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This Supplementary Appendix details the methods used in the main text.
The computer code which implements the model and creates the relevant figures
is publicly available at https://github.com/seanlawley/glpl.

S.1 PKPD models

We now present the pharmacokinetic (PK) and pharmacodynamic (PD) models
of semaglutide and tirzepatide used in this paper. To briefly summarize, our
semaglutide PK and PD models are from Strathe et al. [1]. The semaglutide
parameters for our “average” virtual patient are taken from Table S2A for PK
and Table S3 for PD in the supplementary information of Ref. [1] (except for
certain “F,,,” values, see sectionbelow). ‘We model tirzepatide PK with
the model and parameters of [2], and we use the data of Jastreboff et al. [3] to
reparameterize the semaglutide PD model of |1] to model tizepatide PD.

S.1.1 Semaglutide PK

Following [1], we model the semaglutide concentration at time ¢ > 0, denoted
C(t), using a one-compartment model,

Lt/7]
dc DF ea(tenr)

= — a nr Sl
5 = FeC + ks n§:oe : (S-1)

where k, and k. are the respective first-order absorption and elimination rates,
D is the dose size, F' € (0, 1] is the bioavailability, V' is the volume of distribution,
7 is the dosing interval, and |t/7] denotes the largest integer less than or equal
to t/7. The semaglutide PK parameter values from [1] are given in Table

S.1.2 Tirzepatide PK

Following [2], we model the tirzepatide concentration using a two-compartment
model,

[t/7]
dC _ DF E —ka(t—nT)
E = klzc + kzlcper k’eC + ka7 (& ;

n=0
dCper
dt

= klZC - k2ICpera

where C(t) and Cper denote the respective concentrations at time ¢ > 0 in the
central and peripheral compartments, k12 denotes the transfer rate from the cen-
tral to peripheral compartment, ko1 denotes the transfer rate from the peripheral
to central compartment, and k,, ke, D, F, V, and 7 are as in section[S.1.1} The
tirzepatide PK parameter values from [2] are given in Table
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S.1.3 Semaglutide PD

Our semaglutide PD model and parameters are taken directly from [1]. The
one modification is that we use a time-dependent drug concentration rather
than the weekly average concentration used in [1], but we show in section
below that this choice negligibly affects our results.

The body weight at time ¢ > 0 after the start of treatment is

W(t) = Wo(1 — Epi(t) — Erast(t) — Eaow(t)),

where Wy denotes the body weight at the start of treatment and Ep,(t), Egast (t),
and Fgow(t) denote the dimensionless placebo, fast, and slow drug effects, re-
spectively. The percentage change in body weight from the drug is thus equal
to

W(t) — W
Wo

Following Strathe et al. [1], the placebo effect is the sum of a transient
placebo effect and a slow placebo effect,

Epl(t) = Epl,tr (t) + Epl,slow(t)v

which evolve according to the following ordinary differential equations (ODEs),

= — (Epl(t) + Et’ast (t) + Eslow (t))

dE,
pltr — -t
dt = kpl,tr(Kpl,tre Tplrt Epl,tr);
dFE,
pl,slow
T = kpl,slow(Epleow,oo - Epl7slow)~

We note that we were able to obtain similar results by omitting the transient
placebo effect (i.e. setting Ep . (t) = 0 for all t), but we retain the transient
placebo effect to be consistent with [1]. The fast and slow drug effects satisfy

dEfast Emax fastC(t)
= k as _ — E as 1)
dt f t(Ecso,fast +C(t) f t)
dBsiow _ (M _E )
dt slow ECsO,slow + C(t) slow |

where C(t) is the drug concentration obtained from the PK model in sec-
tion (the drug mass is converted to moles using the molar mass u). Fol-
lowing [1], we set kot fast = 00 s0 that Epag is given by

_ Emax,fastc(t)
ECs0,fast + C(t)
It is straightforward to solve these ODEs to obtain

Efast (t)

¢
Epu(t) = Kpl,trk’pl,tr/ e Feru (=) g =i g
0

EPLSIOW(t) = Epl,slow,oo(l — eikl’LS“’Wt)7

t
- o B C(s)
Eqow(t) = ksiow kp1,er(t—s) _Tmax slow
o= /0 ’ EC50,s00w + C(5)

ds,
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’ Symbol \ Description \ Semaglutide \ Tirzepatide ‘
D dose amount 2.4 mg |1] 2.5-15 mg [3] |
ka PK absorption rate 4.973/wk [1] 6.266/wk [2] |
ke PK elimination rate 0.678/wk [1] 3.090/wk [QIT

V/F apparent volume of distribution 12.1 L [1] 3.08L 2] |
T dosing interval varied varied
k12 central to peripheral rate - 11.836/wk [2]* |
ko1 peripheral to central rate - 7.345 /wk [QIT
o molar mass 4114/gmol [4] | 4814/gmol [5] |
Epltr rate for transient placebo effect | 0.00885/wk [1] | 0.00620/wk
Kot placebo effect magnitude 34.4% (1) 34.1%
Yol tr transient placebo decay rate 0.0794/wk [1] 0.2702/wk
kpl slow rate for slow placebo effect 0.0319/wk [1] 0.0975/wk
Ejlslow,0o | steady-state slow placebo effect 1% ] 2.19%
Frnax fast maximum fast effect 4.19%** 2.59%
ECso fast half-max. conc. for fast effect 48 nM [1] 45.68 nM
Eslow rate for slow effect 0.0319/wk |1] 0.0364/wk
Frax.slow maximum slow effect 22.6%** 27.6%
ECs0 siow half-max. conc. for slow effect 48 nM [1] 112.89 nM
Table S.1: Semaglutide and tirzepatide model parameters. The first 8 rows give

PK parameters and the final 10 rows give PD parameters. Parameter values
with an asterisk (*) were scaled allometrically [6], meaning that the parameter
value reported in [2] was multiplied by the factor (104.8/70)%8, which converts
a parameter for a 70 kg body weight [2] to one for a 104.8 kg body weight [3].
Tirzepatide PD parameters were estimated in this study. See section for
details on the values of Epax fast and Emax slow for semaglutide (marked by **).

where we have assumed zero initial conditions,
Epl,tr(()) - Epleow(O) = Efast (0) = Eslow<0) = 07

which reflects that the therapy starts at time ¢ = 0. Parameter values are given
in Table

S.1.3.1 Semaglutide FE,,,, values

The parameters Epax fast and Emax slow Were not reported in Strathe et al. [1]
for a single “average” patient. Rather, the following values are reported for one
specific patient demographic and health profile,

Emax,fast = 399%7 Emax,slow = 262%,

and then it was specified how these parameters vary for different demographic
or health characteristics.
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Figure S.1: Solid curves are the semaglutide PD model. Markers are clinical
trial data from Wilding et al. .

For our model, we choose the following parameter values,
Emax,fast = 419%7 Emax,slow = 226% (SQ)

We chose the values in Equation to fit data from Wilding et al. [7], which
was also fit by Strathe et al. [1] (see Figure 2A in [1]). Our resulting fit is shown
in Figure The values in Equation thus describe an average patient
without any prior knowledge of their demographics (i.e. age, sex, etc.).

To show that our main conclusions are insensitive to the specific values of
Erax tast and Eryax slow, i Figure we plot the weight loss efficacy relative
to once-weekly dosing against the cost relative to once-weekly dosing for less
frequent dosing (in particular, for dosing intervals of length 7, 8, ..., 28 days).
This plot assumes that cost is proportional to the dose frequency. This plot
shows these curves for letting Fmax fast ad Emax,siow vary from the values in
Equation In particular, the various multicolored curves in Figure cor-
respond to setting

Emax,fast = ¢419%7 Emax,slow = Q;ZJ 226%,
where the factors ¢ and 1 take the following 11 different values,
¢ €{0.5,06,...,1.4,1.5}, ¢ €{0.5,06,...,1.4,1.5}.

The key feature of Figure is that the 11 x 11 = 121 multicolored solid
curves are very near each other. Hence, our main conclusion that reducing dose
frequency does not commensurately reduce weight loss efficacy holds regardless
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Figure S.2: Reducing cost by reducing dose frequency does not commensurately
reduce weight loss efficacy for a wide range of values of the parameters Frax,fast
and Epax slow- See section [S.1.3.] for details.

of the exact values of Enax fast and Emax slow- For instance, notice that all the
multicolored curves in Figure predict that a patient who switches from a 7
day dosing interval to a 14 day dosing interval maintains between 71% to 75%
of their weight loss, even though their relative dosing frequency (and thus cost)
is cut in half.

S.1.4 Tirzepatide PD

We model the PD of tirzepatide using the semaglutide PD model in section[S.1.3]
after reparameterizing the model to fit the data in [3]. The drug concentration
C(t) used in the tirzepatide PD model is obtained from the PK model in sec-
tion

S.1.5 Semaglutide average versus time-dependent concen-
tration

The semaglutide PKPD model that we employ in this paper (detailed above in
sections and is identical to the model of Strathe et at. , except
for one minor modification. In our model, the time-dependent semaglutide con-
centration, C(t), is used in the PD model. In [1], the semaglutide concentration
used in the PD model is an average of the prior week (which we denote by
Cavg). However, this minor modification only negligibly affects the PD model.
We demonstrate this point in Figure which shows the percent change in
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Figure S.3: Percent change in body weight over time for 2.4 mg once weekly
dose of semaglutide. The curves are the semaglutide model in section
using either the time-dependent semaglutide concentration C' (red solid curve)
or the weekly averaged semaglutide concentration Chye (blue dashed curve).

body weight for each version of the model. Indeed, other than small oscilla-
tions, the two curves are nearly indistinguishable.

S.2 BMI and mortality calculations

To obtain BMI estimates, we first estimated the current US adult BMI distri-
bution from Figure 2 in [8]. Let p(z) denote the probability density function
of this current US adult BMI distribution. If a fraction f of obese US adults
reduces their BMI by a factor of a (where obesity means a BMI of at least 30
kg/m?), then the resulting BMI distribution has probability density function

po(x) if x < 30a,
p(z) = ¢ po(z) + (f/a)po(z/a) if 30a < 2 < 30, (5.3)
(1= flpo(z) + (f/a)po(z/a) if z > 30.

Here 2 measures BMI in units of kg/m2 and 0 < f<land 0 <a<1 To
understand in words, notice that the distribution is unchanged if z < 30a,
since (i) adults with BMI less than 30 do not have their BMI reduced (i.e. the
weight-loss treatment is only applied to adults with BMI at least 30) and (ii)
the treatment cannot cause a person to have BMI less than 30a. Further, the
number of adults with BMI between 30a and 30 increases because some obese
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adults decreased their BMI to a level between 30a and 30. Finally, for a BMI
x > 30, the distribution changes due to both (a) a decrease since some adults
who had a BMI of z reduced their BMI and (b) an increase since some adults
with a larger BMI (namely, z/a) reduced their BMI to z.

The fraction f; of obese US adults that can receive qlwk dosing for a given
annual supply of semaglutide was computed according to

(mg of semaglutide annual supply)
(2.4 mg per week)(52 weeks)(number of obese US adults)’

fi=

where the number of obese US adults was set to 1.066 x 108 [8]. The fraction
f2 that can receive q2wk dosing was set to fo = 2f; where 0 < f; < 0.5. The
results in the paper were computed from with either a =1 — 0.19 = 0.81
and f = f; for qlwk dosing or a =1 —0.14 = 0.86 and f = fy = 2f; for q2wk
dosing.

To estimate the number of lives saved, we first estimated the number of
annual deaths by multiplying the number of adults in each of the standard
seven BMI categories (using the standard BMI cutoffs between categories of
18.5, 25, 27.5, 30, 35, and 40) by the BMI category-dependent annual mortality
rates reported in [8]. The number of lives saved was then obtained by comparing
each hypothetical scenario (i.e. for each distribution P in (S.3])) to the current
scenario.
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