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Abstract

Shiga Toxin-producing Escherichia coli (STEC) is an important food-borne pathogen, which can
cause diseases, such as diarrhea, hemorrhagic enteritis and hemolytic uremic syndrome in hu-
mans and animals. In order to implement the detection, characterization, molecular evolution
analysis and traceability investigation of STEC more efficiently, the worldwide STEC genotyping
techniques including the genotyping methods based on enzyme-cut amplification and Whole Ge-
nome Sequencing (WGS), Multiple Locus Variable number of tandem repeat Analysis (MLVA), DNA
microarray and Clustered Regularly Interspaced Short Palindromic Repeats (CRISPR) were re-
viewed, and the issues of genotyping methods were discussed, which could provide the valuable
information for the STEC traceability and epidemiological investigation.
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P B E 3 K E A7 IR # (Shiga toxin-producing Escherichia coli, STEC)&—Figer= A EM TR, JFie
SN &L BRI EE IR EEURE, TSR ARKFEIETS . g % % B miE s, M ENGE
SBUA MR ELRARE S ML/ VSR A5 AR B AET 1] [2]. AL STEC gt dE £, £
BAFERIFP . AR BB 23 0 & K B R, B T I RN 52 S TS e P EK R R
[3]. H 1982 fE R KH STEC LIk, BRI 400 ZFAFMIEALK) STEC, O157:H7 £ k% 1L
EM[4]. BRIk 4h, H'E STEC IMiER: 026:H2. 045:H2. 0103:HI1. O111:H8. O121:H19. O145:H28
WL T ENAAREIRE[3] [4] [5]. LA, STEC MiGHRARE L, MKEEAE SR 2 BT B DLPLIs ) sk
B, SENARRY STEC RIS, HIERER. moPEEN STEC 4B 5 5 FE & b2 &0 A
HIE,

FER IR R AT AR EE TR 25 G A AR I AN S e I S A5 T e kar il 2558, o B 2 3R
LG BRI R S I35 70 BRI R S5 6 174 FhA 40 i 2 405 (O-HiJ5) F1 53 FhE B4 (H-UJ5),
PR M HUR I 7926] [7]. HAET, RAZTECEEEH 400 ZRORFE MG R STEC, H HARYE R
i PR R 2R B A LR Fe e JURR i B — B A O B R B R . a4 VE N R % . BUER) A
MR IR B B R E BRI 4] R R R EAR B R0 s, (R A
HAEMRZ R, WRAFEREAR. BA S 7R E R PR R AL 756 (8], HAT
W TR IE i 2 ()2 3T DNA 7822 5 N3l 0 B 7, IXFONEAUR B . adedem. g
HHEN ) STEC 55 Yls it R AL KA R T I RRAT W WA, 20k D e 15 U At B Y [ . PRt
Gb, BRI AR S RURE D T g, e X ARG R By BT AR /3 BL ) STEC IS &Y, 41 O182:H25 Y
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STEC KL G MG R T EIEA RS E . 708, TR 73 75w 2T DNA FPAl 2 A 22 5, it 54
WEEEFFHIEE, FIpPds, AEfRIRTS 2 STEC MLiGAL. DRk, P73 B7J7E7E STEC 73 BT 5% rpllok ik
ZRIRWIF TAE# 258k

ARG RTTIEAR, KR E BT EIH AT LK. TR0 MEoR, T i ekt
RV 7 o3 A AR . 22 467 s H3 X &2 7 %1 79 Mt (Multiple locus variable number of tandem repeat Analysis,
MLVA) 3 FHE AR, F£T DNA 1[4 5] (DNA microarray) 3 B FE A . J& T i 04 1) g J [m] S0 7 42 3 1)
(Clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats, CRISPR) 7 BU 4R, 43R 1 STEC F K43 B I 7
B, RN BRI T R BE AR SR S, 9 STEC WATRIE BRFNIRAT I 2 f 2k B L 8 o B R 7 42
PERERRAR I o

2. BTESYI o BIBAR
2.1. PCR-BREIM F BB 27514

PCR-FR il B B 2 S M H AR £ 454t RFLP (Restriction fragment length polymorphism, RFLP):; A
(VAL o AL 45 RFLP HOAZ H] FH BRI VEAZ R N DI g 1) TR R 44 (.7 DNA TR BURE € DNA B, SR EFIH
P AR T PR 4 BREAT M #0239 T PCR-RFLP AR 2SI PCR 38 AH B 4 H B 17 B (O Befis
T DNA fR5F[X), FXF PCR =W AT RG] FRUK, f5e Jo i W 4% L A B o) P o A 3 21 2 T 11 22 e
T AL.

Shima 251014 ] PCR-RFLP J5%%f 202 #k STEC 0157 F Bx V HIZ BT RAT W H R A 00T, &5
REIR 202 BREE AT LASR LN 24 20 H X S B bR HAG I TR A 23 ) B AR OG 2 254, 2 445 3 5 PFGE A
bk, 453K PCR-RFLP & —MEESEA . BATEER) STEC 438073 ZRMARIWE 5t v WL Shridhar %5
(VTR [FRE 2 B 5 455 192 #RE 0157 2 STEC & #E R ALK @A T B 5T . Fritkz 4F, PCR-RFLP it
RIS TTIREE . P4 R . &0 (R AT R B 25 2r BURE 7 [12] [13] [14]. EHR PCR-RFLP BEARRH ™
2, AT S, SCRANK, AR G5 N EVRETESUR PR R B EEK .

2.2. ¥ M R EBHACE 2751 (Amplified fragment length polymorphism, AFLP)

1995 4, Collegue Ml Vos B XFEH T AFLP $iAR[15], J5iHE 2 56 30 30 1 3 DR A4 1) — 358 0 BIR ol
BRSOy Y, R BRI AZ R N D) BERED) 0 14 DNA, 3R15 5T AR BRI 1 Fr B, 7 P R e A XU
RSk SRR Fr BOE R N B, 83k 8 515 1200 7 5 AR VR 7 51, O PCR 54456 R R
HVE By B IO RE AL, BRI S L AR AR e ) r B BRI A 2 S A S AR, 3 MBI IR INAE
Fek 370 R 1 R i o

AFLP %54 7 RFLP fl RAPD (BEHLY 14 2 2451 DNA FRic) AR f, & —FhlE P FAE o a7 24 f
SEIG S TAE[16]. Hahm BK Z5[17]5K ] AFLP. rep-PCR #1 PFGE X 54 #k STEC 73 %, 4558 5/~ AFLP %
Lt PFGE HHGHE. fEfHEX 4> STEC 7B kk. BRUbZ4b, %071k 5 Ah— MR A T5 B AT T A AR 10 P
FE R, FTCASE RIS B R, Bk, AFLP ORI FHIAER T2 [18] [19] [20]. SR, &7 iEAER I B
WRIT AR AE SR BRAE, a0 R AERRICAS 2 e AR AT URr e FR i, DNA 20T J A V) Bl o7 B 225K %5 . & AFLP
BARMKREMEEE, HAT, C&WIT L3 AFLP SR 0= R4 7:EEY) AFLP (TE-AFLP). — M1k
AFLP (SD-AFLP). H.[R il 14:f# ) AFLP (SADF-AFLP)Z5[21 18K . 5K-F-F&E[22]F ] SADF-AFLP £ A%}
113 £ O157:H7 &% STEC £F 432, JEid b/ BB AR K STEC 7EAN R DX RIS [ 4 2 (8] 477 AH
AL
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2.3. BkHUEEREEE K (Pulsed Field Gel Electrophoresis, PFGE)

PFGE 2 4Ltk DNA F PRI MEAZER W DIBE NS 1k, 7742 DNA KA B, ik 28 A in iE A8 28 ik v
T B R RN, B KANASE ) DNA 2 T3 9, P2 AN 1 ik B, BRI H BioNumerics
B AR BBV ) s RSB BROIR I, AT 2 TR AR (D PRI SR O R o TEIRAT IR 2 R 5o A R I U 1
FEWIIREE 710, PRGE N2 A M 778 I8 T LA EE PRGE £04E, 05 ARRE B8 Ik I 24 1) 30
WEE[23], BAEDPEREMM S . 3EE PulseNet i brifk & Ak 1IN F SZEL PFGE S8 7 v IARHELL,
W N R 5 72 TR R “ ShriE” o

FRUAESE 2417 H Swal. Smal F1 Apal =Fh N JIEGEEY) STEC HEKIZH, KA PFGE J772:¥ 300 #& STEC
AL, LK1 161 PR AL, YIRDEL T RIE STEC Wik PulseNet Zdi A, HiZgdh E BA 5H e Ex
B FEILE W 17, S, Cotruta 252515 F PFGE J7i 15 ¥k STEC itk 026 L& 4 % 14 Fhfik
T, Mariana 2£[26 K A PFGE J57AUERH O157 AlEE 0157 i Y 50 3 vk AE 5] — L sh ¥ b (R A7 AR 28 X5 5%
REE PFGE ik s, AAERSLIGEERAE, R0 PFGE LI K, XTREEKEERAREIGE. #EFT
5. HAET PFGE HiAR% 5 WGS HARBE A N T35 K 437

3. ETEEE WGS H5BFEAR

el T T R U R IR, AN R B P AT RN ) A B DR A I DA R =, AT
DL 2 M B DR AT m R TERR B AL 22 R o i, NI o TR T BN A e TR AR
STEC 7 BSR40 2 |, WGS HRRH E BEARILE BAL TR 2 1 70 BU(SNPs) . B T 1% OB 240 240
FF 545 (cgMLST).

3.1. EF SNPs 98!

SNPs 431 3= B AR bR Ik OR] 4L 4RE 7 Al AR 73 BB R, RAGAL i ] LLsd I 23 5% 7 471 5 4H 252 1)
contigs LXK TERK[27]. SNPs 730 B Ak 85 1 2 % JL R 41 7 91 e AL 5 I PP FE A LA s B sk, B
75 LERT I 2 B9 I BC AL

Baha Abdalhamid Z5[28]%} 7 #k3E 0157 MLiE AL STEC K SNPs MiE 0%, 45580 ER 7 ¥REk+ 6
PREEPR IS B 026:H11, —HFEE A O182:H25, Britbz 4h, T STEC WHRTE S B ik FE R IR %Y 5 52 1 =
WP, I STEC IRAMEMFEM 73 BE4E . N T HBRE R IE T4, Singh Novjot 55[29]3T WGS #
AREE RNA FH S £ EEESTRES T STEC, 88 F3515 = Fi & SNPs, X#E 5 STEC
HEMER M, XMITETICT KA STEC 73 Bbk, Mo/ 17 WU (10 AR AR 8] o [RIRE R A 56 1 0
F Claire Jenkins 55 [30]38@ i 70 Hr AN # K BFE STEC 4 Pk SNPs, 3RTGPIAN 2 BB/ STEC 43 B bk 3t
o B, 1ERNE =S FhRiddAR, SNPs 2 RIGEJI08. MR Wi, HELRirfErg—, =
Bz, HEEARTHE—ERTH RV ERIER .

3.2. EF cgMLST 48

1998 4, Maiden Z[31]#2H MLST /%, %4752 # .7 MLEE (multilocus enzyme electrophoresis,
MLEE) 2t b, #R4E ECMLST (https://www.shigatox.net/stec/cgi-bin/index) 54 FEFR L 70 T 5 %8, — Mk
TE 6~10 & ZFEE A HE 400~600 bp Jr B DNA FP 41, ARHRAEAAL 5 LI 18] ) 56 S5 IRUP I3 e — 445
RrHE R G, I o AT BRI S 7 3 DR et 5 HE B 2E R S O B R 1, % S 6 BE DR T 0 R A — e 5, BDOAY
LB AT P41 T (sequence type, ST) [31]. %4 T 1L RENE SRS B R HE AU BUHE , BRI 3 s B HE R0 A A
AW A . #E MLST [F3ERE EY RE K cgMLST LA WGS $dl NFEmt, 78K 8% 0058 R LA 43 74 1 i
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T, Witk MLST B 5 PAE T DR G, SR5 BRI A @ 3RAS 1) /N A O [R] O I s ik 4T
FEXT,  RAIE 73 B 5 SR () — 2

Magdalena 25[32]% H cgMLST % 18 ¥k EHEC 080:H2 IfiLiE5 /374, 45 5 &7 18 ¥k EHEC )& T ST301,
H. cgMLST i fr] T AR AN [ 1 75 7 2 DRDRE TR 73 AN [ (R 7%, e st ) Ja dpe /N AR b 36 9 55 70 BE DR K 1A
AU 7Tt W T AR 4 264533 K A cgMLST Xf 35 #k STEC /3%, L3R5 14 NEA AL, Hi 0157:H7 A 8
PR, HIX 8 PRIEE SR FE T AT LLE, 8 ¥k O157:HT /A T & R .

LR LFTIR, cgMLST 73 BUJ5 ik e, R ) (28 S 400 R, AP 58 SOniAT i 2
W OTIR 1 OR & S B Al . AR VEIR RO E AR, HARII S8 J7 AR AN [ 45 SRR e S5
EHIEAE. L,

4. HbERA B 5%
4.1. £F MLVA 4&

MLVA &% FH £ /4N % H v] 48 53 BE 5 & /5 51 (Variable number of tandem repeat, VNTR){ 55434 () 75 ¥2%,
BAWR, EES. oPRmSRe . B EmRNT, kB RKEmERTFHIEZ T B, FIHE
SFH R B #5 DU LSS A SRR AE P AT B AR 20 B e MLVA 43 B4 751 BER R T ) VNTR A7 25
B&FErE, BRI RE T IR . Bk A R E AL A bl (] R AZ O DX AN A1 Rl A 00 38 X 2E %, %
OXERWASE AU FSLRRPEZ NN BTH, BN BKE 6~40 bp A%, HEIKEBMILIK
FJLAE RAEE[34].

Bai Z£[3515K ] MLVA X} 30 ¥k B EAFMIX 0157 MiER STEC 2 AUHF 7T, LIRS 23 £,
Wit 5 PFGE K& MLST R4 JbbA:, £ 0157 MiER STEC 76 & il Tl e A7 /e 28 i 4. AU
(IR 70 LT Chris Z[36]K ] MLVA. PFGE X} 84 #RIIfiPKIE 0157 i STEC 4354, 45 F %W MLVA
7£ 026, O111, 0103 LLJ O121STEC EAEAEMM A, Rtk s, MLVA SR IEETY B3 Hew
DA PR 35075 B 10 2 T RN AT I8 S TR 0D 1T BB B s il B R 4 E R A ER B 2 [37] [38]- MLVA
FEORAE BRI B0W B 1 73 B 7 L) 2, AR RS — S8R R 7 MLVA IR, W0 /525 )i
BRFRYESIY). ANFSEI =R A R A, R LA S sV R % . Bi%& STEC
SEERA TN A, R I MLVA B8 AR 120 @ M 5838 . 8 TE A A se a6 s i Fe gl i L
AN, TS RERRE . RARHESE, B ARREHE X — MLVA #dE%E, i MLVA
Sy RIEARAE STEC 43 B K5 5 KAEH

4.2. EF DNA RipEF 98

DNA P51 XFR DNA SR, & —MiEFi. B IER 3 R, JREE e 3L Bel
F I HEAE AL B i B p B et e, IR S H 5 ehR e 58 k58, f Rl 2 i At AL
17 Hr, SRIURE SR 15 S [39] [40].

HH7, —%& DNA microarray /5% C &4 F K %5 53 8 STEC. Quinones B 55[41]L4 stx]. sx2 LA eae
AR, WIHEEE 30-BA A H 8 DNA microarray k45 &R & LB TTIEST 6 BRAFSRIE 0157
5% STECT #&AE STEC #EAT PG . ERFER /0. 220, Quinones B Z5[42]¥E11H 1L O HUJRFE A%
NBE BS, SR IR 30- AR SEAZ R DNA microarray 77 7AXF 11 #RAS R RYE . IML7E 8 STEC W] PABLIE
HERA LA 43 2 o {HZ A 4 1E DNA microarray J7 7548 F 2 ' 43 A4 H 30 2 [A] BEL R A FH 3 B8 596 R B [
fK[43].

DNA microarray & |7 i 22 4HKF e BERFRIE, BT T K EREA T STEC AT PRod i (1) 2 4]
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SR, BribZ 4b, AL WGS iR, DNA microarray AN g B0 0T KERIFH, & —FEEHET k.
4.3. EF CRISPR 478

CRISPR J V2 /3 AT AELR B A AR o, B B 2 AL 4549 . CRISPR B — BUANIELE [ 1E 7] 5
ST FFIE NI A TR PP AL . % T [ —4Fhimi 5, K240 CRISPR A s it 5 7 51 B A & B 1 £
SpME, TR X AN A S 2 A, R T RIBR 741, CRISPR 43 By bl FH TR R B 10 0 8. %
E ST [44], WO N T BT W ITIRE . I8 A R b . 23 25 ORT BR1 45 B PR 9 23 B RN 3
WHEFTH[45] [46] [47] [48].

VEN—FPH M BB, KA CRISPR #AR#RF STEC M4 BUAF 7 1R/>, Delannoy %5[49]%H]
CRISPR ANt 7 FEZ (1) STEC #HAT SIS %k PCR G 404, 455K s /156K 5 O:H IMLiE RA7F7E 4y
SE A . ESCAREE[501KH CRISPR 4 U AR X 705 #k STEC 4324, 45 5L R CRISPR 4 U R ZE L
PFGE H A =150 #2. CRISPRs 1Ey—Fi#i & Rl 4 BUR 58 771k, v STEC TRk fff &% & A 15 42
BT B

5. 4518

tHT STEC X A3k DA peE Kgily, HAFE MR R fet:, ALERHMER. 7R
(5 B AT R I . ASCFEEER T STEC ZH 4 R ikt sk g, Bl 7 3 R B ik Sk
GEiiE o BTk R L T T 3R B RAE STEC 40 BN R B0 s K R BR . % F STEC Ifis
M REZ, ARMENEKS . WASERUAR, T2REEE BB &I R B i, ff
STEC 4 BYFE s, vHEdff o

E&WE

WiITAERUUB¥REATLER M ERLEERE AL E(F)FRELSE RS
(2010DS700124-KF2001) “fif €1 i =5 H H0m AT B B2 R 2 2 S 1 S o e 7t o

SE
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