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O ARA T 100 D S 4 Bl A A7 R SCA S D s g
K2y Wt 25 Pk Y s X (Quinolone Resistance—
Determining Regions, QRDRs) %2 & /2 i/ & E&ﬂ‘ﬁm ;
ANHESE S ERATIL A 254 & B > T DL B e 3 AR
HH R H ) AR s SR T g 5 1K) gnr BRI DR 4 L
B AR KB R KOV T 2 R 3 A
1. QRDRs [f] gyrA Fil parC WHAE" . 2o S
BT 245 75 K T 35 A5 V1R e ol A1 I il 48 17 o 4 3 482
2 MO R A R K I PR AT RIS . TR A
S qnr ZXE I 24 3 DR, AE W K R TR AR TE
qgnrS KR, JLA R PR3 R R e R R X K
SN o3 g KR R DA B 3 R 24 BL AR B
[5 PR AIF 5 4 T 52 D 5 R e A IF 50T 0 7K 7 i R T
W U I 2 245 40 DA 3 el 24 L ] I 3k A R I 23 A
HATHEEE X

| O R RV RFS

1.1 W E#Hk

23 PRREK A (% 1) T 2009 - 2012 44y
5T VL 5 2 0 5 b R 0 R B DX 3 AR R K
TR K AEEN ) FEARAE T ARSI 5 o b fE 0T 4% 11 A
ATCC7966 g A 525 58 ORAF B AR o
1.2 EERFFNFF

PCR 7= 4 4 Al 38 50 0 JTORE 32 B0 A7) 8008 1 b
RPN BB AT A H], pEASYTS Zero
Cloning Kit JiJ H At 50 4 X & AL W H AR A R 2w B
JE G L 6f G KR i (CCCP) T Sigma 23w, 24 S 4t
J I T 0 R AR R A R A D AR A R
O EFE AT Al e G R I T R A e AR
REHA R 2 7 58 -
1.3 Y8R RIg

FH 25 B4R v AR A 2011 4 355 5] 11 IR S5 56 =5 A
TEAY B 23 A0 A1 (1 24 BCH) W b 1k (CLLST) ) Tief 24 4 A
ROV 7 3 T W S 2 R R A WG KRR
IR X AN () 245 ) ) IR O3 A I Do A S BRI
23 PGP An B V0 A (ENX) L Z80g 2 (NAL) K
w2 (ENO) Vi s vb 2 (NOR) VKA 0 A2 (CIP) &
A% (FF) V%5 % (CAP) L1 p5 T (CFX) <3k
fumEwy (CFT) V& V4 Ak (AMP) .55 % % (PEN) .k
A7 % (KAN) VK K% % (GEN) # % % (STR) . Y
% (TCY) 38 )y % % (ASN) & J7 #i i W) (SXT) -

F 1. WEAKIR

Table 1. The source of 23 A. hydrophila strains

strain  name source
AH1  LAJ0904-2S Anhui (2 #0) ~Carassius cuvieri  2009. 4
AH2  FDJ0907 Anhui (% #) Carassius cuvieri 2009. 7
AH3  FDL0907 Anhui (% ) Carassius cuvieri  2009. 7
Zhejiang (W L) -

isolate time

AH4 SXB0909 . . . 2009. 9
Parabramis pekinensis

AHS  CZS120907 Siangsu (LA = 2009. 7
Parabramis pekinensis

AH6  CZDS0907 Jiangsu (IL35) - 2009.7
Parabramis pekinensis

AH7  JSB0908K Yiangsu (I 95) - 2009. 8

Parabramis pekinensis
AH8  TLJ0905
AH9  TLJ0906
AH10 TLJ09074
AHI11 TLJ09072
AH12 TLL0908

Anhui (22 #0) <Carassius cuvieri  2009. 5
Anhui (22 #) <Carassius cuvieri  2009. 6
Anhui (‘22 #() Carassius cuvieri  2009. 7
Anhui (22 #0) <Carassius cuvieri  2009. 7
Anhui (22 #) <Carassius cuvieri  2009. 8
Zhejiang (Hi1) -

AH13 QZPPLO907 mE 2009. 7
Parabramis pekinensis
Zhejiang HFiT) —

AH14 QZPPK0907 ejlang (WIL) - 2009. 7
Parabramis pekinensis

AHIS SXS7ZIKooog  Zheliang GHIVT) - 2009. 6
C(LT(ISSLMS cuviert
Zhejiang (WFiT) —

AH16 SXXYHJK0908 ejiang (L) 2009. 8
Carasstus cuviert

AH17 TPS30 Zhejiang (A1) = 1991. 5
Parabramis pekinensis

AHI8 BSK40 Zhejiang (HTiT) - 1990. 7
C(Lrasstus cuviert

AH19 CZBL8144 Jiangsu (L) = 2012. 8
Parabramis pekinensis

AH20 CZBK8143 Jiangsu (L) = 2012. 8
Parabramis pekinensts

AH21 CZBKS14-5 Jiangsu (YL - 2012. 8.

Parabramis pekinensis
Jiangxi (YL.75) -AmydaSincnsis 2011.6
Jiangsu (YT 9 =

Parabramis pekinensis

AH22 SRBH

AH23 CZBYBK 2011.10

ATCC

7966 ATCC7966 tin of milk with a fishy odor 1901

Z A B % B (PMB) . 41 % % (MXF) . [l 2£ 74 4k
(AML) % #k % % (CLD F) 45 (RIF) o
1.4 WMARKNIFS

T AR U B8 B R ATCCT7966 (1) 3 X 20 15 500
b QS S A S T RIS 1
ATCC7966, L, CLSI 2011 [{7 I 5 # B AE S ) W7 A%
E > N FH A4 1 328 80 58 I 24 ) Wk 155 1) U7 3 5 A A TR
Bk ATCCT7966 X B i vb 2 25 4 i 251 . o
ATCC7966 F:F 2| 4] 4 W £ &y 1/2MIC 25 4 i¥) MH
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BRI A AR B IR, 0 2 d B RN 1K K Al v B R
FNHTIR 2 5 2509 5 1 MH 85 7% 56 op, il e 3L MIC,
HAERTIRFE I MIC | Tt 28 i 24 ) 5 ok 2 5 1] 4%
Ja BT PR R B IR R R 1 IR B B AR AR
12 d, 4 3 R 25 )0t 4 B BK 1K) MIC, DL i 25 7
AR T o g S o AR A5 e T 24 1) T A DR ol 4% T
1.5 BEHkEREH DNA #BiRH &

SR P 2 W 12 1) 4% 40 T 6 K 21 DNA AR MY, 4
U 5B - 20°C VKA AR AT 4 o
1.6 QRDRs 5S4 & 44 i

QRDRs 17 /£ T iiif 2 B £k 1) gyrA Rl parC 3k A
e, AR 8 K A R A HE R ATCCT7966 5k 5 4 7
G EHRIE ) QRDRs 4 77 41, £ QRDRs | T

BV 514 gyrA668 Fl parCT11 (51917 41 W34 2) » %
iy 2 & #k QRDRs & K AT 4 5 55 15 51 00 5

PCR ¥ 34 4 1 24 :95°C #il 42 £ 3 min;94°C 30 s,
B K 30 s,72°C ZE A (45 FE DR 486 51 4 1 R K 2 L
F 2, JEAP I AR 45 3 B K B 4% 1 k/min #5)
32 AMEFF;72°C 4E 15 min. PCR §™ 84724 H 1. 5%
1) T W T I R AT Pl Uk WL B 45 A H IR 4% EAT
IR I, FEHEAT TA 3 B, % FE DR 3 A BH M o B
16 7 54 i AR W BB BR 2w . I 4 R A
NCBI o #f 47 Blast Chttp://www. nchi. nlm. nih.
gov/BLAST/) [F 5L 43 HT. 45 gyrA F parC 55 K U
J7 45 211 DNA 7 51) %% e o S 55 18 7 91 ) 347 ) 471
e, -4k 25 ) 0 A R TR AT et T A e 4 o

% 2. PCRY A3
Table 2. Primers for PCR Amplification

gene primer sequence (5°—3") PCR products/bp annealing temperature / °C

gyrA 2yrA668F CCTATCTTGATTACGCCATGAG 668 56
2yrA668R CACATAGACGGAGCCACGAC

parC parC711F TACCGAGCAGGCTTACTTGAA 711 56
ParC711R CCATCCTCCTCGTTCCACA

gepA qepA403F CGTGTTGCTGGAGTTCTTC 403 52
qepA403R CTGCAGGTACTGCGTCATG

oqx A oqxA 392F CTCGGCGCGATGATGCT 392 52
oqxA 392R CCACTCTTCACGGGAGACGA

mdfA"? mdfA103F CATTGGCAGCGATCTCCTTT 103 50
mdfA103R TTATAGTCACGACCGACTTCTTTCA

qnrA"® qnrA580F AGAGGATTTCTCACGCCAGG 580 50
qnrA580R TGCCAGGCACAGATCTTGAC

qnrB? qnrB264F GGMATHGAAATTCGCCACTG 264 50
qnrB264R TTTGCYGYYCGCCAGTCGAA

qnrC qnrC447F GGGTTGTACATTTATTGAATC 447 50
qnrC447R TCCACTTTACGAGGTTCT

gnrD qnrD582F CGAGATCAATTTACGGGGAATA 582 50
qnrD582R AACAAGCTGAAGCGCCTG

qnrS qnrS657F ATGGAAACCTACCGTCACACATAT 657 50
qnrS657R CTAGTCAGGAAAAACAACAATACCC

1.7 it BiE D EEKRIET R E L

N T 3 AR 24 TR PR T 485 Y B ORE B i 24 1 1 AR
SR e TR 7 U W b B R Uk v R e i
JKSCE A P R SR S I SR 3500 R e M R K 20 A
AN TR TS 245 1 R T80] J5RE ) 485 217 17 0 M0 T 3 222 7
1.8 #% qnr RIAMAEBMRA S 258948 X
4

2l Al 25 JURE 385 A1 B AR TR AN TR K /N 18 BORE S SR H
gnrA~qnrB. qnrC. gnrD F gnrS 3 K& W 51 4 (£
2) 5 K WU A 7] JFURE - grr 715 T 2 ik B8] 465 A DL o

A 08 A I &5 SR A qnr S5 T 24 5 DAL BH PR R % 44 K
Ji AT B T F2 B bk DHS o o, 5K FH B % PCR i 3k PH
FEACRE , I T 2 8048 7 92 L 3 5 5 BH 2 B4 bk DHS -
P 55 506 T Bk DHS o X W 35 1 25 25 40 1) 0 vk
1.9 % S SMEER D HI 3 3 25 B #k MIC #9520
Z: i CLST 2011 J5 i, R H — A W B v 0 o2 %
T A1 HE S 410 1 700 3 R e SR R (CCCP) A
Fij e LV v 5L T 24 B Rk MIC [0 5. K S kK i
IR SR T 2 mL MH WK RS 5 b, A
Pe bl 13 8, BRh AN £ #8107 CFU/mL, 13 4
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BEFRBE I ON AN TR BE 1) R vk b A g3 0 D 128
64. 32, 16. 8. 4. 2. 1. 0.5. 0.25. 0.125,
0. 0625 wg/mL, B — 38 A 025 W) 8 =% 3 0 I
[N AEFT A TR iR I B2 S pg/mL (T 24 52
77 CCCP, H 28°CHEH 18 h Ja W4 R, 15 %
KRR [ MIC.
1.10  SMHESR AR & FE A

X T L8 b s 7K A AT A SR AT G A
gepA~oqx A Fl mdfA ¥, KoK gepA DL ki g A5
B, FE K ogx A FIl mdfA LI DNA 1E Jg BEAR, JE DA )
F 51~ 38 Kl B I3 25 JF 08 BHAE ™ 39 77 ) 84T 7
FI0E o

2 4

2.1 HMBIAHNELER

T2 AR vk, M4 CLSI 2011 JiCH) & Ar it S 11
B 23 Bk g 7K SR L R 6 AN [T 24 ) 1) BBURR R JE S O 4%
i 25 < P HUR R G b, SRR 3.
3 RH B BUAF I 2 A AR ZE ) i K
AL R X S T A BT S T R Sk A mE Wy L bR 27
ESNCE S S E R T e NP DIE S N U
F LT HEE EARARE AT AERN
i 245 3 ARG MO M AR o s s i W S 25 ) b 6 R
R RN SV AL 2 A B 39. 1% % ZENE R I
i) 25 % Hg 34. 8% , 1 X B v 5L AR V0 AL IR T 24
HIAG 73 R 21.7% F1 17. 4% , L AUH 5 bR
Bk (AH4.AH6.AH7.AH19. AH20) %t & i vb & 15 fit
21k, o AHTO Sof s U T % 24 ) it 24 7 a5 v, 5B
TR 245 AT ke o 1 4 D 28 24 400 D T 24 R RE L3R 40 IR
IR e R A AR U 2 2 R v B (ENXD
IR )32 T R 3 R 0 AR R AR IR A R AR
R4 .
2.2 HEREMKEKMESER

U bR ATCCT7966 %] 4h MIC 4 0.5 pg/mL,
S E LR B R BRI E B S )E, R R
559 fRET, 3 MIC F+ %8 128 pg/mL, 7 5 )5 3K 75 1) 5
AT 24 B bk 4 4 ATCC7966-QR. ATCC7966-QR
S LAYE T TR FRAER 12 )5, I MIC &
A%, U B 5 5 5 SRAT Y 24 ik ) (19 B AR ATCC7966-QR
FL 25 PEAR T

R3HREAKSEHRENARRITER

Table 3. The antibiotic sensitivities of 23 A. hydrophila strains

antibiotics disk resistant intermediate  susceptible
content/pg 1% 1% 1%
ENX 5 21.7 8.7 69.6
NAL 30 34.8 13.0 52.2
ENO 10 39.2 4.3 56.5
NOR 10 39.1 0.0 60.9
CIp 5 17.4 13.0 69.6
FF 75 4.3 0.0 95.7
CAP 30 4.3 0.0 95.7
CFX 30 4.3 4.3 91.4
CFT 30 87.0 0.0 13.0
AMP 30 87.0 13.0 0.0
PEN 10 100. 0 0.0 0.0
KAN 30 21.8 39.1 39.1
GEN 10 4.3 4.3 91.3
STR 10 26.1 13.0 60.9
TCY 30 4.3 8.7 87.0
ASN 30 0.0 0.0 100. 0
SXT 23.75 17.4 0.0 82.6
PMB 30 39.1 60.9 0.0
MXF 15 13.0 13.0 74.0
AML 30 100. 0 0.0 0.0
RIF 5 13.0 4.4 82.6
CLI 5 100. 0 0.0 0.0

R4 SHEKSEREMNEIERLGYHIWAEE

Table 4. The resistance to quinolones of 5 A. hydrophila strains

zone diameter breakpoints/mm

strain

ENX NAL CIP ENO NOR
AH4 18 14 17 0 11
AH6 15 14 21 0 11
AH7 16 16 14 11 9
AH19 9 0 0 0 0
AH20 12 0 0 0 9

2.3 THEKAINFHE QRDRs TRIFR

KR 814 gyrA668 Fl parC 711 %F 5 B fiif 25 14
ATCC7966-QR 1 ATCC7966 [f) QRDRs %t [ i
7Y 38, 3G =Wy o Uk 45 1 01, H IR 7 )iy 49
F (Y DNA J7 51 A 45 4 B DX 25 6 57 e Oy 2 L TR
750 J5 > L5 W 7K A5 i B bR UE B bR ATCCT7966 £ 1
gyrA JEPRUFN parC 55 R 9 1 1) 20 5 198 43 ) k47 )7 471
PO, B 5 bR B Uk 70 JE TR 24 B bR 4% 7 gyrA JETR
QRDRs &A= T i 58 AF, 55 83 i pi 24 R % 4 1
ACC Ay ATC, A W 24 3 R Ser & A& 4 lle.
ATCCT7966-QR [r] £ 75 1% A7 fi K A2 548, 44k T
Ser ARy Valo bt 4% B Ak ATCC7966 N B 1A
Pk AH14 {0 AH AT SR RAESRAR .

5 BRI 24 0 Ak AT 4 B B BE AE parC KRl QRDRs
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5587 AL i B IR A T Ok E T A, AGC AR
K ATC, Z KB i1 Ser RA4X N Ile, ATCC7966-QR 5
TE R — A7 UK AR I 5848, 25 S W3R 5.
(A p M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1000 —

700—
500—
400—
300—
200—

<668 bp

B p M 12 3 4 5 6 7

1000—
700— <711 bp

500—
400—
300—

200—

1. 7 ¥4 gyrA £ @A (A) # parC £ & (B) ) PCR
38 =49 R K B
Figure 1. PCR amplification of the gyrA (A) and parC (B)
sequences from 7 strains of A. hydrophlia. M: DL1000 DNA ladder;
lane 1 —5: AH4, AH6, AH7, AHI9, AH20; lane 6: ATCC7966-
QR; lane 7: AH 14.

#F 5. CCCP i Z5 & #k MIC WIS M0 & gyrA,
parC ERE R L i
Table 5. The effect of CCCP on minimal inhibitory
concentrations (MICs) of enrofloxacin and mutation in

gyrA, parC of quinolone—esistant A. hydrophlia stains
MIC/ (wg/mL) gyrA parC
ENX  ENX + CCCP 83 Ser 87 Ser

strain

AH4 8 no grow Ile Ile

AH6 8 no grow lle -

AH7 8 4 Tle Tle

AHI19 32 8 Ile Ile

AH20 16 8 Ile Ile

ATCC7966-QR 128 128 val Tle
Denotes “ — ”:no mutation

2.4 FRAEESIER

5 BRI 24 B AR R0 % A6 R Ak DHS oP il 48 J0RE 1)
HL K 0 AL BT 2, AR TR R /D 2 AR AE ) asbes
ond Fl e, F FRL b A ¢ A3 AT dR ) 6 & R EAT
FN B IR0 LA A& 2 b JTORE iR 24 35 TR g (1 485 i AR
o

B 2. Tl 25 B ik B oA B

Figure 2. The restriction map of the plasmids from resistant strains.
M: 1 kb DNA ladder; lane 1 - 5: AH4, AH6, AH7, AHIO9,
AH20; lane 6: DH5a-P; a-e: plasmids of different size.

2.5 RUNSHMHERE gnr N5 R

T ILXE S BRI 25 3 PR T A UKL () gnr i DA
W A WL S BR TR 25 18 R b OR35S 95 A grA
qnrBqnrCqnrD D, (H ARG 17 55 qnrS i 24 55 X Y
JROkL, 45 R LK 3.

AR 8 AT AR PO T 24 P 22 e A0 485 7 JTORE 1) 155 L
WP FORE b UL P 2) 6 8 B ™ 2R i 245 1k 2o e ool 5
TR A AT DY B R 25 AR AHLO fJFORE b
Fe e TRET Ak DHS o SRAF BURL b 45 47 14 bk DHS -
P. WAk DHSa FI DH5a-P 24 i 45 B o, WK
DHS P Xf M ¥ fid 28 25 4 0k Pk W1 I LU A0 46 Y
DHS o I, 258045 R W A& 6. Ui W] gnrS i 25 5 A Bl
Pk R 55 VAR TR 1 47 I 2K 24 40 % DDA 5K

bp M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

2000—

1000—

750— «—657 bp
500—

250—

100—]

3. gnrS EF 8 PCR # =4 Rk B

Figure 3. PCR amplification of the qnr$ sequences. M: DL2000 DNA
ladder; lane 1 - 4: AH6, AH7, AHI9, AH20 from a template of
plasmid b; lane 5 -8: AH4, AH6, AH7, AHI9 from a template of

plasmid c.
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3 6. DHSo 1 DHS P 3 HE i B 28 25 49 G 2% 1 L R
Table 6. The quinolone sensitivities of DHSa and DH5a-P

zone diameter breakpoints/mm

strain

ENX NAL CIP ENO NOR
DH5« 38 30 40 26 41
DH5a-P 20 14 26 18 21

2.6 SMHER MBI &R

K Z AR MEIF CCCP X 5 R 25 5 bk
FIATCC7966-QR {1 H, K i CCCP Xf & fiif 2 B £k
MIC )52 W1 e, 25 RO LA AHT9 B K 1f) MIC
5% CCCP [0, MIC F [% 4 {%, {5t W] 3 ] e A7 7
W T 2 25 ) A HE 2 AHA L AHG6 B B 18 Bk 76 CCCP
MIVE R AR e 78 CCCP R, MIC F A
AN T 4 % Ui WY HS AN A7 78 3 2 e U 1 2 25 4 4
Ho, a5 R W& S,
2.7 SMERMEXREE gepA.ogxA 0 mdfA E H &
&5 R

5 PR 25 B BR 1) ogx A~ gepA N1 mdfA K DA A 1
25 BLA0 N M1 5 U B A HE 52 BH P T 2 R Ak AHL9 A7
11 I8 R Wl 4 1) A R ST 2 P

3 ik

I 7K /B T 5 | R £ S ot K T IR B i
N B RR 2 o FATTXF 23 BRAS R I TA]
AN T b 35 43 125 P W 7K BRI R PR T 24 M S AT R
R T TZ 2 A R o AN [ o s 5 2K 2 4 3 IR HE AN TR
i 2 P 5 L 28w R A T v LR i D B R I AR
e (T 24 25, 1 B T 1 S T S 2 40 T g KPR e
O 7R IX L b X K A7 7E

AT [P A0 R0 1) G T M 3 i 2 245 W0 T 25 L
) (0 B9F 5T 4 SR 2 A e A A I 2 2 0 1 L RA 9
Fh AL Tl OGBS SRR, BB gyrA 1) 83 47 A
TR Ser—1Ile; parC [ 87 fif 15 Ser— Ile gz L8]
Hanne 25 " 3 i 5236 % 5 S, & B A% /00 i 1 o
gyrA 83 {7 11 Ser—TIle Fl1 67 47 55 [¥) Ala—Gly & &
W 2 B SRR 7 AT 25« Aleaide 25 Y 0 7E i 25 <
HALH B R R L gyr A R 83 A R R R AR . T
R RIE 83 {7 45 Ser SR HY B I A E . A
FUEE 7R 100% [1) i 1 i [ 2 24 0 1) B R R R
gyrA 83 fi7 5 Ser S48, 80. 0% [ it 24 1 Bk [7] I 22
A parC 87 {7 fii Ser G874, 2y &5 Jb W 7R UL IR 5848
BRI P B PR DR 5 A8 B AR (1) MIC AR g > L o o) s 3% i

SR FBL I T 2. %k R gyrA JE
DRI 55 83 37 53 1 42 3 2 5 78 J ACHIF 40 7 4% X Jsf g /K
Y TV S R S 2 0 1 R T 2 ML
parC B At 5 [ ) 58 A5 B A0 T 25 7 489 0, X B 5
Feffam 5" .

Wt e B VW R E R B R OO bk
ATCCT966 , 3178 Ji I 1] P A 72 26 7 % JB8L 35 v S22 10 i
Zio JERK N BLVE DG (K9 it 25 W bk ATCC7966-
QR £ gyrA F1 parC [ 1% B 2 25 40 15 i 0 7 % 2k
TR A, YU B v AL K A A S B
7K/ T DRI A1 e TR A, I LK R e AR AL
AL, R R AL AT R T OE A RE R B S E K,
K00 45 A ) 0 2 25 LA O 9% 2 R T 2% 1
(K UK o I 7EBIF 98 3 B o 2 B, SR B0 % 1 R
() 25 490 6 55 75 S MUK T B o 2 R B i 9 Lk
it 245 1 5 32705 K 77 3R B FH 24 I 7 2 A5 A 1 38 4 gt
T 2 AT R 5 0 K ik A T 2 T 3 A
7O X A e Rl 5 .

UL AE R F 5573 AN 2 I R A R B
B R P 25 R R R 1 R BB, T LR S S
W R R KT A EERZE D . CCCP 2R
SRy A HE S 0 5 B 05 BT 25 2 A HE A RE ok
V5t A 21 A0 T AR T BRI . — A
CCCP £ F T 25 B bk J5 » MIC {4 B 7E AT F % 4 %
(K39 K FEAEAE 2 3 A HEZE T 25 B B o AT AR
W 3 A 55 45 AR X (K FE R gep A ogxA AT mdfA
TG W T 2 A A o qepA JE PR — b BT
TR () SR A 5 0 V2K 24 400 1) A HE R A SR R I
T 3 F B K % (major facilitator superfamily,
MFS) , {2 3F 5 7K V2 3% 0 26 25 9 50 1 27 5 ogeA
I DR T i 3%~ 1 0 2 KK (RND) , 3 4 5 11y 2%
AT AN HE K B B 25 BT mdfA R T
AT RIS, b — Fh AT 12 A 5 B 4% M 3R 1y 1Ay
BB B VDR ER A v R S K 2 BN
1) B mdfA e TR ek B 26 3 T 51 k2 40 B o) v 1 1 6
T PR 2 -4 1Y o RBEYE R R Y
BRI 25 18 Bk AH19 76 CCCP {E il j5 MIC F & T
4 i 32 WY T YA 75 Vi 1 1 % 25 4 S HE A2 9K i 4
A AR S DR R R B, 5 R T s I 2K 2 10 T
BRIDA 5485 15 S0 HEZE WU AR 55 [ 3L (K] gepA v ogaA 1
mdfA. %55 E bk AH19 T fig 47 4 10 A HE 5
Tt 25 WU o 76 S0 HE 5240 0 7 g A b, Bl T 2
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PRI 25 18k AH4 Fil AH6 £ CCCP [\EH F A4 K,
F W R PR AH4 1 AH6 7] BE A7 7E — Fif b i K5 X 32 £
CCCP 4, i 5 B0 H A K 4 ), %2 CCCp
(R4 3 L A A 1k 2B T

AL JFORE B8 gqnr 5 DS AT 4 65 OR 37 48 B DNA
172 B R 40 Fh S A A O R4 B (1, AT S B
W 28 2 W i AR T, T o U R 2R 25 )k kAL
S %R R K % B TR A 6, B Rl
oA 3 BT 25 PR 7K 1 B A B 50RE W] 7 41 e 1) A A2
KT B I 51k i 6 DR 5 A8 2 o i R KR AR
K EBEALFE gnrAgnrB.qnrC.qnrD Fl gnrS B A s
Kl AT WL, S BRI 25 1 MR 45l & 1 gqnrS FE Y
Ji kL, T gnrAqnrB.qnrC il qnrD EE K K K. ¥
oA A qnrS FE B FURL b 5 N K A 3 LR
DHS« 3575 DHSa-P, 2445 /K 1# £k DHS P X}
JEL v b B2 A5 A A I 2R 24 ) F AR B S BRI, o L
2R P AR 2R A W RS o UG KR
W5 T S A qnrS B DR TORE 2 31 R R v U I
KLY 251 S 22—

W 7K B I T X A A I 28 24 ) ) i 24 L Al R
%, ik DL b 3 FLEI TR B ok B T A
Y ML 55 P TR T 24 A1 R Xl nds v 1 288 24 4 11 T 245 L
) g D S I R DAL G B 2 ) A T ST AL ) R AR
MU 7 T 24 3 ] qnrS JFORE A 3 B #E A7 R 475 17 A0 HE
S 25 AL T LE T3 0 PR TIR 2 PR P2 21 1 — 2 1Y
PEF o W8 K0 H W v A T e o i SR 2y i R b, 2
FPBL N I 7R S B T 2 R R 2 v T AR
BUH = A= T 24
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Molecular mechanisms of quinolone resistance in
Aeromonas hydrophilia
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Abstract: [Object] To study the resistance mechanisms to quinolones in Aeromonas hydrohila isolated from aquatic
animals. [Methods] The drug-resistant spectrum of 23 strains was determined. Quinolone-resistance determining regions
of gyrA and parC genes in both screened and in-vitro induction drug—resistant strains were analyzed. Then the detection of
quinolone drugs relative efflux pump genes gepA, ogxA and mdfA was performed. The gnrA, ¢qnrB, gnrC, gnrD and ¢nrS
genes were also analyzed at the same time. [Results] All organisms were resistant to more than 5 drugs; 39.1% (9/23)

of the isolates were quinolone resistant, of which 55.6% (5/9) were enrofloxacin resistant. All the enrofloxacin-resistant
isolates harbored ¢gnrS gene, but none of the enrofloxacin—resistant strains harbored gnrA, ¢qnrB, qnrC , gnrD genes and
the efflux pump genes of gepA, ogxA and mdfA. AH19 possessed the gyrA and parC genes double mutation, plasmid-
mediated quinolone resistance gene ¢nrS and efflux pump, 3 drug resistance mechanisms simultaneously, while the two
drug-—resistant mechanisms of AH4, AH7 and AH20 were gyrA and parC genes double mutation and ¢gnrS gene. GyrA gene
mutation and gnrS gene occurred in AH6. Compared to the strain ATCC7966, the in—vitro induction drug-resistant strain
ATCC7966-QR had both the gyrA and parC genes mutation. [Conclusion] The mechanisms of resistance to quinolones in
the A. hydrophila isolates of this study mainly depended on the existence of plasmid-mediated gene gnrS and the variation
of the target site of quinolone drugs, whereas, the drug resistance mechanism relying on the efflux pump system only
existed in individual strains.

Keywords: Aeromonas hydrophilia, resistance mechanisms, quinolones, drug-—resistance spectrum
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