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epsis with multidrug resistant bugs is a major

public health concern that poses a global threat

[1]. The epidemic of superbugs is more relevant

to India as it is being reported from all intensive
care units and also in all health care settings. The number of
deaths caused by sepsis due to drug-resistant organisms in
India are more than the all-cause neonatal deaths in the
United States of America. Antibiotics are the most common
medications prescribed to hospitalized children, more so in
the neonatal intensive care units (NICUs) [2,3]. One main
reason for the overuse of antibiotics in the NICUs is that
neonates have limited repertoire of signs and symptoms for
infectious and non-infectious illnesses. This overlap in the
presentation creates difficulty when developing clinical
management guidelines, including selection and duration
of antibiotic regimen.

Antibiotics used in circumstances where patient
benefits are not clearly demonstrable would constitute
overuse [4]. If overuse is occurring in the neonatal units,
the consequences extend beyond unwarranted resource
use and increased cost of care. Neonatal antibiotic
exposure is associated with increased risk of necrotizing
enterocolitis (NEC), nosocomial infection and mortality
[5]. Additionally, antimicrobial use is associated with
selection of multidrug-resistant pathogens, which further
increase morbidity, mortality, cost, and length of stay.
Prolonged exposure to antibiotics is also associated with
increased risk of colonization with Candida, and invasive
candidiasis. Cotton, ef al. [5], in their multicentric study
involving 5693 extremely low birth weight (ELBW)
neonates, documented increased risk of NEC and death in
neonates who received empiric antibiotic therapy for
more than 5 days despite sterile cultures. The alterations
in the neonatal microbiome that occur secondary to
prolonged use of antimicrobials has potential long-term
consequences. In a multicenter study that examined fecal
samples from infants at time of discharge from NICU,
antibiotic use (=5 days) was associated with increased
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risk of colonization with resistant gram-negative bacilli,
resistant to 3rd/4th generation cephalosporins and
carbapenems [6].

Although restricting antibiotic use is a major goal for
all intensive care units, there is no uniformity in the
assessment tool for determining the degree of antibiotic
use. These tools are mainly confined to research projects
rather than bedside assessment. The most widely used
tool across all age groups for expression of drug
utilization is WHO’s Anatomical Therapeutic Chemical
(ATC)/ Defined Daily Dose (DDD) per 100 patient-days.
Drugs are divided into different groups according to the
organ or system on which they act and/or their therapeutic
and chemical characteristics. Each drug is assigned at
least one ATC code. DDD is the average maintenance
dose per day for a drug used for its main indication in
adults [7]. These data are obtained from pharmacy, based
on the dispensed quantity of the drug. This pharmacy-
driven tool has advantage of its ability to allow
comparison of antimicrobial use across time and units
within hospital or across different hospitals. The
applicability of this tool for pediatric and neonatal
population is questionable because the dose in children or
newborn is dependent on widely variable body weight.
The actual prescribed dose is typically lower in pediatric
patients and neonates than the average dose defining the
DDD. Due to these concerns, many authors use antibiotic
use rate (AUR) as another tool to assess the degree of
antibiotic use [8]. AUR is the number of patient-days that
infants are exposed to one or more antibacterial or
antifungal agents administered intravenously or
intramuscularly per 100 patient-days, expressed as
percentage. AUR is mostly influenced by the patient-
level and hospital-level characteristics, and hence one
should balance these factors when comparing different
units or hospitals. Another simple consumption
parameter is to calculate the proportion of neonates in
NICU who received antibiotics.
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Though there are guidelines to curtail the use of
antibiotics, antimicrobial stewardship strategies should
be tailored to the NICU needs. Patel and Saiman [9] from
Columbia University suggested NICU-tailored approach
by using the principles of the CDC. Some of the
cornerstone strategies of antimicrobial stewardship in
NICU include optimal use of diagnostic biomarkers,
using unit-specific antibiotic policy based on local
antibiogram, constant re-evaluation of the antimicrobial
regimen, monitoring of toxicity, consideration of shorter
antimicrobial courses, and daily review of the continued
need for antibiotics [10]. Some authors suggested
obtaining two blood cultures of at least 0.5 mL of blood
for evaluating late-onset sepsis (LOS) for improving the
yield of cultures, and to use narrowest spectrum of
antibiotics so that one can avoid excess use of drugs like
meropenem and colistin. We documented that restricting
the use of cephalosporins resulted in significant reduction
in the incidence of septicemia caused by extended
spectrum f-lactamase (ESBL)-producing gram-negative
organisms (47% before and 25% after restricting the
cephalosporin use, P=0.03) [11].

Limiting antibiotic duration is another important
strategy to reduce antibiotic usage. The fixed antibiotic
duration based on sepsis category (probable sepsis vs.
culture positive sepsis) is questionable, and there has
been constant attempt to reduce the duration of
antimicrobial therapy based on quantitative biomarkers.
Stocker, et al. [12] documented that procacitonin-guided
decision-making can reduce antibiotic duration in
suspected early onset sepsis. Caouto, ef al. [13] showed
CRP-guided approach shortens length of antimicrobial
treatment in culture proven late onset sepsis. Saini, et al.
[14] compared short course (48-96 hrs) of antibiotics
with standard seven day course for probable sepsis
(septic screen positive), and documented no difference in
treatment failures.

In this issue of Indian Pediatrics, Jinka, et al. [15], in
their single center retrospective study, report impact of
antibiotic policy on antibiotic consumption in their
NICU. The overall antibiotic consumption was compared
one year prior and one year after introduction of
antibiotic policy. There was no significant change (12.47
vs. 11.47 DDD/100 patient-days; P=0.57) in overall
antibiotic consumption after introduction of antibiotic
policy. They documented that higher proportion of
neonates received first-line antimicrobials (66% vs. 84%;
P<0.001), and consumption of third generation
cephalosporins was decreased (1.45 vs. 0.45 DDD/100
patient-days; P=0.002) after antibiotic policy. After
introduction of antibiotic policy, increase in the first line
agents is expected, but this did not translate into overall
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reduction in the antibiotic usage in the current study. One
reason could be because they had chosen pharmacy-
driven assessment tool i.e ATC/DDD, and lacked the
individual-level patient data. Another reason could be
that the sample size was not calculated to evaluate the
differences from the baseline data of their unit. However,
the results are encouraging as the proportion of neonates
started on antibiotics decreased after initiation of
antibiotic policy.

Antibiotic stewardship is the need of the hour for all
NICUs, and to obtain best results the strategies should be
modified to the needs of NICU. Unit-specific antibiotic
policy based on local antibiogram and optimal duration
of therapy in suspected or proven sepsis is crucial to limit
the unnecessary usage of broad-spectrum antibiotics.
Implementing the customized Quality Improvement (QI)
tools is the way forward to restrict unnecessary antibiotic
use in Indian health care settings. The last published
National Neonatal Perinatal Database for India was in
2002-03. There is compelling need to obtain, analyze and
disseminate the reliable data for India by using such a
quality collaborative, which can guide us to restrict
overuse and to avoid wide variability of use prevailing
across different units.
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nflammatory bowel disease (IBD) is no longer a

disease of the West as there are reports of increasing

incidence of IBD in general, and Crohn’s disease in

particular, from India [1,2]. Though IBD is less
common in children than in adults, almost one-fifth to a
quarter of all cases are diagnosed in first two decades of
life. There are three entities under the umbrella of IBD:
ulcerative colitis (UC), Crohn’s disease (CD) and IBD-
unclassified (IBD-U). Proportion of these entities varies
from country to country, and from region to region. In the
West, around 60% of all cases of IBD in children are CD,
32% UC, and the remaining 8% IBD-U [3]. While in
Northern India, UC is more common than CD, the reverse
is true in Southern India [2]. Though there are set
diagnostic criteria for CD and UC, IBD-U is basically a
diagnosis of exclusion (cases of colonic phenotype of
IBD that lacks features which will enable classification as
CDor UQ).

Understanding IBD-U assumes more importance in
the pediatric population as the prevalence of IBD-U is
higher among children than in adults (13% vs. 6%,
respectively) [4]. The proportion of IBD-U declines with
increasing age as evidenced by a large study of 1370
cases of IBD, where IBD-U (n=179) accounted for one-
third of all IBD in children less than 2 years and the
proportion dwindled to 9% in those above 13 years [5].
Clinically, this entity is indistinguishable from UC or CD
with isolated colonic involvement. Nevertheless, the age
of presentation is shown to be younger and disease
severity is milder in IBD-U compared to UC or CD as
evidenced by lower Physician Global Assessment scores
(PGA), lower use of steroids, immunomodulators and
colectomy rates in IBD-U [6]. The natural history
suggests that IBD-U may be the early manifestation of
either UC or CD in a proportion of cases. In EUROKIDS
study, 38 of 117 (33%) cases of IBD-U were reclassified
as UC (23, 60%) or CD (14, 37%) within median (IQR)
2.7(1.0,4.0) years of diagnosis [3]. Long-term follow-up
studies in adults as well as in children have shown that
almost half of the cases of IBD-U turned out to be non-
IBD (non-specific colitis) [7,8]. Hence it is important to
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keep these patients on regular follow-up for
reclassification (early) and to rule out IBD (in long run).

IBD is now diagnosed and classified according to the
revised Porto criteria [9], which mandates
ileocolonoscopy, esophagogastroduodenoscopy,
histology and small bowel imaging in all cases (except for
typical cases of UC). Though there is an exhaustive list of
features to aid in classification of IBD, the picture gets
complicated when ambiguity creeps in a case with colitis
phenotype (thus labeled as IBD-U), like transmural
inflammation without acute severe UC, macroscopic and
microscopic rectal sparing, nonspecific inflammation and
ulcers in upper gastrointestinal tract, ambivalent
serological markers (pANCA, ASCA), reverse gradient
of mucosal inflammation (more severe in proximal colon)
and significant growth delay [9]. The importance of
complete diagnostic work-up and strict adherence to the
Porto criteria before labeling as IBD-U has been
highlighted in a recent study that showed a reduction of
prevalence from 7.7% to 5.6% on follow-up with
complete re-investigation [3].

The study by Paul, et al. [10], published in this issue
of Indian Pediatrics, is commendable in its effort to
unveil the course of IBD-U in children. It emphasizes the
importance of thorough work-up at diagnosis as per the
revised Porto criteria, and also the readiness for repeat
assessment and reclassification at follow-up. The
inherent drawback of a retrospective study is obvious
here as some information is missing. The detailed
information about three cases that were later reclassified
in another center was not available, and reasons for
reclassification of these cases are unclear. In the present
study [10], 40% were reclassified; of these, 70% were
categorized as CD and 30% as UC, which is in contrast to
previous studies. In the EUROKIDS registry (n=3, 461
IBD cases), 33% of IBD-U were reclassified out of which
60% were categorized as UC [3]. In another large
pediatric IBD cohort (n=210), 50% of IBD-U were
reclassified, within a median follow-up of 18.5 months, to
UC (75%) or CD (25%) [11]. The long-term outcomes of
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IBD-U in terms of treatment response, remission and
requirement of surgery are not clear from the present
study. More often remission is achieved and maintained
in IBD-U with aminosalicylates alone, and the remission
rate is higher than in CD or UC [6,7]. It has been
suggested that aminosalicylates should be the first line of
treatment in active IBD-U [6]. In light of the paucity of
recommendations on treatment of IBD-U and exclusion
of IBD-U from clinical trials on treatment strategies for
IBD, there is a dire need to appraise treatment
responsiveness and  formulate  evidence-based
recommendations for IBD-U.

In view of the variations in prevalence, natural
history, treatment response and a potential for
reclassification of IBD-U, there is a need for further
exclusive studies on IBD-U to better delineate this
abstruse disease entity.

Funding: None; Competing interests: None stated.
REFERENCES

1. Avinash B, Dutta AK, Chacko A. Pediatric inflammatory
bowel disease in South India. Indian Pediatr. 2009;46:639-
40.

. Sathiyasekaran M, Bavanandam S, Sankarnarayanan S,
Mohan M, Geetha M, Wadhwa N, et al. A questionnaire
survey of pediatric inflammatory bowel disease in India.
Indian J Gastroenterol. 2014;33:543-9.

. Winter DA, Karolewska-Bochenek K, Lazowska-Przeorek
I, Lionetti P, Mearin ML, Chong SK, et al. Pediatric IBD-
unclassified is less common than previously reported;
Results of an 8-year audit of the EUROKIDS Registry.
Inflamm Bowel Dis. 2015;21:2145-53.

10.

11.

EDITORIAL

. Prenzel F, Uhlig HH. Frequency of indeterminate colitis in

children and adults with IBD - a metaanalysis. J Crohns
Colitis. 2009;3:277-81.

. Heyman MB, Kirschner BS, Gold BD, Ferry G, Baldassano

R, Cohen SA, et al. Children with early-onset inflammatory
bowel disease (IBD): Analysis of a pediatric IBD
consortium registry. J Pediatr. 2005;146:35-40.

. Aloi M, Birimberg-Schwartz L, Buderus S, Hojsak I, Fell

IM, Bronsky J, et al. Treatment options and outcomes of
pediatric IBDU compared with other IBD subtypes: A
retrospective multicenter study from the IBD Porto Group
of ESPGHAN. Inflamm Bowel Dis. 2016;22:1378-83.

. Malaty HM, Mehta S, Abraham B, Garnett EA, Ferry GD.

The natural course of inflammatory bowel disease-
indeterminate from childhood to adulthood: within a 25
year period. Clin Exp Gastroenterol. 2013;23:115-21.

. Notteghem B, Salomez JL, Gower-Rousseau C, Marti R,

Lemahieu M, Nuttens MC, et al. What is the prognosis in
unclassified colitis? Results of a cohort study of 104
patients in Norther-Pas-de-Calais region. Gastroenterol
Clin Biol. 1993;17:811-5.

. Levine A, Koletzko S, Turner D, Escher JC, Cucchiara S,

de Ridder L, et al. ESPGHAN revised Porto criteria for the
diagnosis of inflammatory bowel disease in children and
adolescents. J Pediatr Gastroenterol Nutr. 2014;58:
795-806.

Paul SP, Sandhu BK. Long-term outcome of inflammatory
bowel disease—unclassified in children. Indian Pediatr.
2017;54:742-5.

Newby EA, Croft NM, Green M, Hassan K, Heuschkel RB,
Jenkins H, et al. Natural history of pediatric inflammatory
bowel diseases over a 5-year follow-up: A retrospective
review of data from the register of pediatric inflammatory
bowel diseases. J Pediatr Gastroenterol Nutr. 2008;46:
539-45.

INDIAN PEDIATRICS

727

VOLUME 54—SEPTEMBER 15, 2017




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




