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Abstract: Much of the knowledge on viruses is focused on those that can be propagated using
cell-cultures or that can cause disease in humans or in economically important animals and plants.
However, this only reflects a small portion of the virosphere. Therefore, in this study, we explore by
targeted next-generation sequencing, how the virome varies between Atlantic horse mackerels and
gilthead seabreams from fisheries and aquaculture from the center and south regions of Portugal.
Viral genomes potentially pathogenic to fish and crustaceans, as well as to humans, were identified
namely Astroviridae, Nodaviridae, Hepadnaviridae, Birnaviridae, Caliciviridae, and Picornaviridae families.
Also bacteriophages sequences were identified corresponding to the majority of sequences detected,
with Myoviridae, Podoviridae, and Siphoviridae, the most widespread families in both fish species.
However, these findings can also be due to the presence of bacteria in fish tissues, or even to
contamination. Overall, seabreams harbored viruses from a smaller number of families in comparison
with mackerels. Therefore, the obtained data show that fish sold for consumption can harbor a high
diversity of viruses, many of which are unknown, reflecting the overall uncharacterized virome of fish.
While cross-species transmission of bonafide fish viruses to humans is unlikely, the finding of human
pathogenic viruses in fish suggest that fish virome can be a potential threat regarding food safety.

Keywords: virome diversity; metagenomics; Atlantic horse mackerel; gilthead seabream; health-threat

1. Introduction

As an important source of food and revenue for millions of people globally, it was estimated
that fish production in 2018 reached 179 million tons, 87 percent of which were used directly for
human consumption [1]. While the demand for fish may be rising, viral diseases are a major factor
constraining fish trade and aquaculture production, affecting the development of fish industry with
substantial economic losses worldwide [2,3]. Furthermore, the increasing demand for seafood with the
subsequent growth of aquaculture systems, and the impact of climate change, offer new opportunities
for the transmission of both novel and previously characterized pathogens, namely viruses [3].
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Marine environments are known for their viral diversity and richness. Bacteriophages, commonly found
in marine and freshwater systems, play an important role in the aquatic environments balance as predators
of bacteria, representing one of the most abundant organisms in fish [4-6]. In addition to the presence of
bacteriophages, recent studies suggest that fish harbor a greater number of viruses than any other class of
vertebrates, including multiple families of RNA viruses previously thought to infect only mammals [3,7].
For instance, the discovery of hepadnaviruses and filoviruses in fish implies that these viruses have ancient
vertebrate origins, and that their evolution possibly required more host jumping than previously realized,
involving a possible move from aquatic to terrestrial vertebrates [3,7,8].

Valuable insights into virus ecology and evolution are provided when using metagenomics
approaches [3,7], with benefits for aquaculture [3] and food security. For instance, information about
outbreaks associated with human pathogenic viruses in fish is scarce. However, the Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention (CDC) compiles searchable lists of viral outbreaks that can be retrieved from
the National Outbreak Reporting System [9]. In this system, regarding the years between 2008 and
2018, fish alone were responsible for 14 noroviruses (NoV) outbreaks, totaling 177 human infections
and 3 hospitalizations.

Much of our present knowledge of fish viruses is focused either on those that act as agents of disease
for economically relevant species, or those that can be easily isolated in cell culture, representing a small
proportion of the overall viral diversity [10]. To circumvent this problem, metagenomic approaches
provide the possibility for an in-depth characterization of the molecular diversity of viruses present
in a range of environments, potentially revealing the entire virus composition associated with an
individual or taxa—i.e., its virome—even when they are not associated with evident disease [7,11,12].
Metagenomic-based studies and characterization of more viruses can also offer important new data
about evolutionary processes, as well the factors that may mediate differences in virus composition
between different species of fish, and the frequency with which viruses jump over species borders [3].
Moreover, it can provide insightful information on how viral community composition changes,
which depends on regional and local processes, including interactions occurring between fish, as well
as environmental factors such as temperature, salinity, or dissolved oxygen, that determine fish
distribution [13,14]. Virome diversity in fish populations is also affected by how viral transmission
between fish occurs: primarily through feces, contaminated water and/or broodstocks, culture of
multiple fish species in close proximity, or the use of unsterilized fish products (e.g., feed) in aquaculture
productions [15].

Therefore, in this study, the diversity of viruses associated with two of the most highly captured,
farmed and consumed fish species in Europe was evaluated using a metagenomic approach. We aimed
to determine: (i) how virus composition varies between species; (ii) how virus composition varies
between fisheries from different regions and aquaculture within the same species; (iii) whether a large
and dense host population is associated with a greater number of viruses when compared to a more
solitary counterpart; (iv) and, if the analyzed fish virome could pose a risk regarding food safety.
To address these goals, targeted next-generation sequencing (NGS) was used to evaluate the virome of
wild gilthead seabreams (Sparus aurata) and of Atlantic horse mackerels (Trachurus trachurus) from
fisheries of Portugal, namely from Peniche and Algarve regions, as well as farmed gilthead seabreams
from Algarve.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Fish Sample Collection and Nucleic Acids Extraction

Fish from two distinct regions of Portugal with different population density and ocean temperature,
were analyzed during this study (Figure 1). A total of 15 gilthead seabreams caught along the coast of
Peniche (n = 5, west/central Atlantic coast of Portugal), Algarve (n = 5, Portuguese southern Atlantic
coast) and from an aquaculture farm in Algarve (n = 5) were purchased post-mortem from the respective
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commercial fisheries (Table 1). Additionally, 20 Atlantic horse mackerels were analyzed post-mortem
from the same fisheries (Peniche, n = 10; Algarve, n = 10) (Table 1).
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Figure 1. Localization of the fish sampling regions studied. (a) Population density on Portuguese coast
(adapted) [16]; * indicates aquaculture sampling site. (b) Sea surface temperature during the summer
of 2017 in Europe. Black arrows indicate the sampling sites on the Portuguese coast (adapted) [17].

Table 1. Fish samples acquired during this study, their source, and fishery type.

Species Source Fishery Type N° of Specimens
Sparus aurata (gilthead seabream) Peniche fish market Wild fisheries 5
Sparus aurata (gilthead seabream) Algarve fish market Wild fisheries 5
Sparus aurata (gilthead seabream) Algarve fish market Aquaculture 5
Trachurus trachurus (Atlantic horse mackerel) Peniche fish market Wild fisheries 10
Trachurus trachurus (Atlantic horse mackerel) Algarve fish market Wild fisheries 10

Fish have been divided by size and species. Larger fish, namely gilthead seabreams were gathered
in pools of five specimens, while the smaller fish, Atlantic horse mackerel, in pools of 10. One internal
tissue (liver—detoxification tissue and local of viral replication), and two external tissues (skin—contact
tissue exposed to several environmental contaminants, and gills—portal of entry of many viral
pathogens) were selected considering their characteristics. Approximately 2.0 g of tissue were chopped
individually by using a sterilized razor blade to minimize external contamination. The dissection
material was decontaminated with a solution of bleach a 10% and sterilized water between each sample
manipulation. The tissues were homogenized in 10 mL of TNE buffer (50 mM Tris-HCI, 100 mM
NaCl, 0.1 mM EDTA, pH 7.6) using a Precellys Evolution Homogenizer (Bertin Instruments, France).
The homogenates previously obtained were centrifuged 10 min at 2000 rpm at 4 °C to remove any
potential tissue debris, and the supernatant of each homogenized tissue was divided in triplicates
and used for nucleic acids extraction. From the 45 samples, nucleic acids extraction was carried out
from 250 pL of clarified supernatant, using NZYol (NZYTech, Portugal), following the manufacturer’s
instructions. Nucleic acids were dissolved in 30 uL of DEPC-water, and the concentration and purity,
of the obtained extracts determined using a NanoDrop 1000 spectrophotometer. The extracted nucleic
acids were stored at —80 °C until further use.
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2.2. Library Preparation and Sequencing

For all samples, libraries were prepared using the protocol described by Fernandez-Cassi
et al. [18]. Briefly, in order to detect both RNA and DNA viruses, total RNA was retrotranscribed
into cDNA using Invitrogen Superscript IV (Life technologies, Austin, TX, USA) and primer
A, which is composed of 17-nucleotide specific sequence followed by a random nonamer for
random priming A-(5’-GTTTCCCAGTCACGATANNNNNNNNN-3") [19]. A cDNA complementary
strand was synthesized using Sequenase 2.0 (USB/Affymetrix, Cleveland, OH, USA). To obtain
enough DNA for sequencing library preparation, a pre-amplification PCR was performed using
primer B (5’-GTTTCCCAGTCACGATA-3’) and AmpliTaqGold (Life technologies, Austin, TX, USA).
The temperature profile for this reaction was: 10 min at 95 °C as hot start, followed by 30 cycles
of 30 s at 94 °C for denaturation, 30 s at 50 °C for annealing, and 1 min at 72 °C for extension.
Finally, an extension at 72 °C for 10 min was used. To remove excess primers and dNTPs, PCR products
were cleaned and concentrated using the Zymo DNA Clean and Concentrator kit (Zymo Research, USA).
The concentration of the obtained DNA samples was determined using Qubit 2.0 (Life Technologies,
USA), and for each sample, libraries were constructed using the KAPA HyperPlus Library Preparation
kit (Roche, Switzerland) according to the manufacturer’s instructions.

Libraries were captured using VirCapSeq-VERT capture Panel (Roche, Switzerland). This panel
consists of approximately two million probes, covering the genomes of 207 viral taxa known to infect
vertebrates, thus enabling the detection of viral sequences in complex samples [20]. The samples
prepared with the HyperCap Target Enrichment Kit (Roche, Switzerland) and the HyperCap Bead
Kit (Roche, Switzerland), were hybridized with the VirCapSeq-VERT probes at 47 °C for 20 h.
Immediately after the hybridization, the captured DNA samples were recovered with the Capture
Beads (HyperCap Bead Kit, Roche) using a magnetic particle collector, and cleaned. The captured
DNA, still bead-bounded, was purified using an ligation mediated PCR (LM-PCR). This post-capture
PCR was purified and then sequenced in two runs using an Illumina MiSeq (2 x 300 bp) device,
producing paired-end reads.

All reactions included non-template negative controls to rule out the possibility of positive
amplification results due to external contamination.

2.3. Bioinformatic Pipeline

Bioinformatic processing and taxonomical assignment of the pair-end reads obtained as described
above were analyzed using Genome Detective web-based software (https://www.genomedetective.
com/) [21]. Briefly, low-quality reads were filtered and adapters trimmed using Trimmomatic [22].
Viral reads were selected using the DIAMOND protein-based alignment and non-viral sequences
discarded. The obtained viral reads from Genome Detective were assembled with metaSPAdes [23]
and taxonomically classified with NCBI-BLASTn and BLASTx tools to search for candidate reference
sequences against the NCBI RefSeq virus database. In addition, assembled unused viral contigs and
discovery viral contigs from Genome Detective software were analyzed using NCBI-BLASTn and
tBLASTXx tools against NCBI RefSeq viral databases using Python scripts. Only viral contigs with 85%
identity and an e-value threshold below 1072 (used as a cut-off) were used in this study.
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2.4. Dataset Compilation and Phylogenetic Analysis

Nucleotide (nt) sequences used for the preparation of the different sequence-datasets were selected
among those previously deposited in the GenBank database (Supplementary Materials Tables S1 and S2),
on the proviso that they would be representative of (i) each of the previously described species with (ii) a
significant sequence overlap with the sequences obtained in the course of this study, in order to maximize
the number of unambiguously aligned nt positions in each sequence alignment. For phylogenetic
analysis, multiple alignments of nt sequences were constructed with the iterative G-INS-I method as
implemented in MAFFT vs. 7 [24] followed by their edition using GBlocks [25]. Phylogenetic trees
were constructed using the Maximum Likelihood (ML) optimization criterium and the best fitting
evolutionary model (GTR+T'+I; GTR—general time reversal, '—Gamma distribution, [—proportion of
invariant sites), as suggested W-IQ-TREE [26]. Phylogenetic reconstructions were carried out using
either the Mega X software [27] run on a Linux server or W-IQ-TREE (version 2.1.2 MacOSX) [26]
running on a personal computer, and the stability of the obtained ML tree topologies assessed by
bootstrapping with 1000 re-samplings of the original sequence data. The sequence data files were
deposited in GenBank within the BioProject with the SRA accession number PRJDB10531.

3. Results
3.1. Viral Sequences Diversity

3.1.1. Viral Sequences Diversity—Global Results

We performed metagenomics analysis to characterize tissue-specific virome of two species
of ray-finned (Actinopterygii) bony fish: the gilthead seabream and the Atlantic horse mackerel.
This analysis was carried out using wild-caught specimens of gilthead seabreams and Atlantic horse
mackerels, available from fisheries on the west (Peniche) and south (Algarve) Atlantic coast of Portugal,
and farmed specimens of gilthead seabreams from the south (Algarve). To carry out this study,
nucleic acids were extracted from the liver, gills, and skin of these animals, which was then pooled
in libraries for next-generation sequencing. Overall, 1,216,428 viral reads were obtained that were
assembled, de novo, into viral contigs for metagenomic analysis.

In total, the analysis revealed viral sequences that could be assigned to 25 different viral families
(Figure 2). The analytical approach used in this study was able to identify both RNA and DNA viruses
based on sequence similarity (Figure 2). The majority of the viral contigs were assigned to DNA viral
families Ackermannuviridae, Alloherpesviridae, Genomoviridae, Hepadnaviridae, Herelleviridae, Herpesviridae,
Marseilleviridae, Microviridae, Mimiviridae, Myoviridae, Nimaviridae, Parvoviridae, Phycodnaviridae,
Podoviridae, Poxviridae, and Siphoviridae. The remaining viral contigs were assigned to families of
RNA viruses, including Astroviridae, Birnaviridae, Caliciviridae, Marnaviridae, Nodaviridae, Picornaviridae,
Peribunyaviridae, Retroviridae, and Totiviridae. This analysis also revealed an unclassified taxonomic
fraction of contigs (around 20%), with 3% of unclassified DNA viruses, 10% of unclassified RNA viruses,
and 7% of viral sequences without any assignment to a known viral taxon after BLAST analysis [28,29].
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Figure 2. Blast results concerning viral diversity within each fish species and region. (a) Viral diversity
in each fish species per region (including those contigs assigned as unclassified even within a family).

(b) Viral diversity of unclassified viral contigs of each species per region. Bacteriophages families are
pointed out with *, whereas pathogenic families for fish/other vertebrates and humans/other vertebrates

are marked with ** and ***, respectively.
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3.1.2. Atlantic Horse Mackerel and Gilthead Seabream Viral Sequence Diversity

Our first analysis focused on parallel assessment of the viral sequence diversity between the two
species selected, without considering their geographic or fishery/aquaculture origins. A comparison of
viral abundance across the different studied organs for both species under analysis, revealed several
differences. In total, viral sequences were more abundant in skin samples (44%) than in the liver (38%)
or gills (18%). Bacteriophages from families Myoviridae, Podoviridae, and Siphoviridae were the viruses
most frequently found in both fish species (Figures 2 and 3). Podoviruses, which comprise short
noncontractile-tailed bacteriophages with dsDNA genomes, were the most abundant (31%), totaling 19%
and 8% of the total viral sequences associated with the liver and skin, respectively. The remaining 4%
of podoviruses sequences were found in the gills. In the liver tissue samples prepared from Atlantic
horse mackerel, the total virome associated with the Podoviridae family comprised 48% of the sequences
analyzed, while the equivalent value for the gilthead seabream was only 14% (Figure 3). As for the
gilthead seabream, we observed that almost 26% of the total virome for Podoviridae was associated
with the skin tissues, whereas in the case of the Atlantic horse mackerel, the corresponding value was
only 5%.

Atlantic horse mackerel Gilthead seabream
\(@!é = A —e
Peniche Algarve Peniche Algarve Aquaculture

liver gills skin liver gills skin |[liver gills skin liver gills skin liver gills skin
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Figure 3. Viral abundance for each fish species, region, and tissue type normalized for each viral family

(the taxonomic classification used is based on the Taxonomy Database from NCBI).

Additionally, the virome of mackerels from Peniche was apparently characterized by a higher,
and more diverse number of viral sequences from different taxa, when compared with mackerels and
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seabreams from Algarve region, with viral sequences distributing among 17 viral families across the
different organs (Figure 3). Although gilthead seabreams, in general, seemed to harbor a less diverse
group of viral families regardless of the origin of the tissues under analysis, they displayed a higher
abundance of unclassified viral sequences (Figures 2b and 3).

Our data also revealed the presence of viral sequences from astroviruses, birnaviruses, caliciviruses,
hepadnaviruses, nodaviruses, herpesviruses, and picornaviruses, all of which include representatives
that are known to infect not only marine animals, such as fish and crustaceans, but also humans.
For instance, Birnaviridae, Hepadnaviridae, and Herpesviridae viral sequences were identified in Atlantic
horse mackerels, while others, indicating the presence of other families (Astroviridae, Caliciviridae,
and Nodaviridae) were detected in libraries prepared from the skin and gills of gilthead seabreams.

3.1.3. Viral Sequence Diversity: Fisheries vs. Aquaculture

An uneven distribution of viral diversity between fisheries from Peniche and Algarve, as well as
from an aquaculture environment was observed. From the total of viral sequences obtained, the most
abundant ones were associated with fish specimens from Peniche, with a total of 29% associated with
the skin, followed by the liver (28%) and the gills (11%). The same pattern was observed in specimens
from Algarve region, with 9%, 8%, and 2% of viral sequences being associated with the skin, liver,
and gills, respectively. In aquaculture, 5% of viral sequences were detected in sequencing libraries
prepared from skin samples, 3% from the liver and 5% from the gills.

As expected, and regardless the geographic origin of the specimens under analysis, bacteriophages
were the most commonly found viruses, with Podoviridae being the most widespread family representing
21% and 7% of the total viral sequences detected in samples from Peniche and Algarve, respectively.
In specimens from the Peniche region, we observed that 39% of the total liver virome was composed of
podoviruses, although these could also be detected in libraries prepared from the skin (22%) and gills
(7%). A similar trend was observed in specimens collected from Algarve, but the values associated
with the liver (16%), the skin (4%), or the gills (2%) were lower.

It is notable that the Atlantic horse mackerel from Peniche, a more shoaling fish, had an associated
higher number of distinct viral families (17 families) when compared to the gilthead seabream, a more
solitary fish, with only 9 viral families identified (Figure 3). In contrast, Atlantic horse mackerels
and gilthead seabreams from Algarve region presented a smaller number of viral families (9 and 7,
respectively). Additionally, gilthead seabream from an aquaculture farm displayed the less diverse
virome with our analysis, with nucleotide sequences allocated to only 6 viral families, half of which
included bacteriophages. However, the unclassified taxonomic fraction associated with farmed gilthead
seabream is substantial (56%).

3.2. Phylogenetic Relationships of Relevant Viral Pathogenic Families

For further characterization of some relevant viral sequences from known human and fish
pathogenic viruses from selected viral families, a phylogenetic analysis was carried out using the ML
optimization criterium, and different sequence-datasets. The inferred phylogenetic trees (Figures 4
and 5; Supplementary Materials Figures 51 and S2) revealed the phylogenetic relationships between the
obtained sequences and their closest relatives, identified by sequence similarity searches at GenBank.
All trees have been rooted at mid-point.
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Figure 4. Phylogenetics trees of common fish pathogenic viruses: (a) Nodaviridae—partial sequence
of Viral Nervous Necrosis Virus amplified from gilthead seabream gills from Algarve,
(b) Birnaviridae—partial sequence of Infectious Pancreatic Necrotic Virus detected in Atlantic horse
mackerel skin from Peniche, (c¢) Hepadnaviridne—partial sequence of Hepatitis B virus obtained from
Atlantic horse mackerel gills from Algarve. The viral sequences analyzed in this study are colored
and highlighted by a fish. All viral sequences are identified by their accession number and name.
At specific branch nodes, bootstrap branches >0.60 are displayed by *; branch node point out with a

circle referred to human viral sequences.
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Figure 5. Phylogenetics trees of human pathogenic viruses identified in this study: (a) Picornaviridae—partial
sequence of Rhinovirus A obtained from gilthead seabream skin from Peniche; (b) Caliciviridae—partial
sequence of Norovirus GII amplified from gilthead seabream skin from Algarve. The viral sequences
analyzed in this study are colored and highlighted by a blue fish. All viral sequences are identified by their
accession number and name; all viral sequences used are from human hosts. At specific branch nodes
bootstrap values >0.60 are displayed by *.

Among the viral sequences identified, Viral Nervous Necrosis Virus (VNNYV, accession number
LC581281), one of upmost importance pathogenic nodaviruses to fish, which was detected in gilthead
seabream from the Algarve, was placed, as expected, in a cluster with other betanodaviruses but
branched separately from the other sequences previously identified (Figure 4a and Supplementary
Materials Figure Sla). This group also included other viral reference sequences, previously detected
in specimens of striped jack, European seabass, Senegalese sole, and gilthead seabream from Europe
and Asia.

A birnavirus sequence (accession number LC581280), detected in Atlantic horse mackerel
from Peniche (Figure 4b; Supplementary Materials Figure S1b), was placed, as expected from
BLAST search results, with other Infectious Pancreatic Necrosis Viruses (IPNV) amplified from
salmonids. Specifically, the closest homolog to the Atlantic horse mackerel IPNV sequence
identified in this study corresponded to a putative virus detected in an Atlantic salmon (Salmo salar)
caught in Chile. These sequences encoded putative proteins sharing 99.7% of amino acid identity.
Interestingly, hepadnaviruses (which include Hepatitis B viruses (HBV) from various sources) were
also identified from the gills of Atlantic horse mackerel but in this case from Algarve (accession number
LC581279; Figure 4c and Supplementary Materials Figure Slc). The Atlantic horse mackerel HBV
sequence here described branched separately from all the others in the dataset but was clearly
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closely related with other hepadnaviruses from fish, specifically, blue gill HBV, forming a separated
cluster from the HBV that infect mammals. Additionally, a sequence amplified from the skin of
gilthead seabream (accession number LC581278), clustered within a large monophyletic cluster among
Rhinovirus A viral sequences from diverse sources, including those identified in humans, and clearly
segregated away from the genetic lineages that include Rhinovirus B and Rhinovirus C sequences
(Figure 5a and Supplementary Materials Figure S2a). The sequence detected shared 99% similarity
with Rhinovirus A sequences detected in humans from Uganda (accession numbers MH685691 and
MH685686). Another viral sequence obtained from gilthead seabream from Algarve (accession number
LC581277) clustered in a major cluster grouping strains of NoV GII (Figure 5b and Supplementary
Materials Figure S2b), specially NoV GII.P16-GIL.4, phylogenetically close to the recombinant NoV
GIL.P16-GII.4 Sydney 2012 variant (Figure 5b), one of the most common NoV strains associated with
outbreaks of gastroenteritis worldwide.

4. Discussion

Viruses can be found in every single environment on Earth, but their importance is more evident
in oceans, where they are known to be the reservoir of most of the genetic variety [5]. To explore the
viral diversity of two important commercialized fish species, we analyzed viral sequences obtained
from liver, gills, and skin tissue samples using a metagenomic approach. As these species included
shoaling—Atlantic horse mackerel, and solitary—gilthead seabream specimens, the obtained data
allowed us to tentatively address how fish population density might affect virus composition.

The presence of unknown virus genomes in fish samples was expected since previous studies on
aquatic viral communities have shown that the unknown (orphan) viral fraction (i.e., without homology
to any sequence available in the databases) could be substantial, ranging between 20% to 99% [30,31].
In fact, the analysis of virus open reading frames (ORFs) showed that a large portion were orphans,
with these unclassified ORFs being more frequently identified in viruses than in bacteria (30% and 9%,
respectively) [32].

In addition, nucleotide sequences identifying viral families associated with vertebrate infections
such as Astroviridae, Nodaviridae, Hepadnaviridae, Birnaviridae, Caliciviridae, and Picornaviridae were
detected during this analysis (Figures 2 and 3). Although, astroviruses have only recently been
discovered in fish [7], they are known to persist in aquatic environments and have been detected
in seabirds [33], amphibians [7], and mammals [34], where these viruses are a frequent cause of
intestinal diseases [34]. Nodaviruses can cause neural necrosis, encephalopathy, or retinopathy in fish,
being associated with behavioral abnormalities and high mortality, posing significant problems to
marine aquaculture [35]. The analysis of a VNNV sequence detected in gilthead seabream gills, revealed
that it was closely related to Striped jack nervous necrosis virus, the type species of the betanodaviruses.
While, our sequence forms a separate branch with other betanodaviruses (Figure 4a), also detected
in gilthead seabream, it segregates in a larger group of viral sequences that include others found in
common fish species such as European seabass and Senegalese sole [36]. Interestingly, VNNV is endemic
in the Mediterranean Sea, with several reports in fish samples [37-39], being in direct communication
with the Atlantic Ocean through the Strait of Gibraltar, located at the south of Spain near the Algarve
region, where part of this study was focused. In addition, other nodaviruses were also identified,
namely the Macrobrachium rosenbergii nodavirus or Penaeus vannamei nodavirus, both pathogens of
freshwater crustaceans that pose a threat to food security, and cause significant economic losses in the
aquaculture industries [40].

Until recently, the known host range of hepadnaviruses was limited to mammals and birds [8].
However, previous studies showed that fish carry a remarkable diversity of hepadnaviruses [3,8].
Notably, the Atlantic horse mackerel Hepatitis B virus forms a sister group with other hepadnaviruses
recently discovered in fish [8], segregating away from mammalian hepadnaviruses (Figure 4c and
Supplementary Materials Figure S1c) which are known to cause infections that have the potential to
lead to both severe chronic liver disease and hepatocellular carcinoma in humans [8].
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IPNV is an important fish pathogen and the protype virus of the Birnaviridae family [41]. It has
a worldwide distribution, and normally is associated with an acute and contagious disease that
causes distended abdomen, aberrant swimming, darkened pigmentation, and necrotic lesions in
internal organs. In this study, an IPNV sequence was detected in Atlantic horse mackerel skin tissue,
corresponding to a distinct branch on a phylogenetic tree, separating it from other aquabirnaviruses
such as the Yellowtail ascites virus (Figure 4b), the causative agent of ascites and responsible for
serious losses in the fish-farming industry in Japan [42]. This sequence forms a group with IPNV
sequences amplified from those clustering with others from Europe and South America specimens of
salmonids [43]. This result is not surprising taking into account a report that supports the association
between fish eggs from Europe and the disease transmission across Chilean farms [44].

Human NoV genomic sequence was also identified in the skin of gilthead seabream from the
Algarve. Although, its presence does not mean that the virus is active or infectious, we cannot
exclude the hypothesis that this virus can also be present in the fish flesh that can be consumed raw
or undercooked in several meals, possessing a potential risk to human health. Noroviruses are the
leading cause of viral gastroenteritis worldwide, and are estimated to cause 677 million cases and ~
210,000 human deaths every year [45].

Furthermore, the detection of NoV genomes in these fish samples can indicate that the water was
contaminated with human feces, probably due to sewage pollution, or that fish were contaminated
during handling, processing, or preparation. While the small size of the sequence under study limits
the breath of observations drawn from its analysis, its place in a phylogenetic tree revealed that it
branched with a group containing essentially recombinant strains of NoV GII.4 (Figure 5b) which
caused six food-related outbreaks since 1995 [46]. In particular, the NoV sequence identified in this
study is closely related to the recombinant GII.P16/GII.4 Sydney 2012. Interestingly, in the last decades,
the GIL.4 variant dominated NoV infections, being responsible for 60-80% of all NoV outbreaks.
Therefore, in the last years, we observed the emergence of a novel GII.4 recombinant virus responsible
for several outbreaks worldwide [45,46] that retained the Sydney 2012 capsid-coding sequence but
acquired a new structural region (GII.P16/GIL4 Sydney 2012) [45,46].

Picornaviruses such as rhinoviruses, or other small non-enveloped viruses with RNA genomes
such as noroviruses (Caliciviridae), have a compact capsid structure that has been selected to allow them
to withstand a long-stand preservation in harsh environments [3]. A closer analysis of the rhinovirus
sequence amplified from a sample of gilthead seabream skin from Peniche showed that this viral
sequence branched separately from Rhinovirus B and C (Figure 5a). It formed a cluster mainly with
Rhinovirus A serotypes 54 and 98, being phylogenetically close to rhinovirus sequences identified
from stools in African children with diarrhea [47]. Although often ignored, human rhinoviruses are
the most frequent causes of respiratory tract infections with severe disease manifestations in patients
suffering from bronchiolitis and asthma [48].

Highly abundant viral sequences associated with the fish species studied were assigned to
bacteriophage families, which are known as the most abundant viruses in the biosphere, occurring in
large numbers in freshwater, soil, sewage, and marine environments [4]. Their presence in the
environment suggests that they play an important role in the ecology and evolution of diverse
ecosystems [5]. In particular, several bacteriophages from freshwater and marine ecosystems seem to
play important roles not only in the equilibrium of the ecosystems as predators of bacteria, but also in
a broad range of ecological processes such as carbon cycle [5,6].

The genomes of myoviruses, podoviruses, and shipoviruses were identified as the most widespread
viral sequences found among the samples analyzed during this study. As expected, they were frequently
associated with exterior organs (the skin), or tissues that were exposed to the external environment
(the gills). Surprisingly, our data also suggest their presence in the liver. Considering that internal
and external portions of the livers were used, it is likely that the majority of bacteriophage sequences
detected in our samples would correspond to viruses found on the liver surface, in the abdominal cavity.
Gut microbiota consists of a plethora of microorganisms including bacteria, fungi, and archaea, and a
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myriad of viruses including bacteriophages and others infecting eukaryotic cells. Bacteriophages have
been found in humans and other animal, inhabiting the oral, gastrointestinal and respiratory tracts,
in the urine and blood, the latter being considered an sterile environment in heathy individuals [49,50].
Moreover, the liver is an important component of the reticuloendothelial system [51], being one
of the organs that filter a variety of foreign elements that are in circulation, including phages [51],
being identified as one of the sites with the highest phage accumulation [30,31,52].

It has previously been shown that species of fish forming large and dense groups are characterized
by high-level contact rates and exhibit higher viral diversity compared to their more solitary
counterparts [3,53-55]. This hypothesis supports classic epidemiological theories thatlarger populations
with higher contact rates have an increased likelihood of acquiring, and transmitting, viruses [56,57].
Interestingly, in our study, this only seems valid for the specimens caught in the region of Peniche since
Atlantic horse mackerels and gilthead seabreams from Algarve fisheries do not reveal this pattern.
These differences in the distribution of the viral families between the two fish populations could be due
to sampling bias, differences in water temperature (around to 5 °C to 10 °C lower in Peniche than in the
Algarve), anthropogenic factors, and recycled water management systems [57]. Thus, this hypothesis
requires further studies to be investigated. Taking this into account, our data regarding the virome
associated with liver and gills suggests that the most solitary fishes studied, the gilthead seabream from
Peniche, houses the smallest viral diversity. On the other hand, Atlantic horse mackerel from the same
region, a densely shoaling fish, held the greatest number of viral families across the studied organs.
For this analysis, the skin tissue was not considered since it is an external contact organ more propitious
to environmental and handling contaminations. Additionally, as expected, farmed gilthead seabream
had the lower viral diversity, indicating more uniform rearing conditions [58]. Therefore, these results
support, to some extent, the concept that more frequent intra-host contacts could increase viral
diversification and spread. However, a broader comparison of more fish species is essential to
understand how population density may influence virus diversity, abundance, and evolution [3].

Although this study focused on only two fish species commonly consumed in Europe,
a characterization of their virome in different environments was made for the first time. Since the species
analyzed were bought at fisheries, it is possible that we missed viruses with low abundance and gained
other viruses (including phages) due to sample processing, manipulation, external contamination,
and bacterial growth during fish transportation. Our findings support that fish harbor a very
large number of viruses and that viral metagenomics is a useful tool to exhaustively characterize
their viral-associated diversity. Indeed, metagenomic analysis has become a precious tool for the
characterization of viral composition and diversity in environmental samples. However, the procedures
used for sample collection, sequencing preparation and bioinformatic analyses may induce biases
in estimating viral diversity [14]. Nevertheless, our knowledge, regarding the diversity of
viruses in fish, has increased greatly with the development of metagenomic approaches [14].
Moreover, these approaches would be a valuable asset if used to understand the viral diversity
and putative viral pathogens in aquaculture settings, since such information may directly impact on
the biosafety of aquaculture systems [59]. Finally, the data presented here show that fish commonly
sold in the markets, many of which may be consumed raw or undercooked, harbor a wide range of
viral genomes, much of them, unclassified. This fact does not mean that the identified viruses are
infectious or pathogenic, nor does it indicate their degree of virulence. However, we cannot exclude
that at least some of these viruses can pose a potential risk to human health, being some of them human
viral pathogens of interest regarding food safety.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at http://www.mdpi.com/2304-8158/9/11/1634/s1,
Figure S1: Maximum Likelihood phylogenetics trees of each fish pathogenic viral family identified in this study,
Figure S2: Maximum Likelihood phylogenetics trees of each human pathogenic viral family identified in this study,
Table S1: Accession numbers of sequences used for phylogenetic analysis, including the sequences obtained in this
study (*) and those downloaded from GenBank, Table S2: Accession numbers of sequences used for phylogenetic
analysis (family analysis), including the sequences obtained in this study (*) and those downloaded from GenBank.


http://www.mdpi.com/2304-8158/9/11/1634/s1

Foods 2020, 9, 1634 16 of 18

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, A.E-S., R.P, M.T.B.C.,, and M.N.; methodology, A.ES., R.P, SM.-P,
S.B.-M., and M.N.; formal analysis, A.F.-S. and M.N.; investigation, A.F.-S. and M.N,; validation, A.E-S., SM.-P,,
S.B.-M., and M.N.; writing—original draft preparation, A.E-S.; writing—review and editing, A.F-S., R.P,
S.MM.-P, S.B.-M., M.T.B.C., M.N; supervision, M.T.B.C. and M.N.; project administration, M.T.B.C. and M.N.;
funding acquisition, M.T.B.C. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: Funding from INTERFACE Program, through the Innovation, Technology and Circular Economy Fund
(FITEC) (CIT/2018/15), and MultiBiorefinery project (POCI-01-0145-FEDER-016403) is gratefully acknowledged.

Acknowledgments: The authors would like to acknowledge the iNOVA4Health—UID/Multi/04462/2013 program,
and Andreia Silva to FCT for the doctoral fellowship (PD/BD/128363/2017).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

FAO. The State of World Fisheries and Aquaculture 2020. State World Fish. Aquac. 2020, 60-61. [CrossRef]
. Kibenge, ES.B. Emerging viruses in aquaculture. Curr. Opin. Virol. 2019, 34, 97-103. [CrossRef]

3.  Geoghegan, ].L.; Di Giallonardo, F.; Cousins, K.; Shi, M.; Williamson, J.E.; Holmes, E.C. Hidden diversity and
evolution of viruses in market fish. Virus Evol. 2018, 4, 1-11. [CrossRef]

4. Chow, C.-E.T;; Suttle, C.A. Biogeography of Viruses in the Sea. Annu. Rev. Virol. 2015, 2, 41-66. [CrossRef]

5. Suttle, C.A. Marine viruses—Major players in the global ecosystem. Nat. Rev. Microbiol. 2007, 5, 801-812.
[CrossRef]

6.  Weitz, ].S.; Wilhelm, S.W. Ocean viruses and their effects on microbial communities and biogeochemical
cycles. F1000 Biol. Rep. 2012, 4, 2-9. [CrossRef]

7. Shi, M.; Lin, X.-D.; Chen, X,; Tian, J.-H.; Chen, L.-J.; Li, K.; Wang, W.; Eden, J.-S.; Shen, J.-].; Liu, L.; et al.
The evolutionary history of vertebrate RNA viruses. Nature 2018, 556, 197-202. [CrossRef]

8. Dill, J.A,; Camus, A.C.; Leary, ] H.; Di Giallonardo, F.; Holmes, E.C.; Ng, T.EF. Distinct Viral Lineages
from Fish and Amphibians Reveal the Complex Evolutionary History of Hepadnaviruses. J. Virol. 2016,
90, 7920-7933. [CrossRef]

9.  National Outbreak Reporting System (NORS). Available online: https://wwwn.cdc.gov/norsdashboard/
(accessed on 20 September 2020).

10. Nkili-Meyong, A.A.; Bigarré, L.; Labouba, I.; Vallaeys, T.; Avarre, J.-C.; Berthet, N. Contribution of
Next-Generation Sequencing to Aquatic and Fish Virology. Intervirology 2017, 59, 285-300. [CrossRef]

11.  Geoghegan, ].L.; Pirotta, V.; Harvey, E.; Smith, A.; Buchmann, J.P.; Ostrowski, M.; Eden, ].S.; Harcourt, R.;
Holmes, E.C. Virological sampling of inaccessible wildlife with drones. Viruses 2018, 10, 300. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

12.  Shi, M.; Zhang, Y.Z.; Holmes, E.C. Meta-transcriptomics and the evolutionary biology of RNA viruses.
Virus Res. 2018, 243, 83-90. [CrossRef]

13. Crane, M.; Hyatt, A. Viruses of fish: An overview of significant pathogens. Viruses 2011, 3, 2025-2046.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Hwang, J.; Park, S.Y.; Park, M; Lee, S.; Lee, T.K. Seasonal dynamics and metagenomic characterization of
marine viruses in Goseong Bay, Korea. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, e0169841. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15.  Kurath, G.; Winton, J. Complex dynamics at the interface between wild and domestic viruses of finfish.
Curr. Opin. Virol. 2011, 1, 73-80. [CrossRef]

16. Republica Portuguesa. Available online: https://www.portugal.gov.pt/pt/gc21/governo/programa/
programa-nacional-para-a-coesao-territorial-/ficheiros-coesao-territorial/programa-nacional-para-a-
coesao-territorial-o-interior-em-numeros-territorio-pdf.aspx (accessed on 23 September 2020).

17.  Deutscher Wetterdienst (DWD), Sea Surface Temperature. Available online: https://www.dwd.de/EN/
ourservices/rccem/int/reccem_int_sst.html (accessed on 23 September 2020).

18. Fernandez-Cassi, X.; Rusifiol, M.; Martinez-Puchol, S. Viral Concentration and Amplification from Human
Serum Samples Prior to Application of Next-Generation Sequencing Analysis. In The Human Virome:
Methods and Protocols; Moya, A., Pérez Brocal, V., Eds.; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2018; pp. 173-188.
ISBN 978-1-4939-8682-8.

19. Wang, D.; Urisman, A.; Liu, Y.T; Springer, M.; Ksiazek, T.G.; Erdman, D.D.; Mardis, E.R.; Hickenbotham, M.;
Magrini, V.; Eldred, J.; et al. Viral discovery and sequence recovery using DNA microarrays. PLoS Biol. 2003,
1, e2. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.4060/ca9229en
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2018.12.008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ve/vey031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-virology-031413-085540
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro1750
http://dx.doi.org/10.3410/B4-17
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0012-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00832-16
https://wwwn.cdc.gov/norsdashboard/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000477808
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/v10060300
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29865228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.virusres.2017.10.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/v3112025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22163333
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0169841
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28122030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2011.05.010
https://www.portugal.gov.pt/pt/gc21/governo/programa/programa-nacional-para-a-coesao-territorial-/ficheiros-coesao-territorial/programa-nacional-para-a-coesao-territorial-o-interior-em-numeros-territorio-pdf.aspx
https://www.portugal.gov.pt/pt/gc21/governo/programa/programa-nacional-para-a-coesao-territorial-/ficheiros-coesao-territorial/programa-nacional-para-a-coesao-territorial-o-interior-em-numeros-territorio-pdf.aspx
https://www.portugal.gov.pt/pt/gc21/governo/programa/programa-nacional-para-a-coesao-territorial-/ficheiros-coesao-territorial/programa-nacional-para-a-coesao-territorial-o-interior-em-numeros-territorio-pdf.aspx
https://www.dwd.de/EN/ourservices/rcccm/int/rcccm_int_sst.html
https://www.dwd.de/EN/ourservices/rcccm/int/rcccm_int_sst.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.0000002

Foods 2020, 9, 1634 17 of 18

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

Briese, T.; Kapoor, A.; Mishra, N.; Jain, K.; Kumar, A ; Jabado, O.].; Ian Lipkina, W. Virome capture sequencing
enables sensitive viral diagnosis and comprehensive virome analysis. MBio 2015, 6, e01491-15. [CrossRef]
Vilsker, M.; Moosa, Y.; Nooij, S.; Fonseca, V.; Ghysens, Y.; Dumon, K.; Pauwels, R.; Alcantara, L.C.; Vanden
Eynden, E.; Vandamme, A.M.; et al. Genome Detective: An automated system for virus identification from
high-throughput sequencing data. Bioinformatics 2019, 35, 871-873. [CrossRef]

Bolger, A.M.; Lohse, M.; Usadel, B. Trimmomatic: A flexible trimmer for Illumina sequence data. Bioinformatics
2014, 30, 2114-2120. [CrossRef]

Nurk, S.; Meleshko, D.; Korobeynikov, A.; Pevzner, P.A. MetaSPAdes: A new versatile metagenomic
assembler. Genome Res. 2017, 27, 824-834. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Katoh, K.; Standley, D.M. MAFFT Multiple Sequence Alignment Software Version 7: Improvements in
Performance and Usability. Mol. Biol. Evol. 2013, 30, 772-780. [CrossRef]

Castresana, J. Selection of conserved blocks from multiple alignments for their use in phylogenetic analysis.
Mol. Biol. Evol. 2000, 17, 540-552. [CrossRef]

Trifinopoulos, J.; Nguyen, L.-T.; von Haeseler, A.; Quang Minh, B. W-IQ-TREE: A fast online phylogenetic
tool for maximum likelihood analysis. Nucleic Acids Res. 2016, 44, W232-W235. [CrossRef]

Kumar, S.; Stecher, G.; Li, M.; Knyaz, C.; Tamura, K. MEGA X: Molecular Evolutionary Genetics Analysis
across Computing Platforms. Mol. Biol. Evol. 2018, 35, 1547-1549. [CrossRef]

Benson, D.A.; Karsch-Mizrachi, I.; Lipman, D.J.; Ostell, J.; Sayers, E.W. GenBank. Nucleic Acids Res. 2009,
37,26-31. [CrossRef]

Sayers, E.W,; Barrett, T.; Benson, D.A.; Bryant, S.H.; Canese, K.; Chetvernin, V.; Church, D.M.; Dicuccio, M.;
Edgar, R.; Federhen, S.; et al. Database resources of the National Center for Biotechnology Information.
Nucleic Acids Res. 2009, 37, 5-15. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Uhr, J.W,; Weissman, G. Intracellular distribution and degradation of bacteriophage in mammalian tissues.
J. Immunol. 1965, 94, 544-550.

Trigo, G.; Martins, T.G.; Fraga, A.G.; Longatto-Filho, A.; Castro, A.G.; Azeredo, J.; Pedrosa, ]. Phage Therapy
Is Effective against Infection by Mycobacterium ulcerans in a Murine Footpad Model. PLoS Negl. Trop. Dis.
2013, 7, €2183. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Yin, Y.; Fischer, D. Identification and investigation of ORFans in the viral world. BMC Genom. 2008, 9, 24.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Chu, D.K.W.,; Leung, C.Y.H.; Perera, HK K.; Ng, E.M.; Gilbert, M.; Joyner, PH.; Grioni, A.; Ades, G.; Guan, Y.;
Peiris, ].5.M.; et al. A Novel Group of Avian Astroviruses in Wild Aquatic Birds. J. Virol. 2012, 86, 13772-13778.
[CrossRef]

Rivera, R.; Nollens, H.H.; Venn-Watson, S.; Gulland, EM.D.; Wellehan, J.EX. Characterization of
phylogenetically diverse astroviruses of marine mammals. ]. Gen. Virol. 2010, 91, 166-173. [CrossRef]
Sahul Hameed, A.S.; Ninawe, A.S.; Nakai, T.; Chi, S.C.; Johnson, K.L. ICTV virus taxonomy profile:
Nodaviridae. J. Gen. Virol. 2019, 100, 3—4. [CrossRef]

Toffan, A.; Pascoli, E; Pretto, T.; Panzarin, V.; Abbadi, M.; Buratin, A.; Quartesan, R.; Gijon, D.; Padros, F. Viral
nervous necrosis in gilthead sea bream (Sparus aurata) caused by reassortant betanodavirus RGNNV/SJNNV:
An emerging threat for Mediterranean aquaculture. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 46755. [CrossRef]

Berzak, R.; Scheinin, A.; Davidovich, N.; Regev, Y; Diga, R.; Tchernov, D.; Morick, D. Prevalence of nervous
necrosis virus (NNV) and Streptococcus species in wild marine fish and crustaceans from the Levantine Basin,
Mediterranean Sea. Dis. Aquat. Organ. 2019, 133, 7-17. [CrossRef]

Giacopello, C.; Foti, M.; Bottari, T.; Fisichella, V.; Barbera, G. Detection of viral encephalopathy and retinopathy
virus (VERV) in wild marine fish species of the South Tyrrhenian Sea (Central Mediterranean). J. Fish Dis.
2013, 36, 819-821. [CrossRef]

Luna, G.M,; Corinaldesi, C.; Dell’Anno, A.; Pusceddu, A.; Danovaro, R. Impact of aquaculture on benthic
virus-prokaryote interactions in the Mediterranean Sea. Water Res. 2013, 47, 1156-1168. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Ho, K.L.; Gabrielsen, M.; Beh, P.L.; Kueh, C.L.; Thong, Q.X.; Streetley, J.; Tan, W.S.; Bhella, D. Structure of the
Macrobrachium rosenbergii nodavirus: A new genus within the Nodaviridae? PLoS Biol. 2018, 16, €3000038.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Isshiki, T.; Nagano, T.; Suzuki, S. Infectivity of aquabirnavirus strains to various marine fish species.
Dis. Aquat. Organ. 2001, 46, 109-114. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/mBio.01491-15
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/bty695
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gr.213959.116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28298430
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/mst010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/oxfordjournals.molbev.a026334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkw256
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msy096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkn723
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkn741
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18940862
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pntd.0002183
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23638204
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-9-24
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18205946
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02105-12
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/vir.0.015222-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/jgv.0.001170
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep46755
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/dao03339
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/jfd.12095
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.watres.2012.11.036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23276430
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pbio.3000038
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30346944
http://dx.doi.org/10.3354/dao046109

Foods 2020, 9, 1634 18 of 18

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

Hirayama, T.; Nagano, I.; Shinmoto, H.; Yagyu, K.I.; Oshima, S.I. Isolation and characterization of virulent
yellowtail ascites virus. Microbiol. Immunol. 2007, 51, 397-406. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Manriquez, R.A.; Vera, T.; Villalba, M.V.; Mancilla, A.; Vakharia, V.N.; Yafiez, A.].; Carcamo, J.G. Molecular
characterization of infectious pancreatic necrosis virus strains isolated from the three types of salmonids
farmed in Chile. Virol. J. 2017, 14, 1-16. [CrossRef]

Mutoloki, S.; Evensen, . Sequence similarities of the capsid gene of Chilean and European isolates of
infectious pancreatic necrosis virus point towards a common origin. |. Gen. Virol. 2011, 92, 1721-1726.
[CrossRef]

Lun, ].H.; Hewitt, J.; Yan, G.J.H.; Tuipulotu, D.E.; Rawlinson, W.D.; White, P.A. Recombinant GII.P16/GII.4
sydney 2012 was the dominant norovirus identified in Australia and New Zealand in 2017. Viruses 2018,
10, 548. [CrossRef]

Ruis, C.; Roy, S.; Brown, J.R.; Allen, D.J.; Goldstein, R.A ; Breuer, ]. The emerging GII.P16-GIL.4 Sydney 2012
norovirus lineage is circulating worldwide, arose by late-2014 and contains polymerase changes that may
increase virus transmission. PLoS ONE 2017, 12, €0179572. [CrossRef]

Ramesh, A.; Nakielny, S.; Hsu, J.; Kyohere, M.; Byaruhanga, O.; de Bourcy, C.; Egger, R.; Dimitrov, B.;
Juan, Y.-F; Sheu, J.; et al. Etiology of fever in Ugandan children: Identification of microbial pathogens using
metagenomic next-generation sequencing and IDseq, a platform for unbiased metagenomic analysis. bioRxiv
2018, 385005. [CrossRef]

McIntyre, C.L.; Knowles, N.J.; Simmonds, P. Proposals for the classification of human rhinovirus species A, B
and C into genotypically assigned types. J. Gen. Virol. 2013, 94, 1791-1806. [CrossRef]

Abeles, S.R.; Pride, D.T. Molecular bases and role of viruses in the human microbiome. J. Mol. Biol. 2014,
426, 3892-3906. [CrossRef]

Lusiak-Szelachowska, M.; Weber-Dabrowska, B.; Joriczyk-Matysiak, E.; Wojciechowska, R.; Gorski, A.
Bacteriophages in the gastrointestinal tract and their implications. Gut Pathog. 2017, 9, 1-5. [CrossRef]
Dabrowska, K. Phage therapy: What factors shape phage pharmacokinetics and bioavailability?
Systematic and critical review. Med. Res. Rev. 2019, 39, 2000-2025. [CrossRef]

Geier, M.R; Trigg, M.E.; Merril, C.R. Fate of bacteriophage lambda in Non-immune germ-free mice. Nature
1973, 246, 221-223. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ezenwa, V.O,; Price, S.A.; Altizer, S.; Vitone, N.D.; Cook, K.C. Host traits and parasite species richness in
even and odd-toed hoofed mammals, Artiodactyla and Perissodactyla. Oikos 2006, 115, 526-536. [CrossRef]
Lindenfors, P.; Nunn, C.L.; Jones, K.E.; Cunningham, A.A.; Sechrest, W.; Gittleman, J.L. Parasite species
richness in carnivores: Effects of host body mass, latitude, geographical range and population density.
Glob. Ecol. Biogeogr. 2007, 16, 496-509. [CrossRef]

Webber, Q.M.R.; Fletcher, Q.E.; Willis, C.K.R. Viral Richness is Positively Related to Group Size, but Not
Mating System, in Bats. EcoHealth 2017, 14, 652-661. [CrossRef]

May, RM.; Anderson, R.M. Population biology of infectious diseases: Part II. Nature 1979, 280, 455-461.
[CrossRef]

Munang’andu, H.M. Environmental viral metagenomics analyses in aquaculture: Applications in
epidemiology and disease control. Front. Microbiol. 2016, 7, 1986. [CrossRef]

Uren Webster, T.M.; Consuegra, S.; Hitchings, M.; Garcia de Leaniz, C. Interpopulation Variation in the
Atlantic Salmon Microbiome Reflects Environmental and Genetic Diversity. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 2018,
84, €00691-18. [CrossRef]

Alavandi, S.V.; Poornima, M. Viral metagenomics: A tool for virus discovery and diversity in aquaculture.
Indian |. Virol. 2012, 23, 88-98. [CrossRef]

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional
affiliations.

@ © 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1348-0421.2007.tb03927.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17446679
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12985-017-0684-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/vir.0.030270-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/v10100548
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0179572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/385005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/vir.0.053686-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2014.07.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13099-017-0196-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/med.21572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/246221a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4586796
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.2006.0030-1299.15186.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1466-8238.2006.00301.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10393-017-1276-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/280455a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmicb.2016.01986
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00691-18
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13337-012-0075-2
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Fish Sample Collection and Nucleic Acids Extraction 
	Library Preparation and Sequencing 
	Bioinformatic Pipeline 
	Dataset Compilation and Phylogenetic Analysis 

	Results 
	Viral Sequences Diversity 
	Viral Sequences Diversity—Global Results 
	Atlantic Horse Mackerel and Gilthead Seabream Viral Sequence Diversity 
	Viral Sequence Diversity: Fisheries vs. Aquaculture 

	Phylogenetic Relationships of Relevant Viral Pathogenic Families 

	Discussion 
	References

