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F] 2008 4F, XA T 5 —im etk PCR RT078/NAP
07 = 08/ST11 WG FAT o DLl L B 1Y 5> T 43
AU CD % & JAT i 5100 W 0 Fn 38 B 9 5 5 A o 2
B, ASORE A CD g3 B 07 1 K H: f o8 iiF 92 3t
JE AT LR IR

1 CD 4y 2484 7 5= [O] B

CD # FI 2 BU B AR W] 43 Oy 2 2. SR A0 4y AU
SR Ay A I3 AL A R 20 4l 80 AR A
W A o ALy 1% R FH B b R4 1 SR % T A
RMIRERS 20t 6 A RIFEAY CD ifn 3 ™), &k — 4
YRS T A 15 R A R0 5 G At 2 R 4y R
7 A F55 G 9 B A 3 43 ALY AN B R /W B A S

[k EH®IT 2016 -06-15
[#4wH ]
(H2013206450)

[XEHS]

1671 = 9638(2017)04 — 0377 = 06

RO BT oy A AR A A AL Uk LR EOE
B2 HA A PEAR 0 B R AR AN O3 B ) AN A
20 22 90 A AR H B0 PR 43 B R RO B B A
(4953 B 3 F0 43 P 07, Al 2 20 RO R B g3 B 4L
AU LR Sy BB R G g B T LUk Sk R R T
FPo) 2 R AL, fh 3 T HL UK A B A R A 4
R 1 44 PN ) BifE 43 B (restriction endonuclease analy-
siss REA) ik o 37 5 it /g Kk (pulsed-field gel elec-
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genic spacer region, ISR)" . Fifii YS9 LA 16S
rRNA JEF ) 37 56 F1 23S rRNA JEFH (1 57 3 4 F
X HAr# . B CD BEEHM & 24 165—
23S rRNA #90, H R FE] B XK /N 1 A 5] fif
% PCR ¥ 84 J5 7= A AN [A) i 4 1 7= 4y » 28353 B i b
8 JE HL UK 43 25 75 30 14 FRL VKT B BR O AR Y . BRAE
¥ CD f§ PCR RT W51 ¥4 M Fp" . Hod,
Stubbs % A TR O’ Neill 5|97 1t Bidet 5| 9711
OYIEIIEAL . A3 K4y TR R AR 1 RE T . L
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MLST ¥t e . #Z 2016 4£ 1 7 11 H L8R e b
B4 TR 331 4> ST AL, MLST 77 1 L 4 3
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STRD<C10 1 B F ok Sy J& — A4~ 36 P AH G BES >,
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B ]2 (3 Bk FIE 0 M (4 80O 1) 5 3 12 TE 1K
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— BN 25 B AR Z AR R PEAR L (2 MLST 73 H
A DX 43 H 0] 75 g iy % T A« o 8005 P AR Al 0 1 1
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DI-TOF MS 7£ CD 43 % o i) )i F2
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DNA [ FE7E 5 15, KB RE B — 4120 1 43 A 2 > 28 38,
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JUHEE IR, G0 AR 1Y R R A A5 R S B ) R 24 55 )
Al AH G 14 55 R B, — o0 ik R 43 78 O 3 A RT 3B R
1T AR I A5 45 18 A% o 38 W] L1 I IR B5 A 08 Hb T A A
SBT3 TR R 9 2 g R TR D R B aE —
BRYT R . T R E R E T CD =
JCHE R 43 B J5 i o 8 2 7 vk AE R LRI gE K B, 10 £
FL G o BN AR A AR (T 5 L 2% TR 5 T 40
BT FRSCHE 36 =2 A 00 s i EL 0 9 Ot A T A R A
Sy A0 MLST, 7R T K47 0 W FH Al
3.5 WGS 4 & il i, 43k A4y £ R
F14) 31 BRI AT 8 1 0 DAV A 08 A s DR AR 1 5 T LR
FTEE AR TN B BESS M A A5 3l 3 | T
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SE A BRI 3 A% 2 AR AL T HLAS B R Bt AL 2 5 8
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W B AT e 2 T B, BOAR 54 50 4 B 75 1 A0 1L
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IEAE G T RN geAh, 1 IR WGS 5 H
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FE IR 0 R0 A BS0HR o DS A R SR L B AT LT Al
JRAR L 4 W TR 5 B W] e — R AR 4 B T

KON E R WGS I R X PCR
RT027 248 JE 4k W BIF 5% 45 SR 5 7%, i i SNP 43 #r
AR AR B 5 E BRI Y 25 4~ PCR RT027 1 #
HE—2 50 i 25 ANFEM LR AL, BeAh 0 9T i kB
5 ] 0 DU AN ] i DX 1 T Ak 0 A7 20 e ) A 35 3R R
VLR Z5 i 25 36 . A E 8% F B, PCR RT027
TR TR e A5 M () 1 T 245 28 28 I HH B T T 4 AN [ 1) 3
T & X P RAE R BRAL R 2 B T A AT
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TATHG AW 5T v 0 B R TARGF R . X AT
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PR B 42 40 5% 1 B3 & A — 2 B IR) P 5T 45 A B T
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454  WGS J& K& L5 W AE B 7 AH G 8T 1938t A% A
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S U AE 58 07 ORE R B 1) TR R R A A i i
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