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LETTER TO THE EDITOR

TO THE EDITOR:
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complex (Ecl) &, Eh ®HHENRIEHVWESNTEBY) 992, 7221, WX THW SN 16s rDNA
B 51 o AH [T LI AL 2 ISR BE T, hsp60 S5 TOMMIHLEEL SNTWE T, &7 7 ARHTIC X
LHGES B b, E. xiangfangensis \& E. hormaechei (Eh) @ subspecies L £ 2 bNTHEH?Y, T OEHIE
BEEEZTT, WEROET ) LAF =S50 THNL, IhzH-IEMaREERE Gk o
average nucleotide identity %) % sequence type I 24T S EMPANREEZ TS, &F /) Av—7
IVADT X v 7)) R EERFROFRR AT — 5 R—= A0S BHVHL T,
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EELZIAVIMZHEEHPLLTEST, 2L TS8F L7

AR HE LT 7 LAY T — ¥ @ Accession number & BioProject: PRJDB5806, BioSample:
SAMDO00080817, SRA: DRR093013, WGS: BDSF01000001-BDSF01000549 T3 6 7 — ¥ DE&FAEN, T
MR T o2 LEBHTVWALET,

TRV 7272& £ L7z rpoB, gyrB B X W hsp60 12 X B AENE, @i TIIRLEFATLADMELEL
720 T OKEE, Enterobacter cloacae L A5 S FE L7225, 2 OIIAS 7 — & OWFES IS HFEOFEIRA %
, LM TR L AAERPIHN T IR TwE EEZONRT Lz, Lz 5T, 2 OB RITER
HATELZWEHBILE L7

M OILERHMBE O EIZ T % Bk Td 5 International Journal of Systematic and Evolutionary
Microbiology (2964 & 5l# £ LT 5 average nucleotide identity (ANI) value |2 & 5 Wfda g &
FEH7 77— a 2 iZonTomXABRkEntuwEd, Kim S5IEFEBFEO threshold % 95-96% &
TAHIEORFEELTVETY, Fh72biEZoT7 7Y r—va v EAREZIYFEEL £ L7z, TUML3743
¥ ANI value 13, E. cloacae, E.hormaechei 3 & O E. xiangfangensis (2%} L CZ € 87.13%, 94.52%
FU0595% #/RLFE L7ze L7225 C, AREMIL, E. hormaechei Tlx7: < ANI value 2% 95% % 0] - 7=
E. xiangfangensis & i) L % L727
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W& ANI value 2 b EICHE LT L7228, ZIUCHMERED LI EIIHBEL VT T, 7/ AR
B, MALDI-TOF MS & % WIIHEREC & 2 W ER R ICA—H 0 5 2 LIZHMOFETT, 5+
W TR X - TENEEHIE O #BL SN REFEOMEL B SN TVDE T ) AT —F R—
ADFHEREZHTH A LEZTHET,
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