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Microfluidic chip and mass spectrometry-based detection of bacterial antimi-

crobial resistance and study of antimicrobial resistance mechanism

ZHANG Dongxue, QTAO Liang
Department of Chemistry, and Institutes of Biomedical Sciences, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China

Abstract Bacterial antimicrobial resistance (AMR) is a globally serious problem that threatens public health
security. Misuse and abuse of antibiotics cannot achieve the effect of treating bacterial infectious diseases, but
will trigger the SOS response of bacteria, exacerbating the evolution of bacterial AMR and the spread of resistant
bacteria. This article focuses on antibiotic-resistant bacteria, briefly introduces the pathogenesis of bacterial AMR
and SOS response, and systematically summarizes the determination and mechanism study of bacterial AMR
based on microfluidics and mass spectrometry. This article provides theoretical basis for AMR-related drug target
mining and new drug development, aiming to develop new methods for rapid detection of bacterial AMR and new
methods for bacteria inhibition, and promote the diagnosis and treatment of clinical bacteria infectious diseases.
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AL, JosE R AR DT s b — A EE AT LT
Ja TNEDT LRIt SR, 4 E R AE R
PR T 250, B R AR R RCR BRI, B4
PR B 1R YT S BT RIME . 20 20 30 4F:
PR 2 40 AR, B U BT 0 A 2R 24 114 ()
SUAE 2 I 55— ST TR 25 W Bt e S 25 ) R R N
W HHEAS A, 5308 200 T G 46 % €955 % 3K TR (Staphy-
lococcus aureus, S. aureus) ¥ X FEH1 4= & 7= A it 24
PR 3R I8 3] T 20 s KM, 20 4D 60 4F
RGN B R JF R AR KT
B —4F 5t P T B A PE AR S, aureus (MRSA) )
riE"™

20 TR T 24 P NN B ) T R 4
SR I SR JCE IR T 24 T A IR B P A
B B AR AR PRI G, B TR R A (R e
R YT SEA T BN IR ST IR R), 5800 & 95 2 00
FETZH, IF HIE I T AEBE Y 2 FHP . B nig = e 2%
e LGN T 25 B AE T U H 2 2 AT TP G4 =
2 AR R ZH VRN 88 B, ™ 1 3 20 A fit
B . M4 The Review on Antimicrobial Resistance 1Y
I8, A 2014 4 3] 2050 4F , Hh 0 A= P i 245 1 52
184 BRI P AR BB AR 2R R ik 100. 2 542 3560T, O
HAAEFH 0007 NHFET, AR FBOR %
il 55 B 0 BY Antibiotic Resistance Threats in the
United States, 2019 45 F0 , BRAF7E 5 B &4 #H it
280 7 BT R 2505 R A IR AL 1), O Hoos
ik 35 000 ABET,

1 AEMZMES SOS & A

FU I8 Ao A R Y e A AL T AR A T 2
PR (1) 7020 T e (R S L 7 b & AR Y 1 R R
AR ] LA A B0 B A 20 A i 254 < (2) nT A2 B Y
B ICER , QTR AN B R (A B 75 ) L 8 2 K7
e [N e M 1o R 7 240 TR M A 22 ) e R T 2 B [,
S5 MEE T, DT (8 240 TR AR A TR 25 3 X . fERZ
BB LT, HUAE 208 00 T ) #1802 51 R AR
o D BRI 24 4 77 A A e LA BT T AR R
AR P, DGR 1 &0 B 1S 24 4 1) 7 A M 24
4k .

AL T R I SR H BB N A 2
K22 DNA 5 0518 52 52 B (SOS L) , HIR4701R ) A
PEAT FR X b S ST AL PR LR N E T A R AL

FE 25 PR 77 2 o LexA (PHLi& ) F1 RecA (157
PRI ) ZE 18 57 SOS Sz j e G SR FH , 42 1fil SOS 2
H IR, 7E DNABEE MIENL T , RecA 715 T
SOS f b R B FEAEH], LIRS 5 DNA B2 A
KA £ A SOS FE M, e U RecA, fif LexA il
il PR -2 16 J1175 T SOS W i iy 35 (R s 24 3
SOS Jz W7 i #%"7. RecA 413 (14 SOS S I 7 111 5 Wi
AR B AR R BOE ORI i RO, AR Z R
KPR MR N 2D BT 778 R, B- N %
FehiAE R AR LU S A T & A SOS U .

Y0 T 25 22K SOS [ I AE KR | il —Fh
TRBL., SOS J2 W 38 1 75 DNA $5i 47316 52 1+ 72 b il
2 L5324, > A TR A 53 2R 52 S0 T (E A A 9k 2
ARG, 22 R4 A . il fi FH B- I ERE
B SEiINE b N B e R A 1
SRR U YU RIRE R BB AE R R
B SAFE T2k, Braga SFGY TR [RE A
TR 1Y) B- N B e s i A 3R S AB A I 15 5 K R
75 B (Escherichia coli, E. coli) AR} [a] R Z2ARTE %
Bl 12, R LA TR 40 L 1Y) 25 AR A A7 % i I ] A
PUAERWE I . Yao 5"k BLB- M B 2 bt
JTE B i A5 iy A0 At T 2 A b i 1) &4
Ab T AR, FT RE LA , AT RETE T AR AR 5K
RRENEHIRS o AN, 2800 22 4K 40 T 40 g ] LA
P22 ARAR R By K HE AN KERR I 43 24, 77 A6 T 25
FAE 22 R A ™ T HL, 4 P B S AR L RE
{6 ARG 200 T 0T 0 A 2R Y 40 B, o — RS Bl 40 B R
52 B PR AR R Y ST R

2 BUEEAEAN T E /R A

J 3 e — o T SR, ARl A 27 ) S5 4 Jo i
FORE B 72047 X o TS A SR BB v A BRI
RGN0 38 PR S A, A 2R W A S T )
13 BT o A A o | 2 ) Ik 4 T
T, 2 BRI M D00 Lt S i PR 12 W 25 U Y
BPBTH . W T 400 0 B 058 0 i G 45 ik
Jo il O A W 8 1A R AT I ] (matrix assisted
laser desorption/ionization time-of-flight, MALDI-
TOF) [l | L 525 2§ 71k (electrospray spray ioniza-
tion, ESI) 5 i | i JF 2 5 % (ambient mass spec-
trometry ) 55 o 5 1% B A 73 M 40 BT AT LS B4
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AT A R PR AR B BB A P T 0 BT 24 P A D R T 25 B 5 697

TR 2 E TS 24 A A 5 R b DX 20 A R T 24 1 A
M2 (A 1)

'@\*@;‘Wé‘w
L7 %
7,
it d Kh&
AR % %
MALDI-TOF é%f%
=1
z N i
b X ESI .
* K
W
7, &
By &
PN
%’5%7&%

B 1 35T i A 20 B AGI K it 2 L AT 5T
MALDI-TOF : 5 53 %7 Bh 8% i W 28 A6 CAT RS H] 5 AMR : Bo A it
25tk

2.1 MALDI-TOF i ##m) 4n

MALDI AR A —Ff 35 41 P& 8 11 5 o5 53 A 46
YA Y 7 B R | R AR,
25 o7 FH I R 9 5 R AN 25 7 1T [
AT T4 2 Y U 53

TE T A W) % € J7 T, Bruker #fE H} T Biotyper
CA system 1 i AL AL #S , 2 & MALDI-TOF Fa &Y |
Bk BUEERY, MALDI-TOF 5 3% 32 246 I Y 2
0 B A AZ AR B 1, TR RS R A B LA R 1Y
T o e nT DLSEER AN B 1 IX A g . Al
H Bruker [ Biotyper % 5 2% [G AT B 21 7 2455
5 BD ) BD Pheoenix H sl {4 Y 2 GitH Hu i 45 %
THNAERG. BD Phoenix & 52 % E MEW XA W S
I FNBE K43 38 83% 1 75% , T Biotyper %
FEMETR R0 90 93% 1 82% . 57355 & B 7 i bk
HI, MALDI-TOF Jii i 38 n] %t & 220K R Hh i = 9
AT YEE o Zhu SR Y 5E T G P8 05 RN G R4l K
() MALDI-TOF Jot i A5 W v | B 42 M i 35 27 o 4l
AR EARANTE , 28 J5 R BT S 20 A7 Al Ao ) FRAIE 22
8 000 CFU/mL. A TA1BN 5 £t & T 3T MALDI-
TOF J5 3% X 43 i 245 B AN AUER BT 14 38 7 152 Tio,
A8 i 1 SR 1T DLAE DG Al T DR 4 BT 1 R A
P e 20 A B PN 2 3 ) R B A0S, DT A T 3]

Z WA, -5 T MALDI-TOF Jif i 1 4 R
BEORE o ot R 5k, AT LA e R X i 5 R PR g
T2k 240 T L A T 245 2 1 SRR K R A, X R
a1 P T e DA S R A A v ARG DN i 245 £ 11 A 7
T FH T PR IX 43T 245 240 RN A T 24 4 R [
SLE RN RE o MBSk 0T R AT LU T I O
B TE s 25 B
2.2 ESLR##n 208

{5 JH ESTBTHE AT LB He 6 240 1 40 204 A6 )
I3MT o ELHA I A0 T A0 B I B Y AR Ok
TN AR A — 2L IE B 1 FAAE 1999
4F , Goodacre S5 YCHRIE 1 W EST BT 3% % 5 >
PG B M T R =2 G B M T o 5 4 i ) o & P
%€ . Vaidyanathan Z5%H ESI i B #5307 36 #R A1
1 2 J AT R (Bacillus) 16 YR 84T AR L5 7Y
AN KRR o SRS O v L IRIIIE i 4
AR BENS S BAXS A F ZE AT 1A (Bacillus subuilis ) %
FE IS T AR PRS- A IX 53

X 20 G R i AT UL BN AN AT D3R AR 24k 1Y)
L7k = TN (SR RD B3NP NE R WA R
B I 55 A 1 ZE A (R, T P IR R R A
TR LA 200 TR A0 L 0 R BB A T Y
PRI SR IR B VR UGR I e S Ak A 130 Ik B ™,
HEATEE B2 43, AT 3R AS 5 5 B9 240 B 2R 1A
o FHEET EST 1% 4 85 1 0 20 2 7 325 K6 40
TR0 B0 AR 3R AT DR S 5 , RTLA S BN T 24 TR Y
Y5E o Chen S5 AR F AL 2 BRI 1 4 Bk
25 25 W AT B ( Campylobacter jejuni, C. jejuni) 5315
R PU PR R FRIN D AL B- I B I S Bt 2B R Y it
2L E 5 T 2 M R AR I 45 ) — 2L, Blu-
menscheit S50 4 27 HOR 5387 7 7 Pl 245 7
AN) 1Y 29 R 73 Bk, B985 E. coli, i 48 3 TR A QT
(Klebsiella pneumoniae , K. pneumoniae) , B Iy BK 18
(Enterococcus faecium) 55 , H %@ BIAK 13/ M
P FRLRY 11 25 PR R o IR 24 A I T 1% Y
FABE VR SR 230 R 3K 98% F1100% . EST I
i T LA 3 G 00 40 T AR )i S5 R 4 e
W RE IR 2 A B R W 201 0 A R A T 2 A A I
2.3 BIF XA

i - 2 B F 1L i i% (ambient ionization mass
spectrometry , AMS ) 18 325 A6 W0 £ T A i 442 4 H3 19 <
AR S [ A S AN B S BT 2R TR i Y
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G, AT FH T L T ) B S0 R 0 PR g 2
FIJH AMS , B ] S 22 $5 40 B 4 DA A R
HEAT A R T R ) o A R Y AMS 4
F5 R HL 5 55 HL 5 (secondary electrospray ioniza-
tion, SESI) J5T 33 . fiff WK Fff i 153 55 5 -1k ( desorption
electrospray ionization, DESI) i 1 | 5 i B 322 43 #7
(direct analysis in real time, DART) B3  #Ge ink
L5525 25 74k (1aser ablation electrospray ionization ,
LAESD) J5i 3% 8500 41 18 -5 DY Yk U A B
(tetramethyl ammonium hydroxide, TMAH)IE &4
77 A A R R T R K i R R R, AR X — S B
Pierce 5N 2 TMAH A0 3 ) 4 & rh 4 i i) 20 i
RO E SO B AN LA TR, R DART Jt
TR0 4 4 TR T R A R T RO i R R AL
7 A B AR TR R (fatty acid methyl esters, FAME) .
XK H E. coli AR ANFERT T 1A (Coxiella bur-
netii) 1 £ BR 14 (streptococcus ) B FAME %) 3% £ W0
I, SEIAE TR AR BRARACE BRI So S5k i
TR AR P 4 B e T A0 B A A I R
W55 B T HEOAR (tip-DESD) , 5 8 71085 & 9%
S545, T DAl FRASE fil H DR S8 0 7 B 75 8 0 T
FROZRTR o ORE IR AR HR L A0 20 TR TR VR LR TR A
FA AR R A (AR T M R PR R B B ) 1Y
VR P L A A R R Y — IR
Wi b, FH DESTFEAT fff W AT F 25 o e i s 0 4
fIE 75 1~ XL % N [) LA B B 75 5 s 28 ) 7K fige /0 I 7R
MS/MS % &1, 5281 X 7 Bk 7 8 #4 T 0 240 T 14 26
IS4 E o Dean S5l H] LASELPE | B 2 30 53 A
S. aureus FE 2B B ( Pseudomonas aeruginosa,
P. aeruginosa ) 1Ay TR I AE W BE L, 73 A PO A R ZE TR
B AP S AL S F B R O, R SR ARG
TV R FHUAE R IR RCR G R

3 ETHAFEARTZEH TR

BT Rk ) AR 1 T A A A A 2 AT ER
CINDE 30 S R R Al 5 e e D SN 3 L B Y2
YRR EER AR . AEE AR R T 24
PR3 B 9 o T B, X6 2 TR 24 7 e 2B BIL A % F
G 2R R O S DA R 25 T Rk B B
X (&),

3.1 RO RAFEARBR a2 AL
Ao Wi 245 R DG 38 1 B = BE i A2 Ak AT DL S 3

XoF 230 AT 245 P B4 i o X6F T 245 A G 2 1 AR AE
A2 3 b A SR D AR RTINS 24 Dk 1 2 1 b 2
FREY 22 5 s BRI P AR RN TS | JF 5 R Z 5T
A R R A0 R R AT AR 1 SRR R R LR,
e 22 S A5 LR DI RE VA L DA S 3 AH S AL A A AT
FTo A A 5T 4 A R ) P R T T E pH A JEE
F18) 24 B P DK B AR 1 5 12 R A I AN ) A ot A
FREW2E 5. BUTE) 12 BT B S 5 T WA £ 3% e
B 7 3% (liquid chromatography-tandem mass spec-
trometry , LC-MS/MS) [ 25 1 BT 2 27 ok %50 o
FW H IR € T B A R D sE i AEERR
ICE B o ARICAE B 0 A4 A0 I R % vh i R
Fa 22 [A i Z #ric (stable isotope labeling with amino
acids in cell culture, SILAC) A4 Wbric ik, IS F
FrRic B 5 7 1Y [R] 7 2 2 i 2% AR i (isotope-coded
affinity tag, ICAT) FLH Fhric F 5 F 1 EB B 5 R
% (tandem mass tags, TMT) ffL2ERIC S o

Chua S5 FH ik vh SILAC &t 8 R4 2%,
i T 25 B8 R P. aeruginosa 1A= ¥ 9% B8 SV 7 HoBT
FIRME . T ZH TR 2R 40 5 R type TV pili
T8 B0 FE B 2R A SE Y A ) 0l B 0 vy , P o R
JEONLIE FCHT B TR 25304 o A AT A BRAE T 266 1A 2% 11
R, 5 type IV pili AR SC B HE F PilF RIS
ARG A 1 LasB #8235 . Hao S5/ H TMT
PricaE s H BT 7 5 s, BT 1 2 i
ZEM 25512 2519 K. pneumoniae T 1 1 85
Jdl e B T3 31N . 5 A RURTE
PRAH LL , 76 Z2 T 245 R R 12 Tiid 25 1 b 20 5l 4 247
346 DRISAFRE . FERARILE GO A5
HREL IR 5 B R H RH2 1S KEGG & 4R 4T s T
K525 5 B A2 H5IRZAEH K. pneumoniae Tif
R R

I3 — MR AR IC A B, AT AR W [FAL R
PRESAE N ERARE . Sharma 2549 fif F LC-MS/MS 43
M e 2620 B pa 4T b 75 55045 K. pneumoniae Y
EHRH ., HERWNEEZEREAETIENA
J& , %% BLAE DNA/RNA Wi B 2 11 B 75 2 M 25
S i 55 5 T () B VR 1 RIS IS . Monteiro
SN ] AR R I L UK S R AR 2 S R 22 B
JR 2R 2 )5 2 WE IR R B2 p A SR 7 T 3
B- W T W il E. coli (ESBL-E. coli) 5 7 5 Il 18 114
ESBL-E. coli Z[8] , LA ST 25 (1) E. coli TR AK 5 TS
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AT A R PR AR B BB A P T 0 BT 24 P A D R T 25 B 5 699

MY E. coli TRRZ 18], 40 i 5 2 AT A AR R Y 22 57
—LSEHUIE R F A0 B- N B i CTX-M-1 A1 TEM, L
B 55 S A B 5C B 8 1 R K- 0K . Balboa
ST T e A P o 2 S R A 24 TR A AR
TR BT IR IR R A 2 1 22 57, 4 7 5 B T i IR
MIVEFIBLE . Ah AT BE i B 2R R T s Y
i 245 T 25 K AR A AN S Al [R] . 32 ARk B2 BRI
Y BB B P. aeruginosa I EARBLAE B AN 2 i %
L K DNAAE SAH SCH 1Y b8, i feff v ik 32
RV BB P. aeruginosa £ EARBLLE mexCD-
opr) AMIEFE A 1 Fe k1,
3.2 AR FH AT 0 B o 2 B

KB A AR A i T A R
AR PR, ARG T B2 A AR
7 SRR S WA W) A M Bl A B SERF IR AS . T
ik 0 T LS B AR 2R 25 W) ) 3 A8 A T LA R 24
KA o Zampieri S FAEFE 0] AQH 2 7 7
M T E. coli £ Z2 Rt A2 R P31 B AC 5§
Wi S0, 75 1R A A o AR R M SO U
-5 - WL - B WE S UL X MV R R AR R
B gyrA BV 5 s 1 B2 D)RE . Liu 550 VF
FHARAE ) ARG 20 27 FOR A 1 LD [ P8 A4 PR 40y
PRIBUES. aureus (MSSA) A MRSA (9 ACH X 51 . 38
5 AT HT A R DNA BB S 2 W) A 1l
PoA: Z 1 3R 5T T MSSA Rl MRSA B Bk 3% 36 14
PR % . MRSA R GEl iR o 47 il RE 17 A
T R 4 A H 1 PBP2a IR YR W) & AT A AL )
AE AR XS TR S B B R . Aros-Calt 551
B S KA B A IO (3% 5 w8 20 8 o % A 45
A WWBAE TP A AR RS 10 Bk MRSA 1 MSSA 7E
AN Te) A A I S0 A AR5, i R T 245 7 A A 2 T A%
TR AR R 22, T LA SR SR RN S 2 1) A=
A E S RGBT, Li S L T
A3 1% (liquid chromatography-mass spectrome-
try, LC-MS) (EHL s G222 T35 50 M C. jejuni 1)
i 25 ML, [ I 235 5 30 o) 2 i 53 Bt 22 5 0
(multiple reaction monitoring, MRM ) 455 20 5E it 73 #T
FHER Y . fE— R AE RN C. jejuni 1, K
T 25 ARy B H R G R AR
RRAR Y 22 AR

it F = %Ak 8K B O i I T 4k (TiO,
assisted desorption/ionization ) JJ 1 K I 20 P2 A N A

it mT LA X0 A [R) 400 TR R ARSI A0 TR T 24
PESH, — L S RE TR 1 £ 10 B A~ I 2 R R
LA ORG ZRR A = A L L R AR e
ESBL-E. coli VBRI E. coli 2 [B] F 8 HIAR K 1) 2=
5o S AT TS B FH (gas chromatography-mass
spectrometry, GC-MS)t 7] F 343 #7 [7] 3 (K BUUAS [R)
TR PR 2 1] A0 A3 22 53, DT 552 BRI 245 4 S AR 1
FEAI I3 MY o Liu SE5H] LT GC-MS B AR 4 25
FEAR 3BT BRI Sk 60 b WE 5} 245 4 75 9 ST (Virio
alginolyticus , V. alginolyticus) , & BRI 2 B AR 1 FF
SR IR SRR PR PR A 2 (P AR 346 ) 4RI
L BRI I, 5T 2 I R
3.3 B ABI i w2 AL

AR Z2 I} fige ] LK Z2 i 21 27 03 B 7 iR 256>
RO WA I 25 (0], 22 Fh A 2 n] LA E A 5
E , B 4 TRV 6 3t 0 BT 2 T 25 PE AL . Wright
STk PRI RN S AT AR ES L R BT 9 BRIl
PR 26 7 % K. pneumoniae F st AL ML o FE 4 BB
PR R, T K B B 1 i I 2 R 4 A
DAl A R A, L ORB 0 T A T A 3R T Y
JEJIREE . Cai 5525 & 8 2~ MIRE TR 2 25 4
A B G 2 P. aeruginosa 2 AR E K . 1F
15 245 T A 3 e B 41 4> 22 5 2 1R 42 A B A
B, AT RE SRS P. aeruginosa i 245 1 3 4# . Foud-
raine 25800 4 L K 24 ] ¥ (whole genome sequenc-
ing, WGS) |15 703 LC-MS/MS FIf 5 5 e (14 40 7 24
I HUEAE I T RS54, 2T 187 BRIl IR 73 B E.
coli F1 K. pneumoniae TR ¥ o i FHT M 56 DH s %
CARD %5 Tiif 24 BE A N85 11 o i A 9 2 1 {1
NCBI RefSeq %4 & Fll Prokka #4171 E R . TE R Z
Bor etk b AN B A HLH] 5 R BUAICHC . Cheng
SEPU I RS R AR TC A A B4 E B 7, [ L 3R
Fric Al X A1 46 %) 22 i (isobaric tag for relative and
absolute quantitation,iTRAQ) , 3 #7 it 22 4 Vb A2
V. alginolyticus /%) #5 11 5t 20 , & B = & TR 16 ¥
(tricarboxylic acid cycle, TCA cycle)fﬁiﬁjﬁ T
NV I e S Oy M 5 1 R SR IR S T
5 JZ Vi (quantitative reverse transcriptase polymerase
chain reaction, qRT-PCR) 73 7 50 UF 2 5 TCA 7§ ¥
Y HE R R IR L o Li S50 HT LUAL E. coli TEFRTN
ORI A TR 5 R A B OO 1 AR 1 BT 2H AR
A, BLE S RN TS B BB DNA S, 5 i DNA
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(B A DNA $1$  A g A4 204

4 R R R 4 R 2 R o
B Kz B

T4, 9 T B ARG vk DA ey R EA PR
Hu %58 Z MY o R e F bR . SR, A A2
Fe T 5 RE S b 5 IO SRR A Y R R OC
B X — AP PRI AR AR 1] . K SR REAR R
b 247 % S BT A o 7904 B 5 R A9 v L R A
FIFUA . PR AR S A 20 140 80 4F AR & 90 4R 1%
IRV STV AN E Ay X5 % NN & O/ Tk < NN NN
ok Qb SINNGEr S we - e KR oy N - TRiENNE
7 JEE T3 ZR GE AN I ZR &8 o AR 42 g AR e o 4
AR R BTy, B i A B BN G R T
BB O S L IR 5 R G EE KV (poly-
merase chain reaction, PCR) | ¥ 1 5 &5 i ¥~ 1%
(loop-mediated isothermal amplification, LAMP) . it
T PO A AL E AR BRI
4.1 R TRORAEE K 8Y 2 T HF S LA

T W 1 i A R 4R 2 52 IR A 4 0 110 G
B o AL GE 0 A0 TR Al Al D7 1 OB T A T 8 R L FEIR
K H RGN T Al g2 09, i H, LR 3%
Hh Al Ak Y 2 TR A BE 58 4 SR JELR AORE B o, T
H YR ARE i A IR Z R Y o S e
i v i 22 () T, S B GJRU ME 5, AN [R] ) TRl
PEE R BT R, RS A0 K B I PR A i
P B Al s W A O kR A4
YDA o AR B B B vk AR T 22
S KUNZE S T PR 0 B IR R 0 R 1 2
PR TH e T AR S e U 9 Ak 2 T AR Ak 2
A9 77 15U B S BB A P O 2 SR B A BR A W
PO e SR AR IS, DA S @R s G R
5 S WEAE A TR A IR L SR A ST
ARG, A2 Ak D7 vk BB AR /IN AT B A () B foks o
FEIH Fr g AR
4.2 ORISR AW

Homann S5 il VF — R i 45 55 G L) Hst
YA 12 W7 25 8 4T B (Mycobacterium tuberculosis , M.
tuberculosis ) J&GY o ZMIMAE R G F — A
S, — DI bR O HLA— S BRERY PCR
P %A S A T R, O A S
EEUBIE b A S AR TR BB R A4 3 DNA

P LLHEAT PCR BB o (%7 3%, ] ALE R
TROREAS PRGN 1k B K 28 10 CFU/mL A3 A M.
tuberculosis. Jin SF 06 G 2005 B 5 LAMP #H 45
B SEBITHE KB 10 K A 20 T A [a] i pE
R o Kraff S50 GO 42 R 5 R T 1S 58 47 2Ol
&% (surface enhanced Raman spectroscopy, SERS) 1
545 AR I AR K i A A TR o O A
CEE 5 A M e Y SR AR, v (8]l — 5K
R IR RN K 2 FLIKE o B T . — 2% 1 il AR
ity , 75— 238 T R K Sl ) A E 22 FLE K
TR P ARAE Z AL b, R ] SERS 52 XS A1
Py R o Li SETBE T T — A O I fE 8K £
(microchannel silicon nanowires, McSiNW ) 13 It #5
O RA AR PR W P B9 40 A, 45 5 MALDI-TOF Jit
TEIEAT 3 ARSI o RO 450 T 2 Y MeSINW SIS
AL T 7 5 0 SR T SRR SAUBE (polydimethylsilox-
ane, PDMS) 41 A, 1 F WIflie A P A 2R T 2R N 0
M2 WM v HEAT I o A S B AN A 7E MeSINW ik
JICHN PDMS A Z R el B A LRI F o Al
S B AR 2 MeSINM LS |, 2R )& F MALDI-TOF
B AT oM o TERAEHY Z AT IRBAEAS o
AT DL BRGS0 YR R 1 % 10° CFU/mL 40 B, TC
iR o Bian SFETF TP AT DLE R i A
2P AR R RS R o AT TS T LC-MS/
MS Y 1 4 27 7 vk M€ Hth Z M IUETE S i B
YATA , F 45 R AL 9IS (Vibrio parahaemolyticus
V. parahemolyticus) . FA% 20 M 35 Z2 P 2= 3 ke R A
(Listeria monocytogenes) Fll E. coli. HLAL“: ik
A D)5 o 5 R B A U 44 77 . Srikanth 457
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