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Overview of Molecular Typing Methods for Pseudomonas aeruginosa

XING Jin, YUE Bing-fei, HE Zheng-ming
(National Institutes for Food and Drug Control, Institute of Laboratory Animal Resources, Beijing 100050, China)
[ Abstract] Pseudomonas aeruginosa is a common zoonotic opportunistic pathogen, widely distributed in nature, is
one of important pathogens causing experimental animal pollution and intra-hospital infection. Molecular typing is an
important tool in pathogen epidemiology. It is very effective for determining the source of infection and ways to detect cross-
contamination and epidemic strains. In this paper, we summarized the research progress of P. aeruginosa molecular typing
methods.
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Bt , B3t 0 25 38 ) JE e 7 1) SR s
1 UPCR AEMM OB FE

1.1 [MH Y L& % (random amplification of
polymorphic DNA , RAPD) 3§ & & i&

RAPD 5 A& J& 1990 4 iy Williams 45 A\ & 57 B
— A BTN 2 A PER S R kT R A PCR L)
FREER ) — R TAEY R . RAPD-PCR 8
WA Z 9 ~ 10 bp AU B —BEPLTI 9, X H b5 5 K]
HPEATHEALY 1S, BEHL Y1 th 2 2 AR e o M 550
AN T 1 TR T A B 1 25 R AN R Y . OREE RAPD 43
A A9 T 1 A R A L S IR JCIR BE RITBE AR DNA
MR B e E B, PCR (Y b 20, 40 Mg™ " W
5| e TR 0 A A e 45 T S FL A A Ak A RE S
I AR A 46 U 1 bR AL 1T SR T A Y
LT , RAPD-PCR {d i3 JL i ve A9 A AR DNA 8¢ AT
DA iZ A A it 47 o BT 5T

I PR I, RAPD-PCR 55 IfiL 75 2% JE 25 % 55y 1k 45
A REMSARAT 138 /R G AT B O AT 2R HE (R
J2 RAPD f 8 5 J2 R AR 138 il B2, B2 N A4 22 4
TSI 32§ 5 RAPD-PCR 345 B84k,
PEARZE 7 HL Bk = Fn AL, AN [) 52 56 % 22 [) 19 2 Bk A
W PAPD 4R CEAE G — 1V & BT lH, Mgk
JHERT B 1 43 L 25 S S5 W, RAPD-PCR (% 43 3 J1 4 F
RFLP R4 53 8, fHAG T REP-PCR "',
1.2 ¥ iEAKFEKESS M (amplified fragment
length polymorphism, AFLP)

AFLP H5E i i 22 B2 K Zebean F1 Vos £ 1992
AF S WA I DNA Z 28061 —For sk e T
TP IE N BT ST o HAEA SR A 1 ~ 3 R 6
PEPI DTG D) F) B Y S P41 DNA S8 5 2 Fh bl
it , — AU B AL, — AP IR AL L, EcoR 1
Mse 1 J2 i I PRI . BT A5 047 58 Fr BOH SR N A
T i A5 JS P UK R AT A I o o ) ) 6 PR A i D) e By
BP9 A A, B U6 i R R R R A
B, E Y i Be o B 2 2%, PCR &7 3% BL Y H
VKIS Z S AN ML . Pirnay 58 A AFLP 45
B LV 27 2055 T ks, X BG R BR JRT A P ) 4 R AT TR
ZREE AR FEAT T BT, e IR0 S HA 0 s 1Y
FiATHR'® o AFLP fil % fR 4 1) FH T S AT 1 e P JaR
YL AT F DR T, AT S A0 SR L % & W, RE A
S i 75 Tk 24 T R 1) R DR R S AR RN O A R A5 A
By F ik st o AFLP 55 HC A 4y 2 0 A EE 43

RURE 1A 53 B 3 ke T B 1 9 U0 e AR TR S e B
ARLPESE . Putignani 557X 1CU J5 53 4K T IE IR
TH 25 T TR 4 5 R 100 5 TR U 43 A Hh R ) AFLP 5 rep-
PCR ({50 BIBE S M1 2 . Naze X357 A5 LI B 4 Ik 2% e
ARIESE Fp o AFLP (943 U RE 1 55 F MLVA'" | i 78
AL T P T PRGE™
1.3 E £ K 7| PCR ( repetitive element sequence-
based PCR, rep-PCR)

rep-PCR J& 1991 4E H Versalovic %[15: Ty —
Tofv 240 T 6 PR 2H 48 8003 7 07 ¥, 1t RAPD-PCR J7 v & g
T 2R, 3 3k 4 14 2 B i DR 2 sy BE PR ST J AP 4, 40
S DR ] 9 22 521 rep-PCR M4 41 5 2 [ 41
2 53 A R R S A AN [R) , S5y TR A i A [
SCF S (repetitive extragenic palindromic, REP) PCR
Ji FF 1 5L 1K 8] 85 &2 — ZUF 41 ( enterobacterial repetitive
intergenic consensus, ERIC)PCR #1 BOX-PCR, 2004
AERZENH ERIC-PCR X} 56 #f 1iif S0 i 5 7 2% AT B
Sy ERREEAT T RIS T AR 56 BRI 25 Bk 4010 T
33 A~ & 37 Syrmis 221 AR ] ERIC-PCR 1
BOX-PCR Jy X e VELT 4k Ak 58 5 vh 43 B 10 S AT 1
PEAT T oy BT ST, OF 5 PFGE J7ik it AT T X 1L, 4521
WRPFP rep-PCR 5 15 (9 43 B RE ) #0 AW HAR . I
b, Olive % A i ] REP-PCR #1 ERIC-PCR J5 1 114 43
RIBFFE R, 40 B0 T RAPD-PCR M 43 24 7
2, EPIRL REP-PCR J5 3% , ot Be i b AT 5
AL S AT TR 0 B AR R A T 23 BT 5, Ay e R P 24 4
HET AR Kidd %5 FTAS ] 7 ok 0 4 T 2T 4 Ak
S (CF) rh oy 29 2 1Y 2 e A 18 E A7 19 23 B 58 %
W], ERIC-PCR {53 % 71 5 MLST \PFGE AH LRI
BOX-PCR J7 i X & e A 18 0 B i o 8 b B2
rep-PCR Hr (1) 1 38 = F 32 %2 J5 1 00 T 2% R T 187 19 43
B TEor PR s v O Y, 5 H BRI
AALE AT RFLP A% WEK 53 AL, b PFGE J5 i 1Y 43 B
JIWEAT , AEAE DT #R A T 5, 28 0%, vl S 8K A sl Ak 4 B,
TESRRAT BRI A T 2 W b R 4 B2 AE . rep-PCR
1% R U BT A I 38 A 22 2 P T 0 T T A 1
SEALE XN B HE ) B R BRAE
1.4 ZUSAWZHESFEREESF S5 ( multiple-
locus variable-number tandem-repeat analysis,
MLVA)

MLVA J5 5% 06 T B RN B H AR iC AR, 2
$op 3 K 20 v wT AR % ©H B B ¥ %1 ( variable-number
tandem-repeat, VNTR) {4387 . 4%t EE
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A X BEvb B kR S MR PCR 514, BN 85 WA
7 508 H — B A T AL AR PCR R B R/
et o — M 20 TR AR DX 2 T T A R 7 S AE
20 N, WA R VD TT IR B IH 28 AT T8 L B
HE IR AR IR 55 o

L MAF B B MLVA 43 B #F 38 tf | Onteniente 25
HEERRFF I PAOL Rk & 3L 4L 7 90 h 5 7%, #E T
T 7 4~ VNTR fii () MLVA J5 %%, Vu-Thien %
NGB 5 #7115 A~ VNTR 7 s i MLVA J5 i, 3 fif
7 85 0 A G e B I A &L, R AP BE . H AT
MLV A X 25 AT B 43 B A A0 52 32 28 3 0 SR T A i A~
Tk, R MR 2B, X 15 A7 55 505 2
ms77 .msl27 ,msl42 msl72 ms211 ms212 ms213 .
ms214 . ms215 ms216 , ms217 . ms222 , ms223'2 ")
ifif Naze %% N7 7 ACR FH b —A~ (L5 MLVA
J7 7 PCR = B UK AL 2R 1, AN J2 R 38 8 1Y) Bt
JIEARE BB M LUK, TTTT A2 SR FH R PN s Tk i 8 ¢ +L K, 3 e
T A MLVA 89 70 BE J1 48 5 T 14% . van Mansfeld
86 NAE Vu-Thien W8 5% FEAh L, @7 I 04L T 9 A4
PS4 B3, 5 PFGE A1 MLST W #h 5 v 78 43 BF
T3 G T A M Y 5 S LR e Y A B Ty
K MZ MLVA J7 3 1 M RN R 4% e FT Y
VNTR 1% H BE 8 5051k , il i 735K ) 1 i) Bt g ml
VIHEAT X AR 56— B 174K, MLVA J7 iy ¢
FEEXT A VNTR Jy Boiy RN AT e, X0 5 2 7 314
JER/INE VNTR A7 54 (/N T 15nn) , ah 25022 i 47 DNA
WA e HEE FA 5 . BRA Ak
BEE AR A AT LUK 33X 28 Jy B /INHEAT 23 B, (HL & A0 4
R, HAET,MLVA HGdE T 2 804 58 4 P 50 1) 48
A, PR 3z 31 1 BRI
1.5 % {4 & &5 % 4 # ( multilocus sequencing
typing, MLST)

MLST J5 8 4F S — g 09 7r BRI T 24
s g Bk ( multilocus
MLEE) | & 4] && A1 Maiden MC & A fF 1998 4F 7
I 107 1T X B JE 48 A8 BE T G 4p S B R £
(7 ALAE)400 ~ 500 bp K/ 48 58 ik R AV 1Y
JFFI (ST ) Sfe i i 45— bk 40 B B9 A [/ . Curran
GNEAM A 7 4 KB (acsA | aroE | guaA |
mutL ;nuoD \ppsA Fl trpE ) X & i #1 1 1Y ST #4743
B, GiE B U T 3k e A AR 4 1 T 2 R T TR Il IR 43 5
PEAF 4320 Johnson % A H] MLST I PFGE J5
% S T TR H2E AT 4 B L AR, 45 SR MILST (%) 43 38 )

enzyme electrophoresis,

W& i F PFGEP |

MLST & — Fift 14 i i 119 4% 7 20 700 07 o, Moo
it FUR B AR WAL 9 DNA 5 BEE4T PCR 3
389, SR 5 X T A B A5 S R BEHEAT IR S L
JF FRAS B (49 ST 45 57T LA 7E B 5 M 1 9 MLST % s
PEREAT XY o BRI MLST (98 A2 o 1 5 W,
ORI TE A T TR MR 18] A9 HE A6 AR O PE 23 47, H 2 0 T
S 3 PN P I AR 4 S Bk 4 B AR Ay B O B AR AR R R
&5 PFGE il MLVA kY He g e il 7 31X —
A PIEON AR LR A Oy b BRIV R A B
VA RSB T HL A B AR, MLST 7 75 2% A o 2 # 5
(i 125 DRI X 2 e AT T s R 7 O SRR 2

2 PURRSIMEEEI A BB S BT E

2.1 #%#ER 5B (ribotyping)

Ribotryping J& — /4~ % F A~ [ 40 7 16S Fi1 23S
rRNA 5 B 43 <F 18 91 48 57 19 4% T 40 B 7 ok il
I IR ) P A TR P UT) I ) 0 Rk DX 4L DNA Y R 4T g
DI, ) P 35 Js v Ok 43 5 AN Tl KB i v Be o 15 T 91
PRICHT DNA PRET X DI R BOdE AT 2 58, i R AT A0 &
%5 T 725 )3 A4 7 16S rRNA Fll 23S rRNA f) DNA Bt
Lalbg ol o F— AW py B R 4l A £
AR AL DR, 23 i A T A T B2 1 i U0 1 B
e R I AR A 43 BT LA B 2R AL SOy 5 2R X
AN AT S R > L, %7 ik AT LAGE S Y A
it A7 S 36, X — b PN U0 S RE U Y DX AT
FEEUT, 38 TN TR bR B4 2 B 1 o WF STk B TR BE AR
DNA BR 1 A DI AL A A0 42 S 0, TR AR 928 S AN
Sy 2, DLz T R8I oy B 1 Y A AR D
AL TR 4 B bk 22 A R RO R BB ik 4y
TRUR] P 00 e R ¢ e TR 0T 24 T A B9 RH DG ME AT T
Ait 5 PFGE I ERIC-PCR % Jy ¥ fY Lo B2 BF 58 %
T A RIEE S RS R T A s
5 MY o3 B A e R BT VA & A 4l AT DLk BN
B ROR Y L ORI A R R R L T A
B4k, RiboPrinter 4= [ 2y i3 4E ¥y FE N 48 BL 4 7€ R 4
AT IE N BLAE — K L T 45 31 41 B8 (1 rDNA $5 40 72
L
2.2 REEBEY A BEKES S (restriction
fragment length polymorphism, RFLP)

RFLP i FAH R4 DNA 1) H A48 7, RFLP
YE 05— 40 DNA 73 7B L bR ic SR R HES) T
A2 DNA Z8 s, e T ) 2 T T4
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PRl 2 5% 2 Pl 3 ) St | 5 AL 67 D B A W gk Ak o3 26
MIWESE o 8 X 43 25 DNA R B B sl 3 At
D541 B8R 5 38 I A 0 00 R BT R AR R B R R AT
Rt kg Ay T . RELP sl B8 % 16 0 H o6 5t
A e HHE R A 2R R 1Y 25 5, T
ASTR] T BE[E] DNA JK P9 22 50— F i BR il
WY EE 4 Hind I, BamH I, EcoR, EcoR V, Xba I
S5 . RFLP XJ 8§18 3 47 (10 e J8 R o £ 2R AR oy IR 3 i
AL HE R 4] DNA 23/ & 52 0 RFLP 23 45 R, 4R
AT DL i RFLP 49 53 3% 07, SR AT B T Ab #5 R
exoA JEPFREF I T T AT . HTEE
PEMATRIEE J1 B AR 2L Bl ) RFLP J7 ik B &R D
N TR SR, A R W], RFLP A 41 RAPD-
PCR 1 PFGE, i L= 4: T PCR-RFLP $5 A, A DL ¥ 1f
T 6 0 2 B T T A T e g R DR A R
2.3 Bk W 37 B B B ik
electrophoresis, PFGE)

PFGE J& — i ik b 37 %6 e i Uk B A, 4 AH i
Y RIS 1 PN 1T Tl X AT B 3k PR 2 DNA | 19 i 1 67
PEATIR BB E], 77 4 5 F 10 ~ 800 kb [y DNA K K
B, 38 ) X SE ) R B Y 22 25 1 4 A TR AR 2 TRD A A
I, 1984 4F, Schwartz Fl Cantor 38 T ik #f 3% H
T I 0t 2 D 40 B R 1T T PFGE 4y
RV S, v A 6 S MR AT B, MR U T 4k B K B
DNA 3l D)4 B i A7

PFGE 2 H i 2 A 19 F T 28 e FF T S Al s i
WA o3 BV IR B 5 09 AR ifE” . PFGE Jir = 4=
i) % 5 RAPD  MLVA  MLST A% B {4 53 71 1
RFLP 25 K 2407+ 43 84 J5 2 AH T2 00 A 8800 43 A
T H., Hector {50 1 65 Fl KR il ¥5 P4 U 1ilg JH T X &%
JHe R TR 1) Tl D) 502, 45 SR UE S SPE T2 fe {1 2 5
AT T U)  Be KT 200 kbp, i H R Begg B AE

( pulsed-field gel

30 A4 BEE S, B HFT IR, S FF R
PFGE 43 B J5 1 O 48 AR 5 B0, A FH 1) i il U1 fsf
[B) LUK S5 45 AR A5 B T P Ak, Romling &8 A9 4 5%
fifi PFGE Ht DNA [ fige (¥ 175 0 A5 DA i, % & I AT
9 4r BUBE IR T 100% 1 1996 4F | 36 [ 5 T
Bij ¥ il /ot L PFGE $R S BEfili #8257 T PulseNet 4f
PR 4343 8 1 2%, 3 [ 5 9 LBy 4% il rfs (CDC)
2 A XA~ 45 (PulseNet China) , 1t % 45 H i 42 {1t
PFGE Rl 2/ RURE 09 F 2%, 35 V0 1T [C B L K i A1
BRT 255 1 5 i R D D T 1 B o PRGE J ik
DA v 0 8 VR 5 9 R RS 0 A R RE . S
I8 N B 6 T vk 4 SR % B A R0 BT 45 S R T R 4
Rt & BB AR K22 5, L Tenover % A\ 28
W ZAE MBS T PFGE (9 B AR L 1Rk
S 4y T4 B )7 B, PRGE © %) 2 1 N JH T %
Foft 400 B 14 AT 2 0F 9 v, 35 D R R ) 3 AT ) R
PRSI . Rt PFGE (1) # 15 A X &2 2% 2R i
Rl BT O N 3 20 WEW g 25 <0007 N S5 B

3 Z

ER AT T 8 o e M 8 S, AR T 26 B 5 3k o
TR 0 1 5 ) L 2 P BRI R Ty
TIT7 L R TR Ab 3 B 23 YA R A2, BRAE B o3 B 5 vk
8 H A& LR MR AE . D100% 1Y 43 KL fE 77, W) B %
e JT A 32 1 TR R 4 AR o3 B 5 () o3 BEAE T, BIEE 1)
RS 2R 32 19 B B 20 T T K (] — o e 3t £ A O 1
AR R LR ;O R4 0 B R AR E
Zympra], Jf 5 2 AR, el WL, H AT A 5E 56
0 BT 1% B O 1 o BT RS AR 1 A W)
FREARMEMR (LD FAMLR(ER2) . F, A K
Or Ty BUTT B AATAE — D AR KR R BR %, RIAfiE %
4 {7 B AT RRIEAT ST AT

B ORE R K AR
Tab. 1 Techniques used in different molecular typing
VAU PCR WEF IR AL il 1) CERYN I Fe I3 M A
Typing methods Probe hybridization Enzyme digestion  Electrophoresis Sequecing Analytic software
RAPD vV x % v < Vi
AFLP v x V4 Vi N vV
Rep-PCR Vv x X Vv x \V
MLVA vV x x vV Vv Vv
MLST vV x X vV Vv Vv
Ribotyping X Vv Vv Vv X Vv
RFLP x Vv 4 vV x 4
PFGE x x vV vV x vV

TV RRY R x TR BT
Note:“V” . dealed with this method. “

x " :not dealed with this method.
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AR o3 B TT ¥k 2Z T a6 LR

Tab.2 Comparison of different typing methods

; s . . N . .
Ey7E ke 45 R S ME(R)  EAHE B R
. 41751 B AE . . "
Typing ] . . Result Resolu- Time Repro- Equip-
Gene sequence Manipulation . . . Cost
methods analysis tion (days) ducity ment
needed ’
RAPD 75 No & B4 Simple 5 Easy & High 1 — % Mean #1 Moderate % Low
AFLP 7 No 2 Moderate %5 Easy = High 2 1 Good 1 Moderate 1 Moderate
Rep-PCR 3 Yes T8 5. Simple A5 Easy = High 1 TR #F Excellent J1 Moderate ik Low
MLVA J& Yes 1145 Moderate g = High 1 TR 4F Excellent & High 11 Moderate
MLST 5= Yes 145 Moderate 25 % Easy & High 1 R4t Excellent = High & High
Ribotyping J& Yes 145 Moderate H1 45 Moderate 1 Moderate 2 - Good }1 Moderate = High
RFLP 75 No 42 7% Moderate H14% Moderate 1 Moderate 1 i Good #1 Moderate i Low
PFGE 7 No H1 45 Moderate H1 4% Moderate & High 3 R4 Excellent & High #1 Moderate
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