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Abstract The health effects of probiotics are strain-specific, making precise strain-level identification a core prerequisite for
scientific research and the standardized development of the industry. This article, based on a review of domestic and
international standards, regulations, and regulatory requirements, systematically expounds on the hierarchical technical
pathways from phenotypic identification, molecular typing identification to whole-genome sequencing (WGS)-based
identification, after clarifying the taxonomic principles of probiotics and the definitions of genus, species, and strain. Among
them, WGS can provide high-resolution genomic information and has become the internationally recognized ‘gold standard’
for strain identification. The average nucleotide identity (ANI) analysis, core genome multi-locus sequence typing (cgMLST),
and single nucleotide polymorphism (SNP) analysis are the key technical means and parameters for achieving precise
identification. Given the differences in evolutionary rates and genomic stability among different species, the determination of
strain consistency should establish a SNP threshold system differentiated by species and genus, and conduct a comprehensive
assessment in combination with insertion and deletion (InDel) features. In the future, probiotic strain identification technology
will develop towards a diversified system of ‘scenario adaptation’, constructing a ‘molecular ID card’ for strains based on
WGS data and integrating cutting-edge technologies such as artificial intelligence, providing solid support for scientific
regulation, and industrial innovation in the probiotic industry.

Key words probiotics; taxonomy; strain-level identification; whole genome sequencing (WGS); single nucleotide
polymorphism (SNP)
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2 SMERERES

1 HAREMNSEERE. M. HRHEX

i AR B A R AL R ST AR AT AE ) o R Ak il 2 b, R H A VEVE A R0 I e 1 I AL R R S 2
AER ., WEFEHAEDWELEMHUEES RAKERE KRR, WHAGH RS N (domain) . 5
(kingdom) . T[] Cphylum) . 4 (class) « H Corder) . £ (family) . J& C(genus) . Ff
(species) . #& Cstrain) ZEA[A E LK.

7E 2001 BT R (AR IR RS % TF M)  (Bergey’s Manual of Systematic Bacteriology )
%2 e, EBR AN B 2 BT C AL G R BRE (g IRTEA . F 2 RGO e B AR AL AR
FRMESE) BRI T RERKE NZ ORI FT7E (BT 16S rRNA R FH| ) o« X—FARBEgE T
AT A 73 2R BRI, oA R AR W R 8 e R 7 4 —prdE . WRIBIDIRIE . SRE KRR
YV TR ARG, HAG A T AL % R AE st [R] ) e YRR AETOY. B o 2 4 78 3R YRR AE A IR 15
st b AL, HL 5 R &g N e R A AR 22 e I — SR AR . AR LR 9484y BT, FRUE Al
BE I8 0y B — AR ) AR R RO, B bR BRI AR T M, REAE I S AT AR ol HR R R AR
E L 2 JE A

2 mAERESEERAK

R M AR B RAFER R 73 K5%0E e, AEZERIEE XA FPEARER, &
5 ) 5 T 43 SR A U B RN, T B AR KT P 4 ) S SRR 1) [ e A AN () g A% 1 S A o
I, MESER .. REMTER S EBOREEE, 20008 25 28 B AR 7T 2 77l A0 S 42 0T 18 3 |
CIE AN EE =l E7o

HAr, mARKNEETER 3 M. ——RESNDRE T, FEMRBT 9056 1R BRE A
A AR . X P OTE— M R B S8 BB B KT, AR MEAER 55 8 B EMR K R TAEMFE
ETTE, H 20 4 70 FEARVICRIZE D EON i, FEKYE 16S rRNA B 75 2 5 ClRFhAH LB i
WET 98.7%) , miFETIE[4 DNA 2238 2% (CoT i, [FEF—M kT 70%) , i@H oI 4 % % 8ok
FAKF, MECLSEIUARKFRIRE A X 2 s RS e ik, &EiT 2010 F£2)5, 2 Hardkira
BRSPS EM T REFR, WELHAAEFEKRKFEEMEETE, ZHEETEENARFIGE
B, TSR AR A FR AR AR R AR A, & TR RS E S R
2.1 “FKRFEEERAR
211 WEMRBEERHZE

an AR T AR G 4 e VAR T AR IR, AR R AT AR o B A4tk S BRI ERA AE
I BEEAT S5 o 1 Z 07 1R R IR . BB, X DAY R DRERI F R, LR R D B AR R o DLIX
SIARARR . BEEREARKIE, BAERSEEAREN TIENEE RS (i HRIRK API R
4 . HabAEYEe g (W Biolog MAEMSEE RS , LUK FEH RS A 055U B O #
W/ RAT B 18] T 17 (MALDI-TOF MS) By, SEIL 7 KN &5 W A3 shik . Pl 5 k51l
) 2 R,

212 WEWMERBETFET*

NRWREE R, RRMEEHANEmMA, FEEET RGN (PCR) Xk E
DNA F B ATH 88 WP Ao b, AT SEIURF KB X 73 . 40 16S rRNA JE K7 21 7 ) FH 41 B 7%
FEAR RNA JE R A R s X5 28 XA RE 1, 8 0 5 008 e Lok mr sEBRp K SF 250 (LD 3608 3 1A
99%~100%) 12, Z ik B E SN EME e E T T, BES TR AW EM Y PRE R
22 “#RAKE” EEHEAR
221 ZHASFHBEAFE

PR 7K T 58 08 2 X 43 [R) — 0 b AN TR A5 0 3R ) OB, N B PR TVR LA B S ki i e v
Jk (Pulsed field gel electrophoresis, PFGE) AR #F /7 BEIMELF, SAMEEIEE S, ¥R, L=
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) AR AL ATY Bk 8], BEMLY 48 %2 25 DNA (Randomly Amplified Polymorphic DNA, RAPD) A
PO L T R R, SR RS MR 220 M A4 B (Ribotyping) EEELMERLS, AR ZIR T
fitg V)57 523 A1 B i e 78 v va RIS, A 5 5140 B (Multilocus sequence typing, MLST) @it 434t
EAMNEFIER GER A 7~10 AN A H S SEEIE R 28, 25 B ukny, TTEE MR, (T 5
SO, SR RTIRAL AR IR, 6 v A AL R AR X 4 B RN
222 ET£ERANFHSEEAR

bEE @ TR R R R, T AR AT 51 5 1 5 B 07 75 1E 1820 1R AR 7K P %6 52 10 3T A
W BoOREEAHZ A A FH R (Core genome MLST, cgMLST) 14 3 (K 40 £ 7 & 71 43 1Y
(Whole genome MLST, wgMLST) 7E4&45 MLST FEfd b, Jp i3k 4% 0 35 PR 4 B4 3k PR 4H i 3 &
BTN B AL S AT SR B A, RERA T WX 1 HE e 5T SEE, 3G TR S s AR A 41 2
WK T M. TR £ AP (Single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP) i i 78 4= JE K 21 75
Bl A VR0 B R (] (R SR AR R 22 7, T AR S 2 FR R I R GU R B W, TR AT S BB R [R) 84 o6 R 5k
I, O iz N T B R e S iR

3 mERRKEEN “€RE"

DT SR E R AR O 7 BT B, IR T B M sl BREE DA /I D5 IR AE X 20 2R 5
R APGL I E RIS AE 7> HER R IR . WGS RERS SR A e BB A% A5 B, SEBL A 2k DA 2L R 1
XF AR BEAT S RS B A . BT, WGS O MBHIE T BB AP K [ Br 2 DA B 2 2E B T PR 4
(M “Ebrde” , NG — HATIB W0 bR % e R R BT T RORFER .
3.1 SREMERARYEHEEEEREENZOEH

RAG AR R R R AR AT, 2 WGS REHES E AT, BL lNlumina. MGI ¥ & 1t
R ERMPPEOR, WER. MEFEE H AR, MLl PacBio. Nanopore 1~ & AR KK K
FRHiAR, FFABRK B (10~100 kb) , 7 Bh T B E B XA T B 25 ail . E RGN
HY, P R e S DR 2 2 rP R I 2R L RG5O 3R A 6 AR 1 B 5 ol ) ) A R R o B A
H, NJREHERELE . IR ZeVEVrO SOE At . W fREE T WGS M L bk e 45 R T
Fe . FasE HEAT AT, A 25008 M Py 7 A6 1 i i ol BEAT P AR I PR A, RS U R B R
EEIE GUFRE . BRE . TSRAaD « FEEHHERF R (NS0 (. EBESIIR) « R
— Bk 5 W R AR A BB 0L g A, g SO 58 25 B NS R I AR 2 B S E B B KR

Ein
2,

32 £EAEYAAN HERKERYMHERKETHXBIKRE

BT R My R s R DL P R — 2 (Average nucleotide identity, ANID
>95%~96% {'F: A 21 BRI Ft 7K T 1) 465 5 IR AR, 33K tH 2 15 38 30 440 R A o 1) G A 2024 5y — g D, R DN 4 2
IINTIE ] R IEAR G5 5 VAR AR %, B FLER AT 8 (Lactobacillus) 28 K MRS 40 W EHT 0 8N 24
AN @R, ZEfAFEJE (Bacillus) EHT4r2A 18 NMEPY. HAl, BRI A 4 252 AN E
£ LPSN (List of Prokaryotic names with Standing in Nomenclature) & 484552 FiRk Wb i 2 224 A7
BACFUH B3 RS2 BFFER, 2 ANI>98.5%HF, [/ — 4R AR kB £ RER B b e
HeAe € HoAT A WL RESS K, R — PR A 5] B R R T8 RS e YA, DR AE B AR Dy AT R G B I Ao
KE” G S HEERYE, R, FEEENL, ZEREIFIE™EE S LR KRR,
BEFRIDAMAGRE —BHESH B ERIW . BT AR E R LR E AR
A B K V- B DR R A2 P 45 7 T AFAE 22 57, DR R /K S SO AR P B AN 320 53 BB CE A [R) 490 Fh o s T
RefAE— M ZER, HIFE=95% (MPIE 544 )5 (European Food Safety Authority, EFSA) ZiX
>04%8D) . HHAINN, F— RO F S B P el e vk, HE R A R R B T 58 4 — B It
PR 2 AN JE DR 2H 5 2 A B TR ZH L 2R e i B — 30, ANIE>99.9%, 7 R AR R T /b & Bl il 98 A%
AL, AT 30 A R B R 2820 12 R R R B S R B R A AR M, HEBR AR 7 BOAR A I R R T L
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RN B A H 25 L.
33 MEHRAKEEZTEILERNUA SNP BEKRIFMN InDel 5347

SNP Z3#r AR MR KT 558 R AL 1 s 20 PR AR 0045 8, mI R A i DR 20 5 6] P AR 0ot B R 1) %) B A
MR 22, SIS HE X 20 B RS R T B o AESKBR N s 35 [ & it RN aDRE 22 4 25k DR 20 2 15 1A
GRS AN S WGS $idis thxy, <20 4~ SNP 1E N bk % e M 55 B & M2 g
B (U.S Food and Drug Administration, FDA) tH{EH GenomeTrakr Network = {f & T SNP 1)
T AT R R B SR, mTRREE (R 0k ik s SR 5L R 2 A e AR AR 22 R BT, A
[F) R P IR R PR B) SNP BB AFEAE 22 57 o A SCHI B o AR = I AR E AR R AR R g ol (LR D
KH G —H4axt SNP BIE T B8 FHOR A, Ak, #AGK CInsertion and deletion, InDel) [FJ£f /&
PR [AD8E A 22 ) B B RUR . AE R PR R —YERE h, B PIAR B IR R A7 7E InDel 2 5, HPfE SNP %
EEBMEGE A, Wl aeddn R ER —wtk. B, waudd KRR R HRE A, XA
[ 2 A T A ()G R PR ST 22 AL ) SNP BB R &R, JFE4EE InDel FRAEREAT SR 6 1A, AR — 3
PR E SR BE R AR

S WS P B P o BRI R

Table 1 Genetic stability of production strains during passaging

[aki T3 [EakS TEREL AN FEREB AR FIZH ANLAE/% A RIS #R SNP HE /A4

SRS # FLIFD Bifidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis VB4 100 X >99.99 42
BT FL VA Bifidobacterium animalis subsp. lactis Probio-M8[3] 100 1% >99.00 31
I LR AT 1 Lacticaseibacillus casei ZhangB¢! 100 18 >99.88 37
BB LB AT B Lacticaseibacillus paracasei DGB i 10 4E Tk >99.99 5
R 2 A LS AT B Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus GGB®l #2750 1% >99.97 6

B 2 B L AT TR Lacticaseibacillus rhamnosus Probio-M913°] 100 £X, >99.00 16
T FLREAT T Lactiplantibacillus plantarum P84l 100 X >99.96 13

* A CREBRT, JERE 21T SNP HCR.
4 BERMrEERAMBEREENEEEX

e BRI, REREAE KN KR “ & )7 fENE AR, EEHEMSE. SIS
A BT 7 A B R
41 ERMHEEFNEFEZELREER

WK 23 fr 42 42 J5) (European Food Safety Authority, EFSA) il it 224 % #NiE{k & (Qualified
presumption of safety, QPS) Xf#i’E B BT, Xt 2KEMf — B EREEERWHMAK T, EEE
2 B HLE  (Food and Drug Administration, FDA) 43 HITE “/Ail %4 (Generally recognized as
safe, GRAS) ” #l “HrEfr 4> (New dietary ingredien, NDI) 7 (HEZE T £ 5 ARG € 4b 78 71 25
AR REATE B, Gl A DU MR AR, B EUR 5T R . AR ORI E 2, BRiR R
MMM A — B AE A B mE el 7 EH, HBiaMiadEm (Australia New Zealand
Food Standards Agency, FSANZ) fi i EM/K-F-Hfit. ERE, ERPAEREZRSKM (THT &
AT R A2 ) R (T TR LE M EM AR, LA SRS sh AN, Hod & A A
R E WA EE R ACE, BALE S E A E B EERACE . SRR E, % W i 5 25 A
BIRA o> R A 5 22 R E WA TE, JFRILH i Pk 18 “RROKT 7 RS BRI
42 BERALHENHRERITNSLEEIES

15 [ B i 28 B 48 8 A R R R bR S dR w7 T, IR DR R A 23/ 7 AR 2R R sl 2R B VR A
fergy M. PR R4 (International Probiotics Association, IPA) (54 HINETE R, 2017) 1“1
AR AR R A AR R, BT R RS S T o B i R B TR A B A Sk R A Y
(EPRFLMBA 2 (IDF) AR No0.513/2021 #i LW MK e e/ ) BHEH, BHRAKCPREHELS & &
ZAMEVE . DHREMETE R L Ak S F e R Ailt, 8 P R = DR R B vk e 7 iR A 2 T WIGS 1) SNP Al
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MLST 4r#r. PFGE. Ribotyping. RAPD. W#FF R PCR &, AFSMITEEBEMERAEEZR
P, NARYE B AR B SRR AN B3 Sk BIE A 7. EFSA 7B (T SRR B 7 o OB VR4l 1
ARt e tare ) UAd IR H, HEE SR WGS J7ik, a1 ANT 285 A= 030 A7 HE 0 0 T8 FloK ST 49 28 2%
MR EfIN . S 258 USP-NF<64> (a4 By WU R 4 7% PCR 54> T AEW) 2 5 v SE Bl
FRKF 45
43 ZREZRSEINZESERIINELEN AR

B AE 26 AL B PPN 7k BIRE R T BON A T LA &, (GB 31615.2-2025 £ il %4 B K brifE
1 in R 2 VRN FR ) PSTRA A i R TR B N AT WA e . PR BRI SRS
(T/ CIFST 009-2022 & fh i 4= B IE ) USIRH, £ 5h FH 2 A T8 0 45 4 2 2R AR A0 R0 356 DR P 45 A S B0 B
PRAKF%E . 2023 g, FRE S 002 A & 0 B AR 56 R 51 8 S bm v, O AT S e R 7 L T R
PR R G BoR T

5 HmAWEEMRARKSHEREEZ

i A TR ) B AR e R A R RN ) DR B R R A . fE B R A BRI I B, R K
W eS8 AT WA OB . 53 AR B RS AE S e R R R L DR, IR LN A 224 5 i AR e IR
A LL WGS NAREM 4> FHAR, wlfEFE KA KPS B m 40 P RS AT, kKT BRS e 4
FESEML T ORI R A . AR, KRR EIRBE D o AR e . AT R B bR A AR AL T AR R
THIIG BRI B S B 1 2 Sk . Rk, RGHI T PRER AR RIS B2, X T IRSh = B, SCHE R
FRE SR HERENE LA S REBEME L.

5.1 FER AP
511 “E#” MERASEL LR SFERALIR

o] 5 R R B AR e X AR, BN E BRI ARG . BEFHAR T AR—SNP Al InDel
W RN B AL B AR R T8 AL 22 S B b vl . SR, SRR B b LR R . EAMRAER A Z R, TRk
EEAGT R RS, W “HWRS 0”7 P — S0 e W R LR B Z 44 . B ail
i RGN AR 2 EWFAC, AN R 2 A 1 2R L 2 AL B 5% B AE L .

512 ETFWGSHWHREHNEEREESSE—

T WGS HkgE% e, Hnr S M Bk T ASEIG AR B A 1E B F 0 i AR AR AR L K. 24
A, DNA $REUTE. Mp-FE (HERKSKEKFE) UARESH (BHREE. 2KRIE M
FERAT LR . ML R ZH 41 35 5t B 9E 4 (I Contig N50. 52 #8F 5i5 44 ) FAE F 460 (SNP. InDel
WA EE S IERAE) R Z R — 0o Mt FE e .

513 BRESEZEHEEZGEFTELENHIGRE

WS E AT R A R R FEESNSHERYEE. 407, AR ER T2 m AW W
PRI 22 BN AL 7 AU AT AN S8 BE AP AE ARV E B IR, VERRIE S ZEA T RN, 7 b B R 5 8] 20 25090 R %
WEERE BT AR AL, R “EIEIS 7 o OS54 W = i R A B %, IR R Y
WAL E G Z Ui L], 7R R R LS 5 A 2 R TR A
52 fRRER
521 HME “FRER” HRBELERARER

KokmAEWEEHAKIE Z oS R mRRE, WS ERNERER, LUEEA R H
Rt IO F R o B R RUR P A . M, BSOS R WGS U #f 57 A 8 i1 14 A% Ok
PEIEMAN M EIR R, NER SO EIR ORI . SR EEm 5mniE, FREER
SR FAM BRI s, TR AR S IR A T E S R 2 R E R A R E D . P
5 71 5 45 )

522 BHEMAWEAFLEERA
KM P 261 (SERS) iR, LHHEFR, wITE M KV KRB T P 4 i BE il 2« AR
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W SRR e g . GBI M AR AL R R AR SERS fR SR FE 5 R BE IR EIE, KREZEARE
HSLIAF P SRR ORRD A RGR I 14 1 1) 25 A5
523 ETF A WEKREERAR

HAl &k A L+ ks AW A P2, BEAE 7 5k D 20 208a i 38 0, 3 10 e R 26 PR A 340 s
SIARBBIE K . N TR B KA ALK AL B AR ) U AN 2 e R BB, FRal 2 fE DI RE R AR 12
8 75 1H

6 FEZFxRiH

gE LTk, ASCEENRARHEREEREA. BN EHBRSEIIT RGN, LEZANERE
W, TERBLR 5 ALl

R FERACERS S B A E L TE R R R R

i A R 28 A N B ST R B B A M r K R 2 b, B A AR AR AR R 4
THEMHEARELZHMEEEARMER, HHEMACFR 22210, 2 — 20 T AR K T % 52 2% i
. BT RARMIINES 24t LA EERE R, R ERACES TS e, Rl w2t
YA 5 ThRETF R DA K oMb A B ) B Bk . 240, A BRI R 5 A 25 AF B IH 40 R A X 22
EESTHEPIMNEER L, FEMHE MACEEHE” [ “PRKTRIMLE " A .

R EREANF (WGS) TN E R AN ER L E “ Shrifk”

R EE . HRFMRNERESERNAFY, & WGS ¥z onrit. Bk 5K
KW e B A B, T A U o L vh R I 2 S A TE 45 1), SRS SE R RIS IR 20, R B R ORS v S e R
BERTFE AL TS . HET WGS 1) AN 43 B, cgMLST 1 SNP 43 &5 773, AT Sl A, I o 3] 1 &
P HIREHESE 2 o SNP T A B MR KT S5 e 32 4016 T Fe i A PR 05 5., 2 SEBILBR MRS 1 X 20 1 S B 4
AFB.

LR = B AR B A R — O N S A R ZE A SNP BRIE AR &R

SNP 4347 ] 75 4= 35 [R 4190 B 9 TR0 B AR TR R B AN R 22 57, B T AN R4 vl 2R e b fh i e . 0
DR 41 3 2 A0 R DA R R R A A e S T AP R [ E 2 5, R A 4 — 4t SNP B{E nl fE 5 80
Hlo BEAL, InDel [FJAF A2 B AR IF) 3845 22 S (O B BRI, AR AR AAAAE InDel £, WAl RER
ARHIFAER — Wbk Rk, 8 RGN RS R AR MEE T, BN R (A 2 A T PP AR 35 A R 1 A ST 22
S SNP RIEA R, FH454 InDel SEHHAT 28 A VRl AT A B bk — S0 2 52 $2 5 R 0 4

LR DY . 8 N7 bR IR A o B R T e S TR R A e I ) S

BT WGS MIzsiA Mtk %, Hah Rl 52k 5 nr btk m B RO T AT fE f AR AL . 60 7 204
PR, RS SR TR, B S A S B ANTIRAR, 0 R AR RO AT A R =
B, BRI e RN AR RV RSSO IR, @ VR,
WA LI =R . ARG IS e R ASAT e, ik, mZiEsh gl ™k i, B85
BOUHE (W bRORIE . ThEEds M. et EdES) WA W T HERNAEEE, HREIPFHLES
SR VT MR, AR AL S e B A A ST

RT: HAFECHEAKER “BREE” A T8 R AR

DL R B e B ) WGS B A s b MR CE YR, WIS AE AR “ T B iE” , RN
JEBUM B BRI F T, A FCPGE . Ol AR IR SR O FARIC IR . 7R LSRR BT R
B 4> FhRic BRIEAS I B A, sSeBl &= 2 MR A H BN FEE A S S0, AN hERtE
BT HE. FR, SRRRMIGHES SO SATHEAR, HELHAEM SR EM (b 4RO 5 [H
ARG . B RS DR B PR B K, N T B R AR ALK E 1 PR 1 ) ) RN 5 5 rp R 4% B
ERT, oA TIhae @R I248, oA P L i B 5 VS R R fR A I s S
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