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ABSTRACT 

Background 
Current guidelines recommend sodium-glucose cotransporter-2 inhibitors (SGLT2i) for 
kidney protection to a broad range of people with type 2 diabetes (T2D), but many were not 
represented in key kidney outcome trials and have unclear benefit. We aimed to identify 
which of these people are likely to benefit. 

Methods 
We studied 134,420 adults with T2D, estimated glomerular filtration rate (eGFR) 
≥20mL/min/1.73m2, no cardiovascular disease or heart failure, starting SGLT2i (34%) or 
dipeptidyl peptidase-4 inhibitors/sulfonylureas (DPP4i/SU, 66%) in UK primary care (Clinical 
Practice Research Datalink, 2013-2020). We first validated the hazard ratio (HR) for kidney 
disease progression (≥50% eGFR decline, end-stage kidney disease, or kidney-related 
death) from SGLT2i trial meta-analysis. We then integrated this with established prediction 
models (CKD Prognosis Consortium risk score for 3-year risk of kidney disease progression) 
to estimate SGLT2i benefit (absolute risk reductions [ARR]) and validated the accuracy of 
these estimates.  

Findings 
The multivariable-adjusted SGLT2i HR for kidney disease progression was 0.60 (95%CI 
0.52-0.70) compared to DPP4i/SU, consistent with SGLT2i trial meta-analysis and across 
eGFR/albuminuria subgroups (interaction p=0.36). Predicted SGLT2i benefit was consistent 
with observed and was substantial (ARR ≥0.85%) in two subgroups: 1) eGFR 
<60mL/min/1.73m2 or albuminuria ≥30mg/mmol; 2) eGFR ≥60mL/min/1.73m2, albuminuria 3-
30mg/mmol, and predicted ARR ≥80th percentile. Benefit was limited (ARR ≤0.38%) in all 
others with eGFR ≥60mL/min/1.73m2. This latter group with limited benefit comprises 46% of 
those recommended SGLT2i for kidney protection. 

Interpretation 
SGLT2-inhibitor treatment could be targeted to those with substantial predicted kidney 
protection benefit. Guidelines should consider stratifying treatment recommendations based 
on predicted benefit.  
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INTRODUCTION 

Sodium-glucose cotransporter 2 (SGLT2) inhibitors are now widely recognised for their 
added benefit in reducing the risk of kidney failure1. Consequently, Kidney Disease: 
Improving Global Outcomes (KDIGO) and American Diabetes Association (ADA) / European 
Association for the Study of Diabetes (EASD) guidelines recommend SGLT2-inhibitors to all 
people with type 2 diabetes with an estimated glomerular filtration rate (eGFR) 
≥20mL/min/1.73m2 and chronic kidney disease (CKD), i.e. a reduced eGFR 
(<60mL/min/1.73m2) or albuminuria (urinary albumin/creatinine ratio [uACR] ≥3mg/mmol)2,3. 
As a result, up to 40% of people with type 2 diabetes could now be eligible for kidney 
protection treatment with SGLT2 inhibitors2,4. This widespread eligibility could lead to 
significant prescription costs and have a substantial impact on health budgets.  

Although randomised clinical trials have demonstrated SGLT2-inhibitors are effective for 
kidney protection in people with type 2 diabetes who have severely increased albuminuria 
(≥30mg/mmol) or markedly reduced eGFR (20-45mL/min)5-7, their benefit in other groups is 
less well established. Notably, people with type 2 diabetes and preserved eGFR 
(≥60mL/min/1.72m2) and low-level albuminuria were not included in key SGLT2-inhibitor 
kidney outcome trials5-7 or subsequent cost-effectiveness analyses8-10. Data from SGLT2-
inhibitor cardiovascular outcome trials suggest this group may only have limited kidney 
protection benefit11,12, although these data are difficult to interpret as subgroups were not 
consistently defined across different trials.  

This study therefore aimed to identify which people with type 2 diabetes, eligible for 
treatment with SGLT2-inhibitors for kidney protection under current guidelines, have clinically 
relevant benefits from this treatment, with a focus on clinically actionable subgroups defined 
by eGFR and albuminuria. To achieve this, we developed a framework to estimate and 
validate predictions of absolute risk benefit with SGLT2-inhibitors for kidney protection, 
integrating relative risk estimates for kidney protection from SGLT2-inhibitor trials with 
established absolute risk prediction models for kidney disease progression. 
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METHODS 

Study design and participants 
This cohort study used routine UK primary care data from Clinical Practice Research 
Datalink Aurum (CPRD). CPRD is broadly representative of the UK population13 and 
contains patient information recorded during routine general practice, e.g. demographic 
characteristics, diagnoses and symptoms, prescriptions, laboratory tests, and physiological 
measurements. It also provides data linkage to information from inpatient secondary care, 
death registries, and socioeconomic measures. Primary care data were recorded with Read 
and Systematized Nomenclature of Medicine Clinical Terms codes. Secondary care data 
with International Classification of Disease (ICD) 10 and Office of Population Censuses and 
Surveys Classification of Surgical Operation and Procedures (4th revision) codes, and death 
registry data with ICD-10 codes (code lists available at: https://github.com/Exeter-
Diabetes/CPRD-Codelists). Approval for CPRD data access and the study protocol was 
granted by the CPRD Independent Scientific Advisory Committee (eRAP protocol number: 
22_002000). 

As per our published protocol14, we identified people with type 2 diabetes initiating SGLT2-
inhibitors, or as a comparator group dipeptidyl peptidase-4 (DPP4) inhibitors or sulfonylureas 
(which do not have a drug-specific effect on kidney disease progression15,16), between 
January 21st, 2013, and October 15th, 2020, with at least 3 months of registration data before 
treatment initiation. We excluded individuals as per the following criteria: eGFR 
<20mL/min/1.73m2 or end-stage kidney disease (ESKD), missing baseline eGFR or uACR, 
concurrent treatment with glucagon-like peptide-1 (GLP1) receptor agonists (given the 
kidney protection benefit from these drugs17), and additionally body mass index (BMI) 
<20kg/m2, age <20 years, or >80 years due to limitations in risk score calculation. We also 
excluded those with a prior diagnosis of heart failure or atherosclerotic vascular disease 
(ischaemic heart disease or angina, peripheral vascular disease, revascularisation, stroke, or 
transient ischaemic attack), as these individuals have a clear indication for SGLT2-inhibitors 
due to cardiovascular benefit18. 

Subgroups 

The cohort included individuals with preserved eGFR (≥60mL/min/1.73m2) and normal 
(<3mg/mmol) or low-level normal albuminuria (uACR 3-30mg/mmol), as well as individuals 
representative of key kidney outcome trials5-7 as comparator groups, i.e. reduced eGFR at 
any level of albuminuria (<60mL/min/1.73m2) or severely increased albuminuria with 
preserved eGFR (uACR ≥30mg/mmol).  

Treatment 
We defined treatment as a first ever prescription for an SGLT2-inhibitor, DPP4-inhibitor, or 
sulfonylurea, with baseline defined as the date of first prescription. Follow-up lasted up to 3 
years or until the outcome event, death, deregistration from a participating GP practice, or 
October 15th, 2020. We censored individuals if they also started a GLP1-receptor agonist. If 
individuals were treated with a DPP4-inhibitor or sulfonylurea and subsequently started an 
SGLT2-inhibitor, they were censored and re-entered into the SGLT2-inhibitor arm. 
Individuals were not censored if additionally starting a DPP4-inhibitor or sulfonylurea. DPP4-
inhibitors and sulfonylureas were considered a single control group due to their similar risk 
profiles for kidney disease progression (Supplemental Figure 1).   

Outcomes 
The primary outcome was kidney disease progression. This was a composite of a sustained 
≥50% decline in eGFR, ESKD (requirement for renal replacement therapy or sustained 
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eGFR <15mL/min/1.73m2), and death with any cause listed as kidney-related19. Secondary 
outcomes included a composite outcome of ≥40% decline in eGFR, ESKD, and death due to 
kidney-related causes, progression to severely increased albuminuria (≥30mg/mmol), 
diabetic ketoacidosis, amputation, and mycotic genital infections.  

Covariates  
We predefined covariates based on clinical knowledge, which included age (years), sex 
(male/female), deprivation quintile (index of multiple deprivation), ethnicity (white, black, 
South Asian, mixed and other or unknown), calendar year at baseline, BMI (kg/m2), HbA1c 
(mmol/mol), total cholesterol (mmol/L), eGFR (using the Chronic Kidney Disease 
Epidemiology Collaboration formula, in mL/min/1.73m2)20, uACR (mg/mmol), systolic blood 
pressure (mmHg), CKD Prognosis Consortium (CKD-PC) risk score for kidney disease 
progression21, number of current glucose-lowering treatments (1, 2, and 3 or more), 
concurrent prescriptions for statins, insulin, angiotensin-converting enzyme inhibitors or 
angiotensin-II receptor blockers, smoking status (non-smoker, ex-smoker, and current 
smoker), duration of type 2 diabetes at baseline (years), previous diagnosis of hypertension, 
atrial fibrillation, and hospitalisation in the year before baseline. For physiological or 
laboratory measurements, the closest value to baseline in the previous 2 years was taken. 

Statistical analyses 

Baseline clinical features 

We present data as mean ±standard deviation, median (interquartile range [IQR]), and 
number (percentage) for normally distributed, non-normally distributed, and categorical 
variables respectively. We assumed that missing clinical data were missing at random (blood 
pressure 0.2%, BMI 3.1% [i.e. either height or weight missing], diabetes duration 5.8%, 
HbA1c 0.2%, index of multiple deprivation 0.1%, smoking status 0.6%, total cholesterol 
0.3%) and imputed these 10 times using multivariate imputations with chained equations. 
Index of multiple deprivation and smoking status were imputed with multinomial regression, 
BMI with passive imputation, and all other variables with predictive mean matching. We 
performed all analyses in each individual imputed dataset and pooled the results according 
to Rubin’s rules22.  

Evaluation of the relative benefit for kidney disease progression of SGLT2-inhibitors 

We estimated the relative risk reduction of kidney disease progression in our cohort using 
Cox proportional hazards models, comparing SGLT2-inhibitors versus DPP4-
inhibitors/sulfonylureas, and compared estimates to SGLT2-inhibitor trial meta-analyses 
(0.62, 95% confidence interval [CI] 0.56-0.68)19. We derived hazard ratios (HRs) from three 
analytical approaches: multivariable adjustment, overlap-weighted analyses with 
multivariable adjustment23, and inverse probability of treatment-weighted analyses with 
multivariable adjustment (weights truncated at 2nd and 98th percentiles)24. Weights were 
derived from a multivariable logistic regression-based propensity score model (excluding 
calendar year at baseline). We tested consistency of estimates in subgroups defined by 
eGFR and albuminuria as described previously. In those with preserved eGFR 
(≥60mL/min/1.73m2), we also evaluated potential treatment effect heterogeneity by 
continuous baseline CKD-PC risk score, fitted as a non-linear term (5-knot restricted cubic 
spline) interacting with treatment.   

Risk score optimisation to estimate absolute kidney disease progression risk 

We predicted the 3-year absolute risk of kidney disease progression using the established 
CKD-PC risk score21 for sustained ≥50% decline in eGFR, ESKD, or death due to kidney-
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related causes. This risk score uses distinct models for individuals with eGFR <60 and 
≥60mL/min/1.73m2. We evaluated both models separately and recalibrated the risk score by 
fitting a Cox proportional hazards model with the linear predictor as the only variable, 
calculating a new baseline hazard and calibration slope as appropriate25. We performed 
internal validation using 500 bootstrap samples. We assessed discrimination using the C-
statistic. We assessed prediction accuracy using calibration plots comparing predicted risk 
with Kaplan-Meier estimates per risk score decile. We assessed overall fit using the Brier 
score.  

Derivation and validation of predicted SGLT2-inhibitor absolute benefits 

We estimated individual-level absolute SGLT2-inhibitor benefit by integrating the SGLT2-
inhibitor relative risk reduction from trial meta-analyses19 (��) with an individual’s predicted 
kidney disease progression-free survival (��0��) which was calculated as one minus an 
individual’s predicted absolute risk of kidney disease progression. The predicted benefit or 
absolute risk reduction (�	��) was calculated as follows: �	�� 
 ��0���� � ��0��. We then 
assessed the accuracy of predicted benefits by estimating observed SGLT2-inhibitor benefit 
(i.e. the observed absolute risk reduction) by eGFR and albuminuria subgroup. Observed 
benefit was estimated as the difference in survival probabilities between SGLT2-inhibitors 
and DPP4-inhibitors/sulfonylureas at 3 years derived from multivariable-adjusted Cox 
proportional hazards models, with treatment and covariates included as previously 
described. We assessed agreement between predicted and observed SGLT2-inhibitor 
benefit by decile of predicted benefit using calibration plots. We calculated numbers-needed-
to-treat (NNT) as the inverse of the absolute benefit. We explored the potential of the CKD-
PC risk score to stratify those at lower risk, using a 0.66% predicted ARR as cut-off. This 
would correspond to a NNT ≤150, with higher numbers less likely to be clinically relevant. 

For the secondary outcomes, we estimated HRs with SGLT2-inhibitors versus DPP4-
inhibitors/sulfonylureas using Cox proportional hazards models with multivariable 
adjustments as described above. We estimated the 3-year observed benefits as described 
above.  

Secondary cohort  
To evaluate how many people in the general diabetes population would have clinically 
relevant SGLT2-inhibitor absolute benefit, we compiled a separate cohort from CPRD 
including all people with type 2 diabetes on glucose-lowering treatment on the 1st of July 
2020 with non-missing eGFR and uACR. We categorised this population into the same 
subgroups defined by eGFR and albuminuria as the primary study cohort. For subgroups 
stratified by predicted risk, we assumed a similar distribution of CKD-PC risk scores to the 
primary cohort. By applying the median SGLT2-inhibitor benefits observed in the primary 
study cohort to these subgroups, we generalised the probable benefit distribution in the 
broader diabetes population. 

All analyses were conducted with R version 4.3.3 (R Foundation for Statistical Computing, 
Vienna, Austria). We followed the TRIPOD prediction model guidance. 

Role of the funding source 
The funder of the study had no role in study design, data collection, data analysis, data 
interpretation, or writing of the report. 
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RESULTS 

We identified 266,384 adults with type 2 diabetes initiating treatment with SGLT2-inhibitors, 
DPP4-inhibitors, or sulfonylureas during the study period (356,143 unique drug episodes). 
Following exclusion of drug episodes where people had established atherosclerotic vascular 
disease (n=98,668), heart failure (n=6,722), ESKD or eGFR <20mL/min/1.73m2 (n=1,927), 
concurrent GLP1-receptor agonist prescriptions (n=4,833), BMI <20 kg/m2 or age <20 or 
age >80 years (n=9,715), or treatment initiation of DPP4-inhibitors/sulfonylureas after 
initiation of any of the other study drugs (n=22,792), the final cohort included 157,393 unique 
drug episodes of 134,420 adults with type 2 diabetes initiating SGLT2-inhibitors (55,976 drug 
episodes), DPP4-inhibitors, and sulfonylureas (101,417 drug episodes). The mean age was 
59 ±11 years; 91,721 (58%) were men. Furthermore, 9,153 (6%) had reduced eGFR 
(<60mL/min/1.73m2), 32,106 (20%) had low-level albuminuria (3-30mg/mmol), and 3,919 
(2%) had severely increased albuminuria (≥30mg/mmol). Baseline characteristics by initiated 
drug class are reported in Table 1, and by eGFR and albuminuria subgroup in Supplemental 
Table 1.  

Clinical trial estimates of the relative benefit of SGLT2-inhibitors for kidney protection are 
generalisable in people with type 2 diabetes 

The risk of kidney disease progression was lower with SGLT2-inhibitors compared with 
DPP4-inhibitors/sulfonylureas (2.6 vs 6.0 per 1000 patient-years), with a HR in our cohort 
that was numerically similar to previous trial meta-analysis (0.60, 95% CI 0.52-0.70 vs 0.62, 
95% CI 0.56-0.68)19, and consistent across analytical approaches (Figure 1). This relative 
risk reduction was also consistent across eGFR and albuminuria subgroups (p=0.36 for 
trend, Supplemental Figure 2), and by continuous CKD-PC risk score (p=0.20 for non-linear 
interaction term, Supplementary Figure 3). 

Existing risk scores can predict risk of kidney disease progression with reasonable accuracy 
in people with type 2 diabetes and preserved eGFR 

The CKD-PC risk score for absolute risk of kidney disease progression showed fair 
discrimination in people with preserved eGFR (≥60mL/min/1.73m2) (C-statistic 0.653, 95%CI 
0.648-0.659) but poorer discrimination in people with reduced eGFR (<60mL/min/1.73m2) 
(C-statistic 0.625, 95%CI 0.615-0.634). As the predicted benefit range was narrow in people 
with reduced eGFR (<60mL/min/1.73m2) (Supplemental Figure 4), we recalibrated the risk 
score in people with preserved eGFR only (Supplemental Table 2), after which the risk score 
showed improved calibration (Supplemental Figure 5). 

SGLT2-inhibitor benefit for kidney disease progression varies markedly across eGFR, 
albuminuria, and risk score-derived subgroups  

To estimate predicted SGLT2-inhibitor benefit, we integrated the validated relative risk 
reduction with predicted individual-level absolute risk in individuals with preserved eGFR 
(≥60mL/min/1.73m2). Predicted benefits showed good agreement with observed benefits 
(Supplemental Figure 6).  

As can be seen from Figure 2A and C, SGLT2-inhibitor benefit was limited in individuals with 
preserved eGFR and normal albuminuria (predicted ARR 0.37%, adjusted observed 0.35%) 
or low-level albuminuria (predicted ARR 0.36%, adjusted observed 0.38%), except for those 
with low-level albuminuria and a high CKD-PC risk score (Figure 2B). These individuals, with 
a predicted benefit above the predefined cut-off of 0.66%, had a CKD-PC risk score of 
≥1.75%, corresponding to ≥80th percentile, and had clinically relevant benefit (predicted ARR 
0.86%, adjusted observed 0.85%). In contrast, SGLT2-inhibitor benefit was substantial in all 
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individuals with reduced eGFR or severely increased albuminuria (adjusted observed ARR 
≥1.21%) who were at high risk of kidney disease progression (Figure 2D).  

Secondary outcomes: SGLT2-inhibitor benefit is similar across different kidney endpoints 
with greater benefit in high-risk groups, whereas SGLT2-inhibitors are consistently 
associated with increased risk of diabetic ketoacidosis and mycotic genital infection 

SGLT2-inhibitors were also associated with relative risk reductions in 40% decline in eGFR 
or ESKD (5.8 vs 11.1 per 1000 patient-years), progression to severely increased albuminuria 
(≥30mg/mmol) (10.3 vs 12.9 per 1000 patient-years), whereas they were associated with 
relative risk increases in diabetic keto-acidosis (2.4 vs 1.1 per 1000 patient-years) and 
mycotic genital infection (41.2 vs 12.5 per 1000 patient-years; Supplemental Figure 7). Risk 
of amputation was not significantly increased with SGLT2-inhibitors (0.8 vs 0.6 per 1000 
patient-years). Similar to SGLT2-inhibitor benefit for the primary outcome, the benefit for 
severely increased albuminuria prevention was less in individuals with preserved eGFR 
(≥60mL/min/1.73m2) and low-level albuminuria (3-30mg/mmol) and a CKD-PC risk score 0-
80th percentile (ARR 0.58%) than in those with a CKD-PC risk score ≥80th percentile (ARR 
0.83%). In contrast, absolute risk increases for diabetic ketoacidosis and mycotic genital 
infections were consistent across subgroups (Supplemental Table 3). 

Population-level impact of targeted prescribing of SGLT2-inhibitors for kidney protection 

Using a contemporary population-representative UK primary care cohort of people with type 
2 diabetes (n=388,115), we estimate that 20% of all people with type 2 diabetes (n=75,774) 
would be recommended SGLT2-inhibitor treatment for kidney protection alone under current 
KDIGO/ADA/EASD guidelines (eGFR ≥20mL/min/1.73m2 and either reduced eGFR 
<60mL/min/1.73m2 or albuminuria ≥3mg/mmol, without a history of heart failure or 
atherosclerotic vascular disease)2,3. However, 46% of those recommended treatment 
represent people with preserved eGFR (≥60mL/min/1.73m2), low-level albuminuria (3-
30mg/mmol), and a CKD-PC risk score 0-80th percentile, who would have limited SGLT2-
inhibitor kidney protection benefit (NNT 264; Figure 3).  

  

  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted September 2, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.01.24312905doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.01.24312905
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


DISCUSSION 

Our study shows that while SGLT2-inhibitors consistently reduce the relative risk of kidney 
disease progression across different subgroups of people with type 2 diabetes, absolute 
benefits differ markedly across clinically actionable subgroups. Absolute benefit is most 
pronounced in individuals with reduced eGFR (<60mL/min/1.73m²) or severely increased 
albuminuria (≥30mg/mmol). In contrast, SGLT2-inhibitor benefit is limited and near-identical 
to those not recommended SGLT2-inhibitors for kidney protection in 80% of individuals with 
preserved eGFR (≥60mL/min/1.73m2) and low-level albuminuria (3-30mg/mmol), while 
making up nearly half of the population recommended treatment by current guidelines. This 
study demonstrates that those likely to benefit can be identified using routine clinical data, 
highlighting the potential for stratifying treatment recommendations based on predicted 
benefit.  

The relative risk reductions with SGLT2-inhibitors we found in real-world data are consistent 
with previous trial data. The overall relative risk reduction for kidney disease progression we 
observed is comparable to that reported in SGLT2-inhibitor trial meta-analysis26. Analyses of 
previous trials also support the consistency of relative risk reduction across eGFR and 
albuminuria subgroups11,12,27. The agreement in findings is likely aided by our use of similar 
outcome definitions and follow-up durations. On the other hand, the absolute risk reductions 
in individuals with reduced eGFR or severely increased albuminuria were lower in our data 
than reported in key kidney outcome trials5-7. This discrepancy is likely due to 
overrepresentation of individuals with more severe albuminuria and lower eGFR in these 
trials28. Our cohort, derived from routine general practice data, is more representative of the 
general diabetes population, which supports the generalisability of our findings.  

There is a lack of previous literature on the absolute benefit with SGLT2-inhibitors for people 
with preserved eGFR and low-level albuminuria. Kidney outcome trials typically did not 
include these patients5-7, and most cardiovascular outcome trials did not report specifically 
on eGFR and albuminuria subgroups. DECLARE-TIMI included patients with type 2 diabetes 
at high risk of or with established atherosclerotic vascular disease, reporting an absolute risk 
reduction of kidney disease progression of 1.3% after median 4.1 years in those with low-
level albuminuria12. However, this group also included individuals with reduced eGFR 
(<60mL/min/1.73m²). VERTIS-CV included patients with type 2 diabetes, established 
atherosclerotic vascular disease, and eGFR >30mL/min/1.73m², reporting an absolute risk 
reduction of kidney disease progression of 0.6 per 1000 person-years in individuals in the 
moderate KDIGO risk category (eGFR ≥60mL/min/1.73m² and low-level albuminuria or 
eGFR 45-60mL/min/1.73m2 without albuminuria) 111. These heterogeneous findings likely 
arise from a lack of specific subgroup analysis, highlighting the importance of taking 
subgroups and individual risk into account to estimate absolute benefit. 

In addition to evaluating the relative risk reduction, our study assessed the CKD-PC risk 
score for kidney disease progression to predict absolute risk. Unlike the Kidney Failure Risk 
Equation29, it can be calculated for both individuals with preserved and reduced eGFR by 
using stratified models21. However, our findings indicate poorer discrimination of the CKD-PC 
risk score for individuals with reduced eGFR. This could reflect demographic and clinical 
differences between the predominantly US-based cohorts used to develop the score and the 
UK population in our study. The lack of external validation in non-North American 
populations suggests that the risk score for people with reduced eGFR may require further 
recalibration for accurate use in different settings. In these high-risk populations, alternative 
tools such as the internationally validated Kidney Failure Risk Equation may warrant 
consideration for predicting adverse kidney outcomes. In our study, the CKD-PC risk score 
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for individuals with preserved eGFR showed fair discrimination (C-statistic 0.653), which is 
less than reported in the original study (0.781)21. Nevertheless, despite this, predicted 
benefits using this score were well-calibrated, underscoring its clinical utility within a 
European population. 

Despite broad guideline recommendations for SGLT2 inhibitors in type 2 diabetes, our data 
suggest that only 20% of individuals with preserved eGFR (>60mL/min/1.73m²) and low-
level albuminuria are likely to have a meaningful benefit, reflected in a modest 3-year ARR of 
0.85% for preventing kidney disease progression. In comparison, this is lower than the 
estimated 3-year ARR for statins to prevent major adverse cardiovascular events (1.12%) in 
individuals with the lowest QRISK2 score (10%) at which treatment is recommended30. 
Although the exact threshold at which SGLT2-inhibitor kidney protection treatment would be 
most cost effective may vary depending on specific circumstances of different countries or 
healthcare systems, our findings demonstrate that SGLT2-inhibitor benefit can be predicted 
using the CKD-PC risk score, which could easily be employed in clinical settings to risk-
stratify and guide treatment. Employing this stratified treatment approach based on predicted 
benefit has the potential to reduce unnecessary treatments and optimise use of healthcare 
resources.  

Our study has several strengths. To our knowledge, this is the first study to validate the trial 
meta-analysis relative risk reduction with SGLT2-inhibitors for kidney disease progression in 
population data. These results were robust across multiple comprehensive statistical 
approaches, enhancing their reliability. By integrating these validated summary relative risk 
estimates with established risk prediction models, our approach provides a higher level of 
evidence than observational data alone. This makes our absolute risk reduction predictions 
more robust and generalisable. Finally, our approach to predicting kidney protection benefit 
relies on generally readily available clinical data, making it easy to implement in routine 
clinical practice.  

Our study has some limitations. First, this study focuses on kidney outcomes only. While 
further research from our group addresses heart failure outcomes, future studies should aim 
to integrate kidney, heart failure, and other relevant outcomes to assess overall benefit 
comprehensively. This may be particularly pertinent for individuals over 80 years old, who 
were not included in the present analyses. Future research in this population should 
evaluate their overall benefit while accounting for competing risks. Additionally, follow-up in 
this study was limited to 3 years, which is consistent with most randomised clinical trials. 
Nevertheless, interpreting longer follow-up studies could be challenging, particularly due to 
the difficulty in accounting for changes in patients' risk profiles over time. This underscores 
the importance of regularly assessing patients’ risk profiles in routine diabetes care to ensure 
treatment remains appropriate over time. 

In conclusion, our approach enables the targeted use of SGLT2-inhibitors to those likely to 
have clinically relevant kidney protection benefit. Currently, SGLT2-inhibitor benefit is limited 
for nearly half of people with type 2 diabetes eligible for kidney protection treatment under 
existing guidelines. Therefore, guidelines should consider a more stratified approach to 
treatment recommendations based on predicted absolute SGLT2-inhibitor benefit, which 
could reduce treatment burden and allow more efficient use of healthcare resources.  
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TABLES 

Table 1. Baseline characteristics by initiated drug class. 

 SGLT2-inhibitors 
(n=55976) 

DPP4-inhibitors / 
sulfonylureas 
(n=101417) 

Sociodemographic characteristics   
Age (years) 57 ±10 60 ±11 
Male sex 32812 (59%) 58909 (58%) 
Ethnicity   
   White 41626 (74%) 74854 (74%) 
   South Asian 8305 (15%) 14547 (14%) 
   Black 3054 (6%) 6901 (7%) 
   Other 987 (2%) 1789 (2%) 
   Mixed 631 (1%) 1136 (1%) 
   Not stated/Unknown 1373 (3%) 2190 (2%) 
Index of multiple deprivation (deciles)   
   1-2 9746 (17%) 16761 (17%) 
   3-4 9977 (18%) 18170 (18%) 
   5-6 10721 (19%) 19388 (19%) 
   7-8 12528 (22%) 22876 (23%) 
   9-10 13004 (23%) 24222 (24%) 
Laboratory and vital signs measurements   
BMI (kg/m2) 33 ±7 32 ±6 
Systolic blood pressure (mmHg) 132 ±13 133 ±14 
Diastolic blood pressure (mmHg) 78 ±9 77 ±9 
Total cholesterol (mmol/L) 4.3 ±1.1 4.4 ±1.1 
HDL (mmol/L) 1.2 ±0.3 1.2 ±0.3 
LDL (mmol/L) 2.2 ±0.9 2.2 ±0.9 
HbA1c (mmol/mol) 77 ±17 74 ±19 
eGFR (mL/min/1.73m2) 96 ±15 91 ±19 
uACR (mg/mmol) 1.2 [0.6, 2.7] 1.2 [0.6, 2.6] 
eGFR/albuminuria subgroup   
eGFR 
≥60mL/min/1.73m2 
 

uACR <3mg/mmol 42338 (76%) 73456 (72%) 
uACR 3-30mg/mmol 11571 (21%) 17755 (18%) 
uACR ≥30mg/mmol 1291 (2%) 1829 (2%) 

eGFR 
<60mL/min/1.73m2 

uACR <3mg/mmol 487 (1%) 5087 (5%) 
uACR 3-30mg/mmol 228 (0%) 2552 (3%) 
uACR ≥30mg/mmol 61 (0%) 738 (1%) 

Comorbidities   
Diabetes duration at treatment start (years) 8.5 [4.9, 12.9] 6.5 [3.3, 10.6] 
Smoking status   

Non-smoker 30081 (54%) 53151 (52%) 
Ex-smoker 17561 (31%) 32144 (32%) 

Current smoker 8334 (15%) 16122 (16%) 
Hypertension 30005 (54%) 54641 (54%) 
Atrial fibrillation 1269 (2%) 2954 (3%) 
Previous diabetic keto-acidosis 285 (1%) 431 (0%) 
Previous mycotic genital infection 7187 (13%) 10474 (10%) 
Hospitalisation in previous year 10078 (18%) 21067 (21%) 
Medications   
Calendar year at baseline   
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2013 955 (2%) 17908 (18%) 
2014 4168 (7%) 16019 (16%) 
2015 7402 (13%) 15359 (15%) 
2016 7256 (13%) 13228 (13%) 
2017 8320 (15%) 12205 (12%) 
2018 9841 (18%) 11502 (12%) 
2019 11461 (21%) 9962 (10%) 
2020 6573 (12%) 5234 (5%) 

Number of current glucose-lowering 
treatments 

  

1 3207 (6%) 13840 (14%) 
2 22223 (40%) 66193 (65%) 
3 24682 (44%) 20418 (20%) 

4+ 5891 (10%) 966 (1%) 
On metformin 48823 (87%) 84060 (83%) 
On insulin 6088 (11%) 3187 (3%) 
On ACE-inhibitor or ARB 35399 (63%) 60782 (60%) 
Abbreviations: BMI body mass index, HDL high-density lipoprotein, LDL low-density 
lipoprotein, eGFR estimated glomerular filtration rate (calculated using the Chronic Kidney 
Disease Epidemiology Collaboration equation), uACR urinary albumin-creatinine ratio, ACE 
angiotensin-converting enzyme, ARB angiotensin-II receptor blocker. 
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FIGURES  

Figure 1. Hazard ratios for kidney disease progression (sustained ≥50% decline in eGFR, 
ESKD, or death due to kidney-related causes) with SGLT2-inhibitors. This forest plot 
includes hazard ratios from a meta-analysis of randomised controlled trials (Nuffield Group, 
2022) and this study cohort (from Clinical Practice Research Datalink) with numerically 
similar hazard ratios across 3 analytical approaches (multivariable adjustment, overlap 
weighting, and inverse probability of treatment weighting). The comparator group were 
sulfonylureas in the meta-analysis of randomised controlled trials and both DPP4-inhibitors 
and sulfonylureas in this study cohort. 

 

Abbreviations: RCT randomised controlled trial; SGLT2i SGLT2-inhibitor; DPP4i/SU DPP4-
inhibitor/sulfonylurea; CI confidence interval; CPRD Clinical Practice Research Datalink; 
IPTW inverse probability of treatment weighting.  
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Figure 2. Cumulative incidence curves of risk of kidney disease progression (defined as a sustained ≥50% decline in eGFR, end-stage kidney 
disease [ESKD], or death due to kidney-related causes) in people with type 2 diabetes by eGFR/albuminuria subgroup. The blue lines 
represent DPP4-inhibitors/sulfonylureas, the yellow lines represent SGLT2-inhibitors, and the shaded areas represent the 95% confidence 
intervals. Panel A shows people with eGFR ≥60mL/min/1.73m², uACR 3-30mg/mmol, and CKD-PC risk score 0-80th percentile, who have 
limited SGLT2-inhibitor benefit. Panel B shows people with eGFR ≥60mL/min/1.73m², uACR 3-30mg/mmol, and CKD-PC risk score ≥80th 
percentile, who have SGLT2-inhibitor benefit. Panel C shows people with eGFR ≥60mL/min/1.73m² and uACR <3mg/mmol, whom guidelines 
do not recommend treating with SGLT2-inhibitors for kidney protection. Panel D shows people with eGFR <60mL/min/1.73m² on the left (not 
including those with uACR ≥30mg/mmol) and people with uACR ≥30mg/mmol on the right (including those with eGFR <60mL/min/1.73m²), both 
of whom guidelines recommend treating with SGLT2-inhibitors for kidney protection. 

Abbreviations: CKD-PC Chronic Kidney Disease Prognosis Consortium. 
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Figure 3. Proportion of people with type 2 diabetes recommended for SGLT2-inhibitor treatment for kidney protection and the proportion among 
these who benefit from it. Panel A shows, in grey on the left, a UK-representative cross-section of people with type 2 diabetes on glucose-
lowering medication with data on eGFR and albuminuria as of 01/07/2020, compiled using the Clinical Practice Research Datalink (n=388,115). 
On the right, in yellow, is the proportion of people that current KDIGO/ADA/EASD guidelines recommend treating with SGLT2-inhibitors for 
kidney protection alone (eGFR ≥20mL/min/1.73m² and either reduced eGFR [<60mL/min/1.73m²] or albuminuria [≥3mg/mmol], without a history 
of heart failure or atherosclerotic vascular disease). In orange are people recommended for SGLT2-inhibitor treatment due to a history of heart 
failure or atherosclerotic vascular disease, and in grey are people without chronic kidney disease, heart failure, or atherosclerotic vascular 
disease, whom guidelines do not recommend treating for kidney protection. Panel B shows, in yellow on the left, the subset of people that 
current KDIGO/ADA/EASD guidelines recommend treating with SGLT2-inhibitors for kidney protection alone (n=75,774). On the right, in grey, is 
the proportion of people who derive limited benefit (eGFR ≥60mL/min/1.73m², uACR 3-30mg/mmol, CKD-PC risk score 0-80th percentile), and 
in orange are people who derive kidney protection benefit from SGLT2-inhibitors (eGFR ≥60mL/min/1.73m², uACR 3-30mg/mmol, CKD-PC risk 
score ≥80th percentile; eGFR <60mL/min/1.73m²; and uACR ≥30mg/mmol). As an illustration, the 3-year NNT for kidney disease progression 
derived from the primary study cohort are displayed. 
Abbreviations: CKD-PC Chronic Kidney Disease Prognosis Consortium. 
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