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Abstract

Background

Sepsis and septic shock are common causes of ICU admission with devastating outcomes. Adjunctive
therapies are urgently needed, and the use of high dose of vitamin B1 and C have recently gained
interest. However, on the basis of a perceived possible synergic effect, most trials have never tested
the combination of thiamine and ascorbic acid, with a separate assessment of the effect of each
individual component. In this context, while the association of thiamine and ascorbic acid was not found
to improve survival rates, potentially harmful effects were found when administering ascorbic acid alone.
We have conducted a retrospective cohort study, comparing ICU mortality of septic shock patients

receiving standard treatment, thiamine alone or a combination of thiamine and ascorbic acid.

Results

A total of 1800 patients were included, 1260 receiving standard care, 436 receiving only thiamine and
104 patients receiving a thiamine / ascorbic acid combination. Using doubly robust estimation of the
treatment effect, combining propensity score weighting and variables adjustment, we found thiamine
alone to be associated with a decrease in ICU mortality compared to the use of a thiamine / ascorbic

acid combination (Hazar Ratio equal to 0.60, 95% Confidence Interval [0.36;0.99], p=0.048).

Conclusions

In septic shock patients, administration of thiamine is associated with improved ICU mortality when used
alone rather than when associated with ascorbic acid. This result strengthens the evidence showing a
lack of effectiveness of the ascorbic acid / thiamine combination reported in recent randomized
controlled trials. Furthermore, it argues in favor of the need for further trials investigating the effect of

thiamine in septic ICU patients as an adjunctive therapy.
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Background

Sepsis is a common and life-threatening condition related to a deregulated host response to infection,
leading to organ dysfunction[1—4]. Depending on which studies are taken into account, its related ICU
mortality can reach 50% [1,2,5-8]. In addition, the severity of illness of septic ICU patients seems to be
increasing over the last decade, with a higher proportion of patients in septic shock and an increase in
the need for renal replacement therapy[9].

To this day, sepsis and septic shock management relies on antimicrobial administration, fluid
resuscitation and control of the source of the infection and use of vasopressors when appropriate[10—
12]. In 2017, an observational before/after study reported a dramatic improvement in septic patients’
outcomes when using a combination of hydrocortisone, ascorbic acid and thiamine (HAT therapy) [13].
The HAT therapy or metabolic cocktail resuscitation was further assessed in several randomized
controlled trials (RCTs) with none reaching a statistical significance for their respective primary
outcomes. A meta-analysis of these studies conducted by our group found a modest improvement in
duration of organ dysfunction but no survival benefit with the use of HAT therapy[14].

One of the rationales supporting the use of HAT therapy was the perceived positive synergic effect
between its constituents[13], which has, however, never been proven. Thus, unexpected interactions
between thiamine and ascorbic acid may otherwise or cancel out convolute effects, limiting the ability to
assess the potential benefit of each compound separately. In this context, and despite existing trials on
HAT therapy, questions about the effects of thiamine and ascorbic acid administered in monotherapy
remain.

In this study, we hypothesize that thiamine may exert different individual effects in ICU patients with

septic shock when it is combined or not with ascorbic acid.
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Material and Methods

Aims of the study

This study aims at comparing the ICU mortality of patients with septic shock receiving standard
treatment, standard treatment with thiamine supplementation or standard treatment with the

administration of a combination of thiamine and ascorbic acid.

Study design

We conducted a single-center retrospective cohort study with multinomial propensity score weighting
analyses. This study was carried out in accordance with the principles outlined in the Declaration of
Helsinki and was approved by the local ethical committee for human studies of Geneva, Switzerland

(Commission Cantonal d’Ethique de la Recherche, CCER 2023-00147).

Population Study
All adult patients (>18 years of age) admitted to the ICU of the Geneva University Hospitals between
January 2012 and August 2022 were screened. Among them, patients with a final diagnosis of septic

shock, were included.

Groups of Patients

Three groups of patients were defined, according to the treatment they received within the first 48 hours
following ICU admission. The control group involved patients receiving only standard treatment for septic
shock. Thiamine (B1) and thiamine/ascorbic acid groups (AT) included patients who received standard
treatment for septic shock with the addition of thiamine (B1), and patients who received a combination

of thiamine and ascorbic acid (AT).

Treatment Administration

The standard treatment of septic shock was conducted according to international guidelines[12]. Use of
thiamine and ascorbic acid was not protocolized in our unit but was left to the discretion of the attending
physician. The combination of thiamine and ascorbic acid was used as of 2017 following Marik’s

publication [13], while the use of thiamine alone progressively increased over time (Supplemental


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.14.23288576
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.14.23288576; this version posted April 17, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Figure 1). In this context, the date of ICU admission was included as a potential confounding factor in

the propensity score.

Statistics
Baseline characteristics were expressed as median (25-75" percentiles) or absolute and relative (%)
frequency if categorical. They were compared using Mann Whitney or a Fisher’s Exact test depending
on their class. For downstream analyses (i.e., propensity score weighting analyses), missing data were
imputed using the missForest R package[15], which uses a random forest trained on the observed
values to predict the missing values. Previous research established evidence in favor of applying
imputation for missing data to improve the accuracy of modelling[16—18]. Among the available methods,
multiple imputation using random forest provides several benefits. It handles both numerical and
categorical variables without the need for prior preprocessing as no assumption of features relationships
are made. It is also robust to multicollinearity and noisy data since it includes built in features selection.
Finally, it can fit a nonlinear relationship. Altogether, it emerged as an optimal strategy, that was shown
to outperform other methods, although it is limited by the very high computational overhead and the
large amounts of memory required[15,18,19].
For the estimation of the multinomial propensity score, we took advantage of the twang package[20].
This package was originally developed to perform propensity score station and weighting using
generalized boosted regression. These models are flexible machine learning approaches which are able
to deal with non-linearities and interactions across the included variables. The algorithm implemented
in twang selects the optimal complexity of the model that achieves the best balance among treatment
groups. This package was further extended to handle more than two treatment conditions through the
multinomial propensity score[21]. We used this package with default parameters. The estimated
estimand was the average treatment effect on the treated (ATT), and the reference treated group was
the one receiving the combination of thiamine and ascorbic acid. The following variables were
considered as potential confounders:

e year of ICU admission

e administration of hydrocortisone.

o Demographic data and comorbidities (age, sex, chronic pulmonary disease, hypertension,

congestive heart failure, diabetes mellitus, renal and liver diseases).
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o Severity of iliness at ICU admission (saps score, bilirubin and arterial base excess levels, white
blood cells and platelets counts, estimated GFR and median heart rate in the first 24 hours).

e Need for organ support therapy within 24 hours of ICU admission (cumulative dose of infused
norepinephrine, need for renal replacement therapy, invasive mechanical ventilation, and
extracorporeal membrane oxygenation).

We first checked the model run for a sufficiently large number of iterations to minimize the stopping rule
while avoiding overfitting. As twang generated 4 sets of weights, each one corresponding to a specific
stopping rule, we selected the one which achieved the greatest mean reduction of both the Kolmogorov-
Smirnov statistics and the absolute standardized mean difference. The balance of the confounding
factors between the three groups was assessed by the absolute standardized mean difference before
and after weighting, with a value lower than 25% being considered as sufficient to support the
assumption of balance between groups[22].

The optimal propensity score weights were extracted using the get.weights command and were further
used in a weighted survival cox model to estimate the treatment effect. We ensured that our model met
the proportional hazard assumptions[23]. Additionally, variables displaying absolute standardized mean
difference above 0.25 after weighting were added in the model to correct for imbalance, a procedure
called doubly robust estimators [24—26)].

All analyses were performed using R software. P-values were two-tailed and a value lower than 0.05

was considered significant.

Results

Population

Between January 2012 and August 2022, 23131 patients were admitted to the ICU of the Geneva
University Hospitals. Among them, 487 patients were not included because they received thiamine or
ascorbic acid after more than 48 hours following ICU admission. Of the 22644 remaining patients, 1800
patients admitted for septic shock were considered for the analyses. In this cohort, 1260 patients were
included in the control group, 426 in the B1 group and 104 in the AT group. Baseline characteristics of

these patients are shown in Table 1.
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Briefly, the three groups (i.e., control, B1 and AT groups) displayed increasing severity of iliness. This
includes more severe lactic acidosis, higher SAPS or APACHE score at ICU admission, and a higher
incidence of mechanical ventilation and renal replacement therapy within the 24 first hours of ICU
admission.

The median daily delivered doses of thiamine were 304mg (IQR 193, 600) and 400mg (IQR 233, 600)
in the B1 and AT groups respectively. The median daily doses of administered ascorbic acid was
4500mg (IQR 1893, 6100) in the AT group. The median duration of thiamine treatment were 2.23 days
(IQR1, 5.5) and 2.05 days (IQR 1, 4.8) in the B1 and AT groups respectively. The median duration of

ascorbic acid treatment was 1.11 day (IQR1, 2.28) in the AT group.

Variables Balance

The absolute standardized mean difference before and after weighting, for each confounding factor and
each stopping rule is shown in Figure 1. The stopping rule searching for minimization of the mean of
absolute standardized mean differences (es.mean) displayed the best overall performance and was
further used in the weighted analyses. Before weighting, 11 and 9 variables were unbalanced in the
control and thiamine alone groups respectively, while only 4 (use of hydrocortisone, 24h-cumulative doe
of norepinephrine, mechanical ventilation, and saps) and 1 variable (use of hydrocortisone) still had an
absolute standardized mean difference above 0.25 after weighting. The final weighted model was thus

adjusted for these confounding factors.

Treatment Effect

In the crude analysis, control and B1 group displayed a lower ICU mortality compared to the AT group
(Hazard Ratio, (HR) equal to 0.68 95% Confidence Interval (Cl) [0.47;0.97], p=0.032 and 0.65
[0.44;0.96], p=0.029 respectively). After propensity score weighting (HR=0.60 [0.36;0.99], p=0.047), as
well as the use of the doubly robust estimator (HR=0.60 [0.36;0.99], p=0.048), patients from the B1
group showed a decrease in ICU mortality compared to the AT group. The survival curve corresponding

to the doubly robust estimation is shown in Figure 2.
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Discussion

The main finding of our study is an incremental decrease in ICU mortality in AT, control and B1 groups
respectively, although only the B1 and the AT groups significantly differ. Interest for vitamin C and B1
as adjunctive therapy for septic shock took a major turn after the publication by Marik et al[13] of an
observational before/after study, which reported major improvements of outcomes in septic patients with

hydrocortisone, ascorbic acid and thiamine used in combination.

Unlike in the study of Marik et al[13], we did not observe any improvement in ICU mortality in the AT
group compared to the control group. This is in line with several recently conducted RCTs which were
unable to reproduce the remarkable survival benefit described by Marik et al. [27-33].

Likewise, a recent meta-analysis of these trials confirmed a lack of effect of HAT therapy on mortality
despite a slight decrease in 72h SOFA scores[14]. Studies published since have not found any gain in

mortality either[34,35].

One of the key concepts of the AT therapy relied on the perceived positive synergic effect between its
components[13] although it has never been proven. The negative impact of the addition of ascorbic acid
to thiamine observed in our study challenges this assumption. It even raises concerns about potential
toxicity of this combination, as patients from AT groups displayed higher ICU mortality compared to both
B1 and control groups, although the latter was no longer significant after propensity score weighting.
While some authors observed decreased ICU length of stay[36] and mortality[37], improved SOFA
score[38] and lowered vasopressor requirements[36,37,39] in septic patients treated with vitamin C,
these studies were limited by their small size and their unblinded design. The recent and well conducted
CITRIS-ALI trial including 167 patients with sepsis and ARDS reported a lower 28-day mortality, but it
was a secondary outcome which was no longer significant when adjusted for multiple comparisons[40].
Neither did two other RCTs find a benefit of ascorbic acid infusion, even in patients with vitamin C deficit
at baseline[41,42]. Finally, the potential negative effect associated with the use of ascorbic acid has
recently been suggested by the LOVIT trial which is the largest and the most recent multicentric trial.
This study involving 35 medical-surgical ICU, enrolled 872 patients in septic shock to receive ascorbic

acid (50 mg/kg/6h up to 96 hours) or a placebo. The primary outcome, a composite of death and
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persistent organ dysfunction at day 28, was significantly higher in the group treated with vitamin C (44.5

versus 38.5%, p=0.01)[43].

The decrease in ICU mortality which we observed in the B1 group compared to the AT patients is in line
with a recent RCT. Nandhini et al. randomized 84 septic shock patients in three groups, placebo,
thiamine alone (2 mg/kg/8h) and ascorbic acid (50 mg/kg/6h) and found a decrease in ICU mortality in
the group treated by thiamine alone (28%) compared to those treated by vitamin C alone (48%) or
placebo (60%)[44]. The potential benefit of thiamine alone in comparison with standard treatment in
septic patients has already been suggested. A study conducted by Donnino et al., enrolling 88 ICU
septic shock patients, compared intravenous infusion of thiamine (200mg/12h) to a placebo. In the
predefined subgroup of patients with thiamine deficiency, mortality was decreased in the intervention
group (13 versus 46%, p=0.047 for survival analyses)[45]. A similar study was published by Petsakul et
al., involving 50 ICU patients in septic shock. It reported a greater reduction of the vasopressor
dependency index in patients treated with thiamine[46].

From a biological perspective, the rationale supporting thiamine supplementation exists. Thiamine is a
vitamin, acting as a cofactor for the Pyruvate Dehydrogenase Complex (PDH) and the alpha-keto-
glutarate dehydrogenase. Both enzymes are involved in the tricarboxylic acid cycle, making thiamine
necessary for mitochondrial function and ATP generation[47]. Our group also reported its role in renal
gluconeogenesis, a process whose decline is associated with mortality in critical ill patients[48]. In
addition, thiamine deficiency is observed in 20-70% of ICU patients[45] and is associated with
mortality[49]. Altogether, this argues in favor of further clinical trials evaluating the clinical effect of

thiamine alone in ICU patients treated for septic shock.

Our study has several limitations. The first is due to its single-centered design that limits the extent of
our findings. The second is that being a retrospective study, results may have been biased due to the
presence of confounding factors. However, we used a doubly robust estimation of the treatment effect,
combining a propensity score weighting with variables adjustment to achieve balance among groups
although we can’t completely rule out the existence of unobserved confounders. The third is related to

the use of thiamine and ascorbic acid that was not protocolized in our ICU and may therefore have
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changed over time. To address this, we included the date of admission in the propensity score and the

assessment of this variable was well balanced after weighting.

Conclusion

We found that the use of thiamine alone within 48 hours after ICU admission in septic shock patients
was associated with a lower ICU mortality as compared to its use in combination with ascorbic acid.
This finding argues in favor of further, large clinical trials evaluating the effect of thiamine
supplementation in septic shock patients as well as highlighting the potentially harmful effects of the

thiamine / ascorbic acid combination used in these patients.
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Table 1

Baseline characteristics of patients among groups.

BMI, Body Mass Index; SAPSII, Simplified Acute Physiological Score; APACHE I, Acute Physiology
and Chronic Health Evaluation; eGFR, estimated glomerular filtration rate; ECMO, Extra Corporeal

Membrane Oxygenation

Control group B1 group AT group (N=104) Total p value
(N=1260) (N=436) (N=1800)

Patients’ characteristics
Age (years), median (IQR) 70 (58, 78) 65 (57, 74) 68 (58, 76) 68 (58, 77) <0.001
Sex, male, n (%) 754 (59.8) 323 (74.1) 63 (60.6) 1140 (63.3) <0.001
BMI (kg/m?), median (IQR) 25.4 (22.7, 28.8) 24.8(21.7, 28.5) 25.2(22.5,29.4) 25.2 (22.5, 29.0) 0.189
SAPS Il score, median (IQR) 51 (39, 65) 58 (44, 72) 72 (58, 85) 53 (41, 69) <0.001
APACHE Il score, median (IQR) 25 (19, 31) 28 (22, 35) 36 (29, 41) 26 (20, 33) <0.001
Charlson score, median (IQR) 2(1,4) 2(1,4) 2(1,5) 2(1,4) 0.546
Underlying diseases
Diabetes mellitus, n (%) 188 (14.9) 65 (14.9) 12 (11.5) 265 (14.7) 0.691
Hypertension, n (%) 377 (29.9) 129 (29.6) 40 (38.5) 546 (30.3) 0.184
Chronic heart failure, n (%) 192 (15.2) 61 (14.0) 10 (9.6) 263 (14.6) 0.281
Heart valve Diseases, n (%) 58 (4.6) 17 (3.9) 0 75 (4.2) 0.041
Chronic respiratory disease, n (%) 73 (5.8) 31(7.1) 9(8.7) 113 (6.3) 0.315
Chronic liver disease, n (%) 46 (3.7) 34 (7.8) 11 (10.6) 91 (5.1) <0.001
Active cancer, n (%) 161 (12.8) 52 (11.9) 16 (15.4) 229 (12.7) 0.603
Cause of ICU admission
Medical, n (%) 1167 (92.6) 412 (94.5) 97 (93.3) 1676 (93.1) 0.971
Surgical, n (%) 93 (7.4) 24 (5.5) 7(6.7) 124 (6.9) 0.466
At ICU admission
pH, median (IQR) 7.36(7.29, 7.41) 7.35(7.27, 7.40) 7.29(7.24,7.37) 7.35(7.28,7.41) <0.001
Base excess, median (IQR) -5.2 (-8.5, -1.90) -5.9(-9.4, -2.6) -7.7 (-10.7, -4.3) -5.6 (-8.8,-2.2) <0.001
Lactate (mmol/l), median (IQR) 1.6 (1.0, 3.0) 2.0(1.1,4.0) 2.8(1.8,4.6) 1.8(1.1,3.3) <0.001
Hemoglobin (mg/l), median (IQR) 101 (87, 118) 104 (88, 124) 104 (86, 122) 102 (87, 119) 0.058
Platelets (G/l), median (IQR) 171 (107, 252) 149 (89, 224) 155 (84, 209) 163 (99, 240) <0.001
White blood cells (G/l), median (IQR) 12.1 (6.7, 18.3) 11.8 (6.5, 18.4) 12.2 (3.8, 20.9) 12 (6.5, 18.4) 0.829
Bilirubin (umol/l), median (IQR) 15 (9, 26) 18 (10, 32) 15.5 (9.8, 34) 15 (9, 27) 0.006
eGFR (mL/min/1.73 m?), median (IQR) 44 (25, 78) 47 (26, 81) 31 (19, 52) 44 (25, 78) <0.001
During first 24 hours upon admission
Hydrocortisone treatment, n (%) 583 (46.3) 292 (67) 99 (95.2) 974 (54.1) <0.001
Invasive mechanical ventilation, n (%) 342 (27.1) 198 (45.4) 70 (67.3) 610 (33.9) <0.001
Renal replacement therapy, n (%) 70 (5.6) 44 (10.1) 17 (16.3) 131(7.3) <0.001
ECMO, n (%) 3(0.2) 2(0.5) 2(1.9) 7(0.4) 0.058
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Figure Legend

Figure 1 variables balance across groups: Dotplot showing the absolute standardized mean
difference each variable included in the propensity score, before and after weighting, for the 4 stopping
rules used.

NE Norepinephrine; MV Mechanical Ventilation; RRT Renal Replacement Therapy ; eGFR estimated
Glomerular Filtration Rate ; BE Base Excess ; CHF Congestive Heart Failure; HR Heart Rate; HTN

Hypertension; DM Diabetes Mellitus; WBC White Blood Cell count.

Figure 2 ICU mortality across groups: Survival curves showing the cumulative ICU survival along

time across the three groups.

Supplemental Figure 1 proportion of treatment group assignment along time: Stacked barplot

showing the proportion of each treatment group along years of admission.
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