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Virulence genes, antibiotic resistance, and molecular typing study of Vibrio parahaemolyticus in
Wuxi City from 2016 to 2021
CAO Wenting, GUAN Hongxia, NI Chengpei, SHA Dan
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Abstract: Objective The aim of this study was to analyze the virulence genes, antibiotic resistance, and molecular
typing of Vibrio parahaemolyticus (V. parahaemolytics) isolates from multiple sources in Wuxi City between 2016 and 2021.
Methods Multiplex real-time PCR, microbroth dilution, and pulsed field gel electrophoresis (PFGE) were used to detect
virulence genes (tlh/tdh/trh) , evaluate antibiotic resistance, and perform molecular typing of 204 V. parahaemolyticus
strains isolated from various surveillance samples in Wuxi City. X’ tests were used for statistical analysis. Results Among
the V. parahaemolyticus isolates, the prevalence of tlh, tdh, and trh was 100% (204/204) , 82.35% (168/204) , and
2.45% (5/204) , respectively. A significant difference was found in the prevalence of tdh between food/environmental
sources and patient-source isolates (P < 0.001). Most (96. 08%, 196/204) isolates were resistant to cefazolin, and
2.94% (6/204) of the isolates displayed a multidrug resistance pattern (resistant to three or more drugs). Strains from
both food/environmental and patient sources were significantly (P < 0. 05) resistant to ampicillin, tetracycline, methomyl/
sulfamethoxazole, and ciprofloxacin. The 204 V. parahaemolyticus strains were clustered into 123 PFGE band types with
49.1%-100. 0% similarity, which could be differentiated into 18 different genetic clusters with 85% similarity.
Conclusion Most V. parahaemolyticus isolates from patient sources in Wuxi City harbored the tdh gene. The isolated V.
parahaemolyticus strains showed the highest resistance to cefazolin. The PFGE types were polymorphic, and no major
bands were found.
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— Mg SRR INE Tz A AE T K RN A% 2R
R TR T X R R e A B R R D
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1 #HRE5FE
1.1 BRI

TEHL 204 Bk 2016—2021 4F 438 H T8 1 45 2%
WA A A R A IR, AL FE 24 BRSO R
SRR (WD B AR OCHEAS 9 £, £ b XUPS: 165 0 A
15 oy, Tk o f AR I A5 A AR R R B B i T
IS YR PRRE ) R 180 43 WE 15 9 N 43 3 TR ok (4% 1 T A
OrEER 122 Bk e B Y BESERAr B bR 58 HR) [fE
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Table 1~ Source of 204 strains of Vibrio parahaemolyticus
i (8] /4F R B RR /R B MOREE B R /R RO/
2016 36 11 47
2017 37 3 40
2018 34 2 36
2019 32 2 34
2020 7 2 9
2021 34 4 38
Gt 180 24 204

1.2 EZAUE 55

4= A 2 25 BOMAE R 5 R 48 (36 [EH 8B R R
AT Xba T Not T WUIEG (ALt R ERIEA
FRZNH] ), VITEK 2 Compact 41 % & AL B A4 ) TR
T 48 E R g (2 E A IR A H)) , AB QuantStudio 7
Pro %¢ Y6 %€ it PCR {X (& & ABI /A Al ) , Bio-Rad Jik
35 B L UK X L Bio-Rad Gel Dox XR #E i i 1% %
4¢ (% [H Bio-Rad 24 7)) .

3% FEAGENHHE B MR K IR 8 R T
e \TCBS ~F-Hr (b 5% Bl #7r B2 AR e 60y A BR A w)) , &l
I I B — A R G T 3 ) QR YA R B
FRAFED .

1.3 i o 8 M

Z M GB 4789. 7—2013( & il % & W K hn i &
ity AR ) 2 G e R A I A R A 6 ) TR KR IR
PR W AR T ) AT 0 B e . FEMERE AR $Z
Fft T 3% SAACPABE S H K, BREE KRR AT 10 4%
B PE 2 17K 50 mL+450 mL KEE , £ ShAEARHL 25 ¢
BT 225 mL 3% EACENITE S TR UL EEEA 2
36 “CHETA 8~18 ho MU I ¥ o0 Sl Kol 2 4 A 9 1R
A 40,355 97 FE A TCBS ¥4l b, 28 36 °C 18~24 ho Pk
SRR 58 T Vi A P A A S A AR P T T M E
1.4 By EE R

SR FH 8 24 vk 2 BRI B i R oIk DY 2H
DNA , Z: B0 & 50 B 5, 4G I B Ak 1 3 b 2 ) S
A tlh tdh \trh o
1.5 250l

SR FH R i PR U i R, T R I I A TR X
12 470 B 25 W) 1 Je A% 410 78 V€ 2 (Minimal inhibitory
concentration, MIC) . P Y EIEFH R L AW
PYAR (Ampicillin, AMP) (2 P4 Ak /&7 L2 3H (Ampicillin/
sulbactam , AMS) , < #2 . SL # 1E Jl57 ( Cefotaxime, CTX) .
Sk 1t A BE (Ceftazidime, CAZ) . 3k 78 & itk (Cefazolin,
CFZ) , BRI Sk AVG T (Cefoxitin, FOX) , B 75 &5
8525 W HE 5 B (Imipenem, IPM) , PUFR 225 . PU A &K
(Tetracycline, TET) , fiffi }i¢ 25 - fiffi iz FF IR mals / R 4 i
(Trimethoprim-sulfamethoxazole ,SXT) , & Fepi 24 .
K K% % (Gentamicin, GEN) , S H R . A& %
(Chloramphenicol, CHL) , ¥ i [l 28 . 38 N V> &2
(Ciprofloxacin, CIP) o J5t 4% [& #k iy K W 3% Ay IR &
ATCC 25922 AR 3 [l PR A1 5 96 4 b o AL By 22
(Clinical and Laboratory Standards Institute, CLSI)
2021 M100* BRAFAI LU (S) LA (1) i 25 (R)
1.6 Jikidz B 5 B vk 4y Al

Z: I8 PulseNet [0 45 52 56 25 @) %5 i 9 5 Jik o
W Bk e R K B o 7 R X 204 T HE AT Rk v 3 0
H, Jk (Pulsed field gel electrophoresis, PFGE)iX 5, 7>
FHARIC YD TR HO812, A BR il ¥ N VT8 Xba 1
PEAT B, BV PR R Noe 1 BEATEED), B T
37 CHEY) 4 he WHEHEIKSE(HE:6 V/em, kb
i) : 10~35. 03 s, 2P e i, L 5 M 1207, ) R v
i s 110~140 mA, LYK I 6]« 18.7 b, #2 Jk i B2
14 °C) o MUK SE MG ] GelRed 3 (4, 4l /K ¥ Ut
BERE AR R G4 BE . {# A BioNumerics 6. 0 B4, %
F UPGMA 12 %8 W Yk P 385 147 5 2 43 #r , WL Ok 2
(BN 1. 5%
1.7 Ziteartr

K EXCEL K SPSS #4437 4 TR , x° K
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2.1 F I A 45 R
2.1, 1 EARTEE I RE RIS L

204 Bk @ 0 v IR R 2 HE AR ek R (204/
204) , tdh 3 #5717 Rk 82.35% (168/204) , trh %
Pl N 2. 45%(5/204) .

2. 1.2 OR[RRIEAEA 7 7 5 K 5 15 0

24 BRE A KRB Sy B AR T edh SRS A RO
29. 17%(7/24) , o #E trh 3 B R AR o 180 BRI
A B R, edh HE 5T 6 89. 44%(161/180) ,
rh FER A F R 2.78%(5/180) . & Y KK, &Y
BB 03 B Wk 5 05 BB AT B Bk edh IR HEAT R H A 4
P25 X ()*=52.944,P<0.001) , 45 F W3 2.

2 T BB B bR R B bk 7 )

ol E L
Table 2 Comparison of virulence gene prevalence between

environmental sources and patient sources isolates

H§h BEREFE(n=24)  fi(n=180) s »
BN R SR % RBREC SR/ %

ilh 24 100.00 180 10000 0 1
tdh 7 29.17 161 89.44  52.944  <0.001
trh 0 0.00 5 278 0.683  0.409

2.2 i
2.2. 1 R 2451

204 A I 1L DI R AT Sk 6 8 bR 114 TS 245 56 05 1=
ik 96.08%(196/204) , H UK J& 2 N P Ak , ik 3.43%
(7/204) , %P PEAR /67 ELIH Sk f g |3k f b |
SRV T W e R R L DU PR EE R PP e /AR
B R KER VEHER AN EGFUECRY KT 95%;
XN P AR A 30 L IR 32, 84%(67/204) , 45
W3 3,

#3204 BREE MM IR AT 12 R AR 2T 25 1% 00
Table 3 Resistance of 204 strains of Vibrio parahaemolyticus

to 12 antibiotics

BT 259 44 FR iy 255 /[%(n)] A2/ [%(n)] BUEE /[%(n)]
PR NURIN 3.43(7/204)  32.84(67/204) 63.73(130/204)
FCRTOM /&7 R 0.49(1/204)  0.49(1/204) 99.02(202/204)
Sk 7 WE i 0.98(2/204) 0 99.02(202/204)
3k A0 Ath 0.49(1/204) 0 99.51(203/204)
BRI 96.08(196/204) 1.47(3/204) 2.45(5/204)
SLAVE T 0 2.94(6/204) 97.06(198/204)
Ve 35 1 0 0 100(204/204)
U2+ 1.96(4/204) 0 98.04(200/204)
it file B / FR R0 IE - 1.96(4/204) 0 98.04(200/204)
KRKFEHR 0 0 100(204/204)
AR"ER 0 0.49(1/204) 99.51(203/204)
NG 1.96(4/204) 0 98.04(200/204)
2.2.2  ARTEDR UG FE AT 24515 1

24 BRE W) SR BT 43 8 Wk v, TR AR KT Sk 760 e b Tif
25 R A L K 100% (24/24) 5 Hk g &% 18 Ak, ik
16. 67%(4/24) . 180 B ik F8 73 15tk X 3k F2 mae obk it
2 R L 38 95, 56% (172/180) 5 % & % 74 AR T 24
TN 1.67%(3/180) o Wi 4 R VA [ XF 2% PG Ak L 10
IRFR B e e /R AR BE PR T VD R A T 2 R 2
SA Gt X (=14. 379, P<0. 001 ; \’=5. 746, P=
0.017; x’=5. 746, P=0. 017; x*=5. 746, P=0. 017) , }&
RPUE R W 25K 25 R L5242 L (P>0.05),
ZR LK 4.
2.2.3  ARVAEAR FEAS T 24515 Bl

2016—2021 4 3k 0 e B I 24 38 — DR 47 95
K (>85%) , & 2018 4F JF by Ho i 25 5 3% 4F T B
[2016 4E 100% (47/47) . 2017 4E 100% (40/40) |
2018 4F 97.22%(35/36) ,2019 4F 97. 06%(33/34) .
2020 4F 88.89%(8/9) 2021 4F 86. 84% (33/38) | ;
HoAth T F T 25 3 ZAE 2016.2018 A1 2019 4F H
LRI S5,

o4 TR PR T 2 5

Table 4 The drug resistance rates of strains from different sources

B KA (n =24)

95 8 (n=180)

A Tk WHE % TR WEE % X P
R TIAR 4 16.67 3 1.67 14.379 <0.001
SRV AR/ EF B 0 0.00 1 0.56 0.134 0.714
Sk 7R i 0 0.00 2 1.11 0.269 0.604
e 761 th B 0 0.00 1 0.56 0.134 0.714
Sk F0 e mpk 24 100.00 172 95.56 1.110 0.292
SLEPET 0 0.00 0 0.00 —
W b 0 0.00 0 0.00 —
7N 2 8.33 2 1.11 5.746 0.017
itk i PP G s / PR A 2 8.33 2 1.11 5.746 0.017
KKFTR 0 0.00 0 0.00 —
AHR 0 0.00 0 0.00 —
BN 2 8.33 2 1.11 5.746 0.017

T —RR oo K R
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Table 5 The drug resistance rates of samples in different years [(%)n]

SN B 2016 4F 2017 4F 2018 4F 2019 4F 2020 4F 2021 4E
AR TIAR 8.51(4/47) 0.00 2.78(1/36) 5.88(2/34) 0.00 0.00
RV /EF R 0.00 0.00 0.00 2.94(1/34) 0.00 0.00

Sk f1 g 5 0.00 0.00 5.56(2/36) 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sk 78 At g 0.00 0.00 2.78(1/36) 0.00 0.00 0.00

Sk 7 100(47/47) 100(40/40) 97.22(35/36) 97.06(33/34) 88.89(8/9) 86.84(33/38)
SALVE T 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

V. e 85 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
IIEZS 6.38(3/47) 0.00 2.78(1/36) 0.00 0.00 0.00

PP AR W I /i Y T T 6.38(3/47) 0.00 2.78(1/36) 0.00 0.00 0.00
KKFTR 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
AHmE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
KRR 6.38(3/47) 0.00 2.78(1/36) 0.00 0.00 0.00

2.2.4 ZEMANEH

204 B @I I M SRR i 2 5 0L 2 6, X 3 A K&
DL b B0 R 2590 /T 25 2R R 2. 94% (6/204) , 9% 18 53
Bk Z M 25 RN 2.22%(4/180) , £ 5 Mo 3R 35 4%
Bk ZEM 2GRN 8.33%(2/24) , il £ F LG 1T
2 U ()*=2.770,P=0.096) , 45 L3 6 F1E 7.

326 204 bk B L PE DB i 24 3%
Table 6  Resistance profile of 204 strains of Vibrio

parahaemolyticus
1§ 2453 i 24 1 A 5L i L6 /1(%)n]
— 8 3.92(8/204)
CFzZ 184 90.20(184/204)
CFZ-AMP 6 2.94(6/204)
CFZ-AMS-AMP 1 0.49(1/204)
CFZ-CTX-CAZ 1 0.49(1/204)
CFZ-TET-SXT-CIP 2 0.98(2/204)
CFZ-TET-SXT-CIP 1 0.49(1/204)
CFZ-TET-CIP-SXT-CTX 1 0.49(1/204)
Ait 204 100(204/204)

U — 3R AN s TR
2.3 PFGE sy Aigh R

204 KR EIE AT E 2 R 200 Hr ol 43 123 4
PFGE 7 B, iy 45 4 N1~ N123, £ B4 75 (1) B R L

T ORRRIE LTI £ W 24 1

Table 7 Multi-drug resistance profile of 6 strains of Vibrio

parahaemolyticus
E z;f THEC GG b i 2t FI LI
3 1 2019  JHA CFZ-AMS-AMP 1/6
3 1 2018 JwA CFZ-CTX-CAZ 1/6
4 2 2016 £ CFZ-TET-SXT-CIP 2/6
4 1 2016 A CFZ-TET-SXT-CIP 1/6
5 1 2018 A CFZ-TET-CIP-SXT-CTX  1/6

TE 1~17 BRAS S5 AL EE 7E 49. 1%~100. 0% Z [H] .
Ho N37 6045 17 BRBA;N70 A1 5 11 BRI sN72 55
10 BR T s N46 £ 1% 8 PR ; N41 Fll N51 & 415 7 Bk
P 3 N65 Fl N66 #5407 5 BRI ; N89 Hl N110 456 &
4 BRTE ;N19 5% 3 BRI ; N28 \N33 N36,N38 N43,
N44 N48 N53 .N63.N73 . N76 4% 17 2 Pk i# ; H 4y
101 Fhay BUAL B 1 BRDE B IRIE A . 2
RUM R AR 2 T 25335 S 2 7 #7115 100 L 3% 8.

% 85% B AH L KE 123 4> PFGE 7 B af 43 Hy
18 AN B 5%, 2y Sl 4y 44 8 clusterA ~ clusterR , H 1
clusterD " & 1 T MR B 2, 1 69 #k , T o5 il 7Y
N33 ~N57,WLI&l 1.

8 204 R M A oI 12 B BROBR A R T 2 K Oy 5 L

Table 8 Main band types, strain information, resistance profile and virulence carriage of 204 strains of

Vibrio parahaemolyticus

i bR AE Ay IR fiif 24 1% EWE 3%
N37 17 2017.2018 LRSS FRCT N CFZ tlh+ , tdh+ , trh—
N70 11 2021 TP EE O A REEIR R MOl A BY) CFZ tlh+ ,tdh+, trh—
N72 10 2021 TEYhEEGEAN) —;CFZ tlh+ ,tdh+, trh—
N46 2016.,2018 LSRNV RCT SN CFZ tlh+,tdh+ ,trh—
N41 2017 J15 5 9 A CFZ tlh+ ,tdh+ ,trh—
N51 7 2016 JE 5 96 N CFZ tlh+ ,tdh+ , trh—
N65 5 2021 YR EDE A S K ET)] CFZ hee s tdhe trh=s
tlh+ ,tdh—,trh—
N66 5 2021 YRR ) I R EE BRI WA CFZ tlh+ ,tdh+ , trh—
N89 2017.2018 LSRR RCT SN CFZ tlh+ ,tdh+ , trh—
N110 4 2017 I A I B TS 5 A —;CFZ;CFZ-AMP tlh+ ,tdh+ , trh+
3 itig F, 0 A I #E % (Thermolabile hemolysin,

I A I A 1 9 L 3R Dy G T B EUR A

TLH) F1 fi #4 Pk & # % Il & (Thermostable direct
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e VP72l AN WAER: 2017 N1 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
s w1230 JEA fWhE 2020 N2 CFz tlh+tdh+trh—
w1225 A mwhE 2020 N3 CFZ tlh+tdh—trh-
w1229 A i 2020 N4 CFZ tlh+tdh—trh-
WA VP530 £ 2018 N5 CFZ tlh+tdh—trh-
Mt VP845 AN WAERR 2017 N6 CFZ tlh-+tdh-+rh—
[ VP4 EE S ERm 2016 N7 CFZ-TET-SXT-CIP  tlh+tdh-trh—
LVP49s gl sy 2016 N8 CFZ-TET-SXT-CIP  tlh+tdh-trh—
o VP718 A WEERE 2017 N9 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w1224 A fwrhE 2020 N10 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
NS TOVP83s  mA WYAER 2017 N11 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
i "i : 1 VP496 T Sk 2017 NI12 CFZ tlh+tdh—trh-
w1228 A mrhE 2020 N13 CFZ tlh+tdh—trh-
VP487 & 2017 N14 CFZ tlh+tdh—trh-
VP64  JEAN s 2017 N15 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
VP474 &5 &MrhE . 2020 N16 CFZ tlh+tdh—trh-
VP534 RN WAER: 2016 N17 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
w1097 A fhE 2019 NI18 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
wi062 Ji A  mwhE 2019 N19-1  CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
w1064 JHA  fhE 2019 N192  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w1066 JEA  E#hE 2019 N19-3  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w1091  JHA  WAER 2019 N20 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w1085 A WAER 2019 N21 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
w1093 KA f#hE 2019 N22 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w1035 A WAER 2019 N23 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
w1103 JiA  fhE 2019 N24 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
w935 RN Eha 2018 N23 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
w930 A e 2018 N26 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
vp993 A WEAER: 2018 N27 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—

VP700 KA WAER 2016 N28-1  CFZ tih+tdh+trh-
VP715  JHA WHER 2016 N28-2  CFZ-TET-SXT-CIP tlh+tdh+trh-
VP699  HA WSER 2016 N29 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
VP492 A WSERE 2016 N30 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
VP529  fri s 2016 N31 CFZ-AMP tlh+tdh-trh-
VP663 A WAER: 2016 N32 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w967 RN WEAER: 2018 N33-1  CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
i vp968 A MAER: 2018 N332  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
- w977 A WEAER: 2018 N34 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
: VP14 RN WAER 2017 N35 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
_ (] vp985 A WAER: 2018 N36-1  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
| i vp983 A WAER: 2018 N362  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
VP17 RN WAERL 2017 N37-1  CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
l i VP06 A WAER: 2017 N372  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
] VP16 A WAER 2017 N37-3  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
I VP846 AN WAER: 2017 N374  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
It 1 VP833 A WAER 2017 N37-5  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
I VP836 A WAER: 2017 N37-6  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—

9411 na VP37  JEA  WEER: 2017 N37-7  CFZ tih+tdhtrh- D
X na w989 A WSERE 2018 N37-8  CFZ tlh+tdh+trh-
vp988 A MEAER: 2018 N379  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
vp982 A MAER: 2018 N37-10 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
vp994 A WAEER: 2018 N37-11 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w996 A WEAER: 2018 N37-12  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
vp995 A MAER: 2018 N37-13 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
w997 A WAEER: 2018 N37-14 CFZ tlh+dh-+rh—
w964 A WEAEER: 2018 N37-15 CFZ tlh+dh-+rh—
vp966 A MEAER: 2018 N37-16 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
w965 A WEAER: 2018 N37-17 CFZ tlh+dh-+rh—
VP839 A WAERR 2017 N38-1  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
vp998 A MAER: 2018 N382  CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
VP844 A WAEER: 2017 N39 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w992 A WEAER: 2018 N40 CFZ-CTX-CAZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
VP51 RN WAER: 2017 N41-1  CFzZ tlh+tdh+rh—
VP848 A WAER: 2017 N412  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
© VP720 AN WAER: 2017 N41-3  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
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VP719  JEA W EEERE 2017 N414  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
HEEEE VP789  JEA WEERE 2017 N41-5 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
VP788  JE A W HEERE 2017 N41-6  CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
- VP792 A WAER 2017 N41-7  CFZ tlh+tdh+rh-
o VP8Il JEA W EER 2017 N42 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
VP519  JEA W EERE 2016 N43-1  CFZ tlh+tdh—trh-
559 VP520  Ji A W EPERE 2016 N432  CFZ tlh+tdh—trh-
VP93 JEA WiHEERE 2017 N44-1  CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
VP787  JEA W EEERE 2017 N442  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
& VP91  JHA mEER 2017 N45 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
WL | VPSTL A Wi HEERE 2016 N46-1  CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
- 0 [ VRS2 mA W EEERE 2016 N46-2  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
W | veee2  mA WHERE 2016 N46-3  CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
w962  JEA WAHER 2018 N464  CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
| vposo A W EPERE 2018 N46-5  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w96l JEA WHERE 2018 N46-6  CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
w957 JEA WEER 2018 N46-7  CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
993 vp958  JHA WEER: 2018 N46-8  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—

603 - 956 JEA W EER: 2018 N47 CFZ dhedhitrh=
VP80 jE A aYh® 2017 N48-1  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
782 P74 VP852  JHA WK 2017 N482  CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
PO VP697 A frphd 2016 N49 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh-
so | VP794  jE A WEER 2017 NSO CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
VP573 i A W EEER: 2016 N51-1 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
VP638 A Wi HEERE 2016  N51-2 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
L VP652  JE A W EEERE 2016 N51-3 CFZ tTh+tdh-+rh—
VP655 i A WHERE 2016 N51-4  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
VP656  J A W HEERE 2016 N51-5  CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
VP657  JE A W EEER: 2016 N51-6  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
- VP659  JEA WAHER 2016 N51-7  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
B0 o VP654  J A WEER 2016 NS2 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
VP678  JE A W EEER: 2016 N53-1  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
by VP680 A WHER 2016 N53-2  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
VP689  JE A WEER 2016 NS4 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
8210 VP69 A WEER 2016 NSS CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
97 VP716  JEA WEER 2016 N56 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
L I vp986 A WEER 2018 N57 CFZ-TET-CIP-SXT-CTX tlh+tdh+trh-

s | VP48 Jm N W EBERE 2016 NS8 CFZ thrtdhtrh-
. TR vpl016_ JEA W AEERE 2019 N59 CFZ tlh+tdh-trh~

s L | VPSS A b 2016 N6O CFZ thttdh+trh—
: vp978  JEA W EER: 2018 N6l CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
82 S [vp963 m A W EER 2018 N62 CFZ tIh+tdh-+trh—
. . | vp1284 g A W EPERE 2021 N63-1  CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
06, w1276 JEA WEERE 2021 N63-2  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w1275 JEA WEER 2021 Ned CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
- w1252 JEA faMrh®E 2021 N65-1  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
B 338 w1253 JHA ayhdE 2021 N65-2 — tlh+tdh+trh—
t 32 vpl1254  JE A f¥hE 2021 N653  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—

vpl1256 £, friphd 2021 N654  CFZ tihttdh-trh-
o w1257 JEA Y& 2021 N655  CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
w0 vpl1268 A W EEERE 2021 N66-1  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
vpl1269  JE A WHERE 2021 N66-2  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w1271 JHA W HEERE 2021 N66-3  CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
w1272 JEA ah®E 2021 N66-4  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
867 e o w1273 KA Y& 2021 N66-5  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
bs. w1270 JEA W EER 2021 N67 CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
1274 A b 2021 Nes CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
LI |ploso N W EEERE 2019 N69 CFZ-AMS-AMP tlh+tdh+trh—
vpl1240  JE A faMh® 2021 N70-1  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
vpl241  JE A frih#d 2021 N702  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
w1242 A Y& 2021 N703  CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
vpl1243 A fah® 2021 N704  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
vpl1245  JE A fayrhdE 2021 N70-5  CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—

vpl1246  JEA Y& 2021 N70-6  CFZ th+dhttrh-
4 vpl247 MO AR firhE 2021 N707  CFZ tlh+tdh+rh-
w1248 ML AGR a¥hdE 2021 N70-8 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
vpl249 IRKEMRHE f4phd® 2021 N709  CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
vpl1250 FRkEREk f4ghd® 2021 N70-10  CFZ tlh+tdh-+rh—
960 vpl251 FREEMHk f4prhd 2021 N70-11 CFZ tlh+tdh+rh—
vpl1244  JEA i 2021 N7I CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
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vpl290 A EBWhiE 2021 N72-1 - tlh+tdh-+trh—
vpl291 A EYRE 2021 N72-2 — tlh+tdh+trh—
w1292 RN Wb 2021 N72-3 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
w1293 HA B 2021 N72-4 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
w1294 BN B 2021 N72-5 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
vpl295 A EBWhiE 2021 N72-6 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
vpl296  JH A aYhE 2021 N72-7 — tlh+tdh+trh—
wl297 AN b 2021 N72-8 — tlh+tdh+trh—
vpl298 A EhE 2021 N72-9 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
1299 A EYbE 2021 N72-10 — tlh+tdh-+trh-
vpl078 N YRR 2019 N73-1 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
wpl080  HA MY EERE 2019 N73-2 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
vplo88 A MY HEERE 2019 N74 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
vpl074 BN WY SIERE 2019 N75 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
w1052 BN EmbE 2019 N76-1 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
w1053 A b 2019 N76-2 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
wpl048 BN EbE 2019 N77 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
w1073 A WA ER 2019 N78 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh-
vpl087 i A PERE 2019 N79 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
wpl022 A WA ERE 2019 N8O CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
w1013 A WY ERE 2019 N8I CFZ tIh+tdh+trh+
vpl020 A WY EERE 2019 N8§2 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—
vpl019  JpE A MY R 2019 N83 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—
vwpl043 A b 2019 N84 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
VP506  JE AN b 2016 N85 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh-
VP507 AN ahd 2016 N86 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh-
vposl W WY EER 2018 N87 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—
VP480 kb 2016 N88 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
VP853 A WHEER: 2017 N8§9-1 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—
VP849 A MY EERE 2017 N89-2 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—
VP850 AN MYEERE 2017 N89-3 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
vp980 N MY R 2018 N89-4 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—
VP679 AN MY EERE 2016 N90 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
VP17 N MR 2016 N91 CFz tlh+tdh+trh—
VP687 A MR 2016 N92 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—
VP524 @l TS 2017 N93 CFZ tlh+tdh-trh-
vpl068 ¥ b 2019 N94 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—
VP47 BN b 2016 N95 CFZ tlh+tdh-trh-
VP688 i N MY ERE 2016 N96 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
VP497 il J5ie 2016 N97 CFZ tlh+tdh-trh-
VP692 Wi frpi 2016 N98 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
VP486 i TS 2016 N99 CFZ tlh+tdh-trh-
VP523 iy 5 2016 N100 CFZ-AMP tlh+tdh-trh-
VP526  frfh TS 2018 N101 CFZ tlh+tdh—trh—
VP51l sy b 2020 N102 CFZ tlh+tdh-trh-
VP63 KN b 2017 N103 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—
VP834 A WY SERE 2017 N104 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
VP790 A MY EERE 2017 N105 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—
vp984 A MY EERE 2018 N106 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
vpl047 A MY ER 2019 N107 - tlh+tdh-+trh—
VP521 &l 5 2016 N108 CFZ tlh+tdh-trh-

30 VP527  frdh TS0 2016 N109 CFZ-AMP tlh+tdh-trh—
vplo81 A WY EERE 2019 N110-1 — tlh+tdh+trh+
vpl083 A MY NEERE 2019 N110-2 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh+
vpl084  HA MY EERE 2019 N110-3 CFZ-AMP tlh+tdh+trh+
vplO82 A MY EERE 2019 N110-4  CFZ-AMP tIh+tdh+trh+
VP493 @l TS 2016 N111 CFZ-AMP tlh+tdh-trh-
vpl069 &Y EWhiE 2019 N112 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—
vp948 W WS EER 2018 N113 CFZ tIh+tdh+trh—

- VP483 A WY SEERE 2016 N114 CFZ tlh+tdh-trh—
w1038  HA b 2019 N115 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
vwl227 AN EhE 2021 N116 CFZ tlh+tdh-trh-
VP66 JmAN Y 2017 N117 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
VP767 RN EWhi 2017 N118 CFZ tIh+tdh-+trh—
vp979 N WY EER 2018 N119 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
1226 N BT 2020 N120 CFZ tTh+tdh+trh—
vpl231 A ERE 2020 Ni21 CFZ tlh+tdh-+trh—
w1021 JmA SRR 2019 N122 CFZ tlh+tdh+trh—
VP488 ik I5ie 2016 N123 CFZ tlh+tdh—trh—

W A~R 4% 85% M AR K 123 4> PFGE #7 BU ] 432 18 AN BUAR , 43 il 4 45 47 clusterA ~ clusterR
L1 204 &IV i I e 2R 28 43 A7 18]

Figure 1 Cluster analysis of 204 strains of Vibrio parahaemolyticus
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