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Abstract  

Purpose 

The purpose of our study was to investigate dronabinol prescribing in Medicare from 2014 to 

2019 by provider specialty and state. 

 

Methods 

Data was collected and analyzed from the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services databases 

from 2014 to 2019. The mean number of prescriptions for each area of practice, each individual 

year, and for 2014 to 2019 overall for the 50 United States and District of Columbia was 

determined. The prescriptions were separated by state and the state totals were determined. 

Individual states with dronabinol prescriptions >1.96 standard deviations (SD) from the mean 

were identified as significant. 

 

Results 

The total number of dronabinol prescriptions decreased 9.1% from 2014 to 2019. Dronabinol 

prescriptions were more concentrated in the eastern United States in 2019 than compared to 

2014 [Tennessee (107.2), Kentucky (94.2), and West Virginia (87.6) (>1.96 SD)]. The largest 

portion of dronabinol prescriptions originated from primary care (1,736) compared to specialty 

areas of practice (1,233). Internal medicine (789.5), family medicine (608.8), hematology-

oncology (343.3), nurse practitioners (337.3), and infectious disease (271.0) had the highest 

average number of dronabinol prescriptions per year (p<0.05). The areas of practice with the 

highest ratio of percent dronabinol prescriptions to percent Medicare utilization were 

infectious disease (15.8), hematology-oncology (12.2), and medical oncology (12.1).  

 

Conclusion 

Dronabinol usage declined among Medicare patients and became more concentrated in the 

eastern United States. Most prescriptions originated from primary care, although after 

accounting for Medicare patient utilization, the highest ratios originated from infectious 

disease, hematology-oncology, and medical oncology.  
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Introduction 

Dronabinol is a synthetic pharmaceutical-grade delta(Δ)9-tetrahydrocannabinol (THC) approved 

for treatment of chemotherapy associated nausea and vomiting unresponsive to conventional 

anti-emetics and acquired immunodeficiency syndrome (AIDS) associated anorexia.
1
 The first 

synthetic THC was approved by the United States (US) Food and Drug Association (FDA) in 1985 

first as capsules, and recently as a solution in 2016.
2,3

 The newer form of dronabinol in oral 

solution is a schedule II drug, however, dronabinol in sesame oil in gelatin capsules is a schedule 

III drug.
3,4

 Dronabinol acts similar to Cannabis sativa L. (marijuana) and is a partial agonist at 

cannabinoid (CB) receptors in the brain, leading to appetite stimulation and the prevention of 

vomiting.
2,5

 THC/dronabinol binds CB1 and CB2 receptors, though CB1 are throughout the 

central nervous system and result in most of the psychoactive effects, while CB2 receptors are 

concentrated in the periphery.
6,7

 Along with suppressing nausea and vomiting, dronabinol can 

lead to additional effects (euphoria, drowsiness, sedation, somnolence) that might help provide 

relief for patients receiving chemotherapy.
7
  

 

THC, and dronabinol, are mainly metabolized by cytochrome P450 (CYP) enzymes in the liver, 

including CYP2C9, CYP2C19, and CYP3A4.
8
 There are many common prescription drugs that are 

CYP inducers or inhibitors, such as ciprofloxacin, fluoxetine, bupropion, amiodarone, and 

verapamil, that can alter the metabolism of THC.
9
 Thus, it is important to take prescription drug 

interactions into consideration when prescribing dronabinol since 69.0% of US adults aged 40-

79 used at least one prescription drug in the past 30 days, while 22.4% used at least five or 

more prescription drugs.
10

 Additionally, dronabinol has a large volume of distribution 

(approximately 10L/kg), which allows for 4-6 hours of psychoactive effects after the onset (0.5-

1 hour).
7
 It is readily absorbed (90-95%), but its high lipid solubility and first-pass hepatic 

metabolism leads to only 10-20% reaching systemic circulation.
7
  

 

The introduction of synthetic cannabinoids into the medical world has resulted in misuse and 

appearance on the black market.
11,12

 Synthetic cannabinoids, like dronabinol, have a higher 

association with morbidity and mortality when used as a drug of abuse compared to 

phytocannabinoids, the natural alternative.
5,12

 Synthetic cannabinoid overdose is more 

associated with agitation and cardiac dysrhythmia than marijuana.
11

 However, synthetic 

cannabinoids, including dronabinol and nabilone, are regulated by the FDA, whereas the only 

cannabis-derived drug product regulated is a prescription cannabidiol.
13

  

 

Research into cannabinoids is still in its early phases. Current investigations focus on potentially 

expanding the use of dronabinol into obstructive sleep apnea, chronic pain, and substance 

abuse and withdrawal, however, there are no guideline supported indications for use in these 

areas, yet.
5
 Physicians, and in most states, physician assistants and nurse practitioners can all 

prescribe dronabinol but there is a lack of research into which areas of practice and which 

states are prescribing this cannabinoid the most.
14,15

 Oncology and palliative care may prescribe 

dronabinol to treat nausea and vomiting caused by chemotherapy, while infectious disease may 

prescribe dronabinol for anorexia associated with AIDS.
14

 Additionally, ongoing state 

legalization of medical and/or recreational marijuana may affect the number of dronabinol 

prescriptions, with accessibility to natural THC and less need for a synthetic version. Initiatives 
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for the legalization of recreational marijuana passed in the fall of 2014 for Alaska, Oregon, and 

District of Columbia, in 2016 for California, Maine, Massachusetts, and Nevada, and in 2018 for 

Michigan and Vermont.
16,17

 Medical marijuana has become legalized in Maryland, Minnesota, 

and New York in 2014, Louisiana in 2015, Arkansas, Florida, North Dakota, Ohio, and 

Pennsylvania in 2016, West Virginia in 2017, and Missouri, Oklahoma, and Utah in 2018.
17 

 

Our objectives were to investigate which areas of practice were prescribing dronabinol and 

which states had the most dronabinol prescriptions and how these have changed from 2014 to 

2019 among Medicare patients. 

 

Methods 

Procedures 

Drug and provider data was collected for dronabinol from the Medicare Part D Prescribers by 

Provider and Drug database for 2014 to 2019.
18

 These years were chosen for analysis because 

they were the most recent years provided by the database. The mean number of prescriptions 

for each area of practice, each individual year, and for 2014 to 2019 overall for the 50 United 

States and District of Columbia was determined. The areas of practice were classified into 

primary care (internal medicine, family medicine, nurse practitioner, physician assistant, 

general practice, pediatric medicine) or specialty, and the totals were determined for each year. 

The prescriptions were separated by state and the state specific totals were determined for 

2014 and 2019. Data on Medicare enrollment was collected from the Medicare Total 

Enrollment database.
19

 Information on Medicare utilization by area of practice was collected 

from the Medicare Physician, Non-Physician Practitioner and Supplier database for 2014 to 

2019.
20

 Data on medical marijuana legalization by states was collected from ProCon.org and the 

National Conference of State Legislatures.
21,22

  

 

Data Analysis 

The analyses were: (1) the total number of prescriptions and prescriptions per 1,000,000 

Medicare enrollees for each year; (2) the total number of prescriptions from highest to lowest 

per state, corrected for the number of Medicare enrollees for 2014 and 2019 with state values 

outside of 1.96 (B) and 1.5 (A) standard deviations (SD) marked; (3) heat maps for total number 

of prescriptions per state, corrected for the number of Medicare enrollees for 2014 and 2019; 

(4) the percent change in number of dronabinol prescriptions per state from 2014 to 2019; (5) 

the number of dronabinol prescriptions in primary care versus specialty areas of practice for 

2014 through 2019 and for each year alone; (6) the average total number of prescriptions for 

2014 to 2019 for each area of practice and for each year alone (for visualization purposes, the 

areas of practice with an average above 30 prescriptions per year were included, consisting of 

15 areas of practice) with a one-way ANOVA analysis for statistical significance (p<0.05) and 

variability expressed by the standard error of the mean (SEM); (7) the ratio of percentage of 

total number of dronabinol prescriptions to the percentage of total Medicare utilization in each 

area of practice; (8) the average cost per day of dronabinol for 2014 to 2019; (9) the percent of 

total dronabinol prescriptions originating from each area of practice in 2014 and 2019. The data 

analyses were completed using GraphPad Prism v 9.4.0. Figures were constructed using 

GraphPad Prism v 9.4.0 and Heatmapper.
23
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Results 

Overall, the number of prescriptions for dronabinol decreased 9.1% from 3,267 in 2014 to 2,969 

in 2019 (Figure 1a). Dronabinol prescriptions per 1,000,000 Medicare enrollees decreased from 

61.83% to 49.28% from 2014 to 2019 (Figure 1b).  

 

Figure 2 shows the geographical distribution of dronabinol prescriptions in 2014 and 2019. 

Tennessee (107.2) had the highest number of dronabinol prescriptions in 2019, followed by 

Kentucky (94.2) and West Virginia (87.6) (>1.96 SD). Arizona (14.2) and Oregon (17.9) had the 

least number of dronabinol prescriptions in 2019 (<-1.5 SD). The highest number of dronabinol 

prescriptions in 2014 originated from Vermont (109.5), Tennessee (105.4), District of Columbia 

(104.6), and New Hampshire (101.6) (>1.96 SD). The lowest number of dronabinol prescriptions 

in 2014 originated from South Carolina (24.2) and Arizona (25.6) (<-1.5 SD). The ratio of highest 

to lowest number of dronabinol prescriptions per state for 2014 was 4.52 (Vermont:South 

Carolina), whereas in 2019, the ratio increased to 7.57 (Tennessee:Arizona).  

 

Figure 3 compares the percent change in dronabinol prescriptions originating from each state 

from 2014 to 2019. Overall, over three-fifths (31 states and District of Columbia) decreased 

dronabinol prescribing from 2014 to 2019 while 18 states increased prescribing. Oregon (-

146.7%), Nevada (-140.0%), and North Dakota (-133.3%) had the largest decrease in number of 

dronabinol prescriptions from 2014 to 2019. South Carolina (+38.9%), Connecticut (+35.9%), 

and Massachusetts (+33.0%) had the largest increase in number of dronabinol prescriptions 

from 2014 to 2019. Idaho was the only state that had the same number of dronabinol 

prescriptions for both 2014 and 2019.   

 

Primary care constituted more than half of the yearly dronabinol prescriptions from 2014 to 

2019, however, the percentage had decreased slightly from 61.4% to 58.5% (Figure 4).  

Figure 5 shows dronabinol prescriptions originating from each area of practice from 2014 to 

2019. The areas of practice with the highest average number of dronabinol prescriptions from 

2014 to 2019 were internal medicine (789.5) and family medicine (608.8), with hematology-

oncology (343.3), nurse practitioners (337.3), and infectious disease (271.0) clustered next 

(p<0.05). Internal medicine (-29.0%), family medicine (-30.1%), and infectious disease (-26.9%) 

decreased in the amount of prescribing from 2014 to 2019. Hematology-oncology (+31.5%), 

nurse practitioner (+75.9%), and medical oncology (+62.0%) increased in the amount of 

prescribing from 2014 to 2019.  

 

Figure 6 shows the ratio of percent of total dronabinol prescriptions to percent of total 

Medicare utilization in 2019. Infectious disease (15.8), hematology-oncology (12.2), and 

medical oncology (12.1) had the highest ratios of percent of total dronabinol prescriptions to 

percent of total Medicare utilization in 2019. Gastroenterology (1.0) and physician assistant 

(1.0) had equal percentages. Anesthesiology (0.5) had the only ratio less than one.  
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Discussion 

Overall, the number of dronabinol prescriptions to Medicare patients decreased 9.1% from 

2014 to 2019 while enrollment increased by 14.0%. There is inconsistency among states 

prescribing dronabinol, with a five-fold to eight-fold increase in the state level variation from 

2014 to 2019. There is no good explanation for the geographical disparities, but we suspect it is 

due to state level differences in Medicare. 

 

States with legalized medical marijuana, whether limited or full access, did not prove to have 

significant differences in the number of dronabinol prescriptions per 1,000,000 Medicare 

enrollees compared to states without any legalization of medical marijuana. It was 

hypothesized that the demand for dronabinol prescriptions was higher in states lacking medical 

and/or recreational marijuana legalization due to the absence of a similar alternative 

substance. In 2019, Tennessee (107.2) and Kentucky (94.2) had the largest number of 

prescriptions for dronabinol in the US. Both states only had limited access cannabis product 

laws in 2019: Tennessee only allowing low THC/high cannabidiol and Kentucky only allowing 

cannabidiol.
22

 Thus, legally obtaining medical and/or recreational marijuana in the state of 

Tennessee or Kentucky would not be an option for patients, leading to treatment with a 

synthetic form that requires a prescription, such as dronabinol.
22

 Certain states did have major 

changes in the number of dronabinol prescriptions from 2014 to 2019, which was hypothesized 

due to the passage of legislature that legalized medical and/or recreational marijuana. 

California and Nevada legalized the purchase of recreational marijuana in 2016, effective in 

2016 and 2017 respectfully, which could explain why California dropped from number 13 to 35 

(-74.6%) and Nevada from number 7 to 41 (-140.0%).
22,24-26

 North Dakota legalized medical 

marijuana in 2016 and dropped from number 25 to 45 (-133.3%).
22

 New Hampshire dropped 

from 4 to 32 (-116.7%) after legalizing the purchase of medical marijuana effective in 2016.
27

 

Maine passed a ballot legalizing marijuana in 2016, effective in 2017, dropping rank from 8 to 

30 (-71.4%).
26

  Oregon legalized marijuana late 2014, effective mid-2015, dropping from 35 to 

50 (-146.7%).
26

 The states that have legalized medical and/or recreational marijuana may see a 

decrease in dronabinol or cannabinoid prescriptions in general due to increased accessibility to 

non-synthetic forms. 

 

Compared to specialty areas of practice, primary care accounted for more than half of the 

prescriptions of dronabinol each year, with an average of 59.2% from 2014 to 2019. Internal 

medicine (789.5) and family medicine (608.8) had the highest average number of dronabinol 

prescriptions from 2014 to 2019, followed by hematology-oncology (343.3), nurse practitioner 

(337.3), and infectious disease (271). All of these values were proved to be statistically 

significant using a t-test (two sample assuming unequal variances). However, in 2019, primary 

care accounted for only 32.8% of Medicare utilization. The areas of practice with the highest 

percentage of total Medicare utilization in 2019 were internal medicine (7.98%), family 

medicine (7.11%), and nurse practitioner (5.04%). The same areas of practice had the highest 

percentage of total dronabinol prescriptions [internal medicine (22.58%), family medicine 

(18.09%), nurse practitioner (16.50%)]. However, infectious disease (15.8), hematology-

oncology (12.2), and medical oncology (12.1) had the three highest ratios of percent total 

dronabinol prescriptions to percent total Medicare utilization in 2019. Thus, for the number of 
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patients who utilized these specialty areas (infectious disease, hematology-oncology, medical 

oncology) the largest numbers of dronabinol prescriptions originated. This is supported by the 

fact that the two approved uses of dronabinol are AIDS associated anorexia (infectious disease) 

and chemotherapy associated nausea and vomiting (oncology).
1
 Internal medicine and family 

medicine experienced the largest decrease in relative prescribing, which is likely due to many 

patients no longer seeking a prescription cannabinoid from a general practitioner when they 

can now acquire herbal cannabis. Whereas the specialties of hematology-oncology and medical 

oncology experienced an increase in relative prescribing. The increase in relative prescribing of 

dronabinol by nurse practitioners is likely due to more states allowing nurse practitioners 

and/or more nurse practitioners obtaining a Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) number to 

prescribe controlled substances as their scope of practice increases. 

 

Limitations 

A strength of this study is the sample included Medicare patients who are over 65 years of age 

or disabled and who are at greatest likelihood of polypharmacy and experiencing drug 

interactions. Nurse practitioner and physician assistant were provider types listed in the 

database Medicare Part D Prescribers – by Provider and Drug. Follow up with the Centers for 

Medicare and Medicaid Services provided no additional insight or detail on these types and 

which departments they originated from. 

 

Conclusion 

Dronabinol usage declined among Medicare patients, which may be related to legalization of 

medical and/or recreational marijuana, as it offers an alternative and natural source of THC. 

There is inconsistency among states prescribing dronabinol, with a five-fold to eight-fold 

increase in the state level variation. Most prescriptions originate from primary care areas of 

practice, although when accounting for Medicare patient utilization, the highest ratios of 

prescriptions to utilization originate from infectious disease, hematology-oncology, and medical 

oncology.  

 

Ethics Statement 

Procedures were approved by the Institutional Review Board of Geisinger (IRB: 2022-0533). 

Brian J Piper was supported by the Health Resources Services Administration (D34HP31025) 

and the Geisinger Academic Clinical Research Center. 

 

Acknowledgements 

Iris Johnston for inter-library loans.  

 

References 

1. Badowski ME. A review of oral cannabinoids and medical marijuana for the treatment of 

chemotherapy-induced nausea and vomiting: a focus on pharmacokinetic variability and 

pharmacodynamics. Cancer chemother and pharmacol. August 05, 2017;80(3):441–449. 

doi:10.1007/s00280-017-3387-5 

 . 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277818doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277818
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


2. Badowski ME, Yanful PK. Dronabinol oral solution in the management of anorexia and 

weight loss in AIDS and cancer. Ther Clin Risk Manag. April 06, 2018;14:643–651. 

doi:10.2147/TCRM.S126849 

3. Drug Enforcement Administration, Department of Justice. Schedules of controlled 

substances: placement of FDA-approved products of oral solutions containing 

dronabinol [(-)-delta-9-transtetrahydrocannabinol (delta-9-THC)] in schedule II. Fed 

Regist. March 23, 2017;82(55):14815-20. https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28355049/. 

Accessed July 1, 2022. 

4. Diversion Control Division. Controlled Substances. deadiversion.usdoj.gov. Published 

June 7, 2022. Accessed June 22, 2022. 

https://www.deadiversion.usdoj.gov/schedules/orangebook/c_cs_alpha.pdf.  

5. O'Donnell B, Meissner H, Gupta V. Dronabinol. StatPearls. Internet. StatPearls 

Publishing; 2022. Accessed June 27, 2022. 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK482175/. 

6. Kendall DA, Yudowski GA. Cannabinoid receptors in the central nervous system: their 

signaling and roles in disease. Front Cell Neurosci. January 04, 2017;10:294. 

doi:10.3389/fncel.2016.00294 

7. May MB, Glode AE. Dronabinol for chemotherapy-induced nausea and vomiting 

unresponsive to antiemetics. Cancer Manag Res. May 12, 2016;8:49–55. 

doi:10.2147/CMAR.S81425 

8. Lucas CJ, Galettis P, Schneider J. The pharmacokinetics and the pharmacodynamics of 

cannabinoids. Br J Clin Pharmacol.  July 12, 2018;84(11):2477-2482. 

doi:10.1111/bcp.13710 

9. U.S. Food & Drug Administration. Drug Development and Drug Interactions | Table of 

Substrates, Inhibitors, and Inducers. fda.gov. Published March 10, 2020. Accessed June 

29, 2022. https://www.fda.gov/drugs/drug-interactions-labeling/drug-development-

and-drug-interactions-table-substrates-inhibitors-and-inducers. 

10. Hales CM, Servais J, Martin CB, Kohen D. Prescription Drug Use Among Adults Aged 40-

79 in the United States and Canada. cdc.gov. Published August 2019. Accessed June 29, 

2022. https://www.cdc.gov/nchs/data/databriefs/db347-h.pdf.  

11. Zaurova M, Hoffman RS, Vlahov D, Manini AF. Clinical effects of synthetic cannabinoid 

receptor agonists compared with marijuana in emergency department patients with 

acute drug overdose. J Med Toxicol. June 02, 2016;12(4):335-340. doi: 10.1007/s13181-

016-0558-4 

12. Kelly BF, Nappe TM. Cannabinoid toxicity. StatPearls. Internet. StatPearls Publishing; 

2021. Accessed June 27, 2022. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK482175/. 

13. U.S. Food & Drug Administration. FDA and Cannabis: Research and Drug Approval 

Process. fda.gov. Published October 10, 2020. Accessed June 27, 2022. 

https://www.fda.gov/news-events/public-health-focus/fda-and-cannabis-research-and-

drug-approval-process. 

14. Taylor BN, Mueller M, Sauls RS. Cannabinoid Antiemetic Therapy. StatPearls. Internet. 

StatPearls Publishing; 2021. Accessed June 28, 2022. 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK535430/.  

 . 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277818doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277818
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


15. Diversion Control Division. Mid-Level Practitioners Authorization by State. 

deadiversion.usdoj.gov. Updated May 5, 2022. Accessed June 22, 2022. 

https://www.deadiversion.usdoj.gov/drugreg/practioners/mlp_by_state.pdf. 

16. National Conference of State Legislatures. Deep Dive: Marijuana. ncsl.org. Accessed 

June 21, 2022. https://www.ncsl.org/bookstore/state-legislatures-magazine/marijuana-

deep-dive.aspx. 

17. Caldwell, F. Emerging Issues With Marijuana Legalization. samhsa.gov. Published June 5, 

2019. Accessed June 21, 2022. 

https://www.samhsa.gov/sites/default/files/meeting/documents/emerging-issues-

marijuana-legalization-06112019.pdf. 

18. [dataset] Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services; 2021; Medicare Part D Prescribers 

– by Provider and Drug; https://data.cms.gov/provider-summary-by-type-of-

service/medicare-part-d-prescribers/medicare-part-d-prescribers-by-provider-and-drug.  

19. [database] Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services; 2022; Medicare Total Enrollment; 

https://data.cms.gov/summary-statistics-on-beneficiary-enrollment/medicare-and-

medicaid-reports/medicare-total-enrollment  

20. [database] Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services; 2022; Medicare Physician, Non-

Physician Practitioner and Supplier; https://data.cms.gov/summary-statistics-on-use-

and-payments/medicare-service-type-reports/medicare-physician-non-physician-

practitioner-supplier  

21. ProCon.org. State-by-State Medical Marijuana Laws. medicalmarijuana.procon.org. 

Updated June 6, 2022. Accessed June 30, 2022. 

https://medicalmarijuana.procon.org/legal-medical-marijuana-states-and-dc/. 

22. National Conference of State Legislatures. State Medical Cannabis Laws. ncsl.org. 

Published June 14, 2022. Accessed June 21, 2022. 

https://www.ncsl.org/research/health/state-medical-marijuana-laws.aspx 

23. Babicki S, Arndt D, Marcu A, et al. Heatmapper: web-enabled heat mapping for all. 

Nucleic Acids Res. 2016;44(W1):W147-53. doi:10.1093/nar/gkw419. Accessed July 18, 

2022. 

24. Marijuana Policy Project. California. mpp.org. Updated July 02, 2020. Accessed June 21, 

2022. https://www.mpp.org/states/california/. 

25. Marijuana Policy Project. Nevada. mpp.org. Updated January 14, 2020. Accessed June 

21, 2022. https://www.mpp.org/states/nevada/. 

26. Zvonarev V, Fatuki TA, Tregubenko P. The public health concerns of marijuana 

legalization: an overview of current trends. Cureus. September 30, 2019;11(9):e5806. 

doi:10.7759/cureus.5806 

27. Marijuana Policy Project. An Overview of New Hampshire’s Medical Cannabis Law. 

mpp.org. Accessed June 21, 2022. https://www.mpp.org/states/new-hampshire/an-

overview-of-new-hampshires-medical-marijuana-law/. 

 

 

 

 

 

 . 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)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted July 22, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277818doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.07.20.22277818
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Figure 1. (A) Dronabinol prescriptions per year from 2014 to 2019. (B) Dronabinol prescriptions 

per 1,000,000 Medicare enrollees from 2014 to 2019.  
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Figure 2. Dronabinol prescriptions per 1,000,000 Medicare enrollees. Ranked states (top) and 

heatmap (bottom) in 2014 (A) and 2019 (B). [States outside 1.96 SD (B) or 1.5 SD (A)] 
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Figure 3. Percent change in number of dronabinol prescriptions originating from each state 

from 2014 to 2019.   
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Figure 4. (A) Total number of dronabinol prescriptions in primary care and in specialty areas of 

practice from 2014 to 2019. (B) Total yearly number of dronabinol prescriptions in primary care 

and in specialty areas of practice each year from 2014 to 2019.  
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Figure 5. (A) Average number of dronabinol prescriptions in each area of practice from 2014 to 

2019 with SEM bars. (B) Total dronabinol prescriptions in each area of practice per year from 

2014 to 2019. Percent change from 2014 to 2019 noted in X axis labels.  
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Figure 6. Ratio of percent of total dronabinol prescriptions to percent of total Medicare 

utilization in 2019. A ratio of one is marked with a vertical line.  
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