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Abstract

Recent research has reckoned the human digestive tract as the arena where inflammatory processes are
continuously waxing and waning. A driving force for this inflammatory lingering has been identified with the huge
indwelling microbiome population, which, notably, becomes easily upset by lifestyle changes influencing diet
composition. Thus, the microbiome may act as the element linking gut inflammation with individual life habits,
allowing to imagine a continuum of inflammation intensity corresponding to the strength of the perturbing event
playing at any time. If this mind frame may please basic researchers, it is of poor help to clinicians seeking sharply
designed drugs for demarcated conditions. It may be anticipated that this clash between basic science and real-
world medicine will affect future medical practice well beyond the limits of gastroenterology.

Keywords: Inflammatory bowel disease; Microbiome; Anti-TNF
therapy

Introduction

The Inflammatory Bowel Diseases (IBDs) were reported as
serendipitous observations between the end of the 19 century and the
first 40 years of the 20t century [1,2]. Traditionally, it is agreed that the
first patient to be described with an Ulcerative Colitis (UC) was a lady
from London [1], whose hitherto unrecognized colonic lesions were
labeled in 1859 as “morbid appearances”; instead, a granulomatous
fistulizing lesion of the digestive tract was first identified in the 1930’
in a patient series from the New York City Mount Sinai Hospital, and
named Crohn’s disease after the principal author of the relevant paper
[2]. The label Inflammatory Bowel Disease was later to become the
world-wide umbrella identification for this disease type. The
hypothesis of an infectious etiology prevailed initially: Crohn’s was
supposed to hide a Tubercle-like disease, based on some morbid
anatomy similarities supposed to be shared with the mycobacterium
infection [3]; UC was supposed to harbor an infectious agent, in
analogy with rheumatism, a hypothesis that initially led to the release
of “combo drugs” containing anti-inflammatory moieties (5-
aminosalicylic acid, ASA), and a sulpha fraction (sulphapyridine) [4].

Brief Modern History

The prognosis of IBD remained ominous with a death risk
exceeding 30% in the first year [5], and this outlook was not meant to
change until the mid-50’s. By this time, failure to firmly identify an
etiologic agent, and the evidence that IBD can often present with a
bulk of inflammatory extra-intestinal manifestations [6], all
contributed to reinforce the impression that IBD could in fact be the
result of a (days) immune reaction.

The keystone cortisone trials of the 50’s [7] showed robustly that the
IBDs are inflammatory conditions wherein the anti-inflammatory
action of the corticosteroids can quench the disorder in most of the
cases [8].

Today’s Issues

Today IBD is a world problem, with the US Centers for Disease
Control guessing that some 1.6 million IBD patients live in North
America. IBD concepts have now been impacted by two main pieces of
knowledge:

(1) The discovery and characterization of the microbiome [9].

(2) The repositioning of the IBDs as dysfunctions of a barrier organ
acting in parallel with the barriers of the skin and lungs [10].

Briefly, the gut, skin, and lungs systems are now functionally
perceived as “sheaths” dividing our inner milieu from the outer
domains: inner specificity gets insured by the full function of the
barriers (epithelia or mucosae with a reactive lymphoid tissue
underneath) to check the invasiveness of the “outside” In the gut, the
huge microbiome [10,11] bacteria species [11], is an inside
prolongation of the outside: the balance between it and the gut mucosa
is the pre-requisite for the persistence of a controlled inflammation
that is compatible with life.

Updated Thoughts

By some, microbiome colonies are now understood as sensors of
feeding changes, which in turn spy life’s variables including income
levels, individual’s employment chances, nightshifts, free time, mood
stressors, and tens of other variables [12]. Thus, swings of the states of
the controlled inflammation alluded to above, may be thought to
reflect the alarm state of the system, with mostly ample swings
reflecting mostly stressful changing drifts hitting the microbiome
under the input of changes from the surroundings [13]. If one then
figures out a specific clinical situation corresponding to any
inflammatory degree of the underlying “sensors’, it is not difficult to
accept the existence of a “continuum” extending from conditions
formerly known as “functional” (The irritable bowel syndrome, IBS, for
example) through mildly inflammatory states (Lymphocytic Colitis),
up to full blown IBD [14].
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Treatment Arsenal

The IBD arsenal nowadays includes traditional, new, and “breaking
out” drugs. Traditional molecules include the anti-inflammatory
mesalamine derivatives [15], and various steroid formulations [16].
Thiopurines continue to be the traditional IBD maintenance molecules
[17]. The wundecapeptide Cyclosporin [18] and the anti-TNF
monoclonals [19] represent the new remedies for the acute IBD
presentations. The very new strategy designed to inhibit the bulk of the
immune responses promoted by activation of the Janus Kinases, is the
design that pivots on the molecule “Tofacitinib”, a JAK inhibitor that is
active on a number of pro-inflammatory cytokines [20].

Therapeutic Advancement and Indication Consistency

The new hints delineated above raise interesting issues of indication
consistency.

1. The current drift towards figuring out a pathogenetic continuum
across the various gut inflammation forms, whereby IBS is
assimilated to IBD, (see above) may conflict with the desire to
identify personalized weapons for precise medicine to address
firmly defined disease entities [21].

2. With the introduction of Tofacitinib, two inhomogeneous
strategies seem to coexist and be recommended for UC: hit one
target (anti-TNF designs) or multiple steps along the
inflammation pathway (anti-JAK Tofacitinib) : which is the
correct project?

Conclusion

IBD continues to make a challenge. While scientists are getting close
to the concept of the human digestive tract as a “cosmic” theater where
inflammation seems to be a way to go by with evolution,
pharmaceutical firms compete to release ever more potent
inflammation killers, disregarding all theoretical coherence. Only
future perhaps can tell which policy carries the payback [22].

References

1.  Wilks S (1859)Morbid appearances in the intestine of Miss Bankes.
London Med Gazette 2: 264.

2. Crohn BB (1967) Granulomatous diseases of the small and large bowel. A
historical survey. Gastro ] 52: 767-772.

3. Onal IK, Kekilli M, Tanoglu A, Erdal H, Ibis M, etal. (2015) Tuberculosis
and Crohn's Disease Revisited. ] Coll Physicians Surg Pak 25: 443-448.

4, Hanngren A, Hansson E, Svartz N, Ullberg S (1963) Distribution and
metabolism of salicyl-azo-sulfapyridine. I. A study with C-14-5-amino-
salicylic acid. Acta Med Scand 173: 61-72.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

20.

21.

22.

Edwards FC, Truelove SC (1963) The course and prognosis of ulcerative
colitis. Gut 4: 299-315.

Actis GC, Pellicano R (2016) The pathologic galaxy modulating the
genotype and phenotype of inflammatory bowel disease: comorbidity,
contiguity, and genetic and epigenetic factors. Minerva Med 107: 401-412.
Truelove SC, Witts L] (1955) Cortisone in ulcerative colitis. Final report
on a therapeutic trial. Br Med J 2: 1041-1048.

Barnes PJ (2006) Corticosteroids: the drugs to beat. Eur ] Pharmacol 533:
2-14.

Actis GC (2014) The gut microbiome. Inflamm Allergy Drug Targets 13:
217-223.

Rosenstiel P, Schreiber S (2009) NOD-like receptors: pivotal guardians of
the immunologic integrity of barrier organs. Adv Exp Med Biol 653:
35-47.

Seksik P (2010) Gut microbiota in IBD. Gastroenterol Clin Biol, 34 Suppl
1: S44-S51.

Broussard JL, Devkota S (2016) The changing microbial landscape of
Western Society: diet, dwellings, and discordance. Mol Metab 5: 737-742.

Aller MA, Arias N, Fuentes-Julian S, Blazquez-Martinez A, Argudo S, et
al. (2012) Coupling information with evo-devo. Med Hypoth 78: 721-731.
Quigley EM (2016) Overlapping irritable bowel syndrome and IBD: less
to this than meets the eye? Therap Adv Gastroenterol 9: 199-212.

Suzuki Y, lida M, Ito H, Nishino H, Ohmori T, et al. (2017) 2.4 g
Mesalamine (Asacol 400 mg tablet) Once Daily is as Effective as Three
Times Daily in Maintenance of Remission in Ulcerative Colitis: A
Randomized, Noninferiority, Multi-center Trial. Inflamm Bowel Dis 23:
822-832.

Asl Baakhtari S, McCombie A, Tenn Bokkel Huinink S, Irving P, Siegel
CA, et al. (2018) Observational studies of perspectives of IBD patients
concerning the use of corticosteroids. Dig Dis 36: 33-39.

Axelrad JE, Roy A, Lawlor G, Korelitz B, Lichtiger S (2016) Thiopurines
in IBD: Current evidence and historical perspectives. World J
Gastroenterol 22: 10103-10117.

Actis GC, Fadda M, David E, Sapino A (2007) Colectomy rate in steroid-
refractory colitis initially responsive to cyclosporin: a long-term
retrospective color study. BMC Gastroenterol 7: 13.

Actis GC (2017) Biologics for ulcerative colitis: status of the art and
general considerations. Ann Colorectal Res 5: e42868.

Tsai HH (2018) Editorial: Tofacitinib and Biologics for moderate-to-
severe ulcerative colitis - what is best in class? Aliment Pharmacol Ther
47: 539-540.

Boyapati RK, Kalla R, Satsangi J, Ho GT (2016) Biomarkers in search of
precision medicine in IBD. Am J Gastroenterol 111: 1682-1690.

Flamant M, Roblin X (2018) IBD: towards a personalized medicine.
Therap Adv Gastroenterol 11: 1-15.

Immunome Res, an open access journal
ISSN:1745-7580

Volume 14 « Issue 2 « 10000158


http://www.gastrojournal.org/article/S0016-5085(67)80063-5/pdf
http://www.gastrojournal.org/article/S0016-5085(67)80063-5/pdf
https://doi.org/06.2015/JCPSP.443448
https://doi.org/06.2015/JCPSP.443448
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13952555
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13952555
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13952555
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14084741
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14084741
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27314869
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27314869
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27314869
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13260656
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/13260656
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejphar.2005.12.052
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejphar.2005.12.052
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/ben/iadt/2014/00000013/00000004/art00002
http://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/ben/iadt/2014/00000013/00000004/art00002
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=NOD-like+receptors%3A+pivotal+guardians+of+the+immunologic+integrity+of+barrier+organs
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=NOD-like+receptors%3A+pivotal+guardians+of+the+immunologic+integrity+of+barrier+organs
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=NOD-like+receptors%3A+pivotal+guardians+of+the+immunologic+integrity+of+barrier+organs
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molmet.2016.07.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molmet.2016.07.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mehy.2012.02.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mehy.2012.02.018
https://doi.org/10.1177/1756283X15621230
https://doi.org/10.1177/1756283X15621230
https://doi.org/10.1097/MIB.0000000000001065
https://doi.org/10.1097/MIB.0000000000001065
https://doi.org/10.1097/MIB.0000000000001065
https://doi.org/10.1097/MIB.0000000000001065
https://doi.org/10.1097/MIB.0000000000001065
https://doi.org/10.1159/000478772
https://doi.org/10.1159/000478772
https://doi.org/10.1159/000478772
https://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v22.i46.10103
https://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v22.i46.10103
https://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v22.i46.10103
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-230X-7-13
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-230X-7-13
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-230X-7-13
http://dx.doi.org/10.5812/acr.42868
http://dx.doi.org/10.5812/acr.42868
https://doi.org/10.1111/apt.14480
https://doi.org/10.1111/apt.14480
https://doi.org/10.1111/apt.14480
https://doi.org/10.1038/ajg.2016.441
https://doi.org/10.1038/ajg.2016.441
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177%2F1756283X17745029
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177%2F1756283X17745029

	Contents
	Inflammatory Bowel Disease 2018: Consistency and Controversy
	Abstract
	Keywords:
	Introduction
	Brief Modern History
	Today’s Issues
	Updated Thoughts
	Treatment Arsenal

	Therapeutic Advancement and Indication Consistency
	Conclusion
	References


