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Mai IR SRR AR BAR T LA U AR RS

2 SYBR Green real-time PCR R/ 95 # 3 99 £ FYF] ~ 27 ~ 3
NBANTES A EBP A2t B 648 B RS F A0
TAI#F < 48 2 2 2 (Ebrlichia & Anaplasma) PCR B 1+ 5 5 19.75%
(128/648) » #iplz-d& 485 3 f& » A4 4% (Ixodes granulatus)is 45 &
33.19% (77/232) % % » H =t i 4 & & i &% (Haemaphysalis bandicota)
16.95% (40/236) » 4% 7 5 £¢ &% (Rhipicephalus haemaphysaloides) 6.67%
(12/180) B i< o I F <4 ~ B H 2 His 2 n A E%d 10 - HP e
rF 4 AT w4 ;%R)}%Ii 3 3 e R Z A2 # 4  Anaplasma
phagocytophilum, Ehrlichia chaffeensis, Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis
2 146 ¢ % - Anaplasma bovis > ¢t 4 f& 4 %] ik 75 iR 2 2.62%
(17/648), 0.15% (1/648), 6.94% (45/648)% 4.48% (29/648) - 4p I = 7B
FUMFA 2 HENEE L VJIF 2 B4 PCR B 4w i
64.13% (59/92) % 47.25% (43/91) » R AFHH4EE it ¥ THIF A~ BB 2
Hu 25t 64 # 7 A phagocytophilum 4 =] ik 975 &g #-%8
Z 5 ke d2 14.13% (13/92)% 9.30% (4/91) - Pl 2 & p S AP 3
L s e ¥ ek 562 g g 44 (m %= % Fp 4% Rhipicephalus sanguineus) » %
FI# <12 F A PCRIE S5 31.67% (178/562) £ 3 6 X fI1# < 48
2 RH0F 5V A H & I Js t2(Anaplasma phahocytophilum, Anaplasma
platys, Ehrlichia canis, Ehrlichia chaffeensis, Anaplasma bovis) » 4 %] ik #15

T ¥ 4 48 2 25.44% (143/562), 2.31% (13/562), 0.90% (5/562), 0.36% (2/562)



2 0.36% (2/562) - = #¥ % T FIF S48 2 i A Atk 16SrRNAgene 2 &
TAHEE R A B e R ER o 3 3R A phagocytophilum 2 A. bovis 3 A7
1% £ $k > Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis 2 A. platys Rlj£2 H & &= % 4p
o 4% 12SrRNAgene 2 16S rRNA gene ¥t 240 b4 ~ 45 & Bl o 44 3 4E
A B ERL R {T A TR SR AR A WF IR AT R A
W BEER R A fe e Bho - fE P S - FE oo dh 4 T R R ATE 2
B A P R TR S R R
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Abstract

Keywords: Ehrlichiosis, anaplasmosis, babesiosis, ticks, molecular epidemiology

A total of 648 small mammal ectoparasiting ticks collected from 2006 to 2009
in Taoyuan, Taichung, Kaohsiung, Pingtung, Hualien, Taitung, Penghu, Kinmen
and Lienchiang were detected by SYBR Green real-time polymerase chain reaction
(PCR), based on 16S rRNA. The infection rate of Ehrlichia and Anaplasma was
19.75% (128/648). Three species of small mammal ectoparasiting ticks were
detected. Ixodes granulatus ticks has the highest infection rate was 33.19%
(77/232), followed by Haemaphysalis bandicota ticks was 16.95% (40/236), and
then Rhipicephalus haemaphysaloides ticks was 6.67% (12/180). Ten species of
Ehrlichia, Anaplasma and Rickettsia were found. Three species of them were
zoonotic agents, including Anaplasma phagocytophilum, Ehrlichia chaffeensis,
Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis; the other one was bovine infection:
Anaplasma bovis. The Ehrlichia and Anaplasma infection rates of the 4 species
were 2.62% (17/648), 0.15% (1/648), 6.94% (45/648) and 4.48% (29/648),
respectively. To detect the Ehrlichia and Anaplasma infection in small mammals,
spleen and blood of small mammal being parasited by ticks were examined using
the same method, the infection rate of Ehrlichia and Anaplasma were 64.13%
(59/92) and 47.25% (43/91). Six species of Ehrlichia, Anaplasma and Rickettsia
were discovered, the infection rates of A. phagocytophilum were 14.13% (13/92)
and 9.30% (4/91). A total of 562 dog ticks (Rhipicephalus sanguineus) collected
from 4 animal hospitals in northern, central, southern and eastern part of Taiwan
were detected, the infection rate of Ehrlichia and Anaplasma was 31.67% (178/562).

Six species of Ehrlichia and Anaplasma were discovered. Five species of them were



zoonotic agents, including Anaplasma phahocytophilum, Anaplasma platys,
Ehrlichia canis, Ehrlichia chaffeensis and Anaplasma bovis, which infection rates
were 25.44% (143/562), 2.31% (13/562), 0.90% (5/562), 0.36% (2/562) and 0.36%
(2/562), respectively. Pairwise nucleotide sequence analysis of 16S rRNA gene
shows that A. phagocytophilum and A. bovis discovered in Taiwan were new
variants, whereas Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis and A. platys were identical
with strains from other areas. The phylogenetic analysis of 12S rRNA gene and 16S
rRNA gene showed Ixodes granulatus, Haemaphysalis bandicota and
Rhipicephalus haemaphysaloides could be clearly divided into 3 phylogenetic
groups, eventhrough they were collected from different areas. The molecular
method applied in tick identification of a tick biting woman in Hualien this June
was identified as Dermacentor taiwanensis. These results suggest Ehrlichia and
Anaplasma might therefore be transmitted among small mammals and dogs by

ectoparasite ticks, and humans could also be infected.



#3

AU < #E % (Ehrlichiosis) ~ 12 £ (Anaplasmosis) 2 = b % f
(Babesiosis) 'y & i {73 4 Bde e A R M B2 A [ R B I
SR AR G B AZE 50 £ 0 i f 1987 &4 F A HR L bl
Moo B HAHAIF M2 op BT R (Anaplasmataceae) ¢ ¢ 4%
Anaplasma phagocytophilum ~ Ehrlichia chaffeensis ~ E. ewingii ~ E. canis %
Neorickettsia sennetsu % - H 32 A gk en i ‘uﬁiﬁ,j‘s A e I £ I o
chaffeensis i = A ¥ 23 1 f1# = %8z (human monocytic ehrlichiosis, HME) ;
A. phagocytophilum 3142 A g4 3% 4|4 = £8z (human granulocytic
anaplasmosis, HGA ; 4 human granulocytic ehrlichiosis, HGE)(Bakken &
Dumler, 2000; Dumler, 2005; Dumler et al., 2001) ; @ i = X %3k T 1% < 4%
Ji (canine granulocytic ehrlichiosis, CGE) 2 ;5 J 42 E. ewingii ** 1998 EF R E
R % * # > 5 human ewingii ehrlichiosis(Buller et al., 1999) ; Neorickettsia
sennetsu B g = 4 iji;%fy (sennetsu fever) o iz 7 fr o R “Tig = ok P op s
RS 9 IRP N RS R o i dE YRR (transaminase) i B e B 0
WhEAETRLSEBAER 1a 2 ¢ %+ doxycycline a7 g (Bakken & S., 2002; Stone
etal.,, 2004) - 3T # % § 3% 5 e JIF LM A R > 4o Candidatus
Neoehrlichia mikurensis # 2000 & % + % 4g 2 2 330 ¢ R 22 p & 7% B (Rattus
norvegicus) » P & =9F A5 A 14 (Ixodes ovatus) % j= jF = E & A 4% (Ixodes
ricinus)(Kawahara et al., 2004) » @ H #t 4+ eh3op 2 R] & 2010 £ 4 3 46 & ~ 7
E 2zl g iﬂz £ v 4 g (Fehr et al., 2010; von Loewenich et al., 2010;
Welinder-Olsson et al., 2010) -

CHETAIE AMB SR LD A R Y R FR Y Rk R R



(Slovenia) 2 % B ¥ 7 ¥ 4 Js | (Bakken & S., 2002; Lotric-Furlan et al., 1998;
Sumption etal., 1995) - & % & % % 2> 53 8 7 » 2008 # ¢h3F 2 5 &) HME 7
957 %] ; HGA 3 1009 ] > H5* = K ¥ 72 3 HME %) 3% » HGA ¥ 0.7%> % %
2BRARF 2p AN EE R AR fom < & F (Dumler etal., 2007) -

HGA Lr}?s&;i— & # 4 % Ixodes scapularis » % & % |. pacificus » g 2 27
A %] % Loricinus 2 1. persulcatus o — & /| A ¢ FL & hea ZE (Peromyscus
leucopus) ~ # &_++ &l (Neotoma fuscipes)# Apodemus ~ Microtus ~ Clethrionymus
FAsE RV i 5 HpTA (reservoir) > @ R ALE 4 7 5 ot 7 5 (Bakken & S,
2002) - HME z_ }?5&—1—; Amblyomma americanum » + % gL ¥ i 5 HPFi o

HME 2 HGA e %77 '5d i 4f * “PCR~ w32 % 2 & F 5 i -
H#o ’%r}ﬁa/} W 1Fag JF," ™ PCR a7 1158 5 60-90% > & /]%:tz@ 3iFeg ;FL‘Z
o wpitliEE 4 5= Srp 42F & 95%2 1 (Dumler et al., 2007) - PCR
sk ek F]04 16SrRNAgene = 2 - # is B 5 gltA gene ~ p44 gene ~ ank gene
% groE gene % (Alberti et al., 2005; Inokuma et al., 2005; Massung et al., 2000;
Zhietal., 1999) -

CEFHIF AL AP RS v RE AR AL HOERS o B
¢ X8 ¢ R4 E canis - E.platys 2 E.euqi > &~ #43%+ & E platys g 2 ¥ &
A LY EEFE L 89% RpBEREMRE LR E R 971%; £ 8s N E X
g E.canis g 4 ¥ 5 14.4%(Chang et al., 1996; % 4e 2%, 2003; & . &., 2003)- f#t
(2007) 12 gp36 A Flia s #p] E. canis 2_ &> gItA 2 F] & #& Bl Anaplasma
platys( ¥4 Ehrlichia platys)z- ¢ > 3 7 5 5 % R s ke > & 57
5.5%2% 2.0%F% |+ % (F & &, 2007)-Hsieh et. al.(2010)% 1554 16S rRNA~gp19

b

)

2 gp36 = A FIRE I~ 470 SAanE canis &0 3 4487 e tk(strain) 0 A
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SR ER @B H 3 e 25 ¥ W (Hsieh et al., 2010) - 5 % (2010)
NAEME R RSEFEFIEN ) F R RS 2 47 % 5 1% (Rhipicephalus
haemaphysaloides) £ - 25 7 &% (Ixodes granulatus)+# #] &' Ehrlichia chaffeensis >
T kg2 B R4S 5 1.8%(A P 4R etal., 2010) -

FEAIF SRR R B Bp LA BRRE AR G RS
Hus B EFRE2RLEE FL > 4op 45 E.canis g 2 * #2384 (Suto et al.,
2001) o o BEEF TR X CHIF VHWED AT 0 LN AP BRI R
AEAEEF AT B Ry RARATHIF SHEZFYL > L REFLAF
oF RS AN NN L L X

¥ F & (Anaplasmosis) 2 £ 4 # 8% & 4 %7 7 & human granulocytic
anaplasmosis - s & 4 5 Anaplasma phagocytophilum » &4 % & % 2 &
£k 0 R A 5 Anaplasma marginale - A. marginata ££ 513t & % fz o 3k 23§ 4
1@ ~2®&nr ERISHFFD - AR FHARET I TR P s g
o &AL A o @ ¥ - 48 A marginale ssp. Centrale (A. centrale) R # 2 iz n
Himrz Je & o i R gss (6 P, 2007) - A.marginale ¢ B3 = 2R @ B
Brigf a2 F % o R007)A A o B L2 BRI FRSAFARE I
53.3% > = % F F | F (1037, 2007)

= p ﬁ:fﬁa(Babesiosis)’\ FEAR L19¢ &k FLdJ Babes R g R
Iy 2 £+ 7. (Babes, 1888) » @ Smith and Kilbone(1893)z # H 5 d 14 #1783
(Smith & Kilborne, 1893) - * b A A7 R 4 5 fad4 > ¢ 352 ~ F W H 2L 5
B E SRE B B F R WE L L& b4 @4 5 (Uilenberg,
2006) » * #p R F o Y3t 1957 # 7 kot g dR 4 (Skrabalo & Deanovic,
1957) - p % = 4o @457 LS AupZ RAMEAS § 100 S48 H P TR S
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% Babesia microti 2 B. divergens ; g % Jj = B. gibsoni ~ B. canis - B. rossi - B.
vogeli 2 B. vitali(Babes, 1888)- iz 7= %# 3, A g 4 B. canis 2. 3F 2 (Marsaudon et al.,
1995) o 3T # K E WG - L AKT L AR HphMee wE o 7 L%
&% 2 5 WAL~ MO -~ CAL-CA4(Herwaldt et al., 1996; Kjemtrup & Conrad, 2000;
Krause & Telford 111, 1999; Popovsky, 1991) > d H & 3 el i 2> iz F 4 A
Toar kP ojg T2 # 4 (Marsaudon et al., 1995)c fp & dR 2 B3 IR AR & 4
® > B.microti 7] =t H i 4% pE42 RNA & F](SSUIDNA) & 47 » 7 & 5 U
Kobe 4] ~ Otsu 4] 2 Otsurelated 3| » %77 £ 2 PR F > & ¥ 4 5 7 F & FF]
(genotype)(Saito-Ito et al., 2007) -
AT R AABIFANEFE T oW ER R ERERAR R 2

FHREFHORTES P W2 a2t 5d B p A2 R (Duhetal, 2001;
Telford et al., 1993) - &iﬂ” A ’?M%*ﬂ,fi:f]% Ao SERG - ARZT AR
I 2 5% 05 B(3F - (Saito-1to et al., 2004) -

2 }f;% ¢ B.microti 2 B.divergens cfup 454 48 5 A 4% i (Ixodes spp.) » &%
R & % L scapularis » g % L. ricinus » p ~ . ovatus ; B. gibsoni P B
#6468 5 Haemaphysalis bispinosa # Rhipicephalus sanguineus:; B. canis £ 444
#8 5 R.sanguineus 2 % % i (Dermacentor spp.) (Marathe et al., 2005; Saitoito et
al., 1999; Shih etal., 1997) -

TR ANRRL T g S g 2 Giemsa F 4 ~ #4248z IFA
ELISA %2 PCR - %jz ERLRELEFVREFNF A AR S MW o AL BIE
t45 F]pt d £ Bl(golden hamster) " ¥x4%48 1 mIEDTA 2 x> 3 2-4 3% 874
# 0 47 F2 ¥ (Hunfeld & Brade, 2004) - 7 & 47 3@ iz 45 5 PFRF & > Tt
TRIFA = S bl TR ¥ @ % o F F LU 2> BAgg aeg o v d 3037

12



FRATRIFEH NG @ HF B2 3 ELISA4r® * & - [Hehd 2 Fov
a4k o BI7 s d o B 4E(Miyama et al., 2005) - PCR % nested-PCR d »t #
BREPZFRELIFET BN RY ch1 B AT K H P pER
RNA £ F(SSUIDNA) & 4 18SIDNA 5 £ 5 4 & * » # 0 iy il cfh 738
3 RB-tubulin gene(Fukumoto et al., 2001; Tsuji et al., 2006) - P18 gene(Fukumoto et
al., 2001) - P29 gene(Fukumoto et al., 2003) % Rab gene(Zhou et al., 2002) % - z_
B is el 15 AR § % ehdR 2 e 7 A B i 4 47 > 3 IR RB-tubulin gene 5
7 # SSUrDNA B R & ~ » ¥ & {7 ¥+ ez 45 & (Zamoto et al., 2004) -

s e pkesrt 305 5 6% B X fup )(Chung et al., 1994; Hsieh,
1994; Shaio & Lin, 1998; Shaio & Yang, 1997; Shih et al., 1997; Shih & Wang,
1998) » - kg FFE S o X~ BEAOA ML FENE > FRT LS ApE
75 % 0.4%(Hsu & Cross, 1977) - @ & &#F it 42 6 0 X %136 & &3
&R P o 11 PCR % I B. microti «rfs {25 5 47.6% > b FFE P TR
SSUrDNA & F1 # B > 5 e B.microti fop A4 » ch B R4 > AP IR 5
99 %(Saito-Ito et al., 2008; % # £,2000) > &4&4 3 B.microti i & 5 {1 &
(Niviventor coninga) 2 -]- & "% & (Rattus losea)(Lien et al., 1997) - A& H s & 4= =
B HRQR00)A A S A 12 B FRSET L SAK 0 B RIB
B. bigemina = 7 & % 3.1%(4k153, 2007) - 4p e 2 B m 4T LS ﬁ:]‘;q:]?;

B. bovis %

Pl fEE TR AT -

HIFTHET R ORERERE R R R Aok p 2 RATEE S W
A ¥R =17 Ixodes scapularis - g 4 Borrelia burgdorferi ~ Bartonella spp. ~ Babesia
microti 2 Anaplasma phagocytophilum » & % % 35 3 fm R 1 I pF R 4 (Adelson
etal.,, 2004) » @ ¥ p & fF & 2 2% Ixodes ricinus % IR e ¥R 4 Borrelia

13



burgdorferi sensu lato ~ human granulocytic ehrlichiosis agent 2 Babesia microti 2
fa e 3 fé(Skotarczak et al., 2003) -

cEFEG SENISAPRREY > L6760 Az LB EopH R
WO E LR BB o HH e At 2 A B R B 2 BRI G
LR R R AER TR AR L3 A E LA R

8 i 7 LR B -
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g3
TEMUIELY EF LR FLYEL S REEIA RS F AT

AWM BHZ L NAT R2ZER O ZAF ATFR I HE RGBT
it & 47 (phylogenetic tree analysis ) » ¥ fI# A~ A2 LA A ad P
WHFLU2 AT E T LFEEns e - RS ET{IF 2 28
4 F15 5] 16S rRNA gene’ % = & #-4-4= F < & 74 715 7] 18S rRNA gene
EREFREF R ARk Bl AFE e PRFET S AEF
*%iﬁi%%“%iﬁﬁ%’EEU¢i194%M%%W%#$iﬁﬁ
2R > ~ HEEH > £d AFIAEFWH2 WY ER R A
(phylogenetic tree analysis) /€ e ¢ FE X h 2+ 2 b & 2 M R
FAFLBETHE AR FRETLNAFROFEET 0 R R A 2T R
Moo VABRAMREE LR BEHS - EHF - FAZ2 5
ETLAALTRPIBEFLEFOFFFTVARLYNF HEAZ T RS
2 A BERE T T KRR
-~ HKRAER
bﬁ%ﬁ:?%\ﬂ\é‘i1®%§%é%%%&a§ﬁbm’«ﬂﬁgf

Lz R ERIAR L gk ko - B L H o 552 TO%IFF

B ACL-20C8 22 Hhbhfkz o
(C)EA et FAN B Ol 2R F FRREELR E BT AP
TP s P AR L BA PRI S BT R R A
MIF3 fod (57 2 G H =87 B ERGH2dd &b onid > B3
2 T0%FpHE - B 4ACR-20CEE T AT HRE -
YREEF AN s 28 B A 105-00 E S B IR s AR BIPR

—~
Jn
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e s . N
;E Fﬁ%ﬁ‘ ) ?:E%% e /TN \’}: El‘%% A ‘:l ‘Er';z A rg “Er/‘l‘/lz}“ i/‘l’/z ] 1400 a‘ kk\.

4 %100 & > 5 % %K 2 X600 & 0FF 40

AR #EmE 4 iRqr £ (1991)~ Yamaguti et al.(1971) 2 Baker(1999)(Baker, 1999;

Yamaguti et al., 1971; #F%F & % fF¥F, 1991) -

. W& fd 4~ F #-¥ 4 Beati and Keirans (2001) > 12 12S rRNA gene 2 16S rRNA

gene 3 z F]{&(Beati & Keirans, 2001) -

. ¥ o~ 2ml 2 [f] % eppendorf  tube> 4 »~ 160 pl - Buffer PBS> £ 4c » 3mm

4 3k TissueLyser »2 & §5 30 T £ 2.5 4~ 48 %f g2 %v ~ 40 ul proteinase

K £ 200 ul = Buffer LTL - vortex ¥ 15sec {8 » % ** 56°C Fi & o

. #v > 400 pl - Buffer DLL % ** 70°C 10 4 4&¢5 4c » 400 pl ciFp -

CEZRFB AT RIZ R B A~ S Tk tuber £ &~ QlAamp spin

column -

. BT hF i R B R B~ QlAamp spincolumn o ExE e F 18 0 B & 1

Sv ~ 700 pl buf #-3¢ = 2 #& ¥ QlAamp spin column B~ 11 ¥ %+ 2 mi

collection tube ¢ - 1z 14000rpm &< 10 4 4& -

. #- QlAamp spin column 2z » 7 4F 2. 1.5mlggs g @ » s B EF 0 4
» 70°CHE# 100 pl = = =x-k » 70°C ™ =¥ 2min {5 > 12 8000rpm &t

Imin - * % DNA 45 -

. H# 5 12SrRNAgene: PCR # — ¢ 0.5ml g 3w g & A4 » 75 13.65

24 3+ -k~ 5ul 2 5XPCR buffer (Promega) ~ 1 ul 2z 5mM dNTPs

(Promega)~ 1.75ul z_ 25 mM MgCI, (Promega)~ 0.5 ul 2. 5 uM primer T1B:

16



5-AAACTAGGATAGATACCCT-3' % primer T2A:
5-AATGAGAGCGACGGGCGATGT-3'~ 25ul 2. DNA #4 2 0.1 ul px 2
Taq (Promega) (5 U/ul) % 2. PCR & &% - PCR £ Jigindz 5 @ L3t 94°C » 3
#5min; £ & 527 94C (158)/51°C (30s)/68C (30s) 2 %%k » - £ 5
%k &% 94°C (158)/53°C (30s)/ 70C (30s) 2 #h%k » — % 25 fATkE
(62 70C 5min® -k B o

9. 3 5 16S rRNA gene - primer 16S+1 :
5-CTGCTCAATGATTTTTTAAATTGCTGTGG-3" % primer 16S-1 :
5-CCGGTCTGAACTCAGATCAAGTA-3'(Black & Piesman, 1994) » H 4%
i 2 5ty 12S rRNA gene 4p Fe o

10.2~ 5 ul PCR X tg & 4= » 3+ 1.59¢ agarose gel (Promega, USA) 2z 1X TBE
buffer (Sigma) 9% & @ &7 £ 4 A 47 o #-agarose B~} » * it T g
(ethidium bromide, aMRESCO) % ¢ » ¥ ¢t kbt R+ B 4p » T & PCR
Bt At i2 7 DNA B 7] 2R » £ 12 NCBI % 2
(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) i& = DNA & 7]2. BLAST t % o

s RIE A #AHE TR S A PCR RIS A

I

1. &# %4 DNA = ;2 : & * OlAamp DNA blood Kit (Qiagen) » 200 ul
% > 14 100 pl Buffer AE elute » # DNA % *+-20°C 7k 4 %33 o

2. Bpie sy DNA = % @ i@ * OlAamp DNA mini Kit (Qiagen) » 2~ 10 mg &
K784 % > 12 100 pl Buffer AE elute » #- DNA % *+-20°C 7k 4 %% ©

3. ¥ fI# < 48 PCR : 4+ Parola et al.(2000):~~* ;= (Parola et al., 2000) > & *

Ehrlichia genus-specific primer

17



EHR 16SD 5’- GGT ACC (C/T)AC AGAAGAAGT CC-3
EHR 16SR 5°-TAG CAC TCATCG TTT ACAGC-3’
SYBR Green real-time PCR * ji& 4% 5 @ A3t 95C » g4 15 min; £ & &
i£ 17 94°C (30sec)/ 55°C (30sec)/ 72°C (90sec) 2 A > — £ 45 5% » *°
95°C 1min {i& {7 Melting 65°C 30 sec, 0.5°C/cycle » — & 45 f5% -
#-1E PCR 24 & 387 2/ > £ 12 NCBI -
(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) i& = DNA 5 7] 2. BLAST tt % -
. ¥ B % @& PCR: %% Simpson et al. (2005) =2 ;% (Simpson et al., 2005) i# *
Apicomplexa-specific nested PCR » # F]{# % 18S rRNA gene o

% — =X PCR primer

BmF1: GCG ATG TAT CAT TCAAGTTTC TG

BmR1: TGT TAT TGC CTTACACTT CCTTGC

% = =x PCR primer

BmF2: ACG GCT ACC ACATCT AAG GAA GGC

BmR2: TCT CTC AAG GTG CTG AAG GA

PCR ¥ Jgimnf2 s ¢ £ 95°C » sg# 5min 5 £ & 5 & {7 96°C (20 sec)/ 55C
(20sec)/ 72°C (50sec) z ¥ > — % 39 /I » »+ 72°C 10min @ L F & -
e E S
¥ B 4 PCR A2 % ® £ 2 (7 = F » £ ™ NCBI & =z

(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) :& = DNA 5 7]z BLAST ' %t o

18



-~ Z2THF <82 2 (Ehrlichia & Anaplasma) 4~ =+ # ipli2

%+ Parola et al.(2000) =77 ;% 4c 14 i3 22 » & * Ehrlichia genus-specific
primer

EHR 16SD 5°-GGT ACC (C/T)AC AGAAGAAGT CC-3

EHR 16SR 5°-TAG CAC TCATCG TTT ACAGC-3’

i 17 SYBR Green real-time PCR > #-15 |+ PCR 2 4~ (% 305bp) & £ it {7 2_
B > £ 2 NCBI %z (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) i& = DNA & 7
BLAST ' #f = o+ # % % 2 ?% & Bl 7] tk & 4% 1T &0 & 7| ¢ Ehrlichia
spp. ,Anaplasma spp.“t » & 7 Wolbachia spp. , Rickettsiales bacterium % alpha

proteobacterium -
=~ Eag el & 4 W 1% <48 2 :f A (Ehrlichia & Anaplasma) & + # | % %

10590 E A HE] N AP BB E S FEES SRS EW - A2 bt
BRI FABEFTNNF NI EAAL TR - HERERD G 2 A
I AR O PR S L SIS g IRE S 3 S S R
SV 2 APRTIERT P ELE A e SR F A MR (THR o

BUAE M F AU K 5P 648 & > TV fIE 482 F 4 PCRIF S

PN

19.75%(128/648) » &R a5 3 a4 > & 540 & &l 4% (Haemaphysalis
bandicota) ~ #>7;# % (Ixodes granulatus) * 47 5% &f &4 (Rhipicephalus
haemaphysaloides) £ ¢ s A58 b4 5 4 5 5 33.19%(77/232)% % » B =X 5 7 &
5 5 % 16.959%(40/236) » 4%7 5 55 44 6.67%(12/180)F % o 113 T w| > i L EAFE
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B 5 31.71%(13/41) %% » H = 5 4 F* B4 27.18%(28/103) (% — ) -

TAHA A G HE s 2R ERNI0A B 2 g 4V G
LEH R Fafto & 3% 3 A€ R 2~ 2 &4  Anaplasma phagocytophilum, Ehrlichia
chaffeensis, Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis 2 1 #& ¢ g % <+ : Anaplasma
bovis » st 4 fE4 ] ik #74 A8 2 2.62%(17/648), 0.15%(1/648), 6.94%(45/648)
2 4.48%(29/648) & HE 116 88 2. 13.18%(17/129), 0.78%(1/129), 34.88%(45/129)
% 22.48%(29/129) (% = ) - H ¥ 12 Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis # ! #ic &
RSt s BB SRWE S S FTE S A2 (e WA P
#d o B = ¥ 5 Anaplasmabovis o B 4 F R RR o RFIZ 5 ¢
T B i o 0P 2 R engRA) S ERLE AR fe 1) o Anaplasma phagocytophilum
R ELZ ARG FR APPSR 57~ £ iR
A 1%

B A ILI R Eenfasg ¢ o Ehrlichiasp. 360 5 - &5 & Wtk H
o R ARF S S EPE2 Ry 3R 2T AP Ao A
i 2% 5 Ehrlichia sp. 360 ¢t 15F £ (Takano et al., 2009) -

)IP [F A2 BA B2 B R T o Bl kg R A U2 4R
SERLE A BT 643 AVTIE I EH o SAYHF AR BG4 T
i 48 2 5 & - 4 > Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis 2 Ehrlichia sp. 360
LAk A5 4% 5 Ehrlichia sp. EH1087 @48 Bt e & Bl dh (& = ) o
=~ BUNRE RN AR BALS G RPLE
L E L Z BRI R HA N FALS TR B

8 & 45+ ¥ i% B{(Apodemus agrarius) -~ % & (Bandicota indica)

F
2|
(3
~N =k
=

n &% B (Mus caroli) ~ &% & (Mus musculus) ~ ¢ & (Niviventer coxingi) ~ -]- & *&
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& (Rattus losea) 2 4 Bl (Suncus murinus) o &L 5F 58 T 357 4% < 482 £ 4 PCR
BB 4 64.13%(59/92) » H ¢ M| B E A F iERBMEF L 100%E B (1/1,
3/3) » H =t 5 % & 90.91%(20/22) » 7#IEEE 0%(0/1) B 1K o 1l Fe W] 0 {CHBRIE
M5 5 100%(2/2)B-% > H =t 5 £ P ER 85.71%(6/7) (% =) o Bl#g o 7R 3% i
FEER A 648> T3V J|F SRE2 B PCR B 15 4 47.25%(43/91) » H ¢ 1
A ERBEMES L 100%5 % (/1) 0 # = 5 & & 70%(14/20) 5 1] & 0%(0/1) 5
oo B R IS L 100%(1/1)EF c B L 5P B 72%(18/25) (%
7)o

B THF AR - FAFHER2n ek 64 ¢ 537 A
= * % IH 14 Anaplasma phagocytophilum, Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis
% Anaplasma bovis » ¢ 3 f& 4 %] ik #75 182 14.13%(13/92), 15.22%(14/92),
23.919%(22/92) i F 1 4 ¥ 2. 22.039%(13/59), 23.73%(14/59) 2 37.29%(22/59) -
# ¢ 12 Anaplasma bovis #& 1 #cE 5 % > @ £ & 2 4 &5 7] Anaplasma
phagocytophilum ¥ 3 s B ~ &% ] 5 & (£ T ) o

B 30 THIF A2 BB £ 54 0 2 Candidatus Neoehrlichia
mikurensis # ! #c& B 7 44.19%(19/43) - H =x % Anaplasma bovis
41.86%(18/43) - Anaplasma phagocytophilum 9.30%(4/43)%F 35>+ % &L % | § "H &

fd (R) e
Bos o Rz F AR A A AT R

FERSABFFR S EAERT L Fav b FRE CER
285
CRL kG RRE IE R FRBFL R T 277 LR L K e L

Tﬁ e s W] 3% 5 562 & f7d4 (& iz 5% Ef 4% Rhipicephalus sanguineus) » H #

b
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N . g £ 2 & > > N 5
KoL QoBFEReFE oM AT S FFIRATHR T RAR S 5P

BIEH S ABRT B FRAE CESL . TR TIIA A2 F A PCR B S
31.67%(178/562) » %k p X 1B % L 55.08%(157/285) » k p inin kB S

P

FI

7.58%6(21/277) o P i- 5 dn % RED G k1S 8148%6(22/27) » H & 5 ATH
66.96%(75/112) (% = ) -

MRHEEFROETIF VHEFH 0 OET A FRRFEN
(Anaplasma phahocytophilum, Anaplasma platys, Ehrlichia canis, Ehrlichia
chaffeensis, Anaplasma bovis) » 4 %] i #75 % 82 25.44%(143/562),
2.31%(13/562), 0.90%(5/562), 0.36%(2/562), 0.36%(2/562) ik 1% 1+ & 4 2_
80.34%(143/178) ~ 7.30%(13/178) ~ 2.81%(5/178) ~ 1.12% (2/178) % 1.12%(2/178) -
H ¢ Anaplasma phahocytophilum #& 2! &% > &~ % & &R > Ao~ AT
TN AT S FERIRA S CEEREZ B 220 W 5 & ) o Ehrlichia canis %  Anaplasma

platys p # W jgid? &4 > VR REBE - P(F )

N o AE RYHIE A E Y 16STRNAgene > £ 2 A EH K H 5 %
FIHR 2 v B

#-real-time PCR Ct & |- > 33 a5 1 4 %8 (%) 108 $k):i& (7 T # < 48 % if
£ 16S rRNAgene > £ % A (X 1400bp) » %% 7 43 kv uzd > 2 ¢ 5 84k
= Anaplasma phagocytophilum o H ¢ 3 2 ki p 225/ b » A B3 A 5 ¥ 0
Bl & PLEZ R ) f MR o 2 $k AL phagocytophilum & 7 4p e 0 2
NCBI gene bank ¥ z_ A. phagocytophilum & 71[4p (7 & 5 98.51%-99.44% > & 53

L P2 BRIBARIT - ¥V OWRPIAP £ E T R BV 7 S HRE
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7|40 Fe o #-iz 8 th 87 £ & 1 A phagocytophilum kP~ 1363 bp & {7 3.5 B %
/%7 > 12 Ehrlichiasp. E360 & #t 3 » S % 4cBl- > hp £ &) 5§ LR
i% %2 A. phagocytophilum p = — # > 22 & kR4 7 F -

3 17 $£ 16SrRNAgene > £ ¥ & & Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis ®
Folz24ple > B9 124RAp A > S 8Ep FEIITE S ~E> 5F 0
B> £ £~ £ R R Z 1 ¥8H - V4S5 RAp £ E£D 7

Mggs TR ARl R LR E FYFIATAE L Blw % o gt 17 % Candidatus Neoehrlichia
mikurensis ¥2 NCBI gene bank # z_ Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis 7 71 4g
R % 99.07%-100% > Lk p ¢ RS HER M E R MERGEI|IR AR o B
iz 17 tx &2 £ & hCandidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis &2~ 1294 bp & {7 #.%
B¢ %~ 47 » v Ehrlichiasp. E360 & *# > S % 4cBl- » S #DFRRE Y B
FEZ P A DFRIRIRT -

7 4tk 16SrRNAgene > & Z A % Anaplasmaplatys £ & 7| 240 > iR
B ir RERRR (g Ls) > A WERp ATA D 7 0 2 CERN SIS B AT AL o
$t 4 $£27 NCBI gene bank # 2z A.platys 5 7]4p 2 & % 99.50%-100% > £2 & f
%‘\ B 52 p AmIRajg B 7% 24P o #1317 3R £ & ch A platys i
B~ 1413 bp & (7 M B 24 47 > 12 Ehrlichiasp. E360 % ¢t 3 > % 4@ = »
o B RERE R | Lo AR R B e A BT -

3 3tk 16SrRNAgene > & T & = Anaplasmabovis > # # 5 2 & 5 7| 4p
oo A B E R p FFl e & B b8 (H. bandicota)® S ¢ & R& R 0 ¥ - kP
Jp o ¢ EEEA 5 ER % (R haemaphysaloides) - #¢ 3 52 NCBI gene bank # 2_
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A.bovis B 7|4p i1 B & 97.46%-98.61% > iR p & LB S| B BiT o #BiE 3R
© & & en A bovis FthP~ 1381 bp & 7 35 B 2~ 47 > 12 Ehrlichia sp. E360
hE BRAcRle o 2 R EE ARG FBEFRY

3 9 1% 16SrRNAgene > & & % Ehrlichiasp.360 f B 7= >4pk > iR
BRI SRR RBIATE ~ S SR P AEE AP AR S AR
e F L EE YT & Bl e ot 44k22 NCBlgenebank » % p p Azizkp )
A1 ¥4 2_ Ehrlichia sp. 360 5 7)4p v & % 99.93% - # — 1% base -

% 2+x 16SrRNAgene > & % & 3 Ehrlichiasp. ¥ B 3|= 240k » iR p o
¢ R Rl 4 2 P FIATE % EUE o b 2 327 NCBI gene bank ¢ # p ¥
R =~ kAR fic-| 2 b4 (Boophilus microplus) 2 Ehrlichia sp. Fujian A 7| & 17 >
1002 R 5 97.92% o

S ST R F & d

B p AR B2 R AR 0% - 4R Bl 0 R gEA) S ER R 2 (7 12S rRNA
gene 2 16SrRNAgene #L.% B 24 7 » 11 5 % A 1% (Dermacentor taiwanensis)
= ‘M (outgroup) o R AR MR FEE]  S¢ s SR SR £ 2
ML E 2L FREL o Rl MR P FYF - 57~ BAZ AR T R KA
SERRR AR FYF - oS¢ ~ TTIEZ £ PP E 8 4%4E o v neighbour-joining 2 &
% 1000 =t =5 B Caet d BT 2 B> ¥ 2 7 3 £ 12S rRNAgene 2 16S
rRNA gene » > A5/ 8 ~ 5 & Bl 46 2 4B S Epdd & S P g e 3 3 o s )AL
14 (1. granulatus) & 12SrRNAgene ® & p 5 K % § i — /| 3> H 4 20 R4
% -] ¥ ;16SrRNAgene Pl p &M &2 £ Bhi — [ 3 > He 195
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405 ¥ - ¥ o & & ié(H. bandicota) & 12SrRNAgene ¥ » & p & ¢ 7
R - ) ¥ HeR6FRELL ¥ - [ 3 5 16SRNAgene » PRIk p 7 784K A
7% AR oo 4875 % Fp L (R. haemaphysaloides) & 12S rRNAgene ¥ > & p &
E®eni - ¥ B THEL T - [ # ; 16STRNAgene B3 p $+F 7 %
NG - F o BRTHREL Y - Fod PHEREET L fpRfAs T

ARG B L L g o

CHREBE  BFIE b o R T AT R

2011 # 6 " 29 p o R ATH F i EW?’%%B%H@G— PR PR AR LG
PTee 2 w4 (R ) g 6 P 30 P ey o BB F PR R
HEIAFRIHETE R - BRUWEEIPFFRFIC 7 26 7 (W
N BRI R T O IR e B R REE e 49 15 DNA 2 125 rDNA
% 16SrDNA z_& & 47 » 12S % £ 99.76% similarity to sequence of
Dermacentor taiwanensis » 16S 5 £ B] = 100% similarity ; i& 4 + #=_» L4

&5 o &2 L (Dermacentor taiwanensis)¥gig o

AU EN LR A R R0 20 BRI P12 0 A
PR TAD Al RFI RIS FANR G A2 FUha L F
A B P Al S B g o F A IRT A Sk o

T

-

-
)

P 2% 0% 4P R i&&%s}?ﬁ J &8 > %504 nested-PCR # B[t 2% 8 F + 7 spotted
fever rickettsia group > %2 % citrate synthase(glt A)%# outer membrane protein

B(ompB)#= i £ 4% > Ehrlichia, Anaplasma % Babesia 7 5 &% o
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it

MEREOTHRPIOEREEF A 5 05-00 Eg B p @I RL S £ R
BRR S TR TR p KRR FBIRE SRR B AR E B AR
1375 € Blage 3 B F 4 002 & &3> £ 648 & Bl F 4 1 o b B g o
& 348 {7 & Bl % (H. bandicota) ~ 42/ 4 &4 (1. granulatus) # 4&7 5 2§ &%
(R. haemaphysaloides) » = # Bl n 4§ 2 > AR 46 4 F ¢ 2. 3 B FE (%545 ~
FUh o~ FUE)ERT 0L B P AR AR S EFLG R TR0 2 L F 4 0
Rag > S FANRAG Pdf oot g~ B SR F 2T L

KR ST LETAD B (IRE & £ &FF, 1991) -

DA REd B B ;u—kﬁﬁfﬁapiﬂ.,uﬁﬁ’iﬂ:'zéf‘”‘v
et N S IR R E SR Sl A €I RNCEIL S SN
7 PR H RS L BLEE RRR TR LET R R B
Ja P 3 L3 ¥ i g % Ehrlichia, Anaplasma 2 Babesia » &4 7 18 & 4
R AE e

vﬂﬁiﬁiﬁﬁ&'ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁiﬁﬁ&’é%@%w%
(N FUR) T e R AR o el 5 8 R FIE(E S iE)
FTRAR RS RA NG RADREIEY o Ao FERT L 0 4 S
Ragil oo e BRFUW (S FE) e d B o BE RS K

Ehrlichiosis & Anaplasmosis e T &) » & ¥ {1# <42 FH LT ¢ &

AL REBY o) A- TR B R R AN e 5 FHAY

FI# A4z h B2 g F 22 Bk 245 Anaplasma
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bovis ~ Anaplasma phagocytophilum ~ Candidatus Ehrlichia shimanensis ~
Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis 2 Ehrlichia E360 % - BEl3f %58 < 1| #
LR 2 B A R 2R B R L 6413%(59/92) 0 H & L OB R
47.25%(43/91) » Bl3g e F 4 b & K 19.75%(129/648) » H R F| ¥ sv A_H1iE
BBl E S FLE o Mo BRI F R o o I
Mr Rl Bd 2 BFRER RTEPPE RBRE 16 - &%
#E & 04 s R 48 AL phagocytophilum » SUAE 25K ~ s e 27 BT F 4 0
SR 4 5 e W) 5 14.13%(13/92) ~ 4.40%(4/91) 2 2.62%(17/648) » F B 4r ¥
A. phagocytophilum %25 # &4 B 4 5 5 7.2%(9/125) » ¢F F A bbb 4 & 5
2.05%(3/146) ; ¥ B * T+ o E& # R 4 F L 8.82%(9/102) -

4R A L 2.8200(2/71) 5 fE B R EER 4 % 5 5%(20/403) 0 b R
4 % % 1.0%(16/1618); p + > &4 ¥4 (1. persulcatus)% #r 2% ¢4 (1. ovatus)
R Hﬁ'{ R 4 & A w5 41.18%(7/17) % 27.27%(9/33)(Cao et al., 2006;
Chae et al., 2008; Ohashi et al., 2005; Rejmanek et al., 2011) - ¥ E < £ ~ P
~ZE gE l?Z]*K" Ehrlichiosis & Anaplasmosis g a.«u,% B> H riﬁ:@&%#
u) % 1. persulcatus ~ I. ovatus ~ Haemaphysalis longicornis % 1. nipponensis »
c AR RS R n b B UMY E T A SRR RS 5 E (R
haemaphysaloides) 7 + ic ¢ =% 4 (#"FF & £ fff, 1991) > Flpt #{)
FAME BRI S RRAESL L H L AP BB B A

phagocytophilum % B g 2 Rg F AWM L 5T HhE o

Y- g+ A H Pk #F <8 (human monocytic ehrlichiosis,

HME) mflia},?ﬂ 8 E. chaffeensis i~ 2 #* Bl 375 - & 4+ % &« 44 (H. bandicota)
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FAFER SE(010)% A d e BB F LR 24 SR
haemaphysaloides) 2 4= 25 & L& (1. granulatus)# if| 1! E. chaffeensis (s5 P %

etal.,2010) » v & f7 3 B & P REECHF 2 JofgiRl? T AR o

Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis 3 *#7 7 % L 5 3 & B 2

FpobF AR L K& B o Ehrlichia sp.» 2378 # e+ L5 R
e f?ﬁ‘&-}— 5 A 56 (Ixodes spp.) » 4 e 7 sh R & A k4 (Ixodes ricinus) ; P
* e119F A5 A LE (Ixodes ovatus) ~ 2 & A 4% (Ixodes persulcatus) 2 #h E = > &
# ¥4 (Ixodes persulcatus)(Kawahara et al., 2004; Naitou et al., 2006; Rar et al.,
2010; Schouls et al., 1999) o % 5 A& p o » W LA A b (Ixodes
granulatus) » 82 2% 2540 44 & @ T e A SR o g om R FERE R
2 FHE - AFFVARAD cHEE gl A A W e P AR LG R 4

BT 4% (Ixodes acutitarsus) » B 5 FF 7 ©

ESARFZETPRY 0 5B Y% (2 % g Rhipicephalus
sanguineus)» B 7 b By A 2 B4R o B R o 4
Anaplasma phagocytophilum, Ehrlichia canis, E. chaffeensis, E. ewingii,
Rickettsia rickettsii, R. conorii * # i sz 2k % 5 / £ (Nicholson et al.,
2010) o AAF XS ELH B SN Y 3 LR & 562 §plh o TIF S
B2 B T o 4 5 31.67%(178/562) > ¢ 5% S AN AIF <Az i
& 0 # ¢ 1 A phagocytophilum & M F A F o kG ot M 2
25.44%(143/562) > { i:H - He t8 2. 80.34%(143/178) > st FEIR % & vﬁkv‘
FHCLE<fled 2§ L+ & A phagocytophilum o8 54 5 5
32.80% (n=342) (Torina & Caracappa, 2006) > @ & * &4 ¥ [ HFER4 o 4
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# 3 %+ & A. phagocytophilum ##g s 2.3 5 1.6% (n=101) (Wu et al,
2009) > Flt et chi kv 8- B R

. EHR 16SD, EHR 16SR :i% % Ehrlichia genus-specific primer %
SYBR Green real-time PCR » #7s¢ (7 3|7 PCR 24 % 7 %) 305bp > & & &
28 H B RFEOFRR RO B R 58 16SRNAgene > & TR« A 3
#-SYBR Green real-time PCR 5 .5 % Ct ig -] ** 33 % (& 4 DNA ) Pl 8
%)ie {7 16SrRNAgene » £ T 5 » %% .9 108 th¥ £ 43 %7 ) -
HR%Fl- 2% 2 R4DNAKRWE 2 & » ¥- i 73 F 2R 2

Zoprimer & — 17 Jg iR T o i & TR FEE o

Bl - & o= % A7 P 1 8 $& A, phagocytophilum 16S rRNA gene
2 E (% 1363bp) & 2w R H B R U B 2o A 2 R
2R PR > SRR SV R ERE BN LR
A. phagocytophilum & 7] 4p I+ » 22 NCBI gene bank © z_ A. phagocytophilum
Frlip il R 5 98.51%-99.44% > 5 - 3T# ¥ R o BTl Hxp bz R
FIBARIT o ¥ 6P £ BT 5 SRR 3 SHREE
22 NCBI gene bank # 2_ A. phagocytophilum % 7 4p iz & % 95.06-96.14% >
A - FTERDRE R o d RM AT hp £ B ] F O R
2. A phagocytophilum g = — 3 » 2 H & JR4 3 b o 4p ke FHR A F B
F82%7 & (Field vole)® = + 5 3] » # A. phagocytophilum 2 DOV1 & 7] 4 1%
B — 2 H© kikhz A phagocytophilum # F (Bown et al., 2009) - &
7 A. phagocytophilum # f chzk 51 R 2 B o m g F i - Hm g o
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Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis ¢ Bl- eh2 % v 5 I p = 22 R

I

ARFER 572 % 5 B3 2B %W S#E RATRBIDSLT R
A B ATALIR S P IR A FRZ A E > mA TR p kA B8 16S rRNA gene
2R BZIFpR > T BERE Y FA R TR D AERDEIIR 2R -

# i Ehrlichia spp.%# Anaplasma spp. 16S rRNA gene > & & 7|+t fi2 >
A. platys ¥ Ehrlichia sp.360 ¥7 2 © 3 % & B3R5 7| #0437 > @ A. bovis
AlZ B~ (Bl= ~ Ble)-

1 * 2 F W RE NS FeanE T § - B aRet 1 B B )
BAPITenE b ~ 20 N E b o AFT T ISR A L s e Bl 0
2 47 5% Epih 1 12S rRNA gene % 16S rRNA gene & {7 4 = & B > 3 7
B R A G B A e enE B e - BV R - o & H F A
HUEARAFF -~ 5F A~ TFEEBP - £AP 2808 214 p =
- 2¥.Chaoet. al.,2009 4 & & * ~ <32 5 L4354 £% > 12 16S rRNA gene
BTAF P %8 A7 40 F(Chao et al., 2009) - ~-HUHB M
#i ~ erinternal transcribed spacer 2 (ITS2) & 71 :& {7 4 17> % % v - 3k (Chao
etal., 2011) o $& & 3 #ipl#rad = chFRLE » § BANA5 R 7 P e Rl enEE

BT e T e A 1 S s A 48 (D, taiwanensis)sT e F 12 g 4 2k o
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B

1 SAH B 3BEEHF A0 TP F <82 88 PCRE XL 19.75% » 1Y
AR E S L 33.19%% % 0 Bt H e Bla bh 16.95% 0 4B 5 R
6.67%% 1< > BEor BUEE P F AR A AIF A2 F A T -

2R F AL DI0F/ATHAF A - BFHZH B 2 a8 B e g
4 BV s A B RFEMLE S sk 3 EER KA E B S Anaplasma
phagocytophilum, Ehrlichia chaffeensis, Candidatus Neoehrlichia mikurensis %
17 ¢ & %= : Anaplasma bovis » ¢ 4 f& 4 %] ik 73 b & 482 2.62%, 0.15%,
6.94%% 4.48% -

3ok F A 2 Bgghags n R THIF N2 f 4 PCRIEM S A 95 64.13%
2 A4725% ° RUAFHEE P YAIF A FBE R A MEkD 6
#8 > # 7 A. phagocytophilum 4 % ik #r3 BEFF7%-3%K % o R ez 14.13%%
9.30% - &£ ™ Eigrigiz Rt » 2 A phagocytophilum % &% 3 &4t F 4 1% o

RAXTHE » BuE@r Lo

4, 5%E % k(s o R Epg R.osanguineus) Y4 < §8 2 2 4 PCR B 5
3167% £ F MBI F 12 B 5 5B7 i 54 H i’z:fﬁ']i(Anaplasma
phahocytophilum, Anaplasma platys, Ehrlichia canis, Ehrlichia chaffeensis,
Anaplasma bovis) » 4 %] ik #15 f d 4t 2. 25.44%, 2.31%, 0.90%, 0.36% %
0.36% -

5. ok ®UAIF H 2 B F Fks 16S rRNA gene > £ # A& f H i
T A PR 00 3 IR A, phagocytophilum 2 A, bovis & #7:0% £ & > Candidatus
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Neoehrlichia mikurensis 2 A.platys 22 H = = % 4p ¢ o

.F1* 12SrRNAgene 2 16S rRNA gene ¥ 25/ b4 ~ 45 & Bl o 28 2 4R7) 5 2F
R (T A G HRP  SRRM ARSI R A A W 0 B P 7 e
L, e e - 7}@?’6;’1 ™ — oo kL F P iriE = mFﬂug ) 75 BAANAL AL H P

Rendgoe > VR Y S E i AE-L g S8 (D, taiwanensis)rT e F i o
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-

FEEET AR EEH
AFTHFRYHF AWEFH TN S FRGEE AT AN BR
CFEFEANET LA IF N2 FAR KA Mok e B
R R RR CF Y CMERFEAERREF 0 N ESEAF FEF
B B AR RIS o U R 2
Bggz AobFd b ird s Rl s 0 AR RD P REEE L8 R
Fef§ o P PFAe s B doARIE S MR B vTR 0 LR TS P R S
%%’*ﬂﬁ#ﬁﬁ”ﬁﬁ*ﬁ%r%ﬁ»;@é,@%@?ﬁiiﬁﬁ
R Bl ofgd s P REREAHA TEALRECBRATALEY o B
FLAFF LT M AR F R R REER 0 (BT RTE
SEE RRUREZTHF N2 B DAY 22F g > Anaplasma
phahocytophilum =g 4 & % i 25.44% > 3 & Jg 5 Ry ¥ ¥ L L 5
R Ak 2 TR B G o CLEELALT R e o
AP AR Rt F AU U L)) 10 BT JIF AR
Wh o HY A RSN E b F 4 k2 A phagocytophilum i 3Tes B jRer
NCBI gene bank ¢ z A. phagocytophilum #p iz & % 95.06-96.14% %
98.51%-99.44% » fis { i - & (T H LA T LB R H A KRBT At o
ﬁﬁf?3W§§*9 2L o RALFER FEEARLL > FR N
KR E2pice » XHE AP RE@ITEL o

N~
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Nm(11) Ap(2) Nm(5) E360(2) Ap(7) Ap(3) Ap(12)
Ri-1(2) Nm(2) Nm-3(1) Ri-1(3) Nm(18) Nm(6) Ap-4(3)
E360(3) Nm-1(1) E360(2) E360(1) E360(12)
Nm-2(1) Ap-4(3) Nm(42)
E360(4) Nm-1(1)
Nm-2(1)
Nm-3(1)
Ri-1(4)
Ri-2(1)
R. 0/42(0) 4/63(6) - 7/51(14) - - 1/24(4) - 12/180(6.67)
haemaphysaloides Ab-1(3) Ab-1(6) Wo-2(1) Ab-1 (9)
Es(1) Wo-3(1) Es(1)
Wo-2(1)
Wo-3(1)
Total 31/191(16.23) | 38/160(23.75) | 0/53(0) | 13/75(17.33) | 5/22(23.52) | 0/3(0) | 28/103(27.18) | 13/41(31.71) | 129/648(19.75)

*F5 1 e/ ¥ R B (P51 %)
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Zoo B FABRITHF A - FAZEE 2R AEE AT

Name: species Number 4 # (Number) 4 78 (Number)
Anaplasma bovis 29 #F(5), » ¢ (18), 7~iL(6) H. bandicota(20), R.
haemaphysaloides(9)
Anaplasma phagocytophilum 17 FF(2), » 7 (2, £/ (7), :#i1(6) H. bandicota(2), I. granulatus(15)
Candidatus Ehrlichia shimanensis 13 ¥ F(4), 5+ (9 H. bandicota(12), R.
haemaphysaloides(1)
Candidatus Neoehrlichia 45 FFE(1L), » 7 (4), 7°iE@6), £™(18), @z | granulatus(45)
mikurensis (6)
Ehrlichia chaffeensis 1 ¥ F (1) H. bandicota(1),
Ehrlichia sp. 360 12 ¥FeFQ), 2¢ @), 4L, £/™(2), i#/(1) | granulatus(12)
Ehrlichia sp. EH1087 4 ¥ [F(4), H. bandicota(4)
Rickettsiales bacterium 5 = K (3), ¥ F(2) I. granulatus(5)
Uncultured alpha proteobacterium 1 o7 (1) H. bandicota(l)
Wolbachia pipientis 2 £ /M), ~E®Q) R. haemaphysaloides(2)
Total 129
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202 BURRECAIE SR B AR H e 2 LR S RIS
1 A B EEEE P | &P iz Total
Apodemus agrarius | - 2/2(100) - 1/1(100) | - - - 3/3(100)
Ab-1(1) Nm(1) Ab-1(1)
Es(1) Es(1)
Nm(1)
Bandicota indica 6/6(100) 13/14(93) 1/2(50) | - 20/22(90.91)
Ab-1(1) Ab-1(2) Ab-4(1) Ab-1(3)
Ab-4(1) Ab-3(1) Ab-3(1)
Es-1(2) Ab-4(7) Ab-4(9)
Nm(2) Ap(1) Ap(1)
Es-1(2) Es-1(4)
Nm(2)
Mus caroli 1/3(33) 4/4(100) - - 5/7(71.43)
Nm(1) Ab-1(2) Ab-1(2)
Es(2) Es(2)
Nm(1)
Mus musculus - - - - 0/1(0) | - 0/1(0)
Niviventer coxingi - - - 1/1(100) | - 1/1(100)
Ap(1) Ap(1)
Rattus losea 7/18(39) 3/7(43) 0/3(0) | 1/1(100) | 1/1(100) | 0/12(0) | 6/7(86) 6/7(86) 24/45(53.33)
Ab-1(2) Ab-1(2) Ab-1(1) | Nm(1) Ab-1(1) | Ap() Ab-1(6)
Nm(3) Ap(1) Ap(4) Ap-4(2) Ap(6)
Nm-4(2) Nm(1) Ap-5(1) Ap-4(2)
Ap-6(2) Ap-5(1)
Ap-6(2)
Nm(5)
Nm-4(2)
Suncus murinus 1/2(50) 0/1(0) - - 3/5(60) 2/5(40) 6/13(46.15)
Ab-1(1) Nm(2) Nm(1) Ab-1(1)
Wo-5(1) Eh (1) Nm(3)
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Eh (1)
Wo-5(1)
Total 15/29(51.72)* | 22/28(78.57) | 1/5(20) | 2/2(100) | 5/7(71.29) | 0/2(0) | 6/7(85.71) | 8/12(66.67) | 59/92(64.13)
* B 1 5 e R B (5 145 %)
o~ B YA AR Z e 2 AT RPIEE
¥ [ L % B i s & B | & @gir Total
Apodemus agrarius | - 1/1(100) | - - - - - 1/1(100)
Es(1) Es(1)
Bandicota indica 2/4(50) 11/14(79) | 1/2(50) - - - - - 14/20(70)
Nm(1) Ab-1(3) | Ab-4(2) Ab-1(3)
Nm-4(1) | Ab-4(7) Ab-4(8)
Ap(1) Ap(1)
Nm(1)
Nm-4(1)
Mus caroli 0/2(0) 2/3(67) - - - - - - 2/5(40)
Ab-1(2) Ab-1(2)
Niviventer coxingi | - - - - 0/1 - - - 0/1
Rattus losea 8/18(44) 5/7(71) 0/4 1/1(100) | 1/1(100) | - 7/24(29) 0/1 22/56(39.29)
Nm(8) Ab-1(2) Nm(1) | Nm(1) Ab-1(2) Ab-1(4)
Ap(2) Nm(4) ApQ)
Nm(1) Ap(1) Nm(14)
Nm-4(1)
Suncus murinus 1/1(100) - - - 2/13(67) | - - 1/4(25) | 4/8(50)
Ab-4(1) Nm(2) E360(1) | Ab-4(1)
E360(1)
Nm(2)
Total 12/25(48)* | 18/25(72) | 1/6(16.66) | 1/1(100) | 3/5(60) | 0/0(0) | 7/24(29.17) | 1/5(20) | 43/91(47.25)

*F /e iR (P 15 %)

50




2T RAHRETAF A BAZ H 2 AR AT

Name: species Number 4 # (Number) & #a (Number)
Anaplasma bovis 22 ¥ F(5), =" (14), B 2(1), =#&(1), £ A. agrarius(2), B. indica(11), M. caroli(1), R.
(1) losea(3)

Anaplasma phagocytophilum 13 o®(2), 2K@), £™ (), i#:1(6), B. indica(1), N. coxingi (1), R. losea(11)

Candidatus Ehrlichia shimanensis 7 ¥ F(2), =7 (5) B. indica(4),

Candidatus Neoehrlichia 14 ¥ F(8), =i (1), -~ L (3), £ (1), iz B.indica(2), M. caroli(1), R. losea(8), S.
mikurensis (1) murinus(3)

Ehrlichia sp. 1 i (1) A. agrarius(1), M. caroli(2), S. murinus(1),

Wolbachia sp. 1 o &) S. murinus(1)

Total 59

Fo o BT R IE A AR AR A

Name: species Number 4 # (Number) & 48 (Number)
Anaplasma bovis 18 FF(1), ¥ (14), & B(1), £ (2) B.indica(1l), M. caroli(2), S. murinus(1), R. losea(4)
Anaplasma phagocytophilum 4 =7 @3), £/F(Q) B. indica(1), R. losea(3)
Candidatus Ehrlichia 1 e® (1) A. agrarius(1)
shimanensis
Candidatus Neoehrlichia 19 ¥ F(10), & ¢ (1), &), » L (3), S.murinus(2)
mikurensis % ™ (4)
Ehrlichia sp. 360 1 71 (1) S. murinus(1)
Total 43
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4 = ~3@i§?ﬁ'%%%§~i§ﬁi—,’€!w*m«k A Jfg kg
e AT B Fe BB F705 BY Wl o A A Gl [ Total
&
2%
8/51(15.69) | 75/112(66.7) | 6/17(35.29) | 3/13(23.08) | 0/4 | 15/180(8.33) | 13/40(32.5) | 22/27(81.48) | 1/49(2.04) | 35/65(53.85) | 178/562(31.67)
Ap(3) Ap(50) Ap(2) Ap(1) Apl(1) Ap(8) Ap(15) Apl(1) Ap(23)
Apl(2) Ap-8(13) Ec(1) Ab-2(2) Ec(1) Ap-8(5) Ap-8(5) Apl(3)
Ec(1) Ap-11(1) Ech(2) Wo-1(12) Ap-9 (1) Ap-8(4)
Ap-8(2) Ap-12(1) Ap-7(1) Wo-4(1) Ap-10(1) Ap-15(1)
Ap-13(1) Ap-16(1)
Ap-14(1) Ap-17(1)
Apl(5) Ap-18(1)
Apl-1(2) Ap-19(1)
Ec(2)

*15 M el H P B (1 15 %)

FN o U TIE VS G R

Hi = Sk I fasg 2 A%

Name: species Number 4 #

Anaplasma bovis 2 77 B (2)

Anaplasma phahocytophilum 143 o (B), #r# B (67), £F1(22), 5](3), -3(32), & z2(13)
Anaplasma platys 13 o (2), a9 (6), TREQD), ~¢ P (1), TERQR)
Ehrlichia canis 5 oA B (1), FAE(2), 1‘ F 5 (1)

Ehrlichia chaffeensis 2 Fl5x (1)

Wolbachia sp. 12 o P W (12), £ (1)

Total 178
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