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Goldilocks Unable  
to Find Amount  
of Antioxidants  
That’s Just Right

Source: Bjelakovic G, et al. JAMA 2013; 
310:1178-1179.

The observation that excess oxida-
tive stress is associated with diverse 

pathologic consequence has been con-
sistently coupled with the obvious next 
intellectual step: antioxidants should be 
beneficial to prevent these consequences. 
Unfortunately, no Goldilocks has stepped 
forward to inform us which antioxidant is 
too much, which is too little, and which 
is just right. Or maybe the antioxidant hy-
pothesis is just a fairy tale, after all?

This is not the first time that observa-
tional hypotheses have disappointed. In 
two clinical trials of antioxidant supple-
mentation in persons at risk for lung 
cancer (combined n > 45,000), the first 
trial found an increase in lung cancer and 
mortality, and the follow-up trial was dis-
continued almost 2 years early because of 
similar outcomes.

This most recent Cochrane systematic 
review included 78 trials (n = 296,707) 
performed in both primary and second-
ary prevention modes. The “bottom line” 
is worth quoting: “Antioxidant supple-
ments are not associated with lower all-
cause mortality. Beta carotene, vitamin 
E, and higher doses of vitamin A may be 
associated with higher all-cause mortal-
ity.” Some naysayers would suggest that 
we have not yet fulfilled the Goldilocks 
systematic approach: Maybe we used too 
little, maybe we used too much, or maybe 
we used the wrong formulation, and have 

not yet found the approach that’s “just 
right.” For now, the science does not sup-
port a role for antioxidants in primary or 
secondary prevention.   n

Antipsychotics Are  
Associated with  
Increased VTE Risk
Source: Wu CS, et al. J Clin Psychiatry 
2013;74:918-924.

Antipsychotics have suffered a belea-
guered course of late: literature show-

ing little efficacy advantage of newer vs 
older agents, concerns about increased mor-
tality associated with their use, etc. A recent 
report suggests that antipsychotic treatment 
is also associated with a clinically mean-
ingful increase in risk for venous thrombo-
embolism (VTE), comprised of deep vein 
thrombosis plus pulmonary embolism.

Wu et al performed a case-control study 
of enrollees in the National Health Insur-
ance Research Database of Taiwan to com-
pare cases of confirmed VTE (n = 2162) 
with age-matched controls without VTE (n 
= 12,966). Initial analysis looked simply 
at the relative risk of antipsychotic use in 
persons with VTE vs controls. Second-step 
analysis adjusted for confounders.

Overall, the adjusted odds ratio for VTE 
in current antipsychotic users was 1.52 
(i.e., current users were 52% more likely 
to experience VTE than controls); the odds 
ratio was substantially worse (3.26: a more 
than 3-fold increase in risk) for new users. 
These concerning results were attained 
even after correction for confounding fac-
tors such as utilization of thrombogenic 
medications (e.g., oral contraceptives) and 
medical comorbidities associated with in-
creased VTE risk (e.g., congestive heart 

failure). Analysis of different classes of an-
tipsychotics did not find any particular dis-
tinction among them. The mechanism by 
which antipsychotics might increase VTE 
risk is uncertain, although the authors posit 
that antipsychotic-induced sedation could 
lead to less physical activity with subse-
quent venous stasis. In any case, these 
data suggest vigilance for VTE in persons 
prescribed antipsychotics, especially in the 
early months of use.   n

Physician Visits  
for Itching
Source: Shive M, et al. J Am Acad Der-
matol 2013;69:550-556.

If results from the national ambulatory 
Medical Care Survey conducted by the 

CDC are correct, pruritus as a presenting 
complaint in ambulatory care may merit 
more of our attention. In a retrospective 
review of data from 1999-2009, there were 
approximately 7 million office visits per 
year in which pruritus (or itching) was in-
dicated as a presenting symptom. In com-
parison, there were almost 18 million visits 
per year for low back pain. Since itch may 
or may not have been specifically indicated 
when syndromes such as a drug allergic re-
action occur, the authors suggest that these 
numbers likely underestimate the true 
prevalence of pruritus.

The consequences of pruritus may 
range from minor nuisance to intolerable. 
Indeed, patients taking opioid analgesia 
frequently mention pruritus as a treat-
ment-limiting adverse effect. Fortunately, 
clinicians have a diversity of agents to 
treat pruritus, including multiple genera-
tions of antihistamines as well as steroids 
(topical and systemic). Finally, it has been 
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recognized for more than 2 decades that 
doxepin — traditionally used as an anti-
depressant — has antihistaminic potency 
as much as 50 times greater than the most 
potent “traditional” antihistamines such 
as hydroxyzine. Because of this antihis-
taminic potency, doxepin is often used in 
refractory urticaria, when other antihista-
mines have failed, even though sedation is 
common at typical therapeutic doses.   n

Consequences of Non-
Adherence in Treated 
Hypertensives
Source: Cummings DM, et al. J Am Soc 
Hypertens 2013;7:363-369.

The relationship between elevated 
blood pressure (BP) and stroke is lin-

ear and continuous. An abundance of clin-
ical trial data indicate that treatment of hy-
pertension (HTN) by means of numerous 
diverse classes of antihypertensives low-
ers stroke risk by ≥ 40%. Clinical trials, 
however, are not “real life.” The Reasons 
for Geographic and Racial Disparities in 
Stroke (REGARDS) study is examining 
a large population (n = 30,239) of south-
eastern men and women with HTN. Their 
assessment of the relationship between 
self-reported degree of antihypertensive 
medication adherence and serious out-
comes (stroke/TIA) from a subset popula-
tion (n = 15,071) is quite sobering.

During a 5-year window of observa-
tion, study participants were grouped into 
four categories of adherence using the 
Morisky scale, which translates into gen-
eral groupings of high, good, moderate, 
and low adherence. Perhaps not surpris-

ingly, mean systolic BP in the high adher-
ence group was substantially better than 
the low adherence group (131 mmHg vs 
138 mmHg). Incidence of stroke or TIA 
was 8% higher in the lowest adherence 
group compared to the highest. Good 
BP control has meaningful payoff; every 
decrement of adherence less than that is 
costly.   n

Long-Term Risk- 
Reduction Benefits  
of Sigmoidoscopy  
and Colonoscopy

Source: Nishihara R, et al. N Engl J Med 
2013;369:1095-1105.

Participants from two large obser-
vational studies provide an oppor-

tunity to evaluate the risk reduction ac-
crued from either colonoscopy (COL) or 
sigmoidoscopy (SIG). The Nurses’ Health 
Study (n = 121,700 female nurses) and the 
Health Professionals Follow-up Study (n 
= 51,529 male health professionals) have 
more than 20 years’ prospective follow-up 
of their participants. During this interval, 
there were 1185 cases of colon cancer and 
474 deaths from colon cancer.

Skeptics have long held fast to the te-
net that SIG had an advantage over COL: 
proven risk reduction for colon cancer 
mortality for the former. Although the in-
tuitive additional advantage of examining 
the entire colon with COL seemed a no-
brainer, purists argued that whether COL 
was truly better than SIG was not yet prov-
en, and that since COL was associated with 
greater risks (perforation, adverse effects 
from sedation, etc.), there was reasonable 
basis to continue with SIG as a preferred 
method. In accord with this philosophy, 
noting the many missed opportunities for 
colon cancer screening and prevention, 
advocacy groups rallied around the call-to-
action, “The best colon cancer screening 
test is whichever one you can get done!”

These data may change that perspec-
tive, since the risk reduction for colon 
cancer death was almost twice as great for 
COL as SIG (hazard ratios, 0.59 vs 0.32). 
The “no-brainer” part of the equation was 
also resoundingly confirmed: COL re-
duced mortality from proximal colon can-
cer by more than half compared to no risk 
reduction through SIG.   n

Warfarin Outperforms 
Dabigatran in Patients 
with Mechanical Heart 
Valves
Source: Eikelboom JW, et al. N Engl J 
Med 2013;369:1206-1214.

The atrial fibrillation (af) headlines 
have been filled with celebration 

over the efficacy of factor Xa inhibitors 
(e.g., rivaroxaban, apixaban) and direct 
thrombin inhibitors (e.g., dabigatran) for 
prevention of thrombotic events. Since 
warfarin — though highly effective, ex-
haustively studied, and time-tested — also 
has distinct clinical burdens (e.g., need for 
monitoring, food interactions, drug inter-
actions), agents that were at least as effi-
cacious for thrombotic risk reduction — 
with fewer of these same clinical burdens 
— were welcomed.

Success in AF, however, does not nec-
essarily translate into other pathologies. 
Eikelboom et al studied patients with 
recent mitral or aortic mechanical valve 
replacement (n = 252). Subjects were ran-
domized to dabigatran or warfarin. About 
one-fourth of these patients also had AF.

The trial had to be discontinued early 
because of untoward events in the dabiga-
tran group: stroke occurred in 5% of the 
dabigatran group vs none in the warfarin 
group, and major bleeding was twice as 
common on dabigatran (4% vs 2%). Al-
though earlier trials in animals were en-
couraging, these data indicate that warfarin 
is safer and better tolerated in patients with 
recent surgery for prosthetic mechanical 
heart valves.   n

Clinical Briefs in Primary 
Care is going digital! 

Beginning with the January issue, 
Clinical Briefs in Primary Care can be 
found exclusively online. It will no 
longer be inserted in your newsletter. 
You will find the same high-quality, 
evidence-based updates in primary 
care that you know and trust. You will 
be able to access the online edition 
anywhere. We hope this transition will 
better meet your needs as a subscrib-
er. Stay tuned for more information 
about this digital transition. We will 
keep you posted on all the details!


