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Table 1 Demographic and social characteristics of 199
patients with suppurative keratitis

Charactenstics No

Age (years)
<15 33
15-29 51
30-44 51
45+ 64

Sex
Male 138
Female 61

Place of residence
Accra region 160
Volta region 7
Central region 12
Eastern region 16
Not known 4

Occupation
Farming 32
Wood/stoneworker 14
Metal worker 7
Other factory workers 12
Student/teacher 40
Trader 39
Driver 14
Other 20
Retired/unemployed 18
Not known 3

Eye injury within previous 3 months
No 122
Yes 77
Wood, stick, twig 18
Other vegetable matter 10
Stone, sand, dirt 17
Other foreign body 32

corneal smears of 114 patients
Shown in Table 2 is the range of bac
fungi cultured. The most common o
isolated were Fusarium species, Psei
aeruginosa, and Staphylococcus epide
single pathogen only was cultured f
patients while two or more different p
were cultured from 11 patients. Cat
the cultured pathogens according
Gram staining (Table 3) shows Gran

Table 2 Organisms culturedfrom corneal scral

firom 199 patients with suppurative keratitis

Number oj
Organism culturingj

Gram positive bacteria
Streptococcus pneumoniae
Streptococcus sp
Enterococcus faecalis
Corynebacterium sp
Staphylococcus aureus
Staphylococcus epidermidis
Propionibactenium acnes

Gram negative bacteria
Moraxella sp
Haemophilus influenzae
Neisseria gonorrhoeae
Neisseria sp
Pseudomonas aeruginosa
Pseudomonas sp
Enterobacter cloacae
Vibrio metschnikovii
Alcaligenes sp

Fungi
Fusarium solani
Fusarium dimerum
Fusarium sp
Aspergi;usfumigatus
Aspergillusflavus
Aspergillus terreus
Aspergillus sp
Pseudalkscheria boydii
Cladosponum sp
Lasiodiplodia theobromiae
Trichosporon capitatum
Nigrospora sp
Candida parapsilosis
Curwlanum fallax
Acremonium sp
Phoma sp
Dichotomophthoropsis sp

Unidentified fungi

Total

Total

Total

16-6
25-6
25-6
32-2

69-3
307

80-4
3-5
6-0

Table 3 Combinations ofpathogens cultured

Pathogen cultured Patients %

Gram +ve bacteria only 25 12-6
Gram -ve bacteria only 22 11 1
Fungi only 56 28-1
Gram +ve and -ve bacteria only 3 1-5
Gram +ve bacteria and fungi only 4 2-0
Gram -ve bacteria and fungi only 2 1-0
Gram +ve and -ve bacteria and 1 fungus 1 0 5
Gram +ve and -ve bacteria and 2 fungi 1 0-5
Nothing cultured 85 42-7
Total 199 100-0

2 0 bacteria were cultured from 34 patients, Gram
16*1 negative bacteria from 29 patients, while fungi
70 were grown from a total of 64 patients.
3 5 In one patient four different orgarnsms were

260o cultured, including two fungi: Staphylococcus epi-
19-6 dermidis, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Lasiodiplodia
1700 theobromiae, and Dichotomophthoropsis species. In
91 another case three organisms were identified,
1,5 Vibrio metschnikovii, an a haemolytic strepto-

60-8 coccus, and a filamentous fungus which did not
39-2 survive in transit for further identification.

No pathogen was cultured for 85 (42-7%)
patients, although 52 of these patients had a
pathogen identified by microscopic examina-
tion of a smear taken from their corneas.

(57 3%). Overall, no pathogen was found either by
-teria and microscopy or by culture for 33 (16-6%)
rganisms patients.
udomonas To determine why no pathogen was found for
rmidis. A these 33 patients, possible explanatory factors
Erom 103 were examined. No difference was found
athogens between the 33 patients and the remaining 166
tegorising patients for whom a pathogen was found with
to their regard to use of eye medicines before assess-

a positive ment at the clinic, interval between onset of
symptoms and attendance at the clinic, or diam-

>ing taken eter of epithelial defect or diameter of infiltrate
in the affected eye. However, the groups did dif-

f ulcers fer significantly in relation to the quality of the
Dossnve smear collected from the cornea for mnicrobio-
8 logical diagnosis. When the quality of the smear
3 was categorised arbitrarily as poor, adequate, or
1 good 19 of the 33 (57T6%) patients with no
4 pathogen found had a poor quality smear com-
14 pared with 55 of the remaining 166 (34 0%)
1 3 patients (x2,p=003).
4
1
2 COMPARISON OF CULTURE BASED DIAGNOSIS

16 AND GRAM STAINING BASED DIAGNOSIS
1 The microbiological diagnosis based on culture
2 was compared with microscopic examination of
1 smears taken directly from the cornea (Table

29 4). Of the 34 patients for whom Gram positive
6 bacteria were cultured, 17 were identified

21 correctly by direct microscopy in the ophthal-
1 mic clinic (sensitivity=50%), while for the
5 remaining 17 cases Gram positive bacteria were
3 either not detected or incorrectly identified by
I microscopy. Of the 29 patients from whom4
6 Gram negative bacteria were cultured, 13 were

correctly identified by microscopy in the oph-
thalmic clinic (sensitivity=45%), and of the 64
patients from whom fungi were cultured, 34
were correctly identified by microscopy (sensi-
tivity=53%).2 65 Microscopy in the ophthalmic clinic often
identified bacteria which were not cultured.
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Table 4 Evaluation of microscopy of Gram stained corneal smears when undertaken by ophthalmic clinic staffand by a medical microbiologist, compared
with culture results

Ophthalmology clinic staff Medical microbiologist

Seen by microscopy Sensitivity Specificity Seen by microscopy Sensitivity SpecificityPathogen Culture No (No) (%) (%O) (No) (%) (%)

Gram +ve Yes 34 17 50 76 18 53 87
bacteria No 165 40 21

Streptococcus Yes 12 8 (GPDC, GPC, chains) 67 76 9 (GPDC, GPC, chains) 75 88
No 187 45 23

Staphylococcus Yes 18 2 (GPC, chains) 11 85 4 (GPC, chains) 22 93
No 181 27 12

Gram-ve Yes 29 13 45 84 22 76 92
bacteria No 170 28 14

Pseudomonas Yes 17 6 (GNR) 35 85 12 (GNR) 71 92
No 182 28 14

Fungi Yes 64 34 (hyphae) 53 87 51 (hyphae) 80 93
No 135 17 10

GPDC=Gram positive diplococci; GPC=Gram positive cocci; GNR=Gram negative rods.

Out of the 165 patients for whom no Gram
positive bacteria were cultured, 40 were identi-
fied as having Gram positive bacteria by direct
microscopy at the ophthalmic clinic (speci-
ficity=76%). Similarly, of the 170 patients for
whom no Gram negative bacteria were cultured,
28 were identified by microscopy as having
Gram negative bacteria (specificity= 84%),
and of the 135 patients for whom fungi were
not cultured, 17 were identified by microscopy
as having fungal hyphae by microscopy
(specificity=87%).
To further explore the sensitivity and

specificity of microscopy based diagnosis by
ophthalmic clinic staff, the Gram stained
smears were sent to Worthing, UK and exam-
ined by an experienced medical microbiologist.
This was undertaken to differentiate the use-
fulness of microscopy under optimum condi-
tions compared with that at the busy
ophthalmic clinic in Accra. The sensitivity of
microscopy based diagnosis improved when
undertaken by the microbiologist (right hand
side of Table 4). For fungi and Gram negative
bacteria, microscopy was able to identify
correctly 80% and 76% of culture positive
cases, respectively. The specificity and false
positive rate for microscopy based diagnosis
also improved when undertaken by a micro-
biologist. This seemed to reflect the micro-
biologist's ability to differentiate between
particulate matter and pathogens and between
Gram positive and Gram negative bacteria,
and the longer time available for the
microbiologist to examine the slide.

IMPACT OF MICROBIOLOGICAL DIAGNOSIS ON
TREATMENT
Twenty (10.1%) patients had their treatment

Table S Impact of microbiological assessment on treatment

Reasons for change in treatment

Treatment received Change of treatment Microscopy Culture Microscopy and Other
before assessment after assessment results only results only culture results reasons

No No 13
Yes 20 14 3 1 2

Yes No 44
Yes 116 72 17 11 16

Not known No 2
Yes 4 1 1 2 0

Total No 59
Yes 140 87 21 14 18

determined and 116 (58&3%) patients had
their treatment changed following the micro-
biological assessment (Table 5). Treatment
was started or changed empirically in 18
patients, while in total 122 (61303%) had their
treatment either determined or altered based
on the results of the microbiological diagnosis.
Of these, 87 had their treatment
determined/changed solely on the basis of the
direct microscopic examination. The micro-
scopic diagnosis for these 87 patients was com-
pared with diagnosis based on culture (Table
6). Ten of 11 Gram negative organisms, seven
of 11 Gram negative organisms, and 29 of 33
fungal hyphae were correctly diagnosed by
ophthalmic clinic staff using direct
microscopy. The corresponding sensitivity of
direct microscopy was 91%, 65%, and 88%
respectively for Gram positive organisms,
Gram negative organisms, and fungi.

Conclusion
Before this study started, it had been estimated
that fungi comprised approximately 10% of
cases of suppurative corneal ulcer in Accra. In
fact, they constituted either alone or in combi-
nation, over half (56%) of those from whom a
culture result was obtained - as high a propor-
tion as has been recorded anywhere so far.
From the published reports, it is apparent that
there is a gradual increase in the proportion of
suppurative keratitis due to fungus as one goes
from higher latitudes in the northen hemi-
sphere towards the equator. There is also a
general tendency for a greater number of
fungal species to be isolated and identified in
tropical latitudes, although some published
studies are much more comprehensive than
others. Accra is not only at 5.50 latitude north
and hot, but also in general has very
humid conditions which may be expected to
encourage the growth of filamentous fungi in
the environment.

Fusarium was the commonest genus of
fungus identified in Ghana. In this respect,
Ghana resembles the United States rather than
India, Nepal, or Bangladesh, where Aspergillus
has so far been the commonest genus reported.
This is further evidence for geographical varia-
tion in the distribution of fungi pathogenic for
the eye, which in turn influences the choice
of treatment. It is also interesting that the
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Table 6 Evaluation of microscopy, when undertaken by ophthalmic clinic staff, and
culture results for 87 patients for whom microscopy findings directly resulted in
commencement or change oftreatment

Pathogen Culture No Seen by microscopy (No) Sensttttvty (%) Spectfic4y (%)

Gram +ve bacteria Yes 11 10 91 68
No 76 24

Gram -ve bacteria Yes 11 7 65 76
No 76 18

Fungi Yes 33 29 88 72
No 54 15

predominant organism in south Florida has
changed over time, from Fusarium solani
between 1959 and 1977, giving way to
Fusarium oxysporum between 1982 and 1992.13
From the present report and other published
reports, it is clear that it is predominantly
filamentous fungi, not yeasts, that cause
infection in the eye in tropical climates.

Agricultural occupation was uncommonly
associated with suppurative infection in
Ghana, contrary to reports from other regions.
This was true also when fungal infections were
considered in isolation from bacterial infec-
tions. Of 63 proved fungal cases, 12 (19%)
were students, 12 traders, and only eight
(12-7%) were farmers.
The microbiologist's results show

microscopy is particularly useful for the identi-
fication of fungi and Gram negative bacteria
(sensitivity=80% and 76%, specificity=93%
and 92% respectively). The reduced value of
the technique when undertaken by staff at the
ophthalmic clinic in Ghana indicates that clinic
staff required more thorough training and
retraining than was thought to be necessary at
the start of this study. For microscopy to have
its maximal application, the slide must
evidently be read by a person trained and
experienced in microscopy and the necessary
time must be available in a busy clinic

False positive cultures tended to be of
Gram positive species, such as Staphylococcus
epidermidis, which may be contaminants from
the normal flora of the tear film and eyelids.
What is the reason for no culture being

obtained on 85 scrapings, and no pathogens by
either microscopy or culture in 33? It appears
that the material obtained was too small in
some of these scrapings, although emphasis
was continually placed on sufficiently vigorous
scraping in the training and review sessions.
Forty five per cent of cases in south Florida
were culture negative, and this was attributed
to partial previous treatment with antibiotics or

antifungals.2 The prevalence of previous treat-
ment was similar in culture negative and
culture positive cases in the present study. It is
possible that some of the culture negative cases
could be accounted for by anaerobic organisms
or by Acanthamoeba. Appropriate culture
methods have therefore been introduced and a
search is being made for these organisms.
The next stages of this programme will be to

determine the sensitivity of the fungal isolates
to simple antifungal substances which could
potentially be made available at a reasonable
price in isolated situations in tropical countries;
to decide the optimum antibacterial and anti-
fungal agents for the organisms isolated; and to
establish trials of the simple agents with
optimum regimes for prophylaxis after injury
and of early treatment.
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