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Abstract: To investigate the changes in microbial flora structure in Kefir during different fermentation periods. In this work,
high-throughput sequencing technology was used to sequence the Kefir samples obtained in different fermentation time in the laboratory, and the
dynamic evolution of microbial community structure during the whole fermentation process was analyzed. The results showed that a total of 12
door bacteria and 4 door fungi were identified during the Kefir fermentation process., and it was confirmed that the Firmicutes accounted for the
abundance of the largest bacteria. A total of 117 genera of bacteria participate in the fermentation process, in which Lactobacillus increased
firstly, and then decreased, and increased during the final phase of process. Streptococcus increased first and then decreased during the
fermentation process. Bacillus gradually decreased throughout the fermentation process. Some unclassified fungi needed to be further
investigated. In this wok, the yeast was not found. The abundance of fungi in the fungus is Ascomycota. It was found that there were mainly
Alternaria, Mortierella, Cladosporium, Aspergillus.etc. However, the proportion of fungi in the fermentation process gradually decreased.
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H /R LG 5 32 7 AT SRR vh 9 B 4
A T B TR . AR AN B AR B 250,
HI T KB R S, T HOR R R v T
AR R %, PRIIs AR ST B 3R I VEARAE 1 i
S 5 R R R U E A R AR . A
WICEN FIEEN TR, R ER E
SRR IR R rh AT RV 2 il S e A A A
FE I A B R b =2 o BRI AR RN, e B
R R HE R A MR B AU, AU RE
MBS 5T 3R R R B RE P R A AT S B
AL, BT YR SRR RUIE FFRRE
SRBLEB IS, 10 H oA SRR & LEBOR DI RE R K 7
P05 LA S N e U T ASR RO R R BE 1
—RE I

1 HRSES

L1 U8 5 Al

MinElute® PCR Purification Kit. Phusion HF MM
0 AR, QIAGEN A &l AL B 0L,
TIANGEN179 ;  Eb 2 ¥4 ik % ¥ % # 46, ¥ R
BC/BD-629HK; 4 ‘CiKFH, ##/R; HYC-360 IRz
SI G560E; 96well PCR 1%, AB9902; 24 fLECAL,
EPPENDORF 5424EQ766751;

SEEGATRE: B a2 X A R K R g T
THIMER PSR ALES, K& IE R s 2 LI %
-80 CUKFATRAEEH

1.2 A G2

12,1 FF3EREE FFIE REey 44

FF3E RILBEARFE 1T 40 B fF—iBK 30 Ciask3 ko
JRE L 15 AN 30 CARIATHE SBT3 1:10 sefpldgat f£ 25 C
il A 525 T 24 > ERFFEREFELE
HEAIE SRS 3~5 KD IE IR A R T IE R
122 AREIIE RS

BETE AT I RPDIMA B = AN T #4F
FURRE 25 CREE, HUNHER T IE/RRLI A4 3
NREEOh KN, IRIUREE 24 hy 48 hy 72h. 96 h,
120 h S0 (8] R BERE R-80 CYA R, B— N
B) S A PATRE AR IE, BT S 550
123 EDNA#RIRES Y 3

fEFHAEY) DNA 58 78GR & (MO BIO
Laboratories) M fh HPHREUIA Y5 DNA, it 260

28

nm/280 nm F1 260 nm/230 nm ] EL 234l DNA Jii & A1
. A5 DNA GEAFTE-80 Cat— b AbH . 415
16S tDNA (V3+V4) X514 s A GC
Je B 338F, T Ui 9l 2 806R . 338F
( 5-ACTCCTACGGGAGGCAGCA-3' ) Al 806R
(5-GGACTACHVGGGTWTCTAAT-3") H# ITSI1 [X
514): (5-CTTGGTCATTTAGAGGAAGTAA-
3'") (5-GCTGCGTTCTTCATCGATGC-3") 5|¥it4T
PCR #"1. PCR 4/4: 95 ‘C 5min; 95 ‘C 30s; 50 C
30s; 72 °C 30s; 4HEESL 30 AMEIS, HEIEIE 35 ME
;72 °C 7 min, SRR EGAR S EL PCR =4,
F Tris-HC1 i, PCR F4#i@id Quant-iT TM dsDNA
HS W5l &, KArf PCR P& E—iL.

{# FH Tlumina Hiseq 2500 “F-& (2x250 %J A ) Xif
AL E FFRER TN 16 s IRNA, L ITS1 3
i I P T o 0 SR UG ECE AT P (FLASH,
version 1.2.11), H4Pf 45145 21 /7 41 347 it &2 1 98

( Trimmomatic , version 0.33), JF 2= & ik & 1
(UCHIME, version 8.1), 15355 & Tags 41,
12.4 A1z 85047

W72 45 5K FH Uparse AR A BB E97% 7K P
AT EAE 495550 (Operational taxonomic unit,
OTU) %2, fEQIMEHHFIBLASTHI %S P4
5 E Greengene HEAT LUXS, IRFEEAOUTHRE T A
K EAE B . it % Chaol #8 % . Shannon 1§ % 1
Simpson# & HONAE it B A 2 FEE AT VA . X &
it R F 2 [E) 13847 2 T UniFracEE B AIAL (Weighted)
FAEMAL (Unweighted) 3 A4FR50 4T (PCoA)
AlphaiB ¥tk AL B L W AHE AR A F iR =
G AT AT . BUHE P Ak R 4 B 16S:Silva, L TE
ITS:Unite.

2 ZER51He

2.1 AR B A AR S B TR

SIMTAH B RETA G5, AN R EEIN SRIR 18 AN i
W 3L 3RAT 1,355,356 % Reads, i g Ja 3L 4
1,136,326 %% Clean tags, HMFEML /D=4 19,889 4%
Clean tags, “F34J7°4 63,129 %% Clean tags. Suilf3%
B FERTEATE OTU HFEE R

& 1 AJ%0, Coverage M J¥iRFE 8503 KT
99.99%, % BHl 3R P L7 a5 B CRE IR 7
YRk, AT DA SRR N R A i R 26K 22 B T
Chaol FEHUEAER S FIRAG T8 S 4. Simpson
TREUE FERGEREA T A Z et fe e —, 1
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AEZS T R E R — N X IR A 2 A,

Simpson FEEGE/ NI HBK ZFE R . AT A E K
AT 18 AMFEAS, TERT# O h, FFIE/RREERE ST
Chaol #BEUEIK, =4 0 h FEFAY Chaol “FH%CHh
133.95. 7EK M 24 h BRI ZE 98.29, Ui HHTE MK TR B
Y R BB B> . RS TR Chaol F8%L
B0 BF, 72 h KRN 12712, 1ERESE ) 96~120
h IR EEREA R AR, 96 h BEASHIZHE T Chaol f5

K E 77.4, 120 h K] 105.58 0 TEHEAN K BRI 1,
YR AT Simpson F8EC B K, B E#a %4 Chaol

BEUH BAH AR EARE . 24 h A4 17 Simpson 15
HMREE 0 h 1) 0.48 FEIKH] 0.28, KR BFITIAII
ARYH TR B BN TR . 72 h FEASH) Simpson FR%k
At/ ME 0.28, TEEH R 72 h REAS 2 B B A R R
N, RPFTH ACE a3, HRIBHRMT &
R R TR S5 AR 3

®1 RKEHRERESHER

Table 1 Bacterial diversity index of fermentation samples

HEFS FAIAAKE  Ace484k  Chaol 45%k  FEASHK  ARIEHK  BEF%
AX0001 63978 161.43 163.80 0.59 0.97 99.96
AX0002 66710 87.89 77.67 0.40 1.13 99.97
AX0003 69038 154.29 160.40 047 111 99.96
AX0241 69083 114.29 107.24 0.28 1.40 99.96
AX0242 69874 111.54 105.00 0.28 1.40 99.97
AX0243 69773 92.34 82.64 0.28 137 99.97
AX0481 68251 155.07 80.00 0.68 0.67 99.96
AX0482 63061 156.21 77.00 0.69 0.67 99.96
AX0483 54925 124.44 140.00 0.71 0.62 99.93
AX0721 64254 148.93 141.96 0.28 1.46 99.93
AX0722 19889 222.90 116.13 0.29 1.38 99.82
AX0723 68293 126.95 123.29 0.27 1.52 99.96
AX0961 51458 80.28 55.00 047 1.05 99.97
AX0962 66112 95.11 79.20 0.49 1.03 99.97
AX0963 63982 121.72 98.00 0.50 1.02 99.96
AX1201 67268 106.66 107.63 041 1.15 99.96
AX1202 65295 15422 84.14 0.46 1.08 99.96
AX1203 65082 154.67 125.00 0.46 1.14 99.96

E: AX000x A B O h mE A, AX024x A KB% 24 h s K. AX048x 4 A B 48 h AR %, AX072x 4 KB% 72 h tm 4
F. AX096x H KB 96 h mEAF S, AX0120x A KB 120 h 20T A o
2.1.1 I[E) & B2 240 Beta % AT AR, T IR SO AR A B 2 R T T AL

. DCOAPCL v P 0h AR, S —FPAEL SR U B4 b 5%, TSR
N S T FEREA TV ZE R AR B S

j 25k <72 ST AR A FR i, FER— i s — 32
g ° 120h BRI TTIREE 73 N 87.92%F1 7.42%. 0 h I =41
~ 0‘0,@ i ITREG AN BEIE S R A R E R, RN
ﬁ PCoA EIHEE— SR 0 h IFRE i S LR 0 Bl AT
C_ sl , 7 [ . MIARBIEEST 24 h IOFES 2B —E RIS, 7
&

-5 0 5 10

PCoA EIH HIESE — G, UiBH 24 h B A R
WSS 2HLHE — AR . 1T 48 h (IR TE PCoA
BRI 20— R RSES, Ui 48 h
anAHXET 0 h A 24 h A ackE BAA B CRFR I H B HE
WELER] . 72h. 96 hy 120 h FEH B 2B — @ R
e, LB R AR (R EE, A ot ) % 1 A B A

29

PC1-Percent variation explained 87.92%

1 KBERESIE)ZHE PCoA S3HTE
Fig.1 Analysis chart of bacteria PCoA between fermentation
samples
PCoA (Principal Co-ordinates Analysis) 43#TE[I 3=
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WIREE S AR (B2 24 hy 72hy 1200 BEEE 2,12 KRRV K BEET HA4m A AR L L AT
BIAbT PCoA EIHEE — R IR PCoA B EE NI R IRH YRR OTU ARUGHATTT. . Hy BH
48 h A1 96 h FE i Z [AfFAEZ el S5 R HE/RTE &I AT B, —H3RE 16 NT4HE, Sk G
REESFET, AR [RIF BT SE /R 20 BB A 4514 EE/NT 0.01% 1 13E3/45 12 /M7 (FERLEE 2D
TEAEBNAALA

2 KEHGMEE TKEIMERER G
Table 2 Changes in bacterial gate level species of fermented samples (%0)

Phylum 114 AXQ?OX AXO%4X AXOin AXOZZX AX026X AX1 20x
0h-F3 24 h-F¥# 48 h -3 72hF 96 h ¥ 120 h -+

Firmicutes 94.75 99.14 99.88 99.19 99.89 99.73
Proteobacteria 4.64 0.63 0.06 0.41 0.07 0.11
Cyanobacteria 0.27 0.08 0.01 0.10 0.01 0.11
Bacteroidetes 0.19 0.06 0.03 0.12 0.03 0.02
Actinobacteria 0.09 0.05 0.01 0.15 0.01 0.02
Fusobacteria 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
Chloroflexi 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Verrucomicrobia 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00
Gemmatimonadetes 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Saccharibacteria 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Fibrobacteres 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Chlamydiae 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

7E: AX000x &40 L B ok 0 h SAMESRAAE-T 3918, AX0240x R =408 L% 24 h A dudddB-F 348, AX048x R-~4mF
KB A h BT A, AX072x AT A B¥ 72 h A Sudk8-F )18, AX096x A ant A8 96 h H ot -F- 348, AX120x &7
M KB 120 h HEa BT 3918, & 3. 5. 6 Fl.
#* 3 KEERMAEBKTEYMELR )

Table 3 Bacterial species levels in fermented samples (%)

Genus Ak AX000x AX024x AX048x AX072x AX096x AX120x
0h-F3 24h-F¥  48h-FH 72h-F¥H 9%h-F¥  120h-FH

Lactobacillus 0.15 21.87 82.48 37.77 66.62 61.62
Streptococcus 64.03 63.95 15.44 51.60 28.54 31.87
Bacillus 30.10 13.13 1.43 6.69 3.15 3.39
Lactococcus 0.00 0.00 0.43 2.18 0.63 1.50
Haemophilus 278 0.24 0.02 0.11 0.02 0.03
Staphylococcus 0.10 0.01 0.01 0.57 0.86 1.24
Neisseria 0.99 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.01 0.00
Gemella 0.15 0.11 0.06 0.25 0.06 0.06
Others 1.35 0.59 0.10 0.68 0.10 0.19
Unclassified 0.35 0.09 0.02 0.13 0.02 0.09

TEFFAE/R BN R E i )2 BE TR 1] (Firmicutes)
e F R COR A, RS A
94.75%- 99.14%- 99.88%- 99.19%. 99.89%. 99.73%.
TERESFE B KRR, —MaEwit. +
JE LSS BN (Proteobacteria), 1E&KE
IR, 0 h HELEEK (4.64%). FEREJG )R B AE
R, 7E 24 h ZJEFEEE N 0.63%, 48h F

30

5 EEN 0.06%, 72 h FE 5 EHCN 0.43%, 96 h F£[E
HEEN 0.07%, 7 120 h B FHEIAS] 0.11%.
FARR KA R RSB AT B 117 ANl
w8, EEHAAMEE (Lactobacillus)  #EBREE
(Streptococcus) M B JE (Bacillus)  FLEKE
J& (Lactococcus) . #i%jEKE )& (Staphylococcus) F
RBIRWE (Neisseria) 55, K 3 770, FUAFHE
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(Lactobacillus ) 7E#EAN A M B — B2 - 5 PR
BRERE . KRS T2 o5 BRI 7 — ANl R
W B NBEERFE R (Streptococcus) , 7E K B E 3
FERAEA], 12T HHBE A AT B a8 P S i o ik
b, TEREEEIA S FEARILLEI AN, AR
TERBERTHIAIE R %, (HIRbE KRBT, AW,
TER BT G REAI LUBISEAAAR . FLBREH R 7E K
WIHBEEASATELE, (H2 MO I 48 h HF4R BRI 72
hikBRR, —BEAETREEEI, HBr G FEAKR,
7E 0 h (REA IR D B A Bk E, BEE K%

(34T, A EREE 8 BT & L) SOk, Hpr 3
BT AERE R . HADR B TE R EEAT T 5 IR
WL, R T 1%,

22 AR WA SRR

IR L TRBETE S5, WA [F) BT B 18 AN b
I3RS 1,440,062 %F Reads, Wi Reads #f4%. id
JEJE L A 1,259,185 % Clean tags, FRMEESLZE /D~
£ 48,385 % Clean tags, “T-}J774 69,955 4% Clean tags.

Table 4 Fungi diversity index of fermentation samples

® 4 REERER SR

HE%e  FIIAAMEKE ACE#5%  Chaol 5%k  FL&dssk AR  BEE/%
AJ0001 49015 662.19 689.33 0.07 4.46 99.97
AJ0002 50483 560.17 562.88 0.04 4.62 99.98
AJ0003 48385 561.48 572.09 0.07 428 99.96
AJ0241 73578 58.82 54.46 0.99 0.06 99.99
AJ0242 74121 106.39 104.00 0.99 0.06 99.96
AJ0243 73609 83.76 81.75 0.87 037 99.98
AJ0481 73928 66.26 55.20 0.99 0.03 99.98
AJ0482 73660 49.83 44.80 0.99 0.04 99.98
AJ0483 74212 119.53 127.30 0.96 0.18 99.98
AJ0721 74504 57.04 50.88 0.99 0.04 99.98
AJ0722 74058 68.99 68.00 0.99 0.05 99.98
AJ0723 73944 71.82 73.33 0.99 0.05 99.98
AJ0961 74239 93.62 5591 0.99 0.03 99.98
AJ0962 74206 62.94 68.43 0.99 0.04 99.97
AJ0963 74343 56.06 5223 0.99 0.04 99.99
AJ1201 74143 77.85 81.00 0.99 0.05 99.97
AJ1202 74144 73.56 74.60 0.97 0.10 99.98
AJ1203 74613 66.41 62.00 0.98 0.07 99.98

7E: AJOO0X A KFE Oh B A&, AJ024x A K B% 24 h A M. AJ048x A K% 48h AHAE S, AJO72x A KB 72 h A H AL S,
AJ096x H & F% 96 h AL HAE S, AJO120x A K& 120 h AL E AL &,

FH 4 WA, FE R O h, FFE/R R EAAE 1 Chaol
FREECR, =4~ 0 h A Chaol FRECTIMEN
608.09. Ui K BEH LRI S B . FERKEE 24 h
=AM Chaol TRECTIMEFKZ 80.07, Ui A K%
FEHERBY BEEC T RS B B8 N R B
FE i LR (1) Chaol FEEUZD NFE, 96 h =AMFESF
BIME IR B e/ ME 58.85, K IERL AR oh B B AEAS I
Simpson FEEUEJE T IEHORFFEEE. 7£0 h, Simpson
BHCEIIE RN 0.05, 5 Chaol FEEUHXTN., 7ERE
JE IR BE AT AL, 24 h B Simpson 80N
0.94. 120 h I Simpson %04 0.98. =ik, FEA
ZHPA Y Simpson FEH0Z /N T LR ) Simpson 5%, Ui

BIFETFE/R AR R I R Hh A s b 2 8 i i T
A o
22.1 AR AEEE B A H Beta % AT
BT ARIIR AR AT, FLRRRETE S5 46 2 A i P
B, T M = A TR 4 B N
94.69%F1 2.22%. 0 h i = Z1FA7HF i (1) B B AR 4544
7E PCoA B LW, HINAEEE —FIZEVU R IR+,
B AR ASWTEEAT 24 h J LA RS TR] BEFARE i S 300
HAECET R RIGES, 24 h K UUSEERES 2
[ LR AR g s FE AR e — A i b, Ui 24~120 h
FE S [AAFAEAR A . HENFEREA R B R HH L B
(VR E B A R A B SR S P 22, AN
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TR SN K, W15 T I bR BV S A T T
[AIFFFEEAESC R, JT IR S K AR R 1R R A T g
FREHERIER

(Ascomycota), f 2| %I B E B AP HER) 69.38%
99.14%- 99.78%- 99.90%- 99.95%. 99.91%, #&KE#
TREFFEE SERKRITT. £ (Unclassified)

Sl | PCOAPCLVsPC2 c0h W5 14.03%. HFRI] (Basidiomycota) FIERHE
S | L BT (Glomeromycota) [IZLRIEYE T RBEVIM, 76K
£ ow0p e B SRR TLT 1%

E i <120 h IR KPS AR JE /K R 10 NEBE
- e WE, EEAAHEEME (Aternaria) . 1% &
z ol i ’ (Mortierella). #2858 (Cladosporium). Hh% &
2 i ) (Aspergillus). ZEEifE (Mycosphaerella) ¥k &
g 20 0 20 40 60 80 (Candida) . % JJ % J& (Fusarium). & 7% H &
g

PC1-Percent variation explained 94.69%

[E 2 ZB%4¥mmlE) ELE PCoA F3HT[E
Fig 2 Analysis chart of fungi PCoA between fermented samples

(Chaetomium) Fl—LE Ty 2K B . HHZR 6 FTR,
TE R AT A BERS 1R (20.77%) HIFE & (6.86%)
HifEE (2.69%). MEE (1.71%), (HR1EKET
222 RRIKEEEHA AR LM AT T TR TR e o I, RIS R e R A e R

FAE KR BE R OB OH T+ % B I THRERTEMEE.
=5 AEMRER KRR ERE &%)

Table 5 Fungi gate level species change table for fermentation samples (%6)

Phylum I'1/KF AJO‘(?OX AJO%flx AJoé‘lf%x AJO??X AJO??X Al 12\(3)(
0h-F3# 24hFH 48 h -F¥# 72hF3 96 h ¥4 120 h -3
Ascomycota 69.38 99.14 99.78 99.90 99.95 99.91
Unclassified 14.03 0.81 0.12 0.06 0.03 0.05
Mortierellomycota 6.91 0.02 0.06 0.02 0.00 0.01
Basidiomycota 6.55 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.01
Glomeromycota 0.74 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Others 1.45 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Unknown 0.94 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
* 6 KEFFRERRBKEIMENR
Table 6 Species change table of fungi in fermented samples (%6)
Genus KT AJ000x AJ024x AJ048x AJO72x AJ096x AJ120x
0h-F3 24h-F¥ 48h-F3 72h 3 96 h £ 120 h -F3
Unclassified 44.15 99.73 99.54 99.83 99.87 99.47
Alternaria 20.77 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
Mortierella 6.86 0.02 0.06 0.02 0.00 0.01
Cladosporium 2.69 0.02 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01
Aspergillus 1.71 0.01 0.18 0.03 0.02 0.02
Plectosphaerella 1.70 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Mycosphaerella 1.37 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Candida 0.86 0.07 0.03 0.02 0.04 0.35
Fusarium 0.98 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Chaetomium 091 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
Guehomyces 0.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Others 16.13 0.12 0.10 0.08 0.04 0.10
Unknown 0.94 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.01
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HHZFESS R T BoR, AR RN A 2
FEEBH MAEAE, ARILBERER, 5HART FCRMIITE
IR B LA 5 LUK R A FUIR B IR B R AR
HA BTSSRSO, T BRGSO E
IR I L >R 1 BT 380 2 X A R R e A A
“BRIVZIE, HAERANR R T TR T, P
AR B B A AL S L, P S E R W
AR, TR AR A B0 B RS I —
g, ASEIHDX AR 2 A — i XA R S RE A4
RAERINE A B LA A, AR R AR EE . R IR ]
SR RER A AN A H R B 2 BE AN i
TG R IR EAT W e, 7
REHH S AT AT R CL IR RO 5 R ZR Al
TR 5 N i N 2 8 B s S 0 el W AN
FOBT R GO IR /R I LR EAN —, S8BT
B, MARBEALIE P K2 TS R A .
TOMITREIR A b i ST AR AE AL AC B, AR S E BT
FTOTIRRLCEIN, R R TR LZIE 4T
TS SITIE /R R & 2T TE, AT Fio 2
HIT SRR A IR T S A R A T AR, FTRESET
W B i S R, 20 Uk 46 (A IR B B R e
TR

3 g

3.0 ARSCR A srd s A S A ) 5 I R
IRRESRIEAT TRAE Z A Tt 7T, ITFRIR R
RS T 16 N TGN 4 AN EE, @
R R L o P R o BRI 1)
BB B AT T 2R, e
117 NMHBEREJER 10 D IHEEFJE. X Chaol
Shannon FE¥ A AL i 1A] Beta ZREVE T RIL, MK
FERT I RS, FEREE O h FFAR/REE S R B I 2 e
e, A2 AR TR R 72 h B s, 96 h K
W FIGH P I 2 AR, S5 6 BB PPN AT LI E
IR RIS RERT Lo A R REATTRA (0~24 h) KR 1 (48
h). KEEEH] (72h). REEARHT (96~120 h) 47l
Bri. AIEmTA] 120 h BBEE 0B 2 REMERI3R S, K
PRERE ot it S S ARG A8 5 %%, TR 120 h M2 K
P o AR 42 1) R PR T T4

32 WEEA KRB MAEIA RS S E T
BNENRE, FUFFHJRE (Lactobacillus) 75/ Ak I
B B — B o B o LUK AR B (AR T 48
h B 7 82.48%). FFHE/RHIFFE 5 LKA B B R
A BEER T & (Streptococeus) < F AT & (Bacillus)
&, AERFE N HRCRE B TEAL ST AE/R H AR R I

IR A K # & 3K 8 (Staphylococcus) 7E 0 h
IFEAHFE LR D, B REEREEAT, HAIEK
JEFTE L SUZAP R, AR e 5 LT 5 =
FEARTFLIKRE, (HRH N BEE. a2 i) s
B R, SR B (R R R — s s
ZBIKEE (Neisseria) 1A B & 70 & Btk 47 BT
R RLRETR D, BRI S AR S T 0.1%.
A (1) A TR LR R I ) T 3 A A T
(20.77%)~ fFEE (6.86%). HHFHE (2.69%).
&R (1.71%), HEERKEEPRERE 5 HE
D, BRI S B S KT 0.1%, SRR
REESFER, FFEER AR oK AR R R P
HEEEMEBERTI (44.15%) BIREE S HIEE] 99%
PLE, KRR EE PCoA 73#T K Hp R AREE K
IANWTIEAT 24 h J DL B[R] B (R i S 00 R O AR
RIS, 24 h K ULUE N AL BRE 2 A H R
R EE M R AR E—A s b, TBRH 24~120 h B 2 (1]
AR = AR . X —S5 RN SRR AR Y B AR
RARFE— DR T RIFIIEIS SR, X 31
PRI 7T Re S SRR A fy S H AR E A R,
[ 9 /R FE R T R BB T 5 1]

33 FEFEAEV IR Rl 454 FEREIRINFHOR, %)
MHTER AT ) e 2 R — X R = I G KR
A4y BREWRIERLE WO it P BB P 2 A AT 40
Mro @ERKM, BRAY). RISYIFIRIEYIFE )+
JE o5 BB A TR & 23 ) LKA J8 - (Lactococcus) #il
FLRF S (Lactobacillus), 35 5 LK EH @y
LR (Galactomyces). [F] Ay aEh X 1) A& B3,
filih, AR SRR R S R S I AU
HEd J@/KT LA AR REE, (AR EEKT B
TEZESF o AT DAFEN b3 DX S U A S A A v 45
AR #S . Ercolini "% PCR-DGGE
HARR AR /RIUREEA (Stilton Cheese, tHIE ="K
WEURIEAZ ) IR SN 2 . 45
IR, AR BRI FLRE FLEK b AL
F (Lactococcus lactis), FEMZEKEE (Enterococcus
faecalis), FEAFATEE (Lactobacillus plantarum), %
ZIFHHHERE (Leuconostoc mesenteroides), & 15 4
EKT# (Staphylococcus equorum), 5AH 5T & B f2H,
MAEMZ A EER S AR A7, ek
AR TR FA, BRSOk
BRI E Y, AEM ST HE, 5 KoiChi
0Ny — 52 ity AL G0 R WL 5 Tarag FRBRA M)
SRR TS R — B AW AALE 18 A HE /R K TS
e, BEEETR T ARTER T IRAR R R 2, H

33
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