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Abstract Clostridium difficile is recognized globally as an
important enteric pathogen associated with considerable
morbidity and mortality due to the widespread use of
antibiotics. The overall incidence of C. difficile-associated
diarrhea (CDAD) is increasing due to the emergence of a
hypervirulent strain known as NAP1/BI/027. C. difficile
acquisition by a host can result in a varied spectrum of
clinical conditions inclusive of both colonic and extrac-
olonic manifestations. Repeated occurrence of CDAD,
manifested by the sudden re-appearance of diarrhea and
other symptoms usually within a week of stopping
treatment, makes it a difficult clinical problem. C. difficile
infection has also been reported to be involved in
exacerbation of inflammatory bowel diseases. The first step
in the management of a suspected CDAD case is the
withdrawal of the offending agent and changing the
antibiotic regimens. Antimicrobial therapy directed against
C. difficile viz. metronidazole for mild cases and vanco-
mycin for severe cases is needed. For patients with ileus,
oral vancomycin with simultaneous intravenous (IV)
metronidazole and intracolonic vancomycin may be given.
Depending on the severity of disease, the further line of
management may include surgery, IV immunoglobulin
treatment or high dose of vancomycin. Adjunctive meas-
ures used for CDAD are probiotics and prebiotics,
fecotherapy, adsorbents and immunoglobulin therapy.
Among the new therapies fidaxomicin has recently been
approved by the American Food and Drugs Administration
for treatment of CDAD.
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Introduction

Clostridium difficile is recognized globally as an important
enteric pathogen associated with considerable morbidity
and mortality. With the widespread use of antibiotics, C.
difficile-associated diarrhea (CDAD) has become a com-
mon problem with pronounced medical and economic
effects. A case of C. difficile infection is defined by the
presence of symptoms (usually diarrhea) and either a stool
test positive for C. difficile toxins or toxigenic C. difficile,
or colonoscopic or histopathologic findings revealing
pseudomembranous colitis (PMC) [1].

CDAD comprises 20% to 30% of antibiotic-associated
diarrhea (AAD) with mortality up to 25% in frail elderly
patients [2]. Antibiotic therapy causes alteration of the
colonic microflora with multiplication of C. difficile in the
large bowel and release of toxin A and toxin B responsible
for the pathogenesis of CDAD. This is particularly
important for surgeons because the most frequent indication
for antibiotic use is perioperative prophylaxis, and surgical
patients comprise 55% to 75% of CDAD patients [3].

The overall incidence of CDAD is increasing. CDAD is
most common in hospital settings mainly due to clustering
of cases in hospitals and within hospital wards. Dissemi-
nation of C. difficile occurs due to diarrhea and they exist in
the hospital environment for a long time due to spore
formation. Elderly patients undergoing antibiotic therapy
for surgical procedures are at great risk of acquiring the
infection. Even young immunocompromised patients are at
constant risk due to impaired immune condition. The
various factors of the hospital environment that may
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contribute to the occurrence and transmission of this
infectious agent include physical proximity of patients,
environmental contamination, clustering of susceptible
hosts and multiple person-to-person contacts. The exact
cause for variability in response to C. difficile infection is
not known, but host factors appear to be more important
than bacterial virulence factors. An association between the
C. difficile strains, production of toxins and clinical
manifestation of the infection might exist.

Transmission

C. difficile is present in the feces of both patients and
carriers, and transmission of the organism is by the
feco-oral route. About 15% to 75% of healthy neonates
are reservoirs for toxigenic C. difficile. Apart from this,
the rate of asymptomatic carriage is 3% to 5% in healthy
adults [4], and is up to 30% in patients receiving
antibiotics or in those who are hospitalized [5]. Most
CDAD strains are exogenously acquired from the hospital
environment by touching of objects or surfaces contami-
nated with feces. It can also be transmitted by health care
workers through contact with contaminated patients or
their feces.

Recent studies also document airborne spread of C.
difficile [6]. The incubation period of C. difficile infection is
not precisely known. In most patients, infection manifests
within 7 days after spore ingestion. However, the incuba-
tion period can be prolonged up to 4 weeks.

Clinical spectrum

Colonic manifestations

(1) Asymptomatic carriage: C. difficile ingestion may
result in asymptomatic carriage; this may occur after
recent antibiotic exposure or when there has been a
previous CDAD episode. Colonization is common and
occurs in 10% to 16% of hospitalized patients in high-
risk units after receiving antibiotics [7]. Though most
C. difficile isolates produce toxin, symptomatic disease
is not often seen in carriers. It has been postulated that
asymptomatic carriers of C. difficile contribute to the
transmission of CDAD in long-term care facilities.
Patients with C. difficile colonization and having an
adequate specific serum immunoglobulin (IgG) re-
sponse to C. difficile enterotoxin, do not develop
clinical disease, but remain as asymptomatic carriers.

(2) C. difficile-associated diarrhea: Diarrhea is generally
self-limiting, may be mild to moderate, sometimes
accompanied by lower abdominal cramps. Symptoms

usually begin during or shortly after antibiotic therapy,
but occasionally may be delayed for several weeks. C.
difficile toxins (CDT) may be detected in feces, even
though endoscopic and histological features are
normal in patients with mild disease. Symptoms
resolve with the discontinuation of antibiotics.

(3) C. difficile colitis: Colitis without pseudomembrane
formation is the most common clinical manifestation
and is a more serious illness than benign or simple
AAD. The common symptoms are malaise, abdominal
pain, nausea, anorexia and watery diarrhea. Sometimes
dehydration may occur along with low-grade fever.
Systemic polymorphonuclear (PMN) leukocytosis
may also be seen.

Lactoferrin levels are often elevated in patients with
advanced CDAD as compared to those with mild disease.
Simultaneous fecal lactoferrin assay along with CDT toxin
assay can help rule out asymptomatic carriage of C. difficile
[8]. Sigmoidoscopy may reveal nonspecific diffuse or
patchy erythematous colitis without pseudomembranes.

(4) Pseudomembranous colitis (PMC) as a postoperative
complication of gastroenterostomy was first described
by Finney in 1893 in a 22-year old woman who
underwent surgical resection of a gastric tumor.
During sigmoidoscopy, PMC can be visualized as
raised yellow plaques, a few centimeters in diameter,
scattered over the colorectal mucosa. Sometimes these
plaques coalesce to form the classical pseudomem-
brane. Most commonly, the rectosigmoid area is
involved in most patients with PMC. But in approx-
imately one-third of the patients, the pseudomem-
branes are limited to the proximal colon [9].
Histopathologically, fibrinous exudate containing lym-
phocytes, epithelial cells and mucin can be seen. PMC
is the typical manifestation of full-blown C. difficile
colitis and is accompanied by more severe symptoms
than those observed in nonspecific colitis.

In severely ill patients, elevated white blood cell (WBC)
count (>20,000/mL) and hypoalbuminemia (serum albumin
<3.0 g/dL) may be observed [10]. Neutrocytic ascites with
low serum-to-ascites albumin gradient may occur in
patients with hypoalbuminemia [11]. At times ascites may
be the only presenting manifestation of PMC [11].

(5) Fulminant colitis: Severe lower quadrant or even
diffuse abdominal pain accompanied by distension
and diarrhea may be seen in patients with fulmi-
nant colitis. Some patients may have high fever,
chills and marked leukocytosis. Fulminant colitis
due to C. difficile infections occurs in 3% to 8% of
CDAD patients [12]. It accounts for most of the
serious complications including perforation, pro-
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longed ileus, megacolon and death. Diarrhea may be
minimal in patients with ileus, resulting in accumu-
lation of secretions in the dilated, atonic colon. A
patient with toxic megacolon presents with signs and
symptoms of severe toxicity, such as fever, chills,
dehydration and high PMN blood count.

Dilated small intestine with air-fluid levels mimicking
intestinal obstruction, ischemia or pseudo-obstruction may
be seen on plain abdominal radiograph [13]. In such
patients, barium enema examination is not advocated due
to the risk of perforation and precipitation of megacolon
[13], though computed tomographic (CT) scan of the
abdomen is useful. In severe cases and in lesions localized
to the proximal colon, CT scan may reveal colonic
distension, thickening, pericolonic inflammation or free
air. In some patients with fulminant C. difficile infection,
signs and symptoms of bowel perforation may be present.
Cecal perforation is imminent when the transverse diameter
reaches 9 cm [14]. Aggressive diagnostic and therapeutic
interventions may prevent further morbidity and mortality
in patients with fulminant C. difficile colitis. Limited
flexible sigmoidoscopy or colonoscopy may be performed
at the bedside.

(6) Recurrent CDAD: Recurrent CDAD is manifested by
the sudden re-appearance of diarrhea and other symp-
toms usually within a week of stopping C. difficile
treatment. Repeated occurrence of CDAD makes it a
difficult clinical problem, the pathophysiology of which
is unclear. It may be due to persistently altered fecal
flora by repeated antibiotic treatment leading to
overgrowth of C. difficile or due to impaired immune
response. In some patients, re-infection can occur with
the same or different strain suggesting that relapse is
generally not related to antibiotic resistance.

The small bowel and the appendix may also act as
reservoirs of C. difficile spores that enter the colon and
result in relapse [15]. Approximately 15% to 20% of
patients relapse following successful therapy for CDAD.
Further relapses are common after an initial relapse.
McFarland et al. [16] reported a relapse rate of 65% in
patients who had suffered two or more previous relapses.

(7) Exacerbation of inflammatory bowel disease: C.
difficile infection has been reported to be involved in
the exacerbation of ulcerative colitis [17, 18]. Bala-
murugan et al. [19] reported overgrowth of C. difficile
in the stool of patients with ulcerative colitis. An
alarming increase in incidence and severity in the
course of C. difficile infections in patients with
inflammatory bowel disease (IBD) with increased
morbidity and mortality is being reported from the
United States. Hookman and Barkin [20] observed that

fulminant colitis is reported more frequently during
outbreaks of C. difficile in patients with IBD and
carries higher mortality than those without underlying
IBD.

The prevalence of C. difficile among ulcerative colitis
patients has been reported [21] to be 37.3/1000 and was
higher than that among Crohn’s disease patients (10.9/
1000). In a recent retrospective study [22] in a tertiary care
hospital over a 7-year period (1998–2004), the prevalence
of CDAD in Crohn’s disease doubled (9.5 to 22.3/1000
admission) and that in ulcerative colitis tripled (18.4 to
57.6/1000 admissions). In a study of 109 IBD patients, 99
diarrheic controls and 77 hospital outpatient controls, C.
difficile positivity in IBD patients in remission was similar
to that of patients in relapse. Overall 28% of IBD patients
admitted to hospital in one year had at least one positive C.
difficile stool result.

Greenfield et al. [23] and Issa and Ananthakrishnan
[24] reported that over half of C. difficile-infected IBD
patients would require hospitalization and that the colec-
tomy rate would approach up to 20% in the near future.
C. difficile infection should, therefore, be included in
differential diagnosis for patients with refractory IBD
as such patients do not necessarily have a history of
antibiotic use or hospitalization, and most of them are
treated as outpatients. IBD patients are known to be at
increased risk for C. difficile enteritis as well as infections
in reconstructed ileal pouch-anal anastomosis. In a
pediatric study, 10% of all IBD patients who relapsed
were positive for C. difficile [25]. Boland and Thompson
[26] reported a case of C. difficile enteritis in a 42-year old
man with ileo-anal pouch. Flexible endoscopy revealed
copious amounts of mucus with adherent pseudomembranes
throughout the ileal pouch as well as in the distal small bowel.
Navaneethan and Giannella [27] reported that small bowel
involvement is more frequently reported in IBD patients who
have undergone total colectomy or in patients with ileo-anal
anastomosis.

Extracolonic features

Earlier C. difficile infection was thought to be confined to
the colon, but recent literature reveals that CDAD goes
much beyond this limitation. Even though most of the cases
do not appear to be strongly related to previous antibiotic
exposure (except for cases of bowel involvement and
reactive arthritis), they are by and large preceded by
specific or nonspecific gastrointestinal (GI) disease, such
as C. difficile colitis or surgical or anatomical disruption of
the colon. The extracolonic manifestations due to C.
difficile infection are as follows:
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(1) Small bowel involvement: C. difficile enteritis seems
to be increasing in incidence; 26 cases have been
published recently [26]. The increase in the number of
these patients may actually reflect an increase in the
rising incidence of C. difficile infection in general or
increase in virulence of the organism. Small bowel
CDAD, with formation of pseudomembranes on ileal
mucosa, may occur when previous ileal surgery has
been done. It carries a high mortality rate.

(2) Other manifestations: C. difficile may cause bacter-
emia which has 20% mortality. Of the 15 cases
reported in literature, 10 had polymicrobial C. difficile
bacteremia and 6/15 patients died. The first case of C.
difficile bacteremia was reported in 1962 in a 5-month
old baby with cough, coryza and anorexia [28]. Adult
patients with C. difficile bacteremia had concomitant GI
pathology, and two patients had underlying hematologic
malignancies. Libby and Bearman [29] presented a case
of monomicrobial C. difficile bacteremia in a 40-year
old African-American woman with past history of
dermatomyositis, but without any GI symptoms.

Fairweather et al. [30] reported a case of reactive arthritis
associated with documented C. difficile-induced enterocolitis.
Boice [31] reported a case of C. difficile-associated reactive
arthritis in a 66-year old man treated with oral penicillin for
tooth abscess. C. difficile-related oligoarticular and poly-
articular arthritis may involve knee and wrist joints in about
50% of cases [32]. Arthritis begins at an average of 11.3 days
after the onset of diarrhea and resolves over a period of
average 68 days [33]. The arthritis may be migratory and
appear as enthesopathy with tendon involvement. The exact
mechanism of reactive arthritis in C. difficile infection is not
clear. Systemic absorption of toxin with antibody production
may be one of the mechanisms. C. difficile-induced reactive
arthritis appears to be associated with HLA-B27 in 66% of
patients [31]. Ducroix-Roubertou et al. [34] reported a case
of a monoarticular arthritis of the left knee following PMC in
a 45-year old man, 8 days after the onset of a C. difficile
enterocolitis.

Other extracolonic manifestations due to C. difficile
that have been reported include cellulitis, necrotizing
fascitis, osteomyelitis, prosthetic device infections, intra-
abdominal abscess, empyema, localized skin infections,
etc. Appendicitis has also been reported as a rare clinical
manifestation [35].

Histological changes

C. difficile infection results in distinguishing microscopic
and gross lesions. The histologic features have been
classified into three distinct types [36]. The earliest lesions

consist of focal areas of epithelial necrosis with neutrophil
infiltration (type I lesions). A shower of fibrin and
neutrophils erupts from the mucosal surface, and initiation
of plaque formation occurs by the breakdown of epithelial
lining and exudative eruption into the lumen. Type II
lesions consist of a well-demarcated group of disrupted
crypts, which get distended by mucin, neutrophils and
eosinophils.

The epithelial damage extends to involve the lower part
of the crypts, which is progressively lost. A few fibrin
thrombi appear in the superficial mucosal capillaries. Focal
mushroom-shaped volcanic eruptions of pseudomembrane
attach to the necrotic mucosa. In type III lesions, the lamina
propria becomes edematous and bulges into the colonic
lumen. Focal congestion and hemorrhage in the lamina
propria result in extravasation of blood into the intestinal
lumen. Apart from the characteristic mucosal lesions,
marked diffuse mural edema extending into the muscularis
propria becomes evident [37]. Distinguishing C. difficile
colitis from other forms of colitis is difficult when mucosal
necrosis becomes confluent.

Diagnosis

C. difficile-associated diseases can be suspected and/or
diagnosed clinically, endoscopically, radiologically as well
as by identification of etiological agent and by toxin assays.

Clinically, the disease is diagnosed by the presence
of profuse watery, green, foul smelling or bloody
diarrhea along with abdominal cramps. Peripheral blood
PMN leucocytosis and increased number of fecal
leucocytes are other important features. Fever, if
present, ranges from 38–39°C.

Endoscopically, PMC can be detected as multiple yellow-
white friable plaques, attached to the underlying mucosa and
biopsy taken helps to confirm the disease histologically.
Endoscopy should be avoided in patients with paralytic ileus
or colonic dilatation because of the risk of perforation. On
radiological imaging, diffusely thickened or edematous colonic
wall with pericolonic inflammation can be seen at CTscan and
prompts strong consideration for initiation of specific therapy.

Toxigenic culture for C. difficile by growth on selective
media, such as cefoxitin, cycloserine, fructose agar fol-
lowed by toxin assay can be done to identify the etiological
agent. PCR detection of toxin A and B genes is a highly
sensitive (96%) and specific (100%) method; however,
culture is initially required, which makes it more cumber-
some. Presently, the most common method used is the
enzyme immunoassay (EIA) that can detect both toxins A
and B in stool specimens. EIA has sensitivity and
specificity ranges of 70% to 90% and 70% to 95%,
respectively.
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Factors precipitating CDAD

Several factors determine whether or not a patient develops
a C. difficile infection. An in-depth review on established
and potential risk factors for CDAD has recently been
published [38]. The factors can be categorized as follows:

(1) General factors: These include (a) long duration or
multiple antibiotic intake (b) nature of the fecal flora
(c) size of the C. difficile population (d) production of
requisite cytotoxins (e) presence of other organisms
that affect toxin expression or activity and (f) presence
of host risk factors.

The host risk factors for acquiring a CDAD are
innumerable. Prominent factors are advanced age, presence
of a nasogastric tube, severe underlying illness, prolonged
hospital stay, use of enemas, GI stimulants and stool
softeners. Patients are at continuous risk of exposure to C.
difficile during the period of hospitalization and become
vulnerable to infection after exposure to antimicrobials.
Thus, the two most important components essential for
CDAD is exposure to antimicrobials followed by exposure
to C. difficile. But the majority of patients exposed to
these two components do not get ill unless a third
additional factor related to host immunity, virulence of
infecting C. difficile strain and timing of exposure come
into play.

(2) Medication-related factors: Apart from antimicro-
bials, immunosuppressive drugs have also been
reported to be associated with CDAD development
[39]. Patients receiving immunosuppressive drugs are
debilitated and, therefore unable to mount an effec-
tive IgG antibody response against C. difficile toxin
A, thereby increasing the risk for CDAD. C. difficile
colonization is more frequent in intensive care and
oncology units, where broad spectrum antibiotics and
immunosuppression are widespread. Another impor-
tant CDAD precipitating factor is the use of gastric
acid suppressive drugs [40]. These drugs raise the pH
of the stomach resulting in an increased risk of
CDAD [40]. Proton pump inhibitors may, thus
contribute to the CDAD pathogenesis due to in-
creased survival of spores.

Administration of cancer chemotherapeutic agents
possessing antibacterial properties may also result in
sufficient disturbance of the intestinal microflora to
allow C. difficile colonization. Exposure to corticosteroids
was also significantly associated with an increased risk of
CDAD relapse [41].

Thus, the combination of the environmental presence of
C. difficile in health care settings and the number of people
receiving antibiotics, immunosuppressives, proton pump

inhibitors or cancer therapeutics in these settings can result
in frequent outbreaks. Zerey et al. [42] demonstrated that
the incidence of C. difficile infection was increasing in
surgical patients in United States and was most prevalent
after emergency operations particularly among patients
having intestinal tract resections.

(3) Emergence of a hypervirulent strain: C. difficile is
getting more difficult than ever! What was initially
believed to be just a clinical nuisance has turned out to
be a real bioterrorist. CDAD has become a matter of
grave concern in hospital environments since 2001
due to the emergence of a hypervirulent fluroquino-
lone resistant epidemic strain known as NAP1/BI/027.
This strain produces approximately 16-fold more toxin
A and 23-fold more toxin B in vitro. It also produces
the ‘binary toxin’, the pathogenic role of which is not
yet clear. The increased incidence of nosocomial
CDAD in the West with marked increase in severity
of cases requiring colectomy or ending in death was
attributed to the liberal use of fluroquinolones and
cephalosporins.

The NAP1/BI/027 strain poses a great risk as it is also
found to be resistant to the newer broad spectrum fluroqui-
nolones, such as moxifloxacin. In 2007, severe cases of
CDAD with this epidemic strain were detected in Germany
for the first time and were strongly associated with receipt of
cephalosporins and fluroquinolones in the 3-month before
onset of symptoms [43]. Metronidazole treatment failure
before 2004 was reported to be about 0% to 6% in 4 trials
but after 2004 treatment failure was reported in about 16%
to 38% in 3 different trials [44]. Similarly in 2005,
vancomycin treatment failures reported was 19% with
CDAD recurrence in 37% [44]. The incidence of PMC,
toxic megacolon and perforation in C. difficile infection
was rare in 2002. In 12 hospitals in Quebec, there was a 3-
fold rise in CDAD and increased cases involving toxic
megacolon, colectomy and death [45]. The NAP1 strain
was identified in 8 institutions in 6 different states of USA
and more than 80% affected with CDAD were over
65 years. This global strain has been reported from United
Kingdom, Netherlands, Belgium, France, Austria, Luxem-
bourg, Poland, Japan, Finland, etc. and the community
cases of C. difficile infection are also increasing. Apart from
this, another ribotype 078, a strain frequently isolated from
the intestines of pigs and calves has also been observed to
be increasing in Europe [46].

The Indian scenario

C. difficile associated diarrhea is prevalent globally, but its
incidence varies from place to place. Gupta and Yadav
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[47] were the first to detect C. difficile in 25.3% diarrheal
patients of all age group. This was followed by a study
from Ayyagari et al. [48] who reported the presence
of C. difficile in 22.6% stool specimens obtained from
cases of antibiotic associated colitis with or without
pseudomembranes.

Niyogi et al. [49] reported C. difficile in 8.4% and
cytotoxin in 7% of fecal samples in pediatric age group. In
hospitalized patients with diarrhea, they reported a preva-
lence of 11% [50]. Bhattacharya et al. [51] investigated 233
patients with acute diarrhea and isolated C. difficile as a
sole pathogen from 7.3%, of which 82.3% produced
cytotoxin. Vaishnavi et al. [52] reported a positive CDT
assay in 30% patients in the antibiotic receiving group
compared to only 7% in those not receiving the antibiotics.
In addition to this, fecal lactoferrin assay was found to be a
useful adjunct for CDAD diagnosis as evaluation in adult
patients showed highly significant relationship between
CDT and fecal lactoferrin assay [53]. In the pediatric group,
no significant relationship between antibiotic usage and
diarrhea was seen; however, CDT positivity was influenced
by antibiotics, and the relationship between CDT and fecal
lactoferrin was significant [53]. Kang et al. [54] reported
that CDAD was more common in the post transplantation
period in India than in other developed countries. Vaishnavi
et al. [18] reported increased prevalence of diarrhea after
antibiotic usage in the ulcerative colitis group. Psoriatic
patients given either methotrexate or mesalamine had
increased C. difficile carriage [55]. Gogate et al. [56]
reported C. difficile as an important pathogen in younger
children with AAD. Chaudhry et al. [57] reported a
decrease in the number of C. difficile positive cases during
a five year study period due to stringent surveillance and
improved antibiotic policy adopted by the hospital. Ingle et
al. reported CDT positivity in 17 of 99 patients with
diarrhea. As compared with control subjects, patients with
CDAD more often had fever, prolonged ICU stay,
underlying malignancy, and exposure to immunosuppres-
sive and chemotherapeutic agents; on multivariate analysis,
exposure to immunosuppressive agents was the only risk
factor associated with CDAD [58].

Management

The first step in the management of a suspected CDAD
case is withdrawal of the offending agent and isolation of
the patient. This form of management often helps, but
antibiotic discontinuance is not always possible in the
critically ill hospital patient. Therefore, changing the
antibiotic regimens is recommended. Thus, the ironic twist
of standard treatment for C. difficile infection is in fact
another antibiotic!

Attention should be paid to fluid replacement and
electrolyte balance as is done for other cases of diarrhea.
Opiates and antiperistaltic drugs are generally avoided
because they obscure symptoms and may even precipitate
toxic megacolon. About 25% respond within a few days to
this line of treatment [59]. Exacerbation of IBD due to C.
difficile colitis may occur; therefore, empiric treatment with
corticosteroids without appropriate antibiotics may lead to
deterioration. IBD patients with C. difficile infection require
longer hospital stays with increased costs and more
complications including colectomy and the need for more
aggressive immunosuppression.

Therapeutic management

For mild cases, antimicrobial therapy directed against C.
difficile is needed. Oral metronidazole, 400/500 mg, three
times daily for 10–14 days is recommended as the initial
therapy of choice. With this, diarrhea generally gets
resolved in 1–2 weeks in 80% of the patients. However,
recurrence may occur for the first time in approximately
20% of the patients and a subsequent relapse in 50% to
60%. It should be borne in mind that oral vancomycin is
not cost effective and there is the risk of selection of
vancomycin resistant enterococci.

Therefore, metronidazole is preferred as the initial agent
of treatment for a CDAD. However, if the symptoms are
not improving or have worsened, then oral vancomycin
125 mg four times a day for 10–14 days is recommended.
Oral vancomycin is the drug of choice if the patient is
having severe CDAD with a white cell count of more than
15,000/mL, raised creatinine level (i.e., 150% above
baseline) and symptoms of colitis. For patients with ileus,
oral vancomycin 125–500 mg four times a day along with
simultaneous IV metronidazole 500 mg thrice daily for
10 days and intracolonic vancomycin 500 mg in 100–500
mL saline may be given 4–12 hourly. Depending on the
prognosis, the line of further management may include
surgery, IV immunoglobulin treatment or high dose of
vancomycin. Colectomy should be done if the serum lactate
increases above 5 mmol/L and the peripheral WBC count is
more than 50,000/mL [60]. Ben-Horin et al. [61] reported
improvement in the clinical outcome of CDAD in patients
with pre-existing inflammatory bowel disease treated with
immunomodulators, such as anti-tumor necrosis alpha.

Recurrent CDAD cases have been managed by some
workers by pulsed dose therapy or extended interval vanco-
mycin therapy. In pulsed dose therapy, vancomycin is
administered in short intermittent courses by decreasing or
increasing the dose. This is based on retrospective data. The
extended interval vancomycin program is based on the
hypothesis that prolongation of vancomycin treatment from
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2weeks to 4weekswill lead to a decreased rate of recurrence as
a 2-week duration could be inadequate in clearing the infection.

Adjunctive measures for CDAD

The increase in the rate of incidence, mortality and
morbidity due to CDAD over the past decade has
stimulated a search for newer kinds of therapeutic manage-
ment apart from the standard treatment given for CDAD.

(1) Probiotics and prebiotics: Several different probiot-
ics have been used from time to time to treat C.
difficile infection. They are Lactobacilli rhamnosus
GG, Lactobacillus acidophilus, Saccharomyces bou-
lardii, Bacillus clausii, Bifidobacterium longum, Clos-
tridium butyricum, Enterococcus fecium SF68 and
nontoxigenic C. difficile.

Four studies examined probiotic use in conjunction with
vancomycin/metronidazole for treatment of initial episode
or recurrence of CDAD in adults [62]. But there is
insufficient evidence to recommend probiotic therapy as
an adjunct to antibiotic therapy for C. difficile colitis. There
is no evidence to support the use of probiotics alone in the
treatment of C. difficile colitis. Probiotics only help to
restore healthy balance to the intestinal tract. Also, one case
series observed invasive fungemia with the use of Sachhar-
omyces cerevisae and it is a deterrent for use in elderly,
immunocompromised patients with increased colonic per-
meability due to CDAD [62].

Prebiotics, such as inulin and oligofructose have also
been used as adjunct therapy as they stimulate the growth
of beneficial bacteria in the colon [63]. Lewis et al. [64]
reported lesser CDAD relapse when oligofructose was
combined with either vancomycin or metronidazole.

(2) Fecotherapy: Fecotherapy involves rectal instillation
of donor stool or mixed broth cultures given as enema,
colonoscopy or nasoduodenal tube to restore the
colonization barrier of the gut. This treatment has
been used in uncontrolled studies in Scandinavia [65].

(3) Adsorbents: Ion exchange resins, such as cholestyr-
amine and colestipol have been used from time to time
as adjunctive treatment as they bind to C. difficile
toxins in the colonic lumen before they can attach to
the enterocytes and induce disease. Oligosaccharide
sequences attached to inert silica based support
(Synsorb 90) works as a decoy toxin receptor.
Tolevamer is another high molecular weight polymer
that binds to the toxins of C. difficile and blocks their
activity.

Louie et al. [66] conducted a multicenter Phase II trial
comparing 3 g and 6 g doses of tolevamer (14 days) with

500 mg vancomycin (10 days) in patients with CDAD.
They found that 6 g dose of tolevamer was non-inferior to
vancomycin for treatment of mild to moderate CDAD.
However, hypokalemia was found to be associated with
tolevamer therapy. A Phase III trial comparing a higher
dose tolevamer (reformulated to include potassium) with
vancomycin and metronidazole [67] showed that tolevamer
did not meet its primary endpoint of non-inferiority
compared to vancomycin, even though recurrent CDAD
was uncommon with tolevamer suggesting that flora-
sparing drugs may help reduce recurrences.

(4) Immunoglobulin therapy: Leung et al. [68] used IV
immunoglobulin (IVIg) for the first time to treat
CDAD. Recently, Abougergi et al. [69] reported treat-
ment with IVIg (200 mg/kg to 1,250 mg/kg for
1–3 days) in 21 patients with severe CDAD. Nine
patients survived with complete clinical resolution
within 2–20 days. The other 12 patients died during
the index hospitalization, suggesting that the benefit of
IVIg depended on the extent of systemic involvement.
IVIg treatment should only be given if the albumin
status worsens. Thus, it appears that more studies are
required on the ideal timing and dose of IVIg
administration, as well as patient selection, before
IVIg administration can be included in CDAD
management strategy. IVIg is yet to be approved by
the US Food and Drug Administration and is not
easily available.

(5) Monoclonal antibodies: Lowy et al. [70] examined
the safety of monoclonal antibodies and its effects on the
duration and severity of the initial episode of CDAD and
on duration of hospitalization in a Phase II randomized,
double-blind, placebo-controlled trial. The fully human
monoclonal antibodies against C. difficile toxins A
(CDA1) and B (CDB1) together were administered as
a single infusion at a dose of 10 mg/kg body weight to
101 patients who were receiving either metronidazole
or vancomycin and to 99 placebo receiving controls.
The combined administration of both the monoclonal
antibodies in addition to antibiotics significantly re-
duced the recurrence of CDAD.

(6) Bovine antibodies: van Dissel et al. [71] investigated
the feasibility of immune whey protein concentrate
(4%) made from milk after immunization of Holstein-
Frisian cows with C. difficile inactivated toxins and
killed whole C. difficile cells for CDAD management.
They reported that immune whey protein concentrate-
40 may help in prevention of relapse of CDAD.

(7) C. difficile vaccine: Aboudala et al. [72] reported
intramuscular inoculation of vaccine produced from
culture filtrate antigen toxoid A and toxoid B to 30
healthy volunteers with a 50-fold increase in serum
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antitoxin A production. Souigioltzis et al. [73]
reported that two of three patients with recurrent
CDAD showed increase in serum IgG to toxin A with
no further recurrence upon discontinuance of treatment
with vancomycin. Administration of C. difficile vac-
cine could lead to promising strategies for prevention
and treatment of CDAD. Presently, it is undergoing
Phase III trial in United Kingdom.

(8) New therapies under evaluation are as follows:
(a) Nitazoxanide: Nitazoxanide, a broad spectrum anti-

parasitic drug is also active against C. difficile
achieving high colonic level. A multicentric random-
ized study with nitazoxanide (7 days) versus metroni-
dazole (10 days) showed that nitazoxanide is non-
inferior to metronidazole therapy for mild to moderate
CDAD [74].

(b) Rifaximin: Rifaximin is a poorly-absorbed rifamycin
derivative used for the treatment of recurrent CDAD
with high percentage of drug resistance. This suggests
that exposure to rifamycins before the development of
CDAD is a risk factor for rifampin-resistant C. difficile
infection.

(c) Ramoplanin: Ramoplanin has been found to be
effective against C. difficile. In Phase II trial of 86
CDAD patients receiving either 200 or 400 mg of
ramoplanin twice daily or 125 mg vancomycin four
times daily for 10 days, each group had similar rates of
cure at 28 days [67]. Ramoplanin may be useful for
future treatment of CDAD and a Phase III trial is
currently ongoing.

(d) Tigecycline: This glycylcyclin IV antibiotic has been
found to be associated with lower risk of CDAD and
appeared as a useful salvage therapy in a case series of
patients with severe CDAD complicated by ileus [75].

(e) Fidaxomicin: Louie et al. [76] studied 629 adults with
CDAD who were randomly assigned to receive
200 mg fidaxomicin or vancomycin for 10 days. The
rates of clinical cure with fidaxomicin were non-
inferior to those after treatment with vancomycin.
Fidaxomicin has been recently cleared by the Amer-
ican FDA for treatment of CDAD.

Infection control measures

Precaution should be taken, such as washing hands with
soap and water frequently between entering patient’s room
and after each contact with patient and his environment.
Using of hand gloves and gowns when soiling is anticipat-
ed during patient care, dedicating equipments separately to
patients, maintaining precautionary measures for at least
three days after the diarrhea has resolved is highly
recommended for CDAD patients. The endoscope should

be disinfected after each use and rectal thermometers
should be put to only single use. For environmental
cleaning and disinfection, an approved hospital grade
disinfectant, such as sodium hypochlorite, glutaraldehyde,
peracetic acid, chlorine, etc. must be used. All patients with
active C. difficile infection should be isolated in single
rooms with barrier precautions. Restriction policy for high-
risk antibiotics should be strictly followed.

Conclusions

C. difficile-associated diarrhea has become a common
problem with pronounced medical and economic effects,
more so after the emergence of the NAP1 strains. It is
very difficult to eradicate C. difficile from the hospital
due to dissemination of spores in the hospital environ-
ment. C. difficile acquisition can result in a varied
spectrum of enteric diseases, both symptomatic and
asymptomatic. Asymptomatic C. difficile colonization
should not be treated. To avoid precipitation of CDAD,
use of narrow-spectrum antibiotics should be encouraged.
Oral metronidazole is the drug of choice for an initial
CDAD episode.

Oral vancomycin is an option for patients who cannot
take or fail treatment with oral metronidazole. First-time
recurrences should be re-treated with the same regimen
used to treat the initial episode. Clinicians must avoid
vancomycin wherever possible, and not treat nosocomial
diarrhea empirically without testing since even during
outbreaks, less than 30% have CDAD. Reducing the use
of injectable cephalosporins leads to significant reduction in
CDAD cases. Combined approach of infection control and
strict antibiotic policies can go a long way in reducing the
burden of CDAD.

References

1. Cohen SH, Gerding DN, Johnson S, et al. Clinical practice
guidelines for Clostridium difficile infection in adults: 2010
update by the Society for Healthcare Epidemiology of America
(SHEA) and the Infectious Diseases Society of America (IDSA).
Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol. 2010;31:431–55.

2. Crogan NL, Evans BC. Clostridium difficile: an emerging
epidemic in nursing homes. Geriatr Nurs. 2007;28:161–4.

3. Yassin SF, Young-Fadok TM, Zein NN, Pardi DS. Clostridium
difficile associated diarrhea and colitis. Mayo Clin Proc.
2001;76:725–30.

4. Fekety R. Guidelines for the diagnosis and management of
Clostridium difficile-associated diarrhea and colitis American
College of Gastroenterology, Practice Parameters Committee.
Am J Gastroenterol. 1997;92:739–50.

5. Modena S, Bearelly D, Swartz K, Friedenberg FK. Clostridium
difficile among hospitalized patients receiving antibiotics: a case–
control study. Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol. 2005;26:685–90.

252 Indian J Gastroenterol (November–December 2011) 30(6):245–254



6. Best EL, Fawley WN, Parnell P, Wilcox MH. The potential for
airborne dispersal of Clostridium difficile from symptomatic
patients. Clin Infect Dis. 2010;50:1450–7.

7. Johnson S, Kent SA, O’Leary KJ, et al. Fatal pseudomembranous
colitis associatedwith a variantClostridium difficile strain not detected
by toxin A immunoassay. Ann Intern Med. 2001;135:434–8.

8. Vaishnavi C, Bhasin D, Kochhar R, Singh K. Clostridium difficile
toxin and faecal lactoferrin assays in adult patients. Microbes
Infect. 2000;2:1827–30.

9. Tedesco FJ. Treatment of recurrent antibiotic-associated pseudo-
membranous colitis. Am J Gastroenterol. 1982;77:220–1.

10. Gebhard RL, Gerding DN, Olson MM, et al. Clinical and
endoscopic findings in patients early in the course of Clostridium
difficile-associated pseudomembranous colitis. Am J Med.
1985;78:45–8.

11. Jafri SF, Marshall JB. Ascites associated with antibiotic-associated
pseudomembranous colitis. South Med J. 1996;89:1014–7.

12. Adams SD, Mercer DW. Fulminant Clostridium difficile colitis.
Curr Opin Crit Care. 2007;13:450–5.

13. Tedesco FJ, Barton RW, Alpers DH. Clindamycin associated
colitis. A prospective study. Ann Intern Med. 1974;81:429–33.

14. Laine L. Management of acute colonic pseudo-obstruction. N
Engl J Med. 1999;341:192–3.

15. Mahajan LA, Hupertz V, Mahajan S, et al. The appendix: a
possible reservoir for Clostridium difficile. Am J Gastroenterol.
2006;101:S392.

16. McFarland LV, Surawicz CM, Greenberg RN, et al. A randomized
placebo-controlled trial of Saccharomyces boulardii in combina-
tion with standard antibiotics for Clostridium difficile disease.
JAMA. 1994;271:1913–8.

17. Kochhar R, Ayyagiri A, Goenka MK, Dhali GK, Aggarwal
R, Mehta SK. Role of infectious agents in exacerbation of
ulcerative colitis in India: a study of Clostridium difficile. J
Clin Gastroenterol. 1993;16:26–30.

18. Vaishnavi C, Kochhar R, Bhasin DK, Thennarasu K, Singh K.
Simultaneous assay for Clostridium difficile and fecal lactoferrin
in ulcerative colitis. Trop Gastroenterol. 2003;24:13–6.

19. Balamurugan R, Balaji V, Ramakrishna BS. Estimation of faecal
carriage of Clostridium difficile in patients with ulcerative colitis
using real time polymerase chain reaction. Indian J Med Res.
2008;127:472–7.

20. Hookman P, Barkin JS. Clostridium difficile associated infec-
tion, diarrhea and colitis. World J Gastroenterol. 2009;15:1554–
80.

21. Nguyen GC, Kaplan GG, Harris ML, Brant SR. A national survey
of the prevalence and impact of Clostridium difficile infection
among hospitalized inflammatory bowel disease patients. Am J
Gastroenterol. 2008;103:1443–50.

22. Rodemann JF, Dubberke ER, Reske KA, Seo da H, Stone CD.
Incidence of Clostridium difficile infection in inflammatory bowel
disease. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2007;5:339–44.

23. Greenfield C, Aguilar Ramirez JR, Pounder RE, et al. Clostridium
difficile and inflammatory bowel disease. Gut. 1983;24:713–7.

24. Issa M, Ananthakrishnan AN. Clostridium difficile and inflam-
matory bowel disease. Inflam Bowel Dis. 2008;14:1432–42.

25. Gryboski JD. Clostridium difficile in inflammatory bowel disease
relapse. J Pediatr Gastroenterol Nutr. 1991;13:39–41.

26. Boland E, Thompson JS. Fulminant Clostridium difficile enteritis
after proctocolectomy and ileal pouch–anal anastomosis. Gastro-
enterol Res Pract. 2009;2008:1–5.

27. Navaneethan U, Giannella RA. Thinking beyond the colon—
small bowel involvement in Clostridium difficile infection. Gut
Pathog. 2009;1:7.

28. Bhargava A, Sen P, Swaminathan A, Ogbolu C, Chechko S, Stone
F. Rapidly progressive necrotizing fasciitis and gangrene due to
Clostridium difficile. Clin Infect Dis. 2000;30:954–5.

29. Libby DB, Bearman G. Bacteremia due to Clostridium difficile—
review of the literature. Int J Infect Dis. 2009:13: e305–9. Epub.

30. Fairweather SD, Youngs D, George RH, Burdon DW, Keighley MR.
Arthritis in pseudomembranous colitis associated with an antibody to
Clostridium difficile toxin. J R Soc Med. 1980;73:524–5.

31. Boice JL. Reactive arthritis induced by Clostridium difficile. West
J Med. 1994;160:171–2.

32. Birnbaum J, Bartlett JG, Gelber AC. Clostridium difficile: an
under recognized cause of reactive arthritis? Clin Rheumatol.
2008;27:253–5.

33. Jacobs A, Barnard K, Fishel R, Gradon JD. Extracolonic
manifestations of Clostridium difficile infections. Presentation of
2 cases and review of the literature. Medicine (Baltimore).
2001:80:88–101.

34. Ducroix-Roubertou S, Genet C, Rogez JP, Weinbreck P, Denes E.
Reactive arthritis due to Clostridium difficile. Med Mal Infect.
2005;35:419–21.

35. Brown TA, Rajappannair L, Dalton AB, Bandi R, Myers JP,
Kefalas CH. Acute appendicitis in the setting of Clostridium
difficile colitis: case report and review of the literature. Clin
Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2007;5:969–71.

36. Price AB, Davies DR. Pseudomembranous colitis. J Clin Pathol.
1977;30:1–12.

37. Schnitt SJ, Antonioli DA,GoldmanH.Massivemural edema in severe
pseudomembranous colitis. Arch Pathol Lab Med. 1983;107:211–3.

38. Vaishnavi C. Established and potential risk factors for Clostridium
difficile infection. Indian J Med Microbiol. 2009;27:289–300.

39. Keven K, Basu A, Re L. Clostridium difficile colitis in patients
after kidney and pancreas–kidney transplantation. Transpl Infect
Dis. 2004;6:10–4.

40. Cunningham R, Dale B, Undy B, Gaunt N. Proton pump
inhibitors as a risk factor for Clostridium difficile diarrhoea. J
Hosp Infect. 2003;54:243–5.

41. Gellad ZF, Alexander BD, Liu JK, et al. Severity of Clostridium
difficile-associated diarrhea in solid organ transplant patients.
Transpl Infect Dis. 2007;9:276–80.

42. Zerey M, Paton BL, Lincourt AE, Gersin KS, Kercher KW,
Heniford BT. The burden of Clostridium difficile in surgical
patients in the United States. Surg Infect (Larchmt). 2007;8:557–66.

43. Weiss B, Kleinkauf N, Neumann M, et al. Risk factors for
Clostridium difficile ribotype 027 infection in Germany: prelim-
inary results of a retrospective case–control study (abstract). 18th
European Congress of Clin. Microbial and Infectious Diseases,
Barcelona, Spain. 2008:1480.

44. Aslam S, Hamill RJ, Musher DM. Treatment of Clostridium
difficile-associated disease:old therapies and new strategies.
Lancet Infect Dis. 2005;5:549–57.

45. Pepin J, Saheb N, Coulombe M, et al. Emergence of fluoroqui-
nolones as the predominant risk factor for Clostridium difficile-
associated diarrhoea: a cohort study during an epidemic in
Quebec. Clin Infect Dis. 2005;41:1254–60.

46. Keel K, Brazier JS, Post KW, Weese S, Songer JG. Prevalence of
PCR ribotypes among Clostridium difficile isolates from pigs,
calves, and other species. J Clin Microbiol. 2007;45:1963–4.

47. Gupta U, Jadav RN. Clostridium difficile in hospital patients.
Indian J Med Res. 1985;82:398–401.

48. Ayyagari A, Sharma P, Venkateswarlu, Mehta S, Agarwal KC.
Prevalence of Clostridium difficile in pseudomembranous and
antibiotic associated colitis in North India. J Diarrhoeal Dis Res.
1986;4:157–60.

49. Niyogi SK, Dutta P, Dutta D, Mitra U, Sikdar S. Clostridium
difficile and its cytotoxin in hospitalized children with acute
diarrhea. Indian Pediatr. 1991;28:1129–32.

50. Niyogi SK, Bhattacharya SK, Dutta P, et al. Prevalence of
Clostridium difficile in hospitalised patients with acute diarrhoea
in Calcutta. J Diarrhoeal Dis Res. 1991;9:16–9.

Indian J Gastroenterol (November–December 2011) 30(6):245–254 253



51. Bhattacharya MK, Niyogi SK, Rasaily R, et al. Clinical
manifestation of Clostridium difficile enteritis in Calcutta. J Assoc
Physicians India. 1991;39:683–4.

52. Vaishnavi C, Kochhar R, Bhasin DK, Thapa BR, Singh K. Detection
of Clostridium difficile toxin by an indigenously developed latex
agglutination assay. Trop Gastroenterol. 1999;20:33–5.

53. Vaishnavi C, Kochhar R, Bhasin DK, et al. Faecal lactoferrin latex
agglutination assay for Clostridium difficile associated intestinal
disease. Indian J Med Microbiol. 1998;16:81–3.

54. Kang G, Srivastava A, Pulimood AB, Dennison D, Chandy M.
Etiology of diarrhea in patients undergoing allogenic bone marrow
transplantation in South India. Transplantation. 2002;73:1247–51.

55. Kumar B, Vaishnavi C, Sandhu K, Kaur I. Clostridium difficile toxin
assay in psoriatic patients. Trop Gastroenterol. 2004;25:164–7.

56. Gogate A, De A, Nanivadekar R, et al. Diagnostic role of stool
culture and toxin detection in antibiotic associated diarrhoea due
to Clostridium difficile in children. Indian J Med Res.
2005;122:518–24.

57. Chaudhry R, Joshy L, Kumar L, Dhawan B. Changing pattern of
Clostridium difficile associated diarrhoea in a tertiary care
hospital: a 5 year retrospective study. Indian J Med Res.
2008;127:377–82.

58. Ingle M, Deshmukh A, Desai D, et al. Prevalence and clinical
course of Clostridium difficile infection in a tertiary-care
hospital: a retrospective analysis. Indian J Gastroenterol.
2011;30:89–93.

59. Teasley PG, Gerding DN, Olson MM, et al. Prospective randomized
trial of metronidazole versus vancomycin for Clostridium difficile-
associated diarrhea and colitis. Lancet. 1983;2:1043–6.

60. Bauer MP, van Dissel JT, Kuijper EJ. Clostridium difficile:
controversies and approaches to management. Curr Opin Infect
Dis. 2009;22:517–24.

61. Ben-Horin S, Margalit M, Bossuyt P, et al. Combination
immunomodulator and antibiotic treatment in patients with
inflammatory bowel disease and Clostridium difficile infection.
Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2009;7:981–7.

62. Enache-Angoulvant A, Hemnnequin C. Invasive Saccharmyces
infection: a comprehensive review. Clin Infect Dis. 2005;41:1559–
68.

63. Park J, Floch MH. Prebiotics, probiotics and dietary fiber in
gastrointestinal diseases. Gastroenterol Clin North Am. 2007;36:47–
63.

64. Lewis S, Burmeister S, Brazier J. Effect of prebiotic oligofructose
on relapse of Clostridium difficile associated diarrhea: a random-
ized, controlled study. Clin Gastroenterol Hepatol. 2005;3:442–8.

65. Jorup-Ronstrom C, Hakonson A, Persson AK, Midtvedt T, Norin
E. Feces culture successful therapy in Clostridium difficile
diarrhea. Lakartidningen (Swedish). 2006;103:3603–5.

66. Louie RJ, Peppe J, Watt CK, et al. Tolevamer, a novel
nonantibiotic polymer, compared with vancomycin in the treat-
ment of mild to moderately severe Clostridium difficile associated
diarrhea. Clin Infect Dis. 2006;43:411–20.

67. Balagopal A, Sears CL. Clostridium difficile: new therapeutic
options. Curr Opin Pharmacol. 2007;7:455–8.

68. Leung DY, Kelly CP, Bogunlewicz M, Pothoulakis C, LaMont JT,
Flores A. Treatment with intravenously administered gamma
globulin of chronic relapsing colitis induced by Clostridium
difficile toxin. J Pediatr. 1991;118:633–7.

69. Abougergi MS, Broor A, Cui W, Jaar BG. Intravenous immuno-
globulin for the treatment of severe Clostridium difficile colitis: an
observational study and review of the literature. J Hospital Med.
2010;5:E1–9.

70. Lowy I, Molrine DC, Leav BA, et al. Treatment with monoclonal
antibodies against Clostridium difficile toxins. N Engl J Med.
2010;362:197–205.

71. van Dissel JT, Groot ND, Hensgens MH, et al. Bovine antibody
enriched whey to aid in the prevention of a relapse of Clostridium
difficile associated diarrhea: preclinical and preliminary clinical
data. J Med Microbiol. 2005;54:197–205.

72. Aboudala S, Kotloff KL, Kyne L, et al. Clostridium difficile
vaccine and serum immunoglobulin G antibody response to toxin
A. Infect Immun. 2003;71:1608–10.

73. Souigioltzis S, Kyne L, Drudy D, et al. Clostridium difficile
toxoid vaccine in recurrent C. difficile-associated diarrhea.
Gastroenterology. 2005;128:764–70.

74. Musher DM, Logan N, Hamill RJ, et al. Nitazoxanide for the
treatment of Clostridium difficile colitis. Clin Infect Dis.
2006;43:421–7.

75. Herpers BL, Vlaminckx B, Burkhardt O, et al. Intravenous
tigecycline as adjunctive or alternate therapy for severe refractory
Clostridium difficile infection. Clin Infect Dis. 2009;48:1732–5.

76. Louie TJ, Miller MA, Mullane KM. Fidaxomicin versus vanco-
mycin for Clostridium difficile infection. N Engl J Med.
2011;364:422–31.

254 Indian J Gastroenterol (November–December 2011) 30(6):245–254


	Clostridium difficile infection: clinical spectrum and approach to management
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Transmission
	Clinical spectrum
	Colonic manifestations

	Extracolonic features
	Histological changes
	Diagnosis
	Factors precipitating CDAD
	The Indian scenario
	Management
	Therapeutic management
	Adjunctive measures for CDAD
	Infection control measures
	Conclusions
	References


