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Background: Recently, genotypic identification of an-
aerobes is emerging as an alternative to the pheno-
typic method. In this study, we evaluated the per-
formance of Vitek 2, APl 20A and 16s rRNA gene
sequencing for the identification of anaerobic bac-
teria.

Methods: A total of 35 anaerobe reference strains
were identified using Vitek 2, APl 20A and 16s rRNA
gene sequencing. We evaluated the performance of
three methods on the basis of the accurate identi-
fication rates.

Results: The Vitek 2, APl 20A and 16s rRNA gene
sequencing identified 54.3, 15.4, and 94.3% of test
strains correctly at the species level and identified
77.1, 42.3, and 100% at the genus level, respectively.
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Results of the McNemar's test showed that there was
a significant difference between each of the three
identification methods in species level identification
(P value<0.05).

Conclusion: 16s rRNA gene sequencing showed bet-
ter performance than Vitek 2 or APl 20A for anaero-
bic bacteria. Considering its excellent performance,
16s rRNA gene sequencing may be useful for accu-
rate identification of anaerobic bacteria that cannot
be correctly identified by phenotypic methods. (Ann
Clin Microbiol 2015;18:20-26)
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MATERIALS AND METHODS
1. CHA

S e 3550 FALA TFEFFE WAL R Vitek 2, API
20A, 16S rRNA F42} 371494 £ 9] 3714 W& o] &
slo] 42 FA-S AlPslith(Table 1).

2. Y

1) #F2| HiQF: Luria-Bertani (LB) blood agar plate HJA]
(BD Diagnostic Systems, Sparks, MD, USA)el] td++E A
%38t % Quick anaero-system (DAS Tech, Gwangju, Korea)
[19]& o] &3lo] 35-37°CollA] 48417 53F F-4HAA] 74014
kst sict.

2) API 20AS AIE510{ @ S8: ¥ 55E 3.0 McFarland
gl S S AP kite] BAGE 7256 BEY F
HABA B 3TC FALA BAIA leelslet. vkl
sgd 3 vehd Wb AlzAY] A A ARl wet 7] 53819
t}. 547 3= apiweb (https:/apiweb.biomerieux.com)ol] F <
g & 7153 ke AdE dEste] delssich

3) Vitek 2 systemS AI23510] & SH: wjokgt FF5 0.45%
Ag]Aledgo]] slekslo] 3.0 McFarland®] %ol 23 & An-
aerobe and Corynebacterium Identification Card (ANC) (bio-
Mérieux, Marcy-I'Etoile, France)oll F943}o] Vitek 2 #H]ol| 4]
24X 752k wjekslie). A= Vitek 2 ANC system software
= Adete] Ager A

4) 16S IRNA 7HX AAJIMY BABORE 7 SH: AT
ZHE] DNAE 33 % 27F (5-AGAGTTTGATCMTGGCT
CAG-3"9} 1492R (5'-GGTTACCTTGTTACGACTT-3")E Al%:
A& A-gste] 16s IRNA +47-5 PCRE SFHAF . PCR
Az AccuPrepj?;PCR Purification Kit (Bioneer, Daejeon, Korea)

& A3t AAISta, pGEM-T Easy vector (Promega Corp.,
Madison, WI, USA)S o]-8&}o] ligations}3th. Ligation Z¢t
&5 Escherichia coli DHS @ ARSI ol E=)s}o] uljokst
Azet FEm|E DNAS FF3to] A7|A9EAe 32
Z Agste) d7|A G542 Big Dye Terminator Cycle Se-
quencing kit (Applied Biosystems, FosterCity, CA, USA)$} ABI
PRISM 310 genetic analyzerE AR&sto] F3lslg o AJabx|
+ ChDC-GEM-F (5-TTC CCA GTC ACG ACG TTG TAA
AA-3Y), Seq-F1 (5-CCT ACG GGA GGC AGC AG-3'), Seq-R2
(5'-GAC TAC CAG GGT ATC TAA TCC-3'), ChDC-GEM-R
(5-GTG TGG AAT TGT GAG CGG ATA AC-3")E o| &3}
t}. ¢lofAl 917144 dlo]ElE GenBankoll 4% dlo]E{} H|
12317] $13ll NCBI BLAST (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/blast)E-
AH-g-3l9iet.
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EE 793 549 Ak 9o #Eow Ue o 2 4%
b A ool whel kel kA A8 5 (1) FAEoA
Aeks] A9 o, 2) $5FolA A 49 o, 3) A
7 U] AU REgo] lofA] B8l gt o, (4) T &
o] ZE|Al A= o o shtE 7153dct. S84 59
< BARE 2F oo o] sk Wl 2 F A3 Fol

A% THE Sool] S 27) o] o] gk A5 £
49] $o] BARG Aow Sl

165 TRNA §317F 91714190 4] B A9he bt 2
o] 73t (1) 971499 A5A (similarity score)©] 99%
olgolmA B FE3} AN w, FFEA Bkell
SAE AR 715390t (2) 4714 L9 540l 99% wIR
oA 97% o142l A% &5EAA FHH Ao AFelg
ok zela (3) 714 FEdel 97%kEet Y Af- 54
o] £ Ao & 7] 5389 th(incorrect identification). (4) &
o] AAFIA Sk 73 Folke E4el ol Ao = 715 elsirHno
identification).

6) SH £AM: Vitek 2, API 20A, 12|31 16S rRNA 42F
A7 B oz oojdl EAE Ao} EAMeR &
oJgkx] #elstr] 9@l SPSS version 18.0.0 (SPSS Inc.,
Chicago, IL, USA)& AH&3l0] McNemar's testE A 3s}ic).
37HA A e R SAE ARE T3 S5dellA Bes
ERHNEA R u] PRl 27 7| E% & AR wE
AP o g Hisle] FAIEAE sk P valueZt 0.050]3}
U A3, BAMCE F Rolrk = Ao Mgkt

RESULTS
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Table 1. The results of identification using API 20A, Vitek 2 and 16S rRNA sequencing of 35 anaerobic reference strains

Strain Species Vitek 2 API 20A 16S rRNA gene sequencing
ATCC 33384 Aggregatibacter Fusobacterium A. viscosus A. actinomycetemcomitans
actinomycetemcomitans mortiferum

ATCC 35568 Actinomyces meyeri A. meyeri A. meyerii/odontolyticus A. meyeri
CCUG 35333 Actinomyces naeslundii A. naeslundii Bifidobacterium spp. Actinomyces spp.
ATCC 17929 Actinomyces odontolyticus ~ A. meyeri A. meyeri/odontolyticus A. odontolyticus
ATCC 15987 Actinomyces viscosus A. meyeri Bifidobacterium spp., Actinomyces spp.

Actinomyces israelii
ATCC 25285 Bacteroides fragilis B. fragilis Bacteroides distasonis, B. fragilis

P. melaninogenica/oralis,

Bifidobacterium spp.,

Clostridium clostridioforme
KBN06P00386 Bacteroides fragilis B. fragilis NT B. fragilis
KBN06P00387 Bacteroides fragilis B. fragilis NT B. fragilis
KBNO6P00388  Bacteroides fragilis B. fragilis NT B. fragilis
KBN06P00389 Bacteroides fragilis B. fragilis NT B. fragilis
KBN06P00390 Bacteroides fragilis B. fragilis NT B. fragilis
ATCC 8482 Bacteroides vulgatus B. vulgatus Bifidobacterium spp. B. vulgatus
ATCC 13124 Clostridium perfiingens C. perfringens C. perfringens C. perfringens
ATCC 12464 Clostridium septicum C. septicum Clostridium beijerinckii/butyricum C. septicum
ATCC 3584 Clostridium sporogenes C. sporogenes C. botulinum/sporogenes, C. sporogenes

Clostridium bifermentans
ATCC 8486 Eubacterium limosum E. limosum E. limosum, P. acnes E. limosum
ATCC 33693 Fusobacterium periodonticum Fusobacterium varium, F. necrophorum/nucleatum, F. periodonticum

Fusobacterium nucleatum  Porphyromonas asaccharolytica

ATCC 25286 Fusobacterium necrophorum F. necrophorum P. asaccharolytica, F. necrophorum

F. necrophorum/nucleatum
ATCC 25599 Lactobacillus paracasei Lactobacillus gasseri Bifidobacterium spp., L. paracasei

A. israelii
CCUG 51858 Peptostreptococcus stomatis  No identification NT P. stomatis
ATCC 33277 Porphyromonas gingivalis ~ No identification NT P. gingivalis
ATCC 29303 Prevotella bivia P. bivia P. bivia P. bivia
ATCC 19188 Prevotella brevis No identification Propionobacterium propionicus/ P. brevis

avidum, A. israelii, B. vulgatus,

Bacteroides ovatus/thetaiotaomicron,

Bacteroides stercoris/eggerthii
ATCC 33574 Prevotella buccae P. buccae Bacteroides uniformis P. buccae
ATCC 25611 Prevotella intermedia No identification NT P. intermedia
1109/ChDC KB53 Prevotella intermedia P. bivia, Prevotella disiens, P. asaccharolytica, P. intermedia

P. melaninogenica F. necrophorum/nucleatum

ATCC 15930 Prevotella loescheii No identification P. melaninogenica/oralis, P. loescheii

B. vulgatus
ATCC 25845 Prevotella melaninogenica ~ No identification P. intermedia/disiens P. melaninogenica
ATCC 43324 Prevotella oulorum P. melaninogenica P. melaninogenica/oralis P. oulorum
ATCC 19189 Prevotella ruminicola No identification P. intermedia/disiens P. ruminicola
ATCC 6919 Propionibacterium acnes P. acnes P. acnes P. acnes
KBN06P00391 Propionibacterium acnes P. acnes NT P. acnes
1542/ChDC B715 Propionibacterium acnes P. acnes P. acnes P. acnes
ATCC 17745 Veillonella Parvula Veillonella spp. No identification V. parvula
1035/ChDC B273 Veillonella Parvula Veillonella spp. No identification V. parvula

Abbreviation: NT, not tested.



Gyun Cheol Park, et al. : Identification of Anaerobic Bacteria 23

Table 2. Performance of Vitek 2, API 20A and 16S rRNA gene sequencing in the identification of 35 anaerobic reference strain*

Vitek 2 API 20A 16S tRNA gene sequencing
Performance of identification
No % No % No %

Correct identification 19 (54.3) 4 (15.4) 33 (94.3)

at the species level
Correct identification 27 (77.1) 11 (42.3) 2 (100)

at the genus level
Incorrect identification 1 2.9) 13 (50.0) 0 (0.0)
No identification 7 (20.0) 2 7.7 0 (0.0)
Sum 35 (100) 26 (100) 35 (100)

*Comparison pairs showing statistically significant differences (P<0.05) by McNemar's test: VITEK 2 versus API 20A, VITEK 2 versus 16S
rRNA gene sequencing, and API 20A versus 16S rRNA gene sequencing at the genus and species level.

A A ALsIs Wl 74 58 ALd s ES A
313}, Vitek 2, API 20A, 16S rRNA 547} 371419 249
37 WMo E 3559 EFTFE 47 sAsE ul T
ol A 4 54.3%, 15.4%, 94.3%7F AebslA SH= e,
EFZo||AE 242 77.1%, 42.3%, 100%7} ALslA] 4=
t}. McNemar's test A3, T3 G577 B33 54 E
= HlZZE wl) 16S rRNA A2} 47149 AT} Vitek 2,
16S rRNA 5417} ¢37]149d BA% 3} API 20A, Vitek 2} API
20A FBHE Atololl o3t Atol7t AUAJTKP value<0.05).

DISCUSSION

$ele FALA ZFFF 355FF Vitek 2, API 20A, 16S
RNA §-47} 47149 244 3714 o2 54% 3 S
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2 ZgslA FAEAG st o= FFFellA 54.3%7F
AeslAl FAE & AEe} $73 Aol o]HA E A
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Al A=At Adoll ALE #F5 F databaseol] 3= A o
= TFo] T3] T (6%)RH Li G119 A7l = 86%7t
ST A A=A B ATl databasell
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ubg} ekt Zol7) ek Vitek 29] FEg FAHES 5
2 B53k Mory 59 A58 v|a2st9lS ull, Bacteroides fia-
gilis, Clostridium perfiingens?} E5T7HA 8|24 A EslA|
(90.5-100%) 53 = t}H5,7,8]. 2 ATl A] Vitek 2 A|2Y 73}
B. fiagilis 6579} C. perfringens 15+ 25 774 AEs1A|
AT o™, 1 2] databaseol] 3 75 F Actinomyces<r
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TollA ALE = 5 B. fiagilis 53} C. perfiingens7} XA
B Bl 30% ool 3 ot4,10] & cdrellA API 20A]
Aol A8 B. fragilis LF3} C. perfringensie 3511.5%)
ol ek AlATT 7 WY Summanen®] Z oA &
FTE7HA BEeA $8% vlEol B. fiagilis 153} Clostri-
dium&NA ZH2F 67%, 62%E AtHH o g =gkom 7} #&
N = 8%-58.5%E thFslivh4]. 479 AR TFE HAAR
H Kierzkowska®] 73}l A= B. fragilis 85, B. uniformis 15,
C. perfringens 157, P. acnes 53, P. bivia 35 59 Zol|A]
25 B4R EASUTHI0] X AT EFEAA 4
gelA 5AHE F5= C perfiingens 155, P. bivia 157, P.
acnes 25FE F 45K Table 1). o]#3lt AE-g EghalE
W] API 20A+= B. fiagilis 53} C. perfringensS} 7o) /34
o7 F9% FALA FFE vad A 5ASA|N database
o E3¥517) 7L} SRl AIBHEL S-S ekl S 7
F5e e Bl ofei) 27 24 Law Aoz ua)
t}. 22]3 databaseel] E3HH RF- FF= AAE O FEL
2 A Eoh 2% oS FERS Aelel 27h 1A
glol= g3k 50| olgivke Aol API 20A°] o ® &
Hrh10]. B AFolA 4 meyeri®l A. odontolyticus= API
20AR2 FAA| A3V} A meyerii/A. odontolyticusZ VFEFsE o]

C. sporogenes, F. necrophorum B P. intermediax= 2Y2+ C. bot-

ulinum/C. sporogene, F. necrophorum/F. nucleatum, P. inter-
media/P. disienss I3 20 o4e] FEo & AXE o]
olof] ddsl= ZAI}olt}. o] F A meyerii, C. sporogenes, F.
necrophorume 2 QoA Vitek 22 AN S w 55
A A&sHA 5AEY ™ A odontolyticusSt P. intermedia
+ ST SAREAY ol A" 54 FF= Vitek 20114 &
5 52 AesA| 578=A0E, API 20A0lA+= database®]
AE 7R m2kelA SR E A kot Vitek 271 API 20A
Hep S5E7HA9] $880] 12 Aoz A

2 adTollA] 16S rRNA 44+ 7141 AW A T
Foll Al 94.3% (33/35), EFollA] 100% (35/35)7}F 3=t
F9Y A A3} vladlS off Vitek 29F API 20A0l14] 57
gelAl A4 FEE2 A viscosusSt A. naeslundiis A28}
3L 16s rRNA 747k 471419 EA R ellA] 25 2tsiA 574
Q). A naestundii®t A. viscosuse Q71494 Hlo|E17} 99%
uuke] AR (77} 98.3%, 98.7%) % Ko EFFIIA A4
et

B AFAFE Sl A T SAel SlolA
16S rRNA 471 47149 EAHe] 3389 A Ed o
g&het A3E vebi o= g T2l F4ollA 168
RNA 47t 17149 Aol 8Y S8 v B
354 AE Kl oA Aot nls3t Zatelrh7,12,13,20].
E49 54 A2 daabaserh AoIA B2lE Aol
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B 7)ol e} A% b 44D} e % 9k, Clinical
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RNA 44 47149 $4E 22 AHES] $EE Mol
w, 9% FAPROZ FAUA ok FRF vlad At}
A Egelgich. o] 2 AE 2wl FHY FAPEOL 4
#g $Ao] o7} AZe YAT §AYS ML TEE
57 sk & 45 165 RNA F44 G714 2Ae] o
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