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Host immune responses-based methods for laboratory diagnosis and clinical application of tuberculosis PANG Yu ™ ,
GAO Xing-hui s TANG Yi-wei, GAO Meng-qiw. * Department of Bacterial and Immunity, Beijing Chest Hospital ,
Capital Medical University, Beijing 101149, China
Corresponding author : GAO Meng-qiu s Email : gaomqudm@aliyun . com

[ Abstract]  Mycobacterium tuberculosis is the main pathogen causing tuberculosis in humans. As an intracellular
pathogen, its interaction with host immune system determines occurrence, development and outcome of the disease;
host responses against M. tuberculosis have potential value in early diagnosis and prognosis of tuberculosis. In this
paper, starting with detection techniques based on host immune responses, we systematically reviewed basic
research hot spots and clinical application cases in order to provide important and new strategies for early, precise

diagnosis of tuberculosis.
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Diel. 2011 104 QFT-GIT 21 83 6 0
TST (=5 mm) 40 64 6 0
TST (=10 mm) 40 64 4 2
Mahomed, 2011 5244 QFT-GIT 2669 2575 39 13
TST (=5 mm) 2894 2350 40 12
Metin Timur 2014 69 QFT-GIT 0 60 0 0
TST (=15 mm) 69 0 0 0
Noorbakhsh 2011 59 QFT-GIT 18 41 10 0
58 TST (=10 mm) 8 50 3 7
Song. 2014 2966 QFT-GIT 317 2649 11 12
2982 TST (=10 mm) 663 2319 13 10
TST (=15 mm) 231 2751 133 10
FREBREE A
Elzi, 2011 43 T-SPOT. TB 25 18 25 18

44 TST (=5 mm) 22 22 22 22
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Kim. 2011 265 T-SPOT. TB 89 176 4 0
288 TST (=5 mm) 26 262 1 3
Kim, 2015 282 QFT-GIT 7 275 0 1
282 TST (=5 mm) 12 270 0 1
Lee, 2009 30 QFT-G 12 18 1 0
T-SPOT. TB 15 17 0 2
TST (=10 mm) 20 12 1 1
Lee, 2014 159 QFT-GIT 26 133 3 2
169 TST (=10 mm) 19 150 0 5
TST (=15 mm) 12 157 0 5
Lee, 2015 342 QFT-GIT 103 239 N/A 4
239 TST (=15 mm) 60 179 2 2
Milman, 2014 41 QFT-G 0 41 0 0
12 TST (=10 mm) 0 12 0 0
Moon, 2013 210 QFT-GIT 40 170 1 1
244 TST (=5 mm) 39 205 0 2
Sester, 2014 1238 QFT-GIT 159 1079 3 5
1217 T-SPOT. TB 193 1024 4 6
1282 TST (=5 mm) 149 1133 4 7
Sherkat, 2014 44 T-SPOT. TB 6 38 1 0
TST (=10 mm) 8 36 1 0
£ T R BRI
Harstad. 2010 815 QFT-GIT 238 577 8 1
TST (=6 mm) 415 395 8 1
813 TST (=15 mm) 121 692 3 6
Kik, 2010 327 QFT-GIT 178 149 5 3
299 T-SPOT. TB 181 118 6 2
339 TST (=6 mm) 288 51 9 0
322 TST (=15 mm) 184 138 7 1
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(W EHREERNRF &

TB Host response & 7| & =2 @ 1HH £ 0
(TB-scores) # 4T 42 ll , TB-scores & § Sweeney Fl
MERFHRT 2572 AR mEH 2P &R
Al R B 5 F B F KT R I, 2 E LA TBscores=
(GBP5+DUSP3) /2-KLF2, T A T 4 4 B AT # itk

3 ONHRUE EZEAE T LB T2 WG STEZE O Y 16 DEERIEHIE (7% 3041 D
. BRIV ETE S e Btk

Bt B (95%CD Stk BFHHERO5%CD 2R (95%CD S BEMEERO%CD
Sweeney 30. 50(14. 95~62. 24) 0. 00 0. 18¢0. 13~0. 26) 16. 66(11. 56~24. 00) 0. 00 0.20(0. 16~0. 24)
Kaforou 21.05(12. 20~36. 34) 0. 00 0.23(0.16~0. 33) 14. 05(10. 10~19. 54) 0. 00 0. 23(0. 18~0. 28)
Kaforou 12.22(6. 04~24.71) 0. 00 0. 22(0.16~0. 30) 9.05(6.42~12.74) 0. 00 0.22(0.17~0. 29)
Anderson 4.96(2. 86~8.59) 0. 00 0. 26(0.09~0.53) 3.91(2. 90~5. 26) 0. 00 0. 32(0. 20~0. 46)
Jacobsen 19. 89(10. 72~36. 89) 4.03 0.22(0.16~0. 30) 13. 04(9. 54~17. 82) 0. 00 0. 21(0.17~0. 26)
Kaforou 17.21(11. 08~26. 74) 1.13 0. 25(0.17~0. 34) 13.85(10. 32~18.59) 0. 00 0. 23(0. 18~0. 29)
Maertzdorf 14. 38(8. 04~25.70) 19. 07 0. 27(0. 21~0. 34) 11.65(8. 37~16. 22) 0. 00 0. 26(0. 20~0. 31)
Maertzdorf 13.82(8.75~21. 83) 0.73 0.24(0.18~0.31) 9.69(7.39~12.71) 3. 06 0. 28(0. 23~0. 33)
Anderson 11. 26(7. 50~16. 92) 4. 80 0. 28(0. 24~0. 33) 10. 65(7. 87~14. 42) 8.39 0. 26(0. 21~0. 31)
Sambarey 19. 13(10. 38~35. 25) 16. 87 0.19¢0. 13~0. 28) 12. 18(8. 54~17.37) 11. 61 0.20€0.17~0. 24)
DaCosta 32.44(14.90~70. 63) 0. 00 0.26(0.13~0. 44) 13.89(8.14~23.71) 13.63 0. 45(0. 28~0. 64)
Verhagen 1. 85(1. 30~2. 63) 21.43 0. 47(0. 28~0.67) 2.90(2.03~4.15) 21.02 0. 47(0. 31~0. 65)
Bloom 9.94(5.49~17.99) 50. 55 0. 21¢0.13~0.32) 6.69(4. 71~9. 49) 23.29 0. 24(0. 16~0. 34)
Leong 8.20(4. 75~14.16) 46. 33 0.27(0.18~0.39) 8. 48(5. 96~12. 06) 23.93 0. 26(0.19~0. 34)
Berry 17.72(7. 41~42. 35) 33. 39 0.16¢0. 09~0. 27) 9.26(5.90~14.53) 25.48 0. 45(0. 25~0. 66)
Berry 12.62(4.98~31.99) 42. 89 0.19¢0. 04~0. 57) 6.72(3.81~11. 85) 27.48 0. 66(0. 35~0. 87)
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R4 HOFEDIIBIEH LW 180 KL BT
TRk R RS S PEES B 1 ROC BHZT AR,
P 00 00 B P BN (22 3k 41 )

P ROC #h£k %1’%3’5}92% %fﬁ?}ﬂ2%
AR FBHPETINAE B 1 T
DaCosta 0.56(0. 50~0. 62) 14.6 98.2
Sweeney 0. 86(0. 78~0. 94) 13.6 99. 4
Kaforou 0. 86(0. 78~0. 94) 13.6 99. 4
Kaforou 0. 87(0. 80~0.95) 13.2 100. 0
Leong 0. 73(0. 62~0. 83) 11.0 99. 3
Jacobsen 0. 85(0. 76~0. 93) 10. 8 NC
Anderson 0.85(0. 77~0.92) 8.8 99.5
Bloom 0. 68(0. 56~0.79) 8.3 98.9
Sambarey 0. 80(0. 72~0. 89) 6.4 99. 4
Kaforou 0. 83(0. 76~0.90) 6.2 99.4
Maertzdorf 0. 63(0. 56~0. 69) 2.8 99.5
Anderson 0. 46(0. 34~0. 58) 2.7 98.2
Maertzdorf 0. 51(0. 50~0. 52) 2.0 99.5
Verhagen 0.47(0. 45~0.49) 2.0 NC
Berry 0. 50€0. 50~0. 50) 2.0 98.9
Berry 0. 50¢0. 50~0. 50) 2.0 NC
E NC=Ail4%

RS AR I Bh 1 G5 A% B S A 0 BT LA BB Y AR Bk
HOEH AN, EERREREN ANHERLT,
TB-scores ¥ W 7& 2h 1 %4 % 7 W 0 BURE KA
9006 HE S A TO Fn AT AE K 99. 300, I R
ERNAME, RAHBRREEIRELZRS, B
Xpert MTB Host response & 7| & % F F B 13X 4~ 5
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