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Abstract: Objective To investigate the clinical and epidemiological characteristics of Clostridioides diffi-
cile infection (CDD) in a large general hospital in sichuan Province,and to provide reference data for nosocomi-
al infection control and clinical treatment. Methods Collect fecal samples of diarrhea patients hospitalized in a
large general hospital in Sichuan from May 2020 to August 2021,detect glutamate dehydrogenase (GDH) and
clostridium difficile toxin A/B (CDAB) by enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (EIA),isolate and culture
GDH positive fecal samples in anaerobic environment to obtain Clostridium difficile,and conduct drug sensi-
tivity test on some strains. The toxin gene of Clostridium difficile and multilocus sequence typing (MLST)
were detected by common polymerase chain reaction (PCR). Compare the clinical data of patients with Clos-
tridium difficile infection (CDI group) and non CDI group using statistical methods,and analyze the risk fac-
tors for CDIL Results Out of 810 fecal samples, 136 strains of Clostridium difficile were isolated and cultured.
The positive rate of Clostridium difficile culture was 16. 79% (136/810), and 79 strains of toxin producing
strains were detected. The CDI positive rate was 9. 75% (79/810). Risk factor analysis found that concurrent
chronic kidney disease was associated with the onset of CDI(P<C0. 05). Twenty-nine ST types were obtained
through MLST typing, with the dominant types being ST39,ST54,ST3,and ST37, accounting for 22. 06%,
14.71%,13.24% ,and 8. 09% , respectively. A total of 24 ST types were obtained from 79 virus producing
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strains,with the dominant types being ST54 [25.32%(20/79)1,ST37 [13.92%(11/79)],and ST35 [12.66%

(10/79)7]. 43 strains of clostridium difficile were sensitive to Vancomycin and Metronidazole, and the resist-

ance rate to Moxifloxacin was 26.83% (11/43). Conclusion The molecular types of Clostridium difficile have

regional differences. This study aims to provide data support for the prevention and control of CDI in South-

west China and even in China by studying the CDI positive rate,risk factors,and molecular prevalence of Clos-

tridium difficile among hospitalized patients in a large general hospital in Sichuan.
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. HATXE CDI 4> F A7 08 22 0F 98 £ 24 b 7e b
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1.2 U855 GDH K CDAB Ht J5 6 il i 77 &
A EE Alere /A A, ¥ 22 Z -3k #6195 T - 0 Bl g
(CCFA) K 32 -t W A b 1 R 35 5 S A W B AR AT BR 2
F LA BUAE AT 4R i 2T & 4EE R K, LV E-
test 2500 H & BB A Y A\ RE KAk L H
BioMérieux 23wl . 40 B 3 1 41 DNA $#2 BUL 75 &0 A
bR R AR A 5, PCR Taq B . 514 & 5 K )
B AR T A TR C ) B0 BRZA wl $243t L i 4%
14 A Bruker 23w, PCR § #4404 [ 3¢ [ ABI A A . 5
e A% & 4 [ 2% B Bio-Rad A H] .,

1.3 WHAEGFELEE K GDH M E R4
AT CCFA M, 37 CHRRAH 3% 48 h, Pk BUR &
T L0 2N B S B AR R D Y R AT O T
WO fif W -HL 25 6 AT I E] BT 3% (MALDI-TOF MS)
Yo R L I A 4 25 L A% AR s 37 4 o TR M
R B ETE, — 80 CIRIEFEA

1.4 FRILFEKM KI5 % DNA $#2 B0 & i
B 45 452 B4 1 5L R 2H DNA L BEAR R AE T — 20 °C vk 46
%M. 2 LEMEE™" & GRIFFITHS {8 & Wi 4%
AR (PCR) J5 6 6 I AR M AR 1 7 R HE A tedA L te-
dB.FFA N 1 FiR.

PCR WA Z 25 pl:2 X Taq PCR FiliR# 12. 5
pL. ELUTFHESI9 (10 pmol/L) 4% 1.5 pL, DNA AR
1.5 pL.ddH,0 8 pL., PCR ¥ 4&1F:95 °C 5 min;
94 °C 30 s,55 C 30 s,72 °C 30 s,30 NMEH;72 °C
7 min, P HIEYRA 1.5 Y0 BIE M EE K VKO % .
JUR ST S TR N

®1 REREERTESIMESR

S 519 Fr 51 TR/ (bp)

tedA tedA-F AGA TTC CTA TAT TTA CAT GAC AAT AT 369
tedA-R GTA TCA GGC ATA AAG TAA TAT ACT TT 110

tedB tedBl TGA TGA AGA TAC AGC AGA AGC 688
tedB2 TGA TTC TCC CTC AAA ATT CTC

adk adkl-F TTA CTT GGA CCT CCA GGT GC 635
adkl-R TTT CCA CTT CCT AAG GCT GC

atpA atpAl-F TGA TGA TTT AAG TAA ACA AGC TG 674

atpAl-R

AAT CAT GAG TGA AGT CTT CTC C
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B 519 751 TR RN (bp)

dxr dxr3-F GCT ACT TTC CAT TCT ATC TG 525
dxr4-R CCA ACT CTT TGT GCT ATA AA

glyA glyAl-F ATA GCT GAT GAG GTT GGA GC 625
glyAl-R TTC TAG CCT TAG ATT CTT CAT C

recA recA2-F CAG TAA TGA AAT TGG GAG AAG C 705
recA2-R ATT CAG CTT GCT TAA ATG GTG

sodA sodA5-F CCA GTT GTC AAT GTA TTC ATT TC 585
sodA6-R ATA ACT TCA TTT GCT TTT ACA CC

tpi tpi2-F ATG AGA AAA CCT ATA ATT GCA G 640
tpi2-R TTG AAG GTT TAA CAC TTC CAC C

1.5 Site#ab R SPSS23. 0 Si it - 84k k47
A R T NI T B B o N e o ol 1 AN e T R R
Gt R N AE IEZS 40 A L SR FHRR RS 565 5 M 01 v
YR RS A IR AR A RE T B ORR A X
Ko, UG 56 K «=0. 05,k P<<0.05 NESAH
GiteEE L.,

1.6 ZhiHFEHaM 2% GRIFFITHS™ #1371
MLST 43R5k 54 7 AN E R I (adk . atpA L dxr,
glyA.recA.sodA.tpD), 51 ¥ FFH W FE 1. PCR &
K& 25 pl:2 X Taq PCR WIRW 12. 5 pL.FZK K
ETRWESI 8 (10 pmol /L) %% 1.5 pL, DNA f&#g 1.5
pL,ddH,O 8 pl, PCR &L 4 4: 95 “C 10 min;
94 °C 30 s,58 °C 40 5,72 °C 60 s,35 MEH ;72 °C 7
min, WS R IKE BUR WA A A 5 U 4%
MR/ IN— B FE 26 A A w0 . W A5 R AR
B8 % Chttps: //pubmlst. org) SRR ZEN FE N5 K& ST
R, i MEGA X 4 &8 1 15 X e 8% 5 0 o5 2 ot
fERe

1.7 Zif0kss Koy ER M SV B 2
Y Etest &M 7E AL AT [RBUE PR (A 1 pg /mL 4t
HEFE K, L5 pg/mL FIMLL R 50 L4 ) 1,37
CIREREFE 48 h J5 S BB AR A ok B2 (MIC) . 2%
FIEE AR S BB BT B8 25 9 08 M i 38 %% Bt 25 (EU-
CAST 2017 BR 23 25 8050 br vf ) K 55 [ I IR 55 40 %5 A
W22 (2021 CLSI-M100) 41 45 . ISR MERR I ATCC
700057 J BT H K .

2.1 BRARUR R MERR B 4> B G R L 810 fi3E
fEdRA g it GDH BHE AR A 163 B, 163 1] b5 4 43
BHE SR 136 BROR X AR TR, R ME R R R R
16.79%(136/810), 136 flEHF EZE KA 13 MFF=
i = HEBET 5 AR SR 23 i (16, 91%0) |
MR 20 61 (14, 71%0) TEAL N BE 19 6 (13. 97 %) .
ZTRE 17 B (12. 50%) . ICU 16 i (11. 76 %), % Fl3
AR MERR B A R WL 2, 1CU R i3k 28,07 %, Bk
WEHKZ N 26.19% .,

2.2 WEERENEMSER 136 MR AMER F R R N
Ko 25 B 5 % PR B R 79 Bk Hod (ted A+ tedBH+)
65 Mk 15 47.79%(65/136) , (tedA—tedB+) 14 ¥k,
10.29% (14/136) ,4E 7= B¢ & Pk (tcd A —tedB—) 57 £k,
i 41.91% (57/136) M H 3 2 56 AR I 45 2, CDI
FHPEH A 9. 75%(79/810), £ FL2E CDI BH MR W %
2, BHEN B e, N 19. 5%, Z TR Z, N
15.07%.,

2.3 CDIEBH—MENRERHEZ SN 4546 79
il CDI & I R 55k, 55 48 1 (60. 76 %) , “F H4F 4%
(56.8521. 34) % ; 4r 31 ] (39. 24 %), ¥ ¥ 4E #%
(57.72+20.35) % . AFAFERE CDI &4 5350
<18 % 5.41%(2/37),18~35 % 5.41%(8/148),>
35~55 % 3.72% (7/188),>>55~65 % 4. 92% (6/
122),>>65 % 7.94%(25/315), AR4E# B CDI k&
HEREDTFHITFE X (X =4.232,P=0.375), 79
i CDI & F 2k A 8 MR =, HEFIHT 5 ARk A -

2 % R RL AL AR AL R AL I 2,
x2 ENERUERFRHERSEZEFELSHER
G R CDI [ % i k]
Fha K3 B ()] o B ()] i P v
0 0 A+B+ A—B+ A—B—
YR} 108(13. 33) 23(16.91) 21. 30 12. 04 7 6 10
1MV N B 134(16. 54) 20(14.71) 14.93 7.46 8 2 10
AL 163(20. 12) 19(13.97) 11. 66 5.52 8 1 10




* 2578 - EfrfihEF4E 20234 11 A% 44 %% 21 1 Int ] Lab Med, November 2023, Vol. 44,No. 21

gk 2 ENERERARHEREZEFARSHHBER
Fha 5 38 A L () ] oz B L (26) ] ik CoUATER R
0 0 A+B+ A—B+ A—B—

ZTF 73(9.01) 17(12. 50) 23.29 15.07 9 2 6

ICU 57(7.04) 16(11.76) 28.07 8.77 5 0 11

B P9 R 42(5.19) 11¢8.09) 26.19 19.05 7 1 3

I 1 P 45(5.56) 8(5.88) 17.78 11.11 4 1 3

g g A 49(6. 05) 6(4. 4D 12. 24 12. 24 5 1 0

ai 18(2. 22) 3(2.2D) 16. 67 11.11 2 0 1

P23 WA R 14(1.73) 3(2.21) 21.43 14.29 2 0 1

IR B 7 24(2.96) 2(1.47) 8.33 8.33 2 0 0

M NF 23(2.84) 2(1.47 8.70 8.70 2 0 0

O JIE AR 22(2.72) 2(1.47) 9.09 9.09 2 0 0

ot 38(4.69) 4(2.90 10. 53 5.26 2 0 2

&1t 810(100. 00) 136(100. 00) 16. 79 9.75 65 14 57

CDI 41 79 5 non-CDI 41 136 {4 llfs F& % KB} & 15 k3 IRERERLAAESERLALSITE

Wz AL 2R G 2 LU 3 I B I 53 1Y J8 2 B ) TR AR PR s =l n (04)]
MEB T (P <<0. 05) . T & JF0 ML B0 sl R S8 % CDI 4L NowCDLAL »
AR CDIWE G E (P >0.05), 5] 48 B (=79 (n=136)
WGP E Y R EAWHN 2R TRITFE L (P> Ao’ /L 10.30+11.90 870485  — 0433
0.05), L EKAL R T /R, CDI 4H 2% & im X ML 1 (mg/ 1) 35.0046.80  3400-5.20 - 0.571
(87.34Y%) BB TX A (56.62%), R AL CREEAMmYD 56.32407.32 4274432 —  0.009
BXY(P<0.05), CRP.MEFEHENA AT RREEHAM  mEsmimeml/L  7.054510 10904320  — 0,262

SCHE R A R AE AL 22 KRG I E L (P>
0.05), UWL.% 3,
x3 WERBERLASIERLASLITH
Eb s Fal(%)]

- CDI 4 non-CDI 41 " P
(=79 (n=136)
PRI 48(60. 76) 77(56. 62) 0.546  0.460
AR 60.32425.03  59.54+22, 36 — 0.861
=65 % 40(50. 63) 65(47.79) 0.161  0.688
[ERCINES 48.31446.23  48.64--42.03 — 0.593
BIHAE
BB 22(27.85) 22(16.18) 4182 0.041"
AR 28(35. 44) 38(27.94) 1322 0.250
TR 18(22.78) 22(16.18) 1441 0.230
PR Z5 P RN
ESUU] 23(29. 1D 54(39.71) 2,474 0.290
1~2 Fh 50(63. 29) 74(54. 41)
=3 ff 6(7.59) 8(5.88)
BT IR 23(29. 1D 38(27.94) 0.034 0.8
R PR 2936, 71) 46(33.82) 0.183  0.669
TG
ZERm 69(87. 30) 77(56.62) 21645 <<0.010"

. P<<0.01, — KRR TCEE.

2.4 ZAigPH A R PCR Jriky 4 136 HRoR
MERR TR Y 7 DME IR A5 29 A~ ST &, HEFIHT 5
MBI ST39 30 #£(22. 00%) .ST54 20 #£(15.00%) .
ST3 19 #(14. 00%),.ST37 11 £k (8. 00%) ST35 10 £k
(7.00%), W 1, 8% 5 4 ST BIE & B = W) 43 4
T, &I ICU G RHE AT 8 #k ST39, ¥ 7 26. 70%
(8/30) .4 ST BIFE 45 B2 4341 TR,

ST563 1.00

ST48 1.00
ST278 2.00%
ST5 2.00%

ST35 7.00%

ST37 8.00%

1 136 ¥RIRMEM B MLST B A HE

K H MEGA #8136 Bk X ME# 3 19 9 1k %
ZE, WE 2, Cladel 7 7% MEMER T £ Z 4 2,
AW KB 1 AR ST % Bk A I 6 B, 38 307
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2.5 Zifgidse 43 BRORMER WX 3 B 25
MIC S5 5R U3 4. B A B bR X U7 7l % 22 M0 il e 3
HEUR, X B PG Y BN 25 R O 26,8300, AR R RR

A BRXT SRV BT 25 . P AR TR A T RRE XS B pEv 2
it 245, A 7= 35 bR 6 5 G v B 24 R 33, 390, B R i Ak
22. 6% EPAERAE I B L =0.525,P=
0.467),

x4 43 BRRER R AFER K MIC SEE (mg/L)
) 3 R =12) FEREBR (n =31)
AR s - - - -
MI(/;O Mlcs)o Range 70 ﬁj{@i%( %) MI(/;O Mlcs)o Range i ﬁfl@zﬁ( %)
g =2 0.190 0.190 0.190~0. 250 0. 00 0.38 0.38 0.125~0.500 0. 00
T i s 2 =32 0.125 0.125 0.125~0.19 0. 00 0.19 0.75 0.094~0. 750 0. 00
SIS RT =8 0. 750 0.750 0.750~1.000 33.33 1. 00 1. 50 >0.750~32. 000 22.58

7.1 % MIC $F 45 % EUCAST(2017) ;% 377 MIC ¥ 5% % CLSI(2021),

VE B 4 AR (R 2 Cladel s # €3 B 1R % Clade3; i €50 B 0 %
Claded s 21 (4 53K AR % Clades ; Pl SMELT 1% 22 T4 b 2 5 5 B 70 205 R %
HEALIE Boostrap Bl .50 Jy 4k Bal {5,

B 2 136 BRIRMER EH L X R
3 it %

i 2 4E, CDI gk Jhy J2& b 36 R 1 47 A B= B
RS R B2 A, A mz iz 8 &0, T3,
[ X5 CDI (4055 8 A5 B0 W T 22 AR X AR T X6 355 % 2%
FR N = H B ORT X CDI B 347 95 =7 BF 58 i 38 43
B AR TE B e B 1 4 R G iR 45 . A BESEXT 810
4 BE MG T8 i85 e AT VAL, T AR BE CDI Y BHPE 2
e fE R A REE AE S OO #h 8% X X CDI i B
TR N BE e N R g 45 ] S i R A2 R 1R B R e
X,

I [ P AR O — T 2 R AF 5T B R, CDI FH M R
N 7.00%~20.00%", o E—I Meta 43 H7 2R, 8
V5 R T EE R AE AR T R RN 14, 00%6 . AT
HOCDI BHMEFE R 9. 5%, I8 T = M M X 438 1)
14,30 %6, 20 M7 W i Ay ¥ ol B0 T 24 0 68 ) B 2 SR
ICU 35 B Rt BT 259 . & i A B il a4
I RAER 2 Fs . Ik CDI & 4B R, AR5
ICU P& 7 5 oo MR M AR B ARG HE 3R B AR A v o (H 7™ B3 T AR

IYEEAL 5 R (8. 77 %) AR T ERAEMTIEAY 17.80%

REAWF 78 3B 19 CDI fa B I R A . & i U ed
WA (B0 BT I R R 8 R B R K A IR
JUFE A0 T . A BIESE R B, A O 1 R R S
TR SR XE AR TR L 75 MR B IR 92 0 T g b T HE itk
AN IV 2 8k B O v DA R 3K B TR R
PN WA B FH R T A R A = A5 R CDI
RGBS IR 2, B IF5EE 1 CDI & 4= /&8 43 J& [ Al g
SRR YU 259 5 B0 8 A R AR AL i AS 2
T S AR A FE R AR CDI B L B
i, 5 8 CDI 83U # A M KAt 5|,

Bt % CDI $t B 6 I7 FUB IR YT 7 3 an 3% 08 i 2
FREA A (FMT) BB 58 H 3534 £, 2021 4F R I R
AR W27 RV G i 2% 23 (ESCMID) 7 i A SR XE A2 T4
BITtem ) Ag o Rk B R AT B R AE NIRRT
CDI Wy —ZR 259 . 1l A PR PR s 1 ol i e 25 4t
T AR R AREIRE L, B AW 78 % 7 8
R gme A7 25 05 . A 0F R B & B A e it
VAR — TR ST 8 H T 24 PR AR X H R s R O A R
T 25 %43 51k 1. 80 % A1 0. 40 %, FR &l — IR BIF 5%
I B, XEE AR T O FE A s 5L A SR B i 2 e, HLAZ 2R A
A 245 1 L B 2R — AR SR AR L LS BE &0
St g I AT R R TR T X R 24 W £ TR 2 7 A
T E A HAD B RZ AR, AWFRS E N 255
— B0 R R I TT R R S A R T 24 TR AR . R AR BT
WEAHTIRIY COL A ZIRKE HILEZY . kK
AR R E Y G LR TS B CDL Y,
AHWEFE 7= 1 Bk 5 AR 77 7 AR R B 08 V0 B i 24 R4 i
22.58%.33.33% AR T E"" 5 v [ _E i IX
AH AT HRE

AWEFT 136 BE A XE AR B B0 S ST39.
ST54,ST3 Al ST37, 5 H A R B — 2
S, UL ISR MERR T BUAE e ST A EA s 22 S, ST37
R FL A K tedA — tedB+, X 18 B AZ 4 AR 43 51
RTO17, i B0 84 #F 4 Bk 2 W HGE , UL &5 2Z 4 i 3k
TR B AR N, % R AR I £
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FRARTE 7= TR — R TR 35 77 AR
AHEFE AN 11 bk ST37 BURMEMR 1 , HAE &% B 35 5
BOTE A, A HRGE$E L ST37 (RTO17) 5l 9 1ifs 7R
iR 5 B 5 SR STTCRTO27) AR, L i 6 1 #k %t
Z R P 2590 T 24 KT oAt ST B, 5 S 8058 44 .
FEEE Y CDIY PR I ok e B 4 A 25 2000

é?tﬁﬁl_,XEX’ET@”@“E@%%’*”%HE?@&&@&%E
MG B IR 1) SR 3 ) B R EAR 1, AR H
ﬁuxﬁxﬁﬁ%*@“ﬁ%Fﬁ?n@%%ﬂﬂﬁﬁi@,@ﬁ?ﬂﬁ CDI
(1) 22 A W A B A 5 A Xt BB 1 e Y O 9 o 4 12k
Bl 1) 8 B B A 25 W R . el T 3R R
ME MR B A BIF 5T 35 R 43 H. A BIE 5T RT SRy R DY R b IX
CDI A7 9 2 & Ll B
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