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Abstract‌ ‌ 
Background‌ ‌ 
Non-melanoma‌ ‌skin‌ ‌cancer‌ ‌(NMSC)‌ ‌is‌ ‌the‌ ‌most‌ ‌prevalent‌ ‌cancer‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌United‌ ‌States,‌ ‌affecting‌ ‌5‌‌                             
million‌‌people‌‌and‌‌costing‌‌$8.1‌‌billion‌‌per‌‌year.‌‌Despite‌‌well-defined‌‌guidelines‌‌on‌‌ultraviolet‌‌radiation‌‌                           
(UVR)‌‌avoidance,‌‌it‌‌remains‌‌difficult‌‌for‌‌people‌‌to‌‌assess‌‌their‌‌individual‌‌exposure,‌‌as‌‌UVR‌‌is‌‌invisible‌‌                               
and‌ ‌the‌ ‌onset‌ ‌of‌ ‌symptoms‌ ‌due‌ ‌to‌ ‌UVR‌ ‌damage‌ ‌are‌ ‌delayed.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Methods‌ ‌ 
In‌ ‌a‌ ‌prospective,‌ ‌randomized-controlled‌ ‌trial,‌ ‌97‌ ‌patients‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌history‌ ‌of‌ ‌actinic‌ ‌keratoses‌ ‌were‌‌                           
enrolled‌ ‌from‌ ‌March‌ ‌2018‌ ‌to‌ ‌July‌ ‌2018‌ ‌and‌ ‌followed‌ ‌over‌ ‌6‌ ‌months.‌ ‌50‌ ‌patients‌ ‌were‌ ‌given‌ ‌a‌‌                                 
wearable‌ ‌device‌ ‌that‌ ‌measured‌ ‌UV‌ ‌exposure‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌ ‌smartphone‌ ‌application‌ ‌that‌ ‌provided‌ ‌both‌‌                         
real-time‌‌and‌‌cumulative‌‌UV‌‌exposure‌‌information,‌‌and‌‌47‌‌patients‌‌were‌‌provided‌‌with‌ ‌UV‌‌protection‌‌                           
counseling‌ ‌by‌ ‌a‌ ‌dermatologist.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Results‌ ‌ 
We‌‌observed‌‌a‌‌significant‌‌decrease‌‌in‌‌the‌‌incidence‌‌rate‌‌of‌‌NMSC‌‌in‌‌the‌‌intervention‌‌group‌‌compared‌‌                               
to‌ ‌the‌ ‌control‌ ‌group‌ ‌over‌ ‌3‌ ‌months‌ ‌(p‌ ‌=‌ ‌0.02).‌ ‌We‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌observe‌ ‌a‌ ‌significant‌ ‌decrease‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌‌                                     
incidence‌‌rate‌‌of‌‌actinic‌‌keratoses‌‌(AK)‌‌in‌‌the‌‌intervention‌‌group‌‌compared‌‌to‌‌the‌‌control‌‌group.‌‌The‌‌                               
observed‌ ‌clinical‌ ‌benefit‌ ‌was‌ ‌not‌ ‌accompanied‌ ‌by‌ ‌psychological‌ ‌side‌ ‌effects‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌ ‌anxiety‌ ‌and‌‌                           
depression.‌‌ ‌  
‌ 

Conclusions‌ ‌ 
This‌ ‌study‌ ‌suggests‌ ‌that‌ ‌providing‌ ‌real-time‌ ‌UV‌ ‌exposure‌ ‌data‌‌using‌‌a‌‌wearable‌‌UV‌‌dosimeter‌‌is‌‌a‌‌                               
safe‌ ‌and‌ ‌effective‌ ‌behavioral‌ ‌change‌ ‌strategy‌ ‌to‌ ‌prevent‌ ‌NMSC.‌ ‌(Funded‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌National‌ ‌Cancer‌‌                           
Institute,‌ ‌contract‌ ‌HHSN261201700005C;‌ ‌ClinicalTrials.gov‌ ‌number‌ ‌NCT03315286.)‌ ‌ 

‌ ‌   
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‌ 
Skin‌ ‌cancer‌ ‌is‌ ‌the‌ ‌most‌ ‌common‌ ‌cancer‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌United‌ ‌States‌ ‌and‌ ‌its‌ ‌incidence‌ ‌is‌ ‌still‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌rise‌‌                                     
worldwide.‌1‌ ‌Genetic,‌‌phenotypic‌‌and‌‌environmental‌‌factors,‌‌specifically‌‌ultraviolet‌‌radiation‌‌(UVR),‌‌are‌‌                     
considered‌ ‌the‌ ‌largest‌ ‌contributing‌ ‌factors‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌development‌ ‌of‌ ‌skin‌ ‌cancer.‌2‌ ‌Over‌ ‌the‌ ‌past‌ ‌three‌‌                             
decades,‌ ‌there‌ ‌has‌ ‌been‌ ‌a‌ ‌push‌ ‌towards‌ ‌protecting‌ ‌the‌ ‌skin‌ ‌from‌ ‌the‌ ‌dangers‌ ‌of‌ ‌UVR‌ ‌through‌‌                               
educational‌‌campaigns‌‌about‌‌the‌‌harmful‌‌effects‌‌of‌‌UVR,‌3‌ ‌topical‌‌application‌‌of‌‌physical‌‌and‌‌chemical‌‌                           
blockers‌ ‌in‌ ‌sunscreens,‌4‌ ‌ultraviolet‌ ‌(UV)‌ ‌protective‌ ‌clothing,‌5‌ ‌and‌ ‌vitamin‌ ‌supplementation‌ ‌such‌ ‌as‌‌                       
niacinamide.‌6‌ ‌More‌‌recent‌‌controversies‌‌on‌‌the‌‌effectiveness‌7‌ ‌and‌‌safety‌8‌ ‌of‌‌sunscreens‌‌have‌‌created‌‌                         
a‌ ‌critical‌ ‌need‌ ‌for‌ ‌safer‌ ‌strategies‌ ‌to‌ ‌help‌ ‌reduce‌ ‌the‌ ‌overall‌ ‌UVR‌ ‌exposure‌ ‌to‌ ‌our‌ ‌skin.‌ ‌UVR‌‌                                 
dosimeters‌‌provide‌‌a‌‌data-driven‌‌solution‌‌for‌‌assessing‌‌and‌‌communicating‌‌the‌‌real-time‌‌risk‌‌of‌‌UVR‌‌                           
to‌‌support‌‌immediate‌‌protective‌‌behavior.‌‌The‌‌Shade®‌‌UV‌‌sensor‌‌has‌‌the‌‌ability‌‌to‌‌accurately‌‌record‌‌                             
UVI‌‌and‌‌has‌‌reached‌‌standard‌‌benchmarks‌‌making‌‌it‌‌superior‌‌to‌‌other‌‌wearable‌‌dosimeters.‌9,10‌ ‌In‌‌this‌‌                             
prospective,‌ ‌randomized‌ ‌clinical‌ ‌trial,‌ ‌we‌ ‌assessed‌‌the‌‌clinical‌‌efficacy‌‌of‌‌the‌‌Shade‌‌UV‌‌sensor‌‌in‌‌a‌‌                               
patient‌ ‌population‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌history‌ ‌of‌ ‌actinic‌ ‌keratoses.‌‌ ‌  
‌ 

‌ 
METHODS‌ ‌ 
Trial‌ ‌oversight‌ ‌ 
This‌‌prospective,‌‌randomized,‌‌observer-blinded,‌‌controlled‌‌clinical‌‌trial‌‌enrolled‌‌patients‌‌with‌‌a‌‌history‌‌                       
of‌‌actinic‌‌keratoses‌‌at‌‌a‌‌single‌‌site‌‌in‌‌New‌‌York‌‌City,‌‌NY.‌‌The‌‌trial‌‌was‌‌conducted‌‌in‌‌accordance‌‌with‌‌                                     
the‌ ‌Institutional‌ ‌Review‌‌Board‌‌(IRB)‌‌of‌‌Weill‌‌Cornell‌‌Medicine,‌‌the‌‌National‌‌Cancer‌‌Institute‌‌(NCI)‌‌of‌‌                             
the‌ ‌National‌ ‌Institutes‌ ‌of‌ ‌Health,‌ ‌and‌ ‌applicable‌ ‌governmental‌ ‌regulations.‌ ‌The‌ ‌IRB‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌NCI‌‌                           
approved‌ ‌the‌ ‌protocol‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌consent‌ ‌forms.‌ ‌All‌ ‌participants‌ ‌provided‌ ‌written‌ ‌informed‌ ‌consent‌‌                         
before‌‌enrollment.‌‌The‌‌sponsor,‌‌YouV‌‌Labs,‌‌Inc.,‌‌and‌‌the‌‌PI‌‌of‌‌the‌‌trial‌‌(GV)‌‌were‌‌responsible‌‌for‌‌the‌‌                                   
overall‌‌trial‌‌design‌‌(with‌‌input‌‌from‌‌the‌‌IRB‌‌and‌‌the‌‌NCI),‌‌site‌‌selection,‌‌monitoring,‌‌and‌‌data‌‌analysis.‌‌                                 
Investigators‌ ‌were‌ ‌responsible‌‌for‌‌data‌‌collection,‌‌recruitment,‌‌and‌‌treatment.‌‌The‌‌authors‌‌vouch‌‌for‌‌                         
the‌‌accuracy‌‌and‌‌completeness‌‌of‌‌the‌‌data‌‌and‌‌for‌‌the‌‌fidelity‌‌of‌‌the‌‌trial‌‌to‌‌the‌‌protocol.‌‌The‌‌trial‌‌was‌‌                                       
registered‌ ‌on‌ ‌clinicaltrials.gov‌ ‌under‌ ‌the‌ ‌identification‌ ‌NCT03315286.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Participants,‌ ‌randomization,‌ ‌and‌ ‌data‌ ‌blinding‌ ‌ 
Eligible‌‌participants‌‌were‌‌persons‌‌18‌‌years‌‌of‌‌age‌‌or‌‌older‌‌with‌‌a‌‌history‌‌of‌‌actinic‌‌keratosis‌‌(AKs,‌‌one‌‌                                   
diagnosis‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌12‌ ‌months‌ ‌prior‌ ‌to‌‌enrollment‌‌or‌‌5‌‌AKs‌‌in‌‌the‌‌5‌‌years‌‌prior‌‌to‌‌enrollment).‌‌Patients‌‌                                     
having‌‌received‌‌UV‌‌therapy‌‌in‌‌the‌‌past‌‌6‌‌months‌‌or‌‌field‌‌therapy‌‌for‌‌the‌‌treatment‌‌of‌‌actinic‌‌keratosis‌‌                                   
in‌‌the‌‌past‌‌3‌‌months‌‌were‌‌excluded.‌‌Participants‌‌were‌‌assigned‌‌using‌‌randomly-generated‌‌blocks‌‌of‌‌                           
four,‌ ‌stratified‌ ‌by‌‌skin‌‌type,‌‌to‌‌receive‌‌a‌‌wearable‌‌UV‌‌dosimeter‌‌or‌‌standard‌‌of‌‌care‌‌UVR‌‌education.‌‌                                 
The‌ ‌randomization‌ ‌in‌ ‌blocks‌ ‌of‌ ‌4‌ ‌patients‌ ‌was‌ ‌used‌ ‌to‌ ‌balance‌ ‌seasonal‌ ‌trends‌ ‌in‌ ‌UV‌ ‌exposure.‌‌                               
Participants‌ ‌receiving‌ ‌a‌ ‌dosimeter‌ ‌were‌ ‌encouraged‌ ‌to‌ ‌wear‌ ‌it‌ ‌every‌ ‌day‌ ‌and‌ ‌received‌ ‌compliance‌‌                           
payments‌ ‌if‌ ‌they‌ ‌used‌‌it‌‌at‌‌least‌‌two‌‌days‌‌per‌‌week.‌‌At‌‌enrollment,‌‌all‌‌participants‌‌from‌‌both‌‌groups‌‌                                   
were‌ ‌advised‌ ‌to‌ ‌minimize‌ ‌their‌ ‌UV‌ ‌exposure‌ ‌using‌ ‌sunscreen‌ ‌and‌ ‌protective‌ ‌clothing.‌ ‌Participants‌‌                         
were‌‌enrolled‌‌from‌‌April‌‌to‌‌July‌‌2018‌‌and‌‌had‌‌two‌‌follow-up‌‌visits‌‌at‌‌3‌‌month‌‌intervals.‌‌The‌‌final‌‌visits‌‌                                     
ran‌ ‌from‌ ‌November‌ ‌to‌ ‌January‌ ‌2019.‌‌All‌‌participants‌‌from‌‌both‌‌groups‌‌were‌‌examined‌‌by‌‌the‌‌same‌‌                               
dermatologist‌ ‌who‌ ‌was‌ ‌blinded‌ ‌to‌ ‌their‌ ‌group‌ ‌assignment.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Wearable‌ ‌UV‌ ‌dosimeters‌ ‌ 
The‌ ‌sponsor‌ ‌provided‌ ‌the‌ ‌Shade‌ ‌UV‌ ‌dosimeters‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌ ‌companion‌ ‌smartphone‌ ‌application.‌ ‌The‌‌                         
dosimeters‌‌were‌‌designed‌‌to‌‌measure‌‌the‌‌UVI,‌‌a‌‌real-time‌‌measure‌‌of‌‌the‌‌strength‌‌of‌‌UVR‌‌relevant‌‌to‌‌                                 
skin‌‌health.‌‌The‌‌dosimeter’s‌‌range‌‌of‌‌detection‌‌is‌‌from‌‌0.01‌‌UVI‌‌to‌‌12‌‌UVI,‌‌ensuring‌‌that‌‌sensors‌‌pick‌‌                                   
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‌ 
up‌‌UV‌‌in‌‌low-UV‌‌situations‌‌and‌‌do‌‌not‌‌saturate‌‌during‌‌the‌‌summer.‌‌Its‌‌accuracy‌‌was‌‌evaluated‌‌across‌‌                                 
New‌ ‌York‌ ‌and‌ ‌Florida‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌variety‌ ‌of‌ ‌sunlight‌ ‌situations.‌10‌ ‌The‌ ‌dosimeters‌ ‌measured‌ ‌the‌ ‌UVI‌‌every‌‌                               
second‌‌and‌‌aggregated‌‌the‌‌cumulative‌‌dose‌‌every‌‌6‌‌minutes.‌‌They‌‌could‌‌function‌‌for‌‌about‌‌5‌‌days‌‌on‌‌                                 
a‌ ‌single‌ ‌charge.‌ ‌They‌ ‌were‌ ‌rechargeable‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌provided‌ ‌micro-USB‌ ‌cable‌ ‌and‌ ‌a‌ ‌wall‌ ‌charger.‌‌                             
Dosimeters‌‌vibrated‌‌when‌‌covered‌‌and‌‌had‌‌an‌‌LED‌‌to‌‌indicate‌‌charging‌‌progress.‌‌Finally,‌‌they‌‌were‌‌                             
designed‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌worn‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌chest‌ ‌using‌ ‌a‌ ‌magnetic‌ ‌attachment‌ ‌(See‌ ‌Figure‌ ‌1).‌ ‌ 
The‌‌sponsor‌‌developed‌‌an‌‌application‌‌for‌‌both‌‌Apple‌‌and‌‌Android‌‌smartphones‌‌that‌‌connected‌‌to‌‌the‌‌                             
UV‌ ‌dosimeter‌ ‌via‌ ‌Bluetooth.‌ ‌The‌ ‌applications‌ ‌were‌ ‌developed‌ ‌specifically‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌‌trial‌‌and‌‌were‌‌not‌‌                             
updated‌‌during‌‌the‌‌trial.‌‌Once‌‌paired‌‌to‌‌a‌‌Shade‌‌UV‌‌dosimeter,‌‌the‌‌smartphone‌‌application‌‌displayed‌‌                             
a‌ ‌real-time‌ ‌UV‌ ‌index,‌ ‌real-time‌ ‌cumulative‌ ‌UV‌ ‌exposure,‌ ‌as‌ ‌well‌ ‌as‌ ‌historical‌ ‌data‌ ‌of‌ ‌daily‌ ‌UV‌‌                               
exposure.‌ ‌At‌ ‌enrollment,‌ ‌participants‌ ‌receiving‌ ‌the‌‌dosimeter‌‌were‌‌trained‌‌to‌‌use‌‌the‌‌dosimeter‌‌and‌‌                           
select‌ ‌a‌ ‌daily‌ ‌UV‌ ‌dose‌ ‌threshold‌ ‌on‌ ‌the‌ ‌application.‌ ‌This‌ ‌threshold‌ ‌was‌ ‌customizable‌ ‌at‌ ‌any‌ ‌time‌                               
through‌ ‌the‌ ‌application‌ ‌and‌ ‌was‌ ‌used‌ ‌to‌ ‌send‌ ‌notifications‌ ‌to‌ ‌alert‌ ‌participants‌ ‌on‌ ‌their‌ ‌UV‌ ‌dose.‌‌                               
Participants‌‌could‌‌also‌‌input‌‌their‌‌sunscreen‌‌use‌‌into‌‌the‌‌application‌‌and‌‌the‌‌cumulative‌‌UV‌‌exposure‌‌                             
would‌ ‌stop‌ ‌increasing‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌two‌ ‌hours‌ ‌following‌ ‌sunscreen‌ ‌application.‌‌ ‌  

Figure‌ ‌1.‌‌ ‌Wearable‌ ‌UV‌ ‌dosimeter,‌ ‌its‌ ‌magnet,‌ ‌and‌ ‌its‌ ‌companion‌ ‌smartphone‌ ‌application.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Safety‌ ‌assessments‌ ‌ 
Safety‌‌assessments‌‌included‌‌monitoring‌‌of‌‌adverse‌‌events‌‌related‌‌or‌‌possibly‌‌related‌‌to‌‌the‌‌device‌‌or‌‌                             
sun‌‌exposure‌‌experienced‌‌within‌‌the‌‌study‌‌period.‌‌Adverse‌‌events‌‌were‌‌to‌‌be‌‌reported‌‌to‌‌the‌‌clinical‌‌                               
principal‌ ‌investigator,‌ ‌the‌ ‌study‌ ‌coordinator‌,‌‌ ‌the‌ ‌IRB,‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌NCI.‌ ‌ 

‌ 
Efficacy‌ ‌assessments‌ ‌ 
AK‌‌lesions‌‌and‌‌NMSC‌‌on‌‌sun-exposed‌‌skin‌‌areas‌‌(scalp,‌‌face,‌‌hands)‌‌were‌‌counted‌‌and‌‌reported‌‌by‌‌                               
a‌ ‌single,‌ ‌blinded‌ ‌dermatologist‌ ‌at‌ ‌enrollment,‌ ‌and‌ ‌at‌ ‌each‌ ‌subsequent‌ ‌visit‌ ‌(three‌ ‌months‌ ‌after‌‌                           
enrollment‌ ‌and‌ ‌six‌ ‌months‌ ‌after‌ ‌enrollment).‌ ‌Pictures‌ ‌of‌ ‌every‌ ‌lesion‌ ‌and‌ ‌their‌ ‌locations‌ ‌were‌‌                           
recorded.‌‌AKs‌‌are‌‌defined‌‌as‌‌a‌‌keratotic‌‌macule(s)‌‌or‌‌papule(s)‌‌on‌‌an‌‌erythematous‌‌base.‌‌To‌‌ensure‌‌                               
that‌‌only‌‌new‌‌AKs‌‌or‌‌NSMCs‌‌after‌‌enrollment‌‌were‌‌counted,‌‌each‌‌lesion’s‌‌location‌‌and‌‌picture‌‌were‌‌                               
compared‌‌to‌‌prior‌ ‌lesions‌‌(AK‌‌or‌‌NSMC).‌‌The‌‌primary‌‌endpoint‌‌was‌‌the‌‌efficacy‌‌of‌‌the‌‌UV‌‌dosimeter‌‌                                 

‌  ‌  ‌ 
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‌ 
in‌ ‌preventing‌ ‌the‌ ‌formation‌ ‌of‌ ‌AKs‌ ‌at‌ ‌disenrollment‌ ‌compared‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌intermediary‌ ‌visit.‌ ‌AKs‌ ‌are‌‌                             
common‌‌skin‌‌lesions‌‌induced‌‌by‌‌sun‌‌exposure.‌11,12‌ ‌Secondary‌‌clinical‌‌endpoints‌‌included‌‌the‌‌efficacy‌‌                         
of‌‌the‌‌Shade‌‌UVR‌‌sensor‌‌in‌‌preventing‌‌the‌‌formation‌‌of‌‌non‌‌melanoma‌‌skin‌‌cancers‌‌(squamous‌‌cell‌‌                               
carcinoma‌ ‌(SCC)‌ ‌and‌ ‌basal‌ ‌cell‌ ‌carcinoma‌ ‌(BCC)‌ ‌combined),‌ ‌SCC‌ ‌alone,‌ ‌BCC‌ ‌alone,‌ ‌and‌‌                         
melanoma.‌‌All‌‌lesions‌‌suspected‌‌of‌‌being‌‌cancerous‌‌were‌‌biopsied‌‌and‌‌the‌‌diagnosis‌‌was‌‌confirmed‌‌                           
by‌ ‌a‌ ‌blinded‌ ‌pathologist‌ ‌at‌ ‌Weill‌ ‌Cornell‌ ‌Medicine.‌ ‌Other‌ ‌secondary‌ ‌endpoints‌ ‌included‌ ‌scores‌ ‌on‌‌                           
surveys‌ ‌of‌ ‌anxiety,‌ ‌depression,‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌ability‌ ‌to‌ ‌participate‌ ‌in‌ ‌social‌‌activities,‌‌as‌‌measured‌‌by‌‌the‌‌                               
National‌ ‌Institute‌ ‌of‌ ‌Health’s‌ ‌Patient-Reported‌ ‌Outcomes‌ ‌Measurement‌ ‌Information‌ ‌System‌‌                 
(PROMIS).‌ ‌ 
‌ 

Data‌ ‌entry‌ ‌ 
Case‌ ‌Report‌ ‌Forms‌ ‌(CRFs)‌ ‌were‌ ‌filled‌ ‌out‌ ‌by‌ ‌participants,‌ ‌the‌ ‌study‌ ‌coordinator,‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌‌                           
dermatologist‌ ‌on‌ ‌paper.‌ ‌CRF’s‌ ‌were‌ ‌monitored‌ ‌for‌ ‌completeness,‌ ‌consistency,‌ ‌and‌ ‌agreement‌ ‌with‌‌                       
underlying‌ ‌medical‌ ‌records‌ ‌periodically‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌study.‌ ‌CRFs‌ ‌were‌ ‌scanned‌ ‌and‌ ‌data‌ ‌entered‌ ‌by‌‌                           
two‌ ‌people.‌ ‌Discrepancies‌ ‌between‌ ‌the‌ ‌two‌ ‌entries‌ ‌were‌ ‌reconciled‌ ‌manually.‌‌ ‌  
‌ 

Statistical‌ ‌analysis‌ ‌ 
Incidence‌ ‌rates‌ ‌(IR)‌ ‌of‌ ‌AK‌ ‌and‌ ‌NMSC‌ ‌within‌ ‌3-month‌ ‌intervals‌ ‌at‌ ‌the‌ ‌intermediary‌ ‌visit‌ ‌and‌‌                             
disenrollment‌‌were‌‌calculated‌‌using‌‌poisson‌‌models.‌‌The‌‌IR‌‌at‌‌the‌‌intermediary‌‌visit‌‌was‌‌considered‌‌                           
as‌‌baseline‌‌since‌‌the‌‌lesions‌‌observed‌‌at‌‌enrollment‌‌resulted‌‌from‌‌an‌‌undefined‌‌amount‌‌of‌‌exposure‌‌                             
time‌ ‌before‌ ‌enrollment.‌ ‌The‌ ‌incidence‌ ‌rate‌ ‌ratio‌ ‌(IRR)‌ ‌between‌ ‌groups‌ ‌was‌ ‌calculated‌ ‌using‌ ‌a‌‌                           
longitudinal‌‌approach‌‌comparing‌‌the‌‌differences‌‌in‌‌IRs‌‌from‌‌the‌‌intermediary‌‌visit‌‌to‌‌disenrollment‌‌in‌‌                           
each‌‌group‌‌(The‌‌IR‌‌is‌‌the‌‌slope‌‌estimated‌‌by‌‌the‌‌interaction‌‌term‌‌between‌‌time‌‌and‌‌group‌‌assignment‌‌                                 
in‌ ‌the‌ ‌poisson‌ ‌model).‌ ‌To‌ ‌control‌ ‌for‌ ‌confounding‌ ‌factors,‌ ‌we‌ ‌used‌ ‌a‌ ‌multivariate‌ ‌poisson‌ ‌model‌‌                             
including‌ ‌any‌ ‌clinico-demographic‌ ‌variables‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌significant‌ ‌or‌ ‌sub-significant‌ ‌difference‌ ‌between‌‌                     
groups‌‌at‌‌baseline‌‌(p-value<0.1).‌‌Categorical‌‌variables‌‌were‌‌tested‌‌using‌‌Chi-squared‌‌test‌‌or‌‌Fisher’s‌‌                         
exact‌ ‌test‌ ‌(when‌ ‌the‌ ‌chi-squared‌ ‌test‌ ‌requirements‌ ‌were‌ ‌not‌ ‌met)‌ ‌and‌ ‌continuous‌ ‌variables‌ ‌using‌‌                           
Welch‌ ‌t-tests‌ ‌or‌ ‌non‌ ‌parametric‌ ‌Spearman‌ ‌tests‌ ‌(when‌ ‌the‌ ‌variable‌ ‌was‌ ‌not‌ ‌normally‌ ‌distributed).‌‌                           
Normality‌ ‌was‌ ‌tested‌ ‌using‌ ‌skewness‌ ‌and‌ ‌kurtosis‌ ‌tests‌ ‌for‌ ‌normality.‌ ‌All‌ ‌p-values‌ ‌were‌ ‌computed‌‌                           
using‌ ‌two-tailed‌ ‌tests‌ ‌and‌ ‌performed‌ ‌using‌ ‌STATA®‌ ‌v13‌ ‌(STATA‌ ‌corp).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
RESULTS‌ ‌ 
Trial‌ ‌population‌ ‌ 
Between‌ ‌April‌ ‌1,‌ ‌2018,‌ ‌and‌ ‌July‌ ‌31,‌ ‌2018,‌ ‌a‌ ‌total‌‌of‌‌97‌‌patients‌‌underwent‌‌randomization.‌‌50‌‌were‌‌                                 
assigned‌‌to‌‌the‌‌device‌‌group‌‌and‌‌received‌‌a‌‌Shade‌‌UV‌‌sensor‌‌and‌‌UV‌‌protection‌‌counseling,‌‌and‌‌47‌‌                                 
were‌‌assigned‌‌to‌‌the‌‌control‌‌group‌‌and‌‌received‌‌UV‌‌protection‌‌counseling‌‌only‌‌(Figure‌‌2).‌‌Following‌‌                             
enrollment,‌‌1‌‌patient‌‌in‌‌the‌‌device‌‌group‌‌was‌‌excluded‌‌from‌‌the‌‌per-protocol‌‌population‌‌for‌‌missing‌‌a‌‌                               
protocol‌ ‌visit‌ ‌and‌ ‌4‌ ‌patients‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌control‌ ‌group‌‌were‌‌excluded‌‌from‌‌the‌‌per-protocol‌‌population‌‌for‌‌                               
either‌ ‌lack‌ ‌of‌ ‌compliance‌ ‌with‌ ‌treatment‌ ‌protocol‌ ‌(1)‌ ‌or‌ ‌for‌ ‌missing‌ ‌protocol‌ ‌visits‌ ‌(3).‌ ‌Skin‌ ‌type,‌‌                               
defined‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌Fitzpatrick‌ ‌scale‌ ‌(from‌ ‌1‌ ‌to‌ ‌6),‌13‌ ‌was‌ ‌balanced‌ ‌between‌ ‌the‌ ‌device‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌control‌‌                                 
group‌‌(Table‌‌1).‌‌Participants‌‌with‌‌a‌‌Fitzpatrick‌‌skin‌‌type‌‌1‌‌or‌‌2‌‌accounted‌‌for‌‌92%‌‌of‌‌the‌‌participants‌‌                                   
and‌‌the‌‌remaining‌‌8%‌‌had‌‌a‌‌Fitzpatrick‌‌skin‌‌phototype‌‌3.‌‌Gender,‌‌skin‌‌type,‌‌ethnicity,‌‌race,‌‌education,‌‌                               
and‌ ‌known‌ ‌skin‌ ‌cancer‌ ‌risk‌ ‌factors‌ ‌were‌ ‌balanced‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌two‌ ‌groups‌ ‌(cf.‌ ‌Table‌ ‌1).‌ ‌All‌ ‌participants‌‌                                 
reported‌ ‌their‌ ‌race‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌ ‌White.‌ ‌The‌ ‌mean‌ ‌age‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌participants‌ ‌was‌ ‌66‌ ‌years.‌ ‌Despite‌‌                               
randomization,‌‌the‌‌participants‌‌in‌‌the‌‌device‌‌group‌‌were‌‌significantly‌‌younger‌‌than‌‌the‌‌participants‌‌in‌‌                           
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‌ 
the‌ ‌control‌ ‌group,‌ ‌by‌ ‌5‌ ‌years‌ ‌on‌‌average.‌‌The‌‌imbalance‌‌in‌‌age‌‌was‌‌accounted‌‌for‌‌in‌‌the‌‌statistical‌‌                                   
analysis.‌‌ ‌  

‌ 
Safety‌ ‌ 
No‌ ‌adverse‌ ‌events‌ ‌were‌ ‌reported‌ ‌during‌ ‌the‌ ‌trial.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

‌ 
‌ 

Figure‌ ‌2.‌ ‌Randomization‌ ‌and‌ ‌Analysis‌ ‌Populations.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

‌ 
Efficacy‌ ‌ 
In‌ ‌Table‌ ‌2,‌‌we‌‌present‌‌the‌‌number‌‌of‌‌lesions‌‌(AK‌‌and‌‌NMSC)‌‌at‌‌enrollment‌‌(before‌‌summer),‌‌at‌‌the‌‌                                   
intermediary‌ ‌visit‌ ‌(3‌ ‌months‌ ‌after‌ ‌enrollment),‌ ‌and‌ ‌disenrollment‌ ‌(after‌ ‌summer,‌ ‌6‌ ‌months‌ ‌after‌‌                         
enrollment).‌ ‌The‌ ‌incidence‌ ‌rate‌ ‌ratio‌ ‌was‌ ‌calculated‌ ‌using‌ ‌a‌ ‌Poisson‌ ‌regression‌ ‌analysis‌ ‌after‌‌                         
controlling‌ ‌for‌ ‌gender‌ ‌and‌ ‌for‌ ‌age.‌ ‌We‌ ‌measured‌ ‌an‌ ‌IRR‌ ‌of‌‌0.799‌‌(p-value‌‌=‌‌0.44,‌‌95%‌‌CI:‌‌0.450‌‌-‌‌                                     
1.415)‌ ‌for‌ ‌AKs‌ ‌and‌ ‌an‌ ‌IRR‌ ‌of‌ ‌0.05‌ ‌(p-value‌ ‌=‌ ‌0.024,‌ ‌95%‌ ‌CI:‌ ‌0.004‌ ‌-‌ ‌0.67)‌ ‌for‌‌NMSC.‌‌Among‌‌the‌‌                                       
NIH’s‌ ‌PROMIS‌‌questionnaires,‌‌with‌‌scores‌‌ranging‌‌from‌‌8‌‌to‌‌40,‌‌we‌‌selectively‌‌assessed‌‌3‌‌relevant‌‌                             
psycho-social‌ ‌areas,‌ ‌depression,‌ ‌anxiety‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌ability‌ ‌to‌ ‌participate‌ ‌in‌‌social‌‌events.‌ ‌We‌‌found‌‌a‌‌                             
relative‌ ‌decrease‌ ‌of‌ ‌2.1‌ ‌points‌ ‌(p-value‌ ‌=‌ ‌0.010,‌ ‌95%‌ ‌CI:‌‌-3.69,‌‌-0.50)‌‌in‌‌the‌‌ability‌‌to‌‌participate‌‌in‌‌                                   
social‌ ‌events.‌ ‌ ‌   
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
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‌ 

SD‌‌=‌‌Standard‌‌Deviation.‌‌All‌‌demographic‌‌characteristics‌‌were‌‌reported‌‌by‌‌the‌‌participant‌‌except‌‌for‌‌                           
the‌ ‌Fitzpatrick‌ ‌skin‌ ‌type,‌ ‌reported‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌clinical‌ ‌principal‌ ‌investigator.‌ ‌For‌ ‌categorical‌ ‌covariates,‌‌                         
p-values‌ ‌were‌ ‌calculated‌ ‌using‌ ‌Chi-square‌ ‌tests‌ ‌(gender‌ ‌and‌ ‌education)‌ ‌and‌ ‌Fisher's‌ ‌exact‌ ‌tests,‌‌                         
when‌ ‌the‌ ‌Chi-squared‌ ‌test‌ ‌requirement‌ ‌was‌ ‌not‌ ‌met‌ ‌(ethnicity,‌ ‌smoking‌ ‌status,‌ ‌skin‌ ‌type,‌ ‌use‌ ‌of‌ ‌a‌‌                               
tanning‌ ‌bed,‌ ‌and‌ ‌history‌ ‌of‌ ‌phototherapy).‌ ‌We‌ ‌used‌ ‌a‌ ‌Spearman‌ ‌t-test‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌age.‌ ‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 
‌ 

Table‌ ‌1.‌‌ ‌‌Demographic‌ ‌and‌ ‌clinical‌ ‌characteristics.‌ ‌ 

Characteristics‌ ‌  Control‌‌ ‌  
(N‌ ‌=‌ ‌43)‌ ‌ 

Device‌ ‌ 
(N‌ ‌=‌ ‌49)‌ ‌ 

Total‌‌ ‌  
(N‌ ‌=‌ ‌92)‌ ‌  P-value‌ ‌ 

Gender‌ ‌-‌ ‌no.‌ ‌of‌ ‌participants‌ ‌(%)‌ ‌  ‌  ‌  ‌  0.119‌ ‌ 

‌  Male‌ ‌  24‌ ‌(56%)‌ ‌  35‌ ‌(71%)‌ ‌  59‌ ‌(64%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

‌  Female‌ ‌  19‌ ‌(44%)‌ ‌  14‌ ‌(29%)‌ ‌  33‌ ‌(36%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

Mean‌ ‌age‌ ‌(SD)‌ ‌-‌ ‌yr‌ ‌  69‌ ‌(7.0)‌ ‌  64‌ ‌(10)‌ ‌  66‌ ‌(9)‌ ‌  0.0001‌ ‌(*)‌ ‌ 

Diagnosed‌ ‌with‌ ‌NMSC‌ ‌at‌ ‌enrollment‌ ‌-‌ ‌no.‌ ‌of‌‌ 
participants‌ ‌(%)‌ ‌  ‌  ‌  ‌  0.49‌ ‌ 

‌  No‌ ‌  39‌ ‌(91%)‌ ‌  41‌ ‌(84%)‌ ‌  80‌ ‌(87%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

‌  Yes‌ ‌  4‌ ‌(9%)‌ ‌  8‌ ‌(16%)‌ ‌  12‌ ‌(13%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

Race‌  ‌-‌ ‌no.‌ ‌of‌ ‌participants‌ ‌(%)‌ ‌  ‌  ‌  ‌  n/a‌ ‌ 

‌  White‌ ‌  43‌ ‌(100%)‌ ‌  49‌ ‌(100%)‌ ‌  92‌ ‌(100%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

‌  Not‌ ‌White‌ ‌  0‌ ‌(0%)‌ ‌  0‌ ‌(0%)‌ ‌  0‌ ‌(0%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

Ethnicity‌ ‌-‌ ‌no.‌ ‌of‌ ‌participants‌ ‌(%)‌ ‌  ‌  ‌  ‌  0.494‌ ‌ 

‌  Hispanic‌ ‌or‌ ‌Latino‌ ‌  0‌ ‌(0%)‌ ‌  2‌ ‌(4%)‌ ‌  2‌ ‌(2%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

‌  Not‌ ‌Hispanic‌ ‌or‌ ‌Latino‌ ‌  38‌ ‌(88%)‌ ‌  39‌ ‌(80%)‌ ‌  77‌ ‌(84%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

‌  Unknown‌ ‌  5‌ ‌(12%)‌ ‌  8‌ ‌(16%)‌ ‌  13‌ ‌(14%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

Fitzpatrick‌ ‌type‌ ‌-‌ ‌no.‌ ‌of‌ ‌participants‌ ‌(%)‌ ‌  ‌  ‌  ‌  0.429‌‌ ‌  

‌  Type‌ ‌1‌‌ ‌   11‌ ‌(26%)‌ ‌  19‌ ‌(39%)‌ ‌  30‌ ‌(33%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

‌  Type‌ ‌2‌ ‌  27‌ ‌(63%)‌ ‌  26‌ ‌(53%)‌ ‌  53‌ ‌(58%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

‌  Type‌ ‌3‌ ‌  5‌ ‌(12%)‌ ‌  4‌ ‌(8%)‌ ‌  9‌ ‌(8%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

Education‌ ‌-‌ ‌no.‌ ‌of‌ ‌participants‌ ‌(%)‌  ‌  ‌  ‌  0.931‌ ‌ 

‌  Did‌ ‌not‌ ‌complete‌ ‌college‌ ‌  5‌ ‌(12%)‌ ‌  6‌ ‌(12%)‌ ‌  11‌ ‌(12%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

‌  Completed‌ ‌college‌ ‌  37‌ ‌(86%)‌ ‌  42‌ ‌(86%)‌ ‌  79‌ ‌(86%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

‌  Unknown‌ ‌  1‌ ‌(2%)‌ ‌  1‌ ‌(2%)‌ ‌  2‌ ‌(2%)‌ ‌  ‌ 

Risk‌ ‌factor‌ ‌for‌ ‌skin‌ ‌cancer‌ ‌-‌ ‌no.‌ ‌of‌ ‌participants‌ ‌(%)‌ ‌  ‌  ‌  ‌ 

‌  Had‌ ‌phototherapy‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌6‌ ‌months‌ ‌prior‌ ‌to‌‌ 
enrollment‌ ‌  0‌ ‌(0%)‌ ‌  1‌ ‌(2%)‌ ‌  1‌ ‌(1%)‌ ‌  1.000‌ ‌ 

‌  Current‌ ‌smoker‌ ‌  1‌ ‌(2%)‌ ‌  1‌ ‌(2%)‌ ‌  2‌ ‌(2%)‌ ‌  1.000‌ ‌ 

‌  Regular‌ ‌user‌ ‌of‌ ‌a‌ ‌tanning‌ ‌bed‌ ‌  1‌ ‌(2%)‌ ‌  0‌ ‌(0%)‌ ‌  1‌ ‌(1%)‌ ‌  0.467‌ ‌ 
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‌ 

‌ 
Table‌ ‌2.‌ ‌Skin‌ ‌lesions‌ ‌diagnosed‌ ‌at‌ ‌disenrollment‌ ‌after‌ ‌summer.‌ ‌The‌ ‌incidence‌ ‌rate‌ ‌ratio‌‌(IRR)‌‌was‌‌                             
computed‌‌using‌‌a‌‌Poisson‌‌model‌‌adjusted‌‌for‌‌gender‌‌and‌‌age‌‌between‌‌the‌‌final‌‌visit‌‌at‌‌6‌‌months‌‌and‌‌                                   
the‌ ‌intermediary‌ ‌visit‌ ‌at‌ ‌3‌ ‌months.‌ ‌CI‌ ‌=‌ ‌Confidence‌ ‌Interval.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

‌ 
DISCUSSION‌ ‌ 
This‌ ‌randomized‌ ‌clinical‌ ‌trial‌ ‌was‌ ‌designed‌ ‌to‌ ‌evaluate‌ ‌a‌ ‌novel‌ ‌sun‌ ‌protection‌ ‌strategy‌ ‌where‌‌                           
real-time,‌‌accurate‌‌UV‌‌information‌‌is‌‌provided‌‌to‌‌participants‌‌without‌‌specific‌‌recommendations‌‌on‌‌UV‌‌                         
dose‌ ‌limits.‌ ‌Our‌‌study‌‌was‌‌powered‌‌to‌‌detect‌‌a‌‌25%‌‌reduction‌‌in‌‌the‌‌rate‌‌of‌‌newly-formed‌‌AKs‌‌over‌‌                                   
one‌‌summer.‌‌AKs‌‌are‌‌an‌‌ideal‌‌outcome‌‌measure‌‌in‌‌a‌‌study‌‌evaluating‌‌the‌‌efficacy‌‌of‌‌a‌‌sun‌‌protection‌                                   
tool‌ ‌because‌ ‌they‌ ‌are‌ ‌mostly‌ ‌triggered‌ ‌by‌ ‌UV‌ ‌exposure,‌ ‌are‌ ‌predictive‌ ‌of‌ ‌SCC‌ ‌incidence,‌ ‌and‌ ‌are‌‌                               
10-20x‌ ‌more‌ ‌prevalent‌ ‌than‌ ‌NMSC.‌14‌ ‌ ‌  
We‌ ‌did‌ ‌not‌ ‌observe‌ ‌any‌ ‌significant‌ ‌difference‌ ‌between‌ ‌the‌ ‌two‌ ‌groups‌ ‌in‌‌the‌‌incidence‌‌rate‌‌ratio‌‌of‌‌                                 
AKs‌‌(0.799)‌‌over‌‌3‌‌months‌‌between‌‌disenrollment‌‌at‌‌6‌‌months‌‌and‌‌the‌‌intermediary‌‌visit‌‌at‌‌3‌‌months‌‌                                 
(p-value‌ ‌=‌ ‌0.44,‌ ‌95%‌ ‌CI:‌ ‌[0.450,‌ ‌1.415]).‌ ‌One‌ ‌possible‌ ‌explanation‌ ‌is‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌control‌ ‌group‌ ‌also‌‌                               
changed‌ ‌its‌ ‌behavior‌ ‌because‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌dermatologist’s‌ ‌active‌ ‌counseling.‌ ‌This‌ ‌is‌ ‌suggested‌ ‌by‌‌                         
observing‌ ‌a‌ ‌non-significant‌ ‌decrease‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌incidence‌‌rate‌‌over‌‌3‌‌months‌‌for‌‌the‌‌control‌‌group‌‌(-0.3‌‌                               
AKs‌ ‌per‌ ‌3‌ ‌months,‌ ‌p-value‌ ‌=‌ ‌0.7)‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌device‌ ‌group‌ ‌(-1.5‌ ‌AK‌ ‌per‌ ‌3‌ ‌month,‌ ‌p-value‌ ‌=‌ ‌0.13).‌‌                                     
Although‌ ‌this‌ ‌decrease‌ ‌can‌ ‌be‌ ‌accounted‌ ‌for‌ ‌by‌ ‌the‌ ‌seasonal‌ ‌changes‌ ‌in‌ ‌UV,‌ ‌we‌ ‌observed‌ ‌a‌‌                               
significant‌ ‌increase‌ ‌of‌ ‌0.176‌ ‌(p-value‌ ‌=‌ ‌0.01)‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌incidence‌ ‌rate‌ ‌of‌ ‌NMSC‌ ‌over‌ ‌3‌‌months‌‌for‌‌the‌‌                                   
control‌‌group.‌‌In‌‌Thompson’s‌‌study,‌15‌ ‌which‌‌similarly‌‌enrolled‌‌participants‌‌in‌‌Australia‌‌with‌‌a‌‌history‌‌of‌‌                             
AKs‌‌and‌‌the‌‌same‌‌mean‌‌age‌‌(63‌‌years‌‌old),‌‌they‌‌measured‌‌a‌‌decrease‌‌of‌‌the‌‌mean‌‌by‌‌0.6‌‌AKs‌‌in‌‌the‌‌                                         
sunscreen‌ ‌group‌ ‌over‌ ‌6‌ ‌months,‌ ‌suggesting‌ ‌that‌ ‌patients‌ ‌in‌ ‌our‌ ‌study’s‌ ‌control‌ ‌group‌ ‌applied‌‌                           
sunscreen.‌ ‌ 
We‌‌measured‌‌an‌‌IRR‌‌of‌‌0.05‌‌(p-value‌‌=‌‌0.024‌‌,‌‌95%‌‌CI:‌‌[0.004,‌‌0.67])‌‌of‌‌newly-formed‌‌NMSC‌‌over‌‌3‌‌                                     
months‌‌between‌‌study‌‌termination‌‌at‌‌6‌‌months‌‌and‌‌the‌‌intermediary‌‌visit‌‌at‌‌3‌‌months‌‌(Table‌‌2).‌‌The‌‌                                 
separate‌ ‌numbers‌ ‌of‌‌BCC‌‌and‌‌SCC‌‌were‌‌too‌‌small‌‌to‌‌compute‌‌an‌‌IRR.‌‌One‌‌surprising‌‌result‌‌of‌‌our‌‌                                   
study‌ ‌is‌ ‌the‌ ‌rapid‌ ‌impact‌ ‌the‌ ‌device‌ ‌had‌ ‌on‌ ‌NMSC,‌ ‌which‌ ‌might‌ ‌be‌ ‌explained‌ ‌by‌ ‌two‌ ‌molecular‌‌                                 
mechanisms.‌ ‌The‌ ‌first‌ ‌one‌ ‌is‌ ‌related‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌ ‌biology‌ ‌of‌ ‌p53‌ ‌immunopositive‌ ‌epidermal‌‌keratinocytes‌‌                           
(p53‌‌“patches”).‌‌These‌‌p53‌‌patches‌‌follow‌‌UVR‌‌exposure‌16‌ ‌and‌‌are‌‌associated‌‌with‌‌carcinoma‌‌of‌‌the‌‌                             
skin,‌ ‌with‌ ‌50%‌ ‌of‌ ‌all‌ ‌skin‌ ‌cancers‌ ‌expressing‌ ‌these‌ ‌mutations.‌17,18‌ ‌The‌ ‌prevalence‌ ‌of‌ ‌p53‌ ‌patches‌‌                             
increases‌ ‌with‌ ‌age‌ ‌until‌ ‌saturation‌ ‌when‌ ‌people‌ ‌reach‌ ‌the‌ ‌age‌ ‌of‌ ‌60‌ ‌years‌ ‌old.‌19‌ ‌Using‌ ‌a‌ ‌murine‌‌                                 

‌
Control‌ ‌ 
(n‌ ‌=‌ ‌43)‌ ‌ 

Device‌ ‌ 
(n‌ ‌=‌ ‌49)‌ ‌ 

Actinic‌ ‌Keratoses‌ ‌  ‌ ‌
‌lesions‌ ‌at‌ ‌enrollment‌ ‌(mean)‌ ‌  271‌ ‌(6.5)‌ ‌  304‌ ‌(6.2)‌ ‌ 
‌lesions‌ ‌at‌ ‌3‌ ‌months‌ ‌(mean)‌ ‌  198‌ ‌(4.5)‌ ‌  263‌ ‌(5.2)‌ ‌ 
‌lesions‌ ‌at‌ ‌6‌ ‌months‌ ‌(mean)‌ ‌  183‌ ‌(4.2)‌ ‌  194‌ ‌(4.0)‌ ‌ 
‌IRR‌ ‌[95%‌ ‌CI]‌ ‌b/w‌ ‌6‌ ‌months‌ ‌and‌ ‌3‌ ‌months‌ ‌  n/a‌ ‌  0.799‌ ‌[0.450,‌ ‌1.415]‌ ‌ 
‌p-value‌ ‌  n/a‌ ‌  0.44‌ ‌ 

Non-melanoma‌ ‌Skin‌ ‌Cancers‌ ‌  ‌ ‌
‌lesions‌ ‌at‌ ‌enrollment‌ ‌(mean)‌ ‌  5‌ ‌(0.11)‌ ‌  12‌ ‌(0.24)‌ ‌ 
‌lesions‌ ‌at‌ ‌3‌ ‌months‌ ‌(mean)‌ ‌  1‌ ‌(0.02)‌ ‌  4‌ ‌(0.08)‌ ‌ 
‌lesions‌ ‌at‌ ‌6‌ ‌months‌ ‌(mean)‌ ‌  10‌ ‌(0.23)‌ ‌  2‌ ‌(0.04)‌ ‌ 
‌IRR‌ ‌[95%‌ ‌CI]‌ ‌b/w‌ ‌6‌ ‌months‌ ‌and‌ ‌3‌ ‌months‌ ‌  n/a‌ ‌  0.05‌ ‌[0.004,‌ ‌0.67]‌ ‌ 
‌p-value‌ ‌  n/a‌ ‌  0.024‌ ‌(*)‌ ‌ 
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‌ 
model,‌‌Rebel‌‌et‌‌al.‌‌showed‌‌that‌‌SCC‌‌start‌‌appearing‌‌immediately‌‌after‌‌p53‌‌patch‌‌saturation‌‌and‌‌their‌‌                               
count‌ ‌grows‌ ‌exponentially‌ ‌with‌ ‌time‌ ‌when‌ ‌mice‌ ‌continue‌ ‌to‌ ‌be‌‌exposed‌‌to‌‌daily‌‌UVR.‌20‌ ‌These‌‌data‌‌                               
suggest‌‌that‌‌short-term‌‌UV‌‌exposure‌‌may‌‌trigger‌‌the‌‌appearance‌‌of‌‌NMSC,‌‌after‌‌the‌‌skin‌‌is‌‌saturated‌‌                               
with‌ ‌p53‌ ‌patches,‌ ‌as‌ ‌observed‌ ‌in‌ ‌this‌ ‌study.‌ ‌The‌ ‌second‌ ‌molecular‌ ‌mechanism‌ ‌is‌ ‌related‌ ‌to‌‌                             
UV-induced‌ ‌immunosuppression,‌ ‌known‌ ‌to‌ ‌trigger‌ ‌a‌ ‌rapid‌ ‌development‌ ‌of‌ ‌NMSC‌ ‌in‌ ‌transplant‌‌                       
recipients‌ ‌because‌ ‌of‌ ‌their‌ ‌immunosuppressive‌‌treatments.‌21‌ ‌Together,‌‌these‌‌biological‌‌mechanisms‌‌                   
provide‌ ‌a‌ ‌rationale‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌rapid‌ ‌development‌ ‌of‌ ‌NMSC‌ ‌in‌ ‌a‌ ‌population‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌history‌ ‌of‌ ‌AKs.‌‌ ‌  
‌ 

Looking‌ ‌at‌ ‌device‌ ‌usage,‌ ‌the‌ ‌two‌ ‌NMSCs‌ ‌reported‌ ‌at‌ ‌disenrollment‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌device‌ ‌group‌ ‌were‌‌                             
diagnosed‌ ‌in‌ ‌participants‌ ‌who‌ ‌stopped‌ ‌using‌ ‌the‌ ‌device‌ ‌after‌ ‌a‌ ‌few‌ ‌days,‌ ‌providing‌ ‌additional‌‌                           
evidence‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌impact‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌UV‌ ‌dosimeter‌ ‌on‌ ‌NMSC‌ ‌prevention.‌ ‌In‌ ‌Figure‌ ‌3,‌ ‌we‌ ‌show‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌‌                                   
device‌‌group‌‌participants‌‌who‌‌had‌‌more‌‌than‌‌one‌‌AK‌‌at‌‌disenrollment‌‌experienced‌‌a‌‌daily‌‌average‌‌of‌‌                               
0.60‌‌SED‌‌across‌‌August‌‌and‌‌September‌‌whereas‌‌participants‌‌who‌‌had‌‌0‌‌or‌‌1‌‌AK‌‌experienced‌‌a‌‌daily‌‌                                 
average‌‌of‌‌0.33‌‌SED‌‌across‌‌August‌‌and‌‌September‌‌(p=0.0354,‌‌Welch’s‌‌t-test).‌‌This‌‌suggests‌‌that‌‌a‌‌                             
sub-erythema‌ ‌chronic‌ ‌exposure‌ ‌beyond‌ ‌0.34‌ ‌SED‌ ‌may‌ ‌contribute‌ ‌to‌ ‌the‌‌appearance‌‌of‌‌AKs‌‌over‌‌3‌‌                             
months.‌ ‌Additional‌ ‌evaluation‌ ‌is‌ ‌needed,‌ ‌as‌ ‌this‌ ‌was‌ ‌not‌ ‌the‌ ‌primary‌ ‌endpoint‌ ‌studied.‌ ‌ 
‌ 

‌ 
Figure‌ ‌3.‌‌ ‌Distribution‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌mean‌ ‌daily‌ ‌UV‌ ‌exposure‌ ‌over‌ ‌August‌ ‌and‌ ‌September‌ ‌as‌ ‌a‌ ‌function‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌‌ 
number‌ ‌of‌ ‌AKs‌ ‌measured‌ ‌at‌ ‌disenrollment‌ ‌among‌ ‌patients‌ ‌who‌ ‌wore‌ ‌the‌ ‌UV‌ ‌dosimeter.‌ ‌Using‌ ‌Welch’s‌‌ 
2-sample‌ ‌t-test,‌ ‌we‌ ‌found‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌group‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌low‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌AKs‌ ‌had‌ ‌a‌ ‌mean‌ ‌UV‌ ‌exposure‌ ‌of‌ ‌0.33‌‌ 

SED‌ ‌and‌ ‌the‌ ‌group‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌high‌ ‌number‌ ‌of‌ ‌AKs‌ ‌had‌ ‌a‌ ‌mean‌ ‌UV‌ ‌exposure‌ ‌of‌ ‌0.60‌ ‌SED‌ ‌(p-value‌ ‌=‌‌ 
0.0354).‌ ‌ 

‌ 
We‌ ‌also‌ ‌found‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌change‌‌in‌‌participants’‌‌self-perceived‌‌ability‌‌to‌‌participate‌‌in‌‌social‌‌activities,‌‌                             
as‌‌measured‌‌by‌‌the‌‌PROMIS‌‌short-form‌‌questionnaire,‌‌differed‌‌by‌‌2.1‌‌points‌‌(p-value‌‌=‌‌0.01,‌‌95%‌‌CI:‌‌                               
[3.67,‌ ‌0.48])‌ ‌between‌ ‌disenrollment‌ ‌and‌ ‌enrollment‌ ‌between‌ ‌groups.‌ ‌However,‌‌in‌‌the‌‌control‌‌group,‌‌                         
the‌ ‌score‌ ‌significantly‌ ‌increased‌ ‌by‌ ‌1.2‌ ‌(p-value‌ ‌=‌ ‌0.04)‌ ‌while‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌device‌ ‌group,‌ ‌the‌ ‌score‌‌                               
non-significantly‌ ‌decreased‌ ‌by‌ ‌0.9‌ ‌(p-value‌ ‌=‌ ‌0.1).‌ ‌This‌ ‌is‌ ‌consistent‌ ‌with‌ ‌a‌ ‌possible‌ ‌growing‌‌                           
awareness‌‌of‌‌the‌‌need‌‌to‌‌moderate‌‌UV‌‌exposure‌‌in‌‌the‌‌device‌‌group‌‌and‌‌a‌‌growing‌‌overconfidence‌‌                               
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‌ 
after‌‌repeat‌‌UV‌‌counseling‌‌in‌‌the‌‌absence‌‌of‌‌data‌‌in‌‌the‌‌control‌‌group.‌‌In‌‌addition,‌‌we‌‌did‌‌not‌‌observe‌‌                                     
significant‌ ‌changes,‌ ‌or‌ ‌between‌ ‌group‌ ‌differences,‌ ‌in‌ ‌self-reported‌ ‌anxiety‌ ‌and‌ ‌depression‌ ‌levels.‌ ‌ 
There‌‌are‌‌several‌‌limitations‌‌to‌‌this‌‌study.‌‌First,‌‌the‌‌number‌‌of‌‌NMSCs‌‌is‌‌low,‌‌which‌‌is‌‌why‌‌we‌‌did‌‌not‌‌                                       
present‌‌the‌‌analysis‌‌of‌‌SCC‌‌and‌‌BCC‌‌separately.‌‌However,‌‌their‌‌IRRs‌‌were‌‌also‌‌significant‌‌(p-value‌‌<‌‌                               
1e-5‌‌for‌‌SCC‌‌and‌‌p-value‌‌<‌‌1.e-5‌‌for‌‌BCC)‌‌between‌‌disenrollment‌‌and‌‌the‌‌intermediary‌‌visit.‌‌Second,‌‌                               
the‌ ‌study‌ ‌population‌ ‌came‌ ‌from‌ ‌a‌ ‌single‌ ‌recruiting‌ ‌site‌ ‌in‌ ‌New‌ ‌York‌ ‌where‌ ‌UVR‌ ‌is‌ ‌lower‌ ‌than‌‌                                 
Australia,‌‌where‌‌similar‌‌studies‌‌were‌‌conducted.‌‌We‌‌would‌‌therefore‌‌expect‌‌to‌‌see‌‌a‌‌larger‌‌impact‌‌of‌‌                               
the‌ ‌device‌ ‌in‌ ‌higher‌ ‌UVR‌ ‌regions.‌ ‌Third,‌ ‌over‌ ‌85%‌ ‌of‌ ‌our‌ ‌participants‌ ‌completed‌‌college,‌‌twice‌‌the‌‌                               
national‌ ‌average;‌ ‌however,‌ ‌the‌ ‌unadjusted‌ ‌incidence‌ ‌rates‌ ‌of‌ ‌NMSC‌ ‌at‌ ‌disenrollment‌ ‌in‌ ‌the‌ ‌device‌‌                           
and‌ ‌control‌ ‌groups‌ ‌stratified‌ ‌by‌ ‌education‌ ‌are‌ ‌similar‌ ‌(0.05‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌device‌ ‌group‌ ‌and‌ ‌0.24‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌‌                                 
control‌ ‌group‌ ‌for‌ ‌participants‌ ‌who‌ ‌completed‌ ‌college;‌ ‌and‌ ‌0‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌ ‌device‌ ‌group‌ ‌and‌ ‌0.2‌ ‌for‌ ‌the‌‌                                 
control‌ ‌group‌ ‌for‌ ‌participants‌ ‌who‌‌did‌‌not‌‌complete‌‌college).‌‌Fourth,‌‌the‌‌population‌‌was‌‌followed‌‌for‌‌                             
one‌ ‌summer‌ ‌only,‌ ‌leaving‌ ‌the‌ ‌possibility‌ ‌that‌ ‌the‌ ‌device's‌ ‌impact‌ ‌is‌ ‌short-lived.‌ ‌However,‌ ‌UV‌‌                           
dosimeter‌‌use‌‌is‌‌seasonal,‌‌just‌‌like‌‌sunscreen,‌‌and‌‌we‌‌would‌‌expect‌‌to‌‌see‌‌an‌‌uptake‌‌in‌‌usage‌‌in‌‌the‌‌                                     
Spring.‌‌Fifth,‌‌we‌‌do‌‌not‌‌know‌‌the‌‌UV‌‌exposure‌‌behavior‌‌in‌‌the‌‌control‌‌group.‌‌We‌‌could‌‌have‌‌given‌‌UV‌‌                                     
dosimeters‌‌without‌‌access‌‌to‌‌real-time‌‌data‌‌to‌‌the‌‌control‌‌group‌‌but‌‌we‌‌chose‌‌not‌‌to‌‌influence‌‌control‌‌                                 
patients’‌ ‌behavior.‌ ‌ 
Over‌‌the‌‌past‌‌few‌‌years,‌‌consumers‌‌have‌‌been‌‌able‌‌to‌‌learn‌‌more‌‌about‌‌their‌‌health‌‌through‌‌the‌‌use‌‌                                   
of‌‌sensors‌‌in‌‌wearable‌‌devices‌‌(e.g.,‌‌smartwatches‌‌now‌‌measure‌‌vital‌‌signs).‌‌This‌‌clinical‌‌trial‌‌is‌‌the‌‌                               
first‌ ‌to‌ ‌provide‌ ‌evidence‌ ‌of‌ ‌the‌ ‌clinical‌ ‌efficacy‌ ‌of‌ ‌an‌ ‌accurate‌ ‌wearable‌ ‌UV‌ ‌sensor‌ ‌in‌ ‌skin‌ ‌cancer‌‌                                 
prevention.‌‌ ‌  
‌ 

‌ ‌   
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