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Abstract

Infections are a major cause for retinitis. Whereas Varicella-Zoster and Herpes 
Simplex viruses are the major reason for acute retinal necrosis, cytomegalovirus retinitis 
typically occurs in immunocompromised patients. Toxoplasmosis and toxocariasis 
are the major parasitic pathogens affecting the retina and adjacent tissues. Among the 
bacterial causes, tuberculosis, syphilis, and bartonellosis are discussed as retinal diseases. 
The emphasis is laid on the epidemiological and clinical peculiarities, the respective 
diagnostic procedures, and the therapeutic approaches. Moreover, global disease aspects 
of infectious retinitis are included.
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1. Introduction

Retinitis can present in various different forms. Some of them are rather specific 
for individual pathogens, whereas other phenotypes are rather overlapping (Table 1). 
In this manuscript, the major viral, parasitic, and bacterial pathogens are presented 
and discussed together with the different clinical manifestations.

2. Virus-induced retinitis

2.1 Acute retinal necrosis

Acute retinal necrosis (ARN) is an infectious inflammation of the retina, the 
vitreous and the anterior chamber of the eye that can lead to blindness by destruction 
of the optic nerve and retina in immune competent individuals. The first clinical 

Disease form Main pathogens

Acute retinal necrosis VZV, HSV

Cytomegalovirus retinitis CMV

Chorioretinitis Toxoplasma gondii, Treponema pallidum

Chorioiditis with retinitis Mycobacteria, Toxocara, T. pallidum

Table 1. 
Classification of retinitis and related disease forms.
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reports were published by Urayama in 1971 under the designation Kirisawa uveitis. 
In 1978, the term acute retinal necrosis was introduced by Young and Bird [1, 2].

2.1.1 Pathogen

ARN is primarily caused by the α-herpesviruses Varicella-Zoster virus (VZV) 
or Herpes-Simplex virus (HSV) 1 and 2, which together account for 97% of cases 
(95-%-confidence interval (CI) 96–99%). Among ARNs caused by α-herpesviruses, 
VZV is the leading cause at 69% (95-%-CI 60–76%), followed by HSV-2 and HSV-1. 
α-herpesviruses carry a large double-stranded DNA genome and establish latency in 
the nuclei of the sensory and autonomic spinal ganglia of the central nervous system 
after primary infection. Normally, the virus genome is latently maintained in the 
sensory ganglia since lytically infected cells are rapidly eliminated by the CD8-positive 
cytotoxic killer cells of the immune system. The virus genomes persist latently in the 
nuclei of the sensory neurons in circular extrachromosomal form as episomes. Viral 
reactivation occurs due to poorly defined stressors such as ultraviolet light, neurosurgi-
cal procedures, or steroid or immunspuppressive therapy. Virus reactivation is followed 
by peripheral viral replication and usually results in herpes zoster, herpes orofacialis, 
herpes genitalis, or in rare cases also in zoster ophthalmicus or herpes oculi [2, 3].

The roles in ARN development of the β-herpesvirus cytomegalovirus (CMV) and 
the γ-herpesvirus Epstein–Barr virus (EBV), which establish their latency within 
myeloid stem cells and quiescent B lymphocytes, respectively, are still controversial. 
While at least some cases have been reported in which CMV appears to be causal for 
ARN, EBV has only been detected in some cases in addition to VZV and does not 
appear to play a causative role in immunocompetent individuals [3, 4].

2.1.2 Epidemiology

ARN is a very rare disease, which affects one individual per 1.5–2.0 million per-
sons per year. In a meta-analysis, men were shown to have a slightly higher risk to 
be affected by ARN than women [3]. Interestingly, the age of manifestation of ARN 
depends on the responsible virus species. Patients with ARN due to VZV or HSV-2 
have a median age of 48.8 and 47.8 years, respectively, whereas patients with ARN due 
to HSV-1 have a median age of only 31.1 years [3]. In addition, ARN shows two peaks 
of manifestation age, the first at age of approximately 20 years and the second at age 
50 [4]. In addition, some studies have shown that certain human leukocyte antigen 
(HLA) types such as HLA-DQw7 as well as HLA phenotype Bw62, DR4, and HLA-DR9 
are associated with the occurrence of ARN or its severity, respectively [5, 6].

2.1.3 Clinical peculiarities

Characteristic of ARN is an inflammation of the anterior chamber and vitreous 
associated with peripheral necrotizing retinitis with focal necrotic lesions that become 
circular as the disease progresses to the posterior pole. This process is additionally 
associated with an occlusive vasculitis that leads to arteriolar narrowing. This first 
phase is followed by a second phase in which retinal atrophy, proliferative vitreoreti-
nopathy, and retinal detachment occur [4]. While some studies have found ARN to be 
unilateral in nearly 90% of cases, other studies report bilateral involvement in up to 
one-third of cases [2–4]. In any case, ARN that initially occurs unilaterally may spread 
to the contralateral eye.
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In contrast to ARN, progressive outer retinal necrosis (PORN), now considered 
a variant of ARN, affects almost exclusively immunocompromised individuals, e.g., 
human immunodeficiency virus (HIV)-infected individuals in the AIDS stage or 
organ transplant recipients. It results from reactivation of VZV and spreads extremely 
rapidly to the deep retinal layers, leading to retinal detachment. However, PORN lacks 
the vasculitis aspect of classic ARN [2, 4].

2.1.4 Diagnosis

According to the American Uveitis Society, ARN is defined by the following 
criteria: (1) “focal, well-demarcated areas of retinal necrosis in the peripheral retina 
(outside the major temporal vascular arcs)”; (2) “rapid, circumferential progression of 
necrosis (if antiviral therapy has not been administered)”; (3) “evidence of occlusive 
vasculopathy”; (4) “a marked inflammatory reaction in the vitreous”; and (5) in the 
“anterior chamber.” In addition, symptoms such as optic atrophy, scleritis, and pain 
are common but not essential [7]. These criteria were established before molecular 
biological detection methods such as polymerase chain reaction (PCR) were widely 
available. Therefore, a recent publication proposed a modification of the diagnostic 
criteria to include serological and PCR-based methods with respect to the responsible 
viruses. By comparing the antibody concentration against the different herpesviruses 
in serum with the antibody concentration in vitreous fluid, the Goldmann-Witmer 
coefficient (GWC) can be determined. A positive GWC is highly specific (100%) at a 
moderate sensitivity of only 33%. Detection by PCR is both highly sensitive (95%) and 
only slightly less specific (92%) [8]. Identification of the specific virus is important, 
as it has therapeutic consequences. The use of PCR-based detection methods has the 
additional advantage of enabling the identification of viral resistance to the antiviral 
drugs used by genotyping [9, 10]. Imaging of the eye such as fundus fluorescein 
angiography or optical coherence tomography is useful to determine the extent and 
progression of the disease [4].

2.1.5 Therapy

Since the goal of therapy is to inhibit further disease progression driven by viral 
replication, antiviral therapy should be initiated immediately after clinical diagnosis 
and not delayed by waiting for laboratory results. However, viral diagnostics are 
useful because therapy for CMV relies on different antiviral drugs than therapy for 
VZV, HSV-1, and HSV-2. In addition, as mentioned above, PCR diagnostics allow 
detection of resistance by genotyping and thus adjustment of therapy. This is particu-
larly important for immunocompromised patients, who are affected, for example, by 
drug-resistant HSV-1 strains in up to 14% of cases, whereas this is only the case in less 
than 1% of immunocompetent individuals [11, 12].

The three α-herpesviruses VZV, HSV-1, HSV-2 are treatable with the antiviral 
drugs aciclovir and its prodrug valaciclovir, penciclovir, and its prodrug famciclovir, 
as well as by cidofovir and foscarnet. The prodrugs valaciclovir and famciclovir, 
which must be activated in enterocytes by the first-pass effect, have a good oral 
bioavailability of 54–60% and 77%, respectively, unlike aciclovir and penciclovir and, 
thus, can be efficiently administered orally. Aciclovir and penciclovir, as well as their 
prodrugs, are nucleoside analogs that must be activated by a viral enzyme called thy-
midine kinase (TK). After activation by viral TK, this group of antiviral drugs causes 
chain termination during viral replication. Because they act only in virus-infected 
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cells, they are well tolerated, especially in their oral formulation. Nevertheless, there 
are side effects, which often include headache, rash, and gastrointestinal symptoms 
in the oral formulations. However, intravenous use of aciclovir may result in neuro-
toxicity and renal toxicity due to crystalline nephropathy. Therefore, patients with 
impaired renal function must be treated with lower doses. Because the main cause of 
viral resistance are mutations within the viral TK, the rate of cross-resistance within 
this antiviral drug group is high. In case of resistance, cidofovir and foscarnet are 
alternatives that do not require viral TK activation. The nucleoside analog cidofovir 
is activated only by cellular kinases and, once activated, acts similarly to the other 
nucleoside analogs. The drug is excreted exclusively by the kidneys and is nephrotoxic 
and, therefore, requires renal protection by probenecid administration. Foscarnet, 
a pyrophosphate analog, directly inhibits the viral polymerase by blocking its pyro-
phosphate-binding site. The most important side effect of foscarnet is nephrotoxicity. 
Therefore, the dose must be adjusted in patients with impaired renal function. Both 
foscarnet and cidofovir must be administered intravenously due to their low oral 
bioavailability of 20% and 5%, respectively; recommended dosing is 60 mg/kg three 
times daily and 5 mg/kg over 1 h once weekly for 2 weeks [2, 12].

Traditionally, therapy for ARN consisted of administration of 10 mg/kg aciclovir 
three times daily or 1500 mg/m2 per day intravenously for 5–14 days. This should be 
followed by oral treatment with 800 mg of aciclovir five times daily for 6 weeks, as 
such treatment has been shown to prevent 90% of contralateral eye infections [2, 4]. 
However, it has been shown that similar plasma concentrations can be achieved by 
oral administration of valaciclovir as by intravenous administration of aciclovir, and 
the visual outcome does not appear to be worse. Therefore, efforts are being made to 
avoid intravenous therapy completely. Currently, oral therapy regimens with 2000 mg 
valaciclovir or 500 mg famciclovir three times daily are being used [4, 12]. Regarding 
the duration of follow-up, some authors recommend extending therapy with 800 mg 
of aciclovir or 1000 mg of valaciclovir three times daily for 6–12 months, followed by 
lifelong use of 1000 mg of valaciclovir daily to prevent infestation of the contralateral 
eye or relapse [12]. During the initial therapy phase, intravitreal use of 2.4 mg/0.1 ml 
foscarnet or 2.0/0.1 ml ganciclovir two times per week in combination with systemic 
antiviral therapy appears to have therapeutic benefit [4, 12]. With respect to foscar-
net, a recent systematic review based on case–control and cohort studies, as well as 
case series and case reports, also supports this therapeutic approach [13]. Because 
vasculitis and inflammation contribute to the progression of ARN, the use of sys-
temic or topical steroids and anticoagulation drugs is under discussion. However, the 
evidence base for such treatments is low and must be used with caution [12]. In the 
case of a successful antiviral therapy, no further lesions should be observed from day 
2 of therapy, from 4 to 5 days of therapy, the retinal infiltrate should tend to regress, 
and after 1 month, a complete remission should be observable [2].

Another highly controversial issue is the use of prophylactic procedures such as 
prophylactic vitrectomy or prophylactic laser retinopexy. It has been shown that the 
risk of rhegmatogenous retinal detachment after ARN can be significantly reduced 
by prophylactic vitrectomy [5]. This finding was confirmed by a recent meta-analysis 
of seven retrospective cohort studies, which included the study by Hillenkamp and 
colleagues [5, 14]. However, this meta-analysis found that visual outcome was signifi-
cantly worse in the prophylactic vitrectomy group than in the control group treated 
with antiviral drugs only. The authors attributed this result to silicone oil tamponade 
and long-term complications in the vitrectomy group. Although there are also some 
small studies that see a benefit in terms of visual outcome, there is ultimately no 
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conclusive evidence to support such treatment [12]. Another much debated topic is 
whether prophylactic laser therapy can reduce the incidence of retinal detachment. 
Although a meta-analysis of 14 studies found that prophylactic laser retinopexy 
can significantly prevent retinal detachments after ARN [15], Powell et al. pointed 
out that prophylactic laser retinopexy is only possible if the vitreous media is clear 
enough, which means that often only the less severely affected eyes are treated with 
laser [12]. In addition, the cited meta-analysis by [15] did not examine the question 
of how the therapy affects visual outcome. Thus, the benefit of prophylactic laser 
retinopexy remains questionable.

For ARN caused by CMV that lacks TK and instead expresses the kinase UL97, 
ganciclovir and its orally better bioavailable prodrug valganciclovir, as well as cido-
fovir and foscarnet, are therapeutic options. Because of its low bioavailability of 5%, 
ganciclovir must be administered intravenously at a dose of 5 mg/kg. Alternatively, 
900 mg of valganciclovir can be administered orally, which has an oral bioavailability 
of 60%. Because ganciclovir and its prodrug cause neutropenia in approximately 8% 
of patients, the blood values of patients treated with either of these drugs should be 
monitored regularly. Cidofovir and foscarnet are alternatives in case of viral resistance 
to ganciclovir or its prodrug, which is mostly caused by mutations within the UL97 [2].

2.1.6 Prognosis

ARN has often a poor outcome, i.e., two-thirds of affected eyes achieve only a final 
best-corrected visual acuity of 6/60 or worse. Therefore, early diagnosis and urgent 
therapy are critical. In PORN, the outcome is even worse. Two-thirds of affected eyes 
are not even able to perceive light because they often do not respond well to antiviral 
therapy [4].

2.2 Cytomegalovirus retinitis

In immunocompetent persons, cytomegalovirus (CMV) normally leads only to a 
rather harmless anterior uveitis. However, in immunocompromised individuals, such 
as AIDS patients or those who have undergone organ transplantation, CMV can also 
lead to CMV retinitis, which is distinguishable from ARN but can also cause retinal 
detachment and blindness [16, 17].

2.2.1 Pathogen

CMV belongs to the beta-herpesviruses and has a large double-stranded DNA 
genome. It is transmitted perinatally or through any type of close contact via body 
fluids. The primary infection, which happens usually in young and healthy individu-
als, is typically mild or asymptomatic. However, primary infection of the pregnant 
woman may result in severe embryopathy or fetal death. After primary infection, the 
virus establishes latency within myeloid stem cells. In immunocompetent individu-
als, reaction is usually asymptomatic. A special but feared transmission of CMV can 
occur through organ transplantation [3, 4, 17, 18].

2.2.2 Epidemiology

Worldwide, CMV seroprevalence ranges from 60% to 100% and increases with 
age. In the United States, for example, 36.3% of children aged 6–11 years but 90.8% of 
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adults aged 80 years or older are infected. CMV retinitis affects males more often than 
females and can occur at any age. However, most cases occur between the ages of 30 
and 60. Initially, CMV retinitis was particularly common in AIDS-stage HIV patients, 
but with the development and widespread use of antiretroviral therapy (ART), its 
incidence in the AIDS patient group decreased by over 90%, and clinical outcomes in 
affected individuals improved significantly [4, 17].

2.2.3 Clinical peculiarities

In immunocompetent individuals, CMV reactivation usually results in unilateral, 
relatively mild, recurrent anterior uveitis with anterior chamber inflammation, 
elevated intraocular pressure, stromal iris atrophy, and few granulomatous keratic 
precipitates [16]. However, especially in immunocompromised individuals, CMV 
can affect the retina and cause unilateral CMV retinitis. In 20% of cases, infection of 
the contralateral eye occurs over the next 6 months [17]. Retinitis usually consists of 
two stages. In the first stage, the active retinitis usually shows three types of retinal 
lesions: First, fulminant and edematous lesions consisting of extensive retinal hemor-
rhages preceding confluent retinal necrosis; second, indolent and granular lesions 
consisting of granular satellites with little or no hemorrhage; and third, exudative 
lesions based on angiitis with extensive vascular sheathing. The second stage is 
characterized by large necroses and retinal tears. Finally, there is retinal atrophy with 
fibrosis, calcification, and sclerotic vessels [4].

2.2.4 Diagnosis

The diagnosis of CMV retinitis is made by ophthalmoscopy and should be docu-
mented by digital fundus photography. PCR diagnostics can confirm CMV retinitis, 
which is important with regard to the chosen therapy, and allows monitoring of 
therapy response and detection of resistant CMV strains by genotyping [4, 12].

2.2.5 Therapy

For retinitis caused by CMV that lacks TK and instead expresses the kinase UL97, 
ganciclovir and its more orally bioavailable prodrug valganciclovir, as well as cidofo-
vir and foscarnet, are therapeutic options. As mentioned above, ganciclovir and its 
prodrug cause neutropenia in approximately 8% of patients. Therefore, the blood of 
patients treated with either of these drugs should be monitored regularly. Cidofovir 
and foscarnet are alternatives in the event of viral resistance to ganciclovir or its 
prodrug, which in most cases is caused by mutations within the UL97 [12]. For the 
therapy of the CMV retinitis, the combination of intravitreal and systemic therapy is 
recommended [17].

Typical dosage for CMV retinitis therapy: intraveneous ganciclovir, induction by 
5 mg/kg 2× daily for 14–21 days, maintenance with 5 mg/kg/day; oral valganciclovir, 
induction by 900 mg 2× daily, maintenance 900 mg daily; intraveneous foscarnet, 90 mg/
kg 2× daily for 14 d, maintenance 120 mg/kg/day; intraveneous cidofovir, 5 mg/kg weekly 
for 3 weeks, maintenance 5 mg/kg every 2 weeks.

Typical dosage for intravitreal CMV retinitis therapy: ganciclovir, induction by 
2 mg 1–4× to stop retinitis, maintenance with 2 mg weekly; foscarnet, induction by 
1.2–2.4 mg 1–2× weekly, maintenance with 1.2 mg weekly; cidofovir, induction  
by 20 μg 1–8×, maintenance with 20 μg every 5–6 weeks.
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2.2.6 Prognosis

The consequences of CMV retinitis vary widely and include regression of retinal 
damage and complications such as retinal detachment or recurrence. In most cases, 
visual acuity stabilizes or improves, in many cases to complete remission [4].

3. Retinitis forms due to parasites

3.1 Ocular toxoplasmosis

Ocular toxoplasmosis is one of the most frequent causes for infectious uveitis 
globally, typically presenting as rather unilateral posterior uveitis with chorioretinal 
lesions and vitritis [19].

3.1.1 Pathogen

The ubiquitously distributed protozoon of the phylum Apicomplexa, Toxoplasma 
(T.) gondii is an obligate intracellular parasite, which invades host cells of a wide range 
of vertebral species including humans via an apical complex. Specific T. gondii geno-
types are likely associated with higher prevalence and development of ocular toxo-
plasmosis [20]. Infection and transmission by T. gondii are possible in various stages 
of the parasitic life cycle. Soil-borne, water-borne, or food-borne uptake of oocysts 
containing infectious sporozoids and inoculation by tissue cysts containing tachyzoits 
with undercooked or raw meat, free tachyzoits in milk and eggs are the most common 
infectious routes besides vertical transmission, organ transplantation, and blood 
transfusion. T. gondii primary infects intestinal epithelial cells, circulates via the blood 
stream, performs extravasation by forming cysts [21, 22], and develops into different 
parasitic stages such as free infectious tachyzoits after intracellular replication and 
cell lysis or rather dormant and inactive encysted bradyzoits. The cell-invading and 
immune-escaping capacity of T. gondii is actively mediated by complex host-parasite 
interactions via surface ligands. Altered cytokine profiles of targeted macrophages, 
dendritic, and tissue cells, by intracellular T. gondii are the key to immune evasion, 
organ tropism, and the well balanced pro- and anti-inflammatory signaling of the 
targeted cells. These mechanisms consequently lead to a constant destructive and 
protective host tissue and parasite interaction in immunocompetent persons [23].

3.1.2 Epidemiology

Toxoplasmosis is widely spread with an approximately 30% human infection 
rate and wide geographical variation of seropositive rates up to 80% within certain 
populations [20, 24, 25]. Recent studies elucidated that endemic T. gondii strains 
play a major role in ocular toxoplasmosis prevalence. Archetypal strains I, II, III are 
dominant in Europe and North America, and non-archetypal strains are a minority 
but nevertheless cause the majority of ocular toxoplasmosis cases, approximately 
1–2%, in immunocompetent seropositive individuals. In South America and Brazil, 
non-archetypal strains are dominant, and the ocular toxoplasmosis prevalence is up 
to 10–20% in the seropositive population [26, 27]. Other important factors related to 
the endemic seroprevalence of T. gondii are climate and socioeconomic factors such 
as access to clean and not contaminated water, public and institutional surveillance, 
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hygiene and control of parasitic prevalence in life stock and related food products, 
blood products, and individual host-dependent factors such as food consumption 
habits, age, and the host’s immunocompetence.

Although seroprevalence in populations is rather high, the majority of infected 
people do not develop symptoms due to immunological parasite-host interactions. 
Ocular toxoplasmosis can occur month or years after postnatal or congenital infection 
and might be the first sign of a systemic toxoplasmosis. Therefore, all seropositive 
individuals are at risk to develop an ocular toxoplasmosis in their lifetime. Age over 
40, time of infection, and immunosuppression are risk factors for onset, recurrence, 
and severity of ophthalmic toxoplasmosis [23].

3.1.3 Clinical peculiarities

In patients with ocular toxoplasmosis, retinochorioditis is the most typical finding. 
Active intraocular inflammation often presents as focal necrotizing granulomatous 
retinitis with reactive granulomatous choroiditis and vitritis. The clinical image 
contains active lesions, often close to a pigmented or atrophic scar, described as 
whitish foci with obscure borders. Vasculitis can appear close or distant to the lesions 
and presents mainly as phlebitis and less frequent as arteritis eventually with hemor-
rhages [28]. In rare cases, Kyrieleis arteritis, a type of arteriolitis with intravascular 
nodular-like white plaques, can be found [29, 30]. Usually, the active lesions tend to 
heal within 2–4 month in immunocompetent patients by leaving an atrophic area 
gradually turning into a hyperpigmented scar due to disruption of retinal pigment 
epithelium. New active lesions are frequently close to old scars as a sign of recurrence 
[31]. Especially in immunocompromised patients, the differential diagnosis to other 
pathogens may be difficult [32].

Nonetheless, there are many atypical and unusual presentations related to the 
anatomical region of inflammation including anterior uveitis [28] with complication of 
rise in intraocular pressure, punctate outer retinal toxoplasmosis (PORT) with risk for 
secondary optic neuropathy and significant visual loss [23], neuroretinitis, and other 
unspecific features such as scleritis [33], which may delay a timely diagnosis [34] with 
risk of permanent vitreous opacities, deterioration in visual acuity or even vision loss in 
case of macular or optic nerve involvement. Recurrences with inflammatory reaction 
may occur at any time post primary infection resulting from ruptured intraretinal cysts.

Complications are associated with intraocular inflammation and are correlated 
with older age, retinal lesions larger than one disc size, and extra-macular lesions. 
Vasculitis-associated complications are proliferative tractional bands, vitreoretinopa-
thy, and retinal vasculitis, which can contribute to tractional retinal detachment and 
hemorrhages and vascular occlusions. Especially immunocompromised patients with 
large necrotic areas are at higher risk for retinal cracks and retinal detachment [23].

3.1.4 Diagnostics

Typical ocular toxoplasmosis usually is diagnosed by characteristic clinical find-
ings and serological detection methods. However, imaging technics help to estimate 
severity of clinical signs, diagnosing atypical ocular toxoplasmosis patterns and surveil 
the clinical course and treatment efficacy. The diagnostic work-up usually is composed 
of basic ophthalmological assessments, imaging techniques such as ultrasound, fundus 
color photography, optical coherence tomography, optical coherence tomography 
angiography, confocal scanning laser ophthalmoscopy, fundus autofluorescence, 
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fluorescent angiography, indocyanine green angiography, and direct and indirect T. 
gondii detection tests in case of uncertainty after fundus imaging. Therefore, serologi-
cal methods, immunohistochemical methods, specific PCR methods are commonly 
used. High sensitivity and specificity of PCR-based assays and detection of specific 
antibodies from vitreous and aqueous fluid have gained remarkable diagnostic value in 
diagnosing ocular toxoplasmosis [23]. PCR is the main detection method for determin-
ing T. gondii infection in ocular inflammation, congenital infections, and immunocom-
promised patients including HIV-infected patients. Real-time PCR and nested-PCR 
show consistently good results in detecting parasite DNA in ocular fluids of patients 
with toxoplasmosis including immunocompromised with high sensitivity and specific-
ity. Detection works best during the first weeks of onset of symptoms.

Serological laboratory tests routinely help to determine whether an infection is 
recently acquired or chronic according to individual course of IgM, IgG, and IgA 
titers and IgG avidity patterns. Additionally, serology helps to rule out toxoplasmosis 
if suspected. Low IgG und absence of IgM antibodies are the regular finding in immu-
nocompetent individuals with typical ocular toxoplasmosis. This highlights that only 
positive IgG titers are not suitable to confirm the diagnosis. However, solely immune 
enzyme assays are useful in diagnosing active ocular toxoplasmosis by supporting 
clinical findings in up to 96% of typical and atypical ocular toxoplasmosis by indicat-
ing positivity and significant increase of specific antibodies titers [35]. The approach 
of combined PCR and antibody detection from aqueous humor has strong predic-
tive power in confirming the clinical diagnosis of ocular toxoplasmosis especially 
in immunocompromised individuals and atypical cases [36]. Interferon-γ release 
assays from whole blood for specific T. gondii T-cells show reliable results in detecting 
toxoplasmosis with 96% sensitivity and 91% specificity in seropositive adults with 
acute or chronic infection and in 94% and 98% for infants with congenital infection 
by mothers who acquired infection during pregnancy [37, 38].

3.1.5 Therapy

When deciding whether to treat active retinochorioiditis, considerations should 
include the mostly benign natural course, patients’ characteristics (pregnancy, 
newborns, allergies, etc.) toxicity of potential drugs, the individual clinical course 
and immune status, presentation of active lesions, visual acuity and vitreous opac-
ity, complications such as vascular occlusion and edema of macular or optic disc. 
Treatment regimens are combinations of antimicrobial drugs (control of parasite 
replication) and topical and systemic corticosteroids for 4–6 weeks. The role of 
treatment in chronic toxoplasmosis remains unclear due to lack of evidence in 
efficacy against tissue cysts [39]. The main goals of treatment are size reduction of 
lesions and prevention of adverse complications of active ocular toxoplasmosis. All 
first-line regimens have no significant effect on recurrences although trimethoprim-
sulfamethoxazole might have [40] if substituted for sulfadiazine. Close monitoring 
of drug-related gastrointestinal, dermatological, and hematological (leukocytopenia, 
thrombocytopenia) adverse events and allergic side effects is recommended. Weekly 
blood tests should be performed and depending on the chosen treatment regimen 
substitution of folic acid is required.

First-line regimens are: (I) pyrimathamine, sulfadiazine, folic acid, and 
prednisone; (II) pyrimethamine, clindamycin, folic acid, and prednisone; (III) 
pyrimethamine, sulfadiazine, clindamycin, folic acid, and prednisone “quadruple 
therapy.” Selected alternative regimens are: (IV) trimethoprim-sulfamethoxazole and 
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prednisone; (V) clindamycin, spiramycin, prednisone; (VI) clindamycin, sulfadia-
zine, prednisone; (VII) pyrimethamine, azithromycin, folic acid, prednisone. Other 
alternative combinations include atovaquone or tetracycline derivates [41, 42].

The first-line treatments or called classical treatments show better reduction 
of duration of posterior pole retinitis in comparison to alternative regimens and 
are more fitting for foveal adjacent and fovea lesions [43]. Systemic corticosteroid 
therapy usually starts 3 days after and stops 10 days before antimicrobial therapy and 
is only recommended in immunocompetent individuals [23].

Another therapeutic approach is the intravitreal application of clindamycin and 
dexamethasone, which show larger lesion size reductions in IgM-positive patients 
compared with the classic treatment or no treatment. Additional advantages of 
intravitreal drug application are less systemic side effects what might be beneficial 
in pregnancy. One of the disadvantages is the risk of fulminant systemic disease in 
immunocompromised patients. Other supportive measurements include steroid eye 
drops, mydriatics, and local hypotensive agents to prevent and manage complications 
of active ocular toxoplasmosis [44]. For immunocompromised or pregnant patients, 
modified treatment strategies are available, which mostly aim at prevention of severe 
complications of active ocular toxoplasmosis and toxoplasmosis in general with 
indications to treat at low thresholds and close treatment supervision by a multidisci-
plinary team [23].

3.1.6 Prognosis

The prognosis and course are mainly dependent on the timely and appropriate 
diagnosis and management of active ocular toxoplasmosis, complications, and the 
frequency of individual recurrences associated with personal and environmental risk 
factors over time.

3.2 Ocular toxocariasis

Ocular toxocariasis or ocular larva migrans is a worldwide prevalent common 
zoonotic helminthic infection caused by roundworms, which might cause severe 
vision impairment or loss.

3.2.1 Pathogen

Toxocara species mainly T. canis (dog) and T. cati/mystax (cat) are helminths 
(common ascaris roundworms), which can follow a direct life cycle by infecting 
definite hosts who shed unembryonated eggs, which become infectious (third-stage 
larvae, L3) in the environment. Alternatively, they follow indirect life cycles by 
infecting paratenic hosts where migrating L3 larvae form tissue cysts might finally be 
inoculated by a definite host. Humans are accidental hosts (L3 larvae cannot complete 
the life cycle and therefore do not breed eggs) and get infected by accidentally ingest-
ing infectious eggs with contaminated food or water or by consumption of under-
cooked and raw meat of paratenic hosts containing L3 larvae cysts. After ingestion, 
L3 larvae penetrate the small intestinal mucosa and circulate via blood to different 
organs and tissues where the larvae start migrating causing local immunological and 
inflammatory reactions, which might lead to symptoms. The majority is asymptomat-
ically infected. Symptomatic presentations are either visceral or ocular larva migrans. 
Severity is a function of parasitic load.
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3.2.2 Epidemiology

Toxocariasis is worldwide distributed. The majority of ocular larva migrans 
infections are related to T. canis and less frequent reported by T. cati/T. mystax. 
Seroprevalence rates for Toxocara antibodies vary from approximately 3 to over 70% 
[45] with lower rates in industrialized countries and higher rates in low- and middle-
income countries related to lower standards in water, sanitation and hygiene and 
public surveillance, prevention, and control. Exceptions are reported, which mostly 
are related to habitual food consumption than low hygiene standards [45, 46].

Ocular larva migrans affects children and adults with mean age at onset ranging from 
6.4 [47] to 51.7 [48, 49] years and is a significant cause for visual impairment during 
childhood. The age at presentation with symptoms may vary from 1 to 77 years [48–51].

3.2.3 Clinical peculiarities

Ocular larva migrans is mainly unilateral eye involvement but may appear bilateral 
[52]. One exclusive feature in ocular larva migrans might be present as migrating 
granuloma, either continuous or discontinuous. The clinical presentations can be 
categorized as.

i.	the most common one as posterior pole granuloma. Imposing as posterior pole 
located whitish, focal intraretinal, or subretinal mass accompanied by inflam-
mation and mostly less than one disc diameter. Pigmentation can be observed as 
well as vitreous haze and macular lesions [53].

ii.	Peripheral granuloma in the retinal periphery imposing as whitish focal nodule 
accompanied by diffuse inflammation and sometimes proliferation of fibrocellu-
lar bands leading to the optic nerve forming retinal folds, which can cause retinal 
traction and consecutive retinal detachment.

iii.	Nematode endophthalmitis present as panuveitis, sometimes with hypopyon 
and more often with vitreous haze and diffuse intraocular inflammation and 
severe pain [60]. When the inflammation and vitreous haze and vitreous opacity 
subside, retinal granuloma should be actively searched for.

iv.	Atypical presentations might show motile retinal larvae, diffuse chorioretinitis, 
optic neuritis [54–56]. Additionally unspecific findings such as iridocyclitis, 
keratitis, concunctivitis, or cataract can be found [54].

Vision loss might occur as result to severe intraocular inflammation and consecu-
tive vitritis, aggravation of underlying comorbidities and caused by the location of 
the granuloma itself.

3.2.4 Diagnostics

Diagnosis can be determined by evaluation of clinical characteristics assessed 
by basic ophthalmologic methods and supported by imaging via ultrasound and the 
detection of the typical granuloma in the course. And additionally performed sero-
logical tests to detect Toxocara larvae specific serum antibodies via indirect enzyme-
linked immunosorbent assay [50, 54, 55]. Titers higher than 1:32 in ELISA indicate 
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toxocariasis with sensitivity of 78% [57]. In contrast, titers lower than 1:8 cannot 
completely rule out toxocariasis infection in the presence of typical clinical signs. 
Total IgE serum levels might support diagnosis and can be beneficial in monitoring 
treatment efficacy when decreasing under therapy [48, 49]. Eosinophilia as seen in 
visceral larva migrans is usually not present in ocular larva migrans.

3.2.5 Therapy

Standard treatment of active intraocular inflammation is the application of sys-
temic and topic corticosteroids to reduce inflammation, limiting membrane formation 
and vitreous opacity, and improving vision [48, 49, 53, 58–60]. Antihelminthic treat-
ment with albendazole or diethylcarbamazine in ocular larva migrans is controver-
sially discussed due to lack of knowledge about intraocular efficacy. The combination 
with albendazole and corticosteroids shows effects with regard to reduction of recur-
rence [48, 49, 59] compared with corticosteroid-only treatments. Vitreoretinal surgical 
interventions might improve vision, if structural problems such as vitreous opacity, 
retinal detachment, or epiretinal membranes persist after medical therapy [48, 49, 61].

4. Bacterial forms of retinitis

4.1 Tuberculosis

4.1.1 Epidemiology

The WHO reports that more than 2 billion people are affected worldwide by tubercu-
losis [62]. Extrapulmonary tuberculosis occurs in 20%, and ocular tuberculosis develops 
from 3.5 to 5.1% of infected people. Patients with HIV often develop a generalization of 
the specific inflammation process, caused by Mycobacterium tuberculosis [63–65].

4.1.2 Clinical features

Ocular tuberculosis has no direct relation to the clinical manifestations of pulmo-
nary tuberculosis; moreover, up to 60% of patients with extrapulmonary variants of 
tuberculosis do not have affected lungs [66]. According to the results of Collaborative 
Ocular Tuberculosis Study (COTS) [62, 67], the manifestations of tuberculosis with 
retinal involvement can be divided into a few different forms:

1. Tubercular posterior uveitis (TPU), the inflammation affects retina and/or the 
choroid. 2. Tubercular panuveitis (TBP), the inflammation affects anterior chamber, 
vitreous body and retina/choroid. 3. Tubercular retinal vasculitis (TRV), phlebitis, or 
arteritis with or without vessel occlusion.

Choroidal tubercles can be characterized as the most common intraocular manifes-
tation of TPU. Choroidal tubercles are disseminated ill-defined, oval, grayish-white or 
yellowish deep lesions, mostly localized in the posterior pole, they show early hypoflu-
orescence and late staining on fluorescein angiography [68]. Choroidal tubercles may 
develop itself to choroidal tuberculomas, which present a solitary mass with overlying 
retinal folds or retinal detachment. These may be located anywhere in the choroid and 
can be misdiagnosed as intraocular tumors or subretinal abscesses [62].

TRV can be described as perivenular cuffing with thick exudates, with or without 
retinal hemorrhages, focal choroiditis lesions, and moderate vitritis. Because of occlusive 
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nature, TRV leads to peripheral capillary nonperfusion and retinal or optic disc neovas-
cularization. These processes can be complicated by vitreous hemorrhage, traction retinal 
detachment, iris neovascularization, and neovascular glaucoma [68, 69]. These clinical 
sings are not very specific for a tuberculous etiology; other ocular pathologies, such as 
sarcoidosis or ocular infection with Toxoplasma, can also produce similar clinical forms.

4.1.3 Diagnostics

The interferon-γ release assay (IGRA) indicates a latent or active tuberculosis and 
quantifies interferon-γ released by sensitized T cells when they were exposed to M. 
tuberculosis peptide antigens. IGRA has some advantages in the diagnostics of the ocular 
tuberculosis, because it allows to overcome the limitations of tuberculin skin test. The 
early secretory antigen target 6 (ESAT-6) and culture filtrate protein 10 (CFP-10) are not 
present in the Bacille Calmette-Guérin vaccination strains and non-tuberculous myco-
bacterium species and provide increased specificity of IGRA versus skin tests [70]. There 
are two available IGRA test systems: the QuantiFERON-TB Gold Plus (QFT-Plus, Qiagen, 
Hilden, Germany) and the T-SPOT.TB (Oxford Immunotec, Abingdon, UK) [70, 71].

Some clinical particularities need to be considered, before the antitubercular 
therapy (ATT) is initiated. The usually applied cutoff values (0.35 IU/ml) for QFT 
were shown to be too low in the setting of uveitis and may lead to overtreatment [72]. 
A cutoff value of 2.00 IU/ml was proposed instead, based on receiver operating char-
acteristic (ROC) curve analysis, which showed that a threshold of 2.00 IU/ml had 84% 
sensitivity and 87% specificity for successful ATT in patients with ocular tuberculosis. 
Moreover, the best option for optimizing the routine screening, based on QFT, is to 
adjust the cutoff value on local endemicity and epidemiological data [73]. An analysis 
conducted by Agrawal and colleagues suggests that QFT levels alone cannot adequately 
separate tuberculosis-positive and -negative patients among patients with clinical signs 
suggestive of ocular tuberculosis [74]. Thus, if QFT is used as a routine diagnostic tool, 
its results cannot be taken and interpreted without context. Even negative IGRA test 
results should be interpreted with caution because they do not exclude the diagnosis.

The nucleic acid amplification enables diagnostics of ocular tuberculosis without 
the need to detect acid-fast bacilli, which are rarely presented in ocular samples. The 
quantitative real-time PCR uses fluorescent probes for fast detection and quanti-
fication of M. tuberculosis load in the sample. The advantage of this procedure is a 
decreased rate of contamination [75]. Multi-targeted PCR simultaneously amplifies 
multiple gene targets to achieve a higher diagnostic sensitivity. The sensitivity and 
specificity of PCR methods were estimated and documented by [71], and sensitiv-
ity was ranging from 37.7 to 85.2% and specificity was at a level of 90–100%. The 
MTBDRplus assay, which was performed on vitreous fluid samples, could detect 
rifampicin and isoniazid resistance, confirmed by rpoB and katG gene sequencing 
[76]. Larger studies must be planned and performed to validate the accuracy and 
reliability of modern PCR methods [67]. PCR is considered a reliable method, and 
clinicians should evaluate negative results in correlation with clinical findings, an 
expected clinical response to ATT supports the PCR results [77].

4.1.4 Therapy

The role of ATT by ocular tuberculosis remains controversial, and there is no 
international agreement on therapeutic protocols and duration of the ATT [78–82]. 
Evidence shows efficacy of ATT in reducing the rate of disease recurrences [83]. 
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Results derived from a meta-analysis of 28 studies, which evaluated the effect of ATT 
on the ocular outcome of 1917 [80] patients, demonstrate that 84% of patients treated 
with ATT did not experience relapse of inflammation during the follow-up. The role 
of oral corticosteroids and immunosuppression agents is also still controversial, and 
there is no agreement on their efficacy in patients with tubercular uveitis treated 
with ATT [80]. Recent studies show a success of local therapy in the management of 
tubercular uveitis as an optional adjunctive anti-inflammatory therapy [82, 84, 85].

4.1.5 Prognosis

There is no evidence-based data about long-time prognosis. A low treatment 
failure rate was shown to occur in patients with tuberculous uveitis treated with ATT. 
Patients with TBP complicated by vitreous and choroidal involvement had a higher 
risk of treatment failure [74].

4.2 Ocular syphilis

Syphilis caused by the spirochete bacterium Treponema pallidum has an ability to 
mimic different diseases due to its variety of clinical manifestations.

4.2.1 Epidemiology

The CDC in the United States reported 7.5 cases of primary and secondary syphilis 
per 100,000 population in 2015; 54% of patients were males, who have practiced sex 
with other males [86]. The syphilis co-infection of HIV patients ranges from 20% 
to 70% [87]. Statistical analysis estimates that HIV-positive individuals have an 86 
times higher risk of syphilis [63]. Male gender was found to be the only statistically 
significant risk factor for the development of ocular syphilis; ocular syphilis was seen 
in 9.5% of men as compared with 1.5% of women [87].

4.2.2 Clinical features

Retinal manifestations of ocular syphilis include following constellations [87]: 1. 
Chorioretinitis; 2. Necrotizing retinitis; 3. Retinal vasculitis; 4. Retinal vasculitis; 5. 
Vitritis; 6. Exudative retinal detachment.

Chorioretinitis with vitritis is the most usual finding in syphilitic posterior uveitis 
and involves the posterior pole and mid-periphery. The inflammatory lesions are ini-
tially small, between one-half to one in disc-diameter, but they can become large and 
confluent [88–90]. The affection of the retina or choroid is usually seen in second-
ary syphilis, and approximately half of the patients with ocular syphilis experience 
bilateral involvement [91].

Acute syphilitic posterior placoid chorioretinitis (ASPPC) is a rare manifestation 
of ocular syphilis [92]. ASPPC is characterized by yellowish, placoid, outer retinal 
lesions, usually located at or near the macula, with a faded center and stipulation of 
the retinal pigment epithelium. Such lesions can be seen as the result of active specific 
inflammation of the chorioretinal complex (choriocapillaris-pigment epithelial-
retinal photoreceptor complex). The inflammation can be triggered by dissemination 
and direct invasion of T. pallidum, which causes occlusion of the choriocapillaris or 
sedimentation of soluble immune complexes, which cause an inflammation of the 
vessel wall or both of these pathogenetic inflammation ways [92]. Two cases of acute 
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zonal occult outer retinopathy (AZOOR) were reported in which syphilis was identi-
fied as the underlying disease [93]. AZOOR presents with a sudden onset of photopsia 
and scotoma, which are related to loss of outer retinal sectors function. Fundoscopy 
can be normal in the early phase of the disease.

Necrotizing retinitis is a seldom complication of ocular syphilis and can mimic 
acute retinal necrosis [94–96]. Usual clinical features of retinitis associated with ocular 
syphilis are presented by retinal lesions, which tend to heal with minimal disruption 
of the retinal pigment epithelium [97]. Vasculitis involves retinal arteries, arterioles, 
capillaries, and veins [98]. The fundus fluorescein angiography can be complex and 
demonstrates perivascular exudation and fibrosis, occlusive vasculitis [93, 99], isolated 
or focal retinal vasculitis, which can simulate branch retinal vein occlusion [100, 101].

4.2.3 Diagnostics

The screening tests used for syphilis diagnostics are enzyme immunoassays (EIA) 
and chemiluminescent immunoassays (CIA), which detect antibodies to treponemal 
antigens. If positive, a non-treponemal test, rapid plasma reagin (RPR) or Venereal 
Diseases Research Laboratory (VDRL) test for cardiolipin antibodies should be 
performed [87]. The T. pallidum hemagglutination assay (TPHA) or T. pallidum 
particle agglutination test (TPPA) detects specific treponemal antibodies. Some of 
HIV-positive patients can show non-reactive serological results. This phenomenon 
can be avoided by testing diluted serum [87].

Direct detection can be carried out with dark-field microscopy, PCR, and immune 
histochemistry. Dark-field microscopy directly visualizes T. pallidum by investigation 
of clinical samples (exudates from chancres, condylomata lata, lymph node aspirates, 
etc.) [102]. The sensitivity and specificity of dark-field microscopy are approximately 
90% and 100%, respectively [103]. PCR of vitreous aspirates can be used, for exam-
ple, to diagnose atypical manifestations of ocular syphilis [104] and can also be used 
to identify drug resistance of T. pallidum [105, 106].

4.2.4 Therapy

The current CDC guidelines recommend penicillin G as the drug of choice. Primary 
and secondary syphilis: benzathine penicillin G, 2.4 million units intramuscularly (i.m.) 
in a single dose. Early latent syphilis: benzathine penicillin G 2.4 million units i.m. in a 
single dose. Late latent syphilis: benzathine penicillin G 7.2 million units, as three doses 
of 2.4 million units i.m./week. Tertiary syphilis with normal CSF results: benzathine 
penicillin G 7.2 million units, as three doses of 2.4 million units i.m./week. Neurosyphilis 
and ocular syphilis: aqueous crystalline penicillin G 18–24 million units/day, as 3–4 mil-
lion units i.v. every 4 h or continuous infusion for 10–14 days; or alternatively procaine 
penicillin G 2.4 million units i.m./days plus probenecid 500 mg orally 4× daily, both 
for 10–14 days. Systemic steroids have not been proven to have clinical benefits in the 
treatment of syphilis [107]. All patients with ocular or neurosyphilis should be screened 
for HIV. Highly effective treatment protocols to prevent neurosyphilis in patients with 
HIV and syphilis are still not available [108]. However, the antiretroviral therapy can 
improve clinical outcomes in patients with HIV and syphilis [87].

4.2.5 Prognosis

After serological diagnosis, syphilis treatment is associated with good prognosis [109].
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4.3 Ocular manifestations of bartonellosis

There are over 30 different Bartonella subspecies. Bartonella henselae, Bartonella 
quintana, and Bartonella bacilliformis are responsible for most infections in humans. 
This organism is a Gram-negative hematotropic pathogen, it affects erythrocytes and/
or endothelial cells. The clinical form can manifest as disseminated vascular prolifera-
tions throughout the body [110].

4.3.1 Epidemiology

Cats are the main reservoir, and over 90% of patients with Bartonella species 
infection have had a contact with a cat [111]. The clinical infection with Bartonella 
species has the term Cat-scratch disease (CSD) as a synonym. A multicenter retro-
spective study of CSD patients with ocular manifestations was performed between 
1996 and 2015 [112]. Seasonal patterns were observed with ocular CSD [112]. Ocular 
bartonellosis has a broad age distribution [113]. In one clinical study, 141 of 3222 
patients (4.4%) have had concomitant ocular manifestation of CSD [114].

4.3.2 Clinical features

The posterior segment manifestations of CSD include intermediate uveitis, optic 
neuritis, neuroretinitis, focal or multifocal retinitis and/or choroiditis, vascular 
occlusions, retinal vasculitis, granulomas, exudative retinal detachments, macular 
exudates, macular hole, white dot syndromes, angiomatous lesions, and acute endo-
phthalmitis [115–117]. Patients may experience a varying severity of unilateral or 
bilateral visual loss and central scotoma. Neuroretinitis presents as optic disc swelling 
with serous retinal detachment, and macular exudation, which can be seen 2–4 weeks 
after the initial observation of optic disc swelling. The macular exudates can take a 
long time to resolve, up to 12 months [112].

4.3.3 Diagnostics

The diagnosis of CDS is based on the presence of the following clinical crite-
ria [114]: 1. Contact with cats; 2. Positive skin test in response to CSD antigen; 3. 
Characteristic lymph nodes and lymphadenopathy not caused by other bacteria.

The best screening test for diagnostics of CSD is a serologic testing by either 
indirect fluorescence assay (IFA) or ELISA [118]. The IFA test has a sensitivity and 
specificity of 90% in immunocompetent patients and is the more commonly used 
diagnostic test [115, 119]. PCR is also a useful diagnostic test in particular by negative 
serology. PCR demonstrates a high specificity, but the sensitivity is lower than serol-
ogy testing [119].

4.3.4 Therapy

Antibacterial therapy can be performed with the following antimicrobial drugs: 
doxycycline, macrolide antibiotics (clarithromycin, erythromycin, azithromycin), 
rifampicin, ciprofloxacin, ceftriaxone, and cotrimoxazole [111]. The usual therapy 
includes doxycycline 100 mg 2× per day for 4–6 weeks for immunocompetent 
patients and up to 4 months for immunocompromised patients. Younger patients can 
be treated with a macrolide antibiotic because of less long-term side effects [119]. 
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Corticosteroids may be used as additional therapy component to antibiotic treatment 
with the aim to stop and control the inflammatory response. A multivariate logistic 
regression analysis has shown a significant improvement of visual acuity by a combi-
nation therapy (systemic corticosteroids and antibiotics) [112].

4.3.5 Prognosis

Most patients reached a good final visual acuity [112].

5. Conclusions

Several viral, parasitic, and bacterial pathogens form the major causes for infec-
tious retinitis. Since the phenotype is not absolutely specific for the individual infec-
tion, specific diagnostic procedures focusing on the major pathogens and, in most 
cases, on nucleic acid amplification need to be used. Due to the individual pathogen, 
specific therapy is possible in many cases and increases the quality of the therapeutic 
outcome. Nevertheless, the current therapeutic results demand further development 
and improvement of the therapy of infectious retinitis.

© 2022 The Author(s). Licensee IntechOpen. This chapter is distributed under the terms of 
the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/3.0), 
which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided 
the original work is properly cited. 



Medical and Surgical Retina – Recent Innovation, New Perspective, and Applications

18

References

[1] Young NJ, Bird AC. Bilateral acute 
retinal necrosis. The British Journal 
of Ophthalmology. 1978;62:581-590. 
DOI: 10.1136/bjo.62.9.581

[2] Rautenberg P, Hillenkamp J, 
Grančičova L, Nölle B, Roider J, 
Fickenscher H. Virus diagnostics and 
antiviral therapy in acute retinal necrosis 
(ARN). In: Arbuthnot P, editor. Antiviral 
Drugs—Aspects of Clinical Use and 
Recent Advances. Rijeka: Intech; 2012. 
pp. 17-34

[3] Rautenberg P, Grančičova L, 
Hillenkamp J, Nölle B, Roider JB, 
Fickenscher H. Acute retinal necrosis 
from the virologist's perspective. Der 
Ophthalmologe. 2009;106:1065-1073. 
DOI: 10.1007/s00347-009-2048-4

[4] Lee JH, Agarwal A, Mahendradas P, 
Lee CS, Gupta V, Pavesio CE, et al. 
Viral posterior uveitis. Survey of 
Ophthalmology. 2017;62:404-445. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.survophthal.2016.12.008

[5] Hillenkamp J, Nölle B, Bruns C, 
Rautenberg P, Fickenscher H, Roider J. 
Acute retinal necrosis: Clinical features, 
early vitrectomy, and outcomes. 
Ophthalmology. 2009;116:1971-1975. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.ophtha.2009.03.029

[6] Hillenkamp J, Nölle B, Rautenberg P,  
Fickenscher H, Roider J. Acute 
retinal necrosis. Der Ophthalmologe. 
2009;106:1058-1064. DOI: 10.1007/
s00347-009-2047-5

[7] Holland GN. Standard diagnostic 
criteria for the acute retinal necrosis 
syndrome. American Journal of 
Ophthalmology. 1994;117:663-667. 
DOI: 10.1016/s0002-9394(14)70075-3

[8] Takase H, Okada AA, Goto H, 
Mizuki N, Namba K, Ohguro N, et al. 

Development and validation of 
new diagnostic criteria for acute 
retinal necrosis. Japanese Journal 
of Ophthalmology. 2015;59:14-20. 
DOI: 10.1007/s10384-014-0362-0

[9] Brunnemann AK, Bohn-Wippert K, 
Zell R, Henke A, Walther M, Braum O, 
et al. Drug resistance of clinical varicella-
zoster virus strains confirmed by 
recombinant thymidine kinase 
expression and by targeted resistance 
mutagenesis of a cloned wild-type 
isolate. Antimicrobial Agents and 
Chemotherapy. 2015;59:2726-2734. 
DOI: 10.1128/AAC.05115-14

[10] Sauerbrei A, Bohn-Wippert K,  
Kaspar M, Krumbholz A, Karrasch M, 
Zell R. Database on natural 
polymorphisms and resistance-related 
non-synonymous mutations in 
thymidine kinase and DNA polymerase 
genes of herpes simplex virus types 1 
and 2. The Journal of Antimicrobial 
Chemotherapy. 2016;71:6-16. 
DOI: 10.1093/jac/dkv285

[11] Gilbert C, Bestman-Smith J, 
Boivin G. Resistance of herpesviruses 
to antiviral drugs: Clinical impacts and 
molecular mechanisms. Drug Resistance 
Updates. 2002;5:88-114. DOI: 10.1016/
s1368-7646(02)00021-3

[12] Powell B, Wang D, Llop S, Rosen RB. 
Management strategies of acute retinal 
necrosis: Current perspectives. Clinical 
Ophthalmology. 2020;14:1931-1943. 
DOI: 10.2147/OPTH.S258488

[13] Schoenberger SD, Kim SJ, Thorne JE, 
Mruthyunjaya P, Yeh S, Bakri SJ, et al. 
Diagnosis and treatment of acute 
retinal necrosis. A report by the 
American Academy of ophthalmology. 
Ophthalmology. 2017;124:382-392. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.ophtha.2016.11.007



Retinitis Due to Infections
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.107394

19

[14] Fan S, Lin D, Wang Y. Role of 
prophylactic vitrectomy in acute retinal 
necrosis in preventing rhegmatogenous 
retinal detachment: Systematic review 
and meta-analysis. Ocular Immunology 
and Inflammation. 2022;30:515-519. 
DOI: 10.1080/09273948.2020.1800051

[15] Chen M, Zhang M, Chen H. 
Efficiency of laser photocoagulation on 
the prevention of retinal detachment 
in acute retinal necrosis: A systematic 
review and meta-analysis. Retina. 
2022;42:1702-1708. DOI: 10.1097/
IAE.0000000000003527

[16] Chan NSW, Chee SP, Caspers L, 
Bodaghi B. Clinical features of CMV-
associated anterior uveitis. Ocular 
Immunology and Inflammation. 
2018;26:107-115. DOI: 10.1080/ 
09273948.2017.1394471

[17] Port AD, Orlin A, Kiss S, Patel S, 
D’Amico DJ, Gupta MP. Cytomegalovirus 
retinitis: A review. Journal of Ocular 
Pharmacology and Therapeutics. 
2017;33:224-234. DOI: 10.1089/
jop.2016.0140

[18] Pesch MH, Schleiss MR. Emerging 
concepts in congenital cytomegalovirus. 
Pediatrics. 2022;50:e2021055896. 
DOI: 10.1542/peds.2021-055896

[19] Atmaca LS, Simsek T, Batioglu F. 
Clinical features and prognosis in ocular 
toxoplasmosis. Japanese Journal of 
Ophthalmology. 2004;48:386-391. 
DOI: 10.1007/s10384-003-0069-0

[20] Grigg ME, Dubey JP, Nussenblatt RB. 
Ocular toxoplasmosis: Lessons 
from Brazil. American Journal of 
Ophthalmology. 2015;159:999-1001. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.ajo.2015.04.005

[21] Feustel SM, Meissner M, 
Liesenfeld O. Toxoplasma gondii and 
the blood-brain barrier. Virulence. 
2012;3:182-192. DOI: 10.4161/viru.19004

[22] Lachenmaier SM, Deli MA, 
Meissner M, Liesenfeld O. Intracellular 
transport of toxoplasma gondii through 
the blood-brain barrier. Journal of 
Neuroimmunology. 2011;232:119-130. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.jneuroim.2010.10.029

[23] Kalogeropoulos D, Sakkas H, 
Mohammed B, Vartholomatos G, 
Malamos K, Sreekantam S, et al. Ocular 
toxoplasmosis: A review of the current 
diagnostic and therapeutic approaches. 
International Ophthalmology. 
2022;42:295-321. DOI: 10.1007/
s10792-021-01994-9

[24] Montoya JG, Liesenfeld O. 
Toxoplasmosis, The Lancet. 
2004;363(9425):1965-1976. 
DOI: 10.1016/S0140-6736(04)16412-X

[25] Holland GN. Ocular toxoplasmosis: A 
global reassessment. Part I, epidemiology 
and course of disease. American Journal 
of Ophthalmology. 2003;136:973-988. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.ajo.2003.09.040

[26] Soheilian M, Heidari K, Yazdani S, 
Shahsavari M, Ahmadieh H, Dehghan M. 
Patterns of uveitis in a tertiary eye care 
center in Iran. Ocular Immunology 
and Inflammation. 2004;12:297-310. 
DOI: 10.1080/092739490500174

[27] Balasundaram MB, Andavar R, 
Palaniswamy M, Venkatapathy N.  
Outbreak of acquired ocular 
toxoplasmosis involving 248 
patients. Archives of Ophthalmology. 
2010;128:28-32. DOI: 10.1001/
archophthalmol.2009.354

[28] Delair E, Latkany P, Noble AG, 
Rabiah P, McLeod R, Brézin A. Clinical 
manifestations of ocular toxoplasmosis. 
Ocular Immunology and Inflammation.  
2011;19:91-102. DOI: 10.3109/ 
09273948.2011.564068

[29] Smith JR, Cunningham ET Jr. Atypical 
presentations of ocular toxoplasmosis. 



Medical and Surgical Retina – Recent Innovation, New Perspective, and Applications

20

Current Opinion in Ophthalmology. 
2002;13:387-392. DOI: 10.1097/00055735-
200212000-00008

[30] Pichi F, Veronese C, Lembo A, 
Invernizzi A, Mantovani A, Herbort CP, 
et al. New appraisals of Kyrieleis plaques: 
A multimodal imaging study. The 
British Journal of Ophthalmology. 
2017;101:316-321. DOI: 10.1136/
bjophthalmol-2015-308246

[31] Bowie WR, King AS, Werker DH, 
Isaac-Renton JL, Bell A, Eng SB, et al. 
Outbreak of toxoplasmosis associated 
with municipal drinking water. The 
BC toxoplasma investigation team. 
The Lancet. 1997;350(9072):173-177. 
DOI: 10.1016/s0140-6736(96)11105-3

[32] Hasselbach HC, Fickenscher H, 
Nölle B, Roider J. Atypical ocular 
toxoplasmosis with concomitant 
ocular reactivation of varicella-
zoster virus and cytomegalovirus 
in an immunocompromised 
host. Klinische Monatsblätter für 
Augenheilkunde. 2008;225:236-239. 
DOI: 10.1055/s-2008-1027146

[33] Schuman JS, Weinberg RS, Ferry AP, 
Guerry RK. Toxoplasmic scleritis. 
Ophthalmology. 1988;95:1399-1403. 
DOI: 10.1016/s0161-6420(88)32998-2

[34] Bosch-Driessen LEH, 
Berendschot TTJM, Ongkosuwito JV, 
Rothova A. Ocular toxoplasmosis: Clinical 
features and prognosis of 154 patients. 
Ophthalmology. 2002;109:869-878. 
DOI: 10.1016/s0161-6420(02)00990-9

[35] Papadia M, Aldigeri F, Herbort CP. 
The role of serology in active ocular 
toxoplasmosis. International 
Ophthalmology. 2011;31:461-465. 
DOI: 10.1007/s10792-011-9507-z

[36] Previato M, Frederico FB, 
Murata FH, Siqueira RC, Barbosa AP, 

Silveira-Carvalho AP, et al. A Brazilian 
report using serological and molecular 
diagnosis to monitoring acute ocular 
toxoplasmosis. BMC Research 
Notes. 2015;8:746. DOI: 10.1186/
s13104-015-1650-6

[37] Chapey E, Wallon M, Debize G, 
Rabilloud M, Peyron F. Diagnosis of 
congenital toxoplasmosis by using a 
whole-blood gamma interferon release 
assay. Journal of Clinical Microbiology. 
2010;48:41-45. DOI: 10.1128/
JCM.01903-09

[38] de Araújo TE, Dos Santos LI, 
Gomes AO, Carneiro ACAV, Machado AS, 
Coelho-Dos-Reis JG, et al. UFMG 
congenital toxoplasmosis Brazilian 
group UFMG-CTBG, beside the 
authors. Putative biomarkers for early 
diagnosis and prognosis of congenital 
ocular toxoplasmosis. Scientific 
Reports. 2020;10:16757. DOI: 10.1038/
s41598-020-73265-z

[39] Stanford MR, Gilbert RE. Treating 
ocular toxoplasmosis: Current evidence. 
Memórias do Instituto Oswaldo Cruz. 
2009;104:312-315. DOI: 10.1590/
s0074-02762009000200027

[40] Silveira C, Belfort R Jr, Muccioli C, 
Holland GN, Victora CG, Horta BL, et al. 
The effect of long-term intermittent 
trimethoprim/sulfamethoxazole 
treatment on recurrences of toxoplasmic 
retinochoroiditis. American Journal 
of Ophthalmology. 2002;134:41-46. 
DOI: 10.1016/s0002-9394(02)01527-1

[41] Orefice F, Bonfioli AA. Toxoplasmosis. 
In: Orefice F, editor. Uveıtis—Clinica e 
Cirurgica. 1st ed. Rio de Janeiro: Cultura 
Medica; 2000. pp. 680-784

[42] Bonfioli AA, Orefice F. 
Toxoplasmosis. Seminars in 
Ophthalmology. 2005;20:129-141. 
DOI: 10.1080/08820530500231961



Retinitis Due to Infections
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.107394

21

[43] Rothova A, Meenken C, 
Buitenhuis HJ, Brinkman CJ, 
Baarsma GS, Boen-Tan TN, et al. Therapy 
for ocular toxoplasmosis. American 
Journal of Ophthalmology. 
1993;115:517-523. DOI: 10.1016/
S0002-9394(14)74456-3

[44] Holland GN, Lewis KG. An 
update on current practices in the 
management of ocular toxoplasmosis. 
American Journal of Ophthalmology. 
2002;134:102-114. DOI: 10.1016/
s0002-9394(02)01526-x

[45] Stensvold CR, Skov J, Møller LN, 
Jensen PM, Kapel CM, Petersen E, et al. 
Seroprevalence of human toxocariasis 
in Denmark. Clinical and Vaccine 
Immunology. 2009;16:1372-1373. 
DOI: 10.1128/CVI.00234-09

[46] Fan CK, Hung CC, Du WY, 
Liao CW, Su KE. Seroepidemiology 
of Toxocara canis infection among 
mountain aboriginal schoolchildren 
living in contaminated districts in 
eastern Taiwan. Tropical Medicine & 
International Health. 2004;9:1312-1318. 
DOI: 10.1111/j.1365-3156.2004.01332.x

[47] Biglan AW, Glickman LT, Lobes LA 
Jr. Serum and vitreous Toxocara antibody 
in nematode endophthalmitis. American 
Journal of Ophthalmology. 1979;88: 
898-901. DOI: 10.1016/ 
0002-9394(79)90568-3

[48] Ahn SJ, Ryoo NK, Woo SJ. Ocular 
toxocariasis: Clinical features, diagnosis, 
treatment, and prevention. Asia Pacific 
Allergy. 2014;4:134-141. DOI: 10.5415/
apallergy.2014.4.3.134

[49] Ahn SJ, Woo SJ, Jin Y, Chang YS, 
Kim TW, Ahn J, et al. Clinical features 
and course of ocular toxocariasis in 
adults. PLoS Neglected Tropical Diseases. 
2014;8:e2938. DOI: 10.1371/journal.
pntd.0002938

[50] Woodhall D, Starr MC, 
Montgomery SP, Jones JL, Lum F, 
Read RW, et al. Ocular toxocariasis: 
Epidemiologic, anatomic and 
therapeutic variations based on a 
survey of ophthalmic subspecialists. 
Ophthalmology. 2012;119:1211-1217. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.ophtha.2011.12.013

[51] Alabiad CR, Albini TA, 
Santos CI, Davis JL. Ocular toxocariasis 
in a seronegative adult. Ophthalmic 
Surgery, Lasers & Imaging. 2010;41:1-3. 
DOI: 10.3928/15428877-20100325-06

[52] Park SP, Park I, Park HY, Lee SU, 
Huh S, Magnaval JF. Five cases of ocular 
toxocariasis confirmed by serology. 
The Korean Journal of Parasitology. 
2000;38:267-273. DOI: 10.3347/
kjp.2000.38.4.267

[53] Wilkinson CP, Welch RB. 
Intraocular toxocara. American Journal 
of Ophthalmology. 1971;71:921-930. 
DOI: 10.1016/0002-9394(71)90267-4

[54] Rubinsky-Elefant G, Hirata CE, 
Yamamoto JH, Ferreira MU. Human 
toxocariasis: Diagnosis, worldwide 
seroprevalences and clinical expression 
of the systemic and ocular forms. Annals 
of Tropical Medicine and Parasitology. 
2010;104:3-23. DOI: 10.1179/ 
136485910X12607012373957

[55] Smith H, Holland C, Taylor M, 
Magnaval JF, Schantz P, Maizels R. 
How common is human toxocariasis? 
Towards standardizing our knowledge. 
Trends in Parasitology. 2009;25:182-188. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.pt.2009.01.006

[56] Stewart JM, Cubillan LD, 
Cunningham ET Jr. Prevalence, clinical 
features, and causes of vision 
loss among patients with ocular 
toxocariasis. Retina. 2005;25:1005-1013. 
DOI: 10.1097/00006982-200512000-
00009



Medical and Surgical Retina – Recent Innovation, New Perspective, and Applications

22

[57] Schantz PM. Toxocara larva migrans 
now. The American Journal of Tropical 
Medicine and Hygiene. 1989;41:21-34. 
DOI: 10.4269/ajtmh.1989.41.21

[58] Shields JA. Ocular toxocariasis. 
A review. Survey of Ophthalmology. 
1984;28:361-381. DOI: 10.1016/ 
0039-6257(84)90242-x

[59] Barisani-Asenbauer T, Maca SM, 
Hauff W, Kaminski SL, Domanovits H, 
Theyer I, et al. Treatment of ocular 
toxocariasis with albendazole. Journal 
of Ocular Pharmacology and 
Therapeutics. 2001;17:287-294. 
DOI: 10.1089/108076801750295317

[60] Bird AC, Smith JL, Curtin VT. 
Nematode optic neuritis. American 
Journal of Ophthalmology. 1970;69:72-
77. DOI: 10.1016/0002-9394(70)91858-1

[61] Giuliari GP, Ramirez G, Cortez RT. 
Surgical treatment of ocular toxocariasis: 
Anatomic and functional results 
in 45 patients. European Journal of 
Ophthalmology. 2011;21:490-494. 
DOI: 10.5301/EJO.2010.6118

[62] Abdisamadov A, Tursunov O. 
Ocular tuberculosis epidemiology, clinic 
features and diagnosis: A brief review. 
Tuberculosis (Edinburgh, Scotland). 
2020;124:101963. DOI: 10.1016/j.
tube.2020.101963

[63] Lee JY. Diagnosis and treatment 
of extrapulmonary tuberculosis. 
Tuberculosis and Respiratory Diseases 
(Seoul). 2015;78:47-55. DOI: 10.4046/
trd.2015.78.2.47

[64] Ramírez-Lapausa M, Menendez- 
Saldana A, Noguerado-Asensio A. 
Extrapulmonary tuberculosis: An 
overview. Revista Española de Sanidad 
Penitenciaria. 2015;17:3-11. DOI: 10.4321/
S1575-06202015000100002

[65] Mehta S, Mansoor H, Khan S, 
Saranchuk P. Isaakidis P (2013) ocular 

inflammatory disease and ocular 
tuberculosis in a cohort of patients 
co-infected with HIV and multidrug-
resistant tuberculosis in Mumbai, 
India: A cross-sectional study. BMC 
Infectious Diseases. 2013;13:225. 
DOI: 10.1186/1471-2334-13-225

[66] Alvarez S, McCabe WR. 
Extrapulmonary tuberculosis revisited: 
A review of experience at Boston City 
and other hospitals. Medicine (Baltim). 
1984;63:25-55

[67] Agarwal A, Agrawal R, 
Gunasekaran DV, Raje D, Gupta B, 
Aggarwal K, et al. The collaborative 
ocular tuberculosis study (COTS)-1 
report 3: Polymerase chain reaction 
in the diagnosis and management 
of tubercular uveitis: Global 
trends. Ocular Immunology and 
Inflammation. 2019;27:465-473. 
DOI: 10.1080/09273948.2017.1406529

[68] Gupta V, Shoughy SS, Mahajan S, 
Khairallah M, Rosenbaum JT, Curi A, 
et al. Clinics of ocular tuberculosis. 
Ocular Immunology and 
Inflammation. 2015;23:14-24. 
DOI: 10.3109/09273948.2014.986582

[69] Gupta V, Gupta A, Arora S,  
Bambery P, Dogra MR, Agarwal A. 
Presumed tubercular serpiginouslike 
choroiditis: Clinical presentations 
and management. Ophthalmology. 
2003;110:1744-1749. DOI: 10.1016/
S0161-6420(03)00619-5

[70] Diel R, Goletti D, Ferrara G, 
Bothamley G, Cirillo D, Kampmann B, 
et al. Interferon-gamma release assays for 
the diagnosis of latent mycobacterium 
tuberculosis infection: A systematic 
review and meta-analysis. The European 
Respiratory Journal. 2011;37:88-99. 
DOI: 10.1183/09031936.00115110

[71] Ang M, Vasconcelos-Santos DV, 
Sharma K, Accorinti M, Sharma A, 



Retinitis Due to Infections
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.107394

23

Gupta A, et al. Diagnosis of ocular 
tuberculosis. Ocular Immunology 
and Inflammation. 2018;26:208-216. 
DOI: 10.1080/09273948.2016.1178304

[72] Gineys R, Bodaghi B, Carcelain G, 
Cassoux N, Boutin LTH, Amoura Z, 
et al. QuantiFERON-TB gold cut-off 
value: Implications for the management 
of tuberculosis-related ocular 
inflammation. American Journal of 
Ophthalmology. 2011;152:433-440. 
DOI: 10.1016/j.ajo.2011.02.006

[73] Slater ML, Welland G, Pai M, 
Parsonnet J, Banaei N. Challenges with 
QuantiFERON-TB gold assay for 
large-scale, routine screening of U.S. 
healthcare workers. American Journal of 
Respiratory and Critical Care Medicine. 
2013;188:1005-1010. DOI: 10.1164/
rccm.201305-0831OC

[74] Agrawal R, Grant R, Gupta B, 
Gunasekeran DV, Gonzalez-Lopez JJ, 
Addison PKF, et al. What does IGRA 
testing add to the diagnosis of ocular 
tuberculosis? A Bayesian latent class 
analysis. BMC Ophthalmology. 2017;17:245. 
DOI: 10.1186/s12886-017-0597-x

[75] Sharma K, Gupta V, Bansal R, 
Sharma A, Sharma M, Gupta A. Novel 
multi-targeted polymerase chain 
reaction for diagnosis of presumed 
tubercular uveitis. Journal of Ophthalmic 
Inflammation and Infection. 2013;3:25. 
DOI: 10.1186/1869-5760-3-25

[76] Sharma K, Gupta A, Sharma M, 
Sharma A, Singh R, Aggarwal K, et al. 
MTBDRplus for the rapid diagnosis of 
ocular tuberculosis and screening of 
drug resistance. Eye (London, England). 
2018;32:451-456. DOI: 10.1038/
eye.2017.214

[77] Sudheer B, Lalitha P, Kumar AL, 
Rathinam S. Polymerase chain reaction 
and its correlation with clinical 
features and treatment response in 

tubercular uveitis. Ocular Immunology 
and Inflammation. 2018;26:845-852. 
DOI: 10.1080/09273948.2017.1287925

[78] Lee C, Agrawal R, Pavesio C. Ocular 
tuberculosis—A clinical conundrum. 
Ocular Immunology and 
Inflammation. 2016;24:237-242. 
DOI: 10.3109/09273948.2014.985387

[79] Ang M, Chee SP. Controversies in 
ocular tuberculosis. The British Journal 
of Ophthalmology. 2017;101:6-20. 
DOI: 10.1136/bjophthalmol-2016-309531

[80] Kee AR, Gonzalez-Lopez JJ, Al-Hity A, 
Gupta B, Lee CS, Gunasekeran DV, et al. 
Anti-tubercular therapy for intraocular 
tuberculosis: A systematic review and 
meta-analysis. Survey of Ophthalmology. 
2016;61:628-653. DOI: 10.1016/j.
survophthal.2016.03.001

[81] Agrawal R, Gupta B, Gonzalez- 
Lopez JJ, Rahman F, Phatak S, 
Triantafyllopoulou I, et al. The role 
of anti- tubercular therapy in patients 
with presumed ocular tuberculosis. 
Ocular Immunology and 
Inflammation. 2015;23:40-46. 
DOI: 10.3109/09273948.2014.986584

[82] Agrawal R, Gunasekeran DV, Raje D, 
Agarwal A, Nguyen QD, Kon OM, et al. 
Global variations and challenges with 
tubercular uveitis in the collaborative 
ocular tuberculosis study. Investigative 
Ophthalmology & Visual Science. 
2018;59:4162-4171. DOI: 10.1167/
iovs.18-24102

[83] Testi I, Agrawal R, Mehta S, 
Basu S, Nguyen Q, Pavesio C, et al. Ocular 
tuberculosis: Where are we today? Indian 
Journal of Ophthalmology. 2020;68:1808-
1817. DOI: 10.4103/ijo.IJO_1451_20

[84] Jain L, Panda KG, Basu S. Clinical 
outcomes of adjunctive sustained-
release intravitreal dexamethasone 



Medical and Surgical Retina – Recent Innovation, New Perspective, and Applications

24

implants in tuberculosis-associated 
multifocal serpigenoid choroiditis. 
Ocular Immunology and 
Inflammation. 2018;26:877-883. 
DOI: 10.1080/09273948.2017.1383446

[85] Hasanreisoglu M, Gulpinar 
Ikiz G, Aktas Z, Ozdek S. Intravitreal 
dexamethasone implant as an option 
for anti-inflammatory therapy of 
tuberculosis uveitis. International 
Ophthalmology. 2019;39:485-490. 
DOI: 10.1007/s10792-018-0831-4

[86] Tsuboi M, Nishijima T, Yashiro S, 
Teruya K, Kikuchi Y, Katai N, et al. 
Prognosis of ocular syphilis in patients 
infected with HIV in the antiretroviral 
therapy era. Sexually Transmitted 
Infections. 2016;92:605-610. 
DOI: 10.1136/sextrans-2016-052568

[87] Dutta Majumder P, Chen EJ, Shah J,  
Ching Wen Ho D, Biswas J, See Yin L,  
et al. Ocular syphilis: An update. 
Ocular Immunology and 
Inflammation. 2019;27:117-125. 
DOI: 10.1080/09273948.2017.1371765

[88] Aldave AJ, King JA, Cunningham 
ET Jr. Ocular syphilis. Current Opinion 
in Ophthalmology. 2001;12:433-441. 
DOI: 10.1097/00055735-200112000-00008

[89] Margo CE, Hamed LM. Ocular 
syphilis. Survey of Ophthalmology. 
1992;37:203-220. DOI: 10.1016/ 
0039-6257(92)90138-j

[90] Tamesis RR, Foster CS. Ocular 
syphilis. Ophthalmology. 1990;97:1281-
1287. DOI: 10.1016/s0161-6420(90)32419-3

[91] Morgan CM, Webb RM, O’Connor GR. 
Atypical syphilitic chorioretinitis and 
vasculitis. Retina. 1984;4:225-231. 
DOI: 10.1097/00006982-198400440-
00003

[92] Gass JD, Braunstein RA, 
Chenoweth RG. Acute syphilitic posterior 

placoid chorioretinitis. Ophthalmology. 
1990;97:1288-1297. DOI: 10.1016/
s0161-6420(90)32418-1

[93] Lima BR, Mandelcorn ED, Bakshi N, 
Nussenblatt RB, Sen HN. Syphilitic 
outer retinopathy. Ocular Immunology 
and Inflammation. 2014;22:4-8. 
DOI: 10.3109/09273948.2013.841960

[94] Kuo A, Ziaee SM, Hosseini H, 
Voleti V, Schwartz SD, Kim NU, et al. 
The great imitator: Ocular syphilis 
presenting as posterior uveitis. American 
Journal of Case Reports. 2015;16:434-437. 
DOI: 10.12659/AJCR.893907

[95] Mendelsohn AD, Jampol LM. 
Syphilitic retinitis. A cause of necrotizing 
retinitis. Retina. 1984;4:221-224

[96] Rahman HT, Yeh S. Diffuse 
infiltrative syphilitic retinitis in an 
HIV-positive patient. The Journal 
of Ophthalmic Inflammation and 
Infection. 2011;1:123-123. DOI: 10.1007/
s12348-011-0026-x

[97] Fu EX, Geraets RL, Dodds EM, 
Echandi LV, Colombero D, 
McDonald HR, et al. Superficial retinal 
precipitates in patients with syphilitic 
retinitis. Retina. 2010;30:1135-1143. 
DOI: 10.1097/IAE.0b013e3181cdf3ae

[98] Crouch ER, Goldberg MF. Retinal 
periarteritis secondary to syphilis. 
Archives of Ophthalmology. 1975;93: 
384-387. DOI: 10.1001/archopht.1975. 
01010020396017

[99] Yokoi M, Kase M. Retinal vasculitis 
due to secondary syphilis. Japanese 
Journal of Ophthalmology. 2004;48:65-
67. DOI: 10.1007/s10384-003-0011-5

[100] Lobes LA, Folk JC. Syphilitic 
phlebitis simulating branch vein 
occlusion. Annals of Ophthalmology. 
1981;13:825-827



Retinitis Due to Infections
DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.107394

25

[101] Savir H, Kurz O. Fluorescein 
angiography in syphilitic retinal vasculitis. 
Annals of Ophthalmology. 1976;8:713-716

[102] Majumder PD, Sudharshan S, 
Biswas J. Laboratory support in the 
diagnosis of uveitis. Indian Journal 
of Ophthalmology. 2013;61:269-276. 
DOI: 10.4103/0301-4738.114095

[103] Tsang RS, Morshed M, Chernesky MA, 
Jayaraman GC, Kadkhoda K. Canadian 
public health laboratory network 
laboratory guidelines for the use of 
direct tests to detect syphilis in Canada. 
Canadian Journal of Infectious Diseases 
and Medical Microbiology. 2015;26:13A-
17A. DOI: 10.1155/2015/685603

[104] Troutbeck R, Chhabra R, 
Jones NP. Polymerase chain reaction 
testing of vitreous in atypical ocular 
syphilis. Ocular Immunology and 
Inflammation. 2013;21:227-230. 
DOI: 10.3109/09273948.2013.770887

[105] Lukehart SA, Godornes C, 
Molini BJ, Sonnett P, Hopkins S, 
Mulcahy F, et al. Macrolide resistance 
in treponema pallidum in the United 
States and Ireland. The New England 
Journal of Medicine. 2004;351:154-158. 
DOI: 10.1056/NEJMoa040216

[106] Martin IE, Tsang RS, Sutherland K, 
Tilley P, Read R, Anderson B, et al. 
Molecular characterization of syphilis 
in patients in Canada: Azithromycin 
resistance and detection of treponema 
pallidum DNA in whole-blood samples 
versus ulcerative swabs. Journal of 
Clinical Microbiology. 2009;47:1668-
1673. DOI: 10.1128/JCM.02392-08

[107] Workowski KA, Bolan GA. 
Sexually transmitted diseases treatment 
guidelines. Morbidity and Mortality 
Weekly Report. 2015;64:1-137

[108] Rolfs RT, Joesoef MR, Hendershot EF, 
Rompalo AM, Augenbraun MH, Chiu M, 

et al. A randomized trial of enhanced 
therapy for early syphilis in patients with 
and without human immunodeficiency 
virus infection. The syphilis and 
HIV study group. The New England 
Journal of Medicine. 1997;337:307-314. 
DOI: 10.1056/NEJM199707313370504

[109] Cunningham ET Jr, Eandi CM, Pichi F. 
Syphilitic uveitis. Ocular Immunology 
and Inflammation. 2014;22:2-3. 
DOI: 10.3109/09273948.2014.883236

[110] Angelakis E, Raoult D. Pathogenicity 
and treatment of Bartonella infections. 
International Journal of Antimicrobial 
Agents. 2014;44:16-25. DOI: 10.1016/j.
ijantimicag.2014.04.006

[111] Zangwill KM, Hamilton DH, 
Perkins BA, Regnery RL, Plikaytis BD, 
Hadler JL, et al. Cat scratch disease in 
Connecticut. Epidemiology, risk factors, 
and evaluation of a new diagnostic 
test. The New England Journal of 
Medicine. 1993;329:8-13. DOI: 10.1056/
NEJM199307013290102

[112] Habot-Wilner Z, Trivizki O, 
Goldstein M, Kesler A, Shulman S, 
Horowitz J, et al. Cat-scratch disease: 
Ocular manifestations and treatment 
outcome. Acta Ophthalmologica. 
2018:e524-e532. DOI: 10.1111/aos.13684

[113] Tan CL, Fhun LC, Tai EL, 
Abdul Gani NH, Muhammed J, Tuan 
Jaafar TN, et al. Clinical profile and 
visual outcome of ocular bartonellosis 
in Malaysia. Journal of Tropical 
Medicine. 2017;2017:7946123. 
DOI: 10.1155/2017/7946123

[114] Mabra D, Yeh S, Shantha JG. 
Ocular manifestations of bartonellosis. 
Current Opinion in Ophthalmology. 
2018;29:582-587. DOI: 10.1097/
ICU.0000000000000522

[115] Roe RH, Michael Jumper J, Fu AD, 
Johnson RN, Richard McDonald H, 



Medical and Surgical Retina – Recent Innovation, New Perspective, and Applications

26

Cunningham ET. Ocular bartonella 
infections. International Ophthalmology 
Clinics. 2008;48:93-105. DOI: 10.1097/
IIO.0b013e31817d7697

[116] Amer R, Tugal-Tutkun I. 
Ophthalmic manifestations of bartonella 
infection. Current Opinion in 
Ophthalmology. 2017;28:607-612. 
DOI: 10.1097/ICU.0000000000000419

[117] Curi AL, Machado D, 
Heringer G, Campos WR, Lamas C, 
Rozental T, et al. Cat-scratch disease: 
Ocular manifestations and visual 
outcome. International Ophthalmology. 
2010;30:553-558. DOI: 10.1007/
s10792-010-9389-5

[118] Bergmans AM, Peeters MF, 
Schellekens JF, Vos MC, Sabbe LJ, 
Ossewaarde JM, et al. Pitfalls and 
fallacies of cat scratch disease serology: 
Evaluation of Bartonella henselae-
based indirect fluorescence assay and 
enzyme-linked immunoassay. Journal of 
Clinical Microbiology. 1997;35:1931-1937. 
DOI: 10.1128/jcm.35.8.1931-1937.1997

[119] Biancardi AL, Curi AL. Cat-
scratch disease. Ocular Immunology 
and Inflammation. 2014;22:148-154. 
DOI: 10.3109/09273948.2013.833631


