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*ea EnA’

WE BV ASTERNSRY KR ER B ER S TR E D8 F EXRE %A DHAT A
A 4 (Antimicrobial susceptibility testing, AST). A#F % LA &l 7% fn 51 % (Mbrio parahaemolyticus, VP)
BRMmEY, UEHER. OHE. FEEZFREEVENRAENALR, XUAR T HAEDEKE
B AST 30478 & 4 % # % (Broth microdilution, BMD)AST =Wy M fe 45 4E, B B 7, T E
FROEHE R R R BRI 2 B Wk, 25 0E 4 M s ZxEC08 R ERAE, 2 /%7
% BT % s /N H % & (Minimum  inhibitory concentration, MIC)E #j & AX — % % (Essential agreement,
EA) & 100%, ETEAEE D&M #EmEKERE AST F 0l 28 MIC EEA L /NT BMD
AST WM E SR, KW BN EENREER TARNE, WK 5, WEWEKERERE AST
FENGRBEATEKERD N FHETEAETTNBRERE SN RARHNRE L, TH 8 s 2

B, REEE, APy, BmAAEgnn A% fx.
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BB 25 R T A28 . BERIPTER,
o T ot Z B B I 2546 S, SRI A AR LA R Y
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PERIINCE £ 48, 2014), BbAh, AZEIHAMhE ™ 54
T 16 S HE L A B A 2t K IR B B A WA e i R
PIRNEE P AN R RR BE B 520, AR AR A (2018) i 5%
FW, NLANTE XTI (Litopenaeus vannamel ) #5717 ) @l 7
MR (Vibrio parahaemolyticus, VP)EL &R T £
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E 2P, B, S T 8w B ia R es FoRd AR 2
B, KSR 2 ME s 2 BAES T, AT
SCELXASH Y, 25805 (Antimicrobial susceptibility
testing, AST) & H & 1 T H.( R BA4E, 2018),

AST SEFETE B SAFTT DI i 25 40 i 3 A8 KA
AEIRE IS, BT T R PR 45 Bl A: R i
(BT 2 )RR EE, DAdE R R IE A R AN S
i, WA TRAEZ Y it | A5 2 DL SRR
T 24 f149 362 5 R A% 4% %5 (van Belkum et al, 2019), 22 JiL )
AST AT IE H bR Ak 2 6HE 41 M 5% 5% i 4E H
SR (R e B R B AST A5, N B3 (Wiegand
et al, 2008; Elmahdi et al, 2018), K-B 4L 5 1= (5K IE ¥
45 2014; WL 2018). E-test ¥(Syal et al, 2017)
S N IS 2 R Ty I, R B SR O I g
A RAK, ZERAT R T R IR ISk A, HR
Z Be W% ¢ 1 B /N B0 B € B (Minimum  inhibitory
concentration, MIC){H., {H&, ENIEATTEZERIN
Pere, 1 H A K (Schumacher et al, 2018), 4 T #2
AR, AR B TR A A B R HEA T 25 e v D
B R (— RO JE RS AST R hrs 2] T8 &
B, tbn, JEF P i (Schoepp et al, 2016) A1l 7
(Boolchandani et al, 2019)8; Aotk 5L A (1 7
EEAE T, TR AR SRR, MRS AST
I R T IE IR A N N R s o N T 22 S
RN Z R Z R, FEHA AST Kz
A HREAS B Wik B ARPi Ak R AFTED TR AT REE
HPHPEZE SRR SR A TR R I AL AST il 75 k7 LA
I53IF (van Belkum et al, 2019), &N AREZ H MIC 18,
ok HAEAR Al B 2 n T, T ELAEAE 9 ]
Bimo WL, HARTEE TR R B AST 6l
T MR ol <4 R 1fE”(Schumacher et al, 2018;
Avesar et al, 2017).o ] J2 He b Fi 56 [ 1 PR R 52 36 2 A
i Pr 23 (CLSI) il %€ 19 A5 HE 1) 5 i A ¥ i B (Broth
microdilution, BMD)j%(Wiegand et al, 2008)5 2 7F 4
BRI N R T T Z AT,

J T AR R ASTIIRCR AR, B T 3L o b ks
WIrkz ok, B2 pEo0 8 h AR Rt B 09 A s ik JT
J%(Schumacher et al, 2018; Zhang et al, 2019), HH1,
WEFE TR I P e B ) AR o AT L 53 TR 7 4 0 T ke
AW HE A B 2 ik B R O %% B (ODME) 5 (Zhou et al,
2018; Vourli et al, 2017; Hayden et al, 2016)F1 & f#%
£ (Fredborg et al, 2015), ARG T FWR2E,
THERT DL RS B RMICIE T B R
ST [ SR AST i, B RRAK T HAEA 1

STERRE, &2, Hrp, iiEE 2O H LK
T an Ak B sh{Y#5 1 1H(Zhou et al, 2018; Hayden et al,
2016). 2RI, HETEA3NHEZEMWE: )AHRIEIA
N, JCE L P MIC(E 5 CLSI BMDi% P45 R W)
G — P IE s 2)0 T & SN AR A, HELL
ZHETT AR T AL T Rt A
YUK RLF . VTP AE)FETE T HIAST(Zhang et al,
2019). R T ffd ik nl @, WF5E A AL T A E
ez i S AT AN T — R 2B AST e ——
A W K AR I (Zhang et al, 2018).

AHIE 5T LA PR 58 R K 7 it S5 A R R OC T Y
VP (B4, 2018; B RF4AE, 2019; Bonnin-Jusserand
etal, 2019) A, DL RIBEE 2R (E M) .
PO (A ERE) . HERB-WBE)FEIETD A
(B2 A ACREYUAE R, MR SE TiAEY K
1A% AST M1 CLSI BMD AST ¥ BTEEHFAE .

1 #MBERFZE
11 &%, UEMHEEERS

SEH P B VP EMR(ACTT17802)08 TAbmt |
KR AR A E AR AR, 4 BRO B VP RSG5
B4 20150709009-1 . 20140829005-2 . 20150718005-1
F1 20150705007-2, i 4 43 25 F & PLAATEXT IR )
JFBRAR , 5 3k FIXTER SR B MK o AR 55 5 IR AF
TSI Silva 55(2018), B U L5551 A TC
MIBEIE SR AR N AT, SR, B 100 pl S35 510k
A7 TE A B R £ #7462 192 15 AE R T (TCBS) 3 i ~F- A
I BT 200 pl PLYN TS R SR A Tt 7K X5 500 A 7E
TCBS BEhE - Lo K i 5 B A 30°C 1548
R EEFE . 85 2 RPN 5 Ao ik R v, A
TCBS P RIZk . 4385 3~4 W B A] 345 alifk 0 bk
WA b R EAT AR AL S o R 43 2 T R R AE T
—80°CUkAf 1,

Luria-Bertani(LB)};## 31 TCBS 3N H &
BRI AR Y AR A RA R = . NaCl 48 HAth {2
WA Ko bral, B A E 24 R A BRA
Al RIBEER. WHE ., HFHEZAMBIEYEW A IR
RIEERHA A

PR R A LI HEER A F A= 1) ZQZY-BG
RUPR T B5 32 R0 o A0 T 8% 37 WO % 2 (ODeoo am) oK
TU-1901 L8 AMAT UL 43 5606 BE (b 52 35 e AR
P BRZA EDINE L ¥ pH B PHS-3C 4 pH 1 ( 1
KRR A BRAA B 7= i) G2 o A PRIEAS 32 A1 K B 1)
15 YL, FERRAESIIGTE 10000 2435 O E N 5E M. —
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2 R 42 4%

WHETCHE 96 fLFIRKEE MU R T AR E (R A
FRA ™ . BMD SEE 45 5k &R )& HDR-CX405
B B EGAL(H AR . U A K AR AR AST
SIS R A58 A BA B 1 L ZHER K HIE eDAQ HLF
1Y) TIPSR PAS R TER a7 Ja R N R 57 A =
k5 mm. BEER 0.4 mm AY—IRMEKE K
NORELL 2 v 32 [ 7™ i o 175 I 11 B by 5 M B R4
AR A=

1.2 LA

121 @m@xAFEE  LERRANEIFEQ019)
17 R R FUE 8 VP i F 43 B3 TR AR A—80°C vk A
R, fE TCBS [ AR 373K b A R 2 b 471
b, TERFAE DT 30°C FH55% 24 h, PRHUEFRTETE
A E LB AR 3239 (& 3% NaCl), 35CHRw it
W o LM TE ODeoo nm TELRAF AN W, I T
Bk #EATEIE (Zhang et al, 2018),
122 WAMAKRERE AST £k PLE 82 i
FART-RIBE B, SR A KA IR AR A T
AST SZEG T 45 TARALIE DL A 3R

1) il 0.25.0.50.1.00.2.00.4.00 1 8.00 mg/ml
)R T 2 25 A5 TR o

2) KRN KA LB WA R MR 2
510" CFU/ml /& M1 £ .

3) RF LR 2 R0 it 45 TR K B LB A8 77 3, i

Hil 1.5 mlf VPIEFRBAL 70y, Hoh, JHER 2R E R
H15x10° CFU/ml, ik & ML 380 (FHPEXT
H). 2.50., 5.00, 10.00. 20.00. 40.007180.00 pg/ml.,
HU1.3 mliZ 2 50 55 37 W50 3 T JC T AR 8 2 A 74K
WA, ARG R B BRE E

4) FHCT AR, %A 1.3 ml (¥ LB HiAR;
FRFEAE A BT B

K FA W AT AR E AT ASTSE 3 1) T AE 7
HEELE L, K 7EE 35 °C(Elmahdi et al, 2018)
LIRS ThAE K, RGH BBAL Ak /Y (Zhang et al,
2018) BB i % J2 MHz, il Ha R K16 V), L
120 s Ay Asf (i) ] 53 328 S8 2 S G 00 A8 H 355 % V0 10 A 1 2
WLHL R (NACV) AR R, 320 he REEENACVAS
RrFem e, B VPRYSHEI A K2k . 24k & BLVP
AR, RPRBAZ A B 58 i, %R PR R
W JEMIC{E (Elmahdi et al, 2018),

i AR [R] AL BRI 5 VP X DU K . 58 & MR
V0 B ABURE , E, DUBR ARG SR AR
0.50, 1.00. 2.00. 4.00, 8.00 1 16.00 pg/ml; 4%
RAEB SRR A TE N 0.04, 0.08, 0.16, 0.32,
0.64 F1 1.28 mg/ml; Bi& VD BAERE TR AR R
31.25.62.50.125.00.,250.00.500.00 F1 1000.00 ng/ml .,
WEARFERR UL, SR 3 ASFAT 5 BHHE X BN B 4 %o
B T R AIE 20 D 34 1 1E 5 5 5 S R R R B pk
ANEET5 G

0
(0.02

S — — —r T —r
e e e

B R A AR R L AT AST PIE #Y TARR &

Fig.1

1.2.3 BMD AST %% BMD AST L 55#% i CLSI
QQO10YEFEM kAT . FETCIH 96 FLAR A1 HmA
180 pl AR B (5%10° CFU/ml), 7£ A2~A11 3£ 10 4>
LRI A 100 ul [ BEREM B 17 AL FLHm

Diagram of microbial growth sensor-based AST assay

A 20 pl % BEH 6400.00 pg/ml 1R IBEE Z WL 1B,
SRJE MIZFLHEL 100 wl AWINA A2 FL, FRILEAE
BT LU BEPU A R 2 A10 (FR4% A10 FLAREUH
) 100 plIRGW); A& RABEERM AL FLIE N FHME:



FEMEI A PR WA AR R 24 B 00 D 12 55 ol PR R B X FEBIF 5T 41

iR ERIIR

Preparation of samples

FrFRfiRE 20h
Incubation in incubator for 20 h

PR HE MIC fH
Determining MIC based on turbidity

El 2 BMD iE#E47 AST Wl 9 T AR 7R 2
Fig.2 Diagram of BMD-based AST assay

SR, S5 HC 100 pl JCHE LB AKES FRILHA A12 FLIE
BT R AnARRRER UL, SCEh 3 ANFAT . K
% 96 FLARCE TR 3R, T 35C NIRRT 20 he
B R, TR HIR AR A ok B 0 A 25 SRR R AR
[ AF 5T VP X UIRER | 5 % 2 AR 2 1T 24
L, Horb, DU | R AR B i
435124 128.00. 1280.00 1 8.00 pug/ml,

1.3 HiEALE

A B A KA IS AT BMD 5256 T 3Kk MIC i AH ]
WAHZE 1 DRI A FEAS—S(Essential agreement,
EA); FH2E+2 FI+3 ASFRREEE YR 18/ 52 (minor
Error, mE); AH2E+3 MREEEELL I B B4R (Major
Error, ME),

2 HRESH

2.1 JRIEEHE ATCC 17802 ZiHI LI 5 R

VP B BRACEIE S LB MR RE 77 2 h i fig
J18EFE W) K58 TR T o0 e 5 Ak by v T MRS 1)
SR . . WA, JCHLERAE, P S
R FH AR A R 12 Al = R A U 48 AE 40 SR X R R
HPERE AR L, IR 2Z X R R RIAE R, B AT A5 3 4=
KBl Iy 2E 2 o MR KRS 37 3 hAE A W BT AR 25 L i
2 i P 184 5 /A T s i A A it 2R 14 3l 0 2 S 5 Can i
BT RKAERKERE . B RAKES), XN E,
AR L3 2= S8 AR IR AT G R e R i AR
FTCE D A E FRCR , J& A E I A K AL s
AST ¥ TAE 53 (Zhang et al, 2018), & 3 frs,
M LB AR IR I P A B RIS LT (P
Xif R, Bl A AL SR R i SR W VP A AR KT
TERL) S B2 (K1 3A1. & 3B1. & 3C1 #1¥ 3D1),

LS OD {E T4 (Qiu et al, 2017)., #fhX 1 S il
Z(Yang et al, 2005)—#F, Mixz S #hZ b LAJy {8
HuAS IR I | s RO L g R I A
ME LK SH TR, R At 3%
A 120 s, i3 5= T OD {12k (20 min)(Qiu et al, 2017)
A i S 28 (5 min)(Yang et al, 2005). -5 FH X} 1
XTI P BF P %o A 2 45 SR 3R I, RIS A i 3R A7
16, JCHER VP ATCC 17802 Y LB WA 5% F5 St A 2>
TR L R A A (B R Ao R A% S e 0 A S 3
2k, ULIK 3A8. K 3B8. K 3C8 1K 3D8),

MEEFEREPA 2.50 F1 5.00 pg/ml RAREE R, i
HZE N VP ATCC 17802 A=K BYRE 71 Bifi 25 e B 1) 388 Jin
TidgssE , (A FORIE RN, JLT N AE ) d K5
(& 3A2 FIE 3A3), 7ERABEZEMREH 10.00,20.00
40.00 711 80.00 pg/ml I}, f& RGN 45 2R 55 BT IR
gER (1K 3A4, K 3A5. & 3A6 FilE 3A7), £
YT AR e i, BT, RARE R X VP ATCC
17802 ) MIC 4 10.00 pg/ml.

MBS LA 0.50F11.00 pg/mlry PURRZER), Hi
HEZIH VP ATCC 1780248 K 1Y BE 1 Bifi 5 ¢ JiE 1) 18
TINGRE SR, NERREE G A s s, i L B
B R A KR (FEI3B2AIKI3B3) . 78 PUBR E W 42.00
4.00, 8.00F116.00 pg/mlit, {% IRk 25 5 55 B M
X R gE L —FE(KI3B4 . EI3BS. KEI3B6HIKI3BY), #
AP Y A K B e 2 i, R, DU ERZE XS VP ATCC
17802 MIC 472.00 pg/ml.

MEEFERPAE 0.04, 0.08, 0.16 1 0.32 mg/ml 7
TR, PrAEZME VP ATCC 17802 4= K AYfiE /1 kit
U BB R, H FUR IR, TP AR
i 5 AC 4 A 1 (8] 3C2. & 3C3. &l 3C4 FiIE 3C5),
TEHBREE N 0.64 mg/ml B, (LR S5 R %
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Fig.3 Antibiotic susceptibility testing of VP against kanamycin (A), tetracycline (B), penicillin V (C)
and enrofloxacin (D) with the microbial growth sensor

A HHZE 1~8 XF R RAREE R MRE 43518 O(FHEXTFR) . 2.50, 5.00, 10.00, 20.00, 40.00. 80.00 1 0 ng/ml(BH X IR);
B: ih4k 1~8 XF 5 PUBRZ MR 4350 O(BHHEXT HR) . 0.50., 1.00. 2.00, 4.00. 8.00. 16.00 F1 0 pg/ml(BHHERTI);
C: Bk 1~8 X 5 B IR A9 O(FHAEXT HE) . 0.04. 0.08., 0.16. 0.32, 0.64. 1.28 il 0 mg/mI(BAHEXFHR);
D: £k 1~8 XhR BV B 543 o O(FHMEXTIR) . 31.25. 62.50, 125.00, 250.00. 500.00. 1000.00 11 0 ng/ml(BA#:%}1d)
VP growth curves, from 1 to 8 in the presence of (A) kanamycin at concentrations of 0 (positive control),

2.50, 5.00, 10.00, 20.00, 40.00, 80.00 and 0 pg/ml (negative control); (B) tetracycline at concentrations of 0 (positive control),
0.50, 1.00, 2.00, 4.00, 8.00, 16.00 and 0 pg/ml (negative control); (C) penicillin V at concentrations of 0 (positive control),
0.04, 0.08, 0.16, 0.32, 0.64, 1.28 and 0 mg/ml (negative control); (D) enrofloxacin at concentrations
of 0 (positive control), 31.25, 62.50, 125.00, 250.00, 500.00, 1000.00 and 0 ng/ml (negative control)

W1, 20 h ERARTE AL S AUfZR, SR A g E K
(K 3C6), FEHRRWE N 1.28 mg/ml i, 1L/
o 25 5 55 M B R —FE (1B 3C7), REILIE T
ARSI, i, RIFEEERXT VP ATCC 17802
) MIC 4 1.28 mg/ml,

MRS A 31.25F162.50 ng/mUBIETS B I, BT
HEZIMEH VP ATCC 1780248 K 1Y BE 1 Bifi e FF 19 184 in
e, (AR RPN , JLFAS 52 M 5 K MG 5
(KI3D2FIE13D3), 75 RARE R W 24125.00., 250.00,
500.00F11000.00 ng/mlIff, & ERESAS I 285 5 55 BH 4 %F
TR 25 A (K13D4 . KI3D5. KI3D6FIEI3DT), M
YR A K e e, Him, BV 2 XFVP ATCC

17802 MIC>4125.00 ng/ml,

K H BMD #47T AST SCH0 () BRI Z5 S LI 4, R
T3 R R R s TR) AN [R) o A MIC Y 22 5% (Tang et al,
2013; Tsukatani et al, 2012), BMD AST SZH 4% F )15
B 8] 5 A 4 A R AR TR 2 0 B R R 5 4 — 31
(20 h), HE 4 LA, FIBER. WHE, 5%
ZMBEET B X VP ATCC 17802 By MIC 43591k
10.00 pg/ml, 2.00 pg/ml, 1.28 mg/ml 1 62.50 ng/ml,
BMD 32l %€ Fir 5 2] 1Y MIC {2 A 9 A R AL Tk 1k
AR 1/2 WREE; 2 Fhor il Frfs At 3 i
I MIC HZEEW A Ft, X 2 Ff AST Il 255
i EA 24 100%; mE il ME %5 0%,
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e

= il |

K4 BMD BEIlE B #5 Hi bk ATCC 17802 X R IRE £ (A).
PUFRE(B). 8 H (C)FIIH YD 2 (D) i fUk
Fig.4 Antibiotic susceptibility testing of VP against
kanamycin (A), tetracyclines (B), penicillin V (C)
and enrofloxacin (D) with the BMD assay

3APATEES T, 96 fLik 15 11 A IAPEXS IR, 58 12
SRR, A5 1 5SS 10 51 RIBEZEWRERIK
4 640.00, 320.00, 160.00, 80.00, 40.00. 20.00, 10.00,
5.00. 2.50 A1 1.25 pg/ml; VAR ZEWEERIK R 128.00, 64.00.
32.00, 16.00, 8.00, 4.00, 2.00, 1.00, 0.50 F1 0.25 pg/ml;
TR 2 MK YR 1280.00, 640.00, 320.00., 160.00 ., 80.00
40.00, 20.00, 10.00., 5.00 F12.50 pg/ml; BiF b 5wk B H
XM 8.00.4.00.2.00 F1 1.00 pg/ml, 500.00,250.00.125.00,

62.50., 31.25 i1 15.63 ng/ml
Testing is conducted in triplicate. In 96-well plates,
samples loaded in line 11 and line 12 are positive and
negative controls, respectively. From line 1 to line 10: the
concentration of kanamycin is 640.00, 320.00, 160.00, 80.00,
40.00, 20.00, 10.00, 5.00, 2.50 and 1.25 pg/ml; the
concentration of tetracycline is 128.00, 64.00, 32.00, 16.00,
8.00, 4.00, 2.00, 1.00, 0.50 and 0.25 pg/ml; the concentration
of penicillin V is 1280.00, 640.00, 320.00, 160.00, 80.00,
40.00, 20.00, 10.00, 5.00 and 2.50 pg/ml; the concentration of

enrofloxacin is 8.00, 4.00, 2.00 and 1.00 pg/ml, 500.00,
250.00, 125.00, 62.50, 31.25 and 15.63 ng/ml

22 B VPEHRMGHIEER

DLy 85 A F% 5 20 58 1 20k VPRI B8 B AR WA b
2R VPR Y, SR R 3R 9250 58 A AR ) Y
SRR GE E AT AR YA R A USRI AR A
SRR 2 25 R W], R IR EE Z %43 B VPR AR I MIC
{E 5 F1M2.50~10.00 pg/ml, FEAS b %[5 F M Il i
Ay B E #%(1.00~8.00 pg/ml)(Hollis et al, 1976); PUFR
FX 5B VPR MR I MICE 5 120 1.00~32.00 pg/ml,
Ho, 38k B (20150709009-1 , 20150718005-1 Fil
20150705007-2) 1) MIC {6 5 3C #k )% 18 2 A& — 5
(1.00~2.00 pg/ml)(Hollis et al, 1976; Lopatek et al,
2015), K B F FL44 7 XTI 1) 20140829005-2 5 1 Bk
MICTH = — B s 158 R4 344 B VP BRI
MICTH#B/E160.00 pg/ml, Z{H 5Hollis% (1976)1 %
B(>128.00 pg/m)W) & PEREAF, (HXTIREE 7 B B bR
201507180051 MIC{H 4140.00 pg/ml; B0 B2 X 4
B VPR B AMIC{E Y il }62.50~125.00 ng/ml, iEf
FRoqueZ5(2001) /43 (0.45 pg/ml). BMD ASTilll &
MICHE FEAR I 5 f0AE W AR K AL SR 0 5 25 SR W)
s UE . (B A 245, XF20150718005-15 4355
Wk, BMD ASTll % V¥R 2 (I MICIE & AE A K
L IR I 2 25 R 1245 5 XF20150705007-25 53 25 1
P, BMD ASTllE % % R MIMICTH 2 A WAk K A%
TR 5 2 SR 213

F1 WEMERKERFZEZNBMD EMNE VP 2 BEHMN FRER. O ER. FEXRMRBELENGFRELER
Tab.1 Invitro susceptibilities of VP isolates to kanamycin, tetracycline, penicillin and enrofloxacin
as determined by the microbial growth sensor based AST assay and BMD assay
Tk g2 Vg MIC {& Value of MIC(pg/ml) EA (%)
No. of isolates Antibiotics Tl A B A KA SR 1 Microbial growth sensor e [ % # B BMD
20150709009-1 R7B% % Kanamycin 2.50 1.25 100
PUILF 2 Tetracycline 1.00 0.50 100
FH 5 & Penicillin 160.00 160.00 100
BT B Enrofloxacin 0.0625 0.0625 100
20140829005-2 FJB% K Kanamycin 10.00 10.00 100
PUIFZE Tetracycline 32.00 32.00 100
A & Penicillin 160.00 160.00 100
R Th 2 Enrofloxacin 0.1250 0.0625 100
20150718005-1 KJF%5 % Kanamycin 10.00 10.00 100
PUIFZE Tetracycline 1.00 2.00 100
T8 & Penicillin 40.00 40.00 100
Bt b & Enrofloxacin 0.0625 0.0625 100
20150705007-2 KR K Kanamycin 10.00 10.00 100
PUILF 2 Tetracycline 2.00 2.00 100
FH & Penicillin 160.00 320.00 100
BT B Enrofloxacin 0.0625 0.0625 100




44 oo B o i )R %42 %
3 3tip — i, I, IS MR RS Bk g, e T

YNGR G FERT , BT BRACIAE FDRE 35 57 3 b &
HLRE 7 8825 1Y K A 7 B SR B (A B2 L) . R
JUR . WESE )G AL o0 it A EL S PR A /NS R (A
B . WELOBR . JCHLERAE), PRI TR A W S
H458 (Varshney et al, 2008) ., i 1 % F B 2R A A 42 fh
2 H G A 0 4 7E 1 SR X 5 F M B 1 AR AR D T 4
il SR A A B i £ T RS SR e B AR
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Abstract

Antimicrobial susceptibility testing (AST) is of great significance to the assessment of

environmental health of fisheries, clinical applications, epidemiological research, etc. Here, the merits of
an automated microbial-growth electrical-sensor-based AST method are compared with the standard broth
microdilution (BMD) method, using Vibrio parahaemolyticus (VP) as a microorganism model, and
tetracycline, kanamycin, enrofloxacin, and penicillin V as antibiotics model. Results show that the
essential agreement of the minimal inhibitory concentration (MIC) obtained with the two methods is
100%, for both standard and isolated VP strains. The MICs obtained with the automated microbial-growth
electrical-sensor-based AST method are no lower than those obtained with the BMD method, indicating
that the senor is more sensitive than visual detection in identifying critical values. In addition, a dynamic
sensorgram of the automated microbial-growth electrical-sensor-based AST provides more detailed

information on the antibiotic activity at different growth stages. Because of the outstanding merits of
sensitivity, efficiency, and user-friendly operation, microbial-growth electrical-sensor-based AST is a
promising method that can be applied widely in the future.
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