EL 0

MOHW109-CDC-C-315-113107

Tﬁriﬁﬁ'f L }?\5?# 3 109-&%‘]1\ %J;}i/{;ﬂ'ﬂ),l.

o ARt R 2 RIS R A 4T

E R L

CAER R S S
FL AR RIB PR REL P GRS
F4E

HEAHEF109F 121 p3109& 12 7 31 F

1?3?*%" EREF 2




Iy

fu

(S%]
4

/4

R

"

phLer =

5%

i

CE L SEE
TEFG AR LR
5% gk

=
4
s



¢ 2 1# &

2020 & 1/1~10/31 & 7RI 91 3 B3k *h A5 ~ By 2 b 0 A N K
5%3§‘%Wi9ﬂ°#9$ﬂ2ﬁ&?%iﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁéwy
'+ >t East-Central-South African genotype ° 8 JB| 41 2 b5 ¢F 45 » %+
%%@%%w’%é%@igkﬁﬂomm&%ﬂﬁiﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%
L (COVID-19)Z F R 5 F w8 ¢ ﬁhu% o BB ;;l;«,gigf;;l;«,i @
Fopi(heE & B E Ry o) SFE T I #CE L

PR RS e S 118 4552020 & 3 10/31 £ @RS 21 b
Bkt S o o B RIS (4 B1) S AT L 8 RERE BOLE &
3B 5 5 o7-8 0 BATHR P RS Bl 3471 Sopdtdx 4 5 T8 8
He 17 p »% L pm+ (JEV)PCR B2 3t genotypel» 1 74 Tembusu
virus PCR F it o g i g5 & Ao £ o e 2 118 45 > 2020 £ 3
1031 % @Rl 1L GlE e pmd A Rpol > s FeEhks 27 Fad
5% BAK:L3 bE 5 o PCRIEHF SVd’ij?%ﬁsﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁm@i
(Seoul virus; SEOV) -

W

By 2B A @R R R L R R
PEPOLEPRLEPREFURBILAATEZE LRI K AR
( Immunochromatographic test; ICT) % R#his & -+ ~ F 1 # 2 By
2o % arbovirus B & M- R RER 2 F A H o B 2 BFUR M
Poig @il 2 p A% P e S A A R RS e o A R aE R

B ARG R By 2 [%m;lf“‘ AR R BEER R U R I?H’Uﬁ‘v
A 2 S REFRL T A RS D AOF o RAT H B
7701 i’rjs o+ ¥ s o

ﬂ@%ﬁ%@awﬁﬁﬁﬁ%,%&%iﬁ»ﬁ%,jﬁﬁéﬁ



HARA 2 P F LR S R &R P 44 @ 45 (arthropod-
borne disease ) 73 2 b *& 0 P W B ] S Ak chdn 4l ehd £ 2 2 8
SENFE 2 RGE 2 R RERY RGR PCE TR MR A 2 B R &

VRix o XA F 2 RFRFAD IS0 F R G OpEE FO @
PR BARBEERBEA 2 BRGNP s $RR
WA BT R 2 R EE B GBI bl
F AR T RN E TR g o BEAR },%wfméiﬁw BGRE R
BTk - B @ 3T E K- Wolbachia pipientis 3| 5 1 1%k 5 2
o ped LA R R E T HRA ook 035G f A Tl A
PR p i E 2R E T LA B AR EERAE T LR
REELHEE 2 ak e EFIHE P AGLpS B iz
SHEA O REGFHHALS IR Ic T

[y

3 ‘?ifé?}?‘i—% > zi‘f‘”f‘;‘::)]}‘ai ST R

=



He R

Between January 1 and October 31, 2020, a total of 3 cases of
imported chikungunya disease were identified. These cases arrived from
Malaysia, Thailand and Indonesia, respectively. There were 2 imported
cases of Zika virus infection, they arrived from Thailand and Malaysia. A
total of 2 chikungunya virus strains (Malaysia and Thailand) were isolated,
all of which belonged to the East-Central-South African genotype.
Affected by the COVID-19 pandemic in 2020, border control measures
have been implemented to reduce the number of imported cases of
vector-borne viral infectious diseases (such as dengue and chikungunya).

Japanese encephalitis is an endemic disease in Taiwan. A total of 21
cases of Japanese encephalitis have been detected in 2020. There were 4
cases in Taoyuan City, 3 cases each in New Taipei City, Nantou County and
Pingtung County. Mosquitoes were collected in Guandu Nature Park
during July-August, 2020. A totle of 3,471 mosquitoes were collected and
divided into 78 pools. Among them, 1 pool was Japanese encephalitis
virus (JEV) PCR positive, belonging to genotype |, and 1 pool was Tembusu
virus PCR positive.

Hantavirus infection is an endemic infectious disease in Taiwan. A total
of 11 cases of Hantavirus infection have been detected in 2020. Among
them, 5 cases live in Kaohsiung City and 3 cases in Pingtung County. A
total of 5 PCR positive cases were identified and all belonged to Seoul
virus (SEQV).

As the international close commercial link, modern transportation,
and the impact of global warming, vector-borne infectious diseases have

gradually invaded to new geographic territories and the number of cases



has also increased rapidly. Rapid and accurate diagnosis of arbovirus
infection contributes greatly to disease surveillance, patient management
in hospitals and control measures in public health. The main objective of
this project is to develop ELISA- and immunochromatographic test (ICT)-
based arbovirus antibody detection kits. The ICT-based detection kits can
offer faster, cheaper and more efficient than traditional laboratory. Rapid
point-of-care testing for specific detection Zika, Dengue and chikungunya
infection during late-acute and convalescence phase in order to
implement clinical treatment and control measure in public health.

With climate change and the increase of international trade as well
as people travel around the world via convenient transportation causing
the contagious diseases, especially arthropod-borne disease spread
rapidly and put people in the risk of hazard. In Taiwan, vector control
heavily relay on source reduction and insecticide application, especially in
the case of disease case confirmed. However, repeat exposure of
insecticide not only cause the emergence of insecticide resistance but
also pollute the environment. Vector control using Wolbachia is an
effective tool and the field trail carried out in some countries revealed
positive aspect. Taiwan EPA have put Wolbachia pipientis on the list of a
microbiological agent for environmental vector control. However, the
scientific reference of Taiwanese Wolbachia is poorly understand. In this
project, we plan to survey the species and distribution of Taiwanese
Wolbachia in disease vector. To assess the role of Wolbachia in inhibition
of pathogens, including dengue virus, Japanese encephalitis virus, zika
virus and chikungunya virus, the in vitro culture system will establish in
the study for Wolbachia isolation and propagation from its original host,

this study could provide the information to assess the potential of



Wolbachia for disease vector control.

Keyword: Vector-borne infectious diseases, surveillance, Zika virus,
Chikungunya virus, Japanese encephalitis virus, Hantavirus. arthrovirus,

Wolbachia,
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Yook sk B ML fm e 52 & Fpmpl iR Wolbachia (30 2 48) ¥ &
o ek o REER e A2 Spd (FEREZ P A%
) & 7\)?3—% (FH a2 h=ogpms ) MERERPN LR S
h2di N S 4
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MK o R
:}I‘ﬁ BRWZEBSRAR LR RRSAF B F L ERARSR
3 ORBIE RO Fopd RS A F FEE D FARS P ATCC
2B B A
’??4‘/?15\59%%1\}?3—%/\@ )ﬁa%fﬁlﬁﬂér}ﬂﬁﬁkiﬁmﬂ—/p 43
R )P‘a&q—iilﬂfg e &d Vero &8 C6/36 mPe RIS & > 2 974 3t }]%Jr £
FEFEV R Jﬁa% - M H R 0 e FlaV1V1rus-spec1ﬁc H R dopd
(D56.3) ~ JEV group-specific ¥ tx+48 (E3.3) - CHIK V-specific ¥ ko
W (CKIB)E @ AR $ %44 » £ * Real-time RT-PCR # 2 # i
BAEE o Ale e SEALFFRAL R > AN Z /S O T25 1
EFFBABRLETLE LN RET Y o
Bk B Bt 7 B B D e g A6 RS o
E o AT

(1) 57 7 &2 AAHE 125 FEHHENL 7 3 PR
Fom 2 &S S OF - R R IRE S A I HF RNk e

R B o o

Q) A 1FEHFEFTATE 69 ftkB R A REFFAT 6
FFRFEP R R BT - Rayr? A v f Rz A5
B oiohkiRElr S Hire © i 2 ¥R A 25C T 0 2 10%4E kA8 5
Eg

Q) H iz x> lzifézk\;'"]“}‘f'«ﬁ BE~pEES0EEES 1 #(pool)e
#-ix+ pool & * ‘E' A ﬁ* = (tissue lyser II, Qiagen, Hilden, Germany)
& 1 pooldx+ iR & &S00y L gy FESLEL » L
B3| b ik o B pikie s RNA #2~% RT-PCR éite P * 7o U?&
32 His -}?ﬁ‘kﬁ:‘-}?ﬁ—‘l‘ e Y o

B PRz P2 e LA R RIZS I Ko 2 R {4

EURRE - Jelzplh o f: 3 i SRR RICE (SN SRR R R R S UG RN

P o At e & - dx 3 pool (PR b i P~ 140w Lo i@ * QlAamp

viral RNA mini kit (cat. no. 52,906, Qiagen, Hilden, Germany) % p #- it

DNA/RNA 3 B~ i (TaigenLabStart, Taiwan) 5 P~j5 4 RNA> % 18 #- RNA
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% 70 ul % -k (Water, containing 0.02% sodium azide) °
51 F (Primer) 5k 2 & 1313 RV R A BT En 2 BHa

A g Ak PR DNA B 7 o A H § wsld Bk ewé’)ﬁai » &

1% + (1) Flavivirus-specific:FL-F1: 5°-

GCCATATGGTACATGTGGCTGGGAGC-3 ; FL-R3: 5’-

GTKATTCTTGTGTCCCAWCCGGCTGTGTCATC-3 ; FL-R4: 5°-

GTGATGCGRGTGTCCCAGCCRGCKGTGTCATC-3" ; (2) JEV-

specific: JE3F1: 5’-CCCTCAGAACCGTCTCGGAA-3’ ; JE3R1: 5’-

CTATTCCCAGGTGTCAATATGCTGT-3" ; (3) CHIKV-specific: CK-F

5 -AAGCTYCGCGTCCTTTACCAAG; CK-R 5 -CCAAAT

TGTCCYGGTCTTCCT - (4)Hantavirus-specific primers.

6. fI* RT-PCR sﬂﬁ/ﬁai I 4448 © * One-step SYBR Green I-based
real-time RT-PCR aﬂ?%ﬁﬁf‘ai M4 # %8 > ¢ * Roche Diagnostics » 7|
5 ¢ Light-Cycler 96 o $-lmeritg 5 = 2 4oilf 3 87 7 42(29) @ i@ *
QuantiTect SYBR Green RT-PCR Kit, QIAGEN % F J&:# & o & B 4e »
TR L 25 1] e0 2x QuantiTect SYBR Green RT-PCR Master Mix >
RNase-free Water > %&£ 31+ > 0.5 1 QuantiTect RT Mix » & {& 4 » 10
©l %% RNA > F & WA S S0ul - £ :2{7 SYBR Green one-step
RT-PCR * J& : 50°CRT it #* 30 4 48 > PCR it % 95°C 15 4 45 > 45 =%
Tt 2. 94°C 15 5 ~ 55°C 30  ~ 72°C 20 5 ~ 77°C 30 4 °

7. PRERAE AT WL R AMGOpE R URA BRI HE
BEAFNT AT RT-PCRASFGHE BT AL BE HiLis 1y
ABI Prism 3700 DNA sequencer ( Applied Biosystems ) % & 2 & & T_
B o 12 DNA Star ~ Clustal W software ~ MEGA version 6/7
(http://www.megasoftware.net/)i& {7 {5 fa & 7| Wb ¥ 2 JF it Bk A 47 o

8. AF|Eedv 2 WHwEH

1) AREedd F2 WK %L #HWhy 02 B 2%3F (CHIKV)
W39 B2 (i)f1* RT-PCR & PCR # 3| 3-v F e DNA ¥ £

S.

#4% 5°#427 3xb4c - Bam HI 2 Hind [T "TH|f > = > 30
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DNA 5 £ 41 % UHIfeE A 3 & f wse 554 5 3 0 4 R4
b AR R E ALY R s kom 4 (baculovirus) 1F G hiR

A& Tl A g Eﬁ.‘éﬂfé;ﬂﬁ#&}k:fﬁi}gii.wuﬁ:@m’?é?iga
BEhE gy c Flh flwe L EPwe o BAM GG 1R
BFoRae > Flp v KA AFERY T EFAER 0 ATFIA
FARIRPEE P S BA F T ARDER

TR afhw 2 A0 AR E - AFkorid * chh w2 Sf-

21 £ pp Clontech 2 7 » % 2 fme 45 i 4 UM 4 R 4 s 8
$ * Bac-to-Bac Baculovirus expression system (Invitrogen) > i
* RT-PCR % < £4f @3+ 4 ZIKV ~ p &% L JEV ~ By 2
Ju CHIKV e0%3-d  (envelope) Z F1A 71 > 14\ e ig 5 2
Wi ded AR T4 & pFastBac '8 > E2 P nd b HES
TF 0 FERAE T $\§ﬁFmZ§ﬂ FEEGEis > A (F
(transformation) ¥ » DH10Bac E.coli % i %2 (Invitrogen) °
¥k X w2 % H A 3 50pg/ml kanamycin ~ 10pg/ml
tetracycline ~ 7pg/ml gentamycin ~ 100pg/ml Bluo-gal ~ 40pug/ml
IPTG shE e & & » 4E5A e 2w r 37C %4 48 )
PF o peiE 8 - 9 4 % > 14 Pure Link HiPure Plasmid DNA
Miniprep Kit (Invitrogen)## B~ % i* DH10Bac p =72 % Bacmid
DNA » & * MI13 313 :2{7 PCR #Z_ DNA & & » =% & D
bacmid 2 PCR A4 & 23 kb 2&4& » b K A Flenfr > 13
z 2] 5 300 bp o B~ Ipg £ % bacmid £ 10ul Cellfectin 11
(Invitrogen) f= 0.5 ml Grace’s medium & FRfr> # % 28 1
IS Se 0 8x10° Sf21 fmPe o A 27 CE £ 5P 2 {8 4

»2ml Z 3 %¢2 0 X-press medium (clontech) B~k
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R it o MR A 96 ) P o TP iR T F - R E e
# i (P1 baculovirus stock) ° B~ 500ul £ ‘54 % g % 2 x10°
Sf-21 ‘w2 » A 27CE R 96 /| FF » fgB~} ,3};-, U N |
‘24 % (P2 baculovirus stock) o gt & 177 3 4c & o5 & 04

% o ¢ * BacPAK qPCR Titration Kit (clontech) 3+ & & ‘e {% 7%
a4 oo 3RS P 200ul £ 24 R 1Y NucleoSpin® Virus
Kit it i‘E_}]%-‘fi DNA » z_1{$ #- BacPak 51+ ~ ROX % %%
|~ pr & R Aris 1 qPCR Pl 2> B 3l e E#B e ard § ook
#& = baculovirus £+ $i > F 1] E B R R )];34 % o B~ MOI =
10 &0 E%&H»&/ﬁai},@\ 6 x10% Sf-21 & B wmre » 227C £
%72 )P 2R A nmE Bk A A 50 ml e
¥ o3 3500rpm~30 A A dED iR (B A L) 8wt

12 SDS-PAGE 4= Western blot 4 47 & & v hZ 775 © (ii)
FI# & 554 ;}](Escherlchla coli) " ET ¥ ~ Pk ¥ 5t &
A Fv s miEs (Gold 1990 ) » 4% + % & F
(Escherichiacoli) # & 239 & o5 *£4]* RT-PCR & PCR

Ik

4

536 FHDNA # £ o % DNA ¥ £ % 1 pET £ 1 &

%(Novagen) » 24 Nz (& Czz) 5 His-tag eh2> £ 424aa.
£ g B d-v B o fI* Anti-His-tag mAb (& ¥ P& %) -~ Anti-E
mAb ~ Anti-CHIKV mAb % » % & fodos 727 F 28 chfn
F i Z_> % (Western blot, Immunoprecipitation) - £ * & % I ~

it 4% ELISA e ;#3212 # 4 & ELISA % ICT 45 &

(1) %=+ % ’g?ﬁ%:}ﬁai > Ry 2:}}%% z_ ¥ it 1 ZIKV ~ DENV 2 CHIKV %
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IR :,}%—% B 2 Vero jém’?é'iff}a‘a—% W AR o ﬁ“f,)%:‘i e R AR A
% PEG #-ZIKV ~ DENV %2 CHIKV :)]%-% SR 0 S BE TR
#-it ik 4 w4 % TNE buffer (Tris-NaCI-EDTA, PH7.4) » g 5 (5 i8R
ANCRLES )}% F R oo £ # Lk 1 discontinued sucrose density
gradient centrifugation (sucrose gradient 10%-50%; &t~ 39K rpm, 4°C >
2 hr)h i« dp A AR o
(2)#-1 1 = i¥#2 BALB/c vpd | RS d "Eox A5 20-50
ug =7 10% PFU 4 B4 ~ ¥ iv 2. ZIKV  E domain IIT 22 NS1 39 -
4v % #84% 2 Freund’s complete adjuvant (Sigma) o 4 % f§ = ¥ {5 »
PR IR 0 F AL E IS x> 2 * Freund’s incomplete
adjuvant o % = X L HEFF > FRF FIRI T 8% 2 Ao A IR o L
How Zfe2 ) KHPH = % > g%k # (ELISA) P T 57
Fop % P2 okl o #-F x| Bl M e 1 B O e
FO ¥ g mie 7 3 PEG2 3R 27w & £57 7 HAT (H-
hypoxanthine ; A—aminopterin ; T - thymidine ) 2_ ¥ & & ¥ & 7-14 %
{6 » 14 ELISA = i & & ) ¢ & 24 ZIKV & CHIKV 88 chgk & 7
I VAL &Y ﬁrﬁ 2 (limiting dilution ) & {7 ¥ — ‘w32 % = H 4%
» £ & %87 ELISA &:F 41 4 3w ZIKV & CHIKV H ksl
ik & B o e ko Fhim ol Bide T DFO e ittt & 0 4~T 3
FEF A& 0 FO e pime p £ X 02 & ot $H8cd) (log phase)
D mre P F <30 3x107. Be ) Bl w2 B 407 RPMI 2 & %
Fie3 At Hv e FO R Mk mre R & > & 50ml e g ¢ s
CIRER: AN R S ,%'—,,z is 3 g e RPMI #-m P2 3747 0 22 A 37
Cm g B & 4 » PEG 1500 (polyethylene glycol) i {7 m% gk & o &
1.5 248 e » 1.5 ml PEG » - # s 4493 PEG 353 ¢
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b’%‘mﬂgﬁ é"o%;' 15/\,_{{&, 5,@\%‘]]\ B A SmlRPMI,é
oA A2 440 4 » 20ml RPMI - U@}L»—if s
¥4 r 45 ml HT medium » 35 ‘w2394 3] 6 B 963t % 4% ¢ » &

b4 X)) 2~3 UF (5 75 ul) mefkisk o BEx- X{ 4o r ¥

\V‘\ﬂ

H2AT medium ° 33 % % = % {4 ¥ # 75 pl HAT medium » & 3-4 =

- 0 F e FO mre = {8 B s 75 ul HT medium @ =
344X BdE- Kok s HILEFT 1A 2 BT wreF T L 11 ELISA
6 iF ARl PT i B —‘F'f s H2 e FR L VL] ’W’_ﬁ” ﬁ;—;fg y Eild g
7 - Blmre > FH AL XFFE L ELISA ﬁlﬁ:}rzﬁf’*{l% B J
TR HERIERE R S

\f“tﬂ

X 74 7 - ~ H= S
BAEE S EFIRAE Y o

10. H tkpikfz &% 1 d %> ELISA # P s Soeh® - M2 AR % B o sgn ®

11.

PO E TR G R SE S ROk S e g ARSI 2 E & NSI Ag
(affinity column purified & € J2 3~¢ Lk ) J # #f4* pH9.6 carbonate
buffer ¥ ¥t & 96 microtiter well immunoassay strips * 4C & fs » ™2 1%
BSA &% Block » 37°C & fs— /| B¥ > 7% 3 =i » r2 PBST (PBS-
0.5%Tween20-1%BSA-2.5%NRS ) #§ Firlte 48 2 14 ~ 2 iz ] e ie
o E2037°C gy BF LMo Fik 350 b r LE Fu) B IgG-
alkaline phosphatase = =< #/%8 (Goat anti-mouse [gG AP) i #* ** 37°C 8
¢ R L PP k35 o £309 4 100ulpNPP % ¢ A > 530 3R
2ok ¢ F X 30-60 A 45 0 1802 ELISA &k k3 P~ £ 405nm
% 620nm s Tk o
r/ AP/HRP f% % {58 kit er & 2 30 : ¥ iyt 2 BALB/c | v &
2 k33842 & > B o oprotein A cartridge A fr 4 ¥ 4L (Bio-Rad
Labortories) s it ; o H $k k8 12 AP/HRP f% % %345 Lightning-Link (Innova

Biosciences » UK)&_ £ § &% » %l 3= F/#48/72 750 amino groups
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(lysin/a-amino) % i& (7 25 F & > 2 100ug HE tkFd 22 100ug

Lightning-Link-AP 2 12 2~400ug =¥ k318822 100ug = Light-Link-HRP

modifier 23 F T F B3 " 3 -] FF{s > £ 12 Quencher reagent i* & F &

T & P

FRAAF R B LR - LA 5 2 {8 4~ 40-50%F ik A

(glycerol)i4 if %73 °
12. ELISA '}Z‘T‘—’i ’Fﬁ /E Fé‘s?l ﬁ\l l% y,ta Aq\ ,},{r

1)

(2)

Capture [gM/IgG %% ¢ % ~ $7/2: £ 12 100ul #u4 IgM 2 1gG #
B M2 10X IgG (goat IgG against Human IgM or IgG) & 4C ™ If &
Bt (coating) fe 96 FUALE Axip A b oo SR S MBHRR B BRIR
(PBS)ii% » £ * 200pl 2. 1% # o 59 39 ¥ # % ( 1% Bovine
serum albumin in PBS )** 37°C T :£{7 1 -] B¥ blocking ¥ % o 12
PBS k15 » 4 » 1:100 Hrf@d el 2 R s F 100yl
F R L[ B o ks » 4e » 1:1000~2000 548 £ APHRP 5 4
RE RS m S F R G 6 4 100ul & 37CT F s 1P
™ PBS ik ts » B {8 4e » 100pl fF % X 4 PNPP (p-nitrophenyl-
phosphate) - Bt % % Bk ¢ 1 30-60 A4 0 £ * cE i
4 2|2 iR (microplate reader) 3§ B~k £ 405nm % 620nm ¥ T ko
Indirect IgM and IgG ELISA:-£ 12 Tpg/ml, 100 pl/well of £ ‘& 3-v
& 4°C T FE ek fif(coating) t 96 FU e B A & b o £ % 200ul 2
1% 2 5 59 F=v ¥ % ( 1% Bovine serum albumin in PBS )*+ 37
‘CT i 1] B blocking % o 12 PBS it s o 4 » 1:100 f78
WenEFRL 2 $RLGFF 1| Fef 4 r 1:1000 ﬁr%’%i NI
it IgM 2 IgG fit-dg M s 2 & 0k > 3 37CF B 1 /| BF »

{540 ~ & £ F 4 PNPP > > 238 6% 30-60 A 454 48 »

A 405 nm Plex B R o
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13. ICT P-3# He plsi |2 L & 4 45
1) R P L e K AT RPAHLILd A4 ¢ ik
= (sample pad ) ~ % & % (Particle conjugate pad ) ~ & % :F A
( Nitrocellulose membrane ) ~ ¥% 4z %  ( Absorbentpad ) £ & + - &
* VR EP R RPIREAR (Testline) ¥7 47414 (Control line ) % i % &
AL W A KRR RS SRR RS F RS

ebafe R pAA R R I EE TR TR o HRIRR

RILE - A F AT 7 30 RRIR 2 U o fRR2 2
E’R%%ﬁ%@”%ﬂﬁﬂi’%#?ﬁ TEEEE

(2) o8 RRUEFERESRER 2P
BRIag A G o

(3) B & #H:+ & * BioDot 1! & 2. AirJet> #- colloidal gold ~monodisperse
latex £ paramagnetic particle conjugates ¥ JE > F o ¥ {3 fR B B 2
BFR S FLH Y b R R & 0 & conjugates fEAFIE B & e
Conjugate solutions i % z 3 ® Jk /& 7 sugars and/or polymers i &
£ A e

(4) EHRA L P SKRIERIE > ¥ @ % BioDot 1! & 2 Front line &
BioJet #-Fuk 2 F88 % % > Nitrocellulose membrane 2_ g 2% % ( Test
line) £ =44 (Control line) = % -

) BFER -FERZ Fr T ¥ FRGEDRILE (Sl H it 2
BOREH A R TH P gy R SRR e T
1+ non-specific binding » ¥ & * AirJet Quanti & (§/E ¢ 2 B s %
o BL A

14, & H,t:,)%ﬁﬁfﬁ?ﬂi% S E IR E Y K& (T Wolbachia ¥ 5 2. é.f‘ﬂ’f'i:)ﬁaﬁ,iﬁ"—%ﬁ
PR e ;ULEE—fii%%‘:}ﬁ?&ﬁ‘—@%:}?a:};}jﬁiﬁ & Lf}ﬁ?ﬁﬁf’ B R

[
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15.

BB ApA R U oA 252 w0 Rmr; Bfp AL =
SEREX s TRIX FAX 0 B RN VA BB EROp S o BIHR A 2
A R gk~ B S RS B 2 Bh T 9 98 BERE 4030, 31]-
WA RIR e 35 LR PRI R SRR R A &
LA RhBEERZIFAZI AFTRIDFHEFILZ R EED
Wolbachia 2_ /% 37 o B ¢ #3F 4% ~ Z s fdx ~ TR i ~ ¢ Z 4x 2
BRI A A TP B % mik s e RS R S e IR R 9
BRORxiEd AP TR EER S o FlEHEL FHE 6 bld 91
Tl & R ML R 065 LR AR R TR R
o AR L

G AL BNEE T Y 2 R R R s R G 2 RO R R LS
e fhte & 47 M8 TAERR[32] > B~ 6 e R R 2] 05 B E 0 [33-
371 FIAMAC I Rz 222 A3 4 P82 20T L AT ek
$5[38-40]> @ ¥ 251 F 40T & Ao

16. 4 A~ RS~ 6 b2 BhA T 4 BB S E1 5
T e N
¥R COIJ-1718 57 -GGAGGATTTGGAAATTGATTAGT-3 ~
COIN-2191 5 7 -AGGTAAAATTAAAATATAAACTTCTGG-3 ~
v b 18S rRNAF 5 " -TAGTGAAACCGCAAAAGGCTCAG-3 ~
18S rRNA R 57 - CTCGGATGTGAGTCCTGTATTGT -3 ~
B COI LCO1490 5" -GGTCAACAAATCATAAAGATATTGG-3 ~
COI HCO2198 5° -TAAACTTCAGGGTGACCAAAAAATCA 3°
17. B %% Wolbachia 2. >+ 2 B R > 2 I F %34 HE - B35

DNA > #3% 32 & ;% PCR (Nested-PCR) % — 4313 3 t§ Wolbachia
N wm 39 & %] (Wolbachia surface protein, Wsp) 12 % 16S rRNA - %
513 4™ & B o wsp-37F ~ wsp-681R %2 16S rRNA LF ~ 16S rRNA
SpecR % % — K # tgenilF > wsp-81F ~ wsp-678R %2 16S rRNA
w553F + 168 tRNA WI334R % % = = M tgins| 5 o B 1 s % ja T
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FETS ) L R-E - NESPEFEFAFTR 0 T/ B HFE NCBI F#
B 4 sl R 2 mld o 700 RPN AR OE BOR AR A

Wolbachia shfl g % v“ 5 o

18. % B ~ Wolbachia #+ & -9 # Fl wsp % %448 16S rRNA i ;¢ PCR &

e =
5]—+77f]d— 33 B 7 %

Wsp-37F 57 -ACGTTGCTAAGTTTATCAAACTCTGC-3 ~
Wsp-681R 57 -ACTCCAGCTTCTGCACCAA-3 ~
Wsp-691R 5~ -AAAAATTAAACGCTACTCCA-3 ~
Wsp-81F 5~ -TGGTCCAATAAGTGATGAAGAAAC-3 ~ Nested-
Wsp-678R 57 -CAGCTTCTGCACCAAMAG-3 ~ PCR
16S rRNA LF 5~ -TTGTAGCCTGCTATGGTATAACT-3 ~
16S tRNA SpecR | 57 -AGCTTCGAGTGAAACCAATTC-3 ~
16S tIRNA w553F | 5~ -ATACGGAGAGGGCTAGCGTTA-3 ~ Nested-
16S rRNA 57 -CTTCATRYACTCGAGTTGCWGAGT-3 ~ PCR
w1334R

19.

20.

FATFF VR P TR wsp 2 16S IRNA & 5+ 4 B0 5 Bt
2. Nested-PCR )k » » S A F| T HFEin|inis » £ B2 5 “L%ﬁiﬂ 3
MEGA X #c# ri 45 i A o TR 5 % #-22 NCBI FHE G se82
Wolbachia fﬂ’ﬁﬁzﬁ‘- T4 Tk Wolbachia & % e fd A w) 1F )7 v
Berh=x+F ¢ £ @& % 3% supergroup A~2 i supergroup~1 i supergroup
C ~ 1 & supergroup D ~ 2 1 supergroup 7 Wolbachia Ff&i& {7~ % » #

Ve
|

® supergroup C ~ D i % “t#  (out-group ) » i * & * P iz 32
(maximum likelihood ) 2 f/ f* 4> 3 - AR L Gl 3 T i it
¥ % 6 1 * T92( Tamura 3-parameter ) P-4 =X # 5 1,000 == ( bootstrap
value=1000) » ¥ ¢t & F|hm F e/ 7140 R B & R4 i - AKX
T e 5 50 (Cut-offvalue=50) - 177 fZRPN & $A4] s His,}%&%}ﬁ'
A Wolbachia F it = 1[23,41] »
A ik B RN Wolbachia & § 5k 3 mieth i B2 P wE R Y 9 A
ik 2 B wmie vk (C6/36) {7 Wolbachia w4 ¥ % > & F ¥R
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21.

Wolbachia 1% 122 B 4% > %+ STENOS % 4 ~Dobson ¥ 4 2 Noda
F A ehiaE B Wolbachia # #t[42-44] - C6/36 mPz kit * 73 10% 7%
# w7 (Fetal Bovine Serum, FBS) ¢ DMEM i3 ik # % ** shell vial &
6itimizrz R4 > T w4 K T 80% % & & (& 438 (7 Wolbachia B % 7
o

xR RN 0 MpEIx AP g o B R T0% FpE IR IE 2 S0 T
i dnwpE o LR ZFKRE 2 S0 kR R 1Tml @
PBS ¢ o @& * 3 -le SIS {8 B b i S00 ml 48>0 shell vial
R 6T imrr e & AE 0 4 15°C ~ 2500g B 1) P o B B fh 0 [ 3
BAERIHEIFAE ALY RERLE S BEYA RS o3 A

% 2-4 =t {4 Z B~ H DNA B 4046 Bl w22 § %2 & 4 Wolbachia 525[45]-
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=85
(=)~ e ARHDEHL T RIEFIL

L By =gp &R 2020 £ 1/1~10/31 > %k p %ﬁgmggng WS EGR S
B E RS 2243 & 5 12 real-time RT-PCR % ELISA & /A 2:)?357‘;
(CHIKV) » X @RI 3 Sy 2o B » o] > A Bk p B Rd I > qﬁ
K 2 & & (Figd) - ~ 3 3 5 k& I 2 j& Bﬂr@a—%ﬁ\? B
East/Central/South African genotype (Fig. 2 ) °

2. HHpA R AEL FR 2020 & 1/1~10/31 0 Kk FEFLAR 2 P
FHE LB TR E 2,243 i > 12 real-time RT-PCR % ELISA & & %
-+ :}}iai(ZIKV) s R R 2 BB A /ﬁai};&\ AT T B X p i’x 7]
2 5 ke & (Fig.1) °

3. P A2 Fp 12020 & 1/1~10/31 % p ?Eﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%*p 317 i+ » &
BRI 21 B p AR Lm b 0 67 2 SR 7R % (Fig. 3) 0 g b4 F 1]
F4G)ATAT s BB BARLE 365§ (Fig.4) o B % & #01 50-
59 e % 0k 52% (Fig.5) - 7-8 * BT RER p 2R 2 Bl & 3,471 %:/ﬁa&)%—
g0 45 78 B o HP 1 p AT A+ (JEV)PCR B 1% > 5% genotype
I> 17 Tembusu virus PCR & {4 (Table 1) o

4. g s :,ﬁai}fé Zox 2. F B 12020 & 1/1~10/31> k %Eﬁiiﬁ 4873 130
oo xapld 11 by e :}ﬁsi}g" HoEp o) (Fig. 6) > & FEEEB S o 2P git
# S H)E BEKEE3 bE 5 (Fig.7)c PCREB MG S&l 2R &%y B g
f: o # (Seoul virus; SEOV) (Fig. 8) -
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(=) ~ arbovirus ¥ & A RIER I 2 TR
1 2Rt EuE AREAT1 LR A

1 * gene cloning = ;* & baculovirus & E.coli %I %4t} » & §
T opA S FERE A ORI P EEERATNL LR FE W A ks
FE IINSDAFIE e d DTHATFIE - 54 ARSI BT " A LR
A 175 (ELISA)2 4. ¢ Kk #2472 (ICT) 5 A #H pE-# e E R 0 ok

Ny

4 =

2. RE QR = mp IR & g/ 1gG #48 P-3¥ 18 Rl

1 * gene cloning > j* 4 %] f baculovirus 2 E coli 4 st + 4 & 341 a.a.
£ 0 X5 40kd ko a B2 AFIE e B g8 V{8 F % 3 ELISA
& ICT & 3 AP F k@ @tk  4o()~Q) e P AHLSE £ 2
v & * >0 E Indirect [gM/IgG ELISA 2 ICT > I #4gip|gF & &
InBios capture IgM ELISA %2 CTK onsite rapid test c7# 5 5 * bt #2 o

I+ 2 @ ehH 88 1Bl & goat anti-Human IgM/IgG #88 % & >+
Nitrocellulose membrane 2_ & & ( Test line ) ¥2 #2414 ( Control line )
¥ #FHE-CHIKE2 € & 30 & %48 £ (colloidal gold) (T & 16 w3t % &
o A A 2 TgM/IgG FAl - e RIER 0 RS R 2
8 > 4 Fig3 -

Bk ok L& B > & E ) ELISA ~ IFA ¥ western plot & J§& if e
H pRiR o do Figd o #-63E 1 bl e (7 o 2 47 0 4o Figs o $4iE 3
MACH PRl TR e L > do Figh o £ Pl HA 191 > $4F anti-
El ~ E2 (5C5.2, 4F4.3)% capture ; 1B1.1.2 4 detector el e & » 2 {7 §&
Bt R ik Rl 0 8 % 4o Fig? -
% Ay ’2:}};‘3}* FuR o ,%'-§ HpEr LT A 570 5 ICT e pHEP L5 5%
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3.

fo 5704 940 4 L3UEE - 4o Fig8 - #1 ELISA ¥ iRl % (Fig?) - %
BHF- s AR PR SFRRERFBHEIRIE S BTt
A 3710% pfu/ml 11 F o> By ’2:}1‘5 A %}F‘:}I‘ﬁ: PRreeil s 90%F d Fuk
ELISA B3] ; ICT B * 76.5%% 12 p|{8 » 4o Fig8 o % T % 11 {4 IgM $o
A » 7 od P IgM 88 ELISA & ICT #& 813 -
Figl0 % Ay = }?3#%1%" B combo ELISA » &5 % p end #2441
P RS X Rk R S 66.7% ;5 P s ehIgM e R R 5
97.4% o d % ’2:]}% A ér_’s’,é‘f}]%?é CFUR B R Y O g R MY R
B P ow s oo b Im A S Uk - EH o Figll 57 8 CTK
onsite IgM combo rapid test Jp|3E &% > SR P FFF GREA] 0 S ¥Hial
FIRRA > HFAIRE L - M i 67%, 100% 73%, 96% ° 4r% i i
F &47A8 combo rapid test & R FATAE P 2 5 855% 0 B - 5 92% -
B ey o Jﬁsimlﬁ' 3 88 combo ICT 5k :3H » Fla B4 BRI o &
WRINERDBE > 52 R 2?:}]%},%!'}#@ B a3 o
g REE bRy [gh/ g6 #48 B-:# 1 RIFER
(1) mS&w Aoz E 4 EDII £ 239 & * >4 E Indirect
IgM/IgG ELISA % ICT » &7 & & # [gM/IgG 4~ chil i §
tiRl > VP REFELE 2 A Jp A LY e [gM/IgG i o
I BT A B ZERA| (TR o FI2 2 Figl3 % & % & 4 tetra-E DIII
v REFEE M IgM/IgG it o T E R 0 &
routine virus dependent I[gM/IgG ELISA 77 2 ot #& > B % &
AT P REFELY L o AR 4 kY 9 gM/IgG Rl &
229 8 SD ehgE 2 £ [gM/IgG ICT 3338 (7 37515 v fie o "f i
D1-59370 i# % e SDICT P35 F 4 5 k33 > HARPIFEE %
Wk > 4o Figld o
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(2) # ¢ D3-62966 B % tw = ELISA # 5 % % P4 et 5 (D3/
chikungunya) coinfection B % » % % 2 % % # RT-PCR I
Moo By o s [gM/IgG g B 2 B R e > T E &
FURB 1R RIGEA R T o ok * B8 2 E B&R 2
combo ICT » kit fake i R3] B % 2 m\@l@m@G#ﬂﬁ’
4o % §_* arbovirus FEEE e E & £ NS g - { it L7
¢ﬁ@%mﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ’WﬂﬂF% (e
FNSIfih 2 P @B P 7 A SR
WA NFAR T TR A0 0 IR A il
3o M BRI B L om anlr i TE o

(B) 5&£h7-9 " ERAHBNHB »FE  F T HEBEEE L
WHE T 2 BRI I 0 R g N AR A T o d e
W AN EE A @ A A NS & [gM/IgG $d
i WA 0 RS RRIERR LR RS TR
B % i B 4Rk > 4 Figl5 o
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(3)~ﬁﬁ’i4ﬁﬁ$&$iiﬁ%?%
BERHEE ETRE
AP FEETHRTE 2 AR R R R ES A

FHEw2 Amt - 12 BRERERELASRH T2 LR
£ 21 BB e e /*Jc IR Y AR PR B N B R S
IPm A BF RIXE 4857 208 s Zpmpdx 1 Bk OS5 & o~ d BR RIX
2EkH I8 & v ¥ EpyxE 65:F 40 & ) EIx 2805 13 8 s B2
BrE 3ERH 1558 > v s 122 & 5 83373 € o p o i Pl A
K4 B INE LINED B U A s T BAMSHEE § e
4fE s > T R2MAE TER 2T 0 EARE S S AR AT Y

Brr oY ERi 148 (- )
&R LS B % Wolbachia 73

57 B f& Wolbachia »t 4 B & 49 i (7R > AR B4 H 8 A AU
7% Wolbachia ¥ B] » § % % 11 Wolbachia 7% & ¥-v % 3*+2 & - 431
+ 3£ {7 Nested-PCR > F % % &K 31 PCR 513 >t % — @3 1§ * wsp-37F
22 wsp-681R 1 B4& 'L %) % 100 copies/ reaction> ** % = #i53 t5 ¢ * Nested-
PCR 513 wsp-81F £2 wsp-678R 1 ip[4&'L ¥ & = T 1 copy/reaction ( i
) SR REAB 1001 0 T T AR ESA P o
A FIxpm e AP 4 BED £ 2082 5 13 £20% - i E
Bl Wolbachia > »* % = B3 tg# 2 1 19 & > BB M I 5 95% ¢ Z
X NP8 BRAT 240 & H P 5 3 &% - w3 etk R Wolbachia»
E R/ D I3 RS 5 325 % 0 2 s RIRiE S Y gk
SRS BB DT F Wolbachia » =~ iR 1 BEH £ 5 & & &P
3 Wolbachia > v B 7Ix % * ¥R 3 B £ 18 &> Hd 5 1 &30 % -
W g iRl A Wolbachia » *t % = #3421 4 & > BB I 5 222 %o

33



B2 opaix xR 2016 2 2020 2. S B ~Fw c BL P X 1558 - H
P % - #h3tF Wolbachia 2 ¥ RI3ZEIEM YR Z whtEHR S 3 g,
BIBEF L 21.9% o & EixiE 3 *“’\’/I?r“ 75 &R S Wolbachia %
Bl FREARSKRP2 BT £ 13 & T &P D Wolbachia (% - ~
2= ) X fple B ¢ 7 BN P8 T1 & (Sergentomyiaiyengari ) ~

X #3633 & (S barraudi) ~ @5 #3411 & (S, squamipleuris) % - f&

E

2K F1A A e 3 ii 2. AFefasge ¥ 7 & (Phlebotominae sp.) o & *
Nested-PCR & {73 5 » = 48 7 3& Wolbachia B % 5~ % # 2 3 29.6 % -
48.5%~63.6 %% 28.6% > %305 ¢t v 3o Wolbachia B 2 ¥ w3 5 37.7%

(%2=)-

Wolbachia % 3|4 $57% %

Wolbachia 4. & 3=v 2 %] (wsp) 5i% Nested-PCR {$ » #- Nested-PCR &
FRERMBEAS SR ARFAFTES 0 TE2Z A FE 72 NCBI T4 E
F o2 Wolbachia Ffaie 7 v* ¥ > T ik Wolbachia | F shixfa A W] iF )
i A B 7|¥ > wMel (supergroupA) F KRR 44 % 5 2
L % ¥ ( Drosophila melanogaster )» £ ? v Szaixs 35 IR € & 2 wMel[l6,
46] - wRi 2 wBai (supergroupA ) 7 & g 4 #t % ¥ ( Drosophila simulans )
[47,48] » wPipPel (supergroupB) 1 & B 4 4 % 5 7J4x[49-51] > » wAIbB
(supergroup B) R &3¢ F1dsx ~ i 2 R Iyl 20 )I§J< PO 18P 3 [52, 53] -
¥ ¢k > supergroupC ~D 2 B g A4 % 5 AR5~ PR BE R R [54] 7
Phh T I RPFE Y TF L b (out-group ) ¢

19 & ipl & Wolbachia <% % Fdx¢ > 5 16 & & o $R 8 Fdx? A 3 keh
Wolbachia 7tk wPipPel & » | — 3¢ » Hep3 S r ol R fpe 5 £ B > e
me g d ¢ 2 & (KHH-01 ~ KHH-03) % supergroupB -~ ¥ 1 & (KHH-

2) % supergroupA (B®l= )e 13 &:p|#F Wolbachia <% F=J}Eix® > 5 8 &

34



¥ wPipPel 2 F— 3 > 1 82 WwAIbB 5 - 3> 1 &2 wMel 5 -
#oH4389 3 18 (TNN-03) 3% supergroupA > ¥ ¢t 2 & (NTPC-
O01-ILA-01)7 it % & § % 1 #3541 i FE %A 1 75— & supergroup ( Bl
= )o4 BB Wolbachia e £ %3dx® >3 3 & 22 wPipPel » 1 F - #>
¥ 1 &4 44 »~ supergroupB (W= )-

2016 & 80 & & 2 zayx® 16 & p|¥F Wolbachia > 3 13 % 22 wAIbB 3
- %282 wPipPel 2 - %182 wMel 2/ - % (BI A);
2020 # 75 &35 2 madx s 18 & p|¥F Wolbachia > 10 & £ supergroup A %
F-3-782 wWAIbB 3 - 3-53 1 & (KHH-02) & 7] £ B &+ >
&2 G oA E o 58 NCBI T4 RE 7 ${2 7233 5 supergroup B
(KY658655.1) (WI B) 4 4% % x*%¥F 5 supergroup A %
supergroup B 2. Wolbachia -

Yoo 3 wsp A FlH F i HRE E RN P8 g N 7160 Wolbachia ETTT
wle—-FHm LB T8 Ph Sergenti ~ Ph.. Papatasi <1 Wolbachia % v
Morx e wAlbA & supergroup A $&iT 0 @ BEN 2 &0 Wolbachia B b =
- BRAFE N Db Wolbachia £ R~ > T4 B3 H
supergroup > € 8 R BTk A FIF 5 B 24 PR .ch Wolbachia 2 NCBI T2
Bz wAIbB B - ¥ (W= )-

4. 3% > Wolbachia %8 ¢} 32 % H T 5
B 3w R 328G ~HHEERE » w3 % % Wolbachia » 3> %

oo T EE R xS H P 3 Wolbachia o
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(=)~ e ARHDEHL T RIEFIL

2020 # 1/1~10/31 > % p FEFL4F 2 PI5 Rhife F L 2,243 & >
12 real-time RT-PCR % x5 5 & | > 72 & & My o & i+ :)}%i‘; R %L}lia
M’#%m3%ﬁﬂﬁ»&2%’Qw%égﬁﬁﬁ\%ﬁaﬁﬁ,
R2GIRAH T AR RO K FRE S kT 02020 & £
TIBE #oA B Z429% K (COVID-19)A 5 FwF 5 F 416 0 #
BB~ mdcm+ B RGoE L B2 A 2 )R U b1 EE e
2020 & 1/1~10/31 > & R 2 21 G B & % S B o s Bl 4 & 1L 9
(4]~ AT 3 ~ s PFRE BARLE 30]5 5 o o) Edes F 702 50-
SOk R A BR LEE ;ﬁﬁ%’-&i&%" oo 7-8 % BATREE p PR o R
B 3471 Sodidx > A5 78 # 0 ¥ 1 L p A%k 4 (JEV) PCR
B+ > > genotype I » 1 7% 5 Tembusu virus PCR 54 o
BERARRES - BERAFRERFLBLE 0+ Loga
il o 2 2020 £ 1/1-10/31 £ (R 11 6% & 4 B Rl 0 3
FrEB G B Fied 56012 BAR3blE b o i T 2§ ORISR
+ 0 WM HT F F o (Seoul virus; SEOV)ii (7t s do 1o+ A
WA B EE B k02020 F L 4RI S B B B+ PCREBE
ThERS FHWSEOVe AR XEEBRARE L BEFE R R

TR
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(=) ~ arbovirus % & %1% BIFEB ¥ 2 TR

1. %+ ~ By ’2:},‘5 g A O ﬁ?ﬁ‘l{q—[fﬁ-a- @2 }Iia Qe B NN e sl
BB Y FE RGN FA LR BB Ppd o
N T RS EE L S T ey Py
FER A AR > F g B P r FAvenarbovirus TS E R
Yo RS DBEI B DFREY S PR -

2. PaE R FRFE A oomeRe HZ B D pE S H - RF P
FA T MR~ 2 TgM/IeG HAl e Bl - % 3 # NS Ful B>+ 2008
B0 AL ABHE R 0 TR P AL ICT )5 e
W B R o

3. d N WH- PP EGFR T KRN ASTE R s FUESDE E
B b~ }?ﬁ Gl o Bl -2 NS1 Ag ICT test ¥ 12t 5§k &2
PREDETOWRE L - LR ORI T TR

Y

PRenlF b BB O B Lo s A2 DB R T o s

= =k

PF'F‘E’F%}EIJ » TR m W R '/,gg]m@” \/];3 ~ T+ ,,ta;vﬁ,;gnﬁfrb )

arbovirus P-i# ¥ % E A 0 HiE 8 BB o~ e s b o i
3 PxiffF ok arbovirus e~ R A R (T e

4. B p m)ﬁa&%’—)ﬁai 'F‘fﬁ%ﬁiﬁ‘léﬁﬁ?‘?ﬂ"ff TRRACEED L iR®

hgack ot B F S B 2 BV EMBR LR RRFH DK

%41&%;°%&§€%a&§% T g E B RS

FHE)fedy RERREE R £ R IR R

A A S m o R RS RS B R RS ST

arbovirus F-i# & 7 H 0 13 F B 2 PCR(-) 0 [gM/IgG (+) 07 e

T 1 (probablecase > # ¥ & 5 = St B4 B % ) o BiE H PR "$
TR PR ETREREF o
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5.

arbovirus iRl /Fuh Boid He RIER 0 ¥ 495 Ag test & IgM/IgG
TSR REREREAFPRB R BT R S
EFkmsst mivRAEED L FREFDGFNR T TE
123 S/REE RN LN RN g R FE S Ry R e B g
B s it o

B RA (B AR - 7L RGO kA
B* EBVH LR R Q) BE ANk FE AL U R
RAA O B R ERD ARG LG o Q)T BE BT T
B e A2 ARMAT L o B TR H AR P e SR AR S
%%%i§%%%’%ﬁ*‘ﬁiﬁihﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ@%%ﬁ
02 ] 3 {7 s BB 0 TP ETE TPk LK E%%‘?Jgs&%lriféi—’ib:)};a

A s 1 TE o
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1.

CEARET RNFHE RS L%

BACR B e 3 A 5B S E &% Wolbachia : P w RYE < 1]§J<
& % i§ g Wolbachia 7 PCR 31+ wsp-81F ¥7 wsp-691R ¥ 4%
*T% % 100 copies/reaction » 7% & 3% B ATR & /1 FE _Wolbachia
:1}35&#\—“ 2R A 03 B E B3 Nested-PCR ¥ 3 = 2 B (7 { 4T
R B ok AFE 2 TN 5 B 2 ik Wolbachia 1@ * % %L PCR &
TR > X E GRIDIE R EL[23] AR A L I B AR e
Nested PCR & 7 #iB] » 3 ZLIF *h &5 2 srdx g 4 Wolbachia vt &)
® 219 % His W73 i % padxie (7 Wolbachia & iR] > 4R e
4 ERIE 22 % (2016 1 20% ;5 2020 1 24% ) HEEF o ERE R
9 g B S 43%[55] BB 5 10%[56]0 @ £ WATE T B
W R R B L STA%[SS] ) B Ko L E R 4
Wi 2 sadxd 3 Wolbachia 2- {525[57] »
mbﬁpiﬁﬂﬁéﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁgaﬁnﬁﬁﬁgﬂ&
2 supergroup A % supergroup B 1 Wolbachia » & * K i B~
Wolbachia 1% & fdctr ip hifng » & A FE PR F P {0}
(replacement strategy ) & *& ¥ #r#4] % v% (reduction strategy ) £
R PR BT WG R mixp KRR 40 Wolbachia ¥
255 o

A 3g = e

m\tiﬁ

§4 < jrdp & Wolbachia 7% B £ Bprilp+ a4 = 1t [24]

b4 wWAIDB ¥ % £ )l%’* ¥ = A e o j\ﬁﬂ;,j#ﬁ I B 2 pEgx
Wolbachia # #] % Nested-PCR 2. % — =t 8 1§ 5 I&1 > % = = 3
> M NEAH T % & (density) 4p¥F™ > 2R m 3%
5 ok g AR A Wolbachia % % saix H :}v’Pﬁ‘J:}ﬁﬁi 13 el 5 i
RAdro j 'fqz ’ Q)I?\%F‘—ﬁ‘ B PERBEIER (<9°C) ™ ¢ ER
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Wolbachia F¥R>TIX RPN D% R T % Fﬁiﬁ-%%%@yﬁai Fr] 2z
% 23§ lmve B 5 7 49 % (Cytoplasmic incompatibility - CI)[58,
591 £ A F madxd B 2t a R BAR 2B B R Ao (T

Wolbachia 17 iz %% » Wolbachia % B ¥ 7 T & OB 5> ¢ 4

AL Ewps (FERF2 P AeURpS) 2 hpd (5
TR 2 R o pE ) HE- HiER o

& BRI E Wolbachia P 125 82 R IRG % Frent S o
B0 % F e g F BF W RN Wolbachia o 1k % T
Wolbachia ¥ 1% % j£_58.5 %% 95.8 %[60, 61] » £2 & =t 3+ 4 7

B 95 % % % AP 4 o = BRIk ~ Tk Faxfod B R

AP ARSI R B IR Y SRE R

A Wolbachia » ~=B|EHMEIF 5 0% (0/5) BR%E 2 £

FELFTAR[23] 0 8 BB g e ORIRR %

Wolbachia 2§25 T AL (%5 > 287 3 3e3h 6 2 Rdx Wolbachia Vs

<

MR 222% (4/18) -

()

P e F &1L Wolbachia 338N 33 E i F »edrd B
Bof o BREZE P RIEOZEED AR 4 Wolbachia =25 % &
B @2 o487 SRR s BE[23] A A=thd Y
Eo 3Bl (8 Wolbachia 125 % 32.5 % (13/40) > @ ] i
m kAR A DL R AT | R 17 Wolbachia ¥R > Y&
FHEMEF L 0% (0/13) i HBE Tk B RS A&
BATR B2 WS 2 Mo RIS SdAe s s RIX F] A A R
RS TR R SR

AEEE R PR R A R R R L P e g S

Fe B PR - fEA TR R 2 2 A ib o
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¢ * Nested-PCR # iP| Wolbachia R % & & %] 3] 29.6%~48.5%~
63.6 %% 28.6% > H ¢ A FlHcA 47 RGN T b G - FEES
3R %2 Wolbachia {7 e3> ¥ i&8- K > @ A7 1kt
2.3 A F kv w g% Wolbachia 2R > & B & vf‘Jc HiE
bR S LR B AR AR BV kY $ERT AT Ee P in
it ik T2 1 & o A8 7 2 Nested-PCR B {3 54k
- Ao BT /A P TSR E st Z BB e
oo “,% BFHMEOEA o P NS Kk % L Wolbachia
supergroup A > £ [5 [+ ¥ P8 % supergroup B # F o

i# i Aens 30 Wolbachia @ vt 5 B K E PG R F 0
PR F WSk 2 et 0 R Wolbachia i ¥EL P RE > B0
3 2020 & = g4 0 18 B supergroup[62] o & =t g HLiF 1 i
7 Y LTk S % 463 NCBI 7 # & 7 Wolbachia
FEE T KA e }“L b { BE e Wolbachia » %~ % 1 &
AR AT e 7 owsp p 05 fEH B AL FE T 2R H(ftsZs
dnaA ~ gatB ~ fbpA % coxA)> A Rk EF T T A FE = Tk

g 3] B e 47 o
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R RARRES - BERAFRLBRFLBLE 0 E R pS
RAE= > REFRAPESIR > 253 2 L f01 7 FEJL,%@]E,: R
BRd G AT AR PR EEE T L) ARG O R

PRLG SEEERIBAI ARG BV R TR
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d S FEARE 0 FREFEG St Ao £ Hp R Rk o
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AP R 2 )I%j i * e PCR & 2u4g i) = /2 5 100 copy/ reaction
AT A7 32 Nested-PCR = 2 7 3% 2 & BlATE & I 1 copy/ reaction’
ol 5L PCR 465 22 i RHE TR B 100 150 A 7 10 5 520 LR 2
Wolbachia 2. 3% 4 1 & -

T AT M 2 sk p AR 4 Wolbachia vt b5 22% 0 ® @ 3
supergroup A % supergroup B » & 4% B~ Wolbachia 4517 iv > 2 PF 0 J
THIT L pOARR L EREL IR o F 2016 £ 2 Wolbachia 1 & G
supergroup B (94%) @ 2020 & B 12 supergroupA (56 %) = 3 - 5%
GELRRETRL OB EEFTY o
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BRI P AMe U B R e o (R 1L G B omE R R
REAERS  hn s BT o AR R F RN REE LR
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Figure 2. Phylogenetic tree of CHIKV (3747 nts)

Phylogenetic tree of total structure gene (3747bp)
of CHIKV in 2020 (2 imported strains)
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Geographic distribution of JE cases
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Geographic distribution of hantavirus
disease cases
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Fig 8. Phylogenetic tree of Hantavirus

Phylogenetic tree of partial NP gene (306 bp) of
Hantavirus, 2020 (5 Taiwan local strains)
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ZIK NS1 ZIK E DIII/ Full
JE E Full -
DEN NS1/ E Full /tetra EDIII DEN E Full/tetra EDIII

Monoclonal antibody

DEN NS1 DI1-1E5.1 DI1-1F7.1 D2-10H1 D3-10B1 D4-19E
Mix- D2/8-1 | Mix- 1F3.1 Mix- 4D5.110
ZIK Envelope | ZK E-4E10

ZIK NS1 3A1.1 2G8.1 2D9 4H4 3C9.1
CHIK CKEIl- CKEI- CK E2-4A1.1 CK E2- CK E2-
Envelope 5C5.2 E3.2.1 1B1.2.1 4F4.3
anti-flavivirus D56 6Gl11

Figl. fI* Riz4 % ksi& % 2 & Chikungunya virus E2 € 2 39

E.coli system: CHIKV Envelope recombinant protein

= ~— CX-r€2
/ o 2oR Bet. refloding AL refolding
y 282 341 282 341
181 M1 N2 N1 W2 sup pellet sup pellet
PAT-28a(¢) : rohes R

pET.28a-CK-E2(341)

Vector pET28a . -
RE site Neol / Hindin .-
-~
Tag Cter Mis
Strain 0706aTw (Aslan Strain)
Insert size 1023nt / 34100 (CHIKV_E2 1-341)
rProtein size 1071nt / 356an

Molecular Weight 40.2kDa
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Fig2. {17 Rird Ay 2 B2 € e dov o &y SR LA 1758
LR S Y RY Ji xR ik A
comparison Inbios& homemade CHIK IgM ELISA
3
M Inbios Capture IgM homemade indirect IgM
25 |
2
£
éi 15
3
5]
1
05 |
o b I gL EERRERNRERE )0, dlaapdal,
N e e e e O DR o
efeteeeteteteteteteietitrieteietetitetehdeitett et irhs ot e e s P Rk kb abat-—+-3-3-3—
patient‘ss;’um o
Days after Inbios capturelgM ELISA homemade indirect IgM/1gG ELISA
onset patient n patient n % patient n %
5-10 days 17 14 82.4 14 82.4
11-15
16 15 93.8 15 93.8
days
>15 days 15 14 93.3 14 933
Total 48 43 89.6 43 89.6
negative 14 14 100 14 100

Fig .3 "4 PAR 90 By 2 s B s 3 By 2 5 IgM/IgG +b 1 ) 4]

K

b)

I

f

I

etk 23‘”)(?} tolfl");:‘ UM bz;w,ﬂ' 6>1;7(:: 6:1: 21580 %':‘?02
: C (] :
A R P g R L8 L ’I:. s o8 ges
| : ~ ™ & ™ k - =
1 1 i
sample | 61966 | 63012 | 60172 | 62257 | 62314 | 62957 | 62929 | 62880 | 62902
No(Ct) | (26) | 27) | (28) | (28) | (30) | (36) | (IgM+) | (IgM+) | (IgM+)
IeMIgGICT |- _ /. - /- -/ | - | A A +/+ +/+ +/+
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Fig 4. & i 348

mAb Ascites Isotype . A.g coating ELISA . 1FA .
CHIK(Asia) |CHIK(Africa) rE1 re2 rD2 NS1 |CHIK(Asia) |CHIK(Africa)
CK 5C5.2.3 IgG1 k 2.709 2.564 2.896 0.063 0.075 +H+ ++
CK 1E3.2.1 1IgG1,k 2.707 2.476 3.162 0.075 0.091 +++ +++
CK 4A1.1 lgG1.k 2.51 2.219 ND ND ND et e
CK4A12 | IgG2ak 2.51 2.219 ND ND ND ++ +++
CK1B1.1.2.1 | IgG2ak 2.505 221 0.114 0.082 0.131 +++ +++
CK 4F4.3 1gG1.k 3.045 2.33 ND ND ND +H+ +++
PC(10-8G) lgG2b,k 1.903 2.047 0.09 1.772 0.07 ++ +++
PC(15-7C) lgG2a,k 1.134 1.174 0.058 1.115 0.108 ++ +++
?0(3581_) 1.746 0.702 0.145 0.173 ND ++ ++
(anti-Alphavirus)

Fig5. A 15 Fulll-Fol ¥ e fod

202010152 AMC 1B1.1 CK-E2-341 20201013b AMC 4F4.3 CK-E2-341 20201014c AMC 4A1.1 CK-E2-341
06 08 ; 08
Eox 06 | : gos
E o Eo2 02
0 k ] i 0 —t
150 200 250 300 350 200 300 400 500 150 200 250 300 350
Time (sec) Time (sec) Time (sec)
Kp=5.68nM Kp=2.84nM Ky=<pM
K,=7.44x10° M5! K,=9.99x10° Ms* K,=5.66x10° M5!
K4=4.22x10° s K4=2.84x10° st K4=<107 st
20201029e NTA CK-E2 1B1.1 NTA CK-E2-341 4F4.3 NTA CK-E2-3414AL1

Binding (nm)

100 200 300 400

Time (sec)
Kp=<pM
K,=5.31x10* M1st
K4=<107s1

Fig 6.4L88 cific 44 2 &
CHIK sandwich ELISA

a
. 3
£
5
o 2
-
=
|i lil.... “ h b |l|l || Il |”| |||| |||I.J||.
o, [ =9 o, [ =9 [ =9 [ =9 [ =9 o, [ =9 [=9 o, o o,
= < = = =< =< = <. < =% =T < =z =t - < =X <:
:ﬁzﬁzﬁiﬁzﬁiﬁ:ﬁiﬁﬁﬁiﬂ
— =T w —_— - w — - w — e w —_— =T w
1B1 4411 5C523 4412 4F4.3
m 9504 10X 9504 30X mabs ™9504_90X m 9504 270X
W 9732_10X W 97V32_ 30X W9732_ 90X W9732_ 270X
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Fig 7.2 = 3L e iRI3A A 38 (7 TRk e 18R 32

CHIK Antigen and Antibody detection assay

a
3.5 m Ag ELISA m CK E2 IgM ELISA
3
25
=
w2
o
< 15
1
K il
o M -I Bhhhhbhhbhbhhbhoeh oo bohnow 1.0
S o T T2 ao TS oTaoggsoeooodoe o o9 aen
SEHEZEL T EZLZELFEEFgEas s FF g o
E 9w & F g L fES FESTAAELEE 2SR 8888030 x
2 g2 9 2 & s dggd g @epgaccigaiiodedd@ddgg
B = 2 B woE B ¥ T g ¥ = B # £ v e
= b = = . = 7 = n
patient's sefum no. (Ct vaFae)
*FHHETT E2 ICT facOn
onset day 2 4 >
case number 3 5

postive umber in RT-PCR

positive number m Ag ELISA

positive numbenn E2 ELISA

(S =l f= i s

(S | = B fS)

= e [l
= — [— | — |n
(L E==T | )

Fig 8. R A = pmde/ ICT 2 sensitivity £2 LOD

CHIk Antigen strand curve

0.D405nm.

CHIK Antigen detection ICT

w
| N~

'mk‘j‘ ol 3 Y anie @0 Y cHik
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er 0P

HIKV CcHIkv
oM @8319)
Ay Ab Ay A}

A Ab Ay Al A A A Al Ay A1 Ab

ciil c  chim c| ¢l el c c ¢ elie e

T ol M E M & T Mo b
|

or e

TETEER ,
e PoF SN r . .
i . ‘ - The course of serclogical inding in chikungunya wirus infection

Fig 9.2 = il 2 [/ 1gG 4748 e iRl P A2

rwﬂw vuﬁ“ﬂ/ Y CHIRY cnszVcnz quznvﬂ
613861 o ﬂ:{ ‘»‘l‘» hole,) $30034) uo1':lq Cnset of

Ab

Fr

CHIKv
>100)
A Ab

2 0 &3 N0 0 ] i 2]
Prays of o Ihavs ol owart
RT-PCR

# = ATy

D 61386 B510801924] 62036 | 62092 | 63062 | 62097 [ 62079 | 62831 | 62849 | 62509 [ 62510 NC
onset day 1 1 2 3 4 5 7 9 10 11 12
RT-PCR(CY) 15 20 18 26 15 19 37 37 24 ND ND ND
ELISA IeM+ [eM+ IgM+  [IgM/IgG+ | IgM/IgG+
Antigen detection(CT)[  +- + + - + + +/- - - + -
1aM/1gG detection(ICT) - - - - - - +/- +- [ +/- +14- | 4-1+-
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Fig10. ‘== By 2 i/ 2 fdd combo ICT i& 17 Tk o e W= o

E"ZKV lﬂxkv

u‘b r€‘
‘3 M ;3 Al A_,

*;..W* o
15y b
.

,;m'l*"':{ _hn“l':;'
Ab

fi: 4

Days after Antigen IgM/1gG Both Ag and/or Ab
onset patient n  patient n % patient n % patient n %
0-5 days 24 13 54.2 3 12.5 16 66.7
6-10 days 17 9 52.9 17 100 17 100
11-15days 12 3 25 11 91.6 12 91.7
>15 days 9 0 0 8 88.9 8 88.9
Total 62 25 40.3 39 62.9 53 85.5

CHIK antigen & IgM/1gG ICT

120

=@=Antigen ==@=Antibody
100
80

60

positive rate(%)

40

20

0-5 days 6-10days 11-15 days =15 days
Days after onset
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Fig 1122 6 b 0iR] Ay 2 g FoRl enbei e S 38 0 ot
Chikungunya IgM Combo Rapid Test CE

The OnSite Chikungurya lgM Combo Rapid Test is a lateral tlow
o i by foe the detection of

IgM cati-chikungunya (CHIK) virus in human serum, plasma or
whaole blood.

Performance of homemade and CTK rapid test to detect CHIK

percentage
Ab ICT homemade CTK
sensitivity 73% 67%
specificity 96% 100%
overall agreement 84% 82%
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Fig12. {1 * Z 24 # % %t 4 3 Dengue tetra-EDIII £ ‘& }-v
Expression and purification of recombinant DEN Antigen

Bac system: tetravalent DENV-rEDIII*?3? Cloning

pFastBacl-DEN-tetraEDIII'***

Vector pFastBacl

RE site BamHI / Xhol

Tag C-ter His

Strain DENV1-4

Insert size 312nt/ 104aa (tetravalent DENV_EDIII 298-400)
rProtein size 1350nt / 449aa

Molecular Weight 43kDa

Primer Forward CATCGGGCGCGGATCGCCACCATGGTAAGCGCTATTG
Primer Reverse GTACCGCATGCCTCGAGTTAATGGTGATGGTGATGGTGC

1 linker [ 1 linker T 1 linker |
—I EDII-1 | | EDN-2 | 1 EDI-3 f | EDI-4 i—

Fig 13./2.% % & # tetra-E DIII v f¥ % 4% A 17 A€ (7 & 1k A1 iRl

DEN tetra EDIIl and DEN routine capture IgM ELISA

4
m Bac_tetraeDIII
3
. m Capture IgM
a2
o
0,‘|_4“,..ll.l[,,l|““||Illhhnnhunn
BEAE LG SRS A E S E LB P BB BB AL A D g0 ©
| [ [ A A R R B | JOROCRONONONONONG)
éiiiiiéiizéjﬂi”t;;;@;@intiririririr;@zzzzzzzz
AfpRARRRRRpaAaRRARRAERRRARAA
sera no. of case
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Fig 14. 2= % 3 # [gM/IgG 88 3% & B8 H]
(1) Dengue Capture IgM/IgG ELISA

DEN &CHIK Capture IgM/1gG ELISA

30
25 m DEN IgM  m DEN IgG
CHIK IgM m CHIKylgG
a 20 r
G
15 |
1.0
OI5 _ I ‘ I
0.0 ] I I
> ® RS S Lo o>
> o0 <5 P o= A
9 P o “1': < e o q
e A co" or & %Q@ S Y & <o & q;o v
TP PP P IS IS PP
SV SV SV 7

sera of cases

(2) Dengue tetra-EDIII recombinant protein IgM/IgG rapid test
rﬁﬁ N £ : WG oW 0§ o

$a897 Sobued e atd

- - - - -
- - - - ~ ~ ~

b

v o4
belfe ) ,;u‘:>4n> &qbb on
ved  atk oI Lk pEn ok

- -~ . ~ -

— = | —

~ M o
& 4 4

Performance assay:

ELISA test Total
Dengue type positive negative
DEN-1 6 0 6
home-made positive DEN-2 6 0 6
Dengue DEN-3 2 0 2
IgG/IgM DEN-4 0 0 0
negative 1 6 7
Total 15 6 21
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(3) Commercial SD Dengue IgM/IgG rapid Test

ao? | And| o] | o oo [ oo [ omme | oome | sage [ mu
y E g . L) et | el ot | s b
o | B | S | PE (6 rl ||| >
| . " . .
’A A} ! l ~ -~ -~ l _— - -
I)é‘f-fut = [k:«d.lfvv M:{GUE”T Kﬁ“vl m:‘?”? M:%; D(r(";U(,
be¥5 M”\V‘ﬂol.’,\ batv] m;.»:&, Hed 8| Lued DENGUE |  DENGUE w gy
g B | - 4 g g g e | bep??] P
k‘ X ) -
5 e i - = o= P { $ $
Performance assay: Total
ELISA test
Dengue type  positive negative
DEN-1 6 0 6
. DEN-2 6 0 6
SD Dengue positive
1gG/IgM DEN-3 2 0 2
DEN-4 0 0 0
negative 1 6 7
Total 15 6 21
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(i) Comparison of commercial SD and homemade Dengue IgM/IgG
rapid Test Positive sera

72



(4) Dengue & Chikungunya Combo Rapid Test

TV
DENGU JENGUE
¢ e YRy
b8 0 bloy>? PG (A7)
ol B-Z :..
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= = v
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b& D4 v4
608 e ™ Sled>cn) &24qbb (o3
v attk v uhk pen (il
£ F A -l
~M ‘” 8 ™M ‘{f M M | ™
g | g @ 4 4 a
( = = = _ -

Fig15. % & # NS1 &IgM/IgG combo Fi8 2-:& & p] 33 H
DengueNS1/serotyping NS1 &IgM/IgG combo Rapid Test

L2 Y 5‘1*)‘10 Y burto 6982 Y stofe 175 Ve
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NS IgigG NS IgWigG NSl lgMigG
c [ Lc |c j L e
' { G | G
1 | M ‘T l M

\
¢ © f
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1%t Round PCR 2" Round PCR

10®% 10*% NC Blank 10! 102 10% 10* NC Blank

10t 102

Wl- -~ @5 $®2 wsp Nested-PCR 313 ehif Bl48*2 : Tk 2 * wsp-

37F £ wsp-681R & {7 % - # 30 B I H HF2x~ (1% Round PCR) > £ & *

wsp-81F &2 wsp-678R £ {7 % = # L 30 B # I H tg2c~ (2" Round PCR) - %
- =& PCR # » #&Pl#&*T 5 DNA ﬁs‘ﬁ 10 & > 5 100 B copy > ¥ MEjc3s o &
¥ % - =X PCR ¥ 5% » # P&V B T DNA ﬁ%‘ﬁ 1,000 & » % 1 i copy >
PR o (H &9 Marix DNA B RS E R wsp 2 F]V B2 B LR

FREE A RE 0 B &9 Azaix DNA 2 3 4 1,000 copy/ ul 7 Wolbachia - )
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29 — C. quinquefasciatus - TNN-03
C. quinquefasciatus - KHH-03
C. quinquefasciatus - ILA-03
C. quinquefasciatus - KHH-04
C. quinquefasciatus - ILA-01
C. quinquefasciatus - TNN-02
C. quinquefasciatus - ILA-02

24

14

o5 C. quinquefasciatus - KHH-01
C. quinquefasciatus - PIF-03
C. quinquefasciatus - ILA-05
C. quinquefasciatus - ILA-04
87 | C. quinquefasciatus - TNN-04
C. quinquefasciatus - PIF-01
C. quinquefasciatus - TNN-01
C. quinquefasciatus - PIF-05

9

0.050

W= ~ B 4#8F 5dxh Wolbachia £ wsp A FI &5 5w .8

ILA: & # ~TNN: &

7

~PIF: %4 ~KHH : 3

75

2 7,
ZE

5 —— C. quinquefasciatus - KHH-05

% C. quinquefasciatus - PIF-04
_I— C. quinquefasciatus - TNN-05
28 ' C. quinquefasciatus - PIF-02
wPipPel - B
— wAbB - B
| wBai -A
99 wMel - A
63 C. quinquefasciatus - KHH-02
[ wOo -C
L wBm - D



42

51

80

An. sinensis -TNN-01
L An. sinensis -PIF-02
An. sinensis -TYN-01
An. sinensis -PIF-01

An. sinensis -PIF-03
47 An. sinensis -TNN-02
| An. sinensis -HUN-01
100 || wPipPel -
— An. sinensis -HUN-02
44 L wAIbB - B
96 — An. sinensis -CYI-01
An. sinensis -NTPC-01
] 84 An. sinensis -ILA-01
An. sinensis -TNN-03
100 wMel -
66 wBai -A
48 — An. sinensis -TTT-01
wOo - C
100 wBm -D

W= ~ B % ¢ &3 4xch Wolbachia H
(ILA :

0.050

T ~TNN: 5% ~PIF:

-
: £.% -~ NTPC :

76

2 owsp AFIEA | HE % G
B A& ~HUN: =i ~ TYN : $* 7 -
Frat ~TTT @ &

T A
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91 | C. fuscocephala -PIF-01
o5 L C. fuscocephala -PIF-02
C. fuscocephala -TNN-01
C. fuscocephala -TNN-02
wPipPel - B

—— wAIbB - B

93

100

wMel - A

99 wBai -A

wOo - C

100

wBm - D

0.050
Wz ~ g %9 3¢ Rix e Wolbachia B wsp £ FIE A 7|V .83 5% 9 iT/7 i A
(TNN: 54 ~PIF: &)
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r Ae. aegypti -KHH-SM 01
Ae. aegypti -KHH-CJ 02
Ae. aegypti -KHH-SM 02
Ae. aegypti -KHH-XG 05
Ae. aegypti -TNN-YK-02

- Ae. aegypti -KHH-XG 04

84 - Ae. aegypti -KHH-XG 02

- Ae. aegypti -KHH-SM 03

- Ae. aegypti -TNN-YK-01
wAIbB - B

99 Ae. aegypti -PIF-01

— Ae. aegypti -KHH-XG 01
Ae. aegypti -KHH-XG 03
Ae. aegypti -KHH-CJ 01

~|f Ae. aegypti -TNN-MWD-01

wPipPel - B
Ae. aegypti -TNN-SD-01
wBai -A
ol T wMel-A
o1 | Ae. aegypti -KHH-CJ 03
| wOo -C
% | wBm - D

0.050

BT A-~2016 #R %3 2 srixeh Wolbachia B wsp A FI 5/ 7 H %
BlieH il (TNN: 58 ~YK: XB% ~SD: 8% ~MWD: ¢ & % -

Ji
pr

KHH : % 2¢ ~ SM : % ~XG: B % ~Cl:%4L% ~PIF: B 1)
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18 [ Ae. aegypti -KHH-SM-03
Ae. aegypti -KHH-FS-01
Ae. aegypti -KHH-XG-01
Ae. aegypti -TNN-SD-02

4 | Ae. aegypti -KHH-FS-02

100 | Ae. aegypti -KHH-FS-03

Ae. aegypti -TNN-SD-01

77 Ae. aegypti -KHH-SM 02

Ae. aegypti -KHH-SM 01

— Ae. aegypti -TNN-MWD-01
wMel - A

85

100

9 ———— wBai-A

wPipPel - B

’/ 41 Ae. aegypti -TNN-MWD-02
67 |! Ae. aegypti -KHH-CJ-01

Ae. aegypti -PIF-01

WAIbB - B

100

Ae. aegypti -KHH-XG-02

Ae. aegypti -PIF-02
Ae. aegypti -KHH-XG-04

67 1 Ae. aegypti -KHH-XG-03

58

Ae. aegypti -KHH-CJ-02

wOo -C
99

wBm - D

W B~2020 & g %3 % sadxei Wolbachia B wsp R FIEE 7 2%
WiExEi“H (INN: 22 - YK: XEF  -SD: 3% MWD : ? & ¥

KHH: %% ~SM: =2 %% ~XG: [ #% ~CJ: #45% PIF: B 1)
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P
P
P
P
P
P
P
P
P
P
P
P
100 P
P
P

. barraudi 49-8
. barraudi 48-3
. barrauidi 48-8
barraudi 48-14
barraudi 49-33
iyengari 48-29
. iyengari 48-39
. barraudi 49-7
. barraudi 59-148
. barraudi 59-4
. barrauidi 59-149
iyengari 48-31
iyengari 48-32
iyengari 48-33
. barrauicli 49-6
88 Ph. iyengari 48-36
Ph. barraudi 49-3
100 L Ph. barraudi 49-1
L @ KX263911.1 Phlebotomus sergenti (Supergroup A)
39 AY462864. 1 Aedes albopictus isolate wAlbA (Supergroup A)
$|: & JUN315984.1 Phlebotomus papatasi (Supergroup A)
r /% pCR-Wolwsp-3
100 ! @ AF020059.1 Wolbachia sp. WalbB (Supergroup B)

a2 @ AJ252062.1 Dirofilaria immitis (Supergroup C)
@ DQ093846.1 Wuchereria bancrofti (Supergroup D)

=

squamipleuris 48-26
Ph. squamipleuris 3-4
Ph_squamipleuris 21
Ph_squamipleuris 3-5
Ph. squamipleuris 61-12
Ph. squamipleuris 52-2

=

‘ P

=

100

=

0.0s0

W= ~ & A% ¢ o 39 F Wolbachia £ wsp 2_ L FIfA 47 - % ¢ FIg 5
NCBI %4 %157 =4 = £ 5 ¥R 25 7| » 12 Neighbor-Joining

method » bootstrap & 1000 -
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#— ~ 317 Wolbachia ¥& RO ZH A% HEP mit (Him: &)
CAR AT I 0 B I B | BL (2L | FE | TR
3 5 2 o w L1 L3 2 R
A px |- - : 55 - : > 10
ZRdxE |- - - 5 - - - - -
TECHE i i 5 5 8 i i i
L/ 5 d 5 5 5 5 - 5 5 5 5
ElRIE |- - - 0 |- 3 - - -
3 paix - - - 30 40 10 - - -
2016
B 2 maix 25 40 10
2020
. = ~ Wolbachia »*3x & S 47 e 73
IxfE ¥pl#e (&) wsp 1 Netsed-wsp B+ (&) X e
(2)
o 73 20 13 19 95.0 %
Z R 5 0 0 0.0%
G BT 18 1 4 222 %
¢ OEE 40 3 13 32.5%
PN ST 13 0 0 0.0 %
b 3 w3 155 0 34 21.9%
B AR BE - - - 3
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# = ~ 4 8% ¢k 9 & Wolbachia ¥ FH)

bxfh teirl#e (%) wspHdt (%) Netsed-wsp it (&) Bt
Ph. iyengari 71 14 21 29.6 %
Ph. barraudi 33 11 16 48.5 %
Ph. squamipleuris 11 6 7 63.6 %
Phlebotominae sp. 7 0 2 28.6 %
Total 122 31 46 37.7 %
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