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Abstract: In.order to in te the microbial diversity in a papaya enzyme preparation during the natural fermentation process,

plantarum. The main yeast species were Saccharomyces cerevisiae, Candida xestobii, Candida intermedia, Pichia guilliermondii, Komagataella
phaffii, Pichia punctispora, Pichia galeiformis, Clavispora sp., and Cyberlindnera fabianii. The dominant yeast species were Saccharomyces
cerevisiae and Pichia guilliermondii. Moreover, Lactobacillus plantarum and Pichia galeiformis shared a high affinity with uncultured
Propionibacterium sp. and Cyberlindnera fabianii, respectively, and a low affinity with other microorganisms. During natural fermentation, the
microflora populations exhibited alternating growth patterns and showed a certain affinity; the colony structure changed slightly with uniform

distribution.
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PCR 1. VerSa Doc #EiZ51% %%, DCode™
System ZEPEREFEEEI UK R4, <[ Bio-Rad A,

1.2 7

12.1 AJRNBEZE 69%1E
FREUHT AN 2 kg, VIR, #BRHEHE M 0.5:1
PILLBIIINEERE, TREIE], TIA 2 L B3 b Ifa
B, 30 ClIEEEFAH LEE 42 d, Wj/\ﬂFﬁo B HL
FE, BEEHHESTE, PRSI Wi Was Wis Wy
Ws 1 Weo
122 ¥ DNA
2 mL AR N8m WikE, 2ot
> Bk 435
FA4H B FE AR TS PR I A TR (R 2H, R R 44K
Uﬁﬁﬁx@%%léﬂ FERHAER R T-20 CUKFH

16S rDNA V3.X #= 26S rDNA DI X #%

PCR J%

PA1.2.2 Hr R HL A R R ZH 9B, 27F/1492R
NEI W BZHTE 16S IDNA, P FEZ] 1500 bp. 37
A %: DNA Bz 1 uL, 10xPCR Buffer 5 uL, dNTP
4L, IERIAEI#% 1 uL, r-Taq 8§ 1 uL, ddH,037 pL.
BSFERF: 95 ‘CTHAE!E: 5 min, 94 ‘CASE 1 min, 58 C
Bk 455, 72 CIE{#H90s, 30 MEH, 72 CJaiEfd
10 min. =28 1.0%EElahER KIS IR, 1R
3 PCR SR .

1232 16S1DNA V3 X[ PCR

PL 1.2.3.1 H11) PCR =¥ A#%ihit, GC-338F/518R
BT 16S tDNA V3 AARX, P EL)
250 bp. PCR ¥ AR5 1.3.3()F A RIVFLT:
94 “C FiAE M 5 min, 94 ‘CAME: 45 s, 65~55 ‘CiB K 455

(MBS 0.5 °C), 72 "CIEMH 30's, 20 MEH,
94 ‘CAxM: 40 s, 55 CiB-k45s, 72 CHEM 30, 15
AMEFR, 72 ‘CJGIEM# 10 min. PCR P42 2% iEHE
LI HPKIGHIE , A AR P P B FRLVKAE s
1233 [} 26S rDNA D1/D2 [X PCR [ 3

DL 1.2.2 R EERFIE R4 A, NL1/NL4
BT HEEERE 26S rDNA D1/D2 X, P2 FE 2 600
bp. PCR ¥ AR S 1.2.3.1 FAF. SNFERF: 95 C
AR 5 min, 94 CAEME 45, 56 ‘CiBk 45s, 72°C
ZEMH 45 s, 30 MERS, 72 CJE%EfH 10 min. Fe&
1.0%Z AR MR PR OIE 5, 1E N R —25 PCR BER .
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Table 1 Primer information

7144 A A3 (5—=3")
27F AGA GTT TGA TCC TGG CTC AG
1492R GGC TAC CTT GTT ACG ACTT
GC-338F CGC CCG CCG CGC GCG GCG GGC GGG GCG GGG GCA CGG GGG GAC TCC TAC GGG AGG CAG CAG
338F AC TCC TAC GGG AGG CAG CAG
518R ATT ACC GCG GCT GCT GG
NL1 GCA TAT CAA TAA GCG GAG GAA AAG | 4
NL4 GGT CCG TGTTTC AAGACG G
GC-NL1  GCG GGC CGC GCG ACC GCC GGG ACG CGC GAG CCG GCG GCG GGC CAT ATC'AAT AAG CGG AGG AAAAG
LS2 ATT CCC AAA CAA CTC GAC TC -

E: RIS A GC R
1234 [ 26S rDNADI [X PCR [ 3

PL 1.2.3.3 Hf#) PCR F=#) 98k, GC-NL1/LS2
NEIWT HEEERE 26S IDNA D1 AJAR[X, PR EL N
300 bp. PCR # HfA R 5 1.2.3.1 FAHE. NFLEFT:
95 C AR 5 min, 94 ‘CAEME 1 min, 56 ‘CiE-k 45,
72 ‘CHEH 30's, 30 MEIF, 72 CJ5LEAH 10 min. PCR
P 2% IR HEEEI KIS, VRN B B
FLIKAE o
124 HHHEEEKEK (DGGE)

XH12£ [ Bio-Rad A Deode™ i F 2 A5 Kl
REXT PCR 438 =Wy AT WK 20 3 70T ‘ﬁj\ Hy
1.2.3.2 F4HE 16S tDNA V3 [X. 1.2.3.4 x

tDNA DI [Xf{] PCR ¥ #4574 L ¥E. TN
8% (m/V), LR R 35%~65%, FIKFHEA:
IXTAE ZZ0i, fEIR 60 'CEJE 80 V, HEL¥K 720 min.
FYKZE R & i BB Yeifiis s, i R AN B 8
ARG

12.5 DGGE®if+

A 6 DO

53 U [ AR 1 E B3 44
i IER AT R B B DR
GC 3 338F/518R.INLI/LS2, 4354 S 4m

16S TDNAV3 [X R} 26STDNA DI [X . 2 fvifhk 2 %
FEF 51 GOJEMUT—E. Hbr A B 2% N B
KRG, 20 CUKFETRAF, TENIGEmRER BT
FrB. KM pMD18-T Vector Cloning Kit 7% H i H
B, BRRRYERCRETHESR, RS Osh, kAt
HRFE R RHIAT IR 22 7] I o
12.6 84 B0

FIFH quantityone #fE4 DGGE RSP HE4T i
T o MR 2% 7 1) B & S K BE THSRE S ) Shannon-
Wiener ZH£PEFEEL (H), Margalef 5 EHE% (D)
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Shannon-Wiener % 145 2(H):

.
HZ-Y Wl

Pielou BI5)EEEHI(E): E = H
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127 Falest, ARLFHME
IR ST BT, WF25 R DNAMAN
8T, B3 NCBI (www.ncbinlm. nih.gov/blast/), i
ITEHIEEXT, FIF MEGA #44, K Neighbor-Joining
FRERGKER, HIEECH 1000,

2 ZR51He

2.1 #7116 rDNA. 16S rDNA V3 X & 8 £

26S tDNA D1/D2 [X. 26S rDNA D1 [X PCR %

x

435I A 27F/1492R . GC-338F/518R 5|4 Ha 2 4]
16S rDNA. 16S rDNA V3 [X, LI NLI/NL 4.
NL1-ge-clamp/LS2 5| ¥4 &£ 26S rDNA D1/D2 [X
26S1DNADI [X, 707l#3K/N174 1500 bp. 250 bp.
600 bp #1300 bp M H B EL, R WE 1 H a. by ¢
Frd fzs. BEEHH I B 4 ) o
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2T 6 BT LI 2 R EERTHH (B8 1 FD IR
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Fig.1 PCR amplification of 16S rDNA and 16S rDNA V3 gene
regions in bacteria, and 26S rDNA D1/D2 and 26S rDNA D1
gene regions in yeast
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o —4— 14— 41— —

1M 90.8% 76.1% 54.7% 46.6% 30.9%
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(ZE 5 58 1 EIRE S B R s AN e = & P R 2 1
AT REAR FHR R 1 N 44 1 T8 Bl R IR T
AWK, REFREBEES NS, AR 2R
BAEEE S HIER N 2.09; KGN, AHFEEE
BB 6 JHiA R =N 25.06, FTREAE KA 35 B Hloe:
b, AREITIRAE K. ERER 2 FEPERE B SRR Y]
WG RD Bmr, BEEAFTREC, K (28 3~4

FD TheE, JRE s EIE, ol 25.25 12.03, J5
WGBS D B, K GE6 D Fhm. XrhER
ORI TR BB 1~2 J&) ARAEEREE 1), i
BEERER AR, 5 RS I B vl S R B2 1R (1)
AR SE S EREUR A 5 2 AR R — 2L
O A AN REYS) 5] B S KB 20008 4.31 (58 S JiD A 4.23
(4. UUL4RE DGGE Ktk M 4s R —3.
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Table 2 Bacterial and yeast diversity analysis of papaya enzyme preparation at different fermentation stages

mEM Foutha 244 (H) FZE4% (D) ¥4 EFas (E)
w, 1.9120.017 24.71£0.014 4.02+0.021
W, 1.89+0.0063 24.60+0.18
i W 1.87:£0.0048 21.12+0.025
W, 2.02+0.017 24.64+0.072
Ws 2.09+0.011 23.75+0.22
W, 2.0140.0017 2506023 7 T
w, 1.86+0.013 20.41£0.20 3.62+0.031
W, 1.65+0.016 19.91+0.73 3.21+0.029
. W 2.01+0.014 < 25.25i§ 421+0.019
W, 2.03£0.005 24.88+0.010 4.23+0.025
Ws 1.88+0.018 15.98-0. 3.36:0.033
W 1.89+0.18 20.4240.20 3.68+0.035
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
24 Rk wa
I UPGMA SIE X AN R I 8] () A PRV 4R 0.73
BERBRIAT R0 M, S Rk 4 F1El 59 Wi
0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8
Wi 043 W4
0.80
0.28 W6 W3
0.68
0.44 W5 w6
0.80 w2 0.91
W5

0.86

4 7K JI\B% =40 DGGE 354U BB R
Fig.4 Cluster analysis of DGGE profiles for bacterial
communities in papaya enzyme preparations
HE 4 AT, 5 1. 6 JES HA R A4 B R AR AL
PRI, AT REA H A RSN 5 0 O 2 R AR A P
M5 2~5 J ARAEROR, b 3 AEE 4 JA AIARL
PR, 150.90, XEFVRARBIER, 45 Tk
FEA R RERRE . I, AR R IR
AR AR s AR B A S AL, Xt 5 1R 1 B4
FAATT

84

5 7KJ\B2 BT} DGGE F5 8BS
Fig.5 Cluster analysis of DGGE profiles of yeast communities in
papaya enzyme preparations
AL 5 TR, AR R R RE R 0 20 A B A
A AR, BB, WA 1~2. 3~4
A 5~6 J& 3 AL BB B BGSHARUE . Hrb
5~6 FARMRLE fiers, GA%) 091, XARERANEE R

25 MrRFRKAREE

41 DGGE BlREH, #5024 4. 64 104 12
16, 4 Hlr 44 N bac band 2. bac band 4. bac band 6.
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bac band 10. bac band 12 F1 bac band 16; E#£: DGGE
B, SPE4EH7 2. 34 44 5. 64 8. 9. 10 f1 12,
4y R A 44 N sac band 2. sac band 3 sac band 4. sac band

25 - AE NCBI X, Brfs 4 A0 3 B . MEGA 4.0
BRI RGN . BERER SR B M, Neighbor-joining 5
%, BJEEL (boot strap) 4 1000, Z55U1El 6 FIE 7

5. sac band 6. sac band 8. sac band 9. sac band 10 F/l R
sac band 12, 4 Fridk & VIR RIS R34, DT
#< 3 DGGE &lIFFELxf4ER

Table 3 Results of closest match identification of DGGE bands

M AR PR ABBLE % /#7] ID
bac band2 Lactobacillus plantarum 100 LC209103.1
bac band4 Lactobacillus plantarum 99 KU898976.1
bac band6 Leuconostoc pseudomesenteroides 99 AF515228.1
bac band10 Lactobacillus plantarum 100 KU8 1
bac band12 Uncultured Propionibacterium sp. 0 078229.1
bac band16 Weissella paramesenteroides 101 LC150827.1
sac band2 Cyberlindnera fabianii ' ﬂo 793.1
sac band3 Saccharomyces cerevisiae | 4 103" NR 132209.1
sac band4 Candida xestobii 99 AM160626.1
sac band5 Pichia guilliermondii 100 KU729167.1
sac band6 Komagataella phaffii 100 KY108514.1
sac band8 Candida intermedia \ 99 EF629543.1
sac band9 Pichia punctispora 100 KY108914.1
sac band10 Pichia galeiformis 100 JQ073767.1
sac band12 Clavispora sp: 98 LN870344.1

Lactobacilius plantarum (KURIE976,1)

Lactobacillus plantarum (KUB98975.1)

99| bac band10
bac band4

bac band2

Lactobacillus plantarum (LC209103.1)

gg| Uncultured Propiomibacterium sp.(KX078229.1)
bac band 12

Weissella paramesenteraides (LC150827.1)

57! bac band16
Lenconastoc psendomesenteroides (AF515228.1)

bac band6

6 WERRGZLZER
Fig.6 Bacterial phylogenetic tree

P 3 LAY AR PR B AR R
TN (Lactobacillus plantarum) iz A 5 2R
(Leuconostoc pseudomesenteroides )~ Ff 5% 1T [T
(Weissella paramesenteroides ) /7] ¥ 37 B IR B

( Uncultured Propionibacterium sp. ) ~ i 1 %

( Saccharomyces cerevisiae )« 1 22 Wt} ( Candida
xestobii ~ Candida intermedia ) - £ 75t} (Pichia
Komagataella  phaffil'™ . Pichia
punctispora- Pichia galeiformis) ¥ EE (Clavispora
sp.) & Cyberlindnera fabianii. %5 DGGE $84C&WE

guilliermondii .

A, WIS R I 3 AR B O A ) FLAT B (Lac
plantarum) . BRIGELE (Sac spp.) FIEFREERE (Pic
guilliermondii « Kom phaffii - Pic punctispora - Pic
galeiformis ) . & Mg W& B B Bk ( Leu
pseudomesenteroides) FUEZLI#RE (Can xestobii~ Can
intermedia) J9RFFRTIARIMIA B . SREESE WA 6
BTN

Propionibacterium

Lac plantarum 5  Uncultured
sp. B3 & M B &, Leu
pseudomesenteroides 5 HABAN G ISR G M /N : Pic
galeiformis 5 Cyb fabianii 255 i =, Kom phaffii
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55 FL AR R B PR G MR

| sac band3
sac band4

7 BERGAERN
Fig.7 Yeast phylogenetic tree

5| Candida intermedia (EF629543.1)
42|'sac band®
601l Ctavispara sp. (LNSTO344.1)

sac bandé

Pichia punctispora (KY108914.1)
sac band9

96| Saccharomyces cevevisiae (NR_132200.1)

Cyberlindnera fabianii (KY 108793.1)

Pichia galeiformis (JQOT3T67.1)

2| sac band2

sac band 10

57|/ Candida xestobii (AM160626.1) | 4
Pichia guilliermondii (DO655689.1)

Komagaraella phaffii (KUT29167.1)

R IE ] S BR B W T AR A, (HANE B 7E SRR ARPAE TR, R RE AN
1% pH {8 FAERY, I ANT AL AE = B 14 5], By B RHE . e T AT

Z pH BEAG, 10 HAE AT LA A & i Fet i 2R
KO, LU AR IS B A AR — M AU

EN (WA Vod i S s 2 T L D R S 7
JRITE A BRI STy, INBE R IO R IR

P A R, ST wE . KR AT R HF AR,
PP TR o TR T R B 2 K T e PO AN [ S A 52 Rk

AL A R 1 1) FA B iR, el

WDFURT TR N 3 BRI L AR o IR SARRS 1]
FE, DI EEREAE R Ry RS R, X
5 T 57 A PR B0 12 R A T 2 T o B I B
ARTT o R Bk 2] AR AR B A I 11
[ REROE A KA A T 5, R
Feo AHEAE], HIZEERKISR. S5 J 2]
E Y R P R 3 O i

AW TR P bR PE R 7 2B R B A AR
WezR, JEE BT IR R A K, R RIS R
ISR, R T R E R RS AR L
Je T A ) 73 15 4 e SRR

B3]

RIS R I R T S e, 25 R
ARTNEE 2 SRR T R RN RO &, AR
JhsBA H BR T (Leu ! pseudomesenteroides) TAY)FAT (4]
( Lac plantarum ) 2K i JE 20 B IR B ( Wei
paramesenteroides )~ AR i FRMNIRE (Uncultured
Propionibacterium sp.)~ BREIEEE (Sac cerevisiae)
BB (Can xestobii. Can intermedia) HE7RIEEE

(Pic guilliermondii~ Kom phaffii. Pic punctispora- Pic [5]
galeiformis ) WEFREEEE(Clavispora sp.) . Cyb fabianii,
Forb B B R TR L AR LI BE R R IR H5 5,
TR LT A ERTSI BE A B SR B R B AR 1R
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