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A Comparison Study on the Application of
Plasmid Profile Analysis , Phagetyping and
Antimicrobial Susceptibility Testing to the
Epidemiological Investigation of Typhosaid
Xiao Qianlin, et al.,Anshun District Sa-
nitary and E pPidemic Station, Guizhoy

Province

Plasmid profile analysis, pPhagetyping and
antimicrobial susceptibility Pattern have been us-
ed to analyse the strains of S. typhoid isolated
during the epidemic haPpened in O-ctober, 1985
and in the pPeriod of spring-summer, 1986 in An
Shun Prefecture of Guizhou Province, In combi-
nation with epPidemiological analysis, it was sh-

own that plasmid profile analysis and Pphagety-
Ping Proved useful methods in detecting the cha-
racteristics of prevailing strains, In terms of fin-

. ding the coincidence with the epidemiological da-
ta and easiness of pPerformance, Plasmid profile
as found better than pPhagetyping, But the antimi-
crobiol susceptibility pattern gave an unsatisfac-
tory result,

According to the result of plasmid Pprofile
analysiss, it was clearly seen that the strain clone
witn 100Md plasmid was the main causative age-
nt for the epidemic, And strains with phagety Pen
M1 were found the principal pathogens for the epi-
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demic on the basis of phagetyping., The same
strains still caused sporadic typhoid in 1986, But
it was also found that there were some other str-
ain clones causing isolated cases,

Key words Plasmid profile analysis-
Phagetyping Antimicrobial susceptibility
pattern Salmonella typhoid
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