L

< b)) v 7 AZFE V=P —BiBEA T AERATR ARV BT

(MALDI-TOF MS) ZJtH L7z v ~HEHE R EICE T 5%

NH R
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~ b Yy 7 ALY —F WA A ACERATREE IR B0 HTiE (Matrix Assisted Laser
Desorption/Ionization Time of Flight Mass Spectrometry: MALDI-TOF MS) (&, #&Ed&
ICL—F— %W LA A v X2, 44 v ORITEE > SERE 0 &% 23 34
WiETH 2, R I NBEWE 3T L ickholIE e LTERI N, 2O K—v
I AARZ P IR EN S (X ]1-1), MALDI-TOF MS D453, v — % — WS I g5k
PEIC =1 Vv 72| LEEN2EEZR/NT L2 L THS, D MALDI-TOF MS o
Beffiid, 2002 fFIc 7 —~VE 2 ZE L WS- RoRE<H 5. [EKRES T OEEST
FED -0 OWiEEA & v {Lik ] &FIC L T 2 (Ohkusy, 2012; Tanaka et al., 1987), fEkoHE
BONETIEH, L—F BT X W TR L ERO TR EMICHIETE kd o,
—J7. MALDI-TOF MS T, L—%—%WINL THRiAED 4 4 b z{etEs 298 (= b
Uy 2 R) ERFEIRZZLICED, L—F—IC L 2WBRWEOMEL I E s, B8%
HIES 5 2 & AHFE L 7r - 72 (Komatsu, 2016), = F VU v 7 22, 25 F (HYF et al,,
1987)% 2"V & U v (Yoshida et al., 1988) Z 13 U@ & L 72k %4 rWE Ml S5, FTh,
1990 fERFILICEFE TNz a-v T /-4- Fu x4 4 EEE (a-Cyano-4-hydroxy-
cinnamic Acid) (X & W D W HETHWEBWE L 4 A v LE 22 2 L BATRETH D (Beavis et
al., 1992), =7 F FeMEMOHE IR D X< HVvLNZ [~ b ) v 7 2] L LTHIS
nTnz,

MALDI-TOF MS o £ffiid. MEFEEICHSH I TWw 5, MALDI-TOF MS % H\» 7z
M EEE T, MEES LB AR E v <28 (ZD5H 50~70%I13 ) RV —a ik

DEVANZE) DUFEICIVBONZWE AR —v i ST -2 X—RWMAHET L LT



P 1 % [F7E 3° % (Lay, 2001; Sekiguchi, 2015), #5f#HFEtk2> & MALDI-TOF MS i X Y #57-
W2 —iconT, BT =2 X=2ANP LR IEM L 7282 — v % b O EE 2%
HE . BEMER Iz 0B IN-FBELFREI NS (K1-2), HRTIX 2011 bt

b EIRIC BT B ERIRAEYIRE CRFEAEH S5 X 9127 Y (Ohkusu, 2012), JEFT
FER DM FEFRER TR E LT 2,

MEFEORIE X, I an = — DL S 7 LRGaROBIEICIHE O, HEiEh%
G THRBERMEZ TR 27k, BT 3 BOSRIER 7 & o B L E MR % 0+
LITIED—MRANCITDIN D X 517 - 72 (E2K, 1986), 1970~80 fEfRic PCRiEP Yy —27 =
VADEMDHFE I N T 613, BIEFNICEER FET 2 HESREL -, FRic, 16S
rRNA E R RAMNTIC X 2 B[R EE S — RIS W b 11T % (Clarridge, 2004), 16S
RNA BT REFMES L OHMEO ) A Y — 2% a— F T 238G 1T, SEEAMES L
ERNCIRE LT 3 b, A% & A T\ 2 (Hiraishi, 1995), 16S rRNA & {n 1R HAHT
Tt 2D 16SIRNA BTy —27 v A L, BEAIOMERE L lhiks 2 & & CHEEZ FE
T %, 16STRNA L TR 2179 C & T4 OMFEEZHE L CRIET 3 C L 23] fE
TH %05, —HOMEREIC DV TLBM QBRI BETe AL AR O R 72 &L 38
AERS KD 50 2 (CLSI, 2008), MALDI-TOF MS % v 7= Al Rl & 25 1%, Al 2 R 3 5
RYNRTEDOAR =Y pOEEERETE TS, CNETORTELIZEL B TETH S,
MALDI-TOF MS 7% fil\v 7=l R E 2 13, s N 0 SE 5 1 W] 2 B3 2 flfl 1 o [F] 32 1
1A A 72 A 2 LS O MBI B L T IAE D IERETE I 2 W T D FFili 235 V> (Benagli et
al., 2011; van Prehn et al., 2016), MALDI-TOF MS % Fij\» 7=l B[R 5E 55 1 & 5 [l &G 51
16S rRNA B{r 7R FMNT & SR Z R4 2 & 288G S N TH b (Marko et al,, 2012),

77 LGYER @ 90% LAk (Rychert et al., 2013), 77 L2MER O 90%FESE (Marko et al.,



2012) DMK % IEHEICHERRETH 5, F 72, ALEN A TR CRFEERETH - 72 Hik
IOV T % MALDI-TOF MS CTIEFRIEAFIRETH 572 2 & b IR{E T\ % (Bizzinietal.,
2011), —77. MALDI-TOF MS % Hl\» 7=l [F € %1 35> T b 16S rRNA &5 TR T
LRRRIC, —EB O MR IC 2w TZAAL AR PR GRS MIE TR & V> o 728 IR ER 23 20 22
IC72 % Z & HMER & LT 5 (Komatsu, 2016),

MALDI-TOF MS % F v 7= il [FlE i 1F, dul 2 OffifEx FiETH S5 2 LicD0nThHESL
Al E T B, S EERT L A T 72 [FE 2 AL AR PEIRGBR O AR SR & LT 2 28, fif
3 2 72 & I 72 HEE S B 72 2 b MR O B8 10 B9 2 IRFRET ASBURE AT > & 30 H 4
EWCH by, dEtEIC B CRIES R 55, 16S rRNA BHE T RGMTIC X 3 Jiki. M
@ DNA iR BE R, BARFEY D > — 7 = v R ICH IR e B i PRI s BE L 72 % & b
S HMHEE LTEIF 5N 35, MALDI-TOF MS % v 7= Ml Rl C4 B & 72 3 FEAR)
BEEE, Bihboan=—20 08 (1 10°#) OMEZEEIY ., HHO 7L — M
it~V vy 27 2% MALBDHTH 2%, MALDI-TOF MS #EERNCTHIE D & v o8 783 %
—VERBEBE LTHEL, ST — 2 _R— L WAT 2 CIcElT 21T 5 S G,
IyBERE I X B T ER AR OO IC X 3 EE i L ClIc E A FE T 5 C &
DABETH 0 . HEMR R Fifli M3k % 4B & L 72\ (Fenselau & Demirev, 2001; Holland et
al., 1996), t b [EETld, MALDI-TOF MS #H /- MiEEEZEZEA L EITXY,
SR AN DR R ICH 3 2 [l 2358 X /= 2 & < (Tanetal., 2012), fEFEEREICE LT
MNEEDHIR X 7= & & 3 T T B (Patel et al, 2017), %72, MALDI-TOF MS #%
w7 EREETEAERAPRE W o0 FHT2RERVETH LD, ZJv=vT
I FAENZ L BHMTH L, CN5DT & H 5, MALDI-TOF MS % v 7=l [R5 2

. TuE - B - iz S LCe FPEBTCIREIICACEAINRLT WS,



MALDI-TOF MS % v 7z i B A E 3 1T B EIR IC 5 W C O BAED b TE Y . BiYH
A O [F5E 12 o C b A T2 AR X LTy % (Pavlovic et al., 2015; Randall et al., 2015),
Kigz (B, B ¥ W0 BRoMBE S HERICO W Tid, 90%7FEEE A MALDI-TOF MS %
W7 MEFERIC X Y B CORENFIRE TS o 72 C & 23 T\ % (Randall et
al., 2015), —H T, AFEEFHVIHRY AT 23w nd e+ oFJFEME B X 0BREEH
KEEFLE LSBT -2 =22 AL TH 0., b OJFFEME-CERBEHIME & 1%
R 5 OEPIHIME IC DWW Tk, FERTE ZVAREES RS S b, FERIC,
HK D Aeromonas R, vV~ b, A/ AVE~OHEFEERER I TV S
Staphylococcus delphini DUTFFE 7 &, — B OB KA 1< 2 T i3 MALDI-TOF MS %
w7 FEECIEFEESRETH 2 2 & AIRE TN T 5 (Canver et al, 2019; Pérez-
Sancho et al., 2018),

v =ICE T EER I, BEREERoZHCHEZRICE W CGHREFE 2 45 L 3 55
B0% o, Bl 2, Salmonella J&E % Clostridioides difficile (2016 412 Clostridium difficile
DPOEADEERL o o7z,) 13, IBROERE & L THIS LT 5 (Diab et al., 2013; Murray,
1996), Fiic C difficile i< > W TIZHAENDO Y 7 7L v FEiERB I3\ C R RE RS
Fl23EE E N <TE Y (Niwa et al., 2013), HERELEHREZLIECTH %, Streptococcus equi
subsp. equi IZPHEDIFKE CTH 0 BEEED R <. HAREWN TIE H &SRS AP EHEE R
KOEEHC X VEHONR E o T2, MHERRTH 2 BIRPMFHRKIE Taylorella
equigenitalis 73K & 72 3 (Plattetal., 1977), 205 D 7 < ICBS 2 JEYYE D Bl & 2o
7=oicix, EfAMEEORES KD b b, 72, HEZEICE T, BRYEEARE %

Hul & U 72 IRFBHR BAER (R 2R, 2017) 0, Bl LAl S e SO RHRE L v o 72



PR EIEREFNCEB T 5 2 L 23% \», Streptococcus equi DHFETH 5 Streptococcus equi
subsp. zooepidemicus 13V < DRIFRICHIEST 2 L Eb T 225, IMFEHED MR DJFE K
& 379 5 % (Rasmussenetal, 2013), 7 < HKME D FIEICHTH MALDI-TOFMS %
W7 MEREEZEAT S 2 ic X b, s BEME o WRE R E I35 2 R 2EIR S h b
LFREANG, 2D Lic kb, BARGEYYEO BIRER . [MIREZRIC BT 3 R NHE o f
JE . PUEEE D FHAEIRAATRE & 70 0 | 2 Bl RE IR 72 & ONTIRIRGEIIC K 2 < Elk
TR EING, LL, ooy~ N AMlE X e + OREME & (32
75Tk Y, MALDI-TOF MS % i\ 7=l i[RI E £ 2 Al HEC & 2 2t 2 3 2 2223
Hb, VvDRIIERRE L L ONLMED 5> b, Burkholderia mallei  (5JH O J5 K
W) & Burkholderia pseudomallei (JASJE O JRAME) (Kargeretal., 2012) | S. equisubsp.
equi & S. equisubsp. zooepidemicus (Mani et al., 2017) 12D W CIBEICHRET 2 Th I, 21
FNECKECKDBAHETH 5 2 L ARENT WS, — /7, [AFSECEE L 42 2MlE %
Fbhe Lzg oy ~lRMEICOwTIX, REDEMEICOWTOFERITZ L v,
MALDI-TOF MS %M\ 7=l FEE O AR REEZ RG22 L id, 7= 0EERIC

BOWTATFEEZEMMLT 2 LTHEERTHL LEZ LN,

¥ 7. MALDI-TOF MS % f\w 7= fl @ FEE <lid. fHHAE O HiVicAb e CHlE O 1FH %
BT 52 THADT — X R—2Z2HEL, BT -2 X—2 L LTHHT 2 C &30
RECTH B, HHEIRGNT 2 4EHDH ZMEFMICONWTHEADT -2 X =2 %FKT 5 Z
EC, BMFEOT — 2 XR—ACRRAENRTE b o -MEMEE CRENLTE L L5172 b,
MALDI-TOF MS D RIZEREEA M LT 5 2 & 235 ST % (Veloo et al., 2018), v ~2»

LRI NIMEED 5 b, BFDT — X2 RXR— XA TORERREER D DIcOWTiE, fHD



T—AR—2A%RET 5 ik h, FAEHEOSErBIFFIND,

AWtgEld, MALDI-TOF MS % v =Rl O FEIC/SHT 2 2 L2 HWE LT, £357
~ HAE 3 L O < BRBEH MR I 51 2 MALDI-TOF MS % w7 fllE FEZEoFH
AR L7z, EHIC, ATFETRAETE R > BRI OVWTHEEE2 T2 LT, K
FiEORE N & Z OREEMGT L7z, 8 1 ETiE, v~ HRME S X 07 ~ B b A
PRIZ 2T MALDI-TOF MS W 7=l FEE 21T, FEWREZMET L 7z, B 2F T
13, KFETIRFEE T E d o 2 Eikk % 16S rRNA EE T RN 2 v CRE L, ATk
TIRFEECTE 2 lEROR M RS2 2 & C KATFLEOMES 2 ZE L7, 5 3 =TI,
MALDI-TOF MS % M\ 7= il A A€ v C IE B Dl 23 2R S v, [RERS R O S HETE T[]
A S NIZMIERE IOV T BIRERREREIC X WV EE LT . ATFEOME N % 2k
2D HEE L7, FAETIE, F1HLPOLFEIHTORINEATEREOMER 2B X 2.
v~ HRMEICFHL L 227 — 2 =2 % {EK L. FEBER E~D3F 5122w Tiat

L7,



GEPSEEE

@BEEN

it

\®7xz&7b»‘

m/z

@vwkUvo R

K1-1 MALDI-TOF MS o J5i#

MALDI-TOFMS <id., itk (D) =PV v 22 (@) 2FMLEzDL, L—¥— (3)
B L CEEAA LS BREZIET 2 (@) i N -YE ITERERM (m/2)
T x Bl MNEREZ vyl TORFPOHEFLE LTRIN, COPP AL —VIiFeRZART b

L (®) EIEFN 3,
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B iy Tt

=
Staphylococcus aureus
LﬁrrrTf , s
pli
11'1 "F‘"fﬂ.ﬁ” TJ "
~~~~~~ J\J‘LW(‘U\_Q_.‘_._ - g L : :
WERAE KD D157 —
NARSRT P itk Streptococcus zooepidemicus
T l-” . AN | Z(—';j(
&

XK 1-2 MALDI-TOF MS #H\w7=#lEREED 4 A —
PEERA R 2> 5> MALDI-TOFMS i X W B &2 — viconwT, BT — &2 — 2K

oD L 723 % — v b Ol FiESEN T NS,
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#£1E MALDI-TOF MS Z BW/-IEREEEICEL 2 7 vHEMED

e

< MYy 7 AR L — ¥ A A v AGERI TR IV &bk (MALDI-TOF MS) %
O 72 B FE 13 BE e D R I EE % [FE T & 251k LT, b FEFRTIRILE
AN T3, MALDI-TOF MS % i\ 7= flll R [l E 5 12 EREE R 1T 35 T H B AMED b
TH Y., BYHRME O FEICO T AR & LT 2 (Pavlovic et al., 2015;
Randall et al., 2015), L #* L. MALDI-TOF MS %\ 7-flEFCECTHW 2 2HF — 4 <X
— At b OFFERME 2 L & 7o THE Y L BRI o [FE RIS D W CdET 03 a4
HThD,

T IS B T B EER T, A IC BT 2R BRI Hi & L <. MEEFE
ERDEL T A%\, 7~ DEERIC I T MALDI-TOF MS % v 7= fll R & %
ZEMET 2 LTk, vero I s MIEIC O W TAFTEDORIEEREZRA T3 L
BRETH B,

BifE. MALDI-TOF MS w7zl [FEED & A 7 4 & L Tld, Bruker tt® MALDI
Biotyper &. Biomerieux ft® VITEK MS 23 FUFICHEE L Cv» 5, MALDI Biotyper &
VITEK MS OREMERIC O W THIRL 725 Tld, ST — 2 X — IR & 74 2l #fE
DEFRINTVWRWEAICR > T, VITEK MS TOERENL L AONE 0D, % fth
DHIFEREIC O W TR L b B VElS (85%LI L) CHME CRIEARETH 5 2 & WG

T % (Lévesque et al., 2015), MALDI Biotyper & VITEK MS Ti, #ERE» 6155

12



NEBB LSBT 2F —2_R—2L D2y F Y I7OTALTY LR ERL >TWw3, MALDI
Biotyper TIZIEDOK ' — 7 OB X — v % W CRFBIEIT 217 5 olcxf L, VITEK
MS CTREMERFREN Y —27 24 F~—h—& L Cflifl$ 2 (Ohkusu, 2012), * 7z,
MALDI Biotyper Tld, fHEVHDOSRT — X R — 2 %S 2 2 L p3a[ggTch v, BE
BFDTF — 2R — 2 CTIRIENEAMEFBICOVWTH T — 2R — ZOFEIC L FERED
W HARE X 1 % (Sogawa et al., 2012; Veloo et al., 2018), HIEEXTD T — X X — )
AEETH B Z LA 5. Slulid MALDI Biotyper % {#ifif%ga & L TEHR L 7=,

AETIE, MALDI Biotyper Z T v < fi2kE X 'Y < B i i D [FI3E 21772\

FOoNZRERRL O, v~ HRMEFREIC B T 2 KT EOEMEZBET L .
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MElEAE

1. BEEHIcfEA L 7 fH Rk

RIRETCIE, 3724 ¥k (277 LIGYER 1877 ¥k, 77 LFETER 1847 ) oMIEH%E F 72,
INHDFRIZ, 1980 £2 5 2016 FEICHAD Y <k X Y <BE2 L0l X L, fRiFEh
TWbDTH D, THERIZ. 7T LGthic X 2TRREIIBIE, BERERIES L OHilko L1t
YR F Y b (T¥~==2T7 1 * v b, bioMérieux, Durham, NC, U.S.A.) % il > 7= £ L 2
PR OBRIC X D PR Z TR L. 7 ~ 0 FZ AR E o 538 D\ T TaylorellaJ&TH
BNHERE, % o2 7 LEVERE (TaylorellaJ&HE 3 X N HERHE Sk D 277
LEEVERE) . vy S ERE. 7 F YERE. Rhodococcus J&H . %= D27 LGHEARE
(Rhodococcus JEH LN D 77 F L G PAR ) AR P PERNIC KRB U 720 23 BiEbR 12 MRS 2 12
10%D Y A F N AKX Vol 2 72 (BRI ~— P4 v e 2— 3 Vi
RV, L v FEREHICIE Todd hewitt K54, R AEBES MR A IC 12 Gifu anaerobic £33

Rz, iBE L. R E T-80°CTREIEL 72,

2. MALDI-TOF MS % F 7= [Al5E

MALDI-TOF MS %\ /=FE i 2 720, MEES & Iic8RksT 254FchbeCa
0= —PHEETE D X TR E 2 TR o720 % DBk OREEICIZ, 5% D v Il
WaMATER L7z ar vy e 7 EREZ v, HFREE T BRSEE T B X O
T 37°CIC T B %1772 o 72. Rhodococcus J&EICOWTIZ, 5% 7 <M=z o v e
THEEREH 2 F, IR T 30°CIc C—Mik5 B % 17 o 720 Taylorella JBEIC D\ T i,

-3V Faal— FEREEZ W 10%CO & T 37°Clc T 72 IS E 21Tk 2 72,

14



BEfEL/7zauo=—ofBx, LT ETITRo 7%,

a. BAARATE HEEOau=—%kX—7 v 7L — MM L, MlEBEEE BB S LT
1lpuLl @ 70%XW%H P L, BRI 206 1yl o= Y v 7 233 (a-cyano-
4 hydroxycinnamic acid matrix solution : HCCA) #MZ. Zif Coilh & ¢ 7=,

b. ¥ - T X —HhHE R VR A TR CHNTD T & 7o 7250 BRI D T, Rk
T % TR o7, HEDaB=—% 12mL ® 75% T %/ — L ICiRE L 7=,
13,000rpm C 2 yEhE OIEEIE 21TV BRIV 25 L7z, fRon7z BifZRE L,
Wl SHERD 7T0%XMH L O T 2 b= VAV ICEE L 72, BE®R% 13,000rpm T 2 43
MhE OEBERZITO, SOz EiE0> B 1yl %2 —7 vy b 7L — MCBH L2, Eilk

THEEL7-Db HCCA A, HOHIREI &7,

LRCDMIRE 1T 7 o 2 R IE . THERD [FE ~ A 7 24 MALDI Biotyper CA 3.2 System
(Bruker Japan tf, 5%/, HA) T 21T, SHEKR 2 MRS 2 2 v o8 2 B 2R 3306
(= 2ZRZ b)) 2197, MIEEDFEEICE, Bruker Japan #: DR+ 2 BB F — 2~ —

A (ver.5.0.0) ZHW7,

3. MALDI-TOF MS % H\» 7z [RI7E #f 5 o 5l
[FER R DEHM X, Bruker Japan OS2 v = 2 7 Vit w7 o 72,
a. IEfEYE O FHMh
MALDI Biotyper Ti¥. 7k HF O NI AART PLrDAR—v & BT —
AXN—ZICEEINIEHBEDO~Y X AR P LD ER — &N 3 5 (Bruker Daltonik

GmbH, 2019), ¥ ZARAXZ A DAAX— VDb —HT 3EERSIBT — 2 ~— 2K



2 iR X 71, best matchspecies & L TR I NS, X HIC, Bk~ A R~ 7 b
NEEPXN-EELE OMHEMEIZ. 0002205 3.00 FTHOXaTE LTERINS, &
a7 REETH B5EICIE. B SN E OMHFEM:2 5 (Richter et al., 2013),

FIEMROIEMEEIX. AaT7OoHMEICE VT XS IC@REIns,

23T H2.00 L ETH IS HfEL <L (species level) TOIRE
Z a7 A 1.70 LLE 2.00 KiiTH 354 @L< (genus level) TOD[FEE
AaT7H 170 KiiTh 5 56E « FEAT (non-identification JHICEIL T b FIEH T

X 75\0)

b. —H MR
T—AR=ZAHNTRD T LHEETH % best match species &, K\ T—EEHH
> second best match species DE D b, [FERL O —EEIFHE T N5, [FERE
o—EHMWIE, I\ ME) DGR L] © 3EETRE I N, 22 OFHIESE 3R 1-

LIRdlY Th s,

4. MALDI-TOF MS % FH\ 72 [BE & B 1 2\ T D IEHENE D fERE
MALDI-TOF MS #FWwREIEEICE Y 227 2.00 L ECREINZFED S D
128 £k (2 1-2) 122w\, 16S rRNA En 7R M IC X 2 EREFEE 217\, [FERE R

gL 77,

i 4yEfEkko DNA i

16



SyEfERE > DNA 11, 1o DNA i ¥ v + (InstaGene Matrix, Bio-Rad Laboratories,
Hercules, CA, US.A) ZH VT L 72, #Mi5EL7/~av=—% 100uL © DNA #i
iy FMicBREL.56°CT304.100°CT 1094 vF ax— 1+ L7, BEE% 12,000

rpm T 1 pfhEOEIEL. EiE% DNA iR E L TR W=,

ii. 16STRNA#EMLETFDPCREY—7 TV R

16S TRNA i#{n T (16SrDNA) o PCR (Z8E#(Hiraishi, 1992; Hiraishi et al., 1994) 1
SV, #9 1500bp OIGIEEY % 1572, IR 7 4 ~—1CIZA T 27z,

27F: 5-AGAGTTTGATCMTGGCTCAG-3’

15251: 5-AAGGAGGTGATCCAGCC-3’

50 N R, SR (RRat7 7 2~ 7, MH)I, AAR) Ty —7

IV AERITRW, BRI 2157,

iii. 16S rRNA (=T RETHHTIC X 5 BFERE

S BERE © 16S TRNA Bz 7 o F B 5 & . BLAST 7 — &2 R — X
(http://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) % Fiv> T, BERIOAMMETE & O %1772 o 72, WS
X CLSI D/R$ 454 K74 v (MM-18) 124¢ - 72 (CLSI, 2008), A D &1l ¢ >

b7 EREAEER, DIT#EY TH 3,

EE L ~ L COFEE (Genus and Species TD KAL)
FFEDOREMEOEEREMR, b L IEEHDO EARINTW B E 99.0%LL FEofEE

MDY, MhOREME L OMFEIME L 0.8% U EDAERDDH 355

17



L A TOHE (Genus DFEiL)

CERERERR, D L I IE S i@ S e BRI & oM FMEDS 97.0-98.9%
ThHdL5E

- FHE D BIFE DRRHERFR & 99.0% A EOMHFEMED S b | fth D BfE & D IFHE & o 2 5

25 0.8% A CdH % e

[&]%E A~ A]
c BEHEEEAR D L XIS I I iy % S - RR o Bddl) & o MR 2 97% A0 T H

%6

18



EEES

MALDI-TOF MS %M\ 7z[AERIC X 2 [FERR 2R 1-3 1R, BafL 7242 3724 #kD
5 b, best match species DFIEEMELFHEL <L (X2 728 2.00 U L) 7Zo7/2b Dl
3209 ¥k (86.2%). f®L ~ (a7 A 1.70 LAk 2.00 £iif) 1% 310 £k (8.3%). [FEAHA]

(Ra 72170 Kiif§) 722723 DL 2054k (5.5%) THotz, 77 LR 1877 thoth
Tld, WL _XVORIER o 72 d Dl 1597 #k (85.1%). J&L ~vid 146 £k (7.8%). [FIE
RA[72 572 DIZ 134 ¥k (7.1%) TH > 7=, 77 LEEMER 1847 R Tid, WiEL ~1 oD
FE? 725 DiF 1612 ¥k (87.3%). JEL =3 164 ¥k (8.9%)., FIEARH7Z 5728 D 71
¥ (3.8%) TH -7z,

T2, U~ EEARFEE O HANCE b N2 FERRE R 1-4 [OR T, FEL LT
DFREHTE RO & Z. BNMERHME TIE 98.0%, L v HERE Tt 96.5% & % T
BHotre —N. IRHEBELMEE TIE 58.9%, % Dt 27T LIGHEARE (Rhodococcus JEHE LAY D
77 LIGTERE) TlE465%ICe EE D, S —TF T8 TRIEMRBICER RS T,

% 72, best match species O [FlE IEHELEDSHEL ~ v (23725 2.00 LLE) TH - 7= 3209
Bk 5 B, 113 £k best match species (2 2 7 43 2.00 L CHIR X 41, FffiL <L T
ETHo72H DD, second best match species Tld 2 2 7 25 2.00 LU CE 7 2 FHfE SR
IND, RO [—EHMW2ME\ ] REEA R S 72, Best match species ® 2 2 7 % 2.00 LA E
T Enterobacter JEH L &R 7z 30 kD 5 b 18 ¥k, Actinobacillus J&H & $&7R & A7z 39
o5 b 11 #kix, RO —BWMORETH - 72 (K 1-5, £1-6),
¥ 7z, MALDI-TOF MS %\ 7z [RlEE CHRIE L ~ v £ TOREHAIRETH o ek oo
128 ¥k (£ 1-2) (%, 16S rRNAEIZ T RHMNTIC X 2 WHERIERTR & W E ¢ L7z

DL 92tk (71.8%). JEE T L 72d DL 36 tk (28.1%) TH o7z,
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ER
AREOWMGITIX, v~k IOy vEREHRMEKD 86.2%72° MALDI-TOF MS i X % [[lE

DBHRECH 572, b FHFMEIC 2\ WTiZ, MALDI-TOF MS % w7l FEZEIC X b

95% LA L EEE CRIERRETH 5 T & S X LT % (Samb-Ba et al., 2014; Seng et al.,

2013), F7=. K& (. 4 F. ¥ HEROMBEEERIC OV CORETTIE, 90%RE
23 MALDI-TOF MS % Fi\» 7z Ml R [FlE k1 X 0 Bifii & CRIE 2P HETH - 7z (Randall et al.,
2015), SEIBEI 21T o2 v ~B X OV v HRMER O FERT R IZ. BE oW Lk
WIEE TH o7z, MALDI-TOFMS % w72 Ml FEE X, 7~ 35 X O ~ B s M o
[FEICOWTH T fifRRETH 2 L& 2 b Tz,

Fice b HsRHIE 2 MR & L 72 BEtc 3. MALDI Biotyper % F s 7= Ml A€ i % F v C
R L < T 85.6%, J&L ~*LTlE 95.1% D2 16S rRNA RAMTIC X 2 FIERFR & —
BT 52 & T T 3 (van Veen et al, 2010), A% TT - 72fiF¢ld. MALDI
Biotyper CHEL ~ L CHE SNV ~B X Oy <BREHKMED > 5. 71.8% (92 ¥
/128 #%) 5% 16S rRNA Rt L e R ICHMEE T—B L TH 0, &Y Otk (28.1%. 36 ¥
/128 ¥K) b/ E TIZ—E L T\w7z, MALDI-TOF MS % H 7= [[EETld, v~ HskilE
ICBILThH, HEL XL CORE/BREICOVTIIEEEREVEEZ bNT,

—} T, —EROMIEE T i1Z MALDI-TOF MS % H W 72l A E 1T X 2 L ~ LT H
TE X T B o 72, RN, 2 ofth 2 7 LGMARE . Taylorella & . Rhodococcus
JERIC DWW T, B L~V CRED T E 72 FitkiZ 80% K CTH - 7. MADI-TOFMS %
AW REEORERER. 2HF—2_R—2 & Th2HEORTET 2L EbhT
VW% Z & 25 (van Prehn et al,, 2016), MALDI-TOF MS i X 3 [l 23 < H 3 ¥Ric 2

Tk, FTSMT —EZR—RDFREMEI T 2ETH D LF R 5, FrC. BIERMETER
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DIRKE TH % Taylorella equigenitalis <° (Platt et al., 1977), TEOBIMIEDHK D —> &
L CHIS N5 Rhodococcus equi 1% (Takai, 1997), v~ CIZEZELMEECTH S~ T b
OIFEME L L TiREE I N TR Wnizo, ST -2 XR=2A 2R L T B AR

Zbhd, b o MALDI-TOFMS i X 2 [FESHEECTH 2 v ~HKMERIC O W T,

o

ST — 2N — 20K A FLE LT, X EElARE 21T L ERDH B,

¥ /2. Enterobacter & . Actinobacillus J&H T, FEHE DO [—HEME W | REDKH S
CHR N, FEMROEIMICERER D FF 7= 172, Enterobacter J&=° Actinobacillus J&\¥. &
PICEAG I IS T 2R B % % < & AT U (Christensen & Bisgaard, 2004; Mezzatesta et al.,
2012), MALDI-TOF MS % i\ 7= fll B[R i 2 i FH L -C b B o Kl A3 R EE© & 2 Al hg
MW2d 5, o OMEMEICOWTIE, FETCOREDHFE Z & o, MALDI-TOF MS

WX BRER LD HETH B EEZ LN,
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IINFE

A# T, MALDI-TOF MS %Mz Hil D FEE > 27 4 (MALDI Biotyper) % ¢,
Ve LNy < EERRMEORE 21T > 77, METL72 3724 kD 5 5, HEL _ALTOD
[FlE 2SATREZS © 72 D D 1% 3209 # (86.2%). JE L~ Tl 310 ¥ (8.3%). FEARTAZ 5 7z
b DI 205 Bk (5.5%) THotz, TOMBITEEOHE LBEORVIERTHY, K 2T
LiFy~B XY vRERRMEOREICHMEHAETH L LEx Oz, LAL,

MALDI-TOF MS %M\ 7zl L ~ L TORIEABREETH o 7=k, FIERMROFEEIC
ZLWHKL RoN, 2h o oflERICOWTIE, 2 BB CHMAREZIT I L & L

7:;
Co
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#£ 1-2  16S rRNA SN IC X 0 IEREE D 214 % 1778 - 728k

] el REL
Advenella kashmirensis 1
Aeromonas eucrenophila 2
Aeromonas salmonicida 2
Aeromonas media 1
Bacillus cereus 2
Bacteroides fragilis 11
Bacteroides thetaiotaomicron 4
Brevundimonas aurantiaca 1
Clostridium perfringens 2
Corynebacterium stationis 1
Curtobacterium albidm 1
Enterobacter cloacae 9
Flavonifractor plautii 1
Fusobacterium varium 1
Fusobacterium equinum 1
Lelliottia amnigena 1
Microbacterium maritypicum 1
Moraxella osloensis 1
Prevotella heparinolytica 5
Propionibacterium acnes 1
Proteus hauseri 1
Pseudomonas synxantha 5
Pseudomonas fluorescens 1
Pseudomonas libanensis 2
Pseudomonas koreensis 7
Pseudomonas chlororaphis 2
Pseudomonas putida 4
Pseudomonas mosselii 3
Pseudomonas taiwanensis 7
Pseudomonas monteilii 1

24



Pseudomonas oryzihabitans
Pseudomonas otitidis
Pseudomonas mendocina
Rhizobium radiobacter
Staphylococcus delphini
Staphylococcus chromogenes
Staphylococcus hyicus
Staphylococcus haemolyticus
Staphylococcus epidermidis
Staphylococcus equorum
Staphylococcus schleiferi
Streptococcus mitis
Streptococcus parauberis
Streptococcus ovis

Streptococcus equi

13
11

*MALDI-TOF MS # 7= [[E I X 3 [FER

25



£ 1-3 v~b Oy <BEBEHRK 3274 BRI 2w MALDI-TOF MS % F V> 7= 4l i 5 5 1k

DR
WEL~ACHRE  BLACHE FRENHS -
INME(%*)  InTHRE(%) 7 HRE(%)

77 LR (1877 #5) 1597 (85.1) 146 (7.8) 134 (7.1)

77 LREPEE (1847 #F) 1612 (87.3) 1164 (8.9) 71 (3.8)

&t 3209 (86.2) 310 (8.3) 205 (5.5)

*ZNENOIEMEECRE T Wz koHI&
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F1-4 v~ FEEAFFEMEO SR L 72 MALDI-TOF MS % s 7= [6) 58 fi5 5

R (BREO WL ~_XLCH BLXATHEE FREARATH
E XN B InME(%) o 72 HE(%)
(%*)

Taylorella J&E (274) 179 (65.3) 93 (33.9) 2 (0.7)

A AR E (934) 915 (98.0) 16 (1.7) 3 (0.3)

Z D7 LEERRE* (483) 412 (85.3) 47 (9.7) 24 (5.0)

L v HERE (936) 903 (96.5) 13 (1.4) 20 (2.1)

7 F o ERE (502) 431 (85.9) 54 (10.8) 17 (3.4)

Rhodococcus JgE (174) 130 (74.7) 28 (16.1) 16 (9.2)

Z ofth 7T LBHERE* (71) 33 (46.5) 13 (18.3) 25 (35.2)

RS ER (350) 206 (58.9) 46 (13.1) 98 (28.0)

*ZNENOIEMEECRE T Wz koHI&
** Taylorella J& i ¥ X BRI E DAL O 777 LR E

*** Rhodococcus JEF LAGN D 77 F LG AR



# 1-5 MALDI-TOFMS # HwMEFREHEIC LY, HROBEHELKDL - 72
Enterobacter |& 1 O [6] & ft R

MALDI-TOF MS # v 7= [R5 IC X 2 FERK R

Btk 5 53 Bt 53 BERED] Best match species A3 7 Second best match z=a7
species

E.cloacae-1 1983 AHH E. ludwigii 2.34 E. cloacae 2.28
E.cloacae-4 1983 ANBH E. cloacae 2.35 E. ludwigii 2.2
E.cloacae-6 1983 AHH E. cloacae 2.44 E. ludwigii 2.30
E.cloacae-7 1983 AHH E. ludwigii 2.38 E. cloacae 2.38
E.cloacae-8 1983 AHH E. cloacae 2.38 E. ludwigii 2.38
E.cloacae-9 1983 AHH E. ludwigii 2.30 E. cloacae 2.22
E.cloacae-12 1983 AHH E. cloacae 2.38 E. ludwigii 2.34
E.cloacae-14 1983 AHH E. ludwigii 2.39 E. cloacae 2.32
E.cloacae-15 1983 ANBH E. asburiae 2.29 E. cloacae 2.13
E.cloacae-10 1983 AHH E. ludwigii 2.35 E. cloacae 2.34
E.cloacae-5 1983 ANBH E. cloacae 2.27 E. asburiae 2.39
E.cloacae-16 1985 ANBH E. asburiae 2.22 E. cloacae 2.16
E.cloacae-17 1985 ANBH E. asburiae 2.23 E. kobei 2.12
E.cloacae-22 1995 WREE 58 E. asburiae 2.34 E. cloacae 2.31
Entero-15 2000 ifs ¢ E. asburiae 2.35 E. cloacae 2.20
Entero-89 2010 iiti ¢ E. ludwigii 2.36 E. cloacae 2.33
Entero-92 2011 iiti ¢ E. asburiae 2.30 E. cloacae 2.09

Entero-181 2016 =3 A E. kobei 2.19 E. asburiae 2.17




# 1-6 MALDI-TOFMS #H w2z MEREHEICI Y, HROGHEELKD - 72
Actinobacillus & O [5] 1€ fit 51

MALDI-TOF MS # v 7= [R5 IC X 2 FERK R

Btk 5 53 B4 SHERER]  Best match species a7y Second best match Z=a 7
species
Act.equuli-4 1984 ABH A. ureae 2.00 A. equuli 2.00
Act.equuli-7 1985 BE £ 28 A. suis 2.15 A. equuli 2.13
Act.equuli-12 1984 35 7 ¢ A. equuli 2.09 A. suis 2.05
Moraxella-2 1985 BE £ 48 A. equuli 2.21 A. suis 2.09
NE-23 1999 fiti %8 A. pleuropneumoniae  2.09 A. lignieresii 2.01
NE-26 2000 ik 2L A. equuli 2.03 A. suis 2.00
NE-110 2002 fili % A. suis 2.18 A. equuli 2.02
NE-119 2003 BIMAE A. equuli 2.10 A. suis 2.07
NE-136 2004 & % A. equuli 2.09 A. suis 2.04
NE-202 2013 fiti 48 A. suis 2.06 A. equuli 2.04

NE-204 2013 iiti ¢ A. suis 2.13 A. equuli 2.08




F2E TJYHFMEICHTS MALDI-TOF MS Z AW /-MERIEE

D EE R

T

1 EIC TR o 2afcli. MALDI-TOF MS ZHW-#lERIEEICE Y, v~B L

il

v BB HRME D 9 B 86.2%IXHEL AL CORENIRETH > 72, —H T, BL L
TOREICE EE 572d DIE 8.3%., FERHZ572d DIF 5.5%EF N T 7z, KETIE,
5D MALDI-TOF MS % fl v 7zl i Rl 78 v LI B L ~ v C O [FE 2SN #E T H - 71k
DR ZHL 2 IcT 22 L2 HMWE L, 16SRNA BT EHWEREEZITR > 72,

16S rRNA 3D V) KAV — L% $ % RNA o—FTH Y, 2D 16S rRNA =2 —F
T3 EETCTH 3 16S rRNA BETI1Z. 1980 2 SME QBT ICHVbNTE
(Clarridge, 2004), 16S rRNA {113 EIEME B L IR <3 1500 HERE O K E X
©, Mol A HEEECHIEIE 2 10 T LA EFEAE L T % (Lane, 1991), & 51, % DA
AR D B IR ES IS A FEE L T ) . COREHEBE X -7y P L7ZPCR 77
A~—%HW3 2 LT 16STRNA BT DIZIEERE 2T 2 2 & 28A[RE T H 2 (Hiraishi,
1995), @D X 9 ic, 16S rRNABEEFIIME I LEMICRA L, 2o EHllz &L &
5 M O R T lE—fRIT I X ATy 2 (Hiraishi, 1995),

Basic Local Alignment Search Tool (BLAST) (d¥GSEECH| R+ % Moz L, FA{LL3 2 BCA] % #
3 % 702 F 5CH % (National Center for Biotechnology Information, 2022),, National
Center for Biotechnology Information (https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/). DNA Data Bank

of Japan (https://www.ddbj.nig.ac.jp/) ¥ & Of Ensembl (https://www.ensembl.org/) & Web
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=V T, L OEBENEET 2 AT -2 =2 %S LT, BLAST i 2175 C
EBTE D,

KREETIE EEIE O 16SRNAEG T O — 27 v 21T X 0 155 Wz IR % Fv T
PNF =2 X =2 %S L 72 BLAST it 247\, WHOREZ{TR o7, T bic, —HD

MR I DWW TlE 16S rRNA B FICoWTRHB 2 ER L. v~ X Oy~ H kM

ICDO W CHERI O MR & DBIRERIBIRIEZ F 5L 72,
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HRLE ik

1. MREhcfER L 7= M kR

% 1 81T MALDI-TOF MS % f\ 7zl M A €% Z 1T\ >, best match species D X 27 23
200 KiETH otk Thbb, BLXALDOFEETH - 7-GBI0H) B X UCRIERAITH -

72k (205 #%). EF 515 Bk w72,

2. 1tk DNA filitti 3 X O 16S rRNA {5 R AT

SyBfEkk D DNA I3, 55 1% & FREicHillkio DNA #lifi % v + (InstaGene Matrix) % Fi\»C
HH x 7z,

16S rRNA # o PCR . F 1\ L FHKICHIE T 7 41 ~— (27F: 5-
AGAGTTTGATCMTGGCTCAG-3’, 1525r: 5-AAGGAGGTGATCCAGCC-3") % i\ T,
#) 1500bp DIEMEEEY) % 1972, 15O N2 BIREYE. SR XAtk 7 7 2~y 2)

Ty — 7 TV A&7\, RS %2157,

SHERE D 16S rRNA E{n T D HEALS 13 . BLAST 7 — & ~— & (http://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.

gov/) & v, BEAIOMETRE & D %1778 o 72, WHEEFEEIL CLSI O3 44 F 74 v

(MM18-A) 124 - 7= (CLSI, 2008),

3. 16S rRNA BGT % Fl v 72 Rt o 1 iR

7 HE koo 16S fRNA & fz + o i X i % 3 X 8 . GenBank
(https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/genbank/) 12 &k & 1T\ 2 BEAI O EED 16S rRNA &
LFICOWT, R 2 ER L 72, HERS I Clustal W ZfHWCT 74 A~ F L, IE

R 2L Tee 77— FRA Ty YT Y 31000 BliTR o7, T4 AV FBX
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PR FHERICIZ MEGA 7.0 V7 b v = 7 (Kumar et al., 2016) % v 7=,
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EEES

16S rRNA B{5 TR HMNT OfE T, BETL 72 515 ko 5 b 273 HRIZHEE L <A TORE,
IB1HRIZBL XA CTORE, 111 RICOWTIRFENSTE 2d o7, FEL L TOFES
JUVBL NV TOREICE > 72 404 BRORIEFE R 2 £ 2-1 1R 7,

16S rRNA REEAENTIC X DV FFEL XV CTORENAIRETH o 72 273 D 5 b, 93 thid
Taylorella equigenitalis (4)#fi4E % X WHIsk % % 2-2 1C/R$,). 41 #kix Rhodococcus equi

THEES XOREER 2-3 1T T,) LRESNZ (£ 2-1), 16S rRNA BT R M
T T equigenitalis & [RIE & N7zfkix, 2000 4 LARTIC T3 SAERI A & 478l & 7= HRAs K2

(T8 HR/93HK) TH o7 (K 2-2), R equii 41 ¥Rrh 24 #k237 = hisk©, BRETHRIK IR
17HRTH o7 (F2-3), fth 139 #kiF. WL~ T 56 WREICFHE X i,

723, MALDI-TOF MS % v 7= #lE [FEE Tl E L ~ v CTRIE 7z 310 ¥k 95 5 270
B (87.0%) IC oW Tld, 16S rRNAEIZ T RN ORI L EL ~ v Tco—HBpRD b
7zo 72, MALDI-TOF MS TZ[FRIE X 1L7e 0> - 72 205 kD 5 B 16S rRNA JE{n 1R
Fric X v 63 8k (30.7%) ASHEE L ~ v, 58 ¥k (28.3%) 3J& L ~ v ClEE X 1. 84 #:(41.0%)

6i|ﬁ‘lH/—\EﬂZ_\‘E\]‘VG%07’:o

16S rRNA JE{L 1R AT C Actinobacillus J&H & [FIE X L7z ¥k 12 #k4> T, Prevotella |&
& [AFE T 7z 12 ¥Rkvh 7 #K. Staphylococcus J& T & [FI7E X L7z 50 ¥krh 28 #k. Streprococcus
JEE & FE & 7z 20 #kd 16 BRIZ, BEL XUV CORENRTE hd o7z, Thd D5

(GrHEfE. SYBEREG] % 3% 2-4, 2-5, 2-6, 2-7 1R ¥ ) 1Ko, 16S rRNA L T-ACHI %
TR 2 AERL L 72,

Actinobacillus JEHE (F 2-4) 1Z. 16S rRNA BIZF%JTIC L 7= %256 <l BEfds XHl4
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52 TE o7 (K 2-1), PrevotellaJ& . Staphylococcus J&W ¥ X U Streptococcus
JBEICOWTIE, —H O BER IZBEA O FfE & 1L BEICHEN- 7 Z A2 —%TBK L 72 (K
2-2,2-3,2-4), Prevotella]&8F (3 2-5) TlZ. 4%k (anaerol30. anaerol32. anaero72-1.
anaer72-2) 2BEHIOBE M2 L#fN/- 27 7 A2 =% L 7= (¥ 2-2), Staphylococcus J&H
(£ 2-6) Tlix, 3%k (S_hyicus8., stap126, stapl31) 23BEAIDOEMED S 7 7 A % —
L. 7 B (S_aureusl86. S intermediusl. S_intermediusll, S intermediusl5.
S_intermedius3. S_intermedius5. Stap8) I% S. intermedius, S. pseudointermedius, S. delphini
vl 7 AX—ICEETINT (K 2-3), Streptococcus JgH (3% 2-7) <ld. 78 (G+R17,
Strep301, Strep294. anaer55, anaero81, anaero82, anaero143) & 3 #k(G+R58, G+R69,.

G+R26) B3 Z N Z WA OEM 2> b7z 7 7 A2 =% P L 7= (X 2-4),
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ER

Taylorella equigenitalis % R. equi D/YHEkD % < 13, 16S rRNA B{E TR HENT © 12 HifE
FEICE>72d DD, MALDI-TOF MS % H\» 7= il M A1 8 i C I RIfE L~ v T O [A]E 23
HCH DB LBPL DL o7z, Taylorella equigenitalis |37 <\ DL HBRRYYE T H
2 BERETEROFEREE LTSN TE Y (Platt et al,, 1977), v~ OBHHHEIKIC B
TIRERPSE L SNHECTH 5, LA L, 4 MALDI-TOF MS % v 72 B [l E 5
CTEHAL7-MIROSIHT — %2 X =2 (ver. 5.0.0.) T, T equigenitalis|¥ 3 HREER I LT
WEDHRTH Y, v~likD T equigenitalis DIFEICTIZATHTH B L EZ bz,

R. equi 13T O BUME DRI & L CHI SN Tk b (Takai, 1997), 4[a] 16S rRNA FA#Ff#
MR equi EAEINIZMDOFI 30D 1 (12 BR/41 BR) 1ZIRIER] D KB ik 2> & 7 i
INTEHRTH o7z, ZHT — X R—RITIL 8D R equi BEFHFINTHY, 2D B 2k
X O B I MR 1 HRIZ Y < I RAERI 2> & 43 Bl X L7 bR 72203, B D DFRIc oW Tt
FHRAH & 2> Tld 722> o 720 R. equi DIRJFEMEICEI L Cid iR ERSE & v % 78 (Virulence-
associated protein antigen: VapA) EADHFMHBEEG L T3 EZ LN TS, Requil
TEPRICHEET MBS, v b EEE AR E L <. REEHRER T Id VapA 4
BEDI D70 {, VapA ZEAET 5 —FD R equi kD A7 < ICWRIEEZ o L FE 2 b
T\ % (Venner et al., 2007), MALDI-TOF MS O 7 — &2 N — 2 &8 XT3 R. equi
BRI ~HRHRA 1 REENZ DA T, ZDOMORRIZFEAET Z % v X2 EOHED Y~
FEBIHIIE & B > T 3 A[EENEDS S b . MALDI-TOF MS % il v 7= Rl ERE B ic 8 % 5.
ZTWwW3 EEZLNZ, 2DZ i, MALDI-TOF MS 78 R. equi ¥k @ VapA FE4: 0 H %
XAT& 2[REMED H B 2 & ZRB LT D, VapA EENDOEEAED 72 R equi FRDfE

M BETH B LFEZ DN,
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MALDI-TOF MS % v 7=#lFREZETIE, ST 57 -2 X—RIcHE N 2 HlEREC.
HoNY) T —va v AFEEREICHEY 5 2 5 2 L8385 Tw % (Khot et al., 2012),
Taylorella equigenitalis % R. equi ® X 512, v~ IR ORERPGERKE . & + 2 5o
ENB LM TH B (Cuietal, 201)MEICOVTIE, T—2X—RIE TN B ME KD
RO 25, HIROBET — 2 X — 2 CRFEERNERIGERH 5 LEZ LN,

%7:. MALDI-TOF MS TIRL ~ A DRIETH > 72 D, JBL ~ 1 DFHfix 16S rRNA
FAFIEHT DR & I —E L CT\wiz, & 512, MALDI-TOF MS CREARATH - 72k D
40%LL F1x. 16S rRNA RAFNT CORIENTE b > 7z, ZDFERIZ, MALDI-TOF MS
V2 MEFEE L 16S rRNA RFMNTIC X 2 FEME L mOFREZRT L v,

b HsRMRICBE T 2 s & —3 L T 7= (Marko et al., 2012),

MALDI-TOF MS % Hv» 7 il ¥ [Fl € i ClIE L ~ v £ CORED T & 72> o 72 0 HER D
Hic i, 16S rRNA EELECHNIC I D 72 Rt o X BRI Ol R i & 137z 72 7 X & —
EK L T 203 H - 72, BEHID Prevotella JEH 2> b T 7 7 A2 =% L 7= 4 ¥k

(anaero130, anaerol32, anareo72-1, anaero72-2) (X, fiRJfEHI OV~ b7 b
DTHoT ([2-2, £2-5), ThoiFy=OffigICBhES 2 KM D Prevotella [RE TdH %
AIREMEDSE 2 bz, Staphylococcus JEE B L Tlx. BEAID Staphylococcus J&H & 137
DY TAR—=%ERL Tz 3 ¥k (S_hyicus8, stapl26, stapl31) ¥, KFR L P D
KIEZ R L7z~ bl (X 2-3, & 2-6), £7z. Staphylococcus B D 5 b 7 H

(S_aureus186, S_intermediusl, S_intermediusll, S_intermediusl5, S_intermedius3.
S_intermedius5. Stap8) ¥, Staphylococcus intermedius group \ZJ&7S % S. intermedius,

S. pseudintermedius, S. delphini % &7 7 A X2 =/ L7z, TN DHEEHRICOWTE S
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ICFENICHRER T % 7212t Staphylococcus JEH D TIIL M ZFFo & ST % sodA
° hsp60 Bt (F—FX 7L T —¥%a—FT5HEMLRT) O —2 T A(Sasaki et al.,
2007) 3B TH B A[REVED B % , Streptococcus JEFEIZ DT, 7 #k (G+R17, Strep301,
Strep294, anaer55, anaero81, anaero82, anaero143) i, & ¥ ¥ b 43t X 1172 Streptococcus
ovis (Collins et al., 2001) ISERMICED > 72 (K 2-4), D 3 DD Streptococcus 53 HERE
(G+R58, G+R69, G+R26) 3\ b iRiEG 2 oo (K2-71), T4~y 7 2p

5B X 3 2016 fEIC oy X LTz Streptococcus caprae (Vela et al., 2016) 12T\ D TH -

v

7= (X 2-4), BERNO B bz 7 7 22— %3 % Streptococcus JEEMRIX. FKED
b oyt X L7z Streptococcus JEH & BIRINITE WATREMEDH 2 b L7z, T b O Hikk 138
BIICIE 2 N E NBERI D Prevotella J&# . Staphylococcus J&H . Streptococcus JEBE UL 2>
27212 222 b & F, 168 IRNA AT CTIXBERI O BfE & M — R TH 3 L iR TE 2
o7l b, VeOREICEE L 7R OEM CH 5 Wt H 5., 2 b DorEfEtkico

WTiE, T ORI ANBEIPLETDH B,
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IINFE

AE T, MALDI-TOF MS % 7= imiFEE CTIRFENTE R oV =B XUV =
HSR BRI D W T, % DR R ETT 2 HIWT 16S rRNA Bn 1% w72 it 2177 -
T2 U IWCEFBIN )RR T d B Taylorella equigenitalis <° Rhodococcus equi \x, BEFT
®» MALDI-TOF MS ® 7 — 2 RXR—=2 % Wi [FE CRRELNERGELRH o7, Thbd
OHIEEIC DWW TIE, BIRT — 2 X—2ADF R Y A< L7z, 72, 16SrRNA Ex
TFACEED 7 RABIENT IC X 0 | BIEAICBER O RFE & N 2R3 b Tz, T Ok
IOV TIERAOMERECH 2 v[REMEDR H D . X 0 Fll B L2 RET s 8 e b,
72, L OHRRCTNYIEREF T2 v ~ofikr o cnacehrn, V=D

PRE L DOREICOWTD, SRBRSIPHETH S EEZ b,
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*

#+* 2-1 MALDI-TOF MS iZ X 2 fllE [FE i CTRE DS T % 7nds o 7208k D 16S rRNA %

BN IC & 2 [FIE RS

& [EagEd R
Acinetobacter baumannii 1
Iwoffii 2
pittit 1
Actinobacillus not identified” 12
Actinomyces not identified 3
Aerococcus not identified 3
Agrobacterium not identified 1
Arthrobacter mysorens 1
Bacillus thuringiensis 1
not identified 8
Bacteroides helcogenes 1
ovatus 1
pyogenes 2
not identified 1
Bordetella petrii 1
not identified 1
Brachybacterium paraconglomeratum 1
not identified 3
Brevibacterium luteolum 1
not identified 3
Brevundimonas bullata 1
Citrobacter not identified 1
Clostridioides ditficile 19
Clostridium argentinense 1
perfringens 1
not identified 6
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Corynebacterium

Eggerthella
Erwinia
Eubacterium
Exiguobacterium
Facklamia
Finegoldia
Fusobacterium
Janibacter
Klebsiella
Kosakonia
Lactobacillus
Leucobacter

Macrococcus

Microbacterium
Micrococcus

Moraxella

Moryella
Neisseria
Nicoletella
Oligella
Olsenella
Paenibacillus

Pantoea

stationis
ulceribovis
uterequi

not identified
lenta
billingiae

not identified
sibiricum

not identified
not identified
equinum

not identified
pneumoniae
not identified
hayakitensis
chironomi
brunensis
caseolyticus
not identified
luteus
cuniculi

not identified
not identified
not identified
semolina
ureolytica
not identified
not identified
agglomerans
ananatis
deleyi

not identified
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Paraprevotella

Pasteurella

Peptostreptococcus

Prevotella

Propionibacterium

Providencia

Pseudomonas

Rhodococcus

Rothia

Staphylococcus

not identified
caballi
anaerobius
not identified
dentasini

not identified
not identified
stuartii
chlororaphis
granadensis
monteilif
mosselil
otitidis
teessidea

not identified
equi

not identified

condimenti

equorum subsp. equorum
hyicus

pasteuri

saprophyticus

saprophyticus subsp.

saprophyticus
sciuri
stepanovicii

not identified

41

28

0



Streptococcus canis
equi subsp. equi
pneumoniae
rifensis

not identified

Streptomyces not identified
Taylorella equigenitalis
Zimmermannella not identified

16

93

* 16S IRNA R CIIBL RV CHRENTE 2D DD, HEL XL TORIENRTE R

272H D
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F+ 2-2  16S rRNA ZMMNT T Taylorella equigenitalis & [F5E X L7-#E D 43 BfEH 35 X N Hisk

Hik
Pay i feEAdEss KR M TEALFEERIC 51T 2 A
1980~1989 4 47* 1 6 0
1990~1999 4 31 0 6 0
2000~2016 4 0 0 0 2

REL

44



#* 2-3  16S rRNA R#ifi#NT T Rhodococcus equi & [RIFE & 7= HED 7 BfEF 35 X O Hk

Hi2k
Pay i SEVEER TRIE R PRES BRYE
ABI(2000 4 LART) - 0* 0 0 17
1980~1989 4 1 3 2 0
1990~1999 4 5 2 3 0
2000~2005 4 7 0 1 0

REL



F 2-4 16S rRNA LR T Actinobacillus|@FE L JE L _ NV TRITE S Nz v <~ HER DS
HIEAE & Sy BIERE R

[El7Siaes payiizes wayiisnal
Act.equuli-2 1984 NG|
Act.equuli-8 1985 B %
Act.equuli-9 1985 B %
Moraxella-3 1984 B %
Moraxella-4 1984 BA 28
Pasturella-4 1992 B %
NE-29 2000 fifi %
NE-2 1996 5
NE-109 2002 MREE R
NE-111 2002 i
NE-151 2007 AHH
NE-186 2011 Jiti %




F+ 2-5 16S rRNA ZAMMENT T Prevotella JEE & J& L~V CRIE X 172 7 ~ KK D 5Bt

& I EERER
Bl eies S BEAE 53 BERE )
anaero43 2004 Jifi 9
anaero66 2006 Jifi ¢
anaero72-1 2007 Jifi 9
anaero72-2 2007 Jifi 9
anaero130 2010 o HEefii 7%
anaero132 2010 o HEefii 7%
anaero136 2010 Jifi 9
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F+ 2-6 16S rRNA ZAMENT T Staphylococcus J&H & Jg L~V CRIE X - v~ ko
ST & o EERE

PR SR 53 BELE 5]
S_aureus186 1992 TP
S_intermediusl 1987 &
S_intermedius3 1989 THIE
S_intermedius5 1990 THIE
S_intermedius11 1991 THIE
S_intermedius15 1991 TP
S_hyicusb 1987 R& %
S_hyicus6 1987 FZ &%
S_hyicus7 1987 R& %
S_hyicus8 1987 F2 &%
S_hyicus9 1987 F2 &%
S_hyicus11 1987 F2 &%
S_hyicus17 1988 F2 &%
S_hyicus21 1988 F2 &%
S_hyicus22 1988 F2 &%
S_hyicus27 1990 F2 &%
Stap8 1997 MEFES
stap71 2000 FA R
stap126 2008 JE AL
stap131 2009 JE AL
stap229 2015 AER
stap252 2016 AR
stap253 2016 RN
stap261 2016 JiITES
stap265 2016 SENEE
stap193 2014 P
stap214 2015 Heleh

* IR D - IR D AR,

e EEERDITEE L. AR R KT 2 & TH L 3D RIE,



F+ 2-7 16S rRNA ZMMHNT T Streptococcus JEH & JE L~V ClHEE & iz v ~ Hkik D5
HEAE & S BERER

PR 75 53 Bl JiE ]
S.equil06 2001 Jilbieg
Strep285 2015 fifi 7%
Strep294 2016 4%
Strep301 2016 BT RS
stap155 2009 Aifi4¢
G+R7 2000 fifig¢
G+R17 2005 fifig¢
G+R26 2011 it s it 4%
G+R58 2015 fifi 7%
G+R63 2016 BT s
G+R69 2016 it s it 4%
G+R25 2011 K
anaer55 2006 i 4%
anaero81 2009 iiErs
anaero82 2009 i 4%
anaerol43 2010 i 4%




y

Actinobacillus equuli subsp. haemolyticus CCUG 19799
Actinobacillus hominis P578
Actinobaillus equuli subsp. equuli ATCC 19392
@ NE-186
@ NE-111
@ NE-109
@ NE-29
o5 | @ Pasteurella-4
@ Moraxella-4
@ Moraxella-3
@ Act.equuli-9
@ Act.equuli-2
51 @ Act.equuli-8
Actinobacillus suis ATCC 33415
Actinobacillus ureae ATCC 25976

| 6~{2 @ NE-151

Actinobacillus arthritidis CCUG 24862

Actinobacillus anseriformium biovar 1 F66

Actinobacillus vicugnae W1618
53 Actinobacillus lignieresii NCTC 4189
100! Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae ATCC 27088
@ NE-2
87 5T|__ Actinobacillus minor NM305
Actinobacillus seminis ATCC 15768
r Actinobacillus succinogenes 130Z

Actinobacillus capsulatus NCTC 11408
Actinobacillus indolicus 46KC2

{ Actinobacillus porcinus NM319
63 Actinobacillus rossii ATCC 27072
|Actinobacillus delphinicola

K] S Actinobacillus scotiae M2000/95/1
E. coli U 5/41

B 2-1 16S rRNA B FHEEEAIc 5 Actinobacillus BE DRFBH 5 fE L v < HkH

BERR D RfitE . AW TGRS L 72 v < R iirR 12, BT,



g3 @ anaero130
100 |' @ anaero132
@ anaero72-1
94l @ anaero72-2
Prevotella oris (ATCC 33573)
@ anaero43
Prevotella copri (DSM 18205)
Prevotella denticola (ATCC 35308)
Prevotella veroralis (JCM 6290)
Prevotella albensis (M384)
Prevotella colorans (A1336)
— Prevotella nigrescens (ATCC 33563)
99 _|_— Prevotella falsenii 04052 ( JCM 15124)

94 Prevotella intermedia (ATCC 25611)

Prevotella bivia (ATCC 29303)
75 85 @ anaero136

97 Prevotella bryantii (DSM 11371)
Prevotella ruminicola (ATCC 19189)
Prevotella oralis (ATCC 33269)
— Prevotella heparinolytica (Bacteroides heparinolyticus) (ATCC 35895)
100 @ anaero66
Escherichia coli (U 5/41)
—_—

0.05

K 2-2 16S rRNA B IAAIC KD & Prevotella & W DARER 7o fE & 7 ~ Hsk 5 BEvk

DR, AW THRE L 72 7 < Hisk Bk lZ. B TR,



Staphylococcus intermedius (NCTC 11048)
Staphylococcus pseudintermedius (LMG 22219)
Staphylococcus delphini (ATCC 49171)
@ Staps

99| @ S_intermedius5

(| @ s_intermedius3

@ S_intermedius15

74| | @ S_intermedius11

@ S_intermedius1

@ S_aureus186

L— Staphylococcus felis (ATCC 49168)
78| | @ S_hyicus11

@ S_hyicus17

@ S_hyicus21

@ S_hyicus22

@ S_hyicus27

@ S_hyicus5

@ S_hyicusé

@ S_hyicus9

@ S_hyicus7

Staphylococcus hyicus (ATCC 11249)
@ stap131

_{ @ S_hyicus8

@ stap126

@ stap214
498’— Staphylococcus simulans (ATCC 27848)
@ stap193

96| @ anaerob
85| | Staphylococcus caprae (ATCC 35538)
Staphylococcus epidermidis (ATCC 14990)
Staphylococcus aureus (ATCC 12600)
Staphylococcus hominis (DSM 20328)
Staphylococcus petrasii subsp. petrasii (CCM 8418)
991 @ stap71
Staphylococcus succinus subsp. succinus (AMG-D1)
Staphylococcus equorum (ATCC 43958)
Staphylococcus saprophyticus subsp.saprophyticus (ATCC 15305)
@ stap252
@ stap229
@ stap261
Staphylococcus xylosus (ATCC 29971)
Staphylococcus sciuri subsp. sciuri (DSM 20345)
00 @ stap253
63| | @ stap265
100 ! Staphylococcus fleurettii (GTC 1999)
Escherichia coli (U 5/41)

il

88

0.05

X 2-3 16S rRNA B{nFHEIEEY I D Staphylococcus JRE DRER et & v~ Hk 5y

HERR D RfitE . AW CRES L 72 v = R iR 12, BRTR



Streptococcus equi subsp. equi (ATCC 33398)
@ S-equilos

Streptococcus equi subsp. zooepidemicus (ATCC 43079)

Streptococcus equi subsp. ruminatorum (CECT 5772)
Streptococcus uberis (JCM 5709)

Streptococcus pyogenes (ATCC 12344)

Streptococcus dysgalactiae (ATCC 43078)

99 Streptococcus dysgalactiae subsp. equisimilis (CIP 105120)
‘ Strep285

Streptococcus salivarius (ATCC 7073)

‘ stap155

75 ' G+R7

Streptococcus mutans (ATCC 25175)

Streptococcus mitis (NCTC 3165)

76 Streptococcus pneumoniae (ATCC 33400)

—— Streptococcus alactolyticus (ATCC 43077)

Streptococcus gallolyticus subsp. gallolyticus (ACM 3611)

Streptococcus anginosus (ATCC 33397)
] @ G+R25

a8 Streptococcus equinus (ATCC 9812)

64 Streptococcus infantarius (HDP90104)

Streptococcus cameli (CCMM B834)

Streptococcus minor (LMG 21734)

Streptococcus ovis (S369-98-1)
@ G+Ri17

@ Strepsot

@ anaerss
‘ Strep294
@ anaerost
‘ anaero82
[

anaero143

Streptcoccus caprae (DICM07-02790-1C)
@ G+R26
88

- @ G+Rs8
o L @ G+R69

Streptococcus orisasini (NUM 1801)
99 |: G+R63

Escherichia coli (U 5/41)

0.050

Kl 2-4 16S rRNA & THHEAIICE S { Streptococcus JEE DRFNRFE L v~ Hisk sy

BERR D A, AW TGRS L 72 v = R ik 12, BRTR



£ 3Z MALDI-TOF MS ZRW/-HIEREEIC & VBB DOEEHIIE

IRENF-THFEMEICDO WL TORE

B
il

H1EOMEI T, —Hov~5 XUy vEREHRMEKICEH VT, MALDI-TOF MS %
Fl o 72 IR [FE V5 C I B AR S vz, 20 X 5 IR ORI HR S iz 854,
MALDI-TOF MS %\ 7= #l i [RI3E ik T O FIER R O EHMEME W & FE 2 b dz, KET
1. B 1 ETORRNIC X VRO [—H MK ] KA (best match species |32 27 A% 2.00
PIETiRE N, BHEL AL TORETH -7z DD, second best match species TIEfE L
AT CERAEZEMIMNER I N, THoD I b, B D% 0> > 72 Enterobacter J&H
& Actinobacillus [ & H L 72, Enterobacter J&H ¥ X N Actinobacillus & F X, 7~ D
REMIE E LT EEAMBEECH 2, COXI R trbARETIR, BlIfiicsnT
Enterobacter & . %725 2 8l T Actinobacillus JEEHIC O \WT, FhEF N7 <F LN
v < BRELH R R OB H R R B X ORI 2 w22 WA RE 2 17 78 0

MALDI-TOF MS % H 7=l [FE & o FlEFGE R & ik 217 - 72,
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E1E 7 <EXE Enterobacter BB IZ BT 5 MALDI-TOF MS % AW 7-HIE R E
HEDMIER

s

Enterobacter J&E (ZEW) D 5 E WL BB ICIFTES 2 H1ER CTd % »3(Farmer, 1999), v
~ D EGVEEIHT R P IR IGESED RN & 72 5 & & 23 % (van Spijketal,, 2016), 72, Vv~
DI RAEH 2> & D478k b s XTIk b (Sweeneyetal., 1991), HFI R 70 &2/ & 7x
2D —2TH 5,

Enterobacter & 1. 16S rRNA LT RN CIIRMZ EfEICFEE T E 2\ 2 L 235
i & LT\ % (Clarridge, 2004; Janda & Abbott, 2007), $FiC. Enterobacter cloacae,
Enterobacter asburiae, Enterobacter hormaecher, Enterobacter kober, Enterobacter ludwigii
% &1 | Enterobacter cloacaecomplex] (Mezzatesta et al., 2012) %, BI=ECH] D K5 % 4L
H L TWw3 7o (Hoffmann et al., 2005). 16S rRNA &1 25N IC X 23%81 12 REECTH
%o

¥ 7=, Enterobacter J&W O AL HRGRERIC X 2 [FE & L CTld, bioMérieux tED 7 v 20
¥y b EREE LETIRO Y 27 25 23H W 51T 5 23(O’hara, 2005), AKF > b X 16S
rRNA R ISR TSR T — 2 X = A RE L TH o F FEMRICFELEL 52 &
23% % (Mehnaz, 2010),

Enterobacter J&W Z WIE L ~ V& Tl § 575k & L <. LBEEYIAENT (multilocus
sequence analysis: MLSA %) 1280 { FAFIIEHE 23 52K X 1T\ 5 (Brady et al., 2013),
MLSA %k, v A ¥ —v v 7EIGT (gyrB. moB, infB, atpD) DEHNIC LY R
% Z #5173 % (Brady et al., 2013), MLSA %13 Enterobacter J&E D B[ EE & L TERBRIC

i X 71T\ % (liyama et al., 2017; Liu & Tang, 2016),

55



FBI1HITIE, V~B XY ~BEH¥R Enterobacter EHE 1D \T, MLSA % W CHEHE

[Fl5E % 3 M7=, ¥ 7=, Enterobacter J&E O —M) 7 FEE[E E kD —2 TH 5 AL PR

FEMBLZ, TNODOFEICK IFHBERITEOHEZIE 2. AF D MALDI-TOF MS %

W7 [AE DREEEIC D TG 21T 78 - 72,
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MElEAE

1. MREHCEH U 22wk

% 1 F12 T MALDI-TOF MS % > 72 il € [ %€ % % 17 > best match species 2% Enterobacter
B &R I N v~ B X Oy~ BRI 30 R (1983 4:~2016 4F50Hf) M7z (&
3-1)o MALDI-TOF MS i€ X 2 [RIZE 1358 1 T & FRIC /T8 A2 713 2 [lfEfT L 72 FH4fE

RO 7,

2. Bk DNA i
SEEbk D DNA 13, 5B 13 L FEEICTHIRO DNA i+ v ¢ (InstaGene Matrix) %<

HhH x 7z,

3. multilocus sequence analysis: MLSA 51T X % fi##T

BE#t (Brady et al., 2013) icfiE\v>, PCRIEIC X Y gyrB, rpoB, infB, atpD&irn¥ DYETEEY)
37z, IR T 7 A ~—ICiZA N 2wz,

gyrB 01-F: 5-TAA RTT YGA YGA YAA CTC YTA YAA AGT-3

gyrB 02-R: 5’-CMC CYT CCA CCA RGT AMA GTT-3

rpoB CM7-F: 5’-AAC CAG TTC CGC GTT GGC CTG-3’

rpoB CM31b-R: 5°-CCT GAA CAA CAC GCT CGG A-3

atpD 01-F: 5’-RTA ATY GGM GCS GTR GTN GAY GT-3’

atpD 02-R: 5’-TCA TCC GCM GGW ACR TAW AYN GCC TG-3’

infB 01-F: 5’-ATY ATG GGH CAY GTH GAY CA-3’

infB 02-R: 5’-ACK GAG TAR TAA CGC AGA TCC A-3
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5o N IEEY X, SRR XSty v A~y 7)) KTy =22 v R & TR, i
Bz 1372

Bons 4 BEFoEREEY ##E L. GenBank 7> 55724 (accession number :
JX424847-]X424873 . JX424882-]JX424888 . JX424977-]X425003 , JX425012-425018 .
JX425106-]X425132, JX425141-]JX425147, JX425236-]X425262, JX425271-]X425277) &
&HIC Clustal W ZHWCTT 74 A v b L. REERGBZFR L7, 7—F 27y 7%
v 7Y v 7E 1000 BlfTR o7z, T 74 A v P B XORFEHERICIE MEGA 7.0 V7 Y

z 7 (Kumar et al., 2016) Z 7=,

4. AACAERGUR

EALAERRBR I, D * v b (7 ¥ 20, bioMérieux) % iV C, HilT — &% =2 (7
v'v = 7 bioMérieux) 2> DR E 21T/ 0 72, 7B, T ¥V = 7% 7 F(E. aerogenes,
E. amnigenus 1, E. amnigenus?2. E.asburiae, E.cancerogenus, E. cloacae, E.gergoviae)

D Enterobacter EHE P SHREM & L CTHRRINL TV 5,

5. WEDIFEE
AFiClE, MLSA I X 2 T CYERK L 72 R4k 2> & . BRERE O A& 2 HIW 2 1772 -

7’:;
Co
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#a

MALDI-TOF MS % f\ 7= Ml [ E 31 & 5 [AERG R 35 X O, MLSA % v CfFK L 7=
et (K3-1) 1c X BRIERR 2L 3-2 108,

MALDI-TOF MS % > 7=l [RIE % 1 & 9 | 30 #krh 12 BRi3AE R o —E PR3 IR EE (5
18 K 1-1) T E cloacae L [FIFE X 773, 5% 18 ¥EiZ best match species & second best
match species D2 2 7 A3 & 1T 2.00 LA L CTHERZ 2 WSR2 4, fRO —E MK IR
BETHoTz,

MLSA £ X 2 85CliE. 30 %5 9 #k (E.cloacae-1. E.cloacae-4. E.cloacae-6. E.cloacae-
7. E.cloacae-8, E.cloacae-9, E.cloacae-12, E.cloacae-14, Entero-89) % E. ludwigii D%
R (LMG23768") 2587 JAX—ICHEENT W2 b, E ludwigi LFRE S
7=, Entero-41 13 E. cloacae DFEHEFRE (LMG 2783Y) &ty 7 9 A X —I2& N, E. cloacae
EFIZE 7z, E. cloacae-15 1 E. asburiae DREHERE (DSM 175067) 2 &t 7 7 A % —
ICEE N, E asburiae EFITE X N7z, I5HRIE. 4 DD 7 7 A X —ICpF b, £ Z i Clade
1 (E.cloacae-5. E.cloacae-17). Clade 2 ((E.cloacae-21. E.coli-160. Entero-17. Entero-19,
Entero-157. Entero-191). Clade 3 (E. cloacae-18. E.cloacae-20. Entero-3. Entero-194).
Clade 4 (E.cloacae-22. Entero-15. Entero-92) & L 7=, # % 4 #£ (E. cloacae-10. E. cloacae-
16. Entero-181. Entero-190) W7 I 22 —icbEINahr o7, T2, H{LFE
WA OFER, 30 BRI WD Enterobacter cloacae & [FIiE X iz,

MALDI-TOF MS %z M\ zMEFEEIC LY, —BiErAmRETRE S W B L,
MLSA EIC & 2 [FERIRDS—E L 72 D 13—k (Enter-41) OATH -7z, L7z, MALDI-

TOFMS % W 7-#llE R E £ 12 X D best match species & L TR & L= FifH &, MLSA %
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WX BRIERRLEFE—D L DTH o 7281 78 (E. cloacae-1. E. cloacae-7. E. cloacae-9,

E. cloacae-14. Entero-89. Enter-41. E. cloacae-15) T®H » 7=,
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ER

MALDI-TOF MS #H w7z fEFEEERIC L v, —HESE RS ER S 12 BRid,
WY E cloacae ERIE X7z, LA L. MLSA KT E cloacae & [RIE X 72D 12 fk
i 1 #k (Enter-41) @ #TH Y, MALDI-TOF MS % v =Ml R E kO f 5 & FE RS
N7z, %72, 18 ¥kl MALDI-TOF MS % H W 7=l [F & i Tk — B oW R R S h
720 Y bEDZ & 225, MALDI-TOFMS % V7=l ERIEETIR. V=B X0y ~BEHk
Enterobacter | EHEDFEICHEWTIE, BT TRIETE 2 b 0o, FEM O XH I HE? /R
bbb eHEz b,

MALDI-TOF MS i X 2 [FIE ICEEA RS N2l E LT, MTFTOZfaEx bhik, 6
—IZ. Enterobacter JEW X R L ANERIICGERTH 2 T L BB T b7, FIT, E
ludwigii & E. cloacae % &t 7 5 A & —|%, MLSA 0D RN BT root ZIHAF LTk
D (X 3-1). EEITEHETH B LE2 bz, BIRRICE Enterobacter J&H A1 1.
MALDI-TOF MS 2R L LT3 2 v X7 ORED R L T3 L E X b, ERE,
HHD T — 2 R — R ICEFR I N T3 Enterobacter cloacae complex ICJg&d 2 FHfE (E
asburiae, E. cloacae, E.hormaechei, E.kobei, E.ludwigi) DT IZH ITHELL Tw3

(X 3-2), Enterobacter|BHEICD\WTlE, & v 3 7 EREGE O FALIMERE W Z & 2> 5 . MALDI-

»

TOF MS %\ 7=l E [FIEE TR IXRI 25 C & R WATREE 2 E 2 bz, i, ST —
ARX—=ZADRREBEToND, BFEOSIT — % X —Z (ver.5.0.0) I, E. cancerogenus,

E. hormaechei, E. cowanii, E. helveticus, E. kobei, E.ludwigii, E. radicincitans, ¥ X O
E. turicensis IO\ C, ZNZ N 1 O PIL O A FIHKIN T3 (3 3-3), MALDI-TOF
MS Z 7zl FEE TR, — 2> DREN CHEEDO X2 — v OFEAE TN T 22T

— 2 R—= 2%, BEFICHEMLZEEXAT 5 2 & 23 TE %A (van Prehn et al., 2016),
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T =R R—=ZDORERIC X - TIFEE DI ER b S 2 L 23H ST % (Khot et al.,
2012), HED MALDI-TOF MS O &7 — 2 R — 2%, #{ZMICEMKTH b Enterobacter
JBHE D FREICIRNEDS AL LT 3 AR E 2 bz,

MLSA EIC X W ERR L 72 % #fHic X 0 Clade 1, 2, 3 X4 ic& T/ 16 Hiz, Wi
DEFEICIIES do72b DD, BEHID Enterobacter JEH DILiFfE & & 2 b7z, Clade 1
B XU Clade 4 I2E TN 508K X, E cloacae B X U E. asburiae DIEHERE K # &1 7 7 &
R=D DML 72 BIC I N T2, FNEF N root ZHFL Tz, T bHDfRIZZ
NZNORE LI TH D, E. cloacae BHHENE F 721 E. asburiae B:EkE & & 2 & 17z, Clade
2 5 X U Clade 3 IC& E N2 408EMR X, E hormaechel DEEHER R (CCUG 271267) % &t
I TAR =LA INTRICHEINEZDDD, root ZHEFLTWE b, E
hormaechei DITFFETH 5 L&z btz

AALAERER 12 30 ¥k TS E. cloacae L [FAE X 17225, 5 b —H#k (E.cloacae-15) 13
MLSA B2 X Y E. asburiae & [R5%E X #L7=, Enterobacter asburiae DRI X E. cloacae &
UL T Y. E asburiae BERIZACEMIRGABR © LIE L IX E cloacae LERFIE S5
L) A D B (Mikietal., 1988), & DFRICOWWT b, ALK CIIEATE S W=
EEZ LNz,

S DFEED S, v~k X Ny ~BEEHk Enterobacter JEE 1B L Tlx, MALDI-TOF MS
VMR AEECIIEE COREIRFRETH . W E CREZITS 2o icid MLSA
EEHOCIBINBRERLETH D & HF 2 bk, 72, MALDI-TOF MS T3 E % [XH] T
XHRVHBHO DI T — 2 XR—ZADARREBEIT oD Z L H 5. Enterobacter JEEIT D\
TTF—2AXN—2%FHEIH 3T & T MALDI-TOF MS i< X 2 HEFRIESFIREL 72 % & # %

b7z,
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F28I 7 ~HEX Actinobacillus BEIZH T3 MALDI-TOF MS #RBW/-RIEE
DOEER

e

Actinobacillus J&W® 3. BP) DI 0E s O FEAEME 7225, — O BEMEIC D WTITR,
JEI DB 7Z: &5 AR A L, WEEZ R T & 2 5T 5 (Mutters, 1999), HCD
Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae 1%, 7 % OERTR OJRNE & L CTHA TH % (Sebunya
& Saunders, 1983),

V0Bt X Vb Actinobacillus |&W & L Tld. Actinobacillus equuli subsp. equuli,
Actinobacillus equuli subsp. haemolyticus 23H1 b W T3 O | Actinobacillus lignieresii <°
Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae b fiIC T BEX L5 & v ) #ED S % (Layman et al., 2014),
N o D Actinobacillus &R 3. FPIREFESYIE, WUSE, MEEER. FLE L. BHAI L. LA
2% BEEER. WES, R4 m v ~0REZ 5 2 Z L 9 % (Kuhnert, Berthoud, Christensen,
etal., 2003), A. equulisubsp. equuli 1%, #HE ¥ 5 O BUIMAE DJRIA T H % (Huang et al., 2015),
A. equuli subsp. haemolyticus (3. W& CTEOUIEDOMiMIMZ G 2 L 2 & BHEINT
\» % (Pusterla et al., 2008), 7 =IiC BT, Actinobacillus @ F 3T E T R EXFEME O —>

EE x5,

ulll

Actinobacillus e E D EHEFERIEIC > W Tk, REMoLTcoOHFITHEETH 2 2

(Christensen & Bisgaard, 2004), Repeat Toxin (RTX) 7 7 I BT 3 BRI IE
NTHGEDH B, RTX 77 3 KBS 2 mmt. —H5D Actinobacillus J& W 73 EE

L. ®intEs X cHlila#E %~ 3 (Berthoud et al., 2002; Kuhnert, Berthoud, Straub, et al.,
2003), A. equulisubsp. haemolyticus \%. agxiBI& 1732 — N33 A equulii# (Agx) %

PEA T 5 1T, A. equuli subsp. equuli & XJll3 % Z & 23A[HE T &H % (Kuhnert, Berthoud,
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Christensen, et al., 2003), % 7=, apxICABD 815 1. apxIICA Bi5T-. apxIIICABD &5 ¥
apxIVA BT 2 — N3 % Actinobacillus pleuropneumoniae RTX-toxin I (Apx 1), Apx I,
Apx III, ApxIV (%, A. pleuropneumoniae ®JFIEMEICEFR L T\» % (Schaller et al., 2000),
PCREIC X % apxiBInT DENTIX A. pleuropneumoniae D FIE F X CHIBICHW ST &
7= (Zhou et al., 2008), % 7-. Actinobacillus suis \% Apx1 & ApxIl AT % Z & (Kamp
etal., 1994). A. lignieresii 13 apxICABD % H L CT\» % 258 O 7' 1 & — X — Wl % 7z 7z
W7z Apx [ OFIE R \NT W% Z L 55 (Schaller et al., 2000), apxiBin T DFENTIZZ L
b D Actinobacillus JEWOWEFE IC b EHINTE X, £/, RIX 77 IV -T2
R EAT B Actinobacillus J& 12 2> T Christie-Atkins-Munch-Petersen (CAMP)
Biafro &, BRI T I &2 5N T v 3 (Kuhnert, Berthoud, Straub, et al., 2003),

B ficlx, v~k Actinobacillus JEE T O\ T, RTXELT DR, CAMP #b#, £
LR % 1T, FEERE 2R A7z, COfRE2EE 2. AE o MALDI-TOF MS %

AW 7=FE DMEIC O TR 21Tk - 7=,
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MElEAE

1. MREhCEH U 22wk

% 1 # 12 T MALDI-TOF MS % H \» 7z fffl | [F] % 3% % 17 \» . best match species 73
Actinobacillus JEFH L R E N7z v~ X O ~ BBk 51 & (1984 4£~2015 4E478f)

W7z (63-4), MALDI-TOFMS 12 X 2[REIXE 1 2 L RBEICIT R - 72,

2. Sy o DNA i
OBk DNA 13, B 13 L FEREIC, o DNA it * v + (InstaGene Matrix) %

Tt &7,

3. 16S rRNA &L AT

IYHERR D 16S rRNA GBI TR AT IZ. 56 2 B & FRRICIT > 7,

4. RTX 7 7 2V — & % HRELT DT

BE#t (Berthoud et al., 2002) IZfiE V>, agxBinFIc kD Agx FFEM PCR %175 7=, HilE
A= =3 T 2w,

AQXAPCR-L: 5’-ATT AGC GCA AGC AGG TAT CAA-3

AQXAPCR-R: 5’-ATT GCC GGA CCA GTT GTA GAT A-3

% 72, apxl-apxIVB{n T I1C D < ApxI-ApxIV FF#1) PCR % BE# (Frey et al., 1995; Zhou et
D

al., 2008) ICft > TIT o720 BIET 7 4 ~—ITIZLAF 2 A7z,
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apxICAFFRI 7 7 4 = —

XICA-L: 5°-TTG CCT CGC TAG TTG CGG AT-3
XICA-R: 5’-TCC CAA GTT CGA ATG GGC TT-%’
apx[ICA RN 7 7 4 ~—

XIICA-L: 5’-CCA TAC GAT ATT GGA AGG GCA AAT-3
XIICA-R: 5°-TCC CCG CCA TCA ATA ACG GT-3
apxI[ICAR RN 7 7 4 ~—

XIICA-L: 5’-CCT GGT TCT ACA GAA GCG AAA ATC-3
XIIICA-R: 5°-TTT CGC CCT TAG TTF GAT CGA-3’
apxIBD ¥ 7 7 4 < —

XIBD-L: 5°-CTA YCG GCG GGA TTC CGT-3

XIBD-R: 5’-ATC CGC ATC GGC TCC CAA-3’

apxI[IBD ¥ 51 7 5 4 <= —

XHIIBD-L: 5’-TCC AAG CAT GTC TAT GGA ACG-3’
XIIBD2-R: 5’-AAC AGA ATC AAAATCAGC TTG GTT-3
apxlVFERN 77 4 ~—

APXIVAL: 5-TTATCC GAACTT TGG TTT AGC C-3

APXIVA3: 5°-CAT ATT TGA TAA AAC CAT CCG TC-3’

5. Christie-Atkins-Munch-Petersen (CAMP) #E&
FEIMAEIER K/ (Becton, Dickson and Company, Franklin Lakes, New Jersey, U.S. A.)

iz, Staphylococcus aureusJCM2874 tkE X O BfERE # TEMAICRAET % X 5 ICHFREA L,



37°Cic T Mt sstk, IR 2 HERE L 720

6. HWEDIFEE
AT, 16S rRNA 2B X O RTX 77 2 ) —IC)@§ 2 5%

PIfFETIC X 0 FfE 2 [FE L, CAMP GRB#RIC X 0 EIMPE 2 iR L 72,

DIFEHT &\ o 7 BIR
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#a

MALDI-TOF MS % v 7= Ml [RE 3 < & 2 FERE R, RTX 7 7 2 U —IC@§ 2 R
T OfEtt. CAMP #B&, 16S rRNAEIZ T RHFMITIC X Y R DIERTH o W, B LUK
R 7 [FE A 2R % 3R 3-5 1R 37

MALDI-TOF MS % 7= flEFEEIC & 0. 51 #kH 11 #RiZ best match species &
second best match species D X2 2 7 & 1T 2.00 LA E TR 2 FEXTR I, fERO—
HUEPMENRETH - 72,

WaEt L 7= 51 #kd, 1 ¥k (Pasteurella-4) X, 16S rRNA B{nF 2@ 2> & Actinobacillus
arthritidis L [FE I 7z, 11 #RIE. 16S rRNA ZRAEfENT C A. equuli subsp. equuli d L < 1%
A. equulisubsp. haemolyticus 3t b ilifgk TH Y, RTX 7 7 IV — LB T 2 BREL T xR
BLTWZRWZ &b, A equuli subsp. equuli L [FIiE X7z, 30 #RiX. agxABI5T %R
B35 Z&h» b, A equulisubsp. haemolyticus & [F7E & 172, 2 ¥k (NE-146, NE-159) i%.
apxIBD 5 X X apxIV BT #RE3 5 Z &b, A pleuropneumoniae t [FliE X L7,

3% (NE-2. NE-23. NE-151) % Actinobacillus | EETIIH 3 b DD, HIERITEICIZE D
o7z, NE-2 1% 16S rRNA RN T Actinobacillus hominis & MR 97.6%TH b |
apxIBD iBi5 1 D AR L T 72, NE-23 1% 16S rRNA Bin T 2T C A. lignieresii & fH
[ 99.2%, A. pleuropneumoniae & fHFZE 99.0%CH Y . aplBD BT DAHEA L T»
720 NE-151 i 16S rRNA &= T Z N T A. hominis £ HH[FEI® 98.3% TH V., RTX 7 7
LY KB 3 HAELTERAL COAWI LA LEERECE 2r o7z, 72, 16S
rRNA ZAfEfEITIC L O . 18 (NE-71) 2% Mannheimia |81, 3 % (NE-144, NE-147, NE-
239) 23 Pasteurella cabalii & [FITE X7z,

BASH 7R FERH & . MALDI-TOF MS % F w72 fllF [F &1 X Y best match species &
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L CHR I R L 2A—THh o 72 kid. HmMAEIIC A equulisubsp. equuli & [FIE X L7z

11 #& 10 Bk, A. equuli subsp. haemolyticus L [Fl7E X 1172 30 ¥R 18 Bk, A.

pleuropneumoniae & [FI7E X L7z 2 ¥k 2R CTH 5 72,
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ER

v~k X Oy ~BREEHE Actinobacillus J&E 1D\ Tlx, MALDI-TOF MS % > 72 fll 4
FEEDHR L, RTIX 77 2 ) — K@ ¥ 2 mRiEln - Ofiftt, CAMP {5k, 16S rRNA &
(B RBAENTIC X 2 WMFE DR B EE L WK% K Ron, m&IC A equuli
subsp. haemolyticus & [FIFE T L7z D 5 B 58 (Act. equuli-1, NE-29, NE-110, NE-178,
NE-202) %, MALDI-TOF MS % F W 7= Ml R &% 1 X Y | best match species & L T A. suis
DR E iz, £ 72, MALDI-TOF MS % i\ 72l 8 [Fl € i © 1% Actinobacillus J&H & [FIE
INTwidbon s b, 14k (NE-71) 1 Mannheimia & . 3 # (NE-144, NE-147, NE-
239) % Pasteurella caballi & FA&WIC[RE X 172 , MALDI-TOF MS i X 2 fllEE A €2 1%
JEF TR TH B A equuli DFFEFRL: % BRI Actinobacillus J&H % X33 % & & 23 AHE
TH 2LV HED H 22 (Kuhnert et al., 2012). S RO TIIARTFIED Actinobacillus
JEBHEDFEREICIZRAYH 2 LEZ O,

Actinobacillus J&# © MALDI-TOF MS 12 X 2 FEICHEA RS 3l & L <,
Enterobacter B & FRRICEIRICEZETH R 2L (FE2EK 2-1), BT — XA XR—2D
NADBARRL T2 2B ons, Fc, BFOSHT — 2 —2 (ver.5.0.0) i£DW»
Tl. A equuli, A lignieresii, A.suis\ICOWTEFINTWEIEFHIZTZNEN—FEED
HTHo7- (83-6), £72. Mannheimia G2 Pasteurella caballi . Bi{Fr DT — X
N—= 2 FPICHEFR I N TR Do T 72D FEIDRE Tld Actinobacillus J&WH & FRIFE &
N7z &Ez biviz, Mannheimia B ° P caballi 13\ >3 b Pasteurella BT & 3 % il B fl
TH Y. FFC P, caballi 137 ~ DWW LGl EGE~ DB 5. 28R % & 11T\ % (Schlater
et al., 1989), v ~<HH¥D Actinobacillus |&E 2 Pasteurella Bt OMEFEICEE L T, BEF

DT —=RZR=ZATREFINTVEIEEBILE L TWBE I EREZL LN,
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RTX 77 1V — L@ b8ix % LT 5 Actnobacillus JEW 12 \» T CAMP B % 1T 5
&, Apx ¥ Agqx OEIMMED S. aureus DFELET H A7 4 v I I Y F—HICX DRI N,
CAMP iEME%# R 3T & # 2 51T\ 5 (Berthoud et al., 2002; Frey et al., 1994), 4 [mlfRET %
177 o 72RO —HRICIE. agx BT D PCR #i% & CAMP il & DFERICFIEH AU 55K
DRBO LT, 1 HRD agx BGHERE (NE-60) (3 CAMP iEMEA /R & 37, agx BEMERE 10 £k
CAMP iEtE% /R L7z, NE-60 IC2\ Tk, MALDI-TOF MS % Hl\w 7= fll E[FE %% 168
rRNA ZRAEFENT CTlx A. rossii ¥R I NTE Y, A. equuli subsp. haemolyticus D7 5k C
B BN H B, F7-. BFIC1E PCR ETIE agn BIET-2SHIE X N 25 CAMP 2Bk

GTETH 5 A. equulisubsp. equuli ROFFEDBRE I NTEHY, ZoRiIcOoWwWTIEF T 74 =

«

— FE AL D BIE TR B AMEHE £ 11T 5 (Moyaert et al,, 2007), 5 [EIFED & 172 aqx 21
CAMP EHEBHARIC O WT | agx FHEK PCR © 77 4 = —fEAE 0 2RI X b, agx
B 72 S e o 2 A[REMED B 5, CAMP BRERIG 1D A. equulisubsp. equuli #RIZ D
W, agxBIRTRAD Y — 7 v A b E O BURHI R T 2 Hub & L 72 B IIRER 23 %2

ThHorLFEZOLND,
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IINFE

AE T, MALDI-TOF MS % f\ 7l €% Tl RoEHEME IcFErs o, v
~ B LY ~BIEHKE Enterobacter J& . Actinobacillus & -2\ T, fliFHEIC X 2 HfE
FE %177 o720 WL 728D % { ¢ MALDI-TOF MS % 7=l A € i & fh Tk ic X
L EERR L OFEHREL Tiz, THH OMIERICO VT, B[R L25E R ISR T
HBT R MFEDOT — 2 X—2DARMER S N, Zh o OffiFETE%Z MALDI-TOF MS
Z o 7 B RDE R I CRGE 3 2 BRic ik, AL ARG S B R A R 7 & DB i

TS5 2L, FIERE R EICHETHZ EEZ LN,
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3
#£3-1 v~bBXW®y~BEHK Enterobacter JEH 30 ¥k D 53 BEAE & 43 BEE

BIRES Py iE 7y BERER
E.cloacae-1 1983 ANBH
E.cloacae-4 1983 ABH
E.cloacae-5 1983 ABH
E.cloacae-6 1983 ABH
E.cloacae-7 1983 ANBH
E.cloacae-8 1983 ANBH
E.cloacae-9 1983 ANBH
E.cloacae-10 1983 ANBH
E.cloacae-12 1983 ANBH
E.cloacae-14 1983 ABH
E.cloacae-15 1983 ABH
E.cloacae-16 1985 ABH
E.cloacae-17 1985 ABH
E.cloacae-18 1988 THIE
E.cloacae-20 1991 TER
E.cloacae-21 1991 FER
E.coli-160 1992 Wt AiE
E.cloacae-22 1995 WREE R
Entero-3 1999 fifi %8
Entero-15 2000 fifi %8
Entero-17 2000 MREE R
Entero-19 2000 fifi %8
Enter-41 2004 fifi %8
Entero-89 2010 fifi %8
Entero-92 2011 fifi %8
Entero-157 2015 FAFERAL IS
Entero-181 2016 i =0
Entero-190 2016 Hig 7k
Entero-191 2016 FARRAL RS

Entero-194 2016 TV ITE—F




£ 3-2 MLSA % & MALDI-TOF MS # W= #ilFE R € c X 3 Enterobacter J&E 30 1k

D 7] 7E il
RS MLSA i MALDI—TOF MS % i\ 7 flfl i [R E i
Best match Second best match
Species =l Species =l

E.cloacae-1 E. ludwigii E. ludwigii 2.340 E. cloacae 2.280
E.cloacae-4 E. ludwigii E. cloacae 2.345 E. ludwigii 2.285
E.cloacae-6 E. ludwigii E. cloacae 2.440 E. ludwigii 2.295
E.cloacae-7 E. ludwigii E. ludwigii 2.375 E. cloacae 2.375
E.cloacae-8 E. ludwigii E. cloacae 2.380 E. ludwigii 2.375
E.cloacae-9 E. ludwigii E. ludwigii 2.295 E. cloacae 2.220
E.cloacae-12 E. ludwigii E. cloacae 2.380 E. ludwigii 2.335
E.cloacae-14 E. ludwigii E. ludwigii 2.385 E. cloacae 2.320
Entero-89 E. ludwigii E. ludwigii 2.360 E. cloacae 2.325
Enter-41 E. cloacae E. cloacae 2.265 E. cloacae 2.195
E.cloacae-15 E. asburiae E. asburiae 2.290 E. cloacae 2.125
E.cloacae-5 Clade 1 E. cloacae 2.265 E. asburiae 2.390
E.cloacae-17 Clade 1 E. asburiae 2.225 E. kobei 2.115
E.cloacae-21 Clade 2 E. cloacae 2.330 E. cloacae 2.215
E.coli-160 Clade 2 E. cloacae 2.315 E. cloacae 2.290
Entero-17 Clade 2 E. cloacae 2.320 E. cloacae 2.295
Entero-19 Clade 2 E. cloacae 2.310 E. cloacae 2.270
Entero-157 Clade 2 E. cloacae 2.380 E. cloacae 2.255
Entero-191 Clade 2 E. cloacae 2.335 E. cloacae 2.300
E.cloacae-18 Clade 3 E. cloacae 2.335 E. cloacae 2.200
E.cloacae-20 Clade 3 E. cloacae 2.385 E. cloacae 2.290
Entero-3 Clade 3 E. cloacae 2.285 E. cloacae 2.250
Entero-194 Clade 3 E. cloacae 2.335 E. cloacae 2.315
E.cloacae-22 Clade 4 E. asburiae 2.340 E. cloacae 2.310
Entero-15 Clade 4 E. asburiae 2.345 E. cloacae 2.195
Entero-92 Clade 4 E. asburiae 2.300 E. cloacae 2.085
E.cloacae-10 other isolates  E. ludwigii 2.350 E. cloacae 2.340
E.cloacae-16 other isolates  E. asburiae 2.220 E. cloacae 2.160
Entero-181 other isolates  E. kober 2.190 E. asburiae 2.170
Entero-190 other isolates  E. cloacae 2.420 E. cloacae 2.335
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£33 BGHFEDOT —XX—ANICEFRI N T\ 5 Enterobacter J&H DT DL

i 3 ADE
Enterobacter amnigenus 6
Enterobacter cancerogenus 1
Enterobacter asburiae 3
Enterobacter cloacae 14
Enterobacter hormaechei 1
Enterobacter cowanii 1
Enterobacter gergoviae 11
Enterobacter helveticus 1
Enterobacter kober 1
Enterobacter ludwigii 1
Enterobacter pulvenis 3
Enterobacter pyrinus 2
Enterobacter radicincitans 1
Enterobacter turicensis 1
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R34 v~B LY ~BREHK Actinobacillus J&F 51 ¥RO 53 BEAF & o BEMEL

[El7Siaes ST HEE wayiisnall
Act.equuli-1 1984 NG|
Act.equuli-2 1984 NG|
Act.equuli-3 1984 NG|
Act.equuli-4 1984 NG|
Act.equuli-5 1985 B %
Act.equuli-6 1985 B %%
Act.equuli-7 1985 B %
Act.equuli-8 1985 B %
Act.equuli-9 1985 B %
Act.equuli-10 1985 BRI
Act.equuli-11 1985 B %%
Act.equuli-12 1984 BRI
Moraxella-1 1985 ASHH
Moraxella-2 1985 BA 28
Moraxella-3 1984 BRI
Moraxella-4 1984 BA 28
Pasturella-4 1992 AN
Pasturella-5 1993 B Im e
NE-1 1996 MREE
NE-2 1996 5
NE-23 1999 fifi %
NE-26 2000 LETpeE
NE-28 2000 LETpeE
NE-29 2000 LETpe
NE-60 2000 LETpe
NE-71 2000 Jiti %
NE-72 2000 Jiti %
NE-75 2000 fifi %
NE-77 2000 fifi %
NE-87 2001 Jiti %



NE-109
NE-110
NE-111
NE-119
NE-134
NE-135
NE-136
NE-144
NE-146
NE-147
NE-151
NE-155
NE-159
NE-178
NE-185
NE-186
NE-202
NE-204
NE-238
NE-239
NE-240

2002
2002
2002
2003
2004
2004
2004
2005
2006
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2011
2013
2013
2015
2015
2015
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£3-6 MHFEDOT —XX—ANICEFRI N T WD Actinobacillus & D I DL

] e B DEL
A. delphinicola 1
A. equuli 1
A. lignieresii 1
A. pleuropneumoniae 2
A. rossii 4
A. suis 1
A. ureae 1




100 E.cloacae-1
70[L E.cloacae-8
E.cloacae-4

E.cloacae-7

74" E.cloacae-12
E.cloacae-14
Enterobacter ludwigii (CCUG 51355) Enterobacter ludwigii
Enterobacter ludwigii (LMG 23768T)

6p [ E-cloacae-6

41~ Enterobacter ludwigii (CCUG 51356)

98 || Enterobacter ludwigii (CCUG 51357)

53| E.cloacae-9

9p' Entero-89 —

E.cloacae-10
g—gE E.cloacae-5 ] Clade 1
E.cloacae-17
89 Enterobacter cloacae subsp. dissolvens (LMG 2683)
100 Enterobacter cloacae subsp. cloacae (LMG 2783T)
Enterobacter cloacae
86| Enter-41
67! Enterobacter cloacae subsp. cloacae (LMG 21186) _
——— Entero-181
— E.cloacae-16
Entero-190

00 | Enterobacter hormaechei (CCUG 27126T)

Enterobacter hormaechei (CCUG 26643)

Entero-157 =
E.coli-160

Entero-191

Entero-17

Entero-19

Enterobacter hormaechei

Clade 2

E.cloacae-21
Entero-3
E.cloacae-18 Clade 3
51[ E.cloacae-20
55/ Entero-194
Enterobacter mori (LMG 25706T)
Enterobacter mori (LMG 26285)
Enterobacter mori (LMG 26284)
E.cloacae-22
Entero-15
Entero-92
E.cloacae-15
Enterobacter asburiae (CCUG 29600)
Enterobacter asburiae (DSM 17506T) Enterobacter asburiae
Enterobacter asburiae (CCUG 23173)

Enterobacter soli (LMG 26282)
_0{ Enterobacter soli (LMG 26283)
4‘ Enterobacter cancerogenus (NCPPB 2177)
1

50|

Clade 4

65

00 | Enterobacter cancerogenus (LMG 2693T)
57 Enterobacter cancerogenus (CCM 2420)
Lelliottia nimipressuralis (LMG 10245T)
Pluralibacter gergoviae (LMG 5739T)

Serratia marcescens subsp. marcescens (LMG 2792T)
Klebsiella pneumoniae subsp. pneumoniae (LMG 2095T)

Cronobacter sakazakii (LMG 5740T)

Kosakonia cowanii (LMG 23569)

Pantoea agglomerans (LMG 1286T)

93 Xenorhabdus nematophila (ATCC 19061T)

K 3-1 gyrB, rpoB., atpD, infBiBI& EIEACHICHD { Enterobacter J&EH DKM 7z

T & ARWTIE TGS L 72 v = B2k 70 BiERR o R fihit



Iﬂ_w L

K 3-2 MALDI Biotyper D& 7 — % ~— 2 (ver. 5.0.0) (&£ 2 Enterobacter JEH

CBEICOWT, WK (A A7 b ) BEICER L 7= Rk
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FTLE UHEHFRKMEICEME L 7= MALDI-TOF MS 2 B W /- FE

BT — & ~X—XDVERK

e

MALDI-TOF MS % v 7= flEFEE CTlE. FEDIEMHEIISHT — 2 x—RIcHEN S
HWREOHIKTE T 2 2 e Ao N THE Y, EROPEZEL T — X X —RIC X - THEIEH
ISR R AR ICBE L C b KBS AIREIC 72 B L& X H 41T b (van Prehn et al., 2016), SO0}
T, T— 2 R— ZDERPPIEDANY T — 2 a YHERR L CTW8a, B EtkicZ L WEE
TER % 153 2 v HEMEAMEHE < T B (Khot et al., 2012),

MALDI-TOF MS % v 7= MiEFEE T, MFEO T — 2 X—20fhic, fEHE OHEIC
JELTHED T — 2 _R— 2R WL LHHT 2 2 L BARETH 5, K, REHER R
KHBE I 7 — 2 X — 2 ZAEK L 2B 2585 & LT\ % (Veloo et al., 2018),

AW TlE, 3 1 BOMEHC B WY v kS X Y < BB HSRM I 2w T b MALDI-
TOF MS % H W7 MEFEERIC X W KEBp 2 FERRETH 5 2 RS dz, — 7. —Hb
DEFIC OV CIRFEEICHEA R b N7 5 2 BB L UOH 3 ECBIMBRE LT, S
T—=RR=ZRDARPEMEIN Tz, TNLDMFDOT — 2 X=X CIRFEEICHED R
b3 Y RHERMEICOWTHED T — 2 X =22 fRTL LT, IVE Dy =iik
M IC oW MALDI-TOF MS I X 2 [RIGEDSAIREIC 72 % & PRI N,

RETIH, 5 2 BB LUE I RETBIRRZIT - 2MEKRE A<, 7~ BRIt
L7277 — & ~_—2Z (in-house database) % L 7z, & LT, FZIG L N7z v~ HRHME

¥# F\ T, in-house database D EEi %17 - 7=,
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ML EAE

1. in-house database D&

in-house database DFEERIC L, 55 2 W CHMAZEIE L 728D 5 5 230 ¥k, 56 3 =5 1 fi

o

Pt % [F7E L 7z Enterobacter J&H 11 ¥k, 5 3 B4 2 Hi CHRIME % [FIE L 7z Actinobacillus J&
WD oL 418k, GH282 FkE w7z (R 4-1),

% BT DI DIEH T & % main spectral profiles (MSPs) %S4 3 =01, KorHErkic
2\>C Bruker Japan tEDO#ERE T 3 [T 2 — A - FEERHE] I X 20 2T 72, £5.
BOBERRICOWT, Pl oo =—1uL FE% 1.5mL @ 75% T X% J — VI L
7oo WEMEIRIE 13,000rpm T 2 SpflEOEREL. BEEEFIY BRIz, iR 20u L BRE O
T0% ¥ L EROT & b= b ) AICHEE L. X 512 13,000rpm T 2 S RhsE O IE % £ - 72,

T/ —n - FEMEC IV Ron LR, —H|Rd2V 27y P 7L —F B8 AR
vy M T L, FEEZ# acyano-4 hydroxycinnamic acid matrix solution % il 2 7=,
flexControl 3.4 ¥ 7 b v =7 (Bruker Japan) % i\ C& AR v b % 3 [EIFT DML, —FE
H7- Y5 24 BOFHIZIT 2 72, 1FO6NT7IEIL flexAnalysis 3.4 ¥V 7 F V=7 (Bruker
Japan) Z Fl W CHERE L, fth & RiFICE 2 2B IXHEL 2, & 512, MBT Compass

Explorer 4.1.7.0. ¥ 7 b 7 =7 (Bruker Japan)% fi\»C MSP Z{ER L 7=,

2. in-house database % fI\>7z v = HRik D [AE

in-house database IC & % [FI/EMEOFHII D 7212, 2016 25 2019 FICH7zI1C v ~ 20>
Sl E N7z 568 kD 5 b, 92 HROMIEKIC O W CHRIEZTT 272, 92 #RkiZ. MALDI
Biotyper DBEfFD 7 — £ X —Z (Bruler library ver. 8.0.0) % H\»7z[FlE Tl best match

species DA AT 23200 Kiti CH Y, WL XNV TORIEICE LD > 72K TH %, 57HfEk
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X, 77 LRI X B TREBIR. MERERY B L UHIRO A EREF v P (Trv=2
7% v b bioMérieux) % i\ 7 AL ER R ORI X 0 L IBNHIEEHIE (2 %), %
Dt 7" 7 LEEYARR (Taylorella J&H ¥ X CIGNAE R LA D 277 7 LBEMERRR) (15 8.
LY HERE (1980, 7 F W ERE (22 #8). Rhodococcus [EH (1 #R). % Dfths 7 LGERR
(Rhodococcus JEE LAY D 7 7 LGHRRE) (17 8 RPEHSEER (16 #R) iIc ¥ L 72,
SEERRIZ. in-house database & BEfFD 7 — % X — X (Bruker library ver. 8.0.0) %%
BT — 2= (LT —42_=2) ZHCCHEERIT-> /2. FERES X OCHER
FOFHM X, 515 L FRICIT > 72, FatFLEiciZ, BZR ¥ 7 F vz 7 (HBRERK
R EER Y v 2 —, #E, HA) (Kanda, 2013) % Fiv> T, Wilcoxon OFF S NERRE % 1T

277,
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fER

fERK L 7z in-house database (3, 32 J&. 77 Wilfz & 282 © MSPs 2 bk T 7z (5K 4-
D, 7. BFOF— 2 =2 (ver. 8.0.0) 1% 8603 ® MSPs #&A Tk b, i 8885 @
MSPs % &4 iifl 7 — X R — ZMERL S L7z,

LT — 2 X=X Y, HREEERT-72 92 ki 16 HpS, BEL AL CORE(Ra T
200 E)emoT (K4-1), 16 ROWERIZ, Z Dty 7 LBEWARE (Taylorella J&H
B L WIENMERMIENU D 77 ZMRE) 15 Feb 8 Bk, L v 3 BRI 19 #keb 3 Bk,
Rhodococcus J&HE 1 ¥k 1 ¥k, Z Dfth 7 7 LIGVERE (Rhodococcus JEEIIND 7T L5
HEARED) 17 BRp 4Bk Tdh o 72 (R 4-2), 2 HRDIHE R 2 7 PMEIL, BEIFD T — 2 _—2
I 1L 1.64 TH > 7228, WILT — 2 ~— 2T 1.77 ic EF L7z (P<0.001), #HiE
DIN—THNCE S & LT — 2 R—=XDEHIC X Y Z Dftho 777 LR (P=0.01).
LY HERE (P=0.1), 7' J ABHRE (P=0.06) OFHFERaT7HALERLE (F 4-3),
92 ¥rh 76 BRI oW TidER L T — 2 R— 2 2 W2 BRI D WEFRE ICIZE S B d o 72203, 2
Pk (Strep368 ¥ X U anaero379) o2 a 7z EH L7 (F4-2), K2 74 RiCoOWTIE, &

a7 LI O N Do T2,
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ER

RKETIX, vV~ IOy ~REHRKGHEK%Z H T inchouse database Z#§2E L. BEfFD
T—RZRXR—RATEREEL XNV TOREDLTE &b o7V vHRKOBFFRIEZIT> 72, BT
DF — R R—Z T, 2016 F2> 5 2019 TV =5 5 0B E N7z 568 FRkHf 476 1k (83.8%)
BRERIETELD, LT —2_R—2%H\3 2 & CRITAHETH 225 51T 16 BRI L
2o Thbb, BT — 2= %ZH\V3 2 LT, v~k 568 thrf 492 ¥k (86.6%) 78
FIEFREL 707z, BT — X XR—RIC XV FEFREL 72 o 72T 2.8%CTH Y, K& X
ZAL L 1T 2 72\ 23, in-house database D& AL v ~ R E © [FERE A L ICHRN T 2
tEzZLND,

T 72 LT — X X=X CREREATRE & 7 o 72RO HIC 13 Actinobacillus B A% & E Tz,
FIEE 2HTHMA LI X 9T, Actinobacillus equuli DFFEIZ & b 1T 7 ~ OIFEME
LLTHILNTEY, KEZIEMICFET 2 C L1137~ DiREOHEF L HE L0 ERICE
WehdeEzrbNS, L2L, BEDT —2X—RICX A equuli DEFRIRITZ 1 KD AT
HYH, oL MALDI-TOF MS % M\ 7= f#lFFE#E TlE A equuli DIFZE IC[HEED B
LNBRKRD—>2 Lz bz, 4l in-house database IC A. equulisubsp. equuli & L
T 11 ® MSP %. A. equulisubsp. haemolyticus & L T 29 ® MSP %#iB L 72458, v~
K A. equuli 577 BEVE D3 EE A HE & 72 © 72, in-house database DE AL, 7~ HRME D
HCd ., KT ~Hk Actinobacillus JER O FIERE LRICEBAL 7= L F 2 bisz,

—J7 SERET L7 v < Hsk 7' F v BRE R R L, 8T — 2 =22 T
FIEEITH TP TE b o7, ZEIEK L 72 in-house database 1Z1%, 16S rRNA &t
Wi CHM%Z FERRETH o 72 7 F 7 ERE LRI SER RO 22 EA L2208, V=B LT

v 2 BREHCRIR D FIE IS I3 A T TH o 72 A[ReMEDH 2 b5, Staphylococcus JER IC ¥
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WX, rpoB B TAEERTEICHBLS 2 T & 23S & LT % (Drancourt & Raoult,
2002; Ghebremedhin et al., 2008), ¥ 7-. 16S-23S rRNA &=+ DfiEfTiZ. 16S rRNA Ei&
T DB DN & B L THHRIEZE 23 & <L IO X R 2175 2 L b A[AETH 5 T & 3
XN T\ % (Sabat et al.,, 2017), 16S rRNA B 2 HEN CIIEEAZFRETE o7
Staphylococcus J& K IR IERRMER IC DWW T, rpoB#nT% 16S-23S rRNA BIZ T 7 &
DBFRIC L Y BHEFEATE 2 a[HENED H 5. & b, FAE S FRICO T MSPs DiB
&skx+T232L T, ZNODMEKRICOWTHRIEAHERT — X R— A2 iEfEcx 3L
FEZbid,

B 3EE 1 HicMR 21T o 72V ~Hk Enterobacter JERF ICO\WTlt, SRIFFREZIT>
72 92 BROHIT Enterobacter RS & E NTs o 72720, FIEREIC O W TOMGI2 T &
hote, RETOMRGTICIEE TN o720, BIFEO T — 2 XR—2CldfEHRo [—HME2
K\ JIRBETH - 7= (best match species & second best match species D 2 2 723 & I 2.00
PLECRG 2EMES RN S ) v <HkllERIC O W T, BT — 2R — X TOHFAE%
17 272, T DFER, best match species & second best match species D A 27 28 & % 1C 2.00
DL ECR—DWMEARR S N2RE— o bz (R 3-4), 5%, Fizicnfisnsg v
~ 2K Enterobacter R 3T UL, #8fLT — X X — XD Enterobacter J& IR E 133
DINRICOVTOEREIT) CLBAMRIC R 2 L HFE X b,

Corynebacterium JEE D H T, C pseudotuberculosis 13V~ DY v g DR &
L CHI 5T % (Corbeil et al., 2016), AE T, 58{bT —2X—RICX Y ZzDfho 77
LIGHRE D 5% 4 B2 Corynebacterium stationis L [FI7E X 117z, Corynebacterium
stationis 1Tt t DEREED b DRSS 235 % 23 (Bernard et al., 2010). V< DJREE L

DEEEICOWTIZHL 2 L o T\, KE T C stationis & [FIE X N7z BERRIZ. W
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TN EEMEAERIEG O AR T 720 borBEX LT\ 7z, —J7 T, Corynebacterium J&
Bz ~DiRFEEEERE T H 3 L E 2 5 TE Y (LaFrentz et al., 2020; Scott et al., 2019).
C stationis & 7 <= ORENER & OB#EMIC DO WTIT, EEER 2800 L CHET 21T o HE

BHBEFEZDLNTz,
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IINFE

RETIR, v~ XY ~HKMEE% VT, MALDI-TOF MS % v 72 Ml [FE i 1
¥1F % in-house database ZHEEL 72, X 51T, KT =2 X=X EFHWTH - ICoEEE L7
v~ HERA R O BRVE 21T - 72458, BIFEO T — 2 X=X CTIRFEENRTE b o ko
—¥# 3% in-house database DEAIC X b [FIEAIHEIC 72 - 7z, in-house database DL & i

A25 MALDI-TOF MS #z flv>7- v < diskilll O RIER L DR LICHRAT 5 2 & 2R L 7,
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*

#* 4-1 in-house database IC main spectral profiles(MSPs) & L CENN & dL7- il F fE
== &
Aeromonas salmonicida (1)*
Acinetobacter baumannii (1), Iwoffii (1), pittii (1)
arthritidis (1), equuli subsp. equuli (11), equuli subsp.
Actinobacillus
haemolyticus (29)
Aeromonas bestiarum (1)
Arthrobacter mysorens (1)
Bacillus thuringiensis (1)
fragilis (5), helcogenes (1), ovatus (2), pyogenes (1),
Bacteroides
thetaiotaomicron (1)
Brevibacterium luteolum (1), bullata (1),
Clostridioides difficile (19)
Clostridium argentinense (1), orbiscindens (1), perfringens (3)
Corynebacterium stationis (2), ulceribovis (1), uterequi (1)
FEnterobacter asburiae (1), cloacae (1), Iudwigii (9)
Erwinia billingiae (1)
Exiguobacterium sibiricum (1)
Fusobacterium varium (1)
Klebsiella pneumoniae (4)
Leucobacter chironomi (1)
Macrococcus brunensis (1), caseolyticus (2)
Micrococcus luteus (3)
Moraxella cuniculi (1)
Nicoletella semolina (5)
Oligella ureolytica (1)
Pantoea agglomerans (3), ananatis (1), deleyi (1)
Pasteurella caballi (6)
Peptostreptococcus anaerobius (12)
Prevotella dentasini (5), heparinolytica (5)
Proteus mirabilis (1)
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Providencia stuartii (1)
aeruginosa (1), chlororaphis (2), granadensis (5), jessenii (1),

libanensis (1), migulae (1), monteilii (21), mosselii (1),

Pseudomonas o
oryzihabitans (1), otitidis (3), pseudoalcaligenes (1), teessidea
(4)
Rhodococcus equi (42)
condimenti (1), equorum subsp. equorum (1), hyicus (1),
Staphylococcus pasteuri (1), saprophyticus subsp. saprophyticus (5), sciuri
(2), stepanovicii (1)
canis (1), equi subsp. equi (1), parauberis (1), pneumoniae (2),
Streptococcus
orisasini (1), rifensis (1),
Taylorella equigenitalis (24)

* YERK L 7= MSP O

93



677 mbo sn22020poyyy 661 “ds snoooooporyy 01-8102 [ 58| sn20020poyyr

8.1 “ds snoooooidang 16T gocdang

797 SISUDJLI $N220201do.01§ YLl “ds snoooooidang Lycdang

122 SISUQJII S11200001d2.11§ 1 opgdong

AN TUISESLIO SN220203d211G 66T “ds snoooooidanig gcedang |E2 A

€5°C 1[eqes Bj[2Imna1stg 16'1 ds snjrydowaryy 2T€AN

6v'¢C SIpRHgIE Snjjloeqounly 68’1 ds snjjroeqouny 8ICAN

¢Gc  smondjowsry “dsqns ynnba snjjeqourdy 66°'1 ds snjjroeqouny VICAN

95°C nnba ~dsqns ynnbs snjjeqoundy 661 ds snjjroeqounoy €1€AN

Sv'e Jnopuno gjjoxelopy 9¢'1l LLZAN

9v°¢C BUIJOWIS E[[2I9[OIIN 081 ok VLCAN

§G'g  smondjowsey ~dsqns ynnba snjjeqoundy 861 ds snjjroeqounoy €92¢dN

1€¢ SIpRLgIE SnjjLoeqounIy 081 « ds snjoeqoundy  1gzoInuy s BT £ £ @ X
Loy e Loy WL SEuE B

Y= — L)

Y= —LOEHHK

Y — L3 ) 21 2]

LEv 2 EHAR 2N C K
FIHRKH 2 4 YU QM T 0Ly DA T2 (K —> g —LAYE) @ %A YUE d0quep Snoy-u 2 —x 7 — L OHH TF %

94



(ESFEGI 7 £ & @14 YA Sno2000POYY s

(BESFEN7 £ £ 047 B M B MY kA G0 F <f BEl S| BI[OLO[AG, .5
B OLT ¢ Ley) o) A0[e] BEZ o

(B 002 TV 0L T ¢ LEY) Q21U 1E &

Syl
€0¢
(A4
e
8¢C

SITOIR]S WINLIDIDEGIUAIO)
SITOIR]S WINLIDIDEGIUAIO)
SITOIR]S WINLIDIDEGIUAIO)

SITOIR]S WINLIDIDEGIUAIO)

6¢'1
9¢1
191
¢S'1
I6'1

6Lgo1orUR B 0 ) )
90T¥+D
€0TY+D
064+D
"ds wint12108gouA10) [8U+D s B TNE 7 £ 4B O X

95



* 4-3 HHFDOT — 2= (Bruker library) & BEfFD 7 — X~ — ZIC in-house database
EMz7zbD (GEfbT —2 =) ZHWT, v~dsRMlEK 92 KEZREL, I LI
Sz a7 EEE L

FEICHERAL72T — & _—2

SR (BRE0 MEOTF—2x—2 3ty — X X—=x
IR (2) 1.77 1.77
Z D7 Z LEERE* (15) 1.76 2.13
L vHERE (19) 1.66 1.80
7 F o ERE (22) 1.85 1.85
Rhodococcus JEHE (1) 1.99 2.25
Z Ofth 7T LSRR (17) 1.49 1.66
fRYEBESER (16) 1.36 1.37
P 1.64 1.77

* Taylorella JEH ¥ X OGN HIERHIRE AL D 775 4 AR )
** Rhodococcus JEE LAY D 77 5 2 G AR B
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Z 0T 7 LRMERE
L YERE

7 K EE
Rhodococcus|E@E
77 LSRR
REHEIMER

fEAHE

Z DTS LEMRE
LY ERE

7 FUEKE
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S

MALDI-TOF MS % F v 7= Ml [FIE i 1E . il 0 ZAfize J7 ik & L CHRESR © b B ADE
HDOENT WS, L2 L AFEEZHC LTI AT L30T nd b b oFEMES X OBREE
HREZ L e LSBT -2 X—2% AL Tk 0. BHRMEICO T oRERE
COWTIRET 21T ) BEHA D 5, KL ClEv ~hkEs L Oy ~BRERRME ICE T 5
MALDI-TOF MS 7% v 7=l R EE O At 2 #Et L. iz TRFEOMER B X OfF
PEER LTz,

% 1% <ld. MALDI-TOF MS %\ 7-ifilR o FlE >~ 2 7 4 (MALDI Biotyper) % >
T, v~B Xy BB 3724 RO RIE 2177 o 720 Z OFEHR, WL~ TOFE
TEDSAIHETS © 72 D1 3209 #k (86.2%)., JBL ~TiF 310 Kk (8.3%). RIEARA7Z 272
D13 205 ¥k (5.5%) TH Y. MALDI-TOF MS % Hl v 7=fll@#FEEZEIC & b Km0 v~
SAME & FIEFRETH 5 2 L AR E Tz, T/, ARG coRERM R IDBEOHE &kt
WIS TH D, KU AT LY w5 L O < B H R E o FE I H9E I REcH 3 &
Ezbhiz, —/T, —HOMERICOWTiZ MALDI-TOF MS % s 72 [El7E 2SR % C &
52 LbRI N,

2% B XU 3% Tld, MALDI-TOF MS T3 [FE 2572 - 72 7 ~ Bkl E R i o v
T, BIREHNFEZ O L LT 21T 5 72, 5% 2 ETld. MALDI-TOF MS % Fl v 72l &
FEECIREL XA CORENTE b - 2 08ERICOWT, 16S RNA EE T % v 7=
Bt 2T o720 v~ IR RIEME <& 2 Taylorella equigenitalis < Rhodococcus
equil¥, 7O MALDI-TOF MS @ 7 — X R — 2 % W 72 [A € TIIHE L <L T [HE A

NEELRGERDH > EPHL2ERY ., TRODOMEBEICOVWTIIBHT -4 X—20D
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TR Y 25 ER & W7z, 55 3 % Tk, MALDI-TOF MS % v 7= Al B 7] 25 ¢ 1 R 1
HERH N ~HEB X Ny <IREH¥® Enterobacter|& 1 . Actinobacillus J& 122D T,
BRI 7 FECHERELR T OMITIC X 2 BEREZ TR > 7%, MatLztko% < <,
MALDI-TOF MS 7% v 7= il R EE & hFiE i X B AERIR L OFEHREL Tk, C
o OHIEMIC DWW TiL, WA LEEWICEBRTHE Lo, BIFDT — 2 X—Z DA
RHEHR & v, MALDI-TOF MS % F v 7= Ml # RIEE D & Tl HE O FIEAREETH 5 &
Zzbilz, MALDI-TOF MS %MW 7= EEEIC X Y % 0 v < dklll E 23 FE T ¥
7=—715C. T. equigenitalis. R. equi., Enterobacter &, Actinobacillus|&HF Y. —i D
v HKMEICOWTRBFED T — 2 X— 2% W72 [AE TIXFREPREE RIGE 000 5
Nio 20 X5 RMEREICE L Cid, AFEE 2 FE O BRI ISR O MBI iFE B L2
ThHdLEZOLNT,

BAFETIE, FB2EBICHE 3B TR 2T o 2 v ~liks XL O ~ B R E % %
T, MALDI-TOF MS % F\W 7=l EE I B T 5 5 7 — % X — X (in-house database)
WL 72, HIC KT — 2 _R—=2% T 72 1050 HE X 7z 7~ BRI R o FHRE %
T, DT — 2 X— A TRFEENTE A d > 72D B2 in-house database DE AT
X YWRIERREICR B C & RN LTz, BT, T equigenitalis % R. equi 137 ® MALDI-TOF
MS 7 — & N — 2 T[T IS B 5Tz 2%, in-house database DIERIC X b 2h
boMEEORERERN EAUFEIh, v~k 3 GRIEEEOE¥ER AT 2
EEzZbNTz, 72, Actinobacillus B 7 &, v ~DiFZEICEWCEEZET Ml
KOV THTF—ZN—ZEREI 7= 2o, EERSIEICH T 2 50K E O 51
B L OIRRED FHEAEIRIC d Hk 3 5 2 L M IfF S e, MALDI-TOF MS % v 7= Al

FIEHEICH W T, in-house database ZHEFE B LB AT 5 2 LiZ. KATFEDREMRE DL
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BICDRD B EFEZ LN,

k. MEFEEICS LN TE 2RO A ERB* Y b (Te~v=aT %y b,
bioMérieux) Tld, % < OMEME T 24 FEREOREELILETH 5, ZDHEICHKT 2
&. MALDI-TOFMS #H /- MEFEEZ V2 C &<, MiEFEESK 1 HFR L 20,
FZEICE IR OTEIRIICER T 2, v FERICE VT, FRIHOTIEIER I
KEFI O PHRUGEICERNT 2 2 LRI N T 3 (Patel et al, 2017), £ 7=, FHICHE B
RREET 5 C &3, AREATESEOMHEHAZMS L, VIFHEOMEFHAIC o222 L EZS
NTWw 5 (70K, 2016), PLEHE OBEIEME 1L, BEETHIKIC 5\ THHE L 72 o Tw %, Center
of Disease Control ® Web # 4 + (https://www.cdc.gov/drugresistance/index.html) Tl
BREEREIRIC 5 2 PUREEOMIEEHICOWTE IS H V. HAICE T 2 HEAIME (AMR)
Ty av 77Tk, NS BT 2 HUREE O R IC T, B H SREEA R o <
7Y —= v IREEE T S (EBRIC B & 7n 2 BRYYE N SRBIR BN &, 2016), v~
DEAZIERIC BT nEz HN L L CTRIOFIFEIFERSLECH 2 L L bic, EIEC
PR AT 2 2 L Asko b b, AfFEic X b . MALDI-TOF MS % F 7= #ll B [ E i
E. 7~ BRI I oW T b KBS O MIERE I 35\ CIERE A BRERE S TIRETH 0 . FiT
—ZR—=ZDBEANICL Y I 5L OMEMEZFERRTH 2 Z LWL 2 Lo T,
MALDI-TOF MS #H\w=MEFE L% v~ 0B ERGICE W THIEHAT 2 2 L T, M
PICHIAFER R 2G5 2 LB TE 2 LI 5, MALDI-TOF MS I X % )5
MERE X, v~ ofAfkEZHRiIc s T FRIHOFIRHIEERC RSB IR ~ET 2 C
LR NS,

AKWHEIc X v, MALDI-TOF MS % H w7 MlE FEE 13 7 <~ HkMlE 0 % < % [FENHET
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HY., BEIEIEIROBHICE W CHEHTH S L HFE 2 b/, Taylorella equigenitalis D
FIEICIZEESLECTH B 2 BRI NI, T equigenitalis 2SFRIN & 72 2 BARRMET-H %
iZ(Plattetal., 1977), HARIC B W CIESUSEYH (RMEGYR) ICfEESIhTh Y, EHER
JEFERALIETH 5, MALDI-TOF MS %\ /= T equigenitalis DIFEICH W Tlx, K
MECTER LT — 2 =2 %ML, AEHEzH ¢ 208 13H2LE2605, £
7z Salmonella enterica subsp. enterica serotype Abortusequi % Ji[H & ¢ 3 BT F 7 2%
HAIC 31F 2 BHUEESR (RHEEYYR) ©—2Th 2 5, AE 22T MALDI-TOF MS %
M7= [FE B4 2 8 13 R 5 v, MALDI-TOF MS % v 7= Ml B Rl 2 ¢ ld, FEARRY
B EClx Salmonella JRE OIMEM ZH#RI T 5 & & 23T & 72\ 72 (Komatsu, 2016) .,
Salmonella Abortusequi I DWW T HIMER E CRET 2 L xNEECcH 2 &L PRI D,
Salmonella Abortusequi D [FEIC[HFTiE, 3 1Z MALDI-TOF MS % i\ 7= fll B[Rl € i
oA LRFEET VT ) XLAOBEEIC L B, BEENRE I o EAnETH L EEXD
ns,

7= LA OB E 1B LT b . MALDI-TOF MS % v 7= Al B[R] 2513k 1 15 A
T3 EFPHEING, B 4 E IERE O —EOBREICE L TIZBLICRE 2 Th T
v % %3(Randall et al., 2015). Z nWLAAA O BEREHIMIEE ICBE L ik, RAFEOFRERE %
MR L. RIEANEERMBEELZ AT 2 e koo d, £72, SRR CIIEEEL -
ME 2 =—2 b @M% FE L7225, MALDI-TOF MS TlRIEREEBGYE & 72 - 7= ik
O, MR B AR T ICEERE TS L RETH 5, MBHEE L. PRIk % iikss
WA o7R PN THEREES 23 0T, hoEEICHKL CERETc DREL

522 EDARETH B, MIEREFERARIC O WT MALDI-TOF MS ZHWCREEZTS 2 &

T R HHIEFE T COM % X S IciiE+ 2 2 £ 23 T% % L X 113 (Ohkusy,
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2012), Z OBXICEEEREARAICE TN 2551, BEAD 2 Wl O Bk L 237 4ET 5
ATREME DS B 5 7= O RIEAE R OHUCTEE 2 BT 2 28, FEABPMEOR 7 ) —= v 7
FEMTH2GADDH 5, SHRIZEEERICE VT, BUIE 2 5E 5 72 & B AVE & IES]
CBIL CTiE, IMiEkG#E & MALDI-TOF MS % w7z B [RE % #l A& b2 722 W 2 il 4 %
ffifinsd 5 L HEx D, —/7. BEMEE, FFICHRDO Y <IcE T 2 MERICE TIE, &
iR & AR AR N T\ B 2 L 23% . R DIEICH 23 5 L w5
HE2H 5, ENTH- COBREDOEHXIC 1 HAOKAMLETH 3 720, MIREEE L
MALDI-TOF MS #%ffla &b e - MERE ORI ED & s wilfetkE2 & v, MALDI-
TOF MS ZHW7ZMEREEIZ T v = 7 a X PN E W LW TH 225, [FEHS
AEDEMTH Y, BMEFICE W TOEAREZ A L—KIZhoTWwdEeEFEILLND,
MALDI-TOF MS 7% > 7= #l B[R] G i % BREE s3Ik T 35\ C— RIS 22 D BRI 375 72

1. BREERHIIC B\ T C© & 2 AR 2 L34 H . MALDI-TOF MS #ds

KEO/NME B L ax b Xy ko b b,

AFFRIC XD, v~d B ICE L L 727 — 2 — 20K, v ~HEkB XY ~BE
H SR B D i 2> D IEME R RIEICH 532 L F 2 b, RIFFEICX Y ER L 72 inhouse-
database O —#ix, K7 Biotyper D7 — X X — 2 7 v — 7 CcH %5 MALDI-UP
(https://maldi-up.ua-bw.de/) IC&fKE T3, MALDI-UP i3, MALDI Biotyper D]
YIRS BAICET 2 7 — 2 R_R—=RA K EHW E LA —=TTHY, =T XV
N=PEZNTIWEK L 2T — 2 =2 % HET 2 LT 5 (Rauetal, 2016), flifiz%<
R ENTZT =2 R—ZAZHRADT —ZAR—RICHEAT B LT, T—XR—ZADILFKD

B Y, XVE L OMBEMOFEENTIREIC R 2 Z L AMRFE NG, £/, HLADT—X
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N— 2 i e T 5 2 & T, iERIC B T D v~ HHIE O 1IERE 2 FE I EEk S
LEZbNE, KFEIC X WEB L 72 in-house database @ 9 b R. equi DFRIL, hfiEEx
IC B\ TEHRIE O [FIE LI 7 — X O HREc il & 21T % (Sting et al., 2022),
T MR B TR I N T — 2R =22 KA DF — ZX—2IEM L., BFEDF —
ZR=ZACTEHFERTE Lotk ZITo T2, T — X X—XDIF L, Wk
Er Bl & ICHERF L O e 2175 —FB e b 2 L b AfF I n %,

T/, 52 FETIT o 72 16S rRNA SR TICE D W 72 BRI IC X 0 L BRI IC BRI O B
flLEEN R RD b, TNH Y~ OFEEICEE L 72 KA OMERE T H 5 AIREHE2H
ZbNTz, TRHLDORML AL TOREIRTE R\ D DD —EDBGHIVENEZ Rk
2. SBET - IC T b MALDI-TOF MS CIRRIERTE vy = HERFRICOWT b,
in-house database ICJBfII%Z LT\ < Z &, MALDI-TOF MS % H w7z fllEFEHIC X Y
[FET& 27 <l RME OIS 5 & PRS2, £/ MALDI-TOFMS % Hw 7z
MEREETR, Bon-HRE L MOFEEE OFE 2T 2 2 L B3RS TH Y, B
EfE L TR 2 MERE Ao L3 kot T X%, MALDI-TOF MS % v CHff

ERZ MBI 2 e id, FTILVLWEHEORRICH OhnseE2ZLND,

AWFgEic X v . MALDI-TOF MS %\ 7z [RIEiE 1R 7 ~ sk 3 X Oy < B8 kA & o (7]
BN THHEMATH S Z L HARENT, MALDI-TOF MS % Fi v 7=l Rl & 25 12 F i o
RIFEMIEEE 2 TREE T2 2 L 226, KTHEOEA IR Y ~ DE, kZRICEH T 2 PR
BN, & LI IPTESROBEEMHICENT 2 L2 bz, 7 ~HkillE s X Y <BREih
KAl > 5 5 MALDI-TOF MS T RIEDBEEZRICO VTR, AR CTITh o7 — &

N— 2{ERRZ T 5 2 & T, MALDI-TOF MS ZF W= lEREEORIERER X &I
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M E3 2 2 EBARfF I Nz, AT, FRL 727 — 2 R — R Zfthffiik L £H T2 2 & T, b

fas e B SR Ic B 0 3 [RERE oM L. 3 X OHIFE O st & v o 72/l E %

7R OEGFICO HRNS 5 L ZE 2 bz,
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RFLOMERIC B 72 b fFEHE & L CTHRIRS Kie TIEE 2 - 72, RRURFERF B4
MR ET R E A RRFIE AR HEEBIRICECE#H 2R L BT £, FE
W BRENERAHE NHNISEEERICIZ, ARCOERICH 7z W EIE L LCTREZB Y
Elce, FHOBEEZRLIT, AHK BEHEFRE FEIEREER, FHE% 8ix
MAEVFEE WARNBK, FHE REAREEFAE FILAESSBIC L, RHLD
ERICH 720 BIEE LTCERACHErwirEg T Lo JESBLEHL LT TS,
BVl v 2 —Peco BAERRIITERT itz v £ —RK - WRURFELEEIITIZ, At

HOBITE XOKRGWXDIERICH 7=V B RETHEEWIEEE L2 e, FHvLE

ol

AWFFEDEITICH 720 . BEDER E T 72 720 72 Bruker Japan &1t Bk H
HEKITEH % 72 L £, Chemisches und Veteriniruntersuchungsamt Stuttgart Jérg Rau
hicld, KMEOZRTICHVERLIYELWLEEE LT, EHVZLET,

AWFFEDFEITICH 72D, AR ERHPEL T A S o, HAFRBEESTER ML —= v
7 v R—BUERBREMB LUER ML —= v 7 v X —FUERBERIT OB ICEHN
7-L %3, £7-. MALDI Biotyper D AICH 7= H) TR W72 - HARPREEES  BE
PROERR, BEBRAUIEMOERICEILEZH L L E3, BHATREE S BUEBRET
T WAV EOERRICIT, ERFEI OMXERE TERE 2 T8 e it & %

L7zze, EXHHzHL EFTET,
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