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Detection of pathogenic bacteria Aeromonas hydrophila by PCR and

Gram staining method
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UNANED

’E’Gmﬂib‘ﬁﬂﬁ‘uE]ﬂmﬁ%%ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁamﬁ’mﬁ@ﬂL%@LLU@%L%EJ Aeromonas hydrophila firel#iAalsa
A3NT013 (PCR) wagidnsdondunsu Inen1siidu Aeromonas hydrophila cytolytic enterotoxin
(AHCYTOEN) wildlunsifiuuSnadudufidueiionsounazsuunde A hydrophila nNSANY
wuindu AHCYTOEN ansnsathuldidusdfelunssuuneiinveadouuaiiieviaifls iesmnuanan
vosfidenifiunaliana 232 bp sssfuuauluanafinavngly wudenfunsdoudunsmasdodinut
finsAndunsuaulushegnewes A, hydrophila (Ah3) waz A. hydrophila (Aha) Wi
meaey: welstuuna lelasilaan, Bu AHCYTOEN #idens,msdaudunsy

Abstract

The aim of this study was detecting virulent pathogenic bacteria Aeromonas hydrophila
using PCR amplification and Gram staining method. The Aeromonas hydrophila cytolytic
enterotoxin (AHCYTOEN) gene was used for identification the virulent bacteria from those
sample. The results showed that AHCYTOEN gene could be amplified target DNA with expected
size of Aeromonas hydrophila (232 bp) and Gram-negative bacteria were represented by A.
hydrophila (A.h3) and A. hydrophila (A.h4).
Keyword: Aeromonas hydrophila, AHCYTOEN, PCR, Gram staining
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unii

Aeromonas hydrophila HukuafiFeunsuay Fnuurguiaduriondy suimanuniie
Usganas 07 -08 lulasuns uazen 1.0 -15 lulaswns lla$uaded aunsandouiilddoud
(flagellum) é’ﬂwmuiﬂiaﬁﬁ%uuumm3L§ymt,%aduu1mjﬁﬁﬂﬁ'wﬂau HalSgU AsananelAsyu dv1iuia 9a
aglungu facultative anaerobes Lwﬂmiwumummiaﬂaimﬂmiiﬂiuﬁmmmm Tnanglan dnway
msmmL%aiuﬂawaauiwmuﬂmﬂmmimmaam Tumunauuail wavAsu waqmum AU ANYUIN FB9
Foneiithguiidon fuinans lavan etoizngluimunanidon Uariedidonismseia (a3, 2537 ;
Insnasal uazany 2555) matuunsdaveadonuafideludogtulimaimademeiuendiineunld
Tunnsnsredeuitouuaiiie A. hydrophila aetusiinelhAslseldodnssimenizaas ity
Tnelmzisnsasadeuuinamesdunelsn cytolytic enterotoxin vesdiouunfiSesiemnain PCR
(Sarkar et al, 2013) 33nssnaniiauiaziimunadwassumeziazas widnaduiamsidadldde
aeniniBnsfendunsndedsnaduitiuguiissasiinisldsueglutiogtu lumsAnwadeddeiosnis
naeuile A hydrophila 1833 PCR wagisnisdeudunsunivgfuiieifiunisdusu Aeromonas
hydrophila Tihuidedinelhialsa

IUILEIAYDINITIY
WeAnwnisldimaila PCR - lunsiadeuldonuaiilss A hydrophila #188u  cytolytic
enterotoxin Wa¥IsN1ToNERAT

vandun1sITY

1. fhegradeuuniideiidosmsmadeu

de A hydrophila ViamL"ﬁy@‘luﬂamﬂQﬂwﬁm (Clarias batrachus) wazUaina (Hemibagrus
wyckioides) lafumsausniteuazyinliuianslasmhenuduinemansuazaunmda fhluuseina
Ingaouis (Mededniamedygyivnaysenisliaunsossyeazidenla) 31w 5 dae819

2. msfinedus@ainenseauiduediemaiia PCR

e A hydrophila Tisuindesinusnaluemsman wezsiusaiethuataiisuelae
sLSi?suwmaaU MasterPure™ DNA Purification Kit 784 epicentre® 91nthuthiSuedtadalduvhnisiiu
mumumaamamamammuﬂ PCR (Polymerase Chain Reaction) Tneldlnswesidudiuvosumisdy
cytoly‘uc enterotoxm ‘UENL‘UEJLL‘UF‘]‘WLiEJVlllﬂ’J'liJ‘i]’]LW’]”L’i]'I”‘\N M1UI1BUVDY (Cagatay and Sen, 2014)
Fadlasuiuanail

AHCYTOEN -f 5’-GAGAAGGTGACCACCAAGAACAA-3’

AHCYTOEN -r 5’-AACTGACATCGGCCTTGAACTC-3’

drulsznaureinsiuizen PCR Usznausie 100 ng/ul DNA template 91uau 1 lulaséns,
10 UM dNTP mix §7uau 400 lulaslua, 25 mM MeCl, §1uau 2 fiadlua, nswes Forward dag
Reverse ag19az 0.4 lulasluauaz 5 U/uL Taq DNA polymerase 77U 0.1 aumiuﬂ’amms’mﬁmﬁ 25
lulasans IﬂamammuLLavmaWLLmavmumaummwmwaa (Cagatay and Sen, 2014) mu Initial
denaturation 94 °C 1781 1 W17 Denaturation 94 °C 1381 2 w1, Annealing 56 °C 1381 2 WU
Extention 72 °C 1387 1 w1is1uau 30 50U uazdumeugae Final extention 72 °C 1an 5 w1t ¥iinas
wenueiiSuweildnnufisen PCR vumaeynlsa 1% foudaud ethidium bromide 91nturiian
AR ULAULazTINAvesAdueMeldlasITeinieuaanonfmumiy (Gel documentation)
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““msfneuazinusssuieniswauiesdu”

3. Msfoudunsy (Gram’s staining)
T¥nsfandunsuiiiaduuniuaiiSawnsuuin wasiiunsuau sedasasalloas wagdonsifiu
ac a fw 6
MUIBNTVRe 3831 (2552)

NaLazaAUTINaANITINY

nMsiiaUsInadudiuve e

mMsiiudiinatudiuwesiidueiatnldan A hydrophila lushumtssinnzusnaty
cytolytic enterotoxin Tagldaulnsiues AHCYTOEN f waz AHCYTOEN -r wuiianansasiuyuiua
Fudruvesiiwelusedied Ah3 uas Ahd Welnefinnuenuszana 230 bp (Mwdl 1) Fsaonadesiu
189109 Sarkar et al. (2013) Ailfvunvesiiduedilaaindu cytolytic enterotoxin flvuianue
232 bp Tnenadildarnnisir A. hydrophila $1uau 5 faeehs waamduewaviiuUSinatudiuves
Buwludiuwesdu otolytic enterotoxin wuihiifies 2 fegdiflvuinvestiduensmuiidanisiaun
Fethadio Ah3 way Ahd luvasd 3 fedndlaud Ahl, Ah2 uaz Ah5 TylansafinUsinatuduros
Adueludu cytolytic enterotoxin 6t

M AhlAhZAK3 Ahd AhS N

300 bp———>

200bp < 230bp

AWl 1 nansnsadeurLInABuelaeIFBIENNsTNETa : Lane M- Flulounmsgiu (100 bp ladder
plus), Lane Ah1- A hydrophila §108797 1, Lane Ah2- A. hydrophila §108197 2, Lane Ah3- A
hydrophila §108199 3, Lane Ahd- A. hydrophila §108199 4, Lane Ah5- A. hydrophila fegned 5,
N- Negative Control ()

nsfaudunsy

M3EoUARUULNTLID T IMUNUUATISBUATUUINKAZUATUAY  WUTIegwewuaiiSedi Ah3
uay Ahd HuuuaiiBeunsuaviifisuiaduieudu Sadudnvmzuesuuniids A hydrophila luved
Fro819veuUAiSef Ahl, Ah2 waz Ah5 L"TJuLLUﬂﬁL%'EJLmimnﬂﬁgﬂi"}qﬁﬂwmzﬁLmﬂsmﬁuaaﬂvl,ﬂ
(M51971 1 waznwdi 2)
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" “msfinwuaziausssuiantsiaiuniesdiu”

A19197 1 SnwaenedugIvINeIveLTauuATiise A. hydrophila

NULLAY ASANALNTH 5U319
Ah1 WATUUIN YiOUY7
Ah2 WATUUIN YiOUY?
Ah3 wnsuau vioudu
Ahd wnsuau vioudu
Ah5 LATUUIN vioudu

diagng Ahl faneng Ah2

#oeng Ah3 #79814 A.hd finadng Ahs

= @ a o & aa D% ¢ Yo w
AN 2 LLamamﬂiumasmimmmiuL‘ijaLL“Uﬂ“VILSElmEﬂ,mﬂaawqaﬂ/liiﬂumiﬂmmaﬂsumﬂ 100x

d5UNan133e

By cytolytic enterotoxin anansathunléluntsnsandeviudiuide A hydrophita I
agh szt funaIInnsfendunsy Faegsdithumaasuiluwuaiide A hydrophila
\iesdesiognsfoninelay Ah3 uay Ahd W

Jalduauuzazni1siinanisielulduselevd
FBnsfondunsuannsndanldduitnsnaaeuilesduveside A hydrophila ielsals us
PINADINTITHUTUHNANITATIVFDUTNTUNILLANLIIAIT I TN TYINATDS
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