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Abstract

Anticoagulation therapy is recommended for patients with non-valvular atrial fibrillation (NVAF) and an increased
risk of stroke. Although apixaban showed superiority over warfarin in the Apixaban for Reduction in Stroke and
Other Thromboembolic Events in Atrial Fibrillation (ARISTOTLE) study, little is known about their effects in
overweight and obese patients, with concerns that obesity might undermine apixaban’s effects due to the fixed
dosing across body mass index (BMI) groups. We emulated a target trial similar to the ARISTOTLE study using
Clinical Practice Research Datalink (CPRD) linked data to estimate the 36-month risk ratios (RR) and risk
differences of the effects of apixaban compared to warfarin in NVAF patients in a composite of stroke/systemic
embolism (SE), major bleeding and all-cause mortality. In 55,826 patients, apixaban did not differ across groups of
BMI in stroke/SE with RR (95% CI) of 1.15 (0.81, 1.62) in normal weight, 1.06 (0.70, 1.61) in overweight and 1.23
(0.69, 2.17) in obese patients. In major bleeding, apixaban was not superior to warfarin in the normal weight group
(RR (95% CI) 1.10 (0.76, 1.60) but superior in overweight (RR (95% CI) 0.73 (0.57, 0.93) and obese (RR (95 % CI)
0.67 (0.52, 0.87) groups. In NVAF, the effectiveness and safety of apixaban compared to warfarin were consistent
across BMI groups.
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Introduction

Atrial fibrillation (AF) is a disease of irregular heart rhythm and the most common form of arrhythmia. It affects
more than 46 million people around the world increasing the risk of stroke and mortality1–4 . Patients at increased
risk of stroke are recommended to start anticoagulation therapy. Warfarin, a vitamin K antagonist (VKA), was the
anticoagulant of choice for a long period before a direct oral anticoagulant (DOAC), apixaban, proved to be superior
in reducing the risk of a composite of stroke and systemic embolism and the risk of bleeding in the Apixaban for
Reduction in Stroke and Other Thromboembolic Events in Atrial Fibrillation (ARISTOTLE) trial in 20115–7 .

Randomised controlled trials (RCTs) are usually conducted at a high cost limiting their representation of important
subpopulations8 . Analysis of electronic health records (EHRs) addresses this issue but comes at the expense of
estimating treatments’ effects in the absence of randomisation rendering any observed associations prone to
confounding9 . Statistical techniques (e.g., standardisation or outcome-regression) can only account for known and
collected variables while those unmeasured can still cause biased causal treatment estimates10 .

One way to improve the validity of inferences from observational data is to benchmark or validate an observational
study against an existing RCT. That is, to design an observational study that mirrors the reference RCT in terms of
design and statistical analysis and then compare the results from the two studies11,12 . If results are comparable, one
can have more trust in this data source to explore treatment effects in under-represented populations. Powell et
al.(2021,2022) replicated the ARISTOTLE trial using a trial-analogous cohort from the Clinical Practice Research
Datalink (CPRD) linked to Hospital Episodes Statistics (HES) and Office for National Statistics (ONS) databases
in the United Kingdom13,14 .

Obesity can play an important role in the treatment response of the two anticoagulants. Warfarin is a highly
lipophilic drug with only a small fraction of the total dose unbounded (the active part of the drug) from plasma
protein. This is affected by changes triggered by obesity15–17 . For apixaban, a lower dose is used in underweight
patients but there is no dose modification for obese patients possibly leading to sub-optimal dosing. Recent
literature identified a gap in the evidence for optimal dosing of patients with increasing body weight which results in
altered haemostasis and increased thrombosis18,19 .

We emulated a target trial similar to ARISTOTLE to investigate whether obesity is an effect modifier of the
effectiveness and safety of apixaban compared to warfarin in NVAF patients.

Methods

Study design

We carried out a cohort analysis emulating a target trial highly similar to the ARISTOTLE study. We had two
primary clinical questions: What is the effect of apixaban (5mg/2.5mg twice daily) compared to warfarin (targeting
an INR of (2.0-3.0)) in NVAF patients across each BMI group on the 3-year risk of 1) a composite of
ischaemic/haemorrhagic stroke or systemic embolism regardless of treatment discontinuation or switching. 2)
bleeding had no patient discontinued or switched treatment.

Our estimands targeted 1) treatment effects of apixaban to warfarin in NVAF patients regardless of treatment
discontinuation or switching for each effectiveness outcome (Table S1, Estimands 1,3-7). 2) An estimand that
differed in handling intercurrent events of treatment switching and discontinuation by using a hypothetical strategy
through censoring for the safety outcome (Table S1, Estimands 2). We considered death as a mediator for other
outcomes as our interest was the total effect of treatments20 .Figure 1 shows timelines of data collection21 .

The reference RCT: ARISTOTLE study5

Study design ARISTOTLE was a randomised, double-blind, double-dummy, active-controlled study that
compared apixaban (5mg/2.5mg) to warfarin (targeting INR of 2.0 to 3.0) in AF patients from 19/12/2006 to
30/01/2011.
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Patients were Ø 18 years, had permanent or persistent AF or atrial flutter, had at least one additional risk factor for
stroke. Inclusion and exclusion criteria are detailed in Table S2.

The primary objective was to establish the non-inferiority of apixaban to warfarin in terms of the primary outcome
of a composite of ischaemic/haemorrhagic stroke or systemic embolism.

Study results In 18,201 patients, the hazard ratio (HR) (apixaban/warfarin) for the primary composite outcome
was 0.79 (95% CI: 0.66, 0.95; p: <0.001 for non-inferiority; p: 0.01 for superiority). The HR for major bleeding was
0.69 (95% CI: 0.60, 0.80; p: <0.001) and for death from any cause 0.89 (95% CI: 0.80, 0.998; p: 0.047).

The target trial protocol

Our target trial design consisted of two steps: 1) defining a protocol and an analysis plan of the target trial that
would have been conducted if feasible; 2) emulating the target trial using observational analysis of CPRD-Aurum
linked data apart from aspects that are limited by the nature of the data22,23 .Table S2 shows the protocol of the
target trial. This would be a pragmatic, open-label, randomized controlled trial closely mirroring the design and
analysis of the ARISTOTLE study while considering the settings of the current study.

The main deviations in our target trial: 1) An open-label trial design since it is not feasible to emulate a
double-blind trial in routine care23 ; 2) Study duration was from 01/01/2013 to 31/07/2019; 3) It included incident
users of treatments; 4) Randomization was stratified by BMI to have a more efficient stratified analysis; 5) It did
not assess some of the secondary outcomes. A detailed comparison can be found in Table S2.

Observational cohort analysis

We emulated the target trial using Clinical Practice Research Datalink Aurum (CPRD-Aurum) linked data with
deviations such as the lack of informed consent and timeline of assessing baseline variables.Table S2 highlights the
differences between the target trial and the observational analysis.

Data sources

The CPRD-Aurum contains anonymized primary care EHRs universally accessed across the United Kingdom (UK).
It currently covers around ~20% of the total population, with about 38.4 million patients available for linkage24 .
The CPRD data is representative of the UK population in terms of age, sex, ethnicity, and BMI25,26 with only 5.4%
of individuals registered with a general practice opting-out of data sharing27 .

The database contains information on demographic characteristics, diagnoses and symptoms, drug prescriptions,
vaccination history, laboratory tests, referrals to hospital and specialist care, and lifestyle factors (e.g., alcohol
consumption).28 .

The database was linked to the index of multiple deprivation, a measure of socioeconomic status in the UK29 .

The database is also linked to Hospital Episodes Statistics-Admitted Patient Care (HES-APC) and mortality data
from the Office for National Statistics (ONS)30,31 .

Setting and participants

We included adult (Ø 18 years old) patients registered for Ø 6 months in CPRD-Aurum participating general
practices (to ensure they are incident users) with available linkage to HES-APC and ONS. The study was restricted
to patients residing in England because of the availability of linkage to HES-APC32 . The study period started on
01/01/2013 (after apixaban gained regulatory approvals) to 31/07/2019. Participants were followed from the date of
their first prescription of study treatments to the earliest of first occurrence of study outcomes or censoring events.

Detailed eligibility criteria can be found in Table S2. Participants with a first prescription of apixaban or warfarin
during the study period had to have documented NVAF diagnosis and scoring Ø 2 in CHA2DS2-VASc. Patients
were excluded if they had a history of clinically significant mitral stenosis, increased bleeding risk that
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contraindicates oral anticoagulation, other conditions requiring chronic anticoagulation, active infective endocarditis,
use of aspirin >165 mg/day or simultaneous treatment of both aspirin (any dose) and clopidogrel or ticlopidine,
stroke within seven days before the index date.

Variables

Details of data sources, codes and levels of study variables can be found in Table S3.

Treatment Strategies

We compared two treatment strategies 1) apixaban (2.5 mg/5 mg); 2) warfarin targeting an INR level of 2.0 to 3.0.
We used the CPRD-Aurum to classify participants to a treatment strategy based on their earliest treatment
prescription.

Outcomes

The primary outcomes in the study were risk of 1) composite outcome of stroke or SE and 2) major bleeding
(defined as haemorrhagic stroke, gastrointestinal, retinal, respiratory and other unspecified sites haemorrhages).

Secondary outcomes were risk of the individual components of stroke/SE and death from any cause.

Study outcomes were identified using HES-APC and ONS based on the International Statistical Classification of
Diseases and Related Health Problems version 10 (ICD-10) clinical codes.

Linkage to HES-APC reduces the chance of under-ascertainment of study outcomes because they are usually
managed at secondary care points33,34 .

Covariates

We used directed acyclic graphs (DAGs)35 to depict our assumptions about the underlying confounding (Figures S1,
S2, S3). We assumed that patients were randomly assigned to a strategy conditioning on their baseline covariates
and the DAGs were used for confounder selection in our statistical models.

For all outcomes, we accounted for age, gender, ethnicity, individual-level and practice-level indices of multiple
deprivation (IMD2015), alcohol, cancer, smoking, renal function, liver disease, persistent uncontrolled hypertension
(based on two readings in the prior year), low platelet count (Æ 100,000/mm3), hemoglobin level <9 g/dL,
concomitant use of low-dose aspirin or clopidogrel, and index year (to account for changes in clinical care over the
years).36–56

For effectiveness outcomes, we additionally included the remaining CHA2DS2-VASc score components and
concomitant use of medications (statins, beta-blockers, amiodarone, angiotensin-converting enzyme (ACE) inhibitors
or angiotensin receptor blockers (ARBs)).47,57,58,58–62

For mortality we added the components of the Charlson comorbidity index. These were chronic obstructive
pulmonary disease, connective tissue disease, peptic ulcer disease, hemiplegia, solid and blood tumors.63–65

For bleeding, we included components of the ORBIT Bleeding Risk Score for Atrial Fibrillation and HAS-BLED
Score for Major Bleeding Risk. These factors included any history of GI bleeding, intracranial bleeding, or
haemorrhagic stroke, hypertension66,67 . These were dealt with at the design stage through restriction.

We considered BMI as an effect modifier and was included in the causal graphs68 . Although obesity can impact
treatment response, it is unlikely to affect treatment prescription through paths other than one of the
CHA2DS2-VASc components, which was blocked (Figures S1, S2, S3). BMI was recorded using the latest
observation before study entry based on height and weight or direct BMI records and categorised as either healthy
weight (Æ 24.9 kg/m2), overweight (25-29.9 kg/m2) or obese: (Ø 30kg/m2).
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Statistical methods

We used a complete case analysis as our analysis population. We used stabilized inverse probability treatment
weighting (IPTW) to achieve exchangeability between study arms based on baseline confounders. The weights were
estimated using logistic regression models with treatment assignment as the outcome and confounders as predictors.
We then calculated the predicted probability of treatment for each person and assigned it as the denominator of the
IPT weights. The numerator for IPT weights targeting effect modification was estimated from the predicted
probability using a logistic regression model with treatment assignment as the outcome and BMI groups as the only
predictor. We also accounted for bias arising from censoring due to loss to follow-up using inverse probability
censoring weighting. We obtained the weights using a pooled over time logistic regression model to estimate the
time-varying probability of censoring with treatment and the same covariates in the IPT model. To get the final
weights, we multiplied the weights from the inverse probability treatment model to those from the censoring
model (Section F). We then used the weights in an IPW estimator based on weighted estimates of the observed
cause-specific hazards of the outcome and death as a competing event (coincides with a weighted Aalen-Johansen
estimator for competing risks) stroke/SE and bleeding outcomes and a complement of a weighted product-limit
(Kaplan–Meier) estimator for death to estimate the effects of treatments on the 3-year cumulative incidence of
outcome (36 months) with time since first prescription as the time scale and the risk of outcome estimated each
month in the study20 . We reported BMI-stratum-specific risk differences per 100 people, risk ratios and ratios of
risk ratios. We derived 95% confidence intervals (CI) using the 2.5 and 97.5 percentiles of a non-parametric
bootstrap distribution using 500 samples. We assessed both additive and multiplicative effect modification using the
warfarin’s normal weight group as the reference arm but did not test for interaction69,70 . Participants were censored
in case of leaving the practice, opting-out from data sharing, or at the end of the study period.

We conducted one additional analysis using a hypothetical estimand for the primary effectiveness outcome given the
potential importance for clinicians (Table S1, Estimands 8). We also conducted four sensitivity analyses: 1) Using
99% truncated IP weights; 2) Restricting the analysis to patients with available BMI measurements in the 3 years
prior to study entry 3) Estimating the direct effect using an IPW estimator that corresponds to the complement of a
weighted product-limit (Kaplan–Meier) estimator by censoring for death 4) Using IP weighted Cox proportional
hazard model.

Results

Participants

55,826 (28.8%) out of 194,210 participants with a diagnosis of NVAF and first prescription of apixaban or warfarin
between January 1, 2013, to July 31, 2019, were eligible for the study. There were 30,420 apixaban users
contributing 43,472 person-years of follow-up and 25,406 warfarin users contributing 57,752 person-years of
follow-up. Figure 2 shows the flow of participants selection in the study.

Table 1 shows the baseline characteristics of the study population by exposure. In general, the characteristics were
well-balanced between the two treatment arms. There were, however, noted differences in terms of some prognostic
factors. Apixaban was given more frequently to patients with a history of stroke, transient ischemic attack, or
systemic embolism (27% compared to 21%) but less frequently in other vascular diseases compared to warfarin.
Standardised mean differences in baseline characteristics were highly balanced after IPT weighting Table S4. A
summary of IP weights can be found in Section F.

Comparative effectiveness

Primary outcomes:

Stroke/systemic embolism

For the primary composite endpoint, the risk ratio (95% CI) of apixaban to warfarin was 1.15 (0.81, 1.62) in the
normal weight group, 1.06 (0.70, 1.61) in the overweight group and 1.23 (0.69, 2.17) in the obese group. The
estimated risk difference per 100 people (95% CI) was 0.6 (-0.7,1.9) in the normal weight group, 0.2 (-1.6, 2.0) in the
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overweight group and 0.7 (-1.7, 3.2) in the obese group. Figures (3, 4) show the 3-year BMI stratum-specific risks,
risk differences per 100 people, and risk ratios and the associated cumulative incidences stratified by BMI. The
stroke (any type), ischemic stroke, and SE outcomes were consistent in showing no difference between apixaban and
warfarin. In haemorrhagic stroke, apixaban was better than warfarin in overweight patients but failed to show
superiority in normal weight and obese patients. All of the individual components were consistent with the
composite endpoint in terms of effect modification Section G.

For death from any cause, the risk ratio (95% CI) of apixaban to warfarin was 1.14 (0.82, 1.60) in the normal weight
group, 0.87 (0.61, 1.24) in the overweight group and 1.05 (0.74, 1.50) in the obese group. The estimated risk
difference per 100 people (95% CI) was 3.2 (-4.6, 11.0) in the normal weight group, -2.1 (-8.2, 3.9) in the overweight
group and 0.8 (-5.1, 6.6) in the obese group Figures (5, 6).

Major bleeding

The risk ratio (95% CI) of apixaban to warfarin was 1.10 (0.76, 1.60) in the normal weight group, 0.73 (0.57, 0.93)
in the overweight group and 0.67 (0.52, 0.87) in the obese group. The estimated risk difference per 100 people (95%
CI) was 0.9 (-2.4, 4.2) in the normal weight group, -2.3 (-4.1, -0.5) in the overweight group and -3.2 (-5.7, -0.8) in
the obese group Figures (7, 8).

Supplementary and sensitivity analyses

The hypothetical estimand for primary effectiveness outcome is reported in Figure S9. Sensitivity analyses were
overall consistent with the main results (Figures S10, S11, S12, S13, S14, S15 and Section H.4 ).

Discussion

In this large cohort study using observational data from the CPRD-Aurum linked to HES APC and ONS to emulate
a target trial, we did not find evidence of effect modification by obesity, using BMI as a proxy, on the effectiveness
and safety of apixaban compared to warfarin in non-valvular atrial fibrillation patients.

In the analysis, apixaban was not superior to warfarin in reducing the risk of stroke/SE or all-cause mortality in the
overall and across any BMI category. For major bleeding, apixaban showed superiority over warfarin overall and in
overweight and obese patients but not in patients with normal weight. Apixaban was also not superior in reducing
stroke (any type) or ischemic stroke. For haemorrhagic stroke, apixaban was not superior over warfarin except for
obese patients but the study was not powered to answer this question. Events of SE were scarce, resulting in very
wide 95% CIs and hindering any meaningful interpretations of the results. The results were robust in sensitivity
analyses as none meaningfully deviated from the main analysis.

The similar comparative treatment response across BMI groups in the study was contrary to previous suggestions in
the literature that obesity plays a major role in treatment effects of anticoagulants18,19 .

Interpretation

Our BMI-stratified analysis was different to the reported results from the ARISTOTLE trial, which investigated the
effects in the overall groups rather than within BMI groups5 . In ARISTOTLE, apixaban was found to be superior
to warfarin in both composite of stroke/SE (HR 0.79; 95% CI: 0.66, 0.95) and major bleeding (HR 0.69; 95% CI:
0.60, 0.80). However, our findings were consistent with the subgroup analysis of EU randomised patients of
ARISTOTLE showing an HR of 0.92 (95% CI: 0.56,1.52) for stroke/SE71 . Our findings were consistent with the
results of the recent study by Deitelzweig et al.(2022) in the United States, which investigated the effects across
BMI groups and showed similar conclusions to our study72 . Another US-based study by Deitelzweig et al.(2020)
investigated the effects in the obese population only and had similar results to the obese group in our study73 .

In our study, and similarly, in both US-based cohort studies, the main difference from ARISTOTLE was the lack of
superiority for the primary effectiveness outcome (stroke/SE) which could have arisen due to multiple reasons. First,
we cannot rule out the possibility of unmeasured confounding. Despite accounting for several confounders in the
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analysis, there could be psychological and personal factors affecting the choice of prescribed treatment and the risk
of the outcome. As the results of ARISTOTLE were published before our study start date and clinical trials usually
change the clinical practice, it is possible that treatment choice relied on non-measurable behaviors (e.g., more
willingness to comply with INR monitoring despite the availability of other effective treatments).

Second, this could be due to better warfarin control since the median percentage of time in therapeutic range (TTR)
(INR 2-3) was 66% for the trial population compared to 76% in the CPRD cohort74.

Third, this could be due to deviations from ARISTOTLE protocol, such as lack of blinding or differences in warfarin
monitoring. In ARISTOTLE, nonetheless, apixaban was not superior to warfarin in ischemic stroke which
comprised a higher proportion of stroke events, in each BMI group, compared to ARISTOTLE. This could have
driven the composite endpoint towards the null.

In terms of major bleeding, our study agreed with previous findings for overweight and obese groups but not for
normal weight group. Apixaban appeared to be superior to warfarin in major bleeding events, with the effect being
consistent across BMI groups. The rate of major bleeding was similar to that reported in ARISTOTLE.

Our study also employed a slightly different causal contrast compared to the other studies. This study was mainly
concerned with the effect of prescribing either apixaban or warfarin on the rates of Stroke/SE or bleeding regardless
of treatment switching except for safety.

Strengths and limitations

We used a validated and representative routinely collected primary care data with linkage to secondary care, which
improved the completeness of ascertaining study outcomes. We designed the study to emulate a target trial and
restricted the enrollment to incident users to minimize bias. Our study also collected and accounted for multiple
confounding factors, including demographic, prognostic, social, lifestyle, and socioeconomic factors, including both
individual level and practice level deprivation indices. We included a study population similar to those trial-eligible
allowing a better comparison with the reference RCT.

Moreover, another strength was the ability to look at BMI groups with acceptable precision. The large sample size
(> 50,000 participants) could be looked at from two perspectives. Although this is not largely distinguished in the
literature, this study focused on effect modification rather than interaction70 . That is, what is the average treatment
effect within BMI strata rather than, for example, what is the joint effect of anticoagulation and weight loss (i.e.,
interaction effect). If one would consider the first case, the study was well-powered. However, to detect an
interaction effect, a much larger sample size is needed, which would, probably, render our study underpowered75 .

However, our study had some limitations. We had a large proportion of patients being censored with incomplete
follow-up. This resulted in more warfarin patients having a complete follow-up compared to those on apixaban
leading to differential follow-up, which can be a source of selection bias in the study22 . A more comparable approach
would have been to split the study into two periods: a recruitment period followed by a follow-up period to allow
time for follow-up of the last recruited patient, as in RCTs. This was not feasible in our study since apixaban
prescription increased dramatically during the last three years of the study6 .

Furthermore, we reported both treatment policy and hypothetical estimands but did not measure treatment
compliance, which can affect study estimates76 . Lower compliance can attenuate differences between treatments or,
in extreme cases, favor one treatment over another. It is more sensible to assume that compliance would be mainly
affected in the warfarin arm due to the need of continuous monitoring, which, if true, would make warfarin effects
underestimated. The effects in this study can be considered the effect of prescribing apixaban or warfarin at
baseline rather than the effect of treatment22,76 .

The effect modifier, BMI, can be subjected to measurement error with the categorization of BMI introducing further
misclassification77 . Although we have repeated the analysis restricting BMI observations to Æ 3 years without a
meaningful difference, BMI is expected to be a time-varying effect modifier that can change with time. Especially if
this coincides with a diagnosis of NVAF, for which increased body weight is a major risk factor to sustain78 . We
excluded patients with missing data when estimating the inverse probability weights. This might impacted our
study estimates despite the data were likely missing at random given the routine clinical care setting.
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Conclusion

We believe that the results provide evidence of comparative treatment effects between apixaban and warfarin in the
investigated BMI groups. Furthermore, our results were similar to the other studies investigating either the overall
or BMI-stratum-specific effects of treatments. This provides robust data for evidence-based decisions for both
patients and health practitioners regarding treatment choice. This could be more valuable also in times of
pandemics where many patients might not be able to maintain the continuous monitoring for warfarin due to their
frailty as NVAF patients or where many under-resourced healthcare systems might not have the capability for it.

In conclusion, after emulating the target trial, BMI, as a proxy for obesity, was not an effect modifier of the
effectiveness and safety of apixaban compared to warfarin. The effects of the two treatments in the study were
similar in obese and overweight patients to normal weight patients across all study outcomes. This provides
reassurance about the use of apixaban in these patient populations. However, future research is needed to
investigate the generalisability of the results, compare the different available direct oral anticoagulants (DOACs),
and assess the effect in extremely obese patients.
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Tables

Table 1. Baseline characteristics of eligible study participants using CPRD linked data by treatment group

Characteristics Apixaban Warfarin Overall

Number of patients (N) 30420 25406 55826

Demographics

Age at entry

(years)-median [IQR]

78.00 [71.00, 84.00] 77.00 [71.00, 83.00] 78.00 [71.00, 84.00]

Age groups at entry (years)- N (%)

18-49 142 (0.5) 134 (0.5) 276 (0.5)

50-59 831 (2.7) 730 (2.9) 1561 (2.8)

60-69 3905 (12.8) 3659 (14.4) 7564 (13.5)

70-74 5804 (19.1) 5168 (20.3) 10972 (19.7)

Ø 75 19738 (64.9) 15715 (61.9) 35453 (63.5)

Female- N (%) 14436 (47.5) 11463 (45.1) 25899 (46.4)

Weight (kg)- median [IQR] 78.50 [66.86, 92.00] 80.40 [69.00, 94.00] 79.50 [68.00, 92.60]

BMI (kg/m2)- median

[IQR]

27.73 [24.50, 31.80] 28.20 [24.97, 32.24] 28.00 [24.70, 32.00]

BMI groups kg/m2 - N (%)

Underweight <18.5 478 (1.6) 257 (1.0) 735 (1.3)

Normal weight 18.5-24.9 7815 (25.7) 5886 (23.2) 13701 (24.5)

Overweight 25-29.9 10902 (35.8) 9098 (35.8) 20000 (35.8)

Obesity class I 30-34.9 6349 (20.9) 5610 (22.1) 11959 (21.4)

Obesity class II 35-39.9 2532 (8.3) 2322 (9.1) 4854 (8.7)

Obesity class III Ø 40 1402 (4.6) 1364 (5.4) 2766 (5.0)

Missing 942 (3.1) 869 (3.4) 1811 (3.2)

Individual-level IMD(2015) - N (%)

1st quintile (Least

deprived)

7712 (25.4) 6142 (24.2) 13854 (24.8)

2nd quintile 7077 (23.3) 5900 (23.2) 12977 (23.2)

3rd quintile 5901 (19.4) 5157 (20.3) 11058 (19.8)
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(continued)

Characteristics Apixaban Warfarin Overall

4th quintile 5046 (16.6) 4485 (17.7) 9531 (17.1)

5th quintile (Most

deprived)

4652 (15.3) 3694 (14.5) 8346 (15.0)

Missing 32 (0.1) 28 (0.1) 60 (0.1)

Practice-level IMD(2015) - N (%)

1st quintile (Least

deprived)

5953 (19.6) 4755 (18.7) 10708 (19.2)

2nd quintile 6309 (20.7) 5102 (20.1) 11411 (20.4)

3rd quintile 5841 (19.2) 5357 (21.1) 11198 (20.1)

4th quintile 6482 (21.3) 5319 (20.9) 11801 (21.1)

5th quintile (Most

deprived)

5835 (19.2) 4873 (19.2) 10708 (19.2)

Ethnicity- N(%)

Black 289 (1.0) 299 (1.2) 588 (1.1)

East Asian 41 (0.1) 33 (0.1) 74 (0.1)

Mixed 68 (0.2) 57 (0.2) 125 (0.2)

Other 81 (0.3) 61 (0.2) 142 (0.3)

South Asian 553 (1.8) 472 (1.9) 1025 (1.8)

White 28994 (95.3) 24267 (95.5) 53261 (95.4)

Missing 394 (1.3) 217 (0.9) 611 (1.1)

Lifestyle factors- N (%)

Smoking status

Non-smoker 11451 (37.6) 8877 (34.9) 20328 (36.4)

Former smoker 16651 (54.7) 14720 (57.9) 31371 (56.2)

Current smoker 2214 (7.3) 1789 (7.0) 4003 (7.2)

Missing 104 (0.3) 20 (0.1) 124 (0.2)

Alcohol consumption

Non-drinker 10994 (36.1) 8700 (34.2) 19694 (35.3)

Light drinker 13423 (44.1) 11832 (46.6) 25255 (45.2)
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(continued)

Characteristics Apixaban Warfarin Overall

Moderate 3690 (12.1) 2975 (11.7) 6665 (11.9)

Heavy 633 (2.1) 414 (1.6) 1047 (1.9)

Missing 1680 (5.5) 1485 (5.8) 3165 (5.7)

Disease charactirsitcis-

N (%)

CHA2DS2-VASc components

Congestive heart failure

(or left ventricular systolic

dysfunction)

7134 (23.5) 5686 (22.4) 12820 (23.0)

Treated hypertension 22910 (75.3) 19344 (76.1) 42254 (75.7)

Systolic blood pressure

(mm Hg)- median [IQR]

132.00 [121.00,

142.00]

132.00 [121.00,

140.00]

132.00 [121.00,

141.00]

Diabetes mellitus 8385 (27.6) 6927 (27.3) 15312 (27.4)

Stroke, TIA, or SE 8171 (26.9) 5434 (21.4) 13605 (24.4)

History of vascular

diseases

Peripheral artery disease 1933 (6.4) 1703 (6.7) 3636 (6.5)

Aortic Plaque 6174 (20.3) 5404 (21.3) 11578 (20.7)

Myocardial infarction 3787 (12.4) 3247 (12.8) 7034 (12.6)

CHA2DS2-VASc score

2 6734 (22.1) 6049 ( 23.8) 12783 (22.9)

3 9094 (29.9) 8249 ( 32.5) 17343 (31.1)

4 6194 (20.4) 5285 ( 20.8) 11479 (20.6)

5 4700 (15.5) 3394 ( 13.4) 8094 (14.5)

6 2451 ( 8.1) 1638 ( 6.4) 4089 ( 7.3)

7 974 ( 3.2) 624 ( 2.5) 1598 ( 2.9)

8 273 ( 0.9) 167 ( 0.7) 440 ( 0.8)

Non-major bleeding 8401 (27.6) 6310 (24.8) 14711 (26.4)

Fall in previous year 859 (2.8) 313 (1.2) 1172 (2.1)
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(continued)

Characteristics Apixaban Warfarin Overall

Comorbidities- N (%)

Renal function

Normal 8466 (27.8) 8570 (33.7) 17036 (30.5)

Mild impairment 12858 (42.3) 10450 (41.1) 23308 (41.8)

Moderate impairment 6772 (22.3) 4789 (18.8) 11561 (20.7)

Severe impairment 1519 (5.0) 1312 (5.2) 2831 (5.1)

Missing 805 (2.6) 285 (1.1) 1090 (2.0)

Charlson comorbidity index components

COPD 4033 (13.3) 3094 (12.2) 7127 (12.8)

Connective tissue disease 2094 (6.9) 1600 (6.3) 3694 (6.6)

Peptic ulcer disease 1574 (5.2) 1351 (5.3) 2925 (5.2)

Liver disease 255 (0.8) 171 (0.7) 426 (0.8)

Hemiplegia 99 (0.3) 46 (0.2) 145 (0.3)

Non-hematological cancer 4719 (15.5) 3734 (14.7) 8453 (15.1)

Hematological cancer 652 (2.1) 534 (2.1) 1186 (2.1)

Concomitant medications at index date - N (%)

ACE inhibitors or ARBs 14997 (49.3) 13774 (54.2) 28771 (51.5)

Amiodarone 533 (1.8) 527 (2.1) 1060 (1.9)

Antacids 760 (2.5) 635 (2.5) 1395 (2.5)

Aspirin 2414 (7.9) 3524 (13.9) 5938 (10.6)

Beta-blockers 18978 (62.4) 15355 (60.4) 34333 (61.5)

Calcium channel blockers 9421 (31.0) 8409 (33.1) 17830 (31.9)

Clopidogrel 1067 (3.5) 1187 (4.7) 2254 (4.0)

Digoxin 2850 (9.4) 2620 (10.3) 5470 (9.8)

NSAIDs 2278 (7.5) 1603 (6.3) 3881 (7.0)

Statins 16985 (55.8) 14226 (56.0) 31211 (55.9)

Apixaban dose- N (%)

2.5 mg 9261 (30.4) NA 9261 (16.6)

5 mg 21130 (69.5) NA 21130 (37.8)
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(continued)

Characteristics Apixaban Warfarin Overall

Both 29 (0.1) NA 29 (0.1)

ACE inhibitors or ARBs: Angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors and angiotensin II receptor

blockers; BMI: Body mass Index; CHA2DS2-VASc score: calculated as 1 for each component

expect for age Ø 75 and history of stroke counted as 2; COPD: Chronic obstructive pulmonary

disease;IMD(2015): Index of Multiple Deprivation 2015; IQR: Interquartile range; NSAIDs:

Non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs; SE: Systemic embolism; TIA: Transient ischemic attack
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Figures

Figure 1. Study scheme and timelines showing windows and time-periods for collecting study variables
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Figure 2. Flowchart of eligibility of patients diagnosed with non-valvular atrial fibrillation and had a first
prescription of an anticoagulant during study period
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Figure 3. Inverse probability weighted estimates of the 3-year BMI stratum-specific risks, risk differences per 100
people, and risk ratios of the comparative effectiveness for the total effect of apixaban versus warfarin in

stroke/systemic embolism using a complete-case analysis (Estimand 1)

Figure 4. Inverse probability weighted cumulative incidence of the 3-year risk of the total effect of apixaban versus
warfarin in stroke/systemic embolism stratified by BMI using a complete-case analysis (Estimand 1)
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Figure 5. Inverse probability weighted estimates of 3-year BMI stratum-specific risks, risk differences per 100
people, and risk ratios of the comparative effectiveness for the total effect of apixaban versus warfarin in all-cause

mortality using a complete-case analysis (Estimand 7)

Figure 6. Inverse probability weighted cumulative incidence of the 3-year risk of the total effect of apixaban versus
warfarin in all-cause mortality stratified by BMI using a complete-case analysis (Estimand 7)
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Figure 7. Inverse probability weighted estimates of 3-year BMI stratum-specific risks, risk differences per 100
people, and risk ratios of the comparative safety for the total effect of apixaban versus warfarin in major bleeding

using a complete-case analysis (Estimand 2)

Figure 8. Inverse probability weighted cumulative incidence of the 3-year risk of the total effect of apixaban versus
warfarin in major bleeding stratified by BMI using a complete-case analysis (Estimand 2)
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