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Identification and analysis of the uncommonly suspected Salmonella

LUO Jun, WANG Xiao-Chong, LI Shun Hua, WANG Na-Na, YING Guo—Hong*

(Shenzhen Institute for Drug Control, Shenzhen 518057, China)

ABSTRACT: Objective To confirm of the uncommonly suspected Salmonella isolated from the unknown sample.
Methods Isolation and purification of suspected Sal/monella were conducted according to the GB 4789.4-2016
National food safety standard-Food microbiological examination-Salmonella, and it was confirmed by biochemical
identification, 16S sequencing, Ribo-printer automatic microbial gene fingerprint identification system, MALDI
Biotyper microbial identification time of flight mass spectrometry and serotyping. Results The identification result
of automatic bacterial identification/drug sensitivity system was Escherichia coli. The identification result of 16S
sequencing was Salmonella. The identification result of gene fingerprint identification system was Salmonella
arizonae/lllb. The identification result of was Salmonella enterica subsp. diarizonae, and serotyping also indicated
that the type was IIIb, so the detected bacteria should be Salmonella enterica subsp. diarizonae. Conclusion The
combination of multiple identification methods can ensure the reliability of the experimental results.
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YITP RN, T2 TEE . KEWALD T, 8
Al AR, Sl E ik, HEPNYCERGE, higs
B XT 5 Rk [ HICR IR TS R A 3 RE A 1 W] 58 RURE I A1) SR
WANFIA VITEK. SEEF9OG@E s PCR. MISHESE . AKX
MLST 43R4 )5 X% AT T B e ™, £l X1
AR VITEK K 2 vb 1 BG5OSR ST 1) SR S0 b
(01 fH H A Phonenix 100 4 F 40 B % & /25 R 458
X R A T A A S PRI A

FE] 52 20 b 24 i W B A R A B T R 2 A KL
6 ) A B A AN E 7, T 2018 4F 8 A JF IR E R & i ié
R MR E RS, AZmESINT PR
FMTRETH, FAPSE 1 RTS8 RE. R4
IV EC TR ARSI T AR Hh A R 50, A3 T AR IR BE 1 RS2 56 T
PR B () B ff e 7 52, LIRS AH SRR 56 T 1R 4R
HEERE

2 MR

2.1 &R

ZAERE AR B P E R R RET R BE, T SCRFR
HO#EED

VO IT TR PR X B (B FB TP T TR ATCC14028)
ok A FALG R

2.2 MRS

22 K 1 7K (buffered peptone water, BPW) . DU/ itk
R 4N K2 4 (tatrathionate broth, TTB)}E & ¥ . WAl R Eh bt 2 AR
(selenite cystine, SC)H W . WA R4 (bismuth sulfite, BS)
BiAE . ABE 2 8 B S £ (xylose  lysinedesoxycholate,
XLD)g . Y TIC I B k573 | — Wik (triple sugar iron,
TSDIEAE . WITRE THIE /SN & . TSA 35
Swarm JEREACE A E ARG BRTTAEAH); IR % E
HZMM g EFRE S&A A7), VWITKEESHILE (T3
KIFED LA RAF])

DPH-9272 H#AETR KM (i —E R 2 RA AD);

1287 BUAEY LRSS EMHAF]); Axio Lab.Al R
(T [E R /R %5 H] /2 F]); Phonenix 100 4= H 3l 241 B 4 1 /258U R
4 (3¢ 1E BD /A 7)); Ribo printer 4 H shi#A4: 9 5 K 8 804 E
Z5%; MALDI Biotyper fifl 24 % & €A TR [B] BT 3% (3¢ [= BD
A )
23 TWHE

b AL B BE 20 2007 BER PRk 8 R B ETT, JE
LE I FRAVEIR YR GB 4789.4-2016¢ & 5 24 E AR E 20
AR I TICHARLE ) BT,
231 HERELEE

4 90 mL ELK 1R ) BPW T E 45 °C, e 4tE

T 20 mL BPW MIAKGFERP, 753558 JiRE SRk
JEIMATC YT N B 20 mL K & BPW 5 UEM LI, 4%
VR AR 4%, FEE 20 mL K # BPW B ML 11k, &
Jo ) FE AR A 30 mL KB BPW, FE4r¥ IR A,
(36+1) CCHIF % 14 he
232 ¥EL,BRK

TUHTH PR S | mL $6F0 T 10 mL DOGRAR R A HE 5%
(TTB)H A AN 10 mL W ARIRER e 22 ( SCHIS TR T, &
BF(42+1) °C(TTB)FI(36+1) °C(SC)H55: 24 h; B ik
TTB K SC AR 1 38, 4 HIRIZEF T WG RR 5L (BS)
B TR . WG B AR 5REM XLD B ik, F
(36+1) °CHE 7% 24 h(XLD VAR AT G P S 0 55 37 36 P-4l
48 W(BS V), H575 345 5 AT b 1 B P RRAE
I 7125 B o L
233 BHMEASE

(1) Afesw

IR 23 BIPRE 2 AL AR K, RILkiE
FRENE FRENE A, PRE A b5 19 B 7% 4 B A A 2 e iR
) A PG B 5 R4 7 AR A S S IR ERAE, AR A S T
BEVDI IR B B, (805 22 IR (BR A, 1 JL R 2 e
GRAPEFFES, SR Phonenix100 BD 4> [ 340 % 5 /24
RS (R SRR Phonenix100) FHLHHIA

(2) 16s M7

B R BRI B AE FEY#E4T 16S tDNA BE[l PCR
Ji ), 16S rDNA 8 F5 #7518 271 (5-AGA GTT TGA
TCC TGG CTC AG-3") fl 1492r(5-GGT TACCTT GTT
ACG ACT T-3"). PCR =ik &) M ILEMHEARGIRA
RV HEATIN R, T 45 SR AR 5 35 B [ 3y AR R R AR B
17 blast HoxF, BEAT 23445 40 B8 e T BE BT IR X TR Al -

(3) Ribo printer 4= [ gl 4= P 5E H 8 o0 % R4

FREERI R LR BE @ 255 e B 2 200 pl
ZMRI O, A IRGIR SIS R . WO
L 30 pL AR R/ NE T, FRER R AL
P ARG, 25 min J5, MKORFEZREAL/INE o A Z4Af 1
A Fl B, ¥E 5 AL FESEEE S5 3 Ribo printer 2 H 34 Y3k HA
Fe 8 e RGN (F SCRIFR Ribo printer) 2 /EENAT

(4) MALDI Biotyper fif/F: #1565 "®ATIR ]S %

FA G B R APk BGE Ht bR B8 0L 4 4l 55 37 0 VR 7 T
TEASCRE SR AR 1, R S RE 0.5 pL A9 FF R T8 InREAY 137
B, BEJG SRR | pl a-FUE 4R R R . SR
BB, PR TS, BRI A TS ORI
PRI R IR 5 B ATCC8739 1E MR 5 . Seil 1 55
i B 8 R W B K AT B[R] BT 3 (matrix-assisted  laser

desorption/ ionization time of flight mass spectrometry,

MALDI-TOF-MS) X 4E 22 Bk I 25 11 T A 10, P4 i K
INHESPTE BURRAE A Ve, RIS SR, 38 3 4 P AT B A AR
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B MR, S TGO REVDT ) G B S SR A T A 1873

EHABCRLE EAME, NAHTAFRRERNEESX . L
LR AR R R (20 ~ 200 Hz) SR AEAHXS 731 ot &
2~20 kDa (3%, FH Biotyper B4 i R 42 A ik B 0E 1143
HrEpw] .

(5) M- %0 K 4l

P AR AL S R S5 T U ] EC TR 19 TR AR 5 A 7 0m 3 2 5
Je oy AY,

O B S Y0A J6 A BEE

FERE R RIBE R N 1 A K, B RE B R
FARE KR, WEWS, KRR 30~60 s, 1657
B 5 TSN, TCHEEMS .

QZ M BABTUE(0) 4 28 K 537

EYE R R4 243, Hob 1A 1% 2 M0 & 14(0)
Primig, 5 1 ASXKIGE 1 AR K, APk 1 R
TSA Zi¥iP S5HIRG, HIHERMITE 2 A XN
W EVELFLRIE . 45 8% A URHE SR A 1 min, DUBKEH
SOWERBEE LS, O Z MM BEAE T 48 J5 P FH IRDRE 1) 5 x4
7 R F- AT O L3 43 70, T 2 A A5t B BT kot

R O LR,

@ Z M BRHT I (H) % 7 K 5378

FES EXAr 2 A, Hob LA LI 2 0 iR (H)
PUiE, 55 14K 1Ak, F- 51961 3R TSA
iR SRS, FJCHEEER IR 2 A KU 1 B & 1T
BRI o KB A RHE SR A 1 min, DLIBRGTE 505
SEMG; AFE WD TTREPURE, X5 Lk O JrEgs iR,
A HERER ST H BRI . LA PR FE AR
{8 Swarm Brilf, F50ERE 54 AR SR e EAR A e, T
37 °CHi 5% 24 h, B #A K G 10 B TE I 400 O HUsiks:
W7 3L AT H PR RS 5256

HEREDH

3.1 EEEFRSTFRIS

TRl BPW I . TTB R 2 51 75 58 )1 68
TR, SC Y B S BRI ST ARG 21 (TR MU

THRE AR 22 2 U TR P I R 31 3 Fh PPl b kA7 23
BHR, KRBT e LY VR (AR 1),

F1 WEPIREESEEFRE LREEHE

Table 1 Colony characteristics of suspected Salmonella on different media
bt 2 5 XLD R TRk BS
B ET, R ah.L, HilE . S . BOMBILETE, AaBRE.
1# ’ ‘ = i 5t P A, 2T S TR 2
B, GRS RIANEIH
BEMBIEET, WERLLO " . BEMBILETE, AaBLE. 1
BRI o = L ERPTE T, TR e S

% 48 )

BT RIRIE

F2 ARVITRENEUNRNER

Table 2 Biochemical results of suspected Salmonella

S H TR A 23 B T ERGESUIRING | PN 7R S
AR K K A
1955 A A A
=W ER
R + + +
PR - + -
TS PR DL PR i + + +
AR - - -
BEHL - - +
RE - - -
HeEns + + +
ITE + + +
ONPG + - -
PN 7R S ThI] I P 2 A PN 7R S

Phonenix100 BD 4= H 34l 4 %
EIR RS

Escherichia coli
(cofidence=99%)

Escherichia coli
(cofidence=99%)

Salmonella species
(cofidence=99%)

TE: ™ KPR 08 7 AR R, 7 B = B
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32 HHEE

D Oy ik i ot o O o a2 M B i i S - M S
HEATAE AL S 78 S, PRI TSA AR b 4lifb i i 1 74 #2 HR AR
A2 5 R o o PR U0 B A A, SR AR TR
TN AR B TR RR R AT BE VDT R, (HZ 4 [ sh AT %8
IR GRS RN KI5 . ik LSS Sl
SEtE, ARSI G 4 E S K 2R R )
ot K 5 7 T S R FE VD 1) IR TR AR ME TR AR A T 52 . 5
W 20 T 2 ATAHL VHRERL A B TR L RIS TR L
FEVD T TR A ALY b, 22 BIARIT R, KR4 A
ATH% . ONPG M S ie BB BAYE, T 1#0E S 2 2 i Rt
67704 . ONPG BHME . SedLfibAtE, Pi&s4 AshanmLy
/R R G EAUBAN A KR A, RAGED TR
28 AL T TR el AT I, 4 E shan
Y TE IR RGN 2 MR T BRI 2 45 TR T A, T 1
P 0 8 TR 1 6 A SR (B AR AT
3.3 HEES AR

NP B4 [ S AN S 2 R R G A R AT SR, R
16S MiJF . Ribo printer L &2 MALDI Biotyper 55% % FEL,
X TR i R 2 B8 B R T BE TR A TR E

DL b 3 Flvdl Bh 2 T B EHAR A —FE, 40 L DNA
RNA DUSE IR T 50, B LRE o0 B T R B
FEVDI T IR B (FHPEXT B TSA Zhid5 3R Bk 3 fhorik:
Sy, A5HEULFE 3, MULETIL, 1HRRAR B 3 R
FEAERIIR TP TR, 16S MIF K A% E 218 1K F,
Ribo printer([& 1)1 MALDI Biotyper (/] 2)% & 45 B fEIT
BE B Rh B K, R % 5 4 R AT 22 3, AHR 4 AR
PUEEEMELN T 5 Ribo printer B % A VG L B H5 i 19 T
PRARMIEEAE S 0.86(IZ LA AR =0.85 Al {5454, 1M
MALDI Biotyper 43ME A 2.396(1% % %43 E 2.000 LA _E K]
{R45R, 2.300~3.000 /1 B AT{E 450, 543 3.000), HULAT
Ul MALDI Biotyper Y% 45 8 Al {5, i 4 i Ribo
printer FEFEAR AT, AR UAE A2 48 S AR DL AR 14 i 8] mT R
T A T 2R A 5 E AR A 0 [ 5 6 v 1) TR R
T AT UREAS R E 4 [ Sl 4 T 2 /A R S A B K R
A R AR
34 MEFLEERTE

MR L b 40 B TR AR R A T 7 2 8, 45 R R
I#FEA B 1E 5 O Poly.A-S, OMC, OMD, OME, OMF
AEEEE, 5 OMG K Poly.H #E4E, A HER K0T BER & A=
LRV

#3 ETTRELEEREHTRIIIRELEESR

Table 3 Identification results of suspected Salmonella based on different identification principles

YE I H T#EE R 2 B T FRATFE VD T] EC P (P % 1)
16S M YPITICH & Salmonella VWITREE Salmonella

Ribo printer 4 H 24 WIEE RTS8 2 &

MALDI Biotyper {241 % 5 A7 7] 5 3%

VPTG AR T
5 Salmonella arizonae/111b

VBT EC B RGH E R Z AR Salmonella

enterica subsp. diarizonae

RAOTIEDTTIRE
Salmonella typhimurium
ERESDINIAN]

Salmonella typhimurium

RiboPrint™ Pattern
Type Number Similarity Label 1 kbp g 10 15 50
[T e
1 DuPont ID DUP_PVUIL4058 | 0.86 Salmonelia llb 60:r.e,nx,215
2 DuPont Neighbor | DUP_PVUIL-1004 0.82 Saimonela lib i
3 DuPont Neighbor | DUP_PVUIL3115 0.82 Salmonelia Il I | | i
4 DuFont Neighbor | DUP_PVUI-4058 | 0.78 Salmonelia b 61:1,v:1,5.7 |
5 | DuPont Neighbor | DUP_PVUI1003 | 0.76 Saimonela Il | : '
K11 Ribo printer 4x [ Sl 4= W) HE N BUK E 4521
Fig.1 Results of Ribo printer automatic microbial gene fingerprint identification system
= i e = =

2 MALDI Biotyper 4z 7 %5 5 "CAT I 0] 535 46 a2 45 2R
Fig.2 Results of MALDI Biotyper microbial identification time of flight mass spectrometry
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R A M0 37 27 288 R 235 JR b — 3 WP R AR R AT I 33 2 43
A1, il OMG £ Il 7% Xof 7 9 B PR~ 75— 1A 5958 48 S5 S
5, Z9R 5 060 KAEBEEE, HARAREEE, VIHIER 60 1,
2 iH) GB 4789.4-2016 K57 B H i DL vb 1] R BB RS 0
THRE S A B TRASTE R WD T T IR BB

MR LA O BRGE SR, 25 B (Vb1 1T 8 i3 Bz iy )12,
45/ H 2 IS, RIH 240 3 S5, T4 BIA 2
W B—iE, 45L& Hr 55, HAWARE, e
H PUESE—AH R Hr, &R (DT TH S iSRS W) 455 H
PUEERS 2 AHR R H 240 2 M3 %Ry (g d 1 Fhel 2 A
T, FRAGZ AT B AN AS 25086, e & A K
A DG BRI, I H 240 2 X0 A S Il T % — 5
UE, & He, n, x B4, HARWIAREEE . 28 FIZ5r B R T
LIS BIN R O PLlsih 60; HALIRES 1 AH M, 52 M R e, n,
x, W2,

F4 AERPITRENMBERLEEMHBER
Table 4 Serotype classification and identification results of
suspected Salmonella

I S I35 7 43 7
bk VI
e EZ/ 2 iy o H i £
WS g g M ———————
I = o " I
0) (H) EoOBIM H2M
B S oM
SN G Poly.H 60 r e, n, X -
Xof B
SEH N N N N B B

T "R TR S

4 5Tt

TCVe A2 5L Far A s 2 0 45 0 T B, #0A H A &R
P, BAE LN . AT 16S M, A 16S rRNA FEH &
AR XA P Ok SRR A TRE A W R R A5 B, AR
NP 22 AR S AT — (B, AR R AR A B L
AR, FTL 16S Wy HAE%E E RIFEAKE, JCksIH
RS- 58 43 BT, ARZ 5 a3 o, Bl fbis 1Rk
B, SEH AN B QAT A A, A4 BT I AT S
AR SRR 4555 = J7 S0 s BRSSOk TR RS i A
JEHAR YR MoE AR, HIC5 % % T BT B,
16S WP AN Ry —Fh e, R il o 2515 21 (4 A BE i V& H:
AR S R 5 R SXUR A, X AR B0 2l o 22

Ribo printer &K T RME AT BUHOA, fd 5 FHBR ]
PENPIRHN AL BFR DNA F2A LR B, %L N A B
IR B G R BN RR AT A E M L, 5 DNA R4
L, FHEM T M ST 16S RNA I 23S RNA K
DNA J B X IRIRGIT 91, 2258 Ja fh & 0 A A5 5 e A BL

AR AL 2= AR AL 3, 77 AR < SIB 4k 2% 4 818 (Ribo
printer) =B IRNA BEFEFREE, I 5500 E L i ik
B YEE . B B O kE T ke, o
FORAARURE | [R) R = AR (8] P A2 S, IR 12
Jof P16 245 4l A A s YR A v (B IR Y
JEPRPE, B BGOSR E MUE IR, IS RESS HHE
PIZER, EAREM A H & .

XA A T At ) 55 B A B, nsc g MALDI
Biotyper, ZIXA WA & W HFEUREE, e, 5k
FEM AARRR . — WAE 8 PR I BT, RS Pk KAE my ]
BERUEATHIN, AN T R0 TT B TR R 24 o A A S e A
TAER SRR K, W HARRFER, HREE R R, b
AR S A AN PR O R O ST e ER O TR
R E AR, ALERYE Y AR R, W S IR
BN

T 2B A2 8 45 5 — B LR AE A E AR i S hr i,
SR A B S S TR A A S A S TR S
%6 5E 4 SRR OG5 . [EIAT GB 4789.4-2016 FLE A fb %58
SURNUPTIIRTE, HM 5= 5 BEAR I, A A A v
PTEGE, PR S —RTT o E RS [ A T AL A ol 78 2 43 74
RENAES, MRHENRE I MEmbf —g sk, il
I3 5 4350 — EAE BRI B o A SO L#bE b 23 2 TR An 2R
R EAR R, 23R BUILAE AL S N 5 il 3 B 43 T 25 L 8
1 E bR PO BRI, (a4 A s A b e 14,
WA AR . AR, #E SR AEA
MR/ MR T HATEREE, SR ERARGIR
W, A AXTIREE R — N, IR AT e i i B 1 45
o WJFEHE XS4 B W4T 16S MJF . Ribo printer,
MALDI Biotyper A& Il i 543 1 % Z2 Fp F-BE B 5 I,
AT Phonenix100 AYAELSEE 45 RIS, X0 B RN A
UITR WA S A, el L, S T 15 200 1 45
AR, BETRR IR 2 70 4508 T Bk A Re o A S0 3
LR BT R

ST AL R R GRS R, TCAM TR . 3K
PREE PE LA R A AR s e S L R, e F A i)
| Phonenix100 MY PARIEEAL S T V0T I P& W H SEHS AU
G SRS €7 eI L S A P Y e Y T TTE S DO 27N
ARG TR Rl R, K SCh T BEm e 2 e, RE b
ML, G5RBH KRR, W25 AT B S e 15 2] i 25
AR VST IR, U BIREAS A W T Pt 7 B /2 250K,
T2 R A TR A (), IR AR B E R YR, S A5 FE
PRI R SR, (AR & IR R 10 48, 2
A AEAE A ARAG I 2] ) R IR 3 AN BH A . 25 7 Phonenix 100
B 1] S ) SIS U S e 1) 28 80 3 114 () At 7 o
i — k.

wa, WMAEMEETFBREZMER, BRASCHRSIMIL
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BTk Z b, AT ) PRI G B L (ARG 5 2%, AN S
M Ay B B R B B A RE W B SC 38 (enzyme-linked
immunosorbent assay, ELISA)[M]\ BEAS g e ugEl

DG PE AT : (fluorescence immunoassay, FIA)!' 914 B
B 9¢ G A B 43 A {L (BioMerieux mini VIDAS automated
immunoassay analyzer, VIDAS)!'"; F 474 ¥ A1y
Jrik, WnER A B =S 4% R (polymerase  chain reaction,
PCR). V"1 i BEK E 285 M4 R (restriction fragment length
polymorphism, AFLP)'"™1 | 3f 4~ § % i ¥~ 3 # R
(loop-mediated isothermalamplification, LAMP)!' 145, HiAy
AT BHPTR AR | AR P A% B B AR 0 i P I kA
ROV, X i £ A [ A SRR A LA AR D 3, ZRPE AR
P IR T — 2P
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