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future perspectives
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Intestinal fibrosis is a heterogeneous process involving multiple 
complex mechanisms. Despite advances in the understanding of the 
pathophysiology, the incidence of intestinal fibrosis in patients with Crohn’s 
disease (CD) remains high and therapeutic managing of stricturing CD 
remains a challenge in clinical practice.1 Several pharmacologic therapies 
have become available, but none of them have proven to be able to prevent 
or even reverse intestinal fibrosis.2 Surgical resection or strictureplasty are 
currently the only options to treat stenotic intestinal fibrosis.1 

Unravelling the mechanisms of intestinal fibrosis and finding anti-
fibrotic therapies warrants relevant (animal) models. As discussed in the 
introduction of this thesis, several (animal) models for intestinal fibrosis 
are available and the efficacy of therapeutic interventions inhibiting 
formation of fibrosis was proven in some of them.3 To demonstrate the 
efficacy of these anti-fibrotic drugs in patients in a randomized controlled 
trial, well validated end-points for intestinal fibrosis are essential. 
Ideally, this should be serological markers that predict the degree of 
intestinal fibrosis. However, the discovery of markers for intestinal 
fibrosis is difficult since inflammatory and fibrotic pathways partially 
overlap and  concomitant immunomodulatory therapies can obscure 
serological molecular changes related to fibrosis.4 Gaining more insight 
into the pathophysiology of intestinal fibrosis might identify molecular 
(serological) biomarkers for intestinal fibrosis. Discovering a serological 
marker for intestinal fibrosis will have major impact in the management of 
patients with IBD who have fibrotic complications of their disease. In this 
thesis, we aimed to explore new biomarkers, models and mechanisms of 
intestinal fibrosis in Crohn’s disease (CD).

Part I of this thesis aimed at exploring if serological biomarkers for 
formation and degradation of extra-cellular matrix (ECM) can reflect 
intestinal fibrosis formation and degradation (chapter 2), and if these 
markers can predict the response to anti-Tumor Necrosis Factor (TNF) 
therapy in patients with Crohn’s disease (chapter 3 and 4). We tried to 
differentiate between inflammatory, stricturing and penetrating CD based 
on serological biomarkers related to formation and degradation of the 
main interstitial collagens namely collagen type I, type III, type V and 
type VI. Enzymatically cleaved N- and C-terminal pro-peptides of collagen 
quantified by enzyme linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA) were used 
as serological markers of collagen formation. Matrix metalloproteinases 
(MMP) cleaved fragments of degraded collagens quantified by ELISA were 
used as serological markers of collagen degradation. We could differentiate 
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177between penetrating CD versus stricturing and inflammatory CD based on 
an increase in MMP-9 cleaved collagen type III in penetrating ileal CD, 
but increased concentrations of MMP-9 cleaved collagen type III were 
also found in active CD independent of the disease phenotype.5 Because 
penetrating disease is among others driven by inflammation (given the 
fact that anti-inflammatory biologicals are effective in treating fistulising 
CD)6, MMP-cleaved products of collagen type III are also upregulated by 
inflammation and are therefore not effective to differentiate between active 
or penetrating CD. Further research should aim at discovering whether 
other collagen degrading enzymes cleaved degradation markers might be 
specific markers of tissue inflammation in patients with inflammatory 
bowel diseases (IBD) apart from reflecting whether intestinal fibrosis is 
formed or degraded. In that case MMP cleaved fragments of collagens 
could be used to monitor disease activity and to monitor tissue response in 
order to predict the effect of remission-induction therapy in patients with 
active CD as described in chapter 3 and 4 of this thesis.

Unfortunately, the in chapter 2 studied ECM formation and 
degradation markers were not able to differentiate between inflammatory 
and stricturing CD of the terminal ileum (i.e. to distinct fibrosis from 
inflammation), which was the aim of this study and needed to prove the 
efficacy of anti-fibrotic drugs. The generation of MMP degraded fragment 
of collagens is to such an extent dependent on the degree of inflammation 
that the degree of intestinal fibrosis present cannot be monitored using 
these biomarkers.7 Endoscopic or radiological evaluation to determine 
the degree of fibrosis is so far also not possible. A validated endoscopic 
method to classify the degree of fibrosis present is not available and 
endoscopically taken biopsies do not reveal the presence of transmural 
fibrosis as only the mucosa and submucosa can be sampled (which also 
implies that no validated histopathology-based scoring system is available 
to grade the severity of fibrosis).8 Furthermore, studies focussing on 
imaging have shown that the radiologist global impression of whether 
a stricture was ‘active’ or ‘inactive’ was not associated with the presence 
or degree of fibrosis.9,10 Ideally, the level of a (serological) biomarker for 
intestinal fibrosis would not be influenced by the state of inflammation at 
that time. However, such a biomarker is not yet available. Up to now, the 
proposed serologic markers for complicated CD were antibodies against 
microbial antigens (among others antibodies to the outer-membrane porin 
C of Escherichia coli) which are detectable years before diagnosis.11,12 The 
presence of antibodies against microbes in serum in the pre-clinical stage 
of CD might indicate the antecedent loss of intestinal barrier function 
which might precede CD but does not relate to intestinal fibrosis.13–15 Even 
though these factors can predict the risk of complications and surgery, 
these cannot be used to monitor progression to fibro-stenotic disease and 
to monitor response to therapy.11,12 Also genetic risk factors associated 
with a fibro-stenosing phenotype (i.a. a single nucleotide polymorphism 



178(SNP) in the WWOX gene16), cannot be used to monitor progression 
to fibro-stenotic disease as the burden of fibrosis is not reflected in the 
presence or absence of this SNP. Further research focussing on discovering 
serum biomarkers reflecting the degree of intestinal fibrosis present or 
reflecting fibrogenesis to monitor the efficacy of anti-fibrotic drugs, could 
aim at epigenetic (i.a. miR-200b17) markers, at other serologic immune-
assays or at endoscopic molecular imaging. Other potential biomarkers 
for intestinal fibrosis are proteins derived from post-translational 
modifications, which take place outside the cell and can be detected in 
the serum. Post-translational modification of proteins is a non-DNA-
coded change to the composition or structure of a protein that generates 
uniquely modified molecules (proteins) also known as neoepitopes.18 
Post-translational modification occurs enzyme mediated or spontaneous.19 
Measuring neo-epitopes formed by disease specific post-translational 
modifications of a protein (e.g. glycosylation, hydroxylation, citrullination, 
isomerisation) using immune-assays, provides more pathology-relevant 
information compared to measuring the (serum) concentration of the 
protein itself (if at all possible).18 Post-translational formation of collagen 
fibrils is a complex interplay of enzymatic modifications of the collagen 
fibril. As described in chapter 5 of this thesis, mRNA expression of 
several genes involved in post-translational modification of collagens are 
up-regulated in the fibrosis affected area specifically. We observed an 
upregulation in mRNA of the crosslinking enzymes Lysyl-oxidase (LOX, 
including lysyl oxidase like 1-4). Assuming that an increase in mRNA 
expression of these genes leads to an increase in protein expression, the 
enzymatic modifications made by these specific to fibrosis enzymes, may 
create a fibrosis specific profile. Therefore, serum levels of lysyl oxidase 
could reflect the degree of intestinal fibrosis present, as was observed for 
systemic sclerosis, liver fibrosis and atrial fibrosis.20–22 Crosslinking of 
elastin or collagen fibrils by lysyl oxidase is specific for  ECM formation 
and so far has not shown to be regulated by inflammation so far. Further 
research to find serum biomarkers for intestinal fibrosis might be non-
hypothesis driven. An omics (genomics/ transcriptomics/ proteomics/ 
metabolomics) approach on single human blood cells or intestinal 
tissue comparing respectively fibrotic disease/areas to inflammatory 
disease/areas will provide extensive tissue-specific characteristics and 
drug targets.23 Other factors relating to the degree of fibrosis, such as 
post-transcriptional modification (crosslinking) or for example the 
presence of receptors for collagens (see chapter 5, e.g. discoidin domain 
receptor tyrosine kinase 1 or 2, or mannose receptor, C type 2), might 
be endoscopically detectable. By antibody mediated labelling, these 
proteins might be detected and quantified with near-infrared fluorescence 
molecular endoscopy as showed by Nagengast et al. and thereby give 
insight in the degree of fibrosis over inflammation present in an intestinal 
stricture.24 



179Radiological and nuclear imaging could furthermore be considered 
to quantify specifically the degree of intestinal fibrosis. Elastography (a 
non-invasive method to assess the mechanical properties of tissue, in 
particular stiffness), is currently routinely used to quantify renal and liver 
fibrosis.25,26 Elastography is also applicable to the intestine.27 Baumgart et 
al. assessed whether ultrasound based real-time elastography can detect 
gut fibrosis. In a proof of concept study, they found a correlation between 
pre- intra- and post-operative real-time elastography values of unaffected 
and fibrosis affected segments.27,28 Moreover,  a correlation between real-
time elastography values and histologic quantification of intestinal fibrosis 
using Masson trichrome and elastica–van Gieson staining was observed. 
Furthermore as tested in several clinical studies, the degree of active 
IBD can be quantified by more advances techniques such as positron 
emission tomography (PET)/Computed Tomography (CT) or by single-
photon emission computed tomography (SPECT)/CT, as comprehensively 
reviewed by Caobelli et al.29 Whereas 18F- Fludeoxyglucose (FDG)-PET 
can be used to quantify the activity and the extent of the disease as 
it detects metabolism and glycolysis, only 18F- FDG-PET alone is not 
able to differentiate between the fibrotic or inflammatory nature of a 
stricture.29,30 Using SPECT, the degree of fibrosis over inflammation might 
be quantified by anti-body mediated labelling of extra-cellular ECM 
proteins of interest to technetium-99m (99mTc).29 Zhang et al. quantified 
liver fibrosis based on 99mTc-3PRGD2 scintigraphy, which targets integrin 
αvβ3 and thereby assessed the activation of hepatic stellate cells.31 
Activation of intestinal stellate cells is proposed to play a role in intestinal 
fibrosis.32,33 αvβ3 is present in the intestine and detectable using PET.34 
Van den Brande et al. were able to predict the clinical efficacy of the anti-
tumor necrosis factor therapy infliximab by visualizing and quantifying 
intestinal apoptosis by 99mTc–annexin V SPECT.35 They showed that rapid 
anti-TNF-induced apoptosis in the gut predicts the response to anti-TNF 
treatment in patients with active Crohn’s Disease.35 99mTc could be bound 
to antibodies against e.g. extra-cellular collagen itself, to membrane bound 
fibroblast activator protein (FAP) or to (pro-)collagen receptors (see 
above) to confirm and quantify fibrosis (formation). The abovementioned 
imaging modalities that might be suitable to quantify intestinal fibrosis, 
could be used to validate serological biomarkers for intestinal fibrosis, to 
create a well-defined end-point for a clinical trial and to study the effect 
of anti-fibrotic therapies. An intestinal fibrosis specific biomarker (either 
serologic/radiologic/endoscopic) which has sufficient accuracy to be used 
in clinical practice and as end-point for trials evaluating the efficacy of 
anti-fibrotic drugs in human, remains to be discovered but will have a 
major impact on managing fibro-stenotic complications of IBD.8 

Part I of this thesis also describes that serum levels of markers 
for formation and degradation of extracellular matrix turnover, measured 
during the anti-TNF induction phase, can differentiate between clinical 



180responders and non-responders to anti-TNF treatment. The associations 
between response to anti-TNF and differences in concentrations of 
serological markers for collagen formation and degradation, are not 
reflected in concentrations of CRP. As discussed above, serological 
markers which quantify the post-translational modification of a protein, 
can quantify the response of disease affected tissue. The data described in 
chapter 3 is preliminary and should be considered as a proof of concept. 
Before markers can be used in the clinic, validation and determination 
of cut-off values should occur in larger cohorts and for different anti-
inflammatory interventions (e.g. vedolizumab, ustekinumab). Within 
these studies, statistical correction for disease behaviour and e.g. smoking 
behaviour and by imaging quantified length of the affected area or the 
degree of fibrosis present, could be performed. It should be confirmed 
whether concentrations of biomarkers of tissue turnover are e.g. different 
between patients with active colonic Crohn’s disease compared to those 
with active ileal disease, and whether the cut-off values to define the 
response are different between these phenotypes. Furthermore, correlation 
between colonoscopy and faeces calprotectin, currently the most used 
non-invasive marker for gastro-intestinal inflammation, and with MRI-
enterography or perhaps elastography is needed to validate whether serum 
concentrations correlate to tissue response and perhaps to (a reduction in) 
intestinal fibrosis. 

 



181As described above, validated biomarkers for intestinal fibrosis are 
needed to monitor disease progression and to prove the efficacy of anti-
fibrotic drugs. On the other hand, relevant and translationable models for 
intestinal fibrosis are needed to further study disease mechanisms and 
to study the efficacy of anti-fibrotic drugs in the pre-clinical phase. As 
described in the general introduction of this thesis, many comprehensive 
reviews about intestinal fibrosis pathophysiology models have been 
published recently, all stating that further insight into pathways and 
mechanisms is needed.8,36 Models for intestinal fibrosis vary from cell-
culture assays to in vivo mouse models and some of those are translatable 
to the human in vivo environment. This thesis describes a new (more) 
translational model for intestinal fibrosis named precision-cut intestinal 
slices (PCIS, chapter 6). PCIS are prepared from human as well as from 
rat and mouse intestine, which gives the opportunity to compare the effect 
of pro- and anti-fibrotic stimuli in different species. Pharmacological 
effects of the same substance can be different between species.37,38 By 
slicing and incubating PCIS, a spontaneous fibrosis reaction is induced.39 
This effect is also observed in liver, and kidney.40,41 In the study presented 
in chapter 4 of this thesis, human jejunal PCIS were incubated with and 
without stimulation with Tgf-β1. Gene expression of fibrosis markers 
such as collagen type I and α-smooth muscle actin generally decreases 
upon incubation, whereas gene expression of heat shock protein 47 and 
fibronectin increases. Addition of Tgf-β1 induced fibrosis markers in 
mouse and rat PCIS, but not in human PCIS. We concluded that PCIS 
can be used as a model for the early phase of intestinal fibrogenesis in 
the intestine. Differences between mouse/rat and human PCIS observed 
in chapter 4, might be explained by the fact that human PCIS do not 
contain the full cross section of the intestinal and thereby all cells 
present in the intestine. Unfortunately, it is technically not possible to 
prepare human PCIS with a full cross-section of the intestine. This is 
a disadvantage, since especially Crohn’s disease is typically considered 
a transmural disease and since Crohn’s disease associated fibrosis also 
occurs transmural.1 The differences between human PCIS (which only 
contain mucosa and a part of the submucosa) versus mouse and rat 
PCIS (which contain the full thickness of the intestine) in response to 
incubation and pro-fibrotic stimuli, might be explained by the fact that 
cells in the muscularis play a more important role in the process fibrosis 
and stenosis formation in the intestine. Pilot experiments performed 
with PCIS from ileocecal resection due to Crohn’s disease, and from non-
affected ileum and colon obtained from right-sided hemicolectomy due 
to adenocarcinoma of the colon, showed highly variable gene expression 
of fibrosis markers upon incubation (data not shown). Especially fresh 
intestinal tissue from patients with Crohn’s disease was scarce and the 
disease behaviour phenotypes according to the Montreal classification 
was heterogenous. It is questionable if the Montreal classification for CD 



182is discriminant enough to pinpoint different disease mechanisms since 
severity, length of affected bowel and disease progression in time are not 
taken into account in this classification.42–44 Differences in age, disease 
duration, treatment strategies and  microbiome to which these intestines 
were exposed (an element which is certainly disregarded in cell culture 
experiments when antibiotics are added to the culture medium) and in 
the genetic background of these patients causes variation which can be 
expected from translational studies. The use of medication before and at 
time of resection causes high variability in molecular analysis. Ideally, one 
would use tissue from medication naïve patients with Crohn’s disease who 
had an initial resection, but this tissue is even more scarce. The variety of 
different patient related factors, is not the only factor causing variability. 
Data obtained from the PCIS model might be less reproducible because 
the human mucosal/submucosal PCIS vary in the degree of mucosa over 
submucosa due to technical difficulties in dissecting submucosa from 
muscularis, especially in a fibrotic intestine in which the submucosa is 
fibrotic. To further improve the PCIS model as a model for intestinal 
fibrosis, further research should aim at minimizing or stratifying for the 
above-mentioned patient and reducing technical variables as much as 
possible. Furthermore, the morphological and biochemical viability of 
PCIS during incubation should be improved. Incubation time and viability 
might be improved by optimizing cell culture medium (currently used 
is Williams Medium E)39, maybe with the addition of factors needed to 
culture organoids from intestinal stem-cells. This might reduce necrosis 
occurring in PCIS (as shown in the histology figures in chapter 4) and 
making the model more physiological relevant. 

Furthermore, the question arises which factors actually cause 
thickening of the intestinal wall and narrowing of the intestinal lumen 
during intestinal fibrosis. Whether this is predominantly an increase in 
extracellular matrix (ECM) content or as well contraction and stiffening 
of smooth muscle cells in the muscularis and muscularis propria has to 
be determined. ECM remodelling is increasingly recognized a key event 
and an active participant in IBD pathophysiology.45 Intestinal fibrosis 
(in the muscularis) might become self-perpetuating once mechanisms 
of ECM deposition and increased ECM stiffness coincide and augment 
each other.1,46 Tissue stiffness can induce fibrosis formation by activation 
of mesenchymal cells, also in the absence of inflammatory factors.47,48 As 
observed in chapter 5 of this thesis and by others, intestinal stricturing is 
characterized by increased expression of markers for (vimentin-positive) 
mesenchymal cells including myofibroblasts, smooth muscle cells (SMC) 
and fibroblasts; hypertrophy of smooth muscle cells and myofibroblasts; 
and accumulation of excess ECM proteins.49,50  SMC are believed to be 
able to switch from a contractile phenotype to a less mature synthetic 
phenotype. This switch is accompanied by a loss of differentiation with 
decreased expression of contractile markers, increased proliferation as 



183well as the synthesis and the release of several signaling molecules such as 
pro-inflammatory cytokines, chemotaxis-associated molecules, and growth 
factors.51,52 This plasticity of intestinal SMCs and to which extent this leads 
to stricturing of the intestine, could be studied using human PCIS of the 
submucosa/muscularis/serosa. After optimizing and validation of viability 
and morphology of the culture of PCIS, therapeutic interventions on (de)
differentiation of intestinal SMCs and other anti-fibrotic compounds could 
be studied. Ideally, human PCIS would be prepared from human terminal 
ileum and colon as this is where intestinal fibrosis typically occurs.1,53 Most 
likely, intestinal fibrosis occurs in the terminal ileum and colon as this is 
where Crohn’s disease and ulcerative colitis occur. Furthermore, human 
PCIS should be prepared from healthy as well as with Crohn’s disease or 
Ulcerative colitis affected intestine. Comparing human PCIS of disease 
affected terminal ileum with the non-affected proximal resection margin, 
with the affected distal colonic resection margin and with non-IBD 
affected ileum and colon obtained from ileum and colon resection margins 
due to non-inflammatory condition such as adenocarcinoma under further 
improved PCIS incubation conditions, might reveal factors specific for 
intestinal fibrosis that could be used as biomarkers or relevant targets 
for therapy. Further research should also aim at comparing mucosal/
submucosal vs submucosal/muscular/serosal PCIS upon incubation and in 
response to pro-fibrotic stimuli. 

Animal models are needed to obtain further insight into the 
mechanism of intestinal fibrosis. In the pre-clinical phase,  animal models 
are needed to define and understand the pathophysiology of intestinal 
fibrosis.36 Studying animal models for intestinal fibrosis, provide the 
opportunity to perform mechanistic studies (i.e. genetically modified 
animals with a specific knock-out or animals expressing i.e. green-
fluorescent protein ubiquitously to observe cell migration into from a 
transplant recipient into the graft, as was performed in the development 
of the heterotopic transplantation model for intestinal fibrosis)54, as well 
as to test potential anti-fibrotic drugs in the pre-clinical phase. Animal 
models are an indispensable tool to substitute for what cannot be studied 
in humans for ethical, practical and logistic reasons.36 Performing studies 
in animal models enables the investigation of genetically modified 
animals lacking a certain receptor, cytokine or for example lacking the 
ability to initiate V(D)J rearrangement and fail to generate mature T or 
B lymphocytes.36 The model of heterotopic intestinal transplantation 
induced intestinal fibrosis, which is used in chapter 7 of this thesis, is 
one of the available models for intestinal fibrosis. Intestinal fibrosis can 
also be induced in animals (especially in mice) chemically, by bacteria, 
by radiation and by surgery.1 Upon isogenic heterotopic transplantation, 
an ischemic pro-inflammatory response of chronic auto-immune 
mediated rejection is induced, in which rapid onset of fibrosis occurs.54 
Advantages of this model are the rapid onset of fibrosis and the different 



184genotypes that can be examined in the same mouse. A disadvantage is that 
transplanted bowel segments are not perfused and are disconnected from 
the fecal stream. Human anatomy and the physiology of IBD are therefore 
only partially mimicked.1 However, this model does provide a very 
reproducible way to further unravel (new) pathways of intestinal fibrosis 
and to screen therapeutic agents. Mechanisms of fibrosis formation are 
most likely as complex as the mechanisms of intestinal inflammation. As 
hypoxia and inflammation are two sides of the same coin, inflammation 
(leading to transcription of Nuclear factor kappa ß) leads to activation of 
hypoxia pathways (leading to transcription of hypoxia-inducible factor 
(HIF) α and HIF-β) and vice versa.55 An increase in hypoxia in intestinal 
mucosa/submucosa upon or after inflammation causing acidification, 
might perpetuate fibrosis formation by activation of pH-sensing receptors 
and is potentially a new target for therapy.56 pH sensing receptor Ovarian-
G-protein coupled receptor-1 (OGR-1) is not specific to the intestine as 
it is expressed as a single 3.0-kb transcript in several tissues, including 
spleen, testis, small intestine, peripheral blood leukocytes, brain, heart, 
lung, placenta, and kidney.57  Acidification of intestinal tissue might not 
only occur upon inflammation and ischemia, but perhaps as well upon 
acidification due to changes in the intestinal microbiota in a gut with an 
impaired barrier function.14,15 Also smoking might cause acidification of 
tissue and might therefore perpetuate fibrosis formation.58 To which extent 
all above described factors contribute to actual stenosis and symptoms, 
through which (so far undiscovered) receptors and mechanisms stenosis is 
caused and how it can be monitored and reversed, remains an important 
question and should be further studied. Further research should aim 
at exploring the role of the other known pH sensing G-protein coupled 
receptors (GPR4 and T cell death-associated gene 8 (TDAG8)) on 
intestinal fibrosis, and on the effect of targeting OGR1 using an antagonist 
on intestinal fibrosis. 

In conclusion, a serological marker for intestinal fibrosis is not yet 
available, but serological markers of extracellular matrix turnover have 
the potential to reflect intestinal inflammation, intestinal fibrosis and 
to predict response to anti-fibrotic therapy. Moreover, several relevant 
and translational models for intestinal fibrosis to test the anti-fibrotic 
properties of therapies and to study mechanisms are being developed. 
Models for intestinal fibrosis have revealed and will reveal relevant 
mechanisms, biomarkers and drug targets. Biomarkers for intestinal 
fibrosis that predict the effect of anti-inflammatory and anti-fibrotic drugs 
will have major impact on the management and disease course of CD 
patients, especially in patients with a fibrostenotic phenotype. 



185
1.  Rieder F, Fiocchi C, Rogler G. Mechanisms, Man-

agement, and Treatment of Fibrosis in Patients 
With Inflammatory Bowel Diseases. Gastroenterolo-
gy. 2017;152:340-350.

2.  Bettenworth D, Rieder F. Reversibility of Stricturing 
Crohnʼs Disease—Fact or Fiction? Inflamm Bowel 
Dis. 2016;22(1):241–247.

3.  Meier R, Lutz C, Cosín-Roger J, et al. Decreased 
Fibrogenesis After Treatment with Pirfenidone in a 
Newly Developed Mouse Model of Intestinal Fibro-
sis. Inflamm Bowel Dis. 2016;22(3):569–582.

4.  Giuffrida P, Pinzani M, Corazza GR, et al. Biomark-
ers of intestinal fibrosis - one step towards clinical 
trials for stricturing inflammatory bowel disease. 
United Eur Gastroenterol J. 2016;4(4):523-530.

5.  van Haaften WT, Mortensen JH, Karsdal MA, et al. 
Misbalance in type III collagen formation/degrada-
tion as a novel serological biomarker for penetrating 
(Montreal B3) Crohn’s disease. Aliment Pharmacol 
Ther. 2017;46(1):26-39.

6.  Present DH, Rutgeerts P, Targan SR, et al. Infliximab 
for the Treatment of Fistulas in Patients with Crohn’s 
Disease. N Engl J Med. 1999;340(18):1398-1405.

7.  Kehlet SN, Willumsen N, Armbrecht G, et al. 
Age-related collagen turnover of the interstitial ma-
trix and basement membrane: Implications of age- 
and sex-dependent remodeling of the extracellular 
matrix. PLoS One. 2018;13(3):1-13.

8.  Rieder F, Latella G, Magro F, et al. European Crohn’s 
and Colitis Organisation Topical Review on Predic-
tion, Diagnosis and Management of Fibrostenosing 
Crohn’s Disease. J Crohns Colitis. 2016:873-885.

9.  Higgins PDR. Measurement of Fibrosis in Crohn’s 
Disease Strictures with Imaging and Blood Bi-
omarkers to Inform Clinical Decisions. Dig Dis. 
2017;35(1-2):32-37.

10.  Adler J, Punglia DR, Dillman JR, et al. Comput-
ed tomography enterography findings correlate 
with tissue inflammation, not fibrosis in resected 
small bowel Crohn’s disease. Inflamm Bowel Dis. 
2012;18:849-856.

11.  Dubinsky MC, Lin YC, Dutridge D, et al. Serum 
immune responses predict rapid disease progres-
sion among children with Crohn’s disease: Immune 
responses predict disease progression. Am J Gastro-
enterol. 2006;101(2):360-367.

12.  Xiong Y, Wang GZ, Zhou JQ, et al. Serum anti-
bodies to microbial antigens for Crohn’s disease 
progression: A meta-analysis. Eur J Gastroenterol 
Hepatol. 2014;26(7):733-742.

13.  Martínez-gonzález O, Cantero-hinojosa J, Paule-sas-
tre P, et al. Intestinal permeability in patients with 
ankylosing spondylitis and their healthy relatives. 
Rheumatology. 1994;33(7):644-647.

14.  Gibson PR. Increased gut permeability in 
Crohn’s disease: Is TNF the link? Gut. 
2004;53(12):1724-1725.

15.  Suenaert P, Bulteel V, Lemmens L, et al. Anti-tu-
mor necrosis factor treatment restores the gut 
barrier in Crohn’s disease. Am J Gastroenterol. 
2002;97(8):2000-2004.

16.  Visschedijk MC, Spekhorst LM, Cheng S-C, et 
al. Genomic and Expression Analyses Identify a 
Disease-Modifying Variant for Fibrostenotic Crohn’s 
Disease. J Crohn’s Colitis. 2018;12(5):582-588.

17.  Chen Y, Ge W, Xu L, et al. miR-200b is involved in 
intestinal fibrosis of Crohn’s disease. Int J Mol Med. 
2012;29(4):601-606.

18.  Karsdal M a, Nielsen MJ, Sand JM, et al. Extra-
cellular matrix remodeling: the common denom-
inator in connective tissue diseases. Possibilities 
for evaluation and current understanding of the 
matrix as more than a passive architecture, but a 
key player in tissue failure. Assay Drug Dev Technol. 
2013;11(2):70-92.

19.  Cloos PAC, Christgau S. Post-translational modifi-
cations of proteins: Implications for aging, antigen 
recognition, and autoimmunity. Biogerontology. 
2004;5(3):139-158.

20.  Mesarwi OA, Shin M-K, Drager LF, et al. Lysyl 
Oxidase as a Serum Biomarker of Liver Fibrosis in 
Patients with Severe Obesity and Obstructive Sleep 
Apnea. Sleep. 2015;38(10):1583-1591.

21.  Rimar D, Rosner I, Nov Y, et al. Lysyl oxidase is a 
potential biomarker of fibrosis in systemic sclerosis. 
Arthritis Rheumatol. 2014;66(3):726-730.

22.  Zhao Y, Tang K, Tianbao X, et al. Increased serum 
lysyl oxidase-like 2 levels correlate with the degree 
of left atrial fibrosis in patients with atrial fibrilla-
tion. Biosci Rep. 2017;37(6):BSR20171332.

23.  Weersma RK, Xavier RJ, Vermeire S, et al. “Mul-
ti-omics analyses to deliver the most effective 
treatment to every patient with inflammatory bowel 
disease.” Gastroenterology. 2018;155(5):e1-e4.

24.  Nagengast WB, Hartmans E, Garcia-Allende PB, et 
al. Near-infrared fluorescence molecular endoscopy 
detects dysplastic oesophageal lesions using topical 
and systemic tracer of vascular endothelial growth 
factor A. Gut. 2019;68(1):7-10

25.  Barr RG, Ferraioli G, Palmeri ML, et al. SPECIAL 
REPORT: Elastography of Liver Fibrosis: Society 
of Radiologists in Ultrasound Statement Barr et al. 
Radiol Md (BG); Dep Hepatol Radiol (SRW), Radiol 
n Radiol. 2015;276(276):845-861.

26.  Grenier N, Gennisson JL, Cornelis F, et al. Renal 
ultrasound elastography. Diagn Interv Imaging. 
2013;94(5):545-550.

27.  Branchi F, Caprioli F, Orlando S, et al. Non-inva-
sive evaluation of intestinal disorders: The role of 
elastographic techniques. World J Gastroenterol. 
2017;23(16):2832-2840.

28.  Baumgart DC, Muller HP, Grittner U, et al. Elas-
tography for the Detection of Fibrotic Gut Tissue in 
Patients. Radiology. 2015;275(3):889-899.

29.  Caobelli F, Evangelista L, Quartuccio N, et al. Role 
of molecular imaging in the management of patients 
affected by inflammatory bowel disease: State-of-
the-art. World J Radiol. 2016;8(10):829-845.

30.  Lenze F, Wessling J, Bremer J, et al. Detection and 
differentiation of inflammatory versus fibromatous 
Crohn’s disease strictures: Prospective comparison 
of18F-FDG-PET/CT, MR-enteroclysis, and transab-
dominal ultrasound versus endoscopic/histologic eval-
uation. Inflamm Bowel Dis. 2012;18(12):2252-2260.

31.  Zhang X, Guo Q, Shi Y, et al. 99mTc-3PRGD2 scin-
tigraphy to stage liver fibrosis and evaluate reversal 
after fibrotic stimulus withdrawn. Nucl Med Biol. 
2017;49(2017):44-49.

32.  Li C, Flynn RS, Grider JR, et al. Increased 
activation of latent TGF-β1 by αVβ3 in human 
Crohn’s disease and fibrosis in TNBS colitis can 
be prevented by cilengitide. Inflamm Bowel Dis. 
2013;19(13):2829-2839.

33.  Speca S, Giusti I, Rieder F, et al. Cellular and mo-
lecular mechanisms of intestinal fibrosis. World J 
Gastroenterol. 2012;18(28):3635-3661.

REFERENCES ----



18634.  Beer AJ, Kessler H, Wester H-J, et al. PET Im-
aging of Integrin αVβ3 Expression. Theranostics. 
2011;1:48-57.

35.  Van Den Brande JMH, Koehler TC, Zelinkova Z, et 
al. Prediction of antitumour necrosis factor clinical 
efficacy by real-time visualisation of apoptosis in pa-
tients with Crohn’s disease. Gut. 2007;56(4):509-517.

36.  Rieder F, Kessler S, Sans M, et al. Animal models 
of intestinal fibrosis: new tools for the under-
standing of pathogenesis and therapy of human 
disease. Am J Physiol Gastrointest Liver Physiol. 
2012;303(7):G786-801.

37.  Iswandana R, Pham BT, van Haaften WT, et al. 
Organ- and species-specific biological activity of 
rosmarinic acid. Toxicol Vitr. 2016;32:261-268.

38.  Westra IM, Mutsaers HAMM, Luangmonkong T, 
et al. Human precision-cut liver slices as a model 
to test antifibrotic drugs in the early onset of liver 
fibrosis. Toxicol Vitr. 2016;35(2):77-85.

39.  Pham BT, van Haaften WT, Oosterhuis D, et al. 
Precision-cut rat, mouse, and human intestinal slic-
es as novel models for the early-onset of intestinal 
fibrosis. Physiol Rep. 2015;3(4):e12323-e12323.

40.  Stribos EGD, Luangmonkong T, Leliveld AM, et 
al. Precision-cut human kidney slices as a model to 
elucidate the process of renal fibrosis. Transl Res. 
2016;170:8-16e1.

41.  Westra IM, Oosterhuis D, Groothuis GM, et al. 
Induction of fibrotic markers in an in vitro model of 
liver fibrosis. Hepatology. 2011;54(1):754A-755A.

42.  Silverberg MS, Satsangi J, Ahmad T, et al. Toward 
an integrated clinical, molecular and serological 
classification of inflammatory bowel disease: report 
of a Working Party of the 2005 Montreal World 
Congress of Gastroenterology. Can J Gastroenterol. 
2005;19 Suppl A:5A-36A.

43.  Louis E, Collard A, Oger AF, et al. Behaviour of 
Crohn’s disease according to the Vienna classifi-
cation: changing pattern over the course of the 
disease. Gut. 2001;49(6):777-782.

44.  Cosnes J, Bourrier  a., Nion-Larmurier I, et al. 
Factors affecting outcomes in Crohn’s disease over 
15 years. Gut. 2012;61(8):1140-1145.

45.  Shimshoni E, Yablecovitch D, Baram L, et al. ECM 
remodelling in IBD: innocent bystander or partner 
in crime? The emerging role of extracellular molec-
ular events in sustaining intestinal inflammation. 
Gut. 2014;64:367-372.

46.  Johnson L a, Rodansky ES, Sauder KL, et al. Matrix 
stiffness corresponding to strictured bowel induces 
a fibrogenic response in human colonic fibroblasts. 
Inflamm Bowel Dis. 2013;19(5):891-903.

47.  Wells RG. The role of matrix stiffness in regulating 
cell behavior. Hepatology. 2008;47(4):1394-1400.

48.  Johnson LA, Rodansky ES, Haak AJ, et al. 
Novel Rho/MRTF/SRF inhibitors block matrix-
stiffness and TGF-β-induced fibrogenesis in hu-
man colonic myofibroblasts. Inflamm Bowel Dis. 
2014;20(1):154-165.

49.  Burke JP, Mulsow JJ, O’Keane C, et al. Fibrogen-
esis in Crohn’s disease. Am J Gastroenterol. 
2007;102(2):439-448.

50.  Pucilowska JB, Williams KL, Lund PK. Fibrogen-
esis. IV. Fibrosis and inflammatory bowel disease: 
cellular mediators and animal models. Am J Physiol 
Gastrointest Liver Physiol. 2000;279(4):G653-9.

51.  Scirocco A, Matarrese P, Carabotti M, et al. Cellular 
and Molecular Mechanisms of Phenotypic Switch 
in Gastrointestinal Smooth Muscle. J Cell Physiol. 
2016;231(2):295-302.

52.  Severi C, Sferra R, Scirocco A, et al. Contribution 
of intestinal smooth muscle to Crohn’s disease 
fibrogenesis. Eur J Histochem. 2014;58(4):307-314.

53.  De Bruyn JR, Meijer SL, Wildenberg ME, et al. 
Development of fibrosis in acute and longstanding 
ulcerative colitis. J Crohn’s Colitis. 2015:966-972.

54.  Hausmann M, Rechsteiner T, Caj M, et al. A new 
heterotopic transplant animal model of intestinal fi-
brosis. Inflamm Bowel Dis. 2013;19(11):2302-2314.

55.  Bartels K, Grenz A, Eltzschig HK. Hypoxia and 
inflammation are two sides of the same coin. Proc 
Natl Acad Sci. 2013;110(46):18351-18352.

56.  Hutter S, van Haaften WT, Hünerwadel A, et al. 
Intestinal activation of pH-sensing receptor OGR1 
(GPR68) contributes to fibrogenesis. J Crohns Coli-
tis. 2018;12(11):1348-1358.

57.  Xu Y, Casey G. Identification of human OGR1, a 
novel G protein-coupled receptor that maps to 
chromosome 14. Genomics. 1996;35(2):397-402.

58.  Kostikas K, Minas M, Nikolaou E, et al. Secondhand 
smoke exposure induces acutely airway acidification 
and oxidative stress. Respir Med. 2013;107(2):172-179.


	Chapter 8

