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Development of a multiple-locus variable number of tandem repeat typing
method for Listeria monocytogenes upon the capillary electrophoresis

LI Xiu-juan',CUI Ling-ling® ,ZHAO Dong' ,PAN Zhuo' ,GAO Wei-li'

(1. Department o f Microbiology, Shijiazhuang Center for Disease Control and Prevention, Shijiazhuang 050011, China;
2. Hebei Normal University, Shijiazhuang 050000, China)

Abstract; In order to develop a multiple-locus variable number tandem repeat analysis (MLLVA) method for Listeria mono-
cytogenes (L. monocytogenes), a total of 14 variable number of tandem repeats (VNTR) loci were used to detect the 91
L. monocytogenes isolated from food. Results showed that the optimal combination of loci consisted of 9 loci (LMV1, LMV2,
LMV7, Lml10, Lmll, Lm23, LM-TR6, TR3, Lml15), which produced the high level of discriminatory ability with Simpson
index of 0. 987 1 for foodborne L. monocytogenes, could divided 91 L. monocytogenes isolates into 70 subtypes. This method
required only one conventional PCR followed by automated capillary electrophoresis, providing high discriminatory ability. It
was simple, easy to perform, relatively fast, inexpensive, objective, standardized operating and could provide conveniently in-
terlaboratory comparisons, which would be useful in outbreak investigations and listeriosis surveillance as a first line screening
method.
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ALIK 71 d, S ECTE A 2R T A OIS R R D) GBS
YR T5 A SR AR . TN AT S Lm 43 A7
2 AT 73 BURCHE X8 T e R DA R DR RS T Ay
T EEME L AU E R B H '
Lm g 14 A~ 0l 22 % H & Ik 8 2 ¥ 5] (Variable
Number of Tandem Repeats, VNTR) {37 i B9 6 ,
3 o PE AR G A i 2H G s ST R X R L 43 B
PRI MLV A 73 875 1%, W s 3 R, dE 57 MLVA
53 BURCHE P L S LA B4 8] 905 AG: 00 AR % O A A B it S
% PR SCHE

1 #EAEE

1.1 MH
.11 BEORJE 91 & Lm o 20052014 4E 4y

BEHAE R EE A KR R R K T R B
PO, B 2 2 MR A APT Listeria Af £k %8 5 )
FAMARIN . Horb 43 #k Lm 23 B #k th A7 5 E T 9%
o T 425 1k v 43 L 48 Bk H YT Ak 45 5 T B 4
G I

11,2 A5 9700 % PCR AL (ABI 24
7)), Qiaxcel B 4 H 30 £ 40 % i Wk Y (Qiagen 2%
7)), GoTaq® Colorless Master Mix ( Promega 2>
F)D o 4 BRI B 404 FL Yk R ¢ (DNA High Reso-
lution Kit Gel Cartridge, Qiagen A ),

1.2 ik

1.2.1 DNA Bl & Ml -Fa b ko i s 57
(1 Lm 37 8 5 7% & 400 pLX TE(pHS. 0) 2% i
iR, B W 5 min, )k L& #1,10 000 r/min &L
5 min, BT —20 CRAF& .

1.2.2 MLVA KW A58 MLVA K07
SIS % Y . T R AT R R
SR 22 AL A T X AN B Al 14 AN
SRR, WL 1. BT 14 L R
B PCR ¥ M, PCR & %:2 X Gotaqe Colorless
Master Mix 12.5 pL, B FI#514 (10 pmol/L) 4%
1 pL.DNA #g 1 oL, nskK b 2B = 25 pl,
PCR Z%4:95 °C 5 min;94 C 30 5,50 C 30 s,72 C
40 .35 NI 72 °C 5 min, R 40 HE A0 B A
EHIK R I L4 [ 5B HE HB KR PCR &3
2

1.2.3 HRIKEE)FIVBH BN XA A
AN TR BE (4 3 7=y 34 3% B AR A R AT XL )
J¥. 2 % B 1k 1 Y 4 43 B B/ Tandem Repeat
Finder, #fi & 84 ¥ 91 8 H . XTI 8 7 ¥ i 12
ROCEREFIVBEMERN OB Y X EE T
AL R A= i A i =R R 1k A E By A O S T S 7 R Y

HFFVECE Y bR E R P HIEH + 1.

1.2.4 S FiiEmsm 2% 30k R — A4
Z & PCR #1417 Lm B4 F ML K0 . Ak PCR
P70 B e R, BH P X BB BR B A 09MI692 (1/2¢)
1 11IM5102(4b) o fH IR K F) 0 B - 22 Mk BB 5 R

5 BT 5
1.2.5 JERKW SN BT E R ac

tA J¥ 3 55 259 7 & 437 & FEBR B I E . R
Mega5. 0 84 F 45 7 511 5 SCHR A A 1935 R 4 5
P B TR T AN AT LR A #

1.3 BHEtr R 2% 45 50 (Simposon’ s in-
dex of diversity. DD E N5 43 ¥ S 09 = K6
DAL w5 1 Je DL 4 A 11 53R B Optimal Combination
Finder (OCT) % 4 ¥ 17", & ] BioNumerics
Version 6. 6 & 4% MLVA 43 # 45 5 1) UPGMA
Ty ¥ A AR

2 # B

2.1 14 A4 VNTR f Sk 25 28 38 % 14 4>
VNTR i S 1 PCR ¥ 34, 4 K 2 50 7 o5 3% ] 37 4%
HME—1 B A5 (R SE A T B (R
Do 7E 91 #k Lm f, LM-TR6 i i 70 #RE LY
HapE gy, Bk o Lmll, LMV9,LMV7 F1 Lm23 fi
RLCEMREC M R 17,1401 1 1 AR, Lmll {7 2576
PG YR) 17 R AR IS 1/2a 7E 8, LMV i
M W 14 bW AR 1/2b 1 i 7Y,
LMV7 Fl Lm23 {7 g Jo 4 34 7 Wy 0 B bk 530 R 1 Bk
1/2a Iy B AT 1 A% 1/2b I3 595 1 LM-TR6 i £
1 28 #k 1/2b 175 BB bR T 38 T 1 7= 9 AE 15 Bk
Ab TG BR A 14 BRTCY 377 W) . 7E 1/2a BUF1 1/2¢
Rk o5 27 BRA L BRI BR TP S5, HAR 9
LB A AR FE K BRI 7Y, AR 14 AR AL
R LMV2 57 g5 1 40 BURE T 5o o8 91 R 1R 40 R
15 ANFUG] L 4y TR %0k 0,891 5, Hk S Lm23, 437l
6%k 0.879 1, i LM-TR2 i 51 i 4> B i ) &%
55 .91 BR 1A A [A] — B 51

2.2 MLVA fi S MAFHEsE #MidRA
OCT BT 2-10 AN DAV 5 4 B 9 o A3 4
(53 T RE 1 (3R 20 R IBE & 2 G A S 8 H 3 2
KA S5 FORE ) 42 = i a3 (R AR 21 G AL sk 3
9 AN 10 AN B, 43 BLGE O OF K i 2 45 B A
0.987 1, o] W, i LMV1, LMV2, LMV7,
Lml0.Lmll,Lm23,LM-TR6,TR3 I Lml5 % 9
AN A AR MLV A G 0 A 28 02 S5 00 B9 4G 0467
HA K 91 BREE 4 R 70 A BRI, 4 BEE Ty 5k )
0.987 1,



9 1 EFHEBE A TLAFHLWFLABRREIN LB @R AFTHFERE MLVA B 5% 841

Fz1 144 VNTR L el g5 R
Tab.1 Test results of 14 VNTR loci used for MLVA
VNTR ey mEEFP Ty = R EHE

=2 . ] N DI
7 15, EE Y B K H TR 1 5K No. of alleles

No. of Simposon’s
loci VNTR Repeat unit Amplicon No. of No. of isolates (includin ndex
locus range(bp) repeat range with null allele g null allele)
1 LMV1 GTATTT 344—410 11—18 0 6 0.716 7
2 LMV2 GTAGATCCG 329—522 6—27 0 15 0.891 5
3 LMV6 AGTACCACCAACACC 215—262 3—6 0 4 0.6151
4 LMV7 TAAAACCTA 438—522 7—14 1 7 0.789 2
5 LMV9 AGAAAAACC 483—1555 2—4 14 4 0.632 4
6 Lm8 CAGCTTTCTCAGCAG 228—252 1—3 0 3 0.145 0
7 Lml0 GAAGAACCAAAA 322—357 2—4 0 3 0.512 8
8 Lmll TTGCTTGTTTTTG 141—166 3—4 17 3 0.625 8
9 Lml5 CAAAAGATACAC 335—423 3—10 0 8 0.776 3
10 Lm23 CATCGG 320—415 9—23 1 12 0.879 1
11 Lm32 AACACC 145—194 5—12 0 6 0.736 9
12 LM-TR2 TATTTTTATTTAAAAATG  585—630 2 0 1 0
13 LM-TR6 CCAGACCCAACA 250—324 3—95 70 4 0.396 0
14 TR3 TCA 363—385 9—13 0 4 0.663 4
2.3 HARM 9 A VNTR A7 £ 414 0 A [A) o v 7 bR P T T T TR TP
BRI RLAG I 52T 9 43 BT o6 L AT 91 bk SPITIGIEEEE L E B
Lm 434 PRI 26 0 43 50 1/2a BY(1/2a il 32) TERREREE BN B
A1 HL1/2b B (1/2b.3b Fil 7)28 BR.1/2¢ B (1/2c¢ SERREREE BRI
R 37 Bk R Ab % (4b 4d Rl 4e) 15 Bk, P s iy ERRRE RS gg‘“m
SRR 9 A A L2 AR I UL T 8 L T 43 7 SERREREE BN I
e Jy Ry BEE DI (IR 1/2a 8% 0. 948 7 LISk 48y SERREREE BRI
KT 0,95 30 46 I E I A 5 A DR 0 4 3 PEEIITILIEEER L B B
o1 L% 0 DR P ) 242 0 7 760 5 PR u SERREREE 1 BN W
A 7 R PR SRRRIRES tBE B
2.4 PEAL# 4 K BioNumerics Version 6. 6 gé z ; i § ’: % :; gg%% ;E g;:f :E
B, UPGMA Jy by 0 A b PR 1) il 43 ERRREREE (BN
BTATI 91 bk L 58 WK 5232, 50 B T SRERERRE BN B |
FA -0 Lok 1/2b A1 4b 1y 0 Bk 4L 3% & [Ciiiiigiides . 8 B
I 1/2a 1 1/2¢ LT8G B BRALAE . R 1 Bg 1/ SEEREREE I BN W
2b il Ab [0 3 BB Je A — 2 KRBl — B K . T =iiiiiiitime B 2
BRI PR Y 7 B /2 1R B BB S A= HAEIEEE (BB B
A0 3 A 4 RS T A I e TEREREEE ‘B B |
W B B 02 T 0 CHK B Bk, PRGE 4 géﬁigﬁﬁ:@ﬁgggg
5 15 R P B0 — B U1 3 R B AR F 19 4 9 R I - RERERRER. LN I

Lm B8 Pk, 75 [7] B 2E 47 99 b g D) A4 68 1 i 4 9% 7 B 1 1l UPGMA 7534 MLVA # il 45 54 8 it 4 i
PFGE & Haif B AF b 4 b T 43 B RN 2% & B YR A Fig. 1 UPGMA dendrogram of MLVA results for 91 L.
I, A3 7 125 00 e s A4S B Bt L O 1 e T bR E AL monocytogenes isolates
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Tab. 2 Discriminatory ability of different loci combination

HAE R H

Combinations for DI {8 JE /i 3 AL HE R H ) ot
a given selection The best 3 optimal combinations of loci ranked in descending DI order Genotypes Smrfposon’s

of loci index
2 Lm23 Lml5 32 0.950 9
LMV1 LMV2 29 0.950 6

Lm23 Lm32 28 0.950 2

3 LMV1 Lm23 Lml5 48 0.973 6
LMV1 LMV2 Lm23 49 0.971 9

LMV1 LMV2 TR3 46 0.971 9

4 LMV1 LMV2 Lm23 TR3 60 0.979 7
LMV1 Lm23 TR3 Lml5 57 0.979 7

LMV1 LMV2 Lm23 Lml5 56 0.978 5

5 LMV1 LMV2 Lm23 TR3 Lml5 63 0.982 9
LMV1 LMV2 Lmll Lm23 TR3 62 0.982 7

LMV1 Lmll Lm23 TR3 Lml5 59 0.982 4

6 LMV1 LMV2 Lmll Lm23 TR3 Lml5 65 0.985 6
LMV1 LMV2 Lmll Lm23 Lm32 TR3 63 0.984 9

LMV1 Lm10 Lml1 Lm23 TR3 Lml5 64 0.984 6

7 LMV1 LMV2 Lm10 Lmll Lm23 TR3 Lml5 68 0.986 6
LMV1 LMV2 LMV7 Lmll Lm23 TR3 Lml5 67 0.986 1

LMV1 LMV2 Lml10 Lmll Lm23 Lm32 TR3 66 0.986 1

8 LMV1 LMV2 LMV7 Lml0 Lmll Lm23 TR3 Lml5 69 0.986 8
LMV1 LMV2 Lml10 Lmll Lm23 LM-TR6 TR3 Lml5 69 0.986 8

LMV1 LMV2 LMV6 Lml0 Lmll Lm23 TR3 Lml5 68 0.986 6

9 LMV1 LMV2 LMV7 Lml0 Lmll Lm23 LM-TR6 TR3 Lml5 70 0.987 1
LMV1 LMV2 LMV6 LMV7 Lml0 Lmll Lm23 TR3 Lml5 69 0.986 8

LMV1 LMV2 LMV6 Lml0 Lmll Lm23 LM-TR6 TR3 Lml5 69 0.986 8

10 LMV1 LMV2 LMV6 LMV7 Lml0 Lmll Lm23 LM-TR6 TR3 Lml5 70 0.987 1
LMV1 LMV2 LMV7 Lml0 Lmll Lm23 Lm32 LM-TR6 TR3 Lml5 70 0.987 1

LMV1 LMV2 LMV7 Lml10 Lmll Lm23 LM-TR6 LMV9 TR3 Lml5 70 0.987 1

R3 HEM MLVA FEXNAEMBRERNSBER
Tab.3 Test results of different serotype strains with new MLVA method
T2 I P B /e e A 2
53Tl E 2R A TR 2 (B J3 BIECH DI (HHREED

Serotype No. of strains No. of genotypes Simposon’s index Main genotype/unique genotype

(No. of strains)

1/2a A 41 29 0.948 7 16-25-13-3-0-23-0-13-3(8)
1/2b #Y 28 22 0.978 8 15-10-8-4-4-19-0-9-3(3)
1/2c #1 7 7 1. 000 O /
4b 1 15 12 0.961 9 14-17-7-3-4-18-0-11-5(3)
A1t Total 91 70 0.987 1 16-25-13-3-0-23-0-13-3(8)

ARSI R 7O . BRTE SEFCRENT . 2007 4F, Murphyt™ 45 i R GE TR
A Z R SCHRTE . MLVA 20 BUJ7 i 0l K ATk ~2 MLVA 7Bt Lm B0 RN . EHAMBE A 2
FHOG T B AR AR DG B AR L R A SE SE R AR AR e SCBR X TR I LA T TG . E T A% SOk
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SR FH RS F ARSI A7 5 A2 o LA R G s o T
A A AT IEAS . UL B H AT b kiR kA —E R
SEMIAL S A A Lm (9 MLVA 43 UK 0 AR A
A T8 A — B ARG A7 R A S Y 43 Y
TIHE T S AT SR I A7 o5 ) E A S 53 A — S 5
M Z IO 5 P % . O 1k 5 1 A0 4G I A7 o 4
B s BT AR AR A 7 85 4G 040 7R SR W, XoF 4 ARG
25 BB A B T R E X

Chenal-Francisque ZE17 B0 32 VNTR v &5 7
Yo R i 3 B R A 6 T 18 A4 VNTR 17 s A
Sy ARG XoF R, KR A A 4 R A L B
AT AR SRS R AT TOY R 0 TR R R R
RIKER T EREES TR HE . T 11
A VNTR B2 5 AR MR s 4 A B R TR % 184
AR AN FBORE A2 5 W L% )7 51 DI
fHHA 0.945. K F PFGE Jik. %4 % £ KA
WK% 14 A7 5 KR (9 183 #k Lm 1 #k
47 MLVA K, DI A & 5 ml ik 0. 991 4, el 4l
ARBERIE O AN LA . Hp S AREF5E A R 9
fifi4 LMV1.LMV2 . LMV7.Lml10 Lmll,Lm23.
LM-TR6, A~ [ # fi7 &8 5& DL TR3, Lml5 ¥ ## T
LMV6 Hl Lm32. #&7 B kAR J5 0 A [5) il 58 25 S 2L
N T 4 AG 00 45 3R B R [ B4 47 s 41 R A7 ML-
VA AFRI . Lindstedt™ t3 59 4% 36 3% FH AH 5] 14
57 1A A X B8 R By SR A [ S Y L 43 U B 32
7 R[] Y 43 BERE 0 . VR 35 IK R 43 B R 1 B AN TRl 2
AT B HROR VRS R BT 8. i T MLVA Kl 5
DT RS T HA B S AR R VNTR 7 4, K
I AT B2 R B i T T ROR TR R[] T 5 oy A g
Tty 22 5, TR Bl 4 0 BR8] 0 07 05 4 A 5 BUR TR
(5 RUBE Ty 25 3L, IR el o — & 38 A IR E Y e
4 Lm (5 MLVA J7 76 25 W s 0 i B 45 - 2L A
T EEME L. AR EYIRH 14 4~ VNTR {i
S 91 Ak Lm 04T 7400, 8 43 R OCT (4 ik
IR S A 1 DUETE R %8 T R R Sl
Xt 43R T 0 R MR B2 T 9 AN A I A A5 4L AR Y
Lm ) MLVA #&i{k % .

LR SCHRARAET T @R LMV2 37 5 i 43 L g
FI e X 5 A 5T B0 45 FEA R) B2 R AR A
K. Sperry il LM-TR6 {3 s RN g 4 1/2b.3b
A 4b AUBR B AS BIF 58 45 S 6 BE R Z A S TE 1/2b
I35 B ORTEAE ST 20 1 L35 289 R 4b By 15 BR T bk
LR 14 BRICY R = A 1 — R A B 3
PRI B MR T RE R Ad B8 de BUTE Bk, 0 A FrilE—
M T EEHETESL . 0 Im11 {7 45 7E Sperry™ 7K

Rz A 5 4T MLVA 438, 9F K Bos kg
() 1/2a AR TCY B 5500 AR F R R 1Y 17 #k 1/
2a R TCY HG 5540 W RE W AE A i /b AT RE R
AROR IR 22 T8, LMV i g 7E 14 #& 1/2b @&
B JCH 16 4547, iX 5 Lindstedt™ SCk o 7R 1 3
43 1/2b AR TCY 38 450 W 45 SR AR R] L {2 H AT il T3¢
FR TP B R /D L i JC BB S AL RUAAE 1/ 2b TR B
o BBk .

TE 17 b L (910075 Y v, 518 N 28 22307 R 141
W EE R 1/2a.1/2b Fil 4b B E Bk . Lindstedt™ 2
TR AR XF 4b BRI R VNTR 7 & #1719 ML-
VA G Hr K 45 5 28 A A 3 B FT UL 4b AU AR B
BN TR T 1/2 13 29 0 B — ] DL T PRk X 43
4b BB R . AR LA 9 A7 s i 1T ML-
VA G BRI X5 [5] 1 7% B 34 A AR 5 1% 43 3% 07 . B
HEACHR 53 BT I AN BEE — 20K 4b BT Bk X 40 R (B
REDC Ak & 1 A & 1L A B AR 48 i 45 R R A e
AJ Ry 2 e VTR B ) B A PR At S 4

AR 9 AL, B LM-TR6 55 7]
FEA IR ZTCYT R 2 1A R E 7R i R AR A R A
ArBF s LM-TR6 o7 &5 (A a] fidfi 20 AU % H i 69 3
Iz 703G T — A FEE AL DI A oK. AR
SEHLA R . Lm23 5 Lml5 W47 g i 44 . DI
REAT3K 3] 0. 950 9, AT 3 f2 X 73 A [a] B Bk 19 fiE 0 - 42
7 YR DA AR B B 2 B TR ER R A T DL A e >
Ao 0 57 13 P B0 S [RIRE 1T 3k BIAR L7 1 9 B 45 51 mT A
Shy S B 3 I — 2 U7 1 T 2R B R DA R K I A R
o,

A SE BT A Lm YRR T8 a0 AR R IR
H— B SR A 58 8 2 09 MLVA J5 47 al % 91
PRER 7 70 A EERI AL 4 A HE T3 36 0. 987 1, 7] H
TSR] LT Y Lo TR PR 0 43 ARG . 32 07 v 5 A
i PCR Bz LRGN E RN LA B
YA LUK, EAT B AR DO M B L S
PEUE 0T X AR B AT AR I A AL 5 Ak
SR R R EE S e o NI | S S NS s o Vi W
W/ T RS SR b o R ) 32 05 e, B S B4
B RAL A B Ak PR I3 O [R) S5 56 = R
iAok AT 7 25T PulseNet 45 (1) ¢
A P AT 4 [ R A 25 3 LA AT S 3% TR 7
PR I RINE R R LR Y e S
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