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SUMMARY 
The group of Gram-negative bacteria capable of oxidising ethanol to acetic acid is 

called acetic acid bacteria (AAB). They are widespread in nature and play an important role 
in the production of food and beverages, such as vinegar and kombucha. The ability to 
oxidise ethanol to acetic acid also allows the unwanted growth of AAB in other fermented 
beverages, such as wine, cider, beer and functional and soft beverages, causing an undesir-
able sour taste. These bacteria are also used in the production of other metabolic products, 
for example, gluconic acid, l-sorbose and bacterial cellulose, with potential applications 
in the food and biomedical industries. The classification of AAB into distinct genera has 
undergone several modifications over the last years, based on morphological, physiolog-
ical and genetic characteristics. Therefore, this review focuses on the history of taxonomy, 
biochemical aspects and methods of isolation, identification and quantification of AAB, 
mainly related to those with important biotechnological applications.
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INTRODUCTION
Acetic acid bacteria (AAB) belong to the family Acetobacteraceae, which includes 

several genera and species. Currently, they are classified into nineteen genera, including 
Acetobacter, Acidomonas, Ameyamaea, Asaia, Bombella, Commensalibacter, Endobacter, 
Gluconacetobacter, Gluconobacter, Granulibacter, Komagataeibacter, Kozakia, Neoasaia, 
Neokomagataea, Nguyenibacter, Saccharibacter, Swaminathania, Swingsia and Tantichar-
oenia (1). The main species responsible for the production of vinegar belong to the genera 
Acetobacter, Gluconacetobacter, Gluconobacter and Komagataeibacter because of their high 
capacity to oxidise ethanol to acetic acid and high resistance to acetic acid released into 
the fermentative medium (2,3). 

The species most frequently reported in vinegar production comprise Acetobacter ace-
ti, Acetobacter cerevisiae, Acetobacter malorum, Acetobacter oeni, Acetobacter pasteurianus, 
Acetobacter pomorum, Gluconacetobacter entanii, Gluconacetobacter liquefaciens, Glucono-
bacter oxydans, Komagataeibacter europaeus, Komagataeibacter hansenii, Komagataeibac-
ter intermedius, Komagataeibacter medellinensis, Komagataeibacter oboediens and Komaga-
taeibacter xylinus (4–6). 

The synthesis of other metabolites, for example, l-sorbose from d-sorbitol, as well as 
dihydroxyacetone from glycerol, has also been described for some species of AAB (7–10). 
Another important feature of AAB is their ability to produce extracellular polymers, for ex-
ample bacterial cellulose, which is mainly synthesised by species of the Gluconacetobacter 
and Komagataeibacter genera. This polymer is highly versatile with unique properties (e.g. 
high water-holding capacity, ultrafine network structure, biocompatibility, high crystal-
linity) that support a range of commercial applications, for instance, as a wound dressing, 
functional food additive, and in tablet preparation (11).
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TAXONOMY
The first attempt at classifying AAB was made by Hansen 

in 1894 (12). However, Beijerinck was the first to establish the 
genus name Acetobacter in 1898 (13). In 1925, Visser't Hooft 
was the first scientist to consider the biochemical character-
istics in the classification of AAB (14). In 1934 and 1935, Asai 
(15,16) classified them into two main genera: Acetobacter and 
Gluconobacter. Frateur (17), in 1950, proposed a scheme for 
the classification of Acetobacter that was based on five bio-
chemical criteria: (i) the presence of catalase, (ii) the oxidation 
and overoxidation of ethanol to acetic acid, and to carbon 
dioxide and water, respectively, (iii) oxidation of lactate to 
carbonate, (iv) oxidation of glycerol to dihydroxyacetone 
and (v) acid production from d-glucose. In the eighth edition 
of Bergey’s Manual of Determinative Bacteriology (18), the 
classification of AAB was defined as Acetobacter and Gluco-
nobacter. The genus Acetobacter was classified based on the 
presence/absence of peritrichous flagella and the ability to 
oxidise acetate and lactate. This genus contained three spe-
cies (A. aceti, A. pasteurianus and A. peroxydans) and nine sub-
species. The genus Gluconobacter was classified based on the 
presence/absence of polar flagella, inability to oxidise acetate 
and lactate, and the capability to oxidise d-glucose to gluco-
nate, then further oxidise gluconate to 2-ketogluconate and 
5-ketogluconate. This genus contains one single species (G. 
oxydans) with four subspecies (19-21). Furthermore, all the 
Gluconobacter species examined by Yamada et al. (22,23) had 
the coenzyme Q10 (ubiquinone) system. However, those of 
Acetobacter species had the Q9 or 10 (observed in A. xylinus 
strains) system (24).

In 1984, a new subgenus of the Q10-equipped acetate-ox-
idising AAB, namely Acetobacter liquefaciens and Acetobacter 
xylinum, was found (24). In 1997, the new genus Gluconac-
etobacter was proposed by Yamada et al. (25,26), based on 
partial 16S ribosomal RNA (rRNA) sequences and chemotax-
onomic comparisons of the ubiquinone systems. As a result, 
species containing Q10, previously classified as Acetobacter 
(A. diazotrophicus, A. europaeus A. hansenii, A. liquefaciens and 
A. xylinus) were renamed Gluconacetobacter (19).

Over the last years, new species have been described in 
the genus Acetobacter and Gluconobacter. Subsequently, clas-
sification adjustments based on physiological characteristics 
were suggested, and the species belonging to genus Aceto-
bacter were phylogenetically divided into two groups. The 
first group corresponded to the A. aceti group, which includ-
ed A. aceti, A. cerevisiae, A. cibinongensis, A. estunensis, A. indo-
nesiensis, A. malorum, A. nitrogenifigens, A. oeni, A. orientalis, A. 
orleanensis and A. tropicalis. The second group corresponded 
to the A. pasteurianus, which included A. lovaniensis, A. pasteu-
rianus, A. peroxydans, A. pomorum and A. syzygii. The A. aceti 
group was phenotypically distinguished from A. pasteurianus 
group by the production of 2-ketogluconate (except for A. 
oeni) and 5-ketogluconate, and production of dihydroxyac-
etone from glycerol, which was detected in three species (A. 
aceti, A. pomorum and A. nitrogenifigens) (27). The species of 

the genus Gluconobacter were also phylogenetically divid-
ed into two groups: G. oxydans group, which includes G. oxy-
dans and G. albidus, and the G. cerinus group, which includes 
G. cerinus, G. frateurii and G. thailandicus. These two groups 
were differentiated phenotypically and genetically from each 
other by growth characteristics on media containing d-ara-
bitol without nicotinic acid addition, as well as by DNA base 
composition, i.e. G+C content (27).

In the last decade, the genus Gluconacetobacter was 
proposed to be subdivided into two groups with different 
morphological, physiological and ecological characteristics. 
These groups were the G. liquefaciens group (including G. azo-
tocaptans, G. diazotrophicus, G. liquefaciens and G. sacchari) 
and the G. xylinus group (including G. entanii, G. europaeus, G. 
hansenii, G. intermedius, G. nataicola, G. oboediens, G. rhaeticus, 
G. saccharivorans, G. swingisii and G. xylinus) (27). Afterwards, 
according to the genetic analyses and phenotypic character-
istics, Yamada et al. (28,29) proposed the new genus Komaga-
taeibacter comprising the species belonging to the G. xylinus 
group. The two genera were differentiated from each oth-
er by the production of a water-soluble brown pigment and 
cell motility. Gluconacetobacter species generally produce the 
water-soluble brown pigment and are motile, whereas the 
Komagataeibacter species do not produce the pigment and 
are non-motile. In addition, the species of the former genus 
were associated with plants and isolated mostly from fruits, 
flowers, coffee and sugarcane. Conversely, the species of the 
latter genus were isolated chiefly from fermented foods, such 
as vinegar, kombucha, nata de coco and fruit juice (28,30). 

CHARACTERISTICS 
AAB are strictly aerobic microorganisms, Gram-negative 

or Gram-variable, catalase-positive and oxidase-negative, el-
lipsoidal to rod-shaped cells that can occur singly, in pairs or 
chains. They are also mesophilic microorganisms, and their 
optimum growth temperature is between 25 and 30 °C. The 
optimum pH for their growth is 5.0–6.5, but they can also 
grow at lower pH values (31,32).

The species of AAB are well known to have a high capabil-
ity to oxidise alcohols, aldehydes, sugars or sugar alcohols in 
the presence of oxygen. As a result of these oxidative activi-
ties, the corresponding oxidation products such as carboxylic 
acids, accumulate in the culture medium. These oxidative re-
actions are catalysed by primary dehydrogenases, located on 
the outer surface of the cytoplasmic membrane (33).

Many other bacterial species are also able to oxidise eth-
anol under aerobic conditions, but they are unable to do this 
under high acidic conditions. AAB strains oxidise ethanol to 
acetic acid by two sequential catalytic reactions. First, etha-
nol is oxidised to acetaldehyde, which is catalysed by mem-
brane-bound pyrroloquinoline quinone (PQQ)-dependent 
alcohol dehydrogenase (ADH). Then, the generated acetalde-
hyde is immediately oxidised to acetate by membrane-bound 
aldehyde dehydrogenase (ALDH), located near ADH (33–36). 
During alcohol oxidation, no aldehyde liberation is observed, 
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mainly responsible for the traditional surface production of 

vinegar, in which the final acetic acid content does not ex-

ceed 8 %, considered the acetic acid threshold for these bac-

teria (38). Besides the fermentation methods and acetic acid 

concentration, the species of AAB found in the fermentation 

medium are also significantly affected by the raw materials 

used in vinegar production (44).

The genera of AAB show similarity in the abundance of 

the ADH enzyme. However, the ADH of Gluconobacter spe-

cies is less stable under acidic conditions than of other gen-

era, such as Acetobacter (45,46). This fact, associated with the 

greater resistance of the cells to acetic acid, may explain the 

higher productivity of the Acetobacter compared to Glucono-

bacter species. Furthermore, the genera of AAB show a differ-

ence in oxidation capacity of ethanol, sugar and sugar alco-

hol. For example, production of gluconic acid from d-glucose 

and ketogenic activity from glycerol is weak to negligible in 

Acetobacter species but strong in Gluconobacter (46). Name-

ly, species of the genus Gluconobacter have potent catalytic 

activity in the oxidation of ethanol, d-glucose, gluconic acid, 

glycerol and sorbitol. Conversely, species of the genera Ace-

tobacter, Gluconacetobacter and Komagataeibacter possess a 

powerful system to oxidise ethanol, but only a slight oxida-

tive activity on the sugars. The main biochemical and differ-

ential characteristics of the genera of AAB associated with 

vinegar production are presented in Table 1 (28,31,47,48).

indicating that ADH and ALDH form a multienzyme complex 
in the bacterial membrane and function sequentially to pro-
duce acetic acid from ethanol (33). The produced acetic acid 
is released into the growth medium, where it accumulates 
to a maximum 5–10 % in Acetobacter species and 10–20 % in 
Komagataeibacter species (37,38). Some genera can further 
oxidise the produced acetic acid to CO

2
 and H

2
O, resulting in 

so-called acetate oxidation (overoxidation). This ability is use-
ful for distinction from the genus Gluconobacter, which does 
not have the same capability. This condition depends on the 
composition of the medium, especially when ethanol is used 
by the bacteria (39,40). 

During acetification, AAB species occur depending on the 
concentration of acetic acid. In the first stage of acidification, 
at low acetic acid concentration, there is a predominance of 
the Acetobacter genus. Subsequently, when the mass per 
volume ratio of acetic acid exceeds 5 %, the population of 
Komagataeibacter species dominates. Therefore, Komagataei-
bacter species are the main strains involved in submerged 
acetic acid fermentation to produce vinegar (38,41). The K. 
europaeus, K. intermedius and K. oboediens are typical repre-
sentatives during spontaneous vinegar production with acid-
ity above 6 %, and K. europaeus is described as one of the AAB 
most frequently found and isolated from submerged vinegar 
fermentors. This behaviour results from an enhanced resist-
ance of these microorganisms to the highest concentration 
of acetic acid and their greater adaptation to extreme acid-
ity (42,43). In contrast, species of the genus Acetobacter are 

Table 1. Differential characteristics of the genera Acetobacter, Gluconacetobacter, Gluconobacter and Komagataeibacter

Characteristic Acetobacter Gluconobacter Gluconacetobacter Komagataeibacter

Motility and flagellation peritrichous or 
non-motile polar or non-motile peritrichous  

or non-motile no

Oxidation of ethanol to acetic acid + + + +

Oxidation of acetic acid to CO
2
 and H

2
O + – + +

Oxidation of lactate to CO
2
 and H

2
O + – + + 

Growth on 0.35 % acetic-acid-containing 
medium + + + +

Growth in the presence of 30 % ᴅ-glucose – + or - + or – n.d.

Production of cellulose – – + or – + or –

Ketogenesis (dihydroxyacetone) from glycerol + or – + + or – + or –

Acid production from:

     Glycerol + or – + + n.d.

     d-Mannitol + or – + + or – –

     Raffinose – – – n.d.

Production of water-soluble brown pigment – variable variable –

Production from d-glucose of:

     2-keto-d-gluconic acid + or – + + or – + or –

     5-keto-d-gluconic acid + or – + or – + or – + or –

     2,5-keto-d-gluconic acid + or – + or – + or – –

Ubiquinone type Q9 Q10 Q10 Q10

Data shown are combined from various sources (28,31,47,48).  +=90 % or more of the strains positive, –=90 % or more of the strains negative; 
n.d.=not determined  



R.J. GOMES et al.: Characteristics of Acetic Acid Bacteria

April-June 2018 | Vol. 56 | No. 2 142

ISOLATION AND PHENOTYPIC IDENTIFICATION
AAB are described as nutritionally demanding microor-

ganisms and difficult to isolate and cultivate on artificial me-
dia, especially from fermented beverages. This challenge has 
been attributed to the phenomenon of the viable but noncul-
turable (VBNC) state, which causes the inability to cultivate 
and enumerate the AAB population on growth media, mainly 
strains isolated from environments with high levels of acetic 
acid (31,47,49). Despite the abundant number of growth me-
dia proposed for the isolation and cultivation of AAB strains 
(Table 2; 48,50–61), not all media support their growth and 
they can be selective of one strain or another (31,47). 

The isolation and purification of AAB strains from industri-
al vinegar must is performed through the use of a liquid or sol-
id medium that provides their nutritional needs. The sources 
of carbon are mainly d-glucose and d-mannitol, and in some 
instances, ethanol and acetic acid are added at various con-
centrations. Nitrogen sources, such as peptone and yeast ex-
tract, and minerals, such as KH

2
PO

4
, Na

2
HPO

4
 and MgSO

4
, are 

also often added for recovery of the microorganisms (21). The 
cultivation on the double-layer agar plate by adding 0.5 % 
agar and coating with a 1 % agar layer, under high humidity, 
is the most efficient technique because it provides a wet en-
vironment for the formation of acidifying bacterial colonies 
(56). Among selective inhibitors of Gram-positive microbio-
ta, including crystal violet, brilliant green and sodium deoxy-
cholate, it was found that brilliant green is the least inhibito-
ry to the AAB. Sodium deoxycholate reduced the growth of 

Table 2. Main media for culture, recovery, growth and genus differentiation of acetic acid bacteria

Medium γ/(g/L) or *φ/(mL/L) Reference

AE (acetic acid-ethanol) Glucose 5, yeast extract 3, peptone 4, acetic acid 30*, ethanol 30*, agar 9 (50)

BME (basal medium plus ethanol) Yeast extract 0.5, vitamin-free casamino acids 3, ethanol 3*, agar 15 (51)

Carr Yeast extract 30, ethanol 20*, bromocresol green 0.022, agar 20 (52)

Medium for chalk-ethanol test Glucose 0.5, yeast extract 5, peptone 3, calcium carbonate 15, 
ethanol 15*, agar 12 (48)

DSM (dextrose-sorbitol-mannitol)
Glucose 1, sorbitol 1, mannitol 2, yeast extract 3.3, proteose-peptone 

10, calcium lactate 15, KH
2
PO

4
 1, MnSO

4
·H

2
O 0.02, cycloheximide 0.004, 

bromocresol purple 0.03, brilliant green 0.0295, agar 15
(53)

GY (glucose-yeast extract) Glucose 50, yeast extract 10, agar 15 (54)

GYAE (glucose-yeast extract-acetic acid-ethanol) Glucose 50, yeast extract 10, acetic acid 10*, ethanol 20*, agar 15 (54)

GYC (glucose-yeast extract-CaCO
3
) Glucose 100, yeast extract 10, calcium carbonate 20, agar 15 (50)

GYEC (glucose-yeast extract-ethanol-CaCO
3
) Glucose 10, yeast extract 10, calcium carbonate 20, ethanol 30*, 

agar 10 (55)

GYP (glucose-yeast extract-peptone) Glucose 30, yeast extract 5, peptone 2, agar 15 (56)

HS (Hestrin-Schramm) Glucose 20, yeast extract 5, peptone 5, Na
2
HPO

4
 2.7, citric acid 1.15 (57)

MYA (malt extract-yeast extract-agar) Malt extract 15, yeast extract 5, ethanol 60*, agar 15 (58)

MYP (mannitol-yeast extract-peptone) Mannitol 25, yeast extract 5, peptone 3, agar 12 (48)

RAE (reinforced AE) Glucose 40, yeast extract 10, peptone 10, Na
2
HPO

4
·2H

2
O 3.38, 

citric acid 1.5, acetic acid 10*, ethanol 20*, agar 10 (59)

SYP (sorbitol-yeast extract-peptone) Sorbitol 50, yeast extract 5, peptone 3, agar 12 (48)

YG (yeast extract-glucose) Glucose 20, yeast extract 5, (NH
4
)

2
HPO

4
 0.26, MgSO

4
·7H

2
O 0.05 (60)

YGM (yeast extract-glucose-mannitol) Glucose 20, mannitol 20, yeast extract 10, acetic acid 5*, ethanol 20* (60)

YPE (yeast extract-peptone-ethanol) Yeast extract 10, peptone 5, ethanol 20*, agar 15 (61)

all tested Acetobacter species, and violet crystal completely 
inhibited the growth of the studied A. aceti subspecies (53). 

The traditional methods for classification of AAB species, 
after isolation, are based on cellular morphology, flagellation 
and some physiological and biochemical properties. Exam-
ples of these attributes are the production of a water-soluble 
brown pigment, production of cellulose, ability to oxidise sug-
ars and ethanol to acid and ability to oxidise lactate and acetic 
acid to CO

2
 and H

2
O, using differentiation medium based on 

the biochemical characteristics of the AAB genera (21). 
The genera that can oxidise lactate to CO

2
 and H

2
O, such 

as Acetobacter, Gluconacetobacter and Komagataeibacter, may 
be rapidly distinguished from the genus that cannot oxidise 
lactate, such as Gluconobacter, by inoculation of the strains 
into dextrose sorbitol mannitol (DSM) agar (53). This selec-
tive medium contains calcium lactate as the main source of 
carbon and smaller amounts of other sources, and it is based 
on the preferential oxidation of the carbon source. When Ace-
tobacter grows on DSM agar, the medium changes from yel-
low to purple, as a result of lactate utilisation, causing a pH 
increase, which is detected by the bromocresol purple indi-
cator. Gluconobacter, being unable to oxidise lactate, prefer-
entially oxidises the minor carbohydrate constituents, pro-
ducing acid and maintaining the yellow appearance of the 
medium (21,53). 

The oxidation of ethanol to acetic acid and overoxidation 
to CO

2
 and H

2
O can be detected by several methods. For ex-

ample, Carr agar (52) contains ethanol as a carbon source and 
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bromocresol green as a pH indicator. The oxidation of etha-
nol generates acid, and thus, the medium turns from green 
to yellow. The strains that can overoxidise ethanol show the 
same colour change. However, as acetic acid is oxidised to CO

2
 

and H
2
O, the green appearance returns after an extended in-

cubation period (21). In another solid medium, the presence 
of acids is typically revealed by the formation of a clear zone, 
due to the dissolution of the CaCO

3
 that exists in the medi-

um. Subsequently, further oxidation of the acetic acid gradu-
ally leads to precipitation of CaCO

3
 and the initial white milky 

appearance of the medium (48). This principle is also used as 
biochemical evidence of the production of gluconic acid from 
d-glucose, where the gluconic acid that is formed dissolves 
the CaCO

3
 present in the solid medium (21).

The production of cellulose by the genera Komagataei-
bacter and Gluconacetobacter can be detected by formation 
of a pellicle on the surface of a liquid medium after growth 
under static conditions or by the appearance of spheres or ir-
regular masses in the agitated or shaken culture medium (62). 
Notably, the phenotypic/biochemical characteristics of the 
genera Acetobacter, Gluconacetobacter, Gluconobacter and 
Komagataeibacter can also be found in other genera, for in-
stance, Frateuria and Acidomonas (21,48). Classification based 
on the phenotypic characteristics leads to other inaccuracies. 
For example, spontaneous mutation can lead to deficiencies 
in various physiological properties. Spontaneous mutants of 
A. aceti deficient in ethanol oxidation (63) and cellulose-neg-
ative mutants of K. xylinus with an extreme deficiency in cel-
lulose-forming ability (64,65) are known examples. The mu-
tations are related to genetic instability of these strains (66). 
For more accurate identification of AAB genera and species, 
the molecular methods are currently indicated as the most 
reliable techniques. 

MOLECULAR IDENTIFICATION
AAB are very difficult to correctly identify at species lev-

els based only on biochemical and physiological characteris-
tics. For their proper identification, molecular analysis of the 
strains in comparison with reference species is recommended. 
In recent years, a variety of methods based on molecular tech-
niques of DNA extraction and identification by polymerase 
chain reaction (PCR) have been used for identification of the 
genera, species and strains of AAB. The main methods re-
ported by authors were: plasmid profiling, PCR amplification 
and sequencing of a specific region on the 16S rRNA gene, 
random amplified polymorphic DNA polymerase chain reac-
tion (RAPD-PCR), restriction fragment length polymorphism 
(RFLP) of the PCR-amplified 16S rRNA gene and 16S-23S rRNA 
intergenic spacer region, amplified fragment length polymor-
phism (AFLP), denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis (DGGE) 
of the PCR-amplified partial 16S rRNA gene, repetitive extra-
genic palindromic PCR (REP-PCR), enterobacterial repetitive 
intergenic consensus sequence-PCR (ERIC-PCR), DNA-DNA 
hybridisation and amplified ribosomal DNA restriction anal-
ysis (ARDRA) (1,67,68). These methods differ in analysis time, 

instrumentation and levels of discrimination capacities (1). 
For example, it has been reported that DGGE-PCR technique 
allowed the distinction of genera (69), while ERIC-PCR, PCR of 
the 16S rRNA gene and plasmid profiling analysis permitted 
species identification (70–73). Moreover, RFLP-PCR of the 16S 
ribosomal DNA (rDNA) and 16S-23S rDNA enabled a faster 
identification of the AAB species than lengthy methods, such 
as DNA-DNA hybridisation (67).

Another technique, used successfully in the profiling of 
proteins from intact bacteria, for the distinction of different 
genera, species and strains of AAB is matrix-assisted laser de-
sorption/ionisation time-of-flight mass spectrometry (MAL-
DI-TOF MS). The resulting mass spectrum can be regarded as 
a bacterial protein fingerprint. It contains up to 30 peaks that 
correspond to soluble proteins of high abundance, which are 
unique for each bacterium. MALDI-TOF MS is described as a 
rapid and reliable method for identification of AAB involved 
in the industrial production of vinegar that allows microor-
ganisms to be distinguished at the species or even subspe-
cies level (1,2).

METHODS FOR AAB ENUMERATION
Several authors have reported the difficulty in determina-

tion of the population of AAB strains. The adversity is attribut-
ed to the VBNC state of several strains that causes significant 
differences between enumeration by both plating and mi-
croscopy. Consequently, plate counting may not be the best 
method of choice for enumerating viable AAB cells (4,49). This 
approach is further complicated by the arrangement of AAB 
strains that can occur in pairs, chains or aggregates, which 
probably represent a single colony when plating in a solid 
growth medium (49). Furthermore, some AAB species grow 
to form a continuous biofilm of exopolysaccharides (such as 
dextrans, levans and cellulose from d-glucose metabolism) on 
the surface of the solid growth medium, which impedes col-
ony forming and subsequent counting (21,49). This problem 
was observed by Spinosa (21) when trying to enumerate the 
total population of AAB from industrial vinegar fermentors. 
The number of viable cells was obtained by direct counting 
under an optical microscope, using the Neubauer chamber 
and a vital dye (0.2 % trypan blue) for differentiation of cell 
viability.

Alternatively, the enumeration of non-cultivable AAB can 
be performed by real-time polymerase chain reaction (RT- 
-PCR), using specific primers designed from the 16S rRNA 
gene. This technique is described as a fast, sensitive and ac-
curate tool for quantifying bacteria and proved to be ade-
quate for enumeration of AAB strains in commercial samples 
of wines and vinegars, even in samples artificially contami-
nated with other microorganisms, such as yeasts (5,74). Epi-
fluorescence staining techniques have also been developed 
for the enumeration of total, viable and non-viable AAB cells 
involved in vinegar production and they were described as 
reliable, rapid and easy methods for this purpose (47,75,76). 
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PRODUCTS OF AAB METABOLISM 

Vinegar

Vinegar is an aqueous solution of acetic acid and other 
constituents and is known and consumed worldwide as a 
food condiment and preservative (55,77). The use of vine-
gar dates back more than 10 000 years. Vinegar was known 
by ancient civilisations and used in folk medicine in wound 
treatment, as well as a hand-washing agent, to prevent in-
fection. Nowadays, it is commonly used in the preparation of 
pickles, salad dressings and other food products. Vinegar has 
also become recognised for its functional properties, such as 
antibacterial activity, blood pressure reduction, antioxidant 
activity, reduction in the effects of diabetes and prevention 
of cardiovascular disease (78,79). 

This product is the result of a two-stage fermentation. The 
first step is an anaerobic fermentation (alcoholic fermenta-
tion of sugars into ethanol by yeasts) and the second step 
is an aerobic fermentation (oxidation of ethanol into acetic 
acid by AAB). The raw materials, consisting of starch or com-
plex carbohydrates, also need saccharification before alco-
holic fermentation to release fermentable sugars (6,80). The 
high consumption of vinegar necessitated the elaboration of 
technological processes for obtaining the product. Current-
ly, there are three key vinegar production methods, namely, 
slow surface culture fermentation (Orleans or traditional pro-
cess), generator process (German process) and submerged 
process (6,40,81).

Kombucha

Kombucha is a traditional beverage obtained by ferment-
ing sugary tea with a symbiotic culture of acidophilic yeasts 
and AAB embedded in a microbial cellulose layer known as tea 
fungus. The yeasts convert the sugar to organic acids, CO

2
 and 

ethanol. The produced ethanol is later oxidised by AAB to acetic 
acid (82,83). AAB also use d-glucose to synthesise bacterial cel-
lulose and gluconic acid. The main AAB strains found in kombu-
cha are A. aceti, A. pasteurianus G. oxydans and K. xylinus. Many 
types of yeast have also been identified in kombucha samples, 
including species of the genera Brettanomyces, Candida, Kloec-
kera, Mycoderma, Mycotorula, Saccharomyces, Schizosaccharo-
myces, Torulaspora, Pichia and Zygosaccharomyces (84). Some 
beneficial properties, for example improving general health, 
increasing longevity and as a treatment of gastrointestinal 
disorders, have been claimed for kombucha. These properties 
are attributed to the acidic composition and the presence of 
phenolic antioxidants in this product (84).

Gluconic acid

Gluconic acid occurs naturally in fruits, plants and other 
foods, such as wine, vinegar and honey. It improves the sen-
sory properties of food products, by imparting a bitter but 
refreshing taste and can also be used as an additive and pre-
servative by the food industry. Gluconic acid can be obtained 

using chemical and biotechnological methods. However, the 
latter is the main method used on an industrial scale. A wide 
variety of bacteria is capable of oxidising d-glucose to gluconic 
acid. Various AAB genera and strains from other genera, such 
as Pseudomonas and Zymomonas, show this ability and can be 
used in the fermentative process for the biosynthesis (85).

G. oxydans, used for the industrial production of gluconic 
acid, contains two glucose dehydrogenases (GDHs), catalys-
ing the direct oxidation of d-glucose to gluconic acid. In addi-
tion to a membrane-bound, PQQ-dependent GDH, a soluble 
nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate (NADP+)-de-
pendent, cytoplasmic GDH is also present. From experiments, 
it was evidenced that the production of gluconic acid primar-
ily results from the direct oxidation of glucose in the periplas-
mic space and that the activity of membrane-bound GDH was 
30-fold higher than that of cytosolic NADP+-dependent GDH 
(86,87).

Due to its role in the aromatic profile of foods, glucon-
ic acid has been proposed to be a quality parameter of food 
products. Consequently, it is preferable to use AAB strains that 
simultaneously produce gluconic and acetic acids during fer-
mentation, when the sensory quality of the final product is 
expected (88).

Gluconic acid is also used in the pharmaceutical indus-
try as gluconates of divalent metals, such as Ca2+, Mg2+ and 
Fe2+, which function as mineral supplements to treat hypocal-
caemia, hypomagnesaemia and anaemia, respectively. Final-
ly, products of oxidative metabolism of gluconic acid can be 
obtained through regioselective oxidation by the dehydroge-
nases of some Gluconobacter strains. For example, 5-ketoglu-
conate, a raw material applicable for the production of tartaric 
acid, and 2-ketogluconate are both produced from gluconic 
acid by G. oxydans strains (35,85).  

Sorbose and ascorbic acid

AAB, particularly strains of the genus Gluconobacter that 
possess an enormous oxidative capacity, can be used for ox-
idative conversion of d-sorbitol to l-sorbose, an important 
intermediate in the industrial production of l-ascorbic acid 
(vitamin C) (8,10). Two different membrane-bound enzymes 
are central in l-sorbose production from d-sorbitol by Glucon-
obacter strains. One is the PQQ-dependent glycerol dehydro-
genase that oxidises many sugar alcohols, for example, glyc-
erol to dihydroxyacetone, d-gluconate to 5-ketogluconate, 
d-mannitol to d-fructose, and d-arabitol to d-xylulose. The 
other sorbitol-oxidising enzyme is a flavin adenine dinucle-
otide-dependent sorbitol dehydrogenase that catalyses the 
regioselective oxidation of d-sorbitol (8,35,89). l-Ascorbic acid 
has an important role in human and animal nutrition and can 
be used as an antioxidant in the food industry (89). It is mainly 
synthesised via the seven-step Reichstein–Grüssner process, 
using d-glucose as a starting material. This process involves 
six chemical steps and one fermentation step, which is the 
oxidation of d-sorbitol to l-sorbose, catalysed by G. oxydans 
dehydrogenase (90).
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Bacterial cellulose 

Cellulose is a linear homopolymer of β-(1→4)-d-glucose 
units, alternately rotated 180° (91,92). It is synthesised by 
many different organisms, including plants, algae and some 
bacteria. Microbiological production of cellulose has attracted 
interest in recent years, due to the unusual properties and 
characteristics of bacterial cellulose. Unlike cellulose from 
plants, which is typically mixed with lignin, hemicelluloses 
and pectin, bacterial cellulose is extremely pure. Moreover, 
as mentioned in the introduction, bacterial cellulose displays 
many unique physicochemical and mechanical properties, 
such as high crystallinity, a high degree of polymerisation, 
high water-absorbing and -holding capacities, high tensile 
strength, high elasticity and excellent biocompatibility and 
biodegradability (93,94).

Due to the need for pure and crystalline cellulose, bacte-
rial cellulose represents a promising alternative to plant-de-
rived cellulose and presents specific applications in various in-
dustries. Among its numerous uses, bacterial cellulose is used 
as a gelling, stabilising and thickening agent in foods, or for 
skin repair in wound healing and burn treatments, as well as 
heart valve prostheses and artificial blood vessels in biomed-
ical and pharmaceutical applications (94–98). Many species 
of bacteria excrete bacterial cellulose. However, K. xylinus is 
the most commonly used strain in the biosynthesis because 
of its capability to produce a relatively high level of bacterial 
cellulose from a wide range of carbon and nitrogen sources 
(99) and due to its industrial biosynthesis applicability (81). 

It was suggested that in a liquid medium, bacterial cellu-
lose helps aerobic bacteria to obtain a limited supply of oxy-
gen by floating the cells near the surface. Additionally, bacte-
rial cellulose protects the organism cells from damage by UV 
light and assists in moisture retention to prevent drying of the 
natural substrates on which the bacteria are growing (95,100). 
The pathway to produce cellulose from d-glucose by K. xyli-
nus consists of four enzymatic steps. The enzymes involved in 
cellulose biosynthesis are glucose kinase, phosphoglucomu-
tase, uridine diphosphate glucose pyrophosphorylase and the 
membrane-bound cellulose synthase (95,101).

Other exopolysaccharides

Although cellulose is the most common exopolysaccharide 
produced by AAB, they are also able to produce other import-
ant polysaccharides, such as levans. Levan is a branched ho-
mopolymer of d-fructofuranosyl residues containing β-(2→6) 
linkages in the core chain and β-(2→1) linkages at the branch-
ing points. It is produced extracellularly from sucrose-based 
substrates by a variety of bacteria, including Gluconaceto-
bacter, Gluconobacter, Komagataeibacter, Kozakia and Neoasaia 
(102,103). Levan exhibits important biomedical and functional 
food properties due to characteristics like biodegradability, bio-
compatibility and the ability to form nanoparticles, as well as 
films (103). Several studies suggest beneficial effects of levan 
on the intestinal microbial community in the gut of farmed 

animals. Other uses of levan include films for packaging and 
medical applications for healing wounds and burned tissue 
(104). In the food industry, levan is used as an emulsifying 
agent, colouring and flavouring vehicle and as a fat substitute. 
Moreover, levan exhibits excellent antioxidant and anti-in-
flammatory potential (102,103). Other microbial exopolysac-
charides produced by AAB, include dextran, acetan or xylinan, 
mannan and gluconacetan (102).

NEGATIVE ASPECTS OF AAB
Despite the importance of AAB in the food industry and 

biotechnological processes, negative aspects are also report-
ed. For example, AAB can act as contaminating and spoiling 
agents during production, fermentation or maturation of al-
coholic drinks, like wine, cider and beer, as well as in fruit-fla-
voured water and soft beverages (47,102,105,106), causing 
an undesirable sour odour and taste in these products. An-
other issue can occur in the vinegar industry, when a large 
volume of cellulose accumulates in the fermentors, mainly 
during the German process, requiring constant cleaning by 
the operator. In organic vinegar, which does not use preserv-
ative agents, opening the bottle can encourage the growth of 
cellulose-producing aerobic bacteria that are not completely 
removed in the filtration process, causing the formation of 
pellicles either on the surface or in the product. Even in con-
ventional vinegar, which contains preservative agents, this 
phenomenon can occur (albeit less frequently) if the AAB are 
not well removed in the filtration, before bottling. The for-
mation of cellulose pellicles in bottled vinegar may gener-
ate many complaints by consumers due to the unpleasant 
appearance of the product. Regarding human pathogens 
associated with AAB, to date, only two species that can cause 
opportunistic human infections have been reported, namely 
Asaia bogorensis and Granulibacter bethesdensis (102).

COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF AAB GENOMES
Recent advances in molecular techniques have allowed 

the complete genome sequencing of AAB strains. Conse-
quently, several complete AAB genomes have been inves-
tigated in the last years, which has provided an important 
source of information about the phenotypic and genotypic 
characteristics of these strains (102). It was suggested that 
AAB species exhibit high genetic instability (42,66). The de-
gree of acetic acid tolerance varies among AAB strains. Spe-
cies traditionally used in the production of vinegar tolerate 
higher concentrations of acetic acid than other AAB (102). In 
A. pasteurianus, it was proposed that the ethanol and acetic 
acid tolerance could be partly attributed to the intrinsic prop-
erties of the amino acid sequences of the proteins PQQ-ADH 
and ALDH. Therefore, high concentrations of ethanol would 
not cause mutations in these proteins, and high conservation 
of the two enzymes could contribute to the stable industrial 
performance of this strain (107). Also, high levels of PQQ-ADH 
contribute not only to the enhanced production of acetic acid 
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but also to increased tolerance to the extreme acid environ-
ment (102).

G. oxydans 621H has an extraordinary potential to oxi-
dise a variety of carbohydrates, alcohols and other organ-
ic compounds because it possesses a wide range of mem-
brane-bound dehydrogenases that supply electrons for the 
respiratory chain. At least 75 genes in the genome of G. oxy-
dans 621H were identified as potential oxidoreductases. Three 
have previously been characterised as membrane-bound 
quinoprotein dehydrogenases, but many dehydrogenases 
remain poorly described and of unknown substrate speci-
ficity. The substantial oxidative potential of this organism is, 
therefore, still not fully explored (102).

Genomes of the genus Komagataeibacter are yet to be se-
quenced completely (102). However, draft genome sequenc-
ing of strains isolated from kombucha demonstrated that the 
same environment could provide strains with increased/de-
creased cellulose production ability, namely K. rhaeticus and 
K. intermedius, respectively (108,109). The selection of strains 
with high cellulose productivity is promising for the indus-
trial production of this biopolymer, given that the low yield 
mainly under agitated conditions is a limiting factor for the 
bioproduction. Comparative genomic analysis of K. xylinus 
NBRC 3288, a strain that does not produce cellulose, with 
those of the cellulose-producing strains clarified the biolog-
ical significance of the bcsB gene in cellulose production by 
Komagataeibacter species. In this strain, a nonsense mutation 
caused splitting of bcsB into GLX_25070 and GLX_25080, af-
fecting the cellulose synthesis capacity. This single mutation 
suggests that the bcsB gene is indispensable for cellulose pro-
duction by Komagataeibacter species (102,110).

CONCLUSIONS
Over the last decades, new species and genera of ace-

tic acid bacteria (AAB) have been suggested. Thereby, their 
classification and taxonomy have been the object of several 
modifications and updates, based on molecular, physiolog-
ical and biochemical characteristics. These bacteria play an 
important role in the biotechnological and food industries 
because of their excellent ability to oxidise ethanol, sugar and 
sugar alcohols, and in the biosynthesis of pure and crystal-
line cellulose, a biopolymer with important industrial appli-
cability. AAB are also used in the production of vinegar and 
kombucha beverages, which have antioxidant properties and 
beneficial effects on human health. However, many factors 
still affect the recovery, isolation and enumeration of AAB 
strains from fermented foods, necessitating the study and 
implementation of new technologies for this purpose.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
The authors thank the State University of Londrina, the 

Brazilian National Council for Scientific and Technological De-
velopment (CNPq) and Embrapa Tropical Agroindustry. 

REFERENCES
 1. Trček J, Barja F. Updates on quick identification of acetic 

acid bacteria with a focus on the 16S–23S rRNA gene in-
ternal transcribed spacer and the analysis of cell proteins 
by MALDI-TOF mass spectrometry. Int J Food Microbiol. 
2015;196:137–44. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2014.12.003

 2. Andrés-Barrao C, Benagli C, Chappuis M, Ortega Pérez R, To-
nolla M, Barja F. Rapid identification of acetic acid bacteria 
using MALDI-TOF mass spectrometry fingerprinting. Syst 
Appl Microbiol. 2013;36(2):75–81.  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.syapm.2012.09.002

 3. Nakano S, Fukaya M. Analysis of proteins responsive to ace-
tic acid in Acetobacter: Molecular mechanisms conferring 
acetic acid resistance in acetic acid bacteria. Int J Food Mi-
crobiol. 2008;125(1):54–9. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2007.05.015

 4. Fernández-Pérez R, Torres C, Sanz S, Ruiz-Larrea F. Rap-
id molecular methods for enumeration and taxonomi-
cal identification of acetic acid bacteria responsible for 
submerged vinegar production. Eur Food Res Technol. 
2010;231(5):813–9.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00217-010-1331-6

 5. Torija MJ, Mateo E, Guillamón JM, Mas A. Identification and 
quantification of acetic acid bacteria in wine and vinegar by 
TaqMan–MGB probes. Food Microbiol. 2010;27(2):257–65. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fm.2009.10.001

 6. Yetiman AE, Kesmen Z. Identification of acetic acid bacteria 
in traditionally produced vinegar and mother of vinegar by 
using different molecular techniques. Int J Food Microbiol. 
2015;204:9–16. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2015.03.013

 7. Dikshit PK, Moholkar VS. Optimization of 1,3-dihydroxy-
acetone production from crude glycerol by immobilized 
Gluconobacter oxydans MTCC 904. Bioresour Technol. 
2016;216:1058–65.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.01.100

 8. Hattori H, Yakushi T, Matsutani M, Moonmangmee D, Toyama 
H, Adachi O, Matsushita K. High-temperature sorbose fer-
mentation with thermotolerant Gluconobacter frateurii 
CHM43 and its mutant strain adapted to higher tempera-
ture. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol. 2012;95(6):1531–40. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-012-4005-4

 9. Hu ZC, Liu ZQ, Zheng YG, Shen YC. Production of 1,3-di-
hydroxyacetone from glycerol by Gluconobacter oxydans 
ZJB09112. J Microbiol Biotechnol. 2010;20(2):340–5.

10.  de Oliveira ALD, Santos Junior V, Liotti RG, Zilioli E, Spinosa 
WA, Ribeiro-Paes JT. Study of bacteria Gluconobacter sp.: 
Isolation, purification, phenotypic and molecular identifi-
cation. Ciênc Tecnol Aliment. 2010;30(1):106–12 (in Portu-
guese).
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0101-20612010000100016



Food Technol. Biotechnol. 56 (2) 139-151 (2018)

147April-June 2018 | Vol. 56 | No. 2 

11.   Cacicedo ML, Castro MC, Servetas I, Bosnea L, Boura K, 
Tsafrakidou P, et al. Progress in bacterial cellulose matri-
ces for biotechnological applications. Bioresour Technol. 
2016;213:172–80. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biortech.2016.02.071 

12.   Hansen EC. Research on acidifying bacteria. C R Trav Lab 
Carlsberg. 1894;3:182–216 (in French).

13.   Beijerinck MW. About the types of acetic acid bacteria. 
Zentralbl Bakteriol Parasitenkd Infektionskr Hyg Abt II. 
1898;4:209–16 (in German).

14.   Visser’t Hooft F. Biochemical studies on the genus Aceto-
bacter [PhD Thesis]. Delft, the Netherlands: Delft University 
of Technology; 1925 (in Dutch).

15.   Asai T. Taxonomic studies on acetic acid bacteria and al-
lied oxidative bacteria isolated from fruits: A new classifi-
cation of the oxidative bacteria. J Agric Chem Soc Japan. 
1934;10:621–9 (in Japanese).

16.   Asai T. Taxonomic studies on acetic acid bacteria and al-
lied oxidative bacteria isolated from fruits: A new classifi-
cation of the oxidative bacteria. J Agric Chem Soc Japan. 
1935;11:674–708 (in Japanese).

17.   Frateur J. Essay on the systematics of Acetobacters. Cellule. 
1950;53:287–392 (in French).

18.   Buchanan RE, Gibbons NE, editors. Bergey's manual of de-
terminative bacteriology. Baltimore, MD, USA: Williams & 
Wilkins Co; 1974.

19.   Cleenwerck I, De Vos P. Polyphasic taxonomy of acetic acid 
bacteria: An overview of the currently applied methodolo-
gy. Int J Food Microbiol. 2008;125(1):2–14. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2007.04.017

20.   Ebner H, Follmann H. Acetic Acid. In: Rehm HJ, Reed G, edi-
tors. Biotechnology. Weinheim, Germany: Wiley-VCH; 1983.  
pp. 389–407. 

21.   Spinosa WA. Isolation, selection, identification and kinetic 
parameters of acetic acid bacteria from vinegar industry 
[PhD Thesis]. Campinas, Brazil: State University of Campi-
nas; 2002 (in Portuguese).

22.   Yamada Y, Aida K, Uemura T. Distribution of ubiquinone 10 
and 9 in acetic acid bacteria and its relation to the classi-
fication of genera Gluconobacter and Acetobacter, espe-
cially of so-called intermediate strains. Agric Biol Chem. 
1968;32(6):786–8. 
https://doi.org/10.1271/bbb1961.32.786 

23.   Yamada Y, Aida K, Uemura T. Enzymatic studies on the oxida-
tion of sugar and sugar alcohol. V. Ubiquinone of acetic acid 
bacteria and its relation to classification of genera Glucono-
bacter and Acetobacter, especially of the so-called interme-
diate strains. J Gen Appl Microbiol. 1969;15(2):181–96. 
https://doi.org/10.2323/jgam.15.181 

24.   Yamada Y, Kondo K. Gluconoacetobacter, a new subgenus 
comprising the acetate-oxidizing acetic acid bacteria with 
ubiquinone-10 in the genus Acetobacter. J Gen Appl Micro-
biol. 1984;30(4):297–303. 
https://doi.org/10.2323/jgam.30.297

25.  Yamada Y, Hoshino K, Ishikawa T. The phylogeny of acetic 
acid bacteria based on the partial sequences of 16S ribo-
somal RNA: The elevation of the subgenus Glunonoace-
tobacter to the generic level. Biosci Biotechnol Biochem. 
1997;61(8):1244–51. 
https://doi.org/10.1271/bbb.61.1244

26.   Yamada Y, Hoshino K, Ishikawa T. Gluconacetobacter nom. 
corrig. (Gluconoacetobacter [sic]). Validation of publica-
tion of new names and new combinations previously ef-
fectively published outside the IJSB. Int J Syst Bacteriol. 
1998;48(1):327–8. 
https://doi.org/10.1099/00207713-48-1-327

27.   Yamada Y, Yukphan P. Genera and species in acetic acid bac-
teria. Int J Food Microbiol. 2008;125(1):15–24. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2007.11.077

28.   Yamada Y, Yukphan P, Vu HTL, Muramatsu Y, Ochaikul D, 
Nakagawa Y. Subdivision of the genus Gluconacetobac-
ter Yamada, Hoshino and Ishikawa 1998: The proposal of 
Komagatabacter gen. nov., for strains accommodated to 
the Gluconacetobacter xylinus group in the α-Proteobac-
teria. Ann Microbiol. 2012;62(2):849–59. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13213-011-0288-4

29.   Yamada Y, Yukphan P, Vu HTL, Muramatsu Y, Ochaikul D, 
Tanasupawat S, Nakagawa Y. Description of Komagataei-
bacter gen. nov., with proposals of new combinations (Ace-
tobacteraceae). J Gen Appl Microbiol. 2012;58(5):397–404. 
https://doi.org/10.2323/jgam.58.397

30.   Komagata K, Iino T, Yamada Y. The family Acetobacteraceae. 
In: Rosenberg E, DeLong EF, Lory S, Stackebrandt E, Thomp-
son F, editors. The Prokaryotes: Alphaproteobacteria and 
Betaproteobacteria. Berlin, Germany: Springer; 2014. pp. 
3–78.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-30197-1_396

31.   Sengun IY, Karabiyikli S. Importance of acetic acid bacteria 
in food industry. Food Control. 2011;22(5):647–56. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodcont.2010.11.008

32.   Wang B, Shao Y, Chen F. Overview on mechanisms of ace-
tic acid resistance in acetic acid bacteria. World J Microbiol 
Biotechnol. 2015;31(2):255–63. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11274-015-1799-0

33.   Adachi O, Ano Y, Toyama H, Matsushita K. Biooxidation with 
PQQ- and FAD-dependent dehydrogenases. In: Schmid RD, 
Urlacher VB, editors. Modern biooxidation: Enzymes, reac-
tions and applications. Weinheim, Germany: Wiley-VCH Ver-
lag GmbH & Co. KGaA; 2007. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/9783527611522.ch1

34.   Chen Y, Bai Y, Li D, Wang C, Xu N, Wu S, et al. Correlation 
between ethanol resistance and characteristics of PQQ-de-
pendent ADH in acetic acid bacteria. Eur Food Res Technol. 
2016;242(6):837–47. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00217-015-2589-5

35.   Saichana N, Matsushita K, Adachi O, Frébort I, Freborto-
va J. Acetic acid bacteria: A group of bacteria with ver-



R.J. GOMES et al.: Characteristics of Acetic Acid Bacteria

April-June 2018 | Vol. 56 | No. 2 148

satile biotechnological applications. Biotechnol Adv. 
2015;33(6):1260–71.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2014.12.001

36.   Yakushi T, Matsushita K. Alcohol dehydrogenase of ace-
tic acid bacteria: Structure, mode of action, and appli-
cations in biotechnology. Appl Microbiol Biotechnol. 
2010;86(5):1257–65. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-010-2529-z

37.   Andrés-Barrao C, Saad MM, Chappuis M-L, Boffa M, Perret 
X, Ortega Pérez R, Barja F. Proteome analysis of Acetobacter 
pasteurianus during acetic acid fermentation. J Proteomics. 
2012;75(6):1701–17. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jprot.2011.11.027 

38.   Andrés-Barrao C, Saad MM, Ferrete EC, Bravo D, Chappuis 
ML, Ortega Pérez R, et al. Metaproteomics and ultrastruc-
ture characterization of Komagataeibacter spp. involved 
in high-acid spirit vinegar production. Food Microbiol. 
2016;55:112–22. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fm.2015.10.012

39.   Gullo M, Verzelloni E, Canonico M. Aerobic submerged fer-
mentation by acetic acid bacteria for vinegar production: 
Process and biotechnological aspects. Process Biochem. 
2014;49(10):1571–9. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2014.07.003

40.   Raspor P, Goranovič D. Biotechnological applications of ace-
tic acid bacteria. Crit Rev Biotechnol. 2008;28(2):101–24. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/07388550802046749

41.   Mas A, Torija MJ, García-Parrilla MC, Troncoso AM. Acetic 
acid bacteria and the production and quality of wine vine-
gar. Sci World J. 2014;2014: Article ID: 394671. 
https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/394671

42.   Andrés-Barrao C, Falquet L, Calderon-Copete SP, Des-
combes P, Ortega Pérez R, Barja F. Genome sequences of 
the high-acetic acid-resistant bacteria Gluconacetobacter 
europaeus LMG 18890T and G. europaeus LMG 18494 (ref-
erence strains), G. europaeus 5P3, and Gluconacetobac-
ter oboediens 174Bp2 (isolated from vinegar). J Bacteriol. 
2011;193(10):2670–1. 
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.00229-11

43.   Trček J, Mahnič A, Rupnik M. Diversity of the microbiota in-
volved in wine and organic apple cider submerged vinegar 
production as revealed by DHPLC analysis and next-gener-
ation sequencing. Int J Food Microbiol. 2016;223:57–62. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2016.02.007

44.   Song NE, Cho SH, Baik SH. Microbial community, and bio-
chemical and physiological properties of Korean traditional 
black raspberry (Robus coreanus Miquel) vinegar. J Sci Food 
Agric. 2016;96(11):3723–30. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.7560

45.   Adachi O, Miyagawa E, Shinagawa E, Matsushita K, Amey-
ama M. Purification and properties of particulate alcohol 
dehydrogenase from Acetobacter aceti. Agric Biol Chem. 
1978;42(12):2331–40. 
https://doi.org/10.1271/bbb1961.42.2331

46.   Adachi O, Tayama K, Shinagawa E, Matsushita K, Ameyama 
M. Purification and characterization of particulate alcohol 
dehydrogenase from Gluconobacter suboxydans. Agric 
Biol Chem. 1978;42(11):2045–56. 
https://doi.org/10.1271/bbb1961.42.2045

47.   Bartowsky EJ, Henschke PA. Acetic acid bacteria spoil-
age of bottled red wine - A review. Int J Food Microbiol. 
2008;125(1):60–70. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2007.10.016

48.   Sievers M, Swings J. Family II. Acetobacteraceae. In: Bren-
ner DJ, Krieg NR, Staley JT, Garrity GM, editors. Bergey’s 
manual® of systematic bacteriology, vol. 2, The proteobac-
teria. Part C, The alpha-, beta-, delta-, and epsilonproteo-
bacteria. New York, NY, USA: Springer; 2005. pp. 41–95.

49.   Vegas C, Mateo E, González A, Jara C, Guillamón JM, Poblet 
M, et al. Population dynamics of acetic acid bacteria dur-
ing traditional wine vinegar production. Int J Food Micro-
biol. 2010;138(1–2):130–6.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2010.01.006

50.   Gullo M, Caggia C, De Vero L, Giudici P. Characterization of 
acetic acid bacteria in “traditional balsamic vinegar”. Int J 
Food Microbiol. 2006;106(2):209–12. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2005.06.024 

51.   Cleenwerck I, Camu N, Engelbeen K, De Winter T, Vande-
meulebroecke K, De Vos P, De Vuyst L. Acetobacter ghan-
ensis sp. nov., a novel acetic acid bacterium isolated from 
traditional heap fermentations of Ghanaian cocoa beans. 
Int J Syst Evol Microbiol. 2007;57:1647–52. 
https://doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.64840-0

52.   Carr JG. Methods for identifying acetic acid bacteria. In: 
Gibbs BM, Shapton DA, editors. Identification methods for 
microbiologists. London, UK: Academic Press; 1968. pp. 
1–8.

53.   Cirigliano MC. A selective medium for the isolation and 
differentiation of Gluconobacter and Acetobacter. J Food 
Sci. 1982;47(3):1038–9.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2621.1982.tb12782.x

54.   Cleenwerck I, De Wachter M, González A, De Vuyst L, De Vos 
P. Differentiation of species of the family Acetobacterace-
ae by AFLP DNA fingerprinting: Gluconacetobacter kom-
buchae is a later heterotypic synonym of Gluconacetobac-
ter hansenii. Int J Syst Evol Microbiol. 2009;59(7):1771–86.  
https://doi.org/10.1099/ijs.0.005157-0

55.   Wu JJ, Ma YK, Zhang FF, Chen FS. Biodiversity of yeasts, 
lactic acid bacteria and acetic acid bacteria in the fermen-
tation of  ‘Shanxi aged vinegar’, a traditional Chinese vine-
gar. Food Microbiol. 2012;30(1):289–97.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fm.2011.08.010

56.   Entani E, Ohmori S, Masai H, Susuki KI. Acetobacter polyox-
ogenes sp. nov., a new species of an acetic acid bacterium 
useful for producing vinegar with high acidity. J Gen Appl 
Microbiol. 1985;31(5):475–90. 
https://doi.org/10.2323/jgam.31.475 



Food Technol. Biotechnol. 56 (2) 139-151 (2018)

149April-June 2018 | Vol. 56 | No. 2 

57.   Hestrin S, Schramm M. Synthesis of cellulose by Acetobacter 
xylinum. 2. Preparation of freeze-dried cells capable of polym-
erizing glucose to cellulose. Biochem J. 1954;58(2):345–52. 
https://doi.org/10.1042/bj0580345 

58.   Gullo M, Giudici P. Acetic acid bacteria in traditional bal-
samic vinegar: Phenotypic traits relevant for starter cultures 
selection. Int J Food Microbiol. 2008;125(1):46–53. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2007.11.076

59.   Sokollek SJ, Hammes WP. Description of a starter culture 
preparation for vinegar fermentation. Syst Appl Microbiol. 
1997;20(3):481–91.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0723-2020(97)80017-3

60.   Ohmori S, Masai H, Arima K, Beppu T. Isolation and iden-
tification of acetic acid bacteria for submerged acetic 
acid fermentation at high temperature. Agric Biol Chem. 
1980;44(12):2901–6. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/00021369.1980.10864432

61.   Fugelsang KC, Edwards CG. Wine microbiology: Practical 
applications and procedures. New York,  NY, USA: Springer; 
2007.

62.   Gu J, Catchmark JM. Impact of hemicelluloses and pectin on 
sphere-like bacterial cellulose assembly. Carbohydr Polym. 
2012;88(2):547–57. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2011.12.040

63.   Okumura H, Uozumi T, Beppu T. Biochemical characteristics 
of spontaneous mutants of Acetobacter aceti deficient in 
ethanol oxidation. Agric Biol Chem. 1985;49(8):2485–7. 
https://doi.org/10.1271/bbb1961.49.2485

64.   Schramm M, Hestrin S. Factors affecting production of cel-
lulose at the air/ liquid interface of a culture of Acetobacter 
xylinum. J Gen Microbiol. 1954;11:123–9. 
https://doi.org/10.1099/00221287-11-1-123

65.   Valla S, Kjosbakken, J. Cellulose-negative mutants of Ace-
tobacter xylinum. J Gen Appl Microbiol. 1982;128:1401–8. 
https://doi.org/10.1099/00221287-128-7-1401

66.   Azuma Y, Hosoyama A, Matsutani M, Furuya N, Horikawa 
H, Harada T, et al. Whole-genome analyses reveal genetic 
instability of Acetobacter pasteurianus. Nucleic Acids Res. 
2009;37(17):5768–83. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkp612

67.   González Á, Guillamón JM, Mas A, Poblet M. Application of 
molecular methods for routine identification of acetic acid 
bacteria. Int J Food Microbiol. 2006;108(1):141–6. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2005.10.025

68.   Trček J, Raspor P. Molecular characterization of acid acetic 
bacteria isolated from spirit vinegar. Food Technol Biotech-
nol. 1999;37(2):113–6.

69.   De Vero L, Giudici P. Genus-specific profile of acetic acid 
bacteria by 16S rDNA PCR-DGGE. Int J Food Microbiol. 
2008;125(1):96-101. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2007.02.029 

70.   Franke-Whittle IH, O’Shea MG, Leonard GJ, Sly LI. Design, 
development, and use of molecular primers and probes for 
the detection of Gluconacetobacter species in the pink sug-

arcane mealybug. Microb Ecol. 2005;50(1):128–39. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00248-004-0138-z

71.   Sievers M, Schlegel HG, Caballero-Mellado J, Döbereiner J, 
Ludwig W. Phylogenetic identification of two major nitro-
gen-fixing bacteria associated with sugarcane. Syst Appl 
Microbiol. 1998;21(4):505–8. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0723-2020(98)80062-3

72.   Teuber M, Sievers M, Andresen A. Characterization of the 
microflora of high acid submerged vinegar fermenters by 
distinct plasmid profiles. Biotechnol Lett. 1987;9(4):265–8. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01027161

73.   Wu JJ, Gullo M, Chen FS, Giudici P. Diversity of Acetobacter 
pasteurianus strains isolated from solid-state fermentation 
of cereal vinegars. Curr Microbiol. 2010;60(4):280–6. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00284-009-9538-0

74. González Á, Hierro N, Poblet M, Mas A, Guillamón JM. Enumer-
ation and detection of acetic acid bacteria by real-time PCR 
and nested PCR. FEMS Microbiol Lett. 2006;254(1):123–8. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1574-6968.2005.000011.x

75.  Baena-Ruano S, Jiménez-Ot C, Santos-Dueñas IM, Cante-
ro-Moreno D, Barja F, García-García I. Rapid method for 
total, viable and non-viable acetic acid bacteria deter-
mination during acetification process. Process Biochem. 
2006;41(5):1160–4. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2005.12.016

76.  Mesa MM, Macías M, Cantero D, Barja F. Use of the direct epi-
fluorescent filter technique for the enumeration of viable 
and total acetic acid bacteria from vinegar fermentation. J 
Fluoresc. 2003;13(3):261–5. 
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1025094017265

77.   Chen Q, Liu A, Zhao J, Ouyang Q, Sun Z, Huang L. Monitor-
ing vinegar acetic fermentation using a colorimetric sensor 
array. Sens Actuators B Chem. 2013;183:608–16. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.snb.2013.04.033

78.   Budak NH, Aykin E, Seydim AC, Greene AK, Guzel-Sey-
dim ZB. Functional properties of vinegar. J Food Sci. 
2014;79(5):R757–64. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/1750-3841.12434

79.   Marques FPP, Spinosa W, Fernandes KF, de Souza Castro CF, 
Caliari M. Quality pattern and identity of commercial fruit 
and vegetable vinegar (Acetic acid fermentation). Ciênc 
Tecnol Aliment. 2010;30(1):119–26 (in Portuguese). 
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0101-20612010000500019

80.   Du XJ, Jia SR, Yang Y, Wang S. Genome sequence of Glu-
conacetobacter sp. strain SXCC-1, isolated from Chinese vin-
egar fermentation starter. J Bacteriol. 2011;193(13):3395–6.  
https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.05147-11

81.   Valera MJ, Torija MJ, Mas A, Mateo E. Acetic acid bacteria 
from biofilm of strawberry vinegar visualized by micros-
copy and detected by complementing culture-depend-
ent and culture-independent techniques. Food Microbiol. 
2015;46:452–62. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fm.2014.09.006

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0723-2020(97)80017-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0723-2020(98)80062-3


R.J. GOMES et al.: Characteristics of Acetic Acid Bacteria

April-June 2018 | Vol. 56 | No. 2 150

82.   Marsh AJ, O’Sullivan O, Hill C, Ross RP, Cotter PD. Se-
quence-based analysis of the bacterial and fungal compo-
sitions of multiple kombucha (tea fungus) samples. Food 
Microbiol. 2014;38:171–8. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fm.2013.09.003

83.   Nguyen NK, Nguyen PB, Nguyen HT, Le PH. Screening the 
optimal ratio of symbiosis between isolated yeast and 
acetic acid bacteria strain from traditional kombucha for 
high-level production of glucuronic acid. LWT - Food Sci 
Technol. 2015;64(2):1149–55.  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lwt.2015.07.018

84.   Ayed L, Abid SB, Hamdi M. Development of a beverage 
from red grape juice fermented with the kombucha con-
sortium. Ann Microbiol. 2017;67(1):111–21. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13213-016-1242-2

85.   Cañete-Rodríguez AM, Santos-Dueñas IM, Jiménez-Horne-
ro JE, Ehrenreich A, Liebl W, García-García I. Gluconic acid: 
Properties, production methods and applications – An ex-
cellent opportunity for agro-industrial by-products and 
waste bio-valorization. Process Biochem. 2016;51(12):1891–
903. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procbio.2016.08.028

86.   Pronk JT, Levering PR, Olijve W, van Dijken JP. Role of NA-
DP-dependent and quinoprotein glucose dehydrogenas-
es in gluconic acid production by Gluconobacter oxydans. 
Enzyme Microb Technol. 1989;11(3):160–4. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-0229(89)90075-6

87.   Sainz F, Navarro D, Mateo E, Torija MJ, Mas A. Comparison 
of d-gluconic acid production in selected strains of acetic 
acid bacteria. Int J Food Microbiol. 2016;222:40–7. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijfoodmicro.2016.01.015

88.   Mounir M, Shafiei R, Zarmehrkhorshid R, Hamouda A, 
Alaoui MI, Thonart P. Simultaneous production of acetic 
and gluconic acids by a thermotolerant Acetobacter strain 
during acetous fermentation in a bioreactor. J Biosci Bio-
eng. 2016;121(2):166–71. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbiosc.2015.06.005

89.   Deppenmeier U, Hoffmeister M, Prust C. Biochemistry and 
biotechnological applications of Gluconobacter strains. 
Appl Microbiol Biotechnol. 2002;60(3):233–42. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-002-1114-5

90.   De Muynck C, Pereira CSS, Naessens M, Parmentier S, Soe-
taert W, Vandamme EJ. The genus Gluconobacter oxydans: 
Comprehensive overview of biochemistry and biotechno-
logical applications. Crit Rev Biotechnol. 2007;27(3):147–71.  
https://doi.org/10.1080/07388550701503584

91.   Gibson LJ. The hierarchical structure and mechanics of 
plant materials. J R Soc Interface. 2012;9(76):2749–66. 
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2012.0341

92.   Matthews JF, Bergenstråhle M, Beckham GT, Himmel ME, 
Nimlos MR, Brady JW, Crowley MF. High-temperature be-
havior of cellulose I. J Phys Chem B. 2011;115(10):2155–66. 
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp1106839

93.   Lin SP, Huang YH, Hsu KD, Lai YJ, Chen YK, Cheng KC. Iso-
lation and identification of cellulose-producing strain 
Komagataeibacter intermedius from fermented fruit 
juice. Carbohydr Polym. 2016;151:827–33. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2016.06.032

94.   Mohammadkazemi F, Azin M, Ashori A. Production of bac-
terial cellulose using different carbon sources and culture 
media. Carbohydr Polym. 2015;117:518–23. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2014.10.008

95.   Donini IAN, de Salvi DTB, Fukumoto FK, Lustri WR, da Sil-
va Barud HS, Marchetto R, et al. Biosynthesis and recent 
advances in production of bacterial cellulose. Eclet Quím. 
2010;35(4):165–78 (in Portu guese). 
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0100-46702010000400021

96.   Rajwade JM, Paknikar KM, Kumbhar JV. Applications of 
bacterial cellulose and its composites in biomedicine. 
Appl Microbiol Biotechnol. 2015;99(6):2491–511. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-015-6426-3

97.   Shi Z, Zhang Y, Phillips GO, Yang G. Utilization of bacterial 
cellulose in food. Food Hydrocoll. 2014;35:539–45. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2013.07.012

98.   Ullah H, Wahid F, Santos HA, Khan T. Advances in biomed-
ical and pharmaceutical applications of functional bacte-
rial cellulose-based nanocomposites. Carbohydr Polym. 
2016;150:330–52. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2016.05.029 

99.   Kuo CH, Chen JH, Liou BK, Lee CK. Utilization of acetate 
buffer to improve bacterial cellulose production by Glu-
conacetobacter xylinus. Food Hydrocoll. 2016;53:98–103. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodhyd.2014.12.034  

100.  Williams WS, Cannon RE. Alternative environmental roles 
for cellulose produced by Acetobacter xylinum. Appl En-
viron Microbiol. 1989;55(10):2448–52.

101.  Mamlouk D, Gullo M. Acetic acid bacteria: Physiolo-
gy and carbon sources oxidation. Indian J Microbiol. 
2013;53(4):377–84. 
 https://doi.org/10.1007/s12088-013-0414-z

102.  Sengun IY, editor. Acetic acid bacteria: Fundamentals and 
food applications. Boca Raton, FL, USA: CRC Press; 2017.

103.  Srikanth R, Siddartha G, Reddy CHSSS, Harish BS, Ramaiah 
MJ, Uppuluri KB.  Antioxidant and anti-inflammatory levan 
produced from Acetobacter xylinum NCIM2526 and its 
statistical optimization. Carbohydr Polym. 2015;123:8–16. 
 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.carbpol.2014.12.079

104.  Öner ET, Hernández L, Combie J.  Review of levan poly-
saccharide: From a century of past experiences to future 
prospects. Biotechnol Adv. 2016;34(5):827–44.

 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biotechadv.2016.05.002

105.  Moore JE, McCalmont M, Xu J, Millar BC, Heaney N. Asaia 
sp., an unusual spoilage organism of fruit-flavored bot-
tled water. Appl Environ Microbiol. 2002;68(8):4130–1.

 https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.68.8.4130-4131.2002

https://doi.org/10.1016/0141-0229(89)90075-6


Food Technol. Biotechnol. 56 (2) 139-151 (2018)

151April-June 2018 | Vol. 56 | No. 2 

106.  Kregiel D, James SA, Rygala A, Berlowska J, Antolak H, Paw-
likowska E. Consortia formed by yeasts and acetic acid bac-
teria Asaia spp. in soft drinks. Antonie van Leeuwenhoek. 
2018;111(3):373–83.

 https://doi.org/10.1007/s10482-017-0959-7

107.  Jia B, Chun BH, Cho GY, Kim KH, Moon JY, Yeo SH, Jeon CO. 
Complete genome sequences of two acetic acid-produc-
ing Acetobacter pasteurianus strains (subsp. ascendens 
LMG 1590T and subsp. paradoxus LMG 1591T). Front Bio-
eng Biotechnol. 2017;5:Article no. 33.

 https://doi.org/10.3389/fbioe.2017.00033

108.  Corrêa dos Santos RA, Berretta AA, da Silva Barud H, Lima 
Ribeiro SJ, González-García LN, Zucchi TD, et al. Draft ge-
nome sequence of Komagataeibacter rhaeticus strain AF1, 
a high producer of cellulose, isolated from kombucha tea. 

Genome Announc. 201;2(4):e00731-14.

https://doi.org/10.1128/genomeA.00731-14

109.  Corrêa dos Santos RA, Berretta AA, da Silva Barud H, Lima 

Ribeiro SJ, González-García LN, Zucchi TD, et al. Draft ge-

nome sequence of Komagataeibacter intermedius strain 

AF2, a producer of cellulose, isolated from kombucha tea. 

Genome Announc. 2015;3(6): e01404-15. 

 https://doi.org/10.1128/genomeA.01404-15

110.  Ogino H, Azuma Y, Hosoyama A, Nakazawa H, Matsutani M, 

Hasegawa A, et al. Complete genome sequence of NBRC 

3288, a unique cellulose-nonproducing strain of Glu-

conacetobacter xylinus isolated from vinegar. J Bacteriol. 

2011;193(24):6997-8. 

 https://doi.org/10.1128/JB.06158-11


	Rodrigo José Gomes1, Maria de Fatima Borges2, Morsyleide de Freitas Rosa2, Raúl Jorge Hernan Castro-Gómez1 and Wilma Aparecida Spinosa1*
	Arijana Bušić1, Semjon Kundas2, Galina Morzak3, Halina Belskaya3, Nenad Marđetko1, Mirela Ivančić Šantek1, Draženka Komes1, Srđan Novak1 and Božidar Šantek1*
	Katarzyna Robak 1* and Maria Balcerek
	Joanna Berlowska1* Weronika Cieciura-Włoch1, Halina Kalinowska2, Dorota Kregiel1, Sebastian Borowski1, Ewelina Pawlikowska1, Michał Binczarski3 and Izabela Witonska3
	Seyedeh Zeinab Asadi1, Kianoush Khosravi-Darani2*, Houshang Nikoopour1 and Hossein Bakhoda3
	Željko Jakopović1*, Karla Hanousek Čiča2, Jasna Mrvčić2, Irina Pucić3, Iva Čanak1, Jadranka Frece1, Jelka Pleadin4, Damir Stanzer2, Slaven Zjalić5 and Ksenija Markov1
	Mohd Zuhair Mohd Nor1,2*, Lata Ramchandran1, Mikel Duke3 and Todor Vasiljevic1
	Sumedha Arora1, Prashant Mohanpuria1*, Gurupkar Singh Sidhu1, Inderjit Singh Yadav1 and Vandna Kumari2 
	Bjørn Tore Rotabakk1*, Gaute Lunde Melberg2 and Jørgen Lerfall3
	Ikbal Chaieb1,2, Amel Ben Hamouda2*, Wafa Tayeb3, Khaoula Zarrad2, Thameur Bouslema2 and Asma Laarif2
	Burcu Çabuk1, Matthew G. Nosworthy2, Andrea K. Stone1, Darren R. Korber1, Takuji Tanaka1,  James D. House2 and Michael T. Nickerson1*
	Andrea Antolić1, Željan Maleš2, Maja Tomičić3 and Mirza Bojić4*
	Ranko Gacesa1,2,3#, Damir Baranasic1,4#, Antonio Starcevic1,5, Janko Diminic1,5, Marino Korlević6, Mirjana Najdek6, Maria Blažina6, Davor Oršolić1, Domagoj Kolesarić1, Paul F. Long2,3, John Cullum4, Daslav Hranueli1,5, Sandi Orlic7,8 and Jurica Zucko1,5*
	Ayeza Naeem1*, Tanveer Abbas1, Tahira Mohsin Ali2 and Abid Hasnain2

