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WO o> » &9 (Cat-scratch disease, CSD) &
Bartonella henselaelZ & - TH| &2 Z Sh b ARt
WIKYIETDH 5. B henselaeld B 0> O O 5 BR:
BPWOTHETH 2720, BAEOCSDOKAES
Wi & M 4E PR (Indirect fluorescent antibody,
IFA) 12 X A¥iB. henselaehi Al (ML iF 241
Bifr) R TH L. ) YEHREREIE S
LA I1IEPCRIRAE (B, henselae DNAOHKH) 3
fibha. BEEKNIMA 5B henselae DNA % fith
LA s nTdB Y, VU v o8 @iEBasdin &
% O I IR LI S AR AR RS R 22 3 6120
KMMPCREENHAHEZEZ OGNS, LaL, MG
B & KNS IMPCRIEA OB H O F HECE T %
W, F2T, FKA4EB henselae DNA% 5
JKBE KN 3 S real-time PCRIE % BISE L, CSD%E
WIEE80% URET3BI, AT HI) Iz, JER
B 22 CSDIRAS S I Z BT & i F A (IFA L)
L RMIMPCRBEDOPEHOA R ZBE Lz, €0
ML, 1781 (21.3%) ASIFAS:RYE, 1161 (138%)
HBRMIMPCRIRAERME L 2 0, WA Bk E %572
DI 6PTH -7z, KMIMPCRRA I WM TILIRE
BHoTidhhro2b00, IFAEBREDTI%
(5/63) DAKAILA S B. henselae DNA% i L 7=,
D72, TFAE L KMIMPCRBRADHEHIC X - T

A 1AL 22H 2 3

CSDZ MR IZIFAEEMD21.3% (17/80) 25
275% (22/80) 2 b L7z, IFAZREMEARIMPCR
WAk 5 Bivh 4 BlZFEE L Y o8 ilERR 2 P 5
ERBIT, 1HNZY v oSHIEE 2 PEb 72 W A B B
GEEMBI) Th o7z, KAMPCRAD WL % %
W R 2R CTH 245, W ILIE R T O 53 iE 4 O
MDA DW MDD 5 728, FAhEk O HEIS
BIfRZ: <, BB ERS MPCRIEA: 2 EMid R & T
»5. VX, CSDyufkEat: B o KM S B
henselae DNAZ BRI TE 5 Z LhVRE iz, R
W7 CSDOBA BRI O 7= ke e LT, [
MR & AR IMPCRBAE DB ] 2t s h s,

T C &I

MO % &% (Cat Scratch Disease : CSD) &
1950412 Debré 5V O OHE LK, 2 2585
FTHEME LTSN TW228, JEARI R E S
NTRWIEAHTH > 72, 1990448 (MM 5 Pk ifi 35
o 72 AIDSHE K % 5 ¥ i o Ml W Bartonella
henselae3 TS N2 & oNnF a2 )
CSD&EV L D #990% THLB. henselaebi 73Ky 1k
TholeZl lt?, CSDEZFDOY ¥ 3fid b HEB
henselae3 SN2 &%, CSDEFZ D) Vi
R 5 B. henselae DNAZSB S iz Lo, &
512 % I DB, henselac MIEA fF I iz &
ZED—HWONSE % T, CSDIZB. henselaell X
BIRGIETH B LDV OLNC o7z, bHAEICE
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WTH19BEDWET S O LK, 600610, Eo
WA 59,

B. henselaeDfEF 343 Th 5. EYL 7242
OB, EEIRT, BN BIEZ 8 Y &S
WA TORBE KGRI, K3/ 3
(Ctenocephalides felis) 12 & - TS pbW, @
W, b PORBREEIARNIIEREL24A 20> 00N
ROBENLZ LICX TR Y, FFFY ¥ o5 Hild
MREFBME S MW RCSDE RS, T2, &
ARFTHRL, S IRAXPOBBRIT L LA
OhERoTVDEZ Y, Will, MATHEICHAILA S
CETIEMBIE Y, AW, WL, ONBE,
Jiishie: R AR g8, B - MNP & E o 7oA Stk
DCSDZEFI &R Fuw, F HIVEREERLED
TIEAEBE T, A I R HFIRER B & &
5. EEPSEA DI ICEFE S N72CSDEE
W7D D B, MIEF RIS L1372 18861 o 1
TiE, BED80% (152/188) »VhRTHy, wh
B12362% (116/188), FEwRIHI2338% (72/188) T
oo, FEBMBONTIE, FAHHEIFEDZ
(52/72), HithkeRaigE, SVEREE, - WRPIFE,
280 ) — IR, BT AR, A AR B
V< FTHotzm., ZHLHIZ, CSDIZL¥ %
FRRREIR %2 523 2 NERIL@RGDETH 5.

B. henselaeld JB 3 %> & @ 55 B 55 78 H3Hk o C R
Thb7:0%, BIEOCSDOMABM L, BHEIOL
ik (Indirect fluorescent antibody : IFA) %12
X 2 YiB. henselachuAlifl & (ML 7 BeA) 73
BHEETH Y, Vv HRE L E AR S
N2 6121&, PCRIARIC X A€W 2T b T
W56 ) OSHERR & R EE R D CSDO R
BTk, BRGEBINGED 5720, ) 3R
VIR, F/2, RIINGEY) RPiRsER G Lz
EIIIREREEIR & WA A RE & R B0, 20
72, BEPOIRBH LRAZBARKD ST TH
D, IFAEIC X 5 MFFHBRAIKE L TR 2098
EHNTOBRRTHS. CSDEZF D EMILA, S B.
henselae DNAZ M L2 @iEAM A I hTBY,
Y U OSEIAERRAEIE & 7 O e WA R LT A N A
R AEBR e 5 IR MPCRIRESAH E E 2 5
Mpz®  LapL, HMiEFIHRA S AR IPCRIEA
OB OA R T 2 M T 5w, £2T, R
Y 2 CSDMAZ W IC BV 5 ik # ks (IFAL)

& RMMPCRIGEA D ffH O BRI A I 2 B L7z,

;] &

20094F 4 A2 520144E 5 Ao (541 » 1)
W2, U RO KR MDY, BEAEDHY, £
TFF A R L OEMIED D HCSDEEV D 80
Bl ONR738, A7 H) gL L, MiEFMmR
A (IFAEE) & KMIMPCRIRA DM HIZ X 5 CSD#
FDWr 2 gl L7z,

MFFRAE, BEIEOUER FA) BTl
H D PiB. henselaehi il % | 5€ L7z, HUEICIZB.
henselae ATCCA9B2HKTHRMEL7-d D Z
72, IeMAPURIEF 3 2L — PERR M EI1237C,
5% CO2F T3~ 4 HIE;43 L 72 B. henselae® Wi
KOARDORMEZE PR E L7z, IgGHPLE IZRegnery
D)V ICHEL, VeroMilglZ B, henselae’ ¥l
L, 37C, 5% CO:FC3 HMLEREL-b D%
PUR & L7z, IFABE TGP 2 e L, IgMbt
R 1 : 2005 L B, TeGHuiRffiid 1 : 2564% 2L E
DT EG La, Bk WE Lz Kk
DIEPEIZ69%, FFFPEEIX100% TH 5.

AWM PCRIRAE &, KMz 5 DNAZ il L,
real-time PCR{%: CB. henselae® virBL& s 1 Okt
4o 72% 0 QIAamp DNA Mini Kit (Qiagen)
ZHWT, KMM200u LA S5DNAZ L 7.
PCREU S IZ, 10 u Ldd2x LightCyclerd480 Probes
Master Mix (Roche Diagnostics), 0.4 u mol/L®
% primer (forward : 5 -AGCGAAGAAAACACA
ATCTGAA-3 , reverse : 5 -TCCATAGCTTTC
CAATCCTTCT-3 ), 0.1 umol/L®Universal
ProbeLibrary probe #135 (Roche Diagnostics),
5 uLODNA%Z&E20uLTH 5. LightCycler 480
instrument (Roche Diagnostics) # H\WT, 95C
540, 95C 108, 60C 308, 72C 18 %454
4 7 VOIS Creal-time PCR% % i L7z, 4
T=HEWM % TIrv, Second Derivative Maximum
#:12C, Crossing point (Cp) fi%& ke L 7.

B. henselae® virBHEAR {1213 3 D O @ARf-HA
FAET S 728, primer & MK 55 probe DA i (X B.
henselae® 3t @ FLH R 53 2 I # @D BartonellalZ 1%
ZRIDAEAET B2 EIRL 72 (K1), EEH
D572 % B. henselae® 3 Wik, i Bartonella)& ®
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S5HWfi, LT, e 0¥ ADNAZHWT, &
BORRAMERIEL72L 25, B henselae® H 1
BEihRo > 7P v 2L, & 512, PCREIME
D—¥% BRIKE) L72& T A, B. henselae® A\
BREm 2B L7z (M2). 512, B henselae
LIERRIEADSOHHD b ETHRINTE 52 L 2R
LCWw5%. B henselae® virB&&(zs 1% f A A A 72
77 Z 3 FDNADO A FRY %2 WV 72 B Tl 4.6
¥ —FCTEREDOD HEBHE SN

b S

CSDAEV B H 80BN 3T L Tl ig# A HAs (IFAL)
L KA MPCRIRAE % R IZAT S, % DB % i
L7z&Zh, £1DXH1Z, 30#IH17#1 (21.3%)
TG IFAD) 256k & 20, 1161 (13.8%)
THAMWIMPCRIMA A & % - 72, ML 22 WAL

Forward primer

vl bt St [l et [l [ S Rl B S o

B. henselae virB4type 2
B. henselae virB4type 3
Clustal Consensus

B. quintana

B. vinsonii

B. clarridgiae

B. elizabethae

Clustal Consensus

UPL probe

(IFA¥E) & KHIMPCRIEA DOWH 25kt & 72 - 72
DX 6 BlOHRT, MFFIHA (IFAE) FBk17#
B CARIMPCREEYE, FASMPCREGMELLBIF 5
I mAE (IFAL) Btk L 2 2 EHEAHR &
N7z, R 80kIH226 (275%) 2°CSDE D
WicE-7 (F1, 2).

Z =

IFABNT X % ML RIMAT X CSD I AR 25 i O B e
ETHAHA, BREZSVHOD, REZKL, &
FLLMETELHDOTIEAWY. IhF ThA 2
BRI ELORBORANR R ENTVE DO,
B0 LA, IFAREX ) EN/-CSDOMA B IZAF
L. 2o, @R - IRz Bbs
IgGUuAMli o LA +4 (1 1 64~1 @ 12845 5
HWEERRAB) THEWIHIE T 25 D72 v,

Reverse primer

#135

P Rantel) (RN R SFP o PR (Ppepertt ILH PP e Gl et [
AMAATTGAAGAGTTAAGCCAAGATCTTATIAGAA AAGCTATGGA

K1 virB4g{Z TR SISO B IEELH] o Heik
Y7 V& 4 LPCRIZEDprimer & MK probe DA 8 13 B. hensela? L BEH #8455 7> LA D Bartonella\Z 3% WHEAET 5

FRAL 2 IR L 72

M 1

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 M

K2 7Aa—XFVERIKICESY) T VE A4 LPCREGIRMEY O
YT NZ A APCREDHREMOMRAD -0, BInTHRIDOR % 5 B henselae® 3 Wikk, Mid Bartonellal®® 5 WikE, v bor
J ADNA%ZZNZFRFRIML, VTNV A4 APCRIILZ TR o7z, TOWIEEWO—% 3 %7 71— A7 )VELIKE) TH

ML L= 1~312%bpD MR DN Y F2 Bl L7,

L' — M : 100-bp DNA ladder, V— ¥ 1 : B. henselae

ATCC49882, L — > 2 : B. henselae YC-12, L — ¥ 3 : B. henselae YH-01, L — > 4 : B. quintana, L — >~ 5 : B. vinsonii,
L— > 6 : B. clarridgeiae, L — > 7 : B. elizabethae, L — ¥ 8 : B. bacilliformis, L — > 9 : human genomic DNA, L

— 10 : distilled water.
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SERIBITIZY ¥ 232 UIBR L CPCRIRAELC & 2 fifE e WL A BRAE DA ORI 2. FA LT 221
ZWBWRTH 20, BHFEOLZINMETHY, R A (IFAR) Batko I BB o 3% KA A 5 B,
BWLE 29 ZoMELHARSRD 5N 5. —T5, henselae DNAZ #I U 720 ) 2 #8BR L, KAWL
FEBFIDOPTRDZ VAW TIE, IFALIZL S PCREREOEEEZ AL 2®. €2 T, KA1

#£1 CSDEEWEHOBII B 2 MG WA (IFAR) & RMIMPCRIRAEDHEH O LK

ARY I PCR s o
Btk itk '
a4} 6 11 17
Mg~ RRA (IFA i8) F%’i _
[t 5 58 63
g 11 69 80

£2 CSDEZWiT&7222EB 0 BEY T L MiEHUAME, RAMPCRIRA DR R—5

B iy L o (REEANEN T Real-time PCR Cpfii
/R FEEL U osHilENR G iFE

No. FEEfih iR TgM IgG (mean % SD)

1 15/M - - Cat, dog 40 256 NA

2 4/F + - Cat 20 512 36.82 + 0.57 R

3 6/F + - Dog <10 64 33.93 £ 0.39 BB

4 13/M + + Cat <10 256 35.98 + 0.69

5 14/F + + Cat, dog <10 256 34,29 + 0.43

6 8/M - + Dog <10 <64 35.35 £ 0.33

7 10/M + + Cat 20 256 NA

8 8/F - - Dog <10 <64 37.18 + 0.36

9 10/M + + Cat 20 256 NA

10 7/F + + Cat 10 <64 35.64 + 0.27

11 2/M + - Cat 40 256 NA

12 15/M + - Cat, dog >80 512 NA R R g2
13 6/F - + Cat <10 256 37.29 £ 0.15

14 10/M + + Cat <10 256 NA

15 12/F . . Cat, dog <10 512 33.55 + 0.33

16 13/M + . Cat <10 512 NA ENGE

17 9/F + + Cat <10 <64 34,84 + 0.47

18 a/M - - Cat 20 512 NA

19 14/F + - Dog, rabbit 80 512 NA TR g2
20 56/F . . Cat <10 256 NA R AR e
21 35/F + + Cat 40 1024 37.19 £ 0.59

22 7/M + + Cat, dog <10 512 NA

*Cp, crossing point; NA, no amplification; +, positive; -, negative.
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CSDOKAEZWIZ BT % MiF#rkAE (IFAL) &
AR 1 PCRI A > B O B R AT IS D W Tt
L7z 2h, MiGEFMRAE (IFAHE) BED79%
(5/63) DCSDHE B DKWL A* 5 B. henselae
DNAZMI L7, S0k, MmigFEwms (IFA
%) &AM IMPCRI A O PEHIC X - TCSD# i 3
MR (IFAEE) Hiho21.3% (17/80) A
5275% (22/80) I L7z IMiEFmMHRAE (IFA
%) BRI PCRIE A & 72 - 72 5 i 4 ik
FEE LY VNN Z PR S e BB T, 5RB 1B
YR A D WA TH o7 (F2).
EBWitE, HRMTY a5 4 FREREI G &
n, ME L7, ThdORERTIXB henselael %}
T2 PR FEINC LA T 2R ORIENH TH -
72, b LLIE, BEDOWRIEISIEB henselaell kf
T AURELEDBAN TR THolzbEZONE?, B
B b2 Sk E R TE RV ATYH, B
henselae DNADKIN T & 5 Z LA & 1, KM
PCRIADA HEARD 7.

KWL & @D B. henselae DNA D H 3R % Huik By
PEPNCRRE L ClE oy L ks 5 L, ARET
1335.3% (6/17) THRAIMPCRBA DBt & % - 72
DIZH L, 192% (5/26) DFKAHIMLA* & B. henselae
DNA% Bt L 723152 %16.7% (3/18) DIi A &
DNAZBH L2 H 2. COZEHILT
DCSDEFITB VT, WIZMEHIZB. henselae
DNADBITE B LNV THEIEL TV SRTIZ RV
728, ARIMPCRIA 2 WA THI W 5 IZIXKE DT
STk, KMIMPCRIAE AR & 7 5 R D
WCTIRZEAHTH 5. FIE 3 BB ICHK A &
B U7z 1IERI R&de 3 — 4 » HBISEKRSIMA &
Bt U7z VIR ofis»d 5. AkEicix, 13L&
A EDVEEIE 3 8 [ DL IS ER I S A7z M 2 FH v 7z,
B GAE R2 20 & L7 H O DNARTH DIl A~ DG A D
WEEMEAE Z S b 720, BRERO HEICE®RZ <,
KA MPCRARAT DORARINY 72 F AR S L B,

]

¢

MO o h & PiAR R B E O KM ILA» S B.
henselae DNAZ I TE 5 2 & nE iz, R
By 2 CSDO WA B O Fi 72 2 BE#Edk &L LT, [
HFHA L KN MPCRIRA DDA J25 RS h 5.

E B

ROV BH Lo TITHERZWAZEF L
TR PEBASEA (DR B R R F e R A
FHBURBMRAAEIZ) ISO0X ) EHVwA LI

51 A 3 ik
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Bartonella henselae DNA in Seronegative
Patients with Cat-Scratch Disease

Masashi YANAGIHARA

Department of Surgery and Clinical Science
(Surgery 1), Yamaguchi University Graduate
School of Medicine, 1-1-1 Minami Kogushi, Ube,
Yamaguchi 755-8505, Japan

SUMMARY

Cat-scratch disease (CSD) is a worldwide
zoonosis caused by Bartonella henselae. Because
isolation of B. henselae by culture is difficult, the
standard laboratory diagnosis of CSD is
serological tests using indirect fluorescent
antibody assay (IFA). Detection of B. henselae
DNA by PCR is also examined when lymph nodes
are obtained. Isolation of B. henselae DNA from

blood specimens of CSD patients has been

sporadically described. However, the usefulness of
serological tests, coupled with the detection of B.
henselae DNA from blood specimens, is not well
described. We examined 80 patients with
suspected CSD using IFA and real-time PCR
(rPCR) on blood specimens, to confirm the
clinical utility of the combined use of both assays.
Of the 80 patients with suspected CSD, 17 (21.3%)
were positive by IFA and 11 (13.8%) were
positive by rPCR. Six patients were positive by
both assays. CSD detection sensitivity increased
from 21.3% (17/80) using IFA alone to 27.5%
(22/80) with combined use of IFA and rPCR on
blood specimens because B. henselae DNA was
detected in 7.9% (5/63) of blood specimens from
seronegative patients. The combined use of
serological tests and rPCR on blood specimens is
recommended for the prompt, noninvasive

laboratory diagnosis of CSD.






