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Abstract

Background Both tirzepatide and semaglutide have been shown to reduce weight for pa-
tients with overweight or obesity in randomized controlled trials (RCTs). While tirzepatide
appears to provide greater weight loss than semaglutide in this population, head-to-head RCTs
are not yet available. Accordingly, we sought to compare on-treatment weight loss in a real-
world setting for adults with overweight or obesity initiated on tirzepatide or semaglutide.

Methods Adults with overweight or obesity first dispensed semaglutide or tirzepatide be-
tween May 2022 and September 2023 were identified from Truveta Data, a large electronic
health record (EHR) dataset linked with comprehensive pharmacy dispensing data. The study
cohort was restricted to patients with no prior GLP-1 RA use, who initiated a formulation
of semaglutide or tirzepatide labelled for type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2D) (a proxy for dose),
received regular care in the previous year, had a GLP-1 RA prescription written in the 60 days
prior to initiation, and had an available baseline weight. On treatment weight changes in a
propensity score matched population were compared for outcomes of time to 5%, 10%, and
15% weight loss, and percentage change in weight by 3, 6, and 12 months. For all outcomes, we
conducted subgroup analyses stratified by T2D (on-label users) and sensitivity analyses using
inverse probability of treatment weighting.

Results A total of 41,223 patients met our cohort definition (semaglutide: 32,030; tirzepatide:
9,193). Propensity score matching produced an analytic cohort of 18,386 patients with good
balance on all baseline covariates. At treatment initiation, the mean(SD) age was 52.0 (12.9)
years, 70.5% of patients were female, 51.7% had T2D, and mean(SD) weight was 110 (25.7)
kg. A larger proportion of patients on tirzepatide, compared to semaglutide, achieved weight
reductions ≥5% (81.8% vs. 64.6%), ≥10% (62.1% vs. 38.0%), and ≥15% (42.3% vs 19.3%)
within 1 year on treatment, yielding hazard ratios of 1.76 (1.68 - 1.85) for 5%, 2.42 (2.25 -
2.59) for 10%, and 3.04 (2.73 - 3.38) for 15% weight loss. Patients on tirzepatide experienced
larger changes in percentage of body weight lost at 3 months on treatment (difference [95%
CI]) (-2.3% [-2.5% , -2.2%]), 6 months on treatment (-4.3% [-4.6%, -3.9%]) , and 12 months
on treatment (-7.2% [-8.3% , -6.2%]). Hazards for all gastrointestinal (GI) adverse events were
similar between groups.

Conclusion In a real-world population of US adults with overweight or obesity initiated on
tirzepatide or semaglutide formulations labelled for T2D, patients on tirzepatide were signifi-
cantly more likely to achieve 5%, 10% and 15% weight loss and experience larger reductions in
weight at 3, 6, and 12 months. Findings were robust to analytic choice and consistent among
populations stratified by T2D. Future work is needed to understand whether these findings
result in a differential impact on other outcomes, including rates of adverse cardiovascular
events.

2

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 22, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.21.23298775doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.11.21.23298775
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Introduction
Overweight and obesity are highly prevalent conditions associated with increased morbidity and
mortality [1–3]. Historically, pharmacologic treatments for weight reduction (anti-obesity medica-
tions [AOMs]) have been limited in number, poor tolerated, and modest in their impact on weight
[4–6]. However, newer therapies, including the glucagon-like peptide 1 receptor agonist (GLP-1
RA) semaglutide and the dual GLP-1 RA/gastric inhibitory polypeptide (GIP) agonist tirzepatide,
have demonstrated substantial weight reduction in patients with obesity, with and without type 2
diabetes mellitus (T2D), in randomized controlled trials (RCTs) [7–10].

While tirzepatide produces greater weight loss than semaglutide in patients with T2D [11],
head-to-head trials evaluating these therapies in patients with overweight or obesity are not yet
available. Further, it remains unclear whether the magnitude of weight loss observed in real-world
settings mirrors that observed in RCTs, given well-described differences between these populations
[12–14]. Finally, because these medications are costly and insurance coverage is limited for patients
without T2D, real-world adherence may be reduced, attenuating the treatment effect in real-world
settings.

We aimed to compare on-treatment weight change between tirzepatide and semaglutide (in-
jectable) labelled for T2D in a large, real-world population. We quantify differences in (1) like-
lihood of achieving 5%, 10%, and 15% weight loss, and (2) percentage change in body weight at
3, 6, and 12 months on treatment. We also compared the risk of bowel obstruction, cholecystitis,
cholelithiasis, gastroenteritis, gastroparesis, and pancreatitis between tirzepatide and semaglutide.

Methods

Study Design
New users of tirzepatide or injectable semaglutide with overweight or obesity (regardless of T2D)
were enrolled in our study at the time of their first dispensed prescription. The first dispense was
considered the treatment initiation date and served as the index date for our study. New users
were defined as those having no previous dispense of any GLP-1 RA or GLP-1 RA/GIP agonist
(supplement). Only adult patients with regular interactions with the health care system and an
available baseline weight were included (detailed inclusion and exclusion criteria in Study Population
below). Patients were followed for weight loss and gastrointestinal adverse event outcomes until the
first of discontinuation of therapy, GLP-1 RA switching, or administrative censoring.

Data
This study used a subset of Truveta Data. Truveta provides access to continuously updated and
linked electronic health record (EHR) from a collective of US health care systems, including struc-
tured information on demographics, encounters, diagnoses, vital signs (e.g., weight, BMI, blood
pressure), medication requests (prescriptions), medication administration, laboratory and diag-
nostic tests and results (e.g., HbA1c tests and values), and procedures. Updated EHR data are
provided daily to Truveta by constituent health care systems. In addition to EHR data for care
delivered within Truveta constituent health care systems, medication dispensing and social drivers
of health (SDOH) information are made available through linked third-party data. Medication
dispense (via e-prescribing data) includes fills for prescriptions written both within and outside
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Truveta constituent health care systems, providing greater observability into patients’ medication
history. Medication dispense histories are updated at the time of the encounter, and include fill
dates, NDC or RxNorm codes, quantity dispensed, and days of medication supplied. SDOH data
include individual-level factors, including income and education.

Data are normalized into a common data model through syntactic and semantic normalization.
Truveta Data are then de-identified by expert determination under the HIPAA Privacy Rule. Once
de-identified, data are available for analysis in R or Python using Truveta Studio. Data for this
study were accessed on November 3, 2023.

Study population and exposure
We identified adults first dispensed tirzepatide or injectable semaglutide labelled for T2D (as Moun-
jaro or Ozempic, respectively) between May 2022 (the month of tirzepatide approval for T2D) and
September 30, 2023, who had overweight (body mass index [BMI] ≥ 27 kg/m2or a diagnosis code
indicating BMI ≥27 kg/m2) or obesity (BMI ≥ 30 kg/m2 or a diagnosis code for obesity) in the 12
months before their index date. We required a complete negative history of GLP-1 RA and GLP-1
RA/GIP agonist use. To improve outcome observability, we limited our analysis to patients with
regular interactions with the health care system during the year prior to their index date: at least
one encounter, observation, or medication request in each consecutive 6-month period preceding
the index date. We required a GLP-1 RA or GLP-1 RA/GIP agonist prescription written and a
baseline weight measurement in the 60 days before the index date. A 60-day window was selected
because insurance denials and appeals processes for these medications may result in unusually long
times between GLP-1 RA prescribing and filling. Of note, the GLP-1 RA or GLP-1 RA/GIP ago-
nist prescribed was not required to match the medication first dispensed, given that drug shortages
during the study period [15] may have resulted in substitutions at the pharmacy. Patients were
categorized according to the medication dispensed. Additional exclusions were made for patients
with missing sex and those with no follow-up time.

We relied on brand as a proxy for target dose. The standard dose is 0.5 mg for injectable
semaglutide labelled for T2D and 5mg for tirzepatide (labelled exclusively for T2D at the time of
this analysis). Both drugs follow dose escalation schedules, with initiation at the lowest dose and
titration to the highest tolerated dose over weeks to months.

Patient Comorbidities and Covariates
Patients were classified as having T2D if they had a T2D diagnosis, were prescribed, administered,
or dispensed insulin or a dipeptidyl peptidase 4 (DPP-4) inhibitor, or had an HbA1c level ≥7.5%
in the two years before their index date. Baseline patient demographics, clinical comorbidities,
use of other anti-diabetic medication (ADM) and AOM, and history of bariatric surgery in the 2
years before the index date were assessed. Several steps were taken to standardize weight data
from the EHR, including the removal of apparent data entry or unit conversation errors (described
in supplement). The most recent weight within the 60 days before index date was considered the
baseline value. Codes for all data definitions are provided in the supplement.

Weight Outcomes
Our primary estimand of interest was on-treatment weight loss. Therefore, patients were censored
at the first of: treatment discontinuation (≥30 days without medication on hand), GLP-1 RA or
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GLP-1 RA/GIP agonist switching (change to a difference substance; brand changes were allowed),
or administrative censoring (last encounter).

Propensity scores were used to balance treatment groups on measured variables. Propensity
scores estimated the probability of initiating tirzepatide, compared to semaglutide, as a function
of demographic, clinical, and utilization characteristics. Patients were then matched using 1:1
nearest neighbor propensity score (PS) matching. Balance was assessed by standardized mean
differences, with an acceptable threshold of 0.1. To provide further control for residual confounding,
age, presence of T2D, and baseline weight were included as covariates in all parametric and semi-
parametric models.

Percentage changes in body weight were calculated as: (follow-up weight - baseline weight)/baseline
weight. Event probabilities for 5%, 10%, and 15% weight loss and median time to each event were
extracted from Kaplan-Meier models. Differences in the hazard of achieving the specified weight loss
threshold for those on tirzepatide compared to semaglutide were estimated using Cox proportional
hazards models.

For weight change at 3, 6, and 12 months, we considered the subpopulation still at risk (not yet
censored) at the timepoint of interest. The weight value nearest to the timepoint, up to 45 days
before or after, was considered the outcome value. For at-risk patients without a weight value in
this window, multiple imputation was used to impute weight change. Imputation used information
from the full at risk-population and all measured covariates and outcomes. Within each (m = 5)
imputed dataset of patients still at risk at the timepoint of interest, propensity score matching was
re-applied as described above, and differences in percentage weight loss were estimated using linear
models. Estimates were then pooled across imputations using Rubin’s rules [16].

Sensitivity Analyses

Several sensitivity analyses were performed to test the robustness of findings. First, we replicated all
analyses using inverse probability of treatment weighting (IPTW), rather than 1:1 propensity score
matching. Second, we conducted stratified analyses for patients with and without T2D, replicating
the full process described above for each strata. Finally, we conducted a modified intention-to-treat
(ITT) analysis, where censoring time was based on administrative censoring only. The modified
ITT analysis included all available follow-up weights regardless of whether the patient was still on
treatment.

Safety Outcomes

Incidence rates of gastrointestinal adverse events (AEs) (bowel obstruction, cholecystitis, cholelithi-
asis, gastroenteritis, gastroparesis, and pancreatitis) per 1,000 person years at risk were calculated,
censoring patients at the time of switching, discontinuation, or administrative censoring. Patients
with a history of the specified AE in the 12 months before index were not considered at risk and
were excluded from analyses of the specified AE. Differences in the hazard of each AE between
tirzepatide and semaglutide were estimated using Cox proportional hazards models.

Stats program and packages used
All analyses were conducted in R using the following packages: rlang, arrow, dplyr, tidyr, lubridate,
forcats, table1, cobalt, MatchIt, WeightIt, mice, MatchThem, survey, survival, ggsurvfit, broom,
ggplot2, and xtable [17–32].
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Results

Patient Characteristics
In total, 41,223 patients met our inclusion criteria (tirzepatide: 9,193, semaglutide: 32,030) (Fig-
ure 1). Prior to propensity score matching, patients initiated on tirzepatide, compared to semaglu-
tide, were younger and a higher proportion were female, white, and had at least a college education
(Table 1). Patients initiated on tirzepatide had a lower prevalence of T2D and most other comor-
bidities. Despite clinical and demographic differences, mean baseline weight was similar between
groups (110 kg for tirzepatide vs. 109 kg for semaglutide), with measurement occurring an average
(median) of 9.3 (4.0) days before treatment initiation. The 1:1 PS matched analytic cohort included
18,386 patients, with standardized mean differences for all variables <0.05.

The mean (median) duration of follow-up on treatment was 167 (133) days. Follow-up was
ended by discontinuation for 55.1% (55.7% for tirzepatide and 54.4% for semaglutide), medication
switching for 0.9% (1.4% for tirzepatide and 0.4% for semaglutide) and administrative censoring for
44.1% (42.9% for tirzepatide and 45.2% for semaglutide). The mean (median) duration of follow-up
with administrative censoring alone (modified ITT analysis) was 263 (267) days.

Time to Weight Change
Among the matched population at risk (on treatment), 81.8% (95% CI: 79.8% -83.7%) of patients
on tirzepatide vs. 66.8% (64.6% -68.8%) on semaglutide achieved ≥5% weight loss, 62.1% (59.7%
-64.3%) vs. 38.0% (35.7% -40.2%) achieved ≥10% weight loss, and 42.3% (39.8% -44.6%) vs. 19.3%
(17.4% -21.2%) achieved ≥15% weight loss within 365 days (Figure 2). The median time to 5%
weight loss was 134 (131-140) days for tirzepatide and 215 (205-226) days for semaglutide. Resulting
hazard ratios comparing tirzepatide to semaglutide were 1.76 (1.68 - 1.85) for 5% weight loss, 2.42
(2.25 - 2.59) for ≥10% weight loss and 3.04 (2.73 - 3.38) for ≥15% weight loss (Figure 4).

Percentage Change in Body Weight
The mean percentage change in body weight was -5.9% (-6.0% , -5.8%) for tirzepatide vs. -3.6%
(-3.7% , -3.5%) for semaglutide at 3 months on treatment, -10.1% (-10.4% , -9.9%) vs. -5.9% (-6.1%
, -5.6%) at 6 months on treatment, and -15.2% (-16.0% , -14.4%) vs. -7.9% (-8.6% , -7.2%) at 12
months on treatment (Figure 3). After adjusting for residual confounding, the absolute difference
in weight loss between tirzepatide and semaglutide was -2.3% (-2.5% , -2.2%), -4.3% (-4.6%, -3.9%),
and -7.2% (-8.3% , -6.2%) at 3, 6, and 12 months on treatment, respectively (Figure 5).

Sensitivity Analyses
Modified ITT analyses resulted in fewer patients achieving weight loss targets, smaller weight
reductions, and slightly attenuated treatment effects, though tirzepatide remained significantly
more effective than semaglutide in all analyses (supplement). A smaller proportion achieved weight
loss ≥5%, 71.1% (69.9% -72.3%) on tirzepatide and 56.3% (54.9% -57.6%) on semaglutide, resulting
in a hazard ratio of 1.6 (1.6- 1.7). Similarly, mean percentage changes in body weight were smaller:
-5.3% (-5.4% , -5.2%) for tirzepatide vs. -3.3% (-3.4% , -3.2%) for semaglutide at 3 months, -8.2%
(-8.4% , -8.0%) for tirzepatide vs. -4.9% (-5% , -4.7%) for semaglutide at 6 months, and -11.2%
(-11.7% , -10.8%) for tirzepatide vs. -6.0% (-6.4% , -5.6%) for semaglutide at 12 months. After
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adjusting for residual confounding, the difference in weight loss between tirzepatide and semaglutide
was -2.0% (-2.2%, -1.8%) at 3 months, -3.4% (-3.6% , -3.1%) at 6 months, and -5.2% (-5.9%, -4.6%)
at 12 months.

Sensitivity analyses using inverse probability of treatment weighting produced highly similar
results (supplement).

Subgroup Analyses
In stratified analyses, those without T2D experienced larger reductions in body weight than those
with T2D for tirzepatide and semaglutide alike (supplement). Tirzepatide remained significantly
more effective in lowering weight than semaglutide in all analyses among those with and without
T2D (Figures 4 and 5).

Gastrointestinal Adverse Events
We observed no significant differences in the risk of GI AEs. Gastroenteritis was the most common
GI AE, with 21.0 and 19.1 cases per 1,000 person-years at risk for tirzepatide and semaglutide,
respectively (Table 2).

Discussion
In this large, real-world analysis of US adults with overweight or obesity initiated on tirzepatide
or semaglutide, those on tirzepatide were more likely to achieve 5%, 10% and 15% weight loss and
experienced larger reductions in body weight at 3, 6, and 12 months. To our knowledge, this study
represents the first real-world comparative effectiveness study of tirzepatide and semaglutide in
adults with overweight or obesity. Treatment effects were consistent in direction and significance
between methodological approaches (PS matching, IPTW, modified ITT) and within the subgroup
of patients with T2D. No significant differences in the incidence of GI AEs were observed.

Findings in this study are broadly consistent with existing evidence from RCTs. Among placebo-
controlled trials of patients with obesity, treatment with tirzepatide at 10 mg per week resulted
in 82% and 96% of individuals with and without T2D achieving 5% body weight by 72 weeks,
respectively (efficiacy estimands)[9, 10]. Likewise, among similarly designed placebo-controlled
trials, treatment with semaglutide at 2.4 mg per week resulted in 73% and 92% of individuals
with and without T2D achieving ≥5% body weight by 68 weeks, respectively (efficacy estimands)
[8, 33]. While data from head-to-head trials are more limited, a single study that evaluated the
glucose-lowering effect of tirzepatide (5 mg per week) compared to semaglutide (1 mg per week)
when added to metformin in patients with T2D found that 5% weight loss was achieved by 69% and
58%, respectively [11]. Importantly, a trial comparing tirzepatide to semaglutide in patients with
overweight or obesity, but without T2D is underway (SURMOUNT-5, NCT05822830); however,
results are not expected until late 2024.

This study has several strengths. First, the analysis included a large cohort of patients with
overweight and obesity evaluated after tirzepatide’s approval (May 2022). In fact, it’s likely that the
weight reduction observed in our study was greater than that found in previous real-world studies
because such studies ended before semaglutide and/or tirzepatide were available [34, 35]. Second,
treatment effects were consistent in direction and significance between estimands (on treatment vs.
ITT), subgroups (with vs. without T2D), and methodological approaches (PS matching, IPTW,
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complete case analysis). Third, our study included some populations who were ineligible for clinical
trials, such as those with active or unstable major depressive disorder (MDD) in the previous 2
years. MDD was common in our population (22% of patients had a history in previous 2 years)
suggesting clinical trials may have excluded a large proportion of patients using these medications in
real-world settings. Finally use of prescribing and dispensing data allowed us to include populations
without T2D, which may not be captured in pharmacy claims data alone given off-label use of these
medications may not be covered by insurers.

Our study is also subject to several limitations. Unlike many clinical endpoints, weight loss is
directly observable to patients, which may result in informative censoring [35, 36]. Those observing
desired weight loss may be more likely to continue treatment, while those observing no weight
change may be more likely to discontinue or switch drugs. While a modified ITT analysis inclusive
of post-discontinuation weights showed smaller reductions in weight, differences between tirzepatide
and semaglutide were similar. Generalizability of the ITT estimand may be limited, however, given
medication shortages during the study period which may have resulted in higher discontinuation
than expected under normal conditions. In addition, it’s possible that unmeasured confounding,
especially the degree of motivation for weight loss, exists. A substantial amount of unmeasured
confounding, though, would be required to negate the treatment effects observed in this study.
Finally, this study included medications labelled for T2D only. Future studies should be conducted
to compare the effects of medications labelled for weight loss, which have higher doses on average.

Conclusions
In this large, propensity-matched, real-world analysis, individuals with overweight or obesity treated
with tirzepatide were significantly more likely to achieve clinically meaningful weight loss and larger
reductions in body weight compared to those treated with semaglutide. Consistent treatment effects
were observed in subgroups with and without T2D. Future work is needed to compare the effect
of tirzepatide and semaglutide on other key end points (e.g., reduction in adverse cardiovascular
events) [6, 37].
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1 Figures and Tables

Results

Figure 1: Consort diagram. Other exclusions include missing sex and no follow-up time.

Figure 2: Time to weight reduction for propensity-score matched patients on treatment. Y-axis
represents the event probability (1-survival probability).
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Figure 3: Mean percentage change in body weight at 3, 6 and 12 months on treatment for the
overall population, those with T2D, and those without T2D.

Figure 4: Treatment effects (hazard Ratios) for the overall population, T2D population, and popu-
lation without T2D. Estimates compare the hazard of achieving ≥5%, ≥10%, and ≥15% weight loss
for patients on treatment with tirzepatide vs on treatment with semaglutide, among PS-matched
populations. Hazard ratios >1 indicate higher effectiveness of tirzepatide for reaching weight loss
threshold. Points represent point estimates; lines represent 95% confidence interval.)
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Figure 5: Treatment effects (absolute differences in body weight change) for the overall population,
T2D population, and population without T2D. Estimates compare the absolute difference in body
weight change at 3 months, 6 months, and 12 months on treatment with tirzepatide vs. semaglutide,
among PS-matched populations still on treatment at the timepoint. Negative differences indicate
greater weight loss for tirzepatide. Points represent point estimates; lines represent 95% confidence
interval.
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Table 2: Gastrointestinal Adverse Event Rates Per 1000 person-years

Adverse Event Tirzepatide Semaglutide Harzard Ratio (CI)
Bowel Obstruction 6.52 3.95 1.65 (0.86-3.16)

Cholecystitis 6.79 5.00 1.33 (0.73-2.42)
Cholelithiasis 13.41 15.39 0.88 (0.6-1.28)

Gastroenteritis 21.09 19.14 1.12 (0.81-1.55)
Gastroparesis 4.06 4.73 0.86 (0.43-1.7)

Pancreatitis 3.79 3.41 1.08 (0.51-2.29)
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