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Abstract: The drug susceptibility and the related resistance genes of 17 strains of salmonella enteritidis and 11 strains of salmonella

Havana had been studied in detection by Xinjiang Urumgi part of the farmer's market, in order to ensure food safety, better understanding the

development of drug resistance e ways to spread. The drug sensitivity of Salmonella was evaluated by agar dilution method. In addition,

PCR and gene sequencing we detect the presence of mutations in the quinolone resistancedetermining region (QRDR) and
plasmid-m tedﬁnolone resistance genes. The susceptibility rates of these 17 Salmonella enteritidis isolates were 100% to ciprofloxacin and
cefoxitin, these Salmonella isolates.were 94.1%, these nalidixic acid and ceftriaxone isolates were 17.6%, and the gene detection rate of qnrB
was 64.7%,.17 strains of Salmonella enteritidis GyrA gene mutation, the main mutation type Asp87Tyr; The drug resistance rates of 11
Salmonella havana isolates totrimethoprim, chloromycetin, sulfadimethisoxazol, sulfamethoxazole/trimethoprim, nalidixic acid, cefoxitin were
100%, 63.6%, 36.4%, 18.2%, 9.1%, 9.1% and the sensitive rate of ampicillin, amoxicillin/clavulanic acid was 100%, the detection rate of gnrB,
gnrs is 9.1%, gene mutation type of 11 strains of Salmonella Havana ParC is Thr57Ser. Salmonella enteritidis and Salmonella havana drug
resistance is serious in Xinjiang Urumgi. There should be concerns about the serious case of resistance to antimicrobial in Salmonella.In addition,
the quinolone resistancedetermining region (QRDR) mutations and the plasmid-mediated quinolone resistance genes may affect the
antimicrobial resistance of Salmonella enteritidis and Salmonella havana.
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A EEN R EATTHLIX 2013~2014 R4
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111 EHER

L& RSB
1414 43R 5 51 1
ARVDTT IR s 24 OSSR A B bk K32 A5 B ATCC
25922 FEHERE ATCC 20212 LK Vb1 R B FRAE R
Salmonella Typhimurium LT2, 4 HFEILR MR K2

1.1.2° BEHRE5XA

Qe PRS- IR R R AR AN R A 250 R 6&%4%51%%#&%%%5@%%@0

1T FEAREE LA H bt A R 25 2R A ), e il
FLIEH A EIME. BURGIEERGNThRE Ui T 2
FRLP (K 25 TR AL BARTR 211, o VAT
ZIWIIDT ) IR 238 AUAE — B R RE E i AL R
R PUERTZH TR GBS WKIET
JEMIS I AT, (E R RN I AL
B XHTAE R 2 b ek Tt EFCRWE, gy

TN T E SN SAEAIECE . Bk, VT
PR R TSRS 2 MR 24 R L AL SRV T TR
PR R 3 B R R AR . TR S O T E

LA
AR
S5 LEE M, FROCH ORI, o AT X
RIDT RTEAIE FLAYD [T B TR 21 T 24 SR 465

— MR R TR LRSI T VR R R
A T 2 R S0 SR B i s R s . A IR B B I
(BS),/SS Biflaaidt. VUmAEBLESRZIEH
. XLT4 157755, Luria-Bertani Biflg, 7 5% H/KAEY)
HARERAT; LB Wiz REHN. ZEIBUR,
WA FRTEA T W TIRE SRk,
MH Ziflf (MHA) 35775, & B EME ARG R 5t
fEaw]: WITKEE O ZMPLILE A-F, TR RIEA
WA FRAT]; 10xBuffer. DL100 DNA. TagDNA
B4 INTPmix A1 DL2000 DNA, W HEFAEY T
(Ki#E) AMRAF (TaKaTa).
1.1.3 PCR¥ ¥ A 3|4
HEWRESAY TREA R AR A Primer
Premier5 #F#H I AREE UMY, (polymerase chain
reaction, PCR) #3514 gnrA. gnrB. gnrS. GyrA
F1 ParC B:H, &ER=MINE 1.

<1 PCR ¥ BS54
Table 1 The primers for PCR amplification

ER:EA] HE” B31(5-3") 1B KBE/C 4t Kol /bp
GyrA-F ACGTACTAGGCAATGACTGG
GyrA 56 190
GyrA-R AGAAGTCGCCGTCGATAGAA
ParC-F CTATGCGATGTCAGAGCTGG
ParC 54 270
ParC-R TAACAGCAGCTCGGCGTATT
gnrA-F AGAGGATTTCTCACGCCAGG 60 580
gnrA
BTR
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gnrA-R TGCCAGGCACAGATCTTGAC
gnrB-F GGMATHGAAATTCGCCACTG
gnrB 56 460
gnrB-R TTTGCYGYYCGCCAGTCGAA
gnrS-F GCAAGTTCATTGAACAGGGT
gnrS 57 428
gnrS-R TCTAAACCGTCGAGTTCGGCG
1.14 wAEZE 13200 r/min 250> 5~8 min J&, /ANVUOWRER &R, BEAE
ZRTUMR(AMP). B SE PG MR- o h ZEFR(AMC) 3k %H.
Il FA(CRO). SkfPH T (CEF). & %& & (CHL). fif# 1222 PCR &M y

i P I S - R AR e (SXT) Tl — FR Sk (FIS)
HA R (TIO) ZENEFER(NAL) FIFR NV B (CIP), W
H 3£ [H Sigma AF],
115 EEMELHEE

e TR, & SE/REEMEEARAR: ik
Kk, DT asm s SRR = REmds
BRARAT; =AERARN, &Mz
EHRAF; -30 CIRIEUKAE. -80 CHMKIRIKEA, H
R PER s BERIRG A, IR DURIES
HREARAR TR, iRV SR
BRATF]; WIS, S5 Fisher AF]; Hi4liK
#18[E Eppendoff A F]; il G NEL LML, i KRS,
BRI, YL RIS fE A R A F]

1.2 k&

12,1 %HHEEE

F SR I RSB S AR HE R 12 (Clini
Laboratory Standards Institute, .CLSI) HEFE TN
VED E PUAR 2R 1 B/ A0 B FE (minimum  inhibitory
concentration, MIC), &I CLSI#pHHIi5 45 B X 44
BE S8 HOUD 1) QTR BE AT 25 3% B 10 s i 24 A

070 4 K i 12 75 1 ATCC25922 13 i Bk i
ATCC29212 A NI 5 H B A

122 ARk &t 25 B
12.2. RIS

7E LB TR I B 9% 24 h GBI
YD) IR, SIS BT 0 B AR 3 R K il B
B MU RN 0.5, F 1.5 mL (TCH B0
TN B L 800 uL, 100 ‘C /245 in#kE i 10 min,

4 25 WL PCR W& R NAR R FTTREYT 13225 puL /K-
0.25 uL 3519, 0.25 pLTR e, 1.5 ul MgClI2,
2.5 uL 10xPCR Buffer. 2.0 ul dDTP. 0:25.uL.f Taq
filg A 5 uL DNA SRR I BTk E 1) PCR
B, 13200 r/min 205.5~8 min 8 5) &, WE PCR ™
HIZ R4 PR SR, 94 JCHIAEHEA0 min; 35 4
I&FF, 94 CABME Pmin," 60 ‘CiB-K 1 min, 72 “CIE{H
1 min; #J5 72 CIEM 10 min. 154 DNA 15
ARG PN TR 2 AR IR, 3 I R R KGR
MEEXIEJEE’J%I%F?W%E%% (% 1), PCR =

Yokalll: PCRA M2 J5HUH 8 uL 724, JiA 2 uL |k
TIPS 7 T 1% 0B a R e Bk, 100V HL
P30 min, HK G FHBERL % RGO g2 4t 1Y,
1.2.2.3 /DNA F¥HiE

P 1915 FI1) GyrA Fl ParC J: A =R IR A T
KR RRREMRHARAR, 45T .
1224 GyrA fil ParC FE[KI 248 5 (I 2

KRB PELE LR LU 3 BLAST FRF405E 15
FIIft) GyrA 1 ParC FE K DNA 5146 AL R 2347 %
Eb, e brdEE R SalmonellaTyphimurium LT2 f_Eig
DNA J7FI 53 K FE 7 5 5 W& 5 2B Eox i
FRAARLIE] DNA 551, e AL SUFIAH B 2 LR R
BRI,

2 ZR51He

2.1 R RE W 2 ROR 25 5 B AT

2.1.1 MR ITTREA MR & 69 2h 5t

2 BRIV IR EZNILE R
Table 2 Detection results of drug resistance of Salmonella enteritidis

wAEE it 2 47 5, GESECGESE D) o A~ 25 4 (F A~ 25 %/%) BB (B %%)
HoE BRABA >32 16 (94.1) 0 1(59)
AR E >4 0 0 17 (100)
KIHT >32 0 0 17 (100)
kb > 64 3(176) 10 (58.8) 4(236)
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HI 2 AT, B DT ] BRI 2R i R (A i 245

N 941%, A ERFAMNZ, £IHN 100%BUK;

P RUD T TIRBR AR LA T 70 24, RIN 100%
RS, W SLA AT 2500 17.6%, (E%) kst fiia
HARGIIB AR, PAMZEE)y 58.8%, HUK

HH 23.6%-
2.1.2 AR TR E AR R 2 AR E AR
7 3 RLEERMLER
Table 3 The detection results of mutant gene

Bl 1 255 B8 GyrA ZEF DNA K/MA 190 bpe
R 4 MK RAEER LS
Table 4 Detection results of drug resistance related plasmids

A R ¥ HE A EY%
gnrA 0 0
gnrB 11 64.7
gnrS 0 0

18 17 16 15 14 13 12 1110 9 8 7 6 5 4 3

2 1 S M

2 gnrB ZHEHY POR 4 47 PR KBRS

oA B RELLE RESE REF/Y%
Gly75Phe 1 5.9
Asp87Val 2 11.8
GyrA
Asp87Asn 11.8
Asp87Tyr 12 70.6
ParC - 0 0

bp DNA Ladder; iz]kiiﬁ oS

AT, BAMEATFTELS: Phe (RAAR ),
HRFL (Val), Asp ( RAREL ), Tyr (BERFL ), Gly (2B ),
Asn ( RABLE ).

MS 1 2 3 456

7 8 9 1011 12 13 14 15 1617 18 19 20 2122

E 1 GyrA EEH PCR 5468 sk ELE 2

Fig.1 Electrophoresis map of GyrA gene

E: R 1~22 & T GyrA B 738 74 ki MoA

bp DNA Ladder; #kif S & 7 FEPEAGRE, :
17 BRI AP T IRTATH 259848 R DR P25 SR A 3
Fos, GERFRM] 17 MR Ib 1 IR 2109 GyrA IR
ARRR, A7 ParC Ak R, H AT GyrA SRR 7 55
ol &5 & 8 87Val . Asp87Asn il
f o 11.8%A1 70.6%.

=5 WREAW
Table 5 Detection results of drug resistance of Salmonella havana

P P& 2/AP4, I PCR i R =403 A T B ik s

3 qnrB F:[F I DNA K /NA 469 bp. HHEE 4 255 n] 1,

17- BRI 2 70T TERE R 11 ARG gnrB, K HIR N
4.7%, T gnrA Al gnrS A6 H

"a FUAD YT IR T W 2 BT 24 2 B A

221 WA RAR I T K AR A A 0 A
LLARIS TLARVD T IR TN 2545 Rk 5 B, PG L
FBVOTIRBE T AR e, B R Wl H w1
Jig FA 5 S e FH S L R IR R AT S ALY T (1) 24
2K 100%- 63.6%- 36.4%-. 182%. 9.1%F1 9.1%:;
5 B R R E R TUMR(AMP), B 5276 K- 57 4 1R
(AMO)AR =AM 24, BIRINBUR, BUERE R 100%:;
N ERR AN B = AR AT 24, TN 255% R
27.3%, (HEAR R IIBUSTE, BUREA 72.7%; Xk
ORGSR TN 2538 18.2%, BUBE N
81.8%.
IR B R R

2.2

AL it 2457 & it 25 3 (25 /%) o et 2 (2 5/%) BRI (HRE/%)

HFHH (AMP) R>32 0 0 11(100)

5 Bk %, 32448 (AMC) R>32 0 0 11(100)
A%#% (cHL) R>32 7(63.6) 4(36.4) 0
TR (TIO) R>16 11(100) 0 0

FER AR T/ F A2 (SXT) R>4/76 2(18.2) 0 9(81.8)

Bl = F 54 (FIS) R>512 4(36.4) 0 7(63.6)

AR AL (NAL) R>32 1(9.1) 0 10(90.9)

KA E (CIP) R>4 0 3(27.3) 8(72.7)

k7% T (CEF) R>32 19.1) 0 10(90.9)

SkFaAr (CRO) R>4 0 2(18.2) 9(81.8)
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7 6 RTEERMLE
Table 6 The detection results of mutant gene

A 2R B Hhds otk /%
GyrA 0 0
ParC 11 100

R 7 TEHHEXREER AR
Table 7 Detection results of drug resistance related plasmids

i 2 B #orih $F o /%
gnrA 0 0
gnrB 1 9.1
gnrs 1 9.1
M S 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1l 12 13 14 15

3 ParC E[EHJ PCR I 1 F= 4R Sk Al
Fig.3 Electrophoresis map of ParC gene
E: K 1~15 £ ParC AR B Y38 = 4; #kid M Aw 100
bp DNA Ladder; #ki#l S &= FalEsfRE,

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

2
—
- - L

- O“...-..- ..

4 gnrS EREHY PCR 1= 4e KB

'sﬁap of gnrS'gene

~34 A kil M AT 2000
;RIS R AR
W ZESR R 6 vIR1, 11 ARIG FLIRYPT]
RAZWM RAEZH]100%, KK
Hy GyrA S bk, [ 34 BLE R ParC 2 1) DNA
K/INH 270 bpe i Z5AH I ORI R s 45 SR 32 7 7]
A1, gnrB 1 gnirS TR IR H 18R, K EE0N 9.1%,
2 1 4 g IR DNA /N5 469 428 bp
i) qnrB A1 gnrS FE[H .

23 it

WITIKE A2 Harscw W SR 2om e, aiikE
M, WITKESESHIRE KL SE 3 /0N FRGL
TR, VD1 TR 5 Im A 2 e A stiom B
K1 70%~80%" . K, AT IETFIDT IR,

KEMPAERAYIHER A, XD T B
UEZ PRI AR, MR okE, 17
PRI 2001 QBN 25 e FRRR 1N 25 28 iRk 94.1%, X
NV EARFEM 2, U 100%, Ui 17 1%
RIDT TR — AR TR S B A B I 251, X =
FRUETERRZS VIR L2, X S EAi SRR i
TEUD 1 T IR BN PR FRSE 25N 25 45 FRAR T & o ST
SERIR 17 BRI RIDTTIRBER Sk A1 Sk v
TRPEENMZ, BUREN 100%, Hhek it phia i 24
RN 17.6%, (HHEANTNZ A =N 58.8%, TE)G
S FH S F I AA DA FRIN N 255 ASGIE ik 2 A

i i 21
. TG
e Sy R 250 i 2525
100%. 63.6%s 36:4%-"182%. 9.1%F1 9.1%, FKH
XTI R 2 BAR s T 251, IS8 7
SEFRRI A ZS R TR, 1E YR NEE
M%%%§é§ijm,W%ﬁm%ﬁ%%mMo

RPAEN S, SRR, BUREN 100%, 1]
B 2 R T DR G Mo FLAR VD IR BE, Y
SHRZGVIF LLTE,; Wi 2R e Vb B B
TR BB , BBURR N 72.7%, HEA TN 255N 27.3%:
X RIS F AR (P HRATN Z5 238 18.2%, TRk
%5 81.8%. 5 Thung TY, Wouafo M 25 NP2
FAERME, AT TR 1T I B R 245 1
s, B0 T IR B O 24 LB A B A Fi
W 9011 IR — AR R ERSS 254 AT e R 25 7
A 94.1%, AN ZAREER 2= AT 2, XSk
IS5 0 T RN 100%E808; 08 FLARVD T T
EX I ERIERBUA 100%0i24, *EHERIRGYR
FPUAR(AMP), B B 74 4K/ 58 437 24 R (AMC) o 7= A i
2y, WIRIUNGUR, BURERN 100%. 011K
AN SHISAATE— R IR R, FIAR A5 R
HE R b — 38 0 7 4 R A A — I E R
Pho 17 BRGAR VDT TR 11 BRIS BLARVD T BT T
28R SR SO R R &, XN ER
SRS BRI T EE S R .
FHVD I TR DNA S AT A R A A 2
AR 2RV T IR I 2 ZAE LR, SRR
BT 552 DNA {2 EREFT DNA fé el AT,
PRANEAT S AT ] —NEALZ BSR4
K2 M, A FHIET.. DNA Eifi| 550t
FEHIE AT DNA-JEERE (GyrA) 55 DNA-#$h 744
BV (ParC) E &Yl Sl 4 b i % b b i
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WIS, SRS R RESE, N
M DNA-H MR ABFIV S DNA 2150 5, e A
RBHIE DNA 22 X EHlFE Mg m &, &4s
AN PET P, H AT CARIE S V01T R v TR
KW 2510 2 1 A7 OQ (R R R RAB A 10 GyrA
AR ESE: 75 AL Gly RAEN Phes 72 {7 Asp RAZ
Gly. 73 £ Val R4 K Tle. 82 £ Asp F¥4%A Asn. 83
37 Ser 45N Ala/Tyr/Phe. 98 fii. Leu 748K Val. 114
£ Met 545N Leu. 87 fi7. Asp 587489 Val/Asn/Tyr. 121
i1 Arg 259 Cys 131 fif Ala RAEH Gly. 139 fif
Ala RALH Ser; ParC 5 4E: 57 {7 Thr AN
Ser. 66 fit. Thr %45 Tle. 80 {7 Ser 8454 Arg%l,

AHFFEH 17 R R VDT TR GyrA LR 7AR, RRAFHK
454 1 ¥k Gly75Phe. 2 ¥k Asp87Val. 2 #k Asp87Asn.
12 #k Asp87Tyr, ‘i WL RALRALSA Asp87Tyr, R 87
PERARAIRFRASNEEEIR; 11 KRS BLIRVD T 1 RN
ParC J:R AR, RAFKAILN TheSTser, B 57 {71
IEIRFAT N2 F IR, IXEEGTRAR R & O (ARG
I, $e 2 R AR 17 Bk GyrA
FARII R A D1 T X B T B 2 24 4 2 e R 1 i 24
HEk 94.1%, XIRFNIPERICN 100%HUs: 11
ParC FRAZIRING FLARYD ] IR B X WV e A 245 ) 25 v i
FRIMN 245528 9.1%, BUER 90.9%, RFRPVDE A=
A, (HEA 27.3%FHR TN 2 ZA 72.7% 85U
2R, LI R 245 1 S5 IR AT R R TP Rk
AR ZFhfiA s s SAE A, &b 1] IR
(T 2R, ARG iz A G LT )
BRI 2525 45 L 54K SR A (R 4 AR 60

VLA 20 1) IR FIRE BLAYD VRS BRI 24 R 52 [X A8

FLP GyrA FParC {E— @R AL b 2 AN - BRI 1 1y
WS 25RO 2L, BRI 2L A L 5 gk —
AT

R TA
I?%nr gqnrB~. gnrSs..gepA. ogxA. ogxB Al
acc(6)-1b=cr,” AHIF FEHH PO ITC A H 2 kLA S
N FAE KRS PP E AR gnr, REEHI
fhgmASEER . gnr & — P BURIA - SRk TAL R v v i
M 2R o YD1 T BRI PR 24 17 4 5 4%
7 ) 24 SR DR PR AH D R E DRL () Y 5 AR AR — B R &R
ROSU BT 17 ¥R AP TIREA 11 BRI
anrB FELK], X — QM ERSS 2125 e B PR ™ AR Uk 1)
A 16 th, 2GR EIE 94.1%, BRHFEARFTA 1 24
PR RAR Be A v v R A 25 5 B8] gnrs 11 BRIG BLIRYD
I TECH gnrB. gnrS & R348 9.1%, 483k 1k,
o — ARV 2 e B T 25 1A 1 Bk, Tif2h
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AT RKY], 17 BRI RIDTTIREM 11 PR
FUARYD ] BB H LA 3 25 (0 i 2454 DL B ™
5, JEHBE—D 0 TR 2R R R L. B U
B EARTETT 2 Fb T ERTE A2 R AT 24 Ok
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B2, DRI RV 1T QT 25 P Re A JRI,
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