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Construction and Composition Diversity of a Lactic Acid Bacterial Community

SFC-2
GAO Li-juan, WANG Xiao-fen, YANG Hong-yan, LI Xian-mei> CUI Zong-jun
(College of Agronomy and Biotechnology, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100094, China)

Abstract: To obtain the community that could accelerate the fermentation of the air-dried crop straws, a lactic acid bacteria community SFC-2
was constructed from the natural fermented products of the corn straw and rice straw by continuous restricted subcultivation in the MRS-S broth.
The SFC-2 could lower the pH of the broth quickly, and produce high amount of lactic acid. The microbial composition of the SFC-2 became
stable from the 25" generation according to the results of denaturing gradient gel electrophoresis (DGGE) . The pH value of the SFC-2 dropped
10 3.8 and the amount of lactic acid reached 10.64 mg*mL ™" after 12 h cultivation in the broth, which contained 64% 1-( + ) lactic acid.
Using morphological methods, four strains were isolated from the SFC-2 and they all belonged to Lactobacillus . The closest species were L.
Sfermentums L. plantarum, L. paracasei and L. paracaset sub sp. respectively. At the same time, the composition of the SFC-2 was also
analyzed by constructing 16S tDNA clone library. The results of 16S TDNA sequencing showed that the closest species of seven clones were
mainly L. fermentum»> L. plantarum and L. paracasei. In clone libraries, 76.3% belonged to L. fermentum> 20.3% belonged to L.
plantarum and 3.4% belonged to L. paracaset .
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FEo T S AL A 00— Kl )
R IR A B v i AT g 1 0 ) A A 1) o B A
— LRI, L FRIE R R E W P B AR T
PR, PTARAG AL ) AL R E S D RE B K 0
I TSRS S (A DU REART 2825 55 LU 1 SRR I
Yoo U A IYTE Te) PR AP SR O I 4 pH
T B TRGH  FURR e O PR AR AR P 5 P LR R
BER BT TR ARGE A i 2
PEVE AR S 6 28 R 5% 73 80 Tl R T A IR 1K) B
KBS AT S TiZE 5 RN E e A
5T, 38 A% 8 10 23 18 N e W S PRI o A T
WA S FEE

1 #MR57%

1.1 #E
1.1.1 ML

H 6 BRIl SFC-2 AR T Hv [ AR b R 27 B [ X
WCSRRF L 1 R KRR TG T RS FF . 2 Fh T RS FF R 1
ol ~2 em &K, MK EHRESKEN 70%, HEET
100 mL (PR FU, 2 FRORS AT 226 10 i, B R & T
30°CTEIR T AR R K 1 5, E# pH TS
4.0 BLR I & th R A WK 1R K I 0 AE S O 3G TR R R
U5 MRS B 7R MRS-S 55 72 W43 1 2% 9 4~ 50
ml [P0 CUR, A9 AR 8 B A AR 909% , REFhEE 9%
B 3 A, 43 I KRS AT I B KRR R AT R 1
YT 2 BWIRE W, % 3 IRESE BMIMA 55 g
i Y R BERL, 30C R E R R B R T2 h JR L 4 5%
CIRFR 43 HO B4 b 5 3 e 3 R W) e e AR 3%, IR
B pH FFRIGE, = LR #8 2 B4 S5 AR 1k
FHOI AR SE RS FRM, YIK S Z AR R W BE 324, 23R
A RN B e 401 B S TR RS 7R
1.1.2  FEFREE SR TR %A1

AR 7 6 7L R B 1K 35 7R MRS 5 7R (1 L
PR 10 g AP 10 g BEEER 5 o, K, HPO, 2 g
TR 2 g0 STRIN S g HIZHE 20 g, MR 80
1 mL, MgSO, *7H,0 0.58 g, MnSO, *4 H,0 0.25 g, pH
WA 6.2~6.4, 115°C KB 20 min) Al MRS-S 15 77 3
(MRS 5 7% 5 v 46 2 Bl 50k TRERE D, Ak ] 4% - A IS
15 o/ LI, YA RE IR U0 B I 8% 3% 4 1R 38 08 30°C H
BRI
1.2 KEE=PE

pH 1173 % 4 H] HORIBA B-212 fi(3 pH vl . K55
FRWCL 0.22 pom YEIEL S, A HT H A By QPS050 <
SEEALI 52 Fo 20 43 . 73 B s CP-Chirasil-Dex CB %Y

BN FE(25 m x 0.25 mm)s FEFAEEFE)P: 50°C
2 min/i LA 5 °C/mini# T 4 100°C, B 15 °C/min
T4 190°C, TR FF 2 min, 2L 18 min; VAL IR JE -
190°C s Kz Ml 2% ¥t 2 = 230°C s Al 2% FL He: 1.5 KV 2
R A (64 kPa) s i : 30 mL/mins BEAE RS : 220,
w1722,
1.3 DNA 21

DNA (K12 HUCR F A - fih B it
1.4 PCR-DGGE & DGGE %kt [ 51 /3 #v

% H 51 % 357F-GC (GG clamp-5'-CCTACGGGA
GGCAGCAG-3', L ' GC-clamp 7 %1 & 5'-CGCCCG
CCGCGCGCGGLGGGEGGGGCGGGGGCACGGGGGG-3")
A 517R (5'-GTGCCAGC (A/C) GCCGCGG-3) 4 1
B 16S DNA V3 X3, it DGGE 73 #7 . PCR J VA%
F A (50 pl): BEAR DNA 10 ng, 10 x PCR Gold Buffer
5 1L, 25 mmol/L MgCl, 4 pL, dNTP mix( % 2 mmol/L)
5 pLs45 pmol/L 357F-GC 1 517R %5 0.5 pLs 5 Unit/pL
Ampli Tag Gold 0.2 pL.PCR M. 454 : 95°C T A
P£ 10 mins 93°C 1 min, 48°C 1B K 1 min, 72°C %E i
1 min, 3£ 30 MEFE, 555 5 72°C T LA 5 min. PCR
P 290 (1 Bt i 458 M R KA U

DGGE K HI % [ Bio-Rad DCode ALK 5 4,
Ji 52 BOCHRLS D 58 TN 445 TOE e o B IR VR FE ol 6% ~
129 it SR LD, BL 0.5 x TAE A HLIKZ2 i (20
mmol/L. Tris-HCl pH 8.3, 10 mmol/L. & &, 0.5
mmol/L EDTA), ZZVEFRIERFEN 20% ~ 60% (100% (1)
A AL R IR 2 7 mol/L, B % PR B 4> B R
40%), T-1H E HL K 200 V F1 61°C N HLUK 5 h, SYBR
Green | 44(f 30 min, SAMEEIR AR R G B 46 A1
M DGGE i H [HI (1) 4% 47 DNA, 78 AH 7] ) B 45 14
FHRY 4, 5739 7 948 Fl QIAGEN 1] QIAquick PCR
purification kit 2844, JF A% W 2 B AN 4% 47 J5 Tl
P % B A# H] ABI PRISM Big Dye Terminator
Cycle Sequencing Ready Reaction kit A 357F(JG-GC)A!
517R, £ ABI 3130XL DNA )P4 L3 #7751, e 4E
I 2 4% Applied Biosystems 23 F) #AF Ui B AT .
1.5 AR 24640 & 16S tDNA W7

¥ SFC-2 B5F=WH% 10 £ 80 FE I VEFRRE VL, ¥R AE
MRS-S [E 74, T 30°C RS 77, M40 i V8 TE 4
B Wt (1) AR B 7R 0, 24tk 3 kG, K E I 2F
P HCD B IR R YR, A 8 PCR B, H DGGE
0 9 OB AN [R) PR TR PR A9 B 0 B — B R T AR
BRI, WOAR B R4 i, L DNA . @ H 514 27F AN
1492R™ 9 1052 45 2 H 4174 16S 1DNA 4 K591, PCR
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B = 28 &

RARZR ] b, N & A R 95°C T AE PE 10 min,
93°C 1 min,50°CIE K 1 min, 72°CEAH 1.5 min, 4L 25
AMIEER, B JEAE 72°C R AL 5 min. J7 41 43 B 7532 [F)
1.4.

1.6 16S rDNA e B SC PRI g 37 S L PP 91 3 by

16S rDNA ba [ 3C 6 1R A4 4t 7 v 2 BSCRES .
16S rDNA §Hi =) 4li4k J5 46 N pGEM™ -T Easy %14
I A N KWK B C Escherichia coli )JM109. 7E LB 5%
FRHAP G TR AW G, PRk O €0 T EAT B K
PCR-DGGE(16S rDNA V3D, 3 HUAN [l {7 E 4% 7 X B
(¥ BRI & SE 1T % SDS Bl MR VAN S BUTRL, 7 41 4
HrlF 1.4,

1.7 ARG

P A 7 40 B AR ARAPE L a8 e BLAST A R 24T
RGN CLUSTAL_ X(Version 1.81) 3K £
AR MEGA ( Version 2. 1) ##F1, 2 I8 neighbor-
joining V2 HEAT .

1.8  TORFEFF RS

SR FH H [ R YR 22 R el DX S RoF PR i A1)
FORFEFE, B 1 ~ 2 em &, IN&liK & 5K RN
70% CJFUEA LD, | MRS-S i 57 W45 7% 24 h I FLIR
WIS O &R SFC-2 14 1 x 10° CFU/ g Gl D W, 474
PLFE, 20 100 mL (I8 FUE 3, 30°C 15 9% . LA &%
TG IR L I AR FE R 6 %15 IRE R, o T
RIFETFUR G 55 2,7, 10, 15,30 d #-H 3 Y S0 e LA
FIiH .

WREERL 0.5 ¢ BT 4.5 mL EFKH, %5
HHE 20 min, BT E pH FTFLER . UK KL 1
g I 2 mL 40K, 7873 4k % i B Ja Hrit o 0.22 pm
JEML, W FLIR, J715 A 1.2.4 60°C 48 h Bt T 5k
W, 40 H 0, nl o PE B WSC ( Water-soluble
carbohydrates ) [F] I 5 K FH J&L i (ARG T S
D FHEILEG 2 B, RHL 2T 4 1R I e FH R V5 R
R 77 P 00 2 P 2R B R s, LAk T v ¥ 4 SC k[ 13 ]
FT A R D BRIEAT
1.9 FX IR 7 41 K L IR P 36 ok 5

ARSI T3 168 rDNA J741 2 17] GenBank/EMBL/
DDBJ % fifi, 655 739 4 : DQ399350 ~ DQ399351( 43
BB, DQ399353 ~ DQ399354( 73 B 141 ), DQ399355 ~
DQ399356 ( 5T [ ), DQ486144 ~ DQ486148 ( 7T [% ),
DQ515862 ~ DQ515873( DGGE 4k i) .

2 FER5SH

2.1 SFC-2 Wfiiik

W FORRUKFETREFT B AR KIS W 35 R A5
Y53 A ) MRS Bi 20N MRS-S K5 7R, HEAT 14
GARARIE SR, AE R IR R AR B pH T BRI, = FL
PR A 2 HORAh SR B AR AU AR R RS 8 (55 72 . A
55 25 ARTFU, DL ROKRARS FERUKRE RS FE A 2R K IR
HHANT MRS-S (135 2 W) i AL B 29 pH T BE
P OO IR 2, A0 ) pH AL Ak A8
B %R D ARG A SFC-2, i DLJS IR S50 T
SFC-2 T A Ik ik R 3 1541041542025 F1 30 4%
1) 24 h B FEWREAT T 16S 1DNA 1) PCR-DGGE 43 #t
(B D B 1, B3R 1 AR line) 22 H I
1223 Fl 41X 4 A4, 3047 3 NSS4 70 il S
255 10811 1 12 LE R — KA B 2158 5 AR, 4
71 FNGRAT 3 TR, N T 4t 5 4 6, RS
SO R ES 10 AR AR, LT 4%al 7 R4kl 8, 5
15 AT GG OB T 4551 9, 25 AT 4 DGGE &1 3% %
AFSE, FELM N 8941041112, IX BL 4015 (11T
P AT A IR B . 74, AR R 59 45717 5 14
i 7.

F1 F> Fl0 F15 F200 F25 F30

MR 6%
LR 20%

PN 12%
LA 60% ¥

1. L. pentosus (99.5); 2.L. plantarum (99.3); 3. Pantoea toletana
(97.3); 4. L. brevis (98.0): 5.Uncultured bacterium (98.5); 6. L.
Sarciminis (100.0); 7.Uncultured bacterium (96.1); 8. L. paracasei
(100.00: 9. L. fermentum (97.9); 10. L. plantarum (97.9); 11.L.
plantarum (100.0); 12. L. plantarum (100.0)
Bl 1 SFC-2 fifiEidie h &R EYEE A PCR-DGGE Eli%
Fig.1 PCR-DGGE profiles of F1, ¥5, F10, F15, F20, F25 and
F30 of the SFC-2 during the construction

2.2 SFC-2 5 R ME R R 2 A

K H MRS-S 55 78 5 AR 15 78, MR 9 11 V4 T2 45
HE RN KB ARTEAS N SFC-2 55 25 REF TR W) 53
BRI 4 BRI, S8 T LR AT B C Lactobacillus ) »
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Har Z ™ 4 W N L. fermentum~ L. plantarum
L. paracasei 1 L. paracasei sub sp. (Aric 4 SFCB2-1i+
SFCB2-2i+SFCB2-4i Al SFCB2-51).

RIS 168 1DNA 5 [ SC 7 ¥4 % SFC-2 (1
M2 FEVEREAT T 20, BENLLEFE 148 A (1R 7%
23 PCR-DGGE ffi &, fix J5 & € T 16S 1DNA fE
DGGE &3 _EAE T AN FALE 1) 7 A A 3% (brid
N SFCB2-6¢ ~ SFCB2-12¢) MEAT 37 41 73 #r . 45 RAE 7

NFERE A, SFCB2-6¢~ SFCB2-10c~ SFCB2-11c ~ SFCB2-
8c Ml SFCB2-12¢ 5 MY l%E 5 L. fermentum FHALL % i
(& 1), SFCB2-7c Ml SFCB29c¢ 7 4l 5
L. plantarum AV L. paracasei FLLZ I iwy . AE 148 50
FESCEH 112 4MN(76.3% )M L. fermentum 1T S %,
30 N (20.3%) A L. plantarum W) T Zx B, 5 4
(3.4%)°A L. paracasei WITGM, 53 5% W& 1 )
il 9.2 A1 8K 1.

1 FHEIER 16S rDNA F5ISH
Table 1  Analysis of 16S rDNA of clone library

BIiRZ 3 v E LY i 1E e

B R ke iR L eI v ) SRR S

o ’ KA Ghi S L1 /9% :
SFCR2-1i" DQ399350 99.6 Lactobacillus fermentum AF302116 — 9
SFCB2-21 DQ399351 9.5 Lactobacillus plantarum A1935258 - 2
SFCB2-4i DQ399353 99.9 Lactobacillus paracaset DQ199664 - 8
SFCB2-5i DQ399354 99.5 Lactobacillus paracaset sub sp. AB126872 —
SFCB2-6¢ DQ486144 99.9 Lactobacillus fermentum AF302116 60.1
SFCB2-7¢ DQ486145 99.9 Lactobacillus plantarum AL.935258 20.3
SFCB2-8¢ DQ399356 99.7 Lactobacillus fermentum LCES575812 2.0
SFCB2-9¢ DQ486146 99.9 Lactobacillus paracasei DQ199664 3.4
SFCB2-10¢ DQ399355 99.4 Lactobacillus fermentum AF302116 2.7
SFCB2-11¢ DQ486147 99.4 Lactobacillus fermentum AF302116 3.4
SFCB2-12¢ DQ486148 99.4 Lactobacillus fermentum LCES575812 8.1
Total 100.0

1) i ZMEST2) e JURE; 3) 7E 148 D ICBETh iy

2.3 SFC-2.4r B IARE )

H GC-MS Ml T SFC-2 56 25 AR A L7 B B
(1) MRS-S 55 F2 W1 K B 7= ) (R 2), H & & SFC-2
HI3 BB SFCB2-1i 7ERF 7R T 46 2 72 h (1) 15 7% 1 1A
WA L-C+ OFRD-C - DFLIR . LRI L7 4
T4, 43 518 SFCB2-2i Al SFCB2-5i I & = 1) vh
KL W, SFCB2-41 MAERT IR A 24 h Al 48 h 2Bk
/i CWE, 4 B 1R SFCB2-4i Al SFCB2-51 43 A AE KT
TR 24 h AL 12 h A>T 1 mg/mLIF D-C =D F
M2, 7 24 ~ 72 h WAEBCKET L-C+ IR . T WLE
HEREPH L-C+ O TR £ ZRIE T4 2 B SFCB2-4i
HI SFCB2-5i, D-C - DFLIR T ZE KIS T 43 B9 B4 SFCB2-
1i F SFCB2-2i, LR VY # #A1, LI K T SFCB2-
1. HEA R 12~ 72h W L-C+ O FLRR ) A4 i i B
KTENDEE AR, I H KT D-C - DI M
AR, EA VR T ALRAA Z T L, 75 K5
12 h I D-C =D FLRAE KA 4.34 mg/mL, L-C + DF,
BRI 2 1/ R 6.83 mg/mL, 7 FLIR B AL W & (1
64% » 1 LI LEA 2.41 mg/mL, FLIE 5 LR IM L
HH 4.63, LUG A T w35, 48 h 5 XOZ T B
FLIR N 12 2 A R T FAK pH, SBRERTH A ) 1
IR P DRk IR AU, 177 At ok i LR R ) B R 2
JIRAT 5 R 40 5, mT B8 v R g PR D

SFC-2 IR 7™ W) 350 A7 R - 488 vt A 1 A e i i, 48
INGRRR I T VA A BLRE W TalAsk i Jo B R
®2 EARSFC2 ¥ 25 REESBEMEETY
Table 2 Fermented products of F25 of the SFC-2
and isolates during 72 h cultivation in MRS-S broth

BREY) R PR /mge mL ™!
12h 24 h 48 h 72 h
SFC-2 6.83 7.25 7.94 7.22
SFCB2-1i 3.32 1.88 2.05 0.12
L-FLfE  SFCB2-2i —D 2.14 1.43 3.02
SFCB2-4i — 1.79 6.54 6.01
SFCB2-5i — 6.39 6.79 1.38
SFC-2 4.34 4.73 5.85 6.12
SFCB2-1i 3.31 2.45 2.45 0.29
D-LIR  SFCB2-2i 0.67 6.21 3.72 7.01
SFCB2-4i — 0.86 — —
SFCB2-5i 0.35 — — —
SFC-2 2.41 4.69 5.03 5.03
SFCB2-1i 6.31 5.10 4.40 2.27
L SFCB2-2i 1.70 2.48 2.13 2.52
SFCB2-4i 2.29 2.22 2.40 2.22
SFCB2-5i 1.47 1.98 1.68 1.48
SFC-2 0.55 3.19 3.65 3.59
SFCB2-1i 2.71 9.16 22.71 14.58
LE SFCB2-2i — — — —
SFCB2-4i — 0.73 0.88 —
SFCB2-5i — — — —

1) RoR BT K 2
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2.4 SFC-2 #Fh T TOKTHE 10 R A R
¥ SFC-2 2 A0 T R OKFEFT A %, LM KL J R

PP FER R % 30 d JE A EE A R A I 3R 3 P .
MR 3 AT LUF Y, AHAE T FORFE AT AL R, R 30 d
Ja R R L pH 38947 BRAG, B T 3R & &=, I
W Rl R B R LR E&iﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ”i‘bw
166.00% , S I S s T 2.24% , 414k &
KT 6.68% .7 WL, Behh 5 KORHE T LR 7% &, 3
0T kg O R RS AT S B — e Ak, 2
T DR IR R TR b TR

F3 EARBFLEE 30 dAELEHESSHOLTFYRLRM)

Table 3 Chemical compositions of the com straw before

and after 30 days of fermentation (DM basis)

S gE| AR IR R HE %
pH 6.90  4.21 3.90 -17.36
LR A BUE/CFUg™! 6.69  7.80 8.00 +2.56
HR/ % — 1.00 3.79  +166.00
A YERE % 7.70  6.87 6.63 -3.49
HEH/ % 6.7  6.70 6.85 +2.24
HAF 4/ % 26.06  26.05 24.30 -6.68
FHLRE Wi/ % 0.33  0.39 0.36 -7.69

D AT E]

2.5 SFC-2 X AN [F il & S R FA S5 1y i e

SFC-2 BELE 10 ~ 50°C it B2 30 il 9 AR, Ho 4
30°CHS AR K F i K, 55 9% 24 h I, H D, #23E 3.0,
pH MK, 4 3.8, 15°C Fl 45°C 15 72 A5 DR F — 2 (1)
AR pH, T 10°C 1 50°C 85 77 I AR K 2812,
pH FEACAN 235, 4 2Cad(h) . SFC-2 #EpH 3.0 ~ 8.0
JEIE N 24 h FZE KT Dy, ¥ 1.5, MI7E pH 9.0
I ARG, Doy A 0.25 i, W 2(e).
2.6 SFC-2 [M4 R S AR AT RS E T

Fl MRS-S K578 30°CHf 1L KT I%, B 24 h #5461
I EBRAR 6 X, A RAIORRR LRI A K% 7,
AAE 12 h N pH BE 42 3.8 AR, JFORFF 4w 17 5L
RN BRIV e ) . I PCR-DGGE 0l 1 3% 4L 4k AR
6 IRIG AL e 3D, 25 Rl g, %A KW
A, W E R WA R L. plantarum « L . fermentum
ML . paracasei . BRI DRAF FH KK R KR8 A FT
KRB, T SFC-2 BRI, B XTI
JE AR VR4 1) 5 VAR 58 T W1 Rh ORAE 1R RS E 12
gh BRI 1R SLIR A1 ol 71, FLIR & = 0TIk 118 g/kgs
pH F8ETE 3.8, H AR IR REFI 23 11 1 AR K

3 iR

MNATAWE AR IR 22 AP R AR AP AN fig

35

®)

0 6 12 18 24 30 36 42 48
I T/h
2.5
— — ©
20 -
1.5
Q
1.0 -
05
0 ! L L L L ||_|

3 4 5 6 7 8 9

2 AEIRET SFC-2 5% 25 X 7£ MRS-S 135 % pH(a)#0
Doy (WL URERE pH T Dy 9T ()
Fig.2  Changes of pH (a) and Dgy(b) of F25 of the SFC-2

in MRS-S broth under different temperatures and changes of

AR IERR 6%
5 20%

THRIEE 12%
e 60%

Do under different pH(c)

F30 T31 T32 T33 T34 T35

1
Eemmee

T T e

5 1,2 L. plantarum . %71 3: L. fermentum . %571 4+ L. paracasei
3 SFC-2 £E& % F30 ) F35 7£ MRS-S {55 P15 24 h

B R 4A R Y PCR-DGGE Eli%

Fig.3 PCR-DGGE profiles of SFC-2 community from F30 to F35
after 24 h cultivation in MRS-S broth
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PR SE B, B RER S HEAT 1Y), A Z0UHCHE 2 Al 2 Al
LLE PR A ok S T e T DR AP A B 5 448 A
MIalRr I8 5k, LLE SRR (2 6 D Bk, TR AR
pH, 77 FLIR 22 O i b, 3 e 4 J9) PR o 78 B 77 0 € 17
Yk, 13 21 Dh REFIZL RS E I FLIR W A & & B H R
PR T7 iR B R 2 T e R E AR BT 4 3%
SRR R

KT TR R B AT AR 2 iR0E, K2 A2 A
FER, G A 7] B A 19 LR A L.plantarum['s']gj B
L. casei™, 5 B W FLKF B W L. buchneri 8% #
L. brevis™™ =", 5l 3 ¥ P9 2 ] 00 45 5000 SR 4l Bz
L . plantarum 59K ] AT B Uik} i 2% pH FRAIG, FLIR
e BN S0 AT SRR M RCR AN W G, i PR 4l
RN L. buchneri X L. brevis, B4 & T A7 A6 € M,
] TATEIEAE R AT HUBR R, (H LIRS BT,
BRZE IR, R 2 R TR A W, — e B LT BLARAIE
HRAE A AR EN. ALBRHENE SR
16S rDNAVE B SCPEN,76.3% A L. fermentum 13T %
B, 20.3% N L. plantarum W 3T 2 FF, 3.49% K
L. paracasei NI T S, 7 BUR BE LI R L . fermentum
WAL Silage M BE — 28 3 R K B Bl L.
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