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Abstract  On September 30, 2004, Merck and Co. vol-
untary withdrew rofecoxib (Vioxx) from the market
due to increased risk of cardiovascular events associ-
ated with the drug. This raised some issues. It is unclear
whether the cardiac toxicities associated with rofecoxib
are due to its high COX-2 selectivity. Rofecoxib is the
most specific COX-2 inhibitor among the first genera-
tion of the class, i.e., negligible COX-1 inhibitory
effect. In addition to the gastrointestinal side effects,
COX-1 inhibition is known to offer cardioprotection.
This is one of the main present indications of aspirin-
like drugs. It is plausible that the COX-2 inhibition is
associated with altered homeostasis that is compen-
sated with the cardioprotection effect of COX-1 inhi-
bition that patients receive either through the less
COX-2 selectivity of other NSAIDs or through co-
administration of low dose aspirin. In addition, the car-
diac toxicity of rofecoxib could be due to its unique
chemical structure, its pharmacokinetics and tissue dis-
tribution, and/or the presence of toxic metabolites.
Nevertheless, one cannot ignore the public need for
NSAIDs with less gastrointestinal side effects than the
traditional drugs. However, based on some available
indirect evidence, and unless more clear-cut data
become available, the use of highly COX-2 selective
NSAIDs without the use of a suitable COX-1 inhibi-
tor, (e.g., low dose aspirin) may be best avoided. This
may be particularly relevant to the chronic use of these
drugs. 

On September 30, 2004 Merck and Co. instituted an
immediate voluntary worldwide withdrawal of Vioxx
(rofecoxib) a selective inhibitor of cyclooxygnease-2
(COX-2). Rofecoxib was approved by the United

States Food and Drug Administration (FDA) in May
1999, accounted for $2.5 billion in worldwide sales in
2003. It was indicated for osteoarthritis, rheumatoid
arthritis, severe menstrual cramps and, in higher dose-
strengths, for short-term relief of acute pain. It was
recently approved for use in children with juvenile
rheumatoid arthritis. This is the first prescription drug
since 2001 to be taken off the market for safety rea-
sons. However, there is a long history of the removal
of non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs)
from the market for a variety of reasons. They include
benoxaprofen, pirprofen, carprofen, bromfenac and a
controlled-release formulation of indomethacin. 

The regulatory approval of Vioxx was based on a
safety database of Phase III studies; which included
approximately 5000 patients on rofecoxib. The data
did not show an increased risk of heart attack or
stroke. Subsequently a double blind randomized, strat-
ified, parallel group prospective clinical trial, VIGOR
(VIOXX GI Outcomes Research), was conducted,
with 8076 patients to compare the occurrence of gas-
trointestinal toxicity of rofecoxib (50 mg daily) versus
another NSAID, naproxen (1000 mg daily), during
chronic treatment for patients with rheumatoid arthri-
tis (1). This study was primarily designed to examine
gastro-intestinal side effects of rofecoxib. Aspirin use
was not permitted in the study. The VIGOR study
demonstrated that patients taking rofecoxib had fewer
stomach ulcers and bleeding than patients taking
naproxen, however, the study also showed a greater
number of heart attacks in patients taking rofecoxib(1). 

The incidence of myocardial infarction was lower
among patients in the naproxen group than among
those in the rofecoxib group (0.1 percent vs. 0.4 per-
cent). Consequently, new safety information from the
VIGOR study was added to the labeling for Vioxx in
April 2002 that contraindicated using rofecoxib in
obvious cases of ischemic heart disease. Changes to the
summary of product characteristics and patient infor-
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mation leaflets highlighted the need for caution in
high-risk patients. Subsequently, additional published
data from other randomized controlled trials, retro-
spective observational studies, and spontaneous report-
ing schemes provided a conflicting body of evidence on
the cardiovascular risk with COX-2 inhibitors. Some
of these reports showed no differences in adverse car-
diac events between COX-2 inhibitors and non-selec-
tive NSAIDs (2-4). 

In 2000, Merck and Co. began a long-term prospective,
randomized, placebo-controlled, double blind, multi-
center clinical trial to test rofecoxib in adenomatous
polyposis prevention (APPROVe). This trial provided
an even more comprehensive picture of the cardiovas-
cular safety profile of rofecoxib. Although there were
some cardiovascular events within the first 18 months
of treatment, these data did not show any increased
risk of confirmed cardiovascular events in patients
receiving rofecoxib. The main impetus for the with-
drawal of rofecoxib, however, is suggested to be the
results and analysis of the first three-year data. In 2600
patients, rofecoxib 25 mg was compared with placebo
in the prevention of the recurrence of adenomatous pol-
yps of the large bowel in patients with a history of col-
orectal adenomas. The study included patients aged 40-
96; approximately 62% male. In total, 25 patients
receiving placebo and 45 receiving rofecoxib demon-
strated thromboembolic events. There were three
absolute event rates per 400 patient years in the pla-
cebo group versus six events per 400 patient years in
the rofecoxib treatment group. These increased risk of
confirmed serious thromboembolic events including
heart attack and stroke appeared statistically evident at
18 months of chronic dosing. Preliminary data released
showed that five people died out of the 1,287 taking
rofecoxib during the almost three-year study, one from
a heart attack and three from sudden cardiac death (i.e.
conduction problems with the heart). One death was
unrelated to the study. Among the 1,299 participants
given a placebo, there were also five deaths - three from
heart attacks, one from sudden cardiac death and one
from another cause. There were no stroke deaths,
although patients on rofecoxib had double the number
of strokes as compared with those in the non-drug
group. Although the number of deaths was equal in
both groups, those on placebo had only 25 cardiovas-
cular problems, compared to the 45 among those

administered rofecoxib once a day. These findings,
observed just two weeks from the end of the trial, sug-
gested that rofecoxib doubled the risk of heart attack
or stroke.

In contrast with the VIGOR trail, aspirin use<325 mg
per day was permitted during the APPROVe study.
However, aspirin was not administered as part of the
protocol, and salicylate or thromboxane concentra-
tions were not monitored during the study. It has been
suggested that the use of concomitant ASA did not
have a significant difference in the cardiac toxicity pro-
file of the APPROVe patients, however, the objective
of the study did not include the systematic study of
ASA's effects(5).

With the voluntary withdrawal from the market of
rofecoxib, the biomedical community is left with sev-
eral unanswered questions that need to be addressed: 

ARE THE CARDIAC TOXICITIES ASSOCIATED WITH 
ROFECOXIB DUE TO COX-2 SPECIFICITY? 

There are several other COX-2 inhibitors similar to
rofecoxib (Vioxx) on the market including: Celecoxib
(Celebrex) approved in 1999, and a second generation
of these agents with improved COX-2 selectivity have
also been developed including valdecoxib (Bextra,
approved in 2001), etoricoxib (Arcoxia), and lumira-
coxib (Prexige), parecoxib (Dynastat), deracoxib (Dera-
maxx) (for veterinary use), tiracoxib and cimicoxib.
Several other coxibs are currently undergoing clinical
development. Meloxicam (Mobicox), an off-patent
NSAID, has been demonstrated to be COX-2 selective.

Both the conventional and COX-2 selective NSAIDs
elicit their beneficial anti-inflammatory effect through
inhibition of the COX-2 pathway. Indeed the efficacy
or potency of the anti-inflammatory effect of NSAIDs
is independent of their degree of COX-2 selectivity.
The conventional NSAIDs however, inhibit the COX-
1 pathway as well. This pathway is responsible for
both the main side effect of NSAIDs i.e. gastrointesti-
nal damages, as well as their aspirin-like cardiovascular
protection properties. Among the first generation
COX-2 selective inhibitors (celecoxib and meloxicam)
rofecoxib is the most selective one (Table 1). This was
thought to be the main advantage of rofecoxib over
other COX-2 selective NSAIDs. Indeed, all of the sec-
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ond-generation COX-2 selective inhibitors are
designed to be even more selective than rofecoxib.

Table 1: A selected group of non-steroidal anti-
inflammatory drugs with various degree of selectivity in
inhibiting the cyclooxygenase 2 pathway.

The rationale for developing highly selective COX-2
selective drugs is that, since the discovery of heteroge-
neity of COX enzymes, it has been believed that under
healthy conditions, the COX-2 pathway is non-exis-
tent and it is only induced in response to an inflamma-
tory assault. Conversely, COX-1 enzymes are
constitutive and are required for the maintenance of
the cell integrity (5). Hence, the goal of the molecular
designers became to make NSAIDs with potent COX-
2 but without COX-1 inhibitory effect. With this
trend of thought two main assumptions were taken for
granted: 1) The COX-2 pathway has no physiological
role because it is non-existent under healthy conditions
and 2) The lower the COX-1 activity, the safer the
NSAID. Both these assumptions, however, are open to
debate.

Firstly, more recent data indicate that COX-2 is
present in healthy organs such as kidneys and brain (6)
and appears to have physiological roles such as being
involved in the electrolyte retention and hence may
influence blood pressure (7). Secondly, COX-1 inhibi-
tion has cardiovascular protection properties; hence,
highly COX-2 selective NSAIDs lack this important
beneficial effect. 

It is well acknowledged that patients with inflamma-
tory conditions, more specifically those with rheuma-
toid arthritis, are more prone to cardiovascular
complications than the general population (9). Most of
these patients are usually under therapy with NSAIDs.
Traditionally, they were treated with drugs with both
COX-1 and COX-2 inhibitory activity. Furthermore,
celecoxib and meloxicam also contain some apprecia-
ble COX-1 inhibitory activity (Table 1). Beneficial and
adverse consequences of inhibition of each COX path-

way in the absence of the other are not known. How-
ever, COX-2 inhibition appears to be not quite
without physiological consequences at the cardiovascu-
lar level. This plausible effect, however, may be com-
pensated by protective properties mediated by COX-1.
The mixed effect is attained when either the NSAID
possesses some COX-1 inhibitory activity or when
aspirin (which irreversibly acetylates COX-1 and 2) is
allowed in the regimen. The Celecoxib Long-Term
Arthritis Safety Study (CLASS) was a double-blind,
randomized controlled trial of 8059 patients, in which
patients received celecoxib (400 mg twice per day), ibu-
profen (800 mg three times per day), or diclofenac (75
mg twice per day) (10). The CLASS trial with cele-
coxib did not raise any alarm regarding significant dif-
ferences in cardiovascular events as compared with
other NSAIDs. However, Pfizer will begin a clinical
trial of osteoarthritis patients with a history of heart
disease to examine the efficacy of celecoxib against a
placebo in terms of prevention and protection from
heart attack and stroke (8).

Interestingly in the Vioxx trail (VIGOR) aspirin was
not allowed but in the APPROVe trial <325 mg per
day) was permitted although this was not systemati-
cally regulated or studied in detail.

DOES PHARMACOKINETICS AND METABOLISM OF 
ROFECOXIB PLAY A ROLE IN THIS CARDIAC TOXICITY?

Although COX-2 inhibitors share similar mechanisms
of action there are differences in their chemical struc-
ture and physicochemical properties. The pharmacoki-
netics of each COX-2 inhibitor is unique (11-12).
Rofecoxib is metabolized primarily by cytosolic
enzymes rather than cytochrome P450 to at least five
metabolites. There is a paucity of information sur-
rounding the activity or potential toxicity of these
metabolites (12). 

Our own unpublished data suggest that, at least in the
rat, rofecoxib tends to be concentrated in the kidneys
by many fold more than meloxicam. A positive corre-
lation has also been observed between plasma concen-
tration and sodium retention for rofecoxib but not for
meloxicam. These animal data suggest important dif-
ferences between two COX-2 selective NSAIDs in
addition to their differences in their degree of COX-2
selectivity. Unfortunately, plasma concentration data
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were unavailable on the parent compound or metabo-
lites in the patients in the APPROVe study.

In recent editorials on COX-2 inhibitors and cardiac
toxicity the importance of pharmacokinetics in the
action of COX-2 inhibitors has been inexplicably lack-
ing. For instance, the disposition kinetics of rofecoxib
and celecoxib are very different in every major phar-
macokinetic parameter (11-12). Further studies aimed
at optimizing the pharmacokinetic/pharmacodynam-
ics of COX-2 inhibitors and the relevance of these
pharmacokinetic parameters on the adverse effect pro-
file are required.

SHOULD THE CARDIOVASCULAR SIDE EFFECTS OF 
ROFECOXIB BE EXTRAPOLATED TO ALL COX-2 
SELECTIVE NSAIDS? 

In addition to being the most COX-2 selective first
generation COX-2 inhibitor, rofecoxib has its own
unique chemical structure. Hence, it is possible that
these side effects are specific to this particular chemical
structure. Unique side effects have previously been
observed from one member of a drug class including
NSAIDs. For example, benoxaprofen was withdrawn
from the market due to its unique hepatic side effect. 

CONCLUSIONS

The discovery of cyclooxgenase isoforms and subse-
quent research, which is in part supported by pharma-
ceutical companies, has lead to major scientific
advances in the understanding of inflammation. The
pathological and physiological roles of these COX iso-
forms still require further elucidation. Selective COX-
2 inhibitors were developed due to a medical and soci-
etal need for safer anti-inflammatory drugs with
respect to their gastrointestinal side effects. A careful
prospective examination of rofecoxib, the most selec-
tive first generation COX-2 inhibitor, has revealed
unexpected cardiovascular adverse effects. It is not
known whether scrutinized regulated co-administra-
tion of low dose aspirin to all the patients in the
APPROVe trial could have obviated the reported
problems. Nevertheless, the lack of appreciable COX-
1 inhibitory effect is a plausible explanation for the
observed increased cardiovascular side effect associated
with rofecoxib; although pharmacokinetic explana-
tions cannot be discounted.

One cannot ignore the public need for NSAIDs with
less gastrointestinal side effects than the traditional
drugs. However, based on the rationale put forward,
and unless more clear-cut data become available, the
use of highly COX-2 selective NSAIDs (Table 1) with-
out the use of a suitable COX-1 inhibitor, (e.g., low
dose aspirin) may be best avoided. This may be particu-
larly relevant to the chronic use of NSAIDs. 

It should be borne in mind that many of the non-selec-
tive NSAIDs on the market have not been subjected to
a long-term clinical trial such as APPROVe; hence
their cardiovascular safety is not guaranteed. Neither
the public nor the sponsoring pharmaceutical firms
have the financial means or the will to conduct such
expensive clinical trails on numerous off-patent
NSAIDs. Hence, our best alternative is to use these
drugs only when they are needed and to monitor their
adverse effects carefully. For example the use of selec-
tive COX-2 inhibitors for acute indications or when a
simple analgesic such as acetaminophen would suffice
is difficult to justify.    

REFERENCES

[1] Bombardier C, Laine L, Reicin A, Shapiro D, Burgos-
Vargas R, Davis B, Day R, Ferraz MB, Hawkey CJ,
Hochberg MC, Kvien TK, Schnitzer TJ. Comparison
of upper gastrointestinal toxicity of rofecoxib and
naproxen in patients with rheumatoid arthritis.
VIGOR Study Group. N Engl J Med 343:1520-1528,
2000.

[2] Reicin AS, Shapiro D, Sperling RS. Comparison of
cardiovascular thrombotic events in patients with
osteoarthritis treated with rofecoxib versus nonselec-
tive nonsteroidal anti-inflammatory drugs (ibupro-
fen, diclofenac, and nabumetone). Am J Cardiol 89:
204-209, 2002.

[3] Konstam MA, Weir MR, Reicin A, Shapiro D, Sper-
ling RS, Barr E, Gertz BJ. Cardiovascular thrombotic
events in controlled, clinical trials of rofecoxib. Cir-
culation 104:2280-8, 2001.

[4] Weir MR, Sperling RS, Reicin A, Gertz BJ. Selective
COX-2 inhibition and cardiovascular effects: a
review of the rofecoxib development program. Am
Heart J 146:591-604, 2003.

[5] http://www.dirc-canada.org/nddn/
DIRC%20Care%20Advisory%20Vioxx.pdf

[6] Vane JR, Bakhle YS, Botting RM. Cyclooxygenases 1
and 2. Annu Rev Pharmacol Toxicol 38:97-120, 1998.
335



J Pharm Pharmaceut Sci (www.ualberta.ca/~csps) 7(3):332-336, 2004
[7] Khan KN, Paulson SK, Verburg KM, Lefkowith JB,
Maziasz TJ. Pharmacology of Cyclooxygenase-2 inhi-
bition in the kidney. Kidney Int 61:1210-1219,2002.

[8] Hensley, Scott: Pfizer to Test Celebrex as Heart
Aid.http://www.wsj.com

[9] Mayo PR, Skeith K, Russell AS, Jamali F Decreased
dromotropic response to verapamil despite pro-
nounced increased drug concentration in rheumatoid
arthritis. Br J Clin Pharmacol 50:605-613, 2000.

[10] Silverstein FE, Faich G, Goldstein JL, Simon LS, Pin-
cus T, Whelton A, Makuch R, Eisen G, Agrawal
NM, Stenson WF, Burr AM, Zhao WW, Kent JD,
Lefkowith JB, Verburg KM, Geis GS. Gastrointesti-
nal toxicity with celecoxib vs. nonsteroidal anti-
inflammatory drugs for osteoarthritis and rheuma-
toid arthritis. The CLASS study: a randomized con-
trolled trial. Celecoxib Long-Term Arthritis Safety
Study. J Am Med Asscc 284: 1247–1255, 2000.

[11] Davies NM, McLachlan AJ, Day RO, Williams KM.
Clinical pharmacokinetics and pharmacodynamics of
celecoxib: a selective cyclo-oxygenase-2 inhibitor.
Clin Pharmacokinet 38:225-242, 2000.

[12] Davies NM, Teng XW, Skjodt NM. Pharmacokinet-
ics of rofecoxib: a specific cyclo-oxygenase-2 inhibi-
tor.Clin Pharmacokinet 42:545-556,2003.
336



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for high quality pre-press printing. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later. These settings require font embedding.)
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308030d730ea30d730ec30b9537052377528306e00200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /FRA <>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


