
Volume 4 • Issue 1 • 1000169J Gastroint Dig Syst
ISSN: 2161-069X, an open access journal

Journal of Gastrointestinal & Digestive
 System

Sofi, J Gastroint Dig Syst 2014, 4:1
DOI: 10.4172/2161-069X.1000169

Short Communication Open Access

Upper Versus Lower Gastrointestinal Route of Fecal Microbiota 
Transplantation in the Treatment of Clostridium Difficile Infection
Aijaz Ahmed Sofi*
Department of Medicine, Division of Gastroenterology, University of Toledo Medical Centre, 3000, Arlington Avenue Toledo, Ohio- 43614, USA

*Corresponding author: Aijaz Ahmed Sofi, Department of Medicine, Division of 
Gastroenterology, University of Toledo Medical Centre, 3000, Arlington Avenue
Toledo, Ohio- 43614, USA, Tel: 1-419-383-3491; Fax: 1-419-383-6197; E-mail:
aijaz.sofi@utoledo.edu

Received January 1, 2014; Accepted January 24, 2014; Published February 06, 
2014

Citation: Sofi AA (2014) Upper Versus Lower Gastrointestinal Route of Fecal 
Microbiota Transplantation in the Treatment of Clostridium Difficile Infection. J 
Gastroint Dig Syst 4: 169. doi:10.4172/2161-069X.1000169

Copyright: © 2014 Sofi AA. This is an open-access article distributed under the 
terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License, which permits unrestricted 
use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and 
source are credited.

Increasing incidence of Clostridium difficile infection (CDI) 
and emergence of new and more virulent, antibiotic resistant strains 
such as 027 ribotype (NAP1/B1/027) [1] has been associated with an 
increased incidence of recurrences and primary treatment failure 
with standard antibiotic therapy [2]. Fecal microbiota transplantation 
(FMT) has shown promise in the treatment of recurrent or refractory 
CDI [3,4]. FMT involves instillation of stools obtained from a healthy 
donor into the recipient gut either by upper gastrointestinal (GI) route 
through naso-gastric tube or through lower GI route administered 
during colonoscopy or rectal enemas. There are no controlled studies 
comparing the efficacy and safety of upper and lower GI routes of FMT 
delivery in the treatment of CDI. In the absence of such studies, the 
preferable method of FMT administration is unknown.

Earlier in 2012, we published a pooled-data analysis of studies on 
FMT in the treatment of CDI (289 patients) [3]. In this analysis, we 
showed that the rate of treatment failure was 15.4% with upper GI route 
compared to 6.6% with lower GI route of FMT delivery. This difference 
in the treatment outcome between the two routes of FMT delivery 
was statistically significant in univariate analysis (p=0.027), however 
no significance was noted in multivariate analysis (p=0.569). Similar 
results were later obtained from a meta-analysis by Kassam et al. with 
an observed trend towards higher clinical resolution rates by lower GI 
route compared to upper GI route of delivery of FMT [4]. Although, 
pooled-data analysis by Postigo and Kim did not show any difference in 
the treatment efficacy by upper or lower GI routes of FMT delivery [5], 
the number of cases analyzed in this analysis was smaller (182 patients) 
compared to former two reviews.

The potential superiority of lower over upper GI route of delivery 
of FMT is not well understood. Survival of colonic microflora in 
upper GI tract, including beneficial (obligate) anaerobic bacteria, is 
uncongenial, although these bacteria are present in terminal ileum 
[6]. This antagonistic environment for colonic microflora in upper GI 
tract is thought to be due to factors like intestinal peristalsis, pH, redox 
potential, bacterial adhesion, bacterial cooperation and antagonism, 
mucin secretion, diet, and nutrient availability [7]. Additionally, 
enzymatic activity of intestinal, pancreatic, and biliary secretions helps 
destroy bacteria in the small intestine [8]. Therefore, an unreceptive 
milieu for donor fecal microflora in the recipient’s small intestine could 
potentially result in insufficient number of viable bacteria reaching 
the colon which may perhaps contribute to lower response rate in 
patients with upper GI route of FMT. Interestingly, in a study by Polak 
et al. [9], treatment failure with FMT was much higher (50%) when 
they used 20 grams of donor stool administered by upper GI route 
for the first six patients in their cohort. The success rate improved to 
80% after transplant use of 40 grams of fecal matter in the remainder 
of the cohort. Similar results were obtained from a recently published 
study by van Nood et al. who achieved 81% cure rate with 50 gram 
dose of feces administered by upper GI route [10]. Hence, the size of 
‘viable’ inoculums of the donor bacterial flora reaching colon may be an 
important factor to determine successful outcome of FMT. 

Based on current available (albeit limited) evidence, delivery of 
FMT through colonoscopy seems more efficacious than upper GI route 
for FMT. However, administration of FMT by colonoscopy is more 
invasive and expensive method in comparison to upper GI delivery 

using naso-gastric tube. Future trials are needed to identify safer, 
efficacious and economical mode of FMT delivery. Additionally, well 
conducted studies comparing the safety and efficacy of FMT based on 
upper or lower GI route of administration are eagerly awaited. These 
studies will also help in better understanding of its mechanism of action

References
1. Kelly CP, LaMont JT (2008) Clostridium difficile--more difficult than ever. N Engl 

J Med 359: 1932-1940.

2. Kachrimanidou M, Malisiovas N (2011) Clostridium difficile infection: a 
comprehensive review. Crit Rev Microbiol 37: 178-187.

3. Sofi AA, Silverman AL, Khuder S, Garborg K, Westerink JM, et al. (2013) 
Relationship of symptom duration and fecal bacteriotherapy in Clostridium
difficile infection-pooled data analysis and a systematic review. Scand J 
Gastroenter 48: 266-273.

4. Kassam Z, Lee CH, Yuan Y, Hunt RH (2013) Fecal microbiota transplantation
for Clostridium difficile infection: systematic review and meta-analysis. Am J 
Gastroenterol 108: 500-508.

5. Postigo R, Kim JH (2012) Colonoscopic versus nasogastric fecal transplantation 
for the treatment of Clostridium difficile infection: a review and pooled analysis. 
Infection 40: 643-648.

6. Simon GL, Gorbach SL (1986) The human intestinal microflora. Dig Dis Sci 31: 
147S-162S.

7. Hao WL, Lee YK (2004) Microflora of the gastrointestinal tract: a review. 
Methods Mol Biol 268: 491-502.

8. Bures J, Cyrany J, Kohoutova D, Förstl M, Rejchrt S, et al. (2010) Small
intestinal bacterial overgrowth syndrome. World J Gastroenterol 16: 2978-2990.

9. Polák P, Freibergerová M, Juránková J, Kocourková H, Mikešová L, et al. 
(2011) [First experiences with faecal bacteriotherapy in the treatment of
relapsing pseudomembranous colitis due to Clostridium difficile]. Klin Mikrobiol 
Infekc Lek 17: 214-217.

10. van Nood E, Vrieze A, Nieuwdorp M, Fuentes S, Zoetendal EG, et al. (2013) 
Duodenal infusion of donor feces for recurrent Clostridium difficile. N Engl J 
Med 368: 407-415.

Journ
al

 o
f G

as
tro

intestinal & Digestive
System

ISSN: 2161-069X

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18971494
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18971494
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21609252
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21609252
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23163886
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23163886
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23163886
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23163886
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23511459
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23511459
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23511459
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22847629
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22847629
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22847629
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3731990
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3731990
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15156063
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15156063
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20572300
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20572300
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22247032
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22247032
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22247032
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22247032
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23323867
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23323867
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23323867

	Title
	Corresponding author
	References

