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Abstract 

Background: This study aimed to observe the difference in risk of polymyxin 

B-induced acute kidney injury with or without dose adjustment by patients' renal 

function.  

Method: A retrospective cohort analysis was carried out for patients who were treated 

with polymyxin B in Ruijin Hospital Affiliated to Shanghai Jiaotong University 

School of Medicine from November 2018 to October 2019. Patients were divided into 

adjusted dosage group and non-adjusted dosage group depended on dosage adjustment 

with renal function or not. A comparison of acute kidney injury incidence between the 

two groups was the primary outcome of this research. The secondary outcome 

included hospital length of stay, microbiological cure, clinical cure, and 30-day 

mortality.  

Result: A total of 115 patients met the requirements of this study and were included 

in the analysis. Thirty-five patients were included in the non-adjusted dosage group 

and 80 in the adjusted dosage group. Patients from both groups had similar 

characteristics. The total daily dose of polymyxin B in the Non-adjusted dosage group 

was significantly higher than the adjusted dosage group (1.98 mg/kg/d vs 1.59 

mg/kg/d, P=0.001). For the primary outcome of this research, no significant 

difference in the incidence of acute kidney injury was observed in these two groups 

(47.5% vs 37.14%, P=0.304), as well as the secondary outcomes, including hospital 

length of stay, microbiological cure, clinical cure, 30-day mortality.  

Conclusion: Dosing adjustment renally could not lower the risk of polymyxin 

B-induced acute kidney injury significantly. A non-adjusted dosing strategy of 

polymyxin B is recommended when patients suffered from various levels of renal 

impairment.  

Keywords: Polymyxin B; Dose adjustment; Acute Kidney Injury; Nephrotoxicity; 

Renal function. 
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Background 

Polymyxin B (PMB) is a kind of fundamental polypeptide antibiotics which 

derived from Paenibacillus ploymyxa[1-3]. It has been available to treat a series of 

bacterial infections since the 1950s due to its remarkable anti-microbial activity. 

However, PMB was gradually snubbed as an antimicrobial treatment option because 

of its severe adverse effect, particularly nephrotoxicity[4]. Owing to the lack of novel 

and effective antibiotics, PMB was attached great importance by clinicians again and 

regarded as the first-line treatment against multiple drug resistant (MDR) 

gram-negative bacteria in the last few decades[5, 6]. The nephrotoxicity associated 

with PMB especially has been of great concern since then.  

It is reported that a high incidence of acute kidney injury (AKI) in patients 

receiving PMB ranges from 10 to 60%[7-13]. Dosage is one of the most crucial risk 

factors for PMB-induced AKI notably[9]. According to the research from Elias LS et 

al, a daily dosage greater than 200 mg was highly associated with the occurrence of 

severe renal impairment[14]. Dose adjustment by renal function is recommended for 

patients who receive PMB therapy in terms of drug information in the package insert 

of PMB.  

However, the suggestion for optimal use of PMB is made that no dose 

adjustment should be applied when patients suffer various renal impairment extents 

because of the non-renal elimination characteristics of PMB, according to some 

pharmacokinetic/pharmacodynamic (PK/PD) studies[15-17]. Due to the inconsistency 

with the previous concept about PMB renally dosing adjustment and novel non-renal 

dose regimen, it is necessary to explore the efficacy and safety between these two 

dosing strategies.  

The current study is primarily aimed to evaluate the incidence of AKI in patients 

treated with adjusted PMB dosage by renal function versus non-adjusted PMB dosage. 

The secondary objective of this research is about if dosage adjustment renally or not 

could significantly affect microbiological cure, clinical cure, and 30-day mortality.  
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Methods  

Study population 

This retrospective, single-center cohort study was carried out by the electronic 

medical record information system in Ruijin Hospital affiliated to the Medical School 

of Shanghai Jiao Tong University, China. Patients hospitalized from November 2018 

to October 2019 and treated with PMB intravenously for MDR gram-negative 

infection were chosen as candidates for this study. Because of the observational, 

non-interventional design, the study was approved by Ruijin Hospital Institutional 

Review Board and performed by the ethical standards of the Declaration of Helsinki 

1964 and its later amendments or comparable ethical standards. All treating and 

testing measure was informed consent by each patient. The eligibility criteria of 

participators were as follows: (1) Age between 18 and 85 years old; (2) Suspected or 

documented MDR gram-negative bacterial infection; (3) Treated by intravenous 

infusion of PMB for at least seven days. Patients with a creatinine clearance (CrCl) 

<10 mL/min calculated by Cockcroft-Gault formula[18] and/or suffering renal 

replacement therapy during the PMB treatment period were excluded in our research.  

Study objectives and variables 

The primary objective of this research was to validate if there was a difference in 

the occurrence of AKI between PMB dosage adjusted by renal function or not. 

According to RIFLE criteria, AKI referred to serum creatinine (sCr) increasing for at 

least 1.5 times compared to baseline sCr on the 7th day after initiation of PMB 

treatment, which was deeply classified as risk, injury, or failure based upon sCr 

increases of 1.5, 2.0, and 3.0 times baseline, respectively[19].  

The secondary outcome of the current study was constituted by hospital length of 

stay (LOS), microbiological cure, clinical cure, 30-day mortality. Microbiological 
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cure was defined as the elimination of pathogenic organisms during the PMB 

treatment period. Clinical cure was considered as the absence of clinical signs of 

infection after finishing the course of PMB therapy. 30-day mortality was identified 

as all-cause death within 30 days from initiation of PMB treatment.  

Polymyxin B dosing regimen 

Researchers had separated eligible participators as the adjusted dosage group and 

the non-adjusted dosage group by dosing PMB with renal function or not. Each dose 

of PMB would have an infusing duration of no less than 60 minutes. As for the 

adjusted dosage group, patients with a CrCl greater than 80 mL/min received PMB 

1.5-2.5 mg/kg per day in divided doses every 12 hours. Patients with CrCl between 30 

to 80 mL/min would suffer lower dosage as 1.0-1.5 mg/kg every 24 hours, while 

patients with CrCl lower than 30 mL/min accepted 1.0-1.5 mg/kg every 2 to 3 days. 

All participators received the same dosing regimen as patients with CrCl＞80 mL/min 

in the adjusted dosage group. No patients in either group received loading doses. 

Participators' demographics, comorbidity, characteristics at the initiation of PMB 

(age, sex, weight), past medical history (diabetes, cardiovascular disease, renal 

disease, hepatic disease), correlative laboratory results (baseline sCr and CrCl, sCr 

and CrCl on 7th day of PMB therapy, sites of positive culture and isolated pathogens), 

PMB dosing regimen (loading dose, maintenance dose, and treatment duration), and 

concomitant nephrotoxic agents (aminoglycosides, vancomycin, loop diuretics, 

vasopressors, amphotericin B) during PMB therapy were recorded in detail from 

electronic medical record information system by researchers. Acute Physiology and 

Chronic Health Evaluation II (APACHE II) scores[20] were calculated and recorded 

when starting PMB therapy for all participators.  

Statistical analysis 

All statistical analyses were conducted by SPSS (version 26, Chicago, IL, USA). 
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The Mann-Whitney U test was utilized to compare continuous data, and the χ2 or 

Fisher exact test was performed for categorical data comparison.  

 

Results 

Patients’ demographics and characteristics 

From November 2018 to October 2019, a total of 115 eligible patients fulfilled 

the inclusion and exclusion criteria in the present study, while 35 were involved in the 

non-adjusted dosage group and 80 in the adjusted dosage group.  

All participators' demographics and characteristics were listed in Table 1. Firstly, 

two groups had homologic characteristics with age, sex, and total body weight. 

Patients in the adjusted dose group owned non-significantly higher APACHE II scores 

and ICU admission rates. Moreover, a similar proportion was observed in each type of 

prior medical history between either group. There were also no differences in the 

concomitant use of all nephrotoxic agents between these two groups. As for baseline 

level and monitoring value after 7-day PMB treatment for both sCr and CrCl, no 

significant difference was found in the two groups.  

The most common site of positive culture in the adjusted dosage group was the 

respiratory tract, which had an insignificantly higher rate than the non-adjusted 

dosage group (76.25% vs 60%, P=0.076). Blood was another crucial site of infections 

with significantly different detection rates between these two groups, while 54.29% in 

the non-adjusted dosage group and 37.5% in the adjusted dosage group (P=0.094). 

More Klebsiella pneumoniae (80% vs 65.71%, P=0.100) were isolated in the adjusted 

dosage group than non-adjusted dosage group as dominant isolated pathogens in this 

research. Both groups showed no significant difference in the isolated rate of 

Pseudomonas aeruginosa (22.86% vs 26.25%, P=0.700) and Acinetobacter 

baumannii (45.71% vs 40%, P=0.567), respectively. 

 

Table 1. Patient demographics and characteristics 
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Characteristic 

(n=115) 

Non-adjusted dosage 

(n=35) 

Adjusted dosage 

(n=80) 
P-Value 

Age (years) 60 (51-70) 65 (51.25-73) 0.235 

Sex 

  Male (%) 

  Female (%) 

 

25 (71.43) 

10 (28.57) 

 

51 (63.75) 

29 (36.25) 

 

0.424 

 

Total Body Weight (kg) 65 (62.5-70) 62 (55-71.38) 0.913 

APACHE II score 21 (17-28) 23.5 (19-28.75) 0.282 

ICU admission (%) 21 (60) 51 (63.75) 0.702 

Prior medical history 

  Diabetes (%) 

  CVD (%) 

  Renal Disease (%) 

  Hepatic Disease (%) 

 

6 (17.14) 

17 (48.57) 

14 (40) 

14 (40) 

 

13 (17.5) 

41 (51.25) 

34 (42.5) 

23 (28.75) 

 

0.906 

0.792 

0.802 

0.235 

Serum creatine concentration (μmol/L) 

  Baseline  

  Day-7 PMB treatment 

 

75 (43-105) 

99 (79-167) 

 

69 (52-92) 

117 (73-176) 

 

0.775 

0.889 

Creatine clearance (mL/min) 

  Baseline  

  Day-7 PMB treatment 

 

80.93 (60.57-127.43) 

57.79 (34.48-74.09) 

 

85.24 (60.68-119.75) 

58.55 (32.36-83.22) 

 

0.998 

0.853 

Concomitant nephrotoxic agents    

  Aminoglycosides (%) 2 (5.71) 2 (2.5) 0.387 

  Vancomycin (%) 3 (8.57) 8 (10) 0.811 

  Loop diuretics (%) 11 (31.43) 24 (30) 0.878 

  Vasopressors (%) 

  Amphotericin B (%) 

10 (28.57) 

0 (0) 

29 (36.25) 

2 (2.5) 

0.424 

0.345 

Sites of positive culture    

  Blood (%) 19 (54.29) 30 (37.5) 0.094 

  Respiratory tract (%) 21 (60) 61 (76.25) 0.076 

  Urine (%) 2 (5.71) 3 (3.75) 1.000 

  Wound (%) 

  Other (%) 

5 (14.29) 

3 (8.57) 

8 (10) 

10 (12.5) 

0.728 

0.770 

Isolated pathogen    

  Klebsiella pneumoniae (%) 23 (65.71) 64 (80) 0.100 

  Pseudomonas aeruginosa (%) 8 (22.86) 21 (26.25) 0.700 

  Acinetobacter baumannii (%) 16 (45.71) 32 (40) 0.567 

Other organisms (%) 1 (2.86) 3 (3.75) 1.000 

Data are median (interquartile range, IQR) values or no. (%) of patients. 
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APACHE = Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation. 

CVD = Cardiovascular Diseases. 

Polymyxin B dosing details 

The PMB dosing details were exhibited in Table 2. The average PMB therapy 

duration showed no significant difference between each group (9d vs 12.5d, P=0.126). 

The total daily dose in mg/kg/d for the non-adjusted dosage group was significantly 

higher than the adjusted dosage group (1.98 mg/kg/d vs 1.59 mg/kg/d, P=0.001).  

 

Table 2. PMB dosage details 

PMB dosage protocol 
Non-adjusted dosage 

(n=35) 

Adjusted dosage 

(n=80) 
P-Value 

PMB therapy duration (days) 9 (7-15) 12.5 (7-16) 0.126 

Total daily dose of PMB (mg/kg/d) 1.98 (1.54-2.14) 1.59 (1.25-1.96) 0.001 

Data are median (interquartile range, IQR) values. 

PMB=Polymyxin B 

Primary and secondary outcomes 

When it comes to the primary outcome of current research (Table 3), patients 

with adjusted PMB dosage had a higher but statistically insignificant incidence of 

AKI than those who received a non-adjusted dosage of PMB (47.5% vs 37.14%, 

P=0.304). Patients who suffered from AKI had a similar distribution of various injury 

levels, whether with or without PMB dosage adjustment. Secondary outcome (Table 3) 

indicated that better microbiological cure (37.14% vs 31.25%, P=0.536) and higher 

clinical cure rate (45.71% vs 33.75%, P=0.222) existed in the non-adjusted dosage 

group, as well as lower 30-day mortality (28.57% vs 38.75%, P=0.294), although a 

significant difference was not found for these parameters. Days of LOS did not differ 

significantly in these two groups (55d vs 53.5d, P=0.513). 

 

Table 3. Primary and secondary outcomes 

Outcome Non-adjusted dosage Adjusted dosage P-Value 
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(n=35) (n=80) 

Primary Outcomes 

AKI (%) 13 (37.14) 38 (47.5) 0.304 

Risk/KDIGO stage 1 (%) 5 (38.46) 15 (39.47) 0.561 

Injury/KDIGO stage 2 (%) 4 (30.77) 11 (28.95) 0.734 

Failure/KDIGO stage 3 (%) 4 (30.77) 12 (31.58) 0.611 

Secondary Outcomes 

LOS (days) 55 (26-91) 53.5 (40.25-89.75) 0.513 

Microbiological cure (%) 13 (37.14) 25 (31.25) 0.536 

Clinical cure (%) 16 (45.71) 27 (33.75) 0.222 

30-day mortality (%) 10 (28.57) 31 (38.75) 0.294 

Data are median (interquartile range, IQR) values or no. (%) of patients. 

KDIGO=Kidney Disease: Improving Global Outcomes 

LOS=Length of Stay 

 

Discussion 

Nowadays, MDR gram-negative bacteria show a severe threat to patients' 

anti-infective treatment, leading to high morbidity and mortality, especially for 

critically ill patients[21]. Carbapenem-Resistant Enterobacteriaceae (CRE) refers to a 

kind of gram-negative bacteria with multiple drug resistance, which could be 

contagious and even fatal. The rapid spread of CRE has become a global health crisis 

over the last decade. It is challenging to deal with this emerging bacterial threat all 

over the world[22-24].  

Besides other effective antibiotics like tigecycline and ceftazidime/avibactam, 

PMB plays an essential role as a first-line agent with its reliable capability against 

CRE[25-29]. It is urgent to determine the appropriate PMB dosing strategy for 

optimal use due to its dose-related nephrotoxicity. Since PMB is a kind of 

concentration-dependent antibiotic, higher exposure of PMB is correlated with better 

bacterial killing capability, which means a subtherapeutic dose of PMB could give 

rise to microbiological treatment failure and bacterial resistance[30-32]. In other 

words, dosage is a vital factor on the efficacy and safety of PMB clinical use.  

Hence, it is reasonable to evaluate clinical efficacy and safety of PMB dosing 
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adjustment with or without kidney function. The dominating purpose of our research 

is to explore if adjusting the PMB dose regimen by renal function could lower the 

incidence of AKI. Assessment of LOS, microbiological cure, clinical cure, and 30-day 

mortality are made to compare these two different dosing regimens.  

In the current study, dosing adjustment by patients' renal function even resulted 

in a non-significant higher incidence of AKI than the non-adjusted dosing strategy. 

Since patients in each group had similar characteristics and demographics, renally 

dosing adjustment was not an effective dosing strategy to reduce the risk of 

PMB-induced AKI based upon our research result.  

However, it was controversial that patients with renally dosing adjustment had a 

higher risk of AKI with a significantly lower total daily dose of PMB, which was 

discrepant with the research result of Rigatto et al that total dose of PMB was highly 

positive correlated with the incidence of AKI[9]. A reasonable explanation of this 

controversy is that severe infection is a prime cause of AKI for critical ill patients, 

especially for patients with sepsis. There was a significantly lower PMB dose for 

patients who suffered from various levels of renal impairment with renally dosing 

adjustment. An insufficient dose was employed when patients received PMB therapy 

against infection accompanied by renal dosing adjustment, causing the failure of 

bacteria elimination, exacerbation of persistent infection, even emergence of sepsis or 

multi-organ dysfunction, including kidney impairment would develop AKI 

eventually[33]. The pathogenesis of AKI in severe infection or sepsis is highly related 

to renal hypoperfusion derived from the toxic effects of inflammation and impaired 

microcirculation[34]. A single-center, retrospective study with 54 patients was 

implemented by Maniara et al also obtained a similar result that subtherapeutic doses 

from renal adjustment could lead to unresolved infections and a higher incidence of 

AKI[35]. In consequence, renal dosing adjustment of PMB is unnecessary for patients 

with kidney function impairment.  

Besides the risk of AKI, a comparison of clinical efficacy between these two 

dosing strategies was also carried out. Patients in our study who received PMB 

treatment with renal adjustment had lower microbiological cure rate and clinical cure 
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rate and higher 30-day mortality. This phenomenon was attributed to the 

subtherapeutic dose of PMB, which could result in uncontrolled infection and sepsis, 

increasing infection-induced mortality. Peyko et al found that patients who received 

renally adjusted PMB doses owned higher LOS and mortality due to PMB underdose 

against infection[36]. Research from Maniara et al showed that renal dose adjustment 

of PMB did not affect microbiological cure, clinical cure, or 30-day mortality[35]. In 

this aspect, dosing without renal adjustment is a proper PMB dosing strategy to 

increase the probability of meeting the therapeutic target and get a better curative rate 

ultimately.  

There are some limitations to this study. Firstly, this was a retrospective, 

observational study with an inadequate size of participators. Further investigation 

should be performed as a Randomized Controlled Trial (RCT) or other prospective 

researches. Secondly, sCr level evaluation in terms of Cockcroft-Gault Equation could 

be likely to overestimate renal function for the elders, leading to falsely low 

circulating creatinine or normal sCr with actually decreased renal function[37]. 

Therefore, evaluating AKI risks could not be more specific in our studies due to 

patients' relatively high average age. Besides, measurement of AKI incidence without 

recording specific AKI onset time and daily sCr monitoring could lead to inexact 

results for patients who suffered AKI previously and recovered before day-7 

measurement. Finally, some studies have elucidated that an average steady-state 

plasma concentration of 2 mg/L was the appropriate PK/PD therapeutic target of PMB 

since increasing incidence and severity of AKI were seen in higher PMB 

concentration than this[38]. It is valid to find out the relationship between various 

dosing strategies and the incidence of AKI through therapeutic drug monitoring 

(TDM) of PMB in our next researches.  

 

Conclusion 

In conclusion, the PMB dose adjustment by renal function could barely affect 

AKI incidence based on the current study compared to the non-adjusted dosing 
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strategy. There was also no significant difference between these two dosing strategies 

for all secondary outcomes, including LOS, microbiological cure, clinical cure, or 

30-day mortality. Our findings are consistent with prior similar clinical studies about 

dose adjustment renally or not. Due to the dose-related bactericidal activity of PMB, 

the non-adjusted dosing strategy is recommended for patients with renal impairment 

while it owns a higher probability of eradicating susceptible pathogens without 

increasing the risk of PMB-induced AKI. Further research is needed to re-evaluate the 

outcomes described above to provide adequate evidence supporting the non-adjusted 

dosing regimen of PMB.  

 

Abbreviations 

PMB: polymyxin B; MDR: multiple drug resistant; AKI: acute kidney injury; PK/PD: 

pharmacokinetic/pharmacodynamic; CrCl: creatinine clearance; sCr: serum creatinine; 

LOS: length of stay; APACHE II: Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Evaluation II; 

CRE: Carbapenem-Resistant Enterobacteriaceae; RCT: Randomized Controlled Trial; 

TDM: therapeutic drug monitoring.  

 

Declarations 

Ethics approval and informed consent to participate 

This study was approved by Ruijin Hospital Institutional Review Board and has 

been performed in accordance with the ethical standards laid down in “Declaration of 

Helsinki 1964” and its later amendments or comparable ethical standards. Written 

informed consent was obtained from individual or guardian participants. 

Consent to publication 

Not applicable.  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Availability of data and materials 

All data and material used and/or analyzed during the current study are available 

from the corresponding author on reasonable request.  

  

Conflicts of interest 

All authors declared no conflict of interest in this study or the findings specified 

in this paper.  

Funding 

The authors received no specific funding for this work. 

Authors’ contributions 

GZ, JH and XB conceived and designed this study. GZ, SZ, ND, JC, HB and XB 

collected the information in the case, and contributed to the acquisition, analysis, and 

interpretation of the data. GZ, JH and XB wrote and revised the manuscript. All 

authors read and approved the final manuscript. 

Acknowledgements 

The authors thank the staff of the pharmacy and EICU Department of Ruijin 

Hospital affiliated to Medical School of Shanghai Jiao Tong University for their 

facilities and collaboration.  

Authors’ information  

1: Department of Pharmacy, Shenzhen Hospital, Southern Medical University, Shenzhen, 

Guangdong, China, ken_zheng@foxmail.com;  

2: Department of Pharmacy, Baiyin Central Hospital, Baiyin, Gansu, China, 

18295289387@163.com;  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


3: Department of Pharmacy, Qiqihar First Hospital, Qiqihar, Heilongjiang, China, 

313732801@qq.com;  

4: Department of clinical laboratory, Kunshan Hospital Affiliated to Nanjing University of 

Chinese Medicine, Kunshan, Jiangsu, China, caijiaqi99@sina.com. 

5: Department of pharmacy, Chongqing University Cancer Hospital, Chongqing, China, 

474027594@qq.com; 

6: Department of Pharmacy, Ruijin Hospital Affiliated to Shanghai JiaoTong University 

School of Medicine, Shanghai, China, hejuanwin@126.com; 

7: Department of Pharmacy, Ruijin Hospital Affiliated to Shanghai JiaoTong University 

School of Medicine, Shanghai, China, bxl70029@163.com.  

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Reference 

1. Stansly PG, Shepherd RG, White HJ: Polymyxin: a new chemotherapeutic agent. 

Bulletin of the Johns Hopkins Hospital 1947, 81(1):43-54. 

2. Ainsworth GC, Brown AM, Brownlee G: Aerosporin, an antibiotic produced by Bacillus 

aerosporus Greer. Nature 1947, 159(4060):263. 

3. Shaheen M, Li J, Ross AC, Vederas JC, Jensen SE: Paenibacillus polymyxa PKB1 

produces variants of polymyxin B-type antibiotics. Chemistry & biology 2011, 

18(12):1640-1648. 

4. Vattimo Mde F, Watanabe M, da Fonseca CD, Neiva LB, Pessoa EA, Borges FT: 

Polymyxin B Nephrotoxicity: From Organ to Cell Damage. PloS one 2016, 

11(8):e0161057. 

5. Vardakas KZ, Falagas ME: Colistin versus polymyxin B for the treatment of patients 

with multidrug-resistant Gram-negative infections: a systematic review and 

meta-analysis. International journal of antimicrobial agents 2017, 49(2):233-238. 

6. Yuan Z, Tam VH: Polymyxin B: a new strategy for multidrug-resistant Gram-negative 

organisms. Expert opinion on investigational drugs 2008, 17(5):661-668. 

7. Ouderkirk JP, Nord JA, Turett GS, Kislak JW: Polymyxin B nephrotoxicity and efficacy 

against nosocomial infections caused by multiresistant gram-negative bacteria. 

Antimicrobial agents and chemotherapy 2003, 47(8):2659-2662. 

8. Dubrovskaya Y, Prasad N, Lee Y, Esaian D, Figueroa DA, Tam VH: Risk factors for 

nephrotoxicity onset associated with polymyxin B therapy. The Journal of antimicrobial 

chemotherapy 2015, 70(6):1903-1907. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


9. Rigatto MH, Behle TF, Falci DR, Freitas T, Lopes NT, Nunes M, Costa LW, Zavascki 

AP: Risk factors for acute kidney injury (AKI) in patients treated with polymyxin B and 

influence of AKI on mortality: a multicentre prospective cohort study. The Journal of 

antimicrobial chemotherapy 2015, 70(5):1552-1557. 

10. Esaian D, Dubrovskaya Y, Phillips M, Papadopoulos J: Effectiveness and tolerability 

of a polymyxin B dosing protocol. The Annals of pharmacotherapy 2012, 

46(3):455-456. 

11. Oliveira MS, Prado GV, Costa SF, Grinbaum RS, Levin AS: Polymyxin B and 

colistimethate are comparable as to efficacy and renal toxicity. Diagnostic 

microbiology and infectious disease 2009, 65(4):431-434. 

12. Akajagbor DS, Wilson SL, Shere-Wolfe KD, Dakum P, Charurat ME, Gilliam BL: 

Higher incidence of acute kidney injury with intravenous colistimethate sodium 

compared with polymyxin B in critically ill patients at a tertiary care medical center. 

Clinical infectious diseases : an official publication of the Infectious Diseases Society 

of America 2013, 57(9):1300-1303. 

13. Nelson BC, Eiras DP, Gomez-Simmonds A, Loo AS, Satlin MJ, Jenkins SG, Whittier S, 

Calfee DP, Furuya EY, Kubin CJ: Clinical outcomes associated with polymyxin B dose 

in patients with bloodstream infections due to carbapenem-resistant Gram-negative 

rods. Antimicrobial agents and chemotherapy 2015, 59(11):7000-7006. 

14. Elias LS, Konzen D, Krebs JM, Zavascki AP: The impact of polymyxin B dosage on 

in-hospital mortality of patients treated with this antibiotic. The Journal of antimicrobial 

chemotherapy 2010, 65(10):2231-2237. 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


15. Thamlikitkul V, Dubrovskaya Y, Manchandani P, Ngamprasertchai T, Boonyasiri A, 

Babic JT, Tam VH: Dosing and Pharmacokinetics of Polymyxin B in Patients with 

Renal Insufficiency. Antimicrobial agents and chemotherapy 2017, 61(1). 

16. Zavascki AP, Goldani LZ, Cao G, Superti SV, Lutz L, Barth AL, Ramos F, Boniatti MM, 

Nation RL, Li J: Pharmacokinetics of intravenous polymyxin B in critically ill patients. 

Clinical infectious diseases : an official publication of the Infectious Diseases Society 

of America 2008, 47(10):1298-1304. 

17. Sandri AM, Landersdorfer CB, Jacob J, Boniatti MM, Dalarosa MG, Falci DR, Behle 

TF, Bordinhão RC, Wang J, Forrest A et al: Population pharmacokinetics of 

intravenous polymyxin B in critically ill patients: implications for selection of dosage 

regimens. Clinical infectious diseases : an official publication of the Infectious 

Diseases Society of America 2013, 57(4):524-531. 

18. Cockcroft DW, Gault MH: Prediction of creatinine clearance from serum creatinine. 

Nephron 1976, 16(1):31-41. 

19. Bellomo R, Ronco C, Kellum JA, Mehta RL, Palevsky P: Acute renal failure - definition, 

outcome measures, animal models, fluid therapy and information technology needs: 

the Second International Consensus Conference of the Acute Dialysis Quality 

Initiative (ADQI) Group. Critical care (London, England) 2004, 8(4):R204-212. 

20. Knaus WA, Draper EA, Wagner DP, Zimmerman JE: APACHE II: a severity of disease 

classification system. Critical care medicine 1985, 13(10):818-829. 

21. Cerceo E, Deitelzweig SB, Sherman BM, Amin AN: Multidrug-Resistant 

Gram-Negative Bacterial Infections in the Hospital Setting: Overview, Implications for 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


Clinical Practice, and Emerging Treatment Options. Microbial drug resistance 

(Larchmont, NY) 2016, 22(5):412-431. 

22. Potter RF, D'Souza AW, Dantas G: The rapid spread of carbapenem-resistant 

Enterobacteriaceae. Drug resistance updates : reviews and commentaries in 

antimicrobial and anticancer chemotherapy 2016, 29:30-46. 

23. Logan LK, Weinstein RA: The Epidemiology of Carbapenem-Resistant 

Enterobacteriaceae: The Impact and Evolution of a Global Menace. The Journal of 

infectious diseases 2017, 215(suppl_1):S28-s36. 

24. Oli AN, Itumo CJ, Okam PC, Ezebialu IU, Okeke KN, Ifezulike CC, Ezeobi I, 

Emechebe GO, Okezie UM, Adejumo SA et al: Carbapenem-Resistant 

Enterobacteriaceae Posing a Dilemma in Effective Healthcare Delivery. Antibiotics 

(Basel, Switzerland) 2019, 8(4). 

25. Liang Q, Huang M, Xu Z: Early use of polymyxin B reduces the mortality of 

carbapenem-resistant Klebsiella pneumoniae bloodstream infection. The Brazilian 

journal of infectious diseases : an official publication of the Brazilian Society of 

Infectious Diseases 2019, 23(1):60-65. 

26. Thomas R, Velaphi S, Ellis S, Walker AS, Standing JF, Heath P, Sharland M, Dona D: 

The use of polymyxins to treat carbapenem resistant infections in neonates and 

children. Expert opinion on pharmacotherapy 2019, 20(4):415-422. 

27. Durante-Mangoni E, Andini R, Zampino R: Management of carbapenem-resistant 

Enterobacteriaceae infections. Clinical microbiology and infection : the official 

publication of the European Society of Clinical Microbiology and Infectious Diseases 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


2019, 25(8):943-950. 

28. Rodríguez-Baño J, Gutiérrez-Gutiérrez B, Machuca I, Pascual A: Treatment of 

Infections Caused by Extended-Spectrum-Beta-Lactamase-, AmpC-, and 

Carbapenemase-Producing Enterobacteriaceae. Clinical microbiology reviews 2018, 

31(2). 

29. Trecarichi EM, Tumbarello M: Therapeutic options for carbapenem-resistant 

Enterobacteriaceae infections. Virulence 2017, 8(4):470-484. 

30. Tam VH, Schilling AN, Vo G, Kabbara S, Kwa AL, Wiederhold NP, Lewis RE: 

Pharmacodynamics of polymyxin B against Pseudomonas aeruginosa. Antimicrobial 

agents and chemotherapy 2005, 49(9):3624-3630. 

31. Craig W: Pharmacodynamics of antimicrobial agents as a basis for determining 

dosage regimens. European journal of clinical microbiology & infectious diseases : 

official publication of the European Society of Clinical Microbiology 1993, 12 Suppl 

1:S6-8. 

32. Asín-Prieto E, Rodríguez-Gascón A, Isla A: Applications of the 

pharmacokinetic/pharmacodynamic (PK/PD) analysis of antimicrobial agents. Journal 

of infection and chemotherapy : official journal of the Japan Society of Chemotherapy 

2015, 21(5):319-329. 

33. Peerapornratana S, Manrique-Caballero CL, Gómez H, Kellum JA: Acute kidney injury 

from sepsis: current concepts, epidemiology, pathophysiology, prevention and 

treatment. Kidney international 2019, 96(5):1083-1099. 

34. Vandijck DM, Reynvoet E, Blot SI, Vandecasteele E, Hoste EA: Severe infection, 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


sepsis and acute kidney injury. Acta clinica Belgica 2007, 62 Suppl 2:332-336. 

35. Maniara BP, Healy LE, Doan TL: Risk of Nephrotoxicity Associated With Nonrenally 

Adjusted Intravenous Polymyxin B Compared to Traditional Dosing. Journal of 

pharmacy practice 2020, 33(3):287-292. 

36. Peyko V, Cohen H: A Comparison of Adjusted Versus Unadjusted Doses of Polymyxin 

B Based on Renal Function and Incidence of Acute Kidney Injury. Journal of 

pharmacy practice 2020, 33(3):255-261. 

37. Garasto S, Fusco S, Corica F, Rosignuolo M, Marino A, Montesanto A, De Rango F, 

Maggio M, Mari V, Corsonello A et al: Estimating glomerular filtration rate in older 

people. BioMed research international 2014, 2014:916542. 

38. Tsuji BT, Pogue JM, Zavascki AP, Paul M, Daikos GL, Forrest A, Giacobbe DR, 

Viscoli C, Giamarellou H, Karaiskos I et al: International Consensus Guidelines for the 

Optimal Use of the Polymyxins: Endorsed by the American College of Clinical 

Pharmacy (ACCP), European Society of Clinical Microbiology and Infectious Diseases 

(ESCMID), Infectious Diseases Society of America (IDSA), International Society for 

Anti-infective Pharmacology (ISAP), Society of Critical Care Medicine (SCCM), and 

Society of Infectious Diseases Pharmacists (SIDP). Pharmacotherapy 2019, 

39(1):10-39. 

 

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 24, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.23.20237479
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

