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Abstract 

Antibiotic resistance (ABR), the capacity of bacterial pathogens to survive in the presence of 

antibiotics, is an increasingly pressing issue for human health worldwide. The use of 

antibiotics (ABU) in humans and livestock animals, is considered the main driver of the 

global increase in ABR prevalence, but the shape and size of this relationship at the 

population level is still uncertain. 

 

In the UK, the bacterial pathogen Campylobacter is a major cause of foodborne infection, 

with most infections attributed to poultry. It is a strong case study to investigate the 

ecological relationship between antibiotic use and resistance across humans and animals. 

Despite significant reductions in ABU in humans and poultry over the last decade, the rate of 

ABR in Campylobacter infections in the UK has remained relatively high. 

 

We compiled data on Campylobacter infections and the use of antibiotics in primary care, 

secondary care, and poultry health in the UK from 2011 to 2022 (human data were from 

England only). Using pooled ordinary least squares regression, we investigated the 

relationship between the rate of ABR in Campylobacter infections and the quantity of ABU in 

each of these three sectors. We also explored the shape and size of this relationship using 

different specifications. 

 

Our results suggest that the rate of antibiotic resistance in human Campylobacter infections 

in the UK was positively linked with use of antibiotics in humans, with some evidence that it 

was also linked to antibiotic use in poultry. However, antibiotic use explained only a relatively 

small portion of the changes in resistance. For human health, we found evidence that the 

relationship between (antibiotic) use and resistance weakens over time as resistance builds 

up in the human population, supporting the idea of a resistance threshold beyond which 

resistant strains become endemic and reductions in use become less effective. 

 

Our results suggest that reducing use alone may not be sufficient to bring the level of ABR in 

Campylobacter down to desirable levels. While antibiotic stewardship remains essential, 

future policy and research on Campylobacter should dedicate focus to transmission factors, 

safeguarding new antibiotics in people, and alternative and complementary therapies for 

poultry infection such as vaccination and bacteriophages.  
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Introduction 

 

Antibacterial resistance (ABR), the capacity of bacterial pathogens to survive in the presence 

of antibiotics, poses a significant and growing threat to human health globally(1,2). The 

growth in ABR has been driven by the antibiotic use (ABU) by humans, in both animal and 

human health. As such, global health policy has placed emphasis on reducing ABU in order 

to reduce the prevalence of ABR.  

 

However, it is unclear how effectively, and under what conditions, a reduction in ABU in 

humans and livestock can bring down the currently high prevalence of ABR. If ABU 

reductions alone are unlikely to bring down the prevalence of existing resistant pathogen 

strains to desirable levels, then this can help to guide resources towards policies focusing on 

transmission and alternative treatments. We must therefore understand the way that ABU 

and ABR relate to each other at the population level. 

 

Accurately quantifying the ecological relationship between ABR and ABU is also necessary 

in order to design and prioritise stewardship policies at the national level(3). Especially when 

policies incur an opportunity cost (e.g. limiting antibiotic use in people or livestock), it is 

important to understand the number of resistant infections that are likely to be averted from a 

given change in ABU in order to predict their health-economic impact. 

 

For this reason, we set out to investigate the ecological relationship between antibiotic use 

(in humans and livestock) and ABR in humans, using Campylobacter in the UK as a case 

study. 

 

We chose Campylobacter as a candidate for analysis for a number of reasons. For one, the 

foodborne gastrointestinal complaint ‘campylobacteriosis’ is medically important, being the 

main cause of zoonotic infections in the EU in 2020(4) and having grown in prevalence in the 

UK in recent decades(5). Campylobacterioses are usually treated with macrolides and 

fluoroquinolones, both clinically important classes of antibiotics(6). Campylobacter has also 

received a lot of policy attention in the UK, and concerns about transmission of resistant 

Campylobacter from poultry have spurred a sharp decrease in antibiotic use in UK poultry 

production(7,8). Due to data availability, human infection and ABU data were from England 

only while poultry ABU data covered the whole of the UK. 

 

This case study also lends itself well to statistical analysis. As fresh poultry is the source of 

most Campylobacter infections in the UK(5,9), any link with animal ABU will be easier to 

identify. This is especially true given the sharp decrease in poultry ABU since 2013. While 

the rise in resistance of Campylobacter Spp to key antibiotic classes has been attributed to 

ABU in animal production, the link is highly controversial(10) and it is important to test this 
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claim. Campylobacter infections also tend to be sporadic rather than occurring in discrete 

outbreaks(5), meaning that outbreak transmission is less likely to obscure analysis. 

 

If ABU in poultry and humans is key to the development of resistance in human 

Campylobacter infections, then we would expect to see a positive relationship between ABU 

and ABR in humans. Given that the recent fall in ABU, especially in poultry, has not (yet) 

been mirrored by a commensurate fall in human ABR, we hypothesised that there may be a 

threshold level of resistance beyond which resistant strains become endemic and the 

relationship between use and resistance breaks down. 

 

Emes et al.(3), identifies regression analysis as an underexploited resource for 

understanding and characterising the ecological relationship between ABR and ABU. To our 

knowledge, the is the first study to do so for Campylobacter infections in the UK. Throughout 

the study, we maintained a One Health approach and collaborated with stakeholders from a 

range of sectors, reflecting the interdisciplinary nature of our study questions. 

 

We therefore aim to explore the relationship between ABU and ABR in Campylobacter 

infections in the UK using regression analyses, and also to test the robustness of these 

models using a range of cutoffs, interactions, nonlinearities, lags, and covariates.  

 

Methods 

 

Stakeholder engagement 

In designing the investigation and interpreting results, we held multiple rounds of stakeholder 

engagement with members of the poultry industry, the British Poultry Council (BPC), the UK 

Health Security Agency (UKHSA), the UK Animal and Plant Health Agency (APHA), the UK 

Veterinary Medicines Directorate (VMD), the London School of Hygiene and Tropical 

Medicine (LSHTM), and the Royal Veterinary College (RVC). We used these meetings to co-

design the project and to create this paper.  

 

The original plan for this paper was created as part of the SEFASI consortium(11) based at 

the LSHTM. We created an initial pre-analysis plan, and then recruited twenty collaborators 

from the above organisations through our own contacts and through snowball sampling. We 

sent the pre-analysis plan to them, and on 16 November 2022 we held a workshop in which 

we refined the plan based on their inputs. Data on antibiotic use in poultry were obtained 

from the BPC, and data on antibiotic use and infections in humans were obtained from the 

UKHSA. After obtaining the data, we ran results and created a draft of this manuscript, and 

elicited feedback and authorial input from stakeholders. 

 

Statistical methods 

 

All statistical analyses, including cleaning, were performed in R version 4.1.2(12). Statistical 

analyses were reported in accordance with the Basic Statistical Reporting for Articles 

Published in Biomedical Journals (SAMPL) guidelines(13). 
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Creating the dataset 

Data on human ABU and infections came from the UKHSA and covered England only. 

Infection data covered laboratory-diagnosed Campylobacter spp. infections from blood and 

faecal specimens, with susceptibility tests for key antibiotic classes conducted. Data on 

poultry ABU (UK-wide) came from the BPC. Human data were accessed on 12 May 2023. 

The authors did not have access to information which could identify individual participants 

during or after data collection. 

 

We combined our data into a unified dataset, harmonising antibiotic classes across datasets. 

This was done because antibiotic groups were recorded differently across the datasets used 

(see Appendix I for a chart of how antibiotics were grouped into harmonised classes). The 

final dataset included quarterly data on the use of antibiotics in primary care1 from 2013 to 

2022 across 17 antibiotic classes, quarterly ABU in secondary care from 2017 to 2022 

across 18 antibiotic classes, annual use in poultry from 2011 - 2021 across eight antibiotic 

classes, and the quarterly rate of resistance (portion of tested isolates resistant) in human 

Campylobacter infections from 2014 to 2019 across seven antibiotic classes.  

 

Because of a lack of overlap in antibiotic classes and years covered in the original datasets, 

and because antibiotic use in poultry was only available annually, we had only fifteen 

complete cases. See Appendices I and II for more information on data completeness. 

 

Upon creating the final dataset, we explored the data and produced summary statistics and 

figures. 

 

Regression analysis 

We had initially planned to use fixed and random effects models to investigate the 

relationship between antibiotic use and resistance, and to include all of our key covariates in 

every specification. However, a lack of statistical power due to data availability and overlap 

meant that we were obliged to use pooled ordinary least squares (OLS) instead, and to rely 

more heavily on univariate specifications. We used a log-log specification as in Rahman and 

Hollis(14), regressing log resistance against log use. For robustness, we also regressed 

resistance against use linearly, and redid our main specifications using the (log) number of 

resistant infections reported as the outcome. Throughout this paper, 𝑙𝑜𝑔 refers to the natural 

logarithm.  

 

Our basic model was as follows: 

 

(1) 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑖,𝑡) = 𝛽0 +  𝛽1 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡)  + 𝑢 𝑖,𝑡  

 

Where 𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡 refers to use of antibiotic i in period t, 𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑖,𝑡 is the portion of tested 

Campylobacter isolates which were resistant to antibiotic i in period t, and 𝑢𝑖,𝑡 is the error 

term.  

 

 
1 We had originally intended to group human antibiotic use into a single category, but as data on ABU 
in primary and secondary care covered different time periods we elected to include them separately 

WITHDRAWN

see manuscript DOI for details

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 11, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.10.24301092doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?FF8mUB
https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.10.24301092
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


We first ran our basic model univariately against use in each of the three sectors (primary 

care, secondary care, poultry), as well as against use in both primary care and poultry, and 

against use in all three sectors. 

 

After this, we explored models with a lagged independent variable, both on its own and in 

combination with same-period covariates, to test if ABU had a delayed effect on resistance. 

We also looked at lagged dependent variables. Lags were one period (one quarter for 

human ABU and one year for animal ABU). Lags were investigated because, in humans, it 

may take time for resistant infections to develop and be tested, and in poultry there is a 

delay between antibiotics being used and the animals being slaughtered and consumed. It 

may also take time for resistance to spread between people and for prevalence to grow. The 

specifications used were: 

 

(2) 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑖,𝑡) = 𝛽0 +  𝛽1 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡−1)  + 𝑢 𝑖,𝑡 

(3) 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑖,𝑡) = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡) +𝛽2 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡−1)  + 𝑢 𝑖,𝑡 

 

Following this, we investigated nonlinearities and threshold effects. We first added a 

quadratic term to see if this would be a more appropriate functional form, i.e. 

 

(4) 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑖,𝑡) = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡) +𝛽2 ∗ (𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡))2  + 𝑢 𝑖,𝑡 

 

We then investigated the idea of a resistance ‘threshold’, i.e. that idea that, beyond a certain 

level of resistance, resistant strains become endemic and therefore the relationship between 

use and resistance breaks down. This is especially worth investigating because, for several 

antibiotic classes such as fluoroquinolones, we have seen a significant fall in total use in the 

UK in recent years without an accompanying fall in resistance in Campylobacter infections.  

 

In order to do this, we first investigated whether or not the relationship between use and 

resistance differed at low-medium levels of resistance relative to at high levels, truncating 

specification (1) and seeing if it had greater explanatory power and significance below a 

certain level of resistance, i.e. 

 

(5) 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑖,𝑡)[𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑖,𝑡  ≤  𝑋] = 𝛽0 +  𝛽1 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡)  + 𝑢 𝑖,𝑡, 

 

Where 𝑋 is a proposed threshold level of resistance. 

 

After this, we looked at the interaction between human and poultry antibiotic use, i.e. 

 

(6) 𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑖,𝑡 = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡
ℎ𝑢𝑚𝑎𝑛) + 𝛽2 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡

𝑝𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑟𝑦
)  

+𝛽3 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡
ℎ𝑢𝑚𝑎𝑛)  ∗  𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡

𝑝𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑟𝑦
)  + 𝑢 𝑖,𝑡 

 

Understanding the interaction between use in humans and use in poultry is important for 

guiding national antibiotic use policy. For certain antibiotic classes, use in poultry has fallen 

significantly while use in humans has fallen less or remained constant, with the rate of 

resistance in Campylobacter infections also not falling. It is possible that continued high use 
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in humans has limited the effectiveness of ABU reduction in poultry, which we wanted to 

investigate here. 

 

We then looked at the role of the amount of time since a given antibiotic was introduced. 

Some previous research on this ecological relationship, e.g. Adda, 2020(15), has suggested 

that the link between ABU and ABR is stronger for more recently introduced antibiotics. We 

did this by regressing resistance against use, against the time since the relevant class was 

introduced clinically, and against an interaction term, i.e. 

 

(7) 𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑖,𝑡 = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡) +𝛽2 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑇𝑖𝑚𝑒. 𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑐𝑒. 𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑜𝑑𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑖 )  + 

𝛽3 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡)  ∗  𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑇𝑖𝑚𝑒. 𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑐𝑒. 𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑜𝑑𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑖 ) + 𝑢 𝑖,𝑡, 

 

Where 𝑇𝑖𝑚𝑒. 𝑠𝑖𝑛𝑐𝑒. 𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑟𝑜𝑑𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑖  is the number of years since the clinical 

introduction of a given antibiotic class as of 2019, the last year for which resistance 

data were available. 

 

Finally, we looked at the role of poultry production. Sourcing data on the total poultry 

produced in each quarter from the UK Department for Agriculture and Rural Affairs 

(DEFRA)(16), we added this as a covariate and interacted it with ABU. Since most 

Campylobacter infections in the UK come from poultry(5,9), it is important to see if this 

production affects the relationship between ABU and ABR, i.e. 

 

(8) 𝑅𝑒𝑠𝑖𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑖,𝑡 = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡) +𝛽2 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑃𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑟𝑦. 𝑝𝑟𝑜𝑑𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑡 )  + 

𝛽3 ∗ 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑈𝑠𝑒 𝑖,𝑡)  ∗  𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑃𝑜𝑢𝑙𝑡𝑟𝑦. 𝑝𝑟𝑜𝑑𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑡 ) + 𝑢 𝑖,𝑡 

 

Results 

 

Summary statistics 

 

In total, we had 191 observations of human resistance prevalence, 99 observations of 

poultry ABU, 800 observations of ABU in primary care, and 528 observations of ABU in 

secondary care, with 15 complete cases. 

 

We first plotted the total use of antibiotics in the UK over time, across the three sectors 

investigated (primary care, secondary care, and poultry health) (figure 1, below) 
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Figure 1 - total antibiotic use by sector, 2011 - 2022 

 
 

We can observe that antibiotic use in poultry grew rapidly from 2011 until 2013, and then 

sharply fell and has remained low since 2016 (Figure 1). Use in primary healthcare gradually 

fell from 2013 until the outbreak of the COVID-19 pandemic in the UK in early 2020 (vertical 

line), and since then has returned roughly to the previous trend. Use in secondary care 

remained fairly constant from 2017 to 2020 and again fell sharply at the onset of the COVID-

19 pandemic, and has since returned roughly to pre-pandemic levels. 

 

Figure 2 shows ABU (in all three sectors) and resistance over time for the five antibiotic 

classes for which we had both resistance data and use data across all sectors. It highlights 

that these five key classes seemed to follow a similar trend: use in humans either remained 

steady or fell (with the fall being more pronounced in primary care), use in poultry grew up to 

2013 and then fell rapidly and remained low, and resistance either remained steady or rose 

somewhat.  
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Figure 2: Antibiotic use across three sectors (points) and resistance prevalence in tested 

Campylobacter isolates (purple line) over time for selected antibiotic classes 
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Regression analysis 

 

We first ran specification (1), investigating the relationship between use and resistance in the 

basic specification (Figure 3) 

 

Figure 3 - relationship between antibiotic use and resistance (log prevalence - log use)  

 
Figure 4 - relationship between antibiotic use and resistance (linear) 
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Figure 5 - relationship between antibiotic use and resistance (log number of resistant 

infections - log use) 

 
 

In the log-log univariate specification (Figure 3), we found that the elasticity of resistance 

with respect to ABU in primary care was 1.165 (i.e. a 1% increase in use in primary care is 

associated with a 1.165% increase in resistance, and vice-versa). The figure for secondary 

care was much more elastic at 3.265. Use in both primary and secondary care was positively 

associated with the rate of resistance in the linear specification (although the level of 

explanatory power was lower) (Figure 4). When using the number of resistant infections as 

an outcome (Figure 5), the elasticity of resistance with respect to primary care use was 

similar (1.363), and the elasticity of resistance with respect to secondary care use was lower 

but still positive, although it was much higher when controlling for use in all three sectors. 

 

In some multivariate specifications (Figures 3, 5), resistance had a negative relationship with 

use, although these coefficients had a low level of statistical significance. Use in poultry was 

positively associated with resistance in the second and third specifications only (Figures 4 & 

5). 

 

Overall, these specifications had a low level of explanatory power, with an adjusted R2 

ranging from 0.03 to 0.3. The exception was when using the number of resistant infections 

(instead of portion resistant) as an outcome and controlling for use in all three sectors. 

However, this result may be endogenous given that high resistance leads to greater 

hospitalisation and thus greater antibiotic use in secondary care. While Campylobacter 

infections very rarely lead to hospitalisation, the level of ABR in Campylobacter is likely 

related to the level of ABR in other pathogens, meaning that both the number 

hospitalisations (and therefore use of antibiotics in secondary care) and the level of ABR in 

Campylobacter may be co-caused. 

 

We then regressed ABR against lagged antibiotic use (in each sector), as well as against 

lagged resistance (Figures 6 and 7). Lags were one quarter for human use, and one year for 

poultry use (longer lags were explored but were not significant).  
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Figure 6 - relationship between ABR and lagged antibiotic use 

 

 
Across the three sectors, lagged use had a similar level of significance and explanatory 

power as same-period use, with coefficients of a similar size. However, when we included 

both lagged and same-period use together the coefficients were not significant. Given the 

strong link between resistance across periods, we don’t find convincing evidence that lagged 

use has an independent effect on resistance. 

 

When then ran our specifications including a quadratic term (below). 
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Figure 6 - relationship between use and resistance, quadratic specification 

 

 
Here, while the regression of resistance against animal use was not significant, the 

relationship between human use (in both sectors) and resistance had a positive coefficient 

on the linear term and a negative coefficient on the quadratic term, suggesting that 

resistance increases with use but that as use becomes higher the effect on resistance 

diminishes.  

 

In order to investigate threshold effects, we first graphed use against resistance in each of 

the sectors (Appendix IV), and saw that the relationship appeared to be more distinctly 

positive up to a level of resistance of ~0.55. We thus ran truncated regressions for 

resistance values below this cutoff, also trying cutoffs of 0.50 and 0.60. Because of the low 

number of data points, we were able to do so for ABU in primary and secondary care, but 

not in poultry. 
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Figure 7 - relationship between resistance and use in primary care, truncated regression 

 

 

 

For use in both human sectors, the truncated regression had a greater degree of statistical 

significance and explanatory power, and the coefficients had a greater size. This further 

supports the idea that the relationship between use and resistance begins to break down at 

higher levels. 

 

We then interacted use in poultry with use in humans (primary care) (Figure 8)  
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Figure 8 - interaction between use in primary care and poultry 

 
In the linear specification, the interaction term had a positive coefficient, but it was not 

significant in other specifications, and we did not infer a consistent trend regarding the 

interaction between use in humans and poultry. 

 

After this, we looked at the effect of how recently an antibiotic had been clinically introduced. 

We regressed ABR against use in primary care, the number of years since introduction (as 

of 2019), and an interaction term (Figure 9). 
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Figure 9 - time since antibiotic introduction 

 
 

For poultry ABU, we did not find evidence that time-since-introduction was related to the rate 

of ABR. For use in humans, both in primary and secondary care, we found a positive 

relationship between use and resistance, and that antibiotics which had been introduced 

longer ago had a higher rate of resistance. In both cases, the interaction term had a negative 

coefficient, suggesting that the relationship between use and resistance was more 

pronounced for more recently introduced antibiotics, as expected. 

 

Finally, we regressed resistance against use combined with the amount of poultry produced 

in each quarter, with an interaction term. However, these specifications did not produce 

significant results (Appendix V). 

 

Discussion 

 

Epidemiological implications 

Our results suggest that the level of resistance in human Campylobacter infections is linked 

to ABU in humans, with more fragmentary evidence suggesting a link to ABU in poultry. 

Resistance was more elastic with respect to use in secondary care than to that in primary 

care. However, use of antibiotics explained only a relatively small portion of the variation in 

resistance. Lagged use was significantly related to resistance, but we did not find convincing 

evidence that it had an independent effect. 
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For many antibiotic classes, resistance did not fall over the study period despite significant 

falls in antibiotic use (especially in poultry). Combined with the low explanatory power of 

ABU as a determinant of resistance in our specifications, this means that transmission 

factors, rather than antibiotic use, could be the key determinant of resistance levels. These 

could include farm biosecurity, infection prevention and control in human health, travel, and 

socioeconomic factors, among others. 

 

Alternatively (or additionally), this could suggest that Campylobacter pathogens are reaching 

a threshold level of resistance to some antibiotics, beyond which resistant strains become 

endemic and the short-to-medium-term relationship between use and resistance begins to 

break down. We found some evidence for this in human health. In the quadratic 

specifications here, the linear term had a positive coefficient and the squared term had a 

negative coefficient, suggesting that the positive relationship between use and resistance 

becomes weaker at higher levels of use. We also found that the relationship was stronger 

when fewer than 55% of tested isolates were resistant, and that the relationship between 

use and resistance was strongest for more recently introduced antibiotics. All of this 

suggests that, at least for use in human health, there is a positive relationship between use 

and resistance, but that this relationship breaks down over time as resistance builds up. It is 

unclear whether or not such a threshold exists for use in poultry, given the very low data 

availability.  

 

To our knowledge, this is the first study to use ecological regression to investigate explicitly 

the possibility of a resistance threshold and endemicity of resistant strains. Further such 

investigations in different settings in different microbes, with more data on additional 

variables (such as levels of infection, prevention and control) would allow for further 

exploration of these phenomena.  

 

Implications for policy and practice 

The fact that use itself explained only a small part of change in resistance calls into question 

the notion that curbing ABU is sufficient to bring ABR down to sustainable levels. This 

underscores the importance of policies targeting transmission factors, as well as alternative 

and complementary therapies such as vaccination and bacteriophages.  

 

Combined with the evidence of a resistance threshold, this suggests that reducing resistance 

once it has already become prevalent may be challenging or may require more drastic 

reductions in use than we have seen so far. Doing this through antibiotic use reduction alone 

may not be feasible due to the human health consequences of further reductions, and given 

that antibiotic use in poultry is already as low as it can ethically be without endangering 

animal welfare, according to our consultations with industry stakeholders. This highlights the 

time-sensitive nature of ABR policy and the need to target resistance early on. Within the 

context of the UK, these results can help to understand why the resistance levels of 

Campylobacter infections have persisted despite significant advances in antibiotic 

stewardship in both poultry and human health. 

 

This does not mean that curbing antibiotic use is not worthwhile. Doing so can prevent the 

emergence of new resistant strains, which may be just as important as reducing the 

prevalence of existing strains(17,18). It can also avoid future worsening of resistance 
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prevalence across drug classes. Finally, we cannot rule out that reducing use may engender 

significant falls in resistance over much longer time periods. Careful attention should 

therefore be paid to protecting new classes of antibiotic, which would require different 

interventions from the ones discussed here. 

 

It is also worth noting that, while here we used the prevalence of resistance as an outcome, 

in reality we want to minimise the occurrence of resistant infections outright. Thus, targeting 

transmission and biosecurity as early on in the poultry production process as possible is 

generally preferable(19). 

 

Links to the broader literature 

While ecological regression analysis is arguably an underexploited resource for investigating 

the determinants of ABR(3), a number of recent studies have used it with interesting and 

promising results. Rahman and Hollis(14) found that, for European countries across a 

number of drug-pathogen combinations, ABU (in humans and animals) did explain human 

ABR prevalence, but that the relationship was consistently inelastic, unlike in our own 

findings where the relationship was generally somewhat elastic. That our results were more 

elastic than theirs could reflect the need to include additional covariates which may co-cause 

both use and resistance, or alternatively could simply mean that resistance in 

Campylobacter responds elastically to changes in ABU relative to resistance in most 

bacterial pathogens. Similar to our results, Adda (2020)(15) found that the relationship 

between use and resistance was stronger for more recently introduced antibiotics in the 

United States.  

 

Allel et al.(20), using Beta regression across a range of countries, found that human ABU 

was associated with human ABR and that animal ABU was also associated with human ABR 

for some drug-pathogen combinations. This echoes our findings of a strong link between 

human ABR and human ABU, and a less consistent link between human ABR and animal 

ABU, although in our case this may have simply been due to the relative data scarcity on 

animal ABU. They also found a link between socioeconomic factors (such as governance) 

and the prevalence of ABR in humans across a range of drug-pathogen combinations. As in 

our study, they emphasise that reducing ABU alone will likely not be sufficient to curb ABR, 

and that improving transmission factors and material living standards must be centred. As in 

our study also, they identify shortfalls in surveillance on the animal side as a limitation to 

future research and policy.  

 

The need to ground the relationship between use and resistance within the socioeconomic 

context is a takeaway both of our work and of the broader literature. Collingon et al.(21) 

support the role of socioeconomic factors in influencing ABR. Across countries, they found 

univariate association between an index of resistance and a range of socioeconomic factors. 

Infrastructure and governance remained significant in the multivariate model, and crucially 

ABU did not. Looking at fluoroquinolone resistant P. aeruginosa across European countries, 

Zhang, Cui and Zhang(22) find that animal use was actually slightly negatively associated 

with resistance in humans, potentially revealing the general need for regression models 

which consider causal pathways in detail. While they found resistance to have a roughly unit 

elastic relationship with human use, it was much more responsive to changes in veterinary 

and medical staffing than to changes in human use (although this did not hold for all 

pathogens).  
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These studies in particular reaffirm our case-study finding that, while human and animal ABU 

do seem to influence ABR in humans, they are not the main determinant of it, a major take-

away from our analysis. Transmission-related and socioeconomic factors should be central 

to this discussion, and not measuring and including them in our specifications may obscure 

the relationship between use and resistance. This is especially important given that our case 

study is one where, for a number of reasons, a strong causal relationship between antibiotic 

use and resistance would be relatively easy to observe. While beyond the scope of this 

paper, future investigations into which socioeconomic factors are most relevant to 

transmission of resistance in Campylobacter, combined with more detailed use and 

resistance data, could allow us to create models which more closely model causal pathways. 

This will help to identify socioeconomic policies with the potential to support antibiotic 

stewardship initiatives. 

 

Strengths and limitations 

Resistance in Campylobacter is a strong candidate to investigate the relationship between 

animal ABU and human ABR, for reasons discussed in the methodology section. Reducing 

ABU in poultry, the main source of human Campylobacter infection, has been a key ABR 

policy in the UK over the past decade(7,8), and this study has given us the opportunity to 

interrogate the ecological relationship assumed by that policy. It has also allowed us to 

investigate the shape of this ecological relationship in detail through the use of various 

specifications, hoping to give insight into why reductions in ABU have not seemed to 

engender commensurate reductions in the resistance prevalence of Campylobacter isolates. 

It is also novel in its use of ecological regression to investigate specifically the possibility of a 

resistance threshold and endemicity of resistant strains. While Campylobacter infections are 

generally self-limiting, reducing the need for hospitalisations and resistance testing, changes 

to resistance prevalence should still be observable in tested isolates. 

 

However, the study was severely limited by the availability and consistency of data. There 

was a lack of overlap in years covered between datasets, and poultry ABU data were only 

available annually. A greater degree of statistical power would have enabled us to use fixed 

or random effects models, to include more covariates, and to get better insight into the role 

of ABU in poultry. The lack of standardisation of antibiotic designations across datasets also 

meant that we were obliged to aggregate antibiotics into broad classes, which may have 

obscured trends.  

 

It should also be kept in mind that the Campylobacter infections which are tested for 

resistance may not be representative of resistance trends in the general population. Future 

research could investigate the extent to which prevalence of resistance in those most 

vulnerable to severe Campylobacter infections differs significantly from in the general 

population. 

 

Methodologically, ecological regression is a powerful tool but has weaknesses. Because it 

models a purely statistical relationship, it does not allow us to explain underlying biological 

processes mechanistically. It also makes it difficult to investigate non-use factors which 

cannot easily be captured in available national data. Especially because we used pooled 

OLS rather than fixed or random effects, we were not able to investigate differential 

relationships between use and resistance across antibiotic classes. Due to the limited 
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timeframe for which we had data, we could not explore the idea that reducing use causes 

resistance to fall over the long term. Finally, as we looked at the relationship between use 

and resistance for specific drug classes, we were not able to observe the effect of use on the 

emergence of new resistant strains. 

 

Future research 

Researchers and policymakers will benefit from better centralisation and harmonisation of 

antibiotic use and resistance data in the UK, across sectors, which should be made publicly 

available and downloadable in a ready-to-analyse format.  

 

Future research should continue to perform ecological regression analysis across different 

drugs, pathogens and countries, interrogating existing findings and adding to the growing 

knowledge base of studies doing so, making sure to include human and animal ABU 

together. The idea of a resistance threshold should also be explored in new contexts and for 

other drug-pathogen combinations to guide future policy to contain other resistant strains. 

 

Given the low explanatory power of ABU here, we should investigate in greater detail the 

role of transmission-related factors which may contribute to the prevalence of ABR. This 

could include the provision of national data on biosecurity and WASH in farms, 

environmental contamination by antibiotics and heavy metals, and hospital hygiene 

measures, in addition to existing data on socioeconomic factors such as crowding in 

housing.  

 

Conclusion 

Our regression results suggest that the rate of antibiotic resistance in human Campylobacter 

infections in the UK was positively linked with use of antibiotics in humans, with some 

evidence that it was also linked to antibiotic use in poultry. However, antibiotic use explained 

a relatively small portion of the changes in resistance and did not appear to be its main 

determinant. For antibiotic use in human health, we found evidence that the relationship 

between (antibiotic) use and resistance weakens over time as resistance builds up. 

 

Our results support the idea of a resistance threshold, beyond which resistant strains 

become endemic and reductions in use become less effective. Antibiotic stewardship 

remains important, and future policy and research should continue to focus on transmission 

factors, safeguarding new antibiotics, and alternative and complementary therapies such as 

vaccination and bacteriophages. 
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Appendix 

 

Appendix I - harmonising antibiotic classes across datasets 

Classes listed in poultry 
health dataset 

Unified class Classes listed in 
primary care dataset 

Unified class Classes listed in 
secondary care dataset 

Unified class Classes listed in human 
infections dataset 

Unified class 

Aminoglycosides Aminoglycosides Aminoglycosides Aminoglycosides Aminoglycosides Aminoglycosides Amoxicillins Penicillins  

Amoxicillins  Penicillins  Amphenicols Amphenicols Amphenicols Amphenicols Ampicillins / 
amoxicillins  

Penicillins  

Products under the 
cascade 

N/A Anti-clostridioides 
difficile agents  

N/A   Azithromycins Macrolides, 
lincosamides and 
streptogramins  

Doxycyclines Tetracyclines BL resistant penicillins  Penicillins  BL resistant penicillins  Penicillins  Ciprofloxacins Quinolones / 
fluoroquinolones 

Fluoroquinolones Quinolones / 
fluoroquinolones 

BL sensitive penicillins  Penicillins  BL sensitive penicillins  Penicillins  Clarithromycins Macrolides, 
lincosamides and 
streptogramins  

Lincomycins Macrolides, 
lincosamides and 
streptogramins  

Carbapenems Carbapenems Carbapenems Carbapenems Ceftriaxones Third gen. 
cephalosporins 

Macrolides Macrolides, 
lincosamides and 
streptogramins  

Combinations of 
penicillins, incl. beta-
lactamase inhibitors 

Penicillins  Combinations of 
penicillins, incl. beta-
lactamase inhibitors 

Penicillins  Cefotaximes Third gen. 
cephalosporins  

Penicillins Penicillins  First gen. 
cephalosporins  

First gen. 
cephalosporins  

First gen. 
cephalosporins  

First gen. 
cephalosporins  

Ceftazidimes Third gen. 
cephalosporins 

Pleuromutilins Pleuromutilins Fluoroquinolones Quinolones / 
fluoroquinolones 

Fluoroquinolones Quinolones / 
fluoroquinolones 

Ertapenems  Carbapenems 

    Fourth gen. 
cephalosporins  

Fourth gen. 
cephalosporins  
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Polymyxins Polypeptides Glycopeptide 
antibacterials 

Glycopeptides Glycopeptide 
antibacterials 

Glycopeptides Erythromycins Macrolides, 
lincosamides and 
streptogramins  

Potentiated 
sulphonamides 

Sulfonamides and 
trimethoprims 

Imidazole derivatives Azoles Imidazole derivatives Azoles Gentamicins Aminoglycosides 

Tetracyclines Tetracyclines Intestinal antiinfectives  N/A Intestinal antiinfectives  N/A Imipenems Carbapenems 

  Macrolides, 
lincosamides and 
streptogramins  

Macrolides, 
lincosamides and 
streptogramins  

Macrolides, 
lincosamides and 
streptogramins  

Macrolides, 
lincosamides and 
streptogramins  

Levofloxacins Quinolones / 
fluoroquinolones 

  Monobactams Monobactams Monobactams Monobactams Meropenems Carbapenems 

  Nitrofuran derivatives Nitrofurans Nitrofuran derivatives Nitrofurans Tetracyclines  Tetracyclines 

  Other antibacterials N/A Other antibacterials N/A   

    Other cephalosporins 
and penems 

N/A   

  Penicillins with 
extended spectrum 

Penicillins  Penicillins with 
extended spectrum 

Penicillins    

  Polymyxins  Polypeptides Polymyxins  Polypeptides   

  Second gen. 
cephalosporins  

Second gen. 
cephalosporins  

Second gen. 
cephalosporins  

Second gen. 
cephalosporins  

  

  Steroid antibacterials Steroid antibacterials Steroid antibacterials Steroid antibacterials   

  Sulfonamides and 
trimethoprims 

Sulfonamides and 
trimethoprims 

Sulfonamides and 
trimethoprims 

Sulfonamides and 
trimethoprims 

  

  Tetracyclines  Tetracyclines Tetracyclines  Tetracyclines   

  Third gen. 
cephalosporins  

Third gen. 
cephalosporins 

Third gen. 
cephalosporins  

Third gen. 
cephalosporins 
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Appendix II - data completeness chart 

Antibiotic Class Use in primary 
healthcare  
(2013 - 2021) 

Use in secondary 
healthcare 
(2017 - 2022) 

Use in poultry 
 
(2011 - 2021) 

Rate of 
resistance in 
human infections 
(2014 - 2019) 

Data present for 
all variables 

Aminoglycosides Y Y Y Y Y 

Amphenicols Y Y N N N 

Anti-Clostridioides difficile agents  N N N N N 

Azoles Y Y N N N 

Carbapenems Y Y N Y N 

Coamoxiclav (amoxicillin with 
clavulanic acid) 

N N N N N 

Cephalosporins (1st gen) Y Y N N N 

Cephalosporins (2nd gen) Y Y N N N 

Cephalosporins (3rd gen) Y Y N Y N 

Cephalosporins (4th gen) N Y N N N 

Cephalosporins (5th gen) N N N N N 

Glycopeptides Y Y N N N 

Intestinal antiinfectives N N N N N 

Macrolides, lincosamides, and 
streptogramins 

Y Y Y Y Y 

Monobactams Y Y N N N 

Nitrofurans Y Y N N N 

Other cephalosporins and 
penems 

N N N N N 

Penicillins Y Y Y Y Y 

Pleuromutilins N N Y N N 

Polypeptides Y Y Y N N 

Quinolones and fluoroquinolones Y Y Y Y Y 

Steroid antibacterials Y Y N N N 

Sulfonamides and trimethoprims Y Y Y N N 

Tetracyclines  Y Y Y Y Y 
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Appendix III - data cleaning procedure flowchart 
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Appendix IV - graph of resistance against use by sector 
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Appendix V - specifications controlling for poultry production 
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