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L. paracasei E1-1 Y+ FUAF A L. helveticus M3-1 .
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P ARG RE SR AL EE . B 8 mL KR, fEE
FEEEBORE AP A 2.5 g [EARSARAN, FFmA
5 UL 2-FFEA M (2.62 g/L)y MR, AR T
2 [EAATAE I, GC 45k #EFE TR 250 °C,
EREAE RGN TG-WAMS (60 mx250 pumx0.25 pm,

Thermo, USA), VS NEA, Somdie;
IRALF A . 40 °C fHIR 2 min, A 3 °C/min 3 FT}
IRZ 130 °C, LA 6 °C/min #ZE TR E 200 °C, Ff
DL 8 °C/min HRTHEE 230 °C 4i+F 8 min, MS
ZAF: BLHLESIR, B IRE N 260 °C, Fimik
Bk 200 °C, BFIRAER A 70 eV, HLFIEITHIE
A 25-350 amu. B EiEIETELE RS NISTOS
TR Willey 158 rh it Lu X, 5 e th A4k
GYIVCIE R E] 800 s LA FBT, ARzt
YIS A Y B R, SERUEPE . ARIE AR
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2.1 ETIHEARTI TR EE AL EAER
K7

MO e R B AR (R D, 4
pasteurianus G3-2 Fll L. hilgardii M3-4., L. pontis
M17-5., L. casei E10-1 A EAE 234 o /N T 0,
W MBS EHEM ;s M Lo paracasei
El-1. L. helveticus M3-1. L. reuteri GE7-1.
L. plantarum M10-1, L. fermentum M10-3 Z [8] 1}
MEAEMDE o KT 0, B2WEIEMNGE 1.
A. pomorum G15-6 Fll L. helveticus M3-1 Z[] a N
EH, RIADREAEM; M L fermentum
M10-3. L. hilgardii M3-4 Z 8] o 5 0, HEM 12
[B]FH E 525 /N s 1 L. paracasei E1-1, L. reuteri
GE7-1. L. plantarum M10-1. L. casei E10-1.
L. pontis M17-5 Z [a] a/NF 0, EFEPAEHAGE D).

R MERETMNRZBEEREE

Table 1. Interaction types predicted by additive model
Scores M3-1 El-1 M10-1 M10-3 M3-4 M17-5 E10-1 GE7-1
G3-2 0.16 0.07 0.33 0.28 -0.23 —-0.05 -0.16 0.33
G15-6 0.27 -0.33 —-0.26 0 0 -0.19 -0.07 -0.50
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AR TIPS 73 7 45 5 T 0 20 W 2 I R AT ol 5L
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22 PR EEMAEYRSZEAERRR
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FFRRAL T4 X0 T AL RUEEY) , BRERAT 12
SFLIRAT TR 2 [] (14 58 AT T AR S B Vi 1 A ORAIE
BRI AR i ot o RS P T AT T A
221 RACRET BEE EEMAY 2 B EE
FA =l oA I IR AT T ML R AT BT 9 7 2 5 (4
B 3% A0 L8 I v g R e A KA A AR Y A
e, BRI LB SRR R 19 HOAE RO A AR
AR TR TR R, (B4 Se 2 5 fE 4R B
BHILHSRPRAA (K 2). BUKE, BERRE 1
A. pasteurianus G3-2 S BRE L. helveticus M3-1

L. plantarum M10-1., L. hilgardii M3-4. L. casei

E10-1. L. reuteri GE7-1 JGiS1E i B AL B 5 0 SR
T2 RUURSEHEBRTESIBTEL

Table 2.

i ARG IR RS vh B R b A K AR 0 P AR A0
TFaits3d; SFBRW L. paracasei E1-1 £ 5 5%
Fr B 2 R RN LR ) B K LU AR B 2R Ll 85 57
i, PRGBGSR SRR A LR 1 oA L Ay
—ERER TR, SFRE L. fermentum M10-3 |
L. pontis M17-5 HIEFRI AR LA QSR FN A,
FAREAKR, SERE L. fermentum M10-3 1E9R%
Al E IR P RO AR KR IR AR, SFLIR
I L. pontis M17-5 E%Eﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%jﬁmiﬁﬁﬁ
TR, BERRE 2 A pomorum G15-6 5 F MR
L. plantarum M10-1 . L. fermentum M10-3 | L. hilgardii
M3-4 . L. pontis M17-5 ., L. reuteri GE7-1 TEPAFIRZS
AR R R R T AR SR SEARW
L. helveticus M3-1 Fll L. paracasei E1-1 TEPR 17 ILE #
Hh SR I R ) B K L AR R Al S A LU A BT
TR, HeEERT ORI R R AR R AT
K, HLERAZEREFRAHZE A,
LIEFHE REKAMAH LLER TN

Changes of specific growth and metabolic rate of Acetobacter and Lactobacillus in vitro co-culture

A. pasteurianus G3-2

Co-culture groups

A. pomorum G15-6

Aa Ab Ac Ad Ae Aa Ab Ac Ad Ae
L. helveticus M3-1 S 0.02 0.12 5.6 0.65 -0.38 0.25 0.23 0.07 -0.23 0.95
A 0.03 -0.01 4.5 1.9 0.1 0.12 0.51 -0.37 -0.19 0.45
L. paracasei E1-1 S 0.06 0.07 0.14 -0.53 -0.71 0.19 0.87 0.22 -0.16 -0.02
A 0.51 0.04 -1.21 -0.76 0.20 0.07 0.70 -0.30 -0.34 0.84
L. plantarum M10-1 S 0.11 0.78 -0.09 -0.10 0.54 0.16 0.84 1.99 -0.12 1.38
A 0.09 0.83 1.72 0.36 0.49 0.21 0.03 2.61 —0.04 0.90
L. fermentum M10-3 S -0.01 0.05 -0.89 -0.57 0.08 -0.04 0.92 -0.14 0.57 0.19
A -0.30 0.28 0.02 0.14 -0.13 -0.02 0.32 0.86 0.83 0.67
L. hilgardii M3-4 S 0.26 0.75 2.18 1.24 0.67 0.27 0.25 1.19 0.27 0.35
A 0.12 0.23 1.11 0.93 -0.31 0.20 0.83 0.96 0.21 0.32
L. pontis M17-5 S -0.46 0.15 0.29 -0.52 0.22 -0.04 0.94 0.75 0.29 -0.18
A 0.03 0.47 0.32 0.02 -0.21 0.20 0.20 0.78 0.16 0.99
L. casei E10-1 S -0.19 0.13 1.14 0.62 0.48 -0.14 -0.37 0.03 0.24 0.37
A 0 0.34 1.16 0.43 0.77 0 0.57 0.07 -0.01 0.44
L. reuteri GE7-1 S -0.21 0 -0.19 3.25 0.14 0.20 0.84 3.19 0.36 0.03
A 0.03 0.12 -0.30 2.24 0.02 0.10 0.45 2.10 0.30 0.27

A: shaking co-culture; S: static culture; Aa—Ae represent the differences of (Aa) maximum specific growth rate, (Ab) maximum

specific consumption rate of glucose, (Ac) maximum specific production rate of total acid, (Ad) maximum specific production rate of

acetic acid and (Ae) maximum specific production rate of lactic acid through minus the results of co-culture by mono-culture. Positive

numbers: enhancement; negative numbers: reducement; 0: no differences.
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SR SR R A U AR H Al R SRR
L. casei E10-1 FE35 33 A0 W) i sk 2 A A5 52 40
AR, B MREEBRE A. pomorum G15-6 5FLR
W L. helveticus M3-1 2553505 2 10 B R FEH

RILTFaitssR; 57 R L. casei E10-1. L. reuteri
GE7-1 L1537 I i [R5 T FE R 4 2 SR ) A
KA RGEZRN T aiki 5, 53R E L. paracasei
El-1. L. plantarum M10-1, L. pontis M17-5 1t
5 IR I A U 0 AR R LS R AR s AL
L. fermentum M10-3 . L. hilgardii M3-4 35320}

ZEAK,

2.3 A. pasteurianus G3-2 % L. helveticus M3-1 5]
ZHAEH

2.3.1 ROAIRETF A. pasteurianus G3-2 K
L. helveticus M3-1 2 HAEM : AT — L5 XT
BETG R A = FEMEY) A, pasteurianus il
L. helveticus #1717 HAESR R MBFFE . BIRR R 1
I T T 0 i L R 00 B R b AR K TR
=T A. pasteurianus G3-2 1 L. helveticus M3-1 4l
REFRIRR(F 1-A, B). A. pasteurianus G3-2 4k
AR 7 I 15 370K 28 rh AR e K LU T AG 56 22
AR, B LR G ST R R Bl LAl IR
Ko L. helveticus M3-1 4l FE i B LB A R 1Y
TERT 24 h NRBTHFEH A0S, MO A A B i
R, Horbrig s L BRI AR R R BROME 0 fi R LT AR A
HETHREFRIARE 1-C, D). BRI
FEA RIS BT S BT RER
FAH, W E ARG IR SR A FR P R LA s
LT aiE IR R(E 1-E, F), L3P ORI
KA B AR Tl IR A 2, iRz A B o7

TR0 T RE T R I IR B A GE R AN A B IR A RRBERR RS T 86.6% A4 (K 1-G, H). #f
T3 FRUBNRESHEBETESIBITELXESREREKARFRENTL

Table 3.

Changes of growth and metabolic rate of Acetobacter and Lactobacillus in situ co-cultured

A. pasteurianus G3-2

Co-culture groups

A. pomorum G15-6

Aa Ab Ac Aa Ab Ac

L. helveticus M3-1 0.41 0.17 0 -0.23 0.17 -0.03
L. paracasei E1-1 0.01 0.19 0.02 -0.14 -0.29 —-0.02
L. plantarum M10-1 0.38 0.20 0.04 -0.22 0 -0.30
L. fermentum M10-3 0.24 0.01 0.15 0.03 —-0.05 0

L. hilgardii M3-4 0.31 -0.27 -0.19 0.09 0.08 0

L. pontis M17-5 0.32 0.01 0.07 0.06 0.02 -0.32
L. casei E10-1 0.27 0 0.03 0.29 0 0.11
L. reuteri GE7-1 0.17 0.26 0.03 0.19 0.02 0.14

S/A: intermittent shaking co-culture; Aa—Ac represent the differences of (Aa) maximum consumption rate of glucose, (Ab) maximum

consumption rate of ethanol, (Ac) maximum production rate of total acid through minus the results of co-culture by mono-culture.

Positive numbers: enhancement; negative numbers: reducement; 0: no difference.
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Figure 1. The changes of growth and metabolism of A. pasteurianus G3-2 and L. helveticus M3-1 in vitro

co-culture. A—J represent the quantity changes and specific rate of growth (A, B), glucose (C, D), total acid (E, F),
acetic acid (G, H) and lactic acid (I, J). A: shaking co-culture; S: static culture.
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AR SRR R AR T Al B Sk R LR A R H A
R — BB, PIBER L. helveticus M3-1 j=
T4y FLEE WL A, pasteurianus G3-2 F|FH (&
1-1, 1) 256D BRI IE R BL, A. pasteurianus
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FEHR S
2.3.2 RARENMDRET A. pasteurianus G3-2 X L.
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BLRURHA AR . BRE ONIB A, R ARMEFRILR
AIRESS M A Y Z M S BHAE 2R AL, e
WB S5 E P B SR, eI SR T i S
THABERAR T AR (K 2-A), BRI R AR R
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Figure 2.

The changes of metabolism of A. pasteurianus G3-2 and L. helveticus M3-1 in situ co-culture. A and B

represent the content changes of ethanol (A) and total acid (B). A: shaking co-culture; S: static culture; S/A:

intermittent shaking co-culture.
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Table 4. Contents of key volatile compounds of in sifu culture system
Content/(mg/L) A B C A+B A+C D
3-Methyl-1-butanol 724.82 726.68 879.48 725.02 792.01 793.42
Phenylethyl alcohol 792.46 767.51 995.01 790.19 887.91 860.88
Total alcohols 5314.23 5311.13 6518.77 5414.65 6181.32 5828.80
2-Furaldehyde Nd 30.52 32.54 Nd 22.76 53.19
Benzaldehyde 81.56 108.01 120.52 55.84 80.36 117.39
Total aldehydes 145.85 198.68 267.08 123.51 167.41 183.31
Diacetyl Nd Nd Nd 9.87 14.28 Nd
Total ketones 5.76 5.59 5.39 15.10 19.97 3.63
Isovaleric acid 7.89 3.30 4.49 8.75 4.50 3.11
Total acids 149.68 100.92 39.67 255.06 155.37 86.54
Ethyl acetate 243.02 172.73 169.37 247.63 300.84 174.80
Isoamyl acetate 18.24 9.42 8.88 14.63 13.50 Nd
Octyl formate Nd Nd Nd 1.80 2.13 Nd
Ethyl phenylacetate 31.75 33.85 37.63 28.87 33.06 44.48
Ethyl 3-phenylpropionate 13.04 Nd Nd 11.79 6.56 Nd
y-Nonanolactone Nd 4.37 Nd Nd Nd Nd
Ethyl Stearate Nd Nd Nd Nd 3.40 Nd
Total esters 1900.63 1546.26 1861.59 1826.58 1919.56 1221.44
Total heterocycles 74.31 32.09 39.05 77.16 33.18 45.10

Nd: undetected; A: A. pasteurianus; B: L. helveticus; C: L. reuteri; D: control group.
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Effect of co-culture of Acetobacter and Lactobacillus strains on
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Abstract: [Objective] To better explain the metabolic mechanism of microbial community during Zhenjiang
vinegar fermentation, we studied the interaction between Acetobacter and Lactobacillus, the key functional
microorganisms during multispecies solid-state acetic acid fermentation. [Methods] Here, two strains of
Acetobacter and eight strains of Lactobacillus isolated from vinegar fermentation culture, namely, Acetobacter
pasteurianus G3-2, A. pomorum G15-6, Lactobacillus paracasei E1-1, L. helveticus M3-1, L. reuteri GE7-1, L.
plantarum M10-1, L. fermentum M10-3, L. casei E10-1, L. pontis M17-5, L. hilgardii M3-4, were selected for
microbial growth and metabolism analysis in monoculture and coculture fermentation. We compared the differences
of interaction types between in vitro fermentation and in situ fermentation, then GC-MS was used to analyze the
effects of interaction on the flavor of Zhenjiang vinegar. [Results] Synergistic effect between 4. pasteurianus G3-2
and L. helveticus M3-1, L. plantarum M10-1, L. pontis M17-5 and L. reuteri GE7-1 in vitro fermentation and in situ
fermentation was identified. Negative effect between A. pomorum G15-6 and L. paracasei E1-1, however, A.
pomorum G15-6 showed different effects on L. plantarum M10-1, L. pontis M17-5 and L. reuteri GE7-1 in vitro
fermentation and in situ fermentation. Coculture of 4. pasteurianus G3-2 and L. helveticus M3-1, L. reuteri GE7-1
showed better performance in 2,3-butanedione, valeric acid, ethyl acetate and octyl formate production than
monoculture, and the yield of 2,3-butanedione increased from none detected to 9.87 mg/L and 14.28 mg/L.
[Conclusion] The interaction between Lactobacillus and Acetobacter in Cupei can affect the changes of main
metabolites and volatile substances. This work provides a theoretical basis for in-depth analysis of the brewing
mechanism of Zhenjiang vinegar, lays the foundation for rational regulation of the microbial community and
improving the flavor and quality of Zhenjiang vinegar.
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