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Key words list: obstructive sleep apnea, positive airway pressure, Center for Medicare and 1 

Medicaid Services, cardiovascular disease, inverse probability of treatment weights. 2 

 3 

Abbreviations list: ATE: average treatment effect, CCI: Charlson comorbidity index, CI: 4 

confidence interval, CMS: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services, COPD: chronic 5 

obstructive pulmonary disease, CPAP: continuous positive airway pressure, CV: cardiovascular, 6 

DME: durable medical equipment, HF: heart failure, HR: hazards ratio, MACE: major adverse 7 

cardiovascular events, MI: myocardial infarction, OSA: obstructive sleep apnea, PAP: positive 8 

airway pressure, PS: propensity scores, RCT: randomized controlled trials. 9 

 10 

Abstract 11 

Background: Obesity is associated with obstructive sleep apnea (OSA) and cardiovascular 12 

risk. Positive airway pressure (PAP) is the first line treatment for OSA, but evidence on its 13 

beneficial effect on major adverse cardiovascular events (MACE) prevention is limited. Using 14 

claims data, the effects of PAP on mortality and incidence of MACE among Medicare 15 

beneficiaries with OSA were examined.  16 

Methods: A cohort of Medicare beneficiaries with ≥2 distinct OSA claims was defined from 17 

multi-state, state-wide, multi-year (2011-2020) Medicare fee-for-service claims data. Evidence 18 

of PAP initiation and utilization was based on PAP claims after OSA diagnosis. MACE was 19 

defined as a composite of myocardial infarction, heart failure, stroke, or coronary 20 

revascularization. Doubly robust Cox proportional hazards models with inverse probability of 21 

treatment weights estimated treatment effects controlling for sociodemographic and clinical 22 

factors.  23 

Results: Among 888,835 beneficiaries with OSA (median age 73 years; 43.9% women; median 24 

follow-up 1,141 days), those with evidence of PAP initiation (32.6%) had significantly lower all-25 

cause mortality (HR [95%CI]: 0.53 [0.52-0.54]) and MACE incidence risk (0.90 [0.89-0.91]). 26 
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Higher quartiles of annual PAP claims were progressively associated with lower mortality (Q2: 1 

0.84 [0.81-0.87], Q3: 0.76 [0.74-0.79], Q4: 0.74 [0.72-0.77]) and MACE incidence risk (Q2: 0.92 2 

[0.89-0.95], Q3: 0.89 [0.86-0.91], Q4: 0.87 [0.85-0.90]). 3 

Conclusion: PAP utilization was associated with lower all-cause mortality and MACE incidence 4 

among Medicare beneficiaries with OSA. Results might inform trials assessing the importance 5 

of OSA therapy towards minimizing cardiovascular risk and mortality in older adults. 6 
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Introduction 1 

Obesity is a chronic condition with significant public health burden1, affecting 40% of 2 

adults in the U.S.2 and accounting for millions of cardiovascular (CV) disease deaths every 3 

year3. There is greater attention about the importance of adequate sleep habits4 and its relation 4 

to cardiometabolic risk5,6. Obstructive sleep apnea (OSA) is a highly prevalent disorder 5 

contributing to these associations, with population rates of  9%-37% in men and 4-50% in 6 

women7, affecting nearly 1 billion people worldwide8. OSA becomes more prevalent with age9,10 7 

and obesity11, and is associated with coronary heart disease, stroke, and CV mortality12,13. The 8 

CV risk due to OSA is greater among those with excessive sleepiness14,15, worse nocturnal 9 

hypoxemia16, and differential heart rate responses to respiratory events17. Thus, there is 10 

increasing attention on therapies that may modify CV risk for primary and secondary 11 

prevention5,6,18 through targeting sleep disordered breathing19. 12 

Positive airway pressure (PAP) is the first line of therapy for moderate-severe OSA. 13 

Despite epidemiological studies strongly suggesting that OSA is a modifiable CV risk factor20-26, 14 

a meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials (RCTs) failed to demonstrate that PAP prevents 15 

CV outcomes27. Studies have shown that patient selection and treatment adherence may 16 

explain some of the negative results28,29. These challenges are intensified by the lack of large, 17 

equitable, and multi-centric pragmatic studies assessing the effectiveness of PAP on improving 18 

CV risk. Such studies are expensive and time-consuming, leading to recruitment and retention 19 

challenges, and delayed policy changes30,31. Whether long-term PAP therapy prevents CV 20 

disease in a clinical population is a critical question that remains unanswered. 21 

Insurance claims data allow the design of observational studies that complement RCTs, 22 

by adopting causal inference methods29,32,33. When robustly applied, they have the potential to 23 

characterize the effect of OSA therapies in representative clinical settings34. A study on a 24 

French nationwide claims database found that continuous PAP (CPAP) therapy termination was 25 
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associated with all-cause mortality and incidence of heart failure35. In the U.S., Centers for 1 

Medicare & Medicaid Services (CMS) beneficiaries represent a large population of older adults 2 

with access to healthcare coverage. Studies exploring a 5% sample of randomly selected 3 

beneficiaries found that those with OSA had higher healthcare utilization when compared to 4 

matched controls36. Moreover, those adherent to CPAP based on Durable Medical Equipment 5 

(DME) claims were found to have reduced risk of stroke37 and healthcare expenses among 6 

those with pre-existing CV diseases38. However, a major limitation is the reliance only on a 7 

sample of beneficiaries, which might represent challenges characterizing the effects of PAP on 8 

the incidence of individual CV diseases with accuracy. State-wide Medicare claims, particularly 9 

within underserved states in the U.S., might reflect a broader representation of individuals with 10 

OSA and provide more generalizable effect estimates. 11 

In this study, we aimed to determine the effect of PAP utilization on all-cause mortality 12 

and incidence of MACE and its components among Medicare beneficiaries in the Central U.S. 13 

By leveraging a robust causal inference design, we determined the average treatment effect of 14 

PAP initiation on the risk of incident MACE and mortality. Next, we established clinically relevant 15 

cut-offs of PAP utilization based on DME claims over the first year after PAP initiation to 16 

determine PAP utilization exposure groups. We demonstrate that these groups are differentially 17 

associated with incident MACE and mortality among older adults. Finally, we provide effect 18 

estimates of PAP exposure groups stratified by relevant sociodemographic and clinical factors. 19 

 20 

Methods 21 

Additional details are presented in the Supplemental materials. 22 

 23 

Study cohort 24 

Medicare beneficiaries (>65 years) enrolled to part A and B, and ≥2 distinct OSA claims 25 

were collected from multi-state, state-wide, multi-year (2011-2020) Medicare fee-for-service 26 
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claims data. State-level Medicare claims data were originally obtained as part of the Greater 1 

Plains Collaborative Reusable Observable Unified Study Environment (GROUSE)39, with a 2 

catchment area across 11 states in the Central U.S. The study protocol has been approved by 3 

Institutional Review Boards at each institution. The study cohort was defined based on a 4 

validated EHR algorithm to identify participants with OSA40 (see Supplemental Table 1). We 5 

further required >1 year enrolment with Medicare before their first OSA claim, to better capture 6 

newly diagnosed OSA and complete PAP utilization history. For the analysis of incident MACE, 7 

we further excluded beneficiaries with history of MACE prior to their OSA diagnosis date. 8 

 9 

Study design 10 

This is an observational, retrospective analysis of state-wide Medicare claims data. We 11 

proposed two complementary causal inference designs to estimate the average treatment effect 12 

(ATE) of PAP initiation (Figure 1) and PAP utilization exposure groups (Figure 2). For the PAP 13 

initiation analyses, prescription time-distribution matching41 was used to identify the “time zero” 14 

(exposure assignment, covariate determination, and start of follow-up) for the group that did not 15 

initiate PAP (pseudo landmark date, Figure 1), matched on the distribution of the time from 16 

diagnosis and start of PAP therapy in the group that initiated PAP (landmark T, Figure 1). For 17 

the analysis of PAP utilization exposure groups, we included beneficiaries that have been 18 

enrolled and have not experienced events at the 1-year mark since their PAP initiation date. 19 

Exposure groups were defined based on the distribution of claim counts during this first year of 20 

PAP utilization and “time zero” was the date of the first anniversary of PAP initiation (Figure 2). 21 

 22 

PAP utilization definitions 23 

Evidence of PAP initiation was based on the first PAP initiation claim after OSA 24 

diagnosis (Supplemental methods). PAP utilization exposure groups were used as surrogate 25 

measures of PAP adherence. We explored different surrogates based on the total count of PAP 26 
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claims during first year of utilization. Prior studies have suggested that a greater number of DME 1 

claims, such as mask refills, correlates with objective adherence based on hours of use42. A 2 

comprehensive comparison of all methods is presented in the Supplemental methods and 3 

informed the selection of the quartile-based PAP utilization exposure group definition, which 4 

was then used in our primary analysis. 5 

 6 

Study Outcomes 7 

We assessed two primary outcomes: all-cause mortality and incidence of MACE. All-8 

cause mortality was obtained by identifying date of death provided in the Medicare beneficiary 9 

summary file. MACE was defined as a composite of first occurrence of myocardial infarction 10 

(MI), heart failure (HF), stroke or coronary revascularization, identified by diagnostic and 11 

procedure codes (Supplemental Table 1). Secondary analyses using each component of 12 

MACE as outcomes are also presented. 13 

 14 

Covariates 15 

We included the following covariates: age, sex, race (White, Black, American Indian, 16 

Asian, Other), socioeconomic status, prior history of type 2 diabetes, hypertension, obesity, 17 

atrial fibrillation,  MACE (only in models assessing all-cause mortality), chronic obstructive 18 

pulmonary disease (COPD), chronic kidney disease (CKD), anxiety disorder, hypersomnia, 19 

insomnia, Charlson comorbidity index (CCI)43,44, prescriptions of anticoagulants, 20 

antihypertensives, antilipidemic agents and blood glucose regulators (see Supplemental Table 21 

1 for definitions). 22 

 23 

Statistical analyses 24 

Sociodemographic characteristics and clinical history were described between PAP 25 

initiation exposure groups using counts and percentages for categorical data and median and 26 
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interquartile range for continuous data. Univariate associations between sociodemographic and 1 

clinical history variables with PAP initiation exposure groups were performed using chi-squared 2 

tests. We used Kaplan-Meier survival analyses and log-rank tests to compare survival curves 3 

between PAP initiation exposure groups for MACE and all-cause mortality. We assessed the 4 

proportional hazards assumption by assessing scaled Schoenfeld residuals, which did not find 5 

strong evidence of violation. We implemented a causal inference framework to determine the 6 

effect of PAP initiation or PAP utilization exposure groups on the outcomes of interest (all-cause 7 

mortality and MACE. Specific details are presented in the Supplemental methods. Briefly, we 8 

derived propensity scores (PS) based on PAP initiation or utilization, and then calculated 9 

weights that were used in fully adjusted weighted Cox regression models assessing the effect of 10 

PAP initiation or PAP utilization exposure groups on the outcomes of interest, representing 11 

causal estimate of the ATE derived from a doubly robust estimator. This framework was applied 12 

to our primary analyses, as well as to secondary analyses assessing individual components of 13 

MACE. Results of stratified analysis by sociodemographic and clinical characteristics are also 14 

presented. We determined statistical significance based on Bonferroni-corrected thresholds of 15 

p<0.025 (2 primary outcomes) and provide E-values to assess the strength of association a 16 

potential unmeasured confounder would need to express to nullify observed associations45. 17 

 18 

Results 19 

Sample characterization 20 

Our sample included 888,835 eligible Medicare beneficiaries with evidence of OSA 21 

diagnosis (median [Q1, Q3] age 73 [69, 78] years; 43.9% women; median [Q1, Q3] follow-up 3 22 

[1.5, 5.1] years). Figure 3 shows the study flowchart. Among eligible participants, 290,015 23 

(32.6%) had evidence of PAP initiation. Table 1 shows the sample characteristics according to 24 

PAP initiation groups. Participants that have initiated PAP were younger, more likely to be 25 

women and White, more likely to have been diagnosed with hypersomnia and insomnia, and 26 
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less likely to be diagnosed with COPD, type 2 diabetes, hypertension, obesity, atrial fibrillation, 1 

CKD, anxiety disorders, and to have had a first MACE at OSA diagnosis. Overall, 5-year 2 

cumulative mortality rate was 20.5% (based on total N=888,835) and 5-year cumulative MACE 3 

incidence was 41.0% (based on those without MACE at baseline, N=572,072). When stratified 4 

by PAP initiation exposure groups, those who initiated PAP had a 5-year cumulative mortality 5 

rate and cumulative MACE incidence of 12.4% and 27.4% respectively. Those who did not 6 

initiate PAP had a 5-year incidence rates of mortality and MACE event of 17.7% and 30.7%, 7 

respectively (p<0.001 for both). 8 

 9 

PAP initiation is associated with greater survival and MACE-free probability 10 

Kaplan-Meier survival curves for all-cause mortality and MACE, according to PAP 11 

initiation exposure groups are presented in Figure 4. Log-rank test indicates significant 12 

differences in all-cause mortality and MACE-free survival probabilities (p<0.001), with 13 

participants that have initiated PAP presenting greater survival than those without. 14 

 15 

PAP initiation is independently associated with lower mortality and lower incidence of MACE 16 

Results of doubly robust Cox proportional hazards models are presented in Figure 5. 17 

Patients with evidence of PAP initiation had significantly lower all-cause mortality risk (HR 18 

[95%CI] = 0.53 [0.52-0.54]; p<0.001) and lower MACE incidence risk (0.90 [0.89-0.91]; p<0.001) 19 

when compared to those without evidence of initiating PAP. The risk ratio of an unmeasured 20 

confounder (E-value) would need to be 2.47 to explain away the effect of PAP initiation on 21 

mortality, and 1.36 to explain away the effect on MACE. 22 

Analyses of secondary outcomes (MI, HF, stroke, and coronary revascularization) are 23 

presented in Figure 6. OSA patients with evidence of PAP initiation had significantly lower 24 

incidence risk of MI (0.84 [0.82-0.85]; p<0.001; E-value: 1.48), HF (0.89 [0.88-0.90]; p<0.001; E-25 
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value: 1.39), and stroke (0.86 [0.84-0.88]; p<0.001; E-value: 1.41). Moreover, PAP initiation was 1 

associated with higher incidence risk of revascularization (1.08 [1.05-1.11]; p<0.001). 2 

Next, we investigated whether the effect of PAP initiation was consistent across 3 

subgroups of sociodemographic and clinical factors. Results of primary outcomes are presented 4 

in Supplemental Figure 1 and of secondary outcomes are presented in Supplemental Figure 5 

2. We observed that effect estimates regarding all-cause mortality are consistent across 6 

subgroups, with significantly lower risk among those that initiated PAP across all strata, and key 7 

differences in certain subgroups. We observed stronger protective effects of PAP initiation 8 

among women (0.52 [0.51-0.53]) as compared to men (0.53 [0.53-0.54), those with evidence of 9 

obesity diagnosis (0.51 [0.50-0.51]) as compared to those without (0.55 [0.54-0.55]), those with 10 

evidence of history of atrial fibrillation (0.47 [0.46-0.48]) as compared to those without (0.54 11 

[0.53-0.54]), and those without evidence of hypersomnia (0.52 [0.52-0.53]) as compared to 12 

those with (0.63 [0.61-0.65).  13 

Regarding incidence of MACE, we observed stronger PAP initiation effects among those 14 

75 years or older (75-79 years: 0.89 [0.87-0.90]; 80+: 0.86 [0.85-0.88], as compared to those 15 

<75 years (65-69 years: 0.91 [0.90-0.93]; 70-74 years: 0.92 [0.90-0.93]). We also observed 16 

stronger protective effects of PAP initiation among women (0.88 [0.87-0.89]) as compared to 17 

men (0.91 [0.90-0.92]), those with lower social economic status (0.86 [0.85-0.87]) as compared 18 

to those with higher (0.91 [0.91-0.92]), those with evidence of insomnia diagnosis (0.87 [0.85-19 

0.89]) as compared to those without (0.90 [0.89-0.91]),  those with evidence of obesity diagnosis 20 

(0.88 [0.87-0.89]) as compared to those without (0.91 [0.90-0.92]), those with evidence of 21 

COPD diagnosis (0.88 [0.86-0.89]) as compared to those without (0.90 [0.90-0.91]), those with 22 

evidence of type 2 diabetes diagnosis (0.88 [0.87-0.89]) as compared to those without (0.91 23 

[0.90-0.92]), those with evidence of atrial fibrillation diagnosis (0.85 [0.83-0.87]) as compared to 24 

those without (0.90 [0.90-0.91]), and those with higher CCI scores (CCI=1-2 comorbidities: 0.88 25 
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[0.87-0.90]; CCI=3-4 comorbidities: 0.89 [0.88-0.91]; CCI=5+ comorbidities: 0.89 [0.87-0.91]) as 1 

compared to those with less comorbidities (CCI=0: 0.94 [0.92-0.96]). 2 

Stratified analyses regarding secondary outcomes (MACE components) consistently 3 

showed significantly lower incidence of MI, HF, and stroke as well as higher incidence of 4 

coronary revascularization procedures across all subgroups of sociodemographic and clinical 5 

factors (Supplemental Figure 2). Important differences were observed for certain subgroups. 6 

Regarding MI, strongest beneficial effects of PAP initiation were observed among women (0.80 7 

[0.79-0.82]), those with lower social economic status (0.80 [0.78-0.82]), those with evidence of 8 

hypersomnia diagnosis (0.77 [0.73-0.81]), those with evidence of insomnia diagnosis (0.79 9 

[0.76-0.82]), and those with evidence of anxiety disorder diagnosis (0.79 [0.76-0.82]). Regarding 10 

HF, strongest beneficial effects of PAP initiation were observed in those 75 years or older (75-11 

79 years: 0.86 [0.84-0.88]; 80+ years: 0.86 [0.84-0.88]), and those with evidence of atrial 12 

fibrillation diagnosis (0.84 [0.81-0.87]). Regarding stroke, strongest beneficial effects of PAP 13 

initiation were observed among women (0.83 [0.81-0.85]), those with lower social economic 14 

status (0.82 [0.80-0.84]), those with evidence of obesity diagnosis (0.82 [0.80-0.84]), those with 15 

evidence of CPOD diagnosis (0.81 [0.79-0.84]), those with evidence of hypertension diagnosis 16 

(0.85 [0.83-0.86]), and those with highest CCI scores (0.82 [0.79-0.84]). Regarding coronary 17 

revascularization, strongest detrimental effects of PAP initiation were observed among those 18 

with 80+ years (1.18 [1.12-1.24]), men (1.10 [1.08-1.13]), and those taking antihypertensive 19 

medications (1.12 [1.09-1.15]). 20 

 21 

Determination of first year PAP utilization exposure groups 22 

To inform our proposed analysis assessing the effect of PAP utilization exposure groups, 23 

we first observed the distribution of total PAP claims per patient at the end of first year of PAP 24 

utilization (Supplemental Figure 3). PAP claim counts showed a bimodal distribution, 25 

suggesting two utilization patterns were more prevalent: a mode on 3 claims and a mode on 14 26 
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claims, which may be suggestive of CMS PAP reimbursement models46 and may correlate with 1 

PAP adherence47,48. Because Medicare claims databases do not include PAP adherence 2 

tracking, we explored different PAP exposure group definitions (see PAP utilization definitions 3 

and Supplemental Figure 4) to determine relevant cut-offs in the distribution of PAP claims. 4 

We further assessed associations between different PAP exposure group definitions and our 5 

primary and secondary outcomes. In general, a greater count of PAP claims during the first year 6 

was progressively associated with lower all-cause mortality and lower MACE incidence risk 7 

(Supplemental Figure 5), reaching a plateau after approximately 15-16 claims. When using the 8 

numeric count of PAP claims as our exposure, each additional PAP claim was significantly 9 

associated with lower hazards of all-cause mortality (0.98 [0.98-0.98]) and MACE (0.99 [0.99-10 

0.99]). To address the non-linearity of the associations between PAP claim counts and 11 

outcomes, we performed spline extrapolation analyses and estimated the HR as a function of 12 

PAP claim counts (Supplemental Figure 6). Results suggest HR estimates are the highest 13 

(e.g., greater hazards) around 4-5 PAP claims and lowest at 17-19 PAP claims across all study 14 

outcomes. Taken together, these exploratory analyses helped to inform us that using a quartile-15 

based definition of PAP exposure groups based on claim counts (Q1: 1 to 7 claims; Q2: 8 to 12 16 

claims; Q3: 13 to 15 claims; and Q4: >15 claims) provided a realistic representation of PAP 17 

utilization patterns that demonstrated clinically relevant variation in incident outcome risk. 18 

Therefore, we focused the description of the following results based on this definition. 19 

 20 

Greater PAP utilization is progressively associated with lower risk of mortality and MACE 21 

Results of doubly robust Cox proportional hazards models assessing the effect of PAP 22 

utilization exposure groups based on quartiles of PAP claim counts on all-cause mortality and 23 

incidence of MACE are presented in Figure 7 (among all participants) and Supplemental 24 

Figure 7 (stratified by sociodemographic and clinical characteristics), and results for secondary 25 

outcomes are presented in Figure 8 and Supplemental Figure 8. Among patients with OSA 26 
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and with evidence of PAP utilization in their first year of therapy, higher quartiles of claim counts 1 

(i.e., higher PAP utilization) were progressively associated with lower all-cause mortality (Q2: 2 

0.84 [0.81-0.87], Q3: 0.76 [0.74-0.79], Q4: 0.74 [0.72-0.77]) and lower MACE incidence (Q2: 3 

0.92 [0.89-0.95], Q3: 0.89 [0.86-0.91], Q4: 0.87 [0.85-0.90]), when compared to those with ≤8 4 

PAP claims in their first year. Similar results were observed for secondary outcomes, with lower 5 

MI incidence risk on Q3 (0.88 [0.83-0.93]) and Q4 (0.84 [0.79-0.88]), lower HF incidence risk 6 

(Q2: 0.91 [0.88-0.95], Q3: 0.86 [0.83-0.89], Q4: 0.85 [0.82-0.88]) and lower stroke incidence risk 7 

(Q2: 0.85 [0.80-0.91], Q3: 0.86 [0.81-0.90], Q4: 0.80 [0.76-0.85]). No evidence of association 8 

with incident coronary revascularization was observed (Figure 8). 9 

Analyses stratified by sociodemographic and clinical characteristics (Supplemental 10 

Figure 7) were consistent overall, supporting the protective effects of higher PAP claim counts 11 

against all-cause mortality and incident MACE across several strata. Exceptions include certain 12 

race groups, likely due to the limited sample size of subgroups resulting in wide confidence 13 

intervals and less accurate estimates. Regarding all-cause mortality, key differences across 14 

strata include stronger protective effects of higher PAP utilization among those with 65-69 15 

years, and those without evidence of hypertension. Regarding MACE, stronger protective 16 

effects of higher PAP utilization were observed among those with 65-69 years, those with higher 17 

socioeconomic status, those without history of hypertension, those without evidence of atrial 18 

fibrillation, and those without evidence of insomnia. Regarding secondary outcomes, 19 

(Supplemental Figure 8), stronger protective effects of higher PAP utilization were observed 20 

against MI among those with 80+ years, those with lower socioeconomic status, and those with 21 

evidence of hypersomnia. Regarding HF, stronger protective effects of higher PAP utilization 22 

were observed among those with 65-69 years, those without evidence of insomnia, those 23 

without evidence of hypertension, and those within less comorbidities according to the CCI. 24 

Regarding stroke, protective effects of higher PAP utilization were observed among those 25 

without evidence of insomnia. Finally, no consistent associations were observed regarding 26 
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coronary revascularization procedures. Effects estimates and confidence intervals are shown 1 

Supplemental Figures 7 and 8. 2 

 3 

Discussion 4 

This study provided a systematic assessment of the effects of PAP initiation and 5 

utilization on MACE and mortality among older adults that are Medicare beneficiaries across 11 6 

states in the U.S. Our main findings suggest significant associations between claims-based PAP 7 

initiation and utilization and lower all-cause mortality and incidence of MACE. Associations of 8 

PAP initiation and utilization were also significant for MACE components, with consistent effects 9 

on MI, HF, and stroke. We observed that PAP initiation effects were stronger in women (for both 10 

mortality and MACE) in those 75 years or older (MACE only), with lower socioeconomic status 11 

(MACE only) and with clinical comorbidities (both mortality and MACE). Higher PAP utilization 12 

exposure groups were progressively associated with lower incidence of primary and secondary 13 

outcomes, with consistent effects in stratified analysis, but with particularly stronger beneficial 14 

effects among those between 65-69 years and those without evidence of hypertension (both 15 

mortality and MACE), as well as those with higher socioeconomic status, those without 16 

evidence of atrial fibrillation, and those without evidence of insomnia (MACE only). We also 17 

found that PAP initiation was associated with higher incidence risk of revascularization, with 18 

stronger effects among those 80+ years, men, and those taking antihypertensive medications. 19 

We used a robust causal inference framework to minimize immortal time bias and provided 20 

more reliable estimates of treatment effects. Results from this observational study might inform 21 

future trials assessing the importance of OSA therapy initiation and maintenance towards 22 

minimizing CV risk and mortality in older adults. 23 

Extensive epidemiological evidence suggests that moderate-severe OSA is associated 24 

with hypertension49-51, stroke26, atrial fibrillation52 MI53, and CV mortality54. Several mechanisms 25 

may explain the relationship between OSA and CV diseases, including sympathetic activation, 26 
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endothelial dysfunction, oxidative stress, systemic inflammation, cardiac remodeling due to 1 

hypoxemia, intrathoracic pressure swings and changes in blood pressure55. These overlapping 2 

mechanisms indicate that therapies targeting OSA are likely to be beneficial towards CV 3 

disease prevention. RCTs have established that PAP improves daytime symptoms, mood, and 4 

quality of life56,57, and reduces systolic and diastolic blood pressure49, especially in patients with 5 

resistant hypertension51. PAP therapy has positive effects on long-term survival in patients with 6 

ischemic stroke and moderate-severe OSA58 and it has been associated with lower rate of fatal 7 

and non-fatal CV events over a 10-year follow-up53. 8 

Despite this consistent evidence, recent RCTs59-61 investigating the effect of CPAP on 9 

different fatal and non-fatal CV events were negative27. These findings were supported by a 10 

recent individual meta-analysis of these studies62, although a post-hoc on-treatment analysis 11 

suggested a protective effect of good adherence to CPAP and reduced risk of MACE62. A 12 

careful investigation of the limitations in these trials29 has suggested that patient selection and 13 

treatment adherence may have played an important role on explaining differences between 14 

RCTs and observational studies. In fact, less than 20% of patients seeking care in sleep clinics 15 

would be eligible to participate in these RCTs63. Many patients present with excessive daytime 16 

sleepiness, which was an important exclusion criterion in these trials, due to the ethical reason 17 

of randomizing patients that are excessively sleepy into control arms29. However, we14,64 and 18 

others15,65 have demonstrated this subgroup is at increased risk for incident CV diseases. These 19 

observations suggest that alternative approaches using causal inference in well-designed 20 

observational studies could provide more generalizable evidence towards the role of PAP 21 

therapy on CV outcomes risk. 22 

Exploring ‘real-world data’ approaches using robust statistical methods that minimize 23 

biases and confounding issues that are inherent to observational studies may help inform 24 

evidence generation in a more timely and cost-effective manner. The success of these 25 

approaches has been demonstrated by the current investigation, as it provided relevant and 26 
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generalizable evidence about the beneficial effects of PAP initiation and utilization in a defined 1 

population of older adults in the U.S.. It has also been demonstrated by recent studies exploring 2 

the role of CPAP on risk of mortality, HF35, stroke37, reduced health-care utilisation66 and related 3 

expenses among those with pre-existing CV diseases38, including HF with reduced ejection 4 

fraction67. In the context of a recently published report from the AHRQ suggesting a lack of 5 

strong evidence supporting the role of PAP on long-term CV outcomes68, these studies are 6 

fundamental to fill this evidence gap.  7 

Our study has identified important associations within subgroups. Notably, we observed 8 

greater beneficial effects of PAP initiation on MACE among older adults ≥75 years, suggesting 9 

that primary CV prevention among those with newly diagnosed OSA at older ages could be 10 

beneficial. However, these results are conflicting with a 3-month RCT of CPAP therapy among 11 

elderly adults >70 years with moderate-severe OSA, which did not find significant effects on 12 

blood pressure levels or neurocognitive tests, although significant improvements in sleepiness 13 

were observed69. A secondary analysis of this trial among those >80 years did not find 14 

significant effects on sleepiness70. Among those that initiated PAP therapy, our study found 15 

greater beneficial effects of PAP utilization in those that are 65-69 years. Differences may be 16 

explained by length of follow-up and study design considerations. Future trials assessing the 17 

role of PAP therapy on health outcomes of older adults using longer follow-up times are 18 

warranted. We also observed stronger PAP initiation and greater utilization effects on mortality 19 

and MACE among women, in agreement with prior studies, particularly post-menopause56. It is 20 

likely that women are subjected to stronger acute detrimental effects of OSA following 21 

menopause, and therefore might experience stronger therapeutic effects. Women with OSA are 22 

also more likely to have comorbid metabolic conditions71. However, little is known about sex 23 

differences in PAP treatment responses72, particularly at older ages. Patients with lower 24 

socioeconomic status may be less receptive to receiving PAP therapy73 and report poorer 25 

treatment adherence74. Yet, our results demonstrate that those with low-income subsidy and 26 
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dual Medicare/Medicaid eligibility have greater benefit of PAP against MACE. These results 1 

highlight opportunities to implement care programs designed to minimize health disparities, as 2 

recently proposed75. Our study also identified stronger effects of PAP initiation among those 3 

with comorbid conditions, particularly obesity and atrial fibrillation (for both mortality and MACE), 4 

as well as COPD, type 2 diabetes, and those with more comorbidities according to the CCI. It is 5 

likely that these subgroups are at a greater underlying risk with the added comorbid impact12,76-6 

78, and therefore therapy benefit might be greater. Importantly, subgroups with evidence for 7 

comorbidities might also represent patients at highest risk for early termination of CPAP79, which 8 

suggests that efforts to support therapy continuation might be beneficial particularly for these 9 

patients.  10 

We also found important differences among those with prior history of hypersomnia or 11 

insomnia. While we found stronger beneficial effects of PAP initiation against mortality among 12 

those without evidence of hypersomnia, we observed stronger effects of PAP initiation against 13 

MACE among those with evidence of hypersomnia, with results being driven by stronger effects 14 

against MI. Results were also corroborated by stronger effects of greater PAP utilization against 15 

MI among those with evidence of hypersomnia. These results support the well-established 16 

epidemiological relationship between excessive daytime sleepiness and increased CV risk 17 

among those with OSA14,15,64,65. It is important to note that granular measures of excessive 18 

daytime sleepiness might provide a more robust phenotype when compared to claims for 19 

hypersomnia. Moreover, only ~9% of our study cohort had evidence of hypersomnia, which 20 

suggests it might not capture all patients with the excessively sleepy phenotype. We also 21 

observed stronger effects of PAP initiation against MACE among those with evidence of 22 

insomnia. These results also support studies that demonstrate greater CV risk associated with 23 

comorbid insomnia and sleep apnea (COMISA). In summary, these results might help guide 24 

future RCTs assessing the role of PAP initiation and/or strategies to increase PAP adherence 25 

among higher-risk subgroups. 26 
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Unexpected results between PAP initiation and increased risk of coronary 1 

revascularization procedures, suggesting potentially damaging effects of PAP. Interestingly, 2 

these results were mostly driven by older beneficiaries (>75 years). Moreover, analysis of PAP 3 

utilization based on claims did not show significant effects of greater PAP utilization and 4 

increased risk of revascularization. Future studies assessing the role of PAP initiation on the 5 

incident risk of revascularization procedures might provide further insights. 6 

This study utilized state-wide Medicare claims data to determine the effects of PAP 7 

initiation and utilization on outcomes. While we acknowledge that objective definitions of PAP 8 

adherence and efficacy are preferred to estimate exposure to PAP, telemonitoring data has only 9 

become available in recent years80. Prior studies have investigated similar PAP exposure 10 

definitions in a nationwide claims database in France35,79 and within 5% Medicare beneficiaries 11 

samples in the U.S.36-38,81, and reported consistent results as with objective PAP adherence 12 

data66,67. From an epidemiologic perspective, state-wide claims databases cover a large 13 

proportion of the older adult demographic and offer a scalable approach to identify those likely 14 

to be exposed to PAP independently of vendor or telemonitoring capabilities, thus maximizing 15 

generalizability. A single-site study comparing objective adherence based on hours of use found 16 

that mask refill claims positively correlated with PAP utilization42. To provide further information 17 

about PAP utilization based on claims, our study presented a detailed assessment of different 18 

PAP utilization exposure group definitions. We observed a bimodal distribution of PAP claim 19 

counts within the first year since PAP initiation, which is suggestive of recognized CMS 20 

reimbursement models 46. CMS reimburses PAP therapy among eligible beneficiaries in monthly 21 

instalments; when a patient does not meet the eligibility criteria for continued therapy at the third 22 

month of utilization, the device is not reimbursed, and no further claims will be identified. We 23 

speculate that the first mode of the distribution (3 claims) may represent patients that did not 24 

meet the CMS criteria for adherence and therefore may present lower overall PAP utilization 25 

during their first year. Similarly, the second mode (14 claims) may represent patients that have 26 
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demonstrated early adherence and continued to use PAP throughout the year. Our results are 1 

consistent with this definition, as it suggests that greater number of PAP claims are 2 

progressively associated with greater beneficial outcomes. Therefore, while large scale multisite 3 

studies predicting short- and long-term objective PAP adherence using claims data are still 4 

needed, the definitions used in our study seem to capture relevant clinical outcomes regarding 5 

PAP utilization. 6 

Our study has important limitations. First, our cohort identification approach was based 7 

on ICD codes, available through a Medicare claims database, thus preventing characterization 8 

of disease severity based on the apnea-hypopnea index (AHI) or other novel physiological traits 9 

that have been recently demonstrated to be important for CV risk stratification, such as hypoxic 10 

burden16 and heart rate responses to events17. However, we used an algorithm validated in 11 

different clinical sites that demonstrated excellent predictive performance40, suggesting that our 12 

cohort definition reliably captured individuals with OSA. Second, our claims-based PAP 13 

utilization definition may not accurately represent more objective definitions of PAP use. 14 

However, hours of use (often used as the only exposure when telemonitoring data is available) 15 

may not be the only determinant of PAP efficacy, as other factors such as proportion of 16 

protected sleep time (e.g., how many hours sleep on efficacious PAP relative to total sleep 17 

time), efficacy of therapy reflected by the optimal pressure, minimal leak, and minimal residual 18 

AHI, and even timing of PAP utilization during the night (e.g., early morning termination of 19 

therapy might induce more severe rapid eye movement sleep AHI reducing overall PAP 20 

efficacy82,83), might be more important predictors of successful therapy, and are yet to be 21 

consistently assessed in telemonitoring studies. We encourage that PAP vendors expand 22 

academic-industry partnerships towards facilitating privacy-preserving linkage of PAP 23 

telemonitoring databases with more granular information from EHR, claims, patient reported 24 

outcomes and wearables. Such approaches will be fundamental in future studies aimed at 25 

determining the effects of PAP therapy on both short- and long-term clinical outcomes. Third, 26 
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our covariate definition was based only on claims data, and lack granular information about 1 

other relevant confounders such as body mass index, blood pressure, and laboratory 2 

measurements that are predictive of CV risk. Moreover, other important factors such as diet, 3 

physical activity, and healthy adherer behaviours84 were not available and could explain some of 4 

the observed effects. To mitigate this limitation, we provide E-values as a guide to understand 5 

the impact of a potential unmeasured confounders in our reported associations. Results suggest 6 

that unmeasured confounders with effects (in the risk ratio scale) as large as 2.47 for all-cause 7 

mortality and 1.36 for MACE would have to be observed, after adjustment for other covariates, 8 

to explain away associations with our primary outcomes. Finally, the present study focuses on a 9 

population of older adults that are Medicare beneficiaries in the Central U.S., and extrapolation 10 

of effect estimates to other demographics cannot be made. In one hand, studies in mid-life 11 

adults would provide important insights about OSA natural history and early prevention of CV 12 

outcomes. On the other hand, our study is generalizable to a very large proportion of older 13 

adults, as >95% of those >65 years in the United States are enrolled in Medicare. There is also 14 

greater confidence in the ascertainment of outcomes.  15 

In conclusion, PAP utilization based on claims was associated with lower all-cause 16 

mortality and MACE incidence (including MI, HF, and stroke) among Medicare beneficiaries >65 17 

years. Results support the hypothesis that PAP has beneficial effects against mortality and CV 18 

diseases. This study has the potential to inform future trials assessing the importance of OSA 19 

therapy initiation and maintenance towards minimizing adverse health outcomes in older adults 20 

leading to longer and healthier lives. These results may also inform strategies to improve 21 

adherence and efficacy of PAP therapy there are patient-specific, towards personalized sleep 22 

medicine. 23 
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Table 1: Sample characteristics by positive airway pressure initiation groups among eligible 1 
Medicare beneficiaries. 2 

a chi-squared tests 3 
b Positive history is defined when there is evidence of diagnosis codes indicating the condition 4 
prior to the first observed OSA diagnosis 5 
c for MACE incidence, denominators represent patients without history of MACE.   6 

Variable No evidence of PAP initiation 
(N = 598,820) 

PAP initiation  
(N = 290,015) p a 

Sociodemographic, N (%) 
  Age Group   

<0.001 
    65-69 years 159,589 (26.7%) 89,414 (30.8%) 
    70-74 years 189,168 (31.6%)  94,955 (32.7%) 
    75-79 years 118,730 (19.8%) 54,425 (18.8%) 
    80+ years 131,333 (21.9%) 51,221 (17.7%) 
  Sex   

<0.001     Men 336,287 (56.2%) 161,950 (55.8%) 
    Women 262,533 (43.8%) 128,065 (44.2%) 
  Race   

<0.001 

    White 502,414 (83.9%) 257,910 (88.9%) 
    Black 36,381 (6.1%) 10,741 (3.7%) 
    Asian 5,769 (1.0%) 2,346 (0.8%) 
    Native American 1,644 (0.3%) 721 (0.2%) 
    Other 2,765 (0.5%) 1,296 (0.4%) 
    Unknown 49,847 (8.3%) 17,001 (5.9%) 
  Socio-Economic Status   <0.001     Low-income subsidy or dual eligibility 177,559 (29.6%) 72,957 (25.2%) 
Disease History b, N (%) 
Hypersomnia 35,466 (5.9%) 45,238 (15.6%) <0.001 
Insomnia 86,778 (14.5%) 48,274 (16.7%) <0.001 
COPD 152,907 (25.5%) 60,129 (20.7%) <0.001 
Type 2 Diabetes 265,375 (44.3%) 114,327 (39.4%) <0.001 
Hypertension 510,338 (85.2%) 246,707 (85.1%) <0.001 
Obesity 261,592 (43.7%) 111,381 (38.4%) <0.001 
Atrial Fibrillation 97,427 (16.3%) 34,943 (12.0%) <0.001 
Chronic Kidney Disease 150,949 (25.2%) 55,058 (19.0%) <0.001 
Anxiety Disorders 141,939 (23.7%) 66,305 (22.9%) <0.001 
MACE 225,435 (37.6%) 91,328 (31.5%) <0.001 
     Myocardial Infarction 81,770 (13.7%) 31,329 (10.8%) <0.001 
     Stroke 50,487 (8.4%)  20,977 (7.2%)  <0.001 
     Heart Failure 159,068 (26.6%) 59,788 (20.6%) <0.001 
     Coronary Revascularisation 36,154 (6.0%) 18,324 (6.3%) <0.001 
Charlson Comorbidity Index 
Median (Q1, Q3) 3 (1, 5) 2 (1, 5) <0.001 

Medication History b, N (%) 
Any use of Anticoagulants 88,130 (14.7%) 36,141 (12.5%) <0.001 
Any use of Antihypertensives 390,196 (65.2%) 168,153 (58.0%) <0.001 
Any use of Antilipemic agents 293,312 (49.0%) 127,081 (43.8%) <0.001 
Any use of Blood Glucose Regulators 143,556 (24.0%) 52,235 (18.0%) <0.001 
Outcomes Incidence, N (%) 
All-cause mortality 105,768 (17.7%)  35,981 (12.4%)  <0.001 
MACE c  114,502/373,385 (30.7%)  49,844/181632 (27.4%) <0.001 
    Myocardial infarction 37,379/373,385 (10.0%)  15,607/181632 (8.6%)  <0.001 
    Stroke 30,817/373,385 (8.2%)  14,485/181632 (8.0%) 0.001 
    Heart failure 79,293/373,385 (21.2%)  33,260/181632 (18.3%) <0.001 
    Coronary revascularisation 16,644/373,385 (4.5%) 8,526/181632 (4.7%) <0.001 
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Abbreviations – N: sample size; PAP: positive airway pressure; MACE: major adverse 1 
cardiovascular events; COPD: chronic obstructive pulmonary disease 2 
  3 
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Figure Legends 1 

Figure 1. Overview of the PAP initiation analysis study design.  2 

 3 

Figure 2. Overview of the PAP utilization exposure group study design.  4 

 5 

Figure 3. Study cohort definitions and CONSORT diagram.  6 

 7 

Figure 4: Unadjusted and adjusted Kaplan-Meier survival curves describing the survival 8 

probabilities between PAP initiation exposure groups and all-cause mortality (top) and MACE 9 

(bottom). Numbers in boxes represent annual survival probabilities per group. The results of log-10 

rank tests comparing exposure groups are also shown. 11 

 12 

Figure 5. Summary of IPTW-adjusted Cox proportional hazards models assessing the effect of 13 

PAP initiation on all-cause mortality (ACM) and MACE in all eligible participants. Results were 14 

derived from IPTW-weighted Cox proportional hazards models adjusted for age, sex, race, low-15 

income-subsidy or dual-eligibility indicator, type 2 diabetes, hypertension, obesity, atrial 16 

fibrillation, MACE (all-cause mortality only), COPD, CKD, hypersomnia, and insomnia, anxiety 17 

disorder, hypersomnia, insomnia, CCI, prescriptions of anticoagulants, antihypertensives, 18 

antilipidemic agents and blood glucose regulators. Reference category is no evidence of PAP 19 

initiation. Abbreviations: ACM: all-cause mortality; COPD: chronic obstructive pulmonary 20 

disease; CKD: chronic kidney disease; CCI: Charlson comorbidity index; PAP: positive airway 21 

pressure; HR: hazard ratio; CI: confidence interval; MACE: major adverse cardiovascular event; 22 

IPTW: inverse probability of treatment weights. 23 

 24 
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 and within categories of relevant sociodemographic and clinical characteristics. Among 1 

stratified models, stratification variable was not included as a covariate in propensity score 2 

models nor in outcome models.  3 

 4 

Figure 6. Summary of IPTW-adjusted Cox proportional hazards models assessing the effect of 5 

PAP initiation on myocardial infarction (MI), heart failure (HF), stroke (STROKE) and coronary 6 

revascularization (REVASC) in all eligible participants. Results were derived from IPTW-7 

weighted Cox proportional hazards models adjusted for age, sex, race, low-income-subsidy or 8 

dual-eligibility indicator, type 2 diabetes, hypertension, obesity, atrial fibrillation, COPD, CKD, 9 

hypersomnia, and insomnia, anxiety disorder, hypersomnia, insomnia, CCI, prescriptions of 10 

anticoagulants, antihypertensives, antilipidemic agents and blood glucose regulators. Reference 11 

category is no evidence of PAP initiation. Abbreviations: ACM: all-cause mortality; COPD: 12 

chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; CKD: chronic kidney disease; CCI: Charlson 13 

comorbidity index; PAP: positive airway pressure; HR: hazard ratio; CI: confidence interval; 14 

MACE: major adverse cardiovascular event; IPTW: inverse probability of treatment weights. 15 

 16 

Figure 7. Summary of IPTW-adjusted Cox proportional hazards models assessing the effect of 17 

PAP utilization exposure groups based on quartiles of PAP claim counts on all-cause mortality 18 

(ACM) and MACE among all participants. PAP exposure groups were defined as follows: Q1 19 

(reference): 1-7 claims; level 2: 8-12 claims; level 3: 13-15 claims; level 4: >15 claims). Results 20 

were derived from IPTW-weighted Cox proportional hazards models adjusted for age, sex, race, 21 

low-income-subsidy or dual-eligibility indicator, type 2 diabetes, hypertension, obesity, atrial 22 

fibrillation, MACE (all-cause mortality only), COPD, CKD, hypersomnia, and insomnia, anxiety 23 

disorder, hypersomnia, insomnia, CCI, prescriptions of anticoagulants, antihypertensives, 24 

antilipidemic agents and blood glucose regulators. Abbreviations: ACM: all-cause mortality; 25 

COPD: chronic obstructive pulmonary disease; CKD: chronic kidney disease; CCI: Charlson 26 
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comorbidity index; PAP: positive airway pressure; HR: hazard ratio; CI: confidence interval; 1 

MACE: major adverse cardiovascular event; IPTW: inverse probability of treatment weights. 2 

 3 

Figure 8. Summary of IPTW-adjusted Cox proportional hazards models assessing the effect of 4 

PAP utilization exposure groups based on quartiles of PAP claim counts on myocardial 5 

infarction (MI), heart failure (HF), stroke (STROKE) and coronary revascularization (REVASC) 6 

in all eligible participants. PAP exposure groups were defined as follows: Q1 (reference): 1-7 7 

claims; level 2: 8-12 claims; level 3: 13-15 claims; level 4: >15 claims). Results were derived 8 

from IPTW-weighted Cox proportional hazards models adjusted for age, sex, race, low-income-9 

subsidy or dual-eligibility indicator, type 2 diabetes, hypertension, obesity, atrial fibrillation, 10 

COPD, CKD, hypersomnia, and insomnia, anxiety disorder, hypersomnia, insomnia, CCI, 11 

prescriptions of anticoagulants, antihypertensives, antilipidemic agents and blood glucose 12 

regulators. Abbreviations: ACM: all-cause mortality; COPD: chronic obstructive pulmonary 13 

disease; CKD: chronic kidney disease; CCI: Charlson comorbidity index; PAP: positive airway 14 

pressure; HR: hazard ratio; CI: confidence interval; IPTW: inverse probability of treatment 15 

weights. 16 
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