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Effects of Vibrio harveyi infection on the immunity and
intestinal microbiota structure in Epinephelus coioides

Huang Cuifen, Lan Yinmei, Yang Wenfeng, He Haizhu, He Jiayang, Qin Qiwei, Sun Hongyan
College of Marine Sciences, South China Agricultural University, Guangzhou 510642, China

Abstract: As a significant pathogen of marine fish, Vibrio harveyi has caused huge economic losses of
marine economic fish farming industry in China. In this study, we investigated the changes of intestinal
microbial community structure and immune responses in Epinephelus coioides during V. harveyi
infection. Results showed that V. harveyi infection altered the intestinal microbial community structure:
the relative abundance of Proteobacteria decreased from 79.06% to 56.22%, while Firmicutes
increased from 5.46% to 12.90%, Bacteroidetes changed from 2.78% to 9.80% and Actinobacteria

changed from 1.97% to 2.47%, indicating that the emergence or increased relative abundance of

* IR EHE:2026 -02-13 FABEHI:2026 - 04 -20 WM& E & BHI:2026 - 05 - XX
EETH : FRARRFIR 4 E NI H (32530107) ; [ K A8 &3R5 H (2023YFD2401703 ) 5
T~ 7R AL T O3S 3R W RO BR BT H (2025-MRB-00-001)
EZ BT F R IF (2000 4F2E) , o s IR A 1) : K AR 2 U sh W A R TR A8 5 08 T B %
E-mail:20233140019@stu.scau.edu.cn;
22 (1998 4E4: ), 4 s B SR 7 18 < K A % Sl Wy i e 3578 5 0 3 [ 4
E-mail:20242150006@stu.scau.edu.cn
(BRI RN —1E#)
BIEEE INTE (1979448 Lo s R A 18 K AE L s B R R 590 B 5

E-mail : hongyanlucky@scau.edu.cn




2 iRz (HARHERR H3E30)

XX &

potential pathogens such as Pseudoalteromonas, and decreased proportions of beneficial bacteria such

as Psychrobacter. Meanwhile, differentially expressed genes enriched in GO terms and metabolic

pathways related to immunity and antioxidant defense, including lysozyme activity, peptidoglycan

muralytic activity, oxidoreductase activity and glutathione metabolism. These findings reveal that

pathogenic bacteria can directly influence the structure of intestinal microbial community structure, as

well as the extent of changes in host immune organs and key immune genes. Therefore, it is important

to protect the intestinal health of farmed fish for disease prevention.
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FHHT A1 BE AL (Epinephelus coioides ) J& ¥ [E 45 5=
B K 28 0% A (BR 240 %5, 2014; Huang et al.,
2025) o (HBRAC Ak v 2% B2 55 Bl W B0 4E [N
(Vibrio harveyi) 559 JSUIE e 5 BRI A2 , 26 % 5E
b i B R B2 3 2% (Samad et al., 2014 ; Nehlah
et al.,2017; Carmona-Salido et al.,2021; Zhu et al.,
2023).

ey A DI s T T P 58 v i D ) A R, 2 T
PE SR 200 ) L7/ I QU (0B S Gl e Rl AN AR 7
o AR i Ak TR B 5 8 A R RIS, AT B
JE oK | B 2% R A A RE IR (R A% AR A 20005
Chang et al., 2013; Zhang et al., 2020) . %] Hfik
1E, W 4 TGO B I AT f0 288 1 32 S M R e i i
FURR . 22 U5 A0 J5 ANANAS B AT SROOE A0 28 3 IR £ 1A 4
JE 1T B 2 R Rk A MR A B, S B
ANFRIH P X B A0 B SE T, ™ R 2T K 3R
FEOD R AT FR2k & J'8 (Wang et al., 2024a) .

J 38 J2 A5 W A B 0 B A A S L B A TR
FES 1 B2 MAAEE SIS EER . i E#
LRI 2 A T, TR SR BN T L2 AR
F0 9 5 1 5 0 BRI B AH G (Piazzon et al.,
2020; Morshed et al.,2023) . 25718 B AELE T
i FAU AE R TR K e R 8 DR S
Ji& bk ¥ 25 5 A (Xiao et al., 2022; Hasan et
al.,2023;Zhu et al.,2024) . 73 B RE S AR =)
AL 38 2o - I 2 5 I G 928 s g R I 2ot 7 1) 3%
7 (Wang et al., 2024b; Fu et al.,2024) . JFAE/E R
0 T LA A S e 4L, BE 5 A B A A B
SR M 45 58 R S R A M, A 5 A 45 ol iy M A
P2 2, 30 T g R A 22 T B 5 O B R DXL O IR AR 4
PE A 538 3% >k B 8055 I A& A 4= (Yang et al., 2012;
Zhang et al.,2023) .
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RJF N (10.48 £ 0.57) g B {d R AT 1 B £k
) ARE BT — K AP IR5Y . ZREpLmEE
FITARAG I | I A 52 6 £ 34 A SRS YL P A TGO . 52
B E TR, 7E S0 = B 97 2 A B S R e =St
5. SEUG IR AR H 800 45 M GARE B 2 i iR R B
o W W5, BT WS RS | JF T 30%
KA . Zead 14 d (38 IS 6 50 58 A0 B AL 53 K
PBS X} FEZH (P 4H) A 4 RN B I (V4 . 4
i3 FATIRFEAE , BEAR IR 10 2 10 (25 4
500 L), V&S 100 ul W4k FC I e B
(1x107 CFU/mL) , P 41 3 B A 1 Jis 1 5 100 pL JC B
WelREh 22 vh i (PBS) . 48 hJi , NAHZH HBEFLIEE 6
RSy A, T A B BRI AL AT S L 2R AT JC TR 2 21
KA 7 B R R TR (B ] AR T ) SR BT
WELHZUR F RNA $EEC; FH KRS8 FIBY 7] 53 85 H 3%
Bl B W iE N, ST RV TC R R AT, 4
TR 5 e i A 80 CCHBAR IR VKA A7, I T e
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1 FH i 38 N 25 ) RE AR 45 BUBREUZE ) 5 DNAL O
It w=1.2% 1) By fs W e A A VKOIPAG L BT i . R
FHl NanoDrop 2000 %I $2 HU () DNA #f 17 2 & o i
B F (5-ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCA-3") #il
R (5-GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3") il it B &
fifi 4 2 52 i (PCR) 4714 16S rRNA JE K i) V3-V4 [X.
BY . PCR /=¥ i H] VAHTSTM DNA % I i ¥k
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REmGPR 1Y (BioTek, 35 F ) i it o REDHEA W E 34
A BT IR MK v A B 25 R A R
N7 Y bR oE 3V R FE , 7E Tllumina MiSeq °F &
(Illumina, S &) - 5¢ 8 Y .
1.3 AMEHFRA

FH TRIzol (Invitrogen , 3% [& ) D\ 7 B £ 1 IEAE A<
2 B A RNA, I3 3 Agilent 2100 4= 4 43 #7 X
(Agilent, 3¢ [5 ) PEAk T $2 HUAY RNA 528 P . 4%
RNA SEREMEARET WA S TR 225085 o HKHE I
PHE A K o A ) B 2 B R w) (Crp [ g ) 3t
S PR HERRAELRR , 7 llumina HiSeq F- &5 L #E4 73
Ui
1.4 HLFEZF

B B ] ZUREAR FH 0=4% 22 58 P I I T 1461 5
24 h, BEJS LK A3 T A s o fr A I BREBE [ /S
Yl i, AU AR A 75 AKS - 41 (H&E ) G (5,33
(W g
1.5 ARaERXBEERNERRIE

K AE 19 A B A0 AR B TRIzol 7F 55 56 % 4%
T HEIBCE RNA, S5 5% 1L cDNA, 441717 L cDNA
B, ff 5149 (% 1) 38 1 qRT-PCR 4341 £ B £ %
iE G B R 1 22 S R IE O . RN FRIB L B-HLsh
FEAFEPEE NS T IH—1k, B AR 3E B9 AT 3R
RER ] 228k A

#1 RT-qPCR N5 ¥IF5)
Table 1 RT-qPCR primer sequences

EIL/E S B2l

. F.5'-TGCTGTCCCTGTATGCCTCT-3"
fractin R:5’-CCTTGATGTCACGCACGAT-3’

4. TS -CTCTACACTCAACGCGTACATGC-3’

R:5’-TCATCTTCAAACTGCTTTTCGTG-3’

L S -GCCGTCAGTGAAGGGAGTCTAG-S’
R:5'-ATCGCAGTGGGAGTTTGCA-3’

g, TS -GTGTCCTGCTGTTTGCTTGGTASS’

R:5’-CAGTGTCCGACTTGATTAGTGCTT-3’

1.6 Sitoth

>R HI QUIME2 (2019.4 J) % i i i s 2247 Fr 57
PHES IR, A m R F 4. (] Vsearch(2.13.4
Ji) LA 97% B AR ARLBE H5 5 51 A 258 Sy #8443 25 B 0T
(OTU, operational taxonomic unit) ., & T Silva £ &
FEXF T OTU AT RS LB # 0 KiER., i
Student's ¢ £ 55 73 M1 20 [6] Alpha Z FEEF8 BUAY 22 5%,

Gt W E R E N P<0.05. R Cutadapt X JEL IR 5%
SR LB AT U ARAS T A o
Bowtie2 H i 2% SL 4l &K 5|, I3 i Tophat2 ¥ i
P& RS 22 S IR AR AT X (X R>70%) o
FEIH F 3R KR I HTSeq A7 /€ &, Il ad B 1 7
J B AT L K 1 R B (FPKMD) 147 4
b, BEEL FPKM>1 (1 JE 17 J5 2243 B o 36 F P<
0.05 H.|log2FoldChange[>1 (45 fE , i Fil DESeq #£4 7
PY Y5 VAN ZERRENM . ZFREEED
KEGG i i & #/0Hrifiid KEGG H shiE B 55 25 5¢
A%, GO & 43 HT 3 i eggNOG-mapper #£17 .

2 g R

2.1 MRYERRINE RS BN ERHEEL

ey 24 TR Sk e Ay BRE £ 300 ], BN 308 ot i )
TR I T, BRAS 1592 458 K EER IR A . KRG
BE AT PRz GRS 193] 1 236 780 4% 74, 4k
HE— 2T 8 B s i R A AR 1 033 323 . T
XA R P A G2 (VA AL 475 908 5%,
Xt HRZH (P A1) AL 557 415 4, P A JIE = Z AL h e
430 bp. Alpha 2 # % 45 %% (Sobs . Chaol . Shannon
F1 Simpson ) (1Y B M 238 27 & 1], LU T A
AR P R B

Chaol F1 Shannon & %5 73 71 52 B 1 17 38 71 3=
EEMEZREE. SXTRAL(PA) M, BRYLA (V
2H) ) Shannon F8 45 42 3 715 (P < 0.05) (456 1 i -
BifPEl 1a) o 5T OTU JKF-# PCoA J3 At k7 P AL
W or B, AT 2 4 32 A AR b (PCol - 34.29%, PCo2:
28.00%) R TR T ST 1Y 62.29%, KB 2 1
TH A WA I A AR A AR 22 5 (I ik S B BT 1b) o

TETTK L P4 TP A8 2 18 1] (Proteobacteria)
4 0 P e, A6 R A E 79.06% , P2 R T
(Verrucomicrobia) X Z , MXf F & 4 9.19%. L4,
JEBE R ] (Firmicutes) . 4T 1 ] (Bacteroidetes ) £l
i 2% & 1] (Actinobacteria) Y A1 XF =F & 43 51l &
5.46%.2.78% 1 1.97%. ife VAL, I H 1T
AR 2 BE R 22 56.22% , T R BE B 11 S5 AP B T T8 =
BED B & E T, 4300035 21 12.90% 1 9.80% ; P2 1 B
[T A 2 T 1T R il 6.08% HT 2.47%
(Kl 1a),

Z O O o L S (S = N - AV
(Burkholderia) F A XS 4= B fe e , 35 34.17%, WE V& AT
# & (Psychrobacter) W AHXT F FE IR 2 (21.98%) , £1.
H W& (Rubritalea) MK E & (Vibrio) 735 4 9.16%
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1.0 - . 1.0+ I Burkholderia
£ ll:rote‘obzticterla B Psychrobacter
B Firmicutes Pseudoalteromonas
I Verrucomicrobia B Rubritalea
I Bacteroidetes Vibrio
0.8 I Unassigned 0.8+ Bacteroides_
B Actinobacteria gh%tobactenum
&l ?)_Bac;eriz?;- d - F:e:;llﬁ)actenum
—MRCTaSSLIIC M f Rhodobacteraceae;
0.6 4 B Tenericutes 0.6 > unclassified
o I Streptophytad i m f Lachnospiraceae;
# m d__Eukaryota; 'H' __unclassified
E p__unclassified E m o_ Clostridiales;
e | B Cyanobacteria = 0.4 _unclassified
0.4 : - M Blautia
I Fusobacteria ™ p
seudomonas
B Planctomycetes m o_ Rhizobiales;
B Acidobacteria unclasmﬁed’
8 Chloroflexi 8 M Lactobacillus
0.2 4 M Nitrospirae 2] f_ Burkholderiaceae;
I Spirochaetes _unclassified
M Chlamydiac - 1tyluf’lll:al’:il(iglafgtt;nria.ceae'
I Chlorophyta e ’
phy g__unclassified
0.0 - & M others 0-0‘\ e - others
PRV LRI D
(c) LEfSek:tR
! ! !
: Lo Alteromonadales_ ‘
f Pseudoalteromonadaceae R
g_Pseudoalteromonas [
: f Colwelliaceac I :
g_Clostridioides |
p_Tenericutes |H
c_Mollicutes
f_Erwiniaceae
:g_Blautia
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: . Alloprevotella ]
g_Lachnoclostridium [
f " Alteromonadaceae _
: g_Alteromonas
i Acldammccoccaceae
0_Acidaminococcales ]
g_Phascolarctobacterium
; . g Tenacibaculum
o_Acidimicrobiales :
. I ¢_Acidimicrobiia
I ¢ Acidovorax
] f Vibrionaceae
o_Pseudomonadales :
- c_Betaproteobacteria:
= YL (P) o_Burkholderiales :
- S Bee————» ] Burkholdenaceae :

F119.03%, 1 & CHT 7 J& (Photobacterium) (1.59%)
BEDURF G T i (Cobetia) (1.53% ) FMER S B ML 14T
(Pseudoalteromonas) (1.48% ) f) A8 X} 3= BE ¥ 541K o
10V 2H A A2 8 B0 T B 1 A e S B TR AL

I ¢ _Burkholderia

i i i

i (4.89% )t 5 A5 — 7 He i)
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Fig. 1 Differential composition of gut microbiota
(20.65%) , W&V AT 1 s A 50 28 K 18 L R A R XS

R & 8.58% Ml 8.32%, I A, BT )@
(Bacteroides) (7.12%) 415 W )& (5.78%) 1 & 6T
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K LEfSe /o 2 PALS VAL Z R (1) 22 5%
A HIC(LDA 434 > 2) . WAL LR 3 12 1~ H
AWK E . B WA (Acidovorax) N
J& WE VR LA SR v R R R B AR P A A
A B 1 LDA 2085, B A8 BRI TR TR R MERR TR
J& (Clostridioides ) . 1 57 ¢ [C & J& (Blautia) . ) Ff
W H K K JE (Alloprevotella) | B 12 T B2 1 &
(Lachnoclostridium) .38 ¥l 1 J& (Alteromonas) |
2R FT 1 J& (Phascolarctobacterium) M5 E T H &
(Tenacibaculum) WFE V 2H v H A7 5 55 1 LDA 434k

([g IC)O
2.2 MERNMEARASIENERREERMAR
fRIETL

Iy 24 P I ] e SR 0 300 (1), BBt 28 2HL 4L
FE S IEAT Sl Y, HE3R A5 621 338 672 Z& SR AR
FPEE . NI R S B A T ok B R 15 31 587 732 612
T Fs . FEIXEE AT, 94.59%~95.81% FY A
SR IR ZEHRTE 99.9% L) o Ui T FEA 1 7
G ] SR A

25 S RINFE D R AR S5 L WoR R
Xof ECA Ay 35 DR 3RO Hh B R [R], ZRX  4 Z
] 77 7E 35 A 55 S 25 59 (3560 1 R« BRF 1T 2a) o
Ll P< 0.05 Fll|log2FoldChange| > 1 MHn i , 20 vk H
1 818/ R FL P P & 1 156 133k Ll
FEPRAT 662 AT IR FE PR (3456 i it - BT 2b) o

X S IR R I 2 AR 2371 GO 4 H
FL4E 50 AT AL 7 45 H 4445 T I RES% B Al 143
YRR H . WA o) /3 X s 2 3Rk
FEP E A P ERZRHA(GO:0005840) | N Ik A
P1(GO:1905369) L ki A (GO:0005739) I Jik il &2
AH1(GO:1905368) 55 KAk 4544 [ 4> T UIRE>
F R EAEPIEREHBRGPE(GO:0003796) KR B
BE J K i 15 1 (GO : 0061783 ) Fll 48 Ak i J5 fif 15
(GO:0016491) 5 EF 2= g . MAEA YL X —
G, F A E X A B B L 1 43T UV (GO :
0002237) . & HE I 1Y 1E [3] P8 4% (GO : 0050729 ) . R
$iE J2 I 1422 (GO : 0050727) LA R AR 72 (GO :
0006518) (K12) . BritbZAh, 255 Rk I L B &
B T 94 KEGG i i, Horp 5 %3 % 5 18 51 A
S (AN ok H KA 8T ) | 2 4% 3 i 5 3 4% 15 B A A
S (KB AR : B 2¢) o

WA 3a f 7, W 2k FC I ER SR e 5 | A A B 00 i
i it 2 v Ak CHLET Sk ) L IX R AE 7120 (406
Sk ) A5 LWL 405 5 [R) Hs i 24 1 9IRSk e 18 75 ) 471

M98 e K 0 AR R K IL-6 IL-8 T3k /K- 2 |-
PH(E 3b),

39w

200 AT 5 o K 7 R B TP R L . I R I
SIS TR b R L S R R g 22 0%
YA AURBLACIE T, 38 ] 5 H A [ TR 5 ke
T A SRBE P DX T LA 1K IR
A TTHRF R T o i T TR R 45 R T AE 4 2 (i
AV PR3 335 17 T S A B B A L TR B A
J e £ 28 () A FDIR S A B K & 77 (Kanika et al.,
2025) . FREH S 8 T AR ) 5 R RN R 0 R
SUEARDE, I, AR ] e 4 DGR SRR e %o A
A A7 BRE £ B9 R 7 T TR IR 235 44 1) 52 )

A1 B AR TR [ g BRI K R A L R, R
B it R R R B AR R N . ASBIF S e A R AR A1
BB 0 B R B A T R R AT
R TR, P B R T R AR, x5 =
Ay B A A TRV A 2 1 #0285 14 DL AR B (Piazzon
etal.,2017; Maetal.,2019) . &4k QO TR B Ye £1 BE
BT IE] 3 v AR TR 1] AR R TR B i R BE
WA T R A BT BIEHT]
AT 5 0k R B A G 5 UUFF B T ) N R
A TT B B A ) A 22 A A bl o PR T (X et
al.,2021; Jin et al.,2023), fE@RMOf JERELE ] 5
AT BT 3= BE 38 in mT e 5 PR 0 A= KM e 48 T4
K (Lietal,2013) . FRIM, X 46 B F 76 4 157 P £ 1k
g 7K £ 288 1Al R R 25 D0 G 2 A D 4% 30 ) A

e A PRI TR IR e A B f0J , a rh S
TR J R R T R A 57 4 QA Rl R R IR
& EREAREE R BMEE R R E L
L E R B A B im0 LDATS 73 . A8
BRI 2 YR e A= PU A L T REAE S BAy
0 A F0 S8 I 5 4 A9 45 2= 7T (Offret et al., 20165
Wasana et al., 2021) . A3 BF5Y & B3k 28 J& vh qn il
AR A 3R B0 B ( Pseudoalteromonas tetraodonis) 5
T K ) T] K3 3R 7 A OGS B R 2 L ik
95 IIEFE Y R4 J2 FE T 955 )54 (Li et al., 2010) .
SR XE A2 B (Clostridioides difficile) J&— Fh 23 I\ B
T JEUA, HOE A R 25 M A W) IR )
FELTEN A N U G WA R T AL £ (Frost
etal.,2021; Yang et al.,2024) . BEIAE R HE 1Y
LS T TE MR e A AR TT RE 5 1 1 i Y
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Fig. 3 Pathological damage and gene expression in the liver of E. coioides after V. harveyi infection
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PRI, A5 AR LR RS R A1 B S5 M T8 TR R4 F B 7

AU A 5% (Liang et al., 2020) .

BHAE T TR T8 v 1) — S 200 B RO I RN
PG 7K = FR5E A 7=, U 2 Fh 28 3% f0 28 1 5 i
T REEW, BAjo @M se it TigERE
¥ B (Tenacibaculum maritimum) . 5 0 %8 %5 ¥ #
(Tenacibaculum discolor) . 83%5 % ¥ 1 ( Tenacibacu-
lum soleae) it i 7 % #T T8 ( Tenacibaculum dicen-
trarchi) % 2 Fh 1t 2% 5% 7 B (Fernandez- Alvarez et
al.,2018) . MEVEFEAEFTF R TG ), AL Z Y
TSI A . PR A AR AT A S B BE S
B R 5t 97 B R B0 RT = R AR E IR BOOE R
(Mabrok et al.,2023) . £ P 4P, B G & IKE
J& W&V T TR A A v R R TE G B B A R Y
LDA G55, H FER AT 1A SE6 Wi bk J& — PRk M Rl
A B 7 38 v o e D T AR 25 2R T FE IR A
LR I AT B A S 8 U ) AR (R AR T
A= Wy AT () s 300 ) 8 A= 8 A 3K A (Staphylococcus
saprophyticus ) 55 55 7L 18 1 K (Yang et al., 2011) .,
XL i A QIR R Y R e A B 0 3 B0 D 20 T Y 22
FEE RN = BE B0 (W) Ao VRS 7 5 A T R BT B ARk
AT GE X A7 B a7 AR 3RS S B 9 I N 7 A S R
SN

it GO 43T, W 4 CQ IR TR JB6 y A B 40 )5 1Y 22
SRR LW R AR AL 5 RS
HRE 7 T , KEGG 73 B I AT DA 32 2 AR e AR
RT3 B, B o B 45 R 25 5 kA B T I W
JVETE B 5 0225 v ) AR T BE o TR ) I AR AR T
0 25 ) IR RN R T, 2 SRR S 2 815 5 300G
b AR B A FHPIL ) 2 3 Ao 7K e 4 TR A4 R Y
JR R M 5 AN A A% L T (Liu et al., 2012; Wimala
et al.,2023; Chen et al.,2025) . ILAL, ¥ W B 7F 4
i S5 07 R 4 T )V FH A B U M — T T AT i
FETRCAR TR 7 P IR 9 E L 55 — T T % A 0E A T 1R

SE Wk

BRMLTL, SR, ZEWI0, 25, 2014. [ R J7 Wi 13 Fho B
RN T REI R TLT]. Al K1 (2
BR2ERR) , 53(4): 123-130.

TS, Ak, ZEIRAY, 4, 2026, 5 TG FK 5 X A4 B R
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