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(LM RE AR 5 TSR, 1005 M 225127 2 VISR LA EMEAR S L ERERKRE, 115 HM 225127)

B E: pRGBENAFFENRE AT AR GHRARFPOLRAAREFSIN, AMREF AL
BREBRTOLRAMAFRTHIRARELS J, AU XBHA D NTRE BHEEFRHAEReZEH S
HAFMBREARTEH, TETRAFLABARBTTHRAELEL ., SRRV FEHEHBKESILBRE A Pe-
diococcus acidilactici . Lactobacillus plantarum. Lactobacillus crustorum. Leuconostoc pseudomesenteroides , VA & 4 Fk K
65~ 69 SLBR AT (Lactobacillus sp. ), W H KRR EF:1 IR E 5 B4k B2 T4 H I FH Y LA S
IRAL, B I AR R QBY AR, BEFZREESL AR CARTHRTY ANE AR L
YAk AT %2 B 168 rDNA 9 5 K52, 25 R A A 4 B4k B29 A MM AAHE

KR FaE; SUBR W AR R R R I R A

hESEE: TS 972.123.6 XEERERE: A
HEFHERETES RN REEZRE/NZ,
[ A o S I S S S 20y - N |
R T RRAREE ., TR LRESE
B OB KM B AR R T AR, Y E R R
BRI B A 2 B D BB A P R 24 TR
BEAES I TR B, e e = T AR R
ARG B — i, IR B TR
AR S IR R R B R E M A
e HIERRLE, KEEE &S FE Y
HRETUAE Y 7] BB 2 AR A P A A
#3e,BHE BRTE ML 4 & BER S R T AR
WHRBEMARBEAE SR
FHIREE A NN E S RBED, LR E
RERYAOUEFRMIRRA s , Him e g
RV RRIER . MMEG KRR M a4k
AFLRR W AME A R B, N B B FIE B0 €4,
Ve, 1T UBR B A R A R R R B £ KK Y
JBT R A O BOR AR TR R I A R
BRI A TR B AR B B B B A, A R T
WA FRES AT HLER B 3 A2 B I R A

WRE 2019 -10 -20 = @EMEH

FEHS : 2095 - 8730(2020)02 - 0077 -06

NN R ARG R &N FOREM T H KSR
o H—JiH , HRIPIA 2T B Bk N
SMEA IS R R BTG, BB AZEA
BB & 2R o IR I R TR R T B
IR B HUMEFLBR B A D B B (A 7= 1 3 4 © ek
P FRFE AL SR, B 22 ORI 4ROk [ N A1 Y
BT

AP EF WU TR W GRE TR
T TERHT AR &, X P LR B R B A R AT T 2
B, I A H 23 0 o 0 G T A A A IR
YR FLIR IR, B 78 A U8 A AT B i 7L R PR

| HRSHE

L1 Bk RN EME

H KT ( Escherichia coli CICC 10664) .,
YP17) R B ( Salmonella enteric subsp enterica CICG
21513) | U+ 2F o #F B ( Bacillus cereus CICC
21261) . 4= ¥ {0 3 2 Bk 7 ( Staphylococcus aureus
CICC 21600) : 1 [ Tl 438 A= vl 7 AR R 787 28 op

ESWA 58 &HF $4 K% 2408 6) i 431 X1 (201811117021Z)
EEEN AR, X, BMNXEFRRAEE IR E RNFRLRERE AT,
wRE, B, BMNAFERAFE IRFRHR, F L, S AFRLRREDTREA AR,



2020 = £F2 MY

REMR

B3 EH HH138H

O PCRARH AT B R H i W AL S : Lif
ETAYTEARNT; MRS 358 5 4% 41k
e RN R LR BT E B IR R )R
ARG BR 2 7] 7= 40T 16S DNA ¢ 3%
SR LBE TAY TERARAREGH; BE
A2z R 5 R = A A

ABI2720 #JEF{Y : 22 [H Life Technologies /3
Al B AR R 4t ¥ B Vilber Lourmat 23 7 ;
UV -7504Co-000 i DI RRAEs A R AR
Elx — 800 B#t5¥ : 3£ E Bio - Tek A F]; Bk : H
A Olympus 24 F) ;S - 4800 37 4 ARG : A 4
Hir ),
1.2 HERE

HEZH T- 2018 4E 5 H 28—29 AfEEH 7
TR YR EL I B X R SR RIS I A , AE A S
2 QHTP 1 F1 QHTP 2, # 5 R 4£ 38 i3 To 1F #2
YE¥F 100 g A e AZBRDI , IR AR5, 72 h %
B EIHITIHT o
1.3 SLBRREERTH

TCRERERRE 25 ¢ #F4h, A 225 mL B
AEFRERIK, S5 2 min, U1 mL A 550 R TE I A4
HER K AT 10 {5 R, BL10 ° ~10 3425 4
R FE DA S AR B 1 mL Y75 MRS “FAR, &
MBS S AT, RIS EFREE 3K
T 15 min, B TREWES, T 37 CHEEEFHE, &
G Sr 48 h B P $7E 30 ~ 300 /SR AY
MRS AT A T8, BOR B R s AE 3
FRBA TG TR AL, L) 1g CFU/g /R o
L4 SULER T A AEH R 2T

USRI (10 %) RER IR AT Y MRS SEAR, il
A3 mL A FEK, Rl EE(HE) ST,
TE B R, A AR K P ODgyo . £ 0. 5 F B
W DNA 2B F iR 57) & Fast DNA SPIN Kit
(Qbiogene Inc. ) # HRULAE Fh A T4 . LAARERWY
& DNA FERAE N8R, b A 16S tRNA 2L [H V3 ~
V4 X3@ 5|4 338F(5° - CCTACGGGAGGCAG-
CAG -3’) H1 806R (5’ - GGACTACHVGGGT-
WTCTAAT -3’ ) % 16S rRNA 3 V3 ~ V4 X3
fTPCRY 4, PCR ¥ 3k R (SR 50.0 L)
%A :50 pL 10 x PCR Buffer,4.0 pL dNTPs
(2.5 mM) 2.0 pL B[4 (10 pM).0.25 uL Py-
robest DNA Z-&§.20 ng £ 5 DNA #i4k , in KB
FAZEKANE 2 50. 0 pL, PCR i 4cf4H:94 C

5 min, 25 PMEH (FANPEH L HE: 94 C 30 s,
48 C 305,72 °C 30 s) , £&J5 72 CLEM 10 min,
PG 2. 0% (B BE MR BRI B Pk R T, 168
rRNA Z A V3 ~ V4 X PCR 33 p= ¥y 5 3 &
7 JPFNAL B OTU FhJ& e FITE R B BT 25
& R ERAEYR A RA R IHELT, MFFEH
Illumina Miseq,
L5 SLBESsBEEL

WEER 250 wL A R 7 R BE AR SORIR TR 5 R
0.75% CaCO, ] MRS 4, BLA R EHE,37 CTHY
fEIRBE SR 4 b, REED B B R A
PRI LR VR, A8 MRS AR b e 2 Rj kit %
SCHRL L] B 04 T ke 42 o 6 R 4 L 7= R 1 5 22
PG PR M3k B R A T R 1 IR T BR AR L 3 22 LA
FOWER S FER K B 58, 40 B 1) 40 M S O 75 2R
PR SR, 35 R Wt AT 4R 5 ) 0 ) R H
Prfb, & .
1.6 ##k 16S rDNA PCR 3 5] B % 52

Mk DNA 3BT ER G & B BT, L
YA LRI 2 DNA AR, B 934514 8F (57 -
AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG -3’ ) f1 15R(5° -
AAGGAG GTGATCCAGCCGCA -37), 5| ¥ 347
16S tDNA f¥) PCR §##, PCR ik £ (50 pL)
0 45: 2 pL AR (50 ng/pl) .2 pL dNTPs
(10 mmol/L) |, 5| # 8F (10 pmol/uL) FI 15R
(10 pmol/pL) % 2.0 wL.5 wL 10 x Buffer.5 L
MgCl, (25 mmol/L) 0.3 pL Tag (5 U/uL) , &
Ja I ddH,0 #h 2 & 50 pL, PCR ¥ 345 4.
94 CHASHE: 5 min; 94 °C A5 40 5,50 C 3B K
355,72 °C 4 2.0 min, 35 KIEFF, 72 C 4Efh
10 min, 7.0 uL PCR F=#)H 1. 0% 3 EAEGE
Jie vk R e Be /0N, Hody PCR P24 g4
Y LEARA RWF, B3 7 57E GenBank (ht-
tp://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov) (3 T #EF T 7Rk
HexsF, P A R PR T 99 % BA AR
L7 RRARZRREBRG FL
L7.1 #THERNH S

W B TR B 18 T AR K AT 1 ( Escherichia
coli CICC 10664) . ¥> 1] K B ( Salmonella enteric
subsp enterica CICC 21513 ) (#EREZFHAT S ( Bacil-
lus cereus CICC 21261 ) FI4: 55 2% % BR 5 ( Staph-
ylococcus aureus CICC 21600) iR E I FE )5,
RILHERN LB V4,37 CHEFR 24 h, PREER I T 4%
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2 mL LB AR 57 25,37 CRIRFEFRIR, 5
FEH8 000 gBS 0> 5 min, WAL A & R BT &% LB K53
FERT 0Dy, =0.5; BUH BRI 2% HFP 2
FiE] 10 mL LB KRG FREE,37 CHeFGIEFE 8 h,
8 000 g&5.0> 5 min, WA F K F B & LB ¥R &
Cx)ERE B RERT, IFHE 0Dy, =
0.1,4 CIRHE%EH,
1.7.2 HBEEFLEFHE

W FLBR BE H PR LA 2% B E B A
5 mL MRS 575, 8 THREHE37 CHEF 24 h; B
1 LI RN L3R MRS AR, B FIREHE3T C
3555 36 h PRI K HEAP 2 5 mL MRS R85
FeEE, B TIREME 37 CH55F 24 h; B FRYE
8 000 g&5.0» 5 min, W4E B & FH 76 MRS 355
HEF ODgy . =0.5; AR L, 5% MiEF 25
FI110 mL MRS 5K BFREM 37 CHx
36 h, 3SR T 8 000 g B0 10 min, EFEF b
THWCE ST 0.22 pm i JEAFER LW, IR E T
4 CYKFERFER o
1.7.3 W75 bW Ak 0 A O

FAME S 1 mol/L Yy NaOH 5 0K FLIR 1 35
7= L5 R pH SRR 5. 5, 0050 wL ZLER I B 5+
& (pHS5. 5) F1 50 wL 578 B BN A F) 96 fL
BRZIGERFR A, 3T IILIMA 50 pL pH5. 5 ¥
MRS B5 5 50 pL 8RB RIR G ,37 CHE
7 6 h J5 B FIESAR AU 5E ODgy 0 (8, BRI E
3AFAT, BOR ¥ E M T 48, /D TR R AL
OD 0, T 50% B TR R IA N LA BT
L7.4 WHEEERGEF

FLRE RS LB A S S R E H g A
BRI 37 CIRIE 2 h 4038, B 5 A Ak
MWEMEE., AEAA 9 em BYESFF LA
20 mL LB [EABEFRFLGE TR, 2 5 B 4 FhAg
TREEM (0D, =0.1) 0.1 mL F LB [E{kiE5
B, RIS A NIRRT 5 ming 2274 _14FER
BCE BN, B A 200 wL FLER SR
W, 55 pH 1) MRS 35555 (LR Y, /E XTI |
DL Rt AL S B A B A i AR I R AL L
AP R LIE, B T 37 CEIREESF 12 h, WM
WFE 3 P& S B B AR (mm) |, B4 MR A 3
AT, BOEBME R T BT I B BE T o
1.8 it 544

ATl T I FLBR T T MR ODggo . TH LA B

B R EAR AR 45 R 3 YA B3, LA
ME £ AR MEE RN, BRE 2257 R A Sigmaplot
10. 0 B F e i ¢ KB HEAT A 3T 04, L P <0.05
NAGIHERE

2 EREHH

2.1 FHEHELRE-FHITHER

Xof R 19 T v, XA [ e 5 SR 5 ) A £ T AR
aiiE AT MRS - LR B AL, 45 R BN
QHTP 1 F RIS N (9.28 £0.14) 1g CFU/g,
A & QHTP 2 LR W\ W8, N (7.53 =
0.05) lg CFU/g, SiRKUIRIEIFH A1
WEREHERLIRE , (AT BT & 2
2.2 FHiE#EPERILR MM RS

o7 FH R P R AR X A [R] b 5 R 2R 9 1
GHEERE A QHTP 1 F0 QHTP 2 4735 14 2L AR & Fl
FEA AT, SRR | Fios. TERE & QHTP 1
A QHTP 2 43 5| K15 T 45 593 F143 609 1~ F &%
reads , 8 T S ELETE 8 # OUT, 43 H{LF8 Pediococ-
cus acidilactici Lactobacillus plantarum . Lactobacillus
crustorum , Leuconostoc pseudomesenteroides , LA J 4
PR BE 7SR FLIRAT 1A ( Lactobacillus sp. ) o A4
QHTP 1 F % Z B8 B & Pediococcus acidilactici
(82.741% ) , &£ QHTP 2 = EF BN Lacto-
bacillus plantarum(57. 711% ) Fl—F R GE 2K 1K)
FLERAT I (OTU 4,36.935% ) , 45 R K W F i HH IS
P ELER B MR R R E S
2.3 RABRREERGFRER

L R MRS P s 8 FIUR SIS R H 1
RIS th 20 BB A5 3 24 R 22 [QRH M Ml iy B 1 1)
FEERBE AR (S5 ANk 2 Fgl) o BEH 96 FL¥E SR
T5E T 24 BRorBERRRHAT = PX5 KB FF I CICC
10664 . 70 TEH CICC 21513, i F: ZE A B CICC
21261 . 408 EBRE CICC 21600 FIIMEHER,
FERMR 2 PR, FHRER:S KB EA
AAHIER LT MR SRR ZF AT I B 1 A
14 R34 8 O A BR T A MR AL 8 R b
FTREBAMEIER . KAk B29 fush =9
XF 4 FHECHE Y RS T RRA M EIE A, RUIE
Bk B29 BA T 1E R IR A B o
2.4 AREFLEEAR B2 FF PRI HE
m g gE R

R BARPAR Y BRI E T H IR LR
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®1 BFiEHBERPEEIREMNFEN

R A A R A AL
ouT FEks  OUT /A /%

LIS
QHTP 1 QHTP 2 QHTP 1 QHTP 2
OTU 1 Lactobacillus sp. 124 1 0.272 0.002
OTU 2 Lactobacillus sp. 2 413 15 5.292 0.034
OTU 3 Lactobacillus sp. 1 0 0.002 0.000
OTU 4 Lactobacillus sp. 3713 16 107 8. 144 36.935
oru 5 Lactobacillus 1y 60h 95167 3518 57.711
plantarum
oru ¢ Lactobacillus 11 2309 0.024 5.295
crustorum
Leuconostoc
OTU 7 pseudomesente- 3 9 0.007 0.021
roides
Pediococcus aci-
oTUS8 = .. 37 724 1 82.741 0.002
dilactici
BE 45593 43609 100 100

x2 FiEHBIARESBRESNTONEEREER

SHERE N E
— e WA R

s
T Fm aRE e O ORE

Al - - + -
D5 - - -
D9 - - -
A10 - + +
714 - -
Z18 - -
Y37 - -
Y38 - -
A39 + + + -
Al12 - - - -
Q13 - - - -
Q40 - +
Q34 - -
Q26 - +
Q25 - +
A7 + +
B15 - -
B29 +
E5 + -
F37 - -
F1 + -
F38 - - - -
F18 - - + -
F14 - + -

I+ +

|
+

+ +
I

|
+

+ 4+ + + 1+ o+ o+
I I [

W+ ARG DT L ODgy, . {8 50%
HIBR) o

P AT B PR B29 XF R AF I CICC 10664 7017 KB
CICC 21513, bR ZEHIAT I CICC 21261 4 a4
#¥KTH CICC 21600 B EE#F1E, Z5 R mE 1 Fr
o HREROERR B29 MusbrEyy, & Hat B AL
Al EE B =R 4 R EUR TR B R
ATHME RN E R (B L A) B AR
25 (E 1. B) B B29 fuSFr=4) 4 MEon i r=&
B4 1 P BL A2 R 16. 06 ~ 18. 41 mm, 25 F45
pH [ MRS %} 8 (10. 70 ~ 12. 60 mm) ; 3 & 4L &
Eg Ak 38 5 I I B AR 15.72 ~ 18,15 mm; E
EHECHEME B ER N 13.24 ~15.97mm;
[ B AL HE S T IE B A2 12,66 ~ 15,51 mm,
ZERRH, AR B29 M EE 1R 2 B 2 R I i
K, AR EEMEY T Z IREHUE B+

.

PIREH K

20,00
18.00
16.00 |
14,00

5

E 12,00 -

o

1. 00

&

= 8.00
.00

4. 00

2.00

0.00

R
B

1 Rk B29 Fashi =914 R 4R R MM B B
I A RS, Hoh a O B29 3558 L3 b
o B29 Higr L HERR S AL S o J TR pH {H MRS
X8 e Oy B29 3 J% LY H B O REE ALY f O B29
Higr EIRIRE HRE LY B B Oy e B 5Ae gt
Bl(n=3),487"®W 1 ~4 2HARVITKE CICC
21513 K i #F B CICC 10664 , I ¥ 25 # 1T & CICC
21261 M4 AR A IRE CICC 21600; * TR 5H#
LML, BA B EHER(P <0.01),

2.5 FHRAERMEEARBI A AL TS
RO
I 22 BR Y (o B G L 43 375 FB B X T iR B29
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Y HIE A AT A, B RN 2 BT, Wi AR B29
X [RFAMEFT I, RAF R 4R, T # B29
(9 A AR AR AR I R 5 SR AR 3 B, AR I
ME ARG K ETM Y R, Wbk B29 A A
HEYIZLFF B ( Lactobacillus plantarum ) 1A B A= {4
FHE

2 REEEREREK B2 HARES
- AHE2 R G5 BE A ( x400) ;8 B
NP ARBEER( x15000)

F3 FEEEMEEE B WEBENEEER

e KEBIE RRL|| S SKEIE BLRE
1 issht - || 12 AR +
2 10 CHEK + | 13 FERETR +
3 45 CAK + || 14 HE_ETR O+
4 pH4.5HEK + || 15 KRB +
5 pHY.6 4K - || 16 RTRAaRmR o+
6 10% NaCl&kK - || 17 BEE&R -
7 HRERIEIR - || 18 HERTR -
8 JFEm + || 19 EHFEWTR 0+
9 MERKMEXE - |20 HEETR 0+
10 JERIKMEE - || 21 ILEETR -
11 AR -

T+ 7RI R A -7 RN R B A

2.6 JHBEIEF D B29 49 16S rDNA & 5

FEEUE R B29 R4 DNA 347 16S 1D-
NA §84, 5 34 7= Y A B /N —B (1425 bp)
By =4 I e 45 R AE £ N FE GenBank (hitp://
www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov) HHHE4T Blastn HOX), 2551
JT 5 B SRR DL o s 1 2 A A LA B (R
R >99% ) , i MEGA4. 0 #y 3 R 48 AL R,
M 3 BT LB B29 B S5 HEM R EE TR
XLEEEBGAE T 9% UL b, FH . ERES
FRAE AEREAE AL SN K 16S tDNA FRIE , 48 6 T
B29 JAHMFLATE -

Lactobacilius plantarum strain LOGS (KJT78084.1)

&5 Lactobaciiius plantarum strain W4 (KJT779086.1)

| Lactobaciflus plantarum strain LHZ {KJT79087.1

! Lagtobacitius plaritarim strain fish-48 (KCA30864.1)

Lactobacills plantarurp strain qz1193 (AB795645.1

G Lactobacitlus plantarom strain qeid8e (ABT61309.1)
Lactobatillus plantaram straln MG26 (RIT79100.1)

Lactobacillus plantarum strain M74 (JN247633.1)

Lactobacillys plantarum straid B29

Lactobaciitus plantarum strain AR30T (MK311288.1)

Lactobacifius plantarum strain M88. (JN247632.1}

Lactobacilius plantsrym strain CAUSI2E (MF423960.1)

ifus strain ATCC 18258 (NR 042778.1)

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

3 Btk B29 £ T 16S rDNA # i 5)
HRELHHER

3 itig

HFEMEERETERENRAZ R/,
IR A g T E L RARKEE, F IR
DA 5l 75 BR O SR 22 T i B AR = T
B, BA -\ A YRR UT5T R B R R
A pH (8 % T R, NMEA F| T MHH Fix
YA K, R ) TR A R R R A XK A
TR o BRI, R P A B R 2
REFRIESAR RN Z E b, ARWFFE AT MRS 35 57 Bk
B e 38 B e B A T M RIS B3 SRR A
BEAT T OIS, G5 R K - 5 1 RIS L AL R R R
K Pediococcus acidilactici, Lactobacillus plantarum .
Lactobacillus crustorum , Leuconostoc pseudomesente-
roides , LA} 4 FiRBETKMFLIRITH . 4R A K
Fe T 74 T R PL R R AR U LA B T R A Ll Ak
Ay AR R B RN 2 e MR RIS AR AR

PEAE R S B A% 1 B BT B S R A M L
TRV H NS R RR . BB RTEEST
FIARBOI S T2 6, B o 40 T T 24
PEABTIEIN , 7= A2 25 T 1 5 4 T S e IXURS: AN W
B O LR T S AU R R T B RSP A
T BB A e LA R 88 , R FR AL T2
SRR “ Topt” Bl IRPT” B A A R AL TR R
AR, ARFLRTE ™ A 1 R B B 2 BRI
A EREREE, 408 R 2P s O
WY 5T, SR LR VA A T R R 7 B I
78, X2 IR B PE BEVE T B, (B0 o 22 (R B
SHIAE AN 2 AR %ok 7 g RS R s I
ST RERIE T 0 B E , 4R K15 T — 1k
WY FLAT I B29, X0 KIGHF I VDT IR, WSR2
JAAFIE M G A ERE B I R R R
i, e —20 NS ORAE T Zh ¥ 5758 b T I FLIR
Pl R IRk DT A R SR A T R B LR
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Population composition of lactic acid bacteria in Qinghai sweet
fermented grains and isolation and identification
of antagonistic strains of pathogenic bacteria

HUANG Yuping"’, XUE Yu', LI Yi', ZHOU Wenyuan, YANG Zhenquan'~

(1. College of Science and Engineering, Yangzhou University, Yangzhou, Jiangsu 225127, China;
2. Jiangsu Key Laboratory of Dairy Biotechnology and Safety Control, Yangzhou, Jiangsu 225127, China)

Abstract: The high — throughput sequencing method was used to analyze the lactic acid bacteria (LAB) popu-
lation in the sweet fermented grains collected from Qinghai to explore the composition and separation of func-
tional LAB in Qinghai traditional fermented grains. Meanwhile, Escherichia coli, Salmonella, Bacillus cereus
and Staphylococcus aureus used as indicators to screen and identify the antagonistic strains of pathogenic bacte-
ria. The results showed that the predominant LAB in Qinghai fermented grains were Pediococcus acidilactict,
L. plantarum, L. crustorum, Leuconostoc pseudomesenteroides, and four types of Lactobacillus sp. The results
of bacteriostasis test showed that one strain of lactic acid bacteria isolate strain B29 had a high-efficiency in-
hibitory effect on 4 indicator bacteria, and the bacteriostatic effect of extracellular products was most affected
by proteases. The isolate strain B29 was identified as L. plantarum using Gram staining microscopy, scanning
electron microscopy, cell morphology observation, physiological and biochemical characterization, and 16S

rDNA sequencing.

Key words: Qinghai sweet rice; lactic acid bacteria; population; antagonistic strains of pathogenic bacteria
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