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Abstract 

Background: Cancer patients experience increased risk of death from accident and suicide. Cognitive impairment 
induced by cancer-related inflammation and stress-related psychiatric symptoms may be underlying mechanisms. 
We therefore studied the association between use of nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs) and risk of these 
outcomes.

Methods: Following a cohort of 388,443 cancer patients diagnosed between October 2005 and December 2014 in 
Sweden, we ascertained dispense of aspirin or non-aspirin NSAIDs from 3 months before cancer diagnosis onward 
and defined the on-medication period as from date of drug dispense until the prescribed dosage was consumed. 
Follow-up time outside medicated periods and time from unexposed patients were defined as off-medication 
periods. We used Cox models to estimate hazard ratios (HRs) of death due to suicide or accident, by comparing the 
on-medication periods with off-medication periods.

Results: In total, 29.7% of the cancer patients had low-dose aspirin dispensed and 29.1% had non-aspirin NSAIDs 
dispensed. Patients with aspirin use were more likely to be male than patients without aspirin use. Compared with 
off-medication periods, there was a 22% lower risk of accidental death (N = 651; HR 0.78, 95% confidence interval 
[CI]: 0.70 to 0.87) during on-medication periods with aspirin. The use of aspirin was not associated with risk of suicide 
(N = 59; HR 0.96, 95% CI: 0.66 to 1.39). No association was noted between use of non-aspirin NSAIDs and the risk of 
suicide (N = 13; HR 0.95, 95% CI: 0.42 to 2.18) or accidental death (N = 59; HR 0.92, 95% CI: 0.68 to 1.26).

Conclusions: Intake of low-dose aspirin after cancer diagnosis was associated with a lower risk of unnatural deaths 
among cancer patients.
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Introduction
The impact of cancer and cancer treatment on cogni-
tion and mood changes has been well-characterized [1]. 
While improved treatment has increased the number of 
cancer survivors, studies have demonstrated that can-
cer patients experience increased symptoms of cogni-
tive impairment, anxiety, depression, and fatigue during 

and after cancer treatment [2]. These symptoms subvert 
normal functioning of the central and peripheral nervous 
system, which may manifest in pathophysiological pro-
cess of health consequences [3]. As a result, more can-
cer patients and survivors now suffer from stress-related 
health outcomes, including fatal and non-fatal injuries, 
accident, and suicide [4–7].

.It is plausible that biological mechanisms such as 
inflammation induced by cancer or cancer treatment 
contribute to increased risk of accidents and other unnat-
ural deaths in cancer patients. Inflammation is a hallmark 
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of cancer and increases in response to some cancer treat-
ments such as chemotherapy [8]. Several studies have 
identified a relationship between circulating pro-inflam-
matory markers and symptoms of cognitive impairment, 
mood and stress-related disorders, as well as peripheral 
neuropathy both at cancer diagnosis and during or soon 
after cancer treatment [9, 10]. Markers of inflammation 
such as increased neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratios were 
noted up to 20 years after cancer treatment and coin-
cide with symptoms of cognitive decline [11]. In a recent 
study, we demonstrated that aspirin was able to block 
tumour-induced memory impairment in mouse mod-
els of breast cancer, suggesting its potential to combat 
cancer-related cognitive and mood symptoms [12]. In 
humans, aspirin and non-aspirin NSAID use was shown 
to be associated with decreased risk of depression and 
depressive symptoms [13], especially in terms of contin-
ued use of low-dose aspirin [14].

.Taking advantage of the Swedish Prescribed Drug Reg-
ister and a national cohort of incident cancer patients in 
Sweden, we aimed to explore the association between 
use of low-dose aspirin and non-aspirin NSAIDs and the 
risk of suicide or death due to accident following a cancer 
diagnosis.

Methods
Study design
Due to the availability of data on medication since 
July 2005, we identified all patients with a newly diag-
nosed cancer (N = 403,322) between October 2005 
and December 2014 from the Swedish Cancer Regis-
ter, which includes almost complete information on all 
cancers diagnosed in Sweden since 1958 onward [15]. 
All patients were cross-linked to the Swedish Causes of 
Death and Migration Registers using the personal iden-
tification numbers assigned uniquely to all residents in 
Sweden [16]. We excluded 155 patients who died and 
14,724 patients who emigrated before cancer diagnosis, 
leaving 388,443 patients to be followed from the date of 
cancer diagnosis, until emigration (Migration Register), 
death (Causes of Death Register), or December 31, 2014, 
whichever occurred first. We used 7th Swedish revision 
of the International Classifications of Diseases (ICD) 
codes to classify different cancer types (Supplementary 
Materials, Table S1).

Ascertainment of exposures
The Swedish Prescribed Drug Register contains infor-
mation on prescribed and dispensed medications from 
all Swedish pharmacies since July 2005 [17]. All phar-
macies, retailers and wholesalers across the country 

are obligated to report the sales on monthly basis with 
overall very good data quality [17]. Unused drugs are 
advised to be returned to the pharmacies for incinera-
tion. The proportion of all returned drugs was around 
2.3–4.6% of the dispensed volume [18]. Medications in 
this register are classified according to the Anatomical 
Therapeutic Chemical (ATC) system [19]. The regis-
ter includes information on medicine types, prescrip-
tion and dispensing dates, quantity, defined daily dose 
and prescription text [17]. Low-dose aspirin and most 
NSAIDs cannot be purchased over-the-counter without 
a prescription in Sweden [20]. Patients who had medi-
cations dispensed with ATC codes B01AC06, B01AC30 
and B01AC56 were considered as medicated with lose-
dose aspirin (limited to daily dose of 75 or 160 mg). 
We focused on low-dose aspirin that tends to be used 
in long term in the present study, because of its poten-
tial effect of reducing stress-related outcomes [14, 21]. 
Patients who had medications dispensed with ATC 
code M01A were considered as medicated with non-
aspirin NSAIDs.

We identified all low-dose aspirin and non-aspirin 
NSAIDs dispensed from 3 months before cancer diag-
nosis until the end of follow-up, because prescription 
drugs are dispensed for up to a three-month supply in 
Sweden. Multiple prescriptions at the same dispense 
date for the same medicine (2% for aspirin, 1.6% for 
non-aspirin NSAIDs) were summed up and unused 
medicines returned to the pharmacies were extracted 
from the amount of the previous dispense (0.3% for 
aspirin, 0.3% for other NSAIDs). Because of the time-
varying nature of medication use, we constructed 
on- and off-medication periods for each patient after 
cancer diagnosis through information on dispense date 
and dosage according to the prescription text. The on-
medication period was defined as the interval from the 
most recent dispense date of a specific NSAID, until 
the last day when the dispensed drug was estimated to 
be consumed. Time periods outside the on-medication 
periods among patients that had ever used NSAIDs, 
and among patients that did not use any NSAID dur-
ing follow-up, were defined as off-medication periods 
(Supplementary Materials Fig. S1).

Because the defined daily dose does not necessarily 
correspond to the recommended or prescribed daily 
dose, we estimated days on medication as the division 
of the total amount of dispensed drug by the prescribed 
daily dosage per medicated period for each patient. The 
information on prescribed daily dosage for each on-
medication period was extracted from the prescription 
text, or from the defined daily dose when the prescrip-
tion text was not available (25% for aspirin, 4% for non-
aspirin NSAIDs).
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Ascertainment of completed suicide and death due 
to accident
The Swedish Causes of Death Register collects nation-
wide information from 1961 onward, including dates 
and the underlying and contributing causes of death [22], 
with high accuracy [23]. We used the 10th Swedish revi-
sion of ICD (International Classification of Diseases) 
codes X60-X84, V01-X59, and Y85-Y86 to ascertain 
deaths from suicide and accident (Supplementary Mate-
rials Table S2). Death due to accident was further classi-
fied as deaths due to transport accident, fall, accidental 
threat to breathing, unspecified fracture, or others.

Covariables
Patients’ use of drug as well as their general health status 
may confound the association between aspirin and non-
aspirin NSAIDs and risk of unnatural deaths from suicide 
and accident. To control for these confounding factors, 
we included socioeconomic status (education, occupa-
tion, cohabitation status), mental health status (history of 
psychiatric disorder), and general health status (Chronic 
Disease Score) as covariates. The Longitudinal Integra-
tion Database for Health Insurance and Labour Market 
Studies (LISA) was established by Statistics Sweden and 
collects data from labor market, and educational and 
social sectors annually for individuals over 16 years of age 
[24]. Information on the highest educational level, occu-
pation, and cohabitation status at the time of diagnosis 
was retrieved from LISA for all cancer patients. Chronic 
Disease Score is a measure of comorbidity based on the 
aggregated number of prescribed medications. The score 
is a summary of weights from each comorbidity category 
represented by medication classes [25, 26]. As a proxy of 
general health status, we calculated a Chronic Disease 
Score, based on the prescribed medications before cancer 
diagnosis, for each patient [25], after excluding anxiolyt-
ics, antidepressant, antipsychotic, and anti-inflammatory 
medications because of their close relationship with the 
exposure or other covariables. We defined history of psy-
chiatric disorders as having any inpatient or outpatient 
hospital visit for psychiatric disorders from 1987 onward 
using the ICD-9 codes 290–319 and ICD-10 codes F10-
F99. Because of the close link between psychiatric disor-
ders and suicide and death due to accident [27, 28], we 
updated this variable per on- or off-medication period 
for each patient.

Statistical analysis
We first described the demographic and clinical char-
acteristics of the cancer patients, with and without 
medications, including sex, age at cancer diagnosis, 
calendar period of diagnosis (2005–2008, 2009–2011 

or 2012–2014), highest educational level (> 12 years as 
after secondary school, 9–12 years as secondary school, 
< 9 years as primary school, or missing), occupation 
(blue collar, white collar, farmers, self-employed, retired 
or unemployed, or unclassified or missing), cohabita-
tion status (cohabitation, non-cohabitation, or missing), 
cancer type (prostate cancer, breast cancer, colorectal 
cancer, non-melanoma skin cancer, hematopoietic malig-
nancy, lung cancer, severe cancer [esophagus, liver and 
pancreas] and others), cancer stage (localized limited, 
localized advanced, regional spread, distant metastasis, 
unknown, or not applicable), history of psychiatric disor-
ders (no or yes), and Chronic Disease Score (0, 1–2, 3–5, 
or > 6).

To assess the impact of taking aspirin and non-aspirin 
NSAIDs separately, we used Cox proportional hazards 
regression models to estimate the hazard ratios (HRs) 
and 95% confidence intervals (CIs) of suicide and death 
due to accident after cancer diagnosis, by comparing the 
on-medication periods with the off-medication periods 
of aspirin, and of non-aspirin NSAIDs, separately. In 
the first model, we used time since cancer diagnosis as 
the underlying timescale, and additionally adjusted the 
estimates for age at diagnosis (continuous variable), sex, 
highest educational level, occupation, cohabitation sta-
tus, and calendar year of diagnosis. A continuous func-
tion of time was modeled with restricted cubic splines. 
In a second model, we additionally adjusted for cancer 
type, cancer stage, and Chronic Disease score (continu-
ous variable). In a third model, in addition to all varia-
bles adjusted for the second model, we also adjusted for 
history of psychiatric disorders. The three models were 
designed to demonstrate the roles of different covariables 
on the studied associations. To illustrate the temporal 
pattern of the association, we also estimated the hazard 
as a function of time using restricted cubic splines with 
three knots that were evenly distributed along time at 
risk, based on the third model.

We performed sensitivity analyses. First, to assess 
the validity of our definition for on- and off-medication 
period, we defined the first month after each on-med-
ication period also as on-medication period rather than 
off-medication period. Second, to separately evaluate 
the association for first-time use and repeated use of the 
medications, for each on- and off-medication period, 
we defined as with previous use if there was a previous 
on-mediation period since July 2005, and as without 
previous use if there was no previous on-medication 
period. Third, because a proportion of cancer patients 
had unknown stage at diagnosis, in a sensitivity analysis, 
we imputed unknown cancer stage to assess the influ-
ence of such missingness on the main results. Fourth, 
to exclude potential influence from other NSAIDs when 
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investigating the effect of aspirin use (and vice versa), we 
compared the on-medication periods of aspirin or non-
aspirin NSAIDs with off-medication periods with neither 
aspirin nor non-aspirin NSAIDs. Finally, to assess the 
role of other medications with potential impact on cog-
nitive function and psychiatric symptoms, we performed 
additional analysis with further adjustment for use of 
opioids (ATC code N02A), use of anxiolytics (ATC code 
N05B), or use of antidepressants (ATC code N06A).

Because an association was mainly noted between 
the use of low-dose aspirin and accidental death, we 
also performed several secondary analyses to assess the 
robustness of this finding. First, because patients are 
often asked to discontinue aspirin use during surgical 
treatment to avoid major bleeding [29], we performed 
additional analysis to separately assess the studied asso-
ciations within first year (as a proxy for the time win-
dow of primary cancer treatment including surgery) and 
beyond first year after cancer diagnosis. Second, to fur-
ther alleviate the concern of residual confounding, we 
separately compared the on-medication periods with 
off-medication periods of the same individuals (within-
individual comparison). Third, because individuals with 
different characteristics have been shown to have differ-
ent risk of accidental death following a cancer diagnosis 
[30, 31], we separately analyzed the association by sex, 
age, cancer type, cancer stage, history of psychiatric dis-
orders, Chronic Disease Score, highest educational level, 
cohabitation status, and employment status (employed 
vs. retired or unemployed). Finally, in addition to any 
death due to accident, we separately studied the associa-
tion by major causes of accidental death.

We found no major violation of the proportional haz-
ards assumption in all analyses by plotting Schoenfeld 
residuals. All analyses were performed in SAS 9.4 (SAS 
Institute) and STATA 14.1 (StataCorp LP, College Sta-
tion, USA).

The study was approved by the Regional Ethical Review 
Board in Stockholm, Sweden (Dnr 2015/1574–31). Indi-
vidual informed consent was waived in this approval.

Results
In total, 29.7% of the cancer patients had low-dose aspi-
rin dispensed and 29.1% had non-aspirin NSAIDs dis-
pensed. Compared with patients without aspirin use, 
patients with aspirin use were more likely to be male, 
older at cancer diagnosis, less educated, unemployed or 
retired, and have higher Chronic Disease Score (Table 1). 
Patients with non-aspirin NSAID use were younger, more 
educated, more likely to be cohabitating, and had lower 
Chronic Disease Score, compared with patients without 
use of non-aspirin NSAIDs. A higher incidence of death 

due to accident than suicide was consistently noted dur-
ing the follow-up (Supplementary Materials Fig. S2).

Completed suicide
There were 287 completed suicides observed during fol-
low-up, among which 59 occurred during on-medication 
period of low-dose aspirin, whereas 13 occurred during 
on-medication period of non-aspirin NSAIDs (Table  2). 
Neither aspirin use (HR 0.96, 95% CI: 0.66 to 1.39) nor 
use of non-aspirin NSAIDs (HR 0.95, 95% CI: 0.42 to 
2.18) was associated with a lower risk of suicide. There 
was no clear variation of the null association by time 
since cancer diagnosis (Fig. 1A).

The results did not change when including 1 month 
after on-medication period as exposed period (Supple-
mentary Materials Table  S3), when comparing to peri-
ods without prescription of any NSAIDs (Supplementary 
Materials Table S4), or with further adjustment for use of 
other medications (Supplementary Materials Table  S5). 
No statistically significant association was noted for the 
risk of suicide in relation to either first-time or repeated 
use of either medication (Table  3). Imputation of 
unknown cancer stage rendered also similar results (Sup-
plementary Materials Table S6).

Death due to accident
There were in total 2278 deaths due to accident during 
follow-up, among which 651 occurred during on-medi-
cation periods of low-dose aspirin, whereas 59 occurred 
during on-medication periods of non-aspirin NSAIDs 
(Table  2). Aspirin use was associated with a 22% lower 
risk of death due to accident (HR 0.78, 95% CI: 0.70 to 
0.87). The risk reduction in relation to aspirin use was 
also noted when comparing medicated periods to off-
medicated periods of the same patient (HR 0.87, 95% CI: 
0.77 to 0.98). No association was however noted for non-
aspirin NSAIDs (HR 0.92, 95% CI: 0.68 to 1.26). The risk 
reduction in death due to accident, in relation to use of 
low-dose aspirin was mainly noted from 1 year until 6 
years after cancer diagnosis (Fig. 1B).

The results did not change when including 1 month 
after on-medication period as exposed period (Supple-
mentary Materials Table  S3), when comparing to peri-
ods without prescription of any NSAIDs (Supplementary 
Materials Table  S4), or with additional adjustment for 
use of other medications (Supplementary Materials 
Table  S5). We found a lower risk of death due to acci-
dent in relation to repeated use of low-dose aspirin (HR 
0.58, 95% CI: 0.51 to 0.66) but not first-time use (Table 3). 
Imputation on unknown stage rendered similar results 
(Supplementary Materials Table S6).

The risk reduction in death due to accident, in relation 
to use of low-dose aspirin, was not statistically significant 
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Table 1 Baseline characteristics of cancer patients according to their use of low-dose aspirin and non-aspirin NSAIDs from 3 months 
before diagnosis onward, a cohort study of 388,443 cancer patients diagnosed between Oct 2005 and Dec 2014 in Sweden

Low-dose aspirin Non-aspirin NSAIDs Patients without use 
of either medication
(N = 192,333)Patients without use 

of low-dose aspirin
(N = 273,123)

Patients with use 
of low-dose aspirin 
(N = 115,320)

Patients without use 
of non-aspirin NSAIDs
(N = 275,449)

Patients with use of 
non-aspirin NSAIDs 
(N = 112,994)

Male, N (%) 134,055 (49.1) 70,209 (60.9) 145,684 (52.9) 58,580 (51.8) 95,413 (49.6)

Mean age at diagnosis 
(SD), year

65.27 (13.0) 73.70 (10.2) 69.18 (12.8) 64.35 (12.2) 66.70 (13.0)

Calendar year of diag-
nosis, N (%)

2005–2008 80,797 (29.6) 43,430 (37.6) 71,183 (25.8) 53,044 (46.9) 45,283 (23.5)

2009–2011 91,471 (33.5) 40,789 (35.4) 92,512 (33.6) 39,748 (35.2) 62,482 (32.5)

2012–2014 100,855 (36.9) 31,101 (27.0) 111,754 (40.6) 20,202 (17.9) 84,568 (44.0)

Highest educational 
level, N (%)

Beyond secondary 
school

71,038 (26.0) 19,899 (17.3) 62,018 (22.5) 28,919 (25.6) 48,441 (25.2)

Secondary school 111,169 (40.7) 41,880 (36.3) 106,489 (38.7) 46,560 (41.2) 76,880 (40.0)

Primary school 88,207 (32.3) 51,940 (45.0) 103,726 (37.6) 36,421 (32.2) 64,993 (33.8)

Missing 2709 (1.0) 1601 (1.4) 3216 (1.2) 1094 (1.0) 2019 (1.0)

Occupation, N (%)

Blue collar 23,767 (8.7) 3498 (3.0) 16,918 (6.1) 10,347 (9.2) 14,852 (7.7)

White collar 52,211 (19.1) 7721 (6.7) 37,922 (13.8) 22,010 (19.5) 33,300 (17.3)

Farmers 2079 (0.8) 625 (0.5) 1873 (0.7) 831 (0.7) 1452 (0.8)

Self-employed 9401 (3.4) 2420 (2.1) 7674 (2.8) 4147 (3.7) 6117 (3.2)

Retired or unemployed 143,688 (52.6) 86,694 (75.2) 166,437 (60.4) 63,945 (56.6) 103,998 (54.1)

Unclassified or missing 41,946 (15.4) 14,355 (12.5) 44,597 (16.2) 11,704 (10.4) 32,614 (16.9)

Cohabitation status, 
N (%)

Cohabitating 136,088 (49.8) 56,219 (48.8) 129,433 (47.0) 62,874 (55.6) 91,427 (47.5)

Non-cohabitating 106,358 (38.9) 46,411 (40.3) 107,994 (39.2) 44,775 (39.6) 74,280 (38.6)

Missing 30,677 (11.2) 12,690 (11.0) 38,022 (13.8) 5345 (4.7) 26,626 (13.8)

Cancer type, N (%)

Prostate cancer 49,566 (18.1) 26,095 (22.6) 49,439 (18.0) 26,222 (23.2) 32,590 (16.9)

Breast cancer 43,544(15.9) 10,755 (9.3) 36,298 (13.2) 18,001 (15.9) 28,985 (15.1)

Colorectal cancer 30,024 (11.0) 13,221 (11.5) 31,576 (11.5) 11,669 (10.3) 21,764 (11.3)

Non-melanoma skin 
cancer

14,972 (5.5) 10,289 (8.9) 20,044 (7.3) 5217 (4.6) 11.894 (6.2)

Hematopoietic malig-
nancy

18,518 (6.8) 9425 (8.2) 21,340 (7.7) 6603 (5.8) 14.155 (7.4)

Lung cancer 18,017 (6.6) 8693 (7.5) 19,965 (7.2) 6745 (6.0) 13,210 (6.9)

Severe cancer (esopha-
gus, liver and pancreas)

12,267 (4.5) 4494 (3.9) 13,829 (5.0) 2932 (2.6) 10,055 (5.2)

Others 86,215 (31.6) 32,348 (28.1) 82,917 (30.1) 35,646 (31.5) 59,680 (31.0)

Cancer stage at 
 diagnosisa, N (%)

Localized limited 79,238 (29.0) 28,324 (24.5) 75,534 (27.4) 32,028 (28.3) 55,302 (28.7)

Localized advanced 16,403 (6.0) 7570 (6.6) 16,778 (6.1) 7195 (6.4) 11,295 (5.9)

Regional spread 29,086 (10.7) 10,704 (9.3) 26,872 (9.8) 12,918 (11.4) 19,221 (10.0)

Distant metastasis 29,759 (10.9) 10,668 (9.2) 30,902 (11.2) 9525 (8.4) 22,431 (11.7)

Unknown 100,119 (36.7) 48,629 (42.2) 104,015 (37.8) 44,733 (39.6) 69,929 (36.4)

Not applicable 18,518 (6.8) 9425 (8.2) 21,348 (7.7) 6595 (5.8) 14,155 (7.3)
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Table 1 (continued)

Low-dose aspirin Non-aspirin NSAIDs Patients without use 
of either medication
(N = 192,333)Patients without use 

of low-dose aspirin
(N = 273,123)

Patients with use 
of low-dose aspirin 
(N = 115,320)

Patients without use 
of non-aspirin NSAIDs
(N = 275,449)

Patients with use of 
non-aspirin NSAIDs 
(N = 112,994)

History of psychiatric 
disorders, N (%)

No 239,491 (87.7) 99,110 (85.9) 239,975 (87.1) 97,777 (86.5) 167,971 (87.3)

Yes 33,632 (12.3) 16,210 (14.1) 35,474 (12.9) 15,217 (13.5) 24,362 (12.7)

Chronic Disease Score, 
N (%)

0 105,699 (38.7) 9004 (7.8) 75,296 (27.3) 39,407 (34.9) 70,037 (36.4)

1–2 111,484 (40.8) 28,884 (25.1) 97,093 (35.3) 43,275 (38.3) 77,666 (40.4)

3–5 49,854 (18.3) 65,309 (56.6) 88,137 (32.0) 27,026 (23.9) 39,307 (20.4)

> 6 6086 (2.2) 12,123 (10.5) 14,923 (5.4) 3286 (2.9) 5323 (2.8)

Abbreviations: NSAID, non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs
a Defined by European Network of Cancer Registries Condensed TNM Scheme and staging system: localized limited (T-localized/N0/M0 or FIGO 0-I), localized 
advanced (T-advanced/N0/M0 or FIGO II), regional spread (any T/N+/M0 or FIGO III), distant metastasis (any T/any N/M+ or FIGO IV), or unknown stage. Hematological 
malignancies were classified as not applicable

Table 2 Association of NSAID use with risk of death due to suicide or accident after cancer diagnosis, a cohort study of 388,443 cancer 
patients diagnosed between Oct 2005 and Dec 2014 in Sweden

Abbreviations: NSAID, non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs; IR, incidence rate; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval
a Off medication time included follow-up time accumulated among patients without any dispensed NSAIDs during follow-up, as well as the non-medicated periods 
from patients that had any dispensed NSAIDs
b Analyses were adjusted for sex, age at diagnosis, calendar year of cancer diagnosis, highest educational level, occupation and cohabitation status; time since cancer 
diagnosis was used as the underlying timescale

Characteristics Completed suicide Death due to accident

N Crude IR (per 
1000 person-
years)

HR (95% CI) N Crude IR (per 
1000 person-
years)

HR (95% CI)

Low-dose aspirin
Off medication (Ref ) a 228 0.23 1.0 1627 1.63 1.0

On medication b 59 0.25 0.92 (0.64–1.31) 651 2.80 0.88 (0.80–0.98)

As above + cancer stage, cancer type and Chronic Disease 
Score

– – 1.01 (0.69–1.47) – – 0.79 (0.71–0.88)

As above + history of psychiatric disorders – – 0.96 (0.66–1.39) – – 0.78 (0.70–0.87)

Non-aspirin NSAIDs
Off medication (Ref ) a 274 0.02 1.0 2219 0.15 1.0

On medication b 13 0.03 1.02 (0.45–2.32) 59 0.13 0.96 (0.71–1.30)

As above + cancer stage, cancer type and Chronic Disease 
Score

– – 1.01 (0.44–2.32) – – 0.92 (0.68–1.25)

As above + history of psychiatric disorders – – 0.95 (0.42–2.18) – – 0.92 (0.68–1.25)

(See figure on next page.)
Fig. 1 Association of low-dose aspirin use with risk of death due to suicide or accident after cancer diagnosis by time since cancer diagnosis, a 
cohort study of 388,443 cancer patients diagnosed between Oct 2005 and Dec 2014 in Sweden*. A. Suicide; B. Accident. *Analyses were adjusted 
for sex, age at diagnosis, cancer stage, cancer type, highest education level, occupation, residence, cohabitation status, history of psychiatric 
disorders, chronic disease score, and calendar year of cancer diagnosis. A continuous function of time was modeled with restricted cubic splines
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Fig. 1 (See legend on previous page.)
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during the first year (HR 0.92; 95% CI: 0.71 to 1.19) but 
statistically significant thereafter (HR 0.88; 95% CI: 0.78 
to 0.98) after cancer diagnosis. The risk reduction was 
more prominent among male patients, younger patients 
(< 60), patients with hematopoietic malignancies, patients 
without a history of psychiatric disorders, patients 
with a higher Chronic Disease Score, and patients that 
were retired or unemployed (Supplementary Materials 
Table S7). In the analysis of causes of death due to acci-
dents, we found a similar reduction in the risks for differ-
ent types of accidents in relation to use of aspirin (Fig. 2).

Discussion
Using a nationwide cohort study, we assessed the asso-
ciation between use of low-dose aspirin and non-aspirin 
NSAIDs and the risk of unnatural deaths among cancer 
patients. We found that low-dose aspirin use was associ-
ated with a 22% lower risk of death due to accident but 
not suicide whereas use of non-aspirin NSAIDs was not 
associated with the risk of either death due to accident 
or suicide. When separately analyzing prevalent use and 

incident use, we found that prevalent use of either aspirin 
or non-aspirin NSAIDs was associated with a lower risk 
of death due to accident, whereas incident use of such 
medication was not. Our study provides evidence for a 
potentially beneficial effect of NSAID use, especially low-
dose aspirin and long-term use, in reducing severe acci-
dents after cancer diagnosis.

Strength and limitations
The major strength of this study includes the nationwide 
population-based cohort design, the complete follow-
up, and the prospectively and independently collected 
information on medication, cancer, and death outcomes, 
which largely minimized the potential risk of selection 
and information biases. The use of dispensed rather than 
prescribed medications, the use of prescription text to 
define medication status, and the time-varying definition 
of medication use served to limit potential misclassifi-
cation of the exposure. Because medications are largely 
financed by the universal healthcare insurance to each 
resident in Sweden, the findings of the present study are 

Table 3 Association of NSAID use with risk of death due to suicide or accident after cancer diagnosis, separate analysis by status of 
previous medication use, a cohort study of 388,443 cancer patients diagnosed between Oct 2005 and Dec 2014 in Sweden

Abbreviations: NSAID, non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs; IR, incidence rate; HR, hazard ratio; CI, confidence interval
a  Off medication time included follow-up time accumulated among patients without any dispensed NSAIDs during follow-up, as well as the non-medicated periods 
from patients that had any dispensed NSAIDs
b  Analyses were adjusted for sex, age at diagnosis, calendar year of cancer diagnosis, highest educational level, occupation, cohabitation status, cancer stage, cancer 
type, Chronic Disease Score and history of psychiatric disorders; time since cancer diagnosis was used as the underlying timescale

Characteristics Completed suicide Death due to accident

N Crude IR (per 
1000 person-
years)

HR (95% CI) N Crude IR (per 
1000 person-
years)

HR (95% CI)

Low-dose aspirin
Without previous use
Off medication (Ref ) a 187 0.22 1.0 1060 1.22 1.0

On medication (first-time 
use) b

10 0.53 1.83 (0.84–3.96) 60 3.20 1.36 (1.03–1.80)

With previous use
Off medication (Ref ) a 41 0.30 1.0 567 4.20 1.0

On medication (repeated 
use) b

49 0.23 0.69 (0.42–1.13) 591 2.77 0.58 (0.51–0.66)

P for interaction < 0.001 P for interaction < 0.001

Non-aspirin NSAIDs
Without previous use
Off medication (Ref ) a 128 0.25 1.0 1233 2.38 1.0

On medication (first-time 
use) b

3 0.46 0.91 (0.13–6.55) 19 2.94 1.81 (1.10–2.96)

With previous use
Off medication (Ref ) a 146 0.21 1.0 986 1.45 1.0

On medication (repeated 
use) b

10 0.33 0.92 (0.37–2.29) 40 1.30 0.77 (0.52–1.13)

P for interaction = 0.99 P for interaction = 0.008
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not likely greatly influenced by other factors such as soci-
oeconomic status.

One limitation of the study is that the Prescribed Drug 
Register does not include medications administered dur-
ing hospitalization or in nursing home. This may result 
in misclassification of the exposure to some extent. How-
ever, it is unlikely that such misclassification is differen-
tial in terms of the outcomes. Another limitation is that 
we did not have information on the actual consumption 
of medications among patients defined as exposed to 
these medications according to drug dispense. In our 
study, 84.0% patients ever medicated with low-dose aspi-
rin had at least two dispensing records, indicating that 
vast majority of the users of low-dose aspirin had likely 
consumed the dispensed medications. Further, because 
patients who did not consume medications as expected 
should ideally have contributed their person time to 
the off-medication periods rather than on-medication 
periods, this misclassification is expected to have led 
to underestimation of the inverse association noted for 
aspirin use. Because information on other potential con-
founders such as lifestyle factors was unavailable, and 
there was a proportion of cancer patients with unknown 
cancer stage, residual confounding remains a concern. 
The similar results obtained in the within-individual 

comparison and after multiple imputation for unknown 
cancer stage alleviated this concern to some extent. There 
is also a concern of indication bias, namely that the indi-
cations for NSAIDs use - mostly inflammatory condi-
tions - might have biased the estimates of the studied 
associations. This is likely most relevant for first-time use 
of aspirin and non-aspirin NSAIDs, for both of which an 
increased risk of death due to incidents was noted. As a 
result, the overall association as reported in Table 2 could 
also have been biased partially due to this. Finally, the 
possibility of chance findings cannot be excluded com-
pletely because of the smaller number of outcomes, and 
this is especially true for completed suicide.

Interpretation of results
The excess risks of suicide and accidents among cancer 
patients have been reported in many countries [4, 6, 32, 
33]. Although more than twice as many cancer patients 
die from accidents than from suicide [6, 31], risk of death 
due to accident and its underlying reasons has been less 
investigated. Psychological distress related to receiving a 
cancer diagnosis and treatment, together with its result-
ant psychiatric symptoms such as depression, fatigue 
and poor concentration, may trigger the occurrence of 
both suicide and accidents in cancer patients [7, 34]. To 

Fig. 2 Association of low-dose aspirin use with the risk of death due to different types of accidents, a cohort study of 388,443 cancer patients 
diagnosed between Oct 2005 and Dec 2014 in Sweden*. *Analyses were adjusted for sex, age at diagnosis, cancer stage, cancer type, highest 
education level, occupation, residence, cohabitation status, history of psychiatric disorders, chronic disease score, and calendar year of cancer 
diagnosis. Time since cancer diagnosis was used as the underlying timescale
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our knowledge, potential preventive strategies have not 
been developed to mitigate the elevated risk of these 
outcomes. In our study, we found that low-dose aspirin 
use was associated with a lower risk of death due to acci-
dent. This finding, in line with previous studies, supports 
a potential role of aspirin use in reducing stress-related 
outcomes due to its anti-inflammatory properties [35, 
36]. Indeed, both cognitive impairment and peripheral 
neuropathy have been associated with inflammation in 
cancer patients, which was further correlated with defi-
cits in motor function [37, 38] and risk of external inju-
ries [39, 40]. Aspirin may intervene in this process and 
modify the risk. Although not statistically significant, it 
seems the lowest estimate on risk reduction was observed 
among patients with severe cancers (cancer in esophagus, 
liver or pancreas). It is possible that this group of patients 
can potentially benefit more from the anti-inflammatory 
property of aspirin due to their high level of either tumor-
induced or treatment-associated inflammation [41, 42].

The lack of statistically significant association between 
low-dose aspirin and risk of death due to suicide may 
indicate indeed a lack of association. However, it is also 
possible that an underlying association is masked by 
methodological issues. This contention is in particular 
compelling given recent findings showing that aspirin 
use reduces the risk of depression [21], which is a major 
predictor of suicide [7]. Unlike unpredictable death due 
to accident, completed suicide is intentional. During the 
immediate time period before suicide, patients might 
stop taking or dispensing medications [43]. This could 
have led to different kinds of biases. For instance, if the 
patients had dispensed aspirin recently, they would be 
counted as exposed to aspirin despite not actually using 
it. Alternatively, before suicide, patients might be less 
likely to dispense prescribed medications, leading to an 
artificial protective effect, i.e., less patients would have 
dispensed aspirin during the time before suicide com-
pared to expected. Another possible explanation for the 
lack of a statistically significant association is the lack 
of statistical power because of the smaller number of 
completed suicide. Moreover, suicide is known to be a 
challenge in classifying causes of death, and can be mis-
classified as deaths due to accident [44]. When combin-
ing completed suicide and deaths due to accident as one 
outcome, we found a 21% lower risk of unnatural deaths 
associated with the use of low-dose aspirin. A protective 
effect of low-dose aspirin on the risk of suicide following 
a cancer diagnosis can therefore not be ruled out.

Prevalent use of non-aspirin NSAIDs, but not inci-
dent use, was found to be associated with a lower risk 
of accidental death. Non-aspirin NSAIDs are a class of 
drugs with analgesic, anti-inflammatory, and anti-pyretic 
therapeutic properties [45]. Because of their side effect 

on gastrointestinal and cardiovascular systems when 
used chronically [46, 47], non-aspirin NSAIDs are rec-
ommended for use at the lowest effective dose, and for 
short-term use when possible [48]. In our study, the 
average duration of exposure to non-aspirin NSAIDs 
(1.4 months, corresponding to 4% of exposed follow-up 
time) was substantially shorter compared with the aver-
age duration of exposure to low-dose aspirin (16 months, 
corresponding to 77% of exposed follow-up time). This 
is also reflected by the greater numbers of outcomes 
among on-medication periods with aspirin compared to 
the on-medication periods with non-aspirin NSAIDs (see 
Table 2 for instance). As a result, the null overall associa-
tion between non-aspirin NSAIDs and risk of death due 
to accident might be due to chance (or lack of statistical 
power). In a sensitivity analysis, we observed an inverse 
association between prevalent use of both aspirin and 
non-aspirin NSAIDs, but not incident use of either, and 
risk of death due to accident. These results suggest that 
long-term use of NSAIDs, whether aspirin or non-aspi-
rin NSAIDs, is likely to be associated with a lower risk of 
death due to accident among cancer patients. The overall 
null association between non-aspirin NSAIDs and risk 
of death due to accident might therefore be attributable 
to the fact that most of the non-aspirin NSAIDs are used 
in short term whereas short-term use of such medica-
tion is unlikely to be associated with a lower risk of death 
due to accident among cancer patients. Taken together, 
these results might indicate the potential role of the anti-
inflammatory properties of NSAIDs in modulating the 
risk of accidents among patients with cancer.

Conclusions
In conclusion, the use of low-dose aspirin might be asso-
ciated with a lower risk of death due to accident among 
patients with cancer.

Abbreviations
NSAID: Non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs; ICD: International Classifica-
tions of Diseases; ATC : Anatomical Therapeutic Chemical; LISA: Longitudinal 
Integration Database for Health Insurance and Labour Market Studies; HR: 
Hazard Ratio; CI: Confidence Interval.

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1186/ s12885- 021- 09120-9.

Additional file 1. 

Acknowledgements
Not applicable.

Notes
Prior presentations: This work has been presented in the doctoral thesis book 
of the first author by Karolinska Institutet library.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-021-09120-9
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-021-09120-9


Page 11 of 12Shen et al. BMC Cancer           (2022) 22:75  

Authors’ contributions
Conception and design: Qing Shen, Arvid Sjölander, Fang Fang. Financial 
support: Fang Fang. Administrative support: Fang Fang. Provision of study 
materials or patients: Karin E. Smedby, Fang Fang. Collection and assembly of 
data: Karin E. Smedby, Fang Fang. Data analysis and interpretation: all authors. 
Manuscript writing: all authors. Final approval of manuscript: all authors. 
Accountable for all aspects of the work: all authors.

Funding
Open access funding provided by Karolinska Institute. This work was sup-
ported by the Swedish Cancer Society (grant numbers: CAN 2014/417 and 
20 0846 PjF to F.F.) and the Swedish Research Council for Health, Working Life 
and Welfare (grant number: 2017–00531 to F.F.); by Karolinska Institutet Senior 
Researcher Award and Strategic Research Area in Epidemiology Award (to 
F.F.); by China Scholarship Council (No. 201407930016 to Q.S.); by the National 
Health and Medical Research Council (GNT1147498 to E.K.S.) and National 
Breast Cancer Foundation (IIRS-20-025 to E.K.S.). The funders had no role in 
the design of the study; the collection, analysis, and interpretation of the data; 
the writing of the manuscript; or the decision to submit the manuscript for 
publication.

Availability of data and materials
Data from Swedish population and health registers cannot be put into a pub-
lic data repository due to Swedish law but are available through application to 
Statistics Sweden (https:// www. scb. se/ vara- tjans ter/ besta lla- mikro data/) and 
the Swedish National Board of Health and Welfare (https:// besta llada ta. socia 
lstyr elsen. se/).

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The study was approved by the Regional Ethical Review Board in Stockholm, 
Sweden (Dnr 2015/1574–31) on 9th December 2015. Individual informed con-
sent was waived for research purposes when using de-identified information 
from national registers according to Swedish regulation, given that an ethical 
permit has been granted by the Regional Ethical Review Board in Stockholm, 
Sweden (Dnr 2015/1574–31). All analysis was performed in accordance 
with the institutional guidelines as well as the Declaration of Helsinki in the 
manuscript.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
All authors have no conflict of interest to declare.

Author details
1 Department of Medical Epidemiology and Biostatistics, Karolinska Institutet, 
SE-171 77 Stockholm, Sweden. 2 Drug Discovery Biology Theme, Monash 
Institute of Pharmaceutical Sciences, Monash University, Parkville, VIC 5052, 
Australia. 3 Laboratory of ImmunoPsychiatry, Neuroscience Research Australia, 
Randwick, New South Wales 2031, Australia. 4 School of Psychiatry, University 
of New South Wales, Sydney 2052, Australia. 5 Unit of Integrative Epidemiology, 
Institute of Environmental Medicine, Karolinska Institutet, SE-171 77 Stock-
holm, Sweden. 6 Clinical Epidemiology and Biostatistics, School of Medical 
Sciences, Örebro University, SE-701 82 Örebro, Sweden. 7 Center of Public 
Health Sciences, University of Iceland, IS-101 Reykjavik, Iceland. 8 Department 
of Epidemiology, Harvard T. H. Chan. School of Public Health, Boston, MA 
02115, USA. 9 Division of Clinical Epidemiology, Department of Medicine Solna, 
Karolinska Institutet, SE-171 77 Stockholm, Sweden. 10 Center for Hematology, 
Karolinska University Hospital, SE-171 77 Stockholm, Sweden. 

Received: 14 September 2021   Accepted: 15 December 2021

References
 1. Wefel JS, Kayl AE, Meyers CA. Neuropsychological dysfunction associated 

with cancer and cancer therapies: a conceptual review of an emerging 
target. Br J Cancer. 2004;90(9):1691–6.

 2. Mitchell AJ, Chan M, Bhatti H, Halton M, Grassi L, Johansen C, et al. 
Prevalence of depression, anxiety, and adjustment disorder in oncologi-
cal, haematological, and palliative-care settings: a meta-analysis of 94 
interview-based studies. Lancet Oncol. 2011;12(2):160–74.

 3. Rohleder N. Stimulation of systemic low-grade inflammation by psycho-
social stress. Psychosom Med. 2014;76(3):181–9.

 4. Fang F, Fall K, Mittleman MA, Sparén P, Ye W, Adami H-O, et al. Suicide 
and cardiovascular death after a Cancer diagnosis. N Engl J Med. 
2012;366(14):1310–8.

 5. Shen Q, Lu D, Schelin MEC, Jöud A, Cao Y, Adami H-O, et al. Injuries before 
and after diagnosis of cancer: nationwide register based study. BMJ. 
2016;31:i4218.

 6. Yamauchi T, Inagaki M, Yonemoto N, Iwasaki M, Inoue M, Akechi T, et al. 
Death by suicide and other externally caused injuries following a cancer 
diagnosis: the Japan public health center-based prospective study. 
Psychooncology. 2014 Sep;23(9):1034–41.

 7. Anguiano L, Mayer DK, Piven ML, Rosenstein D. A Literature Review of 
Suicide in Cancer Patients: Cancer Nurs 2012;35(4):E14–E26.

 8. Hanahan D, Weinberg RA. Hallmarks of Cancer: the next generation. Cell. 
2011;144(5):646–74.

 9. Meyers CA, Albitar M, Estey E. Cognitive impairment, fatigue, and 
cytokine levels in patients with acute myelogenous leukemia or myelod-
ysplastic syndrome. Cancer. 2005;104(4):788–93.

 10. Bower JE, Lamkin DM. Inflammation and cancer-related fatigue: mecha-
nisms, contributing factors, and treatment implications. Brain Behav 
Immun. 2013;30:S48–57.

 11. van der Willik KD, Koppelmans V, Hauptmann M, Compter A, Ikram MA, 
Schagen SB. Inflammation markers and cognitive performance in breast 
cancer survivors 20 years after completion of chemotherapy: a cohort 
study. Breast Cancer Res. 2018;20(1):135.

 12. Walker AK, Chang A, Ziegler AI, Dhillon HM, Vardy JL, Sloan EK. Low dose 
aspirin blocks breast cancer-induced cognitive impairment in mice. PLoS 
One. 2018;13(12):e0208593.

 13. Köhler O, Benros ME, Nordentoft M, Farkouh ME, Iyengar RL, Mors O, 
et al. Effect of anti-inflammatory treatment on depression, depressive 
symptoms, and adverse effects: a systematic review and Meta-analysis of 
randomized clinical trials. JAMA Psychiatry. 2014;71(12):1381–91.

 14. Hu K, Sjölander A, Lu D, Walker AK, Sloan EK, Fall K, et al. Aspirin and 
other non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs and depression, anxiety, 
and stress-related disorders following a cancer diagnosis: a nationwide 
register-based cohort study. BMC Med. 2020;18(1):238.

 15. Barlow L, Westergren K, Holmberg L, Talbäck M. The completeness of the 
Swedish Cancer register – a sample survey for year 1998. Acta Oncol. 
2009;48(1):27–33.

 16. Ludvigsson JF, Almqvist C, Bonamy A-KE, Ljung R, Michaëlsson K, Neovius 
M, et al. Registers of the Swedish total population and their use in medi-
cal research. Eur J Epidemiol. 2016;31(2):125–36.

 17. Wettermark B, Hammar N, MichaelFored C, Leimanis A, Olausson PO, 
Bergman U, et al. The new Swedish Prescribed Drug Register—Oppor-
tunities for pharmacoepidemiological research and experience from the 
first six months. Pharmacoepidemiol Drug Saf. 16(7):726–35.

 18. Ekedahl ABE. Reasons why medicines are returned to Swedish pharma-
cies unused. Pharm World Sci. 2007;28(6):352–8.

 19. World Health Organization (WHO). Guidelines for ATC classification and 
DDD assignment [Internet]. WHO Collaborating Centre for Drug Statistics; 
Available from: https:// www. whocc. no/

 20. Frisk G, Ekberg S, Lidbrink E, Eloranta S, Sund M, Fredriksson I, et al. No 
association between low-dose aspirin use and breast cancer outcomes 
overall: a Swedish population-based study. Breast Cancer Res BCR [Inter-
net]. 2018 [cited 2019 Oct 3];20. Available from: https:// www. ncbi. nlm. 
nih. gov/ pmc/ artic les/ PMC62 47765/

 21. Kessing LV, Rytgaard HC, Gerds TA, Berk M, Ekstrøm CT, Andersen PK. New 
drug candidates for depression - a nationwide population-based study. 
Acta Psychiatr Scand. 2019;139(1):68–77.

 22. Brooke HL, Talbäck M, Hörnblad J, Johansson LA, Ludvigsson JF, 
Druid H, et al. The Swedish cause of death register. Eur J Epidemiol. 
2017;32(9):765–73.

https://www.scb.se/vara-tjanster/bestalla-mikrodata/
https://bestalladata.socialstyrelsen.se/
https://bestalladata.socialstyrelsen.se/
https://www.whocc.no/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6247765/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6247765/


Page 12 of 12Shen et al. BMC Cancer           (2022) 22:75 

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

 23. de Faire U, Friberg L, Lorich U, Lundman T. A validation of cause-of-death 
certification in 1,156 deaths. Acta Med Scand. 1976;200(3):223–8.

 24. Longitudinell integrationsdatabas för sjukförsäkrings- och arbets-
marknadsstudier (LISA) [Internet]. Statistiska Centralbyrån. [cited 2018 
May 22]. Available from: http:// www. scb. se/ vara- tjans ter/ besta lla- mikro 
data/ vilka- mikro data- finns/ longi tudin ella- regis ter/ longi tudin ell- integ ratio 
nsdat abas- for- sjukf orsak rings% 2D% 2Doch- arbet smark nadss tudier- lisa/

 25. Schneeweiss S, Seeger JD, Maclure M, Wang PS, Avorn J, Glynn RJ. Perfor-
mance of comorbidity scores to control for confounding in epidemio-
logic studies using claims data. Am J Epidemiol. 2001;154(9):854–64.

 26. Korff MV, Wagner EH, Saunders K. A chronic disease score from auto-
mated pharmacy data. J Clin Epidemiol. 1992;45(2):197–203.

 27. Mortensen P, Agerbo E, Erikson T, Qin P, Westergaard-Nielsen N. 
Psychiatric illness and risk factors for suicide in Denmark. Lancet. 
2000;355(9197):9–12.

 28. Qiu L, Yang Q, Sun N, Li D, Zhao Y, Li X, et al. Association between depres-
sion and the risk for fracture: a meta-analysis and systematic review. BMC 
Psychiatry. 2018 17;18(1):336.

 29. Burger W, Chemnitius J-M, Kneissl GD, Rücker G. Low-dose aspirin for 
secondary cardiovascular prevention - cardiovascular risks after its perio-
perative withdrawal versus bleeding risks with its continuation - review 
and meta-analysis. J Intern Med. 2005;257(5):399–414.

 30. Riihimäki M, Thomsen H, Brandt A, Sundquist J, Hemminki K. Death 
causes in breast cancer patients. Ann Oncol. 2012;23(3):604–10.

 31. Kendal WS, Kendal WM. Comparative risk factors for accidental and 
suicidal death in cancer patients. Crisis. 2012;33(6):325–34.

 32. Dalela D, Krishna N, Okwara J, Preston MA, Abdollah F, Choueiri TK, et al. 
Suicide and accidental deaths among patients with non-metastatic 
prostate cancer. BJU Int. 2016;118(2):286–97.

 33. Henson KE, Brock R, Charnock J, Wickramasinghe B, Will O, Pitman A. 
Risk of suicide after Cancer diagnosis in England. JAMA Psychiatry. 
2019;76(1):51–60.

 34. Crump C, Sundquist K, Winkleby MA, Sundquist J. Mental disorders and 
risk of accidental death. Br J Psychiatry J Ment Sci. 2013;203(3):297–302.

 35. Müller N. COX-2 Inhibitors, Aspirin, and Other Potential Anti-Inflammatory 
Treatments for Psychiatric Disorders. Front Psychiatry [Internet]. 2019 31 
[cited 2019 Aug 13];10. Available from: https:// www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ 
pmc/ artic les/ PMC65 55131/

 36. Berk M, Dean O, Drexhage H, McNeil JJ, Moylan S, O’Neil A, et al. Aspirin: 
a review of its neurobiological properties and therapeutic potential for 
mental illness. BMC Med. 2013;11(1):74.

 37. Felger JC, Treadway MT. Inflammation effects on motivation and 
motor activity: role of dopamine. Neuropsychopharmacology. 
2017;42(1):216–41.

 38. Bennabi D, Vandel P, Papaxanthis C, Pozzo T, Haffen E. Psychomotor retar-
dation in depression: a systematic review of diagnostic, pathophysiologic, 
and therapeutic implications. Biomed Res Int. 2013;2013:158746.

 39. Guo Z, Wills P, Viitanen M, Fastbom J, Winblad B. Cognitive impairment, 
drug use, and the risk of hip fracture in persons over 75 years old: a com-
munity-based prospective study. Am J Epidemiol. 1998;148(9):887–92.

 40. Holtzer R, Friedman R, Lipton RB, Katz M, Xue X, Verghese J. The relation-
ship between specific cognitive functions and falls in aging. Neuropsy-
chology. 2007;21(5):540–8.

 41. So AR, Si JM, Lopez D, Pellegrini M. Molecular signatures for inflammation 
vary across cancer types and correlate significantly with tumor stage, sex 
and vital status of patients. PLoS One. 2020;15(4):e0221545.

 42. Zong W-X, Thompson CB. Necrotic death as a cell fate. Genes Dev. 
2006;20(1):1–15.

 43. Loas G. Anhedonia and suicide: a 6.5-yr. follow-up study of patients 
hospitalised for a suicide attempt. Psychol Rep. 2007;100(1):183–90.

 44. Tøllefsen IM, Helweg-Larsen K, Thiblin I, Hem E, Kastrup MC, Nyberg U, 
et al. Are suicide deaths under-reported? Nationwide re-evaluations of 
1800 deaths in Scandinavia. BMJ Open. 2015;5(11):e009120.

 45. Conaghan PG. A turbulent decade for NSAIDs: update on current con-
cepts of classification, epidemiology, comparative efficacy, and toxicity. 
Rheumatol Int. 2012;32(6):1491–502.

 46. García Rodríguez LA, Barreales TL. Risk of upper gastrointestinal com-
plications among users of traditional NSAIDs and COXIBs in the general 
population. Gastroenterology. 2007;132(2):498–506.

 47. Antman Elliott M., Bennett Joel S., Daugherty Alan, Furberg Curt, Roberts 
Harold, Taubert Kathryn a. Use of Nonsteroidal Antiinflammatory Drugs 
Circulation 2007;115(12):1634–1642.

 48. Recommendations for use of selective and nonselective nonsteroidal 
antiinflammatory drugs: An American College of Rheumatology white 
paper. Arthritis Care Res. 2008;59(8):1058–73.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

http://www.scb.se/vara-tjanster/bestalla-mikrodata/vilka-mikrodata-finns/longitudinella-register/longitudinell-integrationsdatabas-for-sjukforsakrings%2D%2Doch-arbetsmarknadsstudier-lisa/
http://www.scb.se/vara-tjanster/bestalla-mikrodata/vilka-mikrodata-finns/longitudinella-register/longitudinell-integrationsdatabas-for-sjukforsakrings%2D%2Doch-arbetsmarknadsstudier-lisa/
http://www.scb.se/vara-tjanster/bestalla-mikrodata/vilka-mikrodata-finns/longitudinella-register/longitudinell-integrationsdatabas-for-sjukforsakrings%2D%2Doch-arbetsmarknadsstudier-lisa/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6555131/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6555131/

	NSAID use and unnatural deaths after cancer diagnosis: a nationwide cohort study in Sweden
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Methods: 
	Results: 
	Conclusions: 

	Introduction
	Methods
	Study design
	Ascertainment of exposures
	Ascertainment of completed suicide and death due to accident
	Covariables
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Completed suicide
	Death due to accident

	Discussion
	Strength and limitations
	Interpretation of results

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


