashida RT, McClure LA, Mitchell PH, Sacco RL, Sila CA, Smith 
SC Jr, Tanne D, Tirschwell DL, Touzé E, Wechsler LR; on behalf of the 
American Heart Association Stroke Council; Council on Epidemiology 
and Prevention; Council on Cardiovascular Radiology and Intervention; 
Council on Cardiovascular Nursing; Council on Peripheral Vascular 
Disease; Council on Quality of Care and Outcomes Research. Inclusion 
of stroke in cardiovascular risk prediction instruments: a statement for 
healthcare professionals from the American Heart Association/American 
Stroke Association. Stroke. 2012;43:1998–2027.

	155.	 Ovbiagele B, Diener H-C, Yusuf S, Martin RH, Cotton D, Vinisko R, 
Donnan GA, Bath PM; PROFESS Investigators. Level of systolic blood 
pressure within the normal range and risk of recurrent stroke. JAMA. 
2011;306:2137–2144.

	156.	 Law MR, Morris JK, Wald NJ. Use of blood pressure lowering drugs 
in the prevention of cardiovascular disease: meta-analysis of 147 ran-
domised trials in the context of expectations from prospective epidemio-
logical studies. BMJ. 2009;338:b1665.

	157.	 Psaty BM, Furburg CD, Kuller LH, Cushman M, Savage PJ, Levine D, 
O’Leary DH, Bryan RN, Anderson M, Lumley T. Association between 
blood pressure level and the risk of myocardial infarction, stroke, and 
total mortality. Arch Intern Med. 2001;161:1183–1192.

	158.	 Denardo SJ, Gong Y, Nichols WW, Messerli FH, Bavry AA, Cooper-
DeHoff RM, Handberg EM, Champion A, Pepine CJ. Blood pressure 
and outcomes in very old hypertensive coronary artery disease patients: 
an INVEST substudy. Am J Med. 2010;123:719–726.

	159.	 Aronow WS, Fleg JL, Pepine CJ, Artinian NT, Bakris G, Brown AS, 
Ferdinand KC, Forciea MA, Frishman WH, Jaigobin CJ, Kostis JB, 
Mancia G, Oparil S, Ortiz E, Reisin E, Rich MW, Schocken DD, Weber 
MA, Wesley DJ,Harrington RA; ACCF Task Force. ACCF/AHA 2011 
expert consensus document on Hypertension in the elderly: a report of 
the American College of Cardiology Foundation Task Force on Clinical 
Expert Consensus Documents. Circulation. 2011;123:2434–2506.

	160.	 Bangalore S, Qin J, Sloan S, Murphy SA, Cannon CP; PROVE IT-TIMI 
22 Trial Investigators. What is the optimal blood pressure in patients 
after acute coronary syndromes? Relationship of blood pressure and 
cardiovascular events in the Pravastatin or Atorvastatin Evaluation and 
Infection Therapy-Thrombolysis in Myocardial Infarction (PROVE IT-
TIMI) 22 trial. Circulation. 2010;122:2142–2151.

	161.	 Cooper-DeHoff RM, Gong Y, Handberg EM, Bavry AA, Denardo SJ, 
Bakris GL, Pepine CJ. Tight blood pressure control and cardiovascular 

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


Rosendorff et al    Treatment of Hypertension in Patients With CAD    33

outcomes among hypertensive patients with diabetes and coronary artery 
disease. JAMA. 2010;304:61–68.

	162.	 Banach M, Bhatia V, Feller MA, Mujib M, Desai RV, Ahmed MI, 
Guichard JL, Aban I, Love TE, Aronow WS, White M, Deedwania P, 
Fonarow G, Ahmed A. Relation of baseline systolic blood pressure and 
long-term outcomes in ambulatory patients with chronic mild to moder-
ate heart failure. Am J Cardiol. 2011;107:1208–1214.

	163.	 Mancia G, Schumacher H, Redon J, Verdecchia P, Scmieder R, Jennings 
G, Yusoff K, Ryden L, Liu GL, Teo K, Sleight P, Yusuf S. Blood pres-
sure targets recommended by guidelines and incidence of cardiovascular 
and renal events in the Ongoing Telmisartan Alone and in Combination 
With Ramipril Global Endpoint Trial (ONTARGET). Circulation. 
2011;124:1727–1736.

	164.	 Redon J, Mancia G, Sleight P, Schumacher H, Gao P, Pogue J, Fagard R, 
Verdecchia P, Weber M, Bohm M, Williams B, Yusoff K, Teo K, Yusuf 
F; ONTARGET Investigators. Safety and efficacy of low blood pressures 
among patients with diabetes. Subgroup analyses from the ONTARGET 
(ONgoing Telmisartan Alone and in combination with Ramipril Global 
Endpoint Trial. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2012;59:74–83.

	165.	 Lazarus JM, Bourgoignie JJ, Buckalew VM, Greene T, Levey AS, Milas 
NC, Paranandi L, Peterson JC, Porush JG, Rauch S, Soucie JM, Stollar 
C. Achievement and safety of a low blood pressure goal in chronic re-
nal disease: the Modification of Diet in Renal Disease Study Group. 
Hypertension. 1997;29:641–650.

	166.	 Ruggenenti P, Perna A, Loriga G, Ganeva M, Ene-lordache B, Turturro 
M, Lesti M, Perticucci E, Chakarski IN, Leonardis D, Garini G, Sessa 
A, Basile C, Alpa M, Scvanziani R, Sorba G, Zoccali C, Remuzzi G; 
REIN-2 Study Group. Blood-pressure control for renoprotection in pa-
tients with non-diabetic chronic renal disease (REIN-2): multicentre, 
randomised controlled trial. Lancet. 2005;365:939–946.

	167.	 Mancia G, Fagard R, Narkiewicz K, Redón J, Zanchetti A, Böhm M, 
Christiaens T, Cifkova R, De Backer G, Dominiczak A, Galderisi M, 
Grobbee D E, Jaarsma T, Kirchhof P, Kjeldsen SE, Laurent S, Manolis 
A J, Nilsson PM, Ruilope LM, Schmieder RE, Sirnes PA, Sleight P, 
Viigimaa M, Waeber B, Zannad F; Task Force Members. 2013 ESH/ESC 
guidelines for the management of arterial hypertension: the Task Force 
for the management of arterial hypertension of the European Society of 
Hypertension (ESH) and of the European Society of Cardiology (ESC). 
J Hypertens. 2013;31:1281–1357.

	168.	 Smith SC Jr, Benjamin EJ, Bonow RO, Braun LT, Creager MA, Franklin 
BA, Gibbons RJ, Grundy SM, Hiratzka LF, Jones DW, Lloyd-Jones DM, 
Minissian M, Mosca L, Peterson ED, Sacco RL, Spertus J, Stein JH, 
Taubert KA; World Heart Federation and the Preventive Cardiovascular 
Nurses Association. AHA/ACCF secondary prevention and risk reduc-
tion therapy for patients with coronary and other atherosclerotic vascular 
disease: 2011 update: a guideline from the American Heart Association 
and the American College of Cardiology Foundation. Circulation. 
2011;124:2458–2473.

	169.	 Fihn SD, Gardin JM, Abrams J, Berra K, Blankenship JC, Dallas AP, 
Douglas PS, Foody JM, Gerber TC, Hinderliter AL, King SB 3rd, 
Kligfield PD, Krumholz HM, Kwong RY, Lim MJ, Linderbaum JA, 
Mack MJ, Munger MA, Prager RL, Sabik JF, Shaw LJ, Sikkema JD, 
Smith CR Jr, Smith SC Jr, Spertus JA, Williams SV; American College 
of Cardiology Foundation. 2012 ACCF/AHA/ACP/AATS/PCNA/SCAI/
STS guideline for the diagnosis and management of patients with stable 
ischemic heart disease: executive summary: a report of the American 
College of Cardiology Foundation/American Heart Association Task 
Force on Practice Guidelines, and the American College of Physicians, 
American Association for Thoracic Surgery, Preventive Cardiovascular 
Nurses Association, Society for Cardiovascular Angiography and 
Interventions, and Society of Thoracic Surgeons. Circulation. 
2012;126:3097–3137.

	170.	 Fihn SD, Blankenship JC, Alexander KP, Bittl JA, Byrne JG, Fletcher BJ, 
Fonarow GC, Lange RA, Levine GN, Maddox TM, Naidu SS, Ohman, 
Smith PK. 2014 ACC/AHA/AATS/PCNA/SCAI/STS focused update of 
the guideline for the diagnosis and management of patients with stable 
ischemic heart disease: a report of the American College of Cardiology/
American Heart Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines, and the 
American Association for Thoracic Surgery, Preventive Cardiovascular 
Nurses Association, Society for Cardiovascular Angiography and 
Interventions, and Society of Thoracic Surgeons. Circulation. 
2014;130:1749–1767.

	171.	 Qaseem A, Fihn SD, Dallas P, Williams S, Owens DK, Shekelle P; Clinical 
Guidelines Committee of the American College of Physicians. Management 
of stable ischemic heart disease: summary of a clinical practice guideline 

from the American College of Physicians/American College of Cardiology 
Foundation/American Heart Association/American Association for 
Thoracic Surgery/Preventive Cardiovascular Nurses Association/Society of 
Thoracic Surgeons. Ann Intern Med. 2012;157:735–743.

	172.	 Rosendorff C. Calcium antagonists in the treatment of hypertension 
in patients with ischaemic heart disease. Expert Opin Pharmacother. 
2003;4:1535–1541.

	173.	 Mason RP. Mechanisms of plaque stabilization for the dihydropyri-
dine calcium channel blocker amlodipine: review of the evidence. 
Atherosclerosis. 2002;165:191–199.

	174.	 Turnbull F; Blood Pressure Lowering Treatment Trialists’ Collaboration. 
Effects of different blood-pressure-lowering regimens on major cardio-
vascular events: results of prospectively-designed overviews of random-
ized trials. Lancet. 2003;362:1527-153.

	175.	 Wing LMH, Reid CM, Ryan R, Beilin LJ, Brown MK, Jennings GLR, 
Johnston CI, McNeil JJ, Macdonald GJ, Marley JE, Morgan TO, West 
MJ; Second Australian National Blood Pressure Study Group. A compar-
ison of outcomes with angiotensin-converting–enzyme inhibitors and di-
uretics for hypertension in the elderly. N Engl J Med. 2003;348:583–592.

	176.	 Antman EM, Anbe DT, Armstrong PW, Bates ER, Green LA, Hand M, 
Hochman JS, Krumholz HM, Kushner FG, Lamas GA, Mullany CJ, 
Ornato JP, Pearle DL, Sloan MA, Smith SC Jr, Alpert JS, Anderson JL, 
Faxon DP, Fuster V, Gibbons RJ, Gregoratos G, Halperin JL, Hiratzka LF, 
Hunt SA, Jacobs AK; American College of Cardiology/American Heart 
Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines (Writing Committee to 
Revise the 1999 Guidelines for the Management of Patients With Acute 
Myocardial Infarction). ACC/AHA guidelines for the management of 
patients with ST-elevation myocardial infarction: executive summary: 
a report of the ACC/AHA Task Force on Practice Guidelines (Writing 
Committee to Revise the 1999 Guidelines for the Management of 
Patients With Acute Myocardial Infarction) [published correction ap-
pears in Circulation. 2005;111:2013]. Circulation. 2004;110:588–636.

	177.	 Hunt SA, Abraham WT, Chin MH, Feldman AM, Francis GS, Ganiats 
TG, Jessup M, Konstam MA, Mancini DM, Michl K, Oates JA, Rahko 
PS, Silver MA, Stevenson LW, Yancy CW, Antman EM, Smith SC Jr, 
Adams CD, Anderson JL, Faxon DP, Fuster V, Halperin JL, Hiratzka 
LF, Jacobs AK, Nishimura R, Ornato JP, Page RL, Riegel B. ACC/AHA 
2005 guideline update for the diagnosis and management of chronic 
heart failure in the adult: summary article: a report of the American 
College of Cardiology/American Heart Association Task Force on 
Practice Guidelines (Writing Committee to Update the 2001 Guidelines 
for the Evaluation and Management of Heart Failure). Circulation. 
2005;112:1825–1852.

	178.	 Frazier CG, Shah SH, Armstrong PW, Bhapkar MV, McGuire DK, 
Sadowski Z, Kristinsson A, Aylward PE, Klein WW, Weaver WD, 
Newby LK; SYMPHONY and the Second SYMPHONY Investigators. 
Prevalence and management of hypertension in acute coronary syndrome 
patients varies by sex: observations from the Sibrafiban versus aspirin 
to Yield Maximum Protection from ischemic Heart events Postacute 
COroNary sYndromes (SYMPHONY) randomized clinical trials. Am 
Heart J. 2005;150:1260–1267.

	179.	 Antman EM, Cohen M, Bernink PJ, McCabe CH, Horacek T, Papuchis 
G, Mautner B, Corbalan R, Radley D, Braunwald E. The TIMI risk score 
for unstable angina/non-ST elevation MI: a method for prognostication 
and therapeutic decision making. JAMA. 2000;284:835–842.

	180.	 Granger CB, Goldberg RJ, Dabbous O, Pieper KS, Eagle KA, Cannon 
CP, Van De Werf F, Avezum A, Goodman SG, Flather MD, Fox KA; 
Global Registry of Acute Coronary Events Investigators. Predictors of 
hospital mortality in the Global Registry of Acute Coronary Events. Arch 
Intern Med. 2003;163:2345–2353.

	181.	 Chin CT, Chen AY, Wang TY, Alexander KP, Mathews R, Rumsfeld JS, 
Cannon CP, Fonarow GC, Peterson ED, Roe MT. Risk adjustment for 
in-hospital mortality of contemporary patients with acute myocardial 
infarction: the Acute Coronary Treatment and Intervention Outcomes 
Network (ACTION) Registry-Get With The Guidelines (GWTG) acute 
myocardial infarction mortality model and risk score. Am Heart J. 
2011;161:113–122.e2.

	182.	 Morrow DA, Antman EM, Charlesworth A, Cairns R, Murphy SA, de 
Lemos JA, Giugliano RP, McCabe CH, Braunwald E. TIMI risk score 
for ST-elevation myocardial infarction: a convenient, bedside, clini-
cal score for risk assessment at presentation: an Intravenous nPA for 
Treatment of Infarcting Myocardium Early II Trial substudy. Circulation. 
2000;102:2031–2037.

	183.	 Chang WC, Boersma E, Granger CB, Harrington RA, Califf RM, 
Simoons ML, Kleiman NS, Armstrong PW; GUSTO-IIB and PURSUIT 

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


34    Hypertension    June 2015

Investigators. Dynamic prognostication in non-ST-elevation acute coro-
nary syndromes: insights from GUSTO-IIB and PURSUIT. Am Heart J. 
2004;148:62–71.

	184.	 Subherwal S, Bach RG, Chen AY, Gage BF, Rao SV, Newby LK, Wang 
TY, Gibler WB, Ohman EM, Roe MT, Pollack CV Jr, Peterson ED, 
Alexander KP. Baseline risk of major bleeding in non-ST-segment-
elevation myocardial infarction: the CRUSADE (Can Rapid Risk 
Stratification of Unstable Angina Patients Suppress Adverse Outcomes 
with Early Implementation of the ACC/AHA Guidelines) bleeding score. 
Circulation. 2009;119:1873–1882.

	185.	 Mathews R, Peterson ED, Chen AY, Wang TY, Chin CT, Fonarow GC, 
Cannon CP, Rumsfeld JS, Roe MT, Alexander KP. In-hospital major 
bleeding during ST-elevation and non-ST-elevation myocardial in-
farction care: Derivation and validation of a model from the ACTION 
Registry®-GWTGTM. Am J Cardiol. 2011;107:1136–1143.

	186.	 Mehran R, Pocock SJ, Nikolsky E, Clayton T, Dangas GD, Kirtane AJ, 
Parise H, Fahy M, Manoukian SV, Feit F, Ohman ME, Witzenbichler 
B, Guagliumi G, Lansky AJ, Stone GW. A risk score to predict bleed-
ing in patients with acute coronary syndromes. J Am Coll Cardiol. 
2010;55:2556–2566.

	187.	 Anderson JL, Adams CD, Antman EM, Bridges CR, Califf RM, 
Casey DE Jr, Chavey WE 2nd, Fesmire FM, Hochman JS, Levin 
TN, Lincoff AM, Peterson ED, Theroux P, Wenger NK, Wright RS; 
Jneid H, Ettinger SM, Ganiats TG, Lincoff AM, Philippides GJ, Zidar 
JP; American College of Cardiology Foundation/American Heart 
Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines. 2012 ACCF/AHA fo-
cused update incorporated into the ACCF/AHA 2007 guidelines for 
the management of patients with unstable angina/non–ST-elevation 
myocardial infarction: a report of the American College of Cardiology 
Foundation/American Heart Association Task Force on Practice 
Guidelines. Circulation. 2013;127:e663–e828.

	188.	 GISSI-3: effects of lisinopril and transdermal glyceryl trinitrate singly 
and together on 6-week mortality and ventricular function after acute 
myocardial infarction: Gruppo Italiano per lo Studio della Sopravvivenza 
nell’infarto Miocardico. Lancet. 1994;343:1115–1122.

	189.	 ISIS-4: randomized factorial trial assessing early oral captopril, oral mo-
nonitrate, and intravenous magnesium sulphate in 58,050 patients with 
suspected acute myocardial infarction: ISIS-4 (Fourth International Study 
of Infarct Survival) Collaborative Group. Lancet. 1995;345:669–685.

	190.	 O’Gara PT, Kushner FG, Ascheim DD, Casey DE Jr, Chung MK, de 
Lemos JA, Ettinger SM, Fang JC, Fesmire FM, Franklin BA, Granger 
CB, Krumholz HM, Linderbaum JA, Morrow DA, Newby LK, Ornato JP, 
Ou N, Radford MJ, Tamis-Holland JE, Tommaso CL, Tracy CM, Woo YJ, 
Zhao DX; ACCF/AHA Task Force. 2013 ACCF/AHA guideline for the 
management of ST-elevation myocardial infarction: executive summary: 
a report of the American College of Cardiology Foundation/American 
Heart Association Task Force on Practice Guidelines. Circulation. 
2013;127:529–555.

	191.	 Yusuf S, Wittes J, Friedman L. Overview of results of randomized clinical 
trials in heart disease, II: unstable angina, heart failure, primary preven-
tion with aspirin, and risk factor reduction. JAMA. 1988;260:2259–2263.

	192.	 Randomised trial of intravenous atenolol among 16 027 cases of sus-
pected acute myocardial infarction: ISIS-1: First International Study of 
Infarct Survival Collaborative Group. Lancet. 1986;2:57–66.

	193.	 Comparison of invasive and conservative strategies after treatment with 
intravenous tissue plasminogen activator in acute myocardial infarction: 
results of the Thrombolysis in Myocardial Infarction (TIMI) phase II 
trial: the TIMI Study Group. N Engl J Med. 1989;320:618–627.

	194.	 Chen ZM, Pan HC, Chen YP, Peto R, Collins R, Jiang LX, Xie JX, Liu 
LS; COMMIT (ClOpidogrel and Metoprolol in Myocardial Infarction 
Trial) Collaborative Group. Early intravenous then oral metoprolol in 
45,852 patients with acute myocardial infarction: randomised placebo-
controlled trial. Lancet. 2005;366:1622–1632.

	195.	 Anderson JL, Adams CD, Antman EM, Bridges CR, Califf RM, Casey 
DE Jr, Chavey WE 2nd, Fesmire FM, Hochman JS, Levin TN, Lincoff 
AM, Peterson ED, Theroux P, Wenger NK, Wright RS.  ACC/AHA 2007 
guidelines for the management of patients with unstable angina/non-
ST-elevation myocardial infarction: a report of the American College 
of Cardiology/American Heart Association Task Force on Practice 
Guidelines (Writing Committee to Revise the 2002 Guidelines for 
The Management of Patients with Unstable Angina/Non-ST-Elevation 
Myocardial Infarction). Circulation. 2007;116:e148–e304.

	196.	 Andrus MR, Holloway KP, Clark DB. Use of beta-blockers in patients 
with COPD. Ann Pharmacother. 2004;38:142–145.

	197.	 Salpeter S, Ormiston T, Salpeter E. Cardioselective beta-blockers for 
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 
2005:CD003566.

	198.	 Early treatment of unstable angina in the coronary care unit: a ran-
domised, double blind, placebo controlled comparison of recurrent 
ischaemia in patients treated with nifedipine or metoprolol or both: re-
port of the Holland Interuniversity Nifedipine/Metoprolol Trial (HINT) 
Research Group. Br Heart J. 1986;56:400–413.

	199.	 Verapamil in acute myocardial infarction: the Danish Multicenter 
Study Group on Verapamil in Myocardial Infarction. Eur Heart J. 
1984;5:516–528.

	200.	 Hansen JF. Treatment with verapamil after an acute myocardial in-
farction: a review of the Danish Studies on Verapamil in Myocardial 
Infarction (DAVIT I and II). Drugs. 1991;42(suppl 2):43–53.

	201.	 Hansen JF, Tingsted L, Rasmussen V, Madsen JK, Jespersen CM. 
Verapamil and angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors in patients with 
coronary artery disease and reduced left ventricular ejection fraction. Am 
J Cardiol. 1996;77:16D–21D.

	202.	 Braunwald E, Pfeffer MA. Ventricular enlargement and remodeling fol-
lowing acute myocardial infarction: mechanisms and management. Am J 
Cardiol. 1991;68:1D–6D.

	203.	 Oral captopril versus placebo among 13,634 patients with suspected 
acute myocardial infarction: interim report from the Chinese Cardiac 
Study (CCS-1). Lancet. 1995;345:686–687.

	204.	 Indications for ACE inhibitors in the early treatment of acute myocardial 
infarction: systematic overview of individual data from 100,000 patients 
in randomized trials: ACE Inhibitor Myocardial Infarction Collaborative 
Group. Circulation. 1998;97:2202–2212.

	205.	 Effect of ramipril on mortality and morbidity of survivors of acute 
myocardial infarction with clinical evidence of heart failure: the Acute 
Infarction Ramipril Efficacy (AIRE) Study Investigators. Lancet. 
1993;342:821–828

	206.	 Kober L, Torp-Pedersen C, Carlsen JE, Bagger H, Eliasen P, Lyngborg 
K, Videbaek J, Cole DS, Auclert L, Pauly NC. A clinical trial of the an-
giotensin-converting-enzyme inhibitor trandolapril in patients with left 
ventricular dysfunction after myocardial infarction: Trandolapril Cardiac 
Evaluation (TRACE) Study Group. N Engl J Med. 1995;333:1670–1676.

	207.	 Juurlink DN, Mamdani MM, Lee DS, Kopp A, Austin PC, 
Laupacis A, Redelmeier DA. Rates of hyperkalemia after publica-
tion of the Randomized Aldactone Evaluation Study. N Engl J Med. 
2004;351:543–551.

	208.	 Katz JN, Gore JM, Amin A, Anderson FA, Dasta JF, Ferguson JJ, 
Kleinschmidt K, Mayer SA, Multz AS, Peacock WF, Peterson E, 
Pollack C, Sung GY, Shorr A, Varon J, Wyman A, Emery LA, Granger 
CB; STAT Investigators. Practice patterns, outcomes, and end-organ 
dysfunction for patients with acute severe hypertension: the Studying 
the Treatment of Acute Hypertension (STAT) Registry. Am Heart J. 
2009;158:599–606.e1.

	209.	 Hunt SA, Abraham WT, Chin MH, Feldman AM, Francis GS, Ganiats 
TG, Jessup M, Konstam MA, Mancini DM, Michl K, Oates JA, Rahko 
PS, Silver MA, Stevenson LW, Yancy CW. 2009 Focused update in-
corporated into the ACC/AHA 2005 guidelines for the diagnosis 
and management of heart failure in adults: a report of the American 
College of Cardiology Foundation/American Heart Association Task 
Force on Practice Guidelines: developed in collaboration with the 
International Society for Heart and Lung Transplantation. Circulation. 
2009;119:e391–e479.

	210.	 Adams KF Jr, Fonarow GC, Emerman CL, LeJemtel TH, Costanzo MR, 
Abraham WT, Berkowitz RL, Galvao M, Horton DP; ADHERE Scientific 
Advisory Committee and Investigators. Characteristics and outcomes of 
patients hospitalized for heart failure in the United States: rationale, de-
sign, and preliminary observations from the first 100,000 cases in the 
Acute Decompensated Heart Failure National Registry (ADHERE). Am 
Heart J.. 2005;149:209–216.

	211.	 Fonarow GC, Albert NM, Curtis AB, Stough WG, Gheorghiade M, 
Heywood JT, McBride ML, Inge PJ, Mehra MR, O’Connor CM, Reynolds 
D, Walsh MN, Yancy CW. Improving evidence-based care for heart fail-
ure in outpatient cardiology practices: primary results of the Registry 
to Improve the Use of Evidence-Based Heart Failure Therapies in the 
Outpatient Setting (IMPROVE HF). Circulation. 2010;122:585–596.

	212.	 O’Connor CM, Velazquez EJ, Gardner LH, Smith PK, Newman MF, 
Landolfo KP, Lee KL, Califf RM, Jones RH. Comparison of coro-
nary artery bypass grafting versus medical therapy on long-term 

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


Rosendorff et al    Treatment of Hypertension in Patients With CAD    35

outcome in patients with ischemic cardiomyopathy (a 25-year experi-
ence from the Duke Cardiovascular Disease Databank). Am J Cardiol. 
2002;90:101–107.

	213.	 Kannel WB, Belanger AJ. Epidemiology of heart failure. Am Heart J. 
1991;121(pt 1):951–957.

	214.	 McKee PA, Castelli WP, McNamara PM, Kannel WB. The natural his-
tory of congestive heart failure: the Framingham study. N Engl J Med. 
1971;285:1441–1446.

	215.	 Topol EJ, Traill TA, Fortuin NJ. Hypertensive hypertrophic cardiomy-
opathy of the elderly. N Engl J Med. 1985;312:277–283.

	216.	 Bonow RO, Udelson JE. Left ventricular diastolic dysfunction as a cause 
of congestive heart failure: mechanisms and management. Ann Intern 
Med. 1992;117:502–510.

	217.	 Levy D, Larson MG, Vasan RS, Kannel WB, Ho KK. The progression from 
hypertension to congestive heart failure. JAMA. 1996;275:1557–1562.

	218.	 Wilhelmsen L, Rosengren A, Eriksson H, Lappas G. Heart failure in the 
general population of men: morbidity, risk factors and prognosis. J Intern 
Med. 2001;249:253–261.

	219.	 Kostis JB, Davis BR, Cutler J, Grimm RH Jr, Berge KG, Cohen JD, 
Lacy CR, Perry HM Jr, Blaufox MD, Wassertheil-Smoller S, Black HR, 
Schron E, Berkson DM, Curb JD, Smith WM, McDonald R, Applegate 
WB. Prevention of heart failure by antihypertensive drug treatment in 
older persons with isolated systolic hypertension: SHEP Cooperative 
Research Group. JAMA. 1997;278:212–216.

	220.	 Felker GM, Adams KF Jr, Konstam MA, O’Connor CM, Gheorghiade 
M. The problem of decompensated heart failure: nomenclature, classifi-
cation, and risk stratification. Am Heart J. 2003;145(suppl):S18–S25.

	221.	 Senni M, Tribouilloy CM, Rodeheffer RJ, Jacobsen SJ, Evans JM, 
Bailey KR, Redfield MM. Congestive heart failure in the community: 
trends in incidence and survival in a 10-year period. Arch Intern Med. 
1999;159:29–34.

	222.	 Moser M, Hebert PR. Prevention of disease progression, left ventricular 
hypertrophy and congestive heart failure in hypertension treatment trials. 
J Am Coll Cardiol. 1996;27:1214–1218.

	223.	 Diez J, Fortuno MA, Ravassa S. Apoptosis in hypertensive heart disease. 
Curr Opin Cardiol. 1998;13:317–325.

	224.	 Drazner MH, Rame JE, Marino EK, Gottdiener JS, Kitzman DW, Gardin 
JM, Manolio TA, Dries DL, Siscovick DS. Increased left ventricular 
mass is a risk factor for the development of a depressed left ventricular 
ejection fraction within five years: the Cardiovascular Health Study. J Am 
Coll Cardiol. 2004;43:2207–2215.

	225.	 Drazner MH. The progression of hypertensive heart disease. Circulation. 
2011;123:327–334.

	226.	 Shapiro BP, Owan TE, Mohammed S, Kruger M, Linke WA, Burnett 
JC Jr, Redfield MM. Mineralocorticoid signaling in transition to heart 
failure with normal ejection fraction. Hypertension. 2008;51:289–295.

	227.	 Ahmed SH, Clark LL, Pennington WR, Webb CS, Bonnema DD, 
Leonardi AH, McClure CD, Spinale FG, Zile MR. Matrix metallopro-
teinases/tissue inhibitors of metalloproteinases: relationship between 
changes in proteolytic determinants of matrix composition and structur-
al, functional, and clinical manifestations of hypertensive heart disease. 
Circulation. 2006;113:2089–2096.

	228.	 Zile MR, Bennett TD, St John Sutton M, Cho YK, Adamson PB, Aaron 
MF, Aranda JM Jr, Abraham WT, Smart FW, Stevenson LW, Kueffer FJ, 
Bourge RC. Transition from chronic compensated to acute decompen-
sated heart failure: pathophysiological insights obtained from continuous 
monitoring of intracardiac pressures. Circulation. 2008;118:1433–1441.

	229.	 Melenovsky V, Borlaug BA, Rosen B, Hay I, Ferruci L, Morell CH, 
Lakatta EG, Najjar SS, Kass DA. Cardiovascular features of heart failure 
with preserved ejection fraction versus nonfailing hypertensive left ven-
tricular hypertrophy in the urban Baltimore community: the role of atrial 
remodeling/dysfunction. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2007;49:198–207.

	230.	 Lam CS, Roger VL, Rodeheffer RJ, Bursi F, Borlaug BA, Ommen SR, 
Kass DA, Redfield MM. Cardiac structure and ventricular-vascular func-
tion in persons with heart failure and preserved ejection fraction from 
Olmsted County, Minnesota. Circulation. 2007;115:1982–1990.

	231.	 Borlaug BA, Lam CS, Roger VL, Rodeheffer RJ, Redfield MM. 
Contractility and ventricular systolic stiffening in hypertensive heart dis-
ease insights into the pathogenesis of heart failure with preserved ejec-
tion fraction. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2009;54:410–418.

	232.	 Kramer K, Kirkman P, Kitzman D, Little WC. Flash pulmonary edema: 
association with hypertension and reoccurrence despite coronary revas-
cularization. Am Heart J. 2000;140:451–455.

	233.	 Goldberger JJ, Peled HB, Stroh JA, Cohen MN, Frishman WH. Prognostic 
factors in acute pulmonary edema. Arch Intern Med. 1986;146:489–493.

	234.	 Clark LT, Garfein OB, Dwyer EM Jr. Acute pulmonary edema due to 
ischemic heart disease without accompanying myocardial infarction: 
natural history and clinical profile. Am J Med. 1983;75:332–336.

	235.	 Dodek A, Kassebaum DG, Bristow JD. Pulmonary edema in coronary-
artery disease without cardiomegaly: paradox of the stiff heart. N Eng J 
Med. 1972;286:1347–1350.

	236.	 Chin MH, Goldman L. Correlates of major complications or death in pa-
tients admitted to the hospital with congestive heart failure. Arch Intern 
Med. 1996;156:1814–1820.

	237.	 Zampaglione B, Pascale C, Marchisio M, Cavallo-Perin P. Hypertensive 
urgencies and emergencies: prevalence and clinical presentation. 
Hypertension. 1996;27:144–147.

	238.	 Belardinelli R, Georgiou D, Purcaro A. Low dose dobutamine echocar-
diography predicts improvement in functional capacity after exercise 
training in patients with ischemic cardiomyopathy: prognostic implica-
tion. J Am Coll Cardiol. 1998;31:1027–1034.

	239.	 Specchia G, De Servi S, Scire A, Assandri J, Berzuini C, Angoli L, La 
Rovere MT, Cobelli F. Interaction between exercise training and ejec-
tion fraction in predicting prognosis after a first myocardial infarction. 
Circulation. 1996;94:978–982.

	240.	 O’Connor CM, Whellan DJ, Lee KL, Keteyian SJ, Cooper LS, Ellis 
SJ, Leifer ES, Kraus WE, Kitzman DW, Blumenthal JA, Rendall DS, 
Miller NH, Fleg JL, Schulman KA, McKelvie RS, Zannad F, Pina IL; 
HF-ACTION Investigators. Efficacy and safety of exercise training in 
patients with chronic heart failure: HF-ACTION randomized controlled 
trial. JAMA. 2009;301:1439–1450.

	241.	 Flynn KE, Pina IL, Whellan DJ, Lin L, Blumenthal JA, Ellis SJ, Fine LJ, 
Howlett JG, Keteyian SJ, Kitzman DW, Kraus WE, Miller NH, Schulman 
KA, Spertus JA, O’Connor CM, Weinfurt KP; HF-ACTION Investigators. 
Effects of exercise training on health status in patients with chronic heart fail-
ure: HF-ACTION randomized controlled trial. JAMA. 2009;301:1451–1459.

	242.	 Fletcher GF, Balady GJ, Amsterdam EA, Chaitman B, Eckel R, Fleg 
J, Froelicher VF, Leon AS, Pina IL, Rodney R, Simons-Morton DA, 
Williams MA, Bazzarre T. Exercise standards for testing and train-
ing: a statement for healthcare professionals from the American Heart 
Association. Circulation. 2001;104:1694–1740.

	243.	 Shephard RJ, Balady GJ. Exercise as cardiovascular therapy. Circulation. 
1999;99:963–972.

	244.	 Staessen JA, Wang JG, Thijs L. Cardiovascular protection and blood 
pressure reduction: a meta-analysis. Lancet. 2001;358:1305–1315.

	245.	 Neuberg GW, Miller AB, O’Connor CM, Belkin RN, Carson PE, Cropp 
AB, Frid DJ, Nye RG, Pressler ML, Wertheimer JH, Packer M; PRAISE 
Investigators, Prospective Randomized Amlodipine Survival Evaluation. 
Diuretic resistance predicts mortality in patients with advanced heart fail-
ure. Am Heart J. 2002;144:31–38.

	246.	 Francis GS, Siegel RM, Goldsmith SR, Olivari MT, Levine TB, Cohn 
JN. Acute vasoconstrictor response to intravenous furosemide in patients 
with chronic congestive heart failure: activation of the neurohumoral 
axis. Ann Intern Med. 1985;103:1–6.

	247.	 Bayliss J, Norell M, Canepa-Anson R, Sutton G, Poole-Wilson P. 
Untreated heart failure: clinical and neuroendocrine effects of introduc-
ing diuretics. Br Heart J. 1987;57:17–22.

	248.	 Felker GM, Lee KL, Bull DA, Redfield MM, Stevenson LW, Goldsmith 
SR, LeWinter MM, Deswal A, Rouleau JL, Ofili EO, Anstrom KJ, 
Hernandez AF, McNulty SE, Velazquez EJ, Kfoury AG, Chen HH, 
Givertz MM, Semigran MJ, Bart BA, Mascette AM, Braunwald E, 
O’Connor CM; NHLBI Heart Failure Clinical Research Network. 
Diuretic strategies in patients with acute decompensated heart failure. N 
Engl J Med. 2011;364:797–805.

	249.	 Greenberg B, Quinones MA, Koilpillai C, Limacher M, Shindler D, 
Benedict C, Shelton B. Effects of long-term enalapril therapy on cardiac 
structure and function in patients with left ventricular dysfunction: results of 
the SOLVD echocardiography substudy. Circulation. 1995;91:2573–2581.

	250.	 Longobardi G, Ferrara N, Furgi G, Abete P, Rengo F. Improvement of 
myocardial blood flow to ischemic regions by angiotensin-converting 
enzyme inhibition. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2000;36:1437–1438.

	251.	 Leesar MA, Jneid H, Tang XL, Bolli R. Pretreatment with intracoronary 
enalaprilat protects human myocardium during percutaneous coronary 
angioplasty. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2007;49:1607–1610.

	252.	 Minai K, Matsumoto T, Horie H, Ohira N, Takashima H, Yokohama H, 
Kinoshita M. Bradykinin stimulates the release of tissue plasminogen ac-
tivator in human coronary circulation: effects of angiotensin-converting 
enzyme inhibitors. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2001;37:1565–1570.

	253.	 Gustafsson F, Torp-Pedersen C, Kober L, Hildebrandt P. Effect of angio-
tensin converting enzyme inhibition after acute myocardial infarction in 

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


36    Hypertension    June 2015

patients with arterial hypertension: TRACE Study Group, Trandolapril 
Cardiac Event. J Hypertens. 1997;15:793–798.

	254.	 Packer M, Poole-Wilson PA, Armstrong PW, Cleland JG, Horowitz JD, 
Massie BM, Ryden L, Thygesen K, Uretsky BF. Comparative effects of 
low and high doses of the angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitor, lisin-
opril, on morbidity and mortality in chronic heart failure: Atlas Study 
Group. Circulation. 1999;100:2312–2318.

	255.	 Brenner BM, Cooper ME, de Zeeuw D, Keane WF, Mitch WE, Parving 
HH, Remuzzi G, Snapinn SM, Zhang Z, Shahinfar S; RENAAL Study 
Investigators. Effects of losartan on renal and cardiovascular outcomes in pa-
tients with type 2 diabetes and nephropathy. N Engl J Med. 2001;345:861–869.

	256.	 Berl T, Hunsicker LG, Lewis JB, Pfeffer MA, Porush JG, Rouleau JL, Drury 
PL, Esmatjes E, Hricik D, Pohl M, Raz I, Vanhille P, Wiegmann TB, Wolfe 
BM, Locatelli F, Goldhaber SZ, Lewis EJ; Collaborative Study Group. Impact 
of achieved blood pressure on cardiovascular outcomes in the Irbesartan 
Diabetic Nephropathy Trial. J Am Soc Nephrol. 2005;16:2170–2179.

	257.	 Pitt B, Poole-Wilson PA, Segal R, Martinez FA, Dickstein K, Camm 
AJ, Konstam MA, Riegger G, Klinger GH, Neaton J, Sharma D, 
Thiyagarajan B. Effect of losartan compared with captopril on mortality 
in patients with symptomatic heart failure: randomised trial: the Losartan 
Heart Failure Survival Study ELITE II. Lancet. 2000;355:1582–1587.

	258.	 Cohn JN, Tognoni G; Valsartan Heart Failure Trial Investigators. A ran-
domized trial of the angiotensin-receptor blocker valsartan in chronic 
heart failure. N Engl J Med. 2001;345:1667–1675.

	259.	 Granger CB, McMurray JJ, Yusuf S, Held P, Michelson EL, Olofsson 
B, Ostergren J, Pfeffer MA, Swedberg K; CHARM Investigators and 
Committees. Effects of candesartan in patients with chronic heart failure 
and reduced left-ventricular systolic function intolerant to angiotensin-
converting-enzyme inhibitors: the CHARM-Alternative Trial. Lancet. 
2003;362:772–776.

	260.	 Yusuf S, Pfeffer MA, Swedberg K, Granger CB, Held P, McMurray 
JJ, Michelson EL, Olofsson B, Ostergren J; CHARM Investigators and 
Committees. Effects of candesartan in patients with chronic heart failure 
and preserved left-ventricular ejection fraction: the CHARM-Preserved 
Trial. Lancet. 2003;362:777–781.

	261.	 Pfeffer MA, Swedberg K, Granger CB, Held P, McMurray JJ, Michelson 
EL, Olofsson B, Ostergren J, Yusuf S, Pocock S; CHARM Investigators 
and Committees. Effects of candesartan on mortality and morbidity in 
patients with chronic heart failure: the CHARM-Overall programme. 
Lancet. 2003;362:759–766.

	262.	 White HD. Candesartan and heart failure: the allure of CHARM. Lancet. 
2003;362:754–755.

	263.	 McMurray JJ, Ostergren J, Swedberg K, Granger CB, Held P, Michelson EL, 
Olofsson B, Yusuf S, Pfeffer MA; CHARM Investigators and Committees. 
Effects of candesartan in patients with chronic heart failure and reduced 
left-ventricular systolic function taking angiotensin-converting-enzyme 
inhibitors: the CHARM-Added trial. Lancet. 2003;362:767–771.

	264.	 Effect of metoprolol CR/XL in chronic heart failure: Metoprolol CR/
XL Randomised Intervention Trial in Congestive Heart Failure (MERIT-
HF). Lancet. 1999;353:2001–2007.

	265.	 Packer M, Coats AJ, Fowler MB, Katus HA, Krum H, Mohacsi P, 
Rouleau JL, Tendera M, Castaigne A, Roecker EB, Schultz MK, DeMets 
DL; Carvedilol Prospective Randomized Cumulative Survival Study 
Group. Effect of carvedilol on survival in severe chronic heart failure. N 
Engl J Med. 2001;344:1651–1658.

	266.	 Packer M, Fowler MB, Roecker EB, Coats AJ, Katus HA, Krum H, 
Mohacsi P, Rouleau JL, Tendera M, Staiger C, Holcslaw TL, Amann-
Zalan I, DeMets DL; Carvedilol Prospective Randomized Cumulative 
Survival (COPERNICUS) Study Group. Effect of carvedilol on the mor-
bidity of patients with severe chronic heart failure: results of the Carvedilol 
Prospective Randomized Cumulative Survival (COPERNICUS) Study. 
Circulation. 2002;106:2194–2199.

	267.	 Bristow MR, Gilbert EM, Abraham WT, Adams KF, Fowler MB, 
Hershberger RE, Kubo SH, Narahara KA, Ingersoll H, Krueger S, Young 
S, Shusterman N. Carvedilol produces dose-related improvements in left 
ventricular function and survival in subjects with chronic heart failure: 
MOCHA Investigators. Circulation. 1996;94:2807–2816.

	268.	 Flather MD, Shibata MC, Coats AJ, Van Veldhuisen DJ, Parkhomenko 
A, Borbola J, Cohen-Solal A, Dumitrascu D, Ferrari R, Lechat P, 
Soler-Soler J, Tavazzi L, Spinarova L, Toman J, Böhm M, Anker SD, 
Thompson SG, Poole-Wilson PA; SENIORS Investigators. Randomized 
trial to determine the effect of nebivolol on mortality and cardiovascular 
hospital admission in elderly patients with heart failure (SENIORS). Eur 
Heart J. 2005;26:215–225.

	269.	 Poole-Wilson PA, Swedberg K, Cleland JG, Di Lenarda A, Hanrath P, 
Komajda M, Lubsen J, Lutiger B, Metra M, Remme WJ, Torp-Pedersen C, 
Scherhag A, Skene A; Carvedilol Or Metoprolol European Trial Investigators. 
Comparison of carvedilol and metoprolol on clinical outcomes in patients 
with chronic heart failure in the Carvedilol Or Metoprolol European Trial 
(COMET): randomised controlled trial. Lancet. 2003;362:7–13.

	270.	 Taylor AL, Ziesche S, Yancy C, Carson P, D’Agostino R, Jr, Ferdinand 
K, Taylor M, Adams K, Sabolinski M, Worcel M, Cohn JN; African-
American Heart Failure Trial Investigators. Combination of isosorbide 
dinitrate and hydralazine in blacks with heart failure. N Engl J Med. 
2004;351:2049–2057.

	271.	 Yancy CW, Jessup M, Bozkurt B, Butler J, Casey DE Jr, Drazner 
MH, Fonarow GC, Geraci SA, Horwich T, Januzzi JL, Johnson MR, 
Kasper EK, Levy WC, Masoudi FA, McBride PE, McMurray JJV, 
Mitchell JE, Peterson PN, Riegel B, Sam F, Stevenson LW, Tang WH, 
Tsai EJ, Wilkoff BL. 2013 ACCF/AHA guideline for the manage-
ment of heart failure: executive summary: a report of the American 
College of Cardiology Foundation/American Heart Association Task 
Force on Practice Guidelines. Circulation. 2013;128:1810–1852.

	272.	 Kandler MR, Mah GT, Tejani AM, Stabler SN, Salzwedel DM. 
Hydralazine for essential hypertension. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 
2011:CD004934.

	273.	 Funder JW, Carey RM, Fardella C, Gomez-Sanchez CE, Mantero F, Stowasser 
M, Young WF Jr, Montori VM; Endocrine Society. Case detection, diagnosis, 
and treatment of patients with primary aldosteronism: an Endocrine Society 
Clinical Practice Guideline. J Clin Endocrin Metab. 2008;93:3266–3281.

	274.	 Krum H, Schlaich M, Whitbourn R, Sobotka PA, Sadowski J, Bartus 
K, Kapelak B, Walton A, Sievert H, Thambar S, Abraham WT, Esler M. 
Catheter-based renal sympathetic denervation for resistant hyperten-
sion: a multicentre safety and proof-of-principle cohort study. Lancet. 
2009;373:1275–1281.

	275.	 SYMPLICITY HTN-2 Investigators, Esler MD, Krum H, Sobotka 
PA, Schlaich MP, Schmieder RE, Bohm M. Renal sympathetic de-
nervation in patients with treatment-resistant hypertension (the 
SYMPLICITY HTN-2 trial): a randomised controlled trial. Lancet. 
2010;376:1903–1909.

	276.	 Brandt MC, Mahfoud F, Reda S, Schirmer SH, Erdmann E, Bohm M, 
Hoppe UC. Renal sympathetic denervation reduces left ventricular hy-
pertrophy and improves cardiac function in patients with resistant hyper-
tension. J Am Coll Cardiol. 2012;59:901–909.

	277.	 Bhatt DL, Kandzari DE, O’Neill WW, D’Agostino R, Flack JM, Katzen 
BT, Leon MB, Liu M, Mauri L, Negoita M, Cohen SA, Oparil S, Rocha-
Singh K, Townsend RR, Bakris GL; SYMPLICITY HTN-3 Investigators. 
A controlled trial of renal denervation for resistant hypertension. N Engl 
J Med. 2014;370:1393–1401.

	278.	 Moss AJ, Oakes D, Benhorin J, Carleen E. The interaction between 
diltiazem and left ventricular function after myocardial infarction: 
Multicenter Diltiazem Post-Infarction Research Group. Circulation. 
1989;80(suppl):IV102–IV106.

	279.	 O’Connor CM, Carson PE, Miller AB, Pressler ML, Belkin RN, Neuberg 
GW, Frid DJ, Cropp AB, Anderson S, Wertheimer JH, DeMets DL. 
Effect of amlodipine on mode of death among patients with advanced 
heart failure in the PRAISE Trial: Prospective Randomized Amlodipine 
Survival Evaluation. Am J Cardiol. 1998;82:881–887.

	280.	 Cohn JN, Ziesche S, Smith R, Anand I, Dunkman WB, Loeb H, Cintron 
G, Boden W, Baruch L, Rochin P, Loss L. Effect of the calcium antagonist 
felodipine as supplementary vasodilator therapy in patients with chronic 
heart failure treated with enalapril: V-HEFT III: Vasodilator-Heart Failure 
Trial (V-HEFT) Study Group. Circulation. 1997;96:856–863.

	281.	 Cohn JN, Pfeffer MA, Rouleau J, Sharpe N, Swedberg K, Straub M, 
Wiltse C, Wright TJ; MOXCON Investigators. Adverse mortality effect of 
central sympathetic inhibition with sustained-release moxonidine in pa-
tients with heart failure (MOXCON). Eur J Heart Fail. 2003;5:659–667.

	282.	 Major cardiovascular events in hypertensive patients randomized to 
doxazosin vs chlorthalidone: the Antihypertensive and Lipid-Lowering 
Treatment to Prevent Heart Attack Trial (ALLHAT): ALLHAT 
Collaborative Research Group. JAMA. 2000;283:1967–1975.

	283.	 Johnson AG, Nguyen TV, Day RO. Do nonsteroidal anti-inflamma-
tory drugs affect blood pressure? A meta-analysis. Ann Intern Med. 
1994;121:289–300.

	284.	 Whelton A. Nephrotoxicity of nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs: physi-
ologic foundations and clinical implications. Am J Med. 1999;106:13S–24S. 

Key Words: AHA Scientific Statements ◼ blood pressure ◼ coronary artery 
disease ◼ epidemiology ◼ hypertension ◼ secondary prevention 

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/


O'Connor, Patrick T. O'Gara, Olugbenga Ogedegbe, Suzanne Oparil and William B. White
Findeiss, Bernard J. Gersh, Joel M. Gore, Daniel Levy, Janet B. Long, Christopher M.

Roger S. Blumenthal, Christopher P. Cannon, James A. de Lemos, William J. Elliott, Laura 
Clive Rosendorff, Daniel T. Lackland, Matthew Allison, Wilbert S. Aronow, Henry R. Black,

American Society of Hypertension
Statement From the American Heart Association, American College of Cardiology, and 

Treatment of Hypertension in Patients With Coronary Artery Disease: A Scientific

Print ISSN: 0194-911X. Online ISSN: 1524-4563 
Copyright © 2015 American Heart Association, Inc. All rights reserved.

is published by the American Heart Association, 7272 Greenville Avenue, Dallas, TX 75231Hypertension 
 published online March 31, 2015;Hypertension. 

 http://hyper.ahajournals.org/content/early/2015/03/30/HYP.0000000000000018.citation
World Wide Web at: 

The online version of this article, along with updated information and services, is located on the

  
 http://hyper.ahajournals.org//subscriptions/

is online at: Hypertension  Information about subscribing to Subscriptions:
  

 http://www.lww.com/reprints
 Information about reprints can be found online at: Reprints:

  
document. Permissions and Rights Question and Answer this process is available in the

click Request Permissions in the middle column of the Web page under Services. Further information about
Office. Once the online version of the published article for which permission is being requested is located, 

 can be obtained via RightsLink, a service of the Copyright Clearance Center, not the EditorialHypertensionin
 Requests for permissions to reproduce figures, tables, or portions of articles originally publishedPermissions:

 by guest on July 24, 2017
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://hyper.ahajournals.org/content/early/2015/03/30/HYP.0000000000000018.citation
http://www.ahajournals.org/site/rights/
http://www.lww.com/reprints
http://hyper.ahajournals.org//subscriptions/
http://hyper.ahajournals.org/

