I L8 K 0 5 S0 8 B 2575 0
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ok ' oA AE L EEE LR N EE R ik
(. BExE &AM TFAP0, b 100021 2. FEARFHIHEH FOERE
ARz AR, dLE 100050)

3=

i E AW AEWMERLRASREEAELAFTY HE BKE S SM(FAFLP) 58 5 %, f 4 4 hBXH
A9 o BEAREATHIA, ik ®A 4 AR N8 (Apa 1 EcoR T Hindll 4= Pst 1 ) = 2 # & 9 1R
F A Py (Mse | = Taq 1) 847288, #F FAFLP A4 3¢ fo it B W 7 3§ 4K £ 2 47 4E 44, JA BioNumerics 34 2+ 4~ &
MO BT R E S, 5 VITEK 2 GN A 402 R F= 16S rDNA B3] A7k 474k, B8R Apal -G/Taq 1 -
GCaS¥ 19 M EMRERABER D LA 54 7T ANE, AR KA E S 80.85% , &k S ABME 4 98.77% , Pst
I -T/Tag 1 -G 4844 19 ¥R E R LR B K @ B A o 4 10 ANBE, 8 Ak 8] AR AL E A 48.68% , & & Ak & A
99.67% , WA FAFLP A48 e % B M 47 £ 4 K 4, VITEK 2 GN #= 16S t1DNA 5 7] 547 R ¥ A M7 2 4
R & Apal-G/Tagl -G 4845 Psi | -T/Taq I -G 484 FAFLP stk A48 3 fe 1 8% R & I 47 LA R4 69 5 9%
BOKMRET N FAFLP 5 R 7 T B A TARFR L0 H 0K @ A6 5 T o B AR,

KB EB LA HERG T, ERFTT A ERE S SER(FAFLP); 5 F 5% ; RRREARE; A0 %4
B4 %S . R155; TS207.4; Q503 XERFRIZAD : A X EHS:1004-8456(2013)02-0125-07

Establishment of the typing method by fluorescent amplification fragment length
polymorphism for Pseudomonas cocovenenans subsp. farinofermentans
Wang Gang, Guo Yunchang, Du Chunming, Fu Ping, Li Weiwei, Zhao Yue,
Liu Xiumei, Yang Dajin, Pei Xiaoyan
( China National Center for Food Safety Risk Assessment, Beijing 100021, China)

Abstract: Objective To establish a genotyping method for Pseudomonas cocovenenans subsp. farinofermentans with
fluorescent amplification fragment length polymorphism ( FAFLP). Methods  Four low-frequency-cleavage restriction
endonucleases (Apa I , EcoR 1 , Hind 11T, Pst I ) and two high-frequency-cleavage restriction endonucleases ( Msel, Tagq
I ) were tested to optimize the combination for FAFLP. Pre-selective and selective PCR reactions were then optimized.
The selective PCR products was separated on LI-COR 4300 DNA Analyzer and digital imagines were analyzed by
BioNumerics software. In addition, the FAFLP method was compared with other two typing methods ( VITEK 2 and 16s
rDNA). Results 19 isolates were clustered into 7 groups with 80.85% as the minimum similarity and 98.77% the
maximum among groups using the combination of Apa I -G/Taq I -G. The isolates were clustered into 10 groups with
48.68% as the minimum similarity and 99. 67% the maximum among groups using the combination of Pst | -T/Taq I -G.
The two combinations of FAFLP could descriminate all the strains in the study, but not the other two methods ( VITEK 2
and 16s rDNA). Conclusion The two combinations of FAFLP both had a good discrimination and could be applied for
tracing Pseudomonas cocovenenans subsp. farinofermentans in the investigation of foodborne diseases.

Key words: Pseudomonas cocovenenans subsp. farinofermentans; fluorescent amplified fragment length polymorphism

(FAFLP) ; molecular typing; foodborne pathogens; food safety
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FLE A R TE I B 1 B EUW o

I Y R B K E £ 8 % (fluorescent
amplified fragment length polymorphism, FAFLP) 43 #f7
Je— MG R ARIC 51 W0 93 © R0 D) A7 g A
3 DNA 7 By 48 SC S S AR, B P | i i |
QI SN R o | REE CR A RS W P 7S
C BRI T ALY 2 B o R E MUEY)
PR, R AT HUE W RAT R e A R R
H AL 73 B vh B0 BRAE B 3 1 A W) o O o AR B
FEAE F Al B A= W 97 16 7 Be K 2 25 1 (amplified
fragment length polymorphism, AFLP) /34 2L fill |, %
A0 A P M AT T A TRT I 20 S PR ) S IO A AR AT
Ak, AL IZTH B FAFLP 73 RT7 3k

I MRS
L1 bR
L1 s bk

Burkholderia gladioli 1] = F 5 i &Y . Burkholderia
gladioli pv gladioli ATCC 10248 Burkholderia gladioli pv
agaricicola NCPPB 3580, Burkholderia gladioli pv alliicola
NCPPB 947 Ll M Burkholderia cepacia ATCC 25416,

FAS S 56 38 DR A7 1) 19 R MR 25 1B 5 i 11 1P K T

B 5 L o - S 2 RTINS E NN N T
% VITEK 2 GN % %, 45 R ¥ & Burkholderia
gladioli [ BG 01 F1 BG 27 % 52 45 %0l fig v K T
91% 4 (43514 91% F1 89% ) , Hofih 3 5 T 94% ; %
API 20NE % 5, 45 S 3y 08 “ 1 A0 5o 8 /K 18 IR
Burkholderia cepacia ( W] 884 Burkholderia gladioli)” ,
Bk BG 34 \BG 51 %5 45 R n] REIEAR T 85% b (435l
A 58.5% H183.5% ) , HAh ¥ & T 99.5% .,

L1.2 EEAER S

Nanodrop ND1000 j# filf i #% 2 & 11 s A% ( 36
Thermo Fisher) ; LI-COR 4300 DNA 4y #7143 ( 25 [H
LI-COR A 7] ) ; PCR A3 B mUAR 22 G2 AL IR A (2
i 3% [H BIO-RAD A+ )

Taq A5 (ANTPs T4 DNA % £2 i L) K BR 1 14
WY Apa 1 .EcoR 1 \HindIl \Pst I Mse | .Taq 1
(B2 L NEB 22 7)) 5 40 1 5 I 21 312 Bn) & (R
R, E ) ;KB Plus 6.5% Combo Pack . IRD ,-700
Stop Solution( #] 43 E LI-COR A ] ) .

HEARRESL RA s Y B TAEY RS
BR 2 W] & 8, IRDye-700 45 ic 19 2 56 51 9 i Al 52
oy (L) AR\ A, Sk RS s L
F10

R1OHSL KT

Table 1  Adapters and primers sequence
51911751 e 3k P4

Apa 10 5" -GACTGCGTACAGGCCCS” 5" “TCGTAGACTGCGTACAGGCC-3

Apa 1 -A/C/G/T 5" -GACTGCGTACAGGCCCA/C/G/T-3" 5’ -TGTACGCAGTCTAC-3’

Tag1-0 5" -GATGAGTCCTGACCGAS3’ 5" -GACGATGAGTCCTGAC-3

Taq 1 -A/C/G/T 5’ -GATGAGTCCTGACCGAA/C/G/T-3" 57 -CGGTCAGGACTCAT-3’

Pst1-0 57 -GACGGCCGTCATGCAG-3’ 5’ -GACGTGACGGCCGTCATGCA-3’

Pst1-A/7C/G/T 5’ -GACGGCCGTCATGCAGA/C/G/T-3’ 5’ -TGACGGCCGTCACG-3’
1.2 R 94 °C 30 5,56 °C 60 5,72 C 1 min,20 ] EFFR ;72 C
1.2.1 JEH4] DNA 21 5 min, £

it 3 79) 6 44 BT ik 5 1R 4 DNA (L AR B4 WL
VLA ) |, IE TR M 2 50 g/l VE N B VIR AR
1.2.2  JEH 4] DNA Ry 588

it FH 4 b AR 050 B PR 9 VT (Apa 1 (EcoR T |
Hind A Pst 1) 5 2 i g 5ot B il P9 V0 1 ( Mse 1 A
Taq 1 ) #ATH G  RIEE VIS R IEFEGEHE .

M BT 2 45 1) il 110 20 G I5C 1) AR 0 422 Sk SOy R
HEAT 3 42 S B, 20wl AR FR AR B YD
15wl AR5 4% 3% (4 mmol/L) T wl, & M il 4% 3k
(40 mmol/L) 1 wl,10 x 52 i 2w 2 wl, T4 DNA i
e 4 B0 0.1.0.2.0.3.0.5 pul, i@
afizK o A WA S T 1 BN R AR .

1.2.3 YY1
Ty 48 B S 294 °C 2 min, 1 AR

AR 20 pl TP HG KN AR F AR 0 5] A vk R
0.2 mmol/L, & 454 1.0 mmol/L,Mg’" 2.0 mmol/L,
dNTPs 0.5 mmol/L,Taq B & 0.062 5 U/ wl, 78 It 3
Bilt FARRS R & b 51 4 Mg " (dANTPs , Tag % 4 il
e JE AT AL, AR A0 B B H bk 25 SR LA T 8
NAKF o
1.2.4  BEFEVEY 3

PR N &M HN.72 C 2 min; 94 C 2 min,
65 °C 30 5,72 °C 2 min,1 PG ;94 °C 60 s,65 C
30 5,72 C 2 min, 13 NMER B KR EGDER T
0.7 °C ;94 C 30 5,56 °C 30 5,72 °C 2 min,23 4
EFF ;72 °C 5 min, G50

G 20 wl FEPEVEY 3G S AR & ARSI 5 | ) e
B 0.2 mmol/L, & 4 51 % 1.0 mmol/L, Mg’ 2.0
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mmol/L,dNTPs 0. 5 mmol/L, Taq &0 0. 062 5 U/
b, FAS [R) e PRV GBS R AT 9 44 I FR R R 20 5, 1R
YO B3P 51 Mg (ANTPs  Taq 345 il
FEHATIAL . Ak )5 i 244 48 1] TRDye 700 Fric 9
PECTI W AT IEEEIEDY Y
1.2.5  Hik R IERI3Hr

EPEPEY 3 7= ) 28 DNA 43 Hr{X 1 500 V i
UK 20 min J5, siAEHLTK 3 ho HLUK EIE ) Saga FR1F
H Bk 5 KIE

XFIRS Y FAFLP & 3% BioNumerics %415 J4 4%
PEIEAT AL BE, U 5500 JF AT N T IE . R 2RI
FHAE A E %of 55 %50°F- 249 £ (unweighted pair group
method with arithmetic means) ,Jf-5 VITEK 2 GN 4= 1k,
FHIE K 16S xDNA J7 41 (1 73 BG5S AT AL

2 #R
2.1 BRI P U0 Tl T R e 4
Hind L Fl Mse 1 JL-F 3% 38 46 56 KL 4, il U) 4 &
ER EcoR 1/ Mse 1 AhHoAth = Fh i U] 20 45 i 1) DNA
R EBER/NE F (B EcoR 1 /Taq 1 &Y H B X 4
SRR R Ak Apa | /Tag 1 5 Pst
[ /Tag 1 R A (WLE 1), 4 Fik i T4 DNA &
FE G 0% B 8 A A i R O R IE
SriEPE0.2 wl, 1.2 U,
M 12 34 5 67 8910111213 M
bp
2000
1000
750
500

250
100

M. F bR ;1 AREEY) ;2. Apa | ;3:EcoR 1 ;4. Hindll ;
5.Pst1;6:Mse 1 ;7:Taq 1 ;8:Apa 1 /Taq 1 ;9:EcoR
[ /Mse1 ;10:EcoR I /Taq 1 ;11 :Hind1l/Taq 1 ;
12:Pst 1 /Taq 1 ;13 . K iG]
BT O[] BR ) 9 U0 i e 20 G il U 45 SR

Figure 1  Digestion of different restriction endonucleases

and combinations

2.2 WYTHILER

RHFSE St Apa 1 /Tag 1 BUT LA B T4 384 A
PEFEPEYT 1 R AT D04k, e e R il b gF — 25 We ik Pt
1/ Tag 1 HEWRNARR
2.2, 1 Wy X BT I Y 5 R

I A, 7 W) D BRI
BN G| Yy LA AR ) G ) R A
Z . HIKER LI 2, BEAE 51 4 0 55 = ) R Y
jin, 4 Apal0 5 Taql-0 5] ¥ #8 i 0.2 mmol/L A0
1.0 mmol/L i 7 ¥y 4E #¢ 5= ¥ & M fn, & T

0.2 mmol/LAI 1.0 mmol/L B F=¥ & = A L2, 51
FHE £ 0.2 mmol/L A1 1.0 mmol/L,

M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 M

bp

Mo F AR iE; 1R M5149; 2:0. 05 mmol/L A1 0. 25 mmol/L( 4}
5 Apa 1 -0 5 Taq 1 -0 B EE, LA FAHIF) 5 3:0. 1 mmol/L i
0.5 mmol/L; 4:0. 15 mmol/L F1 0. 75 mmol/L; 5:0. 2 mmol/L Fl
1.0 mmol/L; 6:0.25 mmol/L Fl 1. 25 mmol/L; 7:0.3 mmol/L f
1.5 mmol/L
B2 51 Wik B X Ty 38 (9 52 )
Figure 2 The effect on the pre-selective PCR with different

concentration of primers

2.2.2 Mg’ #e B X4 4 1) 5 i)

Mg™ e BE o 3 38 5% i) % K, e R AR D B A B
A W AT AR AR YT R AL R K, Uk S
UL 3, BEE Mg AR, 5 g, 7E
2.5 mmol/L B}~ 34 = ¥y & &, 7 Bt ¥y 53 4k F 50 ~
750 bp Z [A]; ik F] 2.5 mmol/L i}, K& /=¥ 4 h
F 200 ~400 bp, ik, Mg** ¥ 2. 5 mmol/L,

M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 M

bp

2 000
1 000
750
500
250

100

M43 FaEARE ;1AM Mg®* 52:0.5 mmol/L;3:1. 0 mmol/L;
4.1.5 mmol/L;5:2 mmol/L;6:2.5 mmol/L;7:3.0 mmol/L
3 ORI HE Mg® ™ % T4 16 1 5% i
Figure 3 The effect on the pre-selective PCR with

different concentrations of Mg *

2.2.3  dANTPs ¥ & XF g 44 () 52 i

dANTPs ¥ J& 3%, 2 fff PCR P84 JFORL AR A2 1 fif
P R D, ANTPs ¥ B 5 8 4 (45 & i) Mg® ™ 3
A5 Mg™ " HEALAE RS , 6 B AR, 4 Mg
FHEEZE N 2.5 mmol/L B}, dNTPs & 0. 35 mmol/L B}
Y E RoE (WK 4), 1 0. 35 mmol/L
17 PCR,
2.2.4  Taq FAFEXTH"HE 1Y 52 MR

Taq A W3/ RN A T4, i 2 W) 3 iR 7%,
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M43 FEFrdE ;1 R dNTPs;2:0. 05 mmol/L;3:0. 15 mmol/L;
4.0.25 mmol/L;5:0. 35 mmol/L;6:0. 45 mmol/L;7:0.5 mmol/L
B4 ASTRHE dNTPs X ™1 14 52 15
Figure 4 The effect on the pre-selective PCR with

different concentrations of dNTPs

5 WoR 31,25 U/ml 1 Taq 35 M 5L RE I S0 58
oy (WLIES) o

M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
bp

M2y T BARdE; 1R Tag WA ; 2:6.25 U/ml; 3:12.5 U/ml;
4.18.75 U/ml; 5:25 U/ml; 6:31.25 U/ml; 7:37.5 U/ml;
8:43.75 U/ml; 9:50 U/ml; 10:62.5 U/ml
Bl S Taq 5A T BN T34 (4 52 )

Figure 5 The effect on the pre-selective PCR with

different concentrations of Taq polymerase

2.2.5 Py HHA R

FRAE LA B 86 B2 B2 0 235 2R 0 Ak B4 19 5 N AR &
H:Apa 1 -0 0.2 mmol/L 5 Tag I -0 1 mmol/L,Mg**
2.5 mmol/L, dNTP 0.35 mmol/L, Taq 3% & B
0. 031 25 mmol/L,20 ul IR 4& & il A 10 x PCR
buffer 2. 0 w1, E =9 2. 0 wl, # 2B F /K E20 pl,
15 0 B L7 WA S 38 R 1 A AR AR A AR
2.3 WEFEIEYIELS
2.3.1 Gk G Y 5 )

Apa 1 /Taq 1 T U1 DU G 5L A 7] 20 5 e HEE D
Bagk W (LK 6) ,Apa 1 -G/Taq 1 -C 1 Apa 1 -G/
Taq 1 -G HLIK &5 R 70 A5 45 2], JE I 7 50 ~ 750 bp 2
], AW IE % Apa 1 -G/ Taq 1 -G 4145 (TR FR AT 41
G)HFT, FIHR,Pst 1 /Taqg 1 BEVIH G Pst 1 -
T/Taq 1 -G A5 (fiifx PTHE) .

2.3.2 MM REAE BN VEREVE Y 1Y 1Y 5 e

FAFLP Xt 1 H 4 225K A 5, Apa 1/ Tag 1
PGPS R H B F 100 £ e PE k1 45 512
AR K o AFFE L £ 30 15 B B 77 W Ay s 1k
B AR .

M1234 5678M
bp bp

M 910111213 141516M

2 000
1000
750
500
250]
100

(2 (b)

(a)M: 2> FHbrifE; 1:4pa 1 -A/Taq 1 -A; 2:Apa 1 -A/Taq 1 -C;
3:4pal -A/Taq 1 -Gy 4:Apal-A/Taq 1 -T; 5:Apa 1l -C/Taq 1 -A;
6:4pal-C/Taq 1 -C; 7:Apa 1l -C/Taq 1 -G; 8:Apal-C/Taq 1 -T;
(b)M > THebiil s 9:Apa 1 -G/Tag 1 -A; 10 :Apa 1 -G/Taq I -C;

11:Apa 1-G/Taq 1-G; 12 :Apa 1-G/Tag 1-T; 13 :Apa 1-T/Taq 1-A;
14 Apa 1-T/Taq 1-C; 15 :Apa 1-T/Taq 1-G; 16 :Apa 1-T/Tag 1-T
&1 6 AN [i) 3o 428 B o 6k 3 P 9 488 140 52 Wi
Figure 6 The effect on the selective PCR with

different selective bases

2.3.3  JEFEVEYIEIR R A AL 2

AR B N5 R0 AT 2145 20 wl BEEVED”
Bl sz N F SR RS Apal-G F6 51
0.1 mmol/L, Tag I-G 3| ¥ 0.2 mmol/L, Mg2+ 2.25
mmol/L,dNTPs 0.25 mmol/L, Taq ¥ 4 B 0.031 25
mmol/L,10 x PCR buffer 2. 0 Ml,%‘i*}i 2.0 pl, #b B
K220 plo PT 45 AR A B AR &
2.4 FAFLP Pk &5 R K 254G

AT 4 PT A (WK 7)) FAFLP 45 20 & 3%
FAr ST 50 ~ 500 bp, BAT 425 £ 51,50 ~ 200
bp ZA BURAR o PR U2 5 AT BLaE oy BU fE
AT 5T IR 92% (1 AHALLBE 70 B br i 4 19 R B 2
P B R T K TR I Ao o3 Sk 7 A RE TR R (] B AR B
&l 80.85% , i fm AH L K 98.77% ., 5
Burkholderia gladioli 3 A~ ¥p & Y ) #5 2 # &k ATCC
10248 .NCPPB 3580 ,NCPPB 947 fx i= AH L B 43 51 Sk
87.62% .86.11% H1 94.63% , 5 ATCC 25416 % &
AHRLRE by 86.28% , PT 4 4 4% & 92% (1) AH LI B 43
AR TR 1O A B 25 1 54 ML T 8% oK TSI b 2 10 4>
T, B RE ) S AR AH 8L 2 Ol 48. 68% , i i AH BLEE
99.67% , 5 ATCC 10248 NCPPB 3580 .NCPPB 947
B = A DL EE 438147 66.09% .68.78% F191.31% , 5
ATCC 25416 & AHMRLE B 57.37% , FAFLP 3%
S3 M Dice AH 5 F B BPIR 1 DL IEL 8
2.5 VITEK 2 GN 1 16S tDNA J¥ %1 43 %1

VITEK 2 GN Az 4l Sz 7 4% H& 92% 1A AH L) 73 1
PR RS 1O MR BB 25 5 5P ML T ¥ K T I b 2l 6 AR
HAT 9 BRI JCIE #4758 & X 7, H BG 29 \BG 53 &
5 B. gladioli ¥ #k ATCC 10248 i# 47 X 43, BG
24 Tk S5 KR Bk NCPPB 3580 #EAT X 70 #F#E i
B AT TR O TSIV b AR Ak Sz N RE I 3E LA 3k B FAFLP
G35y BEOK P 16S rDNA 3 51 % i 99. 6% (14 A
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N u: 3 l‘ ' t s ! 2
UL 0 AL B I : ' ' |
e s s i)
" m: tes $ 0t i 1
AURLI T 2 I L
I”".I;l.l.:lz ::'
Vi ! i & & -
d L | R S I -
WML e u )
I I I Il I [ I I I
50 bp 100 bp 145 bp 200 bp 204 bp 255 bp 300 bp 350 bp 364 bp 400 bp 460 bp 495 bp 500 bp

7 FAFLP $84t®3% (Pst 1 -T/Taq 1 -G)
Figure 7 FAFLP Fingerprint (Pst | -T/Taq | -G)

Dice (Opt:0.50%) (Tol 1.0%-1.0%) (H>0.0% $>0.0%) [0.0%-100.0%] Dice (Opt:0.50%) (Tol 1.0%-1.0%) (H>0.0% $>0.0%) [0.0%-100.0%]

FAFLP-Apa 1 Tap 1

FAFLP-Pst 1 Tap 1
bl

5 3 8 358 % 5.8 & % &%
J— : "~ NCPPB 3580 ﬁ:NCPPBSSSO
szgl ATCC 10248. . BG 24
ATCC 25416 - 98.9— BG 25
96. BG 29 806 BG 26
79.4 92. BG 34 NCPPB 947
90.3 BG 30 BG 34
02. BG 16 BG 35
89.9 _8: BG 35 L BG 27
94.6 NCPPB 947 BG 39
81.6| 29,612 BG 27 BG 16
BG 39 BG 29
BG 25 BG 36
BG 26 BG 80
BG 24 83.6 BG 30
BG 51 BG 53
BG 85 BG 85
BG 86 BG 86
BG 36 804 BG 51
BG 53 BG 05
BG 80 793 BG 06
BG 05 BG 01
BG 06 ATCC 25416
BG 01 ATCC 10248.

P8 4 BRAS AR AR AN 19 B AME RE B 50D B 97 K T 2 Ab FAFLP 2288 (Apa 1 -G/ Tag 1 -G I Pst 1 -T/Taq I -G)

Figure 8 Clustering of 19 Pseudomonas cocovenenans subsp. farinofermentans isolates and 4 type strains by FAFLP

(Apa 1l -G/Taq 1 -G and Pst 1 -T/Taq 1 -G)

URE S FEARMERS 19 BR AP B MRS 7 D, Hrp BG
06 5 BG 53 .BG 25 5 BG 35 k7 X4y, BHA 7
PR T R 0L R 5 99. 9% , HLAT A% 5 A UL, AN iE
Ak BB R MBS M TR T K TED I A A AT A AU R U
VITEK 2 GN 44k 2 1w &2 16S rDNA 5 51 8 25 4 7
Dice #H 3¢ F SR B WL 9,

3 g
3.1 BRI A D)l Y e

BIR A4 4 P9 U i B9 8 5 %) FAFLP S B A o ff
AL SR P, L 45 S KA 2 T 0T G 14 28 Sl R i
BLRFNA >R o — i £ 08 AT BURE D) (s 3t o U
it A N DI ), IF AR A i G + C e 50k
A BRI PE N DIRE 2 5 : — % G + C &% BB 1Y 2 A
Y1, B FR A E T G+ C RBREIYE NI B4 S

RZBEFE & A+T B S AR50
PRI T2 K T S b 53 2% 56 22 450305 1A 417 7 22 K 1 1 i 1Y)
AFLP #5325 150 e H G + C & (65%~70% ) ,
ARHFFE L 4 FlE HIK A N Y (Apa 1T (EcoR T |
Hind L A1 Pst T ) A1 2 Ff & 550 N V) B (Mse 1T F1 Taq
1) Hr @b, & & G+ C BgUIAL s
Taq 1 A KE 5P 20 U] 200 ~ 750 bp /) /N v W, & &
A+ T YL 5 1 Mse T 0045 356 DR 26 470 45 K R 1
MRAR G & & G+ C BN S Apa T .\ Pst T #74%
SENA YD B K B B, B A A+ T BEEI A 5 Hind
M LT A S H A VIIF & & A+ T BI85
[ EcoR T 78 REWs 56 R 241 U1 g5 K W7, ik nl g 5 3
R & — 2 B0 1 AATT Fil TTAA ¥ 51F %,
X PP RE A8 T A B A ) 3k R #R3k DL & DNA R
TR A 0 DR, T R AR P
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Dice(>50%MEAN)
VITEK 2GN

0] o w o %) o )
© = o~ > © =N =)
I h 1 h f 1 1

1009 BG35
BG8O
BG34
BGSS
BGS6

BG29
BG53
BGO06
BG39
BG36
BG24

BG25
84.1 BG16
BGO1

| s
of L BG26

I BGO5

ATCC10248

NCPPB3580

NCPPB947

ATCC25416

Pai/wise(0g:100%,ug:0%)(FAST:2,10)Gapoost:0%

16S rDNA
996 L — BG39
99,5[—|— BG51
998 BGO1
BG27
100 BGO6
999 | BGS3
99.9 BG16
- . L paa
100r BG25
998 Lt ' BG3S
- : BGS5
99.2 99.s| BG0S
: BG26

99.7
— BGS6

99,

BG36
BG29
BG30

K9 ST REY VITEK 2 GN AE AL A 16S rDNA J¥ 51 R 2 4]
Figure 9  Clustering of strains in this study by API VITEK 2 GN and 16 rDNA sequence

EcoR 1 5 Taq 1 HE 47856 .
3.2 BEFEMERE M ERE

TEBEPE B 2 A K 5 R A, m A RO D P
FEY AR TR AT . BEE b R  m  TT A
ANV R A 7= A TR 225 . 78 R e B
— AN I A 2 A, WA 3 ~4 A,
SIAHYI AT 5 ~6 Ao BEBEEBIE () AN [R) 41 4 AT 3 2ok
WM LA A5 b BT AT 404 5 COENYE 4§
ANHIBFFE R — 3 . W G+ C i AL 1A 41 AR
PLSE & G+ C R BR G N DI EEAL & 7 A W B
MR, 3 G B8 C AR by 36 B M AT i AN JE DL AT &L
W VEREE YR e B g, T Rk A BT R ik
P 5 e P P R 1 S A T i — A A
3.3 WREEYIZLA FAFLP 45520 i

PR G UI 41 & FAFLP XJ BB 25 15 50 i TR % oK Tf
A o3 L 25 S B B A B 43 R, AT TR R AR
6 TR T K T S b ) 4 A RN 43 25, AP FAFLP 44
SE R LA — SO A R I 7 A 22 50 . 7 R D) 41
4 ,BG 25 5 BG 26 \BG 85 5 BG 86 .BG 05 5 BG
06 45 2 #1315 34 HAT B s — BME s AT A5 b, BG 29
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