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Table 1. Break-down of untreated patients with sputum negative but radiologically active pul-

monary tuberculosis during follow-up

No. of cases Break-down to sputum positive during follow-up

Country .

studied 1 2 3 5 years
Korea 546 19(3.5)
Denmark 28 8(28.6)
Hong Kong 173 62(35.3) 69(39.9) 71(41.0) 71(41.0)
India 101 21(20.8)
Romania 143 6( 4.2)
Scotland 95 29(30.5)
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7 Ay
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ofz}e B ohel RelshA AAEE 93d AdE
2Rag Al el Bk whekA sl A
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27} 2 ojgl AxEe AAT 7HHE dst]
=2 AANE AAsta, 9o} Arke et 2 W
2 Axo| AE AA| R 223ke Ro) B
sl 81 307 ool AAE Bk viaA 7
=l & FAApedE = € FPAE dAEE
el wjoky QuAAFE FHE & ook ot
Z7} Agna AE ANEE e Uetelde
=o] 2YANYAALE X3 Yod BE HA}
g ANge B2 A8 Y 1% § B 3R
felg A%

1. 24A M o A

QA7H= Bt Rsk Sold Atgel gloiA B2t
Bt doin Daly] dej Adel HE™ HAE
AAPE=A], Fdo] AAAA, FEG ¥ ATE A
3 ZAL 98 BeAE Aupter T Aot 80%
olake] Ado] Hol| ABIL i Fo] ALY
(R o o8 A7) A 2 F4
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A4 Ado] SAEE §9& 7ML JE B
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Age 715 § FARAE B8357] Aol AHs
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Table 2. Comparative case-yields of sputum specimens collected on the spot or at home

. Type of No. of Smear Culture
Investigators . . .. ..
collection specimens positives positives
Home 160 85.0 98.1
Pande et al
Spot 160 51.8 91.8
Home 181 31.5 51.6
Valladaras et al
Spot 179 13.5 42.2
. Home 2,968' 11.7
Kim et a]
Spot 2,736' 6.9

Table 3. Smear or culture positives in relation to the number of consecutive sputum specimens collected

from each of the cases studied

o No. of cases Smear positives( % ) Culture positives( % )
invetigators .
Studied 1# 2M 3¢ 4% >pk 1= 2M 3¢ 4% >gn

Urbanczik et al 271 80 12 8 - - % 9 1 - -

Chan et al 1162 86 14 - - - Smear+ves 93 7 - - -
Smear—ves 68 32 - - -

Urbanczik et al 200 8 10 8 - - Smear+ves 95 4 1 - -
Smear—ves 75 23 2 - ~

Blair et al 270 717 8 8 1 12 74 9 6 3 8

Nair et al 53 68 17 2 2 1

Nair et al 68 63 21 3 3 10

Levy et al 71 82 10 5 3 0

Levy et al 107 8 9 2 2 3

& Aol ulggsih. 221 ope) F8A| Ashs
AN FERIRE) o] WIRRSIAR ThA] 07) gho}
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2 AANIN dEFoz 38 o]y AAEE oY
o RGBS il R APlM 68~86% 7}
Adsn) PN E vsg Aee HoS:m Qo
EE £ iR dEe T A Agol R
23~32% ] ¥A4o] U} BAH D W= A 23717
T AH Aol ok TEin Yok E (B
&)o] 2 UglMe AEelo] Wasith. HAo)
ohd 82N 23] ol oA PAL Ho] Fg
d A7 §7) W] 33) 94 FAolw EYE
Fdolzta & = Utk FAE oM s Ay
& 33 HH8 AABIES so} st

Ago] Ho] ol =2 RE 1o HujBo)g}
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qgel oF 2087 Btke ARdo] AHe] B ¥
2Nl BYEA Vet m e

75 AT Ok B2 AEA AAE 98 AAT A
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= 39 oljolE e o] ApERh F5o] HEd
A 49 o) Basjor ot WwE % o F& AA
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=1 AARE GOl E AFE) 71 Wel dAlsHe
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AR @ do] AxE H4g o B oy
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g 59 23 =% AR Foplie & A7}
13] wjeraAle gol yie o A9l T3t

sugEe Awe AF zuse AAES 49e
A3y QAR JANA =3k Aol Yok
AFHe Az dAEE AR=DHALRCE oF 34
~52% A% o B e Fol ¥ £ Utk TEkA
LA 7L AR A o] B Hof e APl
Ae AFdol vigAsich. 22 A7Ee YA
wg} FYgEd 2 o7t slenz FAs 3 A
golo] Ax o} vjZo] we FEY YAHe = AT
o} g}, vy AEg 1,260xg2 AT 25
% ute] TEoA FAolAT 3,800xgE AFstd
82% 7} Fgelirks Bt Aok

e carbol-fuchsing ©]4-% Ziehl-Neelsen

(ZN)¥i5+ auramined #& ¥Pgss FAS
&3 (FM) o} glch. g3dw 7] Aloke 25X &
dzz 2 o 0.34mm22 100x EA=22 HE F
skn)7 Aok 0.02mm?e] 17uu} o] BFAREe]
gz oz Ziehl-Neelsen(ZN) g4l =& FHd
njAog: 3% ATl Huf 257 & £ ot
yPuZ ot 2000 A= HAY & A% AA
Aobrh YolM #47F e 7Bl e B
FHEE ZNHO v EE 4 Aot T 242
Lo o B e Fohle A& oplh. 13
1 uE Aoz HolMe ¥FAnAAAE A%
Aol o EAE AT Tol 252 HEH 749
oA B Pl g F Uerne ZNYe= o
A BQIE o ERERE Ao vl

T glokg (Rt ) o 2+ A I4EE HE
SN QA g E= 32, odE gAYy 7}
e $EZdz A 47 9483, EYely
gol vjAYgAF o, 12T ¥4, £l FU
A= g gyzale|se Fol gAEEel=ER 09
o] WE 4 it = A (B S F= 3
A AY, =2, 948 2 A FRoZ YUY
2AAY AGNH, Aol ELEEE FHARA ]
U Agd £ B2 Gl =BARE o 340l
e 4 Qo ETEES UF ¢ EE= VR F
A ARSAY, 13E o & F=3 7FA,
nH e BRH G4A] ol WA, carbol-fuch-
singAg YT 34 fAY #6& 9 282 dzg
g UR A7 e o 9ol wadt. 2l
AANZr] U AL, 4259 Aokt Ba g
WER, A7ado) Aol A NN} 3l& ¢
A= $l&Ae] B ¥ § Utk I W= 7|1FET
o} ge AR T YU EE S AREE 7
= 9k, ¥BAM selol=e HEEE ¥FE 81,
fuchsing s & Thad 8730 nasha oj vt
A}, TTHALY AEE WA F=dE FAA
% 2 A A
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YA Zee] 402 4% Ago] FHss)
I, 279 FE: ¥ F lon, MRS hlE 9
ME MEA Bedith ©2FAE A9 0.01m0e
=GN oF 3% 9] AlokE B3 AnE Y=g )
3o PR Hox 010w vy 7o s
AEE F flong ooz m=wAlNT} of
33019 ¥ RIZEE 71 Yt agcim AR
293 B8 o Fohle AL ohth. AdEaw
diMe A2 WA E FRIPRle] F95% 7} m
P wisf Ao A= oF 40% ol}. 1 o) f-i=
MEEF=AME Fx1Eo] o] go] A= thgd
og87|¢E 37 golo.

Ag WAk e A%3) wsets
LTS AL HHEG who] HEsH ujots)o}
B 297 AAE AT Art BATIE F=4)
7] WE ARG B o] AT HAA Apde
o dutzo2 NaOH A2zl 74 da) o)ggm g
=8 HF =) 2% olAEE AAFE o) Abas}
7l 2o BEE 1% 2 F53 a4l 7 F29e &
A& 2] &3f3t7] 98 N-acetyl-L-cysteineo]i}
dithiothreitol & H7}3l71%= G}, =2 A|zHo] 7o)
B8 pXe Fgo] mra Fojso} e} 13%
trisodium phosphate-Zephiran #2]33} 0.5%
CPC A= ol&F&d], Al =247 #)7)7]
7t ol2l& RollA fgsta T FdeFo] 8Uuzte
AEH & F Yol AL T Fog ol
& o 783 HelHolth. 5% ke alkali Xaq
& 52 o= 7 (9, Pseudomonas spp.)2 9.9
B A" Aelo £3, 4% 34 Hels waiRy
T& welshed f-2-3ich

RGN A ol xolE A= Az
(Lowenstein-Jensen, Ogawa)olt}, 121} shuu)
A (7TH11% )= ®ol olg5H], 544 F2gte] §
HE 48 33 F A Ade] Yok 7H11ol}

Dubosj#uj A= 7}% o}g-5n), Teje)= C'* pal-
mitateE 719k THI2 A R|o) F& HEsin 7
o] tiatz A7) “CO,Ze L4X)4(growth index)
2 B3k ol fgslol 22 AAHez Tad
el A o]g5ta k. BACTEC 46002} Rax=
ol ¥, (1) 29E wal(HF 16Y) 9g 4 9
i, (2) o B2 Fe Fohd £ 9Jon, (3) o)
AN f8dtthe e XD YR 29
Y2E HFY 5 e A4 AF 2L 22 oy
o] lofok stx, Aulg} godu)z} vy BL sixm
Atk Sty AHS 7pziBo] Bx] @e va)
ANE 9T AAZL 42 ¥, AE BREL 9%
CO. mAN ed9Ho] glon, AT HAaFe)
mycobacteriaz} A3 UL W= A7 °© 4 9
O I el AT Aa AHE 73l Lo
#&3h= MGIT (mycobacteria growth indicator
tube) 7} Aid=lo] ojg-o] Zvlstn eyl AnE o
7174A8] 4@ A7k} izt = BACTEC S $981%]
T FHUAE HF ¥ 5 A ARNE & &
AE AHol k. Ty Hlgo] Be] == Fo] ¢
o FEe] MUYHAE AAsRs FARS dlm Al 9l
% 2YTE 12 mycobacterias} 7hE 4 glojo}
g~

AE =0F YA LS B 4 9=y 1
oMfE B O & AT A5 Ao =
5& #& &% 4 2loth. 53 rifampicino] #4-¥
HEoz ey o 2% o) BERY. =z}
7b ohztd Age BAAY §AA CaEt By
YA, LHT7 AAE 98 AR} YT Bs4A &
© 28 B¢ Y& o Fol BaludEx] g=r}.
A7b 7ol F-A3= mycobacteria® 9 FW HL-
= U4} SingaporeclA] ZAMH ulo) o)stw 1,162
8ol Ay} Ado) JJAEE BA=RE wAmy
50039 =Ud AYE wjrsAdo) 4%olgtin
Hugh v} glch. A& 5% olabe] wiake Aol Bar
=9 AAbge] BRI o) flEA] A Asof & Ao|t).
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4. ofx| 5T

3ol Be AYolate g A8 sk 82t
A FARSFHAAL BastA] ¥t oy 234
Zo| Ang i M= AFAAANE R
& AR AL AR =&k FRE oA 43
A} Aike mayh gojAa 542 ° ZFepasz o
B FAEE TAY AXNZAYLR Bt ¥7
7= A (AK)IE WE et Jen= ol &%=
Nzsol 3t1 AAE AT Y=RE olejA AAls
ojo} gt

QRS ANE gt ZALEHOER Z a3
olg-9t}. 53 2WAES A Ut A At
ANeoe Ge4 Wrist Aol e A5 5
Yol 528 AUE ATH Eoh G fHES ¢
7 894 24 A5e 7HA A vidol vjetd
gE gSUAE A2 2 v 3d el
EgAE 91 & Ao

kAR YT B8R olgr] W&ol 73
o] B I FAH 7)Al 2l AAE A=) ot
A Ajsol st v E Wol £71 g 2o tiA F
QA Ao MR AASHE Aol BBl 478
= g wa) 29T 24 FE gt
Aojnz Athl #& AR FARF g wghe wiA
of A28 AAsE Aol vl AAsa Agx o
7] og 4 oA ugrAs AR #4 Agge ¥
§ JE2FFe] ¥} olalg Aol it aga &
o] AZo]olA] ujel Tt A2 B EAIE R
e WjgE Fo2 AAE JSH & We BEo] HY
orgl FAges Az A& HFSH gk LA
g3l Ftoll gint.

aubA el wpgo 2, (1) AdisE" (absolute con-
centration method), (2) UjAdu) & (resistance
ratio method), (3) WAdul& (proportion meth-
od)So] A=t tiREe] FARol (1), 3)& ol
Fope, AR AFAATE TR NE(FR)S
oFg 6~974 o AHEHE Tol A% £ ujg=

o] dudoz WA B[AYH gAY TFE
(probably resistant strains) 3 2k& AE AHE A
Fo| gl BARE FiE A54Y Ao 235
L FZZ(probable sensitive strains)& 2o} A3

5 gzAA e Axbsle] AP
Nz FYHArd
1. it S&eMd

Saiki So] TeFo 2R 9 DNAFHRLE o]
£3}e] ARIFE primer directed DNA ZZ34H0|
=43 olf ofel7kA AFEFAYel ALHIUS.
AGFAY Belugel] oA Aol Hele BT
Az e f83H ojgE Aoz & JUE 7
7 glovt obAle A4 A A & + e BN
o] APtslol gA @tk 1 FE olfE 7I¥el BF
g3 Rmste] AAAJe) ¥R got BAMTH HARA
wa} ookt dug vehly] dEeld. dAZ &F
Eo] 4 HUE T A7) WE BolEe ¥
A7 QAAS AREE AXW £ Hite o o
2, ZE 84 7Pis 4 e A& Pl m=
gz (d7)14 ool ozt & Bol=&
Jujsi= Roln] AW I Bo|=& ujske A&
ohch) #AF ZEFA 1M (1) B3 Wies
e 2ass 7F o B4 FUE I YA
o ArI9Fos s WY (polymerase
chain reaction, PCR), 2% §4% 16S rDNA A
#& horse radish peroxidase& ol g3l A&
Amplicor7t RocheAlel o8 Agse] AuEL Ql
3, (2) 16S rRNAE JBALELE cDNAE ¥4
& the o}8 ZE PAske 7ol Gen-ProbeAld]
A 7pgslel Agsln glen (AMTD), 2 uofl =
(3) Pab §@xte] YH-& primers} ligased ol &
#o) ZZ P35 ligase chain reaction (LCR),
(4) $)7bet 4 DNA9) primer& 2L o
nick& TET oo} ZFAAS ¥t 4 DNA
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Table 4. Results of different studies for the detection of M. tuberculosis DNA using nucleic

acid amplification tests (NAT)

Parameters of the NAT Sensitivity (PPV) after False positive

) Specimens Culture
Investigators ) .
(patients) positives, %

compared to culture, %

discrepant analysis,% results of NAT

Sens Spec PPV NAT Culture n %

In-house polymerase chain reaction (PC T)
Clarridge et al 1,166 19 83 99 94 83 99 0.8
Roth et al 729 15 80 94 71 83 84 04
Kirschner et al 502 6 88 99 81 90 84 0.6
Amplicor™ (Roche Molecular System)
Bennedsen et al 7,194 9 82 96 68 88 100 30 04
Carpentier et al ~ 2.073 9 86 98 82 95 04
Stauffer et al 722 9 87 99 91 88 89 0.3
Schirm et al 485 5 75 93 72 70 1.2
AMTD (Gen-Probe)
Pfyffer et al 1,117 9 85 95 67 85 100 11 1.0
Rocceo et al 760 8 65 99 94 89 100 2 0.3
Jonas et al 758 16 80 97 82 82 88 0.5

261 18 83 95 78 85 85 3 1.1

Ehlers et al

A& A@3}9 FE3h= strand displacement am-
plification (SDA), (5) 23S rRNA¢| 7% =9
capture probe¢} QF-RNAE AN e Q4
RNAE #t2 3F 43k 715 S R o
7HA ®o] T glt. o}H T @ AHARe] 2}
A AdE B33 PCR7IME ol4slm gAwt TE
3}€  RocheAle]  Amplicor9} Gen-ProbeA}
AMTDZ} 74 W& 94 9718 AA olgsm g
t}. Table 494 Bi= ujel o] Fk4o] 6-199%
Ao A& AANES A4 A4S 24 PCRe HAF
A& o UHEE 80-91%, SolxE 94-999% = 1}
Eht FHASET} 71-94% 2 8Ty, Fopajo]
5-9% 49l & AA= 718 Amplicore] mizte
T 75-87%0°]1, Holx& 93-99% ojn, Fgo=

< 68-91%% HuHw 3, FPAo] 8-18%
HeAgle A2 718 AMTDe wizg=: 65-85
%, SOIEE 95-99%, FHJEEE 67-99% = 1

LHT vk EHFAQ] Aol F R|Eo| 95-96
%9 A=A 100% Sol=g Holm ojil nj=
HEAFYo] Aeg AWty YA Tuey $x
A Ade UAER 48-53% o] Eabaln Solx=
96-99% o7k FAcEEs} 24-58% 2 wo}A A
€& JHIA %3 Yo

HAFZ3HAI o] XY 7 o] A
= 2733 2o 2 Aol ¥ EAHEE SA 5
Atk dg E9, (1) PCRAES 09 ¥ Ay
DNA¢ egog 18 U, (2) U= slagqgs=
TAHE FHEL AAAA ] o3 e, (3) 7
Aol ol Basln Ymeld @ @Y ggo]
oME FE = ol HAMIZE S5 Aoyt »
3L, (4) £9 Hlgo] Bo| o] U4 AL g of
€493 Ratn gk d&ojA AmplicorS o]8-3}ed
9N HAE dges U A2 a5 v
A} o) 100/43= € A 107 = 2784=]

Al
=y
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25 Azsh) & Fakdo] 4ol HAUXL 3 EEN
Ao 4-6.7% <) 984¢ RASHAL 4 AL 2.
9-13.3% ¢ SloFd& Rustel 8 Fol edS
& & Ao

2. x| DNAS o|8# ZZia A 4

DNAZHE cloningdted WAM] S9144 BXE &
Ql the Fol #4d 7178 DNAE Z23 YA
L2 MAT BeAAN T FFE Wl uo g
aztes) A B8 Aoz AAEUeH, ad 2
= Aggo) R BB 90% 7}
opyurge BAR, Fol FeHFHA % HAE
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