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Abstract 

Background: Angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors (ACEIs) and angiotensin receptor blockers 

(ARBs) have been associated with lower rates of pancreatic cancer. However, some studies did not 

similarly reveal significant associations. The objective of this study was to examine the associations 

between use of ACEIs or ARBs and incident pancreatic cancer. 

Methods: Patients who were prescribed ACEI or ARB between 1 January 2000 and 31 August 2020 

at Hong Kong public hospitals, or their associated clinics and ambulatory care facilities were 

included. The primary outcome was incident pancreatic cancer. 

Results: A total of 411,883 patients (ACEI users: n=355771, 86.38%; ARB users: 56112, 13.62%) 

were included. Over a median follow up of 2875 days (SD: 1901), 1194 incident cases of pancreatic 

cancer (0.28%) were identified. After 1:1 propensity score matching, univariable Cox regression 

found that ARB use was associated with lower risks of new onset new onset pancreatic cancer 

( hazard ratio [HR]: 0.69, 95% CI: [0.53, 0.90], P=0.0065). This association remained significant 

after multivariable adjustment (HR: 0.67, 95% CI: [0.52, 0.88], P=0.0036). Similar conclusions were 

reached on competing risk analyses using cause-specific and subdistribution hazard models before 

and after matching, and after inverse probability of treatment weighting. Subgroud analyses identified 

higher protective effects of ARB exposures in females than in males, while more severe adverse 

risks of ACEI exposure effects for males than for females (log-rank test, P<0.05). 

Conclusions: ARB use was associated with lower risks of new onset pancreatic cancer both before 

and after propensity score matching compared to ACEI use. 
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Introduction 

The renin–angiotensin–aldosterone system (RAAS) is resposnible for blood pressure regulation. 

Medications that inhibit this system are known to exert anti-hypertensive effects, with additional 

benefits on reverse cardiac remodelling. Moreover, the identification of local RAAS in different 

tissue types has led to insights into its regulation of cell migration, proliferation and other functions. 

Angiotensin II also mediates survival of malignant cells in some cancer types 1. These findings 

therefore suggest a possible anti-carcinogenic effects of RAAS inhibitors on cancer. 

Indeed, clinical and epidemiological studies have demonstrated better survival in cancer patients 

who are prescribed RAAS inhibitors 2. For example, a meta-analysis found that use of ACEIs or 

ARBs conferred benefits on all-cause, cancer-specific and recurrence-free survival for digestive 

malignancies 3. Moreover, the combination use of ACEI or ARB with the anti-neoplastic agent 

gemcitabine led to better survival in advanced pancreatic cancer patients 4. Indeed, RAAS inhibitors 

are increasingly explored as additional therapy for pancreatic cancer 5. 

However, there are few studies that have investigated the relationship between long-term 

exposure of ACEIs or ARBs and pancreatic cancer, unlike for lung 6or colorectal cancer 7, 8. Firstly, 

the prescription of anti-hypertensive agents, including RAAS inhbitors, was not associated with 

altered risks of pancreatic cancer development in patients with established chronic pancreatitis 9. 

Secondly, lower risks of pancreatic cancer in ACEI/ARB users were found compared to patients who 

used calcium channel blockers 10. Thirdly, ARB use was found to be associated with better survival 

in patients undergoing surgical resection of pancreatic cancer 11. Finally, in an observational study 

using data from the United Kingdom Clinical Practice Research Datalink, ARBs or ACEIs was not 

significantly associated with reduced risks of pancreatic cancer compared to other antihypertensive 
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drugs, although there was a short-term benefit of ARB use for 1-3 years on pancreatic cancer risk, 

but this was lost after 3 years 12. Given the paucity of large-scale epidemiological studies on 

comparative effects of pancreatic cancer outcomes in users of RAAS inhibitors, we examined the 

relationship between ACEI and ARB use and pancreatic cancer risk using a population-based 

database in Hong Kong. 

 

Methods 

Study design and population 

This population-based retrospective cohort study was designed to compare the long-term effects 

of ACEI or ARB exposure on new onset pancreatic cancer risk. This study was approved by The 

Institutional Review Board of the University of Hong Kong/Hospital Authority Hong Kong West 

Cluster and The Joint Chinese University of Hong Kong – New Territories East Cluster Clinical 

Research Ethics Committee. The requirement for informed consent was wavied owing to the 

retrospective and observational nature of this study. Patients and the public were not engaged in this 

study. The patients were identified using the Clinical Data Analysis and Reporting System (CDARS), 

a city-wide database of patient information who attend public hospitals in the Hong Kong city of  

China. This system includes demographics such as age and gender, diagnoses made by healthcare 

professionals, and prescription of all medications in accident and emergency, inpatient and outpatient 

settings. Local teams from China have made use of CDARS to conduct observational cohort studies 

on comparative drug action 13, 14 including anti-hypertensives 15, 16, development of predictive models 

17 and specific diseases 18, 19.  
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The inclusion criteria were patients receiving either ACEI or ARB prescriptions in public 

healthcare facilities under the management of the local hospital authority. The exclusion criteria 

were patients receiving both ACEI and ARB, and those with diagnoses of colorectal cancer before 

initial ACEI/ARB index use. The following comorbidities were extracted based on ICD-9 coding 

(Supplementary Table 1): diabetes without chronic complication, diabetes with chronic 

complication, hypertension, heart failure, atrial fibrillation, renal diseases, liver diseases, ventricular 

tachycardia/fibrillation, dementia, ischemic heart disease (IHD), acute myocardial infarction (AMI), 

peripheral vascular disease (PVD), stroke/transient ischemic attack (TIA), chronic obstructive 

pulmonary disease (COPD), gastrointestinal bleeding, obesity and cancer before initial prescription 

of ACEI/ARB agents.  

 

Outcomes and statistics 

The primary outcome was new onset pancreatic cancer,. Patients were followed up from initial 

ACEI/ARB drug prescription (baseline date) to date of event occurrence, death or study end of 

follow-up until August 31st, 2020. Descriptive statistics were used to analyze the basleine 

characteristics of the included cohorts. Continuous variables were expressed as mean values along 

with their 95% confidence interval [CI] or standard deviation [SD]. Categorical variables were 

expressed as frequency (percentage). Comparisons for continuous variables were made using the 

Mann-Whitney U test. The χ2 test with Yates’ correction was used for 2×2 contingency data. 

Propensity score matching with a 1:1 ratio was used to generate a cohort of ARB and ACEI users 

based on baseline demographics, Charlson comorbidity index, CHA-DS-VASc score, past 

comorbidities, and non-ACEI/ARB medications with nearest neighbour search strategy.  
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Cox regression was applied to evaluate the significant risk factors and the relationship between 

ACEI/ARB monotherapy and incident pancreatic cancer. Competing risk analyses were conducted 

using cause-specific and subdistribution hazard models. Multiple approaches using the propsensity 

score were employed, including propensity score stratification 20, high dimensional propensity score 

adjustment 21 and inverse probability of treatment weighting 22. Hazard ratios (HRs) with their 95% 

CIs/P-values were calculated. P-values below 0.05 were considered statistically significant. All 

statistical analyses were conducted using RStudio (Version: 1.1.456), Python (Version: 3.6) or Stata 

(Version: SE 16.0).  

 

Results 

Basic characteristics 

Initially, 500399 patients who received ACEI or ARB therapy were found (Figure 1). Patients 

prescribed ACEI and ARB at baseline or on follow-up (n=85563), or had any type of cancers at or 

before baseline were excluded. Thus, this study included 411282 patients. 56112 patients (13.62%) 

received ARBs and 355771 (86.38%) received ACEIs. Over 2875 days of median follow-up 

(standard deviation [SD]: 1901 days), 1194 new onset pancreatic cancer events (0.28%) were 

identified. The results of 1:1 propensity score matching between ARB (n=56112) and ACEI 

(n=56112) users are shown in Table 1. The comparisons of clinical and baseline characteristics of 

caregorised by incident pancreatic cancer outcomes are presented in Supplementary Table 2. 

Before matching, the ARB group had a higher CHA2DS2-VASc score (mean±SD: 2.4±1.6 vs. 

1.9±1.5; standardized mean difference [SMD]=0.28) and a higher frequency of hypertension (34.85% 
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v.s. 17.17%, SMD=0.41) and ischaemic heart disease (15.96% v.s. 7.92%, SMD=0.25). These 

imbalances between the two groups were reduced (SMD<0.2) after propensity score matching.  

 

Cox regression and competing risk analysis 

The number of incident cases of pancreatic cancer were higher in ACEI users compared to ARB 

users before (0.31% v.s. 0.15%, P<0.0001) and after propensity score matching (0.27% v.s. 0.15%, 

P<0.0001). Univariate Cox regression identified risk predictors in the matched cohort (Table 3): 

male gender (HR: 1.45, 95% CI: [1.12, 1.86], P=0.0045), older age at baseline as a continuous 

variable (HR: 1.02, 95% CI: [1.01, 1.03], P=0.0011) and age 70-80 (HR: 1.46, 95% CI: [1.12, 1.90], 

P=0.0053) or above 80 years old (HR: 1.02, 95% CI: [1.74, 1.40], P =0.0031), and renal disease (HR: 

1.21, 95% CI: [1.05, 1.86], P=0.0303). By contrast, ARB use a lower risk of the primary outcome 

compared to ACEI users (HR: 0.69, 95% CI: [0.53, 0.90], P=0.0065). Cumulative incidence curves 

and Kaplan-Meier curves of all-cause mortality stratified by drug use of ARB v.s. ACEI before and 

after 1:1 propensity score matching are shown in Figure 2 (log-rank test, P<0.05), and for new onset 

pancreatic cancer in Figure 3 (log-rank test, P<0.05).  

The association between ARB use and lower risks of incident pancreatic cancer remained 

significant after multivariable adjustments (Table 3). Similarly, competing risk analysis using either 

the subdistribution hazard model (HR: 0.59, 95% CI: [0.49, 0.76], P value=0.0005) and 

cause-specific hazard model (HR: 0.69, 95% CI: [0.53, 0.90], P value=0.0065) confirmed this 

association. The cumulative incidence function is shown in Figure 5. 
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In addition, multiple propensity matching approaches were conducted to uncover the risk of 

incident adverse new onset pancreatic cancer and mortality risks in the matched cohorts associated 

with ARB v.s. ACEI exposure as presented in Table 4, which confirmed the same observation 

(HR<1, P value<0.0001). 

 

Subgroup analysis: Interactions effects between gender and adverse outcomes 

Cumulative incidence and Kaplan-Meier survival curves of all-cause mortality and new onset 

pancreatic cancer stratified by the interactions between gender and drug use of ARB v.s. ACEI in the 

propensity score matched cohort are presented in Figure 5. The results confirm the previous findings 

of lower pancreatic cancer risks in females for ARB exposure, whilst higher risks of pancreatic 

cancers were observed for ACEI in males (log-rank test, P<0.05). 

 

Discussion 

The main finding of this study is that ARB use is associated with lower risks of incident 

pancreatic cancer both before and after propensity score matching, which were confirmed in 

competing risk analyses and inverse probability treatment weighting analysis. 

RAAS inhibitors are known to modulate cell proliferation and gene expression in pancreatic 

cancer cells 23. The cytostatic effects on cancer cells of RAAS inhibitors have been attributed to their 

anti-oxidant actions 24. Other mechanisms include modulation of the ACE and angiotensin type 1 

receptors in relation to angiogenesis 25, 26 or inhibition of growth factor signalling such as vascular 

epidermal growth factor/extracellular signal-regulated kinase 1/2 (ERK1/2) pathway 27. Moreover, 
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ACE inhibition was shown to prevent pancreatic cancer and progression of the precursor lesion, 

pancreatic intraepithelial neoplasia, in a genetically engineered murine model 28. Additionally, it has 

been proposed that RAAS inhibition can affect collagen synthesis 29, a key element that participates 

in tumour growth and cancer cell proliferation 30. A study conducted by Chauhan et al. has found 

that losartan reduced synthesis of stromal collagen I and hyaluronan, interestingly although lisinopril 

exerted a similar effect, the reduction was found to be in a lesser extent compared to losartan 31. This 

may explain our finding that ARB users has a lower risk in developing pancreatic cancer than ACEI 

users. At a molecular level, RAAS inhibitors act via inhibiting TSP-1 which in turns reduce the 

downstream TGF-β signalling 32, and it is known to be a primary driver in promoting cancer 

progression by inducing epithelial–mesenchymal transition (EMT) 33, which is implicated in 

pancreatic cancer metastasis 34. Partly due to the pre-clinical work on the protective effects of RAAS 

inhibitors on carcinogenesis, clinical studies have focused on the beneficial actions of RAAS 

inhibitors on progression of the cancer and survival in patients with pancreatic cancer. Our findings 

of reduced pancreatic incidence of ARBs are in keeping with cell and animal studies that have shown 

that RAAS inhibition can prevent cancer development, growth and progression 35, 36. 

 

Strengths and Limitations 

This study has several strengths. Firstly, this was a population-based study using the local 

electronic health records system, which includes patients from healthcare facilities in a single city of  

China. Secondly, with a study cohort of more than 400 000 patients, this is the largest study of patients 

prescribed ACEI and ARB with assessments of pancreatic cancer outcomes over long durations of 

follow-up. However, some limitations should be noted. Firstly, our study relied on administrative 
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coding and confounders such as food intake, cigarette use, and body mass index are not routinely 

coded into structured data and could not be included as risk variables. Secondly, compliance to 

medications could not be assessed.  

 

Conclusions 

Compared with ACEI, ARB monotherapy was linked with lower risks of new onset pancreatic 

cancer in unmatched and matched cohorts using Kaplan-Meier, univariable and multivariable Cox, 

and competing risk analyses. 
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Table 1. Baseline characteristics of patients with ARB v.s. ACEI use before and after 1:1 propensity score matching. 

* for SMD�0.20; # indicates the difference between patients with/without new onset pancreatic cancer 

Characteristics 

Before matching  

SMD 

After matching  

SMD 
ARB (N=56112) 

Mean(SD);Max;N or 
Count(%) 

ACEI (N=355771) 
Mean(SD);Max;N or 

Count(%) 

ARB (N=56112) 
Mean(SD);Max;N or 

Count(%) 

ACEI (N=56112) 
Mean(SD);Max;N or 

Count(%) 

Demographics       

Male gender 25753(45.89%) 192707(54.16%) 0.17 25753(45.89%) 25808(45.99%) <0.01 

Female gender 30359(54.10%) 163064(45.83%) 0.17 30359(54.10%) 30304(54.00%) <0.01 

Baseline age, years 69.5(13.6);110.2;n=56112 69.1(13.8);116.3;n=355771 0.02 69.5(13.6);110.2;n=56112 69.5(13.6);106.8;n=56112 <0.01 

<40 1255(2.23%) 9764(2.74%) 0.03 1255(2.23%) 1255(2.23%) <0.01 

[40,49] 2993(5.33%) 21691(6.09%) 0.03 2993(5.33%) 2989(5.32%) <0.01 

[50,59] 7935(14.14%) 47058(13.22%) 0.03 7935(14.14%) 7908(14.09%) <0.01 

[60,69] 12032(21.44%) 69837(19.62%) 0.04 12032(21.44%) 12005(21.39%) <0.01 

[70,79] 14707(26.21%) 105667(29.70%) 0.08 14707(26.21%) 14762(26.30%) <0.01 

>80 14087(25.10%) 82076(23.06%) 0.05 14087(25.10%) 14129(25.17%) <0.01 

Past comorbidities       

Charlson score 3.1(1.8);14.0;n=56112 2.8(1.6);15.0;n=355771 0.18 3.1(1.8);14.0;n=56112 3.1(1.8);14.0;n=56112 <0.01 

CHA-DS-VASc score 2.4(1.6);9.0;n=56112 1.9(1.5);9.0;n=355771 0.28* 2.4(1.6);9.0;n=56112 2.4(1.6);9.0;n=56112 <0.01 

Diabetes without 
chronic complication 

7962(14.18%) 29884(8.39%) 0.18 7962(14.18%) 7911(14.09%) <0.01 

Diabetes with chronic 
complication 

2300(4.09%) 5672(1.59%) 0.15 2300(4.09%) 2285(4.07%) <0.01 

Hypertension 19557(34.85%) 61089(17.17%) 0.41* 19557(34.85%) 19515(34.77%) <0.01 

Heart failure 5293(9.43%) 19197(5.39%) 0.15 5293(9.43%) 5230(9.32%) <0.01 

Atrial fibrillation 3815(6.79%) 14171(3.98%) 0.12 3815(6.79%) 3774(6.72%) <0.01 

Renal diseases 2529(4.50%) 5350(1.50%) 0.18 2529(4.50%) 2512(4.47%) <0.01 

Liver diseases 211(0.37%) 877(0.24%) 0.02 211(0.37%) 211(0.37%) <0.01 
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Ventricular 
tachycardia/fibrillation 

754(1.34%) 2141(0.60%) 0.08 754(1.34%) 754(1.34%) <0.01 

Dementia and 
Alzheimer 

622(1.10%) 3642(1.02%) 0.01 622(1.10%) 622(1.10%) <0.01 

AMI 2781(4.95%) 8818(2.47%) 0.13 2781(4.95%) 2772(4.94%) <0.01 

COPD 3047(5.43%) 15278(4.29%) 0.05 3047(5.43%) 3016(5.37%) <0.01 

IHD 8958(15.96%) 28178(7.92%) 0.25* 8958(15.96%) 8849(15.77%) 0.01 

PVD 398(0.70%) 1573(0.44%) 0.04 398(0.70%) 398(0.70%) <0.01 

Stroke/TIA 4180(7.44%) 19768(5.55%) 0.08 4180(7.44%) 4152(7.39%) <0.01 

Gastrointestinal 
bleeding 

2852(5.08%) 9425(2.64%) 0.13 2852(5.08%) 2820(5.02%) <0.01 

Obesity 586(1.04%) 1227(0.34%) 0.08 586(1.04%) 586(1.04%) <0.01 

Medications       

Beta blockers 26410(47.06%) 163171(45.86%) 0.02 26410(47.06%) 25357(45.18%) 0.04 

Calcium channel 
blockers 

31237(55.66%) 201941(56.76%) 0.02 31237(55.66%) 31781(56.63%) 0.02 

Diuretics 20433(36.41%) 148940(41.86%) 0.11 20433(36.41%) 23905(42.60%) 0.13 

AMI: acute myocardial infarction, COPD: chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, IHD: ischemic heart disease, PVD: peripheral vascular disease, TIA: 
transient ischemic attack, ACEI: angiotensin-converting-enzyme inhibitors, ARB: angiotensin II receptor blockers. 
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Table 2. Significant predictors of new onset pancreatic cancer with univariate Cox analysis before and after 1:1 propensity score matching. 
* for p≤ 0.05, ** for p ≤ 0.01, *** for p ≤ 0.001 

Characteristics 
Before Matching 

P value 
AfterMatching 

P value 
HR[95% CI] HR[95% CI] 

Demographics     

Male gender 1.04[0.93, 1.16] 0.5320 1.45[1.12, 1.86] 0.0045** 

Female gender 1.00[reference] - 1.00[reference] - 

Baseline age, years 1.03[1.02, 1.03] <0.0001*** 1.02[1.01, 1.03] 0.0011** 

<40 0.12[0.05, 0.29] <0.0001*** - - 

[40,49] 0.30[0.21, 0.43] <0.0001*** 0.32[0.13, 0.78] 0.0120* 

[50,59] 0.71[0.60, 0.85] 0.0002*** 0.86[0.60, 1.25] 0.4290 

[60,69] 1.00[reference] - 1.00[reference] - 

[70,79] 1.34[1.19, 1.51] <0.0001*** 1.46[1.12, 1.90] 0.0053** 

>80 1.40[1.22, 1.62] <0.0001*** 1.02[1.74, 1.40] 0.0031** 

Past comorbidities     

Charlson score 1.14[1.10, 1.19] <0.0001*** 1.03[0.96, 1.11] 0.3840 

CHA-DS-VASc score 1.08[1.04, 1.13] 0.0001*** 0.96[0.88, 1.04] 0.2960 

Diabetes without chronic complication 1.22[1.01, 1.48] 0.0394* 1.21[0.85, 1.72] 0.2830 

Diabetes with chronic complication 0.90[0.55, 1.45] 0.6520 0.70[0.31, 1.56] 0.3800 

Hypertension 0.90[0.77, 1.05] 0.1850 0.77[0.58, 1.03] 0.0786. 

Heart failure 0.81[0.59, 1.12] 0.2020 0.85[0.51, 1.41] 0.5240 

Atrial fibrillation 1.09[0.80, 1.48] 0.6030 1.23[0.75, 2.02] 0.4110 

Renal diseases 1.06[1.01, 1.44] 0.0056** 1.21[1.05, 1.86] 0.0303* 

Liver diseases 1.41[0.45, 4.39] 0.5510 - - 

Ventricular tachycardia/fibrillation 1.16[0.55, 2.43] 0.7040 1.51[0.56, 4.05] 0.4170 

Dementia and Alzheimer 0.96[0.46, 2.03] 0.9230 - - 

AMI 0.99[0.68, 1.45] 0.9710 1.03[0.56, 1.88] 0.9320 

COPD 0.82[0.57, 1.18] 0.2910 0.64[0.30, 1.36] 0.2500 

IHD 0.87[0.70, 1.09] 0.2390 0.73[0.49, 1.09] 0.1200 
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PVD 0.54[0.13, 2.15] 0.3800 - - 

Stroke/TIA 0.66[0.48, 0.91] 0.0113* 0.68[0.37, 1.24] 0.2090 

Gastrointestinal bleeding 1.11[0.76, 1.61] 0.5990 1.07[0.59, 1.97] 0.8160 

Obesity 0.63[0.20, 1.97] 0.4290 0.42[0.06, 2.97] 0.3830 

Medications     

ARB v.s. ACEI 0.66[0.53, 0.82] 0.0002*** 0.69[0.53, 0.90] 0.0065** 

Beta blockers 0.89[0.80, 1.00] 0.0548. 0.78[0.60, 1.00] 0.0537. 

Calcium channel blockers 1.02[0.91, 1.15] 0.7220 1.10[0.85, 1.42] 0.4700 

Diuretics 0.96[0.85, 1.07] 0.4410 1.04[0.80, 1.34] 0.7870 

AMI: acute myocardial infarction, COPD: chronic obstructive pulmonary disease, IHD: ischemic heart disease, PVD: peripheral vascular disease, TIA: 
transient ischemic attack, ACEI: angiotensin-converting-enzyme inhibitors, ARB: angiotensin II receptor blockers. 
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Table 3. Hazard ratios (and 95% confidence intervals) from multivariate Cox models, cause-specific models and subdistribution hazard models for 
new onset pancreatic cancer before and after 1:1 propensity score matching. 

* for p≤ 0.05, ** for p ≤ 0.01, *** for p ≤ 0.001;  

Characteristics 
 

Outcomes 

ARB v.s. ACEI 
(Before matching) 

P value 

ARB v.s. ACEI 
(After 1:2 matching) 

 

P value 
New onset pancreatic cancer 

HR[95% CI] 
New onset pancreatic cancer 

HR[95% CI] 
 

Multivariate Cox model# New onset pancreatic cancer 0.64[0.51, 0.80] <0.0001*** 0.67[0.52, 0.88]  0.0036** 

Subdistribution hazard model 
 

New onset pancreatic cancer 
0.57[0.42, 0.79] 0.0007*** 0.59[0.49, 0.76] 

 
0.0005*** 

 New onset non-pancreatic cancer 0.16[0.14, 0.18] <0.0001*** 0.15[0.12, 0.17]  <0.0001*** 

 Non-pancreatice cancer mortality 0.52[0.45, 0.63] <0.0001*** 0.49[0.45, 0.53]  <0.0001*** 

Cause-specific hazard model New onset pancreatic cancer 0.66[0.53, 0.82] 0.0002*** 0.69[0.53, 0.90]  0.0065** 

 
New onset non-pancreatic cancer 0.14[0.13, 0.15] <0.0001*** 0.13[0.12, 0.14]  <0.0001*** 

 Non-pancreatice cancer mortality 0.49[0.47, 0.50] <0.0001*** 0.44[0.43, 0.46]  <0.0001*** 

# indicates adjustments for significant demographics, past comorbidities, and non- ACEI/ARB medications. 

 

Table 4. Risk of incident adverse new onset pancreatic cancer and mortality risks in the matched cohorts associated with ARB v.s. ACEI exposure using 
multiple propensity matching approaches. 
* for p≤ 0.05, ** for p ≤ 0.01, *** for p ≤ 0.001; HR: hazard ratio; CI: confidence interval; PS: propensity score, HDPS: high dimensional propensity score, 
IPTW: inverse probability of treatment weighting. 

Outcome 
HR after PS stratification 
[95% CI];P value 

HR after HDPS matching 
[95% CI];P value 

HR after PS IPTW 
[95% CI]; P value 

New onset pancreatic cancer 0.61[0.52-0.77];<0.0001*** 0.65[0.55-0.75];<0.0001*** 0.65[0.53-0.77];<0.0001*** 
New onset non-pancreatic cancer 0.16[0.13-0.17];<0.0001*** 0.18[0.11-0.22];<0.0001*** 0.17[0.15-0.19];<0.0001*** 
Non-pancreatic cancer mortality 0.51[0.47-0.56];<0.0001*** 0.55[0.51-0.57];<0.0001*** 0.54[0.51-0.56];<0.0001*** 
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Figure 1. Main procedures of data processing.
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Figure 2. Cumulative incidence curves and Kaplan-Meier curves of all-cause mortality stratified by drug 
use of ARB v.s. ACEI before and after 1:1 propensity score matching. 
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Figure 3. Cumulative incidence curves and Kaplan-Meier curves of new onset pancreatic cancer stratified 
by drug use of ARB v.s. ACEI before and after 1:1 propensity score matching.
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Figure 4. Subgroup analysis: Cumulative incidence curves of all-cause mortality and new onset pancreatic 
cancer stratified by the interactions between gender and drug use of ARB v.s. ACEI in the propensity score 
matched cohort. 
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Figure 5. Subgroup analysis: Kaplan-Meier curves of new onset pancreatic cancer stratified by the 
interactions between gender and drug use of ARB v.s. ACEI in the propensity score matched cohort. 
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Figure 6. Unbiased estimates of the cumulative incidence functions in competing survival risk analysis
new onset pancreatic cancer, non- pancreatic cancers and non-pancreatic cancer related mortality strati
by ARB and ACEI monotherapy before and after 1:1 propensity score matching. 
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