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%52 3 B (Cryptosporidiumspp.) £ % #¢ 3 & ( Cyclospora cayetanensis)
F RSB RA TR KRk ) F T ‘—;7(?;‘%‘;} & oK 5 L
A SIALE T T OARE o R AR 07 R0 T 1T B U > R RATE
P Eh -2 REpFE 4 F B(PCR)Z *LIas A 47 (RFLP) > sV i (7 fdu] % A o &
AELY S AFI* - 2200 18STRNA AFZEA 228 F2 e i
;h o
KAte R e s B R LR e T 2 28 PR IUEE
FHFR VB o e kiR PCR A4 54l A 47 > Y 5B C

parvum - # ¢ bRz feT 4L Coparvum 23] a A E =€ kY A2

C.parvum A qeiz Ao @ TR+ ST R > Fike vk hiGigee § & 0
FEPFRYF it R rUURIEE S 4T 0 BT 8 2RI OR IR S
PEERBREEPEL BAL SR AR g ABR A EF G
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Abstract

Cryptosporidium spp. and Cyclospora cayetanensis are parasitic protozoa
that can infect the gastrointestinal tract of human and animals, and causing
diarrhea. Thelr oocysts/cysts show exceptional resistance to various
environmental pressures and most disinfectants commonly used for water.
Therefore they can cause massive waterborne outbreaks.Current routine
laboratory technique for the diagnosis of Cryptosporidium and Cyclospora are
by light microscopy. To further improve the means for the identification of this
organism, polymerase chain reaction (PCR) and restriction fragment length
polymorphism (RFLP), the methods with high specificity and sensitivity, are
critically needed. This study was done by using nested PCR or single PCR to
amplify specific fragments 18S rRNA gene of C. parvum and Cyclospora. Then
we used restriction enzymes to distinguish species and genotype in PCR
products.

Four water samples were collected from Lo-Na, Ton-Pu, Ho-Ping and
Jen-Ai. Positive results in Cryptosporidium were detected by PCR. RFLP
analysis of these PCR results confirmed that all of them were C. parvum. In
Lo-Na and Ho-Ping samples, there were only C. parvum bovine genotypes. In
Ton-Pu and Jen-Ai, C. parvum human genotype was also present. For detect
Cyclospora, water samples collected from the same places showed positive in

the nested-PCR but negative in restriction enzyme analysis, indicating those



were not C. cayetanensis.
In the 341 samples from AIDS patients, four samples are positive results in

Cryptosporidium, the preferenceis 1.17  After RFLP analysis, 2 samples are C.

partum human genotype and another 2 samples are C. muris and C. meleagridis,

increasing the possibility infected from animals

This project constructs the models successfully in diagnosis of
Cryptosporidium and Cyclospora for water and fecal samples; by the way , aso
design the complete methods between species and genotypes of

Cryptosporidium and Cyclospora.

Key words:. Cryptosporidium, Cyclospora, polymerase chain reaction,

restriction enzyme analysis, genotype
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'& 7% + 3 (Cryptosporidiumspp.) = - f&F 2 35 b L e~ < &
3 % 8 AT K (um)enzk A i f(Xiao et a., 2000) » e FFe H_A F 2 i M
4 A (Anderson et a., 1982 ; Morgan et al., 1997) - 2 5 L &d £ v & L e
Bho AABEWRI VOB > SHEAL TAEHR > REFEF 3T 102

BE I R A ARG 2ap kY o R AL BRE T FHE

7= (Guerrant, 1997) - e+ By ' 3 Bek < > A8 5 83 10 detk
AR LS e 2 AN RA G AMIE LR FA > I g

TEAMI BHLARPN T K AR A LB ERE L LFRE®

B £+ (Franzen and Mdller, 1999) ; zxi % &2 2% [ Pan American Health
Organization (PAHO) ) 37"/ 3+ B p B e 3+ BJE 5 T #F R AR 2 5

EH ez PRILE A BATE R R o

K'_‘é{; \-%'Fﬂgkﬁ r' y T OA —F\ ﬁv:}w J}bm E’mﬂfé‘ mg—i’
FANMHEE B E AR R B A2 R rilde fRhk ok 5 Ry

(Xiaoetal., 2000) &% F Zih 3 2ok L B P HAE 2 | LR H

# % % 4 (Koudelaand Modry, 1998 ; Xiao et a., 2000) » “7514=2 pg~ % &



TR B AR QAL AT PR AEFL LGN

B e fris The i Rk 0 G EBH AR BRI BB P A K 3 ER

Rypd e 24 715 ket > 4o 2 (biological bases) 2 A 73] (genetic
bases) ; x4 H #32 B 4 F 1 2 4 £ 8 k%% (Peng and Xiao, 1997) &

e arehE R A A TR fe E R EFR G A K 2 (PCR) v H B2

RAL3 »Em BAZRAE P0e i b3 23 Basg(species) 3 £
3 s B¢ (Xieoetd.,, 2000) - ¥ LAEAFL & F OfE > A W iR Sof o F
e C. parvum ~ B A sE# %70 Comuriss B4 % £ K0 Cowrairi ~ B % 5
#@ e C. meleagridis 22 C. baileyi ~ g 4 7 2 58 C. serpentis~ g 4 4. %5 7 C.
nasorum fe B m X7 I 4 0 C. canis 2 g 4 fn C. felis - 2 ¢ C.
parvum 2 ] g2 4 4] ~ C. meleagridis ~ C. canis » C. muris # C. felisiz = 4%
AR FARL A E AR P & {7 enfasp e Coparvum £ 38 4 Aie s

e Huw B powENL A% R R (Morgan et a,
2000) - @ FrPe F+ B SRl - B AR TP AT E R A Ao

3 C. cayetenesis - & -



daiEr I B2 RY PR >3- BAMY PR RAHE A EL
mETY PR TRAT - BELF T REFEF A3 (Sturbaum et
a., 2001) > ® FHE 5 BEE S ¥oRkendr R P @ o593 BOTAR
* ok g ¢ (Korich et al, 1990 ; Smith and Rose, 1998) © %% 3 & Fa*7
B ARTEARYAET > LRI VATRETIECBL ¥FRRE L
LEA s BE R FRTAL o B BREEF JRpauiiT; ke

+ A FE L5 sporocyst o o f R E B BEFT R0 LR G

fhars
k.
o
'
7N\
0’14\
o
e
peit
Ay
=<

4 54 FlE 5 sporocysts i FHE S HiE Y%
FE) UIBWER TR o BRI E EREA S H LR KR

R AER S B NTRe S A% A% (O Donoghue, 1995) -

WRIER F fh NG S B w T Ti(intestina biopsy) & & # *
T E e S+ g e 2 (Anonymous, 1980) - @ g 1983 & Fupi it 4 ¢
(acid-fast staining)4# & * & “F % & & 18 (Maand Soave, 1983) » & » Ml
WEQE e @Ry o PAERI RSB E RN E L R 22
7 Sheather’'s4r v & #&/% ¥ # (Current and Long, 1983)- Percoll® ;3 ;% (Dulski
and Turner, 1988) » -4 B M4 v F B M4 2 ¥ % 4 ¢ (fluorescent antibodies
staining)(Garciaet a., 1983 ; Arrowood and Sterling, 1989) » % % & & i %

't ;% [enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay (ELISA)](Ungar, 1990 ; Garcia and



Shimizu, 1997) » %2 iT & %k #7i * &R & f=if 4 £ J&[polymerase chain
reaction(PCR)] & 3 & "4 = *r i= 4 +7[polymerase chain reaction - restriction
fragment length polymorphism(PCR-RFLP)] & 4~ + 4 # H# j+(Spano et 4.,
1997, Dalleeta., 2003) - m ke 3+ A d > eHEF L > 2281 H & - 2 =
o355 5 R p L ¢ B kP ¥ (Visvesvara et al. 1997,
Clarke and Mclntyre 1996) - *£% 3+ B &1k %e + B = —ﬁ VR S ¢ Btk 2
BERHEE SR B¢ (Visvesvaraetal.1997) - X m d 3T i[5
R TR AT FRTORERE R EF AR AR
PEIRER CFEEKR TR TAF NI EELFLFE
SREH IS RIBE L S A B EATL e 2 R EpFd 4~ R(PCR)

B

ﬁu—

Pl e B 2 A7 HF(PCR-RFLP)i2 (7 %e + i Th'e + J T e 4
Fod WHRERARER FREMERIRFTREFAYWOFRAL > - FE e

Bk 8+ T (Webster et al., 1993 ; Leng et al., 1996) -

B F LBk AT AN BN RS Y FRH 0§ R F IR
KRy R KRG EE R4 - p 1984 £3 2001 £ 7 > 2 RS
s F % {7 #{4R £ (Smith and Rose, 1998 ; Dalle et &., 2003) ; * # 12 1993
£ EFREEF VR E L A (Milwaukee) » # 7RG 404 3F 4 e bR

3 Bk b s B E (MacKenzieeta. 1994) » H 3 B RFL'Ew 3 A5

10



A ORATER

1996 # - % Wik %% [Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA)]RIZ™ = & Bl*E 2 &

22 422 1622/1623) > Hp 2 i )8
FEH PRI E $ 5 FF P 2 %

Z_3x b jE

2e 7 3AIEHI (Y iERE Yoo
Uk (QF1* BAzk A #EHC [immunomagnetic separation(IMS)] #- 2. 4

L
B (3 IFA 3 5% 5 L Rpcsidith o 7 B BB 2w i E G
AT ANE L FRPFTIHRIFE R ERIF TR A2 EmEPR &
FH W R
d’ri\k/‘%dl

FRE A K REE 5

Lixd i hp RoRRIE kR
LRz LAk AR Bk REIE TR A A RY R

/

B kiR %
EH(ERFLBF)EA A MG GRS KL B+ LR - =
AR FE RRE R BRI

AN SRt o
TR F AR RRE AR e -

‘\’ 2 -
2 B f

L T

& BN EP A

- E LFEEET AR AL 2 Bk iz B Ay
F o2 fwiR] ks e
CRTRP AT E BN A AT N R RIS L PR RIRE P o
FzE A RRERARANE  RET

’Fﬁ;i\igm o

=
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1. BEHE

1) £ 3 2 (Cryptosporidium spp.)

d}%&iiﬁﬁkxg"z“% g+ﬁ¢l’:§’ _ﬁx{fﬁ%ﬁ"/ 25/'&‘5&;@/%/&

popEBeif 2 frd o et o F B A S R R 5 dexamethasone i 33

RAEAZ AR 34X ETTAHEY BT o

2) ¥z 3+ B (Cyclospora cayetenesis)
0TS B PR ARIN W AT BRG] R BB - AR

Wo SRR A 2 T A ARG GRS A T T LR

3) ¥ #zxk 4 (Eimeriatenella)

dPRARFRY I RIAE

&Rl e
1)-k ikt %8

RBER p AT ARG RIR(E KA~ R EH)  ATH R B IR(E A

12



RTEH ~ A FH) 0 o ¢ BfeT R s TR RIR(LH ~ BER) - =€ (s

E)zo LAk s B B E e Aldom & A 22 5 E 422 :x(Aldom and
Chagla, 1995; Chung et al., 1999) - ] * f Stk B & KAk 4 50 == »

I 2 gagat e 3.0 um 2o cellulose acetate g A i g (Millipore) ; #-ig A% i
*> 100% acetone - 14 2300x g #p-w 15 4 48 > 2 b ik ;5 ke ik =02 100
96 acetone ~ 959% ethanol > 709 ethanol 2 mipc @ % =2 (PBS) ([ 7 1%
sodium dodecyl sulfate(SDS), 1% Tween 80 % 0.001 % Sigma
Antifoam(Sigma Chemical Company, St. Louis, MO, USA) J i » #7182 i

Wy WS FRIZ R RN R4 6T s RS L PCR 2 VYRR -

2) WAz kiRtkAy

LR ERNS AR > VRS A 2 B et
TR

B~ 0.05g 4 #4e » 30L 2 -k P o B IR B R 4 0 RN~ 50 ml
Hrog o foae ol 2 e+ 5 P £(800~200-80 2 20 )4 T it o

A

FRdZ s o AR KRB R R 5 e

1:>\,

i
;|_/

3 % Tl

d o FREEFFrAESRLE(AIDL TR s 341 > =

13



B OP 05 o478 & i7 &2 25 ml 22 6M guanidinium-thiocyanate ;2 & =

3 > 2% g 3-20 k4 %75 30 DNA -

(=) #paitd 7 siia
R R P g ket o i 1 methanol H R 0 f S ERRIEG 4
(acid-fast stain) &J2 - ifis 1% ¢ % 3 % : 2L 2 modified Ziehl-Neelsen solution
%4 30 &~ 480 5 3P tLiFpE (acid-dcohol)™ ¢ & » £ 2 maachite green
Ad 1 osE MREFALAEL IS R FT o TV B BN s T
12 200X ~ 400X & 1000X gLz o Sdpalt 2 d S22 M > F F e L %4
e 3 B2 PR Ad XL A5k A Tke S Brg <] B 5 810
Bt e
WMk F s B 20pl B B b ek R AR S 5
oo B BT 200X Bt T2 oM S P T B TiE

DRSNS £ EAL SLE R LA LA RS

(=) #2 DNA

1Kk

14



i¢ * Mo Bio UltraClean™ Soil DNA Isolation Kit (Solana Beach, CA) %
$h oKk ke 8 DNA- = 2 9 Srde 8 #rogo 9718 2. DNA 487 E 3% PCR

FREE-20C k4P g o

2. E it

*;2 4 & § % Boom % A #7% 22 % (Boom et a.,1990) > |a A 512
AF oo B k4o D R-E I A(7 25 ml 2 6M guanidinium-thiocyanate) 5 1§ /4
F(RrEE LA %3i3(75 244)= T HEESs i3 05 T 3044
12 12,000 xg ¥ F Hrow 5 4 4518 B b ik o 4o ~ 80 Wl Celite(Merck, Germany)
% 100 pl 109 Triton X-100- ** ¥ 8 ™ 4% % 10 4 48 - 17 12,000 Xg :# F #.
2 48t 3 iR o B4 L 800 pl 22 6M guanidinium-thiocyanate i
— =0 > £ 12 900 pl 70% R iEpE e 0 B s 1 200l PR AR G o BT 2 p
M2 ke 2 Ho F 056 TR E 10 A4 H % 5 4 100 pl i Ek
56 T 15 4485 0 DNA 2 0 2 12,000 xg it F a4 2 448 0 H R

WAk 2 DNA- 7 #H3E 4% PCRF B §37-20 k7 iz o

1. g 3 B

1) & ;% PCR

15



B Bk N PCR F 2 % Xiao & 4 2. 2 ;2 (Xiao et a.,1999) »
B IFEE PG A o dof "SRRG a0 2T RHHE o B - R
FIE® > 3 0.2 ml 2. thermo-tube # 2 » 100ul » i > &~ B 5 1 (1) IX &
% 7% (100 mM TrissHCI pH 9.0, 500 mM KCI, 0.195 gelatin, 195 Triton
X-100) ; (2) 6 mM MgCl, ; (3) 2ul 2. DNA # %2 ; (4) 0.4uM forward
primer(Out-1, 5-TTC TAG AGC TAA TAC ATG CG-3) - reverse
primer(Out-2, 5- CCC TAATCC TTC GAAACA GGA-3) ; (5) 0.2mM dNTP
(6) 2.5U z_ Taqg DNA Polymerase(Invitrogen™ life technologies, Brazil, 5U/ul)
Z(7)iR Fpk o #-tubes B » PCR## %Y 94 3445 %47 % DNA
faar > £ 5 35 cycles(denaturation, 94 45 #; ; annedling, 59 45 #; ;
elongation, 72 1 4~ 48) P WIEAR 0 B (3T 72 7 A 4BE TR D
elongation -

% - B2 PCR ¥ J& > thermo-tube ® 7%z » 100ul & Jigie o fe = & frik
Bvet A o A ul i (1) 10 &2 % ik, 10U 5 (2) 4mM MgCly; (3) 2ul 2
% - B PCR 24 ; (4) 0.4uM forward primer(All-1, 5-GGA AGG GTT GTA
TTT ATT AGA TAA AG-3')4r reverse primer (All-2,5 - AAG GAG TAA GGA

ACA ACC TCC A-3) ; (5) 0.2 mM dNTP; (6) 2.5U 2. Tag DNA Polymerase

2 (T3 Fk o F i B 4ek % - = PCR

16



2) =t PCR

hEQIr p sl S H kB D E R BB o 515 24 GenBank T
FLE ¢ 2t 3 B 18Sribosoma RNA gene & 71| » % BioEdit #it %8 i& 7 & 7]
gt a K3 T s E e g e+ 5 (Coparvum £ Al g2 2 A Comeleagridis
e C. wrairi):& 7 e tgiv* o & 0.2 ml 2 thermo-tube » % » 28 # &
50pl 2 F Jii o A B f(1) 1 2 2 & Rk 5 (2) 3mM MgCly; (3) DNA sample,
4ul 5 (4) 0.1uM forward primer(Cpmw-1, 5-ACT TGA TAA TCT TTT ACT
TAC ATG GA -3')4r reverse primer(Cpmw-2, 5'- CGT CAT TGC CAC GGT

AG-3') ; (5) 0.2 mM dNTP ; (6) 2.5U Taq DNA Polymerase ; (7) = F’k - +

404 T 544 DNA B4 & A f248: @ 4f 16427 denaturation, 94 30

<

%) » annealing, 55 30 ) % elongation, 72 144 5 — %%k » + 5 40 Ak

(5 Btsrl 72 10 A 417 = A elongation 0 i & £ DNA B £ F Jis -

. BRES A
% ;% PCR (Nested PCR)

- BEF B¢ > 0.2ml 2 thermo-tube » *x » 100ul & &% > & %] 5 ¢
(1) 1 & s = (100 mM TrissHCI pH 9.0, 500 mM KCI, 0.1% gelatin, 19
Triton X-100);(2) 4 mM MgCl,; (3) DNA #% %, 10ul; (4) 0.5uM forward primer

(CYCF1E : 5-GGA ATT CCT ACC CAATGA AAACAGTTT -3 )4r reverse

17



primer (CYCR2B : 5'-CGG GAT CCA GGA GAA GCCAAG GTAGG-3); (5)
0.2mM dNTP; (6) 5U z. Tag DNA Polymerase (Invitrogen™ life technologies,
Brazil, SU/MI) 2 (7) # F-k « #-tubes B » PCR % % 12 95°C 5 /> 4i ¢ 48 @
E7 DNA fz4z > £ & 36 cycles (denaturation, 94°C 30 #; ; annealing, 53°C 30
) 5 elongation, 72°C 90 #y)chiftgiAz > & 72C 10 & 4Bie {7 = K h
elongation -

- B2 PCR 2 p fA3k32 513 43 & & - thermo-tube ¢ 7= 2z »
100l & i e fekRviF 2R A8 5 (D1 B2 ¥R (2)4mM
MgCl,; (3) % - £ PCR & #, 5ul; (4) 0.5uM forward primer (CE456: 5'-TTC
GAG GTA GTG ACG AGA-3')4r reverse primer (CE837 : 5-ACA AAA TAG
AAC CAA GGT CC-3') ; (5)0.2mM dNTP; (6) 5U 2 Taq DNA Polymerase
2(7) #mEk e FEiEE4cr % - = PCR» i annedling if & { 3% 56
g 36cycles 5 i ts > ¥ 175 382bp 2 it K o

Mg <2 PCR A4 7 3 2% agarose gels F 7Rk 0 &5

ethidium bromide & ¢ & > £ J1* 2 j % 3(Gel Doc 2000,Bio-Rad) g % -

( ) PCR z }3{ &Fé%—ﬁ
AR A @eflr PCRF Bk fiplE% + A2 B s ey o 2
GE: FESE NLRLE § S

18



2.

(

1.

3 100 PR B SRR 1000 F - kA BH A

Prpa o £ AR ENAE S PCRBIGAE STR A ©

A
" E tenella i ke + BRGE KSR E AR 4R R R - R
PEAKT G T > Au ks 15251014302 122 B r g

p 44 B~ DNA & » 2 (7 H & pri .IFFU;X@ °

=) *LH4|fF & +7 (anaysis by restriction enzyme ; RFLP)

RS

12 18STRNA gene & IF &~ #73 tgenyn e 5 PFERIEE P E X )RR
species & A F1A] o ST g HPER FE Y FUOUJIFFRGT LA 0 TR
C. parvum ¥ C. meleagridis f= C. wrairi % %] 1! & (1] 2) ; #1pF Vsp ¥
Bt 858 PCRAF&FAYT > BIF %4 Coparvum 2 4 4] & 2 4] A 77
(B 1,2) -
1) *4)pF Tag (Promega; Madison; USA)

% 0.2ml 2z thermo-tube # »x » %484 5 20ul & &% > 4 %) 5 1(1) PCR

A4, 5ul 5 (2) = Fk, 12.3ul 5 (3) 10 % 2 % @i, 2ul 5 (4) Acetylated BSA

19



(10ug/pl), 0.2ul 2 (5) *41p= TagI (10U/ul), 0.5pl- * >+ 65 T 1)

B o

2) "T4p= Vop (MBI Fermentas; USA)
F g Ruas £ 20ul > Bagivigiz 3 1 () PCR A%, 50l 5 (2) # Bk,
12ul ; (3) 10 & 4 feie, 2ul 5 % (4) *TH1EF Vsp  (A0U/pD), Lul o £ gt 37

N RN-E

3) *LH4IfF Ssp (New England BioLabs ; USA )
FRAMAMAE 20U i ivix 2 5 0 (1) PCR A4, 50l 5 (2) = 7k,
12ul 5 (3) 10 & & e, 2ul 5 % (4) *TH]px Ssp (BU/I), 1ul » & >t 37

(720 PF o

L pE (R )k Jiik it o
1) *T4]fF Mnl I (New England BioLabs ; USA )
F ORGSR S 20pl 4% R iE & (1) PCR A 47,150l 5 (2)10x NEBUffer2,

2ul 5 (3 BSA 2ul ; (4)*41px Mnl T (5U/ul) 1ul - »+ 37 &~ 4] BF -

20



2) "L+#p¥ ApoI (New England BioLabs; USA)
FREaRA 5 10l > 3 iFig 2 1 (1) PCR A2 4 3ul ; (2)10x NEBuffer2,

1ul 5 (3)100% BSA 1yl 5 (4)*2415% Apo T (4U/ul) 1ul 5 (B)i@ -k 4ul » »

50 'f};)fg;4/]p§‘o

% UF|EE F s A 4 % B~ 10ul 0 4 b 1pl e 6x DNA loading dye *+ 3%
A% (3: 1Nusieveagarosegel ) FiE {7 704 4 7 > 12 ethidium bromide
(EtBr) % ¢ 5> ¥ ¢4 312nm R &+ #ALB s chA F» & & > ¥ & 100

bp 22 50 bp DNA ladder £ 7 45 #1¢ 2 3 -

21



FEREZL'E T { PHETHRMERRBEELS > NEREER
(200X and 1000X)™ & + /| % 4 3 5 et 2 o é Sfa e d P AP f o 2 L

¢ 2323 F 2spk (B 4) -

2. e+ §
Bf 5 SR A 4 BB T 200X dide 0 7 AL S R i d

8-10 it {12 “r % (8] 4) -

3. YEinA

VR RS T ERIE 204K e (R 4) -

22



ez 3 f Coparvum 2 A2 4 RRREF RS KT 0 % - B PCR ¥t
2 AP RRET A K g NI (B 5 lane2,3) s & = & PCR 2z 3 15 A 4
PP R R a2 A2 834 bp * & (B 5, laneb) 2 + #2837 bp ¥ £ (B 5, lane
6)o @ & % #2593 2z anneding § & ~04uM Z primer ER 2 % - E
PCRz. MgCl,kR 5 4mM 5. 5 & % (B 6) -

3V PCR &#c /A& 3% ¥ » 7 #a%cp (1000~ 1005010 2 1 )2 "%
+ & C.oparvum = A > ¥ 7 R gD 834 bp s B (B 7) 0 Fom et 22

2 G RTE LB o

B. ¥ tgA 2 & 47
A=A
AP e p % T4 ik (automated DNA sequencer):g (7 5 > #7i8 2. &
F1 B 7] & GenBank ® '£r 3 B B 7| AF222998(C. parvum 4 #]) %
AF093490(C. parvum = A|)s % > & p 4p 0% i 10096 » & o1 973 g
gk o mF & Coparvum 4 312 2412 5 5|(F] 8) -
b. *T4Ipx & 47
' ps Vop  i'* T o 7 E-Coparvum £ A 2. 834 F 4 3= 102 ~
104 22 628 bp = i * £ (B 9,laned) ; m C.parvum 4 #|2_ 837 bp ¥ £ »
Blac At 2w 54 ] 5 70102~ 104 2 561 2 % (M 9, lane5) -

23



2) ¥ % PCR

A, FRIEER TR FATRE P

1 8 =t PCR # g2 % % » C.oparvum 2 3| &2 X F| & = 0 0 &g & 3041 220
bp z % £ (B 10, lane2,3)- @ ¥ %12 55 2z anneding :§ & ~0.1uM z
primers k& ~ 3mM 2 MgCl,ik & ~ 0.2mM 2z dNTP k& 2 4ul 2. DNA
e & 5 & i (B 12) -

H = PCR&%CR #5%" » %% & 6 2 # % (2000 -~ 800 - 200 ~ 80 ~ 20
2 8M#)2. C.parvum P& » 8B rkizein B LN PR Hu dxd ¥

WM Mg 220bp BB dept 2 §ACAR Y L 20 P (B 12) -

B. 15 A2 At

A=Y

a TR AT
PLEC220 bp RS TR 1S 0 B it 2. AF222998 2 AF093490 & 7wt

o g R & Coparvum A Alc2 3]z A F R 740 02 & 77 iE 1009 (B 13) »

b. *TH|fE A 45
w8 =% PCR*? » C.parvum#7 % &2 220bp 7 L & 5 *"L4]ps Taq I &
FERZ FE R 4L = 154 bpfr 66 bp = B F E(B] 14A, lane 4,5) ;

m C.parvum A 3]z 220bp 7 & & "L4fr Vp I *7 i > S Vsp T ie* {57 +7



| %@ i+ | 5 145bp 2 75bp =h% £ (B 14B, lane5) -

P

3. Hred+h
1) & ;% PCR
A. FRETEER T E GAOR PRI

"y - ¥il3 ¥ (CYCFIE 2 CYCR2B) i£{7% - =t PCR e »x & » %%
e+ G- E.tenella v ¥ ¥ 636 bp 2 (B 15A); @ 11 % = #3513 ¥ ( CE456
% CE837) :£i7% - =x PCR ehE Ji » k¥ + A {r E. tendla ¥ ¥ ¥ 382 bp
A (B 15B); ¥ ¢t » jpl3R PCR 2z & if % 1 » % % & 7 2708 & (annealing
temperature) 2 53 (% - =< PCR) 2 56 (% = = PCR) > MgCl, ik & %
AuM > 515 R ¢ % 0.5uM > dNTP k& % 200 uM > Tag & & % 5U /100l -
FRE R S 100 > 2736 BER L AT 2 F RiEE (R 16)-

™ 122~30~14-10~-5~2-1 % E. tenella “ & 34 2~ DNA s » &7 &
NBAFEHF B B2 % T8 382bpa ¥ & B & 1B E tendla v

f e ok (B 17) -

B. #1542 A 1

hY

a TR A7
PSR B2 DNA & (7 5 N R S prdi 4 F s 0 7 15 h 382 bp

25



APEp P ITAREFPERIS o TEZATFRE 7 GenBank &tk 5
71 (AF111183 % C. cayetanensis- U40264 % E. tenella) 4p +* - C. cayetanensis
o it 100% » @ E.tenella @313 =% § - Baphz £ 8 > 4piufrid
99% - % i “7H tgenks & > FEF & C. cayetanensis - E. tenella 2 & 7| (®
18) »
b. *T4pE & 47

&' pF Mnl | enie* =% - C. cayetanensis*» = ~ /|- 5 86bp 2 296
bpz - & & > @ E.tendla® a7 =~ ] 5 8bp~142bp # 156 bp 2. =
ERER (BI19A) d Ptk (8- HEEF L LN REMPEEF RATHE
2 A% > 534 ¥ 2 C. cayetanensis fr E. tenella 7 18srRNA 2 #L ] & £ »

M L4 pF Apol enie* T » ¥ - C. cayetanensis*» = ~ /|- & 63 bp %
319bp 2. = iF # B > @ E.tenella Pl & *I4|f= Apol 2. 27 i+ » s dF o k2

382bp & £ (H 19B) -

(Z) kiRt t Rl

1. "Ere+ A

1) 3 WA % 4 PCR# G F B2 & F
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v R PR (A YL 20280200 2 800 )2 & 2 RAE AR N 2
FedRis o MHE = PCRE BRE > BE v atgdge S B 220 bp # & (B

20) 2 H=x PCRg&AAELS2BFAE o

2) PCR 7 Ji&

SRR BT o R L B e T = AKX PCRE Y 0 F
Bty 830 bp =+ B E(Bl 21A) 5 @ A H = PCR&RIY » BIP ¥ Fow A
Ry NI 220bp B S S (B 21B)  H s 2 R AR tg ke 3 4

2P

3) FIpE A 1

B e 2h2 B =t PCR 2 4 220 bp 5'341ps Tag £ Vpl ~» 47 > &
% Bt H % v AUEF Tag 27 202 154 bp - 66 bp(Bl 22A) 5 124 fs
VSpl iF% » AR 2 € hi L A2+ 145bp 2 75bp2 = | #E > e
v 4 %A 32 220 bp % & (B 22 B, lane 5,7) 5 ** %4z fo-T 448 PCR & 4

Bl > % 220bp > & A 3] 5 £ 9 IL(F 22B, lane 4,6) -
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FARSTEFREFELF AL 382bp 2 PR 4B e WA

PECAR frled®) s S E M2 50 BfeT s H P Rament R RS 0 3

S L EEM A LA oI AE d 5 (F] 29) -

2) *LplpE s At
ME R EpFR 4 F R 382bp2 A 0 BIFILHIEEE Ml | A 45 %
A7 & 86bp~142bp~ 156 bp (B 24A); @ 12 Apol A 47 » Pl R A&

2 382bp ¥ & (M 24B) -

(z) 8% EH & Tiat'Ere 3 Qe
1. ;% PCR F Ji&

fcf 341 B AIDS 7 R et ® > LRl 4 BER T ABGRH (B
25) o B AP EUHIEF VD T E LT 0 R 12 2F A 2 G 70
104(z 102)% 561 bp 3 & & £ (H 26, lane 2,3); ¥ 48 34L+» 2] & ¥ 102 2 731
bp 2 i & £(B 26, lane 4) ; & %% 4 B FA4k 7 2] 2 ¥ 104(7 102) ~ 171 =
456 bp 3 1 % F (8] 26, lane 5) - #-#%8 37 42 £ ;X PCR A 4 £ 5 'U4|
Ssp AP F B 3T AL A A 9 3852 448bp 2 B B FL (B 26, lane

6) @ A 4R E %K 108~ 254 2 449bp 3 i ¥ £ (K] 26, lane7) -
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2. =< PCRF &

Bt A BrEE T ABMRME SH ST PCREGRF > S5k 3 A0
# tg 1 220 bp & (B 27, lane5) ; #-3 B H t52. PCR & 4 (48 1,2,4)5
F1pF Tag (F% 5> @4 17 27 4 2] ¥ 66 2 154 bp(&] 28, lane 2,3)-
et 12 2 5 UpIpE Vep TR 0 % 2 F T 4 24 145D0p 2 75bp

"_"

2. = o] ® (B 28, lane 5,6) -
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T~ FE

Ry PR HERE TG LRSI L I o a
¥ 3N ik R h A% G % #4% (Newman et al., 1993 5 Alveset al., 2000) « 24 F &
& %8 F1 5 2 B 44 7 (Rosenblatt and Sloan, 1993) > & i 75 e §8 2. = /% sx ¢ °F
F o LA, B (4 oF 93 %) (Ward and Wang, 2001) » @ 82858 & 1) 2 B rx s o
BB+ AN 0 6 BAANIY A AR GIHE L 4 (Gatel et al.,
2002 ; Xiao et a., 2000 ; Dalleet a., 2003) » fe r2 44 = % & F Erg s ik o

L w v g I B 2 N AN ET A 4 P HF(PCR-PCR-RFLP)
dNHBNE FGRAR P VRRLEAS RETAALERAAY 0 &
Uik S B iE F AN IE e 3 B 2 ¥e(Spano et al., 1997) o

‘e B S fEe A2 $FARF a0 A FIR 7| (Spano and Crisanti, 2000) >
He 1 18STRNA AFEARE KPP ZFEFEFE R RIS
Fom RS NREEAFL PR E & ¥ S5 PCREE P2 -
A= F % E 0 18STRNA A F1iv L 4 0 7LV PCRE H =x PCR & &
FReoRmd 3wt AT BELZREM ] » & PCREGFIHKEER ? F A
MR G R RSS2 p 2 18SrRNA gene ik 2 51+ it B
£ 4 C.parvum 2 3 B (Morgan et al., 1997, Patel et a., 1999) » e #-pt 51 %

G GenBank v 4t - RIFIHE M R A H B BATL EE T A 0 TR RS
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PR RAEZEAFE AT TR DKV PCRY 2 AR )% U4 fF Sp
2 Vp kEHAFANMLER T J N AT (Xiao et al.,1999) > fe pt = 3¢

# 7% % C.wrairi £ C. parvum 2 7] = JF,Z BB o k”fr‘&i% i PCR & + &

—

Pl g ME LR S (E- Bag A Z 5)) (R 29) 0 F & fea g £
BELE i 3 F ¥ RE B PCR P BT & fE5E 8 (779 o

MR fFE 3 £ 7 H = PCR F 0 *4]H % C.parvum
2412+ 4]« C.wrairi 2 C. meleagridis = B #4582 4 3 tg & &> 1% T4
fr Taq R|# #C.parvum= 3| & C.wrairi % » 7+%|(C. parvum = 3] 220 bp
¥ 2] 2 66 bp #7 154 bp ; C. wrairi 220 bp & iz 4 A 3)) 5 ¥ G| fE
Vsp % 4 C.parvum 2 A #2 £ A)(C. parvum % %] 220bp ¥ 4 4 = 75 bp &2
145bp; C.parvum £ 3| 220 bp & /% 4 A 1])(B] 14B) o t 2 B 1t 44+ > 1E %
+ 4. 5 == PCR 2 primer(Cpmwl) % 7| » C. parvum * 31§22+ 4] 5 — Bk 24
(basepair) £ B ; #x @ M ¥ primer 3k 3 &2 A A 5 4 #& A C. parvum £ 3]
TR SH P o Rt e primer =% SRR F4p £ - Bk A (F] 13) 0 & ]
# @ B2 Coparvum 2 ARk 4p 12 & iE 10090 » s 2 W R 6 2 P ?
B s Coparvum 2 3] - 2% 3 f PCR & AR #F&% Y » &3 PCR &~ & 1E

- BorETFANBEEEE A E PCRF BRI Z 20 B Pg 4 & @ p 5
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GG - ARG FEH B 2 pR31IT 42 PCRA BFRAAZREN LA
(Gibbonset a., 1998 ; Xiao et a.,1999) -

Be 3 B iES 18SIRNA £ 7115 % PCR P A Flehm F] 5 f3t g %
T APk BEA P S58SIRNA A 72 28 A 74 ®(4 159bp);
M % - 2. ITS 1 (interna transcribed spacer 1) £ %] » i C. cayetanensis %
C. popionis & & 7| ¥ £ 34 > & B 75 5 500-700bp> * H Ak - AW FELApE
RRRZABM > TR VT IR F 2 MGM T > 3T 5 R 2
W A TIER > & 18SrRNA A Flz = & B 7] % 1700-1800 bp » % 4% 18S
rRNA £ % & X PCRz p &4 %] - d ** Eimeriaspeciesfrik % + A B <
234 # (Eimeriidee) » % 18STRNA A FIFE 5 + 24 2 £ b B 5
(Pieniazek and Herwaldt 1997; Relman et a. 1996) > =¥ 1« ;ﬁ | # E. tenella
FEBEAKR S XL BTS2 B ARA TR 0 B pE s
oM i pTRE S 2 P oo

&ﬁ%iﬁﬂHmwéiéﬁ’%éféﬁﬂ%ﬁ%iﬁ—%ﬂiﬁ
(Jinneman et al. 1998a; Pieniazek et al. 1996b) » F]1 2 513 2. & 2+ > A 8 £
o FB g £ PIEPFAEENT > REFHEE A IoFH 0 A
TR 2 F #5150 gt Etenella B R 0 R3S 3shriT 0§ 3

BakAm2fcEtendla i 7] & (B 30) &wrimy €74 HRe T {8
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E.tenellazkz* % = 313 > mip 502 E-tenella i pIsR*e + B2 Pk @
2Nz PCRAaAR EE R+ Sk - Borg v itgliFd F e

KL REFAHF RHMe2Z A UIEEE Ml 445 > ke
F+H7iE86% 296bp=- 5 E - E tenellav™ ¥ 86bp ~ 142 bp ~ 156 bp =
B (RA9A) - ¥ ¢h > 3235+ 2 GenBank 2o TR - H#-pt & X R & prid
BFEREVHR A TFIEEE Ml 22 B gL 4T TR A FTE A
FR2 P BREE PR O VP ARES F 348 (A ) B B ApAaww
M7 2= 86bp 2 296bp = B R (e FAHHZ ) D A AT AR
] 86bp~142bp~156bp % 3 % * £ (E.tenella 2. )» § = A g4 w4 7
72X 20bp~86bp~122bp~156bp & * K (20bp Ad A+ A A T A ) e

PR ML AT 0 FEER S - 2 A RIE I % Apol A
o "UFIpE & Apol 1 & &R B IRE + i (C. cayetanensis) (£ 47
RS RERFRE S BT B AY Y 0 @ C cayetanensis 2 3 A 5 ¥
WILHIFER Apol 2 2] @ A2 63bp £ 319bp = B £ (H 19B) 0 FE
Rk iR L F s aRpEREF o d N REERTF 5 (C
cayetanensis) ¥t A #g2 € & Mt > A7 7 1% nested PCR-RFLP £+
ot gh o sl v jim i K IRE S BB R 4 ) C.cayetanensis Z 4 Bk

(Jinneman et al. 1998; Pieniazek et al. 1996; Orlandi and Lampel 2000) - i * *2
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FIpEE Ml | 247 T 24 HFE2 24731 2P H A B AR D Re F B

WA 2 o st ke S B Rk Y (nested PCR-RFLP) » i &34 f%

EF M A4 IR T e a ke J2 PR R R [ 2 N

A T UFIFER ApO | A 452 IR gt RR - B4R 3y 7 11+ E tenella
PiiTpre S [T S IBIEER -

TR R R 2 0 e doE e 5 B e #icp (800~ 20080 2 20
Bz 7 2 RWEFFHD ZAIL > 0 RASEAREAF AN 2 A Y
PCR %t 5 g2 325 ; th ¥ 53 W42 - DNA #3~{s » £ mHE = PCR »
R L BEE2ETPCRENAB U T ABHFLE S F 0 20B P
TEH I 220 bp SR AT 27 AR A A HFL
A EHPCRE B RF R RED KRR ARG T I
(& 20) -

AFF L RRBEY SR AFERTER SOL > A% % - DNA
Bois o U PCR 24k > Bi&% 3 A7 > w A t(Ay ~ Bt 0% 4o
T)F H g P Bz 220bptEre S A P (B 21B) o e Ak 5N PCRF ¢ >
R LY 2 fod = g B2 M NIMEe T H 980 bpEFEETE

Fo FECE AP EE(B 21A) c I A N PCR#& 1157 2 H =t PCR 2

fi

W
%
T m

RFlFicd > KREHE 8KV 4 > a3 53 P~ DNA 42/ > &



7% % DNA @ ek HE9h 0 Ra Ak PCRF &Y - 2
%% 2 DNA 7 B (% - = PCR £ 1325bp- % - = PCR B4 % 830bp) > i
BENPCRELF eSS - PCRE L > 2% w73 %2 A4 %220 bp /] %
B2 H A PCR: 7 & Fl KRkt P #rdldenis oo @ @ 558 PCR2Z 315 4
EME R RIEF TR o

Bw et 8z H X PCR A 5 U4ps Taqg 22 VSl A5 B HE ¢+
gL pF Tag *» 2= 154 bp f- 66 bp 2 4% % % £ (66 bp = 33 > 7 % L)(H
22A) > Bgor B % 5 C.parvum» @ 2t C.meleagridis 2 C. wrairi ; @ 534 fs
Vep T iF% 15 » Rz fo® 2 PCR &4 @2 A 3] > 41 ot = e 12 "8 %
+ 45 Coparvum 2 4] > & A4 2 =€ #k R ¥ > 2] & C.parvum * %] 2 3
T 5 5 (145bp 2 75bp)(B 22B) > P # ¢ £ 5 C.parvum A 3] 5 Ra gt =
Jem L G AR B2 A A f2220bp B EC(R 4 2220 bp 2 B3k 5 TR A R 2
145bp) > e & 5* PCR &G % * 387 &% p s 47 @28 (72 0 4
BT AT L HE B2 AN A 2R L] Ly 2
EHRMWEFTLAA - AAF RMWE X PCRAF £ IO A5 @ =
T T A S g Coparvum £ A R84 2 100964 2 0 ¥ K A1 IR
C.parvum 4 A4 7 5 7| « F3HH f F1v 5 o€ ¥z 220bp # &7 » C.

parvum £ 4| ik % fem A A PFEE 200 £ 2 Cooparvum A AR o b8
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LR A b5 220bp BB R 5 A f22 145bp YRS R T o o 124

frVep A2 TR E5ET > €M E Coparvumi® & A% 1 (% 31) -

BT AR A RIS e T e e B A D 382bp

CAGLAE TFEPAR LR O 35 I R g £.(BF] 24) -

LE ALY LR (A BT R AR S F S5 11T

CRE M RN ARLANERLEY 2 FFFN5 151 18 A
5T AR L B R EF RN 10 2 20% (Morgan et al., 2000) - 4534 - 8

@h

ERERAFBRUNRILRT] A LE

FIRF 13 TRACREY

REFTA G ) SF LI AR TR L KSR F

R o

B4 B2 AR EEL T P PRSI HEER 2B
£ 73 C.oparvum * A& (&4 1,2) 0 1 B 5 5 C muris#7& 7 (e

i

3> ¥ - BHRIE C.meleagridis #7k & f (8 4) - » prdp 1 e 5 AR %

ba AT P N S I P
T é\.'j: ¢ N VpJ}i,ﬁ .?“ 18

el ¥ engH o pon i Coparvum &£ 418 4 35 23 R R

LI @ T

E30 TP BRI 25} i % 7 C.parvum 2 A2 A A eh o R g A

3

Hurge 3 BB E 4 (Morgan et d., 2000) » B¢t #cdpdg T 0 79 B € %
REE 3 Ak > Coparvum 4 4] 5 #(506% )0 H % £ C.

parvum £ #](29.1% ) > C. felis % = & 11.3% - H & fAzpl i 8% (Xiao et
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a.,2000) - = F e ficdp 2 T g R Coparvum 4 A FAp ik K 5
SRR B g S GBI FRGE O Mo ipd BRRE AT AL

PR ACRRR A 0 2 S R R Bk 5 e Rl (Hsu
etal., 19993 1999b, 2001) > ~ ¥ B % 7 & pl2 K hikd® » & 100L T35
B4 R1BERT g A AP %Y LPCRS MR ET RRY E
PRI AR T SIS ERY VRS A2 C
parvum(ig s 4 A& 2 35 d 0 E A AL I o v ERA 2
- Berg T AR L (Wuetd., 2000) ; #r02 ig g kiR? Slic? § o ey
LF RN AL EFRSAG 2 FAET AR e PR
RER > FE TR GFAL o

E AT AP R STLATH R 0 W WA BRI UTE

2

Fg

4y
=

B¢ AEc iR FR 2B E F o m 1 PCR 2 VR P 52T
B B3 % o 2id WPCREZHR> 2% %A 7 EEE EIR
ERFRATP AL RFFLE5 - AR L 0 P oo HIUEY N F i

T oL AEAKEY AP E A PCRESETEE T B RS

S0 TP AP EE S AT RS TR ER R Y .
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I~ Bwmadik

AT TR B ARSI U PCR 2 R S A2 ke
FREZRRIHG  AMBE RS - @ e B RFRFR £ EF KR
L LR o BRET AP L T R NIRRT AB S
Soon HHGAS B UHIFEE o o B2 PERESIE CEZT PR
2o TR 220 Coparvum 4 A& C.oparvum 2 3] 5 H i Lige SRR K iy 3 g
MRS B TR T B f R

d R ERAETE > EALR R A F R T KRG
oo b 3 R RIERCRETEY o B2 EPEY 2 Lk SR HED 0 R4
MR RETSER R T ALTHRT R I N BFEERAT TR
RITRPe+ 2 B8k 2 A E Y T KR A R S BB 0 A
WEFTE o et inRWY TR A5 o i 341 BT AR
Ll ABrEre S AR SUGpE ot PRV HESET 2
5 C.oparvum A 4] > ¥ ¢ 2@ A w5 Comurisi2 2 C.meleagridis » 3 4¢

Frd B AL VAL
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= S ,=bté
% 6. 14 GenBank 2. Fi 7] Mgt KN R AR A R BT S 2 A5 (FIUpR

3 Mnll > 2 ds 0 (A) 222 B (B) a2 VA L2 48

Mnl |

C. cayetanensis

C. colobi

C.papionis

C.cercopitheci

C. sp. Srain Gombe 40

C. sp. Srain Gombe 34

C. sp. Srain Gombe 22

E. porci

E. alabamensis

E meleagrimitis

E. weybridgensis

E. ahsata

E. faurei

E. ovinoidalis

E. cradallis

E. chactodipi

E. onychomysis

Caryospora bigenetica

E. polita 86 156 143

E. scholtysecki 86 156 142

E. nieschulz 86 156 141

E. scabra 86 156 141

E. papillata 86 156 140

E. catronensis 86 156 140

E. pilarensis 86 156 137

E. falciformis 83 156 144

E. tenella 86 156 142
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% 6. ' ¥ GenBank z_ B 7

D R SR G PR R BT R

2. R 7 ' 4pEZ Mnl |

SHBAT I (A) PR PR (B) BRAT AL TP ET ARAS L2 A (K
(A)
E. tenella 5.8s 86 156 141
E. necatrix 86 156 141
E. adeneodei 86 156 141
| sospora robini 86 156 140
E. albigulae 84 |2 156 140
E. rioarribaensis 84 2 156 140
E. reedi 84 2 156 140
E. antrozoi 84 2 157 140
E. arizonensis 84 2 157 140
E. peromysci 84 |2 156 141
E. leucopi 72 156 140
E. brunetti 86 121 176
E. mivati
E. acerulina
E. praecox
E. mitis
(B)
1 86 382
I I |
86 bp 296 bp
¥ kg
1 86 242 382
| | | |
86 bp 156 bp 140 bp
|1 86 242 262 382
| || |
86 bp 156 bp 20 bp 120 bp
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FIREEEET IS

ttatataakta

ttgpagassat

T at

Sk {pC A s s
agaciat ooy

All-

1

actttatgma agguttgtat ttattagata

actttacygga

attgigaatga

EagCafiege

Leglagtligg

Ltaacataalt

tagagt gott

tttaboctttl
s = =D

ttgtatttas

cattiyqocas

atacociytogt

coascbafay atlbggagght

Ltgggiicty

CoACCaggag

gacal aggas

googtEotta

votgotaaat

atgtttaata

YOOECC Ty

"

1322
1319

gttoottact

oot tjoagcac

gtitgdaglal

LggageeLgs

A L L gae ag

gttgmtogag

aganstanga
cagg@aagtt

cyot aoacty

Gt CRel g

gUCLLaatii

albgalaget

tgatttigtok

aatattatak

ttaggoaata

atgoatooat

A1 % £ 4] 18STRNA E 7t %t 2

= & AL AN-2)& U ps Vspl ie# =8 o
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sLibeE Lgal

gattanttioo

ttttkatotg

acaprtotgt

caagtatata

3V PCR z
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af agagadngt
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AR ARG AT &
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1ED
16D

240
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Jpo
an0

J&D
Ja0

420
Gz

4ED
4BD

=L )
37

Lqeie]
-1

Ldo]
&57

T2
i

TED
777

=5
B37

ap0
BT

Pl
a7

i0z0
1017

1080
1077

1140
1137

12100
1157

1260
1257

1320
1317

primers( % - £ :Out-1, Out-2;
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Cpmw1l

M e

M e

e

. p Human 1 acttgataat cttttactta catggataac cygtyggtaatt ctagagoctaa tacatgogaa 60
.p bovine 1 1=
meleagridis 1 59
wrairi 1 59
. p Human 61 120
.p bovine [=]n} 119
meleagridis o0 119
wrairi 60 119
. p Human 121 180
.p bovine 120 179
meleagridis 120 179
wrairi 120 179
. p Human 181 geotttagacy gtagyggtatt ggoctaccygt gygcaatgacyg| 220
.p bovine 180 @it i een s eaaam s M| ccocooo oooococooooo 219
meleagridis 180 ... ... 000 v e ieae s MM ccococoo ocooooooooo 219
wrairi 180 @it i s e i e a e M| ccocooo oooococooooo 219

o

B 2. C. parvum * 4], 2 3|-C. meleagridis# C.wrairi 2. 18SrRNA 5 7|t ¥+ 2 ¥ =t PCR

primers & "4 fx Taql & Vsp I iv* =% -
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CYCF1E

catttaatgc
e t....

agggcaaghc

get gt gogee
Ceenas t...

gttzgtgttc

Mnl |

& cayelanmensis| | tacccaatgza aaacagllifc gzaggztagigza czagapataa caatacagzz
. tenells | R e A
_ APO I

¢ cavelamensisil tttgtaattz gaatgatage aatttaaaatl ccticcazag taacaatteg

£ tenells i Eev on. eennn R

¢ cayetamensis|?l tggtgccase asccgeggta attccazetc caatagtzta tattazastt

. tenells 2
¢ cavelamensis!i) aaaagctcst agttggattt ctgtcgtegt catccggect tgccczta-g

E temella A B Covnennn t.

& cayelamensis?4l tggzttgoee goggettict tocggtagee ttecgegett cgctgegtse

E tenella 241 ...cAe.... P P aat...... t

¢ cavelamensisill cggaactitt actttgagaa aaatagagtg tttcaagcag gzettsticece

. tenells BT f e ieieee e ieaee e ememea meeeeaene eaeeeamaen eeaeneaeas
¢ cavelamensisifl cageatggzaa taataagata|ggacciiggt tetettttgt |tzgtitctag

£ tenells L N P A0 oD Annons | A

¢. cavetamensisi?) atgattaata gggacagitg gggzcaticg tatttaactg tcagaszgiga

. tenells .
¢ cavelamensisi®l tttgtiaaag acgaactact gogaaagcat ttzocaagga tettticatt

E temella BT it iiiiin i eeeaeias meeeeeeaes eameeeaeae aemeeaeaee eeeeaeanas
¢ cavelamensishill gacagtageg getttgaaga cgattagata ccegtegtaat ctetaccata

. tenells .
& cayetanensistill actagagata gzgzaaacdec tacctizzct tctectg (636

. tenells 71 537

CYCR2B

3. Ty

Apo |
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il

120
120

180
180

239
240

299
300

359
360

419
420

479
480

h3d
540

ba9
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400X (C) 1000X

200X (B)

(A)

(E)

(D)



834 bp

837 bp

B 5. & ;Y PCRI {23 -lanel 5 100 bp marker:lane2-4 3 % - & PCR % % »lane5-7
A% K PCR%% -lane25 3 C.parvum £ %] > lane 3,6 3 C.parvum * %] » lane4,7 %

PRt $H R o
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834 bp

834 bp

C

B 6. & 3% PCR £ 4| %_o (A)Annealing f & - lane1-6 % % % - BA{ 152 % - lanel
100 bp marker > land 2 % 50°C - lane3 % 55.5C - lane4 % 59.3°C s lane5 % 62.1°C - lane
6% 65C :(B) - FXPCR & i 2 MgClyk & Bl % - lanel % 100 bp marker > lane2 %
ImM-lane3 3 2mM - lane4 5 3mM - lane5 3 4mM - lane6 5 5mM ; (C) & if 2.
primer Jk & B %_- lane2-6 2 % - =« PCR 24 »lane7-11 5 % = =t PCR 2 % - lane 1,12

% 100 bp marker > lane2,7 % 0.1 uM > lane 3,8 2 0.2 uM > lane 4,9 3= 0.4 uM > lane 5,10

% 0.8uM - lane 6,11 5 1.6 uM -
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834 bp

Bl 7. &:;' PCR At pli#elane2-6 5 % - &L PCR AF'lane7-11 5 % - &L PCR A 4~ -
lane 1,12 % 100 bp marker > lane2,7 % 1000 & “F % > lane3,8 = 100 B “r & - lane 4,9 3

50 i 6"% » lane 5,10 = 10 GPZE v lane 6,11 % 1 ﬁpi R
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GenBank * C.parvum + 4|2 B 7| %% 5 AF093490 p] 2 C. parvum 2 4| 2_ B 7| %5 -
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834 bp
837 bp

628 bp
561 bp

102, 104 bp
70 bp

B 9. ;' PCRAY S UF|fx Vp I » 7% % olanel i 50 bp marker-lane2 % C. parvum
2K 5 Vepl iv% 2 834 bp-lane3 5 C.parvum + 3| &5 Vspl i¥% 2. 837 bp - lane
FpE

4 % C.parvum 2715 Vep I iv* & 4 102 bp, 104 bp 2 628 bp(102 bp £ 104 bp ;

A)olane5 % C.parvum + 3] Vsp 1 8% & 4 70 bp, 102 bp, 104 bp £ 561bp(102 bp &7

104 bp & ;= % ~) > lane6 5 100 bp marker -
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e
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e
R

B 10. ¥ =x PCR & {23 - lanel 3 100 bp marker

2 C.parvum 4 3] » laned 5 A 4tR -

b

220 bp

lane2 % C.parvum 2 4] > lane 3
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5 1

l!
i

| |

20 bp

-

220 bp

D E
B 11. ¥ = PCR if i jp| _o (A)Annealing ;§ & #| #_clanel 5 100 bp marker-lane2 % 59.1 >
lane3 % 57.2 - laned i 54.7 >lane5 % 53 - lane6 5 51 ; (B) primer Jk & ip| %_° lane
1 % 100 bp marker-lane2 = 0.05mM-lane3 % 0.1 mM-lane4 = 0.2mM-lane5 % 0.4 mM »
lane6 % 0.8 mM;(C) MgCl, ik & Bl Z-lanel % 100 bp marker-lane2 3 1mM:lane3 3 2mM:
lane4 2 3mM-lane5 2 4mM-lane6 2 5mM; (D) dNTP jk & ¢ %_-lanel % 100 bp marker
lane2 = 0.05mM > lane3 % 0.1 mM > lane4 = 0.2mM > lane5 % 0.4mM > lane6 5 0.6 mM ;
(E)DNA & ]z - lanel % 100 bp marker > lane2 % 1pl > lane3 % 2l > lane4 % 3l > lane5
% 4pl o lane6 5 Spl > lane7 5 6pl > lane8 = 7pl > lane9 % 8l > lane10 5 9l » lane 11

10 pl -

Wi
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220 bp

B 12. ¥ =t PCR %5t A | %_- lanel % 100 bp marker » lane2 % 2000 & “F % - lane3 %
800 #“r % > laned % 200 &% >lane5 % 80 B “P§ - lane6 = 20 B “r§ > lane7 5 8

Berdg o lane8 F AR o
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AF2Z2008 i atbigataalt oiittitacita catlggalaac oglgglaaltl obagagotaa Lacabgogaa 60
AFeRI490 rear™arear ar=mrEare=n e e W e mammare rearearm s 58
C.p Murmar l sasssassss sEssmsEEaE 4 EEa EEd EEd sa mmaEEa s 4 mE4EEEES EE EES EESEESE =11]
C.p bovinae 1 sumammamnan mawofEe wma s W wEm R Ed EES EwEE A EEE BN N A SR N R R &0
AFZFEO98 &1 aasacktogar tttatggaag ggttgtattt attagatass gasaccaatat aasttggtgac 120
AF Q23490 B0 L ieiwaie rsaimarean arsaraaema e s .=
C.p MHumam Bl e ierirmr e srarmmanas e e W e mmemare rearmar s 120
C.p bovimes Bl ccaissamass sEs EEa EEaE arsaEsa EEa sa mEaEEa s 4 mE4EE A ESEE EES EESEESE 1206
AF2ZF098 121 trcataataac titacggatc acaattaaty tgacatatca ttocaagttto tgacctatca L1BO0
AFpRIgay . sssBoBlasaa sacsassass ssEEaEEEEE HESEEEEES S 1=
C.p Human 121 taivuvwane tsasmarear srmasea e Ve m o rma e e maa s e pEa o ma e 180
C.p bBovwidmme 121 i ie i ot e mareas T 180
AF2ZE09% 161 golitlagacd glaggglall ggoclacogl ggoaalgacg 220

AFER 490 IB0 ... i s i s rmermmrma e r e e = maresrm e Zle

C.p Muman 1M1 .cciccaucass sssasassas A Esa EsdEEd SEEEd EEAEE Z20

C.p bovime 181 .o.voiwans vearmarsnas avsarnasms savsavnsnas  Sal

B 13. C. parvum * 3|22 £ 4] 2 ¥ =t PCR A& # B 7] 2 GenBank 1% & 5 71| v* 18] -
AF222998 % GenBank * C.parvum * 3| B 7| % %5 ; AF093490 f| 52 C. parvum £ 3| 5 7|

5L o
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220 bp
154 bp
66 bp

220 bp
145 bp

75 bp

B

B 14. ¥ = PCR 3 t§ 2 # 2. *L4|fx &~ 47 - lane 1 ¥ 5 50 bp marker ; lane 6 f| % 100 bp
marker;lane2,4 3 C.parvum # 4] ;lane3,5 5 C. parvum * 3] (A) Taq I = * 35 lane
235 A5 Taql iT* 2. 220bp> laned5 5 5 Taql it* & 4 154bp 2 66 bp: (B) Vep 1
T* A5 0 lane 23 5 A5 VpI is* 2. 220 bp > lane 4 % C. parvum # 3] & Vep T i® %

fs mam izt laneb i Coparvum + A% Vep I iv* &2 4 145bp £2 75bp -



636 bp

382 bp

B 15 & HReéwadgr g% -(A)%- = PCR;(B) %= = PCR-Lanel % 100 bp
DNA Maker > lane 2-3 % E.tenella’lane4 = C. cayetanensis’ lane5 = negative control

(11 = = -k B~ i~ DNA template) -
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B8 BlFENREFF B2 &5 -Lanel 5 100 bp DNA Maker - (A) % - == PCR
2 L8R lane2-6 & 4 52 51-52-53-54-55C ;(B) % - &t PCR 2. %L £}
lane 2 % positive control - lane 3-8 # %] % 52 ~53~54~55-56~57C ; (C) Mgcl,
kR lane2-6 4 2 3-35-4-45-5uM ; (D) 31+ kR ‘lane2-6 » 4 2 0.3~
0.4-05-0.6~0.7uM ; (E)dNTP ;& & :lane2-6 ~» % 2 100~ 150~ 200~ 250 ~ 300uM ;

(F) Tag £ :lane2-4 » %% 25~5-75U; %4 # € :lane5~7 5 50ul > lane 6 -
8 % 100Ul 5 (G) {7 F fs2 77k ¥kt lane2~ 4 % 36 7k » lane3~ 5 5 46 j57k -
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1 2 3 456 7 89

382 bp

17. i3 P C Ranel % 100 bp DNA Maker >
lane 1l i positivecontrol > lane2-8 # & 5 122~30~14-~10~5-2~1 B % - lane

9 %= negative control -
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AF11iig3 1 ticgaggtaz tgacgagaaa taacaataca gggcatttaa tgctitgtaa ttzgaatgat 60
20264 e 1]
b CAFBEAMBASIE] i eiuiuces cmessamscs sessmessss ssssssssss ssmsssssss sesssssmsss 0
£ tenafla I iieciaccs smemeemess meemessess meemeans b iiiiiiies demeeaeaas g1
AFi111183 f1 aggaatttaa aatcettcea gagtaacaat tggagszgeaa gletgzglzec agcagecgeg 120
0264 LA B - S e ua Ceeccsce meecassses sssesssses semesscses smesssmses 120
B Ayl AmERS f80 ] e ieiein taiiaceess mmeemesass smeesesmes sememssmes smeesseses 120
£ tenalia Bl go.... e .- Coccccce meeccceces semessmecs semesecmes smecemesas 120
AF11iig3 121 gtaattccag ctccaatagt gtatattagza sgtigtigeag ttaaaasaget cgtagttzga 180
20264 121 i iieiumes messceeess ssesssess sesmessses sesssssmss smessssess 140
b CANBEAMBRASE FF] 2] i uiaues sasmemssss messmessss sesmssssss sessssesss sesesssmsss 180
£ tenafla T2l i i iuiiuccse seemcssmcss messesssss sesmesmsss seessssess smessssess 180
AFi111183 181 titctgtegt getcatcocgg ccttgecest a-gsgtetec zoctzgettz ccoogogsctt 239
0264 1 1 - | SR | S Clue wew | SR 240
O Ayl AmERS i8] 0] i e taieccsess mmeemesses seemsesses sememssmes smessemses 239
£ tenella 1Bl heieciccne cmcmecmenn = - | SR | S Clue wew | SR 240
AF11iig3 240 tcttccezeta gecticegez cticectzez tzegttzetz ttcczgaact tttactitza 299
20254 L T aat.e.. oteieaas oaa L ann
G CANBEAMERS FF2 4] i eiaues cmsncmssss messmscsss ssssmssssss semsssesss sesessmens 299
£ tamnalla L T aat.... .. | A L ann
AFi111183 300 ganaaataga gtgtttcaag caggctiglc gocctgzaata clgcageatg gaataataag 269
40264 B0l e eeiein heiieaes meeeeeases meeeaeeas weesseeeas mmeeeeeaes 360
b Ayl ameRS i8I 00 e taiiiceees mmesmessss smsmsesses semssssmes mmeessenes a64
£ tenalia e 360
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18. 18SrRNA AF111183 U40264 C. cayetanensis E.tenella
Genbank C. cayetanensis E.tenella
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63 bp

19. 7y A Mn/l B Apb | avh5e0 50 bp DNA Maker - - lane
M20 % 20 bp DNA Maker - lanel % C. cayetanensis > Inae2 % E.tenella -
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220 bp

B 20, 3 AR 2 4 PCRAIGF B2 B8 17 pic® 2 Ph iR lanel %
100 bp marker - lane2 % 800 i “F % - lane3 % 200 & “F % - lane4 % 80 # % - lane5

= 20 Berd o
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830 bp

220 bp

B

Bl 21 kR4 PCR#&RE 5% - (A)x;* PCR: lane 1,12 % 100 bp marker ; lane 2-6

% - PCR%% »lane7-11 % % = =t PCR % % > lane2,7 % I 4% & % > lane 3,8(31)

LR A o lane 4,9 L3 4 v lane 5,10 & o # 48 > lane 6,11 % = € k4% ; (B)¥ =

PCR: lanel 5 100 bp marker > lane2 = s 4R ®2 > lane3 S I ¥R 2 > laned 5 &

P RE o lane5 G L i k48 > lane6 & feT k48 > lane7 G =€ k1Y o

T I(A)z lane8 E ks B F & o
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— 154 bp
— 66bp

220 bp
145 bp
75bp

B

Bl 22. kiRt E = PCRZ 4 2 "U4|fs 4 47 -(A) *4|pF Tag I : lanel 5 50 bp marker:
lane2 5 C.parvum g Taql i¥* # # 154bp £ 66bp-lane3 i %k 48 - laned = L i
Ao lane5 5 fr-T 48 0 lane6 5 = € & 18 -lane3-6 ¥ ¥ 4k *r 2] = 154 bp ¥2 66 bp; (B)
"LH]fF Vsp I :lanel 5 50 bp marker » lane 2 3 C. parvum 2 4] 5 Vsp I i®# {8 iv &+
2o lane3 2 C.oparvum 4 A5 Vepl iv% & 4 145bp ¥ 75bp- laned % %44k 48 -
lane 5 = A &t > lane 6 = frT k4 > lane 7 = =€ &4l c lane 4,6 2~ &) » e T

% C.parvum 2 3] > lane5,7 p|# *» 3] ) C. parvum 4 7] 145bp £ 75bp % £ -

72



(A)

il
-
i
-
= 636 bp
(B)
382 bp
23, iy A PCR B PCR

| ane 100bpDNAMaker > lane2 % positive control > Inae3 5 fo-T #%
Al o laned L G R AH 2 %4 o lane5 =€ M2 %4 > lane6 i Rimie sl -

lane 7-8 % 5 &k #%2_¥x %8 - lane9 5 negative control °
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

382 bp
296 bp

156 bp
142 bp
63 bp

24.

=3 A MnA B
Aplo | are 50bp DNA Maker> >lane9 = 20 bp DNA Maker - lane2
% C.cayetanensis > Inae3 % E.tenella- lane4 5 {r* #: 48 > lane5 % &

i lane6 5 =€ # 4 lane7 3 R#& 4 lane 8 5 negative control -
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~830 bp

B] 25. & ,rg_dﬂzg Ttz ;N PCR' &% 3 42 % - lanel 5 100 bp marker > lane

2 2R E > lane3-6 € % 2 KR 1,234 -
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B26 €% RkF % RME PCRAS 2 Lq]ps 4 49 - lane 1,10 3 100 bp marker - lane
2-6 A AHIpF Vepl F % s lane7-9 2 U4 Spl » % o lane2 5 B4 (C.
parvum) i Vsp I iv* & 4 102bp, 104 bp 22 628 bp > lane 3-6 5 &€ %48 1,2,3,4 - lane3,4
* ¥ 47 2 & 70 bp, 102 bp, 104 bp ¥ 561 bp ; lane 54 2] & 102 bp, 730 bp ; lane 6 7|
#h+r 24 102 bp, 104 bp, 171 bp £2 456 bp(H # % A2 4% > ¥ ) o lane7 i B L4 R®

ZSplict F %7 422 108bp, 254 bp, 449 bp-lane8 3 € %48 3 2 4 385bp

¥ 448bp - lane9 % € =i 40 A 4 108bp, 254 bp 27 449bp(H # 2 A *r 2z > B E) o
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B 27. § kLt 5 PCR'%E% + B2 % - lanel 5 100 bp marker - lane

2B BB E > lane3-6 € % & —‘ﬁ i 1,234
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220 bp
~150 bp
~70 bp

B 28. & % %ﬁﬁ‘ % %M HE = PCR A4 2 *U4|f7 4 47 -lane 1,9 5 50 bp marker lane 2-5
040pF Tagl & e % 5 lane 6-8 5 'U4IfF Vpl & s % o lane 2 5 B 4B (C.
parvum)i Taql % 2 4 154bp 2 66 bp:lane 3-5 % € /#1648 1,247 lane5 *} »lane34
Vs3] 154 bpr 66 bpelane 6 R VI % F itk (A4 mizas

1)) lane7,8 5 € %t 1,25 Vspl iv* 2 4 145bp &2 75bp -
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* B
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7T HéeR LR o
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C. wrairi(U11440) & ;* PCR
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CYCF1B

cayelanensis! |lacccaatga asacagiiid gaggiagiga cgagaaataa caatacagzg catitaatee
tenella I N teees

cayetanensishl titgtaattg gaatgatage aatttasaat ccttccagag taacaattgg agggeaagtc
tenella Bl vveeevines wneens Ten e T

cayetanensis!?l tggtgecage agecgeggta attccagele caataglgta tattagagtt gtigeagita
tenella 2

cayelanensis|0l aasaagcicgt agttzgatti ctatcgtzst catcczgect tgoccgta-g gatgtacscc
tenella I £ Covevnnele vennns t...
CYCF3E

cayelanensisl4) tzzgttecce gogectttct toczgtagae ticcgoectt |cacfecetde gtizgtattc
tenella Ml ...ca..... ] A . eeeeanas aatf.... jt ..........

cayetanensisill cggaactttt actitgagaa aaatagagtg titcaageag gctigtcgee ctgaatacts
tenella 1

cayetanensisibl cagealggaa taataagata ggacctiggt tctattitgt tggttictag gaccgageta
tenella ) Daee tnnnneees sanneeneen sees Aunee

cayetanensisi?] atgattaata gggacagtty gzzgcaticg tatttaacty tcagaggtga aatictiaga
tenella 2 it iiii eeeeiiies eeeiieses ceeeeseees seeeeeeens

cayetanensisiBl tiigttaaag acgaactact gegaaageat tigecaagga tgtittcatt aatcaagaac

tenella N
CYCR4B

cayelanensisid) gacaglagezz ggtitgaaga cgattagata ccgtegtaat ctetaccata aactataccg

tenella T T % ......................................

cayetanensishll actagagata gggaaacgic taccttgect tetcctg 36
tenella 1) e e eeeieene eiens 1

CYCURZD
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30. %% = )’%v‘ Pt K GVR L AR 4 A 2 313 ¥(Jinneman et al. 1998e; Pieniazek

etal.1996d) > ¥ &3k 7z + 2 18STRNA K Fliadf i - e 3>+ E. tenella @

RN P PSR
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AF222998
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2]
y

) 31 Remer

[ =

a0
g1
6l

121
120
121
121

Y64p i1z

acttgataat

- 2

cttttactta
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Leatlal ...
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gyoctacogt

cygtggtaatt
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a0
59
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120
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2 KRR R B % ¢ = % 2 C.parvum # 31452 15 (AF093490) £ 100
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