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Abstract

Objective: To compare the effects of four methods, including boiling method, improved alkali
cracking method, magnetic bead method and adsorption column method, for extracting the ge-
nomic DNA of S. aureus, selecting methods with better extraction quality and more suitable for
automation, to provide technical support for rapid detection of clinical S. aureus infection. Me-
thods: 20 clinical strains of methicillin-resistant S. aureus (MRSA) were isolated and their DNA was
extracted by boiling method, improved alkali cracking method, magnetic bead method and ad-
sorption column method. The extraction effects of spa gene, mecA gene and femB gene in S. aureus
were detected by polymerase chain reaction (PCR). Results: In the DNA gene template extracted by
magnetic bead method, all samples detected spa genes, mecA genes and femB genes; in the DNA
gene template extracted by adsorption column method, all samples detected spa genes and mecA
genes, while 19 samples detected femB genes; in the DNA gene template extracted by improved
alkali cracking method, all samples detected spa genes, and 19 samples detected mecA genes and
femB genes; in the DNA gene template extracted by boiling method, only 7 samples and 8 samples
detected spa genes, mecA genes and none of the samples detected femB genes. Conclusion: The
DNA gene template extracted by improved alkali cracking method, magnetic bead method and
adsorption column method can be used for PCR assay, but the direct boiling method is not suitable
for clinical S. aureus genomic DNA extraction. Magnetic bead method uses the shortest time, which
is more suitable for a large number of rapid automatic extraction.
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1. 5|8

B O & BRI A N B R IR R TR — M i WEBUWBE[1], 7T RASE 2 M It e 2], 2 H i A s 4
B RE N IR AR . B IR - HUAE SR 2 L (3], Il AT FHY 42 P PR <5 2 €70 ) BR 1
(Methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus, MRSA) )7 B 2830k FFH[4], I H B WAL AMZEEIE (5],
1E MRSA BEGEHNGST, B B EEE S, 70 TAEY A EOREN PCRK)& H il R /T 512 W
Jiiko

S O B ERE R R (6], BARUERREELS K, TS A IR PEM BEEERR, 1 EH. 90%H)
SHOHEREMR RIS EEE A, S0 NEE b R IRSRNE 45 & BREUE SN SS9 7], 8 T
FEHUZ B FE N 2 DNA FIMERE . I 14 B (07 21 BR 1A 2L (R 20 DNA $2 U7 VELFE & IRVE (8] Sy iBRE
[9]v & FRELMEE(ELHE CTAB 4%, SDS ZAR4EE) [10], A HHI k= 0T b3 75 25 BURCR i i L Ascaf
A1
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PCR FHARAENT 20 HE R & FE ) —Fh BREAGI J7 32 12], fEEE A0 50 h R4 BB, HA v R
PR LA R AT, IE A R E I . A BAR S E 2 13]. SR E S IR DNA 2718
PCR KIS v 26 F, ARWFFCELE T B 1 4 P A & v (o &) BRIE J5 2 DNA $REUR 7, Bk 45 54
WU F[14].

2. #RANTTE
2.1. M8

2.1.1. EFSER
AT AT 20 #k MRSA BFRIIR B TULI R @ LB ks S RHM A P % 4 8 3 B8 . A I# Ak
122 VITEK 2 Compact 4 H 21 41 B % i€ A (V2 [ AR Pty LR A w]) %58 9 MRSA B

2.1.2. FERKF

Y P SR 2H DNA BRGS0 F AL KR R A R FERHZ . B AEF(PEE OXIoD 2
A]); EMIFAERE TR AR Muller-Hinton 35 7EG% E MM IR A F]); W HEGEE Amersco AF]); &
I K #3720 mg/mL) (3% [E Merck Aw]): IRAEHE(FYEA HE 11 732%): 2 x Taq Master Mix (Dye Plus) (F§
3t Vazyme A #]); TanonTM DNA Maker (iR AEA F]); o RBHZRLARTE A B A BC i B4, W1 (&
25 mol/L Tris-HCl, 10 mmol/L EDTA-Na, 1 50 mmol/L # &), £ &K K# G T 4°CIHRAT; W2 5F
0.2 mol/L NaOH #1 10% (w/v) SDS, ZEIECHLA; ¥l 3 S A ESIRA 150 mg, VKESER 11.5 mL, DLKE
AMKESR A 100mL, iR FRAAEH . HARRHI A E = iral.

2.1.3. 5|4
ST R 15| IIE A A spa K 51 Y, 275 165508 & B mecd 2R femB FER(WLFE 1),
IR MR A A 7 R
Table 1. Staphylococcus aureus spa, mecA and femB gene amplification primers
%= 1. £HGEEIKE spa, mecd F femB EFE I 14549
By G727 FEK BRI

F: 5" TAAAGACGATCCTTCGGTGAGC-3'
R: 5'-CAGCAGTAGTGCCGTTTGCTT-3'
F:5-GGCATTCGTGTCACAATCG-3'

mecd R:5-CTGGAACTTGTTGAGGAGAG-3' 310bp 7 C

spa n x 70 bp 55°C

F: 5-TTACAGAGTTAACTGTTACC-3'

R: 5'-ATACAAATCCAGCACGCTCT-3' 651bp she

femB

2.1.4. FEWUE

HL PR R BE IR A0 (AT R CER A TR A R AR EIR RS 2L BT A R AR fHIR/KAE
(G MR S T AT PR 7)) B PCR {X(T5 % TIANLONG RH A PR A 7)) s K iR 3 B8 o HL(# [E Eppendorf
Awl); B R R Gi(EH Bio-Rad A H]).

2.2. A&

2.2.1. AEEFHMEF

P A S e AT T MBI T4, 37 CIRARH IR, 12 h JFHIBURAN & M+ 3 mL 744 LB
IR, 37°C 220 rpm 3ELEIRAEREFF 12 h J5, B LA SR ANE R 1.5 mL, LA 12,000 r/min (> 2 min,
F L3, BERDUE T4 2 A1 2H DNA 5250
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2.2.2. WEERE

] 2.2.1 WCAE M FPHTEE N 500 uL LBS ¥, 100 pL ¥ B B#A (20 mg/mL)F 20 uL & F1F¥ K
(20 mg/mL), 784 EE G T 37°CHIR A 30 min, S S6°CHIRA 10 min, H A1 ZERNES] 3 1K,
BN 40 pL IRSIHEER BIZ AW, RAWATIRAE T S6°CFE 10 min, WM ES 1 mine FIFESE A
600 pL Buffer WS1, RiEE 30 s, BEMENE 1 min; k4L RAESE N 600 uL Buffer WS2, JHIiEE%
30s, WEMEZES 1 min: [FRESLE AN 600 uL Buffer WS3, WRIEZEY 30 s, WITEDES | min; S FFES
BN 50 uL Buffer ES, ¥RiEEETFE, 65°CIRAIMLM 5 min DL, BEME4E 1 min J5 B WSS N OWE
THERB TR K S0, RTRIUANE DNA, —20CHIRGRAF#&H .

2.2.3. WRpdaEE

B 2.2 10 WAEMBEFIIRE, MU I 180 uL ¥ BB (20 mg/mL) T 37°CiR & 30 min, FHE
NN 20 pL & AR K (20 mg/mL), RAIJE A 220 pL & GB, T 70°CJIE 10 min, 0
220 pL K ZEEPUERZIR, B b— 2B BT I O ZOIRUTTE A I — B4 CB3 1, A 12,000 t/min
B 30s, EEERG MR CB3 I 500 pL 22 GD, 12,000 r/min 250 30 s, {RI3 R, KR
BiAE CB3 NI s IR B AE CB3 HinA 600 pL 3 PW, 12,000 r/min &0 30 s, {EI45K R,
WP AE CB3 AR, EAE K BRI CB3 iR 8 dr, 12,000 r/min B0 2 min, {335 K
Mo B FAE CB3 BTN E 10 min, AR TR AR iR R e . ¥R A CB3 % N—
ATV B0 A R B R P o T A B 2SI I 50 uL 2R TE, = IRACE 5 min, 12,000 r/min &0
2 min, PHFRBEERIEOEF, 20 CAHRATERH

2.2.4. RBHMEE

B 2.2.1 WRRIBEFIITEE, I 200 pL 9 1 785> EEJE IO 20 pL 3 B EFA (20 mg/mL) 78 73R IR
e aERG T 37CIEES A E LR, KHEN20 pL FAR K BT 55C/KE 30 min, J&I1300 uL
W2 ECILA), b NEMR 5~10 Ik, & E 5 min, 7RMES], IO 300 L T4 3, b FEE 5~10 Ik
FEAMRAI(A] WK E A A ERTE), BYKE 5 min 5 12,000 t/min B0 10 min, HUEIE 600 pL, HIAZEAAFR
(ofy: &G FREE, RIZIEY 30s J5 12000 r/min B0 10 min, /N EIE S 80 Ep & W, IO 0.7
AR EE, BENIR A S /E—20°CIE 1~4 h, 12000 r/min 250> 10 min J5F8 L&, A 1 mL 70% 2 BE5G
GO 2 %, IR EEMES ST AR T, FAGIETIMA 50 uL KEMNHEK, 20 CAERTEH.
2.2.5. Bk

B 2.2.1 WM EFIPTRE, 1 200 uL KB ZE KR/ FT WA, Tk & 10 min, LA 12,000
r/min &0 10 min Y& EIEW, T-20CHRHRIEEH
2.2.6. PCR X80 spa BE . meca BEM femB BEHE

PCR XNk Z2H &4 2 x Taq Master Mix T 12.5 uL, £ F#F514%0% 0.5 uL, DNA 4R 2 uL, LA
KR KANERRE 25 ulo RN ZEAFAN 94 CTAEYE 5 min, 94°CAEYE 30's, spa ZEK 55°CIE /K 1 min;
mecA F£N 51°CIB K 1 min; femB 3K 57°CiEB-K 30 s, 72°CHEM 1 min, F& 35 MER, & 72°CIHEM 10
min. PCR M EEH G, L 1.2%E B b d ik A0 PCR =4

3. R
3.1. spa EEENLER
WP 1(a)FIEE 1(b) TR, DARERRIE AN FRHEE 1241 46 (1) DNA AR 1 spa JE DR AT DAAS S84 AG H s ] 1(c)
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Itz S0 R S AR ) 45 1) DNA BB b ] AR H 19 BRI spa JEIH, A 1 BREEARAGH s W0E (PR,
A PRER &) DNA B, AU 7 #Kk 1 spa ZER .

M 12345678 91011121314151617181920 M 123 45 67 89101112131415 1617181920

bp

bp

”l

M 1234567 891011121314151617181920 M 123456789 1011121314151617181920

d
M: DNA marker 1~20: 20 ¥k MRSA

Figure 1. Staphylococcus aureus spa gene detection results in DNA templates prepared by four methods; (a) Magnetic bead
method; (b) Adsorption column method; (¢) Modified alkali lysis; (d) Boiling method

1. 4 75 7AHI %80 DNA IR &R EHEIRE spo BRKMER ; () HIE; b) WMIHEE; () BRBEREE;
(d) FBE

M 123 4567 89 10111213141516 1718 1920 M 1234567 891011121314151617181920

bp bp

”I

M 1234567 89 1011121314 151617 181920 M 12345678 91011121314151617181920

C
M: DNA marker 1~20: 20 £k MRSA

Figure 2. Detection results of Staphylococcus aureus mecA gene in DNA template prepared by four methods; (a) Magnetic
bead method; (b) Adsorption column method; (c) Modified alkali lysis; (d) Boiling method

2.4 #75EHI & A DNA iR P @ R B BB KE mecd EFRNER; () #IKE; (b) WMHEEE; (o) MRBEME
& (d) BHRE
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aRiath &%

3.2. mecA EEEMER

WK 2(a)~E 2(c)FTas, CAREERIE . TR BT RT 5 RO SR 41 45 1) DNA REAR ) e LUK mecd
B 2R, B HBERAR ) DNA BB AR 8 BRI 1) mecd FIA .

3.3. femB BEE# LR

W 3() PR, DA BRI 4 (1) DNA B P T LU Y femB ZEK s f1l&] 3(b)~F 3(c) o, AR KT
FEVE AN R BRR AR 21 2 () DNA BEBUH A 19 BRIE femB BRI AT G HE s 1% 3(d) o, BARE Wb
# (¥ DNA BRIIRY 3 ) femB 2 o

M 123 4567 89 10111213141516 17181920 M 1234567 891011121314151617181920

bp

bp

a b

M 1234567 89 1011121314 151617 181920 M 12345678 91011121314151617181920

c d
M: DNA marker 1~20: 20 k MRSA &

Figure 3. Detection results of Staphylococcus aureus femB gene in DNA template prepared by four methods; (a) Magnetic
bead method; (b) Adsorption column method; (c) Modified alkali lysis; (d) Boiling method

3. 4 M7 AR &R DNA ERP &R B EBKE fomB BERNER; () HIKE; (b) WHMHEE; (o MRERME
& (d) BHE

4. W1ig

Lo B R BRI BT R AN BE, HCOE D2 DNA SR O it A T 3L M4 i 17]. AHF9e Lt 7 B
il FEL £ 4 0 5 R 41 DNA 3255007 155 2R R, TR T W B T 0 T T A 380 EL A e A ) SR B R
T 2 R SR U R e 22

PR (O SR HRS TR 3 7 o (REBRE « WRORR 0 T TR I 1 o i R P 0 B 45 S
FEMIREE DR T[18], RIARLI 20 nm, FIFEULEETE RS Eh . (% pH {41 T RS A% IR, T ZEARG
Bh T pH A FRIBUZIR IR, 454 Ah Rl Sz B M A REA s 4y BERZRR I B 191 TE AN
TR T T4 GBI TR MRS 2 BV 0 N 38 224 7 0 A i e 30 Tl ok T 75 B A (O R R 201 Wik
VT LAAS 2 B 0o e S A5 0, 810 RS LA P G0 A R P B TR Bk SS DNA (045 Rtk &
{RAE 7 3RIUR &, 48 & R85 T AR B 1211 H AT O 3 F RISk IE 2L R 41 DNA H 303U,
b7 5 T I PR T T 8 3 (0 A BR TR R I T4

S B 35 5 P 5 M 65 2 DINA. 185 /0 R R £ 0 VR R G BRI T 1 S5 R 4 DN [22],
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FEJE AR RE B BT AU RL, BEAE s 2 — T DNA, 38 G 28 110 B 28 DA K ZHE S AR 5 1005 %,
FEMUEERIZA DNA BoK, 2, PUsEfesE nlde. T LR MADEERE J158(23], $RHL DNA & AH
X AR, BARASABIRME R R BN KA 2 K, I HRDGIIE R Z LA T, xR
VEN G TR T AR T AR, P A DNA R B AT H TSR0 7T, (ERAE R EBIR AR T e
R IR R Wb BRI AR I E R IR SRR %, A ik, DNA B SEIRIKTCIE N
TIREEN T, AHERE T & M E BRI DNA $2 1. ZRE B, FATTRT LAARHE 52 b it SR G U 538 B
e ik,

EHEWH

FHYLTE 2017 4F RS A3 % 4 (FE At &R - 42 R B H) SH2017024; VL7548 2018 45 Hili &=

SRR Y2018108; VLI # + JE R R & BT I H (1601002C); TLI5 K5 KA B 715 (18A482)
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