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Advances in Taxonomy and Identification of Burkholderia cepacia Complex

Yu Meng, Wang Sijin, Ma Shihong” ( National Institutes for Food and Drug Control, NMPA Key
Laboratory for Quality Research and Evaluation of Chemical Drugs, Beijing 100050, China)

Abstract Objective: To explore the identification strategy of suitability for Burkholderia cepacia Complex (Bcc)
in the control of pharmaceutical microorganisms. Methods: Considering the requirements of Bce identification
and typing in pharmaceutical microbial control, the characteristics and capabilities of identification or typing
of microbial identification techniques widely used at present were described and discussed, and identification
strategies to meet the requirements of different identification levels were provided. Results: For Bcec, different
kinds of identification methods are able to achieve different identification levels. Manual/Automated biochemical
identification systems are able to achieve accurate identification at the genus/complex level; matrix-assisted laser
desorption ionization flight mass spectrometry (MALDI-TOF MS) and 16S rRNA sequence analysis technology
are able to achieve accurate identification of "Complex" level; housekeeping genes sequence analysis such as
recA or hisA, etc., are able to basically reach the species level. If necessary, multilocus sequence typing (MLST)
should be supplemented for confirmation. MLST, Ribotyping and Whole Genome Sequencing (WGS) technology
are suitable for strain-level typing and traceability. Conclusion: The identification ability and application

characteristics of different identification technologies for Bcc are clarified, and corresponding identification
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methods are recommendated for different identification requirements, so as to provide references for manufacturers

and inspectors involved in Bcc inspection, identification and traceability analysis in practical application.

Keywords: Burkholderia cepacia Complex; identification catergory; 16S rRNA; housekeeping gene; genotyping
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NR 104973.1| Burkholderia dolosa

NR 042632.1| Burkholderia latens
NR 114523.1| Burkholderia mudtivorans
NR 025013.1| Burkholderia cenccepacia
NR 04i720.1| Burkholderia vietnamiensis
NR 116153.1] Burkholderia wbonensis
NR 042636.1| Burkholderia metallica
NR 114491.]| Burkholderia cepacia
NR 136496 1| Burkholderia territorii

NR 1180511 Burkholderia ambifaria
NR 042633.1| Burkholderia diffisa

NR 136495.1| Burkholderia stagnalis Burkholderia cepacia complex

56 MR 112080.1| Burkholderia pyrrocinia
54 NR 041719.1| Burkholderia stabilis
— LR760817.1 Burkholderia aenigmatica
—— MR 1502081 Burkholderia puraguae

— NR 042834.1| Burkholderia arboris
MNR 1028901 Burkholderia lata

g0 | VR 1049751 Burkholderia contaminans

621 KT159931. 1 Burkholderia paludis

_L—NR 118053 1| Burkholderia anthina
NR 042635.1| Burkholderia seminalis

NR 153664.4| Burkholderia catarinensis
NR 152628.1| Burkholderia humptydoocensis
76 NR 116150.1| Burkholderia thailandensis
NR 117661.1| Burkholderia pseudomuitivorans | Burkholderia pseudomuitivorans
MR 113629.1| Burkholderia gladioli
98 NR 116155.1| Burkholderia glumae
7T|_—NR 1161511 Burkholdaria plantari

100 ——————NR [18070.1| Burkholderia oklahomsnsis

|—NR 041725.1| Burtholderia mallei
100 | WR 0435531 Burkholderia pseudomaller

MR 152632.1| Burkholderia singularis

i'jNR 026462, 1| Paraburkholderia caribensis
92 NR 025656.1| Paraburkholderia hospita

NR 074668.1| Paraburkholderia phymatum

93

NR 025058.1| Paraburkholderia fungorum

MR 026044.1| Paraburkholderia terricola
75 NR 074325.2| Paraburfholderia xemovorans
NR 1368331 Paraburkholderia metalliresistens

72
54 NR 028965.1| Paraburkholderia tropica

NR 04318L]| Paraburkholderia nodosa

NR 0275691\ Paraburkholderia unamae

NR 113024.1| Paraburkholderia acidipaludis
NR 1372341 Paraburkholderia humisilvas

NR 043167.1| Paraburbholderia mimosarum
NR 0250971 Paraburkholderia sacchari
NR 112884.1 Paraburkholderia oxyphila
NR 1463741 FParaburkhalderia paradisi

0.005

1 16S rRNA Burkholderia  Paraburkholderia
bootstrap 1000 bootstrap value  50%
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TR S5 5 1875 48 HAD 58 7€ J7 vk Y HERR R
recAJFAI S E LS RALPAE WS IR THEPIAE" R
Frec AJEPRF 91 43 M % H M 493853 B 1 Bee bk
A B.pyrrocinia, ASUREA I HTULHE T IG IR
59 T Bee R BUBE BRG], FlHrecAly
IR MR GERKE 50T, 454165 tRNAJFA 50T
ALY, K75 Y Bee R4 % 5E A B.c |
B.cenocepacia ( Genomovar 11IB ) | B.stabilis*"™*,
JET AR SR Hrec A 2K 5 81 R1T A K56

( Housekeeping Gene ) B KRN RA LT

B, XTIl R B AR ST 5, DI T SERFUKF-
YER RN EE

his AJE PRI U AR R HE 1Y 75— 0 H] T Bee il
[ XA 1 5 F-H0AR o his AZRBS I FE R = 02 1- (5
BRI AL ) -5 (S-BAETRAMIL L ) 7 F Ak
BE] WK -4- LR A, 2 S AH AR AEY &
B, AR, Bee hisAKLH H442bp /M A B
AIXS Bee 174 E AP IA S R4F I XA R0% , HoAl
He B PR RIITHE— 2040 73 AITA | B, TICFIIID,
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Hrec ARH I RGE KT s RW&, b, o
FELR 1T M his AL R BEAT 1 B H TR 285101
Br, RELTFOKERES I LSS &, 4
Bee )R] PR SR A4 AE T )

SRR F FZIER WP R e T
R TAMEEE, HXTFBee, BANFRIELH
TERR K- 18 48 5 WA PE DT T AFTE PR o LArec AJE
KRB, K TFrecA—RFLP X JF 5 /0 M1 76 Bee B 43
Fh R T EENEMN, HrecAFII 2K AA
1050bp ey, Kt il 5 2 30k X Bee e W) 4 R
A DX OR B4, (HBERE 260 5741 43 L

( Multilocus Sequence Typing, MLST ) . &&EHAH

M ( Whole Genome Sequencing, WGS ) BRI K
&, BWZMBecM B A K IITFair 4, Bl recAXT
LR XA AEFT A PR o Cesarini &5 I 26k Bee
WRIEAT0HT, IR R TErec AFF 51 23 B iy Ffk
SE-F4 8 1] & B.cenocepacia, {HAEMLSTZH A I 5
FKEMALIIFE ; recATF S5 M8 17 B. lata ¥ RARTE
MLST/ st 2 38 1 55 B. contaminans g ¥ 1= 1Y) 2
G R, XEegE R rec AYEXT HEEEIT S 1Y BecFh
KF BRI o AL AN Beeilb 112
AHOT M E AT B, X T Bee R LER Y R K
NB.cHNB.contaminans ) Frec ARThis AJF 3 43 M5 2|
AR R K S-S E 255 5 TR 55— 26780, 4iB.lata
HIB.aenigmatica, Joil o BN F R EE ) 51 43
Pt A7 X oy, S5 — Al i MLSTEE W GS XX £8
AR AR ACE B THER S8 .
2.3
2.3.1 HZHEA IR

MOFHEE F R Y ( Ribotyping ) J&Xf
RFLPJy ki — 20 e W o 38 3 S pL Sl ik
FH T4 2 T M BR 1R DD, R R A e B A
HATREY), BEU)IS 0 Fr B o T N B I i Tk
X4y, #RJGi#ESouthern Blote BB JE K |-, =
I, REI G A S P 3L PR A e AR SIS . iF
— AT TR AR AR B TR
19, FHLLE AR R 22 S8R B AR RN 7,
FEHATHUR R IE . HARE S EDNA R B 7242
28, AU B BN AR AT T A, &
LI URAR A SR AR AR B A R 2 B, T LAk
— SR B AT DT AL, AR
R FERT G IEA R BR TAZME AL A B, BRI 1
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I 50T R BAE AR SE TR Z S, 30K
UL AR AR B b 0 R SR SRl RN A A
1kb~50kb2Z [] o AF5E# FH TR ML 40 T 5 A 41
1M, RN A by Reseh gt fe (F
K ) B, S AERHATE R s, R AR A
SR DNARR PR B ) 2380, AU X%
BEU, AFE T RRAg Be R BRI, bk
SPRIECRBERT LT R G0, REAE A Skt
XTI TR AR AR A B R TR ) 78, e HH
FHAFEE RATIRSAIEY . R AT R
Ve e )L S N (Ut S 73 i AN e o N
PRAEE 2 . FERTECK:, XPSCm A Bt R EER
ARME 2 LR T K o A SRR A 7 1 R
GiELFULEAg, SO TESES . A BB ERRMEAL
R, JF BN BEER R, 7R RAS A Rty Y
A RIAS, AT R I R AR AT 70 2S5 1Y S8 5E o Brisse
SR A sh AL B 73 B 22 48 Riboprinter Xt /3 B
H 5 R FIREE 1 Bee MR T AR 0 Hr, R Ii%
FTIERERT B.multivorans . B.stabilis } B.vietnamiensis
HATA RLIX 3, A [R) B o ke 7 vy 28 BRI hy [ —
Iy, R 16S-RFLPWY) A, HIR—FEF B AR
PR RIS W] A R Y, RIZ T A% Bee s
R RIAE S CunhaZEPYSFCF R E RN 0 B Y
Bee WMEHET THRIATAER I AT SE, 455 A
G RV Z T o A )27 5 VT R AT 27 4T
Brisse 25 X 1k [ i CF L E T T 2R A ST
XY K& BB cenocepacia . B.multivoransi& iR
A3 R BRI Bee LT, NIRRT Bec
IR R AR AR 1, B X — 5 X Bee ]
YA RCR R AF, [l D] — G Rh bk ] iy
255 SR SCIR— B E5e, AT eE T A
PRAL T EEARE . T A AL AR R R v
gk Beefp A FR, HRETINAB.c. B.stabilis il
B.vietanamiensis —F, R X Bee R K P-4 5
R A R B — 2 08 78, (RO 53
MR RGO RFHAT R 22 5, A Sk Azpiik
SIRI RGN —FMERE . Pk . RAFA TS Gl
IE‘PlO]O
2.3.2 ZALRFHIEIER
MLSTHASE: 20 AR 73 T AR B — I R
o IR TIE YIS R 4r B0 7 A HEASCZE
{HARIEJERFLP . AFLP, RADP. RibotypingifJ&:

V@ORTR Y i ARVACEUTICAL A

PFGE, ARAN nJ b G 1l i 1 35 AL [R] ) () T, i BB
TDNAZAFHEAT A RIRROR 7 BRI HE LA AE S5 50
(B AT AH LIS ER Y, T MLST ) 3B X 42 2 ik
PRI 2 B 2 B, 308 ok %o 5 — T g /R A/ o 1Y)
LA GawIZe~111) kit CExR) A
BEAT Z BN TS50, P R S i B AL
PR, AR R R AR A — R AR
HMLSTAYECT, RIMZBERRAGSTRL, AR G pk ] F)
FRGERE K F N i 7 T B Y R IR 0 03 A
( Multilocus Sequence Analysis, MLSA ) SZEpETE
MLSTH e RAOEHE 755 B IS, A5
2 00 AH ] () — B W4 BR [T AE R MILS T )y 28 647
SATUEESE, IS AT BARSS IR, H HRTC A
[ BRI AAIMLS TR Z (https://pubmlst.org/ )
FEAEA W L JEAT B Y SE 5 21E, H19984F
Maiden 2555 AR ST N IR 28 B G ( Neisseria
meningitidis ) BETTMLST LK, pub-MLSTEHE
PEC WA T 1298 /A I UE YIMLST ) %8, 4540
FENBOARI2581T1 7%, r B RIK8T T #k

20054, Baldwin®F it T4 X Bee fMLST
FE, BHTNEFRIERatpD, gltB, gyrB. recA .
lepA . phaCHltrpBRYFH 434, ¥ 119k 408 T
O Bec BRI BR SN R 1 14ASTRY, B R /KSF- 9 43
R G5 Srec A-RFLPX I R 4F, HRBL T 441
Bee KA 44 WA SO, 4 5L I RYTRIB. &) 73 Ry
AW FE (Sublineages ) , Hip—f# )& I AT 44 1)
TaxonK'®, L BIIIRPB.cenocepaciaiti— 3 5
A A4 (Subgroups ) TIIA, TIIB, IIIC, TIID
PHEINE, ABce-MLSTHIEHAL LK, Beekh
B B3 S B ARHR S g MLST 43 #7 /F S~ — F o] &
1 2 5 S R B0 2 HA O X H R A R
X555 ((Average Concatenated Allele Sequence
Divergence ) /NT3%M}, FIHATRIACERFE, 5
DNA-DNAZLAE H K- H W 3 {E 709 %55
2.3.3 AJEEAMFEA

BEE T — AP HR I R A, IR
RERSMHEEHI RIS U E RN B IR R, AR
BRI —AECE TR, X IR0 25 53 2 iy
KeASH AL A o I NCBIKE R 45U PE A R
C FAZIY 5 BRI 1 Burkholderia Wk A 3410k, H:
L T BT AT BT A Bee KL . FED
FPHORG Ko Z T, AT AR AR W K P W )
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767

BRI ZDNA-DNAZAE I EE B AE, 70% 2 FhKF
YOE MR, BAE, 3T 24750 58
Frg—z: (Average Nucleotide Identity, ANI) 1%
F A — ANV A R 2 TR AR AR 3R B, 70%
FIDNA-DNAZLSZE X R A ANT R 95% ~ 96%' .
L5, DNA-DNAZLAZ FIANIE J 0 5
B b K 7 56 52 1 A bR i A, T
LG IMDNA-DNAZ S IR I E & 2 . FERT K,
FHFIEHEFEDNAZZE (digital DNA-DNA
Hybirdization, dDDH ) REf% F 4 2L A2 15 B
A TDNA-DNAZ A M, Yuan Jin%F i HL

T 116FEBee B 4 1) 42 3 K 41 H 10054~ 54 D[]
M, WHERZLEW, HXTLMAY16S rRNA
recA . hisAFIMLST/MLSAZ3#T, 24 1E T NCBIZUHE
PESERRIER, THRAEFK X5 A B {E X
[H] ANTF) L FRIE96%, FH1F AT i Bee R SR 2 h 36
e, Hrh24f% 5 B2 A 9244 Bee Pk F R 5 fE
i RAFXE R, H 4% BRI S e bR, A A R A
ITA . TIBRY 3 5 SR & T PR AN Sz (), i S i A
I, BIB.ctB A B a R0 26 . AR SEETT
AT BeeM 45 KV K e i W43

3 Bcc
I3% Y7 AL s Hae
= A% E (APL) W/ EIRAE, e (F & YRR E, SRENEMA G, T
3))) 1EIX G- Becilt 2% Ja /Fh
AAb¥sE (VITEK D) BRIB/ZJEFIA, BEHE (A JE /R BARHEARR, $EaRmARE, kKX
5l ) 4rBecilt 2 & Ik
AfbsEE (BIOLOG)  RE/ZAVEFIA, pH, #hik  JE/R#T BAREAIR, JCkX 5 BecliZ@/Fh
B, MwAsS (CEASh)
MALDI-TOF MS TR R PR AR/ S Al R U M 5 EE PR GR A BT
I, KA Bee ] ik B R4 2
LR A 16S rRNA TR AZ AR N K g X B.pseudomultivorans % g W 75 7E 7=,
recA DNA 5 2 fiff i KEHUHI Bee 8 Tk 2| FpoKF-
hisA PS5 U R A il KEZHBHI Beeli i il Ik F K
Riboprinter A ARNA-RFLP ( H3)) [k SIRBCR RAT, (RO S eSO Z B
THA
MLST/MLSA ZALSITHN I B Z A T H) Fhw XSG N VBRI 4
5 Hr
WGS I K LTSRS AR =
3 BURANE . e guEs i E T S, M s

AR A D AR ZE W OB 2, 2K
R, FRENREYIT, RIZRA, BRI
PIEiE KA S P R Z R SE R . 2
SE TR AR 22 1y e R B DR R p) 3 ik A i . AR
M R AR AR A RE 5 R AR 257l 4 A2 R
L MHBBON T ZITEZ —, RS E
AR IR AR B AT, BAMIRHR, X T 4EKF
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ws A AR RS e A R . SRR TR
PR TFshoe ik, e T ANREAE, b T i
PP YRR, (BB BAR R BE n . B i
AESRAT AV X 24 fi B AR S T AR AT IR A
ToI R S I R S KO A R BRI, AN
DGl IR AR T A . MALDI-TOF MSAE
I AE SRR S I A P S ik D L R

’?’ AR 2
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LR P ERA B A2 B bR, FEIG R AN 257 7l
FREIN T, (EX TR Ay, FLRBAE TN IR 4
IR PR . F PRI S (R HERA MR B S A AR T3 7
YEE, R T A T YL A SRR TR
MRS AP TR 22 5, T — LR T 1 55
B R o3 el A BE P 2RI P A5 ik, DAGK B4R B
MY H 1Y o AN RS 5E J5 X Bee I 3 e 7K1 K 7
PRERILERS,

Bee st —2RRENS 5 [ CF B PO fIL T AR
YU SR BOR TR, RS/ BUTE SR R TR T
I R TIR A 5T o BEE X BeclMRAIR A, T
HoRWE (7z) | AERRE (RRBEFIHZFh i —5
T, R | RIRZHMZY (FLeE ],
BB ) AORRE, 15 5 B TR KRS,
HAGWER:, TR, HEHE
() FH 25 2 2 e BB o Bee B SN 2547 M) 8 06
HERARTTEZ AR, B 70 H T Bee
5 e A O (A AR, IR A 2
TP X FBee 485 /3 RN 5 SRAFAE S — e 25
S, 2 A8 F T A B A M 2ok A AR T ER
BERGL, R2RE Y, (HARE st wItE
HORPE; 2000 B U R S e K R S S
KA, ARTTEEHAT A BIR ;255 B e
YhiEH AT R a2 BURAS, FRAVFRIE NS
AT MO N G TR 0 7 252 R A 25 A5 8K
Rk RIAH G AN T Y i 2 it 5%
YL H A A i AR 4 53 53 b . RRITIR o3
Mr. AFLPHIRFLPAE 772 X% Bee )% 52 N FH A7 1)
R, MR w2 A R E Y S e TR
FORTGREES, TEORIERBNE IR I AH N %5 2 /K- i
T, WP TRNA . A Sh LR R R TR
YO RIS E DL R oy REIR A s, XN
[Fi] () S48 5 e SR AR A O () 2 D R i, A S PR
o G S Bee kg S0 SR o3 A i 2B 7= Al
R A B R HES TR
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