E Mg 2017,48(9) :1730-1736

Acta Veterinaria et Zootechnica Sinica

doi: 10. 11843/]. issn. 0366-6964. 2017. 09. 019

BT A0 53 40 X LL 3 B R L F 2
S EERSBHR

NFEW BB REM CAMEG I T T EF AR REED
(L PEACAHRBHE R SR b e 7121005 2. PG4 22 BF 46 Sh e Bl FR D5 i o JHL 2 710402
3. T 4R 3l 25 M A B TR 450000

O O T EBIL A S IR B 2 AP B8 SR A T TR (MST, MS3 . MST) i/ TLE (MS4) fif
R Z AL T A 0 BV R B O AR R & 1L 3R A 122 A4S 58 R ST 7 B B AR AT T 200 SR A A BUBEOE . 4
R AE MS1.MS4 F1 MST7 {7 5 09§ 48 8RRl 27, 9% (34/122) ,18. 0% (22/122) ,50. 8% (62/122) . 1fif £E
MS3 7 i BT A FE SRR G B4 . AR P 9 40 A 3R W, 00 A A i 19 MS1,MS4 Tl MST7 i g3 43 51 B A 16,9
A8 AEEF AL IIE AR T 14 A MLGs. Hoor, 50 63400 1l 2 BB RE & 3 A AL 8 5 38 40 403 2 10, 096 (5/50)
14. 0% (7/50) 1 90. 026 (45/50) , 4 B HA 3.3 1 10 AFEFE B IETE 5L T 5 4 MLGs;56 43 93 1L 2 B RE & 3 A7
S SRR I N 28. 6% (16/56) .19, 6% (11/56)F1 8. 9% (5/56) , 43 B4l 4.4 .1 AL AL, JL 21 % 7 AR
B MLGs; 16 3 2 11y 3 FHAERE S TE 3 AN S B 3 0GR R IR 81, 3% (13/16).25. 0% (4/16),75. 0% (12/16) , 4%
BIEA 9.2.7 A SLE AL AL 2 4~ MLGs,

P SCIPNTIE SFE RN /7R € e A =W A 21 iV )

B 925 :S852. 723 XHEKFRERD: A XEHS: 0366-6964(2017)09-1730-07

Multi-locus Sequence Genotyping Study of Enterocytozoon bieneusi in Goats
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Abstract: To indicate the genetic variability of Enterocytozoon bieneusi in goats, the multi-locus
sequence genotypes (MLGs) of 122 E. bieneusi isolates from different production categories were
studied using the multi-locus sequence genotyping (MLST) technique based on micro- (MS1,
MS3, MS7) and mini-satellite (MS4) loci. The results showed that, the respective amplification
efficiencies in loci MS1, MS4 and MS7 were 27. 9% (34/122), 18. 0% (22/122), 50. 8% (62/
122), while no amplifications were detected in the locus MS3. The nucleotide sequences analysis
indicated that, 16, 9 and 18 genotypes were found in all positive samples for loci MS1, MS4 and
MS7, respectively, forming fourteen MLLGs. Among them, the amplification efficiencies of three
loci among 50 positive samples of cashmere goats were 10. 0% (5/50), 14.0% (7/50) and 90. 0%
(45/50) , respectively, belonging to three, three and ten genotypes, and five MLLGs. The ampli-
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fication efficiencies of 56 positive samples of dairy goats in three loci were 28. 6% (16/56),

19.6% (11/56) and 8.9% (5/56), grouping into four, four, one genotypes, and seven different

MLGs. The amplification efficiencies of three loci of 16 positive samples of black goats were 81. 3%
(13/16) and 25.0% (4/16), 75.0% (12/16), clustering into 9, 2, 7 genotypes, and two MLGs.
Key words: goat; Enterocytozoon bieneusi ; MLST; Shaanxi
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M R R B R . B R T R (En-
terocytozoon bieneusi) J& — i HL A BB /v 4L T A= 2%
RN F BRI i VS B0 R,
PR IE L To e K 3k [ 500 2 Kk R Hh I 51 A ROk
W2 N MY &Y E. bieneusi, W (Hi 1,
28/109) W4 (£, 70/413) (I E (W HEAF . 1/T)
T CRHME LR 21/195) I CH A, 2/T9) %25, dufk
fRATE F/Np bR AN AR TE b Rz A S . ) 51k
i F R HIE R B 58 55 0 X 30 N A
P 3 o B N T ™ Y fe

HEBA 20 B 05 DL A 38t A 22 A R A IR e PR
AR EE R IR O . AR E. bieneusi TR A
X B — BSR4 98 88 RIS I 26 55 B8 7 T ¥ 4
B T Bt 1~ e 5 At b A8 oA 5 B e DXy B
BT R K 9 5% 5k ) BR IX Cinternal transcribed
spacer . ITS) 1 73 4= ¥ % 53 B & B0 B8 G Tl 7+
HUFFAE B AL Z R A0 46 22 Bl B L J8 5 I R )
PRy S b SR AL SR R A T I TS
JEL DR R 000 #4585 SR B ME R L (H A TC B E. bieneusi
25 R ok R AL 4R &R 55 HIRl— ITS B A 2
AETEZ FEVEAS TCIE B . o 1 RE SEIIORS ff 3t 20 A7
BB IR sk A6 7 ) i PR R A AL R AE L Y. Y. Feng
VMR E. bieneusi 3R ALY AR B 3 A TR
(MS1 . MS3 . MSH Al 1 AN/NDBREMSON EIF R T
T E. bieneusi W21 5 75453 B (multilocus se-
quence typing, MLST) £t K. % J5 ik A B i R
MR L RE BRI — ITS JEFR B Z 850,

EHE AR HEET ITS 950 FEY AR
O S: R R LR ITE S S T S | T E SRS
T A6 7~ BRI & B X 28 5 vh Iz AR AR B IR
At o e IR AR AE Z R R O T

S 1 S G i A T LB £ % BE A T
MLST $ A % 3% 2 3 (1) ¥ [C I 0 F s 45 T %
{37 5 HE [ 43 TR 5¢

1 MHBE5FE
1.1 #m

GHET ITS Wy A7 05 1 58 0 S Be IR i
0 R BHPE A e P S TR s X L 2R A 122 0y 2 R
M ARAE T 2. S0 M E S ERETVA W T L B 4 CORAEE .
L2 FEiLHA

FEMHILNAL E. Z. N A ®DNA 2 Bt 7 & 1l
H OMEGA;10 X Ex Taq buffer,Ex Taqg DNA £
4. 2. 5 mmol » L' dNTP, 25 mmol « L'
MgCl, .6 X Loading Buffer ,DL2000 DNA marker. %k
2. %% (ethidium bromide, EB)I H KiEFE4-=W TEA
FRZ R BRI RN B b S AL 51 B AT IR ]
1.3 #EEHBEEZE DNA BIRE

TGy FEMERE & 43 B B 200 mg BT 1.5 mL &
OEH A ZREKIRA) .12 000 g B0 1 min, 5 I
HHE VP IR H 2 U5 AR TR VW AR S T A%
FEHRARAE LR 41 E. Z. N. A. ® DNA $2 Bt 571 & 36 W]
FIEPEEAEFL 20 DNA & T —20 CRAFE
1.4 PCR ¥ XK Bk

ZM Y. Y. Feng S H IR T 3 AT
37 5 (MST MS3 MST) Fl 1 A~/ TR A £ (MS4) 1
MLST ARG #4775 73 BLop B (R 1o B X 4
YA KR A E A0 PCR 9718, W48 PCR Jx
IV 1A 2R FEACHA ] L B 55 — 46 PCR Frf i B A5l Ok
a B IR JE D 2H DNAL 25 — % PCR I 4 1 /9 4
MR 5 —Re B4 54 7 W A Ho Al a5 24 4 40 R
R ZPE4T:10 X Ex PCR buffer 2. 5 xL,dNTP(2. 5
mmol « L )2 pL,MgCl, (25 mmol « L )2 uL,Ex
Taq B 0.5 U, B FiE51 4 (50 pmol « L™1) %
1 pL AR 1 p L ORZE K 2 25 pl, §7 345 BR IR
i BE AN ) LA AN, HoAt B A e 2 BR LA S 1R 04T
94 CHUANE 5 min; 94 “CAME 45 s, 3B K Gl WL 3%
1)45 5,72 CHE{H 1 min, FEFT 35 PEEH ;72 C F4E



1732 H O

I

E o 18 %

i 7 min, BL 3 L PCR ¥#p=¥ 5 0.5 pl 6X
Loading Buffer I8 &1 5), ff B E I A& 1% EB

*1 ERRAFHSUSERSESY
Table 1 Primers used for MLST of E. bieneusi

{14 BB W U8 S AR R L . 110 VO TR TR HLK 30

min, fi§ By 55 SR IR AR ACHEA T WA U

HE P A 514 K75 (5'—>3") 1B KR/ C PR/ bp
Locus Primer and sequence (5'—>3") Annealing temperature Product length
F1 CAAGTTGCAAGTTCAGTGTTTGAA )
R1 GATGAATATGCATCCATTGATGTT 8 o
Vst F2 TTGTAAATCGACCAAATGTGCTAT )
R2 GGACATAAACCACTAATTAATGTAAC ” o7
F1 CAAGCACTGTGGTTACTGTT _
R1 AAGTTAGGGCATTTAATAAAATTA v v
Vs F2 GTTCAAGTAATTGATACCAGTCT )
R2 CTCATTGAATCTAAATGTGTATAA ” 1
F1 GCATATCGTCTCATAGGAACA )
. R1 STTCATGGTTATTAATTCCAGAA ” 7
st F2 CGAAGTGTACTACATGTCTCT _ _
R2 GGACTTTAATAAGTTACCTATAGT v 5
F1 GTTGATCGTCCAGATGGAATT _
R1 GACTATCAGTATTACTGATTATAT v o
ST F2 CAATAGTAAAGGAAGATGGTCA _
R2 CGTCGCTTTGTTTCATAATCTT > o

1.5 JEFRF3 S0

P BT A AL S 5 58 BHE PCR 7™ WA i 2 5
WSk, R AE B AE TAEY TREARA R A ABI
3730 XL DNA A 3 4> #7 {X ( Applied Biosystems,
USA) G54 % — % PCR 1 EiF 51 9 F1 R iF 51 9 i
ARy . AR Clustal X1, 83 244 4 0 4R
T BT 55 IE BCEL AN 1 BR T 9 R AT R ARG L B AL
HEFF 28 1 BLAST 347 A0 AL 43 B, 56 T 5 A
SO BT A B AR S AT R R 43 RO A e
R AR i A L A 118 55 R Y 3k AT 22 6 i 2 DX 0 BUAJE 5

2 # R
2.1 EFNIE HIEMIEN PCR ¥ iE

FEXT 122 {5 B8 G ol £ 5 BB PEAE A7/ 10
AR AL BN PCR 738 5 A BE . 76 MST i
LR A 34 A BHPERE F MSA 47 SRR B 22 A4S B
PEFE dh MST 7 G 364G 62 A FHPEARE dh (R 2) 1

JIT A RE R AE MS3 A IR 15 BG 80)1 . R R 1R
HAEZ&H . 78 MS1 . MS4, MS7 = A 5, [7] i) 15 51
PIERE A I 9 iy, XTHCEE TR YL T
I'TS {3 5 56 78 1 BRI % 3L 7 56 1037 %8 1
FER SX1 FE &, 75 % (42 ) 1 MST 43 15 B 2
UG AE MS4 gk s 9 iy, 78 MST A sl iy 5
By [EFE LA B = A0 s 3 A 2 A
TEHE A BEB6 AF i o ACH 1 A 78 = A7 53 39 B
e, EREEEECY CHGL ikES A 2 (=
LSRG . R ALY CHG2 /R &,
A A AE =S YH
2.2 MLST H#Hi&gE

ABEFESR G B 122 fy TTS A7 5 B P B8 IR
AR T 43 B Bk 23 B e MST, MS4 Fil MS7 {7 5 1
PHE SR AR K A 27, 9% (34/122),18. 0% (22/
122).50. 8% (62/122) , #AFBRTH /M 28, 4351
7E MS1 . MS4 Fl MS7 {7 S HIT 16,9 F1 18 M
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Table 2 MLST results based on loci MS1, MS3, MS4 1 MS7

e R A3 B Rk B A F R B E i Number of each gene locus
15 £ Host
Genotype” Number of isolate MS1 MS3 MS4 MS7
BEBS6 5111 2 Dairy goats 6 3 0 2 1
2§, 111 2 Cashmere goats 7 5 0 0 5
CHGI1
5111 2 Dairy goats 35 8 0 5 2
5111 2 Dairy goats 2 0 0 2 0
CHG2
M1 % Black goats 16 13 0 4 12
2§, 111 2 Cashmere goats 43 0 0 7 40
SX1
5111 2 Dairy goats 13 5 0 2 2
Hit Total 122 34 0 22 62

% FE T ITS o o % 8 Y ik TH Y
* . Genotype based on ITS site

TR AR YR T 16,9 A1 18 A JER A HE
BT 14 4 MLGs(3 3) . Hordr, 50 45011 2 FH A
i 7E = AL BT G R0 4 5 D 10009 (5/50)
14.0%(7/50) F1 90. 0% (45/50) , 23 1 ELA 3.3
10 ANFEE AL, FIE LT 5 4> MLGs; 56 £3 95 1 5 FH

x3 ERERBETASEKR MLST 58
Table 3 MLST types of E. bieneusi isolates

PERE S I3 3 ORI Ry 28. 620 (16/56) .19. 6%
(11/56)F0 8. 9% (5/56), 4y A 4L % 4.4.1 A~ A
B AR 7 S A E Y MLGs; 511 2F BH A RE S i 3
B SRR YR K 81. 3% (13/16) .25, 0% (4/16) .75. 0%
(12/16) . 7p 5 EA 9.2.7 AL M 2 > MLGs,

ZANEE/S fid & ITS SR ,
Isolate Host ITS genotype Mt M MST MILGs
Al6 g5 1L % Cashmere goats CHG1 Type 1 Type 1 Type 1 MLG1
A55 41l ¢ Cashmere goats CHGI1 Type II1 Type 11 Type II1 MLG2
A28 g4 11 2 Cashmere goats SX1 Type 1T Type IV Type 11 MLGS3
B47 28 1L 2 Cashmere goats SX1 Type 1 Type 1 Type 1 MLG1
D3 g8 1l 3 Cashmere goats SX1 Type IV Type 11 Type V MLG4
G10 g4 11 2 Cashmere goats SX1 Type III Type I Type II MLG5
F1 @1l 2 Dairy goats BEBS6 Type V Type 1 Type 11T MLG6
F5 @1l 2 Dairy goats BEB6 Type 1 Type 1 Type 1 MLGI1
F17 #5111 2 Dairy goats BEB6 Type VI Type 11 Type 1 MLG7
P22 #5111 2 Dairy goats CHGI1 Type IV Type 1 Type 11 MLGS8
F49 #4111 Dairy goats CHG2 Type 111 Type 1 Type 11 MLG5
F58 #4510 % Dairy goats CHG2 Type 1 Type 1 Type 11 MLGY
P52 #4511 Dairy goats SX1 Type 1 Type V Type 1 MLG10
P54 #1112 Dairy goats SX1 Type 111 Type 11 Type 11 MLG11
P63 #4111 % Dairy goats SX1 Type 11 Type 11 Type 11 MLG12
R2 M1 2 Black goats CHG2 Type 11 Type 11 Type 111 MLG13
R9 211 % Black goats CHG2 Type 1 Type 11 Type 111 MLG14
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SRSl ek BRI R H R A AN BUA
BEEMNER H IOk E e iy BB R 2
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R eV R R B L ABLAE D T KRR o o T e
Fr s B R B — s i R PR . R AR BT ITS
AR 23 - A W02 O 1 LG R R S v SO Y
R AU Sy BE TG A 7 B A I R 1 3 BT o
1 %65 7 B FC W ST R SRR RN H RS E
Ee IR i ffl 7 e ITS BEP AL i 200 A, Horpr—
Be BAT A TR e AR T8 — 1 A7 SE IR AR
ARG AR A AE PN TR B R T E
T LA NS i LA RY Y iy 44 07 12 AL AN 98 HLYE . B AT
R ITS Fy 51 # 5 BB AL A 8] 1) BF 5 9 A [+
YE# MR T T A6 £ Fr CanEE I B Type TV L8 Ay £4
& K.BEB5,BEB-var, MITS1, PtEBIII, peru2), &
THUE P& B, M. Santin 407 5138 T 2411 9
Fr A E AR IE Y 52 TG it 7 R DR, O e S
—HLE T4 JE X HE QA B R iy 44 B Dy M E
R TR A 5 He e DY B 4R Ak 1 AR

SR LTITS oI E. bieneusi 4% 5= K B Y 3k
TR ARG IRAR S B R I R R 25000 B0 T S BRIE
W8 1 T T I s R DR AR 43 A R e ) R 58 A A A
T Hb 5P R A 7 A A S A A 35t 4% 45 O T AT M LA
A SO S TTS B — {37 ) 5 it A PR Y O 1 L
A NE I BANEAT) H RS AR AR [R) — S A B AR AN R 18 32
22 [0 PR SRR i 1) Sl R AN o D T BE S IR A 3 S
T 58 1 3 £ - H i) i PR B G845 RRALE L 2011 48,
Y. Y. Feng 2 4R E. bieneus: 3 [H 4 1§ 51 3% B
34N LR (MST MS3 MST 1 1 A4~/ TLE (MS4)
NS IR T T E. bieneusi i) MLST # K.
MLST S #)#% T & 5 I T 300 2 20 RS 43 2 5 3k
I A PCR 9734 19 T BOR AR B 5L 4H b 24>
B R R IEDF 91, DL 2 A A W) 2 4 1 O R
AT b R 7RO MR R RS S R MY Sl i i
MLST #i AR, 0] PLE B AR IR E. bieneusi 3£
HAE T WY 00 S0 78 G A R R A4 st 4% AT O AT

Jic & 22 b A= W i A o o 1 b 2 R X I 9 R IR i T A
T Y F

AR ERE MLST £ R H FILEME KRG
L F6L T HLU 22 67 3K PR A3 B AUE 5, B 4 9 MILST
A3 T T LI 45 7 5 38 5 0 A 52 EC A i ge - RN 4y
Bk H348 4 5L PR 41 I e 2% L 0 32 o A Sz gt
I'TS PR % o i e B 18 3238 1 4 1 R I o
FEST 1) MLST {3 5576 8B 43 i 32 48 5 Pk AL BE AR
AT BEAS A7 7E XTI A o, B 3 38 i 1 AIG, 3% 7T BE R AR F
% H I e 3 A5 (i MIS3) B £ ik B 1
3 H WA R RS MS1.MS4 fit MS7 i [/
UEASREAH 2] 10020 4 1y . (A A B 55 oy MSL Fl MS7
PR B OR8G5 AT N WF 9 R TE A A
AN ABFGE o MS1,MS4 . MS7 {37 5 ELA B i i 4%
1R 22 A1 (SNPs i 3% 6 22 FlAG A AT AK OB B
16.9.18 MILFE AL, £F 122 fy FHEFE &b, 2L 9
13 BE I 43 38 Ak ¥ 76 MS1 .M S4 . MS7 £ 45 PCR 48
By, BLIFl— ITS 3 H A H B 2 F MLGs, £ B 11
FEER A T du /] — ITS 3[R RUAE A 15 2 4
PEMLST B8 B 1S Ml S5 B B G 355 43 Hb X 11 = J8k e
E. bieneusi JEFRIA) G 720k, Wil 2T ZEH ALY
B NI AT O iF 58 S i T Al 9kt

4 &

KR F 0 P2 (MS1,MS3, MS7) fil/h T2
(MS4) 57 15 1) 2257 137 51 43 T B AR 15 RO B 7Y 45 8
3 b DX AN [R) 1L =R 122 AN B2 Rl Sl - e 4y
BIRRIEAT T 2 AL T A Ay BUBESY . A5 R WOR L AE
MS1 . MS4 Fl MST7 i 55 3 B 30 AR K Ry 27. 9%
18. 001 50. 8%, I 7E MS3 i £ JIr 43 K i ¥ K 4k
AERY . Jpy 5t R UL BT A FE G B MST
MS4 FI MST7 i 5 75 0 H A 16,9 H1 18 A JE H A,
ML T 14 4~ MLGs, He, 50 4y 4511 3 BH M Ff
d = AL YT RCE 4y i R 100 006 14, 024
90. 0%, 4r B HAT 3.3 Al 10 ANJEH AL LIE L T 5
A~ MLGs 56 473 95 112 FHPERE 5 = A0S 3 35 21
FARIK A 28.6%0.19. 6 %6 F1 8. 9%, 4 A4 A%, 4.4.1
B AR B 7 AN E B MLGs; 16 3 8 1L
BRI R i 7 = SO0 A5 9 38 BRIk Ol 81 304
25. 0% H1 75. 0% A3 S BLAT 9.2.7 AN JE AL M AR 2
4~ MLGs,
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