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Key Points 38 

Question: What is the representation of non-white participants in type 2 diabetes randomized 39 

clinical trials relative to their disease burden?  40 

Findings: In this meta-analysis, non-white participants are underrepresented in both 41 

government- and industry- funded type 2 diabetes randomized trials, compared to white 42 

participants. The greatest disparity in ethnic diversity in randomized trials was observed for those 43 

funded by industry.  44 

Meaning: Deliberate strategies to improve recruitment and enrolment of diverse participants 45 

proportional to the type 2 diabetes disease burden into industry and government-funded 46 

randomized controlled trials are needed to enhance the generalizability of research findings. 47 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 29, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.28.22275821doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.28.22275821
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


3 
 

Abstract 49 

Importance: The prevalence of type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) is increasing globally, and the 50 

greatest burden is borne by non-white ethnic groups. Randomized clinical trials (RCTs) provide 51 

evidence regarding the optimal medical therapy for the treatment of T2DM patients and inform 52 

national and international guidelines. However, there are concerns that the enrollment of 53 

ethnically diverse people into these trials is limited, which has resulted in a lack of ethnic 54 

diversity in RCTs of T2DM. Furthermore, the extent of underrepresentation may differ according 55 

to whether a trial is government-funded or industry-funded.  56 

 57 

Objective: To systematically review and meta-analyze the proportion of non-white and white 58 

participants relative to their disease burden of T2DM included in large, influential government-59 

and industry-funded RCTs of T2DM pharmacotherapies. 60 

 61 

Data Sources: The PubMed electronic database was searched from January 2000 through 62 

January 2021. 63 

 64 

Study Selection: Reports of RCTs of T2DM medications with a total sample size of at least 100 65 

participants published in the year 2000 onwards, in high impact general medical journals (i.e., 66 

impact factor >10), were included.  67 

 68 

Data Extraction and Synthesis: Data including the number of participants, proportion of 69 

participants by ethnicity, and funding sources, were extracted from trial reports. 70 

 71 
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Main Outcomes and Measures: The main outcome was the participation-to-prevalence ratio 72 

(PPR), which was calculated for each trial by dividing the percentage of white and non-white 73 

participants in the trial by the percentage of white and non-white participants with T2DM for the 74 

countries or regions of recruitment represented in each trial. A random-effects meta-analysis was 75 

used to generate the pooled PPR and 95% confidence intervals (CI) across study types. A PPR 76 

<0.80 indicates underrepresentation and >1.20 indicates overrepresentation. 77 

 78 

Results: A total of 82 trials were included involving 296,964 participants: 14 were government-79 

funded trials, and 68 were industry-funded trials. For government trials, the PPR for white 80 

participants was 1.11 (95% CI; 1.00-1.23) and for non-white participants was 0.73 (95% CI:0.62-81 

0.86). Among industry trials, the PPR for white participants was 2.19 (95%CI: 1.91-2.50), and 82 

the PPR for non-white participants was 0.33 (95%CI: 0.29-0.38). Heterogeneity was high across 83 

all PPRs. 84 

 85 

Conclusions and Relevance: Non-white participants are underrepresented in both government- 86 

and industry- funded T2DM trials, compared to white participants. The greatest disparity in 87 

ethnic diversity in RCTs is observed for industry-funded trials.  88 
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Introduction 89 

The burden of type 2 diabetes (T2DM) is disproportionately higher in non-white ethnic groups 90 

compared to white individuals.1 However, individuals from non-white ethnic groups are 91 

generally underrepresented in clinical trials.1 Randomized clinical trials (RCTs) are designed to 92 

produce the most reliable evidence on the efficacy and safety of various interventions.2 As such, 93 

they inform treatment recommendations and prevention strategies for T2DM. 94 

Underrepresentation of non-white individuals in RCTs can limit the generalizability and uptake 95 

of the trial findings among the groups with the highest disease burden.3 96 

 97 

In some countries like the United States, the National Institutes of Health (NIH) provides 98 

guidelines for the inclusion of minority groups in NIH-funded clinical research,4 a measure taken 99 

to improve the generalizability of research findings. Industry-funded trials do not have the same 100 

requirements as the NIH, nor do many other government-established funding agencies.5-8 For 101 

example, Canada and Australia do not have guidelines for the recruitment of diverse populations 102 

into clinical trials. The “Guidance for Industry: Standards for Clinical Trials in Type 2 Diabetes 103 

in Canada” (2007) document does not mention the terms ‘race’ or ‘ethnicity,’ nor does it provide 104 

guidelines on participant recruitment.7 Similarly, the Government of Australia’s guidelines for 105 

clinical trials do not include any regulations pertaining to ethnic recruitment.8 In the United 106 

Kingdom (UK), there is also no requirement to record and report ethnicity in research studies.5  107 

 108 

The NIH requirements are guided by the Public Health Service Act sec. 492B, 42 U.S.C. sec. 109 

289a-2 and are designed to enhance the inclusion of minority groups in NIH-funded research.4 110 

Efforts to increase representation of minority groups in RCTs have been made internationally as 111 
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well. For example, some research institutions in the UK are taking measures to address the lack 112 

of ethnic participant recruitment guidelines for clinical trials. In 2018, the UK’s National 113 

Institute for Health Research (NIHR) launched the INCLUDE project, which was designed to 114 

improve the diversity of research participants in clinical studies.5 The NIHR also released new 115 

guidelines in 2020 in response to the COVID-19 pandemic. While these guidelines are intended 116 

to promote improvements in research practices related to COVID, the guidelines may also help 117 

improve the inclusion of diverse groups in other research areas.5 118 

 119 

We conducted a systematic review of RCTs testing at least one T2DM pharmacotherapy from 120 

January 2000 to January 2021 and investigated: i) the non-white ethnic participation relative to 121 

the disease burden of T2DM in large RCTs in which T2DM therapies were evaluated, and ii) the 122 

differences in non-white ethnic participation comparing industry and government-funded trials.  123 

 124 

Methods 125 

The systematic review was developed in accordance with the Preferred Reporting Items for 126 

Systematic Reviews and Meta-analyses (PRISMA) reporting guidelines. 127 

 128 

Data Sources and Searches 129 

Guided by a clinical expert, a broad search strategy using medical subject heading (MeSH) terms 130 

and keywords related to T2DM randomized trials with relevant search terms (eTable 1 in the 131 

Supplement). Initially, the search was limited to trials published in “top-tier journals”, defined as 132 

an impact factor >/=30, which included the New England Journal of Medicine, The Lancet, 133 

Journal of the American Medical Association, and British Medical Journal. This criterion was 134 
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kept for industry trials; however, it was expanded to include publications from three journals 135 

(Circulation, Diabetes Care, and Annals of Internal Medicine) with an impact factor ³10 for 136 

government trials because few government-funded trials were published in journals with an 137 

impact factor ³30. The search was also initially limited to trials that recruited from at least two 138 

countries. This criterion was kept for industry trials; however, it was removed for government 139 

trials because government-funded trials are often conducted solely within the country that funded 140 

the research. A complete list of study selection criteria can be found in eTable 2 in the 141 

Supplement. Two reviewers independently searched the PubMed database from January 1, 2000 142 

to January 1, 2021 to identify relevant studies. PubMed was used because top journals are all 143 

indexed in the database, which eliminated the need for multiple database searching. After 144 

removing duplicates, the records were reviewed independently by one reviewer at the title and 145 

abstract level, followed by full-text screening by two reviewers in duplicate based on 146 

predetermined study selection criteria. Discrepancies were resolved by discussion with the senior 147 

author (SSA). Covidence (https://www.covidence.org/) was used for data management. 148 

 149 

Data Extraction 150 

Three reviewers independently abstracted the following information from published studies: title, 151 

year of publication, journal, funding source, pharmacotherapy intervention, total number of 152 

participants, number of white and non-white participants, number of female participants, and 153 

country or region of greatest participant recruitment. Discrepancies were cross-checked, and 154 

where necessary, were resolved by discussion with the senior author (SSA). The resource 155 

ClinicalTrials.gov and other publicly available web resources, were consulted to fill in any 156 

missing information that was not in the main articles or supplementary materials. 157 
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 158 

Outcome Measures 159 

There were two outcomes of interest for this systematic review: the proportion of white 160 

participants in government and industry-funded trials relative to the T2DM disease burden in the 161 

population, and the proportion of non-white participants in government and industry-funded 162 

trials relative to the T2DM disease burden in the population. 163 

 164 

Statistical Analysis 165 

The participation-to-prevalence ratio (PPR) metric was used to estimate the representation of 166 

white participants, and the representation of non-white ethnic participants compared to their 167 

respective disease burden, separately in industry and government-funded trials. The PPRs for 168 

white participants and non-white participants in each trial was calculated using the respective 169 

formulas below.  170 

!!"171 

= !$%&$'()*$	,-	.ℎ0($	1)%(0&01)'(2	0'	(ℎ$	(%0)3	(%)
!$%&$'()*$	,-	.ℎ0($	1$,13$	)7,'*	(ℎ$	802$)2$8	1,193)(0,'	(%) 172 

 173 

 174 

!!"176 

= !$%&$'()*$	,-	',' − .ℎ0($	1)%(0&01)'(2	0'	(ℎ$	(%0)3	(%)
!$%&$'()*$	,-	',' − .ℎ0($	1$,13$	)7,'*	(ℎ$	802$)2$8	1,193)(0,'	(%)	177 

 175 
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A PPR of 1 suggests that the specific ethnic group makes up the same proportion of participants 178 

in the trial as of the total cases in the countries from which the trial recruited, i.e., 80% are non-179 

white participants in the trial and 80% of the cases of diabetes in the country are in non-white 180 

ethnic groups. For this review, an ethnic group is considered to be underrepresented when the 181 

PPR is <0.80, and overrepresented when the PPR is >1.20. This assessment is consistent with a 182 

2020 study evaluating the participation of women in cardiovascular RCTs.9 183 

 184 

The numerator for the PPR was known for each trial. The denominator, however, was calculated 185 

for each trial using prevalence and demographic data. The denominator of the PPR represents the 186 

proportion of white and non-white people with T2DM based on prevalence and population data 187 

for the country or region. If these data were not available, we used an estimate of 14.8% white 188 

people and 85.2% non-white people as described in detail below. The proportion of non-white 189 

and white people worldwide was determined by assuming that all people in Europe, Canada, the 190 

United States, and Australia were white; this resulted in an estimate of 14.8% white people and 191 

85.2% non-white people. By estimating the “expected” cases for white people and non-white 192 

people, it is possible to calculate a PPR using the observed number of white and non-white 193 

participants in a trial and comparing this to the number one would expect to see if the trial 194 

recruited participants in proportion to the diabetes prevalence in ethnic groups for the 195 

country/region from which the trial recruited the greatest number of people. Appendix A 196 

provides a detailed explanation of PPR calculations. A list of estimates used for the PPR 197 

calculations is provided in eTable 4 in the Supplement. 198 

 199 
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Once the PPRs for white and non-white people were calculated for each trial, a random-effects 200 

meta-analysis was used to pool the individual-study PPRs and compute the overall 95% 201 

confidence intervals for the pooled PPRs. The random-effects model was used for this analysis 202 

because it provides appropriately wider confidence intervals and study weights in the presence of 203 

heterogeneity, which we expected to see across trial conditions and countries of conduct.  204 

Because this review is not focused on the clinical outcomes of the trials, but rather on the 205 

recruitment strategy, the random-effects estimate is preferable. Under this model, it can be 206 

assumed that the true PPR may differ according to the setting, country, or type of trial.  207 

 208 

We conducted a sensitivity analysis by perturbing the 14.8% white and 85.2% non-white 209 

assumption when data on expected prevalence in studies for which this was not available. We 210 

systematically altered the prevalence of non-whites to values from 80 through 90% by 211 

increments of 5%, and of white participants from 10% through 20% by increments of 5%.  212 

 213 

All study-specific PPR estimates were calculated in Microsoft Excel, and the pooled PPRs across 214 

studies along with the 95% confidence intervals were calculated using Review Manager version 215 

5.4 (RevMan).  216 

 217 

Results 218 

Of the 573 records that were assessed for eligibility following removal of duplicates, 82 RCTs 219 

with a total of 296 964 participants were included (eFigure 1 in the Supplement). The list of 220 

included RCTs is provided in Table 2. The RCTs that were excluded after full-text review are 221 

provided in eTable 3 in the Supplement. Of the 82 trials included in the review, 82.9% were 222 

 . CC-BY-NC 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 29, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.28.22275821doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.06.28.22275821
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/


11 
 

sponsored by industry,10-77 and 17.1% were government-funded,78-91 and most studies (63.4%) 223 

were published between the years 2011-2020. The proportion of non-white participants in this set 224 

of trials increased significantly from 10.9% in the years 2000-2005 to 23.8% between 2006-2011 225 

and remained relatively constant between 2006-2020. Over one-third of the studies in the review 226 

(39.0%) recruited the greatest number of participants from the United States, and the most 227 

proportional recruitment of non-white populations occurred in trials that recruited primarily from 228 

North America (31.9%) and the United States (26.4%). The most common pharmacotherapy 229 

interventions were from the GLP-1 agonist, SGLT-2 inhibitor, and DPP-4 inhibitor classes. The 230 

percentage of non-white participants across all trials was 23.4%. Government-funded trials had a 231 

higher overall percentage of non-white participants (25.3%) than industry-funded studies 232 

(23.1%) (Table 1).  233 

 234 

The pooled PPR for the white group is 2.19 (95%CI: 1.91, 2.50) for industry trials, consistent 235 

with overrepresentation, and 1.11 (95%CI: 1.00, 1.23) in government trials, consistent with 236 

proportional representation. The PPR for non-white ethnic group(s) is 0.33 (95%CI: 0.29, 0.38) 237 

for industry trials, and 0.73 (95%CI: 0.62, 0.86) for government trials, both consistent with 238 

underrepresentation (Figure 1). 239 

 240 

Sensitivity Analysis 241 

Nineteen industry-funded trials in this review did not provide country or region-specific data 242 

indicating from where participants were recruited.10-13,19,22,27,39,54-57,63,68-71,75,77 For these trials, the 243 

worldwide proportion of white and non-white people was estimated by assuming that all people 244 

in Europe, Canada, the United States, and Australia were white; this resulted in an estimate of 245 
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14.8% white people and 85.2% non-white people. A series of sensitivity analyses that varied the 246 

estimated proportion of white and non-white people for these seven trials in which we imputed 247 

these values was conducted. The proportion of white participants was varied from 80% through 248 

90%; and of non-white participants, from 10% through 20%. These did not result in appreciably 249 

different estimates from the main analyses. The full data for these sensitivity analyses are shown 250 

in Appendix B.  251 

 252 

Discussion 253 

T2DM disproportionately affects non-white populations worldwide.92 The objective of this meta-254 

analysis was to document the underrepresentation of non-white ethnic participants in large RCTs 255 

of T2DM therapies, and to investigate the differences in ethnic representation between industry-256 

funded trials and government-funded trials. This analysis shows that white individuals are over-257 

enrolled, and non-white individuals are under-enrolled in diabetes RCTs. Government-funded 258 

T2DM trials tend to have better representation of non-white participants than do industry-funded 259 

trials. 260 

 261 

The finding that government-funded trials recruit more diverse participants may reflect 262 

adherence to the more stringent funding conditions associated with accepting funding from 263 

government bodies. For example, the NIH emphasizes the inclusion and appropriate 264 

representation of minority groups in clinical research.4 This measure attempts to ensure that 265 

visible minority populations are more proportionately represented in NIH-funded clinical 266 

research, and that research findings are generalizable across all ethnic groups. Industry-funded 267 
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trials do not have the same requirements as the NIH, and therefore, control over recruitment is 268 

held entirely by the trial Steering Committee, sponsor, and research staff.  269 

 270 

Issues with diverse representation extend beyond RCTs of T2DM. Underrepresentation of non-271 

white populations was apparent in 2020 COVID-19 trials as well.93 Non-white populations, 272 

specifically Black, Native Americans, and LatinX people were disproportionately impacted by 273 

COVID-19, however, they were inadequately represented in remdesivir clinical trials.93 The 274 

underrepresentation of non-white participants limits the ability to generalize results and safety 275 

outcomes for all ethnic groups and may limit the update of this evidence by the non-white ethnic 276 

communities, which adds to the disadvantages they face.  277 

 278 

For industry trials, white participants tend to be overrepresented relative to their disease burden 279 

(Figure 2a). However, this estimate was heterogenous. For example, some studies had PPR 280 

values that were significantly higher than the others (i.e., > 1.78). 10-13,19,22,27,39,54-57,63,68-71,75,77 281 

This is because these RCTs did not provide country or region-specific data regarding from where 282 

participants were recruited. As such, worldwide estimates were determined for both prevalence 283 

and demographic data. Prevalence estimates were obtained from Saeedi et al94 and are listed in 284 

eTable 4 in the Supplement. The worldwide white and non-white population proportion 285 

estimates do not necessarily reflect the demographics of where participants were recruited for 286 

these studies. Therefore, the PPRs for white participants in industry trials are likely 287 

overestimates, however, our results were not seriously sensitive to altering this assumption 288 

(Appendix B). This is because the proportion of non-white participants in these trials was 289 

relatively small, and therefore the varying worldwide proportion estimates did not greatly affect 290 
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the pooled PPR. Greater variance was observed among the different proportions of white 291 

participants in the trials. Overall, the effects of the varying worldwide proportions of both white 292 

and non-white people on the PPRs were limited. This is because estimates were only altered for 293 

19 out of the 68 industry trials and the participants in all 19 trials only comprise 7.6% of the total 294 

participants across the industry-funded trials in this review. 295 

 296 

Non-white participants tended to be underrepresented in industry-funded trials relative to their 297 

disease burden (Figure 4). Trials such as EXSCEL24, REWIND20, RENAAL53, EMPA-REG 298 

OUTCOME45, and ALTITUDE32 represent outliers to this trend with non-white PPRs of 1.04, 299 

1.06, 1.15, 1.18, and 1.85, respectively. These trials all recruited over 1500 participants from at 300 

least 24 countries including regions of North America, Europe, South America, Asia, and Africa. 301 

Future industry-funded trials should consider enrolling participants from diverse communities 302 

and regions of the world especially when the disease burden is higher than in white European 303 

origin individuals and regions where white Europeans are the majority. 304 

 305 

The potential explanations for the patterns of overrepresentation of white participants and 306 

underrepresentation of non-white participants are as follows: first, inclusion and exclusion 307 

criteria of RCTs may favour enrolling white participants over non-white participants. For 308 

example, specialty clinics and hospitals where research is taking place may be located in areas 309 

with lower proportions of non-white patients, affecting the overall diversity of participants in 310 

RCTs. Second, limited screening of non-white individuals for enrollment may occur because of 311 

possible implicit biases, and social or medical reasons that make their participation difficult; 312 

third, distrust and fear of medical institutions due to historical mistreatment of minority groups 313 
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may result in a lack of willingness of non-white people to participate in clinical trials; fourth, 314 

minority groups may not enrol because of language barriers, cultural practices or related 315 

contextual factors that limit their participation, including socioeconomic disadvantage; fifth, 316 

logistical barriers may exist such as inflexible work schedules and additional costs associated 317 

with participating in research studies such as costs of public transportation and/or fuel.93 318 

 319 

Furthermore, the lack of diversity among Principal Investigators, local investigators, and study 320 

staff of some RCTs may also be related to the lower enrolment of non-white participants.93 For 321 

example, in an NIH study on the diversity of the NIH-funded workforce, it was found that 71.9% 322 

of principal investigators on NIH-funded research project grants were white.95 Diverse 323 

representation among the study staff might increase the confidence of participants from minority 324 

communities and improve communication.93 Additionally, industry-funded trials could 325 

potentially benefit from having ethnic participant recruitment guidelines similar to the ones that 326 

exist for the NIH. Regulatory bodies could indicate that proportional representation of 327 

participants affected by the disease of interest by ethnicity is strongly recommended or 328 

mandatory such that industry trial leaders will more carefully consider who and from where to 329 

recruit within a given country or region. Future reviews of ethnic participant recruitment should 330 

be completed for trials that were conducted within a single country to assess country-specific 331 

trends. These reviews could guide clinical practice and be used to establish recruitment standards 332 

that are reasonable given the prevalence of T2DM, and demographics in a given country. Future 333 

studies should also be conducted to analyze ethnic participant recruitment trends in RCTs for 334 

other health conditions which are known to be common in non-white populations such as 335 

hypertension and stroke. 336 
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 337 

Our study has several strengths. The meta-analysis included trials that were published in journals 338 

with high impact factors (>/=30 for industry trials, >/=10 for government), which are likely to be 339 

highly cited and used to inform clinical guidelines. Analyzing ethnic participant recruitment in 340 

these studies allows for a finer assessment of the generalizability of the results of these studies to 341 

certain practice settings. The calculation and presentation of the PPR metric improves the 342 

summary of the findings of overrepresentation and underrepresentation of white and non-white 343 

participants (Figure 2a; Figure 2b; Figure 3a; Figure 3b).  344 

 345 

Our study has certain limitations. First, the PPR denominator calculations were based on 346 

prevalence and demographic data for white and non-white participants in different countries and 347 

regions of the world. While T2DM prevalence and demographic data are typically documented 348 

for specific countries, limited data exist for T2DM prevalence and demographics in larger 349 

regions of the world. When specific data were not available, these values were estimated using a 350 

standardized algorithm. Second, this meta-analysis only included studies that were published on 351 

January 1, 2000, and onwards. However, our estimates of the prevalence and demographic data 352 

do not correspond to the prevalence of T2DM in white and non-white people and the ethnic 353 

breakdown of countries or regions at the time that each trial was conducted, although we 354 

attempted to match them as closely as possible. Finally, our pooled meta-analytic estimates had 355 

high heterogeneity (I-squared >90%). This heterogeneity may stem from many factors, including 356 

study design, country or region of conduct, study size, or dates of enrolment. However, despite 357 

this, our results were consistent with respect to direction. Only 6 of 68 industry trials had PPR <1 358 

for white people and PPR > 1 for non-white people, and these carried 9.6% of the weight in the 359 
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pooled estimates, and only 5 of 14 government trials had PPR <1 for white people, and >1 for 360 

non-white people, and these carried 18.0% of the weight in the pooled estimates. Thus, statistical 361 

heterogeneity influenced the precision of our estimates, but not the direction or magnitude to an 362 

extent that would cause concern. Finally, we did not conduct risk of bias assessments for the 363 

trials used in this review. Our selection criteria were such that we only included large (n>100) 364 

randomized trials (lowest risk of bias design) published in high-impact journals, which helps 365 

ensure comparable, and low risk of bias across included studies.  366 
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Conclusion 367 

This review examined the representation of white and non-white populations in T2DM RCTs. 368 

Non-white participants appear to be underrepresented in both industry and government-funded 369 

T2DM trials relative to their disease burden, while white participants appear to be 370 

overrepresented. The systematic review shows that the greatest disparity in diversity between the 371 

groups in RCTs occurs in industry-funded trials. Strategies to improve recruitment and 372 

enrolment of diverse populations into international industry and government-funded RCTs 373 

should be explored.    374 
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Tables 710 

Table 1. Baseline Characteristics of the 52 Clinical Trials 711 

Category Number of Trials, N (%) Number of Non-White 

Participants, N (%) 

Overall 82 69,420 (23.4) 

Sponsor   

Industry 68 (82.9) 60,331 (23.1) 

Government 14 (17.1) 9089 (25.3) 

Publication Year   

2000-2005 10 (12.2) 2535 (10.9) 

2006-2010 20 (24.4) 8656 (23.8) 

2011-2015 26 (31.7) 18733 (27.1) 

2016-2020 26 (31.7) 35411 (23.1) 

Trial Size   

Quartile 1 (100-500) 18 (22.0) 1620 (30.9) 

Quartile 2 (501-1500) 23 (28.0) 3182 (17.1) 

Quartile 3 (1501-5000) 19 (23.2) 11812 (21.9) 

Quartile 4 (>5000) 22 (26.8) 52806 (23.3) 

Region of Greatest Recruitment   

Global 19 (23.2) 4989 (25.0) 

Europe 16 (19.5) 12393 (18.4) 

North America 5 (6.1) 2428 (31.9) 

North America and 

Europe 

3 (3.7) 672 (12.0) 
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North America & South 

America 

1 (1.2) 702 (12.1) 

United States 32 (39.0) 45213 (26.4) 

United Kingdom 2 (2.4) 702 (9.1) 

Australia 1 (1.2) 702 (7.2) 

Russia 1 (1.2) 83 (6.8) 

Japan 1 (1.2) 136 (100) 

Argentina 1 (1.2) 2403 (24.3) 

Pharmacotherapy Intervention   

GLP-1 Agonists 15 (18.3) 13324 (22.1) 

SGLT-2 Inhibitors 8 (9.8) 12104 (20.4) 

DPP-4 Inhibitors 6 (7.3) 11670 (26.5) 

Renin Inhibitors 1 (1.2) 3711 (15.8) 

Bardoxolone Methyl 1 (1.2) 491 (22.5) 

Antiplatelet Medication 1 (1.2) 5524 (28.7) 

PPAR Modulator 1 (1.2) 2408 (33.3) 

ETA Receptors 1 (1.2) 1558 (42.5) 

BET Inhibitors 1 (1.2) 299 (12.4) 

MR Antagonist 1 (1.2) 130 (15.8) 

Darbepoetin Alfa 1 (1.2) 1468 (36.4) 

CB1 Antagonist 1 (1.2) 120 (11.5) 

ACE inhibitor 1 (1.2) 411 (28.4) 

Angiotensin Receptor 

Blockers 

5 (6.1) 1037 (12.0) 

Fibrates 2 (2.4) 720 (7.0) 
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Statins 1 (1.2) 162 (5.7) 

Potassium Binder 1 (1.2) 0 (0)  

Salicylates 2 (2.4) 185 (47.7) 

Combination drugs 4 (4.9) 5213 (34.7) 

Insulin 6 (7.3) 2507 (23.6) 

Thiazolidinediones 2 (2.4) 210 (3.9) 

Two or more classes of 

pharmacotherapies 

20 (24.4) 6179 (21.1) 

 

Abbreviations: GLP-1, glucagon-like peptide 1; SGLT-2, sodium-glucose transport protein 2; DPP-4, dipeptidyl 712 
peptidase 4; PPAR, peroxisome proliferator-activated receptor; ETA, endothelin receptor A; BET, bromodomain 713 
and extra-terminal; MR, mineralocorticoid; CB1, cannabinoid receptor type 1; ACE, Angiotensin-converting-714 
enzyme715 
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Table 2. List of Randomized Clinical Trials Included in Systematic Review 716 
Publication Author Year Journal Pharmacotherapy 

Intervention 

Number of 

Participants 

Females 

No. (%) 

White 

Participants 

No. (%) 

Non-White 

Participants No. 

(%) 

DAIS 

DAIS 

Investigators 2001 Lancet Fenofibrate 418 113 (27.0) 400 (95.7) 18 (4.3) 

Barnett et al Barnett et al 2013 Lancet Linagliptin 241 76 (31.5) 233 (96.7) 8 (3.3) 

DURATION-2 

Bergenstal et 

al 2010 Lancet 

Exenatide, 

Sitagliptin, 

Pioglitazone 491a 237 (48.3) 168 (34.2) 323 (65.8) 

Burant et al Burant et al 2012 Lancet 

TAK-875, 

Glimepiride, 

Placebo 426 223 (52.4) 352 (82.6) 74 (17.4) 

VERTIS CV Cannon et al 2020 NEJM Ertugliflozin 8246 2477 (30.0) 7240 (87.8) 1006 (12.2) 

CANTATA-

SU Cefalu et al 2013 Lancet 

Canagliflozin, 

Glimepiride 1450 694 (47.9) 978 (67.5) 472 (32.5) 

CARDS Colhoun et al 2004 Lancet Atorvastatin 2838 909 (32.0) 2676 (94.3) 162 (5.7) 

SCALE Davies et al 2015 JAMA Liraglutide 846 421 (49.8) 705 (83.3) 141 (16.7) 
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BEACON 

de Zeeuw et 

al 2013 NEJM 

Bardoxolone 

methyl 2185 934 (42.8) 1694 (77.5) 491 (22.5) 

Frias et al Frias et al 2018 Lancet LY3298176 316b 148 (46.8) 253 (80.1) 63 (19.9) 

Gallwitz et al Gallwitz et al 2012 Lancet 

Linagliptin, 

Glimepiride 1551c 618 (39.9) 1319 (85.0) 232 (15.0) 

REWIND Gerstein et al 2019 Lancet Dulaglutide 9901 4589 (46.4) 7498 (75.7) 2403 (24.3) 

TECOS Green et al 2015 NEJM Sitagliptin 14671 4297 (29.3) 9957 (67.9) 4714 (32.1) 

SONAR 

Heerspink et 

al 2019 Lancet Atrasentan 3668 946 (25.8) 2110 (57.5) 1558 (42.5) 

Harmony 

Outcomes 

Hernandez et 

al 2018 Lancet Albiglutide 9463 2894 (30.6) 8030 (84.9) 1433 (15.1) 

EXSCEL Holman et al 2017 NEJM Exenatide 14752 5603 (38.0) 11175 (75.8) 3577 (24.2) 

PIONEER-6 Husain et al 2019 NEJM Semaglutide 3183 1007 (31.6) 2300 (72.3) 883 (27.7) 

FIELD Keech et al 2005 Lancet Fenofibrate 9795 3657 (37.3) 9093 (92.8) 702 (7.2) 

AleCardio Lincoff et al 2014 JAMA Aleglitazar 7226 1966 (27.2) 4818 (66.7) 2408 (33.3) 

DUAL V Lingvay et al 2016 JAMA 

Glargine, 

Liraglutide 557 277 (49.7) 527 (94.6) 30 (5.4) 

LEADER Marso et al 2016 NEJM Liraglutide 9340 3337 (35.7) 7238 (77.5) 2102 (22.5) 
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DEVOTE Marso et al 2017 NEJM 

Insulin degludec, 

insulin glargine 7637 2859 (37.4) 5775 (75.6) 1862 (24.4) 

CANVAS Neal et al 2017 NEJM Canagliflozin 10142 3633 (35.8) 7944 (78.3) 2198 (21.7) 

PERISCOPE Nissen et al  2008 JAMA 

Pioglitazone, 

Glimepiride 543 177 (32.6) 445 (82.0) 98 (18.0) 

ALTITUDE Parving et al 2012 NEJM Aliskiren 8561 2735 (32.0) 4850 (56.7) 3711 (43.3) 

CREDENCE Perkovic et al 2019 NEJM Canagliflozin 4401 1494 (34.0) 2931 (66.6) 1470 (33.4) 

ELIXA Pfeffer et al 2015 NEJM Lixisenatide 6068 1861 (30.7) 4576 (75.4) 1492 (24.6) 

PIONEER-4 Pratley et al 2019 Lancet 

Semaglutide, 

Liraglutide 711 341 (48.0) 519 (73.0) 192 (27.0) 

Ray et al Ray et al 2020 JAMA Apabetalone 2418d 618 (25.6) 2119 (87.6) 299 (12.4) 

PIONEER 3 

Rosenstock 

et al 2019 JAMA 

Semaglutide, 

Sitagliptin 1864 879 (47.2) 1324 (71.0) 540 (29.0) 

CARMELINA 

Rosenstock 

et al 2019 JAMA Linagliptin 6979 2589 (37.1) 5596 (80.2) 1383 (19.8) 

RIO-Diabetes Scheen et al 2006 Lancet Rimonabant 1045 532 (50.9) 925 (88.5) 120 (11.5) 

SAVOR-TIMI 

53 Scirica et al  2013 NEJM Saxagliptin 16492 5455 (33.1) 12407 (75.2) 4085 (24.8) 
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DIRECT-

Protect 2 Sjolie et al  2008 Lancet Candesartan 1905 957 (50.2) 1830 (96.1) 75 (3.9) 

THEMIS Steg et al 2019 NEJM Ticagrelor 19220 6031 (31.4) 13696 (71.3) 5524 (28.7) 

EXAMINE White et al 2013 NEJM Alogliptin 5380 1729 (32.1) 3909 (72.7) 1471 (27.3) 

DECLARE-

TIMI 58 Wiviott et al 2019 NEJM 

Dapagliflozin, 

Placebo 17160 6422 (37.4) 13652 (79.6) 3507 (20.4) 

EMPA-REG 

Outcome Zinman et al 2015 NEJM Empagliflozin 7020 2004 (28.6) 5081 (72.4) 1939 (27.6) 

Fayfman et al Fayfman et al 2019 

Diabetes 

Care Exenatide 150 74 (49.3)  41 (27.3) 109 (72.7) 

TINSAL-T2D 

II Goldfine et al 2013 

Ann Intern 

Med Salsalate 286 130 (45.5) 151 (52.8) 135 (47.2) 

TINSAL-T2D Goldfine et al 2010 

Ann Intern 

Med Salsalate 108 45 (41.7) 55 (50.9) 53 (49.1) 

BARI 2D Frye et al 2009 NEJM 

Insulin providing 

drugs vs insulin 

sensitizing drugs 2368 702 (29.7) 1561 (65.9) 807 (34.1) 
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ACCORD Gerstein et al 2008 NEJM 

Intense (A1c <6) vs 

standard therapy 10251 3952 (38.6) 6604 (64.4) 3647 (35.6) 

Bailey et al Bailey et al 2010 Lancet Dapagliflozin 546 254 (46.5) 480 (87.9) 66 (12.1) 

ARTS-DN Bakris et al 2015 JAMA Finerenone 821 182 (22.2) 691 (84.2) 130 (15.8) 

AMETHYST-

DN Bakris et al 2015 JAMA Patiromer dosage 304e 112 (36.8) 304 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 

DETAIL Barnett et al 2004 NEJM 

Telmisartan vs 

Enalapril 250 68 (27.2) 246 (98.4) 4 (1.6) 

SCORED Bhatt et al 2021 NEJM Sotagliflozin 10584 4754 (44.9) 8749 (82.7) 1835 (17.3) 

SOLOIST-

WHF Bhatt et al 2021 NEJM Sotagliflozin 1222 412 (33.7) 1139 (93.2) 83 (6.8) 

AWARD-4 Blonde et al 2015 Lancet 

Dulaglutide, 

Glargine 884 411 (46.5) 697 (78.8) 187 (21.2) 

RENAAL Brenner et al 2001 NEJM Losartan 1513 557 (36.8) 736 (48.6) 777 (51.4) 

DURATION-6 Buse et al 2013 Lancet 

Exenatide vs 

Liraglutide 911 412 (45.2) 753 (82.7) 158 (17.3) 

LEAD-6 Buse et al 2009 Lancet 

Liraglutide vs 

Exenatide 464 223 (48.1) 426 (91.8) 38 (8.2) 
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Davies et al Davies et al 2017 JAMA Semaglutide 630 235 (37.3) 523 (83.0) 107 (17.0) 

DURATION-3 Diamant et al 2010 Lancet 

Exenatide vs Insulin 

Glargine 456 213 (46.7) 379 (83.1) 77 (16.9) 

PROactive 

Dormandy et 

al 2005 Lancet Pioglitazone 5238 1775 (33.9) 5164 (98.6) 74 (1.4) 

DURATION-1 Drucker et al 2008 Lancet Exenatide 295 138 (46.8) 230 (78.0) 65 (22.0) 

VADT 

Duckworth et 

al 2009 NEJM 

Intensive vs 

standard glucose 

control 1791 52 (2.9) 1111 (62.0) 680 (38.0) 

AWARD-6 Dungan et al 2014 Lancet 

Dulaglutide vs 

Liraglutide 599 312 (52.1) 515 (86.0) 84 (14.0) 

VA 

NEPHRON-D Fried et al 2013 NEJM Lisinopril  1448 12 (0.8) 1037 (71.6) 411 (28.4) 

EUREXA Gallwitz et al 2012 Lancet 

Exenatide vs 

Glimepiride 977 453 (46.4) 894 (91.5) 83 (8.5) 

LEAD-3 Mono Garber et al 2009 Lancet 

Liraglutide vs 

Glimepiride 746 375 (50.3) 583 (78.2) 163 (21.8) 
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BEGIN-Basal-

Bolus Type 2 Heller et al 2012 Lancet 

Insulin degludec vs 

insulin glargine 629 261 (41.5) 585 (93.0) 44 (7.0) 

ROADMAP Haller et al 2011 NEJM Olmesartan 4447 2395 (53.9) 4447 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 

4-T Study 

Group Holman et al 2007 NEJM 

Biphasic vs prandial 

vs basal insulin 708 254 (35.9) 653 (92.2) 55 (7.8) 

RECORD Home et al 2007 NEJM 

Rosiglitazone vs 

metformin plus 

sulfonylurea 4447 2153 (48.4) 4399 (98.9) 48 (1.1) 

ADOPT Kahn et al 2006 NEJM 

Rosiglitazone vs 

metformin vs 

glyburide 4351f 1840 (42.3) 3847 (88.4) 504 (11.6) 

Lewis et al Lewis et al 2001 NEJM 

Irbesartan, 

Amlodipine 1715 575 (33.5) 1242 (72.4) 473 (27.6) 

SUSTAIN-6 Marso et al 2016 NEJM Semaglutide 3297 1295 (39.3) 2736 (83.0) 561 (17.0) 

VERIFY 

Matthews et 

al 2019 Lancet 

Vildagliptin, 

Metformin 2001 1060 (53.0) 1217 (60.8) 784 (39.2) 

IRMA-2 Parving et al 2001 NEJM Irbesartan 590g 184 (31.2) 574 (97.3) 16 (2.7) 

AVOID Parving et al 2008 NEJM Aliskiren, losartan 599 172 (28.7) 520 (86.8) 79 (13.2) 
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TREAT Pfeffer et al 2009 NEJM Darbepoetin Alfa 4038 2312 (57.3) 2570 (63.6) 1468 (36.4) 

1860-LIRA-

DPP-4 Pratley et al 2010 Lancet 

Liraglutide vs 

sitagliptin 665 313 (47.1) 576 (86.6) 89 (13.4) 

Rosenstock et 

al 

Rosenstock 

et al 2010 Lancet 

inhaled insulin, 

glargine vs biaspart 618h 328 (53.1) 417 (67.5) 201 (32.5) 

INTERVAL Strain et al 2013 Lancet Vildagliptin 278 152 (54.7) 269 (96.8) 9 (3.2) 

Zinman et al Zinman et al 2011 Lancet 

Insulin degludec, 

glargine, 

Metformin 245 108 (44.1) 78 (31.8) 167 (68.2) 

Satoh et al Satoh et al 2003 

Diabetes 

Care Pioglitazone 136 72 (52.9) 0 (0.0) 136 (100.0) 

Tanamas et al Tanamas et al 2016 

Diabetes 

Care Losartan 169 111 (65.7) 0 (0.0) 169 (100.0) 

Vellanki et al Vellanki et al 2015 

Diabetes 

Care 

insulin 

supplementation 206 92 (44.7) 34 (16.5) 172 (83.5) 

GRADE Wexler et al  2019 

Diabetes 

Care 

Glimepiride, 

Sitagliptin, 5047 1837 (36.4) 3314 (65.7) 1733 (34.3) 
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liraglutide, insulin 

glargine, metformin 

UKPDS 57 Wright et al  2002 

Diabetes 

Care 

insulin vs diet 

control 826 339 (41.1) 653 (79.1) 173 (20.9) 

  717 
Footnotes: 718 

a) 514 participants were randomized but the baseline characteristics are only available for 491 participants who were included in the final analysis. 719 
b) 318 participants were randomized but demographic information is only provided for 316. 720 
c) 1552 participants were randomized, 1 was untreated, but demographic information about the untreated participant is not listed. 721 
d) 2425 participants were randomized but efficacy analyses and baseline characteristics are only available for 2418. 722 
e) 306 participants were recruited, but only 304 were included in the analysis. 723 
f) 4360 participants were randomized but 9 of these participants did not receive study medication. 724 
g) 611 participants were randomized, but 21 participants were excluded. 725 
h) 677 participants were randomized but only 618 participants were reported for baseline characteristics. 726 

727 
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Figures 728 

Figure 1. Representation of Non-White and White Participants in Industry vs. Government 729 

Funded Trials  730 

Figure legend: Bars represent 95% confidence intervals.  731 

 732 

Figure 2a. Forest plot of comparison: PPR White People – Industry Trials 733 

Figure Legend: Individual PPRs of 68 industry-funded trials are shown along with a pooled PPR 734 

for the white population. Lines represent 95% confidence intervals. 735 

 736 

Figure 2b. Forest plot of comparison: PPR Non-White People – Industry Trials 737 

Figure Legend: Individual PPRs of 68 industry-funded trials are shown along with a pooled PPR 738 

for the non-white population. Lines represent 95% confidence intervals. 739 

 740 

Figure 3a. Forest plot of comparison: PPR White People – Government Trials 741 

Figure Legend: Individual PPRs of 14 government-funded trials are shown along with a pooled 742 

PPR for the white population. Lines represent 95% confidence intervals. 743 

 744 

Figure 3b. Forest plot of comparison: PPR Non-White People – Government Trials 745 

Figure Legend: Individual PPRs of 14 government-funded trials are shown along with a pooled 746 

PPR for the non-white population. Lines represent 95% confidence intervals. 747 
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