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Abstract

Rationale
The diagnosis of infectious diseases has been hampered by reliance on microbial culture. Cultures take several
daysto return aresult and organisms frequently fail to grow. In critically ill patients this leads to the use of

empiric, broad-spectrum antimicrobials and compromises effective stewardship.

Objectives: To establish the performance and clinical utility of a syndromic diagnostic for severe pneumonia.

M ethods

Single ICU observational cohort study with contemporaneous comparator group. We developed and
implemented a TagMan array card (TAC) covering 52 respiratory pathogensin ventilated patients with
suspected pneumonia. The time to result was compared againgt conventional culture, and sensitivity compared
to conventional microbiology and metagenomic sequencing. We observed the clinician decisionsin response to

array results, comparing antibiotic free days (AFD) between the study cohort and comparator group.

Results

95 patients were enrolled with 71 forming the comparator group. TAC returned results 61 hours (IQR 42-90)
faster than culture. The test had an overall sensitivity of 93% (95% CI 88-97%) compared to a combined
standard of conventional culture and metagenomic sequencing, with 100% sensitivity for most individual
organisms. In 54% of cases the TAC results altered clinical management, with 62% of changes leading to de-
escalation, 30% to an increase in spectrum, and investigations for alternative diagnosesin 9%. Therewasa
significant difference in the distribution of AFDs with more AFDs in the TAC group (p=0.02).

Conclusions

Implementation of a customised syndromic diagnostic for pneumonia led to faster results, with high sensitivity
and measurable impact on clinical decision making.

Keywords:. Critical Care, Pneumonia, Molecular pathology, Antimicrobial stewardship
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I ntroduction

For many decades the diagnosis of infectious diseases has relied on acombination of clinical assessment and the
culture of microorganisms. However, it is common for patients with clear clinical evidence of infection to have
negative microbiological cultures.*? Furthermore, the time taken to obtain a result by conventional culture can
be several days.® Optimising antimicrobial therapy can be challenging, especially in patients who are at risk of
multidrug resistant organisms.? In critically ill patients, this frequently resultsin the empiric use of several
broad-spectrum agents, with predictable consequences for antimicrobial resistance and other forms of
antimicrobial-related harm.* Conversely, failure to identify the causative organism can lead to failure to select

the correct antimicrobial, which is associated with poor outcomes.®

Pneumonia amongst ventilated, critically ill patients can be especially difficult to diagnose.® Most critically ill
patients are systemically inflamed,” clinical examination is unreliable® and there are multiple causes of
radiographic lung infiltrates most of which are non-infectious.” In the case of ventilator-associated pneumonia
(VAP) it is estimated that only 20-40% of patients suspected of having infection actually have it confirmed,’°

although this confirmation relies on the imperfect diagnostic standard of microbiological culture.

The development of host-based biomarkers for infection, such as C-reactive protein,** procalcitonin,™ and
alveolar cytokine concentrations' have been advanced as useful measures to help rationalise antimicrobial use.

However, their utility in the diagnosis™*? and antimicrobial stewardship**®

of pneumoniahas been challenged.
Thereis, therefore, a pressing need for rapid, sensitive, multi-pathogen focussed diagnostic tests for pneumonia
which can aid effective and efficient antimicrobial optimisation. The use of TagMan array cards (TAC),
enabling single-plex real-time polymerase chain reaction (RT-PCR) to smultaneously target multiple respiratory
pathogens, has previously shown promising results compared to conventional culture methods.'® However,
previous experience had demonstrated that multiplex PCR with restricted coverage of common respiratory
pathogens had a limited impact on clinical decision making.™” In this study we set out to evaluate the clinical
utility of a customised TAC based syndromic diagnostic for severe pneumonia.
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M ethods

Detailed methods are included in the Supplementary appendix.

Setting
Patients were recruited from a single, 20 bedded teaching hospital Intensive Care Unit (ICU). Theunitisa
mixed general medical-surgical unit which supports transplantation and haematology-oncology services.

Recr uitment

Prospectively identified patients were eligible for inclusion if they were receiving invasive mechanical
ventilation, the treating clinician suspected pneumonia and was planning to perform diagnostic bronchoscopy.
Consent was obtained from the patient or a proxy decision maker. Patients who were not included in the study
due to lack of study team availability, and those from the month prior and month following the study, had their

data reviewed retrospectively and acted as a comparator group.

Test development

Organism coverage for the TAC was selected from the known microbial flora encountered in the ICU,
supplemented by the literature concerning causative organisms reported in severe pneumonia->® 18 The
species covered by the card are shown in figure 1. The card also included primers to target the endogenous
control RNase P and the internal control MS2, all primers were validated prior to clinical use (supplemental

section).

Sampling procedure

Bronchoscopy was undertaken in accordance with existing unit protocols and similar to that used in previous
studies.’® An ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA) blood sample and blood culture (BACTEC, Beckton
Dickinson, Winnersh, UK) were taken at the time of bronchoscopy.

Conventional microbiological testing

Bronchoalveolar lavage (BAL) samples were processed according to the UK Standards for Microbiology
Investigations (SM1).%° Further details of conventional culture and in-house multi-plex PCR assays are contained
in the supplemental section.

Following review by a consultant clinical scientist, results were returned to the ICU team. Clinical microbiology
advice was available 24 hours/day, and patients underwent daily combined 1CU-Microbiology multi-disciplinary
review in keeping with existing unit practice. The study did not mandate any course of action by the treating
clinical team, however the notes were reviewed by a member of the study team to assess whether the
information from the TAC had influenced patient management. Conventional microbiology results were
returned to clinicians via the electronic health record, however in practice these were returned some time after

the TAC results. Data were collected on the use of antibiotics amongst patients in the study and the comparator
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71 group, with the number of days alive and free of antibiotics in the seven days following lavage compared
72 (antibiotic-free days, AFDs)™.
73
74  Metagenomic sequencing
75  TheTAC wascompared to a composite reference standard of conventional bacterial culture and PCR, and
76 shotgun metagenomics, asit is recognised that culture alone is an imperfect measure of the microbial
77  composition of asample. Details of the conventional microbiology and metagenomic sequencing are in the
78  supplemental methods.
79
80  Economic analysis
81 A flow model for establishing diagnostic tests and decision points for antibiotic prescribing was created (figure
82 E1). Costsfor conventional microbiological tests were obtained from the Public Health England Clinical
83 Microbiology and Public Health Laboratory, whilst costs for the TAC were determined by the cost of the array
84  consumables and estimated staff time to run the assay.
85
86  Statigtical analyss
87  Theprotocol, agreed prior to study initiation, set out the primary and secondary endpoints. The co-primary
88  endpoints were agreement between conventional microbiology, with sequencing added to form a composite
89 reference during the study, and the TAC, assessed by sensitivity and median time to result for conventional
90  cultureand TAC assessed by Wilcoxon matched-pairstest. Where a reference standard was missing this was
91  treated as ‘negative', in accordance with pessimistic assumptions about index test performance. Indeterminate
92 results were excluded from analysis. Analysis was conducted using Graphpad prism v5.0 (Graphpad inc, San
93  Diego, CA).
94
95  Studysize
96  Astheincidence of infections with specific organisms could only be inferred from conventional culture which is
97 known to be insensitive, a formal power calculation was not performed. A pragmatic study size of 100 patients
98  was selected to balance cost against including sufficient numbers to be able to make a judgement on card utility.
99
100  Ethical and regulatory approvalsand funding
101  Thestudy was approved by the Leeds East Research Ethics Committee (17/Y H/0286) and registered with
102  clinicaltrials.gov (NCT03996330). The retrospective assessment of routinely collected data from the comparator
103 group received a consent waiver and was conducted under a protocol approved by the institutional review board
104  (A095506).
105

106
107
108
109
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Results

Initial validation

To ensure cards were spotted correctly with the primers and probesin their assigned pods, nine synthetic
plasmids constructs containing all the target sequences were processed to quality-check each new batch of TAC
cards in a checker-board fashion (see supplemental section). All five microorganisms from the Quality Control
for Molecular Diagnostics 2018 Sepsis EQA Pilot Study were successfully detected (table E1).

Recr uitment

100 patients were recruited between February 2018 and August 2019. The study flow diagram is shown in
figure 2. 64% of eligible patients were recruited, with lack of the study team availability the only reason for non-
recruitment. Table 1 shows demographic and clinical features of the study population and comparator group.

Five patients were recruited twice, having suffered a subsequent respiratory deterioration following the initial
episode. These episodes occurred a median of 11 days apart (range 4-42 days). In one further patient samples
were taken from two separate segments of the lung during the same bronchoscopic procedure. As these were
taken at the same time only the primary sample corresponding to the site of maximal radiographic change has
been included in the main results. The results of both samples are presented in table E2 for completeness.
Although transitory reduction in oxygenation was common during bronchoscopy, no patient in the study
suffered any protocol-defined serious adverse events.

Timetoresult

The co-primary outcome for this study was time to result for the microarray compared to validated conventional
microbial culture. Median difference in time to result between TAC and conventional culture was 61 hours
(range 19-256) (figure E2). The minimum TAC timeto return was 4 hours, with median time to result 22 hours
(range 4-42), most of the delays in results arose from not running the card outside routine working hours.

Comparison of organisms detected by TAC compared to conventional microbiology and sequencing.
Thetotal number of poditive targets on the TAC across the 100 patients was 248 (table E3), covering 112
bacteria, 18 fungi and 50 viruses (table 2). The total number of negative targets was 4952 with 21 patients
having completely negative TAC results (table E3). To compare the card, Influenza A sub-types, HSV glyD and
Enterococcus faeciumddl gene targets were excluded if they were a duplicateto Flu A, HSV and E. faecium,
respectively, as was the mecA resistance marker as this gene was not looked for by conventional microbiology or

by sequencing analysis bringing the total to 226 ‘hits'.

Conventional microbial culture and conventional PCR were undertaken on all 100 samples, whilst metagenomic
sequencing was performed on residual BAL samples from 98 (two patients with suspected containment level 3
infection were not sequenced). Conventional microbial culture was positive for 25 organisms in 22 patients, with
additional 41 organi sms detected by conventional PCR or Legionella pneumophilia antigen testing in a further
30 patients (tables 2 and E3). A combination of shotgun and 16S amplicon sequencing approaches revealed 116
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organismsin 72 patients (tables 2 and E3), but did not yield any significant reads for 26 patients, of which 18
matched the negative patientsidentified by TAC and conventional microbiology. In the majority of cases (51
samples), we observed mixed infections (table E3 and figure ES3).

Taking the combined standard of conventional microbiology and sequencing, atotal of 146 organisms were
detected, with 136 of these detected by TAC (overall sensitivity 93% 95% Cl 88-97%) (table 2). 90 organisms
were detected by TAC only. Considering all targets, 4952 tests were negative by TAC, giving a nominal
specificity of 98% (95% Cl 98-99%).

In terms of the 10 ‘ missed organisms’, one organism, that was positive by both culture and sequencing albeit in
different patients, was Citrobacter freundii, for which we did not have a sequence on the card. A further 5
pathogens were detected by sequencing (Staphylococcus aureus, Legionella sp, and Staphylococcus
epidermidis) or both culture and sequencing (E. faeciumin two patients), and although detected by TAC, these
did not pass the internal quality control standards required for reporting and were considered ‘ negative’ resullts.
The remaining three organisms, two Rhinovirus by conventional PCR and one Staphylococcus sp by
sequencing, were not detected by TAC at all. In one case the conventional culture was reported as ‘Mixed
respiratory tract floraat >10* CFU/ml’ with TAC detection of E. faecium, C. albicans, and Staph. epidermidis
which was deemed an indeterminate result for conventional culture, however sequencing was successful on this

sample.

One case of Aspergillus fumigatus was detected on the TAC, and although no fungal organisms were grown on
culture the lavage galactomannan antibody test was highly positive (5.92 Units, reference range <0.5units), the
patient had radiographic evidence of fungal pneumonia and multiple risk factors for fungal infection. However,
two further patients met smilar criteriafor suspected fungal infection but were negative for aspergillusby TAC.
Whilst these counted as * true negatives as we had set out in our original protocol, we suggest caution in the use
of this card for ruling out aspergillus infection.

Notably, in the 10 samples from the 5 patients enrolled twice, the organi sms detected demonstrated homogeneity
between samples taken within the same ICU admission (table E2), as did samples taken from two separate areas
of the lung on the same day.

Quantitation

In total, 25 organisms were grown on conventional culture at >/=10* CFU/ml, the conventional cut off for
quantitative culture of lavage.® The median cycles to threshold (Ct) for these organisms that were also detected
by TAC was 27 (IQR 24-29, range 20-33). A similar range of Ct values was noted in the QCMD pilot study
samples (table E1).

Compar ison of conventional blood cultureand TAC
Nuclear material extracted from the EDTA blood sample was run on the array card. Thiswas compared with

blood culture taken at the time of bronchoscopy. The yield from both conventional culture and TAC was
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190 limited, with 5 positive organisms on conventional testing and 20 organisms detected on the array card (table
191 E4). Streptococcus pneumoniae was the only bacteria detected from blood on the array, being detected 5 times.
192 14 of the organisms were detected in both lavage and blood, including al the cases of Streptococcus

193  pneumoniaein blood.

194

195 I mpact on clinical decision making

196 In 54 (54%) of cases the results from the TAC led to a change in management of the patients (table 3). 34 (63%)
197  of these decisionsinvolved decrease in antimicrobial intensity, whilst 17 (31%) involved broadening of the

198  spectrumof coverage and in five cases the result prompted a search for an alternative diagnosis (two also

199 involved de-escalation of antimicrobials). In some patients several changes occurred. In afurther five casesthe
200  research team’'s opinion was that management could have been changed (all five cases would have been de-
201 escalation). Patientsin the comparator group demonstrated fewer days alive without antibiotics (distribution of
202  AFDsshownin figure 3).

203

204  Economic analysis

205  Thecosts of conventional microbiological testing were £222 (US$ 286), whilst the costs of TAC and

206  bacteriological culture for sensitivity testing was £171 (US$ 220), a difference of £51 (US$65). Figure E1 shows
207  workflow with and without TAC.

208
209

210 Discussion

211

212 In this study we demonstrate that a customi sed molecular diagnostic, designed to meet the needs of a specific
213 clinical setting produced accurate resultsin aclinically important timeframe and influenced patient management
214  decisions. Thiswas within the context of a well-established antimicrobial stewardship programme. Results
215 were returned to clinicians 61 hours faster than conventional cultures, and the accuracy of the results was

216  confirmed by culture, sequencing or both. Notably, many previous studiesin respiratory infection specifically
217  excludecritically ill patients, who are those who may suffer the most from inappropriate antimicrobial therapy®
218 but are also at greatest risk of antimicrobial-associated harm.* Importantly this can be achieved at no additional
219  cost to the laboratory.

220

221 Molecular diagnostic platforms for respiratory infection syndromes have, until recently, largely focussed on
222 viral pathogens. Whilst distinguishing viral from bacterial infection can be helpful in managing uncomplicated
223 infection, the frequent occurrence of bacterial co-infection in hospitalised patients™ and the need to optimise
224 antimicrobial therapy whilst limiting the over-use of these precious drugs has led to repeated calls for effective
225  bacterial-focussed diagnostics.* TACs have been previously reported for use in pneumonia.*"# % However
226 ,apart from our previous report*’ that demonstrated limited clinical impact due to restricted organism coverage,
227 none of the other reports have included ventilated patients and all were restricted to retrospective analysis of
228  stored samples. Commercial multiple-pathogen arraysthat include respiratory bacteria have recently become

229  available, however reports of their use in ventilated patients also remain restricted to retrospective analysis of
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230  stored samples,*?*?® and these assays lack the breadth of coverage and the customisability of the TAC. One
231  report commented that use of the commercial assay investigated to withhold antibiotics could have led to

232 inappropriate undertreatment.?

233

234 Patients who develop critical illness as a result of pneumonia present a particular diagnostic challenge, as these
235 infectionsmay involve a variety of bacterial, fungal and viral pathogens.? Although the source of acquisition of

236  severe pneumoniamay indicate the risk of particular organisms,>**%

thisis an imperfect method of predicting
237  the causative organism.? The difficulty in predicting the causative organism, coupled with the insensitivity of
238  growth-based culture detection leads to frequent use of multiple, broad-spectrum antimicrobials. Even when
239 culture results in growth of an organism, the time-frame on which these results are available compromises

240  effective antimicrobial stewardship, and in practice de-escalation is rare® as there remains a constant concern
241  about organisms which remain undetected.

242

243 Although thereis now widespread acceptance of the presence of a respiratory microbiome, ¥ the lungs of
244 ventilated patients present achallenge to highly sensitive molecular diagnostics. The proximal respiratory tract
245 of ventilated patients becomes rapidly colonised with predominantly Gram negative organisms® as the

246 microbiome is disrupted.®" This can occur in the absence of infection, and there isarisk that highly sensitive
247  techniqueswill be more susceptible to the detection of colonising organisms, driving an unintended increase in
248  antimicrobial use. The use of quantitative cultures and protected lower airways specimens has been advocated
249  aswaysof distinguishing infection from colonisation.?®3* We adapted this approach in this study, using the
250  quas-quantitative Ct value provided by RT-PCR and testing protected broncho-alveolar samples. This ensured
251  that the dominant change in practice seen was the de-escalation of antimicrobials. However, although almost all

252  studies of molecular diagnostics focus on reduction in antimicrobial use™®

we found a substantial proportion of
253 changes involved broadening the coverage through escalation or addition to cover organisms that had not been
254 anticipated. Had our study been judged by conventiona ‘reduction in antimicrobial use' the modest reduction in
255 antibiotic-free days seen may have been considered irrelevant. We suggest that consensus measures of

256  antimicrobial optimization be developed to assess the clinical utility of novel microbial diagnostics.

257

258  Oneof the problems that has beset microbial diagnostics studies has been the absence of a ‘ gold standard’

259  against which the candidate can be assessed,® asit is acknowledged that conventional culture isimperfect. For
260  thisstudy we developed a new composite ‘ confirmation standard’, using both conventional culture and

261 metagenomic sequencing. In all but 10 cases, organisms identified by conventional microbiology or sequencing
262  were detected by the TAC. The card was, overall, more sensitive than either of the confirmatory techniques.
263  Wedo not believe these additional TAC hitsto be true ‘ false positives' but rather reflect the enhanced sensitivity
264  of targeted PCR. Notably, all of these TAC-only detections occurred at high Ct values, indicating limited and
265 almogt certainly clinically irrelevant numbers of organisms. We therefore believe that the sequencing and

266  culture results can give clinicians considerable confidence in the results provided.

267

268  The selection of organismstargeted on the card was crucial, and informed by our previous experience where

269  omission of key organisms of concern significantly limited the impact of asimilar card.™” Given the case mix of
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270  our unit, with ahigh proportion of immunosuppressed patients, we opted to include a number of low

271 pathogenicity organisms, such a coagulase-negative Staphylococci, Enterococci and Candida albicans on the
272  card. The detection of these organisms can be challenging to interpret, and indeed given the knowledge that
273  many critically ill patients may be immunoparietic even if not classically immunosuppressed® their significance
274  remainsuncertain. Their presence, and the frequency of polymicrobial detection, indicates a dyshiotic response

275  inthelungsof critically ill patients,3%33436

and knowing how to respond to this dysbiosis remains an area of
276 uncertainty. One of the advantages of the TAC as aplatformisits customizability, and single targets can be
277  easily added or modified without having to re-optimise the entire panel, which would also allow it to be adapted
278  toother units or rapidly modified to dea with an emerging infectious threat.

279

280  Thisstudy had a number of strengths. We developed atest that met the needs of a particular unit, and

281 implemented it in the context of a well-established stewardship programme. We managed to include a

282  significant proportion of the patients undergoing bronchoscopic investigation for pneumonia, and thus our

283 results are likely to be representative of our unit’s workload. As an observationa study, the assessment of

284  impact on clinical decision making is susceptible to bias, and we cannot be sure that the changesto clinical

285 management made would not have occurred without the TAC result. However, the more objective increase in
286  AFDsrelative to the comparator group is supportive of genuine impact. Our comparator group was similar to
287  thestudy group, and by being drawn from the same time period of the study being managed by the same

288  clinicians, in an environment in which a study which may influence antimicrobial stewardship was occurring,
289  therefore we believe the differences seen are indeed due to the diagnostic approach used. Even when clinicians
290  arepresented with a validated, accurate test, achieving a changein prescribing practice is challenging™

2901

292 In conclusion, we have developed a customised respiratory diagnostic which covers a broad range of pathogenic
293  organisms, and validated it using acombination of culture, PCR and sequencing. In apragmatic, observational
294 study of the implementation of thistool we were able to see significant impact on clinical decision making. We
295 believe this represents a significant advance in the diagnostics of severe pneumonia, and have adopted this

296  technology across our hospital for the invegtigation of such patients.
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Parameter Study patients (95 patients) Comparator group (71
patients)

Median age (range) 60 (21-86) 62 (18-83)

n(%) female 41 (43 %) 27 (38 %)

Median functiona comorbidity index 1(2 -

% with community-acquired 36% 28%

Hospital-acquired (of which ventilator-

associated) 64% (39%) 72% (52%)

Median (IQR) APACHE I1 score on admission | 16 (10) 16 (9)

% receiving antibiotics at time of lavage 82% 96%

Median (IQR) Fi02 prior to bronchoscopy 0.5 (0.25) 0.5(0.30)

Median (IQR) white cell count 10.5(12.49) 10.7 (9.5)

Median (IQR) neutrophil count 8.6 (11.5) 8.8 (8.63)

Median (IQR) C-reactive protein concentration | 198 (153) 146 (154)

28 day Mortality 30 (32%) 21 (30%)

Table 1: clinical and demogr aphic details of patientsenrolled in the study. APACHE I, acute physiology

and chronic health evaluation 11, Fi02, fraction of inspired oxygen.
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428

Frequency
Organism detected (by conventional
micr obiology)

Frequency Frequency
(by TAC) (by sequencing)

Bacteria

Citrobacter freundii
Enterobacter cloacae
Enterobacter p.

(not further specified)
Enterococcus faecalis
Enterococcus faecium
Enterococcus sp.

(not further specified)
Escherichia coli
Klebsiella pneumoniae
Enterobacteriaceae

(not further specified)
Haemophilusinfluenzae
Legionella pneumophilia
Legionella sp.
(non-pneumophilia)
Morexella catharralis
Mycoplasma pneumoniae
Proteus sp.

Pseudomonas aeruginosa
Serratia mar cescens
Staphylococcus aureus
Saphylococcus epidermidis
Other coagulase negative
Saphylococcus
Senotrophomonas maltophilia
Sireptococcus pneumoniae
Sireptococcus pyogenes
Streptococcus sp.

Mixed upper respiratory tract flora
Fungi

Aspergillus spp.

Candida albicans
Candida spp.
Pneumocystis jirovecii
Viruses

Coronavirus

Cytomegal ovirus
Epstein-Barr Virus
Herpes simplex virus
Human metapneumovirus
Influenza A

Influenza B

Parainfluenza virus
Rhinovirus

1***
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429

430  Table2: Organismsdetected by conventional microbiological testing (Ieft hand column), by TAC (middle
431 column), and by micr obial sequencing (right hand column). * Legionella urinary antigen test postive, **
432 Positive BAL galactomannan enzyme immunoassay (>0.5 units) with CT consistent with fungal pneumonia and
433 known risk factors but fungal cultures were not positive. ***One hit not found in same patient.

434
435
436
437
438
439
440
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Type of change
Reduction in spectrum Stopping therapeutic antimicrobial 24
agent(s)*
Changing to a narrower spectrum 9
Withhol ding planned treatment 2
Increasein spectrum Addition of further antimicrobials 10
Change to broader spectrum agent 8
Alternative diagnosis investigated or Computed Tomography scan 2
made Tissue biopsy 2
Alternative diagnosis made 2

441

442  Table3: changesin treatment made as aresult of findings from the TAC (some patients had mor e than
443 one change within a given type —e.g. both reduction spectrum and cessation of antimicrobials) .

444

445  *intwo cases antimicrobials were reduced to prophylactic dose as patients remained at risk of opportunistic
446  infections

447
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448

RSV A

RSV B

HPIV 1

HPIV 2

HPIV 3

HPIV 4

Enterovirus

Rhinovirus

B. pertussis ptx S1

HCoV OC43/HKU1

188 RNA

HCoV NL63

HCoV 229E

hMPV

MS2 IC

Adenovirus #1

Bocavirus

Adenovirus #2

L. pneumophilia

M. pneumoniae

C. pneumoniae

Coxiella burnetii

C. psittaci

449 M. tuberculosis

450 Figure 1: layout of TAC

451
452
453

Flu B #1

Flu B #2

Staph PVL

Flu A #2

Flu A #3

S. pneumoniae
S. pyogenes

S. aureus (Nuc)
Aspergillus 288
Flu A H12009
Flu A H3
Legionella spp
H. influenzae #1
Enterovirus Br
M. pneumoniae #2
B. pertussis 18481
Parechovirus
P.jirovecii

RSV #3

HCoV OC43
Rnase PIC
HPIV 1 #2
HPIV 3 #
Rhinovirus #2

K. pneumoniae #1
K. pneumoniae #2
E. coli #1

E. coli #2

F. aeruginosa #1
F. aeruginosa #2
H. influenzae #2
A. baumannii #1
A. baumannii #2
E. faecalis ddI

E. faecium ddI

S. aureus (Nuc)
HSV #1 2

CoN Staph

MS2 IC

S. epidermidis

N. meningiditis

E. meningoseptica
E. cloacae#l

E. doacae#2

16S rRINA
Legionella spp GroES
Fungal 18S rRNA
M. tuberculosis #2
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Aspergillus fumigatus#2
Aspergillus #3 (28S)
Mycobacterium sp #3
S. maltophilia

C. albicans

Candida species

S marcescens #1

S marcescens #2
Streptococcus spp #1
Streptococcus spp #2
E. meningoseptica #2
A. baumannii #3
CMV #2 br

EBV #1

Bacteroides fragilis
Morganella morganii
Mec A
Enterobacteriaceae #1
Enterobacteriaceae Proteus #2
S. pneumoniae #2

M. catarrhalis

S. pyogenes #2

HSV glyD #2

E. faecium #3
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Figure 3: Distribution of daysalive and free of antibioticsin the seven days following bronchoscopy and

lavage in the TAC and comparator cohorts. Following first lavage only for patients who had more than one
BAL during ICU admission. Numbersin each category and percentage shown below graph, p value by Mann-

Whitney U test.
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