Vol. 14 No. 8

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

453

Rlastocystis kominis infection presenting
as recurrent diarrhea. Ann Intern Med
1985;102:495-496.

5. Qadri SMH, Al-Okaili GA, Al-Dayd E
Clinica significance of Blustocystis kom-
inis. ) Clin Microbiol 1989;27:2407-2409.

6. Libre M, Tor J, Manterola JM, Car-
bonell C, Foz M. Blastocystis hominis
chronic diarrheaiin AIDS patients. Lan-
cet 1989;i:221.

7. Garavelli PL, Scaglione L, Bicocchi R,
Libanore M. Blustocystis: a new disease
in the acquired immunodeficiency syn-
drome. Int ] STD AIDS 1990:1:134-135.

8. Causey DM, Eppoalito LJ, Leedom JM.
Blastocystis hominis diarrheain two HIV
infected patients. Proceedings of the IV
International  Conference on AIDS,
1988:408, Stockholm, Sweden. June12-
16, 1988. Poster 7122.

TB and HIV in
Healthcare Settings

To the Editor:

Drs. Castro and Dooley
(1993;14:65-66) raised some ques-
tions about our interpretation of
the findings concerning the retro-
spective comparative evaluation
we made of the occupationd risk
of tuberculosisin healthcare work-
ers (HCWs) assisting HIV-infected
and uninfected tuberculosis
patients.

As stated in the editorial,
some of the points aready have
been clarified,? particularly the
most potentialy confounding one:
that concerning the HIV status of
those HCWs who devel oped tuber-
culosis. Unlike in the United
States, in Italy HIV-infected
patients are assisted in the hospi-
tals by regularly employed nurses
and HCWs who, in this investiga-
tion, have been considered to be
HIV-seronegative and had no other
immunosuppressive condition.

Drs. Castro and Dooley have
calculated the rate of active tuber-
culosis based on the total number
of HCWs. This approach ignores
the striking difference in the cumu-
lative number of tuberculosis
patients between HIV-infected (85)
and uninfected ones (1,079), which
represent the source of infection.
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In our opinion, this difference must
be taken into account when com-
paring the incidence rates of tuber-
culosis in the two groups of HCWs.
If we consider both the person-
years due to HCWs (606 among
those caring for HIV-infected
patients and 486 among those car-
ing for HIV-uninfected patients)
and the cumulative number of
tuberculosis patients in calculating
the denominator of the two rates,
the expected number of HCWs
with active tuberculosis is 0.81
among those caring for HIV-
infected patients (seven were
observed), so that an estimate of
the relative risk is 35.4 (7 x 8.20) +
(2 x 0.81). Using the procedure
described by Bresow and Day,® a
95% confidence interval for the
relative risk is 6.8 to 351.5, which
is considerably different from that
reported by Drs. Castro and
Dooley. Thisresult doesn't change
if the number of infected patients
are given a weight much lower
than that given to the number of
HCWs; for example, using a
square root weight, the 95% confi-
dence interva for the relative risk
is 1.9 to 98.7.

Drs. Castro and Dooley aso
state that there are no reasons to
believe that HIV-infected tubercu-
losis patients may disseminate Myco-
bacterium tuberculosis at a greater
extent than expected. They support
this notion by quoting only those
reports that confirm their view*®
and avoiding any mention of the
papers that describe opposing evi-
dence, such as those of Standaert,’
Brodt,® and Franchini,? who found a
convincing association between
cases of HIV-associated tuberculo-
sis and an unexpectedly high
spread of tuberculous infection and
disease. Along with clinical and epi-
demiological reports, it could be
useful to consider also the “lepro-
matous-like” pattern shown by HIV-
associated tuberculosis in several
anatomic areas,'®!! including the
lungs,1213 where a multibacillary

picture often is seen in a back-
ground of aspecific and poorly
granulotamous inflammatory reac-
tion, specifically when the most
immunosuppressed patients are
investigated. In the case of leprosy,
another airborne mycobacterial dis-
ease, infectiousness is associated
rigorously with patients suffering
from the lepromatous form of the
disease, in whom the specific cel-
lular immune defect makes the
affected patient unable to limit bacte-
rial growth.l* Because severely
immunosuppressed patients with
HIV infection and tuberculosis dis-
play the same histopathologica pic-
ture seen in cases of lepromatous
leprosy, it appears not too hazard-
ous to consider the hypothesis that
these (deeply immunosuppressed)
patients may disseminate M tu-
berculosis to a greater extent than
immunocompetent  tuberculosis
patients.

Drs. Castro and Dooley aso
state that there are reports
describing a lower rate of sputum
smear positivity for acid-fast
bacilli (AFB) in HIV-infected
patients compared with seronega-
tive controls. In these reports,
however, no information was avail-
able on the immune status of
those with HIV infection. We
believe that, in order to provide
the readers with a more com-
prehensive view of the subject,
we also should consider that
among HIV-infected patients with
tuberculosis, the most immuno-
suppressed have a higher fre-
guency of positive sputum
smears for AFB than those with
greater immunity (75% versus
45%), probably reflecting a higher
bacillary burden in the setting of
greater immunodeficiency.!®
These findings indirectly confirm
what we observed in terms of
individual immune status of the
HIV-infected patients who were
identified as the source cases of
occupational tuberculosis in our
investigation; all had signs of
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extreme immunosuppression
with very low CD + cdll counts.
What we believe, on the
basis of these data, is that a possi-
ble phenomenon of higher
infectiousness of HIV-infected
patients with tuberculosis proba
bly is limited to the minority of
such patients who develop active
discase a an advanced stage of
HIV infection, so that on a large
scale this should not be consid-
ered as a constant feature of tuber-
culosis/HIV association. In any
case, we agree with Drs. Castro
and Dooley that those involved in
the care of these patients should
be aware of such possihility and
adequate infection control prac-
tices must be ensured in the care
centers hosting these patients.
Future investigational efforts
probably will provide definitive
answers to this question.

Giovanni Di Perri, MD, DTM&H
Rocco Micciolo, MD

Stefania Marocco, MD

Angelo Cazzadori, MD

Ercole Concia, MD

Dante Bassetti, MD

Universities of Verona,

Trento, and Genova

REFERENCES

1. Di Perri G, Cadeo GP, Castelli E et 4.
Transmission of HIV-associated tuber-
culosis to hedthcare workers. Infect
Control Hosp Epidemiol 1993;14:67-72.

2. Di Perri G, Cazzadori A, Concia E,
Bassetti D. Transmission of HIV
associated tuberculosis to hedth-care
workers. Lancet 1992;340:1412.

3. Bresow NE, Day NE. Statistical Meth-
ods in Cancer Research, 2. The Design
and Analysis Of Cohort Studies. Lyons,
France: IARC Scientific Publications;
1987.

4. Elliott A, Halwindi B, Luo B, et al. The
human immunodeficiency virus on
tuberculosis in Zambia: infectivity. Pre-
sented at the Seventh International Con-
ference on AIDS; June 1621, 1991,
Florence, Italy.

5. Cauthen GM, Dooley S, Bigler W, Burr
I. Thlo W. Tuberculosis (TB) transmis-
sion by HIV-associated TB cases. Pre-
sented at the Seventh International
Conference on AIDS; June 1621, 1991;
Florence, Italy.

6. Manoff SB, Cauthen GM, Stoneburner
RL, et d. TB patients with AIDS: are

https://doi.org/10.1086/646777 Published online by Cambridge University Press

they more likely to spread TB? Pre-
sented at the Fourth International Con-
ference on AIDS; June 1621, 1988;
Stockholm, Sweden.

7. Standaert B, Niragira E Kadende P,
Piot P The association of tuberculosis
and HIV infection in Burundi. AIDS Res
Hum Retroviruses 1989;5:247-251.

8. Brodt HR, Schultze-Werninghaus G,
Helm EB. Tuberkulose gefahrdung de-
spflage personals durch AIDS-patien-
ten. 1. Deutscher Kongress fur
Infektions und Tropenmedizin; March
21-23. 1991: Berlin. Germany. Abstract
122.

9. Franchini D, Hewlett D, Alfalla D, et al.
Tuberculin skin test conversions among
64 employees a an urban hospital assoi-
cated with an inoatient AIDS unit. Pre-
sented at the 32nd Interscience
Conference on Antimicrobial Agents and
Chemotheragv; October 11-14. 1992:
Anaghem, California. Abstract 1197.

10. Prego V, Glait AE, Roy V, et a. Compar-
ative yield of blood culture for fungi and
mycobacteria, liver biopsy, and bone
marrow biopsy in the diagnosis of fever
of undetermined origin in human immu-
nodeficiency virus-infected patients.
Arch Intern Med 1990:150:333-336.

11. Shriner KA, Mathisen GE, Goetz MB.
Comparison of mycobacterial adenitis
among persons infected with human
immunodeficiency virus and seronega-
tive controls. Clin Infect Dis 1992:15:601-
605.

12. Kennedy DJ, Lewis WE, Barnes PE
Yield of bronchoscopy for the diagnosis
of tuberculosis in patients with human
immunodeficiency virus infection. Chest
1992;101:1040-1044.

13. Miro AM, GibilaraE, Powell S, Kamhola
SL. The role of fiberoptic bronchoscopy
for diagnosis of pulmonary tuberculosis
in patients at risk for AIDS. Chest
1992;101:1211-1214,

14. Manson-Bahr PEC, Bell DR. Leprosy.
In: Manson-Bahr PEC, Bell DR, eds.
Mansons Tropical Diseases, 19th ed.
Philadelphia, PA: Bailliere Tindall;
1987:757-785.

15. Jones B, Kramer E Barnes |? CD4
count and presentation of tuberculosis
(TB) in patients with human immu-
nodeficiency virus (HIV) infection. Am
Rev Respir Dis1992;145:A186.

The authors reply:

We appreciate the comments
of Dr. Di Perri and colleagues, and
we would like to respond to some
of the points they raise. First, we
would like to correct a typographi-
cal error that appeared in our edi-
torial.! The editorial reads, “When
the rate of active tuberculosis is
calculated based on the total num-
ber of healthcare workers among

those caring for HIV-infected
patients (7/135) versus non-HIV
infected patients (2/186), the dif-
ference is not statistically signifi-
cant (relative risk, 2.75; 95% confi-
dence interval, 0.58 t0 12.96).” This
should read “..versus non-HIV
infected patients (2/106)...” The
relative risk and confidence inter-
val are correct.

Dr. Di Perri raises questions
about the appropriate denomina-
tor to use in calculating the risk to
hedthcare workers. In our edito-
rial, we suggested that it would be
appropriate to use the number of
exposed healthcare workers as the
denominator. Dr. Di Perri notes
that this approach ignores the dif-
ference in the cumulative number
of human immunodeficiency virus
(HIV)-seropositive and HIV-sero-
negative tuberculosis patients to
which the healthcare workers
potentially were exposed. In fact, it
would be preferable to use a denom-
inator that takes into account both
of these factors. However, in calcu-
lating the number of potential
source cases to be used in the
denominator, it is important to
recognize that the infectiousness
of patients with tuberculosis is
quite variable. It depends on a
number of factors, including the
Site of disease, the presence of
cough, the presence of pulmonary
cavitation, the presence and the
number of acid-fast bacilli on a
sputum smear, and the effective-
ness and the duration of therapy.
Even among patients with similar
clinical characteristics, there can
be considerable variation in the
proportion of contacts who
become infected following expo-
sure. This indicates that other fac-
tors related to the source patient,
the environment, and the person
being exposed play an important
role in modulating the risk of trans-
mission.

In the nosocomial tuberculo-
sis outbreaks reported during the
past two decades, transmission gen-
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