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HAT, ki 2o & 23S i A S s
AUPODTER S NI T2 11 0N 3 3 6 AN M i 7 e
ft PCR (RT-gPCR)fi A% RT-gPCR i K2
— PR TR SRS | E R E A OIS, B
PR RS HERE | R A R A )
R s gy ppt et R TR A, AEK RS
P E T N . Kim E ZEU R SRS 14
SEBL T g A T T RS LT R SR R 2 E
Kim DH L% ] RT-qPCR A & B £ b P S R 141
HEAT T R ALk, Moser U & T —Fh LT
RT-gPCR i AR Lactobacillus helvetious
PR S8 S I E BN T

AW FET L T 4 I R FL AT T PR S M o
RIELA A, @t Primer-blast T H%3 T 4R
PSR E M PCR 5143F#57 T RT-gPCR
Jrk, T RV A S T R i Mo ot A b ) < L
R LA TR 18 50 722 A A 7 )

1 AR

11 B

111 BEAR: AHEST T A0 35 R T B I s
S 2, A7 T-80 °C w4t . THERFLI H
S N 5
B A FLOAT
(Levilactobacillus brevis) . % [ Kl % L AT B4
(Limosilactobacillus reuteri) . #7 i #& L T
(Limosilactobacillus pontis) . 1A £ K% % L A+ &
(Limosilactobacillus panis) . % B ¥ % 7L ¥ &

(Limosilactobacillus fermentum) . #2525 LA 15

(Lactobacillus acetotolerans) .

(Lactobacillus helveticus) .

(Limosilactobacillus timonensis) . fi [ ZL #F &
(Lactobacillus buchneri)ffi ffl MRS #5373 37 °C
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ST R 1 d; [ 78BS FF 1 (Acetobacter
pasteurianus) . H[B] %5 S AT 7 (Gluconacetobacter
intermedius) . KX %1 JE #T 7 (Komagataeibacter
europaeus) kK Al LB K3t 30 °C #55% 2 d; Ac.
jinshanensis > il 200 g/L Z ZF32 k319 MRS £
Fe, 37 °CIREREFE 4d,
112 MRS ¥gE (g/L): A 10, 4 AH 5,
WERLRY 4, FPIFIR A 8k 2, W#4ik% 20, nhii 80
1.0mL, ZMRHNS, WA —H 2, BifREE 0.2,
TR 0.2,
1.1.3 LB #JRH(g/L): HAW 10, Btk 5,
AN 10,
1.1.4  BEEEHEG . JBORE A VLIRS B 1A R
ovE], REERE] 1-18 d; PO R s AR Al
REEWFENSE 12 K 55 18 K INARK B A ™
il RERFRICES 17 K 5 35 K.
1.1.5 HEEEHES: T GERE SRR
1.1.6 JEESHES: BURE A VIR A Al
RERFRINES 10 K. 55 70 K PR A2 1
WA, KBRS 1K,
1.2 FERG RS

SRR . ERE . AR ITERE
ik 80, LTREN . ERRA M. BIREE . BLRRGL
(EIZ58E 1), Wbkl . EAMR. 2 2FEH (Oxoid
o Fl) ;s AT S 41 DNA $ BOR 6 (i3 B 2k
YA BR/AF]); AceQ Universal SYBR Green gPCR
Master Mix . Green Taq Mix (Thermo Fisher 23 #]);
%t E i PCR 1Y (Applied Biosystems 23 #]); PCR
1% (Eppendorf A H]); B HUR 53 BT % 45 (Bio-Rad
ZvH]); DNA Marker, Premix Ex Taq fiff(TaKaRa 2
A]); DG250 KA REF746 (Don Whiteley Scientific);
% HL Pk B i (Bio-Rad /A ) o
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1.3 H:[H41 DNA fy#E

2 FE N 41 DNA S B U1 mL Ab 45 )
MZH A B SR T 1.5 mL g0 e, 8000 r/min 2§
O 5 min, WAERKDIRE, KGR & RICER
41 DNA; BEM% . T . BEEEAL RN 41 DNA 2
BCRH CTAB 3%, $2HUH) DNA R dhid S B R
% H Nano Drop 2000 7 i DNA ¥ B, L1 AgeolAzgo
TEH DNA 4
1.4 BEES . MBS A REEN T

H LR R B 2 4G 36 T A B 2 ) SR P A A
16S rRNA V3-V4 X8 H 5|4 341F (5'-ACTCCT
ACGGGAGGCAGCAG-3')#1806R (5'-GGACTAC
NNGGGTATCTAAT-3") X fifs filr | 1 Fis A% b i A7
WY, T A B 97% iy AH LM 2E AT
OTU E2, M F4h 5 EzBioCloud (https://www.
ezbiocloud.net/) B4k 2 Eb Xt AHALL B2 15 51 99% A [F]
— kb,
15 FeREEsIwRBGT

2 [ SCHR AR A5 AT h ] T LR 1A 43 B ) 2 A
Je4, s LS T AIHE NCBI b 5 LA A
RLRE, BEBEARALEE AR T 80% 11 5 X 7 41/ A A5 Al
Je A B R 519, A NCBI Primer-BLAST
THZESIWSE, PCR F=HKJF 80-300 bp;
BE G WA SR I IE S5 (Primer Pair Specificity
Checking Parameters): %% % (Database) #y nr; H
RSEFE BN E . L primer 5.0 FAFF
DNAMAN #cf0Hr, MFTERAG A 51 Py 3 bk ik
ABEWE H B RR . 51 RAKIT
1.6 Sl SEEIEM

DL 4 il 1 R LA T Ak DR AR O BE PR X

M, BEEE TR ULAY 12 FPAHEE(A. pasteurianus;
G. intermedius; K. europaeus; L. acetotolerans;
L. helveticus; Le. brevis; Li. reuteri; Li. pontis;
Li. panis ; Li.
L. buchneri) & K VR BT RE, AN sh VE N
2 FXIREST PCR. ROWARR . B RS 914%
1 pL, Tap-fiff 12.5 pL, Bifk DNA 1 puL, ddH,O
9.5 uL, J2 )% 451+ 95 °C 5 min; 95 °C 1 min, 53 °C
30s, 72°C90s, 35/MEH, i id s BERE
VKFNW SRR . 4 Nano Drop 2000 &
DNA ¥ J& Jm #5 H 48— i B 50 ng/ul 1 PCR
AR
17 BlYeAREEY

TG A T TR O 3 R IS TR R DX A A D A A E
P98, ML BB SRR I ri VK 2R S L 0 A0 4 W
P TR K T o 82 T T v < L0 R LA 1 ) 3 o R
1t # PCR 4347 ik 2 KAk (1) e A BR 2
"M, Mg S5 EzBioCloud (https://www.
ezbiocloud.net/) B 22 FLXF, K5 1 4 A %50k
1.8 PLER PCR FEMEL

il & H B9 R B ity B85 D1 g B ook A ol
PrdfEdh, DERREM R, JFXHPEST 10 157
B, B 10 DA, DI [RIVER BEAR E S A s
BT RT-gPCR. BIRFR : 51¥ AJ LT 4
1 uL, SYBR Green Master Mix 12.5 uL, fitlz DNA
1 pL, ddH,O 4.5 pL, W& 95 °C Atk
30s; 95°C Z&PE5s, 53°CiR:k 10s, 72°C 4t
fit 5's, 35 MEH; LAEEA SN N 2O H A F
B (I AODE PR A Ca EAE Rl Fm o i v 3 )
PR, il AR 2, P SE s
PSR

fermentum ; Li. timonensis ;
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1.9 i BB A 0

EZS FIRE i (ddH,O) A [R5 1Y 4 1L R
FLFFH(3.75%10° copies/g % . 3.75x10° copies/g
T . 3.75x10" copies/g T . 3.75x10° copies/g
TR ) VT4 1 T TR LA R Y A AR DI L
(R A | AN NI i e+ S R e LN W S
(3.75x10° copies/g T-fi . 3.75%10° copies/g T .
3.75x10" copies/g T . 3.75x10° copies/g %)
THIA A LIS 1R LA TR A b [T i3
1.10 BEE: . JEE: KB R w S B2

* H 5l ¥ CCTACGGGAGGCAGCAG ,
ATTACCGCGGCTGCTGG X i £ i DNA 17
RT-qPCR S i, 45 : 94°C30s; 95°C5ss,
58°C10s, 72°C5s, 35 MG, RIKR SR
HEm Ze 2l 7 1.8,
111 £BRAFESEITE

DIBSE: . W8 . BEEREA S DNA i,
#EAT RT-qPCR KL, AN [7) 1 IF [i] JE s S
e LS PR LA ] %) 2 B AT, BRI X R Oy
JCRIK, AR 21544 L Al R LA R A2
Wl A AES RIS . BT
112 RSB

i F Microsoft Excel 2010 X £ 45 #7740 #H

fifi Jf] Graphpad Prism 8 #FHEF T34 1A .

2 HERAAAT

21 BRI ES PR it

HAE A STk 3, H T 2L 1 2 B Y Bk
E%A 16S rRNAM | dnak!*20  mutL P
pheSt 2 tuf?infB123 | rpsB®IF rpoAl®#,
i GenBank b 43 , 16 5 I Ath LR TR AH 2L
JE Fe ARG 4 FPEER (infB ., mutL . tuf 11 pheS)J¥ 41
VE R 5 F T3t 5 [ 2 74 (3% 1)

22 SIYY I E R RN

KA TB tools™Vk 4, ¥ Frikit 519
GenBank 4 2 H LA TR T 52 K TR ik 4 5 R 4 )7
FIHEATHU PCR, PPN 104 S o 4 2R R,
EFXt pheS 3 B P 41 T e AR S 5 149 A 3R A%
& INBERRFLFF I 80— PCR 7=y, i HoAth 5 | ¥ 2 fE
PG PIFN R UL BRI AN, SRASIH A XF
& IR FLAT B U B bR AT PCR 93, i L
51 Y3 H BAR R S Y . 51 A )T 5
(AJ_R:5-ACCATGGCCGACTTAAAGG-3',A] F:
5'-CACCGGCACCTAACATTTCG-3), ¥ 1 H Bk
K 199 bp, GC %1 55%, T,{H 59 °C, Aff
EHAMNTA

®1 SURRATHEEFIILLER

Table 1. Conserved sequence alignment of Ac. jinshanensis
Gene ID Species name Similarity/% GenBank accession number
infB Fructilactobacillus fructivorans 73.67 CP045562.1
mutL Apilactobacillus kunkeei 73.88 CP012920.1
tuf Schleiferilactobacillus harbinensis 74.06 CP045143.1
pheS Lactobacillus jensenii 74.71 CP046310.1
dnaK Apilactobacillus kunkeei 78.45 CP012920.1
aspS Loigolactobacillus bifermentans 79.92 CP045872.1
rpoA Companilactobacillus farciminis 80.58 CP012177.1
16S rRNA Li. reuteri 89.79 MN081709.1

actamicro@im.ac.cn
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FIFB1Y A XF 12 FPAS 6] ) LA B8 R0 S AF 1A
Sy HAT PCR, HIUKEE R BIRTEVKIE 14 A4
H— HAJEAE 200 bp 47, R4 LLBSRR FLAT B A0
A TE R (VKGE 1-13)¥178 H i 4548 (&1 1), &M 519
AJ RS . &P, PCR I P oK
FF 199 bp, 4 GenBank H1% 5% 7 51] (CP034726.1)
AR E A 100%.
2.3 SlYY BERAE BTN

S A X IR A 9 2o 2 I 15 266 1A 2
DNA 47 PCR ¥}, PCR = ¥35t/la b e v Uk
ZERANE 2. 1-18 d BRI R 2o, U
EU%ﬁ%I%TFH?EHEﬂiE% EHHPEP%UJ@HE&
FLAT B Y Wl
2.4 SYY I ER RN
241 ML URIEMINERNSAH : S HN
B 1) 2 DU ST AR SRR 1.15%10° copies/uL,
FOBS BE R RS IS MR R 4 1 S P Ra I i S 2,

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1.
Figure 1.

9

T A Ml 2 5 BB — e i 0, TC R 1) — RAK SRy
S . RIS BRAE 2R3 -0.2994, AR
Jy 125770, £&¥E R®Jy 0.9996 (& 3), 514"
BABLRN 99.31%, X 4 L TR FLAT B 1) 2 A
LM 2.24-10.24 Ig(copies/uL).
2.4.2 & ILBEERFLAT B AR BIBCR AW 8« BR
(bR TSR AN 28 2 FIE7R L 28 FUnAR TSR DL K
FE b s 183l 95%-105%
2.5 SIYrE A

BARDFFER RT-gPCR J5 B A A L X £
Pl 1T P T R A 2B 7 R R S A,
Rl A A LS PR LA TR A TR . B . TR
PSR ZE SRR 4 Fios o 4 1L EERR ZLAT B8 P LAAE
DU AR A5 2 A4 i DX A £ T A 1 ANV 95 ik
R ES PR, ZE TR ERGESS 10 K, JLAH
X = B A 91.25% (8 4-A). B FHARWFIE ST
FesetEn I A) XTRERS . R . ARSI 4

10 11 12 13 14 M bp
~ —2000

— 1000

199 bp=— i
3 — —250
- — 100
—2000

199 bp e — 1000
— — 500
_———100
—2000
199bp . — 1000
I = —s00
- —100

51494 R T
Primer specificity evaluation. 1: A. pasteurianus; 2: G.

intermedius; 3: K. europaeus; 4:

L. acetotolerans; 5: L. helveticus; 6: Le. brevis; 7: Li. reuteri; 8: Li. pontis; 9: Li. panis; 10: Li. fermentum; 11:
Li. timonensis; 12: L. buchneri; 13: ddH,O; 14: Ac. jinshanensis; M: 2000 bp marker.
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10111213 14 1516 17 18 19 20 M  bp

—2000
— — 1000
199 bp = 0
—250
—100

T —————— - S S S — e — —-—

— 2000

— 1000
— 500

— 100

199 bp

'

- ——— - ————————— —

—2000
— 1000
— 500

199 bp

2. SIMERETEN

Figure 2. Primer effectiveness evaluation. 1-18: Dayl-Day18; 19: ddH,0; 20: Ac. jinshanensis; M: 2000 bp
marker.
(A) 9000 (B) 12¢
8000 y=—0.2994x+12.5770
7000 10+ s R*=0.9996
£ 6000 38w
5 5000 3 L
2 .
55 4000 2 o L
- =] L
5 3000 S 4l .
2000 G e
1000 2t °
I ‘ . . ‘ . 5
65 70 75 80 85 90 95 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
T/°C Cq
&l 3. RT-qPCR J&## #h 2% 5 Fr A #h 2%
Figure 3. Standard and melting curve of RT-gPCR.
F 2. S WIEEER FLAT H BV InkR E UL =R
Table 2. Recovery experience of Ac. jinshanensis
Origin mass concentration Added mass concentration Found mass concentration
. ) . . . . Recovery/%
(copies/g dry Pei) (copies/g dry Pei) (copies/g dry Pei)
0 3.75x10° 3.74x10°+5.25x10! 99.64+1.40
0 3.75x10° 3.79x10°%+1.95x10* 101.00+5.20
0 3.75%x107 3.68x107+9.92x10° 98.00+2.65
0 3.75x10° 3.83x10°%+7.50%x107 102.00 +2.00
3.75x10° 3.75x10° 4.11x10%+1.56x10° 99.67+3.79
3.75x10° 3.75x10° 7.28x10%+7.50x10* 97.00+1.00
3.75x10° 3.75x107 4.18x107+6.30%x10° 101.33+1.53
3.75%10° 3.75x10°% 3.70x10%+1.10x10’ 97.67+2.89

actamicro@im.ac.cn
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LS TR FLAF B O B A T 00, U v A B g
PR L AR EE 1 KA b rh oA AG I ) 8 111 R L AT
R, LR A I A5 SR I E AR S P T 5 | )
Al IRENBR P . AT 18 KA DU 1| 5 oy s
o4 LS PR FLFF |8 55 54 7.1720.18 lg(copies/g T
FE), KBEHS 35 KA LI AR B e e s v 4 1L e R
FLFFIR & i 6.2620.16 Ig(copies/g T'/%), K
55 70 KA VLIRS PG PR e Ao AR TP 15 v 4 1L A R
FLAFE & 2 9.11+0.18 Ig(copies/g T/%); t4h,
TEHABHE S A 3] 2.49+0.06 Ig(copies/uL)
1 3.29+0.13 Ig(copies/uL) iy 4 Ll ik {2 L AT
(Kl 4-B).
2.6 BRI BE AR A I i TR BE I P & LU B PR FL
FEsAZN

M B8 T ook AR IS I oh o4 S R Ak o
Kl 5-A PR KBESS 6 KT, 4058,
Jy 9.85+0.10 lg(copies/g T-fi%), MM & me4s
I, &~ 8.80+0.10 Ig(copies/g T-fi%). HHITHE
T T TR A I o PR O 2 W B IR 2 A R T, & LI
TR LA AR R R N - BEAE IR IR & 8 1-15 d 23 |

I

(A)

s

o
1

e
%0

e
o

=
~

e
b

e
=

Relative abundence of Ac. jinshanensi.

4.
Distribution (A) and content (B) of Ac. jinshanensis in different samples. SC: Sichuan; SD: Shandong;
JS: Jiangsu; SV: Stored vinegar; CP: cupei; JP: jiupei.

Figure 4.

TS, FeETERR IR , FARR R o,
B2 & eSS 15 KIFikF] 81%+13% (5] 5-B).

G LU PR LT TR A VL A i i PR R I A R v
BIETHE & T PR B 6). BEIR & )
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6.35+0.07 Ig(copies/g 1-%)_I-F 2 8.72+0.09 Ig(copies/g
%), 15— BEARFR7E 108 Ig(copies/g T 2 &
[icaa

W 240 TR R 104 i T 4 1L I TR FL AT T AR X
FERMAAEMSLIERAAE SR, 5§
RT-qPCR 75 21| (1) 4 111 % IR 3L A 1 & & k17 %t
o, & B A BB AE & B 9 d J5 RS TR AF
JoEVE2E R, U BTE Ao R 2
WEERIFAEN M S R, - ERE b
5 RT-qPCR Ayl 45 5230 H >4 4 1L S IR 5L
FRAE AT R T 10%0F, % i am &
it 5 RT-qPCR Zr Mr &5 R HA 3% 22 57 (K 6), Ul
BN P AR 5% 0 e S 5 1 ) AJ IS & TR i 42
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== OTUT7585 Ac. jinshanensis (100%)
OTU7960 Ac. jinshanensis (99.77%)
OTU7686 Ac. jinshanensis (99.77%)
OTU7934 Ac. jinshanensis (100%)

* OTU7830 Ac. jinshanensis (100%)
OTU7814 Ac. jinshanensis (100%)
OTU7919 Ac. jinshanensis (100%)
OTUT876 Ac. jinshanensis (99.77%)
OTU7753 Ae. jinshanensis (100%)
Others Ac. jinshanensis (>99%)
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5. HIIEEBRMBRARIEAES
Figure 5.

OTU7950 Ae. jinshanensis (100%)
6 9 12 15 18
t/d

ETRA)SELHEERIFESF(B)

Changes of bacterial biomass (A) and distribution (B) of Ac. jinshanensis during AAF of Zhenjiang

aromatic vinegar. Interleaved bars=MeanzStandard Deviation.
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(**: P<0.01; ***:. P<0.001)

Figure 6. Content of Ac. jinshanensis in bacterial
community during AAF process of Zhenjiang
aromatic vinegar (**: P<0.01; ***: P<0.001).
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U RSE . RSP LR DNA 741 &
R eIy SAN PSS N i W 2 odl B S
F 16S rRNA EE[A ¥ S /R R 8848 7 41, SR 3L
MR B A E] A 16S rRNA JFAI RN IEPER =, B R
SE DR s At B 5 g 5 3 R R R T RL R B
YR EE AP, AR, CAYFZRET phes
LR AT SR B RT-gPCR RY4¢14 , 2013 4F Bottari
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SO IR A T 4E Xt pheS JENBETH G54,
HF L. helveticus .
Streptococcus thermophilus FiI Li. fermentum )£
M, 2017 4F Moser 20710 pheS L PH 1 hy
WFF, SEBLT R hh R L. helvetious féH s % &
e . AP Rd s sruE W], WA pheS
LA AR T 4 IS BR LA 18 /9 RT-gPCR
R0 A S 1 R A AR 15
G ISR FLAT B TE I . Bl A2 eI o
R IZAFAE o A kP T 4x [ 10 AR [H] 77 X
(4 B 5 s 2 B2 Y Lactobacillus sp A7 T
Sy, FEFIFIL 16S rRNA L FE ST T 55
PRSI TR E o AW SOR I E BT
Lactobacillus sp.f#) 16S J¥ 817 X}, & Bz
A2 I BEPRFLAF i o i —2b i@ k53, LA pheS
B 4 AR e A st T — 25K S 199 bp
A5, AT A [) b DX RS I % A T AR
Hh 4 L SR FLATF TR Y PR S | HEf e i

Lactobacillus delbrueckii .

4 Hi

ARFFELL S I BARRFLAT I pheS ZEIN ¥ 410
BRSOt T xR 1Y, M T —Fh
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Establishment and application of real-time fluorescence
guantitative PCR for detection of Acetilactobacillus jinshanensis
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Abstract: [Objective] To establish a real-time quantitative method PCR (RT-gPCR) for the detection of
Acetilactobacillus jinshanensis in the fermentation of Chinese traditional fermented vinegar and baijiu. [Methods]
The specific gene in the Acetilactobacillus jinshanensis genome was screened for the design of PCR-sequence
specific primer. The specificity and accuracy of specific primers were verified by PCR with isolated strains and
vinegar Pei. The RT-qPCR method was established to analyze the content of Ac. jinshanensis in vinegar, jiupei and
cupei from different regions. [Results] We designed a pair of primers with product size of 199 bp, GC content of
55% and T, value of 59 °C with phenylalanine-tRNA ligase subunit « (encoding pheS gene) of Ac. jinshanensis.
The RT-gPCR method has potent specificity, high sensitivity, good repeatability and versatility, and its detection
range is 2.24-10.24 lg(copies/uL). The method can be applied for the detection of Ac. jinshanensis in the
fermentation of cupei and jiupei from different regions. [Conclusion] The RT-gPCR method can be used for the
specific identification and accurate quantification of Ac. jinshanensis in the fermentation of vinegar and baijiu.
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(Ao sh: KEEM)

Supported by the National Key Research and Development Program of China (2018YFC1603800, 2018YFC1603802) and by
the National Natural Science Foundation of China (31530055)

“Corresponding author. Tel/Fax: +86-510-85918206; E-mail: zhenghxu@jiangnan.edu.cn

Received: 24 December 2020; Revised: 19 March 2021; Published online: 25 April 2021

http://journals.im.ac.cn/actamicrocn



