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F TCBS 34 & , % % 4 82% (95/116) #= 72% (83/116) , % rpoB A W A58 55| M 2 5 2 95 b M B 4k A iE 3
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Comparison of the identification methods of VITEK, RT-PCR and rpoB sequencing on
Vibrio alginolyticus isolated from seafood

ZHAO Xiao-juan, WANG Qi, WANG Zi-wei, LIU Li, HAN Xiao, CAO Jia-yue, ZENG Jing

(Inspection and Quarantine Technical Center of Beijing Entry-Exit Inspection and Quarantine

Bureau, Beijing 100026, China)

Abstract; Objective To investigate the contamination of Vibrio alginolyticus in seafood sold in Beijing and compare the
different identification method. Methods  After enrichment with alkaline peptone water ( APW), a loopful from APW
culture was streaked on thiosulfate citrate bile salts sucrose agar (TCBS) and CHROMagar Vibrio simultaneously. Typical
colonies of Vibrio alginolyticus were identified with reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction ( RT-PCR). The
isolated 95 Vibrio alginolyticus strains were also identified with VITEK 2 COMPACT GN card and rpoB gene sequencing.
Results  Vibrio alginolyticus strains were isolated from 116 seafood which were collected randomly from markets in Beijing.
The result indicated that the detection of Vibrio alginolyticus in seafood was high in Beijing, about 82% (95/116).
CHROMagar Vibrio media got higher detection rate than TCBS media, which were 82% (95/116) and 72% (83/116)
respectively. RT-PCR result were in good accordance with that of rpoB gene sequencing, while VITEK 2 COMPACT GN
card could only identify 32. 6% (31/95) of the isolated strains as Vibrio alginolyticus. Conclusion The contamination of
Vibrio alginolyticus in seafood was serious in Beijing. CHROMagar Vibrio media was better than TCBS media for isolation.
RT-PCR could give a more precise result than VITEK.

Key words: Vibrio alginolyticus; isolation and identification; rpoB gene sequencing; reverse transcription polymerase

chain reaction; VITEK 2 COMPACT; seafood; foodborne pathogens
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H A, 6 5 bR i i B AT v 3 IR A A
T o SCHR P S 00 IR AR I A AN B
— W 23 1 8 75 A B AR 1Rk A IR R iR 4R
TEHE (TCBS) 3t 45 5% 36 PN 30 5 o fob 0 3% 7 56
B S8 7 A VITEK J5 32 F 3% 4 B 4 =X 5 0
(PCR) 773", VITEK J& 4% 45 i Ak Wy 46 0y i
bR B AR S AR T ELAR R s 1
5, GN R85 %5 i A 45 75 3 oI PR R I a0 4 IR T
TENRY 8 R BN . SN/T 1870—2016 ( i}
FIE b £ U5 PR BOW B R I 9 SE B PO PCR
VeI R T v SN T T BE T 7 19 SEE P8 % PCR
Ry i o RAOAS [R]85 5% 5E 1 43 B ROR DA K VITEK
J7 T PCR 5 25 1 468 5 RO, % o7 PR ol o A
T s B ) )y i B Ty A

SEPRI e 7 i A S — Bl R R A A0 B R 2 S
Jrike RE ABL AR A EMHTHAEDEED
Microseq® i 71 & (19 4 3L [K B 2 16S rRNA 3 [H
S 165 TRNA SR ¥ 51) £ 47 3k 00 A 400 1 25 2 7Y
SR e (H % 8Ok B 2 (9 B 58 & B 16S rRNA [
T TR B 2 2 2 6 ZRAR T Y 4T TR IS A AR R A
otk o FF ve B AT 8 b i B v B R
( Cronobacter sakazakii) FI R £ FHYE 76 B i AT &
( Cronobacter malnoticus) fe] , TG 4y R R 8 AR
Fi B o S AN v A T L 2w
R, R DI BE S rpoB (138 43 4% 11 B2 17 4] 18 55
YR K7 I B R % E B AP, MOLLET 457 3 g
rpoB J¥ 5 4 Mt BT 41 i 4 Fh %8 5, TARR 252" £E 10
A I B T K R T 9K B 43 %5, OBERBECKMANN
SE2VR) L rpoB R M IX 43 TR A I 9K A I
I o

AW 5T R A% G5 00 40 B o B 4 A S I Ok
PCR 5 306 Jb 5% 7 1l 3 96 7= i o 0 75 38 oI 7 30k £ 7
T o B Y8 RIBS LA rpoB FER Y 5 45 R h 5%,
LA T VITEK J5 7% M SCHT 26 6 PCR L ) 25 8 3R .
B 7E T b T T B I R P O Y05
0, B Rt T AN [R) 5 12 5 7 1% 3 I AT 1Y) o A 3R Al —
AW B PEAS

1 #MRE5FE
L1 M
L1T ek IR
P SR A T AL BT 2% ROK O™ i T 0, % BEHIL R

BEBE R AR 116 43 6 3155 965 7 iy, b 422 33 {3
2 63 iy MR 20 o
L1.2 HHORE

FH T B640E 52 1 2¢ 5% PCR 51 H FlAR 51 45 S 1 19
W ARIL 24 Bk, GUHE 7 MRARMETE AR (DL 1) A 17 #k
LEE DB R, B EE R 4 PRI BN,
3 BRBE AL IR (Vibrio cholera) , 1 Hk Bl ¥ IfiL P4 9T,
3 BRI Je W I ( Vibrio furnissii) , 3 Bk M 4k 5K
( Vibrio harveyi ) 1 3 Kk 90 B i I8 B ( Vibrio
navarrensis) o JT A 4 B B Mk &0 F H A o

1 EREKRGR

Table 1  Information of reference strains
Tk 4 T 4 R A e ok U
CGMCC 1. 1607 W e [ 8 AR T R OR R B
g
CICC 10889 S X N e ] T A Y T AR R SRR
LSRRI
ATCC 17802 N PR T 5 [ A 4 R o £ s

7
CGMCC 1.1997 RIS MR b B35 53 AR 4 i Al O e 4 31
s

S5 0 R AR 0

ATCC 27562 A 45 IR A

( Vibrio vulnificus)
1QCC 12306 B IR T e [ R 56 K 28 9 A W TR O T
(ESLNN
F I S 3 TR 2 0 T R A B
s

CGMCC 1. 1758 A 455 5K B

L1.3 BB S

VITEK 2 COMPACT (¥ E A Y # %) |, Friocell
222 L B354 ,7900HT Fast Real-Time PCR X ( 3£ H
Applied Biosystems) , 75 5 B 0HL & 2 B4

i 1% JVR R L B (TSA) B 7 5\ TCBS itlig 1 5%
BE e AR08 A e BB AT SR T A R A
AL, B 5 INE B8 3% & (B EH CHROMagar) ,
VITEK GN 2 & R (3% H & Y g B IR ), Gene
Expression Master Mix( 35 [E ABIT) , 40 # % K 4 DNA
PO & (RO A, RAR AR AR A ),
rTaq M ( H 7R Takara) , £ 8 7K, &ALl . PCR 5]
Y RECE BWEA TAE A R A .
1.2
1201 il i BURE K 4k 2R

e ] 75% CBEHR RN B 5, T B BOH A
JUE B8 Rt PSS o DS T A SR KK FLA 52 B TS
Ye vl , ] 75% L BEIH B8RS e i &, T A 5E, DL
TR SBC T P T B oA 0 4 R DL PR R DL A
N[5 B 77 it 1 KT Y BIE A R 7S O 0 R, SR KT
BYTIFE o BIRE 10 g B, T AR 90 ml Y 3%
NaCl 5 8 H K (APW) 1,37 CHE T 24 h,
1.2.2 S oICER A9 23 18 B e A P T i 1) P 1k

RRE IS o0 He Rl T TCBS i 5 11 1 7% K& ARt
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5 o0 WO SR 1,37 CHFR 18 ~24 h, iR
TCBS HifiR R 7 3 EBEHLPE I 3 ~ 5 /> o 6 7] B¢ &
7% B HURL I 5 N e s R A L RERL PR 3 ~ 5 A
T SE TR v o H 7T BE T V% J 4R 45 Bl 2% TSA B 57
Fealifh, Xt 2l Ak J5 B kAT S5 3 PCR Ik
YIE .
12,3 #FBEINR B9 SE N 20 PCR ik %

ali Al J5 1Y TR 7 B O B TR T 20 pl TE P IR
1 pl fE R . R SN/T 1870—2016' " 5] 4
F % F:5’-GAGCTTTCTGTTGAATGTAACGACAC-
3’ ,R:5’-ACCCACACGCTCCATTGC-3" , ¥4 £ % ;
FAM5 ’-TCTCTGCAAACTCAGACGCAAGCGTAGG-
3" TAMRA, PCR Jx W & & (25 wl):2 x Gene
Expression Master Mix 12.5 pl, I, T g 5l W
(10 pmol/wl) £ 1.0 wl, 4N (10 pmol/wl) 0.5 pl,
Bt 1.0 wl, 8 7 KANFER 25 pl,
1.2.4 VITEK &4 %%

20T PR % 5 4 BB VITEK 2 COMPACT % 5%
4 GN M E R UL F R AE .
1.2.5  rpoB B34 K Jy

S ZH DNA 42 0:95 #k i 20 i # A E) S ml 1
IR APW A IR B SR 12 h JE 0L ml R R R
HR 35 & U B 5 SR IR AN T JE R 2 DNA, - 20 CRAF
#Ho

¥4 mpoB I PCR & N & & : rTaq T
(5 U/wl)0.2 wl,10 x buffer 5 wl, B 48 #% ¥ 4% F =
Wi # ( ANTP, 2.5 mmol/L) 4 wl, b T g5l W
(10 pmol/pul) % 2 wl, DNA BT 1 pl, 2285 Tk b 56
ZE 50 pl, rpoB FLHP HEE[H) . rpoB 458F .5 -agg cgt
git ctt cga cag cga taa-3';rpoB 2105R ;5 -cgg cta cgt
tac gtt cga tac cag-3', rpoB K [H ¥ 14 Jx b & 1.
95 C WA 3 min;95 C A 30 5,55 CiH k 30 s,
72 °C 4EAf 90 5,35 DYEFF;72 CHEM S min' ™,
PCR §" 3 7= W) 28 1% B i A 6 I vl DK il 2 8 o 4%
LR TAY TR EE) ARAFNE, Fos
PR G |- 14 % GenBank, J¥ 51 5 i MF541144
~ MF541240,
1.2.6  mpoB RGLKH R HHh i

M ] 5 A W) BOR A R 0 (NCBT) R #0900
T A A v ] 905 A 9 T R B AH DG R 8 K 7
S AU = I D IS | IR SN - 3 sl |
( Photobacterium damselae ) . % H 98 & ( Vibrio
rotiferianw) W AEDI T B VA 1L SITE | 449 B A7 IR
BB WA 7 UK ( Vibrio diazotrophicus) | F& il
I L AU IC B ( Vibrio mimicus ) | ] §K B ( Vibrio
Sluwvialis) s Je W ki, 1 T R LT oo

NCBI T 25 19 F00 J3° B 45 (4 Jif 45 )7 81 #5 3: A BioEdit
B HEAT 81 H X, Clustal X #52F $E 17 SC 1 4% 20 54
B A PAUP 4. 0 AT RS0 AR AL
214 (UPGMA) ¥ mean it B T M ERAE AT
B BEAT H 25 53 B (Bootstrap ) 88 {5 BE AT, H 2%
A 1000 K.

2 HRE5HH
2.1 ¥R 1w
FE G VBRI 1 1 5, 78 TCBS 35 - A I A9 i
RIEVE R RIE N D6 B e R L&
B VE , AR 2 ~3 mm 7ERF 55 0N 20 5 R A
AV &R RE WA EEE, 22 ~
3 mm, B 116 3 34 B R B R 26 TCBS FiRl 35 52 90
PR 2 Pk PR R FR 5L . TCBS B fig Ky 77 3 115
B AR IR A 99 0y, B 5 IR B L RO
RN H O IE A 95 .
2.2 WEHEINEA SRS PCR %
2.2. 1 SIWHRE R S kA D

F 25 = R AF W AL 3 v i IR R AR N Y 7 P
XF T S 980 PCR J7 1% 19 51 W0 B 6 5 5 M k47
R, 25 S 1 TR o BT A W IR R S
TSR G il 2, A Ry BE R 5 At TR AR R A
Xof R U] Sk S AR 05 A B

5.859 W
1.859 Yy 4

/

38505 e

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30
TEER R
FL BN 9L 920 PCR J7 vk 3 P45 2R
Figure 1

Specificity of real-time PCR reaction system

of Vibrio alginolyticus

2.2.2

45

T TR A B SIERT A S I 2 PCR ik A6

XF 4y 85 45 2 B A n] GE R TR aE AT SE R 2 O
PCR 4500 . TCBS 3y fig 35 9= &£ L 1Y 99 1oy 8 {5 11
P V& 22 SC R 985 PCR 4 TN 45 3] 83 {73 15 e N B4 5
FHID 72 NP i (0 5 FR 56 B0 95 1 (PR TR 4 5
B2 5t PCR A TN A5 51 95 3 7 B I T o
2.3 BT mpoB BN ARG KT /W4

P53 B 15 B 95 BRI BN 1Y rpoB 3 [ 7 41
Y5 NCBI T #5199 BT J JHAth =5 [0 V514 A o B4k 174 AH
SKIF BN LA Bk 7= i v DL SR ER A A 26 3 81 i AT R
GERE T AR 2, 95 B A B R IE B — > il
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SEEOY 3, I 5 ARG B o O B B 7E TR PR
CICC 10889 ,CGMCC 1. 1607 K& NCBI F #k i 7% 3 9K
B ATCC 17749 (CPO13484. 1) B 1F — 3%, Ui W1 43 B
PR3 D U BT

Photob ium damselae (JZ5101000022.1)
Vibrio rotiferi (NZ-BAOI01000213.1)
Vibrio harveyi (CP009467.2)

Vibrio parahaemolyticus (NZ-LIRRG1000213.1)
Vibrio alginolyticus group(95 strains)

Vibria alginolyticus (CP013484.1)

Vibrio alginolyticus CICC10889(MF541160)
Vibrio alginolyticus CGMCC1.1607(MF541161)
Vibrio navarrensis (IMCF01000001.1)

Vibrio vulnificus (NZ-JRQR01000076.1)

Vibrio diazotrophicus (NZ-BBTY(1000030.1)
Vibrio cholerae (JNUX01000026.1)

Vibrio mimicus (CP014043.1)

Vibrio fluvialis (LMTE01000010.1)

2 BT rpoB BN A INE RS ALEH W
Figure 2 Phylogenetic tree of Vibrio based on the sequences

of rpoB gene

2.4 EPEINE VITEK 54855 4551
Feor B 2/ 95 BR ¥ B IN I JE 1T VITEK %
TE LA ILFR 20 31 MR U E O T IR, SO BR A %
EL5R NAK 4 32 % (low descrimination ) |, i o A= {k
B 7 M LA X 3 i 2 R o ST R 9 P ST
12 MR Y %58 45 2R 5 SEF 9O PCR S5 14T, Horp
A 6 B U 45 R BV PRI, 3 Ak 8 E S K
T, 2 Bk 45 5E b gl i 2 B B T ( Sphingomonas
paucimobilis) |1 BRUEE N IE K S BME (Aeromonas
hydrophila) . F|4x 2 MR AL S E TGN, TTEEE
F# 2 LM PEE PCR ¥ VITEK %€ K rpoB £ [K]
Iy 45 2R e X
Table 2 RT-PCR.VITEK and rpoB gene sequence analyses

BbREC  SoHTPEE PCR i VITEK % & rpoB F& K I
31 7 N 7 B R
43 i N A iRy P R
5 o R A o P’ o N}
2 R o PR 7 N
6 5 R 7 A SR B N
3 BN ] TR R
2 5 BN DEHWEEBARE WA
1 7 N WE 7K A B 7 R
2 WHINA Tk % 7 R A

T o A L DX 3 T O o IR L X A3 VA I L R
P AL 1A T R T I 5« LA DX S K TR D A 9 R 2 5
E2 g O]

3 iFig

UTAER , H B IR 5 | Ak B W) b 2 A8 i R A i
I LR K IR Y e I K PR T
FhESvE R Y R RE, KBNS Kt B I A A A
il BK AR 45 ok, 7™ T Al LEOE T
B BRI A Dy — o BB VS T A B R R AL A A D
B H 2B EA . APPSR R, L g
AT R U OICTR Y TS g% LB AR R AR Rk

82% (95/116) , X it , ¥ W I TR 1Y 43 15 48 0 A5 /X
R E T AT A X T B PR o Y 4 e
WEINE A A EERE X,

HAR B T TR E S b A X e N T Y A
D5 ¥E AT HAR I E 8 K 22 00 BB 1Y 43 15 1%
e RE Y T 5 W) 2k TCBS ZE By 95 56, 18 Us @
]G B 7R AT Al AN e e R S e 4
TCBS IR 8% 77 3, N bk B n] 52 16 7% 5% 4 = R
o 5 TR 0 3 % 6, Pk BTG 0 T T P 2R A 4l Ak A
wesE Y ORBIRGE AT LA i, 116 3 RE 5 1 S
[F] i) $2 Fl TCBS AR 3 58 N EA & (5 15 5% 56, 28 TCBS
e RESE, BEINENR L XN 2%
(83/116) iy ik B 34 55 90 TAT Job €0 355 7 i 0 2, U
BN IR 1 3k 82% (95/116) . TCBS BfR 7 5%
BB AR G2 )5 vk 43 2 N TE B T Ik PRk B R AL (B
SRR B T TR R B T O A R A R
BLORTR 55 o Rk 52 IR TR 0 65 3% 97 Ak b Y % o o
oA, ERLINEZ L6, g R BoR
TE 43 B BN T B, B 3 5 O o B €8 3% 5% 2 1 40
AR TCBS g #R PR R 35 5, T LRSI s R AL,
P v R I P A M

SEET 9 PCR 3L (VITEK 35 K rpoB FE P 7 3
bz i 5 3k 1 45 SR 53 AT Sk R, rpoB 3 A I %1 NCBI
BARFEM AT R KB R G R B R4 R AR &R
B3 AR B 95 bR A R i N |, 5 S
Jt PCR 45 R 5¢ 4 —F, N H VITEK 2 COMPACT %
FERGEXTIX 95 PRV BN TE BEAT S8 8, A 31 k543
FHERTEL A —BW N 12 Bk AR BN
IR i Pk I B HE DL X A3 19 50 Bk, W ERINE S
RS 1R | N N o 2o B e U 1O A o
BL, 33 127 2 1 AR HIE 98 H 53 % 1) i i N B RN ) i
116 ) N o NS R DU S e PN B o e B
1t 2 AR W A O 0 M E B E AR R B s T VITEK 2
COMPACT GN % & R % & 45 R o rpoB KL Iy
D7 ¥ AR ERA (B ARG I B[] A 0 2 e BRI
FRASH I v 5 Ay (6 £ A7 24000 5 ¥R Ol SEE R 9Ot PCR 2%
VITEK 60032 Hy T %5 o 90 & 5 @198 1l 1 9 & A= 1k
S 25 SR/ S E AR TT R R BRI T AR

25 LRIk A B 5 45 R 0 R 1 TR A B A0 2R
o5 oI T 0 €0 3% 3% 5, Bk B AT B TR U AT S5 B PO
PCR 25 555 1Y it B I ok 70 55 45 1 o oI A e oA 1A
B EHE AR
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