Supplement 2
· eMethods:	Detailed methods 

· eFigure 1: 	The role of nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide (NAD+) in 	adenosine triphosphate (ATP) production.
· eFigure 2:	Study schedule.
· eFigure 3: 	Participant baseline demographics.
· eFigure 4: 	No evidence of correlation between treatment effect from 12-	weeks of nicotinamide treatment on the electroretinogram and 	demographic parameters.

· eTable 1: 	Distribution of days from baseline to follow-up for participants 	included in the primary analysis and adherence rates (%) at 	each visit.
· eTable 2: 	Primary analysis of treatment effect at 12-weeks.
· eTable 3: 	Complete-case, per-protocol analysis of treatment effect at 12-	weeks.






























eMethods
Detailed methods

Inclusion and exclusion criteria 
Inclusion criteria included adult participants diagnosed and treated for glaucoma by a sub-specialist ophthalmologist, and with visual acuity of at least 6/18 (20/60). Participants were required to have performed a reliable VF (SITA-Standard 24-2, HFA II-750i, Carl Zeiss Meditec AG, Germany) in the last 6 months, with <33% fixation losses, false positives and false negatives.1 Eligible participants had reproducible VF defects of at least 3 neighbouring points with a sensitivity below the age-matched normal (total deviation) with a probability of <2%.2 Where both eyes were eligible, the eye with the better VF was chosen. 

Exclusion criteria included pregnancy/breastfeeding, those unwilling to abstain from vitamin B supplements, allergic to NAM/niacin, diagnosed with cancer in the last 5 years (except treated basal or squamous cell carcinoma), a history of liver disease or stomach ulcers. Ophthalmic exclusion criteria included a history of intraocular surgery in the past 6 months (uncomplicated cataract surgery within the last 3 months) and diseases that are known to affect retinal function (e.g. age-related macular degeneration, diabetic retinopathy). 
[bookmark: _GoBack]
[bookmark: _Toc9950828][bookmark: _Toc9951401][bookmark: _Toc19797158]ERG Waveform Processing
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Custom-written Matlab® scripts (R2018b, Mathworks, MA, USA) were used to process raw ERG traces. ERG waveforms were processed by an experienced assessor masked to participant characteristics, treatment group and timepoint of measurement. First, a bandpass filter (0.3 – 300 Hz) was applied. The raw data was detrended with a 3rd order polynomial, which we have shown to provide the most robust PhNR signal.3 The amplitudes and implicit times of the a-wave, b-wave (from a-wave trough to b-wave peak) and PhNR (minimum from baseline to trough) were extracted. 
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[bookmark: _Ref10016297]eFigure 1. The role of nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide (NAD+, blue) in adenosine triphosphate (ATP) production. 
The pathways through which NAD+ is created and salvaged, the major enzymes involved and the process in which NAD+ supplements, nicotinamide (green) and nicotinamide riboside, may replete NAD+ levels. Complex I (yellow) within the electron transport chain, where nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide + hydrogen (NADH) is oxidized to NAD+ and site of potential mitochondrial dysfunction in glaucoma. NAAD – nicotinic acid adenine dinucleotide.
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eFigure 2. Study schedule. 
BMI – body mass index, ERG – electroretinogram, IOP – intraocular pressure, MAP – mean arterial pressure, NAM – nicotinamide, OCT – optical coherence tomography, VF – visual fields.
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eFigure 3. Participant baseline demographics. 
A. Distribution of sexes (M – male, F – female), B. Glaucoma diagnosis at time of recruitment (POAG – primary open-angle glaucoma, CACG – chronic angle-closure glaucoma, NTG – normal tension glaucoma, PXFG – pseudoexfoliative glaucoma, PDG – pigment dispersion glaucoma), C. Eye chosen for study (R – right, L –  left), D. Distribution of body mass index (BMI, kg/m2) at study commencement between sexes; n = 49.
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eFigure 4. No evidence of correlation between treatment effect from 12-weeks of nicotinamide treatment on the electroretinogram and demographic parameters. 
A-C. Change in photopic negative response (PhNR) saturated amplitude (Vmax, treatment – control, V) versus age (years), body mass index (BMI, kg/m2) and sex (p = 0.68, unpaired t-test, mean  95% CI), D-F. Change in PhNR/b-wave amplitude (Vmax ratio, treatment – control) versus age (years), BMI (kg/m2) and sex (p = 0.65), n = 43. 


eTable 1. Distribution of days from baseline to follow-up for participants included in the primary analysis and adherence rates (%) at each visit. 
Treatment group 1 received placebo (PL) first, Treatment group received nicotinamide (NAM) first. P-values derived from Wilcoxon rank-sum test to test for differences in adherence between groups, n = 49 in total. 
	Visit no. 
	Treatment group
	Days from baseline
	Adherence (%)

	
	
	Target
	Mean
	SD
	Median
	[Q1, Q3]
	p-value

	2 (6 weeks)
	Treatment group 1, PL
	42
	42.5
	6.2
	97.6
	[88.1, 100.0]
	

	
	Treatment group 2, NAM
	42
	42.2
	5.0
	97.6
	[90.5, 100.0]
	0.80

	3 (12 weeks)
	Treatment group 1, PL
	84
	85.6
	5.0
	95.2
	[89.7, 99.2]
	

	
	Treatment group 2, NAM
	84
	85.4
	5.3
	94.4
	[91.5, 96.0]
	0.70

	4 (18 weeks)
	Treatment group 1, NAM
	126
	126.8
	5.7
	100.0
	[97.6, 100.0]
	

	
	Treatment group 2, PL
	126
	130.4
	8.7
	100.0
	[92.9, 100.0]
	0.89

	5 (24 weeks)
	Treatment group 1, NAM
	168
	171.0
	6.3
	96.6
	[93.7, 98.7]
	

	 
	Treatment group 2, PL
	168
	169.9
	10.5
	94.0
	[90.5, 99.2]
	0.46

	NAM – nicotinamide, PL – placebo, Q1 – lower quartile, Q3 – upper quartile, SD – standard deviation
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[bookmark: _Ref7633317][bookmark: _Toc8057564]eTable 2. Primary analysis of treatment effect at 12-weeks. 
P-values estimated via linear regression of nicotinamide-placebo (NAM-PL) difference with adjustment for mean-centred baseline values, n = 49. 
	 
	Carryover effect
	Period effect
	Placebo
	Nicotinamide
	Baseline-adjusted treatment effect

	
	
	
	Mean
	(SD)
	Mean
	(SD)
	NAM-PL
	95% confidence limits
	p-value

	 
	p-value
	p-value
	
	
	
	
	
	Lower
	Upper
	

	Visual acuity (logMAR)
	0.86
	0.16
	-0.03
	0.13
	-0.03
	0.13
	0.00
	-0.03
	0.02
	0.83

	Intraocular pressure (mmHg)
	0.32
	0.38
	13.40
	2.40
	13.80
	4.10
	0.20
	-0.58
	1.00
	0.59

	Mean arterial pressure (mmHg)
	0.32
	0.15
	96.55
	11.27
	95.27
	9.73
	-1.84
	-4.92
	1.25
	0.24

	Visual field parameters (24-2)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  Mean deviation (dB)
	0.47
	0.49
	-5.14
	4.66
	-5.04
	4.49
	0.10
	-0.33
	0.53
	0.63

	  Pattern standard deviation (dB)
	0.09
	0.11
	6.28
	3.60
	6.04
	3.57
	-0.25
	-0.63
	0.14
	0.20

	  Mean light sensitivity (1/lambert)
	0.847
	0.05
	618.12
	334.63
	607.65
	332.18
	10.47
	-25.57
	46.50
	0.56

	ERG parameters
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	  b-wave Vmax (V)
	0.20
	0.20
	102.01
	29.07
	102.33
	30.85
	1.11
	-5.41
	7.63
	0.73

	  b-wave fitting parameter: n
	0.30
	0.20
	1.25
	0.19
	1.26
	0.22
	0.01
	-0.06
	0.07
	0.84

	  b-wave fitting parameter: 1/K
	0.80
	0.30
	1.09
	0.39
	1.08
	0.44
	-0.01
	-0.08
	0.07
	0.83

	  PhNR Vmax (V)
	0.37
	0.21
	13.48
	5.43
	14.60
	6.08
	1.35
	0.16
	2.55
	0.03

	  PhNR fitting parameter: 1/K
	0.27
	0.03
	2.19
	1.71
	2.15
	1.42
	-0.20
	-0.68
	0.29
	0.41

	  Vmax ratio
	0.91
	0.89
	0.14
	0.06
	0.15
	0.07
	0.01
	0.002
	0.03
	0.02

	ERG – electroretinogram, PhNR – photopic negative response, SD – standard deviation
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eTable 3. Complete-case, per-protocol analysis of treatment effect at 12-weeks. 
P-values estimated via linear regression of nicotinamide-placebo (NAM-PL) difference with adjustment for mean-centred baseline values, n = 43.
	 
	Carryover effect
	Period effect
	Placebo
	Nicotinamide
	Baseline adjusted treatment effect

	
	
	
	Mean
	(SD)
	Mean
	(SD)
	NAM-PL
	95% confidence limits
	p-value

	 
	p-value
	p-value
	
	
	
	
	
	Lower
	Upper
	

	Visual acuity (logMAR)
	0.73
	0.14
	-0.04
	0.12
	-0.05
	0.10
	-0.01
	-0.04
	0.01
	0.27

	Intraocular pressure (mmHg)
	0.45
	0.24
	13.50
	2.50
	13.80
	4.20
	0.20
	-0.70
	1.04
	0.67

	Mean arterial pressure (mmHg)
	0.28
	0.11
	96.59
	11.62
	95.2
	9.47
	-2.11
	-5.34
	1.12
	0.19

	Visual field parameters (24-2)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Mean deviation (dB)
	0.84
	0.67
	-4.92
	4.51
	-4.81
	4.43
	0.12
	-0.36
	0.60
	0.62

	Pattern standard deviation (dB)
	0.13
	0.21
	6.06
	3.63
	5.75
	3.55
	-0.33
	-0.75
	0.09
	0.12

	  Mean light sensitivity (1/lambert)
	0.30
	0.11
	615.87
	304.95
	608.39
	305.09
	7.51
	-30.58
	45.61
	0.69

	ERG parameters
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	b-wave Vmax (V)
	0.14
	0.19
	102.02
	26.34
	102.84
	27.49
	1.01
	-5.64
	7.67
	0.76

	b-wave fitting parameter: n
	0.35
	0.15
	1.26
	0.18
	1.27
	0.21
	0.01
	-0.06
	0.07
	0.79

	b-wave fitting parameter: 1/K
	0.93
	0.41
	1.12
	0.36
	1.10
	0.42
	-0.01
	-0.09
	0.06
	0.73

	PhNR Vmax (V)
	0.22
	0.21
	13.51
	4.70
	14.88
	5.52
	1.35
	0.16
	2.55
	0.03

	PhNR fitting parameter: 1/K
	0.15
	0.03
	2.27
	1.45
	2.08
	1.20
	-0.20
	-0.68
	0.29
	0.41

	Vmax ratio
	0.86
	0.89
	0.14
	0.05
	0.15
	0.06
	0.01
	0.002
	0.03
	0.02

	ERG – electroretinogram, PhNR – photopic negative response, SD – standard deviation










References 

1.	Johnson CA, Keltner JL, Cello KE, et al. Baseline visual field characteristics in the ocular hypertension treatment study. Ophthalmology. 2002;109(3):432-437.
2.	Musch DC, Lichter PR, Guire KE, Standardi CL. The Collaborative Initial Glaucoma Treatment Study: study design, methods, and baseline characteristics of enrolled patients. Ophthalmology. 1999;106(4):653-662.
3.	Tang J, Hui F, Coote M, Crowston JG, Hadoux X. Baseline Detrending for the Photopic Negative Response. Transl Vis Sci Technol. 2018;7(5):9.

image4.tiff
treatment - control (V) >

O

treatment - control

Vmax
15+
10+ o0
.....
5 %% o °
° .oo.ot
o4 © ® o
@ Se
‘ (@]
-5 o)
'10 T I 1 1
40 60 80 100
age (years)
Vmax ratio
0.2+
(@]
0.1
?
(@] .“
(@]
o
001 © & *, -
o o
-0.1— T T 1
40 60 80 100

age (years)

treatment - control (uV) O

m

treatment - control

Vmax
15+
10+ °X)
.o @
54 8 e®
0 5... © )
0:.0? ©]
99
-5 5]
-10 T T T
20 30 40
BMI (kg/m?)
Vmax ratio
0.2
(@]
0.1 °
(e)
° (@]
o 00 ©
0.0 ’?}o o
o @ [6)
-01 T T T

20 30

BMI (kg/m?)

40

M

treatment - control

treatment - control (uV) ()

—
T

—
<

a
1

o
1

'
a
1

Vmax

'
-
o

Vmax ratio
0.2
o
.1
e)
(@)
oo] S .
00 %g0
-0.1 T T
male female




image1.emf



 



NAAD 



Electron transport 
chain 



ATP 



Kreb’s 
cycle 



Nampt 
Nicotinamide riboside 



Tryptophan 



Nmnat1-3 



Nicotinamide 
mononucleotide 



NAD-consuming 
enzymes i.e. 



sirtuins 



Nicotinic acid 



NAAD? 



NAD+ 



NADH 



Nicotinic acid 
mononucleotide 



NAD synthase 



Nicotinamide 
(vitamin B3)  



NAM
 



NAD+ 



Complex I 










 

NAAD 

Electron transport 

chain

 

ATP

 

Kreb’s 

cycle

 

Nampt 

Nicotinamide riboside 

Tryptophan 

Nmnat1-3 

Nicotinamide 

mononucleotide

 

NAD-consuming 

enzymes i.e. 

sirtuins

 

Nicotinic acid 

NAAD? 

NAD+

 

NADH

 

Nicotinic acid 

mononucleotide

 

NAD synthase 

Nicotinamide

 

(vitamin B

3

) 

 

N

A

M

 

NAD+ 

Complex I 


image2.tiff
Participant screening
Screening of medical records
Assessed against eligibility criteria, written informed consent

Visit 1, Baseline measurement
(ERG, VF, IOP, MAP, BMI, OCT)
Randomization 1:1, placebo or nicotinamide; NAM: 1.5 g/day

Visit 2, 6-week measurement
(Day 42 + 14)
Doubled dosage after visit; NAM: 1.5 g twice a day (3.0 g/day)

Visit 3, 12-week measurement
(Day 84 + 14)
Crossover (without washout), switch treatment; NAM: 1.5 g/day

Visit 4, 6-week measurement
(Day 126 + 14)
Doubled dosage after visit; NAM: 1.5 g twice a day (3.0 g/day)

Visit 5, 12-week measurement
(Day 168 + 14)
Return unused tablets. Exit participant
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