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A, KR, ARE, £ 0. WER

(L. BHREEE RS EGORA SRR, il 2013065 2. LR IE RS RIEA)™ IR0 TREH AR DETE P, L
2013065 3. bIRFIEAER S KT S AL B A BT PRI L, B 2013065 4. bR BRI B X R
AHIRAT], L 2017175 5. A EETIETES L A JRAe s b0 V008 Eaids 222000)

B B RS TR BRI T BRI AT 18 ( Citrobacter freundii) WAL B 2F AUFT 1 , I 0 M JL &2 2k
DAL BREE DRSOV 0 IRAT IR AT 18 C1 VR U e 75 B 900 B ) A AT T S8R B S R AR AT B0 B 2 AT T
D0 R R 20 B8 5 0 108 , 25 6 AR PEAR AR S 5E 15 16S TRNA 81 70 A 4 B0 I 28 AT T 10 R AR R4 T %8 , 3
JIFER 25 R/ INBR A R LA B ke B £ R A 8 T 10 0 P S 1 G A TR S AT R R
PRI ZE 4 . S50 SR NIRBHIE 43 B8 0 5 1 1 BRBT T 200 B £ L 7 Bk PNB3, H7E 1.0 x 10° CFU/
mlL it B VR SO A FCFP B IAT B C1 RS 9R A0 3 120 h (S s A R 3 1 99.99% . 454 B A (LS i
PL K 16S rRNA 4508, kK PNB3 gt A% 28 /04T & ( Bacillus licheniformis) , AN il 2 BL 52K W E: & Nhe
B iR TERE JmeEs FM B AR KRR R B 230 R 5455 7 5 H X 75 #ii Wl |
NI R R RIBER ZHER BRI E KRER MKIETDE Shie FHERE 10 ffikR
P B RURR  FEZAUR BE R 2.0 x 10 ~ 2.0 x 10° CFU/mL Hbtof /INER 388 A9 A K A A bR T, X BRE 5 i A1 mp A8 8 2
TEERVE o AT UL HAC ZF AT PNB3 S — Bk H A TTE 2 P 0 96 IR AT BB AT B S PO, A i v
HEGY B T IR AT R AT T LR W B 45 1 22 A Al

KB I IRAT BRI I 5 MARZFIEAT I H590: B0E; K2tk

PESES: S945 XHEIRERS: A

B AR AT ( Citrobacter freundii ) J&=—Ff
Nt B, A A SR SRR

a0 28 AT B 32 B8 Al B 2 F AT B ( Bacillus
subtilis) (B K ZFEFAFT # ( Bacillus megaterium) | Vg

REEZFhaE ) T, Al o e Ja B SOR R
R M ARG R AERS TR
KREET BV, ] DGR =i 78
trituberculatus ) . TE OI% JR KR
clarkii ) . 16 #8 fifi ( Anguilla
marmorata ) % 2 FUK " B KL R RAET- ™
L T 7K 7 55 B Ml i e B 2 % i N S it
FEo PRI, 9 BRAT G R A T7 1 42 il IO 37 LA EE A6
TEo ZFAUFF IR 2 /K 7™ 37 58 v i O ) — 2R 4 2E
I, EUA I SR A R 2 R LT
TR A= Bl Wl T A 2 P A R DL SR RE T Y
PER' o T, TR E A K 7= 35 5 v BLAT Y A I

( Portunus

( Procambarus

s HER: 2020-04-07 f&E HEA: 2020-07-04

ot 28 KT B ( Bacillus basophilus ) 4%+ 2 {0 FF
& ( Bacillus cereus ) . fift TE ¥ 2 f#F & ( Bacillus
amyloliquefaciens) | FF BL 5 7 B 2 1 #1 # ( Bacillus
methylotrophicus ) 27" |t 2 1 VE S T 48 FL 4T
X3-3 AL IR R 2F AT I X4-1 FIE K ZF A
FFB X4-5 20k R B vk A RAFMPURE T,
PR T 2 AT R AR D9 K™ 7 58 AR P By
PEHFRIT K B RUED BT IR . SR, I BEAT STk BT
BT, i WG 2R FE A RS B0 ™ B 1 6 1
B IRAT TR I8 . A S DL 1 AR 8 5 S0 M
IR ERATARIRAT T C1 A 0 B 438 75 18T, M7 B 92
Perhoresimde 7 1 BRPT B IRAT BRI A 1 19 0 B
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AT R AR, SR T T A B AL 52 5 168
tRNA [ 3347, 32 B (HI/T 415—2008 34
A B 00 3 B 22 A VA 5 ) (NY/T 1444—
2007 Tl Wyl b s in 0 A1 38 ) ) 45 [ G bR
NG 7 PR R 24 P 0T /DN R e A 4K B 5 il ) K%
Xof BRE 1 AT e A 8RR 1 SO 1 55 5 T 2 A T
HAZZ AN, DU 6 90 DO AR A 181 435 B0 T 1) TR
TR R, S AR 4B 9 B 8% ( Eriocheir sinensis) 3f
PRAFTRRIR AT V1 AE ) )7 425 v 18 42 4 1oy P 2 3 2
WA

U RPRS ik

1.1

FRIHINVRRAE T VLI % 5 W S 3758 ;9 IG
PR AT B CL 4% 85 1 F 2 6 g ) o 4 8 2%
ML SO R ZE AT 1 BYKIL7047 ¢y L Vg ii
PEOR 2 1 K AR Sl W R Bt N BR
( Chlorella sp. ) fy R K P2 BE2ABF 58 B KT K 7
WEFE TRt s W R0, B I (ML SRR K
MR ) (GB/T 21805—2008) ) 1 il ; 5 vl
Bk, A 5286 2 2 I GB/T13267—1991 JK [
W B K 0 (BE ) f0) bk R A k)
E s BE 5t ( Danio rerio ) V-1 i 4 (0.3 =
0.1)g, ZM{GB/T13267—1991 7K it ¥y Jii %} ¥k
IRt (BE D fh) P RE AR I 7 k) Y A S R
PiFE 14 d BT, 1 b A fh
R AR s P AR R R T A T (28,0 =
2.5) g, BT B SR B 5 14
d, fERETCAG , VLI 5 W SR R it
1.2 HEFAFEEREKNSESHE

S8 CAO 21 {7 Tk BEA T4 B 2E AT B A
BL B RR O 23 B9 S5 0% o, BDARIR R 58158 1.0 g IR
BT 9 mL TR/KH, RF IR G T 80 Cokik i
10 min, SR 5 5T R T 04 A1 S M 0 R 48 A
W R SRS R IR AT AT R Y
SYES S alifl, B4 B B 2 AT T bk S B
ETHE MG, 1E30 C 200 o/min 05 T
PRAR G 1555 18 ~24 h JE il AW B A 1.0 x 10°
CFU/mL [ BB, SR 5 R F2F bkt s 25
TOFFE R 95 IR B RR AT 1 C1 Y595 1,
FHHE LATEGAN 251 X 4Jt RL 45 Be B bk 1) 0
PRV KT R B ( > 12,0 mm) F KA ZEHIAT
A R PR AR 0 B 25 T TR0 L B
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1.3 HEFAMNERRERX &R KITER
HERMERR

S IREEIIEE ) (07 1 AT R SF T B A
KRR AR 3 FRAT B R AT T 1) 410 1 R 20 Ao BI
HE DU AT 0 R AR A [T AR AT I C
3R 200 mL JC E IR N BAWE N
1.0 x10° CFU/mL,#X )5 F 30 °C .150 r/min $& K
R HSR eI B FR J5 1Y 0.24 48 .72 .96
120 h JOREIN € 3 FRAT SRR AR I C1 ROV, IF LU
FRTR) ST B 77 1Y 96 [T R R AT 1 C1 ARy
XFIR G Horh, Bl IR BRI AT I C1 ik 3 Y I >R
PRI AP AR
1.4 HEFAMELREARNEE
1.4.1 Z5FXE

PP 2 AT T U0 R R AR AR 3 100 mL g
W E TR L TE 30 °C 200 v/min FF TR IRR
WHFE24 h J5, T4 °C .12 000 r/min B> 1 min,
Ft B3, R H] Ezup FEAIERIZ] DNA fli#2 100 &
(ZTE ) JEAT 08 28 f0 A B 00 B TR Bk A0 Bk R 4
DNA [ # I, 8 J5 DLEE R 20 DNA g Sl , Xof
16S rRNA 17 PCR ¥ 8%, Hrp: iEm 51 ¥
27F: 5'-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3", % I} 5]
¥ H 1 492R; 5'-GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3';
PCR 9 3% 2514 :94 °C 3 min;94 °C 1 min;60 C
1 min;72 °C 1 min; 3t 35 MEE, il B#EEEHE
PR BRSSP0 B 2 A G R R AY 16S
rRNA P IS, M Mega S. 0 B4R F 48 4%
EERGEREW
1.4.2 AWK E

SIRCH WAN T R G5 E T Y MU
B S T 2 AP R 2E AAT BE O BL R AT
AP S E
1.5 HREFAAELRERNE I EFEN

PR 2P D0 R AR X R Ak (A
ZAFFF I BYK17047) 435345 2] 100 mL JoH &
FEPA W, 7E 30 °C 200 v/min S50 N 0 R 7 5
7224 h J5 T4 °C .12 000 r/min &.[> 1 min, 3 |
15, SR J5 R Ezup AECEE 2 DNA 235050 &
[ RIRAEACBHBA R A (dbat) ] Bk P 4l
DNA, It — 25 DL 2H DNA S #8iAR , 2 I E 3%
5P R T PCR 4 38305 [ R AR AR 1Lt
PARAE (Jea0) IXE MR BL (hblC) KR
B R Nhe (nheA) JEH JG#EZR T (beeT) Kl |



4 1 BEIEAR , A5 IR IRAT AR IR AT S T PNB3 (970 B E 15 % Vb 655

R E FM (emFM) JEDR AR K (cyK) 3
PR MR (ces) JEPR ZRORFEH T (pleR) AT
PCR 46l Horb ¥ 1128 BL 3P M7 5 Nhe 3
WG E THF GEE FM 3EH MR K
JEPR MK RE PR | £ R0 45 R T PCR 351 9
(2 1) iy b3 00 R W BB A R W) 2 B Sk
[16 451 PCR 4 H4 S i 1k 222 AL 25 L,

(4% DNA 2422 wL, 3197 (10 pmol/L) 4 1 L,
dANTP( 4453 10 mmol/L)0. 5 wL,dUTP 0.5 pL,
10 x PCR buffer 2.5 pL ,¥7%/K 17.0 uL,Ex-Taq
DNA B4 (2.5 U/ul) 0.5 ul. PCR =42
10 o/ L Sl B IK , T BER LR R 58T WL

FHA ML RS,

x1 FHEERNYESY

Tab.1 Amplification primers for virulence genes

. 5% J¥ %1 Sequence P 27 3CHik

5 A ne S

B 1AL Virulence genes Primers (5'3") Length/bp Reference
WaE R FM 3R entFM-R ATGAAAAAAGTAATTTGCAGG 610 (167
Enterotoxin FM (entFM) gene entFM-F TTAGTATGCTTTTGTGTAACC
7 Nhe FEH nheA-R TAAGGAGGGGCAAACAGAAG 477 (23]
Enterotoxin Nhe (nheA) gene nheA-F TGAATGCGAAGAGCTGCTTC
WREER TR beeT-R TTACATTACCAGGACGTGCTT 400 (23]
Enterotoxin T (beceT') gene beeT-F TGTTTGTGATTGTAATTCAGG
1 2% BL 3E A hblC-R CCTATCAATACTCTCGCAA 699 (23]
Hemolysin BL (hblC) gene hblC-F TTTCCTTTGTTATACGCTGC
MIEFER KK cytK-R CGACGTCACAAGTTGTAACA 537 (23]
Cytotoxin K (cytK) gene cytK-F CGTGTGTAAATACCCAGTT
A i ces-R GGTGACACATTATCATATAAGGTG 1271 (23]
Cereulide (ces) gene ces-F GTAAGCGAACCTGTCTGTAACAACA
ZROER T )
Phospholipase € regulator ( pleR ) pleR-R CTATTATTATATGTGAGATGAATTGTATGGTAA 581 (23]

pleR-F

gene

AGACGTTTGGATGTTACTCC

1.6 HEFAEMFENLRERHOTZAE

R FHAC R 8o I BB 2E AT B R
PR 13 Fh 25 848 (BT WA a0 A
RN H] ) B OB | I AR H e M T A )
A B F B CAR 12 24 B 56 0 7R e A% 1 b
TE) F 5 XA AT AE R AT 254k
1.7 HMEFBRTERRBEENKEERNZ N

Z WAt 5 250 1 7 WoR B B A TR AT A
R APk 2] 400 mL Jo R & = W7, 78 30
°C 200 r/min 51 FHEIRIEG IR 24 h ]5 T 4
°C .12, 000 r/min &. > 10 min, F 3, WA TH
A BEER K R 1.0 x 10" CFU/mL 1) B &
W, SR I5 TC R BN B0 T 2 TR AT D0 R TR AR 1Y T
WA 100 mL TR eSS B 57 3 v 2= 2k
BER0.2.0x10% 2.0x10° 2.0 x10°.2.0x107,
2.0 x 10° CFU/mL, [&] B hn A /INER 358 28 2 vk J3E Ry
10* A~/mL, SR J5 43 B 16 25 °C | % 4L 3 51 6 IR
(8 000 Ix) . 150 r/min £ Fi&ELE3R 3 d J5 4
HIBAEIE 663 nm Kb 1) G ISE (Age ) Fil 645
nm K01 EIRE ISR (Ags ) , FHFARIECGB/T 21805—

2008 b7 i W2 A KRB ) Y P A 5K
TR /R EER 2R R a Btk E(C) o BA>
SEFE 3 AT
C(mg/L) =12.7 X Ags =2.69 xAgs (1)

A (A A645§}%1Jj'~jﬁé;:ﬁ'37£ 663 nm Fll 645 nm
AR R S U
1.8 HMEFAFEARERNIHEDEFPLEHE
ZrEwRE
1.8 1 HUpE 2RI B R B AR R B £ (1) B0 7k

2 MR I 7 ¥ A T B B 2E AT AR
R BE S i ) B Pl iR g 1 X A
S ASEEA, B 3 A FAT, s RITE A 0.1
m’ BRI B K BB RS KR (22 em x 18 em x 25
em) AR FRBED 110 o IR 41 BE T A
ABURE AT L BRI 0 B LR H 2.0 x
10 2.0 x10°,2.0 x 10°,2.0 x 10", 2. 0 x 10°
CFU/mL, X} R A AT ) . 3% 2= i B 5
07 d, IS H AR SN RE T i Bl BE 7 RN T R
IR AU S AT 8 H , >k H BLISS
U R 2E AT TR D BT PR X R D g
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BEBEU BE (LCsy ) o 2k 50 19 1) 7K 3 45 i 75 23
°C.DO >4 mg/L.pH 7.2,
1.8.2  PUw ZF AT i A0 R 1 kX v AR 95 B 1)
otk

ST 17 A M e o 2 T
e R TR A g B Y o v, Rk 1 A4S
XTHRZA AN S ASLIR e, 4 3 S FAT, 40 e A
60 L BES B kK EEEKIEEL (76 ¢cm x45 cm x
55 cm) H AR TP AR GBI 10 KR
£ 28 °C . RIGZH Ao B 2 AR SE > 1y
IFESr TS 3 20 R BE AR T S AW BE o 2. 0 x
10 2.0 x10°,2.0 x10°,2.0 x 10" . 2. 0 x 10°
CFU/ g (BT TE 27 AT RO R TR AR 5 %o B2 1 23 55
A TCE A B AR K . IR S 7 d, e B ]
BRIC KR PR EBEN T e, R
BLISS 3 33 10 B 25 T B 000 R B kot o 4
AR PR (LC,) o
1.9 HiEHSHAZE

SEHREA LI + AR ME 2% (Mean + SD) 36
7N, R SPSS 19. 0 B4 AT Ge it 2% 73 i, P <
0.05FK/RZEFBF ,P<0.01 KR EFWMBE.

2 4k

2.1 HEAFATERAREKRNMESERE
MIFRFEIAVE 7318 1 6 MR 2 FAT I, H
WGk PNB3 (148 0T 1R d5c i, ok 88 50 s R A
BIRFF I C1 M ER 18.3 mm (& 1),
i3k NCBI B3 o (%) BLASTN {4 % I #% PNB3
AT RN PEE A, A B bk PNB3 1 16S rRNA Ji
© 4 ( GenBank % 3 5. MN900668 ) 5
GenBank {4 2t #b A< 2F 0 FT T8 B bk 19 16S
rRNA FP41 H AR, IRl JE IR 2] 99% LAt , 1 H.
WA BRI RE LB (K 2) #F—P%k
B, B bk PNB3 5 3 4K 2 i) FF B & bk LTW7
(GenBank % 3% 5. KM289130 ) B % % = & &
JE A, bR PNB3 5 A 2F A R 2
FIRMRA A AR (3R 2) B, 455 1%
SRS LI 16S fRNA FEHRGE LT
XA SR, H 2 T bR PNB3 hy Ml AK 25 6 AT R

( Bacillus licheniformis)

http: //www. shhydxxb. com

2.2 HMIEFATEMRLREKIFRKTRERTE
RIE R

SHRAS A (# 3) KW, Bk PNB3 XJ o [G AT
BT C1 HA R ESCR . 6 R ER
FFES C1 5 #k PNB3 41532 24 48 72 .96 120
h, AR B2 73 VR B B SR NI T 95. 56% (P <
0.01).99.52% (P <0.01) ,99.88% (P <0.01) ,
99.98% (P <0.05) F199.99% (P <0.05) , i} B
PPk PNB3 Rt b 25 30 ) 96 [OAT A R AT 14T C1 1Y
Ak,
2.3 REFBRTELRBERNSNEFEL

DATE R PNB3 FIBEAE ZE 04T I BYK17047 1y
FERIZH DNA g Bid , >R FH SCHR [ 16 ] 3238 i 45 5
PEGIHELT PCR P 1Y IS ALK 25 R WLl 4, SE I8
S5 TR AR PNB3 JLH 4] DNA Z4% 59 PCR
PG, AR SR 2 B FL Uk 2547, U B B Bk PNB3
ANEGEIME BLEEH R Nhe FEH R T
HH AEE FMEEE AR K FEHE x5t
PRI R 22 580 4 TR 46 3 T R IR 5 1 0T R R 24 7
FFE BYK17047 (3£ 24 DNA Z458 50 PCR §~
W, BT A EE ) A R S B A
H T 5L B 5 PCR 34 7= Wy i KN 5
SCHR [ 2324 ] i 38 — 2k, Ul BA B85 RE 2F 96 FF 1
BYK17047 #5447 75 1l 28 BL JE [N | 7 3 2 Nhe 3
W msR THRE R FM P iR K
FE PR M e i PR A 22 A0 4 R T o

520.0

'g 15.0 Z

%% 10.0 7 % %
wE - /

5 50 7 % / 7 / E
A PNB1 PNB2 PNB3 PNB4 PNB5 PNB6

B#k Strains
E1 ZFRTESBRNERRRTERTE Cl
HITHEER
Fig.1 Diameters of inhibition zones of Bacillus

isolates against Citrobacter freundii C1
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BSR4 VR I AT IR AT I F5 DU PNB3 B 8 5% ety 657

2.4

59

96

MEFATELRARNTZE
FHAER (3 3) KW, BBk PNB3 {0 ik 5
KI5, 0 Z VYRR PUFRR A 2 A R PR

SR ST B v W R AR R 2 R IR
R ZHER BRAELE JKRER MR
SR T RERAF 10 Fhi A 2 B U

Bacillus licheniformis strain WIB74 [KU877646]
Bacillus licheniformis strain CICC 10334 [GQ375243]

d| Bacillus licheniformis strain 55N2-8 [IN366726]

_I'_ Bacillus licheniformis strain LTW7 [KM289130]
Isolate PNB3
Bacillus licheniformis strain LMB3G50 [MF040278]
Bacillus licheniformis strain ATCC 14580 [NR-074923]
Bacillus licheniformis strain GZ-1 [MH373542]

Bacillus licheniformis strain SX-1 [MH373540]

Bacillus subtilis stran JAM 12118 [NR-112116]

100 * Bacillus subtilis stram Xpq-7 [MK183007]
Bacillus pumilus strain ATCC 7061 [NR-043242]
100 Bacillus pumilus strain ZLynn800-17 [KY316434]

| Bacillus cereus strain ATCC 14579 [NR-074540]

100 ! Bacillus cereus strain LUPA60-166 [MN004801]

i
0.002

155 P SR B ARAY GenBank B 555 70 3 ni EAYBCTUFK bootstrap i ; A5 R ZIBLAUKBIEEALR,

Sequence number in the bracket means the GenBank accession number of the strain; the number at the node means the bootstrap values; the

scale bar means nucleotide substitution ratio.

& 2

E T E#k PNB3 RAEXEMK 16S rRNA EEFINRELEN

Fig.2 Phylogenetic tree based on 16S rRNA gene sequences of strain PNB3 and other related strains

&2 TEHE PNB3 fAEEEUHFE

Tab.2 Phenotypic characterization of isolate PNB3

ZE WL Result

ZE WL Result

UE T E TR UE T E TR
ﬁf nJeEs PNB3 iﬂﬂz% @H% ﬁf njeri PNB3 1@2;%@*{%
B. licheniformis B. licheniformis
5l /2 Catalase + + HH IS K fi# Gelatin hydrolysis +
V-P [z )W V-P reaction + + IKSBRFERS Starch hydrolysis +
%P Glucose + + JRZ i Urease - -
2 Rhamnose + + i b H,S - -
1174 Sorbitol + + N —FiR Propanedioic acid - -
H# & Mannitol - - FY PR ERIA JE Nitrate reduction + +
D-f ¥ D-Raffinose - - 20.0 g/L NaCl + +
D-AHKE D-Xylose - - 50.0 g/L NaCl + +
D-/K 4%t D-Salicin 70.0 g/L NaCl + +
L-Fal i {f1 8% L-Arabinose 100.0 g/L NaCl + +

e+ BHPE; - FAE,

Notes: + . positive reaction; —.

negative reaction.
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——Xt i Control —e— 4P Treatment

§ 12.0

o

i

g 10.0

o

5
Fo i 8.0
2 6.0
g“s

g 4.0

=

5 2.0

o

Q

= 0

0 24 48 72 96
it E] Time/h

E PR PNB3 31 35 [RATHRER AT & C1 RO E R
Fig.3 Inhibitory effect of isolate PNB3

against Citrobacter freundii C1

120

&3

2.5 MEFAETELRERIT/INKEE KR

SERAR (B 5) KW, bk PNB3 78289k FiF
2.0 x10* ~2.0 x 10° CFU/mL B} %) /NER 3 A= K
WA THEMGIEM . Witk PNB3 5/ ekt sz
72 h, A5 R AR PNB3 Y BE 3G I, /RS R
a JiU I Wk BE A BN ER EE R G R T T
28.1% (P <0.01) 24.6% (P <0.05) 24.2% (P <

0.05) .14.1% (P <0.05) fl 4.9% (P >0.05) .
FEUERH , AR PNB3 RRAZAE HE/NERBE I A K (H
I 2 VIR B T 16 0, T Bk PNB3 X /INBR 1 42 2E K
USEIEEDS

BYK17047

M. DI2 000 DNA marker; 1 ~7. hblC NheA .entFM \beeT cytK |
ces \pleR KA
M. DI2 000 DNA Marker; 1 —7. hblC, nheA, entFM, bceT,

cytK, ces, plcR genes.

E 4 Bk PNB3 5/ EER PCR R
Fig.4 PCR detection of virulence

genes from isolate PNB3

&3 TEM PNB3 BZiEiss s
Tab.3 Antibiotic susceptibility of isolate PNB3

0T P AR R i v

Assessment standard of

o R ER
inhibition zone diameter /mm ESLY/Ce Diameterl b
142 Antibiotics Content/ lamete et
- o 2 R 5 i UK Cug/ ) of inhibition ~ Susceptibility
e Intermediate High zones /mm
Resistance o o
sensitivity sensitivity
58 778 Cotrimoxazole <10 11 ~15 =16 23.75 39.3+1.2 S
ZRVIAR Ampicillin <15 16 ~22 =23 10 25.2+2.1 S
R B Norfloxacin <14 15 ~16 =17 30 40.4 +1.4 S
Z PG & Doxycycline <17 18 ~22 =23 30 19.3 £1.1 1
F8E Z Kanamycin <14 15 ~16 =17 30 25.2+1.2 S
R 2= olymyxin < ~ = 12.2 £2.1
Z K # 2% B Polymyxin B 8 9 ~11 12 30 2.2+2 S
FAE e Florfenicol <12 13 ~16 =17 30 35.1+1.4 S
K N3 7= Gentamycin = ~ = 3 +1.
KKEHZE G yei 12 13 ~14 15 10 33.3+1.2 S
#ivh A Enoxacin <I 13 ~15 =1 3 +2.
it 5 2 3 6 5 39.3+£2.2 S
HAUHE Cefradine <15 16 ~18 =19 5 32.2£1.7 S
[ RF 22 Streptomycin < ~ = A4 x].
85 2 Streptomyci 11 12 ~14 15 10 10.4 1.1 R
PUIFZE Tetracycline <14 15 ~18 =19 30 17.2 £1.3 1
8 & Penicillin <19 20 ~22 =23 100 23.8+1.3 S

TS, M EHUE; L P EERURG R HES.

Notes: S. sensitive; I. intermediately sensitive; R. resistant.
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LR FEH 2.0 x 10* ~2.0 x 10° CFU/mL {4 1 A%
PNB3 HiEZ22 90 7 d, 3¢ D fa ¥R K R AF iifsh
FIE B 77 1E H, 7 o B g A B9 L s vy 3R 2% 5%
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ANIEF G 5501, 1 EH AL o f B 5 fa A
K RAF, RIFTESE TG, UL TR Bk PNB3 X 55
i LCy, >2.0 x 10° CFU/mL, }H4h, Fi#k PNB3
X H AR G B O TR B 45 SRR LA B R
2.0 x10* ~2.0 x10°® CFU/g bk PNB3 {3 5 fg
SRS | AR BB RS B R, N ELE,
A BRI TC 7 AT FBE T B4, T H HE A
WA AL S T 5 A IE 5 B4, Ul B 1§ #k
PNB3 % A8 5 #5858 1) 1L.C,, >2.0 x 10° CFU/g,
2.5

2.0
1.5
1.0

0.5

g Ra i BEIRE
Mass concentration of
chorophyll a/(mg/L)
RO
AN\

A
AMMMMIMIIN

0

0 4.3 5.3 6.3 7.3 8.3

BAPRPNB3YR BEXTS{E

Logrithm of strain PNB3's concentration

Bl 5 Wtk PNB3 X/NKEMRE a RERENZIY
Fig.5 Influence of isolate PNB3 on the mass

concentration of chlorophyll a from Chlorella sp.

3 ihe

3.1 MRFBRTHENEE

H A, A= H A {96 52 A 16S tRNA J¥ 51 43 #r
T3 R SRR TR 43 288 S e i TR O 1% (HX 2
Pl AR IRAFAE BB - AR BRAR AL S 0 25 ) i BB
PHPEZS S, i HL 3% 2% 47 516 rRNA JE[H 73]
ST G5 4 K A AR AU R AR v A G R
I B A B A Ak S 22 A 16S rRNA J 5143 #7 J7
MIGE G, A e e 45 SR o m B AR
SEEGTE S E H AR PNB3 I, 454 7 2R B AR L % 8
F116S rRNA JP5 348 AL, 5 240 5 T bk PNB3
A ETRAFF I o SR, AR SE 5 e I K 2 AT
BRI AS T B e =2 1) 0 A B A Al e 1 O 1T LA 2 5
P, SRS A0 B B A 2E T T 7E A L H
R S 1Y) R B RE A BT AN ], 1T R 5 b A 2 AT
PR BRI R 22 1) 7 e B4 22 S DA R A K R 58 4% 1 A T
A0
3.2 MRFATENREMN

B FE > W, 25 AT B & 0 I R
BL B[R AR L 0l 5 3 3 W 8 R AR A

MR R K DR Xk KR R RN 22 200 45 1R 45 2 Fil
1T, et 5 2| 2= (Apostichopus japonicus )
TRz LA AET Y ) ( Carassius awratus ) 7K P IS
Jes = g I L 8 ( Cyprinus carpio ) 8 7 YR FE
i L4l e X i Litopenaeus vannamei ) 40 # 14
FLBEE -, %7K ™ 35 58 8 4 B AT B AE 10 48 42 R
B PRLIMG, B 0 2 DRI L 3800 PR 2 P ZF AT
B2 4 R A TN L AR SR IE ST T
PNB3 A& I ZR BL R R Nhe FH
BR THF MR FM R 4R K 5,
Xk B ] 2 R A R A RE S AR, X LIU
SV ST R R 2R AT BN AR R R 7 FE R A
ARTA], 7 HLAS S50\ TR g 3 0 235 R 4 WY T Ak
PNB3 % 3t £ 1 1 v A6 4 2 88 J0 00 1, AR 4
MITTAL 4" X B b 75 77 0 40 5 s )8 T
AR, BB TE K 7 FR A8 v 0 T 2 e Ah,
PR AN S 2 PR 2 AT B PR
FENE . ARSLE & B bk PNB3 7R 2.0 x
10 ~2.0 x 10° CFU/mL A X /NBfk 8 3 A7 35 A
T, RERS AR HE /N BRI 1 A K, X 5kt B4 1
WSS ARTE o SR, A S 5t % 0, B 4 T8
PNB3 ¥ B (38 i1, IRk PNB3 X /NERSE A2 A= 1
VPR , 300 5 7 VA IO 25 P F 5 & AR, T
RE A2 PR A I 9 3 R, /NS R T Ak 22 TR i
BE g, WG T /N A
3.3 MRFMITFEOEAMNE

Hi A ZF AL TR — B K ™ SR R LAY 45 AR
L B R R e AR K R e SR T
2 XA B W M A SRR TR R
L3 A R AR A A 5 R 2 I S
A ZF LR TR BE 6 1 5k L AN 152 Xk W 1) T g i 4
AW B A PR RSB AL RE T, FEAIR L4 3 X
AR AP AR PP G 5 CAT 2517 00 2 1
HAK ZF LT P RE AT RUOE 1 PLAN TR X IF A A G 4
PR AL AR G G 5 BTG P AT ) o A SE SR IR 5K
S5 91 IO B IR A TR A5 B T - MU AR ZF A T8 PNB3
NG MR BL AR R Nhe JeH WEER T
FH R FM R AR R KRR Kt 5L
R R AR R X B TR &
RPEAR AR R RIBER ZRER B A
H RKER MED R SLBhE HFHERF 10
PR B SRR, TE LR E N 2.0 x 107 ~
2.0 x 10" CFU/mL B} 5 /NER 3 (14 A= K A 2 F £
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Isolation, identification and safety analysis of antagonistic strain PNB3
against crab-pathogenic Citrobacter freundii

HUANG Xiaodong'** | ZHANG Jian"*>* | ZHU Yuanhong®, AN Jian’, CAO Haipeng'*”

(1. National Pathogen Collection Center for Aquatic Animals, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China; 2.
Shanghai Engineering Research Center for Aquaculture, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China; 3. Shanghai
Collaborative Innovation for Aquatic Animal Genetics and Breeding, Shanghai Ocean University, Shanghai 201306, China; 4.
Shanghai Qingpu Modern Agricultural Park Development Co. , Ltd, Shanghai 201717, China; 5. Lianyungang City Oceanic
and Fishery Development Center, Lianyungang 222000, Jiangsu ,China)

Abstract; The objective of the present study is to screen and identify potential antagonistic bacteria against
aquatic pathogenic Citrobacter freundii, and to evaluate its safety. Using crab-pathogenic C. freundii C1 as the
indicator and the diameter of inhibition zones as the evaluation index, the good Bacillus isolate with
antagonistic activity was screened, and was identified by phenotypic identification and 16S rRNA gene
analysis. The safety of the isolated antagonist was assessed by assaying virulence gene, antibiotic resistance,
inhibitory effect on Chlorella sp, and pathogenicity for zebrafish and Chinese mitten crabs. Isolate PNB3 with
good antagonistic activity was screened from the aquaculture sediment which reached 99.99% after co-culture
with C. freundii C1 for 120 h at 1.0 x 10’ CFU/mL, and was identified as Bacillus licheniformis based on
phenotypic characterization and 16S rRNA gene analysis. It did not contain virulence genes including
haemolysin BL gene, enterotoxin Nhe gene, enterotoxin T gene, enterotoxin FM gene, cytotoxin K gene,
vomiting gene, multiple regulatory factors, and exhibited high sensitivity to compound sulfamethoxazole,
ampicillin, norfloxacin, kanamycin, polymyxin B, florfenicol, gentamycin, enoxacin, cefradine, penicillin,
and displayed a growth-promoting effect on Chlorella sp., and showed no pathogenicity for zebrafish and
Chinese mitten crabs. In conclusion, B. licheniformis PNB3 is a potential safe antagonist against C. freundii,
and has the safe potential in the biocontrol of C. freundii infection in Chinese mitten crabs.

Key words: Citrobacter freundii; Bacillus licheniformis; antagonism; identification; safety
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