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reaction- denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis, PCR-DGGE) HAR 5 #78% Ry it A2 P AW BB DA T, REAW: AILARK
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Abstract: In order to reveal the microbial diversity and predominant microflora in traditional naturally fermented suan-cai from Northeast
China, kinetic changes in microbial communities during the fermentation of suan-cai were analyzed by polymerase chain reaction-denaturing
gradient gel electrophoresis (PCR-DGGE). The results indicated that the naturally fermented suan-cai contained many types of bacteria, but
relatively few fungi. The most active bacterium was Leuconostoc sp:, observed in the early stage of the fermentation process, followed by the
fermenting and acid-producing bacteria L. acidophilus, L. fermentum, and L. plantarum, before the fermentation was completed by L. plantarum.
Leuconostoc sp. was the predominant_microorganism in the early fermentation stages, whereas L. plantarum was predominant in the middle and
later stages. Debaryomyces hansenii, Candida tropicalis, and Penicillium expansum were the dominant fungi during the fermentation process.
The number of fungi decreased with increasing fermentationtime, and the types of fungi also varied with the different stages of fermentation.
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% (denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis, DGGE) #
R, A BRGSO 2R T —
T se ET B R Fma5 A ] PCR-DGGE H A X} 5 4
ARAE BRI TP LR AT 7T, 45O 5
L R TR SR AL S T 9 M AR BAY, Horp
YA FEFATR I LT B A S Hh LA e 2
TSR RE L AT R . Yang S5 ARIBIRSRE iy B 3]
KV 2 BE ) L. rhamnosuBl, FRE SEFE. HAZE bR
b O SRR R B S A T I ARG, B0
IR b A A X R BNASIRN RGN, AT R
il 1 R Gk A U KA . IR A AR H AR
RIPEEIX RENAS, DR NTTR S H IR B A= X
ZEBHIANR, B AU, Ak R RS kT
T B A D R AR, D9 R R R B A
SEI R SR AL A AR A 4 FBOR B

1 MRERE

11 RAEHH &

TE 2P, 5T BE HLUk &2 M3k, 10% SDS, CTAB
Wi, 3mol/L NaAc, 5mol/L NaCl, &/ %47/ 5kl
(25:24:1), S&Afj/5 R (24:1), 40%FK VIl EERE
RIRELIZER (I - X =37.5:1), 10%iLfi
Mg, 20% MR AR, SR T, SEBE K, High PuredNTP,
10>PCR Buffer, Loading Buffer, r-Taq /i, 37%MF#E%:,
NaOH, UKESER, W, =7&/K, ZMK, HEE R
A, SEE IR 514 B el R ISR e A )
BHEA IR 2 E e
12 HEH#k%

PL303/01 i T-K~F, PNUI2V9 Jii KX , METTLER
TOLEDO FE20 %4 pH i}, HIRAYAMA HA-300M 4
B IR 2RV OK Hige, ADVANTEC SP-650 4 i [k
THOKFE %, ZHIH-C1112C L H##1E 4, OLYMPUS
BX50 Jt:2% i B A OLYMPUS PM-2 % 2 45, JE14
/R TDL-SAE LML, LRH-250 A:Av 553544, Eppendorf
TGL-168 mif & 20 0L, UVP GDS-8000 HE 1%
A AE5{7N— DYY-12 HL3KAX, Eppendorf 5810 i
AUREOHL, TATIEC HE#ETE KB, ND-1000 %4
TR ERAN 6 BT . Bio-Rad AR 1A FEEREE FRIKAX

( DCode Universal Mutation Detection System ) .
Applied biosytems /A F][#) PCR {¢. MJ RESEARCH
PTC-200 £ & PCR #1413 .

1.3 Ry =

131 HedRERMAIE

PRI AR AL AR RIS IR T 2, iRk
FEfRset 0d. 2d . 6d. 12d . 16d A1 22d. 30d.
34d. 36d. 40d (i) TEABTFIRPEL. FEMR
el , FKE e e DB KRSt P 44, R
17F-20 C.
1.3.2 #5 5 DNA 69 B 423

FEFEMF N 5 mL PBS 223, W jiERE 30,
SR J5 350 r/min B0 5min, WA L, 12000 rimin &
O 5min 5, FFHE, EVESIA 800 b TE 22
WlEl, T 5 DNA FHEL

K FastPrep 454 CTAB #:i3E4T B DNA fh i
P, BAPIRINT: BUOIACEE R ST 2 mL 20
B, NN 05 g BEk, BT Fast Prep IR PUE
A, 6.0 mis 777 30ss N SDS 2@k 50 L,
VK% 10 min J& 14000 r/min 254 10 min, H S,
B\ 80 i NaCl /100 i CTABYAT, 65 C/Ki% 20
min, IIASERFAN /A / 7 EE (25:24:1) TR,
#E 2 min, 12000 r/min &> 10 min, B B, %5
IRARIMNE G/ 5 KB IR E), 8 2 min, FHIK 12000
r/min 2 10 min, EUEJEW, I 500 L 57 Al
50/ 3 mol/L NaAc, -20 “CJi% & 30 min, 12000 r/min
a0y 10min, YTE F 70% CBESRE PRYR S, TN 50 i
TE 2y laliz, -20 CI{RAFE& .,
1.3.3 PCR ¥ 3%
1.3.3.1 ZHFIPCRY 14

DAFR I S DNAAREN, RAI16S rDNAZERIV3
X B A IR 51 %F: VBF+GC: (5°-CGCCCGCC
GCGCGCGGCGGG CGGGG CGGGG GCACG GGGG
GACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3") MIV3R: (5-ATT
ACCGCG GCTGCTGG-3"), #:4716S rDNAJPCRY”
1, B P F BCKZ1250 bp. i MAA £ (50 L)
ALHE: 50 ngZE R ZHADNARLHR ; 2 uL ANTP (2.5 mmol/L
each, TaKaRa); PiZk 514 5 34250.4 mol/L; 0.5puL
DNA Tag2¥ 4 ; 5uL 10xPCR Buffer. 2% 2% 95 C
AR P4 min, 30MEAELFEIS CAEPEL min, 55 CiR
k455, 72 ‘CIEML min, £f572 CLEH7min. PCRX
JSE PRI 47) FH 8% X5l Wit e H A e
1.3.3.2 HWPCRY 14

PAFEHUH SDNANERR, K H26S rDNA D1/D2[X
BERRMERLI Y, Em5Y: CTTGGTCATTTA
GAGGAAGTAA, X [5]4): TCCTCCGCTTATTGATA
TGCi#1726S rDNAKIPCRY 38, 414 /=4 v Bt K£9250
bp. FHENAAZR (50 uL) fUFE 150 ngE R 4IDNARE
B 2 uL dNTP (2.5 mmol/L each, TakaRa); #§2&5|4)
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AR N0.4 mol/L; 0.5 pL DNA Tag®E &fif: 5 uL
10>PCR Buffer. w24 95 CHiAEE4 min, 304§
FALHEIS "CAZMEL min, 55 ‘CiB-k45 s, 72 ‘CiEfiil
min, #zJ572 CIEMHT7 min. PCRN 11724 8% I
R FsZ R AR o
1.3.4 DGGE % B 547
X Bio-Rad 2 &) DcodT M 1] 3 [X] 28 25 #6: & 4t

(DCode Univeral Detection System Instrument) X}PCR
JRONL =W AT B . Al T IR AR R R R R R
35%~55%, 7£150 VELIE R, 60 CHK7 h, HEMA
P 7R S5l 30%~55% , #£120 VLK K, 60 ‘CHLIKS h
15 min. H¥KIEEE G, I AR Yeditgt it Ar g o, K
ALYl B FH R8RS, 15 2IPCR-DGGE & i,
T ERER R AT, PR R g, I
[ 278, R SR AR EAR A TR AR T, T
4 B T Blast b X 4 5E .

2 HR55H

KH] Fast Prep 454 CTAB EFREURSERE Fh R
DNA, 455418 1 405 16SrDNA V3 [X, F % 26S
rDNA D1/D2 [X, H:. PCR-DGGE Eiftn& 1. K 2 fr
7N o

pa’ VA A W aM

1 BRSEH¥Sn4HE S DNA Y PCR-DGGE [EliE
Fig.1 PCR-DGGE profiles of total DNA from the bacterial
population in each suan-cai sample

E: 1-104 Bk MEADGGERE , A~PA IR iR

Wi 1A, RS FRAL AH A DNA ) PCR-DGGE
BIRE FAL4RE 14 S Tk ok, S H w5, DIEL [l
o BRI sk NCBI £ gt AT Blast [RJUE XS EE
4307 Chttp:/Aww.nchi.nlm.nih.gov/BLAST/) , Lbxf&h
RUNE 1 PR,

M1 1 AT, RSO BERT A I ECR R, K
W2 v J A 25y RO RN, (B S5 I R T 3
W, TEARECRTT LAY, KB O d B %
WO F L, H 5k FONBUNFUAT R (L minor)
%4 LB TEFUFE (L taiwanensis) ; R 2 d 5
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FELW N A By Ev H, A4 A NRERR AT
(L. acidophilus), 277 B 92 IRFLFTER (L. johnsonii) ,
217 E N Bk B (Leuconostoc sp.), 44417 H ¥
MFLAFE (L curvatus) 5 AT 6d A EELHT N A
C.D.G.H, Hr 2k C K BEFLITH (L. fermentum) ,
X D NFLRHTEIR (Lsp), 251 G A& I
(L. gasseri); &I 12 d KA mEER N AL C. D,
I, J, Hrb 1 AEPIFTE (L plantarum), J AR
FUATFHE (L. jensenii); K 16 d. 22 d Bk &N
C. D. I. K, Hgkit K NMEIRS BT &
(Lysinibacillus sp.); &30 d Ffih EZ &N M;
K36 d EEEW NN, O, P, 4l O i
Mo J& (Pseudomonas sp.), 2kt P ARRIRAFTH (L.
coryniformis), TMis& M. N 7E GenBank A ¥l &
A LTSS R, o] RS AT BRI, ik
B — DI A RER @R T %E, K 40d

FEdh FEE 25N O
1 BASEHE ST 4AE 16S rDNA V3 [X PCR-DGGE 455 14 2% 4sLt,

FLER
Table 1 Comparison of characteristic bands obtained by
PCR-DGGE of the 16S rDNA V3 region from bacteria in

suan-cai samples

Fitms KR [ IR P 1% 5315
A L. acidophilus 98 KF056894.1
B L. johnsonii 97 AB809568.1
C L. fermentum 97 AF382391.1
D L.sp. 97 DQ268819.1
E Leuconostoc sp. 95 DQ061074.1
F L. minor 92 M23039.1
G L. gasseri 98 KC785085.1
H L.curvatus 100 JQ686205
| L.plantarum 100 JQ686202
J L. jensenii 96 JX520630.1
K Lysinibacillus sp. 97 IN975194.1
L L. taiwanensis 94 GU417817.1
o] Pseudomonas sp. 96 JF513141.1
P L. coryniformis 94 KF149106.1
M. N Unidentified

B EIREE IR AT A, IWARIEE SRR IR S i B rp 4
EH TR R, HENERE, BPEREE.
B @, Horb FEONFL R RS, R RS R R FL
TR A A I, A EE — e ER . AR
H [ PCR-DGGE i, k% 2d. 6d. 12 d e
HHECRI T L. acidophilus, &E%6 d. 12 d. 16 d.
22 d FSR R HR I H T L. fermentum, K% 12
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d. 16d. 22d B KBRS T L plantarum,
EH A AHEWT,  FLERAT 18 2 AR A6 B SRR B S K T
WX EEJE, L addophilus . L. fermentum. L.
plantarum =F i Sy it 48 KR e AR 3 widh . [\
I, TR P () LR T 70 A S IR 0K 22 e 12k
AN [ELR BB B B MR A3 21 R S i B BN TS T R
FESIAEFTANE, Forb, R 6d. 12 d IR SAE TR AT
Farill 7 5 ZkTEMT AT, R HEONEE IR H
ZREE, R R, S Eosn, (R
BF S ABOR BT IR, AE 4R K Dy T LURT D, B A
EREETER BT AR TG BR, 28 IR SR TR el
BRI, I BB A e 250 R 26 R EE W , T 5 2 R ™ TR
PIERRANTE . RIS R AE D FLAT I, a2
T FUAT B S BROR B R . T4 B B R Bk SR At
TR, BEAE RN ARG, RS IEn, {E15
W BREA JE RSB 32 24 EL 0T, T e SR e
J& AR, AR HLX R S 2R LR AT
AR, JLRISme R i BT DME BIAH 752 3R
FAE Gi5 7205 A B TR LR B AT 0 8, ANE A
FHAE BRARAL S RN M AT %558, 2010 4, TKIEESE
B IRR Bt R Aoy Bl AR A R
T L. plantarum. L. casei. L. acetotolerans Fil L.
brevis®l, 2012 4F, FLK AR M St AER X R SR
XPFMARSY., AHEAMREESEEH T oL

plantarum.L. rhamnosus.L. brevis 1 L. acetotolerans®®l,

W 3 W AN

M 24 & 1IN W M

2 BRZHESL E =S DNA B9 PCR-DGGE [&iE
Fig.2 PCR-DGGE profiles of total DNA from the total fungal

population in suan-cai samples

E: 1~104 BR % AADGGE R, A~FA LI EiRkE .,

AR, R A3 57 1 54 Gk BERR 5%
TP BORETE %2, 2009 4F, #HePHEEER A
16S rDNA P72t oy B AL IR AT HE , 451
B B 4y 25 1 ALK 1 43 J& N Lactobacillus J&
Pediococcus J&, Leuconostoc JEFT Weissell J&, H.7»
B35 Z N Lactobacillus J&, 345 L. acidifarinae,
L.curvatus, L. hammesii®¥, 20104, K& 35 EH R

RIS AR bR 7 B B, R AR B AR AL
SR 44 16S rDNA M BT 1% 58 4 L. plantarum,
L. brevis, L. reuteri fIL. sakei?l, 20124F, ZEfREEM
E SR REEIRSE R B 16S rDNA I 7 15 ¥35%F 43135 F,
TR T % E, LEd RN L cuvatus, L. brevis. L.
sakei. Leuconostoc mesenteroides. L.fermentum®®l, A<
WF 5T R & B L. johnsonii. L. gasseri-Lysinibacillus sp. +
L. jensenii . L.taiwanensis & 58 KTERSE R S 4
INER ¥ ARSI FER rE 2
11 2 W5, PSR L DNA ) PCR-DGGE
Bl LB 6 2 ok, ST H S . UIFEl. [
W WP, I8 s NCBI %4 Bk 17 Blast [s]is 14%] t
43 Hr Chttp/Avww. nebi.nlm.nih.gov/BLAST/) |, Ebx 4k
Rux 2 Frs.
% 2 FESAE A ERT 26S D1/D2 rDNA [X PCR-DGGE 4555 M&&H
PExt 45 R
Table 2 Comparison of characteristic bands obtained by
PCR-DGGE of fungal 26S D1/D2 rDNA regions

E o BrRER BlRM% A 35
A Candida tropicalis 89 EU543673.1
B Penicillium expansum 95 KC1117771
C Debaryomyces hansenii 100  JX068679.1
D Penicillium olsonii 99 KC5100821
E Penicillium solitum 99 KC806054.1
F Candida albicans 99 KC4056191

HE 2 W50, ZRAb BOR RIS R A h HL e
TR DT aE, HERARIY B2, Rk
LG RIS I S T 3 MREBEE B, 3 AN
WA, KR, MEBOR ) B SRR, B K
TR AN A 390 ) R R b &8 A A RN B 2% B R A
FLH RGN, AR K FE 0 dy 2 d IS, FEAASI
FIEBEAT, K6 d HEMMEESRN A K A
IR 248% B} (Candida tropicalis); KB 12 d # 5
FHEZMN AB.C.E, i B AT T % (Penicillium
expansum), Zkifi C AP E LR E#EE (Debaryomyces
hansenii), 27 ENEAETE (Penicillium solitum);
W16 d FEah F 2K N AL By C; K% 22d. 30d
FEmhFEAH N AL By Cy K% 34 d FEGEEAT
N A.B.C.D.F, %77 D AB/RAR K5 % (Penicillium
olsonii), 2% FNHEEHLE (Candida albicans);
K 36 d A1 40 d AR 2K Y AL By Co K12
d. 16d. 22d. 30d. 34d. 36d. 40 d S IFELE
Candida tropicalis . Penicillium expansum .
Debaryomyces hansenii , Fi It 7] DL I, Candida
tropicalis . Debaryomyces hansenii - Penicillium
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expansum AL Gtk B S L AR R s H
PCR-DGGE J7iZ:x g sicHh 5L IR 7L/, 2012 4F,
ik ZZFIFH PCR-DGGE AR M) I X FE il A i1
W %E T Candida tropicalis, Debaryomyces
hanseniil™!, Jth4h, AHF 7R IR 6 Fh HBE 75 H SRR B
g5 b R AR GE 715 M oy AR IR AR 77 B

ARACALGR KRS 2 8E = & IR AR BEI
HHEMEEER LN, N PCR-DGGE A7
20 ZRAE AR RIS M E R AT 5T, T
BN RIS S AL S8R TR S IR T BT S50 A
YIIX 2, T 48RS H IR R AR rhA S5 B AL R
AHBEWNSHEME. SaTH T HALR A S &0E
YA R R TR . RAL R R R AT A T
FLIH RS KT A PH ERBR B (Leuconostoc sp.) » T JG A& &
B P B VB IR LT 1 (L. acidophilus) « MY FLFT

(L. plantarum) FUREEFAFE (L.fermentumi) , #%/5
& HIEY) FUAT B 58 O R R Herh B o TR AR 5
RIEETTHACA LTS, AR B R I Ja B 4
s Rl FAR R RS A IR vh 3 B R PO 4
BRI} ( Debaryomyces hansenii) . Fi i 22 ig £F

( Candida tropicalis ) « ¥~ & # # ( Penicillium
expansum), B B b I T (] (138 s, B
5 A, B B[] ) AR Ak T AS AR A . AR B8 SR
PCR-DGGE #iAR, S5 1 2RI S8 KIve e A
F BB, WO SRS TR, S S5 R BT
F & WM 2R, R IREE T4 7 2 dF
BEFRHANEM AT, X RAE G s AR e ).
3ot 7R b H AR R TR S h e VD HEAT T8 B ) 73 15 %
S, N REDNHAFERT) RREAT R AL, AT
TEFRERTEARE R, 1E ARACESE B R4 AAS R B
(B AR R, 0 AT A PR AN 2 AR & 52
PR, SRR SR B ) X R B gE e, JF:
R RBEIRE R A Febs, B S & B A F
Y (R FRTR SR R e AR E AL, 25 5 m)
Ay il i B AR ARG BRSRE  FRE AN TR] 7 R Rl A=
VIR BRI SRR, BRI S Fh R Xk
HEE AR ACBRSE P AR AL . R KR
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