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Mycobacterium lentiflavum @ 3 7N A TagMan MAI
(2B F B Mycobacterium intracellulare 1285 PE BOS
IZDW T DOBIRTFIIRE

VEH T EHERESE
1 o I Y NS | g

2gEIT —E R W

5 (HW) ERIR 5 8 Mycobacterium lentiflavum ¥ % xf 8¢ & L 72 2 73 X TagMan MAILIZ BT % 1565
WIS EMGET 50 (MR E ) 232 7 27 ) 37 MAV, MIN (2T Mycobacterium intracellulare
Batk, /%A TagMan MALIZ TRtk & 8 S N7 FRR B 13 %% v, 1058 FURY % Fl v T2 O
HURRE & BRGE L 720 [IIREIC 16S 1DNA ¥ — 27 T & A RN X 2 HEE O RER Z AT o 720 (AR 16S
DNA O i 5455 (£9600 bp) DIFILELFN 206, W EHRIE T T M.lentiffavum L RE S N7ze ThD
1Z 273N A TaqMan MAI @ M. intracellulare MR 70 — 72 O RGPS 2 7R L7zo MEAEZICHI L 72
WRk & M.intracellulare BEHERR % T HRH L CIERR L 72 IC BT, T2 A TagMan MAILIZJEIE D7
RO B NIz M.intracellulare R 7' 10 — 75K BT B M.intracellulare & M. lentiflavum 2354 7% %
WRIZ3I D DHDOAT, ZOENMHEMNEIZ L Y M.intracellulare DIBTEN A Uz EHERI S vz, (&
£2) BAEDDSENIZ M. lentiflavum % IEFEIZ R ETE HTIE v MIFETEL 2o BRRIRIKRD 5 B R X
Nbau=—oIR2 S OmEOHEHNZIEE ICHETH 5, TV A TagMan MATIZX 3 2 48 B 1 SUG
DT & o T M. lentiflavum 58/ E M TW B ITRESEDE 2 b7z Giliw) DAENZB W T
B ST 2 JUERRAZBRIEIED: O 1| ©DTdH 5 I 73 A TagMan MAILIZ B> T M. lentiflavum D155
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P B ASER R 23 BERR I 723D & 720 ML lentiflavum DA TR A B F 2729 2 TO, PEWFEER

TEO—TFOUH - AEPSGHETNS,

F —" — X | Mycobacterium lentiflavum, Mycobacterium intracellulare, =75 A TagMan MAI, 16S rDNA

& U &I

Mycobacterium lentiflavum 13 Springer 512X ) & s OF
HEHE FIAR 280 BE 2 R AE IRR MM 20 S 20 BE S 7z, I8
HFHOVBEMETH L, ZOH, KEIZK 5 v/
229, AR R C O M GLE AS T A 4 X D AR
THESNTWVEY9, bSETDH, F 3 Iwamoto 59 |2
X OARRIZ & 2 MENREEEE O 1 EFAPHRES R, €
DHRBRDEGTEBI DML SN TV D7, BiEEd 5 DK
EREZONTED, BIHEO—> L L TR ¥
AT B HIVN, HER, ARIZAALARITERR TR O
BIZTF 70 =72 HOHETEFEERNERTH S 720,

Z OFEEZ W13 16S 1DNA 7% & DIFIERCH] O fFEHT H3 4
TH DY

INA TV ATMAY, MIN BLF7 7y a7
vy a - FATT AT A v 7 R) FREVIKE LG
HEEZ D 5 72FEF v M THh Lo Mycobacterium avium &
Mycobacterium intracellulare (338 fr T- 5 W2 I W I fl ©
HHIZL bbb, 7Ty avEoRitETe -7
VI AR A R RIGICARIN T & B, TIUIIIERIN AR RN T
TA T —ITTHIIES B 725, WREORIZA SN L6/
GRS OFENZ BT 2 DI# L7z, K4 DL
TU—T TRIEEETVELDTHDL, —F, TANR
TaqMan MAI (TaqMani: : @ > 2« ¥4 77 ) A5 4

AT BOR N Vs e S b R AR R~ — T ERR R
R, RV Y 5 —, TR

MO W ARRESE, ML AT BB L S0 AR S A e
B Yy — BRI~ ¥ —, T 591-8555 RBUFRALX
R ARAT 1180 (E-mail: dustin@kch.hosp.go.jp)
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v 7 A)AET 7)) a7 k& BRI Moavium & M.in-
tracellulare % FEFEMYIZERA T & 525, FH O IXBRED 5
79 B S L7z M. lentiflavum 75 TaqMan 3% @ M. intracellulare
WCORBGHEEERTIEEZHEL TS, F5 1
TaqMan D HOGEEFRDNA 70 — 7 O HI D H 5
DT RVPEEZELRLTWDD, FMARBEEIXIT-> Tw»
BRI, Mk vy —TIX201R24FELET 7)) a 7 ER
5 TagMan {12 E H L, M.avium & M.intracellulare |2 %}
T 5 ik B HE 2 MR L T\ 7228, M. lentiflavum O % B
PEROSIZOWTIRGEL T d o720 LA L20124E0 1
T, FBRAEZ BV 72 HiER I 12 5 © 2 [ EAE T A
W OGBS EE DA LT 722 EAVHIBI L7z (20114 ©
3.6% (15/414) —20124F 1 1.5% (6/397))o % Z T2011
RN HE S N2 M. lentiflavum (SR LCT7 > 7)) a7k
5 NI TagMan EED RS EE L b1 AX 27 5 1 7 I2HEE
L7z M T, WMRFNIZ KX % M.intracellulare & M.
lentiflavum ORI IR &2 47V, BRI B 2 W
TS O R Z MG L7z S 612, WiEY —7 v b &
LT\ % 16S rDNA FIRIZ 1) 2 3 W [ o3 ALy 2
eI L TagMan {2 O 8 B BUR O R % - 72,

MR ETE

(L)

20114F 1 H 725 20114 12 H 124 F T NHO L i H Y iy
Y v 7 —Dh kB X O HFEH S - Ig g )
SAaEEEI, 77 a7 P2 T M. intracellulare &1k,
TaqMan 12 TRy & K S M7z BRR 5B 13 bk 2 R L
720 WRRDYHE S N7z B 13 44 O A KB
P (g, KBl (2#k) Tdh 5. FEhERIE 53~
86i% (CF¥H72.6%), 72, 13HOBHEOBLIITHY
9%, ka4 Tho7, F/, MBMEPICSEI LT
7)) a7 EBMED M. avium 2 ¥k & M. intracellulare 3 #&,
7y 7)) a7, TagManiE & b IZKEME 7 ) DDH~ A
a7 CRHE (LU DDH i - BEEIE T ) (12
T EANHE 72 Runyon 7048 1T B 3 Mk &2 P HRAR E L 720

NS RRIZ—30CHRAFE N T W77z, Mycobac-
teria Growth Indicator Tube (MGIT @ HANXZ ¥ « 74
vERIVU)ICLDEEL, BEkrROEEE AW
T, TR EREF Y YY) 7TB (HAXZ b
YT A RV Y) BTV, MEREOGE R ERL
720 BT, /NIEEH, THI R H - CHEEE PR O RAE
ERE L, 5N S TagMan 12 & % &
YL 720

(DNA #lifl} - PCR]

NNEEHL FTRE S 7L 13k & R bk & I 2
WWHWL, 2u=—01H4H X ) Boil#iilli L 72DNA
1 ng % PCR UG L7z DUBRIA o AR [ 2 (S UH &

KiA% HE89% A 8 5 20144FE 8 A

T % 16S rDNA O W & #I8 % & e wi 2 (%600 bp)
DI ILBH 5T % 1T 9 728, PCR St IE Takara Ex Taq
(#5934 %) BHWT, 94C30% (denaturation), 55C
30% (annealing), 72°C 1 4 (extension) % 35% 1 7 v
TV, FRO 754 ~—t v %M\ T PCRBEIEEY
372 (794 <—+t v b 1285F (5-GAG AGT TTG
ATC CTG GCT CAG-3"), 264R (5'-TGC ACA CAG GCC
ACA AGG GA-3") Jo
(MR AL CH AT )

PCREW % A ¥ 715 & (SUPREC-02, ¥ 71 7 /54 %)
THBLYALV I P =7 2V AW, 4L 2 b
¥ — 7 L v A%, BigDye Terminator Ready Reaction Cycle
Sequencing ¥ v I (Applied Biosystems Japan) % f\»C,
ABI 310 Genetic Analyzer (Applied Biosystems Japan) T
fTotee Y=V TV AT T4 <—I1Z259R (5'-TTT CAC
GAA CAA CGC GAC AA-3") Wz,

M.lentiflavum, M.avium, M.intracellulare |22\ TH 5
N73IERE BT, 7 7)) aTETHWS 7794 < —
(Forward, Reverse) & M.avium & M.intracellulare ® i
M7 a—75Mui3 58 E B L, M.lentiflavum \Zxf
TEYYF VT ERMER LI, T4 Y=L Tu—T DR
NI T O LB TH B2,

Forward 7’7 1 ¥ — (KY18) :

5'-CAC ATG CAA GTC GAA CGG AAA GG-3’
Reverse 77 4 ¥ — (KY75) :

5’-GCC CGT ATC GCC CGC ACG CTC ACA -3’
M.avium 70 —7 (KY167) :

5'-CAA GAC GCA TGT CTT CTG GTG-3’

M.intracellulare i 70— 7" (KY169)

5'-TTA GGC GCA TGT CTT TAG GT-3’
(TagMan MAT A H & B DO HRGIE)

BEER 13RRD 9 & MEAEZ I L 72 ML lentiflavum 1 Bk &
M.intracellulare FEHE R (ATCC13950) % V720 I
W2 TV O R, MGIT by PERS 28 3 & WA A8k ©
McFarland No. 1.0 (3 X 10¥CFU/mL) |Z#i% L 7= ik %
b I, 4CITHH L 2R 2K T 10 L 725851
Z M\, TaqMan DR SCHITHE o TH/MR K EE %
Kd7zo VERL 22 BRIE 3 Mo AR E 2 47\, 3
& b URRE 7 B IR & i O/ M R EE & L7z,

o R

(SR H AT
BEER 13 ¥R 16S rDNARIEELFIL, M. lentiflavum ATCC
51985 THe#ebk (7 7 kv ¥ 3 VY F 5 X80769) & 100% —
B L 720 M.avium 2 ¥RIZATCC 51985 #k &, M.intracellu-
lare 3 ¥R1E ATCC 13950 %% & 100% DA PEZ R Lz xF
W T REWARIE M. intermedium 2 ¥&, M.interjectum 1 ¥k &



M. lentiflavum with TagMan MAI/M. Tomita et al.

A5 M7z (Table 1)o

Fig |2, 77V a7ETHwWSG 7943 —L T u—
T O LR 3 WO RS %Y — 2 FITR L7,
Forward 77 4 ¥ =4 (RT3 »7-29) L3 HEEL
B 100% AHAEDPR 724 TV 7243, Reverse 7T 4 ¥ — OF
¥ a3 v 552-575) TIE M. lentiflavum DELH)IZ 4 HiFE D
HEWHRD SNz MMH 70— 725003 % 8 (R
¥ 3 ¥ 135-155) TO® M.avium & M.intracellulare D&
FEBLH DE I 5 IEEE, M.avium & M. lentiflavum & O [
TlX 6 XiH, M.intracellulare & M. lentiflavum & O B2 1
3RO b7z,

(TaqMan 12 331F 5 /Mgt B BE D M RE )

M. lentiflavum 1X 3 X 10*CFU/mL, M.intracellulare 1% 3X
10> CFU/mL i ik BE O MR R U TR RUR 253880 &
M, M.lentiflavum & M.intracellulare ® TagMan (% |2 B8 1
BRI D W AR S 17z (Table 2) o

Z =

Al D LR 13 Bk 13 16S rDNA 1 3 FLHI AT O 5,
T XC M.lentiflavum & [ E S 7z, WA HH L &
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16S tDNA O Hi*F: (81600 bp) DFFHTIZ & - TRIK & M.
avium, M.intracellulare DFKPNIITTHETH D, Z ZITH
B BHMEBEST 27 > 7)) aTEOT T 43— (KY
18, KY75) &, HUMk@ O RALF E 2B\ TR - FRRE
PENTHWEZEIEIWLNTH B, hl, T 72
7 P O BENESEIR N T D M. lentifiavum & M.intracellulare ®
LB A D 72 B3 M. lentiflavum @ R B 5 D 13 512
M.lentiflavum DYGIEFH) LD 135-155D KR Y ¥ a v &R
V¥a vsfhEicEE L TWwWe (Fig). HiERR7 v 7
VaT7dkomith T a —7E5, $%E I Reverse 77 4 <
— DWAROIGIERLT) % BT 55N T 5, 2D
Reverse 77 4 ¥ — 1324 mer TRRFFSNLTH Y, HEILR
FID 3 KIGERALE T S 4 HIED M. lentiflavum TlZ 3
ARy F Lo TLE ) ZOPCRIUSHATEI & % %0
L72h> T, M.lentiflavum \3IEWE S 70 2> o 72 W] BEPEAS
B RY, BEMIZT 7Y 3 T HETO M. lentiflavum 3
FTRCBEEE o7z HRE BbN D (Table 1)o — 77,
TaqMan 5 TlE 7 7 4 < — OIS S & 22 7% -
TV W2OFEMIEATH 2205, 7743 — 70—
T DFEA T B FEIMD M. intracellulare & M. lentiflavum DI

Table 1 Comparison of misidentification Mycobacterial species using
COBAS Amplicor MIN and COBAS TagMan MAI

COBAS Amplicor MIN COBAS TagMan MAI
Sample ID 16S rDNA sequence
MIN MIN

65 (=) (+) Mycobacterium lentiflavum
79 (=) (+) Mycobacterium lentiflavum
86 (=) (+) Mycobacterium lentiflavum
88 (=) (+ Mycobacterium lentiflavum
89 (—) (+) Mycobacterium lentiflavum
90 (=) (+) Mycobacterium lentiflavum
92 (=) (+) Mycobacterium lentiflavum
93 (=) (+) Mycobacterium lentiflavum
94 (=) (+) Mycobacterium lentiflavum
95 (=) (+ Mycobacterium lentiflavum
96 (=) (+) Mycobacterium lentiflavum
97 (=) (+) Mycobacterium lentiflavum

100 (=) (+) Mycobacterium lentiflavum
80 (—) (—) Mpycobacterium intermedium
91 (=) (—) Mycobacterium interjectum
99 (—) (—) Mycobacterium intermedium

MIN: M.intracellulare

Table 2 Comparison of minimum detection of colony forming unit per mL COBAS TagMan
MAL to detect for random sampling M. lentiflavum and M.intracellulare reference strain

Sample (CFU/mL) MIN
M. lentiflavum 3 X 10° MIN (+)
M. lentiflavum 3 X104 MIN (+)
M. lentiflavum 3 X103 (—)
M. lentiflavum 3 X102 (—)
M. lentiflavum 3 X 10! (—)
M. lentiflavum 3 (—)

Sample (CFU/mL) MIN
M.intracellulare 3 X 10° MIN (+)
M.intracellulare 3 X 10* MIN (+)
M.intracellulare 3 X 103 MIN (+)
M.intracellulare 3 X 10? MIN (+)
M.intracellulare 3X 10" (—)

M .intracellulare 3 (—)

MIN: M.intracellulare
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PR Y LY P YL S IR, {enmy WV RO LYY YW R LN mim|
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M. lentiflavum with TagMan MAI/M. Tomita et al.

HERINENHP DRV EHEN SN L, VT VS £ APCR
% 5 & 9 5 TaqMan i TR S 1 % 2EW 142 150 bp
EHERDPCREL D /NE L, 727 a7 EOBIEIK
IO D, Lzdio CTagMan D75 4 v —137
YTV ATEDTIA X —KE P OEL T 5 2 LS
bbb, T 7)aTHdOReverse 7714 <
— L[] USRS, % G2i% 3 % TagMan-Reverse 7" 7 f ¥ — %
REFL 72 51, KT ¥ a v 400-550 O RN T
M.avium & M.intracellulare % iBi% 3 % LEEDNH 5 05,
DEFNEIRERS D #ENA3T & A &7\ 728 TagMan
HIIEABETH A 9o —H, TagMan-Forward 77 1 <
—&7 7V aTEEFE L (RY Y a »7-29) 12
19 1E TagMan-Reverse 77 4 ¥ — % 180fF L DR T ¥
3 VIZERETX, M.avium & M.intracellulare % i8.7% T &
LRV avI35-155 LI Enn, TRHOREIE
THE L % b, L7 L, TagMan-Reverse 77 4 ¥ — Tl
M.lentiflavum \Z % L CAHMYE 2310 L, M.avium, M.
intracellulare & FARIZISWRAST BE & 72 o 7 L HEWIS 50

BWMH 70— 73~ A 7 ai@gih F 2B L7 > 7
VargEes RSt E (7 2y Fr—), 3K
st (LAR—%—) TS L7z TagMan 2 0
HENEH HA5, [ L < 20~30 mer DR S DR F Y T X
7 LA F BT, AN ECY) 2 R 80 2Rk 2 RS
5D, B2 M.avium & M.intracellulare W 79 — 7
1345 4 ORFEIRS 2 B QR RMEDFER ISR L, Bw
FERY—%HTHINOORFITH-TH 5D
HENR OB T A EDPMETHLEEDLNLT VDD,
LA L, H79—7 O TIEM.avium & M.lentiflavum
(2 6 AT OYFILECHN D3R8 5 720 T E TW2DIZ b
Wb BT, M.intracellulare & M. lentiflavum Tl 3 71
Lol TOZ L D5 TagMan i Tld M. lentifla-
vum & M.intracellulare ® B T & e po 7z LG SN D,
L0l M. lentiflavum DR SO X TR A B A 2 v i
TOWFTH S 720, UL wRERTIENTE RN
P, TNHOWMEMOBETFHERERT 22 LICX
0, SHOBELZEOL R % b OV B PURR A [F 2 3 O B
FO—M%k b L E2MRET 5,

TagqMan {2 35 /N S D RRES T, M. lentiflavum &
M.intracellulare D [#] T 100 DE\H3ED 5172 (Table
2)o BEHL, Tua—T7OMMVES M. intracellulare % %}
S LTHRAENRT WA D, 3R % B M.lentifla-
vum TR 70— 7 & OMMNHRIE Y, REEKT L
7eDTREBVREEZONIZ, ¥ — 7 TV AN HE
BT WERROBIGICBWT, 4ET- 72 A e %
Hwiud D 7e &b M.lentiffavum & M.intracellulare D7,
IETRETIR 2w LEZ LN DD, MiikE Hwi
TaqMan {2 T O R X 2 OB O % 4 iG] © &
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TWwiRwiew, HEETOHLREREZH L EIZO A
ADBEAENZE EWHFRT LRV L b WK
Ylpnicd, SHREBREITIVENDHD LE X 5
M.lentiflavum |Z Runyon 73 0O I W IR T % BHH
WTHy, sEYRa0=— IR ETHL YV
PEAIZHED LT 5, TN TR O M.avium,
M.intracellulare DFELTH B 7 ) — At oo = — L W
T, A%, HROBIZEE D > THEIIWTETH S, L
LD S, BRI TIEEalkE2A L7z M.avium R
M.intracellulare \ZR L TELL %<, ¥=a T IVRAET
»HoHan——PEIHMEsERINLEZEbB Y, FE
BACIZ NSO EATH) S LI3IEFICHETH 5, F5
12 MGIT 7 LRSS H 2 S O R IZ k) L € TagMan #: T
BEERETLHI LI, aguo—@#ELlw) FHzENT
LE) -0 ET 5. WAREFETO M. lentiflavum D
FHEEEILBENEIDED 5 L) 223 5 HYERI L
Whipnizw, 5HOT—5 OERIRD O L,
AR BE 2 B < DURE B TS5 D B M. lentiflavum D E S
oW TE, WP DGmLTRRLN TV D, T~
% @ van Ingen 5 1% 2240 ¥R D IR 758 i & Mot L 7285 3,
M. lentiflavum (2 11 %% (0.5%) T&H - 72 & L, M.intra-
cellulare D 201 ¥k (9.0%) \ZHA~T F 4 Wil & (L)
F5NTW A, Buijtels & 1& Zambia @ 213 &7 5 HER
SNT-PUBEH % PRI R, 38 D M. lentiflavum FEB > &
S5k O N7z LG L TwaY% b ETIIRES
OWEIZ L B &, &S SER L 72636 ROPIMR I % #i
L 708 M lentiflavum (148 (22%) TH o728 L
TWbYW, BETIED S5, Ut ¥ ¥ —D M.lentiflavum
PREk & PURR T Mk 0 #1413 15/494 (3.0% © 2005 4E), 12/
489 (2.5%:20064), 13/414 (3.1% :20114F) Tdh -7z,
By s —IZBWTT 7Y a7dEzatililiy v IS
THETEXRWIHER (M. lentiflavum % &) ORI,
168k (20054F), 168k (20064F), 158k (20114F) TH D
M.lentiflavum \EHVEI G & DTz, —J7, FKEHIC
45 B S 72 Miintracellulare W FZ 1128k (22.7%), 109
B (223%), 1138k (27.3%) TH ) K& REBI 4 h o
720 L2*L7%&AH%5, TaqMan i 2 3 LIG® 7220124 T
FHURE 3974k D 5 b TR OEI T 6 ¥k (1.5%) &k
AU, M.intracellulare (¥ 1108k (27.7%) L3 L7z, =
L5 6 #4813 16S rDNA fEHT T M. lentiflavum & 1R 2 S 1L
LMo T2, Mintracellulare & 7] 52 S L7z O i
M.lentiflavum H3E EFNT WL REUENE 2 bz (57—
5 RIBH) o WFETE L 7 o 72K L C clarithromycin %
B 7 BEAN R A 23 FE Mt S A, S M.avium com-
plex JEDIEHE % il S TV 720 REMEDS T - dEM S 1L 5
M. intracellulare DJi JEPE X B WERIDSBH 5 DS, M.lenti-
Aavum DENEZ R 5 Z EDBPFHADT = hHREN
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TWBY, Springer b (N A ) 1, M.lentiflavum DX
HERk & L 72 ATCC 51985 M U 30 HE M K 5297 3 2 & 45
HESh, ZORENERLRDO TS5, FHIFFIZATCC
51986 ¥k, ATCC 51987 %k, ATCC 51988 k% T L & L
TE DDA IS HRIIRAD S WIS, DD VIXTH
FINLRELEI OB B LSS N, WENERE
BWEAH ) EIRRTWBEY, Tortoli & (£ # V) 7) 12X
5L NOARY T4 THBETIE, BRMED S OKRE
DOBIBID 9 B ERIRE % ERAMER S N2 D1EH 10%
HETH-o72L VI, Marshall & (F—Z N5 1) 7)
X 4 %D M.lentiflavum FEBHZ > S5 5N Wk L, 137
Hi O HEIR ARG A & 7 S 7RO AR -1 255
I LMD, KEKDDDEGEDO I REN % BT 5,
F72, BIEDSOSEETIE, HIETIE Lee 52584 HTD
BRI Z R L2 25, 26% D% & IEREHMENT
BH (NTM) 2558 Sh, Z0 95 b M.lentiflavum 1 65%
P HOTWIZE W19, Torvinen HiE7 4 5 ¥ KOk
T8 K A 7 7% D 80% ICNTM i S, 209 b M.
lentiflavum D5 EEBIE X 38% D2\ TH o7z LTWw»
%% UL 74 5 ¥ KO Tsitko 5 1R B i 7%
NDINA F 7 4V 2 h 5 D5 Bk & BRR-BERR & o g
T, BRELH R 5 BRb 4 BRiZ ATCC 51988 #k & [i] — 0
16S rDNA S FLF A 2 /R L7202 LT, RENZEZRD
HHrEBRDLDNIZBRIIMKE T, T T
ATCC 51985T#k & [i] — D 16S rDNA MG AL H 2 /R L7z &
W I, hAETIX, FHOSIFATCCH TR SN 5
Smooth ] 7 1@ = —"Tid7% < Rough®! 2 0 = — Z Lk 3
LRSS AHES L L0, 5 13RI T — A
%S & 9 B M. lentiflavum |2 X % Pseudo-outbreak b FE5R
LTWa, SEOWETIE, $_XTORMKIZE MK
THREMEROD > 72 L 1D ATCC 51985 #k & [
—® Smooth B 7 0 = —JE4Kk & 16S tDNA RIS % A L
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Original Article

GENETIC ANALYSIS REVEALS MISIDENTIFICATION OF
MYCOBACTERIUM LENTIFLAVUM AS MYCOBACTERIUM INTRACELLULARE
BY THE COBAS TagMan MAI TEST

"Motohisa TOMITA, >Shiomi YOSHIDA, *Kazunari TSUYUGUCHI, *Katsuhiro SUZUKI,
2Masaji OKADA, and 3Seiji HAYASHI

Abstract [Objective] To evaluate COBAS TagMan MAI
test misidentification of Mycobacterium lentiflavum as Myco-
bacterium intracellulare.

[Materials and Methods] Preliminary comparative analysis
identified 13 clinical isolates used in this study as COBAS
Amplicor MAV and MIN-negative but COBAS TagMan
MAI-positive. The COBAS TagMan MAI test limit of detec-
tion and reproducibility were evaluated by tenfold dilution
series from 3X10® CFU/mL. Isolate 16S rDNA nucleotide
sequences were compared with Mycobacterium avium and
M.intracellulare.

[Results] Discrepancies were observed between isolates
identified as M.lentiflavum by 16S rDNA sequencing and as
M.intracellulare by the COBAS TagMan MALI test. The false-
positive results were verified by sequence comparison of a
randomly sampled clinical isolate and the M.intracellulare
reference strain. Sequence analysis of M.lentiflavum and M.
intracellulare 16S rDNA amplification products showed at
least 3 mismatches between species. The high identity in the

sequence was found for M.intracellulare by COBAS TagMan

MAL

[Conclusion] In Japan, commercially available nucleic acid
probe- and amplification-based tests cannot identify M.lenti-
Sflavum. Correct identification, though challenging, is possible
using standard cultivation procedures for colony growth.
Misleading results using the COBAS TagMan MALI kit may

lead to erroneous diagnoses.

Key words : Mycobacterium lentiflavum, Mycobacterium
intracellulare, COBAS TagMan, 16S rDNA

'Department of Clinical Laboratory, >Clinical Research Center,
SDepartment of Respiratory Medicine, National Hospital
Organization Kinki-chuo Chest Medical Center

Correspondence to: Shiomi Yoshida, Clinical Research
Center, National Hospital Organization Kinki-chuo Chest
Medical Center, 1180 Nagasone-cho, Kita-ku, Sakai-shi,
Osaka 591—-8555 Japan. (E-mail: dustin@kch.hosp.go.jp)





