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ABSTRACT: Objective To analyze the genetic diversity and evolution of Mibrio parahaemolyticus using
multilocus sequence typing. Methods A total of 81 Vibrio parahaemolyticus strains isolated from shellfish in Bohai
Rim Region were subjected to amplification and sequencing of 7 kinds of housekeeping genes (dnaE, gyrB, recA,
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dtdS, pntA, pyrC, tnaA). Sequence types (ST) was determined based on the sequences, and a phylogenetic tree was
constructed to analyze genetic relationships. Results The 81 Vibrio parahaemolyticus strains comprised 71 kinds of
STs, including 5 single-locus variants and 61 singletons. Among these, 51 kinds of STs were newly identified,
accounting for 71.83% of the total. ST2369 and ST433 were the most frequently observed. The numbers of alleles
(new alleles) are 49 for dnak (5), 54 for gyrB (6), 47 for recA (3), 45 for dtdS(3), 33 for pntA (2), 47 for pyrC (3) and
34 for tnaA (4), respectively. Nucleotide diversity was lowest in pntA (0.00873) and highest in recA (0.02234). The
proportion of polymorphic sites was highest for dtdS (14.19%) and lowest for tnaA (5.67%). The dy/ds ratios for all 7
kinds of housekeeping genes were below 1. Phylogenetic analysis revealed that strains with identical or highly similar
ST clustered together, however, this clustering pattern did not necessarily correlate with the source of the strains.
Conclusion Vibrio parahaemolyticus strains from shellfish in Bohai Rim Region exhibit high genetic diversity, and
some strains possess the potential for cross-regional transmission, underscoring the importance of enhanced
monitoring of this pathogen in seafood. These findings provide fundamental data for risk assessment and prevention
of foodborne Vibrio parahaemolyticus in the Bohai Rim region.
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W BCITRCH]: BERERY 5.0 g/L, BEEFK 10.0 g/L, NaCl
30.0 g/L, Bifgkn(EREEFREEAD1S ¢/L, pH 7.2

80 CIRAFRIRI MPEYREH FARAE £ LB WiAs:
FRHEIEAL, 36 CCHEFRAIR, FEFRUET 12000 r/min 5.0 5 min,
AR ARTTE, RAANEIERIZE DNA HEBGR7H] SO R4
DNA., @i HIK(HLE 110 V, B 30 min)HWiERIZ] DNA
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132 F4EARY AR5
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MRS 7 A 45 H (dnaE. gyrB. recA. dtdS. pntA.
pyrC. tnaA) 7l & ke T 1 91(3R 1), 5197514 BLAST
FEXFIRAIE, i xR M v R B AR L R B R, PCR
PR R K 50 uL, H 2xPremix Taq 25 pL, 10 pmol/L 5|
¥4 1 uL, DNA Bt 1 pL, FITCREEF/KE 50 Lo §°
R A: 95 °CHAENE 3 min, 95 °CAEYE 60 s, 58 °CIR K 60 s,
72 °CHEA 60 s, F 35 AMEIR, /7 72 °CLEM 7 min, 38 28 B
TR AR Jse H K (HL S 110V, IRFIE] 30 min)Affi A = F B/
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Table 1 Sequence and length of primers for housekeeping gene!'”’

SEIN PR 519 Fe31l(5'—3") Ji BRI bp

dnak dnaE-F tgtaaaacgacggccagtCGRATMACCGCTTTCGCCG 506
dnaE-R caggaaacagctatgaccGAKATGTGTGAGCTGTTTGC

ayrB gyrB-F tgtaaaacgacggccagtGAAGGBGGTATTCAAGC 629
gyrB-R caggaaacagctatgaccGAGTCACCCTCCACWATGTA

recA recA-F tgtaaaacgacggccagtGAAACCATTTCAACGGGTTC 773
recA-R caggaaacagctatgaccCCATTGTAGCTGTACCAAGCACCC

dtds dtdS-F tgtaaaacgacggccagt TGGCCATAACGACATTCTGA 497
dtdS-R caggaaacagctatgaccGAGCACCAACGTGTTTAGC

pntA pntA-F tgtaaaacgacggccagt ACGGCTACGCAAAAGAAATG 470
pntA-R caggaaacagctatgaccTTGAGGCTGAGCCGATACTT

oyrC pntA-F tgtaaaacgacggccagt AGCAACCGGTAAAATTGTCG 533
pntA-R caggaaacagctatgaccCAGTGTAAGAACCGGCACAA

thaA tnaA-F tgtaaaacgacggccagt TGTACGAAATTGCCACCAAA 463
tnaA-R caggaaacagctatgacc AATATTTTCGCCGCATCAAC
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K DN Astar 244X &I LR 19 7 A8 KL Y
T [ ) 0 25 AT BRI A A T BT b
&% pubMLST Wiy, FISFEAIEE SRS, xS0 EEHE 5
ST B 5% FEARVCRL, WP 74 500 0 e S A% 45
BARPEE G, DIARBUBN S0 5L R 4 5 s ST 7,
134 A& oA ZAEE 2
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X 81 R AL B Y ST 7 K HOG R 1) 45 37 Jik (Rl it 1 7
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A8l 7 AFAFR, XA ST B [E 4R, M4 1ML
AT, P ST B H b BN 55 48 57 7l (single-locus variant,
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# 81 #RIEH 7 MERER T YIZ M dnaE-gyrB-
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14 HIEALE

P52 DNAstar v8.1 BHEZJ5, i pubMLST ¥
FEAY RSN SS B ST %, R goeBURST v1.2.1 #1778
ST BT, ST DnaSP v6.0 1L GC & . 205K,
AR AEIE I dyds B 7 MEZEEE HIK S, FIMEGA v10.0
VISR R G R B, L RAGH%E R 500 bp.
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Table 2 Allele profiles and ST types of 81 Vibiro parahaemolyticus strains from different sources

kRS FE 5 24 FR SR i dnaE  gyrB  recA  dtdS  pntA  pyrC  tnaA ST
Vp2018001 FEHEEUAT TR 98 104 136 243 26 11 99 2361%
Vp2018002 R IR LTHAER 60 197 31 18 106 150 26 1256
Vp2018003 FEFEEWRAT LT 33 197 96 103 28 11 9 2362%
Vp2018004 AT TTPHR 98 4 112 107 77 97 23 433
Vp2018005 JEA AT TR 84 103 79 46 62 46 60 1756
Vp2018006 U £y s 1) T = 188 22 199 117 26 3 1 2363*
Vp2018007 DY £ s A LrEN 98 4 112 107 77 97 23 433
Vp2018008 VY £ s A ITEN 254 113 72 181 248 116 262 1829
Vp2018009 U £ s 1) T = 158 541% 97 13 26 27 282% 2364*
Vp2018010 DY £ 7 I AR M 20 84 31 212 50 157 23 2365%*
Vp2018011 DU ) By I AR 36 184 188 218 28 82 23 2366*
Vp2018012 DU ff) e I ZR M 405* 338 127 150 18 111 284* 2367*
Vp2018013 EeLi] LT KRiE 3 546* 292 75 152 447* 94 2368%
Vp2018014 FEHEEURAT WA FE 32 217 187 189 55 5 26 2369%
Vp2018015 R IR IR A5 32 217 187 189 55 5 26 2369*
Vp2018016 BT %5 32 217 187 189 55 5 26 2369*
Vp2018017 AT IER 3 100 123 110 13 11 96 57 218
Vp2018018 FEHEEUAT IR i 93 77 144 67 60 201 33 2370*
Vp2018019 R IR 1L 2R e b5 60 13 67 294 31 18 255 1687
Vp2018020 s 1 2R Y5 115 357 361 67 6 11 137 1795
Vp2018021 s IR 39) 115 357 361 67 6 11 137 1795
Vp2018022 FHin TR yi32i) 406* 90 175 353 26 295 9 2371%
Vp2018023 Fa 1125 e b5 406* 90 192 220 71 295 17 2372%
Vp2018024 FEHEEWRAT IE R 98 106 30 19 77 73 82 2373%
Vp2018025 FEHEEUAT Ry 98 4 191 222 28 10 26 2374%
Vp2018026 R IR 1L 2R e b5 73 260 191 180 156 202 71 2375%
Vp2018027 FEFEEWRAT b 5 118 52 72 76 50 104 54 2377%
Vp2018028 JEEEBAT wiLEE g 118 253 188 406 28 184 23 2378%*
Vp2018029 S Lz e, 36 184 299 89 26 168 23 2379%
Vp2018030 BT LRI 79 72 397%  492% 61 410 33 2380*
Vp2018031 FEHEEURAT G L 407* 446 112 107 61 280 33 2381%*
Vp2018032 7 £ 5 WL 98 4 61 190 50 97 20 2382%
Vp2018033 U £ s 1) R 176 284 101 29 78 406 47 2383*
Vp2018034 U £ s 1) LRI 233 75 64 67 26 7 17 794
Vp2018035 DU ) Iy i B[4 49 350 64 89 4 11 51 2385%
Vp2018036 Y 7 B ) A L 5 532 90 494* 120 5 203 2386*
Vp2018037 s 1 2R Y5 2 113 72 94 26 83 23 411
Vp2018038 TG IR 3o 93 77 72 19 23 201 23 2387
Vp2018039 HA R3] 254 113 144 181 248 116 262 2389%
Vp2018040 s 1 2R Y5 93 77 72 19 23 201 23 2387*
Vp2018041 L IR %) 69 92 144 114 54 71 24 2390%*
Vp2018042 FEHEUAT LTgh 98 4 112 107 77 97 23 433
Vp2018043 R IR LTHAER 264 542% 69 29 26 45 12 2391%
Vp2018044 BT TP 5 41 366 19 249 218 23 1837
Vp2018045 AT TTPHR 33 543% 366 5 26 5 1 2392%
Vp2018046 RNy TP 112 104 23 447 18 445% 26 2393%
Vp2018047 BT TP 84 103 188 46 62 46 60 2394%
Vp2018048 FEFEEWRAT LT 227 184 188 191 28 168 23 647
Vp2018049 AT TR 33 276 206 5 10 213 94 565
Vp2018050 JEEEEIAT LTHAR 96 228 31 3 120 141 33 2395%
Vp2018051 AT LT FH R 71 259 183 212 26 11 24 2388
Vp2018052 AT TTPHR 19 125 168 19 2 256 23 2396*
Vp2018053 JEA AT TR 167 147 109 19 145 219 12 1696
Vp2018054 VY £ ey oA LrEn 27 84 127 139 54 124 37 283
Vp2018055 VY £ ey oA LrEn 33 276 206 5 10 213 94 565
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itk = FEM A TR SKRE M dnaE gyrB recA dtdS pntA pyrC tnaA ST
Vp2018056 Y £ s 0 TFEO 49 201 398%* 237 61 446%  285% 2397*
Vp2018057 PO e il HLTEN 2 113 72 94 69 83 23 122
Vp2018058 Y £ s W LTER 306 544%* 31 19 218 45 217 2398%
Vp2018059 VU 61 s HLTEN 98 4 112 107 77 97 204 916
Vp2018060 Y £ s 0 TTEN 266 316 263 249 150 5 62 2399%
Vp2018061 Y £ 5 0 LTEN 33 84 307 378 276* 10 157 2400%*
Vp2018062 VU £ i LT RN 80 88 111 377 143 95 2 2401%
Vp2018063 0 £ s I T BN 408* 319 186 493*%  273* 68 26 2402%
Vp2018064 PO £ i T HR M 84 268 202 227 4 203 145 547
Vp2018065 VO £ e 1L TR 167 147 109 19 4 10 20 2403*
Vp2018066 VU 61 s I T BN 98 4 112 107 77 97 204 916
Vp2018067 PO e il TN 77 212 3 19 4 5 57 2404*
Vp2018068 JEH AT T 137 171 19 146 18 136 12 304
Vp2018069 R IR LT 409* 141 399% 112 28 122 33 2405%*
Vp2018070 TS B D RS 228 261 98 264 28 7 286* 2406*
Vp2018071 TV B D INARME 228 261 98 264 28 7 286* 2406*
Vp2018072 DY £ s 0 A7 313 25 199 117 26 3 1 2407*
Vp2018073 RS B D A HEB 83 188 44 117 26 3 1 2408%*
Vp2018074 FHi IR 35 256 214 145 13 28 43 47 855
Vp2018075 TG iER 3 47 58 53 19 50 37 26 162
Vp2018076 iR IR R 278 545% 145 249 23 8 84 2409*
Vp2018077 FHin 7R e b 363 246 109 335 26 10 57 2410%
Vp2018078 Hih L 2R b5 256 214 19 13 28 43 47 2411%
Vp2018079 Fin 4 b 47 58 53 19 50 37 26 162
Vp2018080 gL I wirE e 60 170 263 145 2 130 26 2384*
Vp2018081 HifL WL ZE B 26 393 287 19 154 171 47 2376%

H o E KRN,

ST A, SR 71.83% iX 71 Fl ST A it BUUR B i L35 3, GC F i AR B Z L2 pntA (43.78%), i1

YA ST2369 1 ST433, HiHt ST2369 X B i Vp2018014
Vp2018015 F1 Vp2018016 34434 H LR AL HER = I 4T
FEf v, T ST433 XTRLERE Vp2018004. Vp2018007 FI
Vp2018042 4372k B 1L T B [RI M IX A [R) A i o e Ah,
ST162. ST565, ST916. ST1795., ST2387 Fll ST2406 &1}
BT 2 ¥, Hob ST162. ST1795., ST2387 WYB MR A 11
ARV, ST2406 MTEHRE A ILZARMHE, T ST565. STI16
BITR AR I 502k B TR R T o —2 I 3 44
(Z7 . W7k, WHb)r ST BIAMAG &I 127 X (n=36)f:
HOST Y 32 Fh, INAHIX (n=33)4H ST &I 27 Fp, it
X (n=12)K: i ST AL 12 Fr, 3 A AR & BAAT ST . #12
FW, F4r ST HIA] G A — & MR vk, TR 2 ) L 3
5 P % ML A3 A (R RRAE
22 FUEENSEERSHMN

81 ARV PSR A S S RE B LR 2 FIgk 3, 7
oA 5 B TR 1y 4667 25k BB (55 P9 B S SR R B30 430 oy
49 Fh dnaE (5).54 P gyrB (6).47 i recA (3) .45 i dtdS (3).
33 Fft pntA (2). 47 il pyrC (3)1 34 ' tnaA (4), 25 K
TR 2R 5 e O (B 43 102 dnaE9s (9). gyrB4 (7).
recA72 (6). recAll2 (6). dtdS19 (12). pntA26 (13). pyrC5
(7)F1 tnaA23 (14). FIlE M PEIRE MLST B TERR T 51 404

J& dtdS (50.25%). MRS ZIEERZ pntA
(0.00873), i HYJE recA (0.02234), £k b L s
N dtdS (14.19%), H KR recA (9.33%), wAKMIA tnaA
(5.67%). T MEFRIEHK dydsHHE/NTF 1, FRHXSILE Z
FSRA P AR S, XS FILFE M ThRe P —3
(AR, rec AR BARZ M, {HH: dydsf(0.011)
iz /NT 1, BERIZSE R A R 278 52 51 74 Bl

23 ZEEEY

R TR AR SRR R, i goeBURST 43413k

— AT (B 1), 71 B ST B RLBR{AN F2(61
A, I 5 A SLV XF, 439k ST855-ST2411 |
ST122-ST411 . ST433-ST916 . ST1829-ST2389 il
ST175-ST2394, ik $& SLV X 22 557 5,43 I T recA . pntA.
tnaA, recA Fll recA SR FEMR [ dE—40HT SLV X R kR
A 3K PR & B, ST855-ST2411 3X— SLV X H (1 B Ak 1943
A W ARHEYT, SR AR 3 3L [ AR R, i A
SLV XJ (& ST122-ST411 ., ST1829-ST2389)14 bk N 4355 &
AR, $E X SR 5 06 72 %% DD N TR T BB A7 76 25 Hh
WAERE . Ak, ST1696-ST2403 H1 ST2407-ST2408 13 7 %
Ji 4SO I AR G ST BY, FLR#R A K A Wl —2& 3 1
AFIHIX 5 AR
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3 81 ¥REIAMMINE MLST L= HERFSIZ L
Table 3 Nucleotide sequence variations of each MLST locus for 81 Vibrio parahaemolyticus isolates

BRIEH F B R/Mbp L5 I R GC /% AT IR ZFE 1 2SR % dy/ds
dnaE 557 49 48.65 0.01048 (0.00046) 43 (7.72) 0.0320
ayrB 592 54 47.64 0.01384 (0.00035) 46 (7.77) 0.0000
recA 729 47 45.15 0.02234 (0.00069) 68 (9.33) 0.0110
dtds 458 45 50.25 0.02181 (0.00191) 65 (14.19) 0.0036
pNtA 430 33 43.78 0.00873 (0.00062) 32 (7.44) 0.0250
pyrC 493 47 48.26 0.01145 (0.00064) 34 (6.90) 0.0370
tnaA 423 34 48.79 0.01058 (0.00047) 24 (5.67) 0.0067

24 REEEHH

FEFRAMSRIERT 81 PRAIG M@ R K
B ILE 2, BTLUE X 81 A IV I i DI A S B o f st
fe it ST RUAHIW Bl s BEAR IR AR SR AR W i, ik 3
3 KA ST2369 Fil ST433, P 2 RI¥ ST162. ST1795.
ST2387. ST2406. ST565 1 STI16 45 [ Xt 7 (1) i Wk 44 R 24
TE—HK; LAk 54~ SLV BB (ST433-ST916 . ST855-ST2411 .
ST122-ST411, ST1829-ST2389 I ST2394-ST1756)F 4 4
PNEFERIARR] A ST AURHFR(ST1696-ST2403 il ST2407-ST2408)
WARENS, A 3 ANSEAFEFEAF ST2371 A1 ST2372

2411

Xof o PR LIRS — TR

NP REAHR AT H BRI A7 R, ST2369 (LR H
HCFEEEIGAF) . ST162 FE(LAR ML FIR) . ST855-ST2411
LAY H ). ST1756-ST2394(iL T P} A< JE AL B0
£7).ST2371-ST2372(LL 7R 15 4R, X LE TR A b 30 A 7
T EREB AR TRE; ST433 FEGL T 3 H).
ST122-ST411 (LT -1lI7%R). ST1829-ST2389 FE(GLT*-1l
), XEEPEVEEE AR FA 0, 456 PO X Hh I R AiE Fn 0L
R Gy Lk, NPT REAE A6 1 U R A D1 2 DX I 5 A
ST

2403 2374
2390 2393 2409
1795 855
2371 o
2377
2361 5 2392
2399 — - 2370
916 —
2404 ]
2382 2381 304 283
— 2379
794
2395 2397 2364
2383 218
647 2369
2375
2401 2388 2384 2
2385 2368
2406
2373
1696
1687 2365 2367 2396 2376 2410
2400 - 2366 2362
2387 2380 540, 2363 1756
2408
_— 2391 2394
2378 2386
2308\ - 1256 2402
2389

TE: HEREREM ST By SLV BY; B JRAE B iR, KU ST BB HREUE S Z .
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“Population snapshot” of 81 Vibrio parahaemolyticus isolates created by goeBURST v1.2.1
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