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Abstract: [Objective] Bacteria of Pseudomonas are the main cause of food-borne and clinical
infections. At present, mass spectrometry and 16S rRNA gene are widely used to identify
Pseudomonas, while the facilities relied on are expensive and require cumbersome operation.
Internationally, the numerical identification products require manual single-sample loading
procedures, which are cumbersome. This study aims to develop a numerical identification kit for
Pseudomonas with high accuracy and simple operation. [Methods] On the basis of the existing
biochemical reaction data of Pseudomonas, we developed a numerical identification model via the
branching diagram method and designed and optimized 11 biochemical matrix formulas for
microquantization. We then used the kit to identify the standard strains and isolates of
Pseudomonas and compared the results with those from mass spectrometry and PCR to evaluate
the performance of the kit. [Results] A numerical identification kit was developed, and it was
capable of identifying 10 species of Pseudomonas with just one sample addition. The accuracy rate
of the kit in the identification for 5 standard strains and 135 isolates reached 97.04%, and the
accuracy rate in actual samples was 97.74%. The biochemical test was stable and reproducible, and
the identification cost (25 CNY/sample) of the kit was only 10% of that (240 CNY/sample) of the
comparable product from bioMérieux (France). [Conclusion] The numerical identification kit
developed in this study for Pseudomonas has simple operation, a low price, and high accuracy,
which can be used in clinical diagnosis and food detection.

Keywords: Pseudomonas; numerical identification kit; performance evaluation

s 5016 B R (Pseudomonas) S5 J& 115 5 i 1R
roE w4
B W OH
(Pseudomonadales) & . i W F
(Pseudomonadaceae), N % Ry A AYERIE L
1 4 A FF BN, AR B (LPSN) (http://www.

Il (Pseudomonadotayy -

(Gammaproteobacteria) i

bacterio.net) [ 35 4t 1T A9 ECHE , BRI R R A
270 Z40F, BZEHR AW R
MBS AL 2 P DA, AT US| AR 4
ODHESEZAE, SECRR R, Hi,
SR M (P aeruginosa) J& #1511 TR IEAE BUR
B, BESIEIPUGE | IR LA HR BRI,
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LSRN SR N R SR E S s R Y | 8 N 0]
& (P. putida) . i [G AR 5 M0 B (P stutzeri) . 1]
Z 5 (B B & (P mendocina) . B I BB M B
(P. oleovorans) ¥ 5 YL & i, 51 R B E 4
[ Horp SOBR AR (P fluorescens) Vg
TR TP I LA R, A 0 Y T AR R A AR
il 25y LA S A 2 A T B R U AR
HENZE NI Rl Mg st &
EFPE DR, G, R SR H LR
B TR i A R X TG RAG S B AR
K T ] 5 WA FE e

AR ek | T AEYSRIL (RS
NS FFN T . 168 rRNA JE K FF 5143 br K 5
PEIER P50 00T . FAb SR o SRS Bh oL
W2 L B RAT I 8] B 1% (MALDI-TOF MS)#) 12 1
T BB 0 oAb ST, Hod, &3
I /¥ (whole genome sequencing) #% A k42 % 2 1R
WA R R« AR iE, (HH AR A R
VER 4P, BB E Jy Th R T RFC R Lol ik
%, B ER Y G AR, TeIR T R 4
B SE 15 BJ A AG 0  SR P10 R A A
12 R HAEMSE E LS PCR LML G 1K,
HEEFIR D, BHRIEBLENEE RS,
FerE it MEBUE RS A TR ST
¥ WA E S . PRI A sh ik
A, DUHREE . dERRE . TS ae L .
AL . AR HEAL SRR B R B 22 I R A
e ol VAR R S N B S i 5 2 N
PRI 20 4D 70 AEARE S, ANEEE %
ERAT T 4 RENE: HEERMSZRELF
WEAT G5 53 A i T TR B BB 4 A A
HEAT o A A S B T A SR
BN T4 A B HER ARG B5
ro BT E SR e b B . BT, T
B e A R AR T A R R AT TR
B 22 OB PR AT BOR 26, dn APT 20NE
(bioMérieux 2 f))Fl1 MID GNA+GNB (MicroGen
DA 2 A7 b B ER R Y 7 SR AT B
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D3 RV A H AT, B TR R X R A
A EE S E e PG, W AT B A
TR A A AP T A A B s )
di, FTECHE 7= i g 22 W, SCElE RS L IR
JEAS e VR AR A PRSI, 0 i PRAZ W A
iR LA T S 20,

1 MRE5rHZE

1.1 Bk

ABIE 5T AHE T 5 Bk AR B B T TR R
ATCC 25619, GIM 1.46. GIM 157, ATCC
13525, CGMCC 1.1806 30 [ ) 7R A LA W B
BARAF . S BRIk F BRI T T RE B
Befd A E WA S BT R i . PR . BT . AR
SRR A B S 5 A B ERL L TR I R 4 25 K
U5 BRYT R eI T8 3 A I R AR .
1.2 FERFFLEE

HERE, ARV ERLARAF; L-BTHid
B . N-ZBEREIE b . p-1In AL EE, BRI T
AALRHE R A BR AW 5 Wik, BBI A:finkly
ABRAT; HEEWE. D200, gl A YF
BARRAR; Uk, HEsrE, Bilrialsms
ar A BRAE) s M, B AR A LR
FM A BRA T vk, MR
PR B2 R Bl 5 97 (TSA B R JE) . DNA PR
PR &, TTARMIAEYRHEARR A .

MRz, AP AAER A IRAE; B
TR, TS E IS A RAR; 9%
AW AAE, TR R A ) 1 A PR A 5
JiEAY, Bruker 23 F] .
1.3 HRNAEREESNTHE

3 3 A M A Y N R o3 S TR Al A 11
A A A K B8BY. W otk A A BE (glucose
GLUa). [A] & Z 2ZF M (maltose
assimilation, MALa). [A] 1k 7 % M (trehalose
TREa). [[] fb 1 & B (sorbitol
SORa). [A] & H & M (mannitol

assimilation,

assimilation,

assimilation,
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assimilation, MANa). [d] 4 Wl P (inositol
assimilation, INOa). [A] 1k BT 7 {1 # (arabinose
assimilation, ARAa), [F]fk N- P 53 5 4 1 (n-
acetylglucosamine assimilation, NAGa), [f] fk 3¢
W (fructose assimilation, FRUa). [A] 1t H &% B
(mannose assimilation, MNEa). [F] 4k J€ #7 (starch
assimilation, STAa). J& T 5B B A G i A
MR A= ) ) BE il 97 SR AL G o P A 55
FE 5 BC 7 B TR M B JE G ik VR B R
(Pseudomonas auxotrophic medium, PAUX %%
FHL).
1.4 LEFKFIE
141 EEFFUERZE

W13 T REE R 11 A HEEEIE Y o B 2%
BT KA — s el il s BRI Z s pH
{H, RN 0.45 pm AOTAALUERE ATl UR R A, 40
S AR . SRJE 12 TR WA I HR 30 pL
B A AR e iR A Hrh ) BT E S
PRAATHR 3 ho THRSERUS LRI RS B, A
4 °CIRAF .
142 PAUX E5xEMHIF

ifill % 980 mL JEAICHLA IR E SR 4L . 100 mL
TR TC RSN 100 mL 44 Z9E . WL 10 mL
TR TC R WS 980 mL 1 FEAHTCH LA IR 77 3k
TR2T, 8 pH B Z 7.20+0.05, fn#ksft, 121 °C
KA 15 min il &R GW 1 . ELREAET, 1%
Y RIRWCR T 0.45 pm WAL RE 1 7 AR o i
PRI, W10 mL ARG [, IRA)E
Oy HETCIA Y 3 mL PEMHR T, BISE K PAUX 1
FrEER i o
143 LEFRIERZE

T T PR TS K el R 17 15 P T R 3
TSA i 548 [, F(30£1) °CH; ¥ 18-24 h, HL
1 pL — KPR AP IRTE TSA H5 575 1 FHCE
PR BRI (R I PAUX B g5k, 2K 1
WOk 2 0.5 ZERBRAL, PRGIRAIE P,

MV FER U % Ok, Pl RER . 75T

PR T I ZE IR BRI, FH 200 uL B
FEAR IR 160 pL 75 1 () PAUX 1532364325 E
YA 12 AL, R, A
(30£1) °CRYEIRITFRAH 5 5% 24-48 ho KiR5E
Ee S o el RS RO B E I, DA RO
fL PAUX BigR3E [ R EAFTER IR . iCsk A
BV AL AR EE SR, I8 FL AL R bt 5 g A
% Numide v1.0 BUELEE A h AT EL 3T -
1.5 BEREYECRFIEHRITEN
1.5.1 REME D ERAVIEIE

1.1 AR FRR A PCR 0 B i A7 0
YoE, MENMEESEE NS H IR

AN B R 4 DNA P 2 U R] £ 4
R BERREEDN2H, SR 16S rRNA KEP5#E FH5 9
27F (5'-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3") #
1492R (5'-ACGGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3") i
17 PCR ¥4 . PCR JZ i f& & (20 pL): 4%
DNA 1 pL, . TFU#H51%(10 pmol/L)4 1 uL,
1xTag PCR Master 10 uL., Sterilized ddH,O 7 pL.
PCR & W 4514 : 96 °C 1 min; 96 °C 1 min,
58 °C 1 min, 72°C 2 min, 3t 30 MEH; 72 °C
Smin, JPHIZ 1% BRI HEBERS TR, HY 4 A
B #9011 500 bp MYHLIK Wk 2= M AEY) T/
A BRA RIHEA TN . D345 R 54T BLAST
[EIEE LEXT A0, B0 E AR 28Tt

BT i 55 75 1) 20 R A A 380 50 U A7 7 i
M b, N1 uL 70% HR, FERCTE BREEIN 1 L
) CHCCA JE R W, e T /5 LA
FlexControl #K {4 #F 17 i 1% 43 #r . {4 F§ MALDI
Biotype 3.0 £di PR A TE R X LL ST, U4
1.8 1y FE A5 B i 45 SRAE R AR SR il ) 45
IR
1.5.2  SEFRHFSRAYLEIIE

MTCE KM . IS BHIE T RtV HERR
DLV HrEECREMR R RS, H T EE S
TR G S PR RE S B IR IE o SR A S FH L A5 OB
DORSERESL, B HLEUCREE 10 g FEah . RrllcdE

http://journals.im.ac.cn/actamicrocn



5176

ZHENG Xiaozheng et al. | Acta Microbiologica Sinica, 2025, 65(11)

FIRE ST B b, FHCHRRFRAS % &,
IESL BN AE PR i R SEAE TR R A CRIERS
NHERTIATKES) . I IRAE AL HIRE i 388 17,
HrPEEPREET 20 £y . mE EURCYT 100 . BB K
W1 100 1y . ¥ BHIEI 100 403, i 68 17

PR 1.5 ¢ +3E¥% T 25 mL pH 7.0 (1) PBS %%
i, ORI W 25 mL AR R E
FEEA 225 mL Jop AR BER K 4 A8, 5843
AT, WA 110 BES AR, TSR R ik
B 1:1 000 = 1:10 000 FE & 217, W HL 100 uL
FEM AT ON Bilig 5, ARG s
WA, BT 30 CCHIR R SR A B 5F 24 h G K
KN, OIS M IE KBRS ) . SR 5 PRI R
T TSA #5585 FalifbiEsifa, Hil-80 °CLGH
K PCR e 0 32 FIER {1 268 7 v X6 T 45 19 43
BRI T RS RE , BRI X iR S
Y TEWER R

2 ER504
2.1 HEED ISR
201 R B R R

BT ARSI A 0 Ml B R s v R A
BROT R L3k 11 AR AL S . ARG SEIR ARG

*1 BEREEEMRELSERIEE

AR R AL R N AR, JEEE S (ARSI
REMEFTN) F%E, #7285 P
P. putida. % [ i B M H (P
koreensis) . T [ AR R HL TR (P. mosselii). £ 15
MM B (P taiwanensis) .
Sfluorescens . LR 5T R B MU (P. chlororaphis). P.
stutzeri. P. mendocina 3£ 10 PR 2010 & 1 PH 4
MERBHR R, Wk 1 R,
212 BELEERTERENHE

XN R 40 45 H (taxon), #5445 A A= A5
(test) Y BH PR 5 B P45 R AL AL w2l . T
11 FAEIR R A, TR M A H X
BELEG T H P % 5 B U (identification value,
ID fH). #& ISR U1 (pattern likelihood ratio, T
{H) A1 L B ABE %8 {H (total occurrence probability
value, Po{H).

THE BRI A A s W AR SRR AN 2 (1)
Q)R

P(ri{t; )(+)=P(H+)PA - P, )+ P(-)P. (1)

P(rift; =) =1 = P(+)1 = Pe )+ P(+)P. (2)
Krf: PO FAPEER 2RI R 223 0 X TFH
PERER A 0 58 100% AR RE, MRV RL
1B 0.01 =3 0.99 1.

A (D) FI2) T FRAS AE A O B A

aeruginosa .

P. oleovorans. P.

Table 1 Database for numerical identification of Pseudomonas species

Strains GLUa ARAa TREa MNEa INOa MANa NAGa FRUa MALa SORa STAa
P. aeruginosa 99 0 54 0 0 88 83 99 0 0 0
P. putida 99 60 5 97 2 1 1 99 1 1 0
P. koreensis 98 97 60 97 3 95 90 98 1 2 1
P. mosselii 98 0 0 99 1 93 96 98 1 1 1
P. taiwanensis 99 0 0 0 0 0 0 99 0 0 1
P. oleovorans 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 2 1 1
P. fluorescens 99 70 98 97 99 99 99 99 2 99 1
P. chlororaphis 96 60 97 98 99 99 98 99 1 0
P stutzeri 98 0 0 0 0 98 3 99 97 0 93
P. mendocina 97 1 2 1 1 99 1 99 0 0 0

F R R A AN BT R(%)

The data in the table represent the positive rates of each biochemical reaction (%).

>4 actamicro@im.ac.cn, 7 010-64807516



Mgl & | R, 2025, 65(11)

5177

B, ORERAARKQ) IR AR H T
HEAGRIR A & 1 BRI BUER P(R|5).
P(R|t;)=P(r1, 72, - |t:)=

P(l"1|l|)P(7‘2|t1)...P(7'i|t,') (3)

B EHMEM R S, EEA@IEE
FE AL P(t|R)

_ PRR%)

PUIR= SipRiey) @

Wt AR G)IE TE, ZEBET 1, 3
5 ] (5 B =7 o

_Po
T= P, (5)

K P (Poypica) WA VAT 55 H T A= AL 50 41
At BT R B R A

TR G IR 2 s

B TE 1 A Po {H @ 0.96x0.98%0.94=
0.884 400; fEELMIEA 2 1) PofH: 0.90%0.05%0.06=
0.002 700; fBEAMIE 3 1Y Poft: 0.04x0.86x0.10=
0.003 440,

BT 1 AY ID {H: 0.884 400/(0.884 400+
0.002 700+0.003 440)x100%=99.310 0%; fR 5.
B 2 B9 ID {H: 0.002 700/(0.884 400+0.002 700+
0.003 440)x100%=0.303 1%; B ¥ H# 3 ) ID
B : 0.003 440/(0.884 400+0.002 700+0.003 440)x
100%=0.386 3%.

REAMIEE 1 A9 T1H . 0.884 400/(0.96x0.98x
0.94)x100%=100.000 0%; {515 2 1Y T 14 :
0.002 700/(0.90%0.95%0.94) x100%=0.335 9%; &

2 BEREAFVERESETEGEZS
Table 2

Pseudomonas bacteria

Examples of numerical identification of

Strains Testa Test b Test ¢
Pseudomonas 1 96 98 6
Pseudomonas 2 90 5 94
Pseudomonas 3 4 86 90
Test strain + + -

~FR KNSR BT s +oR RS SR B
- indicates a negative test result; + indicates a positive test

result.

PARMIE 3 /) T{E . 0.003 440/(0.96%0.86%0.90) %
100%=0.463 0%,
e Po {E R 51T F7 %58 T 70 [ B 5 Ay v
IR AT REAE R, T (AR B 7R AN ] 2 B
MY YEE Lo XTI B CARUAR LU AE, T fH 4R
1, HEEas R E .
213 HESERITMIRE

AR A 5 21 S5 11 40 BOR T B m) 5k R
AT RZE RBEDEAY, AT 40k TR 1 25 0 45 2R ()
WS . AEREFISEE L P DIEAZ S ) A
AN B Y 2 B R OB I S . Al BERY S
FURAIHE 32 508 (3R 3). LRG3 M ID (H
TAE, a2 16 BH A0 1 25 0 oA R IR PR TR 1
() AT A BE B e o
2.14 FHFNEKREERIE

o 1000 T R 2 M1 B M T o B 35 7 i b B
I o i B LA I A v S 2 30 e P T iR 114 7K
Vo TEBR PO B AR AP IRE B T
. BAwWMENEE, 2Ry Ay,
fih il A0 SR AL S A O BHAE , R LR, A
i SRS R A AR AL S e A AT 11 AR
S Ey, S 4 R R ATE L M A i T %

®/3 EELRITM

Table 3 Evaluation of identification results

ID value T'value Result evaluation

290% =290% Excellent identification
=290% =250% Very good identification
=280% 260% Very good identification
=290% =220% Good identification
=280% 230% Good identification
=70% =240% Good identification
=260% =50% Good identification
=290% =0% Acceptable identification

90%=ID value=80% >1%
80%=ID value=60% =>10%
90%=ID value=60% >0.01%

Acceptable identification
Acceptable identification

Suspicious identification

<60% =210% Suspicious identification
<60% <10% Unacceptable identification
<90% <0.01% Unacceptable identification

http://journals.im.ac.cn/actamicrocn



5178

ZHENG Xiaozheng et al. | Acta Microbiologica Sinica, 2025, 65(11)

HUEEIHE, REPFHEEERE,
22 BEREHELEAFISHOML
22.1 &iEpH EFIRE

(] Ak ST 550 30 Aok W T 5% 3 5 v TR % O B S ik
FE AR RAPAL A W KA . Pseudomonas 5%
PR BSR A PRI N 1, BEZERLSE R pH YL BN
AR pH B R SEEG A5 R R IZ R E I Bl A
pH & [l o 72-74, W E SR KLY, P
aeruginosa W) i ik £ KR B b 37 °C, P
fluorescens <5 W& V2 TR M 1) fread 1 & R 30 °C, H.
TE 37 °CHM N AERKZIR . TS5 bR A 4L A%
FRAE, e85 30 °CHE MR iESE TR, LIt
PRI T A R B IE A
2.2.2 PAUX EFEFHFMMK

Zead XN [R) 78 SR IR C 7 0 LB SE 5, B
L 72 IR PR ENE A AR IR . B AR LUK G
R AR & B ERIE A RIS R FE, Bl TR
THLERESSEE MRS . MREIE RN
TEALE G B 5 —,  H BEB il Ak W 4 = R

o e B h B 4 2 K WM B R TT R I IR
(B AHIR B . B AR 3551 R S I Ayl Bl
PRl AT ik — 25 4 TGk A W 0k U AR
HeAh, B IR S A B Eh 22 i R 5L LI R ER
BikasE , A AT R sREEE M, BlRRe Ik
IR, 38 2 R 7 A B 4 3R A5 1) PAUX
B SR A IR W A AR L SRS T T ) e R
A, 1 PR,
23 BREREEUHELERTZHMN
RN
23.1 REMERERPNEE

SIS e RS, AR A M N &
W5 B B 3 A HE MR P aeruginosa (ATCC
25619). P aeruginosa (GIM 1.46)., P. putida
(GIM 1.57) . P. fluorescens (ATCC 13525) .
P. oleovorans (CGMCC 1.1806)1 41k, Wk 4
Fr7s o

R 7 P AR G S AR AT 5 T A ST A AR

i — — o= — —

MALa GLUa TREa MNEa ARAa INOa SORa MANaNAGa STAa FRUa Blankcontrol

Ell PAUXEFEEAHMALER. WHIAREM SR MEFSCC (206249). A: (RIIEATCHR IR 77
SEMNRES R L B WA RESLAL ORI B IR A R BT ;. C: PAUXEEFREENNIAS R AT &

AR BT P PABE A K
Figure 1

Optimization of the PAUX medium formula. Test strain: Pseudomonas chlororaphis FSCC (206249).

A: The test results of Hutner’s basal medium without a carbon source were all positive; B: The test results of

sugar fermentation basal medium without a carbon source were all positive; C: The test results of PAUX medium

conformed to the Pseudomonas-positive probability database.
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PR S iR S R B TR R S e AR,
n 5 fiR.
232 BEMESBHRNEE

A B A 48 ¥R R B B 37 Bk P
aeruginosa i K¥E . 90 ¥k P. aeruginosa. 1 ¥k P.
chlororaphis . 4 ¥k P. stutzeri. 3 ¥ P. mendocina
S EMRI S e A R AT LS, SR PCR AT
A AR SR S B R AR BRI T B0 Ik . 134 BR 0 25
PRAS TR SE 45 0, 4 RBE S 25 1S
o S G B RANRF (i 1 R ] BE S 45 2R ;
2t PCR IEBIE, X 4 #RE5 RN P aeruginosas
P. aeruginosa VI B X%t T &5 0% F1 LB S o7 52 FH
P, SECH ALY P chlororaphis W) $L7I A=
s AH R, 3 AT R 2 0 B AR AR Ak s A R E
FrEL; P aeruginosa VII Y K H @& B . JJLEE A1
22 250 RN BH A R R 28 8 A P mosselii
A T KR W B AR UE B R Ol 97.04%, W€ 6
Jle 7

AR 0 {1 5P L AT TS P R e (B o Ty ik
AHERG R AN 2 2K(6) R

N

C= 17 x100% (6)

=4 BEMERERNELEEER

s CHEEHERFZR, N WS E LS
T I PCR 4748 12 % R 3 5 45 2R — S500Y T bk
K, MWL A PCR 445 1 X HE % 22 1F
1 AR EL
233  SERRMEARBYIRIE

PN 388 A~ - AT it r o o B A ARy
B2 1 £k P. aeruginosa. 169 ¥k P. putida. 55
¥k P koreensis . 27 ¥k P mosselii . 9 tf P
taiwanensis . 3 Kk P. fluorescens . 1 Ff P
oleovorans. FFiZ45 A5 EH 4 5E 2 YK 25
PEAT A, JF R A PCR 75 #11 API 20NE X 4 1k
JIN 58 B TR AR PR UG T 48 08 o B i b
¥ 4 ¥k P taiwanensis % % N P putida, ¥ 1
¥k P. aeruginosa *5E 0 P. putida, Heit4E R
7 W, 265 PR TE IRAT T BB A9 48 4
R, 6 RO BEMEST R, Hrh, 4 ¥k P putida
I 750 @2 1 s g 52 BH AR, - B 7 A7 bl B 5 B
M, BEE IR E N P mosselii; 2 Bf P. koreensis
I 7 N- 2 Tk i 2 W e B 1y 2 B, S TEAff
GER RN BEME ZE L . SEPRAE A 2 1Y AR
W3R 97.74%.

Table 4 Biochemical identification results of Pseudomonas standard strains

Strains GLUa ARAa TREa MNEa [INOa MANa NAGa FRUa MALa SORa STAa
ATCC 25619 + - + - - + + + - - _
GIM 1.46 + - + - - + + + _ _ _
GIM 1.57 + + - + - - - n - _ _
CGMCC 1.1806 - - - - - - - - - - -
ATCC 13525 + + + + + + + + - + -

—FAKEIME R AN s+ KIS RN B

- indicates a negative test result; + indicates a positive test result.

x5 BREBEMENERNBESEERS

Table 5 Results of numerical identification of standard strains of Pseudomonas

Strains Identification result ID value (%) T value (%) Result evaluation
ATCC 25619 P. aeruginosa 99.91 100 Excellent
GIM 1.46 P. aeruginosa 99.91 100 Excellent
GIM 1.57 P. putida 99.92 100 Excellent
ATCC 13525 P. fluorescens 99.18 100 Excellent
CGMCC 1.1806 P. oleovorans 99.99 100 Excellent
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Table 6 Results of numerical identification of Pseudomonas isolates

Strains Type Identification result ID value T value Result Number of  Consistency
(%) (%) evaluation strains rate (%)
P. aeruginosa 1 P. aeruginosa 95.52 72.41 Very good 45 100.00
P. aeruginosa 11 P. aeruginosa 99.93 100.00 Excellent 38 100.00
P. aeruginosa 111 P. aeruginosa 89.52 31.03 Good 27 100.00
P. aeruginosa v P. aeruginosa 99.91 42.86 Good 13 100.00
P. aeruginosa A% P. chlororaphis 99.15 100.00 Excellent 3 0.00
P. aeruginosa VI P. mosselii 65.78 0.01 Suspicious 1 0.00
P. stutzeri 1 P. stutzeri 99.99 100.00 Excellent 3 100.00
P, stutzeri 1I P, stutzeri 90.14 0.01 Acceptable 1 100.00
P. mendocina I P. mendocina 98.87 100.00 Excellent 3 100.00
P. chlororaphis I P. chlororaphis 97.77 100.00 Excellent 1 100.00
Total 135 97.04
®7 TEMERPERERERELEENSGR
Table 7 Results of numerical method for identification of Pseudomonas in soil samples
Strains Numerical identification MS identification
Identification Type ID Tvalue Result Number Accuracy Identification Number Accuracy
result value (%) evaluation of strains (%) result of strains (%)
(%)
P aeruginosa  P. aeruginosa 1V~ 9991 42.86 Good 1 100.00 P. aeruginosa 1 100.00
P. putida P. putida I 97.32  66.67 Verygood 69 100.00 P. putida 69 100.00
P. putida P. putida 1l 99.92 100.00 Excellent 96 100.00 P. putida 96 100.00
P. putida P. mosselii i 64.62 0.01 Suspicious 4 0.00 P. putida 4 100.00
P. koreensis P. koreensis I 99.02 100.00 Excellent 23 100.00 P. koreensis 23 100.00
P. koreensis P. koreensis I 97.26  66.67 Very good 30 100.00 P. koreensis 30 100.00
P. koreensis P. koreensis I 86.52 0.67 Suspicious 2 0.00 P. koreensis 2 100.00
P. mosselii P. mosselii I 99.41 100.00 Excellent 27 100.00 P. mosselii 27 100.00
P. taiwanensis  P. taiwanensis 1 95.08 100.00 Excellent 9 100.00 P. taiwanensis 7 77.78
P. fluorescens  P. fluorescens 1 99.18 100.00 Excellent 100.00 P. fluorescens 100.00
P. oleovorans  P. oleovorans 1 99.99 100.00 Excellent 1 100.00 P. oleovorans 1 100.00
Total 265 97.74 265 99.25
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