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Abstract 

Multidrug interactions are a major cause of mortality for older patients. With an increase in “alert 

fatigue” for clinicians using Electronic Health Record systems (EHRs), Adverse Drug Events 

(ADEs) are increasing within older populations taking various drugs, because the probabilities of 

the adverse events associated with exposure to interacting drugs are not provided. The 

Observational Health Data Sciences and Informatics (OHDSI) ATLAS tool was utilized with 

Columbia University Irving Medical Center (CUIMC) patient data to determine whether 

Intracranial Hemorrhage (ICH) risk increases after being exposed to various multidrug 

interactions involving Warfarin in patients aged 60-90 years old one week before an ICH 

occurrence in patients prescribed ranges of 1-5, 6-10, and 11-15 drugs to also see the impact of 

polypharmacy on the prevalence of ICH amongst these patients. The prevalence of ICH in 

patients exposed to two and three-drug combinations involving Warfarin, Aspirin, 

Acetaminophen, and Amiodarone was measured. Significant increases in ICH risk and 

prevalence were identified in patients who had taken various combinations of these drugs with 

three-drug combinations involving Warfarin having a higher ICH risk than two-drug 

combinations involving Warfarin. Other findings also include that patients prescribed a larger 

number of drugs also tended to have a higher ICH risk than those prescribed a smaller number of 

drugs. Understanding the prevalence of such ADEs have crucial implications in the healthcare 

system, as the increased probabilities for certain ADEs from multidrug combinations can be 

applied to future EHR systems to counteract “alert fatigue” issues.  

 

Introduction 

For older patients, drug-drug interactions are a major cause of mortality and morbidity [1]. When 

patients become older, the number of conditions they develop and the drugs they take increase, 

leading to an increase in potential multidrug interactions due to polypharmacy [1,2]. 

Polypharmacy increases the likelihood of two-drug interactions, but can also lead to multidrug 

interactions where a drug can interact with two or more other drugs. These interactions can lead 

to serious adverse drug events (ADEs) such as hemorrhage, serotonin syndrome, torsades de 

point, and seizures [2, 3]. In patients prescribed warfarin, known to interact with many drugs [4], 

these interactions can directly lead to gastrointestinal and intracranial hemorrhage (ICH).  
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There has been a widespread attempt to mitigate the negative effects of ADEs through drug 

interaction prompts in the Electronic Health Record (EHR). However, these prompts have been 

undermined by a rising trend in “alert fatigue” [3]. A recent study has estimated that 

approximately 5.5 million medication-related alerts were incorrectly avoided in the US alone at 

costs ranging from $871 million to 1.8 billion along with increased mortality and morbidity [5]. 

A reason that the alerts are avoided by clinicians is that the probabilities of ADEs are not 

reported when drug interaction alerts are provided. By finding the prevalence of ADEs within 

certain drug interactions, this issue could be counteracted by providing clinicians with the 

increase in the probability of an ADE for certain drug interactions as a function of the number of 

drugs that a patient is prescribed, taking polypharmacy into account in these calculations.This 

study focused on ICH, a class of hemorrhage classified as an ADE caused by drug interactions 

[3]. Intracranial Hemorrhage risk, especially in geriatric patients, has been found to increase 

significantly with the use of Warfarin [6]. ICH risk also increases with other Warfarin-interacting 

drugs in two-drug interactions like Aspirin [7], Acetaminophen [8], and Amiodarone [9]. The 

risk of ICH could be amplified in patients exposed to multidrug interactions involving three or 

more drugs, such as warfarin-aspirin and amiodarone, especially in patients exposed to 

polypharmacy. The objective of this retrospective cohort study was to measure the prevalence 

(PREV) of intracranial hemorrhage in patients exposed to multi-drug interactions involving 

warfarin (WA), aspirin (AS), acetaminophen (AC), and amiodarone (AM) and polypharmacy.     

 

Methods 

OHDSI and CUIMC Database 

Within this study, patient data was sourced from New York Presbyterian Hospital (NYP), a 

major medical center in New York City that provides inpatient and outpatient care. The 

Observational Health Data Sciences and Informatics (OHDSI) CUIMC database contains data 

from the EHRs of 4,618,530 patients from 1985 onwards. The database contains information 

regarding patient demographics, conditions, drugs prescribed, measurements (vital signs and 

laboratory tests), devices, and other observations from healthcare providers. Data sources include 

current and previous EHR systems along with other administrative systems as well. 

 

Mining Data on OHDSI 

Anonymous patient data stored in OHDSI’s Observational Medical Outcomes Partnership 

(OMOP) model is accessible to researchers through ATLAS, an open-source tool that searches 

for relevant data utilizing structured queries. On ATLAS, a researcher can ask (for example) 

“How many patients aged 60-90 with a Myocardial Infarction have been prescribed Statins?” 

Through ATLAS queries the association between Intracranial Hemorrhage and various multidrug 

combinations involving Warfarin was explored. 
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Patient Counts on certain Multidrug Combinations with and without Intracranial Hemorrhage 

ATLAS, OHDSI’s SQL tool, can count the number of patients within a cohort that meet specific 

inclusion and exclusion criteria. Two cohorts were created to conduct this study, the ICH 

COHORT (Figure 1), which was designed to capture the number of patients with an Intracranial 

Hemorrhage on Warfarin (WA), and combinations of Warfarin-interacting drugs including 

Aspirin (AS), Acetaminophen (AC), and Amiodarone (AM). 

 

Figure 1. ICH Cohort Entry and Inclusion Settings including ICH Occurrence, Drugs of Interest 

(Warfarin, Amiodarone, Aspirin, & Acetaminophen), and ranges of “any drugs” prescribed to 

patients. 

Patients with the Intracranial Hemorrhage condition on OHDSI were identified through 

SNOMED-CT code 1386000 and all the included descendants of that code (subtypes of 

Intracranial Hemorrhage). The Cohort Inclusion Criteria provided the total number of patients 

with or without a prescription for one or more of the drugs of interest seven days before an 

Intracranial Hemorrhage. The Inclusion Criteria also contained the total number of drugs a 

patient was prescribed in ranges of [1-5], [6-10], or [11-15]. 

The second DRUG COUNTS COHORT (Figure 2) was designed to capture the number of 

patients with a prescription for two or more drugs on the same day, regardless of whether they 

had an Intracranial Hemorrhage.  
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Figure 2. Drug Counts Cohort Entry and Inclusion Criteria including exposures to Drugs of 

Interest (Warfarin, Amiodarone, Aspirin, & Acetaminophen), and ranges of “any drugs” 

prescribed to patients. 

Cohort Inclusion Criteria provided the total number of patients with or without a prescription for 

two or more of the drugs (including Warfarin) of interest on the same day, regardless of ICH 

occurrence. The Inclusion Criteria also contained the total number of drugs a patient was 

prescribed in ranges of [1-5], [6-10], or [11-15]. Drugs were found through their respective 

RxNorm IDs. All variations and doses of these drugs were included in search queries. 

 

Calculation of ICH Prevalence and Risk 

ICH prevalence (Prevalence [ICH]) was calculated using the number of patients with an 

Intracranial Hemorrhage on certain drug combinations and the number of patients across the 

entire CUIMC OHDSI database who were prescribed those respective drugs. 

Prevalence [ICH] = 
# 𝑝𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑠 𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 𝐼𝐶𝐻 𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑏𝑒𝑑 𝑑𝑟𝑢𝑔(𝑠)

𝑡𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 # 𝑝𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑠 𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑐𝑟𝑖𝑏𝑒𝑑 𝑑𝑟𝑢𝑔(𝑠)
 

 

Utilizing ICH Prevalence, the Relative Risk (RR) of ICH was calculated in patients prescribed 

both three drugs in a multidrug combination compared to patients prescribed two out of the three 

drugs in the aforementioned combination.  

Relative Risk (RR) [ICH] = 
𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑒𝑛𝑐𝑒 [𝐼𝐶𝐻] [3 𝑑𝑟𝑢𝑔𝑠]

𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑣𝑎𝑙𝑒𝑛𝑐𝑒 [𝐼𝐶𝐻] [2 𝑑𝑟𝑢𝑔𝑠]
 

Standard 95% Confidence Intervals for RR were also calculated using conventional statistical 

methodology. 

 . CC-BY 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)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 29, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.27.23295040doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.09.27.23295040
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 

Drugs focused on within the Study 

As mentioned earlier, a focus was established on Warfarin-interacting drugs that have shown 

increases in the risk of Intracranial Hemorrhage, like Aspirin [7], Acetaminophen [8], and 

Amiodarone [9]. 

 

Polypharmacy Influence on ICH Risk 

To study the relationship between the prevalence of ICH and the number of drugs the patients 

were prescribed, the cohorts were divided into three groups based on the number of drugs 

prescribed: [1-5], [6-10], or [11-15] drugs. 

 

Other Statistics 

The prevalence of Intracranial Hemorrhage between patients prescribed both drugs in a certain 

multidrug combination was compared to the prevalence of Intracranial Hemorrhage amongst 

patients prescribed without the second in that two-drug combination utilizing the conventional 

test for significance between two independent proportions.Proportions were considered 

significantly different if p < 0.01, with p values originating from two-tailed analyses. Microsoft 

Excel was utilized for these calculations. 

 

Results 

Patient Population 

The OHDSI CUIMC Database consists of 1,015,532 patients aged 60 to 90 whose EHR noted at 

least one condition. Of this group, 529,271 patients had at least one drug prescribed during any 

one of their interactions with CUIMC and its associated health system. 14,281 patients (1.41%) 

had a SNOMED-CT code recorded for an Intracranial Hemorrhage at some point during an 

inpatient or outpatient visit.  

 

Drug Exposure 

Of the 529,271 patients 33,527 (6.3%) were prescribed Warfarin. A significant proportion of 

patients were prescribed Aspirin (33.6%) or Acetaminophen (44.4%), while a much lower 

proportion were prescribed Amiodarone (3.8%). Of the patients prescribed Warfarin, 39.1% 

were prescribed Aspirin, and 51.1% were prescribed Acetaminophen. A substantial number of 

patients were exposed to three interacting drugs: 22% of patients prescribed WA were also 
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prescribed AS and AC, and  > 50% of patients prescribed WA and AM were also prescribed AS 

or AC.  

 

Statistical Findings 

Significant findings included that the Prevalence of ICH is significantly higher in patients 

exposed to three interacting drugs rather than just two (Figure 3).  

 

Figure 3. Intracranial Hemorrhage Prevalence across Multidrug Interactions involving Warfarin.  

As the total number of drugs prescribed increases from [1-5] to [11-15], the prevalence of ICH 

across each combination subsequently increases as well. The results also depict an increase in 

prevalence when observing multidrug combinations (e.g. WA, AM, and AC) in comparison to 

two-drug combinations without the third drug in the multidrug combination (e.g. WA, AM, no 

AC). Significant increases in prevalence include an approximately 3.5 times increase between 

WA and AS while prescribed 11-15 drugs and WA, AS, and AC while prescribed 11-15 drugs. 

Combinations involving AC tended to have a higher ICH prevalence than those with the same 

number of drugs but without AC. ICH prevalence for WA and AC, for example, was higher than 

the ICH prevalence for WA and AS across all three drug ranges. Even with Amiodarone in the 

multidrug interactions, the ICH prevalence for WA, AM, and AS was lower than the ICH 

prevalence for the WA, AM, and AC interaction.  

These trends also roughly applied to Relative Risk findings (Table 1). 
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Table 1. Relative Risk of Intracranial Hemorrhage of patients on three drugs (including 

Warfarin) over patients on two drugs (including Warfarin). 

Relative Risk tended to generally increase as patients were prescribed more drugs, especially 

with drastic increases across all three drug prescription ranges for WA, AS, and AC compared to 

WA without AS or AC. 

However, some interesting findings were discovered within the Amiodarone multidrug 

combinations. WA with AM and AC versus WA with AM and without AC found its highest 

Relative Risk to be within the 6-10 total drugs prescribed range with a decrease when the range 

of prescribed drugs increased to 11-15. The multidrug interaction with WA, AM, and AS even 

yielded a lower Relative Risk within the 1-5 drugs prescribed range than the two-drug interaction 

of just WA and AM without AS.  

Regarding other statistical results, there were also significant differences in the prevalences 

(proportions) of ICHs when comparing interactions with three drugs compared to two drugs.  

 

Discussion 

Electronic Health Record Applications 

According to the aforementioned findings, the PREV of ICH was higher in patients exposed to 

three interacting drugs compared to two. The PREV and RR of ICH were lowest in patients 

prescribed 1-5 drugs and highest in those prescribed 11-15 drugs.                                                                                                     

While these results show the significant repercussions of these drug-drug interactions, most 

electronic health record (EHR) systems alert providers regarding these interactions, but these 

alerts are generally avoided due to “alert fatigue” [3]. Improving the alert system to have 

clinicians accurately report these interactions could have a widespread impact on the healthcare 

system, considering how frequently these drug alerts are avoided. 

 

Overriding of the drug-drug interaction warning prompts might be reduced if the prompt was 

fired only for the high prevalence multidrug interactions and RR > 5 prescribed drugs. Even 

solutions like these can greatly reduce the ignorance of these alerts, which carry significant 
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repercussions with a cost projection of $871 million to $1.8 billion [5] for treating preventable 

adverse drug events (like intracranial hemorrhages) in the United States. 

 

Limitations  

A primary limitation of this study was that it was based on data from a singular medical center.  

While it was assumed that ICH risk and prevalence increased as patients took more drugs, it is 

imperative to note that the OHDSI CUIMC database solely notes that the drug has been 

prescribed to the patient, not taken. Current conclusions can only state that the increased risk was 

due to the prescription of the drug rather than the effects of the usage of the drug itself.  

Along with this, in larger ranges of drugs prescribed (beyond 5), the increase in risk could also 

be a result of drug-disease interactions. This means that the increase in risk could be due to the 

way a certain drug interacts with another disease or condition a patient may have, contributing to 

the development of an Intracranial Hemorrhage.  

A factor involved in these findings could be that patients on one combination of drugs may not 

be the same as the patients on another combination of drugs. Other factors like other conditions 

they may possess could also play a role in increasing the prevalence or the risk of developing an 

Intracranial Hemorrhage across comparison groups. 

 

Future Work  

Regarding whether patients on one combination of drugs are essentially the same as the patients 

on another combination of drugs, a Propensity Score Matching study can be conducted to reduce 

the effects of confounding within a study [10]. The procedures within this study can also be 

expanded to larger global healthcare databases to get a larger sample size of patients. 

To directly establish causation between a patient taking a certain combination of drugs and an 

increase in Intracranial Hemorrhage prevalence, a clinical study could be administered with a 

similar setup as that analyzed by Geoffrey C. Cloud [11] in which patients on certain drug 

combinations are observed and tracked for Intracranial Hemorrhage occurrences after drug 

administration.  

 

Conclusion 

Geriatric patients are exposed to a variety of drug-drug interactions, including those that can 

cause morbidity and mortality in these patients [1]. Within this study, OHDSI’s CUIMC 

database was utilized to understand whether Intracranial Hemorrhage prevalence and risk 

increases following various multidrug interactions involving Warfarin. The discovery of 

Intracranial Hemorrhage Prevalences and Risk Increases are extremely pivotal for Electronic 

Health Records. Firing a drug interaction prompt only for the high prevalence multidrug 
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interactions and RR > 5 prescribed drugs can take significant steps towards reducing clinician 

alert avoidance and reducing the large number of clinician alert overrides along with the the 

large medical costs associated with them. 
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