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TXBR

At E 4R AR R (20052012 M B R A s ZHBEEM AT REH &H
W) = A=% T 95(7.5 km® § )L % deAt £ % ~ AL E (A4, S km® $0 ) % k% 4
AWy EL o 3 4%l RUAE BT SRR A A B T 0 AR TR E T @R
HRRERGRAEEDEERFENAER T -BHG SHELHEERLE
W mAEER > FRARAEZNREDER T - R EREmEHR=F " §
HEABREAB (AR LT RE > ABRAFZTRBL 0 /5% B pseudomallei )
ERMK EHGRIENER T ML I T ABE R R B RBAGEE
AR BN TR 0 B AT CARBHCE S km’) ) % ABURR A B.
pseudomallei DNAG 3 %, 24.1-35.6%) > 4% 9NEME A 0-7.1% - 32K 45(2012)
FARURABGBEAZR > URBEREBZFOEE > 2I0F 63% (14/22)% £ 7
BHEHE o A 50% (T/14) B RAF R HIE o B 5 HAE % CHE B.
pseudomallei DNA & izt & A R E B34 7-8 A M %A R B3R 3 448
S @B H o RNFEE AL A random sampling 89 R 5 0 {5 I MG AT E3E K
Bk R IEAR R R A 16% KB E R A 25%, FIBEE yEER % 8%
KEEH 3% BHHREFASBEERE PO E S R L BERE -
BB R BB 2T RR o FH AT E R BERAE R RAEEM T 0 B. pseudomallei
TG R RMER B RBAKEIREE Bk kK& RN T RAGR P -
db 0 7 Ak 3R 5B &Y B. pseudomallei DNA » #4513 2 BL & 69 %8 B R
T AE B o $8 B A TR 1 e R 6 M TR B SR AR AR X RUE AR BT AR
3tEPHEE -

BeE T FARE - AR AME - A S FREEK - IESAH - RS



EXBER

Using spatial and temporal analysis for investigating the clusters of melioidosis
(2005-2011), both Er-Ren River Basin (7.5 kmz) and Zoynan Region (5 kmz) were
defined as hot-spots that have been occurred the outbreak in southern Taiwan.
Through a correlation between climatic factors and melioidosis, the parameters of
wind speed and wind direction were the recognized as mainly climate factors relating
to the occurrence of melioidosis in Er-Ren River Basin (a plain). By contrast, the
precipitation is the major factor in Zoynan Region (hills). This longitudinal study
aims to test the hypothesis that airosols contaminated with B. pseudomallei could be
suspended and halted in the hotspot (Zoynan Region) because this region was
surrounding the hill barrier. People inhaled these particles and then acquired
melioidosis. In current study, approximately 24.1-35.6% of aerosol samples were
positivity in specific B. pseudomallei DNA in the core region of hot-spot while core
outlying areas exhibited to be 0-7.1%. This (2012) year did not occur an outbreak of
melioidosis, there is still 63% (14/22) of the patients with melioidosis occurred in the
Kaohsiung. Among of them, 50% (7/14) occurred in hotspots. High concentration of
B. pseudomallei DNA in airosols has been found on July-August; the cases of
melioidosis (n=3) were also notifiable during this period. Using random sampling
strategy, 16% and 25% of soil and water samples were respectively found the specific
B. pseudomallei DNA; the isolation rate was 8% in soil samples and 3% in water
samples in studied areas. The positive results of PCR detection and bacterial cultures
were commonly seen in Nanting agriculture lands and Lotus ponds. Further, as the
assumption, these two locations will be recognized as the contaminated sources. The
relationships of episodes that B. pseudomallei moves to surface from deep soil or
water, airosols contaminated with B. pseudomallei could be generated, people inhale
and then acquire melioidosis will be established.

Key words: melioidosis, extreme climate, hot-spot, transmission modes, geographical
distribution, airosols
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$8 55 % (melioidosis) & 5 va $87k TAR e > 4 oy HI AR RBRARK TR M
#% (Dance, 2000) » 477 R o 3 B R # 3L 3F (Currie, 2008) - 2% # & B.
pseudomallei > %) % risk group (RG) 3 # 47 % #% (Bondi and Glodberg, 2008) - #& 2
HMERERA SHRMEE A AEZH - A - REATEAEREE -REE
B R A M A AR F 0 g AT 24-48 h M E(FE T & ~40%) (Leelarasame,
2004; Phuong et al., 2008) - & 1984 e » & 84 BLE 1] 6958 BB L S0 B 2 8 151
(Lee et al., 1985) 5 1993 42 » & & 4 6948 55 7% 1) Bk 1% 438 o (Hsueh et al.,
2001) » # A BATH B G B HE - BRELAEFPHNEFT-10 AR > BEXLRE
AMERLR ~ B% % M) 4% 4-21 B (Suetal,2011; Chen et al., 2010) - 4% %] &
2008 AL MR EAE B B E TR HE(LE  WAF)EE L HRALFREHE
¥ B 8 7% 1% 64 2k (hot-spot)(Dai et al., 2012) o

B. pseudomallei J&#>7E & X328 (30-60cm) &9)& A # > FatdsF BiE4 40
CoA kA K45tk > 1243 B. pseudomallei 5 7 H¢ #1185 8% &9 £ 3 7 5 # (Inglis
and Sapripanti, 2006) - # B ¥.& &4 138 B R 4 A 27.8-62.5% (Vuddhakul ef al.,
1999) » B L ER A & & 10-46% (Kaestli er al.,2009) - & & %3 & o9 L8 B85 4R
& > 4 B. pseudomallei &) % &k $1 -k #7147 7% (Kao et al., 2003) > 7 12.6% H# 58 o
# % (Chen et al., 2010) - i A4TRHR P& LEET: IR T B. pseudomallei 5y %
WM& 0y 48 B E R R B A % 2 F 48 B (Trakulsomboon ef al., 1999; Vuddhakul et
al., 1999; Wuthiekanun et al., 2005; Su et al., 2007 ; Chen et al., 2010) ; £ d =&
ZRFIHXFRANZEAR > BARMELBEEEMRAZEZREH LR
##% (Cheng and Currie, 2005) ° 8% » fe A% R 4F RAFHKFHF (G - BER ~ R >
AP BREATRBERERE  RRARFRAPINEDE - RES
B A MERE VSR B om 36 4 RS 2 R (Inglis and Sapripanti, 2006) o 2R B T #e 14
HAKAE L IR0 A K BAA 0 BIRR 30 B. pseudomallei R4 ¥4 €24 £k
B SRR R B K WA 0 BAF R E BB BRI (Inglis and Sapripanti,
2006) ° P EA > H AR AAF BT 0 3 FAT B 69 A BOR A A R R & A BAYE o
(Cheng and Currie, 2005; Hassan et al., 2010) o

B A IR R R & TRTEREREROER - BT A by
K375 & B. pseudomallei 1% +7)% 2 8K B 430 3% g, B 38 BB 25 M B 4 (Currie et al.,
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2001; Inglis e al., 1999) ; 75 % 2 R F K4S E > 3K K249 B. pseudomallei ¢
FEWE R E R E M2k Baker et al, 2011) - 2K > % AR A E AT 26048
BRREMORE - P RER R B RER o 455 & B. psudomallei % 48
WA LR R BIR B R 0 MBRENR BN RAEATE RN - 5
7 & B. pseudomallei & 73 F & > % E K A2 N 8 anti-B. pseudomallei & s
FEHLRE MG - R A PAFAY I Aw (Kanaphun et al., 1993; Cheng and Currie, 2005;
Suetal. 2007) - BAARARE M A EARIERE - 1 EHOBRBABE -

& & A7 2005 $1 2008-2011 45| B RBER K Z R > HEE B R B EA
Z g 5% 10 # A v % 1.32 (CL 1.02-1.63, 2005)~0.6 (CL, 0.41-0.79, 2008)~0.65 (CI,
0.45-0.85, 2009) 5 0.66 (CI, 0.46-0.86; 2010)% A =k #4 % 4 (Chen et al., 2011)- {23,
oA m e e R E 0 2008 F15 0% & T REN S E(LE A E  BRERRK
A5 109 A0 FAT) > %915 B ILER(1997-2006)48 & 5 o9 25 4 £ 2
7.98-21.3(10 #, A & )(Limmathurotsakul ez al., 2010) » 3 4638 (1990-2000) &4 & 7%
Bk B2 54-242(10 % A 0)48 2 (Currie ef al., 2004) o 45 3] & 2008-2011 4 3 #
(i 2 BB TRR TR > RETRERA - KRIEE BN —ER DY
WS LA AR - dAFFLEZL B LEZRE > BRRARRE
BT A L —RIFB R MiE4FIE A B. pseudomallei 75 % & % 1% 7K R R A
RFGIZE  RERFA KRR EEMTEAR B RENEE - Bt K
HEHRAGEELE  HAIRBRRFEARENBIEREMRE ERE 5
i

ik
1LB%E - AEERAEHUE
REMEE (n=322) BHRAENFAZREREH A - #F KB BRihiE
2008-2011 FHARI 2 48 B A BB R E TR S (A~ £8) 03B MR E (50
Km*) - 3B AT EHRE RAEM > ASMMEERA T RALHRAITHR
&R 3E o

2. BHis
BF 5042 #(50 km®) 84 72 AR 2 3% 40 8 B S0 3.3 km® 3% B %A% 25 91 B ) 06
(n=12, S1-S12) » S1-S3 kAL B A FAZ M8 EJEUR » S4-S7 Ayt 48 B e 18 3R B
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EREEE » S8-S9 AR RAZS T EUL > S10-S12 A RARba B B3R - B &
BAESMA IS BMR BAZEHOG A 198 E10 A2 8):t 8 ERESES({2E
FEey Rl 3,) 0 S6 Zhdk A B T BF kAR o $k4% 7k B4 air sampler (20 L/min)3k &
KA 69 B0k 48 AUFE 7B 45(3.7 mm x 2.0 pm) 3% 24 air impinger (15 L/min)47 % j4
£ R 9 64 3% 42 M 33 % &k (Ashdown’s broth) » L& {# A 17 % 2% (20L /min; MERCK
MAS-100) B #: /87 %% 3% 32 M4 32 & 3 (Ashdown’s media)° 483t % R4k AR L3 & 271
(S1, n=14; S2, n=14; S3, n=14; S4, n=14; S5, n=14; S6, n=117; S7, n=14; S8, n=14;
S9, n=14; S10, n=14; S11, n=14; S14, n=14) - B RAZ )2 H B @ (B
Bt (n=16)tbdR 2 - Fa P ¥ 48 89 #2544 24 GIS (geographical information
system) & focusing test 4Bk P45 2 & M & & R 7T AL 28 A4 48 B A % 1) R E 6 bk o
BB R EZERITRRBITRABGKRLE B 66 4F -

HIEIRARER 0.5-1 km LB S T2 Ew 69/ MG > ERB Y o B
Ak (random sampling) 7 R 47  ZA KRN BAELTE > AR B %ubey LR
SR o BEIRAREE AR L BERE K (< Sem) ~ R R (6-30cm) #23R & (31-60 cm) &-
100g £ 3% o K AR IR LA B F 7%~ 12 48 136 518 42 0.5-1 km 7 % 8B B BUK JR(100g,
n=21) %2 & (R KEIRA: LR REFIBE - R F &, n=12) R B AKHQL,
n=39) Btk o TR AHS AE 10 A -

3. AmBR R IE

A1HER DNA 8945 » KARQL)&mIEHZ X 0.45 um JE BB X ° FRIFZIE
M E AR (45 3R, 1g; ZRAMCRIES, 3.7 mmx 2.0 um; JEREN A, 1g &)
¥4 %] A 3 ml PBS(phosphate buffered saline) & & » t MR E R EZZ - EHK WY
RAE 0 EBESIZ 4RI DNA -

Air impinger % MERCK MAS-100(MERCK,USA){& 3 % £ 5 %8 %] (48 A #L2A
Trypticase Soy Agar[Difco, Detroit, USA], 37°C, n=66; A & LA Malt Extract Agar
[MERCK,USA], 25°C, n=66; B. pseudomallei A Ashdown’s media, 42°C, n=72)3%
A%z 4B AT B A H 2 dB. pseudomallei $A 7 d 14 #8833+ # 2 (CFU/m’)°
EEHAEIIENFR 4% 15g 32 PBS 82 E & 1% > E# Ashdown’broth >
FRBTZEERK(EDZR) 24 L8 - BHEEANRLCBAE  HFHE @
#k 4% 4k ID32 GN profile (API system; bioMerieux, France)$2 fIiC specific
amplicon #3382 (14 i) -



4. PCR &M% & 547
Total DNA 144 i QIAamp DNA Mini Kit (Qiagen Gmbh, Hilden, Germany)

HERZ > B. pseudomallei-specific amplicons 14 LA fliC % central region (423 bp)#1
TTSS (type III secretion system) orf2 % specific 115-bp region % PCR #x $i 42 ¥e,
(Chen et al., 2010; Baker et al., 2011) » fliC primer % forward:
CTCACGCAAAGCATGTCGGCG; reversed: TTAGTACGCGC CCG ; orf2 primer
# forward: CGTCTCTATACTGTCGAG:; reversed: CGTGCACA CCGGTCA - R J&
#&4F LA ABI PRISM 7500 Sequence Detection System 2 & % - ##4 A Denature :
94°C ~ Imin. ; Anneal : 55°C ~ 30sec ; Extention : 72°C ~ 1min A2 % - 3} Ak T
RAFETWEA G-t #H ey DNA » #4E A G(-)# z 16S RNA V3 region (200 bp)
#) conserved primer (forward: CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG:; reversed:
ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG)#: 4%, DNA B JhE 2 42 #] - qPCR 89 R JB1& 1 & 48
C ~30min > 95°C ~ 10 min » 5 A 95°C ~ 15sec #2 60°C ~ 1 min » £45 40 {E/E
2% (Rotor-Gene 6000 series thermocycler [Corbett life Science, Australial) = A7 & & B
U= ERTHZ o AT AR AL 10 4251 100 /2 #F4% » Bi#4T PCR RJE - 3%
A & & A LA purification kit % & humic acid (TAKARA, Japan) - qPCR ¥ & 4. 49
DNA 42 # & (pGemT-easy/orf2) g BH ik & 4% 2 8] & 2 AR 524 B 4 r°=0.99-
#F7-3.6 £-3.1(PCR % £ % 90%-110%) - AT B&#t % %8 51 4% A Teflon J& 4% ~ 4°C
A& > BN SAdRNTRER  THRA RGEORAEE > BLRARER/Z -

5. BoFaok g LPS #9408

72 R TFOR AR UL B3R R R 2B (TSI Model 8760 IAQ-CALCTM Meters
[TSLUSAJg ] - LPS 2 3-OH g5 B 1451 K R & 2 Aok &2 (1) M K AR [ £ 1E] ~
(2)F AL ~ Q) FEER ~ (DAT 4 H(5)7F R (i) 3 2 (Lin et al., 2006) ° & 3242 -
2 E E R 15% methanolic NaOH M 34T Au#h 5 min(100°C)4% » B 24k & 10
sec 445 Ak 18 h (100°C) > R &4 » Aw A acid metholic solution (1083ul of 6N HCI
and 917ul of methanol) » B# 80°C Auzk 1 h - /E A 7T Ak > B 1.25ml hexane Ao A
KEMW > e ERWEA 10 min 4 > Ao 3ml methanol #2 3ml 0.24M NaOH &
ez o BA MG (LR)&[ARIK > BH S0U TMS 47 £ B 4T4E > FIE AN
122 S 7 80°CAE A 15 mine4E A 52 & B 1l JE N /A8 8 47 8 354& o #7 - GC-MS
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144% A GC DP-23 (Palo Alto, CA)¥$2 Mass HP 5953N mass selective detector (MSD)
FI A g 69 @4 o GC 4 B8 & 4144 A HP-5MS capillary column (30 m x 0.25
mm i.d., 0.25 um film) & 2% & % : splitless injection; helium flow rate: 0.6 ml/min;
injection pore: 260°C ; interface: 280°C ° 78 & 4x 8y 42 X 2% T & ° starting: 150

‘C; holding: 1min; increasing to 280°C at 20°C /min; holding: 3.5 min -

6. 431 o
$8 B A AL SR SRR R (town-level) By 8 % BF R > 454% A Local moran’s I 7 7k 4

7 % % 4% & F (Crighton et al., 2007) - %8 85 49 8 & % ] 2 poisson distribution
model 444 A SatScan (Www.satscan.org) % i& o4 o 38 B0 B & 69 IE k0 B
(multiple different distance) » 144# B Ripley’s K function 7547 - # f1E F F 135 &
A R ayAa M o ¥ 0 4 %14E A poisson (zero-inflated)$1 negative binomial model

(zero-inflated ) ##7 ° & negative binomial model =T 43 & 4F 6948 B > A A RFT 22
7% F negative binomial model 4#7 % - /& 8 4* 38 4 #7 (univariant analysis){f4 4 F
Fisher’s Extract test * % % 38 /> #7 (multivariable analysis)f4{& F multivariable
logistic regression analysis ° 22 p<0.05 & £ £ B & 8% % £ & - 95% Clinterval #2
BARY T 5H15AE R B B2 (NCSS 2004/PASS 2002)3t B 2 »

X
EEBRABRBREEE 54788 £ 8% B (2000-2011, n=322) 64 332 5 A 4 &
BT A E>10 A(10 3B A )0 BREE > o HIAL S A= R IR T 95 (648 S e b 3
ShhE - TERAESF  n=80)1 A B (LIEHEAFT ~ MR L S |
n=83) o AB} % % %]4% A local moran’s I([] 1a)¥L SatScan([& 1b)% %= sl 547 F & »
FECEMEAZA R B L RBEE SN ER(P<0.01) « 2R F 8 #EE 2 AT B
R4 > 1& A Reply’s model (poisson distribution) 47 $8 & 5l 6y B & » BATHE B
AR E RN A= EZRB A 0 £ T5km BEEESEI N A AR T E » WA
o A7 Skm BEAESLE B R RABR R ECASE TR LME)(E 2) - 5 KEFF
R R B o 0 B 48 BR M 3T 5 A 6y P oo B2 2005 FAL iR 4R d b A5 8 ( 3a)
TR B A R A= R TR B 2006 SFAL % R R (B 3b) » 12 A 3B A7 2008
FALRET e LA (E 3c) o B AR TN 20 A(10 AT, 2011 ) Bk =




1= BRI IO B B MR AR A 0 2435 (host-spot) » & A3t AT IR sy AL
WG -

322 flkE B BB oA 0 B REe# 3.2:1 0 FEb A 35 85 R o 4zt
T FEH20% o YK 50% %5 & Bl T TAE 0 1EH 4% 5] 2R 6% % 5] 69 Bk ¥ K
FREFRPIIEH I BEERBLE T I/ - EREFENRBERS > THE
BEES HRMEERMEENFE T AR H RFEEFE AR A B -
AR IR R A AR 0 BRI BT ZH a4 TAFR S BEZATE
SRBIHE ARG RGR D) HA ME N 22 B RBHRER > B
81.8% (18/22)th %8 H 7 B A ARG MG - R RAT 21 B EAR A A B85
F (il £ RIT ARG EEBRGEE HFIRM) > Pl X HF AR RETREAEREE
REVWEZNEY -

RBEA I RIFIE B E B R 69 R 5 A A B R (B BUA R B 3R KR AR
oY) B Fe] Bb ) 91 58 35 0 R (1R 35 4o B 385 &4 9 & B. pseudomallei & 55 Fa) 25 ) i 747 > BA

TRoAE RSB A A E S B SEES A 4-10 8 0 B RBE LR - Bk
EHR —WE B R ERAEN BB £ R T > 22 2005-2001 #A R 64 %8 B0

EMERAMERTFERREETON c ERET 0 SRM AR EEE3SHE B
RERLEMCEZ R G BEREEZRBEAMN H_KERRM T > B8R
SHHRAE39BME BERENAERELZRAAN - GEHEZTHEZHR
FERE R B 0 B b LA B B e R B RJRGR B 2B AT B SRR R AL B 2R R
MEREIBGMRARRABRENEARZRAMMEHELERE D) - g3
# 8 R ik FACH R R AR B M AT B AR FURTRE R AR TR AR BR
B e FARR LB R B AR 2R -2 A BRI TR &L o) F 1%
RETRANBE - Rt A BRG K KB R E A 095k a9 8 A& R R T
Ao 3t s ZRARBATE(E S) o 4£ 2005-2011 F a9 &y 3t 0 A T LB ATESEAY
PE - AMHERLEHRIERAETG G B ELEE > LS LR S & &R
Btk R 3G H A= E R CE R)PTRE (B 6) - B @ H R R ELANBEERIT S
o E AZERBRE] R R(150 ) 7 4 B RW(220 #2270 )BF 0 FA R R a9 A
ROARASE u o 1B L A E 9 R B B A R B ) S 4L S R B
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e~ R SURG 60 5 S HAATT R R A A R
6 & B AUE B F o BT 2005 4 R0 A FAHGRRRB) 0% H 1R T 2L
BrR > 42 2006-2011 £ R85 0 R A R TR ABEEF(R D) - 2R H
2 B M5 (2008-2011) 0 MERILAABER AR ENTRABET - 2545
LRk SR G A R RRENYER 2) o BRbiT > RGERTOMTRET
AstE e B AR R R 6 RUIE G 8 R e R -

BHARE 24
L ZRmis

AR 2012 £ 5 RGBSR RAE A > B43 58 BB % B4R (0=22) > {2
A 63% =1 S HE » 3 8 50% (n=7)k #1585 A W RAZH - Bt o
R REERARERI O E R SIELLE o B R4 (S km?)
$5.[E 0 % A0k 89 PCR A& B % & 21.3-35.7% > A% 40 B (50 km?) o Btk 1 %
0-7.1% (B 7)> F oA RER B BAMXBESLEHTANLER(EFALXEZL
FEEEY > 3 Bl @ by PCR MR 2 0%) < AR $RAREA ] 69 2 RSk AR 88 49 LPS
(0.05-0.15 pg/mm’) ~ 48 # # (2731386 cfu/mm’)#1 & # ¥ (4004433 cfu/mm’)34 4 %
P b BBERIPS HBRAKTELE FHRE 12G(-) I6SRNA EixmAIE AR %
BAT K BY DNA ey 3 i i - A TAMARE - R Bm e AREIZHER
A RBRIRZE R MBITHBEIRE > AR RO Z Rk EHR S B
pseudomallei » $t9k » GIS & focusing test % 2R B~ Nk & S 1B E R R T AR 25 4
AR R E I > EH AR B R T AU A 21.4%8) PCR Bt % > T4
BB — B A E BT LERAEZE  ESELEST ZEFL
0-35.7%F4 i B -

A% G HLE o specific DNA 2 B o4 > & K& B (>4x10* copies/mm’) 52 5 48
%2 A PCR M ey A5 547 A3 8-9 A 4 BHAR0.54 %/d)- s E# 8 A
19 B-25 B R 3 HEFEBE (B 8) - f2AMILk At - 7 E TR ~ &
FOEGBEBERR > TREBFE- T oHIER -

2. BREKARA
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{# A random sampling &9 7 X ¥tk > 3B (n=125)81 K4z 48 (n=72)8 PCR
MrEAR th F B B 16% 8 25% » 13 X £ & & 31-60 cm 2R &y L3E AR (29%) » K
MR A E B KA (30.7%) BRI (28.5%) F M i o 12 R EIS KRR AR H B $E 0 o8k
R EIE 8NIAMREE 42% (k 3) o R FRA B M FFE BRI E
PRI R L iR o B b0 B W B ML IR R A 1% 4B 48 B fix-interval AR A B
E A FARM > B UGEE B. pseudomallei F I 3R AEAF E ApR T 2 A
B. pseudomallei DNA j§ & 3% v » 3t 3 — 542 4% 48 B8 & 145 A a8k o

3. FHHREN

06 A 27 B % T i % BEJRFT R 69 K0 > B iE ey B Kb 88 AR -
FAFRREL - 8 % WSW & SSW & & > &k 4.5-49m/sec- 6 A 29 A&t
BRI F 2 ST B /M 23 PCR 51 > 6 A 30 B # b S6 £k 2hey
R ZRPCRG MR E 7T A3 8-4 8 A da Wi WNW ER 2.2-2.7 m/sece
BB dAARB AR RAGDNARE 7 A 15 B B2 E5L B
pseudomallei - KFFFBRIA TR HE T 2 [0k & B. psudomallei DNA
B g e

&

A3t Z 5 RERUZ A RN B. pseudomallei 4 specific amplicon #2#% 38
FEARTRAEEFTHEZRAGEEX - ARERLESEREE EOH TR
(EABHE 5 Km?) #epl  21.4-35.7% 2 7% A48 4 # B. pseudomallei &) DNA -
PR E (R EINEE G HERO-7.1%) A BN £H] - KA G
random sampling &) % X GFEA T2 LI3E B AKBEE R BIEH 2 R(EBE
WL B)A &% PCR M R HLE I (09308 0 RAKGBRLE T JIRME A
LR LA By 3B o

HARERBHOLR BREEORBEARFHmEH - EXEEE
BRI AR 45002019 A0 EAD) > B ERREELA HARENS
U o du 2007 SFH15(2012) F 958 B A A B RARRBRN R FTY - BREAE S Y
FHREESEARG BREOBARARTEZEMILIR 7.98-21.3 A(10 &
AO)HLAB B 5.4-242 A(10 # A 0)Z J= 5% 5 4 %48 8 (Currie et al. 2004;
Limmathurotsakul et al. 2010) » 452848 % 891% - 2% » E{E R TR B FFe95E 2
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i 22 (hot-spot) #7144 » Z 3B 0y R AR A R TE>20 A/10 EAD - K g
RRFATERE  TRAGEBEIASARYGEFEE -

R0 A B K R FE B. pseudomallei #)75 #3355 A B (Dance, 2000) °
1& % B. pseudomallei 7T g £3F LR R B 2 R ARG A F R AL A L3
I3 E M (B. pseudomallei 3£ 34 £) 4y 5 A %> L3R FAR P ) M IF F SR o SUBRATH,
B. pseudomallei ¥ g7 £ 3E ¥ & 10-1200 cfu/g &y 78 E (Wuthiekanun et al. 2005;
Kaestli et al. 2007) ° 46 % % B. pseudomallei 4 5 A B % » @324 UV #8841
%27 (Chen et al. 2003; Inglis and Sagripanti 2006; Palasatien et al. 2008) » A & +3E
F KRB Z B. cenocepacia 3%, B. multivoran ~J & ¥t B. pseudomallei Z % H#p4]15 A
% (Lin et al. 2011) - AT #A# R AL 8 BASA R R B5 R AR 2 0% > SRIEey sk R ta ¢t
®MEf&(Dai et al., 2012)° B st R F E AR RBE R BATORILT  ndEREH 8 %-
il BRAE AW AT & 0 B. pseudomallei 7 X386 ndE % , 2F 27-28%
(Wuthiekanun et al. 2009; Limmathurotsakul er al. 2010) o 2 24 PCR #: B 47 >
T 7 B. pseudomallei % 38 4915 M th F (GRA 50 238 69 PCR AR B gt &
BT B 5) (Kaestli et al. 2007) » 22 FEM T Kb @ERA TR E ° AR
RS K B 350 B 47 2 69 30T b TR ] MAREUE 235 4 9T AR IRARAE X - A
MR A AL BENARTERT T BN BER AR RRE A4
B (Vuddhakul et al. 1999; Chen ef al. 2010; Rattanavong ef al. 2011) » 124 =T #&
3 5B . B. pseudomallei A ) 138 & 3, B#& o P LAJE random sampling &9 $% 4
7 AT ERE G AR (B B B3 R G R A SRR G B 45/ 2 0 HRER
T BB B 5 (fix-interval) 89 3R 453831 » RSUREMER £ -

784 36 2R (Townsville, North Queensland)#8 & 55 & 5] 89 22 fl - A 4% » 8o
R & ey IR B LK K ey KB4 (Corkeron er al. 2010) - £&
Northern Territory & > A7 & B. pseudomallei &% PE#x A4 B 2 & A Kb 2k % =&
# A (R R A RE e KA 0 B AT$2B) (Kaestli er al. 2007) © A% T R M &
8 B R BB R & B. pseudomallei LAK 2 #5380 35 K BEJE & 40 R 3842 M
# A7 (Currie et al. 2001; Draper et al. 2010)- Z B 3G 3 AR LA B H 6% B 5 3
B K 0 12 86% 4y B K % B & JZ 4277 1% (Cheng and Currie 2005; Rattanavong et al.
2011) - FF L > 57869 45%FR HE R B IEREITE ~ Bk FEH AARWE 2.5 Km
(Dai et al., 2012) - H 3t » KBF R A2 & M E 7] LA 58k B. pseudomallei » % & 378 J&

Rk T (RAIE)E - BB Z R & B. pseudomallei &R B ALIEZ 3 hos LA
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BRiBAER AR EFHRBOFEFHNR L - Ak RATRALZMHLE N KL(AIER
WE o~ AR E)TREAIE R T LR THEM ©

RFBREGEESH > >50% BRABEERECHBME TN AH<4%
BB E LR R R<O% % B F P I TAF - £ A= FIRAE R B RGP EH
50%8) %35 B ROAR B IR &K RBERI ] A P ohiE 8 o) 4858 > 12 A0 AP] dn iF
M e 3a BoR HLBEER A 3 hu(Sueral., 2007) - A& ey 22 Am B E 0 81.8%
(18/22) ¢4y % 272 7 BA BA 649 S5 R MBS RHA B A 4548 £ 38 K75 K BRCEF A
) BEARRITRAE T RHER 4o B A 7R R A KA AE M 3R AE B Mo 3 AR AR 3
1ete e E AR % R MESR Bl > 30 B 23203000 2 Rk AR B B. pseudomallei
(21.3-35.7%) - Rt > FRBEX K EE BRI E AR B Z R EE 6T -

Fe B 7 3R AR A BRI A 0 —ZRA S0 P 4B 500 Km b 69 3R 3% 4 B ) 512
$8 BB BE R B 09 ER IR 2 B AR A A8 ) o F o AL 64 B (Inglis et al., 2009) o & AR
BN EIR 0 F R B IE G B A 6 I 5 AR R F R R Y & A
(Inglis et al., 2011; Cheng et al., 2006) - £z F & & KA &R >19 m/sec BF » —f=/%
IR B T 15 SRR RGBS o M e o SR AABME T RER B WL E AR MiEFR
iR SRR G B R E 6% BR A28 F I E RS ST A ] 1 IR ROk 6y B AR ) 81

JE A A LA g A A 6 £ 2 348 B M (Suputtamongkol et al., 1994; Currie and
Jacups, 2003) ° 25T » H7hudk K 5 R G B AR AT P B 50 0 MR IEAT B HE B A 15
1R & [ 4948 B M (Sam and Puthucheary, 2007; Hassan et al., 2000) - 33 59 5E 27 &
BARRREAMERGHEMEMKBEE SEARARFTRERAERET(HRE
Bk SR ) Bl ey AR L - R B R B AL E > @ AR B0 EHUE K

BAT O PRE—FWNEF -

B RFA B OH 0B B AS AN A S 1B AR 69 1% L A 3R 3 ) 48 4 (Dance
2000) AT AR R R B EEE A EE M 2 6 0 ko B SATELE 2] 494 T (%o
EHEHEZRERR BRESHBAMURR T TERFEFTEZRAAHF L
B9 R BE AL R By R B eF 5 L ey A2 R (Kitron and Kazmierczak 1997; Corkeron et
al. 2010; Ditsuwan et al. 2011) o B 3t > IRIZEIRAL T 1) Bh AT B. pseudomallei FF A%
2 W 3032 A o he R B. pseudomallei 3038 75-H vk T 0 72 Ak 3E B pseudomallei
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DNA R BT EekfEH - Bl AfE R T LB E R E > KTHb AT ZH
BAEER > RIER R R TRELANEE  MARBHENBERERERAALL

15



1.

B RER

4 A GIS o4 T Bii s th %8 8 5% & #. 25 (hot-spot) L3k B G ) -

AR A A 2005-2011 52 245 > 46 A local moran I $2 ScanSat 7 #7 #F 4855 4
Ry Ba% % > AR A Ripley’s K function 3+ H R E ey ik TAE R E - T
H8 Jhom 4 BB R AT B 2 £ A B 0 S km” §E M o #2012 448 Bom R 15 A
A& 2RI A RENILAINMEY - SR IERNERREHEX > &
T JT IR HE B S (EHE ) B RIERAIR %K EFER -
FERTHELARAERGBHBHBRAARFEALRARENYE

FI A ARF JE T b 2R BE (= A= R R 2 A3 & ) AT RUME B T LA B M E
R RGP ERE S > B AR TURE AL TR 0 AT SRR $LEE AR,
AREIBOPERT - LA MME L LERE  ROPERRK  BHemE
RAREEZWNREDER T - Rk BEA S - ETHGEZEK * X
KB AT 69 F B

BREAE O E B ROk AR B. pseudomallei DNA

AR 2 AT B (S km®) 2 Rk 2 B. pseudomallei By A 8 % 4
21.4-35.7% > {2 A% S OM @ G HEAR B B 0-7.1% ° ko R 2 RSk 2 & R IR R
1BIEEA » B AwtEB Stk £ A1 B £ % BB R 1T E 69 R - ¥R B AT B A4
) 3B HEEA B 4R 0 BUEAT R R RBCR AR ) 69 P b B RU0E R IR IR R TR B
B % o B3k 3 B R R T 7 38 % B. pseudomallei > F) 85 & 5 5 9172 R4
KA HBFRIARRE > R EARG L - WE—FH > I X F T ALLF
AR A A B, pseudomallei #y18.3% °

MR HR Y B. pseuodmallei h X B EHLHAME

RAFFIAEZ B HEMAEET X > HHA AR CEINEHE EA4T 0.5-1
km §E IEAEARA] o AR PCR 4R AR E A > RET LIEHAR
5 E B4 31-60 cm > KB X By KRG KIRIR o B BRI EAIEH
B8 B. pseudomallei 49 [ 4% » i3 o1 & ¥ 1% 18 % 1530 1% 97 554 6935 2 8 % )
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1 B(2008-2011) > FA2:B2 km ZE4E» FA BB ZIHIEHNGE - Bt 7T

LA R By 1% 48 (84T B. pseudomallei 7% H ¥k e AL E o

BMARERAREBEERBARERMBAE - RARBR: AL
W IR > B AT B R 6975 F R AT E £ B. pseudomallei &) 72 RUAMRAE /)N
B AHE EAERERERLE - REATNARE R > FEARBREANTA
B2 E KR4S ER > EFEERNERURT EA AN TEE X

ke E B -
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101  FEF}EEZARTRRFREBER
(REHABMCHHRERET)
FELLAME SRR EEERERIRZIHIT - A4 - RLRELEIE RS2 /AR

FH AN_REE £ 4% : DOH101-DC-1302

L3t & 2 378 3 S H35 9A

AFRANA GIS oW B R ENMBR ROWBEERER S UARTEEEREA
BhEL B E ML [E 0 3 B #% & random sampling &) F K PR3 & B. pseudomallei #y
WS HAHBEEHRBEERs MM E Fa B KR TRTRERLIENFTLE
BABPREAOREMRATLERNEZMEZFRAR o UERRF KA
2005-2011 464 = 4= % FIR M A2 k30 B 6 38 BB B A A R B R 04 R R B3R 0 84T
% F& 3t AT 8 E 3R o 45 F 4 negative binomial model (zero-inflated) ¥ » 2% F B
RlZe B 580 B M E XM R KRR S SR E G R B RSB B A E
BRABMME - T EAESEHSHF 0 BF BB R AR B GL X R
FREREANAERT  AWBEBWLERBAZMELAEIEZNAERTE
IRIE IR & =y E S R

2HEHRFAHFTEE 2R

AARHABEORELLER TAXRETHERLBEAENER” L MEH
L FHEE o 5] R FROE(>19 m/sec) & % /R (>1000 mm) &Y R, & T8 LA A B o
FPREEZHEEHAMIIE - THRBAGERE -

3HEHBEHA R R AEAR
BMABAENBEAARZEAERLLAN BTGB AETHN TR T E
DR LR FIFEEE - 2R FTER - fIER FREREAVHEME HELE
% By BT LB o 455 A RSk A % ©) B. pseudomallei DNA 7% J& 1545 4 &4
B UREFTLEREZHT > ARAVNRFERET  BATRBHOEERS 7
FEE2P LB mAEEAEF Rt FEKE T RAR a5 LUK L3 ALK
ROEESAGBMME BTEARR TR I RN ERRREMITR EEEH R
HRZEE -
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Table 1 #8 8H18E A O3t E 845 547

Study areas

Taiwan Er-Ren River Zoynan
2000-2004 20 4
2005-2011 302 80 83
Gender
M 230 54 65
F 72 26 18
Age
>85 13 2 5
75-84 46 15 20
65-74 59 21 15
55-64 72 19 21
45-54 70 11 15
35-44 31 10 3
<35 11 2 4
Fatal cases
69 17 14
Occupation
Unemployed 156 50 54
Agriculture 13 4 0
Indoor 19
Outdoor 32
No information 82 14 22
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k2 ABREFHRBZBEEEZ S EHH

Region Melicidosis
cases

to) (d)

Lag

(according time

Dominate climste factors * for

Rain, WS (wind speed) and WD (wind direction, degree)

Er-Ren the date of 2005-2011 2005 20062011
River dsesse 3 WD(280°-320%,p=0028 WD(190°-230°), p=0.017
Bssin  onset 4  WD(280°-320%), p=0.026 WD(280°-320°), p=0.004*
5 WD(190°-230%), p=0041 WD(280°-320°), p=0.041
8  WD(240°-270%),p=0.078 WD{(240°-270%), p=0.016 Rain, p=0.009
7  WD(240°-270°), p=0004*  WD{(240°-270%), p=0.008
8 WD(280°-320%), p=0.004" WD(280°-320%),p=0.05 WD(190°-230°), p=0.05
9 WD(280°-320%), p<0.001° WD(280°-320°), p<0.001°® WD(190°-230°), p=0.038
thedsteof 7 WD(190°-230%), p=0.008° WD(190°-230°),p=0.001° WD(280°-320°), p=0.07
disgnosis 8  WD(140°-180%), p=0.00% Rsin, p=0024 WD(140°-180°), p=0.02
made 9 WD(280°-320%), p=0.027 Rain, p<0.001* WS, p=0049
10  WD(280°-320%), p=0061 WD(280°-320°), p=0.002*
11 WD(240°-270%), p=0.006 WD(240°-270°), p=0.004*> WD(190°-230°), p=0.093
12 WS, p<0.001* WS, p<0.001*
13 WD(280°-320°), p<0.001®* WD(280°-320°), p<0.001®
the date of 2005-2011 2005-2008 20092011
Zoynan disesse 3 Rain, p=0.016 Rsin, p<0.001*
Region  onset Rsin, p<0.001*
WS, p=0.02
thedateof 10 WD(240°-270), p=0.076 WS, p=0.022 WD(240°-270°), p=0.049
disgnosis
made 11 WS, p=0.004" WS, p=0.058 WS, p=0046
* p20.1 not shown

B, Signficant after Bonferroni-correction (p=0.1)
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& 3. BIBIRHARAE &) PCR A i i &

Samples Size (n) Positivity, n (%) Cultures, n (%)
soil 125 20 (16%) 10 (8%)
0-5cm 25 1 (4%) 0 (0%)
6-30cm 45 3 (6%) 0 (0%)
31-60cm 55 16 (29%) 10 (18%)
Water 72 18 (25%) 3(4.2%)
surface water 39 12 (30.7%) 1(2.6%)
JER 21 6 (28.5%) 2 (9.5%)
A 12 0 (0%) 0 (0%)
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