3t £ % %% 1 DOH94-DC-1002

TEHREAZERE R AT WEE RN RARTE

EBHESPRBRBABITENEARE FRAE

PHATHAE | M EEABHATEELER
FEEHFA EI4E

RABR CRILK - RIRPS

HATHEAIR 94 51 A 1 B%E 94 % 12 A 31 B

X AARREER ST RREFEFRBRER A ERL X



Ha
B %k
XA R
B XHE

22

Al

anf

MR T ik
R
o LR

%% XK

AN

=

N

B

6-8

9-13
14
15-16

17-22



f R

EPRERE R A —RHAERIATLAR LR T EREHAREEAREDY
Rk 5 A 40 Bl B A M Eed a2 EERKRMRE - £5
B RAANBRREEATI G RRIERIET SR 0 KRR BT 0 B 0 AT
YHIE N R AR VAR IR o — ARAE B BOARR ik o ko BASLER BRI 3K (microscopic
agglutination test, MAT) » /88 £ 723 & & M 2 B % %75 R M3 (enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay, ELISA) » 35 sb45 8 7 ik 3G RAGAZ 1L - AAFIRFEF > R &
& M 2 real-time PCR 3t 7 #E 22 58 0 S5 BT ] 4950 SR 3R 88 2% R > 916 fHAR A8 ¥ 124 3
R B] 4958 SR 7 B R R Bl gbig F i § K R 4854845 R JE (nested-PCR) &
BV R AL B3 SR R T ARG R~ BE R AR ~ 0 R B R Hn iRt e R
# b 16S BB A R 5 7] LEMAR 435 5 A - BATA 933 EER AR
AR PR A 167 18 B A B 24935 858 48 DNA - i 4bigial i Rk 69 DNA > A1 A
AR ERF#% > E#®ME NBCI B EWLYH  BRALEBEHEATHOARS L
borgpetersenii ~ L. interrogans #a L. myeri > 4t & ¥ &% R84 L. noguchii v L
santarosai RV £ HFMIBRE R BT CLERRE TERI A AR ERER
Bk R PE " biflexa" s F5 A 5 RAVEAT A 6 R B BSR S RIE 0 X AL EE AL BR & W A%
JF o AT ARG 241 (phylogenic analysis) > A = AR % - S F KR

SRS REZGME R ARR &R~ BEMEME X ~ BRI X R
PLEAbR R AL E RS o R RBRERERE R ABA T ROANG L BE L

o Bk E R I — 5l g D B Ao ARt e o LA Bh 5 BT ok — RAR A 00 1%
R oo Bt ZARERRAT SRR RBROTERER » EHEER BoRE

HEH B R RALEE R S A B Bk B B 4 R B R s TAE X S
LR EREHFASRLHB Y -

PR S SR ERAE AR C AT HBE LR  BRRRECMAEHRIE



IR

Leptospirosis is a common zoonosis acquired by exposure to body fluids of infected
animals, or to contaminated soil or water. Leptospirosis remains under-reported in Taiwan
because of ignorance and the broad spectrum of clinical manifestations. Tests such as the
microscopic agglutination test (MAT) or the enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA)
for detection of immunoglobulin M are commonly used but have not been standardized. The
16s rDNA gene sequences have been shown to separate Leptospira sp. We can not readily
detect Leptospiral pathogen by real-time polymerase chain reaction (rt-PCR). In the present
study, we report the use of nested-PCR in the identification of leptospires directly from urine,
CSF, serum or whole blood of leptospirosis-suspected patients. Out of 933 clinical samples,
167 leptospirosis cases were identified. DNA sequencing was performed of PCR products and
then submitted for analysis using NCBI database. The prevalently endemic strains are L.
borgpetersenii, L. interrogans, and L. myeri. The number of L. noguchii and L. santarosai, the
most popular strain in Taiwan, are few in our clinical samples. We also found the sarprophytic
“biflexa” group in clinical samples. These PCR-positive patients presented conjunctival
suffusion, aseptic meningitis, infective endocarditis, adrenal insufficiency, and/or
co-infections with other pathogens. We sequenced all PCR products and performed the
phylogenic analysis, showing that there are three different genetic clusters. Our studies
highlight under-recognition of the involvement of severe clinical symptoms with leptospirosis
and underdiagnosis of leptospirosis in a region of high endemicity. Thus an appropriate

surveillance and control measures need to be established.

Key words: Leptospirosis, zoonosis, nested PCR
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8935 SR e B & B 43m BR e BB (genus Leptospira ) BB M R 5% B8 % R AT 5
AR ZHEAMERER - R REOBEAREAE S AFBEMARS SERRNERE
AR B TR BRI T AEBIEM £ £ 8 T RB—RME - F 3% M % 7T A (Bharti
et al., 2003) » XEk4E th IF & B M09 FE & K Ao S MERR R X A2 899 SRR BRUE AR F R YR
4% (Monno and Mizushima, 1993) - % & & (Scrub typhus)f& 4% £ 2 & & Orientia
tsutsugamashi P AAe Z Mo A B i@ 1% %% (Chi et al, 1997; Tsay and Chang,
1998) © M & &k Fo 44 3% 22 5% 82 649 & PF Bk 2 R 422003 5 5 — RA& 43 (Wang et al,

2003) ° A sh SRR Z P45 A EFSNE B R TR B & A S35 R 5 R AR
B ZAAERF (Luand Tseng, 2005) - F €249 5 8 ME MR CE TR G 5HE2% -

KR ERGPEARRAENR P WA RER ERRR ALK LY H R
7 (Bhartiet al., 2003; Levett, 2001) ; ) B4t 2 B2~ HERMEAREHTRE
WA R AR IR MAEDE RS REE RS LB AARREBREKS S
GHBRHAEROTHRS > MESHEOBRAESNREIFRS -

SRR E AR S AT HEOAGTILETHEOAFT RSN TRELER
bR R RS 2R TR AR T A CHENBE FLRA GIR R FE - KRR Y
A R R R R K BB 2 A i ) Ok MARARAE o A E 1 HN 403 SR R B
WMARARERY  FERARARRYILEIT HER > EALKKESBREFT
BB EPRERBEN RS L BERALTAEE Lh - RAMKE X - AT
BEAERE ~ SMH PR FEE (ARDS) RHFMEE 2 B EFHHEK > LB A RERE
B REMRE L G M > RAREROMML ERBZLAHEAMEE X - FRATHRE -~ A
REHEEGERE > BHAERWESRERFTBRAERGHAE  TRERRT A
—EF RS ERE

BR R L #04n e M ey RS B G TR EGORA - B KI1954 5 &R ae ik &
LR BRERME T L BAELFR (Wollf, 1954) 212 B8 09 4e Rl 7 & o AR EE R
* (MAT) REF &5 %&RM*E (ELISA) £4A8 %R & GM—IgMag £k 7 iz
&Y JEFA A2 B B = o9 #208] (Pappas et al., 1985; Winslow et al., 1997) - 38 2REx £ & A4 %%



R ik (ELISA)ATAE A 69 5LR B % B 4% B A2 R B0 AR S — 09 AR 3 S 12 77 #0493
BB T BERNDARRIER  BRXEEBLA MR  HEBERSHIGEK
Hirp R RBAESTIRE  HIMARSENLERA T RER - MR B AR A
oA RATRAL T LUAR R SL R R TT B o Bk A9 R RA 5 % sh DNA-DNA #9546 R
JELTT AN Bh & 54238200 % 48 K ) s A AN 2 4938 88 3k 2% 04 A4k (Perolat et al., 1998;
Ramadass et al., 1992; Yasuda, 1987) -  # i1 &4 EK 75 45 i 16S rDNA#Y A B T 75 T
A& o R ) B 4438 38 0% 52 2 Hi#k (Hookey et al, 1993; Perolat et al., 1998) and
serovars (Postic et al., 2000) - & kb % & B5:% 44 K JE—Polymerase chain reaction (PCR) &
PR FRBREN TR R o F AN, B L - KRS -

RAEAR FEBMHEY  RERFE —ERRLHRESOTE TR - MR o8
i# 4% & fe—Polymerase chain reaction (PCR)&Y &l L% #2182 KA U Bt R 2 R B
B2 P 3] AL By g5 R AR R AR E & (Eisenstein, 1990) < B 2 #] i % 48518 44 R JE—Polymerase
chain reaction (PCR)#&) B4t7 » 770 A9 EE AR AR P & =T LABR 3R B 4% B 1 6938 13 ) 493%
EHeREH) o MA%EERS RNA—RNAZ e AR ¥ A EE T (Woese, 1987) « 3 44 B8
#% RNA—TRNA® T 7 T K 2 &9 2 4 51 50 H Ao 4% HF B 45 20 B &9 B 44 (Woese et al,,
1985) » RETH Bhtaym ey 038 > G5 RAmEH/RHE (Pasteretal, 1991) o 47
BT AR AR B & o 835 R e A8 6 rs (16S) B #94% H & & (Fukunaga et al,
1990) - Merien % A (Merien et al., 1992) % 4545 % =T LA FA 3% 1@ H 44938 32 e B2 64 rrs
(16S) AR RE N REIHEM &35 EEA - A T REZHRUNPCRETE T AR A T L
BT & 3%k 60 T B B AME A R R A £ B a0k Rl T B SR 49 SR AR AR K 09 %
AR AT B R AR AT AR o

S



= HHRT*%
B R SRR R R

B PR 5 151 8433, 97 e 28 v 3 A5

SHeEe R AR E (i =38C, R F#=15 R)Z R

& BB PR AT ARAT — REARE

i o g K o 36 5 K *5& ik B
 fn 2% B BE A AR B &ML JFrAEMEE 415 % AP B 9%
LI opok [ $ (HErR B fE s 45 B B 3K K
"% o JE o B MR K RE &Mk A o AE iR A
THRET M

1.6 (4888 — % )5ml> 2.3 fniF TR 493 B e B2 &
3.4-Sodium Citrate 2

4.1 %Emim

Fkk20ml 0 3% e i
i (43R %
i (4FEE

By A o

5.8 & &R

22 % (%5 ml)

FI R ER B | X R F AT 0% Bk B8 A% 8% 3% 12 Nested PCR -
A IR GR B - FRITRE -

—%)5ml R FFTRHESR T ERSGERQHM2IG ~ IgM -

M EAIeG ~ IgM ~ B AL EF#R & o

—%)5ml> EREFEFTHESLB - I RS ERQM 2 PCRE R R

8 3% R e B8 B E MR A FH RIPT

aPTT ~ INR ~ Bil (T/D) ~ CRP ~

Na~K-~Cl~Ca~ Mg~ CBC/DC ~ GOT/GPT ~ LDH -~ CK ~ CK-MB -~ amylase -~ lipase ~
BUN/Cr ~ &blood culture ~ urine culture ~ CXR » 6. R7.E % 2 45 F/ATHAEH (27D
—F—R)

8.4 YA A B -
9.5 E % B AR5 & 8k 493 SR A8 X & 4 Porystal- penicillin 3MU q6h &
levofloxacin 500mg IVD qd
10.4 &% Kescharis € 2k EH R E I B
118 4o Rk 42 3T (2277 ~ 2278) % B A% e BRI 1E AR @ 3R
1278 — 2 = A& RIRARHA & 7
BEEFZBREE



435 3% e 1 o

o AL RAREE = 8 R BB SRR X SRR AR R SOuL EA EMIH 322 %% F » &
30CA4 Pk BREARDARATEAMETHRERMEREZ HRARE
}S)“i °

44 3% 3% ¥e 38 4% & 3% 7§ Nested PCR  ( Merien et al., 1992)

1. #B24E48 - 4 Sodium Citrate $ut 5] 84 do 4% ~ Fik ~ a4k
2. #:8% DNA 8 %8 : i 8 QIAGEN QIAamp DNA Blood Mini Kit &93% 45 % 55 » 7%
7R G
A. B 20 pul QIAGEN Protease % 1.5ml #9832 9
B. A 200 pl #x 52
C. /un 200 ul Buffer AL » $ N EZRELEZ 15#
D. E# 56°C ah3z54% 7 10 442
E. w200 196-100% Ethanol » W EZ X LEH 154
E & st 4 /m £ QIAamp spin column > 3 A 6000 g (8000 rpm) B 1 44
G R BIER
H. #w A 500 1Buffer AW1 > 3# 2L 6000 g (8000 rpm) #.o 1 442
L ERBIER
J. A 500 1Buffer AW2 > 3# 2L 6000 g (8000 rpm) #.& 3 442
K. k@R R
L. s/uA 200 1Buffer AE > 322 6000 g (8000 rpm) #.o 1 448
M. W& @8 &R (DNA)
3. 1# A Roche &4 FastStar & % R JER B B 4 > AR5 e N F 3K A ¢
1* run:
45 ul FastStar PCR Master mixture ~3 pmol/ul #& 3] F(F 540 TF) ~ 5 ul g
DNA > ¥4 RE#AE A 50 ul -
B 3] F & %) - Lepto A(GGCGG CGCGT CTTAA ACATG)
Lepto B (TTCCC CCCAT TGAGC AAGAT T)

2" run:
45 pl FastStar PCR Master mixture ~ 3 pmol/pl #:# 3] F(5 %40 F) ~ 1 ul 1% run &
PCR %) » REREREHE A S0l
B3] F 5 7] © Lepto C (CAAGT CAAGC GGAGT AGCAA)

Lepto D (CTTAA CCTGC TGCCT CCCGT A)
4. PCR R JE#4T - £ A MIPCR #% £ (%2 %) » PCR R EM&4 & 40 R4E3RZ 95°C/30
# — 55°C/ 30 #» — 72°C/ 60 £ o



$m i #k Bacterial strains

6 ¥RAZ % B #k Leptospira strains, L. biflexa serovar Andamana, L. noguchii serovar Panama,
L. interrogans serovar Icterohaemorrhagiae, L. santarosai serovar Shermani, L.
bargpetersenii serovar Ballum, L. meyeri serovar Samarng, 34 A homemade EMJH (Faine,
1982)3z 4 2 - ;b Bi#k Bk B Center for Disease Control (CDC), Taiwan (Taiwan
Reverence Center), & Koninklijk Instituut voor de Tropem (KIT), Amsterdam, The
Netherlands -

# 2 % 2% Plasmid constructs

P F H B 315477 Escherichia coli DH5a.F - & B 6 #k4Z £ H % F Ar3g {42 289 bp
PCR Z #7(16S rDNA)#7% 1% 74 A\ pT7 blue T-vector (Novagen, Madison, WI) » 23] 4
% % pPIT, pPJT, pPJT, pPJT, pPJT and pPIT - F7 A 4 G 1434 F 4818 DNA & 7k 34

DNA

PCR & # %t 41t 1% LA Ready Reaction Cycle Sequencing Kit ABI PRISM dGTP
Terminator 3.0 # ABI 3730 DNA Analyzer (Applied-Biosystems, Foster City, CA):&E4T
EF o P ¥E 43 2 F % 24 Gene-Bank (www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) ¥ electronic
multi-alignment program (www.toulouse.inra.fr/multalin.html) b ¥} 4% 40 5% & @ 2 4848 -

B& 5 (Phylogenetic analysis)

LAFR A 47 4a i 2 16S TRNA gene (16S ribosomal DNA [fDNAN R R 5 5] » i#&— % &
¥ iE ek B 5] B 89 34 B 14 o ) B XA Spirochaeta halophila type strain M88722 % 16S
rDNA A %] 4t 5] A Ribosomal Database Project & Default substitution matrix (IUB)tt
# (Cole et al., 2005) » =T #] A ClustalW 1.82 Figure #2 R 4 & — kB & 148
(Thompson et al., 1994) » £ TreeView (Page, 1996) #&[  f£ & ¥ L& Spirochaeta
halophila 1k % outgroup °

E& BR A% 7] - 1

LA R B T 803 SR A R R B A BR RO ) BORMMUR ALY S AT W SR F0 Ao o 1) B R 5



Real-time R &-8BE R E
A EPATZATFF > PTA AR BB R # E R E A real-time 5 8538 4 R JE AR
RIEE AR - FF F £E 4 017 fEas8 > AMEMARAE 3 KA ¥ 58 s e s
DNA> BEYEERBETRE XEE —RFEXDNAG L SR H a2 R oamE
SRIEAH A - L& DNA F 2|0 12349 B A AT ARl AR R A ik > B ILiE4T DNA
Z 55 RE IR R A real-time A BRI 4 R AR R B AR AR RS 4930 SR e 48 DNA A AT X
B B AT Y EiziE AN g it »F2 B2 PCR 3] F ¥ (Gravekamp et al.,, 1993;
Kee et al., 1994; Merien et al., 1992; Murgia et al., 1997; Savio et al., 1994; Segers et al.,
1992; Woo et al., 1997) > & & & i —# st £ %8 A 2 PCR 3] F(Merien et al.,, 1992) > #&
JRiZ M@ A B ER AR AR P AL X A BRE 1 S R SR AR R A AR 0 B SR A sL ¥
I FUBERREBEHRBMARASPEERB AL ERBNRETRE RAUAR R E
B S BB R AT 28 B bl RN A 8518 8 R R B ER A AR B 7 B
B ZER(RATHRE) - SFLBERARBRAERTREBARBZERE T #TH
FLE AT FERARPITZIAE -

BERBROBEGRBBAAGDE —HRBRE
B T RIRAHH &R R 0 B3R 093] F R M R T BN ERE R B ORERAK
DNA #b > 38 5 SMER T A AL20% B 4869 DNA » BA A 3| T8 8 KR4 8 4
R IEH R DNA 3% (B — ) 3% Seoah a0 iR he BAZ B Ak % T A2 A M ey 3Rk
(£ R+ A 290 bp 933k ) - MEMEREARE - RNKEEARH ~ DPIRARH -
LR OHERA LR MEARABTLERSARERE DNAY RS > @8R 482
BRIEHRIZ A R EMEATIIE o B iz N8 S4oeh s i85k 3% DNABEAANETR T >
3t DNA & A7k > =T B R IEdEHl 4 -
Z AT LAEF A R ) 4o i 69 DNA B F 3L £ K, PCR B A 1R % a9 80 M » B =T 1A R 2]
#)DNASEE A 1 ng 2] 10fg (A=) HBBHFEROTURARF 4 Eai(— LW



B#s5f) -

HEHRBRLER ARBFRABGRAS ERFGERRE > AR RSB RBE KL %R
¥ 2% DNA

CREBEEBERBEFROETAH 100 BRMA B RBOEE BSLEEESTHAR
GEBE R B AN X TR  SMIREFAEPRENFRFEEL L F -
#2005 47 B %] 2005 4 12 B > 480 T 933 B ER A £) 3% B0 % 64 B 0 15 E e
&9 £) e 3R 5 B8 DNA #| A S 4oty kIR (#m B e diR ~ i ~ RIRF B R BR) - £
P A 167 (17.9%) B8] 36 B2 8 R E 69 F x4 Al A 4 3% 48888 69 DNA (%
— ) T LA AR AR R GYIREE P > £ iR T A 6918 (17.1%) AnAEinin th AR 4 5 82 5% 48
DNA: 7% shF 91 kg (17.8%) t9inis AR 718 (53.8%) foiF et fE 34 i
2R M AR B A BE R P RIR A 4533 4) pe 32 B8 DNA &9 77 4 o

bkt R ey) DNA > FIA KR ZF4% > L4 E NBCI BR B Atk
W MY B 4E B L. borgpetersenii ~ L. interrogans o L. myeri (% — R B =) M &%
8% B8 L. noguchii #v L. santarosai RI4&Y KM BRBER (R =RAB =) - &ML
BB AR T ERE A A SR AT BR R MY biflexa s FA -

>

u\-

B AR BUR
ABOREERAEATHE AR THERZRFET ELELERFETHE
REAE TR R B GHE AL - Moo b BATER B » A HH R R 6938 %0 R BT BT 4%
MRS R - B A CE AE KA BRI T L8 18 438 IR R Bl 0 FLRA A
R ABBHRBRABITERIB AARICREN IR ERAAETBERZT ML ER
£) 3% 32 4% % 64 9% AL HK A 4 B 70 fo(conjunctival suffusion) ~ £ B MBS S ¥~ AT B A%
B NI REFAEGEHARBRENEEFEE 0 - BRREZAERGRABLR KA
FTHZET R - S ANEFOERIVERE A — KRB RAZRA AR E 0EK > 045
BEolfogm > mAIRREBEHREN T XAR B HE F 34569 % AH 16S Leptospira
DNA&y 74 - AR EFHAVPTH KRG R & w3EE T HMA2 95T A Leptospira
spp. ©
RAETRREA B 5 61m AMERGE Leptospira®y > 4L WA AR R H R CE 0 1%

10



AESERK - DIIEAR - RBITAMRAR - LFEORMEREATRE - 27 &R HKH
FlAety e R REFHMERME X S FHES X SRR X R AR AT 2 H
MR SEERE ~ R AR X - A E REKRARE X R REBEIE X o A S
MR R BRI N R FFE S BAR AR - TR - B ot R3S R TR S
BBl BRI X ~ EHA e AR X a9 B o

e & ErE s A GF R R RS AP &y m ey sh R AP G RRE ~ AP SRR~ BB &
R-BUBRCERY - F—EFERERGRRARKE TEEHEGCERE > UBHE
B REEEIR R R - AR - B MR R X Fo TR LA B 69 B3
JE O RABEAER - RREL - EELGHEER - B~ 5 AR ~ BIF
BHBEAHN Yo~ B FEEIKIAE ~ BN EHIRE - @A EEIKRE - HEME S0
JE~ AT PIER kAR R ~ IRIRFFIRARE ~ B 50 ~ Wodk B T o ~ SRR T B oo ~ /NBS S oo

BREESHARMAEE -BRAFBFECHANE - FARRTEIEXXE - BE WY

BT AETHZ IR > REEH IR ESH Lo th SR o

EFRBEWF » AT RZS BT ERE > ST H 0 BB G AN
o KR Gk AoHIVE B B 4 & 30 4] 4a e % 7% A R 5| #eCD4 % o 3 B FE K -
ARBHERER > H LB AR ERwiBERE - SAEEML M & £ ABehcet’s
disease * ¥ T AL A3 B m A M o fA 5 X > 439 3R R/ 69 BE AR R AR5 & SR 4R 41
BREAMG A S

ABHEL  RABLRBE—RERAZIAFFTAHA S TR ERE - B FE 1%
AP HER ~ SR s FURIRES » RIS B Rz ek -

ﬂ

#1F 290 bps & 16S rDNA % B 24 8.4 B 44

% 6 SURK C B T B g AE £) 3% 3R e B8 2 Fl 49 16S rDNA AR 7348 & ey 4a L > {2
=T #1 A 16S rDNA &) 3 B 745 7 B 4 64 4) 3% #8252 3% & 4 & 2R (Postic et al., 2000) - f&
167 a4 & B & B2 g R JE3EH B A Leptospira B A 9B RARAE 7 > M2 A 289 1@4%
B4 16S IDNA A BH A A NJ tree 89 7 X o4t ERGK M A (Bw) - & & 524 BT 0 K
Y5 £) 3% 32 5% B2 16S rDNA & 66 % 355 425 » 7T B 4% X %8 5 ik & Spirochaetaceae i\ A

Leptospiraceae -

11



W~ e

AFas R IF R AIE X R RSB T A A (Bharti et al, 2003; Levett, 2001;
Vinetz, 2001) £ 435 R & 35 TE 2 A8 M A B AR A R R 830 B0 B 2 & SR
Wt MU FHIAEABR Z AR RS (Black et al., 2001) » 19824 » fr ki & & #)
5B 10518 42 Bt RO ANOTME R 3 e R 3% 69 % & B o 75 AT R 5 %) A37% &
64% » X B R $ 2 7% A A Bratislava (Cacciapuoti et al., 1982) « 1986 ik 2 38 & >
HIRIF 5 T/ A B R L 2 fF A 2 Hardjo & £ (Onyemelukwe, 1993; Waitkins,
1986) - 1993 F AL Ep B ARG E » X B 3 = £ 75 FF A Autumnalis (Ratnam et al.,
1993) - ] # » Onyemelukwe4t ¥ 2 B A & ° £ F R X & 7F A A Canicola
(Onyemelukwe, 1993) - Holk % &) 819704 £ 1996 5 4 40 & 44 3% ¥2 5 B2 72 2 % 5
BB E R R 2 o F A Alcterohaemorrhagiae & Sejore (Holk et al., 2000)° ££ & # & %k
BED TaF | RRB% R B & eI L (Yang et al,, 2001) e

LB ME 1968 F 2 R &35 £ F R F 2 ;F A ACanicola & Icterohaemorrhagiae
% W4 (Freshetal, 1968) - 197042 EHAELS FHERLBHN > EEREZ 0F
Z# % Javanica® Hebdomadis /i = 198144k 5 A LA 3k B8 405 4 B0 fn 7 > 35
B X & R x & % A A  Grippotyphosa ~ Autumnalis -~ Pomona A
Icterohaemorrhagiae - & # A 89 7% 53R B 1996 £ 4 FB & 2 2| EE R B 6 ey 4, (Yang
et al., 1997; Yang et al., 2001) - 1997 H S AZAEHER » B P AL R F 2 5 A
% Shermani - 19984 K & & & 0523 & 8 B AT R 2 75 A 24 Shermani&k & © &
FHEETo o 4R EREELSEWETAE LA

TR ABBEZ T A2004F18 268 T@M11I8H S sy3m R Fomf) - K P44

1) 8485 & F o & B AMAT R 735 > AR T35 F @ M84%) » #2136 0 &
B e A 5 B AT B 933ME BE ARAR B T 4B X & A 16718 B A Rk 2k | 44 3% ¥R 5% 48
DNA - RAARWMERB AR EZ R ERE T ERZ R B R L borgpetersenii, L.
interrogans, and L. myeri > 2K fn LAAE & 7 pfr 3o % R, 2 L. noguchii B L. santarosaift.
BT ENRB TR A - MEBKRMIEERAE B L@ AL “Diflexa” B HIEE
RARREF 5 2F % RHI44E A EAE 6943 A& % (Penicillin G) 76 42 2 R AR AT » B L& R %

12



Ry R B A e TA L LT R4 R R B R T AR X S o

EFHAABREFALBRABAT AR S MR B RBEREOEL > 58
B EKRIETF (onychomycosis) » IR T ERARIE AR T2 & 43m SR M SR It > M &g
AT BB X A K6 THFAELEBEIMNERER - AMASTRA
WAERE GE BRI QIF 6 hE - TR 6B F - RAUK  BR—EHBE
BEPRERBRER —BEMRAEE  HERERERRIAL -2 =+ RGHBER
MR o FEL > @RT 0SB RBEA LY AR ERZ BEE > BT
&0 3% B2 B8 Rk 2248 % 69 71 2% B T (triggering event)3gBA o

BR RS ET 4 BE BE R > RE LW AR LM LR 45 K & & (exposure
history) » 4o & BFRBRE : B X > BllofEKAG - % AL RT E A HRIC/FRRA
WL FTREHEGAR  RAE > BFE REINMAR SR THIMEAR B
Bh> BR% > BEA BRERE - REABBH Gy (8%HEF) L ims
REHRERKZHL - BROHERS > B~ B B SBR . ARG A%
RRiG RER YHEFTEIERARRE - LEZ AL SRRk LA T H
A F(triggering event) > fl4w kT —MBA N G A K A5 - R#A ATGEF A 55K =18
ARG 248 BHLekfE - 2B -TEXES RZaH(EFEA—RABN)YF
T 4L 7T HE 5| 403 SR B B S AR E o

HREPHE R T A HIR L  EFEREGRE GRS IR - §38k
i - WA > BRI BEHGTRERALLHFERBABEZILE o &R FREH
WL BT > BARBHLFUAATHARBOEZE - HAFMELHRELN > K
W BepbimEsn RN ATARAS L - FE L BB AR REMW
B 5 R BB AL 0 AR E R SR SRR R R VG R R BLEY R A o

HEANBATEREZTCREEHLERELTREHETREDE ik » ARTR
NEIBNE— LAY FTLE SRR R B RETRT > L& RHE BERRE
HHBERAK  HARSEEG B REREERA ERRH > LERABEZE P OXA —
IR B K 3 B4R b A B 6 b

13
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AAROERB IR EZIRERE T EZ A BB L borgpetersenii, L.
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t 0%

Table 1

Specimen Sample (%) PCR positive (%)
Blood 404 (43.3) 69 (17.1)
Urine 510 (54.7) 91 (17.8)
Serum 13 (1.4) 7 (53.8)
CSF 6 (0.6) 0(0.0)

Total 933 (100) 167 (17.9)
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Table II

Strains No. Serovar No.
L. biflexa 10 L. biflexa strain PatocIT 10
L. borgpetersenii 81 L. borgpetersenii serovar Ballum 81
L. fainei 1 L. fainei serovar Hurstbridge strain BUT 6 1
L. interrogans 37 L. interrogans serovar Bratislava 5
L. interrogans serovar Icterohaemorrhagiae 3
L. interrogans serovar lai str. 11
L. interrogans serovar Pyrogenes 5
L. interrogans strain 48/95 13
L. meyeri 23 L. meyeri strain Sofia 874 18
L. meyeri strain Veldrat Semarang 173 5
L. noguchii 7 L. noguchii serovar Panama strain CZ214K 1
L. noguchii strain LT796 6
L. parva 5 L. parva strain H 5
L. santarosai 3 L. santarosai serovar Georgia clone L025 2
L. santarosai serovar Shermani strain 1342KT 1
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Fig. 1

Lane 1: Escherachia coli

Lane 2: Shigella sonnei

Lane 3: Salmonella spp.

Lane 4: Staphylococcus aureus
Lane 5: Streptococcus pyogenes
M: 100 bp DNA ladder marker

M 6 7 8 9 10 11

Lane 6: L. biflexa serovar Andamana

Lane 7: L. interrogans serovar icterohaermorrhagiae
Lane 8: L. noguchii serovar Panama

Lane 9: L. santarosai serovar Shermani

Lane 10: L. barigpetersenii serovar Ballum

Lane 11: L. meyeri serovar Samarng
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Fig. 2

Lane 1:10 ng
Lane2:1ng

Lane 3:0.1 ng

Lane 4 :0.01 ng

Lane 5:0.001 ng

Lane 6 : negative control
M : 100 bp mark
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Fig. 3
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Fig 3. A schematic diagram of clinical strain distribution. To determine the of PCR results,
the sequences of PCR products were then submitted for analysis using NCBI database.

The most abundant strain is L. borgpetersenii Ballum.
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Fig. 4

Spirochaela

Tu0283

6238

135

10040

509 Tu00157

Q.1

22



Fig 4. Phylogenetic tree of 16S rDNA sequences of the 66 Leptospira strains. The
operational taxonomic units labeled as Tu and Tb stands for each of the Leptospira strains
isolated from urine or blood. The rDNA sequence of Spirochaeta halophila type strain
M88722 was used as the outgroup. The tree was inferred by the neighbor-joining (NJ) method
using ClustalW. Bootstrap values above 500 from 1000 resampling were shown for each

internal node. The scale bar represents 0.1 nucleotide substitution per position.
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