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Abstract
Background  Globally, antimicrobial resistance (AMR) restricted the armamentarium of the health care providers against 
infectious diseases, mainly due to the emergence of multidrug resistant. This review is aimed at providing contemporary 
bacterial profile and antimicrobial resistance pattern among pregnant women with significant bacteriuria.
Methods  Electronic biomedical databases and indexing services such as PubMed/MEDLINE, Web of Science, EMBASE 
and Google Scholar were searched. Original records of research articles, available online from 2008 to 2021, addressing the 
prevalence of significant bacteriuria and AMR pattern among pregnant women and written in English were identified and 
screened. The relevant data were extracted from included studies using a format prepared in Microsoft Excel and exported 
to STATA 14.0 software for the outcome measure analyses and subgrouping.
Results  The data of 5894 urine samples from 20 included studies conducted in 8 regions of the country were pooled. The 
overall pooled estimate of bacteriuria was 15% (95% CI 13–17%, I2 = 77.94%, p < 0.001) with substantial heterogeneity. The 
pooled estimate of Escherichia coli recovered from isolates of 896 urine samples was 41% (95% CI 38–45%) followed by 
coagulase-negative Staphylococci, 22% (95% CI 18–26%), Staphylococcus aureus, 15% (95% CI 12–18%), Staphylococcus 
saprophytic, 12% (95% CI 6–18%) Proteus mirabilis, 7% (95% CI 4–10%), Enterococcus species, 6% (0–12%), Pseudomonas 
aeruginosa, 4% (2–6%), Citrobacter species, 4% (95% CI 2–4%), Group B streptococcus, 3% (1–5%), and Enterobacter 
species, 2% (1–4%). Multidrug resistance proportions of E. coli, Klebsiella species, Staphylococcus aureus and Coagulase 
negative staphylococci, 83% (95% CI 76–91%), 78% (95% CI 66–90%), 89% (95% CI 83–96%), and 78% (95% CI 67–88%), 
respectively.
Conclusion  The result of current review revealed the occurrence of substantial bacteriuria among pregnant women in Ethio-
pia. Resistance among common bacteria (E. coli, Klebsiella species, Staphylococci species) causing UTIs in pregnant women 
is widespread to commonly used antibiotics. The high rate of drug resistance in turn warrants the need for regular epidemio-
logical surveillance of antibiotic resistance and implementation of an efficient infection control and stewardship program.
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Introduction

Urinary tract infection (UTI) is referred to the invasion 
of microorganism and their subsequent growth in any 
part of the urinary tract including the kidneys, ureters, 
bladder, and urethra [1]. It is one of the most common 
infectious disease resulting in over 150 million cases per 
year globally [1, 2]. Although both males and females 
may become infected by UTI, females are more likely 
to develop UTI compared to males due to short urethra, 
proximity to anus which causes easy contamination of 
the urinary tract with fecal microbial, hormonal changes 
and pregnancy [3].

The most frequent bacterial infection during preg-
nancy is urinary tract infection, which is linked to 
preeclampsia, low birth weight, premature delivery, and 
intrauterine growth restriction [4]. UTIs are classified 
as either asymptomatic or symptomatic bacteriuria dur-
ing pregnancy. The presence of a significant amount of 
bacteria (105 colony-forming unit (CFU)/ml of cultured 
urine) in the absence of signs and symptoms of UTI is 
known as asymptomatic bacteriuria (ABU) [5, 6]. If left 
untreated, asymptomatic bacteriuria occurs 2–15% of 
pregnant women and is a common risk factor for pyelo-
nephritis [7, 8]. Although, recent studies question the 
benefit of ABU treatment particularly, in low-risk preg-
nant women [7–9], timely initiation of antibiotic as soon 
as significant bacteriuria is diagnosed likely reduce the 
incidence of pyelonephritis, preterm delivery, and low 
birth weight [6]. Several factors are associated with an 
increased frequency of bacteriuria during pregnancy. 
These will include age, presence of genitourinary abnor-
malities (kidney, ureteral and bladder stones, tumors, 
urethral strictures, vesico-ureteric reflux), anemia, sex-
ual activity, decreased immunity, lower socioeconomic 
classes, past history of UTI, multiparity and gestational 
age [10, 11]. For example, the prevalence for bacteriu-
ria increases with age from about 1% in females aged 
5–14 years [12].

Escherichia coli is the most common pathogenic 
microorganisms associated with both asymptomatic and 
symptomatic bacteriuria and accounting up 60–80% of all 
UTIs in pregnancy [13, 14]. Other bacteria identified in 
UTIs during pregnancy include Klebsiella pneumoniae, 
Staphylococcus aureus, Coagulase negative staphylococci, 
Enterobacter spp., Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Enterococ-
cus spp., Proteus mirabilis, and others [14].

Antimicrobial resistance (AMR) continued to increase 
as a result of the rapid emergence of resistant bacteria 
worldwide [15]. This is demonstrated by recent world 

health organization (WHO) surveillance data from 22 
high- and low-income countries which reported a high 
level of AMR to numerous bacterial infections and identi-
fied E. coli and K. pneumoniae as the most common resist-
ant pathogen [16]. In addition, meta-analysis of 23 studies 
from different part of the world reported a high prevalence 
of extended‐spectrum beta‐lactamase (ESBL)-producing 
Enterobacteriaceae in pregnant women with significant 
bacteriuria [17]. The resistance of uropathogenic to third-
generation cephalosporin, amoxicillin, and other antibi-
otics in pregnant women especially, in Africa pose a big 
challenge to the management of UTI during pregnancy 
[17, 18].

Routine antimicrobial susceptibility test is a major chal-
lenge in the majority of low-income countries [19]. As a 
result, treatment of infectious disease including UTI in 
pregnant women is initiated empirically and most pregnant 
women treated with an unnecessary antibiotic which further 
contributes to the emergence of resistant pathogens [20]. 
In Ethiopia, there are several studies conducted at differ-
ent regions and hospitals regarding the bacterial profile and 
antimicrobial susceptibility patterns of UTI in pregnant 
women [21–40]. However, there is no pooled prevalence 
data at the national level which alert health care providers 
and clinicians on the current prevalence of AMR in UTI dur-
ing pregnancy. Therefore, this systematic review and meta-
analysis is aimed at providing contemporary bacterial profile 
and antimicrobial resistance pattern among pregnant women 
with significant bacteriuria.

Methods

Reporting

This systematic review and meta-analysis is based on a rec-
ommended methodology by the Joanna Briggs Institute’s 
approach [41] and followed the Preferred Reporting Items 
for Systematic review and Meta-Analysis for Protocols 
(PRISMA-P) 2015 guidelines [42].

Search strategy and data extraction

The present review exhaust all available full-text articles 
in English language (without date restrictions) indexed in 
the following major scientific databases: MEDLINE (via 
PubMed), Web of Science (via Saudi Digital Library), 
Excerpta Medica dataBASE (EMBASE) and Google 
scholar. To identify potential search terms and retrieve 
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the best set of results possible, a pre-determined MED-
LINE search strategy was constructed using the PICO 
(patients, interventions, comparators, outcomes) equiva-
lents: patients, exposures of interests, comparison, and 
outcomes. Accordingly the PECO framework used in our 
search was described as follows: population (P): pregnant 
women with bacteriuria in Ethiopia; exposure (E): sig-
nificant bacteriuria; comparison (C): pregnant women 
without significant bacteriuria in Ethiopia; outcome (O): 
bacteria profile, antibiotic resistance profile.

A manual search for additional relevant studies using 
references from retrieved articles and related systematic 
reviews was also performed to identify original articles 
we might have missed. In addition, to find unpublished 
papers relevant to this systematic review and meta-
analysis, some research centers and digital library of 
higher institutions found in Ethiopia was also explored. 
The search strings or terms were stemmed from the fol-
lowing keywords: pregnant women, pregnant mother, 
pregnancy, bacteriuria, urinary tract infection, UTI, sig-
nificant bacteriuria, uropathogens, antibiotic resistance, 
antimicrobial resistance, multidrug resistance and Ethio-
pia. In the advanced searching databases, the searching 
strategy was built based on the above-mentioned terms 
using the “Medical Subject Headings (MeSH)” and “All 
fields” by linking “AND” and “OR” Boolean operator 
terms as appropriate. The pre-determined MEDLINE 
search strategy was adopted in searching relevant articles 
in all other databases. Modifications to indexing terms 
(e.g., Medical Subject Headings, field tags) for other 
databases were applied as necessary.

Data extraction and quality assessment

Data extraction was implemented using a standard 
and extraction format adapted from the Joanna Briggs 
Institute (JBI) data extraction format [41]. Screening 
by title, abstract, and full text and data extraction were 
done independently by two authors (LC and TM) from 
the published studies and recorded by Microsoft excel 
spreadsheet. Consensus was reached by discussion when-
ever there was disagreement. References and data for 
each study were carefully cross-checked to ensure that 
no overlapping data were present and to maintain the 
integrity of the meta-analysis. Endnote citation manager 
software version X9 for Windows was utilized to col-
lect and organize search outcomes and for removal of 
duplicate articles. The retrieved articles were screened 
according to predefined inclusion and exclusion criteria. 
We extracted information on name of the first author and 

year of publication, study period, study design, study 
region, total sample size, number of isolates, criteria for 
diagnosis of significant bacteriuria, number and percent-
age of gram positive and gram negative bacteria, number 
of asymptomatic and symptomatic bacteriuria and the 
prevalence and antimicrobial resistance patterns of com-
mon bacteria identified. The JBI quality appraisal crite-
ria established for cross-sectional were used to measure 
the quality of the studies included in the meta-analysis. 
The JBI’s appraisal criteria consist of nine questions. The 
first three questions measure about appropriateness of the 
sampling frame to address the target population, whether 
participants sampled in appropriate way and sample 
size is adequate enough. The next three questions meas-
ure whether the study subjects and setting of the study 
described in detail, the data analysis conducted with suf-
ficient coverage of the identified samples and validated 
for identification method of the condition. The last three 
questions measure the reliability of measuring the condi-
tion in a standard way, the appropriateness of statistical 
analysis and the adequacy of response rate.

Inclusion and exclusion criteria

We included published and unpublished (Addis Ababa Uni-
versity) studies reported bacterial profile and their antimi-
crobial-resistance in pregnant women. We also included 
studies published in English, human studies and conducted 
only in Ethiopia. We excluded studies in other population 
other than in pregnancy, qualitative studies, review paper, 
commentaries, case series, case reports, conference proceed-
ing and abstracts.

Data processing and analysis

Data were extracted in Microsoft Excel format, followed 
by analysis using STATA Version 14.0 statistical soft-
ware. Random effect model was applied to estimate the 
pooled estimate and antimicrobial resistance pattern of 
the isolates. We conducted meta-regression to understand 
the source of heterogeneity and pooled the estimate using 
“metaprop” command. Potential source of heterogene-
ity was investigated by subgroup and meta-regression 
analysis. The existence of heterogeneity among studies 
were examined by I2 heterogeneity test, in which 0–40%, 
50–60%, 50–90% and 75–100% represented low, moder-
ate, substantial and considerable heterogeneity, respec-
tively. I2 heterogeneity test of ≥ 50% and a p value of 
< 0.05 was assured the presence of heterogeneity. Thus, 
the DerSimonian–Laired random effects model was 
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employed [43]. Subgroup analysis was done based on 
the patients symptoms status (asymptomatic vs. sympto-
matic), bacterial isolates (Gram positive vs. Gram nega-
tive), geographical region, study period (before 2015 vs. 
2015 or after) to minimize the random variations between 
the point estimates of the primary study. Visual inspec-
tion of the funnel plots and Egger’s regression test was 
used for evaluating the possibility of publication bias. 
Due to the presence of publication bias the result was 
corrected by Duval and Tweedie’s trim and fill analy-
sis. Forest plot format was used to present the pooled 
estimate with 95% CI. Two-sided p values < 0.05 were 
accepted as statistical significant.

Outcome measurement

This review has three major outcomes. The first outcome 
was to determine the pooled estimates of significant 

bacteriuria among pregnant women in Ethiopia. The sec-
ond outcome was to assess the rate of antimicrobial resist-
ance of common bacteria to common antibiotics used in 
the country for the treatment of urinary tract infection 
and finally pattern of multidrug resistance of common 
uropathogens among pregnant women. The pooled esti-
mates of bacterial isolates and their antimicrobial resist-
ance isolates were calculated using the following for-
mula: a pooled estimate of each isolate was the number 
of isolate divided by the number of all the detected bac-
teria isolates. The pooled estimates of resistance to each 
tested antibiotic was calculated by dividing the number 
of resistance isolates of each species to total number of 
all the detected isolates of the species. Multidrug resist-
ance was defined as resistance to at least to two antibiot-
ics to the isolated Gram-positive bacteria for the various 
antibiotics.

Fig. 1   The process of identifica-
tion, screening, checking for 
eligibility and inclusion into the 
final analyses

Records identified from
Databases /Registries 
(Medline = 642, web of 
science =321, EMBSAE = 
134, Google scholar = 108)
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Records removed before 
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Records excluded
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Results

Literature identification and characteristics 
of included studies

Of 1204 identified studies (Medline = 642, Web of Sci-
ence = 321, EMBASE = 134, Google scholar = 108, and 
manual search = 3), 673 duplicates were excluded. We fur-
ther excluded 358 studies because they were not relevant 
up-on reviewing the titles. Then the full-text of the remain-
ing 173 articles was downloaded and fully assessed for ful-
filling the required criteria. We again excluded 150 articles 
because they were not about pregnant women (N = 150) and 
not done in Ethiopia (N = 3). Finally, a total of 20 studies 
were included in this review that met the inclusion criteria 
[21–40]. Figure 1 summarizes the process of identification, 
screening, checking for eligibility and inclusion into the final 
analyses.

All of these studies were conducted from January 2005 
to September 2019 and published online from 2008 to 2020. 
All of the studies were cross sectional in design. All of the 
studies published on peer review journals except two unpub-
lished data which were obtained from Addis Ababa digital 
library [44–48]. About one-third of the studies were con-
ducted in Amhara region (n = 6) [21, 22, 24, 25, 31, 33] 
followed by three studies in Addis Ababa city [23, 32, 40], 
three in Tigray region [26, 37, 38], three in SNNPR [28, 36, 
39], two in Oromia region [27, 30], one in Somalia region 
[29], one in Dire Dawa city [34], and one in Harari region 
[35]. Sample size of the studies included ranged from 168 
[49] to 414 [50]. The prevalence of significant bacteriu-
ria ranged from 7.8 [39] to 24% [34]. Table 1 summarizes 
the baseline characteristics, tests used, diagnostic criteria, 
and prevalence of significant bacteriuria among pregnant 
women.

Pooled estimate of significant bacteriuria

A total of 20 studies reported that significant bacteriuria 
was detected in 896 urine samples out of a total 5894 sam-
ples taken from pregnant women during their antenatal care 
visit to the health care system. In random-effect model, the 
overall prevalence of significant bacteriuria was 15% (95% 
CI 13–17%) with substantial heterogeneity (I2 = 77.94%, 
p < 0.001) across the studies (Fig. 2).

Subgroup analysis

Subgroup analyses revealed that the proportion of preg-
nant women developed asymptomatic bacteriuria was 

12% (95% CI 9–15%, I2 = 89.09%, p < 0.001) as shown 
in Fig. 3, whereas only 6% (95% CI 4–9%, I2 = 91.33%, 
p < 0.001, Fig. 4) developed symptomatic bacteriuria with 
no statistical significant difference (p = 0.14) between the 
two. Gram-negative bacteria accounted for 64% (95% CI 
57–69%, I2 = 72.80%, p < 0.001, Fig. 5) of bacteriuria in 
participants included in this study, whereas Gram-pos-
itive counterparts accounted for 36% (95% CI 30–43%, 
I2 = 78.91%, p < 0.001, Fig. 6) with a statistically signifi-
cant difference (p = 0.001).

Another subgroup analysis by study period also revealed 
that the prevalence of significant bacteriuria before 2015 was 
13% (95% CI 10–17%, I2 = 69.40%, p < 0.001) while it was 
16% (95% CI 14–19%, I2 = 78.39%, p < 0.001) after 2015 
with no significant statistical difference (p = 0.16) (Fig. 7). 
Lastly, subgroup by region showed that the prevalence of 
significant bacteriuria among pregnant women was 16% in 
Addis Ababa city, 13% in Amhara region, 14% in Dire Dawa 
city, 20% in Harari region, 17% in Oromia region, 13% in 
Somalia region, 13% in SNNP region and 18% in Tigray 
region with no significant difference across the regions 
(p = 0.46) (Fig. 8).

Meta‑regression

Just to identify the sources of heterogeneity, meta-regression 
was conducted using geographic region, year of publication, 
and sample size as a covariate. The analysis showed that 
there is no effect of geographic region (supplementary 1), 
year of publication (supplementary 2) and sample size (sup-
plementary 3) on heterogeneity between studies (Table 2).

Types of bacterial isolates

Data of 5894 urine samples from 20 studies conducted in 8 
regions of the country were pooled. Eleven different types 
of bacterial isolates were extracted from studies included 
in this review. The most common bacterial isolate of both 
asymptomatic and symptomatic bacteriuria was E. coli with 
an overall prevalence of 41% (95% CI 38–45%, Fig. 9) fol-
lowed by Coagulase negative staphylococci 22 (18–26% 
Fig. 10), Staphylococcus aureus 15% (12–18%, Fig. 11), 
Staphylococcus saprophyticus 12% (7–17%, Supplementary 
4), Klebsiella species 9% (7–11%, Fig. 12), Proteus mirabilis 
7% (4–10%, Supplementary 5), Enterococcus species 6% 
(0–12%, Supplementary 6), P. aeruginosa 4% (2–6%, Sup-
plementary 7), Citrobacter species 4% (2–6%, Supplemen-
tary 8), Group B streptococcus 3% (1–5%, Supplementary 
9) and Enterobacter species 2% (1–4%, Supplementary 10) 
as depicted on Table 3.



668	 Archives of Gynecology and Obstetrics (2022) 306:663–686

1 3

Ta
bl

e 
1  

B
as

el
in

e 
ch

ar
ac

te
ris

tic
s o

bs
er

va
tio

na
l s

tu
di

es
 in

cl
ud

ed
 in

 sy
ste

m
at

ic
 re

vi
ew

 a
nd

 m
et

a-
an

al
ys

is

Fi
rs

t a
ut

ho
r

Ye
ar

Re
gi

on
St

ud
y 

pe
rio

d
St

ud
y 

de
sig

n
Sa

m
pl

e 
si

ze
N

um
be

r o
f 

is
ol

at
es

Te
st

C
rit

er
ia

 fo
r 

di
ag

no
si

s 
(N

B
 in

 m
l)

G
ra

m
 p

os
i-

tiv
e 

n 
(%

)
G

ra
m

 n
eg

a-
tiv

e 
n 

(%
)

A
sy

m
p-

to
m

at
ic

 
n

Sy
m

pt
o-

m
at

ic
 n

JB
I s

co
re

1.
 B

is
et

 [3
0]

20
20

A
m

ha
ra

M
ar

ch
 to

 
M

ay
 2

01
7

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

38
4

61
 (1

5.
9%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
–

–
23

38
8

2.
 T

ul
a 

[3
6]

20
20

SN
N

PR
M

ar
ch

 to
 

Ju
ne

 2
01

9
C

ro
ss

 se
c-

tio
na

l
29

6
23

 (7
.8

%
)

C
ul

tu
re

≥
 10

5  C
FU

5 
(2

2.
2%

)
18

 (7
7.

8%
)

12
11

7

3.
 D

er
es

e 
 

[3
1]

20
16

D
ire

 D
aw

a
Fe

br
ua

ry
 1

8,
 

20
15

 to
 

M
ar

ch
 2

5,
 

20
15

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

18
6

26
 (2

4%
)

C
ul

tu
re

≥
 10

5  C
FU

7 
(2

6.
9%

)
19

 (7
3.

1%
)

11
15

7

4.
 T

ad
es

se
 

[3
3]

20
14

SN
N

PR
M

ar
ch

 2
01

2 
to

 S
ep

te
m

-
be

r 2
01

2

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

24
4

46
 (1

8.
8%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
26

 (5
1%

)
25

 (4
9%

)
46

–
7

5.
 T

ad
es

se
 

[3
4]

20
18

Ti
gr

ay
Ja

nu
ar

y 
1 

to
 

A
pr

il 
30

, 
20

18

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

25
9

55
 (2

1.
2%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
17

 (3
0.

9%
)

38
 (6

4.
1%

)
55

–
7

6.
 A

le
m

u 
[1

8]
20

12
A

m
ha

ra
M

ar
ch

 2
2 

to
 

A
pr

il 
30

, 
20

11

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

38
5

40
 (1

0.
4%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
13

 (3
2.

5%
)

27
 (6

7.
5%

)
-

–
7

7.
 G

es
es

se
 

[2
4]

20
17

O
ro

m
ia

M
ar

ch
 2

01
6 

to
 D

ec
em

-
be

r, 
20

16

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

30
0

56
 (1

8.
7%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
17

 (3
0.

4%
)

39
 (6

9.
6%

)
35

21
6

8.
 B

el
et

e 
[1

9]
20

20
A

m
ha

ra
Fe

br
ua

ry
 

20
17

 to
 

M
ay

 2
01

7

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

32
3

51
 (1

5.
8%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
31

 (6
0.

8%
)

20
 (3

9.
2%

)
29

21
7

9.
 G

eb
re

-
m

ar
ia

m
 

[2
3]

20
19

Ti
gr

ay
Fe

br
ua

ry
 to

 
Se

pt
em

be
r 

30
, 2

01
7

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

34
1

72
 (2

1.
1%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
27

 (3
6.

5%
)

47
 (6

3.
5%

)
72

8

10
. D

em
ili

e 
[2

1]
20

12
A

m
ha

ra
O

ct
ob

er
  

20
10

 to
 

Ja
nu

ar
y 

20
11

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

36
7

35
 (9

.5
%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
12

 (3
4.

3%
)

23
 (6

5.
7%

)
28

7
6

11
 N

eg
us

si
e 

[2
6]

20
17

So
m

al
ia

Se
pt

em
be

r 
20

16
 to

 
D

ec
em

be
r 

20
16

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

19
0

25
 (1

3.
2%

)
U

rin
al

y-
si

s a
nd

 
cu

ltu
re

≥
 10

5  C
FU

6 
(2

4%
)

19
 (7

6%
)

6

12
. F

er
ed

e 
[2

2]
20

12
A

m
ha

ra
Ja

nu
ar

y 
to

 
M

ay
, 2

01
1

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

20
0

24
 (1

2%
)

cu
ltu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
10

 (4
1.

7%
)

14
 (5

8.
3%

)
14

10
6

13
. E

da
e 

[3
2]

20
20

H
ar

ar
i

M
ar

ch
 to

 
A

pr
il 

20
19

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

28
1

56
 (1

9.
9%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
22

 (3
9.

3%
)

34
 (6

0.
7%

)
56

–
6



669Archives of Gynecology and Obstetrics (2022) 306:663–686	

1 3

SN
N

PR
 S

ou
th

er
n 

na
tio

n,
 n

at
io

na
l a

nd
 p

eo
pl

e 
re

gi
on

, J
BI

 Jo
an

na
 B

rig
gs

 In
sti

tu
te

, C
FU

 c
ol

on
y-

fo
rm

in
g 

un
it

Ta
bl

e 
1  

(c
on

tin
ue

d)

Fi
rs

t a
ut

ho
r

Ye
ar

Re
gi

on
St

ud
y 

pe
rio

d
St

ud
y 

de
sig

n
Sa

m
pl

e 
si

ze
N

um
be

r o
f 

is
ol

at
es

Te
st

C
rit

er
ia

 fo
r 

di
ag

no
si

s 
(N

B
 in

 m
l)

G
ra

m
 p

os
i-

tiv
e 

n 
(%

)
G

ra
m

 n
eg

a-
tiv

e 
n 

(%
)

A
sy

m
p-

to
m

at
ic

 
n

Sy
m

pt
o-

m
at

ic
 n

JB
I s

co
re

14
. W

ab
e 

[3
7]

20
20

A
dd

is
 

A
ba

ba
Ju

ly
 to

 
Se

pt
em

be
r 

20
19

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

29
0

49
 (1

6.
9%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
20

 (4
0.

8%
)

29
 (5

9.
2%

)
49

–
7

15
. T

se
ga

ye
 

[3
5]

20
14

 
(u

np
ub

-
lis

he
d)

Ti
gr

ay
Ja

nu
ar

y 
to

 
A

ug
us

t 
20

14

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

16
8

20
 (1

1.
9%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
8 

(4
0%

)
12

 (6
0%

)
16

4
7

16
. A

ss
ef

a 
[2

9]
20

08
A

dd
is

 
A

ba
ba

Ja
nu

ar
y 

to
 

M
ar

ch
  

20
08

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

41
4

50
 (1

1.
6%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
20

 (4
0%

)
30

 (6
0%

)
41

9
6

17
. N

is
ha

 
[2

7]
20

15
O

ro
m

ia
Se

pt
em

be
r 

20
14

 to
 

M
ay

 2
01

5

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

36
7

59
 (1

6.
1%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
7

48
59

–
6

18
. B

iz
u-

w
or

k 
[2

0]
20

20
 

(u
np

ub
-

lis
he

d)

A
dd

is
 

A
ba

ba
M

ar
ch

 to
 

M
ay

, 2
01

9
C

ro
ss

 se
c-

tio
na

l
28

1
56

 (1
9.

9%
)

C
ul

tu
re

≥
 10

5  C
FU

11
45

56
–

7

19
. K

um
al

o 
[2

5]
20

20
SN

N
PR

Se
pt

em
be

r t
o 

D
ec

em
be

r, 
20

17

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

26
0

27
 (1

0.
4%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
10

17
27

–
6

20
. A

li 
[2

8]
20

18
A

m
ha

ra
Fe

br
ua

ry
 to

 
M

ay
 2

01
7

C
ro

ss
 se

c-
tio

na
l

35
8

56
 (1

5.
6%

)
C

ul
tu

re
≥

 10
5  C

FU
37

21
56

–
7



670	 Archives of Gynecology and Obstetrics (2022) 306:663–686

1 3

Fig. 2   Forest plot showing the 
overall prevalence of significant 
bacteriuria among pregnant 
women in Ethiopia, 2021

Overall  (I^2 = 77.94%, p = 0.00)
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Fig. 3   Forest plot showing the 
prevalence of asymptomatic 
bacteriuria among pregnant 
women in Ethiopia, 2021
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Fig. 4   Forest plot showing the prevalence of symptomatic bacteriuria among pregnant women in Ethiopia, 2021

Fig. 5   Forest plot showing the 
prevalence of Gram-negative 
bacteriuria among pregnant 
women in Ethiopia, 2021
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Antibiotic resistance patterns of E. coli and Klebsiella 
species isolates

Table 4 shows that antibiotic resistance pattern for E. coli 
isolated of significant bacteriuria among Ethiopian preg-
nant women who attained the antenatal care, the most 
resistance was to amoxicillin with prevalence of 81% 
(95% CI 69–94%), followed by ampicillin, amoxicil-
lin–clavulanic acid, and sulfamethoxazole–trimethoprim 
with prevalence of 80% (95% CI 72–88%), 46% (95% CI 
29–63%), 40% (95% CI 26–53%), respectively. The lowest 
resistance was observed to nitrofurantoin with a preva-
lence of 19% (95% CI 11–27%) followed by ceftriaxone, 
ciprofloxacin, ceftazidime, gentamicin and norfloxacin 
with a prevalence of 20%, 21%, 22%, 28% and 28%, 
respectively. Similarly, the highest rate of resistance by 
Klebsiella species was observed to ampicillin with a prev-
alence of 76% (95% CI 66–86%) while the lowest resist-
ance was to ceftriaxone with a prevalence of 20% (95% 
CI 13–28%) as shown in Fig. 13. Three studies reported 
that the pooled prevalence of ESBL E. coli was 19% (95% 
CI 10–27%, I2 = 8.16%, p = 0.34, Fig. 14), whereas the 

prevalence of ESBL Klebsiella species was 33% (95% CI 
3–64%, Fig. 15) reported by two studies. The prevalence 
of multidrug resistance E. coli was 83% (95% CI 76–91%, 
I2 = 64.4%, p < 0.001, Fig. 16) as reported by 11 stud-
ies with a total sample size of 208 and 166 cases while, 
the prevalence of multidrug-resistant (MDR) Klebsiella 
species was 78% (95% CI 66–90%, I2 = 00.00%, p = 0.99, 
Fig. 17).

Antibiotic resistance patterns of Staphylococcal 
species

This review showed that S. aureus exhibited the high-
est resistance to ampicillin, 84% (95% CI 75–93%) fol-
lowed by penicillin, 82% (95% CI 70–93%), tetracycline, 
62% (95% CI 40–88%), amoxicillin–clavulanic acid, 
54% (95% CI 10–98%), sulfamethoxazole–trimetho-
prim, 53% (95% CI 36–70%), and erythromycin, 50% 
(95% CI 27–73%) as shown in Table 5. Relatively lower 
rates of resistance were observed to nitrofurantoin, 16% 
(95% CI 4–49%), ciprofloxacin, 21% (95% CI −98%), 

Fig. 6   Forest plot showing the 
prevalence of Gram-positive 
bacteriuria among pregnant 
women in Ethiopia, 2021

Overall  (I^2 = 78.91%, p = 0.00)
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clindamycin, 22% (95% CI 11–33%), chloramphenicol, 
32% (95% CI 22–42%), and ceftriaxone, 34% (95% CI 
18–50%). Similarly, the highest resistance by coagulase-
negative Staphylococci was observed to penicillin with 
a prevalence of 87% (95% CI 79–94%) while, the lowest 
rate of resistance was to nitrofurantoin with a prevalence 
of 8% (95% CI 0–15%) as depicted in Fig. 18. The preva-
lence of multidrug resistance isolated S. aureus was 89% 
(95% CI 83–96%, I2 = 00.00%, p = 0.75, Fig. 19) while, it 
was 78% (95% CI 67–88%, I2 = 46.20%, p = 0.05, Fig. 20) 
for coagulase-negative Staphylococci.

Publication bias

The asymmetry of funnel plots visual inspection showed that 
there are some evidence of publication biases in the pooled 
estimates, which were statistically confirmed by Egger’s 
regression test (β = 8.30, 95% CI 4.30–12.30, p < 0.001, 

Supplementary 11) and after adjusting for publication bias 
by trim and fill analysis the funnel plot appeared symmetri-
cal (Supplementary 12).

Discussion

The most prevalent bacterial infection in pregnancy is uri-
nary tract infection (UTI), which increases the risk of mater-
nal and newborn morbidity and mortality [51]. Bacteriuria 
causes a significantly larger number of neonates with low 
birth weight, premature delivery, and a higher neonatal 
mortality rate when it occurs during pregnancy [52]. Thus, 
this meta-analysis was aimed to determine the burden of 
bacteriuria among symptomatic and asymptomatic pregnant 
women, the common bacterial etiologies, and their suscep-
tibility patterns.

Fig. 7   Forest plot showing the 
prevalence of bacteriuria among 
pregnant women by study 
period in Ethiopia, 2021
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In this meta-analysis of 20 studies, 15% of the preg-
nant women attending the antenatal care follow at dif-
ferent regions of Ethiopia had significant bacteriuria. 
Our finding showed a slightly higher number of bacteria 
identified compared to a review study from other low-
income countries, where 13.5% of UTI-causing bacterial 
uropathogens were isolated from the urine sample [14]. 
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Fig. 8   Forest plot showing the prevalence of bacteriuria among pregnant women by region in Ethiopia, 2021

Table 2   Meta-regression analysis of some factors assumed to affect 
between-study heterogeneity

Sources of heterogeneity Coefficient Standard error p value

Geographic region 0.020 0.027 0.460
Year of publication 0.027 0.016 0.099
Sample size − 0.0002 0.001 0.799
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In contrast to our meta-analysis, this review included a 
larger sample size (24,248 vs. 5536 urine specimens), 
however, the prevalence estimate did not contain the rig-
orous statistical analysis including the sub-group analysis. 
However, from a multicentre study of Tanzania, a slightly 
higher prevalence of significant bacteriuria among preg-
nant women was reported (17.7%); compared to our find-
ing [19]. In different studies, Greve et al. [53], Lee et al. 
[54] and Prifti et al. [55], lower findings were reported, 
where the urine culture positivity (bacteriuria) among 
8807, 4034, and 2149 pregnant women were 5.6%, 8.9%, 
and 13.31%, respectively. Compared with the rest of the 
world especially the developed countries, the prevalence 
of bacteriuria among pregnant women in Ethiopia were 
high. These could be associated with the different modifi-
able and preventable prenatal factors. These will include 
anemia, decreased immunity, sexual activity, early age 
marriage, lower socioeconomic classes, multiparity and 
gestational age [56–60].

Untreated asymptomatic bacteriuria in pregnancy 
leads, in as much as 40%, to the development of acute 

pyelonephritis with all the subsequent negative effects not 
only for the woman herself but particularly for the foetus 
[52]. This meta-analytic result indicated 12% of the preg-
nant women with significant bacteriuria were reported to 
be asymptomatic. A similar meta-analytic result from Iran 
indicated 13% of pregnant women had asymptomatic bac-
teriuria [61]. However, our finding is higher compared to a 
study by Lee et al. (Bangladesh), where 4.5% of the pregnant 
women with UTI had asymptomatic bacteriuria [54] and 
lower compared to a study by Mwambete and Malaba [62] 
from Tanzania, Dar es Salaam where 23.3% of the pregnant 
women attending the antenatal care had an asymptomatic 
urinary tract infection.

In this meta-analysis, Gram-negative bacter ia 
accounted for 64% of culture-positive urine samples. 
Similarly, a review article from the low-income countries 
by Belete and Saravanan [14], and a study by Johnson 
et al. reported Gram-negative bacteria were the most com-
mon [63]. Regarding the specific bacteria identified, E. 
coli represented 41% of all the bacteria isolated from 20 

Fig. 9   Forest plot showing the 
prevalence of E. coli among 
pregnant women by region in 
Ethiopia, 2021
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studies. Several studies were reported E. coli was the most 
frequent bacteria isolated from the urine culture of preg-
nant women [19, 53–55, 63–65]. Staphylococcus species 
were the second frequent uropathogenic bacteria identi-
fied after E. coli. A similar finding was reported from the 
community cohort of pregnant women from Bangladesh 
that staphylococcal species were the second commonest 
bacterial isolates after E. coli [54]. However, a cross-
sectional study from Cameroon reported, the Staphylo-
coccal species (45%) were the most frequent bacterial 
isolates from pregnant women [66]. In contrast, Johnson 
et al. reported Klebsiella species (37.41%) was the most 
frequently identified bacteria than E. coli (28.78%) [63]. 
The difference might be related to the small sample size 
of the two studies.

Antibiotic resistance has led to significant challenges 
in treating UTI [67]. In this meta-analysis, E. coli was 

highly resistant to amoxicillin (81%) and ampicillin 
(80%). Similarly, Forson et al. from Ghana reported E. 
coli was 79.3% resistant to ampicillin [68]. However, 
higher resistance of E. coli to ampicillin (94.5%) and cot-
rimoxazole (88.8%) was reported in a multicentre study 
by Seni et al. compared to our findings. In contrast, in 
our meta-analysis, lower (40%) of the E. coli isolates 
were resistant to cotrimoxazole [19]. Our findings indi-
cated lower resistance of E. coli to the following anti-
biotics were reported: nitrofurantoin (19%), ceftriaxone 
(20%), and ciprofloxacin (21%). Similar findings were 
reported by Seni et al., 12.8%, 13.4%, and 16.5%, respec-
tively [19]. Similarly, in a meta-analysis by Emami et al., 
E. coli was 22% resistant to nitrofurantoin [18]. Our find-
ings showed that 83% of the E. coli isolates were MDR 
and 19% were ESBL producers. Similar findings were 

Overall  (I^2 = 20.10%, p = 0.24)

Gebremariam (2019)

Negussie (2017)

Derese  (2016)

Edae (2020)

Belete (2020)

Alemu (2012)

Gesesse (2017)

Biset (2020)

Ferede (2012)

Demilie (2012)

Study

Kumalo (2020)

Ali (2018)

Tadesse (2014)

0.22 (0.18, 0.26)

0.23 (0.15, 0.34)

0.12 (0.04, 0.30)

0.19 (0.09, 0.38)

0.29 (0.18, 0.41)

0.29 (0.19, 0.43)

0.22 (0.12, 0.38)

0.14 (0.07, 0.26)

0.28 (0.18, 0.40)

0.25 (0.12, 0.45)

0.17 (0.08, 0.33)

ES (95% CI)

0.11 (0.04, 0.28)

0.28 (0.18, 0.40)

0.29 (0.19, 0.43)

100.00

10.88

7.02

5.24

7.90

7.23

6.84

11.59

8.55

4.14

7.25

Weight

7.88

8.26

7.23

%

0.22 (0.18, 0.26)

0.23 (0.15, 0.34)

0.12 (0.04, 0.30)

0.19 (0.09, 0.38)

0.29 (0.18, 0.41)

0.29 (0.19, 0.43)

0.22 (0.12, 0.38)

0.14 (0.07, 0.26)

0.28 (0.18, 0.40)

0.25 (0.12, 0.45)

0.17 (0.08, 0.33)

ES (95% CI)

0.11 (0.04, 0.28)

0.28 (0.18, 0.40)

0.29 (0.19, 0.43)

100.00

10.88

7.02

5.24

7.90

7.23

6.84

11.59

8.55

4.14

7.25

Weight

7.88

8.26

7.23

%

-.2 0 .2 .4 .6

Prevalence

Fig. 10   Forest plot showing the prevalence of Coagulase negative staphylococci among pregnant women by region in Ethiopia, 2021
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Fig. 11   Forest plot showing the prevalence of S. aureus among pregnant women by region in Ethiopia, 2021

Table 3   The estimates of common bacteria isolates of urine samples taken from pregnant women

Bacteria Number of 
studies

Sample size No. of bacteria 
isolates

Prevalence (95% CI) I2 (%) p value

Escherichia coli 20 896 371 41 (38–45) 2.03 0.44
Klebsiella species 20 896 94 9 (7–11) 5.96 0.38
Pseudomonas aeruginosa 10 404 25 4 (2–6) 8.07 0.37
Proteus mirabilis 13 560 47 7 (4–10) 52.32 0.02
Citrobacter species 10 395 24 4 (2–6) 0.00 0.45
Enterobacter species 9 428 16 2 (1–4) 0.00 0.65
Staphylococcus aureus 18 781 131 15 (12–18) 00.00 0.14
Coagulase negative staphylococcus 15 654 150 22 (18–26) 20.10 0.24
Staphylococcus saprophyticus 5 207 29 12 (6–18) 39.51 0.17
Enterococcus species 4 180 15 6 (0–12) 69.06 0.02
Group B streptococcus 4 190 7 3 (1–5) 0.00 0.69
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Fig. 12   Forest plot showing the prevalence of Klebsiella species among pregnant women by region in Ethiopia, 2021

Table 4   Antimicrobial resistance of E. coli and Klebsiella species to commonly used antibiotics among pregnant women with significant bacte-
riuria

a Amoxicillin–clavulanic acid
b Sulfamethoxazole–trimethoprim

Antibiotic Pooled estimates of resistant isolates

E. coli Klebsiella species

No. of studies Sample size Case ES (95% CI) I2 (%) No. of studies Sample size Case ES (95% CI) I2 (%)

Amoxicillin 7 116 90 81 (69–94) 77.42 7 26 17 67 (50–85) 00.00
Augmentina 15 297 140 46 (29–63) 93.12 14 75 33 44 (27–62) 69.72
Ampicillin 17 329 261 80 (72–88) 84.25 15 69 50 76 (66–86) 10.16
Ceftriaxone 13 270 57 20 (13–28) 70.35 15 76 23 27 (16–38) 21.69
Ceftazidime 4 76 17 22 (13–32) 00.00 2 7 2 28 (5–61) –
Cotrimoxazoleb 17 135 324 40 (26–53) 89.01 16 80 38 50 (38–62) 17.61
Ciprofloxacin 13 245 45 21 (1–13) 84.35 13 62 18 26 (16–36) 00.00
Norfloxacin 6 104 27 28 (5–50) 91.13 10 38 17 45 (30–60) 00.00
Gentamicin 16 314 90 28 (18–37) 81.26 16 82 27 30 (21–40) 00.00
Nitrofrantoin 9 191 41 19 (11–27) 58.43 8 46 19 41 (27–54) 00.00
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reported in another meta-analysis by Mansouri et al. [17] 
and a study by Sekikubo et al. [20], where 17 and 18% of 
the E. coli strains identified from pregnant women with 
UTIs were ESBL producers, respectively.

The second frequent Gram-negative isolate in our 
meta-analysis was Klebsiella spp. (9%) from the 20 
studies. Similar to E. coli, Klebsiella spp. were highly 
resistant to ampicillin (76%). This finding was rela-
tively lower than a study by Seni et  al. [19], where 
about 98% of the Klebsiella spp. were resistant to ampi-
cillin. However, lower resistance of Klebsiella (21.8%) 
to ceftriaxone was reported, which is comparable to 
our finding (20%). Our finding indicated, the pooled 
prevalence of MDR Klebsiella spp. was 78% and 33% 
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Fig. 13   Pattern of antimicrobial resistance of Gram-negative bacteria 
among pregnant women in Ethiopia. 2021
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Fig. 14   Forest plot showing the prevalence of ESBL E. coli among pregnant women
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of the isolates were ESBL producers. Kaduma et al. 
reported a lower value; 15.4% of the Klebsiella spp. 
were ESBL producers [69]. The difference might be 
due to the lower number of participants in a study by 
Kaduma et al.

In this meta-analysis, Staphylococcus spp. isolates were 
highly resistant to the beta-lactam antibiotics. S. aureus was 
84% and 82% resistant to ampicillin and penicillin, respec-
tively. And, low resistance to both nitrofurantoin (16%) and 
ciprofloxacin (21%) identified. A similar resistance profile 
was noted with coagulase-negative Staphylococcus. Similar 
findings, but a slightly higher percentage of resistance of 
S. aureus to beta-lactam antibiotics was reported by John-
son et al.; ampicillin (90.1%), amoxicillin (93.9%), and 
amoxicillin/clavulanic acid (78.8%). Similar to our findings, 

lower resistance to nitrofurantoin (18.2%) and ciprofloxacin 
(33.3%) was reported [63].

In addition, this meta-analysis result showed the preva-
lence of multidrug resistance isolated S. aureus from urine 
samples of pregnant women with significant bacteriuria was 
89%. Similarly, a study from Nigeria reported S. aureus iso-
lated from urine samples of pregnant women was 90.0% 
each, and 85% resistant to cotrimoxazole, tetracycline, 
cefoxitin, and vancomycin, respectively [70]. Another study 
by Asmat et al. [71] also reported all the S. aureus isolates 
were multidrug-resistant; resistant to tetracycline, doxycy-
cline, tobramycin, and intermediately resistant to pipemidic 
acid. However, a study by Asmat et al. had included a small 
number of pregnant women.
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Fig. 15   Forest plot showing the prevalence of ESBL Klebsiella species among pregnant women
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Fig. 16   Forest plot showing the prevalence of multidrug-resistant E. coli among pregnant women

Table 5   Antimicrobial resistance of S. aureus and coagulase-negative Staphylococci to commonly used antibiotics among pregnant women with 
significant bacteriuria

a Amoxicillin–clavulanic acid
b Sulfamethoxazole–trimethoprim

Antibiotic Pooled estimates of resistant isolates

S. aureus Coagulase negative staphylococci

No. of studies Sample size Case ES (95% CI) I2 (%) No. of studies Sample size Case ES (95% CI) I2 (%)

Amoxicillin 3 10 5 50 (19–81) 00.00 4 26 13 50 (32–69) 00.00
Augmentina 3 25 14 54 (10–98) 86.73 5 40 17 35 (7–64) 79.03
Ampicillin 11 61 49 84 (75–93) 00.00 11 87 68 81 (73–89) 00.00
Penicillin 9 85 68 82 (70–93) 61.08 7 80 67 87 (79–94) 00.00
Ceftriaxone 8 50 18 34 (18–50) 39.46 7 65 22 31 (12–50) 69.49
Cotrimoxazoleb 16 122 71 53 (36–70) 80.08 13 131 85 62 (45–78) 81.17
Ciprofloxacin 9 67 16 21 (11–30) 00.00 9 86 36 41 (31–51) 00.00
Gentamicin 4 25 12 49 (26–72) 35.92 7 57 18 26 (8–44) 67.92
Nitrofrantoin 6 50 10 16 (4–29) 27.98 4 43 4 8 (0–15) 00.00
Tetracycline 10 78 48 62 (44–80) 71.04 9 95 55 60 (50–69) 00.00
Doxycycline 3 21 8 40 (4–77) 69.91 3 25 13 47 (20–75) 46.33
Cefoxitin 2 18 7 39 (16–61) – 2 20 9 45 (23–66) –
Erythromycin 9 86 46 50 (27–73) 84.85 6 77 39 48 (31–64) 58.84
Clindamycin 4 51 12 22 (11–33) 00.00 2 30 14 46 (29–63) –
Chloramphenicol 10 82 27 32 (22–42) 00.00 10 101 46 46 (31–61) 62.39
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Fig. 17   Forest plot showing the prevalence of multidrug-resistant Klebsiella species among pregnant women

Fig. 18   Pattern of antimicrobial 
resistance of Gram-positive bac-
teria among pregnant women in 
Ethiopia, 2021
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Strengths and limitations

The main strength of this meta-analysis is that it was the first 
to be reported from Ethiopia. In addition, it pooled a relatively 
large number of articles, which could improve the power and 
the precision of the estimates of the effect sizes. While the study 
findings led to the conclusion of high antibiotic resistance in 
pregnant women with UTI, the original studies included in the 
analyses came from only six of the country’s nine regions and 
two cities. As a result, the results’ applicability to the rest of the 
country may be questioned. In this meta-analysis, there is also 
significant publication bias, which is graphically assessed using 
funnel plots and statistically checked for the presence of a small 
study effect using the Egger test, affecting the interpretation of 
the findings. However, the pooled prevalence was corrected 
by Duval and Tweedie’s trim and fill analysis (the same as the 
original result, 15%). Furthermore, the reader should be aware 
that the protocol for this study was not made public, which 
could lead to bias.

Conclusion

The result of current review revealed the occurrence of 
substantial bacteriuria among pregnant women in the 
country. Resistance among common bacteria (E. coli, 
Klebsiella species, Staphylococcus species) causing UTIs 
in pregnant women is widespread to commonly used 
antibiotics. The high rate of bacteriuria among pregnant 
women in the country is an alert for clinicians to screen 
bacteriuria at least once using urine culture during antena-
tal care and treat if urine culture turn around positive. The 
high rate of drug resistance in turn warrant the need for 
regular epidemiological surveillance of antibiotic resist-
ance and implementation of an efficient infection control 
and stewardship program.
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Fig. 19   Forest plot showing the prevalence of multidrug-resistant S. aureus among pregnant women



684	 Archives of Gynecology and Obstetrics (2022) 306:663–686

1 3

Supplementary Information  The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s00404-​021-​06365-4.

Acknowledgements  Not applicable.

Author contributions  LCK and TM conducted the database search, 
screening, quality assessment, and data analysis. KF and TMU wrote 
and revised the manuscript for the intellectual content. All authors read 
and approved the final manuscript.

Funding  The authors received no specific funding for this work.

Availability of data and materials  All relevant data are within the 
manuscript and its Supporting Information files.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest  The authors declare that they have no competing 
interests.

Ethics approval and consent to participate  Not applicable.

Consent for publication  Not applicable.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons 
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, 

adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, 
as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the 
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate 
if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless 
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended 
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted 
use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright 
holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://​creat​iveco​mmons.​
org/​licen​ses/​by/4.​0/.

References

	 1.	 Flores-Mireles AL et al (2015) Urinary tract infections: epidemi-
ology, mechanisms of infection and treatment options. Nat Rev 
Microbiol 13(5):269–284

	 2.	 Foxman B (2014) Urinary tract infection syndromes: occurrence, 
recurrence, bacteriology, risk factors, and disease burden. Infect 
Dis Clin 28(1):1–13

	 3.	 Magliano E et al (2012) Gender and age-dependent etiology 
of community-acquired urinary tract infections. Sci World J 
2012:1–7

	 4.	 Mazor-Dray E et al (2009) Maternal urinary tract infection: is 
it independently associated with adverse pregnancy outcome? J 
Matern Fetal Neonatal Med 22(2):124–128

Overall  (I^2 = 46.20%, p = 0.05)

Study

Gebremariam (2019)

Tadesse (2014)

Kumalo (2020)

Biset (2020)

Derese  (2016)

Alemu (2012)

Belete (2020)

Negussie (2017)

Ali (2018)

Tsegaye (2014)

0.78 (0.67, 0.88)

ES (95% CI)

0.41 (0.22, 0.64)

0.82 (0.59, 0.94)

0.67 (0.21, 0.94)

0.88 (0.66, 0.97)

0.80 (0.38, 0.96)

0.78 (0.45, 0.94)

0.73 (0.48, 0.89)

0.67 (0.21, 0.94)

0.93 (0.70, 0.99)

0.80 (0.38, 0.96)

100.00

Weight

11.03

14.16

3.32

16.12

6.54

9.26

11.58

3.32

18.13

6.54

%

0.78 (0.67, 0.88)

ES (95% CI)

0.41 (0.22, 0.64)

0.82 (0.59, 0.94)

0.67 (0.21, 0.94)

0.88 (0.66, 0.97)

0.80 (0.38, 0.96)

0.78 (0.45, 0.94)

0.73 (0.48, 0.89)

0.67 (0.21, 0.94)

0.93 (0.70, 0.99)

0.80 (0.38, 0.96)

100.00

Weight

11.03

14.16

3.32

16.12

6.54

9.26

11.58

3.32

18.13

6.54

%

-.5 0 .5 1 1.5

Prevalence

Fig. 20   Forest plot showing the prevalence of multidrug-resistant coagulase-negative Staphylococci among pregnant women

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00404-021-06365-4
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


685Archives of Gynecology and Obstetrics (2022) 306:663–686	

1 3

	 5.	 Schnarr J, Smaill F (2008) Asymptomatic bacteriuria and symp-
tomatic urinary tract infections in pregnancy. Eur J Clin Investig 
38:50–57

	 6.	 Nicolle LE et al (2019) Clinical practice guideline for the manage-
ment of asymptomatic bacteriuria: 2019 update by the Infectious 
Diseases Society of America. Clin Infect Dis 68(10):e83–e110

	 7.	 Kazemier BM et al (2015) Maternal and neonatal consequences 
of treated and untreated asymptomatic bacteriuria in pregnancy: a 
prospective cohort study with an embedded randomised controlled 
trial. Lancet Infect Dis 15(11):1324–1333

	 8.	 Smaill FM (2019) Vazquez JC (2019) Antibiotics for asymp-
tomatic bacteriuria in pregnancy. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 
11:1–52

	 9.	 Angelescu K et al (2016) Benefits and harms of screening for and 
treatment of asymptomatic bacteriuria in pregnancy: a systematic 
review. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth 16(1):1–10

	10.	 Forland M (1991) Urinary tract infections, 2nd edn. In: Therapy 
of renal diseases and related disorders, chap 3. Kluwer Academic 
Publishers, pp 349–362

	11.	 Gilstrap LC III, Ramin SM (2001) Urinary tract infections during 
pregnancy. Obstet Gynecol Clin N Am 28(3):581–591

	12.	 Colgan R et al (2006) Asymptomatic bacteriuria in adults. Am 
Fam Physician 74(6):985–990

	13.	 Azami M et al (2019) The etiology and prevalence of urinary 
tract infection and asymptomatic bacteriuria in pregnant women 
in Iran: a systematic review and meta-analysis. BMC Urol 
19(1):1–15

	14.	 Belete MA, Saravanan M (2020) A systematic review on drug 
resistant urinary tract infection among pregnant women in devel-
oping countries in Africa and Asia; 2005–2016. Infect Drug Resist 
13:1465

	15.	 Aslam B et al (2018) Antibiotic resistance: a rundown of a global 
crisis. Infect Drug Resist 11:1645

	16.	 Chand KS, Kapoor P (2020) Two case reports of integrated man-
agement of antibiotic-resistant urinary tract infection. Homeopa-
thy 109(02):097–106

	17.	 Mansouri F et  al (2019) Extended-spectrum beta-lactamase 
(ESBL)-producing Enterobacteriaceae and urinary tract infec-
tions in pregnant/postpartum women: a systematic review and 
meta-analysis. Int J Clin Pract 73(12):e13422

	18.	 Emami A, Javanmardi F, Pirbonyeh N (2020) Antibiotic resistant 
profile of asymptomatic bacteriuria in pregnant women: a sys-
tematic review and meta-analysis. Expert Rev Anti Infect Ther 
18(8):807–815

	19.	 Seni J et al (2019) Multicentre evaluation of significant bacteriuria 
among pregnant women in the cascade of referral healthcare sys-
tem in North-Western Tanzania: bacterial pathogens, antimicro-
bial resistance profiles and predictors. J Glob Antimicrob Resist 
17:173–179

	20.	 Sekikubo M et al (2017) Antibiotic overconsumption in pregnant 
women with urinary tract symptoms in Uganda. Clin Infect Dis 
65(4):544–550

	21.	 Alemu A et al (2012) Bacterial profile and drug susceptibility pat-
tern of urinary tract infection in pregnant women at University of 
Gondar Teaching Hospital, Northwest Ethiopia. BMC Res Notes 
5(1):1–7

	22.	 Belete MA (2020) Bacterial profile and ESBL screening of uri-
nary tract infection among asymptomatic and symptomatic preg-
nant women attending antenatal care of northeastern Ethiopia 
region. Infect Drug Resist 13:2579

	23.	 Bizuwork K et al (2020) Asymptomatic bacteriuria among preg-
nant women in Addis Ababa, Ethiopia: prevalence, causal agents, 
and their antimicrobial susceptibility. Int J Microbiol. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1155/​2021/​84180​43

	24.	 Demilie T et al (2012) Urinary bacterial profile and antibiotic 
susceptibility pattern among pregnant women in North West 
Ethiopia. Ethiop J Health Sci 22(2):121–128

	25.	 Ferede G et al (2012) The prevalence and antimicrobial suscep-
tibility pattern of bacterial uropathogens isolated from pregnant 
women. Eur J Exp Biol 2(5):1497–1502

	26.	 Gebremariam G et al (2019) Bacteriological profile, risk factors 
and antimicrobial susceptibility patterns of symptomatic urinary 
tract infection among students of Mekelle University, northern 
Ethiopia. BMC Infect Dis 19(1):1–11

	27.	 Gessese YA et al (2017) Urinary pathogenic bacterial profile, anti-
biogram of isolates and associated risk factors among pregnant 
women in Ambo town, Central Ethiopia: a cross-sectional study. 
Antimicrob Resist Infect Control 6(1):1–10

	28.	 Kumalo A, Tadesse M (2020) Asymptomatic bacteriuria and 
their antimicrobial susceptibility pattern among pregnant women 
attending antenatal clinics at Mizan Aman town, Southwestern 
Ethiopia. Eur J Clin Biomed Sci 6(4):56–62

	29.	 Negussie A, Worku G, Beyene E (2018) Bacterial identification 
and drug susceptibility pattern of urinary tract infection in preg-
nant women at Karamara Hospital Jigjiga, Eastern Ethiopia. Afr 
J Bacteriol Res 10(2):15–22

	30.	 Nisha AK, Etana AE, Tesso H (2015) Prevalence of asymptomatic 
bacteriuria during pregnancy in Adama city, Ethiopia. Int J Micro-
biol Immunol Res 3(5):58–63

	31.	 Ali IE et al (2018) Asymptomatic bacteriuria and antimicrobial 
susceptibility pattern of the isolates among pregnant women 
attending Dessie Referral Hospital, Northeast Ethiopia: a hospital-
based cross-sectional study. Turk J Urol 44(3):251

	32.	 Assefa A et al (2008) Bacterial profile and drug susceptibility 
pattern of urinary tract infection in pregnant women at Tikur 
Anbessa Specialized Hospital Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. Ethiop Med 
J 46(3):227–235

	33.	 Biset S et al (2020) Multi-drug resistant and extended-spectrum 
β-lactamases producing bacterial uropathogens among pregnant 
women in Northwest Ethiopia. Ann Clin Microbiol Antimicrob 
19:1–9

	34.	 Derese B et al (2016) Bacterial profile of urinary tract infection 
and antimicrobial susceptibility pattern among pregnant women 
attending at Antenatal Clinic in Dil Chora Referral Hospital, Dire 
Dawa, Eastern Ethiopia. Ther Clin Risk Manag 12:251

	35.	 Edae M et al (2020) Asymptomatic bacteriuria among pregnant 
women attending antenatal care at Hiwot Fana Specialized Uni-
versity Hospital, Harar, Eastern Ethiopia: magnitude, associated 
factors, and antimicrobial susceptibility pattern. Int J Microbiol 
2020:1–8

	36.	 Tadesse E et al (2014) Asymptomatic urinary tract infection 
among pregnant women attending the antenatal clinic of Hawassa 
Referral Hospital, Southern Ethiopia. BMC Res Notes 7(1):1–5

	37.	 Tadesse S et al (2018) Prevalence, antimicrobial susceptibility 
profile and predictors of asymptomatic bacteriuria among preg-
nant women in Adigrat General Hospital, Northern Ethiopia. 
BMC Res Notes 11(1):1–6

	38.	 Tsegay E (2014) Bacterial profile and drug susceptibility pattern 
of urinary tract infection in pregnant women attending antena-
tal care at Mekelle Hospital, Mekelle, Northern Ethiopia. Addis 
Ababa University, Addis Ababa

	39.	 Tula A et al (2020) Bacterial profile and antibiotic susceptibil-
ity pattern of urinary tract infection among pregnant women 
attending antenatal care at a Tertiary Care Hospital in Southern 
Ethiopia. Can J Infect Dis Med Microbiol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1155/​
2020/​53212​76

	40.	 Wabe YA et al (2020) Prevalence of asymptomatic bacteriuria, 
associated factors and antimicrobial susceptibility profile of bac-
teria among pregnant women attending Saint Paul’s Hospital 

https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/8418043
https://doi.org/10.1155/2021/8418043
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/5321276
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/5321276


686	 Archives of Gynecology and Obstetrics (2022) 306:663–686

1 3

Millennium Medical College, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. Ther Clin 
Risk Manag 16:923

	41.	 Moola S et al (2015) Conducting systematic reviews of associa-
tion (etiology): the Joanna Briggs Institute’s approach. JBI Evid 
Implement 13(3):163–169

	42.	 Moher D et al (2015) Preferred reporting items for systematic 
review and meta-analysis protocols (PRISMA-P) 2015 statement. 
Syst Rev 4(1):1–9

	43.	 DerSimonian R, Laird N (1986) Meta-analysis in clinical trials. 
Control Clin Trials 7(3):177–188

	44.	 Zeamanuel T et al (2009) Bacteriology of surgical site and cath-
eter related urinary tract infections among patients admitted 
in Mekelle Hospital, Mekelle, Tigray, Ethiopia. Ethiop Med J 
47(2):117–127

	45.	 Endalafer N (2008) Bacterial nosocomial infections and their anti-
microbial susceptibility patterns in surgical wards and surgical 
intensive care unit of Tikur Anbessa University Hospital. Addis 
Ababa University, Addis Ababa

	46.	 Tekie K (2008) Surgical wound infection in Tikur Anbessa Hos-
pital with special emphasis on Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Unpub-
lished MSc thesis in medical microbiology, Addis Ababa Uni-
versity, Medical Faculty, Ethiopia. http://​etd.​aau.​edu.​et/​bitst​ream/​
handle/​12345​6789/​5772/​Kassa​ye%​20Tek​ie.​pdf. Accessed 31 Jan 
2014.

	47.	 Ayalew S (2014) Bacterial profile and drug resistance pattern of 
pathogens isolated from wound infection at Armed Force Refer-
ral and Teaching Hospital, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. Addis Ababa 
University, Addis Ababa

	48.	 Abdurrahman Ali KD (2017) Incidence of surgical site infection, 
predisposing factors and associated costs at Dessie Referral Hos-
pital, Dessie, Ethiopia (unpublished article)

	49.	 Sewunet T et al (2013) Bacterial profile and antimicrobial sus-
ceptibility pattern of isolates among burn patients at Yekatit 12 
Hospital burn center, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia. Ethiop J Health Sci 
23(3):209–216

	50.	 Amare B et al (2011) Postoperative surgical site bacterial infec-
tions and drug susceptibility patterns at Gondar University Teach-
ing Hospital, Northwest Ethiopia. J Bacteriol Parasitol 2(8):126

	51.	 Kalinderi K et al (2018) Urinary tract infection during pregnancy: 
current concepts on a common multifaceted problem. J Obstet 
Gynaecol 38(4):448–453

	52.	 Kladenský J (2012) Urinary tract infections in pregnancy: when 
to treat, how to treat, and what to treat with. Ceska Gynekol 
77(2):167–171

	53.	 Greve VH, Greve T, Helmig RB (2020) Bacteriuria in pregnancy 
in a Danish contemporary cohort of women. Infect Dis Obstet 
Gynecol. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1155/​2020/​83985​37

	54.	 Lee AC et al (2020) Urinary tract infections in pregnancy in a 
rural population of Bangladesh: population-based prevalence, 
risk factors, etiology, and antibiotic resistance. BMC Pregnancy 
Childbirth 20(1):1–11

	55.	 Prifti E et al (2014) Urinary tract infections in pregnant women: 
Uropathogens and antimicrobial resistance profiles. Int J Infect 
Dis 21:359

	56.	 Emiru T et al (2013) Associated risk factors of urinary tract infec-
tion among pregnant women at Felege Hiwot Referral Hospital, 
Bahir Dar, North West Ethiopia. BMC Res Notes 6(1):1–6

	57.	 Nguefack CT et al (2019) Clinical presentation, risk factors and 
pathogens involved in bacteriuria of pregnant women attending 
antenatal clinic of 3 hospitals in a developing country: a cross 
sectional analytic study. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth 19(1):1–6

	58.	 Awolude OA et al (2010) Asymptomatic bacteriuria among HIV 
positive pregnant women. Virulence 1(3):130–133

	59.	 Asrie F (2017) Prevalence of anemia and its associated factors 
among pregnant women receiving antenatal care at Aymiba Health 
Center, northwest Ethiopia. J Blood Med 8:35

	60.	 Okia CC et al (2019) Prevalence, morphological classification, and 
factors associated with anemia among pregnant women accessing 
antenatal clinic at Itojo Hospital, south western Uganda. J Blood 
Med 10:351

	61.	 Ghafari M et al (2016) The prevalence of asymptomatic bacte-
riuria in Iranian pregnant women: a systematic review and meta-
analysis. PLoS ONE 11(6):e0158031

	62.	 Mwambete K, Malaba P (2017) High prevalence of antibiotic 
resistance among bacteria isolated from pregnant women with 
asymptomatic urinary tract infections in Dar es Salaam, Tanzania. 
Res J Health Sci 5(2):65–73

	63.	 Johnson B et al (2021) Prevalence and bacteriology of culture-
positive urinary tract infection among pregnant women with 
suspected urinary tract infection at Mbarara Regional Referral 
Hospital, South-Western Uganda. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth 
21(1):1–9

	64.	 Naghi P et al (2019) A retrospective study in etiology of urinary 
tract infections in pregnant women in county Emergency Clini-
cal Hospital-Obstetrics and Gynecology Clinic Oradea, Romania. 
Clin Chim Acta 493:S261–S262

	65.	 Simon-Oke I, Odeyemi O, Afolabi O (2019) Incidence of urinary 
tract infections and antimicrobial susceptibility pattern among 
pregnant women in Akure, Nigeria. Sci Afr 6:e00151

	66.	 Ndmason LM, Marbou WJ, Kuete V (2019) Urinary tract infec-
tions, bacterial resistance and immunological status: a cross 
sectional study in pregnant and non-pregnant women at Mbouda 
Ad-Lucem Hospital. Afr Health Sci 19(1):1525–1535

	67.	 Waller TA et al (2018) Urinary tract infection antibiotic resistance 
in the United States. Prim Care Clin Off Pract 45(3):455–466

	68.	 Forson AO et al (2018) Escherichia coli bacteriuria in pregnant 
women in Ghana: antibiotic resistance pattern, virulence factors 
and resistant genetic markers. BMC Res Notes 11:901

	69.	 Kaduma J et al (2019) Urinary tract infections and preeclampsia 
among pregnant women attending two hospitals in Mwanza City, 
Tanzania: a 1:2 matched case–control study. BioMed Res Int. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1155/​2019/​39378​12

	70.	 Onanuga A, Omeje MC, Eboh DD (2018) Carriage of multi-drug 
resistant urobacteria by asymptomatic pregnant women in Yena-
goa, Bayelsa State, Nigeria. Afr J Infect Dis 12(2):14–20

	71.	 Asmat U, Mumtaz MZ, Malik A (2021) Rising prevalence of mul-
tidrug-resistant uropathogenic bacteria from urinary tract infec-
tions in pregnant women. J Taibah Univ Med Sci 16(1):102–111

Publisher's Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

http://etd.aau.edu.et/bitstream/handle/123456789/5772/Kassaye%20Tekie.pdf
http://etd.aau.edu.et/bitstream/handle/123456789/5772/Kassaye%20Tekie.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1155/2020/8398537
https://doi.org/10.1155/2019/3937812

	Bacterial profile and antimicrobial resistance patterns of common bacteria among pregnant women with bacteriuria in Ethiopia: a systematic review and meta-analysis
	Abstract
	Background 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusion 

	Introduction
	Methods
	Reporting
	Search strategy and data extraction
	Data extraction and quality assessment
	Inclusion and exclusion criteria
	Data processing and analysis
	Outcome measurement

	Results
	Literature identification and characteristics of included studies
	Pooled estimate of significant bacteriuria
	Subgroup analysis
	Meta-regression
	Types of bacterial isolates
	Antibiotic resistance patterns of E. coli and Klebsiella species isolates
	Antibiotic resistance patterns of Staphylococcal species
	Publication bias

	Discussion
	Strengths and limitations

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements 
	References




