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W OE.EW REAWEIIIRESEEFALAEMLSD s AL KA HEDPITRELELEL N 24
M, HiE ALEDLBE 0 H 78 G IR D [TKRHE .56 RBIEDTREA 20 kBRGNP TRE . PCRY LD ITRHE
NBGEFOFRFANHETLILEAFI 2B ARARFREESN AN FE, FR LFNMERKXN, BFEDITKE RN
6 A M EA A FHRDITRE L 8850 W ELH D TREES 1IN IR DPTRE L 2.6 RAFEDITERE & 1.3% .0
REBDITERES L3N FMATHITRES L3YWED I TRKEAE 2 W ER AP HRDPITRE & 67. 9% A HED
MTREE 321X EPITREAE 3 AL FR HPRFEDTRES SN ENLDPITRE E 204 . HRDPITRE &
15%, @i MLST 4 &, #FE 4 & 7 A ST A .ST11,ST19,ST26,ST128,ST14,ST17 ## Newl; 8 J§ # # 3 f# ST & .ST11,
ST19 A1 New2; % JR A i 3 A :ST34.ST40 fn ST3007, Zif EGEXEF.28WHLFEAMSTAREREER, — 202 &

A AE .
KRR D TR H; fF A MLST; 5 2
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Distribution and typing of animal-derived Salmonella with MLST and serotype

ZHAO Cui', ZHANG Qing®, GUO Shu-yuan®, LI Lu-lu*, LIU Yu-jie',
WANG Yong-ming’, CHANG Wei-shan®, LIU Yu-qing®

(1. Tai’an City Animal Health Supervision Center in Shandong Province . Tai’an 271000, China;
2. Animal Husbandry and Veterinary Institute , Shandong Academy of Agricultural Science, Jinan 250100, China;
3. Animal Science Academy of Shandong Agricultural University, Tai’an 271018, China;
4. Animal Epidemic Prevention and Control Center in Rizhao City, Rizhao 276800, China;
5. Shandong Hua Hong Biological Products Co. , Ltd. , Binzhou 256600, China)

Abstract: To compare the discriminatory ability of multilocus sequence typing and serotype of animal-derived Salmonella
and find its distribution in Shandong Province, 78 chicken-origin, 56 duck-origin and 20 swine-origin Salmonella were separa-
ted from some regions of Shandong Province. Seven conserve sequences of Salmonella were PCR-amplified for MLST and slide
agglutination test for serotyping. Results showed that by serotyping. 6 serotypes were identified from chicken-origin Salmonel-
la, including 88.5% S. enteritidis, 5.1% S. indiana, 2.6% S. thompson, 1.3% S. typhimurium, 1.3% S. sen ftenberg,
1.3% S. agama. Two serotypes were identified from duck-origin Salmonella, including 67.9% S. enteritidis, 32.1% S. ty-
phimurium. Three serotypes were identified from swine-origin Salmonella, including 65% S. typhimurium, 20% S. derby,
and 15% S. enteritidis. By MLST typing, seven ST types were identified from chicken-origin Salmonella: ST11, ST19,
ST26, ST128, ST14, ST17 and Newl. Three ST types were identified form duck-origin Salmonella; ST11, ST19 and New2.

Three ST types were identified from swine-origin
bR & R A 2 B AR 3 TR (CXGC2016A10) L A 4 R & £ X Salmonella; ST34, ST40 and ST3007. Overall, the types
R+ A 4 # 5 B (SDAIT-11-09)

#AAE# . % E K ,Email: liuiuging@163. com

TEBRM: L. WAL RZTHH T AEREF. &% 2710005

identified with two methods were closed, so MLST and sero-
type have similar discriminatory ability.

Keywords: Salmonella; serotype; MLST; typing
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WITIKE (Salmonella) 2 A AR A — 4K
J& o R ELA H B e T AR A R SO N R DR T
SR E L 2500 24 M i A, EE R B 292
AL AL VR AR R IR AE B B Th R TN R
ROE S LA SCE 7 b B 0 ke A LA TE — S kA B R
ZEEEEN, OSA RN A I RS . RE
RV SN D R R (RS sl o) (A
5| FRH 3 A 36 A L Rl R

WITIRE R AR Z BRI kWi 2
VoI I T 0 A% 15 328 0 H 2 K T 0 e 1) 2 R L AR
A HE I35 27 43 T 9 7 1k © 28 AN e 58 10 T 4% 1) 1)
T AR, W 2 467 55 7 %1 43 9 (Multilocus sequence
typing. MLST) & ¥ JLAF@ AT 9 —Ff 2> 1 A= 2 0%
Tk L e i 4y TR B R ok R R — R A LB
B RBEE R 3 By B bR HE P 2 Bl B it 5 9 3 5
TR o AR A TR R 1 35 PR 0 Y 0 45 UL 4 T 4 A7
K5 A% R bR T A5 TR ) 55 7 JE IR 5 5 O A
— i 2 — > A o B PR3 T 43X A A A kTR 3
i — A~ Pk — 1) 2 51 S i o3 B AR 0 3 A AL L
J7 e T PFGE Ml flaA ¥ L4335 K 350 5 fr) e o5

x1

R SR =TI E T E N ORGSO (e B N |
S HEAT LA DN AT 42 BR Y 43 IR AT S A
PRUEAL AR 2

M A RINARE TR E 20 57 91 5 B Y
s TR D S R A 52 56 DAL AR 48 AN [ 3 X 1Y
I 58 575 WU S 5T 5 IR = R AN TR Sh P IR T T
IR AT 0 B 40, IR B O TT IR 7 X PRSP A K
F A aroC.dnaN.,hemD, hisD, purE. sucA.thrA,
XPVP TR B HEAT 22 A7 o5 2 R 471 43 L, ) 28 e a7 1l
ARV T T IR MLST 4 RUECHE e . [m] iF A 0 1
3 B TR Y L3 B O A8 Ao 7 125 B R A DT 0
BT LU AR s DX 0 171 0 TR 194 900 35 R A A 0, S b T
PG TR 1 B 4R Ik 5 2%

1 MBEFE

L1 RRASRUE ML AR 4 AN [R] M IX 57 4 3 A W) 3
7R S B7/H N L T SN NPT N N S DL 2
A BEAL R IR 1o BORERS A IR A B S

it 73T o

*

Tab.1 Samples sources

KR Origin Y wEE S WA BN B

HEOHMK M Wm¥ ¥ BT 3%

R chicken 20 5 40 10 15
395 duck 20 5 0 40 10
$ IR swine 50 10 10 0 0

100 10 30 20 0 0 0
10 0 0 60 25 5 5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

1.2 ZUEA M5B % 8 MARAE KA B A R Sk AT
A B R S% L SR U G BT (0 2 A R U R VL R0 4 4
FiCF V0 T R A R3S 5 W 0% R 56, 37 CRE 3%
12~24 h, PRIBCEERITA ¥ . 75 SS 1y F5 KA1 HEL B
eI AT R Ay B, 37 CCIRAR TR IR 24
ho AT FRR % 5 SR 76 LB [BR KT 75 3 1 R 4k 1%
TR VE . B Fh LB RS R 56, 37 C 8 IR %
Fo WLHL 700 pL KEFRABEWOMA ) 300 pL B K&
(0 TC B8 H ol A R % TR AT A — 20 C R R IR T &
H.

1.3 VITIREME 5 B %E 5080 BIPITK
BRI 22 0 2] (51 R B g R AR B0 7 R L 37 °C o IR s
Ft. ZHRWPTTREEL R GB/T 4789. 4-2010, F

VP TTRB J® 2 Wil w5 0 & 7 B R S
20170101) #4735 .

PRI R BROIE ~F- A L 84 9% 2EAT O A I T BE
B SEAETE BB B 1~ 2 2 Wi . AR
FH T V5 A A Sk PR BT AR B0 ~F- AL 9 T 9% 15 40 114
MIETRA) RSB T . 1 min Z N YR A K7 45
JE N O PUEAEL, A O HU AR BESE K B PR 1 Rl
FETFRR & A R (I 200 ~300) B SRk I A A
WA T ViR M L T O $TlssE 4
JO7 B o AT PR ECBR V& E 1 mL A R K iR vk B R
TEMRTIT KM LR KA . 2 ) kB 3R A
WY WA E JEAT HOA M2 W 88 B .

R O F 5 H MR BERZ R & WV T IR
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TN AR TR MLST o il 508 5 5 4 57 5 795

I3 73 B3R A 5 V0 1) T 30 it R I T 2

1.4 VIR 24057 5140 #LCMLST)

1.4.1 MLST ¥ #¥5|9miit MW PubMLST
Bdi PE LA K NCBI B i B K R Beike it 7 MER
M hisD, purE  sucA .aroC.thrA.dnaN hemD [
SIS B T A TRARA ARG, 5
YIrP oI ans 3% 2 PR .

x2 DIMREATANEREERNSIHFT
Tab.2 Primer sequences of Salmonella seven

housekeeping genes

FEH 519 F R KN

Gene Primer Length of gene
F5'-GTCACGGTGATCGATC-

thrA o 852 bp
CGGT-3
R5'-CACGATATTGATATT-
AGCCCG-3'

c F5'-CCTGGCACCTCGCGC- 826 b

4t TATAC3 P
R5-CCACACACGGATCGTG-
GCG-3'

dnaN F5'-ATGAAATTTACCGTT- 833 b

"N GAACGTGA-S' P
R5'-AATTTCTCATTCGAGAG-
GATTGC-3'
F5'-AGCAC-

sucA 643 bp

CGAAGAGAAACGCTG-3'
R5'-GGTTGTTGATAACGAT-
ACGTAC-3'
. F5'-TCGCGTCTGTCGGTCTG-

hisD , 755 bp
TAT-3
R5'-GGCGCAGTATAGCCAT-
AGGT-3'
F5'-ATGAGTATTCTGATCAC-

hemD 666 bp
CCG-3
R5'-ATCAGCGACCTTA-
ATATCTTGCCA-3'

F5'-GACACCTCAAAAG-

purE CAGCG-3' 510 bp
R5'-CGAGAACGCAAACTT-
GCTTC-3'
1.4.2 DNA IREH PCR I 1 FMmEEREA

DNA $& Bl ) & (W 3 b 50 KA AE W) RH A BR 2
A BB DNA, 247 575043 B PCR ) )
MWAR Z : 10 X Buffer (Mg*" ) 2. 5 uL,dNTPs (2.5
mmol/L) 2 pL, Fi#5# (25 mnol/L) 0.5 uL, F
W54 (25 mnol/L) 0. 5uL. itk DNA 1 pL.Ea-
syTag DNA polymerse 0.5 pL,ddH,O 18 L, g3t

25 ul M fk &. PCR ¥ 3 72 )3 . 94 C WA 10
min, 94 “CAEPE 50 5,55 ‘Ci & 50 5,72 °C & 50
$.32 MEH,72 CIEMH 10 min. 4 CIRTE,
1.4.3 D7 P& R 5 PCR 450 2 )5 #E47
IS HLUK S IR Il ™= o 28 g AR TR AR A
BRLZA ) 147 R ) 00

H 0 7 25 5 F DNA Star #EAR#E Pub MLST
(A AE SC ZR HEATAE IE il 7 A8 L I B4 A [ B
EXRTFUWITRE Z 07 807 5053 R ¥ 51 R /NEER
BB IELF 0 7 A R F 51 5 MLST 4 )% h
JE B EAT LU X 438 o 43 590 4R B A A8 58 35 IR A6 A 1Y
AN R DRV BUE T8 IR 7 14 45 A7 35 TR 33 07 L
RN

2 RS54
2.1 ESEEME SR ES S 154 BRIPITIR
FA » 30 40 F TR RN b B 4 A DL 35 3

Mo B EE R F R X A 7 B R £ 5. X
%5 2 H ) SR B IR R A . 3 Ah A i L X A3 B
A5 2 1) B RR R A 3 T IBORE B0 D LY
2.2 MG EES 154 BRSIWIE VT IR S
Jia 2 Vb 1T IR B e 22, 36T 110 Bk, o5 B A9 T AR 2
71.4%(110/154) s Hoyk J& B FEVD TR T 32 #k BN
SANVP TR A4 B E DL TR 4 Bk bt
VITER B 2 Bk L R B ARVD T TERTE 1 Bk (BT 3 V0 1]
IR 1 Bk, BVARE W 2 BV T IR B i 4 2 4L,
FLUR Ry BR AT FE VD 1T BRI At 1 i 75 78 22 B L 4y
fii o BAKS AR 4,

X Y5 S A 6 A i AL b i R VPTG
LA 68 MR, 5 R 88. 5% (68/78) 5 Hyk BN 4
WYUK 4 ¥k M EbvD TR 2 Bk RO 9Ev
FTECTA 1Ak I B AR VD T TICEE 1 Bk B s 35 70 T I
[

WP R I 2 Ao s 2. B R TTIGTEE 38
BRI RR A 67. 9% (38/56) 5 RAGIEVD TR 18
R H BRI 32, 190 (18/56), RMAGEIITIRE
B TR VD T IR .

B VR LRI 3 Aot 3 A, o R ZE VR )
ECTR LA 13 # . 4 68 4 AL BRI AR 19 6520 (13/20) 5
DLV TR EE 4 ¥k R VTR 3 bk

IR R R TR B2, i RV TR
PRI (10 50 ) 2 /0, 3 5 X8 YR U 40 5 1 O R TR
B X6 A [ Fe R 1) I 37 Y AT 48 1 b 45 R WOR AR AR
Giits 2251k (P=0.048),
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Tab.3 Strains separated from different regions

KU Origin Wy WEOMEe M RBE

HhEOOHR M IR PR ST Wk A

W5 chicken 5 0 11 2 3
M85 duck 14 1 0 12 1
¥R swine 17 2 1 0 0

3 7 5 0 0 0 78
0 0 16 9 1 1 56
0 0 0 0 0 0 20

x4 TEZGIRD

MREMEREFLER

Tab. 4 Serotype identification result of different animal origin Salmonella

P 3 7B ERGES = L ENSE 22 4 7 b ifh PR B 5 34
Origin S. enteritidis S.typhimurium S. deby S. indiana S. thompson S. senftenberg S. agama
35 Chicken
69(88.5%) 1(1.3%) 0 4(5.1%) 2(2.6%) 1(1.3%) 1(1.3%)
(78 ¥
% Y5 Duck
38(67.9%) 18(32.1%) 0 0 0 0 0
(56 )
¥ E Swine
3(15%) 13(65%) 4(20%) 0 0 0 0
(20 ¥
it All
110 32 4 4 2 1 1
(154 £

2.3 ZAisT I RIGE R ) B AR R G
S8, T WD TTER BRI 7 A48 5K 56 D #0 BE 9 1 3 A B
(B R BeCm gl 1) . B EEY R BER/NME & %
1Y T {A .

bp
2 000

1 000
750

500
250
100

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 M
1. thrAj; 2. sucAj; 3. purE; 4. hemD; 5. hisD; 6. dnaN; 7. aroC;
M. DNA Marker Trans 2K
B1 BHREFEMPCR JFHEER
Fig.1 PCR amplification of housekeeping gene

2.4 LRI AR A ML AR kS
M 6 Pr7s GRS TR 702 6 AN I3 B A 7 4

ST #, H DL ST11 A £ W IER W ITRE R 2 4
M AN 3 A4~ ST AL, Ho DL ST1L 2 F IRV 1]
CE 4R 3 AN AU A 3 A4~ ST AL, Hdr L ST34
Fo BVAOKRT I R 4> B A H R ST AU H 5L
A Y L X U MLST 5 1l i85 2% 43 %Y 14 43 AL 6E 1 A
L EAEEENIKR. (AZ, MLST 2 8 i) 43
RUTE AN .

N 3-8 FR IR AT AT LA & B, R YR AV 1) R
W ML IR ST A, Hore B8k b #6024 A v [l
)T . A K S B T 1 43 B 45 SR 4 B b X
I 2Bk L & BLIR] — M X [A) — 33 58 3% B R B Y
Iy B AR A LTS B A ST BIJLA —F, [Amf, 525
WR BT PR OET G ST #, 43 5 iy 4 A Newl Al
New2(FE 7).

x5 AEZYWERMEHkSTRHMNMFRHE I EE

Tab.5 Comparison between ST type and number of serotype

K51 Type X7 chicken 85 duck  FE U5 swine
fiL 7 &Y serotype 6 2 3
ST # ST type 7 3 3




9 A RE LR ESHHRYTREA MLST e if 52 5 5 & B 797
x6 AEAZWEREHk ST RINMERMENTEL
Tab. 6 Comparison between ST type and number of serotype
I 375 784 ST #1 E 3 g
aroC dnaN  hemD hisD purkl sucA thrA o
serotype ST type origin amount
W4 S. enteritidis 11 5 2 3 7 6 6 11 3 chicken 68
Newl 5 2 13 7 6 6 11 3 chicken 1
11 5 2 3 7 6 6 11 M8 duck 38
3007 621 559 496 765 617 281 636 ¥ swine 3
FAGFE S. typhimurium 19 10 7 12 9 5 9 2 3 chicken 1
19 10 7 12 9 5 9 2 Mg duck 17
New?2 10 7 12 230 5 9 2 ¥ duck 1
34 10 19 12 9 5 9 2 ¥ swine 13
% Nih S, thompson 26 14 13 18 12 14 18 1 % chicken 2
P % S, agama 128 10 7 12 9 5 55 2 3 chicken 1
KB S, senftenberg 14 7 6 8 8 7 90 13 3 chicken 1
BN 2298 S. indiana 17 8 8 11 11 5 11 15 X% chicken 4
UL S. deby 40 19 20 3 20 5 22 22 ¥ swine 4
®7T EHMXSTELSH
Tab.7 ST type of different regions
KR . s ., o - . . o
Oriei Y wiE 5 =l ESS CR) H i N &y 3 T H0 I
rigin
. ST11
PR ST128 ST14 ST17 ST11
ST17 STI11 ST26 T11
chicken ST11 ST11 ST11 ST19
Newl
) ST11
ST19 ST19 ST11 STI11 STI11 ST19 STI11 ST19 ST11
duck
New?2
. ST34
) ST40 ST3007 ST34
swine
ST3007

3 WitEHH
3.1 WATRERRA H AT A ERAGE 9 YD 1T I i
ALK 2 500 A LA b FRE CHRIE T 292 FhOA [ Y
M5 AL 43 & F 35 A4~ O BEY o M AS [R] DX % 41 11
S [R] U0 17 EBRT A 20 R a5 A7 A 22 57

AR S gt R LR AR A I L R L AR A i R T
YIRS FE V0 T IR i R A Y 9806, 5 18 5 7
RUDTTRB 32 B AT Bk 58 IR A0 € 00 1] IR
Le Al B 22 1 i 28 U0 1 I TR ) 00 D) 2 /0 i s o o
B . AP QT ML B A ST B £ T 15,
SR FE VD T] IR BN SR LNV TT IR 7 DU TR
TR B[RS 30 7 T G LU A8 R 0D 1] IGR B 2 A i
FAE BB IR VD T R AR AR . 3 M@ TR

PR TESE TG IR b 43 B I T AE 1994 4R AT WF 5%
NG BETS MR IR R A3 B ok T i M TR
.

F SR T 2R M DX AT N B R A 3 T
PR AT 20 A R BV TT B 70 % Ay &Il 495 92 v
UTEC T o [F) Bt A7 260 LR Vb 1T IR . R B o 4
A B b X A5k B ROUS R R R 55 5 3 4
AW O IR S =S CASE TR NN N 77
IR M BAGZE TTIRE, XS v 1] K
b7 57. 6%, RV TTRE 7 36. 0%, X 7] G5 Fh
R T A DL AT B B R AR

5 5 A V0 1] G R LA 6 TN R A5 FE VD TR
FEEGAT TR SCHR G T L AR Bl DR D ) IR P
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(14 7 A A LA /b i e A A A A ] 45 L X
3 S TG S T B BR R AT I Y 4 A L % B R VD
ITECE 61. 8%, FIFEVD TR B 7 31. 920 X I
ST INDU T 7 A b X RIS A0S 37 40 185 % 52 F 11 48
BRUD TR TR Herp B FEVD T IR BA 4 37. 5 %0 Al %
RYB TR B 14. 6%, % 5A L RHL.

FEUEU T I U L B A5 JE U T IR I o 2 B AT
RO LF I RV TR AR 7E D & 50 i .
X 5 0 e 20 L AR M X A A B o 9 B SR R
WY E TG YR, & AR LU 1T R L B
FEVPITIGRE AN Db vb 17T QT Dy 20 1l R A
MR Z AL 4 M Denist ™ 2 A Fp 3 AL & L3
3 B VDT B B I a3 AR 2 B R LU R B A
R FE VD T PGB 3136 B AS A L 7R b DX e Y &
FE] 0 4 35 W U 1 TR I3 8 A 0 A AR R

AR B AU B VD T G D A A R R R X R A T
PN ERI SRR N W ¥ P11 B2 R e i I T 4]
255 AR T DX B IR 1 E AR
3.2 MLST 5By i 2 A0 507 5 5 Al
(MLST) 1B — B b 38 A T AT 6 2 8 2 0 58 1)
05 B T B AL G 7R W A5 3 1T DR W U b
AT FPRE (14 45 48 DA B 2B b Ak Jy T i B g gk
5 OGVEVE TR 43R 6 A I RUFN 7 4 ST AL, i
VP TTIRE 40 R 2 S I A 3 4~ ST &L, J% IR v
PR /A 3 AN ML AL AN 3 4~ ST AL, 77 48 % Y1 (1)
SR 6 L WA B ST %N A9 i 775 70 2 i 46 v
I TR, ST19 Ry A FEVD T IR . ST14 Sy 1l R A
CRVDTTICTE s 4% ST40 W8 DL LY T IR %5 . 4K
T 2 BT 11 i PRI A AR AE R % AL RRAE 199 AS [) ok 1447 19 43
TUAT 2 w8 B A AH G

TSR AN P 23 B B B R 4 B T 5K
FEA R B R Y 22 #E L {0 )2 3l 5 Simpson $§ %1 (D
{ED AT RAPFH 5 F 43 78 5 2% 04 8 7 o He v il 37 24 43 784
J5# DA R 0. 93, MLST 4% )53k DK 0. 94, B
B A —R DEN R 0.95,

g H R L U0 1) G B 7 3 I 8h 4 P9 B8 N Ak B
B R ST 8 KW S48, §8 ST MR
b B FE VD T IR 9 ST19 78 XS B8 — B, 1fij 78
hisD J7 4528 4k, 0 HH 30 New?2 , (F2 0 £ 3 5F 5 P 4K
SRVBEAT RS 5 1 7645 K 3L N dnaN X — N4 R &
75 AN S B0 R 15 3222 55 ST345 0 2 &
A G I DR AS TR] B3 AT B8 14 1L 375 28, 4n 39 1 7N
Lo A9 M35 2 . i 5 U0 1) B T U AE AE TR A R A L {H
EAFEE STHEREN e amBE2IET.
FAh s WHLIRCE (38 6) , A R Mk 2 (8] i ST #L A 43

A AT AR R 22 L U W A AL 3 A b L YD ) R e A
PEATH AL 5

PR3 BB 45 45 RE RS SR ALV )RR A A7 SR e 1Y
W DN HE AR A 4 7R AR S AN T
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