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Cmbaal) JULY) ¢ Entamoeba Spp. A gadall bkl i 5ad) g adl)
B 3 Azl b gl
Gdd) ABIS 2y S i bl Adia b Juald o
DB o3 daaly (48 puall g glall Ay il A0S (Blal) agle and

PCR, Nested PCR ¢ _iall 4l saiall cgeuill Alall 41 gaal) ;4 abidal) cilalsl
dadal)

Entamoeba spp. 4saiall Luial adl (aadill s ddlall dulall e (= 2l o)
Nested PCR Jlaxiuly (sl canad Al o) W) Gy e Cajeill s PCR 4085 Jlaatialy
sl AulHall Cianaty 4l gl g (uiad) 13 Jnad e Jgsadl 18S RNA Cpall ddaw
gy 0 2016 Jsh) e Alal 2015 AU (o S ek e Baall L jeae Aie 300 and
% 35 4bal dusi aga s <id el asdll (g sl Laie 5 % 26.86 <al A0S dlia) A
% Aba) i asa s s £l 5V aasil Nested PCRuasé s sl Ledie 5 <Entamoba spp
Entamoeba dispar % 39.29 s Entamoeba histolytica 39.29

Ale 483y Lalall £ 53 a3y iy Nested PCR 4 56l ) Al jall o2 milis i
Aspaiall Guia gl 58 Smd Sle )8 e (g penall pandl &Ll dlle e ju s dblaas
oiall 138 g1 53 aaal) LI paia JS5 J g ol A 3a) okl el dpulual) aelud
Al sl il all 8 Ay el (3 5kl eda Jlexind (e (S

Introduction  4aiall

Upaidly ey 408l ol Jlih e aali s 92e (20 58 AmoOebiasis <ilue) ¢l
.(Fallah et al., 2014) Entamoeba histolytica gl il

a8y Loleld) 5 LoSlall amy dulakall yal peVL 3l Canse aal Gl Gl ¢y Caila
(Marie et Lsiw 365 Ala 100000- 40000 ce Jsma 563 WHO Laallall daial) dadaial
Glanell el las allall Gl 0 %10 s o) A alladl Sy Jals 5 al., 2015)
%10 O U & Asymptomic o=le! Osn sall dala Gabiadl e %90 <ls L
iy (Khairnar and Parija, 2007) Invasive @)l <l el I ) shiy agie
b ald by a0y Loges allall 3hlie aea 4 Entamoeba Spp. ik 4laY)
(6 siall <13 Ghaliall 85 Apaigd) 5 Ul 4 4 siuV) A 4 siuY) slaliall & dpalil) Jsall
.(Bogitsh and Carter, 2013) Sid) &E 5 ol

SISV a5 G el At atlial Ja dilise Aol geudll Alal) A saiall Lk s
055 A Amoebic dysentery ) sl ol e Y satall la @l G Lo s
AU 71 A Tiase 280 sl Gana SIS Chronic gee sl Acute ds il (i) ISy
Extra @sad) zoa el els Luwa gleally o)l (uly Sull s Hepatic abscess
.(Ngui et al., 2012) Intestinal amoebic
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g3iall skl 4 Lgaal OS) Al 3 )50 8 ) shal Bany el Al A gl e e
Sy cyste stage (Infective ) (saxall) puSidl ) ohall s Trophozoite stage (sl
.(Roberts and Janovy, 2009) Binary fission il jUadayl s ¥

A () M asiaall 503 355l el 3 3 gladie G adll Al A saiall YDl a2h
Al i mbaﬂ Jad¥) a5 55 23V 2 E. histolytica HM1:IMSSA s~ial
Lt dzaidie 508 <l Ll A, HM1:IMSSa I 4 Lus A e e Rahman 4 saidl)
Soleh & wall &lasly phagocytosis of erythrocytes eall aall &l S dealy e
. (Davis et al., 2006) ¥ 281 £ A& G oS35 ¢ 51 all

O Dl Qa5 slall 2 ) dne Sl (sl shall 4 jelaall aibiadll Jid o) ¢Sa
&1V G ol sl (e (81 (Weedall and Hall, 2011) Ggae & saiall (uia ¢ ) il
(Nath et al., ouSiall s s3iall o) shll & LSS dgiliia ¢ 5S5 All da jaall e 5 i yadll
2015)

axinsall Cullul) aal (1 (PCR) dslusiall 5 pald) Jelés 85 Lgia s Agy jadl (330 k) a2d
Hamzah et al., WHOUJS (o Lale 48 gall a2l A gatal) s g g3l papdids 8
iy A yadl) aaaiy aalsl) gl GV c el Alle duuleas 382 @3y (2010)
3aa3 3 el 3 dayeall g1 51 5 gl pamy 4Ble 5 ) sl S il A8 jna s Lgia dua yaal
Dbl A jee MR (e Al Jumil agh e PCR i aelud LS cauliall 3l Lial
(2014, ORI dlle 28y uaall 134 ¢ gl G i

S Alal A el caaa 1A LERY) daad s daaea AE Gl elay LY Jid
& paniill aSt 5 o jeaall pandll Jleiuly Entamoeba spp 4 saiall ik e
Nested 4 dlsaiall (uin glsil Juais PCR 4 Jlesiul Loene dinsall il
(e b Jlae) o) 5T il Jla¥) 8 ) (o) Adadlaa 4 slall LIS s e o adll g PCR
A]2-1>

Jandl (3 a g 3 gal

Sample Collection <zl aea

S g JeY) (e st cpdll JllaY) e kile 2300 (asd AWl &u\)ﬂ\M
L;y}d\mwqug\uuw@mjmw‘_ﬂ)@umbdb e\ﬁ\un
G G el e 2015 Jsb) el (e Baall 8 (g3 dladlas b dsall SI el ang
Jopan 480 12 - 1> (e A el sl 2016

13 Aalra g Ay ye Al Ly i Je 20 asss AS5000 Lo gl Lilal) Glie Cimed
) sl By Grale Ll sa aal 8 Ledlia aiay dal) sk o ddadlaall oSaa sl
el lgle Jganll fedelu Caal G5la®i Y sae JOA Glial) Cuand g (o jall aul 5 Akl
G el (anill A go Ciligall s A saiall Lilal daidl 5 dpaaiall ) sk e sl i sl
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DNAJ Gadaiul dlee ey el o 20 - 551n Aay Aadla o) g Dilia) (553 (po Lhain o
Ay all e sadll leeliad 5 Lgia
Microscopic Examination —<lisll g gaall (asdl)
(VS 3 gl Dana g oalall Jslaall Jlastiady dda ) daciall 43y jlay (yandl) o
slae e 3ok g daala 50 day H8ll (e ol e oaludl) Jlaall e 3k8 i -]
DAY Gkl el gl
il lae daul g blas 5l a3 o Aygladl glaliall (pe Lailal) (e AL 208 @A) 2D
dag i) slhe gy o o S Gl shaall g Tam o e
(Burnett and Crocker , 40X 510X &l due 3 68 jeaall Cant Al Cunad 3
2005)

4l pasadl
DNA Extraction of Stool il e (5 9531 (aeal) padaiu) Yl

CadAiaY) sae Jlaainly @lld g Jba Lailall cilie (e 55580 aeall Gadadiul g
Bioneer A4S (3 3¢l (Stool Genomic DNA extraction Kit) kilall dalal)
AS Al Slalad s DRI (5 a5 Ay )5S
PCR  axddi kil

suin padi e Jsmdl 185 TRNA (i dalall sl Jlaxinly Gasdl) 5 )
(Khairnar 4s,k —was E.histolytica, E.dispar =!sls Entamoeba spp 4 saidll
:¥\Ss and Parija, 2007)
PCR uasi-1

Entamoeba 4lsaial (uis padiis aldll 18S rRNA Gaal E-1E-2 (53b paiiul
. 888bp ax~ &l xS,
Primary PCR master mix 5 _alsl aia Ao Jolil g ja jpaai—1- 1

KABA2G Robust HotStart Ready s Jlaxiuls 3 jeldl dlidi Jeldi g ja pas
b LS Al Glaglad Cuuay g 400 KAPA Biosystem 4S8 o« 3 ¢asll Mix (2x)
DY) Jsasl)

PCR5_jaldl daatie dlidis Jeléi gy 3o Sl Sa (1) 52

PCR master mix aaal)

=Y o Salmaster mix2X 12,5 uL

DNA template

655 paaall Ll aul
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forward primer
RN EPER] 1.250L
reverse primer
R 1.25uL
+WPCR water 6uL
£ saxall 25uL

z okl s Sal Akl Jlea Vi 5 PCR el 3 Jeliill g he i sSa Canaag
PCR Thermocycler ¢l all Hsaadl Jlea () W) i laaey 5 4les s 30 5 VOrteX
A all ) gall Vs ¢l aY
PCR Thermocycler Conditions skl dlede Jeliil 4, ) jall < g4l gali 2 2-1

& Al gkl cusy PCR Thermocycler ks Juxiny PCR pasd )
(2) Jsaal

PCR 5 _ald) saeie dulodl Jeliil &y ) jall il 5 sall(2) s
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Nested PCR Z 5ol Jualeaiall 3 jalill (a2

Entamoeba anii alall 185 rRNA sl EH-2 (EH-1 (sl axsidl
Entamoeba (axsity =l ED-2 ED-1 ts3Wls. 439bp ass il ey histolytica.
174bp e z6 e dipar

KABA2G Robust HotStart Ready s Jlaxiuly 3 bl Aol Jeldi g jo pias
LS A8 Gl Cua g 4Kl KAPA Biosystem 48,8 (e 3 el Mix (2X)
Aad ULl (2) Jsalh mase WS d)lall aljsall dually @lliss (1) Jsaad)
PCR Product 1Y) sl i 31 5, e da 2 48 cansal 31 Annealing 5, s

Nested PCR i 4 calastivd ) clialll (oadiul€oal) Juaol) Sia (3) o

Seadeilf KX R
2| 68l

F- TAA GAT GCA CGA GAG CGA AA 20 E-1
R- GTA CAA AGG GCA GGG ACG TA 20 E-2
F- AAG CATTGTTTC TAGATCTGA G 22 EH-1
R- AAG AGG TCT AAC CGA AAT TAG 21 EH-2
F- TCT AAT TTC GAT TAG AAC TCT 21 ED-1
R- TCC CTA CCT ATT AGA CAT AGC 21 ED-2

PCR (i ziliy jauadll e Nested PCR 4 8 cileaiad Al Glald) e (4)d s

PCRz\ Juaal) Jlazia) skl
888bp (Khairnar and shil adis E-1
Parija, 2007) Entamoeba spp. E2
439bp (Khairnar and b (adis EH-1
Parija, 2007) E.histolytica EH-2
174bp (Khairnar and shih ands ED-1
20
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Parija, 2007) E.dispar ED-2

Agarose Gel Electrophoresis — Jss¥ a3 Jo Al sl Jaa il — 3

sl plasinls PCR i il s paliinall DNA (5353 pmesll clie oo i€l 5
(Fallah et al., 44k sy agarose gel electrophoresis s SY) 2Ma e b <)
2008)
Statistical Analysis (Alaay) Jalail)

saxiuly Chi —Square ( X% ) ¢S @e Juidl Jleaiuly Al duljll xiln clld
(2009¢ s sIaldl) SPSS  Slasy) zali 1l

Cu‘lﬁ.“
Microscope Examination sl paadll 1

Ziyyha g Akl 5 piledd) dasd)l Jlexinly Lile die 300 Gasd Adlall Zul al Criacss
Ly bl GuSid) )kl o) aaidl okl e (o giad CulS 43280 o) s S,
(5) Il i LS % 26.86 &S )
Molecular Examination — 4siijadl gagadll 2

ki) o DNA ) padiiaid,1-2

e Jsanll L sam 44yl Ll 40l dul ol (8 Alastiosd) adaind) 48 jla cadl
JYAa e PCR ) ass i templet WS bl DNAD Jlexind daulic 55laiy 5 5
(1) 3osmall 8 LS g Jaile die 800e DNA il (adlaind)

(1-10) e 52Y1(120 V/45 Min) % 155z 558 adlen o3 eSH om il (1) 5. yual
Ladder Jiw M p=liiddl DNAD Slie Jid
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PCR J 4 Jlaaiuly Entamoeba ssp. ¢shidas dla¥) 4 2-2

dagi e 28 Cilaw 3 PCR pand sa) Ladie 9 35 4408 djla) A 4l jall < jekil
(2) sosall 5(5) Jsaall e go LS U jene fun g i€ A 80 (10 S jall andll din 5a
. P<0.05

il s s eaal) (ppeanill Jlaxinls Al saiall il dlal) s ; (5) i

il ¢ Al
. . gaadll
0/ Al dand) L7 Svhi|] dand)
35 28 26.86 80 i gall
65 52 73.14 220 )
100 80 100 300 € saxall

X?=1.49, P =0.28,d f =1

1600

800 888
400

200
100

PCR il sil (120V) 4882 45 5241 206 S 55 55 SV aMer JleSl dim il 1 (2) 3 30a
Jii M ¢ ales s a528Y) dxua ae Entamoeba spp. Lkl 185 rRNA ¢:21(888bp)
bl i se 1 - 10 GesaeeVl 5 (5326 = 55 100-8000 el il
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Nested PCR J) 4 Jlaaiaiy Al gaiall ik g1 53l Lilal) 4l 3-2-

S 34e 28 and & Nested PCRU) s cileainl Lkl ¢ 55 e aailly uaail
532 % 39.29 E.histolytica Léks Lbal dus o 4wl jall Cliasd PCR (aad) 4 5
(5) Usaa (4) 532 %39.29 E.dispar ik iba) i s (3)

1600

800

400 439

200

100

PCR a5 (120V) 422 45 534 20 3 5 55 )SY) oDler (568l dom 5l 1 (3) 3,550
¢ Ay a5 Lana ae Entamoeba histolytica. ikl 185 rRNA  x2)(439bp)
. bl s g0 1 -10 (e 8202 Y15 s22lE ¢ 55 100-8000 (genall Jalall Jisi M
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» 174

PCR @il sil (120V) 4883 45 3241 206 S i 55 SV aMer (b eV Jim i) 1 (4 ) 550
Jiai ¢ a5 3 a5225Y) dasa e Entamoeba dispar. ikl 18S rRNA (174 bp)
. hehlldn 501 -10 (e 3202Vl 5 520l = 55 100-8000 (sexall Jilall

Nested PCRJ! 4 Juaaivls & paiall g 5l Aba¥) dss (6) sia

Nested PCR waadl)
% Aoyl asl) k) £ 53
39.29 11 E.histolytica
39.29 11 E.dispar
21.43 6 Entamoeba.spp
100 28 A £ sanal)
X*=9.76, P =0.008, d f =2
FRIEA
Gl paadll — 1

Gkl Jlerinly Uaidl iy % 26.86 ddba) 4w N A0l Lol cla g

fansd Jams i (2007) 5l 4l Jm 55 L e (365 Aullad) A yal) il cailS 5 3 jgndll
& Ismail (2006) 4l Joa 55 Laa J8 dpus s 5 & S S Apaa A 4l )3 A 9% 25,6 bl
L 12 050 YU baall JUkYI 48 9% 47.7 caly Llal 4 ) Jea 55 3) oy S5 digae
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3 4,8l daa A Sultan and Al-Jobori (2005) 4l Sba s Las o) il Glaa Laiy
% 10.9 <l Llial s Maas

Al Gl el ae Al Al pall 4 Adsdd) Lelally ALY A A adEay)
S sl saally 8 aall a8 sl s Aaliall iy lall ORI ) s se Layy odled 5y sSkal
A8l 5 ZS) ALK b SERY) Y 25m Ly 5 (Nath et al., 2015) dwl 2l ik
Gob 2aad ) DEAY) jeela (a8 o) avall Gopall (5 giia (A DEAY) 5 Auad )
(Chavez, il L < jlai Al sl aaa CaBEA) 5 paaldl) 483 (g0 5 (andll il
2007).

}\MQ}EJJJ&MJM@M\}M )MY\L;\MLC E)Hu‘)w\}@m‘%}\ LE)’S

oY e slie L 36 e Lginllae U 235kl sl ey o) LS "L pae 2Ll Aalidl

sie) LI ALaY! 5L e Aasine desd oy oI ALl et cillen] Lkl AuSL)
(2012 «pd

bl gaadl) 2
PCR 4 Jlexiuly Entamoeba Spp. 4 saiall Liba dba) 4pi 1-2

de % 35 Adall Gkl el 4 Alal A I dila) Al all Zl Glia s
el pandlly A e culS Ane 28 () (i 3 ¢ g seaall pandlly dua ge CulS die B0 (and
% 34.8 Gl Al G Jaws 3 U a8 Dawah et al.(2016) 4l Jea 55 La gn (365 Cam
Nested oasdl 4 5o CilSdie 16 O a8 5 el panill daa 5o CuilS Ao 46 s 20
Al Alal At s 3 AL-Ebrahimi (2013) 4l L 4y 3 &< Multiplex PCR
Zebardast et al oS3 Lee J8 dlall Al all il culS 5 dpnnldll Addlae (8 9% 33.3
Anuar et al »,83 b ae cadlia] Sl ol ) (8% 62.96 il Lbal 4 Jaw 31 (2014)
oS3 Laa e il dusl 5l sy 3 L Sulle 3 % 67.7 sl Asasi Jas 631 (2013)
Cphald 8 Ay jall dsall 494 4 sl Alal A Jaw 3 Hussein (2011)

il ) il ga PCR A Jlaxioly llal) Al ilis 3 GOUAY) el (5 a) 33

Bl 5 m Aay Leia ) Cua LARN cilie (53 Ji 33k 3 GSRY! L) L)
558 Jshl Aagi 5l PCR &l fpulaa e i (3 (5550l Gameadl gy pud) Jladll ) (505
3 ga 5 e Jlantin Ao ) 2920 30 s Aa Sl G A ()5 all Gad (Al 33
e 45 yla Jumdl g Cilisall daant (o)) (i s DNA (e s Alall <l S ae Je i ddaila
& gl & GAY) e 3 ) (Lebbad and Svard, 2005) ) _Sill ALl il )
PCR it Jleain da3si Loy 5l Dliall (e (5958l paeall padlain) 33l )l & sDEay)
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(Parija et al., <liall 3 329 gall Gllshll 408 ) 22e (8 COOUEAY) Gy IS Adlisg
.2014)

Nested PCRJ) 4 Jlaaiady 4 gatiall ik £ ik dila¥) dasi 2-2-

Sliby Alal iws oV Nested PCR sasd Jsivls Al u,ll clags
A 5 % 39.29 il E.dispar lahs bl 4 5 % 39.29 <3 E.histolytica
L Aal ) iall) Jlasil paad 28l g e 3383 o1 0 21,43 <o 5a) g1 5 sl

caly Alal A @ K3 Al (2012) amdl) ae aflai Lee i Al all ods il cilS
A4l Gileatil s 3 a0l A il Jldlay 9% 35 5 gl Alad) A el Lidhay 9450
J Sy pan (A @B daals Al Guaal jall (ol el Gliue pandl Lalall PCR
G KA ¢ pran (B Gall padll padiaad cpaal jell s el Gn Kazamel(2013) 4dlsw baa
Lain 3 jaliiall Al gaiall Ldlay 10.3% 5 geesill Allal) A saiall Lidday 69.21% als dibiaal A
kil 7.31% dbal A N Jua 55 288 e o) 3 Ekou et al .(2013) s Lae o) cails
A A il o) 53 21.6% 5 geeill Allad) A saiall

Usaidl Luis gl padds & dagal) @5kl Juadl (e 4a ol 30kl Jleaiul g
Amoebiasis <lua¥! ¢l maall Gadill b Juedll V) alg aal gl g gl Y Saai
138 5 Lalall Al pa¥) 50l S5 e gee Alle duy geoall Aall A satiall JLila 3 ol
5 bl A padiall Lalal Allal) Zonsl) o) cps 3 EI-Bakri et al. (2013) s3> 5 e ae (360
Dawah et ll_al dul ) & jeda) dun Al Slaal e atlld 5 Adlal) JLalall 3 ) juia Sy
E.dispar lib a5 5 i b e 4 3l.(2016)

oo sl Al Aot calae) 21,79 Aty Gl 6 25y Adlad) Al A Gl
E.coli 5 E.hirtmani 0585 8 s Al g5 2523 el 5) Nested PCR Jlexiuly
iladdl

: SPSS z—abi aladiuly slaa) cadlil | (12009 ) Sl e aaal) 3, (5 glald)
442380

uazs (ENCPL1&ENCPS ) &) pall Jile 4l 53 ,(2014) Gans Ao oy, AUkl
il A L) il liaal) (alaiSU due Liall 4 gn saiS1 g dgaall ol il
240 S Amals | cliall A 3l A0S o)y 530 da g yhal | oY1 Conill Alailae B
142480

Entamoeba s ) Lual dual el e 4l 54l )2 ,(2007) 2 5o s ¢ 5 palil)
8 Lle (12) Aad 33550 saila G (pe 081 ) 5 Gma) el JUS histolytica
Al ¢ Lgale Ll G Alal) 5 43 skl clialiinall 53l g alad) oo e
LA7-43 dadia 1oy S Aaala i LK ¢ ilnle
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Entamoeba histolytica and —cm 4di 4,0 (2012) sl dekld | anil) 2o
A Gl daals |3l g0 Al | PCR 4@ alaaiuls Entamoeba dispar
J415adial ;s il bl
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Molecular investigation of the Parasite Entamoeba Spp.
among children with diarrhea in Thi Qar Province
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Abstract

The purpose of the current study is the genetic diagnosis of the genus
Entamoeba Using PCR technology and identify some of the species that
infect humans using Nested PCR by 18S rRNA gene responsible for this
genus discrimination.

The current study included 300 Sample microscopically examined for a
period for October 2015 to Septembre 2016 - turned out the presence total
infection rate for Entamoba complex 26.86%. Eighty samples of
microscopically positive were examined moleculary and affirmed the
presence 35% of Entamoba spp.

When Nested PCR examination was used to determine the species
(Species Specific) the infection rate 39.29% appeared to Entamoeba
histolytica and 39.29% for Entamoeba.

The results of this study refer that the Nested PCR technique was
efficiency in distinguishing and identifying species of the parasite with high
accuracy and reliability, high-speed compared to microscopic examination is
able to distinguish the species of Entamoeba and The high sensitivity of
molecular ways help to reach the true prevalence of this genus and We can
use these molecular methods in epidemiological studies.
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