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JEH NTG-UV # & 55238l E#S s Bacillus pumilus D5

P2 s

RATL - FORE - APRSR - BELY - UK - B

TR BT B K A S BR FTK E ER AR
MTBE RS Bek A B TR e A
TR T Bk A BT A
TBE R Bk A AT
SHTR R BRI ATA AT

[T

Nmelr A A SR EAE  INEEER —ELRE S A E KRR - s EEE
BRI EEREIR T - AW MBS S0 8 E U (Litopenaeus vannamei) FG/ N AU
D5 (Bacillus pumilus D5) Btk » HATIHIGRINE - 5N RS HERINEIIRE ST < Fy THEE B.
pumilus D5 BEFRAYTIEERER » AGBEFI SRS MRoes: - TENEI (Nitrosoguanidine » NTG) Ze##
B DURCER M B e g Re Itk [R] 3 4880k 2248 B. pumilus DS itk - HELE S EIFUNEREJ B B.
pumilus DS 2 ZE8E Rk o ZEBAGRE BN © E = RERERE RG-S DU 224l E B. pumilus
NG24 ~ B. pumilus NG25 ~ B. pumilus UV35 Jz B. pumilus UV37 » E G SN B R rE i FM S I I s
P& ELARETR B. pumilus DS HEHEMEAEEL (p<0.05)  fEdREEEE - 7EI5 NG B. pumilus DS B
HZSARPRIE R Ry 102 CFU ml! B 107 CFU ml!' AYELBIEEEE 48 hr 1% » SRS TR ARG
ERIIREST (p <0.05) » Hrp X DA NG25 BRI « #aFESRET > B. pumilus D5 R 28885 2 Befd
TR INE 10° 54 DIEISIE A0 A R - AFrRerE A Ze bk Bk B £ &

MR ARSI E L RIRET] -

REEST | ZREMER « DatEEIN « RIMR « RN\ FRIFE & ~ ME8ED

i

Hij

MR R BIE IEE 5 R 5t EURil
& (Vibrio) FrELESHYERE SR ZE 70 248 - ]
DA Jemg i e (v o 0 i 4 AR HE 5 Horh s
2N B R R B R RS E AL (Vibrio
cholerae) ~ 55N (V. parahaemolyticus) LUK £l
5 (V. vulnificus) - BIEINEE R4 Yie s
S 5 [ HULE - HIETSRATEE] 50% (Johnson
etal., 2012) - [ & ¥ 7K & 2 JEid i KRB I R
RIELAE © A5 (V. alginolyticus) ~ Bl

“SE@EFS /302 FITIRRTIIEHRRINAHE 192 5%, TEL:
(03) 551-8101; E-mail: ycdeng153@gmail.com

IEAELCHNE (V. harveyi) % » /2 28 JESAEHT R 1
PR BRI (Kokashvilietal., 2015) - 5 #E FCHIL
PR IZ Y AR IR B R - & [ R 2 e
Tt I B R IR AR » H RiTA1E W] DAPERINS A
RN A RO RS F TAs - - rhs SR
FIER AR AT TR (5, 2004) - HA XL
LI TR O B A W) S A 7 2 T P R e A
R F55E (2017) fRH e slfabnE i o B
MIFLEEE (Leuconostoc mesenreroides) REA %11
0 H0 ns A IS B~ Kk IR AR B (Pesudomonas
aeroginosa) k. ¥#§ ¥ 43 B ¥ & (Mycobacterium
marinum) 4 E -

EINERERE T - XD RIS [REATEH
KIS BB (Chatterjee and Halder, 2016) » 2009
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FEADR R ~ R S = R A R AR A AR
ZERT RIS EEPESR  (acute hepatopancreatic necrosis
disease, AHPND) > H FijEHE € A58 &ridi ik AHPND
IS - 222 I R TN BRIk - HBORIIEEHI 2
ACE ARSI (pVPAS-1) » TS A
HEEA: Pir-like A (ToxA) J¢ Pir-like B (ToxB) £
THFRENENER - HE MEHERRE
TEIRF - BIVEra 28 i 280 F W s e I ik 22 St
AT > Mg A ESE LT (Han etal., 2015) -
AWtFelEiEH (Reyesetal.,2016,2017) - DIEEH
BIRER A (ToxA) Frsdpliym] AZE
AT BE RS O] DU R R a5 SR AR SR
At B ] DRSS 2 N B Y RS -

H 1928 A2 fEPapRRfit - BB SRR
M YA (antibiotic) A AR EC Ry — AR E
I (Abdulah, 2012) - fE5@ KB AR K
FE AR VIR R IRy - B i R
BYUER (1155, 2008) « DERIIHIHTA: SREE T LUE
HEEPIRGHIRGER (5, 2006) » {ERZ BT 38R
KA REJE I Y A BHEEY)I6 % [ (Kathleen et al.,
2016) - A FRE S A TEEME TR AR IR - 2K
H 2 IE ST TEE M R A v REFE B Ae R D15
M BB ARSH RRHIE - i e AR
R - Rt ES ISR EYE
W AR R A R AR - AR
(probiotic) HIFy A 214 SN ZE I —IH » 2%
A TR AT 2 R B LT A B B AR RE S
EHERERBEYIE L - BEES TEYE
AR RS R - H RTTEAN S AR B B DU YIS
M~ BRAYIBERELIRE ~ SRR TIRE DLUSRER
N B RCRSEDIRE » H E YIRS
e /KB R REAN I B B T AE R B T e Ay
R WA EERYE  (Salyers and
Whitt, 2002) ~ 7 4= ZLIE AR I RES5ACRH )E BF]
R i B R o B 7 35 g ' P B [ BT R T T [ B Y
Wi 0 AR R — B BT 1R I AR Y B R
(Westerdahl etal., 1991; #§%¢,2012) - HRjE 2%
By > 53 B. pumilus &40 ibh—FfEIEE H'E
PHIEYE - B Rl E R 2 fL - BE
BRI A B - A S SR R S A T 5 50
HWIEL (BR5F, 2010; Gao et al., 2017) - ZEAHBEEE
e AR ERIHNERIRE ST » SO A  J5E E E

HHER 2% ; 22k 1 BUE RIS AL IRIERTE ~
B DIREFIAH B A= B e BRI T - H 1980 325
SR JTIEAN SR TEAPEF (transposons)
Zeigh ~ LBV B 228 SR IMR IR o - TALERZE
SR EFE AL LR (alkylating agents) i
EH LY (base analogs) ~ i & F 7% %t Al
(deamination mutagens) FIEECUESE - idH
L o Hoh PGB R b A (£S5,
2002) - L L FEH A AR Z8E (EMS; ethyl
methane sulfonate) ~ i ZEg (DES; diethyl sulfate)
K i i E 50 (NTG; N-methyl-N,-nitro-N-
nitrosoguanidine) 5 » H HIYEREA LY E &
FSCRZ £ I FR Bl 7 AR B 2R - &ty seiaig
BEHREMEE R (Bose, 2016) ; TSI METE
HoeEHIEX UVB ¥ DNA 7 FRYE R E
A AR E AR TR AR SRE (T-T dimer) BOU25E
SMRE R E RS 0 EAIE RS (reactive
oxygen species, ROS) EHEALEJTFIdE DNA
HMEIEHEH] 5 [REATIEA] DNA 185 (Hironobu and
Tetsuya, 2011) °

FEFR 7K EE T I AN B T /K B P Fa L A
HAHE BRI F B K — - iR Ik E
e I IR o S D TER Y 2t 2R R B - A] DR D14
FOUBEH  WAOPEERI R LB RS /K ER
THEGI i — - AEZ BRI SE S H e B
Bacillus pumilus D5 Bk EAHITHIIGINE ~ 1EE
VR B AE FIERIYRE ST (RS, 2016) » [RIELAKH
FeRBE A FIgZes 5 =0LAE 4 B. pumilus DS 2
bk o WHRGETIEL B. pumilus DS Ze8#ik . HIERE
S ATLMER B. pumilus D5 » DU SE AR HIE
s A

R

516
P

FORHEL S 5
— ~ TRk B ~ FLELERAE

#F B. pumilus DS S5 2N BEHGH EFREE - 53
BN ERINRNIN 2% RALsh . BE R ARG
SERTE AL (Tryptic soy agar, TSA; Difco) # » B
28 +£0.5C IR AR5 48 hr » POEE & DIARIMNA
2% @Abdz TSA TN =K 15E1H0
LBtk - TERFEZERELAIRI 2% AL
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R IR A TR L (Tryptic soy broth, TSB;
Difco) fA 28°C 152 48 hr %> HUER /3 BN 15%
viv) Hi (glycerol) 1A -80°C #ETEMEMLLE » &
SERAIMESTREL (10,000 x g, 20 min, 4C)
RS ININBLE SRR 10% (wiv) RS-
DI TIR RN B R AT -

= BERE KR N B Z DU R

FrifllEAeZ AR B S = /K B RN © VA
TN ~ B AE PN S B 2N « Pk BRI R 2
BRIk S = HE K FESR IR 23 BT BRO MR 2% &
{b$ihz TSB th 28°CH5%E 24 hr » DI Ak /K3
# BB B. pumilus DS Fe HZEBAR . ODsoonm
0.4 (F KRy 10°CFUml™) » B52 MTASERA B
#7°0.9 cm ZFRERLIEEMIRY » HY 20 ml S -
REEE GREE 45°C) ~ HINRID 2% & bR
TSA » JAZK NS N B R & 5 2 e %8 Ry
10°CFUmI" > ARG - 157 TSA BEERKE
BEHER - ZEMIRE A 50 ul B. pumilus DS 82
BB IR - BN 28°C 1528 24 hr ZREIEHES > W
WS MIRER T AT HER AV ERARE 2 K/ (em) -

= -
(—) EOMRREE

WS TRIR 72 B. pumilus DS » fITA S ml 7
FUB4Z TSB HE# AL IRAL + B 28°C K53 24 hr
e+ PR 2 4 R B - AT
2% LY TSA KideHE EAerT o ibes -
U = T - % 2% LAY TSB HEH
28°C THEFTHEHE 24 hr o T WU I A8
ODioomn K5 0.4 (EBEHTEs 10° CFU ml") » S48
SMETES 30 min G+ IFELEFR 15 W SRHME TR
i 20 cm 53 BITEHRIFIRER (5131R 102030+
4050~ 60 ~ 70 2 80 min) » HESHF 5 I
AR 10 min » Uk BN & BUE 1 G
SRRRRRE 104~ 10° R 10°f%5%% » FEASHUH 0.1 ml £
PR 2% SALHZ TSA HEEUE - - 40
16~ 18 hr » FFEIHSECR R HEME AN
TR T ETRARR -

(Z)NTG BAEEE

BHEHIRAFZ B. pumilus DS » fIIA 5 ml fi£fid
Z TSB 85 frimfl - BN 28°CREE 24 hr 1% >
FHGE B & 4 BRI BR AU EE B PRI @ A TiE . 2%
FAfbshe TSA Bk T/ Lt - AJHEE
=WERYETE 0 1R 2% &Abshe TSB 558k ) 28°C
TSR 24 hr o S ERIRIRE % Ry ODeoonm o
0.4 > ¥4 LL 10,000 x g ~ 4°C FEECy 10 min
IEEBEREIIA S ml fy4: B ARE/KE 2B - B
10,000 x g ~ 10 min ~ 4CHBEAFBEL - INEERTEER
HIAE 0.01 ppm NTG 2 TSB 58 (pH6.0) if:
2 28°C T E5EE » #8 1 hr ~ 2 hr J¢ 3 hr 58 EIL
BRI RFERIIREL 10000%g ~ 4°C ~ 10 min AYfEef4-HfE
L BRI S ml Y4 ik 2 B E
B=R1% » AR REI/K LRI NTG » i
Be—REELRINA 5 ml .2 TSB B8R - A4
H R BRI B IR RE 10*~ 10° Bz 10°
5% - AU 0.1 ml B EJ 8RN & 2% & Life
TSA B5E AL [ 5548 16 - 18 hr TR HIETU 3R K
HoegR » WHKIAE RARE TR RS -

(2) LIMER NTG EEHEE

# B. pumilus D5 /2 2% &L4M> TSB H:3%i
B 28°C FHEFTHERE 24 hr o B EWCIE R R
ODgoonn K5 0.4 » SEFEE5MERTHRY 30 min £ » 55
R 15 W SE5ME FEREE 20 om BESHRSERER (42
SNSRI & #0 AE BIPE LRI 60 - 80%) 407 I
SRR » 1 3 hr SREICE T
RIS RS BIFREE 10° 109 ¢ 10°
Rz, ZARYH 0.1 ml FA 8RR 2% & kSl TSA
SEEIE | BERE 16 18 hr GRAH ST HIEC SRR LT
SR I T BRI THURBEABR -

Y~ HERT b

# B. pumilus D5~B. pumilus NG24-~B. pumilus
NG25 ~ B. pumilus UV35 ~ B. pumilus UV37 5 }%
RAME Y -80°CUKFERUHIER » B TEILIRIA 2%
Afts.c TSA AL 58 16 - 18 hr > HUHHH
—REALEE KR - PR IRE R
100 ml 2% AL TSA B5EeAk » 7Rk 12 #
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a2 RIS AIME (10° CFUml™) ~ 548500
(10> CFU ml") ~ i3 #5905z B. pumilus D5
(10° CFU ml'; 106 CFU ml™") ~ J5 48015 K NG24
(10° CFU ml"'; 106 CFU ml™) ~ B4 K NG25
(10° CFU ml'; 10° CFU ml™") ~ B350 5 bz UV35
(10° CFU ml'; 106 CFU ml'!) ~ 2435 & UV37
(10° CFU ml"'; 10° CFU ml") ~ B33 K D5 (102
CFU ml'; 107 CFU ml™) ~ [N K NG24(102
CFU ml'; 107 CFU ml") ~ 243N E K NG25 (102
CFU ml'; 107 CFU ml'") ~ [543 k& UV35 (102
CFU ml'; 107 CFU ml") ~ [B&LE K UV37 (102
CFUmI'; 107 CFUmI™") » %% 3 hr IS EREHER
oIV ER SR R PR R 2 L AU A I B A B o
Mr o EERMEREEE S 2% @bl E#E EES
X} (CHROMagar™.-vibrio) » fEASE M R 5
FIGRINE RS AL R ~ Bl IINE B ER R
IMA BN E R R R i -

H o~ #EH

BE R =HEREEERE - A FRER
HHESELL one-way ANOVA F34f » ARl R B AT
FAEFGERF/KAE (p<0.05) » FLIENE R 28
#l (Ducan’s multiple range test) F#E{THHMEI{H
WE ©

o R

— ~ BRIMNIRRAEREL

HFEWE Lz B. pumilus DS B 15W 4E5ME R
ERHE 20 om o S3AIRRES A FIRFERA T EHIE TSR
HAGIRAN Table 1> BUREIME AR AER 10 -
80 min > W] DABEHIEITSRE 53 - 100% A% - Hr
SO 20 min IRFFE TR EZEE] 66% - LIS
SN 30 min RFHSECSRATAGEE] 91% - Ktk
HEAL B FERY 2288 R (80%) JE /T 1A 55 SN 75 1
20 - 30 min (ZA > [KIEESERVER MG - IRF ]
25 min FyfeEAYZEEIRTE o U0 DUZEBMRIE 15T
158 91 MREET TR SRS - BB S > &Y
It 91 PRESFERS eI B AR EEEe T - #5RA
35% HyzZes s A B H ARG B AU REJJ B R B.
pumilus D545 37.5% HYZe8 54 B HAH IR

HEJJEHA B. pumilus D5 » 5345 27.5% HyZessd
BWAEHIRIINEAREST  (EvA BN B I B R A
th o FTBGEZ 91 SRR TR S8 v A B A el B
HIREST 5 TEIGRIMEIREEREET - H 37.5% 1Y
Zergns F R HAHNHIN R AYRE J1 42 B. pumilus D5 »
H 62.5% FyZesintE B HAIHENEAIEES TR B.
pumilus D5 -

Table 1
caused by ultraviolet irradiation

The mortality rate of Bacillus pumilus D5

UV irradiation time D5 mortality rate

(min) (%)
10 55.4 + 1.4
20 64.8 + 2.0
30 90.3 £ 0.8
40 91.7 £ 0.8
50 96.5 £ 0.3
60 97.8 £ 0.6
70 97.9+0.3
80 99.8 £ 0.2

'Data are mean=SD (n=3)
~ \ NTG 8tk

L1 0.01 ppm NTG 2 TSB 58 (pH6.0) i~
28°C NREE - 43 AR A R R B R I E R
HIETR - HAERAN Table 2 - 2H354 1hr K75t
TR Ey 7% ~ 2 hr B3Ry 46% ~ 3 hr SRR Ly
59% ~ 4 hr JEL 3R Ey 60% » (/% S hr $RIET R Ly
60% » A IELZEABMER T EHY 39 PRZCBEETTHIRA
IREAES - BRI S 0 I 39 PREIZEE (A AE LGN
IR o A 16.7% (28838 B
SIERHIRES RS B. pumilus DS » 5345 83.3% HY%E
S AR R R EHIHISNEERIAE ST © fEva el
BEEah - 2R 39 MREAHIHINEAYRE T B
B. pumilus DS ; fElm RN HNREEREAERH - H 3%
(ryze s et A4 o H IR R Y RE ST Y B. pumilus
D5 H 97% Yzt Az R HHIHIBN R Y RE T MEH
B. pumilus D5 -

=~ ERONMNE R NTG )R8k

1E4R MG IRES 2% 25 min 9IRATF » DA
0.01 ppm NTG #Ef7TH:[FFESE - 53 BN FEIRF R %
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[ TR RN S 2% Rt TSA %
24 hr gE T E IR R H o » HAES Table
2> FETEEARAEE | hr (USETTREy 70% ~ 2 hr (YFETTHR
Ko 86% LUJif% 3 hr JEUTIRATE 92% » A HL2e
TERfF T2 HY 40 PRI THIERER S - B2i

AU 40 PREERSHE RN Rl R BB h
H 22.5% [yzentf R HAIFEN R ITEE S T B.
pumilus D54 12.5% FyZesas 4 B AR
REJHEN® B. pumilus D5 » 5345 65% Y28t E BN
FEHIHFENEIRES ) © RS Bl B e Bk
FtZes# 40 AREEHIHIINERYRE ST EERY B. pumilus
D5 ; TEIG R IR ERGEET - 15 20% A9Ze8as
A HAIHIINEEAIRE ST X B. pumilus D5 » 5
67.5% HyZes A4 B HAIHI IR A RE J{ER B.
pumilus D5 5345 12.5% HYZess A 2 = HNHI
BHMAE

Table 2 The mortality rate of Bacillus pumilus D5
treated with NTG and UV/NTG mutagenesis

D5 mortality rate (%)

Mutagenesis 0.01ppm NTG after

time (hr) O-DIPP™ - irradiated by UV for
25 mins
1 7 70
2 46 86
3 59 92
4 60 -
5 62 -

VY ~ 2B T RE

L. UV 228 R ARk 8 #& (d
B UVI2 ~UVI3 ~UVIS ~ UVI9 ~ UV20 ~ UV35
UV37 Jx UV39) » DUREL UV FINTG JLFIEE# %
FIZSAE BEERRR 11 Bk (7B NG4~NG13-NG14~
NG15+NG16~NG21 ~NG24 ~NG25 - NG28 - NG34
Je NG35) H#EFTHIEERES - (EnaAE SN IR R
Barh » 19 PROSA R SEEHIERBR W] 1.64 £0.10 cm
El B. pumilus D5 2 SEHFHIEER (1.55 £ 0.12 cm)
HHEEETEAZR (p<0.05) 5 MAEERIMEHTREE
B » S ER 2 EIIHN R BR W] & 1.68+0.13 cm Bl
B. pumilus DS (2 SVEHIIERER (1.42 4 0.18 cm) A
MR (p < 0.05) - [KIHERY 19 PRoesdint

B R VORRHTE NG24 ~ NG25 ~ UV35~ UV37
HEAT IR BRGNS A Table 3 - EAHE [N B EL
1o 28 I R BRI B A Ky 10° CFU/ml U B
B o WA BRI R/ NETTHEET » TEE IR YE Ry
95% M > B. pumilus D5 2 I ERFT NG24
NG25 -~ UV35 S H#EEER (p<0.05) 0 BRI
EHTE RS > B EEREERE R 108
CFU/mI™ i3l » [R5 R BR A T T
O3 AR HEKHE 99% AT 0 B. pumilus DS &2
HIEERAI NG24 ~ NG25 ~ UV35 J UV37 895 %
PR (p < 0.01) > HAFEING25 J UV35 $5
PPN E AR ERIEIEIME (p<0.001) (Table 3) -

1i > FhFEIR R AR

1M 28 IV ER A 2 28 B IR S Ry 1:1000 5538
B (BIRG 9N B B s 2R IR 43 Bl Ry 10°
CFU ml" Jz 10° CFU ml™") » 52 5N B8 7 523 15
3 - A8 hr R H N B IRE AT LI 3.20 x 10° CFU
ml 25 % 2.90 x 108 CFU ml! » ffi7E 5 A 90
B H At 5 A B L RIRE ARSI > ISR B.
pumilus D5 3Lz E0ER 552 3 - 48 hr 1% » BRI
BV B 1.00 x 105 - 2.97 x 108 CFU ml! ; i
RIMEH NG24 fyL 853 Ba R 86 R - BRI
AR By 6.06 x 10% - 2.60x108 CFU ml! 5 5481
BRI NG25 (YL EE B RS2SR - IS
5k 1.10 x 105 - 2.56 x 108 CFU ml"' ; B3 A0
1 UV3s Ay a5 aBaRs At R - IBRINRAIRE
By 7.10 x 10% - 2.14 x 108 CFU ml"' > il A
1 UV37 (R Ee B 2 A SR 2 G M R
5 2.00 x 10° - 2.66 x 108 CFU ml"' » §&RFRLE
FEEIRIET BT » IMIIBRKRER 4 E B.
pumilus D5 B{Ze@ A E - IBRIMENER
AZEHIHE] (p>0.05) (Fig. 1) -

TAER AN BRI 2E BRI Ry 1:100000 k%
REER (BIRG 2o B B s A IR 3 Ry 107
CFU ml! % 107 CFU ml") » B3 & N5 1E B aks s
3 - 48 hr B HEE W LIH 2 x 103 CFU ml $275
2.30 x 10° CFU ml™ » [ {ERG A B HoAth 2 AF B A
FEIRSEAGRER T BSAINEA] B. pumilus D5 3L
BEEABRETEE 3 - 48 hr 1% » AN EEAYIRE Ry 8.00 x
103 - 9.30 x 105 CFU ml"! ; JEA3NERI NG24 1yt
BB TSR I AINERRE Ry 8.00 < 10° -
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Table 3 The diameters (mean=SD, in cm) of inhibition zones of 10%cfu/ml concentrations of Bacillus pumilus D5 and
B. pumilus D5 mutants against 10°cfu/ml concentrations of Vibrio alginolyticus and Vibrio parahaemolyticus, and

108cfu/ml concentrations of Vibrio harveyi

V. alginolyticus V. parahaemolyticus V. harveyi
Bacillus pumilus D5 0 1.53+0.19° 1.89+2.07°
Mutant B. pumilus NG24 0 1.73+0.12° 2.03+0.23"
Mutant B. pumilus NG25 0 1.74+0.14° 2.05+0.19"
Mutant B. pumilus UV35 0 1.75+0.11° 2.04+0.23°
Mutant B. pumilus UV37 0 1.65+0.17" 1.97+0.21®
The lower-case letters denote significant differences in Duncan grouping (p =0.05)
The sample size for each experimental group was thirty (n=30)
—%—v6 —{+D5+v6 —O—NG24+v6 —@—NG25+v6 ——UV35+v6 ——UV37+v6
10 -
8 4 !ﬁ* 42 S
6 -
4 4
vy
3
=
S 21
S
g
e 0 T T T T T 1
g 3 6 9 12 24 48
Q.
< 10 1
kS
E 8 1
=
5
g 67
—
4
2
O T T T T T T T 1

3 6 9 12

14 17 20 24 48

Time (hr)

Fig. 1 Growth of Vibrio parahaemolyticus (v6), Bacillus pumilus (D5) with v6, mutant B. pumilus (NG24) with v6,
mutant B. pumilus (NG25) with v6, mutant B. pumilus (UV35) with v6 and mutant B. pumilus (UV37) with v6 at ratios
of (up) 1:1000 and (below) 1:100000 of initial inoculation. The X-axis=incubation time (hr), and the Y-axis is the

concentration of bacteria.

5.40 x 10° CFU ml™ ; AN NG25 rydthzitEs
FE O IS AN BRI RS J 2.00 x 10° - 3.20 x 10* CFU
ml! 5 BRI UV35 ytsatBast i - B 2800
BRI RSBy 4.60 x 10° - 4.70 x 10* CFU ml™! ; 1%
KINEHI UV3T iy B R G R I R IR
By 4.60 x 10° - 3.50 x 10* CFU ml" » ZR{EFRERY

FERRAGRMT T > BRIEEREE B. pumilus DS BRZEAHRIY
AR IR ARSI (p < 0.001) (Fig. 1)
(Table 4) - [RIRFtAERAESAHIRETATRS & > %810 DS
RIS NG25 lEARERAEE AL (p <
0.05) » BERZSBEPRIIAT LR NG25 SHHMIIHGNE 4
RECRELY (Table4d) -
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Table 4 The analyses results for coculture tests of V. parahaemolyticus and B. pumilus D5 or the four mutant B.
pumilus D5 strains, with those tests having been started at 1:100000 ratios of initial inoculation

The V. parahaemolyticus concentration of six different coculture conditions (cfu/ml)

Culture

Mutant B. pumilus Mutant B. pumilus Mutant B. pumilus Mutant B. pumilus
NG24 with V.

NG25 with V. UV35 with V. UV37 with V.

parahaemolyticus  parahaemolyticus  parahaemolyticus

time (hr) V. B. pumilus D5
. with V.
parahaemolyticus parahaemolyticus  parahaemolyticus
3 (2.0£0.19x10°  (8.0+0.1")x10°
6 (2.4+0.79%10°  (1.1£0.5")x10°
9 (2.9+0.19x107  (6.0£0.2")x10°
12 (4.6£0.29x10°  (8.5%1.1)x10°
14 (4.9+1.39x10°  (1.5£0.2")x10°
17 (5.8+£0.29x10°  (1.4£0.2°)x10°
20 (1.320.49%10°  (1.7£0.1")x10°
24 (1.920.19x10°  (2.8+0.1")x10°
48 (2.3£0.19x10°  (9.3+0.2")x10°

(8.0+1.3")x10°
(6.0+0.19x10*
(2.0£0.29x10°
(4.7£1.2°9%10°
(1.2+0.5x10°
(1.2+0.29x10°
(1.120.19)x10°
(8.7+1.1%x10*

(5.4£0.39%x10°

(2.0+0.1°)x10°
(6.0+0.5x10*
(1.120.29x10°
(3.2£1.19x10°
(6.5+0.2°)x10°
(6.0£0.2%x10°
(5.6+0.29x10°
(3.0+0.3%x10°

(3.2+1.19x10*

(4.6+1.5")x10°
(2.7+0.29x10*
(4.1£0.9*)x10°
(6.3x0.8™)x10°
(1.120.1%)x10°
(1.2+0.19x10°
(1.420.19x10°
(1.1+0.29%10°

(4.7£1.19x10*

(4.6+0.8")x10°
(3.2+0.2%)x10°
(4.7£1.9")x10°
(6.1£1.5")x10°
(7.5+0.19x10°
(1.1£0.19x10°
(1.3x0.19x10°
(9.4+1.29%10°

(3.5£1.29x10*

Each value is a mean =+ standard deviation (n=3). Different superscript letters in the same column indicate significantly different values

(p<0.05)

T

KA A N R e R R B
2 o3 T A R 2 WA A B 2 Y B0 1R I B
B - ER 2 IR R P 2 B PIE R
BB LR IR CAPEHEE - Rl 12
S R NS e i A = T 7 1 S B v
(ampicillin) ~ FF 37 #( 38 (amikacin) ~ FF # &
(kanamycin) ~ FH#Z G (penicillin G) -~ S
(streptomycin) FIVYER{#ZE (tetracycline) ZEHi4:
LZEATYIEEM (Li et al., 1999; Elmahdi et al.,
2016) - £ HATH AR A B » DU AAR B LUK
FLRR R I E B R B2 - AEAZE R EAMTE F i
(19 15 3 vh i 28— MR /DN EF AR (Bacillus
pumilus) » HBAHTHNERIZIAE - B. pumilus ATEA:
EEillIESEY/ =R PP AN=N: sk ey il skt T
A ] DUEE A A7 RURE @@ IS E A LR TR EGkE
RAEVIFIB YRGB SR -

FI I 48 MR B Rt B oI S S e X A S 2N s
MR - [HRZBAIEE (GRS, 2008; 5K, 2009; ¥R
&2 20105 [, 2015; 25, 2016; EHEE, 2016) H45
FE R P R i BR AR 55 S MR e [R5 A8 ] DUE B i

T

IR - RIRy 73 REE S B. pumilus D5 HiE
REJIRIERY » AT FEHI 28 R 7 RS E B
FEETINEIITIA o AR R B DL MR
ST LISH] 35% HOBBAEBEETE LI NTG
B RS 8% ~ LUSRAME/NTG L[HF
FRITT DU 21% RYZEMBEAE » ANIFSTHE SRR
SRIMIR TR [ SRIME/NTG Sk [BIRAR0 7 R B
B. pumilus D5 Ze#8 28 Ry il By - T-58 (2006) $5
o DASRSMR B LR Ze s R A T St R EL B
ZERRBRIRZ IRIFIRE - RAITETEIE L33 60-80%[1
REREEG T » TES (2016) DL NTG RIS HET
s e TR B - BERE R R
AL RSN F 2B Bk » 2 EF S
Pl NTG F it AR5 B o s i
IS S D15 E 2R B ik - ARFSe 6 FK
B S NTG 7308 - MARAEMEIT 3 - 5 hr ]
HIE USRI B 08 - K AE L [F 38
ABS RS DL SR SRS B. pumilus D5 25 min
% PR EGEIR & 0.01 ppm 2 NTG HyES AL
HETT 3 hr (UFEE o 2B ENVINRERERES T > FT
i 228 HH A PO R 2 3 B S A VA e S B AR B Ry 108
CFU ml! Rl SERH AR P HH R e RN

o R
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IRy 108 CFU ml "M AMGHABARIHNEE B > 55
FEMS #E FRIN B I B BE 2 ZOR il IR ek
2 10°CFU ml" HAE A B MR RCR - i
RIFFEAEERFE B. pumilus DS J HLZERR R PR
I RIMEREEEATIIHIGET] (Fig. 2, Table 3) -

Fig. 2 The antagonistic activities of the Bacillus
pumilus D5 strain (1.7 cm) and its mutants NG24 (2.25
cm), NG25 (2.35 cm), UV35 (2.0 cm) and UV37 (2.1
cm) against Vibrio parahaemolyticus.

SIS R R BB rh 2 B 3 PRZEBE R B.
pumilus NG24 ~ B. pumilus NG25 k B. pumilus
UV35 » fifd e AHE A i 2 N B B e e PRI R Y
HIEHIE - HSEII AR B. pumilus DS AHE S
HEEE R (p<0.05)(Table 3) » HH B. pumilus
NG25 tH# B. pumilus DS B 5 2N B BE
FRHINER A SRR HOIERBE S (p<0.01) » HF(A]
AHERy B. pumilus DS e HZESATR H7 B 2 IR
A EORURME - R I SR 5B s G e
P - FF 2 AFFERUR A fUAR BB (Bacillus spp.) HY
HHE A IR o R A AR ETRES FE DTN » 40 B.
pumilus ~ B. indicus (%% %¥, 2010; Nithya and
Pandian 2010) » JLH EUEH G R N BEFINS AE FCHIL R
FHJEZ - Wu et al. (2014) FFH =H 2F AU A B
(Bacillus subtilis DCU, Bacillus pumilus BP, Bacillus
cereus HL7) » G HEE F% 10°CFUmI! % » 43
BT R B ORE B8R a2 OXCF 8 (Scylla
paramamosain) 30 K - H5 &5 B R BCR Y B
th s W] DR IS 28 I B BB B Y 735

K 54.88% $EEE 76.83% 5 Lee et al. (2017)
HIl#5 {4 F1] /5 Bacillus subtilis WB60 108 CFU g iy
B VIR A A B R R 4% B H K 8 (Anguilla
japonica) » B Vibrio angulillarum #1748 4
B Ui Bacillus subtilis REA e = H A8 1Y
177538 5 Zhao et al. (2016) ZFifg HIZaL2 107
CFU g'' 1 Bacillus cereus EN25 f9yg iy IR Gkl
Al RIZ: (Apostichopus japonicus) HYifE—
A1t & & 0675 M (total nitric oxide synthase
activity) ~ ZFERAIMEIE M (phagocytosis) J IR
IR F5 8L (respiratory burst activity) ; I 7E &= 5
(2016) HIJth, 28 B Bk FR IR DR By 107 CFU
ml' B. pumilus D5 » #88 8 A w] LIENHIIG A5 # A
1538 B /R HRIRIE -+ AT R o A
B (phenoloxidase) 1% FMPIRIRFERN - TEAHASE
rh B - B A DG AN B A A B R 40
By 103 CFU ml™' B 106 CFU ml! fYEEFIIEEE T - 4%
iz B. pumilus DS B2 28855 A4 B ERZ A HIFIIN
BWAERMRES] » el RN B. pumilus DS JRE
B 102CFU ml™! B 107 CFU ml"!' By FLf3 3538 48 hr >
B. pumilus D5 B &2 A4 R n Akl E
AREIREST (p<0.01) » HAr S DI NG25 B8R i
> FRFT LU RN E IR EHIGI S 10° CFU
ml! 2= 10°CFU ml" » HR R NG24 5 S3RRFS2r 4
R BERRE R EL S (2016) HIEEABRAYRS R —
o 1E 48 hr WIS B IIHIERINE AR » 765
B A TR HER T - N RY AR R n] DA ] -
FA GRS B e A2 8 5 v A0 AR =S il
PRI AR B

%

%}&

ARWHFEZ B. pumilus D5 52 H F 85T B L
LR R UK SR I N B B S DU - ] e R AETH
BRSO TR 16 5% - T A S B AR5 AME
REH 52 58 5 A B HL (e 28 TE [m B9 INRIS0CR AR 2K H]
DUE F e 7K B 2l s A= &% - (XTI B. pumilus
D5 S8 B ARV BH 3 saT nT LUA 0 gtk H BT =
FRER A S BN BT A S i Y E R IR 5 A

TN ) S EUHET TR B S A - DLBIE
A B RE Y SR T - RBEK BRI S —
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Using UV/NTG Mutagenesis to Develop Bacillus pumilus D5
Mutants with High Anti-Vibrio Abilities

Huei-Jen Ju', Mei-Ying Huang?, Jinn-Rong Hseu?, Chin-I Chang?,
Feng-Cheng Wu ! and Ching-Ying Deng>”
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ABSTRACT

Vibriosis, a collective Vibrio infection, is a widespread epizootic disease that affects most wild and farmed
fish species worldwide, and is currently the major limiting factor in the development of intensive mariculture
industry. In our previous study, we found that a Bacillus pumilus strain, D5, isolated from white shrimp
(Litopenaeus vannamei) exhibited antibacterial ability against Vibrio alginolyticus, V. harveyi and V.
parahaemolyticus. In order to get mutants with higher antibacterial abilities, the B. pumilus D5 strain was irradiated
with ultraviolet (uv) radiation and treated with nitrosoguanidine (NTG). After three screenings, four mutant strains
named B. pumilus mutant NG24, NG25, UV35 and UV37 were selected. The experimental results showed that the
average bacteria inhibition zones against V. harveyi and V. parahaemolyticus of these four mutant strains provide
significantly higher inhibition than B. pumilus D5 (p<0.05). In a co-culture test, the B. pumilus D5 strain and its
mutants suppressed the growth of V. parahaemolyticus in vitro only if the initial inoculum of the given strain was
up to 100000 times higher than the inoculum of V. parahaemolyticus. Furthermore, B. pumilus NG25 showed
higher antagonistic abilities against pathogenic V. harveyi and V. parahaemolyticus than B. pumilus D5 (p<0.05).
These study results reveal that the B. pumilus D5 mutants have potential applications for controlling pathogenic
Vibrio spp. in aquaculture practices.
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