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Abstract

Importance
Sodium glucose cotransporter 2 inhibitors (SGLT2i), glucagon-like peptide-1 receptor

analogues (GLP1ra) and dipeptidyl peptidase-4 inhibitors (DPP4i) improve hyperglycaemia
and, in the case of SGLT2i and GLP1ra, reduce the risk of major adverse cardiovascular
events (MACE) in type 2 diabetes. It is not clear whether efficacy varies by age or sex.
Objective

Assess whether age or sex are associated with differences in efficacy of SGL2i, GLP1ra and
DPPA4i.

Data sources
Medline, Embase and clinical trial registries.

Study selection

Two independent reviewers screened for randomised controlled trials of
SGLT2i/GLP1ra/DPP4i, compared to placebo/active comparator, in adults with type 2
diabetes.

Data extraction and synthesis

We sought individual participant data (IPD) all eligible studies. Where IPD were available, we
modelled age- and sex-treatment interactions for each trial. Otherwise, we assessed age-
sex distributions along with results from aggregate trial data. IPD and aggregate findings
were combined in a Bayesian network meta-analysis.

Main outcome measures
HbAlc and MACE.

Results

We identified 616 eligible trials (604 reporting HbAlc, 23 reporting MACE) and obtained IPD
for 75 trials (6 reporting MACE). Mean age was 59.0 (10.7) years and 64.0 (8.6) in HbAlc
and MACE trials, respectively. Proportions of female were 43.1% and 44.0% in HbAlc and

MACE trials, respectively. SGLT2i reduced HbAlc by 0.5-1.0% overall compared to placebo.
2


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.23.24309242
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.06.23.24309242; this version posted June 24, 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(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

78

79

It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

This reduction versus placebo was attenuated in older participants (change in HbAlc 0.25
percentage-points less for 75-year-olds compared to 45-year-olds). SGLT2i showed greater
relative efficacy in MACE risk reduction among older than younger people. This finding was
sensitive to the exclusion of one of the IPD MACE trials, however, in all sensitivity analyses,
SGLT2i were either as efficacious or more efficacious in older participants. There was no
consistently significant difference in efficacy by age for GLP1ra or DPP4i for HbAlc or
MACE, nor were there consistent significant sex differences for any class.

Conclusion

Newer glucose-lowering drugs are efficacious across age and sex groups. SGLT2i are more
cardioprotective in older than younger people despite smaller HbAlc reductions. Age alone
should not be a barrier to treatments with proven cardiovascular benefit providing they are

well tolerated align with patient priorities.
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go Introduction
81  Over the past two decades, newer glucose lowering agents have transformed the

82 management of type 2 diabetes. The efficacy of agents such as SGLT2 inhibitors (SGLT2i)
83 and GLP1 receptor agonists (GLP1ra) in reducing cardiovascular and kidney outcomes is
84  now well established,"? leading to their widespread use in clinical practice and prominence
85 in clinical guidelines.3 Questions remain, however, over how to optimise treatment decisions
86  for individuals, including how characteristics such as age and sex might influence treatment

87 recommendations.*®

88  Almost half of those with type 2 diabetes are aged over 65 years.® Moreover, age-related

89 functional limitations and conditions such as frailty typically manifest earlier in people with

90 type 2 diabetes.” The risk of complications of diabetes increases with age, potentially

91 increasing the absolute benefits of treatment. Conversely, older adults may also be more

92  susceptible to harms of intensive glycaemic targets.®? Among women, absolute risk of type 2
93 diabetes and cardiovascular disease are lower than in men, but diabetes is associated with
94  a greater relative increase in cardiovascular risk in women than men.’*** Women also have
95 different patterns of cardiovascular complications and less intensive management of

96 cardiovascular risk factors from men.*? It if therefore important for clinicians, patients and

97 policy makers to understand whether and how responses to treatment differ by age and sex.

98 Clinical guidelines do not currently recommend different treatments for men and women, nor
99  across different age-groups. They have, however, highlighted the uncertainty that comes

100  from the under-representation of women and older people within trials.*3

101  Addressing this uncertainty is challenging. Analyses of variation in treatment effects using
102 individual trials (even where there is access to individual-level data) often lacks statistical
103  power.* Although meta-analyses increase power to detect differences in efficacy across
104  participant characteristics, they can produce misleading results due to aggregation bias, that

105 is, making improper inferences about units of analysis (the individual patient) that were not
4
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actually analysed.™ Individual participant data (IPD) meta-analyses, which pool individual-
level data from multiple trials, largely overcome both these deficiencies, but due to legal and
practical constraints it is rarely possible to obtain IPD for all relevant trials, limiting gains in

power and increasing the risk of selection bias.

We aimed to address these problems via a systematic review and meta-analysis of both
aggregate and IPD trial data. Using a meta-analysis technique not susceptible to
aggregation bias, we estimated whether the efficacy of newer glucose lowering medications

for type 2 diabetes differs according to age and sex.
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114 Methods

115 This systematic review and network meta-analysis followed a prespecified protocol

116 (PROSPERO:CRD42020184174)."° The protocol covers a wider project for calibration of the
117  network meta-analysis to a community sample. This manuscript presents findings from the
118 assessment of age- and sex-treatment interactions (prior to calibration). Findings are

119 reported according to Preferred Reporting In Systematic Reviews and Meta-analyses

120  (PRISMA) guidelines."

121 Eligibility criteria and search strategy

122  Eligible studies were randomised trials that recruited adults (=18 years) with type 2 diabetes,
123  and which assessed efficacy of either SGLT2i, GLP1ra , or DPP4 inhibitors (DPP4i) on

124  either glycated haemoglobin (HbAlc) or major adverse cardiovascular events (MACE,

125 defined as death from cardiovascular causes, non-fatal myocardial infarction or non-fatal
126  stroke) compared with either placebo or an active comparator of any other drug class. We

127  excluded within-class comparisons and trials that were not registered.

128  We searched two electronic databases (Medline and Embase) using both keywords and

129  Medical Subject Headings (full search terms shown in the appendix) as well as the United
130 States and Chinese clinical trial registries. All titles and abstracts were screened, retaining all
131 potentially eligible studies for full text review. All stages of screening were completed by two
132  reviewers working independently, with conflicts resolved by consensus and involving a third

133  reviewer where required.

134  For all eligible trials, we assessed whether IPD were available for analysis by third party
135 researchers through the Vivli repository, and applied to the independent steering committee

136 for access where this was the case.
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Data extraction

Drug names, doses and regimens were extracted from text strings obtained from
clinicaltrials.gov and published documents (papers and clinical study reports). Age and sex
at baseline were obtained from published documents. HbAlc results were extracted from
clinicaltrials.gov where available or published documents if not. For MACE, results were
obtained via manual extraction from published documents (including age- and sex-

subgroups). For IPD trials, data were cleaned and harmonised in the Vivli repository.

We assessed risk of bias in each study using the Cochrane Risk of Bias tool.*?

Statistical analysis

Detailed description of the statistical analysis is in the supplementary appendix, and
summarised briefly here. All data (IPD-summaries and aggregate level) are available at the
project github repository

https://github.com/Type2DiabetesSystematicReview/nma_agesex_public .

First, we summarised the age- and sex- distribution for each trial using IPD where available,
or from published summary statistics otherwise. Then, for each outcome (HbAlc and MACE)
we fitted multilevel network meta-regression (ML-NMR) models using the multinma package
in R.*® These models are described in more detail in our protocol paper and in more
technical detail in the original methods paper.*®*® This modelling approach was chosen as i)
it does not disrupt randomisation ii) it makes less stringent assumptions than standard NMA
and iii) it can (without causing aggregation bias) accommodate IPD, aggregate-level trial

data and subgroup-level trial data in models estimating treatment-covariate interactions.

For HbAlc, we separately fit network meta-analyses for trials of mono-, dual- and triple-
therapy, reflecting different indications for the drugs in question. All MACE trials were in

people already established on treatment. We dropped treatment arms evaluating the
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combined effect of two or more treatments. For the SGLT2i, GLP1ra, DPP4i and metformin,
treatment arms were uniquely identified using drug and dose. Insulin, in which dose is
titrated, was modelled as a single category. For the remaining drug classes, arms within the
same trial with different doses but the same drug were collapsed into a single arm. For all

models, placebo was the reference treatment.

In trials for which we had IPD, we fitted trial-level regression models of each outcome by
age, sex and treatment, as well as assessing age-treatment and sex-treatment interactions.
For HbAlc we fitted linear regression models (additionally including HbAlc at baseline as a
covariate). Where participants did not complete the trial we carried forward the last recorded
value. For the MACE outcomes we fitted Cox regression models. We checked proportional
hazards assumption by plotting scales Schofield residuals. These IPD estimates were then
meta-analysed along with aggregate trial-level and (for MACE) subgroup-level data on trial
outcomes and on the age- and sex-distributions of each trial (as described in the
supplementary appendix). Placebo was used as the reference category in all models.
Models were summarised using the posterior mean and 95% credible interval for both the

main effect and both age-treatment and sex-treatment interactions.
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177 Results
178  Systematic review results

179  We identified 685 eligible trials, of which 616 were included in the network meta-analyses
180 (Figure 1). There were a total of 541 aggregate level and 75 IPD trials, including 230,608
181 and 75,850 participants, respectively. Trial-level details and risk of bias are shown in the

182  online repository.

183  Table 1 shows the total number of included trials reporting HbAlc for each class along with
184  aggregate baseline characteristics. Characteristics were similar for trials with IPD and those
185  with aggregate trials. For trials reporting MACE, trial-level details are shown in table 2. For
186  both HbAlc and MACE reporting trials, almost all trial participants were in the 40 to 80 year
187 age range, including trials targeted at older people (supplementary figures S1). For trials

188  reporting HbAlc where IPD was available, age was similarly distributed.
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191  Figure 1: PRISMA diagram of included studies
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Table 1: Trials reporting HbAlc, comparisons and characteristics
Glucagon-like peptide-1

Classes

Total

Placebo

Specific drugs of the
following classes

Dipeptidyl peptidase 4 (DPP-4)
inhibitors

Glucagon-like peptide-1 (GLP-
1) analogues

Sodium-glucose co-transporter
2 (SGLT2) inhibitors
Sulfonylureas

Biguanides (metformin only)
Thiazolidinediones

Alpha glucosidase inhibitors
‘Other blood glucose lowering
drugs, excl. insulins’, eg
repaglinide

Any drug of the following
class

Insulins and analogues

(eg “any insulin™)

Blood glucose lowering drugs,
excl. insulins (eg “any oral
antidiabetic drug”)

2 arms
3arms
4 or 5 arms

Dipeptidyl peptidase 4

inhibitors

Aggregate
252
128

27
20

27
24
15
12

219
25

IPD
33
22

Ok O oM

analogues

Aggregate
178
84

20

©

W N o~ oo

42

124
43
11
11

IPD
20
10

COoRrRER

Sodium-glucose co-
transporter 2 inhibitors

Aggregate
150
102

19

115
28

IPD
29
18

O OO WwWww

10
15

Total trials

Aggregate
530
309

284
246
183
46
30

22
14

46

427
82
21

IPD
74
47
41

32

OR Rk RPN

34
30
10
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194

Participants 111580 27563 88302 21280 44794
Male n (%) 64333 15414 49179 12707 25272
(57.7%) (55.9%) (55.7%) (59.7%) (56.6%)
Age, years (sd) [5"to 95™ 58.7 (10.8) 57.2 (11.1) 57.7 (10.3) 60.0 (10.8) 61.2 (10.7)
centile] [40.3-75.8] [36.8-74.9] [40.4-74.2] [41.1-76.4] [42.7-78.0]

The number of trials in each class do not sum to the total because some trials include more than one class.

12

33277
19727
(59.3%)
56.8 (11.3)
[35.2-74.6]

229115
130154
(56.9%)
59.0 (10.7)
[40.9-75.9]

75850
44557
(58.7%)
57.9 (11.2)
[37.1-75.3]
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Table 2: MACE Trials, characteristics
(a) Asterisk indicates trial without a placebo arm. AGG aggregate level data only, SG subgroup level data only, IPD IPD available.

Class

Trial

Dipeptidyl peptidase 4 TECOS

DPP-4inhibitors

Glucagon-like peptide-

1 receptor GLP-
lanalogues

NCTO00790205
SAVOR-TIMI-53
NCT01107886
CAROLINA
NCT01243424
NCT01703208

CARMELINA
NCT01897532
EXAMINE
NCT00968708
EXSCEL
NCT01144338

ELIXANCT01147250

LEADER
NCT01179048
REWIND
NCT01394952
FREEDOM CVO
NCT01455896
SUSTAIN 6
NCT01720446
PIONEER 6
NCT02692716
AMPLITUDE-O

Data
level

AGG

SG

SG

AGG

SG

IPD

SG

AGG

SG

SG

AGG

AGG

SG

Arms

sitagliptin 100 milligram
saxagliptin 5 milligram
glimepiride 1 milligram vs
linagliptin 5 milligram*
omarigliptin 25 milligram
linagliptin 5 milligram
alogliptin 25 milligram
exenatide 2 milligram
lixisenatide 20 microgram
liraglutide 1.8 milligram
dulaglutide 1.5 milligram
itca650 60 microgram
semaglutide 0.5/1
milligram

semaglutide 14 milligram

efpeglenatide 4_6 NA
13

Participants Follow-up Male

14671

16492

6033

4202

6979

5384

14752

6068

9340

9901

4156

3297

3183

4076

(years)
5.0
2.9
8.3
34
4.3
3.3
7.5
3.9
5.0
8.0
2.0
21
1.6

2.6

(%)

70.7
66.9
60.0
70.2
62.9
67.9
62.0
69.3
64.2
53.7
63.3
60.7
68.4

67.0

Age, years
mean(SD)[5-95th
centile]

65.6 (8.0) [53.2-
79.4]

65.2 (8.5) [51.1-
79.1]

64.0 (9.7) [47.2-
80.1]

63.6 (8.6) [49.8-
77.7]

65.8 (9.0) [50.9-
80.5]

60.8 (9.9) [44.6-
77.2]

61.7 (9.5) [46.3-
77.3]

60.1 (9.7) [44.0-
75.9]

64.3 (7.2) [52.9-
76.8]

66.2 (6.6) [55.4-
77.3]

63.0 (7.7) [50.2-
75.8]

64.8 (7.2) [53.4-
77.2]

65.9 (6.9) [54.6-
77.7]

64.5 (8.1) [51.0-
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Sodium-glucose co-

transporter 2

inhibitors

NCT03496298
HARMONY
NCT02465515
DECLARE-TIMIS8
NCT01730534
VERTIS CV
NCT01986881
SCORED
NCT03315143
SOLOIST-WHF
NCT03521934
CANVAS
NCT01032629

EMPA-REG
OUTCOME
NCT01131676
CANVAS-R
NCT01989754
CREDENCE
NCT02065791

IPD

SG

SG

AGG

AGG

IPD

IPD

IPD

IPD

albiglutide 30 milligram
dapagliflozin 10 milligram

ertugliflozin 5/15 pooled
milligram
sotagliflozin 200 mg

sotagliflozin 200 mg

canagliflozin 100
milligram vs canagliflozin
300 milligram
empagliflozin 10
milligram vs empagliflozin
25 milligram

canagliflozin 100
milligram

canagliflozin 100
milligram

14

9461

17160

8246

10584

1222

4330

7064

5813

4401

2.5

1.8

8.0

4.6

3.0

4.6

69.4

62.6

70.0

55.1

66.2

66.1

71.5

62.8

66.1

78.0]
64.0 (8.7) [49.7-
78.3]
63.9 (6.7) [52.9-
75.1]
64.4 (8.1) [51.0-
77.6]
68.2 (8.5) [54.2-
82.2]
68.7 (9.1) [52.6-
82.7]
60.8 (8.1) [47.4-
74.0]

63.1 (8.7) [48.7-
77.5]

62.5 (8.6) [48.6-
76.6]
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Main treatment effects

The main treatment effects comparing each treatment versus placebo are shown in
supplementary figure S2 for HbAlc for a standard network meta-analysis without covariates.

Most treatments reduced HbAlcwith a range of absolute reductions of -0.5% to -1.5%.

Supplementary figure S3 shows the same analysis for MACE, showing the expected result
of reduced hazard of MACE for SGLT2i compared to placebo, with null findings for DPP4i
and for some agents within the GLP1ra class (consistent with trial-level findings for these

agents which did not show superiority to placebo).

Age-treatment and sex-treatment interactions

Figure 2 shows the age-treatment and sex-treatment interactions, assessing differences in
the efficacy of treatment by age and sex, for HbAlc (panel a) and MACE (panel b). For
HbAlc, interactions are on the absolute scale showing change in HbAlc in units of percent.
Across all three networks, SGLT2-inhibitors were less efficacious with increasing age; a 30-
year increment in age was associated with an attenuation in effect on Hbalc (%) of around
0.25 percentage points on the absolute scale (equivalent to about a quarter to half of the
overall treatment effect). There was also some evidence of a sex-treatment interaction for
HbA1lc across networks for SGLT-2 inhibitors, although this was small in magnitude (around
0.05 percentage points) and the upper range of the credible intervals included the null. No
consistent differences across networks were apparent for any other age-treatment or sex-

treatment interactions.
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Figure 2: Covariate-treatment interactions for HbAlc and MACE: This figure shows the
covariate-treatment interaction estimates for age and sex represented as dots, both for a)
HbAlc (top panels) and b) MACE (bottom panel). Horizontal lines show the 95% credible
interval. Age was modelled as a continuous variable and divided by 30 (so that the
coefficient reflects the difference in efficacy over a 30-year age difference). Estimates below
the line of no effect (dashed vertical line) indicate that the treatment is more efficacious in
older age/in male sex. Estimates above this line indicate the inverse.

For MACE, there was evidence of greater relative efficacy in older people for SGLT-2i. For
GLP-1ra, there was some evidence of lower efficacy in older people. There was also some
evidence of an age-treatment interaction for DPP-4 inhibitors, with higher efficacy in older
people (however the main effect in this class was null). When modelling sex-treatment
interactions in MACE trials, DPP-4i appeared to be less efficacious in men, although this
association was less evident in trials which included sex-subgroup data and absent on
excluding the sole DPP-4i trial for which we had access to IPD. For GLP-1ra and SGLT-2i

there was no evidence of any sex-treatment interactions.

In sensitivity analyses including/excluding age- and sex-subgroup data in the model, and
dropping each trial in turn, the greater efficacy in older people for SGLT2i persisted whether
or not age-subgroup data were included in the modelling, but was not found after excluding

one of the four SGLT2i IPD trials (NCT01131676, EMPA-REG OUTCOME, see
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supplementary figure S4). Less equivocally, for older people, despite the finding of
attenuated effects of SGLT-2i on HbAlc the reduction in the MACE risk was preserved or

greater in all of the sensitivity analyses.

Particular caution is needed in interpreting the GLP-1ra and DPP-4i findings for MACE, as
results differed depending on the inclusion/exclusion of the single trials of each agent for
which we had IPD (HARMONY NCT02465515 and EXAMINE NCT00968708 for GLP-1ra
and DPP4i respectively) and/or the inclusion/exclusion of subgroup data (Supplementary

figure S4).

Age and sex-specific effects for MACE trials

Figure 3 shows the impact of the age-treatment and sex-treatment interactions on the overall

age- and sex-specific relative efficacy versus placebo for each class.

Consistent with the findings reported above for DPP-4 inhibitors (that they were not
efficacious overall compared to placebo, but with some evidence of differential effect by age
and sex), DPP4i were associated with increased risk of MACE in men and younger women
but decreased risk in older women. GLP-1ra (which again were inefficacious overall but with
differential efficacy by sex) were not associated with significant reduction in MACE in men
and in older people, but were associated with decreased risk of MACE in younger women.
SGLT2i were associated with lower MACE in older people regardless of sex with equivocal
findings for people younger than 60 years. For all three classes, however, some caution is
needed in interpreting findings given the sensitivity of the interaction estimates to the
inclusion of particular trials. Less equivocally, SGLT-2i were associated with reduced MACE

in older men and older women.
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Figure 3: Relative effects for MACE: This figure is based on a model including all available
trials, including sex-subgroup data as well as aggregate data and IPD. It shows age- and
sex- specific estimates of the effect of each treatment compared to placebo on the hazard of
MACE.
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Discussion

This network meta-analysis of 616 trials, including IPD from 75 trials, assessed whether the
efficacy of three newer drug classes (SGLT2i, GLP1ra and DPP4i) varied by age or sex in
people with type 2 diabetes. For HbAlc, SGLT2i showed modestly reduced efficacy with
increasing age, with attenuation of the treatment effect compared to placebo by
approximately one quarter at 75 compared with 45 years of age. In contrast, the reduction in
MACE with SGLT2i was greater in older compared to younger people. This finding was
sensitive to the exclusion of IPD from the EMPAREG-OUTCOME study, however even after
excluding this the relative cardiovascular efficacy of SGLT2i preserved for older people. For
GLP1ra there was some evidence that cardiovascular efficacy was greater among younger

women, but with much greater uncertainty than that seen for SGLT2i.

Previous studies assessing heterogeneity in efficacy, that is, interaction, of type 2 diabetes
treatment by age or sex have generally used aggregate or subgroup data from randomised
controlled trials, or relied on observational (i.e., non-randomised) data. A meta-analysis of
differences between men and women in the efficacy of SGLT2i and GLP1ra found no
statistically significant difference in efficacy for cardiovascular outcomes but speculated on
possible reduced cardiovascular efficacy among women due to the greater statistical
uncertainty in the estimates for this group.* Our analysis, including a larger and more
comprehensive group of studies and incorporating IPD, provides greater precision and more
clearly demonstrated that sex is not associated with any difference in the efficacy of these

classes of medication.

A recent network meta-analysis assessed the efficacy of type 2 diabetes treatment across a
range of clinical outcomes, including outcomes such as heart failure, end-stage kidney
disease, and medication related-harms that we did not include in this analysis.” This recent
network meta-analysis showed that, in addition to MACE, SGLT2i and GLP1ra reduce the

risk of admission to hospital with heart failure and of end-stage kidney disease, with SGLT2i
19
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showing superior efficacy for the latter. Harms with treatment were generally class-specific
and included genital infections with SGLT2i and gastrointestinal complications with GLP1ra.
This previous analysis, however, did not assess heterogeneity by age and sex, and did not

include analysis of IPD.

One likely explanation for the reduction in glycaemic efficacy of SGLT2i with older age is
age-related decline in kidney function. For example, the recent TriMaster study (a double-
blind three-way crossover study comparing DPP4i with SGLT2i) demonstrated that
participants with estimated glomerular filtration rates 60-90 ml/min/1.73m?, compared to
those >90 ml/min/1.73m?, had lower HbAlc on DPP4 inhibitors than SGLT2 inhibitors.?® In
this context, it is notable that the reductions in MACE with SGLT2i were greater in older
people, despite lower glycaemic efficacy. This highlights the limitation of surrogate outcomes
such as HbA1c in determining the risks of harder endpoints such as MACE for which
hyperglycaemia is a less important risk factor than hypertension or dyslipidaemia.?* The
findings also suggest SGLT2i are working to prevent hard outcomes by pathways largely
unrelated to conventional risk factors or dysglycemia. Current clinical guidelines recommend
less stringent glycaemic targets in older people living with multiple long-term conditions or
frailty due to greater risks of adverse events.**? While caution around pursuing surrogate
markers is well founded, this may also lead to clinicians not initiating therapies with other
(e.g. cardiovascular) benefits who may have potential to benefit. Our findings highlight the
need to also consider cardioprotective effects agents such as SGLT2i (in addition to safety,
tolerability and patient’s priorities) when agreeing optimal treatment strategies for older

people.

The primary strength of this analysis is in the use of individual participant data to estimate
age- and sex-treatment interactions. This improves statistical power and allows integration of
individual participant data and aggregate data within network meta-analysis to preserve

randomisation and avoid aggregation bias. We also followed rigorous systematic review
20
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methodology to identify eligible studies, and have made all model outputs and analysis code
publicly available to facilitate replication of our findings. However, despite the inclusion of a
large volume of IPD, this was not available for all trials. Furthermore, the trials for which we
did have IPD were not a random sample of the included trials as their availability depended
on the data sharing arrangements put in place by the sponsor. We dropped trial arms with
multiple drug classes as the software does not allow for explicit modelling of components
within arms, and our focus was on class-level interactions. While we assessed glycaemic
and cardiovascular efficacy, which are clinically relevant outcomes, our analysis did not
include other clinical endpoints (such as kidney events) or analysis of adverse events and

safety, which would be relevant outcomes for future analyses.

While our findings demonstrate similar or better cardiovascular efficacy among older people
within these trials, trials rarely enrol people over 80 years of age. Furthermore, age-
associated states such as frailty, which increase the risk of both cardiovascular events and
also of complications,?*® are not quantified in these trials. This analysis does not, therefore,
assess whether efficacy is similar in people of much higher ages (i.e. over 80 years) or living
with frailty. This is a group in which the balance of risks and benefits is most uncertain, and
as such several complementary strands of evidence are needed. Retrospective assessment
of frailty within trial IPD (e.g. using the cumulative deficit frailty index) can allow assessment
of frailty within trial participants,® but those with most severe frailty are likely to be excluded
from the trial altogether. Routine healthcare data may be used to model natural history and
rates of complications across a range of ages and health states, allowing modelling of
overall benefit. Observational analyses using causal inference methods may also be utilised
to assess safety, including in people who may be under-represented in trials. However,
biases such as confounding by indication remain a significant challenge in such analyses.
Finally, where uncertainty remains, there is a need for trials that recruit and retain older

people and those living with frailty, and which explicitly measure and report functional status.
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343 In conclusion, the efficacy of newer glucose lowering agents is broadly consistent between
344  men and women. The glycaemic efficacy of SGLT2i is modestly reduced with increasing
345 age, but cardiovascular event reduction is preserved. Indeed, incorporating analyses of IPD
346  within our meta-analysis demonstrated that the reduction in MACE seen in with SGLT2i

347  versus placebo was greater among older people. Antidiabetic agents are beneficial on a
348 number of end points, and we demonstrate that those benefits may vary substantially and
349  differently with age. Treatment decisions based on glycaemia alone could potentially lead to
350 removal of agents with cardiovascular benefit. Guidelines should emphasise approaches
351  where antidiabetic drugs such as SGLT2i are used to reduce cardiovascular risk as the aim

352  —as agreed with patients — rather than overemphasising glycaemic targets.

353
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