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R TR IR B A L R L B AR T g T AR
TN, B AT SR WRE P2 58 |
e e i i AEOR AR SEME N A s R
C B 7E 2R 4 JLIC 7 FLB A S 4 B 2 o W s |
B AW A B TR e B A B TS
TR AT B 23X AR A T AR, AN
T AT 50 % Vi A AR 0T BONBIR , WF5E & 30, By
TE B VT | (Cronobacter Sakazakii) (79 &2 £k [
P 50 B A B (Cronobacter malonaticus ) #9522 {1
T VT # (Cronobacter turicensis )51 H 4 )L
VB LA 58 | Wi e IR SE M /N 435 W 9% 1)
DL R B A IR vg 2 A AT T T G i 2R 4 )L
B 77 LR 2 S SO AR LR B LB g 1 32 B R
YL M FE T 3 40%~80%1, X 2L LI Jr
FLAS T [ URF 8 B 5 T TR R AT A I B B, X R
B JLMEBILE ML e L E S,

X S0 B 0 B o 38 B HOR PR A G BE L T
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field gel electrophoresis, PFGE) . FEALY 2 &
P4 DNA (Random amplified polymorphic DNA,
RAPD) . Z 1 & F %54 % (Multilocus sequence
typing, MLST) 2o s w] 48 0 H & 1K 7 52 51
Hr (Multiple locus variable—number tandem repeat
analysis, MLVA). 7T i [ f& 5F 5 & )5 51 PCR
(Enterobacterial repetitive intergenic consensus —
PCR, ERIC-PCR) #1434 K Il J¥ (Whole genome
sequencing, WGS) %4381 77 2 4 H T B Ui v %7 v
FFTE o3 B0 SR, A 6] 5 1A B 45 B YRR R
JRBR  PFGE 3 B3, S 4l i 70 B A “ G bR e, o
Je DA A % 2 IR] A L YA D T M o e Sy
FI 7 121, SR, PFGE 7R fig X 56 P4 1 e =
Xba 1 A5 BRGNP AT U057 553 1) TR BR 2R AT 23 2
WA BE T By 50 B T AT T 0, SRR U S ke
FRBR ] (9 R S8 4 5 R AFBRIES, MLST /- s 2
PEAF o3 B, AR fusA S AE R AL 50 2
WAT R AT, B g T DL A% & MLST
B4 ZE (http ; //pubmlst.org/cronobacter/ ) , ¥ 47 K 1
WATFWESE, SR, MLST 437 )5 R T8 H T4 K
HEDH R 9 e JE— B RO, ERIC-PCR BA7 1R
TR E RN IR L AT T R D 81 AR AR
FANTR) 58 % Ve AT T I ) S A0 o R g A% 22 R
w7,

O3 BUT5 03 RYRE ST B R L AR D R 9] 5
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WATIR A A A EH EEE X, A58 50 51R H
PFGE MLST Fl ERIC-PCR 438 J5 ¥ %t 70 8 T A
[ 3 X, AS [) & i B2 &)y L E D5 Ly KR Al £
1) B Ui 5 2 S TR HEA T 40 T L ER 3 Ry I ik
W5 BIRE 1, DA B8 35 T 0% 8 2 A TR A 43
)5

1 MBE7RE
1.1 BEHRKIE

BB R ve %7 v i 2 37 Bk, 20 BT 2010
A7 A E 2012 47 7 A IREE A BT A TR 4
K e iR 88 s A EE R
8= S vp ) B NP N I 7= 1 < VR S A s i
MY ZEL LB T Sk K AR (R 1),

1.2 RXF 5=

1.2.1 5 FEFEMIXF  Luria—Bertani (LB) & F# B¢
g Luria-Bertani (LB) W% . B&E A K S 5L
(Tryptic Soy Agar, TSA)W F 3t 5 fli #r £ AR K A
ABRAT,

Taq DNA % & W \ExTaq DNA X & [ |
dNTPmix . 10xPCR Z& #1#{ \DL2000 DNA Ladder,
M K (S22 0h ik ) FBR S VN VT Xba 1 Y16
THEY) TR ORE) A IR2 Al (TaKaRa) ; DNA 42
WO & T st iR R R A R AR 2
ot FERE R B (SDS) | = 72 HI 3 2 Jk B Be 1 2 (Tris—
HC), & =R &R (EDTA) ., A% 5 G 5t 96
(PMSF) “5#40 H Sigma 2y 1] ;PFGE & HIMIRJA 5
I bk (SeaKem Gold Agarose) W4 [ 52 [& Cambrex
Bio Science 23 H]

122 FEAUASTEH  GelDocXR BE LA F
48 170-3672 Jik o7 & i fi UK & 48 \MyCyclerPCR
1 ,Bio—Rad /A #l ; 8 NU-425-400E ¥ T AE & ,
AL B8 A BRZA 7] ; GNP-9080 [ 7K 21 i 15 77
R, A RURHE SL 5 A AR A BR A B s MDF-US411 &
JE I B, b i 2 e AR A A PR A A

1.3 XA *E

1.3.1 PFGE /r#  PFGE 43 %! J5 ¥ 3 2 i 6 3¢
¥ J5 Tl Bj #5510y (the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, CDC)#WA[ 64w T &R
PEP Wi /9 PulseNet H1 ) PFGE #5175 1 . 400
L EEE A 20 wL FH AR K 55 400 pL &

SDS (1) Seakem Gold Byt JE Ml TR IR 5] ¥ HIBE .
A5 mL 48 L 24 f% 22 op W (Cell lysis buffer,
CLB) 1 25 wL #E (B K 2@ 415 , T 54 °C 150~
175 v/min fEIR KB 5 IR T 240% 1.5~2 h, TSR &
4li KA TE 28 MR A R a5, 1 200 wL &
A RRGIPEN IR Xba T B G bl TR WT 37
CAEIR K FIEE 1.5~2 h, W B VIR AW, in A
200 pL. 0.5XTBE 2% #if , %¢ 1k [ ¥ . PFGE HiJk 4%
WG, WAL ZEE Y 0 30 min; 258 KPR 2 Ik,
TE 28w e 3 K, BRI 15 min,  J6 €5 1) B i b
BE R B % 2 g A R, A A BioNumerics 3.0
BAFXT PRGE 25 547 oM .

1.3.2 MLST 43-#8  HIEEIZH DNA $2 a5 & 4
PEBR IR 72 2 T AT B 3L R 41 DNA 1 I Bid , 2% e
B AT MLST 23 B9 E J5 %04 12 (http ://pubmlst.
org/cronobacter/ ) 2> A7 1Y Bl Ui ve & 34 #T 7 MLST 77
BRI apD fusA glnS gltB .gyrB .infB Fl
pps RIS PRGN 51 W) F 5 #E4T PCR 915 AN
WY . PCR 34 i SR R A 50 pl, 45 5 pl
10xPfu Z& W ,5 wL. ANTP Mix (2 mmol/L),1 pL
Pfu DNA A, 5194 0.5 pL (10 wmol/L),36
LRIk, 2 WL A DNA; SV 2144 94 °C 10
min;94 °C 1 min,60 °C 1 min,72 °C 1 min,35 4>
PEF ;72 °C 10 min,, BR gleB 9744 #93R Kl B 63
CHN , HAx 6 AN 60 °C, PCR =¥ 1
AW EARA BRI m a5, Wy 45
5w B AT # PubMLST 44 & (http : //pubmlst.
org/cronobacter/ ) [ X} 3545 Sequence Type(ST)%!,
1.3.3  ERIC-PCR 43 %Y ] 1.3.2 77 o filt 32 1) &
41 DNA fE b # b, L0 51 % .5 -ATG-
TAAGCTCCTGGGGATTCAC -3, F 5l # .5 -
AAGTAAGTGACTGGGGTGAGCG-3",PCR ¥4
K&K 25 pL, 45 13.15 pL #4liK , 1.5 pL. Mg-
Cl, (25 mmol/L),2 wL dNTP (2.5 mmol/L),2.5 pL
10xPCR & #p %, 51 ¥ 4% 0.3 wL (50 pmol/L),0.25
pL Taq DNA A ,5 wL Btk . PCR ¥ 41+
95 C 5 min;94 C 455,52°C 1 min,72 C 5
min,35 NEH ;72 °C 10 min, PCR ¥ # )5 B 5
L PCR 7= Wy #E 47 S B A 68 J0e Ha Uk, ot FH o6 G
BARGEM, R “17“0™ 0, Al — 7 A P 4
HHIC 1, P HHaric b 0", A R 4
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BRI
1.4 FEHZRSHFMERE(DIE)

AR 7 2R 2 RE MR RO BT 5 3 Rl e 40
)7 EE Y DTG, AR DI A 43 58 )5 243 o
Ak, DIERK, 73 A ikt

D1<%>:1-m;nj(nj-1)

P N—— R BB S—— B A A 28 L B
Bn—— RURITE AR B

2 HRE5HMH
21 BRI BIEHE PFGE &

PFGE 3 BI45 R 1 fi . 37 BRBRIR 72 %
WA AT 84> 35 A4S PRGE 58, 2l fiv &4 K
PTO1~PT35, M. PT28 {7 3 #k T, Hisk 34 4~ PT
R & 1 BRE . B AR PRFGE A1 3% A0 L 35 F A
92%~100% , 47 )5 %A B IRl 1% . TR Ak
14-4(2)F1 14-4 (1) 53 B T BEVG 4 24F- T [/l — &b

[

PFGE#M

J A R4y JLBC J7 FLRY , TR PR 12-12(2) 4388 T BRI
B VE 2T LSRR Ry 3 R TR I A [, Oy
PT28 M, Bk 15-17(2) . 15-8(2) Ml £k 14-20
(2)PFGE #fy i AP R 99%, Horp 15-17 (2)F1
15-8 (2) A V& T[] — Hi X 2R 4R (19 oK By, 1T 14-20
(2)k A HE X B 24 JLEC )7 Wik . PFGE 437
Jr iR RURE 18 f TGN [ SR VR A B ik a4 T AR
RL P FL R 53 BT
2.2 MlEsEZ & E MLST 42

MLST 43 % 45 S 2 W, 37 A% B Bk 0] 4 43 h 23
Bl ST #, H.orp ST1.ST4 ST93 MU E ¥R 4545 4 #k
ST444 # 3 Bk ,ST12 ST451 F1 ST449 4% 2 tk, H
A 16 Fh ST & 1 Bk, 23 B ST B A 13 4 ST
I (ST441 ,ST442  ST443  ST444  ST445  ST446 |
ST447 ST448 ST449 ST450 ST451 ST452 H1ST453)
Ry 5 B EFT R MLST 504 PE B A id sk (9 ST AU 2—
9(1).35-15-1.36-8-1.6-16(1) A 5 4= JL Jigi &
RAFH) ST4 A, Horp [36-8-1 1% 6-16(1) %5
e 5 T [R) — Hb XA oKy 2R &y L EE 7 W5 Ky ,2-9

PFGE HLik % 4 Bk R
T | ssy % prol mEwy  Mewmm
T T sasqy B IURHAHR PTO2 e-12l) i
[T BU()  BHLEFAH PTO3 w| %) ST
LI 250 sgenan PTos et o
I T 1sasay B LR AE PTOS » v e
|| " || I " ” 18-21(2) BHIERFTLH PT06 ] 1001 14-20(2) ST-449
| 1T 2522 B LS PTO7 15-172) ST-440
(I 29-3-2 K80 PTO08 92| 25-2-1 ST-12
RS- e = e st
3-11(1) K PTI0 3-1041) ST-17
R 25.2:1 BURHAH PTIL f— o e
LT s P12 e i st
HE BT st mspuesas ms | e St
W o %m pris o ] e riiyr
[T 3-1001) K PTIS 18212) ST-444
I L8 E
15:80) k4 PTL7 e ST4
I U 14202 BYLEFLH PTIS " 9] et e
[ r et 20-12-1 PT19 681 ST4
[ L 36-8-1 x4 PT20 3-11(1) ST-446
I ete B IUEHAR P21 e e P
[ [ RN 9-5(1) ES PT22 “ 10| 14-15(1) ST-93
||| 1 |||| IIIIIII||"||||| 7-17(2) X8 PT23 12:122) ST-93
18-16(2) PR F LS PT24 s3] 2032 ST-442
I THEWI sy ks — o I ¢ Gl
Il [AETENT 1382 Kh PT26 L] Bk S
N LW e 8 P apiy o
FHIIE i) mouesas e o stase
(R 14-4(1) B4 LEH LB PT28 |oom 23-11(1) ST-443
I TPt 12-122) 2L EEER PT28 STl Som ST-451
I T e =yl v w515 stast
(I | 33152 K4 PT30 12-1(1) ST-445
[T I eoqry x4 PT31 4“'—7: &9(h i
RURII N i K8 PT32 e bt ST
12-1(1) 15-8(2) ST-450
| [ EN 32-18-2 K8 PT33
| I 11 13-7(1) X5 PT34 0.025 0,020 0015 0.010 0.005 0.000
FEE I 9, K PT35
H.6-12-1 MRS 5 ,ST-1 IR IZ R ST 4%
AT y Sk . "
B 1 [RiFEZiE+FE PFGE B RBELHHF 2 RIS BiEAFE MLST SR BB EHRNF
Fig.1 PFGE typing and cluster analysis

of Cronobacter sakazakii

Fig.2 MLST subtyping and cluster analysis
of Cronobacter sakazakii
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(1).35-15=1 F1 6-16 (1) 3 I T A [7] Hiy [X i B2
LB r W ks, H 35-15-1 A1 6-16(1) 2 M 7] —

mn b, MLST ikt A W& A mae s, il i+
T I i v BROIRE e B AT S YR (R 1, K 2)

F1 RIFEFEFERER MLST SRR
Table 1 The source and MLST sutyping of Cronobacter sakazakii
R R A PFGE ERIC-PCR MLST
5-9(1) Mk KA PTO1 ET15 ST451
5-15(1) E M L %y U B 75 sy pPTO2 ET09 ST451
23-11(1) Mk B4 )U B 77 5 Ay PTO3 ET27 ST443
2-9(1) E 7R3 L 4y U B 75 W Ay pPTO4 ETO3 ST4
18-15(1) K& B4 )U B 77 5 Ay PTOS ET25 ST444
18-21(2) EE7R -3 L Yy U B 75 W Ay PTO6 ET25 ST444
25-2-2 ol B B4 U B 77 5 Ay PTO7 ET20 ST12
29-3-2 a5 R PTO8 ET28 ST442
24-10-1 AT Ay PT09 ET23 ST40
3-11(1) Wik R PT10 ETO06 ST446
25-2-1 Bl B B % )L B 7y by PT11 ET22 ST12
33-18-2 JB 252 R PT12 ET21 ST64
35-15-1 KR B % )L B 7y by PT13 ET18 ST4
11-1(1) 0G4 R pPT14 ET28 ST3
3-10-(1) Mk KA PT15 ET28 ST17
15-17(2) Wik R PT16 ET14 ST449
15-8(2) Mk Koy PT17 ET16 ST450
14-20(2) il L 4y U B 75 W Ay PT18 ET14 ST449
20-12-1 2T Koy PT19 ET26 ST184
36-8-1 R E R PT20 ET28 ST4
6-16(1) HRE B % )L B 7y by PT21 ET24 ST4
9-5(1) 5 KAy PT22 ET10 ST338
7-17(2) Bl B Koy PT23 ETO8 ST448
18-16(2) E 7R3 L% JUBE 77 sk pPT24 ET19 ST444
12-18(1) 2T Koy PT25 ET27 ST1
13-8(2) E M R PT26 ET17 ST1
6-12(1) HFHE Koy PT27 ET13 ST1
14-4(2) il B % JUBE 77 ok PT28 ETO2 ST93
14-4(1) Eaa B % )L B 7y by PT28 ET12 ST93
12-12(2) g T W3 KA PT28 ETO1 ST93
14-15(1) Eaa B % )L B 7y by PT29 ET11 ST93
33-15-2 JB £ 5 KAy PT30 ET04 ST453
6-9(1) AT Ay PT31 ETO07 ST447
12-1(1) WG R pPT32 ETO5 ST445
32-18-2 baRes Koy PT33 ET04 ST1
13-7(1) E A R PT34 ET10 ST452
21-7-2 Mk Koy PT35 ET27 ST441

2.3 BRiF=% & E ERIC-PCR £ 2!
ERIC-PCR 73+ #8J5 , & WHRY 115219 DNA

B EN2~6 %,V M A BKE¥TE 100~

2 000 bp Z 8], 37 B kA 85k 28 ASEHY,

Wi 4 0 ETO1~ET28,, H i [ ET28 A 4 BRI,
ET27 #45 3 ¥k B ,ET4 ET10 ET14 fil ET25 £ 4
2 BRE L, HARET BIYA 1 MR . [FJE ET28 ALK 4
PR 20 5 T A Ml X R AR A oKk . 23-11(1) (12—
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OB AR 23-11(1)F1 21-7-2 43 & T B V6 4% % %
SRR JLBC T7 Wk MUKy ,12-18 (1) 43 &5 T4 4
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BT[] 3 DX AN TR) 2 & 14 BB 5 2 3 4T 1 v i B
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6-16(1) ET24

18-21(2) ET25

18-15(1) ET25
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B 3 ERIC-PCR & REED
Fig.3 Cluster analysis of ERIC-PCR results

2.4 PFGE.MLST #1 ERIC-PCR % &I tb &

Xt 37 ¥k 9 PFGE 1 MLST 43 8 45 11 k7
L8, LAARALEE 100% 4 i #5418 , PFGE Fl MLST
DI {E43- 54 99.55% 1 96.40% ., DI {EL#% = , XF B4 fk
B % 5 fig Jy ks, Kk PFGE (940 BUfE & T
MLST 43 %1, BT, PFGE 5 MLST 43 % 45 S
oL, BAT AH TR ST AP #K 19 PFGE 43 8 AH AL AN AIK
T 94% ., Wtk 14-4(2) . 14-4(1)F1 12-12(2)MLST
43 #8°R ST93, PFGE 45 1 PT28., AT, A B bk
FAMIE ST AU PFGE 7 RN A 22 5 1915 0L, an
HFk 14-20 (2) 1 15-17 (2)MLST %y ST449,
PFGE & 1M 8L A 98% ; B Fk 2-9(1) 35151,
36-8-1 1 6-16(1) K ST4 % PFGE %k 17 1
%5,

PLAH L 100% 4 I 5 {8 ,PFGE 1 ERIC -
PCR 4341 DI AE 43 514 99.55%F1 98.05% , PFGE
XF B Uy v % v AT TR 4 B 3 8% = T ERIC-PCR.,
ERIC-PCR 43 # o B % 32-18-2 i1 33-15-2 [a] Ky
ET04 #Y, 1 PFGE 43 BUMHRIME N 92% ; Hitk 15-17
(2)5 14-20(2) A} ET14 % PFGE 43 % A {1
H99% ., Hitk 14-4(2) 14-4(1)F1 12-12(2)PFGE

43798 PT28,ERIC-PCR HL ¥k & fF1F — 2 22 5%,
X W PFGE Fl ERIC-PCR X B I 5 % ¥ AT 14 15
HE R TURE ST, 2 PO RS SR 2 5
MLST 1 ERIC-PCR 435l 37 ¥k 18 4k 23
A~ ST #F1 28 AR B9 267, H ERIC-PCR 1% DI
{H KT MLST 43 %, F B ERIC-PCR X B W65 o2 %
W R 2 T fE S 58 T MLST 43 %, ERIC-PCR 5
MLST 73 B 25 3 (B A7 AE — & W AR AL | T ik 18—
21(2) 1 18-15(1)#4 K ST444 ,ERIC-PCR #§ 8L &l
TEALA ] SR PR o B 25 A AE AR 25 57 IR b
36-8-1.3-10(1).29-3-2 Al 11-1(1) iy ERIC-
PCR 23 BUAHAAE N 100% , 1T ST %4 AHA

3 Wit54%ie

A8 435 (1) 3¢ Y 43 Y 7 % A0 LT 27 43 LR R
AR UEAT SR S M 0 e AR, 2 T 240 5 DNA 1943
T BUF R M AEAIE FE TR PR (B OC 3R | 0 o S e U 55
D7 T 2R B B R 0 e 38, A B e A A ) R g i
P4 BUAIE 5 bR B O HEAE T . ASBF S T L AR
PFGE .ERIC-PCR #i1 MLST 3 #4343 % J7 32 %
OB T LB SR IY 37 K BRI v B i AT
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SPRE ST, DABAE 3 Bl o B 7 1 7E £ R M B R v
B VAT R IR M A 0 v 8 P AR R FR

PFGE 43 2 X6 ik 56 R 41, 3 2ok A [ Ay B
P PR 0 T 200 e e DR L VD O S TR R B, A
JAS Ak L 37, DT 7 A AN [) 1) 55 PR 4 B T DA
O3 AT TR R AR LT AR % 00 RIS T R AR AE R H
PFGE 4 24 kI T i 8 2240 L& i (9 e & i
FF B8 20 % 22 4~ PFGE 2 [H 48 & | 1% PFGE AL 51
T 2 REME ) SO B AN 68 R TR IR T
Wi kT UE AT PRGE 43 &L, W[ 43 58 4~ PFGE 7
R HoAl RS, ARWFIEN 37 MR L& AL IR
B iy 52 %2 34 4T AT 43 >4 35 4> PFGE 4 &Y, H. DI
}99.55% , 3 B PFGE X BRIRy 50 2 i F1 8 2 A 5%
AT REE ST . PRGE 23 B m L3, A F T 1
PR Z ] B 2 Gt A R 8, DA T PRS0 1 R
e UE ek /D BO B R fE . SR, i T PFGE
HA B EBE . TovE U0 B Y107 55 51 i 25 53
AR A5 S AR IR 19, LA R R
VAT 2 W A 5 B P 2 TR0 E £k R RR R OC
.

ERIC-PCR J& DA T 18 18] O/ <F 8 & )7 41 151t
5191, PCR ¥ 3 )5 = A= AR A ) DNA B, i
0 T AT 53 B35 45 53 BT . Babak 4575k ] ERIC—
PCR X%F M\ 364 /2241 JLHEC 77 05k A% i v 43 B8 1Y
25 B B e 5 B AT B AT A o T TR B A
8 PN | By 2 Y HOH A o B iy st A Z AL Ye
ZEUSR] ] ERIC-PCR 4351 )5 v 22 # R I T 22
JUBE T3 W5 %y 19 B 0es i #F 18 53 24 16 1~ ERIC-PCR
o E % H DI E R 93.3%, % B ERIC-PCR H.
AR XA ST, I SR T BRIRE I T R A s A
LA, RIFHE# AN ERIC-PCR 43 #1720l
THIB BB B A AT R AR TR AR SR 37
B B IR 52 % 3 FT 1 H AT 28 F ERIC-PCR 48 4C 1]
HE, DI N 98.05%, iXx3H] ERIC-PCR [F#£H
F SR RIGE ST, LAk, ERIC-PCR HA Pt |
{7 i A5 DA AT foff R TSR 43 A R bR 2 Tl st 1 22 R
RS, DT AT PR R AT 2 i A, SR
PCR ¥ 25 g R & 2 5 AW AL

MLST J& il o 9 3 TR AR 45 R, IR R
BE DR R T TR 7 91 22 S5 DA T X T Rk R AT 4 8,
TR E S BLLE T IRy R SR

T g3 B B RS B 2 U A R A O R A A
J B PR Ry 5T B i AT B ST R R e R A G,
ST4 7Y 5307 A= LR IS 9 A OG0 ) ARG 58 v 37 kB
U8 58 B i AT A 23 4 ST %, DI {H R 96.04% ,
FH] MLST [RIFE AR m i P, A 4 b
B AR5 70 % T AT B R ST4 7R | 5k L 405 LA B 2 ol
Jip o MLST 43 29 0] B PFAk B A W 78 BOR 1 . B 4h,
€ 7 E LB P W) S B A A BR AL =R A L
XF A AR TA T 2 A

PFEG .MLST I ERIC-PCR 3 Ff 43 143 % )5
YA RIAE S, A Uk LK 3 Rl
Ry 0t 25 W 25 il B A K AT B 1 o B RE O, 4
Al R W] 3 Ty 2 & B HHREE  Horh PFGE
Iy PR e, Ho & ERIC-PCR #ll MLST® ) 4R i,
H A SCHk X 3 43 80 5 7k X6 BROIRE 52 2 it
FETR I 73 RUBE 71 . ASHIF9E 245 56 B PRGE i Bic 063
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Abstract Cronobacter sakazakii in infant and baby food can lead newborns and infants to infect meningitis, sepsis and
necrotizing enterocolitis, and composed serious threat to their health. In this study, 3 molecular subtyping methods in-
cluding pulse field gel electrophoresis(PFGE), multilocus sequence typing (MLST) and enterobacterial repetitive intergenic
consensus sequence PCR(ERIC-PCR) were used for Cronobacter sakazakii subtyping for its quick and accurate epidemio-
logical investigation and analysis. Cronobacter sakazakii was isolated from infant formula milk powder, rice flour and
complementary food. The classification and subtyping efficiency of the 3 methods were evaluated by Simpson’s diversity
index (DI) value. The results indicated that PFGE, MLST and ERIC-PCR classified 37 Cronobacter sakazakii isolates in-
to 35 PFGE genotypes, 23 ST types and 28 different ERIC-PCR subtypes, respectively. DI values of PFGE, MLST and
ERIC-PCR were 99.55%, 96.40% and 98.05%, respectively. Three molecular methods had high classification ability for
Cronobacter sakazakii subtyping, among which, PFEG showed the highest subtyping ability and efficiency.

Keywords Cronobacter sakazakii; pulse field gel electrophoresis (PFGE); multi locus sequence typing (MLST); enter-

obacterial repetitive intergenic consensus—polymerase chain reaction (ERIC-PCR)



