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Summary (Abstract)

Objectives:

Cerebrospinal fluid (CSF) lactate is produced by bacterial anaerobic metabolism and is
not affected by blood lactate concentration, an advantage over CSF glucose in
differentiating bacterial meningitis from aseptic meningitis. However, the previous
investigations have shown mixed results of the sensitivity and specificity. Our study’s
purpose was to assess the utility of CSF lactate in differentiating bacterial meningitis
from aseptic meningitis.

Methods:

We searched MEDLINE and EMBASE for clinical studies that included CSF lactate
measurement in bacterial meningitis and aseptic meningitis. Test characteristics were
pooled using hierarchical summary ROC curve and random effects model.

Results:

Thirty three studies were included. The pooled test characteristics of CSF lactate were
sensitivity 0.93 (95%CI: 0.89-0.96), specificity 0.96 (95% CI: 0.93-0.98), likelihood
ratio positive 22.9 (95%ClI: 12.6-41.9), likelihood ratio negative 0.07 (95%ClI.:
0.05-0.12), and diagnostic odds ratio 313 (95%CI: 141-698). Pretreatment with
antibiotics lowered the sensitivity 0.49 (95% CI: 0.23-0.75). CSF lactate of around 35
mg/dl (34-36 mg/dl) had higher sensitivity and specificity than those of around 27
mg/dl (26-28 mg/dl).

Conclusions:

CSF lactate’s high negative likelihood ratio may make it useful for ruling out bacterial
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meningitis though pretreatment with antibiotics reduces clinical accuracy. CSF lactate
of 35 mg/dl could be optimal cut-off value for distinguishing bacterial meningitis from

aseptic meningitis.
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INTRODUCTION

Bacterial meningitis is an infectious disease of the central nervous system (CNS)
characterized by significant mortality and morbidity despite advances in antibiotics. *
The mortality of bacterial meningitis varies from 3-21%, by type of organism. ?
Furthermore, survivors of bacterial meningitis have a high risk of cognitive
impairment or other neurological deficits. > * In addition to antibiotics, an adjunctive
steroid therapy have been shown to improve mortality and reduce neurological
complications in both children and adults. > ° However, timing is important, steroids
should be administered before or concurrent with antibiotics. ” Therefore, rapid
differentiation between bacterial meningitis and aseptic meningitis, a self-limiting
infection, is important for appropriate treatment.

Polymorphonuclear leukocytosis, decreased glucose concentration and
cerebrospinal fluid (CSF)/serum glucose ratio, and an increased protein concentration
in CSF are characteristics of bacterial meningitis. But, bacterial meningitis sometimes
presents with atypical CSF manifestations such as predominance of monocytes or
glucose more than 40 mg/dl. ® While a bacterial culture is the most reliable test for
bacterial meningitis, it requires a few days for growth. These CSF characteristics may
result in under or delayed treatment of bacterial meningitis or overtreatment of aseptic
meningitis.

CSF lactate is a potential marker for bacterial meningitis that could provide early

diagnostic information. CSF lactate is produced by bacterial anaerobic metabolism or

ischemic brain tissue. An advantage of CSF lactate over CSF glucose is that the value
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of CSF lactate is not affected by blood lactate concentration.® *® However, the previous
investigations have shown mixed results of the sensitivity and specificity of CSF
lactate. **"** The purpose of our review is to assess the test characteristics of CSF

lactate for the diagnosis of bacterial meningitis.



METHODS
Data Sources and Searches

We conducted a systematic literature search of MEDLINE from 1966 to December
2009 and EMBASE from 1968 to December 2009 on January 2010 using the Medical
Subject Headings (MeSH) and text keywords meningitis and lactate. We restricted our
search to English language studies and hand-searched bibliographies of retrieved
articles. Literature search was performed by two of the investigators (K.S, T.K)
independently.
Study selection

We used three inclusion criteria: 1) CSF lactate was measured in patients suffering
from bacterial meningitis and aseptic meningitis in clinical practice, 2) absolute
numbers of true positive (TP), false negative (FN), true negative (TN), and false
positive (FP) were abstractable from the text, figures or tables, 3) cut-off points for
positivity were given by authors or available from figures or tables.
Data Extraction and Quality Assessment

We abstracted the following variables; publication year, name of the author,

patients demographics, methods of CSF lactate measurement, pathogens of bacterial
meningitis (bacteria only, fungi and tuberculosis also included), pretreatment with
antibiotics, number of TP (bacterial meningitis with CSF lactate elevation), FN
(bacterial meningitis without CSF lactate elevation), TN (aseptic meningitis without
CSF lactate elevation), FP (aseptic meningitis with CSF lactate elevation). Data were

extracted and analyzed based on the number of cases. We evaluated study quality using
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the Quality Assessment of Diagnostic Accuracy Studies (QUADAS) method. **
QUANDAS contains 14 domains (spectrum of patients representative, selection criteria
clarity, reference standard, period between reference standard and index test,
verification bias, completeness and consistency of verification, independence between
index test and reference standard, index test description, reference standard
description, clinical review bias of index test, clinical review bias of reference
standard, similarity to practice, uninterpretable tests, and withdrawals). Data
extraction and QUADAS scoring were conducted independently by two of
investigators (K.S and T.K), differences were resolved by consensus.
Data Synthesis and Analysis

We assessed for potential threshold effects by assessing the correlation between
sensitivity and specificity and by plotting ROC curves. While there was no statistical
evidence of a threshold effect, ROC curves suggested a relationship prompting us to
calculate sensitivities, specificities, likelihood ratio and diagnostic odds ratios (a
single indicator of diagnostic test performance consists of the ratio of the odds of
positivity in disease relative to the odds of positivity in the non-disease) fitting a
two-level mixed logistic regression model and a hierarchical summary ROC (HSROC)
curve, *® with independent binomial distributions for the true positives and true
negatives on the sensitivity and specificity in each study, and a bivariate normal model
for the logit transform of sensitivity and specificity between the studies. '’ In order to
assess for potential publication bias and to perform subgroup analyses, we also pooled

1
I 8

sensitivity, specificity, and likelihood ratios using a random effect mode to derive
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estimates and their 95% confidence intervals (Cl). For this pooled analysis, we
calculated standard errors using exact binomial methods. We used the Agresti-Coull
(adjusted Wald) method *° for articles reporting sensitivities and specificities of 1 or 0.
Heterogeneity was assessed by 12 statistic. 2° We evaluated potential sources for
heterogeneity using meta-regression %! and stratified analyses. Potential sources of
heterogeneity explored included: (i) quality (using both a components and scored
analysis approach and using a QUADAS score greater than 12); (ii) positivity criteria
of CSF lactate; (iii) age of patients with bacterial meningitis; (iv) disease spectrum
defined as bacterial meningitis only or including bacterial meningitis, tuberculous
meningitis, and fungal meningitis; and (v) whether antibiotics were given before CSF
sampling. Planned a priori subgroup analysis included whether or not the patient
received pretreatment with antibiotics before CSF was obtained. We integrated studies
collecting only untreated patients by antibiotics and studies with figures of patients
with or without pretreatment. Subgroup analysis of untreated and pretreated patients
could perform in bacterial meningitis because aseptic meningitis with or without
pretreatment were not abstractable from collected studies. We also added subgroup
analyses including studies with bacterial meningitis proven by culture or gram stain
and studies with frequently used cut-off value in collected studies.

There are no formal tests for publication bias of meta-analyses of diagnostic tests,
as both the Begg’s and Egger’s tests 2> were developed for meta-analyses of
randomized controlled trials. However, we examined funnel plots and applied the

Begg's test. P values less than 0.05 were taken as statistically significant. All analyses
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were performed using STATA version 10.1 (STATA Corporation, College Station, TX,

USA).
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RESULTS
Study Selection and Data Extraction

Our systematic search of MEDLINE and EMBASE found 171 potential articles
on CSF lactate in meningitis. Based on review of titles and abstracts, we narrowed this
to 73 studies on meningitis diagnosis. Of these 73, 40 were excluded: 21 studies did
not sufficiently differentiate between bacterial and aseptic meningitis, 10 studies were
reviews or letters without data, 8 studies evaluated only the difference of mean CSF
lactate levels between bacterial and aseptic meningitis, and one study provided
sensitivity and specificity, but had insufficient information to abstract data into a 2x2
table (Figure 1). This left 33 studies involving a total of 1885 patients that consisted of
852 with TP, 82 with FN, 54 with FP, and 897 with TN. The number of patient who had
bacterial meningitis and pretreatment by antibiotics was 67 (34 with TP and 26 with
FN). Study characteristics of included studies are given in Table 1.

Most of the studies were published in 1970’s and 1980°s and conducted in
developed countries. Almost all studies reported age range of subjects. There were 14
studies (42%) included only pediatric patients, 4 (12%) only adults, and 10 (30%)
included both adults and children. The clinical outcome of meningitis was not
described in most studies. The mean QUADAS score was 10.4 (range, 8-14). Nearly all
studies reported on subject generation of subjects, but many elements of quality were
not sufficiently described (Table 2). Only 9 studies described the spectrum of subjects
adequately and collected CSF samples consecutively. Selection of subjects varied,

some were limited to patients with suspected CNS infections, and others included
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neurological diseases that required CSF examination. Some studies identified bacterial
meningitis by culture or microscopic examination (some of them included serological
test, n=24), 6 studies based the diagnosis on routine CSF analysis (cell counts, protein,
and glucose), and 3 provided no details on the method for categorizing the type of
meningitis. All studies performed routine CSF examination, culture, and lactate
measurement on the same specimen. Index-test, reference testing were performed on
all specimens and the diagnosis of bacterial meningitis was not based on CSF lactate
measures, so there was no diagnostic test bias present in any studies.

Diagnostic test performances of CSF lactate

Pooling using a hierarchical summary ROC curves (Figure 2) produced sensitivity
of 0.93 (95% CI: 0.89-0.96), and a specificity of 0.96 (95% CI: 0.93-0.98). Additional
diagnostic test characteristics included: likelihood ratio positive (LR+): 22.9 (95% CI:
12.6-41.9), likelihood ratio negative (LR-): 0.07 (95% CI: 0.05-0.12), and diagnostic
odds ratio: 313 (95% CIl. 141-698). Pooling with random effects model (see
Supplementary Figure 1) provided similar results with sensitivity 0.94 (95% CI:
0.92-0.96, 12=68.8%) and specificity 0.97 (95% CI: 0.96-0.99, 12=43.5%).

In subgroup analysis (Table 3), patients with bacteria proven by culture or gram
stain had equivalent sensitivity of 0.96 (95% Cl: 0.93-0.98 1°=58.2%) and specificity
of 0.97 (95% CI: 0.96-0.99 1°=46.6%) compared with overall analyses. patients
pretreated with antibiotics had lower sensitivity (Figure 3-A), 0.49 (95% CI: 0.23-0.75,
12=91.1%), compared to those not receiving pretreatment (Figure 3-B): 0.98 (95% CI:

0.96-1.00, 1°=11.1%). To reveal the optimal cut-off value, two subgroups of patients
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with around 35 mg/dl (34-36 mg/dl) cut-off value and around 27 mg/dl (26-28 mg/dl)
were analyzed because those were first and second most used cut-off value in collected
studies. Patients with around 35 mg/dl cut-off value had better sensitivity of 0.93 (95%
Cl: 0.89-0.97, 1°=76.2%) and specificity of 0.99 (95% Cl: 0.97-1.00, 1°=32.1%) than
those with around 27 mg/dl cut-off value.

Analyses evaluating other confounding variables, including QUADAS score,
cut-off value, disease spectrum, and whether or not the population was adult or
children found that none contributed more than 10% of the variance to either
sensitivity or specificity.

There is no formal test for publication bias for systematic reviews of diagnostic
tests. While the Begg’s test suggested the possibility of publication bias for both
sensitivity (sensitivity bias p=0.001) and specificity (specificity bias p=0.001), this
was due to the fact that both sensitivity and specificity are limited to 1.0 as an upper
value and the Begg test for asymmetry was positive because the cluster of studies was
asymmetric around 1.0. In other words, the test was positive because all studies were
less than 1.0, reflecting one problem with the current set of tests for publication bias in

diagnostic test meta-analyses.
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Discussion

Our study confirms three important findings in using CSF lactate to diagnose
bacterial meningitis. First, CSF lactate has high sensitivity and specificity in
distinguishing between bacterial and aseptic meningitis. Second, like other CSF
markers, lactate is less sensitive if patients receive antibiotics before CSF sampling.
Third, the good diagnostic test performance of CSF lactate was confirmed both adults
and children.

Fortunately, bacterial meningitis is less common than aseptic meningitis, in one
series of 3295 children with pleocytosis, only 4% had bacterial meningitis. 2® The
neurological outcomes of bacterial meningitis are often poor making early diagnosis
and treatment important. ®> Classical clinical characteristics of bacterial meningitis
include fever, nuchal rigidity, and change in mental status. However, only two-fifth to
two-thirds of patients with bacterial meningitis present with all three symptoms.* 8
Proportions of fever, nuchal rigidity, and change in mental status were 77-95%,
83-88%, and 60-78%, respectively. * ® Triad of these symptoms was observed only
44% in patients with bacterial meningitis. * Consequently the clinical history and
physical examination have low diagnostic accuracy. >* Other methods to distinguish
between bacterial and aseptic meningitis, including gram stain of the cerebrospinal
fluid, CSF cell counts and glucose levels, have been studied. One systematic review
found only three studies on the diagnostic accuracy of gram stains reporting
sensitivities ranging from 56-86%. Only one study reported specificity, finding it to be

100%. #* This same systematic review found only one study meet their quality criteria
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evaluating leukocytosis (CSF WBC>500/ml) with a LR+ of 15 (95% CI: 10-22) and a
LR- of 0.3 (95% CI: 0.2-0.4); two studies of blood CSF/serum glucose ratios < 0.4
found widely varied LR+ (18 and 145), with LR- of 0.31 and 0.25. The lack of
accuracy of any single test has prompted creation and testing of decision rules,
combining clinical and lab features with only moderate success, notably none of these
decision rules incorporate CSF lactate. 2> ?® These atypical manifestation of CSF
examination including culture negative and gram stain negative can result in a missed
diagnosis of bacterial meningitis. Combination CSF lactates and routine CSF
examination provides can estimate the chance of bacterial meningitis more satisfactory
in very short time.
Our meta-analysis pooled a large number of studies, thirty three, and found that

CSF lactate had good likelihood ratios. The very low negative likelihood ratio means
that lack of CSF lactate is particularly good for ruling out bacterial meningitis. For
example, given a prevalence of 4%, a negative CSF lactate reduces the probability of
bacterial meningitis to 3/1000. This negative likelihood ratio is lower than CSF white
blood cell count, glucose, or blood glucose ratio. *°

In subgroup analysis, patients with bacterial meningitis proven by culture or gram
stain had similar results with overall analyses. These results find the robustness of the
reliability of CSF lactates in bacterial meningitis. However, reduction of sensitivity in
pretreated bacterial meningitis was observed, similar to CSF glucose. 2" It is well
known that early antibiotic treatment improves clinical outcomes. However, this can

modify CSF findings, making both CSF glucose and lactate less sensitive. 22 The
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effects of treatment on CSF leukocytosis is mixed, some investigator have found that
prior antibiotic therapy does not reduce the total number of white blood cell, or the
percentage of polymorphonuclear leukocytes. 2® 2% Our study suggests that a CSF
lactate in the normal range cannot rule out bacterial meningitis among patients
pretreated with antibiotics.

Optimal cut-off value derived from our meta-analysis is around 35 mg/dl to
distinguish bacterial meningitis from aseptic meningitis. Since, recommended cut-off
value is 35 mg/dl or 3.9 mmol/l in clinical practice.

One strength of our analysis is the inclusion of varying age groups. The
epidemiology of bacterial meningitis differs by age. ** Our data suggests that the
diagnostic value of CSF lactate is similar between children and adults.

There are several limitations in this study. First, included studies varied in quality.
Our meta-regression based on QUADAS score found no effect of quality on our pooled
values for sensitivity or specificity for CSF lactate in infectious meningitis. Second,
this meta-analysis could not discriminate between bacterial meningitis only and those
with bacterial, fungal, and tubercular meningitis, but meta-regression analysis
indicated that this might not cause significant heterogeneity. Finally, a ceiling effect
appeared in funnel plot, distorting the formal statistical test for publication bias
Therefore, the possibility of publication bias cannot be excluded. Currently there are
no standard methods for evaluation publication bias in diagnostic studies.

In conclusion, CSF lactate is reliable distinguishing bacterial meningitis from

aseptic meningitis in combination with other CSF characteristics for clinical practice.
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Because of its high negative likelihood ratio (LR-), this test is especially useful for

ruling out bacterial meningitis. Pretreatment of antibiotics reduces the clinical value of

CSF lactate.

Acknowledgements:
Conflict of interest:

We have no conflict of interest for this article.

-17 -



REFERENCES

1. van de Beek D, de Gans J, Tunkel AR, Wijdicks EF. Community-acquired bacterial

meningitis in adults. N Engl J Med. 2006 Jan 5;354(1):44-53.

2. Schuchat A, Robinson K, Wenger JD, Harrison LH, Farley M, Reingold AL, et al.

Bacterial meningitis in the United States in 1995. Active Surveillance Team. N Engl J Med.

1997 Oct 2;337(14):970-6.

3. Hoogman M, van de Beek D, Weisfelt M, de Gans J, Schmand B. Cognitive outcome

in adults after bacterial meningitis. J Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry. 2007

Oct;78(10):1092-6.

4. van de Beek D, de Gans J, Spanjaard L, Weisfelt M, Reitsma JB, Vermeulen M.

Clinical features and prognostic factors in adults with bacterial meningitis. N Engl J Med.

2004 Oct 28;351(18):1849-59.

5. Peltola H, Roine I. Improving the outcomes in children with bacterial meningitis.

Curr Opin Infect Dis. 2009 Jun;22(3):250-5.

6. van de Beek D, de Gans J, McIntyre P, Prasad K. Steroids in adults with acute

bacterial meningitis: a systematic review. Lancet Infect Dis. 2004 Mar;4(3):139-43.

7. de Gans J, van de Beek D. Dexamethasone in adults with bacterial meningitis. N

Engl J Med. 2002 Nov 14;347(20):1549-56.

8. Durand ML, Calderwood SB, Weber DJ, Miller SI, Southwick FS, Caviness VS, Jr.,

et al. Acute bacterial meningitis in adults. A review of 493 episodes. N Engl J Med. 1993

Jan 7;328(1):21-8.

9. Posner JB, Plum F. Independence of blood and cerebrospinal fluid lactate. Arch
-18 -



Neurol. 1967 May;16(5):492-6.

10. Guerra-Romero L, Tauber MG, Fournier MA, Tureen JH. Lactate and glucose

concentrations in brain interstitial fluid, cerebrospinal fluid, and serum during

experimental pneumococcal meningitis. J Infect Dis. 1992 Sep;166(3):546-50.

11. Lannigan R, MacDonald MA, Marrie TJ, Haldane EV. Evaluation of cerebrospinal

fluid lactic acid levels as an aid in differential diagnosis of bacterial and viral meningitis

in adults. J Clin Microbiol. 1980 Apr;11(4):324-7.

12. Briem H. Comparison between cerebrospinal fluid concentrations of glucose, total

protein, chloride, lactate, and total amino acids for the differential diagnosis of patients

with meningitis. Scand J Infect Dis. 1983;15(3):277-84.

13. Juarez Aragon G, Games Esternod J, Cetina Sauri G, Alvarez Banuelos T, Arcos

Banuelos AM, Silva Acosta C, et al. [Assessment of five laboratory tests for differential

diagnosis in bacterial and viral meningoencephalitides]. Arch Invest Med (Mex).

1979;10(3):111-9.

14. Low PS, Yip WC, Tay JS, Wong HB. Cerebrospinal fluid lactate--its diagnostic

value in septic meningitis. J Singapore Paediatr Soc. 1986;28(3-4):243-6.

15. Whiting P, Rutjes AW, Reitsma JB, Bossuyt PM, Kleijnen J. The development of

QUADAS: a tool for the quality assessment of studies of diagnostic accuracy included in

systematic reviews. BMC Med Res Methodol. 2003 Nov 10;3:25.

16. Macaskill P. Empirical Bayes estimates generated in a hierarchical summary ROC

analysis agreed closely with those of a full Bayesian analysis. J Clin Epidemiol. 2004

Sep;57(9):925-32.
-19-



17. Harbord RM, Deeks JdJ, Egger M, Whiting P, Sterne JA. A unification of models for

meta-analysis of diagnostic accuracy studies. Biostatistics. 2007 Apr;8(2):239-51.

18. DerSimonian R, Laird N. Meta-analysis in clinical trials. Control Clin Trials. 1986

Sep;7(3):177-88.

19. Agresti A. Approximately exact inference for the common odds ratio in several 2 x

2 tables - Comment. Journal of the American Statistical Association. 1998

Dec;93(444):1307-10.

20. Higgins JP, Thompson SG, Deeks JJ, Altman DG. Measuring inconsistency in

meta-analyses. BMJ. 2003 Sep 6;327(7414):557-60.

21. van Houwelingen HC, Arends LR, Stijnen T. Advanced methods in meta-analysis:

multivariate approach and meta-regression. Stat Med. 2002 Feb 28;21(4):589-624.

22. Egger M, Davey Smith G, Schneider M, Minder C. Bias in meta-analysis detected

by a simple, graphical test. BMJ. 1997 Sep 13;315(7109):629-34.

23. Nigrovic LE, Kuppermann N, Macias CG, Cannavino CR, Moro-Sutherland DM,

Schremmer RD, et al. Clinical prediction rule for identifying children with cerebrospinal

fluid pleocytosis at very low risk of bacterial meningitis. JAMA. 2007 Jan 3;297(1):52-60.

24, Waghdhare S, Kalantri A, Joshi R, Kalantri S. Accuracy of physical signs for

detecting meningitis: A hospital-based diagnostic accuracy study. Clin Neurol Neurosurg.

2010 Jul 6.

25. Straus SE, Thorpe KE, Holroyd-Leduc J. How do I perform a lumbar puncture and

analyze the results to diagnose bacterial meningitis? JAMA. 2006 Oct 25;296(16):2012-22.

26. Dubos F, Korczowski B, Aygun DA, Martinot A, Prat C, Galetto-Lacour A, et al.
-20 -



Distinguishing between bacterial and aseptic meningitis in children: European

comparison of two clinical decision rules. Arch Dis Child. 2010 Jul 26.

217. Nigrovic LE, Malley R, Macias CG, Kanegaye JT, Moro-Sutherland DM,

Schremmer RD, et al. Effect of antibiotic pretreatment on cerebrospinal fluid profiles of

children with bacterial meningitis. Pediatrics. 2008 Oct;122(4):726-30.

28. Brook I, Bricknell KS, Overturf GD, Finegold SM. Measurement of lactic acid in

cerebrospinal fluid of patients with infections of the central nervous system. J Infect Dis.

1978 Apr;137(4):384-90.

29. Feldman WE. Effect of prior antibiotic therapy on concentrations of bacteria in

CSF. Am J Dis Child. 1978 Jul;132(7):672-4.

30. Kaplan SL, Smith EO, Wills C, Feigin RD. Association between preadmission oral

antibiotic therapy and cerebrospinal fluid findings and sequelae caused by Haemophilus

influenzae type b meningitis. Pediatr Infect Dis. 1986 Nov-Dec;5(6):626-32.

31. Wenger JD, Hightower AW, Facklam RR, Gaventa S, Broome CV. Bacterial

meningitis in the United States, 1986: report of a multistate surveillance study. The

Bacterial Meningitis Study Group. J Infect Dis. 1990 Dec;162(6):1316-23.

32. Bland RD, Lister RC, Ries JP. Cerebrospinal fluid lactic acid level and pH in

meningitis. Aids in differential diagnosis. Am J Dis Child. 1974 Aug;128(2):151-6.

33. Controni G, Rodriguez WJ, Hicks JM, Ficke M, Ross S, Friedman G, et al.

Cerebrospinal fluid lactic acid levels in meningitis. J Pediatr. 1977 Sep;91(3):379-84.

34. Ferguson IR, Tearle PV. Gas liquid chromatography in the rapid diagnosis of

meningitis. J Clin Pathol. 1977 Dec;30(12):1163-7.
-21 -



35. Lauwers S. Lactic-acid concentration in cerebrospinal fluid and differential

diagnosis of meningitis. Lancet. 1978 Jul 15;2(8081):163.

36. D'Souza E, Mandal BK, Hooper J, Parker L. Lactic-acid concentration in

cerebrospinal fluid and differential diagnosis of meningitis. Lancet. 1978 Sep

9;2(8089):579-80.

37. Boon WH, Heng WP. Bacterial meningitis and cerebrospinal fluid lactate. J

Singapore Paediatr Soc. 1978 Aug-Sep;20(3):117-20.

38. Gastrin B, Briem H, Rombo L. Rapid diagnosis of meningitis with use of selected

clinical data and gas-liquid chromatographic determination of lactate concentration in

cerebrospinal fluid. J Infect Dis. 1979 May;139(5):529-33.

39. Gould IM, Irwin WJ, Wadhwani RR. The use of cerebrospinal fluid lactate

determination in the diagnosis of meningitis. Scand J Infect Dis. 1980;12(3):185-8.

40. Knight JA, Dudek SM, Haymond RE. Early (chemical) diagnosis of bacterial

meningitis--cerebrospinal fluid glucose, lactate, and lactate dehydrogenase compared.

Clin Chem. 1981 Aug;27(8):1431-4.

41. Curtis GD, Slack MP, Tompkins DS. Cerebrospinal fluid lactate and the diagnosis

of meningitis. J Infect. 1981 Jun;3(2):159-65.

42, Eross J, Silink M, Dorman D. Cerebrospinal fluid lactic acidosis in bacterial

meningitis. Arch Dis Child. 1981 Sep;56(9):692-8.

43. Rutledge J, Benjamin D, Hood L, Smith A. Is the CSF lactate measurement useful

in the management of children with suspected bacterial meningitis? J Pediatr. 1981

Jan;98(1):20-4.
_22-



44. Berg B, Gardsell P, Skansberg P. Cerebrospinal fluid lactate in the diagnosis of

meningitis. Diagnostic value compared to standard biochemical methods. Scand J Infect

Dis. 1982;14(2):111-5.

45. Dwivedi C, Reddy CM. Diagnostic use of cerebrospinal fluid lactic acid levels in

meningitis. J Med. 1983;14(5-6):395-403.

46. Ponka A, Ojala K, Teppo AM, Weber TH. The differential diagnosis of bacterial and

aseptic meningitis using cerebrospinal fluid laboratory tests. Infection. 1983

May-Jun;11(3):129-31.

47. Mandal BK, Dunbar EM, Hooper J, Parker L. How useful is cerebrospinal fluid

lactate estimation in differential diagnosis of meningitis? J Infect. 1983 May;6(3):231-7.

48. Vanprapar N, Chavalittamrong B, Limsathayurat N. Cerebrospinal fluid lactate

level in childhood purulent meningitis. Southeast Asian J Trop Med Public Health. 1983

Jun;14(2):186-90.

49, Jordan GW, Statland B, Halsted C. CSF lactate in diseases of the CNS. Arch Intern

Med. 1983 Jan;143(1):85-7.

50. Ruuskanen O, Stahlberg ML, Korvenranta H, Nikoskelainen J, Irjala K. CSF

lactate in bacterial meningitis with minimal CSF abnormalities. Acta Paediatr Scand.

1985 Mar;74(2):292-3.

51. Lester A, Stilbo I, Bartels P, Bruun B. Value of CSF lactate in the differential

diagnosis between bacterial meningitis and other diseases with meningeal involvement.

Acta Pathol Microbiol Immunol Scand B. 1985 Feb;93(1):21-5.

52. Donald PR, Malan C. Cerebrospinal fluid lactate and lactate dehydrogenase
-23-



activity in the rapid diagnosis of bacterial meningitis. S Afr Med J. 1986 Jan

4;69(1):39-42.

53. Nelson N, Eeg-Olofsson O, Larsson L, Ohman S. The diagnostic and predictive

value of cerebrospinal fluid lactate in children with meningitis. Its relation to current

diagnostic methods. Acta Paediatr Scand. 1986 Jan;75(1):52-7.

54. Komorowski RA, Farmer SG, Knox KK. Comparison of cerebrospinal fluid

C-reactive protein and lactate for diagnosis of meningitis. J Clin Microbiol. 1986

Dec;24(6):982-5.

55. Shaltout AA, Helal AA, Awadallah NB, Mughal HA, Johny M. Cerebrospinal fluid

lactate is useful in differentiating viral from bacterial meningitis. Med Principles Pract.

1989;1:12-6.

56. Genton B, Berger JP. Cerebrospinal fluid lactate in 78 cases of adult meningitis.

Intensive Care Med. 1990;16(3):196-200.

57. Cameron PD, Boyce JM, Ansari BM. Cerebrospinal fluid lactate in meningitis and

meningococcaemia. J Infect. 1993 May;26(3):245-52.

58. Abro AH, Abdou AS, Ustadi AM, Saleh AA, Younis NJ, Doleh WF. CSF lactate level:

a useful diagnostic tool to differentiate acute bacterial and viral meningitis. J Pak Med

Assoc. 2009 Aug;59(8):508-11.

59. de Almeida SM, Faria FL, de Goes Fontes K, Buczenko GM, Berto DB, Raboni SM,

et al. Quantitation of cerebrospinal fluid lactic acid in infectious and non-infectious

neurological diseases. Clin Chem Lab Med. 2009;47(6):755-61.

-24 -



Table 1. Background of studies included in this meta-analysis

Type of lactate
Number of Cutoff QUADUS
Author Year Country Age ) outcome ) measurement
patlents p0|nt score

* method 7
Bland?®? 1974 USA child 55 BMonly 35 10 enz
Controni®® 1977 USA child 77 BMonly 25 11 enz
Furguson® 1977 UK both 25 N/A 35 10 GLchro
Lauwers® 1978 Belgium N/A 66 BMTMFM 35 11 GLchro
D'souza®® 1978 UK N/A 35 BMonly 35.1 9 enz
Boon®’ 1978 Singapore N/A 24 BMonly 21 8 enz
Brook?® 1978 USA both 53 BMonly 35 14 GLchro
Aragon®? 1979 Mexico child 44 BMonly 35 8 enz
Gastrin®® 1979 Sweden both 55 BMonly 36 11 GLchro
Lannigan'? 1980 Canada adult 33 BMTMFM 35 11 enz
Gould® 1980 England N/A 32 BMTMFM 35 8 GLchro
Knight*° 1981 USA child 88 BMonly 30 10 enz
Curtis* 1981 UK both 41 BMTMFM  25.2 14 enz
Eross*? 1981 Australia child 155 BMonly 34.2 11 enz
Rutledge*® 1981 USA child 42 BMonly 27 10 enz
Berg** 1982 Sweden both 141 BMTMFM 27 14 enz
Dwivedi*® 1983 USA child 12 BMonly 35 9 enz
Ponka“® 1983 Finland both 38 BMonly 27 11 enz
Mandal®’ 1983 UK N/A 85 BMonly 35.1 11 enz
Vanprapar*® 1983 Thailand child 31 BMonly 40 8 enz
Briem!? 1983 Sweden child 137 BMTMFM  31.5 10 enz
Jordan*® 1983 USA both 15 BMTMFM 27 12 enz
Ruuskanen®® 1985 Finland child 62 N/A 27 8 enz
Lester®? 1985 Denmark both 31 BMonly 31.5 12 enz
Low™ 1986 Singapore child 80 BMonly 25 8 enz
Donald®? 1986 S.Africa both 71 BMTMFM  35.1 11 enz
Nelson®? 1986 Sweden child 46 BMonly 21.6 12 enz
Komorowski®* 1986 USA adult 47 BMTMFM 27 8 other
Shaltout®® 1989 Kuwait child 30 BMTMFM 27 11 other
Genton®® 1990 Switzerland adult 60 N/A 37.8 12 other
Cameron®’ 1993 UK child 26 BMTMFM 36 10 enz
Abro®® 2009 UAE adult 95 BMonly 34.2 11 enz
de Almeida®® 2009 Brazil both 53 Bmonly 31.5 9 other

*BMonly indicates studies including only bacterial meningitis; BMTMFM, Study including bacterial

meningitis, tuberculous meningitis, and fungal meningitis ; N/A indicates studies without information about

including tuberculous meningitis and fungal meningitis or not.

enz: lactate was measured by enzymatic method

tGlchro indicates lactate was measured by Gas/Laquid chromatogyraphy

-25-



Table 2. Quality Problems According to QUADAS

Reference

Whole or

Patients Clearly Standard Period Between Random Same . . . Blind " ) .
s Pl Dmowed U Rdwemd UL R ODU 0RO oSy e TR R TR
Practice Criteria CTarget Short Enough Rgcelvg of Index Index* Index Reference of Index Test Test in Practice Report Explained
orrectly Verification
Bland(1974) - + + + + + + + + + + ? ?
Controni(1977) - + + + + + + + + + + + ? ?
Furguson(1977) + + ? + ? + + + + + + + + ?
Lauwers(1978) - + ? + ? + + + + + + + + +
D’souza(1978) - + ? + ? + + + + + + + ? ?
Boon(1978) - ? + ? + + + + + + + 2 2
Brook(1978) + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Aragon(1979) - - - + ? + + + + + + + 2 2
Gastrin(1979) - - + + + + + + + + + + + ?
Lannigan(1980) - - + + + + + + + + + + 2
Gould(1980) - - + ? + + + + + + + ? ?
Knight(1981) - - + + + + + + + + + + ? ?
Curtis(1981) + + + + + + + + + + + + + 4
Eross(1981) - + + + + + + + + + + ? ?
Rutledge(1981) - + + + + + + + + + + ? 2
Berg(1982) + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
Dwivedi(1983) - + ? + ? + + + + + + + ? ?
Ponka(1983) - + + + + + + + + + + + ? ?
Mandal(1983) - + + + + + + + + + + + ? ?
Vanprapar(1983) - ? + ? + + + + + + + ? ?
Briem(1983) - - + + + + + + + + + + - -
Jordan(1983) + 2 + + + + + + + + + + ? +
Ruuskanen(1985) - ? + ? + + + + + + + ? ?
Lester(1985) + - + + + + + + + + + + ? +
Low(1986) - - ? + ? + + + + + + + 2 2
Donald(1986) - + + + + + + + + + + + ? ?
Nelson(1986) + + ? + ? + + + + + + + + +
Komorowski(1986) - - ? + ? + + + + + + + ? ?
Shaltout(1989) - - + + + + + + + + + + ? ?
Genton(1990) + + + + + + + + + + + + ? -
Cameron(1993) - - + + + + + + + + + + ? ?
Abro(2009) - + + + + + + + + + + + ? ?
Almeida(2009) - - ? + + + + + + + + + ? ?
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Table 3. Summary of overall analyses and subgroup analyses

Sensitivity (95% CI)

Specificity (95% CI)

Overall analysis
HSROC model

Random effect model
Subgroup analysis
Bacteria proven BM *

Pretreated BM
Untreated BM

Cut off around 35mg/dl
Cut off around 27mg/dl

0.93 (0.89-0.96)
0.94 (0.92-0.96)

0.96 (0.93-0.98)
0.49 (0.23-0.75)
0.98 (0.96-1.00)
0.93 (0.89-0.97)
0.90 (0.85-0.94)

0.96 (0.93-0.98)
0.97 (0.96-0.99)

0.97 (0.96-0.99)
NA +
NA +
0.99 (0.97-1.00)
0.94 (0.90-0.98)

* Bacterial Meningitis proven by culture or gram stain

+ Not Available because of unabstractable data
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Figure Legends
Figure 1.

Flow of studies through the retrieval and inclusion process in the meta-analysis

Figure 2.
Hierarchical summary receiver operating characteristic (HSROC) curve of all
included studies shows high sensitivity and specificity with small 95% confidence

region.

Figure 3.
(A) Pooled sensitivity of the cases with administration of antibiotics before CSF test
(B) Pooled sensitivity of studies included patients without antibiotics before CSF

test

Supplementary Figure 1.

(A) Pooled sensitivity of all included studies by the random effect model

(B) Pooled specificity of all included studies by the random effect model
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Figure 1.

Studies first screened on databases (n=171)

Studi ez excluded by title and abstract (h=98)
Fewiew, Case report, Letters, Basic studies,
Exzpenmental studies

Studies retrieved for more evaluation (h=73)

Ezcluded studies {n=40)
Mot classified into hactenal and aseptic memngitis: 21
Fewiews orletters without actua data 10
Only the difference ofmean CSF lactate lewel : 8
Only sensitivity and specificity: 1

Studies included 1n our meta-analysis (h=33)
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Figure 3.
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