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Abstract
Introduction
Rational use of antimicrobial agents is necessary to prevent the emergence of drug resistance. This study
aims to assess the prescription pattern of antibiotics using the Anatomic Therapeutic Chemical
Classification (ATCC)/Defined Daily Dose (DDD) metrics in real-world practice.

Methods
A retrospective audit of antibiotics prescribed to patients admitted to a tertiary hospital over 20 months. The
demographics and clinical information of patients were collected. The ATCC/DDD system was used to
classify antibiotics. The DDD per 100 bed-days was calculated and the quality of prescription, including
generic and parenteral formulation use, was evaluated.

Results
Nine-hundred ninety-four prescriptions were analyzed. The average number of antibiotics prescribed was
2±1. Only 23% of the patients had confirmed cases of bacterial infection. Imidazole derivatives (J01X) were
the most prescribed antibiotics (68.8 DDDs per 100 bed-days) followed by cephalosporins (45.0 DDDs), beta-
lactams (35.3 DDDs), fluoroquinolones (30.9 DDDs), and macrolides/lincosamides (14.4 DDDs).
Sulphonamides/trimethoprim (4.7 DDD), aminoglycosides (0.8 DDD), penicillin (0.3 DDD), and carbapenems
(0.1 DDD) were the least prescribed. Metronidazole was the most prescribed drug (34.2%). Generic names
and parenteral formulations were used in 55% and 72% of antibiotics prescribed.

Conclusion
The continued low generics prescribing calls for interventions to be put in place to improve prescribing
quality. Parenteral formulation prescribing encountered was very high, though this may not be unexpected
in in-patients, it is vital to curtail the use of parenteral formulations so as to minimize the risk of infection.

Irrational antibiotics prescription remains a serious concern in Nigeria. Drug utilization research using the
ATCC/DDD metric is helpful in monitoring trends of drug use over time. This will help improve antibiotics
stewardship and promote the rational use of antibiotics.
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Introduction
Rational antimicrobial use is necessary to prevent bacterial resistance and improve clinical outcomes while
reducing the cost of treatment. The utilization of antibiotics needs to be evaluated frequently to promote
effective prescribing. These frequent audits will expose the type, magnitude, and reason for irrational
prescribing if present. The magnitude of overuse or irrational use needs to be known to adequately reduce
antimicrobial use, particularly where there is no ongoing bacterial infection [1]. Patients admitted to
hospitals are frequently exposed to antibiotics, most times without an ongoing infection [2]. In resource-
limited settings like Nigeria, laboratory tests are not always ordered or test results are not readily available or
not carried out [3].

The Anatomic Therapeutic Chemical Classification (ATCC)/Defined Daily Dose (DDD) system is effective in
monitoring the rational and irrational use of drugs [4]. Examples of ATCC include tetracyclines (J01A),
penicillin (J01C), beta-lactams (J01C), cephalosporins (J01D), carbapenems (J01D),
sulphonamides/trimethoprim (J01E), macrolides/lincosamides (J01F), aminoglycosides (J01G),
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fluoroquinolones (J01M), and imidazole derivatives (J01X). It can be useful in studying national trends over
time [5]. Knowledge of antimicrobial consumption patterns will aid in understanding the reason for
irrational drug use. Studies have shown the DDD per 100 bed-days to be between 44.6 and 86.2 DDDs [6-8].

Studies on in-patient antibiotics prescription in Nigeria show that less than 60% of patients received
antibiotics for a bacterial infection and the most frequently prescribed antibiotic drug classes are Imidazole
derivatives, cephalosporins, fluoroquinolones, and B-lactams [9-10]. A study from a large standard
community pharmacy showed similar findings [11]. Low generic prescription of antibiotics and high use of
parenteral formulations have also been observed. Ilyasu et al. (2015) found generic prescription of
antibiotics to be about 60% and parenteral formulations use to be about 80% [9]. Generic prescription is
necessary to reduce out-of-pocket expenditure, especially in Nigeria where the cost of medication is borne
by the patients. The use of parenteral formulations is costly and increases the risk of infection [1], therefore,
it should be reduced where possible.

The prescription of antibiotics in Nigeria was recently evaluated [12], however, in this point prevalence
survey, consumption per DDD was not evaluated. The hypothesis of this study stated as the null hypothesis
(H0) is that there is no irrational use of antimicrobials among patients admitted into the medical wards. The
research question is what is the pattern of antimicrobials use among medical in-patients?

Objective 1
To assess the prescription of antibiotics using the Anatomic Therapeutic Chemical Classification
(ATCC)/Defined Daily Dose (DDD) metrics. To determine what constituted 90% (DU90) of antimicrobials use
among the patients.

Objective 2
To compare study findings with the prescription patterns of antibiotics in other regions in Nigeria. This
study, therefore, assessed the pattern of antibiotic prescription and quantified the amount of antibiotics
prescribed to in-patients using the ATCC/DDD system. Drug utilization 90% (DU90%), the total drugs making
up 90% of the total antibiotics prescribed, was determined. The pattern of antibiotics prescription is further
compared to two other studies in Nigeria to understand the shift in the trend of antibiotics prescription.

Materials And Methods
This was a retrospective evaluation of a larger prospective study that was carried out in the six medical
wards of the University College Hospital, Ibadan, Nigeria, between 2012 and 2013, for which ethical approval
and written informed consent were obtained [13]. In-patients receiving an antibiotic for systemic treatment
of bacterial infection were evaluated. Patients prescribed topical antibiotics and those on anti-tuberculosis
regimens were excluded from this study.

Patients’ demographics and clinical information were collected from patients’ medical records. The
information included the names and number of antibiotics prescribed to patients, dosage, delivery mode and
frequency of administration, the reason for admission, duration of hospital stay, and patient outcome. The
ATCC/DDD system was used for the classification of antibiotics and the measurement of doses prescribed.
Antibiotics were classified as imidazole derivatives (J01X), penicillin (J01C), beta-lactams (J01C),
cephalosporins (J01D), carbapenems (J01D), sulphonamides/trimethoprim (J01E), macrolides/lincosamides
(J01F), aminoglycosides (J01G), fluoroquinolones (J01M), and tetracyclines (J01A). The DDD/100 bed-days
was calculated using the WHO Applications of the ATCC/DDD methodology [14] as: 

DDDs for each antibiotic were obtained from the WHO ATC DDD index. A patient day was defined as an
overnight stay in the hospital.

The drug utilization 90% (DU90%), the total drugs making up 90% of the total antibiotics prescribed, was
measured. The generic prescription and the number of parenteral formulations prescribed were also
evaluated.

Two studies on antibiotics prescription carried out in in-patients [9-10] were identified for comparison. The
first study was carried out in the same time period as our study (2012) [9]; the second study was carried out
in 2019 [10]. The presence or absence of a shift in antibiotics prescription over the time period was assessed.

Data analysis was performed using SPSS version 23 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY) and Microsoft Excel (Microsoft
Corporation, Redmond, WA). Frequencies, percentages, and means were used to present findings.

Results
Of the 1280 prescriptions of inpatients reviewed during the study period, 994 prescriptions had complete
dosage information. Antibiotics were prescribed to 462 patients. Most patients were hospitalized for less
than one month with a mean hospital stay of 13±14 days. Males accounted for 55% of the study population,
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the mean age was 50±19. The average number of antibiotics prescribed was 2±1. The most frequent reason
for admission was cardiovascular diseases (13.4%). Only about 23% of the patients had confirmed cases of
bacterial infection. Most admitted patients recovered (65%) (Table 1).

Variable Number (462) % (100)

Age (years)   

<20 3 7.8

21 – 30 57 12.3

31 – 40 84 18.2

41 – 50 59 12.8

51 – 60 81 17.5

61 – 70 75 16.2

≥70 70 15.2

Duration of hospital stay (Months)   

<1 426 92.2

1 – 3 35 7.6

>3 1 0.2

No. of antibiotics prescribed   

1 125 27.1

2 228 49.4

3 84 18.2

4 19 4.1

5 5 1.1

6 1 0.2

Disease   

Cardiovascular diseases 62 13.4

Viral diseases 39 8.4

Tuberculosis 38 8.2

Cerebrovascular diseases 37 8

Diabetes mellitus 36 7.8

Sepsis 36 7.8

Other bacterial Infections 30 6.5

Renal diseases 30 6.5

Pulmonary diseases 26 5.6

Ulcers 15 3.2

Cancer 14 3

Gastrointestinal diseases 14 3

Hepatic diseases 12 2.6

Other viral diseases 10 2.2

Asthma 4 0.9

Malaria 4 0.9
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Others 55 11.9

Outcome of Treatment   

Recovered 300 65

Dead 99 21.3

Discharged against medical advice 20 4.3

Transferred 43 9.4

TABLE 1: Demographic and clinical variables of in-patients admitted treated with antibiotics

The total DDD/100 bed-days prescribed during the study period was 200. Imidazole derivatives (J01X) were
the most prescribed antibiotics; 68.8 DDDs per 100 bed-days were prescribed (Table 2), and metronidazole
accounted for 100% of the antibiotics in this drug class. The second-most prescribed antibiotic class was
cephalosporins (J01D). A total of 45.0 DDDs of cephalosporins were prescribed. Ceftriaxone accounted for
85% of cephalosporins prescribed; cefuroxime, cefixime, and ceftazidime made up 11%, 3%, and 1% of the
prescription, respectively. The DDD per 100-bed-days of beta-lactams (J01C) prescribed was 35.3 DDDs;
amoxicillin and clavulanic acid made up 98% of the prescription; flucloxacillin made up 2% of the
prescription. Fluoroquinolones (J01M) were prescribed in 201 patients with 30.9 DDDs per 100 bed-days.
Ciprofloxacin made up 94% of fluoroquinolones prescribed, levofloxacin made up 5%, and ofloxacin made up
1%. The DDDs per 100 bed-days of macrolides/lincosamides (J01F) prescribed was 14.4 DDDs (azithromycin,
89%; clarithromycin, 8%; clindamycin, 3%), sulphonamides/trimethoprim (J01E) was 4.7 DDD
(sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim, 100%); penicillin (J01C) was 0.3 DDD (amoxicillin, 100%), carbapenems
(J01D; meropenem, 100%), and aminoglycosides (J01G; amikacin, 40%; gentamycin, 40%; neomycin, 20%)
were 0.1 and 0.8 DDD, respectively (Table 2).
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Antibiotic class (ATCC Code) Number of prescriptions Number of DDDs*

Imidazole derivatives (J01X) 340 68.8

Metronidazole (J01XD01) 340 68.8

Cephalosporins (J01D) 203 45.0

Ceftriaxone (J01DD04) 172 36.2

Cefuroxime (J01DD02) 23 6.5

Cefixime (J01DD08) 6 2.2

Ceftazidime (J01DD02) 2 0.2

Beta-lactams (J01C) 169 35.3

Amoxicillin/Clavulanic acid (J01CR02) 165 34.7

Flucloxacillin (J01CF05) 4 0.7

Fluoroquinolones (J01M) 201 30.9

Ciprofloxacin (J01MA02) 188 26.2

Levofloxacin (J01MA12) 11 3.8

Ofloxacin (J01MA01) 2 0.9

Macrolides/Lincosamides (J01F) 37 14.4

Azithromycin (J01FA10) 33 13.1

Clarithromycin (J01FA09) 3 0.9

Clindamycin (J01FF01) 1 0.4

Sulphonamides/Trimethoprim (J01E) 37 4.7

Sulfamethoxazole/Trimethoprim (J01EE01) 37 4.7

Penicillin (J01C) 1 0.3

Amoxicillin (J01CA04) 1 0.3

Carbapenems (J01D) 1 0.1

Meropenem (J01DH02) 1 0.1

Aminoglycosides (J01G) 5 0.8

Amikacin (J01GB06) 2 0.4

Neomycin (J01GB05) 1 0.2

Gentamycin (J01GB03) 2 0.2

Total 994 200

TABLE 2: Distribution of daily defined doses of antibiotic drug classes
*DDDs per 100 bed days; DDDs: daily defined doses

The antibiotics making up 90% of the total antibiotics prescribed (DU 90%) included metronidazole (34.2%),
ciprofloxacin (18.9%), ceftriaxone (17.3%), amoxicillin/clavulanic acid (16.6%), and
sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim (3.7%) (Table 3).
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ATCC Code Antibiotic prescribed Number of antibiotics prescribed % antibiotics prescribed

J01XD01 Metronidazole 340 34.2

J01MA02 Ciprofloxacin 188 18.9

J01DD04 Ceftriaxone 172 17.3

J01CR02 Amoxicillin/Clavulanic acid 165 16.6

J01EE01 Sulfamethoxazole/Trimethoprim 37 3.7

 902 90.7

TABLE 3: Drug utilization 90% of antibiotics prescribed to in-patients

Generic names were used in 55% of antibiotics prescribed (Figure 1).

FIGURE 1: Distribution of antibiotics prescribed by generic or brand
names

Intravenous administration was the most common route of antibiotic delivery accounting for 72% of
prescribed antibiotic administration (Figure 2).
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FIGURE 2: Distribution of prescribed antibiotic routes of administration

Patients with sepsis and diabetes mellitus most often received antibiotics, infrequently others with malaria
and viral diseases as well as cardiovascular diseases also received antibiotics (Figure 3). 

FIGURE 3: Disease/antibiotic prescription profile of patients admitted to
the wards

Discussion
Our study shows that bacterial infection was confirmed in less than a quarter of the patients. Findings from
another study carried out in Nigeria show that antibiotics are frequently prescribed to in-patients without
confirmed bacterial infection [3]. This is also true in other developing countries. A study carried out in India
showed frequent prescribing of antimicrobials to inpatients without bacterial infections presenting with
viral fever, malaria, and cardiovascular disease [2]. Prescription of an antibiotic without confirmed or
suspected infection has been shown to be caused by the prescribers’ anxiety of missing an infection [15]. We
compared our study findings with data from a study carried out in the northern region of Nigeria in 2012 in
inpatients and found a marked difference in the class of antibiotics prescribed. Cephalosporins were the
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most prescribed antibiotic drug class (40.4%); ceftriaxone was also the most prevalent cephalosporin
prescribed. It accounted for 98% of the total cephalosporins prescribed. In both our study and theirs, the
parenteral route was the commonly prescribed route of administration (72%, 81%, respectively) and the
generic prescription was average (55%, 62%, respectively) (Table 4). Another study carried out in Northern
Nigeria in 2019 showed findings consistent with our study findings. Marked differences were observed in the
prescription of sulphonamides/trimethoprim, aminoglycosides, and penicillins. They were prescribed to
0.9%, 8.5%, and 8.5% of the patients, respectively, whereas in our study, they were prescribed to 3.7%, 0.5%,
and 0.1% of the patients, respectively (Table 4). There was an observed reduction in the prescription of
injections in the recent study, although the percentage of injections prescribed was still above average. The
average number of antibiotics per patient encounter was 2 in all three studies (Table 4).

Amoxicillin/Clavulanic acid 165 (16.6) 42 (12.6) 40 (12.5)

Sulfamethoxazole/Trimethoprim 37 (3.7) - 4 (1.2)

Azithromycin 33 (3.3) 23(6.9) 6 (1.9)

Cefuroxime 23 (2.3) 2 (0.6) 17 (5.3)

Levofloxacin 11 (1.1) 2 (0.6) 6 (1.9)

Cefixime 6 (0.6) - 22 (6.9)

Flucloxacillin 4 (0.4) 4 (1.2) -

Clarithromycin 3 (0.3) 29 (8.7) -

Amikacin 2 (0.2) - -

Ceftazidime 2 (0.2) 1 (0.3) 9 (2.8)

Gentamycin 2 (0.2) 1 (0.3) 38 (11.8)

Ofloxacin 2 (0.2) 1 (0.3) -

Amoxicillin 1 (0.1) 1 (0.3) 18 (5.6)

Clindamycin 1 (0.1) - 14 (4.4)

Meropenem 1 (0.1) - 1 (0.3)

Neomycin 1 (0.1) 4 (1.2) -

TABLE 4: Comparison of antibiotic drug prescription in 2012/2013 and 2019
*Mean ± SD; **Median (IQR, interquartile range)

Irrational prescribing of antibiotics has been shown to promote bacterial resistance to treatment [16]. It is
very important to have an audit system in place to curb excessive antimicrobial prescriptions. Antimicrobial
resistance is a global epidemic and an imminent time bomb; it is important to prevent resistance by
methods such as rational prescription through institutionalized prescription audits or drug utilization
studies [17]. Sadly, many developing countries, including Nigeria, are yet to implement such measures,
hence a rise in bacterial resistance.

The total number of DDDs per 100 patient days prescribed was 200 DDD. This is much higher than the DDD
of 44.6 - 86.2 for the period 2012-2013 reported in other studies [6-8]. The ATCC/DDD metric is very useful
in monitoring trends in drug use. For antibiotics, this could be important in improving antibiotic
stewardship. Changes in the volume of DDDs, particularly where large changes were observed, serve as a red
flag warranting further studies to improve antibiotics use. For example, a study from Iran reported a jump in
antibiotics consumption from 33.6 DDDs per 1000 inhabitants per day (DID) to 60 DID from 2000 to 2016. It
was also noted that Iran’s consumption of antibiotics was triple that of other OECD countries [18].
Evaluation of the reason behind this jump will help in the formulation of guidelines and other necessary
interventions to improve antimicrobial use.

In our study, the DDD of metronidazole was the highest. In other studies, cephalosporins had the highest
DDD (27.7-41.3 DDDs) [6-8]. Only one study reported the DDD of metronidazole (3 DDD). This clearly shows
a difference in the prescribing pattern of antibiotics in our region and other regions.
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Metronidazole, ciprofloxacin, ceftriaxone, amoxicillin/clavulanic acid, and sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim
made up about 90%of prescribed antibiotics. This distribution is similar to the two other studies [9-10]
although sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim was not commonly prescribed in the other studies. This may be a
consequence of the most stocked antibiotics and availability. A study, though on children, assessed the
availability of 27 antibiotics in 21 countries based on AWaRe (access, watch, reserve) antibiotics categories
of the World Health Organization’s 2019 list of essential medicines found co-trimoxazole and metronidazole
were most widely available, being in stock at 89.5% (interquartile range, IQR: 11.6%) and 87.1% (IQR: 15.9%)
of health facilities, respectively. Of the 22,699 children observed, 60.1% (13,638) were prescribed antibiotics
(mostly co-trimoxazole or amoxicillin) [19]. More than 50% of the medication prescribed were broad-
spectrum antibiotics. In the case of suspected bacterial infection, broad-spectrum antibiotics can be used as
empiric treatment. Appropriate empirical antibiotic treatment has been associated with a reduced medical
cost and a better clinical outcome in patients with microbial infections [20]. Correct antimicrobial treatment
should be implemented once laboratory results confirming the causal pathogen are received.

Prescription of antibiotics by their generic names was low; this finding agrees with similar studies [9]. Lack
of prescribers’ trust in generic substitutes and presumed therapeutic failure has been shown to influence
generic prescribing [21]. The continued low generics prescribing calls for interventions to be put in place to
improve prescribing quality. Injection encountered was very high; this is similar to another study carried out
among in-patients in Nigeria [9]. Although we did not ascertain the severity of illnesses, it is vital to curtail
the use of injections. This will minimize the risk of infection and save cost [1].

Measures should be established to improve the quality of antimicrobial prescription, delivery, and use. Most
prescribers understand that overprescription of antibiotics may lead to antibiotic resistance; however, they
admit to the overuse of antibiotics and the prescription of antibiotics in the absence of bacterial infection
[22]. Antibiotics were the third leading cause of adverse drug reactions reported in the prospective cohort
study of adverse drug reaction monitoring on medical wards [13]. This has a consequential potential increase
in health care cost and warrants a pragmatic strategy to curbing the menace. A multidisciplinary approach
can improve the quality of antibiotics prescription, reducing cost and curbing infection/resistance [23].
Interventions such as setting up antimicrobial stewardship committees, continuing in-service face-to-face
medical education as a licensure requirement, and supervision, audit, and feedback systems are effective in
promoting the rational use of antibiotics [1]. Antimicrobial stewardship (AMS) programs have been set up in
many institutions globally, including the University College Hospital, Ibadan, Nigeria, where this study was
conducted. These are a set of interventions to regulate and promote optimal use of antimicrobials for the
best clinical outcomes for patients with a goal to reduce the resistance rate by microbes. This was the focus
of a recent study seeking to incorporate this into medical students’ training [24]. In South Africa, an
antibiotic stewardship program, consisting of online education, a dedicated antibiotic prescription chart,
and weekly dedicated ward rounds, was shown to reduce antibiotics consumption four years from
implementation [25]; similar measures that are in place in Nigeria may be responsible for the reduction in
injection use. Monthly audits of antibiotics prescription quality can also be introduced. A good case study is
the monthly level audit dubbed “The Champions League” where a drug card stating the start date, duration
of treatment, and indication for antibiotic prescribing is used for every in-patient receiving an antibiotic and
compared across subspecialty wards [26].

Our study had some limitations. Data were obtained from only one hospital. However, this large hospital
serves a large proportion of people in the southwest of Nigeria. The data were also obtained in 2012. A study
on current antimicrobial use is ongoing; it will be interesting to see how much trends in antimicrobial
prescription have changed over this period of time. Information on the trend in antimicrobial use will help
us design further studies to improve the use of antibiotics in resource-limited settings. Also, we were not
able to get information on pathogens isolated from the tests performed on the small proportion of patients.

In this study, we were able to establish the prescribing patterns of antibiotics with emphasis on the DDDs of
antibiotics prescribed during our study period.

Conclusions
There is an unabated prescription of low generics. This calls for interventions to be put in place to forestall
irrational prescriptions in order to improve prescribing quality. Parenteral formulation prescription was very
high, it is vital to curtail the use of parenteral formulations. This will minimize the risk of infection.
However, the use of parenteral formulations may not be unexpected in patients who are admitted to a
hospital and are often very sick, requiring prompt treatment with intravenous drugs.

Irrational antibiotics prescription is undoubtedly a serious concern in Nigeria. Drug utilization research
using the ATCC/DDD metric should be entrenched in monitoring trends of drug use over time. Improvement
of antibiotics stewardship and the rational use of antibiotics will be enhanced.

Additional Information
Disclosures

2021 Adedapo et al. Cureus 13(6): e15896. DOI 10.7759/cureus.15896 9 of 11



Human subjects: Consent was obtained or waived by all participants in this study. University of
Ibadan/University College Hospital (UI/UCH) Institution Review Board (IRB) and Ethics Review Committee
issued approval IRB # UI/EC/12/0008. Animal subjects: All authors have confirmed that this study did not
involve animal subjects or tissue. Conflicts of interest: In compliance with the ICMJE uniform disclosure
form, all authors declare the following: Payment/services info: All authors have declared that no financial
support was received from any organization for the submitted work. Financial relationships: All authors
have declared that they have no financial relationships at present or within the previous three years with
any organizations that might have an interest in the submitted work. Other relationships: All authors have
declared that there are no other relationships or activities that could appear to have influenced the
submitted work.

Acknowledgements
Mrs. Fisayo Adeyemo is appreciated for data entry. We also acknowledge the staff and patients of the
University College Hospital for contribution/participation in this research.

References
1. World Health Organization. WHO Policy perspectives on medicines. Promoting rational use of medicines:

core components. (2002). https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/67438/WHO_EDM_2002.3.pdf.
2. Landstedt K, Sharma A, Johansson F, Stålsby Lundborg C, Sharma M: Antibiotic prescriptions for inpatients

having non-bacterial diagnosis at medicine departments of two private sector hospitals in Madhya Pradesh,
India: a cross-sectional study. BMJ Open. 2017, 7:e012974. 10.1136/bmjopen-2016-012974

3. Chukwuani CM, Onifade M, Sumonu K: Survey of drug use practices and antibiotic prescribing pattern at a
general hospital in Nigeria. Pharm World Sci. 2002, 24:188-95. 10.1023/a:1020570930844

4. World Health Organization. Introduction to drug utilization research. (2003).
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/42627.

5. Baggs J, Fridkin SK, Pollack LA, Srinivasan A, Jernigan JA: Estimating national trends in inpatient antibiotic
use among US hospitals from 2006 to 2012. JAMA Intern Med. 2016, 176:1639-48.
10.1001/jamainternmed.2016.5651

6. Garcell HG, Arias AV, Fernandez EA, Guerrero YB, Serrano RN: Antibiotic consumption during a 4-year
period in a community hospital with an antimicrobial stewardship program. Oman Med J. 2016, 31:352-6.
10.5001/omj.2016.70

7. Dorj G, Blix HS, Sunderland B, et al.: Antibiotic utilization trends in two state hospitals of Mongolia from
2013-2017. BioMed Res Int. 2019, 2019:9160296. 10.1155/2019/9160296

8. Perić A, Dragojević-Simić V, Milenković B, Vezmar Kovačević S, Šuljagić V: Antibiotic consumption and
healthcare-associated infections in a tertiary hospital in Belgrade, Serbia from 2011 to 2016. J Infect Dev
Ctries. 2018, 12:855-63. 10.3855/jidc.10827

9. Iliyasu G, Dayyab FM, Bolaji TA, Habib ZG, Takwashe IM, Habib AG: Pattern of antibiotic prescription and
resistance profile of common bacterial isolates in the internal medicine wards of a tertiary referral centre in
Nigeria. J Glob Antimicrob Resist. 2015, 3:91-4. 10.1016/j.jgar.2015.02.005

10. Abubakar U: Antibiotic use among hospitalized patients in northern Nigeria: a multicenter point-prevalence
survey. BMC Infect Dis. 2020, 20:86. 10.1186/s12879-020-4815-4

11. Adedapo ADA, Osiyemi OO, Adedapo IA: Cardiovascular and anti-infective drugs utilization and
expenditure from a community pharmacy in south-western Nigeria. Afr J Med Med Sci. 2020, 49:307-14.

12. Fowotade A, Fasuyi T, Aigbovo O, et al.: Point prevalence survey of antimicrobial prescribing in a Nigerian
hospital: Findings and implications on antimicrobial resistance. West Afr J Med. 2020, 37:216-20.

13. Adedapo ADA, Adedeji WA, Adedapo IA, Adedapo KS: Cohort study on adverse drug reactions in adults
admitted to the medical wards of a tertiary hospital in Nigeria: prevalence, incidence, risk factors and
fatality. Br J Clin Pharmacol. 2021, 87:1878-89. 10.1111/bcp.14577

14. WHO. Applications of the ATC/DDD methodology . Accessed: July 12, 2020:
https://www.who.int/medicines/regulation/medicines-safety/toolkit_application/en/.

15. Livorsi D, Comer A, Matthias MS, Perencevich EN, Bair MJ: Factors influencing antibiotic-prescribing
decisions among inpatient physicians: A qualitative investigation. Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol. 2015,
36:1065-72. 10.1017/ice.2015.136

16. World Health Organization. Antimicrobial resistance: global report on surveillance . (2014).
https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/112647/WHO_HSE_PED_AIP_2014.2_eng.pdf.

17. Antimicrobial resistance: tackling a crisis for the health and wealth of nations . (2014).
http://www.jpiamr.eu/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/AMR-Review-Paper-Tackling-a-crisis-for-the-health-
and-wealth-of-natio....

18. Abbasian H, Hajimolaali M, Yektadoost A, Zartab S: Antibiotic utilization in Iran 2000- 2016: pattern
analysis and benchmarking with Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development Countries. J Res
Pharm Pract. 2019, 8:162-7. 10.4103/jrpp.JRPP_19_42

19. WHO model list of essential medicines for children - 7th list, 2019 . (2019).
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/WHOMVPEMPIAU201907.

20. Onchari DN, Josin MS, Sneha Tomy S, Arun PR, Sivakumar V: Appropriate empirical management of
microbial infections in a tertiary care hospital: a cost-effectiveness approach. Asian J Pharm Clin Res. 2018,
11:124-7. 10.22159/ajpcr.2018.v11i2.22441

21. Fadare JO, Adeoti AO, Desalu OO, et al.: The prescribing of generic medicines in Nigeria: knowledge,
perceptions and attitudes of physicians. Expert Rev Pharmacoecon Outcomes Res. 2016, 16:639-50.
10.1586/14737167.2016.1120673

22. Remesh A, Gayathri AM, Singh R, Retnavally KG: The knowledge, attitude and the perception of prescribers
on the rational use of antibiotics and the need for an antibiotic policy-a cross sectional survey in a tertiary

2021 Adedapo et al. Cureus 13(6): e15896. DOI 10.7759/cureus.15896 10 of 11

https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/67438/WHO_EDM_2002.3.pdf?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/67438/WHO_EDM_2002.3.pdf?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2016-012974?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2016-012974?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1020570930844?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1020570930844?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/42627?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/42627?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamainternmed.2016.5651?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamainternmed.2016.5651?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.5001/omj.2016.70?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.5001/omj.2016.70?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2019/9160296?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2019/9160296?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.3855/jidc.10827?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.3855/jidc.10827?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jgar.2015.02.005?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jgar.2015.02.005?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12879-020-4815-4?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12879-020-4815-4?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
http://www.ojshostng.com/index.php/ajmms/article/view/690?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32476113/?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/bcp.14577?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1111/bcp.14577?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://www.who.int/medicines/regulation/medicines-safety/toolkit_application/en/?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://www.who.int/medicines/regulation/medicines-safety/toolkit_application/en/?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/ice.2015.136?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1017/ice.2015.136?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/112647/WHO_HSE_PED_AIP_2014.2_eng.pdf?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://apps.who.int/iris/bitstream/handle/10665/112647/WHO_HSE_PED_AIP_2014.2_eng.pdf?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
http://www.jpiamr.eu/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/AMR-Review-Paper-Tackling-a-crisis-for-the-health-and-wealth-of-nations_1-2.pdf?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
http://www.jpiamr.eu/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/AMR-Review-Paper-Tackling-a-crisis-for-the-health-and-wealth-of-nations_1-2.pdf?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.4103/jrpp.JRPP_19_42?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.4103/jrpp.JRPP_19_42?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/WHOMVPEMPIAU201907?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/WHOMVPEMPIAU201907?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.22159/ajpcr.2018.v11i2.22441?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.22159/ajpcr.2018.v11i2.22441?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1586/14737167.2016.1120673?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1586/14737167.2016.1120673?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.7860/JCDR/2013/5413.2879?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction


care hospital. J Clin Diagn Res. 2013, 7:675-9. 10.7860/JCDR/2013/5413.2879
23. Saizy-Callaert S, Causse R, Furhman C, Le Paih MF, Thébault A, Chouaïd C: Impact of a multidisciplinary

approach to the control of antibiotic prescription in a general hospital. J Hosp Infect. 2003, 53:177-82.
10.1053/jhin.2002.1307

24. Roberts AA, Fajolu I, Oshun P, Osuagwu C, Awofeso O, Temiye E, Oduyebo OO: Feasibility study of
prospective audit, intervention and feedback as an antimicrobial stewardship strategy at the Lagos
University Teaching Hospital. Niger Postgrad Med J. 2020, 27:54-8. 10.4103/npmj.npmj_115_19

25. Boyles TH, Naicker V, Rawoot N, Raubenheimer PJ, Eick B, Mendelson M: Sustained reduction in antibiotic
consumption in a South African public sector hospital; four year outcomes from the Groote Schuur Hospital
antibiotic stewardship program. S Afr Med J. 2017, 107:115-8. 10.7196/SAMJ.2017.v107i2.12067

26. Evans J, Saxby C, Armstrong A: The Champions League - improving the quality of in-patient antibiotic
prescription in trauma and orthopaedics. BMJ Qual Improv Rep. 2014, 3:u201983.w1831.
10.1136/bmjquality.u201983.w1831

2021 Adedapo et al. Cureus 13(6): e15896. DOI 10.7759/cureus.15896 11 of 11

https://dx.doi.org/10.7860/JCDR/2013/5413.2879?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1053/jhin.2002.1307?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1053/jhin.2002.1307?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.4103/npmj.npmj_115_19?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.4103/npmj.npmj_115_19?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.7196/SAMJ.2017.v107i2.12067?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.7196/SAMJ.2017.v107i2.12067?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjquality.u201983.w1831?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction
https://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjquality.u201983.w1831?utm_medium=email&utm_source=transaction

	Patterns of Antimicrobials Prescribed to Patients Admitted to a Tertiary Care Hospital: A Prescription Quality Audit
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Introduction
	Objective 1
	Objective 2

	Materials And Methods
	Results
	TABLE 1: Demographic and clinical variables of in-patients admitted treated with antibiotics
	TABLE 2: Distribution of daily defined doses of antibiotic drug classes
	TABLE 3: Drug utilization 90% of antibiotics prescribed to in-patients
	FIGURE 1: Distribution of antibiotics prescribed by generic or brand names
	FIGURE 2: Distribution of prescribed antibiotic routes of administration
	FIGURE 3: Disease/antibiotic prescription profile of patients admitted to the wards

	Discussion
	TABLE 4: Comparison of antibiotic drug prescription in 2012/2013 and 2019

	Conclusions
	Additional Information
	Disclosures
	Acknowledgements

	References


