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Abstract: Objective To investigate the species and distributions of fly - borne pathogens in Shanghai Pudong International
Airport. Methods The bacteria on the body surfaces and inside the bodies of flies were isolated and cultured. The monoclonal
strains were subject to automatic analysis using Vitek 2 Compact and 16S rRNA sequence alignment. Results Eighteen species
of bacteria (2 pathogens and 14 opportunistic pathogens including Wohlfahrtiimonas chitiniclastica that had not been reported in
China) were detected on the body surfaces of 7 species of flies, Fourteen species of bacteria (1 pathogens and 12 opportunistic
pathogens) were detected inside the bodies of the flies. The fly that carried the most species of bacteria was Sarcophaga misera,
followed by Lucilia illustris. Conclusion The investigation of fly-borne pathogens in port will be in favor of the identification of

new pathogen species and response to public health emergencies.
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RNA DAHAE AL FARRAEE 51, B E DA 40
KISTEFTFH8FR. 16S tRNA R4 Hofglm
VR HLc kil 2%, BES A RSF T 91 L& T AR P41, o0 F
TR/ NE A HRAE (1500 bp Z2 45, AN [ R0 K B2 g A
ZE5) PV S A B AHIE Y . 16S rRNA 1] A%
XA VI~V £ T VI~Va L 4 s X, s Ho2
V2 AR X, i f AR b, e B AL B Y
GE LT YRR KR LA S 2SR 1 BT
[A It Jones il Franceseoni'’ , Noller £ Hoang'"* 4 3H , ill
E 16S rDNA FE [F 93843 17 51 BV AT B 1k 3] 4+ 45 5 19
H iy, L 16S tRNA #4307 91 % A BB IX 43 AN [F] R 1Y)
U, B REIX B AP KE
ABFFENT bR 2R A7 10 B b XA B 2 A T
Oy SR R AN I AR A T S Atk
S54 Vitek 2 FAIKE I 16S rRNA 1500 bp 3T 4K 741
(9 FE X285 5 W BRI T2 58, BFE T 1 e e S s
R SRR AT L, oA 11 R SR s W 4R bR AR S

1 HE5HE®

L1 satdt FEAR:20114F 4 A AL 1 RR
LTRSS 00l R R (Sarcophaga misera) 555k
W8 (Lucilia illustris) & 5 B8 (Hydrotaea dentipes) | .
Bl TN W8 (Aldrichina grahami) . JC W %8 (Chrysomya
megacephala) . 7% Wi (Musca domestica) . K 3k 4 W
(Chrysomya megacephala) o X 5 : §% M 2 Bk K
(APW) = = B4 400 1 48 147 W (GN) i 1 38 187 T4 1
(EE) A 12 £k It 202 (Se ) 34 T WL ; TCBS -4l , £ 1k
B VA, SS TR M, 22 FEEILF-Hi , Baird-Parker -
B BEFRAY CEFRBUE AR TR 50 A st 4L
ARBRAF . ALEF : Vitek 2 Compact 4% A 853 Bt
A, BHPE A R 255 R (GPD) , BPEAH B %€ R (GND) , 3
ik M IR AE YA AR 51 S R AR R
B A S

1.2 RET &

12,1 WIRRAHE IR AA R 25 H, BT 25 ml
ToTE A= R 7K (0.9% NaCl) BB = i b e 2 Ik 5
5 min, fiff R 2 51T 10 A0 TR B FE TR R o 0 il
1 ml PEBGEAF] 10 ml K ) APW .GN EE | Sc H
W37 CH BB R . FHEEMIR IR g RO & #Y APW
ST CP AR R L) T TCBS -, GN 1 T &
L e B P A A SS BT, EE 1220 T 242 ESLF- A
1 Baird-Parker P-4, Sc 70 F SS P-4, 37 CIFE .
122 BRI EE IR VR AE SR E T R SR I
H, I 75% 1 L1 25 ml, AR 7843 5 S min, BR
FARFANTH AR5 IO A BRER K v e 3 Ik, e L &

Fist. RS RHE R BT I, B T CA BEES R =M,
A 25 ml TC AR BRER K 34835 5 min, {18 P I S 2
HAb AR TP R F] 1.2.1,

1.2.3  HREsalifh 35l FaREERN S A FAr Tk
HOA R B H AR BATEVE 1~ 34, A0 T8 JR 3R A,
aifb 2RISR, Z 5 AT 22 e fa

124 4y fesE HECEM GPLLGNI, £k E
HE W BLIR /N W) Y Vitek 2 Compact A9 H 80 70 #1
A E9EAT, 5 2 I8 Vitek 2 K %8 5E R 45,

1.2.5 16S rRNA %2 LLalifb iy i A 3L R 20 DNA
B Mz , PCR §7 3% 16S tRNA JE K . |37 51 9 27F:
5" —~AGA GTT TGA TCC TGG CTC AG-3"; FiE5|4%
1492R: 5'-GGT TAC CTT GTT ACG ACT T-3" (Gl 5|
Y, PCRAKRZ (50 pl) : 519 27F AT 1492R 45 1 pl,
2 X TaKaRa Premix Taq Version 2.0 (Loading dye mix)
25 wl, T LB T7K 23 wl, KEH Sk PEHGE & # A
AKZ . 94 CAZPE 45,55 CiB ok 455,72 °CHEAi
1 min, 35 MG, FAEYE 10 min, 72 °C 10 min, 4]
£4°C,

PCR 728 1% By NEWHEE I L KA /7 | 15 AR R
FLRA E T, 045 5 51 5 NCBL &R 4 251 7 BLAST
b X (http s //www.ncbinlm.nih.gov/blast/) , 53 [ 15 £&
16S ribosomal RNA sequences (Bacteria and Archaea) .
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2.1 Vitek 2 Compact #& & 4 8 3h 2 H7 A% Z B 16S
rRNA LA 28R MR IR B alifl 7k 1531 154 %
4L AT, o Vitek 2 GUZE )4 B 2 AT B 40
102 Bk o 16S rRNA J¥ 51 LE XS 45 119 Bk, )32 51 >
95% AFALLJEE AT A SE S A [A) Ja , >97% ml ik %€ “h H [7]
it >99% rIIAE Rl — Tk 4RI 1,

1 Bk Vitek 2 %5858 S 2518 % 26 BR (Staphylococcus
lentus) , 16S tRNA J¥ %1t X 5 i & w 8 1A #
(Klebsiella pneumoniae) #HALLBE 1 99% , I AR TA E il
RILFEAATE . 1Bk Viek 2 % 5k B 1 4T B
(Enterobacter cloacae) , 16S rRNA 415 24 & 40 H
16S rRNA JFSIAHBLEZ AR L2 T 98% , HAor{E -+ 0%
T, A AEAERRAT I VDR T R A
I (Escherichia coli) JAFFTREE 5 B IR /R RS, Jit ]
ATRESR X LA E AR S T SR AN 7E R % R R b
BRFEIL , 168 rRNA 791 KBRS = i AR ME o 1 8k
Vitek 2 % 52 Ay W b33 1y K JE W (Hafnia alvei) , 16S
rRNA ¥ %1 b X 5 48 I AR 4T (Obesumbacterium
proteus) FHALLEE k1 99% , 15 8 7 5 I JE V. T AH {BL B Ay
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&1 Vitek 25 16S rRNA ¥ELE ST 1L
Table 1 Comparison between Vitek 2 and 16S rRNA identification results

SrEHRAL Vitek 2 % 3E 45 5 16S rRNA X455 16S rRNA KL%
A Jili 4 . B A BT 8 WV o Klebsiella pneumoniae 99%(1422/1425)
=3 LRI Enterococcus 97%(1195/1228)
e KA Shigella flexneri or Escherichia 99%(1419/1438) .99%(1416/1437)
Rk i FAT AT Citrobacter 99%(1415/1423)
l~S R s Providencia rettgeri 99%(1419/1421)
N Jili 4 . B A BRI 8 W Ao Klebsiella sp. 99%(1411/1412)
NG e Gy I3 SR T Hafnia alvei 99%(1401/1417)
N 35 AP TR AT B Citrobacter freundii 99%(1412/1414)
{ZNG A AEIEIE Proteus mirabilis 99%(1421/1429)
Ty B 1] - -

e NI Shigella flexneri or Escherichia 99%(1416/1422) .99%(1413/1421)
g <<Slashline>> Proteus mirabilis 999%(1405/1421)
ke A AT ITRAT Citrobacter freundii 99%(1426/1436)
Rk A EREE Enterococcus faecalis 99%(1447/1457)
AR PR v AR R Klebstella oxytoca 99%(1391/1400)
N I AT TR Citrobacter freundii 97%(1223/1257)
N JEE [ JEE R A RS ARSI A Morganella morganii 99%(1413/1420)
L% AR Proteus mirabilis 99%(1423/1428)
% I IRATIERR AT Citrobacter freundii 99%(1041/1045)
e L PN ] Hafnia alvei 99%(982/995)
e i 22 e B A1 A s 2% I e Klebstella pneumoniae 99%(1410/1418)
ke pNIE | Escherichia 99%(1415/1425)
NG <<Slashline>> Proteus mirabilis 99%(1408/1424)
N JEE [ JEE L A EE AR I A Morganella morganii 99%(1420/1438)
VN FEHERTE Enterococcus faecalis 99%(1439/1451)
Sl = W By I JE W T Obesumbacterium proteus or Hafnia alvet 99%(1420/1441) .98%(1417/1442)
e Undefined Wohlfahrtiimonas chitiniclastica 99%(1403/1419)
(L= AR Proteus mirabilis 99%(1419/1425)
[ JEE LIRS A A PR AR I o Morganella morganii 99%(1411/1424)
Tk Jili 28 S B AT A TS 2 I A Klebstella pneumoniae 99%(1421/1429)
NS Undefined Klebsiella pneumoniae 99%(1410/1417)
M SR ICFHERRAT A Citrobacter freundii 99%(1427/1435)
(LN AL Proteus mirabilis 99%(1413/1419)
[N Undefined Enterococcus faecalis 99%(1442/1451)
e UNE ] Shigella flexneri or Escherichia fergusonii 99%(1426/1442) .99%(1411/1424)
S Jili 5% 5 5 1A B fili 9 Sl Klebsiella pneumoniae 99%(1423/1429)
(L= I AT RRAT A Citrobacter freundii 99%(1424/1434)
1= B T i Esch. , Citro. ,Ser. ,Salmonella. , Enterobacter. , Kluyvera  98%
s A FRA A BR A Staphylococcus sciurt 99%(1439/1444 )
Rk A AR - -
& iR - -
R <<Low Discrim>> Klebsiella oxytoca 99%(1411/1418)
[END R A Proteus mirabilis 99%(1417/1424)
&M JEE [CE AR DA PR AR I A Morganella morganii 99%(1406/1422)
(NG PR 2 SRR U P Providencia rustigianii 999%(1414/1417)
N 7 ECE 2 S B T Providencia vermicola 99%(1416/1430)
(NG Undefined Enterococcus 99%(1441/1449)
Ry PN 7S] Escherichia 99%(1424/1442)
RN B A BT - -
&Py BN 3N Shigella flexneri or Escherichia fergusonii 99%(1410/1419) .99%(1408/1419)
(L= A SR Proteus mirabilis 99%(1427/1436)
e Undefined Escherichia 99%(1413/1421)
3 R s T Providencia retigeri 99%(1425/1430)
e A PR A BR A Staphylococcus sciurt 99%(1443/1447)
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BR1 Vitek 25 165 rRNA BE 45X 1L
Table 1 The comparison between the identification results of Vitek 2 and 16S rRNA

LT N Vitek 2 455 16S rRNA X4 16S rRNA HI{LE

SR Rk T IMAS ST -
&S PER AT Enterobacter aerogenes 99%(1416/1421)
NG PN EE Shigella flexneri or Escherichia fergusonii 99%(1419/1433) \99%(1418/1433)
[ENT JEE [CIBE AR A 2 [C I Fif Morganella morganii 98%(1411/1436)
(NG Undefined Citrobacter 99%(1426/1434)
{LNg ey A Proteus mirabilis 99%(1417/1422)
L3 Jiti 48 S T AT it % S Klebsiella pneumoniae 99%(1414/1420)
D Undefined Vagococcus lutrae 99%(1434/1437)

e R PN B Shigella flexneri or Escherichia fergusonii 99%(1412/1421) .99%(1410/1421)
1k il 5 S T AP R fili 4 S A Klebsiella pneumoniae 99%(1412/1417)
ke Undefined Enterococcus faecalis 99%(1449/1460)
Rk A AL -
(LT YD R e Hafnia alvei 98%(1424/1448)
(Z33 W SRALIE B Proteus mirabilis 99%(1416/1423)
[N Undefined Enterococcus faecalis 99%(1441/1448)
e PN7E] Shigella flexneri or Escherichia fergusonii 99%(1421/1434) .99%(1418/1433)

¥ :a. K Vitek 25 16S rRNA %552 85 AR — 34, s K —Fi i R BE S e 45 .

98% , LLALINTE N AZTEHEAT T o 1 FR Vitek 2 25 7L
F5 55 BRI (Streptococcus uberis) , 16S TRNA J¥ 31 Fb X} 5
i BCE B (Shigella flexneri, 1410/1419) | 3B 4% #5152 45
& (Escherichia fergusonii, 1408/1419 ) #H LRE Y ] 99% ,
it i B A 5
JE U B Vitek 2 %858 0 R 5 45 1, (HH 16S
rRNA J7 41 [m] i 5 75 5% 7 s 4 R K T 3 4 T A 99%
AIAAAE , BAR R 3R A MR PR R A2 IR T
ANTR Rl (HH R 250G 2R 4 R) s N HAB Rh 2 ie 22
WA E LB N R854 T
BRI B JE , AR Sk i A SR 40 15 3] 1 kAt

B, R B Viek 2 % E ), JL 168 RNA JF 41 5
Wohlfahrtiimonas chitiniclastica S5 strain ¥ 16S rRNA J¥
51| (GeneBank Accession No.: NR_042554) 45 99% 1 AH
RLBE (B RiAUEE h 93% ) o

22 FREWARRETmAAE TR
18RI (3R 2) , oA B i 2 8, 4351 R K 35 4 v Al
/N Eﬂ%%ﬂ?(smphﬂococcus sciuri) s AEBOR T 2 F, B
o [RATEE R AT B (Citrobacter freundii) 172 T REFT 14 5
SRAFEURTA 14 R, b 7 Fi 55 R AK P 53 25 1 1 TR R —
B AdE A AR TEAT I (Proteus mirabilis) V75 LA ZFT
W (Acinetobacter haemolyticus) 2R v T OA
(Klebsiella oxytoca) SR TEE A 5 A (Klebsiella
pneumoniae pneumoniae) . 26 ) K B (Enterococcus
faecalis) 8% B3 W I JE WA | BE IR OPE AR T JEE AR T A
(Morg. morg. morganit) ; 5397 Fh >k B VA B 147 L 0T
HR 988 & (Rhizobium radiobacter) | 55 FG 35 % Jal 8¢ 407 B
(Providencia rettgeri) ARG R B R A B (Citrobacter
braakii) J=S A7 (Enterobacter aerogenes) K5 UV R

& (Serratia marcescens) . Wohlfahrtiimonas chitiniclastica
G R & B, IS h 344 ) o

MR AT AR Fh 2RI 4 P L B 2 R
JERUE A 7 B, R RN S SRR AR e 4545 2 P EIUR TA
2.3 RREAKAG G @A AL BN 14
Mg (2), oM BUR I 1R, R ImIR A, SRR
Kbl —20 AEBOR B 1R I6 AT BB AT B 5 2R S0
P12 80, BR 7 A SRR P — 20k, Ik H 5 . 2
7708 (Alcaligenes faecalis) LB ER (Vagococcus
lutrae) . F=HgE 2 & W1 B8 (Providencia alcalifaciens) |
7 A BB T (Providencia stuartii) F1/0 Bl 2 B
FARUEA (Sphingomonas paucimobilis)
3 it

Vitek 21168 rRNA I FFITEAA LB Vitek 2
ITERESRAS AR K A BAE AR R B, — bR 4
FBh, WA A R B E AN RE R U HAK,
Y F LR AR IEHRAC. Sonksen 55" ZE(H FH Vitek 2
NH %5 R i, 75 ¥R & B AT 64% 1 1 8 % &
Zbinden %57 ] Vitek 2 {1 88 5 R M0 AR K R >
BRAEFF BRI, 90 A4 B 1 599% 1 109% 43 731 9% 11 % 5 3]
MRS . A0 IR Y 2GR PR A A (1 B AR 3R
& B ERTHBOAEA) LR IR A AN [R] AT R
B RIERMEZVEARL . 165 rRNA FP81 XA
FUIETHONUERI AR E , BEXE A AT SRR ANTA , REAR
Sl T AR B D A P . el e TR T
SO AN B, T LX) 16S S5 3 5 Rl DAL 1 [R]
AN B 40 B RIS 1009 A ARRLURE , S8 e AT T =Z ] )
2250 <0.5% , ANRERR B+ o3 B E S E S5 R . BAR
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2 AR AT A
Table 2 Distributions of bacteria on the body surfaces and inside

the bodies of different fly species
B ot # K # e &

I e g B
B AW
L T T
hE 1 KiIpBRamE PEHIEDS + + + + + +
2 URamiTeE FATEO +
3 MR KA Evel] + +
4 WOHAETE FEoE +
5 RS B T FEOR + +
6 A AT ERIRAT B FEOE + +
7 IRICAFBRRAT B 80w +  +
8 WA EIATH F AR + ++++
9 WIMAZIFTE FAFEOR +
10 PRy AT FIFEUR +
11 MR SCFEAREMR TR R EE0R + + 4+  +
12 2k FATEUR + +
13 AT SRR +
14 KRBTV E R FSUE e +
15 WP ke IH FATEOR +
o Lo s
17 ASERENT B AR +
18 FEICEEARAEMLERD S E0R +
Ry 1 KRR ek O + + +
2 FGTA FEEoE +
3 FEkE ZAFEOR ++ +  +
4 FRAERATR *MEow + + + + + + +
5 SR SRR WA Y + + +
6 7R e A FATEO +
7 MR R AMEEeRE + +
8 I AT IR I & er ++  +
9 WIMAZNFTE FAFEOR +
10 PEICEEMRPREEARFD S5 MFE0% + +  ++
11 R FATEU +  +
12 75l 2 e F AU +
13 M [ 2 ek FAFEOR +
14 /D e B M TR SRR +
1 : Wohlfahrtiimonas chitiniclastica }F B FEURH , fe5 2 &

PEMEREAE , 1 IE LA o

Pl ABANBE 1009 1E B 56 2 AN B Fh & (B AR %
FHIRI 25 5 A FonT {5 B AR5 =

H1 F Vitek 2 4558 RANAR AT HERLLE B, WAL Ry
LR, Vitek 2 #2345 i <<Slashline>> (FL4) (45
T BT it 47 F — 25 A b I o sl H At S5 w2 7 i ok
WiRE o RS, AN R B Vitek 2 %8 58 HAY B N AR
JEFF 3 TEAA B R BR T R R AT TR 1 K
P << Slashline>>H1 Undefined B 455, AT BESE RN _EHL
6% B0 I ) 28 it i R e A7 BT e AT BB A P R
Fofr £ A S5 7 B 20 R R e A AR AR B AR B G IR E
16S tRNA J7 41 LU 4T 25 R R ifE . R REY 19 ih 168
rRNA JF I, SAREI 7 91 B DA Vitek 2 5558 25 51

FifE

ABIFFE N LT AR LA IR A I e 70285 L 2 T
TATA, o 19 R PEEUR TR, 16S rRNA J3 S A BLE
B1599% . A7 85 R4 T 42 W B 4 5 7 kAR 4n th T4
e Hrb 7 AR R 7 2 A5 R P AR Y RS — 2, IR
N 91.76% , UL WA BT 75 K H 649 40 181 73 1 J7 3 Al
Vitek 25 16S rRNA J7 91| 73 M AH S5 6 1 408 7 880
AT, PEBCATRE o S A0 v A4 R LR SR AU A
LUPN73 St R A NN G (SN S [oh A
WA T RES R} | PR B TR R 1t v SR A2 Bl
BRI IR AR IR A SR B — 80 A
VBT A LR 25 95 O 14 o

SRR HH IR B A L H7 8 R ZE BRI AR R
IS R BE NG Z | AT RES | A8 B N A= i 1) M s S
JEFILAE S o 7EFR AR WA B P a2 AR EAT
WSR2 B AT I AL 1Rk S [ N BT TR
ANREHERR B2 SME A BT BEYE | LR AR Toth 55k
L) Wohlfahrtiimonas chitiniclastica S5 strain 16S TRNA
B AR 4 98.9% , W. chitiniclastica ¥ 1, T 15 [ 75
T AR AT ILRE 5 i S W AT AR S A 1% 2% P ik
AE

7RSS SRR S RN A SRR Y
R Z , HENZEARE A, BRI 274 T
Pl b 1 BV L s Se kg 2R A 3 i 2 B M sh )
it N FERSIR A . WA S R A R A
il P R — Tl S50 AR i A W R 2 DL RS [ Dt
PRAEMRRN A 23 A R TR R 58 R AL T A A
B IR A ) AR A S A L

S0k
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