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ABSTRACT
Objective: To examine the association between
exposure to newer antidepressants and risk of
gastrointestinal (GI) and other bleeding complications
among individuals with major depressive disorder
(MDD).

Design: This study uses an incident user cohort
design to compare associations between incidence of
vascular/bleeding events and the relative affinity (low,
moderate or high) of the antidepressant for the
serotonin transporter during an exposure risk period
for each patient.

Setting: New England healthcare system electronic
medical record database.

Participants: 36 389 individuals with a diagnosis of
MDD and monotherapy with a selective serotonin
reuptake inhibitor, serotoninenorepinephrine reuptake
inhibitor or other new-generation antidepressant were
identified from among 3.1 million patients in a New
England healthcare system.

Primary and secondary outcome
measures: Rates of bleeding or other vascular
complications, including acute liver failure, acute renal
failure, asthma, breast cancer and hip fractures.

Results: 601 GI bleeds were observed in the 21 462
subjects in the high-affinity group versus 333 among
the 14 927 subjects in the lower affinity group (adjusted
RR: 1.17, 95% CI 1.02 to 1.34). Similarly, 776 strokes
were observed in the high-affinity group versus 434 in
the lower affinity treatment group (adjusted RR: 1.18,
95% CI 1.06 to 1.32). No significant association with
risk for a priori negative control outcomes, including
acute liver failure, acute renal failure, asthma, breast
cancer and hip fractures, was identified.

Conclusions: Use of antidepressants with high affinity
for the serotonin transporter may confer modestly
elevated risk for GI and other bleeding complications.
While multiple methodologic limitations must be
considered, these results suggest that antidepressants
with lower serotonin receptor affinity may be preferred
in patients at greater risk for such complications.

INTRODUCTION
Antidepressants are among the most widely
prescribed classes of medications in all of
medicine; over 255 million prescriptions for
antidepressants are issued annually, and this
number continues to increase.1 Selective
serotonin reuptake inhibitors (SSRIs) and
other new-generation antidepressants are
generally preferred over older treatments
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ARTICLE SUMMARY

Article focus
- Previous reports have suggested that antide-

pressant use may contribute to dysfunction in
platelet aggregation and increased risk for
bleeding outcomes.

- The authors hypothesised that antidepressants
with higher affinity for the serotonin transporter
would exhibit greater risk for these outcomes
than those with lesser affinity.

Key messages
- Use of antidepressants with higher affinity for the

serotonin transporter was associated with
modest but statistically significant increase in
risk for gastrointestinal bleed and stroke.

- Electronic medical record-based pharmacovigi-
lance systems provide an opportunity to examine
treatment risk in general clinical populations, in
a more systematic fashion than traditional
postmarketing surveillance.

Strengths and limitations of this study
- A strength of this report, in addition to cohort

size and generalisability, is the restriction to
individuals with major depressive disorder,
minimising risk for confounding by indication.

- A key limitation is the absence of blood
antidepressant levels or data on adherence,
which might lead us to underestimate strength
of effect.
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such as tricyclic antidepressants or monoamine oxidase
inhibitors on the basis of greater tolerability and safety.2

Notwithstanding debates over the magnitude of benefit,
their efficacy in the treatment of major depressive
disorder has been established in numerous placebo- and
active-comparator studies over the past 2 decades.2e4

While the precise mechanism of therapeutic action of
SSRIs is not known, their common mechanism of action
is inhibition of the serotonin transporter, responsible for
removal of serotonin from the synapse. Apart from its
central nervous system effects, serotonin is known to be
a vasoactive and thrombostatic amine.5 Since the sero-
tonin transporter is also expressed in platelets, there has
been an active debate in the literature regarding the
effects of SSRIs on the vascular system. Multiple studies
suggest that SSRIs are generally safe in patients with
vascular disease6 and have beneficial effects in such
patients by decreasing platelet aggregation7 8 and by
vasodilation.9 10 Other studies, however, have associated
the use of SSRIs with increased incidence of vasospasm
and poor clinical outcomes after subarachnoid
haemorrhage11 as well as increased mortality and poor
cardiovascular outcomes after coronary artery bypass
grafting.12 Thus, while beneficial in some contexts, the
peripheral effects of SSRIs and other serotonergic anti-
depressants might also be expected to confer increased
risk for vascular or bleeding complications.
In fact, several studies provide support for an

increased risk of upper GI bleeds in persons taking
SSRIs.13e16 In patients treated with non-steroidal
inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs) or anticoagulants, the
addition of SSRI treatment is thought to increase the risk
of clinically relevant bleeds.15 17e19 Likewise, while the
absolute risks are small,20 21 SSRI use has also been
associated with an increased risk of ischaemic stroke22e24

and haemorrhagic stroke,20 though negative studies also
exist.25 26

A key limitation in many of these studies is the diffi-
culty in adequately matching antidepressant-exposed
subjects with controls. This may contribute to
confounding by indication: that is, the same variables
(ie, depression and associated symptoms) which lead an
individual to be prescribed an antidepressant may
increase that individual’s risk of adverse outcomes. In
particular, psychological distress27 and depression28 have
been reported to be risk factors for cardiovascular
events. A recent large case-crossover study and a popu-
lation-based cohort study address some of these limita-
tions but do not fully address the substantial risk of
confounding by indication.23 24 The need for further
characterisation of the relationship between SSRIs and
adverse bleeding events is apparent:29 30 beyond the
need to confirm such a relationship using a method-
ology less subject to confounding, the magnitude and
specificity of risk remains unclear.
Therefore, we adopted an alternative approach to

estimate risk associated with antidepressants, contrasting
those with highest affinity for the serotonin transporter

with those of low or moderate affinity. Based upon the
acute effects of these agents on platelet serotonin
transport, we hypothesised that high-affinity agents
would be associated with greater risk of bleeding or
vascular events than lower affinity ones. This approach
lessens risk of confounding by focusing only on
depressed antidepressant-treated patients, particularly as
clinicians typically do not consider affinity per se when
selecting among the numerous available antidepressants.
We examined data from in- and outpatient medical
records for over 3 million individuals in a large New
England healthcare system.

METHODS
The Partners HealthCare electronic medical record
(EMR) incorporates sociodemographic data, billing
codes, laboratory results, problem lists, medications, vital
signs and narrative notes from Massachusetts General
Hospital and Brigham and Women’s Hospital, as well as
community and specialty hospitals which are part of the
Partners HealthCare System in Boston (Massachusetts,
USA). Altogether, these records comprise about 3.1
million unique patients.
Patients with the presence of at least one diagnosis of

major depression determined by the presence of Inter-
national Classification of Diseases, 9th edition codes
(ICD-9 296.23, 296.33), in the billing data or outpatient
medical record were selected from the EMR for inclu-
sion in a data set (referred to as a data ‘mart’). The data
mart consists of all electronic records (psychiatric and
non-psychiatric) from 127 504 patients and can be
utilised with the i2b2 server software (i2b2 v1.4).31 The
present analysis included records from February 1990 to
October 2009. The i2b2 system32 33 is a scalable
computational framework, deployed at over 46 major
academic health centres, for managing human health
data, and the i2b2 Workbench facilitates analysis and
visualisation of such data. The Partners Institutional
Review Board approved all aspects of this study.
Subjects were classified into groups based upon

documented antidepressant treatment from three
sources: (1) medications prescribed to the patient via e-
prescribing in the EMR, (2) medication documented but
not prescribed by the documenting clinician and (3)
medication dispensed by the inpatient pharmacy. The
three primary groups were labelled ‘high’, ‘moderate’
and ‘low’ affinity for the serotonin transporter, based
upon previous work.34 Classification of newer antide-
pressants, including duloxetine and escitalopram, was
based upon Ki (table 1) 35e37din the case of escitalo-
pram, effective affinity is greater than citalopram
because of the absence of the R enantiomer, which has
demonstrated antagonistic effects.38e40 As reported
affinities vary across publications,37 41e44 we prioritised
comparative affinities reported by a single laboratory42

wherever possible and categories utilised in prior
studies employing similar methodology to this one.35

Patients with multiple antidepressant prescriptions from

2 Castro VM, Gallagher PJ, Clements CC, et al. BMJ Open 2012;2:e000544. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2011-000544

Antidepressant use and GI and other bleeding complications in MDD

 on M
ay 23, 2022 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://bm

jopen.bm
j.com

/
B

M
J O

pen: first published as 10.1136/bm
jopen-2011-000544 on 30 M

arch 2012. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/


different affinity groups were excluded from the analysis,
as were those receiving tricyclic antidepressants or
monoamine oxidase inhibitors, out of concern that
these groups would not be well matched with those
receiving newer treatments and to avoid the known
cardiovascular risks associated with some older agents.
For initial analysis, the ‘high’-affinity group was

contrasted with the other two groups to yield two simi-
larly sized cohorts for comparison, based on investigator
consensus and recognising that other groupings might
be equally reasonable. A further advantage of this
distinction was that it assigned duloxetine and venla-
faxine to different categories based on serotonin reup-
take affinity, decreasing the likelihood of confounding
by non-serotonergic (ie, noradrenergic) effects. The
groups were first compared in terms of sociodemo-
graphic features, including age, gender and race and
antidepressant use.
As electronic medical records data are not well suited

to standard survival analytic approaches, we utilised an
incident user cohort design to construct an exposure
risk period for each patient. This method was proposed
by Schneeweiss45 specifically for pharmacovigilance
designs using electronic medical record and is concep-
tually related to prior approaches.46 This approach has
previously demonstrated assay sensitivity in pharmacovi-
gilance studies using similarly structured data.47 48 The
exposure period begins on the date an antidepressant
was prescribed and ends 30 days from prescription. If
a second prescription is documented in the 30-day
period, the period is extended another 30 days from this
prescription. Patient analysis is censored as soon as their
exposure risk period ends, that is, at the end of
a continuous documented period of exposure.
Outcomes occurring within any of the exposure periods

are included in the analysis. Logistic regression was used
to calculate crude RR, and RR was then adjusted for
person-months of exposure and other potential
confounding variables identified in the initial analysis of
baseline characteristics. To examine the importance of
this 30-day assumption, we also conducted a sensitivity
analysis as a means of determining if the length of the
exposure risk period had a meaningful impact on our
analysis. We re-ran the analysis for all the outcomes with
drug era windows of 60, 90 and 180 days. Adjusted RR
and CIs are provided in table S3.
Three sets of analysis were performed. First, we

examined associations between antidepressant group
and vascular/bleeding events (primary outcomes)
including gastrointestinal (GI) haemorrhage, myocar-
dial infarction and stroke. Follow-up analysis examined
each category of stroke (ischaemic or haemorrhagic)
separately. For consistency with prior reports, we also
conducted a secondary analysis on a subset of patients
with more conservative criteria for selecting patients with
major depressive disorder (MDD) (at lease two outpa-
tient diagnoses or at least one inpatient diagnosis). Next,
as a positive control or test for assay sensitivity, we
examined association between aspirin exposure and
GI bleed. Finally, as a negative control, we examined
associations between antidepressant group and five
outcomes selected by the clinical investigators (RHP,
JWS, DVI and IK) based upon literature review as likely
to be unrelated to serotonergic effects: acute liver
failure, acute renal failure, asthma, breast cancer and
hip fractures. Table S1 lists the ICD-9 codes used to
identify these outcomes of interest.
All analyses utilised R 2.13.1 (The R Foundation for

Statistical Computing).

RESULTS
Of 127 504 individuals with MDD, 58 690 (45%) received
at least one prescription for a newer antidepressant.
Thirty six thousand three hundred and eighty nine of
these patients were prescribed only one type of antide-
pressant, while 21 851 individuals were prescribed anti-
depressants from different affinity groups at any time
during the study period and were excluded from the
analysis (figure 1). Of the single group-treated patients,
14 927 were treated with lowemoderate affinity and
21 462 with high affinity, representing 44 235 patient-
months of treatment in the lower group and 74 706 in
the higher group. Table 2 shows associations between
treatment groups and baseline characteristics.
Compared with lowemoderate affinity treatments,
patients with high-affinity treatments were more likely to
be female, non-Caucasian and very slightly older
(difference in mean age between groups was <1 year).
They exhibited no significant differences in total
number of prescription refills or overall utilisation of the
healthcare system (as measured by number of ‘facts’ in
the data mart, which include billing codes, medications,
procedures or other individual data points). Our

Table 1 Antidepressant affinity groups by affinity for
serotonin transporter*

Affinity group Antidepressant

Inhibition
constant (Ki)
(mean±SD)

High Paroxetine 0.06560.006
Duloxetine (0.0760.01)y
Sertraline 0.2960.01
Escitalopram (0.7960.13)z
Fluoxetine 0.960.06

Moderate Citalopram 1.560.03
Fluvoxamine 1.660.1
Venlafaxine 7.560.4

Low Nefazodone 459628
Bupropion x
Mirtazapine x

*Adapted from Owens et al.42

yKi drawn from Vaishnavi et al37; relative order confirmed in Martin
et al.36 (J Pharmacol Exp Ther).
zKi drawn from Apparsundaram et al35; relative order confirmed in
Martin et al.36 (J Pharmacol Exp Ther).
xNot reported; Tatsumi et al.44 reports KD¼9100 for bupropion and
KD>10000 for mirtazapine (vs 200 for nefazodone).
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adjusted models therefore included age, gender, race
and aspirin use as covariates.
For a small subset of patients, depression severity

(assessed using the Quick Inventory of Depressive
Symptomatology-Self-Report49) was available in the EMR
because the clinicians in some practices employ this
scale routinely. To address the possibility that our results
were confounded by severity, we examined depression
severity by affinity group in an exploratory fashion. We
did not detect a significant difference between groups as
measured by mean Quick Inventory of Depressive
Symptomatology-Self-Report score (L/M: 10.665.3, H:
10.365.3, p¼0.728) (table 2).
Figure 2 indicates adjusted RR and 95% CIs by treat-

ment group for outcomes of interest and negative
controls. RR significantly >1 was observed in GI
haemorrhage (adjusted RR: 1.17, 95% CI 1.02 to 1.34)
and strokes (adjusted RR: 1.18, 95% CI 1.06 to 1.32)
between the lowemoderate and high-affinity groups, but
not in myocardial infarctions (adjusted RR: 1.05, 95% CI
0.93 to 1.18). When stroke type (ischaemic or haemor-
rhagic) was examined, significant effects were observed
for ischaemic strokes (adjusted RR: 1.20, 95% CI 1.06 to
1.35), but not haemorrhagic strokes (adjusted RR: 1.13,
95% CI 0.90 to 1.44). In the latter case, the point esti-
mate of effect was similar to that for all strokes, but the
smaller number of events yielded a broader CI.
Outcomes of interest for each antidepressant are listed
in table S2. A secondary analysis on a subset of patients
with more conservative criteria for selecting patients with
MDD yielded similar results (table S4).
As expected, aspirin exposure was also associated with

risk for GI bleed (crude RR: 12.3995, 95% CI 2.39 to
3.12). In a fully adjusted model including age, gender,
race, antidepressant treatment group, aspirin and treat-
ment group-by-aspirin interaction, no evidence of anti-
depressant treatment group-by-aspirin interaction was
observed (for interaction term, p¼0.630) (table 3).
In our analysis of negative control conditions with no

known or postulated associations to antidepressants, no
significant associations with affinity group were identi-

fied (figure 2). These included both acute diagnoses
(acute renal failure, acute hepatic failure, hip fracture)
and chronic diagnoses (asthma, breast cancer).
In a sensitivity analysis examining the interval of risk

associated with antidepressant exposure, outcomes
within a 60-, 90-, or 180-day exposure window following
antidepressant prescription were examined. Results were
generally similar to those observed for the primary
analysis (table S3), persistently indicating elevated
risk for stroke and GI bleed but not for the control
conditions.

DISCUSSION
In this pharmacovigilance study using data from 127 504
individuals with MDD in a single large healthcare
system, we identified a significantly elevated risk for
GI haemorrhage and stroke when high-serotonin
transporter affinity antidepressants were prescribed
compared with low-serotonin transporter affinity anti-
depressants. No such effects were observed for other
general medical conditions selected a priori as negative
controls, suggesting that this association is less likely to
represent a non-specific effect of treatment.
Our results are consistent with prior reports which

detected a risk of GI bleed among SSRI-treated
patients.15 17e19 24 For example, a large Scandinavian
population-based study found SSRI use to be associated
with 3.6-fold greater risk of upper GI bleed, an effect
potentiated by NSAID or aspirin use.18 However, not all
such studies found this risk.50 51 While most previous
studies compared antidepressant-treated patients to
untreated patients, with consequent risk of confounding
by indication, the present work minimises this risk by
comparing antidepressant treatments based on affinity
for the serotonin transporter. Thus, presence of
depression alone cannot account for the observed
effects.
We also detected elevated risk for stroke in high-

affinity antidepressant-treated patients. A similar point
estimate was identified when the analysis was limited to
individuals in whom the stroke type was characterised as

Figure 1 Study schematic.
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haemorrhagic, although the 95% CI did not exclude
one. In light of the smaller number of events in this
analysis, as well as the potential for misclassification in
diagnosis based on claims data, the difference
among haemorrhagic stroke patients is perhaps not
surprising. Previous studies have also suggested elevated
risk of stroke with SSRI or other antidepressant
treatment.20 22 24 Data from the Women’s Health
Initiative found SSRI prescription to be associated with
elevated stroke risk after adjustment for other cardio-
vascular risk factors.20 Likewise, a large population-based
cohort study of individuals age 65 or older found an
association between SSRI or other (non-tricyclic) anti-
depressant use and stroke risk compared with untreated
individuals.24 Neither study, however, can fully exclude
confounding by indication.

On the other hand, a nested caseecontrol study
reported a lack of association between SSRI use and
haemorrhagic stroke,25 and a case-crossover study like-
wise observed increased ischaemic but not haemorrhagic
stroke risk.23 In light of these effects, the impact of
antidepressants might be better understood as dysregu-
lation of coagulation rather than simply an increase in
bleeding per se.
A notable advantage of EMR- or claims-based phar-

macovigilance studies is their potential to rapidly
identify risk that might otherwise go undetected in
randomised controlled trials. For example, a previous
study of rosiglitazone identified elevated risk of
myocardial infarction, before similar data from
prospective studies led the US FDA to consider with-
drawing that drug from the market.47 Confidence in our

Table 2 Characteristics of patients prescribed a newer antidepressant as defined during 6 months prior to first medication use

Lowemoderate affinity
antidepressants* (n[14927)

High-affinity
antidepressants* (n[21 462) p Value

Demographic variables
Age (years), mean (SD) 51.8 (16.4) 52.6 (16.4) <0.001
Female gender 9965 (66.8) 15 489 (72.2) <0.001
Race/ethnicityy <0.001
White 11 423 (76.5) 16 104 (75.0)
Black 873 (5.8) 1196 (5.6)
Hispanic 1183 (7.9) 2058 (9.6)
Asian 202 (1.4) 270 (1.3)
Other 1246 (8.3) 1834 (8.5)

Insurance <0.001
Private 7032 (47.1) 9779 (45.6)
Public 6082 (40.7) 8784 (40.9)
Other 1813 (12.1) 2899 (13.5)

Health system utilisation
Health facts per patient; median (IQR) 224 (95e483) 223 (91e477) 0.152
Years in health system; median (IQR) 10 (4e15) 10 (5e15)

Use of antidepressants
Refills per patient; median (IQR) 2 (1e4) 2 (1e5)
High affinity
Duloxetine 1421 (7.0)
Escitalopram e 3254 (16.1)
Fluoxetine e 10 648 (52.6)
Paroxetine e 6107 (30.2)
Sertraline e 10 148 (50.1)

Moderate affinity
Citalopram 8962 (56.2) e
Fluvoxamine 220 (1.4) e
Venlafaxine 3869 (24.2) e

Low affinity
Nefazodone 473 (3.0) e
Bupropion 5792 (36.3) e
Mirtazapine 1621 (10.2) e

Exposure person-months 44 235 74 706
Depression severity (n¼136) n¼67 n¼69

QIDS-SR score; mean (SD) 10.6 (5.3) 10.3 (5.3) 0.728
Concomitant medications

Aspirin 4302 (28.8) 6095 (28.4) 0.721

*N (%), except otherwise indicated.
yRace and ethnicity are collected using a single field in the electronic medical record, so subjects who identify as Hispanic are not further
characterised.
QIDS-SR, Quick Inventory of Depression Symptomatology-Self-Report.
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ability to detect a ‘true’ signal using our methodology is
increased by the detection of association between aspirin
treatment and GI bleed, a well-known complication of
aspirin treatment, as well as by the negative findings
among the negative control diagnoses.
We note several limitations in considering our results.

First, we cannot exclude the possibility of residual
confounding arising from differences in the treatment
groups in this non-randomised cohort and specifically
the potential for biased assignment to one antidepres-
sant category. In general, most clinicians are unaware of

the differences in affinity between SSRIs, so this would
be unlikely to influence clinical decision-making.
Among the low-affinity antidepressants are primarily
non-SSRIs, which may be selected based upon some
clinical consideration. On the other hand, bupropion,
a low-affinity antidepressant, is indicated for smoking
cessation and prescribed for depressed individuals who
smoke. Because smoking is a risk factor for stroke, one
would expect this low-affinity antidepressant to be asso-
ciated with stroke risk, which would have an effect
opposing the one we observed. Similarly, non-SSRI
antidepressants are often second-line treatment
suggesting that individuals in the lower affinity group
might be more treatment resistant and, therefore, at
greater risk for vascular complications. Because we
observed the opposite trend, it is unlikely that these
results are confounded by greater depression severity in
the high-affinity group. Further, while depression
severity on a standardised scale was available only for
a small subset of individuals, that measure did not
support a confounding effect of severity.
Another limitation in the present analysis is the

inability to reliably characterise blood levels for indi-
vidual treatments, which in addition to affinity will
determine extent of binding to serotonin transporter.52

Many factors, including dose and adherence (including
unfulfilled prescriptions) and individual differences in
metabolism and concomitant medications will impact
blood level; correlation between individual characteristics
such as dosage and blood level may be modest.53 These
sources of heterogeneity should be consistent across
treatment groups, however, so if anything we would
anticipate them to bias our results towards an absence
of association. Still, our results must be interpreted
cautiously with these restrictions in mind.

Table 3 Incidence rate and RR of bleed events and negative controls for users of lowemoderate serotonin affinity
antidepressants compared with users of high-serotonin affinity antidepressants

Outcome

Lowemoderate affinity
antidepressant

High-affinity
antidepressant RR (95% CI)

No. of
cases

Incidence rate
(per 1000
person-months)

No. of
cases

Incidence rate
(per 1000
person-months) Unadjusted Adjusted*

Primary outcomes
Gastrointestinal
haemorrhage

333 7.5 601 8.0 1.16 (1.02 to 1.29) 1.17 (1.02 to 1.34)

Stroke
All stroke 434 9.8 776 10.4 1.16 (1.03 to 1.30) 1.18 (1.06 to 1.32)
Ischaemic stroke 367 8.3 672 9.0 1.17 (1.04 to 1.33) 1.20 (1.06 to 1.35)
Haemorrhagic stroke 105 2.4 176 2.4 1.10 (0.87 to 1.40) 1.13 (0.90 to 1.44)

Myocardial infarction 387 8.7 630 8.4 1.04 (0.92 to 1.18) 1.05 (0.93 to 1.18)
Negative control events

Acute liver failure 382 8.6 611 8.2 1.00 (0.88 to 1.13) 1.01 (0.89 to 1.15)
Acute renal failure 363 8.2 542 7.3 0.94 (0.82 to 1.07) 0.95 (0.84 to 1.08)
Asthma 909 20.5 1350 18.1 0.96 (0.88 to 1.04) 0.94 (0.87 to 1.02)
Breast cancer 333 7.5 469 6.3 0.90 (0.79 to 1.04) 0.83 (0.73 to 0.96)
Hip fractures 71 1.6 113 1.5 0.99 (0.74 to 1.33) 0.95 (0.71 to 1.27)

*Adjusted for age, sex, race, aspirin use and exposure period.

Figure 2 Adjusted RR and 95% CIs for primary outcomes
and negative controls.
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Nonetheless, our results add to a growing body of
evidence that some newer antidepressants may be asso-
ciated with elevated risks of GI bleeding and stroke. We
emphasise that these risks must be balanced against the
voluminous evidence of benefit from treatment of
depression. Still, if confirmed by further investigation, it
may be possible to achieve these benefits while mini-
mising risk by selecting antidepressants with lesser
affinity for the serotonin transporter. More broadly, our
results further indicate the potential utility of large
electronic medical record systems in understanding the
clinical risks of pharmacotherapy in psychiatry.

Author affiliations
1Partners Research Computing, Partners HealthCare System, Boston, MA
2Psychiatric and Neurodevelopmental Genetics Unit, Department of Psychiatry,
Massachusetts General Hospital, Boston, MA
3Center for Experimental Drugs and Diagnostics, Department of Psychiatry,
Massachusetts General Hospital, Boston, MA
4Department of Neurology, Massachusetts General Hospital, Boston, MA
5Depression Clinic and Research Program, Department of Psychiatry,
Massachusetts General Hospital, Boston, MA
6Information Systems, Partners HealthCare System, Boston, MA
7Department of Medicine, Brigham and Women’s Hospital, Boston, MA
8Department of Psychiatry, Mount Sinai School of Medicine, New York, NY
9i2b2 National Center for Biomedical Computing, Boston, Massachusetts, USA
10Mood and Anxiety Disorders Program, Mount Sinai School of Medicine, New
York, New York, USA
11MGH Psychiatry Center for Experimental Drugs and Diagnostics, Boston,
Massachusetts, USA

Contributors VC designed the tools for collecting data, cleaned and analysed
the data and drafted and revised the manuscript. He is a guarantor. PJG
contributed to interpretation of analysis and drafted and revised the
manuscript. CCC contributed to preparation of the manuscript. SM designed
the tools for collecting data and contributed to interpretation of analysis and
preparation of manuscript. VG, MF, JW, SC, IK and DVI contributed to
interpretation of analysis and preparation of manuscript. JWS designed the
study and contributed to interpretation of analysis and preparation of
manuscript. RP initiated the project, designed the study, monitored the
analyses and drafted and revised the manuscript. He is a guarantor. All authors
have approved the final version.

Funding The project described was supported by Award # 2U54LM008748
from the NIH/National Library of Medicine (to IK) and R01MH086026 from the
National Institute of Mental Health (to RP). The content is solely the
responsibility of the authors and does not necessarily represent the official
views of the National Library of Medicine or the National Institutes of Health.

Disclosures Maurizio FavadLifetime Disclosures. Abbott Laboratories;
Alkermes, Inc.; Aspect Medical Systems; AstraZeneca; BioResearch; BrainCells
Inc.; Bristol-Myers Squibb; Cephalon, Inc.; Clinical Trials Solutions, LLC;
Covidien; Eli Lilly and Company; EnVivo Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Forest
Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Ganeden Biotech, Inc.; GlaxoSmithKline; Johnson &
Johnson Pharmaceutical Research & Development; Lichtwer Pharma GmbH;
Lorex Pharmaceuticals; Novartis AG; Organon Pharmaceuticals; PamLab, LLC;
Pfizer Inc.; Pharmavite� LLC; Roche; RTC Logic, LLC; Sanofi-Aventis US LLC;
Shire; Solvay Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Synthelabo; Wyeth-Ayerst Laboratories.
Advisory/Consulting: Abbott Laboratories; Affectis Pharmaceuticals AG;
Amarin Pharma Inc.; Aspect Medical Systems; AstraZeneca; Auspex
Pharmaceuticals; Bayer AG; Best Practice Project Management, Inc.; BioMarin
Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Biovail Corporation; BrainCells Inc; Bristol-Myers
Squibb; CeNeRx BioPharma; Cephalon, Inc.; Clinical Trials Solutions, LLC; CNS
Response, Inc.; Compellis Pharmaceuticals; Cypress Pharmaceutical, Inc.; Dov
Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Eisai Inc.; Eli Lilly and Company; EPIX Pharmaceuticals,
Inc.; Euthymics Bioscience, Inc.; Fabre-Kramer Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Forest
Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; GenOmind, LLC; GlaxoSmithKline; Gruenthal GmbH;
Janssen Pharmaceutica; Jazz Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Johnson & Johnson

Pharmaceutical Research & Development, LLC.; Knoll Pharmaceuticals Corp.;
Labopharm Inc.; Lorex Pharmaceuticals; Lundbeck Inc.; MedAvante, Inc.;
Merck & Co., Inc.; Methylation Sciences; Neuronetics, Inc.; Novartis AG;
Nutrition 21; Organon Pharmaceuticals; PamLab, LLC.; Pfizer Inc.;
PharmaStar; Pharmavite� LLC.; Precision Human Biolaboratory; Prexa
Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; PsychoGenics; Psylin Neurosciences, Inc.; Ridge
Diagnostics, Inc.; Roche; RCT Logic, LLC; Sanofi-Aventis US LLC.; Sepracor
Inc.; Schering-Plough Corporation; Solvay Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Somaxon
Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Somerset Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Synthelabo; Takeda
Pharmaceutical Company Limited; Tetragenex Pharmaceuticals, Inc.;
TransForm Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Transcept Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Vanda
Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; Wyeth-Ayerst Laboratories. Speaking/Publishing:
Adamed, Co; Advanced Meeting Partners; American Psychiatric Association;
American Society of Clinical Psychopharmacology; AstraZeneca; Belvoir Media
Group; Boehringer Ingelheim GmbH; Bristol-Myers Squibb; Cephalon, Inc.; Eli
Lilly and Company; Forest Pharmaceuticals, Inc.; GlaxoSmithKline; Imedex,
LLC; MGH Psychiatry Academy/Primedia; MGH Psychiatry Academy/Reed
Elsevier; Novartis AG; Organon Pharmaceuticals; Pfizer Inc.; PharmaStar;
United BioSource, Corp.; Wyeth-Ayerst Laboratories. Equity Holdings:
Compellis Royalty/patent, other income: Patent for SPCD and patent
application for a combination of azapirones and bupropion in major depressive
disorder, copyright royalties for the MGH CPFQ, SFI, ATRQ, DESS and SAFER.
RHP has received consulting fees or served on scientific advisory boards for
Proteus Biomedical, Concordant Rater Systems, Genomind and RIDventures;
research grant support from Proteus Biomedical and royalties from
Concordant Rater Systems. JWS has served as a consultant for The Medical
Letter. DVI has received payment for lectures including service on speakers’
bureaus from the MGH Psychiatry Academy and has served as a consultant for
CNS Response, Inc.

Competing interests None.

Patient consent This is a retrospective health care utilization/clinical study
involving potentially hundreds of thousands of patients and multiple years of
datadthat is, consent could not feasibly be obtained from all subjects.

Ethics approval Partners Institutional Review Board.

Provenance and peer review Not commissioned; externally peer reviewed.

Data sharing statement Additional data can be found in tables S1eS4.

REFERENCES
1. U.S. Sales and Prescription Information. IMS Health, 2009. (accessed

15 Mar 2012).
2. American Psychiatric Association (APA). Practice guideline for the

treatment of patients with major depressive disorder. 3rd ed.
Arlington, VA: American Psychiatric Association (APA), 2010.

3. Fournier JC, DeRubeis RJ, Hollon SD, et al. Antidepressant drug
effects and depression severity: a patient-level meta-analysis. JAMA
2010;303:47e53.

4. Cipriani A, Furukawa TA, Salanti G, et al. Comparative efficacy and
acceptability of 12 new-generation antidepressants: a multiple-
treatments meta-analysis. Lancet 2009;373:746e58.

5. Ramage AG, Villalon CM. 5-hydroxytryptamine and cardiovascular
regulation. Trends Pharmacol Sci 2008;29:472e81.

6. Glassman AH, O’Connor CM, Califf RM, et al. Sertraline treatment of
major depression in patients with acute MI or unstable angina. JAMA
2002;288:701e9.

7. Serebruany VL, Glassman AH, Malinin AI, et al. Selective serotonin
reuptake inhibitors yield additional antiplatelet protection in patients
with congestive heart failure treated with antecedent aspirin. Eur J
Heart Fail 2003;5:517e21.

8. Serebruany VL, O’Connor CM, Krishnan RR, et al. Hypothesis:
antiplatelet effects of selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors cause
clinical benefits on cardiovascular disease and increase risks of
bleeding. J Cardiovasc Pharmacol Ther 2005;10:163e4.

9. Ungvari Z, Pacher P, Koller A. Serotonin reuptake inhibitor fluoxetine
decreases arteriolar myogenic tone by reducing smooth muscle
[Ca2+]i. J Cardiovasc Pharmacol 2000;35:849e54.

10. van Melle JP, Buikema H, van den Berg MP, et al. Sertraline causes
strong coronary vasodilation: possible relevance for cardioprotection
by selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors. Cardiovasc Drugs Ther
2004;18:441e7.

11. Singhal AB, Topcuoglu MA, Dorer DJ, et al. SSRI and statin use
increases the risk for vasospasm after subarachnoid hemorrhage.
Neurology 2005;64:1008e13.

Castro VM, Gallagher PJ, Clements CC, et al. BMJ Open 2012;2:e000544. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2011-000544 7

Antidepressant use and GI and other bleeding complications in MDD

 on M
ay 23, 2022 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://bm

jopen.bm
j.com

/
B

M
J O

pen: first published as 10.1136/bm
jopen-2011-000544 on 30 M

arch 2012. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/


12. Xiong GL, Jiang W, Clare R, et al. Prognosis of patients taking
selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors before coronary artery bypass
grafting. Am J Cardiol 2006;98:42e7.

13. van Walraven C, Mamdani MM, Wells PS, et al. Inhibition of
serotonin reuptake by antidepressants and upper gastrointestinal
bleeding in elderly patients: retrospective cohort study. BMJ
2001;323:655e8.

14. Targownik LE, Bolton JM, Metge CJ, et al. Selective serotonin
reuptake inhibitors are associated with a modest increase in the risk
of upper gastrointestinal bleeding. Am J Gastroenterol
2009;104:1475e82.

15. Dalton SO, Sorensen HT, Johansen C. SSRIs and upper
gastrointestinal bleeding: what is known and how should it influence
prescribing? CNS Drugs 2006;20:143e51.

16. Opatrny L, Delaney JA, Suissa S. Gastro-intestinal haemorrhage
risks of selective serotonin receptor antagonist therapy: a new look.
Br J Clin Pharmacol 2008;66:76e81.

17. Schalekamp T, Klungel OH, Souverein PC, et al. Increased bleeding
risk with concurrent use of selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors and
coumarins. Arch Intern Med 2008;168:180e5.

18. Dalton SO, Johansen C, Mellemkjaer L, et al. Use of selective
serotonin reuptake inhibitors and risk of upper gastrointestinal tract
bleeding: a population-based cohort study. Arch Intern Med
2003;163:59e64.

19. Wallerstedt SM, Gleerup H, Sundstrom A, et al. Risk of clinically
relevant bleeding in warfarin-treated patientseinfluence of SSRI
treatment. Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf 2009;18:412e16.

20. Smoller JW, Allison M, Cochrane BB, et al. Antidepressant use and
risk of incident cardiovascular morbidity and mortality among
postmenopausal women in the women’s health initiative study. Arch
Intern Med 2009;169:2128e39.

21. Ramasubbu R. Cerebrovascular effects of selective serotonin
reuptake inhibitors: a systematic review. J Clin Psychiatry
2004;65:1642e53.

22. Trifiro G, Dieleman J, Sen EF, et al. Risk of ischemic stroke
associated with antidepressant drug use in elderly persons. J Clin
Psychopharmacol 2010;30:252e8.

23. Wu CS, Wang SC, Cheng YC, et al. Association of cerebrovascular
events with antidepressant use: a case-crossover study. Am J
Psychiatry 2011;168:511e21.

24. Coupland C, Dhiman P, Morriss R, et al. Antidepressant use and risk
of adverse outcomes in older people: population based cohort study.
BMJ 2011;343:d4551.

25. Bak S, Tsiropoulos I, Kjaersgaard JO, et al. Selective serotonin
reuptake inhibitors and the risk of stroke: a population-based case-
control study. Stroke 2002;33:1465e73.

26. Chen Y, Guo JJ, Patel NC. Hemorrhagic stroke associated with
antidepressant use in patients with depression: does degree of
serotonin reuptake inhibition matter? Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf
2009;18:196e202.

27. Surtees PG, Wainwright NW, Luben RN, et al. Psychological distress,
major depressive disorder, and risk of stroke. Neurology
2008;70:788e94.

28. Salaycik KJ, Kelly-Hayes M, Beiser A, et al. Depressive symptoms
and risk of stroke: the Framingham study. Stroke 2007;38:16e21.

29. Yuan Y, Tsoi K, Hunt RH. Selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors and
risk of upper GI bleeding: confusion or confounding? Am J Med
2006;119:719e27.

30. Whang W, Kubzansky LD, Kawachi I, et al. Depression and risk of
sudden cardiac death and coronary heart disease in women: results
from the nurses’ health study. J Am Coll Cardiol 2009;53:950e8.

31. Murphy SN, Mendis M, Hackett K, et al. Architecture of the open-
source clinical research chart from informatics for integrating biology
and the bedside. AMIA Annu Symp Proc 2007:548e52.

32. Murphy S, Churchill S, Bry L, et al. Instrumenting the health care
enterprise for discovery research in the genomic era. Genome Res
2009;19:1675e81.

33. Murphy SN, Weber G, Mendis M, et al. Serving the enterprise and
beyond with informatics for integrating biology and the bedside (i2b2).
J Am Med Inform Assoc 2010;17:124e30.

34. Vidal X, Ibanez L, Vendrell L, et al. Risk of upper gastrointestinal
bleeding and the degree of serotonin reuptake inhibition by
antidepressants: a case-control study. Drug Saf 2008;31:159e68.

35. Apparsundaram S, Stockdale DJ, Henningsen RA, et al.
Antidepressants targeting the serotonin reuptake transporter act via
a competitive mechanism. J Pharmacol Exp Ther 2008;327:982e90.

36. Martin RS, Henningsen RA, Suen A, et al. Kinetic and thermodynamic
assessment of binding of serotonin transporter inhibitors.
J Pharmacol Exp Ther 2008;327:991e1000.

37. Vaishnavi SN, Nemeroff CB, Plott SJ, et al. Milnacipran:
a comparative analysis of human monoamine uptake and transporter
binding affinity. Biol Psychiatry 2004;55:320e2.

38. Storustovu S, Sanchez C, Porzgen P, et al. R-citalopram functionally
antagonises escitalopram in vivo and in vitro: evidence for kinetic
interaction at the serotonin transporter. Br J Pharmacol
2004;142:172e80.

39. Klein N, Sacher J, Geiss-Granadia T, et al. Higher serotonin
transporter occupancy after multiple dose administration of
escitalopram compared to citalopram: an [123I]ADAM SPECT study.
Psychopharmacology (Berl) 2007;191:333e9.

40. Zhong H, Haddjeri N, Sanchez C. Escitalopram, an antidepressant
with an allosteric effect at the serotonin transporter-a review of
current understanding of its mechanism of action.
Psychopharmacology (Berl) 2012;219:1e13.

41. Hyttel J. Pharmacological characterization of selective serotonin
reuptake inhibitors (SSRIs). Int Clin Psychopharmacol 1994;9
(Suppl 1):19e26.

42. Owens MJ, Morgan WN, Plott SJ, et al. Neurotransmitter receptor
and transporter binding profile of antidepressants and their
metabolites. J Pharmacol Exp Ther 1997;283:1305e22.

43. Gillman PK. Tricyclic antidepressant pharmacology and therapeutic
drug interactions updated. Br J Pharmacol 2007;151:737e48.

44. Tatsumi M, Groshan K, Blakely RD, et al. Pharmacological profile of
antidepressants and related compounds at human monoamine
transporters. Eur J Pharmacol 1997;340:249e58.

45. Schneeweiss S. A basic study design for expedited safety signal
evaluation based on electronic healthcare data. Pharmacoepidemiol
Drug Saf 2010;19:858e68.

46. Bennett S. Analysis of survival data by the proportional odds model.
Stat Med 1983;2:273e7.

47. Brownstein JS, Murphy SN, Goldfine AB, et al. Rapid identification of
myocardial infarction risk associated with diabetes medications using
electronic medical records. Diabetes Care 2010;33:526e31.

48. Brownstein JS, Freifeld CC. HealthMap: the development of
automated real-time internet surveillance for epidemic intelligence.
Euro Surveill 2007;12:E071129e25.

49. Trivedi MH, Rush AJ, Ibrahim HM, et al. The Inventory of depressive
symptomatology, clinician rating (IDS-C) and Self-report (IDS-SR),
and the quick inventory of depressive symptomatology, clinician
rating (QIDS-C) and self-report (QIDS-SR) in public sector patients
with mood disorders: a psychometric evaluation. Psychol Med
2004;34:73e82.

50. Kharofa J, Sekar P, Haverbusch M, et al. Selective serotonin
reuptake inhibitors and risk of hemorrhagic stroke. Stroke
2007;38:3049e51.

51. Kurdyak PA, Juurlink DN, Kopp A, et al. Antidepressants, warfarin,
and the risk of hemorrhage. J Clin Psychopharmacol 2005;25:561e4.

52. Maurer-Spurej E, Pittendreigh C, Solomons K. The influence of
selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors on human platelet serotonin.
Thromb Haemost 2004;91:119e28.

53. Matchar DB, Thakur ME, Gross I, et al. Testing for cytochrome p450
polymorphisms in adults with non-psychotic depression treated with
selective serotonin reuptake inhibitors (SSRIs). Evid Rep Technol
Assess (Full Rep) 2007;146:1e77.

8 Castro VM, Gallagher PJ, Clements CC, et al. BMJ Open 2012;2:e000544. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2011-000544

Antidepressant use and GI and other bleeding complications in MDD

 on M
ay 23, 2022 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://bm

jopen.bm
j.com

/
B

M
J O

pen: first published as 10.1136/bm
jopen-2011-000544 on 30 M

arch 2012. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://bmjopen.bmj.com/

