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Taking the Lead in Research into Postoperative
Cognitive Dysfunction

This editorial accompanies the article selected for this
month’s ANESTHESIOLOGY CME Program. After reading the
article and editorial, go to http://www.asahq.org/journal-
cme to take the test and apply for Category 1 credit. Com-
plete instructions may be found in the CME section at the
back of this issue.

IN this issue of the Journal, Dr. Monk et al.1,2 explore the
effects of surgery and anesthesia on cognitive function in
both the short and medium-term postoperative period;
these articles follow up investigations conducted previ-
ously by the International Study Group on Postoperative
Cognitive Dysfunction (ISPOCD).3 Using the ISPOCD
measures of outcome, Monk et al. have confirmed the
risk factors for the development of postoperative cogni-
tive dysfunction (POCD) that had been previously iden-
tified (age, low educational level). Interestingly, they
also found that asymptomatic patients with a history of
stroke had a higher incidence of POCD. Strikingly, they
add critical insights into the overall significance of POCD
by defining a relationship to mortality.

Regarding risk factors, the evidence garnered by these
and other studies1–3 may be considered as a reduction in
cognitive reserve that provides the milieu for the devel-
opment of POCD. Stern4 refers to passive and active
models of cognitive reserve; in the passive model, re-
serve is represented by increased brain size and/or num-
ber of synapses available. Within this model, any cogni-
tive deterioration consequent to a brain injury can be
compensated for by means of neuronal pathway substi-
tution. The active model features an improved process-
ing of the available information by exploitation of pre-
existent redundant neuronal networks. This theory of

synaptic enrichment provides a convenient explanation
for the observation that high levels of intelligence and
educational attainment are good predictors of brain re-
sistance to injuries before cognitive dysfunction is man-
ifest.5 Conversely, it clarifies the role of previous stroke
(even though there was no neurologic deficit) as an
exacerbating factor. Aging, one of the aforementioned
risk factors for POCD, causes several structural and mor-
phologic changes to brain tissue, which are likely to be
correlated with a reduction in cognitive reserve. These
include reduced brain weight and volume6 as well as loss
of cellular bodies and myelinated fibers in several brain
regions7 including the hippocampus,8 an area of the
brain that is critical for memory. Subcellular changes are
documented as a reduction in synaptic density,9 rarefi-
cation of cerebral microvasculature,10 and alterations to
DNA repair systems including the mechanisms for re-
moval of neurons with damaged nuclear DNA11 among
others. Oxidative stress has been cited as a likely cause
of age-related neurodegeneration.12 Within the aging
brain, there is a proinflammatory phenotype with up-
regulation of markers, such as interleukin 6 and C-reac-
tive protein, which have been correlated with cognitive
decline in a study of elderly patients.13

Is the deterioration of cognitive function seen in el-
derly postoperative patients after surgery (POCD) initi-
ated by an exacerbation of processes already active dur-
ing the aging process? If so, does surgery or anesthesia
accelerate the mechanisms leading to age-related cogni-
tive decline? There is now compelling evidence to sug-
gest that inflammation occurs in the brain after nonneu-
rologic, noncardiac surgery as evidenced by increased
levels of proinflammatory cytokines in cerebrospinal
fluid. Buvanendran et al.14 found that hip replacement
surgery was associated with postoperative up-regulation
of interleukin 6, and prostaglandin E2, in the cerebrospi-
nal fluid. Others observed increased concentrations of
interleukin 6 in the cerebrospinal fluid during and im-
mediately after off pump coronary artery bypass sur-
gery.15 In addition, studies performed in animals after
abdominal16 and orthopedic surgery17 have demon-
strated inflammation in hippocampal tissue during the
postoperative period; inflammatory changes in these
brain regions are capable of adversely affecting learning
and memory as well as other cognitive domains.18 How-
ever, neither the findings of the preclinical nor clinical
studies of POCD can be causally attributed to these
alterations in inflammatory markers; also, it is unclear
whether the neuroinflammation is pathogenically linked
to surgery, anesthesia, or other patient factors. Although
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plausible arguments can be made for each of these fac-
tors, further research is needed to establish the mecha-
nisms for the associations that have been noted.

In their companion article, Monk et al. suggest that
different types of cognitive impairment may develop
after surgery. This has been explored by separating the
results of tests that assess the primary attention domain
(often referred to as executive function) from that as-
sessing the memory cognitive domain. Executive tasks
(e.g., the Wisconsin Card Sorting Test) explore the ac-
tivity of prefrontal cortices, thalamus, and white matter
fibers. The successful accomplishment of these tests is
associated with normal functioning in middle-aged and
older individuals.19 Difficulty in completing the tasks
implies an impairment (either functional or morpho-
logic) of these structures in the brain of POCD patients.
A dysfunction of memory domains, as referred to by the
authors, can be accounted for by an impairment of
hippocampus, entorhinal cortex, thalamus, and basal
forebrain. Because different cognitive domains depend
on different brain regions, it may be considered more
likely that a common pathogenic mechanism (such as
inflammation) impairs each of these structures concur-
rently, rather than separate mechanisms affecting them
individually. Differences in the degree of postoperative
cognitive impairment observed between individuals and
between different regions of the brain may reflect site-
specific variability in cognitive reserve.

Despite limitations of the studies by Monk et al. (in-
cluding use of age-matched [not disease-matched] con-
trols, exclusion of patients with preexisting cognitive
impairments, and the use of an unrestricted anesthetic
protocol), the finding that cognitive loss is correlated
with longer-term (1-yr) mortality is remarkable but un-
surprising because longitudinal studies had previously
demonstrated the relation between cognitive decline
and mortality rate in nonsurgical settings.20 Although a
causal relation between POCD and death cannot be
strictly deduced, investigators in this field of inquiry will
be better prepared to address the “so what” comment
when seeking funding from relevant agencies. The call
to seek a more meaningful overall global outcome mea-
sure of cognition that the everyday practitioner can
apply and easily understand will continue but is not
reason to ignore the results of other forms of testing
when an association with mortality has been found. The
mortality relationship that was noted must be corrobo-
rated, ideally in a multicenter fashion, to strengthen its
broader applicability; also, it would be helpful to obtain
further insight into the role of anesthetic techniques by
standardizing these.

Amelioration of POCD can be seen as part of a quest to
control the processes of aging and the postponement of

cognitive decline. Those involved in the care of elderly
patients scheduled to undergo surgery must identify the
pathogenic mechanisms and orchestrate appropriate pro-
tective and therapeutic interventions to target the patho-
genic processes that produce POCD. Although the anesthe-
siologist may not have all the necessary tools to undertake
this quest, who is better placed to lead the response to this
perioperative challenge?
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Liars, Damn Liars, and Propensity Scores
PROPENSITY score methods are being used increasingly
to reduce the impact of treatment-selection bias when
using observational data to estimate causal treatment
effects.1 In the article by Vincent et al.,2 821 pairs of
patients were matched according to a propensity score.
The data in the study of Vincent et al. were derived from
a previous study called the Sepsis Occurrence in Acutely
Ill Patients Study, which was a multicenter, observa-
tional study that included all adult patients admitted to
198 European intensive care units.3 The authors demon-
strated that the 30-day survival rate was higher in those
patients who received a transfusion compared with
those who did not. These results contradict those of
Hebert et al.,4 who demonstrated that a restrictive strat-
egy of erythrocyte transfusion was at least as effective as
and possibly superior to a liberal transfusion strategy in
critically ill patients in a multicenter, randomized, con-
trolled clinical trial of transfusion requirements in critical
care. The use of propensity score analysis is not without
controversy, because occasionally its use has resulted in
some disputed conclusions.5 So what is propensity score
analysis, and what strengths, weaknesses, and biases are
inherent to the analysis?

The accepted standard for demonstrating that a treat-
ment produces a certain outcome is a prospective, ran-
domized, blinded (controlled if appropriate) trial. This is
the case because random assignment of patients to treat-
ment groups balances both known and unknown patient
characteristics that may affect outcome and reduces the
likelihood that there will be differences in the patient
characteristics between study arms. Unfortunately, many
therapies cannot be randomized for ethical, economical,
or practical reasons, and on these occasions, observa-
tional studies can provide valuable information about
treatment effectiveness. However, because of the very
nature of the study design, the interpretation of obser-
vational studies is fraught with difficulty.

An inherent problem in the methodology of observa-
tional studies is that the investigators do not have control
over the treatments given to participants. As in the study
of Vincent et al.,2 patients are often “assigned” to a
treatment condition based on a conglomeration of char-

acteristics that make it very likely/unlikely that they will
experience the outcome under study. Unlike random
assignment, where the groups systematically differ on
only the treatment intervention, the treatment groups in
observational studies are likely to differ on both the
treatment intervention and also a myriad of other variables
that may independently affect outcome (called covariates).
As a result of differences in treatment groups, investigators
must rely on statistical adjustments to control for the con-
founding effect of the observed covariates when estimating
the unique effect due to treatment. Often, there are large
amounts of data on potential cofounders available for anal-
ysis, but the large volume and complexity of this data does
not guarantee reliable and accurate analysis. It is for the
improvement of such analyses that propensity methodol-
ogy was created.

Propensity methodology was first proposed in 1983 as
a novel strategy for statistical control in observational
studies.6 The method first focuses on the relation be-
tween baseline patient characteristics and the primary
treatment variable of interest, such as receiving erythro-
cyte transfusion versus not. Conceptually, the propen-
sity score is the conditional probability that an individual
study participant would have been treated based on that
individual’s observed pretreatment variables. Statisti-
cally, propensity score methods require a two-step pro-
cess in which a logistic regression model is first built to
predict the probability (“propensity”) of exposure to
treatment condition (treatment model). A second model
incorporating the information on the propensity score is
then constructed to evaluate the exposure–outcome as-
sociation (outcome model). Statistical adjustments using
the estimated propensity score have the advantageous
property of balancing observed covariates that were
used to construct the score, thus producing a situation
closer to actual randomization. The propensity score can
also be used outside of a model-based approach to com-
pare patients with similar characteristics. The three most
common methods for using the estimated propensity
score are matching,7 regression adjustment,8 and weight-
ing (stratification).9 Regardless of the technique, the pro-
pensity score is calculated the same way.

Patient matching by propensity score is one technique
for addressing baseline characteristics. In this method, a
propensity score summarizes all measured confounders
in a single score, and subjects are then matched by the
propensity score. This greatly simplifies the matching of
subjects, because patients would otherwise have to be
independently matched on all of the covariates, an en-
deavor whose complexity increases with each consid-
ered covariate. In regression adjustment based on pro-
pensity scores, the propensity score is entered into the
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model as the only confounding variable, in addition to
the exposure to treatment, to better estimate the unique
effect of the treatment exposure on outcome. Vincent
et al.2 used regression adjustment based on the propen-
sity score in their study. Finally, in weighting or stratifi-
cation by propensity score, patients are stratified based
on their propensity score. Predetermined strata (e.g.,
quintiles) are used to directly compare treatment and
control patients in the same strata. Although each pro-
pensity score technique has its own unique advantages,
in general they all share the same limitations.

The first and most important limitation of all methods
of confounder control such as multivariable logistic re-
gression and propensity score methods is that although
they can balance observed baseline covariates between
groups, they do nothing to balance unmeasured char-
acteristics and confounders. As a result, unlike random-
ized control trials, propensity score analyses have the
limitation that remaining unmeasured confounding vari-
ables may still be present, thus leading to biased results.
Another limitation of propensity score methods is that
the analysis does not “fix” other potential methodologic
biases that may exist. For example, in the study by
Vincent et al.,2 patients who received a blood transfu-
sion at any time were matched, based on propensity
score, with patients who did not receive a blood trans-
fusion. Because blood transfusions could have occurred
at any time, the design could have taken into account the
fact that transfusions are a time-dependent variable. For
example, consider two patients, one who died on post-
operative day 1 without receiving transfused blood and
one who received an initial blood transfusion on post-
operative day 4 and subsequently died within hours after
the transfusion. If these patients were selected as a
matched pair for the proportional hazards regression
analysis, when evaluating this matched set it would seem
that transfusing blood improved survival because the
patient who received a blood transfusion survived 4
days, whereas the patient who did not only survived 1
day. To overcome this potential bias, the matched con-
trol for each case would have necessarily been selected
from the pool of nontransfused patients who survived at
least until the day at which the transfused patient re-
ceived his or her first blood transfusion. Other problems
with propensity score analysis have been identified, in-

cluding the performance of the technique under certain
conditions, such as when there are seven or fewer
events per confounding variable.10 As a result, it is un-
clear which adjustment method is most preferable for
each given situation. This, coupled with perceived opac-
ity of the statistical process, results in propensity score
analysis having a very “black box” feeling about it.

Evidence-based medicine has been established as a
cornerstone of good medical practice and as a method to
improve patient care. Ideally, evidence-based medicine
should be based on prospective, randomized, blinded
trials. Frequently, these trials are not available and we
must use observational trial data that has been modified
by statistical analysis such as propensity analysis. It is
imperative that we understand the strengths and weak-
ness of these statistical techniques to improve the care of
our patients. Therefore, the limitations discussed above
suggest that the results reported by Vincent et al.2 must
be interpreted with caution.
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Radicular Low Back Pain

What Have We Learned from Recent Animal Research?

BACK pain affects 50–80% of adults at some point in
their lives; the cause is unknown in approximately 85%
of the cases.1 However, mechanical deformation of the
dorsal root ganglion (DRG) and its nerve roots is a
possible consequence of certain disorders, such as spinal
stenosis, disc herniation, degenerative disorder, spinal
injury, or tumors.2 Recently, it was discovered that ra-
dicular pain behaviors such as thermal hyperalgesia and
mechanical allodynia develop in rats after a chronic
compression injury of the ipsilateral DRG (chronic com-
pression model [CCD]) produced by the implantation of
a metal rod in the intervertebral foramen.3,4 Ectopic
discharges originating in the compressed ganglion were
electrophysiologically recorded from dorsal root fibers
and from the somata of the DRG neurons.3–5 This sug-
gests that anatomic abnormalities are an important factor
in the development of radicular back pain. In the current
issue of ANESTHESIOLOGY, Gu et al.6 describe a modified
CCD model created by compressing the DRG with
SURGIFLO™ (Johnson & Johnson, Somerville, NJ), a hemo-
static gelatin matrix. SURGIFLO™ hardens within a minute
or two after injection and has been extensively and safely
used in surgical operations. Rats subjected to DRG com-
pression with SURGIFLO™ develop thermal hyperalgesia
and mechanical allodynia that last more than 30 days. The
benefit of using the biologically degradable
SURGIFLO™ as compared with a metal rod is that the
texture of the SURGIFLO™ is similar to that of herniated
disc and thus it can better mimic some clinical conditions.

Inflammatory responses in the compressed DRG play key
roles in the development of radicular pain. In their study,
Gu et al. demonstrated that the level of an inflammatory
marker (I��-�) was up-regulated in both the compressed
DRG and the adjacent spinal cord. Epidural administration
of the corticosteroid triamcinolone effectively reduced the
increased cutaneous sensitivity in the SURGIFLO™ CCD
rats, suggesting an important role of inflammation in the
development of the painful behaviors in this model. Con-
sistent with findings from the study of Gu et al., Homma et

al.7 reported previously in a modified CCD model that DRG
compression–induced mechanical allodynia can be par-
tially blocked by simultaneous local administration of solu-
ble tumor necrosis factor-� receptors to the compressed
DRG. Local application of inflammatory cytokine, tumor
necrosis factor �, to a normal DRG, on the other hand,
induced mechanical allodynia similar to that of CCD rats. In
another study, White et al.8 demonstrated increased ex-
pression of a chemokine, monocyte chemoattractant pro-
tein 1 and its receptor, chemokine (c-c motif) receptor 2, in
the compressed DRG. Application of monocyte chemoat-
tractant protein 1 to the cell bodies of the intact formerly
compressed DRG produced potent excitatory effects not
observed in control ganglia.

Clinically, the severity of pain may not correlate with the
degree of disc herniation or mechanical deformation of the
DRG. There is a subgroup of patients with lumbar radicu-
lopathy who have minimal abnormality of the external
morphology of the anulus and yet present with leg pain,
paresthesias, and signs of dural irritation. Corticosteroids
may have a dramatic effect on the pain of patients with
either major or minor morphologic disc abnormalities, but
no structural changes accompany their clinical improve-
ment.9 Therefore, inflammatory irritation per se (i.e., in the
absence of mechanical compression) is sufficient to cause
radicular back pain. In laboratory animals, radiculopathy
can occur when the DRGs are inflamed by mere exposure
to materials released from the nucleus pulposus,10 which is
known to possess immunogenic and chemogenic capaci-
ties.11 To examine inflammation as the cause of radiculop-
athy, Xie et al.12 recently developed a rat model of radicular
pain by local inflammatory irritation of the DRG (localized
inflammation model). The localized inflammation model
involves depositing a drop of the immune activator zymo-
san over a single DRG. This results in a robust, prolonged
state of mechanical allodynia, generation of ectopic dis-
charges, extensive sympathetic sprouting, and elevation of
inflammatory cytokines in the inflamed DRG.

Gu et al. also demonstrated an up-regulation of the
N-methyl-D-aspartate receptor, NR1, in compressed gan-
glia and the adjacent spinal dorsal horn. N-methyl-D-
aspartate receptors are known to play important roles in
various pathologic pain states resulting from peripheral
nerve injury, because of their involvement in central
sensitization. Results from the current study demon-
strated for the first time that N-methyl-D-aspartate recep-
tors in the spinal cord and the injured DRG may be a
contributing factor in radicular pain, although further
study is necessary to prove that increased NR1 expres-
sion is related to the pain behaviors.

This Editorial View accompanies the following article: Gu X,
Yang L, Wang S, Sung B, Lim G, Mao J, Zeng Q, Yang C, Mao
J: Rat model of radicular pain induced by chronic compres-
sion of lumbar dorsal root ganglion with SURGIFLO™. ANES-
THESIOLOGY 2008; 108:113–21.
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In summary, laboratory and clinical studies have sug-
gested that both mechanical deformation and inflammatory
irritation of sensory ganglia are involved in radicular low
back pain. Gu et al. have developed a modified CCD model
that may help in studying radicular back pain. In addition,
they have provided new evidence supporting a major role
of inflammatory responses in the development of radicular
pain. Further studies are needed to explore the exact mech-
anism of radicular pain in disc herniation and CCD models.

Jun-Ming Zhang, M.D., M.Sc.,* Muhammad Munir, M.D.† *Pain
Research Center, Department of Anesthesiology, †Department of
Anesthesiology, University of Cincinnati College of Medicine,
Cincinnati, Ohio. jun-ming.zhang@uc.edu.
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Paradoxical Effects of Midazolam in the Very Young

MIDAZOLAM is a ubiquitously used benzodiazepine in
hospital settings. It is an effective premedicant produc-
ing anxiolysis and anterograde amnesia. Although used
in infants and children widely, new scientific under-
standing of the developing central nervous system
prompts reevaluation of use of midazolam in the very
young. This month’s ANESTHESIOLOGY highlights ongoing
work examining the response of the developing brain to
midazolam. In contrast to the well-described effects of
midazolam in the adult, Koch et al.1 report that “mida-
zolam dose-dependently decreased mechanical thresh-
olds and increased mechanical and thermal reflex mag-
nitudes” in neonatal rats. The experimental design
permitted the conclusion that the differences seen in
neonatal rats were mediated supraspinally, and very
young rats demonstrated no sedation to midazolam as
assessed by latency of the righting reflex.

In their article, Koch et al. examined the effect of midazo-
lam (a positive allosteric modulator of the �-aminobutyric acid

type A [GABAA] receptor) administered to rats in a wide dose
range and over an age range from immediate newborn to
postnatal day 40, the equivalent in age of an adolescent hu-
man. The animals were tested for mechanical withdrawal
thresholds, mechanical and thermal reflex threshold size, and
level of sedation. In the youngest animals, midazolam elicited
a reduced mechanical threshold (greater sensitivity to touch
and possibly pain). In the older animals, midazolam had no
effect on withdrawal thresholds. The investigators also tested
animals using the righting reflex to evaluate the sedative prop-
erties of midazolam. The youngest animals (postnatal day 3)
were able to right themselves as quickly after midazolam as
they did before treatment; however, older animals demon-
strated an increased latency to right themselves after midazo-
lam. The youngest animals were not sedated, whereas older
animals were as expected.

The current article raises our level of understanding re-
garding the use of a common sedative (midazolam) in very
young rodents. These animals demonstrated either insensi-
tivity or paradoxical effects of midazolam in the youngest
animals. These are not common observations (but have
been anecdotally reported) in the clinical arena working
with human infants. We routinely do see a sedative effect of
midazolam even in young children. However, the doses pre-
scribed to sedate a young child might be equal to or greater
than what we routinely use in adults as a premedicant to
anesthesia. Tolerance also seems to develop rapidly in young
children, and dose escalations are common when used as
continuous intravenous infusions in intensive care units. The

This Editorial View accompanies the following article: Koch
SC, Fitzgerald M, Hathway GJ: Midazolam potentiates nocicep-
tive behavior, sensitizes cutaneous reflexes, and is devoid of
sedative action in neonatal rats. ANESTHESIOLOGY 2008;
108:122–9.
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current scientific report may help to explain these observa-
tions, which are not in our literature to any great degree.

The developing brain experiences significant and rapid
growth and synaptogenesis in the first years of life. The
balance of neurotransmitters in the developing brain is
not similar to the more mature central nervous system.
This period of increased central nervous system activity
is associated with a higher propensity of seizure activity
and of adaptive neuroplasticity after injury. The effect of
any centrally acting drug in developing systems cannot
necessarily be predicted by observations in the adult.
Recently demonstrated developmental shift in the regula-
tion of the chloride transporters in the rat central nervous
system has been suggested to explain the excitatory effects
of GABA and GABA-mimetic agents in early life.2

Parallel observations of differing age-associated sensitivity to
the volatile anesthetics have been made. In children, mini-
mum alveolar concentration of volatile anesthetics is consis-
tently higher than reported values in adults. Although the
volatile agents do not necessarily work by a uniform mecha-
nism of action, the GABAA receptor is likely involved. Is the
observation of reduced sensitivity to volatile agents also due to
developmental differences in the brain with excitatory activity
of GABAA receptors? Is synaptogenesis so robust, or is there a
lack of inhibitory activity in the developing brain that under-
scores these observations? We may now have at least one
well-established target to understanding developmental differ-
ences noted in our youngest patients.

Developmental pharmacology has been an important
theme of scholarship and discussion in the journal over
the past many decades. Clinically, doses of midazolam
used in infants and children often exceed doses (mg/kg)
used in adults, sometimes by many-fold. Infants and
children have higher basal metabolic rates and cardiac
indices as well as differences in pharmacokinetics for
many agents when compared with adults. The applica-
tion of observations made in adult patients or subjects
does not always translate to an anticipated therapeutic
effect when prescribing pharmaceuticals to younger pa-
tients. With new investigations evaluating agents in de-
velopmental models, we are discovering paradoxical ef-
fects in contrast to previous work in adult subjects. US
National Institutes of Health–funded research applica-
tions are required to address issues of developmental
and sex-related differences in the proposed research.

Regulatory requirements (US Food and Drug Adminis-
tration) limit the description of a pharmaceutical agent
to its demonstrated “safe and effective” applications.
Therefore, when an agent has not been studied in a
specific population, no recommendation can be made as
to whether the drug may be safely used.

There have been increasing reports of “off-label” use of
new, and not so new, pharmacologic agents in children

during anesthesia and sedation. These have significant im-
plications for children with whom we work. For example,
fentanyl is now used in many institutions via the intranasal
route following its initial description.3 Many reports of the
introduction of dexmedetomidine use in children were
published in 2006. Although we take responsibility for
prescribing these drugs and in reviewing the merit of clin-
ical reports in the journal, off-label use is common but
unregulated (except in clinical trials research).

The current article provides us with a well-designed
trial examining multiple different effects of midazolam,
including a generalized sedation evaluation, afferent sen-
sitivity to mechanical stimulation, and integrated re-
sponses to mechanical and thermal stimulation. The ro-
dent model poses a great opportunity for us to continue
to advance our comprehension of developmental phar-
macology. With recent work examining possible wide-
spread neurodegeneration after common anesthetic ex-
posure,4 more work is still necessary. Although clinically
useful in isolated doses, should midazolam be evaluated
for possibly hypersensitizing preterm and full-term new-
borns to stimuli? Does the magnitude of possible hyper-
sensitivity increase with continuous use of midazolam as
an intravenous sedative in intensive care units? Should
midazolam be avoided in the very young? Does the
rodent model predict actual responses in humans?

As we acquire new scientific information regarding our
pharmaceuticals, we should expect some thoughtful in-
trospection of our practice. Although we believe anes-
thesia and analgesia are meritorious in young infants, we
should be willing to examine scientific information, pro-
pose new translational studies, and improve our clinical
practice. Rodent and nonhuman primate models will
certainly be important in developing new pharmaceuticals
and identifying the possible benefits and hazards to our
young population. This study is a welcome addition to our
current knowledge in developmental pharmacology.

Joseph R. Tobin, M.D., Departments of Anesthesiology and
Pediatrics, Wake Forest University School of Medicine, Winston-
Salem, North Carolina. jtobin@wfubmc.edu

References

1. Koch SC, Fitzgerald M, Hathway GJ: Midazolam potentiates nociceptive
behavior, sensitizes cutaneous reflexes, and is devoid of sedative action in
neonatal rats. ANESTHESIOLOGY 2008; 108:122–9

2. Ben-Ari Y: Excitatory actions of GABA during development: the nature of
the nurture. Nat Rev Neurosci 2002; 3:728–39

3. Galinkin JL, Fazi LM, Cuy RM, Chiavacci RM, Kurth CD, Shah UK, Jacobs IN,
Watcha MF: Use of intranasal fentanyl in children undergoing myringotomy and
tube placement during halothane and sevoflurane anesthesia. ANESTHESIOLOGY

2000; 93:1378–83
4. Jevtovic-Todorovic V, Hartman RE, Izumi Y, Benshoff ND, Dikranian K,

Zorumski CF, Olney JW, Wozniak DF: Early exposure to common anesthetic
agents causes widespread neurodegeneration in the developing rat brain and
persistent learning deficits. J Neurosci 2003; 23:876–82

7EDITORIAL VIEWS

Anesthesiology, V 108, No 1, Jan 2008

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://asa2.silverchair.com

/anesthesiology/article-pdf/108/1/1/366299/0000542-200801000-00002.pdf by guest on 18 April 2024


