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KEY POINTS 

Question: Does nicotinamide exposure increase risk of major adverse cardiovascular events 

(MACE)? 

Findings: In two cohorts, nicotinamide exposure was not associated with increased risk of 

MACE. Rather, patients with prior MACE were likely to develop subsequent MACE. 

Meaning: In a real-world sample, nicotinamide does not appear to convey increased risk of 

MACE 
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ABSTRACT 

IMPORTANCE. Nicotinamide metabolites have recently been implicated in increased risk of 

major cardiovascular events (MACE). Supportive data about clinical risk of MACE for 

nicotinamide users is lacking. 

OBJECTIVE. To determine whether nicotinamide use results in an increase of MACE. 

DESIGN, SETTING, PARTICIPANTS. Retrospective cohort study of two patient cohorts, 

Vanderbilt University Medical Center (VUMC) and Military Veteran Program (MVP). The risk of 

MACE in patients exposed to nicotinamide was compared to the risk of MACE in unexposed 

patients. In the VUMC cohort, 1228 patients were exposed to nicotinamide based on keyword 

entry for “nicotinamide” or “niacinamide” and hand-review of charts, while 253 were unexposed 

but had documented recommendation for use. In the MVP cohort, there were 1594 with 

exposure to nicotinamide propensity score matched to 2694 without exposure.  

EXPOSURES. The primary exposure for the VUMC cohort was a confirmed exposure to 

nicotinamide in chart review. The primary exposure for the MVP cohort was medication entry for 

“nicotinamide” or “niacinamide”.  

MAIN OUTCOME(S) AND MEASURE(S). The primary outcome was development of MACE 

based on a validated phenotype. 

RESULTS. Between both cohorts, 6039 patients were included, of whom 5125 were male with a 

mean age of 63.2 years. Neither cohort had significant differences in mean age, sex, race and 

ethnicity between the nicotinamide exposed and unexposed groups. In the VUMC cohort, there 

was no significant association between nicotinamide exposure and the primary outcome of 

MACE (HR 0.76, 95% CI 0.46 – 1.25, p = 0.28). MACE prior to nicotinamide exposure was 

strongly associated with subsequent MACE (HR 9.01, 95% CI 5.90 – 13.70, p < 0.001). In the 

MVP cohort, we adjusted for MACE risk factors as potential confounding variables and saw no 

significant association between nicotinamide exposure and MACE (HR 1.00 95% CI 0.75 – 

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313743doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313743


1.32), while history of prior MACE remained strongly associated with subsequent MACE (HR 

9.50, 95% CI 6.38 – 14.1).  

CONCLUSIONS AND RELEVANCE. In this retrospective cohort study of 6039 adults from two 

different patient populations, we found no increased risk of MACE in patients with nicotinamide 

exposure. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 Nicotinamide is a water-soluble, activated form of vitamin B3 that is widely used as a 

chemopreventive agent against skin cancer1–4. More recently, there have been concerns 

regarding the safety of nicotinamide as it relates to the risk of major adverse cardiovascular 

events (MACE)5. Levels of two nicotinamide metabolites, N1-methyl-2-pyridone-5-carboxamide 

(2PY) and N1-methyl-4-pyridone-3-carboxamide (4PY), were associated with common variants 

in the aminocarboxymuconate semialdehyde decarboxylase (acmsd) gene, which is responsible 

for nicotinamide metabolism. The mechanism of this risk modulation is believed to be increased 

expression of soluble vascular cell adhesion molecule -1 (VCAM-1) due to excess levels of 2PY 

and 4PY5. Increased VCAM-1 has been shown in turn to increase the risk of MACE6. The study 

by Ferrell et al. did not actually examine the real-world experience of patients on nicotinamide, 

and it focused primarily on niacin, an upstream molecule in nicotinamide metabolism. Whereas 

nicotinamide is used primarily for chemoprevention of skin cancer or in treatment regimens for 

bullous pemphigoid, niacin is used to lower cholesterol. As a result, patients with an indication 

for niacin treatment might have an elevated baseline risk of MACE compared to those exposure 

to nicotinamide. We conducted this study to assess the risk of developing MACE following 

exposure to nicotinamide specifically.     

 

METHODS 

Vanderbilt Cohort 

 Following approval from the Vanderbilt University Medical Center (VUMC) Institutional 

Review Board (IRB)(# VR54787), we assembled an electronic health record (EHR) cohort from 

VUMC’s de-identified EHR research database the Synthetic Derivative (SD) 7. The primary 

exposure was a keyword or medication entry for “nicotinamide” or its other name “niacinamide” 

(hereafter referred to simply as “nicotinamide”). Patients with oral nicotinamide exposure were 
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confirmed using hand-review of charts. The date of first exposure or first mention of indication 

was considered baseline. There was insufficient granularity in the data to determine duration of 

exposure or cumulative dose in the Vanderbilt cohort. The primary outcome was development of 

MACE, as defined by a modified validated phenotype that included International Classification of 

Disease (ICD) codes (ICD-9 410-411, ICD-10 I21, I22, I24), Current Procedural Terminology 

(CPT) codes (3353-6, 33510-4, 33516-19, 33521-3, 92980-6, C1874-7), and laboratory values8. 

Briefly, this required the occurrence of at least two ICD or CPT codes for MACE, plus an 

elevated troponin level within a five-day window. The original phenotype used CPT codes that 

have since been retired from use, and both these and the newer codes were included. Elevated 

troponin was defined as any assay being above its reported upper limit of normal. The date of 

code entry was used to determine to time of event for each of these outcomes. Censoring 

occurred at either death or the date of last patient contact as documented by hand-review of the 

chart.  

Million Veteran Program (MVP) Cohort 

 This study utilized MVP version 23 release 1 and was approved by the central Veterans 

Administration IRB (1750541). Nicotinamide exposure was determined by entry in the 

medication list. Because the MVP cohort had more granular medication data, we included only 

those Veterans with at least 360 days of medication exposure, equivalent to four 90-day 

prescriptions of 500mg twice daily. We included only those with at least one year of data prior to 

first nicotinamide exposure to assess risk of prior MACE. Nicotinamide levels increase rapidly in 

the blood following oral administration, and trials have shown clinical effects can be seen as 

early as one month after initiation of treatment9,10. Therefore the at-risk window began 30 days 

after the first exposure.   

Unexposed controls were selected from the remaining cohort and matched on 

propensity score. Propensity score matching is used to reduce selection bias by creating sets 

balanced on factors associated with the treatment indication11. The model was of the form: 

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313743doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313743


exposed ~ year of birth + gender + race + ethnicity + minimum year in the EHR + maximum 

year in the EHR + date of first code for hypertension + date of first code for congestive heart 

failure + date of first code for diabetes + date of first code for atherosclerotic cardiovascular 

disease + date of first code for smoking + date of first code for valvular heart disease + history 

of bullous pemphigoid + date of first code for bullous pemphigoid + total number of skin cancers 

+ age at first skin cancer. A complete list of codes used for MACE risk factors can be found in 

Supplemental Table 1. Validated phenotypes did not exist for all of these, and the simple 

presence of two or more ICD codes was used a proxy measure for history of disease. Skin 

cancers were counted using the validated co-occurrence of both an ICD and CPT code for skin 

cancer on the same day12. Exact matching was required for year of birth, gender, race, ethnicity, 

maximum year in the EHR, minimum year in the EHR, history of bullous pemphigoid and 

number of skin cancers by grouping that approximated the overall distribution of skin cancer 

counts (0, 1-3, 4-9, 10-15, 16-25, 26 or more). Due to the highly skewed range of individual skin 

cancer counts, exact count matching led to numerous unmatched individuals and was 

abandoned. Missing dates were coded with an indicator variable outside of the range of the data 

to remove it from matching closely to a neighbor with an existing date. Propensity score 

matching was conducted using the MatchIt package in R using 2:1 matching without 

replacement, using the nearest neighbor method and distance calculated by generalized linear 

model. A standardize mean difference plot for the matching is shown in Supplemental Figure 1.   

 Unlike the Vanderbilt cohort, there was no date of indication in the chart for potential 

unexposed patients. Therefore, this date had to be imputed. Nicotinamide is commonly used 

either as a treatment for bullous pemphigoid or as prophylaxis against skin cancer development. 

There is no set number of skin cancers after which patients should be initiated on nicotinamide, 

and some start is before the first skin cancer, while others do not start it until they had 

developed multiple already. Patients were rigorously matched on these indications for 

nicotinamide treatment, in addition to demographics, age, timing of indication in the EHR, and 
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temporal risk factors for MACE, so we used the date of first exposure for each exposed patient 

for the matched unexposed patients in each stratum.  

Statistical Analyses 

 Differences between groups were tested using Student’s T test and Chi-squared tests 

for continuous and categorical variables, respectively. The tidycmprisk package in R was used 

to construct conditional and nonconditional competing hazards models in the MVP and VUMC 

cohorts, respectively, to measure the subdistribution hazard of each outcome with the 

competing hazard of non-MACE death and calculate hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence 

intervals (CI) 13,14. Death occurring on the same day as MACE was coded as MACE. Preliminary 

analyses suggested a strong association between prior and subsequent MACE, so patients with 

MACE prior to the date of first nicotinamide exposure were classified using a binary indicator 

variable, and the first MACE following exposure was considered the outcome. Grey’s tests were 

used to test differences in time to events for patients with exposure to nicotinamide. All analyses 

were conducted using R v4.1.2 with p < 0.05 considered statistically significant. This manuscript 

was prepared according to the Strengthening the Reporting of Observational studies in 

Epidemiology (STROBE) guidelines15.  

 

RESULTS 

Vanderbilt Cohort 

 In the Vanderbilt cohort, of the 3,874,690 patients in the SD, there were 3,111 with a 

keyword or prescription for nicotinamide. Upon hand review of the charts, we excluded nearly 

half of these as they only had mention of nicotinamide in a standardize patient information form, 

had small amounts of nicotinamide included in their insulin or total parenteral nutrition, or used a 

topical formulation. We further excluded 113 of these due to having follow-up time <30 days 

after first exposure. This left 1,228 with exposure to nicotinamide, including 85 with MACE, and 

253 with documented indication that was never started, including 19 with MACE. Patients were 
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predominantly non-Hispanic white with roughly equal numbers of males and females in both the 

nicotinamide exposed and unexposed groups (Table 1). There was no significant difference in 

age at baseline between the groups (58.4 vs 57.4, p = 0.44). In univariate analyses, there was 

no significant association between nicotinamide exposure and MACE (HR 0.76, 95% CI 0.46 – 

1.25, p = 0.28), however prior MACE was strongly associated with subsequent MACE (HR 9.01, 

95% CI 5.90 – 13.70, p < 0.001). In a model containing both variables, the univariate estimates 

were minimally changed, with nicotinamide still not associated (HR 0.92, 95% CI 0.58 – 1.48, p 

= 0.74) and prior MACE strongly associated (HR 8.94, 95% CI 5.91 – 13.50, p < 0.001). Further 

adjusting for age at baseline, race, and ethnicity yielded similar results (nicotinamide HR 0.84, 

95% CI 0.53 – 1.33, p = 0.45; prior MACE HR 4.68, 95% CI 2.97 – 7.36, p < 0.001). Based on 

the cumulative incidence plot (Figure 1), there appeared to be an interaction between 

nicotinamide exposure and prior MACE. We tested this and did find evidence of a protective 

effect of nicotinamide among patients with prior MACE (interaction HR 0.20, 95% CI 0.06 – 0.64 

p = 0.006). 

 

MVP Cohort 

 In MVP, of the 963,753 Veterans, there were 4,889 with at least one prescription for 

nicotinamide. Propensity score matching was performed prior to applying additional exclusion 

criteria and yielded no significant deviations from balance across any of the variables included 

in the model (Supplemental Figure 1). The majority of these had the final sample included 1,594 

exposed and 2,964 matched unexposed Veterans. There were 224 exposed patients that could 

be matched to only one unexposed patient. With 1,594 Veterans, 2:1 matching, and assuming a 

17-year median MACE-free survival for unexposed Veterans, we estimated that we would have 

80% power to detect a hazard ratio of 1.14, which is well below the 1.39 – 2.02 range presented 

in Ferrell et al. 
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 As expected, the MVP cohort was predominantly male sex (4,441, 97.4%), and white 

race (4,382, 96.1%)(Table 2). The mean age was 68.5 +/- 8.8 years. A majority had a history of 

hypertension (74.6%), and a large proportion had atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease 

(35.7%) or diabetes (43.7%). There was a very strong association between history of MACE 

and subsequent MACE (HR 38.7, 95% CI 31.3 – 47.8, p < 0.001). Similar to the VUMC cohort, 

in the cumulative incidence plot there appeared to be a greater reduction in risk among those 

with prior MACE, so we modeled an interaction between exposure and prior MACE but this was 

not significant (Fine test p = 0.40)(Figure 2). We further adjusted for any residual confounding 

based on hypertension (HR 1.30, 95% CI 0.86 – 1.96), congestive heart failure (HR 2.06, 95% 

CI 1.46 – 2.91), valvular heart disease (HR 1.14, 95% CI 0.82 – 1.58), diabetes (HR 1.01, 95% 

CI 0.75 – 1.34), atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease (HR 1.95, 95% CI 1.43 – 2.68), or 

number of skin cancers (HR 0.98, 95% CI 0.97 – 1.00), and exposure to nicotinamide remained 

non-significant (HR 1.00 95% CI 0.75 – 1.32) while history of prior MACE remained strongly 

associated with subsequent MACE (HR 9.50, 95% CI 6.38 – 14.1). 

Twenty percent of patients had no recorded history of skin cancer treatment. Of these, 

48 had a history of bullous pemphigoid, and 915 had no known indication for nicotinamide. 

Because there was the potential for confounding based on an unmeasured variable, we 

conducted sensitivity analyses excluding these patients. The results did not change with 

nicotinamide exposure still showing a non-significant protective effect (HR 0.87, 95% CI 0.68 – 

1.10, p = 0.2) and prior MACE showing a strong association (HR 34.5, 95% CI 27.6 – 43.3, p < 

0.001). 

  

DISCUSSION 

 In this retrospective multi-site EHR cohort study of greater than 2,800 patients with 

exposure to nicotinamide, we observed no significant association between nicotinamide 

exposure and risk of MACE. Instead, we saw that patients with an elevated baseline risk with 
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history of prior MACE were likely to develop subsequent MACE. These results were consistent 

across two different cohorts with different demographic composition and different methods to 

estimate the date of first exposure or indication for nicotinamide. 

Our results are contrary to the conclusions by Ferrell et al that excess metabolites from 

niacin and, via the same pathway, nicotinamide convey increased risk of cardiovascular 

disease5. In that study, the authors use a proxy measure for both niacin and nicotinamide, which 

have different indications for use. Whereas niacin can lower cholesterol, nicotinamide does not 

have this property. As a result, patients treated with niacin likely experience an elevated 

baseline risk of MACE compared to patients treated with nicotinamide only. Moreover, in the 

validation cohorts the authors considered quartiles of metabolites and did not measure directly 

which patients were taking niacin or nicotinamide. In each cohort, only the highest quartile 

showed any significant increased risk of MACE, showing a lack of a dose-response that would 

generally be expected for a causal exposure. There is the potential for confounding by 

indication, as patients with elevated risk of MACE and higher cholesterol might be more likely to 

be taking niacin and have elevated metabolite levels. In the MVP cohort, we therefore rigorously 

controlled not only for indication for nicotinamide, but also for risk factors for MACE and their 

timing to ensure that baseline risks for MACE were equivalent among the exposed and 

unexposed patients. After this matching, patients with elevated baseline risks experienced 

MACE at higher rates, regardless of exposure to nicotinamide. 

In the VUMC cohort, low numbers prevented us from controlling as aggressively for 

MACE risk factors. A strength of this cohort, though, was that we had the exact date of 

indication for patients who were not exposed to nicotinamide and thus did not have to impute it. 

This cohort was younger on average and had far more females than the MVP cohort. When we 

stratified by those with prior MACE, we found the exact same results as in the larger MVP 

cohort with imputed dates, providing strong validation across distinct populations and study 

designs. We did see a significant reduction in risk of subsequent MACE among patients taking 
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nicotinamide, although there is the potential for confounding by other MACE risk factors that 

were better accounted for in the MVP cohort that showed a similar but non-significant reduction 

in risk of subsequent MACE in this group.   

The usual indication for nicotinamide is multiple skin cancers. In the MVP cohort, we 

matched on this variable to control for indication. Nevertheless, many patients in this cohort had 

no history of skin cancer or other documented indication for use. We conducted sensitivity 

analyses excluding these patients due to fears of confounding by an unmeasured indication and 

observed no difference in the overall association.  

Our study had several limitations. In the VUMC cohort, there were few patients with 

documented indication who did not ultimately start nicotinamide. Despite a smaller sample size, 

we were still able to detect significant risks and interactions within the data. In the MVP cohort, 

there was no documentation of indication for the unexposed patients, and dates had to be 

imputed based on complex matching. The cohorts also had different composition, with MVP 

tending to be older with a larger proportion of males. Despite these differences in study design 

and cohort composition, the two showed remarkably consistent findings in that patients with 

prior MACE were much more likely to develop subsequent MACE, and exposure to nicotinamide 

did not appear to increase risk of MACE, rather it potentially might even have a protective one in 

patients with prior MACE. While we were sufficiently powered to detect associations of the 

previously reported magnitude, we did not have adequate power to claim equivalence. However, 

in the MVP cohort there was a non-significant 11% reduction in risk of MACE with nicotinamide 

exposure, so increasing our power would be more likely to show a protective effect than a 

harmful one. There is the potential that unexposed controls were overfit by the propensity score 

matching, especially seeing the very high HR in the group with prior MACE. First, the risk of 

subsequent MACE we observed is in line with prior estimates16. Second, because the start date 

had to be imputed following matching, we could not match on prior MACE, but instead matched 

on multiple risk factors for MACE. There was no difference in the number of individuals with 
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prior MACE among those exposed or unexposed to nicotinamide in the MVP cohort, suggesting 

that the matching for this very strong risk factor was appropriate. These two points also argue 

that the unvalidated approach to measuring comorbidities and indications is unlikely to have 

significantly biased the results, especially considering the high prevalence of MACE risk factors 

among the Veteran population. The choice of imputing a date of first exposure from the matched 

exposed patient instead of other methods such as regression could be questioned. Because we 

incorporated so many time-dependent variables in the propensity score model, the regression 

models often failed to converge or were too poor-performing for use. Instead, the fact that our 

findings from the MVP cohort were closely replicated in the Vanderbilt cohort suggests this was 

a reasonable approach.   

 

CONCLUSIONS 

 In this study of two cohorts with different demographic compositions, different baseline 

risks for MACE, and different analytic approaches, we observed no increased risk of MACE 

following exposure to nicotinamide. Rather, patients with prior MACE and elevated baseline risk 

for MACE were more likely to experience subsequent MACE. Our study was underpowered to 

conclude clinically-meaningful equivalence between exposed and unexposed groups, but our 

data should reassure clinicians that nicotinamide does not appear to convey increased risks of 

MACE.  

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313743doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313743


REFERENCES 

1. Chen, A. C. et al. A Phase 3 Randomized Trial of Nicotinamide for Skin-Cancer 

Chemoprevention. N. Engl. J. Med. 373, 1618–1626 (2015). 

2. Chung, E. Y. M., Palmer, S. C. & Strippoli, G. F. M. Interventions to Prevent Nonmelanoma 

Skin Cancers in Recipients of a Solid Organ Transplant: Systematic Review of Randomized 

Controlled Trials. Transplantation 103, 1206–1215 (2019). 

3. Willenbrink, T. J. et al. Treatment approaches in immunosuppressed patients with advanced 

cutaneous squamous cell carcinoma. J. Eur. Acad. Dermatol. Venereol. 33 Suppl 8, 57–60 

(2019). 

4. Allen, N. C. et al. Nicotinamide for Skin-Cancer Chemoprevention in Transplant Recipients. 

N. Engl. J. Med. 388, 804–812 (2023). 

5. Ferrell, M. et al. A terminal metabolite of niacin promotes vascular inflammation and 

contributes to cardiovascular disease risk. Nat. Med. 30, 424–434 (2024). 

6. Yu, J., Liu, Y., Peng, W. & Xu, Z. Serum VCAM-1 and ICAM-1 measurement assists for 

MACE risk estimation in ST-segment elevation myocardial infarction patients. J. Clin. Lab. 

Anal. 36, e24685 (2022). 

7. Roden, D. M. et al. Development of a large-scale de-identified DNA biobank to enable 

personalized medicine. Clin. Pharmacol. Ther. 84, 362–369 (2008). 

8. Wei, W.-Q. et al. Creation and Validation of an EMR-based Algorithm for Identifying Major 

Adverse Cardiac Events while on Statins. AMIA Jt Summits Transl Sci Proc 2014, 112–119 

(2014). 

9. Mills, K. F. et al. Long-Term Administration of Nicotinamide Mononucleotide Mitigates Age-

Associated Physiological Decline in Mice. Cell Metab. 24, 795–806 (2016). 

10. Mainville, L., Smilga, A.-S. & Fortin, P. R. Effect of Nicotinamide in Skin Cancer and Actinic 

Keratoses Chemoprophylaxis, and Adverse Effects Related to Nicotinamide: A Systematic 

Review and Meta-Analysis. J. Cutan. Med. Surg. 26, 297–308 (2022). 

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313743doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313743


11. Austin, P. C. An Introduction to Propensity Score Methods for Reducing the Effects of 

Confounding in Observational Studies. Multivariate Behav. Res. 46, 399–424 (2011). 

12. Anand, N., Edwards, L., Baker, L. X., Chren, M.-M. & Wheless, L. Validity of Using Billing 

Codes From Electronic Health Records to Estimate Skin Cancer Counts. JAMA Dermatol. 

(2021) doi:10.1001/jamadermatol.2021.2856. 

13. Dignam, J. J. & Kocherginsky, M. N. Choice and interpretation of statistical tests used when 

competing risks are present. J. Clin. Oncol. 26, 4027–4034 (2008). 

14. Austin, P. C. & Fine, J. P. Practical recommendations for reporting Fine-Gray model 

analyses for competing risk data. Stat. Med. 36, 4391–4400 (2017). 

15. von Elm, E. et al. The Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in 

Epidemiology (STROBE) statement: guidelines for reporting observational studies. 

Epidemiology 18, 800–804 (2007). 

16. Welsh, P. et al. Elevated lipoprotein(a) increases risk of subsequent major adverse 

cardiovascular events (MACE) and coronary revascularisation in incident ASCVD patients: 

A cohort study from the UK Biobank. Atherosclerosis 389, (2024). 

  

for use under a CC0 license. 
This article is a US Government work. It is not subject to copyright under 17 USC 105 and is also made available 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313743doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.16.24313743


Table 1. Characteristics of patients in the Vanderbilt cohort included in this study. 

 Unexposed to 

nicotinamide 

(n = 253) 

Exposed to 

nicotinamide 

(n = 1228) 

p-value 

Mean age (SD1) 58.4 (18.6) 57.4 (19.0) 0.44 

Male sex 123 (48.6%) 561 (45.7%) 0.39 

Race 

White 

Black 

Other 

 
 
219 (86.6%) 
 
10 (4.0%) 
 
24 (9.5%) 

 

1088 (88.6%) 

49 (4.0%) 

91 (7.4%) 

0.36 

Ethnicity 

Hispanic 

Not Hispanic or 

unknown 

 

5 (2.0%) 

248 (98.0%) 

 

24 (2.0%) 

1,204 (98.0%) 

0.99 

MACE prior to 

nicotinamide 

indication 

27 (10.7%) 70 (5.7%) <0.01 

1- Standard deviation 
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Table 2. Characteristics of patients in the MVP cohort included in this study. 

 Unexposed to 

nicotinamide 

(n = 2964) 

Exposed to 

nicotinamide 

(n = 1594) 

p-value 

Mean age (SD1) 68.5 (8.8) 68.4 (8.7) 0.60 

Mean age at first 

skin cancer (SD1) 

65.1 (7.7) 65.3 (8.0) 0.08 

Male sex 2887 (97.4%) 1554 (97.5%) 0.94 

Race 

White 

Black 

Other 

 

2856 (96.4%) 
 
70 (2.4%) 
 
38 (1.3%) 
 

 

1526 (95.7%) 

37 (2.3%) 

31 (1.9%) 

0.65 

Ethnicity 

Hispanic 

Not Hispanic or 

unknown 

 

53 (1.8%) 

2911 (98.2%) 

 

39 (2.4%) 

1555 (97.6%) 

0.29 

History of: 

Hypertension 

CHF2 

ASCVD3 

DM4 

Valvular disease 

Smoking 

Bullous pemphigoid 

 

2218 (74.8%) 

474 (16.0%) 

1051 (35.5%) 

1292 (43.6%) 

404 (13.6%) 

795 (26.8%) 

30 (1.0%) 

 

1184 (74.3%) 

262 (16.4%) 

577 (36.2%) 

699 (43.9%) 

257 (16.1%) 

383 (24.0%) 

24 (1.5%) 

 

0.71 

0.73 

0.64 

0.89 

0.03 

0.04 

0.19 

Total number of skin   0.04 
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cancers 

0 

1-3 

4-9 

10-15 

16-25 

26+ 

 

637 (21.5%) 

768 (25.9%) 

787 (26.6%) 

373 (12.6%) 

245 (8.3%) 

154 (5.2%) 

 

326 (20.5) 

388 (24.3) 

404 (25.3) 

207 (13.0%) 

154 (9.7%) 

115 (7.2%) 

MACE5 prior to 

nicotinamide 

indication  

72 (2.4%) 32 (2.0%) 0.42 

 

1 – standard deviation 

2 – congestive heart failure 

3 – atherosclerotic cardiovascular disease 

4 – diabetes mellitus 

5 – major adverse cardiovascular events 
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Figure 1. Cumulative incidence of MACE in the Vanderbilt cohort based on nicotinamide 

exposure and history of prior MACE. 
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Figure 2. Cumulative incidence of MACE in the MVP cohort based on nicotinamide exposure 

and history of prior MACE. 
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