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ERABRcHEBAFEKXKEEYERE NS MLST 5324

wEe, Xz, ¥ B, /¥, #IH, HES
(WNREXRFRBFR RIBWLERLEMLHA @IEE 625014)

WE 2HCHNIRALLEHBATARZOL LR RFTLEHFENOEIZRRERLBE L — R &BE L ARMER
R E KR o R AR R L0 5 3 M, 96 SLIEMUE B 4 A s w il AL AR R AL 1, A PCR A ] 3 e AR B e 26 T
AR RE Mo BRI S EEFI A (MLST), 2 REY, R R LIRAR 2K 2+ 84.93%(62/73) 69 H #k i £
M BETE M 96 SLIM S HE KT BT 94.52%(69/73) 69 B ko A A TR M | da b b AT LA B R ) 45 AR ) 69 AR AR b
WEE%E PCREABREIAyBERY A S EHMAER, L FREEF icaD. clfA clfB fabA fnbB;icaD clfA .clfB fnbA
fnbB .cnasicaA \icaD .clfA .clfB . fnbA fnbB . .cna % £ WA R B AR B R %, 4 5 A 30.14%(22/73),20.55% (15/73)
15.07%(11/73), MLST X% 73 BB 44 26 A ST A A F 204 & F 124, 2 F W CC1.CC5 AR B L BERHE L FN
CCI15.CC1.CC5 ARA AR, AREXAM T , 2 BREBNRRE ERERSMRESBHRA— 94X, 2T H
AN, PR ERTAESE AN EARE fob % & H 8RB 04354 RIAE R —Z 09 H FIRE,

KEER HN; 2REHARE,; AP, SEEFHN,A

XEHS 1009-7848(2023)07-0353-10 DOI: 10.16429/1.1009-7848.2023.07.036

AR EERE (S, aureus) W) (Biofilm)
Je— M UE R, e RS WA RN A A0
JiL A TR) BT A A A= 0 06 i S R A R AE
SRR I BR A KR SR AR LG, A R b Y 2
fiif 25 PR TR a8, 5 30 1 A )R] AE K 5 BN T
A 0 X 4 B 00 4 A R T A B A
BAMRZE, FENIRL % 96 LA i e & K
2 BOCH R BT B . VIR (bap |
icaA icaD) . Z M A 53 B (fnbA fnbB clfA clfB .
can) FF ¥R S ECL M EZ N E LA g
JL 18] 25 B 2 HE 1 icaAd D B .C AT HREEL
HEE ., Bazari SFPWF 5T UE B | 4 8% (0 4 45 Bk TR i A1
ZHEE S EYIERIE A —E SRR, BT icad |
D FEH M AETE SRS AW R TE L TE C . elfA |
B RSB EHOMARBEFMWFEERNEZ
— o FHTE A LB A UM A8 i R R A Y
B e XA B R RS 2D . Ren 450k B
W A0 L MR 9% 4 v 07 4 BR A 4 B R 1Y clA LelfB
S ARG HH R 100%

TE PR R 4 0 00 4 BR A AR W BROE B T TR
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B, 75 24T 2 A6 05)F 51 43 B4 B (MILST) |, 1%
PN ESE I I 0 N [ B G A R o o 5 el T i
Xt , TR AT, 2
2021 4F 12 F, 4 w00 ) 2 BR A B PR b A
7 330 i ST &Y, AN [] 4 v 00 4 28 BR A A I
B[R] B S JE R A N [R5, 9 3648 53
A5y, 5 MLST 2045 % (http ; //www.mlst.net ) H1
B8 HEAT HeAss, RIAT 0 A5 45 6 L R 3% ARRH 7 19
ST R, TRFAFMELE T LM M 4 8 (0
B BR B Y ST R VR B A7 BER L STS9 ST72
ST772 J2 A2 U5 F N 14 4 v €0 38 2 BK 1 43 10, STS/
USA100,ST1/USA400 ST8/USA300 J2& b 35 ¥ = %
) ST 7Y, =B 3R15 sl ST22/EMRSA-15 F134)
HIAT Y ST398 #8156 BT BRI . B % i AL AT
o Hy kO 38 ST BRI 7E A [F] L IX 5 32 52
XA

e 4 W00 ) A BR TR 1 A W I SR [R) ST A
Xof LT 24 ¢ | SO M S T A AR R ), AR A 5 6]
T DA 22 7 A= 6 DAY e 0 5 ) 4 0 7 2 3K
PEAT A W I B B RN MLST 43 RUAG I, 23 B 0 B
PR BB AL B st A ZRE b, IRl 58 35 4 5 (04
BRI A9 MLST %45 122
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1 MRlEHE®
1.1 REEK

I H] 73 bk A B 00 ) A K R A A 141 A A
NHE 22 T A= A IR v o3 s A B 2R 37 bk A
36 BRIV, bR E TR PR . A B0 R A BR B bR VE PR
(ATCC 25923), & J% #ij %5 Bk B 5 1fE B Pk (ATCC
12228),  H U AR b 2 £ i 27 B kA 4 AL A
17,
1.2 FERFISME

MR 213205 . BHI 3% 37 /L, 1A 36 /L, Wi
LT 0.8 g/l, BifE 10 g/L, 121 Cra FEZE VK 15
min ; Baird—Parker ZiJIg - | 5 i 00 PR A4 855 77
HE(TSB) M0 32 1V IR 17 (BHI) 5 28 65 1l i = I
L H 2xTaq Master Mix DL2000 DNA Marker . 5|
Y (ERERHE M HARAIRA ),

LMQ.C-100E H 3l i 5 K& # , AT 2 =
IT i BB A A BR 2 W) ;T100 A PCR X SUB -
CELLGT 7K ¥ i 3k ##f . GELDOCXR ¥ i 5 A% 53 #r
X, %[ Bio—Rad 2 #] ;S4800 37 & §F 414 Hi B
H A H 573 7] ; Varioskan LUX EEFRAL, FEER K
IRBHEE A w5 22 TQ He A, 72 A FL3R AN ]
1.3 FHik
1.3.1 NERZIEEAR L PR RV A T TSB
Rege 4,37 °C, 180 r/min K5 F5ad 0%, W 15 F2 4 1 40
X2 TR LB, 37 CHE 9% 18 h, B T
I 72 h JE LSS T RE R o 7 A I Y T T Ry R
@ R R TR A iR R 3 R,
1.3.2 96 Lt M f A S 3 Ao Bl A X
N2 R R 7E 96 T FLAR AR K WO A, 61T
L V8 007 4 BR R AR ) ROE BLE T SY . ELARERAE
2 B Wang 25 15K B 7 i - Bk LA BR 7% 12
T TSB Kigedrh 37 Cil w555, MRmmER
0.5 ZZ R BEE  # H . K 200 WL & 197 25 B8 3
fif TSB(TSB,,) 5 753435 A 96 LA H , Fi-HX
IR 1% R I A 96 T LA T, 4
R B R ATCC 25923 1E A B X 8, 3% 5
2 BR B Ar o B bR ATCC 12228 1 Sy B o % 1R |
TSBy, 852 54 ik M 25 11, 37 CHE 5% 72 h Ja 5%
W, H 200 WL PBS E¥ 3 1% ,200 pl H P [
E 20 min J5 325, AT, ] 200 pl 0.4%%5 i
Y 15 min, FHICHE PBS Y% 3 1k, HEAM

T, i J5 H 200 L. 33% VKB R % f# 30 min, B A5
A 2 3 1 570 nm &b 14 5% B {E, OD i J A=
YIRS H2 il e T AE B  R E R B I R 3 IR

HHE I B ODe i (ODe 25 F 25 H FL A - ¥ {8
b 3 A% AR E 25 ) X AE R4 2581, 0D < ODe
h A F B, 0De <OD <20Dc b 55 %h B ,20Dc <
0D <40Dc N2 Ziff,0D>40Dc Ay Fi it .
133 WA BEEEWE RSN
i 32 9 AN 55 89 7 (1.0 emx 1.0 em ) B 25 26 10 90 5
IRIG AR A 5 mol/L £ BR VA W 1 IZ 3 15
min , FHPEG G U, P ZE TR oh e T4, B e 48
AW F A 18 mmx180 mm X & o, A 10
ml. TSB 5573 KFM,

RN RS . AT R RE 7 A TR PR TE TSB 15
FFp 37 °C, 180 r/min $53% 6~8 h, % 1% 3 Ff
A LR T, 37 CHE % 48 h,

FEMH 5. AN A PBS Wbk 2 K, 25
BRIF e, ] 2.5% I s e =0 2 h Ja
PBS #h¥k 2 &, KK H 30%,50% ,70% ,99%H .
BEIE 7K 15 min, 8BS TR £ GRS 4 | 5 5 T4
TR A 2 A A B R A W RO A
W EE R A BB AE AT A 1B iU [R] 25 BE 1 A=
P A E A 3 IR,

1.3.4 AP  PCR £ AR 4 % 4
25 BRUAT 1 IR R DR RN B S IR, o B B SE IR
F AU Z (B B AH OGP o B R TR AL 4 L bap icaA |
icaD, b M3 R AL 45 JnbA fnbB clfA clfB .can®™,
PCR [ W& 2 4 PrieSTAR mix 12.5 pL, #E#R 2
pL, E RG99 1 wl,ddH0 #h 2 25 wL, PCR
PGSR 5, ¥ R AF R PCR 7= R 5
wL 47 Bht B W R e FL UK ARSI (121 V,30 min) J5
WEE H 1 5l o

1.3.5 MLST 43 &1 #4 MLST %45 % (https.//
pubmlstorg/organisms/staphylococcus—aureus/primers )
PEAELA 7 X R IEEH (arcC,aroF , glpF ,gmk ,pta,
tpi M yqil) 51975 K &4 3547 PCR 473 4%
J I AF Y PCR 7™ ¥ % 245 B A= W) BB AT BRA #
HEAT XL e 45 3 [0 4 000 P 45 SR 1] DNASTAR
AT PG, A 2 4 B R 4 Bk T 2207 05
o3 BVECIE R, LIRS 3R Hh A A i PR3 AR BV Y ST
LI S S U €/ ey oA S v a2 e S i I
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®1 PCRYHEIIMFIIREBNEE
Table 1 PCR primer sequence and annealing temperature
AR HEZ] il 55 (5'—>3") B KRB E/C 7= i K Ibp
bap bap-F CCCTATATCGAAGGTGTAGAATTG 60 971
bap-R GCTGTTGAAGTTAATACTGTACCTGC
icaD icaD-F AAACGTAAGAGAGGTGG 49 381
icaD-R GGCAATATGATCAAGATAC
JnbA fnbA-F GATACAAACCCAGGTGGTGG 52 191
fnbA-R TGTGCTTGACCATGCTCTTC
fnbB fnbB-F ACGCTCAAGGCGACGGCAAAG 62 197
fnbB-R ACCTTCTGCATGACCTTCTGCACCT
clfA clfA-F CCGGATCCGTAGCTGCAGATGCACC 60 1000
clfA-R GCTCTAGATCACTCATCAGGTTGTTCAGG
clfB clfB-F TGCAAGTGCAGATTCCGAAAAAAAC 62 194
clfB-R CCGTCGGTTGAGGTGTTTCATTTG
cna cna-F AAAGCGTTGCCTAGTGGAGAC 54 192
cna-R AGTGCCTTCCCAAACCTTTT

2R Hh 4 A (37 3 R AR i G AH B A ST A4, 75
FEIZ W 3 b A% T 200 RS v PR

1.3.6  MLST -2 fIR 2041 {8 PHYLOViZ
v2.0a B, 3T g0eBURST & % 2 B Bk 1 ST
Y53 AR TE ) BGs(BURST group) , ik 31 73 2 Fil 2§
FKIVER .

1.3.7 SrEgtkstte it e dr i H MEGATTL %X
PR A 545 20 ST 5 [ ) 3 F = P ST Y
(ST6754 X4 b 4 B ST4957 Jz ik Jgk e 45 11 X
¥ .ST7064 T# MiL4E ) 3 Fi a5 AL ST %Y (ST7181
Wy FLIR R (ST6556 1M ST6267 HE4-) Al 3 Fil
UEE ST # (ST6650 %A ST5715 34 1Al .ST5731
T ) 455 43 BT, LABIF 9 43 85 R 1) a8t A b

1.3.8 HHEgit ik ff 1 Excel SPSS #k{F i
P8R 5 301 ,PHYLOVIZ v2.0a 8 {FHEAT B
FHT , MEGA 1T 3R A 2017 38 4% BEAL 50 #T

2 HRESMH
21 NIROEHER

ISR 2T B AR 56 |, 84.93% (62/73) I B Ak K
ISR R bR, E B M F BRI 2ZE S A,
2 PRV JECRE i 43 B AR B S AR W B M S 15.07% (117
73) AR R Sk A W TR P TR L S0 S R 1 B
KRB T4 (R 2),

2.2 96 fLiMEREERN

XF 73 BRIA AT 96 FLI A E AT, TE AR
SRANM AR IR 2, 61.64% (45/73) , Hh %k B i A
hi 20.55% (15/73) , 55 G B R AR 5 12.33%(9/73),
AT B BDASTE A P I ) PR R g /D, ol 5.48% (4/
73) o HEZE A TEFIHE IR O TR PR 0 5 G B AR O TR
MBI I 2 RN BHIEP BR R B o 2 BRVR JBORE b 43
BIRE T RAREEIE 1 MR R (R 3).

*2 RIRAEERWER
Table 2 Congo red test results

g | AFREE AREER SedR
% % %

2R3 81.08 88.89 84.93

[2K< 18.92 11.11 15.07

x3 BIWEBEREEHRNER
Table 3 Quantitative detection results of

96-well microplate

pg | LEEEES AFRER SR
Yo Y% Yo
iR 2 64.86 58.33 61.64
W & 21.62 19.44 20.55
EEE i) 10.81 13.89 12.33
7 4b IR 2.70 8.33 5.48
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P A 4 R B O DA R LA T A
FRBR O 7 BE T AW AR 1L G B, WA [R) % 2 )
RVR 20 . 6 B BE 7 5 9 T R RE A A9 B T i 3

(b)
PHERETSHBIFRENES

Morphology of S. aureus under scanning electron microscope

1
Fig.1

24 XEYEREEKNER

73 MR B AW IE  fnbA clfB K R
e, N 100% I IE N icaA icaD F1 bap HIHH
ROy 94 30.14% ,93.15% 1 0, Fh Bt 3L K mbB .
clfA cna K #5358 95.89% ,86.30% ,46.58%
KRR R S WL A mbA (clfB fnbB icaD
clfA o ZZEWART  fmbA fnbB clfB icaD ¥t hy
r(#4),

ZHE AP IER SR BoR 12.33% Wk 4
ot £ W IR TR 38.36% 1) T A th 5 o R M B RL A
34.25% 1 T Kt 6 AR ) IR BE TR 15.07 % 1 T A
7 R AE LR (R 5),
25 &HEGEHEKE MLST H5EFR

73 MR O E AR A 11 BRARRE A,
15.07% , 2 2= 6 Bk, 422 5 0k, R Bk 43y 26

AR (P La) , o A5 R0 E 1 B T PR 72 A9 A L
Ko v 45 (B 1), JE B A 0 1 T 7 4 A L %
itdp /b oA gL (E 1e), B 1d a8 Fv iR,

(d)

AN ST A9, Hod 7 4~ ST BB AHF 5T o W & B3 b
& 2= B0dE e, 4y 5 & . ST6770 .ST6771 .ST6772 .
ST6775.ST6781 ,ST6782 ,.ST6990,,

B M E Rk ST188 (16.13%,10/62) ,
ST88 (14.52% ,9/62),ST15 (12.90% ,8/62) ,ST398
(9.68%,6/62)4 Fi ST &G H SR AHXT A& L 26 4
ST AUP A7 31 A 18 JC 5 B HF (50.79% ) , H: 4% T bk
6 AN TLFERE,CCL(24.19% ,15/62) .CC15
(16.13%,10/62) .CC5(6.45% ,4/62) .CC8(1.61%,
1/62) .CC22(1.61%,1/62) (£ 6) .,

2.5.1 REZEY Bk MLST - BUEN A[H 2R
A B DA v 4 €08 4 BR T MILST 43 4155 2 DL
% 7,8 7= 37 BRor etk AT 20 F ST AL AL ST
RIS Ff.ST1.ST88 ST398 ST188 Fll ST25, 4%
36 MR B RR LA 12 B ST AU {34 ST B4 5 A

R4 cEHBHUAHEEVERERRHER

Table 4 Detection of biofilm genes of S. aureus

E

x5

A ¥t H /4R otk # % o190 ST S S ) BledAUR SRR
icad 9 24.32 13 36.11 2 30.14
ical) 32 86.49 36 100.00 68 93.15
clfB 37 100.00 36 100.00 73 100.00
bap 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
cna 18 48.65 16 44.44 34 46.58
el 28 75.68 35 97.22 63 86.30
fubB 34 91.89 36 100.00 70 95.89
fnbA 37 100.00 36 100.00 73 100.00
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Table 5 Carrying status of multiple biofilm genes of S. aureus

A& H A R W\ 5%
4 icaD .clfB fnbA \fnbB 4 5.48
clfA (clfB fnbA \fnbB 3 4.11
icaD .clfB fnbA .Cna 1 1.37
clfB fnbA fnbB .Cna 1 1.37
5 icaD clfA .clfB fnbA fnbB 22 30.14
icaD .clfB .fnbA fnbB .Cna 3 4.11
icaD .clfA .clfB fnbA .Cna 1 1.37
clfA .clfB fnbA fnbB.Cna 1 1.37
icaA \icaD .clfB fnbA fnbB 1 1.37
6 icaD clfA .clfB fnbA fnbB.Cna 15 20.55
icaA \icaD .clfA .clfB fnbA fnbB 9 12.33
icaA \icaD .clfA .clfB fnbA .Cna 1 1.37
7 icaA JicaD .clfA .clfB fnbA fnbB .Cna 11 15.07

R6 7T3hEBEBHEIE MSLT S B HF
Table 6 MSLT typing analysis of 73 strains of S. aureus

ST # R BB/ % SRR ST # T R 5 B &/ % SRR
1 4 5.48 CC1 398 6 8.22 -
5 1 1.37 CC5 1659 1 1.37 CC15
6 3 4.11 CC5 2139 1 1.37 -
7 1 1.37 - 5730 1 1.37 -
8 1 1.37 CC8 6697 1 1.37 -
9 1 1.37 - 6770 1 1.37 -
15 8 10.96 CC15 6771 1 1.37 -
22 1 1.37 cCc22 6782 1 1.37 -
25 2 2.74 - 6775 1 1.37 CC1
59 2 2.74 - 6781 1 1.37 -
88 9 12.33 - 6772 1 1.37 -
188 10 13.70 CC1 6990 1 1.37 -
199 1 1.37 CC15 Ao R 11 15.07 -
338 1 1.37 -

E: - FmZ ST W LR fE
R7 ARFETHEK MLST S EIBER

Table 7 Types of MLST isolates in different seasons

FH ST # R ¥k & /%

b= ST1.ST398.ST88 4 10.81
ST188 2 5.41
ST25 2 5.41
ST5.ST6.ST7.ST8 . ST9 ST15.ST22 . ST59 . ST5730.ST6697 .ST6770 . 1 2.70
ST6771.ST6781 .ST6772 .ST6990

A% ST188 8 2222
ST15 7 19.44
ST88 5 13.89
ST6.ST398 2 5.56
ST59.ST199 .ST338.ST1659 .ST2139.ST6782 .ST6775 1 2.78
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ST188.ST15.ST88 .ST6 .ST398, Wi 1~ 2=y i1y {1 #
ST Ui — 3, A ZEMRH ST B A 35 11 18 MR EC L
Wi 2 T H 2 i 2 200 bk ST AU I 2 T4
7= (HA97E R 2 ST398 ST88 ST188 1 Fi 4~ Z= 7
T4 R P ST A4,

7 A~ Hr W ST " ,ST6770.ST6771 .ST6781 |
ST6772 .ST6990 7 K 7= 71 Bk P e K6 |, ST6782 |
ST6775 TE 4253 BS bk rh gl A i
252 ARIZFEN B BERE T X4 A
BERBEIEAT MLST 43 85, v 45 21 43 B8 Bk 1) v b
BE 0 R DL e BEREALEE CCS5, I S bR A
BRI B E . AT, AR 5 Fhod BT
CC1 1 CC5 2t se Bt ; & Z= 3kt 3 Fhsa B,
CC15.CC1 I & WA CC5 £,

2.6 E-TF goeBURST &EixHyst ik o4

Xt 73 BRAr BRI 26 4 ST 47 L FIER 2%,
fE SLV=1 B 5T, 48 5 4 BGs(BG1,BG2,
BG3 BG4 .BG5) #il 8 MHL{K |5 1~ BGs dh & F 42
W . BG3 DL ST2139 15 % 35 3L 3% (Primary
founder) , fL 45 5 Fl ST B 17 ¥k, Hoh 7 ¥k E %
B PR 10 BRAZE 5y BS MK ;BG4 L) ST15 T2 Ba 5L
HLALHG 4 FP ST &Y 11 BRE, b B 24 B AR AL
di1 kR, 2B BHRA 10 ¥4 4 ST AT fE
ST15 ALK ; BGS L ST398 1 BBEILH  fAUfE 3
Fir ST %Y, 8 BRI, H 2= 00 B bk 7 6 MR, & 200 Btk
di 2 % ;BG1 F1 BG2 43 %I L ST5730 1 ST59 K 28
B YIS 3 R ST BUAN 3 Bk E B4 Bk,

SR L BGT Fil BG2 43Kk B 24 B ¥k, BG3
P B 2E 5 AN K BG4 LA T kN
F,BG5 LA R Btk F (Kl 2),

27 HBEHRERHLDT

WE 3 s, SR ER, rEKES% ST R
(AR SCPEAR 9% ,ST6 M ARR N 3 PRI 5 T VL4 It
AT 43 15 Wk ) 55 45 06 R A it ,ST88 AR Ay 9 B 1A
55 v I R e DA L B R R e A5 AR A B R Y
Gk, ST9 AR 1 B 1 5 R 4 0% A
TP 43 B PR 2 O R T T A T s BE RO ]
WA RS Y ST B 5 ARWF5E G ST6990 &
S5 Z BT, G A FR % ST RS (Y 43 15 0k T RE B
PR AR B  (EAHE A&, STS9 MR 2
R SIL st B D B0 BRI ST BUEZ Rl , %

x8 ARETHBHRRERSHT
Table 8 Clonotype analysis of isolates

in different seasons

FH R Ak /A & /%
S ccl 6 16.22
CC5 2 5.41
CC8.CC22.CC15 1 2.70
A% CCl15.cC1 9 25.00
CC5 2 5.56

© 0 0 ©

2 FEEFHEK MLST 2R ER
Fig.2 Types of MLST isolates in different seasons

WX P RR AT S B0 Y b 22 0 AU, DU AR 4 3%
A FLIR S T i ST AU Al 55 38 43 TR bk A — 22 19 4H ¢
PE, BT, STS S 3% [ = B A 85 vp 40 B0 % i
i ST Al —M UAHE5E H STS 5 ST188 SR L&
fe i, HED ST188 nI fE >k Ui T B2 B S 4% ,ST5 5
ST188 HL/r B 15 5] 11 #RE , X 2L bkl fig 5 =
B AT

3 it

W R £ 3R VA DN 4 0 7 4 BR o A P IO
BCRE T A HER T, TEE N ANER A E SR oA — o
W, Knobloch &5 58K 57 5510 B TLA SR fF 5
R IR BRI S 96 fLALE ML s 3%
121000 7 235 SR B AH DGR B 5 T =) I ST S TR Y
TAHEERMEE REA B, K AR A
IR 21 350 i 196 L Gt Al vk 5 4 i B A 4
G, WE P i B S Uk A i AR AT I . WIR AL
B g 0 H BH AR BB B B 7 84.93%, 5 Demir
SEE DA M P ) T U e v B Y 4B 0 4 BR AT Y
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RE#E k¥ WX Ff
oc5 #A Bzl 2020
oc5 Wl O#NLE 2017
c5 BH  ZMA 2017
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EBEE EE 2010
#wH Rzl 2020
#A Bzl 2020
wA ezl 2020
#2020

WA 2012

WEARE MMAE 2020
wAH o ezl 2020
#wA ez 2020

#iea 2017

wA Rzl 2020

Fxili 2020

#AH Bzl 2020

A Bzl 2020

#A Bzl 2020

T W% 2019

#A Bzl 2020

ezl 2020

#A Bzl 2020
ahd e 20
#A Bl 2020

1 Bzl 2020

w2020

1 W Bzl 2020
c5 #A Bzl 2020

cc15 N Bl 2020

cc15 #wH o Rzl 2020

cc15 #A %l 2020

g8
z

p= =1
a B
=

“B~~88~~~~
=
=
4

R

CEE RS Y W
=
b3

~
=
=

3 SBEKEBEEELST

Fig.3 Genetic evolution analysis of isolates

BH A A — 3 (86.61% ) , T 1o T B i 2505 4
PB4 O ERE N EME (72%) , 1%
Tk MG R AR B B 3 (95.45% ) , TT BE 5 T R R
PR SO R 250 — 7 KR, 96 FLIME HUE Bk
b i rp 55 OB RE 1 B BRI AR o B 94.52%
SWIR AR P A — 225, X S5WIRDE
S5 S (0 A T BUPE AN 96 LA i AR A VR AR ) R 4K
KR A O R B, A () 26 B 1 T 1)
TR R S AR AR AR P B TR )RR B A SR A, R
IR o 7 9 E — B R B b B A0 R 3% B AR 1 i 40
i e VR, 1 26 & A R 7E F &l i Ue AR AL v vk 96
FLAR B Z50E R 96 FLAM AR L T R . AL KRR
T EE R RD DR AR % 5% HE 21 A A B S R ) i
R E K F  Thivan SR [] RS R A2 2R 2R
A AR FRR b AN RNREE (37,20 °C) 55 57 A [F]
Aif[A] (24,48 ,72 h) & PR ,37 CHE 37 24 h )5 ,54%17)
BRI P2 A B 20 CCHE 9% 48 h Al 72 h 5 39F

70.80% 1 T Pk T Tk 77 R Bl B ] i i 5 i R T
FEBN A B R A T AT I F 8 B P B s Lade 45
US) S IS N 1.0% %) %5 4 (1) TSB B8 1) F 4 B (0 4
75 BR B A W BRI B A A K Rt 6 5 L % T B, A
SIS AN 1 R % L 5 B0 W IO 1 i i
AIRKRZES,

T 3 DR AN 6 B 3 R PCR IR Ty, ol
icaA icaD F bap WKy i1 2 43 51 4 30.14% ,
93.15%H1 0, H 1 bap FH K % 5 Chen 25
A e 22 PG AFFE 25 - — 2, T dcaA LicaD 1)
i 3 Z4AIE T Demir SBT3 2545 21 1Y B PR A
Wk R RE SR A T 43 Sk 1 B0 M SR S B
IO KL PR A A Y 3R A R . Pereyra 48 PBFSEAE W
icaA icaD 1K 2R 5 A W) BE T A 0 9K 6
R, FEARVGEH icad K FRAL, H 5.48%(4/
73 ) (A TR R AE WIS 21 35 ST AR R 96 FL AR 8 7% h
NAEYRE Y T icad F1 icaD FEF KA —F
JE AR T icaB M icaC T B IE | 575 —Ff LA
= ica AR AR W B () R 4 3R 8 BT B, 5 OB
53 G5 (Tes ) R 5 Kt 53 J 08775 7 4246 RNA
4372 R e LA B P — A B R T4
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Detection of Biofilm Capacity and MLST Typing of Staphylococcus aureus from Pork

Han Guoquan, Wu Renzhi, Zhang Yi,

Rao Junyue,

Cao Yunrong, Yang Maojie

(Sichuan Agricultural University Food College , Institute of Food Processing and Safety, Yaan 625014, Sichuan)

Abstract S. aureus has a high detection rate in fresh pork, which is one of the main foodborne pathogens that pollute

fresh pork, and poses a great threat to food safety and human health. In this study, Congo red Agar method was used

to determine the quality, 96—well microplate quantitative analysis combined with scanning electron microscope to detect

the film—forming ability, PCR method was used to detect the film—forming genes and adhesion genes. Finally, the iso-

lates were analyzed by multi-site sequence typing

(MLST). The results showed that the qualitative test of Congo red A-

gar method showed that 84.93% (62/73) of the strains were biofilm positive, and the 96-well microplate quantitative test



362 hoE N % R 2023 455 7 1]

showed that 94.52% (69/73) of the strains were biofilm positive. Scanning electron microscope showed that the strains
with different adhesion ability were enriched in gradient on the steel plate. PCR test found that all the strains contained
multiple adhesion genes, which carried icaD, clfA, clfB, fnbA and fnbB at the same time. The strains of icaD, clfA,
clfB, fnbA, fmbB, cna; icaA, icaD, clfA, clfB, fnbA, fnbB and cna had the largest number of multiple adhesion
genes, which were 30.14% (22/73), 20.55% (15/73) and 15.07% (11/73), respectively. In MLST test, 73 strains were
divided into 26 ST types, 20 in summer and 12 in winter. CC1 and CC5 were dominant clones in summer and CC15,
CCl and CC5 were dominant in winter. In the phylogenetic tree, the isolates were correlated with domestic food, iatro-
genic and animal isolates, showing genetic diversity. The results can provide a scientific basis for the safety supervision
of fresh pork, the transmission and the traceability investigation of S. aureus.

Keywords pork; S. aureus; biofilm; multi-site sequence typing



