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Summary

Background: Essential hypertension patients who utilized a new digital therapeutics (DTx) application for
hypertension for up to 6 months achieved notable decreases in ambulatory, home, and office blood pressures, per
the HERB-DH1 randomized controlled trial. Nevertheless, the extent of its effectiveness in clinical settings is not
yet fully understood. This study seeks to evaluate blood pressure changes among the initial 1,000 hypertensive
patients prescribed the DTx app in a practice-based real-world data (RWD) cohort.

Methods: Deidentified data from the CureApp HT clinical information database was examined. The primary
outcome measure evaluated the difference in morning systolic blood pressure (SBP) at home between week 12 and
baseline. Variations in morning home SBP from week 24 (measured from baseline) and app engagement rates from
weeks 12 and 24 (measured from baseline) were significant secondary outcomes. We also used analysis of

covariance to compare home morning SBPs between the RWD cohort and the historical HERB-DHI1 control group.

Findings: The practice-based RWD cohort had a mean age of 54:8 + 116 years, and 48-9% of them were female.
Their baseline morning home SBP was 132:8 + 12:9 mmHg, and 91-7% of them used the app. At week 12, their
morning home SBP decreased by —4-9 mmHg (confidence interval (CI), —5-6 to —4-2), and at week 24, it dropped
by —6-1 mmHg (CI, —=7-3 to —5-0). These declines were much greater than those seen in the HERB-DH1 control
group. Subgroup analysis showed pragmatic SBP reductions with DTx in patients aged >65 years or on medication

at baseline, a cohort previously excluded from the HERB-DHI1 trial.

Interpretation: The initial 1,000 hypertensive patients prescribed the DTx app showed significant decreases in
morning home SBP. These results may suggest importance of the DTx app’s engagement and effectiveness that
could extend to older adult patients and those on medication.

Funding: CureApp, Inc.
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Introduction

Hypertension, which is defined as elevated systolic blood pressure (SBP), is a major modifiable risk factor that
greatly contributes to the global prevalence of cardiovascular illnesses.! Experts estimate that around 43 million
people in Japan are affected by it.> Essential hypertension constitutes about 90% of all cases, due to lifestyle factors
like excessive salt intake, obesity, and inactivity having a critical part in its progression.? The current guidelines
recommend that all hypertensive patients initially undergo lifestyle adjustments.’ However, difficulties arise due to
the poor persistence of these lifestyle modifications and the problem of offering individualized lifestyle guidance
within the constraints of outpatient consultation times.? The long-term maintenance of lifestyle adjustments,
particularly reduced salt intake, has been observed as quite difficult*, underscoring the need for more potent
techniques of lifestyle intervention.

To address this, the digital therapeutics (DTx) app for hypertension has been developed, aiming to offer
ongoing lifestyle advice, including diet and exercise, to enhance the effectiveness of lifestyle guidance beyond the
limitations of outpatient settings.’ The recent HERB-DH1 randomized controlled trial®, which involved patients with
untreated essential hypertension using the DTx app (CureApp HT, CureApp, Inc., Tokyo, Japan), demonstrated
significant reductions in blood pressures over 24 h at home and office, as well as its cost-effectiveness.” Since the
approval and reimbursement of the DTx for hypertension in Japan in September 2022, more than a thousand
patients with essential hypertension have been treated using the app. However, there is limited knowledge regarding
its effectiveness in clinical setting, especially concerning the impact of patient age and the use of existing
medications on its efficacy.

Here, we evaluate blood pressure changes among the first 1,000 patients prescribed the DTx app for
hypertension, using a practice-based real-world data (RWD) cohort. Moreover, we expanded our study to encompass
demographics previously excluded from the HERB-DHI1 trial, specifically elderly individuals aged 65 and above
and those who had been taking medication at the time of DTx prescription. This strategy sought to offer a thorough

assessment of the DTx app’s efficacy across a larger patient population.

Methods

Overview

We used deidentified practice-based data from the RWD of CureApp HT clinical information to evaluate blood
pressure trends in the first 1,000 consecutive patients over a period of up to 6 months. Our group safely stores this
data in accordance with health information privacy guidelines. The study protocol received approval from the
Institutional Review Board of Kanazawa University’s Medical Ethics Committee and was registered with the UMIN

Clinical Trials Registry (UMIN ID: UMIN000052169).


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.03.24303639
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.03.03.24303639; this version posted March 4, 2024. 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 4.0 International license .

Criteria for inclusion and exclusion

Between September 2022 and November 2023, we enrolled patients aged 18 years or older in the CureApp HT
practice-based RWD cohort. Eligible participants had recorded a morning blood pressure reading at least once
during week 1 (the baseline) for analyses. Patients who did not utilize the app post-prescription were excluded. This

study assessed the first 1,000 eligible patients.

Outcomes

The main goal was to examine the changes in home SBP from the first measurement to week 12. Secondary goals
included alterations in home SBP from the beginning to week 24 and changes in morning diastolic blood pressure
(DBP), evening SBP, and DBP from baseline to weeks 12 and 24. We also evaluated the achievement rates of each
hypertension guideline-recommended blood pressure threshold ([1] SBP <135 mmHg and DBP <85 mmHg by the
European Society of Hypertension (ESH) 2023 8; [2] SBP <130 and DBP <80 by the American College of
Cardiology (ACC) and American Heart Association (AHA) 2017 °; and [3] SBP <125 and DBP <75 by the Japanese
Society of Hypertension (JSH) 2019 3) at weeks 12 and 24. For comparison, we used the home blood pressure
readings from the general-use cohort against those from the previous HERB-DH1 pivotal trial.® Additionally, the
app engagement rate was computed as the ratio of the number of days the blood pressure was measured and input by

the patient from day 1 to their last day of app usage entering one’s blood pressure.

Practice-based real-world data extraction

As of November 27, 2023, we took deidentified baseline profiles and blood pressure readings of all candidate
patients from the cohort database. The prescription date was considered day 1. Data were censored on the final day
of blood pressure measurement or at the conclusion of follow-up (168 days, equivalent to 24 weeks). Weekly
average blood pressures were obtained using a 7-day arithmetic mean of each blood pressure type from weeks 2 to
24. The baseline SBP for week 1 is established by averaging the 6-day SBP readings from days 2 to 7, omitting the
measurement on day 1 as previously mentioned.! Abnormal values, identified as body mass index (BMI) <10 or
>100 and weekly average SBP <60 or >240, were eliminated and designated as not applicable (NA). The database
did not impute missing values or NAs. In the RWD cohort, medication usage was defined based on the app user’s
declaration of “the use of medication” up until July 26, 2023, and “the use of antihypertensive medication”

subsequent to July 27, 2023, as stated on the questionnaire within the DTx app.

Statistical analysis

The baseline characteristics section showed continuous variables as means with standard deviations or medians with
interquartile ranges, depending on the data distribution. Categorical variables were reported as proportions. We
computed 95% confidence intervals (Cls) for these measures where necessary. The primary endpoint was examined
using summary statistics with a 95% CI based on the ¢-distribution. For comparison between the practice-based
RWD cohort and the historical benchmark of the HERB-DHI1 control group, we did an analysis of covariance

(ANCOVA) or regression analysis. These analyses were modified for age, sex, BMI, salt check-sheet score!!, and
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baseline home morning SBP levels. We calculated Pearson’s correlation coefficients to evaluate the connection
between the morning home SBP at baseline and the morning home SBP at weeks 12 and 24. Subgroup analyses for
changes in home morning SBP from baseline to weeks 12 and 24 were conducted based on sex (male or female), age
(<65 or >65 years), BMI (<25 or >25 kg/m?), salt check-sheet score (<14 or >14 points), medication status (yes, no,
or unknown), and app engagement rate (<714 [poor] or 271:4% [good]). Our team set a 71-4% requirement for the
app engagement rate, aligning with a reimbursement criterion for the DTx for hypertension in Japan that requires
blood pressure readings to be taken at least five times per week (equivalent to 5 out of 7 days, or 71-4%). All tests
were two-sided, with a significant set as a p-value of less than 0-05. The visualization and analysis of the data were

performed using R, version 4.3.3, which is developed by the R Foundation for Statistical Computing in Vienna,

2 ¢ 99 ¢ 99 ¢

Austria, and included the use of R packages including “dplyr,” “tidyverse,” “car,” “ggplot2,” “grid,” and

“forestploter.”

Results

Baseline characteristics of the eligible 1,000 patients in the practice-based RWD cohort are displayed in Table 1.
The median follow-up duration was 160-5 days (interquartile range [IQR], 115-168 days). Females comprised
48.9% of the sample, with a mean age of 54.8 + 11.6 years (range, 19-90 years). Baseline home blood pressure
readings were 132-8 + 12-9 mmHg (morning SBP), 86-0 + 10-0 mmHg (morning DBP), 128-7 + 13-:6 mmHg
(evening SBP), and 81-8 + 10-5 (evening DBP), respectively. Compared to the HERB-DHI1 trial participants, the
practice-based cohort had a higher percentage of females (48-9% in the practice-based cohort vs. 20-0% in the
HERB-DHI1 trial), included patients aged >65 years old (20-2% vs. 0%) and those receiving medication at baseline
(43-6% vs. 0%), and showed lower baseline home blood pressures (e.g., morning home SBP, 132-8 mmHg vs. 148-1
mmHg). Furthermore, the average app engagement percentage was 92:3% (IQR, 73-8-98:8).

Changes in blood pressure from baseline

Using the DTx for hypertension, we first evaluated changes in morning home SBP from baseline in the practice-
based RWD group. Changes in morning home SBP from baseline were —4-9 mmHg (CI, —5-6 to —4-2) at week 12
and —6-1 mmHg (CI, —7-3 to —5-0) at week 24 (Figure 1). When we compared these findings with those of the
HERB-DHI1 trial control group, the DTx for hypertension users in the RWD cohort showed significantly larger
reductions of morning home SBP than patients in the historical HERB-DHI1 control group at both week 12 (adjusted
difference, —3-9 mmHg; CI, =5-9 to —1-8; p =31 x 107*) and week 24 (—3-0 mmHg; CI, =5-9 to —0-2; p = 0-037).
We also assessed variations in morning home DBP, evening home SBP, and DBP (Supplemental Figures S1-S3).
At week 24, changes in each blood pressure were —4-3 mmHg (CI, —5-0 to —3-5), =5-7 mmHg (—6-8 to —4-5), and
—4-4 mmHg (—5-2 to —3-6), respectively. Additionally, accomplishment rates by each guideline-recommended
blood pressure threshold were 57-8% (<135/85 mmHg), 35-7% (<130/80 mmHg), and 16-7% (<125/75 mmHg)
(Supplemental Figure S4).
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Morning home SBP transitions by baseline SBP levels

Next, we showed the transitions in morning home crude SBPs and changes in morning home SBP from baseline
stratified by baseline morning home SBP values (Figure 2). The effects of SBP reduction were significantly
impacted by the baseline morning home SBP levels: the higher the morning home SBP at baseline, the greater the
reduction in SBP levels the DTx for hypertension users received. Additionally, we discovered correlations between
morning home SBPs at baseline and week 12 (r = 0-651) and week 24 (r = 0-513) (Figure 3). It should be noted that
the intersecting points of the regression line and a line of equality were 120 mmHg (week 12) and 122 mmHg (week
24), which indicated the maximum achievement targets of morning home SBP when implementing comprehensive

lifestyle change using the DTx for hypertension.

Examining the variations in morning home SBP across different subgroups

Finally, we evaluated variations in morning home SBP by subgroups (Figure 4). We discovered that there were
consistent SBP reduction effects across all subgroups except the app engagement rate category utilizing the DTx for
hypertension. We could demonstrate the practical benefits of DTx for hypertension for patients (1) aged >65 years
(effect size of DTx, —6-4 mmHg; CI, —9-0 to —3-8) or (2) taking medication at baseline (—4-6 mmHg; CI, —6-1 to
—3-1), which were specific patient populations excluded in the HERB-DHI1 pivotal trial. The group with a poor
(<71.4%) app engagement rate did not show a significant decrease in the reduction of morning home SBP at week

24 (2.1 mmHg; CI, —5.4 to 1.3).

Discussion
In this study, using a practice—based RWD cohort, we evaluated blood pressure changes in the first 1,000 patients
prescribed the DTx app for hypertension. Our results showed that 1) significant reductions in morning home SBP
from baseline were observed at both week 12 (—4-9 mmHg) and week 24 (—6-1 mmHg), surpassing those in the
historical HERB-DHI1 control group after adjustment; 2) the DTx app demonstrated pragmatic benefits for
hypertensive patients, especially among the elderly (aged >65 years) and those on medication, demographics
previously excluded from the HERB-DHI1 trial; and 3) a less pronounced reduction in morning home SBP at week
24 was noted in patients with poor app engagement rates.

This research offers several important findings. The DTx regularly and dramatically lowers blood pressure
in real-world scenarios, exceeding the historical standards set by the HERB-DHI1 control group at both 12- and 24-
week points. Our results support the recent meta-analysis from Boima et al., which reported significant reduction in
SBP through digital interventions.'? Stratification by baseline morning home SBP values found a baseline SBP-
dependent linear drop in SBP, resonating with Gazit et al.’s research on the efficacy of a smartphone-based
hypertension self-management program.'® Despite correlations between baseline morning home SBP and subsequent
measurements, the confluence of equality and regression lines around the optimal SBP threshold (120 mmHg)>*°

demonstrates the potential of comprehensive lifestyle improvements encouraged by the DTx app to attain optimal
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SBP ranges. For example, the PREMIER research clearly demonstrated how total lifestyle adjustment impacted
blood pressure in patients with grade 1 hypertension, resulting in an average SBP approaching 120 mmHg after a 6-
month intervention.'* Conversely, patients with a baseline home morning SBP below 120 mmHg saw an increase in
SBP at 12 and 24 weeks, tending toward the 120 mmHg mark. This paradoxical effect mirrors a previous study
where SBP gradually approached 120 mmHg over a 3-year period in patients using smartphone-based hypertension
self-management, beginning with normal blood pressure (SBP <120 mmHg) at baseline.!3 It is conceivable that
some patients might reduce or discontinue medication in favor of using the DTx, although this could not be certainly
established from the database alone. In terms of medication usage, pharmacological therapies for blood pressure
reduction are known to be successful in reducing cardiovascular events, regardless of age or baseline blood
pressure.!’ It is now important not only to investigate the mechanism, by which the DTx app influences patients
already in the ideal SBP range but also to evaluate the long-term effectiveness of the DTx app on cardiovascular
outcomes beyond blood pressure control.

Furthermore, the rates of blood pressure control according to the hypertension guidelines were
encouraging, yet they highlight the scope for enhancement. Particularly, control rates were 57-8% by ESH2023,
35-7% by ACC/AHA2017, and 16-7% by JSH2019. In this RWD cohort, hypertensive patients demonstrated
reasonably good control compared to the participants of the earlier HERB-DHI1 trial, who were primarily poorly
controlled with all baseline morning home SBP exceeding 135 mmHg. The blood pressure-lowering effect of the
DTx seems to plateau at around a home SBP level of 120 mmHg, clearly lower than the target thresholds suggested
by the three hypertension management guidelines (<135/85 mmHg by ESH2023%, <130/80 by ACC/AHA2017°,
<125/75 by JSH2019?). Moreover, the J-HOP, a recent prospective study on home blood pressure management,
showed the potential long-term benefit of stringent home SBP control below 125/75 mmHg.!¢ Nevertheless, the
achieved control levels in the morning home blood pressure management levels were suboptimal, with threshold
achievement rates of 46% for ESH2023, 29% for ACC/AHA2017, and 15% for JSH2019, respectively.!” Although
blood pressure management within the hypertension DTx practice-based RWD cohort showed promise for long-term
cardiovascular benefit, these results highlight the urgent need for additional work, especially to reach the strict
<125/75 mmHg control objective established by the JSH2019 guideline.

Notably, our subgroup analysis demonstrated the consistent morning home SBP reduction benefits of the
DTx app among patients over 65 years old and those medicated, emphasizing its effectiveness in populations
previously excluded from the HERB-DH1 pivotal study.® This analysis demonstrated the value of RWD in revealing
the DTx app’s efficacy in populations not included at the clinical trial stage, addressing clinical questions
unanswerable by randomized controlled trials alone, e.g., the correlation between glucose status and baseline blood
pressure on cardiovascular diseases from the Japanese nationwide claims-based database'® or hypertension first-line
treatment choice and its medication adherence from TriNetX electronic medical records in the United States.! The
diminished SBP reduction in patients with poor app participation at week 24 might indicate the crucial importance
of engagement in lifestyle improvement and the app’s efficacy. Actually, the app engagement rate could be one of

the important variables for both lifestyle modification and the app’s efficacy.!*?%2! Given the small size of the poorly
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engaged patient subgroup, improving engagement might be crucial. More research is required to validate the
relationship between app engagement rate and the effect on blood pressure reduction.

The strength of our study is its innovative evaluation of the practical effects of an approved and reimbursed
DTx for hypertension within a substantial cohort. Nevertheless, limitations exist, including the potential
overestimation of engagement rates because of differences between the latest blood pressure reading and the actual
last app use. Before July 27, 2023, medication usage responses may have been inaccurately recorded. However, an
almost twofold attenuation in blood pressure reduction between medication users and nonusers at 24 weeks (—4.6
mmHg in medication users vs. —9.1 mmHg in nonusers) reinforces the validity of medication usage responses.

Ultimately, the DTx app for hypertension showed noteworthy morning home SBP decreases compared to
the historical HERB-DH1 control group, highlighting the app’s critical role in improving engagement and efficacy,
especially in the elderly and medicated patients. The observed blood pressure drops and the app’s capacity to include
patients in their care may highlight the importance of incorporating digital health solutions into conventional

hypertension treatment methods.
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Figure legends

Figure 1. Changes in morning home systolic blood pressure from baseline

Figure 2. Morning home SBP transitions of crude systolic blood pressures and changes from baseline

Figure 3. Correlations of morning home systolic blood pressure between baseline and week 12 (A) and

between baseline and week 24 (B)

Figure 4. Subgroups’ changes in morning home systolic blood pressure at weeks 12 (A) and 24 (B)
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Tables

Table 1. Baseline characteristics of patients in the practice-based real-world data cohort compared with those in the HERB-DHI trial

Practice-based

HERB-DH1

HERB-DH1

RWD cohort intervention group control group
N 1,000 199 191
Age (years), mean + SD 54-8+11-6 52-4+£8-1 52:0+7-6
Female, n (%) 489 (48-9) 35(17-6) 43 (22-5)
BMI, median (kg/m?), median [IQR] 24-6 [22-3-27-7] 25-2[23-0-27-8] 25-2[23-0-28-0]
Salt check-sheet score, median [IQR] 12 [9-16] 15 [12-17] 14 [11-17]
Medication usage at baseline, n (%)
Yes 436 (43-6) 0(0) 0(0)
No 228 (22-8) 199 (100) 191 (100)
Unknown 336 (33:6) 0 (0) 0(0)
Blood pressure (mmHg), mean + SD
Morning home SBP 132-:8+12-9 147-0+13-3 149-3+12-4
Morning home DBP 86:0+10-0 94-0+9-9 94-7+87
Evening home SBP 128-7+13-6 140-6 +£12-6 143-3+14-3
Evening home DBP 81-8+ 105 88:2+ 105 89-8+99

Abbreviations: BMI, body mass index; DBP, diastolic blood pressure; IQR, interquartile range; SD, standard deviation; RWD, real-world data; SBP, systolic

blood pressure.
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Figures

Figure 1.

Changes in Morning Home SBP
from baseline
A

Error bars: 95% Cis

Week 12 (n=809)
-4.9 mmHg
[95%Cl, -5.6 to -4.2]

Week 24 (n=438)
-6.1 mmHg
[-7.310-5.0]

Weeks
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Figure 2.
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Figure 3.
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Figure 4.
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Supplementary Figure S1. Changes in morning home DBP from baseline
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Supplementary Figure S2. Changes in evening home SBP from baseline
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Supplementary Figure S3. Changes in evening home DBP from baseline
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Supplementary Figure S4. Blood pressure threshold achievement rates by each hypertension management
guideline
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