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Identification and Antimicrobial Resistance of Actinobacillus pleuralpneumoniae
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Abstract : Actinobacillus pleuralpneumoniae ( APP) is the causative agent of porcine contagious pleuropneumonia,
a highly contagious respiratory disease in pigs. With the severe situation of clinical bacterial resistance, it is very
important to accurately identify the pathogen and rationally select antibiotics in clinical practice. Traditional
methods, PCR assay and MALDI TOF method were used to identify APP, and the virulence was evaluated
amongst isolates from three predominant serotypes. Lastly, the MICs of 34 common antibiotics in clinical practice
were determined. The results showed that the MALDI TOF was more rapid and accurate than other methods. The
serotypes of clinical strains mainly included type 3 (20 strains) , type 1 (13 strains), type 7 (7 strains), and
other serotype (5 strains). Among which, type 1 was the most virulent. MIC test showed that APP was sensitive to

roxithromycin, ceftiofur, enrofloxacin, ampicillin, etc, and resistant to tetracycline and oxytetracycline.
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Therefore, this study provided a reference for clinical rapid identification of APP and rational selection of

antimicrobial agents, and a foundation for the development of APP clinical breakpoints.

Key words: Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae ; identification; serotype; antibiotic resistance.
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1 #R5FEE
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SYESFTR . SR ATCC 25922 Hivh [ 5 B 24
WP

1.1.2 ZEMEARA EEEIE R S BRI 5

[ =) YNGR R 7R E - NS 8 e % N E
HBRAF, ALTIHEE [ (NAD) Il A % KA F,
Ji4F i3 (FAD) W4 F 75 PAN Biotech 23 #], 35
CHCA 4 H £ [ SIGMA A, {4k S iz i 5
WA 1 AT e A A iR A BR A ], 2xTaq PCR
Master Mix ) [ It 5018 76 78 /% #] . DL 2000 DNA
Marker W4 H TaKaRa 27, MALDI TOF fi4: ¥y %
FE AR Sy ]

1.1.3 2 6 JA Balb/c /N, MEMESSE I B
Jb st 43 A AL S5 Sh Y H AR R A W]

1.2 ik

1.2.1 @@ B3 JCRERIU e 1l X8 9%
B s I R S ek 42680 TS i NAD Fl FAD (14 JiR
BEHRKGHNR(TSA) Kigi bk b & 37 CHFRA b
FiF% 18~24 h LB T 1Y AR K1 O, I 1 BRI
VAT AR IR DML S 22505

122 FZREEHEE EIEELANEERR,
HEAT 22 IR, I A T 3R T LS

123 A%k TEBESR LS R
W 7R o R T FUBE R 3R | REWE S5 I i 2E b T
(S UM NAD M FAD (% TSB 532 38) , & T
37 CHEIRIGFRAEN R TR 24 h, WAL BELS

1.2.4 PCR &-F%2 MR A li—Bt APP
VEERER RS ESY, bif: 5 - TTATC-
CGAACTTTGGTTTAGCC-3", Fii#:5 - CATATTT-
GATAAAACCATCCGTC-3", HAR™=# H Bt K/
417 bp, DNA [ #£HU S % SCHR K & 7k,
PCR FL W 451494 °C 4 min;94 °C 40 5,65 °C 40 s,
72 °C 1 min,30 ME#H ;72 °C 10 min, PCR F=¥it
1T 19 B REWHBE I HL UK 5 W€ 537 .

1.2.5 MALDI TOF A4 5 %% H#HH1~2 ol
TEREFE I BBV, A 600 pl. 70% £ B, 1R 5T 5
12000 r/min .0 2 min, % L3 EDORE P MA
50 pL 70% H R IR AT, BN 50 pL 20, 1R 2T,
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12000 r/min .0 2 min, W1 13 78 B REAR 12k
AL pL B3 FE A S 2 pL CHCA L, T s
RS

1.2.6  fiF A KR ARE SO G o — B
APPapx IV I HAFF S5 T4 ABEGE T Y
SITER 1 TR, 1 B 7 YR SR A
95 C 5 min;94 C 1 min,63 C 1 min,72 C 1 min,
3B3ANEFR; 72 °C 10 ming 3 B W 45 . 95 C
5 min;95 °C 30 5,61 °C 90 s,72 °C 2 min, 25 1§
¥£;68 °C 15 min,

Fz1 HRPEANSIY
Tab 1 Primers used in this study

CIRZ R F# 31 HAr A B/ bp
AP1-F GGGCAAGCCTCTGCTCGTAA 754
API-R GAAAGAACCAAGCTCCTGCAAT

AP3-F CTATCATCTGTGCCAAGCTTACTACAC 520

AP3-R  GGTTTAGAGGGGCAAATTGACTTG
AP7-F GGTGACTGGCGTACGCCAAA 396
AP7-R GGGCTGCAGACTGACGTAA

12,7 wFFA%E BEBUMERSY 1,37 B
PRIRAS — PR, 2lifb 3 55 o S ORI 75 H2Fh T TSB 1%
FREEPEESR 10 h, BTSRRI E
1x107 ~8x10° CFU/mL, &~ B 200 L B8 s v
S5 HUNR, Mg 1, I 5811 30 90% A1 EL
10% /N BRAE T 10 B ROR B, DA SRy F SR 11 T ik
FEFLRR . TERGIEIEN 2 8545 LU RS R IR B2, A
VAR TS 10 FUNRL, 8 6 HUE G R Sk
A HER KB /NE O 2 G IR SR 1A St A Al
NRFET IO,

1.2.8 #H#aX%  Z% CLSI WbrifE, iR N7
T Bk U 2 45 Bk APP X 34 Rl FHHTAE 22 G
PETE B 140 A Z 1 MIC {8, B bk N KA
T ATCC 25922,

2 4 R

2.1 EZREEHEA BRI AEE TR
Mo, T WA BT BT LS A R 2, vl DL A0 i
L G Z R AR, MICE B (18 1)

Fig 1 Results of gram staining

2.2 AR BRI A0 T 2B B SR T A5 A

RHEER TR, 37 C AT HE5R 24 b, 3R 2 nl AL, fif

M FRRIIRENE K BE LM R R P HAE . AR

BATREAFIRE A T0 RS . 4545 APP B ARARTE
R2 HEUEELR

Tab 2 Results of biochemical identification

| Z5R TiH s

FLuk + PR#E +
2k + HEHE +
UM + £ i +
HIEHE + Hdenk +

Ak + BT RLAf -
il - 1k -
iy - Aok -

23 PCR X742 PCR WL 1%I%RREEE
VK TEBER USR] WA 54 7= M)7E 417 bp AL A W]
B S5y , HLS BRI FR B AR S o B — 30 (R 2)
2.4 MALDI TOF A 4% %€ KRl bkt
MALDI TOF fs{tA: #y 4 5 il A 05 52 3 DNA J= B
K, LA ATCC 25922 il R IEA TR U, %8 7 25
AR H X R I8 91.5% , % 5E hy B R AT H AL
AT E (B 3) .

2.5 SEELE K45 BRE B 2L Y
Bk A= A iGh 2 2 \PCR 731 %5 %€ . MALDI TOF
A 2 5 0 DU 7 YA EAT %8, L PCR 73 1 2%
TE LS R BRUE | TR B 7% B B ) R0 o 26 7 T
HEATRE LG, e BRIV )7 5 b L MALDI TOF fit 4= %)
MR Dy i AR R E T D MERR RS (KR 3) .
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417 bp
M:DNA 43T R EEARE 5 1-23 . BRI AR ;24 FHAEXS IR
M :DL2000 DNA Marker;1-23; Bacterial strain ;24 ;Positive control
2 HEFEHEK PCR MR
Fig 2 PCR test results of cultured strains
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Fig 3 Identification results of standard s

x3 EEFEMLEE

Tab 3 Comparison of identification methods

train ATCC 25922 (A) and culture strain (B)

R4 MFER137ESER

Tab 4 Results of serotype 1, 3 and 7 separation rate

Y Ik R 5} [/ I 7 SR (MR %)
[ ey 40(88.9%) 35 1 13(28.9%)
PCR %5 45(100% ) 20 3 20(44.4%)
MALDI TOF %5E 45(100%) 16 7 7(15.6%)
2.6 MmEA KT PCR FIENXE 45 BRIFINE 2.7 mEAE N L E S0 TSI 0 B VRO
PROAER UL 4, MR 1 BERE 13 bRl RSN 1 5. 1x10° ~0.625%10° CFU/mL;
28.9%, IMLIGH 3 I #R 20 BRAP B R Ny 44.4% 10 MY 3 . 2x10° ~ 1.25% 10° CFU/mL; Ifil 15 &
TH 7 BUBERE 7 BRAYBR R 15.6% , HoAy 5 Mk bk 7 B.4x10° ~2.5x10° CFU/mL, /INRBET 1% B 40

1 A 3 RIF 7 A,

FA4 MRIE L TR =i 2 R B0
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05k 2.04x10° CFU/mL ., 4.08% 10° CFU/mL, ®5 MmiER 137 BEKTMNROBREIRER
1.07x10° CFU/mL, B 5 o7 WL, 3 1 #80% 5 Tab 5 Pathogenicity test results of serotype
RT3 ORI 3 R SR T 7 B, 1, 3 and 7 strains on mice

. . B B B - RS va
2.8 ZHECRE MU CLSI AR, B I Mou B AR oru ey PR ry
FEiFk ATCC 25922 1) MIC 4 4~ 16 pg/mL, A S5 1x10° 10
A MIC K 8 we/mL, SEER 5/ AL BAEAT & 0.5%10° 9
PR, DL CLSI ELA 9 APP 24 sl 1 ol e h it s-1 0.25%10° 6 2.04x10°
M X MIC 255537, 13 1 APP AR e % k7 ”5“01 3
H5 0 R X DSR2 KT 2P (K 6) L e .
ST L A 1 A (13 BR) L3 AL (20 #k) .7 Y 1o .
(7 BR) SROTTZE 45 5 G0 540 24 3 3 280 1 0% g 53 0.5%10° ; 4.0810°
HREE(MIENUHER ZHHE £5R T5HR) M 0.25%10° 3
T 3 M 3 R 7 R T 1 AR R 1.25x10° 0
WE IR KRERSR MIC HY 85T 3 4x10° 10
HUJ T HL(F6) , [ LS T 2009 4E43 B 11 30 Bk ‘ M: 8 9
12016 4E4 B0 15 Bk APP HO T 25725 M, % B0 7 - ' L0710
2016 AESFES I BEARAT U R | L HR SHR 20 5. 5x10f o
PR B 25 R B B T 2009 AR50 BS AR (% 7) o 25 %I AR K 0 -

F 6 APP XHEEREM MIC 5> MR
Tab 6 MIC distribution and resistance rate of APP to antibiotics

45 Bk APP [y MIC 4} i 25 % M7 MIC K it 255/ %
P MiCso . MiCso . it 2575/ % 1 3 7
/(pg-mL™")  /(pg-mL")

PR E 0.5 1 24.4 1(46.2) 1(20) 0.5(14.3)
Sk mEnk 1 4 0 4(0) 2(0) 2(0)
KAEIEK 1 2 0 2(0) 2(0) 2(0)
SKAEREA 1 2 0 2(0) 1(0) 0.5(0)
EAUEIS 3 0.5 1 6.7 2(30.8) 1(0) 1(0)
Pl 1 2 0 2(0) 1(0) 1(0)
P fiEN 1 2 0 2(0) 1(0) 1(0)
FARJEH 1 2 0 4(0) 2(0) 1(0)

BER 0.5 1 20 2(53.8) 2(10) 1(0)

+H#E 0.5 1 15.6 2(38.5) 2(10) 0.5(0)
E NS 16 32 - 64(-) 32(-) 8(-)

5205 it A 0.06 0.25 - 2(-) 0.5(-) 0.12(-)
FIRER 8 16 - 64(-) 16(-) 2(-)
IRKRFER 2 4 - 8(-) 4(-) 1(-)

ZEE R 2 8 - 16(-) 8(-) 2(-)
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&gk
45 Bk APP ) MIC 4} fi 25 % MR MIC K255/ %

P e M e 1 . .
WP E 1 4 - 8(-) 4(-) 1(-)
AER 1 4 - 8(-) 4(-) 2(-)
BOBER 0.5 1 - 1(-) 1(-) 0.5(-)
B AL 8 32 - 64(-) 32(-) 16(-)
S 5 R/ 4 iR 0.5 1 - 1(-) 1(-) 0.5(-)
HERER 16 32 - 32(-) 16(-) 4(-)
itk JHg s W 256 512 - 512(-) 512(-) 256(-)
KMER 16 32 - 64(-) 32(-) 16(-)
EZ T E9) 0.5 2 - 2(-) 2(-) 1(-)
Batvb & 0.5 1 - 1(-) 1(-) 0.5(-)
RIS 3 2 4 - 8(-) 4(-) 2(-)
s kU 2 4 - 8(-) 8(-) 2(-)
SR 1 4 - 8(-) 1(-) 1(-)
TR R 16 32 - 32(-) 16(-) 4(-)
TR 2 4 - 4(-) 2(-) 2(-)
&R 0.5 1 - 2(-) 1(-) 0.5(-)
PR 0.5 1 - 2(-) 1(-) 0.5(-)
LR B 1 4 - 4(-) 2(-) 1(-)
itk e S s 64 128 - 128(-) 128(-) 128(-)

F7 2009 FF0 2016 &£ APP THZGIET (L
Tab 7 Change of drug resistance of APP
between in 2009 and in 2016

[TESESE )

B
2009 4F 2016 4F
U7 4(13.3) 7(46.7)
LHE 5(16.7) 4(26.7)
+HE 4(13.3) 3(20)
EAUEIS 3 1(3.3) 2(13.3)

3 i

IYESME APP SRS A2 WK A Yl Ve N 5 Al
RIE Z RS, ZHIEGITEM PCR 70 14527
RO ARSI A3 )3 o 2 Y B A AR
FMETE PCR 7> T 5 EXS 45 ¥k APP BEAT 3, K
UL GE 5 7€ T IR S 2% HER R AR A A
PERS 22, PCR %7€ J5 B ME B 56 i, (H AR A 2 i

MALDI TOF A= ¥y %5 5 7 s B 32 200 H T il
PR A v o A= g S st AR T 1 ki
MALDI TOF J7 4%} 45 ¥k APP HE(7 %58 , KR )T
AR PR MERf R, T AR Gl TR
AEEZ S ETTE, &5 EWF5E AT A1 MALDI TOF
A W2 M 7 D e, 35 FH T I PR TR 38 5 7 2 T
I HE T R 24 B 2

T IR E APP 1Y 32 B AT E0R I TE BT TR
FTIRAFE BR TR RIS BTR 7 6 1 e e M R il 4%
A AR A A O LT XTI PR A2 W
FOCHEE LG I B % O VA SR TR RN,
EJEAS YR R Y 2 ) SOk & B H i I T
TS 5 7 1 895 1 PCR 43 TA W2, %07 1
ERAERT SRR A . AR5 T PCR 435000 2%
SE TR E BERATIME A 1A 3 A 7 A R AR
DURR B P S 3 BUBT o5 He il e R, AT B0 I
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YN RE ) 5 X I R IZR S AR R B, A
IR 1) 1 37 2 1 45 5% 5 F R R A6 il ) —
B, A SRS b TS 7 B EE T, X =
Fhm g R RS =, A BLINYE 1 R R T 3
A3 Als T 7 B

e PR YA 97 A% Y 1 M s % 32 208 R B A=
M APP 455 7= A 254, it LATE SR B B ity 7 s
AT — 5 PO R HE 000 52 S MITC (), %o figf e 3 — e A
BRI, ARIEXT 2009 4F 5 B AR AF 30
FRAI 2016 4E43 BIRAEHY 15 Kk APP BEAT2540R R
HFT CLSIAXHI & T APP X PUBR R 2K Sk 12k 5
ARSI AT i, R A 25 908 TO AR DG H) R bR, A
WFFE I 7 04 25 ORI T Tl APP X HAB 25 i
MEAEZEE L, MEaiREW], 45 Bk APP X9
RJC RSk A P AE 2R B U XU R e
F B R 2 AR, 2R 0 24.4% |
20% .15.6% ., APP XfH 417K Bk 2 &%
MREFPTA R MIC, H A 0.5 g/ mlL, 1717 X0 ik fiig 1
WE ik e 5 8 B MIC, {43 1) 5 35 265 peg/mlL,
64 pg/mL, Xf L 2009 41 2016 4F APP (1 24 2=
SR 2016 4R ES Y APP XU R £H K+
B F Z TG R I 25 B B & T 2009 4553 251
BIRE, HXTE 2009 4R 2016 4F APP AU 254545 1 &
B MIC I 3K, HE R AT g 53 JLAEHU R 25
YRR IA G, b E S 2 s AR EE B
2 IR 2 A P e 3 R B 2 DR
2 B 2009 4F Y 28400 I, 1 i F) 2016 4F
50400 i

R APP FE AT BUR MIE RN 1,37
TN PR A 2T L TR PR AT A AL T R A
it 2 A s, S ) o 37 R T DU 3 2R 26 0 A R Y i
G MEAFAE I ) 22 5 IS AL 1 BN DUSR R A R
LRI N 5P T 253 5 T 30.8%  IMLFH 1 HY
X PUPRE IS 2% 5 F 3 A, 3 Al 7 AU, Hof g
1 AU MIC (B & T I 3 9,3 B 7 A, ik
AN R 7 I35 TR 24 P 22 5 S ) I T 28 gt
2R I, ER FRATT DGR R G ) Y A T T 24
PERR A B T BEOR MR, TR IR A G

I, MIGER 458 it — e

eI PR R I HT A 3RIA 7 5 1 e P Mg B il ¢
IR R BRI 2Y , G TE T 25 P A2 a3, B T
ARIR WD G RRR A B, AT S I AR S
7 B 3T 2RO, DRl R s 1 2 B Rl 5
5Tl PR PR A e MR A 2 6412 Wi o7 S AR
P )N A2 A B4 B R i PR A 3R A
MR PG SIS
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