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24  Abstract

25 Objectives: to identify differences in mean vitamin D concentrations in samples
26 obtained from a private laboratory in the city of Quito, and to explore their
27  relationship with the pre-pandemic and pandemic periods spanning from 2018 to
28 2022.

29 Design: A combination of an interrupted time series design and a retrospective
30 cross-sectional approach

31 Setting and participants: The study involved 9,285 participants who had their 25-
32 hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels tested at a well-known private laboratory in
33  Quito, Ecuador, from 2018 to 2022.

34 Primary and secondary outcome measures: The 25(OH)D levels were analyzed
35 and assessed for correlations with both age and the year in which the
36 measurements were taken.

37 Results: The mean 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) level was 27.53 ng/mL (
38 14.11). Approximately 64.58% of participants had insufficient levels, below 20
39  ng/mL, and 0.62% showed potential harm from excess 25(OH)D, with levels over
40 100 ng/mL. The analysis indicated a significant monthly increase of 0.133 units in
41  25(OH)D levels (p=0.006). However, the period after March 2020, compared to
42  before, saw a non-significant decrease of 1.605 units in mean 25(OH)D levels
43  (p=0.477).

44  Conclusions: The study's findings indicate a significant prevalence of 25-
45  hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) deficiency, underscoring the necessity for
46  preventative measures. Nevertheless, the rise in cases of vitamin D toxicity is
47  concerning, emphasizing the importance of prudent vitamin D supplement
48  prescriptions and public education against self-medication. For efficient resource
49 allocation and targeting those with higher risks, it may be advantageous to
50 concentrate vitamin D testing on specific population groups.

51

52 Keywords: 25-hydroxyvitamin-D; vitamin D deficiency; vitamin d toxicity,

53  hypervitaminosis d, overdose.
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54 Introduction

55 Vitamin D, a prohormone, has a crucial influence on a multitude of biological
56 processes, encompassing immunological responses, phosphocalcic metabolism,
57 and detoxification. Recent revelations regarding the diverse functions of vitamin D
58 have engendered escalating interest among the scientific community, fostering an
59 ongoing commitment to further research in this realm. The intricate regulation of
60 vitamin D is governed by a complex interplay of genetic and environmental factors,

61 underscoring the multifaceted nature of its mechanisms [1].

62 The primary source of vitamin D in humans stems from the interaction of UVB
63 radiation with the skin during sunlight exposure. When the skin is exposed to
64  ultraviolet radiation, a photochemical reaction occurs; cleaving carbon bonds in the
65  precursor of vitamin D, 7-dehydrocholesterol, to form pre-vitamin D2. Subsequent
66 temperature-dependent molecular rearrangements facilitate the production of
67  active vitamin D, which can be stored within the body for several months due to its
68 liposoluble nature[2]. In addition to sunlight, vitamin D can also be obtained from
69  external sources such as certain foods and supplements|[1].

70  Defining the optimal level of 25(OH)D, the major circulating form of vitamin D,
71 remains a topic of ongoing debate[3]. Some studies have highlighted a potential
72 overestimation of vitamin D deficiency prevalence in the population, fueling
73 controversy over the necessity of supplementation in healthy individuals[3].
74  Notably, The Endocrine Society defines deficiency as <20 ng/ml, insufficiency as
75 21-29 ng/ml, and optimal levels as >30 ng/ml, while the Institute of Medicine
76  (Health and Medicine Division of the National Academies) considers deficiency as
77 <12 ng/ml, insufficiency as 12-20 ng/ml, and optimal levels as >20 ng/ml.
78  Furthermore, The American Association of Clinical Endocrinologists defines
79 deficiency as < 30 ng/ml and optimal levels as 30-50 ng/mil[4]. Globally, an
80 estimated 15.7% of the population suffers from a vitamin D deficit, with South
81 America exhibiting a higher prevalence of 34.75%][4,5]. No previous studies in
82  Ecuador have considered altitude and the pandemic. Quito, Ecuador's capital, sits
83 at 2850 meters above sea level.
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84  During the COVID-19 pandemic, several studies have documented significant
85 lifestyle changes among individuals, including modifications in dietary patterns,
86 reduced participation in outdoor activities, and a decline in physical exercise[6].
87 These lifestyle shifts have the potential to impact vitamin D synthesis, as they may

88  serve as contributing factors[6,7].

89  Vitamin D deficiency has been linked to acute and chronic diseases that affect not
90 only the skeletal system but also other physiological systems. Timely treatment for
91 individuals with vitamin D deficiency can potentially improve their quality of life and

92 reduce associated health risks[8].

93 The objective of this study was to identify differences in mean vitamin D
94  concentrations in samples obtained from a private laboratory in the city of Quito,
95 and to explore their relationship with the pre-pandemic and pandemic periods
96 spanning from 2018 to 2022.

97 Methods
98 Design

99 A combination of an interrupted time series design and a retrospective cross-
100 sectional approach was employed in this study to assess shifts in population-level
101 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) status and associated toxicity in Ecuador, pre -
102 and post-onset of the COVID-19 pandemic. Data were collated at multiple time
103  points through cross-sectional measures of previously collected data prior to and
104 following the pandemic's onset. This design facilitated the appraisal of long-term
105 trends and the potential influence of the pandemic on 25-hydroxyvitamin D

106  (25(OH)D) levels and associated toxicity.
107  Settings

108  This study was conducted primarily in a large private laboratory in Quito, Ecuador.
109 A diverse cohort of patients was included, most of whom had their 25-
110  hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels tested at the request of their physicians. These

111  people came from various cities, primarily from Quito, Ibarra, Ambato, and Santo
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112 Domingo. Data from 2018 to 2022 were analyzed, with the exception that for the

113 year 2022 only data from January were included.
114  Study population and sample size

115 The study population comprised people who had their 25-hydroxyvitamin D
116  (25(OH)D) levels tested at a large private laboratory in Quito, Ecuador, between
117  the years 2018 and 2022. A vast majority of these tests were performed at the
118 request of the patients' physicians. Patients from various cities such as Quito,
119  Ambato, Ibarra, and Santo Domingo contributed to the diversity of the sample. The
120 total sample size was 9,285. By the year 2022, the sample included only those
121 people whose vitamin D levels were tested in January. Additionally, we performed
122 a secondary analysis in a subsample of 919 patients in which we collected
123 information about chronic diseases and medications in order to calculate the
124  prevalence of inadequate levels of vitamin D in people with and without chronic

125 diseases.
126  Data collection procedures

127  There is a consensus among experts regarding the use of serum/plasma 25(OH)D
128  concentration as the preferred method to evaluate vitamin D status. It is widely
129 agreed that this measurement reflects the combined contributions of diet and
130 dermal synthesis. The choice of 25(OH)D is justified by its advantageous
131  characteristics, including its extended half-life of 15 days, relative stability,
132 abundant presence in the blood, and responsiveness to recent endogenous
133 vitamin D production and exogenous intake from diet or supplements[1,9]. The
134  determination of 25-hydroxyvitamin D Total in human plasma was assessed using
135 the ELFA (Enzyme Linked Fluorescent Assay) technique. The measurements were
136  performed using the VIDAS laboratory machine, employing reagents manufactured
137 by Biomerieux. Following the completion of the assay, the results were
138  automatically analyzed by the computer.
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139  The instrument automatically calculated the results using stored calibration curves
140 based on a 4-parameter logistics model. The results were expressed in either

141 ng/mL or nmol/L.

142  The VIDAS 25 OH Vitamin D TOTAL measurement range spanned from 8.1 ng/mL
143 to 126.0 ng/mL. Results below the lower limit of the measurement range were
144  reported as "< 8.1 ng/mL," while values above the upper limit were reported as ">
145 126.0 ng/mL.". In this study, the reference value of < 20ng/mL was adopted to
146  classify laboratory samples as “inadequate levels”, encompassing values indicating
147  deficiency and insufficiency. Furthermore, values exceeding 100 ng/mL were

148  considered “suggestive toxicity”.
149  Variables

150 The main variables of interest in this study were serum concentrations of
151  25-hydroxyvitamin D [25(OH)D], age, and the year of measurement. Vitamin D
152 levels were classified as ‘'deficiency’, ‘insufficient’ and 'sufficient’ based on
153  recognized clinical thresholds. We further classified "Suggestive toxicity" when the
154  values were >100 ng/mL, and "Inadequate levels" when the values were deficient
155  or insufficient. Age was stratified into four categories: 'Children and adolescents’,
156  'Young adults', 'Middle-aged adults' and 'Older adults’. The year of measurement
157 was used to compare vitamin D levels before and after the start of the COVID-19
158  pandemic. We also considered two outcome variables: 'Suggestive toxicity' and

159 'Inadequate levels'.
160  Statistical analysis

161  Descriptive statistics were first calculated to summarize the basic characteristics of
162 the data set, including means and standard deviations for continuous variables,
163 and frequencies and percentages for categorical variables. We stratified the
164 analyzes by age group and by year of measurement to assess temporal trends in
165  25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels. Chi-square tests were used to examine
166  differences in the distribution of categorical variables between different groups. For
167  continuous variables, independent samples t tests or Mann-Whitney U tests were
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168 used, as appropriate. A p-value of less than 0.05 was considered statistically
169  significant. To further explore the relationships between age, year of measurement,
170 and 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels, cross-tabulations were performed.
171  These analyzes were used to identify the prevalence of 25-hydroxyvitamin D
172 (25(OH)D) deficiency, insufficiency, sufficiency, suggestive toxicity, and inadequate
173  levels within each age group and year. Results are reported as mean * standard
174  deviation (SD) for continuous variables and number (percent) for categorical

175  variables, unless otherwise stated.

176  Two secondary analyses were performed: First, within a subsample of participants
177  to investigate possible selection bias in the study results. The association between
178  self-reported illnesses and inadequate 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels was
179  assessed using a chi-square test. Medical conditions were self-reported using the
180 personal data form, and this information was integrated into the laboratory's
181 database, along with data on medication use and comorbidities. Second, a
182  secondary analysis was performed to compare 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D)
183 levels between cities located at different altitudes: Quito, Ambato, and Ibarra,
184 located above 2,500 masl, and Santo Domingo, located below 625 masl. The chi-
185 square test was used to examine the association between city location and
186  inadequate vitamin D levels.

187 To examine the potential change in average 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D)
188  concentration before and after March 2020 (pre-pandemic and pandemic periods),
189  a multiple linear regression analysis was employed. The independent variables in
190 the analysis included the passage of time (measured in months), a binary variable
191 indicating the period after March 2020, and an interaction term combining these
192  two variables. The dependent variable was the average monthly 25-hydroxyvitamin
193 D (25(0OH)D) concentration. The total sample size for the regression analysis was

194  49.

195 For the statistical analysis, a Poisson regression model was utilized to determine
196  the prevalence ratios for two health outcomes, namely toxicity and inadequate
197 levels of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D), over a four-year period (2018-2021). For
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198 each outcome, the year of observation was included as a categorical independent
199 variable, and prevalence ratios were estimated in relation to the base year of 2018.

200 Observations from the year 2022 were excluded from the analysis.

201 All statistical analyzes were performed using Stata 15.1 (Stata Corp. 2015. Stata
202  Statistical Software: Release 14. College Station, TX: StataCorp LP). A
203  significance level of p<0.05 was considered statistically significant, indicating the

204  presence of significant differences between the groups.
205  Ethical issues

206 The study protocol (CEISH 659-2022) received ethical approval from the Ethics
207 Committee for Research in Human Beings of the Pontifical Catholic University of

208  Ecuador, following an expedited review process.
209 Results

210 Descriptive results from the total sample are shown in Table 1. In this study
211  population of n=9286, most participants were female (74.65%). The mean age of
212 the population was 51.58 years (+ 23.00), and the age range varied from 1-2 years
213  to 100-130 years. The mean concentration of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) was
214  27.53 ng/mL (+ 14.11). Regarding 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels, 64.58%
215 of the participants had inadequate levels, defined as a concentration of 25-
216  hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) below 20 ng/mL. In addition, suggestive toxicity,
217 indicating potential harm due to excess 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D), was
218  present in 0.62% of the population, with a 25(OH)D concentration limit greater than
219 100 ng/mL. There was missing information because some participants did not
220 provide their sex. The presented means and standard deviations provide more
221 information about the age distribution and 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D)
222 concentration within the study population.

223 Table 1: Demographics, 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) Levels, and Inadequate and

224  Suggestive Toxicity of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) of the Study Population
225  (N=9286)
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Variable Statistics
‘Sex

[Female, n (%) 6932 (74.65%)
‘Male, n (%) 2318 (24.96%)
‘Not registered, n (%) 36 (0.39%)
\Mean Age (= SD) 51.58 years (+ 23.00)
‘Age Range (Years)

1-2, n (%) 34 (0.37%)
3-5, n (%) 93 (1.01%)
6-11, n (%) 275 (2.98%)
\12-17, n (%) 440 (4.76%)
18-65, n (%) 5630 (60.92%)
‘66-79, n (%) 1685 (18.23%)
\80-99, n (%) 1070 (11.58%)
1100-130, n (%) 14 (0.15%)
Mean 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D)

Concentration (£ SD) 27.53 ng/mL (£ 14.11)
Inadequate 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D)

Level

Yes, n (%) 5997 (64.58%)
‘Suggestive Toxicity

Yes, n (%) 58 (0.62%)
Notes:

1. Inadequate 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) Level was defined as having a concentration of
25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) less than 20 ng/mL.

2. Suggestive Toxicity was defined based on the presence of symptoms indicating potential
harm or risk due to excess 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D), as ascertained by medical
evaluation, and when the concentration of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) exceeded 100
ng/mL.

3. Participants who did not disclose their gender are listed as 'Not Disclosed' under the 'Sex’
category.

4. Age is categorized into ranges for easier data interpretation.

5. The means for age and 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) concentration are presented with
their respective standard deviations.

226

227  Additionally, regarding the two secondary analyses, First, in the subsample
228 analysis, no significant differences were found in inadequate 25-hydroxyvitamin D
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229 (25(OH)D) levels between those without self-reported diseases (63%), those
230 without any medication (64%), those with any self-reported disease (64%), and
231 those taking any medication (61%) (S1 Table). Inadequate levels were considered
232 based on specific criteria related to Vitamin D status. These findings suggest that
233 the results of our study are more generalizable to the general population from
234  which the sample was drawn, since there does not seem to be a selection bias
235 related to the presence of diseases. Furthermore, when comparing 25-
236 hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels between cities located at different altitudes:
237  Among the participants from Quito, Ambato and Ibarra, 64.18% had inadequate
238 levels, while 52.74% of the participants from Santo Domingo had inadequate levels
239  (chi-square = 18.1854, p < 0.001). These findings suggest that altitude may play a
240 role in 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) status, as people residing at higher
241  altitudes are more likely to have inadequate levels.

242  Regarding the evolution of concentration of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) across
243  years, (S2Table) provides an overview of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels,
244  suggestive toxicity, and inadequate levels in different years and age groups. In
245 2018, a significant difference in the prevalence of deficiency was observed
246  between age groups, with the highest proportion in children and adolescents
247  (42.9%), followed by young adults (43.0%), middle-aged adults (20.4%) and older.
248  adults (33.0%). Similarly, in 2021 a significant difference was found, with the
249  highest proportion of deficiency in children and adolescents (29.1%), followed by
250 older adults (26.1%), young adults (28.0%) and middle-aged adults (21.6%).
251 Regarding inadequate levels, the prevalence varied between years and age
252  groups, with the highest figures being observed in 2021 (2,695) and in the group of
253  middle-aged adults (1,099). Suggestive toxicity was identified in a small number of
254  cases, mainly in older adults. In general, there was a significant association
255 between the year and the prevalence of deficiency and inadequate levels of 25-

256  hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D), indicating variations over time.

257 We can observe the trend of monthly average plasma of 25-hydroxyvitamin D

258  (250HD) concentration during the pre-pandemic and pandemic periods. During the


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.08.23295127
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.08.23295127; this version posted September 12, 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-ND 4.0 International license .

259  pandemic period, although the values of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (250HD) remain
260 inadequate, there is an evident increase in the monthly average concentration of
261  25-hydroxyvitamin D (250HD). It increases from 2.4 ng/mL in 2018 to 2022 (Figure
262 1).
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263

264  Figure 1. Monthly mean 25-hydroxyvitamin D (250HD) concentration pre-pandemic

265 and pandemic period.

266 The results of the regression analysis (Table 2) revealed that there was a
267  statistically significant average monthly increase in 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D)
268  concentration of 0.133 units (p=0.006). The period after March 2020, compared
269  with the period before March 2020, was associated with a non-significant reduction
270 in mean 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) concentration of 1.605 units (p=0.477).
271 However, the interaction between the period after March 2020 and time was not
272 significant (p=0.909), suggesting that there was no additional monthly change in
273  25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) concentration after March 2020 beyond the
274  increase. overall monthly. The constant term indicated a significant baseline mean
275  25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) concentration of 24.004 units at the start of the
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276  study (p<0.001). The general model explained approximately 40.28% of the
277  variation in the average monthly concentration of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D)
278  (R-squared=0.4028, R-squared=0.3629) and was statistically significant (F=10.12,
279 p <0.001).

280 Table 2: Regression analysis of monthly average 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) concentration,
281  before and after March 2020.

Coefficient

(Average Monthly 25-
hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D)

Variable concentration) t statistic p-value
Time* (per each month) 0.133 2.90 0.006
Post-March 2020** (1) -1.605 -0.72 0.477
Post-March
2020*Time*** 0.008 0.11 0.909
Constant*#*** 24.004 33.94 <0.001

* The "Time" coefficient refers to the average monthly increase in 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) concentration across
all participants in the study.

** 1post-March 2020 (1)" is the average difference in 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(0H)D) concentration for all months after

March 2020 (the 27th month of the study), compared to the months before March 2020.

*%% npost-March 2020*Time" is the interaction term, representing any additional monthly change in Vitamin D

concentration after March 2020, beyond the general monthly increase.

*¥***The Constant term represents the average 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(0OH)D) concentration at the start of the study

(Time =0).

282

283 The proportion of toxicity across 2018 to 2021 increased significantly and the
284 inadequate levels of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) reduces in the same period,
285  but with a non-significant change (S3, S4 Tables). These findings highlight the
286 presence of a general upward trend in 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D)
287 concentration over time, but no additional significant monthly change after the
288 onset of the COVID-19 pandemic in March 2020. Results from the regression
289 model Poisson tests indicate a significant increase in the prevalence of toxicity

290 (Table 3) during the period from 2018 to 2021. Specifically, the prevalence of
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291  toxicity was found to be 6.53 times higher in 2020 and 7.37 times higher in 2021
292 compared to the base year 2018. In contrast, the prevalence of inadequate 25-
293  hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels (Table 4) showed a slight but not statistically
294  significant decrease over the same period. The prevalence was found to be 3.5%
295 lower in 2020 and 8% lower in 2021 compared to 2018. These findings suggest
296 divergent trends in the two health outcomes over the study period.
297  Table 3: Poisson Regression Results for Toxicity* (2019-2021)

Year Coefficient Standard z-statistic | P-value Preyalence

Error Ratio

2019 -0.5614968 1.414.213 |-0.40 0.691 0.57

2020 1.876.703 | 1.027.402|1.83 0.068 6.53

2021** 1.997.484| 1.013.072|1.97 0.049 7.37

*Suggestive Toxicity was defined based on the presence of symptoms

indicating potential harm or risk due to excess 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D),

as ascertained by medical evaluation, and when the concentration of 25-

hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) exceeded 100 ng/mL.

**The positive coefficient suggests a positive relationship between the year

2021 and toxicity, the p-value < 0.05, indicating statistical significance.

298
299  Table 4: Poisson Regression Results for Inadequate Vitamin D Level* (2019-2021)

Year Coefficient Standard Error | z-statistic P-value :::;’:Ience
2019** | 0.0111135 0.0524749 0.21 0.832 1.01
2020**|-0.0359239 0.0492221 -0.73 0.465 0.965
2021** | -0.0830686 0.0461695 -1.80 0.072 0.92

* Inadequate 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) Level was defined as having a concentration of 25-

hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) less than 20 ng/mL.

** These results suggest that there is no strong and consistent evidence for significant changes in

the prevalence of inadequate vitamin D levels across the years 2019, 2020, and 2021.

300

301 Discussion

302  Main findings

303 This study revealed a high prevalence of inadequate levels of 25-hydroxyvitamin D
304 (25(OH)D) (64.58%) among individuals attending a private laboratory in Quito,
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305 Ecuador. These findings align with a meta-analysis conducted between 2000 and
306 2022, which estimated the global and regional prevalence of deficiency in serum
307 25-hydroxyvitamin D levels. The meta-analysis included 308 studies with
308 7,947,359 participants from 81 countries, finding that 15.7% had levels below 12
309 ng/dL and 47.9% had levels below 20 ng/dL. Although the prevalence slightly
310 decreased from 2000-2010 to 2011-2022, it remained at a high level[10].
311  Similarly, another meta-analysis conducted in an Asian population, including
312 746,564 subjects, reported that 22.82% had levels below 12 ng/dL and 57.69%
313  had levels below 20 ng/dL, indicating a high prevalence of 25-hydroxyvitamin D
314  (25(OH)D) deficiency in Asia. 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels varied based
315 on gender, age group, region, altitude, and disease. Several factors contributed to
316 these results, including dietary habits. Vitamin D is only present in a few foods,
317 such as fish liver oil and fatty fish, which are not commonly consumed by Asians,
318 especially central Asians. Additionally, Asians tend to prefer a lighter skin color,
319 leading to the use of sunscreen and parasols outdoors, which reduces the
320 penetration of ultraviolet B (UVB) and subsequently decreases vitamin D synthesis.
321  Clothing habits also play a significant role, as many individuals in western and
322  southern Asia, where Muslim populations reside, wear long robes and veils that
323  cover the skin. Moreover, people living in southern and Southeast Asia generally
324 have darker skin, which can block UVB penetration. Economic development also
325 influences vitamin D levels, particularly in Asian countries that are still developing

326 and lack access to effective vitamin D supplements[10].

327 Furthermore, another meta-analysis estimated the prevalence of 25-
328 hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) deficiency in Africa. This analysis included 119
329 studies with 21,474 participants from 23 countries. The findings indicated that
330 18.46% had values below 12 ng/dL and 34.22% had values below 20 ng/dL. The
331 prevalence of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) deficiency exhibited regional
332 variation, with the highest rates observed in northern African countries and South
333  Africa[ll]. Among population subgroups, women, newborn babies, and urban
334 populations had the lowest concentrations of 25(OH)D. Notably, populations living
335 in urban areas exhibited lower 25(OH)D concentrations compared to rural
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336  populations, potentially due to limited sunlight exposure duration or reduced dietary
337 intake of vitamin D. Conversely, the populations in Africa that practiced traditional
338 lifestyles, including nomadic animal rearing, hunting, and gathering, demonstrated
339 the highest 25(OH)D concentrations[11].

340 In a meta-analysis that estimated the prevalence of 25-hydroxyvitamin D
341 (25(OH)D) deficiency in South America, 96 studies with a total of 227,758
342 participants were included from an initial pool of 9,460 articles. The overall
343 prevalence of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) deficiency, defined by a 25(OH)D
344  concentration below 20 ng/mL, was found to be 34.76%. Lifestyle factors such as
345 spending more time indoors for work, leisure, and physical activities, coupled with
346 dietary patterns and public health campaigns that promote sunlight avoidance and
347 skin protection, likely contribute to the lower-than-expected concentrations of
348  25(OH)D in this region[5].

349 Ecuador, situated in the tropical zone, is longitudinally crossed by the Andes
350 mountain range, which imparts distinct and prominent topographical characteristics
351 throughout the country. The altitude of Ecuador's regions holds significant influence
352  over various health outcomes experienced by its population[12]. Within the scope
353  of this study, a pronounced disparity in inadequate 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D)
354 levels was observed in laboratory results obtained from individuals residing in
355  Quito, positioned at an approximate elevation of 2,850 meters above sea level, in
356 comparison to samples collected from individuals in Santo Domingo, situated at a
357 lower altitude of approximately 625 meters above sea level. Upon comparing
358 participants from Quito, Ambato, and Ibarra with those from Santo Domingo, it was
359 found that 64.18% of individuals from higher-altitude cities exhibited inadequate
360 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels, whereas the percentage was 52.74%
361 among those from Santo Domingo. These findings indicate a potential correlation
362 between altitude and 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) status, suggesting that
363 individuals inhabiting higher altitudes are more susceptible to insufficient levels of
364 this nutrient. Therefore, it is crucial to consider regional factors when evaluating 25-

365 hydroxyvitamin D (25(0OH)D) status and devising appropriate interventions. These


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.08.23295127
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.08.23295127; this version posted September 12, 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-ND 4.0 International license .

366  results align with other studies, including research conducted in Asia by Zhiwei
367 Jiang, which revealed that individuals residing at lower altitudes (<500 m) tend to
368  exhibit higher 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels compared to those at higher
369  altitudes (>500 m)[10]. Furthermore, it has been observed that people living in
370 high-altitude regions often encounter difficulties in accessing effective vitamin D
371 supplements[10]. The studies conducted in South America have incorporated two
372 fundamental factors, namely altitude and diet, into their analyses. At higher
373  altitudes, the atmosphere is thinner, resulting in reduced absorption of ultraviolet
374 radiation (UV levels increase by 10% to 12% with each 1000-meter increase in
375  altitude)[5].

376 The findings of this study revealed a significant prevalence of inadequate 25-
377  hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels in the population, while the incidence of 25-
378 hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) toxicity was relatively low (0.62%). Interestingly,
379 divergent changes were observed in these indicators during the study period.
380 Although inadequate levels showed a non-significant reduction, there was a
381 notable increase in the prevalence of toxicity from 2018 to 2021. These results
382 underscore a concerning trend in the 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) status of the
383 population. These findings are consistent with a study conducted in Ireland that
384 aimed to investigate the impact of the COVID-19 pandemic on vitamin D status and
385 the usage of newly introduced vitamin D supplements. A trend analysis based on
386 laboratory data revealed a threefold rise in the yearly average of 25(OH)D during
387 the initial year of the pandemic, compared to previous analyses. This trend
388 suggests potential benefits for individuals with low vitamin D status but also
389  highlights the risk for those with already high levels, especially considering the

390 increasing availability of high-dose supplements|[6].

391 The increased consumption of vitamin D supplements by the general population,
392 including therapeutic and high-dose formulations, without adequate medical
393  supervision, can significantly elevate the risk of exogenous hypervitaminosis D,
394 commonly known as vitamin D toxicity. This condition can manifest symptoms of

395 hypercalcemia[13]. Therefore, it is essential to ensure that the intake of vitamin D
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396 is monitored by healthcare professionals to prevent overdosing and the associated

397 severe health consequences|3,14,15].

398 Excessive intake of vitamin D can lead to the accumulation of the nutrient in the
399  body for extended periods, up to 18 months, resulting in chronic toxic effects such
400 as nephrocalcinosis, hypercalcemia, and hypercalciuria. In the past, fortification of
401 foods, such as milk, was recommended as a public health strategy to prevent
402 vitamin D deficiency and low 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) status. However,
403 cases of increased hypercalcemia associated with excessive intake of fortified

404  foods have been reported[3,14,15].

405 During the pandemic, there was a notable interest in studying the relationship
406  between 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels and COVID-19. A study aimed at
407 identifying if online search interest in vitamin D increased with the pandemic
408 burden and analyzing the accuracy of public health messaging regarding vitamin D
409 in online news articles found that a significant number of articles provided
410 conflicting information or incorrectly advised supratherapeutic doses. This study
411  emphasizes the opportunity for public health organizations to capitalize on the
412  increased interest in vitamin D during the pandemic and disseminate accurate

413  information to raise awareness[16].

414  However, it is important to acknowledge the limitations of this study. Important
415 factors such as skin pigmentation, socioeconomic conditions, diet, sun exposure
416  habits, cultural practices, and skin coverage with clothing were not considered in
417 the analysis. These factors can influence 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels

418 and should be considered in future research.

419 The results of this study reveal a high prevalence of 25-hydroxyvitamin D
420 (25(OH)D) deficiency, indicating the need for strategies to prevent deficiency.
421 However, the increase in toxicity also raises concerns and highlights the
422  importance of rational prescribing of vitamin D supplements and educating the
423  population to avoid self-medication. To optimize resource allocation and prioritize

424 those at higher risk, it may be beneficial to focus vitamin D testing on specific
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populations. Individuals with malabsorption syndromes, individuals undergoing
steroid therapy, or older adults who are confined to their homes are examples of
higher-risk groups. Assessing serum of 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels in
these cases can provide valuable clinical insights and inform appropriate

interventions.
Supporting Information
S1 Table: Prevalence of inadequate levels of Vitamin D amonag: (i) those who does not have self-

reported diseases, (ii) those who are not taking medications, (iii) those who have reported any
chronic disease, and (iv) those who are taking any medication.

Variable n=919

No self-reported diseases, n (%) 399 (63)

No medications, n (%) 471 (64)

Any self-reported disease, n (%) 181 (64)

Any medication, n (%) 109 (61)

Inadequate levels were defined as a 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) concentration below 20
ng/mL.
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S2 Table: 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(OH)D) levels, suggestive toxicity, and inadequate levels per year and age group.

Age ranges
Year 25-hydroxyvitamin D (25(0H)D) 1-2 3-5 6-11 12-17 18-65 66-79 80-99 >99
(n=34) | (n=93) | (n=275) | (n=440) | (n=5630) | (n=1685) | (n=1070) | (n=14)
L 24.1 21.8 12.2
Mean concentration in ng/mL, mean (SD) - 19.4 (8.0) (17.0) (10.9) 26.4 (12.0) | 26.6 (10.4) | 22.3(9.6) (4.6)
2018 |hadequate levels, n (%)* - 11(s8) | 27(44) | 38(45) | 311(72) 93 (69) 78(85) | 3(100)
Suggestive of toxicity, n (%)** - - 1(2) - - R . _
L 30.5 27.7
Mean concentration in ng/mL, mean (SD) - (107 28.4 (6.9) (10.7) 26.3(10.8) | 25.9(11.0) | 24.3(12.6) -
2019 |nadequate levels, n (%)* - 9 (39) 2(5) | 11(19.7) | 677(71.9) | 206 (76.0) | 96 (76.8) -
Suggestive of toxicity, n (%)** - - - - 1(0.1) - - -
Mean concentration in ng/mL, mean (SD (g'i) (ig'g) (ig'g) 22.9(8.6) | 27.5(14.4) | 30.1(17.6) | 24.2(16.7) | 8(-)
2020 |hadequate levels, n (%)* 4(50) | 2(13) | 11(19) | 34(40) | 989(67) | 255(65) | 202(79) | 2(100)
Suggestive of toxicity, n (%)** - - 1(2) - 10(1) 4(1) 3(1) -
Mean concentration in ng/mL, mean (SD) (ig'g) (ié'g) (ﬂ'(z)) (ig'g) 29.1(14.7) | 29.7 (16.2) | 24.8 (15.5) (g'g)
2021 hadequate levels, n (%)* 5 (20) - 25(23) | 79(39) | 1646(65) | 500(62) | 427(77) | 8(89)
Suggestive of toxicity** - - - 1(1) 21 (1) 10 (1) 6 (1) -
Mean concentration in ng/mL, mean (SD) 21.7 () (13'(25) 24.1(6.4) | 20.7 (6.8) | 30.1(11.6) | 29.4(9.8) | 27.3(15.7) -
2022 |nadequate levels, n (%)* - 1(50) | 3(27.2) | 4(40) 138 (58) 45 (62) 26 (60) ;
Suggestive of toxicity, n (%)** - - - - - - - -

* Inadequate levels" when the values were; for children <20 ng/ml; for young adults <30 ng/ml; for pregnant women <20 ng/ml; and, for elderly people <30

ng/mil

** 'Suggestive of toxicity' of vitamin D are not represented in this table. Toxicity generally occurs at 25(0OH)D concentrations greater than 100 ng/ml.
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435  S3 Table: Annual Prevalence Rates of Vitamin D Toxicity (%).

Year | n Prevalence Rate (%) 95% Confidence Interval
2018 | 835 0.12 0.02-0.85

2019 | 1464 0.07 0.01-0.48

2020 | 2301 0.78 0.49-1.24

2021 | 4305 0.88 0.64-1.21

Toxicity generally occurs at 25(0OH)D concentrations greater than 100 ng/ml.

436

437 S4 Table: Proportion of patients with inadequate vitamin D levels per year

Ano n Proporcién Intervalo de
confianza del 95%

2018 835 0.68 0.65 - 0.71

2019 1464 0.69 0.66 - 0.71

2020 2301 0.66 0.64 - 0.68

2021 4305 0.63 0.61-0.64

Less than 20 ng/ml for general population and less than 30 ng/ml for older adults and
pregnant women
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