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Abstract

Background: Candida auris (C. auris) poses a significant threat in healthcare settings,
characterized by its high morbidity and mortality rates. While the use of chlorhexidine bathing
has been suggested as a potential strategy for C. auris decolonization in adult patients within
healthcare settings, a comprehensive and systematic evaluation of its effectiveness and
associated outcomes is notably lacking.

Aim: This study seeks to systematically assess the effectiveness of daily chlorhexidine
bathing for Candida auris decolonization in adult patients within healthcare settings. The
study’s primary objectives are to evaluate the impact of this intervention on reducing
colonization rates, infection occurrences, and outbreak incidences, while concurrently
evaluating any associated adverse events. The study's secondary objectives are to identify
adverse events, and to explore and quantify the effect sizes of potential risk factors, if
identified, that may influence the outcomes of chlorhexidine bathing for C. auris
decolonization.

Methods and Analysis: In adherence to the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews
and Meta-Analyses Protocol (PRISMA-P) guidelines, this protocol outlines the methodology
for our systematic review and meta-analysis. The study commenced with an extensive
presearch conducted from June to August 2023 on PubMed, followed by searches across
other three key databases: Embase, Web of Science, and Scopus, in September 2023. The
systematic search will encompass all available years of publication without applying any
publication date filters. Records located in the literature search will be uploaded to the
systematic review software Covidence to facilitate deduplication, blinded screening, and the
selection of eligible studies. Two independent reviewers will rigorously screen records, extract
data, and perform risk of bias assessments, with a third researcher resolving conflicts. The
results will be synthesized narratively in summary tables, with the potential for meta-analysis
contingent upon the findings, focusing on the effectiveness and adverse events of daily
chlorhexidine bathing for C. auris decolonization in adult patients within healthcare settings.
Additionally, we will investigate whether certain risk factors, if identified, have an impact on
the outcomes by quantifying their effect sizes.

Ethics and Dissemination: The ethical framework of this systematic review obviates the need
for ethics approval, as it relies exclusively on published research. The outcomes of this study
will be disseminated via publication in a peer-reviewed journal, shared with stakeholders, and
made publicly accessible.

PROSPERO Registration: CRD42023459048.
Introduction

Candida auris (C. auris) represents a prominent pathogenic threat within healthcare
environments, characterized by elevated rates of morbidity and mortality. This fungal
pathogen, along with other fungal pathogens, contributes to approximately 13 million
infections and 1.5 million deaths annually (1). A thorough examination of 4,733 cases
reported across 33 countries revealed that the mortality rate associated with C. auris infection
was 39%, with a higher rate of 45% for C. auris fungemia (2). Moreover, it is estimated that
around 5% to 10% of individuals colonized with C. auris will eventually develop invasive
disease (3,4).
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C. auris initial discovery in 2009 marked the commencement of sporadic cases and
widespread outbreaks worldwide. It presents a unique danger, particularly in the context of
invasive infections, significantly impacting individuals in hospitals and nursing homes who
contend with various underlying medical conditions. C. auris capacity to persist within patients
for extended periods and withstand common healthcare disinfectants underscores its
environmental resilience. Alarmingly, more than one-third of patients succumb within a month
of being diagnosed with an invasive C. auris infection, as documented by the Centres for
Disease Control and Prevention (5).

The precise factors contributing to the recent emergence of this fungus remain elusive.
Genetic analyses suggest its simultaneous emergence across various continents, with the
identification of five distinct C. auris clades in disparate geographical locations. Hospital-
based C. auris infections and outbreaks have exhibited an upward trajectory in recent years,
as observed in studies such as that conducted by Han, 2020 (6). Notably, the advent of the
COVID-19 pandemic coincided with hospital outbreaks of multidrug-resistant organisms,
further complicating the landscape for healthcare facilities (7). C. auris easily contaminates
patient environments, persists, and causes major outbreaks. It resists cleaning due to dry
biofilms. Vulnerable hospitalized patients, especially in ICUs, acquire it, often with fatal
consequences (8).

C. auris can still be easily misidentified when using standard diagnosis methods. Definitive
approaches for identifying C. auris encompass matrix-assisted laser desorption/ionization
time-of-flight mass spectrometry (MALDI-TOF MS) and molecular techniques grounded in
DNA sequencing. The management of C. auris within healthcare settings presents formidable
challenges owing to several factors. Foremost among these is its resistance to multiple
classes of antifungal agents, with a subset of isolates demonstrating resistance to all major
antifungal medications. Specifically, 60-90% of C. auris strains manifest resistance to
fluconazole, 10-30% exhibit elevated minimum inhibitory concentration values for
amphotericin B, and up to 5% are considered resistant to echinocandins (9).

Furthermore, once C. auris established in patients, the fungus can endure in the environment
and spread among individuals. Significantly, patient colonization by C. auris can persist over
extended periods, even following treatment for invasive infections. Consequently, adherence
to recommended infection control measures is imperative both during and after C. auris
infection management. Given these formidable challenges, effective strategies for
decolonization become paramount. However, data regarding the efficacy of such methods,
including the utilization of chlorhexidine or topical antifungal agents, for patients with C. auris
remain notably limited based on Centres for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) (10).

Previous research, encompassing both in vitro and in vivo investigations, has indicated the
efficacy of chlorhexidine gluconate (CHG) against Candida species, including C. auris.
Interestingly, studies have shown that CHG is more effective against C. auris when combined
with compounds like tea tree and lemongrass oil or antifungal drugs like fluconazole and
terbinafine. On the other hand, using only 2% chlorhexidine resulted in less effective
reduction of C. auris fungal burden compared to no treatment. However, after the utilization of
the Advanced Performance Technology (APT-CH) formulation, which uniquely combines FDA
approved inactive ingredients with a designated active pharmaceutical ingredient to enhance
efficacy against highly resistant microbes (both bacterial and fungal), it has proven effective in
reducing fungal burden in skin tissue. This indicates its potential for reducing C. auris skin
colonization (11).

Despite the in vitro evidence indicating the susceptibility of the C. auris to chlorhexidine
(CHX), established guidelines for successful C. auris decolonization remain conspicuously
absent, particularly within clinical settings, where patients undergoing daily CHX bathing
continue to exhibit C. auris isolation from their skin, highlighting a notable discrepancy
between in vitro findings and clinical outcomes (12).
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The purpose of conducting this systematic review is to clarify to healthcare providers
scientifically-sound information on the effectiveness of using chlorhexidine bathing in reducing
the colonization of C. auris among affected patients in healthcare settings. By pooling the
results of multiple studies and analysing the overall effect size of the intervention, a
systematic review and meta-analysis can help synthesize the available evidence on the
effectiveness of chlorhexidine bathing for decolonization of C. auris patients and instruct
healthcare providers accordingly.

Objectives

The primary aim of this study is to conduct a comprehensive systematic review and, if
feasible, a meta-analysis, focusing on the efficacy of daily chlorhexidine bathing as an
intervention for C. auris decolonization in adult patients within healthcare settings. To
accomplish this objective, the following specific objectives will be addressed:

1. Perform a systematic review of full-length research articles published in peer-
reviewed English-language scientific journals that investigate the effectiveness of
daily chlorhexidine bathing for decolonizing C. auris in adult patients within healthcare
settings.

2. Examine the potential impact of daily chlorhexidine bathing on reducing C. auris
colonization, infection rates, and outbreaks among adult patients in healthcare
settings.

3. Assess the degree to which daily chlorhexidine bathing contributes to the
decolonization of C. auris among adult patients within healthcare settings,
considering variations in the applied protocols.

Additionally, as part of the comprehensive evaluation of safety and potential risk factors, the
following secondary objectives will be investigated:

1. Identify any adverse events associated with the implementation of daily chlorhexidine
bathing as an intervention for C. auris decolonization among adult patients in
healthcare settings.

2. Investigate the influence of potential risk factors, if identified, on the study outcomes
by quantifying their effect sizes.

Furthermore, If the available data permit, we will further pursue the following objectives
through the execution of a meta-analysis:

1. Calculate pooled effect sizes, such as risk ratios, odds ratios, or mean differences, to
quantitatively assess the overall effectiveness of daily chlorhexidine bathing for
Candida auris decolonization.

2. Conduct subgroup analyses to explore potential variations in effectiveness based on
specific population characteristics (e.g., age, comorbidities), differences in
chlorhexidine bathing protocols (e.g., concentration, frequency, duration), and
geographical locations of the included studies.

Methods and Analysis

This protocol adheres to the guidelines outlined in the Preferred Reporting Items for
Systematic Reviews and Meta-analyses Protocol (PRISMA-P) (Supplemental file 1) (13). The
study is scheduled to commence on November 1, 2023, and conclude on October 31, 2024.
The final review process will be guided by the Cochrane Handbook for Systematic Reviews of
Interventions and will align with the updated PRISMA 2020 statement (13,14).

Eligibility criteria A Population, Intervention, Comparator, and Outcomes (PICO) statement
has been formulated to systematically assess the efficacy of chlorhexidine bathing in
decreasing C. auris colonization among patients in healthcare settings who are affected by
this pathogen.

Population:
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Inclusion: Studies involving adult patients (aged >18 years) admitted to healthcare facilities,
including hospitals and long-term care facilities, who have been colonized with C. auris and
treated with chlorhexidine bathing for C. auris decolonization.

Exclusion: To minimize potential confounding effects related to age, studies exclusively
focusing on paediatric patients will be excluded.

Intervention

Inclusion: Studies employing chlorhexidine bathing in decolonizing C. auris among adult
patients in healthcare setting.

Exclusion: Studies exploring decolonization methods other than chlorhexidine bathing or
those failing to provide data on the effectiveness of chlorhexidine in C. auris decolonization
will not be considered in this review.

Comparator

The comparator in this analysis will be standard hygiene practices or alternative
decolonization methods other than chlorhexidine bathing, which may include routine bathing
without chlorhexidine or the use of different topical agents for decolonization.

Outcome
Main Outcome:

The primary outcome for this analysis will be the proportion of adult patients colonized with
Candida auris who achieved successful decolonization when subjected to chlorhexidine
bathing, quantified by effect size measures, as indicated by two consecutive negative test
results with a one-week gap.

Additional Outcomes:

1. The rate of adverse events or complications associated with chlorhexidine bathing
among adult patients colonized with Candida auris.

2. Assess the effect of chlorhexidine bathing on Candida auris colonization rates, as
well as its impact on the incidence of Candida auris infections and outbreaks among
adult patients in healthcare settings.

3. Evaluate factors, both positively and negatively associated, with the efficacy of
chlorhexidine bathing in C. auris decolonization, quantified through effect sizes such
as risk ratios, odds ratios, or mean differences where applicable.

Types of studies

The studies should be published in English language and can include randomized controlled
trials and non-randomized controlled trials. In contrast, studies published in non-English
languages and those lacking peer review will be excluded. Furthermore, certain publication
types, including reviews, editorials, letters, conference abstracts, case reports, case series,
observational studies like cohort and case-control studies, and in vivo animal and in vitro
studies will not be considered.

Information sources

We will conduct systematic searches in four electronic databases, including PubMed
(National Library of Medicine), EMBASE (Elsevier), Scopus (Elsevier), Web of Science-Core
Collection (Clarivate) to identify relevant studies that have been published in peer-reviewed
scientific journals.

Search strategy

In January 2024, a comprehensive and systematic literature search will be carried out by
MSS. Preliminary search term combinations, aligned with the PICO statement and the
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specified inclusion and exclusion criteria, have been identified and tested (Supplemental file
2). Preliminary searches were conducted on PubMed from June to August 2023, utilizing
PubMed's MeSH terms to ensure a systematic inclusion of relevant search terms and their
synonyms. The final selection of search terms was reviewed by subject expert (BA). The
search string developed for PubMed will be subsequently applied to all chosen databases,
without applying geographical or publication year restrictions. To maximize retrieval, a
combination of search fields, including 'Title/Abstract’ and MeSH (or equivalent subject
headings), will be employed. In the absence of MeSH, Thesaurus, or Subject Headings, a
search field covering 'Title', 'Abstract’, and 'Keywords' will be utilized. Reproducible search
strings, along with results and notes for all databases included in the review, will be attached
to the final study. To expand the search with a backward snowballing approach, the reference
lists of included publications and identified systematic reviews will be manually searched.
Prior to the final analysis and manual screening of the reference lists of included studies, a
complete search update will be performed across all databases and will be presented in a
PRISMA flow diagram.

Study records
Data management

The search results' citations will be imported into the Covidence systematic review software,
which will be used for record management, blinded screening, and conflict resolution.
Covidence's features, including automatic deduplication, title/abstract and full-text screening,
and blinded conflict resolution, will facilitate our review process (15).

Selection process

After the automatic removal of duplicate studies using Covidence, the unique studies
retrieved will undergo a two-stage screening process conducted by two independent
reviewers, MB and MSS, in accordance with the predetermined inclusion and exclusion
criteria. The first stage will involve screening the titles and abstracts of the publications. In the
second stage, the full texts of publications selected in the first stage will be assessed for
inclusion, by the same independent reviewers. Any reasons for exclusion will be documented
in the PRISMA flow diagram, as illustrated in Supplemental file 3. This diagram follows the
guidelines outlined in The PRISMA 2020 statement (14). If discrepancies arise between the
assessments of the two reviewers regarding study eligibility or reasons for exclusion, a third
reviewer, BA, will resolve these discrepancies within the Covidence software. It's important to
note that the screening and conflict resolution modules in Covidence will be conducted in a
blinded manner. Manual screening of the reference lists of all eligible reviewed articles, as
well as of systematic reviews identified by the search, will be performed to find additional
papers that meet the inclusion criteria.

Data collection process

Two independent reviewers, MB and MSS, will autonomously extract data using a data
extraction template created in Excel specifically for this study (Supplemental file 4). Prior to its
implementation, this template will undergo a pilot test. Any discrepancies in the extracted data
will be addressed and the data's accuracy resolved through discussions involving the
participation of other reviewer (BA). This collaborative process will continue until a consensus
is reached, and all parties are in agreement.

Data items

As a minimum requirement, the data extraction process will encompass essential information
such as publication details (title, primary author's name, publication year, and DOI), study
characteristics (study type, type of treatment applied, data collection timeframe, measurement
methods and outcomes, statistical analyses conducted, and any adjustments made for
confounding variables), demographic characteristics of the study population, outcomes
related to the application of daily chlorhexidine bathing for C. auris decolonization among
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adult patients within healthcare settings, the overall effect size of this intervention, any
observed variations, and any declarations of conflict of interest or funding sources.

Risk of bias in individual studies

Two independent reviewers, MB and MSS, will conduct a thorough evaluation of the risk of
bias present in the studies included in this review. This assessment will be carried out
employing the Cochrane risk-of-bias tool (16), a globally recognized instrument renowned for
its meticulous and comprehensive approach to evaluating the methodological soundness of
various study designs, through its four domains (Supplemental file 5). The tool's well-
structured framework facilitates the assessment of critical domains such as randomization,
allocation concealment, blinding, management of incomplete outcome data, selective
reporting, and the identification of other potential sources of bias. In the event of differences in
risk of bias assessment between the two reviewers for specific studies, a third reviewer, BA,
will act as an arbitrator following a comprehensive discussion. Simultaneously, the quality of
evidence will undergo evaluation using the Grading of Recommendations Assessment,
Development, and Evaluation (GRADE) scoring method, a systematic approach that involves
all reviewers. This systematic assessment will ultimately enable the formulation of evidence-
based summary statements.

Pilot test

The study selection, data extraction, and assessment of RoB processes were tested using a
10% random sample (n=139) of studies identified through an initial pre-search covering all
electronic databases. The results of this preliminary database search were uploaded to
Covidence for further manual screening within the pilot sample. During the initial title/abstract
screening in Covidence, the majority (n=68) of studies in the pilot sample were excluded by
two reviewers (MB and MS), leaving 71 studies eligible for full-text screening after conflicts
were resolved by a third reviewer (BA). Subsequently, during the full-text screening, 52
studies were excluded based on predefined exclusion criteria. Data extraction was carried out
independently by two reviewers (MB and MS) for the remaining studies (n=4) that met the
inclusion criteria outlined in the review protocol. The completed data extraction sheets were
reviewed by the third reviewer (BA), and any discrepancies were resolved through
discussions among the reviewers (MB, MSS, and BA) until a consensus was reached.
Following this, two reviewers independently assessed the RoB of the eligible studies using
the 4 domains outlined in the Cochrane RoB tool. Each domain in each of the eligible studies
was assigned a RoB grade (low, probably low, probably high, or high). In cases where
discrepancies arose between the judgments of the two reviewers, a third reviewer (BA)
resolved them and also summarized the results of the RoB assessment. The results of this
pilot study, including the study selection process, data extraction, and RoB assessment, have
been provided in Supplementary Material 3, 4, and 5, respectively.

Data synthesis

The eligible studies that meet our criteria will undergo a comprehensive narrative synthesis.
This synthesis will involve the creation of summary tables that effectively communicate the
key findings regarding the effectiveness of daily chlorhexidine bathing in decolonizing C. auris
among adult patients in healthcare settings. These tables will encompass essential
information related to the characteristics of the study population, treatment characteristics,
outcomes pertaining to decolonization post-treatment, and other relevant findings.

In addition, if the data permit, we will conduct a meta-analysis to further examine the efficacy
of chlorhexidine bathing for Candida auris decolonization, as well as the effect of potential risk
factors, by estimating pooled effect sizes. When we identify two or more studies that provide
suitable outcome estimates, two independent reviewers will rigorously assess their clinical
comparability and, if appropriate, combine them for meta-analysis employing the inverse
variance method and a random-effects model to account for any inter-study variations.
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To gauge the degree of statistical heterogeneity among the included studies, we will employ
the I2 statistics. The entire meta-analysis process will be executed using the RevMan
software, and the synthesized results will be visually presented through forest plots.

Furthermore, as part of our analysis, we will employ a funnel plot to visually assess the
presence of publication bias. In situations where outliers or asymmetry in the funnel plot are
detected, we will conduct sensitivity analysis to explore the impact of these factors on our
results.

Analysis of subgroups or subsets

If the evidence suggests variations in the extent of decolonization based on specific
population characteristics or variations in treatment protocols, this study will conduct sub-
group analyses to delve deeper into these factors and their potential impact on decolonization
outcomes. Additionally, sensitivity analyses will be performed to rigorously assess the
robustness of our findings and ensure that they are not unduly influenced by specific factors
or outliers. These analytical approaches will enhance the comprehensiveness and reliability of
our study results.

Quality of cumulative evidence

To ensure a comprehensive evaluation of the quality of evidence across all included studies,
a team of at least six reviewers (MB, MSS, BA) will employ the Grading of Recommendations
Assessment, Development, and Evaluation (GRADE) scoring method. This systematic
approach will facilitate the generation of evidence-based summary statements, enhancing the
overall rigor and reliability of our study's conclusions.

Patient and public involvement
This study will not involve the participation of patients or members of the public.
ETHICS AND DISSEMINATION

Ethics approval is not required for this systematic review, given that it does not involve the
participation of patients or the public. The study's results will be disseminated through
publication in a peer-reviewed journal and made available electronically. Furthermore, if the
findings indicate a need for changes in the practice of daily chlorhexidine bathing for C. auris
decolonization among adult patients in healthcare settings, a summary report will be shared
with key healthcare and policy stakeholders in the United Arab Emirates.

Strengths and limitations of this study
This study has several strengths:

1. Employing a rigorous and systematic search strategy, and strict adherence to
established guidelines like PRISMA and GRADE, ensuring methodological rigor.

2. Engagement of multiple independent reviewers in screening, data extraction, bias
assessment, and quality appraisal, enhancing result reliability.

3. Utilization of both narrative synthesis and meta-analysis for a comprehensive
evidence examination.

4. Addressing a clinically vital matter by evaluating chlorhexidine bathing's efficacy
against C. auris colonization, with potential policy implications.

Nevertheless, the study does have limitations:

1. Potential publication bias due to reliance on peer-reviewed English-language articles,
potentially missing relevant research.

2. Inherent variability in study populations, interventions, and outcomes across included
studies may impact meta-analysis feasibility and limit the generalizability of the
findings.
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3. Findings are contingent on data availability and reporting within included studies,
potentially limiting specific analyses and definitive conclusions.

Contributors: MB, MSS, and BA, actively participated in the conceptualization of the study,
development of the research protocol, and the subsequent manuscript writing. They
contributed to the design of the search strategy, conducted the literature search, performed
screening of studies, and extracted data. In cases of conflicts, BA played a pivotal role in
resolution.
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