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2008-2018 & ¥ 171 i=rasif 4 2+ S FB R4 2 5

A R

2008-2018 & A 171 i=reilfe 2 2 S AR R 2 %

RO b

2008-2018 & ¥ 171 e 4 2 S AR k2 FiE

% 2 ik &~ + & 4] (spoligotype)

A (2008-2018) % #- 4~ (2017-2018) k¢ & 2+ B 1245 A &

24 F

F#Fe 2014-2016 # 5§85 3 & 2 M. bovis kA 74

Al E o

MIRU_VNTR = ghgw] 4 1t i

B4 (2017) 8 % 2 B 424 F Atk » + ~ 4
2017 # & ¥tk sk & 1R S

> A FIHE TR 4 47 M. bovis FtaLs% B T Bl (Maximum

Likelihood tree)



Bt AFTHHAZRABPOREAIFH NP AL R FLE
HEREFRNZAJEAGPREP TR 2 10 < BAREF G - £H3
%z

BT B E RS ST 2 3] %% F(Mycobacterium bovis) #-
PR wFERR TEREFRY S BATIA A 2 AT

FPr=% 7% iFp 2008 1" 3 2018 £ 9% » X i 171 &) M. bovis & %
Bk o AT %ET I ES N UE PIERI S (585%); § Mk § #(80.1%) ;
PRI AL G (83.00%) 5 B AATN 5 L ATH(83.0%); ¥ Bk 54 A g 3w
(¢ §540 % 1£56.2%); 5 © frds 1 g ¢ 0k 13.5% 3B A 4552 % 5 0 M. bovis
F kg isoniazid (INH)#w# ik 31.5% > 2£ MDR-TB 2. INH #% it 28.6% > % &
* WHO f 3 27k 2t MDR-TB & o5 % % ¢ INH ## 4 9.5% - Spoligotyping
AT AR 171 A & 7 23 %] 0 152 $£(88.9%) = ST 684 (SB 0265) 3] £ &
P RBAKRER > 25 28 M. bovis 3 75738 5 ¥ 53|~ % L ST 687 -
ST 1158 ~ ST 683 %2 undefined (3 # 7 I+ 4]) o i&— % 12 MIRU 4 4|:& {7 10 & =8k
2370 BIF s 5 23 3] 0 2 ¢ 1w SB0265/ 5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11-7 5 $ 3 & 2_7)
B (70.8%) s AF A AL BB o ¥ 02 B JORERZ 2N At Adr2 4
R ABEFRL o 2AFMMIA S b f FHRREAT R B
spoligotyping £ F]4 4] % % - 3k - ¥ 47 B ST683 ~ ST684 2 ST1158 & &2 3
fiE £ X2 FREF L BEFRIPITN -

BHhEed: B4R % 0T (80.1%) - 475 (83.0%) 5 5 - A & A4 3w
2OF B INH F# ik 315% o ¥ > Ftk A 71 Al A 47 FE 3L SB0265/
5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11-7 5 #. 21 & 3] %|(70.8%) > » # >+ 4 % & IEREFTI 2w

ZREZ ERARBETRERIFEFEB L M bovis Tk 2 #r1 & PR
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Abstract

We use a One Health platform to investigate the status of zoonotic tuberculosis
(TB) in Taiwan.
Methods: We used real-time PCR to the differential diagnosis of strains and clinical
specimens infected with Mycobacterium bovis. We also performed conventional drug
susceptibility testing, genotyping and whole genome sequencing on the analysis of the
isolations.
Results: We collected 171 cases confirmed with M. bovis infection from Jan 2008 to
Sep 2018. The epidemic data analysis showed that 80.1% of the cases were male;
83.0% were pulmonary infected; 58.5% were found by routine surveillance; and
83.0% were new cases. Moreover, most of the cases were located in the central area
of Taiwan, and only 13.5% of the cases were known to have animal contact history.
31.5% of the isolates were found to be INH resistant and 28.6% were not MDR-TB.
The result was much higher than the estimated 9.5% of non-MDR INH resistant cases
globally reported by the World Health Organization. Of the 171 human M. bovis
isolates, we identified 7 spoligotypes including ST 684 (SB 0265), which was the
major type upon human and animal infection, ST 687, ST 1158, ST 683 and other 3
types which were not yet defined in the SpolDB4 database. Furthermore, MIRU
typing using 10 loci further split the 171 M. bovis isolates into 23 different types, and
SB0265/5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11-7 distributing throughout Taiwan was the major one.
Besides, there were 2 types of the animal-infected M. bovis isolates that have so far
not been found in human cases. In addition, we also applied whole genome
sequencing to analyze if the isolates to genomic comparison between genotypes.

Conclusions and suggestions: The majority of M. bovis-infected human cases were

mal, new cases and from Central Taiwan. We observed 31.5% INH resistance and

SB0265/ 5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11-7 was the major genotype. We recommend establishing
6



new technology to identify M. bovis infection, enhancing surveillance in deer and
people working in deer farming and strengthening cooperating with departments of
agriculture and different sectors to achieve One Health approach to control zoonotic

TB.

Keywords: One Health approach, Mycobacterium bovis, zoonosis, drug resistance,

genotype
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- w3
2 3] % +% F(Mycobacterium bovis) = & +% ] ¥ (Mycobacterium tuberculosis
complex, MTBC)2 - » & #3% 4 3 & i ek (tuberculosis, TB) » 4 & <07t

%iéiﬁﬁwéé@%(%Wi‘bi\ﬁﬁ)éfwﬁiﬁﬁlﬂoﬁﬁ

Vol SE e I (World Organization for Animal Health, OIE) F# > 7 & B e
nTB B % » *p 10% % M. bovis g % #73% o M. bovis F]:L % ¢ ?d‘/r-)%‘%f*ﬁﬁi
¥ — ¥ & $ pyrazinamide (PZA)#i% 2 isoniazid (INH)E MFiZE s 5 ¢ i = fph4k

eRFE c IR R Db P SPop g < 30 4 M. bovis ig = o v S A R
G g E R AT 0 AR EANENINHT BEY R B 4 7
i Ay BEEE e ROk AT s o A1 Pn A R L R S BE 2 g
A AR gzﬁﬁaaiam%iméﬂ&(w:%gw%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%
SR A A R R ) E S B [2) Tt 0 EFHE SR LB

3 ERE L > AP BFRZ R (tuberculin skin test, TST) A3 &
wéaw@u“MWm7%#’»ﬂ LR EARY R B

"R TRA ST MERZ BT R F PR R DR
BA2ET > a3e B fehrrd 3l f—s P ehp dho e Aol B R R
TrAF e - HETL O FRFLT LIRS ERGHR > RIE R PR
HAomBREE SRR BE SRS [4]e bldc bk s BR - 2 RE

e fﬁ?;ﬂg 4 & frrid M.bovis g 2 e

W3 20 F B 2R R AL E oM. bovis R AR ZL. SPpm AR g

FLIEF Fhed > EREA X T ELF 2D gﬂa?4%%ﬂ*#@
2_9700 48 % Bk ® & M. bovis #2 4 M. tuberculosis b %4 R F] Atk 2Pk
I EREVLETLE o 23% M. bovis in (75§ AT 0 2013 £ Borna Muller %
A meta-analysis 44+ 3 2010 & 3 * 1t » &:E ¥ 1,203 & v‘;gJe v B4 2R S

Tl (R EN SN AR Y AREGT ITER) AR —’\Lii‘t]é%"J}%m
ToRLE R [5]) 22 %R 4 M. bovis 9 F 3% % A1 BPp2.8% 0 B BE

SBERFe R RV L2 2 & 2 & L 37> M. bovis ) § 3R “7F ‘*f*@ml?%\



15.4%2% 26.1% [6,7,8,9); # ' % & % M. bovis ¥ ¢ 3% % #77 ¥R 910.3%>

ET B L HERKLORF M bovis ¥ F ZR AT ,331‘%:)?3577.6% [10,11,12]-
EERE AL NP REN AL FATT M (18] #FH Lk ko

Bogd 2EFEINALIRIREAN T 0 O KT MRS FY A ke P
55 3 & R FI[14,15,16, 17 ] % i¥ & % M. bovis 4 & 3% % #7F %4240 0.4%
LT H 34 242 5 £ M. bovis i3 & el B4 [18]) KB ¢ A R
T 2R AN AR h22% A AEE B e 06% . 7 5 TR AREN
2% REINLS GBI A8 5 02% 2.7%% 0.2% -

LA 1956 £z > WE 2 B S B PORBE R K S RN 2 X g
FE AN RRE TR B b — R B M h i [19] - 2005 & R
4 ¢ 44 111412 55 2 2 73,396 5F X & (7 B A R 0 4 w3 IR 188 (0.17%)
% 148 (0.2%) % H 11 F Joo gt b X Bobken il S F 3 PIERB-EFEILT
Zhag 8 4o 4 ;%é_?:‘;ﬂgiz%v' kil (i 0 1987-1991 # B & ¢ R B iser i
AR LR ﬁ% RIGEEE 15 i 3-7.9%¢ 2014 & 4 4+ 1 Sk B ko £ 37 4 01 2014
¥ %4 98,953 & » 44,881 & 54X 2 9305 & Bz B FE R Lk
Pl#ciz o F %2016 &% - F2RAHE KD FRREEED 2REERL
RTEPFRE KRR A T 40% -

2004-2005 & ¥ > 5 s E H1 B AT L Y o AR T R EHOIFRTY
PRtk A 47030 3,321 B - Bk k2 k¢ > 12 spoligotyping it {7 & #[20]) >
TR A GenoType MTBC [21] 2 multiplex PCR [22] & - # #&i &
3 7R 15 $ (0.5% 15/3,321) >+ M. bovis i % T 3a& & 5 62.2 & » 12 ©](80%)
L9109 5)(60%) 5 & i % (OR=8.3, 95% CI 3.0-23.5) = 10 +(66.7%) * #75
AEPpBE & ARARE A M bovis Bk FR(73% - 11/15) 5 S @ LB &
(OR=7.4, 95% Cl 2.4-23.4) » iz & = A 17 Fjtx 58k 3.321 ki 903(27.2%) &
WA F 26)(BH 2% 3)F AL 0 #TF M. bovis Fjik i FlA qs
5 ST684 2006 2 2007 # » F 5% 3 # F £ H AR ¥ 2 %1 ik (7 B R0 6] &
2Bk FBRERFR &3 2006 2 2007 # A W FERE 4 M. bovis % 5 2 3
B o 2> 2008 1 2016 & B > Aom g I F S A 128 A 2 A Pop B R F IR
He A g m A% BB

pteb s B 2010 & 20 3 2016 # 8 FARRFHEFTAKRT R FR
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42§55 9 R4 M bovis AR SPip B gd ANNARS 5 1B
EFROBEMGL AP 3 LEFEER ARAPFRTP 330F7 5 o kARG

é&#ﬁ%ﬁﬁ’%mﬁﬁ—éﬂﬁéum%mRM%(ﬂ%w&yod”§
AT RS LE &%%ﬁ%%ﬂ’fﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁiﬁ&§°

-~

AV RFEF T RER2IREATEBPORP AR A TR E R S L
(real-time PCR) » 4-¥43 7 L 7] 1% 2 4 $ &3z (biomarker) » ¥ T pF ~ Lok W &
MY LT G e AP T35 03281 5 - K REJT B PR
(Mycobacterium tuberculosis complex, MTBC) ~ £ 4] & +% (M. bovis) ~ + 4 (M.
bovis BCG)# 2 MTBC 2 s R fe A F1H 1+ § R#F & A FHL B R+ 8§ 24
F k£ & multiplex real-time PCR» 1422 = g% ¥ % 4 M. bovis family @k e
BPET L oo e o FE A B A S A EE SR B a2 ML T o 4
HRUREFREHRISF] > R FREE 2(Fieh T3 FARRTE FREK

FRE) A 32 A Popd ez wpl2 ZRle T ¢ dp R - PP -
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1 ApgE#1F 120081 1 20189 %J%:P%b’%ﬁéﬁf)ﬁﬁ?%il}ﬁi

@7 R P EH(MTBC) Bk A 2 £ 2 R %2 b % B % -

M. bovis & % B & FHR(T %) °

02 M. bovis B 4 ¥Rk iEE

. a)’?}]}‘i

s FTUFHPBE

%‘i g#‘%’;—‘}_‘w{‘ﬁﬁ‘l it A ﬁ Zp

7 AROB &

#ffF# R 0 241 B % 5 /i M. bovis & 4 K

EPmY B i "‘]j]%% R GE %pﬂﬁx

ISVESNES D)

GRS EEE TS

BPRA(E R DR ERE - 2GEEL N B R

RGP - EP AL B L R

2. RHEH I BPERBEAR(EEAFA ST 2L R (R LB

PR AT

W -

(=)

1. A 2&PpFURLE

7z 2017 & 15 # 2 2018 & 6 i # 4= ki DNA &

B AR

(1) %4 +p B % Ftx
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BB~ 0.1 mL B P ER FiR 0 S 95C A B IR 20 A 4aTS 0 T
WACHE® o

(2) =4 5 00 % M. bovis ‘o 5 & # RJZ (FlFr ik )

N

rBRRE 2 RBES . TRARLE CBTREY Dlte g
(gentleMACS C Tubes) #4cv » 7 & it 2 NALC-NAOH 4 =%
( BBL ™ MycoPrep ™ Mycobacterial System Digestion /
Decontamination Kit ) » &t # 2% » 32 5 # p ( gentleMACS ™
Dissociator ) 17 % p 2= 42 B (Lung, 8 seconds )i f £ 4F = 2 F o
Bl Fa R TR 15 A4 B MISFRAEE ~ 50 ml o
A 4e ~ B FZ PBS gt g ehd0ml %] A A ko~ Hro i g
3,000 rpm s 10 A dh o B F R AR 0 F T H5 ml FEER
10 pl R AR BRIEPBE T R A A Z Glycerol 2
Lowenstein - Jensen medium ( LIM-G) % % % Glycerol =z
LIW-w/0-G > » 5 5% CO2 137 Ci % i % - Fmuld
FHNRG § SFILLERAZNF ES ST FBeAL S R EE
Bd o FREA G BB B R AR (7 18 A F)4 33 % (spoligotyping)

FEIRE_E L M. bovis °

2. MTBC ~ M. bovis 2 M. bovis-BCG #=%| ¥t
W pE R & fF il 4 F fis(real-time PCR) » 124 2 7] % 4 4~ 1822 (biomarker) -
F5AFZEr 1 L o ulitg MTBC~ 2 3] 5% +% F(M. bovis) ~ + 4 a~(M.
bovis-BCG) % £ MTBC 2. i MAEAFIH ) 3 aF AL R K3
£ 3 = ¢ ¥ kwprz § PCR 4 ¢ triplex real-time PCR » &-4F 4 i 37 5%

I 1B k FARE TR 0 PR 2 e E T M. bovis family gk -

12



TR R A E A E 2 7B A R (primary) g P RS BRI 0
BSL-3 % % % ¢ # @ Macfarland 1.0 Rl32 ik - 2R E F A2 WL BE

Pled s % o fie il 1:20 -8 (i 4246 100uL 2. 1:20 £98 % ~ 96 3 4 -
B B2 963 E* R RAT > E ~ 35-37TCEMER T X (d4h
» 0.02%¢rresazurin » 24 - 48 /| RIS BLREE S B o F 5 F I H 2 iR

B F A ‘fu..:n?(rﬁbki*i—ﬁ@ I S I B 'ﬁ_‘z;f;-i_?o

Middlebrook 7H11 # Middlebrook 7H10 % 75 & 4 * ] ;= (Agar
proportion method, APM) : 4G+ A 2 B S RPIEE S FIE 4T
Isoniazid ~ Rifampin ~ Amikacin ~ Cycloserine ~ Ethionamide ~ Kanamycin ~
Moxifloxacin ~ PAS ~ Rifabutin ~ Capreomycin ~ Clofazimine # Levofloxacin »

RIFEMDRE Y FthinZEPH R £ L% % -

ETT
(1) AR s AR 402 3# 4 & (primary) 5 1% 7 5 B8

#° ** BSL-3 % % % ¢ # % Macfarland 1.0 Rl Fie - #6823 ¥
o LR % o el 1:100 (10-2) 2 1:10000 (10-4) #
BEAR -#AEZF (901 mL) 2 102 Fie 23 & 4 5 #=F
(H01mL) 2 104 FARIBAR BRI 2 8L E03
BEDFRR 2RI R AR MR EABYH A CO2 7L ED

FWEY 5 £ 37C 5% CO2EE %P o

(2) $FHFF e LA L DE 4T 0 >500 FE 4+ 5 200 - 500

75 3+ ;100 - 200 )5 2+; 50 - 100 Fi5 1+ <50 Fi% - =47 %

13



(3) Eftmied 35— BT P EanE T E(L > 50 B)0 ERIEE R

3o ek ¥R e £ 3+ 4+

=N
ey
oy
3
=
>
=
k9
=\
b
=
=
Y

AP EIR X Mo

(4) % 13 (72) 2R L3 F 5 4 hmp -~ Wp

PR EER o A RE DR AY 25 DI RIT RS RER
B AER ARG 3 kB L T 3 AL L
PIEse4 34 £2 6uRAMT - §HRE] L LHEMF R i

344 rkehiE o

7

4. A 2R Fl A Al A 45
F1* & BE% ¥ fs ~ 2] (spacer oligonucleotide typing, spoligotyping) ~ & 4% 1%
AR A HE ~-7 ¥ £4F A 7|4~ F A 3]72 (mycobacterial interspersed
repetitive units - variable numbers of tandem repeats, MIRU-VNTR) typing
FARATFIERS 2 > 217 M. bovis AFI A A2 ZE 8 FTHE o 4 F 22

2_#w| 4 2 Hunter and Gaston Index (HGI, D) % 51 » 3+ & = ;8407 [23] :
S

1
D=1—- — n,(n,—1)
thngg“
NZ#HREBE:S A28, D03 NE 0L FRES | B AT

Alw] ¢ R i o

5.2 A FIMW TR/ A~ 47

PeiE 447 FtRiE 7 DNA 5B~ ~ 2 R 2 T/ o €A R 4-h(reads data, 4
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% 2 3% Fastq) » 2 quality trimming 2 % adapter ~ T A S F 7 L~ BEE
B 7| » #2 M. bovis AF2122/97 (NC_002945.4) %+ A& 7 * $+(mapping) {4 ¥
ESPE R s enreads A% 0 B 5 (S chreads T gD R E VB £
B 7| 4n B & SNPs ~ indel # H o & & 3 # * Galaxy # |
(hittps://usegalaxy.org/) & ¥ 5 > & F14 471 £ £ % > #7e Ugene $ck A~ 47
ErAlluminashz A ST HE2Y RAGAFTRES 2 IO A FR
A A4 A5E R Pl 4E e CGE &+ 1 1% =k (https://cge.chs.dtu.dk/services/) &2

MEGAT #t8 » 473 R ILG %

6. i SN &
M. bovis F& b % = v s E =2 2y mE o Bk FAH
PR ABEHFEPRBEEIR IS BRI GEREDE  PE

- REDFHRTERIRER -
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= B%

(=) e BURE B R 2 BPOp2bs R
Ipt i w2 e s (World Health Organization, WHO) f 3+ > 2016 # 2 3k ¥
1 147,000 G4 % £ B PopATR o @8 12500 ~= &b [24] 45 %
Mzt A 2008-2017 £ ¥ T 3ok E AT AR B R#E 15 0|(H Y RF i
dFdch 2016 & 29 b~ B i 5 2008 £ 4 bl)o A A 0 3F 5 EHdn 91 M. bovis

}f(@?leq\nmf\‘%&’—Ellj\i‘-\ﬁ'ﬁtl‘alpm"ﬂal”}irﬁg&lk‘? BAAZEEE
Pmpamy 5 23 Rt pEF R oF LRy T RN 2R (B R 2T

RiER  FHRIETSFEE) N WERAT L7 i [25])

WHO # 2. 2016-2020 # 23k ‘s Ppith- & @ - S Mdp P &5 4%
ﬁé}i L I]%rﬁ B ' % o 2017 & Jennifer A. Davidson & A %7 3 4+ %%
2002-2014 £ B ERF ~ S EHE A EE FEL > &2 M. bovis 2 A Bk
EFA T EATAFIR A M bovis BoE & 2 g FF A BES L L
Bt Ap b 2 1 15 [26] X AER % M. bovis B ¥ L2255 5 Hrop R
FALEPR AU AL F ARSI MRS P R) 2 pRBES
FRETRBLEE CRF C AFFENMIEARRATBE ARG
[27]-

ABEL PRI b IO RF D - s R T 2

"ﬂ

B gHkFT1E

BPORERE LR Aok @ S T A HEPE- A B PZA

B #7273 »x% A~ M.bovis 2 M. tuberculosis; # = » %+ 3 £3E

po

A5 2 e

BARE M (g H 0 IR e B ef s WHO 2035 i g i iz v 1T
EEPREBRTBREFLELLE A RE O A JELBPRETR
LER > AP - FRCFEER  WESENTLEF 2 G mFR
[28]-

2017 # 7 B 2 G20

I~

BEEY > LRAgH X E " Sharping an
interconnected world ;- ,fﬁl‘ 7 % — %8 (One Health) fz /i-fo& (4 @ 3% 2 4% A
THRE2 G F #302017 & 5T B AZES PRV Y 48 B RS
75 B (International Union against Tuberculosis and Lung Diseases, The UNION)
#¢¢ > d WHO~The UNION -~ & Ji & 4~ fir 4 e (World Organization for
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Animal Health, OIE) * = & F#z ) ‘2 % (Food and Agriculture Organization

of the United Nations, FAO) it ;%3 =] " Roadmap for Zoonotic TB | 455! - i
P L B M A BT BRSSP & (2 3o &
M T 10 RLERPs R [24) AP EEREEREH T REA

B

1 &=

1)

(2)

& &L F # 3% (Improve the scientific evidence base)

fef 2 FERRFL 2 L% 5 F 15 &S (Collect and report more

complete and accurate data from human and animal populations) :

2 ARPERARSPE R DA SR
PEAS O RREPRIEAWRF AL T B2 2P E AN -
BUAHH LB R R P ARG A3 A R RED
718 5 FaE B AR AT WL o

g A 32 3.8 Pop 2 #r(Improve diagnosis in people) |
RAZBREFF LWL EZ A F2 82 £ > 12217 M. tuberculosis
2 M.bovis #EHP Erode g TR EFLETE fv o aE 2 5 2 E R kAo
PPk B Era £ oo & R E FN M. tuberculosis & M. bovis » i
A ) Pk b FIFE2] A M. tuberculosis B 42 B 1ip A ALK E o M.
bovis 87 d F & s 4 £ JE(PCR) & B 5 A 45 8B 7 o 2t b » F] 5
M. bovis 7 £ % LB MR AT R ITIBELER L F S & Mk kg
¥ e e

(3) j&:-# % & £ (Address research gaps)

3&;@;@&%3—_’ ‘Lffﬁﬁ E:tm z%_ y & 5/,, f")ﬁi? ;/Lﬁél A3

)

'\Ev”\ ;;)%‘1 \lsfliv?ﬁ,ﬁiﬁk?ﬂiﬁﬂ Ff/r'f‘*"p%:’f-"/ FAE R
P MR 0 DR RELIA G BNPRERERY

VR P RERE R FROFH S 17 A FHERZ K3
T 4B 5 £ & & (multispecies) B 2 B4 537347 b R A 18 o
BRAFMEMERR A RELEF BE O UK EET R S
dipfha% o TRy ipha 2R RRFIILEMAEN
AFE o RZREFNASBRT] I FLE  FEA LIRS

FIRLHPFIFL 2 BFH I YRGS -
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2. "% % A & 335 (Reduce transmission at the animal-human interface)

(1) #& % & 4% 2 (Ensure safer food) :

TRALFERCL SH T 22T Rk -TE M. bovisg % £ 38 175 >

¥ g sxbrisd i 5 (4o Escherichia coli, Salmonella 2 Listeria

SPP. )75 1422 G 4R o T LKA LB 2 B K A

TR a4 2R R AT 2 B .
(2) # 3 # % i & (Improve animal health) :

gﬁ@?’\g’xf JRAZZRFF 35 2 e d 4 8 & Rk > 27 3 gk

FRN - AT L GRF2EERAFLINGPHR G o B

OIE " Terrestrial Animal Health Code | 2 " Manual of Diagnostic Tests

and Vaccines for Terrestrial Animals | ¢ 4| 2 R"Z L 42 5 PI4p M &

B R AR REGERO GG RAI ¢ §  PER L A2

AATREEES B EEP RN TRRL 10 LT f b
£

7 i (maintain) M. bovis i it 2 £ R E $ 2 KA g3+ £

E#*

Bsm A dge v ESE di(spillover) g A3 - 2 B @4Fa 4 o

-

w Jp B P?'Fi

S
\lpo

(3) *# ™% X ¥k *& (Reduce the risk to people) :

FEIRITM I 4 @R G kR

ERAAERS AEEHI G ORLBE R AR A
FEARELRBE GG o T LT AT A I A 47 (whole

genome sequencing) > ;% » F 3 BB E R T R LR R B o

I FERFEFLRIT ¢ BB F R RMLF RN

FORE R ERHRPHGORFFZ EFEFE) 0d &

ar xgyE 23 Afijir""‘ LFF A T K o

ok

lv_t

s ¥ oAy

3. 4 % B H P 2 & iF (strengthen intersectoral and collaborative

approaches)

(1) ’w i {H ~ 82 2 £ iF (Increase awareness, engagement and

collaboration) :

RA 2 Efor A MEEEMEA B E LB PRI F 2%
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2P L IE

(2) #RFRZ 4p 51 (Develop policies and guidelines) -
FEE R P ERFEFAARERE 2L K fodp sl > RS b TR
&%#Eﬁﬁ%\%@@%&%\Wﬁﬁ%ajﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁoi
WRER AR BT 24 T 272 % > %48 (Global Health
Security Agenda, GHSA ) | @ L ipit & - v % 23k fFd £ 2 24
HAEH L A R A 1T 0 & TR 5 5] 2005 (International
Health Regulations 2005, IHR 2005) ; .4~ » ¥ 426> OIE ¢ f W% 7
r%k%% PRF+%8 % 3= | (Performance of Veterinary Services, PVS) z
R MEGE XL X 2 A FEARPBLARFE D LAY
Himz Rpptps > Mg 855 22 BRARBH T PR -

(3) &R % F 3¢ I# (Implement joint interventions) :
PR N E L J’f‘iéiﬁ*@? , ?4,5 RE S - A ey RYRE -
WURGEAL R R rGAOTE o R OE T G oRE Y MR R GOEHE o
ALl W R £ LAATEG v VA AL AT R > NEARETR
KRS

4) & %i:fi‘;’?(Advocate for investment) :

BT R Er R TRER

o foAE 0 NERSTE R GRS o A H I TR F sTe K
Fo R PR B E R B RERE BP9 A F R L

i LG APER ?‘%%iﬁﬁﬁa%ﬁ%iﬁﬂo

IETES RO ST e

(=)10 Bphpis Rk 2 59
1. sl EHEHR
(D) Fr 5z Bop bk YRR
2017 & 5 v W pFE R & e 4F & B (real-time PCR)i& 7 M. bovis

LT o 2T 2018 £ 19 1 1 ek 21 H A BPn B b R Bk 0

R

B ETES 5 9 E/it s M. bovis~11 i 2 M. tuberculosis 2 1 i &
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(2) #4 2 « M. bovis & %

# 2

5 100% o

(2.1)# 4

HABF LSRR > F EPRNFILE

AR ¥ R ¢ ARE A

&R

B RIE & P A+ 4 A% (spoligotyping) A ) 4 A B % - Xk

FO o2 45 E AT T

SRR A s T R T

L E R Rl R R B e (OID). 125 R E 55

FIE B D RodR p REM 0 2017 & R 4

SRR

Bl Az - EEAL > REFH T RE2ZHRPIHEES

(2.2) *

A M. bovis g 4 B %

L > 1
'/L‘F

BN (F )
4 ¢ = £4107,380 574+ £ 38,109 FF 5+ ¥ 2 9,577 F A

E R R

LERE TS

152 (0.14%) % A & 13 (0.14%) " (B 1% o] » 3+ % G4

LN

% 33§ iV F

FI k522008 & 10 1

b ' M. bovis & % B % iZ 5% Atk o &

2018 # 9 ' £

Y

D() Arh g Bk R
?Pf{ﬁﬁ 5 wl';ﬁil@ﬁf_‘fﬂ l@‘%—]}‘]’}#\(— A — m*ﬁ)g—@]*ﬁ@ 47\’}’? .
(i)FF P Es 47 2

P 2 3 MTBC itk (iii)

LSBT S irie B Fa i

®
=

Fxan 172 ] M. bovis

BEHBER > LEAFEFPEMLALEF T L 27 1 XF4

ﬂx?q‘iz R AR A R &g T 171 2L 7 (E
=)o
E-2 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
#r M. bovis
4 8 6 14 13 24 17 12 29 27
BB
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- - - - - - 8 18 20
= B b
A
#7 M. bovis
EF B RFE
- - - - - - 0 5

PN aEeESt ]
g

(A) B & F e 31

Feth Bt o a0 i &b 5 #(80.1%) 0 K h M BEx2 4
B0 e e o 12 45-64 Ji(421%) % * >t 65 4 (37.4%) 5
Sdc; BEUARBLARAR G S H(93.6%); BHG ¢ Ad
P4 ¢ Wk 13.5% ;

B A3 g 45 3 (83.0%) ; B %

FELRIZ > R F RAR T 2 T RIE R (58.5%) 5 B R

)37 (83.0%) 9 5 £ B % (17.0%)2 5.5 & 5 sk sk mA » %
iz B %Gk S #c(68.4%) ~ H S Zipp Y FlEde & F& 2 K
(19.9%) > ¥ % 260 a k2 B 5 AHL - 2 - bl

| 923 ’@;

/TI
NTM) - £ I & %

h

T & 2% P A 4 1% 7 (nontuberculous mycobacteria,

\4

R od 32 BRyEp

—\_
e
a1
=
~b
N
1@
e
FTIS

HIV B+ o
(B) Bka A mE AT

WA 171 aguR 2 M. bovis B %t >4 & F 2 F235(%
=) BT % 3RBA(28.1%) ~ 5 ¢ B (20.5%) ~ 51 BA(7.6%) % 3

53 (8.8%)BEIS ;UK FA T o B

W

R R LI ICE (873
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ik 56.2%) o F M- R Iw A L IRES R0 RSP PR ER
TBERIALLIFEZLH FIEE D BEAT
ARTBRFE2Z LT e fRBE SR RN RN
Z2 =g o
(C) FFE L r 17
M. bovis ¥ PZA £ 5 £ % 2} > i8 - H 11 BAEF T
BRI AFTA> 213 L & a2 Fdn
F AR BaRk)A 1 171 B3 AREEP AT  INH -
rifampicin (RIF) ~ ethambutol (EMB) % streptomycin (SM)z_ #=
EP > 25T ()G 117 (68.4%) k¥ PZA 12 ¢k 275 Pl

s ; 45 (26.3%) k¥ PZA 2 INH 1% ; 4 tkFF P54

‘%&%

PZA-INH 2 SM## ;54 5 § £ 18 %4555 (MDR-TB)# % >
544k PF4 PZASINH 2 RIF #2381 $h I B4 PZASINH ~
RIF 2 EMB .3 - &R #f INH #28 & 31.5% > 2 MDR-TB 2
INH #u3 & 28.6%: i % ** WHO 3+ 27 22 MDR-TB 2

B¢ > INH#LE 5 9.5% (8.1%37% 2 14.0%4E ;5% B %) o

B) faiirm g x £ ¢
%v} 28 FIM T A iR {7 K A A $F > 2 Maximum Likelihood
tree & k1447 Ftk SNV 1 i& {7~ # (B - ) » % % & spoligotyping #
Fe A% - ko £ A2 & M. bovis 4] %] SB0265 14 > L F1HE A A
- AP R A FEY o JEd 2 AT AR FITAT L os
HoABLEELE Y AT 0 3 PEHGFAKRD BT G
mig o H ¢ 140300017 ~ 140200551 ~ 130203009 % 130204051 ¢ H

@ 114k : - #FSNV £ B ek o
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d 3 d A3 B > A FM LA RS 0 & NCBI
(https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/genome/genomes/161?) ™ % ¢ e £ = =
B FtR s thend S TR R e 70 B o 409 11 A SB0265 £ 4 £
AR A g ke M. bovis Ej1A(NZ CP027035.1) % 3 #p 17
140200051 (SB0140)¢| £ = 48 6= 4 M. bovis F . (NZ CP012095.1)#
tp 02 5 = % 4 M. bovis FHR(ST1158) R & £ W M. bovis fFtk
(CP010332.1)4p i1 o 2 #A FIH T/ A 197 R » $E 34 8 4+ B 3% 1)
SRR WEBAREEA AR E N T a2 o Flpt > AKRT
*gﬂ spoligotyping &2 » A FI 2 A A 57 A 452 3% > BiF 7

BB R HE R RAL -

K B
(1) -4 2 B P BPopm A FR e
ORI B F B A~ F 4 A] 2 (space oligonucleotide typing,
spoligotyping) ~ #5 171 & Atk » F ik 4+ Mbovis.org 7 & i& {7 &
17 Bl = ¥ & = 7 4](SB0140 ~ SB0265 ~ SB0272 ~ SB1040 ~ SB1989 -
SB2265 % undefined) - # ¢ 12 SB0265 %] %] % & % #(88.9%) > #p ¥
* A SpolDB4 FHLE 2 &2 ST684 (£ 1) o %% F %> SpolDB4
AFIFRE? 2 & 344 FA] 0 ST482-683 2 479 [29] - i+ = 4%
AT FH(A 2 ¢ e~ A 3R)E 2 S 4% spoligotype 2 4p BE 12
¥ 1% p value = 0.199 (>0.05) ; &7 » % %2 spoligotype 7| & &F & &
Ry i
F S P TACE €48 § < (mycobacterial interspersed repetitive
units, MIRU) » 4] = ;# » & {7 10 P = 2k (Locus-26, Locus-39,

QUB2163b, Mtub2l, QUB-26, Mtub04, QUB18, VNTRA4120,
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VNTR3820, QUB3232)z 4 45 » R ¥ i&— # #- 171 th Atk A & 23 Al
(% )7 { 43 % M. bovis Fthz & Alic 4 -MIRU & 3] % % & 7 >
SB0265/ 5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11-7 % & i & 2 3| %|(70.8%) » A # »+ 4 %
LRk o ¥ o 474 222 repeat number > i % & QUB2163b -
QUB-26 ~ VNTR3820 2 QUB3232 # »BLA&E 7 #% 2 M. bovis
AF A E 4 -

B4 ¢ 732 B4 4 2014-2016 # 624 A B th 2 A 47
3% & B (% - ) ¢ 12 spoligotyping i 7 4 4] 7 #- 24 tk M. bovis e
& % SB0265 ~ SB0140 & 3] » &7 4 # * g % M. bovis Fthi & 2 =%
& n 7AW - 3% 54 pe 8 -2 MIRU (ETRA, ETRB, ETRC, MIRU 4,
MIRU 16, MIRU 20, MIRU 24 2 MIRU 31)f]+ ~ 5 53] > |83%#7 §
®F 2 BRI A R A M. bovis £ F]A A F 2 10 =BLA oo Y
BEE-HI R ERAFEEFRREL E RSB FLRKRTE SRR
oot Y fRPAELCREERFFR

Frcfe & 6§ RH W2 FRTRE2L 2H P SR ARKRE &
e F 16 AR RE LEE SR KRBFEAF XS E

o & % # {7 spoligotyping 2 10 = 2- MIRU A %4 (73g% » 2 7 3

3 MIRU #5k 3%% » =8 QUB3232 2. repeat number & ;= |3} » #&
Weio B QUB3232 gt kA 47eh S T L RWED L B F R
FEE o AT A AT o 2 BB R R 20 REIRT 4 5 6 31(F
fer 4 2 ¥ QUB3232 mEEAHF 0 X A BEAAEE) (A7)
r1 SB0265/ 5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11 % i & 3] %](40.0%) & * & 4 M. bovis
Atz AFLsA S5 kr ;¥ 2 B8 kKRAHRIY

(5-2-4-3-4-2-3-2-8 2 5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-12) B % & R L3 X g R IR AR
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P jd g N4 A 0 0 QUB2163b + QUB-26

VNTR3820 &% = Bhiic » 22 4 SR 4 B2 A e % 4pk o

4

(2) B HRRIE ERID 2
d 2P B & 23R - 2 M. bovisMIRU 2 B4 31 (2

N) o FIR BB TR R EA S ERE AT P RRIE - 3R

BRI A TR 2 AR ST Y RGO 2017 &2 15 26

$oo HEERIE R PE AT FE Y Y LB 4 M. bovis Rk iR B2
10 % MIRU =83 Fig=ri8 # 556 4 & 4 M. bovis Ftktk B2 3

> 8L(ETR-A~ ETR-B 2 ETR-C)i& {74 47 o 4= B % #R(2 4 )

#-ETR-B 7| » » 3] » 45 » ¥ i& - 4 #-spoligotype 2. SB0140 4] % £

2

& & 33 BA ETR-B*#H g % M. bovis Fih AF14 3 £ 3

2 4

FARZ PR LITE EFERIEFINL

G
TR RS L 2 FRER(P A

RERCEE S RAA
1% %&’?5%2:'()'% FoEsER R @.r—gg , L‘%‘“"é%.?,\i’h‘%}fifiiﬁ

A\

ot AR U SRR e
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® it

(-) £

AP FREHARALEPRLERIRG T ARS L AS TR
EORIE IR RSN A AH TR o A e E R

oA ERHFFRATEPRT RIS EI AL EEATRI LA FS

SN

FRABERIE L

2 MTBC Fthi8 (T A FIA Fid 2 THREZEE - FHFRILFLRT
%2 B b ' Bk M bovis & 4Bk FKREEFTASAERD GRS TR o
FoOoT I HWRELABEEREFFEDATSFRBEZNFEINEAH
ZER -BRAFFHTCFBEAFREFTIGTR I d AP F RSN
T R F M. bovis Bk 585% RS E Y Rt F WMo et - A H TR
ﬁ%%%§%%%?%i%%ﬁﬁ$’@ﬁii%?%iéﬁaﬁﬁﬁ’
AREPEFRFR cFARN B DRRAETRTZRFE ZTRIEN > BTG
PR S E RS W isR L 2 M.obovis B F B 2 s e

1956 A=A R TE 2 B Bpp L B R RS SBAIH A 2 X E RS
EEREPHEANBRBE BHRLEF IR B —EHRFEERY
[16); 2 A &= 6 » ARP B AR LA 5 RFZFL o 2 L0 d fr
AMEE R AAMER FRA FRUFAFFLEY GRAIG L  w
WEZEF ARG R oA LEEL R € 2017 2B AN 2 RAS
LBAERRZFIR B3 G H 0% LA EFREPEREAN R
R o d N E R RLRFEBRGRE LTS 0 R EGRT AP
FER AR S o

2014 # Lee % * % 2010-2013 # % ¢ 3t & T 4 278 4 M. bovis | 22

TREEE | S iﬂz B 18 17 5 b $t R4 7 (case-control Study) - 4% 2 4p !

(a

o F BEATe et TR R ) 5 4R % M. bovis 2 p S dpE

=k 31t (odds ratio) & 32.0 (95% Cl, 3.1-333.8) [30])- Chi-Shih Chu % 4+ 2011
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(

I

)

# &%t 2005-2008 # B 587 2R g 2% 0 15 Bk R A B S 167 SEokAZ 6
B IERAASE 147 FHEABMEFAP > AP EB5KAZEFE AL S
M. bovis z_ B {7 3 & ] 5 29.3%% 6.9% > ® vk a3 o A FE G E
& 2R(57.5%) %t s #8(22.2%) [31)- ~F 7 A~ 45 2008 & 1 * 3 2018
£ 9 B FERE % M bovis ¥ B BEA AT 171 6] B % 0 4 56.2%2
FREY AFRSFEII P P2 e R BT S HY B0 EEP
B2 BEewd 15 5)(65.2%)F A &2 32ff L 0 2017 & B ik &
RARH(FL)A AT @ o300 502 REE2FR 2 428% - d >+ 4 8
REZSPRAZRAZHFLERLT  ad ARFIRGF > TasFRTE
FroSPFAwRpD T3 R AR 5 kg R L2005 #(86.5%) M.
bovistF Bk » ¥ A o F G > HmrREdhivy F45 -
FICRFRATAEEROE PRI FRGRIEBRE LRSS 0 8
%%%ﬁ%iﬁ%:%ﬁ;- R PEF IS R o NMATAR

BT BALEE I s RZEHB R o f%t“—-‘fiflﬁiil’ﬁiélf%

“311

(778 (4] A8 > ARA SdciP g § s Bl FL - s

4

RN 2 - A~ £ F
- IR R 3 e N

ATE AT LTI R A SR A2 21 264 & 42 M. bovis Fik > £ ¢ &
w4 152 $4(88.9%)% 8 $k(40.0%) % ST684 7| (SB0265) » &7 s+ — 4% % 4
7 M.bovis & & 7|8 o AT RS RAFTIY 20122016 #F £ 2 K B
22 &gz M. bovis Fthz A7 % - 5k B4RL 45 ) ¢ spoligotype
Pz SB0265 %] > A& i By AN E S 2L F A A ARER
ABGREENE AL~ 4 £ % F 5 SB0140 Al(4p § >t ST683) 0 H 4 Heh &

/n f”_—t]‘;"' ’_L-gﬂzﬁ.»fté %%&Z‘ g\ [‘]l F'&EJ/H f”%&ﬁn—i%\”n
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%< SB1040 3| (4p % ST1158) » 5 4 8> L2 F|%] » A A 4R ¢
EEZ ALK LBANsEMNTE L 8 B2 [3233])-

Spoligotyping & % Bl & & & ** M. bovis 2 2 B4 3] i e e = 3
2R ARk S et 5 @4 4 (SpolDB4) & #: 4+ (www.Mbovis.org) & 4 F
AAGE T RBEOTHEERE- B TR o Ra o spoligotype
WM FRB G 2 REFGHFUNEDLN 2 RAT B Ead §
Flg w4 WA Aoy £ 0 H v ospoligotyping &7 A4 AT A 3 FW 4 R K P
RAE > £ @ % MIRU-VNTR &= ML F=0A 4] #2530 w2 A7)
Al w4~ 47 [34, 35] - A3+ F 444 171 % ¢ 27 & 4 Atk 2 spoligotyping 4 %]
w18 7 #4)% > HGI (Hunter and Gaston Index) & % 0.2 » J§ M & &%) 4 5 &
#fe MIRU &2 3R]+ 8 23 473 % - HGI &2 5 05 ¥ R &% 4 - ¥
AR enE > ™% 3spoligotype 4] =] (SB1989 ~ SB2265 2 1 # # & 7|) L 4P
2. MIRU A %] » &7 spoligotyping &% & F#RAl* i MIRU £ { & 2 &
G4 paEiR O fEpe Rt > EhAFL A Al A e

A A BE R B R 42 FBeo % 12 spoligotyping 1F A Ay A A1 B
Bode o B R Al B Y ¢ AR A A HEIRD B e Az 3w ¢ (SBO140 -
SB0265 ~ SB0272 ~ SB1040) ; &4+ MIRU 4 3|3 ;2 » Bl 4+ & 3 iR
spoligotype SB0140 % SB0265 & #|? » ¥ 2 g & % A 3 13 p % & L34
EA MR AN 0 26 KRR gy L VNTR3820 0 Afom - 287 e
AP AMERARARFENE A2 RSP AR T 3 A3 ¥R B HARR

72 M. bovis Fth~ & 42 Fwla 4 o

(2) RE i HRpIR ERS
MIRU-VNTR 514315 i# 515§ § RS - 0o e Rilgr 3 M

tuberculosis 2 4 3] # ip]> it Pl s * +* M. bovis Ftk A 417 5 - F 4 21
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o
T\4

AT R RSO B F T #EN) M. bovis ¢ * 7R VNTR 2R5 -
Tens @ rABRRE 2 BY o MIRU-VNTR 282 2 £38% > ¥ i Bk
S AR 0 m g HER Y M ZR o7 B ILFIEFT2 M bovis Ftk
AulF LB > TP W EWET S R - @ M bovis A 3 2
MIRU-VNTR =2 [34, 36, 37,38] -

AFALABERFTHR T FE* 10 =2 MIRU (Locus-26, Locus-39,
QUB2163b, Mtub21, QUB-26, Mtub04, QUB18, VNTR4120, VNTR3820,
QUB3232) i& {7 A #g R 4 M. tuberculosis 2. & A 4&ip] o & 253 4= 113F * 3%
A ¥E R 4 M. tuberculosis & 3] 2. 10 = 2h4-4F 171 R A SF R 4 % 21 2 d o R
2 M. bovis Ftkit i7 4 4> 384 # 4 Kk ik 48 2. QUB3232 i &k repeat number
REFRR PR F] G AP RI AL B R R ® Y LS 2 Pipie i
EEAF A A ERRYBER R FARBHET RS wn FRPCR Ao

&A% 5% B o 12 QUB3232~VNTR3820 ~ QUB2163b 2 QUB-26 = 2k(14
RERFIMEI)ZREERERS > 57 RAF2ZFNWS o - S5
Aa v pedp 0 &7 F ospoligotype 3 W] ¢ QUB3232 ~ VNTR3820 =
QUB2163b (QUB11b) & 5 B A2/ shg%| s 4 [34, 39, 40,41); QUB-26 & ¥
AR engEmwl i 4 [42, 43) - 3F 4 v)l%"T:M—ETR -B 7] 5 % M. bovis » 3| + &
B4 o2 =8k [34, 41) - ated 4 M. bovis 284 > d RiEeTiR 2 21
Y $ 15+ 2017 # FtkF ETR-A~ETR-B 2 ETR-C =82 A 45 F4L o
F 10 =2MIRU 2 247 A# b > L Acr P 3 BE S - H A BT

;%gr} ETR-B i~ 2.2 % £ » ¥ spoligotype SB0140 #|:&—- # fms 2 3 3] o
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ITERFT SR B e

(=) A =%:

1.

Jcf 2008 # 1 % 1 2018 # 9 * X 4gin 171l A g% M.bovis» &7 A v &
AT T LB %2 7 (80.1%) ~ 37X (83.0%) R 5 ~ A B A H A LA
PIR(P R BRY Y 562%) P BEELREMNTFARE R GRS ?
(58.5%); FtRFiEE 2o 478 I FEREHF INH % - 31.5% 2 MDR-TB 2
INH #2% it 28.6%- & % *> WHO & 3+ > 7 2- MDR-TB éf"}ﬁa B%x* INH
FLE K 95% - ¥ 0 FtR A F1A] A 47/ SB0265/ 5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11-7 & 3
B 7 d 1 & 23] %) (70.8%) > A F 04 B L BB o

AP EBER AT F A2 B H R 4 M bovis FHAA FIA B 2 A 45 0 F
PREFARLENFLZABEAFGRARRERE 2 5 2385 KiRFAR
Alul R LA A RRFAKRY o

FEin 10 =2 MIRU ¥ QUB2163b ~ QUB-26 ~ VNTR3820 # QUB3232
o AR 4 M. bovis FRkAFIA AT 0 BE G ORF ZFEN A o T
ETR-B ** &4 kR Atk A~ 377 & 5 AdF2 W4 - 23038 * 55 M. bovis
Ak~ 312 B d MIRU-VNTR =8k & » v Fi2 - H4p 3 FEid o
AT 2 L2174 R FFRA S EF R ATl & M - LT
e FRE e X2 FRES S RFRPT -

AT = % ¢ f& Zoonotic TB Sub-section #35-3+ 2018 # % 49 & B2 #uk
B B #734 ¢ Transmission, infection, comparative genomics, surveillance and
socioeconomic analyses of tuberculosis and zoonotic tuberculosisusing the
One Health platform”i& {7 % 424F £ : “Surveillance of Mycobacterium bovis

infection in Taiwan” > A % & #* % 3 £ i M. bovis 2. A5 1F 5 2 L% -
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1. 2REF{ 20 2AREZZRABEEETR -
2. EHRAFEFFEH S M bovis Tk L 81 E BT EmY 0 i 2 AT T
B A 45 HAs * 55 M. bovis R E Rl 7 i o
3 ERFFu L ZpMECERBE L TR NEA L2 BPR
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#— ~ 2007-2017 & $ 4 5% 5 6 1)

i n 5 1 PR XA ete
e 5 i 5 1+ (%) T % i 5 12 (%) RS P 128 (%)

2007 96,330 206 (0.21) 66,803 15 (0.02) 7,579 73 (0.96)
2008 104,576 132 (0.13) 59,082 1 (0.002) 7,632 19 (0.25)
2009 92,027 246 (0.27) 54,638 - 8,511 9 (0.11)
2010 93,520 207 (0.22) 50,641 - 8,815 2 (0.02)
2011 101,341 138 (0.14) 48,345 - 8,716 60 (0.69)
2012 95,920 211 (0.22) 46,703 75 (0.16) 8,602 39 (0.45)
2013 98,254 151 (0.15) 46,230 5 (0.01) 9,030 23 (0.25)
2014 98,953 194 (0.20) 44,881 - 9,305 2 (0.02)
2015 106,548 70 (0.07) 42,385 - 8,484 35 (0.41)
2016 105,157 29 (0.03) 39,281 - 9,852 46 (0.47)
2017 107,3801 152(0.14) 38,109 - 9,577 13(0.14)

F L %k Yearly Report of Taiwan’s Agriculture. Council of Agriculture, 2016
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i % #<(%)
n=171
Ry
e = i S 34(19.9)
9 b % B 137(80.1)
B %5 & # 4
1-14 2(1.2)
15-44 33(19.3)
45-64 72(42.1)
> 65 64(37.4)
oW
A28 22(12.9)
¢ 100(58.5)
% 3% 35(20.5)
% 2n 14(8.2)
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i 23(13.5)
3 148(86.5)
2, %
2R A 160(93.6)
B 9(5.3)
‘h S 2(1.2)
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¥RE Rl 6 100(58.5)
ZEFRE R rvﬂ: 71(41.5)
BATE LT FRER A B LN
N (R e i eh) 142(83.0) Fod A RL NFHKEH AN - A -
e 25(17.0) PR BRI IR B £ 9T %
R AR zwz#ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ@m%ﬂ’@ﬁ
#r% 142(83.0) 10 30 1 2 4046445 JEHEH 7 2 5
S 29(17.0) AR R B AT A 2 @% ey
Y T
EXR 117(68.4) DR AP S AL s e
G 34(19.9) (1)~ 5924 559) ~ if L (@2) - ¥ 2 B
o 17(99) 6~ A K 2P BT F AR
A 2(1.2) Pr() ~ iR Ak (L) B PR
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# = ~2008-2018 & ¥ 171 i/t 2+ B FB &> 2 5 A F 2§75
g O B A LS T (B %
n=171

L 1 L% (1)

Fra 8 (4.7) FREEQ) -ZEFQ) - frRQ) - =HEQ)
BHE " (1) > ER Tj’\ﬁf':(l)

WHD 5(29) CER(2) bz‘z F() >~ FEFQ)  F R0

g 2(L2) G 7R(1) ~ M 4(1)

FAE 6(35) FED(2) - 2%;:%'3(1) s 3R AE(L) ~ R R(L)
28 1> 42(1)

LR 35 (20.5) ER%(A) AW EG) = TH@A) *HFEQ)-
FFHREQ)AEFRQMF RO P2 EQ)
FARL) T RDL) - BEFQD) 3 ED) -
EREFQ #2250 L EQ)

502 13(7.6) = FREE(2) ~ FHISR(2) ~ ¢ (D) ~ e E (D)
F3EER(1) ~ 2 &) ~ H ()~ A ()
B (L) ~ E A FR(L) ~ E e 4(L)

$HE 48(28.1) B #(13) ~ 7 & #8(12) ~ = € #%(9)~ i 2 41(5) ~
B (3)~ F A 4E(2) ok T #R(2) ~ 7 uLidE(L)
R % 78(1)

ZHE 5(2.9) = B R2) ~ A B A(L) ~ fTHE R~ LB (D)

L&D 1 L 7 8(1)

sdF 9(53) AT RQR) CAHQ) S EBQ) S AEFD)
@) ATEFERQ) 24w

% 15(8.8) fég L Fe (4) ~ ,‘E i W (2) N ’H“If] e (2) N “}Eﬁ‘?‘? (1) *
WLFHL) P FQ)ATERO) HRERQ) -
P (L)~ 7% (L)

B4 9(53) B2 FR(2) B ARQ2)~ = # FR(L) s A A (D)
%P AR(1) ~ 3 AR v a(l)

IR 7(4.2) B HR4(2) —;’% 'FR(2)~ FER(L) > A R -
H8R(1)

ShE 7(40) & &P (B) ~ 4 & #8(1) ~ A =4 8(1)
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#w ~2008-2018 & F 171 rasit %2 S P A B R 2 L 47

s 7] th 35 (%)
e n=171
PZA ¥ - }ii 117 (68.4)
PZA + INH $i# 45 (26.3)
PZA+ INH + SM #0% 4(2.3)
PZA + INH + RIF % 4(2.3)
PZA+ INH + RIF + EMB $w% 1(0.6)

3£ 1: INH =isoniazid; SM = streptomycin; RIF = rifampicin; EMB = ethambutol
227 EMB ® 166 % 7 #Fackg % ; SM & 154 B % 5 #Facky
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# 1 ~2008-2018 & @ 171 = rasofg 4 2 B+ 7 B & 2 B 15 % ¥ipe ~ + & 3] (spoligotype)

ST no. SB no. AR E(%) FIRE A S A F]

SB0140 | N eeees | (.
ST683 3(1.8) HEEEEEEEEEEEE [ [ ]

SB0265 HE_EE BN A EEEEN EEEE EEEEE
ST684 152(88.9) HEHNEEEEEEEEN [

SB0272 | [ eeee. | e ]
ST678 8(4.7) HEEEEN EEEEEE O]

SB1040 | [ e eeees m | wm | ][]
ST1158 5(2.9) EEEEEEEEEEEN 0]

SB1989 H NN NN A EEEEN EEEE EEEEE
undefined 1(0.6) EEEEEEEEEEEN [ ]]

SB2265 | m s . | .
undefined 1(0.6) EEEEEEEEEEEN [ ]]

undefined HE N NN [ SEEEN EEEE EEEEE
undefined 1(0.6) HEEEEEEEEEEEN [ ]]

3= :STno.% d SpolDB4 7 #% & % % 2 spoligotype 4~ 3] &4 ; SBno. % ¢ Mbovis.org 7 #L & % % 2 spoligotype » 3] & 4
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%2~ 4 (2008-2018) % #: 4~ (2017-2018) % % = i ] B % 2 A F A 7]

R AAR ARE BFRARAR  ARE
MIRU types* n=171 animal MIRU types** n=20
SB0140 5-2-8-3-4-2-3-2-10-10 3 5-2-43-4-23-2-10 5
5-28-3-4-2-3-2- 8 1
SB0265 5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11- 7 121 5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11 8
5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-13- 7
5-2-2-3-4-1-3-2-11- 7
5-2-2-3-4-2-8-2-11- 7
5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11-
5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11- 8
5-2-2-3-3-2-3-2-11-
5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11- 9
5-2-2-3-8-2-3-2-11- 7
5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11- 4
5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11- 5
5-2-2-3-4-2-3-§-11- 7
5-2-2-2-4-2-3-2-11- 7
5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-8 - 7

Spoligotypes

e i S I ST U RN G, B S NS

5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-12 1
5-28-3-4-2-3-2-9 2

SB0272 5-28-3-4-2-3-2-9-5
SB1040 5-2-'-3-3-2-3-2-15- 9
5-2-8-3-8-2-3-2-11- 8
5-2-8-3-8-2-3-2-24- 9
5-2-8-3-8-2-3-2-9- 9
SB1989 5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11- 7
SB2265 5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11- 7
undefined 5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11-7
* AR A Atk MIRU types 2 % #§ & B % Locus-26, Locus-39, QUB2163b,
Mtub21, QUB-26, Mtub04, QUB18, VNTR4120, VNTR3820, QUB3232 z_ repeat
number 5 & i B4R L EE 4 F & ¢ repeat number F f 3t A & 7 B
5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11-7 -
FRINSE d R A F TRz B QUB3232 0 % A miE A 0 A A=A 4
Yo b g iRiLEE 4 F & 7 repeat number F 3t i & G W
5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11 -

5-2-4-3-8-2-3-2-24 3

Rl P, M|
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35 s RFEUT 2014-2016 # 4 BB R AL SR EFRATIA A A F

: N 7 h i
Spoligotypes MIRU types N=24
SB0265 5-3-3-3-3-2-2-3 @ 10

2-3-3-3-3-2-2-3 @ 1
SB0140 7-6-5-3-2-2-2-2 @ 6
7-7-5-3-2-2-2-2 @ 6
7-3-5-3-2-2-2-2 1

* MIRU types 2. %% i% & 5 ETRA, ETRB, ETRC, MIRU 4, MIRU 16, MIRU 20,
MIRU 24 2 MIRU 31 2_ repeat number -
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% A ~ MIRU_VNTR i B4 2 5P F 8w 4 0t
AREEY LA AR Z M. bovis 2. 10 MIRU i+ 2 RIFEATF A 565 R % M. bovis 2. 8 MIRU 8

P N
< >
UB2163b** UB-26 MIRU16 MIRU31
Source Geographicregion Commeon spoligatypes® Locus-26 Locus-39 Mtub21 Mtub04 UB18 VNTR4120 VNTR3820 MIRU20 MIRUZ4
eraphicreg paligatyp (QUB11b) VNTR4052) a LHIhaBAL VNTR3232 LA [VNTR1644) {ETR-E)
Hiltyetal N'Djamena
£B0140 (£5.2%),
E80142, 580263, S80273, 580143, 580875,
Bkuceet al. Northern Ireland E80128, 580131, SE1037, 580558, 580874,
k025, 580877
Wllixetal. Belgian
k1232 (77.30%),
Romeroet al Spain EEO0L20, 580134, 580295, SB0822, SBOS50,
EE1230, 581232, SE1233, 81234
. E80120 (54.8%),
Boniottietal italy Eao1sa, ssoass
ko121 (357,
E80118, 580855, SB0140, S80120, 580122,
Puartectal. Portugal kB0265, SB1095, SB1167, SBL174, SB1230,
E80157
Parreirasetal. Brazil FB0120, 560121, 5B0295
. EB1303 [57%),
unetal China EB1604, SB0140, SB1603, SB1004
[Southern
Hlokwe etal. 3
[Africa
Rocha et al Brazil EB0285 (35.34%), 580121 (32.76%),
ochaeta razi 0120, 5B0140, SB0SSL
Campos etal. Spain
kataleetal. [Tanzania FB0133, 562280, 582268
Martinezetal. Mexico
k80120 (25%),
Haueretal. France Eao1sa, ssotz
E80120 (30%),
Haueretal. France Ezo13a 52012t
EB0sst (51.2%),
. 5 E80120, 580140, 551272, 581088, 582304,
Mozambique et al. Mozambique 82305, 582308, SE2307, 582305, 582308,
k2310, 582311

B High discriminatory power B o discriminatory power 45 *4 %4 4 spoligotypes ™ = F 7

BB EW 4 2 B RS T

1%



4 B Q017)E 2 2 B AE kL~ F 4 A

Spoligotypes MIRU types* Fl ik (L)
SB0140

5-2-4-3-4-2-3-2-10-7-3-5 1 cattle (1)

5-2-4-3-4-2-3-2-10-7-7-5 2 cattle (2)

5-2-4-3-4-2-3-2-10-7-8-5 1 cattle (1)
SB0265

5-2-2-3-4-2-3-2-11-5-3-3 5 cattle (1); deer (3); goat(1)

5-2-0-3-4-2-3-2-12-5-3-3 1 deer (1)
SB0272

5-2-3-3-4-2-3-2-9-7-5-5 2 cattle (2)
SB1040

5-2-4-3-3-2-3-2-24-7-7-5 3 cattle (3)

* MIRU types 2_ %% i % % Locus-26, Locus-39, QUB2163b, Mtub21, QUB-26,
Mtub04, QUB18, VNTR4120, VNTR3820, ETR-A, ETR-B and ETR-C 2z repeat
number > $84 Fik2 QUB3232 %% i E iz HH 0 S AT » AK AT HBE P o
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20 2017 E B B POR R A TR S

BRI w| A (%)
n=180
AR
b 7 1 (0.6)
A
W kA 21 (11.7)
FeF P 3(1.7)
¢ R
& 3 2% 56 (31.1)
351 B 2 (1.1)
R 19 (10.6)
% %
2 Rk 9 (5.0)
£ AR 5 (2.8)
&P 35 (19.4)
® B %
B 4 Bk 2 (1.1)
B s 18 (10.0)
L
=R 2 (1.1)
By
& ™ ER 7 (3.9)

47



B 2ATHTA A2 B

TR B 15 A 31

140300017 4 £ %% Z & 40 1158 (SB1040)°

NZ PUEH01000003.1 Bison, Canada

CP010332.1 Heifer, USA

140200551 £ 1 K-FE 683 (SB0140)

L NZCP012095.1 Infected cattle, South Korea

— 130203009 4% B #F 678 (SB0272)

L 130204051 fLi&fx F % 678 (SB0272)

L NZCP027035.1 Bos taurus,

—— 110300158 4% Bl4L 45 684 (SB0265)
L 130202315 # R % @ £ 684 (SB0265)
[— 120200025 &4k Bl & 684 (SB0265)

L 130200261 =W KHEE 684 (SB0265)
— 130202098 3% % 4= 48 684 (SB0265)

130204604 HK[E T % S48 684 (SB0265)
FElzozozoss B 1Z R 684 (SB0265)

130203741 ti&R% EHREL 684 (SB0265)

L 120201641 4% F: Bl4E 45 684 (SB0265)
\:130300046 EhT HWEE 684 (SB0265)

Canada
150200087 #7JL7 75 & 684 (SB0265)

NZ CP015773.2 Bovine, Brazil

CP009449.1 Tuberculous cow, UK

0.050

#STno.(SBno.): STno. % ¢ SpolDB4 F #4 & % % 2 spoligotype 4 3] £ 4-:SBno.z d

I
Ireference Mycobacterium_bovis_AF2122/97 (NC_002945.4)
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Mbovis.org 7 #% & %_% 2 spoligotype 4 3] & 4 o



