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Abstract: Osteoarticular infections (OAls) are still serious diseases in clinical practice. Accurate and early detection of the pathogens
that cause osteoarticular infections remains important for administering clinical treatment, however, the traditional detection methods is
time consuming with lower positive rate. Therefore, it is necessary to develop better methods or techniques for determining the pathogens re-
sponsible for OAls. In recent years, an increasing number of studies have reported that metagenomic next—generation sequencing (mNGS) is
a fast approach with high specificity and sensitivity, and has potential to be used as an effective diagnostic tool. This article summarizes the
application of major traditional techniques in the diagnosis of OAls, and discuss the prospects of mNGS in the diagnosis of OAls.
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H T (osteoarticular infections, OAls), ¥ RO G435 DT AT N B 22 I REAS v g i AR
R AT (bone and joint infections, BJIs), fi ARG TG FARALE OATs/BITs 2 W vp it v
FEABAR JE L G I G (periprosthetic joint infections , MIA BARBPEHE SR R, IF3HE T mNGS 7E
PJls) . BHER A, TEHE A HI NS W AR OAls IZWi b i3 1, JEEE mNGS FEASR I FH A5
B OCTT  (PJIs) 2 0G5 4 R 5 19 ROMEVE IF &
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B, HEREES . REBEAR, 1 HZ 22 R R
M), ANDARGE ST 2R L SRR B e B A AR A RS
MAPEIRR TR RE ST 0 EAEE, A Fi2Wreee) iz
N T OAL 2 W, SR, ANRETHUN B & 2 A
Yrigdy, I HBUSRMEAR 7. BT Z R A
B 254 071, H I 60% 9% 1 G 1k 46 0 HS Eoms
P, REEEA T IS AR, BN T2 AR Y
BIRE Y,

TE 2017 4F2Z /i, LR 220 AR N H T Blls #
A FE 2017 4, AFFEHRGE mNGS 5k i
FPEE T B O B R R AR D (R
88%, stk 89%) "', TE 2018 41 [ PRt 41
b, S AR PR B AR AR A RS W (AR ] R ST
YL E A A A

2 RGN TT R AR

TG )2 3G R S e W R R it . 4R
M, REgR AR SR B A Rk, T L e |
RPEAR, 7650 75 0L 9 I A= P o B 7 1T A
AR, PP Rm s e 2~3d, #2021/
B SR ] 12

ZH 20 B2 K A AT T DX 20 B0 B B 5 55 7
H LV B2 KA 12 W PIT A U A 38.89%0~96.6% ,
TSR 77%~100%, (HARRER: HEUHRE "o

KEWTERB, /T2 W i BUSME & T RS
F% ", 16S tDNA PCR 4543 il 75 v5 45 & DNA i
FEAT APRAE G FR P . AER RS R, FEE SN AT
A e Juchler 5 Y RIS PCR Tk ke
DB DT G A KR Y, I AR BT R 4
SEFAR 1O BRAR, ARy R BE IR L A
AR G, W HAR S EEUER T HI, AR
DR S2 W R BRI B, A SRS 2 108
RIrdie BE—FPuk . Jrfl FeRieWi g+
Ay WhELR

AN, GnE AR 16S rRNA MY, F%
A1 18S tRNA T, ECEA Y ITS rRNA I3, i#
DN L PR 1 AR A3 R U B A . X e e 1Y
FEAR, Bl AR ARSI, (R, B R
TE AL AR AN SE A, T B i s
P, ATRETCIL AR A AR A P e

3 RERANF/mKEEEAF

i AR 72 5 PRI 21 2 S — A 240 B2 2240 . mNGS
JE— o B AR R W s G i (DNA
I RNA) HATLEEMHIEAR, EAERE D90
TGRS, NEEABKANGTT £ YR T4 1k
i mNGS FHEIF I R AR A h A ) B R 9]
ek TREFRAGER S . Voelkerding 45 7 E45 T mNGS
XA P A0 2o A EE RS, IR T AR A
Kok B HFIGPRIHE J1 . H 2013 4ELIK, SET456
AT (BTSN BT AR B T
i AR SESE . Huang 2 ™ N mNGS 287 4 filxER
PEARZEAZ BT R ILIA B R, A J8 el i
A RPUSRG R F ARG A, R mNGS & —Fh
B ARSI R AR Y i, TR mNGS FE AR A
RPN R ™

SHEMITEML, mNGS HFZEA . RAIEIR
HIFFERY, mNGS FEAL Y2 Wrr m L TAE S 5
FRI7 102 SRR R X RO 4 I ARG D A
BAHER B RE ST . Miao 28 2V 7E 511 W REAS 1L
A mNGS FIEE IR P R 052, &3 mNGS
12 Wi A% U 04 B0 P RN A S M 4 1A 50.7%
85.7%, RTHEFY, FeEH T4 R . e
. REHMERE . Huang %5 2 K mNGS #5102
4995 i ALV L B8 3 A G5 9%, ik vl g is b
OAIs HfAE k. LA, Wang 25 ™ H# T mNGS
5 RAESER )Y (BR-PCR) 2Wr PJIs g 1y
W PG JEAAR A — e, & B mNGS H BR-PCR #6:
UK, VPR EY], mNGS o] ATER: 345 58 h ]
PERE L IR AR, H A U E RIS
DR, SRR AR A B AR R Y, TR T3
T mNGS #9753 AT LUR 0 282 0L 04 96 B A4 . Miiao
& P A I mNGS Az yiAd R R, E—Fp
TRA FIE A9 AR E2 AR . Huang 48 ™ SREE T 92
Bl OAL FRA 11 130 4 5 . BB Il ML U AR
K mNGS AU (88.5%) W& T Wb
7% (69.2%), mNGS HLEEFRIZWO AR E A E,
ST AR % 16 s AR 58 8 ol T A 23R YT I R
H . Ik, mNGS ZIiA RIRIT I N =
FH] mNGS XA AR §h B K sk A 4 ok 5 B8 A
fir HAT 0% 0 BUBME . BB Ah, mNGS BT DL I HY
OAls B IRy b st e s A R, A B iR
BIBARAT A, IIRRARE &% ™, Hur, ¥
FMETE 2~14 d, 1M mNGS 7E W RN 5 bR A )5
T 24~48 h i A B LS R, X Bk Tl R IE A
AP A . B AYE B2 > ok
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A BT R AR R 3o B T RRTTRYT

mNGS TEAEYSRIS W7 RARA g, Ff I d A
WFFE 55 G PR SC B % 2. 5] 5 34 ik, mNGS
TE 2017 4R 2Z 00 W AN T BILAEAR P (HIE 4k,
T mNGS BRI 51 OAT 4 g D 44 i ok ik
Z . B, Huang & 2" 8 7 —FF PILSIRAR, 7E
M3 FE P PEAT 7 d B RAMKRER; 75 R BEA 4
K, A& E T mNGS %@ UM AR, it
BT ARG EZIBITH RS, X R mNGS 1f
e 5 A U PILs o 3% 5% B 2 0L SR AR v .
Ruppé % ' JEB mNGS A A5 S 1E iz e %,
XoF B — 1 22 240 TR O 19 B P U 43 R 94.19% 11
76.5%, F S BRI PR 72 3 2 247 OAT FEAS o i 107
S FHE G R TR AR T H . Street 5 1 fUAFF 5 1
KIL mNGS 7] LIy PIIs 4L HERA A2 015 8., 7T g
BRI TE PYls PREUS W T 1) —&B5r . Thoen-
del %5 PV T 1 61 52 2 BB FAE R EIROR
AR ISR TE SO0, REDUERIRIT IO, Iifiks
IR At g SR A IR 38 R B, 5 R mNGS 78
AR S e P A1 35 Y RSN B M S SRR, i Ao
PCR [ #0 [ 47 S5 A5 BESE, X R B mNGS 0] LUAG
SO ARSI A A, 48 ST & iy
PrEYIEIT ' Thoendel 25 ' %f 408 #ilfE &7 . G
W EHAR NIRRT TR, mNGS A5 FH
RA[IK 94.8%, SEGERNIN Tk IA L, BLsh, M
XA G SR DI E R AEAS . mNGS (19K H R ] 3k
43.9%, FWIXFTVEE) 269 PIURIEAR, 383
o I 3535 SR B PR IR o AR, 2 BE PRI P R
AR — A I T H ™ vy 48 77 R mNGS
FUEGERE T T 168 1] 4T BHAR A I 7 2
B BB AR ST IFEA , K mNGS 55 A T
AU E VRS, AT G e AR, X5 77
BRI B R A . Bedlt, K 3RAE Nature Medicine
() — ks 18 SCHLFE H mNGS J& 12 Wi A B IR L i) —
FARGER TH ", Hitt, mNGS Zi2Hr PIT HH4Y
HHTH,

HAT, —52% ) mNGS 204 il LLAE 24~48 h N
SER, WARZ) 3000 JC. T H AT I R 5L B
mNGS AR R, KEZECEOT HA & A
WG A5 TEAE R 20 AR HET mNGS (M0 A% AH X 5
B, ABXHR R Y ER R AR R R, AR
BRTRYT AT AMGE TS, 4 HER FIREIRIA YT A N B
5 AR, BEE mNGS BUARRE, s T
DR RO B A SR N, I AR AT R EL
900

—Le g an s S5 . BrERL A PCR J7v%, (B34
VAR5 T, WREE TGN, K aks & R Y
WIS E SRR

16 OAI 5 s mNGS WAEfE— SRl &
J6, mNGS AR S A IEMEA SR, HE
FEAARBIPE P, T IRA BE A B A o
&, WTRESHEE IR E P X mNGS 59 5 —Fh
fl AT RE LA ARG A, R A BRI TS . S
BT a2 ST 55 5 09 B 2% mNGS A il 45
TR T BT, B mNGS 45 B AR R B ek
W] N7 — AR (A T TS S 2B P AR U T Y
g R, X mNGS & F AR R — APk ik .
I, TEARRMIGER TAET, mNGS KA T 2T & —
FhBRUEALTRTE, DU v M DX 2 SO T iR T
s LY/

mNGS £ 8% Gy M9 12 W 5 T BAT AR KA i 5 1
1, R RAR SR IN Ty ik SR BR B 85 > . mNGS
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HEAL FEHE 3 B TR AR Z IR 52 =, HET
B 5T IE 7685 1 Pk SEAN /2 P, mNGS 34 W
TR R 2 1) B T A A 12 W R e [ T 1Y) e f - o

SZ, mNGS Rl R, B R S A
PR, BEARGE Bl R BRI ks e . FEIMPTE RS
57, JE MRS R TR ERE RO RS
TR A RN, HERATNRIT A, B,
mNGS A1 OALs Jig [ AR I A 22 T2, 78
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