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Clostridioides (Clostridium) difficile #&ED 7 O0—F v — b

C. difficile J&G<iE (CDI) DA, b IEARL 72 2R EMADL X MR BEL I Loe LT 14/ 70~
MEERW P F Y UBRAE, GDH & MY Ui flAGbE o RE B F Y PBXY, C dzﬁzczle %?ﬁ?lﬁh%ﬁ
A THDHNAAT AL H 5. NAAT BAHNEIT T E 2Witii Tk, GDHBE - b ¥ ¥ Y BEBHEOA IRk 58
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1. Clostridioides (Clostridium) difficile BEFEZEH 1 K51 AMERZEE

1. et

Clostridioides (Clostridium) difficile (ZEEHEEEG L L TORKK E LTROZS ALNIMAMRTHL L &
DT, MHUERBIEER 97 L D% 8% Clostridioides (Clostridium) infection (CDI) &R I EDBHILN TV 5.
KA RFA4 &, Cdifficile \2 X B EGEHT 25RO LD 720/ L 7.

HARFTA OIS Tzo T, BIRMTOZE T Y AESWTER L, BB LTIV =h V- 7 A F 3
YERLELZZ L2LERS, bVETIEC difficle \ZHT2EFEIRONTVWSLEIE, X POZF Y =LY
%A YIS XBHLC difficile HFICIMA T, 7aNA 74 7 ZA8H], JirF TV BE 7 u—F Pk 7 4
FxVA T U EOFBER, BB, FHEIME T & O S EREA O HEME R L C. difficile BEASENTE
BT 2ENND T ET Y AIRET D TR EZEEL, KA P74 YIIHATO C. difficile 2 OBIR%E
BEL, EMROBRESE A7) A CHEIRAZFIRL 72,

KA RTA B DOABENIBIT S C. difficile TEEDE SR BROUu E 2D, AP LOIET Y ARELE
7250 C. difficile BWAA K54 Y OUEO %D 5 2 L 2T 5.

2. EALDER

AIA T4 0%, &< T C difficile ERFEZHROIEH 2R LB ZERTH L. HARIZBUT 5 C. difficile &4
JEQLE T Y ANART 5 THoH I bED, 4 ORI TOERRITAIL, SEHRGRORIPLEEERELZEL
RS, EHEE & BESHE L CGRIRSNDZRETH Y, AF A4 FT 4 V2 WRIIZE % © O BEHRAT 2 % 5l L 72
DERBEHEOBREHRLZ20 520 TER .

3. COlI (FI#MER) IZ21T

HA LS9 A B L O H AREYES 413, COI (FIMIR) BH&Z&EL, COI (FIREHK) 1H¥ 2486t
[ZHOE, COLIREZR BIEICER L TW5. LIS, [Clostridioides (Clostridium) difficile JEGEZIEAT A T4 V]
MiEZH o COI B FIE 2 R
1) BFZEBh &5 B % 52 AR
2) R - ERERE OS2 AR
3) TEWRZEE O AR BI T % 52 AR

BlE)L21d, MSD (Bk), KIEEIESES B X0l EZ 25,

KEEEE, KHAREREE B, 774%— #F), KIEEILEES Bk, MSD (bk) X k%21 T
W5,

REREE, B-=30 (BB, KEBINEES (), HEEFRE (k) ) REFHEEZTT05.

R #id, RIEEILERES (B, 7749 — (B), MSD (Bk) X vk %20 Twb.

SRR, B R X D EREEZZT T 5.

SHEREENY, 7 AT T AW (B), MSD (Bk), #—=3t (), HWEFPHRESE (), KRESLESES ), K
HAMERRE (B, 77 4% — k), Meiji Seika 7 7 v~ (¥k), BEIMLZELIIE k), BK7 7 —< (K,
IV IR (BR) XD R E 2 TWw 5.

=IRREEEE, MSD (KR, KIEEIESES R, 7749 — k) XV EREZZTw5.

SRS, W7 7 —~ (BR), 7 AT 7 ABIE (Bk), MSD (Fk), =4 7+ LA M (BR), HEFREE (),
F—=dk (b)), KIEEINESRES (), KRHAGKESE (), REEMTE ), sl ), 774
PF— W), BL7A VLT —< (BR), FayvrIx8y (¥, I v U 83 Kk, Meiji Seika 7 7 )V~
(BR) X0 3EEHEME&EEr 2T 5.

AR, () A7 =z, KRHAREREE K), 7749 — (), H-=3 (), 1Ly 1%
W), 7A77A8EE (KR, =Ly #R), MSD (k) L D REFFNEEZZIT TS,

B mALIZ, MSD (BR), 7 74 % — (B), Meiji Seika 7 7 v~ (), #—=3k (B), KIEEILERS (),
HAXRZ by - FaovFrvy (BR), B XY a—- Vx8r (B, 7A75 283 (k) X0k 2%0C
Wwa,

BIESERLIE, (Bk) A7 —nxov, KRHAERKEE K, 7749 (), F—-=2 k), SIfbET¥E
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(BR), KIESWEES W), 7 A7 7 A8 (), =I5 (B, MSD (B), HEIFHREIE ), HARXZ b
YeFavFyVry B, B HUNATFrouY—X, () Ny o<y - 3=y — X IEEEMNEEZITT
W5,

Ml KREAGESE (), KIEEILEES k), MSD (#k) X i@k z 27 Tw5.

AR, MSD (BR), JBAL% 7 7 —~ (B, 7 A7 7 A8 (%), =57+ LA b (bk), HEIFFHREIE (bk),
=k (bR), KIEEINESRES (BR), KEAREESE ), sy IE ), 7749 — (#R), 8740V
L7 7—= (¥k), I VB I (Bk), Meiji Seika 7 7 Vv~ (¥k) X D IREFNEEZZITTWAS.

SRINE, Boc—M, & MR, HEETIERETREbOLL.

4. EBESR
KIA KT A4 MR DN B, TRTHAMUEREARB LOCHAREIEE R L DB S h.

5. {ERE
AAAEFEN AARLFRRE R
—HALREN HAREGE &

6. CDIRZEHA F 71 AEREER
ZARE BRBILZ (BT ¥ FERRZIEGIEF i)
% R RERE ORBRFMEEIIER)
WARILE (BRI A T4 ANt v 7 —hRbe &g N AL
A B (Bl R LR B e B =)
FRIC—W] (BEMESRR R 322 TR AT 5 )
SWBRRES (FAEAR AR B AW 7E R PR I A o)
B S (ESZARBERA U R £ >~ & — R a A
BT (RIGRAER PR A I 7E R R AT - 2
PSSRl (RIRR R A BE PR e AR B SR RE AT - S IT)
W (RIBERR R A BE R b FE R R e 272
HERE T ORIRRAERAETRIRRIJE SR > & — /) - S )

7. REREHOFER

H A LA B & O H AR EGE S B2 T Clostridium difficile JEAHE I DD o A T4 ¥ OFERAD
S, HAMUFREE RN R = NEE, HARGYEA R BFHIRE, (FREREE LTRIBIAZ
R A

8. [Clostridioides (Clostridium) difficile BFEZEH 1 K51 > ] fERITIE

1) 24 bV

Clostridioides (Clostridium) difficile JEJSEZHEHN A ¥ T 4 ~

Yeih% MR - The Japanese Clinical Practice Guidelines for Management of Clostridioides (Clostridium) difficile
Infections

2) BB

DFoT7y M hazdET (L2 HWET 5.
- C. difficile J&FIE D FEIE

- C. difficile JE&HRE D HIEAL

- C. difficile J&HE O 5

- C. difficile JEFEIZ & BT

- C. difficile J&HIE O B9 B 38 G

EIHE MRS 2% 6T
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3 FEVY
C. difficile S DFSWT & 0, GRS K

4) BEEhBFAE, FAGE
B, A, FRAHASN, A% & O ERGEH
C. difficile BHHEN b B F < C DM

5 BETFAA KT 42 DR
FEINIZ BT % C. difficile JEFSEIZBT 504 N7 4 Y3720 HRE % 5.

6) EERKRE
FEERRAE 1 © C. difficile ERYE D 5E 3%
SRR 2 1 C. difficile JEHSAE O T FE ST
R ILE 3 1 C. difficile IRYHAE D FF 5
RS 4 ¢ C. difficile EYE O HEAH
HEERRLE 5 © C. difficile RYHAE DOBAE
HEGRE 6 © C. difficile YIE O
R 7 1 C. difficile JEHSE O IV B
TR 8 © C. difficile YK § 2 7084 7 4 7 ZABF ORI
FEERARIRE 9 ¢ C. difficile YR IR § 2 FHRAR
FHEEREE 10 @ C. difficile YA 1209 2 &Gt 3

7) TET > ZDHKRFHR
(1) T¥Fy2A947
WAEDBIRAA FF4 >, YATIT4v7Lb¥Ea— (SR) BEUIAFTFY A2 (MA) @3, MEHAFTER
# ZONEFOBERNEM. THRET 5. WYIIZERCE LTid, 5 ¥ ¥ 2 fbibiitbs, JES » 7 2AbeiatE:,  Bsshf
REBRBONG LT 5.
(2) F—=F =%
OfERBIAFZE R STIZ oW TIE, Medline, EHEE
O SR/MA FiIZ2oWw T, Medline, FEHEE, The Cochrane Library
OBAADOBIEN A FI 4 122V TIE, Guideline International Network @ International Guideline Library, K[
AHRQ @ National Guideline Clearinghouse
(3) MFKDOIAT &
IADOHFEIZB LTI, PICO 74—~ FEHWV5.
(4) M5
2000 4 LARE 2018 4F 6 H F T2

8) HRIERDELRSE

HEROJE R, TEFRZBROHERITEI V.

HEROPIEIZIE, TETF Y AOFIiE A TROONZ: [TEF YV ADME |, [#REFEONT VA] OIED, [H
BOMMEBIOZ MY, TRFEF RN SZEL T, HREZ0OMI ZUEL.

9) it

AL REAEAREB L O H RBRYIEE LA HERI BV THA P4 VEHEONREZIEL, BEREDID
DAXYNEFEY, NTY Y 7 AR N EREELL. ARMEFREFEREB X OHRBYIEF S AR H S DS
TV 7 aARXY MIFLT, A48T MERBREEIBHNA F94 VEEETLLEEE5ERLC, oz it
L7
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I. JYU=ZAHIVYIXF 3>

CQ : GDH &t - b2 MBI BEFRZE (nucleic acid amplification test ; NAAT) #1175 &l3#REZh
5H7

3% © GDH MAEDSHET N F ¥ Y MEDFEEDOSE, NAAT 2479 2 L 255 <RI 5.

MeROB S« §GHERET 5.

I X2 b NAAT BREBGEH S RAT N Tn 5.

1. EESLVKXCQNEEE

GDH - b ¥ ¥ Y #iT GDH BT b F ¥ Y BEMEOM RS R N6, C difficile 3FELTW2H 00 M ¥
YHEEMROBRIENS T THOIREEDS D 5. F72, BIREZ, BRRED ZE L TREI9IC CDI &l L Tir# L
TWbZEdEZLNA.

2. PICO
P (JB%) : CDI Z &\, GDH Btk b F 3 Btk E 2o o 72 B% GGE#G - TERIAR).
I (b A) - NAAT 12 X BHERDBN.
C M) : NAAT 12X BB L (GDH - ¥ v OfERDOA).
O (7w hAL): MF¥ VA C difficile DWMIEE D 5V IZHHIE.

3. IETFCANER

#EHZIE, GDH & b F ¥ ¥ 2 TN ERESTHRING 2 AL H ), Ihb L NAAT Z2HlAGDELBET IV
T XL EEHI L2 HiE A% 5 (F1). Planche 512 & A2 KBRS Jiikifseic L A &, GDH#ArE b3 VA e
NAAT ®9 b 0% MAGbEZ2BETVITY X4 (A2 ) —= v 7k — [HERHE]D) 2 Hw784a,
GDHBAETHOAZ ) —= v IHEEEOBAEIC NAAT 2 X 2 #RMRAICHETL 7V T X4 (GDH #ifE— NAAT)
D, D200 7NV T) XA (GDHBE— b F ¥ VA, MF Y UE— NAAT) &R Tk b EN Al
PER L (K 91~98%, FFFLEE 96~98% vs GDH Mifs— b F o VAL JRIE 58~84%, FFILEE 99%~ vs b F
¥ URAE— NAAT © J&J% 50~85%, HF¥IE 09%~)V. F 72, Walkty SOMRETTIX, 2BHO7LVIT) X450
GDH #fE— b ¥ ¥ VFE— NAAT O 3EBED 7 )V ) 2 L OB EDENTIRIE %R L7z (KEE 70%, 5551 100%
vs GDH MifE— b 3 ¥ VMg« J&IE 41%, S5 100% vs GDH Befr— NAAT : &I 68%, FFHE 100%)?. Zh
LEELI30HTET LDV ATY T4 v 2L 2=k 5L, HERBEICNAAT 2fbaVwT VT XL T
DKL 40~93%, FFEEEIX 97~100% TH > 72DITH L, NAAT 2 F AR TV T ALIEEOH TENLTE
D, JEBEEIZ 68~100%, FFEREEIX 92~100% Tdh o727

DOOETHEHBENE W GDH & M2 YRR 5 EIAEZ w2701 3) AL E L, 65l LRk
N 150 EBI 150 #efk A kG & L7 Mad Tk, MPUEORERIR & % o 728k D 9 5 727% 53 NAAT btk & 7
D, A=A NAAT OMERMAZINZ % 2 & TR 7% CDI ZWrs LA L7z (NAAT @In% L 7.3% vs
BB Y 12.7%)".

4. P ALERICHTEIIET > ADE
A.

5. BDEED
PUEMA T GDH Btk b ¥ ¥ YBHEOH A1, NAAT 2179 & & TR - Bl &EEDs) 1 L 72

6. £ EMER) DL
FRIZ 0,

7. £ (A#) OxLd
NAAT %479 72012, BIMOBEHAENEAT 5.
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xR 1. BEH7ILIVUILERERE

=5 V4|7= VN R RE BEE PRItRIRE BRI
GDH 8% — M+ Vi TC*/CCA** 58~84 >89  59~81 >99
lancne S GDHIE — NAAT TC/CCA  91~98 96~98 90~92  96~99
MU — NAAT TC/CCA  59~85  >99  90~93  >96
GDH ## — hEYVigE TC a1 100 100 91
Wakty 52  GDH#E — NAAT TC 68 100 100 95
ness OO RS = Mo RE TC 70 100 100 95

*toxigenic culture, * *cell cytotoxic assay

8. FFEEEDINT L XIZDOWVT
WEE LS.

9. ANACHELERIX b
NAAT 2479 720D I A M AS5ET 5.

10. AN ADRERITHREM
NAAT OWAAREIAHEL S NAUTFETTRETDH 5.

1. BF Rk AXAT 1) - ERICEHHELI ELEBDNATH B H ?
S,

12. BETRMMOBEH A KA ICH T 5H#E
IDSA/SHEA "4 K54 ¥~ (2017 4F) : #IRPo—>o & LCHH L HEIET 5.
IDSA THIFEN A N7 4 > (2017 4F) : HEFRZBI§ R0z L (FPISERO—>o & LTRE).
ESCMID #'4 K5 4 ~ update (2016 4F) : 33 5.
American College of Gastroenterology %74 K54 >~ (2013 4F) : s < 34 5.

Xk
1) Planche T D, Davies K A, Coen P G, Finney J M, Monahan I M, Morris K A, et al : Differences in outcome
according to Clostridium difficile testing method : a prospective multicentre diagnostic validation study of C
difficile infection. Lancet Infect Dis 2013 13 : 936-45
2) Walkty A, Lagacé-Wiens P R, Manickam K, Adam H, Pieroni P, Hoban D, et al : Evaluation of an algorithmic
approach in comparison with the Illumigene assay for laboratory diagnosis of Clostridium difficile infection. J
Clin Microbiol 2013 ; 51 : 1152-7
3) Bagdasarian N, Rao K, Malani P N : Diagnosis and treatment of Clostridium difficile in adults : a systematic
review. JAMA 2015 ; 313 : 398-408
4) Swindells J, Brenwald N, Reading N, Oppenheim B : Evaluation of diagnostic tests for Clostridium difficile infec-
tion. J Clin Microbiol 2010 ; 48 : 606-8
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CQ: NEREDHERDATHDCDI Z2BEL BV ERIHREI DL ?

#E2% © GDH BatEh> b F ¥ Y BEEOBAIZIE, ZORROATCDI 2HE LW & 2R LT 5.
HEREORS R CHEIES .

TALL TR DH DS, GDH BEEDYEIZIE CDI Tk Wil agtEas v, THIDH ), GDH Futkro b ¥~
Ptk D35E121% CDI & BT & 525, GDH Btk > b & ¥ Y EEOBEITIE M F ¥ VEAKEZRITE TV W
WREMED S B 728, WRIRETFN 2 N2 THRERISHIRTT 5.

1. ERBLVECQNEEE
HAETIZGDH & b F ¥ ¥ Z I § 2 PUEIRAAIL < E R LAH S Twb. GDH BT b v Y Bk
DRERMPFO N6, C difficile AL TWE 00 M3 VEEROEKED T3 TI 2 WITREEYRS 5.

2. PICO
P (B%) : THIERZA L, CDI 2569 BE (GE# - TERIAM).
I (- A) : PuEiAE (GDH Mt - b F 3 v id) o FEli.
C (WR) : BI=THHE:® 5 WX 2 IV 72 toxigenic culture ¥ - cell cytotoxicity neutralization assay
(CCNA) .
O (7Y MH &) MET VR C difficile DBIIEE D 5\ IZBHIER.

3. IEFTCZNDEHN

C. difficile 1ZWEIZEE LTV AWML SH 5720, MAkZAT) BH I TRHORERYE DS Z EPVHTHL.
72, MOAEMERE R SIS A BT, B L 720D MR T U 2T % toxigenic culture 5, RS~ E
xRS 5 CCNA W, 2 WIEEETFRINE e AL UMl 2 2 e — e ko Tna.

COX)BTRICIVFMENTHLEIEDIRVATITA v 7 LEa— L X FHIOI12X 5 L (31), GDH
WA DKL 88~94%, JFHEIEIL 89~94% TH 72, 72, bF T VDKL 73~87%, FFHEIX 97~98%
Thozds, HECIVEEIESDENAsNz. BHENEEIE GDH M T 97~100% & S TdH - 7= DIk
L, FFEIUHRETIZ79~100% &5 EHHR LN,

PUERADOMAEMEREIC D WTIE, VAR Y A4 7HE 027 T GDH DR RL WV & O R, BRESIT ¥
YHIEIMET 35 L W) ME DD 5. bOETIZY KR Y A 7027 B & O COEFER] & BEA R RIEA 72
WS, OYETIT b NP IC BT PO (K 2) 2B oHE & KER <, GDH MAITEEE DT
THEN (GDH #iAE 80~100% vs b F 3 Y HAE 53~79%), ¥ ¥ Y IRAADFRERE S Sl TH - 72 (GDH HidE 93~
100% vs b3 ¥ VAL 94~100%). BB ERIE GDH A TN T2 (GDH #Mif 83~100% vs b ¥ ¥ v id:
79~83%) .

4. P IMHLERKICHTIIET > ZANDE
A.

5, DX ED
GDH MAIZIEEED G <, BBIER AT .
PUSBRAE, WA - M2 S PURTED .

6. & BIER) DXEH
b URRAIIREE, BRI TR .

7. E (BH) 0L
B S N2 vy CDLEBINDOAE L) 22 i8R IR § 2 MBI E L T 5 ER UL D 5.

8. FFEEEDNT L RIZDOWVT
ENRFE LS.

EIHE MRS 2% 6T
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& 1. CDIZHICEHTIREEZDRERECEIZIV ATV rvILEL—"

XYBIROFEESD
REE & FEAFTERZTEL RE, %* BRE, %*
Crobach 52 11 88 (60~97) 89 (72~97)
GDH #%& Shetty 59 13 92 (80~100) 93 (83~100)
Burnham 51 7 94 (90~100) 94 (76~98)
Crobach 52 60 73 (32~99) 98 (65~100)
rFo B Planche 59 18 87 (69~90) 97 (92~100)
Burnham 5" 21 74 (42~99) 98 (84~100)
*Hw RIS EE

xR2. DHETOHRREICHSITS CDI BEHEREEDIFEDT &8

BREE REE 1RIFE BE, % BHEE, % FEMHRIRER, %  BEMMIRER, %
Kawada 59 60 80.0~100 93.3~100 93.8~100 83.3~100
GDH #®*&
Morinaga 5'V 231 92.5 94.4 83.1 97.7
Kawada 59 60 71.4~78.6 93.8~96.9 90.9~95.7 78.9~83.8
rFoUtgE  Kosai 519 118 455 94.1 75.0 81.6
Morinaga 511 231 52.8 100 100 87.7

9. ANAICHELEEIX b
b5,

10. KN ADERITrIEEM
PR OB R % 4 9 nucleic acid amplification test : NAAT OARBIE S RA T T 5.

1. BE Rk AXT 1 H) - EECTHEI BLEDINATH D H ?
Hbhwn,

12. BETAMOZEH A K1 B DR
IDSA/SHEA 74 K94 >~ (2017 4F) : 39 5.
IDSA THIFEN A B 74 > (2017 4F) : HEIRZB T L8z L (FPISERO—>2 & LTREIR).
ESCMID #'4 K5 4 ~ update (2016 4F) : i35 5.
American College of Gastroenterology 7’4 K5 4 » (2013 4F) : & { %4 5.

ik
1) Burnham C A, Carroll K C : Diagnosis of Clostridium difficile infection : an ongoing conundrum for clinicians
and for clinical laboratories. Clin Microbiol Rev 2013 : 26 : 604-30
2) Crobach M ], Dekkers O M, Wilcox M H, Kuijper E J : European Society of Clinical Microbiology and Infec-
tious Diseases (ESCMID) : data review and recommendations for diagnosing Clostridium difficile-infection
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4) O Horo J C, Jones A, Sternke M, Harper C, Safdar N : Molecular techniques for diagnosis of Clostridium dif-
ficile infection : systematic review and meta-analysis. Mayo Clin Proc 2012 : 87 : 643-51
5) Planche T, Aghaizu A, Holliman R, Riley P, Poloniecki J, Breathnach A, et al : Diagnosis of Clostridium difficile

FR304E11 H20H



830

6)
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8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

infection by toxin detection kits : a systematic review. Lancet Infect Dis 2008 ; 8 : 777-84

Shetty N, Wren M W, Coen P G : The role of glutamate dehydrogenase for the detection of Clostridium difficile
in faecal samples : a meta-analysis. ] Hosp Infect 2011 ; 77 : 1-6

Tenover F C, Novak-Weekley S, Woods C W, Peterson L R, Davis T, Schreckenberger P, et al : Impact of
strain type on detection of toxigenic Clostridium difficile : comparison of molecular diagnostic and enzyme
immunoassay approaches. ] Clin Microbiol 2010 ; 48 : 3719-24
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tion kit for the glutamate dehydrogenase antigen and toxin A/B in feces for diagnosis of Clostridium difficile
infection. J Infect Chemother 2011 ; 17 : 807-11
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Clostridium difficile nucleic acid test, an automated multiplex molecular testing system for detection of C. dif-
ficile toxin. J Infect Chemother 2017 ; 23 : 674-7

Morinaga Y, Akamatsu N, Matsuda ], Tateno H, Tomaru T, Tanaka A, et al : Diagnostic utilities of a fully
automated molecular test for toxigenic Clostridium difficile. ] Infect Chemother 2018 : 24 : 88-91
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CQ:CDI &5 HZAICIILHL S BEFHRE (NAAT) 275 EdHEIIZH?

JE3E  NAAT 213 LoR B bk 2 & 28 CHEIET 275 79 b7 LA 2 SOBICIEFF) & L 255 T 2.
HEDHE 1 55 HIET B

A b bAETIE, RIS 2 A BESACH S, FIEIRESIEF LTw 2 BH T, Ik CDL FRIsETO
C. difficile 54 % Wil LT 2 W EME % 2T AL D,

1. BEBLUERCQNEEE

GDH WA \d R Ak & RIEEAMRE X TES, T2 M F Y VREREMEC R EOMEYNH 5. EisT
MAEFHVWEET MY VBIETERBT A2 LT TH S5 GDH: PF ¥ Uy REZTDOTIZEILOLS
NAAT %475 7256 ORILRFRICO W TR 52 EFwAH 5.

F7:, NAAT OFEANIIZAOEFE GEEZHORE aX PoiE) d&5FEhs.

2. PICO
P (B%) : THREIRZ A L, CDI 2569 BH (GEM - MERIAR).
I (St A) @ &BI~D NAAT O,
C (M) : GDH -+ FF ¥ ¥ DfERDH.
O (7w NAL) 1 NF¥¥UFEA C. difficile DMIIERIE D 5 W IZHHER.

3. IEF>ZDEH

NAAT ICHT 2B AE F DI ATITA v 7 L a—E AV 12 L 5 (1), NAAT 3% 87
~91%, FFEEEIX 94~96% T, WMEHTORX LD XIINEh o7z, bYRETITbNZRAE O ORKE (F2) it
D LKA L, R 94~98%, FRREEE97~99% TH-o72. ZHHIEGDH - b ¥ UREDKSE - HREZ |
o TV F 72 NAAT OfERZ RS & i L2583, KT - JFRE L 312 NAAT Y GDH Mtk &
D OEN Tz (NAAT @ BEEE 99.1%, FFHEE 98.9% vs GDH : J&EE 83.8%, 4FHLEE 94.5%)".

—H, FEFT UL NAAT 217\, b2 VIREORKRO ADERRMNIZ RIS N BIRE 2 H 5 &, bF
¥V (=)/NAAT (+) OBEZETO TFTHRIEROMHORIAfFEIE M F >~ (+)/NAAT (+) XDEREICHE»L-72D
oD 2Hvs3H), F¥FT¥y (-)/NAAT (—) LidEz#ohhrorz. T2, bF¥ ¥ (-)/NAAT (+) O
BEE, PRIV (+)/NAAT (+) OBF LB L THEIC CDI BEAPIHEDS A% < (0% vs 7.6%), 30 H CDI
MBS A I A 5 72 (06% vs 84%) (F£3).

TIEAREBHTO CDIZHNICHT 253D, BHEORIEREA T T4 N5 & AMERFEARED b F >~
AR E 22 ) 3, —FTNAAT OB AL X 0 EMEIEEEEHECTO CDI AW 2 f5clinL 2. LaL
AL, b &b L THOTIERNT P IHERECEA, PORLEREE 2T AREPEIMEL T2 BB Tk (15~
80% vs MWHIABEEHE, <5%), CDI & 1 b3 CDI FHIEDZ  BigE S (CDI, 5~25% vs U RIGH B L 72
FEREINE THIRE, 70~90%)", T2 DX HBERTIZ C difficile DEAERSLEHWY., 20720, NAAT THHIH
L7z a2id, & BE TOIE CDI THIE & O OFEEMEIRIH I TR0,

T b 7L A 22815 NAAT OFHEIZOWTIE, XM HLVIETATFITFA v 7 L2 —I13R475
v, L LAAS, NAAT OFFER2H LIEMINLT I I T LA 2%, PFRIUVREDADFMTY I 2L —
Ya v LA, M TE CORVIERDAE L 72 REEL S S hTwvw s,

4. P MALERICHTEIET > ADE
B.

5. mDEED

PEBERFMM O HE & U TR e ez, 72 & ONIZ CDI ORI ZW O W N 2 R ILIC L2 A 1B VT,
NAAT BN IR LR RE 2R

FIEAETIE NAAT 12 CDI OREZ ) L &8 5.

T M7 LA 7 EORE, NAAT & C. difficile MIBEKEZ M L35, ZLO»HI79) 2 & TREIOMEATE,
P 7 RIS D 7R A3 5 W FEMED D 5.
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xR 1. NAAT OMRERMEICEIDVYATITrvIlLEa1—"

XIBROFED
HEE FEATIRZR 2K R HEE*
Crobach 51 4 91 (86~100) 96 (95~100)
Deshpande 52 19 90 (88~91) 96 (96~97)
O’Horo 5% 25 92 (91~94) 94 (94~95)
*h1v JIRISEEE

F2. ENTOMHRICHITD NAAT DFFHEDT &8
REE B’Eg  BE REE BMHRRER EHRhE

Tojo 58 69 96.7 97.4 ND ND
Kosai 54 118 939 965 91.2 97.6
Morinaga 55 231 98.1 989 96.3 99.4

X 3. REBEREEKREBRLEDRSEE

rF 2V (H)/NAAT(+) B+ (=)/NAAT(+) bF2 2 (—)/NAAT(-) P&
CDI &S HIE 7.6% 0.0% 0.3% <0.001
CDI B8iE 30 HASEL 8.4% 0.6% 0.3% <0.001

6. & EIERA) OxLH

NAAT 2B tEZ R LT M F ¥ DRk E 2 2B TIlE, I CDIRER & & D S 2 WiRKE#EZR L, NAAT ©
HTORIMITBRZWT & 7% HREVED D 5.

RIEAETEREESR LI CDI THIEDOEIHC LD, NAAT ORI RV RETED D 5.

7. & (BH) 0Ly
NAAT 2479 2 &2 &Y, BHEDHMT 2.

8. FFEEEDINT L XIZDOWVT
WL EREED, ENEE LMD (E2ElT 57200 TV ARARLTWDS).
72720, T N7 LA 7R E ENFESED, ehEL LS.

9. ANARBELERIXb
PSRRI 5 %

10. AR ADEITRIREM:
NAAT OMAARG AL S i, FETTETH 5.

1. BFE Rk AXT 1D - ERICEAELI ELEBDNATH B H ?
W5,

12. BEYT3MDBEHA KT 1 2ICH T BHEE

IDSA/SHEA %4 K54 ¥ (2017 4F) : NAAT il 5 W IZBERE 7 v T XA 00— e LCH RS 2. 7
2 F T LA ZWECBY 5 NAAT Otik% L.

IDSA FHIFES A K54 ¥ (201748)  S#IR o —> & LTHIES 5. C. difficile 77 b 7L 4 7 BIZ51F 5 NAAT

EIHE MRS 2% 6T



833

O AR L (72720, BGEMETHRIET 7 7 L A 7 RGO 5 RMA P 2 R R 26 T H BB 2 3389 5 & v ) il
Bixdh ).

ESCMID #'4 K5 4 » update (2016 4F) : @Rk D—> & UCHeIET 2 (72771, Bkt o723BE6TH MY
Y EIA TMy ¥ VBt 2R, b VOSBRI REZER LZHT2). 77 b7 LA ZRO5 T4
BB S A €Y 720 TORIRD A.

American College of Gastroenterology 7’4 K5 4 » (2013 4F) : R & LT RS A 77 b7 LA
ZWEZBIF A NAAT oit#iz L.
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CQ:NXAMIAYT (Fbx> > Bifk) (CX5 CDIOBFRMEIIHEZQZH?

Hedg o "X by AT FUMF LY BHK) (&5 CDI OFFEIGHIRIRIEED STWwAA, CDIHEREY 22

DR EFIZB WL, TR RS R, —J, CDIOWHIEY X7 DEwEFIZHB Tk CDI O Fasii]

ZHWE L72RZXT b7 A< 7O %255 M35 5.

CDI D3 A7 W EEITB W TIE, FfikdE O —FBEOEI ) FEFHIER L72) 2T, CDI OF#H

W& HME LT CDI EH#ERHEHHRIIARZT M7 A T 20T 52 25 3T 5.

HERORES g5 HERET .

AV b :RZT M7 AT TICE 5T CDI OFRIFNIEETH 525, ARHESRE CDI BB ICBWTHIE) A7 0

Wi (CDIMEREO D 5 B, 65l Lo, MEAEBYE, i CDIEH) ~o&kb5 255 RS S

BbOTHL. VAZOLRVEFIIH LA G ZHERT L2H0TE R, T2, RESZHE LBV TEAZEHE

A S N EEA IR AE O — TSRS MEFE (T2 ICHEL, BHIhLIRETHS.

% S O —FRCIEAC PR O

ABAOMANY 725 T, FIEELEIHED ) A2 BB IOAN) T T A - T4 74 VIVERHEEZ R E T

6Ck.$@%@ﬁmﬁﬁtofm ROTHSFETO) HEEMUT S DO % LRI IE R EMIC TR L,
IR 251203, EEMUIHRDO Y A7 BEw el L-BHA2ERkT A28, 428, 66l EThs

t NiZ#Z: 2 ML T OB S 5 Z & OARTITIIEL IO ) A 7 25@n L IEFE0 5w,

TIEAATIRE

EIEOZTA M) T h - T4 T4 ¥ IVEYE

IR (VAR A 7027, 078 i 244) ~D &Y

W7 3 [\ LL o BEA R

ZOMOIHIZ X Y TIEILIHTRDO ) A 7 HE0 E BT & 24548

S AN N

. HEBLUXRCQOEEE

anwﬁ“i,m KBS BV CFROBALRFIRBEROVFE 2D W Hb. Nravf iy ba=
F) =2 & 5 T CDI DEFEMTONIHE, —EOBETHREEZRITILIMONTYS. L LA2S, CDI
DEFTHCSNDE N A A TR A POy — VORI EICET 27 2132 L <, CDI D%
PHEEMEL, XX b2 A7 GibF TV BHUE) 2HVAREPRETOERDLID 5.

2. PICO
P (&%) : CDI &,
I (4 A) : CDIIGHEEEFIN SN Z TR AT b 7 A3 7085
C (XHER) : CDI iBHEHESTRIE D A OFE G-
O (77 A a): F%Y A7 W15 CDI OFF5EHE (IR .

3. IETZNEHN

FEYUBIEATAREBNAZIEFT AL LT, PFY VA XD S EELAEEZHE, BMCBERERP 4T
OISR EZFIZRI T EAMEINTVLY. T2, MRV oOmEMEHUAD CDI FF - EHICBI 5 5%HE
ZIRE L72RABRICBWT, XA0 b7 A T3 EIEIRE X OBEREICHERITH - 725%, Actoxumab (L b F >
¥ AHUR) (C difficile b %2 ¥ AT 37 2 a—F VPR, EIRRKR) HHTRIAMEZ RS o/l &
PR S TWwB2.

WRW LT AL LT, XA0 b7 A7 OF THBKRABICET 277 e RER 2 v iEn»s, b
¥V BISxHT PR FIENE CDI Oy L7237 CHh 5 S AR SN, F72, [IEA O EFIE R 4 T AHER
IR BT, CDIEHEBRBESRICHH T2 L TR 7 A< 70 CDI R EATR E N, o
X MODIFY I il MODIFY I iRERD 2 D OMAELALHEN S YD, WIhORBRTH XA 7 A~ TH#HY:
HTE 7R R L CHEZBHEAHRIEZ R L7 (MODIFY I ¥ 1 17% vs 28%, MODIFY I 3¢
H 1 16% vs 26%). 2 D0REED 9 B MODIFY 1 i Tl Actoxumab HiJliC O RIS INHIRN 5 % Wi Lf:fﬁ%@’ﬁl
Bz < (26% vs 28%), FWREBCHET L7z b7 A< 7 HAlE Actoxumab §F F#E D FEISPIHIAD H 12
ENRABRLNL o722 EHh S (MODIFY I H3% : 17% vs 16%, MODIFY IIH3E#% : 16% vs 15%), NA W ]\ 7
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xR 1. BOEHR CDI BREROES LUBER™YAJETE

TSEREANIORI AT YU R IETE
(1 b+ B i) B CDI BREDZE (%) (%)
CDI B{EEd b —16.1% —39.2%
65 m LDEEmE —16.0% —50.9%
REAEERE —12.8% —46.8%
I CDI & —-11.7% —52.4%
#@ER (UIRY 7027, 078 Ffcld 244) —10.6% —33.0%

A T HAMT CDI O HFEMHATREE & 2 b,

CDIRRICHT ATy AL LT, BAEROD L BHE, HEEICE VT CDI ORBRI RN 2 & R nE)s
CDI OBRFEZ T Z EPMEShTnw a7,

CDI OFFICB L CTid, NZAu F 7 A= 708 MHERKRABRICB VT, CDIHEREY A7 BHEEZ LN BER
EXNRICH T TN = TRIBEREIN TS, WY A 7HIE, CDIMAEROD 5 BHE, 65U LomEkE, @
PEAREBH, Zar AT 72X B HJE CDIEH, C.difficile MaRERIEAFHIZE SN, ZOHE wihoyT
TN —THIZB VT D CDI OFFEROWA PO L7z (£ 1).

NZ0 k7 2= 7O MHERRBED S B, HAS 51X MODIFY T#RBRICBWT 35 iz H Ty b —hh S
NTBY, BHIOHRNBEEIEFINY, AFERIZMODIFY D#REEICBITE HARANY T 70N — THATiERE L
THESNTBY, XA b7 A9 TPHARANIBT 2 TR CDI OF 72 R EHGRIRE L 2 ) 25 2 LA7RENT
WY KRBT, CDIASSWI S, 200, BEHEFIRNSEGER AR S N2 BE 2 3 R E T 3k M e 2L — &
BWRT 7 AR e LT3R (D77 £ REE, @21 b7 27710 mg/kg#if, X200 k7 22710 mg/
kg + Actoxumab 10 mg/kg #) @ CDI #53% JWEHN L7, EEFHIEE TH 2 ¥V — FORKHEIC
Wz TS 128 O CDI FHRIZ, X0 b7 A THIZBVWTHRAPED SN (N"Xa b7 A< 7H
21%, 7J b AREE : 46%, P=00393).

4. 7IMALERICHTEIIET > ANDE
A.

5. #OFEED
N2 h 7 A7 OHGIZL ) CDI OFFRFRITAEIZEKT L.

6. £ REIEA) DXL
NRAA M7 ART ORI X A ELRENERL, B 86 (1.0%), 8 6 B (08%) B XU 54 (06%) T
Hole.

7. E (BHE) 0xEd
B EHE T, BEO QOL ICHT 2B R, —F T, BEMDD, FEEFERFENZBIED S OMEH
PVETHA.

8. FIXEEDNT L ZIZDOWNT
T a M0 BT REEOH HTFEY A7 DEWEFIZBWTIE, #W2vE% L5,

9. ANACHELRERIX b
CDI FRHEAHEPUR R I BN TR G5 57280, FEHIa 2 D HHINT 5.

10. AN ADEITRIREM
EHWRETH .

EIHE MRS 2% 6T



11.
E

12.
20

ik

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)
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BE-FE - AAT DIV - ERCTEHEIBRESINATHZH?
HRWN

BET 2MDBELARNTA U ICHITHHR
18 4F 8 J I pi TRiHIE 7\,

Carter G P, Chakravorty A, Pham Nguyen T A, Mileto S, Schreiber F, Li L, et al : Defining the roles of TcdA
and TcdB in localized gastrointestinal disease, systemic organ damage, and the host response during Clos-
tridium difficile infections. MBio 2015 : 6 : €00551

Steele J, Mukherjee J, Parry N, Tzipori S : Antibody against TcdB, but not TcdA, prevents development of
gastrointestinal and systemic Clostridium difficile disease. ] Infect Dis 2013 : 207 : 323-30

Gupta S B, Mehta V, Dubberke E R, Zhao X, Dorr M B, Guris D, et al : Antibodies to toxin B are protective
against Clostridium difficile infection recurrence. Clin Infect Dis 2016 : 63 : 730-4

Wilcox M H, Gerding D N, Poxton I R, Kelly C, Nathan R, Birch T, et al : Bezlotoxumab for prevention of
recurrent Clostridium difficile infection. N Engl J Med 2017 ; 376 : 305-17

Kelly C P : Can we identify patients at high risk of recurrent Clostridium difficile infection? Clin Microbiol Infect
2012 ; 18 (Suppl 6) : 21-7

Louie T ], Miller M A, Crook D W, Lentnek A, Bernard L, High K P, et al : Effect of age on treatment outcomes
in Clostridium difficile infection. ] Am Geriatr Soc 2013 ; 61 : 222-30

Shin J H, High K P, Warren C A : Older is not wiser, immunologically speaking : Effect of aging on host
response to Clostridium difficile infections. ] Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci 2016 ; 71 : 916-22
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CQ: 714 48xVTAI ¥R CDIBEDVAERLL THERAIANEH,?

Hedg: 74 ¥ F U~ A 2 v OEPNCDLEZ I LFEM S 2 EPEE MAHRRERIC B W, AR EMEE (FAS)
ThAHRMERRE TNy A< A 2 T 2IFERBGES N T Rnzo, A LEw L 25 HERT 5. /2
L, 74 5%V A UL, 5 CDIEZICBWT, CDI OFZEMHIE X BRI L TERLTWE Z &8
RENTBY, ENCDIEFZICBWTOEERIINya~v 4 vy L) I, BEHEREIN Ny a4 10
Frolz. FDDH, HHEY A7 OEmCEETIIMNNAHEEL L THRTE 5.

WIROBS ALV L2 HERT 225 R A7 OBEVWEETIIMINGERE LToH b B sns.
AV T4 TFRIRA T OWIMETM2 R B LY A7~ T4 v 7 L2 —X ), s CDIERFZIZBW
T, AMOZFY =V BIUONYaAA IV ERBLT T4 73V A Y UDBAEICCDI OFRZIH L, EHhEHE
P2 EWT 52RO LNTVD,

1. EREHLVEXCQNEEE

NARA Y URAMAZF Y= )IZ K 5T CDI DREIITONIHE, —EDEATCDLIEERT S I &2
bNTWwa. ZLT, CDI DS, BRBAGICBWTFROEAREREHROV T L 2D 0HE. 745
FVURA T VIECDIICH T 2 RWIRIERDOAZL BT, HREIHDE X CHEMAEF IS LERLTWS 2 06, 745
FURA TV ENCDEREPRET 2 EHELD 5.

2. PICO
P (%) : CDI .
I UrA) 748 Fv<4 Y rofkh.
C (i) : Aba=Fy—E@dnrass s roks.
O (7% F#2): CDI OF%E.

3. IEF>ZADEH

T4 XV T OEPNE MRS X W7 A 2 38& (003 3BRB £ 08004 :A5%) 53 5. ENE AR
ARERICBNT T 45X~ A T VBIEFAS ThHAIBRWMIFETN Y I~ A4 2 ST AIEFBHIEIMFE SN TV 2
WHOOD, BREFIINITA T I HEL, REMREREIANV AL XD Er o7 (RDY. £, i
MMETIA 2 RERICBWT, TATFVA T VBIIN Y a~ A VUL L CERERICBWTIESHI R I N T
BY, AREICHIERPKL, BEMERERIE» o7 (£2)57.

FRICHRRICE LT, VB TTH 2 RO PEAFNTICB VT, CDI OBEERE (37 HELPIZ 1) 23 % B
WCBWTH, 74 5F V<A T VIARICTRZHHE Lz (F3)Y. RBESERS IR G 2D - -5
TOBRBRIL, 74 VXA vBHTEN AL D VLB L THEICE , SEBF CHREER G235 -
TR O FERIIAEI A o7 (FEDY. T2, YATFITFA v 7L Ea—2XY), 74 5FIULT 0, N
YARA TV BIPA MO =T Y =D IEHNOLEET S 724ER, 74 5F V<A T VOFRERIL, NravxAo
VUBIOA MOV B L CTHEREICEN o 72 (365)°.

4. 7IMALERICKHTEIIET > ADE
A.

5. ZOxEDH

T4 XA T L, WHVETM 2T, N a<A ¥V ICHRCDIERERICBWCIESESRIE I TB
D, AEICHEREMEL, BEMEFENE2 o2 T2, BRSEITHRBRICB W TIESTEIRIESNR TV RWwL O
DT L FFXFVTA Y VOEBRBHEHRRIINY <4 2 VI ERTE L, FREMED - 72,

6. £ (BMEA) Ox&H

TATFIIA T OGS E ) wAVETA 2 BT SNz ERFIEH (1% ME) &, L, EEB Lo
R CTH - 72", F72ENE THRETRO SN 25 PIkicwiz o ZEEHIIEY:, 288 X OLEdE (Wih
b 1%) ThHo72".

EIHE MRS 2% 6T



K1 T«49FVIAY VERFIERBROBMIEICET DHER

— T45FYIYRAIVEE I\ VEE =
RTNSSEE SRS /N (%) /N (%) (95% {EER)
Saps —44
SRR 87/104 (837)  95/108(880)  _,5% 50)
. -49
FAS BRE 17/87 (19.5) 24/95 (253) (_157 70)
B < 1.2
SRS ER 70/104 (67.3)  71/108(657) (173757
SEE 81/91 (89.0) 88/96 (91.7) pES
= ' ' (=11.3,6.0)
. -66
PPS BRE 12/75 (16.0) 21/87 (241) 138 54)
g = 3.9
SRS R 63/85 (74.1) 66/95 (695) _g1 1g8)
K2 T49FYIAIVBNELE 2 HBROBMEICRET 2HER
— TAFEIRAIVEE  NVOATAVUE
FATNSRE SRR /N (%) /N (%) Pia
003 &k
SR 253/287 (88.2) 265/309 (85.8) -
miTT BRE 39/253 (15.4) 67/265 (25.3) 0.005
ARME  214/287 (746) 198/309(64.1)  0.006
004 =&
B 221/252 (87.7) 223/257 (86.8) -
miTT BRE 28/221 (12.7)  60/223 (26.9) 0.0002
AEMESE  193/252 (76.6) 163/257(63.4)  0.001

#&3. CDIEIEZEICBIIDCDIBRE Js9FYIAIUEH

vs NV IRA Y VEE (HHEHET)

T4 FFIYRAIVEE I\ A I VB P
n/N (%) n/N (%)

CDI BtfEEd D 13/66 (19.7) 22/62 (35.5) 0.045

7. & (B#E) 0xEd
N TIXEIEMO 720, RERFNLRBIE,SOBRFOVLETHL L EINS.

8. FIFEEEDINT L XIZDOWVT
FHREY A 7P HWEZIZBWTIE, #$20%E% 5.

9. ANAICHELERIX b
L.

10. AN ADEITHREM
FEHWRETH 5.

1. BE Rk AXT 1 H) - EECTHEIBLEBINATHDH ?
R b0,
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xK4. NEEHARO CDIEEERSLIUBREE J19FVYV
AV vs NVIATA YV VEE (IHERET)

T4 IFYIAI VB A e %

/N (%) /N (%) P8
JRFRER 81/90 (90.00) 81/102 (79.41) 0.04
BRER 15/89 (16.85) 28/96 (29.17) 0.048

RE. YAFIT4wIUVE1—IC&D, T4 9FVYT1IY, I\
VARA Y VBROX FOZS Y —LBERD CDI BHER
DLEE (F v XH)

Atk  95% {SHEXM
TABEIRAY s NYARA DY 0.47 0.34, 0.65
TAHEIRAI U vs XA ROZFY—)L 0.42 0.18,0.96

12. BET2MDEEHA NT1 2 ICHT HHEE

KEOKREEKGGESES (IDSA) B L OKREE#EEES (SHEA) #4594 0Tl, 74 5Fv~4 ¥ Ui,
Nya<A e HIZCDIOWEDB L UCHFERICHERINTWEY,

Wi > ESCMID %A K54 > (20144E) Ti&, 745 ¥F V<4 ¥ »iE, CDIOWFEE X OWMEITESE (7213F
VA7 HY) IFHERE B L ST 5Y,

Xk

1) Mikamo H, Tateda K, Yanagihara K, Kusachi S, Takesue Y, Miki T, et al : Efficacy and safety of fidaxomicin
for the treatment of Clostridioides (Clostridium) difficile infection in a randomized, double-blind, comparative
Phase III study in Japan. J Infect Chemother 2018 : S1341-321X (18) 30157-0

2) Louie T J, Miller M A, Mullane K M, Weiss K, Lentnek A, Golan Y, et al : Fidaxomicin versus Vancomycin
for Clostridium difficile Infection. N Engl J Med 2011 : 364 : 422-31

3) Cornely O A, Crook D W, Esposito R, Poirier A, Somero M S, Weiss K, et al : Fidaxomicin versus vancomycin
for infection with Clostridium difficile in Europe, Canada, and the USA : a double-blind, non-inferiority, ran-
domised controlled trial. Lancet Infect Dis 2012 ; 12 : 281-9

4) Cornely O A, Miller M A, Louie T J, Crook D W, Gorbach S L : Treatment of First Recurrence of Clostridium
difficile Infection : Fidaxomicin Versus Vancomycin. Clin Infect Dis 2012 ; 55 (Suppl 2) : S154-61

5) Mullane K M, Miller M A, Weiss K, Lentnek A, Golan Y, Sears P S, et al : Efficacy of Fidaxomicin Versus
Vancomycin as Therapy for Clostridium difficile Infection in Individuals Taking Concomitant Antibiotics for
Other Concurrent Infections. Clin Infect Dis 2011 ; 53 : 440-7

6) Cornely O A, Nathwani D, Ivanescu C, Odufowora-Sita O, Retsa P, Odeyemi I A : Clinical efficacy of fidaxomi-
cin compared with vancomycin and metronidazole in Clostridium difficile infections : a meta-analysis and indi-
rect treatment comparison. ] Antimicrob Chemother 2014 ; 69 : 2892-900

7) DIFICLIR™ (fidaxomicin) Summary of Product Characteristics (SmPC) for European Union, 2016

8) McDonald L C, Gerding D N, Johnson S, Bakken ] S, Carroll K C, Coffin S E, et al : Clinical Practice Guidelines
for Clostridium difficile Infection in Adults and Children : 2017 Update by the Infectious Diseases Society of
America (IDSA) and Society for Healthcare Epidemiology of America (SHEA). Clin Infect Dis 2018 ; 66 :
el-48

9) Debast S B, Bauer M P, Kuijper E ] : European Society of Clinical Microbiology and Infectious Diseases :
European Society of Clinical Microbiology and Infectious Diseases : update of the treatment guidance docu-
ment for Clostridium difficile infection. Clin Microbiol Infect 2014 ; 20 (Suppl 2) : 1-26
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CQ: 7T MTLAVBEILHTIRANBREDICT 1 4XVYIAD L DBREIFER»?

HESE  BENIEGSS SROBR D S, BRI RS EE TH 5720, §5<HERET 5

HERORE ;ST 5.

I A 2 & CDI BEDWHEHRME T HROEME PO C. difficile FNEAS, Wrax A I VBERBLTTIA ¥ F VU
VHETRELBATAIE, B 74 5FV~<A ¥ Ik BBNBREH RO EZ R LIZHLDH 5.

1. HEHLUVEXCQNEEE

C. difficile (33 ME KT 5 720, SIEGEEREO ARBE DL . FMEBEFEORNEREET L FIIRE RN
BT 5. CDLIZ FH 2 FIERE 35729, CDI 255 L2 561E, FEZ I U CHlRGs R 217y, gy
PRICERETHALEND L. 714 5F V<4 1%, CDLEERICBIT 2R MEFROFIERA, BLOWEORE
PR HmE SN TBY, BEBIUORENRRISE U TG 2T 2 B#05H 5.

2. PICO
P (%) : CDI .
I v A) 74 5FU~< 42 s
C GRIR) : 2 b= —VFi@dNravf v o,
O (7% b7 2) : CDI BHTO C. difficile DFEAEHIERIERA B X OIRE TORBIRD

3. IEF>ZDEH

YRR AT & JEE M EAILAERIC L 0, CDI W3S EHE OEB TR 2 BB H oM R C. difficile R BV
T, 748X IS4 UBEINV A< D UBERERLT, L0ELDBETR=AF5L VR LOBIHFRD LN
72 (67% vs 14% : P=002) (F1)".

F/, Abdu=FU—vFE@dnNva~cS oG AREH 66 N (2012F4~9H) &, 74 F5F AT
HABEEF 68 A (20124E 10 H~20144:6 H) OIRRIZBNWT, 74 ¥F VA Yy oA tu=yy— I
Ny v UREE WK L THEIC C. difficile DR > 72 (36.8% vs 57.6% 1 P=0.02) (F£2)”.

4. 7IMALERICHTEIIET > ADE
C.

5. MDFEHD

WA v G EHELT, 745 F V<A 2 YRGS EMDO C difficile 2FRBDH WA L7z,
o, AtumFy—vE@3nravf UG ERKLT, 745XV Yy EGICEDIREND C. difficile
B DML 5 72

6. £ BIEA) DxEdH
TAFTXIIA T OFGITE ) HMERREBR TR SN B 2RIER (1% 25 &, EL, ks X OMFE#R
THo727.

7. E (BHE) 0xEH
N TIXEIEM O 720, RERFHRBIE» S OB O ULETH L.

8. FFXEEDINTLZIZDOWVWT
BT S D BS 25, a3 dE % LAl 5.

9. ANAICHELREHIX b
L.
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X 1. CDIBECHIIZaEETER 2 BREOERER C. difficile ZHiat T4 IFVYIAI U vs

YT YR
TAIFIRAIVE NI UE
%) %) P8
C. difficile ZFR3rEAEZDEIE (2 log10CFU/g LA EDiEAY) 67 14 0.02

xR2. ARRZECSITS C. difficile DR
TAFFIYRAYVE (%) APO=FI—W/RVIARAVVE (%) PlE

BitR (ER) 36.8 57.6 0.02
FEEEE (U702 JEmR) 17.3 25.8 0.02

10. FNADEITAHEM
FATRETH 5.

1. BE Rk AXAT 1 H) - EFCTHEI BLEBINATHEH?
R,

12. BETB3MMDBESHA N1 2 ICHTHH#HE
2018 4F: 3 Hp i CREIRIE 22\,

Xk
1) Housman S T, Thabit A K, Kuti J L, Quintiliani R, Nicolau D P : Assessment of Clostridium difficile Burden in
Patients Over Time With First Episode Infection Following Fidaxomicin or Vancomycin. Infect Control Hosp
Epidemiol 2016 ; 37 : 215-8
2) Biswas J S, Patel A, Otter ] A, Wade P, Newsholme W, van Kleef E, et al : Reduction in Clostridium difficile
environmental contamination by hospitalized patients treated with fidaxomicin. ] Hosp Infect 2015 ; 90 :
267-70
3) DIFICLIR™ (fidaxomicin) Summary of Product Characteristics (SmPC) for European Union, 2016
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CQ: FEEREBREICHTS COIDFHICTONSAFT ¢ 7 ARFIFRADL ?

#32 : CDIOFHEY A7 2T HBHIIBWT, Tund + 74 7 ZBAN L 2 FHi2iE3E5 2%

HIEOMS - ERT 2 2 & 255 <HEET 2.

TRV b AL, PURSER S SO CDIDSIEY R 2 2 F T 2 BENO TN F 7 4 7 ABFH OV F— 12
FGFHERL AL T TTR RV OO, FEBNIZ L DV RAEWICHRGERETLI L LT 5.

1. ERBLVERCQNEEE

TuUNAFT 47 A3 EEICAERGEHZ S0 TAZMEY] EERSNDIHEAITH L. TunNf 74
7 ZBFNE, BNHIRGE DS RMEOMF 2 STUERIC LD, PRERG I X 2 BENMREORD 2 1) CDI 2 &
DU E THE (AAD) (S LTI EAT S 2 EAREN TS, CDIDOFRICTaNA + 7 4 7 2852 H
WHNL PR B BERYD 5.

2. PICO
P (B%) : CDIRIED Y A 7 2473 % ¥
I v A) - 7ang F 74 7 ZRAOPS.
C GaIR) + FanNA F 7 4 7 ZBHOPH- 750,
O (7Y +# &) : CDIZHEDTF B

3. IETZXNEH

RKCQUEDHDLHERNZIET AL LT, CODIOTFHIZET 232 5L Ea—TIERCTIZL S 3L #HIZD
W, 7T EFRRETIZA40%, TaNAF T4 7 ARGHETIE15% 12 CDIF AL, Fung +7 4 7 Z8H o$
512X ) CDI o FAED WA (RR 040 : 95% CI 0.30~052) 5 &M ENTnwaY. T/, WL § 5 CDI DFAE
5% A5 13FHTIX, T ¥ =TI 116% I LT, a4 4754 7 ZABIF31% & L s (RR
0.30 : 95% CI 0.21~042) 23AbN/zE LT 5.

=77, Tangx 717 ARFNZHET L kEHE, CDI ORISR T, W55 Saccharomyces boulardii, Lac-
tobacillus rhamnosus, Lactobacillus acidophilus, Lactobacillus casei, Clostridium butyricum, Bifidobacterium bifidum 7% &
DOWHRLHHK, WERFASEIIETHY, BRI TR IET VP ATELRWI EIHET 2 LEND 5.

S. boulardii 1%, CDIIZRF 2% < OFMUEZRIMAPITHONTRL I EITMAT, TNLPSMERES T —
TIVIEGE % EOERMIEDWEH D VY, FEAEEF R WEAEIIIHE IR G T 2L ED D 5.

5o CDLIZET 2HENHIIMA T, AAD RBENMEEZEOLE R L2 SO MEDNASNS. C. butyricum 1,
C. difficile D3RO %33 X OBEGl 2 JIHl L, Helicobacter pylori O BRI BT M Tlda v bu— L It
LT, WEHAIERBOMER S X OTREIRZ SCEEITRAD w2 L HE S Tn Y.

4. P IMHLERKICHTIIET > ZANDE
B.

5. BDEED
TaNA FF 4 7 AR EHRET B EICEY, CDIORERDKTHAASNS.

6. E BMER) DxL

TaNA F T4 7 ABAE—BTH R ENEE AT 5. WEAERETE, FRICHMEORENASNS
CICRHBTHVEDND L. BWEREENG L L7z L acidophilus % O 6 FD 70 NA 7 4 7 A% W7 kd T
X, ARICBE RIS X ORCEROBMAALN Iz LHRESN TS,

7. E (BfE) 0FEH
LAl T ) BE~ORAHID 40,
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8. FIFXEEDNT L ZIZDOWNT
CDIZIEY A2 24T HBEICBVTIE, #EL LS.

9. ANAICKHELEEIX
BHNE LCOEHFEI A MMIBET L OO TH 5.

10. AN ADEITRIREM
FEHARETH 5.

1. BFE Rk AXT 1D - ERICEAELI ELEBDNATH B H ?
W5,

12. BEETI3MDBEHARNTAICEH T HHE
HATI, CDIICBWTTu Nt 547 ZHHNZLY, BRNMEZEORBIZET S ELTWDEY. DK Y
£ K54 2T, CDIDFPHICIZITEF Y 23+ TRAEVWE LT FLLERI N TV,

Xk

1) Goldenberg J Z, Yap C, Lytvyn L, Lo C K, Beardsley J, Mertz D, et al : Probiotics for the prevention of Clos-
tridium difficile-associated diarrhea in adults and children. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2017 : 12 : CD006095

2) Roy U, Jessani L G, Rudramurthy S M, Gopalakrishnan R, Dutta S, Chakravarty C, et al : Seven cases of Sac-
charomyces fungaemia related to use of probiotics. Mycoses 2017 ; 60 - 375-80

3) Woo T D, Oka K, Takahashi M, Hojo F, Osaki T, Hanawa T, et al : Inhibition of the cytotoxic effect of Clos-
tridium difficile in vitro by Clostridium butyricum MIY AIRI 588 strain. ] Med Microbiol 2011 : 60 : 1617-25

4) Shimbo I, Yamaguchi T, Odaka T, Nakajima K, Koide A, Koyama H, et al : Effect of Clostridium butyricum on
fecal flora in Helicobacter pylori eradication therapy. World J Gastroenterol 2005 : 11 : 7520-4

5) Besselink M G, van Santvoort H C, Buskens E, Boermeester M A, van Goor H, Timmerman H M, et al : Pro-
biotic prophylaxis in predicted severe acute pancreatitis : a randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial.
Lancet 2008 ; 371 : 6519

6) Japanese Society of Chemotherapy Committee on guidelines for treatment of anaerobic infections ; Japanese
Association for Anaerobic Infection Research : Chapter 2-12-7. Anaerobic infections (individual fields) :
antibiotic-associated diarrhea and enterocolitis. ] Infect Chemother 2011 ; 17 (Suppl 1) : 137-9
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CQ: 7aNnA # 7« 7 A&EIL CDI OEEIH C. difficile BEOHRAEELE L THERAD?

Hedg o TanNg 7 4 7 ZBHNE CDI DBEHFICAR E T 50T Ty AEA LN,

HERRDIRE - FEf L w2 & 2 HERRT 5.

I AV b ARHEREE CDI O HAREHR & LT 7 unNg 7 4 7 ABK Z RS L v, AT, @ OPLC. difficile 3
WCTaNAF T4 7 AR AT S L E2BET ST L TERW.

1. BEBLUFRCQNEEE

TUNAFT 47 A [EEICERRERHZ b 20T A MAEY ] L ERENLIBRTHL. Tuntti4
7 ZABHNE, WPIHIE#E O L EOMER 2 SLUEEIC L ), PRI G2 X 2 PR 3 0 A % £F 9 Pui SE R
THIIE (AAD) R CDLICH L CRIRZ AT L2 EARENT WAL, EBICTuNA F 57 4 7 2A8HNE, CDI S
RPBRE L THRGTA2E0H Y, CDI 2R L72BE I L THMPBRT 2 EBH# LD 5.

2. PICO
P (%) : CDI .
I v A) - 7Fang F 574 7 ZRAOHS.
C GR) : Fung F 7 1 7 AMHOPG-H 0.
O (7 h# &) @ CDI DIERDIT.

3. IEFCADENH

RCQUEPPDIHKNLZIEFT VAL LT, NravA vy LLFA va=y = W2k 280 C difficile i
WS, S. boulardii OPEMIZEI T % RCT TIIHABITHED (RR 0435 95% C10.20~097) L 32HEHH2H00D,
WHEEERFICAH &3 232 2 wodrgliRTcdh 5",

CDI &7z AAD IZBT 2HETTIE, 31D A% 75 ) Y AICBWTEIED FHRIEEIHRD (RR 052 ; 95% CI
036~0.75) T 5 L OHiEEH 52, PEOWME %5, CDIDEHICE L TN, 7 4 7 Z8%H) % H\v/2 RCT
T, CDLICHED FRIAAREICHA L L@iE SN Tna?,

F7:, CDIDEK & & 2 MRERG S 70N, F 7 4 7 ABKNOHGHIBEDZ 4 I V7128 T 5 19D 2
7F) T ACBWT, PLRHERG 25 TN, F 7 4 7 ZARABIEDY 1~2 HTlE RR 032 (95% CI 0.22~048), 3
~7 HTIE RR 070 (95% CI 040~123) L#HMEEINTWBEY. LizdoT, 7ung F5 14 7 A8 Z2%53 5
HiE, XVRM2rOBEGTLEIEVLETHD.

[CQ: WK EGBE BT S CDIOFRICTa N, 5 4 7 ZABHNIA M ? ] LRI, 7ot r54 72
ZBHNC T 2 MEHE, CDIOER, He LN HERHE, WESIFSTTHLILICHETIVLEND 5.

4. I M ALERICKHTEIIET > ANDE
C.

5. ®NEED
TUuUNAF T4 7 AMHA G TLILI2E), TETFYRE TS TEZVD OO, CDI DFEROERA A 51
52 LTSNS,

6. E BMER) DxL

TaNA F T4 7 ABAE—BTH R ENEE AT 5. WEAERETE, FRICHMEORENASNS
CIRBETHLEND D, BVEREREZ SR L U7z Lactobacillus acidophilus 7% £ 6 D 70N 4 F 7 4 7 A%
eI, ARCHEIRID X ORTROWMABA Sz L ME SN TS,

7. & (BE) LY
LAl T ) BE~ORAHID 40,
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8. FIFXEEDNT L ZIZDOWNT
CDI BEIIBWTIE, A3 EL L5,

9. ANAICKHELEEIX
BHNE LCOEHFEI A MMIBET L OO TH 5.

10. AN ADEITRIREM
FEHARETH 5.

1. BFE Rk AXT 1D - ERICEAELI ELEBDNATH B H ?
W5,

12. BEETI3MDBEHARNTAICEH T HHE
HATIE, CDLIZBWTT e, 7427 ZH-ANCKY), BHNMHEONELZET S L L TW5EY. HOET A
K54 >Tid, CDIDEBICIZTEF Y 235 TidawE LTET LRI TV,

Xk

1) Pillai A, Nelson R : Probiotics for treatment of Clostridium difficile-associated colitis in adults. Cochrane Database
Syst Rev 2008 ; 1 : CD004611

2) Hempel S, Newberry S J, Maher A R, Wang Z, Miles J N, Shanman R, et al : Probiotics for the prevention and
treatment of antibiotic-associated diarrhea : a systematic review and meta-analysis. JAMA 2012 ; 307 :
1959-69

3) Barker A K, Duster M, Valentine S, Hess T, Archbald-Pannone L, Guerrant R, et al: A randomized controlled
trial of probiotics for Clostridium difficile infection in adults (PICO). J Antimicrob Chemother 2017 ; 72 :
3177-80

4) Shen N T, Maw A, Tmanova L L, Pino A, Ancy K, Crawford C V, et al : Timely Use of Probiotics in Hospital-
ized Adults Prevents Clostridium difficile Infection : A Systematic Review With Meta-Regression Analysis.
Gastroenterology 2017 ; 152 : 1889-900.e9

5) Besselink M G, van Santvoort H C, Buskens E, Boermeester M A, van Goor H, Timmerman H M, et al : Pro-
biotic prophylaxis in predicted severe acute pancreatitis : a randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial.
Lancet 2008 : 371 : 651-9

6) Japanese Society of Chemotherapy Committee on guidelines for treatment of anaerobic infections : Japanese
Association for Anaerobic Infection Research : Chapter 2-12-7. Anaerobic infections (individual fields) :
antibiotic-associated diarrhea and enterocolitis. ] Infect Chemother 2011 ; 17 (Suppl 1) : 137-9
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CQ: 7AaNnAa #F7+17 AWHL CDIAEEDBREFHTHH?

H2E - TaNAF T 4 7 ARG CDI OFFEFHICHE SN L ORI T Y AdA LN,

OB S + FEEL 2T L2 HERT 5.

aX Y ARSI CDI OB TR E LTTanNg F 7 4 7 AWH oG 23T 5 0 TE R, —J, CDI®
BRETHIIZEREDPRONL ODBURTH L Z L9 o, 7uNA F 7 1 7 ABHOKG2MET26 2 LI3TE 5.

1. HEHLUVEXCQNEEE

CDI D313 20% FEEICA LN, BEO QOLIKTB X PEHMEOMKEMNE) Z LMo Twb. HIETH
ELT, AR N VB FNE 7 U—FUHRPBRTH LS00, BIED CDI 2 ZDIE MR ETH
CREHMETH B ENS, CDIDTHIETHIZHME LTTaNA 374 7 28K 2SN L 0HET 5 EH#SD
5.

2. PICO
P (J#%) : CDIFIEDTHRY A 7 2 G5 5 BH.
I v A) - 7ang F 74 7 ZRAOPS.
C GaIR) + FanNA F 7 4 7 ZBHOPH- 750,
O (7Y +# &) : CDI HBROF i

3. IETZXNEH

AKCQ DD IHRNZIET Y AL LT, CDIIIN TN ax A4 v Y iBHEfTo T A EFIZT 7R
L < & Saccharomyces boulardii % $&5- L 7250 Tld, CDI OFHHRIET T £ RBETIL 50%, S. boulardii # Tl 17% (P
=005) THolzLE s Tw5Y. Lactobacillus plantarum 299v % i\ 72MG1Cld, CDI OFRHEIZ T T L R
(& 67%, L. plantarum 299v #13 36.3% (P=037) L#HiE 3 Tw5Y. CDI D7 unNA 7 4 7 ZRFNHT 5 2
57N Y ATEIIICHET S 6 HIZBWT, S. boulardii FED 2 TIEFFEROBLTARD LN DD, 2Ol
D4R TEIBHEFORTIERD SN b o bW I Tn5Y.

4. 7IMALERICHTEIIET > ANDE
B.

5. ¥OEED
—ERD T aINA F T 4 7 ZABHITIE, CDI OFBRKROMEBHSASNS.

6. & (BIER) DFXEH

TUNAF T4 7 ARFNE ISR OREEE AT L. REASEETIE, TRERMEORE VA LND 2
CRETIVLEND D, BVEREREZ SR L U7z Lactobacillus acidophilus 72 £0 6 D 70 NA F 7 4 7 A% Hw
7oBETTIE, ARIBERIILE X O EROBMAA SNz L HESINTNEY,

7. & (BH) 0xEd
ZMTH Y BEANOGAFHIID .

8. FIXEEDNT L ZIZDONT
CDI H3HEZIZBWTIE, #mhE% Ful 5.

9. ANACHELRERIX b
BRELTOERIA MIMTLDODOEMTH 5.

10. AN ADEITRIREM
EHWRETH .
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1M1, BF -FRE - AXT 1D - ERICEHELI EEBINATH2H ?
5w,

12. BETRMOBEHA KM 2 ICH 1T DHELE

HARTIE, CDIIZBWCTTaNA + 7427 ZABHANCIY, BNHEORELETLLLTw5Y. 0L
HARITA T, COIOFRHIZIZTETFT Y A3 Tidhwe LTI LRSI Twiw., WSESO A A K
T4 T, FRIEAEZT BT 2HHEENH L THIINEGRE LTERT L 2 LRI TS (2B, Weak

recommendation, moderate-quality evidence)®.

Xk

1) Surawicz C M, McFarland L V, Greenberg R N, Rubin M, Fekety R, Mulligan M E, et al : The search for a
better treatment for recurrent Clostridium difficile disease : use of high-dose vancomycin combined with Sac-
charomyces boulardii. Clin Infect Dis 2000 ; 31 - 1012-7

2) Wullt M, Hagslatt M L, Odenholt I : Lactobacillus plantarum 299v for treatment of recurrent Clostridium difficile-
associated diarrhea : a double-blind, placebo-controlled trial. Scand ] Infect Dis 2003 ; 35 : 365-7

3) McFarland L V : Meta-analysis of probiotics for the prevention of antibiotic associated diarrhea and the treat-
ment of Clostridium difficile disease. Am ] Gastroenterol 2006 : 101 : 812-22

4) Besselink M G, van Santvoort H C, Buskens E, Boermeester M A, van Goor H, Timmerman H M, et al : Pro-
biotic prophylaxis in predicted severe acute pancreatitis : a randomised, double-blind, placebo-controlled trial.
Lancet 2008 ; 371 : 651-9

5) Japanese Society of Chemotherapy Committee on guidelines for treatment of anaerobic infections ; Japanese
Association for Anaerobic Infection Research : Chapter 2-12-7. Anaerobic infections (individual fields) :
antibiotic-associated diarrhea and enterocolitis. ] Infect Chemother 2011 : 17 (Suppl 1) : 1379

6) Sartelli M, Malangoni M A, Abu-Zidan F M, Griffiths E A, Di Bella S, McFarland L V, et al : WSES guidelines
for management of Clostridium difficile infection in surgical patients. World ] Emerg Surg 2015 ; 10 : 38
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CQ : #{F54E : Fecal Microbiota Transplantation (FMT) B FE%RE L THETEZZH?

HE3E : FMT (Z P50 CDIICH L CEWHFE TR 249 5. EEELE R & TSR & ol TIidh
HPEIEERD RV, —HFINEFTOWTIO RCT QEMAFD D v, F-EELRGERRLOAEIEED S D
DD, FOFAREIIW S TR, REINARZEWTM S LETH L. BT THIMEOAL S > TRIGHEE
224 % 2 2 TE R

HEIROTR S B CARIGHE 255 CHESEL Zov.

1. EEHLVEXCQNEEE

CDI OFHIZOVEICB VT FHRANOTEERLERHBOELE, EHEIA MO LA RESIN T EHELRH]
HTH DY, FIRAHEE LT TERSNTVS FMT &, EEOA A K54 VS THRS R TWA,. EiiER CDI
WCEBEHIHRE SN TVWBETIE, FMTANOHFRENRKEVWLE OO, bAETIRIFLALEIN TV WD
BBURTH 5. DAIETEMT 2 EF%D D 5 O % il 3 2 LER D 5.

2. PICO
P (%) : CDI FI&HERI.
I YrA) : FMT.

C (%}H8) : JE FMT.
O (7 b+ 2) : CDI HITHRIHE.

3. IEFT>ANER

2013 4E LA, FMT B4 5 RCT 2 7t L 272, 209 5 FMT & non FMT & OREEZ T 5720 D98
3TV THhot. TDHIHL—2"EFF—DbDOFMT L HAOMICX 2 HEREOILET, —EEHRTHY T
EFVALRNLVAEEWEEZ SNz 558 X 2 HRTEDE NP, Hlfl & i 2 i L7207
Ho.

CDI 5 FRiRRICOWTIE, 320 RCT IZ X 2MAITORE, AF (P<00001) ([ZEWARIEAGEH S
7o (D).

WP R E 2R TFHEICOWTIE, 2200 RCT DMATAN THEEZRDLVE VIR TH -7 (F
2).

ZEEIZOWTIE, M LZRCT OWFhicBWTd, FMTICEKN LAREELZAEHR I o7, ZNFET
Wt SNTHEFRIL6. 1ITHEET 5.

4. P IMHLERKICHTIIET > ZANDE
HRHEEEWIEFT VALV TIHHENRTWS & LTIV, ZeIizonTIE, SR % < ST R &
ERD.

5. BOE LD
FMT (& CDI 560 L CRIE TR AT 5. T2/, fuEIHIRE, S0HEZ AT 2ER" 125
WTHHAMTH 72 DIREDD 5.

6. £ BIERA) DXL
INFETICHE SN FMT ICERNT2EELAFERRIIUTOLB) THS.
o MifiFEMEY 3 v 712X By
o FHIMEIC X 522 HEY
o FRMEVENT 012 & AR
o TEBIH LE BIL
o J 1A )R fEGE®
FLEETIILVWDIOD, SFIEFLFEFHEPRESIN TS,
o MR - R - BN e

FR304E11 H20H



850

& 1. FMT O CDI BETFIHMRICET ST

FMT non FMT Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% ClI Year 1V, Random, 95% ClI
van Nood E 1 16 19 26 20.6% 0.09[0.01,0.58] 2013—
Cammarota G 2 20 14 19 41.9% 0.14[0.04,0.52] 2015 —
Kelly CR 2 22 9 24 375% 0.24[0.06, 1.00] 2016 &
Total (95% CI) 58 69 100.0% 0.15[0.06, 0.37] el
Total events 5 42
Heterogeneity: Tau?=0.00; Chi>=0.79, df=2 (P=0.67); I*”=0% I } } f
Test for overall effect: Z=4.23 (P<0.0001) 0.01 0.1 1 10 100

Favours FMT Favours non FMT

&2, FMT OSEIREBRTHNRICET DHRSHENR

BRHLEROKS RIS Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Study or Subgroup  Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% ClI Year 1V, Random, 95% CI
Youngster | 10 10 8 10 36.6% 1.24[0.87,1.75] 2014
Kao D 20 22 21 21 634% 0.91[0.78,1.07] 2017
Total (95% CI) 32 31 100.0% 1.02[0.77, 1.361] : - - i
Total events 30 29 0.01 0.1 1 10 100
Heterogeneity: TGUZZO.OS; ChiZ=2.46, df=1 (PZO.1 2); ’=59% Favours g55b<[;ﬁu Favours ﬁﬂIFﬁ

Test for overall effect: Z=0.13 (P=0.90)

7. E (BHE) 0xEH
BRIz L.

8. FWEEDNF U RIZDONWT

RCT DIEFHA TN S DD 720, REVEDOFHEHIINEETH 5. FEHMOEBE LA FRLIRE I N TS
P, FOWMBHEIIA S TR, Lo THETFHRIRLLZEMLEDNT YV AZTHLLIENTER Y. F
EMEZIZ X 250D ThNTW AW EZEHT 2 HED H 52,

9. ARNAICHELEEIZ b
FMT 32 O 03D & L TEAliTHh % & DG H 527,

10. AN ADEITHEEM
N — oMl RaEMERHE, %570 ba— VAL TE57, EITHETH .

1. BE-Fik - AXAT 1A - EMCFHE» REBNATH2H ?
HMEZ B ERE IS LT, BE - KIROLDHBIENCALZESRE NI P TRING.

12. BET 2MDBEH A NI 1 2B HHE

NICE #'4 # > A (https//www.nice.org.uk/guidance/ipgd85) T, CDI FI&H) THLH I RL MO IGHRIEDHR)
Thho 2B IDA, FMT OFEliz it d3 5 & LTw5b, F72, IDSA/SHEA 54 54 > 2017 T, #EEM
@ CDI B5H1CH#Y) 2P SERIA R T 2o 72 a1 iR L T .
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disease following digestive tract surgery in Japan. ] Hosp Infect 2012 ; 82 : 175-80
2) van Nood E, Vrieze A, Nieuwdorp M, Fuentes S, Zoetendal E G, de Vos W M, et al : Duodenal infusion of
donor feces for recurrent Clostridium difficile. N Engl ] Med 2013 ; 368 : 407-15
3) Cammarota G, Masucci L, Ianiro G, Bibbo S, Dinoi G, Costamagna G, et al : Randomised clinical trial : faecal
microbiota transplantation by colonoscopy vs. vancomycin for the treatment of recurrent Clostridium difficile
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9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20)
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CQ : CDI ®&igi%& HRY & L T Antimicrobial stewardship Z#E$XE H 2

e - RSB S CDI RO 72D12, [LEFZOPUH S I =4 (Antimicrobial stewardship @ AS) i
B ERTH D EDOHEDD 5.

MEROBES - KT, 2l HERT S,

Ao ARHERRE, PR SR E CDIOFRIEY) A7 2 H 5 5 BEND AS 2RS35 0TH 5.

1. BEBLUERCQNEEE

PR SEE I 8 (AS) 1F, EAUEZ ML 35 L WMMIC X 2 ZRIGEIC L D, @Y iR bk 2 17w,
BEOTHREYUETH L LD, CDI 2 HEOIHIERG I AEFR R EZRARICE LD ERHBE L
THENY, DPETS L) —EBOWHAMHEENTWEY. CDIDOxHEE LTH ASTEHIOGHTED RS S5 b h
AT LEFVD L.

2. PICO
P (JB%) : CDIRIED Y A 7 2473 % ¥
I (- A) © AS{EHED.
C GHHR) @ ASIHREIA .
O (77 bA2) : CDI DA,

3. IEFCZADENH
KRCQUEDDDLDIERNZTET AL LT, ASIKHTLAYT7F ) YATIECDIIZOWT, BF11#HEF LD
THD, 32% OA (IR 078 : 95% CI 053~0.88 ; P=0.0029) 23A SNz MG SN TWBY, CDIIIHT 5 AS
WHEHE L ORISR OFIRR", L0 ASTHEE L L CHBHSE ORI, BIYET v vy —2a v, #@YB X
UMM SN a< L v &G 7bn 5. BEHOERERICBWTH ASTEEICX ), CDI »3sERKIT 36
75 1.2/10,000 patient days (P=0.001) (2R A3A SNz & MBS ITWw 59,

CDI~NOMIEZE & ASTHE 2179 S L RUHETH L2500, ASTHEHONELZZOEILRLIE TV ADERK
ARD LN D,

4. PIMHLLRRICHTEIIET > ZANE
A.

5. BDOELED
ASTHENC L Y, CDI DBAHALNS.

6. & (BIERA) DXEH
DURIZE - PUESE - BIERAI PRI X 2 A EHE

7. E (BHE) 0xEd
ASTEEHIC X A BEA~E (Bi) dhwv.

8. FFEEEDINT L XIZDOWT
CDIZIEY) A7 AT HBEHAIIBVWTIE, &ivEr ER5S.

9. ARNAICHELEHEIX b
EAEZ M &5 AMOTFEMHERPLETDH 5.

10. AN ADEITHREM
FEHWRETH 5.
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11.

BE -RE - AXT 1 HIV - ERMTHAEIREINATH S0 ?

5w,

12.

BET 2MDBELARNTA U ICHITHHR

CDIIZBITA ASiEE)x, IDSA (A- 1), ACG (Strong recommendation, high-quality evidence), ESCMID
(IB), WSES (IB) T ffERIN TV 5.
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PGP Y IEIE MM ERT R RS IR EEIEH SR 70 7 7 A EEO DDA ¥ X, H
1b#RRE 2017 5 65 : 650-87
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