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Abstract: As an important food-borne zoonotic pathogen, Listeria monocytogenes could cause people and vari-
ous animals abortion, meningitis, gastroenteritis, sepsis, stillbirth and other diseases of listeriosis. Compared
with the traditional phenotypic typing methods, the genotyping methods were characterized by simplicity and
rapidity, high resolution, strong sensitivity and good reproducibility, thus having important application value in
the monitoring and source-tracking of L. monocytogenes. In this research, three types of genotyping methods for
L. monocytogenes, namely, enzyme digestion, DNA sequencing and PCR amplification were reviewed. The main
features of these methods were compared in terms of the genotyping cost, sample throughput, resolution, sensi-
tivity, reproducibility, rapidity and popularity, especially focusing on the application of these methods to the
monitoring and source-tracking of L. monocytogenes. The research provided reference for the study of applying
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different genotyping methods to the diagnosis, typing and source-tracking of L. monocytogenes. [Ch, 39 ref.]
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PR AN G A 2R TR R Listeria monocytogenes (VLT fa] R A3 2R 0 R 1) ) J2 — MR EE 2L IR E N 7
RO IR, AR REE 5| KM | L E I 7™ S o 2 SR TR PR L 4 OB Rl
AR TP R Salmonella B B ar IR TER , JLHM 20 2L, B NFRE IR AR
st B AR A SRR T R T R A A O, P S HARE 2 [ SOK 8 S 1
BRI o M S A R A R, SRERRAE LY 2 600 AL BRI AR ITRR R, 3 2 260
NSET, (EFTA BIEPES SR AT, 2R W b7 30%. Hediis, RS 48 T B AR I A A
SR I TR A R AT T AR Sh, ERUIEY LR, R
18 O T B il 5 2 SRR o 0t o AR BT R R K2 RiEd a2 s A, EER L &
2K M HRED Y L L NG SR A R BT BN A T R T B BO ) 45 i i A DDA
Ko HHET, TEEYMIRG BRI 2R IS B 16 Fh, 5 AP M5 B £ 24 4b, 12a
FI12b, BRIy B R L RE S0 . BURTE . T2 MRS WAATE R R 22 577 S8 T2 7 e i 0 2R
gt B AL JICA AR P SRR, T3 7 04 ) X SR o A T — R B R AN Ay S, SR AN W IR R
AR T, BEAE MERS | I E L E R TR R O B RR AR IR, M LU O R AL A9 22 5, D EK
5 T P40 9 R 9 77 9 R AL BT T R BRES AR, R B0 B4 TR B PR R R
P, T2y 32 ORFEUIHARM R IE, A4 bk b 58 I 1 7K (pulsed-field gel electrophoresis,
PFGE) 43 # ; @3 F DNA Wl £ £ AR 19 43 B )7 i, AL 45 £ 07 45 FF 51 4 A (multi-locus sequence typing,
MLST) 114 36 AL 6L (whole-genome sequencing, WGS); (3T A BiHE s i (PCR) 5" H A 11543 1
Fe, LG A R AR B R R E A 81 43 AT (multi-locus variable-number of tandem repeats analysis, ML-
VA), DiversilLab &4t il CRISPR-Cas(clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats-CRISPR-asso-
ciated proteins) REE . A SCHLLA 3R 3 3 PR 73 70 J7 1k 7 B4 2 7 R 17 s 00990 D2 b 4 RO PH A — 20k

1 BTl 28T %

PFGE 43 7 () 6 A J5 P 30 3k PRl 9 U ID0 50 DNA 5 SV 007 s, R ) B B AR 6 A 0 8 R B 1
BONTIAS H— 2L A0 G B, s AN [R] A B At 2 oA DD B RE 8 7 A= AN [R] A B, 3 A 3 3 ) P 22 7o B A 12
P UT IR i i 43 9 T, TR R b X TR AR )RR XA SR AT 40 A o R B TR B0 TR 43 1 I T O 2 A IR
PEIBEAWESE 7, PFGE € A HE R 73 B ik iy “ G A" A5 HI] PRGE PFAik 514 2 1 R 1 75 5K
B A PR YIS, R IAE G E A EE T AN R A A T ALE B S R R RS e KU A
LEONG %"k F PFGE 43 U4 AR X 48 A2 i i T3 45 v 70 5 i SR A= i e o E AT 0 L, 25 R BORfE 2
AN I B A P A PRGE 1835 AH [W) 69 T8 bk, 3R BT G U5 A9 A% 1 O 1w 2 M T 2R 358 3 £ 0
FUGETT 2545 & Ascl Fl Apal [ % S [7) 2k 5 14 534 4= S R 14 #6417 PFGE 23 1, 45 3R IR . Mg A2l —
RS 2% K9 191) v 3 7 300 A B 2 BT R T g T L R 191 b B B A B G 2E JRy  RLG AH R AY PRGE 1813
] IR BT G T U R ST AF B % R P 975 408, LOMONACO %
FIH PFGE Y J7 5 5 J) 38 B8 B A R FAF 5 8 52 15 Y 93 IR Cucumis melo 4 56 o FIRFELE LKW
PRGE 7 4 B [A 20 19 7K SF- b X6 5 U i 1 A 20 Y, AH [) AR A AN () 52 56 38 9 A7 1o 60 289 BE A 30 AH 7] 20 B ]
W, P RUREEAAE 095 DL E, SEGAMAS R B E ML B, BENZEARC K
R Z P AN R . o BLEE M FIRAT R A R M TR —

i) S PRGE J3 BUJy iE AR HEACERAE AR , 455 TR 5 52 B0 5 30 28 B) A4l 2L 52 S b X, i onf 1
R A R R R 8 B R A B B A T, 2 [E] PulseNet O AN IR T 13 284 A4S B AR M)
¥ PFGE B3, Hrhf Ak 7576 4, £k 2 863 />, k5 2 799 LU K2 4 46 4~ (Joseph Lavin, per-
sonal communication), HE], & —EFZIELEETRLE PFGE #F5%, F) AR E 2 Fl b X 59 0T 78 i R
38 o P % L2 & 0] ST — 42 BR PulseNet(http://www.pulsenetinternational.org/protocols/pfee/ ) ¥ ¥5 72 . R
i PFGE Zp AL BRAFAEABIHG | A o RS % | AP B Z (] LU XT IR MESE A /2, {H PRGE L3 7E T g
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X T A PR B 2 TR T O3 B AR AT A O B AR IR TR AR A B 2 R T A R TR o G 0 TR
jj‘?fo

2 HETFTDNAMFH AT &

21 WGS &8

AR, WGS AR EZ A 1 F T S v 10 28 2 1 A A3 RL S5 vh . WGS 43 B 48 ) FH I P i A%
o i TR A DR 2 AR P B R AT R, R A T AR DA ) 3 A% £ RS 8 S R AR B BE AL B AT kA O3
AL, SR TR AR BEAC TN IR 3T B 4 B DT, A B TG A T R AGR DB AL IR . HAT, TR R
DA 4 35 DR D 4 R0 T 9 R AT 2 Fl: 3 T A S DR A Y SR AT R 22 A5 PR 43 8 (wgSNP) Fl L T 2 JE I 4
1 22 A0 57 51 43 B (wgMILST) o 4 JE R4 I 3 43 U 5 3 46 1 RV T T 1 Salmonella enteritides , 538 25 17 4y
W, ZEALINE Vibrio cholerae , it FF % VU AR 4 75 (4 %5 B BRI Staphylococcus aureus W EAF RN WA N . A
WFFEX 51 A N2 ks T i A OC I ) It 18 2R 1T WGS 23 B, iE— B BR s Je il o S5 R AR BL: %Orik
ANAXRENE A 2 (075 YL U, () B 3 R AR A1 B R 22 A5 P 43 BT TR AR A 3 B BE i A6 6 &7, FAGERLUND
SIS R i S Yy ST BU BRI A MRy B HEAT WGS 4 BT, I 86 T bk ) =2 i 1 22 A8
JER AT TG S S B ST Y B 2 i 5 T 1 weSNP 20 A 25 R JL-F- 5 A ], BEFFE 4 R BB . i
I CHEE th R SEAA AR I BUR YT AR 2 T #6 , SRU B an L) %2 M EE KK, 754, RUPPITSCH
S5 0T wgMLST 438 J5 s X g 2R S e B iE A7 40 Y, 45 R o . BT DNA JUJT 43 07 1) wgMLST J5 ik 5
PFGE 43 R L %53 2 3 5 A B A O o 19 43 B3R R BEE BN R T 52 s 8 AR R Sk EA TR R B N o

WGS 7 RIS R AL S T U 2 al s 5 5, AR TR 25 LA %, 455 91l
R 5 R U A 78 S ARAE . /2 MLVA 3 BUep I 8 & )5 51 53 B 8/ Tandem Repeat Finder AJ
Xf WGS okt R, HEMEERFHEH . WGS 20 5 ik 16 R i 09 2% & P8 A fL il o B S5 e 43k
(K51 )7 (PFGE, MLST, MLVA %5 )L B4R 86 J) f % O o 20 . A MG 07, LG0T KO oA
AN, AT S 2 2 6] 0] G i [ B PulseNet (http://www.pulsenetinternational .org/protocols/wgs/ ) ¥ £ /5 3 %%
I8 PR EAT A BB 10 S U AR 5 o LR B IR O T Y 2 IR AR o M b, WGS IR T — A U
. PRE . EA s E T E
2.2 MLST &

MLST J& 7 2 07 s V) H UK H AR 109 Bty b S 91 99 T 10 5k PR 95 40 T 35 3 1) — b i 20 B BUEOR o 3%
FORM L PCR P3G 7 8 G D N T H A 2 05708 S 1) 25 6 35 DX O X 7= W e AT I e o 22 MILST %548
VESI BTG A5 R D TR A L R A SF AL BE R P 5, K I S0 85 (6 ik (R 1 5 20 5 # i — > S o S [ 14D 3, D
J¥ 41258 (sequences type, STs)?' . MLST J3 54 Jy B 15 55 NS84 5 T g 4% ¢ RV A R G B T AT 0 2 B 5
I EARR)IZ N . A BEFER ] MLST 23 BUEOR F 58 B4 242 ke AP HEAL G R ™, 45 R s B 22
R T n R EEOE R AW AR o S A WETE R 3 Bl kXt 71 Wk BG4 iy 4 o A7 L R 4 A
AN TE IS 2 R 1A A 23 BT 5 b MILST #9230 B8 0 06 F 1036 23 BU A0 PEGE, ] Y3738 B3 % & S 1 i 1% ¢
U512, WANG S8 205 2 0] . [EN 12 /S48 40 B 10 212 Bk S8 2307 08 18 P 43 ST R 51 & F 1=l 9 S 1 A
] RE % 1 P28 R AR T RF RV 1 STs B, PR3, WU S5 MLST Jy %k [y 285 1 B £ (RTE) i
G B3 80 AR SN 2R T AR R A3 B A0 BT, R IR A3 R AR 1 STs B 55 NS 4= 00 R B RS () b IXC 1) 2% K A
K o

AR IR BRI B %, MLST DU bk, B PR, 70 =5 v AR n] b =2 26 0 5 AE —
SERRFE L T AT AR R R EOR . BT, CEENL T 2R bR Y MLST %04l P, U0 AR B 53 i
A PR A A T MILST 435800 7 NS R I (achZ, bglA, cat, dapE, dat, ldh, Ihk)&~7 T T b
22U MLST 9 BY (19 804 72 (http://www.pasteur.fr/fr/recherche/genopole/PF8/mlst/Lmono.html ) 7 5 5
— AP B B, weMLST 435U J5 v 68 6] I Ke i 77 b T A S P 50 2R AT L x, SRy 7 4
S5 MLST 3[R 43 B s AH LA S A Sy o B 2 Bl MLST 43 B 7 3k ¥ 75 0, R 3 . M
fEHEE W P AR B A, DUy 2 A BEAR, 7EAS AR ok MLST 73 RIECR A S B B S8 g e 40 T Ry 42
FRUE”
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3 ETPCRYy #ehopi ik
3.1 MLVA 48!

MLVA 3812 DL PCR 438 Jy JE Ak ) & 5 70 By vk 22—, 3% 5 B ) FIAEAE T8 ST 6 X 2 DNA ek
AL B R A AT AR R R A SR DRI AR, BT S R T W 0 A R AT PCR 787 AR AN R R
NI B, T B AR LUK E DI PR RN R O A R AR, AU — R B ERCY
AR R R — AN AR L1 o I F) 40 T  DR 4P S 0 5 S TR R 8 ) e R i R B, 3 Oh 2 T 5 £ 22 A
PEER LA T RE . BEAL R R I A B . AR O1 MRAAHG 2SI Ry I AT MLVA 4370, 251
ANZITIE Y BRI, AT S — 2R 1 T A B0 R T 4 B A R IR AG I 2 A, SALEH-
LAKHA SR MLVA J5 35X 2 421 #k g A R i A7 0 8L, JF £ 57 76T 2 421 Bk B 4= 0 R 14
MLVA 53 RUZE SR B B, T B 2 8 5 O 0 A -~ M I R0 R T 58 o 78 MILVA 53 BT 3% (1940 20 g
Jir, LUNESTAD 452564 3 R i ) 43 2510 65 R B3 2 30 ke B i 4T MLVA 3 B & 3, b 1
A MLVA [ 35 5 8 22 22 UCTE A b X5 A 119 23 34 465 T g g L o 41 305 — B8, R I 9% — 28 2R 7wl AU
SR BRI T TR R 2 — . [FEHL, DASS SE™RF5T & 8L, 3 e vk S i fa Jn 1) o
FEZE RS S U 0TS R RBR ORI T A kAN, Ab AT RE R IR A {5 R IO o A I T AR, B
LGP HUS A VR BB T5 L

MLVA J5 i 48 K345 W Escherichia colt, H3 2= e i A0 U0 '] BT 25 9 20 BB 5 vh AR 2132 B
A, %57 7 E R PulseNet (http://www.pulsenetinternational.org/protocols/mlva/ ) W £ 75 £k K ¥ e, T4
ERYE A MLVA 3 T 45 R L w2 55 PR, AT Ay A Y0 1L 240 7 % S 9 1 DA B (8 M) A 2l S48 . MIL-
VA JFEACRA T EREE . ARG . Sl m %, HoBAURES DB LB e R, IR T
Z RSN WEE I L DK A A A R AR B LR, SR T ROR A LRI R, BRI L E AR
WIRAT G 27 o ST A D S b Tz R, B R T R A e A A, TR 3] 8 A B B, e
0 5 9 2 M E DL A
3.2 DiversiLab 5y &

DiversiLab J& Il repetitive-sequence-based PCR (rep-PCR) £ AR Ny JF# A B L FEH M R 5% . T
PCR 43 40 i B N AL AR S A T S J3 8], FRRE 38 1 BEAE Agilent 2100 B 3l 42 495 30 M7 AR b AT BGAE M HE
UKOT B, I A 2 43 A R BRSO A0 B AT BE R 43 B0 325 TR A L K R AR R R e AR A
TR LURC B R ) ORI, 4 1 BURE Ty, BB PR K B A i b B DG AE AT A A0 ) A
BER. HAET, ZBORE B Z I T 2 B 240w R 7 T AT A 058 o A BEFE A Diversilab 731
FRGERE P B B0 25 Bk O 2RI TR AT R B, SR R RS A R 5 AR rhd A R B
AR R A0S e T A IR 1 BRAS ZR HrRR T, BRI Z AP IE A — LU AR [ R PR M T bk & R A8 P ST AR
XF O1 Ak B0 2= i 5 T 1) [R) R R AT 2007, &5 2R R B AT B R 19 rep-PCR B AL AR, R W% IX 51
B4 2= 00 RE Y rep-PCR BUAFAE ZHEEDY, 4, ROUSSEL %P0 Diversilab 43 %1 £ 4t [7] PFGE A H 5,
B Diversilab 73 %1 22 48 838 F] 360 5 i o R AR5 v 95 Qe PR A PR GE B o Z555 b ik SCHR BT RHRI E0 4
FJHI, Diversilab 248 —WHEXS 12 DAEARGEAT 0T, IR KR 6~8 h, Je Fuug A0 ke 8 2% A AT
e B B FRAR Y 20 B 7 1

DiversiLab #%4¢/3 75 PFGE 43 BUS5 R A BT A — BP0, FIXT 7408 “&brifE” 1) PFGE i,
HEGEE, BRAEREREAME, A8 ThrE ™", RIAE A P 7y 7Y 5 5% R 1 W AT 2%
Br ek 73 B 57k o Diversilab 73 51 5 GE 7 £ IR L B0 8 149 35 3l 5 00 K2 o I A 99 05 46 5 T B AT i 2 1o
#1118, 1H DiversiLab 730 B REGEWAFAE — & 1R FRYE . X R GAR A B, 7 2 B D AXAR 50, X sk
BB AE N B Ll 3R AR EOR By, A5 R E AR MR AN WA o 3 6 [ TR i 135 1 — 20 SR D g e
3.3 CRISPR-Cas % 4#!

CRISPR (clustered regularly interspaced short palindromic repeats) 41 (il —Fh 55 5% 18 . A5 B0 AL 8] B8 ) 44
[ SCE A Fy SRR NG, 5 A B 1 — 2846 B 8 1 (Cas) JE[R) 41 5% CRISPR-Cas R 4¢ (R FR CASS R%E) . &K
Gt S 4 B O DK e RS TR B — BRI PR SR R L, A RARPUAN BB A R AR A . R s
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CASS RGP i) Cas 8 (A AURBIHLE A9 AR, CASS RG24 3 A AR A, B Type I, Type I F
Typelll , #1711 CASS R4+ # i leader, repeat, spacer Fll—Z% cas F:R 41 %, Hoor 42 i = & [0 SCF 51
repeat J& A% O IS5 1L, cas BEPR 32 B0 57 g B A A A% B2 A AH DG 25 1 o AR 98 4l 7 2 A AE 7ECASS R 48
Y spacer J7 51 1 EL H RTHE SR A FRAE AT X5 40 A AT SRR 4 RS H T C A BRI FHCASS R 40Xt %8
J 25 AT B Campylobacter jejuni F1VP 1] QT #EATHE K 438, {HE T CASS R GEAEHIG 2T R 147 1 iy g
AR DLAHGE . FABRE 4858 il /R CASS REAEBRAERL Y FIFE A & L T PFGE, MLST, MLVA %§4)
RJrd:, Wil G TUITRENREL A, B, 7ERESm S Y m B g, al A CASS REGEx)
S5 FAEL TP o B A Y CRISPR S5 A8 HEA T 7 3 A, 1T 306 R 28 1 A% G U R 428 T 2 1 = 4
4 &4

i bk, BRDR Ay BT VA © O BB A R A T A DR S R B TR, T R A R R 0 2 A
AW O FE, PFGE, MLST, MLVA 53 RIHOR A5 2z W . Hrp, PRGE AR BHA & 1) 71 9
PEFN X BE DD, S0 I A Wy R TR 2 B AR dE” s TR A B o3 B A B ) /9 MLST 37 £R IE A8 %
Wi Al ; MLVA SR MLF . M, A TS0 % W 8E 22 i3k 5% 5 DiversiLab RGERAERIME, P
BEF, Y Thafifl; CRISPR-Cas R GEAE#AEFE 7 AIAE A & FACHABR s WGS 73 BUREZS & 2 Fh kK 41
RUJ7 0 R AT o0 i, B S 1 o PR R R AR L 3k ey R R S B — o 1A A B AR AN
JEZAL, AESE BRI A AR s B T A A B R ST R, H X SR R 2 R A 6 e R PR A
(9 /INES A it A A B AT 43 A, 0 T 1m0 B s I ) R R AE 43 B ) 1 s Sl A o T 4 R R AL D 3 TR o)
Jir TR A R 2 RS P S AT A0 AT, AR T AR DT, IR RE S A IS Y, SRR I L T2y
FEDAE . AL, A A R ALy AR AR 0 P A0 AE L, AT R X5 B i i 4T MLST, MLVA, Diversilab 5
Zi il CRISPR-Cas RGE0 R, AR T B HERPE, WA R T AR 20 BJ7 36 19 Lo o fH 42 25 [N 21 )
FPHR HATERAFAEN P FEI K, SR B SR 58 AN 2, TEHET FORAFAEMERE o AR A R AE 2 s J5L T 1Y) 2 2%
KRFZA . IBEAGYUR . FHIRE NG A5 R AR T, JER 3 BB DU ERf . Pl . &9, S E
Ve 5 T A8 o> AR 2 B MOR B W5 7 B
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