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PCR-reverse Blot Hybridization Assay for Species Identification of Dermatophytes
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Background: Dermatophytes (7richophyton, Microsporum, and Epidermophyton) cause cutaneous
mycoses called dermatophytosis. Forproper anti-dermatophytosis therapy, accurate and early diagnosis
of dermatophytes is important. Laboratory diagnosis of dermatophytosis for dermatophytes still relies
on microscopic and macroscopic examination of in vitro cultures and some physiological tests. These
methods (conventional methods) are time-consuming (2~4 weeks) and yet, still have low sensitivity
and specificity. Recently, in order to overcome such limitations of conventional methods, molecular-
based methods have been developed to identify dermatophytes. The polymerase chain reaction-reverse
blot hybridization assay (PCR-REBA) allows sensitive and specific identification of dermatophytes
species.

Objective: This study was aimed to develop a new PCR-REBA with higher sensitivity using less
amount of probe concentration, so the assay can be more practical in clinical settings.
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Methods: For this, PCR primers and species-specific oligonucleotide probes were designed within
the internal transcribed sequences 1 region between 5.8S and 18S rRNA. The species-specific probes
designed in this study was to identify 6 species (7. rubrum, T. mentagrophytes, T. tonsurans, M. canis,
M. gypseum, and E. floccosum) comprised 99% of dermatophytes isolatedin Korea.

Results: The detection efficiency of the PCR-REBA was compared with the microscopic method,
and the results showed that the sensitivity of the PCR-REBA developed in this study is 100 times

higher than previously developed one. Subsequently,

the results of PCR-REBA were evaluated using

clinical isolates. DNAs from a total of 68 clinical isolates were analyzed by PCR-REBA, and the
inconsistent results between PCR-REBA and conventional microscopic identification results were

confirmed by sequence analysis.

Conclusion: In brief, the results showed that results of sequence analysis were identical with PCR-
REBA implying newly developed PCR-REBA is very useful method for accurate and rapid identification

of dermatophytes and would provide higher simplicity,
[Korean J Med Mycol 2011; 16(3): 86-98]

specificity, sensitivity than conventional method.

Key Words: Dermatophytes, Dermatophytosis, Molecular based method, Reverse blot hybridization

assay
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= R 2 7o) 57k
oFEo 28, BEAE R A% g g
sl 2w Erh Frkska P

=
= WX AE (Trichophyton), 22X T4 (Micro-
sporum), X3 dZ (Epidermophyton)©] 1oH &
A7 AAH 2= oF 400152 URlvre] &
AR, -2yl M= Epidermophyton floccosum,
Microsporum  ferrugineum, M. canis, M. gypseum,
Trichophyton rubrum, T. mentagrophytes, T. schoenleinii,

T verrucosum, T. violaceum, T. tonsurans ‘5 2F 10

- 87 -

9

- 9

2y

o oor T I
q4l 2 =Y
O U =T
ki o e ofN
1o

(o,

o,

o

i)

rr

S

[o

i

fot

o,

oN —
ox
i, Mo Ju
L
)
rir
v
i
&
I
M,
r (
o
i
lo 2

S
N
N
2

e

do

k

rir

ol\

oz

4T o

o 2
£
=2
L)
S~
jukes
ox

o, Mz o
2, ro
]
A g
(R
m0
ol
ol
2
o
™
=Y
2L

o3
)
2
o
il

ot

[e]
S
N
-
30,
o
- =
°
=2
a2
i
2
il
Off

(/=1
o Mo
IS
2 o
N
o
oo 2,
2 1o

ﬁrgﬁ
;g_
o
2
ot
N
2 fo

& e oo

>
A
Q‘L

&l R tde 3o o o S

o ot

rf'ﬂ

B X o o Mo > 2 8
4T orx o et lo m Jo 2 fu 2L Moo o I eh L ofy

o
™
ey
Y
o
2
o )
rlo

=
-

o
L

¥

30,

£

i

|
o

>
>
o>
=l
1o
™
ay)

1)

A
>
o
i H
K o

y 3o @

o T
F

b
ol
.

[rt

ot

-0,

i
rir

&,

2

ﬂz - (=}

5

[

)

ﬂl\fi 0! i
ol

3

L

ot
(NS
il
3
I
oft gy
>
NS 1152 J

N
o T
B
Nrﬁ
Er:prﬂ
: =%

o =
@%m
N
U;_,_‘ZNIO.
Eilﬁom
rlomlo
o O
i)
&
rETOH
2 o

=
o2
i)
o
o
=
o2
oX,
of
i
°
i
|o
I
™
=l

3l A2 AR
W wRApre) b

BAe) 54 98 &

Moo Y
to
=
>,
)
~
)
B
N
o
\o_;

Moo de orQ
o2

o
o
>
)
kD
2



O

A2 9E-S- (Polymerase chain reaction, PCR)2- 7] %
2 3k Rl Eo] ] ar QQUpORETIe Aol
I FAVET DNAE SFHA7 §, Adass A
gate] LERt DNA o] AuedidS valst
v Algkas wRzdo] oA A (restriction
fragment length polymorphism, RELP)""7, A A|7+0.
% S1PAEE DNAS) S35 891 2 g 7}
3 AN FFEA AHHES (real-time PCR)"™,
14& 24 B8k 97144 495, 7

So] §14 Rololn WsH F i
A
s

N
>~

il
FEEQElE ZRHE ol&d i
vt wh-gste THEAs AMREE-Aduy
(poly merase chain reaction-reverse blot hybridization
assay, PCR-REBA)""? 5-0] 9t}
RFLP= 7R3 Ao o s o 4o 7ke

ol

Mol My o2 off
2Rl

. X 7

@

2l A ATk B8] ofgrhe wel vk
PCR-REBAF gHHe] AALR ofe] IS A=
Sk 4= a1, 9FSY (membrane)S AAHE o=
A8 oba 5 Qla AFEs} 7bssho
& 7RI e

Hol5tol] ok o]u] PCR-REBAS ©]-§35}o]
S Abe B S ARe A7)

Qo o]E5o] JiE3 PCR-REBAYE 15

SE|aFEEQEle|E ZRBE wEog 2

o=

B

o %0

Bel MRS ol A Pl Ag3lol u
go] o] =i ofelge] A, WEF & 9
© R BRI AP WA 2w

Aol ek

upeba, 2 Aol e fEjuhetell A Ee Wl
Z=7F W =8 IFAPIT 63 T orubrum, T
mentagrophytes, T. tonsurans, M. canis, M. gypseum,

E. floccosums Al A1&8kaL Qs 54

2HE o] &3] Hulo TIPEE YEld 7 =
PCR-REBAS 739l om, QAR HFTE o
&3 1 AdsS Frkekslth

:>é
HU
o
N
i

=< O

1. Strain ¥ &Y ZE|#F

Hr

2010 595-H 2011 62744 =] 3
o RNH Zste] oAt 2ol 7]
Hol Byl Xt 55 F FAPIT S
& ol & Aol ARSI I At
Aleetal Q1 g A &Skl A ol A Al gkl AL
Gl 2 AgellA ARERE IFRAVET Y] F
e TTTT 3% (Trichophyton rubrum (ATCC
28188), Trichophyton mentagrophytes (IFM 48154),
Epidermophyton floccosum (CBS 970.95), 73]
T 6% (Trichophyton rubrum, Trichophyton menta-

2 o R e

N

grophytes, Trichophyton tonsurans, Microsporum canis,
Microsporum gypseum, Epidermophyton floccosum)
= WEe® A3 shalth Z1e]al PCR-REBA
o Bolwg AR 17) a4 IFA )
obd X+t 8F (Malassezia furfiur (KCMF 20409),
Aspergillus oryzae (KACC 44847), Penicillium paneum
(KACC 44823), Aureobasidium pullulans (KACC
41291), Aspergillus sydowii (41869), Bipolaris
sorokiniana (KACC 44841), Cryptococcus neoformans
(KCMF 20047), Candida albicans (KCMF 20403)),
I F AT 2% (Staphylococcus epidermidis (ATCC
14990), Corynebacterium diphtheria (DML 460))<
7 AR
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Sabouraud dextrose agar (SDA) WX & ©]&
S| RARRE ol AFEERL, WA
1,000 ml®l dextrose

10 g, Agar

e o

=
S

)
=
T

=]

2o
(Becton and Dickinson, Franklin
el 3 121CollA

il

7IEat g 5, 60C7HA] A3, ui

)

40 g, neopeptone =

H gl
RUSE=1

Lakes, NJ, US.A) 15 g& ¥Yal =

1587F ek

o
O
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=
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3. BEETF AHEE|dF0IM2 genomic DNA

=
=

m

I FAP Gt O ZH-E genomic DNAE FZ3}7]
3] DNA Purification from Animal Tissue kit
(SolGent, W, =& o]&3l3itt 83+
b FH7NES ARESE] o] AR 5~10 mg
%9 #AZ inoculation needle® =] 2 ml A

ol &71a1, AA o]-gsto] 12} FAA|

)

il
sH
4

A ARE

0 2 1-=

o3l 1847k B¢k BA

s AR G A3
| wel =43le] DNA FE313th &
™ Fa 3k AR Cell lysis solution 500 pl

HkgE & Proteinase K solution
55Coll A 18A13F Sk vF
Hhg-o] b, Aol 7
< Protein Precipitation Solution 200 ul
SHAl aEHEEAL 13,000 goll A 5E- Eob
e & ASAE M2 15 ml A @
&%2] 100% isopropanol<S 37138}l
9], obel = FFof AL -20CellA 30

: PCR-reverse Blot Hybridization Assay2 0|&8t 1

Fa)aL ALg A W e

¥, FAAZY] (REE, (F)EAlbte] Ho] X,
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%

O

a2t} 13,000 goll A 154
SFEA DNA pelletS 213
SkaL 80% oEHe- 1 mle 37}
Ao}, E=ok
A ABFAL 13,000 goll A 5% 59k

Holglis 4Fole wol e o

[«

L2 ox op

eN

AAG & AQH T4 4
2o A 108 B AEAAL Kit ) FAE
H7ystar 5%7F 9,
2= 4]°o] DNAE 50]al DNAZ} &b =55
& = 4ToA 30% o] #HX]3F T RNase
A (25 mgm)E 2 Wl H7FekaL 37T A 308 5
oF Wk A7) wix|Eo 2 AAZ 65Tl 60
Bt AFEAITL H, ARRAIZEA] 4Tl Bt

Fict.

4. DFARSHE /FEA

Hydration solution 50 pl-S-

o) =
)\}\__l_

ol

P

| S|

=

b=
Ho

ulx YA EdHAE (National center for
NCBI, http://www.
ncbinlm.nih.gov) Genbankol|X ¥4 o2 3= I
FAPdES] PCR ZEtolm e} &2y e
Blol= Z2H = vRAPGe] Fod i T
S $13l 18S ribosomal RNA (rRNA)<} 5.8S rRNA
o] Ajolol] EA|3}= internal transcribed sequence
LTS 1) AR sl 47 NeS 4
stk HElL ekl (http:/multalin.toulouse.inra.fr/
multalin)S 33 & FH O T Sz I FAPIA
g0l TEor THA= A7IAE FelolA 228
primerE UARIBI I, 1 5 reverse primer®l &
PCR-REBAYS 913] bioting 5" @kl 31t
T12]a1 2289 primer WF-oll EAjsHE 5] F

T
Aol A7) BA ARASRE BT 5

biotechnology information,

<3}
A

= LY aFEYQEleln ZTRHEE T)X}e15HY]
a7 gRlaygEeQElelE T2 Ho gke
T} Efol= A3E & ¢ AL 7] fal
5" Wedel amine”’|E B TE AR primero}
Eelar e ertel s T2 B Hho]e o}l ()
7, gl S ol=lekelnh



Z£7¢t genomic DNAZ

=
2H ITS1 29 E EE 225 one—tube nested

r

=% )5 AP genomic DNAE 32
3}% Prime Taq Premix (2X) (GENET BIO,
A dieRl=n S ol8ste] PCR= 3 shalth
Prime Taq Premix (2X)2] 2432 primer taq poly-
merase 1 unit/10 pl, 2X reaction buffer, 4 mM MgCl,,
enzyme stabilizer, sedment, loading dye, pH 9.0, 0.5
mM of each dATP, dCTP, dGTP, dTTP®|t}. PCRS
23 7+ 248 Prime Taq Premix (2X) 10 pl, 2%
9] 10 pmole primerE Z}Z} 1 pl, ultrapure water 1
ul, IF-APSF genomic DNA 5 pl, %S 20 ul
2 83tk Ak RIS Fol7] S8 4
o] o] WE o]8-3| onetube nested PCRS 4~
P33k PCR W Z7] WA S 93
95T 5%, daF 532 918 95T 30%, 65C
30% REES 109wk, 23} FEE 9fEl 95T
BE 5 g
b WS ZATE PCR
2 2% TBE (Tris-
borate-ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid disodium salt
dihydrate) agarose gel (W/V ratio)ol 4] 290 volt=
2027 H7]9953}] ethidium bromideol] 1023t
A F AL FREgrE SF oRE g9l

sl

o
op

=
=

do P

6. ITS12 7|£2 mFAtdTd SY= ?Iet REBA

PCR ¥F5-2+E3} Denaturation solution (0.2 N
NaOH, 02 mM EDTA)S U= & =33k &
25°CAllAM 53E3E RESAIA o] F kel PCR REE
NES wAtgo R WS Rese B
o

o} FEo] LYY el TRHI} B
A

solution) 100 ml HHg-3}3ith. ¥ d % PCR ®F
-52FE S Hybridization solution 130 pl2} &3}k
% MN45 miniblotter system (immunetics, 1.2~
P AREEA 255, ml=n)ell 140 ul A4 sted, 25°Cel)

-90 -

A 3083 w3SFA T MN4S miniblotter system
(immunetics, X 2~¥l, WAISEA =S, v]a) 25 E
EA7)E o]-&3le] PCR WHSAIE-S A3 A7
shar gFeEhS gl H$IiE 2X SSPEN.5% SDS
(Washing solution) 100 ml& ©]-83}] 54C a2
Fxo A 90 pm o= 23] AlF 3t H[5o] 4HE
< AABT 7 HA MFHe] x| Ao
Streptavidin-AP Conjugate (Roche, 5%)E- Washing
solution©. & 1:2,0008 3]4]5}te] nlg] FH|3k
23] AlFe] £ F Washing solutions 73]
A ABIAL 25T A 308 59 g2 HAol AP
solution®] WFg-& 4= A== Rolling bottle (FHB15
Tube, Hyland Scientific, A°lE, ¥ E, 7=)S
o] g3lo] gF>T3} AP solutions HHSAJF T wh
-5 % Washing solutions ©]-8-3l] 25TColA] 58
A 23] 2X SSPE gNo 7 184 23] A3}
CDP-star (GE healthcare, %) 5 ml= 4% 59k
S A7 ©] 5 Hyper™ film (GE healthcare, 3
=)ol 1023 ZRFAIZ & skl v dE9
=

e Fol 4F olrg wasr.

b

= R

K

Z b
1. 7|& Bergmans &2 PCR—REBAS}Q| 21Zt
L= =10l

Bergmans 52] PCR-REBA¥} - ¢1-9] PCR-
REBAS] 7% HlaE 317 95k, AlE 3|4
St T rubrum® DNAE 7}A]3 PCRS 33t
A3}, Bergmans 52 PCR 1 pg %2 DNA
7HA] 449 bp2] HEEAHES B1EII A, B A
oA T]x}¢1§F PCRE 100 fg 5% DNAZFA]
235 bp2] PCR HHgAHES BRI} (Fig 1A,
IB). ©] PCR RE-3AHEES 7FA] 3l Bergmans &
©] REBAS} & 9] REBAE AAI8I5H) 1
A3}, Bergmans 52| REBA2 1 pg 52 DNA
7R FEo] 7FEslar” - ¢15e] REBAR 10
fg F%°] DNAZMA] SE7153 TIes 714
= A& glskltt (Fig. IC, ID).
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Fungus-all -
Trichophyton-all % & & =
T.rubum W W & =
T. mentagrophytes
T. tonsurans

Microsporum-all
M. canis
M. gypseum

E. floccosum

Coloring positive control

2
=

235 bp

DD

£ a8 6228

-~ 00«9 O«
o - o -
= -

LR B B B B

LR R B B B

LR B B B B

Fig. 1. Comparison of PCR-REBA sensitivity. (A) Using serially diluted 7. rubrum DNAs for Bergmans' PCR. (B)
Using serially diluted 7. rubrum DNAs for PCR in this study. M, 100 bp DNA ladder (Bioneer, Daejeon), 1 ng (lane 1),
100 pg (lane 2), 10 pg (lane 3), 1 pg (lane 4), 100 fg (lane 5), 10 fg (lane 6), 1 fg (lane 7), and negative control (lane N);

(C) and (D) REBA results.

2. PCR—REBAO| AtE&E #50| 22|10
Y QEIO|E ZTZHO| E0|E HA}

REdTE XS AV (T rubrum, T
mentagrophytes, T. tonsurans, M. canis, M. gypseum,
E. floccosum)ell Uit &E|iwEd LEfolE =
2B Sol=E elét7] $]5te] PCR-REBA
Faystelh, AP AT WE ) RAE
o] & <d7ellA THA}RIgH Fungus-all =
#5ol4e) gelnfrIUorels =z

YeRACh =3 T subrum, T
mentagrophytes, T tonsurans”’} Trichophyton-all
zzad YAANSS UE M canis®t M

@pseum?} Microsporum-all Z2H % FAINESS

s}
off &gut

= 4} nj

1l
1o o
[SRE=1

et el
T tonsurans, M. canis, M. gypseum, E. floccosum I
Bolxel &omirFelre]s Lao ¥y
Aol HolA oz Purs-S et (Fig
2A). 7 SIRAVEE AEGOZ UAAF Leln

srEtel eEfol= X2k wALS glo] HolH
Q) AR sol ANFAPLEE AT
ik

PCR-REBA2] Eo|x= AALE st 3FHAL
At olslel TRAPro] o A7 Wy
Ader dejzl Al e = PCR-REBAS
Y3V TE. Malassezia furfur, Aspergillus oryzae,

ZY T rubrum, T. mentagrophytes,

543

Penicillium paneum, Aureobasidium pullulans, Asper-

gillus sydowii, Bipolaris sorokiniana, Cryptococcus
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123456

Fungus-all ‘
Trichophyton-all

T.rubum |

T. mentagrophytes |

T. tonsurans

Microsporum-all
M. canis
M. gypseum

E. floccosum ‘

Coloring positive control

Trichophyton-all

T. mentagrophytes

Microsporums-all

1234567 8 910111213141516

Fungus-all

T. rubrum

T. tonsurans

M. canis .
M. gypseum

E. floccosum

Coloring positive control

Fig. 2. The specificity of PCR-REBA for identifying dermatophytes. (A) Using dermatohytes' DNAs; Vertical
lanes: genus-specific and species-specific oligonucleotide probes. Horizontal lanes: PCR products of 7. rubrum (lane 1),
T. mentagrophytes (lane 2), T. tonsurans (lane 3), M. canis (lane 4), M. gypseum (lane 5), and E. floccosum (lane 6). (B)
Using dermatohytes, other fungus, and normal flora bacteria DNAs; Vertical lanes: genus-specific and species-specific
oligonucleotide probes. Horizontal lanes: PCR products of 7. rubrum (lane 1), T mentagrophytes (lane 2), M. canis
(lane 3), M. gypseum (lane 4), E. floccosum (lane 5), Malassezia furfur (lane 6), Aspergillus oryzae (lane 7), Penicillium
paneum (lane 8), Aureobasidium pullulans (lane 9), Aspergillus sydowii (lane 10), Bipolaris sorokiniana (lane 11),
Cryptococcus neoformans (lane 12), Staphylococcus epidemidis (lane 13), Corynebacterium diphtheria (lane 14), Candida

albicans (lane 15), and negative control (lane 16).

neoformans, Staphylococcus epidemidis, Coryne-
bacterium diphtheria, Candida albicans<= all-fungus
T}l 5olAQl TR X = HEHA &
YT} (Fig. 2B). Wb, ot B 932 of
Wk Zelal rE e Qe = Ji‘dOﬂE Rehly
o= HERAL, YRR 5] i
Elo]= g B 7} g ARGt Rt %“é‘i%% L

SN

3. PCR—REBAO| Al2E|= #E0| 22|l152
Y QE0|E TEEo| OiZte AA

< 1% PCR-REBA
o] IS AAketh ZF #E vt 1 ngoll A
1 fg7}A] 108 AL 343 9] F-AMEES] DNAS
7FA13L PCR-REBAS 388t A3}, T rubrum, T
mentagrophytesSt M. gypseum-- 10 fg7}A] 441
&5 YERAL, M. canis 100 fg7}A, E. floccosum
< 1pgZHA FdA 55 YEblH (Fig. 3).

ot PCR—REBAS| &

4. JYEeldFE 08

21 ARl s Eﬂol gin
T SEE ﬂ?‘j o U 14%

H 1,y A 10‘&
Fe 54 A7) 315— FFQT) o5 w8
figem & Aol 7 PCR-REBAE T3
A AEA DAl o8 #E 4

4% 5431 % PCR-REBAWH Y} UX]

&= ﬁ%éﬂ H S 98.1% (53¢75°)°]aL, 4|
A 9F2 ] HIE 1.9% (1ol dth 7t
TEE AHRW, JRAVSAS T orubrum, T,
mentagrophytes M. canis, M. gypseum, E. floccosum
= 100% B LA8kglar, she] 5= dE
X#‘ﬂ FAMOE T verrucosum -2 5oL
PCR-REBA Z¥}:= T mentagrophytes=. 573

o} 283 AEHQ AAE SR Trichophyton 2
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28 S: PCR-reverse Blot Hybridization AssayS 018t I SAHAZO S&
e e oD O
2222200 ErXZEs2e
T 0 O «— 0O O «— o <« [«
= S - - -
Fungus-all M &= & & » Fungus-all
Trichophyton-all # & & & & » Trichophyton-all
T.rubrum W % % % % % T. rubrum
T. mentagrophytes T. mentagrophytes
T. tonsurans T. tonsurans
Microsporum-all Microsporume-all
M. canis M. canis
M. gypseum M. gypseum
E. floccosum E. floccosum
Coloring positive control Coloring positive control
G 22283powo @ 2282peoo
T8eT~8¢e-T -ge-ge-
Fungus-all # & & & & Fungus-all ™ % & =
Trichophyton-all Trichophyton-all
T. rubrum T. rubrum
T. mentagrophytes T. mentagrophytes
T. tonsurans T. tonsurans
Microsporum-all % & & & & Microsporum-all % & & »
Mcanis m » = & » M. canis
M. gypseum M.gypseumn B B 8 »
E. floccosum E. floccosum
Coloring positive control Coloring positive control
e 228R%peoowo
T OO0 «— O O «—
‘C_> -— e -
Fungus-all
Trichophyton-all
T. rubrum . are o
Fig. 3. The sensitivity of PCR-REBA for

T. mentagrophytes
T. tonsurans

Microsporum-all
M. canis
M. gypseum

E. floccosum

Coloring positive control

4=

=

I~ =

o= #& 27 $4 % 475 PCR-REBA
ol 93 T rubrum 3759} T mentagrophytes 11t
2 7t FREATE AEAQ0 AAPEe oF &
© 237 gld 10752 PCR-REBA 23}, T
rubrum?} 8455, T mentagrophytes?} 135, E.

=
T
8

-93 -

identifying dermatophytes. (A) Using serially
diluted T rubrum DNAs (B) Using serially
diluted 7. mentagrophytes DNAs (C) Using
serially diluted M. canis DNAs (D) Using
serially dilutedM. gypseum DNAs (E) Using
serially diluted E. floccosum DNAs; 1 ng (lane
1), 100 pg (lane 2), 10 pg (lane 3), 1 pg (lane 4),
100 fg (lane 5), 10 fg (lane 6), 1 fg (lane 7), and
negative control (lane N).

Sfloccosum?} 1752 5740] AT} (Table 1).

Z 681 T A E T TolA dEAQl
sAHoR FAE Ay} PCR-REBA A7t
A X544 1ok AE2] HArAPHe R

A
Trichophyton 2 sA4E 47579 FAHEA

O

oF
=)

rlo

Ex¥e)
= =



GAHE B R,
2l AP PCR-REBAS] 23}
2A8HA] & T VI &+ A
= T mentagrophytesZ ‘7% ©] PCR-REBA Z
Fop dAJsilon, HEA e o]-8ste
Trichophyton 2.2 3% 4719 #55 4714
d B A7} T rubrum 375, T mentagrophytes
1% 4% o] PCR-REBAS] Aol dA|s}
Aok &, AEeH HArpHe R B4 At ¢l
AL 10752 D7D 24 A3 T rubrum7}

87, T mentagrophytes”} 135, E. floccosum?} 1

Table 1. Comparison of isolates identification by
microscopic method and PCR-REBA

Microscopic PCR-REBA
T. rubrum 35 T rubrum 35
T. mentagrophytes 8 T mentagrophytes 8
M. canis 5 M. canis 5
M. gypseum 3 M gypseum 3
E. floccosum 1 E. floccosum 1
T. tonsurans 1 T. tonsurans 1
T. verrucosum 1 T mentagrophytes 1
T. rubrum 3
Trichophyton spp. 4

T. mentagrophytes 1
T. rubrum 8
Unidentified samples 10 7. mentagrophytes 1
E. floccosum 1

Total 68 68

752 F40] EATh (Table 2). Wets A714<L
14 A3}l PCR-REBAS] A3pr} A% &1L

o &t

AT AR BPeR 2
WAEE Ao ! gakel o FAe] A
25 AIEH HH A8 A gl Sk
Ag713e] Ao} BApolA AAY EE 7
A Rghe QAT HEe fngEsel
AN T2 F83F. dAl vl
PREES Yol AelEes Lol 5l
te] 99.8%= T rubrum, T. mentagrophytes, T.

tonsurans, M. canis, M. gypseum, E. floccosum®] T},
1 FANA T rubrum®] 92.0%5 AHABEL 9o,
T tonsurans”} S7Fekal YTl @A 1 dolA] 3
FAPEE TAshe W o KOH HAtet
w8 g HAE o, olejek dEHel A
AP gl Wal 58] S vkt o
2 B4 7 S Abel AHe, ©dto]
Al o3 oo ol A ea
T B

2 sk oldgs An A
Aol BAPESAL AAE ol §to]

Table 2. Comparison of the PCR-REBA with microscopic identification using dermatophytes clinical isolates

Microscopic method

PCR-REBA

T. verrucosum 1 T. mentagrophytes
T. rubrum
Trichophyton spp. 4
T. mentagrophytes
T. rubrum
Unidentified samples 10 T. mentagrophytes

E. floccosum

Sequence analysis
1 T. mentagrophytes 1
3 T. rubrum 3
1 T. mentagrophytes 1
8 T. rubrum 8
1 T. mentagrophytes 1
1 E. floccosum 1
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Table 3. Comparison of the PCR-REBA with Bergmans's PCR-REBA and new developed PCR-REBA

New developed PCR-REBA Bergmans' PCR-REBA
Oligonucleotide . A mount of Oligonucleotide . A mount of
(Specics) Sequence 5'-3 Target probe per lane (Specics) Sequence 5'-3 Target probe per lane
P (pmole/lane) P (pmole/lane)
Primer Primer
188
MF1 GCCDYACSGCCCCATTCTTGT ITS1 DERMF1 GGAAACGACCGCCCAGG rRNA
gene
5.8S 5.8S
CR1 Biotin-TCGCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATG rRNA DERMR2 Biotin-CGGAATTCTGCAATTCACATTACT rRNA
gene gene
MF2 CDYACSGCCCCATTCTTGTCTAC ITS1
5.88
CR2 Biotin-TGCGTTCTTCATCGATGCCGGA rRNA
gene
Probe Probe
5.8 188
All-fungus Amine-CTTTCAACAACGGATCTCTTG rRNA 100 All-fungus Amine-AAG TAA AAG TCG TAA CAA GGT rRNA 800
gene gene
Trichophyton Amine-AGCTGTCAGTCTGAGCG ITS1 100 Trich4 Amine-AGC TGT CAG TCT GAG CG ITS1 400
Microsporum Amine-ACACTCTTGAAAGAACATACC ITS1 100 Microl Amine-CAC TCT TGA AAG AAC ATA CC ITS1 800
T. rubrum Amine-ACAAGAA AAA ATTCTCTGAAGAG ITS1 100 Trusol Amine-CAA GAA AAA ATT CTCTGA AGAG  ITS1 800
T mentagrophytes  Amine-AGCCTCTCTTTAGTGGCTA AACG 1TS1 500 Tment2 Amine-AGT GGC TCA ACG CTG G 1TS1 3200
T tonsurans Amine-AGCCTCTCTTTATAGCGGCTCAAC 1TS1 250 Ttons1 Amine-CTT TAT AGC GGC TCA ACG 1TS1 400
M. canis Amine-A GGGGACTCTTGTTTCCTAG 1TS1 100 Mcafel Amine-GGG GAC TCT TGT TTC CT 1TS1 3200
Amine-GAG TGA TTA AAA TCC ATG AAT
M. gypseum ACT GTT ITS1 100
E. floccosum Amine-TACGAA ATCTCCATAGGTG ITS1 100 Efloc2 Amine-TAC GAA ATC TCC ATA GGT G ITS1 800
Tintel Amine-TAG TGG CTA AAC GCT GG ITS1 400
Tvioll Amine-AGG AAA ATT CTC TGA AGG G ITS1 800
Tverr3 Amine-GAT CAG CGT TCC ATC AG ITS1 1600
Maudol Amine-GGG GGA CTT TTG TTT CC 1TS1 400

ABSSY UOIBZIPLGAH 10]g 8SI8A8l-H)d :
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TH A Aele AEE 7 Aok Aol ok
Bergmans 52 178 olA o]v] PCR-REBAS
Ml o, skl SEaEd el =E
AREste] H|g-o] Ho] S HEF7F =
oA FelEs ek 2hol7k A B o
TolAE =W ARl A AEWEHTE B
shaz, WS sl EkSiTh

Bergmans 5| A83= PCR 749 #
A% B & NAEE YER7] 9l8ke] PCR
A £ 235 bp= A SEE S T
HE TA}15kY AL, PCR WHs =9 =4
zAete] RIS St sigith 1 ste]
PCROIA RIZEE=7} 108 353131 ch REBAC] A}

rE
olo
>
il
1o
u
N

il

tx}elste] REBA Ao A% 1008]9] W17HE=7}
&3tlet (Fig. 1). 3, ARgshs SEayrEd
QEje]= 2B 9] ¢Fo] Bergmans SOlAE A
% 400 pmol/lanel A # &%= 3,200 pmol/lane
O 2 4t 1,077 pmollane F == ARSI 0L
2 AFNAM = HA4EE 100 pmol/laneol| A Xl
5% 500 pmol/lane .= H4 161 pmol/lane &%
£ A3 (Table 3). ©]2]3t Axts &
Bergmans 52| REBA KU} & ko] 22|y
ZE|SEo|E TR H S AREEAA F VR
E YERZ] wiitel AAAR1 &

o f-&sitkes As ERlsqlnh 2 ATl A

ol whet Afol7b DAt M. canis®] 755 715
=0l A BYt 1008, T rubrum, T. mentagrophytes
o} M. gypseum- 108 Fojdk WIEE YER
i1, E. floccosums 54 =S YERLh 1
2] AjZ 71E PCR-REBAS] Sol% FAALE
A8l IFAPSREe] obd Xt e I FgATS &
7] PCR-REBA =33} & Az}, J]5Adtelnt
S YERITH (Fig 2). whEhbA] £ At
/] 7]k PCR-REBAY S 9| HAVHS AE3)
7] f18t] & WS} SoleE yERTh A
SN SR, Eetol= ARPEHY

ol

b}
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