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Abstract

Background: Primary care physicians (PCPs) play a pivotal role in the management of illnesses of the digestive
tract. The study aim was to assess the adherence of PCPs to the guidelines on the management of Helicobacter
pylori (H. pylori) infection and gastroesophageal reflux disease (GERD) in adults.

Methods: We conducted a cross-sectional study during March–July 2017 using the survey platform of Maccabi
Healthcare Services in Israel. The study questionnaire assessed adherence to the Maastricht/Florence guidelines on
H. pylori infection and the American College of Gastroenterology guidelines on the management of GERD. We sent
the study questionnaires to a random sample of 610 PCPs via electronic mails. We contacted those who did not
respond by telephone; eventually 180 physicians completed the survey.

Results: Ninety (50%) and 60 (36%) of the responders reported using professional guidelines for the diagnosis and
management of H. pylori infection and GERD, respectively. Of the 180 participants, 153 (85%) reported referring
patients with suspected peptic ulcer disease to H. pylori testing, 109 (61%) reported referring patients with
unexplained iron deficiency anemia and 83 (46%) refer relatives of gastric cancer patients. In caring for young
patients who have dyspepsia without alarm symptoms, 127 (74%) reported referral to a urea breath test for the
diagnosis of H. pylori infection, and 136 (81%) referral to a specialist in gastroenterology if alarm symptoms present.
Triple therapy with proton pump inhibitors/clarithromycin/amoxicillin or metronidazole was reported as first-line
therapy by 141 (83%) participants. For GERD, 94–98% of the participants followed the appropriate
recommendations.

Conclusions: We identified gaps between the practices of PCPs and the guidelines on H. pylori infection
management, while guidelines on GERD management are well adopted. Simplification of the guidelines and
exploring barriers towards their implementation by PCPs is warranted.
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Background
Gastrointestinal complaints of the upper digestive tract
such as abdominal pain, heartburn, nausea and vomiting
are common in the primary care setting, while the differ-
ential diagnosis might vary from functional disorders to
malignancy [1–4].
The diagnosis and management of gastroesophageal re-

flux disease (GERD) and peptic ulcer disease are of par-
ticular interest. Helicobacter pylori (H. pylori) infection is
the main cause of peptic ulcer disease and of gastric can-
cer [5]. According to the Maastricht V/Florence Consen-
sus Report on the management of H. pylori infection, in
young patients with uninvestigated dyspepsia the ‘test-
and-treat’ strategy with non-invasive test, usually urea
breath test (UBT) is recommended. In older adults and in
patients with alarm symptoms such as weight loss, gastro-
intestinal bleeding, it is recommended to perform
oesophago-gastro-duodenoscopy. If H. pylori is identified,
a-14 day treatment is recommended, using proton pump
inhibitors (PPIs) with clarithromycin, amoxicillin or
metronidazole, with or without bismuth. At least four
weeks after completing therapy, a non-invasive test is rec-
ommended to confirm eradication of the infection [6].
The prevalence of GERD has increased over the past

few years [7, 8]. GERD causes substantial burden to the
health care system. In patients with typical GERD symp-
toms (e.g., heartburn and regurgitation), empiric PPI
therapy is a reasonable approach to confirm GERD diag-
nosis, while in patients with alarm symptoms, endoscopy
should be performed [9].
Primary care physicians (PCPs) play a pivotal role in

the management of GERD and H. pylori infection. Devi-
ations from guidelines for managing H. pylori infection
and GERD were reported, including in indications for
testing, choosing diagnostic tests, treatment and follow-
up [10–21]. Studies from Israel demonstrated gaps in
the adherence to guidelines for the management of H.
pylori [22, 23] and GERD [24] especially among PCPs. In
a large database analysis of Maccabi Health Services
(MHS) we identified variations in the use of diagnostic
tests of GERD compared to the guidelines [25].
The current period is characterized by high accessibil-

ity to online resources, and by the repercussions of the
“choosing wisely” initiative [26]. This warrants an up-
dated assessment of adherence of PCPs to the guidelines
on management of H. pylori infection compared to
GERD. The aim of this study was to assess the adher-
ence of PCPs to guidelines on the management of H.
pylori infection and GERD in adults.

Methods
Study design and population
We conducted a cross-sectional study between March
and July 2017 using the survey platform of MHS, the

second largest health maintenance organization (HMO)
in Israel. In Israel, access to care is universal to all citi-
zens, according to the National Health Insurance Law,
implemented since 1995. Most services are given at no
cost at point of care. Citizens should be insured in one
of the four HMOs [27, 28]. MHS currently has over two
million members, comprising about 25% of Israel’s
population.

Data collection
The study team constructed the study questionnaire (see
Additional file 1). The questions accessed information
on the management of H. pylori infection and GERD,
and physicians’ referral to diagnostic tests, prescriptions
for treatment of these conditions. In several questions,
we asked the physicians to rank the frequency that se-
lected clinical scenarios occurred at their practices. The
replies were according to a Likert scale: always, usually
yes, usually no and never. In analysis of the data, the re-
plies “always and usually yes” were combined as “yes”
and the replies “usually no” and “never” were combined
as “no”.
The 2012 Maastricht IV/Florence guidelines on the

management of H. pylori infection [29] and the 2013
American College of Gastroenterology (ACG) guidelines
on the management of GERD [9] were considered as ref-
erences in this study, since they were the most updated
guidelines during the study period.
Information accessed from the MHS database included

characteristics of the physicians, such as age (in years),
sex, the year they began working at MHS and their type
of work relationship with MHS (self-employed vs. em-
ployee). Information on the number of years since the
board certification was obtained via the questionnaire.
The survey questionnaire was distributed to physicians
through the electronic mail system of MHS. The mes-
sage was sent on two occasions, three to four weeks
apart, to increase the response rate. Additionally, the
study team contacted by telephone physicians who did
not open the survey link, and interviewed those who
agreed to participate in the study. Overall, 610 PCPs
were randomly selected. Of these, 183 physicians
responded; three physicians, who started the question-
naire, did not complete it. Thus 180 physicians were in-
cluded in the study (i.e. a response rate of 30%).

Statistical analysis
Differences between responders and non-responders in
background characteristics were compared using the
chi-square test for categorical variables and the Student’s
t test for continuous variables. The study sample was de-
scribed using frequencies and percentages for categorical
variables, and means and standard deviation (SD) for
continuous variables. We performed unweighted and
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weighted analyses. The weights were determined using
the inverse probability weighting method [30], The prob-
ability to participate in the study was obtained from a
multivariable logistic regression model in which the
dependent variable was participation in the study (coded
as 1 = yes and 0 = no) and the independent variables
were age, sex and the year of starting work at MHS.
Differences in the characteristics of participants who

did and did not follow recommendations regarding re-
ferral for H. pylori testing were examined using the Stu-
dent’s t test for continuous variables and the chi square
test and Fisher Exact test for categorical variables. Statis-
tical significance was determined as p < 0.05. The Benja-
mini and Hochberg false discovery rate method was
used to adjust for multiple comparisons [31]. We ana-
lysed the data using SPSS version 25 (IBM, New York,
United States).

Results
Characteristics of physicians who participated in the
study are presented in Table 1.

Practices of PCPs regarding the management of H. pylori
infection
Ninety (50%) participants reported utilization of any
guidelines for the management of H. pylori infection; of
them, 82 specified which guidelines: 35% reported using
the Israeli gastroenterology guidelines, 8% American
Gastroenterological Association guidelines, 5% the
Maastricht guidelines, 31% reported using the UpToDate
website [32], 21% relied on other resources.

Referral for a diagnostic test of H. pylori infection and
treatment of the infection
Eighty-five percent of participants reported referring pa-
tients with suspected gastric or duodenal ulcer to a diag-
nosis of H. pylori infection. Referrals to H. pylori testing
in first-degree relatives of gastric cancer patients and un-
explained iron deficiency anemia (IDA) were reported by
46 and 61% of the participants, respectively (Table 2).

In evaluating young patients with dyspepsia without
alarm symptoms, most (74%) participants reported referral
to the UBT as the main diagnostic test, 6% reported using
the stool antigen detection enzyme immunoassay (EIA),
10% referred these patients to gastroscopy and to specialists
in gastroenterology, and 10% to other tests. In evaluating
patients with alarm symptoms, most (81%) participants re-
ported that they usually refer to a specialist in gastroenter-
ology; gastroscopy, UBT, the stool antigen detection EIA,
and other tests were reported less frequently.

Table 1 Characteristics of the respondents and non-
respondents to the questionnaire

Primary care physician P

Respondents
N = 171*

Non-respondents
N = 429*

0.3

Age, mean (SD), years 53.6 (12.0) 54.6 (10.7) 0.09

Sex, males 104 (61%) 229 (53%) 0.02

Started to work at MHS
from 2010 onward

67 (39%) 127 (30%) 0.7

Employment type,
self-employed

147 (86%) 359 (84%) 0.3

* Missing data: Nine respondents; one non-respondent
MHS: Maccabi Healthcare Services; SD: standard deviation

Table 2 Self-reported practices of primary-care physicians in the
management of H. pylori infection in adults

Number/Total
(percent)

Weighted
Percent*

Refer for H. pylori diagnosis in the case of **

Suspected duodenal or gastric ulcer 153/180 (85%) 84%

First degree relatives with gastric cancer 83/180 (46%) 47%

Unexplained iron deficiency anemia 109/180 (61%) 59%

Before starting long-term use of
aspirin or NSAIDs in patients with
a history of peptic disease

82/180 (46%) 44%

Prescription of first-line therapy

Triple therapy with PPIs/clarithromycin/
amoxicillin or metronidazole

141/171 (83%) 82%

Quadruple therapy based on Bismuth 15/171 (9%) 9%

Quadruple therapy non-Bismuth 7/171 (4%) 4%

Refer to gastroenterologist 2/171 (1%) 2%

Other 6/171 (3%) 3%

Duration of treatment

7 days 15/171 (9%) 8%

10 days 83/171 (48%) 51%

14 days 65/171 (38%) 36%

Other 8/171 (5%) 5%

Follow-up test

UBT at least 1 month after therapy 95/171 (56%) 57%

Refer to specialist in gastroenterology 4/171 (2%) 1%

Stool antigen detection EIA at least
1 month after therapy

2/171 (1%) 1%

Serology at least 1 month after therapy 5/171 (3%) 2%

Do not refer to a test if symptoms resolve 58/171 (34%) 34%

Other 7/171 (4%) 5%

In case of treatment failure

Refer to a specialist in gastroenterology 74/171 (43%) 45%

Do not refer to a test if symptoms resolve 43/171 (25%) 23%

Recommend the same treatment for a
longer duration

5/171 (3%) 2%

Recommend a different treatment 49/171 (29%) 30%

* Percentage obtained by inverse probability weighting
** Physicians who answered “always” or “usually”
EIA: Enzyme immunoassay; NSAID: non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs; PPIs:
proton pump inhibitors; UBT: Urea breath test

Na’amnih et al. Israel Journal of Health Policy Research            (2020) 9:28 Page 3 of 7



Ta
b
le

3
Fa
ct
or
s
re
la
te
d
to

pr
im

ar
y-
ca
re

ph
ys
ic
ia
ns
’r
ef
er
ra
ls
of

ad
ul
ts
fo
r
H
.p
yl
or
ii
nf
ec
tio

n
te
st
in
g

C
lin
ic
al
ch
ar
ac
te
ris
tic
s
of

th
e
pa
tie
nt
s
re
fe
rr
ed

fo
r
te
st
in
g

Ty
pe

of
te
st
in
g

Su
sp
ec
te
d
du

od
en

al
or

ga
st
ric

ul
ce
r

Fi
rs
t-
de

gr
ee

re
la
tiv
es

of
ga
st
ric

ca
nc
er

pa
tie
nt
s

U
ne

xp
la
in
ed

ID
A

H
is
to
ry

of
pe

pt
ic
di
se
as
e,

be
fo
re

lo
ng

-t
er
m

us
e
of

N
SA

ID
s

U
BT
/s
to
ol

an
tig

en
EI
A
in

te
st
-a
nd

-t
re
at

st
ra
te
gy

En
do

sc
op

y/
sp
ec
ia
lis
t-

al
ar
m

sy
m
pt
om

s

Ye
s

N
o

P
Ye
s

N
o

P
Ye
s

N
o

P
Ye
s

N
o

P
Ye
s

N
o

P
Ye
s

N
o

P

N
um

be
r

14
6

25
78

93
10
2

69
76

95
13
6

27
16
0

8

A
ge

,m
ea
n
(S
D
)

52
.6
(1
2.
3)

59
.2
(8
.2
)

0.
02

55
.0
(1
0.
4)

52
.4
(1
3.
1)

0.
3

52
.7
(1
1.
9)

54
.8
(1
2.
1)

0.
2

53
.3
(1
2.
6)

53
.8
(1
1.
6)

0.
8

52
.5
(1
2.
4)

58
.2
(9
.0
)

0.
04

53
.9
(1
2.
0)

52
.0
(1
0.
9)

0.
6

Ye
ar
s
si
nc
e
bo

ar
d

ce
rt
ifi
ca
tio

n,
m
ea
n
(S
D
)

19
.2
(1
2.
5)

24
.1
(1
0.
3)

0.
1

19
.7
(1
1.
6)

20
.0
(1
3.
1)

0.
7

18
.0
(1
2.
7)

22
.8
(1
1.
1)

0.
02

19
.9
(1
2.
4)

19
.9
(1
2.
3)

0.
9

18
.5
(1
2.
2)

5.
4
(1
2.
3)

0.
00
6

19
.6
(1
2.
3)

24
.3
(1
2.
8)

0.
3

St
ar
te
d
to

w
or
k
at

M
H
S

20
10

on
w
ar
d,

n
(%
)

62
(4
3)

5
(2
0)

0.
03

28
(3
6)

39
(4
2)

0.
4

47
(4
6)

20
(2
9)

0.
03

30
(4
0)

37
(3
9)

0.
9

56
(4
1)

6
(2
2)

0.
06

58
(3
8)

2
(3
3)

0.
8

H
.p
yl
or
ii
s
a
de

fin
iti
ve

ca
us
e
of

ga
st
ric

ca
nc
er
,

n
(%
)

12
4
(8
4)

20
(7
7)

0.
3

72
(9
1)

72
(7
7)

0.
01

88
(8
6)

56
(7
9)

0.
2

68
(8
4)

76
(8
3)

0.
8

11
6
(8
4)

27
(8
0)

0.
5

13
6
(8
5)

4
(5
0)

0.
03

EI
A
:e

nz
ym

e
im

m
un

oa
ss
ay
;I
D
A
:i
ro
n
de

fic
ie
nc
y
an

em
ia
;M

H
S:
M
ac
ca
bi

H
ea
lth

ca
re

Se
rv
ic
es
;N

SA
ID
s:
no

n-
st
er
oi
da

la
nt
i-i
nf
la
m
m
at
or
y
dr
ug

s
U
BT

:u
re
a
br
ea
th

te
st
;S
D
:s
ta
nd

ar
d
de

vi
at
io
n

Na’amnih et al. Israel Journal of Health Policy Research            (2020) 9:28 Page 4 of 7



Prescribing triple therapy as first-line treatment was
reported by most participants.
The weighted analysis yielded similar results (Table 2).

Factors related to PCPs’ practices regarding H. pylori
infection testing
Participants who referred for H. pylori infection diagno-
sis in suspected duodenal or gastric ulcer were younger
than those who did not refer (p = 0.02), as well as those
who referred to UBT/stool antigen EIA in test-and-treat
strategy vs. those who did not follow these recommenda-
tions (p = 0.04). The participants who followed the rec-
ommendations of testing H. pylori in patients with
unexplained IDA, and referral to UBT/stool antigen EIA
in test-and-treat strategy had more recently underwent
board certification than had those who did not follow
these recommendations (p = 0.02 and p = 0.006, respect-
ively). Compared to those who did not follow these
guidelines, a higher proportion of those who followed
them began working in MHS in 2010 or later. Partici-
pants who agreed with the statement that “H. pylori is a
definitive cause of gastric cancer” were more likely to
refer patients with dyspepsia and alarm symptoms for
endoscopy or to a gastroenterology specialist (p = 0.03)
(Table 3). Adjustment for multiple comparisons yielded
p = 0.09 for all these differences.

Practices of PCPs regarding the management of GERD
Overall, 168 participants completed the GERD compo-
nent of the survey; of them, 36% reported utilization of
any guidelines for the management of GERD. Fifty-nine
specified which guidelines: 37% reported using the Israeli
gastroenterology guidelines, 8% the American/European
Gastroenterology Association guidelines, 31% reported
using the UpToDate website [33], 24% reported other
resources.
Regarding GERD, most participants reported that good

adherence with the recommendations (Table 4).

Discussion
The main finding of this survey was the limited adherence
of Israeli PCPs to the guidelines on the management of H.
pylori infection, and their relatively high adherence to the
guidelines on the management of GERD.
Referral to H. pylori testing was reported by 85% of

the study participants in their investigations of peptic
ulcer, despite strong recommendation to test and treat
H. pylori infection in patients with this condition [6, 29].
About half of the participants reported referring first-
degree relatives of gastric cancer patients to H. pylori
testing. Current evidence suggests that eradication of H.
pylori might reduce the risk of gastric cancer [34]. H.
pylori is transmitted between family members during
childhood [32, 35]. Concurrent H. pylori infection and a

family history showed a synergetic additive effect on the
risk of gastric cancer [36]. This accentuates the import-
ance of H. pylori testing for individuals with a family
member who had gastric cancer.
Testing and treating H. pylori infection are recom-

mended for patients with unexplained IDA [6, 29]. How-
ever, this recommendation was shown to be only
partially followed in the current study. This concurs with
findings observed even among specialists in gastroenter-
ology in the United States [19]. The low adherence to
this recommendation might be explained by physicians’
skepticism regarding extra-gastric effects of H. pylori
infection.
Most participants in our study reportedly prescribed

triple therapy. This is despite the increase in clarithro-
mycin resistance in H. pylori strains in Israel [37] and
the low success rates in H. pylori eradication [38].
Collectively, our updated evidence reinforces findings

from previous studies [10, 11, 13–15, 17] regarding gaps
between clinical guidelines and practices of PCPs in the
management of H. pylori infection in adults. Physicians
who followed the recommendations in our study were
younger; less time elapsed since their board certification
and they started working at MHS more recently than
did those who did not follow recommendations. These
findings corroborate with previous evaluations that indi-
cated reduced quality of care performance among

Table 4 Self-reported practices of primary-care physicians in the
management of gastroesophageal reflux disease in adults (N= 168)

Number
(percent) *

Weighted
Percent**

I recommend performing barium
radiographs as part of GERD work-up

10 (6%) 5%

If complaints of chest pain exist, I refer
to cardiologic work-up before the
diagnosis of GERD

138 (82%) 82%

I recommend empiric treatment with
PPIs for patients with typical symptoms
of uncomplicated GERD

165 (98%) 99%

I recommend continuing therapy
with PPIs for patients with persistent
symptoms after discontinuation of
initial treatment

134 (80%) 83%

I recommend changes in diet and
reducing products that might
increase symptoms of GERD such as
caffeine, chocolate and fried food

157 (94%) 94%

I recommend sleeping with the head
of the bed elevated for patients with
GERD

139 (83%) 84%

For patients with obesity and with
non-complicated GERD, I recommend
weight loss

159 (95%) 94%

* Physicians who answered “always” or “usually” out of 168 responders to
this part
** Inverse probability weighting
PPIs: proton pump inhibitors; GERD: gastroesophageal reflux disease
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physicians with increasing years in practice [39]. Various
barriers of adherence to guidelines among physicians
were shown. These included low awareness, familiarity
and agreement with the guidelines; difficulty in over-
coming the inertia of previous practices; and external
barriers that inhibit the ability to perform the recom-
mendations [40]. These factors should be taken into ac-
count when planning educational interventions aiming
to increasing adherence with the guidelines.
In contrast to the findings regarding H. pylori manage-

ment, the guidelines for GERD management were found
to be well adopted by the participants, and consistent
with the recommendation of the ACG guidelines [9].
Similar observations were reported from Eastern
Asian countries [41] and Germany [42], while others
[20, 21, 24] reported some gaps.
Our study has limitations. The response rate to

participate was low, despite our efforts to increase
compliance via repeated messages and phone calls.
Nonetheless, responders and non-responders had
similar demographic profiles.

Conclusions
Adherence of PCPs to guidelines on the management of
H. pylori infection in adults was sub-optimal, while ad-
herence to the guidelines on GERD management was
relatively satisfactory. Simplification of the guidelines
and exploring barriers towards their implementation by
PCPs is warranted.
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