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Abstract

Obesity is an increasing new pandemic. Currently more than 1.9 billion adults are overweight
and at least 700 million of them are obese. Obesity is the result of a positive energy balance,
which is conditioned by both environmental and genetic factors. Interestingly, individuals from
similar ethnic-based ancestry communities, share both environmental and genetic features.
Here, we described the relationship between indigenous Chilean groups and body mass Index.
We conducted a Systematic review and Meta-analysis on Pubmed, LILACS, Scielo, Web of
Science and Scopus databases. Our results showed that Indigenous Children present a lower
BMI than Non-Indigenous Children. However, no difference within BMI was identified in
adults. The gender affected the BMI as well. Aymara and Mapuche Women presented higher
BMI than Indigenous Men. In the other hand, Indigenous people living in rural environment
showed lower BMI than those whose live-in urban areas. Finally, Indigenous communities
presented no difference in the risk to suffer Obesity when compared with Non-Indigenous
communities. Here suggest that ethnicity could be a health determinant as well as a risk factor
for obesity. Then, targeted prevention strategies with ethnic-based focus would be developed.
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Introduction

Obesity is a new pandemic of the 21st century. Currently, more than 1.9 billion adults are
overweight and at least 700 million of them are obese (1, 2). In Chile, general population has
progressively increased the average of Body Mass Index (BMI) during the last four decades
going from normal to overweight (3). The main challenge related to obesity is the risk to suffer
Cardiovascular Diseases (CVDs) (2). CVDs are the leading cause of general mortality and
disability worldwide (1).

Obesity is the result of a positive energy balance, determined at least by both environmental
and genetic factors. Interestingly, individuals within ethnic-based ancestry communities, share
both environmental and genetic features (4-8). Specifically, previous reports have explored the
relationship between ethnicity and obesity (9-12). For instance, it was showed the relationship
between Mapuche ancestry, a native of South America ethnicity, presented the lowest
prevalence of Type 2 Diabetes (T2DM) with 1.4%. In the other hand, a North American
indigenous group, The Pima community, showed the highest T2DM prevalence reaching 50%
of them (13). Mapuche indigenous group represent the vast majority of all the Chilean
Indigenous population with 87% of the total indigenous population followed by Aymara
indigenous community (4). These communities are highly concentrated in the north (Aymara),
and the south (Mapuche) of Chile (7). Until now, there are more than 20 years of cross-
sectional BMI reports of Mapuche and Aymara communities. However, these reports have
been inconclusive and sometimes contradictories. For this reason, our objective was to identify
the relationship between Mapuche and Aymara groups and BMI and obesity.

Methodology

Systematic review and Meta-analysis conducted in Pubmed, LILACS, Scielo, Web of Science and
Scopus databases using a mixed strategy-key words: mapuche OR aymara AND (BMI OR "Body
Mass Index" OR obesity OR weight). Two authors, CPJ and NFM, independently identified
cross-sectional and longitudinal studies published before February 02, 2021, that reported
BMI. We used the World Health Organization criteria of obesity to adults: BMI > 30.

Criteria for inclusion. Original articles in English with primary source of BMI expressed in Mean
and Standard Deviation (SD) or Confidence Interval (Cl). Indigenous group criteria (Aymara or
Mapuche) were in according to the Article 2 and 3 of the 19,253 Chilean Indigenous Law
(November 2017): 1) Those who are sons of an indigenous father or mother 2) if their last
names (father’s surname and/or mother’s maiden name) were of Mapuche or Aymara origin.
3) Those who maintain cultural features of Aymara or Mapuche ethnic groups, understanding
as such the practice of lifestyle, customs, or religion of these ethnic groups in a habitual way or
whose spouse is indigenous. In these cases, it will be necessary, in addition that they self-
identify as indigenous. Mapuche indigenous group included Pehuenches, Picunches, Huilliches
and Lafquenches groups. Non-indigenous criteria were determined as Caucasian and European
origin. Aymara and Mapuche surnames are recognizably different from European ones. Even
more, Chilean indigenous surnames have been validated as sufficient information to
determine indigenous genetic background (14). The geographical region included was South
America. Age: 1 year to 100 years. Gender: social/self-recognized as a man, social/self-
recognized as a woman, social/self-recognized as a transgender or social/self-recognized as a
genderless.

Criteria for exclusion. Pregnancy, Type 1-2 Diabetes Mellitus, Control group mixed with
ethnics group and people with unhealthy status.
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Level of evidence. It was determined by the National Health and Medical Research Council
(NHMRC) Evidence Hierarchy (15). The Flow Diagram was based on the Preferred reporting
items for systematic reviews and meta-analyses: the PRISMA statement report (16).

PICO Strategy: P: Aymara Indigenous group and Mapuche Indigenous group. |: Measurement
of Body Mass Index and diagnosis of Obesity. C: Comparison between Indigenous and non-
indigenous. O: Obesity rate, BMI Mean by group and Odds ratio. Our guiding question was: Is
Aymara or Mapuche indigenous ethnicity a protective/risk factor to obesity? Our general
objective was to identify relationship between indigenous Chilean population and obesity.

Data analysis. The data obtained were analyzed using meta-analyzes, considering the different
populations and established outcomes. Initially, indigenous, and non-indigenous individuals
were compared regarding BMI classification. In this analysis, a Random Effect Model was
considered, and the Odds Ratio measures obtained using data from the reports. For BMI
values, indigenous and non-indigenous individuals were compared, dividing populations into
adults and children. Men and women and rural and urban areas were also compared,
considering only the indigenous population. In these analyzes, the average differences
between the groups were calculated considering a Random Effect Model. In the results of the
meta-analyzes, presented by means of forest graphs (forest plot), weighted effect estimates
were obtained, as well as their respective 95% confidence intervals and p-values. To assess the
presence of heterogeneity, the Chi-square test and the I? statistic were calculated. For the I
statistic, the classification proposed by Higgins and Green(17) was used: - 0% to 40%: may not
be important; - 30% to 60%: may represent moderate heterogeneity; - 50% to 90%: can
represent substantial heterogeneity; - 75% to 100%: considerable heterogeneity. Data were
analyzed using Cochrame RevMan 5.3 Software.
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Results
Systematic Review results

Figure 1 is a schematic representation of search, inclusion, and exclusion of articles. As we
collected all the available reports, we analyzed the Systematic Review by subgroups. Due to
the difference of the adults and children criteria to perform the diagnosis of obesity, and to
reduce clinical heterogeneity, we divided the data obtained into two parts. The first part (Table
1) is data from children and adolescent (6 to 15 years old) and the second part from
adolescents and adults (Table 2). Most of the studies identified as adults using the 15 years old
as lower age criteria. We excluded 65% of the articles because repeated on different
databases and 30% were excluded by Inclusion/Exclusion criteria (Table 3, Fig 1). The
remaining 19 articles (Table 1, 2) describe BMI of 1,764,024 individuals.

Meta-analysis results

To explore the relationship between ethnicity and BMI, we compared BMI of Indigenous and
non-indigenous. We identified that Indigenous Children showed a lower BMI than Non-
Indigenous Children (Fig. 2a). However, we found no difference within BMI adults
(Supplementary Fig. S1a).

Also, we explored the relationship between living areas and BMI. We compared the BMI| of
Indigenous people living in Rural areas and Indigenous people living in Urban areas. We
identified that Indigenous people living in rural areas showed lower BMI than those living in
urban regions (Fig. 2b)

To explore the relationship between gender and BMI, we compared BMI between men and
women among indigenous people. We identified that Aymara and Mapuche Women
presented higher BMI than Indigenous Men (Fig. 2c).

Finally, to investigate whether ethnicity could represent a risk factor for obesity, we performed
am Odds Ratio analysis. We used positive case of obesity among adult groups. We identified
no differences in obesity Odds Ratio between Indigenous and non-Indigenous communities
(Fig. 2.d).
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Discussion

A constant positive energy balance unavoidably leads to increase BMI and finally to develop
obesity. In particular, a positive energy balance is the results from a disparity between energy
expenditure and caloric intake (18). This energy conservation equilibrium is conditioned at
least by both, the environment (19) and genetic factors (20). Interestingly, people within
ancestral ethnic groups share worldview, environmental and genetic features (21) influencing
lifestyle and health beliefs (22). Over centuries, most of the indigenous groups worldwide have
changed their dietary patterns and lifestyle, once new foods have been introduced or
integrated into the traditional food systems by settlers and immigrants. For many years,
indigenous groups have lost their access to natural resources and to traditional foods, and
have been dislocated from their original place (23). Together, these changes led to a rapid
change in the way that they obtained food, facilitating the adoption of unhealthy eating habits
(24). As a result, nowadays those native people have been showing the same dietary related-
health problems as non-indigenous people, including overweight, obesity, comorbidities, and
eating disorders (25).

In some countries, as observed in Australia, indigenous people have social and health
disadvantages compared to non-indigenous, what it is important to be considered in the
epidemiologic reports on their BMI and eating-related behaviors (27). Independent of body
weight gain, the westernization of indigenous health includes the higher consumption of
calorically dense foods, increased sodium intake, and lowered nutritional intake of fiber. A
study conducted in Panama, observed that 85% of Kuna Indian adults reported eating fast food
at least one time weekly, 47% reported eating fried food daily, and 11% reported eating junk
food daily (28). With this information, the dietary pattern changes in the last decades should
be evaluated in Chilean indigenous as well, throughout validated questionnaires in enough size
of a sample.

Beyond the availability of western industrialized foods, the power of choice and of purchasing
must be considered in the eating pattern studies with indigenous people. Among Kuna Indians
from Panama, for example, those with low-moderate income levels eat junk food and sodas
less often; however, they also consume fish and fruits less frequently than those categorized
as poor (28). The power of the food manufacturing and social media seems to be extremely
relevant for the dietary choices as well.

When thinking about nutrition, it is crucial to consider the meaning of food for each person or
group. For indigenous people, the traditional cultivation practices of their food were mostly
developed based on continuous observation of the natural life cycle of plants and their
connection with the respective environment and ecology (24). It means that they have a
spiritual connection with the food, which has also been broken along history. Besides, the
healthy eating habit does not include only the food quality but also external factors, like
availability for cooking or eating, knowledge for doing healthy choices, and each of this factors
is influenced by environmental and cultural changes observed throughout globalization,
economic growth, and urbanization, which have been resulting in a more westernized lifestyle
(26). In this review, we found that specifically in Mapuche and Aymara, Chilean indigenous
groups, there are differences in the risk of obesity development according to gender, age, and
social conditions. Indigenous children have a lower BMI than non-indigenous children, as well
as rural adult indigenous compared to urban ones. On the other hand, indigenous women have
higher BM| when compared to indigenous men. One of the included studies from children
showed a larger sample size (Bustos et Munoz, 2009), so a meta-analysis was applied


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.04.21251146
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.04.21251146; this version posted February 8, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC 4.0 International license .

considering all studies in a fixed effect model (Fig. 2a), and another meta-analysis considering a
random effect model (Supplementary Fig. 1b).

The Chilean population has three main genetic ancestry contributions: Indigenous (44%),
European (52%) and African (4%) (14). Mapuche indigenous group represent the vast majority
of all the Chilean Indigenous with 87% of the total indigenous population followed by Aymara
indigenous community (4). Aymara and Mapuche surnames have higher Indigenous genetic
load, so to determine genetic ancestry in Chilean population, surnames are extremely effective
(14). For example, individuals with two Aymara surnames ensure 99.7% of Indigenous
polymorphisms contribution, and 0.3% load of European contribution (14). For this reason, we
used surname validation to separate indigenous from non-indigenous data.

Previous reports showed Mapuche children presented lower incidence of insulin-dependent
diabetes mellitus when compared with non-Indigenous (29). In fact, the presence of
Indigenous surname is suggested as a protective factor for T2DM. On the other hand, Aymara
rural population that migrated to the urban areas, increased the prevalence of T2DM from 2 to
7% and Rural Mapuche from 4% to 8% (30).

Remains pending for future studies to investigate the relationship between Mapuche and
Aymara obesity and Cardiovascular Diseases, as well as the effect of urbanization of Chilean
Indigenous groups and Cardiovascular Diseases.

Limitations: Meta-analyzes presented high statistical heterogeneity and evidence level 1V, and
then to avoid misleading recommendations new longitudinal research could be required.
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Ibafiez etal. 2014 {UM) 3049 0.2 163 278 03 125 9.0% 3.401[3.34, 3.46] -
Ibafiez et al.2014 (RM) 289 0.3 477 271 0z 2 9.0% 1.80[1.77,1.83] "
Pérez-Bravo et al. 1999 (&) 267 48 146 251 4 100 T1% 1.60[0.50, 2.70] —
Pérez-Bravo et al. 1999 (M) 286 32 240 264 34 103 8.0% 210[1.33,2.87] —_—
Pérez-Bravo et al. 2000 (RA) 267 48 147 251 4 100 T1% 1.60([0.50, 2.70]
Pérez-Bravo et al. 2000 (RM) 286 582 239 2658 34 106 T6% 210[1.18,3.02]
Pérez-Bravo et al. 2000 {LIM) 315 585 116 287 4 46 6.0% 2.800[1.27,4.33]
Pérez-Bravo et al. 2001 287 5.3 224 268 33 95 7.5% 210[1.14, 3.08]
Santos etal. 2000 27 49 94 252 38 53 6.3% 1.80([0.38, 3.22]
Welasgquez et al. 2012 282 ] 162 27 35 152 7.5% 2.20[1.25, 3.119] —
Total (95% CI) 2245 1291 100.0% 2.03[1.38, 2.68]
Heterogeneity: Tau®=1.23; Chi*= 2004.57, df=13 (P = 0.00001}; F=99% =4 =2 b é i

Indigenous Men Indigenous Women

Indigenous Non-Indigenous Odds Ratio Odds Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95% ClI M-H, Random, 95% CI
Celis-Morales etal. 2011 (R) BE 123 30 91 25.0% 2.35[1.34,4173] - &
Celis-Morales etal. 2011 (L) 124 52 134 261% 067 [0.40,1.13] . —
Mavarrete et al. 2012 a0 264 23 78 253% 1.04 [0.60,1.81] -
Veldsgquez etal 2012 79 248 18 56 23.6% 0.93[0.580,1.73] E—
Total (95% CI) 769 359 100.0% 1.11 [0.65, 1.89] et
Total events 262 123
Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.21; Chi*=10.84, df=3(P=0.01), F=72% IJTS DT? 1f5 ﬁ

Testfor overall effect Z=0.38 (F=0.71)
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a BMI Indigenous versus Non-Indigenous (Adults)

Indigenous Non-Indigenous Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Random, 95% CI

I —
%%&:vmr%})er?n &H /do ot 5/lQ 1 ﬂ ﬁ 125 462 ?%vers Mﬁ%&i bruary 8, 2021. The coqe{right holder for this preprint
v g er r VI authdr/fu er, has i I% xiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

varrete et al. 201 e%éllab und ?a eCiBy- N onal license .
Veldsquez et al. 2012 . 18.8%  -0.20[F1.71,1.3
Total (95% CI) 769 359 100.0% 0.29 [-0.41, 0.99] ’

2 0 1 2
Indigenous Non-Indigenous

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.08; Chi®= 3.57, df=3 {P=0.31), F=16%
Testfor overall effect Z=0.81 (P=042)

BMI Indigenous versus Non-Indigenous (Children)

Indigenous Non-Indigenous Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95% CI IV, Rand 95% Cl
Alvarez etal 2019 2041 2.866 34193 92013 29 2.2% 0.80 [-2.68, 4.28]
Alvarez etal. 2019-2 212 7.0883 31 201 53297 25 24% 1.10[-2.15, 4.35]
Alvarez etal. 20159-3 233 40111 99  21.2 127764 77 2.8% 2.10[-0.86, 5.08]
Alvarez etal. 2019-4 215 127486 144 231 35459 101 4.3% -1.60[-3.79, 0.59] — 1
Amigo etal. 2010 22.2 22 131 21 2.2 143 11.7% 1.20[0.68,1.72] —
Bruneau-Chévez etal. 2015 + 17.8 1.2 20 188 1.1 24 108% -1.00[1.69,-0.31] I
Bruneau-Chavez et al. 2015 ++ 19.6 27 7001941 21 82 10.4% 0.50 [-0.28,1.28] T
Bruneau-Chavez et al. 2015 +++ 20,6 1.8 32 N5 27 40 9.0%  -0.90[1.94,0.14] ——
Bustos et al. 2009 18 1.25 113 177 1.35 118 125% 1.30[0.96, 1.64] B
Bustos etal. 2008-2 16.7 251 130557 16.8 2.5 1626598 131% -0.10[0.11,-0.09] "
Delgado-Floody etal. 2020 22 48 236 1.3 46 383 10.5% 0.70[-0.07,1.47] T
Alvarez etal. 2016 2048 37 107 207 4 M1 10.2% -0.20[-1.03, 0.63] T
Total (95% Cl) 131574 1627931 100.0% 0.24 [-0.32, 0.80] ?

)

Heterogeneity: Tau®=0.62; Chi®=110.70, df=11 (P < 0.00001); = 90% t

v -4 -2 0
Testfor overall effect: Z=0.84 (P = 0.40) Mon-Indigenous indigenous

Pt
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